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OBLIEBBJICTBO 1 KO3EBBJICTBO

BPB3KA MEXAY HAKOU EKCTEPUOPHU U3MEPEHUSA
N ONEHKATA HA TEJIECHOTO CbCTOAHHUE IIPU OBLE
OT CUHTETHUYHATA INONYJIAIIUA BbJII'APCKA MJIEYHA

NBEJINMHA UBAHOBA, HEZIKA /IUMOBA, )KAHA TIEEBA,
MAPVSI [PKOPETHEBA, MUJIEHA MUXAMJIOBA
3emenencku HHCTUTYT - Ctapa 3aropa

OreHkaTa Ha TEIECHOTO ChCTOSIHUE, U3BBP-
1ieHa 3a IbpBU OBT npu osuere oT Jeffries
(1961), cera e mIUpOKO pa3npoOCTPaHEH U JIECHO-
JOCTBIIEH METO/I 32 OTIPEICIISIHE HA U3MEHEHUETO
Ha EHEepPrUHUTE 3a1acu P MHOT'O OT BUJOBETE
KUBOTHHU. YIIPaBIEHUETO HA (DepMUTE Upe3 HETO
Urpae ChbC CUTYPHOCT KJIIOYOBA POJIsl IPHU TMO-
noOpsiBaHe Ha MPOIYKTUBHOCTTA HA )KUBOTHHUTE,
KaKTO U € J0Obp UHAUKATOP 32 ChCTOSHUETO Ha
01aronoIy4reTo Mpu TIXHOTO OTIIeknane. MHo-
roOpOMHU B TO3H aCIEKT ca MPOYYBAHMSITA B TO-
BEJIOBBACTBOTO KaTO BCE MO-YECTO HAMOCIEIbK
ce mpejyiara To3u Mokasareln Ja 3aeMe 1mojo0oa-
BaIl[0 MACTO B CEJIEKIIMOHHUTE MMPOTPAMHU 32 OT-
nenaute nopoau roseaa (Beweley J. M. PAS
and M. M. Schuts, 2008; Pryce, J. M., M. P.
Coffey and G. S. Simm, 2001; Yan, T. C. S., D.
C. Patterson and R. E. Agnew, 2009).

B 0BLEBBACTBOTO MPOyYBAHUATA, CBHP3AHU
C OTIpEICTITHETO Ha OLIEHKAaTa Ha TEJIECHOTO ChC-
TOSIHUE U Bph3KaTta ¢ OTACTHHU IPOTYKTUBHU 110~
KazaTenu ChIIo ce yBenuyamar. M mpu to3u oT-
pachil HSIKOW aBTOPH B Hall-HOBUTE CH U3CIEN-
BaHUS Bb3 OCHOBA Ha roJiiM Opoii aHamM3upaHa
uHdopMmarus oT Tpu nopoau npenopwrusat OTC
OIICHKUTE Ja Cca MOoKa3aTel B CEJICKIHOHHUTE
nporpamu Ha npoyuBaHutTe nopoau. (Hinks-
Everette, J. M., N.G. Cullen, 2009). I[Tpu nose-
4eTo OT MPOy4YBaHUATA 00aye MHOTO0Opa3HeTo
Ha MOPOJHUSA CHCTaB U MPOIYKIUITA B OBIE-
BBJICTBOTO TH MIPaBH TBBPAE (hparMEeHTaApHHU.

B Hamiara ctpana npoyuBaHUsTa B TO3U aCIIEKT
ca ToBeYe OT OCKBAHU U C€ HYXKIASAT OT 3a1bJ-

oouaBane (JlmmoBa H. u cbaBT., 2008; [lumMoBa,
H. u cpabt., 2009; UBanoBa UB. u cbhaBT.,
2008; CaaBosa, I1. U cbaBT., 2009).

[lenta Ha HACTOSIIOTO TpOy4BaHe Oe Ja ce
MPOCJIEIN Bpb3KaTa Ha OLEHKUTE 32 TEJIECHOTO
CBhCTOSIHUE C IPOJYKTUBHUTE MMOKA3ATEIN KUBA
Maca, MJIICYHOCT, CPEAHOAHEBHA MJICYHOCT U TLIO-
JOBUTOCT, KAKTO ¥ B3aMOBpPb3KaTa Ha T€3H Mpo-
NYKTUBHM TToKazarenu u ouenkute OTC c Hakoun
€KCTEPUOPHHU U3MEPEHUS.

