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KAYECTBO HA ) KHUBOTUHCKATA ITPOAYKIUA

MMPOYYBAHE BbPXY TEXHOJJOTMUHUTE CBOMCTBA
HA CTOKOBH HAPTU/U BbJIHEHU JIEHTH

JIMUMUTBP ITIAHAIOTOB
Tpakuiicku yHuBepcuteT, ArpapeH ¢akynret — Crapa 3aropa

BbpxXy KauecTBOTO U CTOMHOCTTA HA BhIIHEHU-
T€ JICHTH, KOMTO MOCTBIIBAT 3a MpepaboTka B TEK-
CTHJIHUTE MPEANPUITHS BIUSHUE OKa3BaT peaulia
TEXHOJIOTUYHU TIOKA3aTeNH, 10 BAXKHUTE OT KOUTO
ca: HexHOCT ((huHeC), U3PaBHEHOCT Ha BIIAKHA-
Ta 1mo aedenuHa, kKoMpopT GakTop, U3BUTOCT HA
BJIaKHATa, MPeINIHA HeXHOCT, IbKUHA, 3/IpaBH-
Ha, IBAT 1 yucToTa (Anderson et al., 2009).

Hexnoctra (duHechT) Ha BbIIHATA, TIPE/ICTa-
BEHA Ype3 CPEeIHUS JTUAMEThpP Ha ChCTABSIIUTE 5
BJIaKHA, € Hali-Ba)KHUAT IOKa3aTell, OMpeIesiil
Ka4eCTBOTO M CTOWHOCTTa Ha BbiHaTa (Lee et
al., 2001; Edriss et al., 2007; Kelly et al., 2007;
Rowe, 2010). Criopen Warn et al., (2006), Cottle
(2010) muameThpBHT Ha BIAKHATa BHB BHIHATA €
WHIMKATOP 3a HEXKHOCTTAa Ha MpexkJara, KOSTO
MoOXe Ja ObJie M3Mpe/eHa OT Hes W BIuse Mps-
KO BBPXY KOJHUYECTBOTO (TEIIOTO) BBJIHA, KOSTO
MOXKe J1a TPEeMUHE MIPe3 MAIIMHUTE 3a OIpe/IesieH
nepuosi ot Bpeme. OT Mo-HeXHUTE BBJIHU (C IMO-
MaJbK JMAMEThp Ha BJIaKHATa) mMorar ja Obaar
MOJYYEHH TMPEXKIU, OT KOUTO Jia ce MPOM3Beaar
IaTOBE, XapaKTEPU3UPALIH C€ C YHUKAIHH CBOIi-
cTBa (TIO-HUCKO TEINIO0, MEKOTa U HU3KIIOYUTEITHO
ycelllaHe Ipu JOMUpP U HOCEHE), KOUTO TH MPaBsT
MOJXOSIIHN 32 TMPOU3BOACTBO Ha BUCOKO KayecT-
BEHH JIYKCO3HU 00Jieksa u aptukynau (Warn et al.,
2006;. Cottle, 2010; Rowe, 2010).

W3paBHeHOCTTA Ha BIIaKHATA MO Je0eIHa ChII0
€ OT CHIIECTBEHO 3HAYEHHE 32 Ka9YeCTBOTO Ha BbII-

Hara OT JajieHa NmapTuaa. BeiaHuTe ¢ mo-Maiko Ba-
pHpaHe B AUaMeThpa Ha BlIaKHaTa — C MO-HUCHK Ba-
puaioHeH koeduuueHt C, ca ¢ MO-BUCOKA IIeHa
(popMupaHa BKIIFOYUTEITHO M OT J0OABKaTa Ha OIl-
peneneHy MPeMUH 3a TOBa) U € TIO-TOJIIMO ThpCeHe
Ha ma3zapa (Aylan-Parker and McGregor, 2002;
Snowder, 1992; Edriss et al., 2007).

