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MeTa. BI/IKOpMCTOBy}O'-IM CTATUCTUYHI MeToaM, npoaHam3yBaTm 33 MOKa3HWKaMW eKoNoriyHoi mnacTMYHOCTI Ta cTa-
GinbHOCTI NiHii KOHKYPCHOTO BUNPOOYBAHHS MWEHULT M'AKOT Apoi i BUABUTM Cepel HUX TaKi, WO BUPi3HAKTLCSA BUCOKOK
cTabinbHicTIo BpoXaiiHoCTi 3epHa. MeToam. JocnigxeHHs npoBoaunn npotarom 2018-2020 pp. Ha 6a3i MupoHiBCcbKOro
iHCTUTYTY nweHwnLi imeHi B. M. Pemecna HAAH. Y npoueci 06po6neHHs 0TpUMaHKUX pe3ynbTaTiB NoCayroByBaancs 3araibHo-
NPUAHATUMKU METOLJAMU FEHETUKO-CTAaTUCTUYHOrO aHanidy. Pesynbratu. OuiHka cenekuiiiHoro matepiany B pi3Hi poku
[a€ 3MOTy OTpUMaTH iHopMmaLlilo Wo[o 0cobAMBOCTel peaklii reHOTUNIB HA 3MiHY eKONoriyHMX yMoB. Y pe3ynbTaTi npo-
BeAEeHUX JOCNiAXKEeHb BCTAHOBJ/IEHO, |0 BUCOKOMIACTUYHUMK € NiHiT Lutescens 14-32 (b,. = 0,59), Erythrospermum 15-32
(b,=0,44) i Lutescens 14-47 (b,=0,22). 3a po3paxyHKamu, eKoN0oriyHo cTabinbHNMI BBaXaloTb NiHii, BapiaHca cTabinbHOCTI
AKNX AOPiBHIOE Hynio (7, = 0,00) abo 6nmu3bka Ao Hyna (52, = 0,01). 3 nornagy NPaKTUYHOCTI LIHHUMK € NiHIT i3 CyKyNHUM
NpOABOM BUCOKOT €KONOTTYHOT NNacTMYHOCTi Ta cTabinbHoCTi, a came: Erythrospermum 15-32 (b, = 0,44; 5%, = 0,01), wo mae
HU3bKY HOPMY peakLii Ta Moxe 3abe3neyyBaT HE3MiHHO BUCOKMII PiBEHb BPOXAMHOCTI 33 OyAb-fKUX YMOB BUPOLLYBAHHS.
HaiLiHHiWKWMK € reHOTUNK, WO NOEAHYIOTL Yy 06T HU3bKMIA piBeHb koedilieHTa Bapiauii (CV < 10,0%), BUCOKY romeocTaTny-
HiCTb 1 cenekuiitHy WiHHicTb. Cepep Hux — ninii Erythrospermum 15-32 (Hom = 206,42, Sc = 4,11), Lutescens 14-47 (Hom =
98,41, Sc=3,91), Erythrospermum 17-08 (Hom = 78,57, Sc = 3,76), Erythrospermum 14-65 (Hom = 54,84, Sc = 3,75), Lutescens
14-32 (Hom = 54,60, Sc = 4,17), Lutescens 14-13 (Hom = 35,60, Sc = 3,78) i Lutescens 14-48 (Hom = 46,66, Sc = 3,58).
BucHoBku. OuiHKa cenekuiliHoro matepiany Mae Bax/nBe 3HAYeHHs A8 CTBOPEHHSA HOBUX BUCOKOMPOAYKTUBHUX COPTiB 3
aflanTUBHUM NoTeHuianom. MeToa oLiHKM €KOMOriYHOT NNacTUYHOCTI Ta BapiaHcu i1 cTabinbHoCTi AaB 3mory gudepeHLitoBa-
TV NiHiT NWeHULi M'AKOT ApOT KOHKYPCHOTO BUNPOOYBaHHSA 3a PeaKLi€elo Ha 3MiHY YMOB BUPOLLYBaHHSA. 1N onTUManbHilWoro
Binbopy cenekuiHoro matepiany 3a NOKasHMKAMW EKONOTiYHOT NNACTUYHOCTI Ta cTabinbHOCTI y cenekuiitHuXx nporpamax
CNNifi BPaxoByBaTU PaHIKOBAHi OLiHKM reHoTumiB.

