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OIEHKA HA TEJIECHOTO CbCTOAHHUE U ITPOAYKTHUBHOCT
HA OBIE OT CUHTETUYHATA ITIOIIYJIALUSA BbJITAPCKA MJIEUHA*

HEBSIHA CTAHUEBA, TEHOBEBA CTAMKOBA
3emenencku UHCTUTYT — Hlymen

MeTtonsT 3a orieHKa Ha TenecHoTo chetostaue (OTC), ne-
¢uampan ot Russel et al., (1969), orpa3sBa BbB BHCOKa CTe-
[ICH HUBOTO HAa XPaHEHE, CTpeC U (HU3UOIOTHUCH KOM(OPT
(welfare) Ha CEICKOCTOMAHCKUTE KUBOTHHU. M3mon3BaHEeTO
My B OBLEBBJICTBOTO OCUTYpsiBa EKCIIEpTHA M EKCIIPECHa
OIICHKA Ha YKUBOTHUTE U TI03BOJISIBA IOCTUTAHETO HA HEOOXO-
JUMOTO 32 JaJIeH (PH3HOJIOTHYCH CTATyC TEIECHO ChCTOSTHUE
4ype3 KOpurupane Ha xpaHeHero. [Ipu mpakTugeckoTo mpu-
JIOXKEHUE Ha METOJIa € HEOOXOIMMO J1a ce OTYNTA (HaKThT, Ye
CBHIIECTBYBAT ClIEU(PHUYHN PA3IMKU B eKcTepropa, peneda
Ha TSUI0TO M JIOKAJIHM3alMsATa HA MACTHHUTE JIeTa TP OBLIETE
OT pa3JIn4HU MPOAYKTUBHM HanpasieHus (Gonzalez et al.,
1997; Sezenler et al., 2011; Raoof et al., 2011). YcraHnossi-
BaHETO Ha BIMSHHUETO U B3amMozaBucuMocTTa Mexxay OTC
1 MPOAYKTUBHUTE MPHU3HAIU IMO3BOJIABA Aa CC HaIlpaBJIsiBa
MPOLECHT Ha Pa3BbXKJaHE B MOCOKA IOBMIIABAaHE HA IPO-
nyktuBHoctTa (Kott, 2008), 3ana3zBaiiku 34paBOCIOBHOTO
CHCTOSTHHIE Ha OBIIETE, KOCTO PEPIICKTHPA H BbPXY HKOHOMHU-
geckara e(eKTUBHOCT Ha IPOU3BOICTBOTO. Bph3kara Mex-
ny OTC u paznuyHATE MPOTYKTUBHH TIPH3HAIH IIPH OBIIC €
00exT Ha mpoyuBanus ot Oregui et al. (1991), Thompson
and Meyer (1994), Atti et al., (2001), Watters et al. (2000),
Hatcher et al. (2007), Yilmaz et al. (2009), Sejian et al.,
(2010) m mp. Y Hac e aHAIM3MpPaHA 3aBUCHMOCTTA MEXKIY
HSKOM CENEKIIMOHHM MPHU3HAIM M OlLlEHKAaTa Ha TEJIECHOTO
CBCTOSIHME NpH OBLE OT TpakuiickaTa TbHKOPYHHA I10pOJia U
CunTeTnyHara nomynaius Obparapcka wiiedHa (MBanoBa u
¢bTP., 2008, 2010; IumoBa u ¢bTp., 2008, 2010; C;1aBoBa
H cbTP., 2010, 2011, 2013).

Lenta Ha w3cnenBaneTo O¢ Aa ce MPOYYH Bph3KaTa MExK-
Ty OIIEHKaTa Ha TeJICCHOTO ChCTOSHUE U HAKOH MPOIYKTHB-
HU TIPU3HAIM TpH 0BIIe 0T CHHTETHYHA MOy Ialus Obirap-
CKa MIICUHa.

