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2 - ArpoHom XonauHr | - [Jobpuy

Pes3tome

HaHkosa M, A. ieaHosa, H. LleHos, []. AmaHacosa, 1. Hamypnuticku, 2014. U3cnedsaHe
peakyusima Ha Hsikou copmoee nweHuya (T. aestivum L.) Kbm npodbrmxkumenHo
MOHOKY/IMYypHO omernexdaHe U om3us4ueocmma UM KbM low-input mexHomoaus om
pasnuYHU Ha4uHU Ha eHacsiHe Ha xpaHumerHu eeujecmesa. FCS 9(1): 109-120

MacnensaHeTo e npoBegeHo npes3 nepuoga 2010-2013 B OnutHoTo none Ha O3
leHepan Toweso (Haplic Chernozems). B onuta ce wusnuTBaT pasnuMyHU BUOOBE
MHOFOKOMTMOHEHTHM MWHEparHMU U OpraHMYHM TOPOBE 3a OCHOBHO MOYBEHO TOPEHE U
KOMOMHaUuM Mexay TsX; npenapatM Ha OpraHWyHa OCHOBa, W3MOM3BaHW [MaBHO 3a
NpeanoceBHO TPETUPAHE Ha CemMeHaTa U TakuBa, NMoAXodsiliM 3a JIMCTHO BHAcsiHe npes
pasnnyHM hasmn oT BeretauumsaTa Ha nweHuuara.

MpUNoxeHOTO OCHOBHO MOYBEHO TOpPEHe € (PakTopbT C HAaW-ToNsiM MPUHOC BbPXY
NpoayKTMBHOCTTA Ha COPTOBETE, MpU MHOro Jobpe u3paseHa audepeHumaums B
CTOWHOCTUTE Ha 06MBa B 3aBUCHMOCT OT BMa Ha TOPOBETE. Hali-CbLLECTBEHO yBENWUYEHNE
Ha JOOMBMTE CNPSIMO KOHTPOIHUSI BAapUaHT € yCTaHOBEHO Npu TopeHeTo cbe Cynpedoc (¢
24,5%), cnegBaHo OT KOMOUHMpaHeTo My ¢ Excel®9 (21,6%). CaMoCTOATENHOTO BHAcsHE
Ha opraHnyHus Top Excel®9® yBennyaBa nobuea Ha nweHuuata cpegHo ¢ 11,3%.

dakTopbT COPT € 2P*" Mo cuna Ha BnusiHWe akTop BbpXY MPOAYKTUBHOCTTA Ha
nwexunuara. CenekunoHupanute B 13/ coptoBe ca CbC 3HAYMTENHO MO-BUCOKM OOOUBM
B CpaBHeHMWe ¢ 5-Te nanuteaHm Yyxam copta. CoptoBete MynaH u PomaHc ce otnuyaear
C Hal-HUcka cpegHa npoaykTuBHOCT. 3a pekonta 2013 coptoBeTte Kapat u KapuHa ca ¢
Hali-BUCOKM cpeaHu fobmen. CpegHo 3a ycrnoBusTa Ha roguHata Gbnrapckute copToBe
npesuLIaBaT No NPOAYKTMBHOCT NpeAcTaBUTENNUTE Ha Yyxaarta cenekuus ¢ 10,8%.

Bbpxy hm3anyHMTE XapakTepuCcTUKM Ha 3bPHOTO HAN-CUITHO BMUSIHUE OKa3Ba (pakTopbT
“copT”, crnegBaH oT “OCHOBHO MOYBEHO TOPEHE”.

C Halt-BMCOKM CcpeaHu CTOMHOCTU 3a edpuHa Ha 3bpHOTO OT ObNrapckuTe copToBe
ce xapaktepuanpa copT bonsipka — 51,43 g, a ¢ Hall-Hucka copT KapuHa — 43,66 g. OT
M3NUTBaHUTE Yy>XOU COPTOBE C Hal-eapo 3bpHO e CatypHoc — 45,10 g, a ¢ Hal-apebHo
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W3cnenBaHe peakuuaTa Ha HAkou copToBe nuweHuua (T. aestivum L.)
KbM npoabmKUTeNnHO MOHOKYNTYPHO OTrMeXaaHe U OT3UBYMBOCTTA UM
KbM low-input TexHonorus or pasnMYHM Ha4MHU Ha BHACsIHE Ha XpPaHWUTENHU BellecTBa

— MynaH (38,10 g).
KnioyoBu aymum: copToBe nileHnLa; MOHOKYNTypa; low-input xpaHeHe

Abstract

Nankova M., A. Ivanova, N. Tsenov,D. Atanasova, P. Chamurliyski, 2014. Investigation
on the reaction of some wheat cultivars (T. aestivum L.) to long-term mono crop growing
and their responsiveness to low-input technology with different ways of application of
nutrients. FCS 9(1): 109-120

The investigation was carried out during 2010 — 2013 in the trial field of DAI
— General Toshevo on Haplic Chernozem soil. The experiment involved different types
of multi componential mineral and organic fertilizers for main soil fertilization, as well
as combinations between them, organic-based preparations used mainly for pre-sowing
treatment of seeds and preparations suitable for foliar application at different stages of
wheat development. The applied main soil fertilization was the factor which contributed
most to the cultivars’ productivity with very well expressed differentiation of the values
of yield depending of the type of fertilizers. Most significant increase of yields according
to the check variant was found after treatment with Superfos (with 24.5 %) followed by
its combination with Excel®¢ (with 21.6 %). The independent application of the organic
fertilizer Excel®9 increased wheat yield with averagely 11.3 %.The factor “cultivar”
ranked second by effect on wheat productivity. The varieties developed at DAI gave
significantly higher yields in comparison to the 5 tested foreign cultivars. Cultivars Mulan
and Romance demonstrated highest productivity. In harvest year 2013 cultivars Karat and
Karina had highest mean yields. Averaged for the conditions of the year, the Bulgarian
cultivars exceeded the representatives of foreign breeding by productivity with 10.8 %.
The factor “cultivar” had highest effect on the physical properties of grain, followed by the
“main soil fertilization”. Cultivar Bolyarka had highest mean values of grain size among
the Bulgarian cultivars (51.43 g), while cultivar Karina had the lowest (43.66 g). Among
the tested foreign cultivars, Saturnos was with the largest grain (45.10 g), and Mulan had
the smallest grain (38.10 g).

