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BrjimB CXeMm CAOIHHA HA
3BEPEXXEHICTb Alt4g CyHmul

AHOTauiqa. Y ctaTTi npeacTtaBneHi pe3ynbTaTn AOoCNiAXEHHS Pi3UMYHMX NOKa3HUKIB AKOCTI, BTpaT Macu Ta BMXOA4Y TOBapHOI
npoaykuii Arig cyHuui coptie MNonka Ta lerac ynpogoBX X0N0A4MbHOFO 36epiraHHA 3aneXHOo Big cxeMu cafiHHA 3a ix
BUPOLLYBaHHSA: CcTpiukoBot 80+25x35 cM (KOHTPO/b) Ta CMyrow wupuHoto 90 cm. Aroau 36epirann NpoTaArom Bocbmu f4ib 3a
Temnepatypu 0 £+ 1°C i BigHOCHOT BonorocTi noBiTpa 90-95%. BcTtaHOBMEHO, WO cepefHsa mMaca frig, BUPOLEHUX 3a CXEMOIO
80+25x35 cm Ha 3,3-3,6 1, a 06'em Ha 3,8-5,7 cmM3 nepeBULLNAN aHasOrivYHi NOKa3HUKU ATi4 BUPOLWEHUX cMyrot. lNycTuHa
Aria, BUPOLEHUX cMyrot 6yna Ha 6,5-13,8% 6inblWwO NMPOTU KOHTPOJO. BTpaTm macu cyHuui dyepes Bicim Ai6 36epiraHHA
cknann 5,7-7,7%, npuvyomy, y fArig BUPOLEHUNX CTPIYKOBOK CXEMOK CafiHHA BOHWM 6ynu Buwmumun Ha 0,8-1,4%.

Arogn cyHuui, WO BUpPOLWEHI cMyro mMalTb Ha 3,4 Ta 15,0 % BuwUi BUXig TOBapHOI NpoAyKLUil, NPOTU BUPOLLEHUX 3a
CTPiYKOBOI cxeMow. Po3mip TexHiYHOro 6paky y BKasaHuUx BapiaHTax gocnigy cknagas 30,4-30,5%, npotmn 33,8-45,5% Ha
KOHTpPOI.

Kniouoei cnoea: cyHuusa, 36epiraHHa, cepefHsa maca, BTpaTvi, ToBapHa NpoaykKLuis.
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KaHomaat cenbCKOXO03SANCTBEHHbIX HayK, AOLEeHT Kadeapbl TEXHOMOMMN XpaHeHUsa 1 nepepaboTKu NAoA0B U OBOLLEl
YMaHCKNi HaunoHanbHbI YHUBEPCUTET cafoBOACTBa

BIANAHWE CXEM MNMOCAOAKN HA COXPAHAEMOCTb Aroad 3eM/J1IAHNKWM

AHHOTaumnna. B cTaTbe npeacTasBfieHbl pe3ynbTaTbl UccnefoBaHuMa (GU3NYECKUX MokasaTenen kadecrtBa, NoTepb Macchbl U
BbIXO4a TOBAPHOW MPOAYKLMUWN Aroj 3eMNSAHUKWN copToB lonka n lNerac B TeyeHue XON0AUbHOINO0 XpaHeHUs B 3aBUCUMOCTU
OT CXeMbl MocajKu npu BblpawmBaHun: nNeHTouHorn 80 + 25x35 cm (KOHTPO/Ib) M MOA0CON WupuHowm 90 cMm. Aroabl XpaHuUan B
TeyeHne BOCbMW CYTOK npu TemnepaTtype O = 1°C n OTHOCUTENbHOW BaXHOCTU BOo3ayxa 90-95%. YcTaHOBMIEHO, 4TO cpeaHsas
Macca frof, BblpalieHHbIX no cxeme 80 +25x35cm Ha 3,3-3,6 1, a 06bem Ha 3,8-5,7 cmM3npeBbICUAN aHANIOTMYHbIE NoKasaTenun
Arof BblpalleHHbIX Nosocol. MNOTHOCTbL Arog, BblpaleHHbIX N00col 6blna Ha 6,5-13,8% BbilWwe NPOTMB KOHTpPoNs. MoTepun
Macchbl 3eMNSHWKM Yepe3 BOCEMb CYTOK XpaHeHus coctaBunu 5,7-7,7%, npuyem, y Arof, BblpalleHHbIX MO IEHTOYHO! cxeme
nocagkm oHu 6bin Bbiwe Ha 0,8-1,4%.

