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BuonornyHm cpeacTBa 3a KOHTPON
Ha NOHUTe 6onecTu No naBaHAaynarta

Katsa Bacunesa, MapusaHa HakoBa, Qumutbp Kexanos
ArpapeH yHuBepcuteT-l1nosans

In the period 2014-2015, a survey was carried out to establish the effect of different biological extracts
applied in vitro and in vivo, against fungal pathogens causing diseases on lavender. In vitro were tested Bio-
logical extracts 1 and 2 and Tannins. As standards, chemical products Topsin M and Ridomil gold have been
used. Biological extract 2 compared with the standards shows the highest efficiency against the pycnidial
and Phytophthora pathogens. The effect of biological extracts on the germination of spores of Phomopsis
lavandulae and Phoma lavandulae has been observed, as the Biological extract 2 is the most efficient. The
effect of Biological extracts 1 and 2 on the main lavender diseases is monitored in vivo.
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BBbBEOEHUE

[Mpe3 nocnegHWTe roguHW LeNeHacoveHo BHUMaHME ce 3afens Ha OGuonornyHuaT
KOHTpon Ha natoreHute. Cook and Baker (1983) [3] aecduHmpat GMONOrMYHUS KOHTPO,
KaTo ,0rpaHuyaBaHe Ha KONM4YeCcTBOTO Ha MHOKOIyMa MUInn NpOoAYyKTUBHOCTTA Ha natoreHa,
N3BBPLUEHO Ype3 eanH UMK NnosBeye opraHu3mMm Unu Apyru JeNHOCTU, KaTo reHeTUYeH KOH-
TPON 3a PE3UCTEHTHOCT, WU KynTypanHu MNpakTUKM — W3MOM3BaHe Ha MUKPOOPraHm3Mu-
aHTaroHMcTn Ha natoreHa”. Cnopen Malajczuk (1983) [18], Shea n Broath (1983) [20],
ynotpebara Ha MUKPOBMOMNOTrMYHM areHTn cpeLly duTonaToreHHTe rbn e BaxeH KoMro-
HEHT 3a KOHTPON B NpupoaHaTa cpeda. HecurypHocTTa OT NpUoXeHEeTO B NpakTukarta e
CBbp3aHa C BPEMETO 3a TAXHOTO M3NON3BaHe B KPATKOCPOYEH MraH. Ha noneTto He BMHarm
aKTMBHOCTTa MM Ce u3passiBa B MakcumarHa cTeneH [4, 6, 7, 5]. HapacTBawuaTt uHrepec
KbM BGMONOrMYHMSA KOHTPOM OT Apyra rfefHa Touka, ce AbIMKU Ha CTpaxa oT npunaraHeTo
Ha necTuuMamn, nopagu pucka oT 3ambpcsiBaHe Ha NpUpoAHaTa cpefa v Bb3HUKBAHETO Ha
PEe3NCTEHTHOCT Npu naToreHuTe n BpegutenuTe [8].

3a GuonornyeH KOHTpon Ha BuaoseTe oT poa Phomopsis u Phoma ce n3nonssat
pasnuMyHn by n GakTepuu aHTaroHucTn, kato: Trichoderma konigii, T. viride, T.
harzianum, Gliocladium catenulatum, G. fimbriatum, Bacillus sp., Pseudomonas
fluorescens [16]. Bacillus subtilis v Trichoderma harzianum ca MHOro no-eeKkTVBHU B
cpaBHeHue ¢ octaHanuTe. Cnopen Ahmed-Asid et al., 1999 [1], uanonssanute hopmynu-
poBku Ha 6asa Trichoderma herzianum ca nposiBunu edekT KbM BMOOBE OT poOoOBETE
Colletotrichum sp., Phomopsis sp., Botrytis sp. [22].

