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COPTOBE OPHU3 OT HHTPOAYKUMA
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Pesrome: [IpoyuBaneTo e mposeaeHo npe3 nepuoga 2020-2022 r. na reputopusita Ha UHCTUTYTa [0 3eJIEHYyKOBU
KyJITypH ,,Mapuia“, [lIoBIUB B TOCTOSIHHU OPH30BH KJIeTKH. LlenTa e 1a ce Harmpasy OIeHKa 110 HsIKOU Mopgdo-
(GHU3HONOTHYHYN TOKa3aTeNN U MPOAYKTHBHMS MOTEHIMAN HAa MHTPOAYLHUPAHU cOpToBe opu3. Omutute ca
IPOBEIECHHU IIPH MOJICKU U J1a00paTOpHU ycsioBus. V3BbplIeHN ca OMOMETPUYHHU U3MEPBAHUS U Ca U3IO0JI3BAHU
KOCBEHH (M3MOJIIOrMYHM MeToau 3a oueHka. CoprtoBete Gala m Osmanchik 97 ce xapakrtepusupar ¢ Haii-
MHTEH3MBHO HaTpPyNBaHE Ha OMomaca B JIUCTATa, BUCOKO OTHOCHTEIHO KOJIMYECTBO XJIOPO(UIT U HAH-roIsIMa
mucTHa Totomnl. [IpH TSIX € yCTaHOBEHO Hal-ONTHMAHO ChYeTaBaHe Ha M3clieqBaHUTE MOP(HO-PU3NOIOTHIHH
NoKaszarenu Ha (praroBus JHCT. 32 arpOMETEOPOJIOTMYHUTE YCIOBHS Ha ONUTAa HAH-BUCOKA MPOAYKTHBHOCT
peanusupa uranuaHckus copT Luna.
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Abstract: The study was conducted during the period 2020-2022 on the territory of Maritsa Vegetable Crops
Research Institute, Plovdiv in permanent rice plots. The aim of the study is to evaluate introduced rice varieties
some morpho-physiological parameters and the productive potential. The experiments were conducted under field
and laboratory conditions. Biometric measurements were performed and indirect physiological assessment methods
were used. Varieties Gala and Osmanchik 97 are characterized by the most intensive accumulation of biomass in
the leaves, the highest relative content of chlorophyll and the largest leaf area. The most optimal combination of the
studied morpho-physiological parameters of the leaf was found. For the agrometeorological conditions under which
the study was conducted, the highest productivity was realized by the Italian variety Luna.
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BBBEJIEHUE YoBeKa M KMBOTHUTE MO 151 cBAT. C yBenuya-
BAHETO HA HACEJICHWETO MMa HapacTBallO Thp-

3bpHEHUTE KYJITYPU Ca OCHOBHUSIT U3TOUHHK CEHE Ha XpaHa M JAPYTH CTOKH, HO MPOU3BOIU-
Ha XPaHUTEIHU MaTepUaii U KOMIIOHEHTH 3a  TEJIHOCTTA Ha TE3U KYJTYpH € 3acTpaiueHa. [Ipo-
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M3BOJICTBEHUTE 3aryOu MOpaau IJI00aHOTO U3-
MEHEHHE Ha KJIMMaTa U He)KeJIaHUTEe yCIOBUS Ha
OKOJTHATa CpeJia ca Ce yBEIMYUIIN HEITPEKBCHATO
npes3 nocaenaute 10 — 15 rogunm (Li et al., 2016;
Sarker et al., 2017). CBeTOBHOTO TPOHU3BOJICTBO
1€ UMa HYK/Ja J1a Tpou3Bexaa ¢ 87% mnoBeye OT
MIPOU3BEKIAIOTO CE€ KOJIMYECTBO, OCOOEHO OT
XpaHUTEITHU KYJITYPH KaTO OpU3, MIIEHUIA, COs
u mapesuna a0 2050 r. (Kromdijk & Long, 2016).

