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MeTa. BusaBuTM 3aKOHOMipHOCTI PiBHSA NPOSBY BPOXAWHOCTI COPTIB AYMEHIO APOr0 Y B3aEMOAIT «reHOTUN—CcepefoBuLLEY
3a BUNPOOYBaHHSA B Pi3HUX €KONOriYHMUX 30Hax YKpaiHu Ta BUAINUTW TEHOTUNU 3 NiABUWEHMM AfaNnTUBHUM MOTEHUiaNoOM.
Metoau. 06'ekT gocnigxeHb — 36 COPTiB AYMEHIO APOro BiTYM3HAHOT Ta 3apybixHoi cenekuii. CopToBMNpoGyBaHHA Npo-
BefeHo B MupoHiBcbkoMy iHCTUTYTI nwenuui imeHi B. M. Pemecna HAAH Ykpaiuu (MIN) (UenTpansHuit Jlicocten) y
2015-2017 pp., Ha HociBcbkilt cenekuiitHo-gocniaHin cranuii MIN (HCAC) (Moniccs) ta Ha KipoBorpapcbkiit AepasHii
cinbcbkorocnogapcbkit gocnigHin craduii HAAH (KACIAC) (MisHiyHuit Cten) y 2016-2017 pp. 3a Tpu poKW JOCHiAXeHb
(2015-2017) oTpumaHo pe3ynbTaTi BUNpoOYBaHHs COPTIB y cemu cepepoBulax. [insHku o6nikosolo nnowetr 10 m? 3a-
Knaganu y TpupasoBiii MOBTOPHOCTI METOAOM MOBHUX PEHAOMi30BaHUX G/0KiB, BiANOBiLHO [0 3aranbHOMPUIAHATUX METO-
AuK. CTaTUCTUYHUI aHaNi3 eKCnepuMeHTaNbHUX AaHUX NPOBELEHO 3 BUKOPUCTAHHAM KoMmn'toTepHux nporpam Excel 2010 i
Statistica 8.0. [lns HaouHoi iHTepnpeTaLii B3aeMopaii «reHOTUN—CcepeaoBuie» BukopuctaHo GGE biplot mogens. Pesynbratu.
[Ivcnepciitiuii aHani3 gaHux ypoxanHoCTi 3acBigyYnB [OCTOBIPHi BHECKM Yy 3aranbHy Bapialito cepefoBuiua — 64,64%, reHo-
Tuny — 14,90% Ta ix B3aemopii — 20,46%. HaiBuwow AudepeHUiloBanbHOW 34aTHICTIO (IHPOPMATUBHICTIO) XapaKTepu3y-
Banucb ymosu MIM y 2016 p., HaitHMxdoto — ymoBu KACIAC y 2017 p. HaiiGinbw penpeseHtatuBHumMu 6ynu ymosu MIM y
2017 p. i HCACy 2016 p., HaiimeHw penpe3eHTtatusHumu — y KACIAC (2016 p.). HalisigaaneHiwmmu mix coboto 6ynu ymosu
MIN ra KACTACy 2016 p. Bisyanizauia GGE biplot «xTo-ge-nepemir» fana 3mory po3nofinutu cepefoBuLla Ha ABa CEKTOPU:
nepwuit — ymosu MIN 2015-2017 pp. i HCAC 2016-2017 pp., apyruit — ymosu KACIAC 2016-2017 pp. Y nepwomy cektopi
cyTTeBy nepeary mas copT ‘MIM Muphwuit’, y apyromy — copt ‘Ckap6’. AudepeHuinoBaHo i1 BUAINEHO COPTU AYMEHIO APOTO
3 ONTUMabHUM PiBHEM MPOSBY BPOXAHOCTI B cepefoBuULLax, HAMBAMKYMUX [0 TiNOTETUYHOrO «ifieanbHoro» reHotuny GGE
biplot mogeni — ‘MIN MupHui’, ‘MIN boryH’, ‘Tanicman Mupoxiscbkuit’, ‘MIN Asapt’, ‘Ookas’, ‘Max’. BUCHOBKKU. MofenioBaHHS
faratocepefOBULLHUX COPTOBMNPOBOYBaHb WAAXOM KOMOIHYBAHHA KOHTPACTHUX 3@ FAPOTEPMIYHUM PEXMMOM POKIB i pi3HMX
€KOJIOriYHUX YMOB 3 iHTeprnpeTauield pe3ynsTaTiB AOCAIKEHb 33 CYYACHUMM CTAaTUCTUYHO-TPadiyHUMM MeTofaMu CnpUsE
[eTaNbHilWil XapaKTepUCTULL B3aEMOAIT «reHOTUN—CEePEAOBULLEY, PAHKMUPYBAHHIO i BULINEHHIO NEPCNEKTUBHMX FEHOTUMIB.

Kniwoyosi cnosa: symiHb Apul, ekonozidHe 8unpobysarHs, copm, 2eHomun, cepedosulye, 83GEMO0isA «2eHomun—cepedosu-
we», ypoxatiHicms, adanmusHicms, cmabinsHicms, GGE biplot.

3POCTaHHS UYMCEIbHOCTI HaceJeHHA IIaHeTH [3].
Hasenene morpebye meperismy icHyoumx mapa-

IligBuITieHHA aganTUBHOCTI ClIBCHKOrOCHOAAP- AWM IIOAO IIiIXOMiB Y KOHCTPYIOBAHHI HOBUX Te-
CbKUX KYJBTYP B ACHeKTi 3abesneueHHA HEOoOXil- HOTHUIIB OCHOBHUX ITPOJOBOJIBUNX KYJILTYP i IIPO-
HOT'O PiBHA BPOKAMHOCTI Ta STKOCTiI MPOAYKINII ¥  BeJeHHS BiAOBiIHMX CHCTEMHUX IOCJIiIKeHb [4].
B32a€EMO/il «I'€HOTUII—CEPENOBUIIE» 3aAJIUIINAETHCS JoBeseHo BUIIY IIPUCTOCOBAHICTH I'€HOTHUIIIB
IEHTPAJILHOIO ITPOOJIEMOIO Teopii i MPaKTUKM ce- M0 eKOJIOTIUHMX yMOB, V aKux (abo Habmmxe-
aekmii [1, 2]. V 3B’A3Ky 3 miofajibHMMHM KJiMa- HUX 0 AKWX) Horo crBopeHo [5, 6]. BogHouac,
TUYHUMM 3MiHAMHK MOCTifHO TOCTAalOTh HOBI BHM- YHiKaJbHiI YMOBM pPO3TalllyBaHHA HU3KU CeJeK-
KJIMKU, SAKi 3aroCTpIOIOTBCA Ha TIi CTPIMKOro I[ifHMX yCTaHOB CBITOBOrO 3HAUE€HHA € OHI€I0

Bctyn
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3 KJIIOUYOBUX CKJIAJOBUX YCIIIIITHOI CeJEeKI[iiiHOl
poboru [7].

