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HNxoHoMHUYeCKa OLleHKA Inpu OMOJIOTHYHO OTTJICKAAHEC HA
ACTCPMHUHAHTHHA IOMaTH
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Pesrome

M3cnensanero e mposeacHo mpe3 nepuona 2014-2016 roguHa B OMMUTHOTO TTOJIE HA KaTeapa ,,PacTeHUEBH-
ctBo” nipu Texuudeckn yuusepeureT — Bapha. [lpu nerepmunanthu jomaru, copt Hukonuna F, ca nsnuranu
OMONIOrMYHM NPOLYKTH 3a TopeHe: buocon, bruoda n EMocan nmpu 1Be cxeMu Ha OTIVIEKJaHE — €IHOPEIOBa U
IBypenoa cxema. Llenta e 1a ce HanmpaBu OILlCHKa HA HKOHOMUYecKaTa e()eKTUBHOCT OT TOPEHETO U HaYMHA Ha
OTIJISK/IAaHE Ha CPE/THO PaHHU JIOMATH B YCIOBHUSITA HA OHOJIOTHYHO TIPOU3BOJICTBO.

CpenHo 3a neprojia Ha M3CJIeABaHe, Hali-BUCOKA JTOXOAHOCT M Hail-BUCOKAa HOpMa Ha PEHTAOMIIHOCT € yCTa-
HOBEHa IMPU KOMOWHUPAHOTO ToaxpaHBaHe ¢ EMocan + bruoda, crorBetHo 1,91 % 32 eqHOpenoBata u 2,08 % 3a
IBypenoBaTa cxema. Bucok edekt e HabmogaBaH u Mpu TOpeHeTo ¢ Ononponykra Emocan. Bucokure cToitHo-
CTH Ha MKOHOMHYECKHUTE MOKa3aTelli, B ChUeTaHUE C BUCOKHS CPeACH A0OUB, onpenensT TopeHeTo ¢ Emocan,
BHECEH CaMOCTOSITENTHO MJIM KOMOMHHUpaHO ¢ buoda u npu nBeTe cxeMu Ha OTIJICKAAHE KATO MKOHOMHYECKH
OIpaBlIaHO M TIOJIXO/SIIO 38 OMOJIOTUYHO MPOU3BOJICTBO HA CPETHO PAaHHH JOMATH.

KoarouoBu nymu: Solanum lycopersicum L.; nkoHoMu4ecka olieHKa; OMONPOIYKTH; JOOMB; cXxeMa Ha
OTIVICK/IaHEe
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Abstract

The research was carried out during the period 2014-2016 in the experimental field of department ,,Plant pro-
duction” at Technical University of Varna. With determinant tomatoes, variety Nikolina F, are tested biological
products for fertilizing: Biosol, Biofa and Emosan with two plans of growing — single-row and two-row plan. The
purpose is to be realized an evaluation of the economic efficiency by the fertilizing and the way of growing of
moderately early tomatoes in the conditions of the biological production.

The highest profitability and rate of profitableness average for the period of research is established with com-
bined fertilizing with the combined feeding up with Emosan + Biofa, respectively 1.91 % for the one-row and
2.08 % for the two-row plan. A high effect is observed also with the fertilizing by the bio product Emosan. The
high values of the economic indexes, in combination with the high average yield, determine the fertilizing with
Emosan, put independently or combined with Biofa with both plans of growing as economically justified and ap-
propriate for biological production of moderately early tomatoes.
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CBBpEMEHHOTO MHTEH3UBHO 3€MeJeNine ce Ha-
MHUpa B KpU3a, OPaJIy BUCOKATA CTENECH HA XUMHU-
3alMsl U BCE MO-CUJTHO MPOSIBSBALIUS CE HETaTUBEH
eeKT BbpXy OKOJIHATa cpena, moyBaTa U OHOJO-
TUYHOTO paBHOBecue B arpoekocucremure (Karov
et al.,1997; Plamenov & Naskova, 2017).

