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JIucTHO TOpeHe npu BulIHA copt Epau brorepmo
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Pe3rome

ExcniepuMmeHTHT e nmpoBeneH mpe3 nepuona 2014-2016 . 8 UactutyT 10 3emenenuie — KrocTeHAMIT ¢ BUTITHA
(Prunus cerasus L) copt Epau 6p0Tepmo. Hacaxkienueto e cr3maaeno mpe3 2006 1. PascTosHnsaTa Ha 3acaxkiaHe
ca 5x4 m. [louBara e cunno u3nyxena Kanenena ropcka (Chromic Luvisols). I3nuTBanu ca ceAHUTE BAPHAHTH
Ha JTUCTHO TopeHe: V1 — HeTopeHo — (koHTpona); V 2 — nucten Top Jleitnu 2000 - 100 ml/da; V 3 — aucren Top
AwmuKa - 150 ml/da; V 4 — niucten top IIpobop - 50 ml/da.

CpenHo 3a iepro/ia Ha U3CIeABAHETO MPUIIOKEeHHeTo Ha mucTHuUs Top Jletinu 2000 moka3aHo yBenn4yaBa J10-
ouBa ¢ 34,03%, a na I[Ipobop - ¢ 39,48% B cpaBHeHHe ¢ KOHTpoiarTa. JInctHuAT Top AMuKa yBennuasa mo0nBa
¢ 13,12% craTrucTHYecKH HEI0KA3aHO.

JlucTHUTE TpeTHupaHus yBennyaBaT 3HAYUTEIIHO CpeiHaTa Maca Ha ruiojosete - Top Jlewnu 2000 ¢ 1,96% n
top IIpobop ¢ 3,92% B cpaBHEeHHE ¢ KOHTpoOaTa.

XUMHWYHHUSAT ChCTAB Ha TJI0/1A € TT0-CUITHO TIOBJIHUSH OT BaJIe)KHATa CyMa, OTKOJIKOTO OT MPUJIaraHuTe JTUCTHH
TOpOBE.

KarwouoBu AYMMU: BUIIHA,; JIUCTHO TOPCHE, I[O6I/IB; Cp€iHa Maca Ha IJ1oJia;, XUMHWYCH CbCTaB Ha IJioaa
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Abstract

The investigation was carried during the period 2014-2016 at the Institute of Agriculture — Kyustendil, Bul-
garia with sour cherry (Prunus cerasus L) cv. Erdi Botermd. The orchard plantation was established in 2006.
Planting distances were 5x4 m. The soil was severe leached cinnamon forest (Chromic Luvisols). Foliar fertiliza-
tion treatments were: V1 - non fertilized (control); V2 - foliar fertilizer Leili 2000 - 100 ml/da; V3 - foliar fertilizer
AmiCa - 150 ml/da; V4 - foliar fertilizer ProBoron - 50 ml/da.

Average for the period Leili 2000 foliar fertilizer application increased yield significantly - with 34,03% and
ProBoron foliar fertilizer - with 39,48% compared to the control. AmiCa foliar fertilizer increased yield insignifi-
cant - with 13,12%.

Foliar treatments increased average fruit weight significantly - Leili 2000 fertilizer by 1,96% and ProBoron
fertilizer by 3,92% compared to the control.

The fruit chemical composition was more influenced by the precipitation amount than by the applied foliar
treatments.
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VYarapckusT BunrHeB copT Erdi Botermo e cran-
JapTeH COpT 3a cpenHa pactexxkna cuia (Ljubojevic
etal, 2016) u e enH OT HAl-Pa3IPOCTPAHEHUTE COP-
ToBe BbB Bojemute ctpanu (Keserovi¢ et al, 2014).
To3u copT € erH OT Hall-BaKHUTE COPTOBE B YHTa-
pus 1 naBa npuOau3uTenHo 35% oT oOmus roau-
meH 1oouB Ha ctpaHara (Apostol & Sziigyi, 2014).
Erdi Bétermo e mogxoasi 3a KOHCYMaITis B TIPSICHO
cwerosaue (Schuster, 2019) u 3a cymene (Apostol et
al., 2008), u e oOekT Ha mpoyuBaHe B bwirapusi B pe-
ruonu kato [1nosaus (Rankova & Tityanov, 2013) u
Krocrennun (Radomirska et al., 2012).