MATEPHUAJIUMETO/1

W3cnenBanero Gerire U3BHPILEHO C OBIIE-Maii-
ki oT CUHTeTHYHATa momyjianus ObJIrapcka
MJI€YHa OT CTaJ0TO Ha 3eMEeACIICKH UHCTUTYT -
Crapa 3aropa npe3 2008 r.

OBuete-maiku - 26 Opos, Ha MbPBA JTaKTaLUs
0s1Xa OTIIIEKIAHU TIPU €HHU U CHILU YCIOBUS U
XpaHEHH Mpe3 TO3U MEPHOJ] C eTHAKBU JaKOH.
Te ce oarnuxa B nepuop ot 15 quu. M3BbpIIeHO
0e KOHTPOJIHO TETJICHE Ha OBIIETe-MalKU CIIe ar-
HEHE U ChIIeBpEMEHHO Oellle HarmpaBeHa OI[eHKa
Ha tenecHoTo cherosHue (OTC) ot Tpuma orre-
HUTEIH, KaTo KpaifHaTa olleHKa Oe OCpeHeHa OT
OLICHKHUTE Ha TpuMaTa ¢ npeuu3Hoct ot 0.25 Tou-
ku. CprmiacHo Bb3mpHeTara y Hac cuctema OTC
ce oIpeieNisi Ha IIeT cTenenu ¢ uudpu ot 1 - MHO-
ro ciabu 1o 5- 3atectenu (Tomopos, H. u cb-
aBT., 1994., Tonopos, H., 2008 ).

EnnoBpeMeHHO ¢ ToBa 0sixa CHETH CIETHUTE
€KCTEpUOPHU U3MEPEHHUSI B CM - IbJIKWHA HA TSI~
JI0TO, BUCOYMHA Ha XOJIKaTa, ThJIO0YNHA HA I'bP-
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JWTe, IIMPUHA HAa KpyTaTa, IUPUHA Ha ThPIUTE,
obxsar Ha repaure. O6embT (dm’) Ha TAITOTO
(Oregui, L. M. et al., 1991 ) Ge uzuucieH cbe
cneqHata popmyna:

O6eM Ha TANOTO = OBJDKMHA HA TSAIOTO X
IBII00YMHA HA THPAUTE X IIUPUHA HA KpyTIaTa.

KonTponupanu 6s51xa 1 ClieTHUTE TOKa3aTeIu:
xuBa maca (kg); cpenna noitra mueunoct (1) u
cpennoaneBHa muiedHoct (1) 3a 120 -gHEBeH
NEPUO/I, ChIIACHO MHCTpYyKIMATA 32 KOHTPOJI HA
MPOAYKTUBHUTE Ka9eCTBAa M OOHUTUPOBKA HA OB-
nere ot 2003 1. ¥ TIOXOBUTOCT - Opoil poseHN
arLera OT €Ha OBLIa-MaKKa.

JlanHuTte 0s1xa 00pabOTEHN CTATUCTUYECKH C
nporpameH poaykT ANOVA Statistics. 3a cratuc-
THUYECKa JIOCTOBEPHOCT HA N3CIIEIBAHNUTE BPB3KU
6e n3bpana P<0.05.

PE3VIITATU U OBCBHX/JIAHE

CroliHOCTUTE HA OCHOBHUTE NPOJYKTUBHU
rnokasaTtesln Ha 267" oBlle-MallKu Ha MbpBa
JaKTaIus, 00eKT Ha HAIlIeTO IPOYYBAHE Ca MPe-
CTaBeHH B Tab. 1.

JKuBara maca ciief arHeHe Ha OBLIETE-MalKu
e 56.04 kg mpu BapupaHe Ha CTOHHOCTHTE OT
11.9%. Cpennara noitna mneunoct e 104.39 1. c
Bapupase ot 25.1%, a cpenHara IHEBHa MileU-
HocT 0.780 ml ¢ mpuGIU3UTENHO CHIIOTO BapH-
pane - 24.3%. IlnogoBurocrra € 1.5 oT oBUA-
Maiika csc C - 34%. IlonydyeHure pesynraru 3a
NPOAYKTUBHUTE TOKA3aTeNIN Ca CXOJHH C Te€3U
IPU OPEAULITHO HAallle IPOyYBaHe MPHU UACHTUY-
Ha orenka Ha OTC - 3.0 (lumoBa, H u cbhaBrT.,
2009; CaaBosa, Il. u cbaBt., 2009). Onenkara
Ha TEJIECHOTO chCTOssHUE Bapupa rpu C 13.3%
oT 2.25 no 3.5.

