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Abstract

During the period of 2012 — 2014 in ESS in Pavlikeni, in a comparative field trial, was made economic
assessment of a local ecotype of birdsfoot trefoil with the aim to determine its potential for its direct usage
as a grazing cultivar. The grazing ecotype was equal with Targovishte 1 cultivar according to the rate of
growth and undergrowth, and according to the average yield of green and dry mass from the undergrowth.
It is characterized by the even distribution of the annual yield by seasons, as it exceeded the standard
cultivar in terms of the grazing productivity in late summer. Its values of crude protein content (19.5%) and
the acid-detergent lignin content (9.5%) in the forage differed slightly from those of the standard variety
(19.6% and 8.7%). The values of both genotypes in relation to the protein nutritional value (Protein Brute
Digestible (PBD), Digestible Protein Dependable on Nitrogen (PDIN) and Digestible Protein Dependable
on Energy (PDIE) were also identical. The studied ecotype of birdsfoot trefoil was distinguished by a high
content of fiber components, and as a result there was a lower in vitro digestibility, both of the dry matter
(in vitro Dry Matter Digestibility (IVDMD) = 61.3% at 66.8% for St), and the organic matter (in vitro Organic
Matter Digestibility (IVOMD) = 60.5% at 65.7% for St).
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O6ukHOBeHUAT 3Be3naH (Lotus corniculatus L.)
e MHororoguweH 6o6oB BUAO C €KonornyHa wu
GMonorMyHa xapakTepuctuka, KoaTo My naBa
npeguMcTBO Nped BCUYKM OCTaHanuM MHOroro-
anwHu 6060BM TPEBM NPU Cb3daBaHe Ha nacula
B bbnrapus. He npegnssukea TMMNaHUT NPU Xu-
BOTHWTE, NPeBb3XoXaa fouepHaTa n AeTennHu-
Te Mo YCTOMYMBOCT Ha M3nacsaHe U yTbKBaHe,
ObNroTPamHOCT, CYyXOYCTOMYMBOCT, YCTONYMBOCT
Ha K1cenu 1 HenrogopOAHU MOYBU, C HUCKO Cb-
aObpxaHue Ha P un Bucoko Ha Al n Mn (Escaray
et al., 2012). 3Be3gaHbT ce xapakTepusnpa c Bu-
COKa eHepruiHa M XpaHuTenHa ctonHocT (Leep
et al., 2002; Yypkoea, Togopoea, 2008), koeTo
nma 3Ha4YeHue Npu yCcTaHoBSIBaHE Ha BaXHWs 3a

MacuLLHOTO M3non3BaHe GanaHc Mexay Konu-
YEeCTBOTO W Ka4yeCTBOTO Ha MofydeHust dypax
(Radovic et al., 2003).

