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Pesrome

B 1nouBeHO-KIMMAaTHYHHUTE YCIOBHUSI HAa MHUKpopaiioHa Ha Tp. IlieBeH € M3BBPIICHO CPABHUTEIHO amIie-
norpadcko uzcnenBane Ha naTponyuupanus ot HUMBuB — Kumnnes, Mongosa knon Hlapnone 37/28 u 6b1-
rapckust [llapnone 6/48 xato koHTposia. M3cneasaneTo e nposeneHo B ExciepumenTtannata 0a3a Ha UHCTUTYT
10 JTI03apcTBO 1 BuHApCTBO — [liteBen mpe3 mepuona 2011 — 2013 . YcraHoBeHo e, ye deHodasute ,,Hagaao Ha
Ib(OTEX U ,,HAgaJI0 Ha y3psABaHE HAa TPO3JETO  HACTHIIBAT ¢ 3—4 mHU 1mo-pano nipu Lllapmone 37/28, Ho Tpo3aeTo
MY JIOCTHTA JI0 TEXHOJOTHYHA 3psUIOCT MouTH eqHoBpemeHHo ¢ [llapmone 6/48. Lllapmone 6/48 ce xapakTepusu-
pa c MareMaTH4ecKy JOKa3aHa Mo-100pa JeHCTBUTEIHA POAOBUTOCT, IOBEUE TUIOAHH JIETOPACIH C 3 Ipo3aa U
OTHOCHUTEIIHO TO-BUCOK CPeJIeH JOOMB OT j103a, cripsimo Llaprone 37/28. [pu ycnoBusTa Ha eKCliepuMeHTaIHaTa
pabota Illapmone 37/28 nposiBsiBa j100pa MPOAyKTUBHOCT, MHTCH3UBHO 3aXapOHATPYINBaHE W JOCTATHUHO TH-
TpyeMH KHCEIIMHH B TPO3JETO, B PE3YJITAT Ha KOETO TO € TMOAXOSAIIO 3a ToTyyaBaHe Ha Ka4eCTBEHU Oen CyXu
BrHA. To3W KIIOH ce ajantupa MHOTO 100pe KbM IMOYBEHO-KJIIMMAaTHIHUTE OCOOSHOCTH Ha MUKPOpPAiioHa Ha TP.
[IneBen u Moxe 1a ObJle pa3mpoOCTpaHsIBaH Ha MMO-TOJIEMH TUIONIN, KAKTO W M3CJIEABAH MPH JPYTH YCIOBUS Ha
MECTOpacTEHe.

KumouoBu nymu: lllapaone; kimonose 37/28 u 6/48; cpaBHUTENICH OMOMETPHUYCH (TMCTIEPCHOHEH) aHAJIH3,;
(eHonornyHu, arpoOHOJIOTMYHN M TEXHOJIOTUYHH TOKA3aTeNN
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Abstract

A comparative ampelographic study of the introduced by the Research Institute of Viticulture and Enology
(NIIViV) — Chisinau, Moldova Chardonnay 37/28 clone and the Bulgarian Chardonnay 6/48 as a control, has
been carried out in the soil and climatic conditions of the micro-region of Pleven. The research was conducted at
the Experimental Department of the Institute of Viticulture and Enology — Pleven during the period 2011 — 2013.
It has been found that the phenophases “beginning of flowering” and “beginning of grape ripening” take place 3 —
4 days earlier in Chardonnay 37/28, but its grapes reach technological maturity almost simultaneously with those
of Chardonnay 6/48. Chardonnay 6/48 is characterized by mathematically proven better actual fertility, more
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fruiting shoots with 3 clusters, and a relatively higher average yield per vine, compared to Chardonnay 37/28.
Under the experimental conditions, Chardonnay 37/28 shows good productivity, intensive sugar accumulation and
sufficient titratable acids in grapes, as a result of which it is suitable for obtaining quality white dry wines. This
clone adapts very well to the soil and climatic parameters of the Pleven micro-region, and it can be distributed
over larger areas, as well as studied in other habitat conditions.

Key words: Chardonnay; clones 37/28 and 6/48; comparative biometric (dispersion) analysis; phenological,

