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BnusHne cnoco60B OCHOBHOM 06PaboTKM MNOYBbI HA YPOXKANHOCTb
M KauyecTBO 3e/IeHOW MacCbl COPTOB 03MMOrO panca

A.IIL Tajpkukypb6aHoB

Poccuiickuii yHrBepcuTeT JpY>KObI HAPOJOB, 2. Mockea, Pocculickas dedepayust
Gadcgikurbanow@mail.ru

AmnnoTanus. PazpaboTka palioHaIbHOW CHCTeMbI OCHOBHOW 006pabOTKH MOUBBI SIB/ISIETCS rapaHTOM (GOpMH-
poBaHuA CEHLCKOXO3HﬁCTBEHHbIMH KyJIETYypaMHU JOCTaTOYHO BBICOKUX YDOXKaeB. ,E[]'IH perieHud 3STUX BOITPOCOB ITPU
BO3/Ie/IbIBAHMY COPTOB O3UMOT'0 Parica Ha CBET/I0-KaIlITAHOBBIX TIouBax [IprMopcko-Kacriiickoit TorpoBUHIMN
Pecny6sviku [larecTaH Gbi1d TIPOBE/IEHBI NCC/IEOBAHMS B [IBYX(aKTOPHOM TTOJIEBOM OTTbiTe. B KauecTBe 06bekTa
M3yueHbl COpTa 03uMoro parica BOM (crangapt), Sneuc u Meteop. M3yueHs ciefyoiue criocobbr 06paboTku
TOUBBI: OTBaJIbHAsE (KOHTPOJIb), Ge30TBa/bHAsL. B X0fie TIPOBeIeHHBIX UCC/IE0BAHHIM BISIB/IEHO, UTO MEXK/LY BapH-
aHTamMy 00pabOTKH MOUBbI He 3a(UKCUPOBAHO 0CODOOW CyIL|eCTBEHHOM PA3HHUIIBI [0 arpo(U3MUe CKIM TI0Ka3aTelIsiM.
JlaHHBIe 10 3aCOPEHHOCTH TIOCEBOB 03UMOT0 Parica MoKasasu, uTo B Clyuyae prMeHeHust 6e30TBabHOM 06paboTKu
TIOUBBI KOJTMUECTBO COPHAKOB U MX MacCCa 3HAUYUTE/IbHO YBe/TMUN/INUCh. B (ba3y 6yTOHI/IBaI_H/II/I KO/TMUeCTBO COPHAKOB
6bLT0 BbIIlIE, ueM Ha KOHTpOJie (oTBasibHast o6paborka) B 2,1 pasa, a macca copusikoB — B 1,88 pa3a. Bo Bpemst
LIBeTeHM 3TU I10Ka3aTe/Ikn 6I)IJ'II/I BBIIIIE B 2,2 pasa. MakcumanbHbIe ypO)KafIHI;IE [laHHBbIE Ha BCeX BapUaHTax OIlbITa
chopMHUpOBaT COPT DJIBUC — COOTBETCTBEHHO 44,9 1 41,4 T/ra, uto 6osbiiie BOM (cranzapT) u copta Meteop
cootBeTcTBeHHO Ha 20,4 T/ra (7,9 %) u 20,0 1/ra (8,7 %). YpokaitHocTh copra MeTeop Ha 3THX BapraHTaX TakKe
6bl1a BEICOKOM 1 cocTaBuia 41,6 u 38,1 1/ra. [IprbaBKa 10 OTHOIIIEHHUIO K CTaHAapTy coctaewia 11,5 u 10,4 %.
Haubosbiiyto prbaBKy 3e/ieH0l Macchl obecrieurnsia 0TBa/bHast 00paboTka MouBkl. B cpe/iHeM 110 copTaMm 1o CpaB-
HeHuro ¢ 6e30TBa/IbHON 06paboTKOM yPOXKaMHOCTD TIOBBICKUIACh Ha 8,7 %. Hanbosiee BHICOKKE KaueCTBEHHBIe
roKasaresii chopMHpOBas COPT DJIBKC, Ha BTOPOU MMO3ULIMKM HaXOAUTCst COPT Meteop.

