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Pesrome

OmnpeneneHa e KOMOMHATUBHATA CIIOCOOHOCT Ha IIECT TeHOTHIA YepBeHa aetennHa (copt Huka 11 - renotun
Ne 1 B HACTOSIOTO IPOYYBaHE; YUETHPU MECTHH TMOITYJIAIMH, CHOTBETHO C HOMEpa OT 2 JI0 5 ¥ €/lHa CHHTETHY-
Ha Tomynamus - Ne 6) upe3 u3sBaTa Ha MOJUKPOC MMOTOMCTBOTO - Aalf-sib dhaMuuu Ha €TUTHU PACTCHHS OT
Bceku TeHoTHII. [IpoyuBaneTo e mpoBenenHo B neprona 2012-2014 1. B8 OnuTHA cTaHIMS 10 cosiTa — [laBTUKeH™.
YcTaHOBEHU ca 3HAUUMU Pa3IMKU MEXIy paMHINUTE IO J00MB Ha cyxa (ypaskHa Maca B MACHIIHA 3PSUIOCT
IpU IPOJIETHO OTPACTBaHE, JISITHO U €CEHHO NoapacTBane. Criopes pe3yaTaTuTe OT AUCHEPCHOHNS aHAIIN3, Te-
HOTHUITHHAT €PeKT (ePeKThT Ha (aMUIIUATA) € 3HAYUM U 3a TPUTE MoApacTa, GOPMHUPAHU B JIETHHU YCIIOBHSL.
Criopen cpenHaTa u3siBa Ha (paMUIMUTE B TPUTOJUIIHOTO M3MHUTBAHE, T0-BUCOKA KOMOMHATHBHA CTOWHOCT IO
OTHOLIEHUE JISITHA MPOAYKTHUBHOCT ce HaOoAaBa 3a reHotumnose 1, 2 u 6. [Ipu nogpacTBane B MeceUTe 10IH U
aBryct (PCHOTHITHUAT BapUaHC 110 JOOMB Ha CYXO BEIECTBO CE IBJIKU MPeo0dIaaBalo Ha FTeHOTHUIICH BapHuaHCc,
a eeKTHT Ha B3aUMOJICHCTBUETO '€HOTHUII-CPEAa BbpXy (PEHOTHUIIHATA CTOMHOCT Ha MPHU3HAKA € He3HAYUTEIICH.
OTOOpBT 10 (PEHOTUITHA CTOMHOCT Ha MPHU3HAKA B TO3W MEPUOJl MOXKE YCIICIIHO Jla Ce M3MO0JI3Ba 3a eeKTHBHA
ceneknusi. Ha ocHOBa Ha HaOIronaBaHUTE HA-BUCOKH CPEIHU CTOWHOCTH 33 KBCHOJISITHA M €CEHHA MTPOAYKTUB-
HOCT, KaTo [IEHEH CEJICKIIMOHEH NU3TOYHHUK MOXe J1a ce onpeaey nomyamus Ne 2.
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Abstract

To determine the general combining ability of six genotypes of red clover (Nika 11 variety — genotype No.
1 in this study; four local populations with numbers of 2 to 5, respectively; one breeding population — No. 6)
with regard to productivity in summer regrowth, the characteristics of the polycross progeny - half-sib families
of elite plants from each genotype were evaluated in a field trial carried out in the period of 2012-2014 in the
Soybean Experimental Station of Pavlikeny. There were significant differences between the families in yield of
dry forage mass at grazing ripeness in spring growth, summer and autumn regrowth. According to the results
of the variance analysis, the genotypic effect (the effect of the family) was significant for all three cuts formed
in summer conditions. According to the average characteristics of the families in the three-year study, higher
combining value with regard to summer productivity was observed for genotypes 1, 2 and 6. For the regrowth in
July and August, the phenotypic variance of dry matter yield was due predominately to a genotypic variance. The
effect of genotype-environment interactions on the phenotypic value of the trait was insignificant and the selection
for phenotypic value of the trait in this period can be successfully used for efficient breeding. On the basis of the
observed highest average values for late summer and autumn productivity, the adapted local population, from
which the genotype No. 2 originates, can be defined as a valuable breeding source.
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UYepsenara nerenuna (Trifolium pratense L.) e
OCHOBEH 0000B KOMIIOHEHT B CPEIHO IBITOTpaii-
HUTE (ypakHU CMECKH 3a MACHIHO WUJIH KOMOHU-
HUPAHO W3IOJ3BaHE B MPEAIUIAHUHCKUTE W IUIa-
HUHCKHTE pallOHU Ha CTpaHaTa. Bucokara npomyk-
THUBHOCT TIPH JISTHO TOAPACTBAaHE U OTAaBHOCTTA CE
OTIpe/IeNsAT KaTO OCHOBHU CEJIEKIIMOHHU LT MPH
Ch3JlaBaHEe Ha TMACHIIHM COPTOBE OT BHUIA, 3a Jia
MOYKE J1a M3ITBJIHSBA Ba)KHATA OCUTYpHUTETHA (YyH-
KIIHS TT0 OTHOIIICHHE TOOWBA M Kau4eCTBOTO Ha (y-
pa’kHaTa Maca OT MACUIIIHUS TPEBOCTOM.

