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Meta. BuainuTu cenekuiitHi niHii sYMeHI0 APOro 3 ONTUMaAbHUM NMOEAHAHHAM YPOXKANHOCTI I CTabiNbHOCTI 3a pi3HUX Mo-
rogHux ymoB y LieHtpansHomy Jlicocteny Ykpainu. Metoau. Monbosi gocnigkerHs, aucnepcintuit, AMML, GGE biplot aHanis.
Pesynbratu. [igpoTepmiuHmnii pexxum npoTarom MixdasHux nepiofie BereTauii sumeHto Aporo B ymoBax MupoHiBCbKOro
iHCTUTYTY nweHuui imeni B. M. Pemecna HAAH y 2012-2014 pp. xapakTepu3yBaBCA 3HAYHOI MiHAUBICTIO, WO CMPUANO
AeTanbHii ouiHui NiHii 33 NPOLYKTUBHICTIO, CTABINbHICTIO i CTiKKiCTIO NPOTK abioTUYHKX Ta 6IOTMYHUMX YMHHMKIB. HallBuwwa
cepegHs BpoxaliHicTb no gocnigy 6yna B 2012 p. (5,87 1/ra), HaitHuxya — B 2013 p. (3,50 7/ra). CepeaHio BpoxalHicTb cTo-
COBHO 3a3HayeHMX PoKiB oTpuMaHo B 2014 p. — 4,63 1/ra. 3a gonomoroto AMMI 1a GGE biplot aHani3y BcTaHOBNEHO iCTOTHI
BiAMiHHOCTI 33 peaKUieto 4OCNiAXKEHNX NiHiit Ha BapiabenbHicTb MeTeoponoriyHux ymoB. 3 BukopuctaHHam AMMI mopaeni oxa-
paKTepU30BaHO aAMTUBHI KOMNOHEHTU FrONOBHUX ehEKTIB CeNneKLinHuX NiHiii i pokiB BUNPOGYBaHb, a TAKOX MyNbTUMTiKAaTUBHI
KOMMOHEHTW ixHboi B3aemopii. GGE biplot paHxupyBaHHA reHOTUNIB CTOCOBHO FiMOTETUYHOIO «ifeanbHOro» reHoTUny
cBinuuTL Npo abconioTHy nepesary cenekuiiHoi niHii ‘HytaHc 4540° 3a BpoxaiHicTio Ta cTabinbHicTio. Kpim Hei, Habnuxe-
HUMK [0 igeatuny Oynu cenekuinHi niHii ‘HytaHc 4241 Ta ‘HytaHc 4120°. BupgineHi cenekuiiiHi niHii xapakTepusysanucs
CTiMKICTIO Ta MOMipHOIO CTiiKiCTIO O OCHOBHUX NUCTKOBUX XBOPOO i BunsraHHs. BucHoBku. BukopuctanHs AMMI ta GGE
biplot ons ouiHKM cenekuUitHMX NiHIA Ha 3aBeplaNbHUX eTanax CeneKUilnHOro Npouecy fA€ 3MOry AOKNafHille Ta HA0YHO
XapaKTepu3yBaTu i gudepeHuioBatT ix He NuLe 33 CepeHbOK BPOXANHICTIO, @ 1 33 B3aEMOZIEID 3 MiHIUBUMU YMOBAMM
poKiB BUNpobyBaHb. 3a CTabiNbHUM PiBHEM NPOSABY BPOXKAMHOCTI Y NOEAHAHHT 3 THWMMK rocnogapcbKo-LiHHUMKU 03HAKaMK
BUAINEHO ceneKkuinHi ninii ‘HytaHc 4540, ‘HyTtaHc 4241 Ta ‘HytaHc 4120, nepeaaHi Ha fiepaBHe COpPTOBUNPOOYBaHHSA AK
HOBi copTu saumeHto aporo ‘MIM MupHuit’, ‘MIN Cantot’ 1a ‘MIMN CoTHMK'.

Knrwoyosi cnosa: sumine apud, cenekyilini ninii, copmu, spoxa’liHicme, cma6ineHicms, AMMI, GGE biplot.