agrobiological and technological indicators

BBBEJIEHHUE

[lox BB31EiiCTBIETO HA MHOTO A0MOTUYHU U Ou-
OTHYHHU (PAKTOPU MPU JIO30BUTE COPTOBE, BH3HUK-
BaT MYTAI[MOHHU M3MEHEHHS 3acsATallll MPEAUMHO
YCTPOMCTBOTO M PyHKITMUTE HA IIBETA, TOJIEMHHATA
u opmara Ha TPO3/1a, EAPUHATA U OIIBETSIBAHETO HA
KOJKHIIaTa Ha 3bpHATA, CTEIIEHTA Ha M3PECSIBaHE U
MUJIepaHIaX u ap. To3n orpoMeH moauMophu3bM
ce M3IMOJ3Ba 3a MOMOOpsSBaHEe HA CTOMAHCKH 3HA-
YUMUTE UM aMIiejorpad)Cku XapaKTePUCTHKHU TI0
METO/la Ha KJIOHOBO-CaHUTapHaTa ceyekuus. Ypes
HETro ca Ch3/1aJICHH TOJIsiM Opoi KJIOHOBE, pa3inya-
BaII[H CE 10 MPOAYKTHUBHOCT, KAY€CTBO Ha TPO3AETO
u BuHOTO (Galet, 1990; Moretti, 1998; Kozma, 1971;
Krastanova, 1980; Kondarev et al., 1972; Kondarev
& Draganov, 1974; Todorov, 1970a, 1970b; Fregoni,
1974; Grimplet et al., 2017; Grimplet et al., 2019;
Gongalves et al., 2019; Hébert-Haché et al., 2021).
Enun ot copToBeTe, npu KOWTO ChIIECTBYBA IOJs-
Mo (peHoTumnHo pazHoobpasue e [apone. [Tpous-
XOIBT My HE € HaIlbJIHO YCTaHOBEH, HO CE€ CUMTa
3a ()peHCKHU Os1 BUHEH COPT, Thil KaTO Ce OTTIICK-
Jla OTAaBHA B panioHHTe Ha byprynnus u Illamma-
Hus (Viala & Vermorel, 1905; Galet, 1958, 1976,
1990). CopThT € pa3npocTpaHeH B MOYTH BCUUKHU
JI03apCKHU CTpaHU, a B bearapus € uHTpoaynHupaH
oT @paHnysa B Ha4an0To Ha XX BEK U MPOYUYEH OT
Henenue u Konpapes (Nedelchev & Kondarev,
1936). IlaukoB u ap. (Tsankov et al., 1971) mocousa,
4ye MpH TO3U COPT UMa JIO3H CKJIOHHU B pa3jIMiHa
CTeneH KbM u3pecsBane, a Muxaitinos (Mihaylov,
1976) nabniomaBa HUCKO- U BHCOKOMPOAYKTHBHH
BapHalliy, OTIIMYABAIU C€ 10 ToJieMUuHa U (op-
Ma Ha TPO3J1, POAOBUTOCT, KOJTMYECTBO U Ka4eCTBO
Ha JioOuBa. BB ®@paHnus MMa Ch3/1aJICHH MHOTO
kJoHOBe OT LllapoHe ¢ pa3inyHO HampaBlieHUE Ha
W3MOJI3BaHE Ha I'PO3/IeTO: KJIOH 548 (3a KayecTBo),
KJoHoBeTe 75, 78, 96, 118, 119, 122, 125, 128, 130,
132 u 277 (3a IpOAYKTUBHOCT) U KJIOHOBETe 76, 95,
121, 124, 131 u 809 (3a npoAYKTHUBHOCT U KaYE€CTBO)
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(Galet, 1990, 1994). B Uranus cbiio ca oTOpaHu
MHOT'O KJIOHOBE, HO Hali-TOJISIMO Pa3npoCTpaHEHUE
uma [llapmone R8 (Moretti, 1994). 3a pasmHOxaBa-
HE U 3acakJaHe B YKpaiiHa ca IpenopbyaHu 2 KJo-
Ha — [lapnone 4876 u Wlapnone 4536 (Guseynov
et al., 2011; Gadzalo et al., 2015). B bearapus nipes
1994 1. e ytBBpAEH OT JIBbprkaBHA COPTOBA KOMUCHS
[Tapnone kion 6/48 (Nakov, 2006). IlenTa Ha ToBa
U3CJIeIBaHE € U3BBPIIBAHETO HA CPAaBHUTEIICH aM-
nenorpad)CKu aHaIu3 Ha HHTponyuupanus ot HU-
NJIuB — Kummues, Monnosa lapnone kinon 37/28
IpU MOYBEHO-KIIMMATUYHUTE yCIOBUS Ha MUKpPO-
paiioHa Ha rp. [1neBeH.

MATEPUAJIN U METOAH

CpaBHUTEITHOTO aMTIeNIorpad)CKo U3CIIeABaHE Ha
untpoayuupanusg or HUMJIuB — Kumunes, Mos-
nosa lllapmone kiton 37/28 u 6bnrapckus [llapmone
KJIOH 6/48 KaTo KOHTpoOJia € M3BBPIICHO B Ekcrie-
puMeHTasnHaTa 6a3a Ha IHCTUTYT 1O J103apCTBO U
BUHApcTBO — [IneBeH B mMpoab/KeHHe Ha TPU MO-
crnenoBarenHu roguau — 2011 1., 2012 . 1 2013 .
ExcrniepumeHTannuTe 03M OT /BaTa BapuaHTa ce
OTTJIeXKJAT Ha CThONeHa (HOpMUpPOBKA B KIIOHOB
y4acTBK NpH pa3cTosiHue Ha 3acaxkaane 3,00/1,30
m ¥ ca npucaaeHu Ha nomioxkara [lacna x bep-
naujuepu 41 b. Ha no3ute exeromHo e mpuiarana
CMECEHa CHUCTeMa Ha pe3uTOa Ha 3psJio ¢ U3paBHE-
HO HaTOBapBaHe OT 32 3MMHHU 04U — 6 yena 1o 2 o4u
u 2 nnoauu npbuku 1o 10 oun. Ilpe3 Bereranusrta
ca mpoBeicH (DEHOJIOTMYHY HAOIFOICHHU I, BKITHOY-
Ballli yCTAaHOBSBaHE HAYAJIOTO Ha Ib(Texa, y3ps-
BAHETO M TEXHOJOTMYHATA 3PSJIOCT Ha TPO3AETO
(mara). OTYeTeHH ca HaW-BaXXKHHUTE IMOKA3aTeIIM Ha
JeUCTBUTETHATA POAOBUTOCT — IIPOLIEHT HA pa3BH-
TUTE 3UMHHM OYH U IJIOAHM JIETOPACIIH, JIETOPACIU
c 1, 2 u 3 rpo3na, KoePHUITUEHT HA POJOBUTOCT Ha
JeTopachka U IozeH jgeropackia. Crnen ¢genodasza



