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OCHOBHU NMPEAMOCTABKU 3A NMPOMN3BOACTBO HA BUOJIOT'MYHA CITMUBOBA NMPOAOYKUUA

HUKOJIMHA MAPUHOBA, OAPVHA MBAHOBA, MBAHKA BUTAHOBA, CTEJIA OMMKOBA, CUJIBEHA TOOOPOBA
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Abstract

The development of the fruit growing is closely connected with applying of technologies for a biologic fruit production. The
basic premise is a choice of plum cultivar resistant or tolerant to Plum pox virus and other important economic diseases. For
biologic production are suitable the Bulgarian plum cultivars Gabrovska, Nevena, Strinava, Guliaeva and Balvanska slava,
selected in the Plum Experimental Station in the town of Dryanovo, and the introduced cultivars Althan’s Gage, Pacific, Stanley
and Mirabell de Nansy. On the base of the agrotechnic experiments it recommends a manure by 60 t/ha in time of three years.
It is necessary an applying of green manure of the plum orchards. Suitable cultures for green manure are the winter forage
peas and the peas-rye mix, what are with autumn sowing time and plough in the spring and successfully grow and on the areas

without irrigation.
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Pa3BntneTo Ha CbBPEMEHHOTO CNIMBOMNPOU3BOACT-
BO € TSICHO CBbP3aHO C NpuraraHeTo Ha TEXHOMNornm
3a NPOU3BOACTBO Ha Ovonorvyecka nNnogoBa NpPoaykK-
umsi. MHOro BaxkeH enemMeHT € n3bopbT Ha CIMBOBM
COpPTOBE, YCTOMYUBW UMW TOFIEPAHTHM Ha Han-onacHa-
Ta bonect no cnmeata — wapka (Plum pox virus) u Ha
OPYrY MKOHOMUYECKM BaXkHW B0necTu, Kato YepBeHn
NUCTHW NETHAa, CNMBOBa PbX4a, CbYMsHKA, PaHHO ”
KbCHO KasiBO rHuMeHe. B OnuTHa cTaHuusa no cnu-
BaTa, [lpsHOBO, B pe3ynTaT Ha ObMAroroguilHa cerne-
KUMOHHa OEeVHOCT ca Cb3dafeHn CIMBOBUTE COPTOBE
labposcka, CtpuHaBa u lNynsiesa ot konektus M. Bu-
TaHoB 1 . MapuHoB, 1 cnnesosuTe coptoBe HeBeHa u
BbaneaHcka cnasa — ot M. ButaHos (ButaHos, 1977).
B MHcTuTyTa No oBowapcTeo, [noBams ca cenekuymno-
HMPaHWM HOBW NEPCMNEKTUBHN CITMBOBM COPTOBE, BUCO-
KOMPOAYKTUBHM 1 TONepaHTHM Ha wapka (PKnBoHOOB,
2009). NHTepec 3a crnMBOMPOM3BOACTBOTO MpencTa-
BMNsIBAT MTbMKOTHUTE COPTOBE, MOMyYeHW npu oTaa-
neyeHa xmbpmamsaumsa Ha crnvBa U Kancusl, KakbBTO
e coptbT CreHpecto, cb3gageH oT A. >KmBoHOoB
(Zhivondov, 2012). OT HOBOUHTPOAYLIMPAHUTE CITMBO-
B/ COPTOBE MPENOPBLYUTENHUA 3a MPOM3BOACTBOTO Ca
repmaHckuTe coptoBe Moo, XaHuTa, Enena n Terepa
(Dragoyski et al., 2009).

MpunaraHeTo Ha opraHW4yHO TOpeHe e efuH OT
OCHOBHWUTE €NeMeHTU Ha TexHonorusita 3a Guono-
rmyHo cnmeonpou3BoacTBo. Dinkova et al. (2010)
npunaraT TpaHLIENHO TopeHe ¢ 06opCKN Top, KOETO
oKa3Ba MONOXUTENHO BIUSIHWE BbPXY PacTeXHUTE
1 penpoaykTMBHU MPOSIBM Ha CMBOBUTE AbpBeTa 1
MMa NpoabimKUTENHO nocnegencTene. ManonssaHe-
TO Ha 3eMeHO TOpeHe crnomara 3a yBenvyaBaHe Ha
OpraHM4YHOTO BELLECTBO B noyBaTa, 3a nogobpsisaHe
Ha arpoxMMuyHaTa n xapakTepucTuka u onTumarnHa-
Ta 3anaceHocT Ha CNUMBOBUTE OAbpBETa C OCHOBHUTE
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MakpoeneMeHTn asoT, poccop 1 kanun (QuHkoBa u
kon., 2006; Vitanova et al., 2009).