IOJAapPChKOT0 IIOTJIAAY € He JHINe CTiHKicTb

Bctyn «per se», a % 3JaTHICTBb COPTY HmiATPUMYyBaTHU

BpaxoByounu OnHY 3 JIAUPYIOUUX MO3UILIN
YKpainu 1040 BaJIOBOTO BUPOOHUIITBA 3epHA
AYMEHIO B CBiTi, BaroMmmuM 3aBAAHHAM BiTUmM3-
HAHOI ClJIBCBKOTOCIOZAPCHKOI HAYKM ChOTO-
IeHHSA € MigBUINleHHA Ta cTabijisalia BposKai-
HOCTi 1iei KyabpTypu. OCHOBOIO IIHOTO € COPT 3
ONTHMAJBPHUM MOETHAHHAM MaKCHUMAaJbHOL
KiJIbKOCTI HeOOXiZHMX TOCIOZApPCHhKO-IIiHHUX
O3HAK i BJIACTHUBOCTEM.

Ilopsax 3 BUCOKMM IIOTEHIIIAJIOM IPOAYKTUB-
HOCTiI ¥ BIiAIOBIZHMMEN SKICHUMH. HOKa3HUKA-
MU COPTY, HEOOXiTHMM € TeHeTHYHO AeTepMi-
HOBaHWUI 3aXMCT Bif mii abioTuuHmMx Ta 6GioTHU-
HUX unHHUKIB. Ilpu 1mpomMy Ba'KJIUBOIO 3 TOC-
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JocTaTHi#f piBeHb romMeocTasy B peaJjisallii 3a-
KJIaJleHOT'0 IIOTEHI[ia/ly IPOAYyKTHUBHOCTI 3a il
Ha3BaHUX CTPECiB.

Hnsa omiHKuM cTabiJibHOTO PiBHS IIPOSABY BPO-
JKaMHOCTI cesJeKI[ifiHUI MaTepiaj Ta COPTU BU-
IPo0OBYIOTH V KOHTPAacTHUX pokax [1, 2], pis-
HUX eKOJOTiuHumxX 30Hax [3, 4] abo mrryuyHo
CTBOPEHUX IIPOBOKAIiiHUX yMmoBax [6—T7]. Ha
OCHOBI UYMCJEHHUX JiTepaTypHUX [OKepesg Ta
BJIACHUX eKCIEePHMEeHTAJbHUX [IOCJIiJKeHb
B. B. CiokoB Ta in. [8] BkasywoTh, 110 cepegHE
3HaUYeHHA O3HAKU i1 YyTJIMBICTb A0 YMOB cepelo-
BHUIIla IIepe0yBalOTh MiJl PisHUM TeHeTUUYHUM
KOHTPOJIEM i € BiHOCHO He3aJIeXKHUMU. Buxo-
OsY’ 3 IIBOT0, JJIA aJalTHUBHOIL cesIeKIIil cepej-
He 3HAUYEeHHs BPOYKAWHOCTI € HeJOoCTAaTHBO iH-
¢dopMaTUBHUM, OCKiJIBKM He IOBHICTIO Xapak-
Tepusye TeHOTUIIU 3a ajanTuBHicTio. Il1g y3a-
raJbHeHHA Ta iHTepIpeTallili oTpuMaHUX eKcC-
IIePUMEHTAJIbHUX AAHUX PO3POOJIEHO PAJ Ma-
TEMATUYHO-CTATUCTUYHUX METOAUK OIIiHKU’
IJIaCTUYHOCTI I crabinbHOCTi. Haiibinbmioro
NOMIVPEHHA Y ceJIeKIifiHi#li mpakTuili B pisHi
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POKM HaOyJaM miAXOOM TaKUX NOCJIAHUKIB, IK
K. W. Finlay, G. N. Wilkinson [9], S. A. Eber-
hart, W. A. Russell [10], B. B. Xauruapau,
M. A. JlurBunenxo [11], A. B. KuinbueBckuii,
JI. B. Xorwiéra [12], G. C. C. Tai [13],
G. Wricke [14], G. K. Shukla [15] Ta iH.

