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Abstract

The investigation was carried out during 2013-2014 in the experimental
field of the Dobrudzha Agricultural Institute — General Toshevo (DAI). Four hybrid
combinations of oil seed sunflower were studied, which were obtained from the
crossing of four sterile lines with four fertility restorers. The correlation coefficient,
the actual leaf area of the entire plant and the leaf area compared with the mean
value for the lines and the hybrid combinations were determined. Two-factor
dispersion and variation analyses were applied for statistical processing of the
results using the XLSTATPro. ver 7.0.1 software.

The obtained results demonstrated the difference between the leaf area
calculated by applying two methods of investigation on the parental components
and the hybrid combinations, involving a correlation coefficient for the purpose. The
relationship between the size of the leaf area and the yield was studied.

Key words: sunflower, leaf area, lines, hybrids, heterosis.

BBbBEOEHUE

MpoAyKTMBHOCTTA MPU MHOFO CENCKOCTOMAaHCKN KyNTYpU, BKMOYUTENHO U
npu cnbHYornega, € B Npsika 3aBMCMMOCT OT Opos M pa3mepuTe Ha nucTaTa
(Tsvetkova, 1975). Cnopen MHoro aBTopu — Semihnenko (1965), Rollier (1966),
OposaT Ha nucTtata e COpTOB MNPU3HAK, HO He HaMbIHO KOHCTAHTHA BENWYMHA U
3aBuCK OT ycroBusita Ha otrnexgaHe. OT Tax 3aBucAT 1 pasmepute um (Prokofev,
1955; Prokofev, Jdanova, Sobolev, 1957; Vrebalov, 1972). Cnopen cbluTe
aBTOPU MNPEXOEBPEMEHHOTO HamansgBaHe Ha nucTHaTa Mnow, YyBCTBUTESTHO
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noHmxasa aobuea. CTPYKTYpPHUAT aHann3 Ha gobuBa nokasea, 4ye OTAEeNHUTE My
€NeMeHTN Ce M3MEHAT B LUMPOKU FPaHULM KaKTO B 3aBUCMMOCT OT YCNoBuATa Ha
oTrnexaaHe (Georgiev et al., 2012; Georgiev et al., 2013; Georgiev et al., 2014),
Taka M oT Opod M MOBBLPXHOCTTA Ha nMcTaTa Ha pacTeHusita. B npoyyBaHus
Marinkovic n Skori¢ (1984) n Hladni (1999) yctaHoBsiBaT, 4Ye HacrneasiBAHETO Ha
Opos nucta Ha egHo pacTteHue Bapupa mexay 0.96 un 94.4%, gokato Hladni v ap.
(2000) cvobuiaBaTt 3a cTonMHOCT OT 52% 3a HacnegsBaHETO B TECEH CMUCHI Ha
obwusa Gpon nucta Ha epgHo pacTteHue. Luczkiewicz (1975) npaBu kpbCTOCKa
MeXay NUHUS CbHYorne ¢ Manbk 6pon nucta (13) U NUHWS CbHYOrNes C rofsiM
Opon nucta (22) n yctaHoBsiBa, Ye MOLENbT Ha HacneasaBaHe € MHTEPMEeONEpPEH.
Bb3 ocHoBa Ha pa3snagaHeTo B reHepauums F, Ton goctura 4O 3aKIYeHUETO, Ye
OpoAT nNucTa e npusHak, KOHTPoNupaH OT [Be He3aBuCuUMM OBOWKM anenu. 3a
3HauuTenHa nonoXuTenHa kopenaumss Mexay obwmsa O6pov nucTa Ha efHo
pacteHue n gobusa ot ceme cbobwasaT Chaundhary and Anand (1993), Satisha
(1995), El-Hosary et al. (1999), Nirmala et al. (2000), Dagustu (2002) wn
Chikkadevaiah et al. (2002). Razi et al. (1999) n Nirmala et al. (2000) ycTtaHoBsiBaT,
Yye obLWKMAT Opon NucTa Ha egHO pacTeHne uma NPSKo BrvsHME BbpXy AobuBa ot
ceme. B wuacnegBaHe Ha Marinkovic (1981) HauyuHMTE Ha HacnegdBaHe Ha
nucTHaTa nrnow B reHepauus F; ca 4acTMYHO OOMUHMPAHE N CBPbXAOMUHMPAHE,
KOEeTO MNoKa3Ba, Y€ HeagWTUBHU KOMMOHEHTW Ha TEeHETMYHMS BapuaHc urpasat
rmaBHa pons npu HacnegsiBaHETO Ha TO3W Npu3Hak. B cbloTo m3cnegsaHe ce
YCTaHOBsIBA XeTepo3nc 3a nuctHata nnow, npu 13 oT u3cneaBaHute 15 F;
xubpuga. Hladni (2007) otGensas3Ba, 4Ye kaTo ce B3eMaT npeasug BCUYKK
KOMOUHauun B reHepaumm F; un F,, HeaguUTUBHUTE FeHHU edPeKTU ce Ookas3BaT Mo-
BaXHW 3a HacnegsBaHeTo Ha obfwaTta NuCTHa nNoW, Ha €dHO pacTeHue.
CTOMHOCTTa Ha cpegHaTa CTeneH Ha AoMUHaHTHocT (Hi/D)Y? e mo-manka ot
e[VHMLa, NoKa3BalkuK, Ye MoOeNbT Ha HacneasiBaHe € CBPbXAOMWMHAHTHOCT.

