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Mera. MNopiBHANbHA OLiHKA 32 BPOXAWHICTIO Ta aflanTUBHICTIO COPTIB AYMEHIO APOr0 MUPOHIBCKOTO IHCTUTYTY NILEHUL
imeHi B. M. Pemecna HAAH pi3Hux pokis peectpauii. Metoamu. [ocnigxeHHs npoBepeHi B MUpOHiBCbKOMY iHCTUTYTI
nwexuyi imeHi B. M. Pemecna HAAH y 2013-2017 pp. BifnoBigHO A0 3aranbHONPUAHATUX MeToauK. 06'eKT focnigxeHs — 19
COpPTiB AYMEHIO APOro0 MUPOHIBCLKOT CeNeKLii 3apeecTpoBaHuX B YkpaiHi 3a nepiog 1995-2017 pp. [lns xapakTepucTuku
B3a€EMOJiT reHoTUN—CcepefoBulLe Ta AudepeHLiaLii copTiB 3a BPOXKaiHICTIO i CTabiNbHICTIO BUKOPUCTANN HU3KY HaHbinbLL
nowuperux nipxogis: S. A. Eberhart, W. A. Russel (1966); G. Wricke (1962); C. S. Lin, M. R. Binns (1988); M. Huehn (1990);
A. B. Kunbuesckuit, J1. B. Xotbinésa (1985); B. B. XaHrunbpuu, H. A. Jiuteunenko (1981); J. L. Purchase 1a iH. (2000); AMMI;
GGE biplot. Pe3ynbratu. YacTka yMoB poky AOCHiAXeHb y 3aranbHiil Bapiauii ctaHosuna 83,40%. [LocToBipHi, ane cyTTEBO
HUXYi 3HAaYeHHA manu reHotun — 10,65% Ta B3aemopin reHoTun—cepeposue — 595%. Mepwi aBi ronosHi komnoHeHTn GGE
biplot nosicHioBanu fewo 6Ginbly YacTky B3aemopii reHoTun—cepegosulle (85,58%) nopisHsaHo 3 AMMI mogennio (80,9%).
KopensauiiiHuit aHani3 BuaBMB, WO cepepHs BpoxainHicTb (Mean) mana BulwecepepHil 38'A30K Ak 3 MakcumanbHuUM (Max)
(r = 0,69), Tak i miHimanbHuUM (Min) (r = 0,72) ii 3HauyeHHAMU. CUNbHY NO3UTUBHY Kopensuito Mean BUsABNEHO 3 napamet-
pamu: CUT, (r = 0,88), Hom (r = 0,86), Sc (r = 0,82). [lyxe cunbHuit HeraTMBHMIA 38'a30K Mean Big3HayeHo 3 P, (r = -0,96).
Ans Max cepepHiii HeraTUBHMiA 38'A30K cnocTepiranu auwe 3 P, (r = -0,60). Min cunbHo kopentosana 3 Sc (r = 0,96), CLIT,
(r=0,87), Hom (r = 0,84). HeraTusHy cunbHy Kopensuito Big3HayeHo Min 3 Sg, (r = -0,86). Mix aesaKMMU NOKa3HMKaMN BU-
ABNIEHO 3B'A30K Bif (byHKu,iOHaanoro nosutueHoro: o°CA3.1Kg, (r=1 00) W.ilg.(r=0 98) CUr, i Hom (r=0,98), CUr, i Sc
(r=0,96),5°.iW, (r=0,96), W.i ASV (r=0,94), Sc i Hom (r— 0 94) c’CA3,ib, (r— 0 ,93), $?,,1 ASV (r— 0,93) [0 cuNbHOTO Hera-
TMBHOrO: S 1CL|,F (r=-0 94) Sg i Sc(r— -0,92), Sg.i Hom (r— -0,91), P,i CU,I' (r—-O 83), P iSc (r=-0,80), P.iHom (r=-0,79).
BUCHOBKM. CHcTemHa NOpiBHANbHA OLiHKA CTATUCTUYHUMMU i rpadJNHVIMVI NIAXOAaMHU CBIRYUTD, WO BHECEHT A0 [epxasHoro
PEECTPY COPTiB POC/MH, NPUAATHUX ANA NOWUPeHHs B YKkpaiHi y 2016—2017 pp. copTu sumeHto sporo ‘Bipax’, “TanicMaH
Muponiscekuit’, ‘MIN Muphuit’, ‘MIN Cantot’, ‘MIN CoTHuk’, ‘MIN A3apT’, ‘MIN boryH’ nepeBaxatoTb CTBOPEHi Ha nonepegHix
eTanax cenekuiiHoi poboTu copTu sIK 3a NPOAYKTUBHUM, TaK i aBanTUBHUM NOTEHLianoM.

Knrwoyosi cnosa: suminb apul; ypoxaiiHicme; cmabinbHicms,; 83aEMo0is 2eHOMUN—cepedosule; NOKA3HUKU adanmusHoOCmi;
Kopenayia; AMMI; GGE biplot.

IO HaBeJeHMX MpPo0JieM, OCHOBHI 3aBIAHHS ce-

Bctyn

OcHOBHUMHI JBOMAa TIJI00AJbHUMHN BUKJINKA-
MU, AKi CTOSATH IIepe] arpapHoO0 HAYKOI ChOT0-
IeHHs, OiJBIIICTIO MOCHiIJHWKIB BM3HAIOTHCA
CTpPiMKe B3pOCTaHHA UYMNCEJBHOCTI HaceJIeHHS
IJaHEeTH i ajamTallis CiJibChKOTOCIIONAPCHKOr0
BUPOOHUIITBA OO TJI00AJBHUX KJIIMATHUYHUX
amiH [1-5]. Posab cesekirii B cKJIagHOMY KOMII-
JeKci 3aBgamb, AKi caig poss’ss3aTu AJis IIigBU-
mieHHs i crabigisarii BupoOHHUIITBA Cciabroc-
OIPOAYKIIii, € OgHi€I0 3 KJIIOUOBMX. BifgmoBigHo
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JeKIiiHO-TeHeTUUHUX JOCJiI:KeHb — 301i/IbIIeH-
HA TOTEHIliaJly NPOAYKTHUBHOCTI CTBOPIOBAHUX
COPTiB Ta migBMIEeHHA iX cTifikocTi mo mii abio-
TUYHUX i 6ioTmuHMX cTpeciB [6—11].

SumiHp — OgHA 3 OCHOBHUX CBITOBUX KYJIb-
TYp 3a HMOCIiBHMMM ILJIOIIIAMY Ta BaJIOBUM 300-
pom. YKpaiHa HaJeKUTb HaANUOLIBITUX BUPOO-
HUKiB 3epHa miei xyaprypu [12]. Tomy 36ian-
IMeHHs i crabinisaris BUpPOOHUIITBA 3epHA AU-
MeHIO B YKpaliHi Mae BaromMe 3HaUeHHA AK AJIis
IIPOIOBOJIBYOI Oe3MeKu Jeps;KaBu, TaK M y CBiTO-
BOMY acCIIeKTi 3araJjioM.

Huska nmy6uaikariii [13—17] migTBepaKyIioTh,
110 3HAYHa YacTKa y 3pPOCTaHHI BPOMKaMHOCTI
3EPHOBUX KYJIbBTYP OCTaHHIX [ECATUJIITH
IIOB’sI3aHAa caMe i3 CeJIeKITiiHO-TeHeTUYHUM IIO-
JINIIIeHHAM Cy4YacHUX COpTiB. PeTpocneKTus-
HUU aHaJi3 faHmX o(dimiiiHnX BUIIPOOyBaHb Ta
CTaTHUCTUYHOI 3BiTHOCTi, IPOBEJleHNII B yMOBaXxX
Hopsgerii, cBigunTs, 1m0 3a nepiog 1946—-2008 pp.
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30ibIlIeHHs BposkaiiHocTi BigOyirocsa ma 70%, 3
axrux 48% 1oB’A3aHO i3 BIIPOBAJYKEHHSIM HO-
Bux copriB [18]. B ymoBax Yexii 3a mepion
1955-2005 pp. ypo:kaiHiCTh COPTiB IMBOBAPHOTO
AYMEHIO APOTo IMOPIiUuHO 3pocTasia Ha 55 Kr/ra
[19]. ¥ KpacuoydimMcbKOMY CeJeKITiiHOMY IIeHT-
pi sa mepioxm 1961-2015 pp. yposKaiHicTL 3a
PaxyHOK ceJIeKI[ifiHoi poOoTu 30ijbIlIeHO Ha
22% [20]. ¥V mepiox 1983-2015 pp. y Himeuun-
Hi, mounmuaioun 3 1983 p., yposkaiHicTh 3a pa-
XYHOK HOBHMX COPTiB 30iabimuiacs Ha 43% y
Iep:KaBHOMY COPTOBHIpPOOyBaHHI Ta Ha 35% —
y BUpoOHMUYMX mociBax [21].

