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"Tncmumym Gioenepzemudnux Kyabmyp i

yykposux oypskie HAAH

2 [ncmumym azpoekonoaii i
npupodoxkopucmyeants HAAH
3 Jlepycagruii nodamkosutl yHieepcumem
* Hayionanshuii ynieepcumem 6iopecypcie i
npupoOoKopucmyearHs Ykpainu

BeTtyn. CTteBis — ue oauH i3 Hal-
BiJOMILLMX MPUPOAHIX LyKPO3aMiHHUKIB,
KU OTPUMYIOTb 3 NMUCTSH OQHONMEHHOT
pocnnHu. B Hapogi iT Ha3nBalTb «Meao-
BOtO Tpasoto» [1-3].

OfHMM i3 OCHOBHUX NMUTaHb TEXHO-
norii BUPOLLYBaHHSA CTEBIi € onNTuMi3aLis
nroLli xxmBneHHs. OnTumansHa rycrora
CTOSIHHSI POCIIMH € OOHIE 3 BaXITMBUX

YMOB BUPOLLYyBaHHSA BUCOKMX BPOXaiB,
OCKifnbKM NociB NOBUHEH ByTn cnnaHo-
BaHUM TakUM YMHOM, WO6 iHAMBIAyanbHi
0CoBNMBOCTI POCAMH MO HaKpaLyum
YWMHOM MOEAHYBATUCH i3 3aKOHOMIPHOC-
TSIMU NPOAYKTMBHOIO NpoLecy Nocisy K
uinoro. Ynm nosHiwa Ta piBHOMIpHiLla
ryctota CTOSiHHSA POCIVH, TUM PiBHOMIp-
HiLMm Byae iXHIN piCcT | pO3BUTOK, MEHLUE
Oyae BTpaT nig vac 36upaHHA Ta BULLIOKO
Oyne sKkicTb cnpoBuHU [4—6].

Y4yeHnmMmu BigMivyeHo, Lo 3 arpoHo-
MiYHOI TOYKM 30pYy OMNTMMaribHa ryCTOTO
nocisy abo nocagku cinbcbkorocrnogap-
CbKOI KynbTypW, € Ta, 3a KO JOCAraeTb-
c HanBinbLua NPOAYKTUBHICTL OKPEMOI
POCNNHK, a TaKoX 3abe3nevyeTbCcs OT-
PUMaHHA 3 OANHUL NAOLLi MakcMManb-
HOro BPOXak OCHOBHOT NPOAYKLii Kynb-
Typw. Lle mae 6yt 4OCArHYTO 3 BUCOKOIO
SAKICTIO Ta 32 HANMEHLLMX 3aTpaTax npaui
1 MaTepianbHunx 3acobis [7,8].

BupolyBaTtu cTeBito gk baratopivHy
KynbTypy 3apy0ixKHi BYEHI pEKOMEHaYHTb
3a Pi3HOI ryCTOTU CTOSIHHA (MOCaXeHHs)
pocnuH cTeBii. Tak, y pisHnX AocnigxeH-
HSAX BiMiYatoTh, LLO NyCcTOTa KONMBAETb-
ca B mexax 80—400 Tuc/ra, ane HanbinbLw
ontumarnbHo € ryctota 100 tuc/ra [9—11].

IHWKMK aBTOpaMun BKa3yeTbCs, LWO
Kpalwmm BapiaHTOM BusiBMBCA 45 Tuc/ra
Ta He Ginbwe 200 Tuc/ra [12—-14].

[Npw BMBYEHHI ryCTOTU CTOSAHHA CTe-
Bil B LleHTpanbHoMy JlicocTeny YkpaiHu
3a nocagku po3cazor BCTAHOBIEHO, LLO
onTMMarbHOK € ryctota B mexax Big 80
0o 90 tuc/ra [15,16]. MNpoTte, Ha cboroa-
Hi NUTaHHA WOA0 ONTUMAarbHOI ryCTOTU
CTOSIHHS! POCNWNH CTEBIT MPaKTUYHO He BU-
BYEHO 1 HEAOCTaTHLO BUSABIMEHO B HAyKO-
BUX nyo6nikauisx.

MeTa gocnigXxeHHA — BU3HA4YEeH-
HS1 ONTUManbHOT ryCTOTU NOCIBY Ans Nia-
BULLEHHSI BPOXXaMHOCTI Ta SIKOCTi CTEBII.

