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Abstract

Petrova, T, Penchev, E., Mihova, G. & Chamurliysky, P. (2019). Resistance to abiotic
stress of common winter wheat cultivars with origin from USA. Field Crops Studies, X11(2),

113-126.
The effect of the water deficiency on the formation of traits related to productivity

was studied in common winter wheat cultivars from the gene pool of DAI —
General Toshevo. The resistance of these varieties to abiotic stress (low negative
temperature and drought) was evaluated. It was found that spike length and 1000
kernel weight were least affected by drought, followed by length of stem, number
of grains in spike and number of productive tillers. Highest reduction was found
in weight of grain in spike. The yield under irrigation depended mainly on 1000
kernel weight and was equally influenced by the number of productive tillers and
by the weight of grain in spike. Under drought, the yield was determined primarily
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by the productive tillering and the number of grains in spike, followed by weight
of grain in spike. The yield under drought was in strong correlation with the date
to heading. Cultivars Prairie Red and Yumar entered the heading stage earliest.
They possess good productivity and tolerance to drought. Under drought, cultivars
Prairie Red, Wesley, Yumar, Prowers, Wahoo and Cougar largely maintained their
high number of productive tillers. According to their cold resistance, all studied
cultivars corresponded to the level of the standard Bezostaya 1, which is sufficient
for the growing conditions of this region.

Key words: Drought tolerance, Frost resistance, Productivity, Winter wheat.

BbBenenune

OcHOoBHU TmpoOIEMH B CeJeKIMOHHATa paboTa 3a TMOomoOpsiBaHE Ha
YCTOMYMBOCTTa KbM a0OMOTHYEH cTpec Ha OOWKHOBEHaTa MILIEHUIa ca
OTPaHUYEHUAT CBETOBEH T'eHO(OH] M MAIKHUAT OpOi MOIXOASIIN W3TOYHHUIN 32
Ch3/laBaHEe Ha TeHETUYHO Pa3HOOOpasue, pa3NmudHuTe (POPMH Ha MPOSBICHUE HA
YCTOMYMBOCTTA M CIIOKHOCTTA HAa TEHETUYHUTE CUCTEMH, KOWUTO S OTPENEIsT,
CHJIHOTO B3aMMOJIEHCTBHUE “TEHOTHUII X cpesia’, 3aTPyAHEHUAT 0TOOp IPU CTPECOBU
YCIIOBHSI TIOPAJIM TIPOMEHH B 3aKOHOMEPHOCTHUTE Ha HACIlIe/IsIBaHe, OTPULIATEITHUTE
KOpEJAIMOHHH BPB3KH C IEHHH OMOJIOTUYHU M CTOTIAHCKH TPU3HAIIH.

PasmmpsiBanero Ha TeHeTMyHara 0a3a Mpeamnonara B XHOpHIu3anusaTa Ja
OBb/aT BKJIIOYEHU POTUTETH C OTAAJEYeH Ieorpad)CKu MPOU3XOJ, MPHUTEKABAIIU
pa3HOOOpa3HM  CTOMAaHCKU  KadecTBa.  CpOupaHeTro,  MpOyuyBaHETO U
XapaKkTepu3upaHeTo Ha Oorar reHo(OH MMa pelIaBanio 3HAuYeHHEe 3a yclexa Ha
CEJIeKIINSATA.

3a 1a peanu3upart B ONITUMAITHA CTETICH CBOS TPOAYKTHBEH IIOTEHITHAII, COPTOBETE
TpsiOBa 11a TPHUTEXKaBAaT YCTOMYMBOCT KBM HEOIATONMPUATHH METEOPOIIOTUIHU
dakTopH, KOWTO, NEHCTBAWKH CAMOCTOSITETHO WM B KOMOWHAIMS, MOTaT JIa
3aCerHar, WM HaITbJTHO J1a KOMIIPOMETHPAT IMPOU3BOICTBOTO. EKCTpeMHU sIBICHNS,
Cpel KOWTO BHE3AIHO HAaxJIyBaHE Ha CTYACHW BB3IYIIHM Macu Tpe3 3UMara,
3acylIaBaHe W BUCOKH TEMIIEpaTypH IO BpeMe Ha Ba)KHH €TaId OT Pa3BUTHUETO HA
pacTeHusTa, C€ OYakBa Ja ca BCE MO-YECTH, Mopaau HallltoaBaHUTE TPOMEHU B
KJIuMara, KouTo 3acsrar u banmkaHckus nomyocTtpoB, u bwarapus (Aleksandrov,
2002; Aleksandrov, 2010; Kazandjiev et al., 2011). Kazandjiev et al. (2011)
dbopmynupar HEOOXOIUMOCTTAa OT Ch3JaBaHE HA COPTOBE 3MMHA OOMKHOBEHA
MIICHUIA, TIO-HETIPETEHIIMO3HA KbM KOJMUYECTBOTO Ha BOJHHUTE 3allach IO BpeMe
Ha HaJUBAHETO HA 3bPHOTO U (HOPMHUPAHETO HA TOOMBA.

