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Abstract

The study was conducted in a vine plantation for conventional production —
two versions with load 12 and 24 winter eyes and green vine pruning with norming
of bunches and norming of bunches and defoliation. Organic production version of
the first load — 12 winter eyes and green vine pruning with norming of bunches and
norming of bunches and defoliation. The implementation of green pruning —
norming number of clusters — phase pea and defoliation — Phase whites grain and
only defoliation accelerates ripening grape variety Mavroud in 3 to 4 weeks with the
use of green pruning/norming the number of bunches and defoliation in their
area/cultivation of the Mavroud variety which is late-ripening, can overcome this
drawback and to obtain grapes for the production of high quality wine.

Key words: vine, green pruning, organic farming, yield.

BBbBEOEHUE

JlosapcTBOTO M BMHApPCTBOTO Ha Bbnrapms ca ctpatermyeckn BaxHu 3a
CTpaHaTa KaTo CTpyKTypoonpedensiy nogotpacnu Ha 6bnrapckoTo 3emegenve u
XpaHutenHaTa npomulineHocT. bbaelweTo Ha no3apo-BMHAPCKUS CEKTOp € B
NpOM3BOACTBOTO Ha KayeCTBEHW BWMHA OT onpegerneH reorpad)CkM parioH.
KonnyectBoTo Ha gobusa npw 3ana3eHo 4O6GPO Ka4yecTBO Bapupa TBbpPAE MHOMO B
3aBMCMMOCT OT cufaTta Ha fo3uTe, cuctemaTta Ha oTrnexgaHe (popmuposka,
pe3nTOn, HaToBapBaHe, NMOAMOPHa KOHCTPYKUMs, obpaboTka M Op.) U NOYBEHO-
KnumaTu4HUTE ycnosmss Ha panoHa (Abrasheva, Bambalov, Georgiev, 2008).

3eneHute pe3nTbM ca NpakTUKW, KOUTO MMaT peguua npeavMmcTBa —
nogobpsiea ce aepauuaTa B pacTeHusTa M Okono dopMupaliMTe ce niogose.
Upes n3bopa Ha NpaBUNHOTO KONMYECTBO Ha rpo3goBeTe fo3apsT € B CbCTOSHMNE
Aa OTCTpaHu NPEeKOMEpPHOTO HaToBapBaHe Ha pacTeHusTa. Ypes oTcTpaHsBaHe Ha
BbPXOBETE Ha AaKTUBHMSA pacTexX ce cnuMpaT pacTeXbT U CNocobHOCTTa Ha
pacTeHueTo 3a yBenuyaBaHe Ha BereTaTMBHaTa Maca W Taka ce npeHacoyBaT
€HeprumHMTe My 3anacu KbM y3psBaHe Ha rposgeto (Braykov et al.,, 2005;
Masheva et al., 2005).

CopTtbT MaBpyn e eavH OT Hal-CcTapuTe U HaW-U3BECTHUTE ObIrapcku
copToBe. [lony4yaBaHOTO OT HEFO BMHO € C MHOro Jo0pW AerycTaumoHHU KavyecTBa
M € TbPCEeHO KaKTO Ha Obnrapckusi, Taka M Ha MeXOyHapoOHWs BMHEH nasap.
CopTbT MaBpya vMa Obnbr BereTaumoHeH Nepuo M rpo3gdeTo y3psiBa Mpes
OKTOMBPW, KOETO MHOrO 4YecTo ce OTpassiBa Ha KayecTBOTO Ha noslydaBaHaTa
cypoBuHa. [Mopagu Te3uM NPUYUHW HUME CUM NocTaBuxMe 3a LUen ga npoyyum
BIIMAHMETO Ha 3erieHuTe pe3nTtom BbpXy AobuBa M KayecTBOTO Ha rpo3gdeTo OT
copta Maspyg.
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MATEPUAIIU U METOU

OnuTtbT OGelle 3anoxeH B JO30BOTO HacaxaeHuwe oT copta Maspyg,
Hamupallo ce B 3emnuweTo Ha c. MNpaBuwie. PasctosHMATa Ha 3acaxpaHe ca
2,20/1,2 m (378 nos3wn B 1 gekap).

KoHBeHUWOHanHo npon3BoACTBO

Pe3uTba Ha 3psAno: 3anarat ce 2 BapuaHTa Ha HaToBapBaHe:

|. PeanTtba ¢ HaToBapBaHe No 2—4 yena € No 2 3UMHM 04K + 2 NNOAHN
NPBYKM C MO 8 3UMHM 04n — 0610 20—24 3MMHK 04K Ha No3a.

