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HTULOEBBACTBO

E®EKT OT TOBABKATA HA JIYTEHUH,
CUHTETUYHU KAPOTEHOU/IHA ,
0.1% KAPO®UJIEH IPEMUKC U 0.1% ABU3AHT
BbPXY HPOAYKTUBHOCTTA, MOP®OJIOI'MYHUTE
U MTHKYBAIIMOHHUTE KAUECTBA HA SIHIIATA

JUMUTHP HOTUHCKU, XPUCTO ITAITA30B*,
JECHUCIIABA ABAJUKUEBA**, UBAH JJEHEB***
WHCTUTYT 10 )KMBOTHOBBIHU HaykH - KocTuHOpOA
*Kpucra OO/] - Codus
**MHCTUTYT 1O OMOJIOTHSI 1 UMYHOJIOTHSI Ha pa3MHOkaBaHeTo - Copust
***HATCTUM EOO/] - Codus

KaporeHonmure ca romsiMa Tpyna MacTHO-
pa3TBOPUMHU OpPTaHWYHU BEIIECTBA C DPA3IUYHU
¢u3MYHN M XUMHYHH CBoiicTBa. Te ocurypsiBar
MHOTO BHJIOBE THTMEHTaIUs OnaromapeHue Ha
TeXHUTE alcopOupaly CBETIMHATa CBOWCTBA.
OcBeH TOBa Te MPHUTEXKABAT AHTUOKCUIAHTHU H
umyHomoaynatopau ¢ysukiuu ( Goodwin, 1986
; Bendich, 1991 ; Surai, 2002 ).

KapoTteHonnute urpasrt poist Karo MTUTMEHTH
[P MHOTO >KMBOTUHCKH BHJIOBE. Te ocurypssar
MUTMEHTAIMATA Ha KOXKaTa, STHYHUS KBITHK, Te-
para ¥ Jpyru ThbKaHH [TPpH 0€3rpbOHAYHUTE )KUBOT-
HU, BJIeUyTH, NTUIH U pubu. [lurmenTure, orro-
BOPHHU 32 I[BETA HA KOXKaTa U SHYHHS KBJITHK IPU
NTHIIATE, Ca TPyTa ChCTaBKU, U3BECTHU KaTO OK-
cukaporeHouu (kcantoduim). CaMo TE3W OKCH-
KapOTEHOM/IM, KOUTO MPUTEXKaBaT (DyHKIIMOHAITHA
rpyma, ChIbpiKaIa KUCIOPO] KaTo XUIPOKCHITHA
KETO WJIM eCTepHa TpyIa OLBETSABAT SHUYHUS HKbJI-
ThK ( Marusich and Banernfeind, 1981 ).

XapaKTepHUSAT 3JIATHUCTO JKBIT IBAT HA SHIHUSL
KBJITHK C€ ABJDKU Ha HATPYTBaHETO Ha KAPOTEHO-
WJIHU IUTMEHTHU B Hero. PezopOuusita u otiarane-
TO Ha KQpOTCHOMH B JKBITHKA 3aBUCH OT IOJISIP-
HOCTTa Ha Bceku kaporeHous ( Na et al., 2004 ).
OOWKHOBEHO €(UKACHOCTTa Ha OTJIaraHeTo B
KBJITHKA Bapupa C THIA HA OKCUKAPOTCHOHIUTE
Y HaMallsiBa ChC CyMaTa Ha KCAaHTO(PMIIUTE, BKITIO-
yeHu BbB (pypaxa ( Karunajeewa et al., 1984;
Hencken, 1992 ).

[TtumuTe HE Morar Jila CHHTE3Upar KapoTEHO-
UM de novo W HaTPyNaHHUTE KapOTCHOHMIU MMaT
naxxoeH npousxoa. Kato ecrecTBeHU M3TOUHUIIH
Ha TUTMEHTH CE€ M3IOJI3BAT LApPEBHIIA, JIFOIEp-
HOBO OpamHo, pasnuuHu TpeBu (Baiao et al.,
1999 ; Galobart et al., 2004), MOpKOBH U BO-
nopacnu (Hasin et al.,, 2006; Hammershoy et
al., 2010), npoxau (Akiba et al., 2000), nucra
ot uepHuna (Lokaewmance et al., 2009), uym-
ku 1 HeBeH (Nys, 2000; 2004 ; Niu et al., 2008).
KaporeHounnurte B €cTeCTBEHUTE KOMIIOHEHTH HE
ca CTa0WJIHU M KOHLEHTpAIMATa UM HaMmajsiBa C
50% mnpu chXpaHEHHE B MPOABJKEHHE HAa €IHA
roguHa (Quackenbush, 1963).

[lapeBumiara u JIOLEPHOBOTO OPAITHO CHIBP-
AT KBJITH KCAaHTODWIN, TAKUBA KATO JYTEUH W
3eakcaHTHH. UepBeHuTte kcantopuiu (capsanthin
u capsorubin) ca HaMepeHU B UYIIKUTE, HO IO-
Ka3BaT MUTMEHTUpAIIa CIIOCOOHOCT HAIOJIOBHUHA
no 1/3 ot ta3u Ha cantaxanthin (Hyughebart,
1993 ; Grashorn et al., 2000).

Kato antepHartuBa Ha €CTECTBEHUTE TUTMEH-
TH C€ M3IMOJI3BaT CHHTETUYHU MUTMEHTU. B Hi-
KoM cTpaHu B EBpoma BBB (ypakHara mpOMHUIII-
JICHOCT Hai-4ecTo ce J00aBIT CUHTCTHYHUTE
kaporenounu Carophyll ® Yellow ( ethyl ester
of B-apo-8’-carotenoic acid u Carophyll ® Red
(cantaxanthin).

3a pa3nMKa OT €CTeCTBEHHTE KapOTCHOMIH,
TE3H MOJTyYSHH TI0 XUMHYCH BT (CHHTETHYHU Ka-
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pPOTEHOMIM) CE OTINYABAT C ONPEJEIIEHA CTENEH
Ha YUCTOTa U no-rossiMa cradbminoct (Bernhard,
1990).Te cbI10 ca YyBCTBUTEIHU HA OKUCIUTEN-
HUTE MPOLIECH.

Koxomikure Hocayky He MOrar Jla CUHTE3Upar
IIMITMEHTH, HO Morar aa TpaHcnoprupar 20-60%
OT TSIX B SIMYHUS KBIATHK OT €CTECTBEHUTE OIIBE-
tutenu (Bartov and Bornstein,1980)

Kaporenouure, OTTOBOPHU 3a MUTMEHTALIUATA
IIPYA OTULUTE, XPAHEHU C 11apEBHUYHO-COEBA CMe-
CKa ca JlyTeUHBT, 36aKCAHTUHBT U KPUITOKCAHTH-
HBT. JlyTeunsT ocurypsiBa okosno 70% ot uBera Ha
ntuuute nponykru (Marusich and Benernfeind,
1981). CypoBuTe KOMIIOHEHTH CHIBPKAT IJIABHO
JKBITO OLBETsIBalMs TyTeuH. [{apeBuriara qombi-
HUTEJTHO ChIbpXKa U OPAHKEBO OLIBETSBALLUS 3€-
AKCaHTUH.