CTpeMexbT KbM MO-BUCOKHU JJOOUBHU € CBBP3aH
¢ ynorpe0aTa Ha 3HAUUTEIHU KOJINYECTBA TOPOBE
W MPONYKTH 3a pacturenHa 3ammuTa (Malcheva et
al., 2016). I[Tpou3BOACTBOTO HA 3APABOCIOBHA TPO-
JTYKIIMS ¥ OTIa3BaHETO HAa OKOJIHATA CpeJla Hajlarat
THPCEHETO Ha aJITEpHATUBHHU MeTOoAM (Atanasov
et al., 2005). TIpuyioxkeHUETO HA TPAJUIIMOHHUTE
3eMEJICJICKU MPAKTHUKH B ChYETaHUE C HOBU TEX-
HOJIOTUYHHU PEUICHUs ca MPEATNOCTaBKa 3a YCTOM-
YUBO pa3BUTHE Ha CEIICKOCTOITAHCKOTO MPON3BO/I-
CTBO.

BuonornynoTo 3emenenue e eaHa ot GopmMuTe
Ha YCTOMYMBO 3eMeeNne, MPH KOSITO TPHIKaTa 3a
Olfa3BaHe Ha OKOJIHATA Cpela B IMIMPOK CMUCHI CE
MperinTa ¢ MPOU3BOACTBOTO HA 3e€MEJENICKa MPo-
nykuus (Kucinska et al., 2008).

buonornyHoTo 3emeznenye € eaUH OT Ha-Obp-
30 Pa3BUBAILUTE CE CEKTOPU HA CEJICKOTO CTOMAH-
CTBO B CBETOBEH Mamad Mpe3 MoclIegHUTe ece-
tunetus (Askari, 2005; Panayotov et al., 2007). To
ce TPEeBpPbHIIA B INIABEH HHCTPYMEHT 33 YCTOHUNBO
pas3BuTtHe (Srivastava et al., 2007; Mitova & Dinev,
2017).

Haii-ronemute morpeburenu Ha OMOMPOTYKTH
ca CeepHa Amepuka u EBpona. B EBpona pbcTsT
Ha masapa 3a OmosnormuHa npomykuus mpe3 2008
roguHa crpsimo 2007 roquna e O6un Hag 7%. YBe-
nudeHneTo Ha Omonasapa B CAILl 3a 18 roguam e
25 meru. [IpuumHaTta 3a HapacTBANIOTO THPCEHE
€ CKJIOHHOCTTa Ha MOTPEOUTENUTe Ja 3aruiaTsT
MO-BUCOKH LIEHH, 3a J1a C€ XPaHAT 3APaBOCIOBHO
(Ivanova et al., 2012).

B nepuona 2010-2015 roguna npepaboTkara Ha
ouonponykTu ce e yBennumia ¢ Hag 50%. dpyra
MOJIOXKUTENIHA TEHJEHIMA €, ue ako npe3 2013 ro-
IuHA cepTuduImpanara 3eMs 3a OHOIPOU3BOACTBO
e oma 1,1%, to pe3 2015 roguna T4 € 2,4%. Ctpa-
HaTa HU M30CTaBa 10 OTHOIIEHHE Ha MapKEeTHHTa
Ha Ononponykrute (BSK, 2016). bearapckure 6u-
OJIOTMYHU MTPOAYKTH MPUTEKABAT TOJISIM TIOTSHIIU-
all 3a peanu3auus B beiarapus u Ha eBponeickus
nasap, Karo IpecHu U IpepaboTeHH TIOJIOBE U 3€-
nenuyu (NAEP, 2006; Panayotov et al., 2007). 3e-
JICHYYIIUTE Ca Ba)KHA YAaCT MPU TUETUIHOTO XpaHe-

HE Ha X0opaTa, 3all0TO MMAaT HUCKO ChIbpPKaHUE HA
Ma3HUHH ¥ BUCOKO CBhIBpPKAHNE HA KapOOXHIpaTH,
¢bubpu n munepanu (Korus, 2010).

Llenta Ha W3CIeOBAHETO € Jia CE aHAIU3Mpa
UKOHOMHYECKHUsI eeKT OT MPHUIIOKCHHUETO Ha OH-
OJIOTUYHU MPOIYKTH 32 TOPEHE TP CPEITHOPAHHO
MPOM3BOJCTBO HA JIOMAaTH, OTIVICKIAHH TPU pas-
JJUYHUTE CXEMU Ha 3aCaxKJaHeC.

