CEJICKOCTOITAHCKA AKAJTEMMU S e XXIIBOTHOBB/IH HAYKU, L1V, 3/2017 61

HNPOYYBAHE BbPXY BPOA COMATUYHU KJIETKH B MJIAKOTO OT
KPABHU IIPU [IBE PA3JINYHU TEXHOJIOT'UU HA OTIVIEXKAAHE

Tarsina UBanoBa, Ilenyo Ilenyes, Mopaanka UiueBa
3emeodencku uncmumym — Lllymen

PE3IOME

Bemre npoyden egekTbT Ha TexHOMOTUATa BBpXy Oposi comarnunu kietku (BCK) B 2783 mpo-
6u miako ot 16 koHTpoaH, oT aBe hepmu: Fm-1 cbe 139 kpaBu, mpu Bbp3aHO OTIIICKAAHE, BHPXY
rymeHu crenku; Fm-2 — 210 kpaBu Ha TyXJIEHHM JIersia CbhC CjlaMa, IBOp, MAacullle U TpEeTHUpaHe Ha
LUIKUATE ClIe]l AoeHe U mpe3 cyxocToiHus nepuoa. Knersunusat ananuz (bCK/ml) 6eme nposenex
¢ Fossomatic 360, a oopadotkara Ha ganauTe (BCKx102?) — ¢ LSMLMW 1 MIXMDL (06111 Mozien u
no pepmu). ANOVA ycranoBu nocroBeper edekt Ha ¢pepmara (P = 0,0334), karo BCK 3a Fm-2 e no-
onaronpusiteH (Bce nak Hajg 400x10°/ml). KonTponausT neH nokasa Hail-uzpaset edekt (P < 0,0001),
KaTo FOJIK U CeNTeMBpPH ca ¢ ocodeHo Bucoku croitHocTu (P < 0,001). BeB Fm-1 e ycTtanoBeH nocto-
BepeH edekT (P < 0,05) Ha ce3oHa Ha OTenBaHe, JaKTAlMATA, MICYHOCTTAa U IPOTEUHA, 33 pa3iIuKa
ot Fm-2. BeB Fm-2 BCK 0enexu nmocTeneHen crnaj B XoJa Ha JIaKTalusATa, JOKATO JUHAMHUKATA 3a
Fm-1 e no-pa3nomnocouna. Yeenuuaane Ha BCK ot I go IV + nakranus e ycTaHOBEHO €IUHCTBEHO
3a Fm-1.

Knwuoeu oymu: comatnyHu KieTku, LS-aHanu3, kpaBe MIISIKO, TEXHOJOTHS

STUDY ON THE SOMATIC CELL COUNT IN COW MILK FROM TWO DIFFERENT
FARMING TECHNOLOGIES

Tatyana Ivanova, Pencho Penchev, Yordanka Ilieva
Agricultural Institute — Shumen

ABSTRACT

The effect of technology on the somatic cell count (SCC) was studied on 2783 milk samples from
16 monthly test days from two farms: Fm-1 with 139 cows, tie-stalled on rubber beds; Fm-2 — 210
cows on brick/straw beds, yard and pasture, and teat treatment after milking and during dry-off.
Cell counting (SCC/ml) was performed with Fossomatic 360, and processing of data (SCCx10%) —
with LSMLMW and MIXMDL (general model and within farms). The ANOVA showed significant
effect of farm (P = 0.0334), the SCC for Fm-2 being more favourable (still over 400x10°/ml). Test day
showed most pronounced effect (P < 0.0001), July and September being with especially higher SCC
(P <0.001).Significant effects of calving season, parity, milk yield, and protein were established for
Fm-1 (P <£0.05), not for Fm-2. SCC for Fm-2 declines gradually throughout lactation, while for Fm-1
the dynamics are inconsistent. Increase of SCC from first to fourth-plus lactation was observed for
Fm-1 only.

Key words: somatic cells, LS-analysis, cow milk, technology
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Bbpost na comatnunure knetku (BCK) ce
IpreMa KaTo KpUTEpuil 3a 3paBeTO Ha BUMETO,
THI KaTo OTpa3siBa UMyHHATa PeakLUs Ha JKJe-
3ucTaTa ThKaH KbM HanmuuueTo kd maTtoreHHU
enementu (O'Brien et al., 2001; Pyoréarla, 2003).
KomnxkoTo e no-ronsm BCK, TojikoBa € 1mo-BHCOKa
cTerneHTa Ha Mactutute Ha BuMeTo (Fregonesi
and Leaver, 2001; Bradley, 2002; Burton and
Erskine, 2003). Toii Bausie HEraTUBHO U BBPXY
TEXHOJIOTUYHUTE XapaKTEPUCTUKH, CBBP3aHU C
npepaboTkara Ha MIsKOTO (Santos et al., 2003;
Halasa et al., 2007), mopaau KO€TO ce U3I0JI3Ba
U 32 OIICHKAa Ha HEroBoTo kadecTBo (Schukken
et al., 2003). B crpanute ot EC e BpBenieHa rop-
Ha rpanuia ot 400x10°/ml mpu u3kymnyBaHe Ha
cypoBo kpaBe musiko (European Commission,
2004).

