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Pe3rome

OnutsT € nposeneH npe3 nepuona 2006-2015 1. B eKcnepuMEHTAIHOTO Tojie Ha MHCTUTYT 1o 3e-
Menenune — Krocrenauin. HacakieHneTo € ¢h3/1a/ieHO TIpU pa3CTOsIHUS Ha 3acaxkaane 5 x 4 m unu 500
npbBueTa/ha BpXy MaxaneOkoBa moyiokka. MzydaBana e 00eMHa KOpOHa ¢ pa3iaudeH Opoi CKeleTHU
KJIoHU (5-6 u 15-18) na BumneBus copt Epau 6p0Tepmo. Pesynrarure nokassart, ye cBOOOHATa KOPOHA
¢ 15-18 knona mHAYIHpa O-100pa pacTekHA CUJla B CpaBHEHHE ¢ Ta3w ¢ 5-6 kioHa. [IspBerara, ¢op-
MUpaHH ¢ 5-6 KJIOHA, CTHIIBAT [10-PAaHO B IJIOJI0IaBAHE U NIO-00UITHO B CpaBHEHHE C Te3u ¢ 15-18 kioHa.
Te ca >xM3HEHM U C yBeIWYaBaHE Ha IOOWBA Ce yBeIWYaBa U CPEAHOTO TEIJIO Ha TIo0BeTe. bposat Ha
CKEJICTHUTE KJIOHHM HE OKa3Ba BIHMSHUE BbPXY CYXOTO BELIECTBO, 3aXapUTe U KUCEIMHUTE B IJIOAOBETE
U XMMUYECKHUS ChCTaB Ha nucTara. [lonyyenara OamancoBa cToiHOCT Ha 1 ha BHUIIHEBO HacaxaeHUE
BB3NK3a Ha 2430 euro/ha. ikoHoMHuueckaTa olleHKa Ha BapUaHTUTE TMOTBBPKIaBa, Y€ KopoHaTa ¢ 5-6
CKEJICTHHU KJIOHA /IaBa MO-BUCOKU MKOHOMUYECKHU PE3yJITATH.

KiaouoBu AYMM: BUILITHS; pa3CTOAHUSA HaA 3aCaXK1aHE; Q)opMHpaHe Ha KOpoHaTa; MKOHOMUYCCKU G(I)CKT
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Abstract

The influence of two types of pruning, a voluminous crown with different numbers of skeletal branches (5-6
and 15-18) of trees of the sour cherry cultivar Erdi Botermd on the growth characteristics, chemical composi-
tion of the fruits and leaves, and the economic performance was examined. The investigations were carried out
during the period 2006-2015 in the experimental field of the Institute of Agriculture — Kyustendil, Bulgaria. The
orchard was established with sour cherry trees grafted on mahaleb rootstock and planted at distances of 5 x 4 m
(500 trees/ha). The free-growing crown with 15-18 clones induced a better growth than that in the trees with 5-6
branches. The trees with 5—6 branches entered earlier the period of full fruit-bearing and had higher yields com-
pared to those of the trees with 15—18 branches. The latter trees were more vigorous, and their yield and average
fruit weight were greater. The number of skeletal branches exerted no effect on the content of dry matter, sugars,
and acids in the fruits and leaf chemical composition. The resulting balance value amounted to 2,430 €/ha. The
economic evaluation confirmed that a crown with 5—6 skeletal branches provided higher economic returns.

