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Abstract

The choice of rootstock is an important step related to the power of the
grafted variety. Two table grape varieties were studied, namely Muscat Rusenski
and Super Early Bolgar, grafted on two different rootstocks: SO4 (widely used in
practice and accepted for the control) and Rupestris du Lot (of the common name
Montikola). The study was performed in the experimental vineyards of the Institute
of Agriculture and Seed Science Obraztsov chiflik, Rousse, in four replications with
11 plants in each. First class vines equalized in their vegetative developmentwere
usedin the experiment. The values of fifteen agrobiological and growth traits were
reported for the two vine varieties during vegetation. The obtained data were
statistically analyzed using the evaluation criteria F-Fisher and t-Student. The
results showed divergences in determining the existence of a substantial difference
and its magnitude for the various traits using the Rupestris du Lot rootstock. Using
Fisher's criteria 66.7% of the features were identified as significantly different in
favour of the SO4 rootstockas compared with the control and based on the
variability of traits. The highest degree of confidence was recorded for the influence
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of the rootstock on the following traits: length of annual ripened growth shoot (a
trait with the highest degree of variation), girth of the rootstock and weight of the
annual ripened growth of one vine. Only 40% of the results showed significant
differences in favour of the SO4 rootstock when using the Student criterion. When
the averages of the surveyed traits were leveled, it was recommended to use
comparison by variability for analysis and assessment and to apply the statistical
criterion of Fisher. For both table grapes cv significant influence was observed
when using the Montikola rootstock. For the Muscat Rusenski variety the effect
was recorded for the growth traits, while for the Super Early Bolgar cv significant
differences were reported for the productive traits. Therefore, the use of the
Rupestris du Lot rootstock had a positive influence on the agrobiological traits of
the studied grape varieties and respective yields of grapes from them.

Key words: Rupestris du Lot rootstock, statistical evaluation, table grape
varieties Muscat Rusenski and Super Early Bolgar (Vitis vinifera L.), agrobiological
and growth traits.

BBbBEOEHUE

Mpu ronamoto pasHoobpasvMe Ha MNOAMOXKM UM COpTOBE B J103apCTBOTO
Bb3HMKBA Npobrnem, nopodeH OT dakTa, 4Ye HSKOM BaXKHW arpobumonornyHu
nokasarenu moguduvumpaTt MnosnoXUTENHO NOA4 BIUAHMETO Ha efHa NOoAnoXKa u
oTpuLaTeNnHoO — No ApYrv Npu3HaLm Npy cbliaTta NoAoXKa.

Mpu npucaxgaHeTo Mexay OBaTa KOMMOHEHTa ce Cb3gaBa W3KyCTBEHa
cMmMbuo3a, Npu KOSITO COPTBT CbC CBOUTE UHAMBMAYANHW rEHETUYHU 0COBEHOCTU B
CbyeTaHue C nopsioxkata u paktopute Ha okonHaTa cpega dopmupa csBouTe
BuonornyHn mn cronaHckn kadvectsa (Mishurenko i Samborskiy, 1971; Stoev i
Todorov, 1972; Deidda, 1986; Gorodea et al., 1986; Todorov, 1987; Koblet et al.,
1994; Hristov i dr., 1998; Arestova i dr., 1999; Reynolds et al., 2001; Agut et al.,
2003; Bettiga, 2003; Boso et al., 2008; i dr.). B Ta3n Hacoka onuTtu ¢ ronsim obxeat
Ha copToBe, KOMOMHaLUM U parioHN ca u3BegeHn B TPaAMLMOHHUN NTIO3apCKu CTpaHu
kato ®PpaHums, VicnaHns, ApXeHTUHa n MHoro gpyru. LleHHocTTa Ha nonyyeHuTe
AaHHW OT MOJSICKU OMNUTU Ce M3passiBa OT CTENEHTa MM Ha TodYHOCT. [Nopagu Tasu
npuyvHa BaXXHO M3WCKBAHE Ha Te3n onuMTU € ga obeanedvaBaTt MnoflyvyaBaHeTo Ha
AaHHN C Bb3MOXHO HaW-BMCOKa TOYHOCT, PECMeKTMBHO Aa ce YycTaHoBsBaT 3a
CTATUCTUYECKU [0Ka3aHW Bb3MOXHO Hal-MankuTe pasnvky Mexagy W3nutBaHute
BapuaHTu (Shanin, 1977).

