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Abstract

The study was conducted during the 2013-2015 period at the Institute of
Forage Crops — Pleven.

Weed infestation in the biological field during the conversion period was
represented by a mixed type of weed infestation according to the type of edificator:
winter common wheat (Triticum aestivum L.) — annual monocotyledons
(Echinochloa crus-galli (L.) Beauv. and Setaria spp), annual dicotyledonous
(Galium aparine L., Chenopodium album L., Lamium amplexicaule L., Papaver
rhoeas L. and Sinapis arvensis L.); perennial monocotyledonous (Sorghum
halepensis (L.) Pers.); perennial dicotyledenous (Convolvulus arvensis L., Cirsium
arvense (L.) Scop. and Sonchus arvensis L.); spring forage peas (Pisum sativum
L.) — annual monocotyledonous (Avena fatua L., Echinochloa crus-galli (L.) Beauv.
and Setaria spp), annual dicotyledenous (Chenopodium album L., Rumex crispus
L., Sinapis arvensis L. ); perennial monocotyledonous (Sorghum halepensis (L.)
Pers.); perennial dicotyledonous (Convolvulus arvensis L., Cirsium arvense (L.)
Scop. and Sonchus arvensis L.).

Weed species diversity (D), intrapopulation distrbution — (Ey) and evenness
(Ep) of the weeds in the biological field during the conversion period were
influenced slightly by the edificatory type and dynamics of the agrometeorological
conditions.

Keywords: organic farming, weed infestation, diversity index, distribution
evenness, weed communities.

29


mailto:plserafimov@abv.bg

BBbBEOEHUE

BronorMyHOTO NPOM3BOACTBO HA HAKOWM 3BPHEHO-KUTHU U €OHOrOAMLLHM
3bpHEHO-6060BK KyNTypW Npes3 NocnegHuTe rogvHn ce paswmpsiBa HeNPeKbLCHaTo
y Hac (Atanasov et al., 2014).

OcHoBeH 1 orpaHunyaBaly hakTop 3a noslydaBaHe Ha kavyecTBeHu Jo6uBK
npu 6MoNoOrMYHO NPOM3BOACTBO B MEPUOA Ha KOHBEPCUS ca NieBenuTe Hapend C
oonectnte u Henpusitenute (llieva & Mitova, 2014; Jastrzbska et al.,, 2013;
Gallandt, 2014).

lMneBenHuTe BMOOBE HaW-4yecTo ca ob6ocobeHn B MreBenHU acoumaumu,
KOMTO Ce MPOMEHAT Nof BNUsiHME Ha peauua haktopu Ha cpegata — U3BbPLLBAHM
arpoTexHn4eckn meponpusTus, cemtboobpawernus n ap. (Buhler et al., 2001;
Barberi, 2002; Kalinova and Bozukov, 2006; Wingvist et al., 2011).

3a nonyyaBaHe Ha CpPaBHWUTENHO BUCOKM AOOMBU NPWU HSAKOW 3bPHEHO-
XWUTHW 1 €QHOroAuWHU 3bpHEHO-60060BM KynTypu, OTIMeX4aHu B YCMOBUS Ha
OMONorMyHO NPoM3BOACTBO, € HeobXoOAMMO YCMELIHO Aa Ce OTCTPaHW BPedHOTO
Bb34ENCTBME Ha nNfeBenute, [a Ce YCTaAHOBM CTeneHTa W BMOOBOTO
3anneBensiBaHe, KaKTO M NMPOMEHWUTE B AMHAMUKaTa Ha MneBefHUTE acoumnaumm
NPV KOHKPETHUTE MOYBEHO-KNMMATUYHM YCIOBMS U CbOTBETHaTa arpoTexXHWKa B
3aBMCMMOCT OT Buaa Ha eamdmkaTtopa (Katov & Kostova, 1985; llieva & Mitova,
2014; Donkova, 2015; Mader et al., 2002; Turner et al., 2007).