[duHamika rycToTu CTOsIHHSl POCNUH CTeBIi 3anexHo Big BUXigHOI rycToTu, Tuc/ra (2021-2023 pp.)

2021 1 70 68,0 66,5 65,0 64,5 5,0
2K 80 78,0 76,5 75,0 74,5 5,0

3 90 87,5 86,0 84,8 84,3 5,0

4 100 96,0 94,5 93,2 92,7 5,0

5 110 105,5 104,0 102,8 102,3 5,0

2022 1 70 67,0 65,5 64,2 63,8 6,2

2K 80 77,0 75,5 74,2 73,8 6,2

3 90 86,0 84,5 83,3 82,9 6,2

4 100 95,0 93,8 92,5 92,0 6,2

5 110 104,5 103,0 101,7 101,2 6,2

2023 1 70 66,5 65,0 63,7 63,3 6,7

2K 80 76,5 75,0 73,7 73,3 6,7

3 90 85,0 83,5 82,2 81,8 6,7

4 100 94,5 93,0 91,7 91,2 6,7

5 110 103,5 102,0 100,7 100,2 6,7

Cepepte 3a 2021-2023 1 70 67,2 65,7 64,3 63,9 6,0
2K 80 77,2 75,7 74,3 73,9 6,0

3 90 86,2 84,7 83,4 83,0 6,0

4 100 95,2 93,8 92,5 92,0 6,0

5 110 104,5 103,0 101,7 101,2 6,0
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MaTepianu Ta meToamuka gocni-
IPKeHHA. [locnioppkeHHA NpoBOAMIY BNpO-
poex 2021-2023 p. Ha gocnigHomy noni
IHCTUTYTY BioeHEepPreTUYHMX KynbTyp i Ly-
KpoBux OypsikiB. 3aknagaHHs gocnigis
34iMicHIOBarnmM 3a Takow cxemoto: 1) ryc-
ToTa 70 Tuc/ra, 2) ryctota 80 Tuc/ra KOH-
Tponb, 3) ryctota 90 Tuc/ra, 4) ryctoTa
100 Tuc/ra, 5) rycrota 110 Tuc/ra. 3rigHo
cxemu gocnigy, B nepiod NOBHUX CXOAiB
dopmyBanm BUXiaHy ryctoTy i3 po3paxyH-
Ky B nepLuomy BapiaHti — 3—4, B Apyro-
My — 4-4.5, B TpeTbOMY — 4—5 pocnuH
Ha ogHoMy MeTpi psigka. CiBba — B TpeTin
Jekapfi TpaBHs, WMpuHa Mixxpaaas 45 cm.

[ocnigxeHHs npoBoAUNM 3a METO-
OVIKO [epXXaBHOro copToBMNpobyBaH-
HS1 CiNbCbKOroCnoAapChbKMX KynbTyp Ta
iHLUMMW 3aranbHONPUAHATUMW MeToaU-
Kamu gocnigHoi cnpasu [17-19].

OUiHKY NOrogHMX YMOB POKIB i OKpe-
MUX NepioaiB 3aiicHIOBanu, BUKOPUCTO-
BYHOUM MOKaA3HMKN TemnepaTypu MnoBiTps,
KiNbKOCTI onagiB, cepegHin rigpotepmiy-
HUM koediuieHT (F'TK) 3a gaHnmMu mete-
onocta «bartneBa ropa»
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[Mnowa nociBHOI AinaHkn — 25 M2,
3anikoBoi — 20 M2, MOBTOPHICTb — YO-
Tupupasosa. CopT cTeBii — «KMiBCbKMN».

Pe3ynkTaTy AocnigeHHs Ta ix 06-
roBopeHHs. 'ycTtoTa arpoditoLeHo3y
CTeBii Ha OQVHULKO NJTOLLi 3YMOBOETLCSA
Hacamnepe[, 3a OAHAKOBMX HOPM BUCIBY
i LUMPUHU MiXPSAAs, BUXIOHOK ryCTOTOMO
CTOSIHHS1 POCIIMH. Y HalUMX OOCHIOKEH-
HSX YNPOOOBX OHTOreHe3y BOHa 3MiHHo-
Banacb HaCTyMHMM YMHOM i NodaHa B Ta-
onuvui 1 (tabn. 1).