HacTtosawoTto n3cnegsaHe uma 3a Len Aa yCTaHOBM XapakTepa u CcTeneHTa
Ha BNusiHWe, npeaussBrkaHn oT noanoxkute Pynectpuc g Jlo n bepnangnepn x
Punapua S04, no oTHOWeHWe Ha peauvua CTOMaHCKU BaXXHW MOPMOMOrvyHU u
arpobvonornyHyn nNpusHaum M CBOWCTBa Ha ABaTa AgecepTHu copTa nosa (Cynep
paH Bonrap n MuckeT pyceHcku), npucageHu Bbpxy TaX. 3a OCbLUECTBABAHETO Ha
Tasnm Uen ca NpUNoXeHW Npu cTatuctuyeckata obpaboTka Ha pesynTatuTe OBa
napameTpuyHun kputepusa — n F (Student u Fisher).

MATEPUAJIM U METOOMU
B npoyyBaHeTO ca BKMOYEHM OBa PaHO3pPEnu CEMEHHW OecepTHU copTa —
Muckem PyceHcku v Cynep paH Bonezap.
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Kpamka xapakmepucmuka Ha u3csedeaHume decepmHu
copmose 103U

Copmbm Cynep paH Boneap e cb3papeH B VHCTMTyTa NO NnoO3apcTso 1
BUHapcTBO B 1neBeH npe3 1961 r. oT KpbCTOCBaHE Ha copToBeTe UTanus n AHTbp
(Todorov, 2005; Pandeliev i dr., 2006). 'po3abT e cpeaHo ronsam go ronsam (18,8 x
13,2 cm), KOHNYEH, NOHSKOra C €AHO KpWIo, Nonycbut Ao pexas. 3bPHOTO € MHOTO
eapo (24,9 x 17,2 mm), npoabnroeaTo, crabo ABYCTPaHHO M3OCTPEHO (B OCHOBaTa
1 Ha Bbpxa). KoxuuaTta e xbnTo-3eneHa OO0 KexnubapeHa, TbHKa U enactu4Ha.
KoHcucTeHuusiTa € MececTo-xpynkaBa, HEXHa, a BKYCbT — XapMOHUYEH.

Jlosute ca cpegHo pactawm. [JobuebT OT rpo3ge npu opMuMpoBKa
cpepHocTbbneH lMNono e okorno 1400 kg/da. MacaTta Ha rpo3ga e 250-300 g, a Ha
3bpHOTO — 4,8-5,0 g. 'po3geTo y3psiBa B HA4anoTo Ha aBrycT u cbabpxa 15-20%
3axapu u 5,5-5,9 g/l TuTpyemun knucenuHm.

Copmbm Muckem PyceHcku e cb3gageH B U3C "O6pasuos undnmk”’ npu
KpbCcTocBaHe Ha coptoBeTe MwuckeT xambyprckm u Kapgunan (Todorov, 2005;
Pandeliev i dr., 2006). 3bpHoTO € eapo (19,4 x 17,3 mm), oBanHo. KoxunuaTta e
cpegHo pebena, TbMHOBMONETOBA, C Aeben Bocb4yeH crnon. KoHcucteHuusita e
XpyrkaBa, a BKyCbT — MUCKETOB. Jlo3nTe ca cunHopactawm. [JobmebT OT rpo3ae
npu dpopmmnpoBka cpeaHocTboneH Moo e okono 1300 kg/da. MacaTa Ha rpo3ga e
300 g, a Ha 3bpHOTO — 4,8 g. po3aeTo y3psBa B Kpasi Ha OfM—Ha4anoTo Ha aBrycT
n ceabpxa 16% 3axapwu u 4,24 g/l TMTPyeMun KncenuHu.