Llenta Ha HacTosileTo m3cnenBaHe Gelle ga ce
pasLMpu U JOMbLITHW C HOBM (DaKTN XapakTepucTukara
Ha 6bnrapckv M MHTPOAYLIMPaHW CNMBOBU COPTOBE, Aa
ce onpeaenv NpuMrogHocTTa MM 3a 6MONOrMYHO NPon3-
BOZCTBO, KAKTO U BIIUSHUETO Ha OPraHNYyHOTO TOPEHE
BbPXY 3anaceHocTTa Ha noysaTa u Ha CNIMBOBUTE pac-
TEHWS C XPaHUTENHW ENIEMEHTMN.

MATEPUWAN U METOOMU

MpoyyBaHeTO e npoBegeHo npe3 nepuoga 2008 —
2012 r. B parioHa Ha rp. [JpsiHOBO, B ONUTHW HacaxadaHusi
CbC cenekumoHupanu coptore B OC no cnmeara — [dpsi-
HoBo. OGeKT Ha n3cneaBaHe ca copToBeTe [abpoBcka,
l'ynseea, CtpuHaBa, HeBeHa n BanBaHcka cnaBa, a
OT MHTpoayuupaHute — CTeHnen, AnTaHoBa PEHKIOo-
aa, Macmduk n HaHcumncka mupabena. [bpeetata
ca npucageHu Ha [PKaHKoBa MoasioXka, 3acageHu
ca npe3 2000 r. Ha pascTosiHMA 6/6 m. OnpenensHu
ca crnegHuTe GMOMETPUYHKU Mokasatenu: [obus (kg/
ObpBO), cpefHa maca Ha 1 nnog (g), cpegHa maca Ha
KocTunkara (g), M34ncnsiBaH € 1 NPOLIEHTBLT Ha KOC-
TurKaTa no oTHOLWeHWe Ha uenus nnod. Ha nnogoserte
ca onpeaensiin criefHUTe KOMMOHEHTU: CyxO BeLle-
CTBO — TEIMOBHO, ChbAbPXXaHWe Ha 3axapv B MiofoBeTe —
no beptpaH n Kontxod, n cbabpkaHne Ha opraHn4vHu
kncenuum — tutpumetpuyHo ¢ 0,1 N NaOH.

OnNuTBT C OpraHNYHO TOPEHE € 3arnoXeH no 6ro-
KOBMSI MeToq, C AbpBeTa oT copta CteHnen B 4 nos-
TopeHus ¢ 16 obpBeTa BbB BCekU BapuaHT. Cxemara
Ha onuTa e cnegHara: KOHTporia — HETOpeHo; 06opckm
Top — 2 t/da; obopcku Top — 4 t/da; obopcku Top — 6
t/da; 3umeH dypaxkeH rpax; rpaxoBoO-pbXeHa CMeC.
OOopcKkuAT TOp € BHACsH Npe3 eceHTa; npe3 BTopaTta
MOroBMHa Ha CenTeMBpPU Ca 3acsBaHu 3UMHUAT pypa-



)KEH rpax u rpaxoBo-pbXeHaTta cMec. [pe3 nbpBara
MonoBMHa Ha aBrycT ca cbOvpaHu NUCTHU Npobu oT
BCEKM BapuaHT. [1pe3 oKTOMBpMK ca B3eMaHN NMOYBEHU
npobu Ha abnbounHa 0 — 25 cm 1 25 — 50 cm.

B onuTa cbC 3eneHo TopeHe e onpeaeneHo Cbabp-
)KaHMETO Ha cregHUTe MakpOeneMeHTU B JFIUCTHUTE
npobu: a3oT — no metoda Ha Kengan, docdop — kono-
PUMETPUYHO C PeayKTop XuapasvH cyndart, kanui — B
COITHOKMCEN M3BIEK C NIaMbyeH pOTOMETBLP, Kanuui
N MarHe3uim — KOMMIIEKCOMETPUYHO.

