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Abstract

The aim of the study was to compare the effect of the use of sewage sludge for waste water
(WWTP) and poultry manure as soil improvers in agriculture.
Greenhouse pot experiments were conducted with Haplic Luvisols and Haplic Vertisols. The ex-

periment was carrying out with 1 kg soil per pot in three replicates. Treatments with sewage sludge
and poultry manure are: control (without soil ameliorative substance (AS), 3, 5, 10 and 15% AS of
soil mass. The culture used as indicators in all greenhouse experiment was maize. Statistical analy-

sis of yield data was made.

The conducted statistical analysis of data obtained from corn grown on the two soils under condi-
tions of pot experiments show that the main influencing the yield factor is the fertilization rate, fol-

lowed by the type of used fertilizer and soil kind.

The variation in yield, depending on the fertilizing rate, was 45.03% of the total variation, the type
of fertilizer — 6.10% and the kind soil — 5.65%. The crop response to fertilization was highest for

treatments with poultry manure.

To obtain more accurate results, it is necessary to continue research under field conditions.
Key words: soil, poultry manure, sewage sludge, soil improvers

lMpe3 nocnegHuTe rogvHW ce wmarpaguxa wm
BMA30Xa B eKkcnnoarauusa ronsm 6pon npeync-
TBaATEINHU CTaHUMKM 3a oTnagbyHmn Boam (MCOB).
Mpn GuoNoOrMYHOTO NpeyncTBaHe ce nonyvasar
ronemMn KonudecTtea yTarnku. Te npeacraensasar
ekonorm4eH npobrem, Tbi KaTo ce TpynaT B pa-
MNOHa Ha cTaHuunTe, 3aTpyaHsBaT TAXHOTO (PyHK-
UMOHMpaHe 1 moraT Aa 3aMbpcaT npupoaHata
cpega. OcBeH TOBa yTalKuTe Ca U OpraHWYeH
pes3epB BbB Bpb3ka C HEAOCTUra Ha OpraHuYHU
M3TOYHUUM B HalwlaTa cTpaHa. B npeavwHm Hawm
n3cneaBaHusi ce yCTaHOBMU, Ye yTankute ca buo-
mMaca, borata Ha Makpo- U MUKPOESNEMEHTU N MO-
rat Aa ce usnonseaTt B 3emegerickarta npaktuka

kaTto noyBeHn nogobputenu (MapuHoea, 2008;
Marinova et al., 2012a).

MTnumnaT Top e ueHeH 6bp3oaencTBaly, n Bu-
COKOKOHLEHTpUpaH Top. Ton e Han-6oratnsat ot
BCVYKM OpraHn4Hu Topose. [NTnumnaT Top cbabp-
)Ka Tpy NbTU NOBEYE a3oT U Kanum 1 OKOmo YeTu-
py NbTK NoBeYe ocdop B CpaBHEHNE C OOUKHO-
BeHus obopckn Top. CpeaHo OT edHa KOKOLLKa-
Hocauyka C Terno okosio 2 kg AHEBHO ce oTAensT
okorno 120 g eKkckpemeHTU. MKoHOMUYeCKNAT
aHanus3 nokasea, Ye caMo OT npepaboTkata Ha
ATUYNTE EKCKPEMEHTM UNKN NTU4aTa nocrernka B
egHa nTuuedepma 3a KOKOLUKM HOCAYKuM MOXe
Aa ce OCUTypsiT OOMbIIHUTENHN AOXOOM B pas-
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mMep Ha 17 — 18% oOT npuxogmnte OT OCHOBHAaTa
AeHOCT — npogaxbarta Ha snua 1 NTu4e Meco,
a B ntuuedepma 3a oTrnexgaHe Ha Gponnepwm
cbotBeTHO 12 — 15% oOT ocHoBHaTa OenHOCT
(OparaHoBa, Murnikos, 2010). C 6oratoTo cu Cb-
AbpXaHue aobpe YrHUnMAT NTUYM TOp € NOAXO-
AsiLL, 3a U3Mnon3BaHe KaTo nodBeH nogobputen B
pacTeHNEBBLACTBOTO.