OcTaHHIM uacoM AJA aHAJNidy GaraTocepemo-
BUITHUX BUOPOOYBaHb BUKOPUCTOBYIOTH AMMI
[16, 17] Ta GGE biplot mozexi [18—20] a6o
ixue moemuaHHga [21, 22]. AMMI nmoegnye muc-
nepcittanii ananis (ANOVA) ra cunryaapumit
posmnoxin (singular value decomposition) i mae
3Mory rpadiuao 3o0paskaTu agUTHUBHI KOMIIO-
HEHTH OCHOBHUX e(eKTiB reHOTHHIB i cepepmo-
BUIIl, @ TAKOYK MYJbTUILIIKATUBHI KOMIOHEHTH
ixaboi Baemonii [23, 24]. GGE biplot (B3aemo-
Iif «TeHOTUII — TeHOTHI—CEePeJOBUINE») 3 Ma-
TEMATUYHOTO IIOTJIAAY MOMKHA OXapaKTepusy-
BaTH AK rpadiuHe BimoOpakKeHHA MaTPUUHOL
myapTuILTiKamii (matrix multiplication) [25].
O6uaBa migxomu AalOTh 3MOTY Bi3yaJlbHO aHa-
Ji3yBaTH PO3IIOAiJ I'€HOTHIIIB Ta CEPEIOBHUII] Y
IBOKOMIIOHEHTHOMY IIPOCTOPi, ab6o moOymoBy
Tak 3BaHoro biplot, sampomoHoBaHOrO IIle B
1971 p. K. R. Gabriel [26]. Boguouac GGE
biplot mae pan rpadivaux QyHKIiH, 110 Ja0Th
MOJKJIUBICTh AOKJIQAHIiIIIe Bi3yaJIbHO XapaKTe-
pu3yBaTH B3a€EMOiI0 «T€HOTUII — IeHOTHUII—Ce-
penmoBuHIIe».

Mema Oocnidxienv — BUIIIUTU CeJIeKITiHHI
JiHil AYMeHIO ApPOro 3 ONTHUMAaJbHUM IIOETHAH-
HAM YPOKAMHOCTI W cTabiibHOCTI 3a pPisHHX
norogaux ymoB y lleHTpansHOMy JlicocTemmy
Ykpainwm.

Matepianu Ta MeToAMKa BOCHIAKEHD

ITonpoBi mocaimyxkenHA mpoBOoAmIM B Mupo-
HiBcbKOMY iHCcTUTYTI nimeHuiri imeni B. M. Pe-
mecaa HAAH (MIII) y 2012-2014 pp. Bigmo-
BiJHO MO 3araJbHOTNPUAHATHUX MeTomauK [27,
28]. O6’ekT mocaimxeHs — 12 ceqeKIiiiHUX JIi-
HifI KOHKYPCHOTO COPTOBUIPOOYBAaHHS IIOPiB-
HAHO 3 HAI[IOHAJILHMM CTaHJapTOM YKpaiHu —
coprom ‘Komammop’. I'padiunmii amasia Baae-

MOOil «TreHOTHUII—CEPEeaOBUIIEe» Ta «TeHOTHUIl —
TeHOTHUII—CEePEIOBUINE» TPOBOIUIMN 3a ITOIIOMO-
roro AMMI i GGE biplot mozmeneii. 1A mbporo
BUKOPUCTOBYBAJIM MaKeT NPUKJIATHUX IMIPO-
rpam Ha ocHOBi R-mporpamysamus (http://
www.r-project.org). XapaKkTepHUCTUKY II[bOTO
mporpaMHOTO 3a0e3meueHHs MOPiBHAHO 3 KO-
mepuiinum GGE biplot software maBemeno B
nyboaikanii E. Frutos ra in. [29]. dua gucnep-
cittroro amasizy AMMI mozmesni Bukopucraam
migxig H. F. Gollob [30]. I'izporepmiunuii pe-
JKUM OKpeMUuX Mik(asHUX IepiofiB Bererarril
AYMEHIO APOro IIPOTATOM POKIB AOCIiMKeHb
XapaKkTepusyBaJl, IOPiBHIOIOUU i3 cepenHiM,
MaKCUMAaJbHUM 1 MiHIiMaJIbHUM 3HAUYEHHAMU
3a 2004-2014 pp. CraTucTUYHUN aHAJI3 BU-
KoHyBaJu 3 momomoroio mporpam Excel 2010
Ta Statistica 8.0.

Pe3ynbtatn gocnigxeHn

Amnaiiz rigporepmiuHOTO pEXUMY MixKdas-
HUX mepioxiB Bererarii sumeHio aporo B 2012—
2014 pp. cBigYMTh PO 3HAUHI KOJWMBAHHS K
cepeIHLONOO0OBUX TeMIIepaTyp IIOBiTpsA, Tak i
KimbkocTi omaxiB (Tabia. 1).