Ha nouBeHuTe Npobu ca onpeneneHun criegHute
rnokasartenun: aMoHsAYeH 1 HuTpaTeH a3oT — no Cotte
n Cahane, nogsuxeH ¢ocdop — KONMOPUMETPUYHO B
nakrtateH n3enek — no ErHep-Puim, nogsmxeH kanui —
no Mun4yesa, xymyc — rno THopuH.

Ha nonyyeHuTe gaHHM € u3BbpLUEHa CTaTUCTUYe-
cka paspabotka (bapoe n HangeHoa, 1969).

PE3YNTATU U OBCBHXOAHE

CpenHusat gobus 3a nepunoga 2008 — 2011 r. e no-
BMCOK 3a copToBeTe [abpoBcka, CTpuHaBa, banBaHcka
cnaea u CteHnen (tabn. 1). Mo-cnabo NpoayKTuBHM ca
copToBeTe AnTaHoBa peHknoga u NMacuduk. Ham-ea-
pornnoaeH e coptbT Nacudmk, cpeaHaTa maca Ha eauH
nnog e 6rnmso 50 g. C nsknoveHne Ha HaHcuincka mu-

Tabnuua 1. Jobus, Maca Ha Nroaa 1 KOCTUNKaTa Ha CrMBo-
BUTE COPTOBE, CpeaHo 3a nepuoaa 2008 — 2012 .

Table 1. Yield, fruit mass and stone of the plum cultivars
(average for the period 2008 — 2012)

i H 0,
Cultivars k;l/?ll'gé m';rslgt g rr?;:;e g /Osgr:ge
Stanley 71.4 27.9 1.0 3.6
Balvanska slava 72.2 29.8 1.2 4.0
Gabrovska 78.7 24.4 1.1 45
Guliaeva 59.4 30.7 1.3 4.2
Strinava 73.2 26.5 1.2 45
Altan’s Gage 46.4 35.4 1.3 3.7
Pacific 48.3 48.9 1.6 3.3
Mirabelle de Nancy 62.9 7.3 0.5 6.8
Nevena 52.3 28.0 1.2 4.28
GD 5% 23.53 18.42 0.32 0.217

Tabnuvua 2. CbabpXKaHe Ha Cyxo BELLECTBO, 3axapu u

OpraHMYHW KUCENVHU B CIIMBOBUTE MIOA0BE, CPEAHO 3a
nepuoga 2008 — 2012 r.

Table 2. Content of dry matter, sugars and organic acids
in the plum fruits (average for the period 2008 — 2012)

Cultivars Dry su L?tzhm gc?i?.igic
matter, % 9 % %
Stanley 19.80 10.94 0.98
Balvanska slava 21.80 11.85 0.80
Gabrovska 20.50 10.12 0.91
Guliaeva 22.07 12.91 1.08
Strinava 20.60 11.32 1.06
Altan’s Gage 20.38 11.44 0.79
Pacific 18.70 10.01 1.06
Mirabelle de Nancy 22.55 13.86 0.42
Nevena 22.80 11.53 1.00
GD 5% 2.323 2.231 0.273

Tabnmua 3. XvMu4eH cbCTaB Ha NUCTHUTE npobu B %
(cpenHo 3a nepuoga 2008 — 2011 r.)

Table 3. Chemical composition of the leaf samples in %
(average for the period 2008 — 2011)

Variants N PO, K,0 CaO MgO
Control 2.30 0.35 2.30 1.93 0.72
Peas 2.44 0.37 244 2.12 0.79
Peas-rye mix 2.61 0.40 2.60 1.98 0.76
Manure 2 t/da 2.37 0.37 2.43 2.07 0.80

Manure 4 t/da 2.56 0.41 2.69 2.10 0.78
Manure 6 t/da 2.69 0.44 2.73 2.08 0.73
GD 5% 0.301 | 0.035 | 0.257 NS NS

pabena, kosiTo e ApeOHOoNNoAeH COpPT, Macata Ha Mro-
OOBETE 3a OCTaHanuTe COpPTOBE Ce ABWXKW B rpaHuLm
oT 27,9 po 35,4 g. Bbnpekn Ye kocTunkata Ha copTta
HaHcuicka myupabena e Han-manka (0,5 g), npoueHTsT
Ha KOCTuMKaTa no OTHOLLEHWE MacaTa Ha Luenua nnog e
Han-BUCOK (6,8%), KOETO ECTECTBEHO Ce ObIMKM Ha Mo-
Markara maca Ha Me3oKapna.

