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Pe3rome

Bbpxy anyBuanno-nuBaana nousa B OIT na MITA3P “H. IlymxkapoB” € 3a10)K€H ONUT C A0OMaTu
ClIe/l KYJITypa-TUKBH, OTIVIEJaHH Ha ChINaTa IUIOL U 10 ChIIaTa CXeMa Ha TOpEHeE Mpe3 MpeaxoiHaTa
ronuHa. ONUTHT ChABPIKA BAPHAHT O€3 TOPEHE M BapUAaHTH TOPEHU CaMO C MUHEpaJIeH, OpraHuyeH
Top u 50% obopcku Top + 50% MuHEpaneH Top.

[TomydeHuTe pe3yaTaTy MOKa3BaT, 4e 32 CMETKAa Ha HUCKUS JOOMB IJIOJJOBETE Ha JOMATHUTE C
OpPraHWYHO TOPEHE ca Hal-eJIpH, C O-BUCOKO ChABP)KaHUE HA OOIIHM 3aXapu U CyXO BEILECTBO B
CpaBHEHHE C MPOAYKLHUATA OT PACTEHHUTA C MUHEPAJIHO U OpPraHO-MUHEPATHO TOpeHe. M3amepeHoTo
KHUCEJIMHHO ChIbpPIKAHUE € Hal-BHCOKO B JIOMAaTUTE C MUHEPAJIHO TOpeHe. M3HeceHuTe ¢ mioaoBeTe
Ha TOPEHUTE BapUaHTH KOJMYECTBA XPAaHUTEIHU BelleCcTBa (C U3KIIOUEHNUE HA KaJHs) ca HUCKH
(mexay 1,291 2,51 kg N.da'; 0,70-1,29 kg P.da’'; 6,16-12,30 kg K.da'; 0,16-0,23 kg Ca.da’'; 0,16-
0,29 kg Mg .da™)

Hopmara or N, P K., cboTBeTCTBalla Upe3 a30THOTO CH Chabprkanue Ha 2069 kg/da, o6opcku Top
3a YCJIOBUSTA Ha U3BE/ICHUS OIUT HE OCUTYPSBA ONTHMAJIHA CPEJia 32 Pa3BUTUETO U IJI010/IaBAaHETO
Ha JOMaTeHUTE PACTeHHUsI, KOETO HaMHpa U3pa3 B pe3yJITaTUTe OT PAaCTUTEIHUS aHAJIN3 U U3HOCA Ha
XPAHUTEIHU €JIEMEHTH C MPOAYKIIHUATA.
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Summary

An experiment on alluvial-meadow soil in the ISSAPP “N. Pushkarov” with tomatoes after
cultivations of pumkin, grown on the same area and according to the same fertilization scheme in
the previous year. The experience includes a fertilizer-free version and variants fertilized with only
mineral, organic fertilizer and 50% manure + 50% mineral fertilizer.

The results showed that at the expense of low yield the fruits of organic fertilizer tomatoes are
the largest, with a higher total sugars and dry matter compared to the mineral and organo-mineral
fertilizer plants. The measured acid content is highest in mineral fertilizing tomatoes. The amounts of
nutrients (except potassium) exported with the fruits of the fertilizer are low (between 1.29 and 2.51
kg N.da', 0.70-1.29 kg P.da’', 6.16-12.30 kg K.da!, 0.16-0.23 kg Ca.da'; 0.16-0.29 kg Mg da™');
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The N, P K . rate, corresponding to its nitrogen content of 2069 kg. da™', manure for the conditions
of experience, does not provide an optimal environment for the development and fruiting of tomato
plants, which is reflected in the results of plant analysis and nutrient export with the production.

