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OLIEHKA HA TEHETU4HOTO CXOACTBO HA TEHOTUNOBE 3UMEH
AOBYPELOEH EYEMUK, YCTOU4YNBU HA KADABA NMPAXOBUTA INABHA

Towka MNonoBa, lapuHa Bbnuesa, Jparomup BbnueB
WHctuTyT no 3emenenve, KapHobat

Pe3rome

lonosa, T., [. Bvnyesa, Ap. Bvniyes, 2009. OuyeHka Ha 2eHemMu4Homo cxo0cmeo Ha
2eHomunu 3umeH 0gypedeH e4eMuK, ycmol4yueu Ha rpaxoeuma aragHsi

Upes nHamBmnayanHia MeTon Ha 3apassiBaHe ca TecTupaHu 18 copTta v NMMHUM 3UMEH
ABYpeOeH edyeMuK 3a yCTOMYMBOCT KbM KadpsBa npaxosuTa rmasHsa (Ustilago nuda).
YcTaHoBeHO e, 4ye o6pasuute Opden, DRT 094-1, KT 287, TF 1, TF 51 TW 29 ca ycTonumem
KbM npaxoBuTa rnaeHsA. Te dhopmupar eamH knactep, CbabpKall rpynu CbC CXOOHU
xapaktepucTuku. CblLiecTByBa CbOTBETCTBME MexXAy rpynupaHeTo Ha obpasuute B
Knactepusi aHanu3 u CTOMHOCTUTE MO rMaBHU KOMMOHeHTU. JlnHuata TF 5 moxe ga ce
BKIMOYN B KPBbCTOCKU B HaMpaBfieHWETO MO Cb3daBaHE Ha reHOTUMNOBE YCTOMYMBU KbM
npaxoBuTa rMaBHS, HO 3a4bIMKUTENHO B KOMOMHAUUA C BUCOKONPOAYKTUBEH poauTen.
OueHkaTa Ha reHETUYECKOTO CXOACTO 1 OTAANEYEHOCT Ha reHOTUMNOBETE AaBa MHopMaumst
Aa ce nogbepar NoaxoAsawWM NMHUM B HAMpaBneHUETO Mo YCTOMYMBOCT KbM MpaxoBuTa
rnasHs. lNMpenopbyBsat ce kpbeTocku mexay Opdpent n TF 1, DRT 094-1, kakTo 1 koMGuHaumu
mexay Kt 287 v nununte TW 29, TF 1 n DRT 094-1.

KnrouoBu aymu: Euemuk - NpaxoBuTta rnasHs - FleHeTUYHO cxoacTeo - OTganeyeHocT

Abstract

Popova T., D. Vulcheva, Dr. Vulchev, 2009. Evaluation of the genotype similarity in
two-rowed winter barley genotypes resistant to loose smut.

Eighteen two-rowed barley varieties and lines were tested for resistance to loose smut
(Ustilago nuda) by the individual method of infection. It was found out that accessions
Orphey, DRT 094-1, Kt 287, TF 1, TF 5 and TW 29 were resistant to loose smut. They
formed one cluster containing groups with similar characteristics. There was correspon-
dence between the groups of accessions according to the cluster analysis and the values
of the main components. Line TF 5 can be included in crosses for developing of genotypes
with resistance to loose smut, but necessarily in combination with a highly productive
parent. The evaluation of genetic similarity and distance between the genotypes allows
finding lines suitable for selection towards resistance to loose smut. Crosses of Orphey
with TF 1, Kt 287 and combinations of Kt 287 with lines TW 29, TF 1 and DRT 094-1 are
recommended.

Key words: Barley - Loose smut - Genotype similarity - Distance

yBO[a

B cenekumMoHHMTE NporpaMm Ha e4eMurKa eqHO OT MaBHUTE HaNpaBneHus e cenekumaTa
Ha YCTOMYMBU Ha NpaxoBuUTa rMaBHA COPTOBE. YCTOMYMBOCTTA Ha e4eMuMKa KbM KadsaBaTta

