Pacmenuesvonu nayxu, 2023, 60(3) Bulgarian Journal of Crop Science, 2023, 60(3)

NupexcHa cesieKUsA 32 100MB ¥ CTA0UJTHOCT NPH
CaMOOINPALICHH JIUHUM U XHOPUIU LApeBULIA

Credan Bbriauunkos, Kensizko BbiauuHkoB*
Cenckocronancka akagemusi, UHCTUTYT no napesunara — Kauexa
*E-mail: los 23@abv.bg

Pe3iome

HanpaBena e unaexcHa oleHKa Ha JOOKMBA Ha 3bPHO U cTaOMWIIHOCTTA My Ipu 11 camoonpalieHu JIMHUU U
25 napeBu4HM XuOpuan oT KbeHaTa rpyna (FAO nax 600), n3nutanu 3a 3 TOIUHY P 9 pa3nuyHU yCIOBHS Ha
cpenara. M3nosseany ca 1Ba MHAEKCa — 3a 001Ia aganTauus (X, —b.) 1 unaekc Ha crabunnoct (I). Jlucnepcuon-
HUSIT aHAJIM3 TIOKa3Ba JIOCTOBEPHH CTOMHOCTH Ha BAPUAHCUTE 32 BCHUYKHU (DAaKTOPHU — JTMHUHU, XUOPUIH, YCIIOBUS,
TAXHOTO B3ammogpercTue (GxE), KakTo 1 3a TU(epeHINpPaH BapuaHC Ha B3aNMOJCHCTBUETO HA TUHEHHA U He-
JuHeHHa yacT. Mexxy 1oO0MBa U ABaTa MHAEKCA, KAKTO M MEXAY TSIX ce HaOJII0aBaT JOCTOBEPHU KOPEIIALUH.
KirbcTep aHanu3bT ¥ paHTyBaHETO HA TEHOTUIIOBETE AaBaT MHOTO CXOAHA MH(GOPMALUS MPH KJIACHPAHETO HA
MaTepHaJuTe MO BUCOK JOOUB M (DEHOTHITHA CTAOMITHOCT.

KibcTepHHsIT aHAIN3 Ha JIMHUUTE U XUOPUANUTE CaMo TI0 IBaTa WHIEKCA MOTBBPK/IaBa HAIIPABEHUTE CEJeK-
[IUOHHU OIICHKH.

KuouoBu 1ymMmu: celeKIIMOHHH WHIEKCH; B3aUMOJICHCTBHE TE€HOTHUII X Cpe/la; JIMHUU U XUOPUIH apeBUIIA
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Abstract

An index assessment of grain yield and its stability of 11 inbred lines and 25 maize hybrids of the late group
(FAO over 600), tested for 3 years under 9 different environmental conditions was made. Two indices were used —
for general adaptation(x, —b,) and stability index (I). The performed ANOVA analysis points out significant values
of the variances for all factors — lines, hybrids, environments, their interaction (GXE), as well as for differentiated
variance of the interaction of linear and non-linear part. Significant correlations are observed between yield
and the two indices, as well as between them. The cluster analysis and ranking of genotypes give very similar
information in the rating, respectively in the grouping of the materials according to high yield and phenotypic
stability.

The cluster analysis of the lines and hybrids only by the two indices confirms the selection evaluations made.
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BBBEJAEHUWE

W3non3BaHeTo Ha CENEKIMOHHU WHACKCH MpU
Ch3JIaBAaHETO HA HOBU COPTOBE PACTEHUS MMa HS-
KOJIKO OCHOBHH LIEJIN:

- [IporHo3za Ha HOBM KadyecTBa WM CTOMHOCTH
Ha MEePCIEeKTUBHU U3TOYHUIIN HA CETICKIIHS

- YcraHOBsIBaHE HAa MaKCHMaJllHa T0J3a OT BCe-
KM BTOPUYEH WJIHM CHITBTCTBAI IPU3HAK, OOEKT Ha
CeJIeKIIMS

- Jla ce mpeaocTaBsT SICHU TMpaBuja 3a CeJekK-
IIMOHEPA MPH OIICHKA Ha MAaTEPUAJTUTE 110 HIKOJIKO
MpU3HAaKa €THOBPEMEHHO

[Ipu cenekmusTa Ha PacTEHUSITA HAW-YECTO CE€
M3n013BaT (DEHOTUITHH HWHJECKCH OT JIMHECH THII,
KOWUTO CHHTE3UpaT MH(POPMALIUS OT HAKOJIKO (Hai-
MaJIKO J[Ba) MpPU3HAKa, KaTO MEKIY TAX MOXKE Ja
nuMa 1 j1a HsaMma Bpb3ka (Céron-Rojas & Crossa et
al, 2018; Céron-Rojas & Crossa, 2022). MuaekcHa-
Ta CeJeKIHUs € MHCTPYMEHT B paboTara Ha yYeHH-
T€, KOUTO MOJKE J1a MPepadOTH TOISIMO KOJTUIECTBO
JTAHHU TIOJYYEHH B CEJEKIMOHHUS TPOIEC, KaTo
pasmupu HeroBata e()eKTUBHOCT U OOEKTUBHOCT U
Jla yBEIIMYH T0J3aTa OT HOBOCH3/1aJeHUuTe (hopmu
(Baker, 1986).

WHaekcHUTE OLIEHKH ca MHOTO Ba)KHH, KOTATO
HOBUTE KaH/MJIaT-COPTOBE HE C€ OTINYABAT 10CTO-
BEPHO OT CTaHJAPTHUTE B MpOLIEca HAa U3MUTBAHE 3a
CTONaHCKU KadecTBa. [Ipu mapeBuiara Hampumep
TaKbB € TOKAa3aTeNsT ,.performance index” (pi),
KOMTO TIPECTaBIsIBA OTHOIIIEHUE HA 3bPHEHUS JI0-
OuB KBM BIIarata B 3bpPHOTO, KOETO O3HAYaBa, 4e
IpU eTHAKBB JOOWB MPEAMMCTBO MOTy4yaBaT XHU-
OpunuTe ¢ Mo-HUCKa Biara npu npubupane (Lee et
al., 2001). Mexxny n1BaTta npu3Haka Haii-4ecTo He ce
Ha0JI0AaBaT JOCTOBEPHH KOpETIaIiH.

