18 CEJICKOCTOITAHCKA AKAJEMMUS « KUBOTHOBB/IH1 HAYKH, XLVIII, 1/2011

HNTUHEBBACTBO

BJIMAHUE HA MUKPOBUAJIHATA ®UTA3A BbPXY OBMEHHATA
EHEPI'USA, CMUJIAEMOCTTA HA ®UTATHUA ®OCDOP
U AMYHATA NPOAYKTUBHOCT HA KOKOIKHU-HOCAYKH
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[Toeue oT monoBuHarta oT dochopa B KHUT-
HUTE 3bpHEHH U O0OOBHUTE, OCHOBHUTE KOMIIO-
HEHTH Ha CMECKHUTE 32 MOHOTAaCTPHUYHU KHBOT-
HH, ce Hamupa o] popmara Ha GUTHH (myo-inosi-
tol-hexakis-dihydrogenphosphate) (NRC, 1994).
@utnuHoBUAT ocdop He MOXKE Ja ce YCBOU OT
MOHOTaCTPHUYHUTE )KUBOTHH, IOKATO ITOHE €/1HA
oT pochaTHHTE TPYNH OT MOJIEKYIaTa Ha (PUTHHA
HE Ce OTLENH/XUIAPOIU3UPA MO Bb3AEHCTBUETO
Ha pacTUTeNIHa, YpeBHA UM MUKpOOHa duTaza
(Nelson et al., 1968). TpsiOBa na ce momueprae,
4ye pa3rpakJaHeTo Ha (UTHHA B XpPaHOCMU-
JIaTeJHUS KaHaJl HA MOHOTaCTPUYHUTE CE MTOCTU-
ra OCHOBHO IOJ1 Bb3/I€HCTBUETO Ha KOMEPCHAIHO
npousBeJeHaTa OakTepuaiHa gurasa, Tbil KaTo
pacTuTenHuTe GpuTasu, HaMHpaIy ce BbB QUTa3-
HUTE KOMIIOHEHTH ca c1a00 e(peKTUBHU U TEPMO-
naOuIIHHU, a aKTUBHOCTTA Ha YpeBHATa uTasa e
cpaBHUTENHO HHUCKa (Applegate et al., 2003;
Maenz and Classen, 1998;). Mukpobuanuute
¢uTazm, KOuTo ce 100aBAT KbM (UTA3UTE HA CETIC-
KOCTONAHCKUTE NTHIIM, OOMKHOBEHO IOBUIIIABAT
pHUpacTa U XOMOTEHHOCTTA Ha OTIVICKIAHUTE
KMBOTHH, KaToO B ChLIOTO BpeMe HaMassBar 3a-
MBbpcsABaHETO Ha okojHara cpeaa (Selle and
Ravindran, 2007). [ToBedueTo oT excmnepu-
MEeHTHUTE ¢ (puTazHa (uTa3za ca NPOBEXKAAHU C
nuiiera-opoiinepu, Jokato OposAT Ha MpOydBa-
HUATA C KOKOIIIKM-HOCAYKU € OTHOCUTEIIHO MaJTbK.

[To mpuHIMI ce mpuema, 4e KOKOIIKHTE MMaT
no0pe pa3BUTa XpaHOCMMJIATEIHA CUCTEMA U MO-
rar Mo-JIECHO J1a Ce CIpaBsAT ¢ pUTHHA BB (ypa-
XuTe B cpaBHeHHE ¢ Opoitnepure (Selle and Ra-
vindran, 2007). [Ipe3 nocnenuuTe roguHu odave
pemIa eKCIIepUMEHTH M0Ka3axa, 4e KOKOIITKUTE-
HOCAYKHM ChILIO pearupar Ha eK30reHHara urasza
B 3aBHCHUMOCT OT 0ajaHca Ha XpaHUTEITHH Be-
IIeCTBa B CMECKaTa U OT MPOJYKTHBHOCTTA CH
(Scott et al., 2001; Snow et al., 2003; Silversides
et al., 2006). Jlo3zara, B koATo ce mpuiara ¢u-
Ta3ara, 00MKHOBeHO e 500 mim noBeye eANHULH
¢uraza (FTU) Ha 1 kg cmecka, TOKaTo BIUSIHUETO
Ha TO-HHUCKU JI03M HE € CUCTEMHO INPOYYBAaHO
(Selle and Ravindran, 2007).