[letkoB u ap. (2001) ycraHOBsBAT, Y€ CE30HBT
Ha OTeJIBaHE U MOPEJIHOCTTA Ha JIAKTALUs OKa3-
BaT JJOCTOBEPHO BIMSHUE BBPXY Oposi HA coMa-
TUYHUTE KJIETKU B MIISIKOTO MO JIAKTallHOHHU
Mmecenu. [Ipu otenBaHusITa npe3 eceHTa U MpU
KpaBUTE Ha II'bpBA JIAKTAIIHS C€ OTYMTA Hal-Ma-
TBK Opoit coMaTnuHu KieTku. [loBuiaBaneTo
Ha Oposi HA COMaTHYHHUTE KJIETKU BOIH JIO TO-
HUYKaBaHE Ha JHEBHATa MJIEYHOCT, HE3aBHUCHMO
oT nakTauuoHHHs Mecel. Hagnestam-Nielsen
et al. (2009) ycraHOBSIBAT, e KOJIMYECTBOTO HA
JTHEeBHATa 3ary0a Ha MJISIKO, CBbp3aHa C yBEIIU-
yaBaHe Ha BCK, e B 3aBUCMMOCT OT mepuojia Ha
naktauusta. [lopeqnara nakramus € Hal-romis-
Ma B Kpas Ha JIaKTalusiTa, HE3aBUCUMO OT I10-
penHoctTa M. Criopen aBTOpUTE, €XKEAHEBHATa
3ary6a Ha musiko ipu BCK 500x10°/ml Bapupa
ot 0,7 no 2,0 kg nmpu kpaBu Ha IbpBa JIAKTAIKS,
B 3aBHCHUMOCT OT NE€PUOJA HA JAKTAlMATA, a HA
MO-KbCHU JIAKTAIIMK — 3ary0ara € CbOTBETHO OT
1,1 mo 3,7 kg.

C mnait-ronssm BCK ce orunrta nepuonsr ot
IOJM 10 OKTOMBPH B CTaJa C IEJOrOIUIIHO
orenBane (Green et al., 2006; Piwczynski and
Sitkowska, 2012; Tancin, 2013). Crana cbe ce-
30HEH XapakTep Ha oTesBaHeTo B FOxxHOTO MO-
nykbs100 (HoBa 3enaniust) ca umaiu Haii-BUCOK
BCK B 00110TO MJISIKO OKOJIO TIEpUO/Ia HA OTEll-
BaHe, npe3 3umHuTe Mecenn. Hai-uuckust bCK
B T€3U CTaJa ce HaOIro/1aBa Mmpe3 CenTeMBPH J10
OKTOMBpPH, MaJIKO Clie/l TIepHO/ia Ha OTEJIBaHe,

cienl KoeTo 0aBHO ce yBeln4aBa OTHOBO KBbM
Kpasi Ha ce30Ha, nmpe3 anpui a0 Mait (Clements
et al., 2005).

OcBen cnomeHatute edekTu Ha reorpad-
CKHSI PETHOH, KJIMMaTa (Ce30Ha) U ChOTBETHO Ha
tepmuunns crpec (Wegner et al., 1976; Igono
et al., 1988; Green et al., 2006), Bbpxy bBCK B
CYpOBOTO MIISIKO B 3HAUWTEIHA CTENEH BIUSST
U HsKou (aKTOpH, CBbpP3aHU ¢ MOpdonorusTa
Ha BuMeTo M 1uukure (Shearn and Hillerton,
1996; Neijenhuis et al., 2000; Mitev et al., 2012;
Sandrucci et al., 2014), kakTo U HU3HOIOTUYHH
TakuBa — (pazaTa OT JaKTalMsATa U TOpeaHaTa
nakrtanus (['eproseka u np., 2012; Syridion et al.,
2012; Tancin, 2013).