EdexTuBHOCTTA OT TOpOBETE MPU OTTIICKIAHE-
TO Ha BUIIHH 3aBUCU OT HOPMHUTE, CPOKOBETE U Ha-
YUHUTE HA BHACSHETO UM, HUBOTO Ha OCUTYPsIBaHE
Ha IT0YBaTa C MOJIBMKHU XPAHUTEITHU BEIIECTBA, Te-
HOTHIIA U Bbh3pacTTa Ha pactenusita (Roeva, 2018).
JIMCTHOTO TOpEeHe € TeXHUKa 3a MOAXpaHBaHE Ha
pacTeHusITa Ype3 MpuiIaraHe Ha Te4eH TOp TUPEKT-
HO BBpXY JiucTaTa. PacteHusta ca B CbCTOSHUE J1a
abcopOupar makpo- 1 MukpoenemeHTH (Fernandez
& Eichert, 2009). PesynaTarure oT Hay4yHU U3CIEI-
BaHUsI TIOKa3BaT e(peKkTa OT JTUCTHOTO TOPEHE BHPXY
BumrHa (Hanson, 1991; Wociér et al., 2011; Kurlus &
Lysiak, 2014; Najafzadeh et al. , 2014).

[Tpunoxennero Ha yucTHUS TOp Pentakeep-V®
yBeJM4aBa J00MBa OT BHINHA ,,English Morello®,
npucajieH Ha nojuioxkka MaxaneOka B [lomma. O6-
HIUAT TOOUB 32 TPUTOAMILHUS NEPUOJ] HA U3CIIE-
BAaHETO € IM0-BUCOK M TPH CTaHJAPTHATA M TIPU
3aBuIleHaTa no3a Ha Pentakeep-V®, B cpaBHeHUE
C IIPU HETOpPEHATa KOHTPOJIA U € ChOTBETHO 26,0;
26,4 u 23,5 xr/nmppBo (Kurlus & Lysiak, 2014). py-
ru u3cnenonarenu ot [lomma cro0masat, e TucT-
HOTO TOpPEHE TMOBHIIaBa M00MBa OT copT Lutdwka.
KoMOuHHpaHOTO mpHIIOKEHHWE Ha KapOamMua u
Florovit e Haii-e()eKTUBHO, YBEITUYEHUETO Ha J0-
OuBa B cpaBHeHHUE ¢ KoHTponata e 14% (Wocior et
al., 2011).

Macara Ha mioja e BaXKeH IoKas3arenl 3a Ka-
4eCTBOTO Ha BHINHHTE. M3cneaBaHnuTe reHOTHIIO-
Be B Mpan Bapupar B nuamnazon ot 1,89 mo 5,51 g,
kato KaThLa3Ge23 u ,,Erdi Botermd* nmar Haii-
rojsiMa Maca Ha ona - 5,51 g (Najafzadeh et al.,
2014). Ilpu mpoyusane B [lonma cpegHara maca Ha
mioga Ha ,,Erdi Botermdo®, ,,Debreceni Botermo™ u
»Sokowka Nr 6 e chotBeTHO 5,1 2,49 gud?2 g
(Glowacka et al., 2016).

Jluctust Top Pentakeep-V® yBenmuaBa cra-
THCTUYECKH CpeIHaTa Maca Ha TUIOIOBETE Ha COPT