Key words: wheat varieties; monoculture; low-input nutrition

yBo[4

EdekTbT OT HMBOTO 1 KAYECTBOTO Ha NpunaraHuTe arpoTEXHUYECKN NPaKTUKM OKa3Ba
pellaBallo BMMSIHUE BbPXY KOMMMEKcHaTa edekTMBHOCT Ha nmpunaraHata cucrema Ha
3emenenve. HapacHanarta n 4ecTo MbTW HEMPaBUITHA MHTEH3MMKALMSA Ha HAKON 3BEHA
B 3eMeerNiCKOTO NPOM3BOACTBO NPE3 MOCneAHUTE HSKOMKO AECETUNETUS e NpuyYMHa 3a
peovua HeratMBHU edeKTU BbpXy eKocucTeMuTe. ArpoTEXHUYECKUST (hakTop, KOWTO
Hal-4ecTo e nognaraH Ha HeOBOCHOBaHO BMCOKA M €4HOCTpPaHYMBa UHTEH3UMKaLms e
MUWHEpParnHoTo TopeHe. MNpoabIMKUTENHOTO MpunaraHe Ha MPakTUKM OT TakbB XapakTep
ca npuyvHa 3a HamansiBaHe Ha MOYBEHOTO MNoAopoAMe CbMbTCTBAHO OT HamarsiBaHe
Ha arpoOHOMMWYECKUTE U WMKOHOMUYECKM MOn3u oT npomsBoacTBoto. OT Apyra cTpaHa
HenpekbCHATOTO HamarsiBaHe Ha 3eMefenckuTe noLLm B cBeToBeH mawab (Dixon et al.
2009) Bce noBeye BoAM A0 oTaarnevyaBaHe OT MpaBunara 3a Cb3gaBaHETO Ha ONTUMarHu
centboobopot. OcobeHo y Hac ToBa Boau cnep cebe cv OO MpunaraHe Ha Marko
nornHM centboobopoTN UMM NPU HAKOU KYNTYpU OO MNO-KPATKO MMM MO-NPOOLIBKUTENHO
MOHOKYNTYPHO OTIMexaaHe (Lapesuua, nweHuua).

M3non3saHeTo Ha BWCOKM TOPOBM HOPMM 3@ KOMMEHCUpaHe oTpuuaTenHuiTe
nocneacTeusi OT TakmBa centboobopoTy obaye, yBenmyaBa 3HaYUTENHO NKOHOMUYECKMS
pYCK 3a 3eMeferCKMTe NPOU3BOANTENN 1 NPUYMHSIBA eyTpodmKaLmsa Ha BogHUTe 6acenHu.
Mopaaun Te3un NpuymHM e HeobxoamMMo Aa ce KOMOUHMPA cTpaTernsTa 3a M3MNon3BaHe Ha
TOpPOBETE C e(heKTMBHOCTTA Ha U3Mon3BaHeTo UM oT pacTeHusTa (Ruiz et al, 2008). Hsakon
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CeneKkUMOHHN nporpamMn TbpPCAT KOMOMHUPAHETO Ha OraronpusiTHU XapakTepUCTUKM C
BMCOK NPOAYKTMBEH NOTEHLMAN Ha CbBPEMEHHWTE FrEHOTUMNOBE 3a Cb34aBaHETO HA COPTOBE
c Bucoka ctabunHoct Ha gobusa (Pecetii et al,1994; Boggini et al, 1997, Tsenov et al.
2014). 3a Bb3cTaHOBSIBaHe Ha NOYBEHOTO MIO4OPOAME Ca U3NoN3BaHu peguua ctparernm,
BK/OYBALLIM TPAACULIMOHHOTO NpunaraHe Ha MMHeparHu TOpoBe Y OpraHUYHU MaTepuanm
— pacTuUTenHu ocTaTblLM, 3ereHO TopeHe, 06opcky Top 1 Ap. MpaKTMKM KaTo U3MNoN3BaHETO
Ha MOKPOBHM KynTypu, 6060BKU, MynuMpaHe, yrap 1 Apyru CbLUO ca CpaBHUTENHO Jobpe
npoyyenn (Keptukos n Keptukosa, 2012). OcBeH ToBa, yCBOABAHETO HA BUCOKO JOOMBHU
1 FeHETUYHO YCBbBbPLLUEHCTBAHN COPTOBE NPU arpoTEXHUYECKN NMPaKTUKKU, HE HaToBapBaLLm
okornHata cpefa, e obpa Bb3MOXHOCT 3a MOBULLIABAHE NMPOAYKTUBHOCTTA Ha KynTypuTe
(UeHoB 1 aBT. 2011, Obour et al., 2011; Fokuda et al, 2012).

