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Abstract

The sunflower hybrid Velko was developed at Dobrudzha Agricultural
Institute — General Toshevo (DAI). This is a male sterile two-linear hybrid derived
through the method of inter-linear hybridization. The mother component is line
3607 which possesses cytoplasmic male sterility, and the father component is line
105R, a branched fertility restorer. Both parental forms have excellent general and
specific combining ability. The Velko hybrid is mid-early, with a 115-118-day
growing season, plant height — 165-170 cm, and head diameter — 19-21 cm. The
absolute weight of the seeds is 60-65 g, and the oil percentage — 47-48%. The
kernels in the seed reach up to 73-74%. The weight of seeds per plant is within the
range of 75-85 g, and the number of seeds per plant is 1,170-1,300. The duration
of flowering is 12-14 days. The new hybrid went through a three-year testing in the
breeding fields of DAI according to a scheme approved for that crop. In a
competitive varietal trial in the first two years it exceeded the average standard for
seed yield by 13.7% and 10.6%, respectively, and during the third year of testing in
a unified competitive varietal trial the exceeding was by 5 %. The maximum vyield
obtained was 4,183 kg/ha, with 1,970 kg/ha of oil yield, while the oil content
reached 48.4%. The hybrid is resistant to the economically important diseases and
to the parasite broomrape. In 2011 Velko was submitted for official testing within
the structures of the Romanian Varietal Commission at 10 locations. The new
hybrid exceeded the Romanian standard by 9.0% for seed yield during the three
years of the official testing. The maximum yield obtained per ha was 4,960 kg and
the average yield for the three years was 3,578 kg/ha. The Velko hybrid was
officially registered in Romania with Certificate No 1380/23.02.2015 and was
included in the European Catalogue of Field and Vegetable Crop Varieties.

Key words: sunflower, new hybrid, testing, seed yield.

BBLBEOEHUE
YCNewHnsaT Kpan Ha BCEKU CeneKkUMOHEH MPOeKT € Cb3gaBaHeTo Ha
BMUCOKONPOAYKTUBHU rEHOTUNM, KOMTO Aa nMmaTt He caMo LeHHW KavyeCcTBa OT Hay4Ha
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rmegHa Touyka, HO €OHOBPEMEHHO C ToBa W Ja HaMepsiT CBOETO MSACTO B
npaktukata (Chamurliyski and Tsenov, 2013; Chamurliyski et al., 2011). B
nocrnegHute 10 rogmHm cenekuuATa Ha cnbHYyornega B [dob6pymkaHckus
3emefenckM UHCTUTYT B rpag [eHepan ToweBO e HacoyeHa UMEHHO KbM TOBa.
Cb3gagoxa ce MHOro HoBu xubpugn cnbH4Yorned (Christov et al., 2009; Encheva
et al.,, 2011; Georgiev & Encheva, 2014), kouto ce pasnpocTpaHsiBaT He camo Yy
Hac, HO 1 B Yyx6uHa. B npouec Ha oumumanHo nsnuTBaHe 1 permctpaums ca oule
HoBuW xnbpwuawn, kato Ceeap, [es, Bapa, [JueHa, Casa n opyru, Ha KOUTO BeYye ce
npaBu ceMenpou3BOACTBO, OTINEXAAT Ce Ha rofiemMun NIoLM N CKOpO Lie BNA3aT B
KaTanosuTe Ha peguua upmMu.

LLinpokoTo npunoxeHne Ha cnbH4Yyornega obocHoBaBa HeobxoanmocTTa OT
paspactBaHe Ha nogobpuTenHata paboTa, KOeTo onpegens pasHOPOAHUTE
HanpaeneHusa n cneunduyHnTe 3agaumn B cenekumsaTa Ha Tasm kyntypa (Encheva
& Georgiev, 2009; Encheva et al., 2014, Valkova et al., 2014).

[obpuAT cbBpemMeHeH xubpua CIbHYOMMEd OCBEH BMCOKOMPOAYKTMBEH
TpsbBa ga ObOe M KONKOTO Ce MOXEe MoBevye aJanTUBEH KbM MPOMEHSLIUTE ce
OMOTMYHM M abMOTUYHKM paKTOpM Ha OKonHaTa cpeda M Aa pasKkpvBa CBOS
noTeHuman npu Te3n ycrnosusi. 3aabimKUTENHO YCroBME 3a TOBa € MHOTOKPaTHOTO
M3NMTBAHE Ha HOBM XUOpPMAM B HaW-pasfUYHU MOYBEHO-KMMMATUYHU pPaNoHM
(Tahsin, 2012; Georgiev et al., 2012; Valkova, 2013; De La Vega and Hall, 2002;
Marinkovi¢ et al., 2011; Kaya and Kolsarici, 2011; Gonzales et al., 2013). ToBa
AaBa Bb3MOXHOCT 3a OLleHKa Ha reHoTMNHaTa peakuns, BkMoyBaLlla eHONorm4Hmn
ocobeHoctn (Mihova, 2012; Georgiev et al, 2014), Bb3MOXHOCTM 3a
npeogonssaHe Ha pasnuyHM cTpecoBu akTopu, CTpykTypa Ha gobusa (Nenova et
al., 2012; Mihova & Dimova, 2012; Georgiev et al., 2013) n ¢opmnpaHe Ha
KayeCcTBeHWTe nokasaTenu.

