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[IpoydeHo € BIUSHHETO Ha 3aMsHATa Ha MIIIEHHYEeH KOMIIOHEHT ¢ 10% XJIeOHM OTHa bk B KOM-
OuHUpaH Pypax 3a TOKAYKHA HOCAYKH BBPXY OCHOBHH TIOKAa3aTeIN Ha sTiYHATa UM MPOTYKTHUBHOCT.

HocaukuTe oT onuTHaTa rpymna (C OTHaIbIHU OT XJIs10) ca ToKa3aau cpeiHa HOCIUBOCT OT 41,72%
U ca cHecau 57 siila Ha NTHULA CPENHO 3a ce30H. ChUIUTE MOKa3aTean IIPU KOHTPOJIHUTE NTULU ca
35,71% unTeH3uBHOCT U 38 siilla CPeTHO OT HOCAUKA.

OnuTHUTE HOCAUKH Ca CHECJIM MO-TOJIEMH sIiIa KaKTO B TIEPUOANTE HA MMUKOBO CHACSHE (CPEIHO
43,11 £+ 0,35 cpenry 40,98 + 0,29 g B KOHTpoOJIaTa), TAaKa U CJIE/ MTUKA HAa CHAcsSHE Ha siina — 44,02 +
0,33 cpemry 42,20 + 0,24 g B Kpasi Ha CHACSIHETO, KaTO PA3JIMKUTE Ca CTATUCTUUYECKU 3HAYUMHU.

ABTOpHTE TIpeaIoiarat, 4e mo-100puTe pe3ysiTaTd B eKCIiepUMEHTa IHaTa Tpyna ce IbJDKAT Ha
MO-100pUTE BKYCOBU M XPAaHUTEIIHU KayecTBa Ha OTHAABLUTE OT XJI10 U MO-BUCOKATa KOHCYyMaIlUs

Ha Qypax.

Knrouosu oymu: niokazateii Ha HOCIUBOCT, TOKAYKH, XJI€OHU OTHAIBIIN
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Abstract

The influence of the replacement of wheat with 10% of bread waste in compound feed for laying hens
on the main indicators of their egg productivity during their second egg-laying year was studied.

The laying hens from the experimental group (with bread waste) laid an average intensity of 41.72%
and laid 57 eggs per bird on average per egg-laying season. The same indicators in the control birds
are 35.71% egg-laying intensity and 38 eggs on average from a laying hen.
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Experimental laying hens laid larger eggs, both in the periods of peak laying (average 43.11 + 0.35
against 40.98 + 0.29 g in the control) and after the peak of egg laying 44.02 + 0.33 against 42.20 + 0.24
g at the end of laying, the differences being statistically significant.

The authors suggest that the better results in the experimental group are due to the better taste and
nutritional qualities of bread waste and higher feed consumption.

