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Abstact

Twenty barley varieties of Bulgarian and foreign origin were tested under
natural infection conditions yet causing the development of an artificial
microclimate. The main disease problem in the trial was barley net blotch.

According to the reaction to that disease the varieties were grouped in
three major categories; very susceptible (Kristi, Kaskadyor-3 with 23.7% and
19.5% severity of leaf infection respectively), moderately susceptible with 5-10%
severity (most of the tested variants) and less susceptible — severity lower than 5%
(Passo, Aheloy-2, Gerlah, Giga and Tangra).

The rate of lodging of all varieties was evaluated as well.

Keywords: barley, resistance, Drechslera teres.

BbBEOEHUE

MpexoBugHuTe netHa c npudnHuTen Drechslera teres (Sacc.) e Hawn-
BaxHaTa Oomect no evyemuka npe3 nocrnegHuTe roavHn B bbnrapuda. [Npwu
YyBCTBUTENHUTE COPTOBE 3arybute BOAAT 4O NOHMXaBaHe Ha Jobusa C NoHe egHa
Tpeta (Khan, 1989; Louw et al., 1996; Mathre et al., 1997).

BaxHo 3HayeHve 3a KoHTpona Ha Ta3n 6onect B ycnoeBusATa Ha
OMONOrMYHO oTrMexaaHe MMaTt arpoTEXHUYECKUTE MeponpusATUs, KaTo 3acsiBaHe
Ha 4MCTW OT 3apasa cemeHa, cemTb60060pOT C ApYrM KyNTypu, HO TsIXHaTa pond e
orpaHuyeHa, Tbi KaTto cnopu Ha rbbarta ce MpeHacsAT Ha ronemu pascTosiHUSA Mo
Bb3AYLUEH MbT.

OCHOBHO 3HayeHue B BMONOrMYHOTO MPOM3BOACTBO MMa M3MON3BaHETO Ha
COpTOBE C MO-BMCOKO HMBO Ha yctomumsocT (Mathre et al.,, 1997). XuMuyHunat
MeToA € HenpurioXum nopagu nuncata Ha edukacHu obessapasvTeny u fIMCTHU
dyHrIMUMAKM C perucTpauns B OMONOrMyHOTO 3emeaenve.
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MATEPMAINN N METOOU

OnutbT e npoeegeH npe3 2013-2014 r. B LleHTbpa 3a wHTErpupaHo
yrnpaBsneHne Ha Gonectute no pacteHudata B AY — lMnoeaus. MNpelectBeHuk e
Ouna rpaxoBo-OBeCeHa CMecKa.

O6paboTkata e cTaHgapTHa M BKMoYBa Abnboka opaH Ha 25 cm,
nocneasaHa OT AMCKYBaHe M ABYKPATHO KynTuBMpaHe. /3KycTBEHO 3apa3ssiBaHe He
€ U3BbPLUBAHO.

C uen npoBokupaHe Ha 3abonsiBaHUsATa Bcska cegMuua crieg 10 anpun
NnomneTo e AbXAYBaHO C HUCKM HOPMW Ha MNonvBKa nNpe3 1—-2-4acoB MHTepBar.

CxemaTta Ha onuta BKM4YBa 4 paHOAOMU3NPAHM MOBTOPEHUS, BCSAKO C
nnouy oT 9 m?.

OTuntaHeTo Ha NUCTHM naToreHn e 6uno m3BbpLUEHO Ha 4 pgaTtu (24.04,
9.05, 19.05 n 3.06) ¢ nomowTa Ha 8-cTeneHHa ckana, nocovyeHa B ctaHaapT PP
126 (3) EPPO.

Pesyntatute ot 19.05 ca Bb3npueTM 3a BoAeWM NpU oOLeHKaTa Ha
copToBeTe, TbW KaTO Ha Ta3u AaTta cTeneHTa Ha HanageHue e Guna Han-BMCOKa.
[OpHWTE TpU NMUCTa Ha pacTeHuaTa BCe oLle ca Gunm 3eneHn 1 e uno Bb3MOXHO
[a ce KaTeropmaupar.

MpeobnagaBaiwiaTta eHodasa Ha pa3BuTHE NPU BCUMYKM COPTOBE € Buna
Kpan Ha ubdTexa (BBCH 69). BbB BCsiko NOBTOPEHME Ca OTYMTaHM Ha 3 MecTa no
20 pacTteHus.

