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AHomayia. Y cmammi npedcmasneHi pe3yabsmamu aHasisy AEYHOI npoodyKmueHocmi
080x MoKosiHb MmpaHceeHHUX Ka4ok (TK) no eeHy EGFP. TK 6yau ompumaHi wssxom
nepeHocy yyxcopioHoi JHK 3a donomozoto cnepmamosoidis. AeuHy npodykmusHicme TK
repwozo rnoKoniHHA (0ocnioHa epyna) nopieHO8aU 3 MPOOYKMUBHICMIO HeMpPAHC2eHHUX
Ka4oK (KOHMposbHA epyrna) makozo X eiky i siHii. B 0ocnidi sukopucmanu 14 Kavyok
(7 mpaHcaeHHUX — y 00CniOHili epyni i 7 HempaHczeHHUX — y 2pyrni KOHMpPosko). Bcbozo
npoaHanizosaHo 800 seyb (no 400 8 KomHIl 2pyni) 30 MOKA3HUKAMU: MACa, O08HUHA
i wupuHa saliys, iHOekc ¢opmu Aliya, MoswuHa Ma MiyHicme AEYHOI wWKapaaynu,
cmamesa 3pinicme. [podykmusHicme 0ocniOHoI 2pynu w000 macu Aliya cknana 65.85 +
0.22 2, koHMposnbHoi — 69.70 + 0.23 2. flosxcuHa i wupuHa Aliua 8 0ocnioHili epyni 6yna
5.92+0.01i4.41 + 0.01 cm, 8 KOHMPOnbHIl — 6.01  0.01 i 4.50 * 0.01 cm. IHOekc hopmu
aliya 8 0ocnioHiti epyni cknae 74.50 £ 0.17 %, 8 KOHMPOnbHIlG — 74.93 + 0.16 %. ToswuHa

* HaykoBuil KepiBHUK — TOKTOpP Oi0JIOTIYHUX HayK, Tpodecop Kadenpr TeHeTHKH, PO3BEICH-
Hs1 ta 6iorexnounorii TBapun C. O. Kocrenko
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wiKapynu e 0ocnioHiti epyni 6yna 473.80 + 1.30 MKM, 8 KOHMPObHIli —450.10 + 1.20 mKm.
MiyHicme wikpanynu 6yna 4839.90 + 125.02 2 6 docnidHili epyni ma 4789.13 + 38.43 2 — 6
KoHmponbHili. Cmameesa 3pinicme 8 0ocnidHili epyni Hacmana Ha 147.86 + 21.20 OeHs, 8
KOHMponbHili — Ha 146.14 + 23.51 deHb. Takum YUuHOM OOCAIOHA 2pyrna rnocmynanace epyni
KOoHMposto 3a Mmacoro Aliya Ha 5.52 % (3.85 2) ma 3a iHdekcom hopmu Ha 0.43 %, npu ysomy
rnepesax3«asa 3a MosWUHOI WKApAynu Ha 5.27 % (23.70 MKM), 30 MiyHICMIO WKapaynu —
Ha 1.06 % (50.77 2), ma 3a cmamesoto 3pinicmto —Ha 1.18 % (1.72 OHi). B dpy20my noKoniHHI
npodykmueHicme 20 TK (Hawaokie TK nepuwio2o noKosiHHA) nopieHsu 3 rnpodyKmusHicmio
20 HempaHC2eHHUX Ka40K MaKo2o X 6iKy i aiHii. JocnioHa epyna (TK) nocmynanace
KOHMpPOonbHili (HempaHceeHHi) 3a #usoro macoto Ha 3.62 % (56.9 2); iHOekcom ghopmu — Ha
0.24 %, npu ybomy repesamcana KOHMPOsbHy 2pyny 3a macoro Aliya Ha 0.26 % (0.18 2) ma 3a
Hecyyicmio —Ha 0.94 %. B pe3ynsmami nposedeHux 80cnioreHsb 8UOHO, wo TK He marome
ABHUX 8i0MiHHOCMeLl 8i0 C80IX HEMPAaHC2eHHUX aHAs02ie, Mobmo 8by008aHA MPAHC 2eHHA

KOHCMPYKUisl He 8raAUHYsa HA NMOKA3HUKU, AKIi aHanNi3ysasu 8 0aHOMY 00CiOHeHi.
Knrouosi cnoea: Hecyyicmb, mpaHczeHHA MMuuys, mMopgdomMempuyHi MOKA3HUKU

Aliua, 2zeH EGFP, nopoda shaoxing, Kayka

Axmyanvricmv 00CTiOHEeHHS.