,English Morello* - 4,87 g u npu ABeTe U3NUTAHU
no3u, a ipu KoHTponata e 4,67 g (Kurlus & Lysiak,
2014). JluctHOTO TOpEHE HE MPOMEHS 3HAYUTEITHO
Macara Ha IJI0/10BeTe oT copta Lutdowka npu ekc-
nepumeHT B [Tonmra (Wocior et al., 2011).
Pesynrarute OT wu3cienBaHus TOKa3Bar, 4Ye
JUCTHOTO TOpEeHe ¢ 00p MMa HEEAHONOCOYHO BIIH-
SHUE BBbPXY XMMHYHHUS ChCTaB Ha IJIOJOBETE Ha
,,Oblacsinszka®, ,,Erdi bétermé*, ,,Ujfehért(')i furtos*
u ,,Petri B YHrapus. B npyr onut chabp:kaHHETO
Ha MOHO3aXapHJId U OPTaHNYHH KHUCEIIMHH B BUIII-
HaTa ca MO-CHJIHO TIOBJIUSIHU OT COPTa, OTKOJIKO-
TO MPHUIIOKEHOTO JHCTHO Tpetupane (Nagy et al.,
2014). Ilpu cpaBHEHUTETHO U3NMUTBAaHE HA 18 BUIII-
HEBH COPTa 3a XapaKTEPHHUSI 32 MJI0I0BETE 3aXapHO-
KHCEJIMHEH HHJIEKC € yCTaHOBeHo, e Erdi bétermd
e Ha BTopoTO Msicto cien Spinell (Schuster, 2019).
IlenTa Ha ekcriepyMMEHTa € J1a Ce OIPEEIH BIIU-
STHHETO Ha JINCTHOTO TOPEHE BBPXY MPOAYKIIUATA U
XUMUYHUS ChCTAB HA TUIOJA TTPU BHUIITHATA.

MATEPHUAJI U METOAUN

W3cnenBanusTa ca mpoOBEAEHU Mpe3 Mepuoja
2013-2016 r. B UucTuTyT 1o 3emenenue — Kroc-
tenawn, bearapus ¢ Bummu (Prunus cerasus L)
copt Epnu 6p0Tepmo. HacaxkieHneTo e cb3maieHo
npe3 2006 1. Pazcrosinusita Ha 3acaxkaane ca 5x4
m. ITouBara e cuno n3nyxena Kanenena ropcka
(Chromic Luvisols). U3nuTBaHu ca cieHUTE Bapu-
AQHTU Ha JUCTHO TOPEHE:

V1 — HeTopeHo — (KOHTpoJIa)

V 2— nucren top Jleitnaun 2000 - 100 ml/da

V 3— nucten Top AmuKa - 150 ml/da

V 4- nmucren top [Ipobop - 50 ml/da

XUMHYEH ChCTaB HA TOPOBETE:

Jleitmu 2000 (Arpo-buo Tpeitguar OOJ) - N
9%, P,0,3%, K,O 65, Fe 1,6%, Cu 0,8%, Zn 1,2%,
Mn 0,4%, anruanHoBa kucenuHa > 1,4%, ekcTpakT
OT MOPCKH Bojopacau > 18%.

AmuKa - (Arpo-buo Tpeitauar OOM) - N 5%,
CaO 14%, oprannunu BemiecTBa 7%, aMUHOKHCE-
aunu 10%.

[Ipobop - (Arpo-buo Tpeiinuur OO/) - N 5%,
B 14%, oprannunu BewmecTsa 15%.

OTuuTaHu ca ciiemHATe mokaszarenu: JJoous, kg/
da; Cpenna maca Ha 1TuI071a, g. XMMHYEH ChCTaB Ha
IUTOJIOBETE - CyXO BemiecTBo, Re - pedpakrome-
TPHUYHO; 3axapH, % - 1o [lloopn; kucenunu, % - TH-
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TPUMETPUYHO, MHJEKC 3axapu:kuceana (Stanchev
et al., 1968).

Koedpumnment nHa xopemauust (r) - MeTon Ha
Pearson (Daniel & Kostic, 2015).

Cratuctuuecka o6paboTka Ha TaHHUTE - €THO-
¢axTopen aucnepcuoHeH aHaiau3 LSD (Maneva,
2007).

PE3YJITATU U OBCBHXKJIAHE

[Ipe3 mbpBara ekcriepruMeHTa IHa TOAUHA BCHUKU
MIPUJIOKEHH JIMCTHU TOPOBE yBEJIMYaBaT 100MBa He-
3HAYMTEINHO, a MPe3 BTOpaTa TOJMHA Pa3IMKUTE ca
craructuuecku nokasanu (Tabm. 1). Kecen mpose-
TeH Mpa3 npe3 2016 . npuurHU NOBpEenn MO 3aBpPb-
3UTE U IOOMBBT € 3HAYMTEIIHO TO-HUCHK. JINCTHUAT
top Jletinu 2000 chabpxa MaKpo- U MUKpPOEIIEMEH-
Tu. CpenHo 3a mepuoja Ha EKCepUMEeHTa TPEeTUpa-
Hero ¢ Jlednu 2000 yBennyasa nodusa ¢ 34,03% B
CpaBHEHHE C KOHTpoJaTa, fokazaHo rpu P <0,01.

