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B cTtaTbe npeacTaBneHbl pesynsrathl TpexneTHmx uccnegosaHunii (2019—2021 rr.), uenbio KoTopbix 6bIno nay4ye-
H/ME M OLEHKa BMUSHUSI pas3nnyHbIX NpreMoB o6paboTKM NOYBLI HA MPOAYKTUBHOCTL ropoxa. OnbiTbl NPOBOAWMAM Ha
nonsax cTpyktypHoro noapasgeneHns « CKHUMMOCX» ®IrBHY «AHL, «JoHckony». N3yyanu yeTbipe npuema obpaboT-
KM MOYBbI: NMOCKOPE3HbIV; MOCMOWHbLIN; OTBanbHbIN; BapuaHT 6e3 o6paboTkv noysbl. [orogHble yCnoBus 3a Nnepuog,
nuccnenoBaHuii 6bIM KOHTPACTHLIMU U MOBMUSINU Ha BEreTalMoHHbIN nepuog, pacteHuid. Mpu oLeHke BNUSIHUSE npue-
MOB 06paboTKM MOYBbI YUNTHIBANM cnegyoLne nokasarenm npoayKTMBHOCTM ropoxa: YUCIO NPOAYKTUBHBIX PACTEHNN,
YMCIO NPOAYKTUBHBIX Y3I0B, YNCNO NPOAYKTUBHBLIX 6060B, KONMYecTBO cemsH B 606e, KONMYECTBO CEMSIH C pacTeHus,
mMacca ceMsiH ¢ pacteHusi, Macca 1000 ceMsiH 1 ypoxalHOCTb. B pesynerate TpexneTHero n3y4yeHust 1 OLEeHKM Brus-
HMS Pa3nNMYHbIX NpUeMoB 06paboTkM NOYBbLI HA YPOXKaNHOCTb ropoxa M ero NPoAyKTUBHOCTL BbINo yCTaHOBMNEHO, YTO
COKpallieHVe BereTauMoHHOro nepuoaa HeraTvBHO BNUSIET HA NPOAYKTMBHOCTL ropoxa no BCeM npvemam, npu 3Tom
Hanbonee OCTPO Ha 3TO pearnpyoT pacTeHUs Ha BapuaHTe C 0TBarnbHbIM NpueMoM 06paboTku noyskl. Hanbonee bna-
rONpUATHOE BIUSIHUE Ha YPOXaMHOCTb ropoxa OKa3blBakoT BapuaHTbl 6e3 06paboTku NoYBbl 1 NNIOCKOPE3HOrO Npuema
3a cyeT MakcumanbHOro hopMMpPOBaHNUS Y pacTeHui ymcna y3nos, 6060B 1 cemsiH, a Takke Habopa MacChl CEMSH.
OueHka cpegHen ypoxanHocTu ropoxa 3a 2019-2021 rr. BbisiBUIIa NpenMyLLecTBo nnockopesHoro npuema (3,15 t/ra).
OTHOCUTENBHO HErO YCTAHOBIIEHO CHMKEHUE YPOXXaMHOCTU Ha 2,2% Ha BapuaHTe 6e3 06paboTkm noysbl, Ha 13,97% —
Ha BapuaHTe C MOCMOMHbIM NpuemMom 06paboTkm NouBbl 1 Ha 28,25% — Ha BapuaHTe C OTBarbHbIM NMPUEMOM.

Knrodeenie cnoea: npuem, obpabomka no4ebl, 20p0X, MPOOyKMUBHOCMb, ypOXaluHOCMb.
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Structural subdivision of “NCRIMEA” of the FSBSI “Agricultural Research Center “Donskoy”,
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The current paper has presented the results of a three-year study (2019-2021), the purpose of which was to study
and evaluate the impact of various tillage methods on pea productivity. The trials were carried out on the fields of the
structural subdivision of “NCRIMEA” of the FSBSI “Agricultural Research Center “Donskoy”. There have been studied
four tillage methods such as subsurface; layer-by-layer; moldboard; ‘no-tillage’ variant. Weather conditions during the
study period were contrasting and affected plant vegetation period. When estimating the effect of tillage methods,
there were taken into account such indicators of pea productivity as number of productive plants, number of productive
nodes, number of productive beans, number of seeds per bean, number of seeds per plant, weight of seeds per plant,
1000-seed weight, and productivity. The three-year study and estimation of the effect of various tillage methods on pea
yields and its productivity, there was found that the growing season decrease negatively affected pea productivity un-
der all tillage methods, along with this the plants reacted more sharply to this under the moldboard tillage. The most
favorable effect on pea productivity was provided by variants ‘no-tillage’ and subsurface tillage due to the maximum
formation of number of nodes, beans and seeds in plants, as well as seed weight increase. The estimated mean pea
productivity in 2019-2021 showed the advantage of a subsurface tillage (3.15 t/ha). Relative to it, there was estab-
lished productivity decrease on 2.2% in the variant ‘no-tillage’, on 13.97% in the variant with a layer-by-layer tillage,
and on 28.25% in the variant with moldboard tillage.