YHacaigok mocuTh BeJnKol reorpadgiuHoi mpo-
TAXKHOCTI, YKpaiHa XapaKTepusyeTbCA CYTTEBU-
MU BiIMiHHOCTAMHU B 3a0e3MeUeHHi I'DYHTOBUMU
Ta MeTeopoJioriuHuMM pecypcamu. o Toro x,
moromHi (urykTyalrii ocTaHHiX POKiB, HaBiTH B
OOHIiM eKoJIOTiuHif 30HI abo mig30HI, MOMKYTH
3HAUYHO BapiloBaTH SK Yy HpocTopi (BigHOCHO
«BY3bKi» JIOKAJbHI ITOCYXH, 3JIMBU Ta iH.), TaK
i B yaci (3a pokamu). IlpukaazoM mepIIoro Mo-
JKYTh OyTU MPOBEAEHi AOCTiAKEeHHsS BIJIUBY Ba-
piabesnbHOCTI TOKA3HUKIB TrimgpoTepMiuHOrO pe-
JKUMY OKPeMUX Misk(pasHUX IIepiofiB Bereraiii
Ha (opMyBaHHSA BPOKANHOCTI AUMEHIO APOTO B
HenTpansaomy JlicocTeny VYKpaiHU BIPOJOBIK
2004-2016 pp. [8], apyroro — MOBITPSAHO-IPYH-
TOBa IIOCYyXa BECHAHO-JIITHBOTO mepioxy 2017 p.
AK oueBumHUM (aKT BigMiuaeTbcA «3CyB» KJIi-
MaTUYHUX 30H B YKpaiHi 3 miBgua Ha miBHiu [9].

Hasenene morpelGye cTBOpPEeHHSA i1 IOCTiHfHO-
ro TeCTyBaHHA COPTiB 3 METOI0 BU3HAUEHHS
HaltaJanToBaHININX O KOHKPeTHUX yMoB. Bu-
pimajgbHUM I0AO0 OQIIiiHOTO BUCHOBKY MAJIs
OTPUMAHHS IpaBa Ha IOMINPEHHS COPTY B THUX
Yy iHIINX eKOJIOTIYHUX 30HaX YKpalHu € cuc-
TeMa JAEepP:KaBHOTO COPTOBUIIPOOYBAaHHSA, B3MIil-
CHIOBaHA YKpPalHCHbKUM iHCTUTYTOM €KCIePTHU3U
COPTiB POCJIHH.

OgHak eKoJIoTiuHi CcoOpTOBHUIIPOOYBAHHA I
micaa odginifiHol peecTpallili copTy He TiJbKU
He BTpavalTh aKTyaJIbHOCTi, a, HaBIAaKM, iX
BU3HAIOTh AK IIPIOPUTETHI Ha TJIi I1obaibHUX
KJIiMaTUYHUX 3MiH HaBiTh y KpaiHax 3 BigHOC-
HO BOJIOTMM MOMIipHMM KJIiMaTOM, HAIIPUKJaJ
y Himeuuwni [10]. Pesynbratu exoJiorivHmMX
BUMIPOOYBaHb TEHOTUIIIB AUYMEHIO PO3TJIAHYTO
B Hm3Mi nyOsaikamiin BiTumsuHarux [11-13] Ta
iHozeMHUX gociigHuKiB [14-16].

Mema Odocnidxcenv — BUABUTH 3aKOHOMIip-
HOCTi PiBHSA IIPOABY BPOYKAMHOCTI COPTiB AUuMe-
HIO SIPOT0 Y B3AEMOil «IeHOTHI—CEePEemIOBUIIIE»
3a BUIIPOOYBAHHSA B Pi3HUX €KOJIOTIYHMX 30HAX
YKpainu Ta BUOIINTY M€HOTUIIN 3 IIiIBUIIIEHUM
aTalTUBHUM ITOTEHI[iaJIOM.
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Matepianu T1a MeToAMKa ROCHIAKEHD

OG’exkT mocmim:KkeHbh — 36 COPTIB SUMEHIO
sporo BiTum3HAHOI Ta B3apyOiKHOI ceseKIrii.
I KoMIIaKTHOCTI BimoOpasKeHHsS Ha PUCYH-
Kax HaBeJeHO KOAYBAHHS AOCJiJKEHUX TeHO-
tumniB: Gl ‘Bipax’, G2 ‘Tanicman Mwuponis-
cokuii’, G3 ‘MIII Mupuuii’, G4 ‘MIII Canxior’,
G5 ‘MIII Corauk’, G6 ‘MIII Asapt’, G7 ‘MIII
Boryw’, G8 ‘Imimx’, G9 ‘Mipax’, G10 ‘Kosar1ib-
kmit’, G11 ‘Craror’, G12 ‘Kpox’, G13 ‘CsaTo-
muxaniaiscekuii’, G14 ‘Boesonma’, G15 ‘Bceecsit’,
G16 ‘Tanaxktux’, G17 ‘Terpman’, G18 ‘CaTo-
rop’, G19 ‘Jlyka’, G20 ‘Baxymna’, G21 ‘Temioc’,
G22 ‘lloras’, G23 ‘ImkmaosuB’, G24 ‘Bsipeny),
G25 ‘Bitpax’, G26 ‘Bexnec’, G27 ‘Crap0’, G28
‘Tlepa’, G29 ‘Anerpo’, G30 ‘Ilaw’, G31 ‘MozepH’,
G32 ‘Ckig’, G33 ‘Csapor’, G34 ‘Shakira’, G35
‘KWS Bambina’, G36 ‘Brusefield’.

CopToBunpoOyBaHHS IIUX COPTiB IIPOBEIEHO
B MupoHiBCbKOMY iHCTHUTYTi IIIeHWIi iMeHi
B. M. Pemecsia HAAH Vxpainu (MIII) (enrt-
pansHUi Jlicocrem) (2015-2017 pp.), Ha Ho-
CiBCBKill cesekIlifiHO-mocaimHi# craHmii MIII
(HCOC) (Ilomicecsa) (2016—2017 pp.) Ta Kiposo-
rpajicbKifi JepskaBHIN ciabCchbKOTrocmomapchKii
mocaimguinn crannii HAAH (KOCTIC) (IliBuiu-
Hui Crem) (20162017 pp.). Takum ywmHOM, 34
TpUpiYHKUU Tmepiox mocaimkens (2015-2017)
OTPUMAHO Pe3yJbTaT BUIIPOOYBAHHS COPTiB y
ceMu cepemoBuinax. iTsgaHKM, 00JIiKOBOIO ILIO-
meio 10 M2 y TpupasoBiii HOBTOPHOCTi, 3aKJjia-
JaJii MEeTOAOM IIOBHUX PEHAOMi3oBaHUX OJIOKiB
3a sarajJpHOIpUAHATIMU MeTonuKamu [17, 18].
JJia spydHOCTi BisyaJisalrii cepefjoBuilia KoayBa-
au taxkuM unaom: MIIT 2015 p., 2016 p., 2017 p.,
BigmoBimmo — M15, M16, M17; HCIC 2016 i
2017 pp., BigmoBimmo — N16, N17; KICIIC
2016 i 2017 pp., Bigmosiguo — K16 i K17.

