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Summary 

E.A. Yurkevich, O.S. Voytsekhovskaya. The influence of different tillage systems for biological 
activity and performance winter barley shortrotation of crops in the Southern Steppe of Ukraine. It is 
shown that the highest level of decomposition of cellulose occurs at polytsevomu tillage, minimum tillage 
provides higher biological activity only in the soil layer 0-10cm. The highest yield (4.07 t  / h) was 
obtained in the form using polytsevoyi tillage systems in rotation with busy ferry, and the use of shallow 
tillage resulted in insignificant reduction in yield. 
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