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Pesrome

NscnenBanusta ca npoBeaenu npe3 nepuoga 2013-2016 r. 8 Uuctutyt no 3emenenue — Krocrenaun, bbira-
pusi ¢ BumHU (Prunus cerasus L) copt Epau 6p0Tepmo. Hacaxxnenueto e cw3naaeno mpes 2006 1. PasctosHu-
aTa Ha 3acaxaane ca 5x4 m. [Tousata e cunHo nsnysxkena Kanenena ropeka (Chromic Luvisols). U3nnTBanu ca
CJICIHUTE BapHaHTH Ha TopeHe: V1 — HeTopeH — (KoHTpoJa), V2 — amoHueB HUTpAT - 24,24 kg/da, V3 — amoHueB
autpar - 30,30 kg/da, V4 - mruuaum Top - 125 kg/da + mucten Top Codrlapa++ - 120 ml/da, V5 - nrwram Top - 250
kg/da. Cpenno 3a nmeproaa NpuIOKEHUETO HA aMoHUeB HUTpaAT 24,24 kg/da N yBenuuasa nobusa c 19,06%, a
amonueBuaT HuTpar 30,30 kg/da N - ¢ 22,59% B cpaBHeHHe ¢ KOHTpoJaTa. TOpEeHETO ¢ aMOHUEB HUTPAT C HOpMa
30,30 kg/da N noBumaBa no6uBa ot BuliHU copT Epan BroTepmo craTucTHdecky [0Ka3aHu mpe3 TpeTara roiu-
Ha OoT u3ciieaBaneTo. [Ipuiokenuero Ha ntuuu Top 250 kg/da nosuiasa go6usa ¢ 20,66%.

Topeneto ¢ amonneB Hutpar ¢ HopMma 30,30 kg/da N yBennuaBa cpeaHOTO TeTiIo Ha 1iona ¢ 2% Mpy BUIITHA
copt Epau brorepmo. Ha Tperara ronnna oT usciaeaBaHeTo Bpb3KaTa MEKIy J0OHMBa M TOpOBAaTa HOPMaA € CUJI-
Ha TIOJIOKHUTEITHA - CTOMHOCTUTE Ha KoeduiuenTa Ha Pearson (r) ca 0,994 npu amonuesus Hutpat u 0,984 npu
TNTHYHS TOP.

[Ipu BCHUKY BapHaHTH KOpEIanusTa MeX 1y J0OMBa U CPEAHOTO TETIIO Ha MJIO0BETE € OTPHUIIATEIIHA, a KOpe-
JIAIUUTE CyXO BEILIECTBO-3aXapH, CyXO BEUIECTBO-KUCEIMHH U 3aXapU-KUCEITNHHU Ca MOJ0KHUTEITHH.
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Abstract

The investigation was carried during the period 2013-2016 at the Institute of Agriculture — Kyustendil, Bul-
garia with sour cherry (Prunus cerasus L) cv. Erdi Botermo. The orchard plantation was established in 2006.
Planting distances were 5x4 m. The soil was severe leached cinnamon forest (Chromic Luvisols). Fertilization
treatments were: V1 — non-fertilized (control); V2 — ammonium nitrate 24,24 kg/da N; V3 — ammonium nitrate
30,30 kg/da N; V4 - chicken manure -125 kg/da + foliar fertilizer SoftGuard++ - 120 ml/da; V5 — chicken manure
- 250 kg/da.

Average for the period ammonium nitrate 24,24 kg/da N application increased the yield with 19,06% and am-
monium nitrate 30,30 kg/da N - with 22,59% compared to the control. Ammonium nitrate fertilization of the rate
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of 30,30 kg/da N increased the yield of cv. Erdi Bétermo sour cherries statistically proven in the third year of the

investigation.

Chicken manure 250 kg/da application increased the yield with 20,66%.

Fertilizing with ammonium nitrate 30,30 kg/da N rates increased the average fruit weight by 2% with sour
cherry cv. Erdi Botermd. In the third year of the study the relationship between the yield and the fertilizer rate was
strong positive - the values of the Pearson coefficient (r) were 0,994 by ammonium nitrate and 0,984 by chicken

manure treatment.

