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Pe3rome

Ienta Ha mpoyuBaHeTo Oelle a ce u3cieIBaT OCHOBHUTE MHKYOAIIMOHHH XapaKTePUCTUKU MIPU
4eTHpHU OBJITapcKu MOPOIU KOKOUIKH, Mpousnu3aiiu ot FOrozamanna bearapus — Ponoricka mapena
kokomika (RPCh), bearapcku nesen (BL), FOrozananno-0snrapcka kokomika (SWBCh) u Crpymcka
kokorika (SCh). bsixa u3mos3Banu pa3nionHu SHIa, TPEJOCTABEHU OT JTOOUTENN MITHIIEBBIH, KAKTO
cienBa: 276 6post ot RPCh, 366 6post ot BL, 254 6post or SWBCh u 180 6post ot SCh. Cpennara
Maca Ha pa3IuIogHuTe sifia Oeme Haii-Bucoka npu rpyna BL (58,02+5,58 g) u Haii-HuCcKa pH rpymna
SWBCh (52,29+3,62 g). OT4eTeHUTE CPEIHN CTOMHOCTH IO OTHOIICHHE MHJCKC Ha (hopmara Bapu-
paxa mexay 73,92+2,95% (SCh) u 78,3243,29% (RPCh). C Hali-BUCOKM CTOMHOCTHU IO TPHU3HAKA
monuMocT ce otinudaaiie rpymnara RPCh, crorBeTHO 84,06% 0T 3apenenute siina u 86,23% ot on-
noaenute. Hali-nebnaronpusiTHU pe3yaTaTH M0 OTHOIIEHHUE JIFOITMMOCTTA 0s1Xa OTYETEHH MPH MOPO-
nata SCh, cporBeTHO 61,11% TrOMMMOCT OT 3apeneHuTe sina u 76,67% MOMUMOCT OT OILJIOJCHHUTE.
OcTananure /1B MOPOJIU MMOKa3axa MEXJAMHHU CTOMHOCTHU 10 OTHOILIEHUE Ha MpPU3HAKA JIIOMHUMOCT
OT 3apelieHuTe siiia, cboTBETHO 75,41% nipu LB u 79,53% npu SWBCh. Haii-Bucok 15171 Ha Heorio-
nenure siina oeme orueteH npu SCh (15,56%), a Hait-uucwk pu RPCh (2,17%). Haii-Bucok nsut Ha
OpakyBaHHU fiilia (HEOIJIOACHU, C MBPTHB €MOPHOH M HEU3IIONEHHN) U MIJIeTa Oelle OTYETeH MPH
rpyna SCh (42,22%), a naii-uucwk - nnpu rpyna RPCh (17,39%). ToBa u3cnenBane gaBa Bb3MOKHOCT
Jla ce OIpe/iey OTHOCUTEIHUSL BB3IPOU3BOACTBEH MOTEHIIMAI HAa MPOYYBAHUTE TIOPOAHN KOKOLIKH.
Mosxe na ce 00001111, 4e ¢ Hal-OJaronpusATHI HHKYOAIIMOHHU XapaKTEPUCTUKHU CE OTIIMYaBa Mopo-
nara RPCh, a ¢ naii-ue6naronpusitiu — SCh.

KuirouoBH gymMu: Bb3IPOM3BOJUTEIHN XapaKTEPUCTHKH; JTIONMMOCT; Maca Ha siliara; HHIeKc |
Ha (popmara; eMOpHOHATIHA CMBPTHOCT
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The aim of the study was to investigate the main incubation characteristics of four Bulgarian chicken
breeds originating from South-West Bulgaria — Rhodope Patterned chicken (RPCh), Bulgarian long
crower (BL), South-West Bulgarian chicken (SWBCh) and Struma chicken (SCh). Hatching eggs,
provided by amateur poultry breeders were used as follows: 276 eggs from RPCh, 366 eggs from
BL, 254 eggs from SWBCh, and 180 eggs from SCh. The mean hatching egg weight was highest
in BL group (58.02+5.58 g) and lowest in SWBCh group (52.2943.62 g). Reported mean values for
egg shape index ranged between 73.924+2.95% (SCh) and 78.32+3.29% (RPCh). The group RPCh
stands out with the highest hatchability values, respectively, 84.06% of eggs sett and 86.23% of fertile
eggs. The most unfavorable hatchability results were reported for the SCh breed, respectively, 61.11%
hatchability from eggs sett and 76.67% hatchability from fertile eggs. The remaining two breeds
showed intermediate values in terms of hatchability from eggs sett, 75.41% for LB and 79.53% for
SWBCh, respectively. The highest share of unfertilized eggs was reported in SCh (15.56%) and the
lowest in RPCh (2.17%). The highest share of culled eggs (unfertilized, dead embryo and unhatched)
and chicks was reported in SCh group (42.22%) and the lowest in RPCh group (17.39%). This study
enables to determine the relative reproductive potential of the studied chicken breeds. The RPCh
breed stands out with the most favorable incubation characteristics, and the SCh breed with the least
favorable.

