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Annomayusa. Kommaectso comatnaeckux kietok (KCK) cunraercs KocBeHHBIM ITOKa3aTesieM CAaHUTApHO-THTHEHHIECKOT O
KadecTBa Moyioka. OHAKO COZlepKaHUE COMAaTHIECKUX KIETOK B MOJIOKE y KO3 MOXKET OBITh OOYCIIOBJICHO psIOM (DaKTOpOB,
HE CBSI3aHHBIX ¢ MHTpaMaMMapHO# nHdpeHkImel. [{enpro Hamrero uccinenoBanus seisuioch onpeaenenne KCK Ha npotskeHnn
5-26 Hexenb JAKTAIlMU y 3aaHEHCKUX KO3 BTOPOH JIAKTAIlMM B CBSI3U ¢ ypoBHeM cytodHoro yaos (CY), maccoBoit monei
nakTo3bl B Mosioke (MIJI) u ¢ ydeToMm ce3oHa pasMHOKEHHWs. AHaTM3UpyeMas rpymmna Obiia copMmupoBaHa U3 22 caMoOK
BECEHHETO OKOTa (ampenb). Pe3ynbTaThl HCCIIe0BaHMsI TIOKa3aly, 9YTO ¢ 5-i 1o 18-10 Hemenu JakTamnuu, 10 Hadayia CIIy9IHOTO
Mepuoaa, AWHAMHKA COMATHUYECKHX KICTOK B IIEJIOM HMella CXOACTBO C HM3MEHeHHmeM cytoyHoro ymos. Ot 17-18 mo
21-22 nenems u ganee 10 25-26 Henens CY ymensmmics B 1,2-1,3 pasza (p<0,01 u p<0,001). Tem ne menee, KCK Ha 21-22-10
HEJeN0 Jakrauuu (MUK CIY4HOro ce3oHa) yBenmuminock B 1,7 pasa (p<0,01) u 3HauurensHo mpesbicniio 1000x10° en/mo.
Ha 25-26-10 nenenro nakxraru ycranoBieHo cHmkeHne KCK B 1,4 paza (p<0,05), Ho B cpemHeM cofepkaHne COMAaTHIECKUX
KJIETOK oCTaBaioch Ha ypoBHe 1000%10° ex/mi. ComeprkaHue JTaKTO3bI HMEJIO OTPHIATEIbHYIO JUHAMHUKY Ha MPOTSKCHHH
nmaktanud, koppersnuonHoi cBszu Mexay MJJI m KCK He ycranosneno. IIpemmonaraem, 4WTO MOBBINICHUE YPOBHS
COMAaTHYECKUX KIJICTOK B ITOCTICTHIE MECSIIBI JIAKTAIIIH KO3 SIBIISICTCS CIICACTBHEM N3MEHEHHS TOPMOHAIBHOTO (DOHA B CITyIHOM
CE30H.
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VETERINARY MEDICINE AND ZOOTECHNICS
Original article

The content of somatic cells in goat milk during the breeding
nd nonbreeding seasons

Victoria B. Leibova, Marina V. Pozovnikova, Olga V. Tulinova, Elena A. Romanova

Russian Research Institute of Farm Animal Genetics and Breeding — Branch of the L.K. Ernst Federal Research Center for
Animal Husbandry, St. Petersburg-Pushkin, Russia