Keywords: method, tillage, peas, productivity, yield.
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BBepeHune. Bo3genbiBaHve ropoxa B YC/o-
BMAX 3aCyLSIMBOTO KiMMaTa C He[OCTATOUYHbIM
yBnaxHeHuem ([loHomapeBa m Cenexos, 2017;
BykuH n gp., 2020; Torabian et al., 2019) Tpeby-
eT rpaMoTHOro nogxopga u 6asmpyeTtca Ha pauu-
OHaNbHOM COYeTaHWW arpoTeXHUYecKux npue-
MOB, Cpeau KOTopbix 0coboe MecTo OTBOAUTCS
OCHOBHOW 06paboTKe MouBbl. 3aja4ya NOYBOOO-
paboTKM 3aKntoyaeTca B OPMUPOBAHNM PbIXION
CTPYKTYpbl NoYBbl. [TouBEHHbIe arperaTbl B3aMMo-
yBfi3aHHble MOCNONHO (GOPMUPYIOT MOUYBEHHbIN
CKeneT C XaOTUYHbIM pacnpepesieHneM B Mexa-
rPEraTHOM MPOCTPAHCTBE MaKpPO- M MUKPOMOP
(Chandrasekhar et al., 2019; Tagar et al.,, 2020).
B TaKnx mpocTpaHCcTBax NpoTeKaeT npouecc Tep-
moanddy3nm, B3aMMoyBA3aHHbIN € aTMOCchepPHbI-
MU ABJIEHUAMM, CNOCOOCTBYIOLWMIA OAUTENBHOMY
COXpaHeHI0 MOYBEHHOW Bnarv n 6naronpuATHO
CKa3blBalOWNIACA Ha Pa3BUTMM pacTEHNN B Teye-
Hue BereTaumoHHoro nepuopga (Mokrikov et al.,
2019; WewnH n Mapgu, 2018; Bonkos un gp., 2017).
Ona dopmmpoBaHNA 6MaronpuATHON CTPYKTYpbl
MouYBbl MPUMMEHAIOT PasfMyHble npuembl ee ob-
paboTKK: OTBanbHble, MOCONMHbIE, MIOCKOpes3-
Hble U BOBCe 6e3 OCHOBHOW 06PaboTKM NMOYBbI,
a cpasy npumeHAaa npamon noces (Zikeli et al.,
2017; Kawaes, 2016). Bbibop npuema 3aBUCUT
OT KNUMATMYECKUX 1 MOYBEHHbBIX YCIIOBUIA, CEBO-
060pOTa CENbCKOXO3ANCTBEHHbIX KYNbTYp, rpa-
HYNOMETPUYECKOro COCTaBa NMOYBbI, 3PO3UNOHHbBIX
N nNpourix GaKTOPOB, a TaKXKe YUUTbIBAETCA TEX-
HUYECKas OCHALEHHOCTb PACTEHMEBOLUYECKOTO
npow3BopacTea (laesaa n BacunbueHko, 2016).

Ecnim  npuberHyts K MOZENMPOBaHMIO
BCEX 3TarnoB MNPOW3BOACTBEHHbIX MPOLIECCOB
npy  BO3JENbIBaHUN  CENIbCKOXO3ANCTBEHHbIX
KyNbTyp, TO CTAHET BO3MOKHbIM OLEHUTb 3P PeK-
TUBHOCTb MPUMEHSIEMO TEXHOJSIOTM B KOMIJEK-
Ce BCEX MEXAHVKO-TEXHONIOFMYECKMX OonepaLmi
(Mudarisov et al., 2019). MoaTomy Hamu n3yyatoTca
TPagULMOHHAA N HyneBas TEXHONOrMM BO3genbl-
BaHMA CeIbCKOXO3ANCTBEHHbIX KYbTYp Ha OCHO-
BE€ MHOMOJIETHUX CTaLMOHAPHbIX UCCELOBAHNI.
B maHHOW paboTe NprBeAeH YacTHbIN Crydal ae-
TaNbHOrO UCCNeAoBaHUs Mo4YBOObOpPabaTbiBalo-
LKMX onepauunii, oTAnYalLWmMXCA No CBOEMY npue-
MY Ha OCHOBeE 3KCMJlyaTMpyemMoro arperara.

Lenb nccnepgoBaHuin — M3y4yeHre M OLEHKa
BIIMAHUA Pa3NINYHbIX MPrYemMoB 06paboTKM NOYBbI
Ha NPOAYKTVBHOCTb FOPOXa.

Matepuanbl M meTogbl uUccnepoBa-
HUI. VccnepoBaHuA npoBoAWnM NpU BO3fe-
nbiBaHMM ropoxa copta lotuk B 2019-2021 rr.
Ha OMbITHOM MoJfie CTPYKTYPHOro noppasgesne-
HUA «CKHUMMDCX» OIBHY «AHL «[oHcKon».
lMoBTOPHOCTb OMbITa YeTblpexkpaTHadA. Pasmep
OMbITHOM AENAHKN: gfiHa — 90 M, wrpurHa — 20 M.
BapuaHTbl npuMeHAeMbix 00pPabOTOK MOUBbI
npencTaBneHbl HUXe.

