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INPOYUYBAHE HA KOPEJIAIIMUTE MEXKAY PA3JIMUHU ITOKA3ATEJIN
3A OIEHKA HA MJIEYHU ®EPMU

BEPTUHUS TAVJAPCKA, IIBETAHA XAPU3AHOBA - METOIMEBA, TATSIHA UBAHOBA *
WHCTUTYT 110 )KUBOTHOBBIHH HaykH - KocTHHOpOX
*3emenencki HHCTUTYT - Lllymen

[IpoyuBaHeTO Ha KOpEJAIMHUTE MEXAY Pa3TUIHHUTE
MTOKa3aTeNld U MPU3HAILM B MJIEYHOTO TOBEAOBBACTBO € OT
CBIIECTBCHO 3HAYCHHE KAKTO 3a HAlpaBisIBaHE Ha pas-
BBJIHO-TIOZ00OpUTEIHATa paboTa B OTpachia, Taka M 3a
MOBUINIaBaHEe Ha €(PEKTUBHOCTTA W PEHTAOMIHOCTTA MY
BBB BpB3Ka ¢ TOBa KOMIUIEKCHOTO IIPOyYBaHE M OI[CHKATa
Ha MiIeuHUTE (epMu aaBaT uHpOpMalHs, HeoOXoanMa 3a
YCTaHOBSIBAHE HAa KOHKYPEHTOCIIOCOOHOCTTa Ha CTOIaH-
CTBaTa B yCJIOBHUSATA Ha Ma3apHaTa MKOHOMHUKA. B chmioTo
BpeMe Ta3W MpPaKTHKa MOANOMara HaykaTa M MpakTHKaTa
3a pa3paboTBaHe Ha AJITEPHATHBHU PELICHHUS, BOJCIIHU 110
onTUMaliHO (YHKIMOHUPAHE Ha CTOMIAHCKUTE SMHUIIH.

IenTa Ha U3cneaBaHETO O€ Ha ce MPOoyYaT KOCPHUIIHMCH-
THTE Ha KOpeTaIus MeXIy Pa3IndHH OKa3aTeH 3a OLeH-
Ka Ha MJICYHU (epMHu.

MATEPUAJI 1 METOIN

B npoyuBanero 6sgxa BKIOUYEHU 17 MiIedHH (pepMH OT
pa3iauyHu palloHU Ha bbiarapus, B KOUTO CE€ OTIJIEXKAAT
5649 xpasu. M3ciensanu 0sxa kopenauoHHUTE Koedu-
LUEHTH MEXY CIEAHUTE IoKa3aTreiau: Opoil KpaBu, cTa-
TyC Ha CTaJ0TO, MJIEYHA IPOJYKTUBHOCT, ChIbp)KaHUE HA
MAaCTHH BC€UICCTBA U MPOTECUH B MJIAKOTO, CEPBHUC - NICPU-
0], PETIPOAYKIIHSI, 3PaBOCIOBEH CTATyC, XpaHEHE, JI0CHE,
XUTMEeHa, MKOHOMHKA M yIpaBjieHue Ha Gepmara. AHaJH-
3MpaHUTE ITOKa3aTesau Osixa U3UMCIICHH 110 METOAMKATa Ha
Pyces (2003), a koe(uIeHTUTE HA KOpealus 0s1xa ycTa-
HOBEHHM ¢ mporpamata SPSS 9.

Kopenannonuure KoedUIMEHTH, CBBP3aHU C pPoO-
JWIHKUA TIPOLEC, NMOKU3HEHATa NMPOAYKTUBHOCT U JIPYTH
MPU3HALM B TOBEJOBBJICTBOTO Ca W3CJICABAHU OT PEIH-
na gyxkzaectpannu asropu (Cue and Hayes, 1985; Cue
et al., 1990; Klassen et al., 1992). Ananu3 Ha BapuaH-
ca Ha CyXOTO BEIIECTBO B MJICYHHU NMPOOH € MPOBEJCH OT
Hartmann et al. (2002), a reHeTHYHA OllEHKAa HA MJICYHH
roBesia ¢ MOMOIITa HA PErpPECHOHEH MOJIEN € HalpaBeHa
ot Jamrozik et al. (1997). Kopenanmonen anaims MexIy
6p0$[ Ha COMAaTUYHUTEC KJICTKH U pa3JINYHU KOJIUYCCTBCHU
1 Ka4YCCTBCHU ITapaMETPU B KPABETO MIIAAKO € U3BBPILICH OT
Ivanova et al. (2011).