e-mail: leib1406@yandex.ru

Abstract. The somatic cell count (SCC) is considered to be an indirect indicator of the hygienic quality of milk, but the content of
somatic cells in goat milk may be due to a number of factors unrelated to intramammary infection. The purpose of our study was to
determine the SCC for 5-26 weeks of lactation in Saanen goats of the second lactation in connection with milk yield, the mass fraction
of lactose in milk (MFL) and taking into account the breeding season. The analyzed group was formed from 22 females of spring
lambing (April). The results of our study showed that at 5-18 weeks lactation, before the start of the breeding period, the dynamics
of SCC as a whole was similar to the change in daily milk yield (DA). From 17-18 weeks. up to 21-22 weeks and further up to
25-26 weeks DA decreased by 1.2-1.3 times (p<0.01 and p<0.001). But SCC for 21-22 weeks of lactation (peak breeding season)
increased by 1.7 times (p<0.01) and significantly exceeded 1000 x 10* units/ml. At 25-26 weeks of lactation, a decrease in SCC by
1.4 times (p<0.05) was found out, but on average the content of somatic cells remained at the level of 1000 x 10* units/ml. The lactose
content had a negative trend throughout lactation, and no correlation was found out between MFL and SCC. We assume that the
increase in SCC in the last months of lactation is a consequence of changes in the hormonal background in the breeding season.
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Beeoenue. lloncuer comaTHueCKUX KJIETOK CUMTAETCS KOCBEHHBIM IMOKa3aTeJIeM CAaHUTAPHO-TUTHEHHU-
YECKOr'0 KauyecTBa MOJIOKA. YBEJIIMUCHHE KOJUYECTBA COMAaTHUYECKUX KIETOK B MOJOKE y KOpOB 00yCIIOB-
JIEHO MacTUTaMu pa3iudHoi Gopmel [3], HO y k03 pocT KCK MoxeT OBITH He CBSI3aH ¢ MHTpaMaMMapHOii
uHdekiueii. Tak, B uccinenopanuu G.F.W. Haenlein [7] rucronorudeckue cpe3bl TKAHU MOJIOYHOM KEJIE3bI
y k03 ¢ BeicOKUM ypoBHeM KCK mokasanu orcyrcTBue mactuta. I1o manusim M.J. Paape et al. [12], KCK
IUIsS KO3, CBOOOMHBIX OT MHTpaMaMMapHoi uHdekiuu, koaeonercs ot 270 mo 2000 x 103 ex/mi. Tem He
MEHEe, YBEIWYCHHE KOJUYECTBAa COMaTHYECKHX KieTok Bbime 100x10° en/mn gaxe 0e3 3HAUUTEIBHOIO
NPUCYTCTBUS B MOJIOYHOM kKeje3e OakTepuid, BEI3BIBAIOIINX MAaCTUT, U3MEHSIET TEXHOJIOTHYECKUE CBOHCTBA
KO3bEr0 MOJIOKA.

U3zBectHO, uTO Oosee Bricokue ypoBHH KCK B MOMOKe K03 MO CpaBHEHHIO C KOPOBaMHU OOYCIIOBIICHBI aIlo-
KPUHHBIM THUIIOM CEKPEINH MOJIOKa, KOT/Ia IOMHUMO JISHKOITUTOB B HEM COIEPKUTCS OOJBIIOE KOTMIECTBO DITUTE-
JUAITBHBIX KJIETOK, TT0 pa3Mepy OIM3KHUX K MOJIOYHBIM COMAaTHYECKUM KJIeTKaM. B 3Toii cBs3M MOBBIIIEHNE YPOBHS
KCK y k03 uMeeT pasHOOOpa3HbBIH CIIEKTP MPUIHH, CPEA KOTOPHIX YBEIUICHHUE MPOIYKTUBHOTO Bo3pacTa [19],
cTaaus Jakramuu, sctpyc [16], ynoii [4, 12].

B nameii crpane npenensHo nomyctumsbie 3HaueHHs KCK B ceipom monoke cocrasistor 1000 x 10* en/mu [2].
B EBponeiickoM Coro3e He CyIECTBYET CIENMAIbHBIX TPaBIJI, PETYIHPYIOLUINX YPOBHH COEP)KaHUS COMaTHYe-
CKHUX KIIETOK B CHIpOM K03beM Moitoke, Ho B Hopserun nmopor KCK ne momken nmpessimars 1000 x 10 3 ex/mi [16],
B Utanuu (Capaunus) ceeimie 1300 x 10° en/mu [14], 8 CIHA 1500 x 10 * en/mu [11].

Hekoropsie nccreoBareny mpeaiaraioT HCIOIb30BaTh AMHAMUYECKHH MTOPOT, TO €CTh TOPOTOBbIE 3HAYCHUS
C MOTIPAaBKO Ha MPOAYKTHBHBIN BO3PACT U CTAAUIO JIAKTALIUH, CYUTAs1, YTO 3TO MOXKET OBITH O0Jiee IeHHBIM WHIH-
KaropoM CyOKJIMHUYECKOTO MacTHTa Y MOJIOYHBIX K03 [16].

