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Abstract

Nikolova, 1., Georgieva, N. & Delchev, G. (2018). Evaluation of the stability of insec-
ticidal products applied to control of major insect pests in alfalfa. Field Crops Studies,
XI(1), 17-24.

A statistical evaluation was carried out to characterize the representativeness and cred-
ibility of the two biological (NeemAzal T/S and Pyrethrum) and one synthetic (Nurelle
D) insecticides on seed yield in alfalfa by dispersion analysis and Fischer’s parametric F
criterion. Kang’s YSi aggregate stability criterion, taking into accounts both stability and
yield value gave a negative evaluation of the untreated control characterizing it as the low-
est yield. According to this criterion, the most technologically valuable was treatment with
Nurelle D, followed by application of Pyrethrum. Those options combined high yield and
very high stability of the indicator over the years. In terms of technology to grow alfalfa for
seeds, the treatment with NeemAzal T/S received a score of 0. It combined lower yields, but
good stability over the study years.
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BbBenenune

buonectunuanre 3aeMar Bce MO-BaXKHO MSCTO B PACTUTEITHOZALIUTHHS CEKTOP
(Copping and Menn, 2000). Te ca Bucoko epukacHu, OE30MACHA U €KOJIOTUIHO
npuemiuBy (Nathan et al., 2004; Mouffok et al., 2007). OOuuTe TeHaASHIINH Tpe3
MOCJIETHUTE JIBE JCCETHJICTHS C€ M3pa3siBaT B HaMalsiBAHE Ha 3aBHCHUMOCTTA OT
CUHTETUYHU MHCEKTHUIIUIU IPU KOHTPOJI HA HACEKOMHHTE BPEIUTENH B CEJIICKOTO U
rOpPCKO CTOIMAHCTBO, KaKTO M omna3BaHe Ha okoiHara cpena (Cloyd and Dickinson,
2006). ExomoruuHUAT KOHTPOJI HAa HEMPHUATEIUTE Ype3 U3MOI3BaHE HA PACTUTEIHA
EKCTPAaKTH HE Ca HOBU MPAKTHKH, HO MMa HYXJa OT HAyYHH TMOJXOIH, 3a Jla ce
orpeneny epukacHOCTTa Ha OOTAaHWYECKHUTE MECTUIMIN B MPAKTHYEH aCHEKT U
OCUTYPH MKOHOMHYECKH M3To/IeH KOHTpoJ Ha Bpeautenute (Hajek, 2004; Shiberu
etal., 2013).

TBI Karo OCHOBHATAa TEHJCHUUS B CBETOBHOTO 3E€MEJAEIIME € CBbp3aHa ¢
BB3/ICHCTBHE BHPXY MPOIYKTUBHOCTTA HA PACTEHUSTA C 11eJ HEWHOTO MOBUIIIaBaHEe
(Zhelyazkova, 2007), oT 3HaueHHEe € TOCIEACUCTBUETO HA OWOIOTUYHHTE
WHCEKTHIIUAN BBPXY CEJICKOCTONAHCKHS JOOWB M HEroBara CTAaOMIIHOCT Ipe3
ronunuTe. [IpoyuBaHuATa 3a CTaOWIHOCTTAa Ha MpUiIaraHe Ha OUOJOTUYHU
WHCEKTUITUIHM MIPOAYKTH Ca BCE OIlE B HaYaJIeH eTan B bbiarapus. YcraHoBeHH ca
HSIKOW TEXHOJIOTUYIHO IICHHH BapUAHTH ¢ OMOJIOTMYHU M CUHTCTHYHU MPOAYKTH C
pa3IMYHO OMOJOTHYHO JAEWCTBUE, MPHUIOKEHU CaMOCTOSTEIHO U B KOMOWHAIuS,
KOHWTO ChUETaBaT BUCOKA CTAOMIIHOCT U MIPOAYKTUBHOCT MPEe3 Pa3INIHUTE TOANHU
npu ¢pypaxen rpax u ¢uit (Delchev et al., 2013; Georgieva et al., 2013), Ho
TE3H M3CJIEBAHUS CE HEIOCTAaThYHHU M HajlaraT HeoOXOAMMOCTTa OT 3HAYUTEIHO
pasmmMpsBaHe Ha U3CIIe0BaTEICKaTa JEHHOCT B Ta3U HACOKA.

Ilenra Ha wu3cieIBaHETO € Ja C€ HalpaBu OLIEHKa Ha CTaOWIHOCTTa Ha
MHCEKTUIIUAHU MPOIYKTH ¢ OMOJIOTHYEH MPOU3XO]] HAa OCHOBATa Ha I00MB ceMeHa
IIpH JIOLIEPHA.

