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PE3IOME

W3BbpiieHa e (heHOTHITHA NPEIeHKa [0 eKCTEPUOPHH U3MEPEHNU S M MHIEKCH Ha TEJIOCIOKEHUE Ha
KpaBu OT nopojara JIuMy3uH, oTriiexJaHu B cTajia OT pa3janyeH BHOC. [[poyuBaHeTO € N3BbpILIECHO
BBPXY 6] MBIHU 3amuca Ha KpaBU MBPBOTEIKH, OTIVICKJAAHHA B 5 pa3iuuHu (epMu 3a MepHosa OT
2008-2015 roguna. CHEMaHETO HAa €KCTEPUOPHUTE M3MEPEHUS € U3BBPUICHO TPU HOPMAJIHO IPO-
netHo orenBaHe, 90—150 nuu cnen ponuiHus akT. lanHuTe ca oOpaboTeHu upe3 eaHO(paKTOpEeH
JTMCTICPCUOHEH aHaJIW3 B cpefiaTa Ha mporpaMHus mpoaykT SPSS.

YcranoBeHo e BUcokogocToBepHO BiusiHue (P <0,001) Ha pa3nuuHMs BHOC Ha KpaBU OT IOpojaTa
JluMy3WH 1Mo MOKa3aTeNUTe: BUCOYMHU MPHU KPBCTEI] U CEAATUIITHU KOCTH, IbI00UYMHA HA TBPIU U
BepTHKAJICH 00XBaT Ha Kpymarta, Kbaeto R?e B rpanurmre 0,604+0,855. Pasnuuusra mo BUCOYMHA
MIPH XOJIKa U KpyTara, Koca AbJKMHA 1 00XBaT Ha I'bpau ca Aokazanu mnpu (P < 0,01).

OneHeHuTe pa3ivKy B EKCTEpUOpa MOKa3Bat, ue XOJIaHICKUST BHOC MPEBBH3X0XK/1a IO BUCOUMHUI
Ha TSJIOTO OCTAHAJIUTE aHAJIO03U OT 6,5 10 9,5 cm, a Mo mokaszaTesns AbJIOOUNHA Ha T'bPIU Ta3u pas3-
ymka goctura 10,2 cm.

IIpu nHAEKCUTE HA TEIOCI0KEHUE CUITHO U3PA3€HO BIMSAHKME HA BHOCA € YCTAHOBEHO IPU BUCOKO-
KPaKOCT, HAJICTPOCHOCT, TphACH U TazorpwiaeH (P < 0,001). Haii-Bucoko neTepMuHUpaH MOKa3aTel
¢ obem Ha Tsoto (R2=0,904).

VYcTaHOBEHUTE 3aBUCMMOCTH MU MPOBEACHUS aHAJIU3 XapaKTepu3upaT BHOCA OT XOJaHAMS C

YABIKEHO U BPETCHOBHJIHO TSLIO, I0OpE pa3BUT I'PBICH KOIIL.

Kntouosu oymu: JlumysuH, eKCTEpUOpHA MPEIEHKA, pa3IuYeH BHOC

TemmnoBeTe Ha TEHETUYHU MOAOOpEHUs ca
B 3aBHCHMOCT OT HAcCJIECTBEHATa IIEHHOCT Ha
xuotHute (Byrne, et al., 2015), cenexunon-
HUs TUQepeHInall, yCTAHOBSIBAHE HA TCHETHY-
HaTa OOYCJIIOBEHOCT HAa OTICIHUTE KOHTPOIU-
panu nokazarenu (Warner, et al., 2010) u rene-
pannoned uHTepBan (Ahlgvist, 2010; Bouquet,
et al.,, 2011). IlpuHnunuTe Ha pa3BbAHA JCH-
HOCT B YCJIOBUSATa Ha OTBOPEH HYKJIEYC Jia-
BaT MPEANMCTBO B IMpOIECa HA HAMPABIISIBAHE
Ha ChBPEMEHHATa HACJEICTBEHOCT IO MOCOKa
penpoaykTopu u ctokoBu craga (Granleese et

al., 2015). [leitHocTTa 1Mo OlleHKa Ha CXEMH 3a
o 00p Ha Pa3TUIHUTE KJIACOBE MPOTYyKTHBHU
JKUBOTHH € CUJTHO MOBJIHSH OT nogbopa (Harris
and Nawman, 2011) u ChOTHOIIEHUSTA MEXKIY
PENpPOAYKTUBHO IEHHUTE XUBOTHU U KaKBU
HACJICICTBEHU Oesie3u mpeaaBaT B MOTOMCTBO-
to (Tangl, et al., 2011).