1. TlnockopesHbii Npriem no4yBoobpabaTbl-
Batowmm arperatom YHC-3 Ha rny6uHy 22-25 cm
(KOHTpOb).

2. [MocnoiHbi nprem noysoobpabatbiBato-
LUM KOMOUHKPOBaHHbIM arperatom KAO-2 Ha rny-
6UHy 22-25 cm.

3. OrtBanbHbI Nprvem CepuiHbIM MYrom
MH5-35 Ha rny6uHy 22-25 cm.

4. BapwuaHT 6e3 06paboTKM NOUBbI C MPSAMbIM
noceBoMm (MPUHLUUN HYNEeBOW TEXHONOMMN BO3fe-
nblBaHWA).

louBa ONbITHOrO yyacTKa — YepHo3eM 0ObIK-
HOBEHHbIVI KapOOHATHbIN  TAMKENOCYTIMHUCTBIN.
CopepxaHve B MaxOTHOM CfO€ MOYBbI: TYyMy-
ca - 3,3% (MOCT 26213-91), P,O5 — 19,0-24,5 mr/kr
n K,0 — 327-337 mr/kr (TOCT 26204-91), pH -
7,1 (TOCT 58594-2019).

MNorogHble ycnosma 2019, 2020 n 2021 rr.
ObINN KOHTPACTHBIMM, YTO OTPA3MIOCh Ha CPOKax
noceBa ropoxa v pasBuTv PacTeHWI B LIESIOM.

MNocesropoxas2019r.ocywecTBnAnca 8 anpe-
nA. BeretaunoHHbIN Nepuog gnunca 4o 27 MoHA
n coctasun 81 geHb. CornacHo meTeoposioruye-
CKMM HabntogeHMAM B anpene 6bin 3adprKcMpoBaH
Hefobop ocagkoB °C (npu Hopme 10,7 °C). B mae
0CafKOB BbIMano B 3 pa3a 6onblue cpefHeMHO-
roneTHMUxX 3HadyeHun — 156,8 mMm (Npu Hopme
51,3 Mm), n cpefHecyTouHaa TeMnepaTypa Bo3ay-
xa 6bina 15,9 °C (npu Hopme 16,5 °C). KonnuecTso
0CaKOB B UIOHE cocTaBuo 88,6 mm (Npu Hopme
71,3 MM), CpeHeCcyTOYHaA TemnepaTtypa Obina 3a-
BbllWeHHoM — 22,3 °C (npu Hopme 20,5 °C).

B 2020 r. noces npoogunu 16 mapTta.
AnuTenbHOCTb BereTaLMoOHHOro Meproga cocTa-
Buna 102 aHA (ypoxkai ropoxa younpanu 25 noHs).
MeTeoponornyeckne ycnosmsa 3a 3TOT nepuofg
OblIV 6/1AroNPUATHBIMU As1 Pa3BUTUA PACTEHWN
C HE3HaUuTeNbHbIM pPa3inuMeM OT HOPMbI. Tak,
NMOCeB ropoxa OCYLEeCTBAAN BO BMIAXKHYIO MOY-
BY, MOCKOSIbKY Bnarosapsgka nocne despanb-
CKMX O0CafKoB Oblna [OCTaTOYHOW, HeCcMoTps
Ha TO, UTO B MapTe OCafKM OTCYTCTBOBAaNU 1 Tem-
nepatypa Bo3gyxa 6bia 8 °C, 4ToO Bbille HOPMbI
(2 °C). B anpene ocagku 6b11 HEAOCTAaTOUHBIMUY —
23,7 MM ripu HopMe 42,7 MM, OIHAaKO Temnepartyp-
HbIl pPeXMM BO3[yxa KOMMEHCMPOBAs 3TO CHU-
XeHHou Temnepatypoi — 8,8 °C — OTHOCUTENbHO
HopMbl (10,7 °C). ObunbHble ocagku masa 81,1 Mm
npeBbILLaIN MeCAYHYI0 HOPMY Ha 29,8 MM, a TeM-
nepaTypHbI pexxum Obl HXKe HopMbl Ha 1 °C.
B nioHe Habnoganca Hegobop ocagkos — 36,4 MM
npu Hopme 71,3 mm. pun 3TOM cpeaHAa Temne-
paTypa Bo3gyxa 6blia MOBbILEHHON U COCTaBWNa
23,4 °C npwn Hopme 20,5 °C.

