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Abstract

In the period 2010-2013 in the region of Serres, Greece a field experiment
was carried out with the cotton variety Carmen, including 8 variants weeded with
the tuberous sour grass Cyperus rotundus L. 0, 1, 2, 4, 8, 16, 32, 64 pcs./m2
respectively. The experiment was set by the block method in four replications with
the size of the trial plot — 1 m?Z. It was found that when weeding cotton with Cyperus
rotundus L. (16 or more pcs./mz) a decrease of the cotton plants was observed in
the crop, which, when particularly strongly weeded (64 pcs./mz) could reach 50%.
Dispersive analysis of the data showed that only with weed densities of 32 and 64
pcs./m2 the differences in the number of cotton plants were lower. The yield of
cotton decreased significantly at a density of Cyperus rotundus L. of 16 pcs./mz.
This value can be regarded as the economic threshold of harmfulness of weeds. At
higher levels of weed infestation the yield was reduced by more than 50%. The
highest yield in the experiment was reported with a single weed per m? and
provenly lower yield was obtained with a weed density of 32 to 64 pcs./mz.
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BBbBEOEHUE

MaMykbT uMma cnaba KOHKYPEeHTOCMOCOOHOCT CrnpsiMoO NreBenvTe B
paHHuTe pa3n oT pasBuUTUETO CUM U ocobeHo B nbpBUTE 6 ceamuum cnepg
noHunkeaHeTo. Kucenarta knybeHooOpasysalla TpeBa Cyperus rotundus L. noHukBa
e[HOBpPEMEHHO C NamMmyka n 6bp30 ce paspacTBa, obpasyBaviku rbcTa nonynauus,
nogobHa Ha "kunum", GnarogapeHve Ha BUCOKUTE TeMnepaTypu 1 Briara, KouTo ca
XapakTepHn 3a ycnoeusita Ha CeepHa [bpuusa npe3 wmecey mawn. [lpes
nocnegHMTe rogvHM Ce OTynTa M3MEHeHue B HanMyneto Ha nneesena B
namykoBWTE MOCEBMW, KaTO apeanbT My Ha pa3npocTpaHeHMe HenpeKkbCcHaTo ce
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yBennyaea (Economou and Giannopolitis, 1998; Grichar et al., 2004; Hakoomat et
al., 2005; Lamm et al., 2002).

MpunaraHute xumnyHK cpeactBa 3a 6opba cpewy Cyperus rotundus L. B
namykoBWUTE MOCEBW BOASIT 4O BPEMEHEH yCnex, KaTo He MoraTt fa peliaTt TparHo
npobnema c To3u ynoput nnesen (Bendixen and Nandihalli, 1987; Economou et al.,
2005; Elmore et al., 1983; Grichar et al., 2003; Kaloumenos et al., 2005; Kayandan
et al., 2002; Lati et al., 2011). lNpoy4yBaHusaTa 3a Bb3ZenCTBMETO Ha Cyperus
rotundus L. Bbpxy namyka npu pasfvMyHu rbCTOTU Ha 3anneBensiBaHe moraT fga
nomorHar 3a no-npeunsHo useexaaHe Ha 6opbaTa cpeLly Hero.

MATEPUAITIU U METOOU

OnutbT e m3segeH B nepuoga 2010-2013 roguHa B 3eMNULLETO Ha C.
AnuctpaTtn, obwmHa Cepec, CeBepHa Mbpumsi, Ha KapboHaTHO-anyBuanHu NoYBu
(Calcaric Fluvisols) ¢ pH = 7,8 n ceabpxaHue Ha xymyc 1,72%. MamykbT, copT
KapmeH, e oTrnexgaH npu MOMMBHW YCNOBUSA, MO YTBbpAeHa 3a panoHa
arpoTexHuka, npu mexaypenoBo pacTtosiHue 0,96 m m rbcToTa Ha NMOCEBa OKOSO
14 000 pacTeHus Ha gekap cne npealwecTBEHUK TBbpAaa NleHuua.

Cxemarta Ha onuta BKMYBa 8 BapuaHTa, KbOETO 3anfeBensiBaHeTo C
knybeHoobpasyBalwiata kucena tpeea Cyperus rotundus L. Bapupa ot 0 go 64
6p./m2 B cnepgHaTa nocnegosartenHocT: 0, 1, 2, 4, 8, 16, 32 n 64 6p./m2. OnutbT €
3anoxeH no 6nokosmsa MeToA B 4 NOBTOPEHMS C pa3Mep Ha onuTHaTa napuenka 1
m? (OumoBa & MapuHkoB, 1999). bctotute Ha Cyperus rotundus L. ca
NOCTUrHaTK Ypes 3acaxgaHe Ha No-ronsm 6pow rpyakM BbB BCEKM BapuaHT npeau
centbata Ha namyka. o Bpeme Ha BeretaumsTa Ha Namyka BCUYKW NneBenu Hag
npegBugeHata rbctota ot Cyperus rotundus L. m oT apyru BugoBe ca
OTCTpaHsiBaHu 4ype3 nneeeHe. OnpegeneHun ca 6poAT Ha NaMyKOBUTE PacTEHUS U
[OOMBBT B Kpasd Ha BeretTauusita Ha naMmyka B 3aBUCUMOCT OT Pa3fIMYHUTE MbCTOTU
Ha 3anneBensaBaHe.