Ximiunuii 3aXmMCT MOCiBiB Bif XBOpOO, IIKif-
HUKIB 1 BuJATaHHA He IpoBoguau. Tomy
copmMoBaHUI piBeHb BPOXKAMHOCTI CJiT PO3-
MIAaT AK pel3yJbTaT peaJsiidallil moTeHmiaay
MIPOAYKTUBHOCTI (aJalTMBHOCTI) 3aJIe}KHO Bif
€KOJIOTIUHNX YMOB Ta T'eHEeTUUYHO JeTepMiHO-
BaHOI cTifiKOCTi (TOJIEPAHTHOCTi) KOHKPETHOTO
reHOTUITy 3a mii pisHmMx abioTmuHmx i GioTmu-
HUX umHHUKiB. Haiibinbim moOpe BupaKeHU-
MU 3 HUX OyJM: BUJSATAHHSA — B CEPEIOBUIIAX
M15 i M16; rpyHTOBO-TIOBiTpAHA IIOCyXa — B
cepemouiiax M17, K16 i K17; cuabHUii pos-
BHUTOK 30yIHHKIB XxBOopo0O, ocobsuBo Blumeria
graminis (DC.) Golovin ex Speer f. sp. hordei
Em. Marchal ra Pyrenophora teres Drechs. — y
cepemoBuiiax M15 i M16.

Mg HaouHOl iHTepIperallii B3aemMomii «reHo-
Tun—cepenosuile» Buropucrano GGE biplot mo-
Ienb. XapaKTEPUCTUKY 3aJydyeHOro HEKOMep-
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Breeding and seed production

IilitHOro ImMporpaMHOTO 3abe3meueHHA HaBeJeHO IOTh Aami Tabmumi 1. HafiBuily cepemmHio BpoKaii-
B opuUTiHAJBHINA myOsikarii [19]. HicTb ¥ mociaimi orpumano B cepemoBuIrii M15 —
. 6,69 T/ra, Hattamkuy B K17 — 4,33 1/ra. Haii6ian-
PesynbTatn pocnipxeHsb muii posMax Bapiallii Misk 3pasKaMu BiiMiueHO B
PiBenp mposBy Ta BapitoBaHHA Bposkaiimocti MI16 — 3,11 1/ra (Bim 7,41 mo 4,31 T/ra), HaliMeH-
IocimKeHol BUOIpKM T'eHOTHIIIB Xxapakrtepusy- 1mmi B N17 — 1,62 t/ra (8ig 7,09 mo 5,46 T/ra).

Tabauys 1
YpoxkalHicTb COpTiB AYMEHIO APOro 3aNeXHO Bij, YyMOB BUPOLLYBAHHA
YcTaHoBa i pik (wudp), ypoxaiHicts, T/ra
Wucp Copr MIn HCAC Kacrac X*
2015 2016 2017 2016 2017 2016 2017
M15 M16 M17 N16 N17 K16 K17
G1 |‘Bipax’ 7,46 7,13 5,08 5,56 7,01 4,45 3,81 579
G2 |‘TanicmaH MupoHiBCbKMiA' 7,17 7,05 4,97 6,08 7,02 5,50 4,34 6,02
G3 |'MIN MupHuir’ 7,61 7,41 523 6,99 7,08 581 4,89 6,43
G4 |‘MIN Cantot’ 7,03 7,16 5,01 5,82 6,89 516 4,50 594
G5 |‘MIN CoTtHuk’ 7,10 7,22 4,83 6,44 6,49 5,06 3,46 5,80
G6 | ‘MIN Asapt 7,39 7,38 519 5,85 6,82 5,65 4,15 6,06
G7 | ‘MIN boryw’ 7,34 7,21 545 6,18 6,66 5,68 4,63 6,16
G8 |‘Imipx 574 5,92 4,53 6,27 6,90 4,77 3,63 539
G9 |‘Mipax’ 6,86 5,75 4,21 6,15 7,01 515 4,79 570
G10 |’Kosaubkuit’ 3,40 5,06 3,47 5,23 5,60 4,09 3,22 4,30
G11 |‘CraTok’ 6,44 4,79 4,22 5,46 6,30 587 4,14 532
G12 |’Kpox’ 599 6,12 4,37 5,03 583 546 4,67 5,35
G13 |’‘CeaTomuxainiBcbkuii’ 7,08 5,95 4,06 6,08 5,91 5,77 4,53 5,63
G14 |’BoeBopa’ 6,58 532 4,83 6,28 6,34 5,80 3,50 5,52
G15 |’‘Bcecsir 6,32 4,55 4,59 6,05 6,20 538 4,38 5,35
G16 |‘TanakTuk’ 6,28 4,89 4,42 519 6,32 5,03 3,87 514
G17 |‘TetbmaH’ 6,64 4,66 4,61 5,46 6,70 5,43 4,61 544
G18 |‘CesTorop’ 581 4,47 4,53 5,85 6,13 512 4,79 5,24
G19 |‘Nlyka’ 6,43 4,76 5,08 5,10 6,00 4,46 4,53 5,20
G20 | ‘Bakyna’ 6,88 581 4,55 539 6,11 6,47 4,75 571
G21 |‘Tenioc 7,13 531 4,63 572 6,19 6,29 4,33 5,66
G22 |’Ookas’ 7,56 6,08 4,64 6,73 6,84 5,97 4,23 6,01
G23 |‘IHknio3us’ 7,07 571 4,50 5,82 6,43 5,43 4,83 5,69
G24 |‘Bsipeup’ 6,84 6,88 4,66 6,01 6,61 573 4,53 5,90
G25 |’‘Bitpax’ 6,15 4,78 4,35 4,80 5,46 4,57 4,17 4,90
G26 |‘Benec 6,62 6,03 4,29 5,95 6,43 4,91 4,34 5,51
G27 |‘Ckap6’ 6,93 5,08 4,99 6,11 7,09 6,13 4,72 587
G28 |‘Mepn’ 6,79 576 4,85 5,95 6,72 513 5,01 574
G29 |‘Anerpo’ 7,18 5,08 4,63 6,11 6,95 589 4,32 574
G30 |‘Man’ 7,59 5,85 4,54 6,27 6,95 589 4,04 5,88
G31 |‘MopepH’ 6,12 4,31 4,64 5,23 6,20 4,31 4,34 5,02
G32 |‘Ckid’ 6,70 5,01 4,43 6,24 7,00 5,05 3,74 5,45
G33 |‘Ceapor’ 6,68 572 4,76 6,01 6,67 4,94 511 570
G34 | ’‘Shakira’ 7,48 6,52 4,21 533 7,07 4,31 4,55 5,64
G35 |’KWS Bambina’ 6,59 6,66 4,73 6,70 7,00 522 4,36 589
G36 | ‘Brusefield’ 578 4,92 4,29 5,10 5,95 6,37 3,97 5,20
X** 6,69 579 4,62 5,85 6,52 534 4,33 5,59
max 7,61 7,41 5,45 6,99 7,09 6,47 511 6,43
min 3,40 4,31 3,47 4,80 5,46 4,09 3,22 4,30
R(max-min) 4,21 3,11 1,99 2,19 1,62 2,38 1,89 2,14
HIP, o 0,27 0,35 0,29 0,46 0,29 0,19 0,37 0,32

Npumitka. X* — cepeaHe 3HaYeHHA BPOXANHOCTi COpPTY B cepepoBuuax, X** — cepefiHe, max — MaKcumarsbHe,
min — MiHiManbHe 3Ha4yeHHs y gocnigi, R(max-min) — pi3HULA MiX MaKCUMaNbHUM i MiHIMaNbHUM 3HAYEHHAM Y
jpocnipi.