OMEKBaHE Ha 3bpHATa € MPOCIEICH XapakTepa Ha
JUHAMMKaTa Ha HATPyIBaHE Ha 3axapuTe. B TexHo-
JIOTMYHA 3pSUIOCT HA TPO3AETO B €AHH M CHIIH JaTH
¢ U3BBpILICHA OepuTOaTa M Ca OTYETEHH TOKa3aTe-
JHUTE Ha MPOAYKTUBHOCT — Cpe/lHAa Maca Ha I'po3,
cpezeH 100MB OT JI03a U KauecTBO HA I'PO3/AETO —
3axapu (%), TuTpyemMu kucennHu (g/dm?) u rimroko-
aIlMIOMETPUYCH MOKa3aTel (CbOTHOILICHUE MEXK Y
3axapHuTe U THTPyeMHUTE KucennHn). M3cnenBanero
€ M3BBPILICHO 10 M3BECTHUTE W MPUJIATaHH y Hac
amrnesnorpa)cki METOAMKU M YTBBPICHUTE ETaIH
Ha KJIOHOBaTa cenekuus mpu yo3ara (Nakov et al.,
2011; Bulgarian Ampelography, Vol. 1, 1990). 3a
MaTeMaTH4yecKka OIEHKAa M aHaJIU3 Ha IOJIYy4YeHHU-
Te OMOMETPUYHH JIAaHHH € MPHUJIOKEH t-TeCTHT Ha
CTIONBHT, OT CTAaTUCTHYECKHUS MAKET MPHIJIOKHH
nporpamu SPSS 17 (Mokreva, 2007).

PE3YJITATU U OBCBXJAHE

[Ipu mouBEHO-KIMMATUYHUTE YCIOBUS HA palio-
Ha Ha Tp. [IneBeH, cpaBHUTENHUTE (EHOIOTUIHU
HAOJTIOICHU S TTOKA3BaT, Y€ CPETHO 32 TPUTOIAHIICH
Nepuoz, HAYaJI0TO Ha b(TEKa U HAYAJIOTO HA y3-
psaBaHeTo Ha rposneto npu Llapnone kion 37/28
KJIOH HACTBIBAT ¢ 3 — 4 JIHU NO-PaHO B CPaBHEHUE
¢ kouTponara Hlapaone kion 6/48 (Taba. 1). [lpu
MHTPOAYLHMpaHus KJIoH (eHodasza ubPpTex 3anou-
Ba B Kpas Ha Maifl — 28.05., a y3pssBaHETO Ha rpo3/ie-

TO — Ha 24.07., a ipu ApyTHUsi — ChOTBETHUTE JATH
ca 01.06. u 27.07. I'po3aeTo Ha ABaTa KJIOHA JIOCTH-
ra J10 TEXHOJOIMYHA 3PSJIOCT €AHOBPEMEHHO B Ha-
yasnoto Ha mecerr cenrremBpu —03.09. [Ipe3 nepuona
Ha M3CJIeIBAHETO Hali-paHO HACTHIBAT (peHodazute
Ha Beretanus npe3 Il roguna: Hayano Ha wbdrex
Ha 26.05. (IHapmone 37/28) u na 30.05. (Llapmone
6/48), Hauaso Ha y3psiBaHE HA TPO3/IETO — ChOTBET-
Ho Ha 12.07. n na 15.07., a TexHonorn4yHara 3psaoct
Ha Tpo3fieTo — Ha 23.08. YcTaHOBEeHUTE pa3nuyus
10 TOIMHU BBB (DEHOJIOTHsATA HA JABaTa KIOHA 03-
HayaBa, Y€ T€ CUJIHO C€ BIUAAT OT YCJIOBUATA Ha
BBHIIIHATA Cpefia.