Opu3sT € OCHOBHA XpaHa Ha 61u30 2/3 OT Ha-
cenenueTo Ha cBeta (Roy et al., 2011; Slavova,
2015) u ce oTriexaa Ha BCEKU KOHTUHEHT C U3-
KiroueHue Ha AHTtapkruaa. Kato ce uma npen-
BUJ] TO3U LIMPOK JMANa3oH Ha paslpocTpaHe-
HUE, TOH Ce MPOU3BEXKIA MPH TOISIMO Pa3HOO-
Opa3ue Ha YCJIOBHUSITa Ha OKOJIHATa B pe3yJaTaT
Ha KOETO € M3JI0KEH Ha Pa3JIMYHU BUJIOBE CTPEC
(Wassmann et al., 2009).

OpusoBara KyJTypa € pa3Buja CrelupuuHu
MEXaHM3MH Ha PeakIus KbM CIIOKHUTE CTpe-
coBU ycioBHsl. OTrOBOPBHT Ha pacTeHHSITa KbM
WHIUBUyalleH (pakTop Bapupar B 3aBHCUMOCT
OT YCTOMYMBOCTTAa KBM CTPEC, OT €CTECTBOTO
Y TEXECTTa Ha ChOTBETHUS CTPEC M BBH3pacTTa
Ha pactenusara (Pandey et al., 2017; Sarker et
al., 2017). ObmiaTa peakius Ha paCTCHHUATA KbM
CTpeC BKJIIOYA 3aTBApSHE HA yCTUIIATA, HAMAJICHA
(hoToCHMHTE3a U pacTeK Ha JUCTATa, MMOBUILIEHA
peaKkTHBHA aKTUBHOCT HA TOTIIBIIIAHE HA KHCIIO-
pox, yabmkaBane Ha kopeHa (Cohean & Leach,
2019). JIucrara Ha opu3a 1mox Bb3JACHCTBHETO HA
CTpecoB (haKTOp MOKA3BAT OTIUYUTEIIHU CHUMII-
TOMH B 11BeTa, popmara u TeKcTypara.

OpH30BOTO pacTeHHE BHB BCEKH SITH MOMCHT
Ce€ ChCTOU OT JUCTA ¢ (PU3UOJOTHYHO pa3IudHa
BB3pACT, MOpPaJM KOETO JINCTaTa Ce pasjinya-
BaT 1O CBOS MPUHOC KBM Pa3BUTHETO HA IISUIO-
TO pacTeHHE U HEeroBus 100MB 3bpHO (Matsuo &
Hoshikawa, 1993; Ramesh et al., 2002). U3mep-
BaHETO Ha (PU3UOJOTMYHH XaPAKTEPUCTUKH KaTO
KOHIICHTPAITU s Ha XJIOPO(UIT B JIUCTATA € TIOAXO]]
3a u3cneaBaHe e()eKTHT OT JINTCATa Ha BOJIA BBP-
Xy pacTtexa u 100MBa, Thi KaTo TO3U MapaMeThbp
€ TSCHO CBBP3aH ChC CKOPOCTTa Ha (DOTOCHH-
te3ara (Kumagai et al., 2009; Chutia & Borah,
2012; Rajesh et al., 2017; Nahakpam, 2017; Nahar
et al., 2018; Purwanto et al., 2021). inTen3ure-
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Ta Ha 3€JICHUsI BT HA JIUCTATa € MPSKO CBbP3aH
C a30THHSI CTATyC Ha KyJATypara U OTYHUTAHETO
Ha XJIOPOHUIHOTO CHIBPKAHUE CE H3IOJI3BA
IpY MPOTHO3MPAHE HAa M3MCKBAHUATA HA OpH3a
kbM a30T (Wood et al., 1993; Pushpanathan et al.,
2004; Rajesh et al., 2017).

