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Abstract

Kosev, V. & Georgieva, N. (2018). Genotype-environment interaction and stability in
forage pea cultivars (Pisum sativum L.). Field Crops Studies, XI(1), 25-38.

A subject of the present study was an assessment of the impact of the environment con-
ditions on the productivity and stability of forage pea cultivars (Svit, Kamerton, Modus,
Glyans, Pleven 4). The experimental activity was conducted during the period 2012-2014
in IFC-Pleven. It was found significant distinctness of the cultivars regarding their genetic
identity, as well as significant influence of the genotype, environment and their interaction
on the grain yield. The influence of the factor of environment had the largest share in the
overall variation. The phenotypic stability of the cultivars was assessed with three types
of parameters — variance of Shukla (1972), parameter “Di” of Hanson (1970) and non-
parametric ones of Nassar and Huehn (1987) (Si(1), Si(2), Si(3), Si(6)), and Thennarasu
(1995) (NPi(1), NPi(2), NPi(3), NPi(4)). Cultivars Svit and Kamerton were determined as
environmentally stable and with relatively high productivity. They are suitable for growing
in a wide range of environmental conditions. Glyans was the most productive, with good
adaptive ability and responsiveness to improving cultivation conditions. As low-productive
and unstable cultivars can be characterized Modus and Pleven 4.
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BbBenenune

TBpceHeTo Ha TEHOTHIIOBE C BHUCOK M CTA0WJICH JOOMB € KIIFOUYOB ACIEKT B
CEJIEKIIMOHHUTE TPOTPaMH, IEISIIM TONTy4aBaHETO Ha HOBHM (OPMU C BHCOKA
MPOXYKTUBHOCT M TIOAXOMSIIN 32 PA3JIMYHU YCIOBHS M PAallOHM Ha OTIVICIKIAHE.
BsaumogeiicrBuero renotun x cpena (G x E) oka3Ba CHJIHO BIMSIEHHE BbPXY
MPOSIBUTE HA TPU3HAIUTE, KOETO MPAaBH M300PHT HA MOIXOJSI TEHOTHIT OIIe TO-
TpyIeH U KomIuiekceH. OneHkara Ha TOBa B3aUMOICHCTBUE MOXKE J1a C€ M3I0JI3Ba
3a WACHTU(UKAIMS TCHOTHUIIOBE C BUCOK NMPOAYKTHUBEH MOTECHIMAT U (EHOTHITHA
crtabmwiHOCT B pasimunu cpenu (Bornhofen et al., 2017).

B nHayynara nmreparypa ca ONMUCAaHM pa3IMYHH METOIM 3a ONpe/IeisiHEe Ha
CTaOWIIHOCTTA M W3CJEBaHE NMPOAYKTUBHOCTTA HA TeHOTHUNOBETe. Te3n meromu
ce pa3nuyaBaT 10 TapaMeTpHUTe 3a OIeHKa Ha (peHOoTMIHAaTa CTA0MIHOCT M
MHTEPIpETAHATA Ha CTATUCTHYECKUTE TaHHU. [10100H TpoyYBaHus1, CpaBHSIBAIIN
pas3IMyHd METOAM, ca ocbhluecTBeHHM mpu mueHuna (Bornhofen et al., 2017),
napesuia (Cargnelutti Filho et al., 2009), dacyn (Pereira et al., 2009), cost (Polizel et
al.,2013) u ap. Cper OCHOBHUTE METO/IM, U3MOI3BAHU 3a OLIEHKA Ha CTAOMIIHOCTTA,
ca HermpoMeHmBHTe mapamerpuanu monenu (Wricke, 1965; Eberhart and Russell,
1966), MHOrOBapraHTHU NapameTpudHu Mozaenu (Zobel et al., 1988; Binns, 1988)
u cmecenu mojenu (Resende, 2006).

deHoTHITHATA CTAOMIIHOCT MOXeE Jla ObJie pa3/ieieHa Ha J[Ba OCHOBHU THIIA —
CTAOMIIHOCT B OMOJIOTUYEH U arPOHOMHUYECH CMUCHJI. CTAaOMIIHOCTTA B OMOJIOTHIHUS
(craTMuYeH) CMHCBJI C€ OTHACS J0 CIIOCOOHOCTTa Ha TEHOTUITUTE Ja TOAIbPIKAT
MIOCTOSTHHO TIPOM3BOACTBO B PAa3lMYHU CPEI, C HUCKA BapHaIlUs MEXKIy TiX,
T.€. TpOSIBSIBAliKU ,,xomeocrasza“. CTabmiIHOCTTa B arpOHOMUYHHUS (JMHAMHYEH)
CMHCBJI TIOKa3Ba, Y€ TEHOTHITBT pearupa MOJOKHUTEIHO Ha IMOnoOpeHusTa B
enaOKIIMMaTHYHNATE YCIOBUS HA OKOJTHATA Cpesia C TPOSIBH HaJl CPETHOTO HUBO B
pas3nuyHu eKoJoTuYHU ycioBus (Sabaghnia et al., 2015).

