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CENEKUNA HA BOBOBU KYNITYPU
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NPOYYBAHE BbPXY HANAOEHUETO OT MNAMYKOBA HOLLIEEHKA

HELICOVERPA ARMIGERA HUBN. (NOCTUIDAE: LEPIDOPTERA)
MPUHAXYTA

OumuTtbp OumutpoB, [lo6puHka AtaHacoBa, Muxo MuxoB
[obpyaxaHcku 3emMenenckn MHCTUTYT — FeHepan ToweBo

Pesome

HAumumpos, 4., . AmaHacosa, M. Muxos, 2009. lpoyyeaHe 8bpxy HanadeHuemo om
namykoea HowjeHka Helicoverpa armigera Hiibn. (Noctuidae: Lepidoptera) npu Haxyma.

MamykoBaTa HoLLleHKa € OCHOBEH HEMPUSITEN MO HaxyTa, C ronsiMa Bpe4oOHOCHOCT. EauH
oT MeToauTe 3a 6opba cpelly Hest e cb3gaBaHe Ha ycTonuuBm copToBe. LlenTta Ha
n3cnenBaHeTo € Aa ce Mpoy4vu peakuusta Ha pa3nuyHuM obpasum HaxyT M CTeneHTa Ha
HanazeHwe ot To3u HenpuaTten. OnNuUTLT e n3BeaeH B [1o6pymxaHCKN 3eMeenckn UHCTUTYT
B nepuoga 2005-2006 r. no 6r1oKOB METOA B YETUPU MOBTOPEHUS, C FONIEMUHA Ha ONMUTHUTE
napuenku ot 10 m2. \3anMTaHu ca neT copTa 1 egHa NUHNS HaxyT, C pa3nuMyeH npousxog. 3a
oTYMTaHe OUHaMUKaTa Ha NeTex Ha nenepyauTe Ha namykoBaTa HolleHka Helicoverpa
armigera HUbn. e n3nonssaHa cdepomoHoBa ynoska “Pherobank”. OT Bcsiko noBTOpeHue
ca n3bupaHn NpPoM3BOSHO MO 3 pacTeHus 1 e onpenensH NPOUEeHTbT Ha HanageHue ot
namMmykoBaTa HolleHka. [Mpe3 nbpBaTta rogvHa oT nscreaBaHeTo ¢ (hepoMOHOBaTa yroBka
ca yrnoBeHwu no-ronsm 6por nenepyau B cpaBHEHNE C BTopaTta. Han-cunHo BNnsiHNe Bbpxy
npoueHTa Ha noBpeaeHn 606oBe oka3ea reHoTUNbT. HeroBuaT asan e 60% cnpsmo apyrute
dakTopu — ycroBus Ha roamHaTa v o6, 6pori 6060Be. YCTaHOBEHO € pa3nuyne B CTeneHTa
Ha HanageHue oT MCEHNLMTE Ha HEMPUSTENS Npe3 ABETe roauHU Ha n3nuTeaHe. MNpoueHTbT
Ha noBpeaeHn 6060Be Npu oTaenHuTe 06pasum HaxyT e B rpaHuumuTe ot 0,6 % no 11,56 %.
Pasnukute Han-acHo ce gndepeHumpar npe3 nbpeaTa rognHa Ha npoy4BaHeTo, Korato
HenpuATENsT € B N0-BMCOKa NMbTHOCT. KaTo Hali-ycTonunBe ce oTkposiBa copT “O6pasuoB
undnuk 17, Npu KOMTO HaNageHNETO 1 Npe3 ABETe rOAMHUN e Hali-cnabo.

KnrouoBu pymu: Helicoverpa armigera— HaxyT - CTeneH Ha HanageHue - YCTOMYMBOCT

Abstract

Dimitrov, D., D. Atanasova, M. Mihov, 2009. Investigation on gram pod borer Helicoverpa
armigera Hiibn. (Noctuidae: Lepidoptera) attack in chickpea

Gram pod borer is a main pest on chickpea which causes serious damages. One of
the means for control of it is developing resistant varieties. The aim of this investigation
was to study the response of different chickpea accessions to this pest, as well as its
attacking rate.
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Helicoverpa armigera Hiibn. (Noctuidae: Lepidoptera) npu Haxyma.

