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Abstract

The aim of the current study was to evaluate the effect of three fertilization schedules on nutritional
status and yield of greenhouse tomatoes. The experiment was carried out in unheated greenhouse at
Maritsa Vegetable Crops Research Institute. Three fertilization schedules were compared: Schedule 1 in
which plants received equal amounts N and K as radicular feeding, Schedule 2 in which plants received
N, P and K as radicular feeding in changing amounts depending on plant needs and Schedule 3 in which
radicular feeding was combined with foliar one, but plants received the same total amount of nutrients
as in Schedule 2. The combined radicular and foliar feeding increased the content of nitrogen, phos-
phorus, potassium and microelements in tomato leaves; stimulated plant growth; increased the early
yield by 35 — 38% and the total yield by 20 — 24% and increased fruit number per plant by 3 — 5 fruits.

The application of Schedule 3 did not change the biochemical indexes of fruit quality.
Key words: tomato, foliar feeding, yield, fruit quality

Mpw oTrNeXaaHeTo Ha 3enNeHYYKOBM KynTypu B
opaHXepun ocobeHO ronsamMo BHMMaHue ce obpb-
LLIa Ha TOPEHETO C Lien norly4yaBaHe Ha BUCOKM O0-
6uBM 1 KadecTBeHa npoaykums. NMogabp)KaHeTo Ha
onTUMAarneH XpaHWUTeneH pPeXxum U3NCKBa AocTa-
BSIHETO Ha XpaHUTENHM BELLIECTBA OT NOAXOAsLLM
M3TOYHMLM, B noaxoAsiia dopma 1 KOnmn4ecTBo,
CboOpaseHo ¢ (hasaTta Ha pa3BUTME Ha pacTEHUSI-
Ta. CbBpEMEHHUTE U3UCKBAHUS Ca HACOYEHU KbM
HamansiBaHe MOCMNeACTBMATA OT MHTEH3MBHOTO U
HebanaHcMpaHO TOpeHe BbpXy OKOnHaTta cpesa.
Mpunarat ce pasnMyHN METOAM 3a noaabpkaHe
Ha MOYBEHOTO NroagopoAne, HO edEeKTUBHOCTTA
UM CUMHO 3aBUCWU OT KOHKPETHUTE arpoknuma-
TUYHW YCNOBWS, TbA KaTO BHECEHUTE B Mno4yBaTa
XPaHUTENHN eneMeHTU 4YecTo ce dumKkcupaTt Unu
oTMuBat. Makpo- 1 MMKpoeneMeHTuTe noa dop-
MaTa Ha NMCTEH TOp ca MHOMO NIECHOAOCTbMHU U
He3abaBHO ce ycBosiBaT OT pacteHudata (Naz et
al.,, 2012). JluctHOTO NoaxpaHBaHe ce npuvnara
KaTo AOMbIIHEHME Ha MOYBEHOTO WM MO3BOMsiBa

Ja ce npeogonedr peguua OT HegocTaTbuuTe
My (Roosta and Hamidpour, 2013). YcTtaHoBeHO
€, Ye NMCTHOTO noaxpaHBaHe MOXe Aa noBnuse
MOMOXWUTENHO BbPXY XPaHEHETO Ha pacTeHusaTa,
BCNeaCTBME Ha KOETO AOOMBBLT M Ka4eCTBOTO Ha
npoaykumaTa ga ce nosuwart (Anton et al., 2011;
Ejaz et al., 2012). Hakon aBTopn cbobLyasart, 4e
NNCTHOTO TOpPEHEe MOXe Aa AoBeae A0 HaMansaea-
He Jo3uTe Ha TopoBeTe 3a novseHo (Narayan et
al., 2012). PaspaboTteHu ca u ce npegnarat HOBO
NoKoreHne BOOOpPa3TBOPMMM TOPOBE, CreLmnanHo
dopmMynMpaHn 3a NUCTHO npunoxexue. MNMpome-
HALLMTE Ce YCrOBUSA U U3UCKBAHUSA KbM XpaHUTE,
B TOBa YNUCIO KbM 3€efleHYyLuTe Hanarat cTpare-
rMmnTe 3a TOPEHE NPU OPaHXEePUNHO OTIMexaaHe
Aa ObaaTt HenpekbCHaToO ONTUMM3MpPaHM 3a 0b6es-
neyaBaHe Ha BMCOKM AOOUBU 1 BUCOKO Ka4ecTBO.
Llenta Ha nacnegpaHeTo Oele ga ce nanuta
eeKTbT OT NPUNOoXEeHNe Ha TP CXEMUN Ha Tope-
He BbpXy XpaHUTENHUSA ctatyc, nobuea n cpes-
HaTa Maca Ha nnoga Ha opaHXepurHu AoMaTw.
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MATEPUAIT U METOOU