Knrouosi cnosa: nweHuys apa; ypoxaltHicms, nAaCmu4HiCms; CmabifibHiCMb,; 20Me0CMamuyHicme,; ceneKyiliHa YiHHICMb.

peakIlifo copTy Ha 3MiHYy UYMHHUKIB cepeloBU-

Bctyn 14, a cTablJbHICTIO — BIAXUJIEHHS eMIIipUYHUX

CeJlex1lia Ha €KOJIOTIUHY ILJIACTUYHICTHL MAae
oco0JiMBe 3HAUEHHSA [AJs PO3B’sI3aHHA IIMTAaHDb
amamnTallii poCIMHHUIITBA OO 3MiH Kiimary. Ilei
HAIIPAM TrapaHTye Olep;KaHHs CTa0iIbHUX i BU-
COKMX ypO:KaiB 3a pidHUX yMOB Bererairii. Exo-
JIOTIUHOI0 TIJIACTHUYHICTIO BBaYKAIOTh CEPETHIO
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ITaHUX y KOKHOMY CEPeIOBHUIIi BiJ cepenHbOI
peakii [1]. AganTuBHICTS € ONHIEI0 3 HAWBAMK-
JUBIIIIUX BJIACTUBOCTE COPTY, TOMY 1M IPHIi-
JIAIOTH 3HAUHY yBary B CeJEKIiHUX IporpamMax
6inbItocTi Kpain ceity. o Toro K 3 Iieio o3Ha-
KOO TiCHO IOB’sI3aHe IMOHATTS €KOJIOTiuHOi cTa-
6isbHOCTI, TOGTO 3AATHOCTI COPTY IPOTUCTOATH
ctpecoBuM (axTopaMm. I'ocTpo mocTae 3amuTaH-
Hs cTabisisarii 300piB 3epHa IIIEHUIL, 110 CTHU-
MYJIIOE TIOIIYK IMJISXiB ITiABUINEHHS alallTHUB-
HOT'O TIOTEeHIliaJ Iy HOBOCTBOPIOBAHMUX COPTiB [2].

Ha picT, po3BuTOK i Bpo:kaiiHICTh CiIBCHKO-
rOCIIONapChKUX KYJAbBTYP, 30KpeMa MIIeHuIli
sApoi, BILIMBAIOTh TaKi KJIiMaTUUYHi YMHHUKU,
K omaau, TeMIepaTypa Ta COHAUHa pamiallid.
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Breeding and seed production

Tomy B cydacHifl ceJIeKIIiMHIM OpaKTUIll Hali-
BaKJIUBIIIUM € PiBeHb aJaIlITUBHOTO IIOTEHITiaTy
HOBOT'O COPTY Ta HOTro 3JaTHIiCTb IIPUCTOCYBATUCA
JI0 PiBHUX 3MiH MeTeopoJoTiuHIX (haKkTopiB [3].

Coprt i3 cepenuimu, aje cTabiIbHUMU 34 PO-
KaMU IOKa3HUKaMU IIPOAYKTUBHOCTI Ta AKOCTL
3HAUYHO I[iHHIINIH, Hi’K COPT i3 IIOTEHIIiITHO Be-
JUKUMU, aje Ay'Ke MIHJIMBUMU IIOKAa3HUKaAMU
3a poKaMM Ta yMOBaMHU BHUPOINyBaHHSA [4, 5].
Ins cenekilii Ha amanTUBHICTDL e(DEKTUBHUM €
aHaJi3 3a MOKA3HMKAMU €KOJIOTiYHOI IIJIacThy-
HOCTI # cTabiJIbHOCTI 3 METOI0 BUABJIEHHS T'€HO-
TUIIB 3 BUCOKOIO CTabiJIbHICTIO BpOKaHOCTI
3epHa [6, 7]. AmanTuBHICTh — OfHA 3 HaNBaK-
JIUBININX BJIACTUBOCTEHN COPTY, TOMY i#i mpumi-
JSAI0Th 3HAUHY yBary B CeJIEKI[IWHUX IIporpa-
Max OinbimocTi Kpaium cBity [8]. IlokasHuku
€KOJIOTiuHOI IIJIaCTUYHOCTI Ta cTabiJibHOCTI 3a
IPOAYKTUBHICTIO i KiJIbKiCHUMU O3HAKaMU, II10
XapaKTepua3yioTh BPOMKAWHICTh i AKicTh 3epHa,
BMU3HAYAIOTh [AJA PiBHMUX KYJbTYp: HIIEHUIT]
osumoi [9, 10], nmenuni apoi [11-15], saumen:o
ssporo [16—18], Tputurase osumoro [19, 20], BiB-
ca [21, 22], pinaky osumoro [23], mpoca [24],
KyRypynsu [25], kBacoui [26], 1pomy [27] ToI110.

Ilig yac migGopy BuXimHOro Marepiany mJis
ceJIeKITil BasKJIMBO 3HAUTH (POPMU 3 BUCOKUM
piBHEM IPOABY KiJIbKiCHUX O3HAK, AKUIN OU Mi-
HiMaJbHO B3HUKYBaBCA 3a HECHPUATIUBUX
YMOB POCTY Ta PO3BUTKY pocyiuH [28].

HocBig BiTUM3HAHOI Ta CBITOBOI ceJeKIrii
CBiIUUTBH, III0 Yy IPOIIECi CTBOPEHHSA COPTIiB IIIle-
HUIi BUpiNIajbHe 3HAUEHHS Ma€ HasABHICTH BU-
xigHOrO MaTepiany, AKUNA MOETHYE MPOAYKTUB-
HicTb 3 aganTuBHUMU o3HaKamu [29, 30]. OT:xe,
MOCHIiMKEeHHsI eKOJIOTiuHOl aJaIlTHBHOCTI Ta
MJIACTUYHOCTI OKPEeMUX I'eHOTUIIIB MOCilae Bak-
JUBe MicIle y CeJIeKIiiHiN mpaxkTumi [31, 32].