OCHOBHUTE MPUYNHM 32 TbPCEHE Ha HOBM METOAM W CPeAcTBa 3a KOHTPOn Ha u-
TopTOpUTE Ca 06OCHOBaAHN OT MHOroo6pasneTo Ha hopMmUTEe MM 3a CbLUECTBYBaHe, Mo-
NMUMKIIMYHOCTTa Ha 3abonsiBaHusATa U OT CNOoCOBHOCTTa Ha NaToreHWTe Aa KonoHu3upar
TbKaHWTe Ha pacTeHuaTa, KakTo U NecHo Aa ce pasnpocTtpaxsasaT [17, 11]. BkniousaHeTo B
noaxoAsaLm cenTboobpbLLIEHNA U U3NOM3BaAHETO HA TONIEPaHTHU COPTOBE, CbLLO Hamans-
BaT Bb3gencTteueto ot natoreHute [10]. MHoro oT rebuTe u GakTepumnTe aHTaroHUCTH,
nUMaT orpaHuyeH eekT cpelly natoreHuTe oT pof Phytophthora Ha noneto [14].

Hai-wnpoko npunoxeHve HammupaT hopMynMpoBKMTE Ha 6asa BUOOBE OT poAoBeETe
Trichoderma w Gliocladium [12, 21]. CpewaT ce cbobLieHMs 3a BIUSHMETO Ha HSKOU Buo-
noruyHn areHtn Myrothecium sp., Trichoderma sp. cpely BuaoBse oT poa Phytophthora:
P. cinnamomi, P. cryptogea, P. citricola, P. cactorum —[9, 15]. MHoro oT rbbute, 6akTepu-
UTe MU aKTMHOMULETUTE Npou3Bexgar aHTMObMOTUUM, KOMTO NoATMCKAT pacTexa wu/vunu
hopMUpaHEeTO Ha CnopaHrnK, B ONWUTK in Vitro, KaKTo 1 NeTnuBKM cybcTaHLuum, KOMTO NU3N-
paTt muuena un oocnopute [18].

[Mpun nHkopnopupaHe B noysata Ha 6uonpenapatn Chung et al., (1984) [2] oTuuTarT,
OCBEH MO-BUCOKO KOMMYECTBO Ha MbOHM M BaKTepUitHW aHTFOHUCTU, U MO-TOMAMO CbAbP-
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XaHue Ha HaTtpun (Na) n marHesun (Mg) B pu3docdepaTta npy noYBM, KOUTO NOATUCKAT
pa3sBUTMETO Ha KOPEHOBW rHUEeHeTa.

LlenTa Ha HacTosILLETO Npoy4YBaHe € Aa ce Npocneamn AencTBUeTo Ha pasnuyHu 6uo-
NOTMYHU EKCTPaKTW, MPUMOXEHW in Vitro n in vivo, cnpsAMo reOHUTE NaToreHn NpUuYMHUTENN
Ha bonecTu no naBaHgynaTta.

U3NOXEHUE

Matepuan un metoau. lNpoyyBaHnaTa ce n3Begoxa B kateapara no duronaronorus
npu ArpapeH yHmsepcuteT — noBauB 1 Ha NPON3BOACTBEHO nosne B ¢. Hosu n3sop - Ace-
HoBrpag, npes nepuoaa, 2014-2015.

Onutwn “in vitro”

Mo metona Ha TopHOBbPM € n3nuTaHo aencTBneTo Ha TanuH — 0,2%; BuonoruueH
ekctpakT 1 — 10ml/5l; BuonornyeH ekctpakt 2 — 0,1% (dopmynumpoBkm Ha 6a3a pacTuten-
HW ekcTpakTu, nobe3Ho npegoctaBeHn oT A-p. A Mbbes u gou. a-p. . Kexaros); ToncuH
M - 0,1%; Pugomun rong — 0,25% - eTanoHu. BHaca ce mvuenHo Tpynye ot 12-14 gHes-
Ha KynTypa Ha cboTBeTHMA natoreH B KOA cpeaa, C BKMOYEH KbM Hesl eKCTpakT Uiu Xu-
MuYecku npenapat. OuamMeTbpbT Ha KONMOHMUTE ce u3mepBawe Ha 3-Tu, 6-tu, 9-tn. 3a
KOHTpona ce nanonasaxa netputa ¢ KOA, 6e3 oyHrmumna nnm 6MonormeH eKCTpakT.