PE3YNTATU N OBCBXOAHE

bCcTOTaTa Ha MoceBa € M3KMYUTENHO BaXkeH MokasaTen, KOWTO uma
NMPSKO OTHOLLUEHME KbM KONMMYECTBOTO Ha gobusa. OT CbLECTBEHO 3HAYEHUE e
Bb34encTBueto Ha Cyperus rotundus L. B pa3nnyHn nNnbTHOCTU BbPXY Opos Ha
namykoBuMTE pacTeHus Ha eguHuua nnowl. [aHHuTe 3a TOo3u nokasaten ca
npeactaBeHn B Tabnuua 1. He ce HabniogaBa sICHO M3paseHa Bpb3ka Mexay
yBenuyaeallarta ce rbctota Ha Cyperus rotundus L. u HamansBaHeTo Ha bpos Ha
namMykoBuTe pacTeHus. Han-ronsgama rectoTa Ha namyka e otdeteHa npes 2010 r.
npu BapuaHTa, 3anneseneH ¢ 8 6p./m’ Cyperus rotundus L., npe3 2011 r. — npu
BapuaHTa c 4 6p./m2, npe3 2012 r. — npu BapmaHTta c 2 6p./m2, n npes 2013 r. —
npu BapuaHtute ¢ 0 un 1 6p./m2. Tean paHHM MokaseaT, 4Ye rbcroTara Ha
3annesensiBaHe ¢ Cyperus rotundus L. B mopsigbka oT 0 4o 8 6p./m® He Bnusie Ha
Opost Ha NaMyKOBUTE pacTEHUS.

Korato npocnegum HaW-HUCKUTE CTOMHOCTM Ha nokasartens 6Opon
MaMyKOBW PacTeHWsi Ha 1 M°, KaTeropuyHO Ce YCTaHOBSIBA, Ye TE Ca XapaKTepHM
3a BapuaHTUTe C Hal-BMcOoka MnbTHOCT Ha Cyperus rotundus L. — 64 6p./m>.
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BennunHata Ha HamaneHWeTo Ha Oposi Ha NMamMyKOBUTE PacTEHUS NMPWU BUCOKUTE
nnbTHOCTM Ha Cyperus rotundus L. B cpaBHeHMEe ¢ HyneBaTa KOHTpona Bapupa oT
0,8 6p./m2 npe3s 2011 r. go 5,7 6p./m2 npe3 2013 r., T.e. okono 7 nNbTu. AKO
nprvemMem, 4e HopmarnHaTa rbCToTa Ha rnocesa e oTyeTeHa BbB BapuaHT 1 (oT 10
0o 14 6p./m? pacTeHusi), To BeNMUMHATa B HAMaNeHeTo Ha 6posi Ha pacTeHusiTa
Ha 1 6p./m2 Moxe Aa gocturHe novtn o 50% (2013 r.). MpopexaaHeTo Ha nocesa
npu BUCOKa NnbTHOCT Ha Cyperus rotundus L. TpygHo Moxe ga ce obsicHu c
HeJoCTUra Ha HSKOW OT BeraTauMoHHUTe dhaKkTopu, 3allloTO Te Ce ocurypsieat B
3a0BONUTENHA CTEMNEH C NpunaraHaTa arpoTexHuka.

Ta6nuua 1. BnvaHue Ha Cyperus rotundus L. Bbpxy namyka, 6p./m2
Table 1. Effect of Cyperus rotundus L. on the cotton, pcs./m2

_ Bp./1 m2 logunu/Years

§ g pcs./m? 2010 2011 2012 2013

§ S %’Sﬁéﬂi 6p./m22 6p./m22 6p./m22 6p./m22 %

pcs./m pcs./m pcs./m pcs./m

1 0 12,0 10,3 10,5 14,2 100,0
2 1 12,0 10,8 10,4 14,2 100,0
3 2 7,7 10,8 11,6 13,2 92,9
4 4 10,0 11,5 10,9 11,5 81,0
5 8 13,0 11,3 10,3 11,6 81,7
6 16 9,5 10,3 9,6 13,0 91,5
7 32 - 10,3 9,5 9,2 64,8
8 64 - 9,5 9,2 8,5 59,9

