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Summary 
Pakholkiv N. I., Kurtjak B. M., Dzen E. O. 

PROTECTIVE EFFECT OF IRON THE CORRECTION OF 
METABOLIC DISORDERS FOR THE ACTIONS OF HEAVY METALS 

Conducted by us researches showed that that adding salt to the rumen 
contents of lead, cadmium and chromium, and mixtures thereof, the maximum 
allowable concentrations inhibits the growth of microorganisms, which leads to a 
reduction in ammonia and volatile fatty acids and reduced amylolitic, proteolitic and 
cellulolitic activity. Added to the incubation environment with the content rumen 
together with these heavy metals iron sulphate reduces represing of lead, cadmium 
and chromium on the growth of microorganisms and their metabolic activity. 
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