Kpamka xapakmepucmuka Ha no0O/10)XKume, KJII0YEeHU 8
npoy4yeaHemo

lModnoxkama Pynecmpuc OJrw Jlo (Monmukona)/Rupestris du Lot/ e
CpeaHO pacTdwa, HO npuaaBa CWUMEH pacTex Ha npucagHuumTte. ETOo 3awo
NpUCcafeHUTe BbBbPXY HES CUITHOPaCTALM W  CKMOHHW KbM U3pEcsBaHe MU
MuUnepaHgaXx CcopToBe 3acuneBaT MposiBaTa Ha Te3n CBOM HeJocTaTbLw.
MopnoxkaTa e nogxogdwia 3a no-ToMnv panoHu ¢ ObNOOKU POXKaBWU MOYBM, CbC
CbabpXaHue Ha He noseYe OT 25% 06w, 1 14% akTMBeH KanumeB kapboHaT. T
npvgaBa Ha npucagHUUUTE BUCOKA NPOAYKTUBHOCT, OT/IMYHO KA4yecTBO Ha
rpo3aeTo v AbnroneTue.

lModnoxkama bepnaHduepu x Punapus, cenekyus OneHxaim 4 (SO4)
/Berlandieri x Riparia SO4/ e cpegHo OO0 cunHopacTsawa. YcTonymBa € Ha
3acyllaBaHe U Ha akTMBHM KapboHaTtu B noysaTta Ao 17%.

Mma [obbp aduHUTET C MOBEYETO OECEPTHU M BUMHEHU COPTOBE f1O3MW.
MpucapeHnTe BBPXY HEs pacTeHua ce OoTnuyaBaT C Ablronetve, obunHo
nnogofdaBaHe M KayecTBeHo rpo3ge. Cunta ce, Ye Ta nogobpsiBa y3psBaHETO Ha
AbpBecuHaTa Ha npucagHuumTe U rm npaBun No-yCTOMYMBI Ha 3UMHU CTyOO0BeE.

OnuTbT e npoBedeH B eKcrnepuMmeHTanHoTo no3e Ha WM3C "Ob6pasuor
unpnuk’ — Pyce, B 4eTupu noBTOpeHus, No 11 pacteHus BbB BCAKO NOBTOpPEHUE,
npu KOeTo ca M3MNOoN3BaHW U3paBHEHW MO BereTaTUBHO pasBUTME MbPBOKMACHU
nosu, Npou3BedeHN OT MOASIOXKOBU Pe3HULM, W nNpucagHuuu, B3eTU OT eNUTHU
MaTOuYHM HacaxaeHusi. 3acaxxgaHeTo Ha fo3nTe € U3BBbPLUEHO Npu pascTosiHus 2,0
m/1,4 m, Ha XBIIMUCT TEPEH, C KKHO U3NOXKEHNE, Ha pPa3CTosiHME OKono 1 Km oT
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Opera Ha p. [lyHaB. [MouBeHUST TUN e kapboHaTEH YepHO3eM BbpXy AbMNOOK NbocC.
PacteHusta ca npeaBapuTenHo MapKkMpaHu M ONUTbLT € OT4YeTeH B cedem
nocnegoseTenHn roguHn. dPopmupoBkata € cpegHocTbbneH Mono, ¢ BUCOYnHA Ha
ctbbnoto 0,60 m n HaToBapBaHe Ha f03UTe CpPeaHo C no 19 3MMHM ouw,
peanu3upaHo ¢ 5 4ena Ha 2 3UMHM OYM U edHA NfoAHa Mpbyka C¢ 9 oum.
HaToBapBaHeTO e e4HO U CbLLO NpKU ABaTa copTa, Thbil KAaTo Te ca POAOBUTN.

3a Bceku copT, 3anoxeH Ha aseTe noanoxkn — Pynectpuc [io Jlo u SO4, ca
oTyeTeHn 15 arpobuonormyHn u pacTtexHu nokasartens. [lpy cpaBHeHusiTa 3a
KOHTpOMa e NpueT BapuaHTbT, NpUcageH Ha nognoxka SO4.

M3cnegBaHTe arpobMONOrM4yHu U pacTeXXHU NpU3HaUm ca CregHuUTe:
Bpon pa3suTK netopacnu oT egHa nosa (a)
B T.4. NNIOAHM neTopacnu (B)
MpoueHT nnogHn neTopacnu no popmynaTa ¢ = B/a x 100
Bpow rposgoBe oT egHa nosa, pasBUNU ce BbpXy fetopacnu, uspacHanu
OT 3UMHU 04U
KoeduumeHT Ha pogoBuToCT
[obuB oT rpo3ae oT eaHa noasa, kg
ObmknHa Ha 3pAnarta yacT Ha neTopacbna, cm
ObmknHa Ha MexXayBb3nMeTo Ha 3penusa netopachbri, cm
OO6ukonka Ha nognoxkaTa, cm
0. Obukonka Ha NpucagHuka, cm
11. OvmkuHa Ha rpo3ga, cm
12. WwnpwnHa Ha rpo3ga, cm
13. ObmKuHa Ha 3bPHOTO, MM
14. WnpunHa Ha 3bpHOTO, MM
15. Maca Ha egHoroavLleH 3psn npupacT oT neTopacnuTe Ha egHa nosa, kg