Grausgruber H. Ta in. [22] B ymoBax AB-
cTpii ominuau 24 copTH AUYMEHIO, CTBOPEHUX Y
pisHi mepiogu. HocaimxeHo, 110 TOUMHAIOUYN 3
50-x pp. XX cT. cenekItiiiHe 30iJbIITeHHA BPO-
sKaHoCcTi cramoBuyio 60 Kr/ra B cepelHbLOMY
3a pik. Condon F. Ta in. [23] mocaimsxyBaau B
TPHOX JIOKAI[IsIX YIIPOMOBXK ABOX POKiB 98 re-
HOTHUIIiB BUKOPUCTAHUX Ta CTBOPEHUX Yy CEJIEeK-
nifiHux nporpamax YHiBepcutery MiHHecoTu
npotrsarom 1958-1998 pp. locToBipHuUii ceaek-
mitiauii edexT Bigsmaueno auaa 11 rocmomap-
ChbKO-I[iHHUX osHak. Mirosavljevi¢ M. Ta im.
[24] B ymoBax Cepbii BusaBuIM, 1110 AJII COPTiB
SYMEHIO O3WMOTr0 ABOPATHOTO, CTBOPEHUX Y
1977-2010 pp., cepenHiii piBeHb 36iJIbINIEHHS
BposkamHOCTi cranoBuB 46 Kr/ra Ha pik. Ortiz R.
Ta iH. [25] mOBiZOMIIAIOTE, ITIO A/ CKAHIWMHAB-
CBbKUX COPTiB ssumMeHIo 3a nepiog 1930-1991 pp.
piuHUII TeHeTUUYHUH e(eKT Ioa0 36i/IbIIeHH T
BPOKAMHOCTI ABOPATHOIO SYMEHIO CTAaHOBUB
13 xr/ra (183%), nusa 6araropamHoro — 22 Kr/ra
(34%). Fekadu W. ra in. [26] Big3HauaioTh B
ymoBax Edionii 3a mepiox 1970-2006 pp. mro-
piuHe 30iJBIIIEHHA BPOKAMHOCTI XapuyoBUX
COpPTIiB SAYMEHI0 3a PaxXyHOK CeJIeKIii Ha
42,96 kKr/ra.

OcTamHiMu pokaMu B VYKpaiHi edeKTHBHA
pisHomJIaHOBA ceJieKIliliHa poboTa 3 SUMeHeM
APUM IIPOBOAUTHLCA B IHCTUTYTI POCTMHHUIITBA
im. B. d. IOp’eBa HAAH: cTBOpeHo Tpamuiliiiui
miriBuacti octucti coptu [27], 6esocti copTu;
[28], waxy dopmu [29], posmIMpIOETHCA TeHe-
THYHE PiBHOMAHITTSA MeTOoJZaMM MyTareHe3y Ta
riopuamsarii i3 saqyueHHAM PigKiCHMX pisHO-
BugHocTei [30, 31]. ¥V CeneKIiiiiHO-reHeTUYHO-
my incruryTi — HITHC HAAH Ha ocHOBi 6araro-
PIiYHMX TEOPETMUYHUX i MPaKTUUYHUX HAIIPaIIo-
BaHb BUBEJ€HO BICOKONPOAYKTUBHI, afallITUBHI
coptu [32] Ta aKTHUBHO PO3BUBAETHCA HAIPAM
IIIO/I0 CTBOPEHHSA TI'OJIO3€PHMX COPTIB i3 moJrim-
IeHUMU XapuoBuMu Aroctamu [33, 34]. Toio-
3epHi coptu cTtBopeno Ha HociBewkiit CIC MIII
im. B. M. Pemecnia HAAH [35]. BuBeneno HOBi
BHCOKONPOAYKTUBHI copTu B MUpPOHiBCBKOMY
igctuTyTi nmerni imexi B. M. Pemecia HAAH
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[86], ImcTuTyTi KOpMiB Ta CiJILCHKOTO TOCIHO-
mapcrBa Ilogmimma HAAH [37], Homembkiit
ACIC HAAH [38].

TakuM YMHOM, SK 3a3HAUYAJIOCA BUIIE, IPaK-
TUYHEe 3HAUEeHHS Mae€ AK BHCOKUM IOTeHIiat
OPOAYKTUBHOCTL, TaK 1 3aTHICTh I'€eHOTHUITY HO-
T0o peaJjii3oByBaTH y B3aEMOJil 3 cepemoBUIIEM,
0CcO0JIMBO 3a MPOABY HECIPUATINBUX abioTHMU-
HUX Ta O6iotTmuHux umHHUKIB [39]. OminmoBaH-
HIO BpPOXKAMHOCTI Ta cTabiJIbHOCTI SUMEHIO
OCTaHHIMHM pPOKaMHU IPUCBAYEHO 3HAUHY KiJb-
KicTh poOOIT i3 BMKOPMCTAHHAM CTATHUCTUUYHUX
napamerpuuHux [40] Ta HemapaMeTPUUYHUX IIO-
Kasuukis [41], AMMI [42—-44], GGE biplot [45—
47] abo moegHAHHA OCTAHHIX OBOX IIiAXOiB
[48-52].

Mema O0ocaidxienv — TIOPiBHAJILHA OI[IHKA 34
BPOKAMHICTIO Ta aJallTUBHICTIO COPTiB AuMe-
HIO s1poro MUpPOHiBCHKOr0 iHCTUTYTY IIIMEHMUIL1
imeni B. M. Pemecia HAAH pisaux poxkis
(1995-2017) peecrparrii.

Matepianu Ta MeToAMKa JOCHIAKEHD

Hocaigxenuda npoBoguan B MupoHiBcbKOMY
igcturyTi nmenwnmni im. B. M. Pemecia HAAH
(MIII) y 2013-2017 pp. BigmoBimHO OO 3araJib-
HONpUAHATUX MeToAuK [53, 54]. O6’eKT moc.ri-
IKeHb — 19 copTiB sSUMEHIO APOro MHPOHiB-
CbKOI ceJiekIlii 3apeecTpoBaHMX B YKpaiHi 3a
nepiox 1995-2017 pp. (tada. 1).