Arogbl 3eMMISAHUKU, BblpalleHHble nNonoco nmekT Ha 3,4 n 15,0% Bbiwe BbIXO4 TOBAPHOW NMpoayKunumn, NpPoTUB BblipalleHHbIX
no NIeHTOYHOM cxeme. Pa3mep TexXHMYECcKOro 6paka B yKa3aHHblIX BapmaHTax onbita coctaBnsan 30,4-30,5%, npotms 33,8-
45,5% Ha KoHTpone.

Kniouyesble cnosa: 3eM/siHMKa, XpaHeHue, cpefHssa Macca, notepu, ToBapHas rMpoaykKuus.
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EFFECT OF PLANTING SCHEME ON STORING OF STRAWBERRIES

Abstract. The article is devoted to the results of the study of physical quality parameters, weight loss and the production
yield of strawberries of Polka and Pegas varieties during refrigeration storage, depending on the scheme ofplanting on their
cultivation: banded arrangement 80+25x35 cm (control) and band with width of 90 cm. The berries are kept for eight days
at a temperature of 0 = 1°C and a relative humidity of 90-95%. It was established that the average weight of berries grown
on the scheme 80+25x35 cm to 3,3-3,6 g and 3,8-5,7 cm3in volume surpassed the indices of grapes grown with banded
arrangement. However, the density of berries grown with banded arrangement was 6,5-13,8% more than in the control.
The average weight and volume of berries of Polka variety depending on planting scheme, was less than similar indices of
strawberries of Pegasus variety in 1,6-1,8 times.

During the first day of storing strawberries lost from 0,5 to 0,9% of its weight, depending on the variety of plants and
planting schemes. With increasing of period of life of berries the loss of mass raised gradually and in eight days it reached
the level of 5,7-7,7%. Moreover, the strawberries grown on tape scheme they were higher in 0,8-1,4%, due to their higher
average weight and volume and, consequently, surface evaporation. The difference in weight loss between the varieties of
strawberries was not statistically significant.

Product analysis of strawberries at the end of the storage period has shown that berries grown band with 3,4 and 15,0%
higher yield marketable products grown on banded arrangement against the scheme. The amount of technical shortages
in these embodiments experiment made 30,4-30,5% vs. 33,8-45,5% under control. Higher loss of weight that found in
strawberries grown on tape scheme contributed to a significant loss of tissue turgor and fresh signs that affected the amount
of technical defects. Strawberries of Pegas variety grown with tape scheme had significantly higher yield of marketable
products.

Keywords: strawberry, storage, the average weight loss, marketable products.

MocTtaHoBKa npo6aemu. CyHuus - Hanbinbw nonynsp- CyyacHe BUPOGHULTBO Arig cyHULUi nepegbayae 3acTocy-