JloGaBkara Ha JyTeWMH BiUse OJIATONPHUATHO
CBILIO TaKa BbPXY 3/IpaBOCIIOBHOTO ChCTOSIHHE Ha
KOKOIIIKUTE HOCAYKH Ype3 yBelnyaBaHe Ha edu-
KacHOCTTa oT BakcuHanusaTa um (Bedecards and
Leeson, 2006). Kaporenonaure, ocobeHo nyte-
UHBT U 3€aKCAHTHHBT, MPEIOTBPATIBAT U HSAKOU
6onectu npu yoBeka (Johnson, 2002 ; Sparks,
2006). YcraHOBEHO €, 4e Te ce aKyMyJIupaT B Ma-
Kynara Ha petuHara npu 4yoeka (Handelman et
al., 1988). 3eakcaHTUHBT c€ KOHIEHTPUpPA B Ma-
KyJiaTa, I0KaTo JYTEUHBT CE pa3npeess B usiara
petuna (Handelman et al., 1991).Te npenotspa-
TSBaT KarapakTa M JereHepalnusara Ha Makyjara
ype3 (unTpupaHe u 00E3BpeKIaHE HA CHHUTE
mpun (Landrum and Bone, 2001) Moeller et al.
(2000) oTGemnsi3BaT, 4e MOEMAHETO HAa KCAHTO(DMITH
MOKE J1a TOBJIMsIC Pa3BUTHETO Ha KaTapakTa. Karo
AQHTUOKCHUJAHTH Te Mpe/Ia3Bar jelara OT OKHCIHU-
tenaute nporecu (Grando et al., 2003; Krinsky
et al., 2003; Beatthy et al., 2004; Burke et al.,
2005)

SIAYHUAT KBJITBK MOXE J1a C€ M3II0JI3BA KATO
M3TOYHUK HA JIyTEHH U 3€aKCAHTHUH B JUETaTa Ha
YOBEKa. YCTAHOBEHO €, Y€ MpU KOHCyMalusTa Ha
€IHO SIMIIE Ha JIEH B MPOIBIDKEHUE HA 5 CEAMULIN
OT BB3PACTHHU XOpa KOHIICEHTpAIUsITa Ha CepyM-
HUS JIyT€UH M 3€aKCAaHTUH 3HAYUTEIHO CE yBe-
nan4aBa, 0e3 1a ce U3MEHST CEpyMHUTE JIMMUIAN 1
aunonporeunu (Goodrow et al., 2006). B npyro
U3CJIE/IBaHe, IPOBEACHO MI0-PaHoO, CE YCTAHOBSIBA,

4ye mpu KOHcymarusaTa Ha 1.3 siyHM KbATHKA/
JICH TJIA3MEHHUTE HUBA Ha JIyTeHHA U Ha 3€aKcaH-
THHA C€ yBeJIM4YaBar cbOTBETHO ¢ 28% u 142 %
npu Bb3pacTHH xopa (Handelman et al., 1999).
Steinberg et al. (2000) oTOensi3Bat, e HOPMaIHO
B sinata ce cpabpkar 0.3-0.5 mg o6 KcaHTo-
¢bunm kato nonoBuHara e 1yTeuH. [loBuiaBaneTo
Ha JIyTeHHA B siflIaTa MOXKE J1a C€ IOCTUTHE Upe3
XpaHeHeTo ¢ pypax, cpabpika JyTerH (Leeson
and Caston, 2004; Leeson et al.,2007). ABTopute
oTOeNsI3BaT, Ye IpHu J00aBKaTa Ha JIyTSHH B JIaX-
0ara Ha KOKOIIKUTE HOCAUYKH ChABPKAHUETO MY B
AWYHUSA KBITBHK ce yBennyasa oT 0.3 no 1.5- 1.6
mg/60 g/siie.

Ponsita Ha KOpTEHOMIUTE KaTO AHTHUOKCH-
JAHTH ¥ UMYHOMOJYJIATOPH € OCOOCHO Ba)kHA U
32 W3IMOJI3BAHETO HAa XPAHHUTEIHUTE BEIIECTBA
B JaKOMTE Ha KOKOIIKUTE HOCAYKU U MHIIeTaTra
Opoiinepn 3a momoOpsiBaHE Ha MPOTYKTHBHOC-
TTa U KauyecTBOTO Ha sainara u mecoro. Cho et
al. (2013) orGensa3Bar, 4e mpH BKIIOYBAHETO HA
0.021% cantaxanthin BB (ypaxa siiaHaTa mpo-
JTYKTUBHOCT M OLIBETSIBAHETO HA SIMUHUS KBITHK
ce MmoBuUIIaBaT. ABTOPUTE HE YCTaHOBSBAT €(heKT
Ha canthaxanthin BbpXy 37paBUHATA U LIBETa Ha
yepynkara Ha sileTo, nedenuHara Ha 4yepymKa-
Ta, BUCOYMHATA HA )XBAThKA U XAD eauHULIUTE.
[pyru aBTOopu o0aue HE yCTaHOBABAT €PEKT MPHU
BKJIFOUBAaHETO B AakOuTe Ha iytenH (Leeson and
Caston, 2004 ; Leeson at al., 2007) u cantaxan-
thin (Garcia et al., 2002 ; Kanda et al., 2011;
Rosa et al.,, 2012) Bbpxy siiiuHaTa TPOTYKTHB-
HocT. Ilpu BkmrouBanero Ha Carophyll® Red u
Carophyll ® Yellow 20 u 15 mg/kg cpoTBeTHO,
250 mg/kg nmyteun u 12.5 mg/kg Chlorella ce ye-
JUYaBa TETJIOTO Ha SIaTa, TErI0TO U e0eIHaTa
Ha YepyIiKaTa i HaMaJisiBa OTHOIICHUETO KBITHK/
anOymuH Ha sifiiata (Englmaierova et al., 2013)

Hannuanara nadopMmarus B JOCThITHATA HU JIH-
TepaTypa € orpaHHYeHa M0 OTHOIICHUE Ha e(ekTa
HA CHHTETHYHUTE KAPOTEHOU U B MIIIEHUYEHO-CO-
eBa CMECKa BbPXY MPOAYKTHBHOCTTA, MOpP(doIIo-
TMYHUTE U UHKYOAlIMOHHUTE KayecTBa Ha silaTa

Ilenta Ha HacTOALIOTO H3cieaBaHe Oele Ja
ce cpaBHH e(eKThT Ha JIyTeWHa, KOMOWHAIHS
Ha jaBara cuHTeTHMYHU KaporeHouga (Carophyll
® Yellow u Carophyll ®Red), 0.1% xapodunen
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npemukc U 0.1% aBu3aHT BbpXY IPOAYKTUBHOC-
TTa, MOP(OIOrMYHUTE M HHKYOALIMOHHUTE Ka-
YyecTBa Ha sinara.

