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Oco6nuBoCTi POCTY POCNUH COPro 3epHOBOrO
[Sorghum bicolor (L.) Moench] 3anexHo Bip WwupuHmu
MiXKpAaab Ta HOPMU BUCIBY HACiHHA

B ymoBax lpaBo6eperkHoro Jlicocteny YkpaiHu
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MeTa. YCTaHOBUTM ONTUMANbHI WHUPUHY MiXPALL Ta HOPMY BUCiBY HAaCiHHA cOpro 3epHoBoro copTis ‘[HinpoBcbkuit 39
i ‘BiHeup, 06rpYHTYBATH iXHiil BNAMB Ha TPUBANiCTb BereTauifHoro nepiogy i 6ioMeTpUyHi NOKA3HUKM POCAUH B yMOBAX
MpasobepexHoro Jlicocteny YkpaiHu. Metogmu. MonboBuii, NabopaToOpHMiA, MaTeMaTUYHO-CTAaTUCTUYHUIA. Pe3ynbrarTu.
HailiHTeHCcMBHiWMI picT i pO3BUTOK POC/IMH COPro 3epHOBOTO Bif3HAY€HO 3a CiBOM HACIHHA i3 WHUPUHOI MiXpALb 45 CM Ta
HopMmoto Buciy 200 Tuc. wT./ra. 30Kpema, TpUBaANiCcTb BereTauiiiHoro nepiogy 3a Takux ymos 6yna HalimeHwoto: 108 pib y
copTy ‘NiHinpoBcbkuit 39" Ta 106 pib y copty ’B1Heu,b BoaHoYac MoOKasHWMKM NONBLOBOT CXOXKOCTi HACiHHA, BUCOTU POCAUH
Ta p,1aMeTpa cTebna bynu makcumanbHuMmM B pocnipi: ‘AHinpoBcbkuit 39" — 88,7%, 137,3 1a 1,7 cm, ‘Biveup’ — 86,9%, 121,8
Ta 1,6 cM BignoBigHO. YCTAHOBNEHO, WO 3i 30iNbLIEHHAM HOPMU BUCIBY HACiHHA 3MEHLIYIOTHCA NOKA3HUKW NPOAYKTUBHOT
KYIWMCTOCTI, Nnowi NMCTKOBOT NoBepPXHi Ta Mack ofHiel pocanHu. HaliHTeHCHUBHIWE POCANHYM COPro 3€PHOBOTO KYLWUIUCh
3a HopMu BUCiBY HaciHHA 150 Ta 200 TuC. WT./ra 3a BCiX LOCAiLKYBAHUX BapiaHTiB WMPUHU MIXPAAb: Y CEPeAHbOMY 0 BOX
A06pe BUNOBHEHNX 3ePHOM BONIOTi Ha OHY POC/MHY 3aNeXHO Bif, COPTOBMX 0€067MBOCTEN. 33 HOPMU 250 TUC. WT./Ta KYLLiHHSA
pocnuH B 060x copTis Bi,u,6yBanoc;1 pewo cnabkiwe — 1,0-1,1 BonoTi Ha pocanHy. Haitbinblwmmm NnoKasHMKM N0 TMCTKOBOT
NOBEPXHi Ta Macu OfHIET POCAMHM BYNK 3a WUPUHU MiXpAAb 45 cm: 1528-2320 cm? i 169,2-185,6 1y copTy ‘[iHinpoBcbkuit 39°
Ta 1476-2180 cm? i 143,1-162,3 r y copTy ‘BiHeub 3anexHo Big rycroTu nociBy. 3MEHIEHHA WUPUHU MiXpaab Ao 15 cm i
36inblweHHs o 70 ¢M NPU3BOAMNO [0 3HUIKEHHS OCHOBHWX NapaMeTpiB pocTy il PO3BUTKY pociuH. BUCHOBKM. Haiininwe
PO3BMBAIUCSA POCIMNHM COPro 3€pHOBOrO 3a CiB6U i3 WUPUHOI MiXPAAb 45 cM Ta HopMoto BUciBy 200 TUc. WT./ra, AKi it pe-

KOMEHAYIOTbCA 18 BUPOLLYBAHHA KYNbTypu B ymoBax lNpasobepexHoro Jlicocteny Ykpaiu.
Kntouosi cnosa: copmu; sezemayiliHuli nepiod; noab0Ba CXOKICMb HACTHHA; GIOMeMPUYHT NOKA3HUKU.