Llenta Ha HacTOAWOTO Npoy4yBaHe € da Ce YCTaHOBAT MPOMEHUTE BbB
BUOOBWS CbCTaB Ha MNNeBenHUTE BMOOBE W [a Ce OueHU CTeneHTa Ha
3annesensiBaHe Ha OMOMOrMYHO nNone B Mepuod Ha KOHBEPCUS Mpu YCroBUsiTa Ha
LleHTpanHa CeBepHa bwnrapus.

MATEPUAJIU U METOOMU

N3cnepsaHeTo e npoBeaeHo npe3 nepuoga 2014-2016 r. B UHcTuTyTa no
dypaxHuTe kKynTypu — lNneseH. MNpoyyeHn ca guHamukata U BUOOBUAT CbCTaB Ha
nnesenute. CbOTHOLIEHNETO MexXay oTAenHuTe BUAoBe B NneBenHaTta acoumalms
Ha GuonorMyHo none B NeEpPUO Ha KOHBEPCUS B TPMNOJIHO cenT60060pPOTHO 3BEHO
npu ectectBeH OOH Ha 3annesensiBaHe e, KakTo criegga: 1. [NponeteH dypaxeH
rpax (Pisum sativum L.), copT ,l[lneeBeH 4“ pekontupaH 3a cemeHa (2014 r.);
2. OOukHoBeHa 3uMMHa nweHuya (Triticum aestivum L.), copt ,EmoHa’
pekonTupaHa 3a ceMeHa (2015 r.); 3. lNponeTeH dypaxeH rpax (Pisum sativum L.),
copt ,lneBeH 4%, n3nonaeaH 3a cuagepaums (2016 r.).

BrnpoBusaT cbCcTaB M cTeneHTa Ha 3anneBensiBaHe B GMOMOrMYHOTO mone
ca OT4YUTaHu Ypes manonaeaHe Ha [1-o6pasHus MaleszyTeH meTop (Fetvadzhieva,
1973) n BbpXy NOCTOSAHHW MyHKTOBE C ronemuHa 10 m-.

CrteneHTa Ha 3annesensiBaHe (Opon nneBenM/mz) e onpegensiHa no
KONMMYeCTBEHUS MeTo B KpUTUYHUTE pa3mn OT pa3BuTMeTo Ha KynTypute (Welsh et
al., 1999; Harker et al., 2001; Meier, 2001). BupgoBoTOo pasHoobpasve B
npoy4yBaHUTe arpouToLEHO3Nn B 3aBUCUMOCT OT eaudukatopa (KynTypHOTO
pacTeHue) e onpedensHo cbrnacHo Begon et al. (1996) (tabnuua 1).

lMpe3 nepuoga Ha MNpoyyYBaHe ca npocrnegsBaHyW HSKOM OT OCHOBHUTE
arpoMeTeopOoriorMYHKN NokasaTenu: cyma Ha BanexuTte (Mmm) u cpeaHo4eHOHOLWHa
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TemnepaTypa Ha Bb3gyxa (OC). ApungHocTTa npe3 BeretauuoHHWst nepuopn e
onpegensiHa nocpeacTtBoM mHaekca Ha De Martonne (I,-DM) (Paltineanu et al.,
2007).
Ta6nuua 1. Ctatuctnyecka oueHka n hopmynu 3a n3dncneHne
Table 1. Statistical assessment and calculation formulas

MNokasaTtenu/
Indices

dopmyna/
Formula

Ilerenpa/

Legend
X1.n — NNEBENHN BUAOBE;
p; — KOMMYECTBEHO
OTHOLWEeHWe Ha nneBenHuTe
BMOOBE KbM obLaTa
YNCINEHOCT Ha nonynal_wlma/
X1.n — Weed species;
p,— proportion of the weeds

Bupgos cbertas (S)/

: /! S=) X, +X,+...+X
Species composition (S) z 1072 n

MHaekc Ha
pa3Hoobpasue no
Shannon (H)/
Shannon's diversity

H =Zpi In p,

index (H)