CrteneHTa Ha HanageHve € u34YUCreHa Mo Krnacuyeckata dopmyna Ha
McKiney.

BbBegeHa e ycnoBHa ckana C Tpu pasnuMyHM  KaTeropum cropej
nokasaTtens cteneH Ha HanageHue no Bcuyky nucta (1-5-u):
- CvnHo vyscTBUTENHU copToBe (>10%);
- CpegHo vyBcTBUTENHM copToBe (5-10%);
- Cnabo yyBcTBUTENHN (<5%).

PE3YNTATU N OBCBXOAHE

Mo Bpeme Ha u3cnegBaHeTo ocHoBHaTa 6onect B noceBa e 6Guna
MpEexecTu neTHa MO edyemuka C npuumHuTen rbbata Pyrenophora teres (c
©esnonoea copma Drechslera teres).

B paHHMTe a3nm OT pas3BMTMETO Ha KynTypaTa ca YCTaHOBEHMU
W3KIMIOYMTENTHO HUCKM HMBA Ha pasnpocTpaHeHue Ha OpallHecTaTta MaHa, nopagu
KOeTO TSl He e B3eTa Noj BHMMaHWE B KpanHaTa OLeHKa.

CumnTomMuTe Ha 3abonsBaHETO MpPEXEeCTM NeTHa ca OunM yCcTaHOBEHM Mo
BCUYKM eTaxun Ha noceea.

Han-cunHo e 6uno HanageHueTo MO 5-M HaW-HUCBK NWUCT, cneaBaH OT
BTOPM (CpeneH) eTax Ha nocesa, BKIKOYUTENHO 3-U U 4-1 NUCT.

Han-cnabo e 6uno HanageHWeTo no ropHuTe ABe dnarosu nucta (tabn. 1

n cour. 1).
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Ta6nuua 1. CteneH Ha HanageHne npv oTaenHuTe eTaxmn Ha nocesa,%

Table. 1. Severity of infection in the different plant levels of the varieties, %

5.1 3-n4-n (1-n2-n
Copt/ Mpounaxoa/ et/ nnct/ nnct/ | CpegHo/
Variety Origin Leaf3 | Leaf 1 | Average
Leaf 5 and 4 and 2
Kpuctn/Kristi Yyxxga cenekumst 36.5 26.1 8.4 23.7
Kackagbop 3/
Kaskadyor A3 28.7 24.3 5.5 19.5
Acnuc/Yapis O3 17.6 9.9 13 9.6
Axat/Ahat A3 12.9 7.3 1.0 7.0
Xanaun/Haidi Yyxaa cenekuus 12.4 6.3 0.5 6.4
Jl /
apaed 31 KapHoGar 105 | 66 05 5.9
Lardeya
Mapucal Uyspa cenekums | 10.8 | 6.1 0.4 5.8
Marissa YA 4 ' ' ' '
Kyn/Jup Kocat cemaHc 11.4 5.4 0.6 5.8
Bukn/Viki Yyxnaa cenekuus 10.2 5.9 0.9 5.7
EmoH/Emon 31 KapHobat 114 5.0 0.5 5.6
Kasurof KBC 108 | 52 | 08 5.6
Kazino
Kasarosa/ NMarpeitH 102 | 54 0.7 5.4
Kazanova
MnatoH/
Platon Yyxxaa cenekums 10.7 5.2 0.4 54
Becneu/Veslets a3n 9.2 5.9 0.8 5.3
BaHeca/
Y 9.9 5.4 0.5 5.3
Vanessa yXxaa cenekums
Maco/Paso JIumarpeinix 9.1 4.5 0.6 4.7
Axenon 2/Aheloi 2 31 KapHobat 8.4 4.9 0.4 4.6
epnax/Gerlah JInmarpenH 8.0 4.0 0.5 4.1
lNvra/Giga KBC 7.8 3.8 0.3 4.0
Tanrpa/Tangra O3u 6.0 2.6 0.4 3.0
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Que. 1. CmeneH Ha HanadeHue rnpu mpume 8UCOKU emaxka Ha rnocesa, %
Fig. 1. Severity of infection in the three highest plant leaves, %

Criopei ycnoBHO BbBeeHaTa ckarna KbM CUIMHO YyBCTBUTENHUTE COPTOBE
Moxe da 6baat npuumncnenn Kpuctm m Kackagbop 3, KOUTO Ca 3HAYUTESNHO Mo-
HanagHaTu OT ocTaHanuTe.