Llenta Ha TOBa u3cnedBaHe € fa ce MpeacTaBM Bb3MOXHO MO-NMbrfHa
MopcponornyHa, GMonorMyHa U CToMaHCKa xapakTepucTvMka Ha HOBUSI Gbrrapcku
xnbpug cnbHYornen Beriko.

MATEPUAJIM U METOOMU

XubpuaeT Benko e cb3gageH no wMmeToda Ha  MexaynvHenHaTa
xnbpugmnsaums. Ton e MbXKKOoEepTUneH ABynuHeeH xmbpug,.

ManumHuaT KOMMoOHeHT e nuHusa 3607, npuTexaealwa uuTonnasmeHa
MBbXKKa CTEPUITHOCT, Cb3aajeHa vpe3 xubpuausaumsa mexagy nuHusa 650 (dopeHckm
aHanor Ha MandmHa nuHua 2607) n nuHua 217. HAkonko roavHW Ha Tasu
KpbCTOCKa € nMpaBeHO caMoonpallBaHe OO U3paBHABaHe W e nocrnegsan oToop,
cnepj koeTo e cb3fgajeH cTepunHuat aHanor. JNluHua 3607 e yctonymBa Ha MaHa —
pacu 700 u 731, n cpegHo ycTonumBa Ha poma, pomoncuc u antepHapus.
lMposiBsiBa yCTOMYMBOCT KbM Mapasuta CuHs kutka — pacu A-F. Tasm nuHusa e ¢
MHOro pobpa obwa u cneuudmnyHa KOMOUHATMBHA CNOCOOHOCT, KOETO € W
npuymMHaTa TS Qda y4yacTBa B CbCTaBa W Ha [Jpyrn NepCcnekTuBHU Xnbpuam
CIbHYOrNe, KOMTO ca B MPOLEC Ha BbTPELLHU U OULMAIHU U3NUTBAHMKS Yy Hac 1
B Yy>KOUHa.

JInHuaTa Bb3CcTaHOBUTEN Ha depTunHocTTa 105R e 6awmHMAT KOMNOHEHT
Ha xmbpuaga Benko. Ts e cunHO paskroHeHa u OoraTa Ha npailel, C OTNMYHa
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cneumdpuyHa kombuHaTuBHa cnocobHocT. [NonydeHa e upe3 xmubpuamsauus Ha
ueHHM R-nnHMKM, nocnegBaHo OT camoornpailuBaHe u oTbop. BbactaHoBsBa Ha
100% depTunHocTTa Ha xnbpuaa, ubdOTM NO €4HO U CbLUO BPpEME C ManunHUSA
KOMMOHEHT, yCTON4YMBa € Ha MaHa — O paca 731, cpegHo ycTondmBa Ha dhoma,
domoncuc n antepHapusi. KbM napasunta CvHSA KUTKa MposiBABa YCTOMYMBOCT Ha
pacu A-F.

3a npbB NbT KpbCTOCKAaTa MeXAy ManynHata u bawmHaTa NMHUSA Ha HOBMS
xnbpug e HanpaseHa npe3 2006 r. CneaBallaTta roavHa crnej noryyYyaBaHETO Ha
MHOro gobpo onpalBaHe M OOCTaTb4HO CEMEHA TOW € MycHaT B yTBbpAeHaTa 3a
Tasn KynTypa CxemMa Ha manutBaHe. ToBa BKNOYBA ABErOAMLIHO M3NWTBaHe B
KOHKYpCEH COPTOB OMUT M edHa roguvHa U3NUTBaHe B €OUHEH KOHKYpCEeH COpTOB
ONnnT, BEeYe Ha NnoBeYe y4acTbuy.

MsnutBaHeTo € nNpoBedeHO crned NpeAwecTBeHWK MNeHuua, a
arpoTeXHUYECKUTE MEeponpuATUS ca CbobpaseHn C npuetata 3a Kyntyparta
TexHonorua Ha otrnexaaHe (Georgiev et al.,, 1997). OnuTHUTE Napuenku ca ¢
ronemuHa 12 m?, 3anoxeHu no GIIOKOBUSI METOZ, B TPU MOBTOPEHWS, @ MbeToTaTa
Ha noceBa e 61 220 pacTteHust Ha xekTap. 3a cTaHgapTV B Te3W U3NUTBaAHMSA ca
N3Mon3BaHn Han-pasnpPoCcTpaHeHUTe No ToBa Bpeme xnbpmamn Ha nHctutyta — CaH
Jlyka u Mapuya, v eanH OT HaN-BUCOKOMPOAYKTUBHUTE W HaW-TbPryBaHu y Hac
yyxan xubpuam — Bpuo. OtuntaHu ca npusHaumTe gobus ot cemeHa, kg/ha,
MacreHocCT Ha cemeHaTa, %, n gobus ot macrno, kg/ha.

