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OBLIEBBJICTBO

BPB3KA MEXKAY OUHEHKATA HA TEJECHOTO CBbCTOSAHHUE
N NMPOAYKTUBHOCTTA IIPU OBIIE
OT CUHTETHYHATA INONYJIAIIUA BbJII'APCKA MJIEYHA

HEJIKA TMMOBA, UBEJINMHA UBAHOBA, ) KAHA TIEEBA,
MAPVSI PKOPEHEBA, MUJIEHA MUXAMJIOBA
3emenencku HHCTUTYT - Ctapa 3aropa

OrneHKaTa HA TEIECHOTO CHCTOSHHC Ha KU-
BOTHUTE € ObP3 U IECHOJOCTHIICH METO/T 3a Ipe-
[IEHKa Ha €HEpruiHOTO HHUBO HA XpaHEHE NP
pasnuueH gu3noyoruieH craryc. basupa ce Ha
OPTaHOCETUBHO OIpEJIesiHE Ha Ma3HUHUTE U
MYCKyJaTypara OCHOBHO B rpbOHAaTa 0011aCT, KO-
peHa Ha omaIlKara, TPbIHATA KOCT U MEXKIY-
pebpusara. MHOroOpoitHUTE TpOyYBaHUS TOKA3-
BaT, Y€ TOBA € JIECEH U CPABHUTEIHO TOYEH Me-
TOJ, 3a OIICHKA HA ChCTaBa HA TAJIOTO HA JKHUBO.
Ompeznenenue 3a Ta3u OIIEHKA JaBaT OIIE IMpe3
1969 . Russel et al. Hanocneask 14 Bce mo-yec-
TO Ce M3MOJ3Ba 3a KOHTPOJI Ha HUBOTO Ha €Hep-
THITHO XpaHEeHe KaKTO NP MPEKUBHH, TaKa U IPH
JIpYyru BUJIOBE XUBOTHU. MHOTOOPOIHU ca u
MPOYYBAHHTA B HACOKA HA BPBh3KaTa C OTACTHH
MPOIyKTUBHHU MOKA3aTeNH, HO B HAIllaTa CTPaHa,
0COOEHO B OBIIEBBIICTBOTO T€E BCE OILE CA OCKBI-
HU U He 00XBaIaT MHOTOOpa3sHeTo OT pa3BhkK/aa-
HuTe y Hac nmopou osue ([Aumosa H. u cbasT.,
2008 ; UBanoBa UB. u cbaBT. 2008).

Ilenta Ha HACTOSIIOTO Mpoy4BaHe Oe Ja ce
MpOCean Bpbh3KaTa Ha OIICHKUTE Ha TEJIECHOTO
CbCTOSIHUE C OCHOBHHUTE MPOJAYKTUBHU MOKa3a-
TENH - MJIEYHOCT, )KHBa Maca, IJI0JOBUTOCT U
BBJIHOIaHOCT Npu oBIe OT CUHTETUYHATA T10-
mynanus Obarapcka MiIedHa.

MATEPHUAJIUMETO1
W3cnensanero Oerle M3BBPILEHO C OBIIE-
Maliku oT CUHTeTHYHaTa nomynamnus beiarapcka
MJIEYHA OT CTaJ0TO Ha 3€MENEICKH UHCTUTYT -
Crapa 3aropa npe3 2007-2009 r., npe3 KOUTO

’KMBOTHHTE 0s1Xa B pa3inyeH (PU3NOJIOTHYEH CTa-
TYC - IPEH 3aIJI0KIaHe U CJIe]l OarBaHe.

B mpoyuBanero Osixa Bkitouenu 113-143 6post
KUBOTHHU Ha Bb3pacT 1.5-3.5 rogunu. OBuere-
Maiiku 0s1Xa OTIIKIaHU TMPU €IHU U CHIIU YC-
JIOBHSI M XpAaHEHHU C €IHAKBU JaKOM Tpe3 JBeTe
CTONAHCKH TOJAMHU B 3aBUCUMOCT OT (hPU3U0JIO-
THYHOTO ChCTOsIHUE. VI3BBpIIeHN Osixa YeTHpH
KOHTPOJIHH MPETETICHUs Ha OBIIETE MAalKH Mpe3
JIBETE CTOTIAHCKU FOJIMHU MPH Pa3IndeH GpUu3no-
norudeH craryc. EnHoBpeMenHo ¢ ToBa Oere
HarpaBeHa U OLIEHKA Ha TEJIECHOTO ChCTOSHUE
(OTC) ot TpuMma OLIEHUTENHN KaTo KpaiHaTa
OlleHKa Oe ocpe/iHeHa OT OLIEHKUTE Ha TpUMaTa
c nperu3Hoct oT 0.25 Touku. /laHHUTE OT OLIEH-
KaTa Osixa rpylMUpaHu B YETUPU OTAEIHU IPYyNU
- moJ oneHka 2; ot 2.25 no 2.75; ot 2.75 10 3.25
u Haz 3.25 v npu Tax Oe mpocieeHa Bpbh3Kara ¢
MoKa3aTeauTe, O0CKT Ha U3CIIEBAHETO.