Lenp Hamero uccieqoBaHus — U3yUCHHUE TUHAMUKU KOJMUYECTBA COMATHUECKUX KIJIETOK B MOJIOKE KO3 3aa-
HEHCKOH MOPOJIbI BHE CE30HA PA3MHOXXEHHS U B €T0 MEPBYIO TIOJOBHHY B CBS3M C N3MEHEHHEM CyTOYHOTO YOS U
MacCOBOH JTOJTN JTAKTO3bI B MOJIOKE.

Memoouxa uccnedoganuii. ViccienoBanue MpOBOJAUIN B OJJHOM U3 MJIEMEHHBIX X035UCTB JIeHuHrpag-
ckoit oomactu (2021 r.). OOBEKTOM HCCIIeI0BaHUS CIY>KHIIA KO3bI BTOPO JTIAKTAINK, HE TPOSBISIBLIINE K-
HUYECKUX MPU3HAKOB 3a0oneBanuil. B rpynmy Bomu 22 ocoOu anpenbCcKOTO OKOTa C HHTEPBAJIOM MEX-
Iy laTaMH OKOTOB He Oonee cemu nHel. UHAWBUAYanbHBIH 0TOOP MpoO CHIPOTO MOJIOKA M ONMpEACIICHHE
cyrognoro ynos (CY) mpoBOIUIM KaXXble YETHIPE HEMeIH (€KEMECIIHO) B IEPHOT KOHTPOJIBHBIX JIOCK C
5-# mo 26-10 Hexeno JakTanud. g crabunu3anuu 06pa3oB MPUMEHSIIN KOHCEPBAHT HA OCHOBE OpPOHO-
nona 1 HatramuiuHa (Microtabs, CIIA). JlaboparopHbie ucciaenoBanus ocymecTsisiin B [IKIT ®I'BHY
OUIL] BUX um. JI.K. OpHcTa ¢ ucnonb3oBanueMm nHdpakpacHoro anaiuzaropa FOSS 7 DSCC ([anus).
B kax0ii mpobe MOJIOKa ONpeAeIsiii KOJTHIeCTBO COMaTHYecKux KieTok (10° ex/mir) u MaccoByto nous
nakto3sl (MJI, %).

Pesynprate! uccnegoBanuii 00padaThiBa METOIOM OAHO(AKTOPHOTO AWCIIEPCHOHHOTO aHAIH3a C TOBTOP-
ueiMu m3Mepenusmu (One Way Repeated Measures Analysis of Variance) mpu nmomoru nporpammel SigmaPlot
12,5 (SystatSoftware, Inc., CIIIA). ITpumensumn kputepuiit Xonma — Criaka B cirydae HOpMaJbHOTO pacipeiene-
HHsI CPAaBHUBAEMBIX MIOKa3aTesiel, a MpH ero OTCYTCTBUU — KpuTepuid lanHa. Beul npuHAT ypoBeHs 3HAYMMOCTH
p < 0,05, TeHIeHIMHN K 3HAYUMOCTH ObUTH paccMoTpensl pu 0,05 < p < 0,10. KoppensauuoHHbIH aHaIu3 MPoBO-
I ¢ UcTioNb3oBaHneM kKodpduuuentos [Iupcona u Criupmena.

Pesynomamot uccneoosanuii. Ananus msmenenns KCK B Moioke K03 IPOBOJMIN C YY9E€TOM IUHAMHKH
CY no HemensaM JIaKTallud. YCTaHOBJICHO, 4To Ha 9—10-t0 Hememto makranuu CY ObUT CHIDKEH TI0 CPaBHEHHIO C
5-6-i1 Heneneit mociue oxorta (B 1,5 pasa, p<0,001), puc. 1. Comepxanne KCK B MOJIOKe TakXKe IMOKa3aJI0 CHUXKE-
Hue (B 1,6 pasa), HO B OTAMYKE OT YOS OHO HE OBUTO JOCTOBEPHBIM M3-3a BHICOKOH BapHaOEIbHOCTH BETHYMHEI
9TOTO MOKa3aTelsl Ha 5—6-10 Hexemo nakTauuu (puc. 2). Ha 13—14-10 Henento nakTauu o cpaBHeHuIo ¢ 9—10-i
Heneneit CY ysenmumics (B 1,4 pasa, p<0,001), a ypoBens KCK mnokazan Tenaenuio k pocry (B 2,8 pasa mnpu
p<0,1). Mexny 13—14-it u 17-18-if HexemsIMH 3HAYMMBIX U3MCHCHWN BEJTMIMH MAHHBIX ITOKa3areleil He ycTra-
HOBJICHO.

