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MeTa. BuaBuTM 0cO6MMBOCTI piBHA NposBY i BapiabenbHicTb KiNbKOCTI 3epeH y KONOCi AUMeHI0 Aporo Ta BUAINUTU HOBI
reHeTUYHi J)Kepena 3a NOESHAHHAM NiABULWEHOrO Ta cTabiNbHOro piBHA NPOABY 03HAKW ANs CenekLii B yMOBaX LLeHTPanbHOi
yactuHm Jlicocteny YkpaiHu. Metopm. JocnigxeHHs npoeefeHo y 2018-2020 pp. B ymoBax MWPOHiIBCbKOrO iHCTUTYTY
nweHuyi imeHi B. M. Pemecna HAAH. [locnigunu 96 KonekuiiHMx 3pa3kiB pisHuUX NigBUAIB Ta rpyn pi3HOBMAHOCTEN AYMEHI0
APOro NOXOAXeHHAM 3 15 KpaiH cBiTy. 3acTOCOBYBaNW HU3KY CTAaTUCTUYHUX NapaMeTpis Ta rpadiyHux mogeneit. Pesynbraru.
[ncnepciithum ananizom AMMI mopeni BusBNeHO [OCTOBIPHO BUCOKI YaCTKM BHECKY Y 3arasbHiit GeHoTUnoBii Bapiallii ycix
ii cknapoBux: ymoB poky (33,8-40,2%), reHotuny (35,2-48,9%) i B3aemogii reHoTun—cepeposuwe (17,3-29,3%). 3a no-
KasHuKamn romeoctatnyHocti (Hom.) i cenekuiiHoi uinHocti (Sc.) Ta Bisyanizauiamu GGE biplot gudepenyinosaHo 3pasku
BiANOBigHO A0 PiBHA NposBY i BapiabenbHOCTi 03HAKM Ta BUOKPEMIEHO HOBi reHeTUYHi mxepena ana cenekuii. KoediuieHt
theHOTUNOBOT BapiaLii BapiloBaB Bif HU3bKOTO y ABOPALHMX nniByacTux 3paskis (PCV =9,60%) L0 HabAMKEHOTO O BUCOKOTO
y rono3sepHux (PCV = 18,9%). Bucoke 3HayeHHs KoedilieHTy reHoTUNoBOT BapiaLii BuaBneHo y ronosepHux (GCV = 10,95%)
Ta wectupagHux 3paskis (GCV = 13,28%). KoediLieHT ycnaaKoByBaHOCTI 03HakyM MaB 3Ha4yeHHs Big Bucokoro (H?=79,4%)
y ABOPSAHMX 3pa3kiB fo HabnauxkeHoro go HuU3bkoro (H2= 33,7%) y wectupsaHux. OuikyBaHe reHeTUYHe NONiNwWeHHs cTa-
HOBWNIO Bif cepenHboro y GaratopsaHux 3paskiB (GAM = 13,10%) fo Bucokoro y ronosepHux (GAM = 23,51%). BucHoBkwm.
BupineHo KonekuinHi 3pasku sKi NoeaHyOTb NifBULEHY 03ePHEHicTb Ta i1 BiHOCHY cTabinbHicTb: ABOpAAHI nniByacTi —
‘Tisep’ (UKR), Almonte’ (CAN), ‘Despina’ (DEU), ‘Ceimbar’ (KAZ), ‘Cmapara’ (UKR), ‘Hosatop’ (UKR); nBopsagHi ronosepHi — ‘CDC
Candle’ (CAN) i ‘Millhouse” (CAN), 6aratopsagHi nnisyacti — ‘AC Westech” (CAN) i ‘AC Alma’ (CAN). NMepcnekTnBoio NoAanbLInx
LOCNiMKEHb € 3ay4eHHs BUAiNEHUX 3pa3KiB AN CTBOPEHHS HOBOMO BMXifHOTO Matepiajny Ta BCTaHOBEHHs 0COBAMUBOCTEl
yCNaAKyBaHHA KiNbKOCTi 3epeH y KOJI0Ci, @ TAKOX BUABNEHHA B3AaEMO3B'A3KIB Lii€T 03HaKM 3 THWNUMU CTPYKTYPHUMU efleMeH-
TaMu BpPOXaMHOCTI.

Knrouosi cnosa: Hordeum vulgare L.; 2eHomunosa sapiayis; ¢heHomunosa sapiayis; ycnaoKoBy8aHiCmMb; 20Meocmamuy-
Hicmb,; cenekyitina yiHHicms; AMMI; GGE biplot.

HA pPO3UINPIOIOTH BiloMi Ta BifKpUBaIwOTh HOBI

Bctyn

Aumins (Hordeum vulgare L.) — oguH 3 Haii-
MepIInX OKYJIbTYPEHUX JJIOAUHOI BUAIB poC-
JWH, AKUH 1 70 IbOT0 Yacy 3aJIUINAEThCA KJIIO-
YOBUM Y CBiTOBOMY 3eMJIepPOOCTBi AJA BUPOO-
HUIITBA IIPOAYKIII AKa BUKOPHUCTOBYETHCA Y
pisHOMaHITHUX rajsy3sax mpomwuciaoBocTi [1-5].
CyuacHi MOJIEeKyIAPHO-TeHEeTHYHI JOCITigKeH-
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MOKJHUBOCTI IOJO0 BUKOPHUCTAHHA AUYMEHIO
IJIsSI 3aJI0BOJICHHS Pi3HOMAaHITHUX IIOTPE0 JII0-
crBa [6—8].

Ha croroani 3a paxyHOK ceJIeKIIil TOCATHYTO
3HAYHOTO I'eHeTUYHOT0 3PYIIIeHHA B HAIPAMKY
HiIBUITIEHHS IIOTEHI[iaJy IPOAYKTHBHOCTI Ta
AKicHUX NOKasHUKiB 3epHa gumeHo [9-11]. ¥
CBOIO 4Yepry, 3arajbHOBMBHAHOIO aKCiOMOIO €
dakxT Toro, 1mo epeKkTUBHA ceJeKIliliHa poboTa
MOJKJIMBA JIUIIIEe 32 HAsABHOCTI y POSMOPAIKEH-
Hi ceJleKIlioHepa OOCTATHHOI KiJBKOCTi IIHPO-
KOro TeHeTHYHOT'0 Pi3HOMAaHiTHOTO BUXiJHOTO
marepiany. OJHUM 3 KJIOUOBUX ACIEKTiB IHO-
ro 0e3yMOBHO € KOJIEKIIii ciibchKorocmomap-
CBbKUX KYJBTYD, 30CEPEIKeHi Y TeHeTUUHUX
b6amkax pisHux kpaim [12]. Tomy samyuenns,
OI[iHIOBAHHSA Ta BUKOPUCTAHHSA HOBUX KOJIEK-
MiAHWX 3Pas3KiB CTAHOBUTH IIOCTIMHY aKTyaJib-
HICTBH B CeJIeKIIil IS CTBOPEHHS COPTiB 3 BUCO-
KUM HOTeHIliaJoM HPOAYKTUBHOCTI Ta iHIIIUMU
MiHHUMHU rocHojapcbKuMu o3Haxkamu [13—15].
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YposkaiiHiCTh — OJMH 3 OCHOBHUX HOKa3HU-
KiB IPUJATHOCTI COPTY AJIA KOMEPIiiHOrO BU-
kopucranuda. lle ckiagHa moJireHHa O3HaKa
AKa (QopMyeThCcA 3a PaXyHOK O3HAK HMIKUOIO
piBHA — CTPYKTypHHX ejgementiB [16-—18].
Tomy, nmna HmijlecOpsIMOBAHOTO IIiABUINEHHS
BpOKaMHOCTI HeoOXimHO MaTu iHdopMmaIlliio me
JUIIe IIPO BeJUYMHY Pes3yJbTYIOUOl O3HaKWH,
ajie 1 0coOJMBOCTI BeJIWMUMHU, BapiabebHOCTL
Ta B3a€EMO3B’ABKiB 1i OKpeMux cKJamoBux [19—
21]. Y copomreHoMy BUIVIAAI BpPOMKaNHICTD
MOXKHA OXapaKTepU3yBaTH K NJOOYTOK IPOAYK-
TUBHOCTI iHAWBiAyaJbHOI POCJUHU Ta IX KiJb-
KOCTi Ha OAMHMUITIO Mol mociBy. IIpogyKTuB-
HICTb POCJUHU AYMEHIO BUSHAYAEThCA KiJIbKic-
TIO IPOAYKTUBHUX CTeOEJ, KiJIbKiCTIO 3epeH y
KoJioci Ta IX KpYIHiCTIO, BUPaKeHOoI0 uepes I1o-
rasHuk macu 1000 zepen [22—-29]. Takum uwn-
HOM OJIHi€IO 31 CKJIQJOBUX CTPYKTYPU IIPOIYK-
TUBHOCTI POCJIMHU € K1JIbKiCTb 3epeH y KOJOCi.

