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KoMnnekcHe owiHIOBaHHA ceNneKWinHUxX NiHin
AYMEHI0 APOro 3a BPOXXaWUHiCTIO, CTabiNbHICTIO

Ta CTiUKicTIO Ao 6i0- Ta a6I0TMUHUX YNHHUKIB

B YMOBAX LeHTpaNbHOT YacTuHM JlicocTteny YKpaiHu
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Meta. Buainutv nepcnekTMBHi cenekuiiiHi NiHii A4YMEHI0 APOro 3a KOMNJIEKCOM afanTUBHMX 03HAK B YMOBAX LEHTPANbHOT
yacTuuu Jlicocteny Ykpainu. Metoau. Monbosi BUNpobyBaHHsA, NabopaTopHO-NoNbOBI LOCNIMKEHHA NOCYXOCTINKOCTI, CTaTUC-
TUYHUI Ta rpadivyHmnii aHani3 ekcnepumeHTanbHux paHux. Pesynbrartu. [ucnepcitium aHanizom AMMI mopeni BcTaHOBAEHO,
Wo HanbinblWwKii yHecoK y 3aranbHy Bapialilo (85,78%) Manu yMOBM CepefoBMiLa (POKiB AOCNIAXKEHb). 3HAYEHHS reHoTUnY
ctaHoBuno 8,21%, a B3aemopii reHotun—cepegosuue — 6,01%. NMepwi gBi ronosHi komnoHeHTn sk AMMI, Tak i GGE biplot,
oxonnioBanu noHap 85% B3aemopii reHoTun—cepenosuile. Kpale noefHaHHs BPOXanHOCTI Ta BigHOCHOT cTabinbHOCTI 3a
pokamu BignoigHo o GGE biplot manu cenekuiitHi niHii aumenio aporo ‘fediuienc 5162, ‘Hytanc 50731 ‘fediuieHc 5161".
GYT biplot aHani3om Bu3HayeHo, Wo cenekuinHi ninii ‘fediuieHc 5162 i ‘HytaHc 5073 Takox CyTTEBO NepeBaxanu peL-
Ty FEHOTUMIB 33 NOEAHAHHAM YPOXAMHOCTI Ta HU3KM iHWMX 03HaK — mack 1000 3epeH, NOCYXOCTIMKOCTI, CTINKOCTI NpoTy
36ypHuKiB xBopo6. CenekuiitHi niHii ‘dediuieHc 5161, ‘HytaHc 4966, ‘HyTaHc 4705, ‘HyTaHc 4816’, ‘HytaHc 5184/, ‘HyTaHc
5193, AKi nepeBulLyBann CEPEAHE 3HAYEHHA B JOCNIAi 338 NOEAHAHHAM BPOXAMHOCTI Ta HU3KWU afanTUBHUX O3HAK, MOXYTb
MaTU NPaKTUYHY WiHHICTb Y CeNeKLiitHOMY npoLeci Ans CTBOPEHHsS HOBOrO BMXifHOro matepiany. BUCHOBKK. Y pe3ynbrarti
KOMM/IEKCHOTO OLiHIOBAHHA 3 BUKOpPUCTAHHAM rpadiyHux mogeneit AMMI, GGE biplot Ta GYT biplot BuaineHo cenekuinHi ninii
AuMeHto aporo ‘fediuieHc 5162" i ‘HytaHc 5073’ 3 onTUMaNbHUM NOEAHAHHAM YpoXaliHOCTi, cTabinbHOCTi, Macu 1000 3epeH
Ta CTIKOCTI [0 610- Ta aBIOTUYHUX YUHHUKIB.

Knrouosi cnosa: Hordeum vulgare L.; 83aemodis eeHomun—cepedosulye; komniekc o3Hak; AMMI; GGE biplot; GYT biplot.

Bctyn

Aamins (Hordeum vulgare L..) — ogHA 3 OCHOB-
HUX CiJIbCHBKOT'OCIIONAPCBKUX KYJBTYP Y CBiTO-
BOMY 3eMJIepo0OCTBi, AKa Ma€ ITUPOKE BUKOPC-
TaHHA B pisHuUX raayssax. Ha ocHOBiI aHaisy
icTOPpMYHUX JaHUX Ta MOPiBHAJBHUX IIOJBOBUX
BUIIPOOYBaHb JOBEIEHO, IO 30iJbINEHHS PiBHSA
BPOKAMHOCTI SAYMEHIO AOCATHYTO, Ilepenycim,
3aBIAKM CTBOPEHHIO i BIPOBAAKEHHIO ¥ BUPOO-
HUIITBO HOBUX copTiB [1-3]. Boguouac, yHaci-
IOK 0OesIlepepBHOI MiHJIMBOCTI YMOB JOBKiJLIA,
norpeba y CTBOPEHHI HOBUX COPTiB 3aJIUIIAETDH-
cs mIepMaHeHTHOI0. 30iJbINTeHHS aMILIITyI1u KO-
JIUBAHHSA MOTOAHUX YMOB, 3yMOBJIeHE TI00aJIb-
HUMM KJIMaTHYHUMU 3MiHaM1, OCTaAaHHIMHU PO-
KaMu € ocobauBo BigmuyTHUM [4—6]. IIporumosu
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Ha OCHOBIi Pi3HUX CHCTEM MOMEeJIOBAHHS BKa3y-
I0Th, IO TaKi smMinm OyayTh BimbyBaTuch i Ha-
ajii, a B IIEBHUX aclleKTax HaBiTb CYTTEBO 3a-
roCTpPIOBAaTHCh, II0 3HAYHOIO MipOI0 BILJIMBATHU-
Me Ha BPOKaMHICTh OCHOBHUX ClJIBCHKOT'OCIIO-
IapcbKUX KYJbBTYDP, 30Kpema saumenio [7—10].
Or:xe, MOPAL 3 MiABUINEHHAM IIOTEHIIialy BPO-
*KaHOCTi, MOJIIMIIIIEHHA aJallTUBHOCTI CTBOPIO-
BaHMUX COPTiB — OAHe 3i CTPUIKHEBUX 3aBlaHb
cesekiii [11-15]. Came Tomy, 3HAUHY yBary BiT-
YMBHAHUX Ta 3apyOiKHMX aBTOPiB IIPUIiJIEHO
TeHOTUII—CEPEIOBUIITHUM BHUOPOOYBAaHHAM Ta
momryKaM e(peKTUBHUX CTAaTUCTHUYHUX abo rpa-
diurux mopeseit mya nudepeHIliloBaHHA M J0-
00py T'eHOTHHIiB 3 ONTUMAJbHUM IOETHAHHIM
ypOo:KaKWHOCTI Ta cTabiILHOCTI B IEeBHUX YMOBAX
[16—24].