Keywords: sour cherry; planting distances; forming a crown; economic impact
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BuminaTa € ”KOHOMHUYECKH LIEHEH OBOILECH BHUJI
C TpaJMIIUH B MPOU3BOACTBOTO Y Hac (Mitov et al.,
1990; Vasilev et al., 1982). Bruonoruunure u cTomnax-
CKM KauecTBa Ha BUIIHATA U MO3BOJISABAT Ja 3aeMe
JIOCTOWHO MSCTO B OBOIIAPCTBOTO Ha bwarapus.
llenHuTe XpaHUTEIHU, JICUEOHH U TUETHYHU Ka-
YecTBa s MPaBST KEJIaH IJI0/, KAKTO HA BBTPEIIHUS,
Taka v Ha BbHIIHUS n1a3ap. [Ipes nocneguute 30 ro-
IUHH ce 3a0ersi3Ba yrnaabK B MMPOU3BOACTBOTO HA
BUIIIHU, BBIIPEKH TIOOPUTE YCIOBHS 32 OTTJIC)K JaHe-
To i y Hac (Sotirov and Radomirska, 2012). Peauna
(bakTopy BIUSAAT BPXY HKOHOMHYECKATa €PeKTUB-
HOCT Ha TUIOJOIPOU3BOJCTBOTO MIPU MHOTOTOJUIII-
HUTE OBOIIHMU KYJITYpU - U300pBT HAa TOAXOMSIIA
IUTOL 32 Ch3/aBaHE HAa HACAXKIECHUETO, M3IOJI3Ba-
HUTE COPTOIO/JIOKKOBH KOMOWHAITNY, TTPHIIATaHH-
T€ arpoOTEeXHUYECKH MEPONPHITHS, MaTePUATTHUTE
U TPYIOBUTE PA3XOIH, THPCEHETO U MPEAJIaraHeToO
Ha TUIOZIOBE U peann3alnuoHHaTa uM 1eHa (Bashev,
1990; Zimbrek et al., 1992). 3a cpxanenue npoyu-
BaHUATA 32 YCTAHOBSIBAHE M aHAJU3UpPaHE Ha (ax-
TOpUTE, OKAa3BaIH BIUSHUE BPXY HKOHOMUYECKA-
Ta e()eKTUBHOCT HAa MPOM3BOACTBOTO HA BUIITHEBU
IUIOJIOBE y HAc ca TBBpAE Majko. IIpu cpaBHUTETHO
M3y4aBaHe Ha MIECT COPTOMOJIOKKOBH KOMOMHA-
un - coproBete Cenyecra Mopena 1 Mereop, mpu-
CaJIeHH BbpPXY CeMeHadeTa OT yepenoBus copT J[po-
raHoBa JKbJITAa U MaxajaeOKoBUTE MOoAI0kKu SL-64
u T-36, oTriexaanu npu elIHaKBa arpoOTEXHUKA, €
KOHCTaTHPAHO, Y€ T€ UMAT A0OBP CTOMAHCKU U HKO-
HoMu4ecku edekT. C Hail-BUCOKAa MKOHOMHYECKA
e(EeKTUBHOCT € KOMOMHAIMATa MeTeop BbpXy Ma-
xaneOka T-36, mpu KOSATO € MoTydeHa JOMbIHUTEN-
Ha mieyasiba. PeHTabnirHOCTTa Ha Pa3XxoauTe 3a MpH-
OupaHe Ha JOMBIHUTEIHATA TUIOJJOBA MTPOITYKIHUS €
614%, xoeTo e rapaHLKs 3a BUCOKA Bb3BPBILIAEMOCT
Ha BcekH JieB (Saeva and Kukov, 1998).

Ilenta Ha mpoyuBaHeTO Oewle Ja ce YCTaHOBU
e(peKTUBHOCTTA Ha J[Ba BUJa pe3uTda Ha KOpOHATa
Ha BUITHEBHS copT Epau OboTepmo.

MATEPHAJI U METOIH

ExcniepumenTsT € cbh3fazeH rpe3 2006 r. B onnut-
HOTO nosne Ha MHCcTuTyT N0 3emenenue — Krocten-
nmui. OnuTHATE ObpBeTa oT copta Epnu 6p0Tepmo
ca Ipuca/ieH! BbpXy MaxajieOKoBa IOJJIOKKA H 3a-
CaJICHU Ha pa3CTOSIHUE 5 m MeXAy peroBeTe U 4 m
B penosere wim 500 Op./ha.