The trial was carried out in Dobrudzha Agricultural Institute during 2005-2006 by the
block design method, in four replicates, the size of the trial plot being 10 m?2. Five chickpea
varieties and one line of different origin were tested. To determine the flight dynamics of
the pod borer moths, “Pherobank” pheromone trap was used. Three plants per each rep-
licate were chosen at random to find out the percent of attack. During the first year of the
investigation a higher number of moths were caught with the pheromone trap in compari-
son to the second year. The genotype had the highest effect on the percent of damaged
pods. Its effect amounted to 60 % according to the other factors: year and total number of
pods. Variation in the attacking rate by caterpillars of the pest during the two years of the
investigation was found. The percent of damaged pods in the individual accessions varied
within the range 0,6 — 11,56 %. The differences were most evident during the first year
when the pest occurred in higher density. Variety Obraztsov chiflik was the most resistant;
the attacking rate on this variety was lowest during both years of investigation.

Key words: Helicoverpa armigera — Chickpea — Attacking Rate - Resistance

yBO[a

HaxyTbT e eaHa OT Han-BaxxHUTE 6060BM KynTypu B cBeTa. [Npe3 2003 r. CBETOBHOTO
nNpo13BOACTBO AocTura 7.1 MUNMOHa METPUYHM TOHA, HapeXaanku ce Ha TPeTo MSACTO
cneq dacyna n rpaxa (FAO, 2004). B Bwnrapus nnowmTe 3acsBaHu € Ta3u KynTypa ca
ounu BnHaru HegoctatbyHM U Bapupat ot 20 000 ha npe3 1945 r. po 3-4 000 ha npes
nocnegHute rognHn. CpegHusa nobus ce aswxu ot 800 o 1000 kg/ha. Cbe cb3gaBaHeTo
W perucTpupaHeTo Ha HOBM COPTOBE HaxyT, CbYeTaBallu BMCOKA MPOAYKTMBHOCT C
YCTONYMBOCT KbM Pa3nnyHu CTPeCcoBM hakTopM U NPUroAHU 3a MEXaHU3MPaHO oTrnexaaHe,
nobusute gocturat ao 2000-3000 kg/ha (Muxos 1 gp., 2005; MuxoB n AtaHacoBa, 2008).

PasnuyHu ca caktopuTe, orpaHuMyaBalin NpouM3BOACTBOTO M MaCOBOTO
pasnpocTpaHeHue Ha HaxyTa. EQuH oT rmaBHMUTE nuMUTUpaLLmM akTopn € HanaaeHMeTo
OT namykoBaTa HouleHka Helicoverpa armigera (Hibner, 1808). 3arybute B cBeTOBEH
MaLlat, NpUYMHEHN OT MaMyKoBaTa HOLLEHKa No HaxyTa ca oueHeHn Ha US$ 330 munuvoHa
rognwHo (ICRISAT, 1992). HenpuatenaT Hamanssa Aobusute OT HaxyT cpeaHo ¢ 7% npu
pasnu4yHuTe cuctemu Ha otrnexaaHe (Lateef, 1992). Opyru aBTOopu nocoysar, ye
namykoBaTta HolleHka nospexaa 20-40% ot 6o6oBeTe Ha HaxyTa (Khan and Faizullah,
1999; Kumar and Smithson, 1980; Rahman, 1990), a npu nogxogsLLmM ycrnoBusi 1 MacoBO
HanageHune nospeaute gocturat Hag 90 - 95% (Rajput et al., 2003; Sachan and Katti,
1994; Shengal and Ujagir, 1990). B bvnrapusa npu ycnosusata Ha Jobpyaxa, receHmuute
Ha HoweHkaTta nospexaat 1,8% - 13,8% ot 606oBeTe Ha HaxyTa (QumuTpos, 2008).

