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IIpoayKTMBHOCT M CTA0MJIHOCT HA HETPAAULUOHHH Qypa’KHU BU/IOBE B
yciaoBusita Ha LlenTtpanna Cesepna bbarapus

Banentun KoceB, Haranus I'eopruea*, Una CroiiueBa
WuctutyT o gypaxuure kyarypu, S800 [Inesen, Cenckocromnancka akagemus — Codust, bbirapus
*E-mail: imnatalia@abv.bg

Pe3tome: B HacTosiata cTaTths ce NMpaBH MMbPBOHAYAHA OIEHKA HA HETPAJMIIMOHHU 3a CTpaHATa BHJIOBE
(Trigonella foenum-graecum, Lablab purpureus, Carthamus tinctorius v Phalaris canariensis) B ycnoBusita
Ha [lenTpanna CeBepHa bwirapus. M3mnon3san ¢ MeToja Ha ABITHTE Mapleid, B 3-KpaTHa MOBTOPHOCT HA
BapuaHTUTE. PacTeHMsITa ca OTIJICKJaHH B YCIIOBHS HA OMOJIOTMYHO MPOM3BOCTBO, 0€3 N3I0JI3BAHE HAa TOPOBE
U MECTHIUIU. YCTAHOBCHO €, ue MPOYYBAHHUTE BHOBE JCMOHCTPUPAT BUCOK MPOAYKTHBEH MOTEHIHAI IO
OTHOIIIEHHe Ha (opMHUpaHa 3ejeHa u cyxa onomaca kakto ciensa: C. tinctorius (30.9 t GM/ha, 6971.7 kg DM/
ha), L. purpureus (25 t GM/ha, 4484.6 kg DM/ha), Ph. canariensis (16 t GM/ha, 2797.3 kg DM/ha) u Tr. foenum-
graecum (10.7 t GM/ha, 2339.8 kg DM/ha). 1o oTHOImEeHHe TPONYKTHBHOCT Ha 3bPHO, C HAl-BUCOK JI0OWB ce
xapaktepusupa Tr. foenum-graecum (2276.3 kg/ha), a ¢ Hali-uucwvk — Ph. canariensis (284.4 kg/ha). PanroBusit
aHaJIM3 Ha MapaMeTpuTe Ha ekojorudHara cradbuinaoct (CVi, bi, Wi%, 62, YSi) Ha 1o6uBa cyxa Maca U cemMeHa
JlaBaT MPEAMMCTBO ChOTBETHO Ha C. tinctorius v L. purpureus, KOETO C€ MOTBBPIKIABA U OT U3BBPIICHUAT
GGE 6umioT aHanu3 Ha qanauTe. HeoOX0MMMU ca IOMbIHUTETHN U3CIICABAHHUSL, TPH KOUTO B EKCIIEPUMEHTH C
JKUBOTHHU JIa CE YCTAHOBH AlIETHTHOCTTA U YCBOMMOCTTA HA IIPOYYBAHHUTE BUJIOBE, KAKTO H MPETOPHUUTEITHOTO
UM TIPOIEHTHOTO YYaCTHE B XPAHUTEITHU JTaKOH.

Ku1rouoBH 1yMU: HETPaAUIIMOHHH BUI0BE; CTA0MIIHOCT; ITPOAYKTHUBHOCT; OIICHKA

Productivity and stability of non-traditional forage species in the conditions
of Central Northern Bulgaria

Valentin Kosev, Natalia Georgieva*, Ina Stoycheva
Institute of Forage Crops, 5800 Pleven, Agricultural Academy - Sofia, Bulgaria
*E-mail: imnatalia@abv.bg

Citation: Kosev, V., Georgieva, N., & Stoycheva, 1. (2025). Productivity and stability of non-traditional forage
species in the conditions of Central Northern Bulgaria. Bulgarian Journal of Crop Science, 62(3) 84-95 (Bg).

Abstract: In this article, an initial assessment of non-traditional species (7rigonella foenum-graecum, Lablab
purpureus, Carthamus tinctorius and Phalaris canariensis) in the conditions of Central Northern Bulgaria is
made. The method of long plots is used, in 3-fold replication of variants. The plants are grown in organic
production conditions, without the use of fertilizers and pesticides. It was found that the studied species
demonstrated a high productive potential in terms of formed green and dry biomass as follows: C. tinctorius
(30.9 t GM/ha, 6971.7 kg DM/ha), L. purpureus (25 t GM/ha, 4484.6 kg DM/ha), Ph. canariensis (16 t GM/ha,
27973 kg DM/ha) and 7r. foenum-graecum (10.7 t GM/ha, 2339.8 kg DM/ha). In terms of grain productivity, it
is characterized by the highest yield 7r. foenum-graecum (2276.3 kg/ha), and with the lowest — Ph. canariensis
(284.4 kg/ha). The rank analysis of the parameters of ecological stability (CV1i, bi, Wi2, 62, YSi) of dry mass and
seed yield favor C. tinctorius and L. purpureus, respectively, which is also confirmed by the performed GGE
biplot analysis of the data. Additional research is needed to establish in animal experiments the palatability and
digestibility of the studied species, as well as their recommended percentage participation in feed rations.
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BBBEJIEHUE

CBBpEeMEHHOTO 3eMeJIeIIHe € U3IPABSHO MPET
MHOT0 TIPEIN3BUKATENICTBA KaTO €HH OT OCHOB-
HUTE ca MPOMEHHUTE B KJIMMara ¥ HapacTBaIlIH-
T€ M3UCKBAaHMs Ha OOIIECTBOTO Ja KOHCYMHpa
€KOJIOTMYHO YHCTa MPOMYKIHUs. B To3u cMuUCHI,
B OBJIEIe, BCE MO-TOJISIM WHTEpEC IIe MpeIcTa-
BIISIBAT KYJITYPH C MOBUILIEHA CyXOYCTONYMBOCT,
MPOAYKTUBHOCT W CTAOMIIHOCT, OTIJICKJTAHETO
Ha KOMTO € CBBP3aHO C HUCKA KOHCyMaIus Ha
SHeprus U € MKOHOMHYECKH edekTrBHO. He Ha
MOCJIETHO MSICTO €, MPU BB3MOXKHOCT, TE€3H KYII-
TYPH JIa C€ OTIJICXK AT B YCIOBUS HA OMOJIOTMYHO
3emenenue. MHTpOAYKIMATa HA HETPATUIINOH-
HU ¥ aJITEPHATUBHHU 3a JaJICH PETHOH BHUJIOBE €
CBBP3aHO C TAXHOTO MPEIBAPUTEITHO MPOYIBAHE
C OrJIe/ OIpeeNIsTHe Ha TTIPONYKTHBHUSAT UM I10-
TEHIIMAJI U aIAalTUBHOCT KbM YCJIOBHSATA HA Ch-
oTBeTHarTa cpena. Karo antepHaTuBHU ypaskHH
KYJATYPH, TOIXO/SIIN 32 YCIOBUS HA TPOMEHSIII
ce KJIMMaT, ce ONpeNeNsAT BUI0Be KaTo Trigonella
foenum-graecum L. (Kara & Surmen, 2023),
Lablab purpureus (L.) Sweet (Ewansina et al.,
2007), Phalaris canariensis L. (Pelikan, 2000)
Carthamus tinctorius L. (Hashemi et al., 2020)
u ap. [locoueHnTe BUIOBE ca €IHOTOIMUIIHH,
KaTo MBPBUTE JBA CE€ OTHACAT KbM CEMEHUCTBO
Fabaceae, Tpetust kM Poaceae, a IOCIETHUSAT
KbM Asteraceae. Tr. foenum-graecum ce u3non3-
Ba 3a XpaHa, Qpypaxx ¥ MeAUIMHCKHU 1enu (Al-
Maamari et al., 2020). OTnryaBa ce ¢ aganTHB-
HOCT ¥ YCTOMYHMBOCT KbM BOJICH e(UIIUT U Bpe-
nutenu (Petit-Aldana et al., 2014). Pegunia n3cie-
JOBaTENH CHOOIIABAT 32 IMIHPOKOTO MY H3MON3-
BaHE B XpaHEHETO Ha MPEXUBHU KUBOTHH (Shah
& Mir, 2004; Acharya et al., 2008), Bozemio 10
MOBUIIIABAHE HA aleTUTHOCTTAa M MIICYHOCTTA
(Arya et al., 2023). Alemu & Doepel (2011) mo-
couBar, 4e 7r. foenum-graecum e nodpa anrep-
HATHBA Ha JIIOLIEPHATA B XPaHEHETO Ha MPEKUB-
HU KUBOTHU. ETHO OT OCHOBHU MpeIrMCTBa Ha
BTOpaTa 0000Ba KynTypa, L. purpureus, € MHO-
TOCTPAHHOTO M3IOJI3BAaHE — B CBEIKO CHCTOSIHHE,
KaTo CEHO, CUJIaXK, KOHIIGHTpUpaH Qypax, 3a 3e-
JICHO TOpEHe, Ialia, KaTo MeKJIHMHHA U TTOKPOB-
Ha Kyntypa. Jpyro 1eHHO Ka4ecTBO € BHCOKaTa