MATEPUAJI U METOAN

ExcniepumenTtanHara paboTa € HM3BeleHa Mpe3
neproaa 2014-2016 rogrHa Ha KapOOHATHO YEPHO-
3eMHa [0YBa, B OMUTHOTO TOJIe Ha KaTeapa ,,Pac-
TEHUEBBACTBO* MpU TEXHUYECKH YHUBEPCUTET -
Bapna. B uscnenBaneTo ca u3anuTaHu Tpyu OHOIPO-
nykTa 3a TopeHe: buocon, Emocan u buoda mpu
JIETEPMUHAHTHU 1oMaTH, copT Hukomuna F, npu
JIBe cxeMH Ha oTriexaane: 160/25 cm (eqHopenosa
nenTa) U 120+40/35 cm (nBypenoBa JieHTa) B yCIo-
BUsITA HA OMOJIOTMYHO MPOU3BOJCTBO. PacTeHusiTa
ca OTIJIE/IaH! OT MPEBAPUTEITHO TIPOU3BEICH I'bCT
pascaj B MOJICTHJICHOBA OPAHKEPHSI.

C men ycraHOBsiBaHE Ha e(eKTa Ha BHECEHU-
Te OMOTOpOBE NMPHU AOMATUTE, B M3CIEIBAHETO Ca
BKJIFOUCHU CJICAHUTE BApUAHTHU:

1. KonTpoia - HeTOpeHa;

2. buocon - 100 kg/da - enHOKpaTHO BHECEH B
noyBaTa, Mpeu 3acax/Iane;

3. buocomn - 100 kg/da (mouseno)+ bruoda — (0,3-
0,5%) - mpuoxkeH nucTHO: heHodasu MacoB k(-
TEX M HaYaJo Ha IJI0000pa3yBaHe;

4. Emocan - 20 1/da, BHECeH JIOKaJIHO ITOYBEHO,
nBykpatHo: 15 1/da cnen 3acaxnane u 5 1/da BbB
¢baza macoB UBPTEK;

5. Emocan - 20 l/da (mouseno) + buoda (0,3-
0,5%) - npuoxkeH nucTHO: (heHodasu MacoB bG-
TeX U HayaJjo Ha MI071000pa3yBaHe.

HxoHOMHUYecKaTa OIeHKa Ce U3BBPIIHU Upe3 Oll-
penensiHe Ha mokasarenute (Bogoev et al., 2002):

CpenHa peanu3annoHHa 1eHa - Iv./kg;

CebecTOWHOCT - CHOTHOUICEHHETO MEXIYy Ha-
MPaBEHUTE TPOM3BOACTBEHH PA3XOIU U peasu3u-
panust 1o0uB— lv./t;

O6mr puxon - lv./da; O6mm pasxonu - lv./da;
Oo11 moxox - lv./da;

IleuanoOa - lv./da;

Hopwma Ha 10XOZHOCT - CHOTHOIIEHHETO Ha 00-
M 10XO/] KbM MaTepUaHNUTe pa3xoau, %; Hopma
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Ha PEHTAaOMIIHOCT - CHOTHOIICHUETO Ha revasnbara
KBbM 00IIuTe pasxoau, %.

PE3YJITATU U OBCBXKJAHE

CToMHOCTUTE Ha TIOKa3aTelns OOl MpHUXOAd ca
MIPSIKO OOBBP3aHM C BeTUYMHATA HA OOIIHS JOOWB
U CpeJHaTa peaan3anroHHa [IeHa.