Pig Hordeum L. mae cyTTeBi BigMiHHOCTI Bifg
immux npexacraBHUKiB Tpubu Triticeae B apxi-
TeKTOHIIi KoJjioca. BoHmM mosadArawoTbs y OIHO-
KBiTKOBOCTi KoJiockiB. To6TO B omHOMY KOJIO-
CKY, AK IIPaBUJO, QOPMYETHCS JIUIIIEe OJHA 3eP-
HiBKa. ¥ TOH ’Ke 4yac, 3aJie’KHO Bijx (epTuiib-
HOCTi KOJIOCKIiB Ha OJHOMY BUCTYIIi CTPMYKHSA
PO3PiBHAIOTH ABOPAAHUM Ta IIeCTUPALHUAN ITif-
Buau gumenio [30—32]. Pisui npomixHi (iHTED-
MenaianbHi) Ta MyTaHTHiI (XuMepHi) dopmu He
MMOIITUPEHi Y BUPOOHUIITBI, a CIAYTryIOTh 3/1e0i1b-
IIIOT0 JININle [JIA TeHeTUUYHUX JOCIiIKeHb.
Bcramosieno, 1o myrairii moB’a3aHi 3i 3MiHOIO
K1JIbKOCTI (hepTUIBHUX PAJLIB Y KOJIOCI BILJIMBA-
I0Th 1 Ha innIi osduaxku pociauuu [33]. Buasie-
HO, III0 B3a€EMOJidA MiK reHamMu, Aki moB’sasaHi
3 KiJbKiCTIO pANIB y KOJOCI SAUYMEHIO MOKe
0yTu BUKOpPUCTaHA AK HOBHUH IIJIAX ITiABUIINEH-
Hs IPOAYKTUBHOCTI KoJioca ssuMmeHio [34].

YporkaiiHicTh, il eJleMEeHTH CTPYKTypPU, i B
TOMY YHCJI KIJIBKICTH 3epeH y KOJIOCi, € KiJb-
KicHUMU O3HaKaMHu, PiBeHb IIPOABY AKUX 3HAUY-
HOIO MipOI0 3a/Ie)KUTH BiJ BILIMBY Pi3HOMAaHIT-
HUX UWHHUKIB HaBKOJUIIHLBOTO CEPeIOBUIIA
(3abesmeueHHA MOKUBHUMEU PEUYOBUHAMM, 3BO-
JIOKEHHS, COHAYHOI imcousnii, Tormro) [35—40].
MDeHOTUNIOBa EKCIpecis AaHWMX O3HaK, OKpiM
TeHeTUYHOI CKJIAJOBOI, 3HAYHOIO MipOIO0 pery-
JIIOETHCA I[1JIOI0 HU3KOI0 TOPMOHIB Ta (pepMeHTiB
[41-44]. ¥V Toii Ke yac, IJis BUKOPUCTAHHSA B
ceJIeKI[il HeoOXiJHO MaTH MaKCHUMAaJIbHO MOMK-
JUBY iH(popMAaIlifo IIIOJ0 T€HEeTUYHO AeTepPMiHO-
BaHOI YacTKU B 3arajbHiil ()eHOTUIIOBIA MiHJIM-
BOCTi O3HaK IIOB’A3aHUX 3 IMPOAYKTHUBHICTIO. Y
3B’ABKY 3 IIIM Yy PisHUX KpaiHaxX CBiTY IOCTifiHO
MIPOBOOATHCA MOCIAMKEHHS IIOA0 OIIHIOBaHHS
piBHA mpoABY Ta crabimbHOCTI, (PeHOTHUIIOBOI i
TeHOTUIIOBOI Bapiamii Ta ycmagkoBYBaHOCTI
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KinpKicHUX o3HaAK sumeHIO [45—58]. Orpumani
JIaHi CyTTEBO Pi3HATHCS, 110 OUEBUIHO II0B’ A3aHO
i3 mocJiimKeHHAM Pi3HOTO IeHEeTHYHOI'0 MaTepi-
ajJy Ta KOHTPACTHUMU €KOJOTIYHUMHU yMOBaMU
IPOBEIEHHS JIOCJIiIKeHb, I110 BJIaCHEe i BUBHAUAE
aKTyaJbHICTh HPOBEAEHHS TAKMUX MTOCJiIKeHb
OesIocepeIHbO YMOBaX CeJIEKIIiiiHOI poboTH.

Mema docnidxnenv — BUABIEHHS 0COOJIUBOC-
Tell 3a piBHeM HPOSBY i BapiabelbHiCTIO KiJb-
KOCTi 3epeH y KOJIOCi AYMEHIO SpPOoro Ta BUIIi-
JIeHHSI HOBUX T'e€HETUUYHUX JAKepesI 3a MOeTHaAH-
HAM OiIBHUINEHOTO Ta CTA0iILHOTO PiBHA IPO-
SIBY O3HAKM JJISA CTBOPEHHS HOBOTO BUXiTHOTO
MaTepiasy B yMOBax II€HTPaJbHOI YaCTUHU
Jlicocreny YKpainm.

Matepianu Ta MeToAMKa ROCHIAKEHD

HocmifgyxeHHsa TpoBeieHO B yMoBax MUPOHiB-
cbKoro iHctutyty nmieHuili imexni B. M. Pemec-
aa HAAH (MIII) y 2018-2020 pp. 'eorpadiuni
KoopauHaTh: Imupora — 49°64°, mosrora —
31°08’, Bucora Haz piBHeM Mopsa — 153 M. I'pyHT
— YOPHOBEM I'NIMO0KUIi, MaJIOTYyMyCHUI, CJIa0KO-
BUJIyroBaHuii. I'JimbuHA I'yMyCcOBOTO TOPU30HTY
criaagae 38—-40 cm. Bwmicr rymycy 3,7-3,9%,
JYsKHOTiZpOJisoBaHOTO a3oTy — 55—64 Mmr, doc-
dopy — 205—-238 mr, oOMiHHOTO Kajito — 82—
110 mr =va 1 r rpyury, pH coarose — 5,1-6,6.
IIuToma Bara TBepAoi a3y I'PyHTY 3HAXOIUTh-
ca B mMexkax 2,62-2,71 r/cm®. O6’emua maca
I'PYHTY 3a npodinem me mepesuirye 1,29 r/cm3,
opuoro mapy — 1,27 cm3. I'panymoMeTpuuHmIia
CKJIAJ I'PYHTY CIpUAE Horo 06pobiTKY, BOIOIPO-
HUKHOCTi, COPUATINBUM JAJIS BUPOIITYBaHHS TU-
MEHIO ITOBITPAHOMY Ta TEIJIOBOMY PEKHMAM.

Marepiamom ana mociaimkeHHs Oynu 96 Ko-
JeKIINHNX 3pasKiB AUMEHI0 APOr0 IOXOIKEeH-
HaM 3 15 kpain (puc. 1). 3pa3dKku oTpmMaHO 3
HamionanbHOro IEeHTPY T€HETUYHUX PEeCcypciB
pociuH Ykpainu y pamrkax IIporpamMmm HaykKo-
BuX mocJaimxenb HamionanbHol akagemii arpap-
HUX Hayk «I'eHooHI pocamH», BiAIIOBiZHO 0
3aBaaub apyroro piBas MIII (momepa mep:xas-
Hoi peecTpa1rii 01160004013 1a 0119U100208).

