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INTRODUCTION

One of the most important cattle breeding products 
is beef (Neumann and Lusby, 1986). To increase the 

production of beef and the diversity of the breed, an im-
portant reserve is the development of specialized beef cat-
tle (Sulimova et al., 2016; Gorlov et al., 2017). In recent 

years, an exchange of breeding cattle, i.e., biological mate-
rial of promising breeds has been widely practiced between 
countries (Lund et al., 2014; Ortiz-Colon et al., 2018). In 
2012 in the Lower Volga Region of Russia known for a 
sharply continental climate (cold winter and hot summer), 
1200 heads of Angus heifers were imported from Australia. 
Our studies examined the indicators that characterize the 
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acclimatization ability of steers of two reproductions (Re-
production I included offspring of the livestock imported, 
Reproduction II wasoffspring of the daughters from the 
livestock imported).

MATERIALS AND METHODS

To solve the tasks set, a scientific and economic experiment 
was organized under conditions of the LLC “Don-Agro” 
in Lower Volga Region of Russia. The samples analysis and 
data analysis were performed in the laboratory of the Volga 
Region Research Institute of Manufacture and Processing 
of Meat-And-Milk Production, Volgograd, Russia.

Animals and Sampling
As mentioned above, Reproduction I included offspring 
of the livestock imported, Reproduction II was offspring 
of the daughters from the livestock imported. To conduct 
an analog method research, 2 groups of Animals at the age 
of 8 months were formed, 120 animals each. During the 
daytime, the test animals were grazed in the pasture and 
at night, they were kept in separate pens in fly camps. The 
housing conditions and the feed of all of the animals were 
similar. The rations were developed on the basis of the re-
quirements established (Dunham and Call, 1989; DeLaval, 
2001; Kalashnikov et al., 2003) with the “Korm Optima 
Expert” program complex (“KormOptima”, Russia) used.
Morphological and biochemical compositions of blood 
were monitored using URIT-800 Vet and URIT-3020 
(URIT Medical Electronic Co., Ltd., China) analyzers 
(Gorlov et al., 2018). Blood for research was monthly se-
lected from the jugular vein. The state of natural resistance 
was determined by the tests characterizing the phagocytic 
activity of the white blood cells (Kondrakhin, 2004; Day 
and Schultz, 2014).

Exterior parameters, dynamics of live weight gain (includ-
ing overall live weight gain and average daily weight gain) 
were estimated in accordance with Government standard 
(GOST) 25967-83 “Breeding registered cattle. Methods 
for determination of productive parameters of beef cattle”.
All applicable international, national, and institutional 
guidelines for the care and use of animals were followed. 
Experiments were performed in accordance with the 
Guide for the care and use of laboratory animals (Guide 
for the care and use of laboratory animals, 2011).

Raw Meat Samples Evaluation
Slaughter traits were studied using GOST 18157-88 
“Slaughtered animal products. Terms and definitions” and 
GOST R 54315-2011 “Cattle for slaughter. Beef and veal 
carcasses, semi-carcasses and quarters. Specifications”.

Chemical composition of meat was analyzed in accord-
ance with following GOST: 33319-2015 “Meat and meat 

products. Method for determination of moisture content”, 
25011-81 “Meat and meat products. Methods of pro-
tein determination”, 23042-2015 “Meat and meat prod-
ucts. Methods of fat determination”, 31727-2012 (ISO 
936:1998) “Meat and meat products. Determination of 
total ash”, 23041-2015 “Meat and meat products. Method 
for determination of oxyproline”; the content of trypto-
phan was established using a capillary electrophoresis sys-
tem “KAPEL®-105M” (Lumeks, Russia).

The protein quality indicator (PQI) was calculated using 
the following formula:

Oxyproline
eTryptophan

=PQI

Cost-effectiveness Analysis
The cost-effectiveness of beef production was counted 
based on the annual actual and intrafarm economic effect 
and according to Minakov (2015) using the following for-
mulas:

headper  € inputs, Farm-€ proceeds, sales Beef€ Profit, =

%100
headper  € inputs, Farm

€ Profit,% level,ity Profitabil ×=

Statistical Analysis
The data on different variables, obtained from the experi-
ment, were statistically analyzed by Statistica 10 package 
(Stat Soft Inc.). The significance of differences between the 
indices was determined using the criteria of nonparamet-
ric statistics for the linked populations (differences with 
P>0.95 were considered significant: aP>0.999; bP>0.99; 
cP>0.95; ns = not significant at P<0.95). Student’s t-test 
was applied for the statistical analysis ( Johnson and Bhat-
tacharyya, 2010). The mean of a set of measurements was 

calculated according to the formula: n
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The standard error of mean (s.e.m.) was calculated by the 
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( )

n
xmes σ
=...