Marepuajy 4 MeTOIU

ITpe3 nepuona 2012-2014 e npoBeaeHO OMONIOTUYHO U3MUTBAHE HA MPOLYKTH
Ha OMOJIOTMYHA OCHOBA CpEIly OCHOBHHM HETIPHSTENIH INpH JirouepHa. M3non3Ban
€ M equH cuHTeTndyeH nHcektuuua— Hypene /1 (ctannmapr) 3a cpaBHenue (Taou.
1). OnuThT € U3BeCH MO METO/IA Ha IBITUTE MapIeNu Cbe cenTOeHa HopMa 25 kg
ha'!, ronemuna Ha pexontHara napuenka 10.4M?, B TpU MOBTOPEHUSI H €CTECTBEH
¢oH Ha 3amacsiBaHe Ha I10YBATa C OCHOBHUTE XPAaHUTENHU BellecTBa. Hampasena e
CTaTUCTUYECKA OLICHKA Ype3 AUCIIEPCUOHEH aHAIM3 U NapamMeTpudeH Kpurepuil F
Ha @umep (Shannin, 1977; Barov, 1982) 3a xapakTepusupane npecTaBUTETHOCTTA
U JIOCTOBEPHOTO BIUSHHUE BHPXY 100MBa Ha (pypaxk MpH JIOLEpHA ClIe/l TPETUPaHe
C IIPOYYBAaHUTE NPOAYKTU. AHAIM3bT Ha BapHAHCA € OCBHILIECTBEH C IIOMOINTA
Ha mporpamata ANOVA (Lidanski, 1988). IlpencraBeHu ca mapaMeTpuTe Ha
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CTabMJIHOCT 3a oOuB. Bapuancure Ha crabunnoct (6”1 S*) mo Shukla (1972) u
exoBanenca W, mo Wricke (1962) nokaspar kakBa 4acT OT BADMPAHETO, CBbP3aHO C
B3aMMOACUCTBUCTO HA NPCIIAPATUTE U TOAUHHUTEC, C€ ABJIKHU HA KOHKPCTHU A BAPUAHT.
Ypes kpurepus 3a crabunnoct (YS) na Kang (1993) e npencraBena HeHHOCTTa
Ha BCEKHM BapWaHT, IPU €THOBPEMEHHO OTYMTAHE CTOMHOCTTA Ha MOKa3areys U
CTaOMIIHOCTTA Ha BapHaHTa. 3a M3YMCIIABaHE HA TE3W MapaMeTpH € U3IO0J3BaHa
nporpamata STABLE nHa Louisiana State University Agricultural Center, Baton
Rouge, USA (1993).

Tabauna 1. XapakrepucTruka Ha IPOLYyKTUTE
Table 1. Characteristic of products

[Ipunarana
) AxtuBHO BemiectBo / | [IpowsBoauren /
Bapuanru / Variants . J03a Ha ha /
Active substance Producer
Dose per ha

Tpetupane ¢ Boga /
1. K trol - 3001
outpoina / Contro Water treatment

1 % azagupaxtuH A+
0,5% azamupaxTun
b,B, I, 1u2,5%
HuMcyoctanmms / 1%

Trifolio — M, I'epmanus

MPOIYKT OT HHAUKUCKOTO

nbpBo Hum Azadirachta

TPOU3BOJICTBO) / | azadirachtin A + indica A. / Trifolio - M, |500 ml

NeemAzal T/S (organic . . Germany product of
. 0.5% azadirachatin .

production) the Indian tree Neem

(1)
B, C, D, E and 2.5% Azadirachta indica A.
neem substance

32% excTpakT OT

2. Humazan T/C
(ObnonmornuHo

nupeTpyM (25% Andermatt Biocontrol,

nupeTpuH); 36% [IBeMmapus

CyCcaMOBO Macjo HaTypaJieH eKCTPaKT
?61/112:11()) ig‘){ };11\(4) ®CEK 36% npuenurenu ot Chrysanthemum
HPOH3BOACTEO)/ / MEKHU KaJIueBU cinerariefolium / 50 ml
Pyrethrum FS EK camrysan) / 32% Andermatt Biocontrol,
(organic production) pyrethrum extract Switzerland

(25% pyrethrin); natural extract of

36% sesame oil and | Chrysanthemum
36% adherents / soft | cinerariefolium
potassium soaps)

