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Abstract

The effect of the organic fertilizer Humustim on some parameters related to
the nodulation and grain yield stability of spring forage peas and vetch was tested
in a field trial. Pea plants showed the best supply of root mass with nodules and
the longest duration of life cycle of nodules after pre-sowing seed treatment with
Humustim at a rate of 0.6 and 1.2 L/t. The sustainable grain yield index was the
highest for both peas and vetch after pre-sowing seed treatment with Humustim at
a rate of 1.2 L/t + one treatment during vegetation. Using Humustim is
recommended in addition to the cultivation technology of spring forage peas and
vetch within the modern trends of organic farming.

Keywords: organic fertilizer, peas, vetch, nodulation, root mass,
sustainable yield index.

BBbBEOEHUE

M3non3BaHeTo Ha CUHTETUYHU a30THU TOPOBE, Makap U CbC CbLUECTBEHO
3HayeHVe 3a MpoaykTMBHOCTTa Ha kynTypute (Mueller et al., 2012; Sinclair and
Rufty, 2012; Lassaletta et al., 2014), Bogn A0 3aMmbpcsBaHE Ha OKONHaTa cpefa u
OCKbMsIBAHE Ha cenickocTonaHckata npogykumsa (Brady and Weil, 2002; Das,
2011). Hanocneabk MHTEPECHT KbM NEYENMBLUN, a B CbLUOTO BPEME U €KONOTNYHO
YCTONYMBM arpoekocucTemMu e 3acureH. Bce no-ronsima akTyanHocT npupobuea
T.Hap. 6uonoeuyHo 3emepenve. Cnopen CeeToBHaTa 3gpaBHa OpraHu3auus
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BuonormyHoTO  3emedenue €  LUAMNOCTHa cuctemMa 3a  ynpaefeHne Ha
NPOU3BOACTBOTO, KOSITO HacbpyaBa M YKpensa YCTOMYMBOCTTA Ha arpoekocuc-
Temara, BKIIOYUTENHO C akUEeHT BbpXY M3MON3BaHe Ha matepuanu B NPOTUBOBEC Ha
CUHTETUYHUTE".

MpnsHaT 1 ogobpeH B HalaTta cTpaHa OpraHnyeH Top 3a NPOW3BOACTBO Ha
BuonornyHa npoaykumsa e Xymycmum. Ton € TedyeH XymaTeH Top U CTUMMyrnaTop Ha
pacTexa, NPOAYKT Ha BUCOKOKayeCcTBeH opraHuyeH cybctpat cec 100% ekonornyHa
yuctoTa. lNpunaraHeTo My Ype3 TpeTMpaHe Ha ceMeHaTa W/Unmn IUCTHa annukaums
CTUMynupa pacTexa W pasBUTMEeTO Ha pacTeHusaTa M OcurypsiBa BUCOKA W
KadyecTBeHn pobueu (Sengalevich et al.,, 2007). BnusHueto Ha Xymycmum e
NPOYYEHO Npu KyNTypu KaTo rpax, dui, edemuk, TBbpaa nweHunua n gpyrm (Vasileva
& Kertikov, 2006; Koteva, 2010; Delchev, 2010; llieva & Vasileva, 2014).

Llenta Ha TOBa w3cnegBaHe € pda ce npocnegar npomeHuTe B
arpoHoOMMYeckuTe nokasateny o6e3nevyeHOCT Ha KopeHoBaTa maca C rpyaku,
NPOOBIDKUTENHOCT Ha >XU3HEHUS LMKbI Ha rPyakuTe, asoT B AobuBa OT 3bpHO,
WHAEKC Ha YyCTOMYMBOCT Ha Ao6uBa OT 3bPHO Npu NpofneTeH dypaxeH rpax n dun.

