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Pe3rome

LenTa Ha u3cnenBaHeTo Oemie a ce MPOy4YH Bph3KaTa MEXIy HUBOTO Ha ypesTa B MISKOTO U
HETOBMS CbCTAB M 3aBUCUMOCTTA MYy OT CTaJus Ha JaKTauus npu osLe oT CMHTETUYHATA IIOITyJIa-
nusa bearapcka mieuna. B mpoyuBaneto Osixa BkitoueHu 32 Opost oBlie OT nmopojnata CUHTETHUYHA
nonynanusa bearapcka miaedHa oT cTafoTo Ha 3eMenesicku HHCTUTYT — Ctapa 3aropa npe3 2015 1.
bsixa nmpoBenieHN exxeMeceyHr KOHTPOIM OT 60-1st JIeH 710 Kpasi Ha JJakTaluusTa. MiedHuTe npodu ce
B3€Maxa MHUBUYAJIHO 32 BCAKO )KUBOTHO U CE€ aHAIM3UPaxa 3a MACTHH BEILIECTBA, IPOTEUH U ypest
B maboparopusita Ha 31 — Crapa 3aropa. Ctagusr Ha JaKTalus JOCTOBEPHO YBEIMYaBa HUBOTO HA
CpEIHOAHEBHATA MIIEYHOCT, Ma3HUHUTE U ypesiTa B MIIIKOTO.

CpenHoHeBHATa MJICUHOCT, OEATHUYMHUTE U Ma3HUHUTE Ca B HUCKA KOpEJIallMOHHA 3aBUCUMOCT
OT HUBOTO HA ypesiTa B MJIIKOTO IPU OBLETE.

Knrouoeu oymu: ypesi, MJIe4HH OBLIe, ChCTAB HA MJISIKOTO
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Abstract

The aim of the study is to investigate the relationship between the level of urea in milk and its
composition and its dependence on the lactating stage in sheep from the Bulgarian Milk Synthetic
Population.

The study included 32 sheep of the Synthetic Bulgarian Milk Breed population from the Agricul-
tural Institute — Stara Zagora herd in 2015. Monthly controls from the 60th day to the end of lacta-
tion were followed. Dairy samples were taken individually for each animal and analyzed for fatty
substances, protein, lactose and urea in the laboratory of the IA — Stara Zagora. The urea content
was determined according to the method described by Angelov, Ibrisimov, Milashki (1999), based on
the urease Conway cup method. The milk quality was determined by Ekomilk Total ultrasonic milk
analyzed.

From this study we can draw the following conclusions:
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The stage of lactation reliably influences the level of average daily milk, fat and urea in milk.
The average daily milk, protein and fat levels are poorly correlated with the level of urea in milk

in sheep.

Key words: urea, sheep, milk quality

Pa3BuTHEeTO Ha MIJICYHOTO OBIIEBBICTBO H3-
MCKBa IIPOBEXKIaHE HA TIPOYUBAHMS, CBBP3aHHU C
YCHBBPIIICHCTBAHETO HA CHCTEMUTE 32 XpaHEHE,
KOUTO OMXa OCHUTYPHJIM MaKCHMajHa MJICYHA
MPONYKTUBHOCT W ONTHMAJHO OIOJI3BOTBOPS-
BaHe Ha Qypaxute. KaTto ce mma mpensuy, de
MJICUHUTE OBIIE Ca OCHOBHO Ha Maiia, TpsOBa
n00pe Aa ce mpenu3upaT XpaHUTEITHUTE JO0aB-
KH ¥ TIO-CIEIUATTHO TPOTCHHOBUTE U3TOUYHHUIU
3a MOJTy4YBaHe Ha MIISIKO C IOIXOJISII ChCTaB 3a
npsika KOHCyMalusl ¥ 3a npepaboTka B cupe-
HE W JIPYyTd MJICYHU MPOAYKTH. B mocnemnuTe
TOAMHHU TIPEJCTABIISIBA WHTEpPEC M3MOJI3BaHE-
TO Ha ypesTa B MIISIKOTO 3a MPOCICAsIBAaHE Ha
MPOTEHHOBHSI CTATYC MIPU JPEOHHUTE MTPESIKUBHU
(Harmeyer and Martens, 1980; P. Jelinek et al.,
1996; Cannas et al., 1998; Khaled et al., 1999).