CopTu momepefHix mepioAiB ceJeKIlifiHOI po-
00THU BHCiBaJIM IOPOKY B OOHOMY OJIOIIi 3 KOH-
KYPCHUM COPTOBUIIPOOYBAHHAM, IO AAJIO 3MO-
I'y IOPiBHATHU IX i3 HOBOCTBOPEHUMU COPTaMM,
IOUMHAIOYM 3 OIIiHIOBAaHHSA OCTAaHHIX fAK ce-
JeKIINHUX JIiHi# i TpoAoBKYyIOUM ITapaJjieIbHO
3 Jep:KaBHUM COPTOBUIPOOYBaHHAM. Xapak-
TEePUCTUKY B3aEMO/il TeHOTUII—CePeJOBUIIE Ta
nudepeHIliaio copTiB 3a BposKaliHicTio i cTa-
O0isbHICTIO TPOBOAMIN 3 BUKOPUCTAHHAM Ha-
OOIIMPEHIMNX y BiTUM3HAHIN i cBiTOBil mpak-
Tuili migxonis. PospaxoByBaJjim Taki moOKas3HU-
ku: S. A. Eberhart, W. A. Russel [565] — koe-
GinienT exosoriunoi miractuunocti (b) i Bapi-
aHca crabinmpHocTi (S?,); G. Wricke [56] — exo-
Banenca (W); C. S. Lin, M. R. Binns [57] — mo-
kasHUK mepesaru copry (P); M. Huehn [58] —
HemapaMeTpUUYHi TOKas3HWMKu cTabiabHOCTL
(S,Y i S®); A. B. Kinsuescbkuit, JI. B. XoTu-
apoBa [59] — sarasbHa amanTHBHA 3AATHICTH
(3A3), Bapianca cnenudiyHOl aJaNTHUBHOI
spaTHOCTi (6?CAS8), BinHOCHA cTabinbHICTH Te-
HOoTUIly (Sgi), ceseKkIliiiHA IiHHiCTHL T€HOTHUITY
(CIIT"), xoedinmienT meminiiinocti (Lg,), rKoedi-
nienT komnexncanii (Kg,), mpoayKTuBHIiCTE ce-
penoBuIla (dk), nudepeHIiloBaJibHA 30aTHICTh
cepegosuma (c?[3C,), BigHOCHA AuUbepeHIio-
BaJIbHA 3JaTHICTH cepenosuina (S ), Koediri-
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Tabauys 1

Coptu saumeHto aporo cenekuyii MIN, BHeceHi po lepxpeectpy Ykpaiuu B 1995-2017 pp.

MoxopxeHHs

Wngp Hassa copty Pik peectpauii
G1 | MupoHiBcbkuit 86 1995
G2 | MupoHiBcbkmit 92 1996
G3 | Ues3ap 1998
G4 Ackonbp 2001
G5 | CobGopHuin 2004
G6 | Nepcewn 2004
G7 CoHuepnap 2007
G8 | HOkaraH 2007
G9 | Asrint 2008
G10 |Mcbon 2009
G11 | Xapap 2010
G12 |Tpunonb 2013
G13 |Bipax 2016
G14 |TanicmaH MupoHiBCbKUI 2016
G15 | MIM MupHun 2017
G16 | MIN Cantot 2017
G17 | MIN CoTtHuk 2017
G18 | MIN Asapt 2017
G19 | MIN BoryH 2017

CnaBytuy // MK-42 / Elgina /3/ Rupee
Jlinia 11/21/77 / MupoHiBcbkuit 66
CepnaHok / Georgie

Hockey / PomaHTuk

Hockey / PomaHTuk

Opecbkuit 115 / Magnif 104 // Sara
Vanja / Pavel // Roland

(69703/71 / IctpuHcbkuit 2) + HEC 0,05%
(Severa / Trophee) + HEC 0,05%
(AsumyT / KawraH) + HEC 0,05%

(Sara / Atem) + HEC 0,05%

(KawTaH / Meresi) + HEC 0,05%
Mam'aTHuii / Llesap

3BepleHHs / Amulet

Trophee / Rodeo // Ackonbg,

Adagio / Mam'aTHMiA

Celinka / NMam'aTHwmiA

OkartaH / Hanka

Mpominb / Ca 0010223 // Clara

€HT HeJIiHiWHOCTI BiATYKY Ha cepenosuie (L ),
rkoedinient komnencanii (K ); B. B. Xauriias-
nia, M. A. JlurBurenko [60] — romeocraruy-
Hicts (Hom) i cesneknifinma mimnicts (Sc). Ilo-
KasHUuK crabiapuocTi gaa AMMI mozeni (ASV)
BHpaxoByBaJyu Bigmosimuo mo J. L. Purchase
ta iH. [61]. dna maouHoi iHTepmperarii Buko-
pucraau AMMI i GGE biplot. OcHoBHI mpuH-
nunu rpadgivHUX OigxomiB ommcaHO B HUS3IIL
ny6uikamnin [62—64].

CratucTryHi TOKA3HUKKM PO3PAaxOBYBAJIHU B
nporpamax Excel 2010 ta Statistica 8.0. I'pa-
¢diuamit aHaJi3 IPOBOAUIU 3 BUKOPUCTAHHAM
mporpaMHOro 3abesmeueHHsa Ha OcHOBiI R-mporpa-
MyBaHHA [65].

Pe3ynbratn gocnigKeHnb

Iloromui ymoOBU XapaKTepuU3yBaJaucd KOJU-
BaHHAM TiIpOTEpMiUHMX IIapaMeTpiB 3a POKa-
mu. OcobausicTio 2013 p. Gyyio misHs BecHa 3
noJaJbIIMM PIBKMM HapOCTaHHAM Telljaa. ¥
2014 p. BigsHaueHO CUJBLHI 3JMBU AK Yy IEPion
Bim BUXOAy B TPYOKY IO KOJIOCiHHS, TakK i Bix
KOJIOCIHHA 0 HaJUBY 3€pHAa, IO IIPOBOKYBAJIO
BuATaHHA pocamH. ¥ 2015 p. TakoK BigsHa-
YeHO IeBHE NePeBUINeHHA KiJIBKOCTI omaniB y
mepiosi KOJOCIiHHA—JOCTUTAaHH:A, IIOPiBHAHO 3
b6araropiuaumu gammmu. ¥ 2016 p., HaBmakKwH,
JIeIo BUIOI0 Oyja KiJbKicTh omamiB 0 KOJO-
CiHHS, a B IIePioJ KOJIOCIHHA—IOCTUTAaHHS IIOC-
Tymnajgaca oararopiunim gamuMm. OgHak omagu B
mew mepiox TaKo:k Oyam y BUIVIAML KijsbKapaso-
BUX 3JIUB 3i MmKBasamMu. Becuauuii mepiog 2017 p.
XapaKTepuayBaBCsA IIiABUINEHNMEN TeMIepary-
paMu MOBIiTpA 3 HEAOCTATHHOIO KiJIbKiCTIO oma-
IiB. ¥ 1epios KOJOCIiHHA BiI3HAUEHO aHOMAJIbHi
KOJINBAHHA TEeMIEPaTypu 3 HUIKHBOIO MEKelo
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mo +1,0 °C. 3araJabpHOI0 XapaKTEPUCTUKOIO PO-
KiB mocaimskeHb OyJsia HepiBHOMipHiCTH BUIIa-
OJaHHS OIaJiB IIPOTATOM Bereraril Ta migBuime-
Hi TeMmepaTypu HOBITpA 3 IIMPOKOI0 aMILIiTy-
JIOI0 KOJIMBaHb mpoTsarom aobu. I1logo po3BUTKyY
0lOTMYHMX YMHHUKIB, TO CJiJ 3a3HAUNTH, IO
B yci poku 3adiKcoBaHO IIOIIUPEHHS OOPOIII-
Huctoi pocu. ¥ 2013 p. BigsuaueHo emigiToTiro
cTebs0BoOi ipki. ¥V 2014-2016 pp. 3HAYHOTO PO3-
BUTKY HaOyJaWm IJASIMHUCTOCTiI JucTA (ciTuacra,
cmyracra i TemHO-0ypa), a 2016 p. B3arayi 6yB
emidiToTiiHMM 3a PO3BUTKOM CiTUacTOi IJA-
mucrocti. ITopiBasamo 3 immumu pokamu 2017 p.
XapaKTepu3yBaBCs CJAOIMINM PO3BUTKOM 30y-
HUKIiB XBOpPOO YHACJiJOK IIOCYHIJIUBUX YMOB.
XiMiuHOrO 3aXMCTy IIOCiBiB BiJl ITKOIOUMHHUX
00’eKTiB Ta Oy 3amobiradus BUJIATAHHIO He
IPOBOAMJIA, TOMY OTPUMAaHIi faHi XxapaKTepusy-
IOTh 3JaTHICTh JOCJiI?KEHUX COPTiB peaJiisoBy-
BaTU IIOTeHIliaJl IPOAYKTUBHOCTI 3a Aiil pisHO-
ro MOeTHAHHA a0ioTMUYHMX Ta OIOTMUYHMX UMH-
HUKIiB.