3a e(heKTUBHO yIIpaBIICHHE HA 3EMENICIICKUTE
KYITYpH U MOHUTOPUHT Ha MIPUPOTHUTE CUCTE-
MU ca HEOOXOIMMHU HEMHBAa3UBHH, ObP3U U CBTH-
HU METOIM W IOIXOMU 33 OICHKAa (PH3UOIOTHY-
HUS cTaTyc Ha pacteHusTa (Maiti & Satya, 2014;
Saberioon et al., 2014). [Ipumep 3a TaKkbB METOJ
€ oIpenensiHe Ha XJIOPO(UITHOTO ChIBPKAHUE B
nuctata ¢ xjopoduiamersp (SPAD meter). I1po-
YYBaHUS 32 M3MOJI3BAHETO HA XJIOPOPHIMETHP
ca MPOBEACHU TPU PA3IMYHU KYJITYypU — Kpac-
taBunin (Souza et al., 2020), 3axapHO IBEKJIO
(Tsialtas et al., 2014), mapesunia (Hokmalipour
& Darbandi, 2011), mmenuma (Yildirim et al.,
2010; Ravier et al., 2017), BKJIFOUUTETHO U TIPH
opuza (Wood et al., 1993; Ramesh et al., 2002;
Pushpanathan et al., 2004; Kumagai et al., 2009).

[lenta Ha TPOYYBAHETO € JIa CE HAIPaBH OLICH-
Ka Ha MHTPOMYIIUPAHU COPTOBE OPH3 IO HSIKOH
MOP(]O-(PHU3HOIIOTUYHN TIOKA3aTeNN U IMPOAYK-
THBHA CIIOCOOHOCT.

MATEPUAJI U METOAU

[IpoyuBaHeTO € HM3BBPIICHO TpPE3 IMEpPHOIA
2020-2022 r. mpu MOJICKU U JabOpaToOpHU YyC-
JOBUs. 3a ONMUTEH MaTepuaj ca M3MOJ3BaHU 5
uHTpoayupanu copra opu3 (Osmanchik 97,
Cameo, Gala, CL 34, Luna). EkciepuMeHTBT €
3aJI0KEH CJIeH] MPEAIIECTBEHUK OpH3, B 4 TIOB-
TOpEHHUsI ¢ pekoJiTHA Tonr 10 m? Ha anyBH-
anmHo-nuBageH tun nouBa B M3K ,,Mapumna”,
[TnoBauB. ATPOTEXHHYECKUTE MEPOMPUSITUS
ca chOOpa3eHM ¢ MpueTara 3a KyJTypaTa KOH-
BEHIIMOHAJIHA TEXHOJIOTUS Ha OTIJIeKIAHE B
bbarapus.

Pactenusita ca aHanm3upaHu 1o Bpeme Ha (a-
3uTe OpareHe, BpeTeHeHe U n3MeTisiBane. AGCo-
JIOTHOTO CYXO TETJIO Ha JINCTATa € OMPEIEIICHO
ype3 cyieHe 3a 8 yaca B cymwuiHs npu 105°C
(Hall et al., 1993). Usmepena e AbIKWHATA U LITU-
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puHAaTa Ha (IIAroBUS JIUCT U € U3YUCIICHA JIUCT-
nara mromi (LA, cm?) mo gopmyiara:

LA =L x Hx 0.87 xpzero:

L - nbmkuHa Ha TUCcTa (CM);

H - mupuna Ha nucta (cm);

0.87 - cneunduueH 3a opusza KOE(HHUIMEHT
(Lazarov, 1965; Kerin et al., 1997).

OTt4eTeHo € O0IIOTO KOJIMYECTBO XJIOPO(UI
B JIMcTara upe3 nopratuBeH anapat Chlorophyll
content meter (CCM-200+, Opti-science, Inc.,
NH, USA). Ilony4eHusar pesyarar € H3paseH,
KaTO MHJIEKC Ha OTHOCHUTEITHO KOJHYECTBO XJIO-
podun (CCI) uzmepeH Ha eqWHUIA TUIONI HA
nucta. [lannute 3a noousa apmna (kg/da) ca mpu
cragaaptHa Biara 14%. Craructuueckara o0-
paboTKa Ha EKCIEPUMEHTATHUTE JaHHH € OCh-
IIECTBEHA C TIOMOINTA HAa MPOrPaMHUTE MAaKETH
Microsoft Excel *.