Bsemanero Ha mpoOM MIISIKO € JIeCeH U He-
WHBA3MBEH METOJ, MaBaill WH(opMmalus 3a HU-
BOTO Ha NMPOTEHHA B Jak0ara U OCHUTYPEHOCTTa
C JIOCTaThYHO KOJUYECTBO PA3TBOPUMHU BBIJIC-
xuapatd. KolmndecTBOTO CHHTE3MPAHO MIISKO
€ B 3aBHCHUMOCT OT CHIBPKAHHETO Ha OenThY-
HU BelIeCTBa B Jak0ara Ha oBiere. Te ce pas-
rpaxaaTt B ThpOyXa JI0 aMOHSIK, KOHTO ce Tpe-
BpBIa B ITBJIHONICHEH MUKPOOHAJICH MMPOTCHH |,
JOCTABSI AaMUHOKHCEITMHYU B TBHKUTE YepBa 3a
CHHTe3a Ha MIISIKO. [Ipu mpekMBHUTE )KUBOTHH
ypesita ce o0pa3yBa B 4epHHsI IpOO OT a30T U
aMOHSIK, TIOJIYYEHHU OT JICAMUHUPAHETO OT aMHU-
HOKHCEJIMHU U C€ EKCKpeTHpa upe3 ObOpenute
B ypuHara. Ts € B IpOnopIHOHATHO KOJTHYECTBO
U B KPBBTA, U B OCTAHATIUTE TEJIECHU TEYHOCTH
— MJISIKO, CJTFOHKA U JIpyTH. HemoCcTUTbT Ha Hax-
OCH TPOTEHMH MUMa 3a pe3yTaT HUCKO HHBO Ha
KkapOamma B MIIIKOTO. [Ipu HerocTaTbuHa OCH-
T'YpEHOCT Ha Jak0aTa OoT OeNTHhYHU (ypaxu ce
HaOI01aBa BIIOIIEHA MJIEYHA TPOAYKTUBHOCT U
HHCKO HUBO Ha KapOaMu 1 B MIIsiKoTO (Nousianen
et al., 2004; Baker et al., 1995). CpmeBpemMeHHO
C TOBa TPsIOBa Jla Ce IBPKU CMETKA 32 KOJINYe-

CTBOTO 3aXapH, IPEeI0CTaBEHU B ThpOyXa B OI-
TUMAJTHUASI MOMEHT Ha BHCOKATa KOHIICHTPAIIHS
Ha aMOHSIKA.

CpabpkaHueTo Ha KapOamua B MIISIKOTO
€ IO0Ka3aTes, KOUTO Ce BIIMSE U OT APYrH He-
XpaHUTETHN (HAKTOPH — CE30H, CTATUI Ha JIaK-
Talus, ’XuBa maca, nopoaa u apyru (Hojman
et al., D., 2004; Jilek, F. et al., 2006; Kuchtik,
J. et al., 2008; Bendelja et al., 2009). Bpb3kara
Ha HUBOTO Ha ypesiTa B MIISIKOTO C XpPaHEHETO 1
ChCTaBa Ha MJIIKOTO € Ba)KHA OT IJIeJIHA TOUKa
Ha CHHTE3a Ha CypOBHHA, TIOAXO/AIA 32 TIpepa-
00TKa BbB BUCOKOKAUYECTBEHU U 3/IPABOCIOBHU
MJICYHU MPOAYKTHU. V3IUIIBKBT HA ypes e mpsi-
KO CBBP3aH C BJIOIIABAHETO HA TEXHOJIOTUYHUTE
KayecTBa Ha MJISIKOTO 3a IPOU3BOACTBO Ha CU-
pEHe, MPOAYKT KOMTO HAW-4ECTO CE MPOU3BEK 1A
B CTpaHUTE ¢ rojsiM Opoit oBile U ko3u B EBpo-
na (Coulon et al., 1998; Pirisi et al., 2001; Claire
et al.,, 2004). EqHoBpeMeHHO C TOBa € IEIeCh-
00pa3HO HaOJIIOJJIECHUETO HAa HUBOTO Ha ypesTa
B MJISIKOTO, THH KaTo TSI CHINO € MHAUKATOP 3a
OTIENSIHETO B YpUHATA HA a30THUTE €MHCUU B
OKOJIHATa cpea.