HaiiBuiy cepenHio BposKalHICTh IO TOCHiAy
Bigsmauerno y 2015 p. — 7,08 T/ra, HallHMKIY B
2013 p. — 3,48 1/ra (Tabxa. 2). BapitoBanHa BpO-
KaMHOCTI MisK copTaMu B MeE)XKaX POKY CTaHO-
Buio 1,55-2,84 t/ra. ¥V cepegHbOMY 3a II'ATH
POKiB HaliBUIIle 3HAUYEHHS BPOsKAWHOCTI Big3Ha-
yeno B copry G19 (‘MIII Boryw’) — 6,04 1/ra,
Hanamxue B copty Gl (‘MuponiBcbKuii 86°) —
4,44 T/ra.

XapaKTepuayoul POKHU AOCTiIKeHb AK (DOH
IJIs OI[iHIOBAHHS coprTis (Tabi. 3), moMiTHO, IO
HaBUIIY AIu(EpPeHIiIOBaJIbHY 3IaTHICTh Bin-
sHaueno B E16, mHaiamxuy — B E14. Haii6inb-
IIIOI0 BiTHOCHOIO IuM(pepeHIliloBaJIbHOI 3IaTHiC-
TI0 XapakTepusyBaBcsa E13, matinm:xuoo — E15.
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Tabauuys 2

VYpoxkaiHicTb copTiB AUMeHI0 Aporo pisHux nepioais cenekuyiiHoi po6oTu
B copToBMnpobyBaHHi MIMN

Poku
Wndp 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 Mean Max Min
E13 E14 E15 E16 E17

G1 3,21 4,17 6,27 4,57 3,98 4,44 6,27 3,21
G2 3,41 4,18 6,67 6,25 3,88 4,88 6,67 3,41
G3 1,94 4,43 6,72 5,99 4,53 4,72 6,72 1,94
G4 3,03 4,32 717 5,58 4,00 4,82 7,17 3,03
G5 3,62 4,68 6,73 6,38 3,78 5,04 6,73 3,62
G6 3,76 3,59 6,83 5,95 3,71 4,77 6,83 3,59
G7 3,64 4,72 7,79 4,82 3,93 4,98 7,79 3,64
G8 3,58 4,17 7,18 574 3,83 4,90 7,18 3,58
G9 2,52 3,84 6,96 6,00 4,14 4,69 6,96 2,52
G10 3,41 4,37 6,56 6,23 4,30 4,97 6,56 3,41
G11 3,36 4,34 6,79 6,73 4,82 521 6,79 3,36
G12 3,40 4,87 7,08 6,70 4,52 5,31 7,08 3,40
G13 3,83 501 7,50 7,13 5,08 571 7,50 3,83
G14 3,562 4,95 7,17 7,05 4,97 5,53 7,17 3,562
G15 4,12 5,35 7,81 7,41 5,23 5,98 7,81 4,12
G16 3,67 5,32 7,27 7,16 5,01 5,69 7,27 3,67
G17 3,62 512 7,24 7,22 4,83 5,61 7,24 3,62
G618 3,82 5,45 7,39 7,38 519 5,85 7,39 3,82
G19 4,70 5,48 7,34 7,21 5,45 6,04 7,34 4,70
Mean 3,48 4,65 7,08 6,40 4,48 5,22 7,08 3,47
Max 4,70 5,48 7,81 7,41 5,45 6,04 7,81 4,70
Min 1,94 3,59 6,27 4,57 3,71 4,44 6,27 1,94
R (max-min) 2,76 1,89 1,55 2,84 1,74 1,60 1,55 2,76

HIPOV05 0,18 0,35 0,26 0,28 0,17 0,25 - -

Mpumitka. Mean, Max, Min — BignoBigHO cepefHs, MakCMManbHa i MiHiManbHa Bpo-
XanHicTb; R (max-min) — po3max BapitoBaHHs.

Biusbki smaueHHs 1bOT0 MapamMerpa maau E14,
E16 ta E17. HaBegeni mapameTrpu cBiguaTh, 110
CyTTeBilIa au)epeHIliallisi MisK copraMu CIIO-
cTepirajacsa 3a «KOPCTKIIIIMX» Ta MEHII IIPO-
IYKTUBHMX YMOB Bererailii, HOpiBHAHO 3i cipu-
ATAUBiMIMMHU Ta TpoxyKTuBHimumu. TobTo, y
nudepeHIiamii MUX COpTiB, MOpPsA 3 IIOTEHIIia-
JOM IIPOAYKTHBHOCTi, 3HAUHY pPOJIb Bigirpana-
Ja CcTifiKkicTh 40 KOMIJIeKcy abioTmuHux Ta 06io-
TUYHUX YMHHUKIB.

Tabauys 3
NapameTpu cepenoBuiLa AK HOHY ANA OLiHIOBAHHA
Ta aucepeHuiauii copTiB AYMeHI0 Aporo

Pik d, o23C, L, S,, K,
E13 | 348 0,16 052 | 1621 | 142
E14 | 465 0,05 016 | 11,76 | 133

E15 7,08 0,12 0,77 5,58 0,69
El6 6,40 0,22 0,31 12,97 3,06
E17 4,48 0,06 0,19 12,60 1,42

XapaKTepuCTUKY COPTiB 3a HMBKOIO ITapaMeT-
PUYHUX Ta HellapaMeTPUUYHNX ITOKAa3HUKIB Ha-
BemleHo B Tabiuiax 4 i 5. [[aa spyunocTi iHTEp-
nperalrii Ta mugepeHmiamii 3a KOKHUM ITOKAas3-
HUKOM COPTaM IIPHMCBOIOBAJIN BiAIOBiTHUY paHT
(R). Kpamjomy sHaAueHHIO IIOKasHUKA BiAIOBi-
nae mepmuii panr. 3a OiJbIIicTiIO mapamMeTpiB

Kpalri mokasHuKHM paHriB maau coptu G19
(‘MIII Boryw’) i G15 (‘MIII Mupuwuit’). 3aragom
CcJim BigsHauMTH 3MiHY paHriB OiJbIITIOCTI cop-
TiB 3a PiBHMMU CTATUCTUUYHUMU IMOKA3HUKaAMMU.