WHTeH3ndukaumaTa B 3emeenveTo BrnoLwasa npobnema ¢ namykoBaTa HOLLEHKa 1
ce npubsarea oo no—4vecra ynorpeba Ha nectuumMaun. B pesyntaTt Ha ToBa HenpuATenart
pa3BuBa 3HA4YUTENHO HUBO Ha YCTOMYMBOCT KbM KOHBEHLIMOHAMNHUTE MHCEKTULMAW. Bbnpekn
TOBA, KOHTPOMbLT CPELLY NaMmykoBaTa HOLLEeHKa Moxe Aa 6bae ycneleH Yypes npunaraHe
Ha 0OOpWU pacTUTENHO3ALUMTHU NPAKTUKKU. M3non3BaHeTo Ha YCTONYMBU COPTOBE € eAuH
OT Han-ePeKTUBHNTE 1 ekonorocbobpasHu metoam 3a 6opba cpelly HenpuaTens (Rajput
et al., 2003; Sharma et al., 2005).

E>xerogHo B MHOIO CTpaHu Ha CBeTa Ce NpaBAT NPOYyYBaHNS 3a YCTONYMBOCT NpU HaxyTa
KbM namykoBaTa HolueHka Helicoverpa armigera (Ahmad and Kotwal, 1996; Ahmad et al.,
2002; Bhagwat et al., 1995; Bhatt and Patel, 2001; Kotikal et al., 1996; Patnaik and Senapati,
1995; Ramegowda et al., 2007; Shahzad et al., 2005; Sharma et al., 2007; Singh et al.,
1990; Srivastava et al., 1996; Weigand and Pimbert, 1993; Yoshida et al., 1997), kaTo ca
YCTaHOBEHU FEHOTMMNOBE C pasnnyHa yCTOMYMBOCT.

[Hocera B Bwnrapusa He ca npaBeHn onUTK 3a OTKPMBaHE Ha YCTONYMBOCT NPW HaxyTa
KbM NaMykoBaTa HoLleHKa. Llenta Ha HacTOSILLOTO n3cnenBaHe € fa ce Npoyyn peakumsara
Ha pasnuyHu obpasum HaxyT u cTeneHTa Ha HanageHwe no 6o6oBeTe OT rbCEHWMUM Ha
Helicoverpa armigera Hubn.
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MATEPWUAN U METOOU

OnuTbT e NpoBeaeH B [lo6pymKkaHCkn 3emenernckn MHCTUTyT — leHepan Tolueso npes
nepuoaa 2005-2006 r. no 6nokoB MeToA B YETMPW MOBTOPEHMUS, C FONEeMUHa Ha ONUTHUTE
napuenku ot 10 m?, cnep npeLLecTBEHUK NweHuua. MianutaHu ca neT copTa v eaHa NMHWS
HaxyT ¢ pa3nuyeH npomaxona: “Bankan” n “Mporpec” c npousxoa ot 3N — leH. TowweBo;
“O6pasuoB uncpnuk 1” — ¢ npousxoa ot U3C “Ob6pasuos undnuk” - Pyce; oBa pycku
copta “CrenHon 1” n “KpacHokyTtckun 123”; n nunuata “FLIP 93-177C” ot ICARDA
(Cupus). Centbata e m3BbplieHa B ONTMManHWTE 3a panoHa CPOKOBE M MbCTOTA.
MuHepanHu 1 opraHuyHM TOPOBE B ONMUTHATA MIOLW, He ca BHAcsHW. 3a nogabpxaHe Ha
napuenkiTe YACTU OT NMeBenu ca M3Non3BaHn Noaxoaswmn xepbuunan. JuHamukaTa Ha
neTex Ha nenepyavTe Ha NnamykoBaTa HolleHka Helicoverpa armigera Hubn. e yctaHoBeHa
c nomotLLTa Ha hepomoHoBa yroBka “Pherobank”, noctaBeHa B cpegara Ha onMTHaTa MroLL.
B kpasi Ha BereTauusTa Ha HaxyTa OT BCSIKO MOBTOpPeHWe ca u3bpaHu Npou3BOSHO no 3
pacTeHus, Ha KOMTO ca n3bpoeHn obLmaT Gpori 6o6oBe 1 Te3n, NOBPEAEHUN OT MbCEHULNTE
Ha naMmykoBaTa HolleHKa. [poLeHTBbT Ha HanageHue OT NamMyKkoBaTa HOLLEHKa € M34UCTIeH
KaTo OTHOLLEeHue Ha 6post noBpeneHn 606oBe kbM 06LWKa 6port 6obose. CTaTucTudeckara
obpaboTka Ha AaHHUTE € M3BbPLUEHA C NOMOLLTa Ha cTaTucTuyecku naker Statgraphics
XV.