PaBHOMepHOCT Ha
pasnpegenenue (J)/

> plnp,

to total population numbers
N — 06w, 6pori Ha BugoBeTe
B cbobOLecTBOTO/

N — total number of species

Uniformity distribution (J) J=——"— in the community
— Gpon nnesenu,

InN S—-6p
WNHoekc Ha NpeacTaBeHu OT Buz B
BbTPEnonynaumoHHo obLiaTa YMCNeHoCT Ha
pasnpegeneHve Ha S-1 arpocputoLieHosarta/
nnesenHuTe Bugose (D)/ D=—— S — number of weed
Index distribution of the InN species, present in the total

number of agrophytoce-
noses

weed species within the
population (D)

PE3YNITATU U OBCBXOAHE

BuooBnaTt cbcTaB, AWMHaMMKata M pasnpefenieHMeTo Ha NieBenHuTe
BMOOBE B MNEBENHUTE acoumauuMm ca pesyntart OT CMOXHW B3auMOLENCTBUSA
MEXay KOMMOHEHTUTE Ha arpoUTOLIEHO3UTE N arpoeKoNnornyHmMTe N egaduyHmUTe
YyCnoBUA Ha cpegara.

B arpomeTeoponorMyHo oTHoLEeHME nepuoabT Ha npoyydBaHe (2013 1 2016
r) ce oOTHacd KbM eguH no-OnaronpuaTeH eTan B U3MEHEHME Ha
METEOPOSIOMMYHUTE YCIOBUS.

KonnyecTBOTO Ha BanexuTe npe3 BeretauMoHHMSI Nepuod ,OKTOMBPU—
tonn“ e ¢ NOBULIEHN CTOMHOCTM — OT 17.2 po 46.7, AokaTto cpegHoAeHOHOoWHaTa
TeMmnepaTypa Ha Bb3gyxa € B uHTepana ot 10,8 po 12,9°C, KOUTO ca B
HagHopmanHu rpaHuun (ot 0,6 fgo 2,7°C) B CpaBHEHWE CbC CpeaHuTe
MHOrOroAmLLIHM CTOMHOCTU 3a Cblung nepuog (1964—2013 r.).

OueHsiBakM KOMMMEKCHOTO Bb3OEWCTBME HA HAKOWM OT OCHOBHUTE
METEOopPONorMYHM  PakTopu, BereTaumMoHusaT nepuog ,OKTOMBPU—ONKN®  npe3
roouHUTE Ha MNpoydBaHe cropen WHAekca 3a apupgHocT Ha de Marton (l,-DM)

31



YCIMOBHO MOXe fa ce knacudpuumpa kato cnabo BnaxeH — l,-DM 30<I<35, B
CpaBHEHMEe CbC CpedHust MHororoguvweH nepuon (1964-2013 r.), konTto ce
onpegens kato yMepeHo cyX (15-DM 44130 = 26.7) (Tabnuua 2).

Ta6bnuua 2. [JuHammka Ha HAKOW OT METEOPOJSIOTUYHUTE hakTopwm
npe3 nepuoja Ha uscnegBaHe OKTOMBPU—IONU
Table 2. Dynamics of some meteorological factors study
of the period October—July

CpenHope- Viinekc
Banexu, OTKno- HFZ”_'::(") ﬂa OTKMNOHEHME, Ha
FoanHn/ mm/ HeHve, %/ tOCIZJ; °c/ cyxota/
Years Rainfalls, | Deviation, - | Deviation, Aridity
Average 24 0 .
mm % hour 1°C C index, ly-
DM
2013-2014 562,1 1249 10,8 0,6 32,4
2014-2015 527,5 117,2 10,8 0,6 30,4
2015-2016 660,1 146,7 12,9 2,7 34,6
CpegHo/
Average 450,0 100 10,2 0,0 26,7
1964-2013

B 3aBuMCMMOCT OT AuMHamukaTa Ha OCHOBHUTE arpoMeTeOopPOSIOrMYHU
dakTopu (KONMMYECTBO W pasnpefenieHMe Ha Banexute U CpefHW OEeHOHOLLHM
TemnepaTypu Ha Bb3gyxa npes3 BereTauuMoHHWUS Nepuog Ha KynTypute) u oT Buaa
Ha egudmkaTopa Npes oTaeNHUTe roanHM AMHaMmMkaTa Ha nreBerniHaTa NiTbTHOCT B
obcnegBaHuTe arpoUTOLEHO3N CE U3MEHS.