Keywords: reproductive characteristics; hatching rate; egg weight; egg shape index; embryonal

mortality

BonBenenue

ITo nanuu Ha FAO 00110T0 mpon3BoACTBO HA
Al1a B CBETA € HapacHAJIO OT 61,7 MUIIMOHA TOHA
npe3 2008 r. 1o 86,4 munuona Toxa npes3 2021 r.,
KaTo PbCTA 32 MOCICAHUTE AeCET OTYCTHH TOTU-
Hu e 31,9% (Mcdougal, 2020; Windhorst, 2023).
JIoGUBBT Ha NTHUYE MECO CHILO OENIekKHU Cepro-
3€H PBCT, 3a€MAKH ITBPBO MSCTO B CBETOBHATA
OPOAYKIMS Ha MECO ¢ OKoio 138 MuH. T. uiu
¢ nsut ot ot 40% (Anonimous, 2022). Toa
MIPOU3BOJICTBO € MPSKO CBBP3aHO C UHKYOAIusi-
Ta, 6JIaroilapeHye Ha KOsITO Ce 1aBa Bb3MOXKHOCT
3a [EJIOTOIUIITHO TTPOU3BOJICTBO HA TOJISIM OpOit
enHoBb3pactoBu nrunu (Genchev and Lukanov,
2023). OcBeH B MPOMHUIIJIEHOTO MTHUIEBBACTBO,
MHKYOAaIusaTa HaMUpa MIUPOKO MPUIIOKEHUE U B
€KCTEH3MBHOTO (JIBOPHO), U3JIO)KOEHOTO M JIEKO-
PaTHUBHOTO MTHIIEBBICTBO.

Hamocnensk Bce moBeye ce 0OpbIlla BHUMA-
HUE Ha 3aMa3BaHETO HAa T€HETUYHOTO Pa3HOO-
Opasue Mmpu CeICKOCTOMAaHCKUTE KUBOTHU U B
YacTHOCT JomainHaTta kokomka (Malomane et
al., 2019). Ta3u HEOOXOAUMOCT € MPOIUKTYBaHA
OT JOMHUHAILIMATA HA MECOAAWHHUTE U SIMLIEHOC-
HUTE XUOPUIU, U3MOI3BAHU OT MPOMUIILICHOTO

NTUIEBBJICTBO, KOUTO IMOCTEIIEHHO H3MECTBAT
YHUKAJIHUTE MECTHH TMOPOAH, 00EKT Ha JBOpP-
HOTO U JekopaTuBHO NTHIEBBACTBO (Teneva
et al., 2015). llenenacoueHara ceneKus B Mpo-
MUIICHOTO MTHIIEBBIACTBO BOIU JI0 3HAYHTEII-
Ha 3ary0a Ha TeHETUYHO pa3HooOpa3ue mpu Jo-
ManrtHaTa kokorika (Malomane et al., 2021). Cbc
3ara3BaHe Ha TOBa pa3HOOOpa3ue ce rapaHTupa
KOHCEpBAIIUATA HA a/TANITUBHUS TCHE THYHHUSI 110~
TEHLIMAJ B ®KUBOTHOBBACTBOTO (Notter, 1999), B
cllyuail Ha MPOMEHEHH YCIIOBUS Ha OTIIICKIaHe,
XpaHeHe, noTpeduTencku Harnacu (Restoux et
al., 2022).

[Ipu momanrHaTa KOKOIIKA ca TI03HATH TOJISIM
Opoii mopoau, kato B 0a3zara nanHu Ha FAO ca
Haza 1000 (DAD-IS, 2023). B bearapus ca onu-
canu o6mo 10 MecTHH MOPOaU KOKOIIKH, 7 OT
TSIX ca CTAaHAAPTHU MOPOJIU, 2 OCTAHAJIUTE TPHU ca
OanTam v Hapudanu omie JyxuHKH (Lukanov
and Pavlova, 2021). TTouTn BCHYKH CTaHmAPT-
HU TIopoaH, ¢ uskiroueHue Ha lllymenckara ko-
KomIka, mpouznu3ar ot FOxua u FOrozamnagna
boearapus. OT Tsx, yeTupu nopoau - Pogorncka-
ta mapeHa kokomka (RPCh), benrapckus me-
Bell (BL), FOrozanagHo-0Obarapckara KOKOIIKa
(SWBCh) u Crpymckara kokomrka (SCh), ce ot-
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JMYaBaT ChC CXoieH mpomsxox — FOrozanamHa
bwarapusi, kaTo BEpOsSITHO B MUHAJIOTO Ca WMa-
71 O0IIM KOPEHHU.

Upe3 mpuiaraHe Ha WHKYOalus U CHIBT-
CTBaIusl OWMOJIOTUYEH KOHTPOJ MOXKE Jla Obje
HampaBeHa Hay4YHO-O0OOCHOBaHA OICHKA Ha Hs-
KOH BB3MPON3BOIUTEIIHA KAUYeCTBA, B TOBA YHC-
JI0 ¥ Ha MECTHH MOPOJN KOKOIIKH, KAKBUTO Ca
Pogonckara mapena kokomika, bbarapckus
nesenl, lOro3amagHo-Obarapckata KOKOIIKA U
Crpymckara Kokomika. KeM TO31 MOMEHT He ce
OTKpHBA B Hay4YHATa JIATeparypa uHHopMaius
OTHOCHO WHKYOAIIMOHHUTE XapaKTePUCTUKH
MPH CIIOMEHATUTE YETHUPH OBIATAPCKU MOPOIU
Kokomku. ToBa ompenenu u 1enTa Ha MPOydY-
BaHETO, a IMEHHO J1a C€ M3CJIeIBAT OCHOBHUTE
WHKYOAIMOHHU XapaKTEPUCTUKU TIPU YCTUPHU
OBINTapCKU TIOPOAM KOKOIIKH, TMPOU3IIH3AIIN
ot FOrozamanna bearapus — Pogorncka mapena
KokoIka, beiarapcku nesen, FOrozanaaHo-0b.1-
rapcka kKokorika u CTpyMcKa KOKOIITKa.