93



OueHKa Ha reHeTUYHOTO CXOACTBO HAa FreHOTUNU 3UMeH ABypeneH e4eMuK, yCTOFI"IVIBVI Ha npaxoBuTa rnaBHA

npaxosuta rmaesHsa (Ustilago nuda [Jens.] Rostrup) e npegmeT Ha npoy4BaHe OT MHOrO
aBTopwu B pa3nuyHu ctpaxm ( KpmeueHko, 1984, 1994; Kupgorno, 1990, 2004; Ky3HeLoBa,
2006, 2007; Lorenz, 2006; Muller, 2004, 2006; Metcalfe, 1966; Thomas, 1984 ). C uen
HaMMpaHe Ha M3TOYHWLM Ha YCTOMYMBOCT Y HAc Ce Mpoy4Bar ronsiMm 6pon Gbrrapcku m
MHTpOAyLMpaHu copTtoBe 1 obpasum (Jobpee n HasywiaHos, 1974, 1976; HaBywaHos,
1986, 1989, 1990 ). YctaHoBeHO e, Ye 3a ycrnoBuATa Ha bbnrapua edekTnBHM Mo
YCTOMYMBOCT KbM NpaxoBuTa rmasHsa ca redute Un, Un,, Un,, Un,,, Un,, Coptosere -
HOCUTENW Ha Te3n reHn morat ga 6baat nsnon3saHyW KaTto AOHOPW B CenekumusaTta Ha
yCcTONYMBOCT. [TbpBMTE KPBCTOCKU Ca U3BbpLUEHM Npe3 1978 1. B IHCTMTYTa no 3emegenue
— KapHoGar. Kato mankn ce nsnonseat agantupaHu 3a ycnoesusaTa Ha bbnrapusa coptose
W cenekuMoHHU NuHuKn. B pesynTaT Ha gbnroroguuHa cenekumoHHa pabora e cb3gageH
COPTUMEHT OT cenekumoHHu matepuanu ( Jobpes, HaBywaHos, 1972, 1975; HaBywiaHoB,
1989, 1990; MNMonosa, 2004 ). Ha nneHym Ha [CK, 1996 r. e npusHaT 3a opurMHaneH u
palrioHVpaH 3a udanara cTpaHa 3umeH asypeaeH evemuk copt “MepyH” (HasywiaHoB v ap.,
1997 ). Hapeq ¢ ycTonumBoCTTa €1 KbM KadosiBa npaxosuTa rnaeHs, obycnaseHa ot Un,+
Un,, copTbT MNpuTexasa peanua LEeHHW CTOMaHCKM KavyecTBa - BUCOKA NMPOAYKTMBHOCT,
CTYOOYCTOMYMBOCT, YCTOMYMBOCT Ha NOMsraHe, KakTo U BUCOKA MOricka yCTOMYMBOCT KbM
XbNTUS BAyXaasaly Bupyc. Ha 6asarta Ha HOBU M3TOYHWLM Ca Cb3[AaAEeHN BUCOKOYCTONUMBI
NVHWK, KOUTO Ce M3MNOM3BaT KaTo AOHOPU B umyHocenekuusata (3anpsHos u ap., 1990;
Monosa u ap., 2005 ). B pesynTtat Ha HenpekbCHATO yBenuvyaBaHe Ha xubpugHuTe
KOMBUHaUMM C y4acTMeTO Ha yCTOM4YMBM (HOPMW HapacTBa U OTHOCUTENHMA AN Ha
YCTONYMBUTE CEMNEKLMOHHN NIUHWN.

OcHoBHa 3agadya B TOBa HanpaeneHne e nogbopsT Ha NOAXOASLLM POAUTENWN, HOCUTENN
€QHOBPEMEHHO Ha YCTOMYMBOCT KbM MpaxoBuTaTa rMaBHA U nNpuTexasaliyM LEeHHU
BMONOrnyHM 1 CToNaHcku kavecTsa. KpbCTOCBAHETO HA FTEHETUYHO OTAAaneYeHn poanTenm
BOAWM [0 noryyaBaHe Ha Xxmbpuau ¢ TpaHCrpecun No ekcnpecusTa Ha CeNEeKUMOHHO LIEHHN
npu3Haun. B Tasm Bpb3ka rpynupaHeTo Ha reHoTunoseTe PEHOTUMHO € OT 3Ha4YeHue 3a
yCTaHOBSIBAHE Ha reHoTUMNHaTa oTAane4yeHoCcT MexXay THAX.