Nucnepcilinuii aHamis HOKa3HUKIB yposkaii- cepemoBuily — 64,64%, majai 3a cmamzamouon0 —
HOCTi 3aCBiflUMB JOCTOBipHMI BHECOK y 3arajib- B3aeMOJisa «remorui—cepenosuirne» — 20,46%
HY Bapialiio cepejosuia, reHOTHIIY Ta iX B3a- Ta remorui — 14,90%.
emopmii (tab6a. 2). Haibinbira yacTKka HAJIEKUTH
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Tabauuys 2

Pe3ynbTatu gucnepciiHOro aHanisy BPOXKauHOCTI COPTIB AYMEHI0 APOTO

®akTopu SS Df MS F Hactia BHECKY

B Aucnepcito, %
CepepoBuiue 515,07 6 85,83 2117,10* 64,64
[eHoTMN 118,70 35 3,39 83,66* 14,90
B3aemopis «reHoTMN—-cepeaoBuLLe» 163,00 210 0,78 19,15* 20,46

NMpumitka. SS — cyma keagpartis, Df — uucno ctynenis ceoboan, MS — cepepHiit kBagpart, F — kputepiit

Oiwepa.
*NocToBipHO Ha 0,01% piBHi 3HaYMMOCTI.

PenpesenratuBHicTh Ta OudepeHIiIOBaJbHY
sparHicTh cepemoBuiy GGE biplot mozmesi Hase-
nmero Ha pucyHKY 1. JliHiero, 10 mpoxoguTs ue-
pe3 cepenuny GGE biplot, mokasano cepenmio
Bichk cepemoBuil. CTpiIKOoIO B MaJioMy KOJi Ha
HillI TOMiueHO cepelHE PO3PaxXyHKOBE cepeo-
Buire. IlyaxkTupHi JiHii, 110 3’¢IHYIOTH IEHTP
GGE biplot 3 pokamu BUIpoOyBaHb, € BEKTOpPA-
mMu cepemoBuIl. KyT MixK cepeagHboio Biccio ce-
PEeIOBUIIl i BEKTOPOM KOHKPETHOTO CEPEOBUIIA
xapakTepusye Ioro penpeseHtaTuBHicTh. Illo
MEHIIIUHU KYT, TO BHUIA pPeNpe3eHTaTHUBHICTb.
HaitipenpesenTatuBHimuMu OyJiu cepeqoBUIIA
M17, N16 i N17, maliMeHIII peIpe3eHTaATUB-
muM — K16. [loB:KmHa BeKTOpa KOHKDPETHOTO
cepemoBHUINa XapaKTepuaye uoro amdepeHiriio-
BaJIbHY 3JaTHICThb: YMM BiH JOBIIWM, THUM BO-
Ha cuibHimia. Ha#Buirma audepeHIiiroBajbHA
3marHicTh (iHOpMATHBHICTE) Yy cepemoBUIIA
M16, matimmxua — y K17 i M17. IloemmyBa-
JIO pelpe3eHTATHUBHICTL 1 AudepeHIliloBaJbHY
3maTHiCTh cepemoBuinie M15. Bemmumma KyTa
Mi’K OKpeMUMH CEePeIOBUINAMU XapaKTepusye
ix momibHicTh, ab0 K BigMiHHIiCTBH y piBHI mpo-
ABY BPOKaMHOCTI COPTiB AK y IiJIOMY, Tak i 1o
BimHOIIEeHHIO ofHOTO No iHmioro. Illo meHmui

K16

_M15

G10
16

I \ I I
2 (0] 2 4
AXIS153.58 %

Puc. 1. GGE biplot gucepeHuioBanbHoi 3gaTHoCTi
Ta penpe3eHTaTUBHOCTI cepeaoBuLY
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KYT Mi’K ABOMa BEKTOpaMM, TUM IOAiOHiIIi ce-
pemoBuIlla 3a pPiBHEM IIPOABY BPOXKAMHOCTI B
JOCIIimKeHX T'eHOTHIIIB, 1, HaBIaKM, IO OLJIb-
NI KyT, TUM CHJIbHIIIIE BiAPiBHAIOTHCA cepemno-
Bumia. HaliBigmanemimmumm Mixk coboio Oymu
cepemoBuia M16 ta K16.

Ha pucyuky 2 Bigobpaskeno GGE biplot «xTo-
nIe-tiepeMirs. Ha BepiimHax KyTiB IIOJIirOHAJb-
HOl (irypu mnoKasaHO T'eHOTHUIIM, HaMBimmase-
minri Bix ocuoBu biplot. Bouu € Haiikpamumu
a00 HAWTIPIIUMM B OJJHOMY YM KiJBKOX cepejo-
puinax. JIimii, mo BigxomsaTe 3 menTpy biplot,
MIOMiJIAIOTE IIJIOIITUHY Ha CEKTOPHU, B AKUX PO3-
mimeHi cepemoBuina Ta reHotunu. IlomirHO,
III0 CepeaoBUIA PO3IOAiJIEeHI Ha ABa CEKTOPH.
Y mepmmomy — cepemoBuimta M15, M16, M17,
N16, N17, a6o ymoBu MIII i HCIIC, y apyromy
— ymoBu KICTOC — K16 i K17. 'emorunwu, 110
MIOTPAINJIN IO CEKTOPiB 3 IIEBHUMM CepPeIOBU-
IjaMu, BiATIOBiZHO OyJIM IIPHCTOCOBAHIIIIMMI
o HUX. Y TepIIoMy CEKTOPi CYTTEBY IepeBary
Hajg immumuy maB copT G3 (‘MIII Mupumit’), y
apyromy — G27 (‘Crkap6’). ¥V cepemoBumii M16
Bugiseno renmorunu Gl (‘Bipax’), G4 (‘MIII
Caaror’), Gb (‘MIII Corauk’). Coprtu G22 (‘Ho-
kaz’) i G30 (‘Ilaw’) 6yam Ha Jsimii, mo 3’egHYyE