3a KOHKpeTHWUTe ycroBus npes nepuoga Ha npoyysaHe (2013 n 2016 r.)
3anneBensBaHeTo B arpoduToLEeHO3UTEe B 3aBUCMMOCT OT eaudukaTopuTte
nponeTteH dypaxeH rpax (P. sativum) n obukHoBeHa 3uMHa nweHuua (T.
aestivum), oTrnexaaHu CbrnacHo cTaHAapTUTe Ha BMONOrMYHOTO 3emenenue, e ot
CMeCeH TWM MNpu CregHOTO KONMMYECTBEHO CLOTHOLLIEHUE MEXAY OTAENHUTE rpynu
nnesenu:

1. MponeTeH dypaxeH rpax — eOHOroAMLIHM €OHO- U ABYCEMEOEITHMU,
CbOTBETHO — 28,5 1 42,7%, 1 MHOTOrOQULLIHM €4HO- U ABYCEMEAENHU, CbOTBETHO —
51 23,7%;

2. ObukHoBEHa 3MMHa MeHnLa — eQHOrOOULLHN e4HO- U ABYCEMEOETHN,
cboTtBeTHO — 0,0 n 49,1%, n MHororoguLIHKM egHo- U AByceMeaernHu, CbOTBETHO —
7,0 n43,9% (Tabnuua 3).
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Ta6bnuua 3. KonnmyecTBeHO CbOTHOLLEHWE MEXAY NIEBENHNTE BUAOBE B
3aBUCUMOCT OT eamdmkaTopa, CpeaHo 3a neproja Ha npoy4BaHe
Table 3. Quantitative ratio between weed species depending of edificator,
average for the period

lNnesenHu Bngose/ MpoueHT oT obLioTo KonuvecTso (%)/
Weeds species Percentage of the total quantity (%)

Enundukatop/Edificator Pisum sativum L. | Triticum aestivum L.
EpHoroanwHmn egHocemenenHu/
Annual monocotyledonous 28,5 0.0
Avena fatua L. 2,4 0,0
Echinochloa crus-galli (L.) Beauv. 12,7 0,0
Setaria spp. 13,4 0,0
Anual dcotiodonots pal 49.1
Amaranthus retroflexus L. 4,7 0,0
Chenopodium album L. 7.8 0,0
Galium aparine L. 0,0 14,5
Hibiscus trionum L. 0,5 0,0
Lamium amplexicaule L. 0,0 11,7
Papaver rhoeas L. 0,0 7,5
Sinapis arvensis L. 17,5 15,4
Solanum nigrum L. 6,8 0,0
Tribulus terrestris L. 5,4 0,0
MHororoguwHn egHocemenenHm/
Perennial monocotyledonous 50 7.0
Sorghum halepense (L.) Pers. 50 7,0
Cirsium arvense (L.) Scop. 12,7 215
Convolvulus arvensis L. 7,9 15,4
Rumex crispus L. 0,5 0,0
Sonchus arvensis L. 2,6 7,0