Key words: sugar, acidity, absolutely dry matter, uptake

[ToBuiieHnTe M3UCKBaHUS 3a KaU€CTBO U
0€30MacHOCT Ha MPOAYKLHTA, KAKTO U 33 OTla3BaHe
Y YCTOMYHMBO yIIpaBJeHUE Ha OKOJIHATa Cpena,
B CHOTBETCTBHUE C MPHUETUTE MEKAYHAPOIHHU
CTaHJIapTH, HaJlaraT aKTyaJIn3UPaHETO, a B HIKOU
CJly4ad ¥ IPOMsiHA B TEXHOJIOTUSATA HA TOPEHETO
(botesa u ap, 2010; [TerpoBa u banumka, 2010;
Mapxos u s1p. 2010; Petkova and Atanasova, 2013).
KauecTBOTO Ha pacTeHHeBbIHATA MPOAYKIHUS
€ pe3yJiTaHTa Ha ycIlelllHaTa BereTauus u
MIPOBEXkKIAHUTE TIPE3 OHTOTECHE31Ca MEPOIIPUSATHS.
Hanuie e HapacTBamio norpedUTeICKo ThpceHe
Ha IPOAYKIHS C BUCOKO KadecTBO. To ce
orpeieNisi KaKTO OT BbHILHUS BUJ Ha IJIOJIOBETE
(BT, pasmep, popma, nurica Ha PU3NOIOTHIHA
HapylIeHHSI U THUEHE), TBBPIAOCT, TEKCTYypa,
CyXO BEIIECTBO, TaKa U OT OPTraHOJIENITUYHUTE
(BKyCOBM) M XpaHUTENHU KadyecTBa. B penuia
Cllydau UIMEHHO Ka4e€CTBOTO C€ pa3IIexk/1a KaTo
KJTFOYOB (DaKTOp 32 INIACUPAHETO Ha MPOIYKIHTA.
[Ipe3 nocnennuTe ronuHu 0dave OLEHSIBAHETO Ha
MPOAYKIIUATA CE CBEJIE 10 METPOJIOTUYHU €IMHULIU
(ronmemuHa, TPAHCTIOPTAOMITHOCT) M BCE TIO-MAJIKO
ce KOMEHTHpAT MPOMEHUTE B OMOXUMHIHHUTE
XapaKTEePUCTUKH.

Llen Ha nM3cnenBaHeTo € Ja c€ YCTaHOBU
BIIMSIHUETO HAa OPIraHUYHO, MUHEPAJTHO U OpraHo-
MHUHEPAJIHO TOPEHE BbPXY MOKA3aTeIUTe, KOUTO
XapaKTepu3npaT Ka4eCTBOTO Ha JIOMATH - KOHCEPBEH
THUI, KAKTO ¥ U3HOCA HA XPAHUTEIHH €JIEMEHTH
C MIPOYKIUSATA.

MarepuaJj 1 MeTOAH

ExcnepuMeHTHT € u3BeieH BbPXY aTyBHAIHO-
nuBaaHa moysa B Onurnoro noie Ha UTTA3P “H.
[Tymkapos”, B ¢. [{ananuua, [TnoBnuscka obaacr.
OnuThT ¢ IOMaTH € 3aJI0KEH CIIe] KyITypa-
THKBH, OTIVICJAHH Ha ChIATa IO U 10 ChIaTa
cxXeMa Ha TOpPeHE Tpe3 MpeaxoaHaTa ToIuHa.
ATpPOXUMUYHHSAT CHCTAB HA IOYBATA B OTIUTHHS
y4acTBK CJIe] MPUOUPAHETO HA PEeKoJiTaTa OT
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THKBH € TIoKa3aH B Ta0. 1. JlaHHWTE ca M3X0aHU
MIPY 3ajlararaHeTo Ha OMUTA C JOMAaTH.

[Nousara e cma6o xymycHa (1,37%), a uamepeHoTo
pH s xapakrepusupa karo ankanHa. Jlokaro npu
KOHTPOJTHUS BApUAHT — 0e3 TOpEHe 3aaceHoCcTTa
¢ noaABWXHU Gopmu Ha pocdop u Kanui e
cpenna o nqoo6pa (tadn. 1), To B pe3ynarar Ha
MPOIBIDKUTEITHOTO BHACSHE Ha 00OPCKH M ITHYN
TOp TIPY BapHAHTHUTE C 0OOPCKH TOP U CMECEHO
OpTaHO-MUHEPAITHO TOPEHE KOHIICHTPAIIMUTE Ha
NOJBMKHU POCHOPHU CHEAUHEHNS Ca JAETIPECUpaIio
BUCOKH. ChIBPIKaHHETO HAa MUHEPAJICH a30T BbB
BCUYKH BApHAHTH € HHUCKO, a MPHU TTOABYKHHS
KaJIMii 3aIIaceHOCTTa € Cpe/iHa JI0 100pa.

