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BETEPUHAPHA ME/IMIIUHA

PAITPOCTPAHEHUE BB3ITAJIEHUATA HA MJUIEUHATA KJIE3A
B MJVIEYHHU I'OBEIOBb/IHU PEPMU

HACKO BACWJIEB, YOHKA MUTEBA*, FOPUM MUTEB*, JKUBKA TEPTOBCKA*,
TOHYO ITEHEB*, MAPUSHA KOJIEBA
Tpakwuiicku yauBepcuteT, Berepunapnomenunuacku ¢akynret - Crapa 3aropa
* Tpakuiicku yHuBepcuteT, Arpapen ¢akynrer — Ctapa 3aropa

Bb3nanenuero Ha MieyHara kje3a € eHje-
MUYHO 3a00JIsiBaHE, KOETO Ce CMsATa 3a Hal-pas-
MIPOCTPAHEHOTO U CKBIIO CTPYBAIIO MPU KpaBUTE
(Kossaibaiti and Esslemont, 1997).

[Tpu 3npaBuTe KpaBu ce HaOIIOAaBa TEHACH-
1151 32 HUCBK Opoif Ha coMaTHIHUTE KiaeTku. Haii-
YECTO KaTo TaKUBa CE€ OMPEIEIIAT Te3H, IPU KOUTO
OpoST Ha COMaTHYHUTE KIETKH B MIISIKOTO € JI0
200x10°*/ml. Bpoii coMmaTnyHm KJIETKH HAJ TOBa
HUBO MOKa3BaT TEHICHIIMS 3a HAJIMYUE Ha Bb3Ma-
JTuTeNeH mporec B MiedHara xie3a (Schukken,
2011).

Tabnuua 1. Biusinue Ha 6posi HA cOMATUYHHTE
kiaerkn (BCK) Bbpxy HamaneHuero Ha
MJIEYHATA MPOAYKTHBHOCT Ha KPaBHUTe

Table 1. Influence of the SCC on the milk pro-
ductivity of dairy cows

bBCK Hamanenue Ha MJICYHOCTTA,
SCC kg/nen
Milk yield reduction, kg/day
50 000 0
200 000 0.59
400 000 1.36
800 000 241
1 6000 000 3.00
3200 000 3.59

OcBeH MKOHOMUYECKU €(EKT, Bb3MaICHUETO
Ha MJIEYHATa >KJie3a BIIOIIaBa JUPEKTHO TEXHOIIO-
TMYHUTE U XUTUEHHUTE KauecTBa Ha MIISIKOTO, KOUTO
ca HeoOpaTuMH. YCTaHOBEHO €, 4e 3aryouTe Ha
MJISIKO TIpU Bb3MAJCHHE Ha MIIEYHATa KJie3a ca
nponopiuonainu Ha BCK u HMBOTO Ha JHEBHa-
ta mieadoct (Miller et al., 1993; Grohn et al.,
2004). B Tabn. 1 e mocoyeHo AHEBHOTO Hamase-
HUEe Ha miledHocTTa B 3aBucuMocT oT bCK (1o
Dairy Reference Manual, 1995)).

[Tono6uu TenaeHMN oTKprBa Habinib (1981),
Ko#To mocousa, ue npu BCK mo 200x10°/ml B
cOOpHOTO MIISIKO Ha (epmara, HIMa OTKIOHEHUS
OT CcpeliHaTa MJIeYHa MPOAYKTHUBHOCT Ha OTJIEI-
Hara KpaBa, a mpu 700x10°%/ml, HamaneHueTo Ha
cpennusi miiekoHaion e ¢ 11%. B uscnensaneTo
Ha Dohoo and Meek (1982) ce ycraHoBsiBa, ue
Bb3MAJICHUSTA Ha OT/AeNHAara 4YeTBbPTUHA Ha-
MaJIsiBaT MJeqHOCTTa ¥ Mexay 9 u 43.3%. Ilo
npuHiun cuiaHo noumeHusatT bBCK B mikoTo
O3HayaBa HaMaJieHa MJIEYHOCT, KOSITO YECTO MbTU
HangMmuHaBa 20% 3a otaenHa kpasa. Bareille et al.
(2003) ca ycTaHOBWIH, Y€ TIPH KIMHUYHO TTPOSI-
BEHO BB3IMAJIEHUE HAa MJIEYHATa *kJie3a 10 HEroBO-
TO M3JIEKyBaHe ce TyosT oT 65 1o 160 kg mitsako

3HaYMMOCTTa Ha BH3MAJICHUETO Ha MIIeYHaTa
KJie3a MpeM3BUKBa OIpaB/iaH UHTEPEC OT CTpa-
Ha Ha penuna uscinenoarenu (LlosoB, 1989;
Leslie and Dingwell, 2002; Bhutto et al., 2010).
B pesynTar Ha ToBa ca M35ICHEHH MHOTO BBIIPO-
CH, CBBP3aHM C TO3M TpoOieM. Paspaborenu ca
pa3IMyYHM CUCTEMHM 3a Tepamnus U NmpoduIaKTH-