CopiecTBeH € €peKTHT U Ha TEXHOJIOTHSTA
Ha OTIVIOKIAHE W YNpaBICHUETO Ha (epmara
(Skrzypek et al., 2004; Halasa et al.,2007; Frelich
and Slachta, 2009; I'eproscka u ap., 2012), kak-
TO ¥ Ha CBBP3aHUTE C TSIX CPEHA CKOPOCT, Kpat-
HOCT U xuruena Ha noene (Hogeveen et al., 2001;
Tancin, 2007; ®enepoa u ap., 2008).

IenTa Ha HacTosIaTa cTaTus Oelle qa ce Ha-
MIpaBU CPABHUTEIHO MPOYUYBaHE BBHPXY Opos Ha
COMAaTHYHUTE KJIETKH B MJISTKOTO M HSKOH (hak-
TOPH, BJIMSICIIIM BBPXY HETO NMPH KPaBH OT JBE
(dbepMu ¢ pa3IMYHU TEXHOJIOTHH HA OTIJICKIAHE.

MATEPUAJI U METOIU

O0exT Ha u3cnenBane 0s1xa 2783 Opost MHAU-
BUTyaJTHU TIPOOU MIISIKO, TIOJTyY€HHU OT KPaBU OT
BUIII, orrnexaanu B a1Be pepmu B CeBepons-
TouHa bbirapus ¢ pa3nuyHa TEXHOJIOTHS, KaK-
TO cJe/Ba:

XKusoruure BpB pepma 1 (Fm-1) ca 139 nHa
Opoii u ce orrexaar B eqHa crpana K 200, 06-
OPHO-BBP3aHO, IETOTOAMIIIHO, BBPXY MO C T'y-
MeHH cTenku. He ce m3non3Ba HUKaKBa MocTe-
ns. Jlernata ca ¢ mupuHa 1,80 m u abKUHA
1,90 m. [louncTBaHeTo ce U3BBHPIIBA CHC CYO-
LIAHTOB TpaHCHOPTHOp. [loeHeTo ce u3BbpIIBa
C LEHTpaJIeH MJIEKOIPOBO/I, Chbe copTyep Ha [le-
JaBaj, IBYKPaTHO, OT ABama JIOSA4U.

Kpasute BbB (hepma 2 (Fm-2) ca 210 Ha 6poii
U ce OTIIIeKIaT B ABe crpaau 3a no 100 6pos,
00OpHO-BBP3aHO, BBPXY TyXJeH moa. Jlermarta
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ca ¢ mupuna 2,00 m u apmxuna 2,00 m. Exe-
JTHEBHO 3a IIOCTEJS ce u3o3Ba ciama. [louncr-
BAHETO Ha JIerjara € ¢ MOOMJIHA TeXHUKA, exXe-
JTHEBHO, U ce JIe3nH(pEeKInpaT ¢ XuIpaTHa Bap.
JloeHeTo ce u3BBpIIBA C LEHTPAJIEH MJIEKOIPO-
BOJI, IByKpatHo. [IpaBu ce n3MuBaHe Ha BUMETO
npeau JA0€HE U 3aleyaTBaHEe Ha LIULKUTE CIIEN
noene ¢ lodogal 80. IIpaBu ce 3ameyarBaHe u 1Mo
BpeMe Ha CyxocToitHus nepuon. Llenoroaumino
YKUBOTHUTE MMAT JIOCTHII J0 ABOpUYETA 3a pas3-
xonaka u macuiie. OT Mait 1o OKTOMBPH ca Ha Ta-
CHIILIETO, KaToO CE BKapBaT B 000pa camo 3a Joe-
He. [Ipe3 ocrananoTo BpeMme ca Ha 1BOpa.

JlaHHUTE 32 MJIEYHOCT, CHCTaB HAa MIISIKOTO H
COMAaTHUYHU KJIETKH Cca B3e€TU OT oduiMasHaTa
KOHTpousa Ha ctajgara. KonTponure 0sxa 3a ne-
puoaa ot sinyapu 2012 no maii 2013 r., kato 3a
aBryct 2012 r. konTposnara e nponycHara. MH-
JTUBUyaIHUTE MIJICYHH MPoOU (CPEelHU OT Be-
YEpHOTO U CyTPELIHO JI0eHe) OsiXa aHaIu3upaHu
¢ momorTa Ha anaparute Fossomatic 360 (Foss
Electric, Denmark) — 3a onpenensine 6post Ha co-
matuuauTte kietku (BCK/ml), u Milkoskan 605
— 3a OIpeieNsiHe ChBP)KAHUETO Ha MACTHU Be-
niecta (%) u o0u1 6entok (%).