Llenta Ha uscneasaHeto Gelle ga ce ycTaHo-
BW CPaBHUTENHUAT eddeKkT npu U3norssaHe Ha
yTanky OT NpeyvncTBaTenHy CTaHuMn 3a oTnagby-
HW1 Boan (MCOB) n NTK4YM TOp KaTo NOYBEHU MO-
[obpuTenu B CENcKoTo CTONAHCTBO Ypes3 U3nons-
BaHe Ha MaTeMaTUKO-CTaTUCTUYECKN aHanus.

MaTtepuan n metogm

lNpoBeaeHn ca BeretaunoHHM CbAOBWU ONUTK
BbpXy ArnyBuanHo-nmBagHa no4ysa oT paroHa Ha
KybpaTtoBo u MN3nyxeHa CmonHuua ot boxypu-
we. OnuTtuTe ca 3anoxeHn B cbaose oT 1 kg 3
NoBTOPEHMUS. M3nuTaHn ca crnegHnTe BapuaHTu:
KOHTporna (HeTtopeH BapuaHT), 3%, 5%, 10% n
15% OT TernoTo Ha no4yBarta BHeceH nogobpu-
Ten. MNpu BCUYKKM 3anoXeHn BEreTaLMOHHM ONNTK
MHOUKaTOpHa KynTypa e uapesuvua, oTrnegaHa
0o pbeHodasa 7-8-mu nucT.

MNpeon 3anaraHe Ha onNUTUTE MNO4YBMTE Cca
aHanuanpaHu 3a CbabpXKaHMe Ha OCHOBHW Xpa-
HUTENHN EeNEMEHTU N HAKOW TEXKU MeTanu no
cTaHgapTHU metoau, nsnonssanHu B UMAS3P H.
MywkapoB” (dpocdop 1 Kanui — No MeToda Ha
M. iBaHOB; amMoOHMEB N HUTpaTeH as3oT — BC
1ISO14255:2002; o610 cbaobpXaHMe Ha TEXKK
metann —BC EN — 13346: 2000, BM — 1: 2007).
XapakTepuUCTUKNTE Ha MNOYBEHMTE MogobpuTe-
nute (NTMYKM TOp M yTamrka) ca onpegeneHu no
cnegHuTe metoaum: obuy asot — BAC EN 13342:
2003, ISO 11261: 2002; noasmxHM hopmmn doc-
dop — BAC ISO 11263: 2002; pH — BAC EN
12176: 2004 ; amoHMEB N HUTpaTeH a3oT — BAC
1ISO14255: 2002; 06LWO cbaobpXaHNE Ha TEXKM
metanu — BC EN — 13346: 2000, BM — 1: 2007;
cyx octatbk — BC EN 12880: 2003.

M3BbpLUEeH e cTaTUCTUYECKM aHanua Ha nony-
YeHnTe AaHHM 3a Oobuea.

Pe3yntatu n o6cbxaaHe

[laHHUTEe OT arpoXMMMYHMA aHanua Ha Any-
BManHo-nMBagHaTa novsa oT panoHa Ha Kybpa-
TOBO NMoKasBart, 4e noysata e gobpe 3anaceHa c
nogswkeH coccop (19,0 mg P,O./100 g nousa)
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¥ ¢ nodBwxeH kanuii (25,6 mg K,0/100 g nousa),
a MMHEpPanHUST a3oT e C NpPeBeC Ha amoHMeBaTa
dopma. OBLLOTO KONMMYECTBO Ha TEXKUTE Me-
Tanu B no4eaTta € nog npeaenHo AonyctumuTe
kKoHueHTpauuu (MOK).

M3nyxeHata CmonHuua ot panoHa Ha bo-
Xypuie e MHOro gobpe 3anaceHa ¢ NOABUXEH
kanun — 35,8 mg K,0/100 g no4sa, n nobpe
3anaceHa ¢ yCBOUM 3a pacTeHusiTa pocdop —
28,5 mg P,0,/100 g noysa. MuHepanHuat asot
e C npeBec Ha amoHueBaTta dopma. O6woTo
KONMMYEeCTBO Ha TexkuTe metanu e nog MNak.