OnUTBHT € 3aJI0KEeH 110 METO/Ia Ha IBJITHTE Tap-
1IeJTA B 4 TIOBTOPEHUS C 4 IbPBETA B IOBTOPEHUE.

N3yyaBaHna e eqna popMHUpOBKa MPU pa3InycH
Opoil CKEeNIeTHH KJIOHU:

» BapuaHT | — cBoOOIHA KOpoHA ¢ 15-18 KJ10-
Ha;

» BapuanT Il — cBoOoHA KOpOHA ¢ 5-6 KiOHA
(cTarmapr).

HacaxxpenneTo momabppkaxMe B 4YepHa yrap,
6-8 mIUTKH 00pabOTKM M €CEHHa JIhJI0OKa OpaH.
HamnosiBaHeTo W3BBpIIBaXME 4Ype3 HAIKOPOHHO
J'BKJTyBaHe, a paCTHTEIHATA 3alllUTa - C TPHKAYHA
Ha3eMHa TEXHHUKA.

B GanancoBara CTOMHOCT Ha HACAXKJICHUETO ca
BKJIFOYCHU BCHUYKHU TPOM3BOACTBEHH PA3XOAH IO
Ch3/I1aBAHETO U OTIJICKIAHETO MY JI0 BCTHIIBAHE HA
J'bpBeTaTa B miogonaBaHe. [Ipe3 mepuosaa Ha mio-
JIOZIaBaHE €KETOTHO Ca W3YHCIISIBAHH OCHOBHHUTE
WKOHOMHUYECKH TIOKa3aTelid: OpyTHa MPOMYKITUS,
lv/da; mpousBoacTBenu pasxonw, lv/da; HereHn no-
xog, lv/da; nHopma na pertabunnoct, %. Heooxoau-
MHTE CPEJICTBA 3a MIPOU3BOJICTBO Ca YCTAHOBEHH 110
(axkTHUYECKN HAIpaBEHUTE pa3xoau Ha Oa3ara Ha
neictBamute B UHctutyT no 3emenenue — Kroc-
TEH/IMJI HOPMHU U TapU(HU CTABKU 32 PHYHU U Me-
XaHU3UPaHU padOTH, U 0 TICHUTE Ha CYPOBUHUTE
u Marepranute. OCTOWHOCTSIBAHETO Ha POy KITH-
STa € U3BBPIICHO 110 JCHCTBUTEITHUTE Peasin3alim-
OHHH IICHH TTPE3 OTACITHUTE TOUHU.

PE3YJITATU U OBCBHKJIAHE

banancoBara cTOWHOCT Ha €IMH XEKTap BHUILIHE-
BO HacaxkjeHue Bb3nu3a Ha 2369.35 euro/ha (Ta6m.
1). B rogunara Ha ch3JaBaHe HAa HACAXICHUETO
pasxonuTe 3a MaTepuaiv 3HAYUTEITHO MMPEBUIIIABAT
Te3W 3a Tpyld. B cTpykTypaTa Ha MarepualHUTE
pasxonyd OCHOBEH ST 3aeMaTr CpeAcTBara 3a To-
cajpueH marepuai u Topose. [logobuu pesynratu
ca moiydenu ot Koprivlenski and Krinkov (2002),
KOWUTO YCTaHOBSIBAT, Y€ MPH Ch3/IaBaHEe Ha TPalHU
HacaxaeHus 50% oT MaTepuaTHUTE Pa3XOAH ca 3a
nocajipueH marepual, a 40% 3a Topose. TpynoBute
pa3xonu U MpH JiBaTa BapruaHTa ca €AHAKBH, IIOpa-
I elHaKBaTa TEXHOJIOTUS Ha ch3aaBaHe. OCHOBHA
9acT OT TSIX ca CPe/ICTBATa 32 MEXaHU3UPaHH YCITy-
ru (71.32%), K0eTo ce OBIDKU HA CPABHUTEITHO BH-
COKaTa CTEIeH Ha MeXaHHU3alHsl Ha TPYA0BUTE IPO-
[ecH MpU Ch3JaBaHE Ha HacaxJeHHATa. PpuHnTe
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TpyAoBH pa3xoau ca 28.68%. IIpe3 nepuoaa Ha oT-
IJIeK/1aHe J10 BCTHIIBAHE B IUI0JI0JJaBaHE PA3IUKU B
pa3XxoAMTe MOYTH HE ce HaOJI0JaBaT, €IUHCTBEHO
npe3 MbpBaTa roJuHa, KOraTto € M3BBPIICHO MOJ-
Ca)kJlaHEe Ha MaJIKa 4acT OT ApbBYETATa.