OT NpoAyKTUBHUTE MTOKA3aTENHN Os1Xa KOHTPO-
nupanu xuBara maca (kg), cpennara noitHa
mitedHocT (1) cermacno MHCTpyKIMATa 32 KOHTPOJ
Ha NMPOJYKTUBHUTE KauecTBa U OOHUTHPOBKA Ha
osuete oT 2003 1., MmI0J0BUTOCT - OpOii poJeHH
arHeTa OT e/lHa OBIa Mailka U BBJIHOJAMHOCT -
cpenen HacTpur (kg).

Jlanaute 6s1xa 00pabOTEeHU CTATUCTUYECKH C
nporpamet npoxykt ANOVA Statistics. 3a cratuc-
THYECKA IOCTOBEPHOCT Ha U3CIIEIBAHUTE BPB3KU
6e n3bpana P<0.05.

PE3VIITATU 1 OBCBXAHE
Haii-MHOTOOpOWHN ca M3CleNBaHHUATA 3a
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Bpb3KaTa Mex 1y kuBara maca (kg) u ouenkure
3a TEJIECHOTO ChCTOsIHUE. be3cnopHo Te3u Mmoka-
3aTelly ca B TCHA BPb3Ka, HO OLIEHKAaTa Ha TeJlec-
HOTO ChCTOSIHHE OTPa3siBa CTENIEHTA Ha 3aTIbCTS-
BAaHE Ha OBLIETE HA )KMBO U IMPAKTUYECKU METO-
IbT € N0-A0CTBIIEH U NIO-TOYEH 3a PEIlIaBaHE Ha
IIPAaKTUYECKUTE HYX W Ha yIIPAaBIECHUETO B ajie-
Ha (hepMa Ipu pa3IuyHUTE GU3NOJIOTUYHH ChC-
TOSTHHSI Ha )KUBOTHHUTE, KaKTO U € Hail-moOpusr
WHJIUKATOP 3a CBCTOSHUETO HAa €HEPTUITHOTO
xpaHeHe. CpIvIacHO Bb3IIPHETATa Y HAC CUCTEMA
OTC ce onpenens Ha TIeT cTeNeHU ¢ UQpu oT |
- MHOTO c1abu 110 5 - 3atnbcrend. (Togopos,H.
U ChaBT., 1994 1., Togopos, H. 2008).

OCHOBHUSAT U3BOJ, KOWTO HampaBUXME NPHU
npeAuinHy Hamu uzcnensanus (JAumosa, H. u
c¢baBT., 2008 u UBanoBa UB. u cbaBT., 2008) ¢,
4e OLICHKaTa Ha TEJIECHOTO ChCTOSIHUE U KUBaTa
Maca B 3HAYMTEJHA CTEINEH ca MOBIHUSIHH OT (pu-
3MOJIOTUYHUS CTaTyC Ha OBLIETE-MaKU - IPEeau
3aIJI05KJIaHE, CIIE]l 3aIJI0K/IAHE U CJIENl arHEHE.
Pa3nukure ca cTaTUCTHYECKH JOCTOBEPHHU
P<0.05 npu xuBoTHN 0T CHHTETUYHATA [TOITYJIa-
nus ObArapcKka MIJIeYHa U C JTOCTOBEPHOCT
P<0.001 mpu te3u ot TpakuiickaTa ThHKOPYHHA
nopoJa.

ITpu HacTOAIMIOTO U3ClIeABaHE NOAXOABT HU €
pazmueH. OCBeH pa3InyHust PU3NOJIOTHYEH CTa-
TyC - MpEeau 3aIlJ0XKJaHe U Cle]l arHeHe, ca
BKJIFOYEHU U BIUSHHUETO HA J[BE OTIEIHH CTO-
NAHCKM TOAMHHU, KaKTO U Bpb3KaTa Ha YETHPHU
I'pYIHU OLIEHKU OCBEH C )KMBaTa Maca U ¢ APYruTe
INPOJYKTUBHU IMOKA3aTeJIM - AOHHA MIIEUHOCT,
IUIOJIOBUTOCT M BbIHOAMHOCT. LlenTa e 1a Hame-
pum ontumanHoto OTC 3a oTHenHUTE NPOIYK-
TUBHOCTH NIPH pa3InyeH GU3UOJOTUYEH CTaTyC.

