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PEAKUMA HA HOBU TEHOTUNOBE NAMYK KbM HUBOTO
HA MUHEPAJTHO TOPEHE NPU YCITOBUATA HA CTALUMOHAPEH OMNUT

Fans MaHanotoBa, AHa CtounoBa, Henu BbnkoBa
WHCTUTYT NO namyka n TBbpAaTta nweHunua, Yvpnat

Pe3rome

lNanatiomosa, I, A. Cmournosa u H. Bbrnikoea, 2007. Peakuyusi Ha HO8U 2eHOMuUNose
namyK KbM HUBOMO Ha MUHEPAasiHO MopeHe rnpu ycrosusma Ha cmayuoHapeH onum.

MNsnutBaHo e BrninsHueto Ha N, P,O,n K,O B Hopmu O; 8 and 16 kg/da BbpXY
NPOAYKTUBHOCTTA M Ka4eCTBOTO Ha Mamyka, OTrnexaaH B CTauuoHapeH OMuT, 3anoXeH
npes 1966 r. B nacnensaHeTo ca BKNOYEHU HOBUTE Gbnrapckv coptoBe namyk: MupnaH-
539” (cb3pgapeH upes BbTpeBuaoBa xubpugmnsaumsa), ,Mepna” (cb3pageH 4vpes
mMexaysugoBa xmbpuansaums) n ,Tpakua” (4pes ekcnepuMeHTaneH myTtareHesuc).
Pesyntatute nokasear, 4e coproeTe popmmpart cpefeH o6y Aobvs 196.2 kg/da (NP K )
277.9 kg/da (N,,P,K,,) n umar 61m3kn N3MCKBaHMA KbM HUBOTO Ha a30THO XpaHeHe.
TopeHeTo e eekTMBHO A0 npunarade Ha Hopmu N, P, .. npu kouto obwmart nobus Ha
HeomaraHeH namyk Hapactea ¢ 38.7-39.5 % cnpsamo HeTopeHaTta KoHTpona. EcekTsT 0T 1
kg N e 3HauutenHo no-sucok (4.28-5.76 kg namyk) B cpaBHeHue ¢ To3u Ha ocdopa
(0.70-1.08 kg) 1 Ha kanus. CopT ,YupnaH-539” ce nposBu KaTo PaHO3PSN U NPOAYKTUBEH,
»TPakna” — ¢ MHoro gobpa npoaykT1BHOCT, a ,Mepna” - ¢ BUCOKO Ka4eCTBO Ha BMAKHOTO.

KntouoBu gymu: MNMamyk — Copt — TopeHe — [lobme — Kayectso

Abstract

Panayotova, G., A. Stoilova and N. Valkova, 2007. Response of new cotton varieties
to fertilizing levels in a stationary trial condition

The effect of N, P,0,and K,O in rates of 0; 80 and 160 kg/ha on cotton productivity and
quality was studied in a stationary trial initiated in 1966. The investigation included the new
Bulgarian cotton varieties Chirpan-539 (developed by intraspecific hybridization), Perla
(developed by interspecific hybridization) and Trakia (developed by experimental mutagen-
esis). The results demonstrated that the cotton genotypes formed a mean total seedcotton
yield of 1962 kg/ha (NP K,), 2779 kg/ha (N,.,P,.,K,s) @and had similar requirements to

nutrient level. The optimum effective rates wzaar?e 1lslo16<:g>80_160 at which the total seed cotton
yield increased with 38.7-39.5 % as compared to the unfertilized variant. N use efficiency
was significantly higher (4.28-5.76 kg cotton) in comparison to phosphorus (0.70-1.08 kg)
and potassium. Variety Chirpan-53 was early maturing and highly productive, variety Trakia
showed very good production potential and variety Perla” had high fibre quality.