CTBOpEHHSI TPAaHCTCHHHX TBApPUH Ha
CBOTO/IHI CTAJI0 PYTUHHOIO TEXHOJOTIEFO,
sIKa JTO3BOJISIE OTPUMYBATH OCOOMH PI3HUX
BHUIIIB 3 YHIKQJTbBHUMH MOMUTABOCTSIMH JIJIsI
BUKOPHCTaHHS Y Pi3HUX c(hepax BUPOOHH-
1rrBa. OIHAK, JI0 IIHOTO Yacy 3aIUIIAIOTHCS
HEBHUPINICHUMH TTUTAHHS, SIKI CTOCYIOTb-
Csl PI3HUX AaCICKTIB 1X BUKOPHCTAHHS, Y
TOMY JK YHCII PEMpPOXYKTHBHOI 31aTHO-
cti. ToMy aHam3 s€4HOI TPOTYKTHBHOC-
Ti Ka4yok 3 penoprepHuMm reHoMm EGEFP,
OTPHMAaHUX IIBIXOM HEePEHOCY TPAHCTEH-
HOI KOHCTPYKIIT 31 CHEPMOIO, J1a€ 3MOTY
BU3HAYWUTH BIUTMB YY)KOPITHOTO IeHa Ha
MOp(HOMETPHYHI TIOKa3HUKH SEYHOI MPO-
IYKTHBHOCTI, IIIO, B CBOIO Yepry, II03BO-
JHTH TPOTHO3YBAaTH MAaHOyTHIO MPOIYK-
THBHICTh TPAHCTEHHOTO CTa/[a CTBOPEHOTO
32 TAKOIO CAMOIO TEXHOJIOTIEIO.

Ananiz ocmanuix 00cioNnceHv
ma nyO6nikauiii.

CyyacHi CeNIeKIiHHI JOCSTHEHHS
I[0/I0 HECYYOCTI NTHUIIl HAOIHKAIOThCS

o (dizionoriunoi Mmexi (KopmryHoBa
Ta iH., 2013). Lle cBimuuTh TPO TE, IO
raiay3sb SI€YHOTO MTaXiBHUITBA BIPUTYI
MDA 10 BUKOPUCTAHHS HOBITHIX
010TEeXHOJIOTI, B TOMY 4YHCHIi, 10 3a-
CTOCYBaHHS METOJIIB TEHHOI 1HXEHepil.
ITtuist Mae HACTYMHI MepeBaru mepej
IHIIMMHA BHUJAMH CBIHCHKHUX TBapHH:
KOPOTKHH  TeHepalliiiHu{  1HTepBaJ,
MPOCTOTa PO3MHOKCHHS TPAHCTECHHOTO
CTaja, 37aTHICTh MPOAYKYBAaTH OLIKH,
Kl € TOKCUYHUMM [T KJIITUH CCaBLIB
1 3HIDKCHY IMYHOT€HHICTh OYHIIICHOTO
mponykty (Lillico et al., 2005).
TpaHcreHHi TexXHOJNOTil B MNTaxiB-
HHILTBI 30CEpPE/DKCHHI 32 HACTYITHUMH
HampsiMaM: CTBOPEHHsI MTHIIl 3 MOKpa-
[IEHUMH TOCIOaPChKO-KOPUCHUMH 03-
HAaKaMK; OTPUMAHHS TeHETUYHO CTIHKOT
OTHII 10 1HQEKIIHHUX 3aXBOPIOBaHb
Ta BUKOPUCTAHHS TPAHCT€HHOI MTHIII B
SIKOCTI TIPOJYIEHTIB PEKOMOIHAHTHUX
OUTKIB 1S (hapMaKOJIOTIYHOI IHAYCTPIl
(Lillico et al., 2007). BupoOHuIITBO pe-
KOMOIHaHTHUX OIJIKIB OyJI0 MPOIECMOH-
CTPOBAHO Y OBEllb, Ki3, BEJIUKOI pora-
Toi xymobu, kpomi (Dyck et al., 2003,
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Hunter et al., 2005) ta xypeit (Koo et
al., 2017). Kauuni siius MOPIBHAHO
3 KypsSYUMH, MarOTh OLUIbIIYy Macy Ta
Oimpimii BMicT Oinka (Arthur, 2017),
TOMY MAalOTh IepeBary it BUPOOHH-
[ITBa PEKOMOIHAHTHHX OLJIKIB.