3a ycTaHOBsIBAaHE CTEIIEHTAa Ha BIUSHUE Ha
paznudHUATe (PAKTOpU BBPXY BapHpaHETO Ha
npuzHaka BCK, 3a oOpaboTkara Ha JaHHU-
Te Osixa W3MON3BaHU COPTYEPHHUTE MPOAYKTHU
LSMLMW u MIXMDL (Harvey, 1990). 3a nen-
Ta 0s1xa popmMupaHu cleTHUTE HUBA Ha (PaKTO-
puTe:

* B 3aBUCHMOCT OT IOPETHOCTTAa HA JIaKTa-
UATA JaHHUTE OsIXa pa3npeeNiCHH B CICAHUTE
kiacose: I, I1, III u I'V 1 moBeue nakranuu;

* JaKTaluATa Oele pas3jereHa Ha CIeIHUTE
craguu: 1o 60 nau; 61-180 muum; 181-305 nuu;
Hazn 305 nHu;

* CE30HBT Ha OTEJIBaHE € MpPEACTaBeH 10
CIIEAHUSI HAYUH: MPOJIET (MapT A0 Maii), JsATO
(FOHU U 10JM), €CEeH (CEeNTeMBpH /10 HOEMBPH) U
3uMa (IeKeMBpH 110 (heBpyapH);

* MJICYHOCTTA 3a KOHTpPOJICH JieH Oerie pas-
npezeneHa B yetupu HuBa — 1o 13 kg; 13,01-
18,00 kg; 18,01-23,00 kg; nan 23 kg;

* HUBaTa Ha CHIBPKAHUETO HA MPOTEHHA B
MIISIKOTO Os1xa ()OpPMHPAHU MO CICTHHS HAYUH:

10 2,50%; 2,51-3,00%; 3,01-3,50%; nan 3,50%.

3a ;a craHe Bb3MOXKHa 0OpaboTKaTa, CTOM-
HoctuTe Ha BCK 0sixa nenomunupanu (X1072).

Bemie usnon3Ban ciemHusT 001 MoAen (Mo-
nen 1):

Y, =nt+tF+CM+SC +SL+L +
MY +P +e ,

KBJETO;

U € o0II0TO CPEHO;

F. — puxcupan edexr Ha pepmara (i = 1-2);

CM, - ¢ukcupan eekT Ha Mecera OT KOH-
Tpoinara (j = 1-16);

SC, — duxcupan eexT Ha CE30H Ha OTEIBa-
He (k = 1-4);

SL, - bukcupan eekT Ha cTaaus HA JTAKTa-
s (g = 1-4);

L — ¢uxcupan edekT Ha OpeHa JaKTanus
(m = 1-4)

MY, — dukcupan epexT Ha MIEYHOCTTA HA
choTBeTHaTa KoHTpona (f= 1-4);

P, — duxcupan e(ekT Ha IPOTEMHOBOTO Chb-
nbpxanue (1= 1-4);

€. — OCTarbyeH e(eKT.

bsixa ¢opMupanu u aBa Mojena ChC ChIIH-
Te ()aKTOpU U HUBA, C U3KIIOYCHHE Ha epMaTa
(F,), mootnenno 3a Fm-1 (moxmen 2) u 3a Fm-2
(momemn 3).

berre KOHCTpyHUpaH U OIIe eUH MOJIE, C eI
OLICHKA Ha e(heKTa Ha Mecela OT JIAKTAIUATA T10
dbepmu (Mozaen 4). B Hero Ha MSICTOTO Ha M3TOY-
HuuuTe Ha Bapupane depma (F\) u craguit ot
naktanusata (PL ) Oemie BKJIIOYEHA WHTEpaK-
nusTa [pepmal*[makrannonen mecer] (1-20). 3a
HenTa JaHHUTE Osxa rpynupanu B mo 10 HuBa
(10 mecenia ot HopManHa 305-1HEBHA JTAKTAIIM )
3a BCsika OT pepmuTe.

PesynrtaTute 0s1Xa mpeAcTaBeHU KaTo CpeiHa
CTOMHOCT Ha HaW-mankute kBagapatu (LSM) 3a
BCKx10~.