PE3YJITATHU U OBCBKJAHE

B Tabnuna 1 e moka3an mpoun3xoaa Ha U3MHUT-
BaHUTE COPTOBE U Ca MPEICTABCHH PE3YyITATUTE
OT oT4YeTeHaTa abCONIIOTHO CyXa Maca Ha cpell-
Ha Tpoba oT jucTa npe3 (aszure OpareHe, Bpe-
TEHeHe W m3MeTisBaHe. [lpu Bcuuku oOpasiu

Hali-CUJICH MHTEH3UTET Ha HATpyIlBaHE Ha OHO-
Maca ce HaOmromaBa MeXIy ¢as3ute OpareHe u
BpereHeHe. Hait-aktuBHo HapacTBat Osmanchik
97 u Cameo, cnenBanu ot Gala. Copt Luna ce
XapaKkTepusupa ¢ Hal-Obp3 pacTex MEXIy ¢a-
3ute BpeTeHeHe u usMenisBaHe. Ilpu CL 34,
BBB (Da3a U3MeTIIsIBaHe € KOHCTaTHupaHa Hail-BU-
COKa CTOMHOCT 3a cyXaTa Maca Ha JIUCTara, HO
TS € C HelOKa3aHa pa3jifKa CIpsSMO CTaHIapTa.
C Hal-IOCTOSIHHA M YCKOpEHA pacTeXHa peak-
11 € CTAHJIAPTHHS COPT, MMPU KOWTO € OTUeTeHa
Hal-ToIsIMa cyxa maca mpe3 ¢da3ute OpareHe u
BPETEHEHE M CPABHUTEIHO BHCOKA IPE3 M3MET-
JISIBAHETO.

CpenHo 3a nepuoja ¢ Hail-rojasiMa cyxa maca
Ha jmctata ca Osmanchik 97, CL 34 u Gala,
KaTo pasiiiKaTa MEXIy CTaHIapTa W copTa C
Hall-Majka cyxa maca, Cameo nocrura 14.0 %.
Ot HampaBeHUST aHAJIU3 HA BapuaHca 3HaYMMa
pasiuka 710 5% crpsiMo CTaHJapTHUS COPT € yC-
TaHOBEHA Ipu cyxara Maca Ha Cameo BBB (pasza
Opatene u npu Luna BBB ¢aza u3mMeTIIsIBaHE.

B Tabnuma 2 ca mpeacTtaBeHU pe3yiaTaTHTE
3a WHJIEKCA Ha OTHOCHTEIHO XJOPO(MWIHO Chb-
IbpKaHUE Ha JUCTATa Mpe3 TPUTE MPOCIEICHU
¢da3u. Cpenno 3a neprona copropete Osmanchik
97, Gala u CL 34 umaT mo-BHCOK MHIEKC Ha XJIO-

Ta6auma 1. AGCOTIOTHO CyXO TEIVIO Ha JIMCTa OT UHTPOYIIUPAHHU COPTOBE OPU3 Mpe3 pa3inyHu (a3 oT

Pa3BUTHETO Ha pacTeHUATA (CPETHO 3a TIEPUO/IA)

Table 1. Absolute leaf dry weight of introduced rice cultivars during different stages of plant development

(average for the period)

Cpenn Pasnuka or
Copt/IIpousxon Bparene/ Bpetenene/ UzmetnsBane/ CT%ﬁHOCTH / Mean cranmapra/
Variety/Origin Tillering mg Booting, mg Heading, mg value. m Difference from