3okpema, 2012 p. xapaxkTepusyBaBcs Haii-
O0impiroro 3a 11 pokiB KinmbkicTio omamiB Bif
ciBOU 70 cXO0miB, IO JaJI0 3MOTY 3aKJACTH JO-
cuTh N00pi mepeayMOBU BPOKAaI0, HE3BAKAIOUN
HaBiTh Ha iCTOTHO HMKYi, HOPiBHAHO i3 cepe/-
"Himu 3a 2004—-2011 pp., TOKasHUKY KiJIbKOCTL
omajJiiB Ha IOAAJNBINUX Mik(asHUX Iepiogax.
Ha ¢oui mmxuoi KimbkocTi HeoOxigHO 3a3Ha-
YUTU BiJHOCHY PiBHOMipHiCTH BUIaJaHHA OIla-
IiB TPOTArOM BereTaiii SYMeHIO ApPOro B
2012 p., 110 B miJIoMy CTaJI0 BUBHAYAJIBHUM Y
dopmMyBaHHI BpPOsKaMHOCTI ceJeKIiNHMX JiHilk
y nbomy poii. OcobsuBicTio 2013 p. Oyaum mix-
BUIIlEH] TeMIlepaTypHu MOBITpA B yci Misk(asHi
nepiogu pocTy ¥ POSBUTKY POCIAUH AUMEHIO
APOro, a TaKOK HEJIOCTATHA KiJIbKiCTH oIlaniB
y IIepiojs Big KOJIOCIHHSA IO mO3piBaHHA, IO
CIPUUYMHUJIO 3HAUHe 3HUIKEHHA BPOXKAWHOCTI.
Hartowmicts, 2014 p. xapaKkTepusyBaBcA BimHOC-

Tabauus 1
Fpporepmiunum pexkxum y mixdasHi nepioau Beretauii AumeHo aporo
Pik CepeaHbopoboBa Temnepatypa, °C KinbkicTb onagis, MM
CCx CxK KA xll ¥ CCx CxK KL [ o]

2012 7,7 171 21,3 19,2 15,4 30,5 50,8 754 126,2 156,7
2013 12,7 18,7 22,3 20,5 17,9 0.3 82,0 41,4 123,4 123,7
2014 85 13,0 18,6 15,8 13,3 74 166,9 116,1 283,0 290,3
X 8,8 14,9 20,2 17,5 14,6 10,6 88,2 98,4 186,6 | 197,2
Max 12,7 187 22,3 20,5 17,9 30,5 166,9 217,7 283 290,3
Min 4,7 12,7 17,7 15,5 12,2 03 23,1 41,4 120,1 123,7
R(max-min) 8,0 6,0 4,6 5,0 5,7 30,2 143,8 176,3 162,9 166,6

Npumitka. CCx — ciBba—cxopu; CxK — cxogn—konociHHa; K[ — konociHHa-pgo3piBaHHsA; Cx[ — cxopu-Ao03piBaHHS;
CL - cisba—po3piBaHHA; X, min, max, R(max-min) — BignoBigHO cepefHe, MiHiManbHe, MaKCMManbHE 3HAYEHHSA i po3Max

BapiloBaHHsA 3a 2004—2014 pp.
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HO IIPOXOJIOTHUM TeMIepaTypPHUM PEeXMMOM B
yci misk(asui mepiogm, a TaKoMK iCTOTHO BU-
00 KiJbKiCcTIO OoImaaiB, IIOYMHAIOYM BiJ CXO-
IiB i sakimuyrooum s36umpamuaM. Hamaumiok Bo-
JIOTHM CIIPOBOKYBAB AK BUJIATAHHA CeJIEKIiAHUX
JiHiil, Tak i PO3BUTOK 30yAHUKIiB JMCTKOBUX
xBopo06. 1li YMHHMKM TaKOK BILJIMHYJIMW Ha Pi-
BeHb IIPOSABY BPOKaMHOCTI ceJeKI[INHUX JiHii.
TakuM YMHOM, MOCJTiAKEeHHS CEJeKIiHHUX JIi-
Hii B KOHTPACTHiI 3a 3a0e3IeUYeHHAM MeTeope-
cypcamu 2012-2014 pp. cOpusAgO0 BUAIJIEHHIO
TeHOTUNIB AUYMEHIO APOTro 3 HOE€JHAHHAM ypo-
JKaHOCTI ¥ TOJIEPAaHTHOCTi 0 abioTMUYHUX Ta
0ioTMUYHMX YMHHUKIB AK pedyabTaT (opMyBaH-
HA BpoKamHOCTI 3a ixX mii.