PE3VIITATU N OBCBHXIAHE

B®3 ocHOBa Ha mpoBe/ieHaTa CTaTHCTHIECKa 00paboTKa
Ha JIaHHUTE 0sXa YCTAHOBEHM CJICIHHTE KOC(UIMEHTH Ha
KOpEJamys ¢ BUCOKA CTETEH Ha JOCTOBEPHOCT:

1. KoedurmeHT Ha KOpenanus MeKIy Opoii KpaBU B CTO-
MMaHCTOTO M HKOHOMHEKaA (R=0.524*, P<0.05);

2. KoedununeHT Ha Kopenmamnus Mex Iy Opoii KpaBd B CTO-
maHcToTo U ynpasienue (R=0.498*, P<0.05);

3. KoedurmeHT Ha Kopenarus MexKay CTaTyC Ha CTafoTo
u goene (R=0.519%, P<0.05);,

4. KoedunueHT Ha KOpeanus MeXIy CTaTyc Ha CTa0TO
u Mukpoxumar (R=0.499*, P<(.05);

5. KoedunueHT Ha Kopenanus MexIy CEpBHC - TIepHoa
u Mukpoxiumar (R=-0.545%, P<0.05)

6. KoedpunueHT Ha Kopenanus MeXIy CEpBHC - TIepHoa
u ynpasienuero (R=-0.611**, P<0.01)

7. KoedununeHT Ha Kopenamus MKy MICYHOCTTa U pe-
nponykmusta (R=0.532** P<0.05)

8. KoedummeHT Ha KOpenanus MexX Iy MICIYHOCT B Xpa-
Here (R=0.543*, P<0.05)

9. KoedurmieHT Ha KOpenanus MeXTy MICIHOCT H T0e-
He (R=0.728**, P<0.01)

10. KoedurmeHTt Ha KOpenarys MeX, Iy MICYHOCT U XH-
ruena (R=0.752**, P<0.01)

11. KoedurmeHT Ha Kopenarsi MKy MICIHOCT U MH-
kpoxkmumar (R=0.655**, P<0.01)

12. KoedurueHT Ha KOpenaIys MeX, Iy MICIHOCT U yII-
pasnerne (R=0.692%*, P<0.01)

13. KoedunueHT Ha KOopenmamus MeXIy MacTHH Belle-
ctBa (%) u noene (R=-0.504*, P<0.05)

14. KoedpunueHT Ha KOopenmamus MeXIy MacTHH Belle-
ctBa (%) i Mukpoximmar (R=-0.549*, P<0.05)

15. Koedumment na xopenanust Mexy nporenrute (%)
u Mukpoxiumar (R=0.524*, P<(.05)

16. Koedumment na xopenanust Mmexy nporenrute (%)
u ynpasienue (R=0.590%, P<0.05)

17. KoedpunueHT Ha KOpenays MeXIy PEenpoayKIusI U
cepsuc - epuon (R=-0.617**, P<0.01)

18. KoedunneHT Ha Kopenanus MeXIy XpaHeHe U UKO-
HoMmHmKa (R=0.872** P<0.01)
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19. Koeduiment Ha Kopenamys MeXIy XpaHeHe U yrpa-
BieHne (R=0.555%*, P<0.01)