[Ipu 3anmaraneTo Ha omHTa € M3IOJI3BAH
OpraHvyeH Top (roBeXau 000PCKH TOP) MUHAI
pe3 MHCTaJalus 3a JoOuBaHe Ha Guoras.
Oprann4HusT TOp chabpxka: ooy N — 1,45%,
o6ur P — 2,32% u o6t K — 0,88%. Twit kato
ChIaBpKaHUETO Ha o011 ¢pocdop B mpodaTa OT
00OpCKHS TOP € MPEeKaJIeHO BUCOKO U OW ce
IIOJIyYHJIa HEJoIMycTUMa aucnporopuus — N: P:
K mpu MuHEepasHOTO TOpeHe, TO BapHaHTHUTE 2,
3 1 4 ca U3paBHEHU CaMO MO ChABPKAHUETO HA
001 a3or.

Karo n3xoH1 HOpMU 32 BapraHTa ¢ MUHEPAITHO
TopeHe — 3 Bapuanrt, ca npuetu N, P K, . —, Te.
30 kgN/da, P — 12 kgP/da, K — 15 kgK/da. ITpu
chabprkanue Ha 1,45% o011 a30T B 000pCKUs TOP,
Hopmata oT 30 kgN/da or BapranTa ¢ MUHEpPAIHO
TopeHe, chorBeTcTBa Ha 2069 kg/da, koiiTo ce
BHACS BbB BapHaHT 2. 32 BapUaHTa ChC CMECEHO
TOPEHE Ce J1aBaT MOJIOBHHATA OT TOPOBUTE HOPMHU
BbB BapuaHTu 2 u 3. [Ipunaranara arporexHuka
€ IpeJcTaBeHa B apyra nyonukanus (JlozaHosa,
2015). Pa3zmMepbT Ha MOJIUBHUTE HOPMHU U
pasnpeIeNieHneTo MM IPe3 BEereTallMOHHIS IEPUOJT
pu 75% o6e3neueHoCT Ha HallouTelIHaTa HopMa
e ot COopHUKa 32 MPOEKTHUSI TIOJIUBEH PEKUM,
pazpaboren ot XM no meToa Ha TeMIepaTypHUTe
cymu (I'amkancka u ap., 2015; [letkoB u ap.,
2007; Gadjalska et al. 2012;).



Taoauna 1. ArpoxuMHYHa XapakTepHUCTHKa Ha MoYBaTa Mpeu 3ajarane Ha onura ¢ gomaru (0-30cm).
Table 1. Agrochemical characterization of the soil before attempting to experiment with tomatoes (0-30

cm)

Bapuant
Variant

pH H20 pH KCl1

NH,-N+NO,; N(mg.
kg-1)

P,0,(mg.100g") | K,O(mg.100g™)

1. Konrpona 7,6 6,8

Control

12,7 14,5 14,8

2. O6opcku TOp 7,9 7,1
Farmyard ma-

nure

10,9 98,0 29.8

3. MuHnepaneHn 7,5 6,6
TOp

Mineral fertilizer

8,6 24,7 18,4

4.50%00.10p+50%aMuH.
TOp
Combined

7,9 7,0

14,4 79,0 22,6

3a nenuTe Ha U3CJIEIBAHETO € U3NOI3BaH
JE€TEpMUHAHTEH, TUPEKTeH copT — Puo ['panne,
CPEIIHO paHEH, KOHCEPBEH THUII. 3ajaraHeTo Ha
OINTA € U3BBPLICHO B HAYaJI0TO HA MECEL] FOHH,
KaTo € W3MO0JI3BaH eiHOMecedeH pascall. bepurdara
Ha IJIOZIOBETE € HallpaBeHa €IHOKPaTHO B cpefara
Ha cenTeMBpu. OnuTHUTE Napuenku ca no 30 M2
u cpabpxar 1o 80 pacteHus (ABypeIOBH JIEHTH)
Bceku BapuaHT cbIbpika 4 OBTOPEHUS.