Mema 0docniOxeHb — BUKOPUCTOBYIOUU CTa-
TUCTUYHI MeTOAU, IIPOaHAaJidyBaTU 3a IIOKAas3-
HUKaMU €KOJIOTIYHOI IJaCTHUYHOCTI U cTabijab-
HOCTi JIiHil KOHKYpPCHOT'O BUIPOOYyBaHHS IIIIIE-
HUII M’SKOI Apoi Ta BUABUTHU cepel HUX TakKi,
1[0 BUPi3HAIOTHCA BUCOKOIO CTabiJILHICTIO BPO-
JKaHOCTi 3epHa.

Matepianu Ta MeTOAMKA AOCNiAKEHD

HocaimkeHHsa TPOBOAUIU BIIPOJOBxK 2018—
2020 pp. Ha 6asi gaboparopii cesexiii spoi
OINEeHUIll Ha IoJIAX ceJieKIliliHol ciBosminu Mu-
poOHiBCBbKOTO iHCTHUTYTY IineHuri imeni B. M.
Pemecia HAAH. O6G’eKTOM HOCJIiIKEeHb CIYTy-
BaJu JiHiI, 3aJily4eHi 1O KOHKYPCHOT'O BHIIPO-
OyBaHHsS MINeHUIlI M’sKoi sapoi. IloBTopHicTh
Iociigy dorupupasoBa. PeHoJOTiUHI crocTepe-
JKeHHSA 3aificHioBasiu 3rigHo 3 MeToamnkoio mep-
JKaBHOT'O COPTOBUIIPOOYBAHHSA CiIBCHKOTOCIIO-
mapcbKux KyJabpTyp [33]. CraructuuHuii aHais
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BUKOHYBaJI 3a MeTOAMKOIO CeJeKI[iTHOTO eKC-
nepuMeHTy (B pocauHHUITBI) [34]. OminKy exo-
JIOTIUHIN IJIaCTUYHOCTI Ta cTabiIbLHOCTI JaBaaun
BigmoBimHo mo meromuku Eberhart S. A. Ta
Russell W. A. [35]. Tak, niaacTudYHicTL COPTiB
oniHoBanM 3a Koedirienrom perpecii (b), mio
XapaKTepuaye CepemaHI0 peaKIlilo COPTY Ha 3Mi-
HY YMOB CepeIOBUIIA Ta JAa€ 3MOT'Y IPOTHO3YBa-
TH 3MiHY JOCJIiAKyBaHOI 03HAKHU B MeKaxX KOH-
KpeTHUX yMOB. BapiaHca BigxuiyeHb Binm Jrimii
perpecii (S®,) neMoHCTDye, AK HaIiiHO COPT
BiJITIOBi/Ta€ MJIACTUYHOCTI, OI[iHEHIN KoediieH-
ToM perpecii [21].

KoedinienT perpecii (b) pospaxoByBaiu 3a
dopMyJI0I0:

b =2, Y, L)%,

ne b, — KoedimieHT perpecii yposkaitHOCTI
KOXKHOTO (i-T'0) COPTO3pasKa y CePEeIOBUIITI 3 MO-
JIIIIIeHHAM a00 HOTipIIIeHHAM yMOB; Yij — ypo-
JKalHIiCTh i-T0 COPTY B OYyAb-AKHUX j-yMOBaX;
Ij — iHIeKc yMOB, IO € Pi3HUIIEI0 MiK cepemgHiM
BPOJKAEM BCiX COPTiB y IIUX yMOBaX i 3arajib-
HUM CepemHiM BPOKAEM yCiX MOCITimiB.

Bapiancy Bigxuiens Bin Jninii perpecii (S%,)
po3paxoByBaJiu 3a (hopMYJIOI0:

S, =2(Y, — (x+bl))/(n - 2),

e Yij — YPOKAUHICTD i-TO COPTY B OYIb-AKUX
j-yMoBax; X — cepenHe 3HAYEHHsS O3HAKU 3a BCi
POKM IOCTifsKeHb; b, — Koe(illieHT perpecii; I] -
iHgeKc j-yMOB.

Exogoriuno mmacTuuauMu Ta OiJbII IIPUCTO-
COBAHUMHU [0 HECHPUSATIUBUX YMOB BUPOIIY-
BaHHA BBa’KalOTh TeHOTHUOU 3 KoedillieHToM
perpecii b, < 1; cepeguboniacTuyHuMu — b, = 1
Ta HUSbKOILJIaCTUYHUMHU — b, > 1.

3a pesysbTaTaMM PO3PAXyHKY IapaMeTpPiB eKo-
noriunoi maactTudHOCTi (b) Ta crabispHOCTI (S°,)
BUIIIAIOTE 6 rpynyBaabHUX paHriB (Tabu. 1).