KiroueBsle cjioBa: 0CHOBHast 00paboTKa 1MouBkI, OTBajIbHast 00paboTka, Ge3oTBaibHast 06paboTKa, 03UMBbIIA
paric, CopTa, arpopu3ndeckre CBOMCTBA, 3aCOPEHHOCTD MIOCEBOB, YPOXKaWHOCTb, KaueCTBO, CBET/I0-KaIlITAHOBbIE
TIOUBBI
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Influence of basic soil tillage methods on fresh yield and
quality of winter rape cultivars

Anvar Sh. Gadzhikurbanov

Peoples’ Friendship University of Russia (RUDN University), Moscow, Russian Federation
Gadcgikurbanow@mail.ru

Abstract. The development of rational system of basic soil tillage results in formation of sufficiently high
crop yields. A two-factor field experiment was carried out to address these issues when cultivating winter rape
cultivars on light chestnut soils of the Primorsko-Caspian sub-province of the Republic of Dagestan. VEM
(standard), Elvis and Meteor winter rape cultivars were studied in the experiment. The following methods of
soil tillage were studied: real tillage (control), subsoil tillage. The research revealed that there was no significant
difference in agrophysical indicators between the soil cultivation variants. Data on weed infestation of winter
rape fields showed that the number of weeds and their weight increased significantly after subsoil tillage. At the
budding stage, the number of weeds increased 2.1-fold compared to the control (real tillage), and the weight of
weeds increased 1.88-fold. During flowering stage, these indicators were 2.2 times higher. The maximum yield
in all variants of the experiment was formed by Elvis cultivar— 44.9 and 41.4 t/ha, respectively, which is more
than VEM (standard) and Meteor cultivars by 20.4 t/ha (7.9 %) and 20.0 t/ha (8.7 %), respectively. The yield
of Meteor cultivar in these variants was also high and amounted to 41.6 and 38.1 t/ha, respectively, which was
higher by 11.5 and 10.4 % compared with the standard. The greatest increase in the fresh yield was provided by
real tillage. On average, the yield increased by 8.7 % for varieties in comparison with subsoil cultivation. Elvis
cultivar formed the best quality indicators, followed by Meteor cultivar.

Key words: basic soil tillage, real tillage, subsoil tillage, winter rape, cultivars, agrophysical indicators,
weed infestation, yield, quality, light chestnut soils
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BeepneHue

O6paboTKe TMOYBHI, C [TOMOIIbIO KOTOPOM CO3/1aeTCs1 HeOOXOUMBIH KOMILIEKC YC-
JIOBUM [I7151 )KWU3HeesiTeIbHOCTH PaCTeHWH, B CCTeMe TeXHOJIOTUUYeCKUX MePOTPUITUNA
T10 TIOBBIIIIEHUIO MPO/YKTUBHOCTHU KY/IBTYD TIPUHA/IJIEXXUT BaykKHast POJib.

Cpezy yueHbIX C/IOKHIUCH pa3Hble MHeHUs 00 3(h(heKTHBHOCTH PUMEHEHUST Pa3HbIX
crtoco60B 0CHOBHOM 00pabOTKH TTOUBHI TIPH BO3ZIe/IbIBAHHUHN CEJTbCKOX035THCTBEHHBIX
KysbTyp. CoryiacHo MHEHUI0 aBTOpoB [ 1—6], Hauboee onTUMasibHbIE YCIOBUS /IS
poCTa U Pa3BUTHUSI CeJIbCKOXO3SIMCTBEHHBIX KY/IBTYP CK/IaZIbIBAIOTCS Ha (POHE OTBaIbHOM
00paboTKy MouBkl. B TO )Ke BpeMsi ZIpyrye KCC/Ie0BaTed yKa3biBatoT Ha 3 GEeKTUBHOCTD
MIPUMEHEHHs TIOBePXHOCTHOH 00paboTKu mouBkI [7—11].

B xofie mpoBeieHHBIX UCC/Ie[OBaHMH B yc/ioBUsAxX Tepcko-CynakckKou TIOAPOBUHIUN
[Harecrana H.P. MaromezioB u fip. [12] mpuilM K ciefytoiieMy BbiBogy. B ycroBusx
OpOILIEHHST Ha TSDKeJIOCYTJIMHHUCTOM JIyTOBOM TIOUBe B Lie/isiX )OPMUPOBAHUS CTaOUTbHBIX
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ypO’kKaeB CeMsiH 03UMOT0 parica Ijesiecoobpa3Ho MPOBOJUTE I7I0CKOPe3HYH0 06paboTKy
c mouBoyryonenvem Ha 30...35 cm.