XUMUYHHTE QHATU3U HA TIOYBEHUTE U PACTUTENHH
poOH B OMHKTA ca HAITPaBeHH MO Bb3npuetu B -1
“H. ITymxkapoB” meronuku. Cien u3cyniaBaHe
npu 650C ¢ npenBapuTenHa GUKcanus, CyXoTo
BemecTBo (ACB%) B pacTuTenHuTe npodu e
OIpe/IeNIeHO TerTOBHO. ChIbpKAHUETO Ha 00N
3axapu € ompeseneHo peppakromeTpudHo (%)
(Digital refractometer — 32 145), a Ha HUTpaTH
u o0 kucennnu ¢ anapar RQ flex plus 10 na
Merck.

BxiroueHuTe B M3CiI€IBaHETO MTAKa3aTeNN ca
OIIPEJEJIEHH 110 CTAaHAAPTHU METONUKHU. JlaHHUTE
OT 100MBHTE ca 00PAOOTEHH Upe3 CTAaTUCTUUECKU
naket Statgraphics (Anova).

Pe3ynraru u o6cbikaane
Enpunara Ha mimoioBete € BakeH MOp(oIorHIeH

IMPpU3HAK 3a OIPCACIISIHEC Ha Ka4C€CTBOTO. COpT’LT
Puo FpaHne € KOHCCPBCH THII, C ,ZlO6pI/I KadyeCTBa 3a

npepadotka (Dintcheva et al., 2008; Dintcheva et al.,
2010). Ilpu nurupana B mureparypara (Ilporpama
Ha M3X, 2009; Dintcheva et al., 2010) cpeana
Maca Ha 1uiozoBete ot To3u copT 80-90 rpama,
OCpe/IHeHaTa Maca Ha IJIOIOBETE OT BapuaHTa C
OpraHu4Ho TopeHe aoctura 124,5 rp. (ur. 1).
OueBUIHO NO-HUCKUS pean3upaH JOOUB OT TO3H
BapuaHT (Tabum. 3) e cmocoOcTBaN 3a popMHUpPaHETO
Ha T0-eJIpH IJI0A0BE. MacuTe Ha MJIOA0BETE OT
BapHUaHTHUTE C MUHEPAJIHO U CMECEHO TOPEHE ca
JIOKa3aHO IMO-HUCKHU OT TE€3U IPH PAaCTEHUSTA
C OPTaHUYHO TOPEHE, KaTO PA3IUKUTE MEXKIY
TSAX ca 0e3 cTaTucTUdecka Jokazanoct (¢ur. 1).
HesaBucumo oT TOBa, 4e BbPXY JIMCTHATA Maca Ha
pacTeHusITa ¢ OPraHMYHO U OPraHO-MUHEPATHO
TOpEHE € JOKa3aHO 3HAYUTEIHO IMO-TOJISIMO
HarajaeHue ot 0osiecT — KaprodeHa MaHa u
YEepHH JIMCTHU ME€THA B CPABHEHHUE C BapUaHTa C
mMuHepaiHo Topene (Jlozanosa, 2015; Bistrichanov
etal, 2016), mpu TuI010BETE OT BCUYKH BAPUAHTH
HAaIlaJICHUATA Ca He3HAUYNTEITHH.

Mesx 1y mokasaTenuTe ONpeaesIsiy KayeCTBOTO
Ha jjomaruTe (Tabdmn. 1) npegHa3HaueHu OCHOBHO
3a nmpepaboTBaTeiHaTa MPOMHUIILICHOCT ca
ChABPKAHUETO HA 3aXapH, KUCEIUHHU U CyXO
BeniectBo. [IpaBu BrieuarieHue, ye HETOPEHUTE
pactenus opMHUpAT HE CaMo JAPEOHH III0I0BE, HO
¥ OMOXUMHYHHTE UM MTOKA3aTeU ca 3HAYUTEITHO
MO-JIOIIX OT TE€3H IPH BAPUAHTHUTE C TOPEHE.
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140.00 ®ur.1. BausHue Ha NPUIIOKEHOTO TOPEHE
124.47 BBPXY MacaTa Ha IIOJOBETE OT JOMATH
59 120.00 106.00 — Figure 1. Effect of fertilization on biomass
§ 100.00 of tomatoes fruits.
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Taoauna 2 . [Toxasarenn 3a Ka4eCTBO Ha IUIOAOBETE HA JOMATH.