Cenekunsita Ha nacuHW COPTOBE MHOIOro-
anwHM 6060BK TpeBn € GaBeH M CKbN MpPoLEC,
KOWTO Lenu nacuiiHa yCTOMYMBOCT U AbAroTpan-
HOCT Ha m3nons3saHe. M3nckBa MbreH LMKbI Ha
N3NMTBaHe, KaTo Ce NPoBeXAa C OLEHKa Ha BaX-
HW eKONOrMyHM akTopu, KaKBUTO Ca M3NacBaLLm
>KMBOTHM M CbMbTCTBALM BUAOBE B MacuULLHOTO
TPEBHO CbObLLECTBO. 3aTOBa CenekumsiTa Ha na-
CuLLHK copToBe 6060BM TPEBM YECTO CE OCHOBA-
Ba Ha ekoTuneH otbop (Goranova, 2007), ypes
KOWTO Cce Wu3rnorns3Ba ecTecTBeHaTa aganTtauus
KbM PEXMM Ha M3Mona3BaHe, KbM crneumduyHm
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abvoTU4HM N BUOTUYHM YCIIOBUA U Bb3OEWCT-
BMs. BucokaTta crteneH Ha BbTpenonynaunuoHHa
BapMabumHOCT M anoramusita Ha MHOTOroAuLL-
HUTe 6060BKN TPeBM NO3BONSABaAT Obp3a reHeTnY-
Ha NpoMsiHa B reHOTUNa Ha nonynauunte npu
€CTEeCTBEH WM U3KYCTBEH CENEKLUMOHEH HaTUCK
(Collins, 2002). TakbB cenekuMoHeH noaxon ce
SBSIBA NacULLHOTO M3non3BaHe, korato 6oboBuTe
TPEBM Ca KOMMOHEHT Ha NONyeCTECTBEHN UMK U3-
KyCTBEHW TPEBOCTOW. [1acULLHUAT pexnm Ha uns-
nona3saHe BbB B3aMMOAENCTBUE C eKONMOrnYHUTE
YCINOBMSI UMa OCHOBHO 3Ha4YeHWe Npu KOHCONUAK-
paHeTo Ha NaculHWUTE eKOTUMNOBE — reHnnasma
C TONEepaHTHOCT Ha Malla, yTbrhkBaHe, ¢ gobpa
PaHHO-NPOMEeTHa WNM €eCceHHa MNPOAYKTUBHOCT,
NEeP3NCTEHTHOCT Ha HWUCKOMPOAYKTUBHU MOYBM,
afanTUBHOCT KbM OTIMEXAaHe B CMEcKM u ap.
(Naydenova et al., 2013). lNacuwH1TE ekoTunose
MoraT [a npom3xoXaaT U OT CEHOKOCHU COpTOBe,
NOANOXEHN 3a NPOABLINKUTENEH Nepuoa Ha natua
(Bouton, Gates 2003; Moutray, 2000).

Llenta Ha HacTosLWOTO npoy4yBaHe Gelle Aa
YCTaHOBMW [anu MeCTeH eKOTUN 3Be3faH, KOHCO-
nuaupaH oT ecTtecTBeHaTa cenekumst npu ycro-
BUSA Ha BE3CUCTEMHO NacuLLHO M3MNon3BaHe, uMa
npeaMMmcTBo No 4obMB 1 KavyecTBO Ha ypaxa B
nacvwHa 3psanocT nped cTtaHO4apTHUSA CEHOKO-
CEeH COpT 3Be30aH U CbOTBETHO Aa ce onpeaenu
noTEeHUManbT My 3a OUMPEKTHO U3NON3BaHe KaTo
nacuLleH CopT.

MATEPUAIT U METOOU

M3cnegBaHeTo e npoBedeHO npe3 nepuoga
2012 — 2014 r. B OnuTtHaTta ctaHums no costa —
MaBnukeHn. [MOYBEHO-KNMMATUYHUTE YCIOBUS
ca TMNn4HM 3a panoHa Ha LleHTpanHa CeBepHa
Bbbnrapus — UNanyxeH YepHosem c HeyTpanHa
peakumsi Ha noysata n 144 m H.B. [poy4BaHUAT
€KOTUN 3Be3aH NPoM3Xoxaa OT MoryecTecTBeH
TpeBoCTOM — OBLLMHCKa Mepa, U3MNon3BaHa 3a He-
perynupaHa nawwa. CpaBHsiBa ce CbC CEHOKOCHUS
copT Twproeuule 1. [IBata reHoTUna ca 3aceTtu B
neT paHaAOMU3MpPaHN NOBTOPEHWS, B NIEXU, BCAKA
CbCTOsILLA ce OT No ABa peda, C MexaypeaoBo
pascTosiHMe OT 25 cm 1 C Ob/MKMHA 4 NNHENHK
mMeTpa.

MpocnenasaHu ca nokasarenuTe:

— 0obuvB Ha cBexa M Cyxa Maca B nacuiiHa
3psanoct (eHodasa OyToHU3aAUUA), OTYUTaH €
ypes MoKocsiBaHe Ha BMCOYMHA 3 cm 3a uMmnTa-
UMsa Ha m3naceaHe, No Nogpactu, OT MbpsBa A0
TpeTa roguHa OT PacTeXHUS LUKbI Ha 3Be3faHa;
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— XMMUYEH CbCTaB — B3eMaHu ca npobu ot 1
NMHEEH MEeTbpP OT 5-Te MOBTOPEHUS B NacuLliHa
3pSANOCT Ha BTOpW NnogpacT, CbOTBETHO BbB BTO-
pa n Tpeta Beretaums. CbObpXaHMETO Ha CypoB
NpoOTEUH € onpeaensaHo no metoga Ha Kenpan,
kaTo npoueHT oT CB. No Weende cuctematnyHus
MeTOo[ ca onpeaerneHn nokasarenure: Cyxo BeLle-
CTBO, CypoBa nenen (M1HepanHu BeLlecTsa), op-
raHW4YHO BELLECTBO B CbCTala, Ha KOETO BNu3ar
cyposw BnakHuHu (CBn);