IcHyBaHHSA T€HOTHIIIB 3 BiZJHOCHO HIMPOKOIO
ajlalTalli€lo € MOXKJIMBUM, ajie TAKOXK JIUIIEe B
Me)KaXxX MeBHOTO cHeKTpy cepemoBuir [25]. Taka
CYKYIIHiCTh YMOB O3HaueHa AK I[1JIbOBa CYKYII-
HicTb cepemoBuil (target population environ-
ments) [26, 27]. OgHak HaBiTH y MeXXaX TaKWUX
CYKYIHOCTeH cepemoBulll (I'PYHTH, IIOTOAHI
YMOBHU TOIIO) crenudivui aasa pisHUX TIeHOTH-
miB peakIlii MOKYTb IPU3SBOAUTHA IO 3MiHU
PaHTiB y PiBHi BUABY NeBHUX O3HAK YHAaCJIiJIOK
B3aemonii renorun—cepenosure [28]. Ileperik
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O3HAaK, ITI0 CIPUAIOTH peaJiisallii meBHOro PiBH
TeHeTUYHOTO IIOTEHIIiay COPTY, BU3HAYAETHCS
arpoeKoJIOTIiUHMMU yMoOBaMmu ¥ UYWHHUKAaMU,
AKi IiI0Th Ha arporeHo03 AYMEHIO BIIPOIJOBJK Be-
reramii [29-45]. Bommouac KoMepIiiHy IIiH-
HIiCTH COPT CTAHOBUTH JIHIIE 3a YMOBH, IO HA3-
BaHi O3HAKMU MMOEIHAHI 3 OCTAaTHIM pPiBHEM y3a-
raJbHIOBAJBHOTO iHTErpaJbHOTO IIapaMeTrpa —
ypo:xaiinocTi. 3a HM3BKOI BposKaiHOCTi, Taxi
TeHOTUIIX MOJKYTb MAaTH 3HAUEHHs JIUIIE SK
IJKepesia TesAKUX O3HAK [JA BUKOPUCTAHHA B
CeJIEKI[IMHNX 1 TeHeTUYHUX AOCJiIKeHHIX.

s omiHoBaHHA W MO0OOPY I'€HOTHUIIB 3a IIO-
€OIHAHHSIM YPOXKAWHOCTI Ta KOMILJIEKCY iHIITHX
O3HaK HeIoJaBHO 3aIIPOIIOHOBAHO HOBUM MeTO-
omunnit migxia — GYT (genotype by yield*trait)
biplot [46]. 3a Bu3HaUeHHSM aBTOPiB, MiATPYH-
ram gasa GYT biplot € smima mapagurmu, Bin-
IOBiJHO N0 AKOl T'eHOTHIIM CJIiZ OI[iHIOBATH 3a
HOETHAHHSAM YPOXKAWHOCTI 3 KOMILJIEKCOM iH-
WX I[IHHUX F'OCIOAAPCHKUX O3HAK Ta ITapaMeT-
PiB (e1eMeHTH CTPYKTYPH BPOKAMHOCTi, TOKAa3-
HUKUN AKOCTi 3epHa, CTilikicTh mo 6io- Ta abio-
TUYHUX YNHHUKIB TOIIO).

Mema docnidxiceHb — BUAIJIUTHU MEPCIIEKTUBHI
CeJIEKITiIHI JIiHil AYMEeHIO ApOoro 3a KOMILIEKCOM
aTanlTUBHUX O3HAK B yMOBAX IIEHTPAJIBHOI dac-
tuHU Jlicocteny Ykpainu.

Matepianu Ta MeTOAMKA BOCNIAKEHD

Hocaimxenasa mpoBommam BIpomoB:xk 2017—
2020 pp. y MupoHiBCbKOMY iHCTUTYTi IITIeHUITI
imeni B. M. Pemecia HAAH (MIII). O6’ext —
16 mepCIeKTUBHUX CeNEeKIIINHNX JIiHil SUMeHIO
aporo, crBopeuanx y MIII. Craugapt — copT a4-
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MeHIo gporo ‘Bsipemnpy’ cenekilii ImctutyTty poc-
aurHUITBa iMeni B. f. IOp’eea HAAH.

IlonpoBi gocaimm 3akgazanam B CeJIEKI[IMHIiN
ciBosmimi MIII micasa momepemumka cosa. Arpo-
TeXHiKa 3araJbHONPUUHATA IJIS IIEeHTPaJJIbHOL
yactuuu Jlicocreny Ykpainu. CiBOy mpoBoguin
ciBaskoio CH-10 11 3a macTamusa ¢isuuHOi CTHUT-
JocTi I'pyHTY (OCTaHHS OeKama OepesHsa — mmep-
mia Jgexaja KBiTHaA). 30upanu KoMOaiiHOM
Sampo 130 3a HacTaHHSA IOBHOI CTUIJIOCTi 3ep-
na. O6uixoBa miuoma ginaaku — 10 M2, moBTOp-
HicTh, — woTmpupasoBa. CrifikicTs mpoTu 30ya-
HUKiB XBOp0oO Ta BUJIATAHHS OI[iHIOBAJIM B IIPU-
poaHMX yMOBax 3a 0aJIOBOIO ITTKAJIOI0 BiATIOBif-
HO 0 3arajgbHOIpPuUiHATOI MeToguku [47]. Ilo-
CYXOCTiMKiCTh BUB3HAUYaAJU €JEeKTPOJITUUYHUM
metonom [48]. [nsa mokaamgHiImoi OIiHKM TeHO-
THUIIIB IIPOBOAUJIN [IOJATKOBE MiACYIITyBaHHS
BimiOpaHoro 3 MOJIA POCJAWMHHOTO Marepiaay
(upamopiieBux JHCTKiB) g0 BTpatru HuM 50%
BoJioru. BesmumHa iHTEHCMBHOCTI BUXOAY €JIEK-
TPOJIITiB XapaKTepus3ye CTYIIiHb IOMIKOIKEHH
KJiTnHHOI MeMOpaHM IIif BIJMBOM CTpecCY.
Binpmie uncaoBe 3HaUEHHA BKAa3y€e HA HUMKUY
OCYXOCTiHKiCTB.

g HaouHol iHTepmperallili B3aemojii reHo-
TUN—CcepeloBullle 1 audepeHiaiii reHoTuis
3a BpPOKAMHICTIO Ta CTabiJLHICTIO BUKOpPHUCTA-
au AMMI (Additive main effects and
multiplicative interaction) i GGE (genotype by
genotype—environment interaction) biplot, mix
yac OIiHIOBAHHSA 3a KOMILIEKCOM o3Hak — GYT
biplot. Iisa mob6ymoBu rpadivnaux Bisyasisarii
Bukopucraau mnporpamy GEA-R. Xapaxtepuc-
THKa, NOopiBHAHHA Ta mepeBaru AMMI, GGE
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Puc. 1. KoediuieHT cyTTeBOCTI BigXxuneHb Temnepatypu noeiTpa Big cepefHboro 6aratopiyHoro 3HauyeHHs
B NepeanociBHMI Ta BeretauiinHuit nepioau aumenio aporo (2017-2020 pp.)
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biplot, GYT biplot, a Tako OCHOBHi IPHUHIU-
Ou iHTepIpeTalii eKciepuMeHTaJbHUX AaHUX
OIIMICAHO B OPUTiHAJBHUX IIOBiZOMJEeHHAX [46,
49-53].