In all treatments the correlation between the yield and the average fruit weight was negative and correlations
dry matter-sugars, dry matter-acids and sugars-acids were positive.

Key words: sour cherry; mineral and organic fertilization; yield; average fruit weight; correlation coefficient

Bumnara (Prunus cerasus L.) e eauH oT oc-
HOBHHTE OBOIHM BHJIOBE B yMEpEHaTa KJIMMa-
TUYHA 30Ha Ha CEBEPHOTO NOIYyKbIO0 (Schuster,
2019), ocobeno nmpeobmanasan B M3rouna EBpomna
(Bujdoso & Hrotko, 2019). 3a 2017 r. o o ¢
BUIIIHU Ha IBPBO MsCTO € Pycusi, cnensana ot [loxn-
ma, Typrous, Ykpaitna, Cepousi, CALLl, Yarapus,
benapyc, Y30ekucran, Azepbaiimkan. beirapus e
Ha JIEBETHAJIeCeTO MsICTO. PycHs chIo € Ha MbpBO
MSCTO TIO TIPOM3BEIEHA MPOAYKIUSA, CIeBaHA OT
Typuns, Ykpaitna, CAIL, Upan, Cepbus, Yura-
pus, [omma, Y36ekucran, Azepoaiimkan, a beira-
pus e Ha IBaJIeceT U MBPBOTO MSCTO (XXX, 2019).

Buiinara e eiHa OT OCHOBHUTE OBOIIHU KYJITYPH,
otmiexianu B benrapust. [pes 2014 r. HacaxkieHus-
Ta oT BuIIHU ca 958 ha (Gerginova et al., 2016). Ten-
JieHIusATa ce ypenuuana u nipe3 2017 r. te ca 1753,3
ha - 83% moBeue ot Hacaxxaenusita npe3 2014 . B
obmact Kroctenun miomure ca 59,2 ha (xxx, 2017).

TopeHeTo € Ba)XHO arpOTEXHHUYECKO MEpOIPH-
ATHE 32 MOAABPKAHE HA MOYBEHOTO IUIOJOPOIUE,
pactexa, JA00OMBa M KauyeCTBOTO IPHU BUIIHATA.
EdexkTuBHOCTTa OT TOpPOBETE MpPU OTIIICHKIAHETO
Ha BUIIHM 3aBUCH OT HOPMHTE, CPOKOBETE U HAUM-
HUTE Ha BHACAHETO UM, HUBOTO Ha OCUTYpsiIBaHE
Ha TMOYBaTa C MOJBMKHU XPAHUTEIHU BEILECTBA,
TeHOTUIIa M Bb3pacTTa Ha pacreHusita (Roeva,
2018). PezynTatuTe OT HAayYHU H3CIEIBAHUS TIO-
Ka3BaT e(peKTa OT MHHEPATHOTO W OPraHUYHO-
TO TopeHe BBbpXy BuimHaTa (Sanchez et al., 2003;
Krishkov, 2007a; Krishkov, 2007b; Radomirska et
al., 2012; Rowley, 2013; Tsai, 2015; Jaroszewska &
Kowalewska, 2016).

[Ipunoxxenute 1Be HOPMU HAa MUHEPATHO TO-
pene Ha BumHa copt Kelleris 16 yBenuuaBa no6m-
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Ba, HO pa3juKaTa € He3HauuTenHa (Jaroszewska,
2015).

Macara Ha mofa € BaXKeH IOKas3aTesd 3a Ka-
YeCTBOTO Ha BHIIHHUTE. M3cienBannTe reHOTUIOo-
Be B Mpan Bapupar B nuamnaszon ot 1,89 mo 5,51 g,
karo KaThLa3Ge23 u ,,Epnu borepmo™ umat Haii-
rojasiMa mMaca Ha ona - 5,51 g (Najafzadeh et al.,
2014). IIpu mpoyusasne B [lonma cpegnara maca Ha
mioga Ha ,,Erdi Botermdo®, ,,Debreceni Botermo™ u
»Sokoéwka Nr 6“ e crorBeTHO 5,1 g, 49 gn 42 g
(Glowacka et al., 2016).