IIpu copr Hukonuua F, peanusupanus o0y
npuxon e ot 7636,90 lv./da mo 9832,00 Iv./da (Tabm.
1). Haii-Bucok 00111 mprUXxo/1 € YCTaHOBEH MPH Bapu-
antute Emocan + broda (9832,00 lv./da) m Emocan
(9392,20 lv./da).

dopMupaHeTo Ha OOLIUS JOXOA ClieiBa 0co0de-
HocTHTe Ha (popmupane Ha oOmwms mpuxon. C Haii-
HUCBK OOII JTOXOJ 3a MepHoja Ha H3CIEIBAHETO
€ KOHTpOJIaTa MpH JBETEe CXEMH Ha OTIJICKIAHE -
5897,04 lv./da (emHopenoBa cxema) u 5986,94 1v./ da
(nBypenoBa cxema). C Haii-BUCOK OOIIT JJOXO]T ca Ba-
PHAHTHUTE, IPU KOUTO M OOLIUAT MPHUXOJ] € Hall-BU-
cok. [Ipu copr Hukonuna F , Hai-BUCOK 10X071 e
peammsupa npu Emocan + bruoda (7730,64 1v./da),
cienBaH oT BapuaHTa EmMocan (7448,34 1v./da) mpu

enHopenoBa cxema. [lo-Bucok o0 noxox ce pea-
JU3Mpa TPH JIByPEoBaTa cXeMa, KOeTo ce 00sICHsI-
Ba U C MO-BHCOKO peanusupanus 100uB. OOmUsIT
Joxoa Bapupa oT 5986,94 lv./da 3a koHTponara 110
8226,14 lv./da mpu kOMOMHUPAHOTO MPHIIOKEHUE
Ha EMocan+buoda, cnensanu ot Bapuantute Emo-
caH (7936,64 1v./da) u buocon+buoda (7314,34 1v./
da).

CebecroiiHOCTTAa Ha TPOAYKIUATA 3aBUCH OT
U3M0JI3BAHUTE B ITPOU3BOACTBOTO i PeCypcH M Ha-
npaBeHUTe 001 pa3xonu. Ts e Hall-HUCKa IpH Ba-
puanTa EmMocan npu enHopenoBara cxema, cie/iBaH
ot Bapuanta Emocant+buoda (®dur. 1). [Ipomenute
B ce0ECTOMHOCTTA Ha MPOU3BENEHATA MPOTYKIIHS
BIUSSIT BbPXY M3MEHEHHETO Ha Iedandara, KOeTo
Ce MPOsIBSIBA YPE3 M3MEHEHUETO Ha OO TTPHXOJ]
1 OOIIHUTE Pa3XOIH.

Haii-ucoka nevanoa npu copt Hukonuna F, ce
peanusupa npu Emocan + buoda (3865,35 1v./da).
3a BapHaHTUTE C TIOYBEHO U JJUCTHO TOPEHE MO-TO-
nsMara redanba ce ¢popmupa Ha 6aza Ha ToJTyde-
HUS MMO-BUCOK 0011 no0uB. IlpaBar BrewarieHue
CPaBHHUTEITHO BUCOKHTE CTOMHOCTH Ha TO3M TIOKa-
3aTell MPH HSKOU BAPHAHTH ChC CAMOCTOSITETTHO TO-

Ta6auua 1. IkoHOMUYECKH pe3yJITaTH OT TOPEHETO Ha JOMATH
Table 1. Economic results from the fertilization of tomato

Bapuant/ Jobus/ Cpenna iera/  O6mr mpuxon/ OO6mw pasxonu/ OO goxon/
Varpiant Yield Average price, Total Total expenses, Total income,
kg/da lv./kg earning, Iv./da lv./da lv./da
Ennopenosa cxema/Single - row scheme of growing
1 Konrposua/Control 2545,6 3,00 7636,90 1739,86 5897,04
2 Buocon/Biosol 28737 3,00 8621,17 2163,86 6457,307
3 buocor  buoga/ 2940,6 3,00 8821,73 2343,86 6477,873
Biosol+Biofa
4 Emocan/Emosan 3130,7 3,00 9392,20 1943.,86 7448,34
Emocan + brioga/ 32773 3,00 9832,00 2101,36 7730,64
Emosan+Biofa
JIBypenoBa cxema/Two-row scheme of growing
1 KonTtpoma/Control 2575,6 3,00 7726,8 1739,86 5986,94
2 Buocon/Biosol 3049,1 3,00 91473 2163,86 6983,44
3 buocon t buoda/ 32194 3,00 9658,2 234386 7314,34
Biosol+Biofa
4 Emocan/Emosan 3293,5 3,00 9880,5 1943,86 7936,64
s Lwocan  brioga/ 3442,5 3,00 10327,5 2101,36 8226,14
Emosan+Biofa
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Figure 1. Profit and cost in cultivation of determinate tomato
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Figure 2. The rate of return and profitability in cultivation of determinate tomato

pene. TakuBa ca Emocan (3724,17 lv./da) u Buocon
(3 228,653 lv./da). IIpu Tax mo-ronsmMara rnevandoa
ce IBJDKHM Ha MO-HUCKUTE MaTePUAIHU U TPYJIOBU
pa3xoju.