B nuTtepaTyparta ca onvcaHu YeTuMpu pasnuyHM MeTOAa 3a OnpeaensiHe Ha
nucTHaTa nnoL, KOMTO MOXE Ja Cce cucTemaTmsmpar B TpU OCHOBHW TPYMW:
1. meToaM 4pe3 nNnaHMMeTpupaHe; 2. TErMOBM MeToau; 3. U3YUCTIUTENHM METOAM
no napameTpu Ha nuctata (ObMKUHA U WwupunHa Ha nuctata). Pankovic et al.
(1991) yctaHoBsiBaT, Ye obLiaTta NMCTHa NoLW, 3aBMCK OT NO3NUMsTa Ha nucTa, oT
npocdmna Ha nNUCTHaTa MIoLl, pasBUTUETO Ha pacTeHusiTa 1 reHotuna. Cnopepg
Skori€¢ (2012) 6posaT, pa3mMepbT M dopMaTa Ha NuctaTa Ha CnbHYyornega ca
cneuMdpuyHM 3a TeHOTMna W eKcnpecusiTa Ha Te3an nMpusHaun ce Brvsie
CbLLECTBEHO OT (bakTopuTe Ha OKonHaTta cpefa. [maBHaTa pyHKUMSA Ha nucTaTa e
Aa un3BbpLIBaT (POTOCMHTE3a, a NMCTHATaA MOBBLPXHOCT AEWCTBa KaTO OCHOBEH
N3TOYHMK HA XpPaHWUTENHN BeLLEecTBa.

Llenta Ha HacTosALWOTO n3cneaBaHe € Aa ce npoyyun: 1. POTOCUHTETUYHUAT
noTeHuman (nMcTHaTa nsow) Ha HOBU JIMHUN N TEXHWUTE XMOpUaHU KomBuHauuw;
2. B3aMMOOENCTBMETO TEeHOTUM—OKONMHAa cpefa 3a Mepuog OT ABE TOAMHU U
pasnukata Ha NpoyyYeHuTe JIMHWUM U XMOPUOHWM KOMOWHaLMU MO M3cnefBaHWTe
npu3Hauy; 3. 3aBWCMMOCTTA MeXZy ronemMuHata Ha J§ucTHata nnow, C
KONMYecTBeHMUs nokasaTen gobue oT ceme.
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MATEPUAITIU U METOOU

M3cnepsaHeTo e u3BbplieHo npes nepuoga 2013-2014 r. Ha ONUTHOTO
none Ha [oGpymxaHckus 3emepenckn uwHcTuTyT (O3W). Uscnepsanm ca 4
CTEPUIHU NUHUK, 4 NNHUU Bb3CTaHOBUTENN Ha DEPTUNHOCTTA MU NONYYEeHUTE Npwu
KpbCTOCBaAHETO 4 XxMOpuaHM KOMOWHaLMK MacrogaeH cnbH4Yornen. XubpugHure
KOMOVHaUMM ca U3nuTaHu, KaTo € U3BEAEH OMUT, 3aNoXeH B TpY NOBTOPEHUS, MO
cxemaTa NnaTMHCKM NpaBoObIbiHUK. [onemuHata Ha napuenkata e 7,35 m?. 3a
cTaHgapTM ca wusnona3eaHu OwbnrapckuaT xubpug Can Jlyka M egHn OT Hawl-
NPOAYKTUBHUTE N HaNOXWUINKN Ce y Hac 4vyxam xmbpugn — Mengumu, Knapwuca,
PR64LE19.