Il. Pe3antba ¢ HaToBapBaHe 2 Yyena c No 2 3MMHM 04K + 1 NnogHa npbyka ¢
8 3MHN 04K — 06O 12 3MMHKM 04YM Ha No3a.

3eneHu pe3nTtou. BapuaHT, npmn KONTO Npes3 HWU, NpU AOCTUraHe Ha dasa
,PAxXo0BO 3bPHO”, Ce u3BbpLIBa HOpMMpaHe Ha bpos Ha rpo3goBeTe. Ha Bcska
nosa ce ocraeaT 10-12 rpo3ga, kOMTO ca Han-gobpe odopMeHu; BapuaHT, nNpu
KOWTO e HopMupaH BpoaT Ha rpo3goBeTe, a Npu 4OoCTUraHe Ha gasa ,npollapBaHe
Ha 3bpHaTa”’ ce M3BbpLUBA NPOCBETIsIBAHE B 30HATa Ha rpo3goseTe (06e3nucT-
BaHe).

Buonorun4yHo nponsBoacTBO

Pe3utba Ha 3psAno: 3anara ce 1 BapvaHT Ha HaToBapBaHe — C 2 yena C no
2 3MHM o4m + 1 NNoAHa npbyKa € 8 3MHM 04M — obLLO 12 3MMHKM 04K Ha Nno3a.

3eneHu pe3nTou. BapmnaHT, Npu KONTO Npe3 OHW, Npy JOCTUraHe Ha dasa
,FPaxoBO 3bPHO”, Ce M3BbPLIBA HOpMUpaHe Ha Gpos Ha rposgoseTe. Ha Bcska
nosa ce octaBuxa no 5-6 rposga, KOMTO ca Han-gobpe odopmeHu; BapuaHT, npu
KOMTO e HopMMpaH OpoAT Ha rpo3goBeTe, NMpu AoCTUraHe Ha asa ,npoluapsaHe
Ha 3bpHaTa” ce M3BbLPLUM MPOCBETNsSBaHe B 30HaTa Ha rposgoBeTe (06e3nmcT-
BaHe).

Mpn BCWMYKM BapMaHTM Ce U3BBPLUIM MEXAHM3UPAHO KbpLleHe Ha
netopacnuite, Korato AOCTUrHaxa AbIKWHA, MO-rofisMa OT BUCOYMHATa Ha
noanopHaTa KOHCTPYKLMS.

Mpn GeputbaTa 3a BCekn BapmaHT ce onpegens [obuBbT OT 1 noasa,
macaTta Ha 1 rposg, macata Ha 100 3bpHa, cbabpxaHMeTo Ha 3axapu (%) u
TUTPYEMW KUCENUNHU (g/dms).

PE3YNTATU U OBCBXOAHE
Mpo3geTo OT Nno3uTe OT pasfnMYHUTE BapuMaHTU Ha HaToBapBaHE W
npunaraHe Ha 3eneHn pesntbum — HopmupaHe Oposi Ha rpo3goBeTe U
obesnuctBaHe, HopmupaHe ©Opos Ha rpo3goBeTe U 6e3 3eneHu pesnuTou —
AOCTUIHA TEXHOMOrM4YHa 3psifocT Mo pasnuyHo Bpeme, nopagu koeto beputbaTta
Oelwe n3BbpLUEHa B 3 cpoka — B HA4anoTo Ha OKTOMBPU, B cpefaTa Ha OKTOMBPM U
B Kpas Ha OKTOMBPW.

MacaTta Ha 1 rpo3g e Han-ronsMa npu BapvaHTa ¢ HaToBapBaHe 2 yena + 1
nnogHa npbyka Mpu KOHBEHLMOHANHOTO OTrnexaaHe Ha no3ute. Mexpay TpuTe
BapuaHTta — C HOpMMpaHe Ha rpo3goBeTe M 00e3nucTBaHe, HOPMUPAHE Ha
rposgoBeTe 1 6e3 3eneHu pe3nTbm — ce HabnogaBa HamansBaHe Ha MacaTa Ha 1
rpo3g ot 590 Ha 430 g (Tabn. 1). Manko No-HUCKM ca CTOMHOCTUTE NpY BapuaHTa C
©uonpouseoacTeo — oT 560 HamansiBa Ha 410 g. Haii-manka e macarta Ha 1 rpo3g
npu BapuaHTta ¢ 2 NnogHu nNpbyku — oT 425 g Hamansiea o 365 g.