Ho, ogHako, 3TUMM BOMpOCaMy Ha CBETJIO-KaIlITaHOBBIX MouyBax [Ipumopcko-Ka-
CMMICKOM NMOJNPOBUHLMY NTPAKTUYECKH He 3aHUMAaMCh, B CBSI3M C YeM MCC/IeJ0BaHUS,
HarpaB/ieHHbIe Ha pellieHre JaHHOU Mpo0IeMbl, HOCAT aKTyasTbHbBIN XapaKTep.

ITens ucc/ieoBaHusA — OTIpe/leIUTh BAUsHKE CrIocO0bO0B 0CHOBHOM 00paboTKU
M0YBbI Ha YPOKaHOCTb M Ka4eCTBO 3e/IeHOM MacChl COPTOB 03UMOI0 parica B yC/I0BUSX
[MTpumopcko-Kacnmiickoii moanposuHmy Pecrybmvku larectas.

Matepuanbl U MeToAbl UCCNeA0BaHUSA

VccnenoBanvst ObUTH TIPOBEIEHBI Ha CBET/IO-KAIITaHOBbIX MouBax CITK «IlaHakcKuii»
TabacapaHckoro paiioHa Pecriybnvku /larecTan, pacrosioykeHHoro B [Tpumopcko-Ka-
CTIIMHCKOU MOATIPOBUHLIMKU. B Tab/. 1 mpuBeieHa cxeMa OITbITa.

Tabnmua 1
Cxema onbiTa
dakTop A — BNUsSHUE CNOCO60B OCHOBHON 06paboTKM NOYBbI
Ne n/n dakTop B — copTa
Ha NPOAYKTUBHOCTb 03MMOrO panca
1 B3M (cTaHgapr)
2 OTBanbHas o6paboTka 3
(KoHTpoOsIb) nenc
3 MeTeop
4 B3M (cTaHgapr)
5 Be3oTBanbHas o6paboTka Aneuc
6 MeTeop
Table 1
Experimental design
Ne Factor A — influence of basic soil Fll!age methods on winter rape Factor B — cultivars
productivity
1 VEM (standard)
2 Real tillage (control) Elvis
3 Meteor
4 VEM (standard)
5 Subsoil tillage Elvis
6 Meteor

[Tnomtazap aenstHkr — 500 M2, a pa3MeliieHre — peHI0OMU3UPOBaHHOE. ITOBTOPHOCTh
OMbITA YeThIpeXKpaTHasl.

[MpeiiecTBeHHUKOM OblTa 03UMast TieHuI[a. IToceB ObIT OpraHU30BaH 3€pHOTPABS-
Hot cestnkort C3T-3,6 Ha ryouny 3,0...3,5 cM, Hopmoii 2,0 M/TH BCXOXKHMX CeMsH Ha 1 Ta.

PexxiMm opotiieHust TipeycMaTpyBalsl MpoBefieHre TI0/IMBOB TIPU CHUXKEHUU BJlaK-
HoctH nouBkl A0 70...75 % HB.

WccnenoBanusi MpOBOAUIKCE HAa CPe/IHE CYTJIMHUCTBIX CBET/I0-KAllTaHOBBIX MOUBaX
C cofiep>kaHMeM rymyca B maxoTHoM cJjioe 2,9...3,1 %, rugpoansyemMoro azora —
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5...6 mr/ 100 r mouBskl, noaBuKHOTO hochopa — 0,2...1,0 mr /100 r, oOMeHHOTO
kamust — 30...40 mr /100 r nouBsl. CozmepykaHue TOIJIOIeHHOT0 HaTPHs CUIBHO Ba-
peupyeT — 0T 2 710 15 % [13].

[TocTaHOBKa 10/1€BOT0 SKCIIEPUMEHTA BBITIO/THEHA B COOTBETCTBUM C METOINYECKUMU
ykasanusimu B.A. [TocriexoBa [14].

Pe3ynbraTtbl uccnepoBaHui U 06CyXaeHne

IIpoBeseHHble Hccae[0BaHN [T0Ka3a/u, YTO MeXXy BapUaHTaMU OINbITa He BbISB-
neHo 0c000¥ pa3HULIBI TI0 BAMSHUIO Ha arpodu3nuecKue ToKa3aTesiu.