Key words: Cotton - Variety - Fertilization -Yield - Quality.
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CopToBeTe 1 xMbpuauTe Ha KynTypuTe ce pasnuyasBart He camo No 4oOMBEH noTeHLman,
HO M MO U3NCKBAHMS KbM XpPaHUTENMHU eneMeHT U ePeKTMBHOCT Ha TopeHeTo (VIBaHoB,
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2004). 3a ocurypsiBaHe Ha onTMMariHa XxpaHuTernHa cpefa 3a pacTex v pa3BuTue Ha namyka
OT 3Ha4YeHUe Ca KaKTO €XErofHo npunaraHuTe XpaHUTENHW eneMeHTn, Taka U HUBOTO Ha
noyseHo nnogopoaue (Gerik et al., 1998; Stavrinos et al., 2002). B ToBa oTHOLWweEHNe
U3KMNIOYUTENHO akTyanHW ca pe3ynTaTtute OTHOCHO peakuusita Ha COpToBEeTE KbM
npunaraHoTo TOPEHE 1 OT CTaLMOHApPHU TOPOBU ONUTK Y Hac.

Cnopen HAKOM aBTOpY COPTOBETE MaMyK NposiBABAT CNeuMdUYHN U3NCKBAHUS KbM
TopeHeTto (Kapamanuauc u gp., 2004; Fritschi et al., 2003; Clement-Bailey et al., 2007), a
cnopepn apyrv (ManarioroBa 1 Bugea, 2006; Kostadinova & Panayotova, 2003; Pettigrew et
al., 1996) pasnuunsTa KbM HUBOTO Ha MUHEPAanHO XpaHeHe Npu reHOTUNK ¢ BnsbK NPON3XoA,
Ca HeCbLLECTBEHM.

LlenTa Ha n3cnegBaHeTo 6e aa ce npocneam reHoTunHaTa peakumsa Ha HoBy 6bnrapckm
COpPTOBE Namyk Mo OTHOLUEHME Ha pa3BUTME, NPOAYKTMBHOCT M KAYECTBO KbM HUBOTO Ha
TOpeHe ¢ a3oT, hoccop 1 Kanui ¢ ornea npeuusnpaHe Ha MMHEePanHOTO UM XpPaHEHe.

MATEPWUAN U METOOU

WacnensaHeTo e npoeeaeHo npe3 2003-2005 r. npu ycrnosmsita Ha CTalMoHapeH TopoB
onuT, pa3kput npe3 1966 r. Ha NONUroH ¢ 6eTOHOBM MNOYN Mexay napuenute. OnNUTLT €
npy HEMONMBHU YCNOBWSA B 4 NOBTOPEHUsI NpW pekonTHa napuenka 10 m2(2.4 Y 4.2 m).
Cb3gageHu ca HanpeyHn oxpaxu no 1.5 m. MNpunoxeHo € caMoCTOATENHO U KOMBUHUPAHO
TOpeHe ¢ a3oT, choccop m kanui B Hopmu 0, 8 n 16 kg/da. CxemaTta Ha TopeHe e: 5N Y 5P
+ 2K = 27 BapuaHTa. B HacTosAweTo nacnegsaHe ca BkntoveHn nogbpaH 6pon BapmaHTu.
MamykbT e oTrnexxaaH B centboobpallieHve ¢ TBbpaa NiueHnLa, TOpeHa eXXerogHo ¢ ABOVHO
MO-HUCKN HOPMMU.

MpeaomeT Ha npoy4yBaHe ca copToBeTe namyk ,YumpnaH-539” — cb3gageH upes
BbTpeBmaoBa xnbpuansauusa (boxuHos n gp., 1996), ,Mepna” — cb3gageH ypes
mMexaysuaoBa xmbpuansauus G. hirsutum Y G. barbadense (Ctounosa n Cangxues, 2000)
n ,Tpakua” (MJ1-240) — cb3pageH ypes ekcnepumeHTaneH mytareHes (Bwnkosa n leves,
2003).