. 

The reliability of a sample difference (Student’s t-dis-
tribution) was estimated by the test of the difference 
validity, which is the ratio between the sample differ-
ence to the non-sampling error. The test of the dif-
ference validity was determined by the formula: 
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a sample difference error; s.e.m.1, s.e.m.2 is a non-sampling 
error of the sample statistics compared; tst is a standard cri-
terion according to the t-Table for the probability threshold 
preset depending on degrees of freedom; n1, n2 is a number 
of measurements in the samples compared; d.f. is a degrees 
of freedom for difference of two mean measurements.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

One of the parameters characterizing the state of the an-
imal’s organism in acclimatization is its hematological 
composition (Danicke et al., 2016; Levakhin et al., 2017). 
Our study has shown that in blood of the steers ofRepro-
ductions I and II, the concentrations of erythrocytes and 
hemoglobin were within the physiological norm and var-
ied insignificantly. So, in terms of the erythrocyte concen-
tration, the difference between the steers of Reproductions 
I and II was 0.30-1012 per L or 3.51% (ns) and of hemo-
globin 1.8 gper L or 1.42% (ns) in favour of the steers of 
Reproduction II.

The blood of the youngsters of Reproduction II contained 
more leukocytes at significant difference. The content of 
total protein in blood serum was higher in steers of Repro-
duction II than in their peers of Reproduction I by 1.39 g 
per L or 1.70% (P>0.999) (Table 1). The album in fraction 
of proteins that positively correlates with meat production 
was higher in the blood serum of youngsters of Reproduc-
tion II by 2.69 g per L or 7.22% (P>0.999), respectively.

The markers of the animal’s adaptive ability can be indica-
tors of natural resistance, such as bactericidal, lysozyme and 
phagocytic activities and phagocytic capacity (Scharf et al., 
2007; Gorlov et al., 2016). The research study has shown 
that the steers of Reproduction II had higher indices of 
natural resistance at insignificant difference. So, the bac-
tericidal activity of their leukocytes was higher than that 

of their analogs of Reproduction I by 2.89% (P>0.999), 
lysozyme activity by 5.39 (P>0.999) and phagocytic activ-
ity by 2.86% (P>0.999) (Table 2).The phagocytic number 
of steers of Reproduction II was higher than that of their 
peers Reproduction I by 0.35 (P>0.999), the phagocytic 
capacity was more by 2.10 thousands microbial bodies 
or 86.85% (P>0.999). With respect to the indices of the 
phagocytic index, the superiority of the steers of Repro-
duction II over their peers of Reproduction I was 0.44. The 
data obtained indicate a higher natural resistance of the 
steers of Reproduction II in comparison with Reproduc-
tion I.

Table 1: Hematologic indices of Animals
Index Reproduction

I (n = 120) II (n = 120)
mean s.e.m. mean s.e.m. P*

Erythrocytes, 1012 
L-1

7.69 0.15 7.96 0.17 1.19ns

Leucocytes, 109 L-1 7.58 0.19 7.31 0.13 1.17ns

Hemoglobin, g L-1 126.7 2.70 128.5 3.02 0.44ns

Total protein, g L-1, 
incl.:

81.77 0.19 83.16 0.21 4.9а

albumins, g L-1 37.26 0.16 39.95 0.25 9.06а

globulins, g L-1 44.51 0.21 43.21 0.17 4.81а

Calcium, mol L-1 2.53 0.05 2.64 0.06 1.41ns

Phosphorus, mol L-1 1.54 0.04 1.58 0.03 0.8ns

Carotene, mol L-1 1.56 0.05 1.71 0.04 2.34b

*Note: a = P>0.999; b = P>0.99;c = P>0.95 compared with data 
on the Reproduction I; ns = not significant at P>0.05

Table 2: Natural resistance indices of Animals,%
Index Reproduction

I (n = 120) II (n = 120)
mean s.e.m. mean s.e.m. P*

Bactericidal 
activity

41.72 0.54 44.61 0.43 4.19a

Lysozyme activity 29.80 0.31 35.19 0.26 13.32а

Phagocytic 
activity

35.17 0.42 38.03 0.37 5.11а

Phagocytic
number

2.26 0.05 2.61 0.04 5.47а

Phagocytic
 capacity
(thous. microbial 
bodies)

