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Abstract

A field experiment was carried out during the period 2009-2012 in the
Study, Experimental and Implementation Base of the Department of Plant Growing
at the Agricultural University — Plovdiv by applying the block method, with four
replications and size of the land plot — 10 m?.

The liquid fertilizer for foliar application Amalgerol Premium (seaweed
extract, mineral oils, plant extracts and essential oils, macro and trace elements)
was tested at a rate of 3,000 mil/ha. The durum wheat variety had been previously
treated in the following phenophases: tillering (autumn); tillering (spring) and
spindling.

As a result of the study it was found that:

The values of the yield structural elements and productivity of the tested
durum wheat when treated with the foliar fertilizer Amalgerol Premium exceeded
those of the untreated control.

The treatment of the durum wheat variety Predel in the tillering phase
(spring) with the leaf fertilizer Amalgerol Premium at a rate of 3,000 ml/ha led to
obtaining 340 kg/ha (10.0%) more grain than from the untreated control in average
for the period of study. A significant increase in the values of the yield structural
elements was observed in this option.

The treatment with Amalgerol Premium in the phases tillering (autumn) and
spindling affected to a lesser extent the increase of the yield of grain durum wheat
— by 210 kg/ha (6.2%) and 270 kg/ha (7.8%) respectively as compared with the
control.

Key words: durum wheat, foliar fertilizer Amalgerol Premium, productivity.
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BBbBEOEHUE

Mpe3 nocnegHuMTe roAuHW Mpu OTINEXAaHe Ha TBbpAata nueHuua
HapacTBa ynoTpebaTta Ha Te4yHu TOpoBe 3a NUCTHO noaxpaHsaHe (Delchev, 2003;
Delchev, 2005 a; Delchev, 2005 b). C TaxHa nomol, ce pelwaBaT 3agauuTte,
cBbp3aHu c yckopsiBaHe (Delchev, Ivanova, Nenkova, 2004) Ha pacTexa u
passutne Ha pacteHuara (Delfin et al., 2005; Kolev, Gorbanov, 2000),
YCTOMYMBOCTTA MM KbM cTpecoBu caktopu (Delchev, 2005 a), kakto m 3a
yBennyaBaHe Ha npoayktmBHoctTa (Delchev, 2005 b) wn kayecTBOTO Ha
nony4eHoToO OT TBbpAaTa nweHuua 3bpHo (Delchev, 2005 a; Panayotova, Kolev,
1996). Cnopepn n3cnegsaHuaTa Ha peguua astopu (Guenis, Alpaslan, Unal, 2003)
TpeTMpaHEeTO Ha pacTeHusdATa C TEeYHW TOpPOBE Mpe3 BeretauusTa Ha TBbpAaTta
nweHuya gonpuHaca 3a nosuwaBaHe Ha 6posa Ha 3bpHaTa U Ha TAxHaTa maca, B
pesynTaT Ha KOeTO ce yBenu4yasa nNpoayKTMBHOCTTA.

LlentTa Ha npoBegeHOTO u3cnedBaHe € Aa Ce YCTaHOBW BMSIHUMETO Ha
nMcTHUA Top AManrepon MnpeMUMyM BbpXy MNPOAYKTUBHOCTTA W CTPYKTYPHUTE
ernemMeHTu Ha JobvBa OT TBbpAaaTta neHuua.

MATEPUAJIU U METOOMU

EkcnepymeHTBT € npoBefdeH B Y4YebHO-OMUTHOTO Mofe Ha kategpa
»,PacTeHneBbacTBO” B ArpapHusi yHmBepcuTeT B rp. [noesame npes3 nepuoga 2009—
2012 r. MNoncknaT onuT e 3anoxeH no 6rokoB MeTod, B YETMPU MOBTOPEHUS U C
rorneMvHa Ha pekonTHata napuena 15 m?, Ha anysuanHo-nuBagHa no4ysa (Molic
Fluvisols no ®AO), koATO ce xapakTepusuypa CbC CpegHO MNeCbuYNUBO-TIMHECT
MeXaHW4YeH CbCTaB, CbAbpxaHne Ha xymyc 1-2%, pH=7.7, Hanu4me Ha kapGoHaTK
0o 7.4% v nunca Ha conu. B nousenns crnon ot 0 go 20 cm cbabpXaHUETO Ha
OCHOBHUTE XpaHUTeNHW enemeHTun bewle, kakto cneasa: N — 15.6 mg/1000 g, P,Os
—32 mg/100 g, K,O — 47 mg/100 g (Popova, Sevov, 2010).