MATEPUAJI U METOAU

[TpoBenenu Osixa Ba OMMUTA C KOKOLIKK HOCAY-
Ki. B mbpBus OoNUT KOKOLIKKTE Os1Xa pas/ieleHu
B IIeT Tpyn# 1Mo 98 Opost KOKOITKH HOCAYKH U 12
Opost metnu B rpyna. M3non3sanu 6sixa 06110 490
Opost KOKOIIKH-HOCauku 1 60 6pos metiin Lohman
Brown nHa 28-cenmuuna Bb3pact. KokolkuTe HO-
CaukM B KOHTPOJIHATa IpyIa Ce XpaHexa ¢ HUCKO
KapoTEHOMIHA OCHOBHA Jax0a ¢ y4JacTHETO Ha
TMIICHNIIAa KaTO EHepreTHYeH U3TOUHUK 0e3 100aB-
Ka, a NTULIUTE OT ONUTHUTE IPYIH IOJydyaBaxa
naxoa ¢ mobaska Ha 10, 20 u 40 mg/kg nyrenun
cporBeTHO B III, IV m V rpyna B nponbsmxenue
Ha 30 quu. 3a cpaBHeHME B | rpyna yact ot mie-
HUIlaTa B JaxxOara Oere 3aMEHEHa C IapeBHIla
0e3 n00aBKa Ha JIyTEUH U T4 CIIy’Kellle KaTo BTOpa
KOHTpoJiHA rpyma (Tadm. 1). B Hest ceabpikaHueTo
Ha KcaHTO(UIM O€ MO-BUCOKO B CPABHEHHUE C TOBA
Ha rpyrnara c MileHuIa.

W3non3Bana Oemie onmakoBka OT 5 g aKkTUBHA
cyOcTaHIus TyTeuH, noseaeHa a0 10 g ¢ mbaHu-
ten. [Ipu onpenensHe Ha 1o3ara Oerie B3€To npe-
BUJI, 4€ JIYTEUHBT HE € YUCT , a ecTepHa (popMa U B
10 g omakoBka uma 2 g (2000 mg) 4ucT JyTEHH.

B®B BTOpUHs onuT Osixa BKItOoueHH 588 Opost
KOKOIIKM HOcauku u 72 Opost metnu Lohman
Brown , paspenenu B wmect rpymnu, karo [ u II
rpymna (KOHTPOJIHK) Osixa MOBTOPEHHE OT ITbPBHSA
onut. Kokomkure HOCauku B KOHTPOJHUTE TPy-
MU TIoJy4yaBaxa OCHOBHM JakOu Oe3 1o0aBka Ha
KapoTeHOMIU. B cmeckaTa Ha KOKOIIKUTE HOCay-
ku oT Il rpyna ce no6assme 10 mg/kg Carophyll
® Yellow u 20 mg/kg Carophyll ® Red, na IV
rpymna - 20 mg/kg Carophyll ® Yellow u 20 mg/
kg Caropyll ® Red (DSM Nutritional Products,
Basel, Switzerland), na V rpyna - 0.1% kapo-
¢unen npemukc u Ha VI rpyna — 0.1% aBuzanr.
KoxomikuTe HOcauky BMaxa cBOOOJIEH IOCTHII JI0
XpaHa ¥ Boja. [Itummre ce oTmiexnaxa mojoBo.
B nomemenueto ce nmogppxkarie 20-22 °C u cBeT-
JMHHATa Mporpama ce cberoene oT 16 h cretnu-
Ha 1 8 h yaca ThMHUHA.

ITo BpeMe Ha omnuTa 65xa KOHTPOJIUPAHH :

- IPOAYKTUBHOCTTA HA KOKOIIKUTE HOCAYKHU -
HOCJIMBOCT, MHTEH3UBHOCT Ha CHACSHE U TETJIO Ha
SHIara;

- MOpP(OJOTUYHHTE KauecTBa Ha siilara - WH-
nekc Ha (popmara, MHIEKC Ha OenThKa, MHACKC Ha
KBITHKA, TETIO U eOeNnHa Ha YepyIiKaTa, Terlio
Ha XXbJITbKa, XAD ¢AUHUIY U LBAT HA JKBJITHKA
no ckanara Ha POII Ha 32-cegMuyHa Bb3pacT.

- UHKYOAallMOHHHUTE KauecTBa Ha fiillata - Ipu
MIPOBEXKIAHE HAa BH3IPOU3BOICTBOTO OsiXa OTYeTe-
HU BB3IIPOU3BOIUTEIIHUTE KauyeCcTBa HA NTUIUTE
OT JIBaTa OIHUTA, KaTo Osixa OT4eTeHHU (PErUcTpu-
paHun) 3apelieHUTe, HEOIUIOICHUTE U OILJIOJICHUTE
giia, % Ha oruoasemoct, ympenure npu [ u 11
TIperies] 3apOoIUIT, OPOsT HA UBIONICHUTE THJIe-
Ta U % JIOMUMOCT.

[Tomyuenure pesyararu 6sxa 00pabOTEHH BapH-
AIMOHHOCTaTUCTUYECKH 110 MeTos1a Ha  CTIOIBHT.

PE3VIITATU 1 OBCBHXIAHE

HocauBocT Ha KOKOIIKUTE HOCAYKH

I onut. JlanHu 3a edekra HA TyTeHHA BbPXY
HOCJIMBOCTTA Ha KOKOILLIKMTE HOCAYKHU ca MOKa3a-
HU B Tabn. 2. Buwkaa ce, ye HOCIMBOCTTA Ha KO-
KOIIIKUTE HOcauyku Tipu JoOaBkaTta Ha 10 u 20 mg /
kg nmyrenn B koMOMHUpaHus Qypaxk He ce U3MEHS,
HO nipu o6askara Ha 40 mg/kg nyTenH e no-Hu-
cka ¢ 2.81%. CpeaHoTo Teryo Ha sifiara ce moBu-
11aBa HE3HAYUTENHO NP J00aBKaTa Ha JIyTEUH B
nax0ara Ha KOKOILIKMTE HOCAYKH.

IT onut. HoCcMBOCTTA HA KOKOIIKUTE HOCAYKH
npu no6askara Ha 10 mg/kg Carophyll ® Yellow
n 20 mg/kg Caropyll ® Red ( III rpyma) , 20 mg/kg
Carophyll ® Yellow u 20 mg/kg Carophyll ® Red
(IV rpyna) ceotBeTHO U 0.1% aBU3aHT HaMassBa
¢ 3.07,3.32 u 4.02% u HE3HAYUTEITHO CE MOKay-
Ba npu nobaskara Ha 0.1% kapoduien npeMukc
(Tabm. 2). CpenHOTO TEIVIO Ha sifllaTa ce MOBHUIIa-
Ba HE3HAUYMUTEIHO MpH J00aBKaTa Ha KapOTEHOU-
JTUTE.