Nwma pa3paboTeHH MHOTO CEJIEKIIMOHHH WHJIE-
KCH, KOUTO TPETUPAT €IHOBPEMEHHO MPOAYKTHB-
HOCTTa, J00MBa M HeroBara crabuiHocT. Kang
(1991) m Kang & Phan (1991) npemmarat meTox Ha
PaHrOBUTE CyMH IIPH CENICKIIUATA HA BUCOKOJ0ONB-
HU ¥ CTaOMIJIHY TeHOTHIIOBE, KaTO Ta3U cyma € cOop
OT 100MBa ¥ IbPBUS APAMETHP Ha CTAOUIHOCT (0,
) mo moznena Ha Shukla (1972) ¢ uzBectHu mogudu-
Kanud. MeToabT Ha PaHTOBUTE CyMH € IMo-edek-
THUBEH U MpeIu3eH npu Haii-manko 10 Ha Opoit yc-
noBus Ha cpenata. [lo momo6en HaunH Vulchinkov
(1990) mpenyiara MeTon 3a KJacupaHe Ha T€HOTH-
MIOBE C OTHOCUTEIHO BUCOK U CTa0MIJIeH JOOUB KaTo
pas3iuKa MeXay CPeIHHUs pa3Mep Ha IMpU3HaKa 3a

JaJieH TEHOTUI U IBPBHS NapamMeThp Ha CTaOmII-
HocT oT Moziena Ha Eberhart & Russell (1966), koii-
TO IO-KBCHO € HapeyeH MHIEKC 3a 00111 ajanTaus
(x,. b)) (Vulchinkov & Vulchinkova, 2007). Tsenov
& Atanasova (2015) npunarar nogo6eH UHIEKC Ha
omma crabumHocT (“general stability”; GY -¢7) npu
OIIEHKa Ha CTaOMIIHOCTTAa Ha CHbBPEMEHHU COPTOBE
MIICHUIIA.

Dragavtsev & Aver’yanova (1983) BBbBexaat
Koepuyuenm na mynmuniuxayus (A) ¢ uen ga ce
n30erHe HaOdroaBaHaTa TOJIOKUTEIHA KOpela-
IIUSI MEXKy CPETHUSI pa3Mep Ha MpH3HaKa U CTOM-
HOCTTTA Ha PErPECHOHHUS Koepuuuent (b), KoeTo
ce CMsITa KaTo HeloCTaThK Ha Monena Ha Eberhart
& Russell (1966). Kilchevsky & Khotyleva (1985)
npemiaraT TePMHUHUTE cneyuguuna aoanmayusi
U CeleKyuoHHa YEeHHOCM HA 2eHomunogeme, Kato
aJTepHATUBHU WHJEKCH. J[pyru MHIEKCH, CBBp3a-
HU C J00MBa M HEroBaTa CTaOMIIHOCT, IpEeAJiarar:
Lidanski & Noveva (1990) — oTHOCHTENEH pa3Max
(Rm); Fasoulas (1993) u Fasoula et al. (1993) — kom-
Oounupan kputepuii (cc); Fasoula (2013) — unnexc
Ha ctabuiHoCcT — (¥/s°). Lunezzo de Oliveira et al.
(2014) mpennarar genotype-idiotype distance index
(GIDI), 4nuTO OIIEHKM KOMOMHHpAT aJallTHBHOCT
U CTaOMJIHOCT NIPU M3MUTBAHE HA I[APEBUYHU XU-
Opun.

Bajpai & Prabhakaran (2000) npeanarat uaaexc
Ha cTabmiHOCT (/), LETAIl ¢THOBPEMEHHA CEJICK-
I[Ms Ha BUCOKOJOOWBHU U CTAOMIJIHU T€HOTHUIIOBE.
BB (hopmyrara My ca BKIIIOUE€HH JOOWBBT Ha KOH-
KpETHHUS TEHOTHII, TeHepaTHaTa CPeIHA OT OTHUTA 1
IbPBUS MapaMeThp Ha CTAOUIHOCT (o) OT Hojiena
Ha Shukla (1972).

Mendes et al. (2012) u3non3Batr MeTo Ha mpe-
TETJICHUTE CyMH 3a OIpe/IelIsTHE aJalTHBHATA CIIO-
COOHOCT U CTaOMJIHOCT Ha IAPEBUYHU T'€HOTHUIIO-
Be. CopTOBETE CHC CPENCeH JOOUB HA/J CPEAHUS OT
CTPECOBH YCJIOBHS M HAJl CPETHUS OT OJIarompusT-
HU YCIIOBHS Ca €IHOBPEMEHHO CTaOMJIHU W ajarl-
TUBHHU.

Purchase et al. (2000) pa3zpaboTBaT noka3aresns
AMMI stability value (ASV'), na ocnoBata Ha AMMI
mojniena (Additive Main effect and Multiplicative
Interaction), Ipy KOWTO CE M3MOI3BA CTHOBPEMEH-
HO JMCIEPCHOHEH W TPHUHIUICH KOMIIOHEHTEH
aHasn3 (PCA) — KaTo KOJIMYECTBEH MapaMeThp Ha
TO3W MOJIETI, C IIeJ J]a C€ PaHKUpaAT TeHOTUIIOBETE
0 CTaOMITHOCTTA Ha JoOuBHTE MM. B IpoyuBaneTo
Ha Bose et al. (2014) uanexcwt Ha ctaduimHocT (1) €
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B e7iHa rpymna ¢ ASV, HOTBBPICHO OT U3CIIEIBAHU-
ta Ha Rea et al. (2020) ciien HarpaBeH TPUHIIMIICH
KOMTIIOHEeHTeH aHanu3 (PCA).

Mahmodi et al. (2011) BBBexAaT HMHIEKC Ha
crabunnoct (¥S/) — HemapameTpuyHa MspKa KaTto
paHrosa cyma ot ASV u no6uBa npu reHOTUIIOBE
MIICHUIIA, U3XOKIAWKH OT MPEATIOIOKEHUETO, Je
Hall-BUCOKOIOOMBHUAT T€HOTHII HE € M Hai-cTa-
OUITHUSAT, KOETO € MTOKa3aHO OT PErPECHOHHU MOJIe-
1y, kakto u ot Apyru metoau (Finlay & Wilkinson,
1963; Eberhart & Russell, 1966; Lunezzo de Oliveira
et al. (2014).

B o0630pa na Pour-Aboughadareh et al. (2022)
B 000011IeH BUJ ca TIpejicTaBeHr Habop ot Haj 30
napaMeTPUYHHA U HEMapaMeTPUIHU MOJEINH, my0-
JIUKyBaHHU B iepuoa ot 1917 r. o 2019 r., ananusu-
panu eeKTUTe Ha B3aUMOJCHCTBHETO T€HOTHUIT —
cpena (G x E) npu onut 00xBamaniy mupoK Kpbr
oT ycioBust Ha cpenata (MET). ITocouenu ca u co-
bTyepHUTE TaKETH, U3MOI3BAHU 32 U3UHUCIISABAHETO
cTabuiHOCTTa Ha reHotumnosere. lonmbiaHuTenHa
uHboOpMaIKs 32 Te3U U IPYTH MOAETH MOXKE Jla ce
oTkpue u B 00630pa Ha Cheshkova et al. (2020).

[TogpoOHa omeHka Ha €(PEKTUBHOCTTA U TPH-
JIO)KMUMOCTTa Ha CEJICKIIMOHHUTE MHACKCH TIPHU Ce-
JIEKIMTa Ha paCTEHUsTA MO TPYIH € HAIPaBeHA OT
Tsenov et al. (2022a), kakTO ¥ CpaBHCHHE Ha CTa-
TUCTHYECKUTE TIapaMeTPH 32 OIIEHKa Ha JI0OMBa U
cTabunHocTTa npu 3uMHara nuenuna (Tsenov et
al., 2022c). Te3u o1EHKH ca OT 0COOEHA BaKHOCT
3a palloHUpaHe Ha COPTOBETE ChC CrieU(UYIHA HITH
o01a ajanTanus.