Llenta Ha HacTOALWOTO NpoyYBaHe e Aa ce Hanpasw Nogbop Ha reHOTUMHO OTAaNeYeHN
n3xoaHn opMu, NpUTEXaBALLM LIeHHN BMONOIMMYHM 1 CTONAHCKM Ka4ecTBa 3a Hy>auTe Ha
cenekumsTa no yCTOMYMBOCT KbM NPaxoBuTa rMasHs.

MATEPWUAN U METOOU

Mpe3 nepnoga 2006-2008 r. B iHcTMTyTa no 3emegenue rp. KapHobaT ca npoyyeHn
18 copTa 1 nMHWK 3umMeH ABypeneH evemuk. B nscnegsaHeTo ca BknioYeHn 3 copta 3MeH
OBypefneH edeMuk 6bnrapcka cenekuus, ot KomTto copt “O630p” cTaHaapT 3a NMBOBapHUTE
evemunum, a “Opdren” n “Napaen” npusHatn npes 2007 r. MNMpoyyeHn ca 4 nepcnekTuBHU
nuHuM 6bnrapcka cenekuns n 11 Typckm nNuHUK, NpeaocTaBeHn oT reH-6aHka B AHKapa.
EkcnepumeHTUTE Ca n3BegeHu B MONCKM ONUT, MO paHAoOMu3upaHa GrokoBa cxema, C
ronemvHa Ha pekonTtHaTa napuena 10 m?, B 4 NOBTOPEHMSI.

MHokynaumata € uanbiHeHa no nHamsuagyanHuat metoq (Mwutos, 1972 ), upes
HaHacsiHe Ha CnopoB MaTtepman BbpPXy KnacoBeTe B HayanoTo Ha dasa ubdrex.
3apassBaHeTo e M3BbLPLUEHO C nomynaumsa OT pacu Ha kadsasata npaxoBuTa rnasBHS.
M3xogHusaT maTtepuan oT rMaBHMBW KNacoBe e cbOpaH oT panoHa Ha KapHobar, kato e
noaroTBEH MHOKYNyM- XnaMugocnopw/Tank B CboTHoweHne 1:6. 3apaseHuTe knacose ca
MapKupaHu 1 cbxpaHeHn Ao cemtbata. CemeHaTa OT €AuH 3apaseH knac ca 3acaTu B
eavH ped. CTeneHTa Ha yCTOMYMBOCT € M34MCrEeHa KaTo MPOLEHT Ype3 npebposiBaHe Ha
6onHu 1 3apasu KNacose No Bpeme Ha nsknacsisaHe (LLlenko, 1975 ). 3a 6onHu ca cuntaHm
pacTeHns nokasanu 4opy caMo €AMH 3apa3eH Knac unm 4acT oT knaca. KnacudpuumpaHeTo
Ha CTeneHTa Ha YCTOMYMBOCT € M3BbPLUEHO MO ckanata Ha Tanke (1953): no 10 %
HanageHue - yctonumeu, a Hag 10 % HanageHune- YyBCTBUTENMHM.

ExxerogHo ca onpegensiHn nokasatenure AbMKMHa Ha knaca, 6pon 3bpHa, bpon
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CTEpPUNHN KnacyeTta B Kraca, Terno Ha 3bpHaTa B €AMH Krac, Kato ca U3BbpLUBaHM
BromeTpnyHn namepsaHus ot no 25 knaca B 3 nosTopeHund. OTyeTeH € 4OOUBLT M MacaTta
Ha 1000 3bpHa. CTaTMCTUYECKMAT aHan13 e 3BbpLUIEH Ypes ANCTEPCUMOHEH, KOPENaLMOHEH,
KnacTepeH 1 NPUHUMMNEH KOMMOHEHTEH aHanus, Kato e U3non3saH NPorpaMHUs NPoayKT
STATISTICA (1995 ).

PE3YNTATU N OBCBHXOAHE

B Tabnvua 1 ca npegcTaBeHn aHHM OT peakumaTa Ha reHOTUMMNOBETE ABYPEAEH e4EeMUK
KbM KadpsiBa NnpaxoBuTa rMaBHSA NpY U3KYCTBEHO 3apassBaHe. N3nuTBaHuTe matepuanu
pearvpar pasnu4Ho kbM natoreHa. CnpsiMo peakumsaTa, KoaTo NposiBABaT NPW U3KYCTBEHO
3apassiBaHe ca (hopMUpaHn Tpy rpynn — UMyHHU, YCTOMYMBU U HyBCTBUTENHU. KaTto MMyHHM
ce nposBssaBaT ABa martepuana — “Kr 287” u “TF 5”, ¢ 0 % HanageHue. [pynarta Ha
ycTonumsute martepuanu Bknwoysa “Opden”, “DRT 094-1”, “TF 1,” "TW 29” — ¢
HanageHue ot 5.7 go 10.8 %. OctaHanuTe copToBEe M NMWHUM Ce MPOSABABAT KaTo
YyBCTBUTENHU 1 HanageHueTo npu tax e ot 11.8 % 0o 41.7 %.

