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Abstract

The experimental work was conducted with cucumber variety Defense F, (Netherland) in 2005 —
2007 in unheated Venlo type greenhouse in the Maritza Vegetable Crops Research Institute, Plovdiv,
Bulgaria. The purpose of the research is to determine the influence of bioproducts on the biological
expressions and productivity of greenhouse cucumbers, grown as soil and soilless culture. The growth
expressions of cucumber variety Defense F, are not significantly influenced by the bioproducts type
and the growth medium. Identical tendency of leaves formation was found in both growth mediums.
In comparison with the soil growth, adding of the bioproducts: Biolife, Biohumus, Trichodermin and
Humustim (foliar) to the nutrient regime of the substrate culture proved to increase the first quality pro-
duction formation (from 18.5% to 42.5%). The highest total yield in Defense F, variety is obtained after
combined treating with Biohumus and Humustim (9603 kg/da) in soil culture and with Biolife (11 422 kg/da)
in soilless culture which exceeded the controls with 25.9% and 23.8%, respectively. In comparison of
the two growth mediums it was stabled proven higher yields in the soilless culture after treating with

Biolife (36.1%) and Biohumus (29.8%).
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OpaHXepunHOTO 3eMneHYyKoNpoM3BOACTBO Ce
Xapaktepuauvpa C ronsma MHTEH3UBHOCT Ha Tex-
HonormyHuTe npouecn. Heobxoammo e Te oa 6b-
aat onTUMU3NpaHN ¢ orneq noBuLLIABAHE KOMU-
4YeCTBOTO M Ka4yeCTBOTO Ha npoaykuusTa. MNpes
nocriegHUTe roavHM BbNPOCHT 3a BHEOAPSIBAHETO
Ha ekornorocbobpasHM Noaxoan, KOUTo Aa peay-
LUMpaT MMHEPaNHOTO TOPEHE, € BCE NO-aKTyarneH.
B TO31 KOHTEKCT, BUonpoayKTUTE Ca egHo Npupo-
AoCcbobpasHo pelleHVe 3a noaabpxaHe u 0bo-
raTsiBaHe Ha XpaHUTENHUS PEXMM U MoYBeHaTa
MUKpodnopa.

Mpun peguua 3eneHYyKoBU KyNTypu € yCTaHo-
BEHO, Ye GuonpoaykTute nogobpsasart ycBosiBa-
HETO Ha XpaHWUTENHUTE BeELLEeCTBa, B pe3ynTaTt Ha
koeTo 4obuebT ce nosuwaa (Vessey, 2003; Hart,
Trevors, 2005; Chen, 2006; Herenciaetal, 2007;

Dintcheva, 2013). Tringovska, Kanazirska (2004)
yCTaHOBSIBAT MOMOXMTENeH edekT BbpXy pac-
Texa n gobuBa Ha opaHXepuirHW JomaTtu cnen
npunaraHeTo Ha GUONPOAYKTW, KAaTO PaHHUAT U
oowmaT gobue npesuwaea ot 7,3% go 17,6%
KOHTponara.

Mo paHHW Ha Omar, El-Kattan (2003) opraHuy-
HOTO TOPEHe OKa3Ba MONoXuTerneH ePekT BbpXy
[obvBa OT KpacTaBuLM, KaTo YBENMYEHNETO AOC-
Tra oo 15%.

lonamoTo pasHoobpasve u BCce no-LumpokaTa
ynotpeba Ha TOpOBE C OpraHn4YeH Npounsxopn Ha-
narat gudepeHumpaH NoAXoA 3a TAXHOTO NPUITo-
XXEHWe C Lern nofnyyaBaHe Ha 3erneH4ykoBa npo-
AYKUMS C BUCOK JOOMB 1 KA4ecTBO.

Llenta Ha nscnegsaHeTo belle ga ce ycTaHo-
BUW BNUSIHUETO Ha BUONPOAYKTUTE BbPXY pacTex-
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HUTE NposABM N NPOAYKTUBHOCTTA Ha opaH>KepM|7|—
HW KpacTaBuuKn, oTtrineagaHn KaTto novyseHa u CY6-
CTpaTHa KynTtypa.