Mopdonoruynu KayecTBa Ha AlaTa

EdexrsT OoT nobaBkaTa Ha pa3aUYHUTE J03U
nyteuH, kapodwmiu, 0.1% asuzant u 0.1% kapo-
(buieH MpeMHUKC BbpXY MOP(OIOrMYHUTE Ka4ecT-
Ba Ha stifIara e mokasaH B T1a6m. 3 u 5. [Ipu mo6as-
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Tabnuua 1. CberaB Ha KoMOUHUpaHuTe Gypaku™
Table 1. Ingredients and composition of the basal diets

Kommonentu, % Tpymn
Ingredients, % Groups
I 1I
ggfITBHHa 28,000 -
%H}i:tnua 29.200 59.600
CI'bHUYOIIIEIOB IIPOT
Sunﬂower meal 13.000 14.000
Coes mpor
Soybean meal 13.000 12.000
TpymHO Opantao
Meat meal 3.000 -
Mas3nuHa (0110)
Animal (vegetable) fat 2.500 3.000
[l:[rlzrizm K 0.200 0.200
Kpena
Limestone 9.040 9.250
Juxammues docdar
Dicalciun phosphate 1.600 1.500
g;’f: 0.250 0.250
f;;?; 0.080 0.010
MetonuH
Methionine 0.080 0,050
E;I;;Irle 0.050 0.050
O6mmo 100 100
Total
Cypos nporeut, % 17.75 17.68
Crude protein, %
OE, kcal / kg
ME, kcal / kg 2700 2720
)
Ji?i?fe ° 0.82 0.78
MeTnonuH + nucTuH, %
Methionine +Cysteine, % 0.71 0.69
Kamuu, %
Calcium, % 3.88 3.80
0
P, ycBosiem, % 0.46 046

Available P, %
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Ta6nuua 2. [IponyKkTHBHOCT Ha KOKOIIKHTEe Hocaukd Lohman Brown
Table 1. Production performance of laying hens Lohman Brown

I'pynu ITon bpoii WHTen3uBHOCT Ha CpenHo Terno
Groups Sex n cHacsiHe, % TerIo Ha giuara, g
Hen egg production,% Egg weight, g
I ommut/I experiment
[ rpyna MBKKH, male 12
skeHcku, female 98 80.13 56.05
II rpyma MBXKH , male 12
keHcku, female 98 77.58 55.71
III rpyma MBKKH, male 12
skeHcku, female 98 78.32 57.18
IV rpyna MBKKH, male 12
skeHekH , female 98 77.23 58.59
V rpyna MBXKKH , male 12
»keHckH, female 98 74.77 56.59
IT omut/II experiment
[ rpyna MBKKH, male 12
keHcku, female 98 80.13 56.05
Il rpyma MBKKHU , male 12
s)keHckd , female 98 77.58 55.71
I rpyma MBXKKH , male 12
»keHckd , female 98 74.51 57.21
IV rpymna MBXKKH, male 12
keHcku, female 98 74.26 57.00
V rpyna MBKKH, male 12
skeHcku, female 98 78.34 57.27
VI rpyna MBKKH, male 12
»keHckH, female 98 73.36 59.07

KaTa Ha KapOTEHOMIHU B Jax0aTa Ha KOKOIIKHTE
HOCAUKH HE HACTHIIBAT 3HAYMTETHH TMPOMEHH B
TEIJIOTO Ha siIaTa, HHeKca Ha hopMara, MHIeKCa
Ha XBJITHKA, TEIVIOTO U feOeTuHaTa Ha yepynKara
Ha giinara. B nagekca Ha OelnThKa HACTHIIBA W3-
BECTHO HaMaJICHHE, HO TO € 3HAYUTEITHO TIPH JIO-
0aBkara Ha 40 mg/kg myTenH.O0paTHO, HHACKCHT
Ha OeNThKa ce MOBHUIIIaBa 3HAYUTEITHO MPU J0OaBKa-
ta Ha 0.1% aBwm3ant u 0.1% xapoduieH mpemMukc.
VYBenuyaBa ce v TeNIOTO Ha KbITHKA MPH 100aBKaTa
Ha 40 mg/kg myrenn u 0.1% aBuzant (Tadmn. 3 u 5).

VHTeH3MBHOCTTA Ha [BETA HA XKBJITHKA CE TI0-
BUIIIaBa 3HAYUTEIHO MPU BKIIOYBAHETO HA JTyTe-
WH B Jax0ara Ha KOKOIIKUTE HOCA4YKHu (Tabm. 3).
B®B BTOpHS ONUT TOBA YBEJIIMYCHNE HA HHTCH3UB-
HOCTTa Ha [[BE€TA Ha XKBJIThKA M0 ckayata Ha POILLL
€ TI0-CHJTHO TIpH J00aBKaTa Ha CHHTETUYHUTE Ka-
POTEHOM/IM, KaTO HAW-CUIIHO € MpH Jo0aBKaTa Ha
0.1% aBu3anT (Tabm. 5).

Nuky0annoHHM KavyecTBa Ha siiIaTa
Pe3ynrarure oT mpoBEIEHOTO JTIOMEHE OT BATA
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Ta6nuua 3. Mopd¢oloruYHE KavecTBa Ha siinaTra Ha 32-ceAMHYHA Bh3pacT, | onut
Table 3. Morphological characteristics of eggs on 32 weeks age, I experiment

I'pynu

Groups
ITokazarenu bpoii
Characteristics nﬁmbers I L 1 v v
Terno Ha stifuara, g 30 56.05 55.70 57.20 58.60  56.60
Egg weight, g
Wunekc Ha ¢opmara 30 79.38 79.71 78.93 78.88  79.30
Form index
Wunekc Ha 6enTpKa 30 126.89 132.11 127.48 125.51*128.78
Albumen index
Wunexc Ha )KbATHKA 30 48.03 47.60 47.70 48.67 48.13
Yolk index
Terno Ha uepynkara, g 30 5.81 5.73 5.87 5.88 5.67
Weight of shell
JebennHa Ha yepymnkara, mm 30 0.403 0.4096 0.4103 0.4123 0.4013
Thickness of shell
XAD enuHUIH 30 94.87 95.46 95.27 94.40 95.03
Haugh unit ( HU )
POIII 30 7.97 4.07 5.23 ¥kx - 6.07F**F 6.21%**
La Roche
Terno Ha XBJITHKA, g 30 13.02 13.06 13.27 13.17 13.66*

Yolk weiht, g

OMHTA ca MoKa3aHu B Tabm. 4 u 6. JlronumocTTa OT
OIUIOJICHUTE SlIla HE ce U3MEHs IpU JoOaBKara
Ha pa3iIUyYHU 103U JIyTeHH B Jax0aTa Ha KOKOII-
kute Hocauku. Mzmonenu ca ¢ 1.15 u 0.77% no-
BEYE MUJIETA OT 3apEACHUTE SHIa ChOTBETHO TP
nobaBkara Ha 10 u 20 mg /kg nmyteun (Tabdmn. 4).