MATEPUAJI U METOU

OO6ekT Ha TpoyuyBaHeTO Osixa oBIle oT CHHTETHYHA I10-
mynaryst Opirapceka miredna ot cragoto Ha JI1-Eb xem 3U-
[Tymen. I[Iposenenoto npe3 2011 - 2012 roguna uscnensa-
He BKItOuBa 128 Opost »xuBoTHH Ha | sakranus u 126 Opost
OBIIE, JIAKTUPAIIHM 33 BTOPU U TPETH IbT. JKUBOTHUTE Osixa
OTIVICK/IAH! TTPY €/IHH M CHIIU YCJIOBUS U XPAHEHU C €IHAK-
BU TaKOH, Ch0OPa3HO (PU3HUOIOTUIHOTO ChCTOsTHIE. VI3BBp-
IIeHHU 0sXaa TpH OIeHKH Ha TenecHoTo cherosguaue (OTC): 1
OLICHKA — I10 BpeMe Ha JakTauus, Il — npenu craprupane Ha
ocemenurenHara kamnanus u III — npe3 nepBara nojaoBuHa
ot OpemenHoctra. Ha 6azara Ha pe3ynTaTute OT OTACITHUTE

oIeHKH e GopMupaHa KomriekcHa oneHka (KO) Ha Tenec-
HOTO CBHCTOSIHUE, KaTO JKMBOTHUTE Ca IPYNHUPAHH B TPH TPY-
M — OLIEHKH OT 2 JI0 3 BKJIFOYMTEIHO, OLIEHKH Haxa 3 1o 3.5
BKJIIOUUTEIHO U OLeHKH Hax 3.5. OLeHKHUTe Ha TeJIECHOTO
CHCTOSIHUE Ca HalpaBeHH CHIVIACHO onurcaHara oT Toxopos
u lapaxonos (1997), Tonopos (2008), Russel et al (1969)
rerobarHa cucTeMa, o3HadaBaHa ¢ Iudpu ot 1 (MHOTO cra-
6m) mo 5 (3amrecrenn). OT MPOAYKTUBHAUTE ITOKA3aTENN ca
KOHTPOJIUPAHHU — MJIEYHOCT 3a cTaHaapreH 120-1HeBeH me-
pHO[, CpeiHa THEBHA MIICYHOCT, OMOJIOTMYHA [UIOZ0BHUTOCT,
SITIOBOCT, TIPOIIEHT a0OPTH 1 KHBO TEIJI0, KaTO ChIIEBPEMEH-
HO 0s1Xa PEerucCTpUpaHH W OTHATHAINTE KUBOTHHU, ChC Ch-
OTBeTHaTa IIPUYMHA 3a ToBa. 3cnenBanure npusHamy Osxa
KOHTPOJIMPAHW M PETUCTPUPAHH MO CTAHJAPTHU METOAN
U yKa3aHus, npenBujieHd B MHCTpyKuusTa 32 KOHTPOJ Ha
MIPOTYKTUBHHUTE KadecTBa U OOHUTHPOBKA Ha oBuere (2003,
2013). [Tonmyuenure pesynraru 0sixaa 00pabOTEHH IO METO-
JIUTE Ha BapHAI[IOHHATa CTAaTUCTHKA C TIPOrPaMeH MPOIYKT
Statistica for Windows. OT4eTeHa € u JOCTOBEpPHOCTTa Ha
Pa3IMKUTE MEXIy IPyHHUTE Ype3 U3M0I3BaHeToO Ha t — Test
Two Sample Assuming Unequal Variances.