Mo kankoB meToA € M3NUTaHO AEACTBMETO Ha BUOMOrMYHUTE EKCTPaKTU BbPXY Kbil-
HAeMocCTTa Ha cnopute Ha Phomopsis n Phoma. lNMpegMeTHNTe CTbkNa, ce NoctaBsxa BbB
BnaxHa kamepa, U ce BHacaxa B TepMocTaT npu Temnepatypa 25°C, HanpbCckaHu ¢ TecT-
BaHWTE BeLLEeCTBa U C Kanku crnopoBa CyCneH3usi, ce oTynTaxa Ha 24-a yac. 3a KoHTpona
ce usnonseaxa NpeamMeTHW CTbKIa, HanpbCKaHU C AecTurvMpaHa Boda W Kanku CropoBa
CYCMeH3us BbpXy THAX.

Onutwn “in vivo”

Mpe3 2015r. ce npoyyun gencTBNeTO criegHuTe npenapatn — buonornyen ekctpakT 1
— 10ml/51; BuonoruyeH ekctpakT 2 — 0,1%; ToncuH M — 0,1%; Pugomun rong — 0,25% -
eTanoHu, Npu NPOU3BOACTBEHU YCMOBUS, BbPXY €CTECTBEH MHAEKUMO3EH hOH Npu copT
Cestononuc (4r.). OnuTbT ce 3anoxu B 3 BapmaHTa ¢ no 10 noBTopeHusi. TpeTupaHeTo ce
M3BbpPLUM OBYKpPaTHO BbB hasa OGyToHM3aumsa Ha KynTypaTta. Ha 14-Tu geH cneq nocnea-
HOTO TpeTupaHe ce oTyuTaxa pacTeHusTa u pedynratute ce obpaboTBaxa no MeToAa Ha
Mc Kinney [13]. EdbekTuBHOCTTa Ha npenapatuTe e nsducrneHa no opmynara Ha Petrlik,
1978/ no Hakos, 1981[19].

VIHOoekchbT Ha pasBuTUE Ha GonectuTe ce usdncnsea no cdopmynarta Ha Mc Kinney
[13]:

I=3 (n*k)/N*K*100,
kbaeTo: | — nHaekc Ha pa3BuTue Ha GonectTa, %; n — 6poi oT4eTeHn Npobu OT CLOTBET-
HMa 6an; K — oLeHKa Ha 3apa3eHocTTa No cboTBeTHUS 6an; N — obw 6pon oTyeTeHn npo-
ou; K — Hai-B1cokaTa oLeHKa rno 6arn.

®opmyna Ha Petrlik, 1978(Neve, 1991)[19]:

R= Ik — Io/Ik * 100,

kbaeto: R — OTHOCUTENHO orpaHuYeHne Ha uHdekumsTa , B %; Ik — Pa3nuka B nHaekc Ha
3apasa BbpXy fMcTata Ha KoHTponarta npeau TpetMpaHeTo 1 Ha 14 aeH cnef TpeTupaHe-
T0; lo — Pasnuka B MHOEKC Ha 3apaseHaTa NMCTHa NOBBbPXHOCT NPeamn TpeTUpaHeTo M Ha
14 neH cnep TPeTUpaHEeTo NpU OCTaHanuTe BapyMaHTK Ha onuTa.

Pe3yntatu. B nepmoga 2014-2015 6sxa aHanuanpaHu pasnuyHn GUonornyHn ekcr-
paKkTy Npy onuTw in Vitro u in vivo.

[Mpn nukHMananHuTe naToreHn BuonorumyeH ekcTpakT 1 MbpBOHAYanHoO noaTucKa
MULEMHUAT pacTex, HO Ha 9-TW AeH HeroBoTO AeWCTBMNE e No-cnabo B cpaBHeHWe C eTa-
noHa — 26,08 % 3a Phomopsis lavandulae v 25,69 % 3a Phoma lavandulae. TaHWHBT no-
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Ka3Ba, crnabo orpaHW4aBaHe Ha pacTexa Ha muuena Ha 3-Tu AeH 1 0o 9-Tu AeH edekTus-
HoctTa e 0% 3a usonata ot comoncuc, n 11,76 % 3a omosara, cnpsiMo etanoHa. buo-
NOrMYeH eKCTPaKT 2 oka3Ba Hal-CUIHO Bb3[eiCTBME BbPXY MuLena, kato Ao 9-Tn AeH
edektnBHoctTa My octaBa 90,40 % 3a Phomopsis lavandulae v 85,88 % 3a Phoma
lavandulae, cnpsimo eTanoHa (Tabnuua 1).