Hia morambieHOro aHANidy 3aKOHOMipHOC-
Tell piBHA IPOABY BPOKaHOCTI Ta BU3HAUEHHS
3B’A3KY POBIVIAHYTUX IIOKA3HUKIB aJalTUBHOC-
Ti 3 yposKaiHiCTIO, 3acTOCyBaJu KOPEJIAIiii-
HuU# aHaxiz (taba. 6). CepemHs BpoKalHiCTH
(Mean) maJja BUIIleCepeHiN 3B’A30K, MPaKTHU-
HO Ha OJJHOMY PiBHIi K 3 MakcuMaabHUM (Max)
(r = 0,69), rak i mirmimaasaum (Min) (r = 0,72)
ii spauerHamMu. Mix co6oro Max i Min maam
nomipry KopeJssaiiio (r = 0,50). dyHKIioHaIbHY
3aJIesKHICTh BuABJIeHO Misk Mean i 3A3, (r = 1,0),
IO 3aKOHOMIipHO, OCKiJILKM OCTAHHA € iHIeK-
CHUM BUpasKeHHAM Iiepuioi. TomMy 3HaueHHA
KoedimieHTa KopeJadIii ajada HUX € iJeHTUYHH-
mu. CuIbHy IIO3UTUBHY Kopeaslrito Mean maJa
3 mapamerpamu: CIT, (r = 0,88), Hom (r = 0,86),
Sc (r = 0,82). [lyke cuJIbHUII HETaTUBHUMN
3B’A30K Mean Binsnaueno 3 P (r = -0,96), cepen-
Hill ReraTuBHMI — 3 Sg, (r = -0,66), S (r = -0,55),
S® (r = -0,51). 3arasom, BuIlli PiBHi 3B’A3KiB 3
HOKasHUKaMM BigsmaueHo miss Min, HiK mas
Max. OcraHHA B3araJi MaJjia cepemHill HeraTus-
Hui 3B’A30K Jjuie 3 P, (r = -0,60). [[na inmmx
mapaMeTpiB CYTTEBUX 3aJIE}KHOCTEHM He BiJ3Ha-
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Tabauuys 4
XapaKTepUCTUKa COpPTiB AUMEHI0 APOro 3a NapaMeTpaMu afanTUBHOT 34aTHOCTI,
ctabinbHOCTi Ta romeocTaTMYHOCTI
Copt 3A3, R C$2CA3i R Sgi R cur, R Hom R Sc R
G1 -0,78 19 1,28 1 25,49 2 2,51 12 17,35 12 2,27 16
G2 -0,34 14 2,17 5 30,21 13 2,36 13 16,11 13 2,49 13
G3 -0,50 17 3,35 19 38,75 19 1,60 19 12,17 19 1,37 19
G4 -0,40 15 2,54 16 33,06 17 2,10 17 14,55 17 2,04 17
G5 -0,18 10 2,09 4 28,71 10 2,57 11 17,51 11 2,71 8
G6 -0,45 16 2,29 7 31,72 15 2,19 15 15,00 16 2,51 12
G7 -0,24 11 2,71 17 33,05 16 2,17 16 15,04 15 2,33 15
G8 -0,32 13 2,32 8 31,10 14 2,30 14 15,72 14 2,44 14
G9 -0,53 18 3,14 18 37,79 18 1,67 18 12,39 18 1,70 18
G10 -0,25 12 1,83 3 27,21 7 2,66 9 18,22 9 2,59 9
G11 -0,01 9 2,28 6 28,98 11 2,63 10 17,93 10 2,58 10
G12 0,09 8 2,37 11 28,99 12 2,69 8 18,28 8 2,55 11
G13 0,49 4 2,39 12 27,09 6 3,07 5 21,03 5 2,92 4
G14 0,31 7 2,41 13 28,05 8 2,89 7 19,68 7 2,72 7
G15 0,77 2 2,45 14 26,18 3 3,31 2 22,82 2 3,15 2
G16 0,47 5 2,32 9 26,82 5 3,09 4 21,16 4 2,87 5
G17 0,39 6 2,51 15 28,25 9 2,91 6 19,81 6 2,80 6
G18 0,63 3 2,35 10 26,23 4 3,23 3 22,24 3 3,02 3
G19 0,82 1 1,37 2 19,36 1 4,04 1 31,07 1 3,87 1
Tabauys 5
XapaKTepucTUKa COpTiB AYMEHI0 APOro 3a NapaMeTpUYHUMMU Ta HeNapaMeTPpUYHUMU NOKA3HUKaMU
Copr | b, R | & | R | W | R P. R | S® | R | S® | R | AV | R
G1 0,71 8 0,25 | 16 1,51 | 18 | 166 | 19 0,80 4 4,56 7 1,28 | 18
G2 0,99 2 0,06 7 0,20 5 085 | 12 1,50 13 6,00 | 10 0,31 2
G3 1,19 11 | 039 | 18 | 1,48 17 | 1,28 | 18 | 2,00 | 16 |15,75| 15 1,14 | 17
G4 106 | 10 | 0,13 | 12 043 | 11 | 1,00 14 | 1,90 14 9,81 | 12 0,74 | 14
G5 0,96 4 0,15 | 14 0,47 | 12 069 | 10 | 1,95 | 15 |16,31| 16 0,36 6
G6 0,97 3 034 | 17 | 1,04 | 16 1,06 15 | 2,60 | 18 |33,25| 18 | 0,85 | 15
G7 0,95 5 1,00 19 | 3,04 | 19 | 1,08 | 16 2,80 | 19 140,75| 19 2,27 | 19
G8 1,00 1 0,20 | 15 061 15 | 088 | 13 2,40 17 17,81 17 | 0,95 | 16
G9 1,19 12 0,05 6 049 | 13 | 1,19 17 | 0,80 5 110,00 13 0,39 7
G10 0,92 6 0,01 2 0,12 4 0,72 | 11 | 1,30 11 | 800 | 11 | 0,24 1
G11 1,00 2 0,13 | 13 0,42 | 10 0,50 9 0,90 7 |1150| 14 | 0,70 | 11
G12 1,04 6 0,02 3 0,10 2 0,40 8 1,20 | 10 5,50 9 0,35 4
G13 1,04 7 0,03 4 0,11 3 0,13 4 1,10 9 2,50 4 0,41 8
G14 1,04 5 0,08 8 0,27 6 0,25 7 1,00 8 4,31 6 0,69 | 10
G15 1,06 9 0,01 1 0,09 1 0,04 2 0,40 1 0,75 1 0,35 5
G16 1,02 3 0,09 9 0,28 7 0,16 5 0,50 2 0,75 2 0,64 9
G17 1,06 8 0,09 | 10 0,32 8 0,21 6 1,35 | 12 | 4,56 8 0,71 | 12
G18 1,02 4 011 | 11 0,34 9 0,10 3 0,70 3 1,00 3 0,73 | 13
G19 | 0,79 7 0,03 5 1050 ]| 14 | 0,03 1 0,80 6 | 4,00 5 035| 3

yerno. Haromicte Min my:ke CHJIIBHO KOpeJIOBa-
adga 3 Sc (r = 0,96). IlosuTuBHUII CHUIBLHUH
3B’A30K Min sadikcosano 3 CII, (r 0,87),
Hom (r = 0,84). CunbHy HeraTUBHY KOPEJAIii0
Min Busasmeno 3 Sg. (r = -0,86), cepennio — 3 P,
(r = -0,69), *CA8, (r = -0,62), Kg, (r = -0,62),
b, (r = -0,53).

Takuii xapakTep 3aJeKHOCTell MOXKe OyTu
CBilUeHHAM TOrO, III0 HUXKHiN IOpir yposxkaii-
HOCTi 3a eKCTpeMaJbHUX YMOB POOMB BaroMuii
BHECOK y cepemHE 1i 3HAUEHHS 3a POKaMM Ta
aJalTUBHUN IIOTEHIIiaJ MOCTiIKEeHUX COPTiB
sarajgoM. PyHKITioHaILHY 3ajeKHiCTD (r = 1,00)
BUSABJIEHO MiXK GchSi i Kg.. Tomy Hmoxue Oyzne