Ilenta Ha HACTOAMIOTO Mpoy4BaHe € (eHo-
TUITHA TIPEIIeHKA [0 eKCTEPUOPHH U3MEPEHUS U
MHJIEKCH Ha TEJIOCIOKEHHE Ha KpaBH OT MOPO-
nata JInMy3uH, OTIJIeKIaHU B CTaJla OT pa3Jiu-
YeH BHOC.
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MATEPUAJI U METO/]

W3BbpiieHa e geHoTumnHa mpereHka no 12
eKCTepUopHU u3MepeHus U 10 unaekcu Ha Te-
JIOCJIOKEHHUe, 00eM U ILIOIT Ha KpaBU OT Opoja-
Ta JIUMy3HH, OTTJIeKJaHU B CTaJa OT pa3inueH
BHOC. [IpoyuBaHeTo € U3BBPIICHO B 5 pa3In4yHU
depmu ot FOrozamagna bearapus, 3a nepuozaa
2008-2015 roguna. CHeMaHETO Ha €KCTEpPHOp-
HUTE U3MEPEHHS € U3BBPILEHO BBHPXY 61 KpaBH
nbpBOTENKH, 90—150 nHU clieq pOAMIIEH aKT,
IpU HOPMAJHO MPOJETHO oTenBaHe. JlaHHUTE
ca 00paboTeHu upe3 eAHO(PAKTOPEH AUCIEPCHO-
HEH aHaJlu3 B cpe/laTa Ha IPOrpaMHUs POAYKT
SPSS.

PE3VIITATU U OBCHXJAHE

B 1abn. 1 e oleHeHO BIMAHHETO Ha pas3-
JUYHUS BHOC, MOCPEICTBOM OOIIMTE CPEIHHU,
CTAHJApTHU OTKJIOHEHUSI U KOE(PUIIMEHTH Ha
JeTEpMUHALMS 110 CHETUTE |2 eKCTUPOPHU U3-
MepeHUs Ipu JIMMY3HHCKH KpaBU. YCTaHOBE-
HO € BHcOokopocTtoBepHo Biusaue (P < 0,001)
Ha Pa3JIMYHMS BHOC IO [T0OKA3aTEINTE BUCOYH-
HU IIPH KPBCTEI U CEAAIUIIHU KOCTH, JbJI0O-
YHHA Ha I'bPJIU U BEPTUKAJIEH 00XBAT Ha Kpy-
nata, KpAeTo R* ¢ B rpanunure 0,604+0,855.
PaznmnuuaTra 1mo BHCOYMHA IIpU XOJIKa, Koca
IBIKMHA, 00XBAT Ha I'bP/IM U LIMPUHA HA KPY-
nata ca MaTeMaTH4ecku JaokaszaHu npu (P <

Tadauna 1. O0wu cpeaHu, CTaHAAPTHU OTKJIOHEHUS U KOS()ULIUEHTH Ha ACTEPMHUHALIMS IPU

JInmy3uHCKH KpaBH, pa3IM4eH BHOC, CM

Table 1. Overall means, standard deviation and R? from Limousin breed cows, different imports, cm

