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Meta. BuBuntu mutaHHS moao (GopMyBaHHS BTpaT YpOXalo cayaTy 3aJeXHO BiJl THITY
3a0yp’stHeHoCTI Ta WKiAHUKIB. MeToau. IlomboBuii, MaremaTnuHo-cTaTUCTUUHUN. Pe3yabraTm.
HailinommpeHimmmy B mociBax cajaTy BIPOAOBXK BETETAIlIfHOrO Mepiofy € 0COT POXKEBHUI, 0COT
JKOBTHH, aMOpO3isi MOJIMHOIUCTA, MUPIA MMOB3YyYHH, TIPYMIIA MMOJHOBA, COKMPKH IOJBOBI, Tip4ak
pozsioruii. EkcnepuMeHTanbHO BCTAaHOBJICHO, 1110 3aJISKHO BiJI KIJILKOCTI Oyp’sIHIB y MOCiBax cajiaTy
OynM pi3HI BTpaTH Woro Bpoxaro. HaitmeHmni BTpaTtu yposkaro OyJd 3a KiJIbKOCTI Oyp’siHIB Big 5 110
8 wr./mM? — Bix 0,01 o 0,05 1/ra. 36inbUIeHHs KiTbKOCTI Oyp’sHIB CHPHUSAIO MiJBUINEHHIO BTPAT
ypoxato canaty. [IpoTe meil moka3HHK 3MIHIOBaBCS 3aJ€KHO BiJl TUIy 3a0yp’ sitHeHoOcTi. Tak, 3a
YMOBHU POCTY TipuHMIll MOJIbOBOI, COKMPKIB MOJbOBHUX 1 IipyaKy pO3JIOroro BTpAaTH ypoxaro Oynu
ICTOTHO MEHIIIMMH TOPIBHSHO 3 KOHTPOJIEM Y BapiaHTi 3 HaiOuibmor ix kigbkicTio (0,30 T/ra).
Haii0inmpini BTpaTH yposkaro OyJiM Bia MUPI0 MOB3y4oro ta ocoty skoBtoro — 0,35-0,41 1/ra 3a
kinbkocti 20 mrt./M?. 3a yMOBH pocTy aMOpo3ii IOJMHOIMUCTOI Ta OCOTY POKEBOrO LEH MOKA3HUK
oyB Bix 0,02 10 0,36 T/ra 3amexHO Bif iX KUIbKOCTI. KiJTbKICTh TEPCUKOBOT MONENHII Ta OaIITaHHOT
nonemmni 6yma Bix 1,0 go 1,5 ex3./pocnuny, a pemru wkigaukis — Big 1,0 mo 1,5 ex3./m?. Crin
BIJI3HAYMTH, IO IXHS KiJBKICTh MaJio 3MiHIOBAIACh 3aJI€KHO BiJl MOTOJTHUX YMOB POKIB TIPOBEICHHS
Jnociikens. HaiiBuily Bpo)kaiHICTh OTPUMAHO 32 KOMILJIEKCHOT'O 3aXHUCTy pociuH canaty. Llei
MOKa3HMK 3MiHIOBaBcs Bix 42,7 no 43,0 T/ra 3a1eXHO Bil pOKY JOCTIUKEHHS 3 BUXOJOM TOBapHOT
nponaykmii Ha piBHI 75-82 %. 3a yMOBH 3acTOCyBaHHs JHINE TepOiluay BpOXKaWHICTb cajary
3MeHIIyBajgach Jmme Ha 3-5 %, iHcekTuuuay — Ha 12-13 % mNOpIBHAHO 3 TMOBHHUM 3aXHCTOM.
HaiiGinpire 3HMKyBajla TOBapHUW BUXIJ MPOAYKIi 3a0yp’siHEeHICTh MociBiB canaty — 60-66 %.
BucnoBku. JlocmimkeHo, 10 32 YMOBH POCTY TipYHIli MOJbOBOi, COKMPKIB IMOJHOBUX 1 TipUaKy
po3jororo BTpaTH ypoxaro caiary Haiimenmi — 0,18-0,26 1/ra. HaiiOinpmi BTpatu ypoxaro Bin
nUpiro MoB3y4oro Ta ocoty xostoro — 0,35-0,41 1/ra 3a kimbkocti 20 mr/M%. 3a yMOBH POCTY
aMOpo3ii MOJIMHOJMCTOI Ta OCOTYy POXKEBOro Ied mnokazHuk crtaHoBuTh Biag 0,02 mo 0,36 T/ra
3aJIOKHO BiJ iX KiJIBKOCTI. Y MOCIBI cajaTy BHSBJICHO mepcukoBy nonenuio (Myzodes persicae
Sulz), 6amranny nonemuitro (Aphis gossypii Glov.), xpu3anTemoBy MiHyrOuy MyIiky [Amauromyza
maculosa (Malloch)], Bosuka 3Buuaiinoro (Gryllotalpa gryllotalpa L.), o3umy coeky (Scotia
segetum Schiff.), cimmaka ropoausoro (Arion hortensis Ferussac). KibkicTh mepcrKoBOT MOMETHIT
Ta OamTaHHOi nomnenuii 3miHeTses Big 1,0 1o 1,5 ex3./pociuny, a pemt mkigHUKIB — Big 1,0 1o
1,5 ex3./m?. HaliBuIy BpoXKaifHiCTh OTPUMAHO 3a KOMILUIEKCHOTO 3aXMCTY POCIIMH canaty — Bin 42,7
10 43,0 1/ra 3a7€KHO BiJl POKY JOCIDKEHHS 3 BUXOJ0OM TOBapHOI MPOoAyKIlii Ha piBHI 75—82 %. 3a
YMOBH 3aCTOCYBaHHS JIMIIE TepOiluy BPOKalHICTh canaty ctaHoBuTh 41,0—41,5 1/ra 3 BUXOI0M
crangaptHoi mnponykmii 70-73 %, iHcektunuay — BignoBimHo 37,3-38,0t1/ra i 60-66 %.
Haii6inpe 3HMKYBaIo TOBApHUNA BUXIJ MPOAYKIii 3a0yp’ sHEHICTh MOCIBIB canary.