B 1abn. 1 ca mpeacraBeHu JaHHU 3a CpeaHAaTa
xuBa Maca (kg) u oreHKuTe Ha TENEeCHOTO ChC-
TOSIHME IIPU pa3iIuyeH (PU3MOIOrHYEH CTaTyC Ha
OBIIETE€ MalKU Ipe3 JBe CTOMaHCKU roauHu. C
Hail-roJyisiMa ’1Ba Maca ca OBLIETE C OLICHKH HaJ|
3.25 no OTC. T4 Bapupa npu pa3znuaaus pusuo-
JIOTMYEH CTaTyC U Ipe3 JIBETE CTOMAHCKU T'OJMHU
oT 63.3kg-2007 1. 10 69.43 kg - 2009 1. C onieHKH
non 2 xuBarta mMaca Bapupa ot 42.2 kg - 2008 r.
cien arHe”e a0 51.8 kg npeau 3armioxnane -

2007 r. [To-cabo Bapupa >kxuBaTa Maca Ha OBIIETE
IIpU OLIEHKUTE B rpymnara oT 2.25 no 2.75 - ot
53.4 kg -2008 r.cnen aruene 1o 57.3 kg - 2007 r.
npeau 3aruioxkaaHe. A Haii-ciabo BapupaHe Ha
’KMBaTa Maca uMa Ipu onieHkara 2.75 - 3.25 cboT-
BeTHO oT 57.2 kg - 2007 1. mpenu 3arioxaaHe
10 59.02 kg - 2009 1. cnen aruexe.

CraTucTuyeckaTa JOCTOBEPHOCT Ha Pa3IuKu-
T€ B KMBaTa Maca MEX]y pa3IU4YHHUTE TPYyIu
OLICHKH ITPE/IU 3aII0XKAaHE U 3a IBETE CTOIIAHC-
ku roguuu € oT P<0.01 go P<0.001 xaro Haii-
BHUCOKa € MEKy IpynaTa olueHKu oT 2.25 - 2.75
U rpylnara ¢ OLeHKHU Haj 3.25 u npu ABETe CTo-
MAHCKH FOJINHHU.

Cnen arueHe U npe3 IBETE CTONAHCKHU T'OJMHU
MEX]ly OTJICIIHUTE TPYIH OLCHKH PA3IHKHUTE ca
CBIIO IOCTOBEPHU, HO C 10-TOJIIMO BapyupaHe Ka-
TO Hal-BUCOKM ca MEXIy I'pynaTa ¢ OLEHKH MO
2 ¥ rpymnara c oLueHKH Haf 3.25.

AHanmM3bT Ha UHTEpHpeTHpaHaTa HHPopMa-
U TOTBBPIKaBa, Y€ METOIbT Ha OIICHKA Ha Te-
JIECHOTO CHCTOSIHME € TOUYEH IO OTHOILLIEHUE Ha
KHMBaTa Maca U € HeOOXOMMO Ja ce M3IO0J3Ba
IIpU yIpaBJIeHUE Ha €HEPTUHHOTO XpaHEHE Ha
oBiere oT CUHTETHYHATA NOMYNAus ObJIrapcka
MJIEYHa B pa3inyeH (pU3M0JIoTHYeH craTyc. Pe-
3yITaTUTE HU Ca €JHOMOCOYHHU C MOJIYYEHUTE
IIPYU pa3nuuHu nopoau osue ot Oregui, L. M.
etal. (1991), Frutos, P. et al. (1997), Abu Ishmas
M. A. et al. (2004).