LlenTa Ha HaCTOSIIUS EKCIIEPUMEHT Oerie 1a
ce Mpoy4H e(peKThT Ha CPAaBHUTEITHO HUCKU JI031
6aktepuanna ¢uraza 125 u 250 FTU (Quan-
tum ™; ABVista Feed Ingredients, UK) Bbpxy 00-
meHHara eHeprus (OE) u cMuiaemocTTa Ha cyxo-
TO BEILECTBO, a30Ta U puTHHOBUS P B cMeckuTe
3a KOKOIIIKH-HOCAYKH, KaKTO ¥ BBPXY TSIXHATA IPO-
TYKTUBHOCT (HOCITUBOCT).

MATEPHUAJIN METO/1

B®B Bpb3ka ¢ mocraBeHaTta 1en Oeme Mmpo-
BEJIEH €JIUH €KCIIEPUMEHT C JICBETJECET KOKOIII-
ku-Hocadku (ISA Brown) Ha Bb3pacT Mexay 35
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u 39 cenmuuu, ormexaanu B 30 kieTku (x 3
ITHIM B KJIETKA; OCUTYpeHH 633 cm? Ha NITHIIA),
Pa3MnoJI0KEeHN caMo Ha efaHo HuBO. Hocaukure
0s1xa pa3JeNeHn Ha TP TPYIHU C 10 JeCeT MOB-
TopeHus. Besika kiieTka mMmalie XpaHWIKa Ha
IpeJHaTa CTeHa U HUTIEIHA TOWIIKA B JBHOTO HA
kinerkara. [lo BpeMe Ha eKCHIEpUMEHTa TeM-
nepatypara B omeienueto oeme oxoino 21 °C,
a OTHOCHUTEIHATA BIAXXHOCT Ha Bb3/yXa ce MO/I-
nbpxaiie B rpanunure mexay S0 u 70%. Ilpo-
JTBJDKUTEITHOCTTA Ha CBeTIIMHHMS JieH (14 h ceT-
nuHa ¥ 10 h ThMHUHA) OCTaHA HEMPOMEHEHA 110
BpeMe Ha IS eKcriepuMenT. [Iturure ce xpa-
Hexa Ha BOJIs, KaTO CMECKaTa ce 101aBallie B Xpa-
HUJIKUTE BeIHBXK Ha JieH (cyrpuH). C 1en aHa-
nu3upaHe Ha oOmenHaTa eHeprusi (OE) u cmu-
nmaeMocTTa Ha puTuHOBHS Pochop, KaKTO U Ha
XpaHUTEIHUTE BELIECTBA BBB (ypaxa, eKCKpe-
MEHTHUTE 0JI BCSAKA KJIeTKA Os1xa chOMpaHu mpe3
MOCIICIHUTE JIBA JHU HA €KCIICPUMEHTA.

IItunure ot KOHTpoOsHaTa rpymna (K) momyua-
Baxa I[apEeBUYHO-COEBA CMECKA C aJIEKBATHO Chb-
nepkanue Ha OE u cypoB MpOTEHH, HO ¢ HUCKO
chIbpkaHue Ha ycBouM ¢ocdop (2.2 BMecto 5.0
g/kg cmecka) (Tadm. 1). Hocaukure ot 11 u I1I onut-
HU TPYIU CE XpaHeXa ChC ChIlara Jaxoba, HO ¢
no0aBka Ha OakTepuanHa QuTasza, moyydyeHa OT
Eshericia coli (Quantum ™; ABVista Feed Ingre-
dients, UK) choTBeTHO B KonmuectBa 125 u 250
FTU. ®urazara Oemnte 1o0aBeHa KbM CMECKUTE
noJi (hopmara Ha mpaxooo6paszeH npemukc. Cmec-
KuTe 0siXa 1aBaHU B OpairHecTa popMma.