Knrouosi cnoea: canam; Oyp sauu; WKIOHUKU, 3AXUCH POCIUH, VPOICAUHICMb, 6mpamu
ypooaicaro.
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Beryn

3acoseHHs, CTpec BiJ MOCYXHU 1 3MIHM KJIMaTy € abl0oTHYHUMH (PaKTOpaMH, sIKI 3HUKYIOTb
ypokail OBOUiB, TO/1 SIK OCHOBHUMHU O10TMUHHMU € ATOI€HU XBOPOO, IIKITHUKY, BIpYCH 1 Oyp’siHU
[1]. Brpatu yposkaro, BUKIMKaHI HEKOHTPOJIbOBAaHUMHU Oyp’sSHAMH Yy CHCTEMax BHPOLIYBaHHS
OBOYIB, MOXYTh CTaHOBUTH Bim 45 no 95 % 3anexHo Bim BUpoOHHMYOro cepenoBuiia [2].
HesBakatoun Ha mommpeHe BukopucTanHs repoinunis y CILIA, BTpatu HIHHOCTI JESKUX OBOUIB
yepe3 Oyp’siHu ctaHoBwIM Bin 8 10 13 % [3]. Byp’siHu He TUIbKM 3HUXKYIOTh ypoKail OBOYiB, ajie i
3HMKYIOTh X SIKICTh 1 PUHKOBY BapTicTh [4].