Karo ,,moBeneHne” Ha pacTUTEIHHSI OPraHW3bM (PEHOTHIHATA CTAOMIIHOCT
OTIPEJICNIEH0 WMa CBIINECTBEHO 3HAYEHHE 3a IPOU3BOJICTBOTO M TPAKTHKATA.
BaxxHo 3a ceneknumoHepUTe € Ja mpuiarar MOAXOISIIN METOAU, OOBBP3BAIU
cTabMIIHOCTTa Ha 00pa3IMTe C BUCOKA MPOAYKTUBHOCT. Cpell pa3IniHUTE METO/H,
mpoxo npunoxxkenue Hamupa GGE biplot ananu3a, no3BosisBall 1a ce aHaIu3upar
TeHOTHUIIOBETE, KaTO C€ MMa MPEBHJI CPeTHATA UM IPOTYKTUBHOCT M CTA0MITHOCTTA
Ha npu3Haka. KomOnHanmsaTa OT Te3H J1BE MOHATHS PU ONPEACTICHH CTOHHOCTH ce
nedunnpa xaro ,,uneanex renorun’ (Yan et al., 2007; Yan, 2016). Muoro aBropu
M3II0JI3BaT KOPENAIMOHeH aHAJIM3 32 CPaBHIBAHE Ha PE3YJTaTUTE, MOTYYCHU TPH
pa3nuYHATE METOMU. Ta3u METOMOJIOTHS 32 CpaBHEHHE CE€ OCHOBAaBa Ha PAHTOBE.
He e u3BecTHO M € MUCKYCHOHHO 00ade, aid MpHUIaraHuTe METOIU OCUTYpPSBAT
MOCJIEIOBATENICH PE3YJITaT MPU PA3IMIHK ToANHN Ha n3cnensanusara (Milioli et al.,
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2018).
Llenta Ha TMPOyYBAaHETO € OLEHKA HAa (PEHOTHIHATA CTAOWIHOCT Ha COPTOBE
(dypakeH rpax 1Mo KOMIUIEKC OT IapaMeTpy 10 OTHOIICHHUE Ha JIOOWB HA 3bPHO.

MaTepna.]m H METOOH

ExcnepumMenTanHara AeHHOCT € ocbhlmecTBeHa B MHcTHTYT 1O (pyparkHUTE
kyatypu — Ilnesen, npes nepuona 2012-2014 r. [Ipoyuenu ca 5 copra nposiereH
dypaxen rpax - Csurt, Kamepron, Monyc, [nsHe (¢ mpousxonm VYkpaiiHa) u
ObsrapckusT copt I[lneBen 4. M3momsBaH € paHIOMHU3UpaH OJOKOB METOJ, B
TPHUKpaTHA TIOBTOPHOCT Ha Bapuantute. Ceutbara e ppuHa, ¢ HopMma 120 cemena
Ha m?. PacTeHusiTa ca OTIIekKIaHH B YCJIOBHUS Ha OWOJIOTMYHO MPOHM3BOJICTBO,
0e3 M3MmoI3BaHe Ha TOPOBE U NMECTHUUIN. JJOOMBBT Ha 3bPHO € OTYETEH BB (paza
TEXHUYECKa 3PEIIOCT.

3a crarucTryecka oOpaboTKa Ha TaHHHUTE € MPUIIOKEH aHaJIN3 Ha BapuaHca, 3a
ycraHoBsiBaHe e(ektute Ha reHotunosete (coprosere) (G), cpenute (E) (rommam)
1 B3aumojencTeuetro renotun X cpena (G x E). M3non3Ban € KIIbCTEpEH aHAIU3
3a TpynupaHe Ha COPTOBETE 1Mo reHeTHYHo cxoncTBo (Ward, 1963). Karo mspka 3a
OT/IaJICYCHOCT € U3IOJI3BAHO EBKIIMIOBO Pa3CTOSHUE.