JlaHHMTE 3a Bpb3KaTa Ha cpeaHaTa Jl0iHa
mieyHocT 1 OTC npu paznudeH Gpu3noaoruyeH
CTaTyC Ha OBIIETE MalKH ITPe3 JIBE CTOMAHCKH T'O-
JIMHU ca 0Tpa3eHHu B Ta0. 2. JloiiHaTa MiIe4HOCT
€ Hali-HMCKa IpU TPYNUTE OBIIE C OLEHKH Mo/ 2
IIpEeU 3aI0KAaHe U ClIe/l arTHEeHE U Mpe3 JIBETe
CTOIAHCKHU FOJIMHU U Bapupa oT 64.35 1. - 2008 1.
110 93.8 1. - 2009 . ciie aruene. Hucka e noitnara
MJIEYHOCT U ITPH OBLIETE B TPYIHUTE C OLIEHKH HaJ|
3.5 v ipu ABaTa u3cieBaHu (PU3NOIOTUYHH CTa-
Tyca. JlanHUTE 3a JoMfHaTa MIIEYHOCT IIPU JPYTU-
T€ JIBE IPYIH CHUJIHO BapHUpart, HO MOXe J1a Ce Ka-
e ca ¢ TeHJICHIIMS 3a II0-BUCOKa MJIEYHOCT ITpe-
I 3aIU10%K/1aHe Tpu rpymara ot 2.75 no 3.25.
ChII0TO MOKe Ja ce Kake U 3a (PU3HOIOTMYHUS
CTaTyc cliel] arHeHe, KbAETO U paznukute 3a 2008
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Tabmuma 1. Cpegna :xuBa Maca ( kg ) M OLIEHKH Ha TeJIeCHOTO CHCTOSIHHME NP pa3jndeH (U3H0I0rHYeH

CTaTyC HaA OBILIEeTE Maiku npe3 ABe¢ CTONAHCKH I'OJIMHH

Table 1. Average live weight ( kg ) and body condition score in different physiological status of ewes during

two years
OueHku IIpenu 3amnoxaane Crnen arHeHe
Estimate Before mating After lambing
OTC 2007 2008
BCS n X+ Sx SD C% n X+ Sx SD C%
1. mon 2 13 51.8+1.46 5.26 10.1 10 42.2+2.54 8.04 9.05
2. 2.25-2.75 20 57.3+0.94 4.2 7.3 34 53.5+0.96 5.62 10.5
3. 2.75-3.25 72 57.2+0.57 4.9 8.6 63 57.3+0.83 6.57 11.5
4. nan 3.25 27 63.3+1.2 6.3 9.9 22 63.8+1.35 6.35 9.9
OueHku [penu 3amnoxgane Crnen arHene
Estimate Before mating After lambing
OTC 2008 2009
BCS n X+ Sx SD C% n X+ Sx SD C%
1. mox 2 4 50.8+9.28 6.55 12.8 24 51.56+1.48 7.1 13.8
2. 2.25-2.75 32 53.7+1.16 6.56 12.2 27 53.56+1.1 5.7 10.6
3. 2.75-3.25 108 57.6+0.62 6.48 11.2 107 58.82+0.64 6.64 11.3
4. nan 3.25 32 67.1+1.01 5.7 8.5 7 69.43+2,01 5.32 7.7
2007 2008
1/2 mpu P<0.01  2/4 mpu P <0.001 1/2 mpu P<0.01  2/3 npu P <0.05
td 1/3 mpu P<0.01 3/4 mpu P<0.001 1/3 mpu P<0.01
1/4 npu P<0.001 1/4 pu P<0.01
2008 2009
2/3 mpu P<0.01 1/4 mpu P<0.001  1/3 mpu P<0.001
td 2/4 mpu P<0.001 2/3 mpu P<0.001 2/4 npu P<0.05

3/4 mpu P <0.001

3/4 mpu P<0.01

I. ca Cc TeHAEHIMS Ha focToBepHOCT pu P<0.05,
HO ca HenocTtoBepHH 3a 2009 .

[Tono6uu ca pesynrarute, nonxyueHu ot Lo-
pez, F.et al., (1994), mpu KouTO CHIIIO HAli-BUCO-
kara muiedHocT € mpu OTC Ha oBLETE MallK1 OT
nopoaara MepuHo - 2.75. UaeHTu4HU ca u pesyi-
tatute, moaydenu ot Molina M. et al. (1991b)
nipu CapIMHCKH OBIIE.

[Tpu moapoOeH chBpeMEHEH aHAIH3 Ha Pe3y-
TATUTE 3a MJICYHA MMPOAYKIMS HAa KpPaBU OT XOJI-
IaiiH - ppusmiickara mopoa, TEXHUTE JMHEHHO
ONMCATEIHU MJIEYHU NPHU3HALM U Bpb3KaTa UM
¢ OTC Dechow, C. D. et al. (2004) nopu npenia-
rar CeJIeKUUATa MO MIISIKO 3a YIECHEHHE Ja Ce
BOJIM OCHOBHO I10 OLIEHKHUTE Ha TEJIECHOTO ChC-
TOSTHUE TOPaaH MO-AOCTHIIHUS HAYMH Ha OIpe-
JEISTHETO M.