3aXuCT MOCIBIB CLIIbCHKOIOCIIOIaPChKUX KYJIbTYpP — BaXKJIMBA CKJIa10Ba arpoTexXHoorii [5, 6].
Ximiuna 60poTs0a 3 Oyp’ssHaMM — TpaguIiMHUHN ii BapiaHT y 3BHYAaHHX CHCTEMaX BUPOOHMIITBA
OBOUIB, OCKUIBKM 3a0e3neuye e(eKTUBHY Ta CTiiiKky OoporeOy 3 Oyp’sHamu. IIpote HaamipHe
BUKOPHCTAaHHS TepOilUaiB BHKJIMKA€E EKOJIOT1UHI MpOoOJeMH, OCKUIBKH TepOiluan MaroTh
HEraTMBHUW BIUIMB Ha HEUUJIHOBI OpPraHi3Mu (KOPUCHI BHJIH), MOXYTh 3a0pyqHIOBaTH DKy Ta
Ii13eMHI BOIM CBOTMH 3QJIMIIKAMM 1 BUKJIMKATH TOKCUYHICTB Yy ccaBiliB [7, 8]. Tomy akTyasHUM €
BUBYEHHS (DOpPMYBaHHS BTPATH ypOXKal0 OBOYEBMX KYJIbTYp 1 MOXIJHUBICTB iX arpoTexHosorii 6e3
3aCTOCyBaHHA 3ac001B 3aXUCTy [9].

byp’sHun € BaxkiauBOoO mpoOJieMor0 y BHUPOOHMLTBI o0BOYiB. Ha cTymiHb 3HUXKEHHS
BpPOXKaHOCTI OBOYIB 1 MOTIPUIEHHS SIKOCTI, BUKIMKAHOTO Oyp’sHaMu, BIUIMBA€ KiJbKa (DaKTOPIB.
HaiiBa)xMBIIIMMM 3 HUX € KOHKYPEHTOCIPOMOXKHICTh OBOYEBUX POCIMH 13 Oyp’siHaMu, BiIHOCHA
IIUTBHICTh Oyp’sHIB 1 OBOYEBUX POCIWH, TPUBAIICTh MEPIOAY BiA IMOSBU CXOAIB Oyp’sHIB 10
KOHKYPEHTHOI 3JaTHOCTI KyiabTypHuUX pociuH [10]. OBoui, BHUCaKEHI SK HACIHHSIM, TakK 1
po3cazor, € CrabKMMH KOHKYpPEHTaMU uepe3 IX HEerauOOKy KOpeHEeBY CHUCTEMY Ta IOBUIbHE
3poCTaHHs, 0CO0JIMBO Ha paHHIX cTafigax. OTxke, 0BOUl Jy’Ke UyTIMBI 0 KOHKYpEHLIi 3 Oyp’sHamu,
1 Ha paHHI}A cTajii pocTy iX HEOOXiJHO yTpuMyBaTH Bif Oyp’sHiB. Hampukman, 3a0yp’siHEeHICTb
ropoxy (Pisum sativum L.) cranoBuna 73 % 3a BupomyBaHHs 0e3 repOimmmiz [11]. VY
JOCITI/DKEHHAX, MPOBEICHUX B AHIJIII, BCTAHOBJICHO, IO Bix Oyp’sHIB ypoxkaii canary (Lactuca
sativa L.) moxxe He chopmyBatucs [12]. Ananoriuno, mocmimpkeHHs 3 KamigopHii mokasaso, 1o
KOHKYpPEHIlII MK cajaToM 1 Oyp’sHamMH YIOPOJOBXK YChOI'O BeEreTaliifHOro Mepiofy 3HMU3HIIA
BpokaiiHicTh Ha 50 % [13]. ¥V ®nopuai ce3oHHE 3a0yp’ SHEHHS 3HU3WIO BPOXKAWHICTH calaTy Ha
56 % [14]. Kpim 3HM)KEHHS BpOKao, SKICTh cajllaTy TAaKOXX 3HIDKYETbCS 4yepe3 KOHKYPEHLIIO 3
Oyp’saHamu [15]. B IHmIMX AOCHIIKEHHSAX MOBIAOMIISIETBCA NPO 3HMKEHHS BpPOXKAIO 0ararbox
0oBOYEBUX KyJbTyp [16]. OTxe, aHam3 JiTepaTypy CBIAYUTH PO HETaTMBHUMN BILIMB Oyp sHIB Ha
dbopMyBaHHS Bpokawo cajiaTy. Po3poOistoTbest crmocoOu KOHTPOIIOBAHHS X KIJIBKOCTI B MOCIBax.
[TpoTe HEOOXiTHO BCTAHOBUTH JAOLIIBHICTH 3aCTOCYBaHHS arpoOTEXHOJOTIYHUX MPUHOMIB I
3aXUCTy canaty Big Oyp’sHiB. HemoctaTHbo iH(oOpMaIii OO0 IMIKITHHUKIB I€l KyJIbTYypH 1 iX
BIUIMBY Ha BpOXKail 1 Horo sikicTh. ToMy BUBUYEHHS (JOPMYBaHHS BTPAT yPOXKAIO CaJlaTy 3aJI€XKHO Bij
TUITY 3a0yp’THEHOCTI Ta IIKIJIHUKIB € aKTyaJbHUM.