- Mg the standard

Osmanchik 97 (St)/
Typuas/TR 41.27 145.17 170.00 118.81 -
Cameo/Urtanus/IT 28.87* 131.93" 152.07 "+ 104.29 -14.52
Gala/Typous/TR 37.27" 139.53"* 166.27" 114.36 -4.45
CL 34/Uramus/IT 38.97ns 133.07" 181.73n+ 117.92 -0.89
Luna/WUtanus/IT 33.13ms 110.70* 172.00"+ 105.28 -13.53
LSD 5 % 8.64 22.4 32.5
LSD 1% 12.58 37.2 56.4
LSD 0.1 % 18.90 60.9 98.8
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poduIIHO CHABPKAHUE B CpPaBHEHHE C OCTaHA-
aute obpasiu. Hail-ronmsima pasnuka B cpenHa-
Ta CTOWHOCT € YCTAaHOBEHA MEXY CTaHAapTa U
copt Cameo, kaTo BbB (ha3uTe BPETCHEHE U H3-
METJISIBAHE Pa3JIMKaTa € CTATUCTUYCCKH 3HAYU-
Ma 110 5%. [To-MHTeH3UBHO yBeIMYaBaHE HA XJIO-
POQUIIHOTO CHABPKAHUE MEXKY U3CIECIBAHUTE
¢dasu e koncrarupano npu Gala, Osmanchik 97
u CL 34. Te3u pe3ynTaTu ca B MOJOKUTEITHA KO-
penanus ¢ pe3yJaTaTUTe 3a cyxa Maca Ha JiMcrara
IpU TE3U COPTOBE U JI0OKA3BAaT MHTEH3UBHUS UM

IpUpacT Mo BpeMe Ha (a3uTe BPETCHEHE U U3-
MeTisBaHe. CtarucTuyeckara o0OpaboTKa Ha pe-
3ynTaTuTe 1o a3y M JIMIcara Ha J0Ka3aHo 3Ha-
YUMH BPB3KH ITOKa3Ba UICHTUYHA PEAKIIHS TIPU
BCHYKH COPTOBE C M3KItoueHue Ha Cameo.
®dnaroBusT JUCT HAa OpH3a, B IMEpUOAa Ha
Ib(PTEXK, OIJIOKIAHE W HAJIMBAaHE HA 3BPHO-
TO WMa M3KJIIOYUTEIIHO 3HAYCHHE 3a KpaiiHaTa
npoayKTUBHOCT Ha copta (Makin et al., 2022;
Manesh et al., 2022). Ha Ta6nuna 3 ca mpejcra-
BEHH MOP(DOJIOTMYHUTE TIOKA3aTEeNH IbJDKUHA U

Tab6anua 2. Uanekc Ha xmopodmrao ceabpikanue (CCI) B muctaTta npe3 pa3nudHu ¢a3u OT pa3BUTHETO Ha

OPH30BUTE PACTCHUS (CPEIHO 3a Eeproa)

Table 2. Leaf chlorophyll content index (CCI) during different stages of rice plant development (average for

the period)
Cpetu Pasnuka ot
. Bparene/ Bperenene/ W3metnsaBane/ pe; cTanmapra/
Copt/Variety L . . cToiHOCTH/ :
Tillering Booting Heading Difference from
Mean value
the standard
Osmanchik 97 (St) 4.32 17.65 26.94 16.31
Cameo 3.81" 12.88%* 20.73%* 12.47 -3.84
Gala 4.96" 15.46" 26.55" 15.66 -0.65
CL34 5.77s 15.10" 27.08 15.98 -0.33
Luna 4.72 13.88"s 24.02" 14.21 -2.10
LSD 5 % 2.25 3.19 5.75
LSD 1 % 3.27 6.00 9.46
LSD 0.1 % 491 9.21 16.73

Tab6anua 3. Mopdorornuau mokasareu Ha (aaroBus JiucT (cpemHo 3a nepruona 2020 - 2022)
Table 3. Morphological characters of the flag leaf (average for the period 2020 - 2022)