Kauku nopomu [laocins (Shaoxing),
SIKUX MU BHKOPHCTAIU B TAHOMY JOCIi-
JDKCHHI XapaKTepU3YIOThCS BHCOKHMHU
MMOKAa3HUKAMH SIEYHOI TPOIYKTHBHOCTI.
[Touarok siiniekaanku Hactae y Bimi 130
- 140 nHiB. Y cepelHbOMY OJIHA Kauka
3a 500 guiB xuttd mae Big 290 mo 310
stiers (Shaoxing Ducks, 2012).

Mema oOocnidycennss — BHUBYUTH
BILTMB iHTerpamii uyxopianoi JHK B
TeHOM Ha TMOKAa3HUKH SEYHOI MPOMYK-
THBHOCTI KauOK.

Mamepianu i memoou
00CTTiONCEHHS.

Jnst mociigy BUKOPUCTAIM JBa TIO-
KONIHHS TPAHCICHHUX Ka4OK ITOPOIU
Haociae (Shaoxing) 3a remom EGFP
(Enhanced Green Fluorescent Protein),
OTPUMAHOTO METOJOM IIEPEHOCY UYKO-
pinsoi JIHK 3a momomororo criepmMaro3o-
iniB. Kauku yTpumyBaiics B iHIAMBITY-
QIBHUX KIIITKAaX y BiBapii kommnanii Zhuji
Guowei Poultry Development Co, Ltd
(Zhuji, China), sika sSIBIIETHCS HAYKOBOIO
wiarhopMor0 [HCTUTYTYy TBapHHHHIITBA
Ta BeTepuHapii, YKelb3sHChKOI akaje-
Mii arpapuux Hayk (Hangzhou, China).

B nmocninmi  aHamizyBajdM OCHOBHI
MOKAa3HUKU SI€YHOI TPOXYKTUBHOCTI
Ka4oK: Maca st (T), TOBKHUHA Ta IH-
puHa sins (cMm), iHICKC (GOpMH SHIS
(%), ToBLIMHA IIKApaTyNu AULS (MKM),
MIIHICTh MIKApaTyIu UL (KT), TAKOX
aHaJTIi3yBaJId JKMBY Macy Kauok (T), He-
cyuicth (%) Ta craTeBy 3piTicTh a0 BiK
3HECEHHS NePIIOro SIS (JIHIB).

JIOBXHHY Ta MIUPUHY SIS BUMIips-
71 3 TOUHICTIO 710 0,1 CM IITaHTeHIUp-

KyneM. [Hmexe Gopmu AL BU3HAYAIH
3a (hopMyIIoIO:

10 = % x 100, 1)

ne, 1 — ingexe popmu, %;
L — mpuHa stinsg abo mManuit mia-

METp, CM;
J1 — moBxkuHA SIS a00 BEIMKHMA Mi-
ameTp, CM;

Hecy4icTh KOXKHOT Ka4K BU3HAYAIIH
3a opmyIoro:

H= § x 100, )

ne, H — necyuicts, %;

K — KinbKiCTh 3HECEHUX S€Lb 3a Ie-
pion, ImT.;

T — TpuBaNicTh MEPIOY, ITHIB.

3BaXyBaHHS SI€Nb MPOBOMIA HA
eNIeKTPOHHUX Barax Mapku JM-A 20001 3
tounicTio 10 0,1 . ToBUIMHY IIKapaTyITi
STATIST BUMIPIOBAJIH 32 IOTIOMOTOIO TIpHUIIa-
ny ECHOMETER 1061, mirHicTh mika-
pajIymy MepeBipsuIx 3a JOTIOMOTOKO TPH-
nany Egg Shell Force Gauge Model — 111.

