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,
1 2 3 4

1 9,37±0,089 9,39±0,101 9,38±0,099 9,39±0,098
7 31,57±0,602 30,99±0,528 30,86±0,513 30,85±0,547

14 88,35±1,010 90,45±0,984 89,91±1,014 88,59±1,068
21 146,91±1,277 150,10±1,134 150,57±1,266* 145,77±1,256
28 198,87±1,808 204,22±1,819* 205,98±1,881** 199,13±1,731
35 235,95±2,603 243,59±2,645* 247,47±2,864** 237,14±2,876

*p<0,05; ** p<0,01 .
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3. , 
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1 2 3 4

1–7 22,2±0,52 21,6±0,43 21,5±0,42 21,5±0,45
8–14 56,5±0,43 59,3±0,47** 58,9±0,52** 57,5±0,54

15–21 58,2±0,32 59,3±0,28** 60,3±0,35** 56,7±0,27
22–28 52,0±0,69 54,1±0,74* 55,4±0,69** 53,4±0,56
29–35 37,1±0,86 39,4±0,91 41,5±1,03** 38,0±1,17

 226,5±2,52 234,1±2,55* 238,0±2,77** 227,6±2,78
*p<0,05; ** p<0,01 .
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22–28 3,738 3,620 3,576 3,696
29–35 6,636 6,334 6,075 6,527
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USING THE BREWERS DRIED GRAIN IN FEEDING OF GROWING
QUAILS

 T. A. Golubev

Results of the studies are shown in article on determination of the optimal level
of brewers dried grain (BDG) in mixed fodders for growing quails. It is studied
parameters of growth and expenses of forages on 1 kg of quail’s body weight at the
age of 1-35 days depending on levels of BDG in mixed fodders. It is established, that
use mixed fodder for quails with contents 4 % BDG brings about increase the body
weight by 4,9 % and decrease of expenses of a forage at 1 kg of again by 4,3 %.

Key words: quail, body weight, expenses of forage, mixed fodder, brewers dried
grain.