AXIS21888 %

AXIS15358%
Puc. 2. GGE biplot «xTo-pe-nepemir»
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BepPIIIMHU IIEepIIOro i APYyroro CeKTOpiB i TAXKi-
I0Th JO0 MaKCHMAaJbHOT'O PiBHA MPOABY 1X ypoO-
sKamHocTi B cepemosuinii M15. Perrta HOMEpiB,
10 ONUHUMJNCA BCEpeAUHi IoJjiroHajbHOL i-
Typu IMX CEeKTOpiB, IIOCTyHaJuCh Ha3BaHUM
BUIIE Y BiAmoBimHUX cepenosuinax. Coptu, ki
MIOTPAIINJIN IO CEKTOPiB 0e3 cepemoBUII, IIOCTY-
najucd 3a peaJisalli€lo IIOTeHIlially IPOAYK-
TUBHOCTI I'eHOTUIIaM y CEKTOpaX CepeoBUIIIL.
Ha pucyury 3 GGE biplot xapakTepusye reso-
TUNU 3a MOEAHAHHAM CepefHbOl BPOXKaMHOCTL
Ta crabismbHOCTi. Bich, II0 mepeTmHae IEHTP
GGE biplot y ropusonTaJbHill mIoIIKHI, € ce-
PEeIHBOIO IJIsI CepemoBHUIN abCIumcol. ¥ BEpTHU-
KaJbHOMY HAIIPAMIi CepeaHI0 IJd CepemoBUIIL
a0cIucy NepeTMHae CepemHsl A CePeTOBUIIL
OopAuHaTa, sAKa PeNpe3eHTye cepelHE 3HaueH-
Hs BPOKAMHOCTI B mocaini (aganTuBHY HOPMY).
Bigmanenicts reHoTumiB Bij Bici abcmumc 1o
Bici oppmHaTr B 000X HampsaMaxX XapaKTepusye
BapiabeJbHICTL YPOIKAMHOCTI 3a POKAMHU IIO
BiTHOIIIEHHIO O OUiKyBaHOI'O PiBHA HIPOABY B
KOHKDPETHUX cepefoBHUINax. Uumm OauKUe POo3-
MiIlleHi reHOTMOM MO0 Bici, TMM BOHH CTa0iJb-
Himri, ¥ HaBmaku. HaiiBuimia cepenHsa Bposkaii-
HicTs y copty G3 (‘MIII Muphunuii’). CrabinbHic-
Ti0 Bigsuauasuca reHotunu G28 (‘Ilepr’), G9
(‘Mipa:x’), G33 (‘Cmapor’), G13 (‘CBaTomuxaii-
aiBebkuit’), G23 (‘laxaiosuB’). A 3a cepegHim
piBHEM ypo:KaWlHOCTi IId rpyna IeHOTHUIIiB po3-
TaloByBaJacsa OJiMiKUe M0 cepedHbol BpOKali-
HocTi B gmociimi. 'emorunu G16 (‘TamaxTux’),
G32 (‘Cki@d’), G12 (‘Kpox’) Tako:x Maam Bin-
HOCHO BHCOKY cTabiJIbHICTH, ajie HHMKYY BpPO-
JKalHICTh MOPiBHSIHO 3 aJalITUBHOI HOPMOIO.
PanxxupyBaHHA copTiB [0 TilOTETUUYHOTO
«ileaIbHOTO» TE€HOTUNY, AKUU TEOPETUUHO IIO-

0

AXIS21888 %

-1

2

-3 2 -1 0 1 2
AXIS15358%
Puc. 3. GGE biplot cepegHbocepepoBuULLHA KOOPAUHALIA
COpTiB 3a CepeAHbOI0 BPOXKAMHICTIO Ta CTabinbHicTO

ISSN 2513-1017 PLANT VARIETIES STUDYING AND PROTECTION, 2017, Vou. 13, No 4

§ G18
QO ey G31 Gl
S G5\ G!
a2
\} /
N
G10
I I I
-3 2 -1 0 1 2

AXIS153.58 %

Puc. 4. GGE biplot paH:xupyBaHHsA ceneKuinHux copris
AYMEHI0 APOro A0 «iAeasbHOro» reHoTuny

BUHEH pPO3TAIIOBYBATUCH YCEPEAWHI IeHTPUY-
HUX KiJI, CBiIUMTh PO HAOIMIKEHICTh OO HHOTO
copry G3 (‘MIII Mupuwuii’) (puc. 4). OKpim 11b0ro
COPTY, OJMKUMMM BifJ iHIIUX O «imeaJbHOTO
tuny» Oynu remorunu G7 (‘MIII Borywn’), G22
(‘Oorka3z’), G30 (‘ITaw’), G2 (‘Tamicmam Mupo-
HiBCcbKUt’), G6 (‘MIII Asapt’). Pemra copris,
110 IIEPEeBUIIYIOTh 3a CEPEeIHBOI0 BPOYKAMHICTIO
aJallTUBHY HOPMY, BUABUJIN CIEIUMIUHINTY pe-
aKI[il0 Ha YMOBHM OJHOrO a00 KiJIBKOX cepemo-
Bumi. Ili reHoTunm cTaHOBJAATH iHTeEpec MAJisd
CepeoBUII], e BOHU OyJanm HaMOiJIBLIIT agamTo-
BaHUMIU.

BucHoBKM

MopgentoBanusa GararocepemoOBUINHUX BUIIPO-
OyBaHb ILJIAXOM KOMOiIHYBaHHSA KOHTPACTHUX
3a TigpoTepMiUHMM PEeXMMOM POKIiB i pisHUX
eKOJIOTIYHMX YMOB 3 iHTepHpeTalli€eio pesyib-
TaTiB JOCJHi)KEeHb CYYaCHUMHU CTATHUCTHUYHO-
rpapiuHIMM MeTOAAMHU HAJIa€ IeTaJbHIITYy
XapaKTepUCTUKY B3aE€MOJil «IeHOTUII—Ccepeno-
BUIIle», COPHUAE PAHKUPYBAHHIO 1 BUIiJIEHHIO
HepPCHeKTUBHUX T€HOTHUIIiB.

Bungineno coprm sAYMeHIO ApPOro 3 OIITH-
MaJIbHMM piBHEM IIPOABY BpOKaMHOCTI 3a
cepemoBUINaAMM, HAKi Oyam HaAWOAMKUNMUI
IO TiIIOTEeTMYHOIO «iJeaJbHOr0» TI'€HOTHUIIY
GGE biplot mogesi, — ‘MIII Mupuwnit’, ‘MIII
Boryw’, ‘Tamicmam Muponiscbrkuit’, ‘MIII
Asapr’, ‘lokas’, ‘Ilan’.

BukopucraHa niteparypa

1. Xyuenko A. A. JKonoruyeckas reHeTUKa KyNbTYPHbIX pacTeHni
1 npobnembl arpoctepsbl (Teopus 1 npakTuka) : B 2 T. Mockea :
Arpopyc, 2004. T. 1. 690 c.

2. Poiback W. A. MNoBbilweHne afanTUBHOCTY B CENEKLMN 3€PHOBbIX
KynbTyp. CesnbckoxossalicmsenHas 6uonozus. 2016. T. 51, Ne 5.
C. 617-626. doi: 10.15389/agrobiology.2016.5.617rus

347



Cenekyis ma HaciHHULMBO

3. Iparasues B. A. Kak nomo4b HaKopMUTb YenoBeyecTBo. buocgpe-
pa.2013.T. 5, Ne 3. C. 279-290.

4. iparasues B. A., Maneukuii C. W. 3sontoums napagurm Hacnepgo-
BaHMA U Pa3BUTMA U UX BeAYLLAs POJib B CO3AAHUMN MHHOBALMOH-
HbIX CENEKLUMOHHbIX TexHonoruit. buocgepa. 2015. T. 7, Ne 2.
C. 155-168. doi: 10.24855/biosfera.v7i2.56

5. Jiutyu M. N., Kupnuenko B. B., Metpenkosa B. M., Konomaukas
B. M. ApanTueHaa cenekumus. Teopus u TeXHONOTUA Ha coBpe-
MEHHOM 3Tane. Xapbkos, 2007. 263 c.

