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32 KOKOIIKHU HOCAYKHU

Cgetrnana ['puroposa’’, Jlumo Ilenkon?
' Unemumym no scusomnoevonu nayku — Kocmunopoo
’Aepapen ynusepcumem — Ilnosous,
"Kopecnonpenmus: E-mail: svet.grigorova@mail.bg

Pe3rome

[IpoydeH e epeKTHT OT 3aMECTBAHETO Ha YacT OT 3bPHEHUSI KOMIIOHEHT B KOMOMHHpaH (Qypax 3a
KOKOIITKH HOcauku ¢ 5% u 10% ekcTpyaupaHu XJIeOHU OTHAIbIU BBPXY SHYHATA TTPOXYKTHBHOCT
Ha NTHUIUTE, MOP(OIOTHYHNUTE Ka4eCcTBa HA SNULATa UM M ChIBPIKAHUETO HA MPOTEHH M JIUTIUIN B
AWYHUS KBITHK U 0enTHK. [IpoBesieH e HayueH excriepuMeHT ¢ 060110 150 Opost Hocauku OT nopojara
Lohman Klassic Brown Ha 35 ceqmu4Ha Bb3pacT, pa3/ieliecHH Ha KOHTPOJIHA U 2 ONUTHU TPyIH (n =
50/rpyna). [Itunure oT onuTHUTE TpynH nonyyaBaxa 5% u 10% excTpyaupaHu XJieOHH OTHaAbIIH.
KomOuHaMpanuTe Gpypaku Ha BCHUKH IPyIH OsiXa U3paBHEHU N30CHEPTUITHO U M30IpoTenHOBO. [Tpn
NTULUTE OT rpymnara, noiaydasana 10% xie0HU oTHaabLy, Ca YCTAHOBEHH JOCTOBEPHO MO-BUCOKU
cToiiHOCTH Ha Macara Ha Oentbka (P < 0,05); uanekca Ha popmarta (P < 0,05); mHAEeKCca Ha KBATHKA
(P <0,05), kakTo ¥ TOCTOBEPHO MO-BUCOKO ChIBbPKAHKUE Ha MPOTEUH B X bATHKA (P < 0,05), 6enThKa
(P <0,05) u ceapprxkanueTo Ha nienies B oentpka (P < 0,01) cnipsimo KoHTpoIHATa rpyTa.

ExcrpynupanuTe X1e0HH OTIAIbIIA MOXKE J1a y9acTBAT B KOMOMHHUpaHHUTE (Dypaku HAa KOKOITKA
HOCAYKH 332 CMETKA Ha YacT OT 3bPHEHUsI KOMIOHEHT (B konudecTBa oT 5% u 10%). [1o T03u HaunH
ce peayin3upaT HKOHOMHUU Ha (pypa’kHO 3bPHO, a CHIIO TaKa ce ynoTpedsBa X0, KOUTO He ce KOH-
CyMHpa OT Xopara.

Knrwouoseu oymu: excTpyaupaHu XJI€OHU OTIATBIN, KOKOIIKA HOCAYKH, STHYHA MPOTYKTUBHOCT,
MOP(OJIOTUYHH [TOKA3aTeIN Ha SHIaTa
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Abstract

The replacement effect of part of the cereal component used in the compound feed for laying
hens with 5% and 10% extruded bread waste on egg intensity, egg morphological characteristics and
chemical composition of egg yolk and egg albumen was investigated. An experiment was conducted
with a total of 150 laying hens from Lohman Klassic Brown breed at the age of 35 weeks, divided into
control and two experimental groups (n = 50 layers/group). The poultry from the experimental groups
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received 5% and 10% extruded bread waste. The combined fodders for all groups were isoenergetically
and isoproteinically balanced. The layers from the group receiving 10% bread waste in the diet had
significantly higher values of albumen weight (P < 0.05); form index (P < 0.05); yolk index (P < 0.05),
as well as significantly higher contents of egg yolk protein (P < 0.05); albumen protein (P < 0.05); al-
bumen ash (P < 0.01) compared to the control group.

Extruded bread waste can used in the compound feed of laying hens at the expense of part of the
cereal component (5% and 10%). In this way, savings on feed grain are realized, and also bread that is

not consumed by humans is used.

