Haykosuii Bicuuk JIHYBMB imeni C.3. [kunpkoro. Cepist: Cinbebkorocnonapebki Hayku, 2022, T 24, Ne 96

CEPIS “CLIILCHKOTOCTIOJAPCHKI HAVKH®

SERIES “AGRICULTURAL SCIENCES”
Tom 24 Ne 96
2022

-

ISSN 2519-2698 print
ISSN 2707-5834 online

Hayxoswmit BicHIK /1bBiBCbKOTO HaIliOHaAbHOTO YHiBepCUTeTy
BeTepuHapHOI MeaAIHY Ta 6Giorexuoaorin imeni C.3. I>KuigbKkoro.
Cepis: CiabcbKOrocnoAapcbKi HayKu

Scientific Messenger of Lviv National University
of Veterinary Medicine and Biotechnologies.
Series: Agricultural sciences

doi: 10.32718/nvlvet-a9601
https://nvlvet.com.ua/index.php/agriculture

UDC 636.598:082.2

Use of the mathematical models to describe egg production of the geese

V. P. Khvostik', G. A. Paskevych®®, L. M. Fijalovych?

!Institute of Animal Science of the National Academy of Agrarian Sciences, Kharkov, Ukraine
2Stepan Gzhytskyi National University of Veterinary Medicine and Biotechnologies Lviv, Lviv, Ukraine

Article info

Received 25.01.2022

Received in revised form
24.02.2022

Accepted 25.02.2022

Institute of Animal Science of the
National Academy of Agrarian
Sciences, Tvarynnykiv Str., 14,
Kharkov, 61026, Ukraine

Stepan Gzhytskyi National
University of Veterinary Medicine
and Biotechnologies Lviv,

Pekarska Str., 50, Lviv,

79010, Ukraine.

Tel: +38-097-541-85-86

E-mail: galinapaskevich14@gmail.com

Khvostik, V. P., Paskevych, G. A., & Fijalovych, L. M. (2022). Use of the mathematical models to
describe egg production of the geese. Scientific Messenger of Lviv National University of
Veterinary Medicine and Biotechnologies. Series: Agricultural sciences, 24(96), 3-8.
doi: 10.32718/nvlvet-a9601

The article presents the results of descriptive modeling of egg production in geese of different geno-
types to create a dimorphic population. T. Bridges' model in all groups of birds overestimated the egg-
laying rates in the second and fifth months of egg-laying — by 0.41-7.63 % and 4.10-6.64 %, respectively.
At the same time, in the fourth month of laying, she underestimated its value — by 4.13—6.91 %. In the
middle of egg-laying, i.e., in the third month, this model most accurately described it — deviations of theoret-
ical values from empirical ones were minimal (in the range of 0.37-2.43 %). In general, using the model of
T. Bridges, the average percentage of deviations of the actual egg production from the empirical was 2.31—
4.37 %. The highest correspondence of essential indicators with those calculated among the studied groups
was found in geese F2 (2.31 %). Using the model of F. Richards, similar trends in the mathematical de-
scription of egg-laying were observed. This model overestimated the value of egg production in geese of
different genotype groups in the second (1.39-8.88 %) and fifth (5.00-7.43 %) months of egg-laying. In the
Sfourth month, this model underestimated egg production in poultry in the range of 4.13—-7.19 %. In general,
the average percentage deviation of actual indicators theoretically determined by this model was low and
was in the field of 2.47-5.07 %. Comparing the use of models of T. Bridges and F. Richards on geese of one
group, we can note the higher efficiency of the first, i.e., higher accuracy of coincidence of actual and theo-
retical values of monthly egg production. Analysis of the coefficients of the models used among the geese of
the studied groups shows that the most incredible exponential growth rate of the theoretical egg-laying
curve is characteristic of the descendants of F1 and F2, while the function of T. Bridges is the lowest in the
descendants of the third generation in the original breeds. According to the model of T. Bridges, the kinetic
rate of increase of the theoretical curve according to the model T. Bridges is highest in birds F3, Rhine
breed and created dimorphic geese, and according to the function of F. Richards — in Fl, F2 and also in
Rhine geese.