Dow AgroSciences-
50 g/l nunepmerpun + | Muguana, CAILL
500 g/l xnopnupudoc | muperpouseH

4. Hypene J1 / Nurelle D |—etun /50 g /1 uHcekTHu / Dow 400 ml
cypermethrin + 500 g | AgroSciences - Indiana,
/1 chlorpyrifos-ethyl |[USA

pyrethroid insecticide
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Pe3yararu u 00cbxIaHE

HampaBena e craructuyecka OIEHKa 3a XapaKTepH3HpaHe CTaOWIHOCTTa H
JOCTOBEPHOTO BIMSHUE Ha OMoOJOrMYHUTE MHCEKTHIMAN Humazan u [luperpywm,
BbpXy JOOMBa Ha CEMEHa MpH JIOIepHa 4Ype3 IUCIEPCHOHEH aHalu3 |
napameTpuuHus kpurepuid F va @umep (Shannin, 1977; Barov, 1982).

[onuHUTE HA pOyUYaHe OKa3BaT 3HAYMTETHO BIMSHUE BbPXY JOOMBA ceMeHa —
22.1% ot oburoTo Bapupane rmpu nznursanute BapuanTh (Taou. 2). To e oOycioBeHo
OT HEeEHAKBATa peaKiis Ha BApUAHTUTE KbM IPOMSHATA B YCIOBUATA HA CpeaTa,
pe3ynTar OT pa3IMuusATa B arpoMeTEeOopOJOTHYHHUTE yciaoBus mpe3 roxuHure. C
Hal-ToJIsIMa CUJIA Ha BIIUSIHUE C€ OTIINYaBa (akTopbT BU Ha ipenaparute — 54.1%.
BnusiHueTo Ha TOAMHUTE W MperapaTuTe € MHOTO J00pe J0Ka3zaHO MpU HUBO HA
BeposTHOCT p<0.01.

YCTaHOBEHOTO JOKa3aHO B3aMMOJEHCTBHE Ha IMPENAPATUTE C YCIOBUATA
npe3 rogunute (A x B) — 4.1%, npu HUBO Ha BepoaTHOCT p<0.5 KOpecrnoHIupa
C BB3/ICHCTBUETO HA YCIIOBUATA MPE3 PA3TUIHUTE TOANHHU BHPXY 100MBa CEMEHa.

Ta6auna 2. /[ucnepcroHeH aHaau3 1o OTHOIIeHHE Ha 1o0uBa cemeHa (kg/ha)
IIPY JIIOLIEPHA CJIEM TPETHPAHE ChC CHHTETHYEH U OMOJIOTUYHU TPOIYKTH
Table 2. Analysis of variance for productivity of seed yield (kg ha') of alfalfa
after treatment with synthetic and biological products

Cremnenu Ha Cyma ot Bimsane Ha Cpennan
W3tounuk Ha Bapupase / cBoOoma/ KBaJpat/ (hakropa, % / KBaJpaTH /
Source of variation Degrees of Sum of Influence of Mean
freedom squares factor,% square
Oomo/Total 35 66382.8 100 -
brokose/ Tract of land 2 1178.8 1.8 589.4
Bapuantu / Variants 11 53451.5 80.3 4859.2%**
daktop A — l'ogunm /
Factor A — Years 2 14688.0 22.1 7344.0%**
@akrop B - [Ipenaparu /
Factor B - Products 3 36666.3 54.1 12222 .1%%*
AxB 6 2097.3 4.1 349.5*
I'penika / Pooled error 22 11952.5 17.9 543.3
*p<0.5  **p<0.1 ***p<0.01

BsaumogeiictBuero mMexay (akTopuTe rojMHA X Mpenapar ce H3M03BOJIsABa
3a OIleHKa Ha CTAaOWJIHOCTTA Ha MPOSIBUTE Ha BCEKHW BapHaHT IPe3 TOJUMHHUTE Ha
OCHOBATa Ha CJICTHUTE MOKa3aTeNIi: BApUAHCH Ha CTAOMIIHOCT 012 u Si2 o Shukla,
exoBasienc W, mo Wricke u kpurepuii 3a cradbunnoct YS, na Kang (Ta6a. 3).
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Tadnauua 3. [Tapamerpu Ha cTaOMITHOCT HAa BapUaHTHTE 32 JI0OUB CEMEHa NpU
JIOLIEPHA CJIe]] TPETUPAHEe TI0 OTHOILICHUE Ha TOAUHHUTE

Table 3. Stability parameters of the variants for productivity of alfalfa seed yield
after treatment in regard to the years