3pasku HaJeXaTh M0 ABOX IIiABUTIB: IIECTU-
panaoro (pisHoBumHocTi var. pallidum i var.
rikotense) i gBopsmmoro. BOpAmHUN TiABUA
npeicTaBJIeHUY ABOMa IpylaMu PisHOBUAHOC-
Teli — miaiBuactTumu (var. nutans, var. deficiens,
var. inerme, var. medicum, var. submedicum)
Taroso3epauMu (var. nudum, var. nigrinudum).
151 BuABIEeHHSA 0COOJIMBOCTEN IIPOABY Ta Bapia-
0eJILHOCTI O3HAKM y 3pas3KiB pisHUX migBHIiB i
TPYII PiBHOBUAHOCTEM, a TAKOXK JBOPAIHUX ILJIiB-
YacTUX 3pasKiB piBHOr0 MOXOMKeHHA ix OyJo
YMOBHO POS3IIOJIiJIEHO Ha IicTh rpyn. IliaiBuacti
IBOPAIHI 3pasKy IOAIJINJIN HA YOTUPU IPYIU:
I — 3pasku noxoiKeHHAM 3 YKpaimm, II —
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AUS, 2 (2%)

USA, 1 (1%)

UKR, 21 (21%)

SRB, 1 (1%)

RUS, 23 (23%)

POL, 4 (4%)

AUT, 1 (1%)
BLR, 3 (3%)

CAN, 14 (15%)

DEU, 9 (9%)

DNK, 1 (1%)

GBR, 5 (5%)

KAZ,10 (10%)

KGZ, 3 (3%)

MNG, 1 (1%)

Puc. 1. Po3noain koneKkuiH1x 3pasKiB AUMEHI0 APOro 3a KpaiHaMM1 NOXOAKEHHA, WT. (%)

3pasku i3 3axigHoi €BpoIIM Ta IO OJHOMY 3pas-
Ky 3 Ascrpauiii Ta Kamagu, III — spasku i3 Po-
ciicexoi Pegepariii Ta Bimopyci, IV — 3pasku is
Kasaxcrany, Kupruscrany i Mouromaii. I'oso-
3€epHi 3pasKy PisHOT0 MOXOAKEHHs 00’ eJHA B
rpyny V, IecTUPSAAHI 3pasKM BimgHecam 0 Ipy-
ou VI. IToBHUI meperik 3paskiB Ta ix xapakTe-
PUCTUKA 3a Pi3SHOBUAHOCTAMU i KpalHaMu IIO-
XOM:KeHHs HaBeJeHO HaMM y Iryosikarrii [59].
CiBoy mposomuiu ciBaakooo CKC-6-10I1 sza
HacTauHA (isuuHOoil cTHUrIOCTI I'pyHTY. ObIiKOBa
mworta gimauku 1 m2. IlosropHicTs Tpupasosa.
PosmimenHns miISHOK — IOBHUMU PEHIOMi30Ba-
HuMu 61oKamMu. CTaHZAPT — COPT TUMEHIO APOTO
‘Baipens’ posmitmyBanu uepes 20 momepis. ia
CTPYKTYPHOTO aHaJIi3y BimOmpasu He mMeHie 25
pocanH i3 Ko:xKHOI moBTOpHOCTi. KinbKicTs 3epen
OigpaxoByBaJid Y T'OJIOBHOMY KOJIOCI.
Koedinieatu dpenorunosoi (PCV) i renoru-
moBoi Bapiarii (GCV), KoedilieHT ycmagKoBy-
BaHOCTIi B mupoxomy posyminui (H?), ouikyBsa-
He reHeTuyHe noJjinmenasa (GA) Ta reHeTUYHE
MOJIiIIITeHHA BUpakeHe y BilcoTKax 10 cepep-
HBOTO piBHA mposBy o3Haku (GAM) pospaxo-
BYBAJM BUKOPHUCTOBYIOUH (hOPMYJH 3aIlpoIIo-
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vHoBaui G. W. Burton, E. H. Devane [60],
H.W. Johnson, H. F. Robinson, R. E. Comstock
[61], R. W. Allard [62], D. S. Falconer [63].
s paH:KUpPyBaHHA 3pasKiB 3a MOKasHUKaMU
CTATHUCTUYHUX IIapaMeTPiB 3aCTOCOBYBAJIH Ha-
crynui rpagamnii: gma PCV, GCV i GAM =
0-10% - mumsbKuii piBeub, 11-20% — cepesn-
miit, > 20% — Bucokmii; H2 = 0-30% — Hu3L-
Kuit, 31-60% — cepenuiii, > 61% — BHCOKMIA.
ITorkasuuku romeocratTuunocti (Hom,) Ta cemnex-
nifiHoi minHOCTI (Sc,) BUsHAYa M BiAMOBIAHO 10
B. B. Xaurinsaina, M. A. JlutBunenka [64].
CraTrnuHUH aHaAJi3 TPOBOAWIN 3 BUKOPHUCTAH-
HaM KoMmir rorepHux nporpam Excel 2010 i Sta-
tistica 12.

Hucnepcitauii amanis AMMI mozesi Ta Bisy-
armisamii GGE biplot BukomyBaiu mporpamoio
GEA-R. [eranbHO OCHOBHI mpuHITUIIN rpadiu-
HOTO aHaJi3y Ta iHTepHpeTallisi eKCIepUMeH-
TAJIbHUX HOAHUX BUKJAJAEHA B OPHUTiHAIBHUX
nybaikamiax [65—-67].

Pe3ynbTatu pocnigxeHb

IToromgui ymoBm mepenrociBHOTO Ta Berera-
mifitHoro mepiogy saumMmenio saporo B 2018-—
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2020 pp. pisumanch 3a poKaMM JOCTiIKEHb, a
TAaKOK BapiloBaJiM BiZHOCHO cepemHix Garato-
piuHUX 3HauUeHb (3a JaHUMU ATrpoMeTeoCcTaHITil
Mupowniska), 110 JeTAIbLHO O0XapaKTepHU30BaHO
HaMu 3a Koe(dillieHTOM CYTTEBOCTI BiAXMJIeHbD i
ony0JiKOBaHO B OJHOMY 3 IOIEePeaHiX ITOBigOM-
JeHb [68]. 3 meTarbHUM aHaJIi30M PiBHS IIPO-
ABy abioTumuHMX Ta OiOTMYHMX UYMHHUKIB Ta
BUJIATAHHA Y OOCTiAKeHi POKU, BHACJIIIOK KO-
JIUBAHHA IOTOAHUX YMOB MOXKHA ITO3HANOMU-
THUCH y BUIIE 3TafaHiil Hammin myoaikarii [59].
Tyr Mum oOMeKMMOCH JHIINE y3araJlbHEeHHAM
TOrO, IO KOHTPACTHI HOToAHI YMOBU PiBHUX
POKiB i cnpuumHeHI HUMHU Pi3Hi cTyHeHi IIpo-
ABY HHUBKM CTPECOBUX UYMHHMKIB Ta IX HOEM-
HAHHS CIPUSAIN BCeOIUHOMY MOCIiMKEHHIO Ta
nudepeHIriamii KoJgeKMiiHMX 3pasKiB 3a piB-
HEM IPOABY i cTabiibHICTIO KiTBKOCTI 3epeH y
KOJIOCI.