M3TOYHMK Ha

BMNSIHWE
|'|0|§a3aTenM n LS - cpeaHu SD CcvV R 2 Source influence
Indices LS-means ~ %

pasnuyeH BHOC

different import
BucouuHa xorka o
Shoulder height 61 129.27 10.40 7.90 0.393
BucounHa kpbeTey, ek
Height stook 61 139.39 9.21 6.65 0.604
BucounHa ceganuiHu KoCTy -
Height seat bones 61 123.72 5.94 4.89 0.626
Koca gbmxuHa .
Athwart body length 61 153.83 12.06 8.01 0.352
Ovn6ounHa repam wx
Depth of thorax 61 61.57 3.92 6.39 0.855
LWnpuHa repam
Width thorax 61 42.81 3.97 8.87 0.103 n.s.
ObxBart ropam .
Thorax perimeter 61 178.90 10.74 5.98 0.294
[ObmkuHa kpyna
Length croup 61 51.37 5.78 11.09 0.114 n.s.
LUvpuHa kpyna .
Width croup 61 49.97 8.31 16.46 0.287
Obxsart cBupka
Span chin-bone 61 21.56 0.91 411 0.147 n.s.
BeptukaneH obxsat Ha kpynata .
Vertical perimeter croup 61 136.72 4.69 347 0.748
Xopw3aoHTaneH 0bxeaT Ha kpynaTa 61 99.26 388 387 0433 ns

Horizontal perimeter croup
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0,01). OcoOeHocTHUTE B TEIOCIOKEHUETO MPU
KUBOTHUTE OT pa3linyeH BHOC ce (opmupar
OCHOBHO OT CTaTUCTHUYECKU JOKa3aHU Pa3iu-
4Yus BHB BUCOUMHUTE M Pa3BUTHE Ha 3aJHATa
4acT Ha TAJIOTO.

OreHeHNUTE CPEHN CTOHHOCTH Ha €KCTEpH-
OpHUTE NOKa3aTenu (Tadil. 2) nmokaspar, 4e Ku-
BOTHUTE OT XOJAHJCKHS BHOC MPEBB3XOKIAT
OCTAaHAJIUTE AHAJIO3U MO BCHUYKU KOHTPOIUpA-
HU BUCOYMHHM Ha TAJ0TO OT 6,5 10 9,5 cm (0,01
> P < 0,001). CuntHO pa3BuUTHE € YCTAHOBEHO U
1o 1b100YMHA U 00XBAT Ha I'bPJIU, U KOCA, JBJI-
JKMHA Ha TSJIOTO TPU ChIATa CTETEH Ha JO0Ka-
3aHOCT. OcOOEHO aKTyallHU ca pa3lUyusTa 1o
M3MEpPEHUEeTO BepTHKaJieH 00XBaT Ha KpymaTa
(P < 0,001), mokazaren 1Mo KOMTO MHIUPEKTHO
Ce CBh/IM 32 MECOIaifHUSI KalaI[UTEeT Ha TSIIOTO.

OOmuTe cpeqHu, CTAaHAAPTHU OTKIOHEHUS
1 KOCPUITUEHTH Ha JeTEPMHUHAIIHS IO UHEKCH

Ha TEJIOCIIO)KEHHE MNpU JIMMYy3MHCKM KpaBw,
pasnuyeH BHOC, ca oTpa3eHu B Tabm. 3. Cui-
HO BIIMSIHME HAa BHOCA € YCTaHOBEHO IPH MH/JIe-
KCUTE BHCOKOKPAKOCT, HAaJCTPOEHOCT, T'PbAEH
u tazorppaeH (P < 0,001). BucokogocroBepHo
BJIMSIHUE HAa BHOCA € YCTaHOBEHO U IO IOKa-
3arenuTe 00eM u 1ol Ha TstoTo (P < 0,001).
KoeduuueHTsr Ha geTepMuHaLUs 10 00eM Ha
TstoTo goctura 0,904.

Paznukute B MHIEKCUTE Ha TEJOCIOXKEHHE
ca nocoyeHu B Tabiu. 4. [IpeBb3X0ACTBOTO Ha
XO0JIaHJCKUTE aHaJIO3U MO MOKa3aTeIUTe Haj-
CTPOEHOCT, 00€M U IIJIOL] Ha TSAJIOTO € JOKA3aHO
npu P < 0,001. )KuBoTHUTE Cce XapakTepu3u-
paT ¢ yabJDKEH KarmauuTeT Ha pactex. UHpe-
KCBT Ha BUCOKOKPAKOCT € JI0Ka3aHO IMO-HUCHK
¢ 4,99 nynkra (P < 0,001), koeTo e xapakTepHO
3a TOBE/aTa C U3pa3eH MECONAEH THUIl. YCTaHO-
BEHUTE 3aBHCUMOCTHU NP MPOBEJCHUS aHAIN3