Pesyntatute OT arpoOXMMWYHWSE aHanM3 Ha
NTMYMA TOP NOKA3BaT, Ye ToM e CbC crnabo ankan-
Ha peakuus (Tabn. 1). CbabpXKaHMETO Ha Cyxo
BeLLecTBO e BUCOKO (93,4%), a Ha opraHn4Hus
BbIMEepod He ce pasnuyaBa CbLUECTBEHO OT
TOBa, MOMYYEHO NPV NPEAMVLIHM HalWn mnscneg-
BaHus (Marinova et al., 2012b; Zlatareva et al.,
2013; Toncheva et al., 2014). O6wumat asoT e
cpaBHuUTENHO BUCOK — 1,91%. PasnpegeneHune-
TO Ha asoTa N0 MWHEpanHM pakumm nokasea,
4ye Ha HUTPaTHUA asoT € TpY MbTU NO-BUCOKO OT
ToBa Ha amoHuesusi. O4yeBMAHO Npe3 nepuoaa
Ha CbXpaHeHWe N yrHMBaHe Ha NTU4Ms Top npo-
LEHTHOTO CbAbpKaHMe Ha aMOHsIKa € HaMansno
Obp30 1 ca ce BroWnn XpaHUTENHUTE KavyecT-
Ba Ha Topa.

CbabpkaHmeTo Ha o6 dhocdop, KakTo 1 Ha
noaBWXHUTE My bOopMM, KOMTO ONpeaenaT xpa-
HEHEeTO Ha pacTeHusiTa ca BUCOKW. [TnumaT Top
e borat Ha kanuueBuM U MarHesveBun CbeauHe-
HUs. KOHUEHTpauusaTa Ha M3crnegBaHUTe TEXKU
MeTanu e nog AonyCTUMUTE rpaHuLM.

XMMMYHaTa xapakTepucTuMka Ha K3nonsBa-
HaTa yTanka ot NCOB — Codua nokasea, ye
CbObpPKaHNETO Ha obLy a30T € mManko B npec-
TosinaTa noseve ot roguHa ytarika (0,79%). No-
AobHM ca n pesynTatuTe 3a obLwmuTe KonmyecTaa
docop n kanuin. ToBa BEPOSATHO CE OAbITKN Ha
cneuncpmkata Ha npouecute npu obpasyBaHe
Ha yTarkute B NpeYncTBaTeNHUTE CTaHUMM U Ha
aTmocdpepHu 3arybum npes nepmnoga Ha cbxpaHe-
HuneTo uMm. Peakuusita Ha cpeaata (pH) e 6nuska
A0 HeyTpanHata (Taén. 1).

KonnyecTtBata Ha uscneaBaHuUTe TEXKM Me-
Tann e nog NAK n He npeacTaensBaTt onacHOCT
npv N3NON3BaHETO Ha YTaNKMUTEe B NpakTUKara.

HaHHuTe 3a nobusuTe (bMomaca) oT uapesu-
ua, nornyyYeHu OoT Cb4OBUTE ONUTK Bapupart, Kak-
TO B pes3ynTar OT BMAa Ha BHeceHus nogobpu-



Tern, Taka U OT HOPMUTE Ha TOpeHe U NOYBEHOTO
pasnuuve.

3a [a ce oLeHM CTeneHTa Ha BNusHWe Ha 13-
NUTBaHUTE PaKTOPU € N3BBbPLLEH CTATUCTUYECKM
aHanu3 Ha nony4yeHuTe pesynTaTu.

Tabnuua 1. AepoxumuyHa xapakmepucmuka Ha u3-
rnon3saHume rio4yeeHu nodobpumernu

Table 1. Agrochemical indices of the used soil ame-
liorative substances

Mokazarenun MTrum Top YTaka or
MCOB
pH (8 H,0) 7,5 7,34
Bnara, % 6,6 33,04
Cyx octatbk, % 93,4 66,96
OpraHuyeH C, % 25,42 5,63
oo6w P, % 2,8 0,37
o6w N, % 1,91 0,79
o6w K, % 1,6 0,17
06w Cao, % 3,8 4,23
o6w MgoO, % 1,9 1,00
Mons. N-NH,,% 0,049 0,01
Moas. N-NO,,% 0,25 0,03
S (kat0 SO,), % 0,36 0,69
As, mg/kg <5 <5
Cd, mg/kg <0,4 1,7
Co, mg/kg 4.1 -
Cr ,mg/kg 21,0 35,3
Cu, mg/kg 107,8 179,8
Hg, mg/kg <1 <1
Ni, mg/kg 27,0 24,4
Pb, mg/kg <5 78,7
Zn, mg/kg 687,3 461,1