HaiiBuiuii y cepefHbOMY IO AOCJIiTY PiBeHb
yposkaitaocti 6yB y 2012 p. — 5,87 T/ra (Tabi. 2).
Pisauna mixk ii mMmakcuMaapbHUM 1 MiHiMaJb-

Tabauys 2
YporkanHicTb ceneKuiiHux NiHin AYMeH0 Aporo
3anexHo Bif poKy BUNpobyBaHb

. 2012 p. | 2013 p. | 2014 p.
Jlinis, copt Wndp (Y12) (Y13) | (Y14) X

‘Komangop’ -St | G1 5,67 3,22 | 486 | 458
‘HyTaHc 4540 G2 6,18 412 | 535 | 522
‘HyTaHc 4241 G3 5,97 3,67 | 532 | 499
‘HyTaHc 4120 G4 5,96 3,62 | 512 | 490
‘HyTaHc 3882 G5 6,23 3,54 | 4,35 | 4,71
‘HyTaHc 4340 G6 5,58 391 | 4,23 | 4,57
‘HyTaHc 4380 G7 5,57 3,64 | 413 | 4,45
‘HyTaHc 4238 G8 5,58 3,86 | 456 | 4,67
‘HyTaHc 4203’ G9 6,33 339 | 476 | 4383
‘HyTaHc 4112’ G10 5,93 294 | 439 | 442
‘HyTtaHc 4215’ G11 5,62 292 | 447 | 434
‘HyTaHc 4137 G12 5,87 3,67 | 405 | 4,53
‘HyTaHc 4571 G13 5,79 3,04 | 4,56 | 446

X - 5,87 | 3,50 | 4,63 | 4,67

Max - 6,33 4,12 | 535 | 522

Min - 557 2,92 | 405 | 4,34

R(max-min)| - 0,76 1,20 | 1,30 | 0,88

HIPo,os - 0,26 0,22 | 0,29 | 0,26

Npumirka. X, min, max, R(max-min) — cepefHe, MiHiManb-
He, MaKCMMasbHe 3HaYeHHs i po3Max BapiloBaHHA BifNOBiAHO.

HUM 3HAUYEeHHSIMH B JeAKUX JiHIH cTaHOBMJIA
0,76 T/ra. Hatitmm:kdoio Oysa BpoKalHIiCTH y
2013 p. — 3,50 T/ra, mpu 1LOMY PiI3HHUILA MiK
gdigiamu cranoBmiaa 1,20 t/ra. ¥ 2014 p. ce-
penHs BposkaiHicTs gocAranaa 4,63 T/ra, a pos-
MaxX BapiloBaHHA OyB HAWBUIIUM 3a POKHU [0-
caimxens — 1,30 T/ra. B yci poku 06yJo 3adik-
COBaHO CeJIeKIIiliHiI JriHii, IO [JOCTOBipHO
(HIP0’05) IepeBUIIYBaJ CTaHAAPT 3a BpPOKali-
HicTIO.

Hucnepcittanii ananis AMMI mozesni BussiBus
HaWiCTOTHIMINA BHECOK YMOB CepeIOBHIIA
(88,4%) y mucmepciio (taba. 3). I'emoTum Ta
B3a€MO/iA «TeHOTUII—CEePEIOBUIE» MAJN 3HAU-
HO HMKuuii edpexr — 5,7 i 5,9% BigmosigHOo.

AMMI1 biplot (puc. 1) pempeseuTye BapiaH-
Cy TOJIOBHUX AaIWUTUBHUX e(deKTiB (cepemHio
BpOKaMHICTD) cenekmiiaux JiHid (G1..G13) i

AMMI PCA1 Score vs YLD from a RCB
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Puc. 1. AMMI1 biplot - po3nogin cenekuinHux niniu
i pokiB BUNpoGYBaHb y KOOPAUHATAX: FOJIOBHA
komnoHeHTa 1 (Factor 1) Ta cepeAHA NPOAYKTUBHICTbL
ninin i pokis (YLD) (2012-2014 pp.)

Tabauys 3
Pesynbratu gucnepciiiHoro aHanisy AMMI mopeni BpoxkaiHocTi
cenekuinHmx niHin aumexio aporo (2012-2014 pp.)

®akTopu SS PORCENT DF MS F*
ENV 109,07634 88,38273 2 54,53817 2284,95527
GEN 7,02101 5,68901 12 0,58508 24,51296
ENV*GEN 7,31628 5,92826 24 0,30484 12,77192
PC1 4,68143 63,98646 13 0,36011 30,27388
PC2 2,63485 36,01354 11 0,23953 20,13691
PC3 0 0 9 0 0
Residuals 1,86173 0 78 0,02387 -

Npumitka. ENV — cepeposuite, GEN — renotun, ENV*GEN — B3aemopis «reHoTun—cepenoBu-
we», SS — cyma keagparis, PORCENT — yacTka BHecky y Bapiauito, %; DF — uncno ctyneHis cso6o-
am, MS — cepepHiit kBagpar, F — kputepiit, PC1...PC3 — rofoBHi KOMNOHEHTH;

*nocToBipHO Ha 0,01% piBHi 3HauywoCTi.
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pokiB BumpoOyBaub (Y1...Y3), aAKi € ropuson-
ranbHOI0 Biccio (YLD), Ta Bapiancy MyJabTu-
IJIiKaTUBHUX e(eKTiB B3aeMOIil «TreHOTUI—Cce-
pemoBuIlle», IKa PO3MiIlleHa M0 BePTUKAJIbHIN
oci (Factor 1). Bim mae smorye rpadiuno ama-
JisyBaTH AWCIIEPCiI0 CeJIeKIiNHUX JiHilA i po-
KiB BUmpoOyBaHb Ta B3AEMOIiI0 MiXK HUMU.

