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TONEPAHTHOCT HA BbJITAPCKU COPTOBE MNMWEHULA
KbM YCITOBUATA HA KNCENA MNOYBEHA PEAKLIUA.
ll. HAPACTBALLM HUBA HA OBMEHEH ANYMUHUN
B MOYBATA Y YCBOABAHE HA A30T

Mapraputa HaHkoBa
HobpymxaHckn 3emenenckm MHCTUTyT, NeHepan ToweBo

Pe3rome

Hankosa M., 2009. TonepaHmHocm Ha 6brieapcKu copmoee rnweHuya KbM ycrosusima
Ha kucerna noyseHa peakyus. lll. Hapacmeawu Huea Ha 0bmeHeH anyMuHUl 8 noyeama u
yceosisaHe Ha azom

MpUCHLCTBMETO HA FEHETUYHO KUCEMNW, KAKTO U Ha BTOPUYHO BKMCINEHN Noysn B Bbnrapus
Hanara npoy4BaHe TonepaHTHOCTTa Ha NileHuLaTa KbM HapacTeaLLm Konnyectsa obMeHeH
anymuHuin. MiacnegsaHeTo € NpoBeAeHO BbB BeretauuMoOHEH eKCNEepUMEHT npu
M3Mnon3BaHeTo Ha CBEeTNo cuBa ropcka noysa (Stagnic Podzoluvicsols-FAO, 2002) cbe
cbabpxaHne Ha obmeHeH AlP* 0.5 meq/100 g nousa (A;). JOMBLAHMTENHO Ca Cb3aaaeHu
HapacTBaLLM H1Ba Ha TOKCMYHOCT Ypes npubassaHeTo Ha 2.5 meq AIP*/100 g (A,) 1 5.0 meq
A" /100 g (A,). EkcnepumeHTBT e nposeaeH ¢ 20 reHoTUNa 3UMHN XXUTHU KynTypu: 18 —
T.aestivum L., 1 — T.durum Desf. n pbxeHo-nweHn4HuAT xnbpug Triticale. MocnegHuaT e
n3nonseaH 3a ctaHgapT. OnuMTbLT € NpoBedeH Ha ABa (POHA Ha NO4YBEHO TopeHe: 1 —
KOHTPOIEH NO OTHOLLEHNE HMBaTa Ha obmeHeH AlF* n 2 — mnHepanHo TopeHe ¢ N:P:K=1:1:1
ot Hopmu no 200 mg N, P,O, n K,0/1000 g noysa. Mpn reHETUYHO KUCENu NoYBK HUBOTO
Ha 06MeHeH anymMyHui B noyBaTta e (hakTopbT C ONpeaensLLo BUsSHNE BbPXY YCBOSBAHETO
Ha a30T B 3bpHOTO (82.4 %), Haa3emHaTa Guomaca Ha pacTteHusaTa (76.8 %) n kopeHoBaTta
um cuctema (66.6%). dakTopbT COPT CbLO MMa Aobpe M3pa3eHo BNUSHWE BbPXY Tesun
rokasaTtenu, KaTo Har-CUMHO € MPOSABEHO BNUSHWETO MY BbPXY YCBOSIBAHETO Ha asoT B
kopeHoBata cuctema (17.0 %). BanaHcMpaHOTO MMHEpanHO TOpeHE B 3HAYUTENHA CTENeH
HamansiBa HeraTMBHOTO BNUSHWE Ha HMBaTa Ha OOMEHEH anyMuHWI B NnoyBaTa BbpPXy
YCBOSIBAHETO Ha a30T OT pacTeHnaTa. CbLUOTO 3acunsa NonoxuTenHaTa pons Ha dakrtopa
CopT 0COBEHO NpW yCBOSBAHETO Ha as30T B HaA3emMHaTa 6unomaca u 3bpHOTO. HBaTa Ha
oB6MeHeH anyMuHWIN B No4BaTa 1 NpUnoXxeHoTo 6anaHcupaHo MuHepanHo TopeHe BoadAT
[0 CbLUEeCTBEHO 3aAbnboyaBaHe Ha reHoTMNHaTa AvdepeHumaums Mexay cCopToBeTe no
OTHOLLEHWE Ha YCBOEHMWTE KONMYeCTBa a3oT B KOPeHoBaTa cucTema, 3bpHOTO U Hag3emHaTa
6uomaca kato yano. Coptosete “MupsiHa”, “EHona” n “Kapat” ce otnnyaBar ¢ noBuLLeHa
TOMNEPaHTHOCT KbM HapacTBaluy HMBa Ha OOMEHEH anyMUHUI B NoYBaTa 1 NPUNOXEHOTO
KbM TAX GanaHcMpaHO TOPEHe 1 NPeBb3XoXAaT OCTaHanuMTe COPTOBE MLIEHNLA, KaKTo U
Tputnkane “BuxpeH” no KONMYECTBO Ha YCBOEHWSA a30T B HaA3emHaTa bruomaca v 3bpHOTO
CpeaHo 3a BCMYKWM BapuaHTu B onuTta. B kpas Ha BeretaumaTa KopeHoBaTa cuctema Ha
Tputukane “BuxpeH” ce otnuyasa C MO-rofieMU KONMMYecTBa YCBOEH a30T U HWKOW OT
MacoBO pasnpOCTPaHeHMTE B NpaKTUKaTa COPTOBE He ro NPeBb3X0XAa He3aBNCMMO A0pH
n npu 6anaHcupaHo TopeHe. KopenaumoHHUTE 3aBMCMMOCTU B YCBOEHMS a30T Mexay
OTAENHUTE OpraHu ca NonoXuTenHu n mHoro fobpe m3paseHn. KopenaumoHHaTta
3aBMCMMOCT MeXay YCBOEHMS a30T B 3bPHOTO M Hag3emHaTa 6uomaca e Han-CUnHO
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uspaseHa.
KnrouoBu AyMU: anymmHneBa TOKCUYHOCT, MnileHunua, yceosdBaHe Ha a3oT

Abstract

Nankova, M., 2009. Tolerance of Bulgarian wheat varieties to acid soil reaction. IlI.
Increasing levels of exchangeable aluminum in soil and nitrogen uptake.