6. JInTBuHeHko M. A., Pubanka 0. I. 3epHoBi kynbTypu. CTaH Ta
NepcneKkTUBM CTBOPEHHA HOBUX COPTIB i ribpuaie y HayKoBux
yctaHoBax YAAH. Hacinnuymso. 2007. Ne 1. C. 3-6.

7. utBuHeHko M. A. Po3BUTOK nporpam cenekLii nweHuwi o3umoi
m'akoi i TBepaoi B CenekuitHo-reHeTnyHoMy iHCTUTYTI — HLUHC.
Peanizayis nomeHyiany copmis 3epHOBUX KYAbMyp — WAAX BUPI-
weHHs npo0oBosib4oi besnexu : MixHap. HayK.-nNpakT. KoHd.,
npucesayeHa 110-piyyto Big LHA HAPOAXKEHHSA aKaeMiKa-cenek-
uioHepa B. M. Pemecna : ycHa fonoBiAb Ha NAeHapHiii YacTuHi
(c. UenTpanbHe, 20 xoBTHA 2017 p.).

8. Tyn3eHko B. M., Bacunbkicbkuit C. . YpoxaiiHicTb sumeHto
APOro 3a/€XHO Bij rifpoTepMiyHMX yMOB BereTauitHoro nepi-
oay y LleHtpanbHomy Jlicocteny Ykpainu. Azpo6ionoeis : 36.
Hayk. np. bina Llepkea, 2016. Bun. 2. C. 11-17.

9. Irawenko 0. 0., PyaHuk-Iawenko 0. I. Hanpsamu apgantauii
arpapHoro BUpoGHULITBA 10 3MiH KNiMaTy. BicH. azpapHoi HayKu.
2011. Ne 8. C. 10-12.

10. Macholdt J., Honermeier B. Impact of climate change on

cultivar choice: adaptation strategies of farmers and advisors
in German cereal production. Agronomy. 2016. Vol. 6, No. 3.
P. 40. doi: 10.3390/agronomy6030040

11. BaweHko B. B. 3konoruyeckoe coptoncnsiTaHne Kak 3tan agan-
TUBHOI cenekumu aumeHs saposoro. BicH. LJH3 AllB Xapkiscbkoi
o6s1acmi : HayK.-Bupob. 36. Xapkis, 2010. Bun. 9. C. 35-39.

12. ConoHeyHblnt M. H., Ko3auenko M. P., Bacbko H. W. n gp. Mpo-
AYKTUBHOCTb COPTOB AYMEHS APOBOTO B 3KOJOrMYECKOM
copToucnbiTaHuu. 3epHobob08bie U KpynsaHble Kyabmypsl. 2014.
Ne 4. C. 96-99.

13. ConoHeyHuii M. M., Kosayenko M. P., Bacbko H. I. 1a iH. GGE
biplot B3aemogii reHoTMN-CcepenoBuLLe COpTiB AYMeHIo saporo. Ce-
JIeKyis 1 HaCiHHUYMBO : MiXKBiA. TeMar. Hayk. 36. Xapkis, 2014.
Bun. 106. C. 93-102.

14. Jalata Z. GGE-biplot Analysis of Multi-environment Yield Trials
of Barley (Hordeum vulgare L.) Genotypes in Southeastern
Ethiopia Highlands. Int. J. Plant Breed. Genet. 2011. Vol. 5,
No. 1. P. 59-75. doi: 10.3923/ijpbg.2011.59.75

15. Sarkar B., Sharma R. C., Verma R. P. S. et al. Identifying superior
feed barley genotypes using GGE biplot for diverse environments
in India. Indian J. Genet. Plant Breed. 2014. Vol. 74, Iss. 1.
P. 26-33. doi: 10.5958/j.0975-6906.74.1.004

16. Mortazavian S. M. M., Nikkhah H. R., Hassani F. A. et al. GGE
biplot and AMMI analysis of yield performance of barley geno-
types across different environments in Iran. J. Agr. Sci. Tech.
2014. Vol. 16, Iss. 3. P. 609-622.

17. MeTopuKa NpoOBefEHHA EKCNepTU3N Ta [EpPXaABHOTO COPTOBU-
npoGyBaHHA COPTiB POCAUH 3ePHOBUX, KPYN'sHUX Ta 3epHO60-
60Bux KyneTyp. OXOpoHa npas Ha copmu pocauH : odiy. Gron.
/ ron. pen. B. B. Bonkopas. Kuie : Aneda, 2003. Bun. 2, 4. 3.
241 c.

18. [locnexoB b. A. MeToauka nonesoro onbiTa (C 0OCHOBaMM CTa-
TUCTUYECKO 06paboTKM pe3ynLTaToB UCCNefOBaHMIA). 5-€ U3A.,
gon. u nepepab. Mockea : Arponpomu3spar, 1985. 351 c.

19. Frutos E., Galindo M. P, Leiva V. An interactive biplot
implementation in R for modeling genotype-by-environment
interaction. Stoch. Environ. Res. Risk. Assess. 2014. Vol. 28, No. 7.
P. 1629-1641. doi: 10.1007/s00477-013-0821-z

References

1. Zhuchenko, A. A. (2004). Ekologicheskaya genetika kul'turnykh
rasteniy i problemy agrosfery (teoriya i praktika) [Ecological ge-

348

netics of cultivated plants and problems of the agrosphere
(theory and practice)]. (Vol. 1). Moscow: Agrorus. [in Russian]

2. Rybas’, I. A. (2016). Increasing adaptability in breeding grain
crops. Sel’'skokhozyaistvennaya biologiya [Agricultural Biology],
51(5), 617-626. doi: 10.15389/agrobiology.2016.5.617rus [in
Russian]

3. Dragavtsey, V. A. (2013). How to feed the humanity. Biosfera
[Biosphere], 5(3), 279-290. [in Russian]

4. Dragavtsev, V. A., & Maletskiy, S. I. (2015). The evolution of
paradigms of heredity and development and their leading role
in designing of innovative breeding technologies. Biosfera
[Biosphere], 7(2), 155-168. doi: 10.24855/biosfera.v7i2.56 [in
Russian]

5. Litun, P. P., Kirichenko, V. V., Petrenkova, V. P., & Kolomatskaya,
V. P. (2007). Adaptivnaya selektsiya. Teoriya i tekhnologiya na
sovremennom etape [Adaptive Plant Breeding. Theory and
Technology at the Current Stage]. Kharkov: N.p. [in Russian]

6. Lytvynenko, M. A., & Rybalka, 0. I. (2017). Cereal Crops. Current
state and prospects for development of new varieties and hy-
brids at the scientific institutions of the Ukrainian Academy
of Agrarian Sciences. Nasinnytstvo [Seed Production], 1, 3-6.
[in Ukrainian]

7. Lytvynenko, M. A. (2017). Development of programs of winter
wheat breeding in The Plant Breeding and Genetics Institute —
National Center of Seed and Cultivar Investigation of NAAS. In
Realizatsiia potentsialu sortiv zernovykh kultur — shliakh vyrishen-
nia prodovolchoi bezpeky: Mizhnar. nauk.-prakt. konf., prysviache-
na 110-richchiu vid dnia narodzhennia akademika-selektsionera
V. M. Remesla: usna dopovid [Realization of potential of cereal
varieties is the way to solve food problem: Int. Sci. & Practical
Conf. devoted to the 110%™ birthday anniversary of Vasyl M.
Remeslo: Oral presentation] (Ukraine, Kyiv region, Myronivka
district, village Tsentralne, Oct. 20, 2017). [in Ukrainian]