aJalTUBHOCT U BB3MOXKHOCT Jla C€ OTIJIK/Ia B
IIMPOK JTHANa3oH OT YCJIOBUS Ha cpela — TeM-
NepaTypH, BaJIe)KH, TIOYBCHH THIIOBE U HAIMOP-
cka BucounHa (Murphy & Colucci, 1999). L.
purpureus ce XapaKTepu3upa ¢ BUCOKA MPOAYK-
TUBHOCT (4-6 t cyxa maca/ha, 1-2.5 t 3bpHO /ha),
KaTo (ypakHaTa Maca € ¢ BUCOKA alleTUTHOCT U
cmuiaeMoct (55-76%) (Deka & Sarkar, 1990). P.
canariensis € CPaBHUTEIHO HOBa (yparkHa KYJI-
Typa (Mason et al., 2019). T« e TonepanTHa KbM
3acymiaBaHe, ¢ Obp3 pacTeX, BHUCOKA MPOAYK-
TUBHOCT U XpaHuTenHa ctoiHocT (Ghandali et
al., 2016). TpeBHata mMaca ce M3IOI3BA B CBEXKO
cwerostaue U kato ceHo (Pelikan, 2000), cumax
u nacuimHo (El-Houssini, 2006), a cemenara ca
noaxosia xpana 3a ntuiy (Mason, 2019), oBre
(Magnuson et al., 2014), puou (Gutiérrez-Leyva et
al., 2023) u gpyru xuBoTHU. CIeq peKoaTUpaHe,
cllamata ce mpuema J100pe OT )KMBOTHHUTE U IO
XUMUYEH ChCTaB € OJIM3Ka JI0 OBECeHaTa clama
(Dijkstra, 1957). Cnopen HSIKOM H3CJCIOBATEIIH
(Gilbert et al., 2008; Jyothsna, 2013) C. tinctorius
€ KyJITypa ¢ HEM3MOI3BaH MOTEHIHAT U ITUPOKO
MPHJIOKEHUE. JIBJITH TONWHU TS CE € M3IO0JI3Ba-
Ja MPeANMHO KaTo CypoBHHA 3a (apmarieBTHy-
HaTa MPOMUIIJICHOCT W 3apajyd PacTUTEITHOTO
MacJji0, U3BauYaHo oT ceMeHaTa (Sardouie-Nasab
et al., 2013). BriociieacTBue, ocBeH 3a IPOU3BO/I-
CTBO Ha CEMCHA, JINCTHATa Maca U cThOIara Ha
C. tinctorius 3amo4yBaT J1a ce U3XpaHBaT KaTo 3e-
neH ¢ypax, ceHo u cunax (Landau et al., 2005).
Nanova (2012) ompenernst Buaa KaTo OTH3BK 10
CITbHYOIJIENIa, HO 3HAYMUTENHO TIO-TOJEpPaHTEeH
KBM CyIIIa.

[Ipe3 mocnenHUTEe TOAMHHM W3y4YaBaHETO Ha
B3aMMOJICHCTBUETO TEHOTHII-CPela € OCOOCHO
aKTyanHO Ha ()OHA HA YCTAHOBEHUTE TpPAWHU
TeHJIeHIIuM Ha mpomsHa B kimumara (Kilianova
& Safina, 2018; Turina, 2020). B nonmbiHeHue, B
arpoOMOJIOTHYEH U CENEKIMOHEH AaCIeKT, eINH
OT OCHOBHHTE TTapaMeTpH 3a AuQepeHIInpaHe Ha
pPacCTUTEIHUTE TEHOTHUIIOBE € OI[CHKA Ha CTA0WII-
HocTTa Ha nobouBa. OneHkara Ha cTaOMIHOCTTA,
KaTo KOMILUIEKCEH MOKa3aTell, JaBa Bb3MOKHOCT
3a TO-MBJIHOLIEHHO OMNOJ30TBOPSIBAHE Ha Ha-
JTUIHUTE CKOJIOTMYHH (PAKTOPU U PEaTH3HPaAHE
MO-BUCOK MOTEHIINAJ Ha BUJAA, KOETO CE CBBP3-

85



Pacmenuesvonu nayxu, 2025, 62 (3)

Bulgarian Journal of Crop Science, 2025, 62 (3)

Ba U C HEroBaTa aJanTHUBHOCT. To3M MoKa3aTesn
3aBUCH OT BHJa (T€HOTHIIA), HETOBaTa HOpMa Ha
peaKIus U OT EKOJOTUIHHUTE YCIIOBHS Ha Cpela-
ta (Desheva & Deshev, 2021). Paznuunurte me-
TOIU 3a OmpeleNsiHe Ha cTabuiHOCTTa (mapa-
METPUYHHU W HEMapaMeTPUYHH) MOKA3BaT €IHO
OTHOCHUTEITHO PaH)XHpaHE B PA3IUYHU YCIOBHS
Ha cpeziarta. YecTo M3MON3BaHU ca MapaMeTpuy-
HUTE OICHKU Ha CTAOMIIHOCT KaTO PerpecHOHEH
KOe(DUIIMEeHT, KOS(HUIIMEHT Ha BapupaHEe eKOBa-
aeHc u 1p. HemapameTpuuHuTe METOAM Ha CTa-
OuIIHOCT ca 6a3upaHH Ha paH)KMpPaHE HAa T€HOTHU-
MOBETE BBB BCsKa cpena. TakuBa ¢ OIM3KO paH-
KUpaHe B Pa3IMUYHUTE CPEU ce KiacupuIupar
Karo CTa0MJIHU. 32 KOMILICKCHA OIIEHKAa Ce H3-
NOJI3BAT KAKTO MapaMETPUYHH, TaKa U Herapa-
METPUYIHH METO/IH.

[enta Ha HACTOAIIOTO MPOYYBAHE € J1a CE Ha-
IIPaBU ITbPBOHAYAITHA OI[CHKA HA HSIKOW HETPa/IH-
IMOHHU 3a cTpaHaTa Bunose (Trigonella foenum-
graecum L., Lablab purpureus (L. Sweet,
Carthamus tinctorius L., Phalaris canariensis
L.) o oTHOIICHHE Ha TAXHATA MPOAYKTUBHOCT U
crabmiHocT B ycnoBusTa Ha llentpanna Cesep-
Ha bwirapusi.