CbBpeMeHHUTe NpeamnsBuKaTericTBa 3a ornasBaHe Ha OKonHaTa cpefa, Ha noysaTa
KaTo OCHOBHO CpefCTBO 3a MPOW3BOACTBO M MOCTUraHe Ha YCTOMYMBM pesyntatM OT
3eMefenckoTo NMPOU3BOACTBO Hanarat obeguHsiBaHe Ha yYeHU OT pasnuyHu obnactu
(Carver, 2009). Be3crnopHO u3y4yaBaHETO Ha arpoxMmMuyeckata MepCrnekTUBHOCT Ha
CenekuMoHNpaHNTe COpTOBE MLLEHMLA U CNOCOOHOCTTa UM Aa AaBaT yAOBNETBOPUTENHO
yCcToM4MBa NPOAYKTUBHOCT 0€3 M3Mon3BaHeTO Ha arpecyBHW HUBA Ha TOPEHE € OT
CbLLECTBEHO 3HayeHue 3a npou3BoacTBoTO. B [obpymkaHCKu 3emMenencky MHCTUTYT
noseye ot 10 roaMHW ce npaBAT n3cnenBaHusa B ToBa HanpasneHve (HaHkoBa, BaHoBa,
2004; Nankova et al. 2004; HankoBa n gp., 2004; 2011).

Llenta Ha n3cnegBaHeTo e aa ce Npocrieam peakuusita Ha copToBe 0OMKHOBEHA
3MMHa NieHnua, cb3ganeHn B JobpymKkaHCKu 3eMeencku MHCTUTYT, NpKU ycrnoBusita Ha
NpOABLIKUTENHO MOHOKYNTYPHO OTrnexaaHe 1 low-input TEXHONorus ot pas3nuyHn HauHK
Ha BHacsiHe Ha XpaHWUTENHM BELLEeCTBa npeaun 1 no BpemMe Ha BeretauusTa.

MATEPWUAIJT U METOOU

WN3cnegsaHeto e npoBegeHo B OnuTHOTO none Ha [oGpyokaHcku 3emenencky
MHCTUTYT — leHepan ToweBo Ha crnabo wmanyxeH YepHosem (Haplic Chernozems).
OnuTbT e cTaumMoHapeH, Kato nnowTa € MOHOKyNnTypHa ot 1999 roguHa. M3Bexaa ce
B TPW NOBTOPEHMS 1 3aema obuwo 25 gekapa nnow,. PekontHute 2011, 2012 1 2013 ca
CcboTBeTHO 12-Ta, 13-Ta 1 14-Ta roaMHa MOHOKynTypa. B onuta ce u3nuteat pasnuyHu
BUOOBE MHOFOKOMMOHEHTHM MUHEeparnHu 1 opraHuyH/ TOpoBe 3a OCHOBHO MOYBEHO TOPEHE
1 KoMOMHaumn mexay Tsax (Paktop 1); Nnpenapatu Ha opraHM4Ha OCHOBa, M3MOM3BaHU
rMaBHO 3a Nped MOCEBHO TPeTMpaHe Ha ceMeHaTa M TakuBa, MOAXOAsILM 3a NUCTHO
BHacsiHe npes3 pas3nuuHu asn OT BereTaumsita Ha nweHuuata (Paktop 2) u coptose
o6ukHoBeHa niweHnua — 10 6bnrapcku 1 5 vyxam (daktop 3).

M3cnensaHu ca criegHuTe dhakTopu B onuTa:

®daktop 1. OCHOBHO NOYBEHO TOpPEHE

I. KoHTpona — oTpassiBa eCTECTBEHOTO NMOAOPOANE HA OMUTHUS y4acTbK. B cblumsa
HsAMa npunaraHe Ha MuMHepanHun Topose ot 2001

II. Cynpedoc — KOMOUHMPaAH TOp CbC CrneaHoTo cbabpxaHue: 12% N; 24% P205;
0,5% Mg; 14% Ca; 25% S. Hopma Ha TopeHe 35 kg/da cduanueckn.

ITI. Cynpedoc + ExcellOrga Hopma Ha TopeHe 17,5+17,5 kg/da cpmaunyecku.

IV. ExcellOrga — OpraHuyHa matepus - 50%, opr. N - 4%, P-2%, K-6%,Mg-3% (noa
dopmarta Ha nenetn- 6 mm). Hopma Ha TopeHe 35 kg/da puanuecku.

dakTop 2. BapmaHTu Ha TpeTupaHe (NpeanoceBHO TPeTMpaHe Ha NOCEBHUS maTepuan
1 NIUCTHO BHACSIHE B HA4arnoTo Ha BpeTeHeHe)

B onuta ce u3nutBat M 5 BapuaHTa Ha NPELNOCEBHO TPETUpPaHE Ha MOCEBHUS
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mMaTtepuvan B CbYeTaHUE C NMMCTHO NoaxpaHBaHe B HA4anoTo Ha ha3a BPETEHEHE.

1. KoHtpona - TC® (pyHruumna). N3nonssaH e deBugeHT - 50 mU/100 kg cemeHa

2. Amup — npegnoceBHo TpeHupaHe Ha cemeHarta (MMTC) + nucTHO noaxpaHBaHe
B Ha4yano Ha BpeTEeHEHeE.

3. Vudo Juce (MMNTC)+ TMnaHT Arpa nMCTHO MoAXpaHBaHe B Hayano Ha
BpPETEHEHE.

4. Piranha (MupaHa) — pwusocdhepHa Mukpodriopa, cbabpxawa Glomus
Trichoderma. BHeceH kaTo IMMNTC + nMCTHO NoagxpaHBaHE B HA4ano Ha BPETEHEHE.