The presence of genetically acid, as well as of secondarily acidified soils in Bulgaria
imposes the necessity of investigating the wheat tolerance to increasing amounts of ex-
changeable aluminum. This study was performed as a vegetation experiment using light
gray forest soil (Stagnic Podzoluvicsols-FAO, 2002) which contained exchangeable Al**
0.5 meq/100 g soil (A)). Increasing levels of toxicity were applied by adding 2.5 meq Al**/
100 g (A,) and 5.0 meq AP* /100 g (A,). The experiment involved 20 genotypes of winter
cereals: 18 T.aestivum L. genotypes, 1 T.durum Desf. genotype, and the rye-wheat hybrid
Triticale. This hybrid was used as a standard. The experiment was carried out against two
soil fertilization backgrounds: 1 — check variant with regard to the levels of exchangeable
AP, and 2 - fertilization with N:P:K=1:1:1 at norms 200 mg N, P,O, and K,0/1000 g soil. In
the genetically acid soils the level of exchangeable aluminum was the factor which deter-
mined the effect on nitrogen uptake in the grain (82.4%), in the shoot biomass of plants
(76.8%) and in their root system (66.6%). The factor variety also had a well expressed
effect on the above indices, especially on nitrogen uptake of the root (17.0 %). Balanced
mineral fertilization significantly reduced the negative effect of exchangeable aluminum in
soil on nitrogen uptake of plants. It also enhanced the positive role of the factor variety,
especially for the nitrogen uptake in the shoot biomass and grain. The levels of exchange-
able aluminum in soil and the applied balanced mineral fertilization significantly deepened
the genotype differentiation between the varieties with regard to the nitrogen amounts
taken up by the root, the grain and the shoot as a whole. Varieties Miryana, Enola and
Karat possessed enhanced tolerance to increasing levels of exchangeable aluminum in
soil and the balanced fertilization applied to them, and they exceeded the rest of the wheat
varieties and triticale Vihren by the amount of nitrogen taken up in the shoot biomass and
grain, averaged for all variants of the experiment. At the end of vegetation the roots of
triticale Vihren had larger amounts of nitrogen uptake and none of the varieties used in
mass production exceeded it even at balanced fertilization. The correlations of nitrogen
taken up in the respective plant organs were positive and well expressed. The correlation
between nitrogen uptake in grain and in the shoot biomass was best expressed.

Key words: aluminum toxicity, wheat, nitrogen uptake

yBOo[a

MpucbcTBmMeTo Ha 06MEeHEH anyMUHWUIA NPW NOYBUTE C KUCEMNa peakuus e npuynHa 3a
TOKCMYHU edbeKTun, BoAeLLM A0 HaMarnsaBaHe Ha AobuBa 1 Ka4ecTBOTO Ha NpodykumaATa, a
4YeCTOo NbTU AOPY U 3a KOMNPOMEHTUpaHe Ha pekonTata (Alva et al.,1986; Wringht, 1989).
MacneasaHeTo Ha pactexa, pasBMTUETO U XPaHUTENHUTE XapaKTEPUCTUKN Ha PasnnuyHn
reHOTUMU NLIEeHMLA NPU YCNOBKATa Ha KUCena peakuns nva U3KMoYUTENHO BaXHO Hay4YHO
1 npakTnyecko 3HadeHue. Cnopen Brar and Giddens (1968) n Haynes1(986) B kucenute
nousu AlP* TOKCMYHOCT € OCHOBHUSI CTPecOoB (haKTop 3a pacTexa U MOHHUS TPaHCMopT B
kopeHuTe. N3cneaBaHmaTta Ha Knumawesckun n YepHuwena (1980) yctaHoBsiBaT
OOMVHMpaLLaTa pons B reHoTMnHaTa cneumduvka Ha yCTOMYMBOCTTa Ha pacTeHnsTa KbM
MNOHHa TOKCMYHOCT NPUHaAMEeXn Ha KopeHa.

B cBoeto peBto Samac n Tesfaye (2003) nocouBart, Yye anymvHueBaTa TOKCUYHOCT
OCBEH, Ye NoATMCKA yAbIKaBaHETO 1 AeNEHETO Ha KOPEHOBUTE KNETKN BOAM U A0 CnpaHe
Ha pacTexa UM, CbMPOBOAEHO CbC CUIHO 3aTpyAHEHME B NOCTBLMBAHETO Ha BoAa U
XpaHWTENHN BELLECTBa.
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Llenta Ha HacToALOTO M3crneaBaHe e Aa ycTaHoBM edekTa Ha HapacTBaluTe HYBa
Ha 0OMEHEH anyMUHUI B NoYBaTa BbPXy YCBOSBAHETO HA 30T HAKOW OpraHn Ha 3UMHUTE
XUTHW KyNTypM.

MATEPWUAN U METOOU

B ycnoBusaTa Ha BeretauuoHeH ekcnepuMeHT npes nepuoga 1999-2000 r. e nscnegsaHa
TonepaHTHocTTa Ha 18 reHotuna T. aestivum L., 1 npeactasuten Ha T.durum Desf. (“CatypH
1”) n 1 npegcTaBuTen Ha pbXeHO-NWeHnYeH xmbpug — Triticale (“Buxpen”), nanonasaH
KaTo cTaHgapTHa KynTypa. N3nuTBaHute matepmanu ca npeacraBuTtenu Ha bnrapckara
cenekuymsa. EkcnepMmeHTbT € NMpoBedeH Ha CBETNO CuBa ropcka noysa (Stagnic
Podzoluvicsols-FAO, 2002) cbec cbabpxaHue Ha obmeHeH anymunnii 0.5 meq/100 g nousa
n pH, ., — 4.8 (A,). DonbnHutenHo ca BHecenn 2.5 (A,) n 5.0 (A,) meq AP*/100 g nousa,
CbOTBETHO Npw ycrnosus 6e3 TopeHe u npu TopeHe (T) ¢ N, P, K, mg/1000 g nousa
(AT A+ ALHT).

B kpas Ha BereTauMoOHHWNS NMepuoa Ha pacTeHnsTa e onpeaerneHo CyxoTo BELEeCTBO
no opraHun. CoblumTe ca NOArOTBEHM 3a OnpeAensHe CbAbPXaHWETO Ha as3oT, hocdop u
kanui no Kengan. A30oTbT e onpeaensiH Ha gectunaunoHeH anapart Tun lNapHac-BarHep;
docthopbT — KONOPUMETPUYHO NO XbTaTa MONMOAATHO-BaHaAaTHa peakuus, a Kanusar —
nnaMmbYHO-POTOMETPUYHO.

CTaTUCTMYECKNAT aHanM3 Ha nornyyYeHuTe pe3yntaTn € OCbLUECTBEH C NporpamMmeH
npoaykt SPSS 13.0.

PE3YNTATU

Ha 6a3aTa Ha QMCNEPCUOHHUA aHann3 € YCTaHOBEHO, Y& CaMOCTOSTENHOTO U
KOMBVHMpaHO BNusiHWE Ha hakTopuTe “HnBa Ha ObMeHeH anymnHniA” n “copT”, B 3aBUCMMOCT
OT XPaHUTENHUSA PEXNM Ha NoYBaTa, OKasBaT Bb34encTBaT BbPXY HAaTPynNBaHETO Ha asoT B
HAKOW OpraHu Ha M3NUTaHUTe 3UMHMW XUTHU KynTypu (Tabn. 1). BugHo e, 4ve
CaMOCTOATENHOTO BNUSHWE Ha NOCOYEHUTE dPakTOpW KaKTO NPW KOHTPOMHMTE BapuaHTu
(Ay A, M A,), Taka 1 NMpn NPUNOXEHOTO KbM TAX BanaHcKpaHo MUMHepanHo TopeHe (A *T,
A,+T 1 A,+T) B MaKcumarHa cTeneH CTaTMCTUYEeCKV AoKasaHo BUAAT BbPXY YCBOSBAHETO
Ha a3oTa B m3crnegBaHuTe opraHu. CbLUIOTO Ce OTHAcH U 3a Bb3OeNCTBMETO Ha dhakTopa
“copT” 3a ycBOSIBAHETO Ha a30T MO OpraHu U B Hag3emHarta buomaca.