AMMI2 biplot (puc. 2) mnemoHcTpye MYyJIbTH-
IJIiKaTUBHI e()eKTH B3aeMOil cesJeKIiiiHa Jri-
Hig — pik BumpoOyBaHb ¥ KOOPAUHATAX IIEPIIOl
(Factor 1) i apyroi (Factor 2) romoBHUX KOM-
moHeHT. € MOMKJIMBICTL BisyasisyBaTm rpymy-
BaHHA T'€HOTHUIIIB Ta POKiB BUOPOOYBaHb i BU3-
HAUUTHU, AKUUA 3 POKIB OYB ONTHMAJbLHIIIINM
IJIA KOHKpPeTHOI JiHii.

AMMIYLD from a RCB
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Puc. 2. AMMI2 biplot - po3nogin cenekuinHux nivin
i pokiB BUNpo6yBaHb Yy KOOPAMHATaX ABOX NepLUUX
ronoBHMx KoMnoHeHT (2012-2014 pp.)

Ilepmri gBi romoBHi KomMmomenTu (Axis 1,
Axis 2) GGE biplot amanisy mosICHIOIOTH
86,9% B3aemomili reHoTHII—CcepeloOBHUILE, AK
1me mokasaHo Ha pucyHKy 3. Ileit biplot xTo-
me-nepemir (amria. which-won-where) xapak-
Tepu3ye B3a€MO3B’A30K CeJeKI[INHUX JiHil 3
yMOBaMM POKiB BupoIllyBaHHA. K i Ha IBOX
HaBegeHux pucyukax AMMI amanisy, HaouHo
moMiTHO mepeBary cesekiiitnoi ainii G2 (‘Hy-
ranc 4540’) B yci poku BunpoOyBaunb. GGE
biplot pamXKupyBaHHS TIeHOTHIIB CTOCOBHO
rimoTeTUYHOTO «igeaJbHOTO» TeHOTUNY, AKUN
sABJIsIE cO0OI0 CepenunHy IMeHTPUUYHUX Kija, Ta-
KOK ITeMOHCTPYye aOCOJIIOTHY IIepeBary cejek-
mittmoi aimii G2 (‘Hyramc 4540°) (puc. 4).
Kpim mei, HabamxKeHMMH OO0 iZeaTumy € ce-
aexnivai ginii G3 (‘Hyramc 4241°) ta G4
(‘Hyranc 4120’).
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Puc. 3. GGE biplot «xTo-pge-nepemir» (2012-2014 pp.)
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Puc. 4. PaHxupyBaHHA cenekuinHux niniu
CTOCOBHO FiNOTETUYHOrO «ileanbHOro» reHoTUny
(2012-2014 pp.)

Bunineni ceneritiai minmii: ‘Hyramc 4540° (‘Tro-
phee’/‘Rodeo’//‘Ackonba’), ‘Hyramc 4241’ (‘Ada-
gio’/‘Ilam’satuuii’) ta ‘Hyranc 4120’ (‘Celin-
ka’/‘Ilam’saTHUIL’), MOETHYIOTh YpPOXKaMHICTh i
CTabilJIbHICTE 3 PAAOM IHIINX TOCIOLAPCHKO-
IMiHHUX o3HakK (TabJ. 4). 3a pesyJabTaTaMu IPO-
BeJIeHUX JIOCJiIKeHb I1i JIiHil mepegano Ha Iep-
JKaBHEe COPTOBUOPOOYBaHHSA YKpaiHu Bimmo-
BiZHO AK HOBi copTm sumeHio aporo — ‘MIII
Mupunii’, ‘MIII Camxtor’ Ta ‘MIII CoTHUK’.