[lpu ompenensHeTo Ha QeHOTUIHATA (arpo-
HOMHYECKA) CTAOMIIHOCT CeJNEKIMOHHUTE HHJIe-
KCH Hal-4ecTO Ce MPHJIAraT C PaHTOB WM KTb-
CTepeH aHaJHM3M KaTo HemapaMeTPHYHU METOTU
(Farshadfar et al., 2014).

Llen1 Ha HACTOALLIETO MPOYYBAHE € Ja ce Hallpa-
BU OILIEHKA Ha CTaOMJIHOCTTA M JI00MBA MPHU JTUHUU
U XuOpUIM IlapeBulla ¢ Ba MHIEKca — 3a o0ma
ananranus (x,b,) u unaexe Ha crabunnoct (I) mo
mozena Bajpai & Prabhakaran (2000); na ce cpas-
HU TAXHaTa €(EeKTUBHOCT U Bb3MOKHOCTH 32 ChB-
MECTHO MPUJIOKEHUE.

MATEPUAJ U METOAUN

B MMPOYUYBAHECTO Ca M3IMOJI3BAHU PE3YJITAaTU OT
MOJICKHM OIIMTHU CBHC CAMOOIIpAIICHU JIMHHUHU U XH-
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Opunu napesuna. Enmnanecer camoomnpamienu Jin-
HUM U JBAJECET U MeT XHUOpuaa ca U3MUTAHU TIPU
JIBET YCJIOBHS Ha CpenaTa, BKIIOYBAIIU 3 TOIUHU
U Pa3IMYHHU I'bCTOTH MPH MOJUBHH U HETIOJUBHU
ycnoBusa. OnuTUTE ca U3BENEHU B PaHIOMU3UPAH
0110k, B 3 noBropeHus ¥ 10m? pekosiTHa napresnka.
JluauuTe ca oT Tpu XeTepo3ucHu rpynu: Lancaster
(L), Reid (SSS) u np. Xubpuaure ca Tpu THITA KPbC-
TOCKU: 4 TPUIIMHECHHH, 7 ABYTUHCHHH (OJIM3KOPOJI-
CTBEHM) U 14 NBYJTMHEHHU BUCOKOXETEPO3UCHU 32
no6uB. [TogpoOHO onucaHue MOXe /1a ce HaMepH B
npenxonno npoyusate (Vulchinkov, 2000). Ha no-
OMBa Ha 3BPHO € U3BBPILEH ABY()AKTOPEH IUCTIEp-
CHOHEH aHaJIN3 C BKJIFOYECH BapUaHC HA TIOBTOPEHU-
ATa B yCIIOBUSTA U qudepeHIInpaH BapHaHC Ha B3a-
umozeiicteueTo reHotun-cpena (Perkins & Jinks
1968; Hallauer, 1988; Hallauer et al., 2010). Ciopex
MIOCJICIHUTE aBTOPH CTENIEHUTE Ha CBOOO/IA HA TIOB-
TOpeHHsITa B ycioBusTa ca: n (r-1) — ycnosust (n) u
noBTOpeHus (1).

Hunekcsr 3a obma axantamus (Vulchinkov,
1990; Vulchinkov & Vulchinkova, 2007) npen-
cTaBjsBa pasjiuka (X, —b.) Mexay cpennus 100MB
Ha KOHKPETHHUS T€HOTHUII OT ONMUTa U Koe(duIueH-
Ta Ha JIMHEWHA PETPECHs b, — MBPBUAT MapaMeThbp
Ha ctabuiHocT 1o moznena Ha Eberhart & Russell
(1966).

Wuanekcbt Ha cradbmiHocT (Mo Bajpai &
Prabhakaran, 2000) e uzuuncnen mo ciennata ¢op-
MyJa:

el
e

KBJIETO 0, € IbPBUSAT IAPAMEThP Ha CTAOUITHOCT
no mozena Ha Shukla (1972),

Y, — CpPeHUAT JOOUB Ha MPOYYBAHMSI TCHOTHII,

Yy — CPeIHUAT JOOUB OT OMUTA,

n — Opoif TEHOTHUIIOBE B OIHUTA.

J1o6uB®T € oT4yeTeH B t/ ha.

WHaekcHUTE OLIEHKH HA TMHUHUTE U XUOpHIU-
TE€ ca paHTyBaHH, KaTO KJIACHPAHETO € B HU3XO-
aam pen. MepapXuuHuAT KIBbCTEPEH aHAIU3 T10
Ward (1963) rpynupa TUHUHTE U XUOPUAUTE 110
CXOIHUTE OLCHKH Ha JIBaTa MHJAEKCa M JOOHBa.
Ha pesynrarure € W3BBPLIEH W KOpEJIAI[MOHEH
aHanmu3. 3a oOpaboTKara Ha JaHHHUTE ca M3IOJ3-



BaHu copryepuute naketu SPSS 19 u Microsoft
Excel.

PE3YJITATU U OBCBXKJAHE

Pe3ynTartuTe OT IUCIIEPCUOHHUS aHAJIA3 HA JIO-
OuBa MpH /1BeTE FeHeTUYHH TPYIU — JIMHUU U XU-
Opunu ca mpexactaBeHu B Tabnuna 1. BugHo e, ye
BCHYKH BapUAHCH — Ha TEHOTUIIOBETE, HA YCIIOBUSI-
Ta Ha cpelara U TAXHOTO B3aUMOJCHCTBHE ca JI0C-
ToBepHH. TOBa MpeAroara J10CTOBEPHH Pa3InKH B
JOOMBA MEXTy M3CIICBAHUTE TCHOTHIIOBE, MEXKITY
YCJIOBHSITA Ha OTIVICKIAHE, KAKTO U pa3jiMyHa pe-
aKIMs Ha JIMHUUTE U XUOPUIUTE MPH MPOMSHA B
YCJIOBHSITA HA CPe/iaTa, ChIO TaKa Y€ aHAJIU3BT Ha
CTaOMITHOCTTA HA TEHOTHIIOBETE MOXKE Jla Ob/Ie U3-
BBPILCH.