24.18 0.35 26.28 0.31 4.49а

Phagocytic index 4.37 – 4.81 – –
*Note: a = P>0.999; b = P>0.99;c = P>0.95 compared with data 
on the Reproduction I; ns = not significant at P>0.05

Compared measurements of exterior parameters showed 
that the differences between the steers of Reproductions I 
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and II were mostly insignificant. So, in terms of the height 
at withers, the steers of Reproduction II surpassed the peers 
of Reproduction I by 0.7 cm or 0.62% (P>0.95), oblique 
body length by 1.5 cm or 1.16% (P>0.999) and oblique 
lion length 0.4 cm or 0.86% (ns), but were inferior with 
respect to the width of chest by 0.4 cm or 0.95% (ns) and-
width at hook bones by 0.3 cm or 0.65% (Table 3). Their 
insignificant superiority has been established also in terms 
of width of lion and thurls. Consequently, the steers of Re-
production I were more wide-bodied in comparison with 
the peers of Reproduction II, whereas the Reproduction 
II steers were taller with a longer trunks. This conclusion 
was confirmed by the values of the body build parameters. 
So, in comparison with Reproduction I, the parameter of 
length of the legs was larger in steers of Reproduction II 
by 0.70, the lengthiness of the body by 0.61,but the chest 
parameter was less by 0.22, blockiness by 2.45 and mas-
siveness by 1.98 (Table 4).

Table 3: Measurements of exterior parameters of Animals 
at 16 months, cm
Index Reproduction

I (n = 120) II (n = 120)
mean s.e.m. mean s.e.m. P*

Height at withers 113.60 0.28 114.30 0.20 2.03c

Height at hips 115.70 0.34 116.10 0.26 0.93ns

Oblique body 
length

129.40 0.21 130.90 0.37 3.53а

Chest girth 173.20 0.67 172.00 0.52 1.41ns

Pastern girth 17.20 0.07 17.20 0.05 0ns

Width of chest 41.90 0.20 41.50 0.15 1.6ns

Chest depth 65.20 0.25 64.80 0.19 1.27ns

Oblique loin 
length

46.50 0.37 46.90 0.24 0.91ns

Width at hook 
bones

46.30 0.17 46.00 0.23 1.04ns

Width of loin 19.20 0.09 19.00 0.12 1.33ns

Width at thurls 45.60 0.06 45.40 0.19 0.29ns

Note: a = P>0.999; b = P>0.99;c = P>0.95 compared with data on 
the Reproduction I; ns = not significant at P>0.05

Table 4: Body built parameters of Animals
Index Reproduction

I (n = 120) II (n = 120)
Length of the legs 42.61 43.31
Lengthiness of the body 113.91 114.52
Chest 64.26 64.04
Blockiness 133.85 131.40
Overgrowth 101.85 101.57
Massiveness 152.46 150.48
Narrowquarters 41.47 41.30

Some researchers believe that the most objective parame-
ter of the acclimatization ability of animals is their produc-
tivity (Blanc et al., 2006; Mulliniks et al., 2016).The study 
has shown that the experimental steers in both groups had 
high productivity with the difference in the live weight 
gain between the steers of the two reproductions to be in-
significant. However, there was an insignificant tendency 
of the live weight excess in steers of Reproduction II. So, 
with respect to the live weight, the differences between the 
groups varied from 1.0 to 5.6 kg in different age periods 
(Table 5). In terms of the overall live weight gain for the 
period of growth from 8 to 16 months of age, the differ-
ence in favour of the steers of Reproduction II was 4.2 kg 
(ns), and the average daily gain of live weight was higher 
by 17.5 g (ns).

Table 5: Live weight gain of Animals, kg
Age, months Reproduction

I (n = 120) II (n = 120)
mean s.e.m. mean s.e.m. P*

8 231.2 2.62 232.6 2.38 0.4ns

10 290.3 2.76 292.2 3.41 0.43ns

12 356.1 3.12 358.3 3.62 0.46ns

14 420.0 2.60 421.0 3.91 0.21ns

16 477.1 3.45 482.7 3.77 1.10ns

Overall live 
weight gain

245.9 2.19 250.1 1.68 1,52ns

Average daily 
weight gain

1024.6 11.72 1042.1 10.30 1,12ns

*Note: a = P>0.999; b = P>0.99;c = P>0.95 compared with data 
on the Reproduction I; ns = not significant at P>0.05