BucHoBKM

Buxkopucranus AMMI ta GGE biplot maa
OIIiHKM CeJIEeKIiMHUX JIiHIA Ha 3aBepHIaIbHUX
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Tabauys 4
XapaKkTepucTUKa HOBUX COPTiB AYMEHIO APOro 3a rocnoAapCcbKO-LiHHUMKM 03HaKaMu
Y KOHKypcHoMy copToBunpo6yBanHi MIN (2012-2014 pp.)
_ Crilikictb npoTn, 6an* A
s 3 3 z
= ] 2 =
Ne niHii, = © ﬁ 5 « S E E 5 E 2
Ha3Ba copTy ‘T =~ S S = § 5 9 iz © \% S =
'3 43 = © © 3 G e 52 P o o <
ES « © S = o = c= © = 2= 2=
S S S o S =X > = == o xo
=) + = @ o © a = ‘G C = ==
‘Komangop’ — St 4,58 - 48,0 88 7 4 6 6 56
‘MIN MupHuit’
("HyTaHc 4540') 5,22 0,64 50,3 89 8 6 8 6 6 56
‘MIN Cantot’
(‘HyTamc 424') 4,99 0,41 49,6 87 7 7 7 6 7 58
‘MIN CotHuk’
(‘HyTarc 4120°) 4,90 0,32 46,7 90 7 6 7 6 6 57
HIPgos 0,26

erarax CeJIeKI[IMHOTO IPOoIlecy Ja€ 3MOry HOOK-
JajHille i HA0UYHO XapaKTepusyBaTu Ta aude-
peHIlifoBaTH iX He JIUIIIE 3a CEPeIHBOIO BPO-
JKalHICTIO, a ¥ 3a B3aEMOIE€I0 3 MIHJIWBUMU
yMOBaMM POKiB BUIIPOOyBaHb. 3a piBHEM HPOs-
By Ta cTabiIbHICTIO BPOMKAMHOCTI y MOeTHAHHIL
3 IHIIMMM TOCHOJAPCHLKO-IIIHHMMHN O3HaAKaMU
BULJIeHO ceneKivnui ainii ‘Hyranc 4540°, ‘Hy-
tanc 4241’ ra ‘Hyrauc 4120°, aki mepemamo Ha
Iep:KaBHE COPTOBUIIPOOYBAHHS SIK HOBiI COPTU
aumenio aporo ‘MIII Mwupauii’, ‘MIII Caimrot’
ta ‘MIII CorHUK’.
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Lenb. Boigenutb cenekumMoHHblE NMHUM AYMEHA APOBO-
r0 C ONTMManbHbIM COYETAHWUEM YPOXKAWHOCTM W CTabUNb-
HOCTU MPU Pa3NIMYHbIX NOTOLHbIX YCIOBUAX B LieHTpanbHOi
Jlecoctenn YkpauHbl. Metoabl. [lonesble uccnefoBaHus,
aucnepcuoHHelii, AMMI, GGE biplot aHanu3. Pesynbratsbl.
[MApOTEpPMUYECKUIA PEXMM HA NPOTAXKEHUN Mexayha3HbIX
NnepuopfoB BeretauuMu YMeHA APOBOro B ycnoBuax Mupo-
HOBCKOIO MHCTUTYyTA nweHuubl umeHn B. H. Pemecno HAAH
B 2012-2014 rr. xapaKTepu3nMpoBanCca 3HA4YUTENbHON W3-
MEHYMBOCTbIO, YTO CNOCOBCTBOBANO AETANLHOM OLEHKe IMHUI
No NPOAYKTUBHOCTH, CTAOUIBHOCTU W YCTOWYUBOCTU K abuo-
TUYECKUM U BuoTMYeckuM dakTopam. Hambonbwas cpepHss
YPOXaWHOCTb MO onbITy oTMeyeHa B 2012 r. (5,87 1/ra), Hau-
MeHblwas — B 2013 r. (3,50 T/ra). CpeaHas ypoxaitHoCTb No
OTHOLWEHWIO K Ha3BaHHbIM rogam Obina nonyyeHa B 2014 r. —
4,63 1/ra. C nomowsto AMMI u GGE biplot aHanu3a BbisiB-
NeHbl CYWeCTBeHHbIe OTNUYUA MO Peakuuu Mccnepyemblx
JIMHWIA Ha BapMabenbHOCTb MeTeoponoruyeckux ycnosui. C
ucnonbzoBaHnem AMMI mogenv paHa xapakTepucTuka ag-
OUTUBHBIM KOMNOHEHTAaM MaBHbIX 3PHEKTOB CeNeKLMOHHbIX
JAVHWUA U TOJOB WCMNbITAHWUIA, @ TaKXKe MYyNbTUMAUKATUBHLIM
KomnoHeHTam ux B3aummopeicTteus. GGE biplot paHxupo-