[Tokazarenute Ha JEHCTBUTEIHATA POJOBUTOCT
MIpU U3CIIEBAHUTE KJIOHOBE ca Onm3ka mo abco-
motHu ctoiHocTute (Tabum. 2). CpenHo 3a meprona
MPOIEHTHT Ha Pa3BUTHUTE 3MMHH OYM TPH JBaTa
kioHa e 80,21 % npu 6/48 u 78,34 % npu 37/28.
[Ipu KOHTpONaTa ca OTYETEHN CPAaBHUTEIIHO MOBE-
4e pa3BUTH IUIOJHU JeTopaciau — 76,12 % B cpaBHe-
HUE C Te3U IPU UHTPOLYLUPAHUS KIIOH - 72,51 %.
JlelicTBuTeHAaTa POAOBUTOCT U B JIBaTa Ciyyas ce
dbopmupa rmaBHO OT JieTopaciute ¢ 1 u 2 rpo3na,
CBOTHOILLIEHUETO MeXAy KouTo € noutu 1 + 1. Jle-
Topaciute ¢ 1 rpo3n ca 42,64 % npu 6/48 n 46,51
% nipu e 37/28, a ¢ 2 rpo3na — ceoTBeTHO 53,10 % 1
52,08 %. JleTopacnute ¢ 3 rpo3za ca TBbpJIE MAJIKO
— 4,26 % npu 6barapckus ko u 0,70 % mpu uH-
TPOAYLIMPAHHUSI U HE OKA3BaT ChLIECTBEHO BIUSHUE
BBpPXY TAXHATa poloBUTOCT U A06uB. Koedpuiuen-

Ta6auna 1. deHomornyau HAOTIOACHHS Ha U3CJIeIBAaHUTE KJIOoHOBE OT copT Lllapnone, cpemxHo 3a

TPUTOAUILCH IEPUO

Table 1. Phenological observations of the studied Chardonnay vine variety clones, average for a three-year period

Ioxazarenn / Hauano Ha y3psBane  TexHonmorumuna
Indicators  T'oguna / Hauaso Ha usdrexx /  Ha rposzmero / 3psUIOCT Ha TPo3aeTo /
Kiton / Year Beginning of flowering Beginning of grape Technological
Clone ripening maturity of grapes
2011 01.06. 03.08. 13.09.
2012 30.05. 15.07. 23.08.
I 6/48
Chardonnay 6/43 2013 03.06. 02.08. 04.09.
Cpeono/ 01.06. 27.07. 03.09.
verage
2011 28.05. 31.07. 13.09.
2012 26.05. 12.07. 23.08.
g{glﬁ‘;*:;g;’ 2 s 2013 29.05. 30.07. 04.09.
Cpeono / 28.05 24.07. 03.09
Average e U e
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THT Ha JCUCTBUTEIHA PONOBUTOCT HA JIETOPACHI
npu [llapnone 6/48 e ¢ HE3HAYUTEITHO MO-BUCOKH
croitHocTH - 1,23 1 1,62 Ha MIIOJEH JIeTOPAChII, B
cpasaenue ¢ lapmone 37/28 — 1,11 u 1,53. [Ipe3
neprojia Ha M3CJICIBAHETO HE € YCTaHOBEHO 3Ha-
YUTEJIHO BapupaHe Ha CTOWHOCTHUTE HA €IEMEHTH-
T€ Ha JICHCTBUTEHATA POMOBHUTOCT MEXKTY JIBaTa
kjoHa. [Ipe3 mbpBara roauHa pa3BUTHUTE 3UMHHU
oun nipu Illapmone 37/28 w xoHTponara ca 81,25
%. Ilpu Illapnone 6/48 muogHuTe JeTopaciu ca
75,62 %, ot kouto 49,07 % ca ¢ 1 rpo3n, 47,67 % c
2 rpo3nau 3,26 % —c 3 rpo3aa. UnTponyupanusT
KJIOH UMa TI0-MaJIKO Pa3BUTH TUIOHU JIETOPACITH —
71,14 %. CbOTHOIIIEHUETO HA JIETOPACIUTE € ChIIO
1 + 1, karo mpeobagaBat Te3u ¢ 2 rposna. Jleropa-
ciute ¢ 1 rposn ca 49,55 %, a ¢ 2 rpozna - 50,45%,
HO HsMa oTueTeHH ¢ 3 rposna. [Ipu 6/48 xoedurm-
EHTBHT Ha POJOBUTOCT Ha JIETOPACHI € C TO-BHCOKA
croiinoct 1,17 or 37/28 - 1,08, KoeTo ce ABIKA Ha
MO-TOJIEMUST Opol rpo3/10BE OT JIeTOopaciu ¢ 1o 3
rposaa. JIBata KJIoHa UMaT BUCOK KO€(PUIIMEHT Ha
POIOBUTOCT Ha IUJIO/IEH JIETOPACHII ¢ OJM3KU CTOM-
Hoctu — 1,54 u 1,53.