MpunaraHuTe arpoTeXHNYECKN MEpPONPUATUS ca CbobpasHO yTBbpAEHaTa TEXHONOrns
3a pawioHa (CangxueB 1 ap., 2006). MNMprbupaHeTo e pbyHO, ABYKpaTHO. OnpeaeneHun ca
centemspuinckm n obu 4obus Ha namyk (kg/da), edexT ot 1 kg N, P, K (kg namyk), BucounHa
B y3psiBaHe, paHaemaH (%) u AbMkMHa Ha BNakHOTO MO MeToda Ha nenepygkute (mm).
PaHo3penocTtTa e onpegeneHa kato NpoueHT Ha AobuBa OT CeNnTEMBPUNCKUS COOP KbM
o6wmna nobus. incnepcuoneH aHanus (ANOVA) 6e nanonssaH 3a onpefensiHe pasnuynata
B fO6MBa nof BNMSAHME Ha reHOTUNOBETE, HOPMUTE Ha TOPEHE U YCIOBUSTa Ha FOAMHUTE.

MouyBata e nanyxeHa cMonHuLa cbC CbabpaHue Ha xymyc 2.0-2.4 %, c pH 6.0-6.4,
CbC CpefHa 3anaceHoCT ¢ MuHepaneH a3ort, 4-6 mg P,0./100 g n 22-28 mg K,0/100 g
novea.

B meTeopornormnyHo oTHowweHue pekonTHata 2003 r. € MHOro Tonna v yMepeHo BnaxHa,
U3KMYNTENHO GnaronpuaTHa 3a oTrnexaaHe Ha namyka, a 2004 r. 1 2005 . ca xnagHu u
BMaxKHu, ¢ Ao6pe n3paseHn HagHOPMEHW Banexu u 3acylasaHe npes nepuoga VII-15.VIII.

PE3YNTATU N OBCBXOAHE

MonyyeHuTe pesynTaTtu 3a 4OOMB Ha Namyk nNpes3 3-roguLLIHUS Neprnop, Nokas3esaTt BUCOKa
€ eKTMBHOCT OT NPUNOXEHOTO TopeHe. [JoMbNHMTENHO peanuanpaHnaTt 4obus e pedynTtar
KaKTO OT NPAKOTO TOPEHe, Taka 1 OT Cb3AafAeHOTO NOYBEHO MIIOAOPOANE NPU CUCTEMHOTO
TOpEHe.

O6wmat gobMB Ha HeOMaraHeH Mamyk ce BrMsie CbLUECTBEHO OT YCrOBMATA Ha
roguHaTta, BUAa Ha Topa 1 HMBOTO Ha TopeHe (Tabn. 1). HekoHTponvpaHuTe ycnosus Ha
rogvHaTta ca ¢ Haw-ronsim Asan ot obLwoTo BnusiHue Ha daktopute — 56.6 %. HueoTto Ha
TOpeHe BOAU A0 WMPOKU pasnunuua — 25.7 %, a reHoTunsT okasea no-cnabo (6.5 %), Ho
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CbLLO CbLUeCcTBEHO BNusHWe. NogobHo e BapypaHeTo Ha hakTopuTe 1 No OTHOLLEHME Ha
cenTemBpUnCKUs JobmB.

Ta6nuua 1. [lucnepcroHeH aHanu3a 3a o6 o6MB Ha namyk
Table 1. Analysis of variance for total cotton yield

55 | 5Ee| 3 58
M3TOYHWK Ha BapupaHe of o So oo §</) 83,
Source of variation £ g0 £33 5 Eée=
o g o g & o
O6wwo (Total) 98 333907 100.00 - -
lFogunhu (Years) 2 188 969 56.59 94 484***  165.0
BapuaHTn (Variants) 32 108 285 3243 3 384 5.9
Factor A — 'enotun (Genotype) 2 21 587 6.46 10 793*** 18.8
Factor B — Topene 10 85876  25.72 8588  15.0
(Fertilization)
AxB 20 822 0.25 411 0.07
pewka/Error 64 36 653 10.98 572.7 -