Key words: geese, egg-laying, description, T. Bridges model, F. Richards model.

Buxopucranus MaTeMaTHYHUX MoJeJIeil 1JIl ONUCY HeCYUYOCTi rycei

B. II. XBoctuk', I'. A. ITackeBnu’™, JI. M. ®ismoBuy’

! Inemumym meapunnuymsa HAAH, m. Xapkis, Yxkpaina
2JIvgiscoruil Hayionanbnutl ynieepcumem éemepunapnoi meouyunu ma 6iomexnonoziii imeni C. 3. Ticuyvrozo, m. JIveis,

Yxpaiua

Y ecmammi nageoeno pezynomamu onuco8oeo MoOemoganHs HeCy4yocmi @ 2ycell pisHux 2eHOmunia y npoyeci cmeoperts OUMopgHoi no-

nyasyii. Mooenv T. bpiodceca y 6cix epynax nmuyi 3a6uwy6aia NOKA3HUKY HECYHOCMI HA OpyeOMYy ma n’Smomy MICAYAX AuyexnaoKu —
6i0nosiono Ha 0,41-7,63 % ma 4,10-6,64 %. Boonouac na uemeepmomy micsayi Hecywocmi 60Ha 3anudicysana ii 3navenns — na 4,1-6,91 %.
V cepeouni aiiyexnaoku, mobmo na mpemvomy micayi, dana mooensb Haibinbw MOYHO i ONUCYBANA — 8I0XUNEHHSA MEOPeMUUHUX 3HAYEHb GI0
emnipuunux oyau minimanvnumu (v meacax 0,37-43 %). 3aeanom 3a euxopucmanmus mooeni T. bpiooceca cepeoniii 8i0comox GioxuneHs
haxkmuunux nokasnukie necyvocmi 6io emnipuunux cknag 2,31-4,37 %. Haubinvuty 8i0nogionicms ¢pakmuynux nOKA3HUKi6 3 po3paxoeanu-
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MU ceped 00cnioxceHux epyn susnavero y eyceii I (2,31 %). 3a euxopucmanns mooeni @. Piuapoca euseneno nodioni menoenyii mamema-
MUYHO20 Onucy Hecyyocmi. JJana mMooens 3a6uny6and 3HaUeHHs Hecy4ocmi y 2ycell pisHux 2enomunogux epyn na opyeomy (1,39-8,88 %) ma
n’amomy (5,00-7,43 %) micaysax siyexnaoku. Ha uemeepmomy micayi ys mooenv 3aHudiCy8and NOKA3HUKU HeCy4ocmi y nmuyi y Meicax
4,13-7,19 %. V niocymxy cepeoHitl 8i0comok 8i0XuieHb hakmuuHux NOKA3HUKIE 3 MEOPEeMUYHO BUSHAYEHUMU YIEI MO0 OV8 HEGUCOKUM
i nepedysas y mexcax 2,47-5,07 %. [lopisurowouu suxopucmanna mooenei T. Bpiosxceca ma @. Piuapoca na eycsax oOHIel epynu, MOXCHA
niokpeciumu guwyy ehekmusHicms nepuioi, moomo OinbulL 6UCOKY MOYHICMb 30i2y PAKMUYHUX | MEeOPeMUUHUX 3HAYEeHb NOMICAUHOL Hecy4o-
cmi. AHaniz xoegiyienmie eukopucmanux mooenei ceped 2ycell 00CIONCeHUX SPYn C8IOYUMb, W0 HAUOLIbULA eKCNOHEHYIIHA WEUOKICb
pocmy meopemuunoi Kpueoi auyexnaoku xapakmepna nawaokam Fi i Fo, mum vacom sk 3a ¢yuryicio T. bpiooceca 6ona € naiinusicuorn y
HAWaoKie mpemvo2o NOKOIIHHA ma oumMopgrnux eycetl, a 3a pignannuim @. Piuapoca — y euxionux nopio. Kinemuuna weuoxicmo napouyy-
eanna meopemuunoi kpueoi 3a moodennio T. Bpidoiceca natisuwa y nmuyi Fs, petincokoi nopoou ma cmeopenux oumop@uux cycet, a 3a

@ynxyiero D. Pinapoca —y Fi, F2 i makooic y peincbKux eyceil.