CEJICKOCTOINAHCKA AKAAEMUSI«>)KMBOTHOBB/IHN HAYKH, XLIX, 1/2012 51

Ka Ype3 Ch3JaBaHe Ha F€HETUYHO YCTOMYMBHU Ha
mactuT *kuBoTHU (Heringstad et al., 2000; Wall
et al., 2005), upe3 npunarane Ha UMyHOTEpanus U
npoduIaKTHKa, Ype3 Moa00psBaHe YCIOBHITA Ha
okosiHara cpena (Barnoulin et al., 2004) u upe3
MEIMKaMEHTO3Ha Tepanus U NpoduiIakTuka Ha
ceuute (Pyorala, 2002). He3aBucumo, ue Te3u
IpOTrpaMHu ca mpujaraHu AbJIro BpeMe, n3cieBa-
HUSTA BBPXY Pa3lpOCTPAHEHUETO HA MACTUTHUTE
MIOKa3BaT, 4e Mpe3 IMOCIEAHUTE TOIUHHM BCIE-
CTBHE HACTBHIMIUTE IIPOMEHU B TOBEIOBBICTBOTO
TE€ HE Ca HaMaJIeJIH.

JupexTHuTe 3aryOu, KOUTO MOHACSAT MIe-
KOTIPOM3BOAMTEINTE TPU TOSBAa HA MACTHUT ce
u3pa3sBar B CPEICTBA 3a JICUCHHE Ha 3a00J1emu-
TE€ KUBOTHH, HEBB3MOXKHOCT JIa C€ OIOJI30TBOPH
TAXHOTO MJISIKO M 3aryouTe oT Opak M KJIaHe Ha
kuBoTHUTE (Bascom and Young, 1998). Tosa
o0aue ca 3aryOu Mpu KIMHUYHO U3SIBEHU MACTH-
TH, a TE ca CaMO €JHa MaJIka 4acT OT 3aryoure,
KOUTO 3a0onsgBaHeTo HpuuMHsABa. [lo-ceprosen
npoOieM ca MHIMPEKTHUTE 3aryou, MpUYUHEHU
OT ©XEIHEBHO HAaMaJsBaIOTO KOJIWYECTBO Ha
MIISIKOTO BCJI/ICTBUE Ha CYOKIMHUYHUTE (CKpH-
TUTE) GOPMH HA MACTHT.

OCHOBHUTE MPUYMHUTENM HA MACTHTUTE ca
KJIacu(uIupaHu B JABE IPyNH: KOHTarMO3HU Ma-
TOTEHHH  MHKpoopranmsmu  (Staphylococcus
aureus, Streptococcus agalactia), TOBUIIaBa-
mu Oposi COMaTMYHU KIETKH B TOJIIMA CTETEH
U MHKpoopraHusmu or okonHara cpeaa (CNS,
Corynebacterium bovis, Streptococcus uberis, E.
coli), Bogemu 10 no-ciaado nosumieHue Ha BCK.

ITpoBenenure npoyusanus ot Llosos (1989)
MOKAa3Bar, 4e MbPBOCTENICHHA POJIst 3aeMar cTadu-
nokokute (41.96%), npencraBeHu ot St. aureus
(32.96%) u S. epidermidis (9.27%). YcranoBeHa
€ TEHJICHIIMs 3a HapacTBaHE poJisATa HA OaKTepH-
anaute acouuanuu (25.12%) mox dopmara Ha
,»TPUUIICHHN MEX]y CTa(UIOKOKH, CTPEITOKOKU
u xopunedaxrepun (30.17%). CTpenTokoKuTe ca
TpeTa 1o 3HauuMmoct rpyna (10.26%) ¢ npencra-
Butenu S. uberis, S. agalactiae u S. dysgalactiae.
[ToBuiIeHa € 3HAYMMOCTTA U HAa KOPHHEOAKTEPH-
ute, npencrasenu ot C. bovis u C. pyogenes.

Cnopen nannu Ha Waller (2011) ot nomyue-
uute 27 000 muteunu npodu npu 36% ca uzonu-
paHu pa3nu4yHU BuaoBe Oakrepuu. OT MO3UTHB-
HUTE podu B 33% KaTo MpUUMHUTEIN € U30JIUPAH
Str. aureus. Tlpu OakTepHHUTE acoLMAIMM Ca
oruerenu 23%, a Str. uberis u Str. dysgalactiae ca
Oounu oTkpuTH B 15% OT B3eTHTE MIIEUHU TPOOH.

