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Abstract

The investigation was carried during the period 2008-2010 at the Institute of Agriculture — Kyus-
tendil, Bulgaria with apple cultivars Prima, Florina and Erwin Baur grafted on clonal rootstock MM 106.
The trees grown in Chromic Luvisols and planted at 4.5 x 2.5 m. 100% ET drip irrigation treatment was
applied in three timing variants (T1 — June-September (control), V1 — June-August, V2 — July-Septem-
ber). V1 and V2 treatments saved irrigation water 11.1% and 18.3% respectively. Yield in the V1 and
V2 treatments was unsignificantly reduced. Average fruit weight of Erwin Baur apple was significantly
higher in V1 irrigation treatments — above the control 20.4%. Irrigation treatments improved fruit quality

of Florina apple.
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Abwvnkarta (Malus domestica Borkh.) e Bnaro-
nobuea KynTypa u BOGHUAT CTPEC OKa3Ba OTpula-
TENHO BNUSHME BbPXY KONMMYECTBEHUTE N Ka4ecT-
BEHUTE MapamMeTpu Ha nnogosaTa npogykuud. B
MHOIO OT panoHUTE, KbOETO Ce OoTrnexaa Tasu
OBOLLIHA KynTypa, NOnMBHaTa Boda € HeJocTaTb4-
Ha. OCHOBHa 4acT OT 13crnegsaHusTa B obnactra
Ha HanosIBaHETO Ca HAaCOYEeHU KbM pa3paboTBaHe
Ha BOOOCNECTABALLM TEXHOIOMUN N PEXUMMN, KO-
TO [a He OKa3BaT HeraTUBHO Bb3OENCTBUE BbPXY
penpoayKTUBHUTE NPOsiIBM Ha Abbnkara.

M3cneposatenu B 4yxbuHa nannuteaT BapuaH-
TW C pasnnyHM CPOKOBE Ha HanosiBaHe U BNUSHU-
€70 UM Bbpxy abbnkata. B CnoseHus B Hacax-
OeHune cbe coptoBeTe Elstar, Golden Delicious,
Idared n Jonagold ca npunoxeHu crnegHuTe
BapnaHtM: A — ot 1 man go 20 toHKn, B — oT 1
man go 1 aBrycT, u HenonueHa koHTpona (Cmelik
and Tojnko, 2005). MNpu ekcnepMMeHT cbC cop-
Ta Braeburn, otrnexgaH B Typuus, ca nsnutaHu
crnegHUTe NOMUBHM BapuaHTu: T1 — onTuManHo
HanosiBaHa KOHTpOra W neT BapuaHTa ¢ gedwu-
UMTHO HanosiBaHe ¢ Hopma 25% OT KOHTposiHa-

Ta, NPUMOXEHO Mpe3 pasnuMyHM nepuoan npes
BeretTaumara, T2 — npes3 uenusi NofMBEH CE30H;
T3 — 40-70 geH cnen nbnHUsa ubdtex, T4 — 70-
100 geH, T5 - 100-130 peH u T6 — 130-160 peH
(Kigukyumuk et al., 2013). Mpn knumatTuyHUTE
ycrosust Ha Hoea 3enaHaus e NnpoBeAeHO U3-
cnenBaHe cbc copTta Braeburn ¢ nonueHu Bapu-
aHTW, NpU KOUTO HaMosiBAaHETO Ce peanuaupa B
nepuoga 63-118 geH cnen NbiHUA UbATEXK, OT
118-a aeH oo 6eputbata n onNnTMManHoO HanosiBa-
Ha koHTpona 100% ET (Mpelasoka et al., 2000).

LlenTa Ha HacTosweTo nscnegpaHe belle ga
Cce YCTaHOBM BMUSHUETO Ha MPUIIOXKEHUTE CPO-
KOBE Ha HanosiBaHEe BbPXY KONMMYECTBEHUTE U
Ka4yeCTBEHUTE napameTpu Ha abbrkoBaTta npo-
AYKUmS.