[lo-3Haunma pasnuka B CTOWHOCTHTE Ha eJe-
MEHTHTE Ha JIEHCTBUTEIHATA POIOBUTOCT MEKIY
UHTPOIYIMPAHUS KJIOH M KOHTpOJIAaTa € yCTaHo-
BEHA Ipe3 BTOpara rojiMHa Ha M3CIEeIBAHETO, KO-
raro npu 6/48 mpoIEeHTHT Ha PA3BUTU 3UMHH OYU
e otHoBO 81,25 % u nnmoganu netopaciu - 80,77 %,
a ripu 37/28 ca OTYETEHH MO-MaJKU CTOMHOCTH Ha
te3u nokazarenu - 75,00 % u 75,72 %. Ot mnoja-
HUTE JieTopaciu npu KoHTponata 33,33 % ca c 1
rpo3a u 57,15 % c 2 rpozna u 9,52 % — ¢ 3 rpo3na,
a pu 37/28 Te3u BenmuuuHu ca 46,02 % u 53,98 %,
KaTo JINTICBAT JIeTopaciu ¢ 3 rposaa. Ilo-ronemu-
AT Opol Pa3BUTH 3UMHU OYH M IIJIOIHU JIETOPACTH
U ChOTBETHO MOBEYETO I'PO3/I0BE MPH KOHTpOJIATa
OIpeneNsaT U MO-BUCOKUTE CTOMHOCTHU Ha Koedu-
[IMEeHTa Ha POJOBUTOCT — 1,42 Ha neTopacswa u 1,76
Ha TUI0/IeH JeTopachi. [lpu 37/28 HuBara Ha Te3n
rokasareinu ca 1,17 u 1,55.

[Ipe3 Tpertata roguHa HAa HU3CJIEIBAHETO CTOM-
HOCTHUTE Ha €JIEMEHTHUTE Ha ACHCTBUTEIHATA POIO-
BUTOCT Ha JiBaTa KJIOHa ca MHoro Omm3ku. He ca
OTYETEHHU JIeTopacyiv ¢ 3 rpo3na npu 6/48 u MHOTO
Mainko — 2,10 % mpu 37/28.

CpenHo 3a neprosa 1Bata U3clieIBaHN KJIOHA Ce
XapaKTepu3upar ¢ MoYTH €IHaKBa CpeHa Maca Ha
rposn: 147,17 g 3a 6/48 u 143,33 g 3a 37/28 (Tabmn.
3). I3BecTHM pa3anuus ca KOHCTaTUPAHU [10 OTHO-
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Ta6auna 2. [loxazaTenu Ha ASHCTBUTETHA POAOBUTOCT HA H3CIEABAHUTE KJIOHOBE OT copT lllapmone, cpeHo 32 TPUTOAUIICH IEPUO.T

Table 2. Indicators of actual fertility of the studied Chardonnay vine variety clones, average for a three-year period

KoeduimeHT Ha pOJOBUTOCT Ha: /

Fertility coefficient of:

JleTopacsn /

Shoot

Pa3BuTH MIOAHM JIETOPACH /
Developed fruiting shoots

0610 /
Total

[IponeHT pa3BUTH 09U Ha

o3a /

Tonmna /
Year

Percentage of developed

buds per vine

[Tozen setopachi /
Fruiting shoot

c2rpo3ma/ ¢ 3 rpo3ma/

¢ 1rpo3n/

with 2 clusters with 3 clusters

with 1 cluster

Chardonnay 6/48

Ilapmone 6/48
2011

1,54
1,76
1,54
1,62

1,17

3,26
9,52
0,00
4,26

47,67

49,07
33,33
45,52

75,62
80,77
71,95

81,25
81,25

78,13

1,42

1,11

57,15

2012

54,48
53,10

2013

1,23

42,64

76,12

80,21

Cpenno / Average
lapnoune 37/28

Chardonnay 37/28

2011

1,53
1,55
1,52
1,53

1,08

1,17

0,00
0,00
2,10
0,70

50,45
53,98
51,83
52,08

49,55

71,14
75,72
70,68
72,51

81,25
75,00
78,75

46,02
43,97
46,51

2012

1,07

1,11

2013

78,34

Cpenno / Average




I[IeHUE Ha TOOMBa OT JI03a U Ka4eCTBOTO Ha I'po3/ie-
To. [To-ronsimM cpener JOOUB OT JI03a € TOJy4eH OT
KoHTpousata - 4,300 kg, mpu MHOro 7006pO KOIHUe-
CTBO Ha 3axapuTte B rposaeto — 23,17 % u turpy-
emute kuceannu — 7,38 g/dm?. Cpennust 100uB oT
no3a npu 37/28 e no-uucwk — 3,993 kg, a rpozaeto
My CchAbpKa nosede 3axapu — 23,90 % u no-Hucka
TUTpyeMa KHUCEIUHHOCT — 6,95 g/dm?. Tlopaau mo-
MHTEH3UBHOTO 3aXapOHATPYIIBaHE, TIIOKOALUIO-
METPUYHMST TIOKA3aTeN M MpU JIBaTa KJIOHA Clia-
00 mpeBuUIIaBa CTaHAAPTHUTE CTOMHOCTH 2-3 3a
copToBeTe 3a Oey BUHA, MO-CUITHO U3Pa3eHO MPHU
kJioH 37/28.