B nscnepgBaHeTo ca npoyyeHu NpusHauuTe NUCTHA MMoLW, Ha pacTeHue,
Opon nucTa Ha pacTeHMe Ha BCUYKU TUHMK U NONy4YeHnTe XMbpuaHn KomomHauuum.
3a ctatuctudeckata obpaboTtkara Ha pesynTaTute ca M3nonsesaHu ABydakTopeH
AVCMNEPCUOHEH M BapmaLuMoHeH aHanus 4Ype3 coptyep XLSTATP ro. ver. 7.0.1. Ot
BCSAKO NMOBTOpPeHWe ca uamepBaHu no 10 pacTteHusa Ha Bcska NMHUA U xnbpuaHa
KOMOUHaLUMs BbB dhasa kpal Ha ubdTexa.

JluctHaTa nnow, e onpegeneHa ¢ enekTpoHeH umdpos nnowomep (NEO-
2,TY — rp. Codust) no mognduumpaHa Hawa mMeToauKa CnpsaMo MeToaukaTa Ha
lordanov (1995). [JaHHUTe OT M3MepeHuTe nokasatenu 6sxa NoanoXeHW Ha
aHanua 3a onpefjensHe Ha nuUCTHaTa NMoLW, Ha U4anoTo pacTeHuwe. 3a ga ce
n3berHat OTKMOHEHWs1 OT peanHaTa JIMCTHa MMoLW, OT BCHAKO MOBTOPEHuEe ca
namepBaHu no 10 pacTeHus Ha Bcska NuHWS u xubpmnaHa kombrHauus BbB hasa
Kpan Ha ubdTexa. [pn Bcekn reHoTUN e onpeaereHa usanocTHaTa nMcTHa nnowy, ¢
n3mMepBaHe Ha BCUYKM NIMCTa Ha TpU pacTeHusi. 3a ynecHeHne n necTeHe Ha Bpeme
HUe mamepBaxme No 3 nucTa OT TpM eTaxa Ha pacTteHuneto. OtuyeTeHa Gele
nucTHaTa nnowy, Ha Te3n AeBeT pacTteHus 1 belle npeusymcrnieHa cnpsiMo obms
Opon nucta Ha egHo pacTteHve. Cneg cbnocTaBsHE Ha [JaHHMTE OT ABeTe
n3mepBaHus belle yCTaHOBEH U KOPEKLNOHEH KOEULIMEHT.

PE3YJITATU U OBCBXXOAHE

B Tabnuua 1 ca npeactaBeHM CpedHUTE CTOMHOCTU Ha M3cnenBaHuTe
napameTpu. Han-BucCok pesyntaT no OTHOLWIEHME Ha obwiaTta nuMcTHa nnow e
oTtyeTeH npu 217A x 87R npe3 2013 r. n 2014 r. Cnopea Skori¢ (2012) obuwata
nrow, Ha fMcTHaTa MOBBLPXHOCT € reHeTUYHO onpedeneH npusHak, KOMTO 3aBUCK
OT Opos M pa3Mepa Ha nucTaTa Ha edHo pacTeHne N e BaXHO Aa Ce 3Hae HaYMHBbT
Ha yHacnegsBaHe Ha nucTHata nnow,. bpoAaT Ha nucTata M TEeXHUAT pasmep
onpegenat obwara acumunaymoHHa nnowl. Xubpugute 217A x 87R n 813A x 98R
npesulIaBaT poauTENCKNTE NMMHMM N NO TPUTE NoKasaTens nNpu Ham-BUCOKO HUBO
Ha OOCTOBEPHOCT.

