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AHHOMaYus. B TeXHONOrMM BO3AE/bIBAHWA KaNeHAyNbl NeKAPCTBEHHOM BaXKHO YAENNTL 0C0HOE BHUMAHME BONpocam 6opbObl ¢ COPHOM pacTUTenbHOCTbIO. Lieab nccneso-
BaHUA — onpejeneHne BPeAOHOCHOCTU COPHBIX PacTEHWI B NOCEBAX Ka/leHAy/bl NEKAPCTBEHHOM B YCI0BUAX FOPHOI 30HbI Pecnybamnkm CesepHasn Ocetus-Ananus. Uccnesosa-
HWe nposoaunock B nepuog 2020-2022 rr. B MpuropoaHom paitoHe Pecnybanku CesepHas Ocetus-AnaHus (ropHas 30Ha). B nocesax KaneHzy bl NeKapcTBeHHOM 0B6HapyKeHo
nopAaka 20 BUAOB COPHbIX PacTeHui, npeactasuteneit 15 cemencTs. Tun 3aCOPEHHOCTY B OMbITE CMELIAHHBIA. KOHLEHTPALMA NUIMEHTOB B IUCTbAX PACTEHWI KaneHaynbl
NIEKaPCTBEHHOW NP NAOTHOCTY NPOM3PACTaHNA COPHAKOB 5 WT/m? 2,97 mr/r, kapoTuHa 0,69 mr/r. Hanboblana BCTPEYaeMOCTb B OMbITe OTMEYEHA Y LUMPHLLbI 3aNPOKMHYTOM.
Macca 1 sKk3emnaapa COpHOro pacTeHus Ha GOHE MUHUMA/IbHOM 3aCOPEHHOCTM 43,1 T., C POCTOM NIOTHOCTM 3TOT NOKa3aTeNb CHUMKaeTCA B 3,8 pasa. YpoaiHOCTb KafeHay bl
nekapctBeHHoi 0,67-1,56 T/ra cyxux LBeToB. C pOCTOM YMCAA COPHBIX PAcTeHUI YpoXKaitHOCTb cHi3MAach Ao 0,67 1/ra, notepu gocturm 57,1%. C pocTom NOTHOCTY pa3melle-
HWA PacTeHMIt Ha eAMHULE NAOLLAAM NOCEBA KafleHAybl NIEKaPCTBEHHOM BO3AYLIHO-CyXan Macca COpHbIX pacTeHuii Bo3pacTaeT B 16,8 pasa. C yBennyeHnem noTHOCTY pasme-
LLieHNA 3NEMEHTOB arpoLLeH03a KaleH Ay bl IeKapCTBEHHOM, copT CONHEYHbI yd B YCI0BUAX FOPHOI 30HbI Pecnybankm CeepHas OceTna-AnaHua NoTepyu ypoxan AoCTUrakT
57,1%. Kputnyeckuii nepuos BpeaoHOCHOCTM COPHOMOEBOTO KOMMOHEHTA B MOCEBE KafeHAY/bl IEKAPCTBEHHOM — NepBble 27 JHel C MOMeHTa NoABAeHMA Bcxogos. Mpeano-
ceBHas 06paboTka cemaH 0,1% BOAHbBIM PacTBOPOM rymaTa Kanua-80 No3BOAAET COKPATUTb NPOAOKMUTENBHOCTb KPUTUYECKOTO NEPUOLA BPELOHOCHOCTY COPHBIX PAaCTEHNI A0
17 nHew, 4T NO3BONUT 3HAUUTENBHO MOBBICUTH NPOJYKTUBHOCTL NOCEBA.