MATEPUAJT U METOAH

ExcnepuMmeHTanHata NEMHOCT € OCBIIECT-
BeHa npe3 nepuoaa 2022-2023 r. B Uucturyt
no ¢ypaxuute Kynrypu-Iliesen. B mpoyusa-
HETO ca BKJIOYEHM 4 HETPaJULMOHHHU 3a CTpa-
HaTa pacTUTENHU Buja — Irigonella foenum-

Carthamus tinctorius L.

Phalaris canariensis L.

®urypa 1. CHUMKH Ha IPOYYBAHHUTE HeTPAANLIUOHHU 32 Bbarapus ¢pypaxuu Bunose (Trigonella
foenum-graecum, Lablab purpureus, Carthamus tinctorius u Phalaris canariensis)
Figure 1. Photos of the studied non-traditional for Bulgaria forage species (7rigonella foenum-graecum,
Lablab purpureus, Carthamus tinctorius and Phalaris canariensis)
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graecum L. (benyrpuk) (copt Xauka), Phalaris
canariensis L. (bamapuc) (MecTHa TOIMyJaIus)
Carthamus tinctorius L. (cadmop) (copt Apa),
Lablab purpureus (L.) Sweet) (1a6nad) (copt Po-
OMH), KOUTO Cca TMO3HATH KaTo (PypakHU U TPO-
noBosictBeHu Kyntypu (@urypa 1). CoproBete
ca MHTeNleKTyaaHa cobcTBeHocT Ha M3cnenosa-
TEJICKH MHCTUTYT 3a QypakHu KyaTypu-1pyo-
cko, Yemrka PenyOnuka. M3non3Ban e metona
Ha JBJITUTE TapIelid, B 3-KpaTHa MMOBTOPHOCT
Ha BapuaHTHTe U o6ima rwronr 60 m?. CemeHa-
Ta ca 3acsATH Tpe3 IIbpBaTa JIECETTHEBKA HA Me-
CeIl MapT, MPHU MPEU3IUCIIBAHE HA CEUTOCHHUTE
HOPMHU KakTo ciensa: 1r. foenum-graecum (2.5
kg/da), C. tinctorius (2.5 kg/da), Ph. canariensis
(1.5 kg/da) u L. purpureus (10 kg/da). Pactenu-
ATa ca OTIVICKJTAHU B yCJIOBUS HAa OHOJIOTHYHO
MIPOM3BOJICTBO, 0€3 U3MOJI3BaHe HA TOPOBE U IeC-
tunuad. OCHOBEH MOKa3aTesl Ha IPOYUYBAHETO €
no0uB Ha 3ereHa Maca (t/ha), cyxa maca (kg/ha)
(BBB (haza mo BBCH 60-61) u Ha cemena (kg/ha).
JlaHHUTE 1O OTHOIICHHE Ha MPOTYKTHBHOCTTA
ca 00paboTeHN MaTeMaTHYeCKH upe3 JIBy(akTo-
PCH JTUCIIEPCHOHEH aHaiu3. Pa3nmukure MExIy
CpPEeIHUTE Ha BApUAHTHUTE Ca OIICHEHU 4Ype3 Tec-
Ta 3a Hal-MaJika pomyctuma pasnuka (LSD) mpu
HUBa Ha cTaTUcTHYecKa 3HauuMocT: p < 0.05, p
<0.01 u p <0.001 (Lidanski, 1988). U3uncnenn
ca CIIeIHUTE TapaMeTpH Ha CTaOMIIHOCT: €KOBa-
nenc (Wi?) (Wricke, 1962), perpecroneH koedu-
nueHT (bi) (Finlay & Wilkinson, 1963), Bapuanc
Ha ctabmwiHocT o” (Shukla, 1972), koedunmreHT
Ha BapupaHe (CVi) (Francis & Kannenberg,
1978) n wHAEKC HAa MPOTYKTUBHOCT U CTAOMII-
Hoct (panr-cyma) (YS,) na Kang (1988). 3a us-
YUCIISIBAHE HA TOCOUYCHUTE MapaMeTPH € U3I03-
BaHa CTaTHCTHYecKa mporpama Stabilitysoft.
CratucTuko-MaTemMaTuyeckaTa o0OpaboTka Ha
JAHHUTE € U3BBPIICHA C TOMOIITa Ha TTPOrpaMa-
ta Statgraph 1.2.

PE3YJITATH U OBCBKJTAHE

Memeoponozuuna xapaxkmepucmuka
[TbpBaTa excriepuMeHTaIHa TOIMHA CE XapakK-
TEpU3Upa CbC CPEIHOACHOHOIHA TEMIIepaTrypa

Ha Bb3ayxa oT 14.2 °C, OTHOCUTEIHA BIAXKHOCT
63% u cyma Ha Banexute 148 mm 3a nepuona
Ha aKTHBHA BereTaius. YCIOBUATA MpPe3 BTOpa-
Ta TOJIMHA Ca 3HAYUTEITHO MO-ONIAronpusiTHU B
CpaBHEHHE C IbpBaTa rOIMHA — OTHOCUTEIHATA
BJIQYKHOCT U KOJIMUECTBOTO Ha BAJIC)KUTE Ca Ch-
oTtBeTHO ¢ 11 u 51% no-Bucokwu, a remneparypa-
Ta € UJCHTUYHA.

Ilpooykmuenocm na 3enena maca, cyxa maca
u cemena

Ha ®urypa 2 ca npeacTaBeHH JaHHU OTHOC-
HO MPOAYKTUBHOCTTA HA MPOYYBAHUTE BUJIOBE.
C Hall-BHCOK IOOMB CBe)Xa Maca KakKTo I10 TOqH-
HU, TaKa ¥ CPeIHO 3a repuona ce omindana C.
tinctorius (30.9 t/ha), cnenBan ot L. purpureus
(25 t/ha) m Ph. canariensis (16 t/ha). JJoOuBBT
npu Tr. foenum-graecum e Hal-HUCBHK, CPEIHO
¢ 55% B cpaBHEHHE C MPEAXOIHUTE TPU BHUIA.
[TomoOHa 3aBUCUMOCT CE€ YCTAHOBSIBA U IO OT-
HOIIEHHE TPOAYKTHUBHOCTTAa Ha cyxa Mmaca. C
ouomaca ot 6971.7 kg/ha C. tinctorius 3Ha4U-
TEJTHO HAJBHIIIABAa OCTAHAJIMUTE BUJIOBE, CIICABAH
ot L. purpureus. ®opmupanara ot Tr. foenum-
graecum v Ph. canariensis cyxa maca e ¢ OJIM3Ku
croitHoCcTH, chOTBETHO 2339.8 1 2797.3 kg/ha. o
OTHOIIIEHUE MPOTYKTUBHOCT Ha CEMEHA, Hali-BU-
COK MPOIYKTHBEH MOTEHIMAI JeMOHCTpupa 77
foenum-graecum (2276.3 kg/ha), a Hali-HUCHK —
Ph. canariensis (284.4 kg/ha). MexauHHO 10JI0-
xenue 3aemar L. purpureus u C. tinctorius, ¢ 10-
ouu ot 1054.3 u 1348.5 kg/ha.