Bctyn

Copro 3epHOBe — HOIIUPEHA IOCYXO- Ta COJIe-
cTiliKa pocauHa, I10 Mae 3HaUHi IepeBaru y BU-
polryBaHHi, 30epiraHHi Ta BUKOPUCTAHHI ITOPiB-
HAHO 3 iHIMMMU 3epHOBUMM KyJabTypamu [1-3].
EdexTuBHicTh ioT0 BUPOIIYBaHHA 3yMOBJEHA
BUCOKOIO BpPOXKalHICTIO Ta yHiBepCAJbHICTIO BU-
KOpUCTaHHA: Y Xap4yoBiii IpOMMCJIOBOCTi, KOPMO-
BUPOOHUIITBI ¥ eHepreTuuHiii raysi [4—8]. Copro
3aiiMae y CBiTi ’ATe MicIie Iic/is mITeHnIli, pucy,
KYKYDPYI3U Ta SYMEHIO, i TpeTe cepen 3epHO(DY-
PaKHUX KYJIBTYP, i BUPOIIYETHCA 371€6iIbIIIOr0
s BUpoOHUITTBA OiomasuBa [9].

OrpuMaHHA BUCOKOI IPOAYKTHUBHOCTI COPro
3epHOBOT'0 MOJKJIMBe Jwuille 3a (GopMyBaHHA
OIITMMAaJBHOI I'YCTOTU CTEOJIOCTOIO Ta PiBHOMIp-
HOT'0O PO3NOAiJy POCIUH Ha IIOCiBHilI mioImi 3
ypaxyBaHHAM MOP(OJOTIiYHNX 0CO0JIMBOCTe
IOCJHiJyKyBaHUX COPTiB. I3 MIMpuHOIO MiKpPAID
i rycroToro mocCiBiB TicHO mOB’sa3aHi BaMKJIMBI
¢GyHKIIII pocauH, AK-OT KUBJIEHHA, TpaHCIipa-
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id, TpuBaJIicTh BereTallifiHoro mepioxy, pict i
posBuToK pociimH Tomio [10-13].

3a panumu M. O. Boiika [14], JI. X. Makaposa
ta M. B. Cxoporo [15], onTuMaJIbHUM € IIIUPOKO-
panunmit cuoci6b cisou 3 midkpaggam 70 cm. OgHax
B ymoBax IliBgHsa YKpaiHnu moIijbHiIIe BuciBa-
T HU3BKOPOCJIE COPT'0 3ePHOBE 34 IITMPUHU MiK-
pans 45 cMm. 3a TaKUX YMOB IIPUPICT ypoOKai-
HOCTi 3epHAa, MOPiBHAHO 3 Mixkpasgamu (0 cwm,
craHoBuB mpubausuo 0,5 T/ra.

B ymoBax Jlicocreny Ykpainu nid omepsKaH-
HS BpOKamWHOCTi 3epHa Ha piBHiI 8,0—-8,3 T/ra
COpPro 3epPHOBE PEKOMEHIYETHLCS BUCiBATU HOD-
Moo 300-400 Tuc. HacinwH/Ta 3a IIUPUHU MiXK-
pans 45 cm Ta 3 yHeceHHﬂM MiHepaJbHUX I00-
pus y wHopmi N, P, K. [16].

3a gamumu C. M. Kanencoxoi Ta B. M. Haii-
nmeHko [17], B ymoBax JliBoGepesxkHoro Jlicocremy
VKpainu MakcuMaJbHY BPOMKaAWHIiCTH ribpuanm
COpTo 3epHOBOT0 hOpMyBaJIH 3a CiBOM 3 MisKpPsAI-
aAaMu 3aBmupiku 50 cm.

IIpamy sane)xkHicTh Mik crmoco6om ciBOM, HOP-
MOI0 BUCiBY ¥ TpuBaJicTio ¢eHO(Das ycTaHOB-
JeHo mocaigHukamMu B ymoBax Cximmoro Jlico-
crerry Yrpainu [18]. 3okpema, cnocrepirauocsa
CKOPOUeHHs (ha3u BUXOAY B TPYOKY BHACJIIIOK
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mocJiabJieHHA MeHOTUYHOI HATIPYTHU MiXK POCJIU-
HaMH B IIociBax y pasi 3MeHIIIeHHs HOPM BUCiBY
HACiHHA Ta 3BYKEHHA HINPUHU MiKpAAb iz 70
Io 45 cm i, BiAmIoBimHO, 30iJbIITIEHHA TPHUBAJIOC-
Ti mepiofiB KyIIiHHA 1 (hopMyBaHHA—TOCTUTAH-
Hf 3epHAa 3a Jil IuX Ke YNHHUKIB.

BogHouac chorogHi IpakKTUYHO BiICYTHI IOK-
JagHi HAyKOBi JaHi I10J0 0COOJIMBOCTEI POCTY
1 POBBUTKY POCJUNH COPI'O 3€PHOBOTO 3aJI€}KHO
BiJl BIIMBY IITUPUHU MidKpALb i HOpM BUCiBY Ha-
cinaa B ymoBax IIpaBobGeperxHoro Jlicocremry Vi-
paiuu, 110, BJIaCcHE, II BU3HAUYA€ aKTyaJbHICTh
IPOBEIEeHHS TAKUX JOCIiIKeHb.