M3nuTaH e TedeH TOp 3a NUCTHO noaxpaHBaHe ,Amanrepon npemuym”
(ekcTpakT OT MOPCKM Bogopacrnv, MUHepanHu macra, pacTUTENHW eKCTPakTu U
eTepuyHM macna, Makpo- n mukpoenemeHtu) B gosa 3000 mil/ha. TpeTupaHeTo ¢
M3NUTBaAHUS JIMCTEH TOp € W3BbPLIBaHO BbB peHodasute OpaTeHe (eceH),
OpateHe (MponeT), BpeTeHeHe M LUbMTEX Ha TBbpAaTa MweHuua OoT copTa
[Mpeden. TebpaaTa niwieHuLa e oTrnexaaHa no yTebpaeHata TexHonorua (Yanev,
et al., 2008) cnen npepwecTtBeHMK cribHYornen. Ceutbata e u3BbpLiBaHa B
onTumanHus cpok (20.X-5.XI1). OnuteT e TopeH ¢ N, Pg, Kato LUanoTo Konmy4ecTBo
docdopeH Top € BHACcsH Npean OCHoBHaTa ob6paboTka, a a3oTHuAT — 1/3 npeaun
centbata u 2/3 paHO HanNponeT KaTo NoaxpaHBaHe.

M3BbpluBaHM ca criegHuTe GUOMETPUYHU M3MepBaHus: Gpon KnacyeTta B
knac, 6pon 3bpHa B Knac, maca Ha 3bpHaTa B Knac (g) n gobus Ha 3bpHo (t/ha).
Cratuctnyeckata obpaboTka e ocblLiecTBeHa C nporpameH npoaykt BIOSTAT
(Penchev, 1998).

PE3YNTATU N OBCBXOAHE

KonuuecTtBoTO Ha BanexuTe npes3 BereTauuoHHWUs nepuoj Ha TBbpaaTta
nwenuya (X-VI) 6ewe, kakto cnegea: 2009/2010 — 458.1 mm, n 2010/2011 —
517.4 mm, n npe3 2011/2012 — 388.5 mm, npn 419.0 mm 3a MHOroOroguLleH
nepuog ot Bpeme (cur. 1).
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BnaronpuaTHa roguHa 3a pactexa v pasBMTUETO Ha TBbpAaTa MeHuua ¢
oTHocuTenHo fobpo pa3npeneneHune Ha Banexute 6ewe 2010/2011 r. — Torasa ce
nomyynmxa WM Ham-BUCOKUTE LOOMBM OT 3bPHO OT BCUYKM W3NUTBAHW COPTOBE.
HebnaronpusitHa 3a pa3BuUTMETO Ha pacTteHusTa bele ctonaHckata 2011/2012 r.
nopagy 3HauyuTEsNIHO MO-MarkoTO KONMMYECTBO Banexu npe3 Meceuute HOeMBpMU,
MapT W anpun, KOeTo ce OTpa3u OTpULaTENHO BbPXY NPOAYKTMBHOCTTA Ha
TBbpAaTa nuweHuua (cur. 2). PekontHata 2010 r. € C MEXOWMHHM CTOMHOCTU B
CpaBHEHWe C ApyruTe roAMHN Ha u3cneaBaHusi nepuog.

duz. 1. Cyma Ha sanexume rno meceuu, mm/m:

600
500 f
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0

X Xl XN I I m A vV VI | Sum
—2009-2010|85,6| 8,8 (41,4(33,9(100,|72,4(37,9/18,7|59,1|458
—2010-2011|119, | 15,4 | 28,7 | 24,6 |52,1|74,4| 18,8 40,8 14,6 388,
—2011-2012|70,4| 0,9 |38,8|120,|56,8| 4,9 (222|160, 42,4 |517,
—1965-1995| 53 | 50 | 46 | 41 | 32 | 38 | 41 | 57 | 61 | 419

duez. 2. CpedHomece4yHU memnepamypu, °C

30

2 /.

0 ~
7

X Xl X1l I I 1 v \Y Vi
—2009-2010|134 | 85 | 41 | 06 | 3,3 | 6,9 |12,7 181|276
—2010-2011/10,8 (11,3 | 24 | 14 27 69 [11,8 171 224
—2011-2012| 87 | 38 | 23 |-11 | 84 144|176 |236 27
—1965-1995|126 | 74 | 22 | -04 | 2,2 6 [12,2(17,2]20,9
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B tabnuua 1 ca npeactaBeHW OCpedHEHUTE [OaHHU OT M3BbpPLUEHUTE
OMOMETPMYHM U3MEPBAHWUS Ha BapuaHTUTe, TPeTUpaHuM B pasnuyHu ¢asm ot
pasBUTMETO Ha TBbpAaTa nweHuua, copt lNpegen, ¢ M3NUTBaHWMS JNICTEH TOP
Amanrepon npemmym. He ce HabniogaBa CbLIECTBEHO BRMSHWE Ha NUCTHUS TOp
BbPXY BUCOYMHATA Ha pacTeHusiTa, KoaTo Bapupa oT 0.4 cm npu TpeTupaHe BbB
(raza 6pateHe (eceH) oo 1.6 cm BbB hasa GpaTeHe (nponerT).