OT BCHYKO Ka3aHO JI0 TyK CTaBa SCHO, Y€ Bb3-
NaJIeHUsATa Ha MJICYHATa ’KJIe3a OCTaBaT BaXKeH U
Cepuo3eH MpOoOJeM B MIIEYHOTO TOBEIOBBJICTBO,
o KOHTO (epMepu M HaydHH H3CIEI0BATENN
MPOIBJKABAT J1a PAOOTAT 3a€qHO 3a OrpaHHYaBa-
HE Ha Pa3NpPOCTPAHEHUETO HM.

MATEPUAII U METOU

[IpoyuBaneTo Oemie MpPOBEAEHO B YETHUPH
MieuHu roBeqoBbaHN pepmu (A, B, C, D), karo
3a menrTa Osxa U3cieBaHu caMO KpaBu OT MOPO-
aute XommaiH-(Qpu3uiicko roBeo (BHOC U TeX-
HUTE NnpuIuionn) u YepHoiapeHo roseno. B te3n
bepmu Osixa m3cnenBanu oburo 157 kpasu (623
YETBBPTUHU) ¢ mopenaHa jakrauus ot [ mo IV,
cpenHa roAMIHa MiedHocT Mexay 5 500 u 6 500 1
1 10 150-us ned ot Ha JakTanuaTa.

XpaHEHEeTO Ha KpPaBUTE OTrOBapsIle Ha U3HC-
KBaHUATA 332 CbCTaBa HA M3IMOJI3BAaHUTE HAXKOU
IIPU KpaBU C TaKkaBa MJICYHOCT U MEPHOJ HA JaK-
tauus (Tomopos, 1997).

TexHonorusTa Ha OTIICKJAaHE HA KUBOTHHUTE
BBB (hepma A u B 6e cBobonno, a B C u D -Bbp-
3aHO.

JloeHeto Ha kpaBuTe oT ¢epma A O6e U3BBpII-
BaHO B jnowiHa 3ana Alfa Laval 2x4 pubeHna kocr,
a B ocTaHainure Tpu (pepMu - Upe3 LEHTpaJICH
MJIEKOTIPOBO/I.

B®B depmu A, B u D Geme mpunarana ne-
3UH(pEKIUs Ha MIICUHUTE MANMIN CIE OCHE U
aHTHOaKTepHalHa Tepanus Mpe3 CyXOCTOMHHUs
nepuo/ (eIeMEHTH OT IPOTPaMHTE 3a KOHTPOJI Ha
MacTUTHUTE). 3a MHUKPOOMOIOTHYHO H3CIIEIBAHE
0s1xa B3eMaHM MJIEYHM IPOOU camoO OT YETBBP-
TUHHU, pearupaiu ¢ ++ u +++ mioca (MOBUILEH
Opoii COMaTHYHU KJIETKH) HA Obp3 MACTUTECH TECT
(BMT).

MutednuTe pobu Osxa Moay4yaBaHU B CTEPUII-
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HU MJIEYHHU KOHTEHHEPH OT €IMH U CHIIU TEXHUK,
B €/IMH U CHILM MeCell Ha rofHara (ampun).

bposar Ha coMaTHYHWTE KJIETKM B HHJIWBU-
IyaTHUTe MpoOu MIsiKo Oere ompenessH 4upes
nupektHo Opoene cmopen IDF Standard 148
A:1995, Enumeration of Somatic Cells. M3omau-
paHeTo U UAeHTU(UIIUPAHETO HA MACTUTHHUTE Ta-
TOTeHH O€ M3BBPIICHO CHITIACHO aKpeIUTHpaHaTa
Mertonuka Ha National Mastitits Council (1999),
Laboratory Handbook on Bovine Mastitits. NMC
Inc., Madison, WI.

[Tomyuenute pesynraru Osixa oOpabOTEeHH C
KOMITIOTbPHA CTaTUCTHUYECKa mporpama StatSoft
(1984-2000). 3a mocToBEepHH ce MpueMaxa pas-
nukute nipu P<0.05.

PE3VIITATU N OBCBHXJJAHE

Pesynraru, kacaemm 37paBHHUS CTaTyc Ha
MJIEYHaTa kJie3a B roe1oBbaHU Gepmu (A,B,C
D) ¢ paznu4HM TEXHOJIIOTUU Ha OTIVIEKIAHE, T0e-
HE U POrpamMu 3a MaCTUTEH KOHTPOJI ca pe/cTa-
BeHU B Tabm. 2. OT JaHHUTE B HEs C€ yCTAaHOBSBA
, 4ye Hail-HHCKa e 3a0oleBaeMOCTTa BbB (epma
A —22.00%, nocnensana ot pepma B — 26.00%,
depma D — 43.30% u 3a depma C, CHOTBETHO
60.50%.