CpenHusT TuaMeThp Ha CThONaTa Ha OMUTHHUTE
pacTeHusl CJie/1 3aCaK/IaHeTO € TIOUTH eTHaKbB - 1,03
cm ripu 15-18 knona u 1,00 cm ipu gbpBeTara ¢ 5-6
kioHa (Ta6xn. 2). Cnen ToBa B poabikeHne Ha 10
TOIMHM ce HaOJTIo/1aBa JIeK IpeBec B HaieOernsiBaHe-
TO Ha cTHOJIaTa HA OMUTHUTE PACTEHUsI, (popMUpaHu
¢ 15-18 koHa B cpaBHEHUE Che cTaHapTa (5-6 KJo-

Taoauuna 1. bamancoBa cTOHHOCT
Table 1. Balance value, euro/ha

Ha). ToBa ce JoKa3Ba 1 M0 CTaTUCTHYECKH BT, Cun-
Tame, 4e Mo-CHJTHATa pe3nuToa € J0Bema 10 mo-100pa
pacTUTETHA peaKIus TP IbpBeTarTa, (GOpMHUpPAHU C
15-18 kJoHa, KOATO Ce M3pa3siBa B MO-TOJISIMA JIUCT-
Ha Maca M IO-TOJIIM Opol U JIbJDKMHA Ha €IHOIO-
JIMIITHY JISTOPACTH B CpaBHEHHUE ChC CTAHIapTa.
[Ipe3 mppBara ronuaa Ha u3mepnane (2010 r.)
BHCOYMHATA, TUAMETHPBT HA KOPOHUTE, a OT TaM
u obemuTte ca paBHu (Taom. 3). IIpe3 2011 . ce
oyepTaBa TEHACHIIUS 3a MO-OBP30 yroieMsiBaHe
Ha KOPOHUTE IpH AbpBeTaTa, hopmupanu ¢ 15-18
KJIOHA, KOETO ce 00SCHSBA C IMO-ToJIsIMaTa JINCTHA

Cn3maBane u

Bunose pazxomu/ 1-Ba BereTanus/

2-pa Bererarys/
Second growing

00610 pa3xonu 3a

3-ra Bererauns/ nepuona/ Total costs

Type of costs l:]'Establishment and season Third growing season for the period
1rst growing season
Tpynosu pasxoan/Labor costs 469,90 286,25 253,95 1010,10
Mexanmupann/Mechanic 335,10 180,25 197,50 712,85
Pvunn/Labor 134,80 106,00 56,45 297,25
Marepuanu/Materials 1190,30 95,95 73,00 1359,25
Ipoussonctaeru pasxonu/ 1660,20 382,20 326,95 2369,35
Production costs
Tadauna 2. Cpenen auamMeTsp Ha CTHOIOTO, cm
Table 2. Average stem diameter, cm
Cnen
Copr/ Bapuant/ sacaxmane/ 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011
Variety Variant .
After planting
I 1,03 1,33 2,15 3,80 5,49 6,70 7,76
11 (st) 1,00 1,28 2,18 3,79 5,39 6,65 7,43
Epau brotepmo/ Sd
Erdi Botermo
f
LSD 0.05
Cren
SOPT/ Bapuant/Variant  3acaszame/ 2012 2013 2014 2015 Pacrend
ariety . Growth
After planting
I 1,03 8,51 9,08 9,82 10,51 9,48
11 (st) 1,00 8,24 8,79 9,58 10,20 9,20
Epiu brotepmo/ sd 0276 0310 0280 0340
Erdi Botermo
f 0,957 0,861 0,767 0,821
LSD 0.05 0,878 0,985 0,890 1,079
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Maca Ha cpuiuTe. Te3u pa3yiuKy B roJIeMUHATa Ha
KOpoHMTE ca HaOmtonasaT u npe3 2013 u 2015 r,
KaTO CTaTUCTUYECKHU ca IokaszaHu 3a 2015 1.