MarepuaJj 1 MeTOAH

[IpoyuBanero Oemie MPOBEICHO Tpe3 TEPH-
ona mapt-anpui, 2022 roguHa. 3a 1enTa Ha u3-

Tadauua 1. TexHOIOTHYEH peKUM HA MHKYOAIUsI
Table 1. Incubation regime

CJIeIBAaHETO OsXa M3MOJI3BAaHU PA3ILIONHU STHIIA,
MPEIOCTABEHU OT JIFOOUTENH Pa3BbIUHIIN HA Ch-
OTBETHATa MOpO/a, KakTo cieasa: 276 6pos oT
RPCh (6 )xuBoTHOBBIHU 00€KTa, 6 pa3IIOAHU
T'PYIH, CPEeIHA BB3PACT HA PA3IIJIOAHUTE ITUITH:
15 mecena), 366 6post ot BL (4 ’KUBOTHOBBIHU
o0eKTa, 7 pa3IyIoaHU TPYTIH, CPEIHA BH3PACT Ha
pasmnogHuTe ntuiy: 13 mecena), 254 6pos ot
SWBCh (5 ’xuBOTHOBBIHH 00€KTA, S pa3IJIOIHN
T'PYIH, CPEeIHA BB3PACT HA PA3IIJIOAHUTE ITUITH:
14 mecemna) u 180 6post ot SCh (2 KUBOTHOBBIHH
00eKTa, 5 pa3IIoaHU TPYTIH, CPEIHA BH3pacT Ha
pasmnogauTe ntunu: 18 mecena). [TonoBoto cb-
oTtHomenue oemre ot 1:5 1o 1:12 B paznuuHute
pasmionuu rpym. finara 6sxa He 10 CTapH OT
10 mHH, CHXpaHSBaHU MTPH TEMIICPATYPU MEKITY
10°C u 18°C u oTHOCHTENTHA BIAKHOCT MEXIY
75% un 85% (M3MONI3BAaHU HAJIUYHU U30CHH IO-
Mernienus). [Ipenu 3apexxaaneTo Oerre Hapase-
Ha akJauMaTtu3amus npu temmneparypa 24°C 3a
4 yaca. UnkyOanusta Ha siilaTa ce NpoBeJie B
0a3ata Ha cekius ,,[ITuIeBBACTBO™ KbM ATpa-
peH ¢dakynaTeT npu Tpakuilcku yHUBEPCHTET.
Wznon3Banu Osixa MHKYOAllMOHEH U JIIOMHIICH
mkad npu cbOI0JaBaHe Ha CTaHJAPTEH PEXKUM
Ha MHKYOalMs MpU €IHOCTENEHHO 3apek/iaHe
Ha KOKOIIY sina (tabnuna 1).

[eH Temnepatypa, °C BnaxHocT, % Bentunauus, % ObpbluaHe Ha silyaTa
Day Temperature, °C Relative humidity, %  Ventilation, % Egg turning
1 38,0 60 - +
2-3 378 60 20 +
4-10 378 55-60 30 +
11-14 372 50-55 40 +
15-18 36,8 50-55 50 +
1 372 60-62 100 i
®a3a Ha nionexe*
Hatching phase* 2 37,2-37 70-75 100 -
3 37,2-37 55-60 100 -

* | — 0o macosomo HadyKedaHne Ha }zﬁuama; 2- qba3a HA macoeomo Jilonexne Ha nuiemama, 3 — cvXHeHe Ha uszntone-

Hume nujiema.

