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MeTa. BuginuTu 3 Konekuii 6aBoBHUKY LiHHi 3pa3Ku 3a 03HAKaMU «KiNbKiCTb BiAKPUTUX KOPOOOUYOK HA POCTIMHY» Ta «Maca
6aBOBHU-CUPLIO 3 OHIET KOPOOOUKU» AN NOAANBLIOIO BUKOPUCTAHHSA X y cenekLiiHOMy Npoueci nig Yac CTBOPEHHSA HOBUX
copTiB Ta ixHiit BNAMB Ha popMyBaHHA NPOAYKTUBHOCTI. MeToam. Ynpoaosx 2002—2019 pp. Ha NONsAX CENEKLiitHOT CIBO3MiHM
Bigniny cenekuii IHcTuTyTy 3powysaHoro 3emnepobcetea HAAH pocnigxeHo 282 3pasku 6aBOBHMKY pi3HWUX rpyn CTUFIOCTI.
Pesynbrartu. Cepen gocnigkeHoro reHodoHay 6aBoBHUKY y 20,4% 3pa3KiB KiNbKiCTb KOPOOOUOK Ha POCTUHY BUABMUNACA JyXKe
Manow — < 65-75%, y 26,8% — manoo, y pewTn (52,8%) 3pa3Kis, chopMyBanach cepefHs KinbKicTb BifKPUTUX KOPOOOUOK.
AHani3 nokasHuMKiB Macu KOpo6OUKM NOKa3aB, WO AyKe Many Kopobouky (MeHwe Hix 3,0 1) manu 16,0% 3paskis, binbwa vac-
TUHA Konekwii — 66,0% Manu Many Kopobouky (3—4 r); cepefHio (5,0-6,0 1) — 18,0%. YcTaHOBNEHO, WO MiX npop,yKTMBHicno
3pa3K13 i KinbKicTio B],D,KpMTVIX Kop060qor< Ha pocnm-n icHye HaWGinblW icTOTHUI NpsMKit 38'A30K. PiBHAHHA KopensauiiiHo-
perpeciinHoi 3aneXHocTi NPOAYKTUBHOCTI OfHiET pOCAMHM Bif KinbKOCTi Bw,KpVITI/IX Kopo6oq0|< Ha POC/IMHY MaE BUMAA:
y = 0,1807x - 0,5292; koediuieHTn: R? = 0,852; r = 0,923. Mpsamy goaatHy 3anexHictb noctepiranu y 3paskis UF0800009
‘Migo3epcbkuit 4, UF0800027 ‘Monynauis 3, UF0800241 ‘Monynsauia 9', UF0800029 ‘417 y', UF0800228 ‘3737 y', UF0800037
‘K 71’, UF0800056 ‘Mapis’, UF0800206 ‘1086,/94". MakcumanbHy NpoAYKTUBHICTb, Bif 45,0 A0 49,2 r, Bii3HAY€HO Yy CKOPOCTUT-
NIUX 3pa3kKiB KoneKLii, NopiBHAHO i3 copTamy, WO Manau AOBLY TPUBANiCTb nepiofdy BereTauii Ta npoayKTMBHicTbL Big 33,0 oo
43,0 1. MepeBulLieHHs Haf CTaHAAPTOM CTaHOBUTL BiA 2,5 1o 6,7 r Ta Bif 9,5 A0 0,5 r/pocnuHy BignosiagHo. BUCHOBKM. Yneplue
B ymoBax [liBaeHHoro Cteny BCTAHOBAEHO HaWGinbW iCTOTHUI NpAMUIA 3B'A30K MiX NMPOAYKTUBHICTIO reHOTUNIB i KinbKicTio
BiAKPUTMX KOPOBOYOK Ha pociuHi — r=0,923. MakcumanbHa NpoAyKTUBHICTb — Bif 45,0 0o 49,2 r — cnocTepiranach y ckopo-
CTUMNX 3pa3KiB KonekLii. Ynpogosx 6aratopiuHux JocnifxeHb reHothoHAy 6aBOBHUKY Oynu BUAINEHT fxepena 3a LiHHUMKU
O3HaKamu.

Knroyosi cnosa: xonekuyis 6a80BHUKY; cOpm; Maca 6aB0BHU-CUPYIO; KINbKICMb BIOKPUMUX KOPOBOYOK HA POCUHY; BOJIOKHO.
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Bctyn

Hocaimxenns remodoHAYy OaBOBHUKY 3 IIO-
IaJbIINM BUIIJIEHHAM IKepeJs i JTOHOPiB roc-
MOAAPChKO-IIIHHNX O3HAK [AJIA BHYTPIIIIHBO- i
MiXBMIOBOI ribpuamsariii Mmae ocobmuBe Ta Oa-
raTOCTOPOHHE 3HAUEHH.