ITokasuuku romeoctaTuyHocTi (Hom) Ta cesek-
MifHOI miHHOCTI (S¢) BUBHAYAJIM METOIOM, 3aIIPO-
noHoBaHuM B. B. Xaurinpminum i M. A. Jlur-
BuHeHKOM [36], 3a TakuMu opMyJIaMu:

2
X
Hom =5

ae X — y3arajibHeHa 3a I'€eHOTHUIIOM CepeaHsA
apI/I(l)MeTI/IT{Ha; O — CepeagHeE KBaapaTu4iHe Bi].'[-
XWJIeHHA.

S — szlim

c ’
xopt

Jle X — ysaraJbHeHa 3a T'€HOTUIIOM CEepemHs
apumeTnyHa; X, Ta X  — HaWMeHIIe Ta Haii-
. im " “opt

0isIbIlle 3HAUYEHHS BiAMOBIIHO.
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Tabnuys 1

FpynyBaHHA 3a NOKa3HUKaMM eKOJIOFiYHOT NNACTUYHOCTI Ta CTabinbHOCTI NiHiN NnweHuUi m'akoi apoi

MoKa3HMKKM NNACTUYHOCTI;
crabinbHocTi

IpynyBaHHs 3a NOKa3HMKaMM eKONOTiYHOT NNAacTMYHOCTI / cTabinbHOCTi

Paur

[eHOTUN Ma€E KpalLi pe3ynbTaTi B HECMPUATAUBUX yMOBAX / HeCTabinbHuii | 1
[eHOTUN MAE KpalLi pe3ynbTaTh B HECNPUATIUBUX YMOBAX / CTabinbHUiA
leHoTUN Bo6pPe BiAryKYETbCA HAa NONINWEHHA YMOB / CTabiNbHMiA
leHoTMN fOOpe BifryKyeTHCA HA NONINWEHHSA YMOB / HeCTabinbHMi
[eHOTUN Ma€E KpalLi pe3ynbTaTi B CNPUATIUBUX YMOBAX / CTabiNbHUIA
[eHOTUN MaE KpalLi pe3ynbTaTu B CNPUATIIMBUX YMOBAX / HeCTabinbHUiA

U W

3arajioM yIIpoioB:X POKiB MPOBEIEHHS JOCJIi-
JKeHb TiIpoTepMiuHi yMOBHW Bererarrii mIIIIeHUIT
M’AKO1 Apoi OyJIM OIITUMAJILHUMU JJIs1 BUPOIIyBaH-
Hsa (puc. 1). JIJId KOMILIEKCHOI XapaKTePUCTUKU
3BOJIOKEHHS TepuTopii Ta i TemmepaTypHOro pe-
JKUMY BUKOPHUCTOBYIOTH 3amporionoBaHuii I. T. Ce-
JSTHUHOBUM Tifzporepmiunuii koediiieut (I'TK)
[37], 1110 TTOKA3ye BigHOIIIEHHS CyMM OIAiB 34 IIeB-
HUI mrepion mo cymu Temneparyp Buiile Hixk 10 °C
y To# cammuii mrepios. PospaxoBaHo 3a (popMyJIOrO:

oz
0,1 x 2t °C’

He HTC — rinporepmiunnii Koedirient; >, —
cyMma omajiB s3a mepiox Bererarii, mm; Y.t °C —
cyma Temieparyp Bulile Hixk 10 °C 3a Toil ca-
muit nepiox; 0,1 — mocriiHui KoedimieHT.

YMoBu 3BoJOKeHHA 3a nokasHukamu I'TK
BusHavaau Ak: < 0,40 — cuabHa mocyxa; 0,40—
0,79 — ny:xke mocymiusi; 0,80-1,09 — mocy1miu-
Bi; 1,10-1,59 — omrmmasasui; > 1,60 — mazaro
3BOJIOKEHi.

HTC =

Pe3ynbTtatu pocnigxeHb

Tigporepmiuni yMOBH mOCIiA:KyBaHUX POKiB
XapaKTepu3yBaJUCA HEPiBHOMIPHUM PO3IIO[Ii-
JIOM OIIaJiB i PiBHUM TeMIIEPATYPHUM PEKUMOM
(puc. 1). ¥ 2018 p. mixkdasoBuii mepion «ciBba —
cxoau» BifgdHauaBcs cuibHOIO mmocyxo (I'TK =
0,12), 110 HeraTWBHO BILJIMHYJIO Ha OTPUMAaH-
HA [OPY'KHIX CXOOiB MINEHUII M’SKOI sApoi;
y 2019-my — mocymmuBumu ymoBamu (I'TK =
0,92); v 2020 p. — onTUMaJbHUM 3BOJOKEHHAM
(I'TK = 1,18). Ilepiox «cxomu — BUXiZ y TPYOKY»
BupisdHaABcA nocymiauBumu ymoBamu (I'TK =
1,07) y 2018 p.; oOTUMAJBLHUM 3BOJOMKEHHAM
(I'TK = 1,57) — y 2019-my Ta Haa3BUYANHUM
sBosioskeHHAM (I'TK = 2,64) — v 2020 porri.

