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OLIEHKA HA PENPOJAYKTUBHUS MPOLIEC B MECOJAMHU CTAJIA

SIHKO 'OPMHOB, KPACHUMUWPA JIN/IXK1
WHCTUTYT 110 )KUBOTHOBBAHU Hayku - KocTuHOpon

YcTaHOBSBaHETO HA AOOPHUTE MPOU3BOACTBEHU MPAKTH-
KM € €JICMCHT OT IPOBEXIAHETO Ha €(DEKTHBEH MPOU3BO/I-
CTBCH IIPOIICC. EI[Ha OT KPUTUYHUTEC KOHTPOJIHU TOYKH Ha
JTIOXOJIHOCTTa B MECOIAIHOTO TOBEIOBBICTBO € YIIpaBJie-
HHCTO Ha PENPOMYKTUBHUTE CIIOCOOHOCTH HA YKHMBOTHHUTE
(Burns, et. al., 2010; Miller, et. al., 2001). [Tpu oTriexnane
Ha )XCHCKUTEC B YCJIOBUATA HAa CKCTCH3UBHU U MOJYCKCTCH-
3WUBHU MACUIIHU TCPUTOPHUU HUBOTO HA 3aIlJIOKIAHC U OT-
HOCHUTCJIIHUAT ]I HA OT6I/ITI/ITe TCJICTA Ca ITIAaBHUTC OLICHKU
3a PEMPOMYKTUBHHS MPOIIEC B OTICIHUTE MECOAHU CTaaa
(Brown, et. al., 2003; Villalba, et. al., 2010). Ta3u ouenka
€ Haco4€Ha BMHArd KbM MHUHUMU3HMPAHE Ha PEIPONYKTHB-
HUTE MPOOJIEMH.

Ienta Ha U3cieaBaHETO OC YCTAHOBSIBAHE HA CUiIaTa Ha
BIIMSIHAE HA HAYMHA HA 3aIIJI0KIAHE BEPXY PENPONYKTUBHHU-
Te MOKa3aTe/id B MCCOJAHU CTaa.

MATEPUAJI U METOU

3a ycTaHOBSIBAHE BIMSHUETO HayMHA Ha 3allJIOXKIaHe
BBPXY PENPOAYKTUBHUTE TIOKa3aTen Osixa MpoyyueHu 3 cTo-
KOBU MECOJAlHU CTajza ¢ KPbCTOCKHM R, U R, oT noponara
Jlumy3un B paitona Ha FOrousrouna bearapus. Mscnensa-

HeTo oOxBaia 5 - roguiieH nepuof (2008-2012 r.). Pazme-
puTte Ha crajara Bapupar B rpaHunute oT 80 10 130 xpaBu
OCHOBHO cTa10. [IpoaBIKUTETHOCTTA Ha TACHUIIIHUS [TEPHOJT
u B Tpute cTaja e Haj 340 quu. JKUBOTHHUTE ce 3aruioxkaaT
MOCPEACTBOM CBOOOJHO €CTECTBEHO IOKPHBAHE, ITyCKaHe
Ha OWIMTE OT PbKa U M3KYCTBEHO OceMeHsiBaHe. HaumHbT
Ha 3aIlJI0KaHe € OLEHEH TOCPEJICTBOM eIHO(PAaKTOPEH JNC-
nepcuoneH ananu3 (Harvey, 1990).

PE3VIITATU 11 OBCBHX/IAHE

JanuuTe 3a o0LIMTE CPEIHU, CTAHIAPTHN OTKIIOHEHHS U
Koe(UIMEHTHTE Ha JIeTepMHUHALIMS ca OTpa3eHu B Tabi. 1. B
IpoIieca Ha OTINIeKJaHe Ha MECOJaiHN KpaBH € OIIeHEH Ha-
YUHBT HA 3aIUIOKAAHE KaTO M3TOYHUK Ha BIIMSHHUE BEPXY OT-
JISTHUTE PENpPOIYKTUBHHU MOKa3aTenu. bposar Ha oTeneHuTe
KpaBH, ONPEAEIISH MO/ BIMSHIE Ha HAYMHA Ha 3allJIOKaHe,
e 3naunm npu P<0.001. TIporiecsT ¢ AeTepMuHupaH npu R
0.736 1 cpaBHUTEITHO HUCHK KOS(UIIMEHT Ha BapupaHe.