[TomyuenuTe pe3ynTaTu 1o OTHOLIEHUE Ha 00-
ara 3a00J1eBaeMOCT B 3aBUCUMOCT OT CUCTEMara
Ha JIO€HE U MPOoTrpaMuTe 3a KOHTPOJI Ha MACTUTH-
T€ MOKa3Bart, Ye HAMa CTaTUCTUYECKHU TOCTOBEPHA
pasnuka Mmexay pepmu A u B (tabm. 3).

Tabnuia 2. 3npaBHO CHCTOSTHHE HA MJIEYHATA KJjIe3a HA KPaBU B 00cieABaHuTe hepMu
Table 2. Health status of the udder of dairy cows in observed farms
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Tabnuna 3. CTaTHCTHYECKH 3HAYMMU PAa3IuKu Mexay rpynure (P < 0.05)
Table 3. Statistically significant differences between groups (P< 0.05)

Total number of ill udder quarters

A/B A/C B/C A/D B/D C/D
OO610 nHTpaMamMapHu UHPEKIIUN 0.03 | 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.05 0.05
Intramammary infections — total
0061110 32001€TTM MIIEYHU YETBHPTHU - 0.001 0.001 0.01 0.01 0.05

AcCenTHYHU MaCTUTH -
Aseptic mastitis

Toa ce MOTBbpKJaBa U MPU CHIIOCTABSHE Ha
pesynrarute 3a pepmu B, C u D, xouto ca c en-
HaKbB TUI Ha JO€HEe, HO C pa3IMyHa Iporpama 3a
KOHTpPOJI HAa MacTUTHTE. B mpoTuBOBEC Ha TOBa,
UHTEpIpEeTHpANKU pe3ylITaTUuTe 3a HHTpamMamap-
HUTE MH(peKINHU (CyOKIIMHUYEH MacTUT, JaTeHTHA
UHQEKIHs U KIMHUYEH MacTUT) Ce€ YCTaHOBSIBA,
4ye HUBOTO UM BBB (epma A - 10.11% e craructu-
yecku 3HaunMo (P<0.03), cipsimo ToBa Ha depma
B-18.00%. Ilo oTHOlIEHWE Ha Te3M MOKa3aTeln
3a ¢pepmu D-29.10% u C-50.00% HMBOTO Ha 10C-
TOBEPHOCT € olie mo-goope uzpazeno (P<0.001).
Cratuctnueckn 3HaunMu pasinuku P<0.05 ca
YCTaHOBEHU M NPU CPaBHIBAHE HA pPe3yJTaTUTE
MEX]y NOCIEeIHUTE TPU (hepMHu.

ITo oTHOMIEHNE PA3NPOCTPAHEHNETO HA CEKpe-
TOPHOTO PAa3CTPOUCTBO (MJIEYHU MPOOU C MOBU-
IIEHU COMAaTUYHHU KJIETKH U 06€3 M3051aT MPU MUK-
pPOOHMOJIIOTHYHOTO H3cie/lBaHe) 00O03HAYaBaHHU,
KaTO aHTUCENTUYHH MACTUTH WUJH ,,0€3 HaX00KA™
0s1Xa MOJYYEHHU CIIEIHUTE pe3ynTaTu: 3a ¢pepma A
- 11.97%, pepma B - 8.00%, pepma C - 10.50% u
depma D - 14.20%, kaTo perucTpupaHuTe pasiu-
KU MEXIy OTAEIHUTE (epMH HE ca CTaTUCTHYe-
CKU 3HAYMMHU.

B Tabn. 4 ca mpencraBeHu pesynraTure, U3-
passiBallly MPONOPLMOHATHOCTTA HA MACTUTHUTE
NaTOTeHU CHPSMO MJIEYHUTE YETBBPTUHHU M U30-
JatuTe B u3cnenBanute pepmu. Hail-ronsm otHo-
CHUTEJIeH JsU1 CIIPSIMO M3CJIEIBAHUTE YETBbPTHHU
6eme peructpupan3as. aureus (6.90%u26.38%),
cineaBan ot Coagulase negative staphylococci
(CNS) B (6.26% u 23.92%); C. bovis B (4.17%

u 15.96%); S. uberis B (3.85% u 14.72%); S.
agalactiae B (2.56% u 9.82%); S. dysgalactiae
B (1.44% u 5.52%). OTHOCHUTENHO MalmbK Oeriie
nensT Ha E. coliu A. pyogenes (0.48% u 1.84%)
M30JIUPaHU MPH ClTydyad Ha KIMHUYHU MAaCTUTH.