«Buxig y TpyOKy — KOJIOCIiHHSA» — OAWH i3 Hal-
BaXKJIMBIMIUX MisK(dasoBux 1mepionis, OCKiJIbKHT
caMe ToAi BimOyBaeThcA aKTUBHE ()OPMYBaHHS
Ta HO3PiBaHHA 3€pHA MIIEeHUIlI ApPOoi, IO IIO0-
Tpebye TOCTATHHOI KiJIBKOCTi BOJIOTH Ta ITOMKUB-
Hux peuoBmH. lleil mepion xapaxkTepusyBaBcA

7 2,36 6,63 r2,50
6,
1,85 2,00
5 1,67 172
1,46 |1 50
4* ’
37 2,64 |
235 1,00
2 1,75 1,80
118 1,57 1,55 142 135
092y 1,07 0,93 10,50
1 48
0,12
0 w 0,00
CCx CxBT BTK KNnc 3a nepiop Beretauii
N 2018 2019 12020 —<—ChIl

Puc. 1. Figpotepmiuni ymoBu BereTauii nweHuui m’axkoi apoi (2018-2020 pp.)

Npumirtka. CCx — ciBba — cxoam; CxBT — cxoam — Buxin y Tpyoky; BTK — Buxig y TpybKYy — KONOCiHHS;
KNC - konociHHa — nosHa cturnictb; CbIN — cepepHi 6aratopiyHi noKasHUKMK.
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HaI3BUUYAHUMU yMOBaMu 3BoJioKeHHs y 2018
ta 2020 pp. (I'TK = 2,35; 6,63 BigmosimHO) Ta
oyB ny:ke nocyuuiusum (I'TK = 0,48) y 2019 p.,
110 HETaTWBHO BILJIMHYJIO Ha (DOPMYyBaHHS BPO-
sKamHoCTi menuIti spoi. Ilepion «kosocimua —
TIOBHA CTHUIVIICTH» Bifj3HAUuaBCA HAA3BUYANHUM
sBososkeHHam (I'TK = 1,75) y 2018 p.; omrTu-
magpuuMm (I'TK = 1,55) — y 2019-my Ta 06yB
nocymauBuM (I'TK = 0,93) — y 2020 p. 3ara-
aom aasa 2018—2019 pp. y mepiox Bererarrii xa-
paxKTepHUMHU OyJIM ONTUMAJLHI YMOBU 3BOJIO-
xeuud (I'TK = 1,42; 1,35 siamoBigHO), 1110 CcIpu-
samo0 (GOpMYyBAHHIO Ta HAJWBY 3€pHA IIIIIEHUINL
M’sikoi Apoi, a 2020 p. BUpisHUBCA HAA3BUYAN-
"HuM 3BoJioskeHHAM (I'TK = 1,80).

Ominka ceJaekiiiHoro wMarepiany B pisHi
POKU [Iae 3MOTY ojep:kaTu iHdopMalliio oo
0CO0JIMBOCTEH peakIlii reHOTUIIIB Ha 3MiHY eKO-
soriuaux ymoB. Koedinient perpecii (b) Bino-

OpasKkae cepegHIO peakKIlilo MeHOTUIy Ha 3MiHy
dakTOpiB cepemoBuIla, JeMOHCTPY€E HOTO0 IIjaac-
TUYHICTHL i JoIloMarae IIPpOrHO3yBaTU MiHJIN-
BiCTh O3HAKM, MOCJIMKYBaHOI B MeXXaxX BU3HA-
4YeHWX yMOB. UuM BuIlle 3HAUEHHA b, TUM UyT-
JUBIIINHA COPT M0 3MiHM yMOB BUPOIIYBaHHS.
Boprouac b, moxxe HaOyBaTu AK IO3UTUBHUX
(nas GinmpHIOCTi O3HAK), TaK i Bim’eMHUX 3HAa-
ueHb. SIKmmo b, = 0 abo € 6IU3BKUM 0 HYJIA, e
O3HAuUae, IO COPT He pearye Ha 3MiHy YMOB
cepemoBUIIA.

Bapianca crabinbHOcTi (S®,) mOKasye, Ha-
CKiJMBbKM HAIfHO COPT BiAIOBiZae ImaacTUUHOC-
Ti, orfiHeHi KoedimienTom perpecii. Hum Girix-
ge (S°,) no Hy&d, TUM MeHIIle BifpisHAIOTbCA
eMIIipuuHi 3HaueHHsA O3HAKMU BiJ TEOPETUUYHUX,
posmMmimeHux Ha JriHii perpecii. 3pocTaHHA 1IIaC-
TUYHOCTI COPTY YACTO CIPUUNHSE SHUMKEHHSI
tioro crabinmpHoCTi [38—41].

Tabnuys 2

NapameTpu eKonoriyHoi NAaCTUYHOCTI Ta cTabinbHoOCTI NiHiN
KOHKYPCHOTo BUNpoGyBaHHA 3a BpoxanHicTio (2018-2020 pp.)