YepBeHara JeTeNrHa € eHTOMO(HIIHO aJoraM-
HO pacTeHHE ¢ ramMeTopuTHa CaMOHECHBMECTHU-
MocT. Ha Ta3zu ocHoBa, cOpTOBETE OT BUJA CIOPEL
METO/[a Ha CEJIEKIIMs YeCTO Ca CUHTETHUIU, 00e/IH-
HABAIIM T€HOTHUIIOBE C BHCOKA 00IIa KOMOMHATHB-
Ha CIOCOOHOCT, KOETO OCHUTYpsiBa ChXpaHEHHE Ha
XeTepo3ucHus edekT B peauna rnoxkoneHus. OueH-
KaTa Ha MOJMKPOC IMOTOMCTBATa Ha WHIAMBHyaJl-
HU MallYMHH T€HOTHUIIOBE (T.H. MOTycHOC haMuIuu
- HSF) e enun ot Hali-uecTo U3MOI3BAaHUTE METO-
mu npu Qypaxure TpeBu (Monirifar, 2011), B T.
4. U TIPH YepBEHATa JIETEINHA, 3a OMpeIesiHe Ha
oOmaTa KOMOMHATUBHA CIIOCOOHOCT IO OTpe/ieie-
HU ceneknnoHHU npusHanu (Nduwumuremyi et
al., 2013) u cpoTBeTHO 32 0TOOpA HA POJUTEICKU
MarepHai Mo reHoTun. To3u MeTox € ompeaessH
KaTo MO-e(eKTHUBEH B CPAaBHEHHWE C MAacOBHUS OT-
00p WM C WHAMBHIYaJIHUS OTOOp Oe3 mpoBepka
Ha notomcTBaTta (Ledda et al., 2000), naii-Beue npu
nooOpenue Ha komIutekcaute npusHaiy (Taylor,
2008). ITomycubc-MeTonbT ce U3MOoII3Ba U 32 ONpe-
JIeNIsTHE Ha TeHETHYHMSI BapHAHC U CHOTBETHO 32
OIIEHKAa Ha XapaKTepa Ha aIMTUBHOTO U HEATUTHB-
HOTO HacJe[sBaHEe Ha MPU3HAIM U CBOMCTBA, KOe-
TO CBIIO € OT 3HaueHHE 3a e()EeKTHBHOCTTA HA Ce-
nekuonHus nponec (Bolanos-Aguilar et al., 2000;
Nduwumuremyi et al., 2013).

Hacrosimoro u3cieaBane nMa 3a I1eJ1 ja yCTaHo-
BU KOMOMHATHUBHATA CTOWHOCT Ha TEHOTHUIIOBE Yep-
BCHA JICTEIIMHA B CEJIEKIIMOHHA IIporpama 3a IOBH-
IIaBaHe Ha JISITHATA M €CCHHATa IMPOyKTHBHOCT HA
dypax oT BHA.