MATEPUAITIU U METOOU

EkcnepumeHTanHata paboTa € uW3BbpLUEHa Ha OMNWTHOTO Mofne Ha
NHcTuTyTa no dypaxHute Kyntypu B [lneBeH Bbpxy noyBeH noatun cnabo
M3MyXeH 4YepHO3eM W HEMONWBHW YCIOBUS B TpWM MOCneAoBaTefiHW rogauHM.
Hencterneto Ha Xymycmum (CbCTaB Ha Te4yHaTa hopMyrnaums, NOCOYEH B Kpas Ha
pasgena) e M3NuMTaHo BbPXy nporneteH dypaxeH rpax, copT [lneeeH 4, u
nponeteH gun, copT Obpasey 666. KynTypuTe ca 3acsiBaHu Npu MeXOypeaoBo
pasctosiHme 15 cm, ¢ noceBHa HopMma, pa3deTeHa 3a 110 kbnHAeMu cemeHa/m” 3a
rpax u 200 kbnHAeMu cemeHa/m’ 3a dun. N3nons3saH e MeToabT Ha Abnrute
napuenu npu pasmep Ha onuTHaTa napuena 10 m® Msnutanu ca cnegHuTe
BapuaHtM B 4eTupu noBTopeHus: 1. KoHTpona — HeTpeTupaHu cemeHa; 2.
HeTpeTupaHu cemeHa + eqHO BereTaumMoHHO TpeTupaHe; 3. HeTpeTupaHu cemeHa
+ OBe BeretaumoHHu TpeTupaHus; 4. TpetupaHu cemeHa 0.6 L/t; 5. Tpetupanu
cemeHa 0.6 L/t + egHO BereTaumoHHO TpeTupaHe; 6. TpetupaHu cemena 0.6 L/t +
OBe BereTauMoHHM TpeTupaHus; 7. TpeTupaHu cemeHa 1.2 L/t; 8. TpeTupanu
cemeHa 1.2 L/t + egHO BereTaumoHHoO TpeTtupaHe; 9. TpeTupanuu cemeHa 1.2 Lit +
ABe BeretaumoHHu TpeTupaHus. CemeHaTa ca TpeTMpaHW MOnyMokpo, 24 vaca
npean ceutbata. TpeTupaHusaTa No BpeMe Ha BereTauusTa ca U3BbPLUEHW BbLB
dasunTe oTpacTBaHe M HavaneH 4o NbfeH UbdTeEX C Ao3a oT npenaparta 40 mi/da.

BbB (pasa Havano Ha ubdTeEX Ha KyNnTypuTe ca B3eTU MOYBEHU MOHONUTU
(20/30/40 cm) (Beck et al., 1993), npomuTa € kKOpeHoBaTa Maca Ha pacTeHusiTa u
ca OT4yeTeHW nokasaTenute: obe3neyeHOCT Ha KopeHoBaTa mMaca C rpyaku (g
KopeHoBa maca/6poit rpyakm) (cylieHe npu 60°C), NPOABIMKUTENHOCT Ha XUSHEHNS
uuKbN Ha rpygkute (gHn) (Milev, 2014), asot B go6usa ot 3bpHO rpax (mg N/kg
3bpHO) — NPOM3BEeAEHNE OT CbAbpPXKaHMETO Ha a3oT B 3bPHOTO (MeToA Ha Kjeldahl,
AOAC, 1990) (npoLeHT OT cyxoTo BelecTBO) 1 gobmea ot 3bpHo (kg/da), MHOekc
Ha yCcTOMYMBOCT Ha gobuBa oT 3bpHO (Sustainable yield index) — no dopmyna Ha
Singh et al. (1990): SYI (Sustainable yield index) = (Ym — Sd)/Ymax, kegeto: Ym —
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cpeneH 0obuB OT 3bpHO; Sd — cTaHAapTHO OTKIIOHEHWE; Ymax — MaKcumareH
A06KMB OT 3bPHO.

EkcnepumeHTanHWTe [f[aHHM Cca OCPedHEeHW 3a TpuUTe TOAMHU WU
crtatmucTmyeckn obpaboTteHun ypes codtyep SPSS 3a Windows (2012).

TeuHaTa opmynaums Ha opraHnyHus Top XymMycmum BKIOYBa B CbCTaBa
cu: 06w a3oT — 3.0%; obwy, choccop — 0.4%; kanui — 9.7%; XyMUHOBMN KMCENNHN —
32.0%; doynBokucenuHm — 4.0%; MMKpPOENEMEHTUTE Kamnuuii, MarHe3un, LMHK, meg,
kobanT, monubaeH, 6op, capa u ap.; nenen — 18.0%.

