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Abstract

In the present investigation traced the dynamics of weed infestation of crop of wheat grown after two
predecessors and two ways of using post-harvest crop residues (PHCR) of them in terms of organic
production. The field experience carried out during 2007 — 2009 in Agricultural Experimental Station —
Targovishte. The results showed that the organic production of wheat the way of using post harvest
plant residue had a strong effect on the compactness and the mass of the weeds compared with factor
precursor. The wheat grown in crop rotation with maize and removed from the field residue of the pre-
cursor of weeding infestation least for the whole vegetation period of the cereal — 112.9 g/da dry mass
of weeds. The incorporation in the earth plant residue leads to a strong increase the compactness and
the mass — 149.3 g/da dry mass which is one of the factors having a negative impact on grain yield.
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BronorMyHoTOo NPON3BOACTBO Ha 3bPHEHO-
KWUTHW KyNTYpUW y Hac Npe3 nocneaHuTe roguHn ce
paswmpsiBa HenpekbcHaTo. KOHTponbT Hag nne-
BENUTE NMpu TOBa NPOUN3BOACTBO € U3KITHOUYUTENTHO
BaXKEH 3a peanu3npaHe Ha MOCTOSIHEH W 3a00-
BonmuTeneH Aobme Ha 3bpHO. ToBa ce Hanara oT
3abpaHarta ga ce npunarat XMMU4HM Npenaparu,
KOMTO MoraT fa envMMMUHMPAT KOHKYPEHTHOTO UM
BMUSIHME BbPXY KyNnTypuTe.

M3BeCTHO e, Ye BUAOBUSAT CbCTaB M CTEMNEHTA Ha
3annesensBaHe ce onpenenar OT LSS KOMMMEKC
€KOMOrM4yHN 1 arpotexHnyeckn dgoaktopu (ToHeB,
2000; TutaHos, 2006). OT nbpBUTE C HAN-TOMNSIMO
3Ha4YeHne ca PUNYHUTE U XUMUYHM CBOMCTBA Ha
noysara, BanexHu 1 TemnepartypHu yCrnoBusi, Noy-
BEHUVAT TN 1 OpYrn.

OCHOBHUTE arpoHOMMYECKM (haKTopu, KOUTO
BMUSAAT BbpXY MIBTHOCTTA U CbCTaBa Ha nne-
BENUTE Ca NPaBWUMHOTO pedyBaHe Ha KynTypu-
Te B ceuTboobOpalleHneto (AtaHacoBa, Kote-
Ba, 2007; Cangxues, 2007), cpokbT Ha centba
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(Mahajan and Sardana, 2003), centbeHata Hop-
ma (Blackshaw et al., 2005), coptbT (Mennan et
al., 2005), xpaHuTtenHuat pexum (Blackshaw et
al., 2004b), rectoTtata Ha noceBa (Scursoni and
Satorre, 2005), ka4eCTBEHOTO N HABPEMEHHO 13-
BbpLUBaAHE Ha arpoTEXHNYECKUTE MEPONPUSTUSA U
N3MNon3BaHEeTO Ha YCTONYMBY COPTOBE PaCTEHUS.
3a fa ce peanuanpa ontumareH 4obyB Ha 3bp-
HO OT NLUeHMLaTa B yCrnoBusiTa Ha BMONOrMyYHO NPo-
M3BOACTBO M YCMNELUHO Aa Ce OTCTpaHu BpeaHOTO
Bb34eNCTBME Ha nnesBenuTe € HeobxoamMmo ga ce
yCTaHOBMW AMHaMMKaTa U BUAOBOTO 3anneBersiBa-
He Ha BCSIKa MIIOLL NPU KOHKPETHUTE MNOYBEHO-KITN-
MaTU4YHM YCIOBUS U CbOTBETHATA arpoTeXHMKa.
Llenta Ha npoyyBaHeTo Gelle aa ce npocrne-
AW 3anneBensiBaHETO Ha MoceBa OT MNeHuua,
oTrnegaHa B centboobopoT C Lapesuua 1 cnea
yrap v jBa BapuaHTa Ha U3nonssaHe Ha CrempKb-
TBEHUTE PACTUTENHN OCTaTbLM OT TSX B YCIOBUSI-
Ta Ha ekorone (ectecTBeHo nnogopoave u 6es
xepbuunan) 3a panoHa Ha TbproeuLLe.