PE3VIITATU U OBCBHX/JJAHE

Anamu3st Ha Bapupaneto (ANOVA) e npen-
craBeH B Tabn. 1. HabGmrogasa ce, ue TexHOIIO-
rusiTa Ha OTIVIeKJAHE MMa JOCTOBEpEH e(deKT
BbpXy BCK (P = 0,0334). Haii-cunno uzpaszen
W3TOYHHK Ha BapupaHe € KOHTPoIHUST JeH (F =
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44.4; P <0,0001), a BIusTHUETO HA APYTHS CPEIO-
BU (aKTOp, CE30HBT HA OTEIIBAHE, € JIOCTOBEPHO
npu P = 0,0375. HenocroBepen epekT umat Qu-
3UOJIOTUYHO JIETEPMUHHUPAHUTE (PAKTOPU CTa-
JUH OT JTaKTalUsATa U TIOpeHA JaKTalus, KaKTo
¥ HUBOTO Ha MuiedHOCTTa. OT chlaTa Tadbiuia
oOaue e sicHO, ue BbB Fm-1 nmopennara nakramus
€ IOCTOBEPEH M3TOYHUK Ha BapupaHe, KaKToO U
BCUYKM OCTaHaIH (aKTOpH, C M3KITIOUEHUE Ha
cTaaus ot Jaktauusta. [IpaBu Bneuatienue, ye
BB Fm-2 edekT okazBa eMMHCTBEHO KOHTPOJI-
HUSAT JICH.

B 1a6n. 2 ca mpencrasenu LSM-onenkure Ha
BCK B mnsixoto o hepmu. [IpaBu Brieuarnenue,
4ye U B BeTe (hepMH ca HaJIHMIE MHOTO BUCOKHU
CTOMHOCTH Ha COMATHYHHUTE KJICTKH B MIISKO-
TO, KOETO TIOKa3Ba, Y€ MMa BHCOK MPOIEHT OT
KpaBU ChC CyOKIMHMYEH MacTUT. KakTo moka-
3axa MpeaBapUTENHUTE JaHHH, KOHTPOJIHUTE C
KIuHUYHU MacTuTH (Haa 400x10°/ml) BeB Fm-1
ca 37%, a BbB Fm-2 — 26%. Pa3znukara mexnay
npoyuBaHuTe ¢epmu e nokazana npu P < 0,05,
KaTo MPH KPaBUTE OT epMaTa C ICIOTOAUIITHO

BBP3aHO OTTJICKaHE € oT4eTeHO ¢ 19% mo-Bu-
cok bCK B musikoto, B cpaBHeHUE ¢ (hepmara ¢
ocurypeHa pasxonaka u mama. [logoben edekt
OT TMACUIIIHOTO OTIJIEKJAHE Ca YCTAHOBWIH U
Frelich and Slachta (2009); Syridion et al. (2012)
u ['eproscka u ap. (2012). KakTo nokassa npak-
TUKaTta u HayuHute HaOmoaenus (Skrzypek et
al., 2004; Sandrucci et al., 2014), B Ta3u Hacoka
HE Mallka poJisl € U3urpana u no-rodpara rpuxa
3a BUMETO, NMPAKTHKyBaHa BbB Fm-2, KakTo u
MOCTEJISITA, YCIOBUATA B 000pa U BpEMETO, Tpe-
kapano B Hero (Koster et al., 2000).

Ha ¢ur. 1 e npeacraBeH Hal-CUIHO U3pa-
3eHUST e(peKT — AMHAMHKaTa Ha H3MEHEHHe-
1o Ha BCK 1o xonTposnnu guu. C J0CTOBEPHO
Haii-ucok bCK (P < 0,001) ca konTponure 3a
mecertr toau (3108x10°/ml), cienBanu oT TE3u 3a
mecerl centemBpu (2185x10°/ml). B Hopmata 1o
400%10°/ml 3a 2012 r. ce nadmnromaBat BCK mpe3
MecenuTe (eBpyapu, MapT, Mail U IEKEMBpPH, a
3a 2013 1. — eAMHCTBEHO Npe3 Maid, KOSITO € U
Hai-Huckara croinoct (174x10°/ml). loctoBep-
Hu paznuuus Mexay 2012 u 2013 roauna ca Ha-

Ta6auma 1. ANOVA na BCK (x 02?) — 06m mozen (mozen 1) u o pepmu (Mozenu 2 u 3)
Table 1. ANOVA of SCC (x 10%) — general model (model 1) and within farms (models 2 and 3)

06w mopen

VISTONHULM Ha BapHpaHe &  General model Fm-1 Fm-2

Variables = P ; P = P
®epma / Farm 1 4,529 0,0334

KoHTponeH fieH / Test day 15 44362  0,0000 16,796  0,0000 29,609  0,0000
Ce30H Ha otenBaHe / Calving season 3 2,810 0,0375 3,558 0,0139 0,567 0,6410
NakTaumoHeH ctaguit / Lactation stage 2 0,533 0,5868 0,715 0,4893 1,497 0,2241
MopenHa nakTaums / Parity 3 1,556 0,1964 3,425 0,0166 0,022 0,9913
MneunocT / Milk yield 3 1,391 0,2424 2,640 0,0474 0,657 0,5824
MpotewnH / Protein 3 4,365 0,0047 2,909 0,0331 1,791 0,1450
Ta6auua 2. Epexr Ha pepmara Bopxy BCK (x102) — mozaen 1