Mema 0Oocaidxienb — yCTAHOBUTU ONTUMAJb-
Hi IMIUPUHY MiKpPAIL Ta HOPMY BHCiBY HacCiHHA
copro 3epHOBOro copriB ‘IHimpoBcbkuit 39’ i
‘Bimensy’, o6r'pyHTyBaTH iXHill BIJINWB Ha TPHUBAa-
JicTh BererarifiHoro mepiomy I OioMerTpumuHi
MOKa3HUKU pocsinH B ymMoBax IIpaBoGepesxHOro
Jlicocteny Yxkpainu.

Matepianu Ta MeToAMKaA BOCHiIAKEHD

Hocaim:xennsa npoBoguau BOpPomoBK 2016—
2020 pp. y 30Hi HECTiNTKOT0 3BOJIO;KEHHA B YMO-
Bax DBiJOIepKiBCbKOI IOCJIiTHO-CeJIeKITITHOL
craHuIlii [HcTuTyTy 6ioeHepreTUUYHUX KYJIBTYP i
nykpoBux 0ypakie HAAH Vkpainmn.

PYHT [OCJIiJHOTO II0JIA — YOPHO3EeM TUIOBUM
MaJIOTYMYCHU, KPYITHOIIMJIYBATO-CEPETHBOCY-
TJIMHKOBOT'O T'PaHyJOMETPUYHOTO cKJanmy. Kap-
0oHATH MATrHiI0 ¥ KaJbI[il0 3aJIATaloTh Ha TJIN-
6uui 55—65 cm. Opuwnit map (0—30 cm) MicTuUTh
mpubausuo 17% MyayBaTUX YACTHUHOK Ta Bin
46 mo 54% xpymnHoro muay. Arpogisuumi i arpo-
XiMiuyHi BJAcTUBOCTiI OpHOro IIapy IPYHTY
(0—-30 cm) xapaKTepu3yIOThCA TAKUMHU IIOKAa3-
HUKaMu: yMmicT rymycy — 3,5%, saraJibHOro aso-
Ty — 0,31%; snerxorigpoJisoBanoro asoty (N) —
13,4; P205 - 27,6; K,0 — 9,8 mr/100 r rpynTy;
rigposiTuuna KucaoTHicTb — 2,41 mr-ekB. Cry-
minp HacuueHocTi ocHoBamu — 90%.

Cxema pmocaimy: yunHux A — coprum: ‘Imi-
nposcbKuit 39°, ‘Binenty’; yunHuk B — mupuHa
Mikpanb: 15, 45 i 70 em; uunHuxk C — HopMa
BuciBy Hacimua: 150, 200 Tta 250 Tuc. mIT./Ta.

ITnoma mociBuoI mingaku — 50 M2, 06JIiKOBOL —
25 m2. IloBTOpIOBAHICTEL HOCJIiAIB — YyoTHpUpa-
3oBa. [ociix 3akjgazaju 3a METOJOM CHCTeMa-
TUYHUX IIOBTOPIOBAHB: Y KOKHOMY IIOBTOPEHHI
BapiaHTH JOCJily po3MiIllyBajii Ha OiJAHKaX
TIOCJIiJOBHO.

Y mocaim:xkeHHAX 3miMicHIOBaJIN (DEHOJIOTIUHI
CIIOCTEPEKEeHHS 3a POCIMHAMMU: IMTOYATOK KOK-
HOl (pasu pocTy I PO3SBUTKY BCTAHOBJIIOBAJU
micad mHacrauHs i1 y 10% pocanu, Macosi 3Ha-
yeHHA — y 75% pocaun. IIogboBYy CXOXKicThb
HaciHHA BUBHAYaJu Hiciad ¢GopMyBaHHA IIOB-
HUX CXOJiB, BiAHOIIIEHHSIM KiJbKOCTi HaciHHH,

140

1o 3i#imiio, 1o BuUCigHOTO, BUpaykeHe y BiJcoT-
Kax. Bucory pociamH BuU3HaUaJau MipHOIO JIi-
HiflKOIO BiJi MOBEPXHi I'PYHTY [0 BEPXiBKHU IO-
JIOBHOTO cTebJia B HOCHigKyBaHi dasu pocty i
pos3BuTKy (40 mocTifiHMX POCJAWMH Ha OBOX He-
CYMiKHUX MOBTOPeHHX). [liameTp cTebia Bu3-
HavyaJ W MITAHTEHIIMPKYJeM Ha BUCOTI CKOIIY-
BaHHSA POCJUWH y Iepion 30uMpaHHSA KYJbTYpHU
[19, 20].

HocaimxyBaHi copTu cOpro 3epHOBOI'O OCYXO-
cTiliki, moOpe pearyioTh Ha 3POIIEHHS Ta BHUCO-
KU arpodoH, cepegHbO IIOMIKOAMKYIOTHCS 3JIa-
KOBuMU momeaurnamu [21].