B Tabn. 2 ca npencraBeHd JaHHU OT HSKOU
eKCTePHOPHH M3MEpPEHHsI TP OBIIETE Ha MIbpBa
nakraus. [1o nurepaTypHu TaHHU U3MEPEHUSTA
ce noOnmKaBatr 10 Te3U NP APYTU MIICYHH I10-
poau (Frutos, P. et al., 1997; Oregui, L. M. et
al., 1991; Cam, M. A. et al., 2010).

O6embT Ha Ts10TO (dM?), MONTYUEH cies u3-
qucJeHrne Mo (opMmynara, mOCO4YeHa MOo-Tope €
CXOZIEH C MOoJy4eHuTe pesynraru Ha Oregui, L.
M. et al., (1991) ipu oB11e ot mopoaute Kagsiso-
maBa M YepHomiasa natkca B Mcnanus. Criopen
T€3U aBTOPU CTOMHOCTTA Ha oOema Ha TSIOTO
Bapupa B MO-MIUPOKH rpanuiy ot 19.7 dm® mo
74.6 dm’, moxaro BapupaHETO MPH HAC € IO-
manko rpu C 15.8% cpenro 38.87 dm’.

Jlannute B Tabn. 3 mpocnenssar (peHoTu-
HUTE 3aBUCHMOCTH MEXJy HIKOU €KCTEPUOPHHU
n3mepenus, ouenkure OTC u npoayKTUBHHU 110-
Ka3aTelH.

JKuBara maca e chC 3HaUNTEIIHA KOPEJIAIUs C
OILICHKHTE Ha TEJIECHOTO ChCTOSIHHE C Koedu-
1ueHT 0.64. [ToydeHuAT pe3ynrar 3a Bpb3KaTa C
’KMBaTa Maca clie/l arHeHe mpu ole oT CuHre-
TUYHATa MOMYyJalus OBIe ObIrapcka MieuHa €
MOYTH UICHTUYEH C TO3H IIPU APYTU HAIIH MTPO-
yuBanus ({umosa, H. u cbaBr., 2009). Ananu-
3BT Ha MH(OpMAaIUATa TOTBBPAK/IaBa U HaIlpaBe-
HUS B IIUTUPAHOTO MPOYYBAHE U3BOJI, Y€ METOABT
MOJK€ J1a ce I0JI3Ba MpHU YIpPaBJICHUE Ha €Hep-
IMHHOTO XpaHEHe Ha OBILIETe OT Ta3W MOpoja.
Pesynrature HUM ca €JHONOCOYHH C MOJTyYEHUTE
OT JIpyT¥ aBTOPH U NPH APYTU MTOPOH )KUBOTHH
(Oregui,L. M. et al., 1991; Treacher, T. T. and
S. Filo, 1995; Frutos, P. et al., 1997; Zygoyannis,
D. et al., 1997; Kunene N. W.et al., 2009; Mor-
gan-Davies, C. et al., 2008).

Ta6muua 1. CpeqHa npogyKTHBHOCT U CPeIHH OLeHKH HA TeJeCHOTO ChCTOSIHUE MPH OBIle MAaiiKi HAa MbPBa
Jaktanusa oT CHHTeTHYHA NomyJanus Obarapcka Miae4yHa
Table 1. Average production and average body condition score of ewes on first lactation of SPBM

IToka3arenu

x £ Sx SD C%
n =26
’Kupa maca 56.04+1.31 6.7 11.9
Hoiina mieuHoct 104.39£5.15 26.25 251
CpenHo AHEBHA MIEYHOCT 0.780+0.04 0.19 243
IInonoBurocT 1.50+0.10 0.51 34
OTC 3.07+£0.08 0.41 13.3
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Tabmuna 2. CpeaqHu CTOHOCTH HA eKCTEPHOPHH H3MePeHHsI TPH oBIe Maliku 0T CHHTeTHYHA MONMYJIaus

61).]11“3[)0](3 MJICYHaA

Table 2. Average values of body measurements of ewes of SPBM

IToxazarenu ot Sy D o
n =26

Jbmxuna 710, cm 86.0£0.95 4.8 5.6
Bucounna xonka, cm 77.2+0.69 3.6 4.7
JBi00ounHa repay, cm 20.7+£0.37 1.9 9.2
[upuna kpyma, cm 21.80+0.25 1.3 5.9
Mupuna repau, cm 12.5+0.26 1.7 13.6
O6xBar repad, cm 99.54+1.41 7.2 7.2
O6eM Ta10, dm? 38.87+1.21 6.2 15.8