MATEPHUAJ U METOAN

3a ompenernsiHe Ha oOmaTa KOMOMHATHBHA CITO-
cooHocT (OKC) Ha mecT reHOTUIIa YepBEHA JIeTe-
JMHA TIO OTHOIIEHHE MPOTYKTUBHOCT NPH JISTHO
MO/IpacTBaHE € OLICHEHA M35BaTa Ha MOJIHMKPOC TO-
TOMCTBOTO - half-sib pamunnu Ha eTUTHH pacTte-
HUS OT BCEKM N€HOTUIl. MallunHUTE pacTeHus Ha
bamunuuTe ca 0TOpaHu ChbOTBETHO OT: copT Huka
11 - reHorun Ne 1 B HacTOSIOTO MPOYyUBaHE; YETH-
pPH MECTHH TIOIyJIAllMK, CHOTBETHO C HOMEpa OT 2
JI0 5; KaKTO U €[JHa CEJEKI[MOHHA MoIrynanus - Ne
6. OTOOPHT € U3BBPIICH IO KOMIIJIEKC OT CEIeKITH-
OHHU KPUTEPUHU B MACHUIIHO HampasieHue. Pacre-
HUSITA Ca MPEOINpPAIICHH B MOJIUKPOCEH MMUTOMHHUK
B IIpeAXO/ieH HUKBI. Ennakss Opoii cemena oT (a-
muute (o 4000 k. ¢.) ca 3acsatu npe3 anpui 2012
. B pefoBe ¢ abpkuHa 4.0 m, Ipu MEXTypeaoBO
pascrosaue 0.50 m, B IeT paHIOMU3UPAHU TTOBTO-
penusi. Pactenusita ca IOKOCSBaHH B MTACUIIIHA 3PS-
noct — (enodaza Oyrormzamnus. OnpenensH € 10-
OrBa Ha 3eJIeHa Maca M CyXO BEIIECTBO T10 Mojpac-
TH, KaTO B FOJIMHATA Ha CeUTOA € PEeKOJIITHPAH eIuH
NOZIpacT, a BbB BTOpaTa U TPeTaTa OMMUTHU TOAUHU
(2013 1 2014) — no yeTupu. 3a 1a He ce MOBJIMsIE HA
NEeP3UCTEHTHOCTTA HAa PACTEHUSATA, TE HE Ca MOKO-
CSIBaHU MPE3 €CEHTAa, KaTO OTABHOCTTA € OIpeess-
Ha OKOMEpHO, upe3 4-0anHa cuctema: (1) criaba, (2)
cpenHa, (3) mobpa, (4) MHOTO TOOpA.

[Ipe3 2012 1. MeceuHUTE BaJCKHU CYyMU IPE3
JIETHUS TIEPHOJI Ca 3HAYUTEIHO MO-HUCKU OT KJIH-

Taoauna 1. Cxema Ha u3nos3Banus aucrnepcuoneH anaiaus (Wricke and Weber, 1986)
Table 1. Scheme of the used analysis of variance (Wricke and Weber, 1986)

KoMITOHEeHTEH ChCTaB Ha BapuaHca/
Variance components

Usrounnuy Ha BapupaHe / df
Source of variation
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Tommuu / Year y-1

damunuu*Tonquau / HSF*Year

Cayuaiino / Residual
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MaTHYHATa HOpMa 3a paifona (X R | =89 1/m?).
logunute 2013 1 2014 ce onpenesnsiT KaTo BIAXKHHU,
ChC CHOTBETHHU BAJIKHH CYMH 32 CBHIIHUS TIEPUOLT
ot 207 u 208 1/m?.

3a ompenensiHe Ha KOMIIOHEHTUTE Ha BapHaHca
1 cboTBeTHO Ha OKC 1o mpoyuBaHus mokas3aren €
W3Mo3BaH aucrepcruoneH ananmn3 (ANOVA) — Tab-
numa 1.