JlanHHuTe B HayyHaTa JUTEpaTypa OTHOCHO
MPOAYKTHUBHOCTTA HA MPOYyYBAHUTE BUIOBE Ba-
pHUpaT B MIMPOKU T'PAaHUIU B 3aBUCUMOCT OT Te-
orpad)CKo TIOJIOKEHUE, TEXHOJIOTHS Ha OTIJICHK-
naHe, coptoBe u Ap. Rafat et al. (2017) mocouBat
cpennu noouswm nipu 1. foenum-graecum ot 1.19
to 1.82 t DM/hau ot 6.90 1o 7.53 t FM/ha, a Islam
(2013) - ot 1075 mo 4677 kg DM/ha. I1pu cbiiara
KyaTypa Montgomery (2009) ycranoBsiBa 100UB
ot 2.5-29 t DM/ha npu HU3KIIOUUTETHO CYXHU
ycIIoBHsI Ha cpermata (34 mm 3a 1enust mepuo
Ha Beretanwus). Cnopen Ghandali et al. (2016)
OUONOTUYHUSAT MOTEHIMaN Ha P. canariensis e
MHOT'O BHCOK — ChOOIIaBaT ce J0OMBHU Ha 3ele-
Ha Maca ot 18.42 no 24.92 t/ha u Ha cyxa maca
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1-Trigonella foenum-graecum, 2-Phalaris canariensis, 3-Carthamus tinctorius, 4-Lablab purpureus

®urypa 2. [IponyKTHBHOCT (3eJIeHa Maca, cyxa Maca, CeMeHa) NPU HeTPATUIMOHHHU (pypakHU BU/I0OBE
Figure 2. Productivity (green mass, dry mass, seeds) in non-traditional forage species

— 0T 4.80 1o 7.07 t/ha, 3a KOeTO OnpeneNAH ca
exojornuHute ycnosus. Handrilova et al. (2015)
oTuMTa JOOUB HA 3€JE€Ha U cyXa maca oT 2.69-
8.88 m 0.61-1.16 t/ha cbOTBETHO, MPH OTIIIECK-
JIaHe Ha BUJa KaTo MEeXJIUHHA KynaTypa. [Ipu L.
purpureus, 0000IaBaiiki JaHHU OT Pa3TUYHU
yacTu Ha cBeTa, Heuzé et al. (2016) mocousar 1o-
OWBH cyxa Maca M CeMEeHa ChOTBETHO OT 6 110 9 t/
ha u ot 450 mo 1500 kg/ha. 3naunTenHo No-HU-
CKM CTOWHOCTH CBhOOIIABaT JIPYrd aBTOPU -
ot 2123 no 2745 kg DM/ha (Amole et al., 2013),
not 1 10 2.5t DM/ha u ot 0.5 1o 1 t cemena/ha

88

(Chakoma et al., 2016). [IpoyuBanusita Ha pas-
JUYHU M3CIICOBATENM O OTHOIICHUE CEMEH-
HaTa NponyKTuBHOCT Ha C. finctorius B 3aBUCH-
MOCT OT pa3lnyHu (paKTopu (COPTOBE, TOPEHE,
TEXHOJOTHS Ha OTTJIEK/IaHe) MOKa3BaT CIEIHO-
To Bapupane: 15843-1585 kg/ha (Beyyavas et
al., 2011), 2.02-2.11 t/ha (Vozhehova et al., 2018),
550-4500 kg/ha (Omidi et al., 2012). U3non3Ba-
HeTo Ha Ouomacara Ha C. tinctorius Kato gypax
€ CPaBHUTEIHO M0-CJ1a00 MPOYyUYEeHO, KaTo B JU-
Teparypara ce mocounar Jo00uBu ot 4.5 10 11.6 t
DM/ha (Corleto et al., 2008).
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Jlucnepcuonen ananus

AHanu3bT HA BapuaHca Mo OTHOILICHHE Ha J10-
OuBa nokasBa, ue (hakTOpBT BUJ] OKa3Ba Hall-CUJI-
HO BJIMSIHUE BBPXY TO3M IOKa3aTes — oT 46.76 110
63.47% ot obmoTo Bapupane (Tabnuua 1). ToBa
ce ompezens OT HEeAHAKBaTa peakius Ha BHU-
JIOBETE KbM IMPOMsHA B YCJIOBHSITA Ha Cpefara.
Cuutara Ha BIHsiHME Ha (akTopa cpea (roauHa),
Makap U Mo-ci1ado MPOsIBeHa, € 3HAUUTEITHA — B
rpanunute 33.09-35.82%. Bnausauero Ha romu-
HUTE U BUJOBETE € J0Ope JOKa3aHO MPU HUBO HA
BeposiTHOCT p<0.1. BzaumonelcTBueTO Ha J1BaTa
daxTopa (AxB) e Haii-cnabo mposiBeHo (0T 1.58
1o 17.23%) u nokazano (p<0.1) camo o oTHo1IIE-
HUE Ha TOOMB cyXa mMaca u cemeHa. Pesynrarure
OT HACTOSIIOTO M3CJIEABAHE MOAKPEMAT yCTaHO-
BeHOTO OT Arega et al. (2023) cuiHO BapupaHe
Ha 100MBa MpH COPTOBE L. purpureus 1o BIus-
Hue Ha (axTopa reHorur. [Ipu chiiata kyntypa
npyru uscnenoBarenu (Jabessa et al., 2023) cb-
o0IIaBaT 3a Mo-CHUJIHO Bb3JICHCTBUE HA cpelaTta
BBPXY KOJIMYECTBOTO Ha (hopMHUpaHaTa bruomaca.
JlucriepcHOHHUST aHallu3, U3BBPIIEH OT Yadav
et al., (2020), na coptoBe Tr. foenum-graecum 1o
OTHOIIICHHE Ha CEMEHHA MPOAYKTHBHOCT ITOKa3-
Ba, U€ CpefHaTa CyMa Ha KBaJpaTHUTE 3a T€HOTHU-
MIOBETE € 3HAYMTEITHA, KOSTO MPEJIoara IupoK
JUaTnia30H Ha BapUAOMIIHOCT MEXIY TAX. ABTO-
pHUTE YCTaHOBSBAT CUJIHO BIIMSIHME Ha (aKTopa
cpeia M JI0Ka3aHO B3aUMOJCHCTBHE T'€HOTHIT X
cpena, KOeTo Imperosiara pa3auyHo MpecTaBs-
HE B Pa3HOOOpa3HU YCIIOBHUS HA CpeaTa.

Ta6umuua 1. JlucnepcuoHeH aHainu3 3a IPOAYKTUBHOCT

Table 1. Analysis of variance for productivity

Ouenka na cmadburnocmma

Cnopen Tsenov & Gubatov (2018) usznon3sa-
HETO Ha MapaMeTpu KaTo PErpecroHeH Koedu-
1ueHT (bi), OTKJIOHEHUE OT perpecuoHHaTa mpa-
Ba (0%) miu koeduirent Ha Bapupane (CVi) mpu
OLICHKa Ha CTAOMIIHOCTTa Ha J00MBa MO edek-
THUBHOCT C€ JOOJIMKaBa /10 Bb3MOXKHOCTUTE Ha
TOJIEMHUTE CTATUCTHYECKHU MTPOTPaMH, Ch31aACHU
crieluaJHo 3a Te3u 1enu. [Ipu otenka Ha ctaduI-
HOCTTA W aJJallTHBHOCTTA Ha BUJIOBETE OT 0cole-
HO 3HAYEHHUE 3a JOCTOBEPHOCTTA HA MOIYUYCHUTE
pe3yaTaTH € HaJM4MeTO Ha J0Ka3aHO B3auMO-
neiicteue reHoTUN X cpena (Desheva & Desheyv,
2021). B HacTosAmOTO M3CIeABaHE, JOKa3aHOTO
BJIMSIHME Ha B3aUMOJEWCTBUETO I'€HOTHUN (BHJ)
X cpena (roAMHa) MO OTHOLIEHHE Ha CyXa maca
U CEMEHa € OCHOBAaHME Jla C€ M3BBPIIU OIEHKA
Ha BUJOBETE 32 CTAOMIIHOCT 10 T€3W MPH3HALH.
Criopent CTOMHOCTUTE Ha BapUaIlMOHHUA Koehu-
[IUCHT BapUpPaHETO PU IMPOYIBAHUTE BHUJIOBE €
ot cpenHo (npu L. purpureus n C. tinctorius) 10
cunHo (Ph. canariensis n Tr. foenum-graecum)
(Tabnuua 2). CeriaacHo mapaMeTpu4HaTa OIEH-
Ka Ha CTAa0MTHOCTTA U KOS(PUITMEHT BT HA JIMHUH-
Ha perpecus bi (Finlay & Wilkinson, 1963), L.
purpureus u Ph. canariensis ce onpenensaT Kato
crabwiny, a C. tinctorius u Tr. foenum-graecum
KaTO eKOJIOTMYHO HecTabmiHu. TpsoBa 1a ce ot-
Oemnexy, 4e MOCJIeIHUTE 1Ba BUJIA Ca CbOTBETHO
Hal-BUCOKO U HAal-HUCKO IPOAYKTHBHU Ha CyXa
Mmaca. [lapameTpure, OCHOBaHHM Ha €KOBaJIeHCA
Wi? na Wricke (1962) u Bapuatca Ha CTaOHITHOCT