Biomerpuuny 00poOKy ekcrepu-
MEHTaJbHUX AHHUX IPOBOIIIIN BiAIO-
BiJTHO /IO 3araJIbHOIIPUHAHITHX METOIUK
Ha I1K 3a gomomororo «Microsoft Office
Excel —2016».

AHaJi3 TPOIYKTHBHOCTI TPaHCTEH-
HUX KauOK IEPIIOTO IOKOJIHHS IPO-
BOIIUIM 32 TOKa3HHKaMU: Maca S,
BHCOTA 1 NIMPUHA U, THICKC HOpMH
SIS, TOBIIMHA Ta MIIHICTE SIE€YHOT
[IKApadylmd, BiK 3HECCHHS MEPIIOro
st abo crateBa 3puimicTh. B mocmii
BHUKOpHUCTAIN 14 KadyoK OJHOTO BIKY,
0aTbKU AKUX HAJEXany J0 OxHiel JiHil
(7 TpaHCTeHHUX — Y MOCIIAHINA Ipymi i
7 HETPAHCTCHHUX — Y TPYIIi KOHTPOJIO).
Beboro Oymo npoananizoBano 800 senpb
(1o 400 B KOXKHIHM TpyTi).

AHaJi3 TPOIYKTHBHOCTI TPaHCTEH-
HUX KauoK JPYToro IOKOJIHHS TIpPO-
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BOJMIIM 3a MOKAa3HMKaMHU KHBOI Macwu,
MacH SIS, BHCOTH 1 IIUPUHHU SHI,
iHJEKCY (DOPMH SIHIIS, Ta 32 HECYUICTIO.
Jns mocniay Oyso Bigiopano 20 TpaH-
CreHHUX Kauok Ta 20 HeTpaHCTCHHHX,
SIALS U1 aHAJTI3y BiOMpaJId OJMH Pa3
Ha THXKJICHB, MPOTATOM 15 THIKHIB.

Pesynvmamu 0ocnioncenv.

[Toka3HUKH S€YHOT TPOAYKTHBHOCTI
TPAHCTEHHUX Ka4OK IEPILIOro MMOKOJIH-
Hs (DociifHa rpyna) i iX HeTpaHCreH-
HUX aHAJOTiB (KOHTPOJbHA TpyIa) Io-
Ka3aHi y Tabmui 1.

B pesymprari mpoBeAeHHUX JOCITi-
JUKEHb TOCHTITHA Tpylla IIOCTYIalach
TPyIi KOHTPOJNIO: 32 MAacolo SIS — Ha
3.851(5.52 %), 3a MOBKMHOTO SIUTIS — HA
0.09 cm (1.41 %), 3a mMPUHOIO LT —
Ha 0.09 cm (1.96 %), Ta 3a iHEEKCOM
¢dopmu — Ha 0.43 %. Boanouac nepe-
Ba)kKaja 3a TAaKUMH IOKa3HHKAMU, SIK
TOBIIMHA HIKaparynu — Ha 23.70 MKkM
(5.27 %), MimHicTh OIKapamymd — Ha
50.77 T (1.06 %), Ta 3a cTtareBoto 3pii-
ctio —Ha 1.72 nui (1.18 %). g Bu3Ha-
YEeHHS MIITHOCTI IIKapayIy BiIOUpain
HE BCl WIS, OCKUTBKH MICIIS MEPEBIPKH
SIALS HA MIMHICTh HA IIKApaIyTi 3ald-
MIAIOThCS TPIIIUHKH, SIKI HETaTUBHO

BIIMBAIOTh HA 1HKYOAIlil0, a B HAILIOMY
BUMAJKy BiJ TPAHCTEHHUX OCOOWH Bij-
Oupanucs Maike BCi SHISA IS OTPH-
MaHHS TIOTOMCTBA.