Tabmuna 3. PeHOTHITHH 3aBHCHMOCTH MEKIY HAKOH eKCTEPHOPHH M3MepeHUs] M MPOAYKTHBHH NMOKa3aTean

Table 3. Phenotypic relationship between some body measurements and productive parameters

s 5 o)
[Tokazarenu 3 5 o z.) E E E E g 8 ¢ E a8 g ] § ]
n=26 E8 =5 EF a : 2E T2 =Ex FSa %o
== &% & § E g8 =& HR HE §¢
= O = E [l':Q( m
OTC *
JKuBa.maca 0.64 *
Jlotina mMiIeuH. 0.02 0.16 *
Cp.ITH.MJICYH. -0.05 0.1 0.94 *
ITmomoBuTocT -0.45 -0.38 0.03 0.04 *
Jwmk.Tamo 0.14 0.58 0.17 0.12  -0.07 *
Bucou.xonka 0.28 0.5 -0.15 -0.14 -0.03 0.31 *
JAbn0.repau 0.31 0.47 0.03 0.06 -0.1 0.17  0.57 *
up. xpyma 0.51 0.73 0.38 028 -0.27 0.53 0.09 0.26 *
Mup.repau 0.53 0.59 0.12 008 -024 0.64 0.23 0.31 0.63 *
OO6xBar repau 0.5 0.59 008 006 -036 022 041 0.57 0.5 0.56 *
O6eM TsI10 0.45 0.78 026 021 -0.19 066 049 078 074 0.67 0.63

Bpb3kara Mex 1y )krBaTa Maca M U3MEpEHHSTa,
0OEKT Ha HAIlIeTO MPOyYBaHE Bapupa OT yMEepeHa
1o 3HauntenHa - ot 0.47 no 0.78. CroitHOCTHTE
HE ca IOCTOBEPHHU U 04epTaBaT caMo TeHICHIUS-
Ta. Ta3u TeHACHIIUS € CXO/IHA C TTONyYCHH TaHHU
kakto npu oBie (Kunene N. W.et al., 2009;
Oregui, L. M. et al., 1997 ), Taka u npu Ko3u
(Cam, M. A. et al., 2010 ) 1 npu MIEYHHU KPaBH
(Yan, T. C. S et al., 2009; Beweley J. M. PAS
and M. M. Schuts, 2008) Bcuuku aBTOpH, HE3a-
BHCHUMO OT BUJIa )KHBOTHHU, IPU KOUTO Ca MPOBe-

JICHU W3CIIEBAHUSITA YCTAHOBSIBAT HAM-BUCOKH
3aBUCUMOCTH MEXAY OLIEHKUTE 32 TEIEeCHOTO
CHCTOSIHHE, )KMBaTa Maca M U3MEpPEeHUsITa 00XBatT
Ha IbpANTE, IIUPUHA HA THPANUTE, THJIOOYNHA HA
I'bPANTE U BUCOUYMHA HA XOJIKATa, T.€. C U3Mepe-
HUSTA, OUepTaBalli KOH(popMauaTa Ha Tpyma 1
oOeMa Ha TSUI0TO.

ITpu mneunu kpasu Yan, T. C. S et al. (2009)
coyar 3HAYUTEIHU KOPENaIui C BUCOKA CTEICH
Ha JOCTOBEPHOCT U 00XBaTa Ha I'bPIUTE C KU-
Bara Maca - oT 0.52 mo 0.88; na >xuBaTa Maca c
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IbJDKUHATA Ha TU10TO - oT 0.51 10 0.83; Ha ku-
BaTa Maca C lIMpHUHATa Ha Irepaute - ot 0.62 1o
0.88. C ymepeHHU CTOMHOCTH ca BPB3KUTE MEXKIY
BHCOYHMHATA HA TSUIOTO U xKuBaTa maca. Ot yme-
PEHH JI0 3HAYUTEITHU Ca CTOWHOCTHUTE Ha KOpea-
[UUTE MEXKIY MOCOUCHUTE U3MEPEHUS U OICH-
KHTE 32 TEJIECHO ChCTOSTHUE.