Ta6nuua 1
Maca Ha 1 rpo3g, 4oOuMB OT 1 n03a N MexaHN4eH CbCTaB Ha rpo3na
cpegHo 3a 2012 n 2013 r.
Table 1
Weight of 1 cluster, 1 vine yield and mechanical content of the cluster
average for 2012 and 2013
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Maca Ha [o6us ot

[aTta Ha 110030 o/ | 1rno3a. af MexaHn4eH cbCTaB Ha
BapuaHTu (variants) beputba/Date WeFiJ htpléfgl Yield 0? rpo3ga/Mechanical
of Harvest g structure of the cluster

bunch one vine

Bro — HopmupaHo 1
o6e3nuncTeHo/Bio - normalized 01-08.10. 560 3360 3,41 96,59

and defoliated

Bro — HopmupaHo/
Bio - normalized
Buo - 6e3 3eneHn pesntbu/
Bio - no green prunings

C 1 nn. np. - HopmMpaHo n
ob6esnucteHo/With 1fr.Brnch.- 01-08.10. 590 3540 314 96,86

normalized and defoliated

C 1 nn.np - HopmupaHo/With 1
fr. Brnch. - normalized

C 1 nn.np - 6e3 3eneHu
peauTBu/With1 fr.brch - no 25-30.10. 430 8170 3,74 96,26

green prunings

C 2 nn. np. - HOpMMpaHo 1
o6esnucteHo/With 2 fr.Brnch. - | 01-08.10. 425 5100 3,85 96,15

normalized and defoliated

C 2 nn. np. - HopmupaHo/
With 2 fr.brnch. - normalized

C 2 nnogHu npbyku — 6e3
3enexu peautu/With 2 fr. 25-30.10. 365 8030 4,04 95,96

Brnch. - no green pruning
[obuebT oT 1 nosa e Ham-ronam npu BapuaHtuTe 6e3 3eneHn pesuntow,
npuv KOUTO BPOSAT Ha rPO3OOBETE HE € HOPMMPaH, BbMNPEKK Ye nNpu TAX macarta Ha 1
rpo3q e Haw-manka. Cnegsa BapuaHTbT C HOpMWpaHe Ha rpo3goBeTe U
obesnncTBaHe, nopaguM ToBa 4Ye Macata Ha 1 rposg e manko no-ronsma B
CpaBHeHWe C BapuaHTa camMO C HOpMMpaHe Ha rposgoBeTe, 6e3 obesnucTBaHe.
HawwuTe pesyntati noteBbpxaasBaT MnonyvyeHUTe AaHHM B ABCTpanus CbC copTa
CoBuHbOH (Palliotti et al., 2013).

15-20.10. 530 3180 3,99 96,01

25-30.10. 410 7790 4,24 95,76

15-20.10. 560 3360 3,68 96,32

15-20.10. 400 4800 3,87 96,13

Mexay oTaenHuTe BapyaHTU He ce HabnogaBaT CbLUECTBEHM pasnuyns B
npoueHTa Ha 4venkute B rposgeto. CrorHocTuTe Bapupat oT 3,14 o 4,24%.
Habniogasa ce cnabo u3paseHa TeHAEHUMS Ha MOBULLIABaHe Ha MpoueHTa Ha
YenkuTe Npy BCUYKM BapuaHTy Npu No-KkbCHUTE aatu Ha beputba.

MpoUEeHTBT Ha HOpManHUTE 3bpHa B rPO34OBETE OT MbPBUSA KbM TPETUS
Cpok Ha GeputbaTta HamansiBa, KaTo Hal-ronsiMa pasnuka ce Habniogasa npu
BuronornyHoTo Npomn3BoacTBo — oT 96,93% Ha 08.10.2013 r. Hamansasa Ha 74,86%.
MpM KOHBEHUMOHANHOTO MNPOM3BOACTBO M HaToBapBaHe C 1 nnogHa npbuyka
pasnukata e no-manka — ot 97,10 Ha 88,82%. lNpwu BapnaHTa ¢ 2 NNOAHN NPBHYUKK
HamansiBaHeTO Ha MpoLeHTa Ha HopMarnHuTe 3bpHa € Hau-Manko — oT 96,54 Ha
92,85%.

