
.                    16  2 (59)  3, 2014 

 211

 612.397:638.1:577. 604.6:664.641.2 
. ., . . ., .,  

. ., . . . 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 ( ),  
, ,  

 – 
. ,  

 
 

II  III  
.  

: , , , , , 
, . 

 
 612.397:638.1:577. 604.6:664.641.2 

. ., . . ., .,  
. ., . . . 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 ( ),  
, ,  

 
 - . ,  

 
 

 II  III  
.  

: , , , , 
, , . 

 
 612.397:638.1:577. 604.6:664.641.2 

Fedoruk R .S, prof., corresponding member of the NAAS 
Romaniv L. I, j. s. c. 

Institute of Animal Biology NAAS 
 

LIPID AND HEAVY METALS CONTENT IN THE PRODUCTION OF 
HONEY BEES UNDER FEEDING MEAL FROM NATIVE AND 

TRANSGENIC SOYBEANS 
The results of studies of total lipids and some of their individual classes in the 

honeycomb (tongue) and some heavy metals in honey, comb and bread after feeding 
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honey bees with meal from native and transgenic soybeans in the spring-summer 
period of life are presented in the paper. It was established that the use of soybean 
meal feeding for bees of Carpathian breed determines the probable increase in the 
content of total lipids and changes in the ratio of their classes in the combs of bees of 
II and III experimental groups compared to the values f these parameters in the 
control group of bees. 
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