B 2021 r. noceB ropoxa NponCXoausn B Kpan-
He Mo3[HNe CPOKU — 7 MadA Mo MPUYMHE 3aTaX-
HbIX BECEHHMX OCaAKOB. BereTaymoHHbIN nepuog
6blN1 KOPOTKUM M COCTaBUN 74 AHA (ypoxal ropo-
xa ybupanu 13 uionqa). Meteoponorunyeckue yc-
NOBMA BereTaLMOHHOro neprofa 3HauyuTenbHO
OTNINYANUCb OT CPpeAHEMHOrofieTHeN Hopbl. Tak,
B Mae U VIIOHe ocagKku Oblv o6UbHBIMU 1 Npe-
Bblwanu Hopmy Ha 11,1 1 30,3 MM COOTBETCTBEH-
Ho. B utone xe otmeuvancsa Hepo6op ocagKkoB, KO-
TOpbI cocTtaBun 23,1 MM Npu Hopme 57,7 mm.
Mpu 3TomM TemnepaTypHbIN pexum Obin nocTo-
AHHO 3aBbllWeHHbIM. B mae Temnepartypa BO3-
Zdyxa 6bina Ha yposHe 18,1 °C (Hopma 16,5 °C).
B mioHe - Ha ypoBHe 21,5 °C (Hopma 20,5 °C).
B nione Temnepartypa Bo3gyxa coctaBuna 26,7 °C
npw Hopme 23,1 °C.
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MNMoneBble u nabopaTopHble UCCIefOBa-
HUS BbIMOJIHANM MO OOLENPUHATON MeToAuKe
(MeToguKa rocynapCTBEHHOIO COPTOMCHbBITAHMA,
2019). Cratnctnyeckyto o6paboTky 1 gucnepcu-
OHHbI aHaNM3 JaHHbIX NMOJTyYEHHbIX pe3yNbTaToB
NPOBOAMUNM C MUCMNOJIb30BaHMeM nporpamm Excel
n Statistica 10.0.

Pe3ynbratbl n nx o6cyxkpgeHne. [ns BbisAB-
neHna 3¢¢deKTVBHOrO npuemMa ob6bpaboTkm no-
UBbl Ha MPOAYKTUBHOCTb ropoxa 6bin NpoBefeH
CTPYKTYPHbI aHanm3 CHOMOB ropoxa. YunTbiBanu
cnepyiowe nokasatenn: Yncino MPOAYKTUBHbBIX
PacTeHWUn, YNCNO MPOAYKTUBHBIX Y3JIOB, YMC/IO

NpPoayKTMBHbIX 60608, KONMYECTBO ceMsH B 600e,
KONMYeCTBO CeMAH C pacTeHusA, macca CemsH
C pacTeHua, Macca 1000 ceMaAH 1 ypOXanHOCTb.

B pesynbraTe aHanmsa nokasaTenemn CTPYKTY-
pbl ypoxas ropoxa 3a 2019 r., npeactaBneHHON
B Tabnuue 1, 6bI1O yCTaHOBNEHO, YTO Hanbonb-
Lyto NPOOYKTMBHOCTb pacTeHnsa ropoxa chopmu-
poBanv Mpu npueme NaocKkopesHon 06paboTku
MoOYBbl 3a CYET YMCSa NPOAYKTUBHBIX PAaCTEHNIA —
109,3 wr./m?, uncna ysnos - 3,4 T, uncna 606o. —
5,1 WT., Maccbl cemaAH ¢ pacteHnsa — 4,5 r n BbIco-
ko Mmaccbl 1000 cemAH, KoTopaA cocTaBuia
223,8rT.

Tabnuua 1. BnuaHne npuemoB 06paboTku NoYBbI
Ha nokKasaTernu 3fieMeHTOB CTPYKTYpbl ypoxasi ropoxa 3a 2019 rop
Table 1. The effect of tillage methods
on the indicators of yield structure elements of peas in 2019

Mpuem o06paboTkn NoYBbI
MokasaTenu CTPyKTypbl ypoxast
[MnockopesHbIi (KOHTPOsb) [MocnonHbIn OTBanbHbIN Bes o6paboTkun
UMCIIO NPOMYKTUBHBIX PACTEHMiA, LuT./M? 109,3+3,5% 109.0+2,5 105,3+5.5 105.5+4.8
’ 6,4 4,6 10,6 9,1
BbICOTa pACTEHNIA, M 58.4+0,5 55,6+0,6 52,2+0.7 62.5+0,9
’ 18,5 14,4 18,1 22,1
Yucrno npoayKTUMBHBIX Y3I0B, LUT. 34201 280, 25201 34201
’ 18,2 14,1 11,4 14,1
Yucno npoaykTMBHBIX 60608, LUT. 5.=0.3 42201 2.340.2 5.2+0.2
11,1 3,3 11,2 9,0
Yucno cemsiH B 606e€, LWIT. 4.2:04 44203 35203 44102
’ 18,8 14,3 15,9 111
UMGIIO CEMAH € PACTSHMA, LuT- 21.6+0.2 18,5+0.1 11.6+0.2 23,0+0,3
’ 14,3 12,8 14,2 16,5
Macca cemsiH ¢ pacTeHus, r 4,5+0,2 2,8+0,2 1.3+0,04 3.5+0,07
’ 10,3 15,6 6,5 43
Macca 1000 cemsiH. 223,8+1.8 159.6+5.4 151,542.8 179.7+2.3
’ 1,6 6,8 3,6 2,6

* B yucnumene 0osepumersibHbIU UHMepeasn rokalamersns (cpedHee apughmemuyeckoe + owubka ebibopku) /

8 3HaMeHamersie KoaghguyueHm eapuayuu rnokazamersisi.