PiBenb mposBy 0O3HaAKHU CYTTEBO BapiloBaB,
3aJIeXKHO BiJf YMOB POKY i IpPyn AOCIiIKEeHUX
regotumnis (puc. 2). HalimeHIry KigbKicTh 3e-
per y xoisoci BuaBimerno B 2018 p. ¥V 2019 i
2020 pp. piBeHb TPOABY BiipisdHABCS y 3pasKiB
pisaux rpyn. OgHaK, 3a TPU POKU AOCTiIKEHb
cepeqHE 3HAUEHHSA B MeXKaxX TI'PYI ABOPATHUX
gpaskiB (I-V) 6yno mocurs G6iamsbkuMm (20,1-—

30
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pitier Range

o Oueliers

2018 2019 2020

Poxst o TEeHE

2018-2020

I'pyna III

Kinksaem sepes ¥ sonod, nre

o Median

[] rveeTi%e

12 1 MeeOrtlser Range
o Oueliers

2018 2019 2020

Poxn ZocITREHE

2018-2020
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21,0 sepeH), xoua i 3 3BHAUHNMMU BiIMiHHOCTIMU
y Bapiamii. HatiGinbiry BapiabenbHiCTH cepepn-
HBOTO 3HAUEHHSA 3a TPU POKU BuABJeHO y I'pymi
V (8ig 15,9 no 26,4 3epen), maiimenmry — y I'py-
mi IIT (Bix 17,5 mo 22,9 zepen). OuikyBamo 6ib-
Ile YKUCJIOBe 3HAYEHHS O3HAKU OYJIO B IIIECTH-
panaux 3paskis (I'pyma VI), ame iz momiGHUMU
IO BUIIle HaBedeHUX, IK IJA 3arajJbHOl BHOip-
KM, TeHAeHI[iAMHU 3a PiBHEM IIPOABY AK Y OKpe-
Mi poKH, Tak i B cepegapomy 3a 2018—-2020 pp.
Poamax BapiioBaHHA y AaHiM rpyni cTaHOBUB
Big 29,3 mo 46,4 zepen. BpaxoByroum Bapia-
0eJbHIiCTL O3HAKM OUEBUIHUM € TO# (hakT, IIMo
IS BUKOPUCTAHHSA B AKOCTi TeHETUUHUX IKe-
peJs 3 MeTOI0 IMOJIMINeHHSA 03HaK! HaNOiJIbIry
MiHHICTh CTAHOBUTUMYTH T'€HOTUNIM, 3 OIITHU-
MaJbHUM MOETHAHHAM 1i HiABHINEHOrO PiBHA
IIPOABY Ta BigHOCHOI cTabibHOCTI 3a pOKaMM.
Y rabauni 1 HaBegeHO XapaKTEPUCTUKY 3pas-
KiB 3 HaWOIIBINIUM y CepeIHBOMY 3a TPU POKU
piBHeM NpPOABY KiJIBKOCTI 3epeH y KoJoci, a
TaKOoK 3pPas3KM 3 KpaIluMM IOKa3HUKaAMM, AKi
XapaKTepusyoTh CTabiJbHICTL — MiHiMaJIbLHU-
MU 3HAaUEeHHSMHM po3Maxy BapitoBamuda (R) Ta
KoedimienTy Bapiamii (V), a Takox Maxcu-
MaJILHUMU 3HAUYEHHAMHU IIapaMeTpPiB roMeocTa-
tuuHocTi (Hom,) Ta cemerniinoi minnocri (Sc,).
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Puc. 2. PiBeHb nposBY KiNbKOCTi 3epeH y KoJloCi B pi3HUX rpynax 3pasKiB suMeHt0 Aporo
3aNeXXHO Bif YMOB pPOKiB gocnigkeHb

Taxkox Oy MOPiBHAHHA NPUBEAEHO CEPEIHE
3a rpynamu 3HaueHHs (Mean) Ta crammaprHe
BigxuieHHsA (C) PiBHS IPOABY O3HAKM i cTaTHC-
TUYHUX IIapaMeTpiB 3a KOKHOIO 3 rpymn. Ocob-
JUBICTIO cTaTUYHUX MapameTpiB Hom, i cesnex-
niiHoi miHHOCTI Sc,, € Te 10 BOHM HE <«IIPH-
B’sA3aHi» IO cepeTHHLOrO 3HAUEHHA Yy BUOipIi, a
XapaKTepU3yITh KOXKEeH 3Pa30oK iHIMBiIyaJib-
HO, 3aJIe’KHO BiJl piBHA IIPOABY O3HAKU Ta Il
BapiabembHoCcTi. TomMy IIi HmOKAasHMKMN MOXKHA
BUKOPUCTOBYBATH i AJId HOPiBHAHHA NreHOTUIIB
y Me)KaxX piBHUX I'PyH I'eHOTHUIIIB 3a YMOBHU J0O-
TPUMaHHSA PO3MipPHOCTI YMCJIOBOTO BUPaKeHHA
O3HAKU. ¥ TaHOMY BUHAIAKY — IJA TBOPATHUX
IUIiBYAaCTUX 3pasKiB pisHUX I'pyHn Ta ABOPAX-
HUX roJyio3epHux 3paskiB. lllectupanHi spasku
3a JaHUMHU IIOKAa3HUKaMM «a priori» ciripm orri-
HIOBAaTU OKPEMO.

JBopagHMi MIiBUACTUH cOPT-cTaHIapT ‘Bai-
penis’ (UKR) maB piBeHb IPOSABY O3HAKM Ha
piBHiI cepemHix sHaueHb OJA OiIBIIIOCTI ABO-
pAmTHUX rpyn 3paskisB (20,6 = 2,9 sepen), aime
He BHCOKi IIOKa3HUKM TI'OMEOCTaTUUYHOCTI
(Hom, = 144,7) Ta cenekmiiinoi miHHOCTI
(Sc, = 15,6). HaiibinbIy BeTMYMHY TOKa3HUKA
TOMeOoCTaTUYHOCTI BUABJIEHO y 3paskiB I'py-
nu I ‘Cmaparn’ (Hom, = 871,9), ‘Tisep’
(Hom, = 831,8) i ‘Hosatop’ (Hom, = 723,5)
(UKR). 1Ii & spasxku Maam i HauOiabIIi 3HA-
YeHHA MOKA3HUKA Y MeKax mganoi rpynwu (23,5
+0,7..21,6 = 0,6 3epeH), X0Ua y IeIO iHIITOMY
nopAAKY poaMmillleHHdA. Tomy, naa HUX BUABJIE-
HO i OfIHi 3 HAUBUIIINX MOKA3HUKIB CeJIeKIIiiTHOl
ninHocti (Sc, = 20,4-22,3). Haounum npuk-
JazoM HeOoOXiTHOCTi He JIMIle BUCOKOTO Cepe-
HBOTO 3HAUEHHA PiBHA NIPOSABY O3HAKHU 3a PO-
Kamu, aje i fioro crabinbHOCTI € copT ‘Concerto’
(GBR), axuit maB HaWOiIbITY KiJIBbKiCTh 3epeH
y KoJgoci (24,3 = 5,9 zepen) ak y I'pymi II, Tak
i Barajom AJa ycix OBOPAJHUX ILJIiBYACTUX
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spaskiB (I'pynu I-1V). Ogmax, sHauHe Bapiio-
BaHHA 3a pokamu (R = 10,9 zepen) Bigobpasu-
JOCh Ha BUCOKOMY 3HauYeHHi Koe(iIlieHTy Bapi-
amii (V = 24,2%). I, ax migcyMok, maHuil copT
MaB Jy:Ke HUBbKi TOKa3HUKU TOMEOCTATUIHOC-
ti (Hom, = 100,6) Ta cemexniiinoi minnocTi (Sc,
= 15,0).