Knrouosi cnosa: zycu, necyuicms, onuc, modens T. bpioowceca, modens @. Piuapoca.

Beryn

HIBuAKICTE POCTY 1 PO3BUTKY CLIBCHKOTOCIOAAPCHKOT
OTHII TICHO TOB’s3aHi 3 i TOCMOMAPCHKO KOPHUCHUMHU Ta
IUIEMIHHUMH SIKOCTAMH. PicT i pO3BUTOK SIBJSIIOTH COOOIO
CKJIQJHUH €IWHUIA TPOIEC, KOTPHHA 3aJIC)KUTH BiJ| CIIAJKO-
BOCTI OpraHi3My Ta yMOB BHpoOLIyBaHHs nTHili. KinbkicHi
Ta SKICHI 3MiHH B OpraHi3Mi MPOTSTOM >KUTTS BiOyBarOTh-
cs 3 pi3HOIO iHTeHCHBHIcTIO. L{e 00yMoBIIeHO Oe3nepepBHi-
CTIO POCTY 1 PO3BUTKY HOTO YaCTWH B OKpeMi Mepioau
JKUTTS OpraHi3Mmy. PicT BimOyBaeThCs y pe3ynbTati 30ib-
LIEHHS YMCJIa KITITHH, MacH 1 PO3MIpIB OpraHizMy 3arajiom
a00 okpeMux Horo wactuH. OJHOYACHO 3 POCTOM 3MIHFO-
€TBCS Ta YCKIIAJHIOEThCS OylOBa KJITHH, YTBOPIOIOTHCS
HOBI TKQHWHHU ¥ OpraHu, TOOTO BiIOYBAIOTHCS SIKICHI 3MIHU
oprasiszmy, abo roro po3sutok (Rait, 2017; Sobolev et al.,
2017; 2018; 2019; Bashchenko et al., 2020).

Jnst ynocKoHaNeHHs CeJeKUiHHUX Mporpam y NTaxiB-
HUITBI BXXJIMBOTO 3HaYeHHS HaOyBae po3poOKa KpuTepi-
1B OLIIHKK 3aKOHOMIPHOCTI POCTY MOJIOJTHSKY Ta JOPOCIOT
NTHLI 3 METOIO NPOTHO3YBaHHS Y HACTYITHUX ITOKOJIIHHAX
1 IUTs KOpEeKIii CHCTEMH BUPOILYBaHHS, 30KpeMa, BUKOPH-
CTaHHs. OOMEXEHOT TOJIBJII PEMOHTHOTO MOJIOJHSKY, LIO0
Ma€ BOXJINBE HAPOIAHOTOCIOAAPChKe 3HAueHHs. [yt BU-
pilIeHHs LUX IHUTaHb IPOIOHYETHCS 3aCTOCOBYBATH IBA
HiXO/M: BUBYEHHS OHTOI€HETUYHHMX 3MIiH JXMBOI Macu
NTHLI HIISIXOM YJOCKOHAJICHHS ITOKAa3HUKIB, 110 XapaKTe-
PU3YIOTh IHTEHCHUBHICTH poCcTy W (hopMyBaHHS OCOOMH Ta
BUKODHMCTaHHS MaTeMaTUYHHMX MOJeNed uid omnucy H
nporHo3yBaHHs xuBoi Macu (Kovalenko, 2003).

MarematnuHe MojentoBaHHS 0a3yeTbcs HA BHBUCHHI
00’€KTiB, SBHUII, TPOIECIB 3a JOINOMOTOI 3aCTOCYBaHHS
PI3HOMAaHITHHX MOJENeH, sSKi BHCTYMAIOTh OCOOIHUBOIO
CHUCTEMOI0 MaTeMaTUYHUX cmiBBigHOmEeHb (Ferreira et al.,
2015). BucHOBKH, OTprUMaHi 32 BUKOPUCTAHHS MTPABHIBHO
BU3HAYEHOT MOJeN, Aal0Th 3MOTY 3HM3MTH €HEepreTH4Hi
Ta EKOHOMIYHI BUTpPAaTH Ha BUPOOHHMLTBO MNPOIYKLIi
(Otwinowska-Mindur et al., 2016).