Hassa ninii, YpoxaitHicts 3 pokamn, 7/ra nngé‘fmaqMHeonTv; el::(;ggir;i:?cﬁ Panr
COPTY-CTaRAAPTY 2018 | 2019 | 2020 | X b, S,

‘Eneris mupoHiscbka', St | 4,13 | 4,09 | 3,47 | 3,90 2,51 0,00 5
Lutescens14-32 4,40 | 4,62 | 4,33 | 4,45 0,59 0,03 1
Lutescens 14-13 482 | 4,44 | 4,09 | 4,45 2,25 0,04 6
Erythrospermum 15-36 4,32 | 506 | 3,97 | 4,45 2,39 0,37 6
Erythrospermum 17-17 4,81 | 4,69 | 3,75 | 4,41 3,91 0,00 5
Erythrospermum 14-65 4,77 | 4,36 | 4,07 | 4,40 2,11 0,05 6
Lutescens 14-48 4,69 | 4,35 | 3,90 | 4,31 2,56 0,03 6
Erythrospermum 15-32 4,37 | 4,24 | 4,21 | 4,27 0,44 0,01 2
Lutescens 14-47 4,39 | 4,04 | 432 | 4,25 0,22 0,07 1
Erythrospermum 17-08 4,32 | 4,24 | 391 | 4,16 1,48 0,00 5
Erythrospermum 18-09 3,60 | 3,82 | 449 | 3,97 3,11 0,00 5
Lutescens 12-48 3,02 | 3,16 | 3,83 | 3,33 2,90 0,00 5

HIP, o 046 | 0,61 | 0,29 - - - -

Hocmig:KeHHAMN BCTAHOBJIEHO, IO CEPeIHS
BPOXKAMHICTD JIiHilT KOHKYPCHOI'O BUIIPOOYBaHHS
3a nepioxg 20182020 pp. cranoBuia 4,20 T/ra.

HaiiBumiuit piBeHb BposKaiHOCTI 3a()ikcoBaHO
y aimizi Lutescens 14-32 — 4,45 1/ra, Lutes-
cens 14-13 — 4,45, Erythrospermum 15-36 —
4,45, Erythrospermum 17-17 — 4,41, Erythro-
spermum 14-65 — 4,40, Lutescens 14-48 — 4,31,
Erythrospermum 15-32 — 4,27 t/ra (taba. 2).

3a pesyJbTaTaMHU PO3PaXYHKY IIOKA3HUKA
€KOJIOTIUHOI IIJIACTUYHOCTI BCTAaHOBJIEHO, II0 JI0-
crimskysani nminii Lutescens 14-32 (b, = 0,59),
Erythrospermum 15-32 (b, = 0,44), Lutescens
14-47 (b,= 0,22) € BUCOKOILIACTUYHUMU 32 BPO-
JKaWHICTIO, OCKiNIBKY IXHiNT KoedimieHT perpecii
MeHIIn 3a oguHuULo (b, < 1). OTxKe, iX MOXKHA
BUKOPHUCTOBYBAaTH Ha €KCTEHCUBHUX (hOHAX, e
3a MiHiMaJBLHUX BUTPAT BOHU MOYKYTbH 3abesre-
yyBaTH MaKCUMAaJIbHUI Bpo:kaii. Perrita mocui-
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IKYyBAHUX JIiHIA € HUSBKOILIACTUYHUMU 32 BPO-
JKaWHICTIO, OCKIIbKY Koe(itlieHT perpecii y Hux
OLJIBININI 38 ONUHUIIIO (b, > 1). Tomy BOHU 3714T-
Hi JaBaTu MaKCUMaJIbHUI PiBeHb BPOXKAWHOCTI
3a IOTPUMAHHS BCiX arpoOTeXHIYHUX BUMOT.

PospaxyHKu eKosoriunoi miacTuuHoCTi (S%,)
cBiguaTh, IO cTabiibHUMHK € JiHii, BapiaHca
cTabiibHOCTI AKKUX JopiBHIOE HyI0 (S°,, = 0,00)
abo 61m3bKa 10 Hy1a (S%)) = (5%, = 0,01), a came:
Erythrospermum 17-17, Erythrospermum 17-08,
Erythrospermum 18-09, Lutescens 12-48 Ta
Erythrospermum 17-17.

3 morIsAy NPaKTUYHOCTI IIIHHMMM BBaj)Ka-
IOTh JiHiI i3 CYKYyOHHM IPOSBOM BHCOKOI €KO-
Joriumoi maacTuuHocTi Ta crabimbHOCTi. Ha-
npukjaajn, Erythrospermum 15-32 (b, = 0,44;
S§?, = 0,01, mo BKasye Ha ii HM3BKY HOPMY
peakiIrii Ta 3gaTHiCTL 3a0e3meuyBaTH HEe3MiHHO
BUCOKWII pPiBEHb BPOKAWHOCTI 3a OyAb-AKUX
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YMOB BUPOIIYBaHHA). BHCOKOIJIaCTUYHUMU,
ane HecrabinpauME (b, < 1; §°, > 0) TaKoX €
ainii Lutescens 14-13 (b, = 0,59; Szdi = 0,03) i
Lutescens 14-47 (b, = 0,22; S2di = 0,07), axi
3a0e3MIeuyI0Th BUCOKHUI PiBeHb BPOKAHOCTI 3a
CHPUATINBAX YMOB BUPOIIYBaHHA.