EkcnepumeHTanHata pabota e npoBegeHa
npe3 2014 r. B HeoTONMIieMa CTOMaHEHO-CTbKIe-
Ha oparxepus Tin Venlo Ha 3K, Mapuua”, Nnos-
ave ¢ gomatu copt Desperado (Enza Zaden — Xo-
naHgus), oTrnegaHy KaTto nodYBeHa Kynrypa.

Ycnoeus Ha onuma: centba Ha 23 siHyapu; nu-
knpaHe Ha 20 deBpyapu; 3acaxgaHe Ha 27 maprT;
pekontupaHe ao 30 tonu; rbCcToTa Ha noceesa —
3,5 pacT./m?; oTCTpaHsiBaHe Ha PacTEXHUSA BPbX
— hbaza 5-to cbuBeTne. ONUTBLT € 3anoXeH no
MeToda Ha Obnrute napuenu B 3 NOBTOPEHMS.
[JomaTeHnTe pacTteHus ca oTrnegaHn B CbOTBET-
CTBME CbC CTaHAAPTHWUTE MpPaKTUKW MNpU OpaH-
XEPUNHOTO MPOU3BOACTBO, €4HAKBU 3@ BCUYKU
BapuaHTu. lNpean pascaxgaHe 3anaceHocTTa Ha
rnoysarta C XpaHuUTErnHM BelecTsa (B ppm) € Cb-
oteetHo: NO, - 25, P - 0,1, K- 49,8, Ca - 408,0,
Mg - 134,4. CbabpKaHMETO Ha BOOOPA3TBOPUMU
corm (EC)e 1,33 mScm™, apH=7,45. OnutbT €
npoBegeH Npu e4HO U CbLLIO OCHOBHO TOPEHE 3a
TpuTe cxemu (BapmnaHTu) Ha nogxpaHsaHe (14 kg
N da”, 25 kg P,0,da" n 37 kg K,O da™).

BapuaHmu Ha onuma

1. Cxema 1 — cTaHgapTHa Cxema Ha TOpEHe,
npy KOATO MOAXPaHBaHETO Ce OCblLecTBsABa
MoYTM M3UANO C a3oT M Kanuin. BegHbx Ha Bce-
K/ cedeM OHM ca BHAacsiHM aMOHWeBa cenuTpa u
kanueB cyndart no 5 kg da. MNpu nbpBUTE ABE
noaxpaHBaHust € AobaBeH M MOHOKanmMeB (oc-
dat. 3a uenunda nepmno Ha oTrnexaaHe B noyesata
ca BHeceHu 25 kg N da”, 4,2 kg P,0,da" n 30 kg
K,O da™.

2. Cxema 2 — cxema Ha TOpeHe, Npu KOATO
npes BereTauusiTa OCBEH a3oT U Kanun ce BHacd
n bocdhop. KonmuectsaTa Ha TpUTe ernemeHTa ce
NPOMEHAT Npe3 Beretaumnata B CbOTBETCTBUE C
HyxxgaTta Ha pacteHueto (Bar-Yosef, 1991). NMpu
Tasn cxeMa BeOHBbX Ha BCEKU cejeM HU ca BHa-
CsIHM aMOHUWeBa cenuTpa, Kanues cyndar u mMo-
HoKanuneB gocdat. 3a Lenus nepuog Ha OTrex-
AaHe pacTteHudaTta nonyyasat 40 kg N da™, 21 kg
P,O,da" n 61 kg K,O da.