MATEPUAIT U METOOU

EkcnepumeHTanHata paboTta e npoBedeHa
npe3 nepuoga 2005 — 2007 r. B HeoTOMMnsieMa
CTOMaHEHO-CTbKINeHa opaHxepus Tun Benno B
MN3K ,Mapuua” — lNnoeauB, ¢ kpacTtaBuun COpT
HedeHc F..

Ycnosua Ha onuTta: cenTtba B nepunoga 15— 18
MapT, B NepnuT; nNukMpaHe B nepuopa 24 — 27
anpun, B cakcuiikn (0,5 L) ¢ TopdpeHo-nepnuteH
cybetpat (1: 1 06/06); recToTa Ha 3acaxgaHe —
1,44 pact./m?. ONUTBLT e 3anoXeH KaTo NoYBeHa U1
cybcTpaTHa KynTypa B 4 NOBTOPEHUS No MeToaa
Ha ObMArMTe Nnapuenky Cbe CregHUTe BapuaHTu:

1. KoHTpona — 6e3 6uonpoayktu;

2. buoxymyc 200 ml/pacteHne, novBeHO npwu
3acaxgaHe Ha pacTeHuATa;

3. Buoxymyc 200 ml/pact. + Xymyctum 70 ml/
pacTeHue, NOYBEHO NpK 3acaxJaHe Ha PacTeEHUATa;

4. Xymycnand 70 ml/pacteHne, no4BeHO npu
3acaxgaHe 1 ape nUCTHU Tpetnpanuna ¢ 0,2% p-p —
Ha4arno Ha nnogoAaeaHe U creq eouH mecel;

5. Xymyctm 70 ml/pacteHune, noyseHo npu 3a-
caxgaHe v ase NUcTHu Tpetupanms ¢ 0,05% p-p —
Havaro Ha nnogoaasaHe U cneq eavH Mece;

6. baktodpun 20 ml/pacTteHune, NoYBEHO Mpu
3acaxgaHe Ha pacTeHuATa;

7. TpuxogepmuH 50 ml/ pacteHne — NoYBEHO
npu 3acaxgaHe Ha pacTeHuAaTa;

8. buonawd — 1: 30 no 100 ml/pacTteHwne, noy-
BEHO NpW 3acaxgaHe Ha pacTeHusTa;

9. Xymyctum 70 ml/pacteHne, nokanHo npwm
3acaxjaHe 1 ABe NnokanHu nogxpaHBaHuga — Ha-
Yyano Ha nnogofasaHe W crned eavH Mecel;

10. Xymycnand 70 ml/pacteHne, nokarnHo
npv 3acaxgaHe 1 ABe foKanHu NogxpaHBaHUs —
Hayano Ha nnogogasBaHe U crned eavH Mecel,.

Buonpogyktute ca uM3nNuTaHW Npu efHakbB
(POH Ha TOpeHe 1 3a ABETE CPean Ha OTINeXaaHe:

— MpuW NoYBEHAaTa Kyntypa MUHepasnHo TopeHe
¢ amoHueB HutpaT 20 kg/da, TpoeH cynepdoc-
dat 60 kg/da n kanues cyndar 60 kg/da, exe-
ceaMu4HO nogxpaHsaHe ¢ no 3,5 kg/da amoHunes
HUTpaT 1 Kanues cyndar.

— npu cybcTpaTHata KynTypa € u3nonasaH
XpaHUTEneH pas3TBoOp CbC CregHUsl MUHeparneH
cbera: N =180 - 200 ppm; P =78 ppm; K= 294
ppm; Ca = 145 ppm; Mg = 38 ppm; pH =7,0; EC
= 1,86 mS/cm 1 MUKpOENeMeHTH.

24

[MokasaTenu Ha n3cneaBaHeTo:

GuomempuyeH aHanus. Ha Bcekn 7 aHu ca ns-
MepBaHM BUCOYMHATA Ha CTLOMOTO N € oTYnTaH
OpoAT Ha nucTaTta npu 12 MapknpaHu pacteHus
OT BapuaHT 40 AOCTUraHeTo UM A0 ornopHaTta Te-
rnieHa KOHCTPYKLMS, 3a Ja Ce yCTaHOBM TEMMbT Ha
HapacTBaHe Ha CTbOroTo N NMcToobpasyBaHeTO.