8. Gudzenko, V. M., & Vasylkivskyi, S. P. (2016). Spring barley
yielding capacity depending on hydrothermal conditions of
cropping season in the Central Forest-Steppe zone of Ukraine.
Agrobiologia [Agrobiology], 2, 11-17. [in Ukrainian]

9. Ivashchenko, 0. 0., & Rudnyk-Ivashchenko, 0. I. (2011). Direc-
tions of adaptation of agrarian production to climate change.
Visnyk agrarnoi nauky [Bulletin of Agricultural Science], 8, 10—
12. [in Ukrainian]

10. Macholdt, J., & Honermeier, B. (2016). Impact of climate
change on cultivar choice: adaptation strategies of farmers
and advisors in German cereal production. Agronomy, 6(3), 40.
doi: 10.3390/agronomy6030040

11. Vashchenko, V. V. (2010). Ecological variety testing as a stage
of adaptive breeding of spring barley. Visnyk centru naukovogo
zabezpechennja APV Harkivs'koi’ oblasti [Bulletin of the Center
for Science Provision of Agribusiness in the Kharkiv region], 9,
35-39. [in Russian]

12. Solonechnyy, P. N., Kozachenko, M. R., Vasko, N. I., Naumov, A. G.,
Vazhenina, 0. E., & Solonechnaya, 0. V. (2014). Productivity of
spring barley varieties under ecological testing. Zernobobovye
i krupanye kul'tury [Leguminous and Groat Crops], 4, 96-99. [in
Russian]

13. Solonechnyi, P. M., Kozachenko, M. R., Vasko, N. I., Naumov,
0. H., Vazhenina, 0. Ye., Solonechna, 0. V., Dmytrenko, P. P., &
Kovalenko, 0. L. (2014). GGE biplot analysis of genotype-en-
vironment interaction of spring barley varieties. Selektsia I
Nasinnitstvo [Plant Breeding and Seed Production], 106, 93—
102. [in Ukrainian]

14. Jalata, Z. (2011). GGE-biplot Analysis of Multi-environment
Yield Trials of Barley (Hordeum vulgare L.) Genotypes in South-
eastern Ethiopia Highlands. Int. J. Plant Breed. Genet., 5(1),
59-75. doi: 10.3923/ijpbg.2011.59.75

15. Sarkar, B., Sharma, R. C., Verma, R. P. S., Sarkar, A., & Sharma, L.
(2014). Identifying superior feed barley genotypes using GGE
biplot for diverse environments in India. Indian J. Genet. Plant
Breed., 74(1), 26-33. doi: 10.5958/j.0975-6906.74.1.004

ISSN 2513-1017 PLANT VARIETIES STUDYING AND PROTECTION, 2017, T. 13, N4



Breeding and seed production

16. Mortazavian, S., Nikkhah, H., Hassani, F., Sharif-al-Hosseini, M.,
Taheri, M., & Mahlooji, M. (2014). GGE Biplot and AMMI Analy-
sis of Yield Performance of Barley Genotypes across Different
Environments in Iran. J. Agr. Sci. Tech., 16(3), 609-622.

17. Volkodav, V. V. (Ed.). (2003). Method of examination and state
testing of varieties of grain, cereal and leguminous crops. Okho-
rona prav na sorty roslyn [Plant Variety Rights Protection] (Vol. 2,
Part. 3). Kyiv: Alefa. [in Ukrainian]

YK 633.16:631.559:631.524.85

18. Dospekhov, B. A. (1985). Metodika polevogo opyta (s osnovami
statisticheskoy obrabotki rezul'tatov issledovaniy) [Methods of field
experiment (with the basics of statistical processing of research
results)]. (5% ed., rev.). Moscow: Agropromizdat. [in Russian]
Frutos, E., Galindo, M. P., & Leiva, V. (2014). An interactive
biplot implementation in R for modeling genotype-by-envi-
ronment interaction. Stoch. Environ. Res. Risk. Assess., 28(7),
1629-1641. doi: 10.1007/s00477-013-0821-z

19.

Nemupos A. A.%, Tya3senko B. H.'", Cappak H. A.%, UweHko B. A.3, Cmynbcbkas WU. B.%, Konagenko C. C.*
MHorocpefoBble UCMbITAHWA AYMEHS APOBOTO NO ypoXaHoCTU U cTabunbHoctk // Plant Varieties Studying and
Protection. 2017. T. 13, N 4. C. 343-350. https://doi.org/10.21498/2518-1017.13.4.2017.117727

IMupoHosckuli uHcmumym nwenuys! umeHu B. H. Pemecno HAAH Ykpaurel, yn. LjenmpansHas, 68, c. LlenmpansHoe, MupoHosckull p-H,

Kuesckas 061., 08853, YkpauHa, “e-mail: barley22 @ukr.net

2Hocosckas ceneKyUOHHO-oNbImHas cmaHyus MupoHoscko2o ucHmumyma nweHuuysl umenu B. H. Pemecno HAAH Ykpaursi, yn. Mupa, 1,

¢. OnbimHoe, Hocosckuli p-H, YepHuzosckas 06.., 17131, Yepaura

3Kuposoepadckas 2ocydapcmseHHas cefbCKoxo3AlcmseHHas onbimHas cmanyus HAAH Ykpaunel, yn. LlenmpansHas, 2, c¢. C030H08KaA,

Kuposoepadckuii p-H, Kupogoepadckas 06:., 27602, YkpauHa

“YKpauHckul uHcmumym 3Kkcnepmussi copmos pacmerud, yi. leHepana Pooumyesa, 15, 2. Kues, 03041, YkpauHa