Knioveabie c0ea: copHble pacTeHus, BPeAOHOCHOCTb, YPOXKAMHOCTb, KPUTUYECKMIA NEPUOZ BPEAOHOCHOCTH, 3aCOPEHHOCTb, GAOPUCTUYECKHIA COCTAB, NOTEPU YPOXKan
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HARMFUL WEED PLANTS IN CROPS OF MARIGOLD
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Abstract. In the technology of cultivation of calendula officinalis, it is important to pay special attention to the issues of weed control. The purpose of the study is to
determine the harmfulness of weeds in crops of calendula officinalis in the mountainous zone of the Republic of North Ossetia-Alania. The study was conducted in the period
2020-2022 in the Prigorodny district of the Republic of North Ossetia-Alania (mountainous zone). About 20 species of weeds, representatives of 15 families, were found in the
crops of calendula officinalis. The type of contamination in the experiment is mixed. The concentration of pigments in the leaves of calendula officinalis plants at a weed density
of 5 pcs/m2 is 2.97 mg/g, carotene is 0.69 mg/g. The highest occurrence in the experiment was noted in the reclined amaranth. The weight of 1 copy of a weed plant against the
background of a minimum infestation is 43.1 g, with an increase in density, this indicator decreases by 3.8 times. The yield of calendula officinalis is 0.67-1.56 t/ha of dry flowers.
With an increase in the number of weeds, the yield decreased to 0.67 t/ha, losses reached 57.1%. With an increase in the density of plant placement per unit area of planting
marigold officinalis, the air-dry mass of weeds increases by 16.8 times. With an increase in the density of placement of elements of the agrocenosis of calendula officinalis,
variety Sunny ray in the conditions of the mountainous zone of the Republic of North Ossetia-Alania, crop losses reach 57.1%. The critical period of harmfulness of the weed field
component in the sowing of calendula officinalis is the first 27 days from the moment of germination. Pre-sowing treatment of seeds with 0.1% aqueous solution of potassium
humate-80 can reduce the duration of the critical period of weed damage to 17 days, which will significantly increase the productivity of sowing.

Keywords: weeds, harmfulness, productivity, critical period of harmfulness, infestation, floristic composition, crop losses

BBepeHue. PaclumpeHne BKAOBOMO Pa3HOO-
Opa3ua NeKapCTBEHHbIX KynbTyp MOCPeACTBOM
BHE[PEHWA B NPOWU3BOACTBO HOBbIX BIAOB — UC-
TOYHWK YBENNYEHNA MPOM3BOACTBA OTEYECTBEH-
HOrO IEKAPCTBEHHOTO CbIPbA, €r0 1CMONb30BaHME
0becneynT BbICOKMIA MMMYHHbIA CTaTyC Yenose-
Ka. Kpome TOro, B CTIOXMBLUEICA IKOHOMUYECKON
CUTYaLuu, Korga npobnema MMNopTo3amelLeHis
CTOMT OCTPO, HEO6X0AMMO NPON3BOACTBO BbICOKO-
KaueCTBEHHOTO OTEYECTBEHHOTO NeKapCTBEHHOIO
cbipbA [1, 6].

Ha coBpemeHHoM 3Tane anpobaums 1 Bo3ge-
NblBaHMe NEKAPCTBEHHBIX KYNbTYP B KOHKPETHbIX
arpoKAMMATMYecKX YCoBMAX, C WCMONb30Ba-
HWeM PecypCHOro MoTeHLMana pervoHa BecbMa
aKTyanbHo. K nepcneKTuBHBIM KynbTypam LMpo-
KOTO MCMonb30BaHWA OTHOCWTCA KaneHpyna ne-
KapcTBeHHas. Ho HefpyXHOCTb NOABNEHMA BCXO-
[I0B HECKONMbKO CAEepXIBAET ee BO3feNblBaHue
HECMOTPA Ha BbICOKYI LIEHHOCTb KyNbTypbl Kak

NeKkapcTBeHHOro pacTenna. Ha doHe HepocTa-
TOYHO BbICOKUX TeMnepaTyp MosBNeHne BCXO[OB
KaneHgynbl NeKapCTBEHHON 3afepXKMBaeTCA, UTo
MOHMXAET  KOHKYPEHTOCMOCOBHOCTb — pacTeHuiA
[4,7,13].

CnepnoBatenbHO, B TEXHONOMAN BO3AeNbIBaHNA
Kanerpynbl NeKapCcTBEHHON BaXHO YAENUTb 0CO-
60e BHIMaHKe Bonpocam 6opbbbl C COPHOII pac-
TUTENbHOCTbIO.

Llenb nccneposanna — onpepenetie Bpeso-
HOCHOCTI COPHbIX pacTeHuil B NoCeBax KaneHaynb
NeKapCTBEHHON B YCNOBIAX TOPHOI 30HbI Pecny6-
nnkn CesepHaa OceTna-AnaHua.

[nA DOCTXKEHUA NOCTaBNeHHON Lenn Heob-
XOZMMO pelLeHne cnedyiolmx 3afay: onpeaenurs
BAMAHNE MIOTHOCTU pa3MeLyeHnA COPHbIX pac-
TEHW HA efMHNLE NNOLWAAN Ha NPOJYKTUBHOCTD
noceBa KaneHaynbl NeKapCTBEHHO; onpeaenuTb
KPUTUYeCKNA Nepuod BPeBOHOCHOCTU COPHbIX
pacTeHui B MOCeBaX KaneHaynbl neKapcTBEHHON
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11 U3y4nTb BO3MOXKHOCTb COKPALLIEHIA ero NPORoN-
KUTENbHOCTY.