Lobus. Tpn MbTM CEAMUYHO € OTYMTaHO Mo-
CTBM/IEHMETO Ha NPOAYKUMATA OT MbPBO Ka4yecT-
BO 1 oOLKMAT o6uUB.

Pesyntatnte ca obpaboteHn no Duncan’s
multiple range test n T-test (SPSS software).

PE3YNTATUA U OBCBHXOAHE

PacTeHusiTa, oTrnegaHun kato novseHarta Kyn-
Typa u Tpetupanu ¢ TpuxogepmuH (3,90 cm/24 h)
nMaT gokasaHo no-6bp3 TeMn Ha HapacTBaHe Ha
CTBONOTO CAPSAIMO BapmaHTUTE C NOKanHO BHacCs-
He Ha Xymyctum (3,10 cm/24 h) n Xymycnand
(2,94 cm/24 h) (dour. 1A). PasnuknTe mexay octa-
HanuTe BapuMaHTU He ca CTaTUCTUYECKM JOKa3aHW.

KpactaBuumte, TOopeHun ¢ buonand, buo-
Xymyc + Xymyctum u TpuxogepmuH npu cy6-
CcTpaTHaTa KynTypa, MmaTt Mno-CUrieH pacTtex Ha
CTBONOTO, CHLOTBETHO 3,94 cm/24 h; 3,89 cm/24 h
n 3,79 cm/24 h B cpaBHEHWE C pacTeHUsTa, Tpe-
TMpaHu ¢ buoxymyc n Xymycnand (nokanHo) —
3,35 cm/24 h n 3,15 cm/24 h (dpur. 1 B).

CbnocraBsmnkn JaHHUTE 3a pPacTEXHUTE MokKa-
3aTenu, BCreacTame NpuUioXeHMeTo Ha bronpoay-
KTUTE, He Ce JoKa3axa pasnuku Mexay BapuaHTu-
Te OT ABETe cpeau Ha oTrnexaaHe (tabn. 1). Teau
pesynTaTn He KOpecrnoHAMpaT C yCTaHOBEHOTO OT
Atiyeh et al. (2002), kouTo 3akntoyaBar, Ye XyMu-
HOBUTE KUCENUHU, eKCTpaxmpaHu OT BEPMUKOM-
NnocT M UHKopropupaHn B Hopma 50 — 500 mg/
kg BepMUKYNUT, yBenuMyaBaT pacTexa Ha kpacTa-
BUYHUTE pacTeHUsI.

CpenHo 3a nepuoga Ha npoyysaHe npu nou-
BEHaTa KynTypa, Mexay oTAenHuTe BapuaHTu, He
ca perncTpmpaH CbLLECTBEHU Pa3nukmn B Temna
Ha nuctodopmmpaHe. Han-ronsima CTOMHOCT €
OTYeTEeHa Npu KpacTaBuunTe, TpeTUpPaHU ¢ Tpuxo-
aepmuH (0,54 6p. nuctal/24 h), KONTO eOUHCTBEHO
npesuwasa koHTponarta (0,52 6p. nucta/24 h) no
TO3u nokasaren. [Npu cybcTpaTtHaTa KynTypa TeH-
OEeHUMATa e aHanorn4Ha, Kato pasnuknte mexay
OTAEeNHUTE BapuaHTK He ca AokasaHu. PacteHu-
aTa, Tpetnpann ¢ TpuxogepmuH (0,53 6p. nuc-
Tal24 h), egMHCTBEHO npeBuLLIABaT KOHTponarta
(0,52 6p. nucta/24 h) (dowr. 2).

CpegHo 3a nepuvofa Ha npoyyvBaHe Mexay



OBeTe cpeau Ha OTrexgaHe ca YCTaHOBEHU
HeCbLECTBEHM pa3nuKkM B TeMna Ha nnuctodop-
MupaHe (Tabn. 2). ToBa HM AaBa OCHOBaHve Aa
3aKII04YnM, Ye BNNSHUETO Ha oTAenHuTe buonpo-
OYKTU BbpXy NPOyYBaHUSA MokasaTen He ce no-
BNMsIBa CbLLECTBEHO OT cpedaTa Ha OTrnexaaHe.