Mpe3 2010 r. xnbpuawbT Benko e npegoctaBeH Ha chupma Saaten Union —
PymbHMA, 3aegHO € Opyry Hawwy NepcnekTMBHW kaHaupaaTt-xubpuan. Cnef
e[HOroAmIIHa OLeHKa Ha OonMTHUTEe norneTa Ha dmpmaTa Benko e npeactaBseH 3a
oduumanHo n3nuTeaHe B cuctemaTa Ha The State Institute for Variety Testing and
Registration — ISTIS (gbpxaBHa CTpykTypa, cboTBeTcTBawa Ha WMACAC B
P Bvnrapus). Cneg TpuUroguwHO W3NUTBAHE TOW € nNpu3HaT oduumanHo CbC
ceptucpmkat Ne 1380/23.02.2015 mn e BnucaH B EBponenckua katanor Ha
COpTOBETE OT MOSICKU U 3€JTIEHYYKOBM KYNTYPW.

HabntogeHnaTa n oueHkaTa Ha MOpPONOrMYHUTE NPU3HALN Ca N3BbPLLEHU
no geckpuntopute Ha UPOV (2002).

dutonatonormyHata xapakTepucTuka Ha xubpuga e HanpasBeHa B
HobpymxkaHckusa 3emenenckn MHCTUTYT B eHepan TolweBo. YCTOMYMBOCTTA KbM
MaHa (Plasmopara halstedii) e yctaHoBeHa no ctraHgapTHaTa metoauka (Vear and
Tourvieille, 1987), npucnocobeHa KkbM ycrnoBusiTa 3a paboTa B WHCTUTYTa.
PeakumaTta Ha xmbpmga kbm pacu 700 n 731 Ha naToreHa ce u3passiBa KaTo
NPOLEHT Ha YCTOMYNBOCT.

YCTOMYMBOCTTa KbM CMBM MeTHa no crnbH4Yornega (Phomopsis helianthi) e
u3BbplleHa no metoaa Ha Encheva & Kiryakov (2002) npu nomncku ycnosusi Ha
N3KYCTBEH MHAEKLMO3EH y4acTbK. TUNBT Ha HaNageHUe e OTYETEH efgHa cegmuua
cneq nbneH ubdTeX M BbB (hasa MIieyHa 3pAnocT no crnegHata ckana: 0 —
nunceaTt cUMNTOMMU; 1 — HEKPOTUYHO NETHO C AMaMeTbp A0 5 cm; 2 — HEKPOTUYHO
NeTHo C AvamMeTbp Hag 5 cm; 3 — HSKONKO CNeTM HEKPOTUYHW MeTHa BbpXY
CcTbONOTO; 4 — NpeyyneHo CTbOMO Ha MACTOTO Ha 3apa3ssiBaHe.
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YepHu neTtHa no cnbH4Yornega (Phoma macdonaldii) — mnanutBaHeTo 3a
YCTONYMBOCT € M3BBLPLUEHO MPU MOSICKM YCMOBUS Ha W3KYCTBEH WHMEKLMO3EH
yyacTbK. VIHOKynaumsita e um3BbplleHa BbB aza OyToHM3auMs — Hayano Ha
ubdTex no metoga Ha Maric et al. (1981). Peakunsita Ha pacTeHusiTa e oT4yeTeHa
BbB (pasa XbMTo-kadsiBa 3pAnocT no 4-creneHHa ckana: 0 — nunceaT cUMNTOMM;
1 — HEKpPOTMYHO METHO, NOKaNM3MpaHO OKOMO JIMCTHATa ApbXKa; 2 — HAKOMKO
CNeTU HEKPOTMYHM MeTHa BbpXy CTbOMOTO; 3 — uUANoTo CTLONO € MOKPUTO C
HEKPOTMYHM NETHA UMW NpeYyneHo.

CteneH Ha HanageHue — KakBa 4acT OT CTbOMOTO Ha pacTeHWeTo e
nokpuTa ¢ neTHa ot natoreHa (1/3, 2/3, 3/3). B ckobute — 6pon Ha neTHaTa.

ban: 0 — nmyHeH; 1 — ycTonumB; 2 — CpegHO ycTonumB; 3 — CpegHo
YyBCTBUTENEH; 4 — YyBCTBUTEIEH.