[Ipe3 mppBaTa roguHa OT M3CIEIBAHETO CPEI-
HaTa Maca Ha eIuH rpo3n npu 6/48 e 148,50 g, a
mipu 37/28 — 145,50 g. JIoOUBBT OT J103a € CHOTBET-
HO 4,500 kg 1 4,070 kg. B rpo3nero Ha aBaTa KjioHa
ce HaTpynBaT A0CTaTh4HO 3axapu — 23,50 % u tu-
Tpyemu kucenuuu — 7,43 g/dm?®, a mpu koHTponara
—22,10 % u 7,80 g/dm’. [Tpu npocreasiBane HHTEH-
3MBHOCTTA HA 3aXapOHATPYIIBAHETO CJIET OMEKBaHE
Ha 3bpHATa ce KOHCTaTupa, ye Ha 23.08. 3axapure
nipu 37-28 ca noseue - 16,80 %, B cpaBHEHHE C TE3U
Ha 6—48 - 16,00 % (Dwur. 1). Cnenpamure u3mepna-
HUS TI0Ka3BaT, 4e MPU UHTPOLYIIMPAHHS KJIOH HaT-
PYIIBaHETO Ha 3aXapH MPOTHYA MTO-UHTEH3UBHO. 3a
nepuonaa 23.08. — 30.08. e ce moBummagar ¢ 2,20 %,
a ciex ToBa ¢ 1o 2,40 % (30.08. — 06.09. u 06.09.

—13.09.). Ilpu koHTpONaTa CHABPKAHUETO HA 3aXa-
pu ce yBenuuana oT 23.08. no 30.08. ¢ 1,90 %, ot
30.08. 10 06.09. — ¢ 2,00 % u ot 06.09. mo 13.09. — ¢
2,20 %.

B pesynrar Ha BHCOKMTE TemmepaTypu U He-
3HAUUTEITHUTE BAJICKHU OT JBXKJ Mpe3 MpoJieTTa 1
JATOTO HA BTOpaTa TOIMHA OT M3CJIEABAHETO, Ha-
4aJ0TO Ha y3psBAHETO Ha TPO3IETO (OMEKBaHE Ha
3BPHOTO) HACTBIIM MHOTO TO-PaHO - KbM CpefiaTa
Ha mecertl tonu (12 — 15.07.), a TexHomornyHaTa 3psi-
JOCT — TIpe3 IMOocJeaHaTa JIeCeTTHEBKa Ha Mecel]
aBryct (23.08.). [Ipu oTunTaHeTo Ha MOKa3aTENH-
T€ Ha JOOUB C€ YCTAaHOBH, Y€ KOHTPOJIATa U KJIOHBT
MMaT TOYTH eTHAKBa CpeIHa Maca Ha euH IPO3I;
145,00 g u 146,50 g. Bpiipexku noy4eHUsIT CpaBHU-
TEJTHO BUCOK JIOOMB CpeleH TOOUB OT JI03a — CHOT-
BeTHO 4,290 kg (6/48) u 4,130 kg (37/28), rpo3nero
€ ¢ MHOTO J100po 3axapHo chabpkanue — 23,40 %
U TUTPyeMa KHCeIMHHOCT - 7,95 g/dm’ u 23,40 % u
7,28 g/dm?. BapupaHeTo Ha T€31 1Ba MHOTO BaXKHH
3a BAHU(HUIIMPAHETO TIOKA3aTeNN U IPU JIBETE KJIO-
Ha Mpe3 TOAMHHUTE Ha U3CIIEBAHETO € CI1ado.

Jlunamukara B HATPYTBAaHETO HA 3aXapy B TPO3-
JIETO CJIe OMEKBaHE Ha 3bpHATA ITPH KOHTPOJIATa U
KJIOHA MpOTHYa ¢ elHaKbB Temn (Dur. 2). B naya-
noto Ha mecer] aBrycT (02.08.) cbabp)KaHUETO UM
e 16,8 %, cires1 KOeTo ce MOBUIIIABA C €HO U CHIIO
KOJINYECTBO, KATO MOCTETICHHO MHTEH3UBHOCTTA Ha

Tabauua 3. [TokazaTenu Ha NPOAYKTHUBHOCTTA U KAUECTBOTO HA I'PO3JIETO HA U3CIEIBAHUTE KJIOHOBE OT

copt Lllapnone, cpenHo 3a TPUTOAUIICH IEPHOA

Table 3. Indicators of productivity and grape quality of the studied Chardonnay vine variety clones, average