PE3YNTATUA U OBCBbXOAHE
MepvogbT Ha npoyyBaHe Ce xapakTepusaupa C HebnaronpusaTHW Kivma-
TUYHKM YCMOBMS Npe3 NMbpBaTa W BTOpaTa ekcrnepuMeHTanHa rogvMHa no Bpeme Ha
ubdTeXa Ha KynTypute (Banexu nog cpegHoTo KONMYeCcTBO 3a NbpBaTa v nurnca Ha
TakvBa npes BToparta roguHa npu BUCOKW CpeaHOAHEBHM TeMmnepaTypu) (Tabn. 1).

Tabnuua 1. ArpoMeTeoponornyHy ycrnosus 3a nepuoga Ha npoyysaHe
Table 1. Agro meteorological conditions for period of study

Meceun/ MbpBa rogunHa/ Btopa rognHa/ Tpeta rognHal
Months First year Second year Third year
t,°C [rain,m’ | t,°C rain, I/m? t, °C rain, I/m°
I 1,4 18,0 -0,1 53,4 -2,2 26,1
Il 7,1 6,0 -3,4 27,6 3,2 23,9
1 9,1 68,0 4.7 10,2 7,4 41,6
v 10,8 45,0 10,9 83,6 13,1 6,9
V 19,5 32,0 20,5 74,5 16,1 87,5
VI 21,9 133,0 23,9 12,8 20,3 70,3
VII 23,1 165,0 23,7 49,7 23,5 38,5
VIII 21,6 152,0 25,5 1,4 22,6 82,4
IX 17,1 70,0 17,7 67,6 18,4 42,2
X 12,1 77,5 10,7 107,0 14,0 14,6
XI 7,4 33,1 7,4 24,8 7,9 21,6
XII -2,5 62,1 1,2 28,2 2,6 43,3
Av/sum 12,4 861,7 11,9 540,8 12,2 498,9

CuMBMOTUYHOTO hUKCUpaHe Ha as30T Ce OCbLLUECTBABA B PYAKUTE U MO-
ronsiMoTo KONMMYECTBO KOopeHoBa 6OuomMaca yBenuMyaBa Bb3MOXHOCTTa Ha
pacTeHusaTa aa ynaBaT NoBeye OT No-TPYAHOAOCTBLMHUTE eneMeHTn kaTto cocdop
Hanpumep (Lambers et al., 2006). ®occhopbT nognomara cMHTE3a Ha NPOTEMWHM,
npeHacsHeTo Ha 3axapu M no-0bpP30TO HapacTBaHe Ha KopeHoBaTa cucTema
(Magani and Kunchida, 2009; Tairo and Ndakidemi, 2013), BkntounTenHo n ToBa
Ha CTPaHW4YHUTE KOPEHOBW BMACUHKK, 3@ KOUTO Ce NMPUKPENBaT rpyaKUTE.

MpeaBug nokasatenuTte, MO-HUCKMTE CTOMHOCTM Ha WHAEeKca cnepf
n34yncnsiBaHe ca ykasaHue 3a no-gobpa obe3nevyeHOCT Ha KopeHoBaTa maca C
rpyoku (tabnuua 2).

Mpu BcuukM BapuaHTK npu rpaxa obe3neyveHoCTTa Ha kopeHoBaTa Maca ¢
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rpyoku crnep TpetupaHe ¢ Xymycmum e no-BUCOKa B CpaBHEHWe C KOHTpornarta.
CtonHocTMTe Ha nokasaTtens Bapupat oT 0.102 go 0.128. C Hamn-pobpa
06e3nevyeHoCT Ha KopeHoBaTa mMaca C rpygkvm U ¢ Har-ronsMa nNpoabIDKUTENHOCT
Ha XXM3HEHMS LUMKBI Ha rpygKkuTe ca pacTeHusiTa crned npeacentbeHo TpeTnpaHe
Ha cemeHaTa ¢ Xymycmum B po3a 0.6 n 1.2 L/t. MNMpn dua BnuaHneTo Ha
npenapaTa e Han-0obpe uspaseHo 3a gosarta 0.6 L/t.

MpoabMKUTENHOCTTA Ha >XM3HEHUS UMKBN Ha rpygkuTe € BaXHa 3a
HOpMarnHoOTO YHKUMOHMPaAHe Ha Te3n CTPYKTYpU M UKCUpaHe Ha Mo-rorisiMo
KonmdectBo asoT. Milev (2014) ycTtaHoBsBa MPOOBIMKUTENHOCT Ha XXU3HEHWS
LUMKbN Ha rpyakuTe npu rpaxa ot 30 oo 52 gHw.