Y 10oCKOHaJIeHHsI METOJIB 1 NPHHOMIB OLIHKH POCTY
JKMBOT MacH Ta MIPHMX O3HAK OpPTraHi3MiB TBapWH i NTHI
BeAEThCA y pi3HUX HampsiMkax. OIHHMM 3 HUX BHCTyIae
MaTeMaTH4He MOJICIIIOBaHHS KPUBUX POCTY NTHUI IS 1X
OIHCY Ta MPOTHO3YBaHHS MalOyTHROI S€YHOI Ta M’SICHOL
mpoayktuBHocTi (Narinc et al, 2011; 2013; 2014;
Leksrisompong et al., 2014; Javid et al., 2016). danuit
miaxin HaiOIbLI iHGOPMATHBHUIA, TOMY L0 BHOIp ajgex-
BaTHOI MOJEN Ja€ 3MOTY 3 BHCOKOIO TOYHICTIO OIHUCYBa-
TH TEOPETHYHO PO3PAaXOBAaHUMH JJAaHUMHU EKCIIepHUMEHTa-
JIbHO OTpHMaHi II0Ka3HUKH, POBOJUTH OL[IHKY OCOOWH Y
paHHBOMY BIilll, CKOPOTHBLIM MepioJ| 3MiHU TeHepauiil,

OTpUMYIOYM e(eKT CeJNeKiii BHACTIIOK OUIbII BHCOKOT
IUIEMIHHOI I[iHHOCTI BimiOpanux renorumiB (Wencek et
al., 2015; Wolc et al., 2015).

Jlns BUSBIICHHS 3arajibHUX 3aKOHOMIPHOCTEH pOCTY
3aIpOINIOHOBAHO HU3KY METO/IB, NMPH LOMY OCOOJIHMBOTO
3HAYCHHS HAOYBAaKOTh MAaTEMATHYHI MOJENI Ul ONHKCY Ta,
0cOONMMBO — MPOTHO3YBaHHS MNPOAYKTUBHOCTI TBapHH.
JocuTh HOKNAagHI MOCTIDKCHHS MOJIETIOBAaHHS POCTY
MPOBEICHO y MTaXiBHUITBI, € PO3POOIIEHO EKCIIOHEH-
[iffHy MOJENb, sIKa aJIeKBaTHO OIMMUCYE KPHBI POCTY IITHIII
(Kycher & Pasechnik, 2016; Hryhorenko & Shcherbyna,
2017; Stepanenko, 2018; Stepanenko, 2020).

Metoio nocairzkeHb Oylo TPOBECTH MaTEeMaTHYHE
MO/ICTIFOBaHHSI MOJITeHHO 3yMOBIIEHOT O3HaKU
“HecyyicTh” y Tyceil pi3HOr0 '€HETHYHOTO MOXOJIKEHHS,
OTpPUMaHHUX Yy IPOLEC BUBEJICHHS TUMOP(HOT IOy JISIIiT.

Martepian i MeToaAN J0CTITAKEHb

JocnimKkeHHsT IPOBEACHO HA TYCAX BUXITHUX POIUH-
HUX (OpM, BEIHKOI cipoi Ta pPEeWHCHKOI MOPOIH Tycel
MEPIIOTO-TPETHOTO  MOKOJiHB, CTBOpEHOi AMMOp(HOL
nonyJsiii y mpoueci i BUBeACHHsS Ha 0a3i IIEMIHHOTO
3aBoy “Posmonbhe” XapkiBcbkoi obmacti. st ommcy
HECy4oCTl MNTHUIl BHKOPUCTAHO PpIiBHSHHSA  (QYyHKIIT
T. bpimkeca (Bridges et al., 1986) Ta . Piuapaca
(Richards, 1959).