Llenb. BblfiBUTb 3aKOHOMEPHOCTM YPOBHS NPOSABAEHUS
YPOXaHOCTU COPTOB AYMEHA APOBOT0 BO B3aUMOJEACTBUM
«FeHOTUN—Cpefa» MpW WUCMbITAaHUKM B Pa3HbIX 3KONOruyec-
KMX 30HaX YKpauHbl U BbILENUTb FTEHOTUMbI C MOBbIWLEHHBIM
afanTuBHbIM noTeHuManom. Metopbl. 06bEKT UccienoBaHUii
— 36 COpTOB AYMEHS APOBOr0 OTEYECTBEHHOMN U 3apyOexHoil
cenekuyuun. CoptoucnbiTaHus nposefeHbl B MUPOHOBCKOM
MHCTUTYTe nweHuubl umeHn B. H. Pemecno HAAH Ykpau-
Hol (MUN) (UentpanbHas Nlecoctens) B 2015-2017 rr., Ha
HocoBckoit cenekumoHHo-onbITHOM ctaHuum MWUM (HCOC)
(Monecke) 1 Knposorpaackoi rocyaapcTBeHHOM CeNbCKOXO0-
3aicTBeHHoOM onbiTHOM cTaHumu HAAH (KICXOC) (CeepHas
Crenb) B 2016—2017 rr. 3a Tpu rofa uccnepoBaHuii (2015-
2017) nonyyeHbl pe3ynbTaThl UCMbITAHUSA COPTOB B CEMU Cpe-
pax. [lensHku ydeTHoit nnowanbio 10 M2 GbINM 3aN0XEHbI B
TPEXKPATHOI NMOBTOPHOCTM METOLOM MOJIHBIX PEHAOMU3UPO-
BaHHbIX BIOKOB, B COOTBETCTBUM C OOWENPUHATHIMU METOAN-
Kamu. CTaTMCTUYECKUI aHaNU3 IKCNEePUMEHTANbHbIX LAHHbIX
npoBefeH C MCNONb30BAHUEM KOMMbIOTEPHBLIX MPOrpamm
Excel 2010 u Statistica 8.0. [ins HarnsgHoi WHTepnpeTa-
UMM B3aUMOAENCTBUS «reHOTUN—Cpeda» WCMoib30BaHa
GGE biplot mogensb. Pesynbrartbl. [McnepCHOHHBIA aHanu3
AaHHbIX YPOXaMHOCTW 3aCBUAETENbCTBOBAN [OCTOBEPHbIE
BKJaAbl B 00Uy Bapuauuio cpeabl — 64,64%, reHotuna —
14,90% u ux B3aumopgeinctsnsa — 20,46%. Camoit 60nbLIOIA
AnddepeHumpyoleit cnocobHOCTbI0 (MHGHOPMATUBHOCTLIO)

UDC 633.16:631.559:631.524.85

xapakTtepu3uposanucb ycnosua MUM B 2016 r., HaumeHbLuei
— ycnosus KICXOC B 2017 r. Hanbonee penpeseHTaTUBHbIMU
6binm ycnosus MUM B 2017 r. u HCXOC B 2016 r., HaumeHee
- B KICXOC (2016 r.). Haubonee otganeHHbIMU MexIy co6oM
6bi1n yenosus MUM n KICXOC B 2016 r. Busyanusaums GGE
biplot «kT0-rae-nobeaun» no3sonuna pasgenutb cpeasl Ha
ABa ceKTopbl: nepsbiil — ycnosua MM 2015-2017 rr. u HCOC
2016-2017 rr., BTopoi — ycnosusa KICXOC 2016-2017 rr. B
NepBOM CEKTOpe cyllecTBeHHO npesanuposan copt ‘MUM
MupHbiit’, Bo BTOpoM — ‘Ckap6’. uddepeHuMpoBaHbl U Bbi-
LeNeHbl copTa YMEHS APOBOTO C Haubosee ONTUMaNbHbIM
VPOBHEM NpOABNEHUS YPOKAWHOCTM B cpefax, Haubonee
GNMU3KNUX K TUNOTETUYECKOMY «MAeanbHOMy» reHoTuny GGE
biplot mogenu — ‘MUMN MupHeiid’, ‘MUN BoryH’, ‘Tanucmax
MupoHoBsckuit’, ‘MUN AsapT, ‘Nokas’, ‘Max’. BeiBogbl. Moge-
NIMPOBaHMe MHOFOCPEOBbIX COPTOUCNLITAHMIA NyTeM KOMOU-
HUPOBAHUS KOHTPACTHbIX MO FMOPOTEPMUYECKUM PEXUMAM
rOOB U PA3NIMYHbIX IKONOTMYECKUX YCIIOBUI C UHTeprpeTa-
LMeil pe3ynbTaToB MCCNefOBaHUA B COOTBETCTBUM C COBpe-
MEHHBIMU CTAaTUCTUYECKO-TpadUyecKuMn MeTOAaMM Cnocoob-
CTByeT Gonee feTanbHON XapaKTEPUCTUKE B3aUMOLEHCTBUSA
«reHOTUN—Cpefiay, PaHXXMPOBAHUID U BbIJENEHUIO NEpPCreK-
TUBHBIX TEHOTUMOB.

Kniouessble cnosa: symeHs Aposod, 3K002uYecKoe uchnsi-
maxue, copm, 2eHomun, cpeda, 83aumodelicmaue «2eHomun—
cpedax, ypoxatiHocms, adanmusHocms, GGE biplot.
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Purpose. To define the regularities of yield level for spring
barley varieties in *“genotype-environment” interaction
when testing in different ecological zones environments of
Ukraine and identify genotypes with increased adaptive po-
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tential. Methods. As object of the research there were 36
spring barley varieties of domestic and foreign breeding. Va-
rieties were tested at the V. M. Remeslo Myronivka Institute
of Wheat of NAAS (MIW) (the Central Forest-Steppe) in 2015-
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2017, at Nosivka Plant Breeding Experimental Station of the
V. M. Remeslo Myronivka Institute of Wheat of NAAS (NPBES)
(Polissia) in 2016-2017 and at Kirovohrad State Agricultural
Experimental Station of NAAS (KSAES) (the Northern Steppe)
in 2016—2017. During three years of the investigation (2015-
2017), the results of varieties testing in seven environments
have been obtained. Plots with discount area of 10 m? were
laid out with three replications by the method of full random-
ized blocks, in accordance with conventional methods. Statis-
tical analysis of experimental data was performed using Excel
2010 and Statistica 8.0 software. To interpret visually “gen-
otype-environment” interaction the GGE biplot model was
used. Results. The ANOVA of yield data showed reliable con-
tributions into the total variation of environment (64.64%),
genotype (14.90%), and their interaction (20.46%). Environ-
mental conditions of MIW in 2016 were characterized with
the highest discriminative fineness (informativeness), while
KSAES in 2017 were characterized with the lowest one. En-
vironmental conditions of both MIW in 2017 and NPBES in
2016 were the most representative; conditions of KSAES in
2016 were the least representative. The conditions of MIW
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and KSSGDS in 2016 were the most distant against each other.
The GGE biplot “who-won-where” vizualization allowed to di-
vide the environments in two sectors: the first — conditions
of MIW 2015-2017 and NPBES 2016-2017, the second — con-
ditions of KSAES 2016-2017. The variety ‘MIP Myrnyi’ had a
significant advantage in the first sector, while the variety
‘Skarb” had it in the second one. The varieties of spring barley
‘MIP Myrnyi’, ‘MIP Bohun’, ‘Talisman Myronivskyi’, ‘MIP Azart/,
‘Dokaz’, ‘Pan’ have been differentiated and defined as those
with the optimal level of yield in environments being the
closest to hypothetical “ideal” genotype of the GGE biplot
model. Conclusions. Modelling of integrated variety testing
by combining years being contrast in hydrothermal regime
and different ecological conditions with interpretation of the
investigation results using modern statistical and graphical
method contributes to more detailed characterization of the
“genotype—environment” interaction, ranking and identifying
of prospecting genotypes.
Keywords: spring barley, ecological testing, variety, geno-
type, environment, “genotype-environment” interaction, yield,
adaptability, stability, GGE biplot.

Hadiiiwna / Received 11.10.2017
llo2ooxeHo do dpyky / Accepted 21.11.2017

ISSN 2513-1017 PLANT VARIETIES STUDYING AND PROTECTION, 2017, T. 13, N4