for a three-year period

CpelIHa Maca CpeﬂeH I'mroxo-aru-
I / Ha 1po3.L / JIOOUB OT Tutpyemu I
L (21533;”“” . ,  Maraua Avefa . n03a / 3axapu / KHCEIIHHHU / HOMeTp”‘Ie/H
ndicators ONlHA Geputoa / clusterg Average Sugars Titratable HOKa3aTCl
Kron / Year Harvest date o yield per acids Gluco-
Clone weight Vine acidometric
. ke % odm’ indicator
2011 19.09. 148,50 4,500 22,10 7,80 2.83
lapone 6/48 2012 23.08. 145,00 4,290 23,40 7,95 2,94
Pa
g/g%rdonnay 2013 04.09. 148,00 4,110 24,00 6,38 3,76
E{jjf:;e/ 03.00. 147,17 4300 23,17 7.38 3.13
2011 19.09. 145,50 4,070 23.50 7.43 3,16
gil;ﬁgﬁi a37/28 2012 23.08. 146,50 4,130 23,40 7,28 321
pervd 2013 04.09. 138,00 3,780 24,80 6,15 4,03
gﬁjf;;/ 03.09. 143,33 3,993 23,90 6,95 3.67
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To3u nporiec ce yrenudana: oT 02.08. 1o 09.08. - ¢
2,0 %, ot 09.08. no 16.08. — 2,2 % u ot 16.08 1o
23.08.—¢c 2,4 %.

[Ipe3 TperaTta ronrnHa MeX1y KOHTpoJiaTa U U3-
ClIeZIBaHUS KJIOH € yCTaHOBEHA Hai-roisima pasiiu-
Ka B cpeHaTa Maca Ha rpo3z: 138,00 gu 148,00 gu
Hall-HUCBK cpeseH no6uB oT no3a: 4,110 kg u 3,780
kg. AHanu3bpT Ha COKa Ha 3bpHATA IOKa3Ba, ue B

HavasioTo Ha mecer] centeMmBpu (04.09.) e oTueTeHO
MHOI'0O BUCOKO ChIbpxkaHue Ha 3axapu — 24,00 %
(6/48) u 24,80 % (37/28) 1 OTHOCUTETHO MO-MaJl-
KO TUTPYEMH KHMCEJIMHU — ChOTBETHO 6,38 g/dm’ u
6,15 g/dm’.

[Ipy oTuWTaHeTo AMHAMHUKaTa B H3MEHEHHE-
TO KOJMYECTBOTO Ha 3axapuTe ce HabIomaBa, ue
KbM cpezara Ha mecen aBryct (14.08.) rpo3aeTo Ha
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OLlWappoHe 37-28 / Chardonnay 37-28

®@urypa 1. [[unamuka Ha HATPYNIBAHETO HA 3aXapu B TPO3JETO
Npu u3cieaBaHuTe KjaoHose — 2011 r.
Figure 1. Dynamics of sugar accumulation in grapes in the studied clones — 2011
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®@urypa 2. /[uHaMuKa Ha HATPYTIBAaHETO HA 3aXapu B I'PO3JETO MPU U3CJIeIBaHUTE KJIOHOBE — 2012 1.
Figure 2. Dynamics of sugar accumulation in grapes in the studied clones — 2012
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6/48 cvabpka 17,20 % 3axapu, a Ha 37/28 — 17,80
% (®ur. 3). CnenBamure U3MepBaHUs NOKa3BaT, ye
NIPU UHTPOAYLHMPAHUST KJIOH —37/28 HaTpyIBaHe-

TO HA 3aXapHTe B 3bpHATA MPOTHYA MO-UHTEH3UB-
Ho. [Ipe3 nmepuoaa ot 14.08. no 21.08. e ce yBenu-
gaBar ¢ 2,20 %, a ot 21.08. go 28.08. u 28.08. mo
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®urypa 3. /luHaMuKa Ha HATPYIIBAaHETO HA 3aXapH B FPO3/AETO NPH U3CiIeABaHUTE KiIoHOBE — 2013 In.
Figure 3. Dynamics of sugar accumulation in grapes in the studied clones — 2013

Ta6auua 4. CpaBHUTEICH OMOMETPUYCH aHATN3 Ha U3CIEABAHUTE KJIOHOBE OoT copT Lllapaone, cpenHo 3a
Tpuroaumiex nepuox (2011-2013)

Table 4. Comparative biometric analysis of the studied Chardonnay vine variety clones, average for a three-
year period (2011-2013)