— OUeHKa Ha XpaHuWTenHarta CTOMHOCT Ha dy-
paxa — BKNIOYBa NPOTENHOBA N eHeprumHa xpa-
HUTENHa CTOMHOCT. [lpoTenMHoBaTa CTOMHOCT €
ns4yuncreHa no ppeHckarta cucrema (INRA 1988),
kaTo obuw, cmunaem npoteuH (PBD g kg') wu
OENCTBUTENHO CMUMAEM NPOTENH B TbHKUTE Yep-
Ba Ha npexwusHute (PDIN, PDIE B g kg™) cnps-
MO cyxoTo BellecTBo. Heto eHepruaTta (KEM u
KEP) e onpegeneHa Ha 6a3ata Ha pesyntaTtuTe,
nony4yeHu cnopen dpeHckata (UFL — UFV), 6bn-
rapckata — KPbMHU €AMHULM 33 MIISIKO, U KPbM-
HU egmHuum 3a pactex (KEM-KEP/FUM-FUG),
n xonanackara (VEM — VEVI) cuctema. lNo cuc-
TeMaTU4HNS JeTepreHTeH aHanua Ha Goering &
Van Soest (1970) ca onpegeneHu BriakHUHHUTE
KOMMOHEHTU Ha KneTbyHuTe cteHn: HOB — Hey-
TpanHo-AeTepreHTHN BrnakHuHu; KOB — knucenuH-
HO-AeTepreHTHU BnakHuHKW; KOJ1— kncennHHo-ae-
TepreHTeH NurHunH; Xemuuenynosa = HAB — KOB;
Lenynosa = KOB — KOJ1. CTeneH Ha nurHudguka-
uusi, npeacTaBeHa KaTo cboTHoLwweHne Ha KOJ1 v
HOB (Akin & Chesson, 1989). EH3umHaTa cmu-
naemoct in vitro Ha cyxoto CMCB 1 opraHn4yHOTO
CmOB BelLecTBO € onpeaerneHa vpes aBycrene-
HeH nerncuH-uenynaseH metog, (Aufrere, 1982).

3a cratuctmyecka obpaboTka Ha gaHHUTE
3a nobuB Ha 3eneHa M cyxa mMaca € M3nonssaH
aHanu3 Ha BapmaHca (ANOVA) n MHOXeCcTBeHO
CpaBHsIBaHe Ha cpefHU BENUYMHM Ype3 Har-marn-
KW cTaTucTmyeckn gokasanu pasnuku (LSD 0,05).

PE3YNTATUA U OBCBHXOAHE

He ce HabntogaBaT 3Ha4YMMK pasnuvku o Temn
Ha oTpacTBaHe W noApacTBaHe Mexay npoy4sa-
HUSA NacuweH ekoTUn 3Be3fdaH M CTaHOapTHUS
copT. B roanHaTa Ha centba reHoTunosete ¢hop-
MupaT ABa nogpacTta B nacuiiHa 3pssocT, a BbB
BTOpa 1 TpeTa Beretauns — no 4yetmpu. NacuHu-
AT eKOTUN Ce U3paBHSABA CbC CTaHOAPTHUS COPT
no cpefeH JobyB Ha 3eneHa n cyxa maca (Tabn. 1).
Cnopeqn aHanusbT Ha BapuaHca reHOTUMHUAT
edekT Bbpxy AobrBa no nogpact € HeoKa3aH.