denotunHaTa CTaOMIIHOCT HAa TEHOTUIIOBETE 10 TMpPU3HAKa JTO0OWB Ha 3BPHO €
OLICHEHA IO CJIIHUTE MapaMeTpu — BapuaHceH (62) Ha Shukla (1972), napameTsp
“D nma Hanson (1970) u menmapamerpuunu (S, S©@, SO, S©) na Nassar u
Huehn (1987) u (NP", NP®, NP, NP ) ma Thennarasu (1995). Hanson (1970)
U3M0JI3Ba TlapaMeTbpa “D.“, cropes KoWTo TeHOTUIIOBETE ¢ Hal-HUCKH CTOMHOCTH
Ha “D. ca exomornyno CTaOMIHMU, a TE3U C HAN-BUCOKH CTOMHOCTH Ca CHOTBETHO
Hail-Hectabuaau. Nassar u Huehn (1987) mpemnarar yetupu HemapameTpHUuHU
n3MepBaHus Ha penoTumHara ctadbunHoct: (1) karo Si(1) e cpeqHara CTOWHOCT Ha
aOCOIOTHUTE PAaHTOBH pa3IMYMsl Ha TEHOTUIIA B N-Ta cpena, (2) Si(2) e pasnukara
Mmexry penutute, (3) Si(3) u (4) Si(6) ca cymara oT aOCOTIOTHUTE OTKIOHEHUS U
cymara OT KBaJpaTUTe Ha PEIUIMTE 32 BCEKH T€HOTHUI CIIPSIMO CpelHaTa CTOMHOCT
Ha peaunute. Thennarasu (1995) npeqara HemapaMeTpUIHN CTATUCTHYECKH JAHHH
NPi (1), NPi (2), NPi (3) u NPi (4) Bb3 0CHOBa Ha KOPUTHPAHUTE CPETHH CTOMHOCTH
Ha TEHOTHUIIOBETE TI0 CHOTBETHHUTE MPHU3HALM KAaTO OHE3H, YUATO MO3HIHUS CIIPSIMO
OCTaHAJINTE OCTaHa HEIIPOMEHEHA B HA0Op OT Cpelu, ce OLCHSBAT KaTO CTaOMIIHU.
JlanHuTe ca 00pabOTeHN CTAaTUCTUYECKH upe3 mporpaMuus mpoxykt PBSTAT 1.2
for Windows.

Pe3yararu u 00cbxIaHe

JHucnepcuonen ananus
deHoTUITHATA CTAOMIIHOCT 110 BAYKHHM CTONAHCKHU MPHU3HAIM KaTo TOOUB 3bPHO
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€ OT CHIIECTBEHO 3HAYCHHE MPU OLIEHKA HAa PACTUTENHH 0Opa3iy. YcIoBHATa Ha
TOIMHHUTE Ca HEMPEJABUIUMH M BIUSAT B TOJSIMa CTENEH BbPXY KOJIHMUECTBEHOTO
U3paKeHHe Ha TNpu3HaKa. B ycloBHsATa Ha HACTOAIIMSA EKCIEPUMEHT cpeaara
oka3Ba chliecTBeHO BiusHUE (62.09%) BBpXy (EHOTHITHOTO NTPOSIBICHHE Ha
W3CIeBaHMs TOKa3zaTen. Pesynrature OT AMCHEPCHOHHUS aHAIW3 Ha J100WBa
noteepkaaBar (Tabmuna 1) pa3nuuusaTa B yCIOBUATA MO TOAWHU. BIUsSHUETO Ha
TeHOTHIIOBETE € JOKa3aHo, HO MMo-ciiabo m3pazeHo (21.30%) B cpaBHEHHUE ¢ TOBA HA
TOIMHHTE. YCTAHOBSBA C€ U JJOCTOBEPHO BIMSHUE HA B3aUMOJCHCTBUETO TEHOTHUI
x cpena (16.61%), koeTo Hajara HEOOXOMUMOCTTA OT TO-ACTAWJIEH aHAIM3 Ha
HaOmonaBanoTo B3aumopeiicTeue. [lomOpanure coproBe pearmpar 1Mo pasinyueH
HauuMH Ha NIpoMsiHa Ha ycinoBusAta Ha cpenara (durypa 1) m tasm peakuus e
KOHKPETHA 32 BCEKH €JMH OT TSIX.

Ta6muua 1. KomOunupana ,,Anova” ¢ ,,AMMI” aHanu3 1o oTHOIIEHUE HA TOOWB
3bpHO Mpu copToBe rpax (2012 - 2014)
Table 1.Combined Anova with AMMI analysis for pea grain yield (2012 - 2014)

Source of variation | Df | Sum of squares |% from total| Mean Square | F value | Pr (>F)
ENV 2 123348 62.09 61674%** 66.1 8.184E®