[TogoOHM ca u pe3ynTaTuTe, MOTYy4YEHH OT
Cam, M. A. et al. (2010) mpu Typcka nmopozga
ko3u. OOXBaThT HA I'EPIUTE C )KUBATa Maca UMa
3HAYUTEIHA U JOCTOBEpHA Kopenauus - 0.847, a
Ha IBJIOOYMHA HAa TBPANUTE CHINO C )KUBATa Maca
- 0.775. ABTOpHTE YCTaHOBSBAT JOCTOBEPHHU pas-
JTUYHST MEXKIY OTACITHUTE BH3PACTH.

[TommyueHnTe OT HAc pPe3yNTaTH 3a Bpb3Kara
MEXIy OTJACITHUTE U3MEPECHHUS U OI[CHKHUTE Ha Te-
JIECHOTO ChCTOSTHUE BapUPAT OT HUCKH J0 yMepe-
HU - 0T 0.14 10 0.53 u He ca gocroBepuu. Cro-
pel ApyTry aBTOPH Ta3H Bph3Ka ce NePUHNPA KaTo
yYMEpeHa JI0 3HAYUTeTHa, 0COOSHO 3a AbJDKUHATA
Ha Tsu10TO. (Oregui, L. M. et al., 1997; Kunene
N. W. et al., 2009 ). [locnennure aBTOpH 3aKiI0-
YaBar, 4e >KUBaTa Maca Py MECTHU OBIIE OT I10-
ponara 3ymy Moxe fa ObJie YCIEmHO MmpeacKa-
3aHa, U3MOJI3BaliKi 00XBaTa MpPU I'bPAUTE U BU-
counHata. ChliaTa € TeHASHIUATA ¥ TIPU MIICYHH
kpasu (Yan, T. C. S et al., 2009; Beweley J. M.
PAS and M. M. Schuts, 2008).

AHanu3bT Ha OJY4YEHUTE TAHHU OT Bpb3KaTa
M@Ky OIICHKHUTE 32 TEJIECHOTO ChCTOSIHUE U KU~
BaTa Maca ¢ OTJICTHUTE MIPOTyKTUBHU MTOKa3aTeIH
- noitaa mueunocT (1), cpeqHOTHEBHA MIIEYHOCT
(ml) moka3Ba HE3HAUYMTEIHHU, MOJOXKHUTCITHH
croiitHoctH oT 0.02 o 0.10, noxaTo ¢ MI0I0BH-
TOCTTa CTOMHOCTUTE Ca YMEPEHU, OTPUIIATEITHU
- 01-0.45 3a tazu Bpp3kac OTC u -0.38 ¢ xuBara
Maca. Karo numame npeaBua, 4e mpeTeristHeTo U
OTIpEICNITHETO Ha OIICHKUTE Ha TENECHOTO ChC-
TOSIHUE Ca U3BBPIIBAHU CIIe]] arHEHE, CMsATaMe,
4e TE3U Pe3yNTaTH ca JOTUYHU, Thil KaTo B TO3H
MepuoJ OBIETE-MalKH ca M3Yepralud CBOUTE
TeJecHHu pe3epBH. /laHHUTE ca B CbOTBETCTBUE
C MOJYYEHUTE MPU MPEAUIIHN HAIIU U3CIel-
Banus. ([{umoBa, H. u cbaBT., 2009; C1aBoBa,
I1. u cbaBT., 2009), KaKTO U C T€3U, HOTYIECHU OT
npyru aBropu npu osue (Castrilo, C., M.et al.,
1988; Morgan-Davies, C.et al., 2008) u npu

mieunu kpasu (Pryce, J. M. et al., 2001; Yan, T.
C. S et al., 2009; Beweley J. M. PAS and M.
M. Schuts, 2008). Ilpenoppkara Ha aBTOpUTE
IIpU MJIEYHUTE KpaBH €, Y€ OLICHKHUTE 3a Te-
JIECHOTO CBHCTOSIHUE YCIIETHO MOTaT Ja Ce MOJ3-
BaT 3a [10100psIBaHE Ha IUIOJOBUTOCTTA U 3aCITy-
’KaBaT Ja ObJaT BIIOYEHU B CEICKIIMOHHUTE
IIpOrpamMy Ha CbOTBETHUTE OPOH.