AHann3bT Nokasea, Ye OT3UBYMBOCTTA Ha La-
peBuMLUaTa KbM PaBHULLETO HA TOPEHE € No-BUCO-
Ka npu BHacsiHe Ha NTu4m Top (ocobeHo npu N3-
ny>xxeHata CmonHuua), kato nonyyeHmTe obmem
OT bMomaca ce U3MeHNAT B Hal-ronsiM gnanasoH
C HapacTBaHe Ha TopoBaTta Hopma: ot 17,02 oo
42,31 g/cba npy AnyBuarnHo-nMBagHaTa noysa u
oT 14,92 no 65,51 g/cba npu UsnyxxeHata Cmon-
HWUUA, a cpegHUTe Oo6MBK ca CbOoTBETHO 28,436
g/cba 3a AnyBmnanHo-nMBagHaTa noysa u 33,769
g/cba 3a N3nyxenata CmonHuua (tabn. 2).

Mpu BHacsAHe Ha yTankaTa kaTto noyYBeH nogoo-
puten gobusute Bapupart ot 15,48 no 31,31 g/
cbA 3a AnysunanHo-nueagHata noysa u ot 14,75
0o 41,59 g/cba 3a NanyxeHata CMmonHuua, KaTto
cpegHuTe 0obusm ca CboTBETHO 24,156 g/cba n
28,251 g/cba.

BapupaHeTo B fobusuTe, nony4eHn npm BHa-
CsIHE Ha MNTUYKM TOP € MHOro MO-BMCOKO OT TOBa
npu yTankute — KOeUUMEHTBLT Ha Bapuauus 3a
UanyxeHata CmonHuua e 46,65%, a 3a Anysu-
anHo-nuBagHaTa noyea € 26,57%, gokarto npwu
yTankuTe e CboTBeTHO 25,66% 1 15,18%.

3a Oa ce oueHU cTeneHTa Ha BNUSIHWE Ha U3-
nuTBaHUTe doakTopu (rnoyeeHo pasnu4yue, sud Ha
8HacsH nodobpumert N pasHUWE Ha MOPEHE) e
N3BbPLUEH AUCMNEPCUOHEH aHanM3 Ha OaHHUTe
3a pobmeuTe OT uapeBuua (Guomaca — CBEXO
Terno, g) (tabn. 3).

OT HanpaBeHUs1 OUCMEPCUOHEH aHanu3 Ha
AaHHUTE ce BWXOaA, Ye BIUSIHWETO Ha pasnuvu-
HUTE BMOOBE NOOOOpUTENW, HaA HOPMUTE Ha
TOpEeHe, KakTo M Ha no4vsaTa, € CTaTUCTUYECKM
3Ha4YMMO W [0Ka3aHO NPU HMBO HA BEPOSITHOCT

Tabnuya 2. fJeckpunmusHa cmamucmuka Ha 0aHHUmMe 3a dobusa om yapesuuya (g/cbo)
Table 2. Descriptive statistics of yield data of maize (g/pot)

BHeceH Top Min Max | Mean | Std. dev | Var. | C, (%)
AnyBuanHo-nuBagHa noysa
YTarku 15,48 31,31 24,156 3,667 13,449 15,18
MTnun Top 17,02 42,31 28,436 7,555 57,076 26,57
ManyxeHa CmonHuua
YTaiku 14,75 41,59 28,251 7,250 52,567 25,66
MTnum Top 14,92 65,51 33,769 15,752 248,133 46,65

Min — MmuHumaneH gobvs (g);

Max — makcumaneH gobvs (g)

Mean — cpegeH gobus (g);

Std. dev. — cTaHOApPTHO OTKITOHEHWUE;
Variance — gucnepcus Ha goouBuTe;
Cv — koehmumeHT Ha Bapuaums.
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Tabnuuya 3. [JucnepcuoHeH aHanus Ha cpedHume cymapHu dobusu om yapesuua buomaca (g/cbd) ebe ge-
eemauyuoHeH ekcriepumeHm 8bpxy AnysuanHo-nueadHa noysa u ManyxeHa CMonHuya npu u3ronseaHe Ha
ymadlka u nmu4u mop

Table 3. Analysis of variance of the average total yields of maize biomass (g/pot) in the greenhouse pot experi-
ment on Haplic Luvisols and Haplic Vertisols using sludge and poultry manure