Key words: extruded bakery wastes, laying hens, egg productivity, egg morphological

characteristics

BonBenenue

[Ipe3 mocienHUTEe NECETUIICTHS CHEIUATHO
BHUMaHHE ce€ OOpbhIla Ha XPAaHUTEITHUTE OTIIA-
JBLM ¥ OTHAJBUYHUTE MPOAYKTH OT XPAHUTEI-
HO-BKycoBara npomuuuieHocT (Paritosh et al.,
2017). IlpyunHUTE Ca UKOHOMUYECKH U €KOJIO-
rudecku (Chung, 2001; FAO, 2011). B cBeToBen
mamab ce HabOIromaBa HaTpylBaHe Ha XJsi0 C
U3TEKBJI CPOK HA TOIHOCT B THProBCKaTa Mpe-
’a, KOUTO He MOXe Ja Objie PEAJIOKEH 3a KOH-
cymanus Ha xoparta. EnHa oT BB3MOKHOCTHTE
3a M3MOJI3BAHETO MY € TOH Ja ObJe BKIIOYCH
Clle/l EKCTPYAUpPaHe B KOMOMHUPaHUTE Pyparku
3a HenpexuBHU xuBoTHU (Yadav et al., 2014;
Kricka et al., 2019). ITo T0o3u HaYMH HsAMA J1a ce
HATPyIBa BbB BEPUTUTE MAara3uHu U Ja ce W3-
XBBPJIS B OKOJTHATA CPeia TPOU3BEICH Beue Xpa-
HUTEJICH MPOAYKT, B KOUTO ca BIIOYKEHHU CYPOBHU-
HU, Tpya U napuunu cpenctea (US-EPA, 2016).
OcBeH TOBa 3aMECTBaHETO HAa 3bPHEHUTE KYJITY-
pU B KOMOMHUpaHUTE (ypaxKu 3a HETPEKMUBHU
KUBOTHHU C €KCTPYAUPAHH XJICOHH OTIAIBIH €
CBBP3aHO C peajn3npaHe HA HKOHOMHUS Ha TE3U
kommioHeHTH (Al-Tulathan et al., 2004).

C nomorira Ha METOMKa 3a 0aTaHCOBH OIH-
™ Penkov and Chobanova (2020) ycraHoBsiBaT
supumara (AMEn = 14,17 MJ/kg) u nctuncka-
ta (TMEn_ = 15,37 MJ/kg) oOmenna eneprus,
KaKTO M KOe(UIIMEHTa HAa HCTHHCKA CMUJIAEMOCT
Ha nnpotenHa (CTDP = 84,15) na ekctpyaupanu
XJIe€OHU OTMAIBIM OT OBJITAPCKOTO XJIEOOMpPo-
n3BoAcTBO. [Ipu BkitouBane Ha 5% u 10% excr-
pyaupaH crtap xJjsi0 3a CMETKa Ha LlapeBHIlaTa
B KOMOMHHMpaH Qypax 3a nuiera Opoilnepu

Kricka et al. (2019) e ycraHOBSBaT OTpullaTe-
JeH e(eKT Ha M3IOJI3BaHUTE XJICOHU OTIAIbIN
BBPXY CMBPTHOCTTA M KJIIAHWYHHUTE TOKa3are-
a1 Ha nturuTe. CXOMHU Pe3yNTaTh MoTy4YaBaT
U JIPYTH aBTOPH, KOUTO 3aMECTBAT YACTUYHO U
(nnm) HambaHO napesuuata (10%, 20%, 30%,
40% u 60%) ¢ xyIeOHM OTHAABIM B CTApTEP U
¢uamMmep 3a Opoitnepu. (Oke, 2013; Ayanrinde
et al., 2014). Dimitrova et al. (2020) 3amensT
NIICHUYHUS KOMIIOHEHT B KOMOMHHpaHUs ¢y-
pax 3a Tokauku Hocauku ¢ 10% ekcTpyaupaHu
XJICOHW OTHAIBIM M YCTAHOBSIBAT JIOCTOBEPHO
noBuinaBaHe Ha macara Ha sinero (P < 0,05)
U TI0-BUCOKA CpEHA HOCIMBOCT B CPaBHEHHE C
NTUIIMTE OT KOHTPOJHATA TpyIa.