ITo Bpeme Ha onuTa 6sXa KOHTPOJIOJIUPAHU:
KOHCyMalusATa Ha (ypaxxk U epeKTUBHOCTTA Ha
M3MO0JI3BaHeTO Ha (ypaxa 3a siuHa MPOIyK-
TUBHOCT, KaKTO U ChIbPKAHUETO Ha OOMEHHa
ereprus (OE), cmunaemoctTa Ha a30Ta ¥ pUTaT-
Hus hocdop. bposT Ha cHeceHH fii1a 3a KOKOIIIKa,
CPEeIHOTO SIHYHO TEr0, KAKTO U TOTaJIHaTa Maca
Ha CHECEHMTE fiilla ChII0 Osfxa OMpeleeHH.
Bbpyro eneprusita (BE) B cMeckuTe 1 eKCKpeMeH-
TuTe Oemie ompeneneHa ¢ kanopumerbp (Parr-
1755, Parr Instruments Company, MO, USA). Cs-
nepxkanuero Ha OF Gerre onpeieHo o o01o-
NpPHUETHsT METOJI KaTo pa3jiuKaTa OT KOHCyMHU-
panata BE u BE B ekckpemenTute Oemie pasz-

JieJieHa Ha KUJIOTPaMHUTE KOHCyMUpaH (ypax
(McDonald et al., 1994). CyxoTo BemiecTBo B
npoOure Oerre OnpeneneHo upe3 CyIIeHe BbB
¢ypua npu 100°C 3a 24 h (AOAC 925.10). A3zo-
THT BBB (pyparka u eKCKpeMEeHUTHTE Oerlie orpe-
nenieH mo Metona Ha Sweeney (1989), us-
nossBaiiku FP-200 azoren ananmuzatop (LECO®,
St. Joseph, MI, USA). TuraHueBUAT JHOKCH]I B
npoOuTe Oerie ompeeneH mo merona Ha Tanner
et al. (2002), uznoy3Bailku MacoBa CHEKTPO-
metpus (Optima 4300 DV Dual View ICP-OE
criektpomeTsp, Perkin Elmer, Beaconsfield, UK).
@uraTtHuAT Ppocop B mpoduTe Oeltie onpeneneH
MOCPEACTBOM CIEKTPO-KATOPUMETBP, CICABANKI
nHaupektaus meroa Ha Haugh et Lantzsch
(1983).

Pesynrarute 651xa 00pabOTEHN ChC CTATUCTH-
yeckara nporpama GenStat (IACR, Rothamstead,
Hertfordshire, UK) kaTo pa3nukuTe B UHTEpBaia
P<0.05 npuexme 3a 1OCTOBEPHHU.

ExcriepuMeHTaHUST IPOTOKOJI Oeliie mpe/Ba-
putenHo oo0peH or Komucusita no eTuka KbM
Scottish Agricultural College.

PE3VIITATU U ObCBHX/IAHE

EcnepumMeHnTanuuTe pe3ylaTrartu ca mpeicTa-
BeHU B Tabm. 2. BkimiouBaHeTto Ha (uraszaTa B
CMECKUTE € MOBUIINIIO CPEIAHO 32 IBETE IPYIIH C
5.3% OE (P<0.05) u cMuiaeMocTTa Ha CyXOTO
BEII[ECTBO B CpaBHEHUE C KOHTpoJaTa. BaxkHo e
na ce moaueprae (hakThT, Ue CMECKUTE, ChAbP-
skamm 250 FTU, ca umanu noutH ¢ 22% 1mo-Bu-
COKa cMm1aeMocCT Ha ¢puTtaTHus hochop OT KOH-
Tponara. HabnronaBaHna e sicHO u3pa3eHa TeHIEH-
st (P=0.055) 3a moBuIICHa CMUJIAEMOCT Ha a30-
Ta BbB Pypaxka. durazara He € MOBIHLIIA I0CTO-
BepHO (P>0.05) BbpXy KOHCYMaIusTa Ha Qypax,
HOCIIMBOCTTA Ha KOKOIIIKUTE, TOJIEeMHUHAaTa Ha STii-
11aTa, Karo U BPXy TOTAJIHATAa Maca CHECEHHU 1A
(P>0.05).

