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Abstract

Atanasova, D., Maneva, V. & Chanev, M. (2018). Impact of the predecessors on the
phytosanitary status and the productivity of wintering oats (Avena sativa L.) in the organic
farming. Field Crops Studies, XI1(2), 191-200.

The Certified Organic Field was conducted an experience with wintering oat
variety Kehlibar, sown after chickpeas, lentils, potatoes and pumpkins. The aim of
the experiment was to assess the influence of the predecessors on the productivity
and phytosanitary status of wintering oats in organic farming. For organic wintering
oats, the best predecessor was a lentils (366 kg.da-1), followed by chickpeas (345
kg.da-1). The yield was high and the level of weed infestation was relatively low.
The lowest yield and the highest level of weed infestation were after the predecessors
potatoes (295 kg.da-1) and pumpkins (261 kg.da-1). During the study period, there
was no tendency for the predecessor to influence the disease attack. At the highest
density, the pests of the three ranks were seen after predecessors of chickpeas and
lentils. The greatest differences in the attack after the predecessors were observed
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in the order of Hemiptera. Predecessors do not affect the species composition of the
pests, but mainly their density.

Key words: Diseases, Organic farming, Oats, Pests, Phytosanitary status,
Predecessors, Weeds

BbBenenune

Poramusita Ha KynTypuTe € LEHTpajeH KOMIOHEHT Ha BCHYKH YCTOWYHBH
cuctemu 3a otmiexaane. Wijnands (1999) momuepraBa HM3KITIOUMTEITHATA POJIS
Ha pelyBaHETO Ha KyIATypuTe B OMOIIOTHYHOTO 3emezenue. CentdooOpaeHneTo
npeyiara Hal-e(eKTHBHHAT, HENPSK METON 32 HamalsiBaHE Ha BPEIUTEIIHTE,
OoJleCTUTE M TIJICBEIUTE W MOJIBPKAHETO M TMOA0OPSIBAHETO HA CTPYKTypara Ha
nmouBara u twionoponuero (Mohler and Johnson, 2009; Baldwin, 2014; Reza,
2016; Mitova and Gerasimova, 2018). Koraro kyntypute ce CMEHST, JOOMBUTE
obukHOBeHO ca ¢ 10 1o 15% mo-BUCOKM OT TE3H, OTIVICKIAHW B MOHOKYITYPH
(Frick and Johnson, 2002) wim cnen Henmoaxoasimu mpeamectBeHunu (Zarkov,
2006; Atanasova et al., 2014)

OBechbT € eauH OT HaW-3PaBOCIOBHUTE 3bPHEHO-)KUTHU KyATypu. Tou e
0orar M3TOUYHUK Ha TMPOTEHHH, CHIbpPKA BAXHU MHHEPAIH, BUTaMUHH, HUOpU U
aHTHOKCHIAHTH. [[poyuBaHMsATa TOKA3BAT, Y€ OBECHT H OBECEHATA Kallla UMaT MHOTO
TIOJIE3HN CBOWCTBA BBPXY YOBEKA — IPH pelOBHA yrmoTpeda HamalsiBaT TErIOTo,
MOHMKAaBaT KPbBHATA 3aXap M HAMAJAT PUCKA OT ChPACYHO-CHIOBU 3a00IISIBAHUSI.
OBechT IpUTEKaBa AHTHOKCHUIAHTHH, IPOTHBOBB3NAIUTEITHNA, UMYHOMO Y THPAIIH,
aHTHXOJICCTepOJIEeMUYHH U Jp. cBoiicTBa (Batalova, 2004; Savova et al., 2005;
Rajinder et all, 2013). BruonorngHuaT oBec, OCBEH Ye UMa U3KIIFOYUTEITHO MOJIE3HU
KauecTBa, MPHUTEkKaBa J00pa KOHKYPEHTHA CIIOCOOHOCT CHPSMO IUIEBEIHUTE, Ype3
e(EKTHBHO YCBOSIBAaHE Ha XPAHUTEIHUTE BEIIECTBA, AJOJIOTATHs, Pa3BUBAHE Ha
noOpara po3eTka M BHCOYMHA 3a OKpUBaHe Ha npoctpancTBoro (Rana and Rana,
2018). [Toutu He ce cpemiar U3cieaBaHUS OTHOCHO (PUTOCAHUTAPHOTO CHCTOSTHUE
¥ IPOIYKTUBHOCTTA HA OBECA B 3aBUCHMOCT OT PeayBaHETO Ha Kynrtypure. Llenrta
Ha M3CJIEIBAHETO € Jla C€ TMPOYYH BIUSHHETO HAa PA3IMYHH TPEANICCTBEHUIN
BBbpPXY (PUTOCAHUTAPHOTO CHCTOSHHE W MPOJYKTUBHOCTTA Ha 3UMYBAIl OBEC TPHU
OMOJIOTUYHO OTTVICKIAHE.