PE3VIITATU 1 OBCBHX/JIAHE

JlaHHUTE 32 MJICYHATA MPOIYKTUBHOCT Ha oBreTe u KO
Ha TEJIECHOTO CHCTOSHHE 3a MPOYYBAHMS MEPHOI ca OTpa-
3eHHU B TaON. 1. AHaIM3BT Ha pe3yNTaTUTe MMOKa3Ba, 4ye Ha |
JIAKTaIMsl, HAW-TOJISIM € JIeThT Ha )KUBOTHUTE ¢ OaiHa OLeH-
ka 3 — 3.5 (77.1%), xouto 3a cranmapreH 120-qHEBEH TOCH
nepro peanmsupar 107.89 | miedHOCT M cpenHa AHEBHA
miteqroct ot 0.899 1. Ipu oBuere ot rpymara ¢ 6ax Hax 3.5
(21.1%) noitaaTa u cpegHaTa JHEBHA MIICYHOCT € TI0-BHCOKA
(112.08 1 1 0.934 1), kato pa3nUKHUTE MEXKIY TPYNUTE HE ca
MaTeMaTHYecKu JoKa3aHu. [1o-HUCKH ca pe3ynTaTure, 10K-
nagBanu ot UBaHoBa u ¢bTP., (2010) 32 oBue-maiiku Ha |
JIaKTalus OT chlara nopoaa, cse cpeana OTC 3.07 ¢ kone-
6anus ot 2.25 no 3.5. Ot 1ax ca momy4yenu cpenHo 104.39 1
novina u 0.780 1 cpemHa mHEBHA MITeUHOCT. JlaHHWTE OT Ha-
weto uscnensane npu osuere Ha Il u Il nakranus cnensar
chllfaTa TeHACHLUS KakTo npu Te3u Ha | — 65.4% ca B rpy-
mara ¢ KO 3 —3.5 ¢cbe 101.61 1 mireunoct 3a 120-mHeBeH Iie-
puox u 0,848 | cpenna qHEBHA MICYHOCT U 34.6% KHBOTHU
B rpymara ¢ 6ax Hazg 3.5 npu 109.37 | noitHa MIE€IHOCT ChC
cpexna qaeBHa miredHoct ot 0.911 1. BapuarmonauTe koe-
(bULMEeHTH 3a MIeYHAaTa IPOLYKTHBHOCT Ca BUCOKH 1 OJIN3KU
10 CTOMHOCT NMPH BCUYKHU JIAKTALIUHM ¥ MOKa3BaT HOPMAJIHO
3a npu3Haka Bapupane B pamkute Ha 20.8% 1o 29.9% npu

*Crarusita € JOK/IaBaHa HA HaydHa KoH(epenmus "HoBocTu B arpapHara Hayka 3a e()eKTHBHO 3eMezienre", OpraHu3upaHa ChC ChIAeH-

CTBHETO Ha MHHHCTEPCTBOTO Ha 00Pa30BaHUETO M HAyKaTa.
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Tabnuua 1. Mileuna npogyKTHBHOCT W KOMILJIEKCHA OLIEHKA HA TeJIECHOTO ChCTOsIHNE HA oBIle 0T CHHTETHYHA MOy~
Janus ObJarapcka Mie4Ha
Table 1.Milk yield as affected by overall BCS in SPBM ewes

I naxranus /I lactation IT u I naxrauuu /11 and 111 lactations
JIH. MII-CT, 1 cp.JaH. MII-CT, |
OueHkn mieynocT 3a 120 gan, 1 Cp.JiH. MI-CT, 1 mieynocT 3a 120 gan, 1 p L0
o i Average daily milk S i Average daily milk
BCS Milk yield per 120 days, 1 vield, | Milk yield per 120 days, 1 vield, I
n x + Sx C% x + Sx C% n x + Sx C% x +Sx C%

2.00-3.00 2 112.75+4.35 5.46 0.939+0.04 5.49
3.01-3.50 84 107.89+£3.52 29.87  0.899+0.03 2987 70 101.61+2.83 23.27 0.848+0.02  23.93
3.51+ 23 112.0844.86 20.80  0.934+0.04 20.80 37 109.37+4.38 2434 0.911+0.02  24.34

Tabnuma 2. CpeaHo )KHBO TErJI0 H KOMILJIEKCHA OL[EHKA HA TeJIECHOTO ChCTOsIHIE Ha oBIle 0T CHHTETHYHA MOMYJIAIus
Obarapcka mieuHa, kg
Table 2. Average live weight as affected by overall BCS in SPBM ewes

O1eHKH I naxranms/I lactation II n 111 makrarmu/1l and 111 lactations
BCS n x = Sx C% n x £+ Sx C%
2.00- 3.00 2 68.500+1.5 3.05 2 66.500+ 0.50 1.06
3.01-3.50 95 69.189+0.26 3.60 81 70.901+ 0.40 5.14
351+ 31 71.548+0.47 3.68 43 75.279+ 0.35 3.06
2-3+++ 1-2+++
1-3+++
2-3+++