Pesynrarute 3a OF ce HaMmupar B ouakBaHUTE
rpaHuIIY 3a KOoKoIKH-HocadkH (Silversides et al.,
2006; Selle and Ravindran, 2007). [ToBuiex
edekt Bpxy OE Ha cMecku 3a HOCA4KH Ha TO-
noOHa BB3pacT e omn orbenssan ot Silversides
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Tabmuna 1. Komnonenrten cheras (g/kg) Ha cMeckaTa Ha KOHTPOJIHATA rpyna

Table 1. Ingredient composition (g/kg ‘as fed’) of the control experimental diet.

CnbcraB Ha naxoOara/Dietary composition g/kg cmecka/diet
[apesuria/Maize 688.1
PastBopum ekctpakt ot pamuuHo ceme/Rapeseed Solvent Extract 70.0
CoeBo OpamHo/Soybean meal 48 138.7
[Mwennynn tpum/Wheat Bran 9.3
Coun/Salt 3.1
DL Metunonnn/DL Methionine 4.0
Kpena/Limestone 78.7
Huxammes ¢ocdar/Dicalcium Phosphate 6.7
Buramuaen npemukc*/Vitamin premix* 4.9
Hsyucnen ananus/Calculated analysis
Cypos mpotenn/Crude protein (g/kg) 150
AME (MJ/kg) 11.72
Kanmmuit/Calcium (g/kg) 32.5
®ocdop/Phosphorus (g/kg) 4.9
Hamuuen docdop/Available phosphorus (g/kg) 2.2
Mertuonun+Luctun/Methionine+Cysteine (g/kg) 6.1
Jluzun/Lysine (g/kg) 7.2
Onpeoenen ananus (na 6aza CB)**/Determined analysis (on dry matter basis) **

Cyxo BemectBo/Dry matter (g/kg) 883
Cypos npotenn/Crude protein (g/kg) 174
®dochop/Phosphorus (g/kg) 6.6
®uraren pocpop/Phytate Phosphorus (g/kg) 3.9

* BuramMuHEH MUHEpaJieH mpeMuKc/ Vitamin mineral premix (eauuumy 3a KuiorpaM cMecka/units per kilogram of feed):
vitamin A, 8000 IU; vitamin D3, 3000 IU; vitamin E, 25 IU; menadione, 1.5 mg; riboflavin, 5 mg; pantotenic acid, 8 mg;
vitamin B12, 0.012 mg; pyridoxine, 1.5 mg; thiamine, 1.5 mg; folic acid, 0.5 mg; niacin, 30 mg; biotin, 0.06 mg; iodine, 0.8
mg; copper, 10 mg; iron, 80 mg; selenium, 0.3 mg; manganese, 80 mg; zinc, 80 mg.
** Amanm3uTe Osixa M3BBpIICHH ABa THTH/ Analyses were performed in duplicate.

et al. (2006). YBenuuenoto ¢ 0.68 MJ/kg HuBo
Ha OE, HaOnrogaBaHO NMPU CMECKUTE, ChbpKa-
i 250 FTU B cpaBHEHHE ¢ KOHTpoOJaTa Ha Hac-
Tosus Tpyxn e ¢ 37.6% no-uucko ot 1.09 MJ/kg
nosueHue Ha OE, ny6nukysaHo ot Silversides
et al. (2006) cnen mob6assiHe Ha 300 FTU kbM
NIIEHUYHO-COEBA CMECKa, MoJlydaBa oT 37-cea-
MHUYHH HOCauky. M31013BaHeTo Ha pa3InyHU KO-
MEpCHATHHU IPOIYKTH C Pa3IMYHA KOHLIEHT AL
(250 FTU cpenty 300 FTU) moxe na 06sicHH pas-
JMKara B JBere nmyonukanuu. He e O6e3 3HaueHue
1 (PaKThT, ye MIISHNIATa ChIbPKa CPETHO OKOJIO
1200 eguaum HaTypanHa putasa, T0OKaTo mape-