Key words: bread wastes, guinea fowls, laying indexes

BonBenenue

B moutu Bcuuku ad)puKaHCKH U BBB BCE T10-
BEYE EBPOIEHCKU CTpaHU, B T.U. U CKaHJIMHAB-
CKHTE, TOKauKaTa € Bce MO-MpeArnoYrTaH U3TOY-
HUK Ha JIYKCO3HO JIMETHYHO Meco. TS JeMOH-
CTpHpa BHCOK MPOAYKTUBEH KANaIlUTET KAKTO
B AWIIEHOCHO, Taka U B OpOMJIEpHO Hampasie-
HUE KAKTO MPH KOHBEHI[MOHAJHO, TaKa M MpPH
cB00OHO (OHoCcHOOpa3Ho) otraexkaane (Crowe,
1978; Ayorinde and Okaeme, 1984; Ayorinde at
al., 1984; Ayorinde, 1987 a; Ayorinde and Ayeni,
1987 a; Ayorinde and Ayeni, 1987 b; Ayorinde,
1990; Ayorinde, 1995 a; Adeyeye, 2011). Bu-
IBT €(PEKTHBHO OMOJ30TBOpsiBa (QypakuTe M
npakTudecku He Ooneaysa ot Humo (Teye and
Gyawu, 2001; Moreki, 2009; Adeyeye E. I,
2012). Sinata OT TOKAYKM U MECOTO OT OpoO¥i-
JIepU-TOKAYKHM Ca €IHU OT Hal-CKBIO CTpyBa-
HIUTE B CPaBHEHUE C TOJTyYaBaHUTE OT JAPYrH-
T€ BHJIOBE CEJICKOCTONAHCKHM NTHIH. Sliriara,
KaKTO ¥ MECOTO OT TOKAYKH, IPUTEkKABAT Ipe-
BB3XOZICH BKYC M CE€ MPEINOYUTAT OT KOHCyMa-
TOpUTE B MHOTO CTpaHU. B moTBBpKAeHUE Ha
TOBa Ca MPOYYBAHMATA BBPXY XPAHUTEIHHS
ChCTaB Ha SHIATa OT TOKAYKH, MPOBEICHU OT
Ayorinde (1987). ABTOpPBT yCTaHOBSIBA BUCOKHU
B CPAaBHEHUE C TE3M IIPU KOKOLIMUTE SIMIIA CTOM-
HOCTH Ha cypoB nporteuH: 54,10 cpemy 45,9%,
xkensa3o: 7,80 cpemy 3,32 ppm, kanwmit: 0,34
cpemry 0,28% 3a n1Bata NTUYHW BUJIa CHOTBETHO.
Criopeni chIUsi aBTOP KBIATHKBT, B KOUTO ca
CBCPEIOTOUYECHU OCHOBHHTE [IEHHU XPAHUTEIHH
BEIIECTBA, € OTHOCUTEIHO MO-TOJIIM B CpaBHe-
Hue ¢ To3u npu kokomkuTe (31 cpemry 28,2%).
He3aBrcrMo OT TOBa B CBETOBEH Mamad siire-
HOCHOTO TOKAa4KOBBJICTBO HE € pa3Buto. [lpu-

YyyHaTa € He TOJIKOBa JIMIIcCaTa Ha TPaaulluw,
KOJIKOTO CTPEMEXBT KbM IO-BHCOK JOOHB Ha
MeCO OT TO3H BUJ] ITUIH, KOETO Ce CUUTAa 3a 0e3-
CIIOpEH JeJIMKaTec, Py TOBA IIEHEH 3a YOBEll-
KOTO 3apaBe. OT pyra cTpaHa TO3U BUI SiIIa,
M0 OTHOIIIEHHE HA KOJTMYECTBEHUS U KaUeCTBEH
ChCTaB HA MACTHUTE KUCEIIMHH, Ha XOJIEeCTEepO-
Ja, aMUHOKHUCEJIIMHUTE U OJUT0 M MUKpOeJe-
MEHTHUTE, MPUTEKABAT OOJIMKA HA XPAHUTEIIHA
no0aBKa B MHOTO TO-BHUCOKA CTEMEH OT MbJ-
npabunTe U (azaHosute sifia (Nickolova M.,
2013, Anrenos, 2019). Bucokara 1ieHa Ha sif1a-
ta oT Tokauku (0.61$ (http://www.healthinsight.
co0.za) obaue mpennonara TbpCeHETO Ha HAYUH
3a OTHOCUTEIIHOTO ¥ MOHMXkaBaHe. ToBa MOxke
Jla CTaHE WJIU 4pe3 MO-A00pOTO OMOI30TBOPS-
BaHe Ha ¢ypaxute (Grigorova, 2015), wim upes
3aMsiHa Ha 9acT OT JaJieH KOMIOHEHT Ha KOM-
OuHMpaHuTe Qypaku ¢ MO-€BTUH TakbB. b
KaTo NTUIIMTE Ca KOHKYPEHTH Ha XopaTa IIo
OTHOIIICHNE Ha 3bpHEHUTE (ypasku, JOTUYHO €
OTHaABLUUTE OT XJIEOOMPOU3BOACTBOTO J1a Ob-
JIaT W3IOJI3BaHN UMEHHO 3a Ta3u el (Yadav et
al., 2014; Al-Tulaihan et al., 2004; Kricka et al.,
2019). ABropute ycTaHOBSBAT, Y€ EKCTPYAHPA-
HUTE XJIEOHU OTMABIM MOTraT a ObJIaT BKIIO-
yenu ¢ 10% 1o 20% B komOuHUpaHuTE Qypaxu
3a MTUIH, 0€3 OTpHUIATEICH e(PEKT BBPXY TIX-
HAaTa MPOYKTUBHOCT.