rPONPE

B©o0~No O

MokasaTenute ca onpegensHu Mo obulonpuetTuTe B Hay4yHOM3Credo-
BaTenckarta npaktuka MeToau. [ObiknHaTa Ha MeXZyBb3NMeTo Ha 3penus
rneTopachr, pasmMepuTe Ha rpo3fda W Ha 3bPHOTO ca onpedensHu no Katerov i
satrudnitsi (1990), a dopmaTta Ha 3bpHOTO — no Lazarevskiy (1959). Obukonkarta
Ha npucagHuka W noafoxkara € uaMepeHa Ha 5 cm nog M Hag MACTOTO Ha
npucaxagaHeTo.

B cratuctnyeckata obpaboTka ca M3NON3BaHM [ABa NapamMeTpuyHu
KpuTepusa — Student (t - test) n Fisher (F), kaTo 3a uenta e nsnon3eaH SPSS 19 3a
aHanu3 Ha nonydeHute paHHW. Msnon3BaHm ca cTaHgapTHU dopMynu  3a
nsuucngaesaHe Ha kputepunte (Zapryanov i Dimova, 1985; Mencher i Zemshman,
1986).

PE3YNTATU U OBCBXOAHE
MonyyeHnTe [aHHW Ha CpeaHUTe CTOMHOCTM W cpedHWUTe KBadpaTHM
OTKINOHEHUs 3a ABaTa AecepHu copTa nosa Mucket PyceHckn n Cynep paH Bonrap
no uscnegBaHUTe arpobUONIOrMYHM U PacCTEXHU NPU3HaUWM ca NpeacTaBeHn B
Tabnvua 1 mn 2.
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Ta6bnuua 1. CpaBHuTENHAa OLEeHKa Ha copTa MuckeT pyceHCKM Mo arpobuonornyHn n
pacTeXHu npusHaum Ypes kputepus Ha Student u Fisher

Table 1. Comparative evaluation of cv Muscat Rusenski by agrobiological and growth traits
via criteria Student (t) and Fisher (F)