Jaroszewska & Kowalewska (2016) cpro0miaBar
3a CTaTUCTHYECKU HENOKAa3aHO BIIMSHUE HA MH-
HEpPaJIHOTO TOPEHE BBPXY CHABPIKAHUETO HA CYXO
BerecTBo npu coproBere Kelleris 16 u Lutéwka B
excriepuMmeHT B [lonma. /laHHUTE OT M3cienBaHe
MOKa3BaT, 4Y¢ MUHEPAIHOTO U OPraHUYHOTO TOpe-
HE HE OKa3Ba 3HAYMTEITHO BIHMSHUE BHPXY CYyXOTO
BEIIECTBO U OOIINTE KUCEIIMHH B IIOAOBETE. YCTa-
HOBEHA € TeHJICHIIMS 32 TT0-BUCOKO ChIBbpP)KaHUE Ha
CYXO BEIECTBO M OOIIN KUCEIIMHU B IJIOZIOBETE HA
,,Erdi bétermd*, mpucanenn Ha J[poraHoBa xbiTa,
B cpaBHeHue ¢ IK-M9 B bearapus (Radomirska et
al., 2012).

YcTaHOBeHa € MOJIOKUTEIHA BPh3Ka MEXKAY TH-
Tpyemara KUCEIMHHOCT ¥ OOIIUTE 3aXapH, OTpHIIa-
TeJTHA BpB3Ka MEXK/y TETJIOTO Ha IJIOAA U O0IIUTe
3axapy M 3HaYUTEIIHA OTPHUIIATEIIHA B3aHMOBPB3Ka
MEX/Iy TEeTJIOTO Ha IIOAOBETE U TUTpyeMaTa KHce-
muHHOCT (-0,68 *) B excnepumenTa Ha Najafzadeh
et al., (2014).

Lenta Ha HACTOAIIOTO U3CIIEABAHE € J1a CE OIpe-
JIeTTY BJIIMSTHUETO HA MHHEPATHOTO U OPraHUYHOTO
TOPEHE BBPXY MPOAYKIHUATA ¥ XUMUYHHS ChCTaB
Ha IUT0JIa TP BUIITHATA.



MATEPHAJI U METOAUN

W3cnenBanusaTa ca MpOBEIEHU IIpe3 Nepuozaa
2013-2016 r. B UucTuTyT 1m0 3emenenue — Kroc-
TeHaun, bearapus ¢ Bunau copt Epau Opo0tepmo.
Hacaxnenuero e cp3naaeno npe3 2006 1. Pascto-
SHMSTA Ha 3acaxaane ca 5x4 m. [louBara e cuiHO
nsnyxena Kanenena ropcka (Chromic Luvisols).
W3nuTBaHM ca CIeHUTE BAPHAHTU HA TOPEHE:

V1 - HeTopeH — (KOHTpPOJIa)

V2 - amonues Hutpar - 24,24 kg/da

V3 - amonwues nutpar - 30,30 kg/da

V4 - mruum top - 125 kg/da + nucten Top Codr-
lapnt++ - 120 ml/da

V5 - nmruam top - 250 kg/da

XVMUYEH ChCTaB HAa TOPOBETE:

AmonueB HuTpat — N - 33%.

[Ituamn Ttop (,,Banentun I'eoprues - Banguc”
ET) - N > 3%, P,O, > 2%, K,O > 1,5%, oprannu-
HO BemecTBO > 60%, Fe 1000 mg/kg, Zn 250 mg/
kg, Mg 5000-6000 mg/kg, Cu 50mg/kg, B 7 mg/kg,
Mo 8 mg/kg, Co 2 mg/kg, Ca 15000-20000 mg/kg,
Mn 200-300 mg/kg.

Codrlapn++ (Arpo-buo Tpeiiaguar OO/]) - N
> 5%, P,O, > 4%, K O > 3%, Cu > 0,02%, Zn >
0,01%, xuTo3an > 2,6%, OpraHWYHU BelIlecTBa >
14%.