VYci ekcriepruMeHTallbHI BTPYYaHHs [POBOAWIN 3 JI0-
TPUMaHHSIM BUMOT “€BporeiicbKoi KOHBEHIIT PO 3aXUCT
XpeOeTHNUX TBAapHH, SIKUX BUKOPHCTOBYIOTh VISl €KCIIEpH-
MEHTaJIHUX Ta HaykoBux Iiied” (CtpacOypr, 1985) ta
yxBamu Ileprioro HarioHaJILHOTO KOHTpecy 3 Oi0eTHKH
(Kwuis, 2001).

Pe3yabTaTH Ta iX 00roBOpeHHs

[Tpu BHUBYEHHI 3aKOHOMIPHOCTEH POCTY CLIBCBKOTOC-
MOJapChKOT NTHUIIl HacamIlepe/l BU3HAYAIOTh 11 JKUBY Ma-
Cy, cepeiHbOA000BI Ta BITHOCHI NPHUPOCTH, HPOMIpH
crareil Tinma, imgekcu TiutoOymoBu (Korsakov, 2020;
Krotova et al., 2020).

PiBHSHHSL pOCTy, 3IrIaJUKYIOYM OKpPEMi BiIIXWIICHHS,
JAalOTh 3MOTY BH3HAYHMTH 3arajbHy TEHICHIIIO BiKOBHX
3MIiH TOrO 4¥ iHIOro o0’ekxra. BusHaueHHs Takoi TeHe-
HIl 94 TPaekToOpil pocTy Hagae MOXIIMBICTH i3 IJOCHUTH
BHCOKOIO TOYHICTIO MPOTHO3yBAaTH BIKOBI 3MiHH JKUBOI
Mmacu (Kovalenko & Bolelaja, 1998).

AKTyaJbHHUM IIOCTa€ NMUTAHHS 3aCTOCYBAaHHA MaTeMa-
TUYHHUX MOJEJIEH JJIsi ONMCY 1 IPOrHO3YBaHHS HECY4OCTi
Ha OUIBII HIMPOKOMY T'€HETHYHOMY Marepialli CiIbChKO-
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rOCIO/IAPCHKOT MTHI, SKUM BUCTYIAIOTh Yy HAIIUX JOCHi-
JUKEHHSIX BHXIJTHI pOIOMHHI (OpMH Tyced Ta HallaJKu
MIepPIIOr0O—4EeTBEPTOrO IOKOJIiHb CTBOPEHOI AMMOp(hHOI
TIOTTYJISI].

Po3rnsiHyTO MOXIIMBICTB 3aCTOCYBaHHS MaTeMaTHy-
mux mozeneit T. Bpimkeca ta @. Piuapmca ans ommcy
HECYYOCTi TIPOTATOM II’ITH MICSIIIB SIIIEKIAaIKA TYCeH B

Tao6auna 1

npoueci BUBEACHHS auMopdHoi momyisnii (Tadn. 1-6).
Oco0MBiCTIO IUX MOJENIEH € Te, 10 BOHU NTPOTHO3YIOTh
3HAYEHHS IPOXYKTUBHOCTI IO OUIBII BUPIBHSHIN, 3ria-
JUKEHIH KpHBIH, po3paxoBaHiil 3a HAKONMMYYBaHUMH Jia-
HUMH HECYYOCTi, III0 JO3BOJIIE€ TOYHIIIE MPOTHO3YBATH
napaMeTpy MPOIYKTUBHHUX O3HAK.