MATEPUAN U METOOU

EkcnepuMeHTbT € npoBefeH npes3 nepuoga
2008 — 2010 r. B 916bNKOBO HacaxaeHue, cb3na-
AeHo npes npornetTta Ha 1996 r. B HcTuTyTa no
3emepenve, Kioctengmn. OnuTHUTE AbpBETa ca
oT coptoseTe [puma, dropuHa n EpsuH bayp,
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npucageHn BbpXy BereTatMBHaTa MNOAMOXKA
MM 106. MNMousBaTta e cunHo msnyxeHa KaHene-
Ha ropcka (Chromic Luvisols). PasctoaHusita Ha
3acaxgaHe ca 4,5 x 2,5 m. ilanutaHun ca BapmaH-
TW Ha KankoBO HanosiBaHe, Npu KOMTO MOSMBEH
pexum 100% ET ce peanusnpa npes cregHute
nepvoau:

T1 — toHN-cenTemBpu (koHTpona); V1 — toHu-
aBryct; V2 — onu-centemspu.

lMpoBexaaHeTo Ha NONMMBKUTE € U3BBLPLLBAHO
Bb3 OCHOBa Ha W3napeHweTo OT cBobogHa BO-
AHa NOBBPXHOCT, ONPEeAEneHo ¢ nsnapuTen Tmn
Lknac” A.

OtyeteHn ca obwmat pobws (kg/abpBsO),
CpedHoTOo Terno Ha nnoga (g) M Ka4ecTBOTO Ha
nnogosete (npoueHT oT knac Ekctpa, knac | n
knac Il).

MHOekcbT Ha NnepmoanyHOCT B nnogoaaBaHe-
TO € U34ncneH no opmynara:

mn=A-B/A +B.100, %,
kbaeto A n B e nobuebT Npes ase nocrnegosa-
TenHu roamHn, kato ao 40% ca penoBHO Mno-
popasalwm, 40 - 75% ca Heps3Ko nepuoguyHo
nnogonasalun, 75 - 100% ca psisko NepuoanyHo
nnogoaasallm.

KoedunumeHTbT Ha Kopenauus r e u34mcrneH
no metoga Ha Pearson (3anpsHoB, MapuHKoB,
1978).

PE3YNTATU U OBCbXOAHE

Mpe3 2008 n 2009 r. nonMBKNTE Ca NPOBEX-
OaHu npes onpegeneHuTe Nnepmoan 3a CboTBeT-
HuTe BapuaHTtu. Mpe3 2010 r. npn T1 v npu V1
npes3 MeceL IOHN He e U3BbPLUBAHO HanosiBaHe
nopaau BanexHara cyma ot 105,7 mm, kosito e ¢
OTKITOHEHMe OT HopmaTa +41,7 mm, unu nNpesu-
LaBaHe ¢ 65,16%. lNMopaan ToBa HanouTenHara
HOpMa, KakTo 1 6poAT Ha nonuekuTe npu V2 ca
€[HaKBM C Te3U NPU KOHTPOMNHUS BapuaHT. [pes ro-
OVHUTE Ha ekcriepuMeHTa Ha-rofisiMO KONM4eCcTBO
nonueHa Bofa e cnecteHo npe3 2009 r. npn V2 —
34,04%. CpeaHo 3a nepuoga Ha M3CcrneaBaHETo
HanoutenHaTta HopMa e no-manka ¢ 11,1% npu
V1 unc18,3% npu V2 B cpaBHeHMe C KOHTponarta
(tabn. 1). MNpu aHanornyeH Ha V1 BapuaHT ca
cnectenu ot 12,4 no 15,2% Boga B 3aBUCUMOCT
OT roguHaTa Ha uscnegsaHe (Kigukyumuk et
al., 2013).