* | — before the mass hatching, 2 — phase of mass hatching; 3 — chick’s drying.
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KonTponupanu 0Osxa cleqHUTE NpH3HALN
IpEer, TI0 BpEeMe U clie]] MHKyOarusTa: Maca Ha
Pa3IUIONHUTE STHLA TPEIU 3apex JaHETO (g); To-
JSM IuaMeTwp Ha sinero (D, mm); manbk au-
aMeThp Ha sinero (d, mm); Maca Ha SUIETO B
7-mu, 11-Ti u 18-TH 11eH (g); Maca Ha U3JIIOTIEHU-
te nusera (g). Ha 6a3a Ha monyueHute pesyii-
TaTH OsiXxa W3YHMCICHU: MHJAEKC Ha (opmara Ha
sitiero (%); 3arybara Ha maca Ha 7-mu, 11-Tu u
18-Tu neH; OTHOCUTENIHA Maca Ha €IHOIHEBHU-
te ntuneta (%). [lapanenHo ¢ TeryiieHeTo Ha si-
nara, Oerre U3BBPIICHO OBOCKOIMPAHE B 7-MHU,
11-Tu 1 18-TH 1eH, KaTo 0sAXa OTACICHU HEOILIO-
JICHUTE sila U ginara ¢ MbpThB 3apoauil. Ha
0a3a Ha Te3u JaHHM Oelle M34MCIeH JeNbT Ha
Heorutonenure siima (%); sifiata ¢ paHHa, cpel-
Ha ¥ KbCHA eMOproHaimHa cMBpTHOCT (%). KM
IpU3HAKa KbCHA EeMOpPHOHAIHA CMBPTHOCT Os1Xa
BKJIFOUEHU M HEU3JIIONIEHUTE MUJIeTa, yCTaHOBE-
HU CcJie]] MPUKJIII0YBaHe Ha jtonenero. Cren us-
JIOTIBAHETO TMHJIeTaTa OsXa OKAueCTBEHHU, KaTo
Oellie M34YKMCIIEH Jiea Ha OpaKyBaHUTE U YMPEIH
cien u3monsaneTo (%). Ha 6aza momyuenute
pe3ynTatu 0sxa W3YMCICHU PU3HAIUTE JTIOMH-

MOCT OT 3apeneHute siiina (%) u JMNUMOCT OT
oroaenure siina (%).

O06paboTKa Ha MOTYYECHUTE pe3yJITaTu Oellre
HampaBeHa ChC CTATUCTHUYCCKUs makeT IBM®
SPSS® Statistics (V26). 3a Bcska rpymna 0sxa
U3YHUCIIEHU CpeHa CTOMHOCT Ha Npu3HaKa (X),
CTaHJapTHa Tpelika Ha cpeaHoTo (SEM), cran-
JAapTHOTO OTKJIOHEeHUE (SD) u BapuanmoHeH Ko-
epuruent (CV,%), kaTo B TEKCTa U TAONHIIUTE
ca nocoyeHu x+SD. CraTUCTHYECKU 3HAYUMH
pe3ysTaTu 0sixa MpUEMaHW TPU CTOMHOCTH Ha
P<0,05, upe3 n3nonspane Ha Student’s t-test mpu
HOpPMAJIHO pa3Npe/IesieHue Ha TaHHUTE.

Pe3yararu u o0cbxIaHe

Tabnmuua 2 mpencTaBsi MOMYUYCHHUTE pe3yll-
TaTHU IO OTHOUICHUMEC HA HSIKOMW KOJINWYCCTBCHU
Y KAueCTBEHM IpHU3HAIIM Ha siIara, CBbp3a-
HU ¢ WHKyOamusaTa. Pasnmognure sifna ¢ Hail-
BHCOKa Maca Osixa oT rpymara Ha beiarapckus
neser (58,0245,58 g), a ¢ Hail-HUCKA, TE3U OT
rpynata Ha KOrozanagHo-Obiarapckara KOKOIII-

Tadauna 2. Hsixon ocHOBHH NapaMeTpH, Kacaelln OMOJIIOTUIHUSI KOHTPOJI Ha HHKYOanusiTa
Table 2. Some main parameters associated with the control of incubation process

Mopoga
[MpusHak Breed
Parameter RPCh BL SWBCh SCh
x+SD x+SD x+SD x+SD
'E"gagc";‘v 2% ﬁt”%m’ 9 57144567 58,025 58 52,2943 62:bc 56,4745 68
0,
?SS%KﬁaZae Clm“)fa}f A 78,32+3,20° 75.18+3,26% 75,56+3,5° 73.92+2,95%
0,
Eg;yvﬁvii;ﬁt“l":;:tﬁ‘l°7t7h”dea*; 0//° 34840 75° 3.7740,84° 38340 45° 43440 51°
0,
ggg@gi;ﬁt“l"j::tm]:h”dea'; {Z 6,49+1 122 6,5+0,76° 7244112 748217
0,
Eggygzi;ﬁt“l"jsc:tﬁ‘l°1;fh”(f:y' {;0 10.7141,91° 10 8741170 12,0241,9% 10,99+1,37
0,
OTHOCUTENHa Waca Ha Munetara, % - gg g4, 15 69,193,162 67,4417,83¢ 68,5+2,18

Chick yield, %

Cmotinocmume, o3Hauenu ¢ eOHaxeu oykeu ca cmamucmudecu oocmosepru npu P<0.05; RPCh — Podoncka wape-
Ha koxowka, BL — Bvieapcku nesey;, SWBCh — FOzo3anaono-6vaeapcka xoxowka, SCh — Cmpymcka kokowka
Values marked with the same letters are statistically significant at P<0.05; RPCh - Rhodope painted chicken;,