BBB BTOpHSI OMUT JTFOMMUMOCTTA OT OTJIOACHHUTE
sifIa ce TIOHIKaBa MPHU 100aBKaTa HA CUHTETHY-
Hute KaporeHouau u 0.1% kapoduieH npemukc,
KaTo TOBAa HAMAJICHUE € Hall-MaJIKo MpH JT00aBKa-
ta Ha 0.1 % aBu3aHT (TAOI. 6).

YcTaHOBEHUST OT Hac e(eKT BbPXY HOCIH-
BOCTTa Ha KOKOIIKUTE HOCAYKU M Kau€CTBOTO Ha
giillaTa Ipy BKJIIOYBAHETO Ha JIyTeHH B JnaxOara
e ONMM3BK 10 TO3H, KONTO ycTraHoBsiBaT U Leeson
and Caston. ( 2004). B npoBeieHu no-paHo omnu-
TH T€ HE YCTaHOBsBAT €(peKT Mpu jJo0aBKaTa Ha
125, 250, 375, 500, 625, 750 u 1000 ppm nayteun
B [IaPEBUYHO-COEBA CMECKA BHPXY MPOAYKTUBHOC-

TTa, MOEMAHETO Ha (ypaxa, TErJIOTO Ha SHIaTa u
KaueCcTBOTO Ha sSIHYHATa yepynka. ABTopuTe 0TOe-
TISI3BAT CHIIO TaKa, 4e HAMa 3HAUYUTEIIHO YBEIHYe-
HUE Ha JIyTeHHa B STHYHUS KBITHK IpU 100aBKaTa
Ha roBede oT 375 ppm nyTeuH B naxxoara. Hsama
edexT u npu fob6aBkara Ha 125 u 250 ppm ayTenH
mpu BiiIrouBaHeTo Ha 0 m 10% rpax B maxkOara
Ha KOKOIIKHTE HOCAYKU BBPXY MPOAYKTUBHOC-
TTa, IOEMaHeTo Ha (ypaka, TErJIOTO Ha sHIara
n nedopmanuaTa Ha siyHaTa depynka (Leeson
et al., 2007). lo6aBkara Ha 30 u 120 ppm nyTe-
UH B IIapEBHYHO-COEBAa CMECKa HE MOA00psBa H
PETPOAYKTUBHOCTTA TIPH 3pEH TETIH, U3Mepe-
Ha 4ype3 KayecTBOTO Ha crepmara, (hepTuiuTera
u monumoctra (Pizzei and Bedecarrats, 2007).
ChbabpKaHHETO Ha JIYTEUH B SIUILIETO CE yBEInUYa-
Ba oT 0.10 mg 1m0 1.60 mg 60 -1 g npu nobaBkata
Ha yTeuH B naxkOara (Leeson et al., 2007).

[Tpu BrrOUBaHeTO Ha 6 mg/kg cantaxanthin B
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Tabnuna 4. UHky0anmoHHU KavyecTBa Ha siifnara, [ onut
Table 4. Incubation characteristics of eggs, I experiment

Ipernen Heomo-  Hewsmio- % mronmuMocCT
3apene- Hexwusne-  Mzmonenn
I'pymn 2 Ha yMpEIHTe JICHU TICHH OTOILIOJIE-
HU sTiATIa . HU [THJIeTa nueTa s
3apOJHIIIA stiATa nuiieTa HUTE s
Total Inspection . Non Non ylable Hatched %
. Infertile hatched chicks . .
Groups  incubated embryo . chikens hatchability
chickens :
eggs, dead of fertile eggs
n n % n % n % n % n %
I rpyna 260 9 346 3 1.15 53 2038 - - 195 75.00 75.87
I rpyma 260 10 385 7 269 42 16.15 4 1.54 201 7731 79.47
I rpyma 260 10 385 4 154 42 1615 2 0.77 204 78.46 79.69
IV rpymna 260 10 3.85 - - 47 18.08 9 346 203 78.0 78.08

JaxoOara Ha pOUTENH 32 OPOUJIEpPH Ce TIOBHUIIIaBa
JIOMMMOCTTa, HO HE C€ M3MEHAT >KUBOTO TEIVIO,
cMbpTHOCTTA M HOocuBocTTa (Rosa et al., 2012).
Garcia et al. (2002) npu u3non3BaHeTo Ha 6 ppm
cantaxanthin B naxx6ara He ca yCTAaHOBWIN €(PeKT
U BBPXY IMOEMAaHETO M KOHBEpCHATA Ha Qypaxa
u HocimBocTTa. IIpm mpociensBane Ha mpeHa-
CSHETO Ha cantaxanthin oT Qypaxa B XBJITbKa
Ha sIAIETO HE € HaOIIomaBaH ChIO Taka €(EeKT
BBPXY IIOEMaHETO Ha (ypaka M HOCIUBOCTTA
(Grashorn and Steinberg, 2002). Ipyru aBropu
o0aue oTOens3Bat, ue npu nqodaBkara Ha 6 mg/kg
cantaxanthin B naxx6ata Ha poaUTEICKH (HOpMHU
oT OpoilIepHO HaNpaBJICHUE Ce O00PSIBA JIFOIIHU-
MOCTTa, HamaJsiBa Oposi Ha HEOTUTOJICHHUTE STHIIA H
emOpuoHanHata cMbpTHOCT (Souza et al., 2008).
Liaurdo et al. (1997) noknaaBar cbio Taka 3a
5.6% yBenu4eHue B JIIOMUMOCTTa Ipu Jo0aBKara
Ha 6 mg/kg cantaxanthin B naxx6ara Ha poaUTENH
OpoiiniepHo HarpaBieHue. B apyro uscienBane e
YCTQHOBEHO, Y€ MPH BKIIOYBAHETO HA CHHTETHY-
HU KapoTeHouu, tyteuH u Chlorella ce yBenunua-
Ba TEIVIOTO Ha sifliaTa, TerIoTO U JebenuHara Ha
YepynKara i HamMajsiBa OTHOIIEHUETO JKBITHK/al-
OymuH Ha siinata (Engelmaierova et al., 2013).
OcgeH ToBa pu qo6aBkara Ha myteud u Chlorella
ce yBelIM4YaBa KOHIEHTpaIUATa Ha JIyTEHH OT
12.8 1o 123.9 u 49.0 mg /kg cyxo BemecTBo u

zeaxanthin ot 9.2 1o 123.9 u 40.1 mg/kg cyxo Be-
IIECTBO B bJIThKa. Hue chI110 Taka ycraHoBUXMe
M3BECTHA TEHJICHIIMS 33 YBEJIMYaBAHE TEINIOTO Ha
sginara, TeNIOTo W AeOeanHara Ha AJHaTa de-
pYIIKa U TEIIOTO Ha JKBJITHKA MpH Jo0aBKara Ha
JyTEUH B Aa)k0ara Ha KOKOIIKUTE HOCAYKH.