Marepuajau 1 MeTOAH

NscnenBanero e mpoBeneHo Ha mouBeH Tum cmoiHunm (Eutric Vertisols)
(Ninov, 2005) B ceptudunmpano moye 3a OHOJIOTHYHO 3eMeene, MOAIbPKaHO
ot MucTutyTa no 3emenenue — Kapuooar. [TocKusT ekcriepuMeHT € U3BEJIeH Ipe3
2015 — 2017 r. OGekT Ha npoy4BaHETO € 3uMyBall oBec copT Kexnubap, 3acsiBan
clie]] YeTUpH MpelIecTBeHNKa — Jellla, HaXyT, KapTopu U TUKBHU. [oreMuHa Ha
OINUTHATA Tapiiesa — 75 m’, Ha pekonTHara - 35 m?.

B onutHuTe napuenu e u3BbpuIBaH (UTOCAHUTAPEH MOHUTOPUHT. OTYUTAHETO
Ha TUIEBEJIUTE — BUJOBUS CHCTAB U ITBTHOCTTA € U3BBPIICHO MO KOJIMYECTBEHO-
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TeroBeH Meto (0p/m?; g/m?), BbB (paza kpaii Ha OpaTeHe ¥ HavajIo0 Ha U3KJIacsIBaHE
Ha KynTtypara. OOciefBaHUATa 3a HENPUATENN Ca W3BBPIICHHU MpPE3 MPOJIETHUS
BEreTalioHeH MepHOoJ, €IWH IbT B ceAMulara. Hampustenure ca oT4eTeHH ChC
CTaHJAPTHH €HTOMOJIOTHYHU METON — KOCEHE C EHTOMOJIOTMYHE CaK M IUPEKTHO
oruntane Bpxy 100 crr6ma (Ha 10 mectamo 10 cTebna). OnpeneneH e BUIOBHUIT UM
CHCTaB U YMCIIEHATa UM JTMHAMHKA. TaKCOHOMUYHHST aHAJIN3 HA JINCTHUTE BHIIKU
e u3BbpieH o Emden (1972) u Blackman and Eastop (1984). Onpenensinero Ha
HaIaJeHUeTO OT OOJECTH € MU3BBPIICHO Upe3 OOXOKJaHe Ha IUIOIIUTE 10 BpeMe
Ha BEreTalys Ha KyJlITypara, [0 MapIIpyTHHUIT METOJ], Upe3 Mpervie]l Ha pacTeHUs
(Stepanov and Chumakov, 1972; Krivchenko, 1984). Ciieq npubupanero € oT4eTeH
n00uBLT Ha Kyntypute (kg.da’). Jlanuute ca oOpabOTEeHH MaTeMaTHYEeCKH Ype3
JUCIIEPCUOHHUA aHaIu3 (cratuctuuecku naker BIO).