CornacHo fanHbiM A.U. TlynonuHa [15], yposkaliHOCTb CeTbCKOXO035IHCTBEHHBIX
KYJIbTYP BO MHOT'OM OIpeJie/isieTCsl CTeleHb0 3aCOPEHHOCTH. Tak, ypoxKalHOCTb Ofj-
HOJIETHUX TPaB CHWKaeTcs Ha 32,6 % mipu KomuuectBe copHsikoB 100 3k3./ m?. [1pu
JaIbHeHIIeM yBeIMYeHHUH KoytnuecTBa COpHSKOB o 200 u 500 3k3./ M?, ypoyKaliHOCTh
CHIDKAeTCsI COOTBeTCTBEHHO Ha 52,6 u 76,9 %.

[laHHBIE TI0 32aCOPEHHOCTH TTOCEBOB B 3aBUCHMOCTHU OT TIPUMeHsIeMbIX CIT0CO00B
OCHOBHOY 00pabOTKM MOYBHI B HAIIIUX MCC/IeJOBAHUSIX TIPUBE/IEHBI B TaOI. 2.

Tabnvya 2

3acopeHHOCTb COPTOB 03UMOrO parica B 3aBUCMMOCTH OT CNOCo60B
OCHOBHOV 06paboTKM NOYBbI

da3sbl
Cnoco6 ByToHusauus LiBeTeHune
06paboTku Copta logbi
no4Bbl KonvmeC'gBo, Macca, r/m? KonuqeczBo, Macca, r/m?
wT./m wT./™M

2017 41 20,9 37 55,5

BaM 2018 39 19,2 34 51,3

(cTanpapr) 2019 35 17,8 31 48,3

CpegHsas 38 19,3 34 51,7

2017 38 19,8 33 52,0

g;s:gz:s: _— 2018 33 16,8 30 47,9
(KoHTpOb) 2019 36 18,7 32 48,6
CpegHsas 36 18,4 32 49,5

2017 40 19,6 36 54,0

Mereop 2018 37 19,2 32 479

2019 37 17,4 33 48,3

CpegHsas 38 18,7 34 50,1
2017 78 354 75 1119
B3M 2018 72 34,6 68 105,3
(cTaHpapr) 2019 73 33,8 70 106,6
Be3oTBanbHas CpegpHsas 74 34,6 71 107,9
o6paboTka 2017 80 36,8 77 115,9
3nBnc 2018 83 36,5 76 114,7
2019 77 354 73 112,2
CpegHsas 80 36,2 75 114,3

2017 78 34,8 74 111,1
Mereop 2018 76 35,3 72 110,0
2019 74 35,8 70 108,6
CpegHss 76 35,3 72 109,9
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Table 2
Weed infestation of winter rape fields, depending on basic soil tillage methods
Growth stage
C:Lgmt)ign Cultivar Year Budding stage Flowering stage
Plants/m? Mass, g/m? Plants/m? Mass, g/m?

2017 41 20.9 37 55.5

VEM 2018 39 19.2 34 51.3

(standard) 2019 35 17.8 31 48.3

Mean 38 19.3 34 51.7

2017 38 19.8 33 52.0

Real tillage ) 2018 33 16.8 30 47.9
(control) Elvis 2019 36 18.7 32 48.6
Mean 36 18.4 32 49.5

2017 40 19.6 36 54.0

Meteor 2018 37 19.2 32 47.9

2019 37 17.4 33 48.3

Mean 38 18.7 34 50.1
2017 78 35.4 75 111.9
VEM 2018 72 34.6 68 105.3
(standard) 2019 73 33.8 70 106.6
Mean 74 34.6 71 107.9
2017 80 36.8 77 115.9
2018 83 36.5 76 114.7

Subsoil tillage Elvis

2019 77 35.4 73 112.2
Mean 80 36.2 75 114.3

2017 78 34.8 74 1111
Meteor 2018 76 35.3 72 110.0
2019 74 35.8 70 108.6
Mean 76 35.3 72 109.9

Tak, B cpeJjHEM 3a TO/ibl TIPOBE/I€HHs IKCIIePUMEeHTa, B (ha3e OyTOHHM3aI[UU KO-
JTMYECTBO COPHSKOB M UX Macca COCTABW/IM Ha KOHTPOJIbHOM BapuaHTe: y BOM
(crangapt) — 38 wt./mM? 1 19,3 r/mM?, copToB D/IBUC U MeTeop — COOTBETCTBEHHO
36; 38 wt./mM* 1 18,4; 18,7 r/m%. B da3e 1iBeTeHUs] KOJTMUECTBO COPHSIKOB U UX Macca
COCTaBUJIO COOTBETCTBeHHO 34; 32; 34 wt./M? u 51,7; 49,5 u 50,1 r/m?.