[Tpu BKIIOUBaHETO Ha astaxanthin ( BUA 4ep-
BEH IMUIMEHT ) B MNpOAbJDKeHHEe Ha 14 nHU B
CMecKara ChUI0 HE C€ U3MEHAT 3HAYUTEIHO HOC-
JUBOCTTA, TEIIOTO Ha sillara, BHCOYMHATa Ha
xbJIThKa 1 XAD enununure (Yang et al., 20006).
Saito and Kita (2011) BHymmaBar, ye HamManeHara
JIONMMOCT Ha sifilaTta, CbXpaHsIBaHU IIPU BUCOKA
temmeparypa (21°C) ce Bb3CTaHOBSIBA IIPU XpaHe-
HE Ha KOKOIIKUTE HOCAYKU C PypaxK, ChIbpPIKAII
astaxanthin v Toi € eEKTUBEH B PAHHUTE CTAHH
Ha eMOPHOHAIIHOTO Pa3BUTHE.

[[BeThT Ha KBJITHKA MPSAKO OTPa3siBa KOHIIECH-
TpanusATa Ha TMUTMEHTUTE B Jaxx0aTa Ha KOKOII-
KkuTe Hocauku. Hue ycraHoBuxme, 4e IIBETHT Ha
SIMYHUS KBIATBHK MPU XPAHEHETO HA KOKOIIKUTE
HOCAuYKM ChC CMECKa, ChCTaBeHa Ha Oa3aTa Ha 1a-
peBUIla U MIIeHUIA aoctura 7.97 eauHuuu, Ao-
KaTo npu rpynara c¢ nueHuna € 4.07 equHUIM.
Ta3u pa3nuka B I[BE€TA Ha JKBJITHKA MEXKIY JBETE
IpyIU C€ ObJDKU Ha Pa3IMYHOTO ChAbpPKaHUE Ha
OKCHKAapOTEHOHU/IM B U3II0JI3BAHUTE KOMIIOHEHTH B

CMECKHUTE Ha KOKOIIKUTE HOCAYKH. YCTAaHOBEHUTE
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Tabnuua 5 . Mopgoaornunm kauecTsa Ha stiinara, 11 onur
Table 5. Morphological characteristics of eggs, Il experiment

I'pynu

Groups
ITokazarenu Bbpoii
Characteristics numbers I 1 1 v v Vi
Terno Ha gifuara, g 30 56.05 55.71 57.21 57.00 57.27 59.0
Eggs weight, g
Wunekc Ha Gpopmara 30 79.38 79.71 80.33 78.63 78.50 78.50
Form index
Wnpexc Ha 6eaTbKa 30 126.89 132.11 128.09 132.92 136.94*** 135.02%*
Albumen index
MHpeke Ha )XBITHKA 30 48.03 47.60 48.57 4775 49.31 49.49
Yolk index
Terno Ha uepymnkara,g 30 581 5.73 5.66 559 557 5.80
Shell weight, g
Jlebenmnua Ha yepynkara, mm 30 0.4033 0.4096 0.4036 0.4017 0.3927 0.4047
Shell thickness ( m)
XAD equnumm 30 9487 95.46 95.64 97.45 98.10 97.27
Haugh units ( HU )
POIII 30 7.97 407 1243%%*% 10.27**%* 10.03*** 15.00%**
La Roche
Teryo Ha XBITHKA, g 30 3.02 13.06 13.49 12.76  13.40 13.71%

Yolk weight, g

OT HaC CTOMHOCTH B IIBETa Ha )KBJITHKA 110 CKajlaTa
Ha Po1n mpu 13mo13BaHeTo Ha MIIICHHUIIA U [IAPEBU-
1a ca OJIM3KY JI0 Te3W, YCTAHOBEHU OT Seemann
(2000). ITpu moOaBkaTa Ha JIyTeWH B AakOaTa 3Ha-
YUTEITHO C€ MOBUIIIaBa MHTEH3UBHOCTTA HA IIBETA
Ha XXBATHbKa. ToBa MmoBuIlIeHHE o0ade € mo-cyado
B CpaBHEHHE C e(eKTa Ha JIyTeMHa BbPXY LIBETa
Ha SIMYHUS XBJITHK U CKOPOCTTa HA OTJIAraHETO
Ha TIMTMEHTA B JKBJITHKA, HAOIIOIaBaHO ITO-PAHO
ot Leeson and Caston (2004). /loGaBkara Ha
JYTEHH B KOMOMHAIMS ChC U 0€3 rpax B JakOara
MOBUIIIaBa MHTEH3UBHOCTTA Ha LIBETA HA )KbJIThKa
U ChIbPKAHUETO HA JIYTCHH B SIMIIETO W YEPHUS
npo6 (Leeson et al., 2007). lHTeH3UBHOCTTA Ha
[[BETa Ha XbJTHKA M0 ckanara Ha Pomr ce yBenu-
YyaBa MO-CHUJIHO MpU J00aBKaTa Ha CUHTETUYHUTE
kaporenou i, 0.1% xapodunen npemuxc u 0.1%
aBM3aHT, KaTo npu nobdaBkara Ha 0.1% aBu3aHT
JIOCTHTa MaKCHUMallHaTa CTOWHOCT IO CKajlara Ha
Pour. EpexTsT npu gobaBkaTa Ha KBJIT U YEPBEH
Kapo(usl BbpXy I[BETa Ha JKBJITHKA € CPAaBHUM C
TO3U TPU KOKOIIKU HOCAYKH OT XHOpHIHATA KOM-