Table 2. Effect of farm on SCC (x10) — model 1

Huga / Levels n LSM SE

Fm-1 113 7723,05 505,1

Fm-2 1670 6480,20 430,11

O6wwo LSM / Overall LSM 2783 7101,62 3671

t-test

P<0,05
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nute camo 3a Mecerute Mapt (P <0,01) u arpun
(P < 0,05). YcranoBeHata OT Hac JUHaAMHUKa €
MO-CHJIHO U3pa3eHa, HO BCE MaK B CbOTBETCTBUE
¢ HampaBeHHuTe npoyuBaHus ot Skrzypek et al.
(2004); Green et al. (2006) u Tancin (2013), xo-
UTO HaOIIOmaBaT MO-TONISIM Opoi COMaTHYHU
KJICTKU TIpe3 JIETHUTE MECEIH, a Hali-HHUCKO €
HUBOTO UM Ipe3 3MMHO-TIPONIETHUS ce30H. Cro-
pen npyru aBtopu (Piwczynski and Sitkowska,
2012) ob6aue TouHo nipe3 getHute meceru bCK B
MIISIKOTO € Hal-HUCHK. OOsCHEHUE 32 BUCOKHUSI
Opoii COMaTUYHM KJIETKH B MIISIKOTO Ha )KHBOT-
HUTE Tpe3 JATOTO MOXKE J1a C€ THPCHU B 00CTOS-
TEJICTBOTO, Y€ MPe3 TO3U CE30H KPAaBUTE ce Xpa-
HSAT ChC 3€JICHU U COYHU (ypaxku, BbB BUCOKaTa
KoHIIeHTpanus Ha natorenu (Baul et al., 2011)
U B epeKTa Ha TEPMHUUYHUS CTPEC BBPXY PE3HC-
TEHTHOCTTa, CbOTBETHO BbPXY IIPOsiBaTa Ha cy0-
kinHuueH MactuT (Wegner et al., 1976; Igono et
al., 1988). 3a To3u (hakTop ca HajeHU JTAHHUTE
3a 00111aTa U3BaJgKa, ThI KaTo HE ca HaOIromaBa-
HU CBILECTBEHU Pa3INYus 1Mo pepmu.

Pasznuka mexnay nBere ¢epmu uma obaue B
edexTa Ha ce30Ha Ha otenBaHe (pur. 2), Kbie-
TO € HaJIMLIE U3SBEHA Pa3JIMKa MPU MPOJICTHUTE
otenBaHus — ¢ 64% mo-Bucok bCK BbB Fm-1,
B cpaBHeHMe ¢ Fm-2. [IpaBsaT BneuatieHue u
JOCTOBEPHO TO-HUCKUTE CTOMHOCTH MPH JIaKTa-
[IUHUTE, 3al0YBallld IIPe3 eceHTa U 3MMaTra BbB

Fm-2 — xato LSM-ouenkara 3a posnerta e ¢ 1,7
ITBTH MO-BUCOKa OT Ta3u 3a eceHra (P < 0,001).
Bce nmak 3aBucumoctuTe 3a Fm-2, makap u cimabo
M3pa3eHu U HEJAOCTOBEPHH, CE JOOJIMKaBaT JI0
MOBEUYETO MPOYUBAHUSI, OTYUTAIIN JOCTOBEPEH
edexT Ha ce3oHa Ha orenBaHe BbpXy BCK (I'ep-
roBcka u J1p., 2012; Piwczynski and Sitkowska,
2012) — ¢ Halt BUCOKM CTOWHOCTH IIpPe3 JATOTO U
Hal-HUCKH TIpe3 3uMara, Jokaro crnopen Baul et
al. (2011) To¥i e Hal-HUCHK TPU OTEIBAHE MPE3
MpoJIeTTa U HAW-BUCOK IIpe3 €CEHTa, IJIABHO
3apaJii BUCOKUTE CTOMHOCTHU IPE3 IIbPBUS Me-
cen oT nakrauusita. Kpuara Ha Fm-1 nanomo-
0siBa M3MEHEHHETO, YCTaHOBEHO OT [leTkoB m
ap. (2001) y mac, kakto 1 Ha Salamonczyk and
Gulinski (2013).