MbpBuaT oT Tsx dopmupa obwarta nMcTHa nnow, OoT ONTMMAarHoTO
cbyeTaHMe Ha Opoi nucTa OT edHO pacTeHWe M cpedHa NUCTHA NIow, Ha JNCT,
AoKaTo Mnpu BTOpMS XMbpuag no-ronemusaT 6poli NMcTa oT pacTeHue e onpeaensiil.
Opyrmte pagBa obpaseua ca Ha HMBOTO Ha poauTtenckute opMyM UM rm
npesuwIaBaTt Npu Ham-HUCKaTa CTeneH Ha OOKa3aHOCT. Bbrpeku ToBa MoxeM Aa
TBbPONM, Y€ XEeTepOo3UCHUAT edekT e Hanuue, 0cobeHO Mno OTHOLIEeHME Ha

45



nuctHata nnow,. ToBa TBbpAeHME ce noTBbpxaaBa B Tabnuua 2. Bucok
XeTepo3nceH edpekT ce Habngaea Ha NpusHaka Gpor nNUcTa Ha eaHoO pacTeHue
npw BCUYKN XnbpunaHm kombuHaumm 3a 2013 r. n 2014 r.

Tabnuua. 1. CpegHn CTOMHOCTW Ha n3crnegBaHUTe nokasaTtenu
N TAXHOTO BapupaHe
Table.1. Mean values and variation of the investigated indices

Poguren/ NucTHa nnow, cm? Bpoit nucTa ""c"':aa::;_","‘ccn':f””o
Xu6puan 2013 2014 CpepHo | 2013 2014 | CpegHo | 2013 | 2014 | CpegHo
217A 22445 | 3168,9 2706,7 16 20 18 153,4 | 158,4 155,9
813A 1306,8 | 4001,8 2654,3 14 23 18 102,7 | 174,6 138,6
1017A 1528,6 | 2749,1 2138,9 15 20 18 102,3 | 138,5 120,4
2003A 1748,7 | 3202,1 2475,4 19 20 19 98,2 | 162,6 130,4
87R 2099,4 | 4718,4 3408,9 16 26 21 133,1 | 179,1 156,1
98R 1718,7 | 2804,1 2261,4 14 26 20 128,7 | 106,7 117,7
99R 3256,4 | 3135,1 3195,8 19 27 23 168,7 | 113,2 140,9
100R 1704,9 | 4779,4 32422 16 28 22 107,3 | 167,9 137,6
217A x 87R 8774,2 | 5856,4 | 7315,3*** 24 28 26%** 361,6 | 209,2 | 285,3***
813A x 98R 48445 | 5103,9 |4974,2*** 20 27 23%** 248,3 | 191,1 | 219,7**
1017A x99R | 3604,8 | 4408,9 | 4006,8* 21 23 22n.s | 173,4| 188,7 181,1 n.s.
2003A x 100R | 3638,7 | 3585,4 [3612,1n.s. 20 26 23* 183,0 | 136,4 [159,7 n.s.
SE 358,89 | 188,50 245,9 0,60 0,56 0,5 14,20 | 6,14 8,8
SD 2153,35(1131,00 | 1475,1 3,63 3,35 2,7 85,20 | 36,84 52,5
VC% 70,9 28,6 42,2 20,4 13,6 12,9 52,1 | 22,9 32,4

BapupaHeTo Ha npoyyBaHUTEe MapamMeTpM € MHOro rofisiMo, KaTo
BapuaumMoHHusa koeduumeHT poctura 70%. [MpuumHa 3a TOBa ca ronemuTe
pPas3nukKu, M3MepeHu npu oTaeriHuTe pacTeHud, ObJpkaln ce Ha reHeTU4YecKu
oTganeyeHuTe pogutenckm opMu, BAUSHUETO Ha abuoTuyHUTE DaKTOpU BbPXY
Te3n npu3HauM Kakto Ha obwaTta nMcTHa nnow, Taka U Ha ©Opos nucTa.
BapupaHeto npe3 2013 r. e no-Bucoko B cpaBHeHne ¢ 2014 r. nopagu
HebnaronpuaTHUTE abMOTUYHWM (DaKTOPK, OKa3BaLLM BIUSHME BbPXY Pa3BUTMETO
Ha pacTeHudara.

Pe3yntatute oT AMCNEPCUOHHUS aHanu3 ca NpeacTaBeHn B Tabnwuua 2.
Bcuykn B3anmoaencTems ca AokasaHu, ¢ U3KNKYeHMe Ha BNUSIHMETO Ha roguMHaTa
BbPXY NMCTHaTa Nrow, cpegHo Ha eanH nuct. MHOro BMCOK NPOLEHT OT 06LoTo
BapupaHe Ha NMCTHaTa Mol ce ObKN Ha reHoTuna — nodtn 62%. Toea gokassa
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XeTepo3ncHMs edekT no OTHOoWeHWe Ha To3u npusHak. Vasilevic (1980)
yCTaHOBsIBa, 4Ye npu xubpmaHute KOMOMHAUUKM ce nposiBABa MNOSOXMUTENEH
XeTepo3nceH edekT Ha NpuU3HaKa NIMCTHA NoLl, KOUTO Bapupa B gnanasoHa ot 10
0o 184%. bpoaT Ha nucTata ce BNusie B Mo-rofidMa cTeneH OT YCroBusiTa Ha
roguHarta, BbMpeku Ye € Hanu4dHa U reHeTn4yHa obycnoBeHOCT.