YpaxoBywoun 3MiHU KJiMary, ceJeKIlioOHepu
IacturyTy spomryBamoro semaepooctsa HAAH
BUPIIIYIOTH 6araTo IUTaHb IO BUBUYEHHIO T'€HO-
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IIPOTH XBOPOO, 3 JOOPMMU HMOKA3HUKAMHU SKOC-
Ti BOJIOKHA cOpTiB AJisg yMmoB IliBmenmoro Cremy
Yikpainu Ta pos3poObJA0TH TEXHOJOTiI0 iX BH-
poIlryBaHHA.

O060B’sI3K0BOI0 03HAKOIO COPTY HMOBUHHA OyTH
ioro BrUCOKa MPOAYKTUBHICTH, OCHOBHUM CKJIA-
HUKOM AKOI € (hopMyBaHHSA BEJUKOI KiJIBKOCTL
Ta Macu KOPOOOUOK Ha POCJUHIi, ITI0 3aJI€KUThH
He JHIle Bif copTy, aje ¥ Bif TexHOJOrii BU-
poIlryBaHHA.

Pesynbratu mocaimkens cBimuars [1, 2], mio
CKOPOCTUTIJII BUCOKOBPOMKalHI cOpTU XapakKTe-
PU3YIOTHCs, IIePeBaKHO, BEIUKUMU KOPOOOU-
KaMu.

YcraHoBJieHO, 110 HA BEJIMUMHY Macu KOpO-
0OYKM BIIJIMBAE I'yCTOTA PO3TAIITYBAHHSA POCINH
Ha ILJIOIIi IOCiBYy. ¥ mocirizax, ie BUBUAJIM 3a-
JIeXKHICTh BeJIMUYMHYN MacH KOPOOOUKM Bin Bin-
CTaHi MidK pocJuHaAMHU y PAAKY, BUABJIEHO, IO
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Maca KopoOoukmu 30ijbITyBaJiacsi 3i 3pocTaH-
HAM Bifcrani Mixk pocamraamu 3 8 1o 30 cm [3].
3a ganumu Bridge et al. [4], 3i 36iabienHAM
TYCTOTU CTOSHHSA pocauH 3 24,7 mo 222,3 Tuc.
IIT./Ta CcIOCTepirajocd 3arajbHe B3HUKEHHS
Macu KOPOOOUKH.

Hu et al. [5] sasHauaioTh, 110 3i 3MiHOIO Bij-
cTaHi MK pocamHaMu 0aBOBHUKY BiAIOBimHO
pisHMJIAcsa mMaca KopoOouku. Bonu BBaKaioThb,
110 AJIA AOCSATHEHHS OITHMAJbHOI Macu KOpo-
0ouku HeoOximHo hopmyBaru rycrory Bixg 40 mo
50 Tucsy pocamH Ha reKkrap. Bogaouac Guzman
et al. [6] HaiiBUIIli TOKAa3HUKU TPOAYKTUBHOCTI
KYJbTYPH, 3a BUPOIITYBaHHA B caBaHax BeHecy-
€M, OTPUMAJIN 38 TYCTOTH CTOSTHHSA POCJUH Bif
83,3 mo 100 Tuc. miT./Tra. 3HaUHy yBary muTaH-
HIO OTPUMAaHHSA BEJIUKOI KOPOOOUKM 3a OIITH-
MaJIbHOI TYCTOTU CTOAHHSA POCJINH IIPUAiJIEHO B
HUBIL iHIMUX JocaimkeHs [7—9].

VYposkaiiHicTh 6aBOBHUKY 0e3IocepeqHbo II0-
B’sI3aHA 3 KiJIBKiCcTIO KOPOOOUOK, IO 30eperiu-
cdA 10 30MpaHHS BposKalo, Ta ixHb0oI0 Macoio. Ha
30eperKeHiCTh KOPOOOUYOK MOXKYTh BILJIMBATU
baraTo UMHHUKIB, SAKi B3aeMOIiIOTb MiK co-
0010, AK-OT TeHeTHMKa U (pisiosoris pocauuwm,
JKUBJIEHHS, BOJIOTa, TeMIeparypa, MKiTHUKN
abo moemHaHHA Oyab-saxkoro 3 Hux [10-14].

Takox Ha 30epesKeHiCTh BIIKPUTUX KOPOOO-
YOK i3 cupIieM 10 30MpaHHS BPOKAI0 BILJIUBAE
3IaTHICTh POCJAWH KOMIIEHCYBATH 3MEHIIIEHY
TYCTOTY iX CTOAHHA (POPMYBAHHAM OiJIbIIIOL
KiJBKOCTI ILJIOAIB HA MOBIINX CHUMIIOIiaIbHUX
riJKkax, yTBOproiouu OijbIlle TOJIOBHUX BY3JiB
Ha crebui [15, 16].