ODsy, = 3,98 gD19, = 5,39 gDg 105 = 7,22

MpoBeoeHUsT OUCNEPCMOHEH aHanM3 Ha 0006LEeHUTE TPUTOAULLIHN AaHHU
nokasea, 4Ye C yBenM4yaBaHe Ha CTeneHTa Ha 3anfeBenieHOCT rbeToTara Ha
namykoBWUTE pacTeHUs Hamansiea. HesaBucumo OT ToBa caMO Mpu rbCToTa Ha
nnesena ot 32 n 64 0Opos Ha m? pasnuKnTe Mo OTHOWEHWe Ha Oposi Ha
NamykoBWTE PaCcTEHUS Ca AOKa3aHO MO-HUCKW.

Pesyntatute 3a nony4yeHus gobus ca npeacraBeHu B Tabnuua 2. [laHHuTe
nokaseart, 4ye npe3 2010 r. nNpu ysBenuyasaHe Ha NNbLTHOCTTA Ha nresena B
rpaHuumTe ot 0 oo 16 6p./m2 He ce HabnogaBa sICHO M3pal3eHa TeHAeHUMs 3a
HamansiBaHe Ha gobuea oT namyka. HesaBucumo OT ToBa MOXe Aa ce otbenexw,
Ye Hal-BMCOK [OOUB e nomny4yeH oT koHTponarta 6e3 3annesensBaHe (311 kg/da) u
OT BapuaHT 2, 3anneeeneH ¢ 1 6p./m° Cyperus rotundus L. (320 kg/da).
HesaBucumo 4Ye nomnyyeHuTe pes3yntatu 3a KONMMYecTBOTO Ha [JobuBa He
CbOTBETCTBAT Ha TeMMNa Ha 3anneBensBaHe NpyY Mankute rbCToTH, TO NpU 5-Tn K
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6-TV BapuaHT, 3anneBenieHn cboTBeTHO ¢ 8 u 16 Gp./m® Cyperus rotundus L.,
AobmBbT HamansiBa cboTBeTHO ¢ 46 n 109 kg/da. Nonydyenute npes 2010 r.
pesyntaTm C Manku pasnuki B OTAENHUTE BapuaHTM ca npuduHa npes
cnefBawimMTe TOAMHM Ja Cce BKMAKWYAT HOBM 2 BapuaHTa C [bCTOTM Ha
3anneBengasaHe ot 32 un 64 6p./m2. Tasn rbCTOTa Ha nneBena npakTUyYeckn
CbOTBETCTBA Ha [EWCTBUTENHOTO 3arnneBefsiBaHE Ha NamMyKOBWUTE MOCEBU B
panoHa Ha CeBepHa Mbpums.

Tabnuua 2. BnnsHue Ha Cyperus rotundus L. Bbpxy gobusa ot namyk, kg/da
Table 2. Effect of Cyperus rotundus L. on the yield of cotton, kg/da

| Bp/am? FoauHu/Years
& §|Pcs./m?
S = 2010 2011 2012 2013
g g Cyperus
@ “lrotundus kg % kg % kg % kg %
1 0 311,3 | 100,0 425,0 100,0 423,0 100,0 | 432,3 | 100,0
2 1 320,1 | 102,8 425,0 100,0 428,7 101,3 | 451,6 | 104,5
3 2 237,7 76,4 418,2 98,4 413,2 97,7 410,1 94,9
4 4 2924 | 93,9 | 4063 | 956 | 397,1 | 93,9 | 3952 | 91,4
5 8 202,2 64,9 402,6 94,7 399,3 94,4 393,2 90,9
6 16 265,0 85,1 367,7 86,5 363,9 86,0 360,0 83,3
7 32 - 313,1 73,7 308,2 72,9 303,7 70,2
8 64 - 223,8 52,7 217,4 51,4 216,3 50,0
BapuaHt/ - D [okasaHocT/
Variant X Significance
2 406,35 8,45 ns
1 397,90
4 372,75 -25,15 ns
3 369,80 -28,10 ns
5 349,33 -48,58 ns
6 339,15 -58,75 ns
7 231,25 -166,65
8 164,38 -233,53

gD5% = 131,8 ng% = 178,7 gDO,l% = 239,3

[aHHUTEe OT BTOpaTa roaMHa nokaseaTt, 4Ye npu NnbTHOCT Ha Cyperus
rotundus L. ao 8 6p./m? fo6MBBT OT Namyk Hamansiea o 23 kg/da, koeTo Moxe aa
ce npueme kaTo HesHauuTenHo. Npu yBenuyaBaHe Ha NNbTHocTTa Ha Cyperus
rotundus L. oT 16 go 64 6p./m” 0O6GMBKTE PSI3KO HaMansiBaT, KaTo Ce yCTaHOBSBaT
pasnuuuMa B KONMYEeCTBOTO Ha pobwBa B wHTepBana ot 58 pgo 202 kg/da.
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PasnuunaTta mexay koHTponaTta (Bap. 1) u nocnegHute BapuaHtu (Ne 6, 7 1 8) ca
MaTemMaTu4ecKn JOKa3aHw.