3. Cxema 3 — BKMoYBa KOMOMHMPAHO MOYBEHO
W NUCTHO NoAaxpaHBaHe ¢ Te4Hu Topose. M3nons-
BaHW ca npoayktn Ha Jleboson Bwnrapua OO[.
JIncTHoTO NoaxpaHBaHe BkMoyBa 06Lwo 10 npbe-
KaHus npe3 uHTepean ot 10 gHW. NMbpBOHa4YanHo
ce npoBexpaaTt ABe NpbCKaHus ¢ KOMOUHaLUnSA-
Ta oT npoaykTute Lebosol-HyTtpnnnant® 5-20-5
(400 ml/da) n AmmHo30n® (200 ml/da). Cnea-
BaT TpPW npbckaHua ¢ KombuHauusata Lebosol-
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HytpunnaHt® 12-4-6 (400 ml/da) n Lebosol®-
Kanun*? (500 ml/da). OT Ha4ano Ha 3peeHeTo Ha
nrogoBeTe ce 1U3nonasa kombuHaumsaTa Lebosol®-
MK-Makc (500 ml/da) n Lebosol®-Kanuin*® (500
ml/da). CbLieBpeMeHHO ce U3BbpLuBa 1 NOYBEHO
nogxpaHBaHe ¢ U3bpoeHnTe NPOAYKTU (C U3KIto-
yeHne Ha AMUHO30n®) B KOMOUHALUMA C aMOHU-
eBa cenutpa, MoHokanue choccaTr u Kanves
cyndar, KaTo Konm4ecTearta UM ce U3MEHST B 3a-
BMCMMOCT OT Hy>)KaTa Ha pacTeHusiTa, aHanormy-
HO Ha nogxpaHBaHeTo npu Cxema 2. 3a yanarta
BereTaumsi pacteHusita ca nonyynnm 4pes fnnucT-
HO 1 no4eeHo TopeHe 40 kg N da™, 21 kg P,O,
da’n 61 kg K,O da™.

W npu Tpute cxemun Ha TopeHe noaxpaHBaHWs-
Ta Cce N3BbpPLUBAT [Be ceaMULM crief pascaxjaHe
00 ABe ceamuum npeam kpas Ha Beretaumsita.

AHanusu

— AHanus Ha no4esa — TpWU NbTU Npe3 BereTa-
unaTa Ha cpefHa npoba oT BapuaHT ca onpefe-
nenn pH, EC, N, P, K, Ca, Mg BbB BOAeH U3Brek
cbrnacHo Metoauka Ha Sonneveld (1990).

— AHanma Ha pacTeHusi — ABa MbTU B UHOU-
kaTtopHu nucta ca onpegenexn N, P, K, Ca, Mg,
MUKPOENEMEHTU N TEXKN MeTanu. A30T — MeTop,
Ha Kenpgan; P, K, Ca n Mg — cnen cyxo usrapsiHe
1 nocrneaBaLLlo pa3TBapsiHe CbC COMHA KNCENUHa;
MukpoenemeHTn (B, Cu, Fe, Mn) — cneg mukpo-
BbJSTHOBa MuUHepanuaauus un onpeaensHe ¢ ICP-
OES.

— [obue n cpegHa maca Ha nnoga — onpege-
NEeHn ca paHHMAT (MbpBUTE TPU CEAMUUM OT ne-
puoga Ha nnogodasaHe) u obwnat gobus, obLy
©pou nnogoBe 1 cpedHa maca Ha nnoga.

— BroxnmmnyeH aHanma Ha nnogoBe — Ha cpea-
Ha npoba ot 20 gobpe y3penu nnoga oT BCAKO
NOBTOPEHME ca onpegeneHn sutammH C (peak-
umnsa Ha TunmaHc), obLum 3axapu (MOLOMETPUYHO
onpegengaHe no metoga Ha LWoopn-PereHboreH),
TUTPYEMW OpPraHNYHN KUCENUHU (Ype3 TUTpyBaHe
¢ NaOH ), cyxo BeLLecTBO (pedpakTOMETPUYHO).
AHanu3bT € M3BbPLUEH ABa MbTW Npe3 nepuoga
Ha nnogoaaBaHe.