CBHOTHOIICHHUETO Ha U30IHpaHUTe OaKkTepua-
HU BHUJIOBE B M3CIeABaHUTE (PepMU € Pa3IUyHO.
BbB epma A BICOK OTHOCHUTEIEH 5T CE€ YCTaHO-
BsaBa 3a Coagulase negative staphylococci (CNS)
u S. uberis B (2.97%) cupsMo 4eTBbPTUHUTE U B
27.78% cnpsimo uzonarure. bnusku 1o Te3u ca u
pesyatarute 3a ¢pepma B mo oTHomIeHHE U30MaTH
Ha CNS B 3.50% u 16.66%, mokato 3a n3oaaT S.
uberis Te ca mo-sucoku - 5.00% u 23.81%. Haii-
BHUCOK OTHOCHUTEJNIEH I CIPSMO YETBbPTHHUTE
3a ¢epma C 3aemar S. aureus - 20.17% c npu-
Omu3uTeNnHo enHakBu croiHocTH 32 CNS 11.40%
u C. bovis crotBeTHO 12.28%. B n3cnenanute
dbepMu Hal-HUCHK IS CIIPSMO U30JIaTHTE 3aeMa
S. uberis B 6.45% 3a ¢pepma C 1 Hall-BUCOK 3a
S. aureus - 37.09%.

[Ipu ananu3upaHe Ha MOTYYCHHUTE PE3yATATH
BbB BpbB3Ka C OMpeAeNisiHe 3ApaBHHs CTATyC Ha
MJIeYHaTa jkJie3a Ha KpaBU BbB ()epMU C pa3nnuy-
HU TEXHOJIOTUU Ha OTTIIeXkIaHe, JO€HE U Mporpa-
MU 32 KOHTPOJI HA MAacTUTUTE CE€ OKa3Ba, ue Mpu
CTPUKTEH U PETyIspeH KOHTPOJ BUIBT Ha JIOWII-
HaTa CHCTeMa He OKa3Ba 3HAYMMO BIUSHUE BHPXY
YeCcTOoTaTa Ha IPOsIBIICHHE Ha CITyYauTe ChC CEKpe-
TopHO pasctpoiictBo. Ciopea Lacy-Hulbert and
Hillerton (1995) u O’'Shea (1987) obaue BiausiHU-
€TO Ha JOWJIHATa CUCTeMa U BaKyyMHHUTE (IIyK-
Tyalllu ca OT TOJIIMO 3HAU€HUE 32 HUBOTO HA HO-
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T36JIHII3 4. OTHOCHUTEIEH AAAJI HA MACTUTHHUTE MAaTOIr¢HU B MJICIYHHA l'lpOﬁl/I OT KpaBHu B Oﬁcﬂe)lBaHI/lTe

tepmu
Table 4. Relative share of mastitis pathogens in milk samples from dairy cows at the observed dairy
farms
Mineunu o
YETBb- 2 N g
©“ S ) S “ 2 .
pTUHH 3 A S N 3 2 5 S
/uzonaru § % = "§ S S g =
8o & . = S
Udder | s S v & o _ ©
quarters/ “ “ ~
isolates
n n % n % n % n % n % n % n|{ % |n| %
®epma A/Farm A - 168
Wzomaru | 2 | 11.11 |5 | 27.78 | - - 512778 | 2 | 11.11 | 2 | 11.11 | 1| 556 | 1| 5.56
Isolates
18 1.19 2.97 297 1.19 1.19 0.59 0.59
®epma B/Farm B - 200
Wszomatn | 11 | 26.19 | 7 | 16.66 | 5 | 1191 | 10 | 2381 | 3 | 7.14 | 3 | 7.14 |2 | 476 | 1| 2.39
Isolates
42 5.50 3.30 2.50 5.00 1.50 1.50 1.00 0.50
®epma C/Farm C - 114
Wsomatn | 23 | 37.09 | 13 | 2097 | 6 | 968 | 4 | 645 | 2 | 323 | 14| 2258 | - - - -
Isolates
62 20.17 11.40 5.26 3.50 1.75 12.28
®epma D/Farm D - 141
Wzonmatn | 7 | 17.08 | 14 | 3414 |5 | 1220 |2 | 4.87 51220 | 7 | 17.08 | - - 1| 243
Isolates
41 4.96 9.92 3.54 1.41 3.54 4.96 0.70
Oo6mo/Total - 623
Wzomatn | 43 | 26.38 |39 | 2392 |16 (982 |9 |552 |24 |1472 26| 1596 |3 | 184 |3 | 1.84
Isolates
163 6.90 6.26 2.56 1.44 3.85 4.17 0.48 0.48

BUTE MH(MEKIMH, KOJOHU3UPAHETO U PacTexa Ha
S. agalactiae B nuikoBYsI KaHAII. 32 OTCHCTBUETO
Ha TO3H OaKkTepHuaeH BU B mpoduTe oT dpepma A
BEPOSTHO MPHUYMHUTE Ca KOMIUICKCHU — CUCTEM-
HUST MACTUTECH KOHTPOJI U TOBA, Y€ JIOCHETO B JI0-
WIIHATA 3aJ1a Ch37aBa YCIOBHS 32 100pPO M3MHUBA-
HE ¥ TOZICyIIaBaHE Ha MJIEYHATA XKJIe3a ChC CyXa
candertka. 3a pexyuupaneTo Ha S. agalactiae, St.