Green mass Dry mass Seeds
Source DF
of variation Mean Influence of Mean Influence of Mean Influence of
square factor, % square factor, % square factor, %
Factor A - Species | 3 4919681** 63.47 263610%* 60.04 40668.8%* 46.76
Factor B - Years 2 2565106%* 33.09 155319%** 35.37 31156.6** 35.82
Rep x Years 6 71856.2 0.93 1217.11 0.28 80.94 0.09
AxB 6 122618 1.58 17699.4** 4.03 14991.1** 17.23
Error 18 72171 0.93 1232.04 0.28 84.71 0.10
CV, % 13 8.46 6.12
*<0.5  FFp<0.1  F*p<0.01
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o Ha Shukla (1972), onpenenst C. tinctorius
Ph. canariensis xato Hali-cradbwnnu, xato C.
tinctorius TIOJly4aBa U aHAJIOTUYHA OLIEHKA U T10
kputepust YSi (+1) vHa Kang (1993).

W3pbpiienusat panros ananuz (TabGmuma 3)
Ha MapaMeTpUTEe HA €KOJIOTHYHATA CTAOMITHOCT
Ha Jo0uBa cyxa maca JaBa npeaumctBo Ha C.
tinctorius TIOpaay TO-HUCKUS PaHT U (POpMHU-
pPaHOTO HaW-TONIMO KONWYecTBO Onomaca. Ph.
canariensis u L. purpureus cu NOIENsT CleBa-
1aTa Mo3uius B paHKUPAHETO, HO MIPETUMCTBO-
TO Ha L. purpureus € B IO-BUCOKATa MPOTYKTHUB-
HOCT.

[Tomyuyenute pesynaratu B Tabmuna 4 ompe-
JIETSAT KaTo CTaOWUITHU 10 OTHOIICHHE Ha JIOOMB
cemena Bugosere C. tinctorius (bi=0.24), Ph.
canariensis (bi=0.36) u L. purpureus (bi=0.52).
Tr. foenum-graecum, BBIPEKU Y€ CE OTIMYABA
C Hall-BUCOK JTOOMB Ha CEMEHa, € C MHOTO CHJI-
HO u3pazena BapuabmiHoct (bi=2.87), xosiTo ce
MNOTBBPKJIaBa U OT CTOWHOCTTA Ha BapUaIlMOH-

Husa koedunueHTt (48.49%). B mporuBoBec, C
Hall-HUCHK BapuallMOHEH KOe(UIIUEHT ce Xapak-
tepusupa C. tinctorius (6.86%). IIpoyuBanute
BUJIOBE IOJIy4YaBaT CXOAHH OLEHKU CIIOpes Io-
kazarenure Ha Wricke (1962) u Shukla (1972),
KOHUTO OMpeNneNnsT L. purpureus Kato cTaOuIIEH,
a C. tinctorius Xato OT3UBYMB KbM MPOMEHUTE
B yCJIOBHSTA Ha cpeara. MHOro BaxkHa uH(pop-
Malus 3a BHJOBETE JaBa mapamerspa Ha Kang
(1988) 3a enHOBpeMeHHa OIIEHKA T10 TOOWB U CTa-
OMITHOCT, KOMTO Ce OCHOBaBa Ha JOCTOBEPHOCT-
Ta Ha pa3JIMKUTE B J00MBa U BapHaHCa Ha B3a-
UMOJICHCTBUE CbC cpenara. LlenHocrTa Ha TO3M
KpPUTEPHUH €, Y€ M3IMOJI3BANKN HemapaMeTpUUHU
METOAM W CTATUCTHYECKA JI0OKa3aHOCT Ha pas-
JUKWTE, 1aBa 0000IIeHa OIeHKa, MOApexaalia
BUJIOBETE B HU3XOJIAI Pl CIIOPE/T TSXHATA CTO-
nmaHcka [eHHOCT. HemapaMeTpuyHUAT MEeTO Ha
Kang (1988) onpenens Tr. foenum-graecum xato
Hali-0aJaHCcHpaH MO OTHOIICHHUE Ha CTa0MIIHOCT
U IPOYKTUBHOCT.

Tadmuua 2. [Tapamerpu Ha cTaOMIIHOCT IO OTHOILICHHE HAa JOOHMB Cyxa Maca

Table 2. Stability parameters in terms of dry mass yield

Buy/ Species CVi bi Wi? o YSi

Tr. foenum-graecum 57.92 1.50%* 4045.52 8822.69 -10
Ph. canariensis 21.50 0.66 1848.61 3330.41 -9
C. tinctorius 16.60 1.28 1270.42 1884.95 +1

L. purpureus 11.32 0.56 * 3164.28 6619.6 -1

CVi - variance coefficient (Francis & Kannenberg, 1978), bi - regression coefficient (Finlay & Wilkinson (1963),
o’ - variance of stability (Shukla, 1972), Wi? - ecovalence (Wricke, 1962), YSi - yield and stability index (Kang, 1988)

Tab6auua 3. PaHroB aHanm3 Ha mapamMeTpUTe Ha CTAOMITHOCT 3a JOOWB CcyXa Maca
Table 3. Rank analysis of stability parameters for dry mass yield

Cpenen
Bun/ Species CVi bi Wiz o2 YSi ApUTMETHYECH
panr/ Average
arithmetic rank
Tr. foenum-graecum 4 4 4 5 4 4
Ph. canariensis 3 2 2 3 3 3
C. tinctorius 2 1 1 2 1 1
L. purpureus 1 3 3 4 2 3