Pa3Butu 3uMHu oun /
Developed winter buds

[Tnoxguu netopaciu /
Fruiting shoots

[Lnonuu netopacnu
¢ 1rpo3na/
Fruiting shoots
with | cluster

Kionose / C C C
Clones CpenHo TaHL Crapn.  Cpemno TaHzL, Crann. CpenHo TaHL, Crauy.
o OTKJIO- o OTKJIO- 0 OTKIIO-
% I'pemka/ % I'pemka/ % I'pemika/
HeHUe/ HeHUe/ HeHUe/
Average Standard Average Standard  Average Standard
o Standard o Standard o Standard
s . error % L error % L error
deviation deviation deviation
6/48 80,21 a 6,65 1,72 76,12 a 583 1,50 42,64 a 791 2,04
37/28 78,34 a 6,52 1,68 72,51 a 6,38 1,65 46,51 a 781 2,02
Inoxuu neropacnu ¢ 2 rpo3aa/ Ilnoguu eropaciu ¢ 3 rposaa / KoeduriineHt Ha poloBUTOCT HA
Fruiting shoots Fruiting shoots JeTopachi /
with 2 clusters with 3 clusters Shoot fertility coefficient
6/48 53,10 a 6,27 1,62 426 a 471 1,22 1,23 a 0,116 0,04
37/28 52,08 a 8,09 2,09 0,70 b 1,85 0,48 1,11 b 0,09 0,02
Eﬁggeiuﬁgggpﬁ fﬁ?OBHTOCT Ha Cpenna maca Ha rpo3a g / Cpenen 106uB ot 1032 kg /
Fruiting shoot fertility Average cluster weight g Average yield per vine kg
coefficient
6/48 1,62 a 0,12 0,03 147,17 a 9,16 1,67 4300 a 0,28 0,07
37/28 1,53 a 0,08 0,02 143,33 a 9,22 1,68 3993 b 0,23 0,06

61



04.09. — ¢ o 2,40 %. [Ipu 6/48 xonMueCTBOTO Ha
3axapute npe3 nepuoaa 14.08. - 21.08. u 21.08. -
28.08. ce moBumasatr ¢ no 2,20 % u ot 28.08. no
04.09. — ¢ 2,40 %.

Criopesi TaHHUTE OT MPUIIOKCHHST CPABHHUTE-
JieH OMOMETpUYEeH aHaJIu3 Ha U3CIICABAHUTE KJIO-
HoBe OoT copt lllapaone, cpemHO 3a TPUTOAUIIICH
TIEPHUOJ, JIUTICBAT CHIIECTBCHU PA3JIHMKH MEXKITY
CTOMHOCTHUTE Ha OTYCTESHUTE aMIIeJorpad)CKH 1mo-
Ka3aTelH, ¢ U3KIIOYCHHE Ha: IIOJHU JIETOPACTH
¢ 3 rpo3jaa; Koe(UIIMEHT HAa POJOBUTOCT Ha Jie-
TOpachll; cpelieH 1o0uB ot yo3a (Tabmn. 4). U npu
TPUTE MOCOYEHH Cllydas, C TO-BUCOKH a0CONIOT-
HU CTOWHOCTH Ha ChOTBETHHUS IMMOKA3aTel ¢ KOH-
TpoJiaTa KJIoH 6/48.

W3BOIM

1. B nouBeHO-KJIMMaTUYHUTE YCIOBUS HA MHUK-
popationa Ha rp. [lneBeH, penodasuTte ,,Hauaao Ha
IBPTEX™ U ,,HA4aJIO Ha y3psiBaHE HA TPO3JIETO" Ha-
CTBIBAT ¢ 3—4 JHU MO-paHO MPU UHTPOLYLIUPAHUS
[Hapnone xioH 37/28 B cpaBHEHWE C KOHTpoOJIATa
— [lapmone kion 6/48. Tesn cnienupuaHu GeHOIIO-
TUYHU OCOOEHOCTH Ha MHTPOAYLHpPaHUS KJIOH HE
OKa3BaT CHIIECTBEHO BIMSHUE U I'PO3JETO MY JI0C-
TUTA 10 TEXHOJOTMYHA 3PsUIOCT MOYTU E€IHOBpE-
MEHHO C KOHTpOJIaTa.

2. lllapoone kmoH 6/48 ce xapakTepusmpa ¢
MaTeMaTHYeCKU J0Ka3aHa To-1o0pa JeHCTBU-
TeJIHaTa POJOBUTOCT, NOBEYE IUIOJHH JETOpa-
CJH ¢ 3 rpo3/1a ¥ OTHOCUTEIIHO [TO-BUCOK CPEAECH
no6uB OT Jyio3a, cupsmo Illapmone xion 37/28.
[Ipu Bcuuku ocTaHanu amnenorpadcku mokasa-
TEJIM JINTIICBA CTATHCTHYECKA JTIOCTOBEPHOCT Ha
CBUICCTBYBAUIUTE pA3JIUKU MEXIy JBaTa HU3-
CIeJBaHU KJIaHa.

3. Ilpu ycnoBusTa Ha €KCIIEPUMEHTAJIHATA pa-
6ota Hlapmone xmon 37/28 mposiBsiBa 1oOpa mpo-
JYKTUBHOCT, MHTEH3MBHO 3aXapoOHaTpyIlBaHE
U JIOCTaTBYHO TUTPYEMH KHCEJIIMHHU B I'PO3JETO,
MBCTTa OT KOETO € MOAXO/SIIA 3a M01y4yaBaHe Ha
KayecTBeHU Oenu cyxu BuHa. To3u KJIOH ce ajar-
THpPa MHOTO J00pe KbM MOYBEHO-KJIMMATUUHUTE
0co0EHOCTH Ha MUKpopaiioHa Ha rp. IlneBeH u
MOXe Ja ObAe pa3mpocTpaHsiBaH HA MO-TOJIEMH
TIJIONIM, KaKTO W W3CIIEABAH MPU IPYTH YCIOBUS
Ha MECTOPACTEHE.
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