3a IppBU I'BT IBPBETATA U OT JABAaTa COpTa MPO-
pomuxa mpe3 2009 r., kato mamoxa ot 3.1 mo 3.9 kg/
JUBPBO C JIeK TIpeBec KbM cTanmapta (Taou. 4). [Ipe3
2010 r. Te3u 10OMBU OT ABPBO CE€ YJBOUXA, KATO CE
3amasu chlllaTa TeHAEHIUs, HO M0-cabo u3paseHa.
[Tpe3 2011 . momy4yeHUTE IMJIOAOBE ca 3 MBTU MO-
Bede B cpaBHernue ¢ 2009 1. (9.8 mo 10.8 kg/nbpBo).
[Ipe3 2012 u 2013 r. Ta3u pasivka € TPOMEHIIMBA.
ITpe3 2014 u 2015 . ot ABpBETaTa HA CTAHIAPTHUS

Tab6auua 3. Pazmepu Ha KopoHaTa, m
Table 3. Crown size, m

BapHaHT Ca MOJyYEeHH MO-TOJISIMO KOJTUIECTBO I1JI0-
nose. [1o oTHOIIeHNE Ha 100MBa pa3auKara OT OT-
JICITHATE BapUaHTH € MaJjiKka, HO BCSKa roJMHA € B
MoJI3a Ha CTaHJapTa, KOeTO ce OOsICHSBA C MO-Cla-
Oata pe3uTOa mpu GopmMupaHe Ha KOpoHATa, a OT
TaM U TO-CJIa0Ms PacTeK Ha JIbpPBETaTa.

CpenHOTO Teryio Ha TUIOJI0BETE M3pa3siBa ciabda
TEHJICHIIHSI, OOpaTHA Ha TMOJYYEHUTE KOJTMYECTBa
monoBe oT AbpBo (Tabn. 5). Manko mo-enpu ca
MIo/ioBeTe Ha AbpBeTara oT BapuaHT | (15-18 kio-
Ha), KOETO ce OOSICHSBA C MO-TOJIIMaTa PacTeKHa
CHWJIa Ha 'bPBETATa U MO-HUCKHUS JIOOWB Ha IIOJ0-