CpenHAa NpoayKTMBHOCTb ropoxa BbliAABNEHa
Ha BapuaHTe 6e3 06paboTKM nouBbl. Ha gaHHOM
BapuaHTe cHOPMMPOBABLUMECA YUCSIO MPOAYK-
TUBHbIX Y3108 (3,4 wr.), 60608 (5,2 WT.) N cemaH
B 606e (4,4 WT.) 66N NAEHTUYHbI NOKa3aTensam
CTPYKTYpPbI yporkasa npu NiockopesHon 06paboT-
Ke NouBbl, 04HAKO Macca CeMAH C pacTeHus (3,5)
1 Macca 1000 cemsaH (179,7 1) 6bIIn CHUMEHHbIMW,
YTO HEraTMBHO MOB/INAIO Ha O6LLYI0 NMPOAYKTNB-
HOCTb ropoxa. Hnskaa npogyKTUBHOCTb pacTeHNN
ropoxa oTMeveHa npu npueme NocionHom obpa-
60TKM MOYBbI, NMPU CPegHeM yncne NPoayKTUB-
HbIX 60608 (4,2 LWT.) M Yncne cemsaH B 606e (4,4 WwrT.)
6bIN0 YCTAHOBJIEHO HM3KOE YMCIIO Y3108 — 2,9 WT,,
HV3KaA Macca cemMAH C pacTeHua — 2,8 1 1 H1U3KaA
mMacca 1000 cemaH — 159,6 1. [pn oTBanbHOM Npu-
eme 06paboTKM NMOYBLI BbiABMEHA Camasa HU3Kas
NPOAYKTMBHOCTb TOpoxa, KOTopas MNpou3oLLna
3a CYET CHUXKEHUWA BCeX MoKasaTeneln CTPyKTypbl
ypoxas. [Mpy 3TOM cambiM HK3KMM Obln MoOKa-
3aTenn Maccbl ceMaH ¢ pacteHus (1,3 1) n maccol
1000 cemsH (151,5 r). Takum 0b6pa3om, B pesyrb-
TaTe aHanu3a BAUSHUA Pa3fINYHbIX NPUEMoB 00-
paboTKM NOUBbI Ha CTPYKTYpY Ypoxas ropoxa

B 2019 r. 6bIna yCTaHOB/IEHA BbICOKasA NPOAYKTUB-
HOCTb PACTEHUIA Ha BapuaHTe MIOCKOPE3HON 06-
pabOoTKM MNOYBbI.

AHanu3 nokasatenen CTPYKTypbl ypoxas ro-
poxa, nony4yeHHbln B 2020 r. (Tabn. 2), nokasan,
UTO HM3KYK MPOAYKTUBHOCTb ropox chopmMmpo-
Ban Npu NIOCKope3HoM npreme obpaboTku no-
UBbl 3@ CYET HU3KOro KonmyecTBa CeMAH C pac-
TeHnAa — 16,7 WT., HECMOTPA Ha BbICOKOE YUCNO
NPOAYKTUBHbIX 60608 — 5,2 WT. Take 6b11a cdop-
MMpPOBaHa camas Hu3kaa macca 1000 cemaAH —
215,3 r npv 4OCTAaTOYHO XOPOLLEeM 3HaYeHUM Mac-
Cbl CeMAH C pacTeHna — 3,8 T.

CpegHAaa NpoAyKTUBHOCTb pacTeHMA ropoxa
OTMeYeHa Npu NOCSIONHOM 1 OTBaslbHOM CMOCO-
6ax obpaboTku nousbl. OcO6eHHO 3TO Mnpoche-
»KMBaNoOCb MO KOMNYECTBY CEMAH C pacTeHusa -
17,4 v 17,3 WT. COOTBETCTBEHHO, a TaKXe No mMacce
ceMsAH ¢ pacteHua — 3,4 n 3,6 I COOTBETCTBEHHO.
BbicOKaa npoAyKTUBHOCTb ropoxa BbisAB/eHA
Ha BapuaHTe 6e3 06pPabOoTKM NOUBbI, Fae oTMeye-
Ha BblcoKasa macca 1000 cemsaH — 229,7 1, Konnye-
CTBO CeMsH C pacTeHus — 18,6 WT., YNCNo NpoayK-
TUBHbIX 6060B — 5,3 LWT. U Macca ceMsAH C OAHOrO
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pacteHua — 4,1 r. Takxe pacTeHua ropoxa Bbije-
NNANCH 1 NO CBOe BbicoTe. Takum 06pa3om, B pe-
3yfbTaTe aHanms3a BAVAHUA Pa3NUYHbIX MPUEMOB
06paboTKM MOUBbI Ha CTPYKTYPY ypoKasa ropoxa
B 2020 r. 6bna ycTaHOBNEHA BblCOKaA MPOAYyK-

TVBHOCTb pPacTeHWIi Ha BapuaHTe 6e3 06paboTKm

MOuYBbI.
[Moka3atenun

CTPYKTYpbl

ypokaa ropoxa

no pesynbtatam 2021 r. npeactaBneHbl B Tab-

nuue 3.