MATEPUAIT U METOOU

MoncknsaT onuT e npoBedeH npe3 nepuoga
2007 — 2009 r. B8 OC3 — Tbprosuuie. NouBeHNAT
TMn e TbMHOCKBA ropcka nodsa CbC CbhabpiKa-
Hue Ha xymyc oT 1,5 0o 2,5%, cbe cnabo kucena
peakuus (pH = 5,1 — 6,0), ¢ HUCKO CbAbpPXaHWE
Ha obLL 1 MMHepaneH a3oT 1 yceoum doccop n ¢
BMCOKO CbbpXKaHNE Ha YCBOMM Kasui.

MweHnuata e oTrNexaaHa B cenTboobopoT ¢
uapesuvua n yrap. MbpBUAT BapMaHT Ha n3nonsBea-
He Ha pacTutenHaTta 6uomaca (LapeBuyak u cna-
Ma), OCTaBallla Ha NMoseTo crnes XbTea, BKIYBa
M3HacsHe OT nrowiTa, a nNpu BTOpPUSI BapuaHT ce
WHKOpMopMpa B NodeaTta 4pes3 3aopaBaHe U auc-
KyBaHe. OnNUTBLT € 3anoxeH nNo GrokoBUst MeToq
B YETUPW MOBTOPEHMSI C FONIEMNHA Ha onuTHaTa
nnowy 0,05 ha. Buoosuat cbeTas, OposiT Ha nne-
Benute (6p./m?) n macara (g/m?) ca oT4YMTaHu OT
1 m? B 3 noBTOpPEHUs, B ABe heHodasn Ha niue-
HMUaTa — KbM Kpasi Ha ¢pa3a GpaTteHe, 1 1U3kna-
caBaHe. Macata Ha nneBenuTe e onpegeneHa
Mo KONMMYEeCTBEHO-TEMMOBHUS METOA, NpuBedeHa
KbM abCONOTHO Cyxa Maca.

PE3YINTATU U OBCBXOAHE

MeTeoponornyHuTe ycnoBusi U Npes Tpute ro-
OWHW Ha U3cneaBaHe ce pasnuyasat noMexay Cy.
Han-cyxa e 2007 r., KaTo eCeHHO-3MMHUAT 3anac
OT Bnara n BeretauMoHHUTe Banexu dopmMmupar
enBa 58% o1 knumatuyHata HopMma. Tesn ycro-
BMSA BAXa NUMUTUPAaLLN, KaKTO 3a pas3BUTMETO Ha
nweHuuaTa, Taka 1 3a nnesenH1MTe acoumaumm B
noceea. Bropara rogmHa OT u3crnegBaHeTo ce OT-
nuyaBea C BanexHa cyma, KosTO HaBuULLIaBa cped-
HaTa MHororoguwHa cee 110,7 mm (Tabn. 1). Knu-
MaTnyHuTe dbaktopm Ha 2009 rogmnHa ce xapakrte-
pu3npaT cbC AOCTaTbYHO ECEHHO-3UMHWN Banexu
00 Kpas Ha MapT U HeOOCTaTbYyHO OBMaXKHSBaHEe
N NO-BUCOKM TemnepaTypu B nepuoga anpun ao
Kpasi Ha oHWU. Bb3HMKHaNMTe KOHKYPEHTHW B3au-
MOOTHOLLEHUS MEXAY MleHuuaTa 1 nnesenHuTe
BMOOBE [afoXxa OTpaXxeHue Han-seye BbpXy O0-
GuBa Ha 3bPHO OT KynTypara.