M3TouHMK Ha BapupaHe DF SS SS (%) S? F-otHOweHne/P%
O6wa 59 5896,291 100,00
BapuaHTu Ha TopeHe (V) 4 2655,345 45,03 663,836 21,426/0,000***
Mouga (S) 1 333,374 5,65 333,374 10,760/0,002**
Buga top (F) 1 360,003 6,10 360,003 11,620/0,002**
V*S 4 535,747 9,09 133,936 4,323/0,005**
V*F 4 603,581 10,24 150,895 4,870/0,003**
S*F 1 5,747 0,10 5,747 0,186/0,669
V*S*F 4 163,207 2,77 40,802 1,317/0,280
Mpeluka 40 1239,289 21,02 30,982
2 ropene Top Movsa (0 coon To1mo)
1 yTanka AnyBuarnHo-nvBagHa 21,620
1 yTanka ManyxeHna CmonHuua 18,830
1 nTU4M TOP AnysuanHo-nnBagHa 21,207
1 nTU4M TOP ManyxeHna CmonHuua 16,907
2 yTanka AnysuanHo-nuBagHa 22,327
2 yTanka ManyxeHna CmonHuua 26,077
2 nTU4M TOP AnysuanHo-nnBagHa 23,210
2 nTU4M TOP ManyxeHna CmonHuua 18,793
3 yTanka AnysuanHo-nuBagHa 24,183
3 yTanka ManyxeHna CmonHuua 29,467
3 nTU4M TOP AnysuanHo-nuBagHa 29,353
3 nTU4M TOP ManyxeHna CmonHuua 34,773
4 yTanka AnyBuarnHo-nvBagHa 24,520
4 yTanka ManyxeHna CmonHuua 35,107
4 nTU4M TOP AnyBuarnHo-nvBagHa 33,177
4 nTU4M TOP ManyxeHna CmonHuua 47,593
5 yTanka AnysuanHo-nnBagHa 28,130
5 yTanka ManyxeHa CmonHuua 31,777
5 nTNU4M TOP AnysuanHo-nnBagHa 35,233
5 nTNU4M TOP ManyxeHna CmonHuua 50,780

HMAP 5% = 9,185

HMAP 1% = 12,290

HMAP 0,1% = 16,139

DF — cTtenenu Ha cBobopaa;

SS - o6La cyma oT KBagpaTuUTe Ha OTKIOHEHMATa Ha BCUYKMN HabnogeHns B onvTa OT TaxHaTa obLa cpegHa
CTOMHOCT;

SS (%) — cyma o1 kBagpaTuTe B % crnpsmo obliarta cyma;

S? — cpeneH KBagpaT Ha OTKINOHEHUATA;

F-oTHoweHre Ha Puwwep (OTHOWeEHME M/y CpefHUs KBagpaT Ha BCEKW edVH OT uscnenBaHuTe chakTopu u
B3aUMOZENCTBNETO M/y TAX U CPEAHUS KBaApaT Ha rpeLukaTa);

P% — npepenHa BeposaTHOCT (* - BEpPOATHOCT Aa ce crpelmn B 5% o1 cnyvauTe; ** - B 1% OT cnyvauTe;

*** -8 0,1% OT cnyyauTe).
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Que. 1. Basucumocmu ,HOpMU Ha mopeHe — dobus” 3a B8eme NMo4Y8eHU Pasuvus
Fig. 1. Dependences of yield (y) on the fertilizing rate (x) for two soil differences

P < 1%. Han-cnnHo e Bb34enCTBMETO BbPXY O0-
O6uBMTE Ha paBHMLETO Ha TopeHe — 45,03% ot
0o6LLOTO BapypaHe B AaHHUTE Ce Ob/MKN MIMEHHO
Ha pasnu4HMTE KOnM4ecTBa BHECEHU nogobpu-
Tenu, 6,10% — Ha B1nga BHeCeH Top 1 5,65% — Ha
NOYBEHOTO pasnunyue.

Ha dour. 1a, 6 ca npegctaBeHu pesyntatute ot
perpecruoHHNs aHanm3 Ha AaHHuTe 3a gobveute
ot 6uomaca uapeuua B 3aBUCUMOCT OT HMBaTa
Ha BHECEHUTe NoYBeHW nogobputenu (ytamka u
NTUYM TOP) 32 ABETE MOYBEHM Pa3fUYng, KakTo
N perpecuoHHuTe Kpmewu. MNMonnHoMnTe OT BTOpa
cTeneH nobpe anpokcMmupaTt gaHHute (koedu-
LUMEeHTbT Ha MHOXeCTBEHa Kopenaumsa e B WH-
Tepsana ot 0,62 o 0,89).