CVi - variance coefficient (Francis & Kannenberg, 1978), bi - regression coefficient (Finlay & Wilkinson (1963), oi* -
variance of stability (Shukla, 1972), Wi - ecovalence (Wricke, 1962), YSi - yield and stability index (Kang, 1988)
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B Tabnuma 5 e mpeacTaBeHO paHXUPAHETO HA
MIPOYYBAHUTE BUJOBE Bb3 OCHOBA HA H3UMCIIE-
HUTE TapaMeTpU Ha CTAaOMIHOCT MO OTHOIE-
HUE Ha TOOMB ceMeHa. Hail-HUCHK paHT, pecrek-
THUBHO IIbPBa MO3ULIUS, TIOAy4YaBa L. purpureus,
KOMTO OYEBHMJHO IIpOsIBSIBA Hail-BUCOKA CTa-
ounnoct. CrnenBamuTe MO3UMLKU CE 3aeMaTr OT
CcbOTBETHO T7. foenum-graecum, C. tinctorius
u Ph. canariensis. TpsOBa na ce mogueprae, 4e
KaTo 151710, TECTBAHUTE BUJIOBE Ca CPABHUTEIIHO
¢;1a00 MPOyYEeHHU MO OTHOLIEHUE MapaMeTpu Ha
aJalTUBHOCT U CTaOMIHOCT. M3BBpIIEHN ca u3-
ClleZIBaHUsl, Bb3 OCHOBA HAa KOUTO IIPH BCEKU OT
MPOYyYBAHUTE BHJOBE Ca OMpEAENeHH 00paslu
(copToBe, JIMHWM) C TOBHIIECHA CTAOMJIHOCT Ha
n001Ba, MPEIUMHO B3 OCHOBA HA CTOMHOCTUTE
Ha PErPEeCHOHEH U BapHAIMOHEH KOS(DUITUEHTH —
C. tinctorius (Prahova & Kshnikatkina, 2020),
L. purpureus (Shukla et al., 1993; Satish et al.,
2017), Tr. foenum-graecum (Meena et al., 2015),
Ph. canariensis (Pelikan, 2000).

GGE biplot ananus

I'paduunoTo uzobpaxkenne Ha GGE biplot
aHallM3a ToKa3Ba OOIIOTO BapHpaHEe Ha JaJieH
MPHU3HAK, IBDKAIIO CE Ha B3aMMOJICHCTBUETO HA
reHoTumna cbe cpenara (Purypa 3) u npeacrase-
HO TOCPEJCTBOM ITHPBHSI U BTOPHS TJIABHH KOM-
nonent (PC1 u PC2). GGE biplot ananuza 3a
MPOAYKTUBHOCT HA CyXa Maca OIpeesi KaTo
Hali-ieHeH BuJ C. tinctorius, Y4MsTO BUCOKA MPO-
JyKTHBHOCT € ChUeTaHa U C BUCOKA CTAOMITHOCT
Ha nobuBa (Durypa 2). CeriacHo rpaduyHus
aHaJu3, aKo Ce HalpaBU KOMIIPOMHUC ChC CTa-
OMITHOCTTA, CIIEIBAIIHS 110 LIEHHOCT PACTUTEINICH
BUJ € L. purpureus, 3aeMall BTOpa MO3ULIUS 10
nobuB Ha cyxa maca. C nobpa denorumnna cra-
OUITHOCT IO TO3M NpH3HAK € U Ph. canariensis,
HO TOM (popMHpa 3HAYUTEITHO [10-MaJIKO KOJIHYe-
CTBO CyXa Maca.

GGE biplot ananm3za 3a 1g00MB ceMeHa
MOTBBPIK/IaBa PE3YJITATUTE, TIOJTYyYECHU OT OIICH-
KHT€ Ha CTaOMIHOCTTA, CBHIJIACHO KOUTO L.

Tadauua 4. [lapamerpu Ha cTaOMIIHOCT MO OTHOLICHUE HA JOOMB CEMEHA

Table 4. Stability parameters in terms of seed yield

Buy/ Species CVi bi Wi? o2 YSi

Tr. foenum-graecum 48.49 2.87 10358.3 24154.7 +1
Ph. canariensis 49.11 0.36 1194.51 1245.28 -10
C. tinctorius 6.86 0.24 1699.88 2508.72 -1

L. purpureus 19.00 0.52 675.19 53.01 -1

CVi - variance coefficient (Francis & Kannenberg, 1978), bi - regression coefficient (Finlay & Wilkinson (1963), oi’ -
variance of stability (Shukla, 1972), Wi - ecovalence (Wricke, 1962), YSi - yield and stability index (Kang, 1988)

Tab6auna 5. Panros ananms Ha mapamMeTpPHUTE Ha CTAOMIIHOCT 332 TOOWUB ceMeHa
Table 5. Rank analysis of stability parameters for seed yield

Cpenen
Buz/ Species CVi bi Wi o? YSi ;‘g:rT/Mgg:af;
arithmetic rank
Tr. foenum-graecum 3 4 4 4 1 3
Ph. canariensis 4 2 2 2 4 3
C. tinctorius 1 3 3 3 2 3
L. purpureus 2 1 1 1 2 1

CVi - variance coefficient (Francis & Kannenberg, 1978), bi - regression coefficient (Finlay & Wilkinson (1963), oi° -
variance of stability (Shukla, 1972), Wi? - ecovalence (Wricke, 1962), YSi - yield and stability index (Kang, 1988)
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PC1 (97.5%)
1-Trigonella foenum-graecum, 2-Phalaris canariensis, 3-Carthamus tinctorius, 4-Lablab purpureus

®urypa 3. GGE biplot ananu3 3a 100uB cyxa maca
Figure 3. GGE biplot analysis for dry mass yield

PC2 (5.1%)

PC1 (94.9%)

1-Trigonella foenum-graecum, 2-Phalaris canariensis, 3-Carthamus tinctorius, 4-Lablab purpureus

®urypa 4. GGE biplot ananu3 3a 106uB cemeHa
Figure 4. GGE biplot analysis for seed yield

purpureus TIPOSBsSIBa Hal-BHCOKA CTAOHMIIHOCT. nyktuBHocT (Purypa 4). Ot apyra crpana 7Tr.
JbmxkuHaTa Ha BeKTopa Ha Ph. canariensis no-  foenum-graecum ce XapakTepu3upa ¢ Hali-BU-
Ka3Ba, 4e TOM CBINO € CTaOWJIeH, HO CHUIMAT HE  COK JOOMB HAa CEMEHA, HO PA3IOIOKEHUETO MY
MpeaCTaBsiBa MHTEpPEC MOpaaud HHUCKaTa Mpo-  OJM30 A0 BTOPHS ITIaBeH KOMIIOHEHT MOKa3Ba, ue
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TOU IposiBsABa HUCKA aJalITUBHOCT U € C BUCO-
Ka OT3MBYMBOCT IPH MIPOMSHA Ha YCIIOBHSTA Ha
cpenara. C. tinctorius, KOUTO € BTOpH 10 JOOUB
Ha 3BPHO, € OLIEHCH I10 CXOJCH HAYMH U CHIIO €
C HHUCKa CTaOMIHOCT. V3BBpIlICHATA OlICHKA Ha
HETPAJUIIMOHHUTE (ypaKHU BHUJIOBE, Oa3upaHa
caMO BBPXY MPOAYKTHBHOCT W CTAaOMIHOCT Ha
Jo0MBa e 0OHaJeKaaBalla, HO HeJJOCTaThUHa, 32
Jla ce Mpenopbya HHTPOAYIMPAHE HA BHJIOBETE.
HeoOxomumu ca JOMBIHUTEIHH H3CIACABAHMS,
IIPU KOMTO B €KCIICPUMEHTH C )KUBOTHH JIa CE yC-
TAaHOBHU alICTUTHOCTTA U YCBOUMOCTTA HaA POy Y-
BAHUTC BUAOBEC, KAKTO U BB3MOKHOTO UM y4dacC-
THE B XPAHHUTEITHHU JIAXKOH.

