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Abstract

The studies were conducted in the Experimental field of Institute of Plant Genetic Resources “K. Malkov”, Sadovo during
the period 2009 — 2011. Fourteen breeding lines were investigation using block design with 4 replications and 12 m? plot size.
The aim of the investigation was to estimation lines by yield comparing them with the standard variety “Sadovo 1”. In our study,
the environment shows the greatest effect on the variability of the trait (50.87%). As a result of Single Factor Analysis of Vari-
ance was established that in the 11 breeding lines differences in yields are very well secured and statistically proven in GD
0.1%. The relatively highest yields during the study were obtained from the lines: Ne 14, Ne 8, Ne 863, Ne 19 and cr. 94.1.1.
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M3acnenosarenckata pabota € HacodeHa KbM Cb3-
JaBaHe Ha COpTOBE MeHuUa C BUCOK MPOOYKTUBEH
noTeHumarn, npuTeXxasaLly KOMMIEKC OT OUONOrMYHM 1
CTOMAaHCKM Ka4eCcTBa, YCTOMYMBM Ha BUOTUYHM 1 abuno-
TUYHKU CTPEcOoBM hakTopu 1 NOAXOASALLM 3a OTrnexaa-
He MNpu cucTemMa Ha HamasieHu BIOXXeHUs B MPOU3BOA-
ctBoto (PavoBcka n gp., 2003; Oumosa u ap., 2006;
VMBaHoBa, LieHoB, 2009; LieHoB v gp., 2009). JobusbT
Ha 3bPHO € nokasaTerl, YNSTO roAMLIHA CTOMHOCT ce
onpegens oT B3aMMOgeNCTBMETO Ha reHoTMna ¢ ycrio-
BusiTa Ha cpepata (Tepaunes, 2000). To3n npu3Hak e
KOMIMIIEKCEH W [0 rornisiMa CTerneH ce Brusie ot hakTo-
pute Ha okonHata cpefa (Akcura et al., 2005).

Mpe3 nocnegHuTe roanHM CUMHUTE NPUPOOHM aHO-
Manuu npeavs3BrKkaxa 3acuriBaHe Ha MHTepeca KbM
n3cnegBaHe Ha peakuMsTa Ha COPTOBETE KbM YCIO-
BusiTa Ha otrmexaaHe (Dencic et al., 2011; 2008; Yan
et al., 2008). 3a ycnoBusATa Ha HalwlaTa cTpaHa ToBa
e OT ocobeHo 3HayeHue, npeaBua HabnopgaBaHaTa
TEHAEHUNS KbM HamMansiBaHe KOnnM4yecTBOTO Ha Barle-
XWTe 1 NoBULLIABaHE Ha TeMnepaTypaTa B nepuoga Ha
Beretaunsa (bosigpxuesa, 1999; AnekcaHgpos, 2002;
Cnagos, l'eopruesa, 2002).

Llenta Ha HacTosiLoTO M3cneppaHe belwe ga ce
aHanuanpar no gobus cenekumoHupaHute B PP —
CapoBo NHUM 0BUKHOBEHA MNLLEHULLA U CE MPOYYM BMK-
STHMETO Ha haKTOpUTE rEeHOTUM, cpeaa M TIXHOTO B3au-
MOZENCTBUE BbpXy A0OMBa CripsiMO CTaHdapTa.

MATEPUAN U METOOU

Manon3egaHuTe martepvann B W3CnenBaHeTo ca
cb3gageHu B otgen ,PactutenHn buotexHonorun” ot
pou. ao-p MNMetbp Bosimkmes. OnuTnTe ca 3anaraHu no

GnokoBa cxema B 4 NMOBTOPEHUS C rofieMuHa Ha pe-
KonTHaTa napuenka 12 m? cneq npewecTBeHuk dy-
pakeH rpax.