[TmomoBHuTOCTA 3a ABETE TOAMHU, OOEKT Ha
MPOYYBAHETO, KaKTO U MPH pa3inyueH (U3Ho-
JIOTUYEH CTaTYC CHIIO Bapupa, Makap U B HETOJI-
KOBa IIMPOKHU IpaHuld. JlaHHUTE 32 Hes ca MoKa-
3aHu B TaOu. 3. He e HamepeHa craTucTuiecka
JOCTOBEPHOCT MEX/Ty OTJICITHUTE TPYIH OLCHKH.
C TakaBa Tenaenus npu P<0.05 e camo Mexy
IT u IV rpyna cnen arnene npe3 2008 r. Tpsa6sa
Jla ce OTOCIEHKH, Y€ Hall - BUCOKA IJIOJOBUTOCT
¥Ma TMpH )KUBOTHUTE OT TPyIara ¢ OI[CHKHU MO
2 cie arTHEHE Mpe3 ChIlaTra roinHa, KOeTo € Jo-
THUYHO 32 OJM3HUJINTE OBIIE, KOUTO O TOBA Bpe-
M€ ca M3pPa3XoJlBajd MHOTO OT TEIECHUTE CU
eHepruitHu pesepu. Hamara ce TenaeHuusra,
0e3 CTaTUCTHYECKa 10 CTOBEPHOCT, 3a TO-BUCOKA
TJI0JIOBUTOCT MPH OBIIETE OT IPyIara ¢ OLEHKU
oT 2.75 no 3.25, KakTO € W MpU MIIEYHOCTTA,
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Tabmuma 2. Cpexna noiina miaedHocT (1) 1 oneHKHN Ha TeJIeCHOTO ChCTOSTHUE MTPH Pa3indeH Gpu3noaorudeH
CTATYC HA OBIeTe Maiiku Mpe3 ABe CTONAHCKH FOIUHHI

Table 2. Average milk production (1) and body condition score in different physiological status of ewes

during two years

OLeHKH IIpenu 3amnoxnane Cnen arHene
Estimate Before mating After lambing
OTC 2007 2008
BCS n x £ Sx SD C% n x £ Sx SD C%
1. mon 2 10 82.43+14.34 45.4 55.0 9 86.4+12.87 38.6 44.7
2. 2.25-2.75 17 119.78+13.45 55.5 46.3 36 104.0+6.03 35.1 33.7
3. 2.75-3.25 56 106.8+4.82 36.1 33.8 50 114.55+5.9 41.9 36.6
4. nan 3.25 21 106.62+9.61 44.0 41.3 9 95.8+20.0 60.1 62.7
OleHku [penn 3amioxaane Crnen arHeHe
Estimate Before mating After lambing
OoTC 2008 2009
BCS n x + Sx SD C% n x + Sx SD C%
1. mox 2 3 64.35 - - 20 93.8+£12.5 55.8 59.4
2. 2.25-2.75 21 110.37+14.2 65.2 59.1 24 105.1149.7 47.5 45.3
3. 2.75-3.25 87 112.06+4.8 44.6 39.8 83 113.5£5.36 48.9 43.1
4. mag 3.25 28 100.15+11.8 62.2 62.1 4 84.76 - -
2008
d 1/3 mpu P<0.05

2/3 mpu P<0.05

Tabmuma 3. CpexHa miaoq0BUTOCT (N ) M OHEHKH HA TEJIECHOTO ChCTOSTHUE MPH pa3inyeH Gpu3noaoruyexH

CTaTyC HA OBIIETE MalKku npe3 AB¢ CTONAHCKHU IoJIUHU

Table 3. Average reproductive performance (N ) and body condition score in different physiological status of