[lanennara AbHKMHA HA BIAKHATA CHILIO € OTI-
penensiir (akTop 3a KaueCTBOTO M CTOMHOCTTA Ha
BeiHata (Edriss et al., 2007; Valera et al., 2009;
Gillespie and Flanders, 2010). To3u noka3zaren
€ MPSKO CBBbpP3aH KAKTO C TUIA HAa U3pabOTBaHU-
T€ IJIaTOBE, Taka U C MPOTUYAHETO Ha TEXHOJIO-
THYHUS Tpoliec. BeiaHuTe ¢ mo-roisiMa mianeinHa
IBIDKMHA ca MO-TIPEANOYUTaHH OT ThPrOBIUTE U
MIPOU3BOJIUTENINTE, Thil KaTO MpH TAX ce Halmo-
JlaBa TEHJCHIIMSA 3a MO-JIECHO MpeieHe, C Mo-MaJ-
KO MHIU/ICHTHH CIIMPaHUs Ha MAIIMHUTE, KOETO B
KpaiiHa cMeTKa BOJH /10 TOJTy4YaBaHe Ha TIOBEYE U
MO-3[[paBa Mpexk/ia B CPaBHEHHUE C BhJIHUTE, KOUTO
ca ¢ mo-Majka miarnenHa abpbkuHa (Angel et al.,
1990; Wood, 2003; Edriss et al., 2007).

Komdopt dakropsT (CF) e cpaBHUTETHO HOB
rokasares, KOWTO Mpe3 MOCIeHUTEe TOIUHHU BCe
M0-YECTO CE€ M3IO0JI3BA 32 XapaKTepUCTHKA Ha Me-
puHOCOBHTE BBJIHM. B mpoyuBanusita cu Naylor
(2010), Rogers and Schlinnk (2010), Tester
(2010) ycraHnoBsiBat, 4e BIaKHATA C JUAMETHP T10-
MaabK OT 30 pm (KOMTO HEM3MEHHO CThpUaT OT
IJIATOBETE) HE JPA3HAT KOXKaTa U He MpeIu3BUK-
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BaT HeNpUATHU ycemanus. [lopaau Tasu npuunHa
OrpaHMYaBaHETO Ha MO-TpyOute BrnakHa (Hazx 30
um) mo 5% ocurypsiBa HeoOXomumusi KOMGOPT
U TIOBUILIABA CTOWHOCTTa M NPOJABaEMOCTTa Ha
npoaykra (Naylor et al., 1995; Greeff, 2006;
Rogers and Schlinnk, 2010). CnenoBarenno, 30
Um € ONpeessoTo IPAaHUYHO HUBO 3a KoM(pop-
Ta, a MPOLICHTHT HA BIIAKHATA C AUAMETHP MO-Ma-
JTBK OT Ta3M rpaHuIa ce Hapuya KoMpopT phakTop
(Naylor et al., 1995; Holst et al., 1997; Wood,
2003; Malau-Aduli and Deng Akuoch, 2010).
MHoro 4ecTo npu XapakTeprCcTHUKa Ha BhJIHATA CE
U3II0J13Ba U IIPOTHUBOTIONIOKHUAT HA KoM(DopT ak-
TOpa mokasareln, HapedeH ,prickle factor” (PF),
KOMTO MpeCTaBiIsIBa POLIEHTA Ha BIaKHATA C JTU-
amersp Haja 30 um (Bardsley, 1994; Baxter and
Cottle, 1997; Wood, 2003).

[maBHata men Ha HacTosmiara pas3paboTka
Oemre 1a ce Mpoy4yaT OCHOBHUTE TEXHOJIOTWYHU
CBOWCTBAa Ha CTOKOBM MAPTHUIM BBIHEHU JICHTH,
npousseieHy B ,,Konxuna — CniuBen” AJ|

MATEPHUAJI 1 METOIU

3a U3IIBJIHEHKE Ha ITOCTaBeHara e, npe3 2010
ronuHa B ,,Konxuna — Cnusen” AJ] 6sixa HarpaBe-
HU TIPOYYBAHUS BHPXY OCHOBHUTE TEXHOJOTUYHU
CBOMCTBa HAa § CTOKOBM MAapPTHUJIM BBJIIHEHU JICHTU
¢ 00mo Termo 33 138 kg, mpousBeneHn OT ThHKA
(MepuHOCOBa) BbJIHA.

[TbpBuuHara mpepaboTKa Ha BhJIHATA (COPTH-
paHe W MpaHe), KaKTO W pa3BiayBaHETO U (op-
MHUPAHETO Ha BBIHEHHUTE JICHTU OsXa MpPOBEICHU
B MPOM3BOZACTBEHHU YCIIOBUS 110 ChILECTBYBallara
TEXHOJIOT WS, TPUJIaraHa B MPEANPUATHETO.