194

OXapaKTepH30BAHO JIUIIE 3B’SI3KHU IJIA ONHiel 3
Hux (6°CA8). Biauspkuit 1o GyHKIioHATHHOTO
3BA30K BiZisHaueHO Mik mapamerpamu: W, i
Lg, (r = 0,98), CIIT", i Hom (r = 0,98), CIIT", i Sc
(r =0,96), *, i W (r = 0,96), W, i ASV (r =
0,94), Sc i Hom (r = 0,94), c>CA3,ib, (r = 0,93),
S?,. 1 ASV (r = 0,93). CunbHa O3UTHBHA KOpe-
JAIiA BigsHauveHa MixK moxkasHuxamm: ASV i
Lg (r = 0,91), $?, i Lg, (r = 0,90), S® i S®
(r =10,87), 8%, iS® (r = 0,84), c>CA3, i Sg,
(r =0,83), W, iS® (r = 0,76). dy:xe cunbHM
Ta CUJbHUI HEraTUBHUI 3B’A30K MiK co000I0
manu napamerpu: Sg, i CHT, (r = -0,94), Sg. i
Sc (r = -0,92), Sg. i Hom (r = -0,91), P, i CIIT,
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Tabauys 6
Kopenauia BpoxKaiHOCTi cOpTiB AYMEHI0 APOro 3 NOKa3HMKaMKU afanTMBHOT 3[aTHOCTI, NAacTUYHOCTI Ta cTabinbHocTi
Noka3Huku | Mean | Max | Min b, S2 W, P, S | S® | ASV | 3A3, |c%CA3,| Lg, | Sg, | CUI | Kg, | Hom
Max 0,69
Min 0,72 | 0,50
bi 0,02 | 0,26 |-0,53
s?, -0,38 | 0,17 |-0,17 |-0,20
W. -0,45 | 0,05 |-0,23 |-0,21 | 0,96
P, -0,96 |-0,60 |-0,69 |-0,10 | 0,49 | 0,60
SW.“) -0,55 |-0,06 |-0,23 | 0,04 | 0,68 | 0,58 | 0,51
Sﬁ(z) -0,51 | 0,02 |-0,17 |-0,02 | 0,84 | 0,76 | 0,53 | 0,87
ASV -0,35 | 0,16 |-0,20 |-0,15 | 0,93 | 0,94 | 0,49 | 0,54 | 0,67
3A3, 1,00 | 0,69 | 0,72 | 0,02 |-0,38 |-0,45 |-0,96 |-0,55 |-0,51 |-0,35
c?CA3,  |-0,14 0,28 |-0,62 | 0,93 | 0,26 | 0,15 | 0,12 | 0,26 | 0,26 | 0,20 |-0,14
Lg, -0,47 |-0,04 |-0,17 |-0,37 | 0,90 | 0,98 | 0,63 | 0,50 | 0,69 | 0,91 |-0,47 |-0,01
Sq, -0,66 |-0,16 |-0,86 | 0,69 | 0,40 | 0,36 | 0,63 | 0,52 | 0,50 | 0,33 |-0,66 | 0,83 | 0,24
Cur, 0,88 | 0,42 | 0,87 |-0,44 |-0,43 |-0,42 |-0,83 |-0,58 |-0,55 |-0,37 | 0,88 |-0,60 -0,36 |-0,94
Kg, -0,14 | 0,28 |-0,62 | 0,93 | 0,26 | 0,15 | 0,12 | 0,26 | 0,26 | 0,20 |-0,14 | 1,00 |-0,01 | 0,83 |-0,60
Hom 0,86 | 0,40 | 0,84 |-0,44 |-0,40 |-0,37 |-0,79 |-0,57 |-0,52 |-0,36 | 0,86 |-0,59 |-0,31 |-0,91 | 0,98 |-0,59
Sc 0820431096 |-047 -0,35 |-0,38 |-0,80 |-0,42 |-0,37 |-0,36 | 0,82 |-0,62 |-0,33 |-0,92 | 0,96 |-0,62 | 0,94
(r = -0,83), P, i Sc (r = -0,80), P, i Hom =
(r = -0,79).
Hucnepcitiauii anaris AMMI mozesti 3acBiguus
HaMCyTTEBININI BHECOK Yy AVCIEPCiIO YMOB Cepeso- -
puira (83,40%) (tabu. 7). T'eHoTHII Ta B3a€MOMis = _
TeHOTHUII—CEPeJIOBUITle MaJl 3HAYHO HIIKYI, aje & I
mocrosipHi edexrn — 10,65 i 5,95% sixnosixso. % IR
Ieprri a8i ronoBui Kommonentu (PC1 i PC2) mo- 2 = = o
scH0I0TH 80,9% B3aeMOAil reHOTUII—CEPEJIOBUINE. = !
i %
Tabnuys 7 - -
Nucnepcinnnii ananis AMMI mopeni (tect lfono6a) S 7] .
YWUHHUKM SS DF | MS F LIaCTKaO
BHeCKy, %
CepepoBuiye 496,80 | 4 |124,20(4759,08| 83,40 = | .
leHoTUN 63,45 | 18 | 3,52 | 135,07 | 10,65 = , : = : ,
B3aemopis reHo- 3 4 5 B 7
Tun—cepeposuwe| 3543 | 72 | 0,49 | 18,86 5,95 .
PC1 19,81 | 21| 0,94 | 38,77 | 5591
PC2 885 |19 | 047 | 19,15 24,99 Puc. 1. AMMI1 biplot - po3nogin reHoTunie
PC3 440 | 17 | 0,26 | 10,63 12,41 i cepepoBuLY y KOOpAUHATAX: CepefHA BPOXKAMHICTb
PC4 237 |15 016 | 6,50 6,69 (YLD) - ronoBHa komnoneHTa 1 (Factor 1)
PC5 0,00 |13 | 0,00 | 0,00 0,0
Residuals 496 [190| 0,03 - - AMMI2 biplot (puc. 2) meMOHCTPYE MYJILTH-

AMMI1 biplot (puc. 1) pempeserTye Bapiaucy
TOJIOBHUX aguTuBHUX edeKTiB copriB (G1...G19)
i pokiB Bumpo6yBaub (E13...E17) mo ropusos-
ranabHiN oci (YLD) Ta BapiaHcy MyJabTHIIiKa-
TUBHUX e(eKTiB B3aEMOJil I'eHOTHII—CcepeaoBU-
me (copT—piK BUIPOOYBaHBL) — IO BEPTUKAJD-
uiti (Factor 1). € samora BisyasbHO aHaIizyBaTH
JIucIepcito copTiB i poKiB BumpoOyBaHb Ta B3a-
€MOMiI0 MiK HUMH.
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IJIIKaTUBHI e(heKTH B3aeMOJil reHOTHI—Ccepeno-
BuUIlle B KoopamHarax meprroi (Factor 1) i apyroi
(Factor 2) ronoBuux KommoueHT. IIyHKTHDHI JIi-
Hil, aki BizxomsaTs Big mentpy AMMI biplot pos-
OMBaIOThL MOTO0 HA CEKTOPU B AKWX PO3MilleHi
cepemoBuIia Ta reHotunu. Ha BepxiBKax IIoJIi-
ToOHaJIbHOL (Dirypu posMillieHi copTu, AKi Maju
HallBUpa'KeHINly peakIlifo Ha yMOBU TOrO UH
iHIIIOrO POKy, ab0 CYKYHHOCTiI POKiB (Meracepe-
moButr). Ilepirie MmeracepemoBuIle yTBOPEHE YMO-
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Bamu El14 i E17. Pemita Tpu cepemoBHIla PoO3-
TallyBaJUCh y pisuux cekropax — E13, E15 ta
E16.
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Puc. 2. AMMI2 biplot - po3nogin coptiB i cepepoBuLy
Y KOOpPAWHATaxX NeplIMnX ABOX FOIOBHUX KOMNOHEHT

Ilepuri gBi ronoBHi KommonenTu (AXIS1 Ta
AXIS2) GGE biplot mosicarorors 85,58% B3aemo-
nmii remormn—cepenoBuiie (puc. 3). IIpeacrasie-
Huii biplot xapaxrepusye nudepeHIiiloBaIbHy
3IaTHICTh Ta peIpe3eHTaTHUBHICTL CepeIOBUIII.
Jlimis, mo neperuHae meaTp biplot i mosmauena
CTPILJIKOIO B KOJIi € cepeTHBOIO BiCCIO CEPEIOBMUIII.
IlyaxkTupHUME JiHiAMH [O3HAUEeHi BeKTOpU
oKpeMux cepemoBuill. HaiiBuiomo audepeHIriio-
BaJILHOIO 3TATHICTIO XapaKTepU3yBaJIOCA cepemno-
Buirie E16, gemo mmaxuoro — E13. Bogunouac E13
i E16 6ynu maiiBimmameHimmMy OguH BiZl OZHOTO.
Haiimenmy gudepenitiroBajbHy 34aTHICTh MaJu
ymoBu E15. HatipenpesenraTuBHimum 6yB El4.
Haiimenm penpesenrarusaumu — E13 i E16.