Tabnuua 2. O6e3nevyeHOCT Ha KOpeHoBaTa Maca C rpyakv npuy rpax n duin cneg
TpeTtupaHe ¢ Xymycmum (g rpyakun/g kopeHn)
Table 2. Root mass supply with nodules in pea and vetch after Humustim
treatment (g roots/number of nodues)

Kbm K/To . Kbm K/To

BapwuaHTtu/Treatments pax/Pea control, % duin/Vetch control, %
HC/NS 0.128 - 0.043 -
HC + epro TBB/NS + 0.123 391 0.042 2.33
one TDV
HC + gse TBB/NS +
wo TDV 0.111 -13.12 0.040 -6.98
TC 0.6 L/t/TS 0.6 L/t 0.102 -20.45 0.037 -13.95
TC 0.6 L/t + egHo TBB/TS
0.6 L/t + one TDV 0.122 -4.69 0.042 -1.17
TC 0.6 L/t + npee TBB/TS
06 L/t + two TDV 0.120 -5.92 0.042 -2.33
TC 1.2 LA/TS 1.2 L/t 0.109 -14.54 0.040 -6.08
TC 1.2 L/t + egHo TBB/TS
12 LIt + one TDV 0.112 -12.87 0.040 -6.98
TC 1.2 L/t + pee TBB/TS
12 LT + two TDV 0.123 -3.78 0.042 -2.09
SE (P=0.05) 0.003 0.006
min/max 0.102/0.128 0.037/0.043
STDEV 0.009 0.002
Average 0.117 0.041

HC — HempemupaHu cemeHa; TC — mpemupaHu cemeHa; TBB — mpemupaHe
rno speme Ha secemauvusimalNS — non treated seeds; TS — treated seeds; TDV
— treatment during vegetation

B HaweTo npoyyBaHe MpPOOBITKATENHOCTTA Ha >XM3HEHWUS UUKbI Ha
rpyokuTe Bapupa oT 33 go 38 aHum npum rpaxa u ot 30 go 33 gHu npu duma (tTabnmua
3). BapupaHeTo e cnabo, kaTo No-BUCOKN CTOMHOCTU Ca OTYETEHU MNPU BapuaHTUTE
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C NpunaraHe Ha OpraHN4yHUs TOp B CpaBHEHUE C HeTpeTupaHaTta KoHTpona. Toea e
CBbp3aHO C OnaronpuATHOTO AEWCTBME Ha CbAbpXawuTte ce B CbCTaBa My
XYMUHOBKM KkucenuHu. C  ekcrnepuMMeHTanHuTe [03M CME BHECNU XYMUHOBWU
kncenvHu (%), KakTo crnegBa: C edHO BereTauMoHHO TpeTupaHe — 12.8; ¢
npeacentbeHo TpeTupaHe B go3a 0.6 L/t cemena — 0.19, B gosa 1.2 L/t cemeHa —
0.38. Te cnocobcTBaTt 3a ocBOOOXAaBaHe B 30HaTa Ha KOpeHoBaTa cucTemMa Ha
[OCTaTb4yHO YCBOUMW XpaHUTENHM BELLECTBA, BKIIKOYMTENHO U Ha docdop, KONTO
yyacTBa QMPEKTHO BbB pOpMMpaHeTo U pyHKUMOHUPAHETO Ha rpygkuTe. Tang et
al. (2001) yctaHoBsBaT CTUMYNMpaHe Ha HapacTBaHETO Ha KOpeHoBaTa CUCTEMA,
KakTO W YyBenuMyaBaHe Ha KoeduuMeHTa Ha M3MNOoN3BaHe Ha XpaHuUTernHuTe
BeLLEeCTBa Npu pacTeHusaTa crief BHacsHE Ha XyMUHOBW KUCEMWHM.