MuckeT PyceHckn/Muscat Rusenski

Moanoxka Moanoxka
_ SO4 koutp./ | Pyn. mo Mo/ |t eken Roxa- F ekcn Aoka-
MpusHaun/Traits Rootstock Rootstock |t exp ?:ch:chexp éaH(]?.CT
S04 control |Rupes. Du Lof] onfi- onfi-
— p— dence dence
X S X S
1. Bpon pa3suTu netopacnu
0T efHa nosa/number of 16,1 | 2,21 | 17,7 | 2,08 | 2,78 + 1,124 ns
developed shoots of a vine
izﬁcfu;;g"frﬁﬁ‘i”ng;ﬁ;%?:c””/ 11,58 2,62 | 11,01| 2,11 | 0,89 | ns |1,096 | ns
0,
&é;ﬂﬁﬁg”sﬂigﬁgacn”/ 71,22| 7,98 | 61,94 7,58 | 445 | + [1,107 | ns
4.Bpon rposgoBe OT efHa
Inosa/number of clusters per vine 13,7 37 13,6 3,98 | 0,09 ns 1,045 ns
5.KoecomumeHt Ha ponosu-
TocT/Fruit-bearing coefficient 085025 078|025 ) 108 | ns 1015 | ns
ﬁ-c'?agﬁli;/(\)(?erlzo;enreao\jisenHI?g 4,771 2,05 | 4,205/ 2,37 | 0,95 | ns | 1,34 | ns
7.0bmkvHa Ha 3psnaTa vacT Ha
netopacbna, cmflength  of
annual ripened growth shoot, cm |150,89|25,23 (158,2848,88 | 0,71 | ns | 3,75 | +++
8.0b/mKMHA Ha MexayBb3. Ha
spenus netopackn, cm/lengthof 7 4 | g 79 771119 | 11 ns 23 +
internode of mature shoot, cm ' ’ ' ' ’ '
2r$g:ffﬁ’;';?hgfogfs’?ggz“‘canza 22,12| 051 | 21,96| 1,83 | 0,34 | ns [12,84 | +++
i&ggf’h'(z?fﬁe“grgﬁ“g;””“'(a’ 1952 2,9 | 21,85 2,82 | 229 | + | 1,06 | ns
11.
lengﬁ”&??ﬁg e | 1942 2,77 | 20,09 2.86 | 0,89 | ns | 1,06 | ns
12.1U
i o tho e M| 1138 1,84 | 1085 1,71 | 112 | ns | 1,16 | ns
rlnsm%ﬂg(tﬁ”gf thgaberf’;ﬂ'r?m’ 19,49 1,29 | 19,29 1,1 | 0,64 | ns | 1,38 | ns
14.1U
it of tho Ezrf;p;ﬂo’ MM\ 1917| 1,52 | 1885 1,32 | 0,86 | ns | 133 | ns
15.Maca Ha 1-roguw. 3psan
npupacTt oT netopacnuTe Ha 1
nosa, kg/weight of the annual | 0,523| 0,14 | 0,509 0,12 | 0,34 | ns | 20 +
ripened growth of 1 vine, kg
lpu kpumuyHU cmolHocmu Ha Kpumepusi: t Psy, = 2,005 Fpsw= 1.9
In critical values of the criterion: t Py, =2,670 Fpin= 25
t P(),l% = 3,480 F Poiwn = 3.4
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C Ham-BMCOKM CTOMHOCTWM B MOKasaTensl Ha BapupaHe ce OTKposBaT camo
ABa npusHaka: % nnogHu netopacnu 3a copta Mucket PyceHckn — ot 4,5 no 8%,
n 3a copta Cynep paH bonrap — ot 9,6 go 11,2%; v BTOpUsi NpMU3HaK — ObIKMHA
Ha 3pganaTa 4acT Ha feTopacbna, B CM, PeCnekTUBHO CbC CTOMHOCTU OT 25 go 49
3a copta MuckeTt PyceHcku n ot 28 go 49 — 3a copta Cynep paH bonrap.

3a Tean gBa npusHaka, CBbp3aHM C pacTexa, MOXe Ada HanpaBuM M3BoAa,
ye ce BNUSAT B NO-rofsiMa cTeneH ot haktopuTe Ha 3aobukanswaTa cpea.

Cnepn aHanusa Ha pesyntatute oT 15-Te npu3Haka npu ABata copTta ca
YCTAHOBEHW CbLLECTBEHU pas3nnuMsa B HMBaTa Ha AOKa3aHOCT Npu U3noni3eaHe Ha
ABata Kputepus.

Ot Bcuukm npoBeneHn cpaBHeHua (60 Ha Gpown) 56,7% OT Tax ca C
HeJoKasaHu pasnuku B CTOMHOCTMTE Ha arpobuonornyHuTe nokasatenu oT
npunaraHeTo Ha ABETE NOAOXKM.

MN360pbT Ha NoAMoXKa He BNusie NPsSiKo BbPXy pacTexHUTe npusHaum - 6pon
nnoaHu netopacnu oT edHa nosa, 6por rpo3goBe OT edHa Nnosa, koeduuMeHT Ha
po4ooBMTOCT, AOOMB OT rposge OT efHa f03a, ObIDKMHA M LWIMpUHa Ha rposaa,
AbJDKMHA M LUMPMHA Ha 3bPHOTO, OTYETEHO 3a copTa Mucket PyceHcku.

Cobwarta cutyaums e otyeTeHa 3a copta Cynep paH bonrap 3a 9 ot
uscnegBaHuTe npusHaum — 6pon pasBuTu netopactu, B T.4. NnogHu, % nnoaHu
netopacnu, 6pow rpo3goBe OT efHa 1o3a, KoedUUMEHT Ha POLOBUTOCT, AbIMKNHA
Ha MexayBb3nue, obrkonka Ha noanoxkaTa n NpucagHvka v LUMPUHA Ha 3bPHOTO.