OTHOCHUTENHUSAT [T Ha OTOUTHUTE TPUILIOAHN € J0Ka3aH
npu P<0.01 oT HaumMHa Ha 3aIUIOK/JaHe Ha TEXHUTE MAMKH.
3HAYNTESTHO € BIMSHUETO Ha HAaYMHA Ha 3aIUI0XKIaHe BbPXY
Opost Ha TuIaHupaHust peMoHTeH marepuai (P<0.01), koiito

Tab6muma 1. Oommu CpeaHHU, CTAHAAPTHU OTKJIOHCHHSI U U3TOYHMIIU HA BJIMAHUE HAUMHA HaA 3aIlJI0KAaHe BbPXY pe-

IPOAYKTUBHHUTE NMMOKa3aTe/JIu NIpu MecomaaiiHu KpaBu

Table 1. Overall means, standard deviation and source of influence type of mating in beef cows

TMokasaren LS- cpennu sp. CV % R2 H3Tounnk Ha BIMAHKE
LS-means Source influence
. Haunn Ha 3aruiokiaHe
Indices i
Type of mating
Otenenn kpasu, %
Calving cows, % 1245 83.00 16285.00  43009.00 0.736 ok
Tpyauu otenBanus, Op.
Difficult calvings, n 9 0.6 0.83 138.01 0.106 n.s.
OrnagHanm TeneTa 10 OTOuBaHe, Op.
Dropped calves to weaning, n 91 41461,00 25385,00 126.84 0.118 n.s.
Ot6utu Tenera, op.
Weaned calves, n 1154 92.34 33482,00  26938,00 0.389 *x
OtnajgHanu Kpasu, Op.
Dropped cows, n 119 34151,00 41584,00 77.04 0.208 n.s.
[Tnanupan peMoHTeH Marepuat, op.
Planning replace heifers, n 368 63.01 41497,00 21885,00  0.421 *k

3abenexka, (Note): *** - P<0.001; ** - P<0.01; * - P<0.05; n.s. - P>0.05.
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Tabnuua 2. PenpoayKTHBHUTE MOKA3aTe U HA MECOJAHN KPaBH NPH Pa3IMYHU HAYMHU HA 3aILI0K/IaHe
Table 2. Reproductive parameters in beef cows at different type of mating

ITyckane Ha OumnTe

CBOOOIHO €CTECTBEHO

W3kyctBeHo

ITokazarenu ot ppKa (A) mokpuBane (B) ocemensiane (C)
Fertilization by hand (A) Random mating (B) Artificial insemination (C)

Indices n xEm n x+m n xEm

Ortenenn kpasu. % '

1: gz:%zge of calving 386 79.92+1.08 390 93.79+1.06 **(A) *(C) 469 82.86+2.30

Tpynuu otensanust. Op.

Difficult calvings. n 1 0.26+0.22 8 2.05+0.27 0 0

OrTmagHany Teaera a0

orOuBane. Op.

Dropped calves to 1 0.2520.22 82 21.01%1.15 8 1.70+0.27

weaning. n

OtOutH Tenera. %

Weaned calves. % 385 99.75+0.28 *(B) 308 78.99£1.36 461 98.30+0.29*(B)

OtnasHamy kpaBu. Op.

Dropped cows. n 16 3.33+0.65 23 5.54+0.91 80 14.11+0.79

[TnaHupan peMOHTEH

Marepuai. op.

Planning replace heifers.n =~ 96 49.93+0.14 97 65.11+1.10 *(A) 175 76.00+0.22%*(A)

3abenexka. (Note): ** - P<0.01; * - P<0.05.

ompenensi CBOOOIHUS OpOit MPUILTOAN 3a Tponaxoa.. 3aBu-
CHMOCTTa € JIeTepMuHIpana mpu R? 0.421.