N3x0K1aliKy OT LEHHHUS XPAHUTEJICH ChCTaB
U JIeTMKATeCHU Ka4ecTBa Ha siiiIjata OT TOKaYKH
U B3e€Mailky MpeaBU BUCOKATa UM LIEHA, HUE CH
MOCTaBUXME 32 IIeN JIa TPOYyYUM BB3JICHCTBHE-
TO BBPXY SWYHATA MPOTYKTHBHOCT HA ITUIUTE
Ha 3aMsHATa Ha YacT OT BJIaraHaTa B CMECKHTE
nienuna (10%) ¢ ekcTpyaupaHu OTHaabLUU OT
XJ1€00IPOU3BOACTBOTO.
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MarepuaJj 1 MeTOIHU

ExcnepumentsT ce nposene ¢ 32 bucepno-
CHBH TOKauKH, MECTHA NIONYyJIAllMs Ha BTOpA SIii-
1eHocHa roauHa. [Itunure 6sxa pasaeneHu no
paBeH Opoii B OMUTHA M KOHTPOJHA Tpymnu. 3a
CTUMYJIMpaHe Ha HOCIMBOCTTA BbB BCSKA Ipyna
0s1Xa BKIJIFOYECHU TIO JIBE MBXKKH TOKauku. [Itu-
IIUTE OT JBETE I'PYIH CE OTIIIEK/1aXa CBOOOTHO
B OJIEKOTEH THII IIOJIMMEPHA Crpaja C IBOpUYETa
BOJIMEPEH THUI U TMOJy4aBaxa KOMOMHHpaH ¢y-
pax 3a TOKaYKW HOCAYKH, chabpxkan 11,73 MJ/
kg OE u 16,5% CII. OnuTHara rpymna moiyya-
Bamre 10% exkcTpyaupanu XjaeOHH OTHAbIH 32
CMETKa Ha MILIEHULaTa. 3ajJaraHeTo Ha eKcCIle-
puUMeHTHpaHus (ypak 3aroyHa JBE CEAMHIN
Mpear 04aKBAHOTO MTpoHacsiHe. VI3X0xK Jaliku OT
XpaHUTETHATA CTOMHOCT Ha XJIEOHUTE OTIAIbIU
(Penkov and Chobanova, 2020) komOuHUpaxme
bypaxkure 3a JBeTe rpyIu KaTO U30CHEPrUiTHU
Y U30IPOTeHHOBHU — Tabmuia 1.

Otunraxa ce MHTEH3MBHOCT Ha SMIECHACA-
HE U MPOABJIKUTETHOCT Ha SWLIEHOCHUS Nepu-
07, CpeIHa HOCIMBOCT OT HOcayka U Mopdo-
METPUYHUTE TI0Ka3aTenu Ha siuara. Ilo Bpeme
Ha OMHTA Ce MPOBEXK/JAIIE €KEAHEBEH KOHTPOI
Ha HOCJIMBOCTTA M Ha OCTaTBIMUTE OT (ypaxa.
MopdonornuHuTe TOKa3aTeNu Ha sinara ce
KOHTpoJIUpaxa execeAMUYHO BBpPXY 10% ot
cHeceHuTe sita. Omnpenensxa ce: Maca u ¢Gop-
Ma Ha fHIIeTO; Maca M MPOLEHTHO ChAbPKaHUE
Ha OENTHK; XBIATHK U YepylKa, OTKBAETO Ce
M3YUCIISIBAllIEe CTPYKTypaTa Ha SULETO, €UHU-
u Ha Haugh, 1BsT Ha XBJITHKA (OKOMEPHO T10
ckanata Ha Roche) n nebenuna Ha yepymnkara.
Macurte Ha SIHIETO, )KBITHKA, OENTHKA U YepyII-
Kara ¢ MOoYepyKOBUTE OOBUBKH CEe U3MepBaxa
¢ enekrponna Besna OHAUS-2000 ¢ TounocT +
0.01 g. UunekcwT Ha opmara (ch) ce M3YUCIISI-
Baite no opmynara:

I=d/D x 100, kpaeto:
d — MaTBK IMaMETBp Ha AULETO, CM;
D —ronam auamersp, cm.