Tabnuua 2. BnusiHne npueMoB 06paboTKMN NOYBbI
Ha rnokasaTesnv 3JIeMeHTOB CTPYKTYpbl ypoxas ropoxa 3a 2020 rog

Table 2. The effect of tillage methods

on the indicators of yield structure elements of peas in 2020

[MokasaTenu CTpyKTypbl ypoxas MMpuem oGpaborky noysy!
MnockopesHbI (KOHTPOTb) [MocnonHekIn OTBanbHbIN Bes o6paboTkm
UMCIO NPOAYKTHBHBIX PACTOHM, LT/M2 114.5+4 .4 128,2+3.6 144,244 3 1224422
21,1 17,5 13,2 18,7
BhicaTa pacTeHuii, cm 51.7+0.9 58,8+0.7 60.5+0.9 74.6+1.1
’ 17,2 13,6 15,4 19,5
Yucrno npogyKTUBHBIX Y310B, LUT. 33201 29201 3.820.1 41103
14,4 8,3 6,6 6,8
Yucno npoayKTUBHbIX 60608, LUT. 5.2-04 4Ex0.3 5.1x0.2 53203
13,6 6,9 5,2 7,8
UNCro ceMsiH B GoBe. LT, 3.240,5 3.640,2 3.4+0,1 3.5+0,1
’ 20,2 11,1 6,3 4,9
UGN CEMSH G PACTEHNS, Wi, 16.740.2 17.4+0.2 17.3+0.3 18.640.7
18,2 16,3 23,5 14,4
Macca cemsiH ¢ pacTeHus, 1 S8 S22 36203 41203
’ 19,6 15,1 12,2 16,3
Macca 1000 cemsiH. 215.3+2.1 221,7+6.4 2243459 229.7+2.7
’ 1,9 54 53 57

Tabnuua 3. BnusiHne npneMoB 06paboTKM NOYBbLI
Ha rnokasaTesnu 3JIeMeHTOB CTPYKTYpbl ypoxas ropoxa 3a 2021 rog

Table 3. The effect of tillage methods

on the indicators of yield structure elements of peas in 2021

[MokasaTenu CTpyKTypbl ypoxas Mpuem oGpaborky nousy!
MnockopesHbI (KOHTPOIb) [MocnonHekIn OTBanbHbIN Bes obpaboTkm
Yncno NpoayKTUBHBIX PAaCTEHWN, LUT./M? £0.540.4 64.8-0.7 £2.520.8 14540
’ 12,6 19,5 17,3 18,6
Buicota pacTeHuit, cm 46.3+0.7 42,6+0.6 44,7+0.8 48.2+0.9
’ 14,2 17,2 13,6 19,5
UICRO NPOAYKTHEHBIX YANOB, LT, 2.940.6 22401 2.240,01 2.4+0.04
’ 18,1 14,2 2,7 6,8
Yucno npoayKTUBHbIX 60608, LUT. 48204 SIS 24201 4.3:0.2
18,1 14,8 7,9 7,8
Uneno cemsiH B Gobe. LT, 4.8+0.27 3.540.29 3.740.22 4.0+0.10
’ 11,5 16,5 11,8 4,9
UGN CEMSH C PACTEHNS, . 22,940,2 12,9404 12,540.5 17.240.9
’ 12,4 19,3 19,8 14,4
Macca cemsH G pacTeHms, 1 4,2+0,5 2,240,06 2,140.1 2,840,2
’ 24,5 55 12,3 16,3
Macca 1000 cemsiH. 176.0+10.0 160.0+2.1 163.8+8.3 167.0+4.8
’ 11,3 2,7 10,1 5,7

N3 aHanu3a ee pe3ynbraToB YCTaHOBJIEHO,
UTO BbICOKas MPOAYKTMBHOCTb ropoxa chopmu-
poBanacb Mpu MJIOCKOPE3HOM MpMEME 3a CYeT
Hanbonbluero yrncna NPoAYyKTUBHbLIX Y3108 1 60-
60B Ha pacTeHun - 2,9 n 4,8 WT. COOTBETCTBEH-
HO, Hambosnbluero umcna cemsH B 606e n unx
Maccbl € ogHoro pacteHusa — 4,8 wT. n 4,2 r cooT-
BETCTBEHHO. 30eCb e cPpOopMUpPOBaNnNCb Camble
KpyrHble cemeHa, rnockosbky macca 1000 cemaH
6blna camon Bbicokon — 176,0 r. HaumeHbLias
NPOAYKTUBHOCTb FOpPOXa YCTAHOBMEHa Npu Mo-
CNoHOM npueme 06paboTKM MNOUBbI, YTO 06BAC-