ITokazoBuMu Takok Oy 3SHaAUEHHS ITapaMe-
TpiB y 3paskiB I'pynu III ‘Onenéx’ (RUS) i ‘Me-
muxyMm 139’ (RUS). ¥V copry ‘Omenér’ (RUS)
piBeHL TpoABY o3HaKm cranoBuB 21,7 *= 6,1
3epeH, OJHAK YHACJIZOK CHUJILHOI BapiabeJb-
HocTi 3a pokamu (R = 10,6 3epeHn), KoedimieunT
papiamii caras V = 28,0 % . [lanuii 3pa3ox MaB
TaKoK i HaWripIi cepen mpeacTaBiaeHuX y Taod-
auni 1 mokasaukm Hom, = 77,51 Sc, = 12,6. ¥
copry ‘Menuxym 139’ (RUS) 3a mero HUKIOTO
cepeqHBOT0 3HAUEHHSA O3HAKM, ajie il MeHIIol
BapiabesnbHOCTi 3a pokamu (R = 2,2 3epen, V =
5,8 %), IOKa3HUKMN Ir'OMEOCTATUYHOCTI i cerex-
niinoi mimmocTi cramosuau: Hom, = 332,5 i
Sc, = 17,2, signosigno. ¥ I'pymi IV noexnysa-
JIY BiTHOCHO BMCOKEe 3HAUEHHSA O3HAKU Y cepe/l-
HBbOMY 3a TpuU PoKu 3paskmu ‘Cwimbar’ (KAZ)
(28,7 = 1,3 sepen, Hom = 448,3, Sc, = 21,3),
‘KASCYDDIJIE 1’ (KAZ) (22,3 = 1,2 zepeH,
Hom = 431,2, Sc, = 20,1) i ‘I[Tamatu Pawucer’
(KAZ) (20,7 = 1,0 zepen, Hom = 435,7, Sc, =
19,0). Ao6comoTHe MakKcuUMaJbHEe S3HaUYeHHS
O3HAKU cepel AOCHiIKeHUX OBOPATHUX 3pas-
KiB (I'pynu I-V) BusBI€HO Y TOJIOBEPHOTO COP-
Ty ‘CDC Candle’ (CAN) (26,4 = 3,4 3sepeH)
(I'pyma V), ane y 3B’A3KYy 3 BapiabeabHicTIO 3a
poKaMM IMOKa3HUK HOT0 TOMEOCTaTHUUHOCTiI OYB
mocepenuim (Hom, = 205,8). Xoua 3a paxyHOK
cepeqHbOT0 3HAUEHHS O3HAKM CeJIeKITilfHA ITiH-
HiCTb NAHOTO COPTY Oyja JAOCUTH BUCOKOMW (Sc,
= 20,5). Hatixpaie moegHaHHA PiBHA IPOABY
osHaku (24,7 + 1,3 3epeH), IOKa3HUKIB rome-
ocraruunocti (Hom, = 483,5) Ta cenexmiiiHoi
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Tabauys 1

XapaKTepucTUKa KONeKLiiiHNX 3pa3KiB AYMEHI0 APOro 3a KinbKicTio 3epeH
Y KOJ0Ci, rOMeoCTaTMUHICTIO Ta cenleKuiiHoo UiHHicTio, 2018-2020 pp.

. . KinbKicTb o
Wndp 3pasoK PisHoBup | KpaiHa 3epeH, WT. R owr. |V, % | Hom, | Sc
G1 ‘Bsipeup’ St nutans UKR 20,6 +29| 56 |14,2|144,7 | 15,6
fpyna I
G53 ‘Tisep’ nutans UKR [235+0,7| 1,3 | 28 |831,8| 223
G75 ‘Cmaparp’ nutans UKR |223+06| 1,1 | 2,6 |871,9]| 21,2
G2 ‘HoBatop’ inerme UKR |21,6+0,6| 1,2 | 3,0 |723,5]| 20,4
Mean - - - 20,6 3,9 1104|3324 | 171
c - - - 1,8 24 | 65 1270,1| 3,0
pyna II
G83 ‘Concerto’ nutans GBR |24,3+5,9| 10,9 | 24,2 |100,6 | 15,0
G85 ‘Almonte’ nutans CAN [235+20]| 3,9 | 83 |284,0| 19,9
(96 ‘Despina’ deficiens | DEU |233+25| 4,5 [10,6|220,7| 19,1
G92 ‘\lienna’ deficiens | AUT |22,1+15| 29 | 68 |3251| 19,3
G94 ‘Skald’ deficiens | POL |[22,0+3,0| 58 |13,8|159,5| 16,8
(88 ‘Mastvinster’ nutans DEU |216+16]| 3,1 | 7,2 |300,0 | 18,7
Mean - - - 21,0 6,1 |15,6 |169,6 | 15,7
c - - - 1,9 28 | 7,6 84 3,0
lpyna III
G19 ‘Kapar’ nutans RUS |229+3,2| 59 |14,0/163,4| 17,5
G22 “3ybp’ nutans BLR |225+20| 39 | 89 |2525]| 189
G42 ‘Papsimiy’ nutans BLR [21,8+22| 3,9 |10,0/219,0| 18,1
G41 ‘OneHéx’ nutans RUS |21,7+6,1| 10,6 |28,0| 77,5 | 12,6
G25 ‘Meaukym 139" | medicum | RUS [193+1,1| 2,2 | 58 |3325]| 17,2
Mean - - - 20,1 48 |12,7|189,0| 15,8
c - - - 1,6 22 | 58810 | 18
pyna IV
G29 ‘Cbimbat’ nutans KAZ [23,7+13| 25 | 53 |4483| 21,3
G47 ‘KA3CYOODJIE 1 | nutans KAZ |223+1,2| 23 | 52 |431,2]| 201
G44 ‘A3bIK’ nutans KAZ [21,1+20| 3,9 | 93 |227,0| 175
G58 ‘Namatu Paucsl’ | medicum | KAZ 20,7 +1,0| 1,8 | 4,8 |435,7 | 19,0
Mean - - - 20,4 38 | 96 | 2586 17,0
c - - - 1,8 2,1 | 53 1143 | 2,3
lpynaV
G13 ‘CDC Candle’ nudum CAN |26/4+34| 6,5 |128|2058| 20,5
G73 ‘Millhouse’ nudum CAN |24,7+13| 25 | 51 |483,5| 22,3
G5 ‘CDC Cartel’ nudum CAN |238+36/| 66 |15,0/|1583| 17,8
G10 ‘4-1" nudum UKR |235+41| 75 |17,4|135,2| 16,8
G4 ‘Phoenix’ nudum CAN |233+27]| 54 |11,6|200,7| 185
Mean - - - 20,6 6,3 |16,4|187,7 | 15,2
c - - - 3,1 3,4 | 96 | 1320 41
pyna VI
G62 ‘Omckumit 99' pallidum | RUS |446+72 | 14,0 |16,1|276,8 | 32,8
(66 ‘AC Westech’ pallidum | CAN |44,6+8,2| 154 |182 |244,6 | 31,1
G68 ‘AC Alma’ pallidum | CAN |43,0+40| 7,5 | 9,3 | 4621 36,3
G69 ‘KasbmuHckuit’" |ricotense | RUS [39,9+5,1| 9,6 |12,8|312,6 | 31,1
Mean - - - 37,0 15,0 | 21,8 | 206,7 | 24,7
c - - - 5,4 56 | 9,0 110,5| 6,5

NpumitKa. X — cepefiHe 3HaueHHs y 3pa3ka 3a Tpu poKu, WT.; R — po3max BapitoBaHHsA
03HaKu, wt.; V — KoediuieHT Bapiauii, %; Hom, — romeocTatuyHicTs; Sc, — cenekuiitHa
UiHHicTb; Mean — cepefiHE 3HAYEHHSA y MeXax rpyn 3pasKi., WT.; G — CTAaHAAPTHE Bif-

XWUNEHHS Y MeXax rpyn 3paskis

ninHocTi (Sc, = 22,3) cepexn roso3epHuUX 3pas-
kiB maB ‘Millhouse’ (CAN). Cepen 3paskiB
mectupaxHoro suMenio I'pynu VI onTumanibHi-
IIle IMOEAHYBaB O3epHEHicTh Ta ii cTabiJIbHIiCTH
‘AC Alma’ (CAN) (43,0 + 4,0 sepen, Hom, =
462,1, Sc, = 36,3).

3 MeTOI0 BUSBJIEHHA B3a€MOMil reHOTHUI—Ce-
penoBuile, nudepeHIriamnii Ta BUABJIIEHHS I'€HO-
THUIiB, AKi ONITUMAJbHO IIOETHYIOTH IIiABUINEHY
KiJbKicTh 3epeH y KoJjoci Ta il BiZHOCHY cTa-
OlJIbHICTH 3aCTOCYBaJM TAaKOMK MUCIEPCiiHMI
amasis AMMI mogeui i Bisyauisarii GGE biplot
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OKpeMO AJid HifBUAIB Ta Pyl Pi3HOBUIHOCTEM
OBOPSAOHOTO IIiABUAY. BcTaHOBJIEHO IOCTOBIp-
HUI BHECOK y 3arajibHy AMCIIEPCiI0 I'eHOTHUILY,
cepemoBUINa Ta iX B3aeMOMIl A ycix mocJrim-
JKeHuX BapiaHTiB (Taba. 2). OgHaK, BUABJIEHO
BiZIMiHHOCTI y CHiBBimHOIIIEHHI IX YaCTOK IJIsd
pisHUX MiABUAIB Ta TIpPyn Pi3HOBUIHOCTEM.
Haii6inpminii BIIuB YMOB cepeaoBUIa OyB Xa-

paxKTepHUl OJd ABOPANHUX ILJIIBUACTHUX 3pas-
KiB (40,2%). lyia rojo3epHUX i MIECTUPATHUX
3pas3KiB 3HAUeHHA TaHOTO mI)Kepesa Bapiamil
OyJI0 mMpaxTHYHO Ha ogHOMY piBHI — 33,8 Ta
34,5% , BigmoBiguo. HaiicyrreBimia B3aemozis
remotun—cepenosuitie (29,3% ) BusBIeHa A
HIeCTUPAAHUX 3pa3KiB, HaliMeHINa — AJIA I'0JIO-
sepuux (17,3%).