Scheffer-Basso et al. (2011) npu cpaBHeHne Ha
nonynawuuu 3Be3fiaH, NoAnaraHn 4bnro Bpeme Ha
psioKa MU MHTEH3MBHA Nalla CbC nonynaumm u
COPTOBE 3a CEHOKOCHO M3MNOoM3BaHe, CbLLo He OT-
KpuBaT 3HA4YMMU pasnuKky Mexgy reHoTunoBeTe
Nno peakuusi KbM YecTa KOcuTha, U CbOTBETHO
KbM ManbK MHTEpBan oT Bpeme 3a nogpacTsa-
He. HabniopaBa ce TeHAeHUMs 3a NO-BUCOKA
NPOAYKTUBHOCT Ha 3eneHa mMaca M Cyxo Belle-
CTBO Ha MaCULLHUSI eKOTUM CNPsIMO CTaHAAPTHUS
COPT B MbPBU U HYETBLPTU NOAPACT, KOSITO BEPO-
ATHO e pe3ynTaT Ha crneunduyHaTa ekonornyHa
ajanTaumsa Ha nacuwHua ekotun. Pasnukute B
KnNMMaTu4HMUTE YCNOBMUSA Ha TPUTE OMUTHU rOANHM
ca 3Ha4YMM U3TOYHUK Ha nameHuymsocT (P < 0,001)
No NPOJYKTMBHOCT Ha dhypax camo B MbpBUTE
OBa nogpacta, dopMupaHu npes Mam 1 oHu. He
e HabnogaBaHa cneumMdunyHa reHoTunHa peak-
uMs KbM ycnosusaTa Ha roguHata (P/GxY/ > 0,05).
BaxHo e ga ce otbenexu, Yye nawiata oT ekoTuna
OTCTBMBA Ha CTaHOAAPTHUS COPT MO CbAbpXaHne
Ha Cyx0 BeLLeCTBO, KaTo Ta3u pasnuka ce yBenu-
YaBa OT MbPBU KbM YETBBLPTU noapact. [lokaTto B
NbpBUTE OBa NogpacTa ycrnoBusita Ha roguHara
nosnusieat 3Havymmo pobusa (P < 01001), To B
TPETU 1 YETBBbPTM NOAPACT EKONMOMMYHUAT edpekT
e HefjoKasaH.

3Be3gaHbT ce oTrmexaa B NacuLHM CMECKN C
XWUTHU TPEBMU, KOUTO Ca HUCKOMPOAYKTUBHU Mpu
BTOpUYHO oOTpactBaHe. OT Ta3n rnegHa Touka

BMCOKara NATHa NPOAYKTUBHOCT U PaBHOMEPHOTO
pasnpefeneHne Ha roavwHns obre Mo Ce3oHu
ce onpefensitT Kato OCHOBHW XapaKTEPUCTUKN Ha
nacuLLiH1UTe COpTOBe 3Be3daH, 3a Aa morar fa us-
MbHABAT OCUNypUTENHa (PYHKUMA NO OTHOLLEHWE
pobusa oT nacuwHus Tpesocton. W npu asata
reHoTUNa OTHOCUTENHUAT AN Ha BTOPWU N TPETU
nogpact B macarta Ha roguwiHusa 1obve € MHOro
BMCOK — B rpaHuumte 26% v 35% (dour. 1). Tesun
pe3ynTaT NoTBbpXAaBaT MHEHWETO, Ye CopT Tbp-
rosuLLe 1, Makap 4e e CenekumMoHNpaH KaTto CeHo-
KOCeH, nposiBsiBa MHOro obpa nacuvwiHa npuroa-
HOCT 3a ycnosusaTa Ha CeepHa bbnrapus (Vasilev
et al.,, 2011). KbCcHo-naTHaTa NPOAYKTUBHOCT Ha
nawa v npv gpsata reHoTuna e HUCKa, KOeTo ce
AbIMKM Ha BUONOrMYHOTO OrpaHUYeHne Ha Buaa.
KauyecTBO 1 XpaHuTenHa CTOMHOCT Ha chypaxa.
[Mpoy4BaHUAT nNaculleH ekoTun He ce pasnuya-
Ba OT CTaHOAPTHUSA COPT MO CbAbPXaHWE Ha Op-
raHW4YHM N MUHeparnHu BellecTBa (Tabn. 2). 3a
ABaTta reHoTuna ca OT4ETEHN NOEHTUYHU CPeaHN
CTOMHOCTM 3a CcbObpXaHue Ha npotenH (19,6%
n 19,5%), KOUTO ca MHOro BUCOKU 1 OByCraBsiT BU-
COKO HMBO Ha rnoemaHe v BUCOKa in vitro cMunae-
MOCT Ha doypaxka OT >XMBOTHUTe. He ca Habnto-
AaBaHy pasnukM Mo OTHOLUEeHMe npoTenHoBara
XpaHuUTEeNHa CToMHOCT (Tabn. 3), KaTo HMBaTa Ha
cbabpxaHue Ha obL, cmunaem npotevH (PBD)
N CMUNaeM NPOTEMH B TbHKUTE YepBa B 3aBUCU-
mocT ot asota (PDIN) ca egHaksu. lNacuwHmnaT