BupoBusT cbeTaB (S) Ha nneBenute B MIEBENHMTE acoumauMm Bapupa B
CPaBHUTENHO LUMPOKKU rpaHnum — oT 6 Ao 11 Op. nneBenHu Buga — u ce U3MeHsT B
3aBNCUMOCT OT BMAa Ha eamdmkaTopa — npv nweHuuyarta — ot 6 go 8 6p., gokarto
npy nponeTHus oypaxeH rpax ce kaptupat oT 7 go 11 Op. nneeBenHu BuaoBe
(Tabnuua 4).
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Ta6bnuua 4. Bugos cbCcTaB v nonynauMoHHa NTbTHOCT Ha NNeBENHUTE BUAOBE B OMONOrMYHo none
B Nnepuoja Ha KOHBEPCUS B 3aBMCUMOCT OT eaudmkaTopa
Table. 4. Weed species composition and population density in biological field
during the conversion depending from edificator

2013-2014 2014-2015 2015-2016
Mepuoa/Period Pisum sativum L. Triticum aestivum L. Pisum sativum L.
BBCH 39-51 BBCH 36-69 BBCH 39-43 BBCH 73-77 BBCH 19-30 BBCH 35-39
lMnesenHu Bugose/Weed species NW D NW D NW D NW D NW D NW D
Avena fatua L. 2,0 0,3 2,0 0,2 - - - - - - - -
Echinochloa crus-galli (L.) Beauv. 10,0 2,5 16,0 3,6 - - - - 5.6 1,2 11.6 2,2
Setaria spp* - - - - - - - - 4.8 1,0 18,0 3,6
Amaranthus retroflexus L. - - - - - - - - 2,0 0,3 6,0 1,1
Chenopodium album - - - - - - - - 3.6 0,7 9.6 1,8
Galium aparine L. - - - - 6.2 15 6.2 1,3 - - - -
Hibiscus trionum L. - - - - - - - - - - 0.4 -0,1
Lamium amplexicaule L. - - - - 5,0 1,2 5.0 1,0 - - - -
Papaver rhoeas L. - - - - 3,2 0,6 3.2 0,6 - - - -
Sinapis arvensis L. 15.2 3,9 23,2 5,3 6,6 1,6 6.6 15 9.4 2,2 11.6 2,2
Solanum nigrum L. - - - - - - - - 2.8 0,5 8.8 1,7
Tribulus terrestris L. - - - - - - - - 2,0 0,3 7,2 1,3
Sorghum halepense (L.) Pers.* 0.8 -0,1 10,0 2,1 - - 3.0 0,5 0,3 -0,2 6,0 1,1
Cirsium arvense (L.) Scop. 5.2 1,1 8,4 1,8 3,0 0,6 10.2 2,4 8.4 1,9 21.2 4,3
Convolvulus arvensis L. 5.2 1,1 7,6 1,6 8,3 2,1 10,1 2,4 4,3 0,9 9.6 1,8
Rumex crispus L. 0.4 -0,2 0,4 -0,1 - - - - - - - -
Sonchus arvensis L. - - - - - - 3,0 0,5 2,0 - 2.4 0,3
O6uwjolTotal 38,8 8,6 67,6 14,5 32,3 7,6 47,3 10,2 45,2 9,0 112,4 21,3
S 7 7 6 8 11 11
H 2,535 2,630 2,729 2,971 3,278 3,349
J -0,738 -0,784 -0,831 -0,948 -1,096 -1,129

Jlezenda: S — sudos cuecmas; NW — cmerieH Ha 3annesensisaHe, 6p/m”; D — UHOEKC Ha 6bLMPEroNynayuoHHO pasnpederneHue Ha niesenHume
sudose; H — uHOekc Ha pasHoobpaszue rno Shannon; J — pasHomepHocm Ha pa3snpedeneHue, BBCH — ¢peHoghasu om passumuemo Ha
educgpukamopa

Legend: S — species composition; NW — weed density, nm/m?, D — ilndex distribution of the weed species; H — Shannon's diversity index
J — uniformity distribution; BBCH — growth stage the development of edificator
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CTteneHTa Ha 3anneBensBaHe 3aBUCK OT BuMAa Ha egudmkaTopa n Bapupa
B LUMPOKM rpaHnum — ot 32,3 po 47,3 6p./m2 npu nweHuyarta, OokaTto npu
nponeTHus oypaxeH rpax e B ananasoHa ot 38,8 oo 112,4 6p./m2 W He 3aBucu ot
KONMMYEeCTBOTO U pasnpedenieHMeTo Ha BanexuTe npes BereTauMoHHUS Nepuoa Ha
KyntypwuTe.