REP(ENV) 6 5598 933 1.57 0.1995

GEN 4 42309 21.30 10577** 2.56 0.1199
ENV:GEN 8 33018 16.61 4127%%* 6.94 9.812E®

PCl1 5 30771 6154%** 10.34 2.2E'S

PC2 3 2247 749 1.26 0.3104

Residuals 24 14278 595

Significance: ***0.001; **0.01

AHanu3 nHa ekonocuyHama cmMaduIHOCm

Upe3 wu3MNOJI3BAaHUTE B M3CIEIABAHETO MOJEIM CE€ OIpPENeIsT OCHOBHO
TFeHOTUIIOBE, KOMTO HMaT JUHaMH4YHa (arpoHoMuyecka) crtadbunHoct. Ilpu
JMHAMUYHATA CTAOMIHOCT TEHOTHUITHT CE MMPOMEHS 10 MPEIBUANM HAYMH B ITHPOK
JIMarna3oH OT YCJIOBUS Ha OKOJHAaTa cpena. [Ipu TakaBa cTaOMIIHOCT HE c€ U3UCKBA
TeHOTUITHHUST OTTOBOP KBbM YCJIOBHATA HA cpeiara a Ob/ie eIHaKbB MPH BCUYKH
reHotunoBe. CTaOMIIHUTE TEHOTUTIOBE CIIOPE Ta3u KOHLIEMIIHS Ca IMO-OT3UBUYUBU
KBM ITOIOOpEHUTE yCIOBHUS Ha OKOHATa cpena. [Ipu crarnyHara (OMojoruvHara)
CTaOMIIHOCT CBHCTOSIHHETO Ha T€HOTHIIA OCTaBa HEMPOMEHEHO, HE3aBUCHMO OT
YCIIOBHSITA HA OKOJIHATA CPeJla U TIOKa3Ba MOCTOSIHHO JCHCTBUE BB BCUUKU CPEIH.
B Tasu koHmenmms 3a CTaOMIHOCT, CTAaOWIIHUTE T€HOTHIIOBE HE OTTOBApAT IO-
n00pe Ha TO0OpEHNTE YCIOBUS Ha OKOJTHATA Cpefia, MOpaan KOeTo 3a CTAOUITHUTE
TEHOTHUIIOBE CIOPE] Te3U MapaMeTpH Ce MPErnopbhuBaT MECTa, KbJIETO YCIOBUATA
Ha OTIVIC)KJaHE ca HeOIaronpuaTHU. Ta3u KOHIENIHS 32 CTA0MITHOCT € TTOJIe3Ha 3a
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Ka4eCTBCHH MPU3HAIN, YCTOWYMBOCT HA OMOTHYHU CTPECOBU (DaKTOPH.

1-2012;2 - 2013,3 -2014
@urypa 1. ,,GXE heatmap” kapra Ha TEeHETHYHOTO CXOACTBO Ha
IIPOYYBAHUTE COPTOBE Ipax
Figure 1. GXE heatmap

Tabnuma 2. [TapameTpu Ha CTAOMITHOCT 1O OTHOIIEHHE HA 100MBa 3bPHO NPU
COpTOBE rpax
Table 2. Stability parameters for pea grain yield
Genotype] Y, [ D, [StabVar| YS. [S®[S@[s®]S®[TOP[NPO[NP@]NPO]NP®
Glyans |271.33]90.79| 734.74 | 8.00+ [2.00|2.33]0.00|0.00(3.00| 1.00 | 1.00 | 1.25 | 2.00
Svit  [247.89]90.68| -762.33 | 5.00+ [1.33]1.00]0.00[0.00{3.00| 0.67 | 0.33 | 0.41 | 0.67
Kamerton|231.56|90.68| 968.33 | 4.00+ |2.00[3.00|0.18]0.36|1.00| 1.00 | 0.25 | 0.39 | 0.55
Modus |215.67|94.67| 834.52 | 1.00 [2.00/2.33]0.50]0.50[1.00] 1.00 ] 0.25] 0.31 | 0.50
Pleven 4 [180.33|93.51|18861.07|-10.00]2.67|5.33[0.62]|0.62]1.00| 1.33 | 0.27 | 0.44 | 0.62
Y,: Mean response; YS.: yield and stability index of Kang (1993);*+: selected genotypes having
YSi>mean of 1.6; D,: genotypic stability parameter of Hanson (1970); StabVar: stability variance
(0%) of Shukla (1972); S, S, S®, S ©: nonparametric stability parameters of Nassar and Huehn
(1987); TOP: Fox‘s TOP - number of sites at which the genotype occurred in the top third of the
ranks; NP, NP.®, NP ®, NP ¥: nonparametric stability parameters of Thennarasu (1995)

Wznonspanute ™eromu (Tabmuiia 2) maBaT BB3MOXKHOCT 3a OICHKAa Ha
eKOJIOTMYHATa CTAaOMITHOCT Ha COPTOBETE W Ca MPHWIOKHUMHU TPH YCIOBUE, Ue
€ CTaTHUCTHYECKH JOCTOBEPHO B3aMMOJCHCTBHETO TeHOTHN X cpema. Mnean
32 CKOJIOTMYHO CTAaOWJIEH COPT € TO3W, YUUTO CTOMHOCTH Ha TapaMETpPHUTe Ha
CTAOMJITHOCT Ca TIO-HUCKHU M HEMIPOMEHSIIIHN ce ChiecTBeHO paHTroBe (Tabmuma 3),
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a IPOAYKTHBHOCTTA UM € BUCOKA. 3a U3CJICBAHUS MIEPUOJ] ChIIACHO KPUTECPUUTE
3a crabuinHocT Ha Thennarasu (1995) u Hanson (1970) coproere Cur (NPi(1)=
0.67; NPi(2) =0.33; NPi(3) = 0.67; NPi(4) = 0.41; Di=90.68) u Kamepron (NPi(1)=
1.00; NPi(2) = 0.25; NPi(3) = 0.39; NPi(4)=0.55; Di=90.68) ce mposBsiBaT Karo
CKOJIOTHYHO CTaOWJIHM ¥ CPaBHHUTEIHO BHCOKONMPOMYKTUBHH. OIeHKaTa Ha
COPTOBETE IO MpU3HAKa JOOMB Ha 3bPHO 4Ype3 MapaMeTpUTe Ha CTAOMIHOCT
onpenenss CBUT Karo Hail-OMM3bK 110 Haeana 3a copT. M3BecTHa KoieOnIuBOCT
OTHOCHO IIACTUYHOCTTA TposiBsiBa [JISTHC, KOMTO MO M3MOJI3BaHUTE KPUTCPHU
Ha crabmwrtnoctTa (NPi(1)= 1.00; NPi(2) = 1.00; NPi(3) = 1.25; NPi(4) = 2.00;
Di=90.79) ce nobmmxkasa o copt Kamepron. Copt Momyc u ocobeno [Tnesen 4 ce
XapaKTepU3Upar ¢ HUCKO HUBO Ha €KOJIOTMYHA CTA0MIHOCT U CJ1a0a MPOIYKTHBHOCT
Ha 3bPHO.