YctonymBocTTa KbM napasuTa cuHsa kuTka (Orobanche cumana) e
onpegeneHa no metoga Ha Panchenko (1975). Ouenkata ce u3BbplBa Mnpu
OpaHXepPUMHN YCrNoBWsi Ype3 nokasaTens NPoLEeHT Ha YCTONYMBOCT.

PE3YNTATU N OBCBHXOAHE
MopdonornyHo onucaHue
Cnep aseroanwhm na3nuteaHus npes 2011 n 2012 r. ¢ npotokon Ne 15307
ot 17.03.2014 r., uw3pgageH oT The State Institute for Variety Testing and
Registration — PymbHuMA, HOBUAT xnbpug Benko e mpu3HaT 3a SCHO pasfnuyum,
OOCTaTbyHO XOMOreHeH 1 ctabuneH. MoponorMiHoTO My onncaHne e HanpaBeHO
no metogukata Ha UPQV (2002) 1 e npeacTtaBeHo B Tabnuua 1.

Ta6nuua 1. MopdonormyHa xapakTepuctika Ha CiibHYornegoBus xmbpuna Benko
Table 1. Morphological characteristics of sunflower hybrid Velko

Ne . : Ban/
MpusHauwn/Traits MasaBa/Expression Degree
1. | XvnokoTtun: aHToLnaHoBO ougeTﬂBaHel Nuncea/Absent 1
Hypocotyl:anthocianin coloration
2. | XvnoKoTWN: NHTEH3NBHOCT Ha aHTOLINaHOBOTO Nunceal/Absent 1
ouseTaBaHe/Hypocotyl: anthocianin coloration
3. | Jlnct: pasmep/Leaf: size lonam/Large 7
4, JlucT: 3eneH ussit/Leaf: green color TbmeH/Dark 7
5. | Jlnct: pened/Leaf: blistering CwunHo/Strong 7
6. Jlnct: HasbbBaHe/Leaf: serration CpegHo/Medium 5
7. | Jlnct: dpopma Ha HanpeyvHoTo ceveHune/ Cna6o sanb6Hata/ 2
Leaf: shape of cross section Weakly concave
. LLinpokoTpubrenHa,
8. Jl:lemach S‘ﬁgggifﬁ;‘;}’;g?a vact/ 3aocr_peHa/Broad triangular to 6
acuminate
9. | Jluct: yww/Leaf: auricules lonemwu/Large 7
10. | Jluct: kpunallLeaf: wings Jlunceat/Absent 1
11. | brbn M/y Hal-HUCKUTE CTPAHUYHM KUMKW/ MpaB unu novtn npas/ 2
Leaf: angle of lowest lateral veins Right or nearly right angle
12. | BucouuHa Ha Bbpxa Ha neTypaTa B CpaBHeHWe C
OocHOBaTa Ha ApbxkkKaTa (Ha 2/3 oT BUcouMHaTa
Ha pacTeHueTo)/ Bucoka/High 7
Leaf: height of the tip of the blade compared to
insertion of petiole (at 2/3 height of plant)
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13. | CTb6m0: NOKPUTUE C BNACKHKM Npu Bbpxa/ -
Stem: intensity of hairiness at the top Cpearo/Medium 5
14. | Bpeme Ha ubdTex/Time of flowering KbcHol/Late 7
15. | Esnuectun usetose: rbctota/Ray flower: density CpegHa/Medium 5
16. | Esunuect usat: doopmal/Ray flower: shape TacHoosaneH/Narrow ovate 2
17. | E3uyecT uBAT: nonoxeHve/ HagnbXHo n3BuT HaBbTpe/ 5
Ray flower: disposition Longitudinal recurved
18. | Esunuect usdat: gpmkuHa/Ray flower: length Cpeger/Medium 5
19. | Esuuect usat: ouetaBaHe/Ray flower: color CpegHo xbnto/Medium yellow 3
20. | Tpwvbect usaT: ouseTtasane/Disk flower color OpanxeBo/Orange 2
21. | TpbbecT LBAT: aHTOLMAHOBO OLIBETABAHE Ha
6nusanueto/ Nma/Present 9
Disk flower: anthocyanin coloration of stigma
22. | TpbbecT UBAT: UHTEH3UBHOCT Ha
aHTOLMaHOBOTO OLBETSBaHE Ha CunHol/Strong 7
onunsanueto/Disk flower: intensity of anthocyanin
coloration of stigma
23. | Tpwbect UBAT: Hannune Ha npatewy/ Vima/Present 9
Disk flower: presence of pollen
24. | MpuuBeTHuk: popma/Bract shape Kpbrna/Rounded 3
25. | MNpuuBETHUK: AbMKMHA Ha BpbX4eTo/
Bract: length of the tip Aenroflong !
26. | MpuuBETHMK: 3eneH UBSIT Ha BbHLIHAaTa YacT/ CpeneH /Medium 5
Bract: green color of the external part
27. | MNpuuBETHWK: NOMOXeEHNE B CPaBHEHMNE C He Fécjf'i\lXBtaU-labMﬂV! A 0bxealla 1
nuTaTa/Bract: attitude in relation to head crniabo/Not embracing or very
slightly embracing
28. | Pacrenwue: ectectBeHa BUCOUMHa/ CpepHo no Bucoko/ 6
Plant: natural height Medium to tall
29. | Pacrenue: pasknoHsaBaHe/Plant: branching Jluncea/Absent 1
30. | PacrteHue: TMn Ha pasknoHsiBaHeTo/ - -
Plant: type of branching
31. | PacteHue: nonoxeHne Ha Haw-BucokaTa
CTpaHu4Ha nuTa cnpsMo LeHTpanHara/ R R
Plant: natural position of closest lateral head to
the central head
32. | MuTta: nonoxeHwe/ I'Iong/ 06/prTfaTa Had,u,zny, ¢ n_p:Bo 4
Head: attitude crebno/Half-turned down wit
straight stem
33. | Mura: pasmep/Head: size CpegHa/Medium 5
34. | MuTta: bopma oT cTpaHa Ha cemeTo/ Cnabo usnbkHana/ 2
Head: shape of grain side Weakly concave
35. | Cewmka: pasmep/Seed: size CpegHa/Medium 5
36. | Cemka: dopma/Seed: shape TacHosueBuaHa/Narrow ovoid 2
37. | Cewmka: gebenvHa cnpsiMo LwmpuHaTa/ -
- ! ] M m
Seed: thickness relative to width Cpeava/Mediu 5
38. | Cemka: ocHoBeH LBAT/Seed: main color YepeH/Black 7
39. | Cewmka: mBuum no kpas/ Cnabo uspaseHu/ 5
Seed: stripes on margin Weakly expressed
40. | Cemka: nsuum B cpepatal Cnabo uspaseHu/ 2
Seed: stripes between margin Weakly expressed
41. | Cemka: UBST Ha uBuumTte/Seed: color of stripes CuB/Grey 2
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BuonornyHu n ctonaHcku KayecTBa