Tabnuna 3. BuosornyHa nJI0I0BUTOCT, SIJIOBOCT, MPOILEHT HAa A00PTH M KOMILJIEKCHA OL[eHKA HA TeJIECHOTO ChCTOsTHHE
Ha oBlie 0T CHHTeTHYHA NMOMyJIanus 0bJArapcka MjiedHa
Table 3. Biological prolificacy, non-conception rates (NCR), abortion rates as affected by overall BCS in SPBM

I maxramus / I lactation II u III maxraruu / I1 and 111 lactations
ggesHm HHOLIQBI/ITOCT, % oot % Aboptu, % HHOL[QBHTOCT, % SnoBoct, AbGoptH, %
Prolificacy, % NCR. % ®  Abortions, Prolificacy, % % Abortions,
n x +Sx C ’ % n x = Sx C NCR, % %
2.00-3.00
3.01-3.50 79 145.60+0.07 42.32 3.16 2.11 50 168.00+0.08 34.94 17.28
351+ 25 136.00+0.11 41.81 3.23 3.23 27 1704+0.12 35.72 9.3

Ta6n1/1ua 4, HpOlIeHT Ha OTNAJaHe ¥ KOMILIEKCHA OIleHKA HA TeJIECHOTO ChCTOSTHUE HA oBlle OT CHHTEeTHYHA nmoiyJja-
1075 6'I)J'[l“apCKa MJICHHaA

Table 4. Culling rate as affected by overall BCS in SPBM ewes

I naxranus / I lactation IT u IIT maxrauuu / II and 111 lactations

[Ipomax6a, cmbpTHOCT OO6II [Tponax6a, cMBPT-

Onenxkn  O0m  CenexupnoneH 6pak CeneknuoHeH Opak

. . U Jp. Opoit . HOCT U JIp.
BCS gg?aﬁ Selection reasons Sales, deaths, etc.  Total Selection reasons Sales, deaths, etc.
= = p = ”
n Bbpoit % Bpoit % Bpoit % Bpoii %
n n n n

2.00-3.00 2 1 50 2 2 100

3.01-3.50 95 9 9.47 4 4.21 81 15 18.52

351+ 31 2 6.45 2 6.45 43 12 27.01

Odmo /- 5g 1 8.59 7 5.47 126 29 23.01

Mean
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rpynute ¢ pa3nndHu cpeaHn KO Ha TeIecHOTO ChCTOSIHUE.
Majxko 1mo-BHCOKH ca pe3yirarure, rnoiaydeHu ot Jlumosa
H CBTP., (2010) 3a cpemHa M0iiHA MICYHOCT HA OBIIE OT Ch-
mrata nopona ¢ OTC 2.75 — 3.25 3a nBe mocnemoBaTeTHA TO-
quand — 112.1 1w 113.5 1. 3a pa3nuka oT HaIeTo Mpoy4YBaHe,
npu oBleTe Maiiku ¢ Hail-Bucoku OTC (nanx 3.25) umoBa
u c¢bTP. (2010) noknansar mo-uucku (109.37 13a OTC nan
3.5) pesyaratn — 100.2 1 u 84.76 1 noiina muleyHocT npe3
JIBETE TOJIMHU. 38 KOHKPETHOTO MPOYYBaHE, IMOTYICHUTE OT
Hac pe3ylTaTH 3a MJIedHara MPOAYKTHBHOCT Ha OBLETE Ha
Pa3IMYHNTE JAKTAllUH ca MOKA3aTeIIHN 32 Bpbh3KaTa MEXIy
JIOOPOTO TENIECHO ChCTOSIHUE U TO3H MTPOJYKTHBEH MPU3HAK
KaTo ChbIIMUTC IMOKPUBAT U HaJIBUIIIaBaT CCJICKIIUOHHUTE U3-
ncksanud 3a | n knac Enur Ha nonynanusita (MucTpykims
3a KOHTPOJI Ha POyKTUBHUTE Ka4eCTBa M OOHUTHPOBKA Ha
osuere 2003, 2013).