Tabnuua 1. Pesyntatu oT TecTupaHe Ha reHOTUNOBE ABYpPeAeH e4eMuK
3a YCTOMYMBOCT KbM MpaxoBuTa rnaBHs
Table 1. The results from testing genotypes winter two-rowed barley
resistance to the loose smut

0611 6poi Bpoii 6onHK
FeHoTUNOBE pacTeHus pacTeHns %
(o]
Ne Number of
Genotypes Total number :
diseased
of plants
plants
1. 0630p,0Obzor 55 28 50.9
2. Opden, Orfey 60 5 8.3
3. Jlapges, Lardeya 67 13 194
4. DRT 094-1 70 4 5.7
5. KT 283 59 8 13.5
6. KT 287 63 0 0
7. KT 290 68 8 11.8
8. TF 1 30 2 6.7
9. TF 2 41 6 14.6
10. TF 4 24 10 41.7
11. TF 5 18 0 0
12. TW 6 21 8 38.1
13. TW 7 55 9 16.4
14. TW 8 13 4 30.8
15. TW 17 30 8 26.7
16. TW 28 36 10 27.8
17. TW 29 65 7 10.8
18. TW 30 36 5 13.9

B Tabnuvua 2 ca npeacraBeHn 4aHHU Camo 3a LLECT reHOTUMOBE, KOMTO B M3CNeABaHETO
ca nokasanu yCToOM4MBOCT KbM NpaxoBuTa rmaeHs. PesyntatuTe no rognHu ca ocpegHeHu
1 OeMOHCTpupaT pasHoobpasve B rpynarta Ha npoy4BaHuUTe matepuanu.
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Tabnuua 2. CpegHu CTOMHOCTU Ha A0OMBa U HAKOW eNeMEHTUN Ha NPOAYKTUBHOCTTA
npw n3cneaBaHuTe reHoTunoBe 3a nepuoga 2006-2008 r.
Table 2. Mean values of yield and some productivity elements
in the investigated genotypes during 2006-2008

Ne ['eHo-TMnoBe| [obuB | ObmkuHa Bpown Bpon Terno Ha | Maca Ha

Genotypes | 3bpHO, | Ha knaca | 3bpHa CTEPUIHN 3bpHa 1000

cpegHo | Spike no of Knacueta B Knac 3bpHa

Mean | length, |grains per|no of sterile | Grain 1000

grain /cm/ spike spikelets |weight per| grain

yield, spike weight

/t/ha/ /gl /gl

1 Opden, 5.15 10,5 28 1 1,94 41,0

Orfey

2 DRT 094-1 4.99 9.0 25 2 1,50 42.0
3  Kr287 5.10 10.5 29 1 1,70 47,0
4 TF1 4.80 9.8 32 4 1,35 46,1
5 TF5 4.20 9.0 24 3 0,90 32,5
6  Tw29 4.83 101 30 3 1,68 45,5
CpeaHo, Mean 4.85 9.82 28 2.3 1.51 42.4
GD 5% 0,16 1.2 1.1 0.5 0.15 2.7