Ha Bcuuku npoy4yBaHu MapTUIN BIHCHU JICH-
TH 051Xa OTIPEICIICHH CIICHUTE TEXHOJIOTMYHH T10-
KazaTelu:

1. BnaxHocT Ha BbaHara, %;

2. CpappkaHue Ha OCTaTbuyHA Ma3HUHA (Mac-
neHocr), %;

3. CpabprkaHue Ha PaCTUTENIHU IpUMecH, %;

4. Hexnocr (¢punec), um (ompenenena ¢ Jla-
HUMETBD);

5. IbmxuHa Ha BhyiHATa (onpeneseHa ¢ ['pede-
HEH aHaJIU3arop);

- CpenHo mpeTterieHa JAbDKMHA HA BIIAKHATA,
mim;

- CbbprkaHue Ha KbCH BIaKHA (OTHOCUTEITHU-
AT 151 Ha BJIAKHATA C ABJDKUHA 107 35 mm);

- ba3a (OTHOCHTEHUAT AT Ha BIIAKHATA C TIpe-
oOnasiaBaia aAbHKUHA — OT 35 10 75 mm).

[TocouenuTe wm3cnenBaHusi Osixa TPOBEICHU B
naboparopusita Ha ,,Komxuma — Crnusen” A/l upes
M3MO0JI3BaHE HAa CTAaHJAPTHHUTE KIIACUYECKH METOJIH.

[Tonydenute pesynrard OT TMPOBEACHUTE H3-
crnenBaHus Osixa 0OpaOOTEeHM BapUAIMOHHOCTA-
TUCTUYECKH C IPOrpaMHUs MakeT ,,Statistica for
Windows”.

PE3VIITATN 1 ObCBHXIAHE

B Tabn. 1 ca orpaseHu pe3yaTarure OT MPO-
BE/ICHUTE W3CJIEJBAHUS Ha BIIAXKHOCTTA, ChIbp-
JKQHWETO Ha OCTAaThYHA Ma3HMHA M PACTUTEITHH
NPUMECH B IPOYYBAHUTE BHITHEHU JICHTHU. [laHHU-
TE MOKa3Bar, e cpeHaTa BIa)KHOCT Ha BbJIHATA €
16.62%, xato BapupaHeTO i pU OTIEIHUTE Hap-
Tuau € B rpanuure ot 15.02 no 17.56%. Cpenno-
TO ChABPKAaHHME HA OCTAThUHA Ma3HHUHA B JICHTUTE
e 0.60%, xaro mpu MOYTH BCUYKH HApTHAN CTON-
HocTUTe Bapupar B rpanunute Ha 0.60 — 0.64%.

Camo naptuga Ne 0110, kosiTo € ¢ Hali-HHUCKA
BJII&XXHOCT € M ChC CPAaBHHUTEIHO HAN-HUCKO Ch-
J'bp’kaHue Ha octarbuHa MazHuHa — 0.52%. Cb-
JbP)KaHUETO Ha PACTUTEITHHU IMPUMECH IPHU IIECT
OT MPOYYBAHUTE MAPTUM € €AHAKBO, CbC CTOMHO-
ctu  0.01%. He3nauntenHo mo-BUCOKM ca CTOM-
HOCTHUTE Ha TO3H 1okasaren rnpu naptuaun Ne 0110
u Ne 0710, cvorBetHo — 0.03 u 0.08%. [laptuna
No 0710 ce oinyaBa cbC CPAaBHUTEIIHO HAM-BUCO-
Ka BJIQKHOCT U Hal-BHCOKO ChIbp)KaHUE Ha pac-
TUTETTHU IPUMECH.

Cpennara nebenvHa Ha BaKHaTa MU BbIIHE-
HUTE JIEHTH € 23,85 um, Kato BapupaHeTo MpH OT-
JIeTHUTE TapTHIH B paMKuTe Ha 2.39 um. (Tabm. 2)
Cbc cpaBHUTEIHO Ha- HEXKHA BhIHA (22.91 pm)
e mapruga Ne 0210, kodto e enuHCTBEHATa ¢ 64-
To KauecTBO Mo bpandopackara xmacuduxanus.
Cpennure CTOMHOCTH Ha BCHUYKHU JIPYTH MapTUAN
ca B rpaHunmre Ha 60-T0 KauecTBO M Bapupar —
ot 23.32 no 24.38 um. Ha nonmuara rpanuna Ha
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Tabnuua 1 BiaaxkHOCT, ChABbP:KaAaHME HA OCTATHYHA MA3HHHA U PACTUTEHM NIpeMecH BbB BbJIHe-

HUTE JIEHTH

Table 1 Moisture, content of fat and vegetable matters in the wool roving batches