CpefHo 3a nepuofa Ha ekcnepumeHTa npu-
NOXEHWEeTO Ha ABaTa U3NUTBaHWU NOSIMBHU Bapwu-
aHTa BOAM OO NOHWXaBaHe Ha gobusa, HO pas-
NUKNTE ca CTaTUCTUYECKN HeaoKasaHu (Tabn. 2).
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Mpy V2 noHWXeHWeTo CnpsiMO KOHTpomnarta npu
Mpuma e ¢ 5,29%, a npn dnopuHa e ¢ 6,5%;
npn V1 — ¢ 9,52% wn ¢ 9,89% cvoteeTHO. [Ba-
Ta BapuaHTa noHwxkasaT gobuea ot EpsuH bayp
nNpnbnmn3anTenHo B efHaKBa CTeneH (C pasnuka ot
okoro 1%), KakTo Npu nscnegsaHe CbC COpToBE-
Te ldared u Elstar, npu konto He e ycTtaHoBeHa
CbllecTBeHa pasnvka B gobumBa mexay ABaTa
BapuaHTa CbC Cpok Ha HanosieaHe (Cmelik and
Tojnko, 2005). B onut Ha Klglkyumuk et al.
(2013) npunoxeHUTe BapuaHTU CTaTUCTUYECKU
A0Ka3aHo noHmxaeaT gobuea ot copT Braeburn.
Mpwu copt Jonagold fobuBbT € AoKaszaHo Mo-Bu-
COK Mpu BapmaHTa ¢ N0-KbCHO NpeycTaHOBsIBaHe
Ha HanosaBaHeTo, a npu Golden Delicious — 3Ha-
YUTEMNHO MO-BMCOKM CTOMHOCTU Ha nokasaTterns
ca yCTaHOBEHW MpW OpYrus U3nNUTBaH BapuaHT
(Cmelik and Tojnko, 2005).

HapacTtBaHeTo Ha A6bKOBUTE NIIOLOBE MOXE
Aa ce u3pasu Ypes T. Hap. CurMouaernHa Kpuea ¢
Tpu pasm — OTHa4ano HapacTBaHETO € Mo-cna-
00, cnep ToBa TeMNbT ce yckopsiBa 1 npeaun de-
putbaTta oTHOBO ce 3abaBs. [pn V1 He ce npu-
nara HanosiBaHe Mo BpeMe Ha TpeTaTta ¢asa, a
npu V2 — Ha nbpBaTa. ToBa npegnonara no-crab
oTpuuaTeneH edekT Bbpxy JOOMBa B CpaBHEHNE
C HEMOIMBHU YCNOBUS, MPUMOXKEHN NO-BPEME Ha
BTOpaTa ¢hasa, Korato nNnogoBeTe HapacTear no-
WHTEH3VBHO M UMaT Hy>X[a OT Mo-rofieMun Konwu-
YyecTBa BoAa.

Mpe3 2009 r. npu copT EpsBuH Bayp ca oTtueTe-
HW MO-HUCKM CTOMHOCTW Ha [obuBa B CpaBHEHME C
ApyruTe roguHu OT nepuoga Ha uacrneasaHe, a npu
ocTaHanuTe copToBe JOOMBLT e HyrneB (Tabn. 2).

Mpn ycnosuaTa Ha V2 MHOEKCHT Ha nepuo-
ONYHOCT B NnogoaasaHeTo npu copT EpsuH bayp
e 39,22 — 39,54%, kaTo nonaga B rpynara Ha pe-
OOBHO MnogofasalumTe, a npu apyrusa nsnuteaH
BapuaHT — OT PEOBHO 40 HEPSA3KO NepuognyHo
nnogofasaiun. Npu koHTponaTta To3u CopT ce
n3daBsBa KaTo pefoBHO nnogodasaly (tabn. 3).
Mpn onut cbe copt Elstar gBata BapmnaHTa Ha
HamnosiBaHe CTaTUCTUYECKM [OKa3aHO Hamans-
BaT NpOLeHTa Ha anTepHaTUBHOTO NrnogogasaHe
(Cmelik and Tojnko, 2005).