ewes during two years

OleHKH [Mpeau 3amioxaane Cren arnene
Estimate Before mating After lambing
OTC 2007 2008
BCS n X+ Sx SD C% n X+ Sx SD C%
1. mon2 11 1.2740.14 0.47 37.0 8 1.62+0.18 0.52 32.1
2. 2.25-2.75 19 1.26+0.10 0.45 35.7 34 1.53+0.1 0.56 36.6
3. 2.75-3.25 62 1.4540.07 0.56 38.6 56 1.41+0.08 0.56 39.7
4. wman3.25 24 1.5+0.12 0.59 39.3 15 1.27+0.12 0.46 36.2
OneHku [Ipenu 3amnoxnane Cnen arHene
Estimate Before mating After lambing
OTC 2008 2009
BCS n X £ Sx SD C% n x £ Sx SD C%
1. moxm2 - - - - 18 1.33+0.11 0.49 36.8
2. 2.25-2.75 24 1.25+0.09 0.44 35.2 25 1.32+0.1 0.47 35.6
3. 2.75-3.25 92 1.25+0.05 0.44 35.2 87 1.26+0.05 0.44 35.2
4. wHam3.25 27 1.33+0.09 0.48 36.0 6 1.26+0.05 0.44 34.9
2008
td 2/4 npu P <0.05
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KOETO ce OOSICHSIBA ChC CBBP3aHMS XapaKTep Ha
yHaclesiBaHe MpH Te3U JiBa nokasarens. Men-
TUYHHU ca pe3ylTaruTe, noixydeHu ot Nasina Atti
et al. (2001) npu oBuE OT TIBCTOONAIIATATA TTO-
pona bapbapun. Haii - Bucoka riiooBUTOCT TpH
Tsx ca umanu osuere ¢ OTC nan 3.5 - 4. ABTopu-
Te OTOENIA3BAT, Ue JKUBaTa Maca Ha POJCHUTE ar-
Heta € cuiHo noBnusiHa oT OTC Ha malikuTe.
Crwmmoto otoensizea u Abdel - Mageed, J. (2009)
npu oBLe oT nopoaara Ocumu B Erumner - Haii-
BHCOKa 1u1010BUTOCT MMat oBiere ¢ OTC 2.5 -
3.0 nmpenu 3arioxIaHe.

OTaenHuTE CTONAHCKHU T'OJIMHU BIIUSISIT CUITHO
BBPXY IUIOOBUTOCTTA ¥ TOBA BIIMSHUE € C AOCTO-
BepHOcT nipu P<0.001, HO oLlEeHKUTE Ha Tenec-
HOTO ChCTOSIHUE Ha OBIIETE MalK1 HE MOBJIUSIBAT
BBPXY Oposi Ha MOJIy4EHUTE arHeTa MPHU OBIIE OT
nopoxaara Punoneca ycranossiBar Torre, C. et
al. (1994).

Bpb3kara Mex 1y BBIHOAAWHOCTTA IIPU OBLIETE

MaiKH OT pa3IMYHUTE IPYIH OLIEHKH € OTpa3eHa
B Ta01. 4. BIUsSHUETO Ha OTJIEIIHUTE CTOTIAHCKU
roaunu € oueBuAHO. [Ipe3 2007 u 2008 r. ¢ Haii-
BHCOKAa BBJIHOJAMHOCT Ca OBLIETE OT IPYIUTE C
ouneHku Han 3.25 u 2.75 - 3.25. TennenuusTa Ha
JNOCTOBEPHOCT Ha cpeauute mexay 11 u Il rpyna
OLIEHKH Bapupar oT Hucka - P<0.05 npe3 2008
1o Bucoka - P<0.001 npe3 2007 r.

B Tabn. 5 ca orpaszeHu NTMHEHHUTE 3aBHCHU-
MOCTH MEXKIY OLIEHKHUTE Ha TEJIECHOTO ChbCTOSIHUE
U HAKOM MPOAYKTUBHU TOKA3aTeNU MPH pas3iu-
4eH (PM3HOJIOTUYUCH CTAaTyC Ha OBLIETE MalKU Ipe3
JIBE CTONAHCKUA rOAUHU. OTIOETHUTE CTOMAHCKU
TOJIMHH, KaKTO U Pa3IMYHUAT (PH3HOJIOTHYCH CTa-
TYC OIPENIENICHO BIUSAT Ha IPOYYBAHUTE ITOKA3a-
TE€JH, HO BCE MaK 3aBUCHUMOCTUTE B OTIECIIHUTE
I'PYIH OLIEHKH 10 U3BECTHA CTEIEH, MaKap 1 He-
JOCTOBEPHU Ca JIOTUYHH U KaTO CTOMHOCT, U KaTro
IIOCOKaA.