CpenHuaT o6, nobus 6e3 TopeHe e 196.2 kg/da (tabn. 2), a npu camoctoaTenHo P n

K TopeHe B paznnyHu Hopmu HapacTsa ¢ 1.2-5.7 %. MNpoaykTMBHOCTTa ce noBuLLaBa npu
a30THO TopeHe kato npu N, e B noseye ¢ 23.5 % cnpsamo HeTopeHaTta KoHTpona, a npu N,
— ¢ 34.9 %. KombuHupaHoto NP n NPK TopeHe okassa Han-gobpo enusaHue. CpegHo ot
TpUTe copTa Npu ymepeHa no4seHa 3anaceHocT obwmsaT fobvis e edektvseH npu N, P, .
—272.2-273.7 kg/da, ¢ 38.7-39.5 % Hap koHTponaTta. HapactBaHeTo Ha 4o6uBa € CBbp3aHO
C MO-BUCOKMS BPON pa3nykaHu KyTUIKM Ha 1 pacTeHne n no-ronsmara Maca Ha ejHa KyTuiika.
3HaunTenHo no-sucok e edpekTbT o1 1 kg N —4.28 (N, ) — 5.76 kg namyk (N,) B cpaBHeHve
¢ 103U Ha dhocchopa - 0.70 (P, )-1.08 kg (P,) 1 Ha kanusa — 0.30 (K,). JobuBbT e cbliecTBeHO
no-eucok npe3 2003 r. (ot 251.0 kg/da Ges TopeHe fo 347.7 kg/da npu N, P, K ) nog
BIrMNaHNe Ha U3KMH4YUTENHO ,D,06pI/ITe 3a oTrmexgaHe Ha namMyka ycrnoBuA. Pe3yJ'ITaTI/ITe
nokassart, 4e npun onTuMarnHo TopeHe n 6J'IaFOI'IpVIF|THVI MeTeopOosiormM4yH ycnoBsusa coptoBseTe
namMyk peanmsnpart cBod noTeHuman 3a BUCOKa NPOAYKTUBHOCT.

Tabnuua 2. O6w fo6us Ha namyk 2003-2005 r., kg/da

Table 2. Total cotton yield 2003—-2005, kg/da

CpegHo/Average
. Edekr ot 1 kg
TopeHe Ho6wus/Yield

(Treatment)| 2003 | 2004 | 2005 NPK ° kl?g”a""y'(

kg/da kg/da % NPK use

efficiency

NoPoKo 251.0 167.0 170.7 196.2 100.0 -
Ns 306.7 193.2 227.0 242.3 123.5 5.76
N1g 339.8 210.8 243.4 264.7 134.9 4.28
Ps 267.0 175.4 171.9 204.8 104.4 1.08
P16 269.3 178.4 174.5 207.4 105.7 0.70
Ks 253.7 169.7 172.5 198.6 101.2 0.30
NgPs 308.2 198.1 235.9 2474 126.1 -
NgP16 313.0 204.6 237.9 251.8 128.4 -
N16Ps 3424 2204 253.8 272.2 138.7 -
N1eP16 341.7 224 .4 255.0 273.7 139.5 -
N16P16K16 347.7 229.5 256.5 277.9 141.6 -

GDsw, GD14, GDo.19% = 39.04; 51.88; 67.40
lMpoyyBaHWTE reHOTUNOBE pearmpar CUITHO Ha TopeHe (Tabn. 3). OT3mBYMBOCTTa UM
KbM HMBOTO Ha TOpPEHEe e CXOAHa, KOeTo ce NOTBbpXAaBa U OT HeAoKa3aHOTo
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B3anMofencTBME reHoTun X TopeHe. NMpun BCuykn HMBa Ha TopeHe copToBeTe ,, Tpakua” n
»dnpnan-539” ce nposBsaBaT kaTto NO-NPOAYKTUBHMU.