PE3YNTATU N OBCBXOAHE

ABnoTNYHMTE (haKTopK OKasBaT NPSIKO BNMSHME KaKTO BbpXY (DEHOMOINMYHOTO pasBuTHe
Ha HaxyTa, Taka 1 BbpXy pa3BMTUETO Ha NaMyKoBaTa HOLLIEHKa.
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®durypa 1. MeTeopornornyHa xapaktep1cTuka 3a parioHa Ha 3 — leHepan ToweBo
no Bpeme Ha BeretaumsaTta Ha HaxyT npe3 2005 r. n 2006 r.

Figure 1. Meteorological characterization of DAI region during chickpea growth
in 2005 and 2006

MeTeoponornyHuTe ycnoBsusa no Bpeme Ha M3BeX4aHe Ha onuta ce pasnuyasar rno
OTHOLLEHVE Ha BanexuTe 1 AMHaMukaTta Ha CpegHOOHEBHUTE TemMnepaTypu Npes oTaenHuTe
aecetgHesku (Pur. 1). Npes nbpeara rogrHa oT NPOyYBAHETO METEOPONOMMYHUTE YCNOBUS
cnepg cemtbata Ha HaxyTa 4O NOHMKBAHETO My ca MO-HeBNaronpusATHU — CpeaHOAHEBHUTE
TeMNepaTypy 1 KONMYeCTBaTa Ha BanexuTe ca No-HUCKWU, B CPaBHEHME CbC ChLUUTE npes
BTOpaTa rognHa u cemeHara noHvksat no-6asHo. OT BTOPOTO AeceTaHeBWE Ha anpun A0
BTOPOTO AeceTaHeBMe Ha toHM 2005 r. TemnepaTypHaTa KpvMBa MokasBa No-pesky u
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HETUMNUYHM CNagoBe, HO KaTo LANo TemnepaTtypaTa Ha Bb3gyxa 3a nepvoga e no-BuMcoka
OT Tasu 3a cblyma nepuod Ha 2006 r. BanexuTe B Kpas Ha OHW U HAYanoTo Ha nn npes
2005 r. fonpuHacAT 3a NO-KbCHO Y3psABaHe Ha HaxyTa M yabikasaT NneprMofa Ha BeretaumsTa
Mmy. Mo-mankuTe KonnyecTBa Ha BanexuTe cnen peHodasa “6o6006pasysaHe” npes 2006
I. 1 NO-BUCOKUTE TeMMNepaTypu Ha Bb3dyxa B Kpasl Ha lOHW ca MpuynHa 3a no-paHHo
3ano4BaHe Ha peHodasa “Hayvano Ha y3psiBaHe” 1 npubrpaHe Ha HaxyTa ¢ 8 — 14 oHu no-
paHo, B CpaBHEHMWE C NpeaxofaHaTa roguHa.
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®durypa 2. [lIntHammka Ha neTex Ha nenepyauTe OT MbPBO U BTOPO MOKOMEHne
Ha Helicoverpa armigera npe3 2005 r. n 2006 .
Figure 2. Flight dynamics of Helicoverpa armigera first and second generation
during 2005 - 2006