BopbT € HeoOXouM MHUKPOEJIEMEHT 3a Lib(Te-
*a ¥ 3aBpb3a. CpeqHo 3a Mepuosa MpuiIokKEHUETO
Ha [Ipobop yBennuasa no6usa ¢ 39,48% B cpaBHe-
HUE C HETOPEHHUs BapHaHT. Pasnukara e qokasaHa
nipu P <0,01. Tpetupanero ¢ 60p yBennuaBa 3aBpb-
3a U mpoaykuusaTa ot copT Montmorency a0 100%
B €IHO OT IIPOBEICHUTE U3CIIEIBAaHUs, HO HE € yC-
TaHOBeH eekT npu npyrute usnurBanus B CAILL
(Hanson, 1991).

JIuctHusat top AmuKa yBenuuaBa no6uBa He-
3HAYMUTEITHO - ¢ 13,12%.

[Tpe3 2014 u 2015 roguHa eheKkTHT HA JTUCTHH-
T€ TPETHPAHUs BBPXY CpEeIHaTa Maca Ha IUlofa €
HE3HAYMTEJIeH, KaKTO B IIpOy4YBaHeTo Ha Wocior et
al. (2011) (Tabx. 2). Ilpe3 cnenBamara rogMHa Ha
U3MUTBAHETO CpeJHAaTa Maca Ha IUIoja € JloKasa-
HO TO-TOJsIMa OT KOHTpOJIaTa, KaKTO MPH OMUTa
Ha Kurlus & Lysiak (2014). U nBara nuctau Topa
Jleitnu 2000 u IIpobop yBenuuaBaT cTOMHOCTTA
napaMeTbpa cbe 7,69% B CpaBHEHHE C HETOPEHUS
BapHaHT.

Cpenno 3a excnepumenta TopsT Jleinu 2000
yBeJIMYaBa 3HAYMTENHO CpEeHaTa Maca Ha Iio/ia ¢
1,96%, a Ilpobop ¢ 3,92% B cpaBHEHUE C KOHTPO-
narta. [Ilpu AmuKa He ce ycTaHOBU BIUsIHUE BBPXY
HOKa3aTesl.

B HacroAmoTo u3cienBaHe KOpenauuTe Mex-
Iy moOWBa U cpeaHara mMaca Ha roza ca: r = -0,87
npu KoHTponara, r = -0,78, npu Jleiinu 2000 r =
0,49, mpu AmuKa u r =-0,997 * npu [Ipobop.

Cpenno 3a nepuona nipu Jleitnm 2000 ce ycra-
HOBU TO-HUCKO CBHIbpP)KAaHHE HAa CYXO BEIIECTBO
U 3axapu U oT koHTponata ¢ 0,59% u npu nBata
nokazateins (Tabmn. 3). [Ipu xkucenuuute moBuile-
HHETO € 5,56% B CpaBHEHHE C HETOPEHUS BapUAHT.
WMHAEKCHT 3aXapu:KUCEIUHU € MO-HUCBK ¢ 5,09%.
[Tpu AmuKa He ce ycTaHOBU BIMSIHUE BBPXY CYXO-
TO BELIECTBO, CHIBP)KAHUETO Ha OOLIUTE 3aXapy €
ro-Hucko ¢ 0,59%, a ToBa Ha kucenuHuTE ¢ 2,78%
HaJl koHTponata. [Ipu npunoxenuero Ha IIpobop
Ce yBeJIMYaBa ChABPKAHUETO HA CYXO BEIIECTBO C
0,59%, a na 3axapure - ¢ 0,23%, 10OKaTO KUCEITUHU-
T€ HE ca MOBJIMIHU OT TPETUPAHETO.