[TponbIKUTETHE TIEPUOM C BUCOKH TEMIIEpaTypH Mpe3 3uMara, MOoCIeIBaHH
OT PSA3KO 3acTy[sBaHe 0e3 CHEXHa IMOKPHBKA, MOTaT Ja MPHYUHAT CEPHO3HO
U3Mpb3BaHe U NoBpenu Ha pacteHusTa (Petrova and Atanasova, 2004).
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IlenTa Ha TOBa M3cieABaHe € 1a ObJe OLIEHEHA YCTOMYMBOCTTA KbM a0HOTHYEH
cTpec (HHMCKa OTpHLATe]IHA TeMIlepaTypa U 3acyllaBaHE) Ha COPTOBE 3UMHA
0oO0MKHOBeHa mieHnna ¢ nmpousxon ot CALL.

MaTepna.]m H METOOH

Nzcnensanu ca 9 copra ¢ npousxox ot CAILl — Prowers, Yumar, Praire Red,
Wesley, Cougar, Wahoo, NuSky, Jerry u Harry, kouto ca onucanu ot aBTOpHUTE
KaTo MPOAYKTUBHH, YCTOWYHBH KBM HEOJIArOMPUSTHUTE YCIOBHS MpE3 3UMara u
BHCOKO aJanTUBHU 1npe3 Berertanusta. [Ipe3 ronunure 2010, 2011, 2012 u 2013 ¢
M3NUTaHa TSIXHATA Peakilys B yCIOBUATA HA 3acyinaBane, a mpe3 2012, 2013, 2014
1 2015 — ycTOWYMBOCTTAa UM KbM HUCKU OTPULIATEITHU TEMIIEPATYPH.

TonmepaHTHOCTTa KBM 3acylllaBaHE € OIICHEHa B OpaHKepHUsA-3aCylTHUK B
JloOpymkancku 3emenencku MHCTUTYT — rp. ['en. TomeBo. Centdara e u3BbpIIcHA
Ha penose, Abaru 1 m, ¢ 0.2 m mexy penosere, cbe 70 KbIIHIEMH CEMEHA B pejl
(emuH pem — emHO TOBTOpeHHUE). J[Bara BapuaHTa Ha M3MHUTBAHE Ca IMOJWBAHU C
pa3nuyHo KonmvecTBo Boja (Tabmuma 1).

Ta6numa 1. KoarmuecTBo Ha mogaieHara BoJa 1 MHTEH3UBHOCT Ha CyIlaTa

D B 3acymiHuka npe3 roquauTe Ha nscneasane (C — 3acymenu, K — monuBana
KOHTpOJIA).

Table 1. Amount of water applied to plants under drought (C) and to the
checks (K) and drought intensity (D).

Tonuna IMoganena Boxa (I/m?) D
Year Amount of water (1/m?)

C K
2009/2010 121 350 0.76
2010/2011 140 383 0.62
2011/2012 130 515 0.77
2012/2013 160 617 0.56

OnuTsT e u3Be/eH B 1Be oBTOpeHus. [1o Bpeme Ha Beretainusara u ciej >kbTBara
ca U3MEpEeHH CIICAHUTE MPU3HAILIM: HU3KIacsaBaHe (Opoil HA THUTE OT HA4YaJloTO Ha
M. sIHyapH JIO laTara Ha U3KJIacsBaHe), BUCOYMHA Ha CTHOIOTO, IBIDKMHA Ha KJlaca,
Opoil Ha 3bpHATa B KJIac, Maca Ha 3bPHOTO OT eAuH Kiac (Bbpxy 10 pacTenus ot
MOBTOpeHHUe), Opol Ha KiracoBeTe OT pen, Maca Ha 1000 3bpHA, U JOOUB 3BPHO
ot pen. M3uucnenu ca uHtensuBHocTTa Ha cymara D (Fischer and Maurer 1978),
unjekcute Ha ycroiuuBocT Y SI u MSTI (k, STI) (Anwar et al., 2011; Fernandez,
1992; Farshadfar and Sutka, 2002; Shahryari et al., 2008). [IpoyuBanute coptoBe
ca CpaBHSIBaHU ChC COPTOBETE-ETANIOHH IO CyXOycTOMUMUBOCT — AAHTBD, besocras 1
u JloOpymkaHKa.
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C nomomra Ha aHanu3 Ha miaBHUTE KomnoHeHTH (PCA) mo mnpusHanm
U TEHOTHIIOBE € W3CJICIBAHO IIOBEJCHUETO Ha COPTOBETE B YCJIOBUSATA Ha
NPOIBIDKUTENHA CyIla, TAXHATa MPOAYKTUBHOCT M KOMIIOHEHTHTE, KOWUTO 5
ompenensat (Yan and Rajcan, 2002).

YcToiunBOCTTa KbM HUCKM OTPULIATEIIHU TEMIIEPATYPH € OLICHEHA [0 METOJ,
omucan ot Tsenov and Petrova (1984). PacreHusara ca OTIIIeKIaHU B ChJIOBE,
3aKaJsiBaHM Ca NPH €CTECTBEHU YCJOBHS HaBbH M B MNEpUOJa HA MaKCHMallHA
CTYIOYCTOHYMBOCT Ipe3 MeCeIl SIHyapH ca 3aMpa3siBAHM B HHCKOTEMIIEpaTypHHU
kamepu KTK 3000. Cnieg orpacTBane B opaHkepus € OTUETEHA CTYI0yCTOMUHUBOCTTA,
u3pa3eHa KaTo TPOLEHT Ha oueienutre pacteHus. [Ipeaw u3BBpIIBaHETO HA
JTUCTICPCUOHHHUS aHAJIU3 MTPOLIEHTUTE ca mpeodpa3yBaHu upes arcsin. 3a o0paboTka
Ha JJaHHWTE ca u3non3Banu nporpamute Microsoft Excel™® u STATISTICA 7.