W3cnenBanusTa y Hac 3a BIUSHUETO Ha OT-
NaJbuHU TPOAYKTH OT XJICOOTPOHU3BOICTBOTO
BBPXY MPOAYKTHBHOCTTA M KAYECTBOTO HA IPO-
U3BEJICHUTE NMTHYU MPOAYKTHU HA PA3TUIHHUTE
BUJIOBE U KATETOPUU MTHUIIH CA OCKBIHHU.

[lenTa Ha HACTOALIOTO MPOYYBAHE € YCTAHOBS-
BaHe Ha e()eKTa OT 3aMECTBAHETO Ha YacT OT Ia-
peBuIaTa B KOMOMHHUpaH (ypax 3a KOKOIIKU HO-
CauKM C EKCTPYIUpaH cTap XJsi0 oT OBITapCKOTO
XJIeOOMPOM3BOJICTBO BHPXY TSAXHATa HOCIUBOCT,
MOpP(HOJOTUYHUTE XapaKTEPUCTUKH Ha sHIaTa U
XUMHYHHSI ChCTaB Ha J)KBJITHKA U OCITHKA.

MarepuaJj 1 METOAH

[Ipe3 mepuona depyapu—anpun 2020 1. B
EKCHCpI/IMCHTaHHaTa 0asa 10 IITUIIEBBACTBO
npu MHCTUTYTa 10 KUBOTHOBBJIHHM HAYKH —
KoctunOpoz Oeiie mpoBeieH Hay4yeH eKCIepH-



32 CEJICKOCTOITAHCKA AKAJTEMMUS o XXIIBOTHOBB/IHU HAYKU, LVIII, 4/2021

MeHT ¢ 001110 150 Opost KOKOIIIKK HOCAYKH OT XH-
OopuaHara komOuHanus Lohman Klassic Brown.
Te 6s1xa Ha 35-cenMUYHA BB3PACT B HAYAJIOTO HA
OIHUTA, pa3JeNIeHH Ha CIIy4YaeH MPUHIIUI Ha KOH-
TPOJIHA U 2 ONIUTHU TPYNH (IIbPBA — C BKIFOUCHU
5% u BTOpa — ¢ BKiroueHu 10% excTpynupanu
XJICOHH OTIAJBIIN) B OTACITHU OoKcoBe (n = 50/
rpyna). [ItumuTe 0sixa OTTIEKIaHU MOIOBO HA
HECMEHsIeMa TOCTeNsI MPH 16 4acoB CBETIMHEH
pexxuM. OpurnHaIHUAT KOMOMHUPaH Gypax Ha
KOHTPOJTHATA TPYTIa UMAIle CJICTHIS KOMIIOHCH-
TEH ChCTaB: LIAPEBUIIA; COEB LIPOT; CIBHUOIIIE-
JIOB LIPOT; CI'BHUYOTJIEIOBO OJIHO; Kpesa; MOHO-
kanuueB (ocdar; rorBapcka comn; L nusuH; Mu-
HepaJieH MPEMUKC; BUTAMUHEH MpPEeMUKC U Qy-
pa’kHa CypOBHHA, MPOAYKT OT MPOU3BOACTBOTO
Ha eH3uMHu ¢ Aspergilus niger. KomnoHnenTure
Osixa pasmpenesieHH Taka, ye KOMOWHUpaHU-
Te (ypakl 3a BCHUKHU TPYIH Ja UMaT eIHAKBA
xpanutenna croiHoct: OE — 11,31 MJ; CII —
18%; cypoBu Ma3HuHH — 4,5%; CypOBHU BIaKHU-
Hu — 4%; cypona nenen — 12,14%; Ca — 3,55%;
P —0,54%. Onutst npoabmxu 63 nuu — 10 1au
MOATOTBUTENEH U 53 THU eKCTIEpUMEHTAJIeH Tie-
puon. Ilo Bpeme Ha aBara mojnepuoaa MTHUIIM-
T€ OT TpHUTe rpynu moiydaBaxa mo 130 g ¢y-
paxx aaeBHO. [lo BpeMe Ha eKcriepuMEHTATHUS
MIEPUO]] OMIUTHUTE TPYIH Moy4yaBaxa Qypax c
BKJIFOUeHU choTBETHO 5% (I omutHa) 1 10% (11
OIUTHA) EKCTPYAUPAHU XJICOHU OTIAIBIIH.