Ha i UiHHa fArigHa Ky/nbTypa B YKpaiHi 3aBASKM BUCOKUM CMa-
KOBMM BNacTMBOCTAM fArig, WBUAKOMAIAHOCTI, HeBubGarnm-
BOCTi [0 YMOB BUPOLWYBaHHA Ta BUCOKIA BpPOXAaMHOCTI.
Arogn cyHuui 6araTi Ha LyKpW, OpraHiyHi KNUCNOTW, BiTaMiHu,
MiHepasbHi pe4yoBMHU Ta peHoNbHI cnonykn [1].
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BaHHS IHTEHCUMBHMX TEXHOJIOTi/Ai BUPOLLYBaHHA efleMeHTamu
AKNX € YLWiIbHEHI CXeMM cafliHHSA, Pi3Hi cNocobn MynbyyBaHHSA
rpyHTy [2, 3, 4], cKopouyeHa poTauis HacagxeHb [5], Buco-
KWUIi arpohoH Ta BUCOKOMPOAYKTUBHI copTu. Lle cnpusie 3mMeH-
LWEeHHI0 3abyp'sHeHOCTi nsow, 6inbll paHHiIi NosiBi BpoXato,
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NigBULLEHHIO BpPOXAaMHOCTI i po3mipy nnogiB Ta 3anobirae
iX 3abpygHeHocTi [6]. Bupo6HUYI cucTtemm € BadkK/IUBUMU
hakTOpamu, WO BM3Ha4YalTb MicNA36upanbHy SAKICTb Arig
CYHUUi, Y TOMY 4YMUCNi WiNbHICTb NNoAaiB, TepMiH 36epiraHHs,
BMIiCT MoONipeHONbHMUX CMOoMyK i 34aTHICTb [0 YpaXKeHHs
cipoto rHunno [7].

Tak, 3aCcTOCyBaHHSA YLiIbHEHUX CXeM cafiHHA [03BONSAE
ICTOTHO HapOCTUTU BPOXAMHICTb Ky/bTypun 3a paxyHOK
30iNblIEeHHA KiNbKOCTI  pocnMH  Ha oguvHuui  nnowi  [8].
POCnMHW cyHULUi BUCaXXYHOTb OAHOCTPIYKOBUM cnocobom 3a
cxemammn 80x15, 80x20, 90x15, 90x20 cM., ABOCTPiYKOBUM
3a cxemamm 90x15x20, 80x30x15, 80x25x15, 75x15x20 cm
Ta iH., TpucTpiykoBum cxemorw 1,0 + 0,35 + 0,35 x 0,2 m
[9], a Takox cmyramu wmpuHot 20-30 a6o 80-100 cm, wWwo
YTBOPIOIOTLCA 3a paxyHOK YKOpPiHEHMX po3eTok [1].

AHanis ocTaHHIX gocnigXeHb i Nnyb6nikauii. 3aBaskun
TOHKUM MOKPUBHWUM TKaHMHam Ta BMUCOKOMY BMICTy BOOIM,
AroAgn CyHWLUi BiAHOCATLCA A0 NPOAYKTIB, WO LWBUAKO MCYHo-
TbCA | MUWe HeraliHe OXONOMXKEHHSs X nicnsa 36upaHHA Ao-
3BOJISE MPOAOBXUTM Nepiog ix 36epiraHHA Big 8 go 10 ai6
[10].

B HayKkoBilAi niTepaTtypi HepocTaTHbO iHopmauyii npo
BM/INB IHTEHCMBHUX TEXHOJIOTiA BUPOLLYBaHHA Ha 36epexe-
HiCTb 4rig cyHuui. PaHiwe npoBegeHUMWU [OCAIAKEHHAMU
BCcTaHoB/neHo [11-13], wo 36epiraHHA 4rig, BUpPOLWEHUX 3
My/bUyBaHHAM [PYHTY B pagax CyrnpoBOAXKYETbCA MigBU-
LEHOK IHTEHCUBHICTIO AMXaHHSs, 6inbwMMM BTpatamm macu
Ta opraHiYHMX peyoBuH 3a 6iNlbll HU3bKOFO BMXOAY TOBapHOI
npoaykKLuii NopiBHAHO 3 BMpPOLWEHUMN 6e3 LbOoro arposaxogy.

MeTolo po60oTU 6YNO0 AOCNIAKEHHS BMNJVMBY CXEM cafiH-
HS POCAMH Ha (PI3NYHI NOKAa3HMKK SKOCTI Arig cyHuui, 3Mmi-
Hy BTpaT Macu nig 4ac ix 36epiraHHsa Ta BUXig ToBapHOI
npoayKLuii.