Hawubonee 3HaunTe/IbHasi 3aCOPEHHOCTb U Macca COPHSIKOB HAaOJIIO/ja/iCh B C/Tyuae
npuMeHeHus1 6e30TBa/IbHON 00pabOTKH.

Ha noceBax coproB BOM (cTtaHgapr), OnBuc 1 MeTeop KOJIMUeCTBO COPHSIKOB
BO3pocsio J0 74, 80, 76 mtT./M?, a Macca COpHIKOB — 10 71, 75 u 72 r/m?.

B (daze 1iBeTeHus 3TH 3HAUEHUS Y BbIIIEYKAa3aHHBIX COPTOB ObLTH COOTBETCTBEHHO
Ha ypoBHe 71,0; 75,0; 72,0 mt./mM? u 107,9; 114,3 u 109,9 r/m?.

CnemoBareibHO, HaMOOJIbIIIAsT 3aCOPEHHOCTD TIOCEBOB 03UMOT0 parica 3aUKCHUPO-
BaHa Ipu 6e30TBa/ibHOM 00paboTKe 1MouBkbL. I10 cpaBHEHMIO C OTBa/IbHOM 00pabOTKOMH,
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B CpPeJJHEM I10 U3yuyaeMbIM COPTaM KOJTMUeCTBO COPHOM pPaCTUTETHLHOCTH ObIIO BBIIIIE
B (ha3y OyToHm3armu 2,1 pa3a, a Macca copHsikoB — B 1,88 pa3a. KomuecTBo COPHSIKOB
U UX Macca B a3y L[BeTeHHs TIPH 3TOM criocobe 06paboTKu MOUBkI BO3poc/ia B 2,2 pasa.

M3ydyaemble cOpTa 03UMOT0 parica MakCMMaJsibHbIe YpOXKaliHble JaHHbIe 0becreuni
B BapHMaHTe C OTBa/IbHOM 00paboTKOM 1ouBk (Tabs. 3). 3a 2017—2019 TT. yporkaiiHOCTh
B CpeJIHEM T10 COPTaM TP OTBa/IbHOM 00paboTke coctaBusa 41,3 1/ra, uto Ha 3,3 T/ra
unmu 8,7 % BbIllle JAHHBIX BapHaHTa C Oe30TBa/IbHON 00pabOTKOM TTOYBHI.

Tabvya 3
YpoXXailHOCTb COPTOB 03UMOr0 parca
Copr YpoxxaltHoCTb, T/ra
2017 | 2018 | 2019 | Cpeanss
OTBanbHas 06paboTka (KOHTPOsIb)
B3M (cTaHgapT) 35,2 39,4 37,2 37,3
Aneuc 42,4 46,9 45,5 449
MeTeop 38,8 44,0 421 41,6
be3oTBanbHaa 06paboTka
B3M (cTtaHgapr) 32,9 36,1 34,4 34,5
3neuc 37,8 44,5 41,8 41,4
MeTteop 34,3 41,6 38,3 38,1
HCPO5 1,5 13 1,6 —
Table 3
Winter rape productivity
Cultivar Yield, t/ha
2017 | 2018 | 2019 Mean
Real tillage (control)
VEM (standard) 35.2 39.4 37.2 37.3
Elvis 42.4 46.9 45.5 44.9
Meteor 38.8 44.0 421 41.6
Subsoil tillage
VEM (standard) 329 36.1 34.4 34.5
Elvis 37.8 44.5 41.8 41.4
Meteor 34.3 41.6 38.3 38.1
LSDO5 1.5 1.3 1.6 -

Cpenu u3y4yaeMbIX COPTOB 03UMOT'O parica HaubOJbIIY0 YPOXKaUHOCTb C(HOPMHUPOBAT
copt JnBuc. Ha doHe oTBa/ibHOM 00pab0TKK YPOXKaHOCTB JaHHOT'O COPTa COCTaBU/IA
44,9 t/ra, a mpu 6e3otBanbHON — 41,4 T/ra (cM. Tabm. 3).