Pesyntatute ot 3-roanwHoTo obcneaBaHe He
nokasaxa pasnuMyunsa BbB BUOOBUS CbCTaB Ha nre-
BENWTE B 3aBMCUMOCT OT NPOyYBaHUTE PaKTOPMW.
Ton Bapupa B CpaBHUTENHO TECHU rPaHULLM MEX-

Tabnuua 1. QuHamuka Ha BanexwvTe v Temnepatyparta npes neprofa Ha npoyysaHe
Table 1. Dynamic of rainfalls and average air temperature for the period of the studying

Years Ralr;;a_lls‘,/lmm Deviation, % Averagexzil-\r};)ur t°C Deviation, %
2006/2007 205.6 42 10.0 +1.9
2007/2008 606.7 122 8.4 +0.2
2008/2009 337.5 68 9.5 +1.4

Norm 496 mm 8.1°C

Tabnuua 2. Bugoso pa3Hoobpasve Ha nneeenute Npu niieHuuaTta, cpeaHo 3a nepuoga 2007 — 2009 r.
Table 2. Species diversity of weeds in wheat, average for 2007 — 2009 period

Wheat — maize Wheat — fallow
Weed species stubble incorporated stubble incorporated

cornstalks straw
Ephemerial weeds 24 .4 28.2 315 35.8
Anthemis arvensis L. 11.0 12.7 12.4 171
Capsella bursa pastoris (L) Med. 1.7 25 2.0 2.0
Papaver rhoeas L. 0.3 0.5 1.0 0.6
Viola fricolor L. 3.1 2.0 0.5 2.4
Galium tricome With. 1.0 2.3 2.0 2.0
Sinapis arvensis L. 2.0 3.0 2.2 2.0
Alopecurus myosuroides 2.6 1.8 2.0 1.9
Latyrus aphaca 2.2 4.0 2.0 4.1
Avena fatua L. 0.5 0.3 0.7 0.5
Cirsium arvense (L.) Scop. 4.4 4.8 5.5 6.8
Convolvulus arvensis L. 5.2 6.0 5.0 4.0

55



Tabnunua 3. ABConioTHO Cyxa Maca Ha nresenuTe OT NileHnua npes ase asun OT pa3BuTue Ha KynTyparta — no roguHu
Table 3. Absolute dry mass of weeds of wheat in two phases in the development of culture — by year

End of tillering / Start of stem elongation Ear
Predecessor
2007 2008 2009 2007 2008 2009
Exportable plant residue of the predecessor and ploughing stubble
Maize 59.82 50.50 41.28 66.71 66.77 53.62
Fallow 54.93 55.40 55.93 71.26 73.65 60.66
Atomistic, scattered and incorporated all post harvest plant residues
Maize 41.12 49.55 57.60 83.45 108.22 92.53
Fallow 41.49 62.12 96.8 71.92 92.28 109.03

Ay 12-15 nnesenHu Buaa. Bbe dasa GpateHe ce
Habnogasa ycuneHa Beretaunst Ha epemepurte,
npeactaBeHn OT 4 Buaa — GpbLUNSHONUCTHO Be-
nukaeHde (Veronica hederifolia), cTbbnoobxsartHa
MbpTBa Konpuea (Lamium amplexicaule), 3Bes-
avua (Stellaria media L.) n noncko BenvkaeHye
(Veronica arvensis), n 3UMHO-NPONeTHUTE nne-
Benun oB4apcka Topbudka (Capsella bursa pasto-
ris), noricko noapymye (Anthemis arvensis) v gp.
B nweHnyeHns noces ce passmBaTt nresenv OT
rpynata Ha paHHUTE NpOneTHW, NPeacTaBeHn OT
4 Bupga (Tabn. 2).

Kato KOHKypeHTM Ha rieHuuata oT MHOroro-
OnWHUTe BMaoBe ce passueaT nanamuga (Cirsi-
um arvense (L.) Scop) n nosetuua (Convolvulus
arvensis L.). B Konu4ecTtBeHO OTHOLUEHVE Tex-
HMAT BPON He Ce N3MeHs CbLUECTBEHO M OCTaBa
CPaBHUTENHO NOCTOSIHEH.