Tabauus 2

YacTKu BHeCKY B 3arajibHy AMcnepcito 3a pesynbratamu gucnepcinioro AMMI
aHani3y KinbKOCTi 3epeH y KoNoci 3pasKiB AYMEHI0 Aporo

Iepeno I'Im'Bl!acﬁ Fono3_epHi I_.IJecmpﬂnHi
Bapiauii ABOPAAHI 3pa3ku | ABOPAAHT 3pa3ku | NiiByacTi 3pasku
(fpynu I-1V) (fpyna V) (fpyna VI)
[eHoTUN 35,2 48,9 36,2
Cepeposulle 40,2 33,8 34,5
B3aemopis reHoTMN—-CcepenoBuLLe 24,6 17,3 29,3

Y minmomy pucmepciiiHWMiI aHaJIi3 miagTBep-
IJKye 3HaYHe PiBHOMAHITTA y HAOCTiAKeHUX
3pa3kiB 3a (PeHOTUIIOBUM pPiBHEM IIPOABY
O3HAKM 3a poKamMu. [HIMIMMU cJaoBaMu, y HO-
cruimyKeHilt BuOipIli HaABHI 3pas3Ku, AKi MeH-
Ile pearyBajii Ha 3MiHYy yMOB POKY, TOOTO
XapakTepu3yBaJluCh BHINOI cTabigbHicTIO,
3pasKy 3 CUJIBHOIO MiHJHMBICTIO 0O3€pHEHOCTI
BiAIOBiAHO OO 3arajJbHUX TEeHIEHII Bapiio-
BaHHA O yciei BubGipKu y mMeBHOMY POIIi, a
TaKOX 3PasKM MiHJMBiCTL AKMX MaJa Iiepe-
XPeCHUI THUII B3AEMO/il TeHOTHUIIY 3 CePETOBU-
meMm. To6To, piBeHDb IPOABY O3HAKU B OCTAH-
HiX y pisHi poKm He cmiBmamaB 3 0CcOOGJIHMBOC-
TaMu BapiabenabHOCTI 3araabHOI (ycepenHe-
HOi) BubipKu 3pasKiB.

GGE biplot amamisom aspaskis I'pymn I-IV
BUABJIEHO 3araJIbHi ITOMI0HOCTI 3a piBHEM IIPOABY
osHaku B ymoBax 2019 (E19) Tta 2020 (E20) pp.
i BimmimHicTs B ymoBax 2018 p. (E18) (puc. 2).
Bigmosigno mo mwboro, ymosamu E19 i E20
YTBOPEHO MeracepemoBUIlE B AKOMY HaWOiIbIIT
BUpaKeHoI0 OyJsia mepeBara 3paska G83 ‘Con-
certo’ (GBR). B ymoBax E18 mepeBaskaB 3pa-
30k G53 ‘Tisep’ (UKR). Bam:xuumu 1o Teope-
TUYHOTO «iJleaIbHOTO» T€HOTUIY PO3MiCTUJINCH
apasku G85 ‘Almonte’ (CAN), G96 ‘Despina’
(DEU), G31 ‘Cemvmbar’ (KAZ) i G53 ‘TiBep’
(UKR). Ognaxk, 3pasok G83 ‘Concerto’ (GBR)
He 3Ba’Kal0uM Ha BUCOKUI y CEPETHHOMY 3a TPU
POKU piBeHb INPOABY O3HAKHU, BHACIIJIOK CUJIb-
Horo «mpoBaay» B 2018 p., i BigmoBigHO 3HAaU-
HOi BapiabeabHOCTi, OYB CHJIBHO BiJgaJeHUM
BiJl IIEHTPY L[eHTPUUHUX KiJ.

¥ I'pyni V rososepuux 3paskiB, ymoBu E19
i E20 Oyam Taxko:k OijbII BiggajdeHmMM Bif
E18, xoua i He HacKiJIbKHK MOJiOHMME MiXK cO-
0010, TOPiBHAHO 3 BUIIE OXapaKTePU30BaAHUMU
IS IJIiBYaCTUX ABOPANHUX 3pasKiB (puc. 4).
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OpHak, i naa manoi BuOipKM 3pasKiB yMoBH
E19 i E20 Tako:x yTBOpPHMJIM OHE Meracepeio-
BUIIE B AKOMY cJainx BumiiuTu 3pasku G13’CDC
Candle’ (CAN) i G73 ‘Millhouse’ (CAN). Ta-
KHM YMHOM, Xoda BapiabeabHicTh 3paska G13
‘CDC Candle’ (CAN) 3a po3amMaxoM BapiloBaHHS
O3HAKM i CTATHCTHYHMMHU IIapamMerpaMu Oyja
Buitoio mopiBHAHO 3 G73 ‘Millhouse’ (CAN),
AK OyJyio mokasamo y Tabuaumi 1, ogHaK BOHA
cIiBIazaia 3 OCOOJMBOCTAMM 3MiHM IIPOSBY
O3HAKM Yy po3pisdi pokiB mja yciei Bubipxu ro-
nozepuux spaskiB. Tomy GGE biplot oxapax-
TepU3yBaB JaHUU 3pa30K AK onTuMaibHU. He
3BasKalouyM Ha 3MiHYy paHTiB, 00uABa JaHi 3pas-
Ku Oysu OMM3BKUMHU 0 «ifleaIbHOTO» Te€HOTHU-
oy y gmamiii rpymi. OkpiM HasBaHMX, 3HAYHO
nepeBaskanu pemry, 3pasku G5 ‘CDC Cartel’
(CAN), G10 ‘4-1’ (UKR) Ta G4 ‘Phoenix’
(CAN). Tomy, BOHH TaKOK MOKYTH OyTHU IIEB-
HOIO MipOI0 MEePCHEeKTUBHUMU B CEJEKIIINHOMY
mporeci mjsa IIigBUITEHHS O3€PHEHOCTI I0JI0-
3ePHOT0 AYMEHIO.

30BcCiM iHIIOI0, TOPIiBHAHO 3 PO3TJIAHYTUMU,
OyJia XapakTepUCTUKA CePeJIOBUII IJIsI ITECTU-
pAITHUX 3paskiB (puc. ). Y maHoMy BUIAAKY
OOomiOHMMHM 3a PeakKIliclo 3pasKiB OyJIuM yMOBU
E18 i E19, ane cyTTeBO Bifg HUX BigpisHAINCH
ymoBu E20.

Bigmosigao, ymosu E18 i E19 yrBOopuan mera-
cepemoBUINlE, TIEPEMOKIIEM y AKOMY OYB 3pa-
30Kk G62 ‘Omckmit 99’ (RUS). V cepenoBurii
E20 nepeBa:xas 3pa3ox G68 ‘AC Alma’ (CAN),
XO0ua Ha IOJIiroHaJbHIiN (irypi iioro posmiiieH-
HA Oyao Ha JiHii 0e3 sACKpaBO BUPaAKEHOTO
Kyra. Ciuim sBuoxpemutu 3pasok G66 ‘AC
Westech’ (CAN), skuii posmicTuBCcA Ha Bep-
MIMHI KyTa YTBOPEHOTO HAa JIiHii, IIT0 pPO3MesKo-
Bye MmeracepemoBuiinie E18—-E19 i cepemoBuiie
E20. Takum umHOM, BiH MaB JOCHUTHL BUCOKUH
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Puc. 3. GGE biplot aHani3 KinbKkocTi 3epeH y Konoci KoneKLinHMX 3pasKiB AYMEHI0 APOro ABOPAJZHOIO MIiBYACTOro
(06’epHani pynu I-1V), 2018-2020 pp.

piBeHL HMPOABY O3HAKW B 000X IIMX CEKTOpPAax.
PanxupyBaHHA BifHOCHO «iJleaJibHOTO» T€HO-
TUITy BKasye, IO HANOIiNbII ONTHUMAJIbLHE IIO-
€THAHHA PiBHA IIPOSABY O3HAKMU OyJIO y 3pasKiB
G66 ‘AC Westech’ (CAN) i G68 ‘AC Alma’
(CAN). 3pasork G62 ‘Omcrkuit 99’ (RUS), xoua
I MaB BHUCOKe cepeJlHE 3HAUeHHA O3HAKM, Of-
HaK BHACJIIOK TipmInx IIOKa3HUKIB BiZJHOCHO
immux 3paskiB y E20, O0yB 3HauHO BiggajieHUM
BiJl IEeHTPY IeHTPUUHUX KiJ.