Brnaxnoct, % COM, % CPII, %
[aprina /Batch Moisture Fatness Vegetable matters

o bJIC 17% 0.5-1.2% 0.8—1.4%
Ne 0110 15.02 0.52 0.03
Ne 0210 16.64 0.62 0.01
Ne 0310 17.18 0.64 0.01
Ne 0410 17.00 0.60 0.01
Ne 0510 16.99 0.60 0.01
Ne 0610 15.14 0.60 0.01
Ne 0710 17.56 0.62 0.08
Ne 0810 17.42 0.62 0.01
Cpenno / Mean 16.62 0.60 0.02

Tabnuna 2. He;kHOCT Ha BbJHATA BbB BbJIHEHHUTE JI€HTH
Table 2. Fineness of the wool in the wool roving batches

Mapriza /Batch brana xSk soo o D -
Ne 0110 341 23.90 £ 0.247 5.800 24.26 15.84
Ne 0210 429 22.91 +£0.160 5.110  23.29 7.46
Ne 0310 478 23.38 £ 1.087 5.620  24.07 11.30
Ne 0410 438 23.64 £ 0.535 5.600 23.69 10.73
Ne 0510 541 25.30 £ 0.526 6.120  24.19 18.30
Ne 0610 584 23.94 + 0.609 5.610 2343 11.82
Ne 0710 528 24.38 +0.099 6.210 2547 17.23
Ne 0810 590 23.32+0.042 4380 18.78 6.95
Cpenno / Mean 491 23.85+5.556 5.556 2340 12.45

58-mo0 kauectBo € maprtuaa Ne 0510 cbe cpenna
nebenuHa Ha BiIakHaTta — 25.30 pm.
BapuaunoHHUsIT Koe(hUIIMEHT, KOHUTO € MoKa3a-
TEJl 32 U3PABHEHOCTTA Ha BIIAKHATA 10 AeOennHa
Bapupa B CPABHUTEIHO TECHU TpaHULIU — OT 23.29
1o 25.47% npu otaennute napruau. Ilocouenu-
T€ CTOMHOCTH Ca B TPAHUIUTE HA M3MCKBAHUATA
Ha BJIC- 24-26% 3a 1031 THII BHJIHUA. 3HAYUTEITHO
MO/I TTOCOYCHHUTE M3UCKBAHUS € BAPHALMOHHHST

koedurmeHT Ha maptuga Ne 0810 — 18.78%. Cnb-
mraTa mapruaa € u € Hall-HUCHK OTHOCHUTEICH JSIT
Ha BiIakHarta ¢ nedennna Hajx 30 pm — 6.95%. [pu
JIPYTUTE MAPTUIN — C HA-HUCKO ChIbPKaHUE HA
BJIaKHA C HaJl MocoveHara edenuHa e mapruaa No
0210 — 7.46%, a npu ocTaHaguTe NapTHUAN CTOMN-
HOCTUTE Ha TO3M TOKAa3aTel JABYKPaTHO M TPH-
KpaTHO MPEBb3X0XK1AT U3UCKBaHUATA OT 5%.
Cpenno mperernieHara IBbJDKMHA Ha BBJIHATA
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Tabnuia 3. CpeaHo npereriieHa Ib/JKHHA HA BbJIHATA, ChAbP/KaHUe HA KbCH BJIaKHa U 0a3a BbB

BBLJIHCHUTE JICHTH

Table 3. Mean weighted length, contents of short fibers and base in the wool roving batches

Cpenno npetersieHa

CopabpikaHue Ha KbCH

o baza, %
[Taptuna /Batch JIDICHEE, T BIIAKHA, %o Base
Mean weighted length Contents of short fibers

Ne 0110 69.99 17.41 57.44
Ne 0210 64.96 20.57 61.56
Ne 0310 63.74 21.23 61.21
Ne 0410 51.73 25.19 57.86
Ne 0510 60.00 18.06 58.14
Ne 0610 65.21 23.55