CrneundnyHOTO BIMAHWE Ha arpoHoOMuYe-
CckuTe hakTopn — npeawecTBEHUK U Ha4YnH Ha
N3ron3BaHe Ha CNeaXbTBEHMS OCTaTbK, KaKTo
N ycrioBusiTa Ha roguvHaTta, Onpeaensat pasnu-
ynaTa B NNBTHOCTTA M MacaTa Ha nne.BenHuTe
acoumauun. Npu KOHKPETHWUTE YCNoBUA Ha W3-
cnefBaHETO U CpefHOo 3a nepuvopa edekTbT Ha
npegLecTBeHVKa e No-CUMHO n3paseH BbB dhasa
6paTteHe Ha kynTypaTta. CpegHo 3a 3-Te roavHu
npv pedyBaHe Ha MeHuua Cc uapesuua maca-
Ta Ha nnesenuTe B asa bpaTeHe e No-H1cka B
abcontotHa (12,8 g/m?) n oTHocuTenHa CTOMHOCT
¢ 20,9% B cpaBHeHVe C NpedLllecTBEeHUK yrap
(61,1 g/m?) (tabn. 3). Tasu pasnuka ce AbIHKM Ha
HamarneHata NIbTHOCT Han-Beve Ha rpynara Ha
edemepHUTe BMaose. Kato npoueHT oT obLLoTo
3annesensBaHe Te ca 41% cnen NpeaLecTBEHNK
uapesvua un kbM 45% cneg yrap. 3UMHO-MPoO-
netHute nnesenu ca 28,5%, kaTo ¢ Han-Bucoka
NITBbTHOCT CEe OTYUTa MOSICKOTO nogpymye (An-
themis arvensis L.) — o1 19,6 0o 22,1%.

BbB hasa m3knacssaHe BNUSHWETO Ha npepn-
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LUEeCTBEHMUUTE BbPXY NIBTHOCTTA M TEMMOTO Ha
nrneeenvTe B NOCeBa OT MWeHMLa € egHOMNOCo4-
Ho (cpur. 1).

YcTaHoBeHaTa TeHAeHUuMs ce 3ana3Ba npes
Lenusa nepuog Ha nNpoyyBaHe, KaTto ce OTKposiBa
oLLle No-ICHO 0COBEHO B rOAMHUTE C HOPMAasHO
OBNaXHsIBaHe.

HamaneHata nnbTHOCT Ha edemepHute u
3UMHO-NPONETHUTE NNEBENU N Han-BeYe Ha Mnos-
CKOTO NoApyMye ce AbIKN Ha AbnbokuTe noyse-
HYM 06paboTkn cpelly LapeBuua, npegcentbeHn
KynTMBMpaHUA M mexaypenosn obpaboTku no
BpeMe Ha HelHaTa BeretauusTa.

Mpwn oTrNexaaHe Ha nweHuua B yCnoBusaTa Ha
BGUONOrMYHO MPOM3BOACTBO OYaKBAHO YCIOBUS
Ha roguHata umaT Han-gobpe u3pas3eHo Bnus-
HMe BbpXy NMbTHOCTTA Ha NNeBenuTe 1 Npu ABa-
Ta mu3cnegBaHu arpoHomuyeckn dpaktopa. lMpes
OTAENHUTE FOAMHU Ha Mpoy4YBaHETO Macarta Ha
nnesenute Bapupa mexay 41,1 n 96,8 g/m? 3a
asa 6pateHe 1 53,62 n 109,03 g/m? npes casa
n3kKnacsiBaHe B 3aBMCMMOCT OT KONIMYECTBOTO U
pasnpeneneHneTo Ha BanexuTe u cpegHO4HEeB-
HUTe TeMnepartypu nNpes BeretauusTa.

Bropuar daktop B M3cnegsaHeTo — Ha4YMH Ha
TpPeTUpaHe Ha CrieMKbTBEHMS OCTATbLK OT NpeaLue-
cTBallaTa Kyntypa, OKa3Ba BMUSHUE BbpXy CTe-
NeHTa Ha 3annesensiBaHe Ha nocesa. Pesyntatute
NoKas3Bar, Ye BHACAHETO Ha LapeBu4Yak B no4ysara
BOOM A0 MNO-BMCOKA OTHOCUTENHA MbTHOCT Ha
nnesenute ¢ 15,1% (10 6p./m?) ot BapuaHTa, npu
KOMTO usinata Guomaca OT NONeTo crneq XbTea ce
nsHacs.