Crim migxpecauTu, 110 Ba;KJIUBUM IPAKTHU-
HUM Pe3yJbTaTOM IPOBEeAEHUX AOCIiKEeHb Ha
HAIII IIOTJIAM € BUOiJIeHI 3pa3KU IIOXOAKEeHHIM
3 Kanagu. 3mauna reorpadiuna BiggaieHicTs i
igmoIi kaiMaTuyHi Ta emadiuHi ymMoBU Micid ixX
CTBOPEHHS Jal0Th MOKJIMBICTh ImepemdavaTu ix
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AK Hocil 0iiabIn BigMiHHOI reHeTHUYHOI IJIa3MHu,
IMOPiBHSAHO i3 3pasdkaMu 3 €BpasilicbKOT0 KOH-
TUHEHTY, II[0 COPUITHME PO3IIMPEHHIO TeHe-
TUYHOI OCHOBU CTBOPIOBAHUX COPTIB.

Ha ocHOBiI mpoBeneHOT0 AOCIIIMKEHHSI MOMK-
Ha Tako ysaraasuutu, 1o GGE biplot gude-
PpeHIliloe Ta XapaKTepuaye 3pasKy 3 ypaxyBaH-
HSAM PiBHA IPOABY O3HAKM 3a poKamu (cepen-
oBuIIaMu) aadA yciei mocaimkenoi Bubipku iH-
muBimiB. Tomy moemHaHHA Takoro rpadidHoro
aHaJi3y 1 BuUIe OXapaKTepHU30BAaHUX CTaTHC-
TUYHUX IIOKAa3HUKIB, $Ki XapaKTepusylTb
OKpeMi 3pasKM He3aJIe:KHO BiJ ocobJmBoOCTeH
BapiabenbHOCTI 3arajibHOI BUOIpKMU, JAa€ MOMK-
JUBICTH IijJ Pi3HMMU KyTaMM XapaKTepusyBa-
TH TaKe CKJaJaHe ABUIIE, K B3a€EMOMis T'e€HO-

ISSN 2518-1017 PLANT VARIETIES STUDYING AND PROTECTION, 2021, T. 17, N¢ 4



Breeding and seed production

1857 %
0
L

.\

AXS
!

|

1

E20 -. g

10 5 0 5

AXIST T39T %
a — iudepeHuiloBanbHa 3[aTHICTb i penpe3eHTaTMBHICTb

o7 5

ANIS2 18

E20

-10 -5 0 ]
AXFE1 TIOT %

B — paH)XXyBaHHSA BiAHOCHO ifleaibHOro reHoTUny

a7

3 o
o £
X Ei9
w E20 -
:";
T T ' T
=10 5 (1} 5
AXIBT TIOT % .
6 — xT0 fie nepemir
E1g&
ur
Ed oh
g =1
%’; E19 1

E20

10 ]

in
&

AXIST T30T %

I — piBeHb NposBY Ta CTabiNbHiCTb

Puc. 4. GGE biplot aHani3 KinbKocTi 3epeH y KONOCi KoneKUiHMX 3pa3KiB AYMEHIO APOro ABOPAAHOIO roJ103epHOro
(Tpyna V), 2018-2020 pp.

THUII — CepPemOBUIIe Ta OLIBII JOCTOBIPHO BUi-
JATH 3pasKM 3 NOEJHAHHAM BeJIUUYNHU IPOSABY
osHaku Ta il crabimbHOocTi. Bessamepeunoro
nepeBaroi rpagiuHmMx MojeJieil 3aJUIIaEThCA
MOYKJIUBICTh OJHOUACHOI HAOUHOI XapaKTepuc-
THUKM BiJHOCHO BeJMKOI BUOIpKM TeHOTUIIB,
IO JOCUTH I'POMi3AKO BUTJISAAAE YV TAOIUUHOMY
¢dopmari.

Bpaxosyrouu Buiile po3rigHYTy CYTTEBY 3a-
JeXKHICTh PiBHA NPOABY O3HAKM BiJl YyMOB BU-
poIllyBaHHA [AJIA BCTAHOBJIEHHA YacTKUW TeHe-
TUYHOI 00YMOBJIEHOCTi B 3araJibHiil (hDeHOTHUIIO-
Billi MiHJIMBOCTI BudHaueHO KoedimienTu (eHo-
tumnoBoi (PCV) i rerorumnosoi (GCV) Bapiarii,
ycnagkosyBauocti (H?), ouikyBaHoro remeTuu-
Horo moJaimmendsa (GA) i reHeTHYHOro IOJim-
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IIeHHA BUPAYKEHOTO Yy BiflcOTKaX A0 cepegHbO-
ro sHauenHdA o3Haku (GAM) y saraabHOMY OJISA
KOYKHOI 3 IIeCcTH AOCJiyKeHUX TPyl 3pasKiB
(taba. 3).

Tabauys 3
DeHoTUNOBE i reHOTMNOBE BapilOBaHHA,
YCNaKOBYBaHiICTb Ta O4iKyBaHe reHeTUYHe NONiNnLWeHHs
3a KinbKicTIO 3epeH y Konoci AYMEeHI0 Aporo

fpyna PCV,% | GCV,% | H? | GA wr. | GAM, %
3pas3KiB

Mpyna [ 96 | 793 | 683 | 292 | 13,50
Mpyna II 97 | 825 | 725 | 330 | 1447
ynalll | 110 | 978 | 794 | 384 | 17,95
Mpyna IV 107 | 887 | 689 | 325 | 1517
Mpyna V 155 | 1328 | 73,9 | 524 | 2351
Mpyna VI 189 | 10,95 | 337 | 530 | 13,10
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BigmoBimHO 10 3araJbHOIIPUUHATOL T'pajga-
mii, KoedimieHT (PeHOTMIOBOI Bapiamii MaB
Hu3bKe 3HaueHud y I'pymax I (PCV = 9,60%)
ta II (PCV = 9,7%). ¥V pemuri rpya BiH 6yB
cepenHiM, 3 MAKCUMAJIbHUM 3HaUeHHAM y ['py-
mi VI (PCV = 18,9%). KoedimieHT remoruimo-
BOi Bapiarii 6yB HudbKuM y I'pymax I (GCV =
7,98%), II (GCV =8,25%)iIV (GCV =8,87%),
Habam:kascsa no Bucokoro B I'pymi III (GCV =
9,78%). Bucoke sHaueHHS JaHOTO KoedillieH-
Ta 6ysno B I'pymi VI (GCV = 10,95%), i maii-
6iapmum B I'pymi V (GCV = 13,28%). Koedi-
IieHT ycmamkoByBaHocTi mas I'pyn I-V OyB
BHCOKHM, 3 MAKCHMAaJbHUM B3HAUEHHSA IJId
Tpynmu III (H2 = 79,4%). ¥ I'pyni VI Bin Ha-
oamkasca go ausskoro (H2= 33,7%).