ounanusa Xucekc (Cypmkmiicka, 1996). Cropen
Cho et al. (2013) uBeTHT Ha KXBIATHKA CE TOBHUIIIA-
Ba uHelHo npu gob6aBkara Ha 0.011% u 0.021%
canthaxanthin B TapeBUYHO-TIIICHUYEHO-COCBA
cmecka . [Ipu BkmrouBanero Ha Carophyll Yellow
u npoxnykra (ORO™ Glo Layer Dry) onetsiBane-
TO Ha XBJITHKA C apo-ester € Mo-CUIIHO B CpaBHe-
Hue ¢ nponaykra (Steinberg et al., 2000). B npyro
U3CIe/IBaHe € cpaBHEH e(eKThT Ha JTyTeuHa, CHH-
tetnuHuTe KaporeHouau u Chlorella u e ycrano-
BEHO , ue kaporeHouaute u Chlorella 3nauntenHo
yBEJIMYaBaT [IBETa Ha )XKBITHKA B CICTHUS PeI :
JTyTeuH, cuHTeTHYHU KaporeHouau U Chlorella
(Englmaierova et al., 2013). Sidibe (2001) naBa
JOMBIHUTETHA WHQOpPMALHS 32 OTJIAraHeTo Ha
canthaxanthin B SWYHUS XKBJITHK CIIEJ BKIIOY-
BaHeTO Ha 2-6 mg/kg gypax. HTEH3UTETHT Ha
[[BE€Ta Ha SHYHUS KBITHK AocTUTA mato ciex 10
IHU, a HUBarTa Ha canthaxanthin B SAYHUS KbII-
TBK, U3MEpEeHU Mexay 19- u 25-us neH orpasspar
cra0WiIHa B3aMMOBpPB3KAa MEXNy canthaxanthin
BBB Qypaka U SHIHHS KBITHK.
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Tabnuna 6. UHkydanmoHHU KavecTBa Ha stitnara, Il omur
Table 6. Incubation characteristics of eggs, Il experiment

IIpernen Heonuo- Heusnto- % mronmMocT
3apene- Hexusne- Usmronenn
I'pynu 2 Ha YMpEIHTe JICHU MeHH OTOILIO/E-
HHU stidTia . HU Mujiera nuieTa s
3apOJTHIIIN siTa nueTa HUTE s
Total Inspection . Non Non M iable Hatched %
. Infertile hatched chicks . o
Groups  incubated embryo . chikens hatchability
chickens :
eggs, dead of fertile eggs
n n % n % n % n % n %
I rpyma 260 9 3.46 3 1.15 53 2038 - - 195 75.00 75.87
I rpyma 260 10 3.85 7 269 42 16.15 4 1.54 201 77.31 79.45
III rpyma 260 9 346 2 077 59 2269 3 1.15 190 73.08 73.64
IV rpymna 260 11 4.23 3 115 67 2577 4 1.54 179 68.85 69.65
V rpymna 260 18 6.9 6 231 58 2231 - 178 68.46 70.08
VI rpymna 260 9 36 4 154 46 17.69 - 201 77.31 78.51

[[BeTHT Ha KBATHKA JIMHENHO CE yBEJIMYaBa U
C yBeJIMYaBaHe Ha asthaxanthin B naxodara u 3Ha-
YUTETHO HaMaJIsiBa C yBeJIMYaBaHe Ha BPEMETO Ha
cexpanenue (Yang et al., 2006). [Tonoben edexr
Ha asthaxanthin XaTo €CTECTBEH MUTMEHT BHPXY
[[BETA HA XBITHKA MPU KOKOLIKA HOCAYKU € O
noknaasaH no-pano (Elwinger et al., 1997: Lee
et al., 1999). Zahrojian et al. (2011) 3akmtoua-
BaT, ue AoOaBkata Ha 2.5% MOPCKH BOJOPACIH
Spirulina platensis B IIIIEHUYEHO-COEBA CMECKA €
TOJIKOBA €(DeKTUBHA, KOJIKOTO CUHTETUYHUTE ITHT-
meHTH Lucantino Yellow u Lucantino Red B no3u
30 u 35 mg/kg chOTBETHO IPU MOIY4YaBAaHETO Ha
’KeJaH LBST Ha XBJIThKA. ONTUMATHUAT UBAT HA
xbaTbka ( Mexay 11.4 u 11.6 equnumnm ) e 6un
MOCTUrHAT Ipu 1o6askara Ha 2.0- 2.5% Spirulina
platensis B naxx0ara cien 7 IHU U BETHT HA KbJI-
ThKa OCTaBa CTAOMJICH, JJOKAaTO Ce BKIJIIOYBA JO-
OaBkara (Zahroojian et al., 2013). Akiba et al.
(2000) pasrmexaar 4epBEHO OILBETIBAIIUTE JAPO-
xau Phoffia rhodozyma , xonTo chabpKaT BUCO-
Ka KOHIIEHTpaIusl Ha asthaxanthin KaTo Bb3MOX-
HOCT 32 U3MO0JI3BaHe KaTO U3TOYHUK HA MUTMEHTH
3a IMYHUS KBITHK.

[To-pano Hencken (1992) noknansa 4de can-

thaxantin ce otnara 30 no 45%, asthaxanthin
- 14% w zeaxanthin - 25% npu KOKOIIKHTE HO-
cauku. Jlpyru aBTOpH OTOENS3BAT MO-KBCHO, Y€
canthaxanthin ce otnara 38% npHU KOKOIIKHUTE
Hocauku ( Balnave and Bird, 1996 ).

[ToeTnTe €CTECTBEHW W CUHTCTHYHHU Kapo-
TeHoMIU ¢ (ypaxa ce pe3opObupar B THHKOTO
4epBO U CIIe[ TOBAa C KPHBTA C€ TPAHCHIOPTHPAT
no 4yepHus apo6. Tam enHa yacT oT KcaHTO(U-
JUTE TPETHPNSIBAT META0OJIUTHU MPOMEHU . 3a
canthaxanthin € yCTaHOBEHO, Y€ C€ MPEeBpPBIINA
no 4° hydroxyechineone, isozeaxanthin u 4°-
oxoretinol (Tyczkowski and Hamilton, 1986 ;
Schiedt, 1998). Henpomenenust canthaxanthin
Ce TPAHCIIOPTHPA Ype3 JINTTOTIPOTCHHUTE B KPHBTA
JI0 SWYHUS XKBITHK U JpyTu opranu. Hamepeno e,
ge mo-manko ot 40% ot maxbenus canthaxanthin
ce omIara B SMYHUS KBJITHK U MO-Majko ot 10%
- B Ipyru opranu B 1010 (Schiedt, 1987; Hope
and Krennrich, 1995). Ilpu pabora ¢ Oensizan
canthxantin € yCTaHOBEHO, Y€ Pa3MpPeIeIICHUETO
Ha 00111aTa paJ0aKTUBHOCT B PA3TUYHUTE ThKaHU
Y OpraHu € KakTo cliefBa: SHYHUK - 68-69%, ue-
peH apo0 - 5.2-6.3%, myckyin - 3.2-7.5%, Mma3HuHa
- 1-1.2% u koxa - 1.1% (Schiedt, 1987 ). Cniopen
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Tyczkowski et al. (1986) yepuusiT 1po6 € MICTOTO
3a OKHCJICHHE U Ha JTyTenHa 110 3’ —oxolutein.