5. Tarantula (TapaHTyna)—6akTepranHa KoMno3uums ot pusocdepHa Mukpodiopa.
MopobpsiBa MMHEPANHOTO XpaHEHe Ha pacTeHusTa U MMa 3aliMTHO BIUSIHWE CpeLly
OMOTUYHN 1 aBMOTUYHK CTPECOBU hakTopu. BeposaTHO noBuLaBa 1 NPOTEMHA B 3bPHOTO.
BHeceH kato MMNTC + nucTHO noaxpaHBaHe B Ha4arno Ha BpeTeHEeHe.

dakTtop 3. leHoTMNOBE

B onuta ce uanutBaT 06WoO 15 copTa obukHOBeHa 3uMHa nwexuua - 10 copTa,
cenekums Ha A3U I. Toweso 1 5 vyxan copTa.

M3nuTtBaHuTe cTMMynaTopu BbB BapuaHtu 3, 4 u 5 ca nNpou3BoACTBO Ha dupma
ROMB OO - Codums no nopbyka Ha Advance Nutrients - Canada. B Hayanoto Ha dasa
BpPETEHEHE M3NUTBaHNTE OpraHWYyHK CTUMYnaTopu ca BHacsHW nucTHo (pasa 31 Zadoks)
npu Hopma 300 ml/da.

Cratuctuyeckata obpaboTka Ha NonyvyeHUTe pesyntati € U3BbpLUeHa C NOMOLLTa Ha
Excel n nporpameH npogykt SPSS 16.0 (2007). Post-hoc aHanuauTte ca uspaseHu 4pes
Waller-Duncan Tect (P < 0,05).

KonnyectBOTO Ha BanexwuTe nNpes nepuoga Ha uscrnensaHe Bapvpa CbLECTBEHO MO
MeceLMn N CbOTBETHO NepuoanTe Ha eCeHHo-3UMHa 1 nponeTtHa Beretauus (dur. 1). Tosa
[aBa OTpaxeHue N BbpXy KpaHaTa CyMa Ha BanexuTe 3a BeretauvMoHHUs nepuog Ha
kynTyparta. CbliaTa e Han-Bucoka 3a pekontHata 2012, kaTo nNpeBULLEHWETO CNPSIMO
2011 e ¢ 19,7%, ¢ 31,1% cnpsamo Banexute npe3 2013 n ¢ 14,5% cnpsimo cpegHo
MHororoauwHuTe 3a 60 roguweH nepuog (1953-2013).
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®durypa 1. Cyma Ha BanexuTe npes oTAeNHUTE NEpUoaN Ha BereTauus
1 CcpeaHo 3a BeretalnoHHNA nepmnoa Ha neHuuara.
Figure 1. Sum of rainfalls during the separate periods of
vegetation and averaged for the vegetation period.

PekonTtHata 2012 rogmHa ce oTnunyasa C U3KIMIYUTENHO CYPOBM YCMOBMKSA 3a pacTex
N pasBUTME Ha KynTypaTa npe3 eCeHHO-3VMHUS Mepuog, BKMYBaLLM NpoabIKMTENHA
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ekcnosvumsa npu muHyc 15-20°C (dwur. 2). B TemnepartypHO OTHOLLEHME ycroBudATa 3a
eceHHo-3umHa Beretauusa (X-III) ca no-HUCKM 1M OT CpeaHO MHororoauwHuTe. B cblioTo
BpeMe nepuoabT Ha NponeTHa Beretaums o xbutea (IV-VII) e ¢ no-Bucoku Temneparypu
B CpPaBHEHWE C OCTaHanuTe roavHU Ha U3crneaBaHeTo, KakTo 1 ¢ Te3n 3a nepuoga 1953-
2013 cpeaHo ¢ 14,6%.
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®durypa 2. CpegHo MecevHn TemnepaTtypu Ha Bb3ayxa
npes BereTaluMoHHNS Nepunoa Ha nexuuarta.
Figure 2. Monthly air temperatures during the vegetation period of wheat.

PE3YJNITATU U AUCKYCUA

AHanusbT Ha BapuaHcuTe nokasea, Ye NPOAYKTMBHOCTTA Ha MNleHuuarta u npes
TpUTE rOOMHW Ha M3CreaBaHeTO AOCTOBEPHO Ce BMMSie OT CaMOCTOATENHOTO AeNCTBue
Ha hakTopuTe “OCHOBHO MOYBEHO TopeHe” n “copT” (Tabn. 1). N3nuTBaHMTe NpoayKkTh 3a
npeanoceBHO TPeTMPaHe Ha cemMeHarta 1 IMCTHOTO MM BHacsiHe B HA4anoTo Ha BPeTEHEHe
ca CbC cTaTucTmdeckn gokasaHo gerictaue npe3 2011 1 2013 n He ca okasanu 3Ha4yMm
edekT Bbpxy nomnyyeHute aobusu npes 2012. CpegHo 3a nepuoga Ha u3cneasaHe v
TpuTe dhakTopa ca CbC CTaTUCTUHECKM OOCTOBEPHO BIUSHME BbPXY NPOAYKTUBHOCTTA B
CaMOCTOSTENHOTO CY AENCTBUE.

Tabnuua 1. AHanus Ha BapnaHcuTe Ha NPOAYKTUBHOCTTA.
Table 1. Productivity of grain: variance analysis

Source Yields | df | p.2011 | p.2012 [p.2013 |p.2011-2013
MouBeHo TOpeHe/

Soil fertilization (1) 3 ;000 ;000 ;000 ;000
BapuaHTu Ha TpeTupaHe NS

Type of treatments (2) 4 000 025 010 004
leHoTUnoBe

Cultivars (3) 14 ,000 ,000 ,000 ,000
12 12 ,017Ns ,093Ns ,807N8 ,012Ns
1*3 42 ,019Ns ,000 ,000 ,000
2*3 56 ,001 ,524Ns ,004 ,080Ns
1*2*3 168 ,957NS 1,000N 970N ,999Ns

or KOM6VIHVIpaHVITe B3anMogencTBusa mexay aktopmute cTaTUCTUYECKN JOCTOBEPHO

€ B3aUMOZENCTBMETO “MOYBEHO TopeHe X’reHoTunoBe” 3a ycrosusita Ha 2012, 2013 un
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cpegHa 3a nepuvoda Ha uscneaBaHe. Baanmogencteneto mexay dakropute “BapuaHTu
Ha TpeTupaHe” x “reHoTunose” e cbuiecteeHo npes3 2011 n 2013, HO cpegHo 3a nepuoga
€ Hel0CTOBEpPHO.