Pe3yararu

Tonepanmnocm Kvm 3acywiasane

B rtabmuma 2 ca mpeacTaBeHW pe3yiATaTHTe OT TPUQPAKTOPEH IUCTIEPCHOHEH
aHaJIM3 Ha NMPOAYKTUBHOCTTA M IPU3HALIMTE, CBBP3aHU C HEs, HA WU3CIICABAHUTE
COPTOBE U CTaHAAPTUTE IO CcyxoycToHuuBocT. CopToBeTe HMar JOCTOBEPHU
Pa3IMKy 10 aHAJIM3UPAHUTE PU3HALIY, C U3KIIIOYEHHE Ha BUCOUMHATA Ha CTHOJIOTO.
BopHuaTr pexxuM cb3laBa MHOTO TOJEMH M JOCTOBEPHU pPa3iMKU. YCIOBHSTA
Ha TOAMHATa Ha M3MUTBAHE CBIIO MMAT JOKA3aHO BIMSHHME BbpPXy H3sBaTa Ha
MIPU3HALUTE, MaKap U MAJIKO M0-c1a00. YCTaHOBEHO € B3aUMOJEHCTBUE “T€HOTHII
X BapHaHT Ha BOJ000E3MEYEeHOCT” TpPU BCHUYKHM MpPU3HAILM, C U3KIIOUEHHE Ha
BHCOUYMHATA HA CTHOJIIOTO. B3anMonelicTBre “TEHOTHIT X TOAMHA” HE Ce OTKPHBA
3a BHCOYMHATA Ha CTHOJIOTO, MPOYKTHBHATA OpaTUMOCT, Oposi Ha 3bpHATA B KJIac,
Macara Ha 3bpPHOTO OT €IMH KJIaC U OT €UH pex.

Tabnuia 2. TpudaxTopeH IUCHepCUOHEH aHAIH3.
Table 2. Analysis of variances.

Wzroynuk | df Jara Ha Bucounna Ha Hwiokuna Ha | Bpoii kinacose ot
Ha U3KIIACsIBaHE cTBOI0TO KJaca €/IUH pex
BapupaHe Date of heading Stem height Length of | Number of spikes
Source of spike per row
variation MS F MS F MS F MS F
A 11 80.1 6.8 466.1 0.96 496| 2.8 5609.8(3.06™
B 1| 278.8| 254" 10247.6| 21.187"]|39.83|21.9"" | 39422.5|21.5""
C 3] 2244 204™ 1885.5] 3.89" [30.59]17.2™" | 19277.1{10.5™
AxB 11 66.1 6.0"" 205.6| 0.42 6.19] 3.5 7537.0| 4.1°
AxC 33| 132.0] 11.8™ 33.2( 0.07 12.01] 6.8 821.4| 0.45
BxC 3 39| 033 609.8| 1.26 4.74| 2.7 6156.2| 3.4
E 144 11.8 483.7 1.78 1832.3
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[Tponbmxenne Ha Tabmura 2.
Table 2. (continuation).

W3rounuk Ha df | Bpoii3epraor | Macana 1000 | Maca 3bpHo or | J{oOuB OT enuH
BapupaHe €/IUH KJiac 3bpHa €/IUH KJiac pen
Source of Number of grains| 1000 kernel Grain weight Grain yield per
variation per spike weight per spike row

MS F MS F MS F MS F
A 11| 2424| 43" 190.2] 47| 0.72| 4.63™ | 60020.1[10.2""
B 1] 1029.8] 18.1""| 826.9120.3™ | 2.84|18.24™" | 68299.4|11.6™
C 3] 215.7] 3% 184.3] 4.5 | 0.69| 441" 23609.2| 4.0”
AxB 11| 277.3] 497 7537.0( 4.1 | 0.62| 3.98" | 30074.7| 5.1""
AxC 33 6.8 0.12 157.8] 3.9™| 0.03] 0.18 1598.7] 0.3
BxC 3] 180.9] 3.2° 127.5] 3.1 0.65| 4.16™ 6095.8] 1.0
E 144 40.8 0.16 5885.7

A (copt/cultivar); B (Boxen pexum/water regime); C (roguna/year); E (rperika/error)

O‘-ICBI/I}IHO roauHaTta Ha H3IMUTBAHC IIPOMCHSA pCaKLuUATa Ha COPTOBETE II0
OTHOIICHME Ha JaraTa UM Ha M3KJIacsBaHe, AbJDKMHATA Ha KJlaca M eApuHara Ha
3BbPHOTO, HO HC U IO OTHOLICHMUEC HAa NPOAYKTUBHOCTTA UM KAaTO KpPacH PE3yJITart.
3acymenusar BapuaHT (Purypa 1) uskiacsBa CpeHO ¢ 5 THU MO-paHO, OTKOJIKOTO
noymBaHuAT. Haii-ctabo ca 3acerHarw IbhDKMHATa Ha Kiaca W macara Ha 1000
3bpHA, CJeIBaT BUCOYMHATA HA CTHOIIOTO, OPOAT Ha 3bpHATA B KJac U OposAT HA
MPOIYKTHBHUTE CTHOJA B eIMH pell. Macara Ha 3bpHOTO, TTOJTy4eHO OT €IUH K1ac, €
HaMaJieHa HaroJIOBHHA, a TOOMBHT OT pel MpH cyia npenacrasisisa 30 % ot qoOuBa
pu 1o0pa 006e31eueHOCT ¢ BoJia.