344

Ilorkasuuku remermuHoro moiinimeHHA (GA)
Ta TeHeTUYHOT'0 MOJIIMIIIeHHA BUPaKeHoro y Bif-
COTKax JI0 cepeaHboro 3HaueHHs osHaku (GAM)
IaloTh 3MOTY HPOTHO3YBATH e(PEeKTHUBHICTL BU-
KOPUCTAaHHA MOCJIMMKEeHUX TeHOTHUIIIB IJIS IIO-
JINIIeHHsA BigOoOBimHMX oO3HaAK. Buxomsaum 3
OTPUMAHMWX B3HAUYEHb ITOKA3HUKA TeHETHYHOI'O
MOJIMNIIIeHHA MOKHA OUiKyBaTH 30iJIbIIIeHHSA
K1JIBKOCTi 3epeH y KOJIOCi JBOPSAMSHOIO ILIiBUaC-
toro sumenio (I'pynu I-1V) Bix GA = 2,92 no
GA = 3,25 3epeH, 1110 Y BiZICOTKaX 0 cepeaHbo-
IO PiBHA IIPOSABY O3HAKM IJIsI PiBHUX I'PYII CTa-
HOBUTD, BifgmoBiguo, Big GAM = 13,5% y I'pymi
I o GAM = 17,95% vy I'pyui III. Ins rogosep-
Hux 3paskiB (I'pyma VI) 36inbiieHHa KiabKoOCTi
3epeH y Kojoci moxxjause Ha GA = 5,24 miIr., 1110
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y BiicOTKax 0 cepedHbBOT'0 3HAUEHHA O3HaAKU
CTAHOBUTHL Maiike uerTBepry uactTuny (GAM =
23,51%) i BigmoBizae BMCOKOMY 3HAUEHHIO IIa-
pamerpa. g 1mecTupAgHUX 3pasKiB, He 3Ba-
JKaouy Ha HanOiJabIlle 3HAYEHHS cepen JOCJi-
IKeHUX I'PYIl IOKa3HMKa e HOTUIOBOI Bapiairii,
YHacCJIiIoK HUB3BKOI'0 Koe(illieHTy ycHagKOBY-
BAHOCTi, MOXKJIMBO OTPUMATH 30iIbIIIeHHA O3HA-
ku GA = 5,30 1mr., 110 3a BiZICOTKOBUM IIOKA3-
nuxkoMm (GAM = 13,10%) BigmoBimae cepeaHbo-
My piBHIO i € HaHMMKUYMM 3HAUEHHAM cepe
yCix mOCIi»KeHUX I'Ppyn 3pasKis.

BucHoBKHU

Y pesyiabraTi npoBemeHMX OOCIIiTKEHDb BHU-
ABJIEHO CUJIbHY 3MiHY PiBHSA IIPOABY KiJIBKOCTI
3epeH y KOJIOCi AUYMEHIO ApOoro B3aJIedKHO BiJ
YMOB POKY i I'pyn JoCJiAsKeHNX 3pa3KiB pisHUX
oigBuaiB i pisHOBHAHOCTEI Ta reorpa@ivyHoOro
noxomKeHHA. ucnepcitinmuii amamiz AMMI
MOJeJIi BUABUB JOCTOBIPHO BHUCOKi YaCTKU BHE-
CKY yCiX CKJamOBUX 3arajibHOI ()eHOTHUIIOBOI
Bapialii 3 IeBHUMH BiAMiHHOCTAMHU Yy MexKaXxX
TPy JOCJHiI)KeHNX 3pasKiB. ¥YMOBU POKiB M0-
CJi»KeHb BILJIMBAJIA Ha IIPOAB O3HAKM y MeXKaxX
33,8—-40,2% , piBeHb mepexpecHOi B3aeMoOIil
reHoTuny i cepegosuira cranosus 17,3—-29,3% .
¥ 1ol ke yac, BUABJEHO i JOCTOBIipHO BUCOKMIA
BHECOK y Bapiarmiio remorumy (35,2-48,9%),
10 BKa3dye Ha MOMKJIUBICTHP BHUOKPEMJIEHHA 3
Iociimxenol BUOipKM 3pasKiB 3 pisHUMH piB-
HAMHX IPOSBY O3HAKMU Ta ii cTabisbHOCTI.

3a MOKa3HUKaAMU I'OMEOCTATUYHOCTI 1 cesek-
IifiHol minHocTi Ta Bisyanisamisamu GGE biplot
BUOLJIEHO KOJIEKI[iMHi 3pasKum AYMEHIO SPOTo
AKi IOeIHYIOTHh HiBUINEHY O3epHEHicTh Ta Il
BiZHOCHY cTabiJibHiCTH 3a poKamMmu: IBOPAIHI
miaisuacti — ‘TiBep’ (UKR), ‘Almonte’ (CAN),
‘Despina’ (DEU), ‘Cemvmbar’ (KAZ), ‘Cmaparng’
(UKR), ‘Hosatop’ (UKR); aBopsagHi rososepHi
— ‘CDC Candle’ (CAN) i ‘Millhouse’ (CAN),
6araropsanui miaisuacti — ‘AC Westech’ (CAN)
i ‘AC Alma’ (CAN). BcramoBiieHo, II0 y [I0-
CIiM»KeHUuX 3pas3KiB MOYKHa OUiKyBaTHU TeHe-
TUYHe IIOJINIIIeHHA BiJ cepegHbOT0 DpPiBHA
(GAM = 13,1%) y GaraTopsauux 3pasKiB 10
Bucoxoro (GAM = 23,51%) y rojosepHHux.
IlepcriekTHBOIO IMOTANBINNX OOCJHIIKEHDb € 3a-
Jy4YeHHA BHUILJIEHUX 3pasKiB A CTBOPEHHA
HOBOTI'O BUXiTHOTO MaTepiajay Ta BCTAHOBJIEHHSA
0cOo0JIMBOCTEH yCHaaKyBaHHA KiJBKOCTi 3epeH
y KOJIOCi, a TAKOK BUABJIEHHS B3a€MO3B’ A3KiB
i€l 03HAaKU 3 IHIIMMHU CTPYKTYPHUMU eJIeMeH-
TaMU BPOXKAMHOCTI.
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Purpose. To identify features of the level of manifesta-
tion and variability of grain number per spike in spring bar-
ley and reveal new genetic sources by combining increased
and stable level of manifestation of the trait for breeding in
the central part of the Forest-Steppe of Ukraine. Methods.
The research was conducted in 2018-2020 under conditions
of the V. M. Remeslo Myronivka Institute of Wheat of NAAS.
We studied 96 collection accessions of different subspecies
and groups of spring barley varieties originating from 15
countries. A number of statistical parameters and graphical
models were used. Results. The ANOVA of the AMMI model
revealed significantly higher part of contribution in the total
phenotypic variation for every its component: growing sea-
son conditions (33.8-40.2%), genotype (35.2-48.9%), and
genotype — environment interaction (17.3-29.3%). Accord-
ing to the homeostaticity (Hom,) and breeding value (Sc,)
levels and GGE biplot visualizations, the samples were differ-
entiated by the level of manifestation and variability of the
trait and new genetic sources for barley breeding were identi-
fied. The coefficient of phenotypic variation ranged from low
in two-rowed hulled samples (PCV = 9.60%) to near-high in
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hulless ones (PCV = 18.9%). High values of the coefficient of
genotypic variation were found in hulless (GCV =10.95%) and
six-rowed samples (GCV = 13.28%). The coefficient of herita-
bility of the trait varied from high (H2 = 79.4%) in two-rowed
samples to near-low (H? = 33.7%) in six-rowed samples. The
expected genetic improvement ranged from middle in multi-
row samples (GAM = 13.10%) to high in hulless samples
(GAM = 23.51%). Conclusions. Collection accessions com-
bining increased grain number and its relative stability were
identified, namely, two-rowed hulled ones ‘Tiver’ (UKR), ‘Al-
monte” (CAN), ‘Despina” (DEU), ‘Symbat’ (KAZ), ‘Smaragd’
(UKR), ‘Novator’ (UKR); two-rowed hulless ones ‘CDC Candle’
(CAN) and ‘Milthouse’ (CAN); multi-row hulled ones AC Wes-
tech’” (CAN) and ‘AC Alma’ (CAN). The prospect of further re-
search is to involve the selected accessions into creation of
new source material and establish the peculiarities of the in-
heritance of grain number per spike, as well as to identify the
relationship of this trait with other yield components.

Keywords: Hordeum vulgare L.; genotypic variation; pheno-
typic variation; heritability; homeostaticity; selection value;
AMMI; GGE biplot.
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