Mo oTHOLlEeHWe Ha CpPedHOoTO TEerno Ha nroda
(Tabn. 4) ce ycTaHOBM NOHWKaBaHEe CripsiMO KOHTPO-
nata npu copT lNpuma 1 npy aBaTta BapuaHTa — npu
V1 ¢ 12,55% v npn V2 — ¢ 14,72%, kaTo pasnukara
He e CTaTUCTUYECKM JoKasaHa.

Mpu ycnosusaTa Ha V1 cpeaHOoTOo TErno Ha no-
Aa Ha copT ®rioprHa e He3Ha4YUTENHO NO-HUCKO OT



Tabnuua 1. HanouTtenHa HopMa, mm 1 NONUBKK, BpoK
Table 1 Irrigation rate, mm and waterings, number

[oauHa
Mokasaten BapuaHt CpenHo
2008 2009 2010
T 147,42 94,44 100,7 114,19
HanowutenHa Hopma, mm V1 126,13 91,30 87,14 101,52
V2 116,89 62,29 100,7 93,29
T 31 20 18 23,0
Monwueku, Gpon V1 27 19 16 20,7
V2 26 14 18 19,3
Tabnuua 2. [Jobus, kg/abpeo
Table 2. Yield, kg/tree
c B [oauHa c
opT apuaHT egHo
P P 2008 2009 2010 PeA
T 61,2 0 108,78 56,7
V1 47,0* 0 106,83 51,3
Mpyma
V2 57,55 0 103,68 53,7
LSD 0,05 11,62 NS NS
T 74,15 0 101,45 58,5
V1 70,78 0 89,23 53,3
dnopuHa
V2 64,73 0 99,30 54,7
LSD 0,05 NS NS NS
T 44,6 29,2 66,35 46,7
V1 32,0 21,35 63,88 39,1
EpsuH Bayp
V2 48,63 21,23 49,0 39,6
LSD 0,05 NS NS NS NS

*-P < 0,05, NS — HegokasaHa pasnuka.

Tabnuua 3. iHaekc Ha nepuognyHOCT B nnogoaasa-
HeTo npu copT EpsuH Bayp, %
Table 3. Alternate bearing index in Erwin Baur apple, %

. [oauHa
Variant
2008 — 2009 2009 - 2010
T 20,87 38,88
V1 19,96 49,90
V2 39,22 39,54

KOHTponara, KakTo npu onuT ¢ Braeburn npu Ba-
puaHtute T3 1 T6, KOUTO ca aHanorM4yHM ¢ Bapu-
aHTUTE B HacTodwweTo nacnensaHe (Kliglikyumuk
et al., 2013). B apyr ekcnepMMeHT CbLLO € ycTa-
HOBEHO MO-HUCKO CPEeQHO Ternmo Ha nnoga npu
copt Braeburn npu BapnaHTuTe cbC CpPoOK Ha Ha-
nosiBaHe, HO CbLLO He e A0oKa3aHO CTaTUCTUYECKN
(Mpelasoka et al., 2000). Npwn V2 ce ycTtaHoBM no-
BuLLEHWe 6e3 oKa3aHOoCT Ha pasnukara.

[MNpunoxeHneTo Ha N3NNTBaHUTE NOSIMBHM Ba-
pUaHTN OKa3Ba MOSIOXKUTESNHO BRUSHUE BbPXY
CpeHoTO Terno Ha nnoga npu copt EpsuH bayp.
Mpn V1 ycTaHOBEHOTO NOBULLEHWNE CNPSIMO CTaH-
papta oT 20,4% e cTaTUCTUYECKN AOoKa3aHo.