oON OBk OO O®

o

U3KNACABAHE BUCOHUHA ObITK Ha 0Op. ¥0ACOBE/peA DROM 3bpHA/KIAC Maca 1000 3. Maca 3bPHOMKNAC  AOOMB/DES
Days to Stem Knaca Number of spikes Number of grains 1000 kernel Grain weight per Grain yield
headina Lenoth of spike  per row per spike weight spike DL FOW

®urypa 1. [ToHmwkeHne Ha MPU3HALIMTE HA U3CIICJABAHUTE COPTOBE B PE3YJITaT OT
cymara (%).
K- nonuBana koutposa; C — 3acyliieH BapHaHT.
Figure 1. Decrease in the traits of the tested varieties as a result of drought (%)
K — watered; C - drought
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Konkpernute pesynratu (Tabauma 3) wu3abuBaT Hal-paHoO3penus OT
n3cnensanure coprose — Prairie Red. Toii n3knacsBa ueTupu 1HU O-paHO CIIPSMO
CPEIIHOTO 3a rpyrara, OCeM JHH Mo-paHo OT Hall-kbcHUs Nu SKy u uetupu 10 ner
THU TIPeI CTAHJAPTHUTE 110 CYyXO0yCTOMYMBOCT. 3a0€NIeKUTEITHOTO €, Y€ TO3U COPT
pearupa Haill-CWJIHO 3a M30ATBaHE Ha CyllaTa 4Ype3 M3TEIVIIHE Ha M3KJIAcSIBaHETO
KbM TO-paHHa gara (cbe ceneM HU). KbeHo m3kmnacspamusatr Nu SKy nsnpeBapsa
coOCTBeHaTa CH MOJIMBaHa KOHTPOJIA CaMO C YETHPH JTHH.

Coprosere Yumar, Prairie Red, Wesley, Wahoo u Harry nmar Bucounna na
CTBOJIOTO, CPaBHMMA C BHCOYMHATA, IPEMOPHUBAHA 32 OTIICKIAHUTE B bhiarapus
coproBe. Prowers, Cougar, Nu Sky u Jerry ca no-Bucoku, CKJIIOHHU KbM IOJISTAHE.
Bucokure coproBe B mo-royisiMa CTENEH CHMXKAaBaT CTHOIOTO cu mpu cyma (OT
Y SI=0.55 3a Nu Sky, no YSI=0.62 npu Prowers). Haii-Bucokust coptr Cougar uma
u Hau-ababr Kiac. [Ipu coproBere Prowers u Nu Sky qbJkrHaTa Ha Kjiaca € Haii-
c1abo MOBJIMSAHA OT CyIIaTa.

Tabmuna 3. [Tpu3Ham, onpenesiy IpoIyKTUBHOCTTA, Tipu 3acymiaBane (C)

u nonimBaHe (koHTponu K) Ha u3cneaBaHuTe COPTOBE, CPEIHO 32 MEPHOIa Ha
nzcnenBane (2010 — 2013 r)

Table 3. Traits related to productivity, at drought (C) and watering (controls K) of
the varieties (average over the period 2010 —2013).

pasi. B Eooii
\zl?iizy Huu 1o mKﬂaC’.IBaHe (HHH) Ha CTEgI(I):)I:(I){ é(icm) HaﬂK?IJ;z(: ?cam) ;)TOZIL[I;J;I&;ZE&
Days to heading (S;f/f;) Stem height (cm) | Length of spike (cm) | Number of spikes per row
C K C K| YSI C K| YSI C K YSI
Prowers 127 132 5 64| 104 0,62 6,9 92| 0,75 98 158 0,62
Yumar 124 130 6 56 89| 0,63 7.4 9,6 0,78 103 192 0,54
Prairie Red 121 128 7 59 85| 0,69 7,2 8,7 0,82 118 186 0,63
Cougar 127 132 5 62| 105 0,59 84| 11,1 0,76 84 150 0,56
Wesley 127 133 6 55 85| 0,64 7,1 93] 0,76 109 166 0,66
Wahoo 128 133 5 55 89| 0,61 81| 10,0 0,82 105 179 0,59
Nu Sky 132 136 4 55 100 0,55 7,0 93| 0,75 77 161 0,48
Jerry 129 134 5 61 104 0,58 7,1 9,1] 0,78 80 138 0,58
Harry 128 134 6 54 871 0,62 7.8 94| 082 76 148 0,51
Yantar 127 132 5 60 871 0,69 83| 10,2 0,81 72 128 0,56
Bezostaya 1 127 132 5 66 99 0,67 7,5 9,81 0,77 76 126 0,60
Dobrudzhanka 127 133 6 61 90| 0,68 7.4 92| 0,80 77 126 0,61
iszf;‘; 127 132 5| 59| 94| 063 75| 96| 079 89| 155 058
LSD 5% 1,2 0,9 5 5 0,4 0,5 12 19
LSD 1% 1,6 1,2 7 7 0,5 0,7 16 25
LSD 0,1% 2,1 1,6 9 9 0,7 0,9 21 33
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Tabmuua 3 (mpoabIKeHue).
Table 3. (continuation).