MeTopabl uccnepgoBanus. VccnefosaHue npo-
BOACb no metoauke caesa B.B. [3].

JKcnepumeHTanbHaa 6asa. ViccnefosaHue
nposogunoch B nepuog 2020-2022 rr. B Mpuro-
pofHOM palioHe Pecnybnukn CeBepHas OceTs-
Ananna (c. [laprasc), BbicOTa Haf, ypOBHeM MOpA
1412 m. [MouBbl 3KCNEPUMEHTANIBHOTO y4yacTka —
MaIOMOLLHbIV BbILLENOYEHHbIN YepHO3eM. YueTHaA
niowaab AeNAHKI 5 M?, TOBTOPHOCTb OMbITa YeTbl-
pexKpaTHas. 3anoxeH MOAENbHbIA MONEBOI OMbIT,
rAe Mofen1poBanach 3aCOPeHHOCTb MOCeBa, OHa
BO3pacTana B reoMeTpuyeckoil nporpeccim [8].

Pe3ynbratbi n 06cyxaeHme. B noceBax kaneH-
Zy”Nbl NeKapCTBEHHON 0OHapYXeHo nopsaka 20 Bu-
AOB COPHbIX pacTeHuil, NpefcTaBuTenein 15 ce-
meiicts: Amaranthus retroflexus (L), Echinochloa
crusgalli (L), Ambrosia artemisiifolia (L.), Digitaria
sanguinalis (L), Cynodon dactylon (L), Capsella

67



68

SCIENTIFIC SUPPORT AND MANAGEMENT OF AGRARIAN AND INDUSTRIAL COMPLEX

[0

N

, MI/T

[

Conep:xanue

MMETMEHTOB,
wn -

o

1 2 3 6 7 8

4 5
BapuanTs! oneiTa
® xjtopocmint "B"

non

B xjiopoduiut "a

KapOTHH

PucyHok 1. CogepkaHue MUTMEHTOB B IMCTbAX KaNeHAY/bl NeKapCTBEHHOIA (mr/r)
(2020-2022 rr.)

Figure 1. The content of pigments in the leaves of calendula officinalis (mg/g)
(2020-2022)
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PucyHok 2. CopepraHue nurmeHToB B incTbax Amaranthus retroflexus (L.). (mr/r)
(2020-2022 rr.)
Figure 2. The content of pigments in the leaves of Amaranthus retroflexus (L.).
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PucyHoK 3. BAMAHME NAOTHOCTU Pa3MeLLeHNA COPHONOEBOr0 KOMMOHEHTa Ha
Maccy O4HOro 3K3emnisApa copHoro pactexus (2020-2022 rr.)

Figure 3. Influence of the density of placement of the weed field component on
the mass of one specimen of a weed plant (2020-2022)
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PucyHoK 4. BAnAHWe NNOTHOCTU pa3meLLeHUA COPHAKOB Ha eAUHMULIE NAOLAAM HA
NOTePM yPOoKas CyXMX LiBETOB KaNeHAyNbl IeKapCTBEHHOM (copT CONHEYHbIN nyy)
(2020-2022 rr.)

Figure 4. Influence of weed density per unit area on yield losses of dry flowers of

(mg/g) (2020-2022)

bursa-pastoris (L), Sorghum halepense (L.), Galin-
soga parviflora (Cav.), Galeopsis tetrahit (L.), Convol-
vulus arvensis (L.), Stellaria média (L.), Melandrium
albut (Mill), Plantago major (L), Asclepias syri-
aca (L.), Cirsium arvense (L.) Scop., Abutilon theo-
phrasti (Medicus) [4].

Tun 3aCOPEHHOCTV B OMbITe CMeLUaHHbIA: Of-
HonetHne — 62,0%, MHOroneTHNe, COOTBETCTBEH-
HO — 38,0% [2].

HeobxogumbiM ycnoBmem BbICOKOV MpogyK-
TUBHOCTM KaneHAynbl NeKapCTBEHHON, Kak 1 BCex
KyNbTyp ABAAETCA WHTEHCMBHOCTb (OTOCMHTE3a.
C pocTOM NNOTHOCTY Pa3MeLLieHUA COPHbIX pacTe-
HWN OTMEYAeTCA YrHeTeHne (OTOCUHTETNYECKOI
aKTUBHOCTM PacTeHWi 1 B KOHEYHOM UTOTE CHIKeE-
He NPOAYKTMBHOCTM mawHu [2, 9, 15].