GGE biplot «xTo-me-mepeMir» xapaxKTepusye
B3a€MOB’SI30K COPTiB 3 YMOBaMH POKiB BHUPOIIY-
BaHHA (puc. 4). HesBaskaioum Ha Bi3yaJbHY CXO-
skicte 3 AMMI2 biplot, meit GGE biplot mae
Jelrno iHIry iHTepuperalrio. ¥ ceKTopax, ze Jio-
KaJIidoBaHi cepefoBUINA, HA BepxXiBKaX IIOJIiro-
HaJbHOI (irypm poaTallloBaHi T'eHOTHHOU, AKi
MAalOTh IepeBary B IIbOMY CEpenoBuUIlli, abo mera-
cepemoButii. Ciaig BUAIINTH MeracepemoBHILE
yrBopeHe ymoBamu E13, E14 ta E15. IIpyre ce-
penosuirie — ymoBu E17, Tpete — E16. ¥V mepirio-
MY MeracepeioBUINi CYTTEBY IIepeBary MaJiu
coptu G19 (‘MIII Boryw’), G15 (‘MIII Mupuwmi’)
i G18 (‘MIII Aszaprt’). lo HbOrO TaKOMK yBiHAIILIN
coptu G13 (‘Bipax’), G16 (‘MIII Caxrot’), G17
(‘MIII Coruux’). Copt G14 (‘Tamicman MupoHiB-
cbKUii’) posranryBaBcs B cepemoBurli E17. Copt
G12 (‘Tpumosy’) 6yB GIMKUMM IO IIEHTPY i HaA
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Puc. 3. GGE biplot aucepeHuiloBanbHoi 3gaTHoCTi
Ta penpe3eHTaTUBHOCTI cepefoBuLY
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mexki cepemoBumr E16 i E17. Permita copriB, axi
MIOTPANIUJIT B CEKTOPU 0e3 cepemoBHII ITOCTYIIa-
JUCA HasBaHUM 3a BPOXKaMHICTIO.
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Puc. 4. GGE biplot «xTo-ge-nepemir»

Ha pucyury 5 GGE biplot gae smory xapaxk-
TEPU3yBaTH COPTH 3a IOETHAHHAM CepPeIHbOl
Bpo:KaifHOCTi Ta crtabimbHocTi. Bick, 1o mepe-
tuHae 1eaTp GGE biplot mo ropusonTai € ce-
PEeIHBOIO IJIs CePeOBUII a0CIIUCO0. Y HAIIPAM-
Ky IIOBHAYEHOMY CTPiJIKOI0, II0 BHUAiJIeHA KO-
JIoM Ha abcImuci, cOpTu paHKUpPYyBaHi 3a cepe-
HBOIO BpOsKalHiCTIO. ¥ BePTHUKAJbHIN MJIOIIUHIL
mentp GGE biplot meperunae cepenusa opauHAa-
ta. Micme ix mepeTuHy — penpe3eHTye CepPeaHIO
BPOKAMHICTD II0 JOCTimy. 3MiIlleHHs COPTiB IIO
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oci opauHAT Bifg aOcuumcu (IIO3HAUEHO IYHKTH-
pamMm) xapakTepusye ix BapiabenbHicTh. Haii-
BUIIY CEPEIHI0 BPOKAUHICTL 3a POKU IOCJIi-
mxenb MaB copt G19 (‘MIII Boryn’), HaltHMKIY
— G1 (‘Muponiscbkuit 86’°). Bogmouac copt G19
(‘MIII Boryw’) maB BuCOKY cTabinbHicTh. CTa-
OiIbHICTIO TAKOK XapaKTepu3yBaJHUCA COPTHU
G10 (‘IIcpoa’) i G2 (‘MuponiBcsruit 92°), omHak
BOHU MaJu BPOKaWHICTh HUMKUY 3a CEPENHIO B
mocaini. HaiiBapiabensuimumu 6yau coptu G7
(‘Conniemap’), G1 (‘MuponiBcbkuii 86°) Ta G3
(‘Oesap’).
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Puc. 5. GGE biplot cepegHbocepesoBuULLHA KOOPAUHALIA
COpPTiB AYMEHI0 APOTO 33 CepeAHbOI0 BPOXKANHICTIO
Ta cTabinbHicTio
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Ha pucynky 6 HaBemeHO pe3yJabTaTH PaHKU-
PYBaHHA COPTiB 3a IOETHAHHAM YPOKANHOCTI
Ta cTabiJIbHOCTI BiJHOCHO MO TiIIOTETHUYHOTO
«imeasbHOTO» TEHOTHUITY, AKWUA YMOBHO SIBJISE
co00I0 cepefuHy IEHTPUYHUX Kija. ¥ ImeHTpi
posramryBasca copt G19 (‘MIII Boryw’), axuii
MaB HalonTUMaJIbHiIlle IIO€EJHAHHA BpOXKali-
HOCTi Ta cTrabinbHOCTi. BimsbkuM 10 HBOTO Oy B
copt G15 (‘MIII Mupuwuii’). lermo mocTymnaaucs
Ha3BaHUM, aJieé CYTTEBO IE€PEBaKAJU PEIITY
coptu G18 (‘MIII Asapt’), G13 (‘Bipa:x’), G16
(‘MIII Caior’), G17 (‘MIII Coruuk’), G14 (‘Ta-
aicmax MupoHiBCcbKUIL’).

BucHoBKM

CucremMHa NOPiBHAJILHA OI[iHKA CTATHUCTHY-
HUMHY i rpadiuHMMU ITigXOogaMM CBiOUUTH, IO
BHeceHi m0 [ep:xpeectpy ¥YKpainm y 2016—
2017 pp. coptu sumeHto aporo ‘Bipax’, ‘Tauic-
mMauH Muponiscbruii’, ‘MIII Mupuwnii’, ‘MIII
Camror’, ‘MIII Coruux’, ‘MIII Asapt’, ‘MIII
Boryn’ mepeBa’kaioTh CTBOPEHi Ha IIOmepemHix
eTamax CeJeKIIiifHoI poOOTH COPTH SAK 3a IIPO-
IVKTUBHUM, TaK i amalTUBHUM MIOTEHI[iaJIOM.
HationTuManpHIINIUM IOoefHAHHAM IIPOAYKTHUB-
HOCTi Ta aJalTUBHOCTI XapaKTepPU3yIThCSI COP-
™ ‘MIII Boryn’ i ‘MIII MupHwuii’. OgHak 3ara-
JIOM K CTaTHCTHYHI MOKa3HUKU, TaK i BisyaJriza-
mii AMMI i GGE biplot BxasyioTs, 1110 BugiIeHi
COPTH PIiBHATHCA 3a peaKIli€l0 Ha KOHTPACTHi
YMOBH POKiB JOCTiIKeHb, & TOMY Y BUPOOHUUNX
yMOBaXx JOIOBHIOBATUMYTH OJTH OZHOT'O 3a BiJIO-
BigHOro (hbopMyBaHHS COpPTOBOro ckJaxy. llpu-
CKOpeHe BIIPOBA)KEHHA HOBUX COPTIB AUMEHIO
SIPOTO y BUPOOHUIITBO CIPUATHME IIiIBUITEHHIO
piBHA Bpo:kaiHOCTi Ta ii crabiibHOCTI.