[Tpu TaKbB PO UMUTBAHUS, OITUTH MTPOBEXK 1A~
HU TIpU MHOTO M pasznuuau ycnousi (MET), Tsx-
HOTO BapupaHe € MO-TOJsIMO, OTKOJIKOTO Ha IeHO-
TUTOBETE, ChOTBETHO 3aEMall0 MO-TOJISIM JSUT OT
obmoro Bapupane (Ilker et al. 2009; Hallauer et
al., 2010; Mitrovi¢ et al., 2012). Ckoponrau u3cinen-
BaHUS TP MIICHUIATAa MOTBBPXKAABAT TO3U (PAKT
(Uhr, ZI. et al., 2021, Tsenov et al., 2022b). Rao et
al. (2004) cpo0mmIaBaT 32 MHOTO ITO-BUCOKH CTOMHO-

CTH Ha BapuaHCa Ha yCJOBHATA, CIIPSIMO I'€HOTHII-
HUs BapuaHc U TsxHOTO B3aumoeiicTBue (G x E)
3a ceJieM OT OCEM MPOYYBAHU MPU3HAKA TPU CIIBH-
yornenoBu xuOpuau. Hammre pesynratu He mpa-
BAT U3KJIIOUEHHUE B TOBa oTHOLIeHue. [lo abcomioT-
Ha CTOMHOCT pa3MephT Ha BapuaHca Ha YCIOBHSTA
Ha cpejaTta Mpu JIMHUUTE U XUOpUIuTe € oT 7 A0
14 mBbTH NO-BUCOK CIIPSIMO T€HETUYHUAT UM Bapu-
aHc (ta0ir. 1). HenuHeliHaTa yacT Ha B3aUMOJICHCT-
BHETO TCHOTHUT — cpefa (0ananc) mpeobiaaaBa Hal
JMHEHHAaTa My YacT (XeTepOreHHOCT), TIOKa3aHO U
B npenxoaHo Haie usciensane (Vulchinkov et al.,
2021). B oOmupHO npoyuBaHe Ha 31 myOuuyHU U
exPVP unbpennu nunuu no 14 Konu4ecTBeHU MpH-
3HaKa npu 36 yciousi, ocHOBHO B CpenHus 3anan
Ha CAIL, Falcon et al. (2020) noknaaBat, 4e cpea-
HUAT BapuaHC Ha ycnoBusATa € okoio 39,17 % or
00II0TO BapupaHe; TCHOTUITHUAT BapuaHC € Cpejl-
HO oKoJi0 27,85 %; BapraHCHT HAa B3aUMOJICHCTBH-
ero reHotumn — cpefa e 14,67 %, kaTo 3a HUKOU OT
MPOYYECHUTE MPU3HAIM He 00X BAIla MHO3UHCTBOTO
OT BapupaHeTo. BapuaHchsT Ha MOBTOpEHUsITA B yC-
JIOBUATA € C Hal-MaJIbK JIsU1 OT OOIIOTO BapupaHe
(cpenHo 3,68 %), KaTo HEe € JOCTOBEPEH 3a BCHY-
k¥ npusHanu. [logoOHa cTpyKTypa Ha qUCTIEpPCH-
OHHHMS aHAJIHW3 UMa U B choOmmenueTo Ha Fan et al.
(2007), xouTo M3caEHBAT CTAOMJIHOCTTA HA JTOOH-

Ta6auna 1. CToifiHOCTH Ha BapuaHCUTE 3a 0OUB 3bpHO (t/ha) OT 00euHEH NUCIIEPCUOHEH aHAJIHU3 110
Perkins & Jinks (1968) u Hallauer (1988) 3a 11 camoonpaliieHu JUHUU U 25 [IapEBUYHU XUOpUJIA, U3IMUTAHH

npu 9 ycioBus Ha cpeiara

Table 1. Variances of grain yield (t/ha) from joint ANOVA (Perkins & Jinks 1968; Hallauer, 1988) for 11
inbred lines and 25 maize hybrids tested at 9 environmental conditions

Bapupane / Variation Camoornparnienu iuauny / Inbred lines  Xubpuan / Hybrids

4 Vatiance daf Vattance
O6wo / Total 296 899
T'enomunose / Genotypes 10 28,845™ 24 65,5257
Tosmopenus 6 ycnosusma / 18 0.873 8 918.6134
Reps. in environments ’ ’
Yenosus / environments 8 210,799 27 42451
T'enomunoge x yciosus / 80 3,879+ 192 51279+
GxE ) )
Xemepoeennocm / Heterogeneity (10) 2,112+ (24) 4,6022+
bananc / Balance (70) 4,131+ (168) 5,2030*"
I'pewru / Errors 180 0,749 648 1,5726

Jlocmoseprocm na eapuancume npu P = 5% (7)), P = 1% (")
Significance_of variances at P = 5% (+), P = 1% (++)
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Ba Ipu napeBuyHu xubpuau B Kuraii, kato aeast
Ha HeNMWHeWHHTe B3ammoneicTBus (residual) mo-
MuHupa Haja nuHeitHuTe (heterogeneity). Hamure
pesynraru oT Tabu. 1 ca B J00po chIylacue ¢ Te3n
aBTOpHU. BBIpexku HUCKUTE CTOMHOCTHU Ha BapuaH-
ca Ha TIOBTOPEHUATA B YCJIOBUATA B HAKOM CITydau,
Te ca 0T 0co0EHO 3HAaYCHHE 3a TOYHOCTTA Ha OIH-
TUTE, 3aIl0TO HAMAaJIABAaT BapHaHCa Ha Tpelkara
(Hallauer, 1988; Hallauer et al., 2010). Hsxou aBTo-
pH HE BKJIIOYBAT BapHaHCa Ha MOBTOPEHUATA B yC-
JIOBUATA B aHAJIM3UTE CU (MJIM HE IO MyOJIMKYBaT),
Karo OOpbIIAT BHUMAaHHME CaMO Ha JMCHEPCUUTE
Ha TeHOTHIIA, CpeflaTa U TSIXHOTO B3aUMOACHUCTBUE
(GxE). B npyru ciyuau, ipu ronsiM Opoil cTerneHu
Ha cBOOOJa HAa TOBa B3aMMoOJeHcTBHE (MPH JOCTa
MPOCTPaHHO M3IKUTBAHE, HA MHOTO MECTa, C MHOTO
COPTOBE) MOJKE J1a CE MOJy4H HEIOCTOBEPEH Bapu-
aHC Ha B3aWMOJEHCTBHUETO, HO aHAJU3UTE ca MpPo-
nbibkeHu (Zobel et al., 1988).

Tabmuuu 2 u 3 OpeAcTaBsT pe3ylTaTUTE OT
NOAPEXKIAHETO HA JUHUUTE U XUOpUAUTE MO J0-
OMB Ha 3bPHO U M3YHCICHUTE JIBA MHJCKCA, KAKTO
U KpallHUTE UM KJIacally 1o paHrosa cyma. [lpe-
IU J1a TH 00ChIuM TpsiOBa 1a 0ObpHEM BHUMAaHHE
Ha ¢opmysaTa 3a W3YMCIISIBAHE HAa WHJEKCAa Ha
crabunHoct (I). B Hes uma exHa 0COOCHOCT, KO-
TO He ce 3a0ensn3Ba BegHara. [IbpBUAT mapaMeTsbp
Ha cTabuiHocT (6%) mo moxena na Shukla (1972),
KOWTO € BKJIIOYEH BB (hopMyIiaTa, ©Ma TeOpeTHY-
Ha CTOMHOCT paBHA HA HyNa. AKO HapaMeTHPhT G,”
Ma JICHCTBUTEITHO TAKMBA N3YUCIIEHU CTOHHOCTH,
TO IEHCTBHETO JIETIEHE, KBJIETO G,” € 3HAMEHATEII, HE
MOXKE J1a ce M3BBPLIN U (popMmyiaTra ce OnpocTsBa
JI0 €THO OTHOLICHHUE Ha CPeTHUS T0OMB Ha BBIIPOC-
HUS TeHOTHUI KbM CpeHaTa OT OMHTA.