B Tabm. 2 ca mpencTaBeHN JAaHHM 32 KHBOTO TEINIO Ha
osrere u KO Ha TenecHOTO cheTostHME. Pesynrarure oT Ha-
MPaBEHUsI aHAJIM3 32 LIEJIUs N3CIIe/IBaH TIepUOJL IOKa3BaT, ye
OCHOBHHAT MacuB OT oBIeTe Ha | makrarmus (74.2%) ca B
rpymnara ¢ orneHka 3 10 3.5 ¢bc cpenHo kuBo Tero 69.2 kg,
CIIeZIBaHU OT TpyTaTa ¢ oneHka Han 3.5 (24.%) c xuBo Te-
o — 71.5 kg, KoeTo e mokasaTenHo 3a 100po TeJIEeCHO pas-
BuTHe. JlocTa O-HUCKO CPEITHO JKUBO TENIO € ChOOIEHOTO
ot UBanoBa n ¢bTp.(2010) mpu nakTupamy 3a MbpBU BT
osue ot CIIBM B cranoro na 31 — Cr. 3aropa — 56.04 kg
npu cpeaaa OTC 3.07. Ha Bropa u TpeTa JakTalus Hallu-
TE PEe3yATaTH ca aHAJIOTWYHU C Te3H Ha mbpBa — 64.29% ot
KHBOTHUTE Ca B IpyIaTra ¢ OreHka 3 — 3.5 ¥ CpemaHo KHUBO
tero 70.9 kg. Habnronasa ce yBenuuaBaHe Ha rpymnara ¢
ouenka Haj 3.5 1o 34.1%, xato 10% ot oBLETe ca OLeHe-
Hu ¢ no-Bucoka OTC mpu 3aBbpuieH pacrex. [IpaBu Bre-
YaTJICHUE W MO-TOJISIMATa Pa3iMKa MEXIy CPEIHHUTE >KUBH
Tera Ha OBLETE OT IPynuTe ¢ pa3zianyHu oueHky Ha 11 u 111
JakTanun — 8.8 kg MeXIy )KUBOTHUTE C OIEHKH 10 3 M HaJ
3.5. Ipu oBuere Ha | nakranms Ta3u paznuka e camo 3 kg
U TOBa ce O0SICHSABA C aKTHUBHUS PACcTEX Ha MIAINTE JKH-
BOTHH, KOMTO MPOABIKABA B IEPHOAA CIIE/L TBPBOTO arHeHe.
bnmzkn 1o HammTe pesynraru myonukysar JlumoBa u ¢bTp.
(2008), mpocnensaBaiiku n3meHunBocTTa Ha OTC U *KMBaTa
Maca I[Py OBILIE-MalKH OT ChIIATa MOPOJa B pa3IudeH (QU3H-
osnoruueH craryc. OT HalpaBeHUs aHAJIN3 Ha MPOBEJICHOTO
OT Hac M3CJIe/[BAHE MOXKE Jla C€ HAlpaBU KOHCTATALMATA, Ye
oBIeTe ¢ 0aj 10 3 UMaT MHOTO HUCHK OTHOCHTEIICH JISUT ITPU
Pa3IMYHATE JIAKTAIIMY W TOBA OYEBUIHO € CIICJICTBUE OT J0-
OpuTe yCIOBHs Ha XpaHEHE M OTIIIC)KAAHE Ha KHBOTHHUTE.
Paznukure Mexmy rpynuTe IpH )KUBOTHUTE Ha | makrarms
ca BHCOKOJIOCTOBEPHHM 3a BTOpa U TPeTa rpyla U 3a BCUYKU
rpynu npu cieasainure Jjakranuu (P<0.001). ITono6Ho Ha
HaieTo npoyuBane CiiaBoBa u ¢bTp. (2010) ycraHossBat
TeHJECHIMS 3a choTBeTcTBHE Mexay OTC u HBOTO TerIo
npu Tpakuiicka TBHKOpyHHa nopona oBue. W3kimroueHue
MIPaBH €ANHCTBEHO OIIEHKATa HA TEJIECHO ChCTOSIHUE T10 BPE-
Me Ha OPEMEHHOCT, KOraTo »HBOTO Terio HapacTBa, a OTC
HaMaJIsiBa MOpaju U3pa3xo/iBaHe Ha MACTHUTE PE3epBU Ha
Tsuoto. MHTepnperanumsaTa Ha MOXyYCHNUTE PE3YATaTH 1103~
BOJISIBA JIa M3KaKEM CTAaHOBHIIIETO, Y€ METOBT, Oazuparl ce
Ha omnpezernsiHe Ha OTC e Haze 1eH 10 OTHOIICHHE Ha TIPH-
3HaKa MBO TEIVIO U € MOAXOAAII 33 KOHTPOI U YIpaBJICHUE
Ha paBHHUIIETO Ha XpaHeHe Ha oBiere oT CIIEM. Hammute