Ilenta Ha wu3cienBaHETO € Ja c€ MPOy4YH
BpB3KaTa MEXKJY HUBOTO HA ypesiTa B MIISIKOTO
Y HETOBHS ChCTaB U 3aBHCUMOCTTA MY OT CTa-
IS Ha JakTanus npu obue oT CHHTeTHYHATa
nonynauus bearapcka mieyHa.

MarepuaJj 1 MeTOAHU

B npoyuBaneTo 6s1xa BktodeHU 32 Opost OBIIe
oT noponara CuHTeTHYHA nonynanus bbarap-
cka mieuHa ot ctagoto Ha 31 — Crapa 3aropa
npe3 2015 roguna. bsixa npocneneHu exemeceu-
HUTE KOHTpOJIU OT 60-us JIeH 10 Kpas Ha Jak-
tanusara. Jlaxx6ara B Ha4aJIOTO Ha JIAKTAIUATa
ce cweroene ot 0,65 kg konuentpar ¢ 14% CI1,
0,1 kg nmrenuna, 2 kg ceHaxx OT 3eJIeH CYEeMHUK U
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nacuiHa Tpesa. [Ipe3 mecen Maiil oBIeTE MOITY-
yaBaxa KbM mamara 0,75 kg koHmenTpar, a mpe3
mecen toau — 0,44 kg konuentpart, 0,5 kg 6upe-
Ha Kallla ¥ rnamia. B cbcTaBa Ha KOHIIEHTpaTHATa
CMecKa BIIM3aT LIapeBHIIa, 100pe OJIOIIECH CITbH-
YOTIJIEZOB IPOT , MUHEPAJICH U BUTAMHUHEH TIpe-
Mukc. KOHTpOTBT Ha MJle4HaTa MPOYKTUBHOCT
Oerme u3BbpIeH npe3 30 JHEBHU WHTEPBAIIH T10
BpeMme Ha cyTpemiHoTo jnoene. [Ipe3 2015 rogu-
Ha JOMHUAT mepuoi oOxXBallaiie AHUTE CIel
oTOMBaHe Ha arHeTata — oT 60 10 Kpas Ha Jak-
TaIUATa, KaTO KOHTPOIHUTE AHU Osixa Ha 1.04;
8.05; 2.06 n 25.06.2015 r.

Mneunute npoOu ce B3eMaxa HHAUBHUIY-
aJIHO 3a BCSIKO ’KMBOTHO U C€ aHaJu3upaxa 3a
MacTHH BEIIECTBA, MPOTEUH U ypesi B Jrabopa-
topusita Ha 31 — Crapa 3aropa. Cpabpxanue-
TO Ha ypes Oerie onmpeaeneHo Mo METOIUKATa,
onucana ot Aurenos, MOpummumo, Mumnaniku
(1999), ocHOBaHa Ha ypea3HUs METOJI C YalKaTa
Ha Conway. KauecTBEHUST ChCTaB HAa MIISIKOTO
oeme ompenerneH nocpenctBom Ekomilk Total
ultrasonic milk analyzed.

Cratuctndeckara o0paboTKa Ha MOJTy4YEHH-
Te pesynTaTu Oelle M3BBbpIIEHA C Iporpamara
SYSTAT for Windows .

Pe3yaraTu u o0cbik1aHe

Pesynrature OT MPOBEACHOTO M3CIIEABAHE Ca
npencTaBeHu Ha Taod. 1.