Ta6nuia 3. PanroBe Ha cTaOMITHOCT IO OTHOLICHUE HA JOOMBA 3bPHO MPH
COpPTOBE Tpax
Table 3. Stability ranks for pea grain yield

Genotype | Y, S\EZ]; YS, | S® | 8@ | @ | S© | TOP| NP | NP® | NP® | NP
Glyans |1.00|2.00 | 1.00 | 3.00 | 2.50 | 1.50 | 1.50 | 1.50 | 3.00 | 5.00 | 5.00 | 5.00
Svit  [2.00]1.00 |2.00|1.00]1.00 | 1.50 ] 1.50 | 1.50 | 1.00 | 4.00 | 3.00 | 4.00
Kamerton | 3.00 | 4.00 | 3.00 | 3.00 | 4.00 | 3.00 | 3.00 | 4.00 | 3.00 | 1.50 | 2.00 | 2.00
Modus |4.00 | 3.00 {4.00] 3.00 [ 2.50 | 4.00 | 4.00 [ 4.00 | 3.00 | 1.50 | 1.00 | 1.00
Pleven 4 | 5.00 | 5.00 [ 5.00 | 5.00 | 5.00 | 5.00 | 5.00 | 4.00 | 5.00 | 3.00 | 4.00 | 3.00
Y,;: Mean response; StabVar: stability variance (c”) of Shukla (1972); YS: yield and stability
index of Kang (1993); S, S®, S®, S ©: nonparametric stability parameters of Nassar and Huehn
(1987); TOP - number of sites at which the genotype occurred in the top third of the ranks; NP (",
NP, NP, NP : nonparametric stability parameters of Thennarasu (1995)

GGE biplot ananus

Cnopen GGE biplot meTona, naeasieH reHOTUI € TO3U, KOUTO ce XapaKTepu3upa
C BUCOK CpeJieH IOOWB 1 BUCOKA CTaOMITHOCT. TO3H METOJI € IMPUIIOKUM HE3aBHCHMO
OT Opost Ha TEHOTHUIIOBETE, BKIIIOYCHU B aHAJN3a, M CE CUUTA 3a HAJIEK/ICH KOTaTo
Ce M3IOJI3BAT JIaHHM, BKIIFOYBAIIM HUCKO- M BUCOKONPOAYKTUBHHU T€HOTHIIOBE. B
HacTosIIMsT Mojienl Ha aHanmza (Purypa 2) ca mMpeacTaBeHH CaMoO JiBa OCHOBHHU
komrioHeHTa (PC1 u PC2), karo 1o To3u Ha4MH B Hali-rojsiMa CTEIeH ce oguepTaBar
3aKOHOMEPHOCTHUTE B IMOBEIEHUETO HA BAPHAHTHUTE M CE OTCTPAHSIBAT HEHYXKHHUTE
nanau. Koraro ¢axrtopure, Ha KOUTO MOXKE Ja ObAE paslpenesieHO BapupaHETO
ca TIOBeYEe OT JIBa, BIMSHUETO UM BBPXY JQJCHUS MPU3HAK € HEITMHEWHO, KOETO
O3Ha4aBa, 4e MpPU TPOMsHA Ha YCIOBHATA 3a (OpMHpaHE HA TMPHU3HAKA YacT OT
COPTOBETE MOXKE /1a HE pearnupar IMOJIOKUTEITHO HITH J1a IPOMEHSIT CBOMTE CTOMHOCTH