The slaughter indices of Angus steers of different repro-
ductions was studied with respect to the control slaughter 
results when they reached the age of 16 months. The life-
time evaluation of steers selected for the control slaughter 
(15 animals in each group) showed that all of them had 
high finish. At the age of 16 months, the pre-slaughter 
weight of the youngsters of Reproduction II was greater 
than that of the peers of Reproduction I by 7.53 kg or 
1.66% (Table 6). In terms of the weight of hot carcasses, 
the steers of Reproduction II surpassed the peers of Repro-
duction I by 6.39 kg or 2.46% (P>0.95), respectively, and 
the carcass yield by 0.45%. The internal slaughter fat in the 
body of the steers of Reproduction II was higher than that 
of their peers by 0.71 kg or 4.60% (P>0.95). Due to the 
heavier carcasses and greater weight of internal slaughter 
fat of the steers of Reproduction II, the slaughter weight 
was greater by 7.10 kg or 2.58% (P>0.95),  respectively, and 
the slaughter yield was higher by 0.55 %. The flesh weight 
in carcasses of the steers of Reproduction II was more than 
that of their peers by 5.22 kg or 2.46% (P>0.95) with the 
flesh yield and fleshing index in carcasses to differ insignif-
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icantly. The analysis of the average flesh sample from the 
experimental steers indicated no significant changes in the 
chemical composition of beef from steers of Reproduction 
II. The dry matter content in their meat increased by 0.13% 
(ns), protein by 0.07 (ns) and fat by 0.05% (Table 7). All 
the differences did not exceed the sampling error. A similar 
trend was also observed in the chemical composition of 
the Longissimus muscle. The research has established no 
significant difference in the amino acid composition of the 
Longissimus muscle.

Table 6: Slaughter indices and morphological composition 
of carcasses of Animals (n = 15)
Criteria of 
slaughter quality

Reproduction
I (n = 15) II (n = 15)
mean s.e.m. mean s.e.m. P*

Pre-slaughter 
weight, kg

454.31 3.61 461.84 3.24 1.55ns

Weight of hot 
carcass, kg

260.00 2.04 266.39 2.01 2.23с

Carcass yield, % 57.23 – 57.68 – –
Weight of 
internal
slaughter fat, kg

15.45 0.18 16.16 0.23 2.43с

Fat yield, % 3.40 – 3.50 – –
Slaughter weight, 
kg

275.45 2.29 282.55 2.14 2.26с

Slaughter yield, % 60.63 – 61.18 – –
Weight of chilled 
carcass, kg 

258.10 2.01 264.32 1.98 2.11с

Flesh weight, kg 212.05 1.63 217.27 1.76 2.18с

Flesh yield, % 82.16 – 82.20 – –
Weight of bones, 
kg

40.57 0.43 41.66 0.52 1.61ns

Bone yield, % 15.72 – 15.76 – –
Weight of ten-
dons, kg

3.48 0.14 3.39 0.17 0.41ns

Tendons yield, % 2.12 – 2.04 – –
Fleshingindex 5.23 – 5.22 – –

*Note: a = P>0.999; b = P>0.99;c = P>0.95 compared with data 
on the Reproduction I; ns = not significant at P>0.05

The calculation of economic efficiency has found that dur-
ing the period of the experiment, the live weight gain of 
the steers of Reproduction II was more than that of Re-
production I by 4.2 kg, while the feed costs per 1 kg of 
the gain were less by 0.1 EFU (energetic feed unit). The 
production costs for the experimental groups of steers were 
equal (Table 8). In comparison with the Reproduction I, 
the sales proceeds from the Reproduction II amounted to 
319.7 EUR, which was more by 5.4 EUR. The advantage 
of the received profit contributed to the fact that the prof-
itability of beef production exceeded the same parameter 

in Reproduction I by 2.1%. The average values were calcu-
lated as economic indicators up to spring 2018, when the 
RUR/EUR exchange rate was 70.4.