B3aumogencreneTo mexay Asata akTopa Bnusie B MakcumarnHa cteneH JOCTOBEPHO
BbpXY YCBOEHUTE KONnuMyecTBa a3oT B Hag3emHata 6uomaca m 3bpHOTO. B kopeHoBata
CcMCTEMA Ha WU3NUTaHWUTE 3UMHU XWUTHW KYNTYpU BAMSHUETO My € HEeLOCTOBEpHO. Tasu
HEe[0Ka3aHOCT Ha B3aUMOAEWNCTBNETO Mexay dhakTopuTe “H1MBa Ha anyMUHUIN B novBaTa’ n
“copT” € MHOTrO MO-CUITHO M3pa3eHa Npu BapuaHTUTe C NPUNOXeHO GanaHcupaHo MUHEpParnHo
TOpEHe B CPaBHEHWE C KOHTPOMNHUTE BapuaHTu.

[enpecusata B ycBOSABAHETO Ha a3oTa B pe3ynTaT Ha AONbIHUTENHOTO npubassHe Ha
5 meq Al/100 g noyea (A,) e Haii-ronsima (Tabn. 2). banaHcMpaHoTo MUHepanHo TopeHe
onpegeneHo nva nonoXuTenHa pors 3a NoBuLLaBaHe KONMYeCTBOTO Ha YCBOEHUS a30T B
Te3n BapuaHTu. CpegHOTO yBENMYEHMETO Npu Haa3eMHata 6uomaca e cbe 111.8 %, npu
3bpHOTO — € 95.3 % U npu KopeHoBaTa maca — ¢ 47.7 %.

TectbT Ha Waller-Duncan He ycTaHOBsAiBa [OKa3aHW pasnnyuns B KOMMYECTBOTO Ha
YCBOEHMS a30T B Hag3eMHaTa 61uomaca 1 3bpHOTO MPU KOHTPOITHUTE BapuaHTM A u A, nm
noctaes B efHa rpyna. Pasnuunsita B yCTaHOBEHMTE KONMMYeCTBa asoT B KOpeHoBaTa
cuUcTeMa Npu TpUTE KOHTPOSTHM BapuaHTh (A, , A, 1 A, ) obade ca 1 ACHO OTKPOEHM.

B kpas Ha BeretaumoHHWSA Nepunog KopeHoBaTa CMCTEMA Ha NlueHMLaTa Cbabpa Han-
MHOrO a30T Mpu BapuaHTa C €CTECTBEHO CbAbpXaHue Ha obMeHeH anymuuuii (A).
MogenupaHuTe HapacTBaLLy KONMYeCcTBa TOKCUYEH anyMUHWI B NoYBaTa pA3ko Hamansasar
ycBOeHUTE KonuyecTsa asoT. Mpu nocnenHus sBapuaHT (A,), cbabpxkawy 5 meq Al/100 g

391



TonepaHTHOCT Ha 6GbNrapcku COpToBe MLeHULa KbM ycnoBusTa Ha Kucena no4yseHa peakuus.
Ill. HapacTBawm HMBa Ha O6GMeHeH aJ'IyMVIHMﬁ B no4yBaTa U ycBOsiBaHe Ha a30T.

no4Ba KopeHoBaTa CUCTEMA Ha 3UMHUTE XUTHU CbAabpxa 3.6 NbTW NO-Manko YCBOEH a3oT
B CpaBHEHMEe C KOHTPOIHMA (A,).

Ta6nuua 1. [ncnepcmoHeH aHanus 3a BAMSIHWETO Ha U3cneaBaHuTe hakTopu
BBbPXY YCBOSIBAHETO Ha a30T MO OpraHu
Table 1. Dispersion analysis on the effect of the investigated factors
on the N uptake by organs

3aBncmmn KoHTponHu BapraHTtu Toposu BapnaHTn
[NokasaTenun rnokasarenu Control variants Fertilizer variants
df
Source Dependent Mean F Si Mean F Si
Variable Square 9 Square 9
3bpHO
Grain 2 576329 7035 .000 138564.1 191.9 .000
KopeH
Husa Ha Al Roots 2 9409 133.1 .000 842.1 58.1 .000
Al levels Haps.
buomaca 548376 603.3 .000 188595.9 234.9 .000
Shoot
biomass
Qg’p'.*o 19 3782 46 000 39378 55 .000
rain
KopeH
Coprose Roots 19 25.2 3.6 .000 38.2 26 .003
Genotypes Haps.
buomaca 49 go99 59 000 52507 65 .000
Shoot
biomass
8bPHO a3 4567 56 000 22919 3.2 .000
Grain
KopeH
Al Copt Root s 38 12.3 1.7 .028 22.9 1.6 .081
Al x Genotypes Haps.
buomaca 35 7143 66 000 23776 29 .000
Shoot
biomass

Tabnuua 2. YcBOeH a3oT B Hag3emHaTta buomaca,
3bPHOTO 1 KOpeHoBaTa cuctema (mg/cua)
Table 2. Nitrogen uptake in Shoot biomass, Grain and Root system (mg/pot)

KoHTponHu BapuaHtu Toposu BapmaHTn — + N2ooP200K200
Control variants Fertilizer variants
Variants-Al | Value Variants-Al \ Value
HapsemHa 6uomaca (Shoot biomass)
+5.0 meq AI**/100 g 45.824a  +5.0 meq A**/100 g 97.041 a
0.5 meq AI**/100 g 113.459b  +2.5 meq AI**/100 g 226.082 b
2.5 meq A”**/100 g 117.483b 0.5 meq A**/100 g 282.496 ¢
3bpHo (Grain)
+5.0 meq A**/100 g 32.700a  +5.0 meq A**/100 g 63.853 a
0.5 meq AI**/100 g 97.161b  .2.5meqAF'/100 g 170.424 b
+2.5 meq A’*/100 g 99.660b 0.5 meq AP*/100 g 224.410 ¢
KopeHoBa cuctema ( Root)

+5.0 meq A**/100 g 3.655a +5.0 meq A**/100 g 5.397 a
+2.5 meq A**/100 g 7.947b +2.5 meq AP*/100 g 11.591 b
0.5 meq AP*/100 g 13.334c 0.5 meq A”**/100 g 17.169 ¢

Waller-Duncan=40
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Ponsita Ha 6anaHcnpaHoTO MUHeparHo TOPEHe 3a YCBOSIBAHETO Ha a3oT OT pacTeHusiTa
npu eCTECTBEHO CbCTOSIHNE Ha CBETIO CMBaTa ropcka noysa v AOMbIHUTENHO BHECEHUTE
KonuyecTsa OOMEHEH anyMUHUIN € CUIMHO 13paseHa B NONOXUTENHAa NOCOKa.