OT 13BBPLUEHOTO NPOYyYBaHe ce YCTaHOBU, Ye
GuonpoaykTnte crnabo noBnMABaT PaCTEXHUTE
NPOSIBU Ha OpaHXEepUnHUTE KpacTaBuun. Teau
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pes3ynTatn He KOpPeCrnoHAMPaT C YCTaHOBEHOTO OT
Tringovska (2006), kosaTO Ooka3Ba MOMoOXuUTen-
HO Bb3OEeWCTBUE Ha OpraHU4YHUTE TOPOBE BBLPXY
pacTeXHUTE NPOSIBU MPU OPaHXepunHU JOMaTW.

PacTteHnusita, oTrneganun B TopdeHo-neprnmTeH
cybcTpat n Tpetupanu ¢ buonand, peanusmpart
A0Ka3aHOo No-rofsiMo KONMMYECTBO Ha NPOAYKLMA
OT MbpBO KayecTBo (42,5%) B CpaBHEHUE C MOY-
BEHWS cu ekBmBaneHT (Tabn. 3). MNpunoxeHneTo
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Que. 1. Temn Ha HapacmeaHe Ha cmbbriama 3a 0eHOHouwue — CpedHO 3a rnepuoda
Fig. 1. Stem growth pace per day — average of the period

a, b. — Duncan’s multiple range test (p < 0.5).
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B — Cyb6crpatHa kynTypa/Soilless culture

Que. 2. Temrn Ha ¢hopmupaHe Ha fiucmama — cpedHo 3a repuoda (bpou nucma/24 h)
Fig. 2. Leaves formation pace — average of the period (number of leaves/24 h)

a, b. — Duncan’s multiple range test (p < 0.5).
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Que. 3. Jobus npe3 yenusi bepumbeH nepuod pasnpedeneH no kadecmeso (2005 — 2007 e.)
Fig. 3. Yield during the whole picking period distributed by quality (2005 — 2007)

a, b. — Duncan’s multiple range test (p < 0.5).

Ha TpuxogepMmuH n Buoxymyc, camocTosiTenHO
unu B KomMbuHaums ¢ XyMyCTMM, CbLUECTBEHO
nogobpsiBa NPOAYKTMBHUTE KayecTBa Ha Kpac-
TaBuuuTe, KynTmBupaHm no 6esnoyBeHa TEXHO-
norus Ha oTrnexaaHe B CpaBHEHWE C NOYBEHOTO
KynTuBMpaHe, KaTo nosuwiasat gobusa oT nbp-
BOKa4yeCTBEHa NPOAYKUMNA CbOTBETHO C 32,4% u
35,8%.

YcTaHOBEHO €, 4e KOMOMHMPAHOTO NOAXpaH-
BaHe Ha noyeBeHaTa KynTtypa ¢ buoxymyc n Xy-
MYCTUM OKa3Ba Han-ronsiM NonoXxureneH egekTt
BbpXy obwust gobms (9603 kg/da) n konnyecteo-
TO Ha NpoAyKLMS OT NbpBo kavecTBo (7051 kg/da)
(cpur. 3). B noTBbpXKOEHME HA TE3M pe3ynTaTn aB-
Topute Vlahova, Popov (2013a) ca ycraHoBunu
noBuvLIEHNe Ha Aobuea oT nunep cneg KOMOUHK-
paHo TopeHe ¢ Jlymbpukan n BoHenpor. Te 3a-
KnovaBart, Ye KOMOMHMPaHOTO TOPEHe ocurypsiea
no-6anaHcmpaHo pasnpegeneHue Ha XpaHuTen-
HWTe BellecTBa npe3 Lenvs nepuo Ha sereta-
ums.