MartemaTnyeckata 06paboTka Ha AaHHUTE BKIIHOY-
Ba BapuvaUMOHEH M OUCMEPCUOHEH aHanu3 — egHo-
dakTopeH n apydakTopeH. Npu BapvaumoHHNs aHa-
nn3 ca OLUEHEHU: cpefHa apuTMeTUYHa (X), rpeLuka
Ha cpefHaTa apuTMeTu4Ha (Sx), cpeaHO KBagpaTHO
OTKIMOHEHME U koeduumneHT Ha BapupaHe (S%). MNpwu
€0HOaKTOPHUSA AMCNEPCMOHEH aHanu3 € YCTaHo-
BEHa CTeneHTa Ha [oKa3aHOCT Mexay CTaHgapTta u
CpaBHABaHWUTE CpedHu CbC CTaTUCTMYEecKa nporpama
SPSS. lNpu aBydakTOpHUA ANCNEPCUOHEH aHanmn3 e
OLeHeHa cunarta Ha BMusiHMe Ha M3TOYHULMTE Ha Ba-
pupaHe no metoga Ha lNMnoxuHckui (1970).

PE3YNTATU N OBCBXOAHE

CpenHomeceyHaTa Temnepatypa Ha Bb3ayxa npu
ycnosusata Ha VIPTP — CagoBo ca npeactaBeHn Ha
(cpur. 1). BeretaumoHHuat nepuog 2009 — 2010 r. ce
XapakTepuanpa CbC Cyxa €CeH, BraXHa W CTygeHa
MPOMET 1 C MHOTO Banexu npes nocrnegHuTe asm ot
pa3BMTUETO Ha pacTeHusTa. Han-gobpu ca meteopo-
nornyHuTe ycnosusa npes ctonaHckata 2010 — 2011 .
C BriaXkHa eceH, OTHOCUTENHO Tonna 3nma v Gnaronpu-
ATHO CbYeTaHME Ha TeMnepaTypuTe Npe3 nepuoga Ha
dopMmMpaHe 1 HanMBaHe Ha 3bPHOTO.

PesyntatuTe OT npoBeAeHns BapmMaLMoHeH aHanma
Ha MpPOy4YBaHUTE FEHOTUMOBE MO OTHOLLUEHWE Ha Npwu-
3Haka [obuB ca npeactaBeHn B Tabn. 1. 3a BCUYKK
BapuaHTV HaMepeHnTe nokasartenu 3a TOYHOCT (Sx%)
ca B gonyctumuTe rpaHmum 0o 5%, a BapuaumoHHW-
Te koedumumeHTn (S%) ca B rpaHuumTe 0o 10%. Kato



Tabnuua 1. CpeneH oobus, kg/da n xapakTepucTukn Ha cpegHaTta apuTMeTMYHa Ha U3cneaBaHnUTe CENEKUNOHHN NMHUA

nwexuua 3a nepuoga 2009 — 2011 .

Table 1. Average yield, kg/da and characteristics of the mean values of studied breeding lines of wheat for the period