Ne 0710 60.45 26.12 58.18
Ne 0810 64.77 24 .41

Cpenno / Mean 62.61 22.07 59.07

B 7 OT pOyYBaHHUTE NAPTHIN BHIHEHU JICHTH € C
MHOTO JI0OpY CTOMHOCTH W Bapupa B TPAHUIIUTE
ot 60.00 1o 69.99 mm (tabn. 3). Camo maptuaa
No 0410 e cbc cpaBHUTEIIHO TO-HUCKA CTOMHOCT
— 51.73 mm, KoSTO € Ha rpaHHIaTa MEXKIY KaM-
rapHara u mipaiixrapaara BbiaHa. CbIbpiKaHHETO
Ha KbCU BJIAKHA MIPU OTACITHUTE MAPTUIH CE JIBU-
*u B pamkute Ha 8.71% - ot 17.41 no 26.12%.
C Hali-HMCKM CTOMHOCTHUTE MO TO3M MOKa3aTell ca
naptuaa Ne 0110, kosATo € ¢ Hail-ronsiMa cpegHO
nperemieHa AbpkrHa M napruga Ne 0510. Ilpu
ocTaHajuTe 6 mapTuau ctoiiHocTute ca Haja 20%.
Cpennara cTOMHOCT Ha 06a3ara npu U3CJIEIBAaHUTE
neHTH e 59.07%, kaTo BapupaHeTo MpH TO3M MOKa-
3arell € B CPaBHUTEIHO TECHU IpaHuLy — oT 57.44
10 61.56 %.

13BOJIU

BrnakHocTTa Ha BRJIHATA B IPOYYBAHUTE BhJIHE-
HU JIeHTH Bapupa ot 15.02 mo 17.56%, chabpxa-
HHMETO Ha ocTarbyHa MasHuHa — oT 0.52 10 0.64%,
a Ha pacturenHu npumec — ot 0.01 1o 0.08%.

Cpennara nebenvHa Ha BaKHaTa MpHU BbIIHE-
HuTe JieHTU € 23.85 um. Cbhc CpaBHUTEIHO Haii-
HeXHa BbhJIHA (22.91 um) e mapruga Ne 0210, xo-

ATO € eqUHCTBeHara ¢ 64-to kauectBo. CpeaHuTe
CTOMHOCTU Ha BCUYKH JPYI'M MapTHIU ca B Ipa-
Hunute Ha 60-To kauecTBO, a Ha maptuga Ne 0510
- Ha JIoJIHATa rpaHulia Ha 58-MO KayecTBo.

C Haii-100pa M3paBHEHOCT MO JeOerHa Ha
BiakHara € naptuzaa Ne 0810, ymiito Bapuauuno-
HeH KoeduuueHT e 18.78%. Criara naptusaa e u
C Hall-HUCHK OTHOCHTEJIEH JIsU1 Ha BJIaKHATa C Je-
6enuna Haja 30 pm — 6.95%.

[Ipu mect oT u3cneaBaHUTE NAPTUIU CTONHO-
CTUTE Ha IOKa3aresl ,,BlaKHaTa ¢ AMAMEThbp HaJl
30 um” ABYKpaTHO M TPUKPATHO MPEBB3XOXKAAT
M3HCKBaHUATA OT 5%

CpenHo mpererieHaTa IbJKMHA Ha BBbJIHATA
B 7 OT IpOy4YBAaHWUTE MAPTUIAN BHIHEHU JIEHTHU €
C MHOIo J100pH CTOMHOCTH, B rpanuiure 60.45
- 69.99 mm. CbabpkaHMETO HAa KbCH BJIaKHA
IIPU OTJAEIHMUTE MapTUIU ce ABMXH oT 17.41 no
26.12%, a cpenHuTe CTOMHOCTH Ha 0a3ara — OT
57.44 no 61.56%.
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INVESTIGATION ON TECHNOLOGICAL FEATURES
OF WOOL ROVING STOCK BATCHES

D. Panayotov
Thrakia University, Agricultural Faculty - Stara Zagora

SUMMARY

The study was performed on 8 stock wool roving batches with a total weight of 33,138 kg, produced
from Merino wool at the wool textile enterprise Kolhida-Sliven LTD.

The initial processing of wool (sorting and washing), the carding and wool roving making are done
according to the existing technology in the enterprise.

The following technological parameters were determined in all wool roving batches: moisture, re-
sidual fat, vegetable matter; fineness and length.

It was found out that the moisture content of studied wool roving ranged between 15.02 and 17.56%,
the residual fact content — from 0.52 to 0.64%, and vegetable matter — from 0.01 to 0.08%.

The average fineness of fibres was 23.85 um. Batch No. 0210 was the finest (22.91 um) and the only
one compliant to Bradford grade 64s. The mean values of the other batches corresponded to grade 60s,
whereas batch No 0510 was at the low limit of grade 58s. The best uniformity of fibres was exhibited by
batch No. 0810, with coefficient of variation 18.78%. The same batch had also the lowest relative share
of fibres with thickness over 30 um — 6.95%.

The mean weighted lengths of wool in seven batches of wool roving ranged within 60.45-69.99 mm.
The short fibre content in the different batches varied from 17.41 to 26.12%, whereas the mean base
values — between 57.44 and 61.56%.

Key words: wool; wool roving, technological features