IloromgHi ymMOBUu B IlepeAIlOCiBHMI Iiepion Ta
BIIPOJIOBIK BereTarlrii pisHMJINCS 3a POKaMM JIOC-
Jig)KeHb, a TaKOK BapiloBaJu BiJHOCHO cepe-
Hix OararopiuHux 3HaUeHb (3a maHUMU ATpO-
meTeocTaHIii MupoHiBKA), III0 MPU3BOAMUIIO B
pisHiI poKm m0o KombiHAIil HMBKY HECIPUATIU-
BuX 0io- Ta abioTMUYHMX YMHHUKiB. 3MiHU IIO-
KasHUKIB TipOTEPMIYHOTO pPeXUMY HAOUHO
XapakTepusye Koe(illiEHT CyTTEBOCTiI Bimxm-
JeHb [54]. 3a TemmepaTypor moBiTpsa Koediri-
€HT CYTTEBOCTi BiAxujeHb (PaKTUUHUX METEO-
IaHWX BiJ cepemHix OaraTopiuHMX yKasye Ha
3arajJibHy TEHIEHI[iI0 OO0 BiAXMJIEHHS B CTOPO-
Hy ii nigBumenHsa (puc. 1). Oco6auBO KpuUTHU-
HUMHU, 3i 3sHAaUHUMHU Bigxuiaennamu, y 2017 p.
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Oyu OepeseHb i uepBeHb, v 2018-Mmy — KBiTeHb i
TpaBeHb, MEHIIIOI0 Mipoio uepBeHb, y 2019-my —
yepBeHb, MeHIIe — Oepes3eHb i TpaBeHb, ¥
2020 p. — OepeseHb i uepBeHb. 3a Iepiox mo-
CIIiI)KeHb, IK BUHATOK, CYTTE€BlI BigXWJIeHHS
cepeIHbOMICAYHOI TEMIIEPATYPH IIOBITPS B OiK
ii momm:KeHHA Bim3HaueHO JuIlle B OepesHi
2018-ro i Tpasui 2020 p. Boguouac 3a cepegHbO-
MiCAYHOIO CyMOIO OIIaJiB MOKeMO CcIocTepira-
T NPAKTUYHO IIPAMO IIPOTHUJIEKHY B3aKOHO-
MipHicTh (puc. 2). 3arajbHa TEeHAEHIiA CBix-
YUTh IIPO 3MEHIIIeHHs KiJIbKOCTi omaaiB y 0ib-
IIOCTi MicAIIiB yHIPOAOBXK POKiIB IOCJIimKeHb.
CyTTeBe mepeBakaHHA KiJbKOCTiI omaaiB Han
cepefHiMHu 6araTOpivyHMMY HTOKa3HMKAMM CIIO-
crepiraau jwuiie B 6epesui 2018-ro ¥ TpaBHi
2020 p. To6T0 B Ti Micami, Koau Oyso Bims3Ha-
YeHO I BifUyTHe IOHUXKEHHA TeMIlepaTypu
oBiTPA.
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Puc. 2. KoediuieHT cyTTeBOCTI BigxuneHb cymun onaais Big cepeHboro 6aratopiyHoro 3HaueHHs
B nepeAnociBHMiA Ta BereTayinHuii nepioau aumerio aporo (2017-2020 pp.)

Pe3ynbTatu gocnigKeHn

Y cepemHbOMY 3a POKHU MOOCIiIKEHb CTaH-
mapt G1 ‘Baipernp’ 3a BposKaHICTIO JOCTOBipHO
(HIP ) mepeBuiyBasu cejekmiiini ginii G6
‘Hyrtanmc 5073’°, G13 ‘Hedimienc 5162°, G12 ‘Ile-
¢dimienc 5161’ i G3 ‘Hyranc 4816’ (tada. 1). ¥V
MeKaXx MOXUOKU MePEeBUIUJINA CTAHAAPT CeJeK-
mitigi gimii G7 ‘Hyramc 4966°, G2 ‘Hyramc
4705’, G4 ‘Hyranc 4893’, G17 ‘Hyramc 5193,
Gl14 ‘Hyramc 5184’, Gl1 ‘Hyramc 5159, G5
‘Hyranc 4693’ i G10 ‘Iedimienc 5145°. Hemo-
cToBipHOo mocrynajaucsa copty Gl ‘Bsipemns’ ce-
aekiiiui ginii G9 ‘Hyramc 5070°, G16 ‘Hyrazc
5191’ i G8 ‘Hyranc 5061’. I gumie G15 ‘Hyramnc

5185’ maJsa Bpo:KaWHICTh, HOCTOBIPDHO HUMIKUY
3a CTaHIAPT.

YpokaliHiCTh, IOCIIiTKEHNX T'€HOTUIIB CyT-
TE€BO BapiloBaJia 3a POKaMH, Ha IO BKal3ye 3Mi-
Ha iXHBOI paHroBoi omiHKu (Tabua. 2). Haii6inn-
I po3Max BapioBaHHA (3MiHA Ha 13 paHTiB)
BijsHaueHo OJa cesekmninimmx jgimiit Gl4 ‘Hy-
ramc 5184’ i G10 ‘Iledimienc 5145°.

BogHouac umciioBui paHT CeJIEKIiMHOIL JIiHiN
Gl4 ‘Hyranc 5184’ 3smiHIOBaBCSA BiJ IIepImoro y
2017-my mo 14 y 2019 p. lasa cenekmiiiaoi aiHii
G10 ‘Hedimienc 5145 BapitoBamHA OyJI0 Bin
Tperboro paury y 2020-my mo 16 paury y 2018
i 2019 pp. Cenekmnitina aginia G4 ‘Hyranc 4893’
3a poKaMM MaJja pPisHHuI0 BpoxKaimocTi B 11
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Tabauysa 1
YpoxanHicTb cenekuinHux nivin aumeHto aporo, 1/ra
CopT, cenekuyintHa nixis Pik BunpoGyBaHb i wutp
m H n 2017 2018 2019 2020 Mean
ucp a3Ba, Homep OXOMXKEHHSA 17 F18 19 £20