Korarto nogo6Hu HHIEKCH 3a CTaOUIIHOCT Mpe/l-
CTaBJIsIBAT (Hail-4ecTo) aireOpuvHa Cyma Uiy 4acT-
HO OT 100MBa M MapaMeThp Ha CTAOMITHOCT, Mpe/-
CTaBEH KaTO perpecusi, AUCIepCus Wiu Apyra cTa-
TUCTHKA, IPH CTOMHOCTH HA NapamMeTpUTe ONMU3KU
JI0 TEOPETUYHHTE, C€ OYaKBAT BUCOKH CTOWHOCTH
Ha Te3W MHJEKCH KaTo MoKa3aTel 3a J00UB U cTa-
ounHocT. Hampumep Greveniotis et al. (2022), kou-
TO MPH OLIEHKA Ha CTA0MJIHOCTTA Ha MPU3HALU MTPU
[apeBuIaTa U3MOJI3BAT UHJIEKCA Ha CTAOUITHOCT Ha
Fasoula (2013), mpy HUCKH CTOWHOCTH Ha CPEITHOTO
KBaJIPaTHO OTKJIOHEHHUE (S*) B 3HAMEHATE, KJIOHSI-
M KBbM HYJIa, CTOMHOCTTA Ha MHJIEKCA MOXe KJIO-
HU KBbM O€3KpaifHOCT, KOETO 3aTPyAHSBA CEIEKIIU-
OHHUTE OIICHKH.
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B exonornynara reHeTHka ce cpemia u eHome-
HBT HAKOU NapaMeTPH Ha CTAOMITHOCT, KOUTO Tpei-
CTaBIABAT BapuaHcH (G, S” U 1p.) 1a UMaT U34HUC-
JCHU M 10 CHOTBETHUTE (POPMYIU OTPHIATEIHU
CTOMHOCTH, KOMTO aBTOMAaTHYHO C€ MpHEeMaT 3a
nyna (Vulchinkov, 2000, mo Russell, 1987 — ycTHO
CBHOOIICHHE).

Hamure u34ucnenus Ha mapameTspa G U B
JIBaTa ONUTA HE MOKa3axa cilydau ¢ OTPULATEITHU
CTOHHOCTH, KaTO ChOTBETHO U3YHCICHUTE CTOIHO-
CTH Ha MHAeKca 3a crabmiHocT (I) ca mocouenu B
a0y 2 u 3. To3n uHEKC, Makap 1 He MHOTO U3-
BECTEH, € U3M0JI3BaH MIPH MHOTOCTPaHHA OIIEHKA Ha
crabunHocTTa U J0OMBa Tipu cipHYoriena (Rao et
al. 2004), mmennmara (Mahmodi et al., 2011), opu-
3a (Bose et al., 2014) n 3axapHara TpbcTuka (Rea et
al., 2020).

Hue He cinyuaiiHo ce cripsxme Ha TO3U WHJEKC,
3am0TO BBB (hopMmysara My € BKJIIOUCH MMEHHO
IIBPBUAT MapaMeThp Ha CTAOMIIHOCT (G,%) OT MofIe-
na Ha Shukla, 1972. Hamre o6¢cToliHO Tpoy4YBaHe Ha
auHMM ¥ xubpuau uapesuna (Vulchinkov, 2000)
MoKa3a, 4€ TO3M MOJEI TO-TIPEIH3HO IMOCOYBa re-
HOTHUIIOBETE C JOCTOBEPHH MapamMeTpH Ha CTaOHII-
HoCT cripsimo Moziena Ha Eberhart & Russell (1966).
B ciryyanTte Ha reHOTHIIOBE C IOCTOBEPHO pas3iny-
HU OT TEOPETHYHUTE CTOWHOCTU IMapaMeTpu Ha
CTaOMIIHOCT TOKa3aHU B TIOCJIEIHUS MOJIEI Ce TI0-
TBBpkaaBaT oT Shukla — Monena, KaTo KbM TAX ce
npuOaBsAT U JIPYTH, T.e. 00XBATHT MY € TO-TOJISIM
IIPH JIOKA3aH MO-TOJISM JISJT IPU HETMHEWHHUTE B3a-
nMojielcTBrs (bajlaHc).

M3BecTHO €, Y€ MapaMeThphT G, € IPOM3BOJICH
Ha exopanenca (W,) na Wricke (1962). 3a nbpBu
BT Ta3u Bpb3Ka € nmokasana ot Kang et al. (1987).
B name ckopomno cwoOmienue (Vulchinkov et
al., 2022) cbI110 ce yCTaHOBH, Y€ KOpenallMoHHATa
BpB3Ka MekIy 6°u W, e mouTu equHuma. AKo ce
3aMEHU BBB (hopMyJiaTa 3a M3UHCICHUE Ha MHICKCa
Ha crabuiHocT (I) mapamMeTBpBT G° ¢ eKoBasleHca
(W,) Moke J1a ce 04aKBaT CXOIHHM OLIEHKM Ha CTa-
OMITHOCTTA HA TEHOTHUIIOBETE, HO TOBA CTaBa OOCKT
Ha JIPyTO U3CTEIBaHE.

K®M Tabn. 2, npencrassina 100MBa Ha 3bPHO H
JIBaTa MHJEKCAa PU CaMOOMpAlICeHUTE JTUHUH, ca
BKJIFOUCHU M PAHTOBETE MM IO JOOUB U MHJICKCHU-
T€ OIIEHKH, ChOTBETHO. TpsOBa 1a ce OTOENeKH,
4e Te3W OICHKW Ha JIMHUHTE ca “per se”, T.e. 0e3
TSAIXHAaTa KOMOMHATHBHA CIIOCOOHOCT. B cenexunms-
Ta Ha LIAPEBUIIATA ,,anpuopu’* € IpUeTo, 4e Hal-BH-



COKOJJOOMBHUTE JTMHUM HE BUHATW MMaT U BHCOKA
KOMOHMHATHBHA CIIOCOOHOCT (IT0-CKOPO Ca HM3KJIIO-
yenue). [locturnatusT nporpec B cenekiusaTa ooa-
4ye BOJIU A0 cOnMkaBaHe HA T3 JIBE TEHACHLIUH,
T.e. HOBUTE TOKOJICHHSI CaMOOOIpAIIeH! JIMHHHU,
y4acTBaIlld B XUOPUIU ca KAKTO OTHOCHTEITHO BH-
COKOMOOMBHH, Taka M C J00pa aJanTUBHA CIOC00-
HOCT, KOETO € OT TOJIIMO 3HaYEeHHE 33 CEMENPOu3-
BoncTBoTO (Hallauer et al., 2010; Hallauer, 2011).