MpoueHTLT Ha MunepaHauMpanuTe 3bpHa HapacTBa OT MbpBaTa KbM
Tpetata gaTta Ha 6eputbata. Mpm GMONOrMYHOTO NPOM3BOACTBO YBEMMYEHUETO €
Han-ronamo — oT 2,54 Ha 20,84%. [MpyM KOHBEHUMOHANHOTO NPOU3BOACTBO U
HaToBapBaHe C 1 nfogHa Mpbyka MNPOLUEHTBLT HA MuNepaHgupanuTe 3bpHa
poctura o 8,04%, a npu BapmaHTa ¢ 2 nnogHu npbykm — 6,15%.

Mpn cradwmoupanute 3bpHa MNPOMEHUTE Ca HeCbLLECTBEHU, KaTo
CTOMHOCTUTE Ce 3anasBaT NoYTU egHaKBU.

MacaTta Ha 100 3bpHa ce NpOMeHs B ronemMu rpaHuLM KakTo no BapuaHTy,
Taka M no cpokoBe Ha OepuTba. Hal-HUCKM CTOMHOCTM ©Osxa OT4YeTEHM npwu
BapuaHTa ¢ 2 nnogHu npbykun. [1pun nosute ¢ HopMupaHe Ha rpo3goBeTe BbB (hasa
,IPaxoBO 3bpPHO” N 06e3nNUCcTBaHe B 30HaTa Ha rpo3oBeTe BbB hasa npollapBaHe
Ha 3bpHaTa MacaTa Ha 100 3bpHa npu 6eputba B HA4anoTo Ha OKTOMBpPU Oelue
156,6 g; npu no3uTe C HOpMMUpPaHe Ha rpo3foBeTe BbB hasa ,[PaxoBo 3bPHO” Npu
Oeputba B cpegaTa Ha OKTOMBPM MacaTta HamansiBa Ha 146 g, a Han-manka e npu
nosute 6e3 3eneHun pe3ntbu n 6eputba B kpast Ha okTomepu — 109,3 g (Tabn. 2).
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Macata Ha 100 3bpHa npuM OMONPOM3BOACTBOTO W BapuaHTa C
KOHBEHLMOHanHaTa pacTuTtenHa 3alimra, KbaeTo HaToBapBaHETO € eOHaKBo, € C
NMoYTK €efHaKBM CTOMHOCTWU, HO WM MpU TSX MMa SICHO u3paseHa TEeHAEHUMs Ha
HamarnsiBaHe OT NbpBaTa kbM TpeTaTa Agata Ha 6eputba. [Npu Guonpons3BoaCcTBOTO
HamansBaHeTo e oT 186,3 g B Ha4yanoto Ha okTomBpu 00 126,2 g B Kpas Ha
meceua. [pu KoHBEHUMOHanHaTa pactuTesnHa 3awmnta macaTta Ha 100 3bpHa CbLLO
Hamanaea ot 182,4 go 138,9 g OoT HayanoTo KbM Kpasi Ha MeCeL, OKTOMBPM.
3bpHaTa npu BapuaHTa ¢ 1 nnogHa npbyka ca MNO-M3pPaBHEHU MO rofieMuHa B
CpaBHEHWe C BapuaHTa C 2 NiogHu NpbyKu.

Tabnuua 2
Maca Ha 100 3bpHa, pa3mepu Ha 3bPHOTO, MPOLEHT HOPMarHWU, MUNepaHanupani u
cTadmaupanu 3bpHa cpegHo 3a 2012 n 2013 .
Table 2
Weight of 100 grains, grain sizes, percentage of normal and milerandirali be dried
beans, average for 2012 and 2013

[aTa Ha Maca
beputba/ |Ha 100 |Pa3mepm Ha 3bpHaTa/ 3bpHa, B %/
BapuaHntu/ Date of |3bpHal Size of the grape Granes, in %
Variants Harvest |Weight
of 100 |gbmkuHa/ | WKpuHA/ |HOpMarnHu |MunepaH- |ctaduau-
graines | Lenght, Width, Normal auvpanm panw/
mm mm Raisined