G1 ‘B3ipeup’ — St - 4,66 2,90 4,65 5,07 4,32
G2 HyTtaHc 4705 ‘Tanaktuk’ / ‘CoHuepap’ 4,91 3,33 4,77 4,91 4,48
G3 HyTtaHc 4816 ‘Ackonbg’ / ‘CoHuenap’ 4,76 3,06 5,52 543 4,69
G4 HyTtaHc 4893 ‘Sebastian’ / ‘lOkaraH’ 4,65 3,47 4,74 5,06 4,48
G5 HyTtaHc 4693 ‘CoHuepap’ / ‘Nam’aTHUIA 4,65 2,98 4,86 5,07 4,39
G6 HytaHc 5073 ‘Konoput’ / ‘Ebson’ 5,09 3,54 551 5,68 4,96
G7 HyTtaHc 4966 ‘GBR’ / ‘Jlyue3apHuit’ 4,82 3,40 4,69 5,22 4,53
G8 HyTtaHc 5061 ‘Philadelphia’ / ‘CepnaHok’ 4,47 2,62 4,58 4,82 4,12
G9 HyTtaHc 5070 ‘Barke” / ‘CoHuepap’ 4,82 2,71 4,49 4,96 4,25
G10 | Oediuienc 5145 | ‘Celinka’ / ‘Aky6’ 5,09 2,70 4,23 5,48 4,38
G11 HyTtaHc 5159 “Vivaldi’ / ‘Konoput’ 4,68 2,98 4,60 5,33 4,40
G12 | Jediuienc 5161 | ‘Beatrix’ / ‘Class’ 4,97 3,39 5,17 5,36 4,72
G13 Jediuienc 5162 | ‘Beatrix’ / ‘Class’ 5,15 3,56 5,56 5,55 4,96
G14 HytaHc 5184 ‘Omcbkuit 91° / “Tpunonb' 518 3,05 4,29 5,22 4,44
G15 HyTtaHc 5185 3pobyTok’ / ‘Cebeco 0554 4,85 2,79 3,72 4,77 4,03
G16 HytaHc 5191 ‘Xagap’ / ‘HytaHc 4149’ 4,38 2,85 4,25 5,24 4,18
G17 HytaHc 5193 ‘Bipax’ / ‘KWS Aliciana’ 4,94 2,88 4,96 5,09 4,47
Mean - - 4,83 3,07 4,74 519 4,46
Max - - 518 3,56 5,56 5,68 4,96
Min - - 4,38 2,62 3,72 4,77 4,03
R o - - 080 | 094 | 18 | 091 | 092
HIP, ,, - - 018 | 018 | 023 | 027 | 022

Mpumitka. Mean, Max, Min, R(

03HaKM BiANoBigHO.

vaxim — CEPEAHE, MaKCMManbHe, MiHiManbHe 3HAYeHHs Ta po3Max BapiloBaHHs
ax-Min)

pauris, G16 ‘Hyramc 5159’ — y 10, a G2 ‘Hy- MeTeopoJIOTiYUHMMH yMOBaMHU POKHU. YPaxOBYIO-
rauc 4705, G3 ‘Hyranmc 4816°, G5 ‘Hyramc uum HaABHICTH IlepexXpecHOI B3aeMOXil reHOTHUII—
4693’ i G15 ‘Hyrauc 5185’ — y meB’atb. TakuM cepemoBuinle, OJaA IHUMEPEHITiIIOBAHHA T€HOTH-
YUHOM, CepefHE 3HAUeHHA BPOKAMHOCTI He Xa- MiB 3acTocyBaJii PisHi crTaTucTuuHO-rpadivHi
PaKTepm3y€ MOBHOIO MipOI0 3JATHICTh MAOCJi- MOmeJIi.

IKEeHUX CeJeKIiNHUX JiHill cTabiabHO GopMy- AMMI. Nucnepcifiuuit ananis AMMI mogesi
BaTU IIeBHUIU piBeHb yposKaWHOCTI B pi3Hi 3a BKasye Ha llepeBaskaHHA B 3araJjbHil gucnepcil

Tabauys 2
PaH}KyBaHHA ceneKuiitHMx NiHii AUMeHI0 ApOro 3a BPOXKaNHiCTIO 3aNeXHO Bif pOKY BUNPOGYBaHb
Wundp E17 E18 E19 E20 Mean Max Min R prascing
G1 13 11 10 12 13 13 10 3
G2 7 6 7 15 7 15 6 9
G3 11 7 2 4 4 11 2 9
G4 14 3 8 13 6 14 3 11
G5 15 10 6 11 11 15 6 9
G6 3 2 3 1 1 3 1 2
G7 9 4 9 8 5 9 4 5
G8 16 17 12 16 16 17 12 5
G9 10 15 13 14 14 15 10 5
G10 4 16 16 3 12 16 3 13
G11 12 9 11 6 10 12 6 6
G12 5 5 4 5 3 5 4 1
G13 2 1 1 2 2 2 1 1
G14 1 8 14 9 9 14 1 13
G15 8 14 17 17 17 17 8 9
G16 17 13 15 7 15 17 7 10
G17 6 12 5 10 8 12 5 7
Mpumitka. HaiBuwin ypoxaitHocTi BignoBigae 1 paHr, HalHuxyin — 17-i; Mean, Max, Min, R — cepefHe,

(Max-Min)

MaKCMManbHe, MiHiManbHe 3Ha4YeHHsA Ta po3Max BapiloBaHHsA paHriB BignoBigHo.
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YacTKM BHECKY YyMOB cepenposuina (85,78%)
(Tab6i. 3). 3HaueHHA reHOTUIIY cTaHOBMIIO 8,21%,
a Bsaemopii reHorun—cepenosuire — 6,01%.

Ilepmri aBi ronoBHi KommomenTm (Factor 1 i
Factor 2) oxommrorors 86,28% B3aemoxii reuno-
THUII—CePEeIOBUIIIE.

Tabnuys 3

NlucnepciitHnii ananis AMMI moaeni 3a BpoxkaiHicTio cenekuiiHux niHiin aumeHio aporo (2017-2020 pp.)

®akTop Bapiauii | Cyma kBagpartiB | Kinbkictb ctyneHis Boni | CepepHiit kBagpat | YacTka BHecKy y Bapiauiio, %

eHoTun 17,42 16 1,09 8,21**

CepepoBuiue 182,02 3 60,67 85,78**

B3aemopis 12,75 48 0,27 6,01**

Factor 1* 8,18 18 0,45 64,18**

Factor 2* 2,82 16 0,18 22,10**

Factor 3* 1,75 14 0,12 13,72**

Factor 4* 0,00 12 0,00 0,00

3anuwwku 4,85 204 0,02 0,00

Mpumitka. *Factor 1...4 — ronoBHi KOMNOHEHTU; ** — BOCTOBIpPHO Ha 1%-My piBHi.

AMMI1 biplot (puc. 3) BimoGpaskae Bapiamcy
TOJIOBHUX aAUTHUBHUX edeKTiB (cepegHIO BpO-
sKabimicTp) cemekmiviamx gimiin (G1...G17) i po-
KiB BunpobyBaub (E17..E20) Ha ropmM3oHTAJIDL-
Hi#1 oci (YLD) Ta Bapiancy MyJIbTHUILIIKATUBHUX
edeKTiB BzaeMomii reHOTHMI—CcepenoBuIle (ce-
JIeKIIifiHa JIiHisg — pik BumpoOyBaHb) HA BEPTH-
kaabHi#t oci (Factor 1). IlomiTHo, 10 HANHMK-
YUH PiBEHb IPOAYKTUBHOCTI (CcepenHe 3HAUEHHA
BCiX ceJeKIifiHMX JiHil y mociaini) OyB y cepemo-
Bumti E18, madBumuit — y E20. IlpomykTus-
Hicts y E17 i E19 6yma BimHOCHO 06JM3BKOIO,
ONHAK Ha YMOBHU IIUX POKiB PidHi celeKITiiiHi
JIiHiI pearyBaJiu IIo-pisHOMY, Ha III0 BKas3ye pis-
HOHAIIpaBJIEHICTh BEKTOPIB CepesoBUIIIL.