CnegsaT ronsm Opon copToBe CbC CpedHa YyBCTBUTEMHOCT CAPSMO
MpexecTuTe netHa u 5 cnabo yyscTBUTENHUTE copTa — [laco, epnax, vra u
TaHrpa.

MpaBn BnevaTneHne MankvAaT Opowi COPTOBE C BWCOKA YCTOWYMBOCT
cnpsimo 3abonsBaHeTo.

KoHKpeTHOTO npoy4BaHe Moka3sa, Ye M3bOopbT Ha YCTOMYMBU COpPTOBE €
OrPaHNYEH 1 ako Te NpuTexasaT CbLUO APYIU LLIEHHW CTOMAaHCKW KavyecTBa, TAXHOTO
3HayeHne 3a BUONOrMYHOTO 3emMeaenue 6u cneaBarno Aa € HauCTUHA BaXHO.

Cpen nette copta C MO-BUMCOKa YCTOMYMBOCT UMa MpeacTaBUTENN Ha
o6bnrapckata cenekums B CeBepHa u KOxHa bbnrapusi 1 ocBeH TAX ABa Hackopo
WHTpoZyuupaHmu copta (tabn. 1).

TpygHo MoOXe Oa ce n3Befe HAKaKBO 3akndeHne ganu Obnrapckata, unm
yyxgecTpaHHaTa cernekuMss e ¢ no-gobpu pesyntatu MO OTHOLWEHWE Ha
YCTOMYMBOCTTA, Thi KaToO TOBA NMOBEYE 3aBUCK OT KOHKPETHUS copT (dur. 3).
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Que. 2. CmeneH Ha HanadeHue npu mpume emaxa Ha rnoceea 3aedHo, %
Fig. 2. Severity of infection in the three highest plant leaves, %

Ot dour. 3 ce Buxaa, Ye npu Bcuykn obpasum, C U3KMYEHNE Ha NbpPBUTE
TpW, HanageHMeTo Mo [OpHMTE [ABa JNUCTA € He3HauduTenHo. CunHuar
MH(eKUMo3eH OH Ha MO-HUCKUTE eTaxu MNoka3ea, Ye COpTOBeTe pearupar Ha
3abonsiBaHeTO M Npu No-6naronpuUATHY KNUMATUYHU U MHPEKUMO3HN YCNOBMSA Tasu
3apasa OW Morna ga ce peanuavpa M B MO-BUCOKUTE eTaxu. Ako obade T4 ce
OrpaHN4M camMo [0 HUCKUTE eTaxu, HEMHOTO 3HayeHue e cnabo BbpXy KpanHWst
nobus.
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Que. 3. CmeneH Ha HanadeHue rpu omoesiHUMe emaiu Ha rnocesa, %
Fig. 3. Severity of infection in the three highest plant leaves, %
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n3sogu

1. B 3aknioveHne MOxe Aa Cce Moco4u, Ye He ca YCTaHOBEHW COPTOBE C
MbfiHa YCTOMYMBOCT KbM MpEXecTUuTe MeTHa, HO BCe MNak MMa CbLLEeCTBEHU
pasnuuus Mexay HAKOM OT M3nuTBaHuMTe BapuaHTu. CTonaHckaTa CTOWMHOCT Ha
eanH COpT 3aBMCM M OT APYrM BaXKHW MokasaTenu, kato A0OWMBHOCT, nonsrave,
rokasaTenu Ha 3bpPHOTO, KOEeTO Hanara oLle no-MbfiHa OLeHKa Ha NPUIoXMMocTTa
UM B MpakTukara.

2. HactosiwuTe pesynrtaTty nokassaT, 4e He MOXe [a ce pasyuta camo Ha
eQnH MeTO4 3a KOHTPOM, B Cny4vas CeneKkUMOHHWs, 3a [a Ce OCbLLeCTBM
HEeOBXOAMMUAT KOHTPOM BbpXy rMbOHUTE 3abonsBaHuWs M onTumaneH Jobus npu
BMONOrMYHO OTrNEXAaHe Ha e4EMUK.
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