PE3YINTATUA U OBCBHXXOAHE

B HayanoTto Ha ekcnepumeHTa, TpM ceaMmum
crnen NMbpBOTO NOAXPaHBaHe, CbAbPXXaHNETO Ha
HUTpaTEH a30T, Kanun U MarHe3uin B noyBarta He
Ce pasnuyaBa CbLUECTBEHO MexXay TpUTe CXemmu
Ha TopeHe, Ho npu Cxema 3 CbAbpPXKAHNETO Ha
necHogocTbneH ocdop e ABa NbTU MOBeYe B
CpaBHeHue ¢ gpyrute gse cxemu (tabn. 1). Tasu



Tabnuua 1. BrniusHve Ha cxemara Ha TopeHe BbpPXY CbAbPXaHUETO Ha OCHOBHUTE XpaHUTENHW eNneMeHTn B noysaTa
Table 1. Influence of the fertilization schedule on the content of the main nutrients in soil

F::r:l(iazdajgn pH EC, mS/cm N-NO,, ppm P, ppm K, ppm Ca, ppm Mg, ppm

May, 9

Schedule 1 7.36 1.17 100 0.9 90.7 224.0 99.2

Schedule 2 7.30 1.35 112 1.0 110.1 266.7 108.8

Schedule 3 7.29 1.19 118 24 106.8 208.0 99.2
June, 25

Schedule 1 6.86 0.58 50 27 55.3 101.3 41.6

Schedule 2 6.66 0.83 113 6.6 59.2 110.7 67.2

Schedule 3 6.39 0.93 113 9.1 113.4 112.0 70.4
July, 29

Schedule 1 6.76 0.52 40.0 24 32.6 74.7 38.4

Schedule 2 6.83 0.60 81.7 24 66.4 89.3 44.0

Schedule 3 6.81 0.86 83.3 3.1 100.7 90.7 68.0

Tabnuua 2. BnusHue Ha cxemata Ha TOpPeHe BbpXy CbObpPXXAHUMETO HA OCHOBHWUTE XPAHWUTENHW €NeMEHTU B MHAUKATOPHU
nncTa OT AOMaTeHN pacTeHus
Table 2. Influence of the fertilization schedule on nutrient content of indicator leaves

Nutrient Indicator tissue 2™ cluster Indicator tissue 4" cluster
Schedule 1 Schedule 2 Schedule 3 Schedule 1 Schedule 2 Schedule 3
N, % 445D 4.61a 4.64 a 3.66 b 4.08b 433a
P, % 0.35b 0.35b 0.64 a 0.24b 0.28 ab 0.32a
K, % 260b 3.12a 3.23a 2.26b 2.75a 297 a
Ca, % 1.76 ab 191a 221a 1.56 ab 1.87 a 215a
Mg, % 0.45ns 0.48 ns 0.55ns 0.52 ns 0.54 ns 0.65 ns
B, ppm 34.6 ns 37.1ns 39.2 ns 24.5ns 26.3 ns 29.1ns
Cu, ppm 86Db 9.7 ab 109 a 6.5b 6.8b 8.0a
Fe, ppm 66.1 ns 1079 ns 95.6 ns 72.8 ns 86.0 ns 107.5 ns
Mn, ppm 93.6b 95.3 ab 1049 a 55.3b 62.2 ab 783 a

a, b— Values in each row, followed by different letters are statistically significant according to Duncan’s Multiple Range Test at
P < 0.05; ns — non-significant difference.