MMpe3 TpurognwHmMa nepmog Ha NpPoy4yBaHETO € YCTAHOBEHO, Ye MO-CUMEH
edeKkT M3NUTBAHUAT NIUCTEH TOP € OKa3an BbpXy AbJDKMHATa Ha Knaca, KosTo
HapacTtBa ¢ 1.14 cm (14.1%) npu npbckaHe BbB hasa GpateHe (nponeT). MMpu
n3nona3saHeTo Ha Amanrepon npeMuyMm B cbluaTa dasa OT pacTexa Ha TBbpaaTa
nwexuua, copt lNpeaen, ce dopmupat n Han-ronsm Gpon knacyeTta B knac — 26.1
Op., cnegBa TpeTupaHeTo BbB hasa BpeTeHeHe — 25.4 6p., KOETO € CbOTBETHO C
11.5% wn 8.5% noBeye OT KOHTponaTta. HesHauuTenHo yBenuueHue Ha Gpos Ha
knacdetata B knaca ot 3.8% 6Gewe HabnwogaBaHo npu TpeTupaHe BbB (pasa
OpateHe (eceH). BpoAT Ha 3bpHaTa B knac B pe3ynTaT OT Bb3AEWCTBMETO Ha
npoyyBaHusi nNucteH Top Bapupa oT 41.4 6p. (5.9%) npu TpeTupaHe BLB hasa
OpaTteHe (eceH) go 45.2 6p. (15.6%) B noBeYye OT KOHTponaTta npu U3Mosi3aBaHeTo
Ha Topa BbB (pasa bpaTteHe (nporner).

CpegHo 3a TpuroguvliHuS nepuod Ha wuscnegBaHe TpeTUpaHeTo Ha
pacTeHusiTa Ha TBbpAaTa nweHuua, copT lNpegen, ¢ M3aNMTBaHUA NNCTEH TOp BOAM
[0 YyBeEnuuYeHve Ha macaTa Ha 3bpHaTa B krnaca, Kato TO € HaW-ronsmo npwu
TpeTupaHe Ha pacTeHusTa BbB (hasa OpateHe (mponeT) — 2,09 g, a Han-manko —
npu npbckaHe BbB dhasa bpaTeHe (eceH) — 1.89 g, koeTo CbOTBETHO € C 14.4% 1
3,2% noBeye OT HeTpeTMpaHaTa KOHTpona.

Ta6nuua 1. bBuomeTpuyHM gaHHKU (cpedHo 3a nepuoga 2009-2012)
Table 1. Biometrics data (mean of the period 2009-2012)

Variants
KoHTpona | BpaTteHe BpaTeHe | BpeTeHeHe
. HeTpeTu- | (eceH)/ (nponeT)/| Spindling
Indices pana/ | Tillering | Tillering
Control no | (autumn) | (spring)
treated
BucounHa Ha pacTeHudarta, cm/
Height of the plants, cm 87.1 87.5 88.7 88.0
ObvmknHa Ha knaca, cm/
Lenght of the spike, cm 8.11 8.17 9.25 9.09
Bpown knacyeta B knac/
Number of the spikelets 23,4 24,3 26,1 25,4
per spike
Bpon 3bpHa B knac/
Number of the grains per spike 39.1 4l4 452 42,8
Maca Ha 3bpHaTa B knac, g/
Mass of the grains per spike, g 1,83 1,89 2,09 1,96
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TpeTMpaHeTo ¢ NUCTHWA TOop BbB (basa OparteHe (nponeTt) Boou LO
yBenuyeHne Ha CTOMHOCTUTE Ha nokasatenute maca Ha 1000 3bpHa ¢ 2.5 g u Ha

xekTonutpoBaTta Maca c 2.1 kg, kato nosuweHneTo e ¢ 5.1% n ¢ 2.6% cnpsmo
KoHTponaTa (cwr. 3).