‘IHinposcvruil 39°. Opurinarop — CuHeJNIbLHU-
KiBCBbKa ceJIeKIiiiHO-mocaigHa cTaHIliA [HCTHTY-
Ty 3epHOBUX KyabTyp HAAH Vkpainu. Panuno-
cTurauii, 3aHeceHuil o Ilep:KaBHOTO PeECTPY
COPTiB pOCJWH, NMPUIATHUX IO IOMINPEHHS B
Vkpaini 3 2000 p. PekomengoBaHUE 118 BUPO-
mryBaHHA Ha 3epHO. IloTeHIrifina BposKaiHIiCTb
3epHa — 6—7 T/ra.

‘Bineuv’. Opurinarop — I'ernivecska JIC IacTuTy-
Ty 3epHOBUX KyabTyp HAAH Vkpainu. Panuno-
cTuranii, danecenuii no Iep:xaBHOIO peecTpy 3
2004 p. Hanpam BUKOpPHUCTAaHHSA — 3€PHOBHH i
3epHOo-KopMoBuii. IloreHmilfina BpokalHICTH
3epHa — 10 4—6 T/ra (Ha HE3POIITyBAHUX 3€MJISAX).

Pe3ynbratn gocnipKeHb

YceraHoBIIEHO, IO MIMPUHA MiMKPAIL Ta HOPMAa
BHCiBy HAaCiHHA COPro 3epHOBOrO 000X COPTiB
BILJIMBAJI K HA TPUBAJICTL BereTaIliifHOTO IIe-
piony KyJabTypH, TaK i Ha picT i pOSBUTOK pocC-
auH 3arajgoMm. HailikopoTiium mepion Bererairii
OyB 3a IMUPUHU MiKPAIL 45 cM i 3a/IeKHO Bifg
HOpMU BuciBy cramoBuB Bim 108 mo 111 xmi6 y
copry ‘MuinpoBchkuii 39’ Ta Big 106 mo 111 xi6
y copry ‘Binens’ (taba. 1).

3a ciBOM HACiHHA i3 MUPUHOIO MIMKPAIL 15 cMm
BereTaIiiinmii mepiox OyB mermo OiJabIIMM i cTa-
HoBUB Big 117 mo 119 xi6 y copty ‘IdHinmpoBch-
Kuii 39’ Ta Bix 115 go 117 xi6 y copry ‘Binenys’.
HaiinoBmuii mepionm Bereralrii BigsHaueHO 3a
ciBOu iz mupumHOIO MixpaAmb 70 cm: y copry
‘IMuinpoBchKuii 39’ Bin cranoBuB 116—120 xi6, v
copry ‘Bimens’ — 114-119 ni6.

IITomo HOpMU BUCiBY, TO el YNHHUK He MaB
CYTTEBOrO BILJIMBY Ha TPUBAJICTh MisK(MasHUX
IEepiofiB POCTY I PO3BUTKY POCJHUH: 3 ii 36iJb-
menuAaM 31 150 mo 250 Tuc. HacinmH/Ta pisHUILA
OyJjia B Me:KaXxX OfHiei-TBOX miO.

BignoBigHo A0 mapaMeTpiB NIIMPUHU MiXK-
pPAAb Ta KiJbKOCTiI BUCIAHUX HACiHMH 3MiHIOBa-
Jlacs ¥ MOJIbOBA CXOKiCTh 000X COPTiB KYJIBTYPU
(puc. 11 2).

3a ciBOu HaCiHHA i3 MIUPUHOIO MiMKPAIL 45 cM
ra HopMu BuciBy 200 Tumc. I11IT./Ta HOTO MOJIHOBA
cxXoxkicTh OyJsia HAaMBUINOKIO i craHoBUIa 88,7%
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Tabauus 1
TpuBanicte eHonoriuHmx has copro 3epHOBOro 3aNeXKHO Bif WMPUHU MiXKpAAb Ta HOPMU BUCiBY HaCiHHA, fi6

(cepepte 3a 2016-2020 pp.)