Mema 0ocnidscens — BUBUMTU MMUTAHHS 11010 (POPMYBaHHS BTPAT ypOXkKalo cayaTy 3aJeKHO
BiJl TUIY 3a0yp’SIHEHOCTI Ta IIKiIHUKIB.

Marepiaau Ta MEeTOAUKA J0CJiTKEHb

HocnipxenHs npoBoawin B ymoax I[IpaBobepexxHoro Jlicocreny YkpaiHu y HaBuajbHO-
HayKOBO-BUPOOHMYOMY BiJUJII YMaHCHKOrO HAaI[lOHAJILHOIO YHIBEPCUTETY Ca/liBHUITBA BIIPOJIOBXK
2019-2021 pp. 3 reorpadiuarmMu KoopauHaTamu 3a I'puHBideM 48°46' niBHiyHOI mmpoTu 1 30°14'
CXiJJHOi JOBroTH. 3arajbHa Iuioma fociigHoi xinsHku 110 M2, ob6aikoBa — 72 M2 IloBTOpHIicCTH
nocigy tpupaszosa. IpyHT HOCHiIHOT IISHKHA — YOPHO3EM OIiA30JE€HMH BaKKOCYIIIMHKOBUI Ha
jeci 3 BMicToM Tymycy 3,8 %, BMICT a30Ty JErKOTipOJII30BAHUX CIOJYK — HU3BKHH, pyXOMHX
cnonyk ¢ocdopy Ta kamiro — migBuiieHuid, pHkci — 5,7. Y gocmiai BUpOIIyBalu COPT caiaty
nociBHOro CMyTJISTHKA 13 3aCTOCYBaHHSM 3aC00iB 3aXuCTy (TepOilul, 1HCEKTUIIN]I, KOMILICKCHUM
3axucT) 1 0e3 3axucry. YpoxailHiCTh BW3HA4YalM MOAUISHKOBO, TOBAapHICTH YpOXKal — 3a
JACTY 3246-95. Brpatu ypokaro 3epHa BU3HA4YalId Pi3HUICIO MDK JUITHKAMH 13 3aXHCTOM 1 0e3
3axucry. OOJIK MIKITHUKIB MPOBOIUIM BIAIMOBITHO JO 3arallbHOMPUUHATHX Meromuk. Ilig dac
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IPOBEJICHHS IUCIEePCIHOro aHaiizy MiATBEPIKYBaIM a00 CIPOCTOBYBAJIU «HYJBOBY TiIIOTE3Y».
Jng 1uporo BU3HAyaldM 3HAUYEHHS Koe(illieHTa «p», SKUM MoKa3yBaB HMOBIPHICTb B1AIOBITHOL
rimore3u. Y Bunazakax, komu P < 0.05, «HynpoBa Tinmote3ay» CIpOCTOBYBalach, a BILUIUB YUHHUKA
0yB nocroBipHuM [17].