Tabnuua 1. Jobus Ha 3eneHa 1 cyxa Maca B nacuLHa 3psinocT OT FeHOTUMNOBE 3Be3[aH No nogpacTu, CpeaHo 3a

TPUroAMLLIEH Nepuoa

Table 1. Yield of green and dry mass from birdsfoot trefoil genotypes in a pasture maturity by cuts, average for

three-year period

3HaunMOoCT Ha haKTOPHUTE BMNUSHUSA
Toprosuue 1 [MacwuiweH Crpsimo -
Moppactn St eKoTumn St % LSD 0,05% yCrioBus Ha >
(kg.m") (kg.m") , ronuHaTa reHoTun nencrtaue
yr+)
[obuB Ha 3eneHa maca
I 2,54 2,86 113 18 P < 0,001 P> 0,05 P> 0,05
Il 2,43 2,44 100 12 P < 0,001 P> 0,05 P> 0,05
i 3,23 3,01 93 19 P<0,10 P> 0,05 P> 0,05
\ 1,08 1,22 113 29 P> 0,05 P> 0,05 P> 0,05
CpegHo 2,32 2,38
[obuB Ha cyxa maca
I 0,43 0,47 109 16 P < 0,001 P> 0,05 P> 0,05
1l 0,53 0,50 94 11 P < 0,001 P> 0,05 P> 0,05
1 0,71 0,59 83 17 P>0,05 P<0,10 P>0,05
\ 0,23 0,23 100 17 P>0,05 P>0,05 P>0,05
CpegHo 0,48 0,45
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€KOTUN OTCTBbMBA Ha CTaHAAPTHUA COPT C He3Ha-
yuTenHa pasnuka Mo CTOMHOCTTa CU 3a CbObp-
XaHue Ha cMunaemMmnsi NPOTEUH B TbHKUTE YepBa
B 3aBMCMMOCT OT eHeprusita (94,2 g kg’ DM npu
97,8 g kg' DM 3a ctangapta). OT nonyyeHute
pesynTtatu ce BWXAa, Ye TpeBHata buomaca oT
NacuLWHNSA eKOTUM € U C NO-HUCKO CbhAbpXaHue
Ha kKpbMHM eguHuum (UFL — UFV; FUM - FUG;
VEM — VEVI) n cboTBETHO C NO-HWUCKa NOTEHLM-
arHa npoayKTMBHOCT Ha MISIKO U MECO.
[MpOUEHTHOTO CbabpXaHWe Ha dpakuuuTe
Ha CTPYKTYpHUTE BNAKHUHHWU KOMMNOHEHTU BNusie
BbpPXY CMUNAEMOCTTa Ha pypaxka OT XXMBOTHUTE
N yyacTBa KaTo hakTop Npu OLeHKaTa Ha Hero-

Tabnuua 2. XMn4yeH cbCTaB Ha NacuLLHKU eKOTUMNOoBE
3Be3gaH (% DM)

Table 2. Chemical composition of birdsfoot trefoil geno-
types (% DM)

[eHoTMn CB Menen OB Cnn
Toprosuwe 1 (St) 94,0 9,1 90,9 19,6
MacuiieH ekotun 93,9 8,2 91,8 19,5

CB - cyxo BewecTtBo/dry matter;
OB - opraHuyHO BewecTBo/organic matter;
CI1 - cypoB npoTeunH/crude protein.