Enuanmure Ha Haugh ce ompenensixa mo
¢dopmynara:

Ta6auna 1. KoMIOHEHTEH ChbCTaB U XpaHUTEIHA
CTOMHOCT HAa KOMOMHMPaH Qypax 3a TOKaAuKH
HOCa4KHU

Table 1. Composition and nutritive value of
combined fodder for Guinea fowls - layers

KoHtpona/  OnutHa/
KomnoneHTu / Compounds, % Control Experimental
Llapesunua / Maize 30,00 30,00
MweHuua / Wheat 30,00 20,00
XnebHu oTnagbuy /
Bread wastes i 10,00
Coes wpot 44% CI/
Soybean meal 44% 26,32 26,32
L-mmauH HCL / L-lysine HCL 0,17 017
DL-metunoHuH / DI methionine 0,15 0,15
Kpena / Chalk 8,14 8,14
IOukanuues cdocdar /
Ca-phosphate 1,95 1,95
Con/ Salt 0,12 0,12
BuT.-MnH. npemuke /
Vit Min. Premix 065 065
CrbHYorneaoBo onmo /
Sunflower oil 2,50 2.50
XpaH. cTonH. / Nutritive value
in 1kg:
OE / ME, MJ / kg 11,73 11,75
Cypos npoteuH, % / 1650 16,50

Cr. protein, %
Tnanx, % / Lysine, % 0.80 0,80

MeTUOHWMH + umncTuH, % /
Met. + cyst..%

TpeoHuH. % / Treonine, % 0,7 0,7
TpuntodpaH, % /

0,75 0,75

Tryptophan, % 016 016
Ca, % 4,02 4,02
P ycoum, % favalil., % 0,44 0,44
Na, % 0,18 0,18

HU =100 log (H + 7.57 -1.7W %37), xbueTo:
H — BucounHa Ha IABTHHUS OEITHK,
W — Maca Ha SuneTo.

lonemMusAT ¥ MaJIKUAT AUAMETPHU HA SAULETO,
[[I/IaMeTpI/ITe Ha XBbJITHKA U 66J’ITT)Ka U BUCOYU-
HaTa Ha IUTBTHHUS OENTHK Ce B3eMaxa C Iryosep
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¢ ToyHocT 0,01 mm. JlanHuTe ce oOpadoTuxa B
cpenara Ha Software product Excell 10f.

Pe3syararu u 00cbxIaHe

Ha ®wr. 1 ce Bmkja TMHAMUKATA HA HHTEH-
3UBHOCTTAa Ha AMIIECHACSAHE 0 BPEME Ha EKC-
nepuMeHTa. /[BeTe rpynu TOKa4Kd CTapTUpaT
€THOBPEMEHHO BTOpATa CH SIMIICHOCHA TOIMHA
npe3 BTOpaTa CeIMHUIIA HAa MECEeIl alpril, HO C
paznuuHa uHTEeH3UBHOCT: 10,2% 3a onmuTHUTE U
4,08% 3a KOHTPOJIHUTE NTUIA CHOTBETHO.

50-mporieHTHA HOCTUBOCT TOKAYKHTE OT
OMMTHATA TpyMa JIOCTUraT OIIe B HAYaJOTO Ha
TpeTa MPOAYyKTHUBHA CEIMHIIA, a T€3H OT KOH-
TpOJIHATa — €/IBa Tpe3 §-a SIeHOCHA CeIMUIIA,
KaTo 3a TsAX ToBa € U NuKsT (51,02%). [ITuuure
OT eKCIIepUMEHTAIIHATa I'PpyTia JOCTUTAT TUKOBA
HOCJIMBOCT TIPE3 MIeCTa CEIMHUIIA OT SHIIeCHACS-
HeTo (61,22%), kaTo moAAbPKaT UHTEH3UBHOCT
Ha7 50% B MpOABIDKEHUE HA CEleM CEIMUIIH:
oT 3-ta no 9-a BrIrouutenHo. Hocaukwure, 1mo-
JydaBalld eKCTPyIUpaHu XJIeOHH OCTaThIH, ca
CHACSJIM ChC Cpe/IHa MHTEH3UBHOCT 41,72% u ca
nanu 57 sina cpenHo ot ntuna. ChlIuTe moKa-
3aTeN MpU KOHTPOJIHUTE NThln ca 35,71% uH-
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TEH3UBHOCT Ha siiiliecHacsiHe u 38 sifla cpeHo
OT Hocauka. Te3u pa3nuku B MOJI3a HA ONMHUTHA-
Ta rpyna MOXe J1a c€ OTIaJaT Ha MO-BUCOKaTa
CMHJIAEMOCT, U OT TaM — JOCTBHITHOCT Ha XpaHU-
TEJTHUTE BEILECTBA B XJIs10a B CPaBHEHHE C KOM-
OuHupaHus (Qypax, KakTo ¥ Ha ChIbpKAHUE-
TO B XJICOHUTE OTMAABLH HA PA3THYHHA BUIOBE
CeMeHa, KOUTO ca HOCUTEIN Ha IEHHU MAacTHU U
AMUHOKHUCEIMHU.