BapuanTu / Variants X o’ S? w. YS,
Humazan / NeemAzal T/S 221.1 -133.8 -6.1 40.6 0
[Mupetpym / Pyrethrum 259.9 485.8 80.7 660.2 4+
Hypene /1 /Nurelle D 286.0 -111.3 354 63.1 7+
Kontpona /Control 204.8 1154.3* 155.8 1328.7 -2

[IpenBua THIKYBaHETO Ha CTOMHOCTHTE Ha MOKA3aTEJIMTE Ha CTaOWMITHOCT csi2
¥ S’, YUHTO TIO-HUCKH CTOMHOCTH OINpPENENAT BApPHAHTUTE KaToO I0-CTAOUIIHM,
U TBIKYBAHETO Ha eKkoBajieHca W, NPH KOWTO IO-BUCOKHMTE CTOHHOCTHTE
OTIPEIEIIAT TTO-HECTAOWICH ChOTBETHHSI BAPUAHT, CE€ YCTAHOBSBA, Y€ CTMHCTBECHHO
HeTpeTUpaHara KOHTpoJa ¢ HectabminHa. [Ipu Hes cTOHOCTUTE Ha BApUAHCHUTE HA
crabunnocT 6 u S? no Shukla u Ha exoBanenca W, mo Wricke ca Haii-BHCOKH.
IIpy KOHTpoOJIaTa CHIECTBYBA HECTAOMIHOCT OT JIMHEEH TUIl — CTOMHOCTHTE Ha G
ca nokasanu. CroiiHocTure Ha S ca HeloKa3aHu. Tasu HECTAOMITHOCT CE ABIDKH
Ha Pa3IMKUTE B JIOOMBUTE, KOUTO TIPE3 OTJCITHUTE TOAMHHU B IMOBEYETO CIIydal ca
HEJIOKa3aHM.

O6o6maBamuaTKpuTepui3actabunnoctY S naKang, mopau e ITHOBpEMEHHOTO
OTYMTaHE Ha CTAOWJIHOCTTA W CTOMHOCTTA Ha JOOWBa JaBa HETaTHBHA OIlEHKA Ha
KOHTPOJIHUS BAPUAHT, OI[EHSBAMKHN IO KaTO Hali-HUCKO MTPOAYKTUBEH U HECTAOMIICH.

[TpoTHBOIONOKHO, KATO TEXHOJIOTUYHO HAW-IICHEH CE OTKPOsSBa BApUAHTHT C
Hypeune /I, cnensano ot tpetupane ¢ [Tupetpym. Te3n BapuaHTH ChueTaBaT BUCOKH
TO0OUBHM ¥ MHOTO BHCOKa CTAOMITHOCT HA TO3M MOKA3aTeJl IPE3 Pa3TUIHUTE TOIUHH.
OT miegHa TOYKA HA TEXHOJOTHATA 3a OTIIEXKIAHE Ha JIFOIIEPHA 3a CEMEHa,
CaMOCTOATEIHOTO TpeTupaHe ¢ Humaszanm nmomyyaBa ouenka 0. To chueraBa mo-
HUCKH JIOOMBHU, HO 100pa CTaOMITHOCT Mpe3 OTJASITHUTE TOJUHU Ha TIPOYUYBAHETO.

HN3BoaM

Bbpxy no0uBa cemeHa OT JrolepHa 3HAYUTETHO BIMSIHUE OKa3BaT OAMHUTE Ha

21



ISSN: 2535-1133 (Online) Field Crop Studies (2018) XI(1): 17-24
ISSN: 1312-3882 (Print)

npoyuyaHe — 22.1% ot o01moTo BapupaHe MpU U3NUTBAHUTE MPOAYKTH, TOKATO C
Hal-ToJIsIMa CUJIA Ha BIIUSIHUE C€ OTIIMYaBa (akTopbT BU Ha ipenaparute — 54.1%.
TexHONMOrMYHO HAW-IIEHHO 3BEHO, CHUETABAILIO BHCOKH JOOWBH M MHOTO BHCOKA
CTa0MJIHOCT Ha TO3M MOKAa3ares Mpe3 Pa3MYHUTE TOIWHH, € TPETHPAHETO Ha
pacrenusita ¢ Hypene /I, cnensano ot tperupane ¢ Iluperpym.

CamocrosarenHoro Tperupane ¢ Humazan chueraBa 1mo-HUCKU J100MBH, HO 100pa
CTaOMIIHOCT TIpe3 OTJCIHUTE TONMHH Ha TIPOYyYBAHETO.
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