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AHOTALIS

IManieBcbknii €Bren CepriiioBuy4
«AHAJIi3 TeXHOJIOrili BUPOOHUITBA i mepepodku MoJioka y TOB «A3opeib»

BinannnKkoi 00J1acTi»

PesynbraTi mnpoBeneHoi poOOTH JAKOTh MOXJIMBICTH 3pOOUTH Taki
BUCHOBKH:

B rocnogapctBi MOJIOYHE BUPOOHMIITBO BEIETHCS Ha JOOpPOMY pIBHI:
pIYHUN YJIIH BiJl KOKHOT KOPOBH CTAaHOBHUTH 6239 K.

3anpoBaKeHa TEXHOJIOTisI JOTHHS KOPIB BUKOHYETHCS 3T1IHO 3 BHMOTAMH
«IIpaBun MamMHHOTO JOTHHA KOpIB» Ta I1HCTPYKIIHA 3aBOJ1y-BUPOOHUKA
JOUIBHOI YCTaHOBKHU.

3anpomnoHOBaHa cXxeMma TPYIyBaHHS KOPIB JO3BOJISIE OJIHE MPHUMIIIECHHS
BUKOPHUCTOBYBATH SIK ,,MiHiDhepMy”, eDEeKTHUBHO 3/1iliCHIOBAaTH AU(epeHIiioBany
HOPMOBaHY TOJIBJIIO TBapWH 1 BECTH IUICCIPSIMOBAHY IUIEMIHHY poOOTYy 3
YIOCKOHAJIEHHSI MOJIOYHOTO CTaja.

BinacHa mepepoOka MoloOKa Ha MOJIOYHI NTPOAYKTH JAa€ MOKJIUBICTh
3HAYHO MiJBUIIUTH PEHTAOCIBHICTD rary3i.

Kiarwo4oBi cjioBa: KOpoBH, MOJIOKO, TEXHOJIOTIS, TPOAYKTUBHICTD, TOJTIBIIA.



ANNOTATION

Shalievskyi levhen
“Analysis of the technology of milk production and processing at LLC

“Azorel” in the Vinnytsia region”

The results of the work make it possible to develop the following ideas:

In the reign of dairy production, production is carried out at a good level: the
river milk yield per cow is 6239 kg.

The approved technology for extracting cows is based on the provisions of
the “Rules for machine extraction of cows” and the instructions to the
manufacturing plant for the final installation.

The proposed scheme for the grouping of cows allows one to operate as a
“mine farm”, to effectively create differentiated standardized animals and conduct
a completely direct breeding operation to improve the dairy herd.

Vascular processing of milk into dairy products makes it possible to
significantly increase the profitability of dairy products.

Key words: cows, milk, technology, productivity, feeding.
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