MpooyKkTUBHOCTTA Ha MNLUeHMLaTa B 3aBUCMMOCT OT METEOPOSIOrMYHUTE YCIOBUS Ha
n3cnenBaHvs Neproa v Buaa Ha NoYBeHOTo TopeHe Bapupa oT 236,8 kg/da (2012) no 632,0
kg/da (2013) npu nouBeHo TopeHe cbc Cynpedoc (Tabn. 2). PekontHata 2012 e rogmHata
C Hal-HuUCkM cpegHn gobusu, gokato npe3 2013 mMakap M Npyv HaN-NPOABLIMKUTENHUS
nepuvon Ha MOHOKYNTYPHO OTIMeXaaHe Ha COPTOBETE ca MoslyYeHn Han-BUCOKUTE 0OUBU
OT KynTypaTa 3a 14-roguwHus nepmoa Ha 6€3cMeHHO oTrmexaaHe Ha neHuuaTa.

Ta6nuua 2. MpoayKTUBHOCT Ha MileHnLaTa B 3aBMCUMOCT OT BMAA Ha MOYBEHOTO TOpPeHe
no rognHun. (Waller-Duncan N=225)

Table 2. Productivity of wheat according to the type of soil fertilization by years. (Waller-
Duncan N=225)

MouBeHo TopeHe | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2011-2013
1. Kontpona/ Control 4249 a 2143 a 507,7 a 382,3 a

2. Cynpedoc/ Suprephos 448, 8 c 236,8 b 632,0 d 439,2 ¢

3. Cynpedoc +Excell®9?/

Suprephos+ Excellos: 4411 b 2576 ¢ 6176 ¢ 4388 ¢

4. Excell®re2 431,7 a 2404 b 565,1 b 4124 b

CpepnHo 3a nepuoga opraHuyHusT Top Excell®s® cnaGo otcTbnBa Ha MUHeparnHus
kombuHupaH Top Cynpedoc, KOMOMHMPAHOTO BHacAHe Ha ABaTa Topa Ce M3paBHsABa C
edekTa OT CaMOCTOATENHOTO BHAcsHe Ha MuHepanHus Top. EgnHcTBeHo B 1™ roguHa
Ha ynotpebata My He ce pa3nuyaBa CbLUECTBEHO OT NMPOAYKTUBHOCTTA NMPU KOHTPOHUS
BapuWaHT.

M3nuTBaHWTE NpPOAYKTM 3a MPeanoCeBHO TPETMPaHe Ha ceMeHaTa Mpe3 roguHuTe
umart konebnue edekT BbpXy NPOAYKTMBHOCTTA Ha nwenuuarta (dur. 3). OT BCUYKM TAX
onpegerneHo ce oTkposiBa oTpuuatenHuaTt edpekt Ha Vudo Juce.

600,0 T
550,0
500,0 -
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1. Kontpona/ 2. dmup/ 3. Vudo Juce 4.Piranha 5. Tarantula
Control Yamir

BHEEE 2011 CO1T1 2012 AT 2013 renihnm2011-2013

®wurypa 3. [pogyKTUBHOCT Ha MNLUeHMLaTa B 3aBUCMMOCT OT Buaa
Ha TpeTupaHudaTa no roguHn. (Waller-Duncan N=180)
Figure 3. Wheat productivity according to the types of
treatment by years. (Waller-Duncan N=180)

leHoTUNHaTa gudepeHumaLms No OTHOLLEHWE NPOAYKTUBHOCTTA HA COPTOBETE € CUIHO
W SICHO U3paseHa, He3aBMCYMO OT METEOPOSIOTMYHUTE YCIOBUS HA FOQVHUTE Ha U3crneaBaHe
(Tabn. 3). Cobwarta Hamupa Hal-cuneH mM3pas CpedHo 3a nepuoga Ha mscnenBaHe,
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korato fobuea Bapupa oT 378,4 kg/da (PomaHc) no 460 kg/da (npu copTtoBeTe Kapat u
KapuHa). N3nuTBaHuTe npeactaBuTeny Ha 4dyxaa Cenekumsi 3Ha4MTenHo OTCTbMNBaT Ha
cenekumoHupanute B A3 ToweBo, HeE3aBMCMMO OT 0COOEHOCTUTE Ha roaMHUTE npes
nepuoga Ha uscnegsaHe. OT TAX C HaW-BMCOKA MPOAYKTMBHOCT ca copToBeTe Anail u
denukc.

CToMHOCTUTE Ha XEKTOnuTpoBaTa Maca NokassaT CUMHO BMUSIHUE OT U3NUTBAHWUTE
daktopu B onuta (Tabn. 4. CratucTuyeckata [OCTOBEPHOCT Ha TOBa BIUSIHUE,
CaMOCTOATENHO U B KOMOMHaUWS, e NposiBEHA ¥ Npe3 3-Te roAvHU Ha n3cneaBaHe.