CbObpKaHMETO Ha CyxO BELLECTBO B MIIOA0BETE €
CpaBHUTENHO MO-HUCKO 3a copTa lMacudmk — 18,70%.
CoproBete banBaHcka cnaea, ['ynsesa, CtpuHaga,
AnTtaHoBa peHknoga, HaHcuincka mupabena n Hese-
Ha ce OTKpOsIBaT C MO-BMCOKN CTOMHOCTU Ha CyXO Be-
LLleCcTBO, KoMUTO nonagaT B uHtepBana ot 20,38% no
22,80%. C no-ronsima cyma Ha 3axapuTe ca nnogo-
BeTe Ha HaHcwuiicka munpabena, lN'ynseea n baneaHc-
Ka cnaBa, JOKaTo Mexay OoCTaHanuTe COpTOBE He ce
OTKpM CbllecTBeHa pasnuka. CbObpXaHUETO Ha Op-
raHWYHW KUCENuWHW B NrogoBeTe Ha HaHcuiicka mu-
pabena e Han-manko — 0,42%, a mexagy octaHanute
COPTOBE HAMA CbLUECTBEHM Pa3nmyms B CTOMHOCTUTE
Ha To3u nokasaTern.

Mpe3 oTaenHuTe roguHU KNUMaTUYHUTE NPOMEHMU
oKaszaxa pasfuyHO BNUSHWE BbPXY PasBUTUETO Ha
duTonatorennTe. MNpe3 2009 n 2010 r. umawle Gnaro-
NPUATHN METEOPOSIONMYHUN YCIOBUS, KOUTO MOBMUsIXa
3a MacoBoTO pa3Butue Ha Polystigma rubrum. Tpes
2011 n 2012 r. BUCOKMTE TemnepaTypu 1 HUCKaTa aT-
MocdepHa Bnara HambfHO KOMMpPOMETMpaxa pa3Bu-
TMETO Ha naToreHa v ToraBa Gelue oT4YeTeHa MHOro
HUCKa CTerneH Ha HanageHue Jopu 1 NpW YyBCTBUTEN-
HUTe copToBe. CpedHO YyBCTBUTENHM Ca COPTOBETE
HaHcuiicka munpabena n HeseHa, a cnabo 4yBCTBU-
TenHu ca AntaHoBa peHkrnoga, CtpuHaea, labposcka,
l'ynsesa, MNMacnduk, CteHnen n baneaHcka cnaea.

Mpe3 n3cneaBaHus nepuog ce HabniogaBa BMCOK
NPOLEHT Ha HanageHune oT cbyuMsiHka. CpeaHo YyBCTBU-
TENHWM ca copToBeTe AnTaHoBa peHknoaa, bansaHcka
cnaea, [yngesa, CtpuHaBa n HaHcuiicka mupabena.
Cnaba 4yBCTBUTEMNHOCT NposiBsiBaT copToBeTe [abpos-
cka, HeseHa, Ctennen, u MNacnduk.

[MposBNEHNETO Ha CUMNTOMUTE Ha LapKa no nucta-
Ta npes3 roguHuTe e noyTn egHakso. Camo npes 2012,
KOSITO Ce XapaKTepuaupa C BUCOKM NETHW TeMNepaTypw,
ce Habnogaea MHaKTVMBMPaHE Ha BUpYyca U ca OTYETEHU
HUCKM CTOMHOCTW Ha HanageHue npuv YyBCTBUTENHUTE
coptoBe. CbC CUNTHO MPOSIBEHM CUMMTOMM CamoO Mo
nuctata, 6e3 nposBn BbpXY NrogoBeETE, Ca COPTOBETE
l'ynseea n baneaHcka cnaea. Cbc cnaba YyBcTBUTEN-
HOCT KbM PPV, k0oATO v onpegenst Kato TonepaHTHMU,
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Tabnuua 4. XuMun4eH cbCTaB Ha novBeHnTe npobu (cpegHo 3a nepuopa 2008 — 2011 r.)
Table 4. Chemical composition of the soil samples (average for the period 2008 — 2011)

N-NH,, mg/kg N-NO,, mg/kg P,0O,, mg/100 g K,0, mg/100 g Humus, %
Variants 0-25 25-50 0-25 25-50 0-25 25-50 0-25 25-50 0-25 25-50

cm cm cm cm cm cm cm cm cm cm
Control 13 12 11 9 0.7 0.5 21 20 1.68 1.54
Winter forage peas 15 15 12 13 0.6 0.4 22 23 1.73 1.60
Forage-rye mix 19 14 15 12 4.5 3.2 31 28 1.92 1.76
Manure 2 t/da 17 18 13 13 1.1 1.0 24 23 1.88 1.64
Manure 4 t/da 23 22 18 16 1.9 1.7 22 25 1.87 1.78
Manure 6 t/da 30 25 26 22 3.6 2.7 28 29 1.95 1.84
GD 5,0% 13.2 9.01 11.3 8.1 NS NS 5.8 4.6 0.18 NS

Tabnuua 5. Jobus 1 cpegHa maca Ha 1 nnoa B g
(cpegHo 3a nepuoga 2008 — 2011 r.)