CnbH4yornegosuaT xmbpug Benko e cpegHO paHo3psan, ¢ BereTauuvoHeH
nepvoa 115-118 gHu. BucounHata Ha pacteHusaTa e B guanasoHa 165-170 cm, a
AnameTbpbT Ha nutata — 19-21 cm.

CewmeHaTa ca c abcontoTHa maca 60—-65 g n macneHoct 47-48%. MacnoTto
e OT nuHomnoB Tun. CbaobpXaHNETO Ha sgka B cemMkaTta goctura oo 73—-74%, a
NPOTEUHDBLT B LsANaTta cemka e 19-20%.

Ternoto Ha ceMeHaTa OT €4HO pacTeHue e 75-85 g, a 6posaT um — 1170-
1300. T[lpoabmkuTenHocTTa Ha UubdpTexa e 12-14 gHn. MakcumanHo
OOCTUrHaTMAT 4OOMB OT CeMeHa B onNUTHUTE noneta Ha uHctTutyTa e 4183 kg/ha, a
B cbceaHa PymbHusA — 4960 kg/ha.

Cemenpon3BoaCcTBOTO Ha HOBMS XMOpUA € yrnecHeHo OT dhakTa, ye ABeTe
poouTtencku dopmu UbPTAT MO €4HO M CbLO BpeMe, KOeTo MNo3BOonsiBa
eHOBpeEMEHHaTa UM cenTba, KOeTO OT CBOS CTpaHa € ronsmo yaobctso oOT
arpoTexHu4ecka rrnefHa To4ka.

bawmHaTta nuHua 105R e cunHo pasknoHeH u 6orat ¢ npawed. Han-
noaxodsiLiata cxema Ha ceutba npu cemenpousBoacTBo € 10:2 (ManymHa KbM
OawuHa nNuHKS), KaTto Ha xekTap TpsibBa ga O6baaTt ocurypeHu noHe 3—4 gobpe
pasBuUTU NYENHU CEMENCTBA.

MpepBapuTenHu n3nuTBaHusa B [loOpyaKaHCKUA 3eMeaeNiCKU UHCTUTYT —
FleHepan ToweBo

XnbpnabT Benko npemmnHaBa mbiiHa TPUroguliHa CXema Ha M3nuTBaHe B
nonetarta Ha [3W, BknioyBalla ABYroAvLIHO U3NUTBaHE B KOHKYPCEH COPTOB ONUT
W egHa rogvHa us3nuTBaHe B eANHEH KOHKYPCEH COPTOB onuT (Tabn. 2).

Mpes3 uenusa nepvod Tow NpeBuLLIaBa He camo cpefHus cTaHgapT no Aobus
OT ceMeHa 1 JoOMB OT Macno, HO U BCEKM OTAENEH cTaHaapT.