XneOHuTe OTHAABLU 0siXa eKCTPYIUpaHH C
nomotra Ha excrpynep AL 150 (pa3mepsT Ha
YacTUIIMTE Ha u3xona ¢ 1,5-2 mm). Ha xomOu-
HUpaHus Qypaxk U Ha EKCTPYAUPAHUTE XICOHU
OTMabIM Oelle onpeneseH OOMUAT XUMUYCH
cecTaB upe3 Beennme ananusz (AOAC — 2007),
kakto u pH (c pH mersp Stirrer, Type OP-95).
ExxenHeBHO Os1Xa OTYMTAHM HOCIUBOCTTA (B %)
Y 37paBHUS CTATyC HA MTUIIHTE.

B Hauanoto u B Kkpast Ha ONMUTHUS IEPUO]T HA
no 30 stiitia oT rpyna 0s1xa HapaBeHU CICTHUTE
M3MEpBaHUS: MacH Ha SHIETO, JKBITHKA, Oell-
ThKa M 4epymnKaTa ¢ MomuepymnkoBara mumna (¢
€JIEKTpPOHHA Be3Ha ¢ TouHOCT + 0,01g); uBAT Ha
XbATHKA (M0 15 cremenHara ckaia Ha Roshe);
ne0enrHa Ha yepynkara 0e3 moauepyrkoBaTa
numna, B mm (¢ mukpomersp Ames 25EE npu
JBaTa BbpPXa U €KBATOpa); MHACKC Ha (hopmaTa

(c magexcomep Van Dorn De Bilt N 72205-1);
MHJIEKC Ha OeNThKa, MHJIEKC HA KBJITHKA U e/IU-
Hun Ha Haugh. Mnnexcwsr Ha Oentbhka Oerne
W3YUCIIeH 10 Gopmynara:

U, (%) = (h/[D+d]/2)x 100 (h — Bucounna
Ha TUTBTHHUS OeNTHK, mm; D — roisM auamMeTsp
Ha TUIBTHUA 0eNTHK, mm; d — MalIbK TUAMETHP
Ha TUTBTHUS OEITHK, mm)

WHaekchT Ha >KbATHKA Oelle OmpezesieH ¢
romoiira Ha hopmynara:

N (%)= (h/d)x 100

Enununure na Xad (Haugh) 6sixa nzuucne-
HU TI0 hopMyJiaTa:

HU =100 log (H + 7,57 — 1,7 W*¥), kpaeto
H e Bucounnara Ha murbTHUSA OenThK, mm; W —
Macara Ha SIMLEeTo, g.

Omnpeneneno Oemie n KoaudecTBOTO Ha Ca u
P B sitynaTa yepynka Ha cOOpHU MPOOH OT BCS-
ka rpyna (AOAC, 2007).

B kpas Ha ekcrepuMeHTa Ha 1Mo 6 sina ot
rpymna, KOMTO OsXa MpeABapuUTEIHO CBapeHU
B MpOABJKEHHE HAa 6 min, Oemie OnpenesaeHo
CHIBPIKAHUETO HA MPOTEHH M Tenen B OeNnTh-
Ka, KAKTO U HA MAa3HWHH B SHUYHUS KBITHK (110
AOAC -2007).

[TomyuenuTte pesynratu Osixa oOpabOTeHH
CTaTUCTHYECKU C TIOMOINTA HAa KOMITFOTBPHATA
nporpama Excel 2007. CroiftHocTuTe ca mpen-
CTaBEHU KaTO CPEAHO + CTaTUCTUYECKA I'PEIIKa
3a BCsIKA MMPOMEHJINBA.

