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Summary 

S. Pischan., S. Pischan, L. Lytvyschenko, E. Pischan 
The data on implementation molokoviddachi reflex in cows. It is proved that 

the stereotypical conditions in lactating animals spontaneously manifested 
conditioned reflex, certainly reflex and conditioned reflex bezemovno adaptive form 
of reflex, which do not affect the underlying processes that do not lead to a decrease 
in milk yield. 

Key words: cow, reflex molokoviddachi, yield, molokoviddachi intensity, 
duration and milking dodoyuvannya. 
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