Hwuska mocrmimkens [17, 18] moBoasaTs, 110 Ha
CUMIIOAialbHUX TiJKax 1-ro i 2-ro mopAaxy
IJIOJIOHOIIIEHHST (opMyeTbesa BimmoBimmo 50—
75% 1 15-20% 3arajJpbHOTO BPOMKAID KOPOOO-
YOK, a perrTa 5—15% — pos3TaIiroByeThCA Ha TiJ-
Kax HACTYIIHUX IOPSAAKIiB Ta MOHOIOIiaJIbHUX
rinrkax. Parmar et al. [19] ycranoBuiu, 1o B
KOXKHOMY BY3JIi Maca KOpPOOOYKM, PO3TAIIIOBa-
HOI Ha rigxkax 1-ro MOPAAKY IIJIOLOHOIIIEHHSI,
oyna ma 14% 6inpiroro, HixK Ha rigaxax 2-ro, i
Ha 21% BasK40I0, Hi2K KOPOOOUKH, chopMOBaHi
Ha riakax 3-ro mopAIKY.

PisHi cxemu ciBOu 0aBOBHUKY CYTTEBO HE IIO-
3HauMJINCSa Ha (opMyBaHHI BpoOKaMHOCTI Oa-
BOBHU-CHUPITIO, aJI¢ BUSBJIAINA HESHAUHUU BILJIUB
Ha Macy KOopoOouKu Ta Buxin Bosokua [20, 21].

Mema Oocaidxernv — BULIIUTHA 3 KOJEKILil
0aBOBHUKY I[iHHI 3pasKM 3a O3HAKOIO <«KiJb-
KicTh BiAKPUTHX KOPOOOUOK HA POCIHUHY» Ta
«Maca 0aBOBHHU-CHUPIII0O 3 OAHiel KOpPOOOUKII»
IJISI IOJaJIBIIIOT0 BUKOPMCTAHHA 1X Y CeJIeKITil-
HOMY IIPOIIeCi ITiJi Yac CTBOPEHHS HOBUX COPTiB
Ta IXHiI BOJAWB Ha (POpMYyBaHHSA IIPOAYKTUB-
HOCTi.

Marepianu Ta MeTOAMKa JBOCHIAKEHD

Hocuig sakjgamantyu Ha MOJAX ceJeKIifiHoI ci-
BO3MiHU Bigmisy cesaekiiii ImcturyTy 3pomryBa-
HOoro 3emuepobcTBa HAAH ympomos:xx 2002—
2019 pp. IIpegmeToM mOCHTiAMKEHDL CJIIYTyBaJn
282 3pasku 0aBOBHUKY Pi3HUX I'PYIl CTUIJIOCTL
3 KOJIEKIIINHOTO PO3CcaaHUKA.

ArporexHiyHi yMOBM HPOBEIEHHS TOCIiIiB
Ooynu saraabHOmpuiiHaTi aaa IliBmemmoro Cre-
ny Vkpainu. [pyHTH JOCIiTHOTO OIS — TEMHO-
KaIlITaHOBI CepegHBLOCYTJIMHKOBI CJIa0KOCOJIOH-
mioBari. Ilonepemauk — osmma mimenuisa. Ilin
TIEePeATIOCiBHY KYJbTHBAIIil0 BHocuaum 1 11/Ta
amiaunoi cesitTpu. CiBOy IpOBOAMJIN B HEPIIii
IeKkani TpaBHSA, KOJU TeMIleparypa I'DYHTY Ha
mmbuHi 5 e gocaria 18—20 °C. 3pasku KoJek-
MiIfTHOTO Po3CcagHWKA BHCiBAJIU OTJHOPAIKOBUMU
TiIAHKAMY 3aBIOBXKKHK 3 M 3 BiICTAHHIO B Ps-
Ky Mixk pocamaamu 15 cm, 6e3 moBTOpeHb. Yepes
KOo:KHI 9 3paskiB posminryBasu crammapt — pa-
MoHoBaHMU copT 6aBOBHUKY ‘[HimpoBchKuUii 5,
cemekiii ImcTuTyTy 3poIIyBaHOTO 3eMJepPos-
crBa HAAH. Yupogos:x Bererairii mociBu aBiui
nonuBaau Hopmoroo 400-500 m?/ra.

Omimky 3a os3HakamMu mnpoBoauau y 10 moc-
TiiHO 3aKpilJIeHUX 3pasKiB 3a 3araJbHOIIPUI-
HATUMU MeTommKamu [22—24], mopdosoriuamii
onmuc Ta KJacu@ikallifo 3a TocHoJapChbKUMU
BJIacTUBOCTAMHU — 3riguo 3 [25, 31]. CratucTuy-
HUU aHaJIi3 eKCIIepUMeHTaJbHUX NaHUX Ta BU-
3HaUeHHA JiHIAHUX Koe(illieHTiB Kopeadmil
3nificHIOBaJIM 3rigHO 3 MeTOAWKOIO [24].