3rigHo 3i BKazaHuM rpynyBaHHaM (Tabua. 1)
HaAWIiHHINIUMYT CJIifi BBasKaTu JIiHIiI apyroro
panry (b, < 1; 8%, = 0) i Lutescens 14-13. Jlinii
Lutescens 14-32 Ta Lutescens 14-47 Haje:xaThb
/IO TIEpIIOTO PAHTy (b, <1; 8, > O): ].BI/IpiSHH-
IOThCSA HE3MiHHO BHMCOKOIO BPOMKaMHICTIO 3a
OyAb-IKUX YMOB, IIpPoTe € HecTabiabHUMU. [0
m’aroro paury (b, > 1; S*, = 0) sapaxoByioThb
Jimii, 3gaTHi 3a0esmeuyBaTH BHCOKY BPOIKAali-

HiCTb JIMIIIE 3a CIPUATIUBUX YMOB BUPOIIYyBaH-
Hs, a came: Erythrospermum 17-17, Erythro-
spermum 17-08, Erythrospermum 18-09, Lutes-
cens 12-48 ra copr-cranmapr. Pernra Jsiniii He-
cTabinbHi, ITPOTE BHCOKOBPOKAHI 3a CIpUAT-
JIUBUX YMOB BUPOIIYBAaHHS — IIOCTHUH pPaHT
(b,>1; §%,> 0).

BaxkauBuM mOKasHUKOM CTiHKOCTi € romeoc-
TaTUYHICTb, TOOTO 3LATHICTHL I'€HOTHUIIIB 3MEH-
IIyBaTH HACJIiAKY BIJIUBY IIKiAJIUBUX 0iOoTHY-
HuX Ta abioTuuHux (QaxrtopiB. Ticuuii 3B’A30K
romeocratuuHocTi (Hom) 3 KoedimienTom Bapi-
amii (CV) uiTko BimoOpaskae cTabiIbHICTH BpPO-
JKAWHOCTI Y MiHJIMBUX YMOBaxX HaBKOJUIITHLBOT'O
cepenosuira [42].

Tabnuys 3

NapameTpu aganTUBHOCTI Kpawwux NiHiil KOHKYPCHOrO BUNPOOYBaHHA
3a BpoxaitHicTio (2018-2020 pp.)

Ha3ga niHii, YpoxkaiiHicTb 3a pokamu, T/ra MNapameTpu aganTUBHOCTI
COpTy-CTaHAapTy 2018 2019 2020 X CV, % Hom Sc
‘Eneris mupoHiBceka’, St | 4,13 4,09 3,47 3,90 9,61 | 40,56 | 3,27
Lutescens14-32 4,40 4,62 4,33 4,45 340 | 54,60 | 4,17
Lutescens 14-13 4,82 4,44 4,09 4,45 8,15 | 3560 | 3,78
Erythrospermum 15-36 4,32 5,06 3,97 4,45 12,50 | 130,56 | 3,49
Erythrospermum 17-17 4,81 4,69 3,75 4,41 | 13,19 | 33,47 | 3,44
Erythrospermum 14-65 4,77 4,36 4,07 4,40 8,02 | 54,84 | 3,75
Lutescens 14-48 4,69 4,35 3,90 4,31 9,25 | 46,66 | 3,58
Erythrospermum 15-32 4,37 4,24 4,21 4,27 2,07 | 20642 | 4,11
Lutescens 14-47 4,39 4,04 4,32 4,25 4,32 98,41 391
Erythrospermum 17-08 4,32 4,24 3,91 4,16 529 | 7857 | 3,76
Erythrospermum 18-09 3,60 3,82 4,49 397 | 11,71 | 33,92 | 3,18
Lutescens 12-48 3,02 3,16 3,83 3,33 12,91 | 25,82 | 2,63
HIP, 046 | 061 | 029 | - - - -
Bucoka romeocraTuuHicTh Ta HU3bKUU piBeHb Sc = 3,75), Lutescens 14-32 (Hom = 54,60,

KoedimienTta Bapiaii (CV < 10,0%) 6yau y simiit
Erythrospermum 15-32 (Hom = 206,42),
Lutescens 14-47 (Hom = 98,41), Erythrospermum
17-08 (Hom = 78,57), Erythrospermum 14-65
(Hom = 54,84), Lutescens 14-32 (Hom = 54,60),
Lutescens 14-48 (Hom = 46,66) i Lutescens
14-13 (Hom = 35,60). Permrra mocaim:kyBaHUX
JiHITT MaJau cepenHiil piBeHb roMeoCTaTHYHOCTI
(20,0%<CVv>10,1%): Erythrospermum 15-36 —
Hom = 130,56; Erythrospermum 18-09 -
Hom = 33,92; Erythrospermum 14-65 — Hom =
33,47; Lutescens 12-48 — Hom = 25,82 (Tabi. 3).