Taoaunua 1. [{o6us ot Butrau copt Epnu 6p0tepmo, kg/da

Table 1. Yield in Erdi Botermo sour cherry, kg/da

Bapuant/ lonuna/Year Cpenno/Average
Variant 2014 2015 2016 kg/da %
V1 (st) 1338 1063 23 808 100
V2 1580 ns 1594 74* 1083 134,03
V3 1345 ns 1353* 44 ns 914 ns 113,12
V4 1580 ns 1713%%* 8yH* 1127%* 139,48
LSD 0,05 257,0 42,84 165,4

LSD 0,01 369,6 61,61 2379

LSD 0,001 543,6

f 1,23 12,77 4,78 8,23

sd 175,74 113,73 18,96 73,22

* - P<0,05, ** - P<0,01, *** - P<0,01 ns - non significant

24



Ta6sauna 2. CpejiHa Maca Ha I10/1a HA BUIITHU cOpT Epiu OpoTepmo, g
Table 2. Average fruit weight on cv. Erdi Botermd sour cherry, g

Bapuant/ lopuna/Year Cpenno/Average
Variant 2014 2015 2016 g %
Vi(st) 4,9 5,1 5,2 5,1 100,00
V2 4,8 ns 5,3 ns 5,6 5,2% 101,96
V3 5,2 ns 5,1 ns 5,1 ns 5,1 ns 100,00
V4 5,1 ns 5,1 ns 5,6% 5,3* 103,92
LSD 0,05 0,375 0,331 0,430 0,190
f 2,13 1,77 4,43 3,65
sd 0,166 0,146 0,190 8,19
* - P<0,05, ns - non significant
Ta6auna 3. XuMuueH ChCTaB Ha IJI0JIa Ha BUIIHU cOpT Epnu 6p0Tepmo
Table 3. Fruit chemical composition of sour cherry cv. Erdi Bétermo
Sy semeensl sSoapn,
\B/ggig?llt”/ ’ ’ ’ Sugar:acid ratio
2014 2015 ggg 2014 2015 ggg 2014 2015 gg;g/. 2014 2015 ggg
V1(st) 15,6 18,4 17,0 7,5 9,56 8,53 0,60 0,83 0,72 12,5 11,5 11,8
V2 157 180 16,9 78 916 848 064 088 076 122 104 11,2
V3 15,9 18,0 17,0 7,8 9,16 8,48 0,64 0,83 0,74 12,2 11,0 11,5
V4 16,1 18,0 17,1 7,9 9,20 8,55 0,61 0,83 0,72 13,0 11,1 11,9

Banexnara cyma mmpes nmepuozia oT Kpast Ha Irb (-
Texa a0 oepurodara pes 2014 1. e 179,5 mm, a ipe3
2015 r. e 88,0 mm. IIpe3 ronunara ¢ mo-mMaiako Ko-
JMYECTBO BAJIKU CTOMHOCTUTE HA U3CIICIBAHUTE
XUMHYECKH XapaKTEPUCTUKHU Ha TIOAOBETE ca T0-
Bucoku. Ilpe3 mepuona Ha M3CIEIBAHETO XHUMHY-
HUAT CHCTaB Ha IUIO/A MPH BHINHATA € TO0-CHIIHO
TIOBJTMSTH OT JPYTH (PaKTOPH, OTKOJIKOTO OT MPHUJIa-
TaHWUTE JIUCTHU TPETUPAHUS, KAKTO TIPU M3MUTBA-
HeTo Ha Nagy et al. (2014). B HacrosiimeTo u3cien-
BaHE TO3M (aKTOp € BaJIe)KHATA CyMa.

U3BOIMN

CpenHo 3a meproza Ha U3CIeIBAHETO TTPUITOKE-
Hueto Ha nuctHus Top Jleinu 2000 nokazaHo yBe-
nuvaBa oousa ¢ 34,03%, a ma [Ipobop - ¢ 39,48%
B CpaBHEHHE ¢ KOoHTposaTa. JluctausaT Top AmuKa

yBenuyasa fjoousa ¢ 13,12% cratuctuuecku Heso-
Ka3aHo.

JlucTHUTE TpeTHpaHMs yBETUYaBaT 3HAUYUTEI-
HO cpeiHaTa Maca Ha miiosioBete - Top Jleinu 2000
¢ 1,96% u top Ilpobop ¢ 3,92% B cpaBHEHHE C KOH-
TpoJara.

XHUMHYHUAT CbCTAB Ha IJIOAA € MO-CUJIHO T0-
BJIMSIH OT BaJIeKHAaTa CyMa, OTKOJIKOTO OT IpuJia-
TaHUTE JTUCTHU TPETUPAHHUSI.
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