Ta6bnuua 3. MNpogyKTMBHOCT Ha MLUeHWLaTa B 3aBUCUMOCT OT BUAa Ha copTa Mo roAvHW.
(Waller-Duncan N=60)
Table 3. Wheat productivity according to the cultivars by years. (Waller-Duncan N=60)

Coprose/Cultivars | 20m | 2012 | 2013 | 2011-2013
1. Arnuka/Aglika 438,70 ef 231,94 ¢ 579,06 cd 416,56 ef
2. bonspka/Bolyarka 448,05 f 230,88 ¢ 594,40 de 424 .44 fg
3. Aparana/Dragana 423,67 cd 257,76 e 603,28 e 428,24 g
4. Neeta/lveta 467,24 g 230,66 ¢ 561,96 bc 419,95 efg
5. CnaBesi/Slaveya 441,41 ef 228,99 ¢ 564,37 bc 411,59 de
6. EHona/Enola 414,13 bc 252,93 e 570,88 ¢ 412,65 e
7. Kapat/Karat 419,92 bed 282,53 f 677,87 f 460,11 i

8. KapuHa/Karina 471,13 g 238,94 cd 670,05 f 460,04 i

9. Kpuctu/Kristy 463,29 g 255,37 e 600,29 e 439,65 h
10. KopoHa/Korona 473,319 199,95 a 577,76 cd 417,01 ef
11. Anaw/Apash 431,02 de 250,33 de 552,38 b 411,24 de
12. Mynax/Mulan 470,03 g 195,68 a 507,79 a 391,17 b
13. PomaHc/Romans 405,51 b 216,49 b 513,14 a 378,38 a
14. CatypHoc/Saturnos 367,32 a 254,58 e 571,38 ¢ 397,76 bc
15. ®enukc/Felix 414,40 bc 232,25 ¢ 563,92 bc 403,53 cd

Ta6bnuua 4. AHann3 Ha BapyaHcuTe Ha XeKTonuTposarta Maca.
Table 4. Hektoliter weight of grain: variance analysis.

Source df p. 2011 p.2012 | p.2013 p. 2011-2013
MouBeHo TopeHe/

Soil fertilization (1) 3 000 000 ;000 ,000
BapuaHTtu Ha TpeTupaHe/

Type of treatments (2) 4 ;000 ;000 ;000 ;000
leHoTunoBe/

Cultivars (3) 14 ,000 ,000 ,000 ,000
1*2 12 ,000 ,000 ,000 ,000
1*3 42 ,000 ,000 ,000 ,000
2*3 56 ,000 ,000 ,000 ,000
1*2*3 168 ,000 ,000 ,000 ,000

OCHOBHOTO MO4YBEHO TOpeHe cbC Cynpedoc okasBa MOSNOXKUTENHO BIUSIHAE BbPXY
CTOMHOCTUTE Ha nokasatens npe3 2013, KoeTo JonpuHacs 3a NoryyYaBaHETO Ha NO-BUCOK
XEKTONUTbP cpefHo 3a nepuopa (Tabn.5). OcrtaHanuTe BapuMaHTU Ha MOYBEHO TOpPEHe
cpedHo 3a nepvofa BOAAT A0 MofyyYaBaHe Ha 3bPHO C XEKTONMUTbP Mo NOryyYeHust B
KOHTPOJHMS BapuaHT.

OT wusnuTBaHUTE npoaykTn eaumHcTBeHo Piranha npe3 2011 un 2012 okasBa
NOMOXWUTENHO BMUSIHUE BbPXY CTOMHOCTUTE Ha MokasaTenst B pesynTar, Ha KOeTo ce
n3paBHsBa Cc koHTponaTta (dwr. 4).
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Tabnuua 5. XekTonutpoBa Maca Ha 3bpPHOTO B 3aBMCMMOCT OT MOYBEHOTO TOpPEHe Mo
roguHu. (Waller-Duncan N=225)

Table 5. Hectoliter weight of grain according to the soil fertilization by years. (Waller-
Duncan N=225)

NouseHo TopeHe/ Soil fertilization | 2011 | 2012 [ 2013 | 2011-2013
1. Koutponal Control 76,22c 79,64d 80,98b 78,95 c
2. Cynpedoc/ Suprephos 76,24c 7951c 81,57d 79,10d

Orga
gﬁﬁgﬁ&?&i’;‘,’ﬁ'! “l 7551b 7070a 8112c  7578a

4. Excell®9? 75,18 a 78,44b 80,81a 78,14 b
82,00 T
81,00 +
80,00 +
79,00 +
78,00 +
77,00 + z
76,00 + ::
75,00 bi
74,00 -

kg

1. Kontpona/ 2. Amup/ 3. Vudo Juce 4. Piranha 5. Tarantula

Control Yamir

AR 2011 L1 2012 EEEaT 2013 sedahas:2011-2013

®durypa 4. XeKTonMTpoBa Maca Ha 3bpHOTO B 3aBMCUMOCT OT BMAA
Ha TpeTupaHusaTa no roguHu. (Waller-Duncan N=180)
Figure 4. Grain hectoliter weight according to the
treatments by years. (Waller-Duncan N=180)

Mpe3 roamMHWTe Ha nacnenBaHe coptoBeTe CaTtypHoc 1 Penukc ce oTnMyaeaT C Hai-
BMCOKA XEKTONMUTPOBa Maca OT BCWUYKM M3nuTBaHM coptoBe (Tabn. 6). OT Gbnrapckute
COPTOBE C Haii-BUCOK XEKTONUTBLP € copT VBeTa.