[Tpu xuBaTa Maca Npean 3araoXKIaHe CTON-

Tabmmma 4. Cpenna BriaHOMaHOCT ( KE ) M OlIeHKH HA TeJIeCHOTO ChCTOSIHHUE NPH pa3iindeH (PU3NO0JI0THIEH

CTaTyC HaA OBLIETE MaliKku npe3 AB€ CTONAHCKHU IroJIMHU

Table 4. Average wool production ( kg ) and body condition score in different physiological status of ewes

during two years

OneHku [Ipenu 3amnoxnane Crnen arHeHe
Estimate Before mating After lambing
OoTC 2007 2008
BCS n x £ Sx SD C% n x + Sx SD C%
1. mox 2 13 2.82+0.25 0.9 31.9 8 2.3+0.14 0.45 18.7
2. 2.25-2.75 20 2.24+0.12 0.7 31.2 34 2.44+0.14 0.8 32.7
3. 2.75-3.25 72 2.85+0.1 0.83 29.1 63 2.85+0.09 0.68 23.8
4. nan 3.25 27 2.72+0.12 0.60 22.0 15 3.0+0.18 0.84 28.0
OLeHKH IIpenu 3amnoxgane Cnep arnene
Estimate Before mating After lambing
OTC 2008 2009
BCS n x £ Sx SD C% n X £ Sx SD C%
1. moxn?2 4 1.65 - - 24 1.940.13 0.6 31.6
2. 2.2-275 32 2.24+0.12 0.69 30.9 27 2.24+0.11 0.57 254
3. 2.75-3.25 105 2.23+0.06 0.65 29.1 105 2.25+0.07 0.77 342
4. Hanm3.25 32 2.16+0.14 0.78 36.0 7 2.74+0.23 0.61 223
2007 2008
d 1/2 mpu P<0.05 1/3 mpu P<0.01  1/4 npu P<0.01
2/3 mpu P<0.001 2/3 mpu P<0.05  2/4 mpu P<0.05
2009
td

3/4 mpu P<0.05
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Tabnuna 5. ®eHOTUNTHU 3aBHCHMOCTH MeKIY OLeHKH HA TeJeCHOTO ChCTOSIHHE M HAKOU MPOAYKTHBHHU
NMOKAa3aTe/u NPH pa3jindeH GU3HOJOTHYeH CTATYC Ha OBIeTe MAlKU Npe3 ABe CTONAHCKH F'OJUHH
Table 5. Phenotypic relationships body condition score and some production traits in different physiological

status of ewes during two years

IIpenu 3amnoxnase

Cnen arHene

OTC Before mating After lambing
BCS 2007 2008
(r) (r)
= e
; 5 : . 5 : :
S g 2 £ = g g2 5 3
= >:§ I 8 = s )E = no’.l =
. 5] o . [0) )
% g 5 = % R 5 g =
= = E‘ = = 5
= 2 = 2
n=13 n =10 n=11 n=13 n=10 n=9 n=3_8 n=2_8
non 2
0.02 0.03 0.29 0.33 0.62 0.82 0.05 -0.13
n =20 n=17 n =19 n =20 n =234 n =34 n =234 n =34
2.25-2.75
- - - 0.11 0.05 0.18 -0.11 0.16
n=72 n =56 n =062 n=72 n =063 n =50 n =256 n =063
2.75-3.25
0.34 0.34 0.01 0.21 -0.06 -0.19 -0.1 0.19
n =27 n =21 n =24 n =27 n=22 n=9 n=15 n=15
Haxg 3.25
- - - - 0.57 -0.47 0.21 0.01
[Ipenu 3armioxmane Crnien arHeHe
Before mating After lambing
2008 2009
n=4 n=3 n=2 n=4 n =24 n =20 n=18 n =24
mox 2
- - - - 0.21 0.22 0.20 0.1
= =21 =24 =32 =2 =24 =2 =2
225275 n =33 n n n=3 n 8 n n 5 n 7
0.34 -0.43 -0.02 0.11 0.48 0.17 0.2 -0.05
275325 n =122 n =287 n=92 n=105 n =124 n =83 n =287 n =105
0.27 0.05 0.14 0.08 0.32 0.02 0.14 0.04
n =32 n =28 n=27 n =32 n=717 n=4 n==6 n==6
Hazg 3.25
0.45 0.12 0.01 0.19 0.39 -0.17 0.02 -0.16