Table 2. Parameters of tomatoes quality

Bapuanr O06mu 3axapu O0um kucenn ACB (%) Abs.dry matter
Variant Total sugars (%) Total acids (%)

1. Kontpona 3,2 0,42 4.45
Control

2. O6opcku TOp 4,8 0,44 5,26
Farmyard manure

3. MuHepaJieH Top 3,6 0,49 5,05
Mineral fertilizers

4. 50% 006.1op+50% 4,5 0,45 4,76
MUH.TOP

combined

B u3BeICHUAT OMUT U3MEPEHUTE CTOMHOCTH 32
ChAbpKaHUE Ha OO 3aXapy Bapupar Mexny 3,2 1
4,8% u ca CbU3MEpHUMI C IITHPAHUTE B JINTEpaTypaTa
— 1,65 - 6,0% (Bacunesa, 2015; Mutosa, 2007;
Ho, 1996). [lnomoBeTe OT BApUAHTUTE C ITHITHO
OpPTaHMYHO U CMECEHO TOPEHE MMaT Hali- TOJISIMO
3axapHo chabpkanue — 4,8 u 4,5%. OprannyauTe
KHCEJIMHH OTIPEIEIISIT BKyCOBUTE KadyecTBa Ha
nomarute. B chcTaBa M peoOiiazaBar IMMOHEHATA
n s0bTYeHa KucennHu. KakTo HHUCKOTO, Taka U
MPEKAJICHO BHCOKOTO KHCEITMHHO ChIIbPKaHUE
MIOHM)KABAT XPaHHUTETHATA CTOMHOCT Ha TIO/IOBETE
u npepaboreHara nponykuus (Bacunesa, 2015;
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[[Ta6an u ap., 2014; Oms-Oliub et al., 2011 ).
3a 1enuTe Ha KOHCEpBHATa MPOMMUIIIJIEHOCT Ce
MPEANIOYUTAT COPTOBE C MO-HUCKO KHCEITMHHO
chaAbpkaHue. Mi3BecTHO e, ue MUHEPaIHOTO TOPEHE
MOKa4YBa ChIbPKAHUETO HA OOIIM KHCEIHHU B
noMateHuTe tionose (Bacunesa, 2015; Murosa,
2007; PaiikoBa, 1977; l11aban u ap., 2014). B onura
MOJTyYEHUTE Pe3yaTaTy 3a OOIIN KUCEITUHN UMaT
OJTM3KK CTOMHOCTH Tpu BCUYKHK BapuaHTH (0,42
—0,49%) kato Haill-BHCOKa € KHUCEIMHHOCTA MPU
IUIOJIOBETE C MUHEPAIIHO TopeHe. ChIbpiKaHUETO
Ha CYXO0 BEUIECTBO € OT ChILIECTBEHO 3HAYCHHE 32
JIOMaTHTE MpeIHa3HaueHU 32 KOHCEpBUPAHe.



Tadmmnua 3. Cpabpkanue Ha XpaHUTETHU eneMeHTH (%) B pacTeHus: OT JoMaru - copT Rio grande B kpast
Ha BereTalusITa.
Table 3. Element content in tomatoes plant (%)

Bapuant Fruits
Variant N P K Ca Mg K/Mg K/Cat+Mg

1. Konrpomna 1,22 0,58 4.9 0,20 0,25 19,6 10,9
control

2. O6opcku 1,05 0,57 5,0 0,13 0,13 38,5 19,2
TOp
Farmyard
manure

3. MunepaneH 1,40 0,62 5,0 0,13 0,13 38,5 19,2
TOp
Mineral
fertilizers

4. 50%00. 1,15 0,63 6,0 0,11 0,14 429 24,0
TOp +
50%MuH.
TOp
Combined

Tab6auua 4 . VI3HOC Ha MaKpO- U OJUTOETICMEHTH ¢ TOOWBA IJIOJOBE OT JIOMAaTH
Table 4. Uptake of macro- and oligoelements of tomato fruit yield