Krnacupanara Ha mbpBO MSCTO MO JOOWB JIMHUS
HoMmep 11 (B55) uma u panr 1 u 2 ot 1Bara uHaekca
U € Ha IIbPBO MSCTO B KPaHOTO KJIACUPAHE C Haii-
MajKka paHroBa cyma. Kiiacupanute Ha BTOpO U
TpeTo MscTo ca aununte (2) u (5) nnum 23-149/77B
u 527-44/77 B. Camo nociienHata OT TpUTE JIUHUU
€ yJacTBaJia B CEeMEIpOM3BOICTBOTO Ha XuOpu 1 Ku
711. OT 1TMHUUTE, KOUTO UMAT AKTYaJIHO YUacTHE B
XUOPHUHO CEMENPOM3BOACTBO HAa YETBBPTA IMO3H-
s e 23/78 B — OTHOCUTETHO BUCOKOIOOWBHA U C
Jno0pa ajanTuBHA cocoOHOCT. Ts yyacTBa B Tpu
peructpupanu xudpuga — Ku M 611, Ku 619 u Ku
M 625. Octananute JMHUH, y4acTBAIU B XUOPHUI-
HU KOMOMHAIIMH Ca HA T0-33]THU TIO3ULIHH.

JInnnnte B 73 u B 84 ca Ha 8 u 9 no3unus BbB
BCHYKH KJIACAIIMH — 110 JOOUB, 110 JBaTa MHJEKCA U
BBB QuHaHUTE panrose. Jluauute Mo 17 u C-103
MMarT €JHaKBH PAHTOBE MO BCUYKU WHJICKCH U ca Ha
10 u 11 MsicTO B KpaiftHOTO KJIaCHUpPAHE.

W3BBpIICHUAT KIBCTEPEH aHAIN3 Ha JIMHUHUTE
1o 100UB U JiBaTa MHJEKCa I0Ka3Ba MHOI'O CXOJHA
uHpopMarus ¢ panxupanero uM. OT reHaporpa-
Mmara Ha ¢urypa 1 ce Bixaar 18a ooOpMeHHU KITbC-
Tepa, KaTo BCEKH MMa MO JBa moakiabcrepa. [o-
CJIEIHUTE YETHPH KOMEHTHUPAHU JTUHUH Ca B II'bP-
BUS KI'bCTEP — HUCKOJOOWBHU JIMHUU Ca C MO-CJIa-
0a ajanTUBHA CIOCOOHOCT. J[pyrusT KIbCcTep Ch-
JbpKa celieM JIMHUM (HJIM 0KOJIo 64% OT BCUYKH),
KOMTO Ca M0 BUCOKOJJOOMBHHU U C MO-100pa cTaduI-
HOoCcT. OT TAX B NOAKIbCTEpa ¢ TpuTe JuHuu (11,2
U 5) ca BKJIIOYEHH CHIUIUTE TeHOTUIIOBE, KIIACHPAHU
Ha I'BPBUTE TPU MecTa OT Tab. 2.

Ha tabn. 3 mo aHanoruyeH HauWH ca MpeacTa-
BEHHM JaHHHUTE OT J00OMBa W JBaTa WMHAEKCA IPU
npoyueHute 25 xubpuaa. Kakro 6e cnomenaro mo-
rope XuOpuauTe ca OT TpH Tuna: 4 IPOCTOIUHEH-
HU ('BPBUTE B CIIUCHKA); 7 OIM3KOPOACTBEHH U 14

Tab6auua 2. Knacupane Ha 11 camoomnpalieHu JIMHAH 110 JOOWB Ha 3BpHO (t/ha) 1 o nHACKCHTE 3a 00Ia

amantanus (x-b)), 3a crabunnoct (I) u mo panrosa cyma

Table 2. Ranking of 11 inbred lines by grain yield (t/ha) and by indices of general adaptation (x.-b,), stability

(I) and rank-sum

JIunauu / Lines

Panrosa

l'eHeTHYHI H3TOYHULH / x (t/ha) Panr/ rang  x-b. Panr / rang 1 Panr / rang cyma / Ei}rll;/
Genetic sources Rank-sum
1.23/78 B* 4.399 5 3.504 3 3.424 5 13 4
2.23-149/77 B* 4.838 3 3.804 2 4.330 3 8 2
3.23-245/77 B* 4.101 6 3.110 5 4.047 4 15 5
4.527/64 B* 4.012 7 3.288 4 3.121 6 17 7
5.527-44/77 B* 4.681 4 2913 7 4.876 1 12 3
6. Mo 17 (L) 2.416 10 1.650 10 1.779 10 30 10
7.7-20/82 B (L) 4.906 2 3.085 6 2.918 7 15 6
8. B-73 (S) 3.732 8 2.369 8 2.461 8 24

9. B-84 (S) 3.219 9 2.117 9 2.385 9 27 9
10. C-103 (L) 1.970 11 1.301 11 1.549 11 33 11
11.B-55 (L) 5.026 1 3.864 1 4.348 2 4 1
av 3.935 2.818 3.203

CV, % 26.0 30.3 34.5

LSD, 5 % 0.46

LSD, 1% 0.61

LSD, 0.1 % 0.79

L — Lancaster; S — Reid; * - npyru / others
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®durypa 1. Krbcrepen ananu3s Ha 11 camoomnpalieHy JIMHAH 10 A00MB Ha 3bpHO (t/ha) u
TI0 MHJIEKCUTE 3a 00u1a afanTanus (x-b,) u 3a crabunnoct (1)
Figure 1. Cluster analysis of 11 inbred lines by grain yield (t/ha) and by indices of
general adaptation (x,-b,) and stability (I)

BHUCOKOXCTCPO3UCHH JABYJIUHEHHHN XuOpuan (0au3-
KOPOJCTBEHUTE Ca O3HAYEHU C €Ha 3BE3/INYKA).
[IbpBUTE TPU MecTa o AOOUB 3aemMar XUOpUIUTE
Homep 20, 17 u 11. B kpaliHOTO KJ1acupaHe 10 PaHT
B yenHaTa Tpoika ca xubpunure 7, 11 u 18, karo
nbpBUAT OT TAX € Ku 613. Onenkure My 3a 1001B 1
MHOT0 100pa exonornyHa ctadminoct (Vulcinkov,
2000) ce MOTBBPKAABAT U OT MHJCKCA 3a CTAOMII-
HocT (I). Toit e moka3an eqHaKBB PAaHT C MHJIEKCA
3a obma ananTauus (x.-b). Knacupanusar na mspso
MsAcTO 1o J1o6uB xubpua Ne 20 ce MecTH Ha METO
MSCTO IO paHT 3a I0OMB U CTAOMIIHOCT, T.€. HErOBa-
Ta a/IalTUBHA CIIOCOOHOCT € MO-HUCKa.

Knacupanure Ha nocnennute Tpu mecta (23, 24
u 25 mo3unus no panr) ca xubpuaure Ne 19, 22 u
13. Te mMaT egHAKBY OIIEHKHU 1 3a TOOMB, U I10 JBa-
Ta MHJEKca. Te ca oT rpymnara Ha OJIM3KOPOJICTBE-
HUTE XUOPU/IHU, C KOETO C€ OTBBPIK/IaBa IMOCTYJIa-
Ta OT €KOJIOrMYHaTa FeHEeTHKa, Y€ UMAT MO-HUCHK
agantuBeH nmoteHuan (Zhouchenko, 1980).