Tadauua 2. EctepuopHu usmepenus Ha JIMMy3WHCKY KpaBH, pa3iM4eH BHOC, cm (X £ Sx)
Table 2. Exterior dimensions of Limousin breed cows, different imports, cm ( x £ Sx)

EctepuopHn namepeHus MmnopT XonaHawns Mmnopt lrepmanus, ABcTpus

Exterior dimensions Import Netherlands Import Germany, Austria
n=34 n=27

BucoumnHa xonka o

Shoulder height 132,7+1,94 125,0+1,79

Bucounna kpbeTey s

Height stook 143,7+1,54 134,2+1,83

BucounHa cefanuiiHm KocTu s

Height seat bones 126,7+1,14 120,2+1,07

Koca obmxuHa "

Athwart body length 157,7£2,36 149,5£2,15

[bnboynna repau s

Depth of thorax 66,0+0,78 56,00,65

LUnpuHa repan

Width thorax 42,7+0,63 43,0£0,79

O6xsat rvpau ",

Thorax perimeter 182,0+1,92 175,0+1,97

[bmkuna kpyna

Length croup 91,7£0,95 51,2+1,16

Wupura kpyna o

Width croup 52,3171 47,0+1,27

ObxBar cBupka

Span chin-bone 21,520,18 211+0,15

BepTukaneH 06xBaT Ha kpynaTa or

Vertical perimeter croup 139,7+0,82 133,2+0,90

Xopwu3aoHTaneH 0bxBaT Ha kpynata 98.740 68 99.940.74

Horizontal perimeter croup
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Ta6auua 3. O0mu cpeHn, CTaHAAPTHUA OTKJIOHCHHS U KOS(HUITMECHTH Ha JETCPMUHAIINS TTIPH

JIuMy3uHCKY KpaBH, pa3indeH BHOC, cm

Table 3. Overall means, standard deviation and R 2 from Limousin breed cows, different imports, cm

MN3TOYHMK Ha
BNUSHNE

indces " n Smeane 5% " esmon s0e.
different import

Egﬁg&gg’gg"g % 61 527 24 45 0.739
gﬂggﬁ:ﬂﬁﬂ%;@y 61 19.05 451 3.89 003 ns.

eon wneso T 61 70.71 4.34 6.19 0.834
ReaCIDEel eI, % 61 86.5 5.06 5.85 0647

Coutoct, % body 61 1645 472 4.09 0.24 ns.
H3§§T§°§:d°ycﬂ’p°é’raded,% 61 0774 147 1.07 0.562
Mggg;:‘n’ggs"/gody, o 1 13865 3.4 2.38 0.434 o
Dol oM g 16.7 179 1089 0147 ns.

A Loy 61 205 0.2 1063 0584

O6em Ha TanoTo, m 61 0.43 0.03 8.26 0.904 -

Volume of body, m3

Tabauua 4. HaeKcH Ha TENOCI0KEHHUE Ha TbPBOTEIKHU OT nopoja JInMys3ux
Table 4. Indexes frame size of body of Limousin breed cows, different imports

MHaekcn Ha Tenocnoxexne
Indexes frame size of body

IumyanH -

“MnopT XonaHans

n=34

JumysuH - umnopt
fepmanus, ABCTpus

n=27

BucokokpakocT, %

Rangy body, %

PasternatocT, %
Stretchability body

pbaeH nHaoexe, %

Chest index, %

TasorpbaeH uHaekc, %
Pelvis-chest index, %

CoutocT, %

Conciseness body

HagcTtpoeHocT, %
Index of body upgraded,%

MacwusHocT, %

Massiveness body, %

Pa3BuTue Ha kocTHaTa cuctema, %
Development of bone,%

Mnouwy Ha TanoTo, m?
Area of the body, m?