Pe3yabTaru nociaigkeHb

VY mociBax cajlaTy BIPOAOBK BereTauiiHOro mnepiony OyJio BHUSBJIEHO Taki Oyp’sSHU: paHHI
spi — penpka nuka (Raphanus raphanistrum L.), ripautist monsoBa (Sinapis arvensis L.), 3uMyrodi —
cokupku nospoBi (Consolida regalis S.F.Gray), ninmapennuk uinkuii (Galium aparine L.), mi3ui
spi — amOpo3sist momuHoeTa (Ambrosia artemisiifolia L.), 6aratopiuHuii KOpEHEBUIHAN — THPIl
nos3yuuii (Elitrigia repens L.), 6araropiuni KopeHenapocTKOBi — 0COT OBTUH MOJabOBHiT (Sonchus
arvensis L.), ocor poxeswmii (Cirsium arvense L.), 6epeska monsoBa (Convolvulus arvensis L.),
ripuak moB3yu4uii (ripuak poKeBHii, ripuak crenoBuii 3Buuaitnuii) (Acroptilon repens (L.) DC.),
ripuak posnoruii (Polygonum lapathifolium L.).

HalinommupeHinmmMu y nociBax cajiaTy BIPOJOBXK BEreTallifHOro Mepiofy € OCOT POKEBHUH,
OCOT JKOBTHHM, amMOpo3is IOJIMHOJIMCTA, MHUPIA MOB3YYMH, TIpYUI IOJbOBA, COKUPKH I10JIHOBI,
ripyak poszioruil (tabia. 1). 3anexHo Bl KiJIbKOCTI Oyp’siHIB y 1OcCiBax cajary, Oyau pi3HI BTpaTu
iforo Bporkaro. HaliMenmi BTpatu ypokaro Oyiu 3a KinbkocTi Oyp’sHiB Bix 5 g0 8 mr./m? — Bin 0,01
10 0,05 1/ra. 30iIbIIeHHS KiJIbKOCTI Oyp’sSiHIB CIIPHSIIO MiIBUIIICHHIO BTpAaT ypoxkaro canaty. [Ipore
el TOKa3HUK 3MIHIOBABCS 3aJIGKHO BiJ TUINY 3a0yp’siHeHOCTi. Tak, 32 YMOBH POCTY Tip4MIl
HOJbOBOI, COKHMPKIB IOJBOBHUX 1 Tipyaky pO3JIOrOro BTPATH ypoxkaro OyJId ICTOTHO MEHIIMMH
MOPIBHSIHO 3 KOHTPOJIEM Yy BapiaHTi 3 HailOuibmoro ix kimpkicTio (0,30 T/ra). HaiiGinbini BTpatu
ypoxkaro OyJu BiJ MUPir0 MOB3y4oro Ta ocoTy koBToro — 0,35-0,41 1/ra 3a xinekocri 20 mr./M2. 3a
YMOBHU POCTY aMOpo3ii MOJIMHOIMCTOI Ta OCOTY pokeBOro 1ieil mokasHuk 0ys Bix 0,02 mo 0,36 T/ra
3aJIEKHO BiJ X KUJIBKOCTI.

Tabnuys 1

BrpaTu Bposkaro canary 3aje:KHO Bil TUIY 3a0yp’SIHEHOCTI Ta Ki1bKOCTI Oyp’siHiB

YIPO/0B:K Bereraiiiinoro nepioay, t/ra (2019-2021 pp.)