BcTaHoBneHo, o 3a BeCcb Beretauin-
HWI nepiod Gyno BiA3HAYeHO 3MEHLLEHHS
ryCTOTU CTOSIHHS B YCiX BapiaHTax gocrigy.

B 2021 poui Ha ycix BapiaHTax Ha 30
poby 6yno BigmiveHo ryctoty Big 64,5 oo
105,5 Tuc/ra, y 2022 poui — Big 67,0 oo
104,5 Tuc/ra, a'y 2023 poui — Big 66,5
po 103,5 Tuc/ra (tabn. 1).

Y pocnigpkeHHAX BigMiYeHo, LLO € Mo-
CTYNOBE 3HMXEHHHA ryCTOTU MOCIBIB Ha
BCiX BapiaHTax, ocobnueo Mix 30-M i 90-m
OHEeM.

BcTaHOBMEHO, L0 3HWKEHHS TyCTO-
TV BigbyBa€eTLCA NpW NOYATKOBIN IyCTOTI

110 Tuc./ra HarmeHLe, a HanbinbLle —
npu 70 Tnc./ra.

JocnigxeHHs BKa3yoTb, WO 3a ryc-
T0TM 100—110 TKC./ra oTpmMaHo BuULLY
ctabinbHicTb Npotsarom 120 gHie. Tak, 3a
100 Tuc./ra B cepegHbomy yepes 90 aHiB
ryctota 3MeHLWyeTbca nuiwie Ha 2,7 %,
ToAai Ak npu 70 Tuc./ra nagiHHSA cTaHo-
BUTb 7,5%.

[ocnimkeHo, Wwo HanbinbLwi BTpaTn
BiAGynuck y nocisax i3 BUXiAHO rycTo-
Tot0 100 TKc./ra i go 120-ro gHA Ymcenb-
HICTb pOCnuH 3meHwmnacs (tabn. 1).

TakMM YMHOM, AUHAMIKa ryCTOTU CTO-
SAHHSA POCHNH CTeBIi 3anexHo Bia BUXia-
HOI rycTOTU BKasye, Wwo 2021 i 2022 poku
Oynu GinbLL cNpuATNAMBI ANA POCTY 1 po3-
BUTKY pocnuH, Hix 2023 pik, i Ha 120 goby
BiAMiYeHO HanbinbLuy 3arnbenb cTesii.

[NpoBeneHi AocnigpXeHH:A BKa3yoTb,
wo 3a ryctotu Big 70 go 110 Tuc./ra Big-
MiYeHO TeHOEHLi0 40 BUCOTU POCIIUH,
36inbLUEHHSs KiflbKOCTI NaroHiB nepLioro
nopsiaKy Ta JIMCTKOBOT NOBEPXHI.

BcTanoBneHo, Lo HanBuLla BUcCoTa
y POCInuVH cTaHoBuna 49,5 cm Ta Hanbinb-

Po3BUTOK pocnuH cTeBii 3anexHo Bif BUXiAHOI N'yCTOTU CTOSAAHHSA (cpa3a OyToHi3auii, 9-4 eTan opraHoreHe3y)

2021 1 70 46,5 36,5 2,8/225 | 9,2/14,3 235 510
2 80 47,1 37,0 2,6/23,8 | 9,0114,0 24,0 530
3K 9 46,8 36,7 2,4/250 | 88/13,6 235 550
4 100 47,5 37,3 2,2/26,1 | 85/14,.2 24,2 600
110 48,2 37,6 2,0/283 | 82/145 24,5 630
2022 70 36,8 28,7 3,5/30,5 | 9,013, 24,0 460
2 80 37,5 29,2 3,2/295 | 8,5/13,0 24,1 480
3K 90 38,6 29,0 2,8/38,2 | 10,2/14,0 23,8 530
4 100 44,2 27,5 3,31450 | 12,8/15,1 30,2 610
5 110 45,8 27,8 3,5/48,0 | 13,5/15,5 31,0 640
2023 1 70 45,2 36,8 3,2/255 | 9,5/14,0 24,8 450
2 80 46,5 37,8 3,4/265 | 9,8/14,3 25,2 470
3K 90 48,0 37,5 3,7/32,0 | 10,7/14,8 32,0 630
4 100 48,7 37,8 3,9/38,5 | 13,6/15,5 34,2 650
5 110 49,5 38,2 4,042,0 | 14,5/116,0 35,0 680
Cepeate 3a 2021-2023 1 70 42,8 34,0 3,2/262 | 9,2/13,9 24,1 4733
2 80 43,7 34,7 3,0266 | 9,1/13,8 24,4 4933
3K 90 44,5 34,4 3,031,7 | 99145 29,8 570
4 100 46,8 34,8 3,1/36,5 | 11,6/15,0 31,6 620
5 110 47,8 35,2 3,3/39,5 | 12,5/15,7 32,5 650
HIP (1. ] 1,3 0,2 0,21/2,6 1,5/0,4 1,5 34,1
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Lua nnoLLa IMCTKOBOI noBepxHi — 680 cm?
3a ryctotu 110 Tuc./ra, a HaMeHLWi 3Ha-
YyeHHsA O6ynu 3a ryctotmn 70 Tuc./ra —
42,8 cm i 473,3 cm? BignosigHo (Tabn. 2).