PE3YJTATU U OBCBXKJIAHE

Pesynrarure OT TPUTOAMIIHOTO M3MUTBAHE IO
CC30HHA TPOAYKTUBHOCT Ha TIOJIMKPOC TTOTOMCTBA-
Ta Ha MPOyYBAHHUTE MO 00IIa KOMOMHATHBHA CIO-
COOHOCT TE€HOTHUIIOBE, Ca MPEJACTaBeHH B TabIUIa
2. HaGnrofiaBanu ca JJOCTOBEPHHU PA3IIUKH MEKITY
dbamuauTe 1Mo MOOMB Ha cyXa (ypakHa Maca B

MACHIIHA 3PSJIOCT B YCIIOBHSATA HA IMPOJIETHO OT-
pactBane (I mogpact) u nstHO monpactBane (11 -1V
nozpact). PamMuIIMUTE ce pa3nuyaBar u Mo eceHHa
MPOIYKTUBHOCT — OTABHOCTTA UM Bapupa OT CpeJi-
Ha JI0 MHOTO J100pa.

Criopen pe3ynrarture OT JUCIEPCHOHUS aHaN3,
TEHOTUITHUAT €PeKT (€PeKTHT Ha (pamMuIusITa) €
3naunM (P<0.05) u 3a Tpute moxgpacra, popmupa-
HU B JleTHU ycnoBus (Tabn. 3). Cropen cpenHata
n3gBa Ha (paMIUIMHATE, TIO-BUCOKA KOMOWHATHBHA
CTOMHOCT IO OTHOUIEHWE Ha JIATHATA MPOTyKTHUB-
HOCT ce HaOronaBa 3a regoTumnose 1, 2 u 6. ['eHo-
TUNOBE | ¥ 6 MIPOU3XOXKAAT OT CHHTETUYHHU IIOITY-
Januu, OOCOMHSBAIIKM WHTPOMYIHMPAH CEJICeKIIH-
OHEH MaTrepuall, OTOMpaH Beye M0 BHUCOKa oOIia/
TOAMIIIHA MPOIYKTUBHOCT Ha CyXo BemecTBo. Karo
IIEHeH KOMOMHATOP B CENIEKIIMSTA 3a JIITHA U €CCH-
Ha MPOTYKTHUBHOCT MOJKE JIa C€ OMPEIEIIA TeHOTHUIT

Tadauuna 2. JJoOuB Ha cyxa Maca 1o MoApacTu CpeaHo 3a onuTHus nepuox (2012-2014)
Table 2. Yields of dry vegetative mass per cuts average for the trial period (2012-2014)

Ilponemno Ecenno
JIamwno noopacmeane/
ompacmeane/ Summer reerowin noopacmeare/
Davemn/ Spring growing g g Autumn regrowing
Families I 11 11 v OrasHoct/
nozpact/cut nojpact/cut nojpact/cut nozpact/cut Aftermath ability
Kg/pen/row Kg/pen/row Kg/pen/row Kg/pen/row Ban*/Score*
HSF 1 0.592 0.532 0.412 0.252 3,5
HSF 2 0.54* 0.50? 0.432 0.20° 4
HSF 3 0.51% 0.38° 0.39® 0.19® 4
HSF 4 0.29¢ 0.30° 0.29% 0.14¢ 3
HSF 5 0.38% 0.32° 0.27° 0.12¢ 2
HSF 6 0.46%¢ 0.47%® 0.412 0.19° 3
LSD .05 0.18 0.09 0.10 0.04

CroitHocTHTE 3a IOOUB T10 MMOJPACTH, MOCIICIBAHU OT CAHAKBU OYKBH, HE ce paznuyaBar 3HauuMo 1npu P<0,05 / Mean values
followed by the same letter within a column do not differ significantly at P<0,05

*Bain/Score - (1) cnada/low, (2) cpeana/mean, (3) noopa/good, (4) MHOTO NOOpa/very good

Tadauna 3. PakTopeH BapuaHC M 3HAYUMOCT Ha (aKTOPHUTE BIMSIHUS BBPXY MPOJYKTHBHOCTTA HA CyXa
Maca 10 IOJpacTH NMpH HaMIINU YepBeHa AeTEIHHA
Table 3. Analysis of variance by dry matter forage yield in half-sib families of red clover

Ienorun (Gamunus)/ Toguan/ Bzaumoneiicteue ®*I" /
Genotype (HSF) Years Interaction HSF*Y

I moapacr/cut 0,10%** 2,1 7% 0,06*

II mogpact/cut 0,07%** 0,52%*% 0,06%**

III mompacrt/cut 0,04%* 0,03 0,02m

IV moapact/cut 0,016%** 0,008* 0,002

3unaunmoct/Significance: * - P< 0,05; **- P<0,01; *** - P<(,001; ns — non-significant difference
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2, KOWTO MPOU3XOXKJIA OT aAaNTHPAaHA MECTHA TO-
yJIarms.