CunpHO 3MmimeHuMu B OiK BeKTOpa cepemnoBU-
ma E17 6ynu cenerknifini ainii G10 ‘Hedimienc
5145’, G14 ‘Hyramc 5184’, G15 ‘Hyranc 5185,

1.0

G10
G4

E17

E20

c1é9

0.0

G1

Factor 1 ( 64.18 %)

G8

0.5
@

-1.0

T T T T T T T
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YLD
Puc. 3. AMMI1 biplot - gucnepcis cenekuinHux nivin
AYMEHI0 APOro i POKiB BUNpobYyBaHb y NpocTopi:
cepepHa BpoxaiiHictb (YLD) — ronoBHa KomnoHeHnTa 1
(Factor 1) (2017-2020 pp.)

cepemouiia E19 — G3 ‘Hyramc 4816°, i meH-
mroto mipoio — G13 ‘ledimienc 5162’ tra G6 ‘Hy-
ramc 5073’. Taka 3aKOHOMIipHICTh IIiATBEPHKY-
erbes it AMMIZ2 biplot, axuit BigoOpaskae MyJIbTH-
IJIiKaTuBHI e()eKTH B3aEMOil reHOTUI—CepPeIo-
BUIINE B MJIOHMIWHI MEPIINX ABOX T'OJOBHUX KOM-
moHeHT (Factor 1 i Factor 2) (puc. 4).

GGE biplot. Ilepmri nBi T0JIOBHI KOMIIOHEHTU
GGE biplot mosicurorors 85,02% B3aemozii reHo-
Tun—cepenosuitie (puc. 5). HaiiBuinmy nudepeHn-
IiloBaJIbHY 3JATHICTh MaJii YMOBU CepPeIOBUIIA
E19, matinmxuy — E20. CepenoBumia E17 i E19
Oynu HAWBigmaJeHIIIIMMU ONHE Bim ogHOTrO, a Ta-
KO’K XapaKTepHU3yBaJIMCA HUKUOIO PelrpeseHTa-
TuBHicTIO. CxoKuMu Mixk coboro oyau E18 i E20,
AKi TaKOK MaJiu BUILY, mopiBuaHOo 3 E17 i E19,
penpe3eHTaTUBHICTh. TaKUM YUHOM, CEPEIOBU-

<
K18

G4

G2

0.5
]

G7

G158

= <z}
G6 G5 &1 G16

Factor 2 ( 22.1 %)
0.0

G9
G17

G3 B0

-0.5
]

-1.0

-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0
Factor 1 (64.18 %)

Puc. 4. AMMI2 biplot — myneTUnniKaTUBHi edheKTU
B3a€EMOAii reHOTUN—CepeaoBuLLe 1 aucnepcia
ceNeKuiiHMX NiHil AYMeHI0 APOro Ta PoKiB
BUNPOGYBaHb Y NPOCTOPi NepLmux ABOX roJIOBHUX
KomnoHeHT (2017-2020 pp.)

34 ISSN 2513-1017 PLANT VARIETIES STUDYING AND PROTECTION, 2021, T. 17, N1



Breeding and seed production

=
=

E19

AXIS213.55 %

-1.0

T T T T
-05 0.0 05 10 15 2C

AXIS1 7147 %

Puc. 5. GGE biplot audepeHuiroBanbHoi 3paTHocTi
Ta penpeseHTaTMBHOCTI cepeposuiy (2017-2020 pp.)

ute E18 xapaxTepusyBaJjocsa BiZHOCHO JIiIIINM
TMIOETHAHHAM Pelpe3eHTaTUBHOCTI Ta audepeH-
miroBasibHOl 3marHOCcTi. GGE Dbiplot «xTO-m€-
mepeMir» mae 3MOI'y BidyaJisyBaTu peakiliio ce-
JEeKIiNHUX JiHill Ha yMOBU cepemoBUINa (POKiB
BumnpobyBaHHA) (puc. 6). IlomitHOo, 10 CYKyII-
HicTs cepemoBurl E18, E19 i E20 yrBopuau ogme
MeracepeioBUIlle, V AKOMY PO3MIiCTHJINCS CeJIeK-
mitiai Jgigii G6 ‘Hyranc 5073°, G13 ‘Iedirienc
5162°, G3 ‘Hyranc 4816°, G12 ‘Hedimienc 5161 i
G4 ‘Hyramc 4893°. CyTTeBOIO IIEpeBaroo B IILO-
MYy MeracepeioBUIIi XapaKTepPU3yBaJUCI CeJIEK-
mittai gigii G6 ‘Hyrame 5073’ i G13 ‘Ieditienc
5162°. Cenexmiitna jimisa G3 ‘Hyranc 4816’ maJa
cuabHy crenudivny peakiriro Ha ymosu E19. Ha
JiHil, 1110 po3MeKoBye chopMOBaHEe Meracepezo-
BUIIE 3 BY3SbKUM CEKTOPOM, PO3TAIIIOBAHO CEJIEK-

w
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Puc. 6. GGE biplot «xTo-pe-nepemir» (2017-2020 pp.)

mittgi gigii G2 ‘Hyramc 4705 i G7 ‘Hyramc
4966’. Ha immri#i posamesKyBaJbHi# JiHii 1150r0
CEeKTOpa 3HAXOAUThCA cepemoBuime K17,

XapaKTepucTuka CeJIEKIIIMHWX JiHilI 3a mo-
€THAHHAM CepelHbOl BPOMKAMHOCTI Ta cTabijb-
HOCTi TaKOXK yKasye Ha 3HAUHy IepeBary 3a ce-
PeqHBOIO BPOXKAMHICTIO celeKIiHuX JiHilt G6
‘Hyrtanc 5073’ i G13 ‘Iledimienc 5162’ (puc. 7).
OpgHak, BOHM [JeINO CHUJBHIIlIe pearyBaju Ha
yMoBu cepenoBuiia E19, mopiBHAHO i3 ceJek-
mittaumu Jginiamu G12 ‘Hedimienc 5161°, G7
‘Hyrtamc 4966°, G4 ‘Hyranc 4893’, G2 ‘Hyramuc
4705, G17 ‘Hyrauc 5193’. CuapHy cuenudiuny
amalToOBaHIiCTL MO0 YMOB cepemoBuinia E19 min-
TBEPAKEHO IJiA ceJekiitinol miuii G3 ‘Hyramc
4816°. [Insa Ha3BaHOI BUIIE I'PYNHU CEJIEKITITHUX
JiHifl XapaKTepHOI0 Oyja BHUINlA HiXK cepemHsa
OPOAYKTUBHICTh, BUpPakeHa yepes OAWHUILL T'o-
JIOBHUX KOMIIOHEHT. Perira ceeKIinHUX JTiHIN
Ta CTAHIAPT HOCTYHAJUCS CePeIHBOMY IJISA BU-
OipKM TIeHOTHUIIIB 3HAUEHHIO IIPOAYKTUBHOCTI.
Cepen HUX CHJIBHOIO peakIiliero Ha ymoBu E17
XapaKTepusyBaauca cejekminHi ginii G14 ‘Hy-
rauc 5184°, G10 ‘IMedimienc 5145’ i G15 ‘Hy-
raruc 5185°. Ile BKasye Ha Te, IO IIOPiBHSIHO
BUCOKUI piBeHb YPOXKANHOCTI IIUX T'€HOTHUIIIB ¥
2017 p. (E17), HA oCcHOBi siKOrO BOHU OyJsu 3a-
Jy4eHi 1o BUOpoOyBaHb, He OyJIO TiATBEPAKEHO
B HACTYIIHI POKH.
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Puc. 7. GGE biplot cepegHbocepesoBUILHA KOOPAUHALIA
ceneKuiinHnx NiHii AYMeHI0 Aporo 3a cepefHLOIO
BpOKaifHicTIo Ta cTaGinbHicTio (2017-2020 pp.)