Haii-ronsimo e npesuweHneTto npe3 2007 r. — 13,7% no gobue oT ceMeHa,
a CcblLUo 1 no gobme ot macno — 14,9%.

Kato abconTHM CTOMHOCTM Obaye HaW-BUCOKM ca pesyntatute npes
BTOpaTa rogmMHa Ha M3NUTBAHETO, Korato HOBUAT xubpug nokasBa Hawn-gobpe
NPOAYKTUBHUS CU MOTEeHuuarn, AocTuramku cTtomHoctn ot 4183 kg/ha pobue ot
cemeHa n 1970 kg/ha nobue ot macro.

TpeTaTta roguMHa xMopuabT Benko e cpaBHEH C Hal-NepPCneKkTUBHUTE U Han-
BMCOKOMPOJYKTUBHUTE Xubpmnam Ha O3W B onuT, KbOeTO OTHOBO MOKasBa MHOMO
[obpu pesyntatn — 5,5% Hag cpegHus ctaHgapT no Jobus oT ceMeHa v no fobus
OT Macro.

Mo nokasaTenst MacneHoCT Ha CeMeHaTa CTOMHOCTUTEe Ha xubpuaa Benko
pocturat oo 48,4%, koeTo e MoYTU paBHO Ha cpedHust cTaHaapT, kato cnabo
OTCTbMNBa camo Ha xnbpwuaa bpuo.
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Tabnuua 2. Na3nuteaHe Ha xnbpuaa Besnko B 13U — l'eHepan Tolieso

Table 2. Testing of hybrid Velko at DAI — General Toshevo

%

%

Mean standard

Oobue cnpsiMo Cbabp- [o6wue cnpsiMo
Xu6puam/ cewme, cpemhus | X@HMe Ha | macro, | ooon e
Hybrids ksg/ hz/ cTaHaapT MaC(J;?, %ol kgéhla/ cTaHgapT
_ee % from : O % from
yield, mean percent, % yield, mean
kg/ha kg/ha
g standard standard
2007 — KOHKYpPCEH COpTOB ONUT
Benko/Velko 2623 113,7 48,4 1270 114,9
CaH Jlyka, ctaHgapt/
San luka (standarc) 2050 88,9 48,5 994 90,0
M
MZﬁt"'ZL;ais‘i;i'a”af;ﬂ 2333 101,2 46,2 1078 97,6
5
Bf’igo(’stcgﬁgg%p K 2535 109,9 49,0 1242 1124
Cpenen cTanAapT/ 2306 | 100, 47,9 1105 | 1000
2008 — KOHKYpC€eH COpTOB ONUT
Benko/Velko 4183 110,6 471 1970 110,1
gg: ﬂ{';ais‘gagﬂafg)ﬂ 3453 91,3 46,9 1620 90,6
mgﬁrzia(’;;ﬁzﬂa?%ﬂ 3807 1007 46,5 1770 98,9
g%c’(’sgﬁgggf K 4085 108,0 48,4 1977 110,5
Cpenen cranAapT/ 3782 | 1000 47,3 1789 | 1000
2009 — eaMHEH KOHKYpPCEH COPTOB ONUT
Benko/Velko 3440 105,5 47,4 1631 105,5
ggg ﬂi';aisﬂflgﬂafg’)ﬂ 3230 99,0 47,3 1528 98,8
mgﬁt”zia&sﬂﬁﬁ’i?&ﬂ 3350 1027 46,8 1568 101,4
5
B%o(’sgr?gggfﬂ 3203 983 48,0 1537 99,4
Cpeaen cranapt/ 3261 100,0 47,4 1546 100,0

OdmumanHo nsnuteaHe
Mpe3 2010 r. xmbpuabT Benko e npegocTtaBeH 3a U3NUTBAHE Ha ONMUTHUTE
noneta Ha gwupma Saaten Union — PyMbHWs, KbOETO Nokasea MHOro Ao6pu
pes3yntaTu, BCMEACTBUE HA KOETO TOW € BKMYEH B OpMuManHOTO TPUroguLLHO
M3nMTBaHe Ha cTpaHaTa, pe3ynTtaTtuTe OT KOETO ca npeacTaBeHn B Tabnvua 3.

139




Ta6nuua 3. PeayntaTtu oT ohmumManHoOTO u3nuTBaHe Ha xnbpmnaa Besko
Table 3. Results from the official testing of hybrid Velko