PacTteHusta, otrmegaHm B TOopdeHo-nepnu-
TeH cybcTpat pearnpar Hav-gobpe Ha TpeTupaHe
¢ buonand. Cnpsmo koHTponata (5320 kg/da),
KpacTaBuumMTe OT TO3V BapuaHT peanuaunpar 3Ha-
YUTEMHO MO-TONAMO KOMWYECTBO MPOAYKUMS OT
NbpBO kavecTBo (8263 kg/da), a chopmupaHuaT
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o0, fobMB MMa [JoKkasaHo Hal-BUCOKUM CTOW-
HocTn — 11 422 kg/da (cpur. 3). Tesn pesyntatu
KopecnoHaupaT ¢ pernctpmpaHoto ot Mayernik
(2000), konTOo Ooka3Ba yBenuyeHue Ha gobusa
cbeC 17 — 30% npu uapesuua, GbCTHUKU U 3ereH
dacyn, BcrnieacTeme OT TPETUpaHe Ha pacTeHus-
Ta ¢ buonaind. ABTOpbT ycTaHOBSBa, Ye BHacS-
HeTO Ha buonand noBulwaea CbAbPXKAHMETO Ha
as3oT 1 hocdop B Novearta, ¢ KOETO aprymeHTupa
NoNOXUTENHUA edeKT OT npunaraHeTo Ha Guo-
npoagykTa.

OT nony4eHuTe pesyntatu ce fokassa, ye
noaxpaHBaHETO Ha pacTeHuaTa C¢ Tpuxoaep-
MUH 1 Brnoxymyc (camoCTOSITENHO UK B KOM-
H6uHaunsa ¢ XymycTtum) cbliecTBeHo nogobpsisa
NPOAYyKTUBHUTE KavecTBa Ha KpacTtaBuuuTe,
KynTuBupaHu no 6e3nodyBeHa TEXHOMNOrnsa Ha
oTrnexnaHe.

[aHHuTe 3a uenusa ekcnepuMeHTaneH nepmog,
oTpassiBaTt pasnuunsita B NpoayKTUBHUTE NPOSIBY
Ha KpacTaBuuMTE B 3aBMCMMOCT OT cpefaTta Ha
oTrnexpaaHe (Tabn. 4). [lokasaHo e, 4e [OOUBBLT
npu cybcTpaTHaTa KynTypa 3Ha4uMTenHoO HanBu-
laBa To3n OT rnoyBeHata. Pasnukarta B npoayk-
TMBHOCTTa Ha 6a3a cybcTpaT-noysa € Ham-CUITHO
n3paseHa npv BapuaHtuTe, TopeHn ¢ buonand
(36,1%) n brnoxymyc (29,8%). Ctatuctnyecku He



Tabnuua 1. Temn Ha HapacTBaHe Ha cTbONOTO — cpeaHo 3a nepuoga (cm/24 h)

Table 1. Stem growth pace (cm/24 h) — average of the period

Variants Soil culture Soilless culture Difference Significant %
1. Control 3.69 3.66 0.03 n.s. 99.1
2. Biohumus 3.72 3.35 0.38 n.s. 89.9
3. Biohumus + Humustim 3.86 3.89 -0.03 n.s. 100.8
4. Humuslife (foliar) 3.28 3.70 -0.42 n.s. 112.9
5. Humustim (foliar) 3.64 3.60 0.05 n.s. 98.7
6. Bactofil 3.46 3.57 -0.11 n.s. 103.1
7. Trichodermin 3.90 3.79 0.11 n.s. 97.1
8. Biolife 3.64 3.94 -0.30 n.s. 108.2
9. Humustim (local) 3.10 3.64 -0.55 n.s. 117.6
10. Humuslife (local) 2.94 3.15 -0.21 n.s. 107.2
Tabnuvua 2. Temn Ha dbopmupaHe Ha nuctara (bpow nucta/24 h) — cpegHosa nepuoga
Table 2. Temp of leaves formation pace (number of leaves/24 h) — average of the period
Variants Soil culture Soilless culture Difference Significant %
1. Control 0.52 0.52 0.00 n.s. 100.0
2. Biohumus 0.50 0.49 0.01 n.s. 102.0
3. Biohumus + Humustim 0.49 0.50 -0.01 n.s. 98.0
4. Humuslife (foliar) 0.47 0.46 0.01 n.s. 102.2
5. Humustim (foliar) 0.48 0.46 0.02 n.s. 104.3
6. Bactofil 0.47 0.47 0.00 n.s. 100.0
7. Trichodermin 0.54 0.51 0.03 n.s. 105.9
8. Biolife 0.49 0.53 -0.04 n.s. 92.5
9. Humustim (local) 0.46 0.51 -0.05 n.s. 90.2
10. Humuslife (local) 0.46 0.47 -0.01 n.s. 97.9
Tabnuua 3. Jobus Ha npoagykumsaTa oT NbpBo kavecTBo (kg/da), cpegHo 3a 2005 — 2007 r.
Table 3. First quality production yield (kg/da) — average of 2005 — 2007
Variants Soil culture Soilless culture Difference Significant %
1. Control 4506 5320 -814 -- 118.1
2. Biohumus 5307 7205 -1898 --- 135.8
3. Biohumus + Humustim 7051 7478 -427 n.s. 106.1
4. Humuslife (foliar) 6315 6663 -349 n.s. 105.5
5. Humustim (foliar) 6185 7330 -1145 -- 118.5
6. Bactofil 5871 6596 -725 n.s. 112.3
7. Trichodermin 5715 7564 -1849 --- 132.4
8. Biolife 5800 8263 -2463 -- 142.5
9. Humustim (local) 5587 6300 -713 n.s. 112.8
10. Humuslife (local) 5771 7076 -1305 n.s. 122.6