BL - Bulgarian longcrower; SWBCh - Southwest Bulgarian chicken; SCh - Struma chicken
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Ka (52,29+3,62 g). Ipyrute nBe Tpynu uMaxa
6mu3ku 10 BL cpenHu CTOMHOCTH 1O pU3HAKa
Maca Ha sSiara npeau 3apexaaHe, ChbOTBETHO
57,14+4,56 g npu RPCh u 56,47+5,68 g npu SCh.
Macara Ha sifiiaTa € Npsiko CBbp3aHa ¢ peaula
(baxTopH, CBBp3aHH C HACIEIACTBEHOCT U CPEIO-
BU YCJIOBHSI, KATO OCHOBHHTE Ca BH3pacTTa Ha
NTULNATE, TCHETUYHUTE 3aJI0KOH, XPaHEHETO,
HauMHA Ha OTIVIEXJaHEe, MPOABIKUTEIIHOCTTA
Ha JIeHs ¥ OKOJIHATa TeMIIepaTypa, 37paBOCIOB-
HOTO cheTostHUE (Sherwood, 1958; Ledvinka et
al., 2012; Genchev and Lukanov, 2018; Genchev
and Lukanov, 2023). Ot npyra cTpana macara Ha
sifI1aTa e MpsSKo CBbp3aHa ¢ pe3yaTara OT UHKY-
OanusTa U MacaTa Ha U3JIIONEHUTE MITULIH, KaTO
€ YCTaHOBEHO, Ue siiiIiata CbC CpeaHa 3a Jaje-
HaTa opo/a/XuOpu Maca NMoKa3BaT Ha-mo0pu
pesynratu mpu aroreHe (Duman and Sekeroglu,
2017; Bassareh and Rezaeipour, 2021). Ycrano-
BEHO €, Y€ Mo-IpeOHUTe Siilla UMaT Mo-rojisiMa
M3MapuTeNIHa IUIONI, B CPaBHEHHE C TO-CIAPUTE
(Romanoff and Romanoff, 1949). ITrunure, ot
KOHTO Ca MOJTyYeHU U3MOI3BAHUTE B OIHUTA Pa3-
TIJIOHH Sii11a He ca OUITM TIPU €THAKBU YCIIOBHS
Ha XpaHEeHe U OTIMIeKAaHe (pa3Iu4HU JIIoOuTe-
JM TITULIEBBIU, CTOMIAHCTBAaTa HAa KOUTO ca JIO-
KaJIM3UpaHU B Pa3IMYHU YacTH Ha PermyOmmka
bwarapus), BBOpEKH CpPaBHUTEIHO OJM3KaTa
UM CpeiHa Bb3pacT — oT 13-MeceuHa npu rpyna
BL 1o 18-meceuna npu rpymna SCh. Moxe na ce
Kake, 4e M3IOJI3BaHUTE sTHIA TIOKa3BaT CPETHU
CTOHHOCTH II OTHOILICHWE Ha MacaTa, Mpe/cTa-
BEHM 3a ChOTBEeTHUTE Mopoau oT Lukanov et al.
(2021).

dopmara Ha sifliata € NpsKo cBbp3aHa C re-
HETUYHHTE 3aJI0)KOM Ha TITUIaTa. Ts ce uzpassi-
Ba YMCJIOBO OT MHEKCa Ha hopMaTa Ha sinara,
KOMTO MpeCTaBisiBa MPOLEHTHO ChOTHOIICHUE
MEX/1y MaJIKUs U TOJIEMUS TUaMEeThp Ha SUIIeTO
(Narushin and Romanov, 2002). YcraHoBeHo e,
ye silara ¢ HopMajHa siiieBuHa Gopma Io-
Ka3Bar Mo-100pu MHKYOAIIMOHHH Pe3yJITaTH OT
ocrananute (King'ori, 2011) 1 mo-mManbK oTHaja
Ha Pa3MJIONHMU SHIa IOpad CYyNeHH U TyKHa-
n yepynku (Altuntas and Sekeroglu, 2008). Ko-
KOIITUTE sTifIIa ¢ mpaBUiIHa opMma ce OTINIaBatT
ChC CTOWHOCTH Ha WHJEKca Ha (popmara MexTy
73% u 75% (Ledvinka et al., 2012) unu manko

no-mupok ooxsar ot 72% a0 76% (Duman et
al., 2016). Kakto e BumHO OT durypa 2, eaus-
ctBeHo sifiiata oT RPCh ca ¢ mo-Bucoku cpen-
HU CTOMHOCTH TO OTHOUICHHWE Ha IpU3HAKa
(78,32+3,29%), nokaTo OCTaHATIUTE TPU MOPOIU
ce OTIMYaBaT C ONTHMAJHU MapaMeTpu Ha WUH-
nekca Ha (opmara ¢ JOCTOBEPHU PaA3JIUKH, Ch-
noctaBeHo ¢ RPCh (P<0,001).