pe3yJTaTu 1 3aKJIIOUSHHS Ca THOIIOCOYHH C ITOTYUYSHUTE OT
JumoBa u cbTp. (2010), CraBoBa u c¢bTp. (2013) 3a oBIIE
OT chIlata 1noposja, KakTo ¥ ¢ aHaJIn3a Ha pe3y/ITaruTe Ha
Oregui, L. M. et al. (1991), Frutos, P. et al. (1995), Abu
Ishmas M. A. et al. (2004), mony4eH: TpH aHAJOTHIHH
NIPOYYBAHMS HA Pa3JIMYHU TIOPOIU OBIIE.

JlaHHUTE OT mpoy4BaHETO 3a YCTAHOBSBAaHE Bpb3Kara
Ha OMOJIOTWYHATA TIJIOJIOBUTOCT C KOMITJICKCHATA OLICHKA Ha
TEJICCHOTO CHCTOSIHHE ca MpeacTaBeHn B Tabm. 3. OBiere,
JIAKTUpAIIH 3a IbPBU IIBT C OLEHKa 3 — 3.5 mokassar mo-
BUCOKa tuiopoButTocT (145.6%), cripsamo Te3n OT rpymara
¢ 6am Hazg 3.5 (136,0%), K0eTo KOpeCTOHANpPa ¢ MHEHHETO
Ha Tomopos (2008), CraBoBa u c¢bTp. (2013), Sejian et
al. (2010), Davoud et al. (2012), ue Ta3u e Haii-xKenaHa-
Ta Pa3IUIOHA KOH/UIHNS HEITOCPEACTBEHO MPEAN CITydHaTa
kammnanust. [IponeHTsT Ha soBUTE M a0OPTUPATH KUBOTHA
€ TT0-MaJIbK IIPU )KUBOTHHUTE OT chlllata rpyna. iBaHoBa u
c¢bTp. (2010) maBat manau 3a 150% muiomoBUTOCT Ha 1-BO
ar"e npu cpeaHa OTC 3.07 na osue ot CIIBM. /IumoBa u
¢bTP. (2010) ycTaHOBSBAT ChINIATa TCHICHIINS 32 II0-BUCOKA
wropoButocT (145.0%) nipu oBIeTe OT rpynara ¢ OLEHKH OT
2.75 no 3.25, npenu 3amiokAaHE MPU U3CIEIBAHE HA Ch-
mara nopozaa. ExHonocodnara TeHICHIMS TIPHU TPOyYBaHE
Ha 3aBucumoctute ¢ OTC Ha fBara mpu3HaKa MI0A0BUTOCT
u miuieqHoct JIumoBa u c¢bTp., (2010) 0OsicHsBAT CHC CBBP-
3aHus xapaktep Ha npusHanute. Ha II u 11 nakranus npu
KMBOTHHTE OT HAIIETO MPOyYBaHEe OMOIOTMYHATA IIIOJJOBH-
TOCT JIOTHYHO C€ TIOBHIIABA U € C MHOTO OJM3KH CTOWHO-
ctu 3a neere rpymu (168.0% u 170.4%). Toa Moxe ma ce
o0sicHH ¢ (hakTa, Ye HKHUBOTHUTE Ca ChC 3aBBPIICH PACTEK
U IIBPBOTO OarBaHe He Ce € OTPa3HiIo HeOIAronpusITHO Ha
TEJICCHOTO UM ChCTOsIHME. [IpOLIEHTHT Ha SUIOBHUTE OBIE €