OO6embT Ha TSII0TO, U3BecTeH Kato BS (Body
size) € QyHKIUS OT BKIIOUECHUTE TPU U3UHCIIE-
HUETO MYy U3MEPEHHUS - IBJDKMHA Ha TSUIOTO, bJI-
00ouMHa Ha I'BPAMTE U IIUpPUHA HA Kpynara. Jlo-
TMYHO € 3aBUCUMOCTHUTE MEXKIY TE3U U3MEPEHUS
1 o0eMa Ha TSJIOTO J1a ca MOJIOKUTENTHH, 3HAYU-
TEJIHU 0 BUCOKH, ITOJIOKUTEIHU, KAKTO € U IIpU
HaIIUTE pe3yiTaru - Bapupar ot 0.66 ¢ Jbxu-
HaTa Ha Ts10TO 10 0.78 ¢ ApnbounHaTa HA T'Bp-
ute 1 0.74 ¢ mupuHaTa npu kpynara. C xxuBata
Maca Ta3u 3aBUCUMOCT € BUCOKa, ChC CTOWHOCT -
0.78. Makap 1 HEAOCTOBEPHHM, TE€3U PE3YATaTH
Ca CXO/IHH I10 TEH/IEHIUS U CTOMHOCTH C TOJTy4e-
HUTE OT JIPYTH aBTOpHU KakTo Ipu oBLe (Gunn
R.G. et al., 1986; Oregui et al. L. M. et al.,
1997), Taka u npu kpasu. (Beweley J. M. PAS
and M. M. Schuts, 2008). Oregui et al. L. M.et
al.(1997) npu oBue oT mopoata JlaTkca ycraHo-
BSIBSAIT, U€ BKJIIOYBAHKU 00eMa Ha TAJIOTO KaTo MO-
Ka3areJ MOBUILIABAT CTOWHOCTHUTE T10 MPEICKa3-
BaHE Ha )KMBaTa Maca 4pe3 perpecuOHHM ypaB-
HeHus ¢ 15%.

3BOJIU

[ToTBBprKAaBa ce 3HaYUTEIHATA 3aBUCMOCT
Ha Bpb3KaTa Ha )KMBATa Maca C OLIEHKUTE Ha Te-
JIECHOTO cheTostHUE - 0.64. 3HAUNTEIHA IO BUCO-
Ka € HeliHaTa 3aBUCUMOCT ¢ 00eMa Ha TsUI0TO U
mupuHaTa Ha Kpynara cboTBeTHO (.78 1 0.73.

Pesynratute HU 3a Bpb3KaTa MEXAy OTIEIN-
HUTE U3MEPEHUS U OLICHKUTE Ha TEJIECHOTO ChC-
TOSIHME BapupaT OT HUCKHU 0 yMepeHHu - ot 0.14
1o 0.53 u He ca JOCTOBEPHH.

OOXBarTbT Ha I'bPIUTE, IMPUHATA HA KPyTIaTa
U 1bJIOOYMHATA HA T'BPIUTE Ca EKCTEPUOPHUTE
U3MEpPEHUsi, OT KOUTO B Hall-BUCOKA CTEIEH 3a-
BHUCST OLIEHKUTE HA TEJIECHOTO ChbCTOSIHUE, KAKTO
1 00eMBT Ha TAIOTO.
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LINK BETWEEN SOME BODY MEASUREMENTS
AND BODY CONDITION SCORE IN EWES OF SYNTHETIC
POPULATION BULGARIAN MILK

1. Ivanova, N. Dimova, Z. Peeva, M. Djorbineva, M. Mihaylova
Agricultural Institute - Stara Zagora

SUMMARY

The study was performed with ewes of the Bulgarian dairy synthetic population from herd of Agricultural
Institute - Stara Zagora in 2008.

Ewes - 26 number on first lactation were kept under the same conditions were lambing within 15 days
and fed during this period with the same rations.

The aim of the study was to trace the relationship of' body condition score and production traits live
weght, milk yield, average daily milk yield and prolificacy and relationship of these indicators and body
condition score with some exterior measurements.

Based on interpretation of information were made the following conclusions:

Significant dependence was determined between live weight with body condition score - 0.64. The
relationship between body size and hip width is highly significant, 0.78 and 0.73 respectively.

Our results on the relationship between individual measurements and body condition score ranged from
low to moderate - from 0.14 to 0.53 and are not reliable.

Scope ofthe chest, hip width and chest depth are exterior measurements, most of which highly depen-
dent on body condition score and body size.

Key words: BCS; relationship, live weight, milk yield and average daily yield, reproduction per-
formance, body measurements.