JeHpporpamarta oT NpoBeAeHUs KrnacTepeH aHanu3 e npeacrtaBeHa Ha durypa 1.
lMpoyyeHnTe obpasum cdopmupart eguH knactep, CbAbpXaly rpynn CbC CXOAHMU
xapaktepucTuki. Knactepusaumsita € usBbplleHa Bb3 OCHOBA Ha CTONAHCKWU LEeHHW
npu3Haum — 4OBMB M HAKOW eneMeHTU Ha NpodyKTuBHocTTa. C Han-Manko ANCTaHLMOHHN
equHuum ca “Opdpen” n “Kr 287”, kouto obocobsaear cBos rpyna. lNogobHa rpyna e
dopmupana u ot nuHumTe “TF 17 1n “TW 29”. CbLuecTBEHO TAXHO oTnnYme e opMUpaHeTo
Ha ronsam 6pon 3bpHa 1 cTepunHu knacyeta. Cnepg npensyncrnenve Ha pasctosHUATa Mexay
OBeTe rpynu ¢ XopusoHTarnHa nuHus Te ca obeguHenu B rpyna ¢ “DRT 094-1”.
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®dwurypa.1 JleHgporpama Ha COPTUMEHT OT 3MMHWN COPTOBE U NIMHUN €4EMUK.
C Ne 1 po 6 ca otbenssaHn ncnegsaHmMTe obpasum B nocneaoBaTenHocT
KaKTo ca nocoveHu B Tabnuua 2
Figure 1. Dendrogram of winter barley varieties and lines.
Numbers 1-6 indicate the investigated accessions in the order given in Table 2.

AHanusbT Ha pe3ynTaTuTte nokasea, ye “TF 5” e reHeTnyeckn otganeyeHa OT BCUYKM
ocTaHanu obpasum. Ts e ¢ Han-HUCHK cpeneH aobus — 4.20 t/ha, kato e opmupana 0.95
t/ha no-manko B cpaBHeHue c “Opcen” n 6u Morna ga ce onpegenu kato
HuckonpogykTmeHa. [lobpe 6u 6uno ga ce BKNOYM B KPBCTOCKM B HanpaBreHWETo Mo
Cb3gaBaHe Ha reHOTUMOBE YCTOMYMBM KbM MpPaxoBUTa [MaBHHA, HO 3a4bIMKUTENHO B
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KOMBUHauus ¢ BucokonpoayktuseH poauten. Jobpu kombuHaumm Guxa ce nonmyynnum u
npu kpbcTocBaHeTo Ha “Opdpenn” ¢ “TF 1”7 n “DRT 094-1”, kaTto n KOMBMHaALUN Mexay
“Kt 287” 1 nuHunte “TW 29”, “TF 1” n “DRT 094-1”, ¢ KONTO NpuHaanexart KbM efuH
KnacTep, HO ca B pasnuyHu NOArpynu 1 NnpuTexasaT M3BECTHA reHeTnYecka oTaane4yeHocT.

Ta6bnuua 3. PasnpeneneHne Ha o6LLmMsA BapMaHC NO OCHOBHW KOMMOHEHTU B NMPOLEHTH
3a nepuoga 2006-2008 rognHa
Table 3. Distribution of the total variance in principal components
in per cent during 2006-2008

dakrtop / Factor FognHun / Year
2006 | 2007 | 2008
PC1 59,58 52,53 54,78
PC2 26,21 27,17 22,53
O6wo / Total 85,79 79,70 77,31

3a Bu13yanHo npeacTaBsiHe 1 KaTo KONMYECTBEH M3pa3 Ha U3crneaBaHUTe B3aMMOBPBb3KU
Ha reHeTM4YecKOTO CXOACTBO M OTAANEYeHOCT Ha reHOTUNOBETE € MPUMOXEH K1
MYNTVBapUaHCHNS CTaTUCTUYECKN METOh — NPUHUMMNEH KOMMOHEHTEH aHanua (tabn. 3).
Llenta Ha aHanu3a e aa ce nony4yat Manbk 6pon NMHeNnHN KOMOMHaLMK Ha 6 NPOMEHNNBMY,
YMSATO CTOMHOCT € Hai-ronsmMa. M3BsneyeHn ca ABa rmaBHM KOMMOHEHTA, YMATO TEXECT €
no-ronsima unu pasHa Ha 1 (PC1 1 PC2 ), Ha KouTo ce ObMmKuM No-ronsmara 4act oT obLumsa
BapuaHC Ha AByMepHaTa MaTpuia reHoTvn X npusHauu. Ha nbpBus rmaBeH KOMMOHEHT ce
ObIDKM OKOMNO nofoBuHaTa OT obLL0TO BapupaHe, a cymaTta OT ABaTa € B rpaHuuute ot
77,31% (3a 2008 r.) oo 85,79% (3a 2006 r.). CneposatenHo PC1 n PC2 morat ga 6baar
OCHOBa 3a rpynvpaHe Ha reHoTUNoBeTe No U3cneaBaHUTE NpU3HaLN.