20. KoedurpieHT Ha Kopenaius MeKIy JOCHE H XUTUeHA
(R=0.839**, P<0.01)

21. KoepuuneHT Ha Kopenanusi MeXIy 10€HE U MUKPO-
kiumMat (R=0.760**, P<0.01)

22. KoepuuuneHTt Ha Kopenanusi MeXIy JO€HEe U ynpa-
Biierne (R=0.636**, P<(0.01)

23. KoeduuueHnT Ha Kopenamus MeXIy XUIHeHa U MH-
kpoxsmmar (R=0.725**, P<0.01)

24. KoeduirieHT Ha KOpeaus MeX/ Iy XUIHeHa 1 yrpa-
Biierne (R=0.662**, P<(0.01)

25. KoedurmeHT Ha Kopenarust M1y HIKOHOMHKA U Y-
pasienue (R=0.574%*, P<0.05)

26. KoeuuneHT Ha Kopenanusi MeXy MUKPOKJINMAT 1
ynpasienue (R=0.697**, P<0.01);

B pesynTar Ha Ipoy4YBaHETO cE€ YCTAHOBH, Y€ C YBEIH-
yaBaHe Ha Oposl Ha KPaBUTE B OCHOBHOTO CTaJI0 CE HAOIIO-
JlaBa HapacTBaHE HAa CTOWHOCTUTE HA TOKA3aTEIIUTE YIpa-
BJIeHUC W WKOHOMUKA. CIiopell HaCc Ta3u TCHACHIUS MOXKE
na Obe 00sICHEHA ¢ HKOHOMHUUTE OT Malada, Bb3HUKBAILN
IIPY yBEJIMYaBaHE HA OpOsi )KMBOTHU B OCHOBHOTO CTaJIO B
ctonancTBara. OT Apyra cTpaHa, ¢ yBelInYaBaHe Ha Opost Ha
KpaBHTE € HEOOXOMUMO Jia ce MOAOOpH YIIPaBICHUETO Ha
(hepmara, 3a 1a MOXKE CTOIIAHCTBOTO YCIICITHO Ja OCHIIECT-
BsIBa JICHHOCTTA CH.

ITonoxuTenHa ¥ BUCOKA IO CTOMHOCT € M KOpeIalusTa
MEXKy NKOHOMHKA M YIPABJICHHE: T€3U KOPEIAIMOHHU KO-
e¢unmenTn Ouxa MorH 1a ObIaT OOSCHEHU C TOBA, Y€ T0-
JOOpUSAT MCHHDKMBHT CllOMara 3a IOBHUILIABAHE HA PCHTA-
omnHOCcTTa Ha (epmara. C momoOpsiBaHEe HA YIIPABICHUETO
ce 3a0es13Ba ChIIO TAKa M 3aBUIIIABAHE HA OAIHUTE OLCHKU
Ha [TOKa3aTelUTe JOCHe, XUTUCHA, MAUKPOKJIMMAT, ChIbpIKa-
HUE Ha IPOTCHHU B MIIAKOTO, T.C. JOOPHUAT MECHHDKMBHT €
B OCHOBaTa Ha €()eKTUBHOTO (PYHIIMOHUPAHE HA aHATU3UPA-
HUTE CTOIAHCTBA.

C momoOpsiBaHe HAa XWTHEHATa, MUKPOKIMMATa, PErpo-
JMYKTUBHHUTE CIOCOOHOCTH Ha KPAaBHUTE, XPAHCHETO H YIIpa-
BJICHETO Ce HAOJII0/IaBa MOBUIIABAHE HAa CPETHATA MIICYHOCT
BBB (pepmara.

C yBenmuuaBaHe KpaTHOCTTA Ha JOCHE HAMaJsiBa ChABP-
JKQaHWETO HA MACTHUTE BEIIECTBA B MIISIKOTO, a C TIO100psiBa-
HE Ha PEMPONYKTUBHHUTE CIIOCOOHOCTH HA XKUBOTHUTE Cep-
BUC - TIEPHOIBT CE CKBCSIBA.

C noBuIlIaBaHE HA XUTHEHATa B CTOIAHCTBOTO C€ IO0-
OpsiBa MUKpPOKITUMATET. [1o100psiBaHETO HA YIIPABICHUETO
BOJIM JI0 IOBMIIIABaHE HA OAJHUTE OLIEHKH Ha IOKA3aTEIINTE
XUTHCHA, MUKPOKIIUMAT, XpaHEHEe, ChIbP)KaHHE Ha IMPOTe-
WHH ¥ JOCHE, a MPOABDKUTEITHOCTTA HA CEPBHUC - IIEPUOIa
HamassiBa. [1oqoOpsiBaHEeTO Ha MUKPOKJIMMATa BOJIHU JI0 Ha-
MaJIsIBaHE Ha CEPBHUC - TIEPHOJIA.