@Puz. 3. PusuvHU ceolicmea Ha 3bPHOMO
(cpedHo 3a nepuoda 2009-2012)
Fig. 3. Phisyical properties of the grain
(mean of the period 2009-2012)
B XeKToNuTpOoBa maca B MacaHa 1000 3bpHa

BpeteHneHe 81,4

EpaTeHe (nponer) 82,3
BpaTeHe (eceH) 80,7
80,2

KoHTtpona

OT npegcrtaBennTe pesyntatm (Tabn. 2) e BWOHO, Ye HaWM-BUCOKM
CTOMHOCTM Ha JobuBa OT 3bPHO MO rOAMHM U CPeaHOo 3a TPUTE roAMHM Ha onuTa ca
nonyyeHn npu M3NoN3BaHEeTO Ha NUCTHUA Top Amarnieepon npemuym B nosa 3000
ml/ha n BB cheHodasa GpaTeHe (NPoOMeT) Ha TBbpAaTa nueHuua.

Ta6nuua 2. [Jobus oT 3bpHO t/ha
Table 2. Grain yield, t/ha

2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 CpepHo
t/ha % t/ha % t/ha % t/ha %

BapuanTtwn/Variants

KoHTpona
HeTpeTupaHa/ 3.56 [100.0 |3.89 |100.0 (2.95 |100.0 |3.47 |100.0
Control no treated
bpateHe (ecen)/
Tillering (autumn) 3.74 |105.1 | 4.20 |108.0 | 3.11 |105.4 | 3.68 |106.2

BbparteHe (nponet)/
Tillering (spring) 3.86 |108.4 | 435 |111.8 | 3.21 |108.8 | 3.81 |110.0

BpeTteHeHe/
Spindling 3.79 |106,4 | 425 |109.2 | 3.17 |107.5 | 3.74 |107.8

GD 5% 0.22 | 6.2 0.30 7.7 0.18 6.1
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[oGMBBLT OT 3bPHO NPU TPETMPAHE HA pacTeHMsTa C NIMCTHUSA TOp B Tasu
deHodaza cpegHo 3a TpuTe roguHu e 3.81 t/ha, kaTto NOBULLEHUMETO CMPSIMO
koHTponata e ¢ 10.0%. Mo roguHn yBenuyeHneTo Ha gobuea Bapupa ot 300
(8,4%) po 460 kg/ha (11.8%), cpegHo 340 kg/ha (10.0%). Mo-ronsm gobus ot
3bpHO ce Habnwgasa u Npu BapyaHTa Ha TpeTMpaHe C NUCTHWUA Top Amanrepon
npeMmym BbB (hasa BpeTeHeHe oT 230 (6.4%) oo 360 kg/ha (9.2%) wnn cpegHo 3a
nepuoga Ha npoy4dsaHeTo 270 kg/ha (7.8%) noBe4ye OT KOHTpoOnaTa.

TeHgeHumst 3a noBuwaBaHe Ha obuBa oT 3bpPHO ce 3abenassa u npu
TpeTupaHe Ha TBbpAaTa MweHuua BbB pasa OpeTeHe (eceH) C MNpoyyYBaHUS
NNCTEH TOP, HO pasnukaTta CnpsAMo KOHTponarta € JokazaHa MaTeMaTU4ecku camo
B egHa ot uacnegsanute rognHmn ¢ 310 kg/ha (8.0%) npes pekontHaTa 2011 T.

n3soau

1. CroMHOCTMTE Ha CTPYKTYypHUTE enemMeHTM Ha pobuBa w
NPOAYKTMBHOCTTa Ha TBbpAaTa MeHuUa Npu N3NUTBaHUTE BapuaHTu, TpeTupaHu
C nucTHUa Top Amarneepon npemuym, npeBulaBaT Te3W Ha HeTpeTupaHaTta
KOHTpona.

2. Han-Bucok nonoxuteneH epekT oT NUCTHUSA Top Amasnzepos npeMmuym e
perucTpupaH npu TpeTupaHe Ha TBbpZaTa nweHuua ot copTa [Npenen BbB (hasa
OpateHe (nponeT) ¢ go3a 3000 ml/ha, BapuaHT, Npu konTo ce nonydasat ¢ 340
kg/ha (10.0%) 3bpHO NnoBeye OT HETPETMpaHaTa KOHTPOna CpefHo 3a nepuoaa Ha
n3cnegBaHeTo.

3. TpeTtupaHeTo ¢ Amarzeposn rnpemMuymM BbB (has3uTe OpaTeHe (eceH) u
BpeTeHeHe e MOBNUANO B MO-Marnka CTeneH 3a yBennyaBaHe Ha 4obuBa OT 3bPHO
OT TBbpAaTta nuweHuua cboTBeTHO ¢ 210 (6.2%) u 270 kg/ha (7.8%) cnpsimo
KOHTponara.
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