Tun sa6yp’smenocri Kinbkicte Oyp’suiB, mr./m?
5 8 10 12 15 18 20

[Npunirs monboBa 0,01 0,02 0,06 0,12 0,14 0,16 0,18
COKHMPKH TOJTHOBI 0,01 0,02 0,08 0,15 0,16 0,18 0,20
["ipuak posnorwuii 0,02 0,03 0,12 0,15 0,22 0,23 0,26
3MimaHui (KOHTPOJIb) 0,02 0,04 0,08 0,10 0,25 0,28 0,30
Ocot pokeBuid 0,02 0,04 0,20 0,22 0,25 0,30 0,33
OcCOT k0BTHI 0,02 0,04 0,16 0,24 0,25 0,30 0,35
AMOPO3ist MOTMHOJIUCTA 0,03 0,05 0,20 0,25 0,28 0,32 0,36
[Tupiit moB3yuwmit 0,03 0,05 0,18 0,25 0,30 0,35 0,41

HIPo s 0,01 0,01 0,01 0,01 0,01 0,02 0,02

VY mociBi canaty BusBIeHO mepcukoBy momnenumo (Myzodes persicae Sulz), Gamranny
norenumio (Aphis gossypii Glov.), xpuzantemoBy MiHyrouy Mymiky (Amauromyza maculosa
(Malloch)), BoBuka 3uuaiinoro (Gryllotalpa gryllotalpa L.), o3umy coeky (Scotia segetum Schiff.),
cimumaka ropoauboro (Arion hortensis Ferussac) (ta6ia. 2). KinbKicTh mepcHKOBOI HMOMENHIN Ta
OamrranHoi momenmni Oyna Bim 1,0 mo 1,5 ex3./pocnuHy, a pemTd MWKigHUKIB — Big 1,0 mo
1,5 ex3./m?. Ciip BiA3HAYUTH, IO iXHA KiJBKICTh MAJl0 3MiHIOBAIACh 3aJICKHO Bijl IIOTOJIHUX YMOB
POKIB TIPOBEICHHSI JOCHTIKeHb. [1oroHI YMOBU y POKU MPOBENEHHS JOCHIIKEHb Oyl Pi3HUMHU.
Tak, 3a nepion O6epezenb-uepBeHb y 2019 p. Bunano 144,1 mm omanis, y 2020 p. — 238,2 MM, a B
2021 p. — 243, 4wmm. CepenHsi TemiepaTypa TMOBITpsl TaKOX Bigpi3Hsiack. Y Oepe3Hi BoHa
cranoBuna 4,5 °C, kBitHi — 9,6, TpaBHi — 17,0, uepBHi — 23,4 °C, y 2020 p. — BignosigHo 6,3, 9,2,
12,5120,9 °C, a B 2021 p. — Bignosiguo 3,9, 7,4, 14,0, 19,8 °C. Binomo [12], mo pociauHu canaTy
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MarTh KOPOTKHI MepioJl Bererallii, i 3a3BM4ail HOro BUCiBalOTh HAIIPOBECHI, KOJIM JOCTATHI 3aIracu
BOJIOTH Y BEPXHbOMY HLIapl IPyHTY. TOMY KOJMBAHHS B KUJIBKOCTI OMaJiB 1 TEMIIEPATypl MOBITPS
CHJIHO HE BIUIMBAJIU Ha (OpMYyBaHHS BPOXKaIO 1 IKITHUKIB cajaTy.

Tabnuysa 2
BupoBuii ckiaa mKIiAHUKIB cajiary
o Pik mpoBemeHHs JOCIi K ESHHS
ORASHHK 2019 2020 2021 | HIPogs
[TepcuxoBa nomnesuis (Myzodes persicae Sulz), 13 15 13 0,08
eK3./pocit.
bamranna monenuist (Aphis gossypii Glov.), 1.0 1.2 1.2 0,06
€K3./pocII.
XpHr3aHTEMOBA MIHYIOYA MYIIIKA [Amaugomyza 1,0 1,0 1.0 0,04
maculosa (Malloch)] (stnunnkm), ex3./m
BoB4ok 3BuuaitHmiA (Ciryllotalpa 15 15 15 0,07
gryllotalpa L.), ex3./m
Osuma coska (Scotia segetum Schiff.), ex3./m? 1,0 1,2 1,2 0,06
g:lgnrdazx ropoasiii (Arion hortensis Ferussac), 1.2 14 15 0,08