% % % o
cnps- cnps- cnps- THOCUTENEH
Mo MO MO inobus cnpsamo
Xubpu- | Oo6us |cran- | Hobwe |craw- |Oo6us | cran- | cTaHAapTa
PaiioH/ an/ kg/ha/ | pap- kg/ha/ | pap- | ka/ha/ | pap- cpeaHo 3a,3 r.
Region | Hyb- | Yield | ta/ | Yield | ta/ | Yield | 1o/ |Relativeyield
rids kg/ha % kag/ha % kg/ha % according to
from from from the stan dd?rd,s
stan stan stan averagea tor
dard dard dard years
2011 2012 2013
. Stan-
1.Troian dard | 3556 | 100 1999 | 100 | 3821 | 100
Velko | 3709 | 104 | 2070 | 104 | 4095 | 107 105
2.Tecuci %frg' 3921 | 100 | 3154 | 100 | 4316 | 100
Velko | 3965 | 101 | 3549 | 113 | 4134 96 103
3.Rm.Sarat iﬁg 4418 | 100 | 2124 | 100 | 4531 | 100
Velko | 4960 | 112 | 3188 | 150 | 4451 98 120
4.Portaresti %frg' 3063 | 100 | 2492 | 100 | 3487 | 100
Velko | 2895 95 3415 | 137 | 4461 | 128 120
5.Peciu Stan-
Nou dard | 3928 | 100 | 3230 | 100 | 3363 | 100
Velko | 3550 90 3880 | 120 | 3523 | 105 105
6.Negresti i;arg' 4174 | 100 | 3057 | 100 | 4408 | 100
Velko | 4073 98 3101 | 101 | 4815 | 109 102
7.Mircea Stan-
Voda dard | 3780 | 100 | 2204 | 100 | 2698 | 100
Velko | 4676 | 124 | 3302 | 150 | 3673 | 136 136
8.Inand it;g 3253 | 100 | 2441 | 100 | 3507 | 100
Velko | 3282 | 101 | 2498 | 102 | 3537 | 101 101
9.Dalga it;"rré 3606 | 100 | 3801 | 100 | 4055 | 100
Velko | 3175 88 3658 96 | 4447 | 110 98
10.Cogealac %t;rg' 2898 | 100 1981 | 100 | 2240 | 100
Velko | 2663 92 2063 | 104 | 2562 | 114 103
CpegHo oT | Stan-
10 nyHkTa dard | 3659 | 100 | 2648 | 100 | 3642 | 100
Averaged
from 10 Velko | 3694 | 101 | 3072 | 116 | 3969 | 109 109
locations
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OduumanHoTo M3NUTBaHE Ha HOBU Xxubpuau cnbHYOrnen B CbCedHa
PymbHua ce nposexga Ha 10 nyHkTa, obxBawawm B MNOYBEHO-KMMMaTUYHO
OTHOLWIEHMEe MNOYTM BCUMYKM  paMoHKW, nNoaxodsawm 3a  OoTmexgaHe Ha
CENCKOCTOMAHCKN KyNTypW.

lMpe3 nbpBaTa M TpeTata roguHa 3a CTaHAApT € M3Mnof3BaH XxvMbpuabT
Daniel, a npe3 BTopata — xubpuabT Alex. Cnepn kato npemMuHe TecTa 3a
pPasnMYNMOCT, XOMOTEHHOCT M CTAabUIHOCT, OCHOBHUMAT MoKasaTen, KOWTOo ce B3emMa
npeasua, 3a ga 6bae npusHaT HOB xMbpug cnbHYornen, € JobMBbT OT CEMEHa,
3aToBa M cCaMo TOW € NpeAcTaBeH B MO-ropHaTta Tabnuua.

Mpe3 nbpBaTa roanHa Ha oPULMANHOTO U3NUTBaHe HOBUAT xmbpua Bernko
AaBa cpefeH gobus oT Beuykn nyHktoBe 3694 kg/ha, koeto e npesuwenune ¢ 1%.
OT4yeTeH e n MakcumarnHo MnonyyYeHuaT A4OOUB OT cemeHa 3a uenus TPUroAuLLIEH
nepvoa Ha oguumnanHoTo nsnuteaHe — 4960 kg/ha.

lMpes BTOpaTa rogMHa NpeBULLEHNETO HaA CTaHAapTa € Han-Bucoko — 16%,
HO KaTo abCOoNOTHU CTOMHOCTU CPeaHNSaT Aobue e Han-Hucbk — 3072 kg/ha. OT 10
nyHkTa Bemnko npeBb3xoxga cTaHgapTa no 9 oT TAX, KaTO Ha HAKOM MecTa
[OOMBBT e ¢ bpanmpalumTe Hag ctaHgapTa 50%, n To No ABa NyHKTa.

Haln-BucokM cpegHU CTOMHOCTU Ha MokasaTenss JoOMB OT cemeHa ca
nonyyeHu npes nocnegHata roguvHa — 3969 kg/ha, a npesuwenueto € 9%. Ha 8
NyHKTa HOBUAT XMOPWA € NPEBULLUIT CPaBHABAHWSA C HEFO CTaHZapT.