OCHOBHO [OencTBaLlO BELLECTBO Ca KanueBuUTE COMU Ha XYMUHOBUTE
KMCENUHKN, KOUTO OOMPUHACAT M 3a yBenuyaBaHe Ha gebenvHarta Ha KNeTbyHuTe
CTEHM M 3a yablkaBaHe Ha XMBOTa Ha kneTkute. B cbcTaBa Ha opraHuMdHust TOp
BMM3a LUMPOK CMNEKTHP OT APYrY OpraHnYHM BELLeCTBa, KOUTO aKkTUBHO nogobpsasat
n ctumynupaT dusnonornyHata OevHOCT Ha pacteHusTa. Bcuyko ToBa okasBa
NOMNOXMWTENHO BIUSIHUE BbPXY 3ana3BaHe Ha XW3HEHWS LUKbI Ha rpyakuTe Mo-
NPOABIKUTESNHO.

Tabnuua 3. MNpoabMKUTENHOCT Ha XU3HEHUS UMK Ha rpyakvuTe npu rpax u dvmn
cnep TpetupaHe ¢ Xymycmum
Table 3. Duration of the life cycle of nodules in pea and vetch
after Humustim treatment

Bapuartu/Treatments Mpax/ Kbem K/To dun/ | Kem K/To
Pea control, % | Vetch | control, %

HC/NS 33 - 30 -
HC + egHo TBB/NS + one TDV 34 +3.0 31 +3.3
HC + nse TBB/NS + two TDV 34 +3.0 31 +3.3
TCO0.6 LH/TS 0.6 L/t 37 +12.1 33 +10.0
TC 0.6 L/t + egHo TBB/TS 0.6 L/t
+ one TDV 35 +6.1 32 +6.7
TCO0.6 L/t + pee TBB/TS 0.6 L/t
+two TDV 35 +6.1 32 +6.7
TC12LMWTS 1.2 LIt 38 +15.2 33 +10.0
TC 1.2 L/t + egHo TBB/TS 1.2 L/t 35 +6.1 32 +6.7
+ one TDV
TC1.2L/t+pnBe TBB/TS 1.2 L/T 35 +6.1 32 +6.7
+ two TDV
SE (P = 0.05) 1.8 1.7
min/max 33/38 30/33
STDEV 1.54 0.97
Average 35 32

HC — HempemupaHu cemeHa; TC — mpemupaHu cemeHa; TBB — mpemupaHe o speme Ha
seeemauusiINS - non treated seeds; TS - treated seeds; TDV - treatment during vegetation
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Mpn 6060BMTE KYNTYpPU CbAbPXKaAHMETO Ha a3oT B JobMBa OT 3bpPHO MMa
CblUEeCTBEHO 3HayeHue. [laHHWTEe OT HalweTo npoy4BaHe No TO3W MokasaTen ca
oTpaseHu Ha dur. 1. Te Bapupat o1 98.45 no 117.25 g N/kg obuB OT 3bPHO.

Mpn TpeTupaHusa camo Mo BpemMe Ha Beretaumsita He ce oTyMTa BIMSIHUE
BbpXY CbObpPXXaAHWETO Ha a30T B A0OMBa OT 3bPHO OT rpaxa. [1pn BCUYKM ocTaHanu
BapMaHTU CbObpXaHMETO Ha as3oT B [OoOMBa OT 3bpHO Ce YyBenu4daBa ChnpsiMo
HeTpeTMpaHaTa KoHTpora. Taka npu 0.6 L/t + OBe TpeTupaHusi MO Bpeme Ha
BeretauusaTa npesmweHneTo e ¢ 12.74%. Haln-BMCOKO e CbAabpXKaHUETO Ha a3oT B
Aobusa OT 3bpHO Npu TpeTupaHe ¢ Xymycmum B gosa 1.2 L/t + egHo TpeTmpaHe no
Bpeme Ha BeretauusaTa. HatpynBaHeTo Ha a3oT B AobuBa OT 3bPHO € CBbpP3aHo C
NnonyyeHnsi No-BMCOK A0OMB, KaKTO U C NO-A0OPOTO KA4yeCTBO Ha 3bPHOTO crieq
npunaraHeTo Ha Xymycmum.