Pe3ynraTu u o6cbikaane

XUMHUYHHSAT ChCTaB HA U3MUTBAHUTE OT HAC
eKCTPYAUpAaHU XJIEOHH OCTaTBIU € CIEIHU-
AT (B % OT CyXOTO BEIIECTBO): CypOB IPOTEUH
— 13,72%, cypoBu maszuunu — 2,07% , cypoBu
BJIaKHUHU — 1,63%, cyposa nenen — 2,35%, BEB
— 80,23% (Tabnuua 1). [Tono6HM pe3ynTaTu ca
nonyuuin Penkov and Chobanova (2020) u cie-
JIOBAaTEJIHO TEXHUTE JIaHHU 3a ChIbpKaAHUE Ha
OE u cMuitaeMoCT Ha IPOTEHHA MOXe J1a ObIaT
MOJI3BaHU KaTo 0as3uCHU 3a XJEOHUTE OTMA.b-
. CroitHocTTa Ha pH Ha X71e0HUTE OTHAIBIU
e 5,69, a pH croliHOCTUTE HAa KOMOMHUPAHUTE
(dbypaku 3a TpUTE TPYNH ca OJU3KH JI0 Hesl — Ch-
OTBETHO 5,74, 5,72 u 5,66.
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Tadauua 1. OO XuMHUYeH ChCTaB Ha
EKCTPYAMPAHUTE XJICOHU OCTATHIM U3MOJI3BAHH B
eKcriepuMeHTa (B % OT CyXOTO BEILIECTBO)
Tablel. Total chemical composition of extruded
bread waste used in the experiment (In the dry
matter, %)

Mokasatenu / Indexes

Cyxo Bewectso / Dry matter, % 78,45
Cypog npotewH / Crude protein, % 13,72
CypoBw ma3HuHm / Crude fats,% 2,07
CypoBw BnakHuhu / Crude fiber, % 1,63
Cyposa nenen / Crude ash, % 2,35
BEB / NFE, % 80,23
pH 5,69

B Tabnuna 2 ca mpeactaBeHH KuBaTa Maca u
MHTEH3MBHOCTTA Ha CHAcsiHe Ha mTuiuTe. JKuBa-
Ta Maca Ha KOKOIIKHTE B HAYaJOTO HA OMMUTHHS
nepuon e 1814,40 g (konTponHa rpymna), 1824,80
g (I onuthHa rpyna) u 1811,60 g (II onutHa rpy-
na). B xpas Ha onmuTa TO3M MOKa3aTesl € MajKo
no-HUChK — choTBeTHO 1780,00 g, 1759,59 g n
1794,60 g. Ilpe3 nenusi ONUTEH NEPUO BCUUKH
HOCAYKHU KOHCyMHUpaxa (ypaka ¢ arneTur u 0sxa
B 100pO 3/1paBOCIIOBHO cheTosiHue. He e oTuere-
Ha CMBPTHOCT B HUTO e7Ha rpyna. HocnuBocT-
Ta Ha KOKOLIKHUTE B HAYaJIOTO HA EKCIIepUMEHTa
0e: kouTpoinna rpymna ( 84,70%; I onutHa rpymna
— 80,28%; II omutHa rpymna — 80,57%. B kpas
Ha onuTa O€ YCTaHOBEHA ClieHATa HOCIUBOCT:

KOHTpoJiHa rpyna — 88,69%; | onutHa rpyna —
88,00%; II onutHa rpyna — 86,71%. Paznukure
MEX/y IPYIIUTE HE Ca JI0OKa3aHU CTATUCTHYECKHU
(P> 0,05). B xpas Ha ekcriepuMeHTa ce HabJIto-
JlaBa yBEJIIMYEHHE Ha TO3M MOKa3aTesl CIpSIMO
HAyaJoTO Ha ONUTHHUSI IEPUOJ BBTPE B TPYIUTE
¢ 3,99%; 7,72% u 6,14% cbOTBETHO 32 KOHTPOJI-
Ha, | onutHa u I onutHa rpynu (B nosnsa Ha rpy-
MUTE MOJTy4YaBaau XJIeOHU OTMAIBIIH).