Tpusanicte deHonoriyHux as

=<
@ I g
. T E a © ‘a
~ | Wnpuna Hopma Bucisy g e 2 2 R @
S | mixpans, HaCciHHA, o 2 = S o S 5 =
(] o = © I o = =
™ T™C. wr./ra 2 = s > I = T @ S =
2 3 5 = N 2 z s | 2% s i
T o g T > = ?[ § o T o © ©
8 z = E = 5 s | EF=z | TE 2 5
150 11 5 5 16 13 14 4 18 21 12 119
:Cg 15 200 10 5 5 16 13 14 4 18 20 12 117
= 250 10 5 5 17 13 14 4 18 20 12 118
% 150 10 5 4 15 12 13 4 17 19 12 111
2 45 200 9 4 4 15 12 13 4 17 19 11 108
=4 250 9 4 4 15 13 13 4 18 19 11 110
E 150 9 4 5 17 13 14 4 18 20 12 116
= 70 200 9 4 5 18 13 14 5 19 20 13 120
250 9 4 5 18 13 14 5 19 20 13 120
150 10 5 5 16 13 13 4 19 20 12 117
15 200 9 5 5 15 13 13 4 19 20 12 115
250 9 5 5 15 13 13 4 20 20 12 116
2 150 9 4 4 14 13 13 4 19 19 12 111
2 45 200 9 4 4 13 12 12 4 18 19 11 106
@ 250 9 4 4 14 13 12 4 18 19 11 108
150 9 4 5 15 13 13 4 19 20 12 114
70 200 9 4 5 16 13 13 5 19 20 12 116
250 9 4 5 16 13 14 5 20 20 13 119
HIP, o 1,0

y copry ‘duinposceruii 39’ ta 86,9% y copry
‘Binmeny’. 3a Ii€l K IMUPUHU MidKPAIb, aJIe HOPM
BuciBy 150 Ta 250 Trc. HaciHMH/Ta, MOJIHLOBA CXO-
JKicTh Oyira merio MmeHrnoro: ‘IHinmpoBchbKuit 39° —
87,2 ta 88,0%, ‘Bimemp — 85,7 Ta 85,9% Bin-

MOBiTHO.

MonboBa cxoXicTb HACiHHA, %

Hopma
BUCiBy

90

88

86

84

82

80

78

76

BigmoBigHO.
88,7
88
87,2
84,6
5] G
82,3
81,1
80,4
150 200 250 150 200 250 150 200 250
TMC. wr./ra TMC. WT./Ta TUC. Wr./ra
15 cm 45 cm 70 cm

LLnpuHa mixpagp
HIP :A-168;B-168;C-1,12; ABC-253

0,05°

Puc. 1. NonboBa cx0XicTb HACIHHA COPro 3epHOBOro ‘AHiNPoBCbKMi1 39’ 3aNeXHO BiA WMPUHU MIKPAAD

Ta Hopmu BUCiBY, % (cepeaHe 3a 2016-2020 pp.)
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Hacinas, Bucisme MIMPOKOPATHUM CIIOCOOOM
(70 cm), MaJjI0 JEIo HIUMKYY IIOJBOBY CXOXKiCTb,
sika 3a Hopmu BuciBy 150, 200 Ta 250 Tuc. 1mT./Ta
craHoBuJa B copry ‘HuinmpoBcskmit 39’ — 83,0;
84,6 ta 83,2%; y ‘Bimens — 82,0; 84,7 Ta 83,2%
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3a By3bKOpsanmmoi ciB6u (15 cM) mosboBa cxo-
JKicTh BucissHOro HaciHHA OyJaa HaANMEHIIOH i
cTaHoBMJA 3a HOopMH BuciBy 150 Tmc. mT./ra B
copry ‘Huimposcbruii 39° 80,4%, v ‘Bimerns —
79,7%; 200 twmc. mr./ra — 82,3 Ta 81,4%,
250 Ttwuc. mt./ra — 81,1 Ta 81,0% Biamosigmo.

¥ cepemubomMy 10 mociaimy B copTy ‘Imimpos-
cbKuii 39’ 3a IMMPUHU MiMKpPALL 15 cM BOHAa cTa-
noBuia 81,3%; 45 cm — 87,9%; 70 cm — 83,6%; v
copry ‘Binens — 80,7; 86,2 ta 83,3% sBinmosigHo.

88

85,7
86

84

8?2 814 81

80 79,7

MonboBa cX0XicTb HAaciHHSA, %

78

IITomo mMoIBOBOI CXOMKOCTI HACiHHA 3aJIe’KHO
BiJl HOpPMU BUCiBY, TO B CEPEIHBOMY IO AOCIiTYy
B copry ‘HuinmpoBchbkuit 39’ BOHA cTaHOBMJIA:
150 rtuc. mr./ra — 83,5%; 200 Tuc. mr./ra —
85,2%; 250 Tuc. mr./ra — 84,1%; y copty ‘Bi-
Heny — 82,4; 84,3 ta 83,4% BigmosigHO.

3arajgom y copry ‘lHimpoBcbKkuii 39’ meit mo-
KasHUK 3aJIe’KHO BiJ IMUPUHU MLKPAIL Yy ce-
penabomy craHoBuB 84,3%, y copry ‘Bimens —
83,4%.

84,7

76

Hopma
BUCiBY

150 200
TUC. wr./ra

15 cm

250 150

TAC. wr./ra

86,9

85,9

I |
200 250 150 200

TMC. wr./ra
70 cm

250

45 cm

inpuHa mixpagb
HIP :A-168;B-168; C-1,12; ABC- 2,53

0,05°

Puc. 2. MonboBa cx0xicTb HaCiHHA COPro 3epHOBOro ‘BiHeub’ 3aN1eXKHO Bif WHUPUHMN MiXPAAb
Ta HOpMU BUCiBY HaciHHA, % (cepepHe 3a 2016-2020 pp.)