Busasieni sakoHOMipHOCTI KopeJsiili Bpo-
JKafHOCTI 3 IIOKasdHMKaMu CcTabiJIbHOCTI MoO-
JKYTb OyTH BUKOPHCTAHI AJIA IOAAJBIIIOTO PO3-
poOJIeHHs MEeTOMOJIOTIUHMX OCHOB aJaIlTHBHOIL
ceJIeKIIil, 30KpeMa B acIleKTi XapaKTepUCTUKU
TEeHOTHUIIIiB 3a PiBHEM IIPOABY BpPOKANHOCTI Yy
B3aEMOJIii 3 yMOBaMU CepeloBUIIA.
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Llenb. CpaBHWTENbHAs OLEHKA NO ypOXalHOCTWM U apan-
TUBHOCTU COPTOB APOBOr0 fAYMeHs MUPOHOBCKOrO MHCTUTYTA
nwexunubl umenn B. H. Pemecno HAAH pasHbix rogos peruc-
Tpauun. Metogbl. WccnepoBanus nposefeHbl B MUpOHOB-
CKOM MHCTUTYyTe niweHuusl umeHn B. H. Pemecno HAAH B
2013-2017 rr. B COOTBETCTBUM C OOWENPUHATHIMU METOAM-
kamu. 06beKT uccnenoBaHuii — 19 coOpTOB APOBOMO AYMEHS
MUPOHOBCKOW CeneKLmMu, 3aperncTpupoBaHHbIX B YkpanHe 3a
nepuog 1995-2017 rr. [1na xapaKTepucTMKu B3amMmoaencTans
reHoTMn—cpefa u ancepeHLnaLmm COpToB Mo YpoXKanHOCTY
M cTabUIBHOCTU UCNIONb30BaH Ps Hanbonee pacnpocTpaHeH-
Hbix nopxodos: S. A Eberhart, W. A. Russel (1966); G. Wricke
(1962); C. S. Lin, M. R. Binns (1988); M. Huehn (1990); A. B.
Kunbuesckuit, J1. B. XoTbinésa (1985); B. B. XaHrunbguH,
H. A. NlutBuHenko (1981); J. L. Purchase u gp. (2000); AMMI;
GGE biplot. Pe3ynbTartbl. [lons ycnosuit ronos uccnefoBaHuit
B o0weit Bapuauuu 6bina 83,40%. [JocToBepHble, HO cylye-
CTBEHHO HUWXe 3HayeHue umenun reHotun — 10,65%, B3aumo-
pevicTne reHotun—cpeaa — 5,95%. lepsble aBe MaBHbIe KOM-
noHeHTbl GGE biplot 06bACHANM HeckoNbKO GoMblYO [ONI0
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B3aumogencTema reHotun—cpena (85,58%) no cpaBHeHUto ¢
AMMI mogensto (80,90%). KoppensiunoHHbIi aHann3 BblfBUA
BbILleCpefHIO0 CBA3b CpefHeil ypoxanHoctu (Mean) kak c
MakcumanbHbiM (Max) (r = 0,69), Tak U MUHUManbHbIM (Min)
(r = 0,72) ee ypoBHeM. CunbHYIO MONOXKMTENbHYID KOppe-
nsumio Mean umena c napametpamu: CUI (r = 0,88), Hom
(r=0,86), Sc (r=0,82). OueHb cunbHas OTpPULATENbHAA CBA3b
Mean otmeyena c P (r = -0,96). [lna Max cpegHss otpuua-
TeNbHas Koppenauma 6eina TonbKo ¢ P, (r=-0,60). Min umena
cunbHyto cBasb ¢ Sc (r=0,96), CLT, (r=0,87), Hom (r = 0,84).
CunbHyto oTpuuatensHyio Koppensumio Min otmeyeHo ¢ Sg,
(r =-0,86). Mexpy OTAeNbHLIMM MOKa3aTeNAMMU YCTaHOBEHA
CBA3b OT PYHKLWUOHANLHOM W 04EHb CULHOW MONOXUTENLHON:
o?CAC 1 Kg, (r=1,00), W. n Lg, (r=0,98), CLII. n Hom (r=0,98),
CUT; v Sc (r=0,96), S* . n W, (r=0,96), W, n ASV (r = 0,94), Sc
n Hom (r = 0,94), 6°CA3. n b, (r = 0,93), S, n ASV (r = 0,93)
[0 CUnbHOI otpuuartensoi: Sg. u CU. (r = -0,94), Sg, u Sc
(r=-0,92), Sg, n Hom (r=-0,91), P. n CLIT, (r = -0,83), P, n Sc
(r=-0,80), P. u Hom (r = -0,79). BeiBoabl. CuctemHas cpas-
HUTENbHAA OLeHKa CTaTUCTUYECKUMW U rpadMyeckumMn nog-
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XOAaMM CBUIETENbCTBYET, YTO BHECEHHble B [0CynapCTBEHHbIN
peecTp COPTOB PacTeHMA, NPUTOAHBIX K PACNPOCTPAHEHUIO Ha
Tepputopuu YkpaunHsl 8 2016—2017 rr. copTa APOBOro AYMEHS
‘Bipax’, ‘Tanicman MupoHiscbkuit’, ‘MIMN MupHuit’, ‘MIN CanioT,
‘MIN Cothuk’, ‘MIN Asapt, ‘MIMN BoryH' npeBocxopAT CO3AaH-

UDC 633.16:631.559:631.524.85
Hudzenko,

Hble Ha NpefblAyLMX 3Tanax CeNeKLMOoHHOI paboTbl copTa Kak
no NPOAYKTUBHOMY, TaK W afanTMBHOMY MOTEHLMANY.
Knrouessbie cnosa: Aposoli s4meHb; ypoxaliHocms; cma-
6unbHocmb; B3aumodelicmsue 2eHomun—cpedad, nokazamenu
adanmusHocmu; Koppenayus; AMMI; GGE biplot.
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of Myronivka spring barley varieties of different breeding periods. Plant Varieties Studying and Protection, 14(2),
190-202. https://doi.org/10.21498/2518-1017.14.2.2018.134766
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Purpose. To give comparative estimation of yield pro-
ductivity and adaptability of spring barley varieties, deve-
loped at the V. M. Remeslo Institute of Wheat of NAAS and
included to the State Register of Ukraine during 1995-2017.
Methods. The study was carried out at the V. M. Remeslo
Institute of Wheat of NAAS during 2013-2017 according
to accepted methods. Objects of the research — 19 Myro-
nivka spring barley varieties, registered in Ukraine during
1995-2017. To characterize the “genotype—environment”
interaction and varieties differentiation according to
productivity and stability, a number of the most used ap-
proaches were applied: S. A. Eberhart, W. A. Russel (1966);
G. Wricke (1962); C. S. Lin, M. R. Binns (1988); M. Huehn
(1990); A.V. Kilchevskiy, L.V. Khotyleva (1985); V. V. Khan-
gildin, N. A. Litvinenko (1981); J. L. Purchase et al. (2000);
AMMI; GGE biplot. Results. The share of year’s conditions
in the common variation was 83.40%. Reliable, but signifi-
cantly lower values were calculated for genotype — 10.65%
and “genotype-environment” interaction — 5.95%. The
first two principal components of the GGE biplot explain
the slightly higher percentage of the “genotype-environ-
ment” interaction (85.58%) in comparison with the AMMI
model (80.90%). Correlation analysis revealed above-ave-
rage positive interrelation of average productivity (Mean)
with the maximum (Max) (r = 0.69) as well as the mini-
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mum (Min) (r=0.72) levels. The strong positive correlation
was peculiar to Mean with parameters SVG, (r = 0.88), Hom
(r = 0.86), Sc (r = 0.82). The strong negative correlation
was registered for Mean with P, (r = -0.96). For Max only
average negative correlation with P, (r = -0.60) was found.
Min strongly correlated with Sc (r = 0.96), SVG, (r = 0.87)
and Hom (r = 0.84). The strong negative correlation Min
with Sg. (r = -0.86) was observed. Between the some in-
dices correlation varied from functional and very strong
positive: o?SAA, and Kg, (r = 1.00), W, and Lg, (r = 0.98),
SVG, and Hom (r— 0.98), SVG, and Sc (r =0.96), $°;;and W,
(r= 0. 96), W, and ASV (r=0. 94) Scand Hom (r=0. 94) 2SAA
and b, (r= 0. 93), 52, and ASV (r=0.93) to strong negative:
Sg, and SVG, (r = -0.94), Sg, and Sc (r =-0.92), Sg, and Hom
(r=-0.91), P. and SVG, (r = -0.83), P. and Sc (r = -0.80), P,
and Hom (r = -0.79). Conclusions. The systemic compara-
tive estimation with statistical and graphical approaches
shows that new spring barley varieties ‘Virazh’, ‘Talis-
man Myronivskyi’, ‘MIP Myrnyi’, ‘MIP Saliut, ‘MIP Sotnyk’,
‘MIP Azart, ‘MIP Bohun’ included to the State Register of
Ukraine during 2016—-2017 have advantages over older va-
rieties by both productive and adaptive potential.

Keywords: spring barley; variety; yield; stability; geno-
type—environment interaction; adaptability indices; correla-
tion; AMMI; GGE biplot.
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