OTHocHTeNHATa Maca Ha W3IIONECHOTO TIHIIE
€ MpU3HAK, KOMTO ce CBBp3Ba C YCIOBHUSTA Ha
MHKYOalMs U Ka4eCTBOTO HA U3JIONEHUTE MTH-
uu. OnTuMaHaTa OTHOCUTEIHA Maca Ha U3JI0-
MIEHOTO THJIE, TTPH U3BAKJAHETO MY OT JIFOTTHII-
Hus mkad, TpsaoBa ga e mexay 65% u 70% (mpu
uaeaseH auanason 67-69%) crnpsiMo macara Ha
aiineto nmpu 3apexaane (Genchev and Lukanov,
2018). Ilonydenure OT HAaC JaHHH MO OTHOIIE-
HUE Ha TO3W MpHU3HAK Bapupar oT 67,44+7,83%
npu SWBCh 1o 69,19+3,16% mnpu BL, ¢ noka-
3aHM pa3nuku Mexnay nasere rpynu (P<0,05).
CroliHOCTUTE MOKa3BaT ChIOCTABUMH C ONTHU-
MaJHUTE TapaMeTpu, LEJEeBU 3a JIIONUIIHATA
UHAYCTpUs. JpyrusaT npsiko CBBp3aH ¢ KayecT-
BOTO Ha SIHIETO W YCJOBHATA HA MHKYOAIus
IpU3HAK e 3ary0aTa Ha Maca 1o BpeMe Ha HHKY-
Oanus. OnTUMagIHUTE CTOMHOCTH KbM MOMEH-
Ta Ha TpaHcdep Ha sinata (18-Tu 1eH) ca OKoJIo
12% (Tullet, 2009) ¢ Bapupanus ot 10% mo 13%
IIpU MHOTOCTETIEHHAa MHKyOarus u ot 9,5% 10
12,5% mnpu enHocTEneHHA, IPAaBO-IPONOPLIHO-
HaJIHO CBBP3aHO C Bb3PACTTa HA POIUTEIICKOTO
ctazno (Green, 2017). Hamure pe3ynraru mokas-
BaT CPEIHN CTOWHOCTH CBHIIOCTABHUMH C OITH-
MaJTHUTE MTapaMeTpH Ha MPU3HaKa IIPU IHOCTe-
neHHa MHKyOarus, Bapupamu ot 10,71£1,91%
(RPCh) nmo 12,02+1,9% (SWBCh). Bneuarne-
HUE TpaBH CTaTHUCTUYECKU JlOKa3aHaTa pas-
KA MEXIy 3arybara Ha maca 0 TpaHcdepa
mexay rpynmu RPCh, BL u SCh cnpsimo rpymna
SWBCh (P<0,001). ToBa He 61 morio 1a Oble
OO0SICHEHO ChC 3HAUUTENIHO MO-HUCKaTa Maca Ha
pasIIOAHUTE Siflla, a OTTaM U MO-ToJIsiMa U3Ma-
pHTEITHA IO Ha YepynKaTa, T.K. IIpe3 IbpBara
TpeTHHA Ha MHKyOarusTa (KOrato eMOpUOHBT
BCE OIII¢ HE MOXeE J[a Peryaupa U3NapeHHeTo Ha
BoJa), rpynata Ha SWBCh nokasBa cberocTaBu-
MU CTOMHOCTH IO OTHOIIEHHE Ha 3ary0aTa Ha
Maca ¢ octananute ase rpynu (LB u RPCh), a
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rpymnara Ha SCh e ¢ 1oka3aHo Hali-BHCOKH Cpell-
Hu croiiHocT (P<0,001). BepositTHa mpuunHa 3a
TOBA € MO-BUCOKATa BH3PACT HA PONUTEICKUTE
CTaJia, U3MOJI3BaHM 32 TOJTyYaBaHe Ha Pas3IIof-
HU siiilla, KOETO BOJM JI0 YBEIMYaBaHE Ha 3ary-
Oara Ha maca (Green, 2017).

Qurypa 1 npencrass pe3yaTaTuTe Mo OTHO-
IIEHUE Ha JIIONMMMOCTTA MPU YETHUPUTE TPYIU
KOKOIIKH. [IpU3HaKbBT JIIONMUMOCT OT 3apene-
HUTE siila e Haii-Bucok npu rpynara Ha RPCh
(84,06%) u nait-uucwk npu SCh (61,11%). Ocra-
HaJIMTE JBE TPYIIH, TOKAa3BaT OJIN3KU MEKIUHHU
CTOMHOCTH, ChOTBETHO 79,53% (SWBCh) u 75%
(BL). Te3u pe3yarartu Ouxa MOIJIH Ja ce 00sc-
HSAT OT €{Ha CTPaHa C HAJMYHUETO HA TOJISM JISLIT
Ha Heoronenu siua (15,56%) npu SCh u 3na-
YUTEITHO MMO-MaJIKHUs MIPU OCTAHAIHUTE TPH T'Py-
nu (ot 2,17% 1o 3,94%). Ot npyra crpaHa, npu
SCh ce Habr0/1aBa M BUCOK ITPOLIEHT HA yMPEIH
eMOPHOHHU U HEH3ITIONICHU MUJIeTa MPE3 BCHUKH
eTanmu oT MHKyOarusta, oomo 23,33% (dury-
pa 2). Ilpu Ta3u nopoja oT4uTaMe U HAM-BUCOK
nsn Ha OpakyBanute nuineta (3,33%). Haii-Be-
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pOsSITHAaTa TIPUYHMHA 32 BCHYKHU Te3U (DaKTOPH,
HETaTUBHO TIOBJIUSBAIM KpaWHUTE PE3yJITaTh
ot uHkyOanusta npu rpyna SCh ca nenenaco-
YEHHUTE Pa3BbJAHMU MPAKTUKH, BKIIOYBALIU HUH-
OpUIIMHT U eKcTpeMeH ekctepuop. Haii-BeposiT-
HO IIOpaJy CENEeKLIMOHHUTE NMpaKTUKU npu BL
u SWBCh ce otunTa no-Bucoka ooiia emopro-
HaJlHa CMBPTHOCT, CbOTBETHO 21,31% u 16,54%.
[lo oTHOIIEHUE HA JIIOMUMOCTTA OT OIJIOICHUTE
siilla ce HaOJIoaBa CXOAHA TEHCHIIHS, KbJe-
TO OTHOBO HAaW-BHCOKM U HAW-HUCKH CTOMHO-
CTU ce HaONIoaBaT CHOTBETHO MpPU TPYIHTE
RPCh (86,23%) u SCh (76,67%). Unkybauuon-
HUTE PE3YyITaTH B MPOMMIIJICHOTO MTULIEBB-
CTBO TOCTUTAT OOMYANHO MO-BHCOKHU CTOIHO-
CTH I10 OTHOIICHUE HA JIFOMTUMOCTTA U TO-HUCKH
MPY HETATHBHUTE MPU3HAIM KaTO HEOIUIOICHU
sifIla, eMOprUOHATHA CMBPTHOCT U OpaKyBaHU
nuneTa. [IpenopbunTeTHUAT ONTHUMANIEH CPOK
3a ChXpaHsIBaHE Ha sHlLaTa ciell CHACAHE U JI0
3apekIaHEeTO B WHKYOAIMOHHUS mKad € 10 5
JTHU, 2 MAKCHUMAJTHUI 32 yCJIOBUSATA HA UHIYC-
tpusita — 7 auu (Genchev and Lukanov, 2023).