C nomowta Ha gBata cTatuctudeckn kputepuss — Student n Fisher, e
yCTaHOBEHO Y€ W Mpu ABaTta u3cnegBaHn copTa no3a ce Habniogasa cxofHa
TeHOeHums.

Cnep npunaraHeTo Ha KpuTepusi Ha Student [OCTOBEpHM pasnukm ca
OTYeTEHM 3a Tpu OT arpobuonornyHMTEe NpusHauu, Koeto B npoueHT e 40% ot
BCUYKWN NPU3HALN.

3a MwuckeT PyceHckum TasuM 3aKkOHOMepHOCT e HabniogaBaHa 3a ABa
pacTexHu 1 eaMH mopdonoruyeH npusHak (bpovi passuT netopacnu Ha nosa, %
nnogHW netopacnu n guaMmeTbp Ha npucagHuka), gokato 3a Cynep paH bonrap —
ABa MOpdONOrMyHM U eanH NPOAYKTUBEH MpU3Hak (AbIKMHA Ha 3psAn netopacs
W ObIDKMHA Ha rpo3ga, n Aobvs OT rpo3fe oT edHa nosa).

Korato aHanm3bT e npoBefeH ¢ kputepusi Ha Fisher, ce oTkposiBaT OBOVHO
no-ronsam Opor NpusHaum ¢ 4OCTOBEPHU PasfnKM CNpPsIMO KOHTponaTa; B MPOLIEHTH
CTOMHOCTTa € 66,7% OT BCMYkM NpuaHaum (Tabnuua 1 1 2).

3a copTta MuckeT PyceHcku ToBa ca Tpu MOPGOSNOrMYHN U €0UH PacTeXeH
npu3Hak, gokato 3a copta Cynep paH bonrap — 4etupyn mMopdonornyHu, eavH
pacTeXeH N e41H NPOOYKTUBEH NPU3HaK.

HuBaTa Ha Ooka3aHOCT ca CblLUO MPOMEHEHW B Mnonsa Ha obpaboTkata c
F-test.
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Tabnuua 2. CpaBHuTENHA OLeHKa Ha copTa Cynep paH Bonrap no arpobruonornyxu un
pacTeXHu npusHaum Ypes kputepus Ha Student u Fisher

Table 2. Comparative evaluation of cv Super early Bolgar by agrobiological and growth traits
via criteria Student (t) and Fisher (F)