Tabnuua 2. [1sychakTopeH gucnepcrMoHeH aHanms
Table 2. Two-factor dispersion analysis

. JlncTtHa nnowy,
Source of Nuetha nnow, Bpout nucta cpeaHo Ha nucT
Variation
MS df | F% MS df | F% MS df | F%
Genotype 12516903,2 | 11 (61,9 | 414 | 11 | 26,7 | 13780,8 | 11 | 50,2
Year 15244125,3 1 6,9 | 854,2 | 1 | 50,0 146,3 1 0,1
Genotype*Year | 3857891,7 11 (19,1 | 219 |11 141 6657,8 11| 24,3

Cnopen Saka¢ n gp. (1997 r.) ymepeHusT pa3mep Ha nucTHaTa nrow, u
ronsiMaTta fiMCTHa oLy, ca CbLeCTBEeHN hakTopm 3a nonyd4asaHe Ha BUCOK Ao6uMB
OT ceme 1 Jobus OT Macno OT e4HO ChbHYornenoso pacteHve. OT uscnegBaHuTe
XnbpmgHn koMBuHaumm, kouto ca usnuteaHu npes 2013-2014 r., 68xa nonyyeHu
cnegHuTe pesyntaTtuy no obus ot ceme B kg/da, KakTo crneaBa:

217A x 87R — 447 kg/da; 2003A x 100R — 424 kg/da; 813A x 98R — 375,3
kg/da; 1017A x 99R — 346,1 kg/da. Tean pe3yntaTtv nokasear, 4ye xmbpuante ¢ no-
ronsiMa hOTOCMHTETMYHA NSIOL, AaBaT U NO-BUCOK 4OOMB OT cemeHa.

n3soau

1. Ham-Bucok pesyntaTt no OoTHOLEHWE Ha obuiata nucTHaTta nnoll, 6pon
nncTa Ha pacTeHue 1 cpefHa obuia NMCTHa NNoLy CnpsAMo poguTenckiTe opmu e
oTyeTeH npu KpbcTockata 217A x 87R npe3 2013 r. n 2014 r.

2. Kpbctockata 813A x 98R npeBuwasa poautenckute ¢opmm ¢ no-
ronemus cu 6pon nucta Ha pacteHue. Bucok xeteposnceH edekt ce Habnogasa
npu xubpuagHmute kombuHauum 217A x 87R n 813A x 98R Ha npusHauuTe obia
NMCTHa nnow, 1 6pon nNucTa Ha egHo pacteHne 3a 2013 1. n 2014 r.

3. BucokuaT npoueHT Ha BapupaHe Ha NnuMcTHaTa Mow, ce ObiKM Ha
reHotTuna — noytn 62%. ToBa goka3Ba XETEPO3UCHUA edekT NO OTHOLIEHME Ha
TO3K NpusHak. bpoaT Ha nucTaTta ce BNusie B No-rofnsgma CTeneH oT YCNoBusiTa Ha
rogvHaTta, BbMNpeKX Ye e HanmyHa u reHeTnyHa obycrnoBeHOCT.

4. B Hawu nybnuvkaumm xmopugHuTe KOMOUHALMK, KOUTO Ca BKIHOYEHU B
HacTosillata cTaTusl, Mokasaxa MHoro pJobpu pesyntatv Mo NPOAYKTUBHU
nokasaTtenu — 6poi cemeHa oT edHO pacTeHue, maca Ha 1000 cemeHa, oMamMeTbp
Ha nutaTta n Jobus oT ceme. YCTaHOBEHA € B3aMMOBpb3KaTa NMCTHa nnow—aoome
oT ceme (kg/da). MNpu no-ronama POTOCMHTETUYHA NIUCTHA MNSOLLY Ce NOoBULIABAT U
NPOAYKTUBHUTE MOKa3aTeNN Ha pacTEHMETO.
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