aureus u C. bovis pemasany GpaxTop € mpuiara-
Heto Ha nesuHpeknus crnex goenero (Fox and
Gay, 1993; Leslie et al., 1995). [Ipu cpaBHsiBa-
HE Ha DPE3yATaTUTE 3a Pa3MpOCTPAHEHUETO Ha S.
agalactiae cipsimo u3onarure 3a pepmu B, Cu D
(cvc u 6e3 ne3uH(peKIus Ha MAMWINATE CIIEH J10e-
He) (CTOMHOCTH, KOUTO ca TBHPJIE OJU3KH) Ce yC-
TAHOBSBA, Y€ CAMO TO3H €JIEMEHT OT MPOrpaMuUTe
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3a KOHTPOJI HA MAaCTUTUTE HE € JIOCTaThu€H caM
no cebe cu. ToBa ce MOTBBbpPXK/ABA M OT U3CIE-
BanusTa Ha Wilson and Kingwill (1995), kouto
npuiarar 1e3uH(eKIrs Ha NanuinTe cies T10eHe
U Tepamnus Ipe3 CyXOCTOWHHS MepHoJl 3a TPUTO-
JUILIEH TepUo, HO T3 MEPKH He ca JOBENIU 0
penyuupaneTo Ha S. agalactiae ¥ ce HaJIOXKUIIO
W3BBPIIBAHETO HA T.H. ,,blitz-therapy”.

Hue cmsaTame, ye OTCHCTBHETO Ha M30IaT S.
agalactiae BB epMa A ce ABIKH KaKTO Ha T0-
COYCHHTE JOTYK MPAKTHKH, TAaKa U HA TEXHOJIOTH-
ATa Ha OTIVICXKJIAHE U TIO-MAJIKUS OpOi >KUBOTHH
capsiMo apyrute Tpu depmu. Haii-uecto uzonu-
paHuAT OakTepuaneH BUA S. aureus uMa pasiu-
YeH [T B U3CJICABAHUTE OT HAC pepMH, KOETO ce
00SICHSIBA C pa3IMUYHUTE MEPKH, 3aJIETHAIN B TIPO-
rpaMUTE 32 KOHTPOJI HA MACTUTHUTE 32 BCSAKA €THA
¢depma (Smith and Hogan, 1995).

[Tpu mpoBeneHoTO OT HAc OOclenBaHe ce yc-
TaHOBH, Y€ TOJIsIMa 4acT OoT m3onarute Ha CNS u
C. bovis mpeqU3BUKBAT YMEPEHU Bb3MAIUTEIHU
IpOIIECH Ha MJICYHATa KJe3a C He TOJSIMO MOBH-
IHIeHHE Ha OpOs HA COMAaTHYHUTE KIETKH, KOETO B
CBHOTBETCTBUE C pe3yaTaTuTe, chooieHu ot Katic
et al. (2003).

[Tpunaranero na BMT no3BonsiBa ga Ob1at OT-
KPHUTH TOJISIM MIPOLIEHT OT BB3MAJIICHUSTA, IPEIN3-
BUKaHU OT S. uberis u S. dysgalactiae. Te3u Oak-
TEPHUH PETU3BUKBAT YYBCTBUTEIIHO MOBUIIIABAHE
HA COMAaTUYHUTE KJIETKH B MJISIKOTO B CPAaBHEHHE
¢ CNS u C. bovis, ceorBetro 138x10° 1 105 x10° /ml
(Djarbi et al., 2002; Schepers et al., 1997). B
HeOnaromonyyau GepMu, ¢ Orjie]] CliecTsBaHe Ha
CpeAcTBa 3a TojsiM Opoil 1abopaTopHU U3CIE-
BaHUSl W TpEANpHeMaHe Ha CIEIIHU CaHWpPAIld
NPAKTHKH, u3non3BaHero Ha BMT e ynauno. 3a
OTIpeJieNIIHE Ha 3/IpaBHMUSA CTATyC Ha MJIEYHATa
&KJle3a, B T.4. Pa3NpPOCTPAHEHUETO Ha CyOKIH-
HUYHHS MACTUT B JaJieHa epMa, € HATOXKUTEITHO
Jla ce M3BBPIIBAT Ja0OpaTOpHU HM3CIICABAHUS HA
MiiedHd Tipoou oT MuHUMYM 10-15% oTr obmius
Opoii TaKTHUpaI KpaBy.