Ta6nuua 3. O6w, ,obMB Ha copToBe namyk 3a nepuoga 2003-2005 r. (kg/da)
Table 3. Total yield of cotton varieties during 2003-2005 (kg/da)

loguHa (Year) CpegHo (Average)
Ferorun (Genotype) 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | kgida | %
“UupnaH-539” (“Chirpan-539”) 318.0 196.5 222.6 2457 100.0
“Mepna” (“Perla”) 2724 198.0 204.9 225.1 91.6
“Tpakus”(“Trakia”) 320.7 197.6 226.6 248.3 101.0
CpegHo (mean) 303.7 197.4 218.0 239.7 -

CenTtemBpuincknaTt cbop ce nosuwasa B Han-Bucoka cteneH npu NP TopeHe — ¢ 29.0-
34.9 % Hap koHTponara, gokasaHo npu P=0.1 % (Tabn. 4). CpegHo 3a copt ,lepna” Toun
e 119 kg/da, npu ,Tpakua” e c 9.7 % no-sucok, a npu ,YupnaH-539” — cbc 17.6 % B
noeeye. IHOEKCBT Ha paHO3penocT cpeaHo 3a nepuoaa 6e3 TopeHe e 55.5 %, HapacTBa
makcumanHo npu K, - 56.4 %, a Haln-HACLK € AenbT Ha cenTeMBpuicKusa Aobue npu
camocTonTesriHo TopeHe ¢ N, - 51.2 %. Mpes 2003 1 2005 r. paHo3penocTTa e no-B1ucoka
- 70.1-77.8 %, HO TeHOeHUMATA 3a BNUSTHUE HA XPaHUTEINHUTE ENEMEHTUN € €4HOMOCOYHA.

Tabnuua 4. CentemBpuiicku cbop Ha namyk, cpeaHo 3a 2003-2005 r.
Table 4. September cotton yield, average for 2003-2005

Copr (Variety), kg/da CpepHo (Average)
TopeHe PaHospe-
(Treatment),| Yupnan-539 Mepna (Tpakus) ka/d o noct
kg/da | (Chirpan-539) | (Perla) | (Trakia) | <9'%@ ° | (Earliness),
%
NoPoKo 118 98 112 109 100.0 55.5
Ns 141 118 131 130 119.6 53.6
Ni16 149 128 130 136 124.8 51.2
Ps 123 101 114 113 103.4 55.2
P1e 125 104 118 116 106.1 55.9
Ks 120 101 114 112 102.4 56.4
NsPs 145 124 141 137 125.4 55.4
NsP16 147 132 143 141 129.0 56.2
N16Ps 153 134 138 142 130.0 52.2
N16P16 157 138 146 147 134.9 53.7
N1sP16K16 161 139 149 150 137.3 53.9
CpepHo 139.9 119.0 130.6 130.3 - 54.4
GDs%  GD1y GDo.1%

Factor A — Copt (Variety) 5.2 104 14.2

Factor B — TopeHe (Fertilization) 7.6 14.8 18.5

AxB 14.0 19.8 27.8

MHTeH3nBHOCTTa Ha HAapacTBaHe Ha NaMyKOBWUTE pacTeHUS € Hal-ronsma npes nepuoga
6yToHM3auma - ubgTex. BucounHata Ha pacTeHusiTa HapacTBa Nof BAMSHUE Ha BCUYKM
M3NUTBaHN HOPMK 1 B Kpas Ha BereTaumsaTa e B noseye ¢ 2.6-38.0 % cnpsmo HeTopeHo
Karo Bucokara ctonHocT —69.6 cme npu N, P, K. (1abn. 5). PactenusTa npu copt , Tpakus”
ca cpegHo ¢ 4.7 % no-Bucoku cnpsmo ,Mepna” n ¢ 6.0 % cnpsamo ,Yvpnan-539”.

MeTeoponornyHnTe ycrnoBus 1 cneumduyH1TE XapakTepUCTUKN Ha COPTOBETE OKa3BaT
No-CUMNHO BNWSIHWE BbPXY paHAeMaHa U AbIKMHATa Ha BNakKHOTO B CpPaBHEHME C
MUHepanHoTo TopeHe. Habniogaea ce TeHAeHUMS 3a MOHWXKaBaHe Ha paHAemaHa Ha
BMaKHOTO MPW BCUYKM COPTOBE C MOBULLABaHe HUBOTO Ha TopeHe. Pettigrew et al. (1996),
Read et al. (2006) n ap. CbLLO NOCOYBAT, Ye HapacTBaLOTO TOpeHe peayumpa Aobrea Ha
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BMaKHO 1 paHOeMaHa 1 He BOAM A0 NPOMEHM B ObMKMHATa Ha BNakHoTo. [Npes roguHuTte
ce Cb3aajoxa ycrnoBus 3a 4o6po u3xpaHBaHe Ha CeMeHara, 3a HaTpynBaHe Ha XpaHUTENHW
3anacwu, nopaau KOeTo 1 CpeaHUaT paHaemaH e no-Hncek — 35.3 ao 36.4 %. PaHoemaHbT
€ Hau-HucbK npu copt lepna”, HO To3u copT bopmMupa Han-gbMAro BrnakHo — 28.3-28.7
mm.