OnucoBe MOJIENIOBAaHHSI HECYYOCTi T'ycei BeHKOI cipoi nmopoan

Mogaens T. bpimkeca

Monens ®. Pivapica

Micsiup Hecydocti  DakTuuHi naHi

Teoperuuni gaHi

Binxunenns, %

Teopernuni gani Binxunenus, %

1 0,10 0,10 0,00 0,10 0,00

2 8,00 8,61 -7,63 8,71 -8,88

3 17,39 17,27 0,69 17,07 1,84

4 24,90 23,18 6,91 23,11 7,19

5 25,30 26,98 -6,64 27,18 -7,43

X X X 4,37 X 5,07
Taoauns 2

OmnrcoBe MOCTIOBaHHS HECYUOCTI TyCeH peHHCHKOI TOPOIH

Mogens T. Bpimkeca

Mogens ®. Pigapnca

Micsinp Hecydocti  PaxTuuHi gaHi

Teopernuni naxi

Bigxunenus, %

Teopernuni nani Bigxunennst, %

1 0,36 0,36 0,00 0,36 0,00
2 9,96 10,31 -3,51 10,36 -4,02
3 18,94 19,01 -0,37 18,87 0,37
4 26,05 24,48 6,03 24,45 6,14
5 26,20 27,73 -5,84 27,89 -6,45
X X x 3,15 x 3,40
Taoauna 3

OnucoBe MoieNIIOBaHHs HecydocTi ryceit F1

Mogens T. bpimkeca

Mogens ®. Pivapuca

Micsup HecyyocTi  PakTyH i naHi

Teopernuni naxi

Binxunenns, %

Teopernuni mani Bigxunensst, %

1 0,10 0,10 0,00 0,10 0,00

2 10,85 11,12 -2,49 11,22 -3,41

3 19,97 19,86 0,55 19,63 1,70

4 25,69 24,63 4,13 24,63 4,13

5 25,95 27,20 -4,82 27,45 -5,78

X X X 2,40 X 3,00
Taoauus 4

OmnrcoBe MOJETIOBaHHS HECYYOCTi Tyceit F2

Mogens T. Bpimkeca

Monenp ®. Pigapnca

Micsiub HecydocTi  DakTHuH i AaHi

Teopernuni naxi

Bigxunenns, %

Teopernuni nani Binxunennst, %

1 0,15 0,15
2 12,19 12,24
3 21,37 21,79
4 28,63 27,18
5 29,00 30,19
X x X

0,00 0,15 0,00
0,41 12,36 -1,39
-1,97 21,55 -0,84
5,06 27,16 5,13
-4,10 30,45 -5,00
2,31 x 2,47

AHai3y04H pe3yJbTaTi OMKUCOBOIO MOJICITIOBAHHS 32
T. BpimkxecoM, MOXHa BiI3HAYHTH TaKi OCOOJHBOCTI.
Jana Mozenb y BCiX TpyIax NTHUIl 3aBHIIyBaia MOKa3HU-
KM HECYYOCTI Ha PyrOMY Ta IT’ITOMY MIiCAISIX SHAIICKIAT-
ku — BignosigHo Ha 0,41-7,63 % ta 4,10-6,64 %. BoaHo-
Yyac Ha YeTBEPTOMY MICSIII HECYJOCTi BOHA 3aHIKYBaja ii
3HayeHHs — Ha 4,13-6,91 %. HaliOinplni BiAXUICHHS
BHUSIBJICHO Y BEJIMKHX CIpUX TycCeil.

VY cepenuHi siiLEKIaIKK, TOOTO HA TPETHOMY MICSII],
Mozenb T. Bpimkeca omucyBana ii HaUTOYHINIE — BiIXU-
JICHHS] TEOPETUYHUX 3HA4YeHb BiJl eMIIIPUYHUX Oynu MiHi-
MmansHuMHE (y Mexax 0,37-2,43 %).

3aranom 3a Bukopuctanas mozgeni T. Bpimkeca cepen-
Hilf BIICOTOK BiIXmiieHb (PaKTUYHIX TTOKa3HUKIB HECYUOCTi
Bix emmipruanx ckias 2,31-4,37 %. Haiibinbiry Binnosi-
IHICTh (DAaKTHYHKMX ITOKA3HUKIB 3 PO3PAaXOBAHHUMHU CEPE.
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JOCIIJDKEHUX TpyIl BU3HaueHo y ryceit F» (2,31 %), Tumua-
COM SIK HaliMeHIIy — y BEeIUKHX cipux (4,37 %).