Tabnuua 4. O6w, nobus (kg/da) cpegHo 3a 2005 — 2007 r.
Table 4. Total yield (kg/da) — average of 2005 — 2007

Variants Soil culture Soilless culture Difference Significant %
1. Control 7629 9224 -1595 --- 120.9
2. Biohumus 8076 10479 -2403 --- 129.8
3. Biohumus+Humustim 9603 10188 -585 n.s. 106.1
4. Humuslife (foliar) 8864 10063 -1198 - 113.5
5. Humustim (foliar) 8596 9955 -1359 --- 115.8
6. Bactofil 8555 9708 -1153 -- 113.5
7. Trichodermin 8709 10345 -1637 --- 118.8
8. Biolife 8390 11422 -3031 --- 136.1
9. Humustim (local) 8322 9603 -1281 -- 115.4
10. Humuslife (local) 8351 9761 -1410 - 116.9

ca [oKa3aHu pasfuKiTe eQUHCTBEHO Npu Bapu-
aHTa ¢ buoxymyc + Xymyctum.

n3sogu

PacTtexxHute nposiBu Npy opaHxXepuiiH1 Kpac-
TaBuLMTE He Ce NOBMMABAT CbLUECTBEHO OT B1Aa
Ha BuonpoaykTuTe 3a TOpeHe M cpedaTa Ha oT-
rmexpaHe. KpactasBuuute, TpetupaHu ¢ Tpuxo-
AEepPMUH, He3aBUCUMO OT cpefarta Ha OTrnex-
AaHe, MaT Han-ronsMm Temn Ha HapacTBaHe Ha
cTbonoto (3,90 cm/24 h n 3,79 cm/24 h).

[obaBsHeTo Ha 6Guonpogyktute bBuonand,
Brvoxymyc, TpuxogepmMvH n XyMycTUM — FIUCTHO
KbM XpaHWUTENHUSA PexuM Ha cybcTpaTtHaTta Kyn-
Typa yBenu4yaBa Joka3aHO (POPMUPAHETO Ha Npo-
AyKUMst OT MbpBO KadecTBo (oT 18,5% no 42,5%)
CNPSMO BapuaHTUTe, OTrneXaaHn Ha noysa.

Buonpogyktnte BNUASIT MONOXUTENHO BbPXY
obLms [OOMB OT OPaHXEPUNHIN KpacTaBuuUW, KaTo
Hal-BUCOKN CTOMHOCTM Ca OTYETEHU cren KoMbu-
HUpaHo TpeTupaHe ¢ broxymyc n Xymyctum (9603
kg/da) npn nouseHara kyntypa u ¢ bronand, (11
422 kg/da) npu cybecTpatHaTa, KoMTo npesuvLasat
KOHTpOnmMTE CbLOTBETHO C 25,9% 1 23,8%.

[okasaHo e, 4ye JobuBbLT OT cybcTpaTHaTta
KynTypa npesuLlaBa To3u OT no4seHarta. Hawn-ro-
nsiM edpeKT e yCTaHoBeH crieq TpetupaHe ¢ buo-
nand (36,1%) n broxymyc (29,8%).
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