B o6paTHa Ha YCJIOBHATA ITOCOKA.
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Figure 2. GGE biplot: which-won-where
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CpaBHsIBaHE HAa TEHOTUIIOBETE C ,,WJICAICH ' TEHOTHUI
Figure 3. GGE biplot: mean, stability, and ideal genotype
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[IpMHUMIIHUAT KOMIIOHEHTEH aHAJINU3, U3BbPIICH 3a TPUTE cpelu (TOAMHM) Ha
OTIIeXKaHE TMOKa3BaT, uye MbpBUTE OCHOBHM KommoHeHTa PC ompexnenar 98.0%
OT 00ILIOTO BapupaHe Ha MPU3HAKA B pe3yJATaT HAa B3aUMOJCHCTBUETO I'€HOTHII
x cpena. [IspBusT xommoHeHT obscHsiBa 88.30%, a Bropust — 10.40% ot ToBa
B3aumozeiicteue. CopToBere, KOMTO HMMaT Mo-BUCOKM croiiHOocTH Ha PCl ce
XapaKTepU3UpaT C 0-BUCOKA IPOAYKTUBHOCT. Criope] pa3rosioKEHUETO CH CIIPSIMO
PC2 (opnuHatHara oc), TeHOTHIIOBETE C IO-HIUCKH CTOMHOCTH IPOSIBSIBAT MO-100pa
¢denorunHa crabmiHoct. OT Ipyra cTpaHa, TeHOTHIIOBETE, PA3IOJIOKEHU B TIO-
OTJAQJICYEHUTE KOHLEHTPUUHU KPBIOBE, IIPOSBSABAT SICHO M3pa3eHa HECTaOUIHOCT
Ha 7J00uBa. B TO3M CMHMCBI, MECTONOJOXKEHMETO Ha coproBeTe Moayc u
[IneBen 4 ru npeacraBsi KaTo HECTAOWIHU U HUCKONpoaykTuBHU (Durypa 3). B
npotuBoBec, CBUT 1 KamMepToH KaTo pa3moioKeHW B MO-OJM3KUTE A0 LIEHThpa
KOHIICHTPUYHU KPBIoBe ca U Ha-cTaOmiHu. Criope]] OMydeHUTE pe3yITaTu Hak-
BHUCOKOIIPOAYKTUBHUAT COPT ITISIHC mpuTexkaBa OIpeneieHa OT3UBYMBOCT KbM
YCIIOBHSITA HA Cpe/iaTa | 10 OTHOIICHHE Ha CTa0MITHOCTTA Ha TOOMBa 3aeMa TpeTa
MO3ULUSL.

Kopenayuonen ananus

3a mogo0psiBaHE HAa COPTOBETE B XOJa HA CEIEKIIMOHHMS MPOIEC, KAKTO U 32
TSXHOTO YCIEITHO paiioHNpaHe B KOHKPETHH YCIOBUS Ha CpeaTa, € HeOOXOIMMO /1a
ce MO3HABAT KOPEJIAUUTE MEXKAY MPU3HAKA U TAPAMETPHUTE Ha B3aUMOACHCTBUETO
TeHOTHUI X cpefa. B ycioBusiTa Ha HACTOSAIIOTO MPOYYBaHE CE YCTAaHOBSBAT BUCOKH,
HO HemoctoBepHu Kopenanuute (Tabmuma 4) mexmy TOP (r=0.87), StabVar
(r=0.80), Si(1), Si(2), NPi(1) (r=0.67) u (heHOTHITHOTO MPOSIBIICHUE HA MPU3HAKA,
KOETO 03HAYaBa, 4e CEJICKIIMOHHOTO Mo00psiBaHe TI0 OTHOIICHUE Ha T00MBa MOXKE
71a TOBeZIE 110 TIOHM)KaBaHEe Ha HeroBaTa CTaOMITHOCT.

Huckara 1 HemocToBepHa Kopenanus MexTy HuBara Ha mapamerpute NPi(3)
(r=-0.70), NPi(1) (r=-0.67) u NPi(2) (r=-0.40) e oTpakeHHWE HA HAITHYUETO
Ha HEJIMHEMHO B3aMMOJCHCTBHME MEXKIy COpTa W Cpenara IO OTHOLIEHHWE Ha
nobusa. ToBa e mpenmocraBka 3a HIEHTH(UIMpaHE HA TEHOTHIIOBE C BHCOKA
MPOIYKTUBHOCT U CPEAHA CTaOWIIHOCT, U OOpaTHO — Ha MO-HUCKOMPOIYKTUBHU
U C BHUCOKa crabmiHOCT. HeratumBHara kopenanus Ha J0OMBa C T€3W HapaMeTpu
MOTBBPIK/IaBa OTHOBO JAHHUTE 32 MOHIKAaBaHE CTAOMIIHOCTTA Ha JIaJIeH TeHOTHII,
aKo TOU Ce XapaKTepu3upa C BUCOKH CTOMHOCTH Ha JI0OUBA.

[Tonmokurennata kopenamusi 1o otHomeHue Ha Si(6) (r=0.97) mnokassa
NPaBOJIMHECH THUI HA pEakiys Ha TEHOTWNAa B TIOCOKAa Ha IMOBHINABAHE HA
CTaOMIIHOCTTAa TIPU COPT C TEHETUYHO BUCOK MPOAYKTHBEH NOTeHUHWaN. [lpu
napameTbpa Y Si(r=0.99), 1ocToBepHO BUCOKATATIOIOKUTETHA KOPEIalis 03HAYaBa,
Ye € HAITBJIHO Bh3MOXKHO J]a C€ YCTAHOBSIT COPTOBE C BUCOK JOOHMB U JJOCTATHYHO
BHCOKA CTa0MIIHOCT B PA3JIMYHU YCIIOBHS Ha cpeaara. Bucokwrte W IOCTOBEpHU
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kopenarmu Ha Y Si (kakTo 1 Ha mapameTrpure Si(3) u Si(6)) ¢ moapexaanHe 1mo cpeaHa
aputmetnuHa cropen Kang (1993), ce npmxar Ha KOMIPOMHUCA KOWTO TO3U aBTOP
MpaBy 10 OTHOIIEHUE HAa CTAOWIHOCTTA Ha jaajeH copT. [lpu ToBa moapexnane
3HAYUTEITHO MMO-TOJIsIMA € TEKECTTa Ha HUBOTO Ha MPH3HAKA OTKOJIIKOTO HUBOTO HA
HeroBata cTabmiIHOCT. To3u Moaxo/ uaeHTH(UIIIpPa COPTOBETE C BUCOK TOOUB, HO
0e3 J1a ce OTYMTa CEPUO3HO TAXHATA CTAOMIIHOCT.