MO-HUCHK 3a Tpymara ¢ 6an Hax 3.5 (9.3 cpemty 17.28%), Ho
n Opos Ha )KMBOTHUTE B Ta3W Ipylia € 3HAYUTEIHO I0-Ma-
K. BapupaHeTo Ha IUNIOAOBUTOCTTA HA BCHUKH JIAKTALUH €
BHCOKO, KOETO € XapaKTEePHO 3a MPHU3HAaKa U Ce WIIIOCTPHUpPA
OT CTOMHOCTUTE Ha BapHalMoHHUTe koepunnent. CiiaBo-
Ba M CBTP., (2010), ananmmzupaiikn runamukara Ha OTC 3a
LIEJIOTOANIICH MePHOJl KOHCTATHPAT MO-CIJIHO M3MEHEHHE
TIPU OBIIETE C M0-BHCOKA TUIOIOBUTOCT, B CJIC/ICTBUE Ha T10-
TOJIEMUSI PA3XOf 32 TEJIECHU PE3EPBH. TSIXHOTO MPOydBaHE
nasa ganHu 3a 150% muomoButocT npu osre ¢ OTC 3.25
(P<0.01) mpenm 3aruoxaane ot Tpakuiickata ThHKOPYHHA
opoja, CIeABaHH OT KUBOTHUTE ChC Cpe/iHa OaTHa OleHKa
3 -140% u te3u ¢ OTC 3.5 - 136% OuosornyHa ImIono-
BUTOCT. OLIeHKAaTa Ha TEJIECHOTO CHCTOSIHUE € MHOTO JI00BD
KaueCTBEH ITOKa3aTell 3a OJaronoiyyneTo Ha )KUBOTHUTE U
HEroBOTO BIIOIIABAHE YyBEIWYaBa €MOpHOHAIHATA CMBPT-
Hoct nipu osuere (Morgan-Davies et al., 2008). Criopen
Hatcher et al. (2007) m1ogoBuTOCTTa CE yBeNnyaBa C Ha-
pactBane Ha OTC nopaan 3aBUCUMOCTTa, KOATO ChILECTBY-
Ba MEXKy TEIECHOTO ChCTOSIHUE, KMBOTO TEIIO M Opos Ha
oBynupanuTe AinekiIeTky. ChIIUTe aBTOPH YCTaHOBSBAT,
ye HapacTtBaHeTo Ha OTC ¢ eauHuUIa BOAM A0 yBEJINYaBa-
HE Ha IUIOJIOBUTOCTTA ¢ npubmusuteiano 12%. Hali-Bucoka
TUTOZIOBUTOCT TIPU OBIIE OT TIBCTOOIAIIarara mopoja bap-
OapuH, otriexxana B TyHHC € ycTaHOBEHA P SKUBOTHHUTE
¢ OTC ot 3.5 1o 4 (Atti et al., 2001). Aropure OTOCIA3BAT,
Ye KMBaTa Maca Ha pOJICHUTE arHeTa e CHyTHO nosmisgHa or OTC
Ha maiikute. Chioro norebpkaasa u Abdel-Mageed, L., (2009)
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npu oBle oT nopoxaara Ocumu B Erumner, kouto peanusupar
Hail-Bucoka miaonosuroct npu cpeana OTC 3 npenu 3armio-
JKJIaHE.