Bapuanr | [loOus Cyxa maca W3noc
Variants kg.da-1 kg.da-1 kg.da-1

N P K Ca Mg

1. 1670,10 74,32 0,91 0,43 3,64 0,15 0,19
KonTpona
Control

2. 2342,60 123,22 1,29 0,70 6,16 0,16 0,16
O6opcku
TOp
Farmyard
manure

3. 3548,60 179,20 2,51 1,11 8,96 0,23 0,23
Mumnepanex
TOp
Mineral
fertilizers

4.50% 4307,40 205,03 2,36 1,29 12,30 0,23 0,29
00.10p +
50% MuH.
TOp
Combined
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Taoauna S. [TouBeHa peakiyst 1 OCTaTbUHU ChIABPIKAHNS Ha XPAHUTEIIHU €JIEMEHTH CJIe]] TPUKITIOYBaHe Ha

onuta ¢ fomatu (0-30cm)

Table 5. Soil reaction and residual content of nutrients after completion of the tomato experience (0-30cm)

BapuanTt pH
Variant

H20 pH KCl

NH,*-N+NO, -
N(mg.kg")

P205
(mg.100g™)

K,0
(mg.100g™1)

1. Konrpona 7,8 6,9
control

18,4

11,6 13,1

2. O6opcku 7,9 7,1
TOp
Farmyard
manure

20,6

41,7 17,7

3. MunepaneH 7,6 6,9
TOp

Mineral fertil-
izers

232

24,2 23,5

4. 50%006.10p 7,5 6,8
+ 50%MuH.
TOp
combined

18,4

36,2 22,2

B nureparypara rpaHUYHHATE CTOMHOCTH 32 TO3U
nokasaren ca mexay 4,3 u 8,0% (1Llaban u ap.,
2014; Atanasova et al., 2009; Dintcheva et al.,
2008). IlmonoBeTe OT BapuaHTa ¢ OPTaHUYHO
TOpPEHE UMAaT Hall- ToJIsIMO chabpkaHue (5,26%)
Ha a0COJTIOTHO CyXO BEILIECTBO, KOETO € 10CTa Mo~
HHUCKO OT U3MEPEHUTE ChAbpKaHus (6,9-7,8%) B
OITUT C HAPACTBAIIU TOPOBU HOPMH BbPXY ChIIIUS
NOYBeH THII, ¢ ToMaTh — Rio fuego (Atanasova et
al., 2009). AHanu3bT 32 ChbPIKAHUE HA HUTPATH
B JIOMaTEHHTE TUIOJIOBE B OOTaHMYECKA 3PSIIOCT
MI0Ka3a JIMIICA Ha TAaKWBa.

Upes miogoBeTe Ha AOMATHTE B OpraHu3Ma
MOCTHIIBAT U PEeIHIla MUHEPAITHU BEILECTBA,
0€3 KOMTO YOBEIIKHSI OPTaHU3bM HE MOXKE J1a Ce
pa3BuBa U QpyHKIMOHUPA HOpMaIHO. ETo 3ammio
CBHIBPKAHUETO Ha MAKPO- , OJIUTO- K MUKPOECIIEMEHTH
B TUIOJIOBETE HA JOMATUTE CHIIIO € IMOKa3aTen 3a
kadecTBOTO M. B 100 rpama jomaTeHu miogose
ce cpabpkar: 15 mg azor, 243 mg kanwuii, 35 mg
docdop, 8 mg kanmmii, 20 mg maruesu, 0,5 mg
xensso (Iaban u ap., 2014). CeabpxaHueTo
Ha OO0III a30T B IJIOZIOBETE HA Y3PSUIUTE AOMATH
(Tabm. 2) e ¢ ONU3KU CTOMHOCTHU MEXTy OTICTHUTE
BApUAHTU U ce ABMKK Mexy 1,05% npu BapuanTa c
obopckwu Top u 1,40% 1pH II00BETE C MHHEPATTHO
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TopeHe. OTYETEeHUTE ChABPKAHUS CA 3HAUUTETHO
M0-HUCKU OT IIOCcoYeHUTe B uteparypara (boresa
u ap., 2010; Bacunesa, 2015; Mutosa, 2007)
kaTto ontuMannu (2,03-2,3%). Karo ce cpau
M0 CHIBP)KAHUETO Ha MUHEpaAJICH a30T (Tadl.
4) u3mMepeHo B KOPEHOOOUTAEMHUs CJIIOU B Kpas
Ha MU3CJICBAHETO, PACTEHUSTA Ca Ce Pa3BUBAJIU
B YCJIOBHUS HAa HEJIOMMBUYHO a30THO XpaHEHE.
HesaBucuMo 0T BUCOKHTE OCTaThUHH ChIbP/KaHUS
B I10YBaTa Ha MOJBMXEH Pocdop B Kpast Ha onUTa
(Tabi. 4), 3MepeHnTe KOHIEHTpauu Ha pocdop
B IJIOJIOBETE HAa TOPEHUTE BapUaHTHU ca Jlajied
OT TOpHAaTa TpaHulla MOCOYEHa KaTo ONTUMATHA
(1,03%) ot penuna aBropu (Mutona, 2007;
[[TaGan u np., 2014). CeabprxanusTa Ha hochop
B ioMareHuTe miogoBe ca mexay 0,57 u 0,70%
(Tabm. 2). Cpaeiiku mo OIM3KUTE CTOWHOCTH HA
dhocdopa uzmMepeHu B IIIOI0BETE HA HETOPCHUTE
Y TOPEHU PACTEHUSI MOXKE J1a C€ MPEJIOJIOXKH,
4ye TO3U MOoKa3aTell € TeHeTUYHO (PUKCHUpaH U ce
BiHsie ¢1a00 OT m3nuTBaHus daktop. 3mMepenute
CTOMHOCTHU Ha KaJIUI B IUIO0OBETE ca Mexay 4,9
u 6,0% u ca cpbusmepuMu ¢ nocoyeHure (4,1-
5,6%) ot npyru aBropu (boresa u Kocrosa, 2009;
Bacwunesa, 2015; PaiikoBa, 1977). C Haii- roismo
KaJIMEBO ChIbPKAHUE ca IUI0JJOBETE HA paCTEHUSTA