OTuuTaHu ca cieHuTe nmokaszarenu: JJoous, kg/
da; Cpenna maca Ha mioma, g XMMHUYEH CHhCTaB
Ha TIJIOIOBETE - CyXO BeHIecTBO, Re - pedpakro-
MeTpu4HO; 3axapH, % - no Illoopn; kucenunu, %
- tutpuMeTpruyHoO (Stanchev et al., 1968);

Koedumment na kopemanus (r) - METOA Ha
Pearson (Daniel & Kostic, 2015);

Craructudecka o0pabOTKa Ha TaHHUTE - €IHO-
daktopen nucnepcuoHeH ananu3 LSD (Maneva,
2007).

PE3YJTATU U OBCBXKJIAHE

[pe3 mppBaTa eKCepUMEHTAIHA TOAMHA BIIHS-
HUETO Ha BApUAHTHTE HAa TOPEHE BBPXY J0OWBA €
He3HauuTenHo (Taou. 1).

C HarpymnBaHe BB3JCHCTBUETO HA aKTOpa Top,
BEJIMYMHATA Ha OMOJIOTMYHMS TTOKA3aTel Ce yBEJIH-
yaBa. Kecen nponeren mpas npe3 2016 r. npuunHu
TIOBPENIM TIO 3aBPH3UTE U JOOWBBHT € 3HAYMTEITHO
HO-HHUCBK.

Topenero ¢ amonueB Hutpat ¢ Hopma 30,30 kg/
da N yBenuuaBa no6usa npe3 2015 . u 2016 . 3Ha-
YUTEITHO.

CpenHo 3a nepuojia aMOHUEBUAT HUTpaAtT 24,24
kg/da N yBenmuaBa nobuBa ¢ 19,06% u amoHueB
Hutpat 30,30 kg/da N - ¢ 22,59% B cpaBHeHue C
KoHTposata. [Ipunoxenuero Ha ntuau Top 250 kg/
da moBumasa noousa ¢ 20,66%. Pasnuknre ca He-
JIOKa3aHM, KaKTO B U3CJIEIBAHETO Ha Jaroszewska,
(2015).

[Tpe3 2016 1., koraTto JOOUBET € MO-HUCHK, TOPE-
HeTo ¢ aMoHMeB HUTpaT ¢ HopMma 30,30 kg/da N yBe-
Jin4aBa cpejHaTa Maca Ha mioza ¢ 9,62%, nokazaHo
npu P<0,05, B cpaBHEHHE C OCTaHAIUTE TOAUHU OT
nscnensaneto. (Tabm. 2). CpeaHoTo 3a mepuomaa To-

Taoauua 1. J{obus ot Butrau copt Epnu 6r0tepmo, kg/da

Table 1. Yield of sour cherry cv. Erdi Bétermo, kg/da

Bapuant/ l'onuna/Year Cpenno/Average
Variant 2013 2014 2015 2016 kg/da %
V1 1310 1338 1063 23 934 100
V2 1276 1605 1519 48 1112 119,06
V3 1348 1424 1718* 91 1145 122,59
V4 1108 1328 1350 59 961 102,89
V5 1310 1638 1500 61 1127 120,66
LSD 0,05 NS NS 4844 46,14 NS

LSD 0,01 64,76

f 0,246 0,879 2,40 2,76 0,90

sd 268,95 221,42 222,21 21,17 148,82

* - P<0,05, ** - P<0,01, NS - non significant
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peHe ¢ aMoHHMeB HUTpatT ¢ HopMma 24,24 kg/da N u
KOMOMHUPAHO MPUJIOKEHHUE HAa MTUYU TOp + JIMC-
TEH TOp HaMmalisiBa HE3HAUUTEIHO CpeJHaTa maca
Ha rofa. CpeaHo 3a eprojia Ha eKCIIepUMEHTa ce
YCTaHOBM Hail-rojisiMa cpeHa Maca Ha IIoAa MpU
BapuaHTa C M10-BUCOKA HOpMa Ha MUHEPAJIHO TOope-
He, pubim3uTenHo 2%, HO HE € CTaTUCTUYECKH
JIOKa3aHO.