Tabnuua 3. BnusHue Ha cxemara Ha TOpeHe BbpXYy nobwuea ot OopaHXepurHM gomaTtn, cpegHaTta maca Ha nnoga u cpegHus

6poii nnogoBe Ha pacTeHve
Table 3. Influence of fertilization scheme on greenhouse tomato yield, fruit weight and fruit number per plant

Fg::\';zda::g” Early yield, kg da” Total yield, kg da- Fruit weight, g Fr::r“;g‘nﬁer
Schedule 1 2085.4 b 10067.9 b 166.3 ns 155 ¢
Schedule 2 2334.2b 10452.0 b 175.3 ns 179b
Schedule 3 3159.0 a 12517.1 a 186.8 ns 204a

a, b — Values in each column, followed by different letters are statistically significant according to Duncan’s Multiple Range
Test at P < 0.05; ns — non-significant difference.
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TEHOEHUMs ce 3anasBa Ao Kpasi Ha Beretaumara.
Mpes neprvoga Ha macoBo nnogogasaHe (OKOMo
25 10HW), KaKTo 1 B Kpas Ha BereTaumsaTa Cxema 3
ce OTnu4yaBa C Han-BMCOKO CbAbpXXaHWe Ha Xpa-
HUTENHW BellecTBa B noyeBarta. BeposaTHo noa-
XpaHBaHETO C BOAOPA3TBOPMMU TEYHW TOpPOBE
BOAW OO MoBULLABAHE CbAbPXKAHUETO Ha XpaHuU-
TENHUTE ENEMEHTU B NOYBEHNSA pa3TBOpP, KbAETO
Te ca necHoycBouMM OT pacTeHusaTa (fopbaHoB v
ap., 2005). MNpn Cxema 3 CbOTHOLLEHNETO MeXay
asoTta 1 Kanusa e 6rnako 4o ONTUMAarnHOTO 3a Kyri-
Typata gomatu (1: 1-1,2).

B cboTBETCTBME C pesynTaTute OT NOYBEHUN
aHanus, aHann3bT Ha UHOMKATOPHW NUCTa NoKas-
Ba, 4Ye npu Cxema 3 CbObpXaAHWETO Ha OCHOB-
HUTE XPaHWUTEMNHW eNieMEeHTU B nucTata e Hau-
BMUCOKO (Tabn. 2). B nbpBus nHamMkatopeH nuct
cbabpxKaHneTo Ha docdop e ¢ 83% no-BUCOKO
oT ToBa B Cxema 1. NoBULLIEHO e cbabpKaHue-
TO Ha kanun — ¢ 24%, KakTo 1 ToBa Ha 0OLMS
a3oT — ¢ 4%. Npwv BTOpUS MHOANKATOPEH JIUCT Cb-
ObpPXXaHMETO Ha TpUTE efleMeHTa BbB BapuaHTa
¢ Te4yHuTe TopoBe € ¢ 32 — 33% no-BMCOKO OT
ToBa npu Cxema 1. Williams and Kafkafi (1998)
yCTaHOBSBAT, Ye npu opMmpaHe Ha nnogoBeTe
HaMansBa CbObPXKaHMETO Ha Kanuh B nucrtarta
Ha OOMaTEeHUTe pacTeHusl, KOETO BMNOCMEACTBUE
Ce oTpassiBa HeraTMBHO BbpXy JoOMBa 1 KayecT-
BOTO Ha npogykuuata. Ot Tabn. 2 ce Buwxaa, ve
BTOPUST MHOANKATOPEH JIUCT € C NO-HUCKO Cbabp-
XaHWe Ha Kanuin B CpaBHEHME C MbPBUSA U MNpU
TpuTe cxemun Ha TopeHe. [pu Cxema 3 T03u cnag
B HMBOTO Ha Kanus € 8%, KOeTo e 3Ha4YNTENHO Mo-
Marko B CpaBHEHWE C ABETE CXEMW Ha MO4YBEHO
noaxpaHBaHe, KbAETO HaManNABaHETO Ha Kanug e
¢ 12 — 13% cnpsimo ToBa B MbpBUS UHOUKATOPEH
nuncT. Tosm pesynTaT NOTBbPXKAaBa U3BOAUTE, Ha-
npaBeHn OT ApYrn aBTOpW, Criopes KOUTO NUCT-
HOTO NnoaxpaHBaHe AonpuHacs 3a paspellaBaHe
Ha npobrnema ¢ HamanaBaHe CbObP)KAHMETO Ha
Kanum B nuctata npu opMmpaHe Ha nnoaoBe-
Te npu gomateHute pacteHus (Chapagain and
Wiesman, 2004).