Tabnuua 5. BrivsiHve Ha TopeHeTo BbpXy BUCOYMHATA U HAKOM Ka4eCTBEHW nokasaTenu
Table 5. Effect of fertilization on the height and some quality parameters

TopeHe Coprt (Variety) CpegHo (Mean)

(Treatment), Yupnan-539 Mepna Tpakus CrouHocT %
kg/da (Chirpan-539) (Perla) (Trakia) (Value) °
BucounHa Ha xpacT B y3psaBaHe (Plant height at maturity), cm
NoPoKo 48.9 50.0 52.4 50.4 100.0
Ps 50.7 49.8 54.7 51.7 102.6
Ng 57.5 56.2 60.8 58.2 115.4
N1g 60.1 60.3 63.5 61.3 121.6
N16P16K16 67.3 715 69.9 69.6 138.0
PaHnpgeman (Lint), %
NoPoKo 37.3 354 37.4 36.4 100.0
Ps 37.2 35.2 37.0 36.1 99.4
Ng 36.7 35.5 36.4 35.9 98.4
N1g 36.1 35.1 36.2 35.5 97.5
N16P16K16 35.8 35.0 36.1 35.3 97.1
MoganHa gbmxuHa (Modal length), mm
NoPoKo 26.0 28.3 26.7 27.0 100.0
Ps 25.8 28.6 26.7 27.0 100.0
Ng 26.4 284 26.3 27.0 100.0
Ni6 26.3 28.3 27.0 27.2 100.7
N16P16K16 27.0 28.7 26.5 274 101.5
n3sogu

3a ycnosudaTta Ha KOxxHa Bbrirapus npy NoYBeH TN N3ny>eHa CMOMHULLA TOPEHETO €
€heKTVBHO arpoTeXHUYECKO MeponpuaTie 4o npunaraHe Ha Hopmu N, P, . npn kouTo
obwmaT pobuB Ha HeomaraHeH namyk HapactBa ¢ 38.7-39.5 % cnpsiMo HeTopeHaTa
koHTpona. EdektbT oT 1 kg a3or, nspaseH B kg HeomaraHeH namyk, € 3Ha4yMTenHoO no-
BUCOK —4.28-5.76 kg B cpaBHeHue ¢ To3n Ha chocopa — 0.70-1.08 kg 1 Ha kanus. EdekTsbT
HamarnsBsa C NMOoBMLLIABAHE Ha XPaHWUTENMHOTO HUBO.

BbrirapckuTe reHoTunose namyk peanuampat o6 gobus 196.2 kg/da (NP K), 277.9
kg/da (N,,P, K ) 1 umar 6nmskn M3nUCKBaHMA KbM HUBOTO Ha MUHeparHo xpaHeHe. Ha
boHa Ha NPUINOXEHOTO TOpeHe COpPTOBETE NOTBbPXAaBaT KayecTBaTa CUM Kato copT
L~dnpnaH-539” ce nposiBM KaTo HaM-PaAHO3PSAN U NPOAYKTMBEH, , Tpakusa” — ¢ MHOro gobpa
npoayKTUBHOCT, a ,lepna” - ¢ BUCOKO Ka4eCTBO Ha BNakHOTO. PaHAeMaHbT Ha BMAaKHOTO €
no-HucHK Npu ,Mepna”, Ho TO3M copT hopmMupa Har-AbNTO U MHOTO PUHO BNAKHO.
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