O6wo 3a TpuTe roamHn Benko mpeBb3xoxga cTtaHgapta no 9 nyHkTa, a
cpegHoTo npesuweHne e 9%, KOeTo e n OCHOoBHaTa npuynHa xubpuasT Benko ga
6bae npusHaT odmumanHo u BnMcaH B EBponenckus katanor Ha copTtoBeTe OT
MOJICKN N 3€MNEHYYKOBU KYNTYpW.

duTonaTonornyHa xapakTepmcTuka

OueHkaTa 3a ycTomumBocTTa Ha xubpuga Benko KbM WKOHOMWYECKU
BaXHUTe OOnecTun u napasuTa CUHS KUTKA Ca U3BbPLUEHM HA WHAEKLMO3HUTE
yyacTbumn kbMm [oOpymKraHCKNst 3eMedenckun MHCTUTYT. PesdynTtatute OT TaX ca
npeactaseHun B Tabnuua 4.

XubpuabT Benko e yctonumB Ha rbOHua natoreH Phomopsis helianthi,
nogobHo Ha ckopo npusHatua Obnrapcku xubpug Mabu u  gpyrum  yyxam
BMCOKOMPOZYKTUBHY XMOPUAWM, HaMepUIn LUMPOKO pasnpoCTpaHeHMe y Hac, KaTo
Bpro n PR64F50. Cnpsamo CaH Jlyka n gpyrute no-HoBu xmbpuau Ha 03U Benko
ce NposiBsiBa kaTto No-TonepaHTeH KbM Ta3n bonecrT.

KbMm gpyrus BaxkeH nucteH natoreH Phoma macdonaldi camo Benko, Mabw,
Bpno n PR64F50 ca nokasanu nmyHeH Tun Ha peakuud. Makap n ¢ egHa cteneH
Apyrute Xmbpvam um oTCcTbNBaT NO YCTONYMBOCT CNpsiMO Tasu Gonecr.

CronpoueHToBa € ycToiuymBocTTa Ha xmbpuaa Benko kbM maHaTa no
cnbHYyornega Plasmopara helianthi kakto kbm paca 700, Taka 1 KbM Hal-HOBaTa
paca 731. Tasu ycTon4MBOCT UaBa 1 OT ABamarta poauntenu. Cbliata yCTONYMBOCT
ca nokasanu un HoBute 6bnrapcku xmbpuam Nabun n Mnxaena.
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Tabnuua 4. duTonaTonornyHa oueHka Ha xMbpuau cnbHYorne Ha U3KyCTBEH
NHpekumnoseH ydactek B 13U — NeHepan Toweso
Table 4. Phytopathological evaluation of sunflower hybrids in artificial infection

field at DAl — General Toshevo

domoncuc/ doma/ Mana/ Cuhs kutka/
Phomopsis Phoma Pl aHah lianthi Orobanche
helianthi macdonaldi asmopara helianthi cumana
Cre- 5] Cre- 5] Paca 700 Paca 731 Paca A-F
Xubpua/ neHHa | a | neHHa | a YeTonuu- YcToinun- YeTonuu-
Hybrid Hana- n Hana- n BOCT, %/ BoCT, %/ BOCT, %/
nenne/ | R | peHne/ | R Resistance | Resistance Resistance
Attac- a Attac- a to race 700, [torace 731, | toraces A-F,
king n king n % % %
rate k rate k
Canllykal | 200 | 3 | 13y | 1 100.0 92.9 100.0
San Luka (3) @) ' : '
Ouna6ono/

Diabolo 2/3(2) 2 1/3(2) 1 100.0 90.5 100.0
Bpuo/Brio 1/3(2) 1 0 0 100.0 100.0 100.0
PR64F50 1/3(1) 1 0 0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Banun/

valin 2/3(2) 2 1/3(2) 1 100.0 95.0 100.0
Mwuxaena

Mihaela 2/3(2) 2 1/3(1) 1 100.0 100.0 100.0
Fabu/Gabi | 1/3(1) | 1 0 0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Benko/

Velko 1/3(1) 1 0 0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Kbm napasuta cuHA kuTka Orobanche cumana ycTOMYMBOCTTa CbLUO €
100%, kakTo M BCUYKM Apyrn Xxubpuawm, BKMAKOYEHWM B u3cnegBaHeto. Tasu
YCTONYMBOCT CbLLO Ce ObIMKU U Ha ABETEe PoaMTENICKU POPMM.

n3soau
1. XvbpuasT Benko e ACHO pasnuynm, XOMOreHeH 1 ctabuneH.
2. lNMpusHat e oduumanHo B PymbHUA 1 e BnNncaH B EBponenckusa katanor
Ha COpPTOBETE OT MOSICKM U 3EMEHYYKOBM KYNTYPU.
3. MNputexasa MHOro 4OOLP aganTUBEH NOTEHUMAN u peanusnpa BUCOKUTE
CY Bb3MOXHOCTU MPU Pas3fMyHMN NMOYBEHO-KNMMATUYHU YCIOBMSI.
4. YCTON4YMB € Ha MKOHOMMUYECKN BaXKHUTE 6ONecTn n napasvra CMHS KATKa.
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