Pasnukute mexagy TpuTe CXeMU Ha TOpeHe B
HMBaTa Ha Bop 1 Kens3o 1 Npu gaTta NHONKaTop-
HW NCTa He ca aokasaHu. Habnogaea ce, ve npu
Cxema 3 cbabpXaHUETO Ha Med N MaHraH B WH-
ANKaATOPHUTE NIMCTa € NO-BUCOKO, OTKONKOTO Mpwu
apyrute ose cxemu. [1gata OT M3non3saHUTe npo-
Ayktn B Cxema 3 (Lebosol-HytpunnaHt 5-20-5 n
Lebosol-HytpunnaHt 12-4-6) cbabpxaT B CBOSA
cbcTaB MukpoenemeHtute B, Cu n Mn, Ha koeTo
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Ce ObKM NO-BMCOKOTO UM CbAbPXaHWE B NNCTa-
Ta, ocobeHo Ha Cu n Mn. Hesasucumo ot ycTa-
HOBEHUTE pasnuKM Mexay BapuaHTUTe B HUBOTO
Ha n3cneaBaHUTE MUKPOENEMEHTM B McTaTa Cb-
ObpXaHWETO MM € B rpaHuuuTe, YCTaHOBEHM 3a
onTumanHu 3a kyntypata gomatu (Resh, 1991).

B ycnosusTa Ha ekcneprMeHTa Ha-BMCOKN ,O-
OGuBM OT OpaHXepPUHN JoMaTK ca NoNy4YeHn nNpu
npunaraHe Ha Cxema 3 (tabn. 3). MNpe3 nbpBUTE
TpW cegmMmuum OT Nepmofa Ha NNoaoLaBaHe B TO3N
BapuaHT e peructpupan gobus ot 3159,0 kg/da,
koeTo e ¢ 35 — 38% noseye oT gobMBa, OTYETEH
npu gpyrute ABe CxemMu Ha TopeHe. B Hay4yHaTa
nuTepaTtypa CblUeCTBYBaT AaHHW, Y€ JIMCTHOTO
noaxpaHeaHe C TOpoBe, CbAbpXalum docdop,
oKasBa NonoxuTerneH eqekT BbpXy y3psiBAaHETO
Ha nnogoBeTe M BOAM A0 yBenuyaBaHe Ha paHHUSA
nobus (Chapagain and Wiesman, 2004).

O6wwmaTt gobus, nonyyeH npu Cxema 3 e ¢
20 — 24% noBe4ve B cpaBHeHMe cbCc Cxema 1
n Cxema 2. lNony4yeHuTe OT Hac pesynTtaTu no-
TBbpXAaBaT Te3n Ha Sima et al. (2009), kouTto
CblUO Habntogaeat NoBMLEHME Ha paHHMSA U 06-
Wwma gobus npu KOMOMHUPAHO FIUCTHO U NOYBE-
HO MpUIOXEeHNe Ha TOPOBETE B CPaBHEHWE CbC
CaMOCTOATENTHOTO KOPEHOBO XpaHeHe. ABTopuTe
O0nycKar, Ye NIMCTHOTO XpaHeHe CTUMYynMpa yCBO-
SIBAHETO Ha XpPaHUTENHN BELLECTBa OT no4veara.