BL SWBCh SCh
Breed
75.41 79.53 61,11
78.69 83.46 76.67

®@urypa 1. JIIonuMOCT OT 3apeCHUTE SIIa U JIIOMUMOCT OT OTUIOACHUTE SifIa
IIpU 9€THPUTE NTpoyuBaHu mopoau (%o)
Figure 1. Hatchability from forth studied breeds (%)
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B excTeH3uBHOTO NTUIIEBBACTBO, C 1€ ChOMpa-
HE Ha IMO-TOJISIM OpOo¥ pasIIONHU SHIa, MHOTO
YECTO C€ MPAKTUKYBA MO-IPOABIIKUTEIIHO ChX-
paHsiBaHe, IPU KOETO C€ TOBIUSBAT HETATHBHO
U pe3ynrTaTute oT uHkyOanusara. Cnopen van de
Ven (2004), cnen BTOpUs I€H OT ChXPaHEHUETO
Ha gi1aTa JIIuMocTTa HaMansgBa ¢ okoio 0,7%
nHeBHO. OT NPOBEAEHOTO H3CJEBAHE E€IUH-
ctBeHo rpynara Ha RPCh nokasa cernoctaBumMu
pe3yaTaTd MO OTHOIICHWE Ha JIIOMUMOCTTA OT
3apeCHHTE SiIa ¢ Te3U, TOCTUTAHH OT BHCOKO-
NPOAYKTUBHHUTE TUIIEHOCHU U MECOJIATHU POJIU-
TeJNCKU POpMHU, KOSITO cpeHo € okoso 80-85%
CHOpe/l TIOBEYETO MPOU3BOJUTENN HA T'€HETH-
4yeH marepuall. [Ipu nmopoaurte KOKOUIKH, 0OEKT
Ha EKCTEH3WBHOTO MNTHIIEBBACTBO, MHKYOAIu-
OHHHUTE XapaKTEPUCTUKHU BapupaT 3HAYUTEITHO
1 OOMKHOBEHO Ca TMO-HETaTHBHU B CPABHEHUE C
T€3U B MHAYCTPHAIHOTO NTUIEBBACTBO. Desha
et al. (2015) mpencTaBsT qaHHU 3a OIJIOACHOCT,
JIOTIMMOCT OT OIUIOJICHUTE SIHIIa M eMOPHUOHAIT-
Ha CMBPTHOCT MPU MECTHU KOKOIIKHU OT baHrma-
nent, cboTBeTHO oTuuTaiku 70,81% (29,19% ne-
oryoaeHu sina), 77,52% u 19,63%. IIpoyusaii-
KM MHKYOAI[MOHHUTE XapaKTePUCTUKU MPU I10-
ponara Xacasu, Abudabos et al. (2017) orunrtar
CpellHa OIJIOACHOCT OT 74,24%, MOMUMOCT OT
3apeneHuTe gina or 64%, JIINUMOCT OT OILIOJIE-

18
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%
]
6
1
2
. Early embrional
Infertile eggs, % lethality, %
ERPCh 2.17 2.17
mBL 3.28 8.74
SWBCh 3.94 6.30