lNpe3 nepuvoga Ha wu3cnegBaHe npu copT
EpeuH Bayp ce ycTtaHOBM cunHa oTpuuaTenHa
Kopenauus mexgy nokasatenute gobus n cpes-
HO Terno Ha nnoga. KoedumuneHTsbT Ha Pearson
re-0,99 npn T1, -0,96 npn V1 1 -0,69 npn V2.
OTpuuarenHa kopenauusa mexay Te3un gsa noka-
3aTend e yctaHOBeHa npu eKCnepumMeHT ¢ 96bI-
koBuTe coptoBe Ppunabm n dropuHa (3gpas-
koBa, 2012). AHanorm4yHa B3aMMOBpPbB3Ka MeEX-
ay cneununyHma gobms M CpeaHoTo Terno Ha
nnoga e ycTaHoBEHa Mpu COPTOMNOASIOXKOBaTa
kombuHaumsa Lobo/M26 (Treder and Mika, 2001),
npn Gala/P 60 (Treder, 2008), npu Jonagold/P
60 (Treder, 2010).
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Tabnuua 4. CpegHo Terno Ha nnoaa, g
Table 4. Average fruit weight, g

Copt BapuaHt foanta CpegHo
2008 2009 2010
T1 95 - 62 78,1
V1 85 - 52 68,3
Mpuma
V2 73* - 58 66,6
LSD 0,05 14,71 NS NS
T1 130 - 110 119,9
V1 108 - 129 118,1
dnopwuHa
V2 125 - 124 124,5
LSD 0,05 20,97 NS NS
T1 167 209 118 164,7
VA1 229** 224 142 198,3*
EpeuH Bayp V2 190 217 99 168,7
LSD 0,05 32,49 NS NS 30,0
LSD 0,01 49,21
*P<0,05, ** P <0,01, NS — HeokasaHa pasnuka.
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Que. 1. Kauecmeo Ha nnodoseme, % (cpedHo 3a nepuoda)
Fig. 1. Fruit guality, % (average for the period)

AHanorMyHo Ha cpegHoOTO Terno Ha nnoga naTa v npu ABaTta BapuaHTa, a npu EpsuH bayp
npu gBata BapuaHTa ce yCTaHOBW MOHWKaBaHe nosueHneTo e camo npu V1 (dwur. 1).
Ha pobuBa ot knac EkcTtpa npu copt [Mpuma. B HacTosweTo nscnegBaHe B3aMMoBpb3KaTa
Mpun ®nopuHa nokasaTenaT HagBWLLIAaBa KOHTPO- MeXay CpeaHOoTO Terno Ha nnoga v gobusa ot
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knac Exctpa npu copt EpBuH Bayp e cunHa no-
noXxutenHa kakto crneasa: npu T1—r= 0,97, npu
V1r=0,99 u npn V2 r = 0,97. MNpn nposegeHo
nacrneasaHe B Yunu cbe copT Royal Gala cbLo
€ YCTaHOBEeHa CurHa MonoXuTernHa kopenauus
MeXay CpedHOTO Terrio U gnameTrbpa Ha nno-
Ja, KOUTO e nokasaTen 3a kayectBo — r? = 0,99
(Ortega-Farias and Ledn, 2002).

n3sogu

CpefHo 3a nepuoga Ha uacrnegBaHe Konuye-
CTBOTO crnecTeHa nonueHa soga e 11,1% npu V1
n 18,3% npu V2.

M3nutaHnTe NONMBHM BapuaHTX HE3HAYUTENHO
noHwkaeaT fobusa v npu Tpute copra.

MpunoxeHMeTo Ha BapuaHTUTE CbC CPOK Ha Ha-
nosiBaHe HeCbLLECTBEHO MOHWXKaBa CpeqHoTo Te-
rmno Ha nnoga npv MNpuma n dnopuHa, a npy EperH
Bayp V1 gokasaHo nosuwlaBa CpegHOTO TErno Ha
nnoaa, kaTo Npu e CTaTUCTUYECKN JOKa3aHo.

Mpu gBaTa BapmnaHTa ce yCTaHOBM NOBYLLABaHE
Ha gobuea ot knac Ekctpa npu copt ®nopuHa.

Mpu ycrosuaTa Ha T1 n V2 copt EpeuH bayp
ce nposiBsiBa peqoBHO NNoAo0L4AaBaLL, a Npu Te3n Ha
V1 nonaga B Ananas3oHa OT PedoBHO A0 He PSI3KO
nepuoanyHo NNogoLaBall,
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