OgauM i3 ocHOBHUX Mop(o-disiomoriunmx
MOKAa3HUKIB pociamH € ixHA Bucora [22]. Ha
yac 30MpaHHA BPOKAIO COPro 3€PHOBOTO HAaM-
BUIIi POCJUHU Bifj3HauUeHO y BapiaHTi ciBOm i3
MIUPUHOI0 MiKpAIL 45 cM: y copry ‘IHimpoB-
cerkuit 39’ 3a HopMu BuciBy Hacimua 150, 200
ta 250 Tuc. mr./ra — 130,9; 137,3 Tta 134,8 cwm;
y copry ‘Bimens’ — 120,3; 121,8 ta 120,7 cm Bin-
moBigHo. 3a MIMPUHU MiKpAIbL 15 cMm Iei mo-
KasHuK craHoBuB 128,4; 134,7 i 133,1 cm Ta
119,6; 120,4 Ta 119,6 cMm 3a copTaMu BiAIIOBiZHO.
3a ciBOu i3 mupumHOIO MiKpAAL 70 cM pocanHUI
Ooyau merro HuKunMu: ‘lHinpoBechKuit 39’ — Bix
127,8 mo 131,1 cm, ‘Bimens — Bixg 118,9 mo
120,7 cm.

HiameTtp (ToBIITMHA) cTebiia XapaKTepusye picT
POCJIHMH COPro, BiJl SIKOr0 3aJIeKUTh IXHS CTii-
KicTb 0 BUJIATAHHA U OpoayKTuBHicTb. Haii-
MEHIITUM ITeli IIOKa3HUK Ha Yac 30MpaHHa KYJIb-
Typu OyB 3a HOpMu BuciBy Hacimua 250 Tuc.
miT./ra i 3a mupwHU MiKpage 15, 45 i 70 cm
cTaHOBUB Bigmosigwuo 1,4; 1,5 Ta 1,3 cm y copTy
‘NuinpoBcbkuit 39° ta 1,4; 1,41 1,2 cm y copty
‘Bimens’. 3a onTuMaJbHUX IIapaMeTpPiB IITUPU-
HU MiXKpangb (45 cM) Ta HOpMHU BUCiBY HaciHHSA
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(200 Tuc. mT./ra) giameTp cTebaa MaB HAWBUIITL
3HaueHHsA B 000X MOCJiMKyBaHUX COPTiB, IO
MOSICHIOETHCS 3MIiHOIO ILJIOINi XMWBJEHHS POC-
JIMH YHACJHiJOK 3MeHIIeHHs i 30i/JbIleHHSA IIH-
PUHHU MiXpAIb Ta KiJbKOCTi POCJAWH Ha OAUHU-
IIi TOBXKWHU PSAIKA, BiIIIOBiHO IiaBUIIIEHHSI KOH-
KyPeHIlii pocJauH y IlociBaxX yIPOAOBXK YCHOTO
nepiogy pocTy ¥ PO3BUTKY.

BakauBUM IIOKa3HUKOM, IIT0 BU3HAUAE BeJIU-
YUHY aCUMIiJAIINHOI MOBEPXHi 3JIAKOBUX KYJIb-
TYyp Ha OAWHMUIIL MIJOMNIi, € KYIIUCTICTh, IKAa 3a-
JIeKUTh BiJi 0CcOOJIMBOCTEl PO3BUTKY POCJUH,
30KpeMa BiJl 3JaTHOCTiI B KOHKPETHUX yMOBax
yTBOpIOBaTHU AoAaTKoBi maronu. Ilpoiec Kymiis-
HS B COPTO 3aJIEKUTh BiJ 0COOJMBOCTEll COPTY
Ta yMOB BupoIlyBaHHA. IIpogyKTHUBHA KYIIIHC-
TiCTh € OHUM 3 OCHOBHUX €JIEMEHTIB CTPYKTYPHU
BposKamHocTi [23].