[To-no6pust cratyc Ha Fm-2 ce nemoHCTpH-
pa u ¢ kpuBara Ha usMeHeHuetro Ha BCK mo
BpEME Ha JIaKTallMs, KOSTO CH MO3BOJISIBAME Ja
npeacTaBuM (¢ur. 3), BBIPEKU Y€ HE € YCTaHO-
BEH JIOCTOBEPEH €eKT Ha CTaaus OT JaKTaIlu-
ara (Mozien 1) M Ha MHTepaKLUUATa MEeXy dep-
MaTa u JakTauuoHHus Mecell (moaen 4). /lokaro
B Ta3u ¢epma ce HabyroaBa MOCTENEHEH, Ma-
kap u ¢uykroupam, cnag B bCK, BB Fm-1 e
HaJIMIIEe 3HAYUTEITHO MOKaYBaHe OT 2-pH J10 3-TH
1 4-TU Mecell, KaKTO U TAKOBa B IOCJIEHUTE JIBA
Mecena ot 305-a1HeBHUS JaKTallMOHEH MEPHO/IL.
Hab6mromaBanusr ot peauna asropu (Baul et al.,
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@ur. 1. Epext Ha koHTponHus neH Bbpxy BCK (x102) 3a 2012 r. (I-XII) u 2013 . (1-5) — mozen 1
Fig. 1. Effect of test day on SCC (x107%) for 2012 (I-XII) and 2013 (1-5) — general model
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2011; Tancin, 2013) cpaBuutenno Bucok BCK  mpoyuBanus Bepxy ctaga YepHomapeHo rose-
MpU KpaBU Tpe3 I'bPBUS JIaKTallMOHEH Mmecen, 10 y Hac ([letkoB u np., 2001; I'eproscka u ap.,
TyK Cc€ MOTBBpXKIaBa eAuHCTBEHO BBB Fm-1,  2012). U aBete depmu ca B HECHOTBETCTBHUE C
JIOKaTo B Jpyrara (epma He € Taka, HO IbK OT  YCTAaHOBEHOTO B TOPHUTE MPOYYBAHUS, Makap
CBOSI CTpaHa € MOTBBPXKJCHHWE HA MPEAUIIHM W HEAOCTOBEpHO, mokauBaHe Ha BCK ot BTOpH
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@ur. 2. Edekr Ha ce3oHa Ha oTenBane Bbpxy BCK (x1072) o pepmu — momenu 2 u 3
Fig. 2. Effect of season of calving on SCC (x10?) within farms — models 2 and 3
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Fig. 3. Effect of lactation month on SCC (x10-?) within farms — model 4
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1o aecetu mecen ot akranusta (Laevens et al.,
1997; Syridion et al., 2012; Tanc¢in, 2013), kxato
pe3ynTaT OT BIOIIaBaHE CHCTOSHHUETO Ha IIHII-
kute (Mein et al., 2001; Sandrucci et al., 2014).
[TonoGen crrax o0aue ca vabiromasaiim u Oudah
(2009) cnen nocturane Ha nuk B bCK mpe3 BTO-
PUSA-TPETHSI MECEI] OT JIAKTAIIHSITA.

Ha ¢wur. 4 ca npencraBenn LSM-oreHku-
te Ha BCK mo nakranuu 3a asete gepmu. Ha-
OJiroziaBa ce, 4e OTOeNsA3aHUAT MO-TOpe MO-HU-
cbk BCK BBB Fm-1 ce onpenens ot ToBa, 4e Tam
CTOWHOCTHTE HE HapacTBAT CJIC]l BCSKO CIIC/BA-
110 OTeJIBaHe. 3a pasyiuka, BbB Fm-2 e Hanuue
JOCTOBEPHO yBEIMYEHHUE Ha CHIABPKAHUETO Ha
COMATHYHH KJIETKH B MJIKOTO JI0 YETBBPTA H
roBeye JIaKTaluu — ¢ 64%, B CpaBHEHUE C IbP-
Ba (P < 0,05). B cBou mpoyuBanust Mitev et al.
(2012); Syridion et al. (2012); Tanc¢in (2013) u
Salamonczyk and Gulinski (2013) cbiio ycrano-
BSIBAT, Y€ C YBEJIMYABaHE MOPETHOCTTA HA JIaK-
TaIUSATA CE YBEJINYaBa M OPOST HA COMATUIHUTE
KJIETKH, KOETO C€ O0SICHSIBA ¢ MOP(OJIOTUIHHUTE
M3MEHEeHHs BbB BUMeETO 1 nunkute (Mein et al.,
2001; Sandrucci et al., 2014).