Copt bpoii 3ppHa Maca Ha Maca Ha 3bpHOTO JT00uB 3bpHO
Cultivar B KJlac 1000 3bpHa (g) or 1 kac (g) or euH pex (g)
Number of grains 1000 kernel Grain weight Grain yield
er spike eight (g) per spike (g) per row (g)

C K| YSI C K| YSI C K| YSI C K YSI| MSTI
Prowers 18 30( 0,60| 27,6 37,8 0,73 0,50 1,14 043] 50,3 1779 0,28 0,26
Yumar 22 29| 0,74 26,4 34,7 0,76 0,571 1,01 0,56| 59,9 192,1 0,30 0,50
Prairie Red 18 26( 0,72 28,8 384 0,75 0,531 0,98 0,54| 64,7 181,5 0,35 0,60
Cougar 19 32( 0,60 32,9 39,9 0,82 0,62 1,28 048] 55,1 186,8 0,29 0,37
Wesley 15 26( 0,60 27,9 34,6( 0,81 0,431 0,90| 048] 48,7 145,3 0,33 0,20
Wahoo 18 34( 0,54 28,9 32,8 0,88 0,52 1,10| 0,47]| 55,7 193,5 0,29 0,41
Nu Sky 17 31| 0,57 26,6| 30,6| 0,87 0,451 0,94 048] 36,8 152,3 0,24 0,12
Jerry 18 29 0,61 29,1 37,0 0,79 0,51 1,08| 048] 41,6 1457 0,28 0,12
Harry 21 33 0,64 27,21 36,3 0,75 0,581 1,201 0,49| 46,2 176,4| 0,26 0,20
Yantar 30 421 0,71 32,3| 42,6] 0,76 096 1,801 0,53 71,9 230,2( 0,31 1,02
Bezostaya 1 22 35( 0,64 344 47,1 0,73 0,791 1,67| 047| 62,9 207,1 0,30 0,62
Dobrudzhanka 23 32( 0,73 26,4 354 0,75 0,61 1,12 0,54| 47,6 136,1 0,35 0,18
Cpearo 200 31| 0,64 290 37.3| 0,78 059( 1,19| 050| 53.4| 1771 o030 038
Average
LSD 5% 3 4 2,3 2,6 0,12] 0,16 13,6 32,3
LSD 1% 4 5 3,1 3,5 0,16 0,21 18,1 432
LSD 0,1% 5 6 40| 4,6 0,211 0,27 23,7 56,5

Bucokara nmpoaykTuBHa OpaTMMOCT € XapaKTepHO KaueCTBO Ha MOBEYETO OT
U3CIIeIBAHUTE COPTOBE, caMo Jerry He ce pa3jinyaBa JOCTOBEPHO OT CTaHIApTUTE
o cyxoycroiunBoct. Hali-mHoTO0 Kitacose B pen ¢dopmupat Yumar u Prairie Red.
[IpaBu BneuarseHue, 4e BUCOKO OpaTsIIUTE COPTOBE MOTar Ja 3ama3saT U U3XPaHST
roJisiMa 4acT OT KJIACOBETE CH, BHIPEKH CUIHOTO 3acyllaBaHe. Hali-u3TbKkHATH B
ToBa oTHolIeHHEe ca Wesley u Prairie Red, Ha apyrus noitoc ce HaMupa KbCHUSIT
copT Nu SKy, 3ary6ui noseue ot 50 % OT Ki1acoBeTe CH, BCIEICTBUE Ha CyIlIaTa.

Bpost Ha 3bpHara B ki1ac U Macara Ha 1000 3bpHa Ha U3CIEABAHUTE COPTOBE
MMaT CPaBHUTEIIHO HUCKH CTOMHOCTH, HO MAJIKOTO Ha Opoi ApeOHH 3bpHA B Kilaca
ce U3XpaHBaT CPaBHUTENIHO J0Ope MpH CyIlla U 3ama3Bart JI0 rojsma CTereH Macara
cu, xapaktepHa noiauBanus BapuaHT (Y SI= 0.88 nmpu Wahoo). IIpogykTuBHOCTTa
Ha KJlaca Ha M3CIIeIBAHUTE COPTOBE HE € BUCOKA U € OJIM3Ka /10 MPOILyKTUBHOCTTA
Ha Kjaca Ha Hai-cmabus cranmapt JdoOpymxkanka, Ho Yumar u Prairie Red
J€MOHCTPHUPAT MHOTO 100pa CIOCOOHOCT Ja 5 ChXPaHSAT MPH 3acylllaBaHe.

Haii-Bucok npoayktuBeH mnoTeHuuan nokazBar Wahoo u Yumar, a mnpu
3acylllaBaHe ce OTKposiBaT paHo3penudar copt Prairie Red u Yumar, cienanu ot
Cougar u Wahoo. [IspBuTe 1Ba copra ce noommxasar 10 cranaapra besocras 1
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1o cBoute uHACKCH Ha ycTonuuBOCT YSI u MSTI, xoeTo ru xapakrepusupa KaTo
IIPOAYKTUBHHU IIPU Pa3IMyYHU YCIOBHS HA OTIVIEK/IaHE U HUBA Ha CTpEC.