Mpn nHKOpPNOpMpaHEeTO Ha cnamara obuioTo
3annesensiBaHe e ¢ npesuweHve oT 16,9% B
OTHOCUTENHa CTOMHOCT, unu ¢ 13 6p./m? Ha nne-
BENN B CPaBHEHME C BapuaHTa Ha M3HacsHe Ha
CnemXbTBEHUSA pacTUTENEH OCTaTbK.

3a ycnoBusiTa Ha nU3crenBaHeTo 1 CpeaHo 3a
ABaTa npeawecTBEHNKa MHKOPMOPUpPaHEToO Ha
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Que. 1. MNapabonuyHu Kpusu Ha 3ariyiegesisieaHe Ha rnocesa om rweHuya rnod enusiHue Ha uscrnedeaHume ghakmopu
Fig. 1. Parabolic curves of weed infestation of wheat under the influence of examined factors

CrnegKbTBEHNS OCTaTbK OT TsIX BOAM A0 yBenuya-
BaHe Ha macara Ha nnesenute cbe 7,7% (28,97
g/m?) B OTHOCUTENHa CTOMHOCT CNpsIMO OOLLIOTO
CpeaHo 3ansneBernsBaHe.

Mo-B1cokaTa NbTHOCT Ha NNEBENUTE NPU UH-
KOprNopupaHe Ha CrnemKbTBEHUTE OcTaTbuu OT
npegLwlecrealiara Kyntypa Moxe fa ce 0bsiCHU ¢
BHACSAHETO B MoYBaTa Ha ceMeHara v oT nneBser-
HWTE BUOOBE Ype3 MaHWNynMpaHe Ha ocTaTbka,
KOETO BKIoYBa pasgpobsiBaHe, pa3nunsiBaHe u
MHKOpNopupaHe B novsara.

BnusHneTo Ha nneBenute ce onpegens He
camo OT NMIEBENHUSI CbCTaB U HeroeBarta MibT-
HOCT, HO 1 OT MPOABLIPKUTENHOCTTA Ha nepuoaa
Ha KOHKYPEHTOCT Mexay niieHuuata u nnesen-
HUTe pacTeHusi. OT gaHHUTe ce BuxXaa, Ye Hau-
npoabrknTenHa n Han-cunHa (13 6p./m?) e Tasu
KOHKYpEHUMS BbB BapuaHTa C MHKOPMNOpWUpaH
CPO cnepn npepluecTBeHuk yrap.

n3Bogu

B nocesa OT niieHULa He ce yCTaHoBsIBaT pas-
nnMyMsa BbB BMOOBUSI CbCTaB Ha NneBenuTe B 3a-
BMCUMOCT OT NPOYy4BaHUTE arpOHOMMUYECKUN (hak-
Topu. OT nneBenHaTa pacTUTENHOCT npeobnaaa-
BaT edpemepHuTe (43,5%) 1M 3MMHO-NpoONETHUTE
(28,2%) Bnpgosee.

MuweHnuata, oTrnexgaHa B centboobopoTt ¢
LapeBuLa 1 n3HeceHa cnegxbTeeHa bromaca ce
3annesensBa Han-cnabo — 56 6p./m?un 112,9 g/da
abc. cyxa maca 3a uenvsa BereTauuoHeH nepuog
Ha KynTypara.

3a ycrnoBusaTa Ha n3crnegBaHeTo BHACAHETO Ha
CNeAXbTBEH OCTaTbK B NovBaTta (LapeBnyak nunm
cnama) Boam 40 yBenvyaBaHe Ha NiTbTHOCTTA Ha
nnesenute cbe 7,7% 1 Ha MacaTta Ha nneBenuTe
c 28,97 g/m>.
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CratusTta e goknaaBaHa Ha Hay4Ha KoHdepeHums JMHoBaumm B arpapHaTa Hayka 3a epeKTMBHO 3emeaenue”, opraHuanpaHa cbC

CbaencTBMeTo Ha MMHUCTEPCTBO Ha o6pasoBaHmeTo 1 HaykaTta.
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