KoHLeHTpaLua N1rmeHToB B IMCTbAX pacTeHui
KaneHgynbl NekapcTBEHHOM NpW MAOTHOCTU MPO-
13pacTaHuA COPHAKOB 5 WT/M? 2,97 Mr/r, KapoTiHa
0,69 mr/r. C yBennyeHnem nnoTHOCTU pasmeLLeHus
COPHbIX pacTeHunii 4o 320 wT/m? 3T nokasaTenu
COKpaLattca B 2,17 pasa; KapoTuH — B 2,3 pasa
(puc. 1).

Haubonbluasa BCTpeyaeMocTb B OMbiTe OTMe-
YeHa Yy LWpULbl 3anpoKuHyToil — Amaranthus
retroflexus (L.).

CopaepxaHue NMUTMEHTOB B NNCTBAX LWMpULibI
3aMPOKVHYTON NPY MAHIMANbHON MAOTHOCTM NPO-
13pacTaHiA COPHOMONEBOrO KOMMOHEHTa Ha eau-
Huue nnowapn — 1,23 u 0,36 Mr/r, KapoTHa —
0,71 mr/r (puc.2).

YpoBeHb xnopodunna «a» npu MaKkcumanb-
HOW MIOTHOCTW pasMelLeHNs PacTeHWin Ha eau-
HuLe niowaan cokpatunca B 1,85 pasa B cpas-
HEHUM C YPOBHEM MUTMEHTa MPU MUHUMANbHON
33aCOPEHHOCTM. TakuM 06pa3om, C poCToM MNOTHO-
CTW pa3MelLeHNA COpHbIX PaCTeHNIA COfepXaHne
NUrMEHTOB B INCTbAX KaneHAynbl NeKapCcTBeHHON
COKPALLAETCA, 3TO BMOCNEACTBUM OKaXeT BMAHNE
Ha KOHKYPEHTOCMOCOBHOCTb pacTeHNiA.

PocT UMCNEHHOCTI COPHOMONEBOrO KOMMOHEH-
Ta ¢ 5 40 320 WT/M? OKa3blBaET BAMAHME Ha Maccy
OfIHOTO K3eMnNApa COPHOTo pacTeHna (puc.3).

International agricultural journal. Vol. 66, No. 1 (391). 2023

calendula officinalis (variety Solnechny luch) (2020-2022)

Macca 1 3k3emnnapa COpPHOro pacTeHuA Ha
dOHE MMHUManNbHON 3acopeHHocTn 43,1 T, C po-
CTOM MNOTHOCTW 3TOT MOKa3aTeNb CHIXAETCA:
11,3 r unn B 3,8 pasa. lpn 3TOM BO3AYLLHO-CYXaA
Macca COPHOMONEBOrO KOMMOHEHTa BO3pacTaeT
B 16,8 pa3a. CopHOMoneBol KOMNOHEHT OKa3an yr-
HeTaloLLee [eliCTBIE Ha POCT PaCTeHNI KaneHaynb
nexkapctBeHHoi. CMOAENMPOoBaHbl 2 BIAA KOHKY-
PeHLMU: BHYTPUBM0BAA 1 MexBUL0BaA [5, 11, 14].

YpoXalHOCTb ~ KaneHfynbl  NeKapCTBEHHOM
(copt ConHeuHbli1 nyy) coctasuna 0,67-1,56 T/ra cy-
XVX UBETOB (Tabn.1, puc. 4).

YpoxaiHOCTb Ha KoHTpone 3a nepuog 2020-
2022 rr. — 1,56 T/ra Cyxux UBETOB KaneHaynbl ne-
KapcTBeHHOM. C pOCTOM MNOTHOCTI pa3meLLeHuA
COPHbIX PacTeHWi1 Ha eAyHMLIE MNOLAAN YPOXali-
HOCTb CHU3uUnacb o 0,67 T/ra, notepu BOCTUr-
n 57,1%, TO ecTb noTepu ypoxaAa BO3pacTalT
B 4,2 pasa.

MoxHo cpenaTb BbIBOJ O BbICOKOW YyBCTBU-
TENbHOCTU KyNbTYpbl K COBMECTHOMY Npou3pacTa-
HWIO C COPHBIM KOMMOHEHTOM arpoLieHo3a.

Cnepytowym 3Tanom  1CCnefoBaHUA  CTano
onpefeneHie KpUTUYeCKoro neproga BPefoHOC-
HOCT COPHOMONEBOTO KOMMOHEHTa B MOCeBax Ka-
NeHAyNbl NeKapCTBEHHOI 1 N3yYeHe BO3MOXHO-
CTM COKpaLLeHMA ero NpoAoIKUTENbHOCTI (pUC.5).

lpaduyeckn onpefeneHHbIn  KPUTUYECKMIA
neprog BPeAOHOCHOCTI COPHbIX PacTeHNi B Mo-
ceBax Kanenpynbl nekapctBerHom (copt ConHey-
HbII yy) cOCTaBMA 26 fiHE C MOMEHTa NOABNEHMA
BcxogoB [10, 12].