Pam:xyBaHHS BiTHOCHO «iIea/IbHOI'O T€HOTUITY»
BKasye Ha HaOJIMKEHICTh O HBOTO CEJIEKITIHHIX
ainitt G6 ‘Hyranc 5073°, G13 ‘Iedimiernc 5162’ i
G12 ‘edimiernc 5161’ (puc. 8). Xoua MmOBHOI Bif-
HOBiTHOCTI PO3TAIITyBaHHS HA3BAHWX TI'€HOTHUIIIB
i3 IIEHTPOM KOHIIEHTPUYHUX KiJI He GyJo.
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Puc. 8. GGE biplot paHxyBaHHA cenekuUinHux niHin
AYMEHI0 APOro BifHOCHO «ifieaNbHOro» reHoTuny
(2017-2020 pp.)

GYT biplot. [lna KOMILIEKCHOI XapaKTepuc-
TUKU CeJeKIifHUX JiHil, OKpiM yposkalHOCTi,
YPaxoBYyBaJX IIOCYXOCTiHKiCTBh,
€JIEKTPOJIITUYHNM METOJOM, CTiHKiCcTh IIpOTH
XBOpo0O, a Tako:x macy 1000 zepen, AKa € BaK-
JIUBOIO T'OCIIOJIapChKOI0, TE€XHOJIOTiUHOI0 Ta KO-
MepIIifiHOI0 03HAaK0M0. CTifiKicTh 40 BUIATAHHS
JOCJiMKeHX CeJeKI[iMHUX JiHilI B yci poru

BUBHAYEHY

Iocig:KeHb Oya Ha piBHI geB’saTu 0aJiB, TOMy
IaHi 3a O3HAKOIO He HaBeIeHO, a TaKOoK He
BKJIIOYEHO B IIOJAJIBIIINHA CTATUCTUYHNN aHAJIi3.
Y Tabauili 4 HaBegeHO cepeqHi 3HAUCHHS KOMII-
JEeKCY O3HAaK y CeJIeKIIIMHWX JIHIA AYMEeHIO
siporo 3a 2017-2020 pp.

Ha mnepmiomy etami GYT biplot amamnisy exc-
epuMeHTaJIbHI TaHi 3a HU3KOIO0 O3HAK Momudi-
KyBaJId yepes iX CIIOJYUYeHHSA 3 yposKalHicTio.
Ao «Iinmmm» € 0iJbIllle YucaoBe 3HAUEHHS

O3HAKU,

BHKOPHCTOBYBaAJ/JIX MHOMXEHHSA BPO-

JKaWHOCTi Ha O3HAKY, a AKIINO 0aKaHUM € MEH-
IIle YMCJIOBe 3HAUeHHs (Y HAIIOMY BUIIAAKY BU-
xXig emexTpoJiriB) — mimennsa. Ha ocHoBi mpo-
miskuOol GYT Tabauri (e HaBegeHO) OTPUMAJIH
iHIEeKCHI cTaHIZAPTHU30BaHI 3HAYEHHS IMJIAXOM

BimHiMaHHSA

ITaHUX

CIIOJITYy4YEeHHSA

Bposkait

HicThb*03HAKAa KOHKDPETHOTO T'e€HOTHIY Bim ce
PeIHBOrO 3HAUYEHHS B JOCJiZi 3 MHOAAJIBIITM
OiJIEeHHAM Ha CTaHAapPTHE BiAXWJIEHHSA MIJId Beiel
BUOipKu (Tabis. 5). 3a HMBKOIO iHAEKCHUX IIO-
Ka3HMKIiB BHMBHAUEHO 3arajJbHUil (cepemmiii)
GYT index, sKkuii xapakTepusye KOMILICKCHY
OIL[IHKY KOXKHOT'O T'€HOTHUIIY.

Ha ocuoBi ganux Tabiuiii 5 mpoBeseHO Ir'pa-
diuamit anaxis. IlpmHnmunm mobymoBu rpadi-
KiB GYT biplot Ti & cami, mo i mas GGE
biplot, snume 3 Tiero pismuero, 0 TepMiH «ce-
pemoBuile» 3aMiHEeHO Ha KOMOiHAIIiI0 «BpOMKA-
HicThb*0o3HaKa». Ha pucyHry 9 momirHO, III0 B

Tabnuys 4
XapaKTepucTMKa ceneKUiiHMx NiHin AYMeHI0 APOro 3a KoMNaeKcom o3Hak (2017-2020 pp.)
Wudp YLD TKW LE PM SB NB PH
G1 4,3240,11 44,141,61 63,0+2,22 7,5+0,14 7,0+0,20 6,8+0,13 7,0+0,20
G2 4,48+0,15 43,9+1,70 64,0+1,21 6,8+0,13 7,5+0,14 8,0+0,00 7,8+0,13
G3 4,69+0,17 43,7+1,62 69,5+1,90 6,5+0,15 7,540,10 7,0+0,20 7,3+0,13
G4 4,48+0,17 42,3+1,47 70,5+1,34 6,8+0,13 7,54+0,20 7,3+0,10 7,3+0,15
G5 4,39+0,14 43,9+1,61 53,5+1,67 7,540,10 6,8+0,30 7,0+0,25 6,3+0,23
G6 4,96+0,12 46,5+1,44 43,3+0,49 7,5+0,14 7,5+0,14 7,8+0,13 6,8+0,13
G7 4,53+0,16 45,241,43 46,7+1,46 7,5+0,14 7,3+£0,13 8,0+0,00 7,3+0,13
G8 4,12+0,19 45,6+1,47 52,8+1,34 7,5+0,15 6,5+0,20 6,5+0,32 6,5+0,20
G9 4,25+0,16 48,1+1,59 60,4+1,37 7,5+0,14 7,3+0,13 6,5+0,32 7,3+0,15
G10 4,38+0,13 41,5+1,46 47,8+1,65 6,5+0,20 7,3+£0,15 7,3+0,13 7,3+0,13
G11 4,40+0,10 43,4+1,76 74,442,09 7,5+0,14 6,5+0,25 6,8+0,20 6,5+0,20
G12 4,72+0,12 48,2+1,63 70,9+2,85 8,3+0,10 7,540,14 7,8+0,13 7,540,14
G13 4,96+0,16 47,541,43 39,0+0,21 9,0+0,00 8,0+0,10 8,0+0,10 7,8+0,13
G14 4,44+0,14 50,3+1,05 46,9+1,05 6,3+0,13 7,540,14 8,0+0,00 6,5+0,14
G15 4,03+0,10 47,5+1,55 75,6+2,07 7,5+0,14 6,5+0,14 6,0+0,20 7,0+0,10
G16 4,18+0,15 44,6+1,73 58,6+2,34 7,0+0,10 7,5+0,14 6,8+0,31 7,3+0,13
G17 4,47+0,15 46,0+1,59 40,4+1,72 7,0+0,15 7,3+0,13 7,0+0,20 7,3+0,13
Mean 4,46 45,4 57,5 7.3 7,2 7,2 7,1
Max 4,96 50,3 75,6 9,0 8,0 8,0 7,8
Min 4,03 41,5 39,0 6,3 6,5 6,0 6,3
R(Max-Min) 0,92 8,8 36,6 2,8 1,5 2,0 1,5
o 0,26 2,3 12,2 0,7 0,4 0,6 0,4