Tabnuma 2 mpencraBsi pe3yiaTaTUTE OT MOP-
(dhomeTpudHaTa mpereHka Ha siinara. Mzmoxe-
HUTE JaHHU COYaT, Y€ HOCAUKUTE, MOTydaBain
XJIeOHU OCTaThBIIM, Ca CHACSUIM TMO-eIpu SHIIa,
KaTo B IEPUOJUTE Ha BHPXOBA HOCIIUBOCT U CIIEL
MMKa, Pa3jIuKUTE ca CTaTUCTUYECKH JOCTOBEP-
Hu: 42,47 £ 0,24 cpemy 41,73 + 0,23 g 3a Hava-
J0TO Ha siecHacsane, 43,11 = 0,35 cpemry 40,98
+ 0,29 g (p < 0,05) 3a nepuoaa Ha BbPXOBa HOC-
auBocT U 44,02 + 0,33 cpemry 42,20 £ 0,24 g (p
< 0,05) 3a xpas Ha sMIIECHACSIHE TIPH OMMMTHATA
Y KOHTPOJIHATa TPyNH ChOTBETHO. YBEIMYEHU-
€TO Ha IUYHOTO TErJI0 IPU OMUTHUTE TOKAUKH €
OUIIO TJIaBHO 3a CMETKa Ha HapacTBaHEe TerjaTa
Ha OeNThKa U XBIATHKA, U TO MEXK]y cpeaara u
Kpas Ha ileCHacCsHE.

[MocoyeHusT epeKkT BBPXY SUYHOTO TEriIo
MOXe J1a c€ 00SICHH U C 10-100pUTEe BKYCOBH Ka-

17 18

e CONTROL GROUP

®@ur. 1. IHTeH3UBHOCT Ha SHIIECHACSHE HAa MECTHA TOMYJIAINS TOKAYKN — 2 STHIIeHOCeH ce30H (%)
Fig. 1. Laying intensity of local Guinea fowl’s population — 2 nd laying season (%)
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Ta6auna 2. MophoMeTprIHHN TIOKa3aTEIH Ha SUIA OT TOKAYKH B 3aBUCHMOCT OT KOMITOHCHTHTE B
KOMOMHUpaHUs (hypaxk

Table 2. Morphometric indexes of Guinea fowl’s eggs depending of the compounds in the combined
fodder

KonTpona (6e3 xnebHu otnagsbuy) / OnutHa / experimental

Mokasatenu / Indexes Control (without bread wastes)