3 OTpUMaHUX JaHUX MOYKHA 3pOOUTH
BHCHOBOK, III0 TPAaHCTE€HHI Ka9KH Maike
HE BIJIPI3HSJIMCH BIJT CBOIX HETpaHCICH-
HUX aHAJIOTIB, PI3HHUIII B TMPOIYKTHB-
HocTi BapitoBaia Bix 1.06 % 1o 5.52 %.
[lpu mpoMy mociigHA rpyma Kavdok 3a
Macoro st (65.85 + 0.22 1) Bigmosiga-
Ja CTaHAAPTY IO TOPOMi, a KaYKu KOH-
TpoibHOI Tpymu (69.70 +0.23 1) memo
nepeBaxanm 1ei craHmapt (62-68 1)
(Shaoxing Ducks, 2012). [ugexc dhopmu
U B 000X rpynax OyB B MEKax CTaH-
mapty (72-76 %). Bik crareBoi 3pinocti
B 000X rpynax Kauok OyB OUTbIINM, HIK
3a crangaptoM mopoau (130-140 mHiB).

[Toka3sHUKH sI€YHOT TPOITYKTHBHOCTI
TPAHCTCHHUX Ka4OK JPYroro MOKOTiHHS
(mocmimHa Tpyma) 1 X HETpPaHCTEHHHX
aHaJIOTB (KOHTPOJIbHA IPyIia) MOKa3aHi y
Tabmui 2. Y IOCHi aHAI3yBaIN SEYHY
MPONYKTUBHICTh TPAHCICHHHUX HAIIA/IKIB
Ka4OK, SIKMX OTPUMAITH BHACIIIOK CXpe-
IIyBaHHS TPAHCTCHHOI NTHI MEPIIOrO
TIOKOJTiHHS 3 HETPAHCTCHHIMU KadypaMu.

JocmimHa Tpyma Mana MOKa3HUKH
HIDKYl 32 KOHTPOJBHY 32 TaKUMH II0-
Ka3HMKaMH: >KMBa Maca — Ha 569 r

1. IToka3HUKH I€YHOT NPOAYKTUBHOCTI Ka40K nepuoro nokoJinus (F1)

Tpyna Crangapt no

IMoxasnuku Jocrizma, n = 400 Ko;{T:pZJéIBHa, nopoxi
Maca s, T 65.85+0.22* 69.70 £ 0.23 62 — 68
JlomkxuHa SUIIS, CM 5.92+£0.01% 6.01 £0.01 -
[npuna siits, cm 441+0.01%* 4.50+0.01 -
Ianexc dopmu stitus, % 74.50 £ 0.17* 74.93 +0.16 72 -76
ToBmuHA MIKaparymi, MKM 473.80 = 1.30* 450.10£1.20 -
MIilHICTb IIKapaTyId, KI 4839.90 + 125.021 | 4789.13 +38.432 -
CrareBa 3pilicTh, THIB 147.86 £21.20 146.14 £23.51 130 — 140

Hpumitka: p<0.01, 1 n=81,2n=384
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2. Iloka3HUKH sIEYHOI MPOAYKTHBHOCTI Ka4oK Apyroro nokojinus (F2)

Iloka3Huku - Ipyna CTaHﬂapT. 1o
Hocninna Konrponsha nopoai
JKusa maca, T 1509.65 +£26.20 1566.55 £ 47.68 1200 — 1500
Maca stiiug, T 69.87 £ 0.26 69.69 +0.29 62 — 68
JlopxuHa stif1ist, cM 6.09 £0.01 6.08 +0.01 -
[upuna sifs, cm 4.48 £0.01 4.49+0.01 -
Ianexc dopmu situs, % 73.63+0.15 73.87+0.20 72-74
Hecyuicts, % 90.63 +2.29 89.69 +3.15 > 85

(3.62 %); mumpuna sitng — "Ha 0.01 cm
(0.22 %); iamexc dhopmu OyB MEHIIUM
Ha 0.24 %. BoaHouac nocnigHa Tpy-
na rnepeBaxkajia KOHTPOJIbHY 33 Macoro
st Ha 0.18 T (0.26 %), noBXHHOIO
sifug — Ha 0.01 cm (0.16 %) Ta 3a Hecy-
yictio — Ha 0.94 %.