MpocneneH e edhekTbT Ha BUONOrMYHNUTE EKCTPAKTU BbPXY KbITHAEMOCTTa Ha Cnopu-
Te Ha u3onatn ot Phomopsis lavandulae v Phoma lavandulae. BuonornyeH ekcTpakr 2
noaTucka KbfHeHeTo Ha crnopuTte Ao 74.41 % 3a Phomopsis lavandulae n 78.54 % 3a
Phoma lavandulae. CpegHo edekTnBeH e bronornynH ekctpakt 1. Haii-cnab edekT Bbp-
Xy cnopute gaea TaHuH, CboTBETHO — 29.06 % n 37.92 %.

W npu Tpute nsonara ot Phytophthora, Hai-BucOK edhekT ce Habntogasa npu buono-
rMYeH eKCTpakT 2 Ha 9-TU [ieH, cnpsMo eTtanoHa. [NonoXnTenHuaT edekT ce oTynTa oLle
Ha 3-Tu OeH, KaTo Har-BMCOK € npu nsonat ot Ph. hybrid-79.20 % Ha 9-Tu geH, a npu oc-
TaHanuTe M3onatu NPOUEeHTbT € MpPUBNU3MTENHO CblumsAT. KaTo cpegHo edekTMBeH ce
oTKposiBa BuonornyeH ekctpakt 1. buonornyeH ekctpakT 1 nposiaBa cnaba akTMBHOCT
cpewty Ph. hybrid v cpegHa npu Ph. parasitica. Haili-cnabo BnusiHne BbpXy MULENHUSAT
pactex okasBa TaHWHBT, CbOTBETHO — Ph. parasitica-29.11 %; Ph. hybrid-24.23 %; Ph.
hybrid-25.93 % Ha 9-Tn geH (Tabnuua 2).

Tabnuua 1.
EpekmusHocm Ha Hsikou buoro2udHU cpedcmea 8bpXy MUUenHusm
pacmex Ha Phomopsis lavandulae u Phoma lavandulae, %.
W3onar \ KoHTpona Buonoruyen TaHuH Buonoruyen Toncun M
Mpenapar i T e W
M.P. M.P.*  eNP3 M.P.*  eNP3 M.P.*  elP3: M.P.*  elP3

Phomopsis DeH3  82.00 1966 76.02 56.00 3171 800 9024 800 90.59
lavandulae  [en6  85.00  42.33 5020 8500 0.00 800 9059 8.00 90.59
-Sh116  nNen9 8500  62.83 26.08 8500 0.00 816 9040 8.00 90.59
Phoma  [HeH3  28.33 19.66 30.60 20.66 27.07 9.00 6823 800 90.59
lavandulae - en6  66.00 4150 37.12 5966 9.61 10.00 84.85 800 90.59
Zim3/1 [eH9  85.00 63.16 2569 75.00 1176 12.00 85.88 8.00 90.59

*M.P. — mmueneH pacTex
**elNP3 — ecbeKTUBHOCT Ha NpenapaT 3a pacTuTenHa 3awmTa

Tabnuya 2.
EgpekmusHocm Ha Hsikou buoioeu4HU cpedcmea 8bpXy MUUeTHUsSm
pacmex Ha usonamu om Phytophthora sp., %.
KomTpona BuonoruyeH Tanuu BuonoruyeH Pugomun
W3onat |\ ekcTpakT 1 eKCTPaKT 2
Mpenapat rong
M.P.* M.P* elP3* M.P* eNP3* M.P.* elP3* MP. ellP3*

Phytophtho- [eH 3 18.83 1400 2565 1433 2390 850 5486 8.00 6522
ra parasiti-  [1eH 6 40.33 24.00 4049 23.00 4297 1083 73.15 8.00 75.26
ca-E2/31 Hen 9 60.66 36.33 40.11 43.00 29.11 1266 79.13 8.00 82.22
Phytophtho-  [eH 3 19.16 1516 20.88 1433 2521 850 5564 13.70 6255
ra hybrid- [leH 6 34.00 2533 2550 2783 18.15 10.00 70.59 2430 61.79
E2/37 HeH 9 53.66 38.33 2857 4066 2423 1116 79.20 33.00 57.42
Phytophtho- [eH 3 17.83 1433 1963 16.00 10.26 8.16 5423 11.20 64.16
ra hybrid- [leH 6 39.16 20.50 4765 29.83 2383 1033 7362 19.20 59.34
Sho/1 [HeH 9 58.50 2466 5785 4333 2593 13.00 77.78 24.00 62.50