Tabnuua 6. XekTonMTpoBa Maca Ha 3bPHOTO B 3aBUCMMOCT OT BMAA Ha copTa Mo rogunHu.
(Waller -Duncan N=60)
Table 6. Grain hectoliter weight according to the cultivars by years. (Waller-Duncan N=60)

Coprose/Cultivars | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2011-2013
1. Arnuka/Aglika 75,18d 76,659 81,22 f 77,68 f
2. Bonsipka/Bolyarka 72,95b 76,24 f 80,17 d 76,45 c
3. OparaHa/Dragana 75,10d 79,12 82,48 j 78,90 k
4. Neeta/lveta 77,61 ] 78,60 82,58 j 79,60 m
5. CnaBes/Slaveya 74,92 c 76,12 e 80,88 e 7731e
6. EHona/Enola 76,44 g 76,65 g 81,46 g 78,18 h
7. Kapat/Karat 78,15k 76,22 81,80 h 78,72
8. KapuHa/Karina 76,09 f 73,96 a 78,53 b 76,19 b
9. Kpuctu/Kristy 77,07 i 75,97 d 80,76 e 77,93 g
10. KopoHa/Korona 76,20 f 75,13 ¢c 79,17 ¢ 76,83 d
11. Anaw/Apash 69,56 a 7491b 77,79 a 74,09 a
12. Mynax/Mulan 75,39 e 77,90 h 81,76 h 78,351
13. PomaHc/Romans 76,11 f 79,33 k 82,111 79,18 |
14. CarypHoc/Saturnos 76,94 h 79,80 m 84,23 k 80,32 0
15. ®enukc/Felix 79,151 79,49 | 81,86 h 80,17 n
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AHanusbT Ha BapuaHcuTe Ha abconTHaTa Maca Ha 3bPHOTO MOKa3Ba CUrHa
3aBUCUMOCT OT CaMOCTOSITENHOTO AeNCTBUME U KOMOWMHMpaHa B3auMOOEWCTBME Ha
n3nutBaHute cpaktopm (Tabn. 7). EaMHcTBeHO npe3 2012 caMoCTOATENHOTO AENCTBME Ha
dakTopa “BapuaHTu Ha TpeTupaHe” e CTaTUCTUYECKN HEA4OCTOBEPHO.

EpnpuHaTta Ha 3bpHOTO ONpeneneHo ce BNusie MOMOXWUTENHO OT MOYBEHOTO TOPEHe
cbe Cynpedoc u kombuHmpaHoto BHacsiHe Cynpedoc +Excell®¢® (Tabn. 8). EauHcTBEHO
npe3 2013 BapraHTUTE Ha MUHEPANHO TOPEHe AOMPUHACAT 3a MNoryyYaBaHe Ha No-eapo
3bpPHO B CpaBHEHWE C KOHTPOINHUS BapuaHT. CpedHo 3a nepuoga NOYBEHOTO TOPEHE C
MUHeparnHus Top U KOMOUHMPaHETO My C OpPraHWYHUS BOAST 0 NOBULIABaHE eApuHaTa Ha
3bPHOTO, CNPSAMO KOHTPOIHUS BapraHT. CamMoCTOSTENHOTO BHacsiHe Ha Excell®¢® 3anassa
CTOMHOCTUTE CcY BNM3KO Aa Te3n Ha KOHTPOJHUS BapuaHT.

Ta6bnuua 7. AHanu3 Ha BapuaHcuTe Ha abcontoTHaTa Maca.
Table 7. 1000 grain weight: variance analysis.

Source | df [p.2011 [ p.2012 | p.2013 | p. 2011-2013
MouBeHo TOpeHe/

Soil fertilization (1) 3 ;000 ;000 ;000 ;000
BapwaHTtu Ha TpeTupane/ NS

Type of treatments (2) 4 000 236 000 000
leHotmnose/

Cultivars (3) 14 ,000 ,000 ,000 ,000
1" 2 12 ,000 ,000 ,000 ,000
1*3 42 ,000 ,000 ,000 ,000
2*3 56 ,000 ,000 ,000 ,000
1*2*3 168 ,000 ,000 ,000 ,000

Ta6bnuua 8. AbGcomoTHa Maca Ha 3bPHOTO B 3aBMCUMOCT OT MOYBEHOTO TOPEHE Mo
roguHn.(Waller-Duncan N=225)
Table 8. 1000 grain weight according to the soil fertilization by years. (Waller-Duncan

N=225)

MouseHo TopeHe/Soil fertilization [ 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2011-2013
1. Kontpona/ Control 36,70d 35,76 a 43,27 a 38,58 b
2. Cynpedoc/ Suprephos 36,09 b 37,42b 44,83 d 39,44 ¢
3. Cynpedoc +Excell®92/

Suprephos+ Excellow 36,26c  39,26¢c  44,18¢c 39,90 d
4. Excell°® 35,07a 3571a 4384b 38,21a

M3nuTBaHWTE NpoOOyKTU 3a MNpeanoceBHO TpeTMpaHe Ha MOCEBHUS MaTepuan u
BereTaLMoHHO BHAcsiHe umart konebnue eekT BbpXy egpuvHaTa Ha 3bpHOTO U CPeaHo 3a
nepvoga 3bpHOTO € C epuHa NoA Tasum Ha KOHTPOMHUS BapuaHT (dur. 5).