OnucaHute no-rope TeHaeHumn npe3 2011 r. ce noBTapaAT U 3a
cnegpawmTe ase roguHun (2012 n 2013 r.). MNpu yBenuyaBaHe Ha NITbTHOCTTA Ha
nnesena ot 16 oo 64 6p./m2 nobusnte OoT namyka npes3 2012 r. HamansieaT B
nHTepBana ot 62 o 202 kg/da n ot 132 go 216 kg/da 3a 2013 r.

Mpe3 2013 r. ce HabnogaBa 3HAYMTENTHO HamarnsiBaHe Ha 4obmBa OT namyka v npu
BapuaHTa, 3anneseneH ¢ 16 6p./m2 Cyperus rotundus L.

M3HeceHWTe No-rope AaHHW AaBaT OCHOBaHWE Aa Ce Hanpasu U3BOObT, Ye
3anneBensiBaHETO Ha namykoBuTe nocesu ¢ Cyperus rotundus L. Boagn A0 CUIHO
HamansiBaHe Ha pJgobwuBa, ocobGeHO npu NNbTHOCT Hag 16 6p./m2 cTbbna.
BennuuHaTta Ha 3anneseneHocTt ¢ Cyperus rotundus L. oT 16 6p./m2 MOXe [da ce
npveme 3a npae Ha e8pedHocm, NPy KONTO € MKOHOMUYECKN M3rOAHO Aa ce Boau
©opba c Hero, 3alloToO B NPOTUBEH cryvyan nobusnte moxe ga Hamaneat go 50%
npv goMNycKaHe Ha No-BUCOKa CTEMEH Ha 3ansieBensiBaHe.

O6obLeHnTe pesyntaTM nNokaseaT, Ye pas3NNYHUTE CTEeMneHn Ha
3anneBensBaHe okasBaT BMMSIHWE BbpXY MonyyeHust JobmB OT namyk. Hai-Bucok
[o6VB € OTYeTeH MpU BapuaHTa C eauH nneeen Ha m° Pasnuvkata ChpsiMo
BapuaHTa, NpueT 3a koHTpora (6e3 3anneBensiBaHe), e HecbLlecTBeHa. EAMHCTBEHO
npu NOBLTHOCT Ha nnesena ot 32 u 64 6p./m2 JOOMBBT € [oKa3aHO MO-HUCHK
(P 0,1%).

n3sogun

OT n3BbpLUEHNTE U3CNenBaHNs MOXe a Ce HanpaBAT CregHUTE NO-BaXKHU
M3BOAM:

1. Bucoknte cteneHm Ha 3anneBensiBaHe ¢ Cyperus rotundus L./16 wu
noseye 6p./m2 BOAAT 4O HamarneHune Ha 6pos Ha NamMyKOBUTE pacTeHWsi B NOCEBA,
KoeTo Moxe pna pocturHe o 50% npu ocobeHo CUIMHO 3anneBensiBaHe.
[ncnepcnoHHNAT aHanmM3 nokasea, Ye camMo Mpu rMbCToTa Ha nnesena oT 32 n 64
6p./m2 pasnuKMTe No OTHOLLEHME Ha Opos Ha NaMyKOBWUTE pacTeHWsi ca JoKa3aHo
NO-HUCKMN.

2. JobuBnTe OT NamMyka HamansaBaT 3HAYUTENHO NpW MITbTHOCT Ha Cyperus
rotundus L. ot 16 6p./m2. Tasn BennunHa MoXe ga ce cumTa KaTo buosiocudyecku
npaz Ha epedHocm 3a nnesena. [lpuM Mo-BMCOKM CTEMNeHM Ha 3ansieBensiBaHe
nobnBuTEe MOXe Aa ce noHwxkaT ¢ noeeve oT 50%. Han-Bucok gobue e oTyeTeH npum
BapuaHTa C eguH nneBen Ha m?, a [oKa3aHO MO-HUCHK O0GMB e nony4yeH npu
NMbTHOCT Ha NneBena ot 32 v 64 6p./m? (P 0,1%).
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