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18 ,  0,3-0,6 .,  – 60-70%.  
: 2 – 0,25%, NH3 – 15 3, H2S 

– 5 3.  
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,  

-
 % 35 40 50 55 60 

 81,75 116, 20 142,18 158,5 208,20 54,2±0,09 337,0±2,6 2,8±0,05 91,3 
1  86,10 124,20 154,20 179,30 251,40 57,0±0,11 362±3,70 4,7±0,04 96,1 
2  92,30 125,10 183,4 212,86 284,4 61,14±0,5 370±2,2 5,02±0.04 98,7 

,   
   30    2 

   11,43 %,  60  
 – 26,8 %. ,  

,  61,14 . ,  
 150 .  

. 
    

 4,8  7,4 %. ,  
  ,      
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 2. 
 2 

 (M +n, n=5) 
   

, 
 50  

1 , 
100  

2 , 
150  

,  45,15±0,26 46,75±0,39 48,73±0,40 
,% 47,05±0,4 45,15±0,5 44,29±0,4 

- ,% 19,04±0,11 19,43±0,13 20,58±0,28 
- ,% 20,11±1,02 21,14±0,84 20,36±0,50 
- ,% 13,8±0,3 14,28±0,2 14,86±0,2 
\  0,88 0,85 0,79 

,  5,31±0,08 5,43±0,07 5,58±0,07 
,  1,42±0,07 1,49±0,06 1,55±0,07 

 2  ,   
 45,15±0,26 -48,73±0,40 .  

 7,92 %  
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 (p 0,01).   
, : 1  3,47 %, 2  -7,68 % (p 0,05). 

 
, , ,  

 100    150 :  –  2,25 %(p 0,05)  5,08 % 
(p 0,01),    –  4,72  9,15 %. 

 
.  3. 

 3 
 –  (M +n, n=5) 

 ,   
 1  2  

, % 35 44,52±2,19 45,60±1,57 47,33±1,12 
60 60,52±2,10 65,24±1,84 67,24±1,30 

, % 35 37,14±1,02 36,14±2,10 37,83±1,24 
60 30,21±1,20 29,83±1,90 33,52±1,54 

, % 35 34,19±1,12 36,28±0,55 37,68±0,93 
60 51,68±1,70 52,33±0,40 56,48±1,84 
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36,5 %,   -  4,8  7,4.%. 
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Summary 
Pavlichenko H.V., Chornyi M.V. 

A CORRECTION of  AND PRODUCTIVITY of laying 
CHICKENS-HENS is AT INFLUENCE of ASCORBIC ACID  

Investigational and influence of ascorbic acid is compared on the level of 
humoral  and cellular indexes and bearing of laying chickens-hens. It is set that the 
increase of bearing was observed for chickens that got the vitamin of in a dose 150 

g/kg.  
Keywords: ascorbic acid, laying chickens-hens, bearing, resistance, stored. 
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