Mpe3 2005 r. Hayano Ha neTex Ha nenepyauTe OT MbPBO MOKoneHue Ha Helicoverpa
armigera Hubn. e otyeTteH Ha 8 mai, a npe3 2006 r. neTeXbT 3ano4YBa NO-KbCHO € 4 AHN —
Ha 12 man (Pur.2). ToBa ce ObIDKM Ha NO-HUCKUTE TeMnepaTypu Npes BTopaTta 1 Tpetara
[eceTAHeBKa Ha anpwn 1 Ha4anoTo Ha Maw, KOUTO AencTBaT No-6aBHO BbLPXY 3aTOMNMSHETO
Ha noysaTa, KbeTO Cca Mpe3umyBanuTe KakaBuamn Ha HolleHkaTa. [pes nbpBaTa rognHa
Ha uscnegBaHe MakCMMyma B MOnyrauuoHHaTa YMCNEHOCT Ha nenepyauTe OT MbpBO
nokorneHve e Ha 20 mai, a Nnpes3 BTOpata rognHa Ha 25 man.

Ta6nuua 1. AHanu3 Ha BapuaHcuTe Ha bakTopuTe COpPT U roamHa
npu nokasatenuTte obLy 6pon 6060Be N Gpon noBpeaeHn 6obose

Table 1. Variance analysis of factors variety and year
in the total numbers of pods and number of damaged pods

U3TouHuk Ha BapupaHe / | df Mean F-Ratio | P-Value %
Source of variation Square
[oguHa/Year 1 8182,22 5,56 0,0233
OBB/TNP  Copt/Variety 5 7042,5 4,78 0,0016
residual 41 1472,32
loguna/Year 1 522,283 11,15 0,0018
Copt/Variety 5 231,712 4,95 0,0012
residual 41 46,8498
BMB/NDP loanna/Year 10,79
Copt/Variety 60,01
OBB/TNP 29,20

OBb - 06w, 6pon 6060Be (TNP - total number of pods); BINBE — 6pon noBpeaeHn 606ose
(NDP — number of damaged pods)

MenepyanTe oT BTOpO nokorneHune Ha Helicoverpa armigera Hibn. npes 2005 r. netar
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o1 10 toHn go 12 aBryct. Makcmym B nonynaumMoHHaTa YMCNEHOCT € OTHETEH Ha 27 OHW.
Mpe3 2006 r. neTexxbT Ha BTOPOTO nokoneHue € ot 20 oHM A0 24 1onu, C MakCMMyM Ha 3
tonun. Mo-pasterHaTuaT nepuog Ha netex npe3 2005 r. ce AbMKN HA NO-HUCKUTE
TemnepaTypy Ha Bb3ayxa B Kpasi Ha loHU - Ha4anoTo Ha ofny 1 Ha No-rofiemMmnTe KonnyecTea
nagHanv Banexw.

Mpes nbpBaTa roaMHa oT u3cneaBaHeTo ¢ hepoMOHOBaTA YNOBKa Ca yNOBEHM NoBeye
nenepyaun. o Bpeme Ha netexa Ha NbpPBO MOKOMEHWe ca ynoseHun 15 Bb3pacTHU Ha
Helicoverpa armigera, a no Bpeme Ha netexa Ha BTOpo nokoneHune — 50. Mpes 2006 r.
ynoBeHWUTE nenepyam ca CbOTBETHO 14 OT MbPBO NokoneHne u 17 ot BTOPO.