B taGmuma 3 ca orpa3eHu JaHHUTE 32 MOp-
¢onornynuTe KauecTBa Ha sinara. [lo oTHomIe-
HUE Ha [T0Ka3aTeINTe Maca Ha IHLETO, XKbJIThKa
U 4yepyrnkara, n1e0elrHa Ha YyepynKaTa, HHJIEKC
Ha OelThKa M LBSIT Ha KBJIThKA HIMA YCTaHO-
BEHU JIOCTOBEPHHM pa3iuku Mexay rpynute (P
> 0,05). 3a orbensizBane obaue € (akThT, Ue
ntunuTe nosyyasaiu 10% ot uanuTBaHuUs Mpo-
JYKT ca ¢ Hal-roJIsIMO YBEJIMUYCHHE Ha CpeHaTa
Maca Ha sifliata CrpsiMO Ha4aJoTO Ha OMUTHUS
nepuoy (4,01 g). UsnurBanara no6aBka He € 110-
BJIMsJIa HETaTUBHO HA Macara U JiebenuHaTa Ha
yepynkaTa, KakTo U Ha chabpkaHueTo Ha Ca
u P B uepynkara (Tabnuua 4). Ilo otHoeHue
Ha (hopMaTa Ha fi1eTo, sillaTa Ha NTUIUTE OT
IT onuTHa rpymna ca JOCTOBEPHO MO-3aKpbIJe-
HU OT Te3U B KoHTpoaHara rpymna (P < 0,01) B
Kpas Ha onuTa. [Ipy nTunuTe oT rpynara nomiy-
yapana 10% xneOHM OTMaIbIM Ca YCTAHOBEHH
JOCTOBEPHO MO-BUCOKU CTOMHOCTHU MPHU MacaTa
Ha Oentbka (P < 0,05) u nHAECKCA HA KXBIATHKA
(P < 0,05) B cpaBHEHHE C KOHTpOJIHATA rpyIa.
bnu3ku no HammTe pe3ynTaTH ca MONYYUIIU

Taoauua 2. )Kua maca (g) 1 MHTEH3UBHOCT Ha cHacstHe (%) Ha KOKOITKHUTE OT KOHTPOJIHATA U OITUTHUTE

rpynu (X £ SE)
Table2. Body weight (g) and laying intensity (%) of hens from control and experimental groups (X + SE)
lpynu / Groups ~ KonTpona/ | onutha / [l onutHa /
Control | experimental [l experimental
Mokasatenu / Indexes N =50 N =50 N =50
»Kuea maca B Hayanoto Ha onuta / Body weight at the
beginning of experiment, g 1814,40 £ 19,92 1824,80 + 17,44 1811,60 + 18,01
KvBa maca B kpas Ha onuTa /
Body weight at the end of experiment, g 1780,00 + 18,45 1759,59 + 15,40 1794,60 + 19,20
VHTEH3NBHOCT Ha CHACsHe B HA4anoTo Ha onmoa/ 84.75 + 3,83 80,28 + 378 80,57 +5.27
Laying intensity at the beginning of experiment, %
VIHTEH3MBHOCT Ha CHacsiHe B kpas Ha onuTa / Laying 88,69 + 0,72 88,00 + 0,94 8671175

intensity at the end of experiment, %
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Tadoauua 3. Mopdomornaayn kadectna Ha simara (X £ SE)
Table 3. Egg morphological characteristics (X = SE)