HOCTTa Ha JIMHEWHAaTa 3aBHCHMOCT Bapupa OT
HUCKHM J0 yMepeHu ctoiHoctH - oT 0.02 mpe3
2007 r.no 0.34 3arpynara ot 2.75 1o 3.25 3a cb-
mara roguHa. 3a 2008 r. Hall-BUCOKa € CTOM-
HOCTTa Ha Ta3u 3aBUCUMOCT B rpynara Hax 3.25.
Cnen arHeHe UMa IOpPU 3HAYUTEIHU CTOWHOCTH
Ha 3aBUCHUMOCTTa B rpymara noj 2. Ilpu to3u
(U3HOJIOTUYEH CTaTyC Mpe3 OTACTHUTE TOJAUHU
npeo0agaBaT yMEPEHUTE CTOWHOCTH B MOYTH
BCUYKH TpynH. Pe3ynTarurte HY 3a TMHEWHATA 3a-
BUCHMOCT Ha )KMBAaTa Maca ¢ OLIEHKUTE Ha TeJIeC-
HOTO CHCTOSIHHE Ca CXOJIHU C MorydeHuTe oT Fru-

tos, P. et al. (1997), Abu Ishmais M. A. et al.
(2004).

3aBUCUMOCTUTE Ha OLIEHKUTE C JOWHAaTa
MJIEYHOCT ca cJ1a0H, TOJIOKUTEIIHU TPeIu 3arl-
J0XJaHe 10 yMepeHa, oTpunarensa -0.43 mpu
rpynara ot 2.75 no 3.25. Cnen arHeHe Brieyar-
JsiBa BUCOKaTa, HO HEIOCTOBEPHA KOpenarus -
0.82 B rpynaramnon 2, HO Ipy MalTbK OpOi KHUBOT-
HU, KaKTO W OTpHLaTenHaTa, ymepeHa: -0.47 B
rpynara c oueHku Han 3.25.

[TnogoBuTocTTa € che cnaba 3aBUCUMOCT OT
OLIEHKHUTE B Pa3JINYHUTE IPYIH KaKTO Mpeau 3am-
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JIOKJJAHE, TaKa U CJIEJ arHEHE U IIPE3 JBETE CTO-
nadcku rogruau. ChIIOTO ¢e OTHACS U 3a ITOKa3a-
TeNs BBJIHOIANHOCT.

3BOJIU

OreHKHUTE HA TEECHOTO CHCTOSTHUE CE BIUSISIT
KaKTO OT (DM3MOJOTUYHUS CTATYyC, TAKa U OT OT-
JEITHUTE CTOMAHCKU TOJIUHHU.

MertoabT Ha OIICHKA Ha TEIECHOTO ChCTOSTHUE
€ TOYEH IO OTHOIICHHE Ha JKUBaTa Maca U €
Heo0X0JMMO J1a C€ U3I0JI3BA MPH YIIPaBICHUE Ha
€HEePTUHHOTO XpaHeHe Ha oBiere oT CuHTe-
TUYHATA MOMyJNaIus ObJirapcka MjaeyHa.

AHanu3upaHeTo Ha Bpb3KaTa Ha OLICHKUTE Ha
TEJIECHOTO CHCTOSIHHUE C JOWHATa MJIEYHOCT U
MIJIOJJOBUTOCT OTKPOSIBA IMO-BUCOKH UM CTOM-
HOCTH TPH T'pylaTa Ha OBIETE MAWKH C OLICHKH
2.75 - 3.25 xaxkTo mpe3 ABETE CTOMAHCKH T'OJJUHH,
TakKa v MpH pa3IuieH (PU3HOJOTHYEH CTaTYC.
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LINK BETWEEN THE BODY CONDITION SCORE
AND PRODUCTIVITY OF THE SHEEP FROM BULGARIAN DAIRY
SYNTHETIC POPULATION

N. Dimova, 1. Ivanova, J. Peeva, M .Djorbineva, M. Michailova
Agricultural Institute - Stara Zagora

SUMARY

The study was performed with 113-143 ewes at the age of 1.5-3.5 years from the flock of the Bulgarian
dairy synthetic population (BDSP) of the Agricultural Institute, Stara Zagora from 2007 to 2009. During the
two year period the sheep were in different physiological status - before conception and after lambing. The
aim was to trace the link between the body condition score (BCS) with the basic characteristics of the
productivity - milk yield, live weight, prolificacy and wool production of the sheep from the BDSP.

The analysis of the results possessed the following conclusions:

The BCS were influenced from the physiological status and separate farm year.

The method for assessment of the BCS was accurate for the live weight and it is necessary to be used for
management of the energy nutrition level of the sheep from the BDSP.

The analysis ofthe link between the BCS with the total milked milk and prolificacy reveal higher values
for the group of ewes with score 2.75 - 3.25 as well during the two years as at the different physiological
status.

Key words: BCS, link, live weight, milk production, reproductive performance, wool production