Cesekiitina 1miHHICTD (SC) mae 3Mory BHOKpe-
MUTH JiHii, 1110 TOeOHYIOTH B cOOi BUCOKY abo
cepeaHIO BpOXKalHicTh Ta cTabinbHy ii peaJisa-
I[if0 B MiHJIMBUX yMOBax BuUpoIlyBaHHs [42].
HaiiBuia cesexitifina I[iHHICTh Yy Te€HOTHUITIB 3
HU3BKUM Koedimiearom Bapiaiii (CV < 10,0%)
Ta BUCOKOIO TOMeOCTaTuuHicTio, a came: Eryth-
rospermum 15-32 (Hom = 206,42, Sc = 4,11),
Lutescens 14-47 (Hom = 98,41, Sc = 3,91),
Erythrospermum 17-08 (Hom = 78,57, Sc =
3,76), Erythrospermum 14-65 (Hom = 54,84,
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Sc = 4,17), Lutescens 14-13 (Hom = 35,60, Sc =
3,78), Lutescens 14-48 (Hom = 46,66, Sc = 3,58).

BucHoBKuU

Ominka ceJeKIiAHOrO MaTepiajy Mae BaiK-
JVBe 3HAUEHHS JJIS CTBOPEHHS HOBUX BHUCOKO-
MPOAYKTUBHUX COPTiB i3 BEJIMKUM aJallITUBHUM
noTreHIriasoM. MeTon OIiHKY €KO0JIOriuHO] I1J1ac-
TUYHOCTI Ta Bapiamcu ii crabiabHOCTI 1aB 3MO-
ry nudepeHIitiroBaT JiHil OieHunIri M aKoi apoi
KOHKYPCHOIO BUIIPOOYBaHHSA 3a peakilielo Ha
3MiHYy YMOB BUPOIIYBaHHA.

BceranoBiieHo, 1110 HaiOGiJBINI I[IHHOIO 3a CY-
KYOHUM IIPOSABOM BHCOKOI €KOJIOTiuHOI IIjIac-
TUYHOCTI Ta crabisbuocTi € adiHis Erythrosper-
mum 15-32: b, = 0,44; §*, = 0,01, mo BKasye
Ha HU3BKY HOPMY peakiliil Ta s3maTHicTh 3a0e3-
IMeYyBaTU BHCOKY BPOKANHICTL 3a OyIb-AKUX
YMOB BUPOIIYyBaHHA. [T ONTUMAaJBHIIIIOrO
BimOOpy ceJIeKI[iiHOTO MaTepiajy 3a MOKa3HU-
KaMM eKOJIOTiUHOI IIJJaCTHMYHOCTI Ta CTabijb-
HOCTi y CeJIeKI[iMHUX ImporpaMax CJiijJ BpaxoBy-
BaTU PaHKOBaHi OIMiHKY I'€HOTHUIMIiB.
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Purpose. To analyze lines of competitive testing of soft
spring wheat in terms of ecological plasticity and stability
using statistical methods of analysis and identify lines with
high stability of grain yield. Methods. The studies were car-
ried out during 2018-2020, on the basis of the V. M. Remes-
lo Myronivka Institute of Wheat NAAS of Ukraine. When
considering the results obtained, generally accepted methods
of genetic and statistical analysis were used. Results.
Evaluation of breeding material in different years makes it
possible to obtain information about the characteristics
of the reaction of genotypes to changes in environmental
conditions. As a result of the studies, it was found that the
lines Lutescens 14-32 (b, = 0.59), Erythrospermum 15-32
(b, = 0.44), Lutescens 14-47 (b, = 0.22) were of high plas-
ticity. Calculations of ecolog1cal stability indicate that
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lines are considered stable, the variance of stability is zero
or close to zero. From a practical point of view, lines with a
combined manifestation of high ecological plasticity and
stability are considered valuable. This was the line Erythro-
spermum 15-32 (b, = 0.44; $?, = 0.01) that indicates its
low reaction rate and the ability to provide a consistently
high level of yield under any growing conditions. The most
valuable are the genotypes that combine a low level of the
coefficient of variation, high homeostaticity and bree-
ding value, which include the lines Erythrospermum 15-32
(Hom = 206.42, Sc = 4.11), Lutescens 14-47 (Hom = 98.41,
Sc = 3.91), Erythrospermum 17-08 (Hom = 78.57, Sc =
3.76), Erythrospermum 14-65 (Hom = 54.84, Sc = 3.75), Lu-
tescens 14-32 (Hom = 54.60, Sc = 4.17), Lutescens 14-13
(Hom = 35.60, Sc = 3.78), Lutescens 14-48 (Hom = 46.66,
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Sc=3.58). Conclusions. The evaluation of breeding mate-
rial is of great importance when creating new high-perfor-
mance varieties with adaptive potential. The method for
assessing ecological plasticity and variants of its stability
made it possible to differentiate wheat lines of soft spring
competitive testing by their response to changes in gro-
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wing conditions. For a more optimal selection of breed-
ing material in terms of ecological plasticity and stability,
breeding programs should take into account ranked esti-
mates of genotypes.

Keywords: spring wheat; productivity; plasticity; stability;
homeostatic; breeding value.
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