Y Tabnuui 2 HaBegeHo AaHi Mo KinbKo-
cTi cteben Ta naroHiB NepLIoro NOPSAKY 7
BiA3HA4YeHO, WO B AOCHIAXYBaHIN rycTto-
Ti 70 go 110 TuKc./ra BiA3HA4YEeHO 3pOCTaH-
HS KiNbKOCTI NaroHiB NepLuoro nopsiaky
(39,2 po 14,5 wr.) Ta 30inbLIEHHsI cTeben
Ha pocnvHy (3 3,2 o 4,0 wt.) (tabn. 2).

Bapto BkazaTu, wo B 2022 poui 6ynu
HaMEeHLUMMN BUCOTa 1 NrioLla fIMCTKO-
BOI MOBEPXHi Yepe3 HECTIPUATNINBI NMOTOAHi
YMOBW, a HanbinbLUi BiAMIHHOCTI M Bapi-
aHTamu BigsHadeHi B 2023 poui (HIP.[J
= 60,5 cM? onsi IMCTKOBO| MOBEPXHi), LLIO
BKaaye Npo iCTOTHWI BMMB hakTopiB ryc-
TOTU Ha NPOAYKTUBHICTb POCIUH (Tabn. 2).

OTxxe, Ans cTesii BAapTO Big3HaA4YNTU
ryctoty 100—110 Tuc./ra, 3a skoi BigMmi-
YeHO MO3MTMBHY Bapiauito MiXX BUCOTOHO,
KinbkicTio cteben, naroHamv NepLIoro no-
psOKy Ta 3aranbHOK NIOLLE NNCTKOBOT
nosepxHi. Nyctora 70-80 Tuc./ra npmnsso-
OVUTb 0O MEHLUOI NPOAYKTMBHOCTI Yepes

3HWXEHHS NOLLi IMCTKOBOI NOBEPXHI Ta
KiNbKOCTi naroHis.

PesynbtaTy gocnigxeHb BKasyoTb,
Lo rycToTa POCAWNH CTEBIT iCTOTHO BAMNK-
Ba€ Ha NpoAyKTUBHICTb. Tak, B cepen-
Hbomy 3a ryctotn 110 Tuc./ra— 37,1 1/ra
3eneHoi macu Ta 24,6 T/ra cyxoi macw Bia-
3Ha4YeHO K HaMBULLL MOKa3HMKM, a Haln-
MeHLwi 3a 70 Tuc./ra — 25,8 1/ra 3eneHof
macu Ta 16,6 T/ra cyxoi macwu (tabn. 3).

JouinbHo BkasaTu, wo B 2023 poui
Oyrno OOCArHyTO HalBULLY NPOAYKTUB-
HiCTb, a HameHwy — B 2022 pouii.

BcTtaHoBneHo, wo ryctota 70
i 80 Tuc./ra € HegocTaTHBLO AnA CTeBil
Ta NPU3BOANTL 0 3HWKEHHS NPOOYKTUB-
HOCTi Yepes3 HeJOCTaTHIO KOHKYPEHLLito
MK pocCnmnHamu.

HanbinbLu epekTMBHMI BapiaHT ans
MaKkcumarnbHOro Bpoxato OyB OCATHYTUI
3a ryctotn 100 i 110 Tuc./ra.