@akTopBLT “copT” CHLLO AOMPUHACS 3a MPOMSAHA B CNEKTbPa Ha BIUAHUE Ha pasnuyHuTe
HMBa Ha obMeHeH anyMuMHMIA B novsBaTa BbPXY YCBOSBAHETO Ha TO3M eCeHcuaneH
XpaHuTeneH enemeHT (Tabn. 3). KonnyecTBoTo Ha ycBOEHUA B Ha3emHaTa buomaca asor
npu KOHTpONHUTE BapnaHTn Bapupa ot 68.033 mg/cba (“Caposo 1”) go 107.699 mg/cba
(“KapaTt”). Bb3 ocHoBa Ha ycBoeHuUTe Konu4yecTBa as3oT TecTbT Ha Waller-Duncan
pasnpegensa coprtoseTe B 7 rpynu. Kato mnskntodmum coptoseTte “Cagoso 1” n “Kapat”
ronsma 4act OT U3NUTaHWUTE 3UMHU XXUTHU KyNTYpU NokassaT CXOACTBO B HATPYNBaHETO Ha
asorT.

Tabnuua 3. YcBoeH a30T B Hag3emHaTa buomaca B 3aBUCUMOCT
OT copTa u TopeHeTo (mg/cba)
Table 3. Nitrogen uptake in shoot biomass
according to genotype and fertilization (mg/pot)

KoHTponHu BapnaHtn Toposu BapmaHTh — + N2ooP200K200
Control variants Fertilizer variants
CopToBe CroiHocT CoptoBe CroiHocT
Genotypes Value Genotypes Value
Caposo 1/ Sadovo 1 68.033 a Anb6eHa / Albena 180.397 a
Tpakus / Trakiya 80.583 b CatypH 1/ Saturn 1 181.775 a
Bpaua / Vratza 80.938 b Arnuka / Aglika 186.627 ab
Kpuctan / Kristal 81.177 b Mpecnae / Preslav 189.250 abc
Mpsicna / Pryaspa 82.517 b Tpakus / Trakiya 191.985 abc
Mnwncka / Pliska 83.105 bc Kpuctan / Kristal 196.026 abcd
Arnuka / Aglika 89.886 bcd CapoBo 1/ Sadovo 1 204.630 abcd
CatypH 1/ Saturn 1 90.616 bcde TlNobena / Pobeda 212.057 abcde
AnbeHa / Albena 90.829 bcde [anaTtes / Galateya 215.223 abcde
CeuneHa / Svilena 91.102 bcde Tpsacna / Pryaspa 220.260 bcde
Manates / Galateya 94.250 cdef Wpean/ Ideal 223.304 cde
Topopa / Todora 96.082 defg Bpaua/ Vratza 224.660 cde
Mob6epna / Pobeda 98.782 defg  MwuneHa / Milena 230.469 def
Mwunena / Milena 100.473 defg Topopa / Todora 243.116 efg
BuxpeH / Vihren 100.732 defg  lNnucka / Pliska 243.911 efg
MupsHa / Miryana 100.759 defg  BuixpeH / Vihren 264.871 fgh
Wpean / Ideal 101.364 defg Cswunena/ Svilena 266.891 gh
Exona / Enola 102.293 efg Enona/ Enola 292.780 hi
Mpecnas / Preslav 103.893 fg Kapart / Karat 314.075i
Kapat / Karat 107.699 g MwupsiHa / Miryana 315.729 i

Waller-Duncan=6

BanaHcnpaHOTO MUHEpanHoO TopeHe AonpyHacs 3a HaTpynBaHEeToO Ha noseye asoT B
HaaseMHaTa 6uomaca n 3agbnboyasa reHoTunHaTa gudpepeHunaumsa. BapupaHeTto B
CTOMHOCTUTE Ha ycBoeHust a3oT e oT 180.397 mg/cba (“AnbeHna”) oo 315.729 mg/cen
(“MupsaHa”). Tean gBa copTa 3aemart MotCHM NO3NLIMKN MO OTHOLLEHWE Ha peakumsaTa cn
KbM MOCOYEHWTE YCIOBUSA Ha OTINeXAaHe.

HapactBawuTe HMBa Ha OOMEHEH anymMuHWI B noysBaTa ca B OCHOBAaTa Ha CUIHO
n3paseHa reHoTunHa gndepeHumaums B KONMYECTBOTO Ha YCBOEHWS a30T B 3bPHOTO Npu
U3NUTaHUTE 3MMHWN XUTHW KynTypu (Tabn. 4). B ycnosuATa Ha onuta 3bPHOTO Ha COpT
“CapoBo 1” ce oTnMyaBa ¢ Haln-HUCKM KOnmM4ecTBa YCBOEH a30T. HamaneHo e HaTpynBaHeTo
Ha a30T B 3bPHOTO Ha copTtoBeTe “Bpaua”, “Tpakua”, “CatypH 1” n “lNnucka”. MNMpn
ronam 6pori copToBe € yCTaHOBEHO A06pe M3pa3eHo CxoaCcTBO MO MOCOKa Ha HapacTBaHe
Ha yCBOEHMTE KonuyecTsa asoT. B ycnoBusATa Ha HapacTBall, XMMUYEH CTPeC B noysara
copt “Kapat” ce oTnnyasa C MakCMmariHu KOnNm4yecTBa yCBOEH B 3bPHOTO a3oT.
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Tabnuua 4. YCBO€EH a30T B 3bPHOTO B 3aBUCUMOCT OT copTa U TOpeHeTo (mg/cbAa)
Table 4. Nitrogen uptake in Grain according to genotype and ferilization (mg/pot)

KoHTponHu BapmaHTn

Toposwu BapuaHtn — + N2ooP200K200

Control variants

Fertilizer variants

CopToBe CrorHocT CoptoBe CrorHocT

Genotypes Value Genotypes Value
CapoBo 1/ Sadovo 1 58.502 a CatypH 1/ Saturn 1 119.507 a
Bpaua / Vratza 67.103 ab Arnvka / Aglika 136.634 ab
Tpakus / Trakiya 67.987 ab AnGeHa / Albena 143.090 abc
CatypH 1/ Saturn 1 68.159 ab Mpecnas / Preslav 143.651 abc
Mnucka / Pliska 68.701 ab Tpakus / Trakiya 151.481 abcd
Mpsicna / Pryaspa 71.186 bc Mobena / Pobeda 152.123 abcd
Kpuctan / Kristal 71.824 bcd Caposo 1/ Sadovo 1 159.614 bcd
AnbGeHa / Albena 74.681 bcde  Kpucrtan / Kristal 161.908 bcd

CesuneHa / Svilena
Arnuka / Aglika
[anartes / Galateya
MNobepna / Pobeda
Mpecnae / Preslav
BuxpeH / Vehren
MwupsiHa / Miryana
Topopa / Todora
Mwunena / Milena
EHona / Enola
Wpean / Idel
Kapar / Karat

75.320 bedef
75.792 bedefg
76.714 bedefg
81.444 cdefgh
81.885 defgh
82.129 defgh
82.616 efgh
82.638 efgh
83.091 efgh
85.584 fgh
86.006 gh
88.777 h

lanartes / Galateya
Bpaua / Vratza
Mpsacna / Pryaspa
Wpoean / Ideal
Mwunena / Milena
Topgopa / Todora
Mnucka / Pliska
BuxpeH / Vihren
Ceunena / Svilena
EHona / Enola
Kapar / Karat
MwupsHa / Miryana

166.452 bcde
167.541 bcde
169.123 bcde
174.030 cdef
177.670 cdef
182.823 def
182.975 def
198.810 efg
208.160 fg
233.465 gh
243.140 h
265.138 h