Ilorogui ymMOBu B POKM IIPOBEIEHHSA IOCJIij-
JKeHb Oyam TumoBMMHU I 30HU IliBmemHOTO
Crenny VYKpainm, IO CHOPHUAJIO0 OO0’ €KTHUBHOMY
OI[iHIOBaHHIO KOJIEKIIifiHOTO MaTepiaJay Ta BUIi-
JIEHHIO HAWJIIINMUX 3pasKiB 3a I'ocClogapchbKo-
MiHHUMJ O3HaKaMU.

Pe3ynbTatn gocnigKeHb

Ha ¢popmyBanua KimbKocTi KOPOOOUOK HA O-
Hi#l pOCJIMHI 3HAUHOIO MipOi0 BIJIMBAIOTh UMH-
HUKHU JOBKiJIJIA Ta COPTOBI 0COOJIMBOCTI KYJIb-
Typu. Y cesJeKIlil Ha IMiABUIIeHHA IMPOAYKTUB-
HOCTi cJIifi ypaxoByBaTH, 110 B 0ABOBHUKY IIPO-
IVKTUBHICTHL OiJILIITOI0 MipoOI0 BaJIeKUTh Bif
€KOJIOTIYHMX i TeXHOJIOTIYHMX YMHHHUKIB, HiMK
Big reHoTumoBux. ToMy BaKJIMBUM 3aBIaHHAM
€ CTBOPEHHSA COPTiB, 1110 BUPIBHAIOTHCA He JINIIe
BHCOKOI0 BPOKAMHICTIO, ajie W CTiMKicTIO 10
eKCTpeMaJIbHUX UMHHHUKIB cepeJloBUIIA, BICO-
Koo agmanTtusBHicTio. Hampukiaan, misua cisba,
HaBiTbh Y POKU, CIPUATINBI AJIs POCTY 11 PO3BUT-
Ky POCJUH, Ay:Ke 3MEHIIYe KiJIbKicTh KOpo06o-
YOK Ha POCJIMHI.

Sk BigoMO, CKJIaZHMKAMHM TaKOl BaKJMUBOIL
O3HAKU, AK <«IPOAYKTUBHICTL 0aBOBHU-CHUPILIO
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Cenekyis ma HaciHHUYMBO

omHiel pocauHNM», € «Maca 0aBOBHU-CUPIIIO Of-
Hiel KOpoOOUKM» Ta «KiJbKIiCTh BiIKPHUTHX KO-
pobouoK» Ha HEBHY AaTy. Y BUPOOHUIITBI 3aTpe-
OyBaHi copTH, IO XapaKTEepPU3YyIOThCA HE JIUIIIEe
BHICOKOIO CKOPOCTHUTJIICTIO, IPOAYKTUBHICTIO Oa-
BOBHU-CHUPIIO OJHi€l POCJAMHU, AKICTIO Ta Kijb-
KiCcTIO BOJIOKHA, ajie ¥ BeJIMKOIO Macolo 0aBOBHU-
CHUPIIO OHiel KOpoOOUKM, TOOTO UMM OijbImna i
BasKua KOpOOOUKa, TUM BUPOOHUKY JIETTIIE BIIO-
parucsa i3 3arorisieo 6aBOBHI-CUPILIO.

3a KinTbKicTI0O KOPOOOUOK Ha OHY POCIUHY
(mo craHmapTy) BUAIAAIOTH NE€B’ATH I'PyH IIPO-
IYKTHUBHOCTI: nmyske maJa < 65% (1 6axa), 65—75
(2 6anm), masa 76—85 (3 6aam), 86—-95 (4 6aam),
cepenua 95-105 (b 6axiB), 106—-115 (6 Gauxis),
Bucoka 116-125 (7 6auiB), 126-135 (8 GauiB),
nyske Bucoka > 135% (9 6auis) [29].

¥V 20,4% spaskKiB KiJIbKicTh KOPOOOUOK Ha PoC-
JUHY BUABHWJACS OyxKe Majon < 65-75% mo
cragmapty, 3okpema UF0800280 ‘Haramma’,
UF0800501 ‘Yupmau 539 (BGR), UF0800282
‘Joloten 14’ (KGZ), UF0800159 ‘Acala 90’ (USA)
Ta in.; y 26,8% — majoro: UF0800055 ‘Maxemon-
ka 21’ (YUG), UF0800091 ‘1074/94° (UZB),
UF0800066 ‘Tpaxis 4521’, UF0800044 ‘MisxBu-
moBuit riopum Ne 147°, UF0800067 ‘2362’ (BGR),
UF0800160 ‘Tomcot 1074’ (USA), UF0800009
‘Apreatuna 2’ (ARG) Ta im.; y pemru, 52,8%
3pasKiB, copMmyBajsach cepegHA KiJbKiCTb Bif-
KpuTuXx Kopobouok, e — UF0800009 ‘Ilimozep-
ceruii 4’, UF0800027 ‘Tlonynsaiia 3’, UF0800241
‘Tlonrymamia 9°, UF0800029 ‘417 y’, UF0800228
‘3737 y’, UF0800037 ‘K71’, UF0800056 ‘Mapis’,
UF0800206 ‘1086/94’ Ta im. (tabi. 1).