n M + SEM n M £+ SEM
Havano Ha anuecHacsiHe / Beginning of laying
Maca siniue, g / Egg weignt, g 75 41,73 +£0,23 97 42,47+ 0,24 b
®opma, % / shape, % 75 7566+043ab 97 7758 +0,54 a
Bentbk, g/ albumen, g 70 21,07 £0,15 70 2119 +£0,17
Bentsk, % / albumen, % 70 50,38 £ 0,18 70 49,66 £ 0,21
HU 70 90,68 £ 0,35 70 91,33+ 0,38
Kontok, g /yolk, g 70 12,98 £ 0,09 70 13,50 £ 0,09
Kontsk, % lyolk, % 70 31,06 £ 0,17 70 31,68 £0,18
Lisat / colour 70 10,94 £ 0,12 70 11,00 £ 0,12
Yepyrika, g /shell, g 70 747 £0,08 70 7,69 +0,08
Yepynka. % /shell, % 70 17,88 £ 0,17 70 18,03 £ 0,15
Muk Ha anuecHacsaHe / Pic of laying
Maca siiue, g / Egg weignt, g 74 40,98+ 0,29 a 72 4311+0,35a
®opma, % / shape, % 74 7610+0,31a 72 7744 +0,98 a
Bentbk, g / albumen, g 72 21,06 + 0,17 72 21,59 + 0,21
Bentsk, % / albumen, % 72 51,22 £ 0,16 72 50,07 £ 0,24
HU 72 88,18 £ 0,37 72 89,00 £ 0,48
Kontbk, g/ yolk, g 72 13,10+ 0,08 72 13,61 £ 0,11
XKontsk, % / yolk, % 72 31,90+ 0,12 72 31,59 £ 0,17
Lisat / colour 72 9,96 +0,11 72 11,06 £ 0,15
Yepynka, g / shell, g 72 6,98 £ 0,08 72 7,61+0,08
Yepynka, % /shell, % 72 16,97 £ 0,12 72 17,65 £ 0,14
Kpait Ha suecHacsiHe / End of laying
Maca sintue, g / Egg weignt, g 74 42,20+ 0,24 a 72 4402+0,33ab
®opwma, % /shape, % 74 7740+ 0,24 b 72 78,28 + 0,39
Bentsk, g /albumen, g 72 21,79+ 0,16 72 22,37 £ 0,21
Bentbk, % /albumen, % 72 51,61+0,18 72 50,79 £ 0,26
HU 72 88,79 £ 0,39 72 88,83 £ 0,42
Kontbk, g/ yolk, g 72 13,40 £ 0,09 72 14,21 £ 0,12
XKontsk, % / yolk, % 72 31,78 £0,19 72 32,30 £ 0,17
Lisat / colour 72 9,77 £ 0,11 72 10,07 £ 0,11
Yepynka, g/ shell, g 72 6,92 + 0,06 72 745+ 0,07

Yepynka, % / shell, % 72 16,39 + 0,11 72 16,92 + 0,12
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yecTBa Ha KOMOMHUPaHUs (Qypax, C BKIIOUECHU
XJICOHU OTIAJIBIN, H OTTaM IMO-J00paTa KOHCY-
Mallus B yCIOBHSITA HA EKCTPEMHO BUCOKHU TEM-
nepaTypu.

XapakTepHaTa 3a CBOOOJHOTO OTTJICKIaHE
3aKOHOMEPHOCT Ha MIOHWIKAaBaHE Ha SMYHOTO Te-
IJIO IIPe3 TOPELIUTE JETHU MECeu ce Habmoa-
Ba CaMO IPU HOCAYKHUTE OT KOHTPOJIHATA Tpyna
(41,73x + 0,23 g B Hauvanoro; 40,98 £ 0,29 g B
cpenara, KOsTO ChBMaJa U C MUKa U C Hail-BuU-
COKHWTE JIeTHU TeMriepatypu; u 42,20 + 0,24 g B
Kpasi Ha IPOAyKTUBHUS niepuon). [lonnxeHuneTo
Ha SWYHOTO TErJo € OWJIo 3a CMETKa Ha YepyIl-
KaTa, KOsITO € HaMajluja macara cu oT 17,88 +
0,17 na 16,97 = 0,12 g oT HaYaJOTO JO NMUKA HA
CcHacsHe. Slinara oT ONMUTHATA Ipylla TOKAYKH
ca IMOBMILABAJIM HENPEKBCHATO TEIJIOTO CH JIO
Kpasl Ha IpOAYKTUBHUSA niepuoa: ot 42,47 + 0,24
B HayanoTto 10 44,02 + 0,33 g (p < 0,05) B kpas
Ha MepHo/a.