Xubpuaute Ne 17 u 18 — H708 u Ku 614 umar B
KpaifHOTO KJacHpaHe MIECTO U TPETO MSCTO, KaTo
I'BPBUAT MMa TO-CJIa0M OIEHKH 3a 0o0Ia ajanrta-
1S U CTAaOMITHOCT, MaKap M MaJIKO T0-BHCOKOIO-
OMBEH OT BTOPHUSI, C KOETO Ce TOTBBPIK/IaBa I0-BU-
cokarTa ajantuBHaA criocoOHocT Ha Ku 614, mokasa-
HO 1 oT Tomov (1993).
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Ha nenaporpamara (®ur. 2) oT W3BBPIICHUS
KJIBCTEP aHAJIN3 Ha XUOPUAUTE 110 TPUTE MOKa3aTe-
7151 (ToOWB M ABaTa MHJIEKCA) CE BHIK/IAT J1BA KITbCTE-
pa. [TepBUAT OT TAX UMa 8 XKUOpHUIa, KOUTO Ca HUC-
KOZIOOMBHU M ChC ci1aba ajanTanus, KaTo eJuHUSAT
MOAKIBCTEP ChAbpka Xxubpuaute Ne 13, 19 u 22,
KOWTO Ca C Hali-HUCKUTE paHToBe OT TalI. 3, CHOT-
BeTHO. OT 00110 ocemMTe XUOPUIU B TO3U KIBCTEP
HIecT ca OIM3KOPOJICTBEHH, KOETO TOKa3Ba J00pa
CBINIACYBAHOCT MEXIY PE3yJITaTUTE OT PAHTOBUS
U KiIbcTepeH aHanusu. Ocrananure 17 xubpunaa B
Ipyrust Kirberep (68 %) ca mo-BUCOKOTOOMBHU U C
mo-100pa cTabMITHOCT, KaTo MOATpyIara OT TPUTE
xubpuaa c Homepa 7, 11 u 18 ca Te3u kiacupaHnu Ha
I'BPBHUTE TPU MeCTa B TadII. 3.

Hanuunero Ha CXOIHU OLEHKH, KOUTO IMOKa3a-
Xa JIBaTa MHJEKCa N0 OTHOIICHUE Ha CTA0MITHOCTTA
W aJIalITHBHATA CIIOCOOHOCT U MPU JIMHUUTE, U TIPH
XUOpUIUTE, Ce JOKA3BaT U C MPOBEICHUS KOpealy-
OHEH aHaJM3, rmocoueH B Tadiumma 4. CTOHHOCTHTE
Ha KOe(UIIMEHTUTE Ha KOpenanus Mexay 1001Ba U
JIBaTa MH/IEKCa, KAKTO M MEX]Ty CAMUTE HHJIEKCH, ca
MOJIO)KUTEIIHU M BUCOKO JIOCTOBEPHH W TPH JIMHHU-
ute (Tabdmn. 4,A) u npu xubpuaute (tabdmn. 4,B), kato
BBB BTOpaTa rpyrna uMaT M0-BUCOKH CTOHHOCTH.

HannyreTro Ha MONOXXUTETHA KOPETALUS MEXTY
no0uBa M MHJIEKCa 3a 001Ia ajganTanus (X, —b.) e mo-



Tab6auna 3. Knacupane na 25 xubpua no 1061B Ha 36pHO (t/ha) v 0 nHAEKcHTe 3a 00ma axanTanus (x-b,),
3a ctabmrHoCT (1) 1 o panTOBa CymMa

Table 3. Ranking of 25 hybrids by grain yield (t/ha) and by indices of general adaptation (xi-bi), stability (I)
and rank-sum

i I < T I O N VA
rang-sum
] kE* 6.810 17 5.883 15 4.393 16 48 17
Q kHE 7.455 11 6.235 13 4471 15 39 13
3 kH* 6.292 19 5.292 19 3.922 18 56 19
4 wHE 6.811 16 5.666 18 5.376 5 39 14
5.*% 6.953 15 5.864 16 4.614 12 43 16
6.* 5.483 22 4.553 22 3.12 22 66 22
7.Kn 613** 8.113 4 7.119 1 6.302 1 6 1
8.%* 7.110 14 6.397 10 3.965 17 41 15
9 ** 7.753 7 6.665 6 5.468 3 16 4
10.%* 7.729 8 6.623 8 5.21 7 23 7
11.%* 8.221 3 7.099 2 5.775 2 7 2
12.%* 7.504 10 6.381 11 5.343 6 27 10
13. % 3.806 25 3.361 25 2.087 25 75 25
14. Kn 711%** 6.452 18 5.752 17 3.685 20 55 18
15.%%* 7.699 9 6.626 7 5.179 8 24 8
16. * 5.849 20 5.018 20 3.498 21 61 20
17. H-708** 8.236 2 6.909 5 4.589 14 21
18. Kn 614%* 8.054 5 6.922 4 5.392 4 13 3
19. * 4.092 23 3.549 23 2.359 23 69 23
20.%* 8.427 1 6.978 3 4.592 13 17 5
21.%* 7.765 6 6.525 9 4.883 10 25
22. % 3.995 24 3.467 24 2.325 24 72 24
23. % 5.631 21 4.615 21 3.827 19 61 21
24 ** 7.393 12 6.294 12 4.753 11 35 11
25 %% 7.255 13 6.189 14 4916 G 36 12
av 6.835 5.838 4.399
CV, % 19.7 19.6 25.0

LSD, 5% 0.58

LSD, 1% 0.76

LSD,0.1% 097

*¥* - rprnrHEITHN XuOpuan; three-way crosses ** - By THHEHHU BUCOKOXETEPO3UCHH; single crosses * - OIM3K0OpoaCTBE-
Hu xubpuay; close related hybrids

Tabauna 4. Koedunuenty Ha Kopenanus Mexay 100usa (x.), mHaekca 3a oOma agantanus (b.) 1 MHAEKCa
3a ctabmmHocT (1) mpu: A) — camoompamienu nuHuY; B) — xubpuan

Table 4. Correlation coefficients between yield (xi), general adaptation index (bi) and stability index (I) at:
A) inbred lines; B) — hybrids