U3BOAM

Bb3 ocHOBa Ha OChIIleCTBEHATa OIICHKA Ha He-
TPaJAWIIMOHHUTE 3a cTpaHara BujoBe Trigonella
foenum-graecum, Lablab purpureus, Carthamus
tinctorius v Phalaris canariensis B ycnoBusiTa Ha
Ilentpanna CeBepna bwarapus morat na ce Ha-
MIPABST CICTHUTE TI0-BAXKHU MU3BOIH:

-[IpoyuBanuTe BHAOBE JAEMOHCTPHpAT BU-
COK MPOAYKTHBEH TIOTSHIIHAJ 110 OTHOIIICHHE Ha
dbopmupana 3eneHa u cyxa buomaca KakTo Clefl-
Ba: C. tinctorius (30.9 t GM/ha, 6971.7 kg DM/
ha), L. purpureus (25 t GM/ha, 4484.6 kg DM/
ha), Ph. canariensis (16 t GM/ha, 2797.3 kg DM/
ha) u Tr. foenum-graecum (10.7 t GM/ha, 2339.8
kg DM/ha). Ilo oTHOIIeHHE MPOAYKTUBHOCT Ha
3BPHO, C Hal-BUCOK JIOOUB ce XapakTepusupa 7Tr.
foenum-graecum (2276.3 kg/ha), a c Hali-HUCHK —
Ph. canariensis (284.4 kg/ha).

-PaHroBHST aHATM3 HA TTApaMETPHUTE HA EKO-
aoruunara cradmianoct (CVi, bi, Wi, 6%, YSi) Ha
NOOMBa cyXa Maca U CeMEHa JaBaT MPEeTuMCTBO
cboTBeTHO Ha C. tinctorius u L. purpureus, Koe-
TO ce MOTBBbpKAaBa u oT u3BbpieHuAT GGE Ou-
TUTOT aHAJIM3 HA TAHHUTE.

-HeoOxomumu ca AONBJIHUTETHU H3CIEABA-
HUSI, TIPY KOUTO B EKCIIEPUMEHTH C KUBOTHHU 1A
Ce YCTaHOBHU aleTHUTHOCTTa M YCBOMMOCTTa Ha
POYYBAHUTE BHUJIOBE, KAKTO W MPETOPHUUTEI-
HOTO UM IIPOIEHTHOTO y9acTHE B XPAaHUTCITHH
axou.

Baaroxapnoctu

W3cnenBaneTo € MpencTaBeHO Ha IOOHIICH-
HaTa Hay4yHa KOH(EPEHLHUS] C MEXyHapOJHO
y4acTue ,,YCTOHYHBO M KOHKYPEHTHOCIIOCOOHO
3eMezieNe B yCIOBUATA Ha II00aTHU KIMMaTHY-
HU npoMeHu‘, nposeaeHa Ha 03-04 centemBpu
2024 r. B MuctuTyTa no mapesunara — Kuexa,
bearapus

JIUTEPATYPA

Acharya, S. N., Thomas, J. E. & Basu, S. K. (2008).
Fenugreek, an alternative crop for semiarid regions of
North America. Crop Science, 48,841-853.

Alemu, A .W. & Doepel, L. (2011). Fenugreek (Trigonella
Jfoenum-graecum L.) as an alternative forage for dairy
cows. Animal, 5(9), 1370-138]1.

Al-Maamari, I. T., Khan, M. M., Al-Sadi, A. M., Igbal,
Q. & Al-Saady, N. (2020). Morphological character-
ization and genetic diversity of Fenugreek (7rigonella
foenum-graecum L.) accessions in Oman. Bulgarian
Journal of Agricultural Science, 26(2), 375-383.

Amole, T. A., Oduguwa, B. O., Shittu, O., Famakinde,
A., Okwelum, N., Ojo, V. O. A., Dele, P. A., Idowu,
0. J., Ogunlolu, B. & Adebiyi, A. O. (2013). Herb-
age yield and quality of Lablab purpureus during the
late dry season in Western Nigeria. Slovak Journal of
Animal Science, 46(1), 22-30.

Arya, P., Kumari, N., Wani, S. A. & Kumar, P. (2023).
Trigonella foenum graecum. In: Herbs, Spices and
Their Roles in Nutraceuticals and Functional Foods
(Amalraj A., Kuttappan S., Karthik Varma A.C.,
Matharu A.(Eds)). Academic Press, 133-148. ISBN
9780323907941

Beyyavas, V., Haliloglu, H., Copur, O. & Yilmaz,
A.(2011). Determination of seed yield and yield com-
ponents of some safflower (Carthamus tinctorius L.)
cultivars, lines and populations under the semi-arid
conditions. African Journal of Biotechnology, 10 (4),
527-534.

Chakoma, I., Manyawu, G., Gwiriri, L., Moyo, S. &
Dube S. (2016). The agronomy and use of Lablab
purpureus in smallholder farming systems of southern
Africa. 2016. https://core.ac.uk/reader/132687630

Corleto, A., Cazzato, E., Tufarelli, V., Dario, M. &
Laudadio, V. (2008). The effect of harvest date on the
yield and forage quality of ensiling safflower biomass
In: Proceedings of the 7th International Safflower
Conference (Knights, S.E. and Potter, T.D.(Eds)) “Saf-
flower: Unexploited potential and world adaptability”.
3-6 November, Wagga Wagga, New South Wales,
Australia.

93



Pacmenuesvonu nayxu, 2025, 62 (3)

Bulgarian Journal of Crop Science, 2025, 62 (3)

Deka, R. K. & Sarkar C. R. (1990). Nutrient composition
and anti-nutritional factors of Dolichos lablab L seeds.
Food Chemistry, 38, 239-246.

Desheva, G., & Deshev, M. (2021). Evaluation of the sta-
bility and adaptability of yield in varieties and breed-
ing lines of common winter wheat. Bulgarian Journal
of Crop Science, 58(1), 3-13.

Dijkstra, N. D. (1957). Feeding value of the straw of
canary grass (Phalaris canariensis). Landbouwkundig
Tijdschrift, 69, 410-412.

Eberhart, S. A. T. & Russell, W. A. (1966). Stability
parameters for comparing varieties. Crop Science, 0,
pp.36—40.

El-Houssini, A. A. (20006). Potential forage yield of ca-
nary grass (Phalaris canariensis L.) in relation to bio-
fertilizer and some micronutrients under reclaimed soil
conditions. Arab Universities Journal of Agricultural
Sciences, 14(1), 205-212.

Ewansina, S. U., Chiezey, S. A., Tarawali, S. A. & Iwua-
for E. N. O. (2007). Morpho-phenological variation in
Lablab purpureus. Tropical Grasslands, 41, 277-284.

Finlay, K. W., & Wilkinson, G. N. (1963). Adaptation
in a plant breeding programme. Australian Journal of
Agricultural Research, 14, 742—754.

Francis, T. R. & Kannenberg, L. W. (1978). Yield sta-
bility studies in short-season maize: 1. A descriptive
method for grouping genotypes. Canadian Journal of
Plant Science, 58, 1029-1034.

Ghandali, V.V., Moghaddam, P. R. & Khoramdel, S.
(2016). Investigation of Yield and Yield Components
of Canary Seed Forage (Phalaris canariensis L.) in
Response to Different Levels of Irrigation, Organic
and Chemical Fertilizers and their integration. lranian
Journal of Field Crops Research, 14(3), 526-538.

Gilbert, J., Knights, S. E. & Potter, T. D. (2008). Inter-
national safflower production — an overview. Agri-MC
Marketing and Communication, 1-7.

Gutiérrez-Leyva, R., Rodriguez-Gonzalez, H., Carril-
lo-Dominguez, S., Ulloa, J. A., Ramirez-Ramirez,
J. C., Rosas-Ulloa, P., Bautista-Rosales, P. U. &
Civera-Cerecedo, R. (2023). Canary seed, Phalaris
canariensis, has higher nutritional value than giant kelp
seaweed, Macrocystis pyrifera, as feed ingredient in
diets for Nile tilapia, Oreochromis niloticus. Journal of
the World Aquaculture Society, 54(3), 666—685.