AHAJOTUYHY PE3yJITATU Ca MOJYYSHH MPH JBY-
penoBara cxema Ha oTriuexnaane. Haii-Bucoka me-
ganba ce peanusupa rnpu Emocan + buoda (4163,75
lv./da). U Tyk cToifHOCTH Ha Tieuaidoa Impy caMOCTO-
areHo Topene ¢ Emocan (3940,25 1v./da) u Buocon
(3573,65 1v./da) ca Bucokw.

HopmaTa Ha 10XOZHOCT M HOpMara Ha peHTa-
OUITHOCT ca MoKa3aTeH, OIMCBAIIIN ITO-II'BJIHO UKO-
HOMHYECKATa 11eIeCh0Opa3HOCT HA OpraHU3UpaHe,
U3BEXKJaHEe M pealln3upaHe Ha JaJI€HO MPOU3BOA-
cTBO. M3MnuTBaHNUTE BApMaHTH UMAT BUCOKA HOpMa
Ha JOXOIHOCT, KOETO I0Ka3Ba, 4€ OTIVIEKIAHETO
Ha JIOMaTH 10 TEXHOJIOTUSI 3a CPEIHOPAHHO TOJICKO
IIPOM3BOACTBO U yHOTpeOaTa Ha GUOJIOrMUHU TOPO-
BE € UKOHOMUYecku onpasnaHo (dur. 2). Haii-Bu-
COKa JIOXOZIHOCT € yCTaHOBEHa IIPU KOMOMHHMpaHO-
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To noaxpanBane ¢ Emocan + buoda, kato npu To3u
BapuaHT ce OTYMTA U Hal-BHCOKa HOpMa Ha PEH-
tabunHocT. Ilpu BapuaHTUTE ChC CAMOCTOSTEITHO
noaxpanBane ¢ buocon u EMocan Hopmata Ha 10-
XOJHOCT Y PEHTAOUIIHOCT € ChU3MEpHUMa C Ta3M Ha
BapUaHTUTE C KOMOMHHUPAHO TOPEHE.

[ToTBBpKIaBa ce TEHACHIMSITA 3a BHCOKA J0-
XOTHOCT ¥ PEHTAOMIIHOCT IPU JBYpeoBaTa cxema
Ha OTrJexaaHe. Pe3ynaTarure ca e€QHONOCOYHU C
MOJTYYEHHUTE 3a €HOPEOBaTa CXeMa.

W3BOIM

Haii-ronsiMa mkoHOMHYECKa €(PEKTUBHOCT OT
OMOIIOTUYHO TPOM3BOACTBO HA JCTCPMUHAHTHHU
JIOMaTH € yCTaHOBEHA IPH KOMOMHUPAHOTO MPUIIO-
xenue Ha EmMocan u buoda u 3a aBere cxemu Ha
OTIJICKIaHe, KOETO Ce TIOCTHTra Ype3 Mo-BUCOKaTa
MPOAYKTUBHOCT HAa pACTEHHSTA U HaMaJIsiBaHE ce-
OecToitHOCTTa HAa MPOAYKIUATA.

CTOMHOCTUTE HAa UKOHOMHYECKHUTE MOKA3aTEelIH,
B CHUYETAHHE C TMOJYyYECHUS HOOMB OMPEAETSAT TO-
peHeTo ¢ ouonpoaykra EMocaH, BHECEH caMOCTO-
ATEITHO WM KoMOMHHpaHo ¢ buoda, kato nKoHO-
MHUYECKH OMPABIAHO U TMOIXOAIIO 32 OHOJIOTHYHO
MPOM3BOICTBO HA CPEIHO PAHHH JOMATH.
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