Tabauys 1

Haitninwi 3pa3ku 6aBOBHUKY B KONEKLiNHOMY PO3CagHUKY
3a rocnofapCbKo-LiHHMMU 03HAKaMM «KiJIbKiCTb BiAKPMTUX KOPOBOUOK HA POCIMHY»
Ta «Maca 6aBoBHU-cupLI0 0AHiET KOpoGouku» (cepeaHe 3a 2002-2019 pp.)

Homep Kpaina KinbkicTb BigkpuTUX | Maca ogHiei ﬂpop,yKTlleHicrb BigxunexHs Big
HauionansHoro HasBa 3pa3ska MOXOMKEHHA KOpPOBOUOK Ha POCMHY | Kopo6oUKY, opHiei CepeaHbONOoNbLOBOro
Karanory WT. |% [0 KOHTPONIO r pocnuHu, CTaHpapty, r

UF0800005 | ‘AninpoBcbkuii 5, St UKR 7,7 - 55 42,5 -
UF0800004 | 500y UKR 8,5 111 6,1 471 4,6
UF0800009 | ‘Migo3epcbkuii 4’ UKR 7,9 103 6,2 49,2 6,7
UF0800027 | ‘Monynsuis 3’ UKR 8,4 109 58 49,0 6,5
UF0800241 | ‘Monynsauis 9’ UKR 8,4 109 58 48,9 6,4
UF0800029 | 417y UKR 81 106 6,1 49,4 6,9
UF0800228 | 3737y UKR 8,2 107 58 478 52
UF0800037 | ‘K71 UKR 8,0 104 6,0 48,2 57
UF0800055 | ‘MakepoHKa 21 YUG 7,2 94 6,0 43,0 0,5
UF0800056 | ‘Mapis’ YUG 78 102 58 45,0 2,5
UF0800086 | ‘JliHis 446 UzB 6,5 85 58 37,8 -4,7
UF0800091 | “1074/94 UzB 7,2 94 6,0 43,0 0,5
UF0800204 | “1084/94 UzB 6,7 87 6,0 41,2 -1,3
UF0800206 | “1086/94 UzB 79 103 57 45,0 2,5
UF0800213 | “1136/94 UzB 7.4 97 57 42,1 -0,4
UF0800105 | ‘144 @’ UzB 6,3 82 6,0 37,6 -4,9
UF0800066 | ‘Tpakia 4521 BGR 7,0 91 57 39,8 -2,7
UF0800044 | ‘MixBupaoBuit

riopug N2 147’ BGR 7,0 91 6,0 42,1 -0,4
UF0800067 | ‘2362’ BGR 7,2 94 6,2 44,8 -5,7
UF0800280 | ‘Hatawa’ BGR 50 65 54 37,0 -5,5
UF0800501 | ‘YmpnaH 539’ BGR 51 67 54 36,5 -6,0
UF0800282 | ‘Joloten 14’ KGZ 55 72 6,0 33,0 -9,5
UF0800160 | ‘Tomcot 1074’ USA 6,1 80 5,6 34,1 -8,4
UF0800159 | ‘Acala 90’ USA 57 74 6,0 33,8 -8,7
UF0800230 | ‘Cocer 100’ TUR 6,0 78 57 35,0 -75
UF0800009 | ‘ApreHTuHa 2’ ARG 6,2 81 58 36,1 -6,4

Maca 0aBOBHH-CHPI[I0 OOHi€I KOPOOOUKHU €
rOCIIOIapChKOI0 03HAKOI0, TOOTO BH3HAUa€E pi-
BEeHb YPOJXKAal0 Ta HajJae OIIiHKY copTy. Hum
OispIlta Maca CHUPI0 OfHiel KOpoOOUKM, THUM
BUINMUI 3arajJbHUN yposKaill 0aBOBHU-CHUPITIO.
Besnnunna 6aBoBHU-cUPIIO OmHiel KOpPOOOUKU
€ OiostoriuHoI0 0cobamBicTIO copTy. Tomy mepen
HaMM CTOSJO 3aBIAHHA — BHUIIJUTHU 3 T'e€HO-

doHay 60aBOBHUKY HAMJIIIII 3pasdKu 3a IIi€i0
03HAKOIO.