3a BukopuctanHs mojeni @®. Piwapmaca, aHaIOriyHO
moneni T. Bpimkeca, BUSBICHO MOJIOHI TEHICHINI MaTe-
MaTHYHOTO OMHCY HecydocTi. Tak, JaHa MOAENb 3aBHIILY-
Bajla 3HAYCHHSA HECYYOCTi y Tyceil PI3HMX T€HOTHIIOBHX

Tadonanusa 5
OmnrcoBe MOJICTIOBaHHS HecyqocTi ryceit Fj

rpyn Ha apyromy (1,39-8,88 %) ta m’stomy (5,00—
7,43 %) micauax sinexiaank. | 3HOBy HaiiOunbiie nepe-
BUILEHHS PO3PaXOBaHUX 3HAYCHb HaJl EMIIPUYHUMU OyJI0
y BEJIMKUX Cipux ryceil. Ha werBeproMy Mmicsmi mst Mo-
JeTIb 3aHIKYBaIa IIOKa3HUKH HECYYOCT] Y IITHLI Y MexXax
4,13-7,19 %.

Mogens T. bpimkeca

Monens ®. Pivapaca

Micsiup Hecydocti  DakTuuHi naHi

TeopernuHi gani

Bigxunenus, %

TeopernuHi naxi Bigxunenns, %

1 0,79 0,79 0,00 0,79 0,00

2 12,27 13,10 -6,76 13,12 6,93

3 24,37 23,85 2,13 23,71 2,71

4 32,63 30,96 5,12 30,91 5,27

5 33,40 35,36 -5,87 35,52 -6,35

X X X 3,98 X 425
Taoauus 6

OmnucoBe MOJICIIIOBAaHHS HECYYOCTI Tyceil TUMOPQHOT MOy ISl

Mogens T. Bpimkeca

Mopens ®. Pivapaca

Micsinp Hecydocti  DakTuvHi KaHi

Teopernuni naHi

Bigxwuinenns, %

Teopernui gaHi Bigxunenus, %

1 0,72 0,72
2 12,95 13,85
3 25,94 25,31
4 34,48 32,79
5 35,30 37,37
X X X

0,00 0,72 0,00
-6,95 13,88 -7,18
2,43 25,14 3,08
4,90 32,74 5,05
-5,86 37,56 -6,40
4,03 x 4,34

VY migcyMKy — cepeiHii BiCOTOK BiJIXHJICHb (aKTH4-
HHMX TOKa3HHMKIB 3 TEOPETMYHO BH3HAUYEHUMH III€I0 MO-
JeJUTI0 OyB HEBUCOKUM 1 nepeOyBaB y Mexax 2,47-5,07 %.
Sk 1 3a monepeHBOI0 MOJIEIUTIO, HAHOLIBIY BiANOBIIHICTD
(haKTUYHMX 3HAYEHb 3 TEOPETHYHUMHU BH3HAUCHO y Tycel
Jpyroi reHepaiiii, THM4acoM sIK OibI po30bKHOCTI Oymnn
y ITHULI BUXiJHOT MaTepPHHCHKOT (POPMH.

IopiBaroroun BukopuctanHs moxeneii T. bpimkeca ta
@. Piwapaca Ha rycsx OIHIET TPYITH, MOXKHA TiIKPECIUTH

Tadanusa 7
Koediuientn moaeneii y ryceit JOCIiKyBaHUX TPy

BUIYY €(EeKTHBHICTh IMepiuoi, TOOTO BHILY TOYHICTH 30iry
(haKTUYHHX 1 TEOPETUUHMX 3HAYEHb TIOMICSYHOT HECYYOCTI.
Ananiz  xoe(ilieHTIB  BUKOPUCTaHMX  MOJENeH
(Tabn. 7) cepenm ryced MOCHIIPKEHUX TPYI CBIIYHTH, IO
HalO1IbIIa €KCIIOHEHIII{HA BUIKICTh POCTY TEOPETHY-
HOI KpHUBOI SHICKIAIKU XapakTepHa HamankaM F; i F,,
TUMYacoM SIK 3a gyHkuiero T. bpimkeca BoHa € HalHMXK-
YOI Y TOTOMKIB TPETHOTO MOKOJIHHA Ta IUMOPQHHUX
rycefi, a 3a piBHAHHAM ©. Pivapzaca — y BUXiTHUX TOPiz.