Waller-Duncan N =6

Tabnuua 5. YCBOEH a30T B KOPEHWTE B 3aBUCUMOCT OT copTa U TOpeHeTo (mg/cba)
Table 5. Nitrogen uptake in Grain according to genotype and ferilization (mg/pot)

KoHTponHu BapuaHTtu Toposwu BapuaHtn — + N2ooP200K200
Control variants Fertilizer variants
CopToBe CToliHocT CopToBe CrorHocT
Genotypes Value Genotypes Value
Bpaua / Vratza 4.077 a Bpaua / Vratza 7.751a
Kpucrtan / Kristal 4.845 ab AnbeHa / Albena 8.895 a
Topopa / Todora 6.307 abc Kpuctan / Kristal 9.165 a
Mpsacna / Pryaspa 6.633 abcd Mnwucka / Pliska 10.762 ab
AnbGeHa / Albena 7.329 abcde Arnuka / Aglika 10.931 abc
Caposo 1/ Sadovo 1 7.525 bede Mpecnae / Preslav 11.433 abc
CsuneHa / Svilena 7.608 bcde CsuneHa / Svilena 12.030 abc
Tpakwus / Trakiya 7.983 bcde Topopa / Todora 12.109 abc
EHona / Enola 8.015 bcde Mwunena / Milena 12.420 abc
Mnuncka / Pliska 8.299 cde Caposo 1/ Sadovo 1 12.818 abc
Mwunena / Milena 8.556 cde Tpakus / Trakya 12.818 abc
CatypH 1/ Saturn 1 8.692 cde CatypH 1/ Saturn 1 12.901 abc
Arnuka / Aglika 8.766 cde [anatesn / Galateya 13.285 abcd
[anatesn / Galateya 8.972 cde WNpean / Ideal 13.388 abcd
Kapart / Karat 9.365 cde EHona / Enola 13.389 abcd
MNobepa / Pobeda 9.493 cde MNMobepa / Pobeda 13.483 abcd
Mwupsna / Miryana 9.791 de Mpsicna / Pryaspa 14.979 bed
BuxpeH / Vihren 10.057 e Mwupsna / Miryana 16.658 cde
Wpoean / Ideal 10.301 e Kapart / Karat 18.948 de
Mpecnas / Preslav 13.631f BuxpeH / Vihren 21497 e

Waller-Duncan N=6
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MuHepanHoTo TopeHe NoBMLLABa CbLLECTBEHO CNOCOBHOCTTa Ha BCUYKM COPTOBE Aa
HaTpynBaT a3oT B 3bpHOTO. HesaBucumo ye TectbT Ha Waller-Duncan 3anasBa
pasnpegeneHneTo Ha copToBeTe KaTo Bpoli rpynu, HacTbNBa pa3mMecTBaHe Ha No3nuuuTe
MM B CpaBHEHWME C KOHTPOSTHUTE BapuaHTu. MonoXnTenHoTo BNUSHME Ha MWUHeparnHoTo
TopeHe e no-cnabo mn3paseHo npu copTtoBeTe “CatypH 1”7, “Arnuka”, “AnbeHa” n
“TNMpecnaB”. C Han-ronemMm KoNM4ecTea yCBOEH a3oT B 3bPHOTO Npu banaHcupaHo TopeHe
e copT “MupsaHa” (265.138 mg/cbna).

OndepeHumnauus mexay COpToBETE € YCTaHOBEHA W MO OTHOLLUEHWE Ha HaTpynaHuTe
Konm4yecTBa a3oT B kopeHoBaTa Maca (1abn. 5). Npu KOHTpONHUTE HapacTBallyM HMBA Ha
anyMUHWUIA C Han-Marko a3oT B KOpeHuTe ce oTnmnyasa copT “Bpaua”. Mpu cbyute ycnosusi
copt “lMpecnaB” ce oTnmyasa ¢ 3.3 NbTW NO-rONSIMO KONMYECTBO YCBOEH a30T OT “Bpaua”
1 3aemMa nocregHara sicHO AeduHMpaHa rpyna.

MI/IHepaJ'IHOTO TOpeHe noBuLlaBa OCTaTb4yHUTE KONMMYEeCTBa Ha yCBOEHUA B KOPpeHUTE
a30T 1 crnabo cTecHsBa AndepeHumaumsaTa Mexay COpTOBETE OT Pa3NMYHUTE 3UMHU XKUTHW.
Coptogete “Bpaua”, “AnbeHa” n “Kpucran” ce xapakrepuampar ¢ Ha-Marnko KOfIM4ecTBo
Ha YCBOEH a30T B kopeHuTe. [onsma rpyna coptoBe HOCAT Benean Ha cxodcTBO C TAX, HO
Ce OTNMYaBaT M C HapacTBaLlo KOMMYECTBO Ha YCBOEH a30T. CbLUOTO € Hal-ronsiMo npu
Tputukane “BuxpeH”, KaTo CbLLECTBEHO CXOACTBO C HEro NoKa3BaT cCopToBeTe OBUKHOBEHA
nwenuua “Kapat” n “MupsHa”.

OBCbXOAHE

HapacTtBawute HMBa Ha OOMEHEH anyMyUHUI B NOYBaTa BMMSAT BbPXY MEXaHU3MUTE
Ha yCBOSBaHE Ha XPaHUTEMNHN €NIEMEHTM U CbOTBETHO HATPYNBAHETO UM pacTeHmsATa Npes
oTaenHuTe gasum oT pa3BuTMETO UM. ToBa OT CBOSA CTPaHa BOAW A0 CUIMHO N3PaseHo BNUsSHNE
1 BbPXY NPOAYKTUBHOCTTA. He3aBMcUMO, Ye OT 3UMHUTE XMUTHN OBMKHOBEHATa NiieHuua u
TPUTUKANETO Ce CHMTAT 3a CPABHUTENHO TONEPaHTHW KyNTypu peakumsaTa UM no OTHOLLEHUE
Ha TsIXHaTa TonepaHTHoCT kbM AP* Bapupa B wupoku rpanmum (Taylor and Foy, 19852,
1985P). Pe3synTaTute OT HaLWETO M3cneaBaHe B MbJiHa CTEMNEH NOAKPENST TOBa CTaHOBULLE.
MpucbecTBMeTo Ha 0O6MeHeH Al B noYBaTa okassa CUITHO BUSIHUE BbPXY KOMMYECTBOTO
Ha yCBOEHMS as30T B pacTeHusTa B Kpas Ha BeretauuMoHHWa um uukbn. CpegHo 3a
KOHTpOIHuTe BapuaHTh (A, A, 1 A,) OBMEHHUAT anyMnHUin B noysaTa KoHTponupa 82.4 %
OT YCBOEHMSA a30T B 3bPHOTO U 76.8 % OT ycTaHOBeHMs B Hag3emHaTa Ovomaca Ha
U3NUTaHNTE XNUTHW KynTypwu (cpur. 1).
%
100+ KoHTponHu BapvnaHt
Control variants