Ta6nuua 2. MNMpoLueHT Ha HanageHue OT NamMmyKoBa HolleHka no 606oBe Ha HaxyT
Table 2. Percent of chickpea pods attacked by pod borer

loauHa 2005 2006

Year OBBb BMNB MH OBb NG MH
Coprt Ne (6pon) | (Bpoit) | (%) | (Gpown) | (6pon) | (%)
Variety TNP (n)| NDP (n)| PAP | TNP (n)| DP (n) | PAP
(%) (%)
1 94 4 4,26 115 3 2,61
2 130 3 2,31 117 4 3,42
CrenHoit 1 3 102 7 6,86 80 8 10,0
Stepnoy 1 4 72 4 5,56 99 7 7,07
Cpearo 4,75 5,78

Mean
1 116 2 1,72 115 2 1,74
2 96 0 0 82 2 2,44
O6pa3suos undnuk 1 3 126 0 0 165 5 3,03
Obraztsov chiflik 1 4 147 1 0,68 103 4 3,88
Cpearo 0,6 2,77

Mean
1 94 6 6,38 135 5 3,70
2 136 13 9,56 74 2 2,70
Mporpec 3 95 6 6,32 125 4 3,2
Progress 4 143 5 3,50 89 2 2,25
Cpearo 6,44 2,96

Mean
1 129 6 4,65 106 2 1,89
2 87 6 6,90 117 3 2,56
BankaH 3 91 2 2,20 150 8 5,33
Balkan 4 145 7 4,83 165 4 2,42
Cpearo 4,65 3,05

Mean
1 220 24 10,91 166 6 3,61
2 257 45 17,51 172 6 3,49
KpacHokyTckuit 123 3 250 22 8,8 78 4 513

Krasnokutskyi 123 4 144 12 8,33 89 0 0

C“F/’le“”o 11,39 3,06

ean
1 157 24 1529 186 8 4,30
2 181 25 13,81 95 4 4,21
3 261 26 9,96 129 3 2,33
FLIP 93 —177C 4 153 11 7,19 120 4 3,33
C“Ble”m 11,56 3,54

ean

OBb - 06w, 6pon 606ose (TNP - total number of pods); BINB — 6poi nospeaexHn 606ose (NDP —
number of damaged pods); IMH - npoueHT Ha HanageHne (PAP - percent of attacked pods)
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B Bwnrapua no Haxyta BpegsT rbCeHUUMTE OT MbPBO U OT BTOPO MOKOSIEHWE Ha
namykosaTa HolleHka (Oumwutpos, 2008; KownHos, 1968), koeTo ce noTebpxAaBa v OT
HaluuTe uscneasaHus. MbCceHUUMTE OT MbPBO MOKOMEHWE Ce XPaHAT C nucTata U LBeTHUTE
OyTOHM Ha HaxyTa. [bceHnumTe OT BTOPO NOKONEHNE OCBEH NucTata Hanagat u 6oboseTe,
KaTo ce Brpm3Bar B TAX M M3shKAaT U3LSANO0 UM YaCTUYHO ceMeHaTta uMm.

BrnnsHveTto Ha ycnosusTa Ha roguHaTta U reHoTuna € CTatucTU4eckn JOCTOBEPHO Npu
95% HVBO Ha JoKa3aHOCT M Npu ABaTa nokasarens — ob, 6pon 606oBe 1 Gpon noBpeaeHn
6o6oBe (Tabnuua 1). Rajput et al. (2003), Wakil (2004), Wakil et al. (20052), Wakil et al.
(2005°) cbLo goka3BaT onpeaensiarta pons Ha yCroBusiTa v reHoTMNa BbpXy HanageHeTo
1 NOBpeanTe OT NamyKoBa HOLLEHKa.

AHanusbT Ha BapuaHCcMTe MO KOMMOHEHTY NOKa3Ba, Ye BbpXy nokasaTtens noBpeaeHu
6060Be Han-cmnHo BNusHWe okasea reHotuna (60,01%). To3n hakT e OT ronaMo 3Ha4eHne
3a cenekumsTa, HacoYeHa KbM Cb3[jaBaHe Ha yCTOMYMBW Ha HanajeHve OT namMykoBa
HOLLIEHKa copToBe.