O6em Ha TanoTo, m?
Volume of body, m3

50,21+0,42
118,90+0,76
64,64+0,77
81,52+0,89
115,44+0,81
108,29+0,20***
137,30+0,58
16,59+0,32
2,18+0,04**

0,49+0,007***

55,20£0,45**

119,20+0,94

76,79+0,83**

91,49+0,95**

117,45+0,95

107,20+0,22

140,00+0,64**

16,80+0,35

1,93+0,04

0,38+0,006
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XapaKTEepU3UpaT BHOCA OT XOJaHIUS C yIbI-
KEHO, BPETEHOBUHO TSUIO U I0Ope pa3BUT I'Pb-
JIEH KOIIL.

WU3BOU

YCTaHOBEHO € BHUCOKOJOCTOBEPHO BIIUSHUE
(P <0,001) Ha pa3nu4HMs BHOC HA KPaBH OT I10-
ponara JIMMy3uH MO MOKa3aTelUTe BUCOYMHU
IPU KPBCTELl U CEAANUIIHU KOCTH, IbI00UH-
Ha Ha I'BPJIM ¥ BepTUKaJIeH 00XBaT Ha Kpymara,
kbaeTo R? e B rpanurute 0,604+0,855. Pa3znu-
YHsTa 0 BUCOYMHA TIPU XOJIKA, KOCA ABJKUHA,
00XBaT Ha I'bPAU U LIMPHUHA HA KpyIaTa ca Ma-
Temaruuecku nokazanu npu (P < 0,01).

OreHeHNTE PAa3JIMKHU B EKCTEPUOPA ITOKA3BAT,
4ye XOJaHJCKUAT BHOC MPEBB3XOXK/IA IO BUCO-
YMHM Ha TAJIOTO OCTAHAJIMUTE aHAJIO3H OT 6,5 /10
9,5 cm, a mo mokazarens IbI00UYMHA HA I'BPAU
Ta3u paznuka aocrura 10,2 cm.

[Ipu nHIEKCHUTE HA TEJOCIOKEHUE CHITHO U3-
pa3eHo BIMSHHE Ha BHOCA € YCTaHOBEHO MpHU
BHCOKOKPAKOCT, HaJICTPOCHOCT, T'PBJEH U Ta30-
rpbaeH (P < 0,001). Haii-Bucoko aerepMuHUpaH
nokasaren e ooeM Ha TsutoTo (R?2= 0,904).

VYcTaHOBEHUTE 3aBHCUMOCTH TIpU MpOBeEJe-
HUS aHAJIN3 XapaKTepu3upaT BHOCA OT XOJaH-
IHS ¢ YABIKEHO, BPETEHOBUIHO TAJIO M J0Ope
PasBUT TPBHACH KOIIL.
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EXTERIOR ESTIMATION OF LIMOUSIN BREED COWS
FROM DIFFERENT IMPORTS

Y. Gorinov, K. Lidji
Institute of Animal Sience — Kostinbrod
E-mail: y_gorinov(@abv.bg

ABSTRACT

Is performed phenotypic estimation in exterior dimensions and indexes of body types of cows
Limousin breed reared in herds of different import. The study was performed on 61 full record cows
reared in five different farms for the period 2008—2015. The taking of exterior dimensions is conduct-
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ed under normal spring calving, 90—150 days after the birth act. Experimental dates were processed
by LS analysis in the middle of the software SPSS.

It is established highly significant influence (P < 0.001) of different import cows from Limousin
breed on indicators heights stook and seat bones, depth of thorax and vertical perimeter croup, where
R?is in the range 0.604+0.855.

Differences in shoulder height and width croup, athwart body length and thorax perimeter, are
mathematically significant (P < 0.01).

The estimated differences in exterior indicators show that the Netherlands imports surpass the
heights of the body other analogues of 6.5 to 9.5 cm and indicator depth of thorax this difference
reached 10.2 cm. It is found a strong influence of imports of the indices body — rangy, upgraded, chest
and pelvis-chest (P < 0.001). The volume of body is the highest deterministic indicator (R?>= 0.904).

Established dependences in performed analys characterized imports from the Netherlands elon-
gate and fusiform body, well-developed chest.

Key words: Limousin, exterior estimation, different import