80+

60

404
N M
0,
a b c a b c a b c
Huea Ha Al CopToBe Al x CopT
Al levels Genotypes Al x Genotypes

a 3bpHO (grain); b kopeH (roots); ¢ Hag3emHa maca (t. mass)

durypa 1. Cuna Ha BnvsiHie Ha akTopuTe BbPXY YCBOSIBAHETO
Ha a30T Mo opraHu B KOHTpPonHuTe BapunaHTu (%)
Figure 1. Effect of factors on nitrogen uptake by plant organs in the check variants (%)
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lMpn KopeHoBaTa cuctema BrMSAHUETO Ha TO3M (PaKTOp BbPXY KOMMYECTBOTO Ha
YCBOEHMS1 a30T B KpanHaTa ¢asa e no-crnabo uapaseHo - 66,6%. MNpu TakueBa ycnosus
KOpeHoBaTa CMCTeMa Ha pacTeHusTa NbpsBa ce conbekBa C HanNUyHaTa v AOMbIHUTENHO
cb3gafeHarTa cTpecoBa CUTyaumst B noysaTa. ToBa okasBa BMUSHWE HE CaMO BbpXY HEMHOTO
pa3sBuTME, HO N BbpPXY YCBOSIBAHETO Ha XPaHWTENHW BELLECTBA U TEXHUSA NO-HaTaTblUeH
meTabonuabm. Kochian (1995) cvobluasa, Yye npu Kucenu novBn 0O6MEHHUAT anymMnHU
BOAM OO XPOHWMYHA Cylla M CTpec OT XpaHwuTeneH HepocTwur. HapacTBaHe cunaTta Ha
BMUSHNETO Ha TO3U (haKTop BLPXY YCBOSIBAHETO Ha a30T B Haa3eMHaTa buomaca n ocobeHo
B 3bPHOTO € U3KINIOYUTENHO CUITHO NPOSIBEHA.

Mpn ecTecTBEHOTO CLCTOSIHNE Ha M3MON3BaHaTa NoYBa BCUYKM COPTOBE MNLUeHMLa ca
YCBOWMM PaBHW Uy NO-TONEMM KONNYecTBa asoT B Haa3emHaTa buomaca ot Tputukane. C
Han-ronemn konmyecTtBa ce otnunyaeaT “lMpecnaB”, “Arnuka”, “Kapat” n “Topopa”.
Mpubaekata Ha 2.5 meq Al/100 g (A,) He oka3Ba CbLUECTBEHO BIIUSHWE BbPXY CPEOHOTO
KONMYeCTBO Ha YCBOEHWS a30T, HO BOAM A0 CbLUECTBEHN MPOMEHU B reHOTUNHAaTa peakuums.
Cobwute ca Han-cunHo nposiseHu npu coptosete “Upean”, “lNpecnas”, “Arnuka”,
“CapoBo 1” n “Togopa”. Npu TAX € yCTaHOBEHO HaManeHue B KONMYECTBOTO Ha YCBOEHUS
a30T, KOETO € CbOTBETHO 81.7 %, 82.2 %, 83.0 %, 94.1 % 1 85.6 % OT ycBOeHUTE KonmMyecTea
B A,. Mpn cneasawoTo HapacTBaHe KONMMYECTBOTO Ha OBMEHHUA anyMuHWii B nodsarta
copToBeTe ca yceounu cpeaHo 40.3 % oT cpeaHOTO KONMYECTBO YCBOEH a30T B HaA3eMHaTa
Gromaca npu KOHTPOsHUA BapuaHT A . C Hailn-Manka genpecus B yCBOSBAHETO Ha a30T ce
oTnuyaear TpuTukane “BuxpeH”, TBbpaara nwenuua “CatypH 1” n coptoBete 0OGUKHOBEHA
nweHuua “Munena”, “Upean”, “Mupana”, “Kapar”, “CBuneHa” n “IFanartesn”.
[MocoyeHnTe copTOBE 3MMHM XUTHK ycBosiBaT oT 82.2 o 50.4 % OT ycBOEHUTE KonnyecTsa
BA,

KonnyecTBOTO Ha YCBOEHMS a30T B 3bPHOTO Ha COPTOBETE CbLLIO Bapupa CbLLECTBEHO
B 3aBMCHMOCT OT HMBOTO Ha OOMEHHUsI anymuHuUin B noysata. py KOHTPONHWUA BapuaHT
copToBeTe “MNnucka” n “CatypH 1” ce usdpasHsBat ¢ “BuxpeH” no To3u nokasarten, a
BCWUYKM OCTaHanm coptoBe 0OMKHOBEHA MileHuua ro npesuwasatr. C Hal-MHOro yCBOEH
as3o0T B 3bPHOTO Cce oTnunyasar coptoseTe “Arnuka”, “Kapat” n “Togopa”. JonbnHuTenHo
cb3gafeHnTe HapacTBalwM HMBa Ha obmMeHeH anyMuHUI B noyBata 3aabnbodaear
reHoTunHara anpepeHumaums B CbabpXaHNETO Ha 06LL, a30T B 3bPHOTO HA 3UMHUTE XXUTHM.
Mpubaekata Ha 2.5 meq Al/100 g (A,) e npuynHaTa KONMYECTBOTO Ha YCBOEHUS a3oT B
3bpHOTO Ha14 reHoTUNa Aa e NoA yCTaHOBEHOTO Npw Tputukane. Mo To3n nokasarten obave
coptoBeTe “Mpsacna”, “Kpucran”, “Fanatesa” n “EHona” CcblleCTBEHO ro NpesBuLLaBaT.
Mpu cnepBaLLoTo oOLLe NO-BUCOKO HUBO Ha OOMEHEH anyMyvHUiA B noYBaTa KOnmM4ecTBOTO
Ha YCBOEHWS a30T B 3bPHOTO Ha U3NUTaHUTE 3UMHU XUTHU € 33.5 % oT ycBoeHuTe
KonuyecTtsa B KOHTPONHMA BapuaHT, cbabpxaly 0.5 meqAl/100 g noysa. OcsBeH 3armBaHeTo
Ha YyeTupu copTa 1 Npuv ApyruTe € yCTaHOBEHO CUMHO 3aTOPMO3BaHE B HaTPynBaHETO Ha
asoT B 3bpHOTO. Han-manko ca noctpaganv “Buxpen”, “Munena”, “Upean” n “Kapat”.
[Mpu Te3n copToBE YCBOEHUTE KONMMYECTBa a30T B 3bPHOTO Ca CbOTBETHO 73.6 %, 62.9 %,
55.6 % 1 47.8 % OT HaTpynaHus a3oT B TO3M OpraH Npy KOHTPOMNHWSA BapuaHT.