Bimomo, mo Ha mociBax cajaTy, MPU3HAUYEHOro JJisl CIIOKMBAHHS BPOXKalo, 3aCTOCOBYBATH
3aco0u 3axucTy 3a00poHeHO. [IpoTe 3a yMOBM BUKOPHCTAHHS MOCIBIB cajlaTy JJIsl HACIHHEBUX ITiJICH
iX 3aCTOCOBYBaTH MOXHa. BCTaHOBJIEHO, 110 HAWBUIIY BPOXAWHICTh OTPUMAHO 32 KOMILJIEKCHOI'O
3axucTy pocnuH canaty (tabm. 3). Lleit mokasnuk 3miHroBaBcs Big 42,7 no 43,0 T/ra 3anexHO Bifg
POKY MTOCHIJDKEHHS 3 BHXOJOM TOBapHOi Mpoaykiii Ha piBHI 75-82 %. 3a yMOBHU 3aCTOCYBaHHS
auie repOinuay BposkKalHICTh cajlaTy 3MEHIyBanach juiie Ha 3—5 %, iHcektunuay — Ha 12-13 %
MOPIBHSHO 3 TIOBHUM 3axucToM. HaiibinbIe 3HIKyBana TOBApHUI BUXi MPOAYKIii 3a0yp’ THEHICTh
nociBiB canaty — 60-66 %.

Tabnuys 3
Ypo:kajiHicTh cajaTy 3aJ1€KHO Bijl 3aCTOCYBaHHS 32C00IB 3aXUCTY

Cuienapiii saxucry YpoxaiiHicTh, T/Ta Buxin ToBapHoi nponykuii, %
2019 p. 2020 p. 2021 p. 2019 p. 2020 p. 2021 p.
I'epOirun 41,5 41,0 41,0 71 73 70
IHCcexTHIIN 37,3 37,7 38,0 66 62 60
Kommnexkcauii 3axuct 42,7 43,0 42,9 75 82 78
HIPo 5 19 2,0 2,0 3 3 4
BucHoBku