JoctoBepHUAT e(peKT Ha MPOTEHHOBOTO Ch-
IbprKaHKUe B MIISIKOTO (Tab1. 1) B oO1iaTa nsBan-
ka (P=0,0047) u BB Fm-1 (P=0,0331) ce cBbp3-

Ba C U3MEHCHHUS B CHIBPKAHUETO HA 0011 Oel-
THK U Ha HUBaTa HA UMYHOAKTUBHUTE TPOTEUHU
(Kuczaj, 2001; Rajeevie et al., 2003; Litwinczuk
et al., 2011), a BNIMSHUETO Ha MJIEYHOCTTA BHB
Fm-1 (P =0,0474) — ¢ MJIeKOOTAEISHETO U CBBP-
3aHOTO C HETO ChCTOSTHHE HA BUMETO U IIUIIKUTE
(Emanuelson and Funke, 1991; Mein et al., 2001,
Mitev et al., 2012; Sandrucci et al., 2014).

OT nonydeHuTe pe3yiaTaTH MOXe Ja ce 00-
00IIIH, Y€ U B IBETE IPOyUEHU (PepMU CPETHUSIT
Opoif COMaTUYHH KJIETKH B MIISIKOTO € CpaBHU-
TEITHO BUCOK — HajJ Hopmara oT 400x10°/ml. Bee
nak ¢ mo-100pu nokasarenu (mo-aucku LSM u
MO0-MaJIKO KJIMHUYHHA MAacTUTH), TJIaBHO 3apajiu
MO-HUCKUTE CTOMHOCTH MPU MbIHOBB3PACTHU-
T€ KpaBH, € pepmMaTa C OCUTYPEHO JBHKEHUE U
maria u ¢ 1mo-100pa rprka 3a BUMETO IO Bpe-
Me Ha JIAaKTallusl U MPe3 CyXOCTOWHUS MEPHO/I.
B tasu depma e Hanwie HETUMUYHO U3MEHEHUE
Ha BCK B xoma Ha nakranusta (Laevens et al.,
1997; Baul et al., 2011; Tancin, 2013) u c Bcsika
cnenpama nakramus (Syridion et al., 2012; Mitev
et al., 2012; Tancin, 2013; Salamonczyk and
Gulinski, 2013). 3a pa3nuka OT aApyrara npoydu-
BaHa (epma, TYK T3 (PU3UOIOTUYHU (PakTOpH
HSMAT JOCTOBEPHO BIUSHUE, KOETO, CIIOpE HS-
KOM aBTOpH, Ce HaOIo7aBa, KOraTo >KHBOTHH-
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®ur. 4. Edexr na mopennara nakranus bpxy BCK (x102) mo dpepmu — momenu 2 u 3
Fig. 4. Effect of parity on SCC (x10-?) within farms — models 2 and 3
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Te ca ¢ KIMHUYHO 3apaBo BuMe (Laevens et al.,
1997; Miji¢ et al., 2010).

U3BOAU

AHanu3bT HA BapuaHca yCTaHOBH, 4e (aKTo-
pBT (hepma e J0CTOBEpEH U3TOYHUK HA Bapupa-
He BBpXy Opost Ha comatuuHute kieTku (bCK)
B Miisikoto nipu P = 0,0334, karo pa3nukara e
B I0J132 HAa TEXHOJOTHSATA C IMO-A00pa XWrue-
Ha U OCUTYPEHHU ABHKEHUE W maria — depma 2
(Fm-2). 1 npu nBete dbepmu obaue bCK e Han
400x10*/ml.

Omnpenensiimy ca Mo-BUCOKUTE CTOMHOCTH Ha
IIT u IV + nakranusa BsB Fm-1, kbaero, 3a pas-
nuka oT Fm-2, e ycTaHOBEH O4aKBaHUAT €PEeKT
Ha ¢akTopa naktarus (P < 0,05).

JlakTalMOHHUSAT CTaIWil HsMa JIOCTOBEPEH
edekT, karo quHamukara Ha BCK BeB Fm-2 ce
XapaKTepU3upa Che Caj B X0/a Ha JIAKTAIIHATA,
JIOKaTo Ta3u BB Fm-1 e pazHonocouHa.

KoHTponHUAT NeH oOKka3Ba Hal-CHIHO H3-
pasen edekt Bbpxy BCK B nBete depmu (P <
0,0001), ¢ muk mpe3 KIU—CENTEeMBpPHU, a CE30-
HBT HA OTEJIBaHE, MJICYHOCTTA U TipoTenHa (P <
0,05) — enuncTBeHo BBB depma 1 (Fm-1).
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