3a BeJITMYNHOI0 KOPOOOUKM — Macoio 0aBOBHU-
CHUPITIO, MOXKHA BUIIINTU 9 TPYII: MyKe BeJauKa
(momap 8,0 r), Betuka (7,0-8,0 r) cepenusa (5,0—
6,0 r), mama (3,0-4,0 1), gy:xke Mmasa (MeHIIIEe
Hi)k 3,0 1) [29]. ABasis moOKa3HMKIB Macu Ko-
pobouKkm; IOKasaB, IO Ay:Ke MaJoil KopoOou-

44 ISSN 25138-1017 PLANT VARIETIES STUDYING AND PROTECTION, 2022, T. 18, N¢ 1



Breeding and seed production

Koo XxapakxTepusyBaJuch 16,0% spaskie remo-
douay 0aBOBHUKY; «MaJjo0 — 66,0%, cepen-
HBOIO — 18,0%.

Hy:xe Mamry Kopobouky, meHmre Hik 3,0 T,
maau: UF0800238 ‘Coptr 534°, UF0800237
‘Copt 663° (RUS), UF0800080 ‘Copt 384’

UKRO00055 ‘Byxapa 3°, UF0800105 ‘K7,
UF0800114 ‘K 58, UF0800040 ‘K 111’,
UF0800038 ‘K 113°, UF0800059 ‘KK 1083’
UF0800144 ‘I 194’, UF0800123 ‘n 267,

UF0800077 ‘Jlimis 104’ ta im. Majoio Kopo-
6oukoio, 3—4 1, Bigsmauaamca UF0800033
‘6116 (RUS), UF0800106 ‘K9’, UF0800108
‘K 12°, UF0800268 ‘Ne 175’ (UKR); UF0800171
‘SZ0Z° (USA); UF0800121 ‘Sahel’ (BGR);
UF0800125 ‘T 073’ (ROU); UF0800137 ‘02050’
(AZE); UF0800194 ‘1069/94’ (UZB) Ta im.

Haii6inpmy uwacTuHy TreHODOHAY CTaHOBUJIN
3pas3Ku, AKi Maau cepemHi0O KOpoboukry, 5,0—
6,0 r: UF0800027 ‘Ilonmynamia 3°, UF0800241
‘Tlomynamia 9°, UF0800228 ‘3737 y’ (UKR);
UF0800066 ‘Tpakria 4521°, UF0800044 ‘Mi:x-
BugoBuit riopug Ne 147°, UF0800501 ‘Hupmau
539’ (BGR); UF0800055 ‘Maxemomxa 21’
(YUG); UF0800086 ‘JIimis 446°, UF0800105 ‘144
@’ (UZB); UF0800282 ‘Joloten 14° (KGZ);
UF0800230 ‘Cocer 100’ (TUR); UF0800009 ‘Ap-
rearuHa 2’ (ARG), UF0800004 ‘500y’, UF0800009
‘Ilimosepceruit 4°, UF08000294 ‘17 y’ (UKR);
UF0800067 ‘2362’ (BGR) Ta iH.

IlpogyxTuBHiCTE 06aBOBHO-CHUPI[I0 3HAYHOIO
MipoIo 3aJIEKUTD BiJl «KiJIBKOCTI BiZIKPUTUX KO-
poboUOK» Ta «Macu 0AaBOBHU-CHPI[IO OTHi€l KO-
po6ouku (puc. 1).
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I NMpoayKTUBHICTb OAHIET pOCAUHY, T
—-O - —Maca ofHiei KopoboYKM, r

Ha3Ba 3paska

—4— KinbKicTb BiAKpUTUX KOPOBOUOK
Ha POCAMHY, WT.

Puc. 1. Haininwi 3pa3ku 6aBOBHUKY B KONIEKLiIHOMY PO3CalHUKY 32 03HAKaMU «KiNIbKiCTb BiAKpUTUX KOPO6OUOK
Ha PoCnUHY» Ta «Maca 6aBoBHU-cMPLIO OAHIET KOpo6oukU» (cepepHe 3a 2002-2019 pp.)

Ilig yac BuBHAUEeHHA 3aJI€KHOCTEN MiK IIPO-
IYKTUBHICTIO T€HOTUMIB 1 KiJIbKiCTIO BiAKPUTUX
KOpPOOOUYOK HA POCJWHI BCTAHOBJIEHO, IO MiK
HUMU icHYye HaWOiJIbII iCTOTHUI IPAMUI 3B’I30K
(puc. 2). PiBHAHHA KOPEJIAIiTHO-perpeciiHoi 3a-
JIEXKHOCT1 IIPOAYKTHUBHOCTI OAHi€l POCAMHU Bif
KiJbKOCTi BiIKpUTUX KOPOOOUOK Ha POCIUHY Ma€E
Buraan: y = 0,1807x — 0,56292; xkoedimienTn:
R?2 = 0,852; r = 0,923. IIpsamy AomaTHY 3ajIesk-
HicThb cmocrepiranau aasa spaskis UF0800009
‘ITligosepcuruii 4°, UF0800027 ‘Ilomynsaiia 3,
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UF0800241 ‘Tlomymamisa 9°, UF0800029 ‘417 y’,
UF0800228 ‘3737 vy’, UF0800037 ‘K 71,
UF0800056 ‘Mapisa’, UF0800206 ‘1086/94’ Ta iH.