2010 2011 2012
COP_T/ BapHaHT/ Bucounna/ [JImamersp/  Obem/ Bucounna/ Imamersp/  Obem/ Bucounna/ Imamersp/  O6em/
Variety Variant Height,  Diameter,  Volume, Height,  Diameter,  Volume, Height,  Diameter,  Volume,
m m m? m m m? m m m’
1 1,99 2,02 2,12 2,23 2,40 3,36 2.58 2,33 3,66
Epnu II (st) 1,99 2,02 2,12 2,18 2,26 291 2.64 2,30 3,65
b /
Brai PO sd 0121 0,548
Botermd f 6,119 5466
LSD 0,05 0,385 1,742
2013 2014 2015
COPT/ BapanT/ Bucounna/ duamersp/  OGem/ Bucounna/ uamersp/  OGem/ Bucounna/ [mamersp/  OGem/
Variety Variant Height,  Diameter,  Volume, Height,  Diameter,  Volume, Height,  Diameter,  Volume,
m m m? m m m? m m m?
1 2,84 3,02 6,78 2,71 3,22 7,35 2,64 3,35 7,75
Epmu II (st) 2,76 2,84 5,82 2,82 3,13 7,23 2,74 3,09 6,84
gi’gfepm/ Sd 6.41 0513 0,024 0,356 5358 0,445
Botermd f 8,832 3,254 13,740 5,064 23,095 4918
LSD 0,05 0,195 1,63 7,504 1,132 0,170 1,415
Ta6suuna 4. CpenieH 100uB oT 1bpBO, kg
Table 4. Average yield per tree, kg
Coprt/Variety B{‘}P“.aHT/ 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
ariant
1 3,1 7,2 9.8 12,7 28,0 28,0 30,0
II (st) 39 7,8 10,8 13,8 26,8 28,6 31,0
Epau Brorepmo/ sd 2,428 3,250 2,196 2,171
Erdi Botermo
f 0,196 0,131 9,444 0,245
LSD 0,05 7,72 10,33 6,984 6,903
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Be. YCTaHOBSBA Ce, Y€ U T'OJUIIHUTE KIMMATHIHH
YCJIOBHSI OKa3BaT BIMSIHUE BBPXY €pHHATA Ha I1JIO-
JIOBETE.

lomuimHuTe KINMMAaTUYHN YCIIOBHS ca OKa3ald
MO-TrOJIsIMO BJIMAAHUC BBPXY CYXOTO BCIICCTBO, 3a-
XapUTe U KUCEIIMHHUTE B IUIOZ0BETE, OTKOJIKOTO Ba-
puanTuTe Ha pe3urtoda (Tabm. 6).

Tab6auua 5. CpegHo Terjao Ha MION0BETE,
Table 5. Average weight of the fruit, g

XHUMUYECKHAT ChCTaB Ha JUCTATa € U3CIICABaH
1pe3 TPU TOIUHH, KaTO € YCTAHOBEHO, Y€ CHIIHAT
HE ce BiMsie OT pe3urdara 3a opMHupaHe Ha KOPO-
Hara (Tabx. 7).

[onyuyeHuTe M aHATU3UPAHU JIAHHU 32 CEICM-
TOJIUIITHUS TTepro Ha rutonoaasane (2009-2015 r.)
MOKa3Bar, 4e OpyTHaTa MPOAYKIIMS B CTOMHOCTEH

Copr/Variety Bapuant/Variant 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Epsm Brotepmo/ I 6,5 6,7 4,6 6,0 4,6 5,1 5,4
Erdi Botermo I 6,0 6,6 4.4 5,5 4,3 5,1 52
Tabauua 6. CoabpikaHue HA CyXO BEIIECTBO, 3aXapy U KUCEIUHH B TIJIOA0BETE, %o
Table 6. Dry matter, sugars and acids content in fruit, %
2010 2011 2012

Copt/ Bapuant/
Variety Variant Re Kucenunn/  3axapw/ Re Kucenmunn/  3axapwu/ Re Kucemunn/  3axapw/

Acids Sugars Acids Sugars Acids Sugars
Epnu I 16,6 8,68 0,84 20,0 10,10 1,09 20,5 10,10 0,90
Brorepmo/
Erdi Il 16,5 8,72 0,84 21,0 10,30 1,05 20,1 9,60 0,93
Botermo

2013 2014 2015

Copt/ Bapuant/
Variety Variant Re Kucemuun/  3axapu/ Re Kucemuan/  3axapu/ Re Kucemunan/  3axapw/