Cnopen uzcnenanusita Ha Djarbi et al. (2002)
OpOsIT HA COMAaTUYHUTE KJIICTKH IIPH HHTpaMaMap-
HUTE WHQEKUUH, NMPUUUHEHU OT S. aureus € >

300x10°/ml musiko. Kato ce uma npenBua u3uc-
kBaausTa Ha NMC (1999) 3a nedunupane Ha cy-
OKJIMHUYHUS MAaCTHUT NpuU Opoi Ha COMAaTHUYHHUTE
KiIeTku > 250x10%/ml MHOTO MHTpaMaMapHU WH-
dexun, npenussuksanu ot C. bovis u CNS HiAMa
na ObIaT OTKpUTH upe3 m3cnensanusi ¢ bBMT u
penuiia 3a00Jenu YETBBPTUHHU Ie ObaaT mpo-
nycHatu (Beandeau et al., 2002; Zecconi and
Piccinini, 2002).

[Tpu ananu3upaHe Ha MOIYYEHUTE PE3yNTATH
OT oOclieZIBaHUATA HA MJICUHU (epMH 3a CHCTO-
SHUETO Ha MJIEYHATa jkje3a Ce YCTaHOBSBA OI-
pelesieH MpOLEHT OT MpoOWTe, HEMOKa3BallH
pa3BuTHE Ha OAaKTEpHH, BHIIPEKH YCTAaHOBEHUTE
Ipea TOBAa MPOMEHHU B Ka4eCTBOTO HA MIICUHUS
CEKpeT WJIM MOBUIIEH OpOoil Ha COMAaTHYHU KJIeT-
ku. Cnopen Philpot and Nickerson (1997) uecto
IpY MUKPOOHOJIOTUYHOTO M3CJIEBAHE HA MJed-
HU MIpoOU ce ycTaHoBsBa, ye mpu okoio 30% ot
KpaBHUTE C KIIMHUYHU CITy4aud Ha MACTHUT WUJIH C BU-
COK Opo¥i COMAaTHUHU KIECTKH PE3YIATAThT € ,,HAMA
paszsumue’, KOETO ce OIpeens Kato mpoda ,,0e3
HaxoOoka”. ABTopuTe, Ha 0a3ara Ha CBOUTE MPO-
y4BaHUs, MOIYEPTABAT, Y€ MPH XPOHUUYHUTE KO-
muGopMHU HH(pEKIUU OposT Ha OaKTepuuTe B
MJISIKOTO CHIaJIaT MO/ OTIPEISIICHUS IUMHUT 3a KyJI-
TUBUpPAHE Ype3 pyTUHHUTE METOIUKH, IPUIaraHu
B 1aboparopuute. B pyru cirydan € HEBb3MOKHO
Jla ce OoIpenenu Cnenu(GUIHUAT TUI Ha MHKPO-
opranusmure, Hanpumep Mycoplasma u3uckBa
cnieun(pUIHN METOIU Ha KyITHBUPAHE.

B craza, kbIeTO KIMHUYHNUTE Bb3MaJICHHs, TTPHU-
YUHEHU OT KOMM(GOPMHH OaKTEepUH ca pa3npocTpa-
HEHH, PE3YITaThT ,,0€3 HAX00Ka’ OOUKHOBEHO € Ol
B nopsirbka Ha 30% - 50%. KomudopmauTe Gaxre-
pUH ce OTCTpaHsBaT OT MJICYHATa XKJie3a pu 100pa
XxurueHa u u3nosisane 3a 8-12 h. Ilpu nBykparHO
JIOCHe, ako MH(eEKIuMATa ce pa3BHe CKOpO Clell J0-
€HETO, TO MIPH CJIEJIBAIIOTO JOCHE MOXE J[a CE yCTa-
HOBSIT CaMO OTJIETHU OaKTepUM M Kpapara Ja Obie
otnagHana (bomxa). Crazara ¢ TPUKPATHO WM ye-
THUPHUKPATHO JTOEHE MOTraT Jla UMaT HUCHK MPOIEHT
Ha npobute ,,0e3 Haxonka” 3a KomuopMHH OakTe-
PHH TIOPaJM KBbCHTE WHTEPBATM MEKITY OTIEITHHTE
noenus (Jones, 1990; Hess et al., 2002).
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[Tpu xpoHUYHHUTE MHPEKUUU, TPUIMHEHHU OT
S. aureus MoONy4aBaHETO HAa €IUHUYHH MPOOH OT
YEeTBbPTUHUTE BOJIU A0 ompezensHe Ha 25% ot
ChIlleCTByBaIIUTe Bh3najaeHus. Koraro ca momy-
YaBaHM JBE IMPOOH OT JIBE MOCIEA0BAaTEeNIHU J10-
eHera camo 6% ot nHpexuuuTe Morar aa Obaar
NPONyCHATH, a NPU TPUKPATHOTO B3E€MaHE Ha
poOu HamMalIABaT pe3yaTaTuTe, ONpeesieHn KaTo
,,0e3 Haxoaka” camo Ha 2%. Tounu pesynratu ca
MOJTy4yaBaHU, KOraTo MJEYHUTE MpoOu ca B3ema-
HU B MOMEHTAa Ha HacullaHe ¢ 0akTepuu 1 OposT
UM € OWJI J10CTaThueH 3a OIpelessHe upe3 py-
TUHHUTE 1TaboparopHu TexHuku (Berry, 2002).