MeToaunka gocnigxeHHsa. LocnigXXeHHA BUKOHyBann B
2011-2014 pp. B X0no0gunbHUKY Kadeapwn TexHosnorii 36e-

MAO4IBHNLTBO

piraHHs i nepepobkn nnofiB Ta OBOYIB YMAHCbKOro Hawio-
Ha/NIbHOrO YHiBepcuTeTy cafiBHULUTBA 3rigHO 3 MeTOANYHUMU
BKasiBKaMu 3i 36epiraHHa nnogis, arig i BuHorpagy [14].

Arogn cyHuui copTiB [lMonka Ta [lerac, BUpoOLEHi 3a
CcTpiukoBOolO cxemow 80+25x35cM (KOHTPO/Ib) Ta CMYrow
wnpuHoto 90 cm, 36Mpanin B CMNOXWUBUIW cTagii CTUraocTi,
oXonogykyBanun, nakysann B nepdopoBaHi MN1acTUKOBI KO-
pobkn macow go 0,5 kr. Arogm 36epirann 3a Temnepartypwu
0+1°C Ta BigHOCHOI BosiorocTi nosiTpsa 90-95% npoTtdarom
8 pi6. BusHavanu cepepgHio macy, 06'eMm, TyCTUHY Arig, npu-
pogHi BTpaTM Macu Ta 4acTKy cTaHgapTHOI npoaykuii 3a
FOCT 6828-89. [lo TexHiyHOro 6paky BigHOCUN Aroan 3
MOripWeHHAM SAKOCTi: PO3M'AKWEHHAM KOHCUCTEHLi, BTpa-
TOlO TYpropy Ta 03HakK CBiXOCTI.

OCHOBHIi pe3ynbTaTu pAocnigXeHHsA. B pe3ynbTaTi
pocnigXXeHb BUABMEHO, WO cepeAHsa maca Ta 06'em 4rig,
BUPOLLEHMX 3a Pi3HMMW CcXemMamu IiCTOTHO Bigpi3HAnacs.
Tak, maca 4rig, Wo BupoueHi 3a cxemow 80+25x35 cM Ha
3,3-3,6 1, a 06'em Ha 3,8-5,7 cmM3 nepeBULUAIN aHaNOFIYHI
MOKa3HUKN Arif BUPOLWEHNX cmyroto. CepegHa maca Ta 06'em
arig copty [lNonka nocTtynanaca aHanoriyHuM noKasHuKam
Arig cyHuui copty Merac B 1,6-1,8 pa3u 3as1eXHO Big cxemu
cafjiHHS POC/NH.

HaTomicTb, rycTuHa £rig, BUPOLWEHUX CMYrow O6yna Ha
6,5-13,8% BuLWOI0.

Mig yac 36epiraHHa Arig cyHuui BigbyBalTbCcA BTpaTu
iX Macu, po3Mip SAKUX ICTOTHO 3aseXuTb Big TpuBanocTi
36epiraHHA Ta cxemu BupoulyBaHHA pocnvH (puc. 1). Tak,
NpoTArom nepwoi Aobun 36epiraHHs Aroan CyHuui BTpaTuan
Big 0,5 go 0,9 % wmacu, 3anexHo Big copTy Ta cxemu
BUPOLLYYBAHHSA CyHUUi. Arogu, WO BUPOLLEHI 3a CTPIYKOBOKO
cxemoo mMasim Ha 0,1-0,4 % Buwi BTpaTu. 3i 36iNbLUEHHAM
TepMmiHy 36epiraHHa BTpaTu Macu Arig nocTynoBO 3pocTasiu.
Tak, uyepe3 ABi o6V BOHW cArHynum piBHa 1,4-1,8 %, a Ha
yeTBepTy cknann 3,1-3,5 %, 3a/1e)XHO Bif COpPTYy Ta CxXemu

Tabnuuna 1

Di3NUYHI NOKa3HUKM AKOCTI Arig cyHuyi (cepegHe 3a 2012-2014 pp.)