Acids Sugars Acids Sugars Acids Sugars
Epmu I 16,8 8,01 0,84 15,9 0,56 7,50 17,9 0,80 9,28
Brorepmo/
Erdl . II 16,9 8,23 0,86 15,8 0,56 7,60 18,0 0,86 9,00
Botermo
Taéamna 7. XuMu4UeH chCTaB Ha JHUcTaTa, %
Table 7. Chemical composition of the leaves,%
Copy/ Bapnan/ 2010 2011 2012
Variety Variant N po. Ca Mg KO N PO, Ca Mg KO N PO, Ca Mg KO
Epau I 280 0,60 3,77 081 095 279 048 2,79 0,75 145 2,74 052 2,86 0,77 148
Brorepmo/
Erdi I 296 0,53 3,50 081 1,06 2,80 047 2,71 0,78 1,35 2,59 0,54 2,81 0,76 1,37
Botermo
Copt/ Bapuant/ 2013 2014
Variet iant
ariety Varian N PO, Ca Mg KO N PO, Ca Mg KO
Epmu I 2,77 043 3,18 0,79 1,18 2,09 0,57 3,57 0,66 2,85
Brorepmo/
Erdi I 2,63 045 320 082 1,18 233 0,54 3,67 0,72 2,70
Botermo
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u3pa3 MpH U3CIIEABAHUTE BAPHAHTHU B OOIIN INHUU
cliefBa TEHJCHIMATA HAa W3MEHEHUE Ha CPEIHHS
n06uB (Taba. 8). [lonyuenara 6pyTHa IpORYKIUS U
3a iBaTa BapuaHTa ¢ Haii-Bucoka npe3 2014 r. Cpen-
HO 3a Tiepuo/ia OpyTHaTa MPOAYKIIHS € Hail-roisma
IpHU IbpBeTaTa, GopMupanu ¢ 5-6 CKeIeTHH KJIOHA
— 3011 euro/ha. Ts e mo-Bucoka ¢ 3.5% ot Ta3u Ha
IbpBeTata, hopmupanu ¢ 15-18 ckeneTHU KiI0HA.
[TpousBoncTBEeHUTE Pa3XOAM, HEOOXOIUMHU 32
OTIVISKJIAHETO HA €JUH JeKap BUIIHH OT H3yda-
BaHUTE BapuaHTH, Bapupar ot 1307.5 euro/ha nmpu
BapuanT [ pe3 2009 r. no 3323.7 euro/ha npu Ba-
puanr Il mpe3 2014 1. (Tab:x. 9). ITopanu eqnaksara
TEXHOJIOTUSI Ha OTTJIECkKJaHE, MAaTePHATHHUTE pa3-
XOIM TP JIBaTa BapuaHTa ca €IHAKBU MPE3 CHOT-
BETHATa roJIMHa, a CPE/THO 3a MEPHOo/Ia BH3JIM3aT Ha
292.4 euro/ha. Paznuumsita B TpyJAOBUTE Pa3xoau
ce 00yCaBsAT OT pa3NUYHUS pa3Mep Ha CPEIHUTE

Ta6auna 8. bpytha npoaykius, euro/ha
Table 8. Gross production, euro/ha

TOOMBY M CBBP3aHUTE C TOBA Pa3XOIH 33 TPHONpa-
HE Ha JOMbJIHUTEHATA II0A0Ba MponyKuus. [Ipe3
2010 u 2011 1. cTOMHOCTTA HA TPYIOBUTE PA3XO/IH €
3HAYUTEINIHO M0-BUCOKA B cpaBHeHUe ¢ 2009 u 2012
., TIOpajgu HeoOXOJUMOCTTAa OT H3BBpIIBAHE Ha
caHuTapHa pe3uTda W mpH aBara Bapuanta. [Ipe3
OCTAaHAJIUTE TOJUHU TOJYYSHHST MO-BUCOK JOOMB
OKa3Ba BIMSHHE BBPXY CTOHHOCTTA Ha MPOU3BO/-
CTBEHHTE Pa3XoJlu.

['onemuHara Ha cpeAHUTE JOOMBHU € OKa3alia Ch-
IIECTBCHO BIMSIHUE BBPXY pa3Mepa Ha HETHUS J0-
xo1. CpenHo 3a mepuoja Ha WU3CJIeABAHE BAPUAHT
IT popmupa no-Bucok pa3mep Ha yucTaTa nedyanda
— 752.7 euro/ha (Pur. 1). Taka noay4eHUAT HETEH
JIOXO/ OT XeKTap € Mo-BUCOK ¢ 8.9% oT BapuaHT
I. Hopmara Ha peHTabHIHOCT € choTBEeTHO 33.3%
Mpu BapuaHTa ¢ 5-6 ckeneTHu kioHa u 30.9% npu
BapuaHTa ¢ 15-18 ckeTeHu KIOHa.