*M.P. — mmueneH pacTex
**elMP3 — eheKTUBHOCT Ha Mpenapar 3a pacTUTenHa 3awuTa
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Tabnuuya 3
EpekmusHocm Ha Hsikou buosio2udHu cpedcmea 8bpXy ebbHUMme
bonecmu no niagaHOynama npu nosicKU yCrio8usi.
Pugomun BuonoruyeH BuonoruyeH
Copm\rpenapar -  Kowtpona  Toncuu M rong eKcTpakT 1 eKCTPaKT 2
nucra

n3.x n3.x enP3* W3.* elP3* W3.* elP3*™ W3." elP3*

Cestononuc  Bap.1 15.55 196 8740 453 9482 990 36.33 500 86.24
Cestononuc  Bap.2 16.15 132 9183 298 96.75 1050 3498 520 85.14
Cestononuc  Bap3 16.46 203 87.67 454 9482 11.00 33.17 460 86.13
Cestononuc CpepHo 16.05 177 8897 402 9549 1047 348 493 85.82

Pugomun BuonoruyeH BuonoruyeH

CopriMpenapar - Kontpona Toncuu M rong eKcTpakT 1 eKCTpaKkT 2
pasknohexna M3*  WU3* elP3* WU3* elP3* WU3* elP3™ WU3* elP3*
CesTononuc  Bap.1 18.5 1.78 90.38 6.30 65.95 9.32 49.62 4.98 89.96
CesTtononuc  Bap.2 19.3 1.56 91.92 1.89 90.21 8.26 57.2 5.4 90.56

Cestononuc  Bap.3 17.25 3.56 79.36 1.75 89.86 9.89 42.67 5.00 88.28
Cestononuc CpefHo 18.35 2.30 87.47 3.31 81.94 9.16 50.1 5.13 89.77
* .3 — nHaekc Ha 3apasa
**e[MP3 — eheKTUBHOCT Ha Npenapart 3a pacTuTenHa 3awura

Bucok ecbekT Bbpxy neTHaTa no nucraTa npu Nosicku ycroBus ce otyeTe npu buono-
rmyeH ekctpakt 2 - 85,82 % B cpaBHeHue ¢ buonoruyeH ekctpakt 1 - 34,80 %, cnpsmo
etanoHute ToncuH M n Pugomun rona. BUONOrMYHMAT eKCTpaKT 2 3Ha4YuUTernHoO orpaHuya-
Ba neTHarta Mo CKeneTHUTE pasKIOHEHWUs U CbXHEHeTOo Ha xpacTtute - 89,77 %, a bnono-
rmyeH ekctpakT 1 nposiBaBa cpefHa edpekTuBHOCT - 50,10 % (Tabnuua 3).

3AKNKOYEHUE

V3BbpLUEHUTE NPOYyYBaHMA 32 AENCTBMETO Ha pasnnyHyu GUONOrMYHM CpeacTBa 3a
KOHTpOn Ha BonecTuTe No NaBaHAyrnaTta, AaBaT OCHOBaHWE Aa Ce HanpassAT CcriegHuTe no-
BaXXHW M3BOAMN:

1. Mpu naGopaTopHU yCMnoBWS, CNPSIMO MUKHUAWANHUTE naTtoreHun (Phomopsis
lavandule, Phoma lavandulae) n natoreHute oT poa Phytophthora, Han-gobbvp edekt
nposieaBa buonornyeH ekctpakt 2. BbpXy KbnHAemocTTa Ha cnopute Ha Phomopsis
lavandule v Phoma lavandulae, T031 eKCTpaKT CbLL0 NoKa3Ba Haln-406po AencTBME.

2. lMpwn nonckn ycrnoBus, OTHOBO C Hal-gobbp edekT ce oTkposiBa Buonoruyed
€KCTpaKT 2, KOWTO B NO-BMCOKA CTENEH OrpaHnyaBa pa3BUTUETO Ha 3abonsiBaHusTa.
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