ITo moBoAy CBSI3M MEXAY YIOEM M COMEpPKAHUEM COMAaTHUECKUX KIETOK B MOJIOKE KO3 CYIIECTBYIOT pa3-
JUYHBIE TaHHBIE U UX MHTepIpeTanus. Tak, HEKOTOpble aBTOPHI MmokasbiBatoT nosbiienne KCK u nagenue
yaos, oOBSCHSS TO UMMYHHBIM OTBeTOM Ha nHdpekuuo [10]. Jpyrue uccnempopatenu ykaspiBaloT Ha 3QPext
pasBenenus — noHmwkenue konuentpanuu KCK B mpobe monoka Ha ¢oHe noBbimenus ynos [ 12]. Pesynbrarst
HaIlleTO WCCIIeIOBaHU IO KpaiiHe# mepe mist 9—18 Hexens makTanuu coBnanarT ¢ nanaeiMu C.M. HoBorma-
MUHOU U 1p. [4], KOTOpBIE CBHACTEILCTBYIOT 00 oqHOBpeMeHHOM Bo3pactanum ypoBHS KCK u cyrounoro
yIosl.

ITocne 18 Hepenp makTanuu MTUHAMUKA 3TUX TTOKa3aTesel mpruodpena pasHOHANpaBiIeHHbIN xapakrep. Cy-
TOUHBIA YIOW MOCIEAOBATENbHO CHUXaics: oT 17-18-if Henenu k 21-22-it Henene u ganee kK 25-26 Hexe-
ne (B 1,2-1,3 pasa npu p<0,01-0,001). KoanuecTBo comaTnyeckux KIETOK, HA00OPOT, BEIpOCIO Ha 21-22-10
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Hegeno (mo cpaBHeHuio ¢ 17-18-if Hen. B 1,7 pasa, p<0,05) U JOCTUIIIO CBOMX MaKCUMAalbHBIX BEITUYHH
3a mepuox uccienoBanuii (1404+443x10° ex/mu). DTo MOBBIIEHHE MPHUILIOCH HA MUK CIYYHOTO CE30HA.
Ha 25-26-10 nepento nocnenosano camkenne KCK (8 1,4 paza, p<0,05), Tem HE MeHEe BEIMYIMHA DTOTO II0O-
KaszaTelis 0CTaBajach 10CcTaTouHo BeIcokoi (1000+£365%10° en/mi). [IpuunHy noabemMa ypOBHS COMAaTHUECKUX
KIIETOK B HauboJiee aKTUBHYIO CTAJIMIO CIIYYHOTO CE€30HA CBS3BIBAIOT C BHICOKUM YPOBHEM 3CTPAIHOJIA B KPO-
B, KOTOPBIH CIOCOOCTBYET 3CTPOreH-UHAYIIUPOBAHHOM npoiHdepaiy U 3KCPOIHALNU UTETHATIBHBIX Kile-
ToK [9]. Kpome TOro, oH MOXeT ycHIMBAaTh MMMYHHBIH OTBET Ha OakTepHaNbHYI0 00CEMEHEHHOCTH MOJO-
Ka, Harpumep, Ha Staphylococcus aureus [8], sBasromniics Hanboaee pacIpOCTPaHEHHBIM NPEACTaBUTEIEM
WHTpaMamMMapHo# nHpekmn [6].
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Puc. 1. lunamuxa cymounozo yoos ¢ 5-ii no 26-i0 neoenro naxmayuu (Mean+sem)
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Puc. 2. lunamuxa KCK 6 monoke ko3 ¢ 5-ii no 26-10 neoento nakmayuu (Meantsem)