Handrilova, M., Lukas, V., Prochazkova, B. & Smuthy,
V. (2015). Estimation of above ground biomass of
catch crops using NDVI measurements. MENDEL-
NET 2015. https:/mnet.mendelu.cz/mendelnet2015/
articles/59 handlirova 1117.pdf

Hashemi, A., Sharifzadeh F., Amiri, R. & Afsh, R.
(2020). Evaluation of germination of safflower seed
(Carthamus tinctorius L.) faraman cultivar, under
water deficite stress and determination of cardinal

94

germination temperatures. Iranian Journal of Seed
Science and Technology, 9(3), 73-83.

Heuzé, V., Tran, G., Sauvant, D., Renaudeau, D., Bas-
tanelli, D. & Lebas, F. (2016). Lablab (Lablab purpu-
reus). Feedipedia, a programme by INRAE, CIRAD,
AFZ and FAO. https://www.feedipedia.org/node/297.

Jabessa, T., Tesfaye, G. & Bekele, K. (2023). Evaluation
of genotypes with environmental interactions of lablab
(Purpureus L.) and it is dry matter yields stability in
the midland of guji zone, southern Oromia, Ethiopia.
Bangladesh journal of multidisciplinary scientific re-
search 8(1), 34-42.

Jyothsna, M. (2013). Growth and yield of safflower (Car-
thamus tinctorius L.) as influenced by varied moisture
regimes. Dissertation, Ranga Agricultural University,
Rajendra Nagar, Hyderabad, India.

Kang, M. S. (1988). A rank-sum method for selecting
high-yielding, stable corn genotypes. Cereal Research
Communication, 16, 113—115.

Landau, S., Molle, G., Fois, N., Friedman, S., Barkai,
D., Decandia, M. & Sitzia, M. (2005). Safflower
(Carthamus tinctorius L.) as a novel pasture species
for dairy sheep in the Mediterranean conditions of
Sardinia and Israel. Small Ruminant Research, 59(2),
239-249.

Kara, E. & Surmen, M. (2023). Fenugreek (7rigonella
foenum-graecum L.). In:Alternative Forage Crops
— IT (Giilcan Demiroglu Top¢u, Editor). Iksad Pub-
lishing House, Ankara, Turkie. DOI: https:/dx.doi.
org/10.5281/zenodo.10409879

Kilianova, T.V. & Safina, N.V. (2018). Production of saf-
flower seeds in the Ulyanovsk region. Agromir Povol-
zhiya, 1 (29), 29-32.

Lidanski, T. (1988). Statistical methods in biology and
agriculture. Zemizdat, Sofia.

Magnuson, B. A., Patterson, C. A., Hucl, P., Newkirk,
R. W., Ram, J. I. & Classen, H. L. (2014). Safety
assessment of consumption of glabrous canary seed
(Phalaris canariensis L.) in rats. Food and Chemistry
Toxicology, 63, 91-103.

Mason, E. (2019). Nutritional and bioactive properties of
glabrous canaryseed (Phalaris canariensis L.). Disser-
tation, McGill University Montreal, Canada

Meena, S. K., Divakara, E. V., Rajput, S. S. & Pan-
dey, Y. (2015). Stability of fenugreek (7rigonella
foenum-graecum L.) genotypes for terminal heat and
water stress. Legume Research, 38(5), 689-697.
DOI: 10.18805/1r.v38i5.5934.

Montgomery, J. (2009). The potential of fenugreek
(Trigonella foenum-graecum) as a forage for dairy
herds in central Alberta. MSc, University of Alberta,
AB, Canada.

Murphy, A. M. & Colucci, P. E. (1999). A tropical for-
age solution to poor quality ruminant diets: A review



Pacmenuesvonu nayxu, 2025, 62 (3)

Bulgarian Journal of Crop Science, 2025, 62 (3)

of Lablab purpureus. Livestock Research for Rural
Development, 11(2), Article #21. http://www.lrrd.org/
Irrd11/2/colul12.htm

Nanova, M. (2012). Safflower. NSSZ Informational bul-
letin.

Omidi, A. H., Khazaei, H., Monneveux, P. & Stoddard,
F. (2012). Effect of cultivar and water regime onyield
and yield components in safflower (Carthamus tincto-
rius L.). Turk J Field Crops, 17(1), 10-15.

Pelikan, J. (2000). Evaluation of yields in canary grass
(Phalaris canariensis L.) varieties. Roslinna Vyroba,
46(10), 471-475.

Petit-Aldana, J., Noguera-Savelli, E., Cetzal-Ix, W.,
Solorio-Sanchez, F. & Infante-Cruz A. (2014). Pro-
ductive potencial of fenugreek (Fabaceae: Trigonella
foenum-graecum L.). American Journal of Social Issues
and Humanities, Special Issue March/April, 96-108.

Prahova, T. Ya. & Kshnikatkina, A. N. (2020). Yield
properties and adaptability of safflower (Carthamus
tinctorius) varieties in the conditions of forest-steppe
of the middle Volga region. Volga Region Farmland,
2(55), 46-51.

Rafat, J. G., Muhamad, S. R. & Ahmad, R. M. (2017).
Effect of cutting dates on vegetative yield and its com-
ponenets of Fenugreek (Trigonella foenum-graecum
L.).Euphrates Journal of Agriculture Science, 9(4),
13-17.

Sardouie-Nasab, S., Zareie, S. & Mohammadi-Nejad,
G. (2013). Stability of performance in safflower (Car-
thamus tinctorius L.) genotypes in Iran. International
Journal of Agriculture: Research and Review, 3(4),
809-813.

Satish, D., Jagadeesha, R. C., Rohini, K. P. & Dileepku-
mar, M. (2017). Genotype x environment interaction
and stability analysis in recombinant inbred lines of

French bean for growth and yield components. Journal
of Pharmacognosy and Phytochemistry, 6(5), 216-219.

Shah, M. A. & Mir, P. S. (2004). Effect of dietary
fenugreek seed on dairy cow performance and milk
characteristics. Canadian Journal of Animal Science,
84,725-729.

Shukla, G. K. (1972). Some statistical aspects of parti-
tioning genotype-environmental components of vari-
ability. Heredity, 29, 237-245.

Shukla, G. P., Hazra, C. R., & Arya O. N. (1993). Sta-
bility parameters in field bean (Lablab purpureus L.)
under rainfed situation. Range Management & Agro-
forestry, 14 (2), 147-150.

Tsenov, N., & Gubatov, T. (2018). Comparison of basic
methods for estimating the size and stability of grain
yield in winter wheat. Bulgarian Journal of Crop Sci-
ence, 55(5), 9-19.

Turina, E. L. (2020). Carthamus tinctorius L. value
and the relevance of the research with this crop in
the Central Steppe of the Crimea (review). Tauride
Bulletin of Agrarian Science, 1(21), 100-121. - DOI:
10.33952/2542-0720-2020-1-21-100-121.

Vozhehova, R., Ushkarenko, V., Fedorchuk, M., Lyk-
hovyd, P., Kokovikhin, S. & Vozhehov, S. (2018).
Safflowers yields and quality depending on cultivation
technology in the irrigated conditions. AgroLife Scien-
tific Journal, 7(2), 163-172.

Wricke, G. (1962). Ubereine Methode zur Erfassung der
okologischen Streubreite in Feldversuchen. Zeitschrift
fiir Pflanzenziichtung, 47, 92-96.

Yadav, P., Tehlan, S. K. & Kumar, M. N. (2020). Stabil-
ity analysis under diverse environments of fenugreek
(Trigonella foenum-graecum) genotypes by AMMI
model. Indian Journal of Agricultural Sciences, 90 (3),
528-32.

Received: December, 11, 2024, Approved: March, 16, 2025, Published: June, 2025