JlociKeHo, 1110 32 YMOBH POCTY TipYHIll I0JbOBOI, COKUPKIB MOJIbOBUX 1 I'pyaKy po3jororo
BTpaTH ypoxaro canaty Haiimenmi — 0,18-0,26 1/ra. Haiibinpmi BTpaTu ypoXaro BiJ MHUPIO
noB3y4oro ta ocory xoBtoro — 0,35-0,41 1/ra 3a kinbkocti 20 mr/M2. 3a yMOBHM pocTy amOpo3ii
MOJIMHOJIUCTOI Ta OCOTY POKEBOIO IIeH MOKa3HUK cTaHOBUTH Bix 0,02 mo 0,36 T/ra 3ajaeXHO BifJ 1X
KiJIbKOCTi. Y MOCiBi canaty BUsiBIeHO mnepcukoBy monenuito (Myzodes persicae Sulz), 6amranny
norenumio (Aphis gossypii Glov.), xpuzantemoBy MiHyrouy Mymiky (Amauromyza maculosa
(Malloch)), BoBuka 3Buuaiinoro (Gryllotalpa gryllotalpa L.), o3umy cosky (Scotia segetum Schiff.),
cimumaka ropoauboro (Arion hortensis Ferussac). KinbkicTh mepCHKOBOI MONETHI Ta OamITaHHOT
nonesmii 3MiHoeTbes Bix 1,0 1o 1,5 ex3./pociuny, a pemty wWKigHukis — Big 1,0 g0 1,5 ex3./m2,
BcranoBneHo, 1m0 HailBUILy BPOXKAWHICTh OTPUMaHO 32 KOMIUIEKCHOTO 3aXHCTY POCIUH canaty —
Bix 42,7 no 43,0 T/ra 3anexHO BiJ POKY JOCIIIHKEHHS 3 BUXOJIOM TOBApHOI MPOAYKIIii Ha piBHI 75—
82 %. 3a ymMoOBHM 3acTOCyBaHHA JHILE TepOiluay BpokalHicTh canmaty craHoButh 41,0-41,5 T/ra 3
BHUXOJIOM CTaHJapTHOI nponykiii 70—73 %, incektunuay — Bianosiguo 37,3—38,0 1/ra i 60—66 %.
Haii6inpiie 3HMKyBana TOBapHUN BUX1J IPOAYKIIii 3a0yp’ IHEHICTh MOCIBIB calaTy.
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Purpose. Examine the formation of lettuce yield losses depending on the type of weeds and
pests. Methods. Field, mathematical and statistical. Results. The most common in lettuce crops
during the growing season are Cirsium avrense, Sonchus avrensis, Ambrosia artemisiifolia, Elymus
repens, Sinapis avrensis, and Poligonum convolulus. It has been experimentally established that
depending on the number of weeds in lettuce crops, there were different yield losses. The lowest
yield losses (0.01 to 0.05 t) were in the amount of weeds from 5 to 8 pieces/m?2. The increase in
weeds has contributed to the loss of lettuce yield. However, this figure varied depending on weed
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species. Thus, with the growth of Sinapis avrensis, Consolida avrensis and Poligonum convolulus,
the loss of yield was significantly lower compared to the control with the largest number of the
weeds (0.30 t/ha). The largest yield losses (0.35-0.41 t/ha) were from Poligonum convolulus,
Ambrosia artemisiifolia and Sonchus avrensis in the amount of 20 plants/m?2. Given the growth of
Ambrosia artemisiifolia and Cirsium avrense, this figure varied from 0.02 to 0.36 t/ha, depending
on their number. The number of peach and melon aphids was from 1.0 to 1.5 specimens/plant, and
other pests from 1.0 to 1.5 plants/m?. It should be noted that their number did not change much
under varying weather conditions of the research years. The highest yield was obtained with the
complex protection of lettuce plants. This indicator varied from 42.7 to 43.0 t/ha in different years
of the study with the yield of marketable products at the level of 75-82%. If only the herbicide was
used, the yield of lettuce decreased by only 3-5%, if only insecticide — by 12—-13% compared to full
protection. Weed infestation reduced the weed yield the most (60-66%). Conclusions. It was
investigated that with the growth of Sinapis avrensis, Consolida avrensis and Poligonum
convolulus, the loss of lettuce yield is the smallest, 0.18-0.26 t/ha. The largest yield losses (0.35—
0.41 t/ha) occurred from Poligonum convolulus and Cirsium avrense in the amount of 20 plants/m?.
With Ambrosia artemisiifolia and Cirsium avrense, this figure is from 0.02 to 0.36 t/ha, depending
on their amount. Peach aphid (Myzodes persicae Sulz), melon aphid (Aphis gossypii Glov.),
Chrysanthemum fly agaric [Amauromyza maculosa (Malloch)], mole cricket (Gryllotalpa
gryllotalpa L.) and garden snail (Arion hortensis Ferussac) were found in lettuce crops. The number
of peach aphids and watermelon aphids varies from 1.0 to 1.5 pest/plant, and other pests from 1.0 to
1.5 plants/m?. The highest yield was obtained with complex protection of lettuce plants — from 42.7
to 43.0 t/ha at the yield of marketable products at the level of 75-82%. If only the herbicide is used,
the yield of lettuce is 41.0-41.5 t/ha with a yield of marketable products of 70-73%, if only
insecticide, respectively, 37.3-38.0t/ha and 60-66%. Lettuce weeds reduced the vyield of
marketable product the most.

Keywords: lettuce; weeds; pests; plant protection; crop yield; yield loss.
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