Pe3yararu u o0chbiKkaIane

B IOrousrouyna beirapusi KIMMaThT € MPEXOIHO-KOHTUTEHTAICH ChC CPEIHH
TOAMIIHA Bajexku OT 549 mm. 3umara € CpaBHUTEIHO TOIUIA, IMPOJIETTa €
KpaToTpaifHa 1 XJIaJ{Ha, JIATOTO € TOPEIIO U CYX0, €CEHTA € MPOIBDKUTETHA U TOTLIA.
Cronanckara 2014/2015 roguHa ce XxapakTepu3upa ¢ TOIJIa ¥ BIaKHA €CEH, CTy/IeHa
W BIQXHA 3WMa, BIIAXHH TPOJET M JISITO, KATO METEOPOIIOTUIHUTE YCIOBHS 32
nopeiHa rolMHa MoAYepTaBaT H3KITFOYUTETHATA CH POJIS IPU pacTeka, pa3BUTHETO
Ha KYJITYPHHTE pACTeHHS W TUICBENM W (OPMHUPAHETO MPOMYKTHBHOCTTAa Ha
Kyatypute. CpeTHOMECEUHUTE TEMIIEPATYPH 32 BCHUKH MECEIIH, C U3KITIOUeHUE Ha
OKTOMBPH U HOEMBPH, €a C TI0 — BUCOKH CTOMHOCTH B CPABHEHHE C MHOTOTO/IMIITHHTE.
Crnensamiara, 2015/2016 romuHa ce XapakTepu3upa C BIaKHAa €CEH, TOILUIa
3MMa, TOIIJIa W BIIAYKHA TPOJIET U CyXo JiATo. Cieq 3HAYMTETHOTO KOJMYECTBO Ha
naJHaJInuTe Ipe3 TPETOTO JECETAHEBHE Ha HOEMBPHU BajiexkH (45.6 mm), JeKkeMBpU
€ CPaBHUTEITHO TOITHJI M CYyX, HO B Kpasi Ha Mecella HaCThIIBA PS3KO 3aCTYISIBAHE ChC
3HaunTenHu Basexu (132.1 mm). Bucokure temneparypu npes pespyapu, MapT u
arpuil, KakTo M J00para BIIaro3armaceHoCT Ha ToYBaTa OJIaronpusTCTBAT pacTexa
U pa3BuTueTo Ha Kynrypara. Ctonanckara 2016 / 2017 ronuHa ce xapakrepusupa
ChC CyXa €CeH, CTyJeHa U CHE)XHA 3UMa, TOIUIa M CyXa MPOJIET U CYyXO U TOPEIOo
JIITO W T€3W YCIIOBUSA Ca JI0CTa HEeOIaronpusTHU 3a 3uMyBai osec (durypa 1).

[Ipe3 roguHUTE HA WU3CIEIBAHETO, B 3aBUCUMOCT OT KIMMAaTHYHUTE YCIIOBHS,
KyJTypaTa U MpeIecTBEeHUKBT, Ipeo0IiaaaBaT pa3indHy BuIoBe miesenu. C Haii-
rojisiMa TIbTHOCT ca rnymuHa (Vicia striata M.B — 10 - 21 6p./m?), mak (Papaver
rhoeas L. — 5-15 6p./m?), BunoBe noapymueta (Anthemis spp — 1-15 6p./m?) u naua
tpeBa (Polygonum aviculare L. — 4 - 13 6p./m?). CpenHo 3a mepuoja, Hai-HUCKO
3aruIeBesIsIBaHE € Clie npeamecTBenuiy jema (35 6p/m?) u Haxyrt (37 op/m?).
ChOTBETHO M TerI0TO Ha Onomacara e 42.0 u 45.8 g/m?. Cries npeieCcTBCHUIIUTE
KapTo¥ W THKBH, HUBOTO HA 3aIICBEJISIBAHETO CE IMOKA4YBa IMOBEYE OT J[BA ITBTH
— caen kapropu 71 Op/m?> u macara Ha mieBenud — 94.4 g/m? a cien TUKBHUTE
cboTBeTHO 82 Op/m? m 101.2 g/m? Taka 4e 1Mo OTHOIICHUE Ha 3aIUICBENISIBAHETO
Hal-700pUTe MPEAIIECTBEHUIIN ca HaxyT u Jjema (Tabmuma 1).
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®durypa 1. Banexu u cpennogaeBuau temmeparypu (2014 - 2017)
Figure 1. Rainfall and average daily temperatures (2014-2017)