JlaHHM 3a peNpOSYKTUBHHUTE MOKA3aTeIN B 3aBUCHMOCT
OT Ha4YMHA Ha 3aIUIOK/IaHe ca OTpa3eHu B Ta0i. 2. bposar Ha
OTEJICHUTE KPaBH IPH CBOOOJHOTO €CTECTBEHO MOKPHBAHE
€ JI0Ka3aHOo MO - BHCOK CIIPSMO OCTaHAINTE [Ba HAYMHA Ha
samtokaane. Jlnaeitaure kouTpactu ot 13.86 u 10.93 myHK-
Ta ca okazanu cpoTBeTHO rpu P<0.01 u P<0.05. Orenxara
IO TIOKa3aresisi OTOUTH TeNeTa J1aBa J0Ka3aHO MPEIUMCTBO
Ha 3aIJIOKAAHETO Ype3 MyCKaHe Ha OMIUTE OT pbKa U M3-
KyCTBEHOTO ocemeHsBaHe. [1o To3n mokasaren cBOOOAHOTO
€CTEeCTBEHO MoKpuBaHe n3ocrana ¢ 20.76+19.31 mynkra, Ko-
WTO pa3NuKy ca Aokaszanu npu P<0.05.

[lo oTHOmIEHWE HA IIAHWPAHUS PEMOHTEH MaTepual
Ha-MHOTO >KMBOTHH 3a JOOTIIEKIaHe TpsiOBa 1ga Obaar
3ajieJIeHH BbB (pepMuTE, MpUIaramm H3KyCTBEHO OCEMe-
HsBaHe. Haii-e(eKTHBHU TIO TO3M ITOKA3aTeNl ca CTajara,
3aIUIOKAAHU Upe3 IMycKaHe Ha OWIUTE OT phKa. JImHeitHuTe
KoHTpacTh oT 15.18 u 26.07 6post cipsiMoO OpyTHTE IBa Ha-
YHHa Ha IOKPHBAHE Ha KMBOTHUTE Ca 3HAYMMH U JI0Ka3aHU
cpotBeTHO pu P<0.05 n P<0.01.

N3BON
BposiT Ha oTenenuTe KpaBH, ONPE/IEIIsH IO BIMSHUE HA Ha-

YHMHA Ha 3aIUIOKIAHE € BICOKOIoCcToBepeH (aktop (P<0.001).
[Ipu 3amioxpane ypes MmyckaHe Ha OMILUTE OT phKa U U3-

KyCTBEHO OCEMEHsIBaHE J0Ka3aHO Ce peaju3upa MO-BHUCOK
TIPOIIEHT OTOUTH TEJeTa.

[Tyckanero Ha OMIMTE OT pBKa € JTOKAa3aHO Hai-edek-
THUBEH METOJI [IPU OCUTYpPSIBAaHE IUIAHMPAHETO HA PEMOHTEH
MarepHa.
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EVALUATION OF REPRODUCTIVE PROCESSE IN BEEF COW HERDS

Y. Gorinov, K. Lidji
Institute of Animal Sciences — Kostinbrod

SUMMARY

An assessment of the manifestation of individual reproductive parameters in beef cow-herds depending on the
method of fertilization. The investigation was performed in 3 crossbred herds of R, and R, of the Limousin breed in South-
eastern Bulgaria and covers a 5-year period (2008-2012). Main sires purchased from the Institute of Animal Science — Ko-
stinbrod. Herd size ranged from 80 to 130 cows main herd. Animals are bred using random mating, fertilization by hand
and artificial insemination. System of mating was evaluated by LS analysis. It is the power of influence to the mating on the
reproductive performance in beef cow-herds.

It is established that the number of cows calving determined under the influence of type of mating (P <0.001). When
mating by hand and artificial insemination demonstrated realize a higher percentage weaned calves. Mating by hand is the
most effective method for ensuring the planning of the repair material.
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