CpenHo 3a

BapuanT/ Variant 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 neproza/
Average for the
period
V1 — 15-18 ckenetHu KioHa/
V1 — 15-18 skeletal branches 403,0 1368,0 1568,0 2889,3 4060,0 5110,0 4950,0 2906,9
V2 = 5-6 ckenethu kioHa/ 507,0  1482,0 1728,0 3139,5 3886,0 5219,5 51150 3011,0
V2 — 5-6 skeletal branches ’ > ’ ’ > > > >
Tabauua 9. IIpousBoncTBeHu pa3xonu
Table 9 . Production costs, euro/ha
CpenHo 3a

Bapuant/Variant ~ Pasxomw/Costs 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 A“ep“oﬂa/
verage for
the period

TIpomsBonCTBeHU/ 1307 5 18656 24367 13103 24400 3269,1 2919,1 22213
Production
V1-15-18
/
VIS lsg o Marepmammml - gegy 106 2681 2488 3383 3386 2554 2924
skeletal branches
Tpynosu/Labor 9204 16550 2168,6 1061,5 2102,6 2930,5 2663,8 19289
Hp‘i,m‘zoﬂc.me”/ 13450 1903,2 24937 1381,5 2363,1 3323,7 2997,7 22583
V2 _5-6 roduction
/
V256 skeletal  CUCPHANHNS g7 2106 2681 2488 3383 3386 2554 2924
branches
Tpynosu/Labor 9580  1692,6 22257 1132,8 20248 2985,1 27424 19659
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®urypa 1. Heren noxon (1v/da) u Hopma Ha pentadbmiHocT (%) cpeaHo 3a nepuoaa 2009-2015 r.
Figure 1. Net income (lv/da) and rate of profitability (%) average for the period 2009-2015

W3BOIN

» banaHcoBara CTOWHOCT Ha €IMH XEKTap
BUIITHEBO HAcCa)KJIeHWE BB3aM3a Ha 2369.35 euro/
ha;

» Tlpu copt Epau 6p0TEepMO cBOOOIHATA KO-
pona ¢ 15-18 kyiona nHIyIHpa MO-100pa pacTex-
Ha CHJIa Ha JbpBETaTa B CPAaBHEHHUE ChC CBOOOI-
HaTa KOpoHa ¢ 5-6 CKeJeTHH KJIOHA;

» Koponarta ¢ 5-6 ckeleTHH KJIOHA BCTHIIBA
MO-paHo B IJIOJOAAaBaHe M IUIO0aBa MO-00MIHO
B cpaBHeHMe ¢ Tasu ¢ 15-18 kioHna. /IspBerara ca
JKU3HEHU U C yBeJIMYaBaHE Ha JI0O0MBa ce yBelu-
4aBa M CPEJHOTO TETJIO Ha TjiojoBeTe. ToBa mo-
Ka3Ba, ue JbpBETAaTa MOTaT Ja ILIOJ0JaBaT OIIE
[10-00HITHO;

» dopMHpaHETO HAa KOPOHATA HE OKAa3Ba BIIHU-
SHHE BBPXY CYXOTO BEIECTBO, 3aXapHTe, KHUcCe-
JUHUTE B IUIOAOBETE M XUMHYECKHUS CHCTaB Ha
JUCTATA;

» lkoHOMHW4YecKaTa OIICHKAa Ha BapHaHTUTE
MOTBBPIK/IaBa, Y€ KOPOHATA C 5-6 CKENETHH KJIO-
Ha JaBa MO-BUCOKM MKOHOMHYECKHU PE3YITaTH.
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