Bwvo - HopmupaHo n
0663”"‘_CT-/B'0 - |01-08.10. | 186,3 12,85 12,94 96,93 2,45 0,62
Normalized and

defoliated
Buo — HopmMu-
paHo/Bio -
Precipitation
Buvo - 6e3 3eneHn
pe3nTbu/Bio - no
green pruning
C 1 nn. np. -
HOPMUpPaHo U
obesnuct./With 1
brnch. Normali-
zation and
defoliation
C 1 nn. np. -
HOpMUpaHo/ 15-20.10. | 169,2 | 12,20 12,11 95,62 3,28 1,10
With 1 brnch. -
Precipitation
C 1 nn. np. - 6e3
3eMeHn pesunT-
ow/With 1 fruiting  [25-30.10. | 138,9 11,55 11,55 88,82 8,04 3,14
branch - no green
pruning
C2nn. np. -
HOPMUpPaHo U
obeanuct./With 2 |01-08.10. | 156,6 12,07 11,54 96,54 2,35 1,11
brnch. Normalized
and defoliated
C2nn.np. -
HopmmpaHo/With 2 195.50 10, | 146,9 | 11,55 11,38 | 93,84 5,40 0,76
brnch.Normalized
and defoliated
C 2 nn. npbYkm -
6e3 3eneHn
pe3uton/With 2 25-30.10. | 109,3 11,13 11,44 92,85 6,15 1,00
brnch. No green
pruning

15-20.10. | 169,6 12,54 12,43 96,98 2,27 0,75

25-30.10. | 126,2 11,25 11,36 74,86 20,84 2,30

01-08.10. | 182,4 12,47 12,34 97,10 1,85 1,05

Tabnuua 3
MexaHu4eH cbCTaB Ha 3bPHOTO, CbObPXKAHUE HA 3axapu U TUTPyeMHU
KMCenuHu B rpo3aeTo cpenHo 3a 2012 1 2013 r.
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Table 3
Mechanical content of grain, sugar content and titratable acidity in grapes
average for 2012 and 2013 2013

Hata Ha MexaHunyeH cbcTas Tutpyemu
BapuaHty Beputbal Ha 3bpHOTO/ 3axapu, %/ | kucenunu/
(Variants) Date of Mechanical structure Shugar, % | fitratable
harvest of the cluster acidity,

3
KOXMULN CEeMKU Meco g/dm

Bwvo - HopmupaHo n
_ 06esnmcrero/ 01-08.10. 9,66 7,87 82,47 23,5 5,31
Bio - normalized and
defoliated
Buo - HopmumpaHo/Bio -

normalized 15-20.10. | 10,15 4,68 85,17 22,6 5,84
Buo - 6e3 3eneHu
peauT6uW/Bio - no green | 553010, 10,02 4,28 85,70 21,8 5,85
prunings
C1nn.np. -
HOpMUpaHO 1
ob6e3nucTeHo/ 01-08.10. 11,34 6,17 82,49 23,3 5,69
With 1 fr. Brnch.
Normalized and
defoliated
C 1 nn. np.
(Hopmuparo)/ 15-20.10. | 10,64 4,09 85,27 22,8 5,76
With 1 fr. Brnch.
normalized
C 1 nnoaHa npbyka -
6e3 3eneHun
peanteu/With 1 fr. 25-30.10. 10,95 3,97 85,08 21,3 5,84
Brnch. no green
prunings
C2nn. np. -
HOpMUpaHO 1
obesnucTteHo/ 01-08.10. 9,41 6,17 84,42 22,6 6,22
With 2 fr. Brnch.
normalized and
defoliated
C2nn.np. —
HopMupaHo/ 15-20.10. 10,51 4,45 85,04 21,8 6,29
With 2 fr. Brnch.
normalized
C 2 nn. npbykm - 6e3
3eneHn pesnTou/ 25-30.10. | 9,37 5,08 85,55 20,5 6,19
With 2 fr. Brnch. no
green prunings

Mpn BapnaHTUTE C HOpMUPAHE Ha rpo3doBeTe BLB hasa ,rPaxoBo 3bPHO”
n obesnncTBaHe B 30HaTa Ha rpo3goBeTe BbB hasa MnpollapBaHe Ha 3bpHaTa
MMaMe Mo-HUCHK MPOLEHT Ha MececTaTa 4acT Ha 3bpHaTa — npu Guonpous-
BoACTBO — 82,47%, ¢ 1 nnoaHa npbyka — 82,49%, 1 ¢ 2 nnogHu npbykn — 84,42%.