MpoueHTHLT Ha noBpeaeHn 6060Be e pasnuMyeH KaKkTo No roanHW, Taka v o reHoTUNnoBe
(Tabnuua 2). Mpes 2005 r. cpegHUAT NpoueHT noBpeneHn 6060Be e Joka3aHO No-BUCOK
(BaHHUTe He ca npeacTaBeHu). ToBa e CBbP3aHO OT eHa CTpaHa C No-Bucokarta NibTHOCT
Ha HenpuaTens, pasTerHaTusa NEPUOL Ha NETEX U anLecHacsaHe 1 OT Apyra ¢ yabJkeHara
Beretauus Ha HaxyTa, KoeTo brnaronpmaTcTea pasBUTUETO Ha MbCEHNLMTE.

Mexay oTaenHnTe reHoTMNOBE ChLUO ce HabniogasaT pasnyky No Npu3Haka NnoBpeaeHn
6o60Be, kaTo Npu OCem OT CpaBHABaHWTE OBOWKW pasnukaTta e goctoBepHa (Tabn. 3).
MpoueHTLT Ha noBpeaa ce ABwxu B rpaHuumTe ot 0,6 o 11,56% (Tabn. 2). Han-cnabo e
HanageHneTo OT NaMykoBa HoLleHka npu copt O6pasuos undnuk 1 1 Npes Asete roamHn
Ha m3nuTBaHe. ToBa BEPOSTHO Ce ObIMKM Ha dakTa, 4Ye e Mo-paHo3psan B CpaBHEHME C
apyrute obpasuu. MNpes 2005 r. Han-ronemm nospean no 6o6oseTe ce Habnogasar npu
copt KpacHokytckuin 123 n nuHna FLIP 93 — 177¢ — 11,39 n 11,56%, cbvoTBeTHO. Mpes
2006 r. Han-cunHo e HanageHueto npu copt CtenHon 1 — 5,78%.

Ta6nuua 3. CpaBHUTENEH TECT MEXAY rEHOTUNOBETE
no nokasartens nospeaeHu 606ose
Table 3. Multiple Range Tests for damaged pods by genotype

CpaBHABaHU OABOWKMU | Pa3nuka /
Compared couples Difference
Stepnoy 1 - Obraztsov chiflik 1 3,0
Stepnoy 1 - Progress -0,375
Stepnoy 1 - Balkan 0,25
Stepnoy 1 - Krasnokutskyi 123 -9,875*
Stepnoy 1 - FLIP 93 - 177c -8,125*
Obraztsov chiflik 1 - Progress -3,375
Obraztsov chiflik 1 - Balkan -2,75
Obraztsov chiflik 1 - Krasnokutskyi 123 -12,875*
Obraztsov chiflik 1 - FLIP 93 — 177¢ -11,125*
Progress - Balkan 0,625
Progress - Krasnokutskyi 123 -9,5%
Progress - FLIP 93 — 177¢ -7,75%
Balkan - Krasnokutskyi 123 -10,125*
Balkan - FLIP 93 — 177¢c -8,375*
Krasnokutskyi 123 - FLIP 93 — 177¢ 1,75
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n3soaun

B pesynTtat Ha n3cnegBaHeTo e ycTaHoBeHO, Ye npes 2005 r. nnbTHOCTTa Ha Helicoverpa
armigera e no-BMCOKa M NeTeXbT Ha nenepyaunTe OT BTOPO MOKONEHME € NO-yAbIKEH.

Bbpxy npoueHTa noBpeaeHn 6060Be Han-cMNHO BNMAHWE OKasea reHoTunsbT - 60,01%.

Mpes nbpBaTa roguHa cpegHUAT NpoLeHT noBpeaeHn 6060Be e AokazaHO NO-BUCOK U
ce aABwxu B rpaHunumTe ot 0,6 oo 11,56%.

KaTo Hain-ycTonums ce oTkposiBa copT “Obpa3uoB uyndnuk 1”, npm KONTO HanageHWeTo
1 Npe3 ABETE roivHu e Hau-cnabo.
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