3a poku gocnigKeHb BapiaHT i3 ryc-
ToTtoto 90 Tuc./ra (koHTpornb) 3abesneynB
cTabinbHi pesynstatn Ta Moxe byTn pe-
KOMEHOOBaHUM CTaHA4apPTOM Mpu BUPO-
LyBaHHi CTEBIi HACIHHAM, 0 SKOro MOX-

Ha NPUPIBHATY iHWIi BapiaHTy (Tabn. 3).

TakMm YMHOM, NPOAYKTUBHICTb CTe-
Bil IiCTOTHO 3anexana Big gocnigxysa-
HUX PaKTOpiB — ryCTOTU Ta KMiMaTuy-
HUX YMOB POKY.

BucHoBku. MakcnmanbHi 3Ha4eHHA
BUCOTM rONOBHOrO naroHa (~48,7 cm) Ta
nroLi NMcTkoBOI noBepxHi (~650 cm?) 3a-
cbikcoBaHi npn 100-110 Tuc./ra, wo cBaia-
UMTb NPO aganTauifHi MexaHi3Mun poCInH
y BiAMNOBiAb Ha 3aryLleHHs.

HanonTumansbHila ryctota CTOSHHSA
6yna B mexax 90—100 Tuc./ra, sika 3abes-
neyyBara Hankpalli NOKa3HWKM BpoXau-
HOCTI 3ereHoi Ta Cyxoi Macu.

MakcmanbHa BpOXanHiCTb CyXoi
macu (go 30,0 T/ra) cnocTepiranacsi npu
110 Turc./ra, NpoTe 3pOCTaHHA rycToTU MNo-
Hag 100 Tuc./ra He 3aBxau 3abesnevyBa-
10 CYTTEBE 3POCTaHHS BpOXalo.

36inblWEeHHs TycToTuU noHapg
100 Turc./ra xo4a 1 nigBu1LLyBano Bpoxau-
HiCTb, ane BogHo4ac Npu3Boaumno o 3a-
ryLeHHs Ta MMOBIPHOIO 3HMKEHHS edbek-
TUBHOCTI (DOTOCUHTE3Y Yepes 3aTiHEHHS
HWXKHIX ApYCiB POCINUH.

MpoAayKTUBHICTb CTeBIl 3aneXHOo Bif BUXiAHOI NyCTOTU CTOSAHHSA, T/ra

2021 1 70 20,5 15,0
2 80 241 17,0

3 (KoHTpOnb) 90 30,3 19,6

4 100 34,0 22,3

5 110 36,8 245

HIP 1.1 29 2,3

2022 1 70 25,0 14,2
2 80 27,2 15,8

3 (koHTpOrb) 90 28,0 16,5

4 100 29,5 18,0

5 110 31,0 19,2

HIP.[ 1,4 1,0

2023 1 70 32,0 20,5
2 80 35,1 22,7

3 (koHTpOrb) 90 38,5 25,4

4 100 41,2 28,5

5 110 43,5 30,0

HIP . 2,5 2,9

CepegnHe 3a 2021-2023 1 70 25,8 16,6
2 80 28,8 18,5

3 (koHTpOnb) 90 32,3 20,5

4 100 34,9 23,0

5 110 37,1 24,6

HIP.[] 2,3 2,0
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AHOTALIA

UDC633.88:581.4

BMNIWB NrYCTOTU CTOAHHA HA NPOAYKTUBHICTb STEVIA
REBAUDIANA .

CTE®AHIOK B.W., MABJTIYEHKO M.B., ALIEB [1.0., ®YPCA A.B.

Y pocnimxeHHi BUBYEHO BNIMB BUXIAHOI rycTOTY CTOsIHHS (70-110 Tunc./
ra) Ha picT, NPOAYKTUBHICTb | GIOMETPUYHI NOKa3HMKKM CTEBIT B yMOBaX MObO-
BUX EKCepUMeHTIiB. BcTaHOBMEHO, WO 30inbLUEHHS ryCTOTH NO3UTUBHO BNAW-
Bano Ha BMUCOTY Ta MMOLLy MMCTKOBOI MOBEPXHi POCMNMH, NpOTe HagMipHe 3ary-
weHHs (norag 100 Tuc./ra) npr3BoAMIIO A0 KOHKYPEHLi 3a pecypc, Lo MOrmo
3HUXKYBaTU eDEKTUBHICTb POTOCUHTESY.