Mpu cneppawmte ABe Aatn Ha beputba — Ha 15.10. u 25.10.2013 r. —
NPOLEHTBLT HA MececTaTta YacT Ha 3bpHaTa e 85-86%.

Mpun BapnaHTUTE C HOPMUPaHe Ha rpo3goBeTe BbB dhasa ,MPaxoBO 3bPHO”
n obe3nnctBaHe B 30HAaTa Ha rpo3goBeTe BbB (ha3a MpollapBaHe Ha 3bpHaTa
CbObPXaHMETO Ha 3axapy € HaW-BMCOKO, BbNpekn 4e 6Geputbata OGelwe
M3BbpLUEHA Hal-paHO — B HA4arioTo Ha OKTOMBPU — Npu BGMONPOU3BOACTBOTO —
23,5%, ¢ 1 nnogHa npbyka — 23,3%, 1 C 2 NIOHN NPbYKM — 22,6% (Tabn. 3).

Mopo6Hu pesynTaty ca nonydeHn B u3cneasaHus, nposedeHn B Oregon
Wine Research Institute B HacaxxaeHus Ha Dundee Hills AVA (Patty, 2013).

B cpepata Ha meceua 6Gewe o6paHO rpo3geTo Ha BapuaHTuTe C
HOpMUpaHe Ha rpo3goBeTe, HO CbAbPXaHMETO Ha 3axapu Gelle MO-HUCKO — npu
OuonpowunsBoacTBOTO — 22,6%, ¢ 1 nnogHa npbyka — 22,8%, 1 ¢ 2 NNOgHN NPbYKM —
21,8%.
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Mpn 6eputbata B kpas Ha OKTOMBPW NpY BapuaHTute 6e3 3eneHn pesnton
CbObPXaHNETO Ha 3axapu B rpo3geTo belle Han-HUCKO — npy BMONPOM3BOACTBOTO
—21,8%, ¢ 1 nnogHa npbyka — 23,3%, 1 ¢ 2 nnogHu Npbykn — 20,5%.

CbaobpKaHMeTo Ha TUTPYEMM KUCENWHM NpW MbpBMTE [OBe QdaTu Ha
6epuTha — HAYanoTo M cpefaTa Ha okToMBpu — Gelwe ot 5,31 4o 5,85 g/dm?®. Mpu
nocnegHata 6eputba — B Kpast Ha MeceLa, KoraTo CbAbpXXaHMETOo Ha 3axapwu belue
Hal-marnko, TUTPyeMnTe KUCENMHM B TPO3AETO U Npu TpUTe BapuaHTa ca noseye —
Hap 6 g/dm?.

n3soau

1. NpwnaraHeTo Ha 3enexHn pe3nTbn — HopMupaHe Ha 6pos Ha rposgoseTe
BbB ha3a ,rpaxoBo 3bpHO” 1 0be3nncTeaHe BbB (hasa npoluapBaHe Ha 3bpHaTa, 1
camo obesnumcTBaHe, ycKopsiBa y3psiBaHeTO Ha rposgeTo npu copta Maspyg ¢ 3 o
4 cepmMmuun.

2. MNpn BapwaHTUTE C HOpMMpaHe Ha 6pos Ha rposgoseTe [OOMBBLT
Hamansisa B CpaBHeHMe C BapuaHTa 6e3 3eneHu pesntou, HO 3HAYMTENHO ce
nogobpsisa KayecTBOTO Ha rpo3geTto, M TO € rogHO 3a NPOM3BOACTBO Ha
BMCOKOKa4eCTBEHU YepBeHn BMHa OT copTa MaBpya.

3. MNpu BapuaHTa ¢ 1 NnogHa npbyka U octaBeHn 6 rpo3ga macaTa Ha 100
3bpHa e Mo-rofsMa, Kato 3bpHaTa ca M3paBHEHW NO rOfieMUMHA B CPaBHEHMWE C
BapuaHTa C 2 NAOAHN NpbYkM 1 12 rposaa.

4. C wu3nonssBaHeTo Ha 3eneHn pes3uTbm (HopmupaHe Ha 6pos Ha
rposgosete M obesnucTBaHe B TAXHATa 30HA) MNpu OTIMEXAaHeTo Ha copTta
MaBpya, KOWTO e KbCHO3peeLl, MOXe Aa ce npeogosiee To3W HeJocTaTbkK U Aa ce
nony4um rpo3ge 3a NpoM3BoACTBO HA BUCOKOKAYeCTBEHO BUHO.
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