BOTO KadyecTtBo (Jung, 1997; Naydenova et al.,
2004). NscnegBaHuAT eKoTun 3Be3faH ce OTnu-
YaBa C MO-BMCOKO CbAbpKaHMe Ha BNaKHUHHU
KOMMOHEHTH, KOUTO HeBnaronpuaTHO NoBNUsiBaT
CMWUaeMoCTTa, B TOBa 4YUCNO: HeympasHo-0e-
mepeeHmHu enakHuHu (HOB = 43,0%); kuce-
JIUHHO-0emepaeHmHU enakHUHU (KOB = 34,7%);
uenynoda (25,3%) n KucenuHHo-0emepaeHmMeH
nueHuH (KON = 9,5%) (tabn. 4). Kato pesyntar
OT TOBa Ce XapakTtepuaumpa C Mno-Hucka in Vitro
CMUIIaeMOCT, KakTo Ha cyxoto (CMCB = 61,3%
npu 66,8% 3a St), Taka 1 Ha OpraHNYHOTO BeLLe-
ctBo (CMOB = 60,5% npu 65,7% 3a St). MNacwuw-
HUAT eKOTUN NPeBb3X0XAa CTaH4APTHUA COPT MO
CbObpXaHNEe Ha xemuuenynosa — BNakHUHHUAT
KOMMOHEHT, KOWTO € rMaBeH U3TOYHWK Ha EHEPTUSI.
BaxHo e fa ce oThenexu, 4e CTOMHOCTUTE 3a Cb-
ObpXXaHe Ha KUCENUHHO-AETEPreHTHM BrakHUHK
B TpeBHaTa Buomaca OT ekoTuna ca nopg, KpUTnd-
HaTa cTonHoCT OT 40%, Npu KOATO ce orpaHn4vaBa
cBob60aHOTO NoemaHe u ecbekTnBHaTa NpepaboT-
ka Ha nawara. Cblo Taka NO-BUCOKOTO CbAbpP-
)KaHne Ha KNeTbYyHO-CTEHHU KOMMOHEHTU, Hapes
CbC CbAbPXKAHMETO HA KOHAEH3UPAHW TaHUHW, €
OT 3Ha4YeHue 3a NpeBeHLMATa Ha TUMMaHUTa Npu

Tabnuua 3. NpoTenHoBa 1 eHepruinHa XpaHuTernHa CTOMHOCT Ha reHoTunoBe 3BesaaH (g/kg DM)
Table 3. Protein and energetic feeding value of birdsfoot trefoil genotypes (g/kg DM)

[eHoTun UFL UFV FUM FUG VEM VEVI PBD PDIN PDIE
Tbprosue 1 (St) 0,74 0,64 0,62 0,52 906 1894 151,3 122,9 97,8
MacuiieH ekotun 0,70 0,59 0,58 0,49 871 1840 150,6 122,6 94,2

UFL - UFV; FUM - FUG; VEM — VEVI — kpbMHu1 eamHnum 3a mnsko un pactex/food unit for milk and growth;

PBD - 06w, cmunaem npoteunH/protein brute digestible; PDIN — cMunaem npoTtenH B ThbHKUTE YepBa B 3aBUCMMOCT OT a3oTa/
digestible protein (dans l'intestin) dependable on nitrogen; PDIE — cMunaem npoTevH B TbHKWUTE YepBa B 3aBMCUMMOCT OT
eHepruaTal/digestible protein (dans l'intestin) dependable on the energy.