B apyromy TOKOJiHHI TpaHCTEHHI
Ka4yK{ TaKOX HE CHJIBHO BIAPI3HSIUCH
Bil CBOiX HETPAaHCTCHHHX AaHAJOTIB,
PI3HHUIA B IPOIYKTHBHOCTI Oyiia B Me-
s)ax Big 0.16 % 10 3.62 %. 3a ingexcom
(dbopMH WIS 1 HECYYICTIO AOCHIIHA 1
KOHTPOJIbHA TPYMH BiJIMOBIIAIM CTaH-
JIAPTY IO TIOPOJIi, @ 3a MAcO¥0 SIS 1 JKH-
BOIO Macor0 OOHJIBI IPYIH TepEBaXKaIH
ueit craagapt (Shaoxing Ducks, 2012).

Bucnosku ma nepcnexkmueu.

Buxonsiun 3 TPOBEICHOrO  aHaIi-
3y JIBOX TOKOJiHb TPAHCTCHHHX KavoK,
MOYKHa 3pOOHMTH BHCHOBOK, IO TpaHC-
reHHa KOHCTPYKIIiSl He BIUTMHYJIA HA €Y~
HY MPOIYKTHUBHICTh KauoK. Tak, pi3HUII
B MPOIYKTUBHOCTI B MEPIIOMY MOKOJiH-
Hi Oyna B Meskax Bij 1.06 % 3a MiLIHICTIO
mIKkapamymnu 10 5.52 % - 3a Macoro s,
VY apyromy HOKONIHHI Tex He Oyio ic-
TOTHOT PI3HUIN B MPOIYKTHBHOCTI MIX
JIOCJITHOKO 1 KOHTPOJIBHOK TPyIaMH,
iana3oH BiAMIHHOCTEN 3HAXOOUTHCS B
Mexax Big 0.16 % 3a JOBKHHOIO SIS
110 3.62 % 3a >KUBOIO MACOIO.
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Abstract. The results of the analysis of egg production of two generations transgenic ducks
(TD) by EGFP gene are presented in the article. TD were obtained by transferring foreign DNA using
sperm (SMGT). The egg production of first-generation TD (experimental group) was compared
with that of non-transgenic ducks (control group) of the same age and line. The experiment used
14 ducks (7 transgenic in the experimental group and 7 non-transgenic in the control group).
A total of 800 eggs (400 in each group) were analyzed in terms of egg mass, egg height and
width, egg shape index, egg shell thickness and strength, point of lay. The performance of the
experimental group by egg weight was 65.85 + 0.22 g, control 69.70 *+ 0.23 g. The length and
width of the egg in the experimental group was 5.92 + 0.01 and 4.41 + 0.01 cm, in the control
6.01 #+ 0.01 and 4.50 + 0.01 cm. The egg shape index in the experimental group was 74.50 +
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0.17 %, in the control 74.93 + 0.16 %. The shell thickness in the experimental group was 473.80 #+
1.30 um, in the control 450.10 *+ 1.20 um. The strength of the shell was 4839.90 + 125.02 g in the
experimental group and 4789.13 + 38.43 g in the control group. Point of lay in the experimental
group was 147.86 + 21.20 days, in the control group 146.14 + 23.51 days. Thus, the experimental
group was inferior to the egg weight control group by 5.52 % (3.85 g) and the shape index by
0.43 %, with a larger shell thickness of 5.27 % (23.70 um), a shell strength of 1.06 % (50.77
g), and point of lay by 1.18 % (1.72 days). In the second generation, the performance of 20 TD
(descendants of first generation TD) was compared to the performance of 20 non-transgenic
ducks of the same age and line. The experimental group (TD) was inferior to the control (non-
transgenic) by: live weight by 3.62 % (56.9 g); of the index of the form by 0.24 %, with the control
group by weight of eggs by 0.26 % (0.18 g) and lay (by 0.94 %). The studies show that TD do not
have clear differences from their non-transgenic analogues, that is, the effect of the transgene
did not affect the parameters analyzed in this study.

Keywords: laying, transgenic bird, morphometric parameters of egg, EGFP gene, shaoxing breed, duck
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