3a BCix mocaimKyBaHUX BapiaHTIB IIUPUHU
MiKPAIh HAWOIIBITY TPOAYKTUBHY KYIITUCTICTD
KYJIBTYpH 3a(hiKcoBaHO 3a HOPMU BUCiBY HaCiHHS
150 Tuc. mrT./Ta, HatiMeHnTy — 3a 250 THC. IIT./Ta.
B ocramHbOoMy Bumamky pocauHU 000X COPTiB
IpaKTUYHO He Kyrquawmesa — 1,0-1,1 mT. Ha
pocauny. Ile mosicHIOeTHCA TUM, IO 3i 36iJb-
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IIIEHHSIM HOpMHU BUCiBY Hacinusa 3 150 mo 250 Tuc.
IIT./Ta 3MEHIITYETHCSA TJIOIIA KUBJIEHHS POC-
JIUH, YHACJiIOK YOT'0 POCIUHN KOHKYPYIOTh MiK

3i 30iJMBITEHHAM MUPUHU MiKpPAAbL 10 70 cMm
Yy 3MEHIIIeHHAM 0 15 cM KigbKicTh cTebes Ha
OIHIiN POCJIMHI 3MEHIITYETHCA BHACJIILOK 3MiHUI

co0010, IIT0 HeTaTMBHO BILIMBAE HA KYIIUCTICTb.

dopmu miomti KuBJeHHA (Tabsm. 2).

Tabauuys 2

BiomeTpuuHi NOKa3HMKMN POC/IUH COPTIB COPro 3epHOBOIO 3aN€}HO Bifj WMPUHU MiXKPAAb Ta HOPMU BUCIBY HACiHHA

(cepepte 3a 2016-2020 pp.)
Nepiop,
5| lupuna Hopma Bucisy 36MpaHHs BUKWAHHA BONOTi—LBITiHHA
S | mixpagb, cM | HaciHHs, TMC. WT./ra BMCOTA AiameTp KYLWMCTICTb, | Maca ofHiel naowWa MCTKOBOT NOBEPXHi
POC/INH, CM cTebna, cm wr./pocn. POCAUHY, T OfHi€T pocnnHy, cm?
150 128,4 1,5 1,5 174,2 1826
:9;’ 15 200 134,7 1,6 1,5 167,8 1430
= 250 133,1 1,4 1,4 153,2 1172
% 150 130,9 1,6 1,9 185,6 2320
2 45 200 1373 1,7 1,8 177,6 1890
2 250 134,8 1,5 1,7 169,2 1528
E 150 127,8 1,4 1,2 131,4 1790
= 70 200 1311 13 11 1241 1480
250 129,4 13 1,0 114,3 1152
150 119,5 1,5 1,8 158,6 1813
15 200 120,4 1,5 1,6 150,3 1420
250 119,6 14 1,5 141,5 1192
2 150 120,3 1,5 2,0 162,3 2180
g 45 200 121,8 1,6 1,9 157,6 1780
@ 250 120,7 1,4 1,8 143,1 1476
150 118,9 1,3 1,4 124,3 1720
70 200 120,7 1,3 1,2 116,3 1365
250 120,1 1,2 11 112,8 1156
HIP, .t A 1,13 0,068 0,062 1,62 9,38
B 1,13 0,068 0,062 1,62 9,38
C 0,75 0,047 0,041 1,08 6,25
ABC 1,70 0,098 0,094 2,43 14,07

IInoma JsmcTKOBOI TOBepxXHi 30iJIbIITyBajacs
Big ¢asm KyImiHHA 10 (has3y IOBHOI'O IIBIiTiHHS.
Hapasi Boma moumHaJjia 3MEHIITyBaTHCA 10 (hasu
TIOBHOI CTHUIJIOCTi 3epHa yepe3 iHTeHCUBHE BiIMU-
paHHA HUKHIX JIMCTKIB Ta NPUIIMHEHHSA YTBOPEH-
HA HoBUX. HaitbiybIla miIora JUCTKOBOI ITOBEPX-
Hi OfIHi€l pocJaUHY cIIocTepiraJjacd 3a HaliMeHIIIOol
TYCTOTH B yCiX AOCIHTimKyBaHUX BapiauTax [24].

¥V copry ‘IlHinpoBcbkuit 39’ 3a HOPpMU BUCIBY
150 Twuc. miT./Ta IJIOIIa JUCTKOBOI IIOBEPXHIi Of-
Hiel pocaumHu Oyjia MaKCHUMAaJbHOIO y (dasi mBi-
TiHHA ¥ 3a IMUPUHU MiKpAIb 15, 45 ta 70 cm
cramosmiaa 1826, 2320 Ta 1790 cm?. I3 zaryen-
HAM IIOCiBiB IIell ITOKa3HMK 3MEHIIIyBaBCs: 3a
HopMmu BuciBy 200 Twmc. miT./ra — 1430, 1890 Ta
1480 cm?; 250 Twme. mr./ra — 1172, 1528 Ta
1152 cm? Bigmosigmo. AHaJioriuHa 3aKOHOMIp-
HicTh cmocTepirasacsa i B copty ‘Bineris’: 3a HOp-
mu 150 Tme. mIT./Ta IJIomia JIUCTKOBOI ITOBEPXHI
ommiel pocauHM 3a IMUPUHU MiXKpanb 15, 45 ta
70 cm cranoBuia 1813, 2180 ta 1720 cm?. I3 sary-
IIIeHHAM IIOCiBiB ILJIOIIA JIMCTKOBOI IIOBEPXHIi Of-
Hiei pocauuu 3menmryBasachk: 200 Tuc. miT./ra —
1420, 1780 Ta 1365 cm?; 250 Tuc. mT./ra — 1192,
1476 Ta 1156 cm? BigmosigHO.
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Haii6insmioro maca ommiel pociauHu OyJa 3a
OIITHUMAJIBbHOI MIUPUHU MiKpAIL (45 cm): 169,2—
185,6 r y copry ‘[mimpoBchbkuii 39’ ta 143,1—
162,3 r y copry ‘Bimenys’.