HapacTtBaHeTo Ha obL0TO 3anneBensiBaHe Npu NponeTHUs oypaxeH rpax
B npoyyBaHuTe deHoda3n e BCneacTBME Ha yBENMYaBaHETO Ha MITbTHOCTTA Ha
efHoroaMwWHnTe NnesenHy Bugose Setaria spp. — 3,8, u S. arvensis — 1,4 nbTy, 1
MHororoguwHuTe S. halepense — 16,3, C. arvensis n C. arvense — 1,8 nbTu.

Mpn obukHOoBEHaTa 3MMHa MWeHWUa € OCHOBHO BCNeacTBME Ha
yBeNMYaBaHETO Ha NITbTHOCTTa Ha MHOroroAuWHNTE ABycemedentu C. arvense u
C. arvensis, cboTBeTHO ¢ 1,2 n 3,4 NbTU, N HECBLUECTBEHO 3a €OHOroguLLIHUTE
€[HO- N AByceMeaenHu nreBenHn BMaoBe.

MHaekcbT Ha pasHoobpasne (H) B nnesenHute cbobliectsa B 3aBUCMMOCT
OT egndukaTopa Bapvpa B LUMPOKN rPaHNLIM U CbLLO HEe 3aBUCK OT KONMYECTBOTO U
pasnpefeneHneTo Ha BanexuTe 3a nepvoga Ha npoydBaHe (Tabnuua 4). Mpw
oOMKHOBEHaTa 3MMHa MlieHMUa € B rpaHuuuTe oT 2,729 go 2,729, gokato npu
nponeTHust oypaxkeH rpax e B uUHTepBana ot 2,535 go 3,349. AHanorn4Hu ca un
nony4YyeHnTe pe3yntaTu No OTHOLIEHWE Ha PaBHOMEPHOCTTA Ha pa3npegernenue (J)
Ha nneeBenute nNpu pasnuyHuTe arpodumToueHo3n (Tabnuua 4). B noceea Ha
nponeTHua dypaxeH rpax (J) ce nsamens B nHTepsana ot -0,738 go -1,129, gokato
B noceBa Ha 0OMKHOBeHaTa 3umHa nuweHuua (J) Bapupa B rpaHuuute ot -0,831 go
-0,948.

HabniogaBat ce CbLIECTBEHM pa3nuunsa BbB BbTPENonynaumoHHOTO
pasnpegenexHve (D) Ha nneeBenHuTe BMOOBE B 3aBUCMMOCT OT BMaa Ha
eandukatopa (tabnmua 4). 3a nepvoga Ha NpoyyBaHe KaTto AOMWHAHTHU
nneeBenHy BWOOBE B MNOCEBA Ha MNPOMeTHUS dypaXeH rpax ce OnpeaensT:
S. halepense, C. arvense, Setaria spp. u S. arvensis, gokato npu obukHoBeHaTa
3MMHa MweHuua OOMUHAHTHM nnesenHu Bugose ca C. arvensis, C. arvense u
S. arvensis.

AHanu3bT Ha pe3ynTaTUTe NOKa3Ba, Y€ HEe3aBUCUMO OT AMHaAMUKaTa Ha
METeoponorMyHuTe bakTopu Npes roauHNTEe Ha Npoy4vBaHe BMAOBUAT CbCTaB (S),
WHOEKCBbT Ha pasHoobpasue (H) u paBHOmMepHOCTTa Ha pasnpegeneHve (J) Ha
nneBenHuTe cbobLlecTBA Mpu  pasnuyHUTE arpoPUTOLIEHO3N Ce U3MEHAT
He3HauuTenHo. ToBa no3BonsiBa Te da Ce OnpefensiT eKCrnepuMeHTanHo B Mo-
KpaTbk Nepnoa oT BpeMe 1 a ce u3nonseaTt npu paspaboTBaHe Ha No-ePeKTUBHU
cuctemm 3a 6opba cpelly nneBenHUTE BUAOBE MpY NPOYYBAHUTE 3bPHEHO-KUTHU
W e[dHOroAuWHM 3bpHEHo-6060BM KynTypu, AedUHMpPaAHW OT YyCroBusTa Ha
cpeparta.