Mogens T. bpimkeca

Monens ®. Pivapaca

[Topoxa, MOKOIHHS, OIS

M a R L A R

Benuxka cipa 1,437 0,570 98,73 -0,700 0,463 98,47
Peiitcbka 1,358 0,634 99,01 -0,708 0,540 98,87

Fi 1,725 0,571 99,43 -0,756 0,612 99,26

F2 1,651 0,571 99,38 -0,784 0,573 99,28

Fs3 1,215 0,659 99,03 -0,710 0,504 98,90

Jumopdua 1,254 0,650 99,05 -0,713 0,511 98,91

KineTn4yHa UIBHIKICTh HApOILIYBaHHS TEOPETUUHOI BucHoBkH

kpuBoi 3a mozemo T. Bpimkeca HaitBuiia y nrumi Fi,
PEMHCHKOT MOPOAN Ta CTBOPEHUX TUMOPGHHX Tyceil, a 3a
¢yukuiero ®. Pivapnca — y Fi, F» 1 Takox y peitHCbKUX
ryceil. ApokcuMallisi TEOPETHYHUX KPUBUX 000X Mojie-
Je 10 (aKTUYHUX JaHuX, 10 BUPaKeHa KoedillieHTOM
JeTepMiHalii, HalWTICHIIIA y Tycel Mepuoro i Apyroro
MOKOJIiHb. IM JIemo mocTynaroThes Hamanku Fi Ta jau-
Mop¢Ha momysmis. BuximgHi mopoau XapaKkTepu3yIOThC
MTOPIBHSHO MEHIITNMH 3HAYEHHSIMH JeTepMiHAIli1.

IpoBeneHi HOCTIIKEHHS OKAa3YIOTh, 110 allPOKCHUMa-
1ist pakTHYHUX KPUBHX TEOPETHYHHUMH, IO 3MOICIbOBA-
Hi BUKOPUCTAaHMMH (DYHKLISIMH, € IyX€ BHCOKOIO, XO4a
piBasHHs T. Bpimkeca mae BuIl 3HaueHHS KOoe]illieHTY
JerepMiHanii nopiBHsAHO 3 piBHsAHHAM @. Piuapaca. [lo
TOTO K BCTAQHOBJICHO, 110 HAIAJK{ IMEPUIOTO i JPYyroro
MOKOJIHP MAlOTh HAWOUNBINI 3HAUYEHHS ampoKCHUMaii y
paMKax BHKOPHCTaHHX MOJENeH, e (akT ImiIKpiruTo-
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€ThCS HAWHIKYMMH CEPEHIMH BIAXHICHHAMH Yy IHX
rpynax. OKpiM TOro, BCTAHOBIICHO, L0 HALIAIKK MEPIIOi
1 Apyroi resepauiii xapakTepu3ylOThCSI HAHBHIIOK €KC-
MOHEHIIHHOK IIBHIKICTIO POCTYy TEOPETUYHHX KPHUBHX.
Ha namy nymKy, Taki pe3yJibTaTH MOXKHA HOSICHUTH I'eTe-
po3ucHuM edexToM, skuid y HamankiB Fs gemo crmabmiae,
a y nuMopdHii mormyIsii IMOBipHO cTabiIi3y€eThCs.

Ilepcnexmusu nodanvuiux docuiodxcens. IlepcrekTus-
HUM HaIpsIMOM JOCII/KEeHb Oy/ie MPOBEICHHS OIHCOBOTO
MO/IEIIFOBAHHS HECYUOCTI T'ycell MpOoTAroM YCiX pOKiB IX
BHUKOPUCTAHHSI.

Binomocti npo koH(IIKT iHTepeciB
ABTOpPH CTBEpIXKYIOTh PO BiACYTHICTH KOHQIIKTY
iHTEpeciB.
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