ChC CMeCEHO TopeHe. ChAbpKAHUATA HA KLU B
IUIOIOBETE OT PA3JIMYHUTE BAPHAHTH Ca B JIOJTHATA
rpanuia Ha ontumyma (0,13-0,36%), a Ha MarHe3us
—no-uuckw ot nocouenute (boresa u KamOyposa,
2011; Murona, 2012) xaro ontumanau (0,27-
0,33%). Jlokaro kaius caMo B IJIOAOBETE Ha
PacCTEHHATA ChC CMECEHO TOPEHE € T0J] ONTUMYyMa,
TO TIPH BCUYKH TOPESHU BapUAHTU MarHE3UEBOTO
ChABPXKAHUE € HUCKO. BeposiTHa mpuyunHa 32 TOBA
MO’KE /12 Ca BUCOKHTE OCTAaThUHH ChIAbPIKaHHS HA
nofiBrkeH Gocdop B TOpeHUTE BAPHAHTH HA OTIUTA,
IPH KOETO Ce 3aTPYy/IHSABA YCBOSABAHETO HA MATHE3MS
OT PACTeHHSATA, a CHIIO TaKa M XapaKTEPHOTO
3a aJyBHAJHO-JIMBAIHUTE IMOYBU — HUCKOTO
ChJIbPKaHUE Ha IMOJIBIKHU (DOPMHU HA MarHE3Hi
B KopeHooOuTaemus cior — 32,8 mg.100g™" npu
ONTUMAaJIHA 3allaCeHOCT OT nopsiabka Ha 40-60
mg.100g" (PaiikoBa, 1977). [loka3arencTso 3a
e (pUIUTHOTO KAJIIUEBO U 0COOEHO MarHe3MeBO
XpaHEHe Ha PACTEHUATA Ca U CbOTHOILICHHUATA HA
K/Mg u K/Ca+Mg (tabi. 2) KOUTO ca jganede oT
ONITHMAJIHUTE TIOCOYEHH B JINTEpaTypara, MexI1y
14,9 u 15,6 3a crorHOmICHHETO HAa K/Mg 1 8,2
u 17,6 3a K/CatMg (MateB u Cranues, 1979;
Muroa u {unes, 2012).