TS 1.2 L/t+two TDV ||109.726
TS 1.2 L/t+one TDV ] | | | | |117.245
TS 1.2 L/t | | | | ] 109.186
TS 0.6 L/t+two TDV ] | | | | |111.279
g TS 0.6 L/t+one TDV | | | | | L09.588
> y | | | |
'3 TS 0.6 L/t | 107.B65
s : | |
= NS+two TDV ] 101.098
> 1 |
NS+one TDV | 9g.445
NS ! I ] 98.699
85 90 95 100 105 110 115 120

duz. 1. Asom 8 dobusa om 3bpHO om epax cned mpemupaHe ¢ Xymycmum
Fig. 1. Nitrogen in grain yield of pea after Humustim treatment

HC — nempemupaHu cemeHa; TC — mpemupaHu cemeHa; TBB — mpemupare
rno epeme Ha secemauyusiINS — non treated seeds; TS — treated seeds;

TDV — treatment during vegetation; min/max (98.45/117.25); STDEV (6.32);
av (106.96); SE (2.10)

MHOeKkchbT Ha yCcTOMYMBOCT Ha AobvBa OT 3bpHO MpU rpaxa € Han-BUCOK
npu TpeTnpaHe Ha cemeHaTta ¢ Xymycmum B fosa 1.2 L/t + eaHO TpeTupaHe no
Bpeme Ha BereTauusaTa (dur. 2). MNpu duda ce Habnogasa cblaTa TEHASHUNS MpK
posata ot 1.2 L/t, kato pesyntatute 3a Oposi TpeTupaHuss MO Bpeme Ha
Beretauusita ca 6nmsKku.
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TS 1.2 Littwo TDV | 10.536 10.808
TS 1.2 Lit+one TDV el 10.811
TS 120Ut | 1234 10.783
TS 0.6 Lit+two TDV 10494 10.763 @ duiiivetch
TS 0.6 L/t+one TDV | 10.491 10.758 @ rpax/pea
TS0 L | 0.489 10.728
NS+wo TOV | 18428 10.715
NS+one TOV | 10.452 10.705
NS - L4 10.691
svi ' ' ' ' '
0.000 0.200 0.400 0.600 0.800 1.000

®ue. 2. NIHOekc Ha ycmou4ugocm Ha 0obusa om 3bpHO (SYI) npu epax u gull
cred mpemupaHe ¢ Xymycmum
Fig. 2. Sustainable grain yield index in pea and vetch after Humustim treatment

HC — HempemupaHu cemeHa; TC — mpemupaHu cemeHa; TBB — mpemupaHe
o sepeme Ha secemauyusiINS — non treated seeds; TS — treated seeds; TDV —
treatment during vegetation; epax/pea, min/max (0.691/0.811), STDEV
(0.044), av (0.751), SE (0.014); ¢udlvetch, min/max (0.444/0.536), STDEV
(0.034), av. (0.494), SE (0.018)

n3soau

1. OpraHuyHuaT Top XyMycmum OKa3Ba MOMOXUTENHO BIUSHME BbPXY
nokasaTenu, CBbp3aHu C rpyakoobpasyBallata CnocobHOCT M cTabunHocTTa Ha
pobuBa OT 3bpHO Npu nponeTeH dypaxeH rpax u dwun. lNpn rpaxa cneq
npeacenTbeHo TpeTupaHe Ha cemeHaTa ¢ Xymycmum B fo3a 0.6 n 1.2 L/t obesne-
YeHOCTTa Ha KopeHoBaTa Maca C rpyaku e Ham-gobpa u NpogbIKUTENHOCTTa Ha
XM3HEHMS LMKDBI HA FPyaKMTE e Han-ronsama.

2. B pesyntat Ha npeacenTtbeHo TpeTupaHe Ha cemeHaTta ¢ Xymycmum ce
HaTpynBa oT 107.37 g N/kg gobuB ot 3bpHO (3a gosa 0.6 L/t) go 117.25 g N/kg
[OoOMB OT 3bpHO OT rpax (3a go3a 1.2 L/t + egHo TpeTuMpaHe MO BpeMe Ha
BeretauusaTa).

3. MlHOeKkcHhT Ha yCTOMYMBOCT Ha AoBuBa OT 3bPHO M MpU ABETe KyNnTypu e
HaW-BMCOK Npu npeacentbeHo TpeTupaHe Ha cemeHaTa ¢ Xymycmum B o3a 1.2 L/t
+ eHO TpeTupaHe No Bpeme Ha BeretaumsaTa.
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