MpunoxeHneto Ha Cxema 3 nosuLlaBa cpen-
HaTa Maca Ha nnogoBeTe, KOATO € nokasarten 3a
CTOMaHCKUTE MM Ka4yecTBa. YCTAHOBEHO e, 4e
0oOMBBLT OT Har-egpuTe NNogoBe (C Maca Hag
100 g) e cbLo nosuieH ¢ 20 — 24% B cpaBHe-
HWe C Apyrute ABa BapvaHTa Ha MOYBEHO NoAa-
XpaHBaHe. BeposiTHaTa npuynHa 3a nosuLLEHME-
TO Ha obwma nobms 1 NogobpeHNTe CTOMAHCKM
KayecTBa Ha MNfOAOBETE € B TOBA, Y€ JIMCTHUTE
TOpOBE Bb3NPENATCTBAT HamansBaHETO HMBOTO
Ha Kanus n apyru enemMeHTn B nucTara no Bpeme
Ha nnogoobpasysaHeto (Williams and Kafkafi,
1998). Hskon aBTOpPWU yCTaHOBSIBAT, Ye NUCTHO-
TO NPUNOXEHNE Ha MUKPOENEeMEHTM NoBuMLIaBa
nobvea OT gomatn n nogobpsiBa CTOMNAHCKUTE
KayecTBa Ha NNogoBeTe Nopaaw Knw4dosara UM
pons BbB BaXXHW (PU3NONOMMYHN NPOLIEeCH B pac-
TUTENHUA opraHuseM (Singh and Verma, 1991;
Verma et al., 1995; Ali et al., 2013).

B ycnoBusita Ha npoBeaeHus onuT cpeaHaTa
Maca Ha nnoga sapupa ot 166,3 go 186,8, g kato
He ca yCTaHOBEHM JOKa3aHu pas3fnukm Mexay Tpu-
Te cXeMmu Ha TopeHe. Hawn-ronam 6pon nnogose
€ OTYeTEeH BbB BapuaHTa C MOYBEHO U JIUCTHO Mo-



oxpaHsBaHe — 20,4 nnoga. NogobHu pesynTtatu ca
nonyyenu ot Narayan et al. (2012), kouto cbLLO
HabnogaBsaT yBenvyaBaHe Oposi Ha nnogoBeTe
BCneacTene Ha KOMBUHUPAHO MOYBEHO U FIUCTHO
noaxpaHBaHe C BOAOPA3TBOPUMU TEYHU TOPOBE
npv gomaTtw.

BroxmmMnyHMTE nokasatenu 3a KadecTBOTO
Ha nnogoBeTe BapupaT crnabo mexay oTaenHu-
Te BapuaHTM U B MOBEYETO Crlydan pasnukuTe
He ca [JOKa3aHW CTaTUCTUYECKM (OaHHWUTE He ca
nokasaHu). MNpun obunHo TopeHe, nspasssaLlo ce
B YCKOpPEH pacTex, no-BMCOK A00uB, mno-rondma
edpVHa Ha NnogoBeTe U T. H., BMOXMMUYHUTE MO-
KasaTenu Ha Ka4yecTBOTO Ha MroJoBeTe ca C Mno-
HUCKN CTOMHOCTU. ToBa ce oBACHABa C T. Hap.
edeKkT Ha paspexaaHeTo, Korato CTOMHOCTUTE
Ha Te3u nokasaTtenu ce u3passiBat KaTto NPoLUeHT
oT cBexata Mmaca (Oke et al., 2005). B nposene-
HWUs1 eKCNePMMEHT BbB BapuaHTa C TEYHN TOPOBE
€ OTYyeTeHa CpPaBHUTESNTHO BMUCOKA CTOMHOCT 3a
cpefHaTa maca Ha nnogoBere, KoeTo 6u TpsbBa-
no ga ce 0Tpasn HeraTMBHO BbPXY OMOXUMUYHK-
Te nokasatenu. TakaBa TeHOeHUusa obaye He ce
Habntogasa.

n3soau

* KOMOMHMpPaHOTO NOYBEHO M MUCTHO NOoAXpaH-
BaHe C TEYHW TOPOBE MOBULLIABA CbbPXXaHUETO
Ha AOCTbMHU DOPMU Ha XpaHUTENHUTE enemMeH-
TW B no4ysarta.

* [loBuLWaBa CbabpPXXaHNETO Ha a30T, hocdop,
Kanuim n MMKpPOENeMeHTH B fiucTaTa.

* [NoBuwaea paHHua gobus ¢ 35 — 38%, 06-
wus aobms ¢ 20 — 24% v cpegHus Gpon nnogose
Ha pacTeHue ¢ 3-5 nnopa.
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