3a 1a OpAar npocieieHn BPb3KUTE MEX/1y U3CIIeIBAHUTE MPU3HALIM U TSIXHATa
posst 3a hopMHpaHe Ha KpaitHUS pe3yTar — 1001Ba, € IPOBE/ICH aHAJIN3 Ha ITIAaBHUTE
komrnioneHntn (PCA). B ananuza ca BKJIIOUEHHM caMO COpPTOBETE OT reHooHa,
ThU KaTo CTAHJAPTUTE IOBIUSABAT CHIUIECTBEHO XapaKTepa Ha BPB3KUTE MEXIY
MIPU3HALUTE U IPOMEHSAT 00I11aTa KapTHHA Ha B3aUMO/ICIICTBHE.

[IspBuUAT m1aBeH KOMIIOHEHT 00yciaBs 38.6 % ot Bapupaneto, Bropust — 30.7
%, nBara oomo — 69.4 %, a Tperusar - 15.4 %. I'papukara (Purypa 2) mokaspa
MPU3HALUTE, KOUTO MMAT Ha-rojisiM JsJ1 3a BapUpaHETO — Macara Ha 3bpHOTO
OT €MH KJac, OT €AMH pell, OposAT Ha KJIACOBETE OT €AUH peX U MEPUOABT 0
u3kiacaBane. Hali-cmabo e pa3HooOpa3ueTro Mo OTHOLIEHME Ha BHCOUMHATa Ha
cTH0J10TO, OpOSI HA 3bpHATA B KJIAC U TAXHATA €IpHUHA.

Tabmuma 4. Koopnunatu Ha hakropure.
Table 4. Factor coordinates of the variables.

Ipusnak/Trait Bonen pexum | @axTtop 1 dakTop 2 dakTop 3
Water regime |Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3

JlHM 10 M3KacsiBaHe C -0,960354 -0,110850 -0,163087
Days to heading K -0,960616 -0,036388 -0,240214
Bucounna Ha cTHOJI0TO C 0,075156 -0,377671 0,793947
Stem height K -0,538142 -0,450997 0,517956
JIpmKMHA Ha Kjaca C 0,212275 -0,804525 -0,313699
Length of spike K -0,002505 -0,803537 -0,099231
Bpoii knacose/pen C 0,808321 0,461868 0,045886
Number of spikes / row K 0,736559 0,362334 -0,444443
Bpoii 3ppHa/kitac C 0,297608 -0,503079 -0,512307
Number of grains / spike K -0,383314 -0,700783 -0,507033
Maca na 1000 3ppHa C 0,173971 -0,664735 0,494615
1000 kernel weight K 0,424215 -0,506022 0,655448
Maca 3ppHO/KIIac C 0,360980 -0,854182 -0,122973
Grain weight per spike K -0,041714 -0,955541 0,087109
Jlo6uB 3bpHO/pen C 0,983664 -0,145026 -0,043534
Grain yield per row K 0,643165 -0,558453 -0,392261
YSI 0,835797 0,322645 0,304768
MSTY 0,956837 -0,120311 -0,135106

[IbpBusT TaBeH komnoHeHT (TaOmuua 4) oOxBaia MpU3HALM, CBbP3aHU C
TOJIEPAHTHOCTTA KbM 3acyllaBaHe U ¢ J100MBa - IEPUOJI A0 U3KIIACsABaHE, 100UB OT
pen, 6poii Ha KJIACOBETE OT Pell, U HHACKCUTE Ha yCTOWYUBOCT. BTOPUAT KOMITOHEHT
o0enMHsABAa MPOAYKTUBHOCTTA Ha Kjaca M €JIEMEHTHUTE, KOMTO 51 OOycCiaBsT —
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IbJKMHA Ha Ki1aca, Opoii 3bpHa B ki1ac 1 Maca Ha 1000 3ppHa. TpeTHsT KOMIIOHEHT
€ IIPEACTaBeH OT BUCOYMHATA HA CTHOIOTO.

Projection of the variables on the factor-plane ( 1 x 2)
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0,0}

Factor 2 : 30,74%
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Factor 1 : 38,64%
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@wurypa 2. [Ipoekius Ha PU3HAIUTE BHPXY OUIOSIpHATA pAaBHUHA.
w — ronBany; d - 3acylieHu
1. Ilepuon mo u3knacsiane; 2. BucounHa Ha cTr0510T0; 3. JIbiKKHA Ha Kiaca; bpoii ki1acoBe oT
pen; 5. bpoii 3ppHa B kiac; 6. Maca Ha 1000 3bpHa; 7. Maca Ha 3bpHOTO OT Kiiac; 8. JloOuB ot
pen; 9. YSI; 10. MSTI
Figure 2. Projection of traits on the factor plane.
d — drought, w — watered,
1. days to heading; 2. stem height; 3. length of spike; 4. number of spikes per row; 5. number of
grains per spike; 6. 1000 kernel weight; 7. weight of grains per spike; 8. grain yield per row; 9.
YSI; 10. MSTI