Table 7: Chemical composition of meat
Component Reproduction

I (n = 15) II (n = 15)
mean s.e.m. mean s.e.m. P*

Average sample
Moisture, % 67.30 0.14 67.17 0.14 0.66ns

Dry matter, %, 
incl.:

32.70 0.14 32.83 0.12 0.71ns

protein 18.97 0.11 19.04 0.08 0.52ns

fat 12.76 0.06 12.81 0.09 0.46ns

ash 0.97 0.01 0.98 0.01 0.71ns

Longissimus muscle
Moisture, % 76.91 0.15 76.80 0.16 0.50ns

Dry matter, %, 
incl.:

23.09 0.15 23.20 0.16 0.50ns

protein 19.86 0.12 19.91 0.15 0.26ns

fat 2.25 0.04 2.30 0.03 1.00ns

ash 0.98 0.01 0.99 0.01 0.71ns

Tryptophan, mg% 451.67 1.56 449.89 0.98 0.97ns

Oxyproline, mg% 63.19 0.42 62.75 0.37 0.79ns

PQI 7.15 – 7.17 – –
*Note: a = P>0.999; b = P>0.99;c = P>0.95 compared with data 
on the Reproduction I; ns = not significant at P>0.05

Table 8: Economic efficiency of breeding of Angus steers 
from Australia. The average values calculated as economic 
indicators up to spring 2018, the RUR/EUR exchange rate 
was 70.4.
Index Reproduction

I II
Total gain, kg 245.9 250.1
Feed costs per 1 kg of weight gain, EFU 6.9 6.8
Production costs, EUR 245.79 245.79
Prime cost of 1 kg of gain, EUR 1.00 0.98
Beefsalesproceeds, EUR 314.36 319.73
Profit, EUR 68.57 73.94
Profitability level, % 27.9 30.0

*Note: EFU = energetic feed unit

Thus, the Angus steers of Australian selection successfully 
got acclimatized to the conditions of the sharply continen-
tal climate of the Lower Volga Region of Russia. The steers 
of Reproduction II did not reduce their productive qual-
ities and surpassed their analogs of Reproduction I with 
respect to the linear growth and slaughter indices.



NE  US
Academic                                      Publishers

Advances in Animal and Veterinary Sciences

September 2018 | Volume 6 | Issue 10 | Page 461

Acknowledgments

The authors are grateful to the Russian Federation Fed-
eral Agency for Scientific Organizations (FASO Russia) 
for the financial support in the implementation of this re-
search according to the state assignment of NIIMMP.

Conflict of Interest

Authors declare that they have no conflict of interest.

Authors Contribution

Ivan Fiodorovich Gorlov, Aleksandr Sergeevich Fila-
tov: Study conception and design.
Dmitrii Aleksandrovich Randelin, Klavdiia Vladi-
mirovna Ezergail: Measurements, Acquisition and Anal-
ysis of data.
Yuri Dmitrievich Danilov, Elena Yurievna Zlobina: In-
terpretation of data and Drafting of manuscript.
Aleksei Nikolaevich Sivko, Baatr Kanurovich Bolaev, 
Aleksandr Petrovich Kokhanov: Critical revision.
All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

REFERENCES

•	Blanc F, Bocquier F, Agabriel J, D’Hour P, Chilliard Y (2006). 
Adaptive abilities of the females and sustainability of 
ruminant livestock systems. A review. Anim. Res. 55(6):489-
510. http://doi.org/10.1051/animres:2006040.

•	Committee for the Update of the Guide for the Care and Use 
of Laboratory Animals; Institute for Laboratory Animal 
Research (ILAR); Division on Earth and Life Studies 
(DELS); National Research Council of the national 
academies (2011). Guide for the care and use of laboratory 
animals, 8th ed., Washington: The National Academies 
Press, 246 p.

•	Danicke S, Meyer U, Winkler J, Ulrich S, Frahm J, Kersten S, 
Valenta H, Rehage J, Haussler S, Sauerwein H, Locher L 
(2016). Haematological and immunological adaptations of 
non-pregnant, non-lactating dairy cows to a high-energetic 
diet containing mycotoxins. Arch. Anim. Nutr. 70(1): 1-16. 
http://doi.org/10.1080/1745039X.2015.1117561.

•	Day MJ, Schultz RD (2014). Veterinary Immunology: Principles 
and Practice, 2nd ed., United Kingdom: CRC Press, 336 p.

•	DeLaval (2001). Efficient Feeding, DeLaval, ALPRO: Feedtech 
and Harmony are trademarks of the DeLaval Group, 56 p.

•	Dunham JR, Call EP (1989). Feeding Dairy Cows, Kansas State 
University, Manhattan: Cooperative Extension Service, 20 p.

•	Gorlov IF, Bozhkova SE, Shakhbazova OP, Gubareva VV, 
Mosolova NI, Zlobina EYu, Fiodorov YuN, Mokhov AS 
(2016). Productivity and adaptation ability of Holstein 

cattle of different genetic selections. Turk. J. Vet. Anim. Sci. 
40(5):527-533. http://doi.org/10.3906/vet-1505-82.