Table 5. Yield and middle mass of 1 fruitin g
(average for the period 2008 — 2011)

1 0,
vaianis || ol | e
Control 805 100 32.6
Peas 890 111 32.1
Peas-rye mix 930 116 33.4
Manure 2 t/da 903 112 31.8
Manure 4 t/da 1178 146 341
Manure 6 t/da 1345 167 34.4
GD 5% 326.8 - NS

ca coprtoBete CteHnen, Mabposcka, CtpuHaBa, Hese-
Ha, Nacuduk, AntaHoBa peHknoga u HaHcurcka mupa-
Gena.

Pas3ButneTo Ha cnuBoBara pbxaa ce NposiBu Han-
cunHo npe3 2010 . 1 To Npy YyBCTBUTENHUTE COPTOBE
CteHnen n AntaHoBa peHknoga. A npes gpyrute ro-
OVIHU Ha HabntofeHve, Npy BCUYKU OCTaHanm copToBe,
Ce oTYnTaT eaMHUYHK MeTHa.

Mpe3 2010 1 2011 r. € npoBeaeHoO HabnogeHne 3a
pasBuTUE Ha paHHO KadsiBO rHUEHe, Tbin KaTo umalle
GnaronpusiTHU MEeTEOPOSIONMYHN YCIOBUST 38 MacOBO
3apassiBaHe OT rbbara. YcTtaHoBM ce, Ye YyBCTBUTEN-
HW copToBe CrpsAMo To3u natoreH ca CteHnen n An-
TaHoBa peHknoga. [Npu BCcuYkM ocTaHanm copToBe ca
perucTprpaHy MMHUMarnHu noBpeaun.

CbabpxaHneTo Ha a3oT, hoccop v Kanum e Han-
Marnko B fnucTata Ha HeTopeHuTe aobpeeta (Tabn. 3).
CnuBoBuTE pacTeHusl, Ha KOUTO € MPUITOXEHO 3eMNeHO
TOPEHE CbC 3UMEH PYPaKEeH rpax, C rpaxoBO-pbxe-
Ha cmec 1 ¢ 0bopcKM TOp, ca ONTUMAIHO 3amnaceHun
OCHOBHUTE XPaHWUTENMHU MaKpOeneMeHTU. TOPEHETO C
6 t/da obopckn TOp € NOBULIMIO Ha-MHOMO Konuye-
CTBOTO Ha asoT, occop n kanun B nuctata. Cneno-
BaTeNHO BapMaHTUTE CbC 3e1eHO ToOpeHe 1 ¢ 06opckm
TOp MoraT YCMeLwHO fa ce BnuwaT B TexHonorusara
3a 6MONOrMYHO NPOM3BOACTBO Ha CrMBOBM NIOOOBE.
[MpUNoXeHOTO OpraHNYHO TOPEHE HE € OKa3amno Cb-
LLIECTBEHO BIMSIHNE BbPXY CbObPXXAHMETO HA KanLun
1N MarHesunm B nucraTa, YMUTO CTOMHOCTU 332 BCUYKM
BapuaHTW Ha onuTa nokaseat onTMMarHa 3anaceHocT
Ha CNMBOBUTE PacTEHUsI C TSIX.