[Tpe3 2013 r. kopenanusiTa MEX/y Ha TOPOBa-
Ta HOpMa Ha aMOHMEBHUSI HUTPAT U A00MBa € ciada
MOJIOKUTEIIHA, a MPU NTUYMS TOP HE € YCTaHOBe-
Ha ompeneneHa B3aumoBpb3ka (Tabn. 3). C Besaka
clle/iBallla TOJIMHA HAa U3CJIEABAHETO CTENEHTa Ha
JMHEeHHaTa Bpb3Ka ce yBenuyasa - a0 0,994 npu
MuHepasHo TopeHe u 0,984 npu oprannyHoTO. Bb-
peKH HUCKUS 100uB rpe3 2016 1. TeHneHnusTa ce

3ama3Ba 1 Bpb3KaTa MKy ABETE BETUUMHHU € CHII-
Ha IMOJIOKUTENIHA U IIPY J1BaTa BUAA TOP.

[Ipe3 roquHuTE Ha U3CIEABAHETO HE € YCTAHO-
BEHa OIpe/eeHa 3aBUCHUMOCT MEXJY CpenHaTa
Maca Ha IJIo[a ¥ TopoBaTta Hopma, camo tpe3 2016
I. TuHeHaTa Bpb3ka € r = 0,65 3a aMOHUEBUS HU-
Tpar u r = 0,87 3a nTuuus TOp.

Kopenanusta mexxay no0uBa U cpenHara maca
Ha TUIOJ]a € OTPHIIATEIHA MPH BCHYKH BapUAHTH
(Tabn. 4). YcraHOBeHM ce CHITHA TIOJIOKHTETHA
Bpb3Ka MEXy CpellHaTa Maca Ha IJI0OA U 3aXapu-
T€ MPH MO-BUCOKUTE HOPMHU U NPH JABaTa BUJA TOP
-1 = 0,96 npu amonuesus Hutpar u 0,99 npu nru-
yus Top. Kopenanusita Mexx1y CyXoTo BEIIECTBO U
3axapuTe MpH BCUYKU BAPHAHTH € CUJTHA TIOJIO0KH-
TenHa U ujeanHa npu V3. IIpu Bcuuku BapuaHTu ce

Taoauua 2. Koepunuentn Ha xkopenamnus Ha Pearson () Me 1y perpolyKTUBHUTE MoKa3aTenu Ha copT Erdi

Botermo u TopoBaTa HOpMa

Table 2. Pearson correlation coefficients (r) between reproductive parameters of sour cherry cv. Erdi Bétermo

and fertilizer rate

. Tonuna/Year
ITokazaren/Parameter Top/Fertilizer
2013 2014 2015 2016
) aMOHMEB HUTpaT/ammonium nitrate 0,220 0,609 0,994 0,885
nmobus/yield )
ntuyu Top/chicken manure 0 0,851 0,984 0,888
CcpeaHa Maca Ha 1o/ aMOHHEB HUTpaT/ammonium nitrate 0,33 -0,98 -0,09 0,65
average fruit weight ntian Top/chicken manure -0,16 0,87 0 0,87
Ta6aunna 3. CpenHa maca Ha mioza Ha copT Epnu 6p0Tepmo, g
Table 3. Average fruit weight in Erdi Bétermo sour cherry, g
Bapuant/ I'onuna/Year Cpenno/Average
Variant 2013 2014 2015 2016 g %
Vi 5,1 4,9 5,1 5,2 5,1 100,00
V2 53 4,8 4,8 5,2 5,0 98,04
V3 5,1 4,8 52 5,7* 5,2 101,96
V4 4,5%* 5,0 5,3 53 5,0 98,04
V5 5,0 5,0 5,1 53 5,1 100,00
LSD 0,05 0,43 NS NS 0,40 NS
LSD 0,01 0,61
f 5,19 2,52 2,66 2,86 2,79
sd 0,200 0,107 0,163 0,185 7,01