lpynn / Groups  KoHTpona/ [ onutHa / [l onntHa /

Control | experimental [l experimental
Mokasatenu / Indexes N =230 N =30 N =30
B Havanoto Ha ekcnepumenTanHus nepuog / At the beginning of experimental period
Maca sanue / Egg weight, g 61,60 £ 0,47 62,19 £ 0,54 61,62 £ 0,76
Maca 6entsk / Albumen weight, g 39,29 £ 0,36 40,07 £ 0,48 39,04 £ 0,60
Maca xbntbk / Yolk weight, g 15,25+ 0,16 15,00 £ 0,15 15,37 £ 0,19
Maca yepynka / Shell weight, g 7,06 £0,10 71001 72101
[ebennHa Ha yepynkaTta / Shell thickness, mm 0,39+ 0,005 0,40 £ 0,004 0,40 + 0,005
WHpekc Ha dpopmata / Shape index,% 7917 £ 0,44 79,47 £ 0,46 79,07 £ 0,41
EnuHuum Ha Xad / Haugh units 89,69 + 1,15 89,66 + 1,14 86,73 £ 1,12
WMHpekc Ha 6enTbka / Albumen index, % 13,43+ 0,63 13,67 £ 0,59 11,62+ 0,458
Mupeke Ha xbnTbka / Yolk index, % 45,62 £ 0,74 4720 £ 0,76 45,06 £ 0,60
LiBsiT Ha xbnTbKa (o Pow) / Egg yolk color (Roche) 8,68 +0,19 8,47 £ 0,20 8,70+ 0,20
B kpast Ha ekcnepumeHTanHus nepuog / At the end of experimental period
Maca snue / Egg weight, g 63,39 £ 0,80 62,39 £ 0,84 65,63 £ 0,80
Maca 6entbk / Albumen weight, g 39,77 +£0,70 39,01+ 0,65 41,88 +£0,64 B
Maca xbntbk / Yolk weight, g 16,36 £ 0,16 16,14 £ 0,20 16,62 £ 0,22
Maca yepynka / Shell weight, g 712 +0,11 724 +0,12 713 +0,09
Hebenuna Ha yepynkarta / Shell thickness, mm 0,41+0,04 0,41 +0,06 0,41+0,04
WHpeke Ha dpopmata / Shape index,% 78,12 £ 0,46 78,60 + 0,37 79,35+ 0,34 B’
Eavunum Ha Xad / Haugh units 68,68 + 1,49 67,63 £ 1,93 68,52 £ 1,60
WHpekc Ha 6entbka / Albumen index, % 5,88 £ 0,34 5,95+ 0,32 6,46 £ 0,33
Mupeke Ha xbnTbka / Yolk index, % 39,77 £ 0,53 39,10 £ 0,50 4251 +0,74BC
LiBsiT Ha xbnTHKa (Mo Pow) / Egg yolk color (Roche) 8,70 £ 0,25 8,57 £ 0,18 8,83+ 0,26

*Hocmoseprnocm / Significance by P < 0,05: B — koumpona—II onumna / control—II experimental; C — I onumna—I1
onumua / I experimental—Il experimental

Tadauua 4. Crabpxanue Ha Ca u P B sliunaTa yepynka (cMeceHu poOH) B HA4aJIOTO U B Kpas Ha OMUTA
Table 4. Ca and P content in the egg shell (mixed samples) at the beginning and at the end of the
experiment

fpynn / Groups  KoHTpona/ | onutHa rpyna / [l onutHa rpyna /
Control [l experimental [l experimental
Mepuoaun / Periods group Group
Ca B HavanoTo Ha onuTa, % /
Ca at the beginning, % 35,253 34,743 34,495
P B HayanoTo Ha onnTa, % /
P at the beginning, % 0,159 0133 0212
Ca B kpasi Ha onuTa, % /
Ca at the end, % 35,262 34,996 34,570
P B kpasi Ha onuTa, % / 0145 0143 0.215

P at the end, %
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Tadauma 5. O XuMUYeH ChCTaB Ha OCITHK 1 KBIATHK Ha sIMIaTa Ha KOHTpOIHATa u onmuTHHU rpynH (X £ SE)
Table 5. Total chemical composition of albumen and yolk of eggs from control and experimental groups

(X £ SE)

Mpynu/ KoHTponHa /
Groups Control

| onuTHa rpyna /
| experimental group

[l onuTha rpyna /
[l experimental group

bentbk / Kontbk/ BenTbk / Kontbk/ Bentbk / Kontbk /
Mokasatenu / Albumen Yolk Albumen Yolk Albumen Yolk
Indexes n=6 n=6 n=6 n=6 n=6 n=6
0,
,\BA‘;?;& e/" ! 8746+031 5153+ 045N 8773+033  5018+036  8692+036 5070 +0,99
MpotenH, % / 12,50 + 17,48 +
Prsto 1095£028  1623+035 1105037 1707048 (G s
0,
M:tzHMHM' o i 30264047 - 30954023 - 31,07 + 057
Menen, % / 0,76 +
pvel 056+005  173+0,05 0,62 + 0,07 1832006 (o5 173+ 0,04

*Hocmosepnocm / Significance: “— by P < 0,05; ™ — by P < 0,01; A — xonmpona—I onumna / control—I experimental;
B — konmpona—II onumua / control-II experimental; C — I onumna—II onumna / I experimental—II experimental

Dimitrova et al. (2020) B onuT ¢ TOKa4KH, KbM
quiiTo Qypax ca 6unu nodasenu 10% xnebuHu
OTIMAIBIM 32 CMETKA Ha MIIIEHUIATa.