Tabnuua 4. Kopenaunonnu koepuuuenty Ha Spearman (2009) mexy
METOJIUTE 3a OIIEHKA Ha JOOMBA U CTAOMIIHOCTTA
Table 4. Spearman’s correlation coeffcients between evaluation methods of
grain yield and stability

Y. D. S\';ab YS. | S® | S® [ S® | S©® | TOP NP | NP® | NP.®
1 1 ar 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

D, 0.50
StabVar| 0.80 | 0.20
YS, [0.99%* 0.50 | 0.80
S® 1 0.67 |0.45]0.89%| 0.67
S® 1 0.67 |0.10 |0.97** 0.67 |0.92*
S® 10.97** 0.56 | 0.87 [0.97**| 0.80 | 0.76
S© 10.97** 0.56 | 0.87 [0.97**| 0.80 | 0.76 [0.99**
TOP | 0.87 [0.29] 0.87 | 0.87 | 0.65 | 0.74 | 0.89* |0.89*
NP | 0.67 |0.45]0.89* | 0.67 |0.99**0.92*| 0.80 | 0.80 | 0.65
NP® |-0.67 [-0.10| -0.56 | -0.67 | -0.23 |-0.39 | -0.63 |-0.63|-0.89*| -0.23
NP® |-0.40 |-0.10{ -0.10 [ -0.40 | 0.22 [ 0.10 | -0.31 [-0.31|-0.58 | 0.22 | 0.87

NPi(“) -0.70 1-0.30] -0.50 | -0.70 | -0.22 |-0.31 | -0.67 |-0.67| -0.87 | -0.22 [0.97**| 0.90*
Y,: Mean response; StabVar: stability variance (c°) of Shukla (1972); YS.: yield and stability

index of Kang (1993); S, S®, S ®, S ©: nonparametric stability parameters of Nassar and Huehn

(1987); TOP - number of sites at which the genotype occurred in the top third of the ranks; NP,

NP @, NP ®, NP 9: nonparametric stability parameters of Thennarasu (1995)

***p<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05

AHanoruyHa KaTo CTOMHOCT € KopejanusiTa MeXIy Ao0uBa Ha 3bPHO U
napamerspa Si(3) (r=0.97). Bucokara cTaOMIHOCT Ha TE€HOTHINA C€ H3pa3siBa
ype3 HUCKara CTOMHOCT Ha mapamMeTbhpa. YCTAHOBEHUTE BHUCOKHM CTOMHOCTH Ha
KOpeTallMOHHUS KOC(PUIUMEHT MEXIy HSKOM OT IapaMeTpUTe Karo Harmpumep
StabVar na Shukla (1972) ¢ Si(1) (r = 0.89), Si(2) (r = 0.97) na Nassar u Huehn
(1987) m NPi(1) (r = 0.89) na Thennarasu (1995) naBar ocHOBaHUE Ja c€ CUUTA, Ue
T€ TIOKa3BaT MOJO0HU acleKTH Ha CTAOMIIHOCTTA.
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Knvcmepen ananus

3amno-aeraiiaHa OleHKa U U3SICHSIBAHE BPB3KUTE MKy Pa3IMUHUTE TapaMeTpH U
MIPOJYKTUBHOCTTA € N3MOI3BAH HepapXHUECH KIIbCTEPEH aHAIN3, IPU KOWTO IPYIIATE
ca OmpejesieHH Bb3 OCHOBA Ha Hal-Malkus BbTpelleH Bapuanc. KoeduuueHTsT
Ha KOpelalus € H3MOJI3BaH Karo MspKa 3a CXOACTBO MEXAYy MapaMeTpuTe.
Jlenaporpamara, WIIOCTpHpalia WepapXxuuHata KiacHU(pUKAIKs HAa METOAUTE 3a
cTabuiHocT, e npeacraBeHa Ha Purypa 4. Paznpenenenruero Ha mapaMeTpuTe € B
JIB€ OCHOBHH I'PYyIIH, KaTO IIbpBaTa Ipya BKIFOYBA HEMapaMETPUUHUTE IMapaMeTpu
Ha ctabmiHocT (NPi(2), NPi(3), NPi(4)) na Thennarasu (1995). Te3u napametpu
KOpeJIupaT OTPULIATENTHO ChC CPEAHUS TOOUB Ha 3bPHO.