ITo cpaBHeHuto ¢ copramu BOM (ctanzgapt) 1 Meteop nprbaBKa COCTaBH/Ia COOT-
BetrctBeHHO 20,4 1/Ta (7,9 %) 1 20,0 1/ra (8,7 %).

[locTaTouyHO BBICOKYIO 3e/IeHyH0 MacCy chopMHpOBasl Takke COPT MeTeop, ypoXKalHOCTh
KOTOPOTr'o Ha TiepBOM BapuaHTe cocTaBuia 41,6 T/ra, a Ha BTopoM — 38,1 T/ra. [IpeBbiiiieHre
o cpaBHeHMIO ¢ coptoM BOM (ctangapt) coctaBuio cootBerctBeHHO 11,5 1 10,4 %.

MakcuMasibHbIe YpOXKaliHble JaHHbIe ObLIN IOCTUTHYTHI B YC/IOBUSIX BereTal[uoH-
Horo nepuoga 2018 r., a MUHHAMa/IbHbIe — B BereTaliuoHHOM repuoge 2017 .
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VccenenoBanyst oKasay, UTO KaueCTBeHHbIe [10Ka3aTeny U3MeHsTUCh B 3aBUCHMOCTH
oT criocoba 06pabOTKH TOUBBI M M3y4aeMbIX COPTOB. [Ipu oTBasibHOM criocobe 06paboT-
KU CcojiepkKaHre KOPMOBBIX eJUHUL] U TlepeBapyMOro MpoTerHa B CpeJjHeM T10 COpPTam
COCTaBWJIO COOTBETCTBEHHO 5,39 1 5,12 T/ra, pa3HuIa 10 CpaBHEHUIO C 6e30TBa/bHOMN
obpabotkoii coctaBuna 5,3 u 5,5 %.

Cpeu COpTOB parica HauIydllve KaueCTBeHHbIE MOKa3aTe/ i Ha CBeT/IO-KallTAHOBBIX
rouBax obecrieuns1 copt JnBuc. [Ipu oTBabHOM criocobe 06paboTKU cofiepkaHue Kop-
MOBBIX €/JUHHIL] ¥ TlepeBaprMOoro MpoTerHa Y JaHHOTO COPTa COCTaBU/IO COOTBETCTBEHHO
5,81 1 0,84 T/ra, uTo BhIllIe aHHLIX COPTOB BOM (cTanaapt) u MeTeop cOOTBETCTBEHHO
Ha 18,1 1/ra (7,0 %) u 20,0 1/ra (7,7 %). YBenuueHue 3TUX TOKa3aresiei pu 6e30TBasIb-
HOM 00paboTke coctaBuio 19,6 T/ra (8,0 %) u 21,2 1/ra (8,1 %) COOTBETCTBEHHO.

MuHMMaJIbHBIe TIOKa3aTe/ T Hab/IFAaIuCh y CTaHapTa.

BbiBOAbI

B ycnoBusx ITpumopcko-Kacrnuiickoit mognpoBuHImMy Pecrybnmviku [larectad Mak-
CUMaJsIbHbIe YPOyKar COPTOB 03MMOT0 parica ObIIM JOCTUTHYTHI [TPH OTBAJILHOM CI10C00e
00paboTKH MouUBLI. B cpefiHeM MO COPTaM YPOXKaliHOCTh 3€JIEHOM MacChl B IAHHOM
clyuae Obla BbIllle, yeM Tipy 6e30TBasibHOM 06paboTke Ha 8,7 %.

MakcumasbHble YpOXKaiiHble JaHHbIe 3aMKCHPOBAHBI Y COpTa DJIBUC, IPHOABKa
o cpaBHeHMI0 ¢ BOM (craHzapT) u MeTeop coctaBuia Ha BapuaHTe C OTBabHOM 00-
paborkoti 20,4 t/ra (7,9 %), a Ha dpone GezoTBanbHOM 06paboTky — 20,0 1/ra (8,7 %).

Hauboree BbICOKHe KaueCTBeHHbIe TI0Ka3aTesid C(hopMUPOBa COPT DJIBUC B CTyuae
MpUMeHeHHs1 OTBa/IbHOW 00pabOTKM MOUBHI.

[JlocTatoyHo BLICOKUeE TOKa3aTe/lrd yPOoyKaliHOCTU 3e/IeHOM MacChl C XOPOIIUMU
KOPMOBBIMH TOKa3aTe/isiMU TakxKe obecrieurs copT parica MeTeop.
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