Crixg marogocuTu, 10 BUINlEHABENEHI 3pasKu
KOJIEKIIil € CKOPOCTUTJINMU, a OTKe, BOHU (hop-
MyBaJM MaKCHMaJbHY HPOAYKTUBHICTH — Bif
45,0 mo 49,2 r, mopiBHAHO 31 3pasKaMu 3 TPH-
BaJjimuM mepiomom Bererarii — 33,0—-43,0 r.
IlepeBuitieHHsaA HanI CcepegHLOIOJHLOBUM CTaH-
IapToM cTaHOBHMJIO Bim 2,5 mo 6,7 r # Bim 9,5 mo
0,5 r Ha pOoCJUHY BiAIIOBigHO.
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MpoayKTUBHICTb OAHIET poCAuHY, T

A KinbKicTb BifKpUTUX KOPOOOYOK HA POCAUHY, WT.

Maca oaHiei kopoGouky, r

Puc. 2. 3anexHicTb NpoAYKTUBHOCTI 6aBOBHU-CUPLLIO OAHIET POCAUHM Bif «KiNbKOCTI BIAKPUTUX KOPOOOUOKY
Ta «Macu 6aBOBHU-CUPLIO OAHIET KOPOBOUKM»

Mix macoio 0aBOBHU-CHPITIO 3 OZHieI KOpo-
0OYKM Ta TPOAYKTHBHICTIO POCIUHU CIIOCTEPi-
rajam cjaabKuii momaTHUI 3B’sI30K. PiBHAHHA
KOpeJIAIliffHO-perpeciiinol 3a/ieKHOCTi IPOAYK-
TUBHOCTI O Hi€l POCJAMHM BiJi Macu OfiHiel KOpo-
6ouku mae raxkuii Burasan: y = 0,0157x + 5,1926;
roe@imientu R? = 0,143; r = 0,378.

OT:xe, yHaCTiIOK 0araTopivHMX MOCJIiIKEHb
reHo(OHAY 0aBOBHUKY OyJIM BHUIiJIEHI A:KepeJa
3a MiHHMMHA O3HAKaMHN — <«KiJBbKICTIO BimKpwH-

THX KOpPOOOYOK HaA POCIUHY» (30Kpema,
UF0800009 ‘ITimosepchruii 4°, UF0800027
‘Tlonynamia 3, UF0800241 ‘Ilomynsamia 9,
UF0800029 ‘417 y’, UF0800228 ‘3737 vy,
UF0800037 ‘K 71’, UF0800056 ‘Mapisa’,
UF0800206 ‘1086/94’) Ta «macoroo 06aBOBHU-
cupiio 3 oxpHiel Kopobouxku» [5,0-6,0 1
UF0800027 ‘Ilomynamia 3°, UF0800241 ‘Ilo-
nynania 9, UF0800228 ‘3737 y’ (UKR);

UF0800066 ‘Tpaxia 4521°, UF0800044 ‘Mix-
BugoBuit riopua Ne 147°, UF0800501 ‘Hupman
539’ (BGR); UFO0800055 ‘Maxkemonka 21’
(YUG); UF0800086 ‘Jlimia 446’, UF0800105
‘144 @’ (UZB); UF0800282 ‘Joloten 14’ (KGZ);
UF0800230 ‘Cocer 100’ (TUR); UF0800009
‘Aprertuna 2’ (ARG), UF0800004 ‘500 vy,
UF0800009 ‘Ilimosepceruit 4°, UF0800029
‘417 y’ (UKR); UF0800067 ‘2362’ (BGR)].

BucHoBKuM

VYHacaigox 6araTopiuHMX mOCJIiIKeHb BCTAa-
HOBJIEHO HAMOiJBIN icTOTHUIN HNPAMUN 3B’A30K

Mi’K NPOAYKTUBHICTIO T€HOTHIIB 1 KiJbKicTiO
BiZKpUTHX KOPOOOUOK Ha pocamHi — r = 0,923.
Ilpamy pmomaTHY B3aJle’KHICTh Bijj3HAUeHO B
spaskis  UF0800009 ‘Ilimosepcvruii 4,
UF0800027 ‘Ilonmynamnia 3’, UF0800241 ‘Ilo-
nyaania 9, UF0800029 417y, UF0800228
‘3737 y’, UF0800037 ‘K 71°, UF0800056 ‘Ma-
pia’, UF0800206 ‘1086/94° Ta iH.