BapupaHeTo B cTOMHOCTUTE Ha abconoTHaTa Maca B paMKUTE Ha e4WH U Cbluy COpT
curHo ce Bnusie ot chaktopuTe B onuta (Tabn. 9). Y npes TpuTe roguHmn Ha uscnegsaHe copT
Bonsipka ce OTKposiBa CbLUECTBEHO OT OCTaHanuTe coptoBe. CnpsiMo NpeacTaBuTenvTe
Ha yyxpaaTa cenekumsi Tasm pasnuka npes 2011 goctura 8-10 g.
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®durypa 5. AbcontoTHa Maca Ha 3bPHOTO B 3aBMCMMOCT OT BMAa Ha TpeTupaHusiTa.
(Waller-Duncan N=180)
Figure 5. 1000 grain weight according to the types of
treatment by years. (Waller-Duncan N=180)

Ta6nuua 12. ABcontoTHa Maca Ha 3bPHOTO B 3aBMCMMOCT OT BMAa Ha copTa Mo roguHM.
(Waller-Duncan N=60)
Table 12. 1000 grain weight according to the cultivars by years. (Waller-Duncan N=60)

Coprtose/Cultivars | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2011-2013
1. Arnuka/Aglika 34,38 f 36,69 f 4397 e 38,34 f
2. Bonspka/Bolyarka 41,35 m 44 25 k 51,43 k 45,68 n
3. Oparana/Dragana 38,35k 40,44 | 49,25 42,68 m
4. Neeta/lveta 40,07 | 36,72 f 43,25d 40,01 k
5. CnaBes/Slaveya 37,54 i 36,35 ¢ 45,28 f 39,72 j
6. EHona/Enola 33,97 e 37,259 46,63 h 39,28 i
7. Kapat/Karat 37,56 ij 38,22 h 47,85 41,211
8. Kapuna/Karina 36,28 g 36,47 ef 43,66 e 38,80 g
9. Kpuctu/Kristy 37,06 h 36,66 f 46,07 g 39,93 k
10. KopoHa/Korona 37,47 i 34,79 c 41,50 ¢ 37,92¢
11. Anaw/Apash 31,03 a 34,47 b 38,57 b 34,69 a
12. Mynax/Mulan 37,88 j 31,94 a 38,10 a 35,97 ¢
13. PomaHc/Romans 32,57 ¢c 35,82d 38,50 b 35,63 b
14. CarypHoc/Saturnos 33,38 d 38,82 4510 f 39,09 h
15. ®enukc/Felix 31,57 b 36,69 f 41,32 ¢ 36,52 d
n3sogun

lMpooyKkTUBHOCTTa M3NMTBaHM COPTOBE OOMKHOBEHAa 3MMHA MleHuua npes nepvoaa
2011-2013 Ha npoabmKUTENHA MOHOKYNTYpHa nnoly (14 roguHW) ce BNusie NoNoXMTENHO
OT BMJa Ha M3Mor3BaHNTe TOPOBE 3a OCHOBHO MOYBEHO TOPEHE.

ChbliecTBeH NMpUHOC 3a MoBuwaBaHe AoOMBa Ha MleHuuata uma BHACSHETO Ha
Cynpedoc 1 KoOMBUHMPAHETO MY € opraHnyHus Top Excell®??, cbotBeTHO ¢ 14,9% 1 14,8%
CnpsiMO KOHTporaTta. YBenuyeHueto Ha gobuBa OT KynTypaTa npu CaMOCTOATENHOTO
NMoOYBEHO TOpPEeHe ¢ opraHnyHus Top Excell®™? cnpsimo koHTponata e cbe 7,9%.

CopTbT € 27" 1o cuna Ha BnusiHMe akTop BbpXy NPOAYKTUBHOCTTA Ha MileHuuaTa.
CenekunoHunpanuTe B 13/ copToBe ca CbC 3HAYUTENHO MO-BUCOKN AOOUBK B CPaBHEHMWE
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¢ 5-Te usnuTtBaHu vyxan copta. CoproBetre PomaHc n MynaH ce otnvMyaBat ¢ Hal-HUCKa
cpegHa npoaykTueHocT. 3a nepuoga 2011-2013 gobuBLT Npu YyxaUTE COpPTOBE Bapupa
ot 378 kg/da (PomaHc) 411 kg/da (Anaw). Mpu 6bRrapckMTe copToBe TOBa BapypaHe e oT
412 kg/da (CnaBest) po 460 kg/da (Kapat u Kapuna).

BnusiHneto Ha copta BbpXy (pU3NYHUTE XapaKTEPUCTUKN HA 3bPHOTO € MO-CUMHO OT
TOBa Ha NOYBEHOTO TOpeHe. [10YBEHOTO TOPEHE NPUYMHSABaHA HaMarneHne B CTOMHOCTUTE
Ha XeKTonuTpoBaTa mMaca M noBulLaBa eapuHaTa Ha 3bpHOTO. TPETMPaHETO C pasnuyHu
CTUMyNUpalLM NpodyKTU BNWsie CTATUCTUYECKO [OOCTOBEPHO BbPXYy CTOMHOCTUTE Ha
abconTHaTa 1 XeKToNUTpoBaTa Maca Ha 3bpHOTO.

OndepeHumaumaTa B CTOMHOCTUTE Ha (PUBNYHUTE XaPaKTEPUCTMKM HA 3bPHOTO B
3aBMCUMOCT OT BUJA Ha CopTa € U3KITKYUTENHO CUMHO n3paseHa. C Hal-BUCOK XEKTONUTBP
ce oTnMyaBa 3bpHOTO Ha copT CatypHoc — 80,32 kg. OT 6GbnrapckiTe copToBe ToBa ce
oTHacs 3a [paraHa — 78,90 g u VMeeta 79,60 kg.

Be3crnopHo ¢ Ha-BMCOKM CpeiHM CTOMHOCTU 3a efpvHa Ha 3bPHOTO OT OGbrapckuTe
copToBe ce xapakTepuaupa copt bonsipka — 45,68 g. OT nsnutTBaHuUTe Yy>Xau CopToBe C
Hali-egpo 3bpHOo e CatypHoc — 39,09 g, a ¢ Hal-apebHo — Anaw (34,69 g).
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