Tabnuua 1. 3aruteBensBane npu 3uMyBan opec Kexmubap, cpeqHo 3a nepuoaa
(2015 -2017)

Table 1. Weed infestation in wintering oats Kehlibar, average for the period
(2015-2017)

Bunose miesein penmecrBenuk /Predecessor
Spesies
Haxyr Jlema Kaprogmu Tuxksu
Chick- Lentil Potatoes Pumpkins
pease
Anthemis spp 3 1 11 15
Avena fatua L. 1 1 2 4
Polygonum convolvulus 2 4 4 8
L.
Polygonum aviculare L. 5 4 13 9
Ranunculus arvensis L. 1 1 0 2
Papaver rhoeas L. 5 8 12 15
Sinapis arvensis L. 2 1 3 6
Veronica hederifolia L. 5 3 3 6
Viola tricolor L. 2 2 2 2
Vicia striata M.B. 11 10 21 15
Average, nb/m* 37 35 71 82
Average biomass, g/m? 45.8 42.0 94.4 101.2
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OcHOBHUTE TIATOT€HH, OMWCAHMU TPU OBeca ca KopoHecTa (JIMCTHA) PHKIA
(Puccinia coronata var. avenae), 6akrepuanex npurop (Pseudomonas syringae),
nokpurta taBHs (Ustilago levis) n npaxosuta miiaBus (Ustilago avenae) (111€6ep
— bytun u xon., 2005). [Ipe3 roguHuTe Ha OTYMUTAHE, IO OBECA, Ca YCTAaHOBEHU
eIMHCTBEHO eIWHUYHU pPACTeHMs 3apa3eHu C mpaxoBurta miaBHia — Ustilago
avenae (Persoon) Jensen. Crnopen 1ll&6ep — Bytun u xom., 2005 marorena ce
XapaKkTepu3upa C MPEBPHIIAHETO HA 3bpHATA HAa OBeca B Ka(siBO — UepHA Maca OT
CTIOPH ITbPBOHAYAIIHO TIOKPHUTA ChC cpedpHcTa UM, KOSTO IO BpeMe Ha IIb(Tex
ce pasmpaimaBa M OcTaBa HpaszHa MeTaunara. Cropen ChbUIUTe aBTOPH MPH 10 —
HUCKO Pa3MoOJIOKEHUTEe METIHIN € Bb3MOKHO YaCTUYHO IMopakeHue. I'nbarta ce
pasnpocTpaHsiBa 4ype3 BATbpa U Abkna. [IpenaBa ce upe3 ceMeHHHs Marepua,
B KOWTO Ce ChXpaHsBa KaTo TEIMOCHOPH WM MUIlel. B onura pasnpeneneHneTo
Ha 3a0o0lenuTe pacTeHHsi BbB BAPHUAHTUTE € PABHOMEPHO, KOETO HE IT03BOIHU
(dbopmMHpaHeTO Ha TSHICHIIMSA 3 BIMSIHHUE HA MPEAIISCTBEHNKA BbPXY 3apa3sBaHETO
Ha oBeca ¢ 0osecTTa.