Mpumitka. YLD - ypoxaitHicTb, T/ra; TKW — maca 1000 3epeH, r; LE — BuTik enektponitis, %; PM — cTiitkicTs npoTy
6opowHucToi pocu, 6an; SB — cTiiikicTb NpoTu TemHo-Oypoi nasmuctocTi, 6an; NB — cTilikicTe npoTn cityacToi

nasamuctocTi, 6an; PH — cTiiikicTb npoTu KapaukoBoi ipxi, 6an; Mean, Max, Min, R(

Max-Min

MiHiManbHe 3HAYEHHA 03HaKW i po3Max BapitoBaHHSA, BiANOBIAHO; G — CTAaHLAPTHE BIAXWUIEHHS.

- cepefHe, MaKCumalbHe,

ISSN 2513-1017 PLANT VARIETIES STUDYING AND PROTECTION, 2021, T. 17, N1



Breeding and seed production

Tabauys 5
IHpeKcHi cTaHaapTM30BaHi 3HAYEHHA CNONYYEHHA BPOXKAMHOCTI Ta iHIWIMX 03HAK
y ceneKuiitHux niniit aumeHrto aporo (2017-2020 pp.)

Wndp YLD_TKW YLD_LE YLD_PM YLD_SB YLD_NB YLD_PH GYT index
G1 -0,72 -0,51 -0,04 -0,58 -0,69 -0,43 -0,49
G2 -0,36 -0,49 -0,55 0,38 0,84 1,01 0,14
G3 0,16 -0,79 -0,49 0,84 0,16 0,79 0,11
G4 -0,77 -0,97 -0,55 0,38 0,07 0,29 -0,26
G5 -0,59 0,22 0,08 -0,75 -0,33 -1,32 -0,45
G6 1,65 1,50 1,09 1,40 1,43 0,60 1,28
G7 0,13 0,85 0,34 0,17 0,94 0,41 0,47
G8 -0,87 0,07 -0,39 -1,56 -1,23 -1,53 -0,92
G9 0,11 -0,37 -0,17 -0,42 -1,05 -0,25 -0,36

G10 -1,25 0,63 -0,98 -0,15 -0,10 0,05 -0,30
G11 -0,70 -1,29 0,10 -1,05 -0,57 -0,96 -0,75
G12 1,48 -0,88 1,51 0,90 1,02 1,23 0,88
G13 1,95 1,85 2,84 2,11 1,72 2,19 2,11
G14 1,21 0,74 -1,15 0,29 0,76 -0,88 0,16
G15 -0,65 -1,53 -0,55 -1,73 -1,83 -1,07 -1,23
G16 -0,95 -0,29 -0,78 -0,26 -0,91 -0,40 -0,60
G17 0,18 1,25 -0,31 0,04 -0,21 0,26 0,20

Npumitka. YLD_TKW — noegHaHHsA BpoxaiiHocTi i1 macu 1000 3epeH; YLD_LE — noegHaHHA BpoxaiHocTi
i nocyxocriiikocti; YLD_PM — noenHaHHs BpoxaiiHocTi it cTiikocTi npoTu 6opownuctoi pocu; YLD_SB —
NOEAHAHHA BPOXAWMHOCTI il CTIKOCT NpoTH TeMHO-6ypoi nasmuctocTi; YLD_NB — noegHaHHsA BpoxaitHocTi
i cTiikocTi npoTu cityactoi nnsimuctocTi; YLD_PH — noegHaHHs BpoxaHOCTi i CTINKOCTi NPOTU KapaMKOBOi
ipxi; GYT index — 3aranbHuit iHAEKC reHOTUNY 3@ NOERHAHHAM YPOXKAWHOCTI 3 iHWKUMMK O3HAKAMMU.

IIbOMY Ppasi NMpaKTUYHO BCi IOeAHAHHA BPO-
JKafHOCTi Ta O3HAK MaJi AOCUTHL BUCOKY Aude-
PeHIIiIOBaJIbHY 3AaTHIiCThb, Ha IO BKa3ye€ IOB-
JKMHA BeKTOpiB. BomHouac HaiiMeHII pelmpe-
3eHTAaTUBHUMU OyJM IIOETHAHHSA O3HAK YPO-
skamHocTi Ta mocyxocrtiikocti (YLD LE), a
TaKOXX yposkalHocTi ¥ cTifikocTi mpoTu Kap-
aukopoi ip:xki (YLD PH). YLD LEi YLD PH

YLD_LE

BogHOUYAC OyJIM ¥ HAWBiAmaIeHiIUMU ogHe Bifn
ogHOTOo. fIK BHCOKOIO pempe3eHTATHBHICTIO,
Tak 1 gu(pepeHITiloBaJIbHOIO 3JaTHICTIO, XapaK-
TepudyBaJINCSA IIOETJHAHHSA BPOKAMHOCTI U
macu 1000 sepen (YLD TKW) rTa BpokaiiHoc-
Ti ¥ crifikocTi mpoTu ciTyacTol MJIAMMCTOCTIL
(YLD NB).

fx BumamBae 3 maHux pucyHka 10, ceiex-
nittai gainil G13 ‘Hedinienc 5162°, G12 ‘edirri-
emc 5161°, G6 ‘Hyranmc 5073’°, a Takox G7 ‘Hy-
TaHc 4966°, moTpanuaIn J0 OMHOTO ceKTopa (Mera-
cepemoBUINA), Ae TaKOK Oyau i GiIBIITiCTh ITO-
enHaHb O3HAK. Ha MeXKi 11boro MmeracepenoBuiiia

poaramoBaHo cejekItifimi Jgimii G2 ‘Hyramc
=
8 <
S -
% )
% YLD TKW
< D
© e G T YLD NB o
"""" YLD_SB s
YLD_PM <
o
A ~ ©
) @
YLD_PH 3
T T '
3 4

AXIS170.74 %

Mpumitka. TyT i Ha pucyHkax 10-12 wudpyBaHHA reHo-
TUNiB BiANOBiAAIOTb 3HAYEHHAM, HaBegeHUM y Tabauui 1,
NO3HAYeHHs NOELAHAHHA BPOXKANHOCTI it 03HaK — y Tabauui 5.