MaMeHeHVeTO B OuHamMuKaTa Ha NeBenHUTE BMAOBE MpU Npoy4YBaHWTE
arpouUTOLLEHO3M € BanuaHO 3a KOHKPETHWUTE arpoekofiorMYyHu u efaduydHm
ycnosus. lMpu gpyrn ycnoeusi (MecTOMOSOXEHUE, COPTOB CbCTaB, 06paboTku u
Ap.) pe3yntatute we 6baaTt pasnuyHK, Tl KaTo KONMYECTBEHOTO 3anseBensiBaHe
Ha NPOoy4YBaHNTE arpoUTOLIEHO3UN 3aBMCU OT MHOXECTBO haKTopu.
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n3soau

1. 3anneBensiBaHeTo B BMONOrMYHOTO NMOMe Npe3 u3cneaBaHWs nepuog Ha
KOHBEpCUS € NpeAcTaBeHO OT CMECEH TUN 3anfeBensiBaHe B 3aBUCUMOCT OT BuAa
Ha egudukatopa: npu obrkHoBeHaTa 3MMHa nweHuua (Triticum aestivum L.) e B
rpaHvumTe ot 32,3 po 47,3 6p./m2, JokaTo npu nponeTeHus dypaxeH rpax (Pisum
sativum L.) e B aAnanasoHa ot 38,8 [0 181,8 6p./m” 1 He 3aBMCM OT KONMYECTBOTO
W pa3npefeneHneTo Ha BanexuTe npes BeretaunuoHH1s Nepuoa Ha Kyntypure.

2. HapacTtBaHeTo Ha 0OWOTO 3anneBensdBaHe MNpu MPoneTHUsa dypaxeH
rpax e BCNeACTBME Ha YBeNMYaBaHETO Ha MITbTHOCTTAa Ha MHOrOroAuvLIHMTE
Sorghum halepense (L.) Pers., Convolvulus arvensis L. n Cirsium arvense (L.)
Scop. 1 egHoroaMLIHMTE NNeBeNnHM BUaoBe Setaria spp. u Sinapis arvensis L. Mpwn
obuMKHOBEHaTa 3MMHa MWeHWUa YBENUYEHMETO € OCHOBHO BCreacTBME Ha
yBENMYaBaHETO Ha MIbTHOCTTA Ha MHororoguwHuTe aABycemegenHu Cirsium
arvense (L.) Scop. n Convolvulus arvensis L. n HeCbLECTBEHO 3a €AHOrOAULLIHNTE
€e[HO- 1 AByCEMEeENHUN NMeBENHN BUOOBE.

3. MIameHeHneTo B gMHamMuKaTa Ha BUOOBUA CbCTaB (S), MHOEKCUMTE Ha
pasHoobpa3ue (H) M paBHOMepHOCTTa Ha pasnpegeneHue (J) Ha nneeenHWUTE
cbobuiectBa B GMONOrMYHOTO Mone Npe3 KOHBEPCHUSI MEPUO 3aBUCAT OT BMAA Ha
egudmkatopa M OTHOCMTENHO crabo OT AMHamukata Ha MeTeoposSIorMyHUTE
ycnosus. ToBa no3BonsiBa Te Aa ce nsnonssat npu paspaboTeBaHe 1 nNpunaraHe Ha
no-epeKkTMBHN cuctemu 3a 6opba ¢ nneeenute, AeduUHUPaAHN OT YCroOBUSATa Ha
cpeparTa.
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