ChpabpKaHHETO HAa KapOTEHOUJIUTE B Maldu-
HaTa Jak0a OKa3Ba BIUSHUE BbPXY KOHIICHTPAITH-
STa Ha T€3W ChCTABKH B THhKAHUTE HA TTOTOMCTBO-
To A0 28 -nHeBHa Bb3pacT (Koutsos et al., 2003).
[Tpy KOKOIIKWTE HOCAYKU MAaCTHOPA3TBOPUMUTE Ka-
POTEHOUIU Ce MpEeHacAT B eMOPHOHAIHUTE ThbKaHU
ype3 xbaThKa (Surai, 2000). Hamepeno e, ye no-
OaBKkara Ha KapOTCHOW/IM B MaifurHaTa 1ax0a e pe-
I1aBaIlO 32 PAa3BUTHUETO HA OKCHUAAHTHATA 3alUTHA
cucrema B emOpuonute (Surai and Sparks, 2001).
YCTaHOBEHO € CBINO TaKa, Ye KOHIICHTPALUATA Ha
KapOTECHOMIUTE B SIHUHUSI ’KBJITHK U eMOPHOHATIHU-
TE€ THKaHU MOXKE CHIIIO JIa C€ TIOBHIIHN Ype3 MPeoc-
TaBsIHE Ha KOKOIIIKUTE HOCAYKH C KapOTESHOU T 000~
rareHa naxoa (Surai and Sparks, 2001; Karadas
et al., 2006).

ChappKaHHETO HA KOPOTCHOUIWTE B SIAUHUS
KBITHK C€ MOBIIUSABA OT HUBOTO Ha KAPOTEHUO -
Te B JayKOaTa U T€ Ce M34YePIIBaT OT SITUHUS KBITHK
IIPH XPaHEHETO Ha KOKOIIKHUTE HOCAYKH C JakOa
6e3 kaporeHowau 30 nam (Koutsos et al., 2003).
Jlyteunst B naxbarta ce mpeHacsh OT KOKOIIKUTE
HOCAUYKH B THYHUS )KBJITHK U 000TaTIBAHETO MOXKE
Jla ce MOCTUTHE upe3 1o0aBKa Ha JIyTeHH B Jak0a-
Ta Ha KokomkuTe Hocauku (Leeson and Caston,
2004). Hannumrero Ha OKCUaHTHA CUCTEMA BBTPE
B SIUIIETO € pelraBaiilo 3a npeana3BaHe Ha eMOpu-
OHa Cpelly MepoKCUIAIMATa Ha TunuauTe (Surai
and Sparks, 2001). B npenumau nmpoydBaHus €
HAMEPEHO, Y€ MpHu 100aBKaTa Ha aHTHOKCUIAHTH
B Jax0aTa Ha KOKOIIKUTE HOCAYKU C€ MOMo0ps-
Ba aKTUBHOCTTA Ha aHTHMOKCHUJAHTHATa CUCTEMa
HAa eMOpPHOHHMTE W HaMallsiBa YyBCTBHUTEIHOCTTA
Ha THKAHWUTE KHM IEPOKCHUIAIUS HA JIHITAIUTE
(Surai and Sparks, 2001 ). BxmtouBanero Ha
canthaxanthin B nax6ata Ha KOKOIIKUTE HOCAy-
KM HaMaJIsiBa YyBCTBUTEITHOCTTA HA ThKAHHUTE HA
€IHOJTHEBHUTE MUJIETa KbM IMEPOKCHUIAIMATA Ha
munuaute (Surai et al., 2003).

WM3BOI

HocnuBocTTa Ha KOKOIIKUTE HOCAYKH HE CE
u3MeHs npu nodaBkara Ha 10 m 20 mg/kg myTe-
WH, HO ce HamamsiBa ¢ 2.81% mnpu mobaBkara Ha

40 mg /kg nmytenH. CHHTETUYHUTE KapOTCHOUIN
u 0.1% aBuzant Hamansasat ¢ 3.07, 3.32 u 4.02%
CbOTBETHO HOCJIMBOCTTA, HO TS C€ 3ama3Ba IpH
no6askara Ha 0.1% kapoduiieH npeMukc.

BrmrouBaHETO HA JIyTEWMH ¥ CHHTETUYHH Kapo-
TEHOM/IU MPEAN3BUKBA U3BECTHU IPOMEHH B MOP-
(dbomornYHUTE KauecTBa Ha siifliara : HamaJisaBa UH-
JeKChT Ha OenThbka npu godaskara Ha 40 mg /kg
JyTEWH, HO ce MoBuiIaBa rnpu godaskara Ha 0.1%
aBu3aHT u 0.1% kapoduieH npeMukc. YBennyana
Ce W TENIOTO Ha XBIThKa npu JobaBkara Ha 40
mg/kg nyteun u 0.1% aBuzant. UHTEeH3UBHOCTTA
Ha IBETa Ha BIATHKA CE yBelMYaBa 3HAYUTEITHO
IIPY BKJIFOUBAHETO HA JYTEUH U CUHTETUYHU Ka-
POTEHOM/IM B CMECKHUTE HA KOKOIIKUTE HOCAYKH .

JlromuMocTTa OT OIUIOICHUTE LA HE CE U3Me-
Hs 1pu J0OaBKaTa Ha JIyTEUH, HO CE IOHUYKaBa OT
CUHTETUYHUTE KAPOTEHOUIN
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SUMMARY

Two experiments were conducted separately to study the effect of lutein at 10, 20 and 40 mg/kg
respectively , Carophyll Yellow and Carophll Red at 10 and 20 mg/kg and at 20 and 20 mg/kg respec-
tively, 0.1% carophyll premix and 0.1% Avizant on production performance, morphological and incu-
bation characteristics of eggs.

In experiment 1, four hundred and ninety Lohman Brown layers and sixty cocks, 28 weeks of age,
were randomly divided into five treatments .The dietary treatments were 0, 0, 10, 20 and 40 mg/kg
lutein fed for 30 days.The results showed that dietary lutein had no significant effect on layer produc-
tion performance.There was no significant effect on egg weight, Haugh unit (HU), albumen index, form
index, yolk index, weight and thickness of shell and weight of yolks. Yolk color was linearly increased
with the increasing dietary lutein level. Albumen index decreased , but weight of yolk increased signifi-
cantly when added 40 mg/kg lutein.

In experiment 2, five hundred and eighty eight Lohman Brown layers and seventy two cocks, 28
weeks of age were randomly divided into six treatments. The dietary treatments were : 0, 0, 10 and 20
and 20 and 20 mg/kg Carophyll Yellow and Carophyll Red respectively, 0.1% Carophyll premix and
0.1% Avizant fed for 30 days.The results showed that dietary synthetic carotenoids and 0,1% Avizant
decreased layer production performance by 3.07, 3.32 and 4.02% and increased not significantly by
0.1% Carophyll premix. Yolk color increased significantly by synthetic carotenoids, 0.1% carophyll
premix and 0.1% Avizant .Albumen index and weight of yolk also increased significantly by 0.1%
Avizant.

Dietary supplementation of 10 and 20 mg/kg lutein and 0.1% Avizant improved ,but synthetic caro-
tenoids and 0.1% Carophyll premix decreased hatchability of eggs.