BULIATa ChABPKA €1Ba 17 eqUHULM HaTypasiHa
¢utaza (Eeckhout and De Paepe, 1994), xosito
MOJKE CBLIO J1a MOBJMsIE BbPXY IOJIyYECHUTE pe-
3ylITaTu, 0COOEHO KOTaTo CMECKUTE HE ca TepMO-
o0OpaboTBaHu (He ca MeIeTHPaHN).
CroifHOCTHTE 32 CMHJIAEMOCT Ha (PUTUHOBUS
docdop ca B CbOTBETCTBUE C MPEAUIIHU MyO-
JIUKAIMK 3a KOKOIKU-HOca4yku (Scheideler and
Sell, 1987). TpsiOBa na oTOenexum, ye eeKTUB-
HOCTTa Ha (UTa3aTa Mo MPUHIIMII 3aBUCH OT Chb-
IbP)KaHUETO Ha (PUTUH B CMECKHUTE, KOITO € Oc-
HOBHMAT cyOcTpat 3a eHzumute. Karo nombi-
HEHHE, ChIbP)KAaHUETO Ha HaTypasHa (uTasza cb-
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Tabnuua 2. BaiusiHue Ha MEKpoOuaaHaTa (puTa3a BypXy NPOAYKTHBHOCTTA HA KOKOIIKHTE, 00MEeHHATAa
eneprus (OE) u cmunaemoctTa Ha cyxoTo BemectBo (CCB), azora (CA) u puraTtHns gocdop BB dypaxa

Table 2. Effect of microbial phytase on hen’s productiveness, dietary apparent metabolisable energy (AME)
and digestibility of dry matter content (DMD), nitrogen (NM) and phytate phosphorus in feed

2 2
< 's ~ = <9 g
I'pynu/Treatments g & S S S Q 3 =
INokazarenn/Indices E é E iE E iE n z
< O & S £
@) @)
[puer pypax
. 121 11 11 .002
Feed intake (g DM/kokomka/nen) (g DM/hen/d) > 8 0.0029 NS
Siina ot xokomka/Eggs per hen (No) 25.8 25.8 26.1 0.479 NS
IIpoagykTuBHOCT
Egg mass output (g/koxomka/nen) (g/hen/d) 35 339 4.7 151 NS
Onon3otBopsiBane Ha dypaxa (stiina)/FCR (eggs) 2.196 2.131 2.158 0.0502 NS
OE/ AME (MJ/kg DM) 12.83 13.19 13.51 0.251 <0.05
CCB/DMD 0.72 0.739 0.758 0.0119 <0.05
CA/NM 0.421 0.493 0.527 0.0413 0.055
®uraren pocdop/Phytate P 0.479 0.531 0.583 0.0308 <0.05
10 MOXE J1a OKa)XK€ BIIMSHHUE BBbPXY CMHIIAC- N3BOAN

MOCTTA, a ChIIIO U HAa OCTAHAINUTE HA PUTUHOBUS
dochop XpaHUTETHUTE BELIECTBA.

BrnusiHuero Ha GypaxHara gpuTasza BbpXy CMHU-
JaeMOCTTa Ha a30Ta PU XPaHEHETO Ha KOKOILIKH-
HOCAYK{ HE € CHCTEeMaTH4YHO npoyuBaHo (Selle
and Ravindran, 2007). Cnopen Van der Klis et
Versteegh (1991) BxitouBaHeTo Ha puTaza KbM
CMECKUTE Ha HOCAUYK{ BOJM BOJH JI0 HUCKO, HO
JOCTOBEPHO MOBHIIEHHUE HA YCBOSIBAHETO Ha y-
paXKeH a3o0T, IOKAaTO MPOy4YBaHUATA Ha Snow et
al. (2003) u Jalal et al. (1999) ne nokasBar cuc-
TemaTHueH eekT Ha (uTazara BypXy CMUIIac-
MoOCTTa Ha (pypaKHUTE aMUHOKHCETMHHA. Moke
11a ce IpueMe, 4e pe3yaTaTUTe 32 CMIJIAaeMOCTTa
Ha a30T B HACTOSIIUS TPYA Ca B ChOTBETCTBHUE C
JaHHWUTE OT IyOJMKyBaHAaTa JIUTEpaTypa.

