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 Mi rosoft Excel. 
. -

 1. 
 1 

  
 (X±mx) 

 
 

 (n=47)  
(n=59) 

 
(n=50) 

,  3527±98,98 3114±76,10 2465±82,69*** 
, % 3,62±0,03 3,77±0,02 3,82±0,03*** 

,  127,7±3,76 117,4±2,93 94,2±3,22*** 
,  432,5±5,79 496,4±7,06*** 538,5±9,66** 

,  738,0±18,97 591,2±14,04*** 437,2±13,37** 
: ***P 0,001; ** 0,01. 
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1062  P 0,001.  
. 

 
 (3,8 %);  

. 
,  3,68 %, -

 – 3,81 %,  – 3,88 %. 
 

.  432,5 ;  
 63,9  

 (P 0,001).  
 (538,5 )  106,0  

0,01. 
 

. ,  
 

,  
.  4-%  100  

 (781,3 );  
 (591,2  P 0,001).  

,  437,2  P 0,001. 
 

.  
 2.  

.  
,  

17,3 ,  27,9 . 
 

 76,0 – 88,4 .  
 (88,4 ),  

 –  (76,0 ).  
 282,1 – 285,3  
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,  

,  
 2 – 3 .  

 45 – 60 .  
 52,5 – 58,2 .  

 
 58,2 . 

 
 373,7 , -
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 364,0  358,0 . 
 2 

  
 (X±mx) 

 

 

 
(n=47) 

-
 

(n=59) 

-
 

(n=50) 
,  19,1±0,83 18,3±0,37 17,3±0,28 

,  29,5±1,13 28,5±0,45 27,9±0,33 
,  88,4±11,08 81,5±9,53 76,0±9,20 

,  285,3±1,34 283,5±0,83 282,1±0,61 
,  58,2±2,17 55,8±2,05 52,5±2,13 

,  373,7±12,04 364,0±9,57 358,0±9,23 
 0,98±0,04 1,00±0,02 1,02±0,02 

 1,76±0,41 1,70±0,12 1,48±0,13 
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Summary 
Orikhivskyj T.V. 

Lviv National University of Veterinary Medicine and Biotechnological named 
after S. Z. Gzhytskyj 

PRODUCTIVE AND REPRODUCED INTERNALSS OF THE FIRST-BORN 
SIMMENTAL COWS IN DIFFERENT PRODUCTIVE TYPES  

Results over of study of living mass, suckling productivity and reproduced 
internalss of first-born cows.of different.productive types (milk, milk-meat and meat - 
milk) of Simmental breed in the conditions of the western region of Ukraine. It is set 
that the greatest suckling productivity was characterize the cows of suckling type, and 
the best indexesof the reproduced ability were mark cows that belonged to the meat 
and milk type. For the cows of suckling productive type separate indexes of the 
reproduced internals were some worst. 

Key words: breed, productive types,live weight, milk productivity, 
reproductive ability, service-period. 
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