Ha rpadukute scHO ce Bwxaa, Ye nonyde-
HUTe JOOMBKM NpU HETOPEHUTE BapuaHTK ca rno-
BMCOKM 3a AnyBuanHo-nveagHaTa noysa (cwr. 1
a, 6). Npwn BHacAHe Ha noyBeHUTe nogobputenn
obaye kpuBuTe Ha obuea, nonyyeH ot anyxe-
Ha CmonHuua ca Hag Te3n oT AnyBuanHo-nu-
BaJHaTa no4sa, Kato 3a BCUYKM HOPMU Ha Tope-
He JobuBUTE C NTUYKM TOP NPEBBIXOXKAAT TE3N C

yTarku. BepossTHO ToBa e Taka, 3aL0TO Cbabp-
XaHMETO Ha OCHOBHUTE XPAHWUTEITHW ENEMEHTU
B NTU4YMS TOP MHOrOKpaTHO MpeBuLLIaBa TOBa B
yTankvTe 3a eguHuLa KonmyecTso nogobpuren.

HanpaeeHuTe anpokcumaumm Ha AaHHUTE Mo-
Kas3earT, Ye Mpuv TOpeHe C yTarKku onTuMmasnHata
Hopma Ha TopeHe 3a WanyxeHata CmonHuua e
10,716% oT TernoTo Ha no4BaTa ¢ BHECEH Noaob-
puTen, NpyM KOWTO ce AOoCTUra MakcumarneH no-
6uB 34,511 g/cbg uapeBuua ceexo Terno. MNpu
AnyBuanHo-nMBagHaTa nodsa LOOUBBLT MOHO-
TOHHO HapacTBa, KaTo He AoCTUra MakcumarnHa
CTOMHOCT B MHTEpBana Ha nscnegpaHe Ha BHe-
ceHunsa nogobputen (ot 3 oo 15% OT TernoTo Ha
rno4sara).

Mpn BHacsiHe Ha NTUYKM TOp 4OOMBUTE OT ABe-
Te NOYBM MOHOTOHHO HapacTBaT B MHTepBana Ha
nscnegsaHe (ot 0 go 15% ot TernoTo Ha no4ea-
Ta TOp) U cnopep HanpaBeHWUTe anpoKCcMMauun
Jocturat MakcumanHu ctomHoctn (35,5 g/cbn)
npu 17% Top 3a AnyBuanHo-nnuBagHaTa novsa u
53,413 g/cba ceexo Terno npu 18,466% 3a Us-
nyxxeHata CmonHuua.
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3aknroyeHune

OT npoBefeHUTe BeretaumMoHHM ONUTK C LapeBuLa Bbpxy AnyBuanHo-nvBagHa noysa u Many-
XeHa CMornHuua ce BWXAa, Ye KakTo Npy BHACsHe Ha yTaWka, Taka M Npu BHACSHE Ha NTu4n Top
no-BMcokun aobmeu oT Lapesuua — uomaca ce nonyyasat npu ManyxeHata CmonHuua.

OT3MBYMBOCTTaA Ha KynTypaTa KbM TOPEHETO € NO-BUCOKAa NPW BHACSHE Ha NTUYKN TOp.

OT npoBeaeHus aHanu3 Ha AaHHUTe 3a 4obuBa OT uapeBuua, OTrnexaaHa Ha AnyBuanHo-nu-
BagHa noysa (KybpatoBo) u UanyxeHa CmonHuua (boxypuiie) B ycrioBusiTa Ha Cb40BM ONUTK ce
yCTaHOBM, Y€ OCHOBEH, Bnusiew, Ha gobrea akTop e HopMmaTa Ha TopeHe, criedBaHa OT Buaa Ha

BHaCAHUA TOP N MOYBEHOTO pa3rinyumne.

BapupaHeTto B gobnBuTe GuomMaca, AbmKawo ce Ha HopmuTe Ha TopeHe e 45,03% oT obwoTo
BapupaHe B AaHHUTe, Ha Buaa Top — 6,10% n Ha nouBaTta — 5,65%.
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