CpenHonHeBHAaTa MIICYHOCT € Hail-BHCOKa
npu mppBoTo M3MepBane — 0,728 kg. B cnen-
Bal[UTE CTAJUU HA JIAKTALUITA TS TOCTOBEPHO
Hamassiea 1o 0,365 kg cnen 121-Bust nen cien
oarBaneto (P < 0,001). [Ipocnensiaiiku chcTa-
Ba Ha MJISIKOTO, YCTAHOBUXME YBEIMYECHHUE Ha
Ma3HUHHUTE OT 7,2% Ha mbpBaTa KOHTPOJIA IO
8,4% mnpe3 nocnegHata KOHTposia Haj 121-Bus
JIeH. YCTaHOBEHaA € IOCTOBEPHOCT Ha pa3jinKaTa
npu P < 0,001 3a croifHOCTUTE Ha Ma3HUHUTE 3a
rbpBaTa ¥ Bropara KoHTpouu. [Ipu Gentpunute
BEILlECTBA Ce HaOJ0/1aBa yBEJIUYEHNE IPU BTO-
paTa KOHTpOJIa B CpaBHEHHE C IIbpBaTa M MOC-
JeBallo HaMaJeHUe 3a TpeTara U YeTBbpTaTa
KOHTpOJa. Pa3nukuTe MeXay OTHEIHUTE KOH-
TPOJIM Ca CTATHCTUYECKU JOCTOBEpHU mpu P <
0,001. B mpoyuBane Ha Pavic (2002) e ycrano-
BEHO IMOJI00HO HaMalleHHe Ha HUBOTO Ha MIe-
YHOCTTA U yBeJIMyaBaHe MPOLEHTa Ha Ma3HUHU-
T B MJISIKOTO TIpH oBlie B XbpBarus. Kuchtik, K.
et al. (2008) croOIIaBaT 3a 1Mo100HA TCHACHITUS
npu oBLe oT M3TouHodpusuiicka nopoza.

Ha mbpBaTa KOHTpONa KOHIIEHTpaIusATa Ha
ypes B MIISIKOTO Ha OBLETE € MO-HUCKA, OTKOJI-
KOTO € Ha 4eTBbprara koHTposna (P < 0,001).
[Ipu mbpBaTa KOHTPOJIA € YCTaHOBEHA CTOWHOCT
13,5 mg/dl. B cneaBamuTe aBe M3MEpBaHUS —
cien 30 1 60 qHU ce HaOIrOIaBa IIOBUILIEHUE HA
HUBaTa Ha ypesTa B MisakoTo. [Ipu mocnenna-
Ta KOHTPOJIa KOHIIEHTpaluaTa Ha KapOamMua B
MJISIKOTO HamaJjsiBa Jieko. [logoOHa TeHaeHIus
HaOmronaBar u apyru asropu (Velazquez, 2000;

Taoauna 1. CpeHOIHEBHA MIICUHOCT U ChCTAB HA MIISIKOTO B PA3IMYHUTE CTAIUHU OT JIAKTAIHUSITA
Table 1. Daily average milk and milk composition at different stages of lactation

Craguit Ha nakTauus, CpepgHoaHeBHa D/{I)acmm Beljectsa, !;LPOTGMH’ Ypes, mg/dl
CpeaHo, M n MNE4HOCT, kg x t SE « +SE « +SE x+ SE

Stage of lactation, days Daily average milk, kg Fat % Protein, % Urea, mg/d|
50 - 60 32 0,728 + 42,7 72 +0,3A 54+01% 13,5+0,6"
61-90 31 0,708 + 479" 6,0 £0,2° 59+0,8 19,6 + 0,58
91-120 25 0,640 + 82,78 8,06 £0,3 56+0,18 19,8 £ 1,0
Hag 121 23 0,365 + 26,6¢ 840+0,3 53+0,28 16,4 +£0,8¢

Pasnuxume ca oocmosepnu cmamucmuuecku npu P < 0,001 ako cned cpednume cmotinocmu 6ykeume ca pasiuyHu
Differences are statistically reliable at P <0.001 if letters after the average values are different
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Matutinovic, S. et al., 2014). Haii-BeposiTHO 10-
BUILIEHOTO HUBO Ha MJICYHATA Ypesi C€ IbJDKU Ha
nak0aTa, KAaKTO ¥ Ha KQ4eCTBOTO HA MPHETHSI C
bypaxuTe MPOTEHH.