* - P<0,05, ** - P<0,01, NS - non significant
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Tadauna 4. KoedhunuenTn Ha xopenanus Ha Pearson (r) Mex 1y HSKOM pEIpOIYKTHBHH U Ka4eCTBEHU

MoKa3arelu Ha rioaa Ha copt Epau 6p0Tepmo

Table 4. Pearson correlation coefficients (r) between some reproductive and fruit quality parameters of sour

cherry cv. Erdi Bétermo

Koedunmentn na xopenauusi (r) /Correlation coefficients (r)

CMII
Vil Aem o opaoak s YOOI ens o cmic 3k
Y- AFW DM AFW-S AFW-A
V1 -0,73 -0,99 -0,999* -0,79 0,67 0,601 0,95 0,997* 0,85 0,81
V2 -0,60 -0,21 -0,09 -0,25 -0,04 -0,16 0 0,99 0,999* 0,98
V3 -0,81 0,75 0,75 0,63 0,96 0,96 0,99 1,00%* 0,98 0,98
V4 -0,33 0,06 0,19 -0,14 0,35 0,47 0,16 0,99 0,98 0,94
V5 -0,92 -0,26 -0,03 -0,79 0,94 0,99 0,54 0,97 0,79 0,63

Jlerenna/Legend: J] — no6us/Y- yield; CMII — cpeana maca Ha uiona/AFW — average fruit weight; CB — cyxo BemecTBo/DM —

dry matter; 3 — 3axapu/S — sugars; K — kucennnu/A — acids
* - P<0,05, ** - P<0,01

YCTaHOBHMXa CHJTHH TIOJIO)KUTEITHU B3aMMOBPBH3KU
MEX/y CyXOTO BemecTBO U kucenunute. Koedu-
IIUEHTUTE Ha Kopenanus Ha Pearson () Bapupat oT
0,79 no 0,99. 3axapuTe NOTOKUTETHO KOPETUPAT C
KHUCEJIMHUTE, KaKTO B u3cienpaHeTo Ha Najafzadeh
etal., (2014). CrenenTa Ha TMHElHaTa Bpb3Ka € (r =
0,98) 1 ipu IBeTE HOPMH Ha MUHEPAJTHO TOPEHE.

U3BOJIM

CpenHo 3a nepuojia MpUIOKEHUETO Ha aMOHHEB
Hutpar 24,24 kg/da N ysennuasa go6usa c 19,06%,
a amonueBuAat murpat 30,30 kg/da N - ¢ 22,59% B
CpaBHEHHE C KOHTpOJIATa.

Topeneto ¢ amonueB Hutpat ¢ Hopma 30,30 kg/
da N nosumiasa no6usa ot Bunrau copt Epnu bro-
TEPMO CTATUCTHYECKH JTOKa3aHMU Ipe3 TpeTaTa ro-
JIMHA OT M3CIICIBAHETO.

[Tpunoxenunero Ha ntuuu Top 250 kg/da mou-
maBa goousa ¢ 20,66%.

Topeneto ¢ amonueB HuTpat ¢ Hopma 30,30 kg/
da N yBennuaBa cpenHaTta Maca Ha 1jioja ¢ 2% npu
BuiiHa copt Epau brotepmo.

Ha TperaTa ronuHa oT M3cieBaHETO BPb3KaTa
MEX 1y 100MBa ¥ TOpOBaTa HOpPMa € CUITHA MTOJI0XKHU-
TeJTHA - CTOWHOCTUTE Ha KoeduIimenTa Ha Pearson
(r) ca 0,994 npu amonuesust Hutpat u 0,984 npu
OTUYHS TOP.

IIpy BCHMYKM BapuaHTH KOpealusaTa MEXIy
J00uBa M CPEIHOTO TEIJIO Ha IJIOJOBETE € OTpHU-
LaTejlHa, a KOpeJIalMUTe CyXO BELIECTBO-3aXapH,
CYXO BEILIECTBO-KMCEIUHHU U 3aXapU-KUCEIUHU ca
MOJIOKUTEIIHU.
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