HAETCA COBOKYMHbIM CHVXEHMEM KOMMJIEKCHbIX
nokasartenen: HeJOCTaTOYHOW ryCTOTON MPOAyK-
TUBHbIX pacTeHni — 64,8 LWT./M?, HA3KMM YMCIIOM
NPOJYKTUBHbBIX Y3/10B — 2,2 WT., HU3KUM YNCIIOM
NPOAYKTMBHbIX 6060B 1 CEMAH C pacTeHusa — Co-
oTBeTcTBeHHO 3,7 1 3,5 wTt. Camaa HM3KaA macca
1000 cemaH - 160,0 r — BbIABMNA, YTO pacTeHuUA
npy 3Tom cnocobe o6paboTkn MouBbl chopmu-
poBann camoe Mesikoe 3epHo. TakKe CHUXeHune
NPOAYKTUBHOCTY ropoxa npu OTBaIbHOM nprieme
06paboTKM NOYBbLI MPOU3OLLIIO MO COBOKYMHOCTM
CaMbIX HU3KMX NOKa3aTenen 31eMeHTOB CTPYKTY-
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pbl ypOrKaa: umcna NpoayKTMBHbIX Y3108 — 2,2 WT.,
yncna NPoAyKTUBHbIX 60608 — 3,4 WT., yncna ce-
MsAH B 606e - 3,7 LWT., MacCbl CEMsAIH C OHOIO pac-
TeHuA — 2,1 r. OgHaKo 3T nokasatenu 6bIn Kom-
NeHCMPOBaHbl AOCTaTOUYHO BbICOKOW T[yCTOTOM
NPOAYKTMBHbIX pacTeHU — 72,5 WT./m? n cpegHen
KPYMHOCTbIO CemMAH, NOCKOJIbKY macca 1000 ce-
MAH Obina 163,8 I. He3HaunTenbHoOe CHUXeHUe
NPOAYKTMBHOCTA ropoxa Obi/io BbiABIEHO Ha Ba-
puvaHTe 6e3 06paboTky nousbl (No till). Mpwn aTom
BblENMBLIAACA TyCTOTa MNPOAYKTMBHbIX pacTe-
HUM (74,5 WT./M2) He cmorna KOMMNEeHCUPOBaTb
HeOoCTaTOYHOE pa3BUTUE OCTasIbHbIX MOKa3aTe-
Nnen CTPYKTYpbl ypoad: umcia NpPOAYKTMBHbIX
y37108B 1 6000B Ha pacTeHun — 2,4 1 4,3 WT. COOT-
BETCTBEHHO, UMCI1a ceMsAH B 606e 1 nx Maccbl C of-

Horo pacteHua — 4,0 Wt. 1 2,8 r COOTBETCTBEHHO.
3pech xe chpopmMmnpoBanoch 3epHO CpedHero pas-
Mepa, NocKonbKy macca 1000 cemsaH 6bina 167,0T.

Taknum obpa3om, B pesynbtaTte aHanm3a Bnu-
AHUA Pa3NMUHbIX NPUEeMOB 06PabOTKM MOYBbI
Ha CTPYKTypy ypoxad ropoxa B 2021 r. 6bii0
YCTaHOBJIEHO CHUXEHMEe NPOAYKTUBHOCTY pacTe-
HUIM Mo Bcem cnocobam ob6paboTKu BCiepcTBme
HeraTMBHOIO BJIMAHUA MO3[HEro CpoKa Mocesa
N COKpaTUBLUErocsA BereTalMoOHHOro nepuopja
pacTeHun.

OcHoBononarawowum Kputepuem 3ddekTus-
HOCTV NpremMoB 06paboTKM NOUBLI ABNAETCA YPO-
»KaMHOCTb 3a TPW rofja McciefoBaHWN, KOTopas
npeacTaBfieHa B Tabnuue 4.

Tabnuua 4. BnusaHne ocHOBHOro npuema o6paboTku NOYBbI Ha YPOXXaMHOCTb ropoxa
Table 4. The effect of main tillage methods on pea productivity

Mpyiem 06paGoTki osb! YpoxanHocTb, T/ra OTKIOHEHUEe OT KOHTPOs
2019 r. 2020 r. 2021 r. CpegHss T/ra %
MnockopesHbli (KOHTPOIb) 417 2,88 2,40 3,15 - -
MocnonHbIn 2,85 3,76 1,51 2,71 -0,44 13,97
OTBanbHbIN 1,57 3,62 1,59 2,26 -0,89 28,25
Be3 obpaboTkm 3,02 4,05 2,16 3,08 -0,07 2,22
HCP, 0,08 0,02 0,10 0,07 - -