Jluncata Ha epeKT OT mosrydaBaHeTo Ha (uTa-
3a BbpXY SIMYHATA MPOAYKTUBHOCT BEPOSITHO CE
IBIDKU Ha CPABHUTEITHO KbCHSI €KCTIEPHMEHTAICH
NEepHOo, a ChIIO M Ha (pakTa, 4e KOKOIIKUTE-HO-
Ca4yKH MOTar Jia U3M0JI3BaT TEIeCHH PE3EPBH, 32
1a MOAIbpKAT SWYHATa CH MPOAYKTUBHOCT 32
u3BecTeH nepuos ot Bpeme (Morris, 1969).

BxitiouBaHeTO Ha CPaBHHUTEIHO HUCKH 103U
Quantum™ B 1apeBHYHO-COEBH CMECKH 3a KO-
KOIIIKU-HOCAYKH C HICKO ChIbP)KaHUE HA YCBOUM
dochop Moke a MOBHINU ChIBPKAHUETO HA
oOMEHHa €HEeprus U YCBOMMOCTTA Ha CyXO Be-
IECTBO, a30T U puTuHOB (hocdop oT hypaxa.

W3non3BaneTo Ha (uTasara B CMECKHTE 3a
OTHIY MOJKE J1a HAMaJIM BKJIFOYBAHETO HA MUHE-
paeH (ocop, KaTo 10 TO3M HAYHH IIE Ce HaMaJIH
Y 3aMBPCSABAHETO HA OKOJIHATA cpenia ¢ pocdarw.
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V. Pirgozliev'*, M.R. Bedford', S. Ivanova-Peneva’, D. Kanev’

'Avian Science Research Centre, Scottish Agricultural College, West Mains Road,
Edinburgh, EH9 3JG, Scotland and *AB Vista Feed Ingredients, Woodstock Court,
Blenheim Road, Marlborough Business Park, Marlborough, Wiltshire, SN8 4AN

? Agricultural institute - Shumen, 3 Simeon Veliki blvd, 9700 Shumen

SUMMARY

Microbial phytase is a prominent dietary enzyme used in poultry feed. However, most studies on phytase
supplementation of feed have been conducted with broiler chickens compared to laying hens. The aim of the
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reported experiment was to determine the effects of microbial phytase supplementation on hen perfor-
mance, egg production, dietary metabolisable energy and nutrient availability. Three diets were offered to
ISA Brown laying hens for four weeks, between 35 and 39 weeks of age. The control diet was low in
available P (3.1 indiet vs 5.0 recommended, g/kg diet) but adequate in protein and energy. The other two
diets were based on the control diet but supplemented with phytase (125 and 250 FTU/kg (phytase units/
kg diet) respectively). Diets were given for four weeks prior to measurements of dietary energy, dry matter,
N and phytate phosphorus digestibility. Supplementation of diets with phytase had no effect on egg numbers
and weights, and egg feed conversion ratio. An improved dietary metabolisable energy, dry matter and
phytate P digestibility were the positive effects of dietary phytase addition. Dietary phytase also tended
(P=0.055) to improve dietary N digestibility coefficient. The results from this study demonstrated that
dietary phytase improved the nutritional value of maize-soybean-based diets when fed to ISA Brown laying
hens. The improved dietary phytate phosphorus digestibility suggests that the use of Quantum™ phytase is
an efficient way to reduce pollution from animal production.
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