Ta6nuua 4. CTOMHOCTW HA rEHOTUNUTE MO FMaBHU KOMMOHEHTU CpeaHO
3a nepuoga 2006-2008 roanHa
Table 4. Mean traits of genotypes in principal components during 2006-2008

Ne | TeHoTunose / Genotypes | PC 1 | PC2
1. Opden, Orfey 1,60 -1,21
2 DRT 094-1 -0,65 -0,89
3 KT 287 1,80 -0,47
4 TF 1 0,10 2,05
5 TF 5 -3,56 -0,38
6 TW 29 0,71 0,89

CTOMHOCTUTE Ha reHOTUMOBETE NO MMaBHU KOMMOHEHTM YECTO NPOMEHSAT 3HaKa cu Npwm
CMsAHa Ha rogvHute. ToBa BOAWM OO0 TPYAHOCTM B rpynupaHeto um no nogobue (Oeues,
2002 ). B HacTOALLOTO U3cneaBaHe ca M3Mnon3BaHu eAHOBPEMEHHO AaHHU OT TPU rOAMHM,
KOETO BEpPOSATHO LUe BKIKOYM B OLeHKaTa MU dpeHoTUnHaTa cTabunHocT Ha reHoTMnoBeTe
(Tabn. 4). BusyanuampaH mMmoaen Ha noBeeHue Ha wecte obpasuu nnctpupa durypa 2,
KOSITO € MPOEKLMSA Ha reHOTUMOBETE 1 NPU3HaUuTe BbpXy PakTOpHaTa paBHMHA.

Ha nnota c kBagpart4yera ca oThensi3aHn TOYKUTE Ha reHOTUMOBETE crnopes CTOMHOCTUTE
3a PC 1 nPC 2. CbluecTByBa CbOTBETCTBME MEXAY FPYNMPAHETO Ha 0bpasLuTe B Krnactepusi
aHanus u CTOMHOCTUTE MO MaBHM KOMMOHEHTWU. HayepTaHu ca CbLL0 U NUHMM 3a BCSKa
NpoMeHnMBa, NPEACTaBALLM Pa3nNonoXeHNEeTO UM B NPOCTPaHCTBOTO. Terno 6nunso go 0
WMHOMKMPA ManbK OAI HA NPOMENuBaTa KbM TO3U KOMMOHEHT.
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1 1 1 1 1

2,7

PC2

3,6 1,6 0,4 2,4 44
PC1

®durypa 2. [Mpoekunst Ha reHoTUNMTE 1 NpusHauMTe BbpXy hakTopHaTa paBHMHA
Figure 2. Projection of the genotypes and the traits on the factor plane

n3soaun

YctaHoBeHo e, ye obpasuute “Opdben”, “DRT 094-1”, “Kr 287", “TF 17, “TF 5” n
“TW 29” ca ycTon4mBmM KbM NpaxoBuTa rnasHsA. Te doopmupar eanH Knacrep, Cbabpxaly
rpynu CbC CXOOHW XapakTtepucTuku. ChbluecTByBa CbOTBETCTBME MEXOY rPynMpaHeTo Ha
obpasuuTe B Knactepus aHanm3 n CTOMHOCTUTE MO rMaBHU KOMIMOHEHTH.

JInHuata “TF 5” moxe fa ce BKNOYM B KPbCTOCKM B HAanpaBreHNeTo Mo Cb3aBaHe Ha
reHOTUNOBE YCTOMYMBM KbM MpaxoBuTa rMaBHSA, HO 3aAbIMKMTENHO B KOMOGWHauus ¢
BMCOKONpoAyKTMBeH poamTen. OueHkaTa Ha reHeTM4eCcKOTO CXOACTO U OTAANe4YeHoc T Ha
reHOTUMNOBETE AaBa XapakTepucTuka Ha Haw- 4obpuTe NHUK, KOMTO Aa 6bAaT BKNOYEHN
B CernekuMoHHaTa nporpama no yCTOMYMBOCT KbM KadpsiBa npaxoBuTa rnasHg. Tosa ca
copTtoBeTe “Opdpen’” n “TF 17, “DRT 094-1", kakto 1 komGuHaumm mexay “Kr 287” un
nuHumte “TW 29”, “TF 1” n “DRT 094-1”.
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