Tabnuia 2. OCHOBHU HETIPHUATENH MO OBEC, OTIVICKAAH CIIE YETUPH
IpEIIeCTBCHUKA
Table 2. Main oat pests, after four predecessors

Paspen/ Bua/Spesies IpenmecrBenux/Predecessor
Range
Haxym/ | Jlewa/ | Kapmoghu/ | Tuxeu/
Chickpeas | Lentils | Potatoes | Pumkins
Sitobion avenae + + + +
Rhopalosiphum + + +
. +
padi
Rhopalosiphum n + + +
Hemiptera maidis
Philaenus N + + +
Spumarius
Schizaphis - - -
graminum Rond. i
Coleoptera Oulema melanopa + + + +
Oulema lichenis + + + +
Heteroptera Eury & fzster + - - *
integriceps
Aelia acuminata + + + +

Cnen wu3BbpIIEHUTE OOCIEIBAHUS IO OBECa Ca YCTAHOBEHU Jia BpEsT
OCeM HEeNpUATENW OT TPH paspelna W Clie] YeTHPHUTE IMpeamiecTBeHnka. Hait —
roJIsIMO BUIOBO pa3zHooOpasue ce HabmomaBa mpu paspen Hemiptera (Tabmuia
2) OTtyereHa e uuciaeHaTa JUHAMHWKa Ha OCHOBHHMTC HCIIPUATCINW II0 OBECa
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cien pasnuuHuTe npeamecrseHuun (Purypa 2). B Hail — BuUCOKa IUIBTHOCT
HETIPUATENIUTE U OT TPUTE pa3pena ce HaOMoaBaT Ciiel NPeAIIeCTBeHUIN HaxyT
u senta. ToBa BEpOSATHO c€ ABJDKU Ha a30T(UKCHpaIuTe 6akrepun mpu 6000BHUTE
KyJATYypH, OCUTYpSIBAalll a30T B I0YBaTa, B CIEICTBHE HA KOETO PACTEHHSTA Ce
pa3BuBar Mo — J00pe U ca Mo — MPHUBJICKATEIHH 32 HEMPUATEINUTE, B CPAaBHEHUE
C Te3H, OTIVICKAAHU CJIe JPyTruTe JBa MpenanecTsenuka. Hait — ronemu paznuku
B HAIAJCHUETO CJIE/ NPEIIeCTBEHUIIUTE ce Habmonasar npu paspen Hemiptera.
K®M pazpena cnaiaT IMCTHU BBIIKH U IUKAIH, KOUTO Ca CMYYEIIH U MPEATIOYNTAT
1o — Ooratu Ha MPOTEHH PACTUTEIHUA COKOBE, KOUTO BEPOSATHO CE€ MOJTydaBar Mpu
pacTeHus OTIICKAAHU ciiel 6000B NPEIICCTBEHUK.

15 A

6p./cTbbno

10 -

HaxyT neula KapTodu TUKBU

B Hemiptera m Coleoptera Heteroptera

@urypa 2. YncaeHa JuHaMUKa Ha HENIPUATEIUTE 110 OBECa CIlIe YETUPU
IPEIIECTBEHUKA (CPEIHO 3a TPUTE TOJUHU)
Figure 2. Numerical dynamics of pests after four predecessors (on average for the
three years)

BrusiHue Ha npeniiecTBeHUIIMTE BbPXY NPOAYKTHBHOCTTA Ha oBec Kexmubap
0 TOJIMHUTE ca npeacraBeHu Ha Tabmuia 3. [lopaau 61aronpusTHOTO ChYeTaHKE
Ha TEeMIIepaTypa | Biara npe3 BereTaiusTa Ha 3MMyBalll OBEC JJOOUBHT Ha 3bPHO €
ChILECTBEHO 1O BUcok npe3 2015 u 2016 pexonTHure ronunu B cpaBHenue ¢ 2017
r. Haii-Bucok no6uB Ha 3bpHO (375 kg/da') e peanusupan cien mpeaiecTBEHUK
nemra npe3 2015 r., a Hali-uuchk — npe3 2017 . cnen Tuksu (255 kg/da™). Cpeano
3a [epro/ia Hal-BUCOK JTI0OUB € ciie/ mpeiecTBeHuK Jiema (366 kg.da'), ciensano
ot HaxyT (345 kg.da'). Haii-Hucku ca m0OMBUTE B ONHUTHHUTE MAPLEIH CIIE
npeaniectBenuire kaprodu (295 kg.da') u tuksu (261 kg.da').
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Tabmuma 3. [IpogykTuBHOCTTA Ha 3UMYyBaIl oBec Kexymbap cien pa3iuaHu
npeamectBernnu (kg.da')
Table 3. Productivity of wintering oats Kehlibar after different predecessor (kg.