3MeHINIeHHA MIUPUHU MiKpAmb no 15 cm i
36ispIneHHsa g0 70 ¢cM Ta 3MEHINIeHHS HOPMU BU-
ciBy mo 150 Twmc. miT./Ta i 36imbInenHsa mo 250 Tuc.
IIT./Ta TPU3BOAMJIO N0 BHUIKEHHSA OioMeTpmu-
HUX IIOKA3HUKIB, AKi € CKJIaIHUKaMM BPOKau-
HOCTi KYJIBTYDPH.

BucHoBKM

Haitginime posBuBaimcs pocauHU COPTO 3ep-
HOBOT'O 3a CiBOM i3 MIMPUHOIO MisKpAIL 45 cM Ta
HopMoio BuciBy 200 Tmc. miT./ra, AKi ¥ peko-
MEHIYIOThCA IJIs1 BUPOIITYBAHHA KYJLTYPU B
ymoBax IIpaBoOepes:xkHoro Jlicocrenmy Ykpainu.

3a mupuHU MiKpPAIL 45 ¢cM TpHUBAJIICTH Be-
reTaiiiHoro 1mepiogmy 000X HOCIiMKYyBaHUX
COPTiB COpPro 3epHOBOrO 3MeHITyBajacsa. OTpu-
MaHO BHMCOKY IIOJIBOBY CXOXKiCTh HaCiHHA, AKa
cranoBusia 88,7% y copry ‘duinpoBcbKuii 39’
Ta 86,9% y copry ‘Bimemns’. Biomerpuuni mo-
Ka3HUKU POCTY U PO3BUTKY POCIUH Y IIbOMY
BapiaHTi mocaimy Tako:K OyaMm MaKCuUMaJbHU-
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PocnuHHuymso

mu. IloKa3HWKM KYIIMCTOCTI POCJIMH, IIJIOIIL
JIICTKOBOI IIOBEPXHi Ta Macu OfHiel pociuHM 3i
30iJILIITEHHSAM HOPMU BUCIBY HACiHHSA 3MEHIITY-
BaJINCh.
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Purpose. To establish the optimal row spacing and so-
wing rate of sorghum seeds of grain varieties ‘Dniprovskyi 39’
and ‘Vinets’, to substantiate their influence on the growing
season and biometric parameters of plants in the Right-
Bank Forest-Steppe of Ukraine. Methods. Field, laboratory,
mathematical and statistical. Results. The most intensive
growth and development of sorghum plants was observed
when sowing seeds with a row spacing of 45 cm and a
seeding rate of 200 thousand pieces/ha. In particular, the
duration of the growing season under such conditions was
the smallest: 108 days for the ‘Dniprovskyi 39" variety and
106 days for the ‘Vinets’ variety. At the same time, the indi-
cators of field seeds germination, plant height and stem di-
ameter were maximum in the experiment: ‘Dniprovskyi 39" -
88.7%, 137.3 ¢cm and 1.7 cm, Vinets’ — 86.9%, 121.8 cm
and 1.6 cm, respectively. It was found that an increase
in seeding rate reduced indicators of productive tillering,
leaf area and weight per plant. The most intense tillering
of sorghum plants was observed at a seeding rate of 150
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and 200 thousand pieces/ha for all the studied variants of
the row spacing: on average, up to two panicles well filled
with grain per plant, depending on the varietal characte-
ristics. At the rate of 250 thousand pieces/ha, tillering of
plants in both varieties was somewhat weaker - 1.0-1.1
panicles per plant. The largest indicators of leaf surface
area and weight of one plant were with a row spacing of
45 c¢m: 1528-2320 cm? and 169.2-185.6 g in the variety
‘Dniprovskyi 39" and 1476-2180 cm?and 143.1-162.3 g in
the variety ‘Vinets’ depending on planting density. Reduc-
tion of row spacing up to 15 c¢m and its increase up to
70 cm led to a decrease in the main parameters of plant
growth and development. Conclusions. Sorghum plants
developed better when sown with a row spacing of 45 cm
and a seeding rate of 200 thousand pieces/ha, which were
recommended for growing crops in the conditions of the
Right-Bank Forest-Steppe of Ukraine.

Keywords: varieties; vegetation period; field germination
of seeds; biometric indicators.
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