Cynep paH bonrap/Super early Bolgar

Mognoxka Moanoxka
SO4 (koHTp.) | Pyn. g Jlo | excn Joka- F excn [oka-
; Rootstock Rootstock 3aHOCT 3aHOCT
MpusHauwn/Traits SO4 Rupes. du texp confi F exp coni
control Lot dence dencel
X S X S
1.Bpow passutu netopacnu ot
enHa nosa/number of develo- 14,11 3,4 | 135| 34 | 067 | ns | 1,018 ns
ed shoots of a vine
2.B T.4. nnogHu netopacnw/
including fruiting shoots 8,13( 3,14 | 7,74 2,69 | 0,49 | ns 1,36 ns
3. % nnogHw netopacnu/
0% of fruiting shoots 55,92| 9,64 |56,92 11,21 | 0,36 | ns 1,36 ns
4.bpoi rposgoBe OT  efHa
Ino3a/number of clusters per vine 12,16 63 | 9,715,188 | 1,56 | ns 148 ns
5.KoedmumeHT Ha pogosutoct/
Fruit-bearing coefficient 0,86| 0,46 | 0,73 0,38 | 1,11 | ns 14 ns
6.006uB OT rpo3ge oT egHa
nosa, kg/Yield per a vine, kg 4,582 2,57 [3,340| 1,73 | 2,08 + 2,22 +
7. OdbmkMHa Ha 3psinata 4acT Ha
netopacwna, cm/length of annual | 166,0728,66 135,46 48,85 | 2,86 | ++ 2,9 ++
ripened growth shoot, cm
8.0bmknMHa Ha MeXayBb3nueTo
Ha 3penus netopacwn, cm/length 713 1,79 | 71| 1,47 | 0,07 | ns | 1,49 | ns
of internode of mature shoot, cm
9.00ukonka Ha noasfoxkaTa,
cm/girth of the rootstock, cm 22,14| 1,75 (22,09 | 2,44 | 0,059 | ns 1,94 ns
10.0O6ukonka Ha npucagHuka, cm
girth of the graft, cm 19,88/ 1,59 |20,85| 2,07 | 1,48 | ns 1,69 ns
11.[bmKnHa Ha rposga, cm/
length of the cluster. cm 1641 1,61 11753| 24 | 2,03 * 2.2 *
12.WvpuHa Ha rpo3ga, cm/
width of the cluster, cm 10,9| 1,65 |10,78 | 2,77 | 0,19 | ns 2,8 ++
13.[JbmKknHa Ha 3bpHOTO, mm/
length of the berry, cm 25,45| 2,09 [25,15| 3,08 | 0,41 | ns 2,16 +
14.lLnpunHa Ha 3bpHOTO, mm/
width of the berry, mm 16,7 | 1,77 (16,94 | 2,04 | 0,46 | ns 1,33 ns
15.Maca Ha 1l-roguw. 3psan
npupacTt ot nertopacnute Ha 1
nosa, kglweight of the annual 1,115} 0,37 ({1,019| 0,69 | 0,53 | ns 343 |[+++
ripened growth of 1 vine, kg
lpu KpumuyHU cmotHocmu Ha Kpumepusi: t Psy, = 2,005 Fpsw= 1.9
In critical values of the criterion: t Py = 2,670 Fpin= 25
t P0,1% = 3,480 F Poi1wn= 3.4
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Ot Tyk cneaBa, ye ¢ kputepus Ha Fisher ce obesnevaBaT JaHHU C Bb3MOXHO
Nno-BMCOKA TOYHOCT, KOETO € OCHOBHO M3UCKBAHE KbM MPOBEXOAHETO Ha MONCKU
onuTU. YCTaHOBSIBAHETO Ha CTaTUCTMYECKM OKa3aHU Pasfnuky NpyM Bb3MOXHO Hai-
MarnkuTe pasnuyms Mexay BapuaHTUTe HU AaBa OCHOBaHWE [a HanpaBuMM MONe3HU
npenopbKM 3a NpakTukaTta.

B pesynTtaTt oT npoBedEeHOTO M3creABaHE MOXEM Aa HanpaBuMM CreaHuTe
OCHOBHM

n3soau

1. 3a npusHaumte % NnogHM neTopacny u AbMKMHA Ha 3psin fneTopachbn ca
OTYETEHU BMCOKM CTOMHOCTWM Ha MoKasaTens Ha BapupaHe U 3a ABata AecepTHu
copta nosa — Mwucketr PyceHckm n Cynep paH Bbonrap, koeTo HM no3BonsiBa
KOCBEHO [a HanpaBuM U3BOA, Ye Te3u [ABa PacTeXHWU MpU3HaKa ce BIUAAT B Hal-
BMCOKa CTerneH oT (hakTopuTe Ha OKONHaTa cpeaa.

2. N npn gBata geceptHM copTa ce HabnwaaBa CbLUECTBEHO BMSHME NpwU
u3nonseaHe Ha nognoxkata MoHTuMkona, kaTo 3a copta MwuckeT PyceHcku
BINMMSIHMETO € OTYETEHO NpU pacTeXHUTe Npu3Hauu, a 3a copta Cynep paH bonrap
CbLUECTBEHM Pas3nmMyns ca oTYETEHM 3a NPOAYKTUBHUTE NPU3HALM.

3. 3a cratuctnyecka oueHka Ha MoJflydYeHuTe pes3ynTaTtv OT MOJICKM ONuUT C
no3a e NpenopbYMTENHO Aa ce u3nonsea KputepusT Ha Fisher, Tbil kaTo BpPOAT Ha
OOCTOBEPHUTE PasfiMKM Ce yBenMyaBa CbLLUECTBEHO B CpaBHEHME C pe3ynTaTute
OT nMpunaraHeTo Ha kputepusi Ha Student, U n3paseHo B NPOLIEHTU CTONHOCTUTE
ca 66,7 kbMm 40%. Nony4eHuaT no-ronam 6por CbLIECTBEHW pasnuMyns oOkassa
NPSKO BNUSHME BbPXY OLEHKaTa U TOYHOCTTA Ha EKCNEepPUMEHTANHUTE OaHHW.
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