OO0mara KoMOMHATHBHA CIIOCOOHOCT CE CBBhP3Ba
C QJIUTUBHOTO JICHCTBUE U B3aUMOJICHCTBHE Ha Tre-
Hute (Mersinkov, 2007). 3a yepBeHara JeTennHa €
YCTQHOBEHO, Y€ aINTUBHUST BapUAHC ChCTaBJISBA
npeoOiagaBaiia 4acT OT FeHETUYHHS BAPHAHC T10
obmi/ronumen no6uB Ha 3eneH dypax (Vasiljevic
et al., 2006). Bucokara omnenka mo OKC ce cBbp3-
Ba ¢ Bucoka Hacieasiemoct (Visscher et al., 2008;
Nduwumuremyi et al., 2013) u Moxe ma ce ompe-
Jenisi KaTo JOCTaTb4yHa 3a OTOOp Ha pacTeHus ¢
TCHOTHITHA IIEHHOCT 3a IOBUIIaBaHE Ha J00MBa
NPU JISITHO TOJPACcTBAaHE HA YepBEHATa JCTEJIHMHA.
B HacrosimoTo mpoyuyBaHe 3a TPETH M YETBBPTH
nozipacT Ha (paMHJIMUTE, TEHOTUITHOTO BIIMSIHHE B
oO1maTa gucrepceus mo JoOUB MpeBuIaBa eexTu-
T€ OT BapUPAHETO HA CKOJOTUYHH (PaKTOPH Ipe3
TPHUTE ONUTHU TOIMHU, a HEAAUTUBHOCTTA — B3aH-
MOJICHCTBHETO ,,TEHOTHUI - YCIIOBUS HAa TOIUHATA” -
uMa HeJIOCTOBEpeH eekT BbpXyY J00uBa Ha (ypax
(tabma. 3). OT6opsT O JOOKUB B epuoaa Gpopmupa-
HE Ha Te3U MOAPACTHU — I0JIH, aBryCT - Ou OuJI 3Ha-
YUTEITHO MO-e()EKTUBEH 32 CEJICKIIUS Ha TEHOTHUIIO-
BE C BUCOKA JISITHA MTPOJYKTHBHOCT.

U3BOJIM

Crnopen cpenHaTta u3sBa Ha NMOTOMCTBAarTa, re-
Hotumose 1, 2 u 6 ca ¢ Hali-BMCOKAa KOMOWHATHUB-
Ha CTOMHOCT MO OTHOIICHHE Ha MPOTYKTHBHOCTTA
TIPH JISITHO TIOAPAaCTBAHE.

[Tpu mogpacTBaHe B MECEIIUTE IO U aBTYCT (e-
HOTHUITHUSAT BapHaHC IO JOOWB HA CYXO BELIECTBO
ce IbJKM IIpeo0iiajaBalllo Ha TeHOTUIIEH BapuaHC,
a e(eKkThT Ha B3aUMOJEIHCTBUETO TEHOTHUI-Cpena
BBpPXY (DEHOTHITHATA CTOWHOCT Ha NMpHU3HAKA € He-
3HauuTeseH. OTOopBT Mo PEeHOTUITHA CTOWHOCT 3a
JIOOHMB B TO3U MEPHOJT MOXKE YCTICIITHO J]a CE U303~
Ba 32 ¢(PCKTHUBHA CEIICKIIHSI.
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Ha ocnoBa Ha HaOmrogaBaHWTE HaN-BUCOKHU
CPEHH CTOMHOCTH 3a KBCHOJISITHA U €CEHHA MPO-
)IYKTI/IBHOCT, KaTO IICHCH CCJICKIIMOHCH HN3TOYHUK
MOE JIa C€ OIPEACIH MOmyJamus 2.
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