[Ipu u3cnenBaneTo ca u34uciIeHU HEHOTHUII-
HU KOPEJAIMOHHHU 3aBUCHUMOCTH MEXIy IOKa-
3aTeNIUTE CPEAHOAHEBHA MJIEYHOCT, Ma3HHHH,
MPOTEUH U KapOamMu B MIISIKOTO. CTOMHOCTUTE
Ha KOoe(DUMIIMEHTUTE M YCTaHOBEHATa JOCTOBEP-
HOCT MEX]y TSIX ca [MOKa3aH! B Tab. 2.

YcTaHoBeHa € yMepeHa OTpHIaTelHa Kope-
JAIMst MEX1y CPEIHOIHEBHATA MJIEYHOCT U KO-
JIMYECTBOTO HAa Ma3sHUHHUTE B MisgkoTo — -0,54,
¢ pocroepHocT npu P < 0,001. IlporennsT B
MJISIKOTO € B HUCKA MOJIOKHUTENIHA KOpeIaius —
0,13 ¢ HMBOTO Ha MJleYHATa NPOAYKTHUBHOCT H
HUCKa OTpHIATEIHa Kopenanus ¢ %o MacTHHU Be-
miectBa. Bucokonoctosepna (P <0,001) , Ho Hu-
CKa KOpeJalus € W3YUCIIeHa MEXY ChIbpiKa-
HUETO Ha ypes B MIISIKOTO Ha OBLETE C HUBOTO
Ha cpegHogHeBHaTa MiteqHoCT — 0,058. OTpuna-
TEJTHA HUCKA € 3aBUCHUMOCTTAa MEXK]y ypesra B
MISKOTO U MacTHHTE BemecTBa — 0,08. HuBoTto
Ha OENTHYMHUTE B MIISIKOTO € B HHCKa KOpela-
11 C KOHLIEHTpalKsATa Ha KapoaMu1l B MIISKO-
to — 0,2. J. Kuchtik, K. et al. (2008) onpenensit
BHUCOKOJIOCTOBEpPHA TOJIOKUTEIIHA KOpPEJalus
MEXJy HUBOTO Ha ypesiTa U MPOTerHa U MacT-
HUTE BellecTBa B MIIAKOTO. [Ipu mpoBeneHo us-
ciensane Ha ko3u Pazzola, M. et al. (2011) ycra-
HOBSIBAaT HUCKA MOJOXKHUTENHA Kopenanusa — 0,2
MEXJy HUBOTO Ha ypesiTa B MIISIKOTO W MJIEU-
HaTa MPOJYKTUBHOCT. B chIIOTO MpoyuBaHe ca

HU3YUCIICHU KOpeIalunu MCKAY CbABPKAHUCTO
Ha MJICUYEH MPOTEUH M KapOaMHJ B MIISIKOTO
MIPU HUCKO- ¥ CPEAHONPOAYKTUBHHU K03u — 0,1 1
-0,02, croTBETHO.

H3Boan

OT HacTOSILIOTO MPOYYBaHE MOXKE Jla CE Ha-
MIPABST CICTHUTE U3BOJIH:

CragusT Ha JaKkTanus AOCTOBEPHO YBEJH-
YaBa HUBOTO Ha CPETHOJHEBHATA MJICYHOCT, Ha
Ma3HHHHTE U Ha ypesiTa B MIISKOTO.

CpenHogHeBHAaTa MIIEYHOCT, OENTHUMHHTE
¥ Ma3HHHHTE Ca B HHCKAa KOpEJal[MOHHA 3aBU-
CHMOCT OT HHMBOTO Ha ypesTa B MIISIKOTO IpH
OBIIE.
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