[lo oTHoOmIeHME HAa XWMHUYHHUS CHCTaB Ha
6enTpka U KbaAThbKa (Tabnuia 5) e ycraHoBeHO
JIOCTOBEPHO TI0-BUCOKO ChIBbpIKaHUE Ha MPOTe-
uH B xbaTHKa (P < 0,05), 6entpka (P < 0,05) u
ChIBpXKaHUETO Ha mernen B Oentpka (P < 0,01)
npu Kokomkute ot Il omuTHa rpyma crnpsiMo
KOHTpOJHATa Tpyma. Te3u pe3ynraTa MoXe Ja
ObaaT OOSICHEHW C TO-BHCOKAaTa CMHUJIAEMOCT
Ha KoMOuHupanusa ¢ypax c Bkiodenute 10%
xJeOHn oTmambiu (Mo maHHW Ha Penkov and
Chobanova, 2020, koepHuIIMEHTHT Ha UCTUHCKA
CMHJIAEMOCT Ha TPOTEMHA Ha EKCTPYAHpaHH
XJIEOHU OTMAIBIIN OT OBJITAPCKOTO XJICOOTPO-
n3BoAcTBO € 84,15). Ilpn nTunure nonyyaBaau
5% oT u3NUTBaHMS MPOAYKT HE ce HabIroaaBa
JOCTOBEPHO M3MEHEHHE Ha XUMHUYHHUS CHCTaB
Ha OeNThKa M JXBJITHKA CIPSIMO KOHTPOJHATA
rpyna (P > 0,05).

N3Boan
[Ipu Taka mpensoxeHara OMMUTHA MOCTAHOB-

Ka 1 IIOJIyYEHUTE Pe3yJITaTh Morar Jia ce Harpa-
BAT CIICAHUTE U3BOAM:

- [lo oTHOMIIEHNE HA TOKA3aTEINTE )KIBA Maca
Ha KOKOILIKUTE; NHTEH3UBHOCT HA CHACSIHE; [IBSAT
Ha SIHYHMS )KBIATHK; Maca Ha SHLETO, KbIThKA
U yepyInikara; qe0esnHa Ha yepyIKara U MHJIEKC
Ha OenThKa HE Ca YCTAHOBEHU CTAaTHCTUYECKU
nokazanu pasnuku (P > 0,05) mexay rpynure.

- [ITuuure nomyyvaBanu KOMOMHHUPaAH (Qypax
¢ 10% excTpynupaHu XJIEOHHM OTHAABIU ca C
JIOCTOBEPHO I0-BUCOKM CTOMHOCTH Ha Macara
Ha OenTbhka, MHACKCAa Ha (hopMara, WHJIEKCA Ha
KBITHKA, CHIBP)KAHUETO HA IPOTEUH B JKBITh-
Ka 1 OeNThKa U ChABPKAHUETO HA Ternen B Oe-
ThKa, B CpaBHEHUE ¢ KOHTpojHara rpymna (P <
0,05).

- ExcrpynupanuTe Xj1e0HH OTIAIbIIA MOXKE
na 3amectaT 5% u 10% OoT 3bpHEHUS] KOMIIO-
HEHT B KOMOMHHMpaHHUTE (ypakd Ha KOKOIIKHU
HOCauykH, 6e3 ToBa J1a MOBJIMsE MPOTYyKTUBHOC-
tTa. [lo TO3M Ha4YMH ce peann3upar UKOHOMUU
Ha (pypa’kHO 3bPHO, a CHIIO TaKa ce ynoTpeodsBa
XJ1510, KOMTO HE ce M3I0JI3Ba 32 KOHCYMaIHsl OT
YOBEKa.
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