UDC 633.16:631.527:631.524.84/.85

BaHME FeHOTUMOB MO OTHOLWEHUIO K FMNOTETUYECKOMY «re-
HOTUNY» CBUAETENLCTBYET 06 abCOIOTHOM NMpeuMyllecTse
CeNeKLUMOHHON nuHuM ‘HyTaHc 4540 no ypoxaiHoctu u
cTabunbHocTu. Kpome He€, npuOAMMKEHHbIMU K WMAeaTuny
OblNM cenekuMoHHble TUHUK ‘HyTaHc 4241 v ‘HyTtaHc 4120'.
BblgeneHHble CeNnekuMOHHbIE IMHUM XapaKTEPU3NpPOBaNUCh
YCTOMYMBOCTbIO U YMEPEHHON YCTONYMBOCTbIO K OCHOBHbIM
nuctoctebenbHbiM 6onesHsM W noneranuio. BeiBoabl. Wc-
nonb3osaHne AMMI u GGE biplot ans oueHkn cenekum-
OHHbIX JIMHUA Ha 3aBepLalLWMX 3Tanax CeneKLMOHHOro
npolecca no3sosseT 6onee AeTaNbHO M HAMAAHO Xapak-
Tepu3npoBaTh, a Takxe AncdepeHUMpoBaTb UX HE TONbKO
no cpefHein ypoxanHOCTW, HO U NO B3aUMOJENCTBMIO C U3-
MEHYMBbLIMU YCIOBUSMU FOA0B UCNbITaHUiA. Mo cTabunbHoMY
VPOBHIO NPOABAEHUSA YPOXKANHOCTU B COYETAHUU C APYFMMU
X03AWCTBEHHO LeHHbIMW NPU3HAKaMu BbieNeHbl CeneKLu-
OHHble nuHUKM ‘HyTaHc 4540°, ‘HytaHc 4241" v ‘HyTaHc 4120°,
KoTopble nepefaHbl Ha rocyAapcTBEHHOE COPTOMCMbITaHWE
KaK HoBble copTa AumeHs saposoro ‘MUM MupHeiir’, ‘MUN Ca-
ot n ‘MUN CotHuk'.

Knwoyessie cnosa: aimeHs Aposol, CeeKyUuoOHHbIe TUHUU,
copma, ypoxaiiHocms, cmabunsHocms, AMML GGE biplot.
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Purpose. To define spring barley breeding lines with an
optimal combination of yielding capacity and stability under
different weather conditions in the Central Forest-Steppe
zone of Ukraine. Methods. Field studies, ANOVA, AMMI, GGE
biplot analysis. Results. Hydrothermal regime during inter-
phase periods of spring barley vegetation under conditions
of The V. M. Remeslo Myronivka Institute of Wheat of NAAS
in 2012-2014 was characterized by significant variability,
that facilitated detailed evaluation of the lines for produc-
tivity, stability, and resistance to abiotic and biotic factors.
In the performance of an experiment, the highest average

yielding capacity (5.87 t/ha) was noted in 2012, the low-
est one (3.50 t/ha) was in 2013. As for these years, average
yield of 4.63 t/ha was obtained in 2014. By applying AMMI
and GGE biplot analysis, significant differences in response
of the studied lines to variability of weather conditions was
revealed. Using AMMI model, additive components of the
main effects of the breeding lines and years of testing as well
as multiplicative components of their interaction were char-
acterized. GGE biplot genotypes ranking in relation to a hy-
pothetical “ideal” genotype showed an absolute advantage
of breeding line ‘Nutans 4540" for yielding capacity and sta-
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bility. In addition, breeding lines ‘Nutans 4241" and ‘Nutans
4120" were close to ideatype. Selected breeding lines were
characterized by resistance and moderate resistance to leaf
diseases and lodging. Conclusions. Use of AMMI and GGE bi-
plot analysis to evaluate breeding lines at the final stages
of breeding process allows to describe them thoroughly and
graphically as well as differentiate them not only for average
yielding capacity but also for their interaction with chan-

ging conditions during the years of testing. Breeding lines
‘Nutans 4540, ‘Nutans 4241’, and ‘Nutans 4120’ to be identi-
fied for the stability of yielding capacity display in combi-
nation with other agronomic characters were transferred to
the State variety testing as new spring barley varieties ‘MIP
Myrnyi’, ‘MIP Saliut’, and ‘MIP Sotnyk’ respectively.

Keywords: spring barley, breeding lines, varieties, yielding
capacity, stability, AMML, GGE biplot.
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