[lokaTo npy KONUYECTBOTO Ha YCBOEHWs a30T B HagsemHaTa 6uomaca u 3bpHOTO,
CpeaHo 3a M3NUTaHUTe COPTOBE, He Ca YCTaHOBEHW CbLUECTBEHW pas3nuyus npu
OTIMEXAAHETO MM BbB BapuaHtute Aj u A, TO KOpeHoBaTa UM cucTema pearvpa c
HamansiBaHe KONMMYeCcTBOTO Ha YCBOEHMS B Hes asoT OLle MpU MbPBOTO AOMBIHUTENHO
MOEenMpaHo HMBO Ha obmeHeH anymuHuin. Npu nocnegHoOTo e ycBoeH easa 62.6 % or
CpEeaHOTO KONMYECTBO a30T NPW eCTECTBEHOTO CbCTOSIHME Ha CBETIO CMBaTa ropcka no4ea.
[Mpu TOBa cTpPecoBo HMBO Haw-Manko ca noctpaganu coptoeete “Bpaua”, “MuneHa” u
“Enona”. Konm4ecTBOTO Ha YCBOEHUST UM B KOPeHoBaTa cMcTeMa a3oT € CboTBeTHO 93.1
%, 91.7 % n 76.6 % OT ycBOEHWUTE KonuMyecTBa B KOHTponaTa. B cbLioto Bpeme camo
coptoBeTe “Kpuctan”, “CagoBo 1”7, “Topopa”, “CBunenHa”, “lnucka”, “Bpaua” u
“AnbeHa” ce OTNMYaBaT C NO-HUCKM KONMUYECTBA YCBOEH a3oT (B abCOnMOTHM CTOMHOCTH)
OT Te3un Ha TpuTukane “Buxpen”.
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Mpu cnegBalloTo yBENUMYaBaHe CbAbPXaHWMETO HA TOKCUYEH anyMVHUIM B noysata
CpenHUTe KONMYecTBa Ha YyCBOEHUsI B KOpPeHUTe a3oT npeacrtaensiea 29.1 % ot 1e3u npu
KOHTponara. HoBu copToBe He 3arvBart, HO NPy BCUYKU YCTAHOBEHUAT @30T B KOPEHUTE e
ApacTuyHO HamaneH. [Npu Te3n ycnosua ce otnvyasat coptoseTe “Upean”, “Bpaua” n
“CBuneHa”, npu KOMTO YCBOEHMTE KONMUYECTBa a3oT B A, Ca CbOTBETHO 69.7 %, 58.6 % 1
51.3 % ot Tean B A,. C Tasu cu peakums Te nanpesapsat Tputukane “BuxpeH”.

Teswn pe3yntaty nokaseart, Ye hakTopbT “CopT”’ Makap 1 3HauMTenHo no-cnabo snuseLy,
BbpXY YCBOSIBAHETO Ha a30T B 3UMHUTE XWUTHU B CPaBHEHUE C “HMBaTa Ha TOKCUYEH
anyMvHuIM B no4Bara”, CbLLO AOMPUHACA 3a NposiBaTa Ha CblyecTBeHa AvdepeHumnauns B
nonyyeHnte abComnTHN CTOMHOCTU Ha YCBOEHMS a30T MO opraHn. HeroBoTo BnuvsiHWE e
NposIBEHO HaN-CUITHO NPU KOpeHoBaTa CUCTEMa, CreBaHo OT YCBOEHWs a30T B HAA3eMHaTa
6uomaca u e Hal-crnabo n3paseHo nNpu yCBOEHUs1 a30T B 3bPHOTO.

KombuHupaHoTO B3aMmoaencTeme Mexay ABaTta dhaktopa C efHaksa cuna Bnmsie Bbpxy
YCBOSIBAHETO Ha a30T OT Hag3emHaTa 6buomaca u KopeHoBaTa cuctema u no-cnabo npu
3bPHOTO.

BanaHcrnpaHoTo MMHepanHo TopeHe nma aobpe nspaseHo GycdepHo gencTame cpeLly
HeraTMBHOTO BMUSIHWUE Ha HAapaCTBAaLLMTE HMBA Ha TOKCUYEH anyMUHUWIA B NovBaTa, KOUTo B
cny4yas UMarT KIo4oBa pons 3a YCBOSIBAHETO HA a3oT OT pacTeHusaTa (cur. 2). 3anaseHa e
cbllaTta TeHAEHUUS 3a BIMSHMETO UM BbPXY YCBOSIBAHETO Ha @30T MO U3crneaBaHuTe opraHv
1 Haa3eMHaTa bMomaca KakTo Npy KOHTPOMHUTE BapuUaHTy.

%

100- Toposwu BapuaH™

Fertilizer variants
80+
60|
40
20
O,

a b c a b c a b c
Huea Ha Al CopToBe Al x CopT
Al levels Genotypes Al x Genotypes

a 3bpHo (grain); b kopeH (roots); ¢ Hag3emHa maca (t. mass)

durypa 2. Cuna Ha BNusiHne Ha pakTopuTe BbPXY
yCBOSIBAHETO Ha as30T MO OpraHu B TOPOBUTE BapuaHtn (%)
Figure 2. Effect of factors on nitrogen uptake by plant parts in the fertilization variants (%)

MuHepanHoTo TopeHe uma u apyra MHOro Aobpe uspaseHa ponsi: nosuLaBa ponsaTa
Ha dakTopa “copT” 3a yCBOABAHETO Ha a30T OT pacTeHusita. HeroBnaT Asn oTHOBO € Haw-
CUITHO M3pa3eH Npu YCBOSIBAHETO Ha a30T OT kopeHoBaTa cuctema. CnpsiMo KOHTPOMNHUTE
BapvaHTX ponsaTa Ha copTa B pesynTaT Ha NPUoXeHOTO TopeHe e HapacHana ¢ 34,7%. B
cnegcrteMe Ha UANOCTHOTO NMNONMOXUTENHO BIIMAHUE Ha 6anchmpaH0To TOpeHe BIUAHNETO
Ha hakTopa “copT” 3a ycBOSABaHE Ha a30T B HaA3emHaTa bromaca 1 3bpHOTO € NPaKTU4eCKu
uspaBHeH. B To3n cnyyai ponsita Ha copTa 3a YCBOsIBaHe Ha a30T B Ha3eMHaTa bromaca
e HapacHana 1.3 nbTu, a Npu 3bLPHOTO — 2.2 NbTU B CPaBHEHWE C YyCTAHOBEHWUTE B
KOHTPONHUTE BapuaHTun.

BanaHcrnpaHoTO TOpeHe Ha CBETNO cuaTa ropcka noysa gonpuHaca Hag 90.0 % ot
M3nNuTaHWTe COPTOBE [a YCBOST MoBeve a3oT B HaA3emHaTa cu buomaca OT TpuTukane
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“BuxpeH”. ToBa e BapuaHTbT (A,+T), B KOWTO pacTeHusTa yCBOABAT Hali-MHOTO a3or.
Jlnpepckara no3vnumsa 3aema copt “MupsiHa”, cnegBaHa ot coptosete “lMpsicna”, “Kapar”
n “EHona”.

lMNpy BapnaHTa A +T CPeaHOTO KONMYECTBO Ha ycBoeHus a3oT e 80.0 % ot Toea npu
A,*+T. [leBeT copTa ca ycBOWMnM Mo-Marnko asoT OT TpuTukane, Ho copToeete “Kapat”,
“MupsHa” n “EHona” 3HauMTenHo ro NPeBb3XoXAaT Mo TO3U nokasarern.