sch 15.56 8.29

uurte sina 86,01% u 13,12% o6mia emOpuoHaTHA
CMBPTHOCT. B mpoyuBane o6xBaHaso 6 nekopa-
THUBHHU MOPOJIM KOKOILIKH € YCTaHOBEHA OIJIozIe-
HOCT Ha sinata ot 72,2% npu 1lla6o no 95,8%
npu [lamyanka (Banaszewska et al., 2018). As-
TOPHUTE OTUUTAT JIFOIUMOCT OT 3ape/ICHUTE i1
ot 64,9% npu la6o no 92,5% npu Ilagyanka.
Bucoka emOproHaiHa CMBPTHOCT € IOKJIaJiBaHa
3a moponara XoJlaH/ICKa Kadyjiara KOKOIIKa OT
noutu 30%, a npu nopogata OHaragopu € OT-
yeteHa 100% J1roNUMOCT OT OIJIOACHUTE sIifIla
(Banaszewska et al., 2018). B mpoyuBane Bbpxy
JIBE TEPMAHCKH MOPOAM KOKOWIKH - CaKCOHCKa
KOKOIIIKa 1 MUHHATIOPEH TepMaHCKH JIAHTIIIaH
ce MM0COYBa BHCOK JISJT HA HEOIUIOJICHHUTE SHIA
(29,7%) u mbpTBUTE empuonu (30,7%) 1 HUCKa
monumoct (39,6%) npu MUHHATIOpHATA TIOPO-
na (Freick et al., 2022). 3a pa3znuka oT Hesl, IpH
CakcoHCKaTa KOKOIIKa C€ OTYHTAT 3HAYUTEI-
HO TI0-0JaronpusiTHE MHKYOAITMOHHH pe3yJiTa-
T (9,7% Heonnonenu siina, 13% emOpruonanHa
CMBPTHOCT U 77,3% JIIOMUMOCT OT 3apeieHUTE
sita). Lalev et al. (2012) npeacTaBsaT gaHHU 3a
MHKYOAIIMOHHUTE XapaKTEPUCTHKHU Ha HIKOIIKO
MOPOJIM KOKOIIKH, KaTO HABATa HA OTUIOACHOCT
Ha sinara Bapupar ot 89,23% npu Craposa-
ropcka uepBeHa Kokomka 10 96,56% mnpu Hro-
xemmuup. [lo oTHoOIIEHWE HA JNIOMUMOCTTa OT

o | | o -l II all

Mid-embrional
lethality, %

Late embrional
lethality, %

1.45 10.14 1.45
4,37 8.20 2.19
2.36 7.87 3.15
4.44 10.00 3.33

Culls and Deads, %

®urypa 2. JIs1 Ha oTHagHATUTE sia (HEOMIOACHH, eMOpHOHAIHA CMBPTHOCT) U OpakyBanu muieta (%o)
Figure 2. Share of culled eggs (infertile eggs, embryonal mortality) and chickens (%)
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3apeficHUTe sila ce HabIroJaBaT 3HAYUTEITHU
MEX1YIOPOJHU pa3iauku ot 59,62% npu Yep-
Ha IIyMEHCKa KOKoIlKa 10 82,88% npu nuBUUYECT
[InumyTpok. [lo OTHOmIEHHME HaA JTIOMHUMOCT-
Ta OT OIUIOJICHUTE SWIAa LIUTUPAHUTE aBTOPH
CBIIIO OTYUTAT CEPHO3HH PA3IUKHU, BapUPANKH
oT 68,39% mpu cBeTwa Cheeke 10 89,05% mnpu
Ponaitnann (muaus D). B goctenHara mutepa-
Typa MoraT Jia ObJaT OTKPUTH OILIE TOJISIM Opoit
MPUMEPH, KOUTO CaMO TOKa3BaT pa3HOOOpa3u-
€TO B pe3yJiTaTUTE MO OTHOIICHHE OCHOBHUTE
WHKYOAIlMOHHU TPHU3HAIM TPU JTIONCHETO Ha
sIila OT pa3JIMYHU NOPOAU KOKOLIKH. Te morar
Ja ce OOSICHST C BIMSHUETO Ha peaulia Hacle-
CTBEHH U CPEJIOBH (DAKTOPHU, KOUTO Ca CBBP3aHH
C PEnpOAYKTUBHUTE CIIOCOOHOCTH Ha MTHUIIUTE,
B TOBA YMCJIO M MHKYOAI[MOHHUTE XapaKTepHUcC-
THKH.

N3Boan

HanpaBeHoTo npoy4uBaHe HU JaBa OCHOBAHHE
J1a 3aKJIFOUUM, Y€ U3CJIEABAHUTE YETUPU MECTHU
Obarapcku nopoau kokouiku (Pomorncka miape-
Ha Kokouika, bearapcku nesen, Orosananzo-
Obarapcka kokomka M CTpyMmcKa KOKOIIKa) ce
OTJIMYaBaT C TUIIMYHU HHKYOAllUOHHU XapaKTe-
PUCTUKHU 3a rojisiMa 4acT OT MCCTHHUTC IMOPOAH,
KBJICTO CENEKIUATa O0MYaHO € €IHOCTPAaHYKBA
U HC CTOH Ha Hay‘-IHO-06OCHOBaHI/I OCHOBH, a yC-
JIOBUSATA HA XPAHEHE U OTIVIEIKIAHE MOTrarT J1a ce
KJacu(puIUpaT Kato eKcTeH3uBHU. OT yeTupu-
T€ U3CJIEABAHU IOPOAM C Hal-HE3aJOBOJIUTEIHU
MHKYOAllMOHHU XapaKTePUCTUKH C€ OTIMYaBa
Crpymckara Kokolka, 1okaro Pogonckara ma-
peHa KOKOIIIKa MOKa3Ba Hal-0J1aronpusITHH Ma-
paMeTpH 10 OCHOBHUTE PENpPOLYyKTHUBHU IpH-
3Halu, CBbp3aHHU C I/IHKy6aHI/I${Ta.
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