OnTumanbHi NOKa3HUKM MPOAYKTUBHOCTI AOCATHYTO Npu ryctoTi 90—
100 Tuc./ra, wo 3abe3neyyBano HanbinbLLNIA ypoxaii cyxoi macu (8o 24,6—
30,0 1/ra). 3HmxeHHs ryctotn o 70-80 Tuc./ra CNPUYMHSNO 3MEHLLEHHS BPO-
XaWHOCTI Yepe3 MeHLLY KinbKiCTb NaroHiB NepLLOro NOpsiAKy Ta NUCTKOBOI Macu.
BopHouyac npw ryctoti 110 Tuc./ra cnocTepiranacs ctabinisauis Bpoxato ve-
pe3 36inbLUeHy MKPOCIMHHY KOHKYPEHLito.

MpoTsrom BereTauiiHOro nNepioay BiAMIYEHO NOCTYMOBE 3HWXKEHHS TyC-
TOTU NOCIBIB, 0COBNMBO Y BapiaHTax i3 MEHLLOK No4aTKOBOIO LUinbHicTo. Haii-
BULLA BUXKMBAHICTb POCIUH 3adikcoBaHa y BapiaHTax 100-110 Tuc./ra, wo nig-
TBEPAXYE iXHIO CTiKICTb 4O (DaKTOpIB cepeaoBuLLa.

Cratnctnynui ananis (HIPL.[) £ 6,7) niaTBepavB AOCTOBIPHUIA BNVB
ryCTOTU CTOSIHHS HA OCHOBHI MOP(POMETPUYHI Ta NPOAYKTUBHI MOKa3HUKY.
OTpuMmaHi pesynsTaTi [03BONsATL pekoMeHaysaTu ryctoty 90—100 Tuc./ra
SIK ONTMManbHy ANs MakcumanbHoro Buxogy biomacu, a 100-110 tuc./ra —
[N BUPOLLYYBAHHS Ha 3eMeHnin ypoxan.

Pesynbratv gocnipxeHHs MOXyTb 6yTu BUKOpUCTaHi Npu po3pobui agan-
TUBHVX arpoOTEXHOSOTIN BUPOLLYBaHHS CTEBii B yMOBax 3MiHHOTO Knimary Ta
Pi3HMX 'PYHTOBO-KMIMATUYHMX 30H.

KnrouoBi cnoBsa: pict, guHamika, MMCTKK, LUNPKHA, YPOXKaWHICTb

ABSTRACT

UDC633.88:581.4

THE IMPACT OF PLANT DENSITY ON THE PRODUCTIVITY OF STEVIA
REBAUDIANA

STEFANYUK V.Y., PAVLICHENKO M.V., YATSEV D.O., FURSAA.V.

The study examined the effect of initial plant density (70—110 thousand
plants/ha) on the growth, productivity, and biometric parameters of stevia under
field conditions. It was found that increasing density positively influenced plant
height and leaf surface area; however, excessive crowding (over 100 thousand
plants/ha) led to resource competition, potentially reducing photosynthesis
efficiency.

Optimal productivity indicators were achieved at a density of 90-100
thousand plants/ha, ensuring the highest dry mass yield (24.6-30.0 t/ha).
Reducing density to 70-80 thousand plants/ha resulted in lower yields due
to fewer first-order shoots and reduced leaf biomass. Meanwhile, at 110
thousand plants/ha, yield stabilization was observed due to intensified interplant
competition.

During the growing season, a gradual decrease in plant density was
noted, particularly in lower-density variants. The highest plant survival rate
was recorded in the 100—110 thousand plants/ha variants, confirming their
resilience to environmental factors.

Statistical analysis (HSD[.[] < 6.7) confirmed the significant impact of plant
density on key morphometric and productive parameters. The results suggest
that a density of 90—100 thousand plants/ha is optimal for maximizing biomass
output, while 100-110 thousand plants/ha is preferable for fresh yield production.

The findings can be applied in the development of adaptive stevia
cultivation technologies under changing climate conditions and various soil-
climatic zones.

Keywords: Growth, dynamics, leaves, width, yield