Puc. 9. GYT biplot gudepeHuiroBanbHoi 3gaTHoCT
Ta penpeseHTaTMBHOCTI 328 NOEAHAHHAM YPOXKaNHOCTI
3 iHwumu o3Hakamm (2017-2020 pp.)

AXIS170.74 %

Puc. 10. GYT biplot «xTo-ge-nepemir» 3a noegHaHHAM
ypoxaiHocTi 3 iHwummn o3Hakamu (2017-2020 pp.)
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4705’ i G3 ‘Hyrauc 4816’. Iloegnanua YLD LE
THOTPAIINJIO 10 By3bKOT'O CEKTOpa 3 JIUIIe JBOMA
remorunamu — G14 ‘Hyramc 5184’ i G17 ‘Hy-
Tauc 5193,

GYT biplot 3a piBHEM BuABY o€ JHAHHSA O3HAK
i crabinpmicTiO (pmc. 11) ykasye, IO cepemgHE
3HAUEHHs B JOCJiJlI 3a KOMIIJIEKCOM mOCJTimsKe-
HUX TOE€AHAHb O3HAK (B OOUHUIIAX TOJIOBHUX
KOMIIOHEHT) TepeBasKaju ceseKIinHi ginii G13
‘Nedimienc 5162°, G6 ‘Hyrame 5073’°, G12 ‘Iedi-
miernc 5161°, G7 ‘Hyranc 4966°, G2 ‘Hyramc 4705’,
G3 ‘Hyranc 4816°, G14 ‘Hyranc 5184°, G17 ‘Hy-
ranc 5193’. Permira cenekmiiHux JiHiA i cran-
JapT iM IOCTyIaJIMCs, HaBiTh IIOIIPU Te, 110 AJIA
craggapty G1 ‘Bziperns Ta ceJeKIiiHMX JIiHii
G9 ‘Hyrauc 5070’, G16 ‘Hyranc 5191’ xapaxTep-
HOIO OyJIa BUCOKA CTabiIbLHICTS.

HaiionTumasnbHilIe TIOeAHAHHA BHCOKOT'O PiB-
HS BUABY KOMILJIEKCY O3HAK Ta cTabiabHOCTL
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Puc. 11. GYT biplot 3a pieHem BusABY NnoegHaHHA
BPOXaMHOCTI 3 iHWKUMM 03HaKaMK Ta CTaGinbHicTIo
cenekuinHmx niHiit aumeHio aporo (2017-2020 pp.)
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Puc. 12. GYT biplot paHXyBaHHA ceneKkuinHux niHin
AAUMEHI0 APOr0 33 NOEAHAHHAM YPOXKAUHOCTI Ta THWINX
03HaK Wopo «igeanbHoro reHotuny» (2017-2020 pp.)

MaJia cesekIivina jginia G13 ‘Hedimiernc 5162°.
IIpo me cBigumTs ii JIOKaJidallisg B IeHTPi IIeH-
TPUUYHUX KiJI, e TEeOpeTHUYHO MYCHUTL OyTH
«imeaIbHUM TEeHOTUI» AJA AOCJimsKeHol BMOip-
KU ceJIeKITifHuX JiHif (puc. 12). Iemio mocTy-
maJjacsh i cesqekiriina aiuia G6 ‘Hyramc 5073’
dAKa pos3MicTujacsa B HACTYIIHOMY KOJIi.

BucHoBKMU

Y pesynbTaTi KOMILIEKCHOI'O OITiHIOBAHHS 3 BU-
KopuctaHHAM rpadiunux mozeneit AMMI, GGE
biplot Ta GYT biplot Bumineno cemexiriiimi aimii
ssumento aporo ‘Hedimienc 5162’ i ‘Hyranc 5073’
3 ONITUMAJIbHUM NOETHAHHAM yPOKAMWHOCTI, cTa-
6irbHOCTI, Macu 1000 3epeH, TOCYXOCTiHIKOCTi Ta
CTiKOCTi IPOTH OCHOBHUX 30YIHUKiB XBOPOO.

IIlpakTruny HiHHICTH AJisd 3aJlydyeHHA B ce-
JEeKI[INHUA IIPOIIeC TAKOMK MOKYTh MaTU CeJIeK-
mitiai gimii ‘Hdedimienc 5161°, ‘Hyranc 4966’
‘Hyranc 4705, ‘Hyramc 4816°, ‘Hyranc 5184’
‘Hyranmc 5193°, aki mepeBakaju cepegHe 3Ha-
YeHHs B JIOCJiJi 3a MOEeAHAHHAM ypOXKaiHOCTI
Ta HU3KM aJalTUBHUX O3HAK.
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Purpose. Identification of spring barley promising
breeding lines with combination of adaptive traits under
conditions of the central part of the Ukrainian Forest-
Steppe. Methods. Field trial, laboratory-field analysis of
drought tolerance, statistical and graphical analysis of ex-
perimental data. Results. The analysis of variance of the
AMMI model showed that the largest contribution to the
general variation (85.78%) had environmental conditions
(vears of research). The value of the genotype was 8.21%,
and the genotype by environment interaction was 6.01%.
The first and second principal components of both AMMI
and GGE biplot explained more than 85% of the genotype-
environment interaction. Spring barley breeding lines ‘De-
ficiens 5162', ‘Nutans 5073" and ‘Deficiens 5161" had the
superior combination of yield performance and relative sta-
bility through the years according to GGE biplot. With GYT
biplot analysis it has been determined that the breeding

lines ‘Deficiens 5162 and ‘Nutans 5073" also significantly
predominated over the other genotypes in terms of combi-
nation of yield performance and a number of other traits —
1000 kernels weight, drought tolerance, resistance to patho-
gens. Breeding lines ‘Deficiens 5161’, ‘Nutans 4966, ‘Nutans
4705', ‘Nutans 4816’, ‘Nutans 5184, ‘Nutans 5193’, which ex-
ceeded the mean value in the trial in terms of combination
of yield performance and a number of adaptive traits may
have practical significance in the breeding process for cre-
ation of new initial material. Conclusions. As a result of the
complex evaluation when using AMMI, GGE biplot and GYT
biplot graphical models the breeding lines ‘Deficiens 5162
and ‘Nutans 5073 with the optimal combination of yield,
stability, thousand kernel weight and tolerance to abio-
tic and biotic environmental factors have been identified.
Keywords: Hordeum vulgare L.; genotype by environment
interaction; complex of traits; AMMI; GGE biplot; GYT biplot.
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