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EFFICIENCY USING OF SAPROPEL AS A PART OF MIXED FODDER FOR PIGS
ON CULTIVATION AND FEEDING

In article analyses the efficiency using of sapropel as a part of mixed fodder for pigs on cultiva-
tion and feeding. During experiment carrying out on the base of a pork complex “Polyanoe” it gives
quality characteristics of forages;  analyses the received results of animals` cultivation and other indi-
cators.

KEYWORDS: SAPROPEL, SCIENTIFICALLY-ECONOMIC EXPERIENCE, ZOOTECHNICAL
ANALYSIS, EXCHANGE EXPERIENCE, SKILLED GROUP, CONTROL GROUP,
PHYSIOLOGICAL CONDITION, FIBER -QUALITY INDICATOR, MEAT MOISTURE CAPACITY.
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