Pa3nonoxeHneTo Ha BEKTOPUTE HAa M3CIIEIBAHUTE PU3HALIM BbPXY OUMOJIsIpHATa
paBHuHa (Purypa 2) nokasBa, 4e Hali-CHJIHA Bpb3Ka MEX]y JABaTa BapuaHTa Ha
€IMH M CBIIM MPU3HAK MMa 3a JaraTa Ha M3KJIacsiBaHe, Opos Ha KJIaCOBETE OT
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pen u npipKuHaTa Ha kiaca. [lo oTHOIIeHWe Ha BUCOYMHATa Ha CTHOJIOTO U Opost
Ha 3bpHaTa B KJAaC COPTOBETE pearupar Mo cnenudpuyeH HauuH Ha MpOMsHATA B
CTENeHTa Ha obesneuaBaHe ¢ Boja. IIpu momuBaHe JOOMBBT Ce ONpEIEs IITaBHO
OT e/lpyHaTa Ha 3bpHaTa, a OposAT Ha KJIACOBETE U TSAXHATa MPOJYKTUBHOCT UMaT
MOYTH PAaBHOCTOWHO BIHMSIHUE BbpXY Hero. [Ipu 3acymmaBane 10OUBBT OT pell 3aBUCH
OCHOBHO OT PaHHOTO M3KJIACSIBAHE ¥ C HAMAJISBAILA CHJIA - OT OpOst Ha KJIACOBETE OT
pen, ¥ oT Macara Ha 3bpHOTO OoT Kiac. Muaekcute ISY u MSTI nemoncTpupar no-
CHUJIHA Bpb3Ka C 0OMBaA IPH CyIlla, OTKOJIKOTO C 100MBa MpU MOJIUBaHe. MIHAEKCHT
ISY e pasnonoxken Hail-61130 10 Opost HA KJIACOBETE OT PeA M MMa OTPHUIIATENIHA
KOpeJalys ¢ BUCOUYMHATA Ha CTHOJIOTO U Nepuoja A0 U3KiacsaBaHe. Bekropure Ha
MSTI u Ha 1o6uBa Tpy 3acylIaBaHe MOYTH CE MPEMOKPUBAT.

Projection of the cases on the factor-plane ( 1 x 2)
Cases with sum of cosine square >= 0,00
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P-Prowers, Yu-Yumar, PR-Praire Red, We-Wesley, C-Cougar, Wa-Wahoo, NS-NuSky, J-Jerry u
H-Harry
@urypa 3. [Ipoekius Ha COpTOBETE BbPXY OUIOJIIpHATA paBHUHA.
Figure 3. Projection of varieties on the factor plane.

PasnonoxxeHneTo Ha coproBeTe BbpXy OumossgspHara paBHuHa (Purypa 3)
MoKa3Ba HaW-POAYKTHUBHUTE OT Tix - Praire Red, Yumar u Wahoo. Haii-
pano3penusT copt Praire Red, cienBan or Yumar, neMoHCTpUpa M BUCOKaTa
CH NpOAYKTHBHA OparuMocT u cyxoyctoiiunBocT. Coproere Cougar u Wahoo
ce HamHpa B 30HaTa Ha MPOAYKTUBHUS Kiac. Wesley dhopmupa MHOTO KiacoBe
cbC ciaba mpoaykTuBHOCT, a Harry ce xapakrtepusupa ¢ Maiko Ha Opoil, HO
¢ OTHOcHUTENIHO Jo0pa mpoayktuBHOCT kiacoBe. Coptr Nu SKy moka3Ba HHUCKa
MPOIYKTUBHOCT U CYyXOyCTOWYMBOCT B YCIIOBHUSTA HA TO3U OIUT.
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Yemoiiuusocm kvm nHucku ompuyamennu memnepamypu.

JMCepCUOHHUAT aHaIU3 Ha JAHHUTE MO CTYI0YCTOWYMBOCT MOKa3Ba BUCOKO
JIOCTOBEPHHU PA3JIUKHU MEK1y TEHOTUITOBETE Y TOJMHUTE HA U3IIUTBAHE. YCTAHOBSIBA
ce M J0Ka3aHO B3aMMOJICHCTBHE MEXIy JBaTa (hakropa.

Tabmuma 5. JIBydakropeH AUCIIEPCUOHEH aHAIA3 HA PE3YJITATUTE OT

3aMpa3siBaHCTO.
Table 5. Analysis of variances.
Source of Variation SS df MS F P-value Fcrit
I'enotunose/Genotypes 43849.0] 13| 3373.0]|44.07*** 6.77E-38| 1.808
Toguuu/Years 5425.9 3| 1808.6]23.63*** 6.34E-12| 2.686
Bsaumoneiicterue/G x Y 7184.2| 39 184.2] 2.41%**| 0.000177| 1.507
I'pemka/Error 8571.4| 112 76.5
O610/Total 65030.5| 167
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®@urypa 4. Jlenaporpama Ha CTyJOyCTOWYMBOCTTA HA U3CIIEBAHUTE COPTOBE U
CTaHJAPTHTE.
Figure 4. Tree diagram for the frost resistance of the varieties.

Henaporpamara (®Purypa 4) nokaspa, ye BCUYKU HM3CIIEBAHU COPTOBE ca OT
kareropusita Ha craHgapra besocras 1. Haii-crynoycroituuBu ca Praire Red,
Cougar u Wesley, cneasanu ot Nu SKy u Jerry. Toii kato be3ocras 1 npurtexana
BHCOKA U HAITBJIHO JOCTATh4YHA 32 HALIUTE KIIMMATUYHH yCIIOBUS CTY/10y CTOWYMBOCT,
M3IOJI3BAHETO UM B XMOpUAU3aLUATa He O MPUYMHIIO KPUTUYHO MTOHM)KaBaHEe Ha
YCTOMYMBOCTTA KbM HUCKHU TEMIIEpaTypH Mpe3 3UMara.
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Oo0cbKkaaHe