B nameil npeasiaymeit padore [1] OpI0 yCTAaHOBICHO, YTO Y KOPOB TOJIITHHCKON M alpIIMPCKOH MMO-
poa Ipu CYOKIMHUYECKON W xpoHHWUYeckod (popmax mactuta poct KCK compoBokmancss CHIDKEHHUEM IIPo-
LIEHTHOTO CoJep KaHus JaKkTo3bl. [loj00HBIEe pe3ynbTaThl MOMYUYEHBl U IPYTUMH UCCIEA0BATEIIMHI, KOTOPBIE
MPEUIOKIUTA UCIIONIb30BaTh JAKTO3Y B Kaue€CTBE MOTEHIMAIBHOTO OMOMapkepa Mpu JUATHOCTHKE MAaCTUTa
y kopoB [5]. B mpo6ax Moioka, MOJIy4eHHOT'O OT KO3 C JIMarHOCTHPOBAHHOW WH(EKIMEH BBIMEHU, TAKKE
oOHapyxeHa Ooyiee HM3Kas KOHIICHTPAIUS JIAKTO3bI B CPABHEHUU C MOJIOKOM 3JIOPOBBIX XHBOTHBIX [15].
B nannom uccnenoBanuu, korna MJIJI Ha 5—6-10 Heneno TakTalluu HaXOIWJIach HA MaKCUMYME CBOUX Be-
anuuH (puc. 3), KCK umeno ogxo u3 Hanbosee Hu3kux 3HadeHui (538+137x10° ex/mu). 3atem k 9—10-i
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u 13-14-it venenssm MIJI nocnenoBarensHo cHmkanack (B 1,1 pasa, p<0,001). Ha 17-18-10 Henemnro naxra-
MU OB YCTaHOBIICH HeOoubIIol poct (p<0,001), Ho manee, 10 26 HeeNH, YPOBEHB JIAKTO3EI HE U3MCHSJIICS.
Takum oOpaszom, omHHM M3 Hanboee HU3KUX Mokasareneit mo MJIJI coBmanu mo BpeMEHH C IMOBBIIICHHBIM
cofepKaHUEM COMATHYECKUX KIeTOK (21-26-1 Hemenu nakraiun ). OIHAKO OTPHUIIATEIbHAS KOPPEIISITHOHHAS
CBSI3b MEXKTY dTUMH ITOKA3aTEIsSIMH, BEISIBICHHAS Y KOPOB [3], Y MOJIOYHBIX KO3 OTCYTCTBOBaJIA. ITO, BEPOSIT-
HO, 00YCIOBJICHO (DM3UOJIOTUYECKUM CHUKCHUEM YPOBHS JAKTO3bl B MOJIOKE KO3 [0 MEpE Pa3BUTHUS JaKTa-
uu [17]. B padote C. Ying et al. [18] moka3zana pasHOHampaBieHHas CBA3b MEXKIY OaKTepHUalbHONU 00ceMe-
HEHHOCTBIO U COJICPKaHUEM JIAKTO3bI B 00pa3iiax MOJIOKA TOJILKO JUIS paHHeW jakrarnuu. [loaTomy ymeHb-
menue MIJI Ha ¢gone noseimennss KCK B KOHIIE J1aKTalliKd HE SBIISCTCS MPEANOCHUIKONW /IS MOCTaAHOBKH
JIMarHO3a Ha CYOKITMHUYECKUN MacTHT.

438
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Ipumeuanue. JocroBepHbie paszauyus ¢l p<(0,05-0,01 (One Way Repeated Measures Analysis of Variance)

Puc. 3. lunamura codeprcanus 1aKmo3vl 6 MojaoKe Ko3 ¢ 5-it no 26-i0 nedenro rakmayuu (Meantsem)

3axnrwuenue. Y x03 BeCeHHero okora 3HauutensHoe noseinenne KCK Ha 21-26-10 Henenu JJakTalllH BBIIIE
1000x10° ex/mu mpuxoAMTCS HA HanOOJIee aKTHBHYIO a3y CIy4HOTO ce30Ha. JJaHHBIN (akTOp HEOOXOAUMO YUH-
TBIBaTh IpU MHTEpIpeTanuu pe3ynsraroB 1o KCK B Monoke ko3, Tak Kak OH MOXKET SIBIATHCS CIIEICTBUEM U3Me-
HEHUsI TOPMOHAIIBHOTO (OHA, UTO CHIDKaeT HajexxHocTh onpenenerns KCK B 3ToT nepron kak TecTa Ha HHTpa-
MaMMapHY HH(EKIIHIO.

Hccneoosanue svinonneno 3a cuem epanma Poccutickozo nayunoeo gponoa Ne 21-16-00049.
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