3a na HsAMa ToJiAM TPOLIEHT pe3yiTatu ,,0e3
HaxoJKka” € HeoOXOAMMO IMOJIy4eHHTE Mpodu na
ce TPaHCIOPTHPAT CBOEBpeMeHHO (4-6 h B nem)
WIM Ja C€ ChXPaHsBaT MPAaBUIHO MPH XJIAIWIHU
ycnosus. [Ipu npecroit 3a moseye ot 24 h mueu-
HUTE MpoOu TpsAOBa /1a ce 3aMpas3sBaT U ChbXpaHsi-
BaT IIPU IOCTOSIHHA Temieparypa. Te3u ycioBus
ca 0COOEHO Ba)KHU 3a KOJU(OPMHUTE OaKTEpHH,
HO HE U BbB BCHYKH CJIy4yau IIPU ONpejessiHe Ha
cTa(UIOKOKUTE U CTPENTOKOKHUTE.

W3BOJIN

3a omnpenensHe pa3pOCTPAHEHUETO Ha CyOKIIN-
HUYHUTE MAcCTUTH B JaJieHa (epMma, € HAIOXKH-
TEJIHO Jla C€ U3BBpIIBAT u3cieaBanus Ha 15% ot
001rs Opoil TaKTHpAIIX KPaBH.

[Ipunaranero Ha bbp3 mactuten tect (bMT)
M03BOJISIBA /1a OBJAT OTKPUTH TOJISIM IPOLIEHT OT
BB3MAJCHUATA, IPEIU3BUKaHU OT S. uberis u S.

dysgalactiae, Ho He n Te3u ¢ npuunHutenu C.
bovis u CNS.

Haii-uecto n3onupanusT GakrepualieH BUA S.
aureus Ma pa3jauyeH JsUl B U3cienBaHUTE (ep-
MU U € B 3aBUCUMOCT OT IPWJIATaHUTE NIPOTPaMHU
3a KOHTPOJI HA MaCTUTUTE BbB (hEepPMHUTE.

CTpUKTHMAT U peryiasipeH KOHTPOJ Ha JOWJ-
HaTa cUcTeMa He 0OKa3Ba 3HAYMMO BIUSHUE BbPXY
YecToTara Ha IMPOSIBICHUE Ha CIly4auTe ChC Ce-
KPETOPHO pa3CTPOMCTBO.
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DISTRIBUTION OF THE UDDER INFLAMATIONS AT DAIRY FARMS

N. Vasilev, Tch. Miteva*®, J. Mitev*, Zh. Gergovska*, T. Penev* M. Koleva
Thrakia University, Faculty of Veterinary medicine — Stara Zagora
* Thrakia University, Agricultural Faculty — Stara Zagora

SUMMARY

The inflammation of udder of dairy cows are serious problem in modern dairy farming, in which
dairy farmers and researchers continue to work to limit their spread. The study was conducted in four
dairy cattle farms (A, B, C, D), raising cows of Holstein-Frisian breed (imports and their offspring).
The technology of animal’s rearing at farm A and B is free and in the farms C and D - tied. Milking the
cows from farm A is performed in the milking room Alfa Laval 2x4 herringbone, and the remaining
three farms through pipeline milking machine. Milk samples from udder quarters reacted with ++ and
+++ pluses (increased somatic cell count) at California mastitis test (CMT) were taken for microbio-
logical investigation. In the study are included 157 dairy cows (623 udder quarters) from first to fifth
lactation, with average annual milk yield of 5500-6500 liter and to the 150-th day of lactation. The
lowest share of mastitis was determined for the dairy farm A (22%), followed by farm B (26%), farm
D (43,3%) and farm C (60,5%). For the distribution of intramammary infection’s (subclinical mastitis,
latent infection and clinical mastitis) was established that their level in the Farm A (10.11%) is statisti-
cally significant (P<0.03) compare to Farm B (18%), and Farm D (29.1%) compare to Farm C (50%)
statistically significant at p < 0.001. The highest relative share in the investigated quarters was estab-
lished for the S. aureus (6.90% and 26.38%), followed by Coagulase negative staphylococci (6.26%
and 23.92%); C. bovis (4.17% and 15.96%); S. uberis (3.85% and 14.72%); S. agalactiae (2.56% and
9.82%); and for S. dysgalactiae (1.44% and 5.52%).

Key words: dairy cows, CMT, clinical and subclinical mastitis, S. aureus, CNS