MakcumasibHa TPOOYKTHBHiCTL — Bim 45,0
mo 49,2 r — cmocTepirajach y CKOPOCTHUIJINX
3pas3kiB kKoJjekmii. IlepeBumieHHsa HamI cepei-
HBOIIOJILOBUM CTAHIAPTOM CTAHOBMJO Bimg 2,5
mo 6,7 r.

YaopomoB:x 0araTOpiyHMX JOCJTiI:KeHb T'eHO-
doHIy O0aBOBHUKY OyiaM BHAIJIEHI mKepesa 3a
MiHHEUMU O3HAKaMU — <«KIJIBKIiCTIO BiZKpHUTHX
Kopo6ouoK Ha pocauHy» (30xkpema, UF0800009
‘Ilimosepcerruit 4’, UF0800027 ‘Ilomynamia 3,
UF0800241 ‘Ilomryasamia 9°, UF0800029 417 y’,
UF0800228 ‘3737 vy’, UF0800037 ‘K 71,
UF0800056 ‘Mapisa’, UF0800206 ‘1086/94°) Ta
«Macow 0OaBOBHU-CHUPITI0O 3 OAHiEI KOPOOOUKI»
[5,0-6,0 r: UF0800004 ‘500 y’, UF0800009
‘Ilimosepcerkuit 4’, UF0800027 ‘Ilomynamia 3,
UF0800241 ‘Ilomrynsamia 9°, UF0800029 417 y’,
UF0800228 ‘3737 y’ (UKR); UF0800066 ‘Tpa-
kig 4521, UF0800044 ‘MixxBugoBuii ribpun
Ne 147, UF0800501 ‘Hupnau 539°, UF0800067
‘2362’ (BGR); UF0800055 ‘Maxemonka 21’
(YUG); UFO0800086 ‘Jlimis 446’, UF0800105
‘144 @’ (UZB); UF0800282 ‘Joloten 14’ (KGZ);
UF0800230 ‘Cocer 100’ (TUR); UF0800009
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‘Apreatura 2’ (ARG)]. 3a moemHaHHAM IUX
nBox osHak Bumiauanck UF0800009 ‘ITimosep-
cermit 4’, UF0800027 ‘Tlonrynamia 3°, UF0800241
‘Tlorynamia 9°, UF0800029 ‘417 y, UF0800228
‘3737 y’, UF0800037 ‘K 71’, UF0800056 ‘Ma-
pia’, UF0800206 ‘1086/94’.
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Purpose. Select valuable samples from the collection of
cotton on the basis of “number of open bolls per plant” and
“weight of raw cotton from one boll” for further use in the
breeding process when creating new varieties and their im-
pact on productivity. Methods. During 2002-2019 on the
fields of selection crop rotation of the selection department
of the Institute of Irrigated Agriculture of the National
Academy of Sciences, 282 samples of cotton of different
ripeness groups were studied. Results. Among the stu-
died cotton gene pool, in 20.4% of samples, the number of
bolls per plant was very small — < 65-75%, in 26.8% — small,
in the remaining (52.8%) samples, an average number of

open bolls was formed. The analysis of the boll mass indi-
cators showed that 16.0% of the samples had a very small
boll (less than 3.0 g), most of the collection - 66.0% had
a small boll (3-4 g); average (5.0-6.0 g) — 18.0%. It was
revealed that there is the most significant direct relation-
ship between the productivity of samples and the number
of open bolls per plant. The equation for the correlation-
regression dependence of the productivity of one plant on
the number of open bolls per plantis: y=0.1807x — 0.5292;
Coefficients: R? = 0.852; r=0.923. A direct positive depen-
dence was observed in the samples of UFO80000 ‘Pidozers-
kyi 4', UF0800027 ‘Populiatsiia 3', UF0800241 ‘Populiatsiia 9,

48 ISSN 25138-1017 PLANT VARIETIES STUDYING AND PROTECTION, 2022, T. 18, N¢ 1



Breeding and seed production

UF0800029 ‘417 U’, UF0800228 ‘3737 U’, UF08000 ‘K 71',
UF0800056 ‘Mariia’, UF0800206 ‘1086/94'. The maximum
productivity, from 45.0-49.2 g, was noted in the early matu-
ring samples of the collection, compared with varieties that
had a long vegetation period and productivity from 33.0 to
43.0 g. The excess over the standard is from 2.5 up to 6.7 g
and from 9.5 to 0.5 g/plant, respectively. Conclusions. For
the first time in the conditions of the Southern Steppe, the

most significant direct relationship between the producti-
vity of genotypes and the number of open bolls per plant
was revealed — r=0.923. The maximum productivity — from
45.0 to 49.2 g — was observed in early maturing samples of
the collection. In the course of many years of cotton gene
pool research, sources of valuable traits were identified.

Keywords: cotton collection; variety; weight of raw cotton;
number of open bolls per plant; fiber.
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