Pasnuka ot Pasnuka ot Pasnuka ot
Copr/Variet Jbmxuna/ cranmapra/ [upuna/ cranmapra/ JluctHa momy/ cranmapra/
P y Length,cm  Difference from Width, cm Difference from Leaf area, cm* Difference from
the standard the standard the standard
Osmanchik 97(St)  22.6 1.8 36.0
Cameo 25.7 3.10 1.6 -0.20™ 35.6 -0.40m
Gala 22.0 -0.60 1.8 0.00" 35.0 -1.00"
CL 34 20.2 -2.40 1.4 -0.40%* 26.9% -9.10
Luna 23.1 0.50 1.5 -0.30* 30.1 -5.90m
LSD 5% 4.24 0.28 7.23
LSD 1% 6.62 0.42 12.37
LSD 0.1 % 10.45 0.60 19.64
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IMpYHA Ha (IIaroBus JUCT U HEroBaTa JUCTHA
IJIOII TIPY U3CIIeIBAHUTE COPTOBETE Opu3. [Ibi-
»kuHarta Ha iicta e ot 20.2 cm npu CL 34 o 25.7
cm npu copt Cameo, Ipu HEAOKA3aHHU CTATHUC-
TUYECKH pa3yiuku cbe cTanaapTa Osmanchik 97.
[HupuHara Ha GraroBUAT IUCT Bapupa oT 1.4 cm
1o 1.8 cm. Ilpu To3u MopdonorudeH mokazaresn
3a coptoBeTe CL 34 u Luna uma craructudecku
JOKa3aHa pas3jiuKa COpsaMo cTaHaapta. Haii-ro-
msiMa JctHa o uMat Osmanchik 97, Cameo
u Gala. Octananurte ABa copTa UMaT MO-HUCKH
CTOMHOCTH Ha MHJIEKca Ha JIucTHa 1uionl, Ho CL
34 ce xapakTepu3upa ¢ BUCOK XJIOPO(HIIECH UH-
JIEKC U TOJIsIMa cyxa Maca.

JlaHHUTE 3a TPOAYKTUBHHUTE BBH3MOXKHOC-
TH Ha COPTOBETE ca mpeacTaBeHu B Tabnuma 4.
Cpennust nobus Bapupa ot 474.5 no 556.3 kg/
da. Haii-Bucoka mTpPOAYKTUBHOCT € OTUYETEHA
npu copT Luna, HO cTaTUCTHYECKU pas3iivKaTa
ChC CTaHJapTa He € CHUIECTBEHA U TOM Tormajga
B Herosara kisaca. Copt Cameo € ¢ Hali-HUCBHK,
HO TOCTOSTHEH J00uB mpe3 roguaute. [lpu copt
Gala mpoayKTHBHOCTTAa Bapupa OT HaW-HHUCKH
(2020 r.) no Hail-Bucoku pesynratu (2022 r.).

U3BOAM

Coprosetre Gala u Osmanchik 97 ce xapak-
TepU3MparT ¢ Hal-MHTEH3UBHO HATPyIBaHE Ha

Ouomaca B TUCTaTa, BUCOKO OTHOCUTEIHO KOJIU-
YeCTBO XJIOpO(UI U Hal-rojasiMa JTUCTHA IO
IIpu TAX € yCTaHOBEHO Hali-ONTUMAJIHO ChUeTa-
BaHEe Ha M3clieBaHUTe MOP(HO-(PU3NOIOrUUHU
MOKa3aTeNIu Ha (JIaroBus JIHCT.

KopenaruHaTta Bpb3Kka MEXIy MOKa3aTeNU-
T€ OTHOCUTEIHO KOJIMYECTBO XJOPOQHII U CcyXa
Maca Ha JIUCTara, J0Ka3Ba e€()eKTUBHOCTTA Ha
IPOBEICHOTO U3CJICIBAHETO 33 MOHUTOPHHI Ha
MO-MHTEH3UBHO CUHTE3MpaHE Ha BEILECTBA U
pacTex Mpu opusa.

3a arpoMeTeopoJIOTMYHUTE YCIIOBHS, MpH
KOMTO € IIPOBEACHO M3CIICIBAHETO Hall-BHUCOKA
IPONYKTUBHOCT PeaTU3Upa UTATHAHCKUAT COPT
Luna.

IIpoyuBaHeTo e AOKJIaJIBAHO HAa MeEKIY-
HApoAHa Hay4YHa KoH(pepenuus ,IIpeaussu-
KaTeJCTBAa Ipe] KMBOTHOBBIHATA HayKa B
YCJIOBHSITA HA I100aJIHM KJIMMATHYHH IPO-
MeHHU*, npoBeaeHa npe3 2024 r. B 3emMene/iCKu
uHcTUTYT - CTrapa 3aropa, bearapus.
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