Tabnuua 4. CbCcTaB Ha CTPYKTYPHUTE BNAKHUHHM KOMMOHEHTN U CMUNAEMOCT Ha (hypaka npu reHoTunoBse

3Be3gaH (% DM)

Table 4. Composition of structural fiber components and digestibility of forage in birdsfoot trefoil genotypes

(% DM)
CBn/ HOB/ KOB/ KOs/ Hemi- . CmCB/ | CmOB/
Fexormn CF NDF ADF ADL | cellulose | CellUlose | Lignit | \uoun | vomp
Toprosuwe 1 (St)| 23,7 40,4 33,2 8,7 7.2 245 21,6 66,8 65,7
MacuiieH ekotmn 28,5 43,0 34,7 9,5 8,3 25,3 22,0 61,3 60,5

CBn/CF — cypoBu BnakHuHu/crude fiber;
HOB/NDF — HeyTpanHo-AeTepreHTHW BnakHuHu/neutral-detergent fiber;

KOB/ADF — kucenuHHo-AeTepreHTHY BnakHuHw/acid-detergent fiber;

KOJ/ADL — kncenuHHo-getepreHTeH nurHuH/acid -detergent lignin;

CmCB/IVDMD - cMmunaemMocT Ha cyxo BelyecTBo/in vitro dry matter digestibility;

CmOB/IVOMD — cmunaemocT Ha opraHM4HOTO BeLlecTBo/in vitro organic matter digestibility (%).
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kg/m

B IV nogpacTt/ IV cut
Il nogpacT/ Ill cut
B Il nogpact/ Il cut
O nogpacTt/ | cut

TouproBulle 1 MacuiieH
(Sty/ ekoTun/
Targovishte 1 Grazing
ecotype

Que. 1. PasnipedeneHue Ha 200uwHuUs dobus om 3ereHa maca no nodpacmu cpedHo 3a onumHusi nepuod, %
Fig. 1. Distribution of annual yield from green mass by cut average for the trial period, %

NnacuLHOTO M3nona3saHe Ha 3Be3gaHa (Lees et
al., 1981). ETo 3aL0 no-BMCOKOTO BIIAKHUHHO Cb-
ObpXaHue, OTYETEHO 3a (pypaxa OT NpoyyBaHus
eKkoTun He GuBa Oa ce pasrnexaa kato Hebnaro-
NPUSTHa Ka4YeCTBEeHa XapaKTepUCTHKA.

n3soau

MacuwHmMAT ekoTun 3Be3faH Ce U3paBHABa
CbC CTaHAapTHWUSI COPT MO TEeMMN Ha MNPONEeTHO
oTpacTBaHe, NATHO nogpacTBaHe U Mo cpefeH
0obuB Ha 3erneHa 1 cyxa maca OT nogpact. Xa-
pakTepusmpa ce ¢ paBHOMEPHO pasnpeneneHune
Ha rogulwHuA JobmB NO Ce30HU, C OTHOCUTESNHUS
OsiN Ha NbpBW, BTOPU U TPETK nogpact B Maca-
Ta Ha rognwHma gobus, cboTBeTHO 30%, 26% 1
32%. Mo KbCHO-NATHa NPOAYKTUBHOCT Ha naiua
(4eTBBPTM NOApACT) NPEBL3XOXAA CTaHAAPTHUS
COpPT C HegoKasaHa pasnuka ot 13%.

CTonHOCTUTE 3a CbAbp)KaHWE Ha CypoB Mpo-
TenH (19,5%) 1 KNCenuHHO-AeTePreHTeH NUrHNH
(9,5%) BBbB (hypaxka Ha NacuLLHUS eKOTUM ce pas-
nnyaBaT HE3HAYUTENHO OT Te3W Ha CTaH4APTHUSA
copt (19,6% un 8,7%). CTonHOoCTUTE Ha ABaTa re-
HOTUMNA MO OTHOLLEHWE Ha NpOoTeMHoBaTa XpaHu-
TenHa cronHocT (PBD, PDIN u PDIE) cblyo ca
NnaeHTnYHW. N3cneaBaHUAT ekoTun 3Be3faH ce
OTNnMYyaBa C NO-BMCOKO CbAbpKaHMe Ha BrakHWH-
HW KOMMOHEHTM WM KaTo pe3yntaT MMa No-HuUCKa
in vitro cMUNaemMocT, KakTto Ha cyxoTo (CMCB =
61,3% npu 66,8% 3a St), Taka 1 Ha OPraHNYHOTO
BeLlecTBo (CMOB = 60,5% npun 65,7% 3a St).
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