ITonoxxurenHa € Bpb3KaTa MKy XPaHEHE U UKOHOMHU-
Ka, KoeTo Ou MoTIIo J1a ObJie 00SCHEHO, Y€ ,0T eIHA CTPaHa,

1o-100puTe (UHAHCOBH BB3MOXXHOCTH HA CTONAHCTBOTO
CHOCOOCTBAT 3a I0-KAYECTBEHOTO M3XPaHBAaHE Ha JKUBOT-
HHUTE M OT JIpyra, 4e Mo-7100pOTO XpaHEeHe CIOocoOCTBa 3a
MOBUIIABaHE Ha CpeHaTa MIICYHA IPOIYKTHBHOCT HA JKH-
BOTHHTE, KOETO Ch3/laBa IPEIIIOCTaBKU 32 HapacTBaHEe Ha
peHTadMIHOCTTa Ha (hepmara.

C nonoOpsiBaHe Ha MUKPOKJIMMara ce HaOIoaBa u 1o-
BUILIaBaHE Ha ChJIbP’KAaHUETO Ha MAaCTHHU BEIIECTBA U MPOTE-
WHH B MIISIKOTO, KOETO BEPOSITHO C€ DKM Ha 10-100puTe
YCIIOBHSI Ha OTIVIEXK/IaHE HA )KMBOTHHTE.

C nozmoOpsiBaHe cTaryca Ha CTajiaTa ce yBeJInuaBaT CTOH-
HOCTHTE Ha NOKa3aTeJInTe MUKPOKIMMAT 1 JIOCHE.

U3BOIU

C napactBaHe Opost Ha KpaBUTE B OCHOBHOTO CTaJI0 ce
Ch3/1aBaT IPEANOCTABKY 3a PEATU3UPAHETO HA UKOHOMUHU OT
Maraba, KOeTo OT CBOSI CTpaHa BOAM JI0 HApacTBaHE Ha PeH-
TaOWIHOCTTA HA CTOMAHCTBOTO.

EdexTUBHUAT MEHMIUKMBHT € B OCHOBara Ha ONTHMal-
HOTO (hyHKIIMOHHPAHE U yIpaBjIeHNE Ha aHAJIN3UPAHUTE CTO-
naHcTBa. J{oOpHTe TPYKK M OaronpusITHATE YCIOBHUS Ha OT-
INIEXAaHe Ha KpaBUTE CIIOMArar 3a yBeJInuaBaHe Ha IIPOU3BOJI-
CTBOTO Ha KpaBe MiIsiKo. C 1ofjo0psiBaHe Ha PernpoayKTHBHHATE
CIIOCOOHOCTH Ha KPaBUTE CEPBUC - NEPUOIBT HaMaJIsBa.
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STUDY ON THE CORRELATIONS BETWEEN DIFFERENT PARAMETERS
AND EVALUATION OF DAIRY FARMS

V. Gaidarska, Ts. Harizanova—Metodieva, T. Ivanova*
Institute of Animal Science — Kostinbrod
*Agricultural Institute — Shumen

SUMMARY

The aim of the paper is to study the correlation coefficients between the different parameters for evaluation of dairy
farms. It was investigated 17 dairy farms from different regions in Bulgaria. The coefficients of correlation were calculated
between: number of cows, status of the herds, milk productivity, content of protein and fatty substances in milk, service
period, reproduction, health status, feeding, milking, hygiene, economics and management of farm. The coefficients of cor-
relation were computed with SPSS 9.

As a result of the study, it was found that with the increase in the number of cows, the economics and management also
increase; improved hygiene, microclimate, reproduction, feeding and management lead to an increase in average milk yield;
with the increase in multiplicity of milking, fatty substances in milk reduce; the improvement of reproductive performance
of the animals leads to shorter service period; with an increase in farm hygiene the microclimate improves and others.
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