•	Gorlov I, Azhmuldinov E, Karpenko E, Zlobina E (2017). 
Comparative assessment of nutritional and biological value 
of beef from calves of various breeds. Conference: 16th 
International Scientific Conference on Engineering for 
Rural Development Location: Jelgava, Latvia, Date: MAY 
24-26, 2017. Pages: 254-262. http://doi.org/10.22616/
ERDev2017.16.N049.

•	Gorlov IF, Radchikov VF, Tsai VP, Slozhenkina MI, Zlobina EYu, 
Karpenko EV (2018). The Effectiveness and Advantages of 
Sapropel in Feeding Steers. Res. J. Pharmaceut. Biol. Chem. 
Sci. 9-1: 583-592.

•	Johnson RA, Bhattacharyya GK (2010). Statistics Principles 
and Methods, 6th ed., Hoboken, NJ, USA: John Wiley & 
Sons, Inc., 706 p.

•	Kalashnikov AP, Fisinin VI, Shcheglov VV, Klejmenov NI 
(2003). Norms and rations of feeding of agricultural animals: 
reference book (in Russian), 3rd ed.; Moscow, Russia: 
Rosselhozakademia, 456 p.

•	Kondrakhin IP (2004). Methods of veterinary clinical laboratory 
diagnostics: Reference book (in Russian), Moscow, Russia: 
Kolos, 520 p.

•	Levakhin VI, Gorlov IF, Azhmuldinov EA, Levakhin YuI, 
Duskaev GK, Zlobina EYu, Karpenko EV (2017). Change 
in physiological parameters of calves of various breeds under 
the transport and pre-slaughter stress. Nusantara Biosci. 
9(1): 1-5. http://doi.org/10.13057/nusbiosci/n090101.

•	Lund MS, Su G, Janss L, Guldbrandtsen B, Brøndum RF 
(2014). Invited review: Genomic evaluation of cattle in a 
multi-breed context. Livest. Sci. 166(1):101-110. http://doi.
org/10.1016/j.livsci.2014.05.008.

•	Minakov IA (2015). Agricultural Economics: Textbook (in 
Russian), 3rd ed., Moscow, Russia: INFRA-M, 336 p.

•	Mulliniks JT, Cope ER, McFarlane ZD, Hobbs JD, Waterman 
RC (2016). Drivers of grazing livestock efficiency: how 
physiology, metabolism, experience and adaptability 
influence productivity. J. Anim. Sci. 94:111-119 S6. http://
doi.org/10.2527/jas2015-0711.

•	Neumann AL, Lusby SK (1986). Beef Cattle, 8th ed., New York, 
NY, USA: John Wiley & Sons, 336 p.

•	Ortiz-Colon G, Fain SJ, Pares IK, Curbelo-Rodriguez J, 
Jimenez-Caban E, Pagan-Morales M, Gould WA (2018). 
Assessing climate vulnerabilities and adaptive strategies 
for resilient beef and dairy operations in the tropics. Clim. 
Change. 146(1-2):47-58 SI. http://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-
017-2110-1.

•	Scharf B, Wax LE, Keisler DH, Spiers DE (2007). Adaptation 
of Angus steers to long-term heat stress in the field using 
controlled heat challenge. J. Dairy Sci. 90:466 S 1.

•	Sulimova GE, Voronkova VN, Perchun AV, Gorlov IF, Randelin 
AV, Slozhenkina MI, Zlobina EYu (2016). Characterization 
of the Russian Beef Cattle Breed Gene Pools Using Inter 
Simple Sequence Repeat DNA Analysis (ISSR Analysis). 
Russ. J. Genet. 52(9):963-968. http://doi.org/10.1134/
S1022795416090143.

http://doi.org/10.1051/animres:2006040. 
http://doi.org/10.1080/1745039X.2015.1117561. 
http://doi.org/10.3906/vet-1505-82. 
http://doi.org/10.22616/ERDev2017.16.N049. 
http://doi.org/10.22616/ERDev2017.16.N049. 
http://doi.org/10.13057/nusbiosci/n090101. 
 http://doi.org/10.1016/j.livsci.2014.05.008. 
 http://doi.org/10.1016/j.livsci.2014.05.008. 
http://doi.org/10.2527/jas2015-0711. 
http://doi.org/10.2527/jas2015-0711. 
 http://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-017-2110-1. 
 http://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-017-2110-1. 
http://doi.org/10.1134/S1022795416090143.
http://doi.org/10.1134/S1022795416090143.