B pe3ynbTaTe aHanusa AaHHbiX Tabnuupl
4 6bI10 ycTaHOBNEHO, 4yto B 2019 r. Hambonb-
LWYI0 YPOXKaMHOCTb ropoxa obecrneynn BapuiaHT
C MJIOCKOPE3HbIM MpPUeMoM 06pPaboTKM MOUBbI
(4,17 1/ra). Bropoe mecTto no ypoxanHOCTU 3a-
Kpenunocb 3a BapraHToM 6e3 06paboTKn NouBbl
(3,02 t/ra). Cnegytowasa no3numa No ypoxKanHo-
ctn (2,85 T/ra) 6bina BbiABNEHa NMPY NOCIONHOM
npueme o6paboTkn nousbl. HaumeHblyo ypo-
XarHocTb (1,57 T/ra) ropoxa nonyymnu npu oT-
BaJIbHOM Mnpurieme o06paboTKy MouBbl. B clnoxume-
LLIMXCA NOroAHO-KNUMaTnyeckmx ycnosmax 2020 .
HabonbLIy NPOAYKTUBHOCTb 1 YPOXaNHOCTb ro-
poxa obecneunn BapuaHT 6e3 06paboTKM NouBbl
(4,05 1/ra), @ HaUMEHbLLYIO YPOXaHOCTb — Bapu-
aHT C NJIOCKOPE3HbIM MPpreMoM 06paboTKM NOUBbI
(2,88 1/ra). MNpwr 3TOM Bap1aHTbl C OTBASIbHbIM 1 NO-
CJIOMHBbIM PbIXJIEHMEM 3aHMManu MPOMEXYTou-
HOe MOoJNIOXeHMe C NMOYTU PaBHbIMY 3HAUYEHUAMM
(3,621 3,76 T/ra cOOTBETCTBEHHO). B 2021 1. KOHKY-
PEeHLMA 33 YPOXKANHOCTDb, Kak 1 B 2019 ., Obina Bbl-
ABMIEHa Y BapPVAHTOB C MJIOCKOPE3HbIM NPUEMOM
06paboTKM nousbl (2,40 T/ra) n 6e3 06paboTKM Nno-
uBbl (2,16 T/ra). Ha BapmaHTax NOCAIONHOIO 1 OT-
Ba/lbHOro NPUEMOB YCTaHOBJIeHa H3Kas ypoXKaii-
HocTb — 1,51 1 1,59 1/ra cooTBeTCcTBEHHO. OL/EeHKa
3HAUMMOCTV OOHAPYKEHHbIX PA3NYMIA YpOXKali-
HOCTUK ropoxa 6bina NpoBefeHa Mo HaUMeHbLUEeN

CyLLeCTBEHHOW pa3HuLe C YPOBHEM 3HAUMMOCTM
a=0,05.

MNpy peTanbHOM aHanu3e MOJIyYEHHbIX pe-
3yNbTaToB 6bL1 ChHOPMYNMpPOBaH BTOPOCTENeH-
HbI1 BbIBOL O HEFAaTUBHOM BIMAHUMN COKpaLLeHNUA
BereTaLVOHHOIO Neprofa ropoxa Ha ero npo-
OYKTUBHOCTb. KoppenAunoHHbI aHanms mexay
ANNTENbHOCTbIO BEreTaLMOHHOrO neproaa 1 ypo-
MaMHOCTbIO rOpOXa BbIAABUJT TECHYIO B3aUMOCBA3b
y BapraHTOB 6e3 06paboTKM NOUBbI M OTBaSIbHOMO
npuema —r=0,96 nr=0,97 COOTBETCTBEHHO, Y NO-
cnomnHoro npuema — r = 0,92. Mpun 3ToM y NNOCKO-
pe3Horo npuema o6paboTKy NoYBbI JaHHaA B3au-
MOCB#A3b 6bina H13KoM — r = 0,31.

BoiBogbl. OueHKa cpefHel ypoOKanHo-
ctn ropoxa 3a 2019-2021 rr. BbiABWUIA npeun-
MYyLLEeCTBO MnockopesHoro npuema (3,15 T/ra).
OTHOCUTENBHO HErO CHUXKEHUE YPOMXKaNHOCTM
Ha 2,2% ycTaHOB/IEHO Ha BapuaHTe 6e3 obpaboT-
K1 NouBbl, Ha 13,97% — Ha BapmnaHTe C NOC/IONHbIM
npuemMom 06paboTKM NouBbl 1 Ha 28,25% — Ha Ba-
puaHTe C OoTBaNibHbIM Npuemom. Hanbonee 6na-
ronpuATHOE BNMAHME HA YPOXAMHOCTb ropoxa
BbISIB/IEHO [N BapuaHTOB 6e3 06paboTKM NouBbl
(3,08 1/ra) n nnockopesHoro npuema (3,15 T/ra)
3a CYET MaKCUManbHOro GopMMpPoBaHNA y pacTe-
HWIA Yncna y3nos, 6060B 1 ceMsH, a TakxKe Habopa
MacCbl CEMSH.
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