da)
T'oguau/Years
[IpenmecTBeHNK 2014/2015 2015/2016 | 2016/2017 CpenHo 3a
Predecessor neproaa/
Average

Kg/da' | % |Kg/da'| % |Kg/da'| % |Kg/da'| %
Haxyt/Chickpeas 340 100 | 360 |100| 336 100 | 345 100
Jlema/Lentils 375 110 | 362 [101] 362 108 | 366 | 106
Kaprodwu/Potatoes 285 84 | 322 | 89 | 278 83 295 86
Tuxeu/ Pumkins 258 75 269 | 74 | 255 77 261 76
LSD 5% 2291 31.18 19.08
1% 32.95 44.84 27.43
0.1% 48.46 65.95 40.35

VC, %
—VC, %

HaxyT/Chickpeas
15

4,15

5
Tukeu/Pumking ;8 1/\

\/ 5,7 Newa/Lentils

10,15
KapToou/Potatoes

@urypa 3. Bapuannonen xoepuueHTt Ha JoOuBa mpu 3uMyBail oBec Kexinbap
ciell pa3inyHu npeamectseHunu (%)
Figure 3. Variable yield factor in wintering oats Kehlibar after different
predecessor (%)

Haii-crabunen mo roguHu € MOOWUBBT Ciell MPEAIISCTBEHUIIUTE - HaXyT
(Bapupanero Ha gobuBa e 4.15 %) u nema (5.70%). Cnen mpeaiecTBEHUIIUTE

KapTohu ¥ TUKBU BapUPAHETO HA JOOWMBA € 3HAYUTEIHO MO-BUCOKO, CHOTBETHO
10.15 u 11.81 % (Durypa 3).
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H3BoaM

3a 3umyBai oBec Kexmubap, oTriex1aH B OMOIIOTHYHO 3eMeeie, Hail-100bp
npeaniectBeHuk e nema (366 kg.da'), cnensana or Haxyt (345 kg.da'). JIoOuBbT
€ BUCOK, a HUBO Ha 3aIlICBEJIIBAaHE € CPABHUTENIHO HHUCKO. Hall-HUCBK TOOHB U
Hal-BUCOKA CTETICH Ha 3aIlJICBEJISIBAHE ca ClIe MpeAIiecTBeHUIuTe kKaprodu (295
kg.da') u TukBu (261 kg.da™).

[Ipe3 nepuoaa Ha MpoyyBaHETO HE € POpPMUPaHA TEHACHIUS 32 BIUSHUETO Ha
NPEeIIECTBEHUKA BbPXY HalaIeHHETO OT OOJIECTH.

B Haii — BHCOKa IUTBTHOCT HENPUATEINUTE U OT TPUTE pa3pena ce HalonaBar
CJIe/l IPeIIeCTBEHUIN HaXyT U Jiema. Hail — ronemu pa3iuku B HaNaAeHUETO CIIe]
IpeecTBeHUIUTe ce Halmonasat npu paspen Hemiptera. IlpeniiecTBeHUIINTE
HE BT HA BUJJOBUS ChCTAB HA HEMPHUATEIUTE,  OCHOBHO Ha TAXHATA IUITBTHOCT.
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