B Tabmuna 3 ca npeacTaBeHH NOTyYSHUTE
JTOOMBH M M3HECEHUTE OT MOYBATa XPAHUTEIHU
€JIEMEHTHU C peKoJITara oT JoMaTH. M3HecenuTe
KOJINYECTBA XPAaHUTEIHU BEUIECTBA Ca HUCKHU
Y TOBa C€ ABJDKHM HA CICIHUTE MPUYHUHU, OT
KOUTO 3aBUCH (OPMHUPAHETO HA U3HOCHUTE: 1.
CPaBHUTEIHO HUCKU JIOOUBU; 2. MO-HUCKHU OT
ONTUMAITHUTE ChIIbPKAHUSI HA XPAHUTEITHUTE
€JIEMEHTH U CyXO BEHIecTBO B Iiogosere. [lo-
HUCKHUTE OT UTHPAHUTE B JINTEPATypaTa JOOMBU
(MuroBa u ap., 2015; Atanasova et al., 2009) ca
pe3ysiTaT KakTo Ha HEMOAXOMASIIO MPUIIOKEHA
arpoTexHuKa, Taka ¥ Ha cjadara yCTOHYMBOCT Ha
copTa CbM HSIKOM MKOHOMHYECKH BayKHH 00JIeCTH
(Bistrichanov et al., 2016). B cwmoro Bpeme
OTpUILIATEIHA XaPAKTEPUCTUKA 32 U3IUTBAHMS
COPT € U HUCKOTO ChIbP’KaHUE Ha CyXO BELIECTBO,
KOETO IPH YCJIOBUSATA HA U3BEACHHUS OIHUT CE BIIUSC
cJ1a00 OT MPHUIIOKEHOTO TOPEHE.

H3Boau

3a cMeTKa Ha HUCKHS TOOWB TUIOOBETE HA
JIOMaTUTE C OPraHMYHO TOPECHE UMAT Hai-eapu
IJIOZIOBE, C MO-BUCOKO ChIIbPIKaHUE Ha 00K 3aXapu
Y CyXO BELIECTBO B CPABHEHHE C TIPOAYKIHUATA OT
pacTeHUsITa C MUHEPATHO ¥ OPraHO-MUHEPATHO
TopeHe. MI3MepeHOTO KHCEIMHHO ChIbpIKaHHE €
Haii-BUCOKO B JIOMAaTHTE C MHHEPAIHO TOPEHE.

M3HeceHuTe ¢ mIo0BeTe Ha TOPSHUTE BApUAHTH
KOJIMYECTBA XPAHUTEIHU BEILECTBA (C U3KITFOUCHHIE
Ha Kajms) ca Hucku (Mexay 1,29 u 2,51 kg N.da'';
0,70-1,29 kg P.da'; 6,16-12,30 kg K.da'; 0,16-
0,23 kg Ca.da’'; 0,16-0,29 kg Mg .da™'), koero ce
JTBJDKY Ha CIICTHUTE MPUYMHK: CPABHUTEITHO HUCKU
JOOMBH; TIO-HUCKH OT ONITUMAJTHUTE ChIbPIKaAHUS
Ha XPaHUTEITHUTE CIIEMCHTH M CYyXO BEIICCTBO B
IUIOJIOBETE.

Hopwmara ot N, P K ., chorBercTBamia upes
a30THOTO cu chabpxkanue Ha 2069 kg/da, o6opcku
TOp 3 YCJIOBHSITA HA N3BEJICHUS OITUT HE OCUTYPSIBA
ONTHMAJIHA CPe/ia 32 PA3BUTHETO U IUIOI0/IABAHETO
Ha JIOMaTeHUTE PACTEHHUS1, KOETO HAMHPa H3pa3 B
pe3yNTaTUTe OT PACTUTEIHKS aHAJIN3 U M3HOCA Ha
XPaHUTEITHU CJIIEMEHTH C MPOAYKIIUATA.

OnuTuTe Aa ce MOCTUTHE 0ajlaHC MEXIY
XPaHHUTETHUTE EICMEHTH B 10YBATa U B YCBOSBAHETO
MM OT PaCTCHHUSTA, UPE3 H3PABHABAHE HA ChIbPIKAHKSTA
Ha XPAHUTEIHUTE CJICMCHTH Ype3 OPraHUIHOTO
1 MHHEPAJIHO TOPEHE ca MPaKTUYCCKU TPYIHO
OCBIIIECTBUMH TIOPAIH JTUCTIPOIIOPIIMOHAITHOTO
UM ChIIbPKaHUE B O0OPCKHUS TOP.
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