I[Tpe3 neproga Ha MPOYYBAHETO CA PETUCTPUPAHU U OT-
MaJHaJINTE )KUBOTHU IOPAJN CENEKIMOHEH Opak W Jpyru
(CMBPTHOCT, 3aKiIaHu, TpoaakOn) npuunHu (Tabdmn. 4). Pe-
3yJITAaTUTE [T0KA3BaT, Y€ CEJICKIIMOHHUSAT OpaK Ha II'bpBa JIaK-
Talys € B paMKUTE Ha HOPMAJIHOTO U € ¢ 3% IO0-BUCOK B
rpynara ¢ KO 3 — 3.5. OrtnanaHeTo Ha >KUBOTHUTE MOPAIU
JPYTH MPUYMHM Ha ChILATA JIAKTALMS CBIIO € B TPAHUINTE
Ha HopMmanHoTo. Ha IT u III makranus npu BCUYKM IpynH,
MIPOIEHTHT Ha OTHaaHe € TO-BUCOK U C€ JBJDKU M3IIAJTI0 Ha
cenekunoHHusl Opak. ToBa e JIorMYHA CeJIEeKLIHOHHA IPaK-
THKA, CBbP3aHa C €KETOJHOTO TeHETHYHO IT0JJ00psiBaHe M
BJIM3aHETO HA MJIAJUTE )KUBOTHU B OCHOBHO CTaJI0.

M3BOIMN

AHanu3bT Ha Bpb3KaTa MEXKIy OIIEHKAaTa Ha TeJIECHOTO
CHCTOSTHHEC M MJICYHATA IIPOAYKTHBHOCT Ha PA3INYHUTE JIAK-
TaIIH TTOKa3Ba MO-BHCOKA MJIICYHOCT TIPHU TPpyIIaTa Ha OBIIe-
Te-MaWKH C OLIEHKH Haj 3.5.

MertonsT, 6a3upan ce Ha onpeznensae Ha OTC e Hagex-
JICH I10 OTHOILICHHUEC Ha npmHaKa JKUBO TCITIO U € IMOAXOIALLL
32 KOHTPOJI ¥ yIPaBJI€HNUE Ha paBHUIIIETO HA XpaHEHe Ha OB-
rere oT CHHTETHYHA TTOMyanus ObJrapcka MICYHA.

BuonornyHara MIOZOBUTOCT Ha OBIECTE, JAKTHPAIIH
3a MBPBHU ITBT € Hal-BHCOKA IIPH KUBOTHHTE ¢ Oam 3 — 3.5,
KOETO CHOTBETCTBA HAa ONTHMAJIHATA PA3IUIOAHA KOHIHIINS,
HeHOCpe}lCTBeHO Hpe)m cnquaTa KaMIIaHHAA.

HpOLIeHT”bT Ha OTHHagHaJIUTEC )KUBOTHU nopamd CCJICKIIU-
OHCH Opak ¥ APYTH MPUYUHH € B PAMKUTE Ha HOPMAITHOTO H
€ IoKa3arel 3a Jo0para KOHIUIUS U 3PABOCIOBHHS CTATyC
Ha )KHUBOTHHTE.
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BODY CONDITION SCORE AND PRODUCTIVE PERFORMANCE
OF THE SYNTHETIC POPULATION BULGARIAN MILK SHEEP*

N. Stancheva, G. Staikova
Agricultural Institute — Shumen

SUMMARY

Subject of the study were ewes from the Synthetic Population Bulgarian Milk (SPBM) from the herd of Agricultural
institute — Shumen. The evaluation carried out in 2011 and 2012 assigned 128 ewes at first parity and 126 at second and
third. In correspondence to the physiological status, the animals were subjected to one and the same housing conditions
and diet. Three sessions of body condition score (BCS) assessment were accomplished: during first lactation month; prior
to artificial insemination; and during first gestation half. BCS evaluation was made by the five-rank system, as adapted by
Todorov (2008). On the basis of the assessments from the different sessions, overall BCS was also formed. The analysis
of the relationship between overall BCS and the milk performance at the different lactations indicates that the highest milk
yield belongs to the ewes with estimates of BCS>3.5. The relationship between BCS and live weight shows that the method
is reliable and adequate for the management of the feeding level of the BDSP ewes. At first lactation the highest biological
prolificacy belongs to the ewes with BCS of 3.0 to 3.5, which corresponds to the optimal breeding condition prior to joining.
Culling rate due to selecttion or other reasons is in normal range and indicates for the good condition and health status of
the ewes.

Key words: Synthetic Population Bulgarian Milk Sheep (SPBM), milk yield, live weight, biological prolificacy, body
condition score

nevqna_68@abv.bg

*AKNOWLEDGEMENTS: The publishing of the present scientific paper is financed by the Ministry of Education and Science.