[lo otHomenue Ha gopmara Ha SHULIETO SH-
1aTta oT OIMTHATa rpymna ca JJOCTOBEPHO M0- 3a-
KPBIJIEHU B CPAaBHEHHE C T€3U OT KOHTPOJIHATA:
77,58 £ 0,54 cpemty 75,66% (p < 0,05) B Haya-
JIOTO HA NMPOAYKTUBHUS niepuon u 77,44 + 0,98
cpemy 76,10 = 0,31% (p < 0,05) mo Bpeme Ha
nuka. Ta3u 3aKOHOMEPHOCT C€ 3ama3Ba U B Kpast
Ha SMIIEHOCHUS NEepUOoJl, HO KAaTO TEHJEHIHUS:
78,28 + 0,39 u 77,40 + 0,24% 3a onuTHara u
KOHTPOJIHA TpyNH chOTBEeTHO. C HampeaBaHe Ha
¢dazara Ha sIIECHACSIHE U TIPH ONMUTHATA, U IPU
KOHTPOJIHATa TPynu ce HaOirogaBa 3aKpbIis-
HE Ha siiiara, Karo Mpu KOHTPOJIHUTE HOCAYKH
pasnuKara e J0Ka3aHa MeXAy HadyaloTo U Kpas
Ha sifniecHacsHe: 75,66 += 0,43 u 77,40 = 0,24 (p
< 0,05). IIpu npyrute MOpQOIOrHUHHU MOKa3a-
TEJIM Ha SUIIETO ¥ Mpe3 TpUTe $a3u Ha POAYK-
TUBHUS NIEPUOJ PA3IUKUTE MEXKIY TPyNUTE ca
HE3HAYUTETHU C U3KJIFOUEHUE Ha €IUHUIIUTE Ha
Xto (Hugh), 3a xonTo TeHaCHITMATA HA TIOBUIIIE-
HHE € B 10132 Ha onuTHarta rpyna (91,33 + 0,38
cpemry 90,68 + 0,35 3a mppBaTa ¢aza Ha sitec-
HacstHe; 89,00 + 0,48 cpemry 88,18 + 0,37 3a ¢a-
3ara Ha UK u 88,83 + 0,42 cpemy 88,79 + 0,39
3a TpeTata (aza Ha siiriecHacsHe). MHOTro ciaba
TEHJICHITMsI Ha TMOBUIIICHUE B TI0J13a HA OMUTHA-
Ta rpyna ce yCTaHOBSIBA IPU IIBETA HA )KBJITHKA.
T4 e Hali-nTpOsIBEHA B TMKOBATa 4acT HA IPOAYK-

tuBHUA nepuo: 11,06 + 0,15 1 9,96 + 0,11 3a on-
WTHATa ¥ KOHTPOJIHA TPYTH ChOTBETHO.

HN3Boan

TokaukuTe, TONy4aBald OT M3MUTBaHATA
no6aBKa, JOCTUraT MO-PaHEH U IO-BUCOK IHK
Ha sSHIeCHACSHE U TaKka peajJu3upaT Mo-BHCOKa
CpelHa HOCIMBOCT B CPABHEHHE C TOKAYKUTE OT
KOHTPOJTHATA TpyTIa.

3amsHata Ha 10% OT MINEHUYEHUs KOMIIO-
HEHT Ha CMecKara ¢ eKCTPyAUpaHH XJIeOHH OT-
HaJblH € JOBEJIO O JOCTOBEPHO MOBHUINABAHE
Ha SIHYHOTO TETJIO ¥ Ha MH/EKca Ha hopMara Ha
AULETO.

YBennueHHeTo Ha TMYHOTO TETJIO MPH OIHT-
HUTE TOKAYKH € IJIABHO 32 CMETKAa Ha HapacTBa-
HE Ha Terjara Ha OeNThKa U KBJITHKA MEX]IY
cpenara u Kpast Ha SIHIIEHOCHHU S TIEPHOI.

XapakTepHaTa 3a CBOOOIHOTO OTIJICKIAHE
3aKOHOMEPHOCT Ha IMOHMKaBaHEe Ha SHYHOTO Te-
IJI0 TIPe3 TOpeIINTe JISTHU MEecelu ce Haboa-
Ba CaMO IPU HOCAUYKUTE OT KOHTPOJIHATa Tpy-
na.

[No-moOpuTe MPOAYKTUBHH MTOKA3aTEIH TIPU
ONUTHUTE NTHIHA MOXE Jla C€ OOSCHAT C TO-
BHCOKAaTa CMUJIAEMOCT M BKYCOBM KadecTBa Ha
KOMOMHUpaHUsl Qypaxk C BKJIIOUEHHU XJIeOHHU OT-
Hagbly U OTTaM — MO-100puTe KOHCYyMalus 1
YCBOSIBAHE HA XPAHUTEITHUTE BEIIECTBA.
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