CopT CepegHsa maca, r O6'em, cmM3 FyctuHa, r/cm3
Monka (80+25x35 cM) (KOHTPO/b) 10,7 10,7 1,00
Monka (cmyra 90 cwm) 7,4 6,9 1,07
Merac (80+25x35cm) (KOHTPO/b) 16,5 17,5 0,94
Merac (cmyra 90 cm) 12,9 11,8 1,09
HIPos 2,3 4,2 0,03
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Puc. 1. 3MiHM npupoagHMX BTpaT Macu Arig cyHuui nig yac 36epiraHHsa, %
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Tabnuusa 2

Buxig ToBapHOi npoaykuii nicna 36epiraHHa, % (cepepHe 3a 2012-2014 pp.)

CopTt

Monka (80+25x35cm) (KOHTPOb)
Monka (cmyra 90 cwm)
Merac (80+25x35cM) (KOHTPO/b)

Merac (cmyra 90 cm)
HIPos

BUPOLLYyBaHHSA.

B uinomy, 4epes Bicim gi6 36epiraHHAa BTpPaTU Macu CyHuL
cknaganu 5,7-7,7 %. Mpuyomy, y Arig CyHULi, WO BUPOLLEHI
3a CTPIYKOBOK CXEMOK BOHW 6ynn Buwmmm Ha 0,8-1,4 %,
Lo, o4YeBNAHO, MOACHIOETHLCA X 3HAYHOK cepefHbOI Macok
Ta 06'eMOM i, AIK Hacnigok, MOBEPXHEeK BUMNAPOBYBaHHS.
MpoTe pi3HULA Yy BTparax Macu MK copTamu CyHULi He Gyna
CTaTUCTUYHO 3HAYNMOIO.

ToBapHWiA aHania Arig B KiHUI nepiogy 36epiraHHsa
nokasaB ICTOTHi BiAMIHHOCTI 3a/e)HO Bif CxXeMu capgiHHa i
copTy cyHuui (tabn. 2). Tak, Arogy CyHuWUi, WO BUPOLLEHI
CMYrol MarTb BuXig ToBapHOi npoaykuii Ha 3,4 ta 15,0%
BULLNI, MPOTU BUPOLLEHUX 3a CTPIYKOBOK CXEMOI, 3a
po3Mipy TexHidyHoro 6paky 30,4-30,5%, npotn 33,8-45,5%
Ha KOHTponi. OTpuMaHi AaHi MOXHa MNOACHUTU BULLOKO
ryCTUHOI Arif, WO BUPOLEHI CMYrol Ta, O4eBUAHO, BULLOK
iX WinbHICTIO. Buuwi BTpatn macwu, WO BUABMEHI Y Arig CyHWUL
BMPOLLLEHUX 3@ CTPIYKOBOIO CXEMOK CMAPUSAMN 3HauYHIA BTpaTi
TYpPropy TKaHWH Ta 03HaK CBIXOCTI, WO i BNIMHYNO Ha po3Mmip
TexXHiYHOro 6paky. Arogu cyHuui copTy llerac,uo BMPOLLEHI
3a CTPIYKOBOI CXEMOI MakTb iCTOTHO BULLMIA BUXif TOBAPHOI
npoaykuii. 3a pe3ynbTaTaMy TOBapHOI OUiHKM BCTaHOBMEHO
BifICYTHICTb abCOMOTHOrO BiAXOAY Y BCiX BapiaHTax gocnigy.

OTXKe, AroguM CyHuUi, WO BUPOLWEHi 3a CTPIYKOBOO
CXEeMOl0 cafiiHHA 6inbll KPYnHi Ta 06'eMHi, ane mMaloTb MeHLy
ryctuHy. B pe3ynbTarti 36epiraHHAa Arig BCTaHOBMEHO BTpaTtu
Macu Ha piBHi 5,7-7,1%. ICTOTHO BULMMW BOHW Bynwn y Arig,
WO BMpPOLEHi CTpiukoBow cxemot (80+25x35 cm). Buxig
TOBapHOI NpoAaykKuii y Arig, Wo BMpOLWeHi cmyrolo Ha 3,4-
15,0% nepeBULLMB MOKA3HUK KOHTPO/IIO.
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Buxig npoaykuii, %

ToBapHa npoaykuis TeXHiIYHNK 6pak
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