Hoxasamen / 4 1 2, 3. B) 1. 2, 3
Ix I I

2.x-b, 0,929 1 0.993 %% I

31 0.851 % 0.8307* 1 0.9067%* 0,904 1

*** noctoBepHocT pu P= 0,1 %; significance at P=01, %
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Ka3aHo ¥ B ApyrH Hammu npoyuBanus (Vulchinkov et (2022a) mpuHAUISKH KBM Tpymara ,,;JOOMB MUHYC

al., 2021; Vulchinkov S., et al., 2022), Ho HaTMYUETO CTaOMITHOCT™, KbM KOSITO € M MHJIEKca 3a 0011a a1arl-
Ha HIKaKBa Bpb3Ka MEX1y JJOOMBA U BTOPHS HHIACKC Tarys. 3a Hac To3u (aKT € W3HCHAJBAIIl, HO Ch3/a-
B JINTEpaTypara He CME Cpellaid, Makap 4e TO3U Ba YCJIOBHS 32 €THOBPEMEHHA (TaHIeM) CEJICKITHS Ha
WHJEKC, criopes kinacudukanusTa Ha Tsenov et al. BUCOKOI00MBHH U CTAaOWITHU T€HOTHUIIOBE.
Dendrogram
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®urypa 2. Kirbecrepen ananu3 Ha 25 xubpuia no 1o0UB Ha 3bpHO (t/ha) 1 o nHaeKcuTe 3a
obma axantanus (x-b.) u 3a cradbunnoct (I)
Figure 2. Cluster analysis of 25 hybrids by grain yield (t/ha) and by indices of general
adaptation (x-b,) and stability (I)

0 1 2 «ibi 3 4 5

®urypa 3. bunotHo pasnpeznenenue (biplot) Ha 11 camoomnpalieHy TMHUN IO HHACKCUTE 3a
obma axantauus (x-b.) u 3a cradbunnoct (I)
Figure 3. Biplot of 11 inbred lines by indices of general adaptation (x.-b.) and stability (I)
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®urypa 4. butiorao pasnpeneneuue (biplot) Ha 25 xubpuaa MO WHAESKCUTE 3a 00T
agantauus (x-b.) u 3a cradbunnoct (1)
Figure 4. Biplot of 25 hybrids by indices of general adaptation (x-b,) and stability (I)

He BcHukM WHIEKCH KOpenupar ¢ J00uBa
(Tsenov et al., 2022a), a mpu U3MOI3BAHETO HA TO-
JsM OpoM MHJIEKCH C Pa3HONOCOYHU OIEHKH, W3-
YHCJICHU C AOCTBIIHU CO(YTYEPHH MAKETH MOXKE Ja
Ce CTUTHE JI0 KOMILTUIIMPAaHEe Ha OLIEHKUTE 3a J0-
OouB u ctabmiHOCT Ha TeHoTumnoBete (Gubatov &
Delibaltova, 2020).

VYcraHoBeHaTa Bpb3Ka MEXIY JIBaTa M3IOJI3-
BaHU MHJICKCA CE€ TMOTBBPKIABA U OT KIIbCTCPHUS
aHaJ M3 Ha pe3yJTaTUTE OT OMUTUTE CaMO C TE3HU
niBa rokasareis. BeB durypu 3 u 4 te3u pesynraru
ca MpeJCTaBeH! KaTo OMILIOT C THE30BU JU3alH.

Ha mepBata ¢urypa ce BukaaT 1Ba OCHOBHH
KJI'bCTEpA, KaTo Ha IbPBUS OT TSIX B JIOJTHHS JISIB
BI'bJ Ha TpaMKaTa CE BIIK/JAT CHIIUTE YSTHPH JTH-
HHU C 1T0-cJ1a0 JOOMB M CTAOMIIHOCT, KOUTO ca M Ha
durypa 1, a ocraHanuTe cenem ca B APYTHs KIbC-
Tep, KaTo Hall-BUCOKONOOMBHUTE U cTabmiHU (Ne 2
u 11) ca B ropHust 1eceH brbil.

AHajornyHa KapTHHA ce HaOJI0AaBa U MpHU XHU-
opuaute (pur. 4). KirbCcTepbT ChC ceeM Xudpuaa ¢
MO-JIOIIH MTOKA3aTeH, HUCKOJJOOUBHHU M HECTAOHII-
HHU, € B JIsiBaTa JJOJIHA YacT Ha rpadukara, ¢ mo-HHU-
CKU CTOMHOCTH OT CPEJIHUTE W 3a JBaTa WHJEKCA
(x, —b) u 1. Ocrananure XxuMOpUIKM ca BbB BTOPHS
TOJISIM KITbCTep, Kato camo xuopum Ne 14, npec-
Kaya“ W3BBH TO3M KIBCTEP, 3a pas3siuka oT Qur. 2.
Bwrnpocaute Tpu xubpuaa (7,11 u 18) or cwiiara

durypa ca pasnojokKeHH B TOPHUS JECEH bI'bJI Ha
durypa 4. Mexxty pe3yintaTure OT ABaTa aHaIu3a
“Ma MHOTO 100pa ChIiIacyBaHOCT.

Cropen Tsenov et al. (2022a) nHIEKCHT 3a CTa-
ounHoct (I), Makap ¥ HE MHOTO TIOMYJISIPEH MOXKE
Jla ce U3M0JI3Ba B €[lHA rpyIia ¢ APYTH UHAECKCH WU
napametpu: (Pi/a), (YSi/b), KR/c), (GAI), (R1) — ko-
UTO ,,0€3MOTrPEITHO" HU OPUEHTHPAT KbM COPTOBE-
Te ¢ Hall-10Opo chueTanue J0OUB M CTAOMITHOCT. bu
MOIJIO HAINMAT MHJEKC 3a o0ma aganramus (X-b),
KOHTO MMa OJIM3KH OleHKH ¢ uHaekca (1) 3a TuHu-
uTe U XUOPUIUTE /1a ce MPUYUNCIIN KBbM Ta3H IpyIia,
C mpenopbKara Ja ce MU3IM0JI3Ba B TaHAEM C JpYyrd
MOAOOHH WHCKCH.

3AKJIFOYEHHUE

B®3 0cHOBa Ha U3BBPIICHUTE aHAJIM3H HA TIPOY-
YCHHUTE JIMHUHU U XUOPHUIU CE MPABAT CICITHUTE U3-
BOJM:

1. J/IBaTa nHaeKca 3a o0Ia agaITaius (xi - bi) Hu
3a crabuiHocT (I) moka3BaT MHOT'O CXOTHH OIICHKH
Ha CTaOMITHOCTTA U 100MBa, KaKTO MPH MPOYyUYCHH-
T€ CaMOOIIpaIIeH! JIMHUH, TaKa U TIPH XUOPUAHTE.

2. NHnekcuTe UMaT JOCTOBEPHA TOJIOKHUTEITHA
Kopenamnus ¢ J00MBa Ha 3bPHO, KAKTO U TIO0 MEXK-
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Iy CH, KaTo MOTaT Jia C€ M3I0JI3BaT B TAHJEM IIPH
KOMIIJICKCHA OIIEHKa Ha aJanTHBHATa CIIOCOOHOCT
Ha MPOYYBaHU FCHOTHIIOBE.

3. KirbCTepHUSAT aHATH3 M PAHKUPAHETO, 00XBa-
mrany 100MBa U U3MOJI3BAaHUTE UHJIEKCH, TIOKa3BaT
MHOT'O CXOJIHW OLIEHKH IPH OINpEeeIisTHe Ha ajarl-
THBHATA CIIOCOOHOCT TIPH JTMHUUTE U XHOPHUIUTE.

4. Ot mpoy4YeHHTE JIMHUH C Haii-moOpa amamnra-
s e B55, a mpu xubpuaute — Ku 613.
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