B uenAx cokpalieHnss NpOfoOMKMTENbHOCTH
KPUTMYECKOTO Nepuofa BPedoHOCHOCTA COPHbIX
pacTeHuMii NpoBefieHa npeanoceHas obpaboTka
CemAH KaneHaynbl nekapcrteeHHon 0,1% BOAHbIM
pacTBopom rymata Kanua-80. Pesynbratel ombiTa
MoKa3aHbl Ha PUCYHKe 6.

O6nactb npuMeHeHuUA pesynbratoB. ony-
YeHHble pe3ynbTaTbl HeO6XOAUMbI MU paspaboT-
Ke Hay4HO-000CHOBaHHbIX Mep 60pbbbl C COpHOI
PacTUTENbHOCTbIO B YCIIOBUAX FOPHOV 30HbI Pecny-
6nmku CeepHasn OceTnsi-AnaHus.

Tabuua 1. BAMAHUE YMCAEHHOCTM COPHBIX PACTEHMUiA
Ha YPOKaNHOCTb CYXMX LiBETOB KaNEHAYbI
NeKapcTBeHHoi (2020-2022 rr.)

Table 1. The influence of the number of weeds

on the yield of dry flowers of calendula officinalis
(2020-2022)

Yucneu- - Motepu
ey YpoxaitHoctb, T/ra YpoKan

COPHAKOB

B nocese | 2020 | 2021 | 2022 | cp. | t/ra | %
Moces
unctbiior | 1,38 | 1,61 | 1,69 | 1,56 - -
COPHAKOB
5 wr/m? 1,28 | 135 | 1,42 | 1,35 | 0,21 | 13,5
10wr/m? | 1,23 | 1,25 | 1,36 | 1,28 | 0,28 | 18,0
20wr/m? | 1,11 | 1,16 | 1,24 | 1,17 | 0,39 | 25,0
40 wr/m* | 0,96 | 1,03 | 1,10 | 1,03 | 0,53 | 34,0
80 wr/m? | 0,87 | 0,80 | 0,76 | 0,81 | 0,75 | 48,1
160 wr/m? | 0,68 | 0,75 | 0,79 | 0,74 | 0,82 | 52,6
320 wr/m? | 0,62 | 0,66 | 0,73 | 0,67 | 0,89 | 57,1
HCP,, 7/ra| 0,08 | 0,06 | 0,11

BbiBopgp!. B xofe npoBeAeHHbIX NCCefoBaHNin
YCTaHOBNIEHO, YTO C POCTOM MIOTHOCTU pa3melle-
HWA PacTeHWNd Ha efHNLEe NAOWAAM NoceBa Ka-
NeHaynbl NekapcTBeHHon 0T 5 4o 320 wT/m? Bo3-
AYLIHO-CyXas Macca COPHbIX PaCTeHNil BO3pacTaeT
B 16,8 pasa. C yBennyeHnem naoTHOCTI pa3meLLie-
HNA 3NEMEHTOB arpoLieHo3a KaneHpymbl nekap-
cTBeHHON, copT CONMHEYHbIN NyY B YCNOBUAX rOp-
Hol1 30Hbl Pecnybnuku CesepHas Ocetus-AnaHus
notepu ypoxasa gocturaiot 57,1%. Kputnuecknin
nepuog BPEFOHOCHOCTU COPHOMONEBOrO KOMMO-
HeHTa B MoceBe KaneHaymbl NeKapcTBEHHON —
nepBble 27 JHell C MOMeHTa NOABNEHUA BCXOAOB.
MpeanocesHas 06paboTka cemaH 0,1% BOAHbIM
pacTBOpoM rymata Kanua-80 no3onser Cokpa-
TUTb NPOAOMKMTENBHOCTb KPUTUYECKOTO Nepio-
[a BPeAOHOCHOCTY COPHbIX pacTeHuin 10 17 aHen,
4YTO MO3BOANT 3HAUNTENBHO NOBLICUTL NPOAYKTUB-
HOCTb NoCeBa.
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PucyHOK 5. KpuTHUecKne neproabl BpEAOHOCHOCTU COPHBIX PacTeHMil B nocesax
KaneHaynbl NiekapcTeeHHoi (copT ConHeuHblii nyu) (2020-2022 rr.)
Figure 5. Critical periods of weed damage in crops of calendula officinalis (variety

Sunny ray) (2020-2022)
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