Mpu A+T HATO edMH OT COPTOBETE He MPeBb3XOXda CTaHAaapTHaTa KynTypa no
KONMMYeCcTBO Ha YCBOEH a30T B Haa3eMHaTa buomaca. Coprosete “Munena”, “Kapart” u
“MupsiHa” obGaye ycBOsiBaT noBeye asoT OT OCTaHanuTe.

Mo ycBoeHM konnyecTBa a3oT B 3bPHOTO CPEAHO 3a BapMaHTUTE Ha onuTa copToBeTe
“MupsaHa”, “Kapat” n “EHona” npesuwasar Kakto Tputukane “BuxpeH”, Taka u
ocTaHanuTe coptoBe nweHuua. 3a “MupsHa” n “Kapat” e yctaHoBeHoO, Ye nputexasar
CbOTBETHO NO-BMCOKA UNWN paBHa Ha TpuTukane “BuxpeH” npogyKTUBHOCT, @ cpeaHuTe
nobuswu ot copT “EHona” my otctbnBear cbe 17.5 % (HaHkoBa u ap.,2002).

CpenHo 3a ycBOeHMs a30T B KOpeHoBaTa cuctema npu 6anaHcMpaHo MUHeparHo
TOpEHEe HUTO eAUH COPT He NpeBb3xoxaa Tputukane. MNpeacTaBUTENAT Ha Tasun KynTypa,
M3non3saHa B onuTa 3a CTaH4apT, € U C Hal-CUNHO pa3suta kopeHoBa cuctema (Nankova
etal., 2004). Ot copToBeTe 06MKHOBEHA NLLEHMLA C NO-TONeMN KonmyecTBa YCBOEH asoT B
KopeHuTe npu y3psBaHe ce otnuyaeat “Kapat”, “Mupsana”, “Upean”, “MNMobena” un
“Tanaten”.

KomBuHmpaHoTo B3anmonencTeme Ha chaktopute “HinBo Ha Al” | “copT” B pesynTar Ha
6anaHcUMpaHOTO MWHepanHoO TOpeHe MoBMLWIaBa cunaTa Ha BIUSHUETO CU BbPXY
YCBOSIBAHETO Ha a30T OT pacTeHusATa rMmaBHO Npu 3bpHOTO — € 12.0 % u nNpm KopeHa — ¢
22.4 %.

B3anmoBpb3kaTa Mexay KONMYeCTBOTO Ha YCBOEHWS a30T OT OTAENMHUTE OpraHu u
Haa3eMHaTa 6uomaca e sicHo uspaseHa npu HuBo 0.01 (Tabn. 6). Haw-cunHo e nspaseHa
KopenaumoHHaTa 3aBMCUMOCT MeXy HaTpynaHus asoT B 3bpHOTO U Haa3eMHaTta Guomaca
(r=0.988). MNo-HNCKNTE CTOMHOCTU Ha 3aBMCUMOCTTa MEXAY a30oTa B 3bpPHOTO M KOpeHoBaTa
cuctema (r=0.732) 3anasBaT cBOATa AOKa3aHOCT Ha BUCOKO HMBO. A30TbT B KOpeHoBaTa
Maca e B Mo-CMITHO u3paseHa B3aMMOBpb3Kka C TO31 B Haa3emHaTa brnomaca B cpaBHeHne
C HaTpynaHusl B 3bPHOTO.

Tabnuua 6. KopenaumoHHn 3aBUCMMOCTM B YCBOEHUS @30T MEXAY OTAENHUTE OpraHu
Table 6. Corelations between N uptake by organs

A3oT B A3oT B A3zoT B
Mokasartenu / Indices (N=120) 3BbPHOTO | KOpPeHUTe Haa3eMHaTa
Grain N Root N | 6uomaca / Shoot N
A30T B 3bpHOTO / Grain N 732(*%) .988(**)
A30T B kopeHuTe / Root N 732(*%) 764(*%)
A30T B Hag3emHaTta 6uomaca / Shoot N .988(**)  .764(*)

** Correlation is significant at level 0.01 (2-tailed)

n3soaun

Mpw reHeTNYHO Kncenu NoYBn “HMBOTO Ha OBMEHEH anymMyHuiA B noyBaTta” € hakTopbT
C onpegenswio BvsHWE BbPXY YCBOSBAHETO Ha asoT B 3bpHOTO (82.4 %), HagsemHaTa
Ovomaca Ha pacteHusTa (76.8 %) n kopeHoBaTta um cuctema (66.6 %).

dakTopbT “copT’ MMa aobpe nspaseHo BnusiHAE BbpXY Te3W nokasarenu, Kato Han-
CUITHO € MPOSIBEHO BNWSHWETO My BbpXy YCBOSIBAHETO Ha a30T B KOpeHoBaTa cucTema
(17.0 %).

BanaHcnpaHOTO MUHEpanHoO TOpeHe B 3Ha4YWTenHa CTeneH HamansBa HeraTMBHOTO
BMMAHWE Ha HMBaTa Ha oOMeHeH anyMuHWMI B Mo4yBaTa BbpPXY YCBOSIBAHETO Ha asoT OT
pacTeHusaTa. CbLIOTO 3acunBa NoroxuTenHara pons Ha gaktopa “copt” ocobeHo npu
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YCBOSIBAHETO Ha a30T B HaA3emHaTa Guomaca 1 3bpHOTO.

HueaTa Ha obMeHeH anyMuHMIA B NoYBaTa n NpunoxeHoTo banaHcMpaHo M1HepParHo
TOpeHe BOAAT A0 CbLUECTBEHO 3aAbnboyaBaHe Ha reHoTunHaTa avdepeHumnaumsa mexagy
COPTOBETE MO OTHOLLUEHWNE Ha YCBOEHUTE KONMYEeCTBa a30T B KOPEHOBaTa c1cTema, 3bpHOTO
1 Hap3eMHaTa buomaca kaTo usno.

CopTtoBete “MupsHa”, “EHona” 1 “Kapat” ce otnnuyaBat c noBuLLIEHA TONEPaHTHOCT
KbM HapacTBallM HMBaA Ha OOMEHeH anyMWHWI B NoyBaTa U MPUIIOXKEHOTO KbM TAX
6anaHcupaHo TopeHe 1 NPEeBbL3XOXKAAT OCTaHanMTe COPTOBE MNWEeHULA, KaKTo U TpUTMKane
“BuxpeH” no KonM4yecTBO Ha yCBOEHMS a30T B Haf3emHata buomaca n 3bpHOTO CpeaHo
3a BCUYKM BapuaHTu B onuTa.

B kpasi Ha BereTauusita KOpeHoBaTa cuctema Ha Tputukane “BuxpeH” ce otnuyaBa c
no-ronemMm KonmyecTaa yCBOEH a30T 1 HUKOW OT MacOBO pa3npoCcTpaHeHNTe B NpakTukara
COpPTOBE He ro NPeBb3XoXKAa A0PY 1 Npu BanaHcnpaHo TopeHe.

KopenaunoHHUTe 3aBUCMMOCTWN B YCBOEHWS a30T MexAy OTAENHWTE opraHu ca
NonoXuTenHn n mHoro Aobpe nspasexHn. C Han-BMCOKM CTOMHOCTM € Kopenauusta Mexay
YyCBOEHUS a30T B 3bPHOTO N HaA3emHaTa buomaca.
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