1 |

NFi(3)

NPi(2)

NPi(4)
Di |
Si1)

NPi(1)

Si2)
StabVar
TOoP

¥i

YSi
Si(3)

Si(6)

ol L8] wv = w

Y,: Mean response; StabVar: stability variance (%) of Shukla (1972); YS.: yield and stability
index of Kang (1993); S, S®, S ®, S ©): nonparametric stability parameters of Nassar and
Huehn (1987); TOP - number of sites at which the genotype occurred in the top third of the
ranks; NP, NP.®, NP ®, NP : nonparametric stability parameters of Thennarasu (1995)

1-Glyans, 2-Svit; 3-Kamerton; 4-Modus; 5-Pleven 4
@urypa 4. Kapra 3a cX0ICTBO Bb3 OCHOBA Ha METO/Ia HA HENPETENIEHA CPEIHA
CTOMHOCT Ha KOe(UIIMEHTa Ha KOPEJIAIHs TI0 TBOMKH IMapaMeTpu Ha CTAOMITHOCT

Figure 4. Unweighted pair-group average correlation

Btopa ocHOBHa rpyna € mo-MHOTOOpoiHa U € (opMHUpaHa OT TPH MOATPYIIH.
CamocrosaTeTHO MSICTO B IThpBaTa MOATpYIa 3aeMa mapamerbpa Di Ha Hanson
(1970), xo#TO € OT 3HaYeHHE 3a TEHOTUIIUTE C MPOSIBEHA AUHAMUYHA CTAOUITHOCT.
Bropara noarpyma e o6pasysana ot napamerpute Si(1) na Nassar u Huehn (1987)
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u NPi(1) na Thennarasu (1995), xakto u ot Si(2) u StabVar na Shukla (1972).
[Tocnennus mapaMeTbp MOXKE 1a ObJie IOBJHSIH KAaKTO OT HUBOTO Ha JOOMBA Taka U
OT CTereHTa Ha (eHoTHIHATa cTabmiHoCT. [Ipu Tperara moarpymna ce HabIroIaBa
JOITBTHATETHO pa3nesnceHue, kato napamerpure Si(3) u Si(6) ma Nassar u Huehn
(1987) ca nHaii-0mu3ku mo-Mexay cu. B Tasu moarpyna momajgar mapameTpu ¢
BHCOKA TTOJIOKHUTETHA CTATUCTUYECKH 3HAYMMa Kopemamus ¢ 1o0uBa Ha 36pHO. Te
MOTar Jia Ce mpujiarar Mnpu reHOTUIoBe ¢ AuHaMudHa cradbunHoct (Isue u CBr).

HN3BoaM

B®3 0cHOBa Ha OCBHIECTBEHOTO MPOYYBAHE M M3BHPIICHATA OI[CHKA MOTaT J1a
Ob/1aT HaNPaBEHU CJICTHUTE U3BOIU:

1. YcraHoBsIBa ce JOCTOBEpHA pa3IMuMMOCT Ha Ipoy4BaHuTe copToBe (IsHC,
Caur. Kamepron, Mogyc u [1nieBeH 4) o OTHOILIEHHE HA TEHETUYHATA UM CBITHOCT,
KaKkTO W JIOKa3aHO BJIMSHHE HAa TCHOTHIIA, Cpelara W TSIXHOTO B3aWMOJECHCTBHE
BBbpPXY A00MBA HA 3bPHO.

2. ®denoTunHATa CTAOMIHOCT HAa COPTOBETE € OIIEHEHA C TPU BHJIA TAPAMETPH —
BapuanceH (6°) Ha Shukla(1972), mapamersp D naHanson (1970) unenapamerpuyen
Ha Nassar u Huehn (1987) (S, S®, S®, S) u na Thennarasu (1995) NP.",
NP® u NP®, NP®. Coprosere Cpur u Kamepron Morar ja 6b1ar onpeieneHu
KaTO €KOJIOTUYHO CTAaOWJIHM, ChC CPAaBHUTEIHO BHCOKA MPOJYKTUBHOCT Ha 3bPHO
U TOIXOSIIM 3a OTIIEXJaHE B INIUPOK JWANAa30H Ha EKOJOTHYHHUTE YCIOBUS.
I'nsHC € Hall-BHCOKONPOAYKTHUBEH, MpOsBsiBa 00pa aJanTHBHA CIIOCOOHOCT U
OT3UBUYMBOCT KbM IIOJ00psIBaHE Ha YCIOBUsITA Ha cpeaara, a Moayc u [1nesen 4 ce
XapaKTepu3upaT ¢ HUCKA MPOILYKTUBHOCT U HECTAOMITHOCT.

3. CeneKMOHHOTO MOAOOpsBaHE Ha MOKa3areist JOOWB HA 3bPHO B PA3IUYHU
YCIIOBHSI MOYXKE J1a JTOBEJIE 10 TOHMKaBaHE HAa HETOBATa CTA0MITHOCT.

Jlureparypa
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