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LIHNITOHUMOPREPARATY AND THEIR IMPACT ON PERFORMANCE 

HENS 
 

Questions about goal-directed using of lignstohumo preparation in hens 
feeding its unfluence on eggs laying, their weight, some of their biochemscal 
exponents hare been examined. 

Humyne preparations used in feeding hens in dose of 20 mg of this substance 
for 1 kg of alive weight increase eggs laying en 12,6-13,5% and the weight of eggs 
accordingly in the first and second experiment on 2,2-2,3 gr. 

Contents of carotinoids and vitamin B2 increases in ehha, obtained from 
experimental groups. 

Zignitogumo preparations, humates, hens,eggs, the weight of eggs, carotinoids, 
vitamin B2. 

Key words: Laying hens, eggs and their weight lihnitohumopreparaty, humates. 
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