B nurteparypara ce cho01IaBaT pa3iuyHy, HOHSKOTa IPOTUBOPEYHBH JaHHHU 32
3aBHCHMMOCTTA Ha I00MBa MIPHU CyIlIa OT ONpeeNALINTE o Ipru3HaIu. Hsakoun apropu
JlaBaT NIPEAMMCTBO Ha poJisiTa Ha Opos Ha KJIaCOBETE Ha KBaIpaTeH METhp 1 Opos Ha
3ppHara B kiac (Khan et al. 2010), npyru — Ha pa3BUTHETO HA BUCOKO MPOIYKTUBHU
kjacoBe ¢ eapu 3bpHa (Duggan et al., 2000). PannoTto usknacsBane (“escape”
CTpaTerys) MOKe J1a IOMOTHE 3a M305IrBaHE Ha cTpeca MpH MO0-KbCHO HACTHIIBAHE
Ha cyIara, HO He € PeIUMCTBO MPH 3acyllaBaHe pe3 paHHaTa BereTaTuBHa ¢a3a
(Cattivelli et al., 2008).

Hamm uscnensanus Bbpxy coptose Ha /|31 —I'en. Tomeso pa3kpusar royisiMara
poJIs Ha MPSKOTO AEWCTBHE HA Macara Ha 3bPHOTO OT €IUH KJIAC U 3HAYUTEIIHO
no-ciabara — Ha Oposi Ha MPOAYKTUBHHUTE OpaTs 3a (opMupaHeTo Ha JOOHBA MPU
cyma. BucounHara Ha cTh07I0TO BIIMsIe BHPXY 100MBA Uype3 MacaTa Ha 3bPHOTO OT
KJIac, a poJsiTa Ha paHHOTO M3KJIACSIBAHE HE € CTaTUCTHUYECKH Joka3aHa (Petrova,
2003; Petrova and Penchev, 2014; Tsenov et al., 2008).

CoproBeTe, IpeIMET Ha TOBA U3CJEIBAHE CE XapaKTepu3upar cbC CBOsSITa I0-
BHCOKA ITPOAYKTHUBHA OPaTUMOCT M CTIOCOOHOCTTA MPH CYIIIA Ja 3aIMa3sT U U3XPaHAT
roJIsIMa YacT OT KJIACOBETE Ha BTOPUYHHUTE Opats. 3bpHAaTa ca mo-ApeOHH, TO-MaJIKO
Ha Opoif B Kiaca, HO MpH 3acyllaBaHe IMO-00pe chXpaHsBaT cBoATa Maca. Ilo-
PAHHOTO M3KJIACSBAHE € TOJSIMO IPEAUMCTBO IpU (POPMHUPAHETO HA 100MBA.

JloOMBBT mpH cylia Ha MPOyYBAHUTE COPTOBE 3aBUCH OCHOBHO OT PAHHOTO
U3KJIacsiBaHE U OT Opos Ha KiacoBeTe oT pea. CocoOHOCTTa Ha copTa Jia 3ama3u
IIPOAYKTUBHOCTTA cH ITpH 3acymaBaHe (Y SI) 3aBucu Hali-MHOTO OT IPOTyKTUBHATA
oparumoct. MunexcstT MSTI otpassisa moutu 1:1 noGuBa npu cymia, a Bpb3Kara My
C MPOAYKTUBHHS MTOTEHIIHAT € MOo-ciada.

N3Boau

1. Ilpu3nanure, 3acerHatu Hail-caabo OT cymara ca Ab/DKMHATA Ha Kiaca U
macara Ha 1000 3bpHa, cieBaHM OT BUCOYMHATA Ha CTHOIOTO, Opos Ha 3bpHATA
B KJIac M MPOIyKTHBHaTa OpaTMMocCT. Macara Ha 3bPHOTO OT KJjlac € HamajeHa
HAIlOJIOBHHA, a JOOMBBT OT pen npenctanisisa 30 % oT MpoayKTUBHUS MOTEHIHAI.

2. JloOUBBT NpH MOJMBAHE 3aBUCH OCHOBHO OT Macara Ha 1000 3bpHa u B
eHaKBa CTEITEH - OT Opos Ha KIACOBETE B PEJ M TAXHATA MPOLYKTUBHOCT. IIpu
cylia JOOUBBT Ce OMpeAelis Hali-Bede OT Oposi Ha KJIACOBETE OT pel U Oposi Ha
3ppHATa B KJIAc, CJIEJIBAHM OT Macara Ha 3bPHOTO OT kiac. JloOMBBT mpu cymia
KOpeJupa CUIIHO C JlaTaTa Ha W3KIIacsBaHe.

3. Haii-pano uskiacsiBar coprose Prairie Red u Yumar, Te ce xapakrepusupar
¢ 100pa IpOIyKTUBHOCT M TOJIEPAHTHOCT KbM cymia. [Ipu 3acymaBane coproBete
Prairie Red, Wesley, Yumar, Prowers, Wahoo u Cougar 3ama3Bar /10 royisiMa CTeTeH
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BHUCOKaTa CU IPOAYKTUBHA OpaTUMOCT.
4. Ilo cTynoycTOMYMBOCT BCUUKHU M3CJIEIBAHU COPTOBE Ca OT KaTeropusra Ha
crangapra be3ocras 1, K0eTo € Hal'bJIHO AOCTAaThYHO 3a YCIOBHATA HA PETUOHA.
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