YcBonmMuTe NOABWXKHM (DOPMU @30T — aMOHSYEH 1
HUTpPAaTEH, UMaT Ha-Marnku CTOMHOCTI B MoYBaTa npu
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KOHTPOIHUS BapuaHT 6e3 TopeHe (Tabn. 4). 3a 4e-
TUPUTE TOAMHW Ha OMUTa KOMMYECTBOTO Ha aMOHMEB
asot Bapupa B rpaHmum ot 13 go 30 mg/kg 3a noyse-
HUSA XOPU3OHT ¢ AbnboumHa 0 — 25 cm n oT 12 go 25
mg/kg 3a cros ¢ gbnbounHa 25 — 50 cm, a pe3ynTa-
TUTE 3a HUTpaTHUS a30T ca CbOTBETHO OT 11 go 26
mg/kg (3a 0 — 25 cm) n ot 9 go 22 mg/kg (3a 25 — 50 cm).
KonmyecTBOTO Ha nogswkHUS doocop M Kanum He
€ MOBMUSIHO CbLLECTBEHO OT NMPUITOXKEHOTO OpraHny-
HO TOpeHe. 3eneHOTo TOopeHe CbC 3UMEH hypaxeH
rpax u C rpaxoBO-pbXeHa CMeC, KakTo U TOPEHETO C
06opCKK TOp € OKasano NONOXUTENHO BUSHNE BbPXY
CbObPKAHWETO Ha XyMyC B MoYBaTa, KOWTO € NMMMUTK-
paLy, bakTop Ha NOYBEHOTO NIIOA4OPOAUE U NMOTBbPXK-
[aBa HeobXO4MMOCTTa OT MpwuraraHe Ha OpPraHU4yHoO
TOpeHe B CIIMBOBUTE HaCaXaeHns.

B 1abn. 5 ca npeacraBeHn ocpegHEHU OaHHM 3a
[obvea npes uscnenBanHvsa neprod. 3eneHoTo TopeHe
N TOpeHeTO ¢ 0OOPCKM TOP Ca OKasanu MONOXUTENHO
BMMSHWE BbPXY PENPOAYKTUBHUTE MPOSIBM Ha CIIUBO-
BUTEe AbpeeTa. [Mo-BuCOkM [OOMBM ca MOMydeHu OT
ObpBeTara, Ha KOUTO € MPUNOXEHO 3eMeHO TOPEHE CbC
3UMeH ypakeH rpax, rpaxoBO-pbXKeHa CMeC 1 Tope-
He c 6 t/da obopcku Top. He ca ycTaHOBEHU CbLUECT-
BEHW pas3fnuKu B MacaTa Ha CrMBOBUTE MrogoBe — 3a
OTAEMNHUTE BapyaHTW CTOMHOCTUTE Ha TO3M noKa3aren
ce aBwkar B rpaHuumTe ot 32,6 0o 34,4 g.

n3Boau

3a 61onorMyHO CNMBOMNPOM3BOACTBO Ca MOAXOAs-
Wy 6bnrapckmTe crivBoBu coptoBe abposcka, Hese-
Ha, CtpuHaBa, 'ynseBa n baneaHcka cnaea, cernek-
umoHunpanu B OnntHa ctaHums no cnveara — [psiHoBO
N UHTpoOyUMpaHuTe copToBe ANTaHOBa pPeHKroaa,
Macnduk, CteHnen n HaHcuiicka mupabena, Kouto
ca NPOAYKTUBHW, TONEPAHTHN Ha LUapKa 1 ApYrn UKOo-
HOMUYECKM BaXKHWN BonecTtun 3a cnueara.

TopeHeTo ¢ 6 t/da obGopckn Top Okas3Ba MOMOXU-
TENHO BNUSIHNE BbpXy A0OUBA, arpOXMMUYHUS CbCTaB
Ha no4yeaTta 1 3anaceHocTTa Ha CrMBOBUTE AbpBeETa C
XPaHUTENHU eNEMEHTMN.

3eneHoTo TOpeHEe CbC 3MMEH (PYPaKEH rpax u c
rpaxoBO-pbXXeHa CMEeC MOBULLABA CbAbPXXAHWETO Ha
XyMYyC, OKa3Ba MoNOXUTENHO BIUSHME BbPXY 3anace-
HOCTTa Ha no4yeaTta U CrMBOBUTE PaCTEHUS C OCHOB-
HUTE XpaHUTEMNHW MakpoernemeHTn asoT, docdop,
Kanun, Kanuumm n MarHe3auin, OencTBa MonoXuTernHo
BbpXy A0OMBa 1 MOXe [a ce npunara ycrneLHo B Cnu-



BOBW HacaXxOeHus 1 Npu HenonveHu ycrnosus. Opra-
HWYHOTO TOpPEHe € eanH OT OCHOBHWUTE eNeMeHTU OT
TexHornoruaTa 3a NpousBoACTBO Ha BuonornyHa cnu-
BOBa NpoayKLUUS.
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