2009 - 2011
Breeding 2009 — 2010 r. 2010 -2011r.
lines X Sx Sx% S% X Sx Sx% S%
Sadovo 1 St. 537,50 8,57 1,59 3,19 663,75 11,61 1,75 3,5
Ne 7 563,75 28,30 5,02 10,04 773,75 13,00 1,68 3,36
Ne 8 681,50 21,40 3,14 6,28 778,00 20,28 2,61 5,21
Ne 9 619,50 31,26 5,05 10,09 719,75 17,70 2,46 4,92
Ne 10 625,50 26,32 4,21 8,42 769,50 14,91 1,94 3,87
Ne 11 587,75 13,21 2,25 4,50 748,00 39,52 5,28 10,57
Ne 12 551,50 17,11 3,10 6,20 793,50 18,59 2,34 4,69
Ne 13 560,25 8,93 1,59 3,19 754,25 9,89 1,31 2,62
Ne 14 720,00 17,70 2,46 4,92 775,00 8,54 1,10 2,20
Ne 15 553,25 47,50 8,59 17,17 705,50 7,51 1,06 2,13
Ne 863 688,50 15,56 2,26 4,52 778,75 28,39 3,64 7,29
A2kp46-2 562,50 28,16 5,01 10,01 752,75 28,17 3,74 7,48
Ne 18 628,00 25,52 4,06 8,13 742,75 33,73 4,54 9,08
Ne 19 719,25 18,54 2,58 5,16 752,75 28,17 3,74 7,48
Kp. 94.1.1 701,50 20,47 2,92 5,84 761,25 15,02 1,97 3,95
Mean 620,02 751,28
Tabnuua 2. CpaBHUTENEH COPTOB OMNUT NPY NTMHUM OOMKHOBEHA MiueHnua 3a nepuoga 2009 — 2011 .
Table 2. Comparative investigation of breeding lines for the period 2009 — 2011
2009 - 2010 r. 2010-2011r. ©
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Sadovo 1 St. 537,50 | 100,00 663,75 | 100,00 600,25 | 100,00
Ne 7 563,75 | 104,88 26,25 * 773,75 | 116,57 | 110,00 +++ 668,75 | 111,41 68,12 +++
Ne 8 681,50 | 126,79 | 144,00 +++ 778,00 | 117,21 114,25 +++ 729,75 | 121,57 | 129,12 +++
Ne 9 619,50 | 115,26 82,00 ++ 719,75 | 108,44 | 56,00 + 669,63 | 111,56 69,00 +++
Ne 10 625,50 | 116,37 88,00 +++ 769,50 | 115,93 | 105,75 +++ 697,50 | 116,20 96,87 +++
Ne 11 587,75 | 109,35 50,25 + 748,00 | 112,69 84,25 ++ 667,88 | 111,27 67,25 +++
Ne 12 551,50 | 102,60 14,00 * 793,50 | 119,55 | 129,75 +++ 672,50 | 112,04 71,87 +++
Ne 13 560,25 | 104,23 22,75 * 754,25 | 113,63 90,50 ++ 657,25 | 109,50 56,62 ++
Ne 14 720,00 | 133,95 | 182,50 +++ 775,00 | 116,76 | 111,25 +++ 747,50 | 124,53 | 146,87 +++
Ne 15 553,25 | 102,93 15,75 * 705,50 | 106,29 | 41,75 * 629,38 | 104,85 28,75 *
Ne 863 688,50 | 128,09 | 151,00 +++ 778,75 | 117,33 | 115,00 +++ 733,63 | 122,22 | 133,00 +++
A2kp46-2 562,50 | 104,65 | 25,00 * 752,75 | 113,41 89,00 ++ 657,63 | 109,56 | 57,00 ++
Ne 18 628,00 | 116,84 90,50 +++ 742,75 | 111,90 79,00 ++ 685,38 | 114,18 84,75 +++
Ne 19 719,25 | 133,81 | 181,75 +++ 752,75 | 113,41 89,00 ++ 736,00 | 122,62 | 135,37 +++
Kp. 94.1.1 701,50 | 130,51 | 164,00 +++ 761,25 | 114,69 97,50 +++ 731,38 | 121,85 | 130,75 +++
Mean 620,02 751,28 685,65
GD 5% 50,14 53,30 37,34
1% 66,85 71,07 49,79
0,1% 87,05 92,55 64,84
OTHOCUTENHO Mo-BapuabuneH no nokasartenst 4oous Pasnuunsata B gobvea npe3 oTgenHuTe rogvHu ce

npe3 2009 — 2010 r. ce oyepTa nuHuA Ne 15, a 3a Be-
retaunoHHaTta 2010 — 2011 r. — nuHuaTa Ne 11.

OT nony4yennTte gobvsu (Tabn. 2) ce Buxaa, ve ns-
NMATBAHUTE NUHUWN Ce BIUSAT 3HAYUTENHO OT METEOo-
PONOrMYHNTE YCINOBUS MpPe3 BereTaumoHHUS Nnepuog.
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ObIDKaT Ha pasnuyHata NpucnocobumMocT Ha nscnea-
BaHUTE NIMHUN KbM KOHKPETHUTE YCIOBUS Ha OTrMNexaa-
He. [Npe3 MbpBaTa ekcrnepumeHTanHa roguHa 4obmebT
OT NpoyyBaHUTE Martepuanu e B rpaHuumTe ot 551,5
kg/da 3a nuHua Ne 12 go 720 kg/da 3a nuHusita Ne 14,



Tabnuua 3. BnuaHve Ha nstoyHMumnTe Ha BapvpaHe: reHoTun—cpena Bbpxy Aobusa, kg/da

Table 3. Influence of the sources of variation on the yield

Source of variation df Means squares F obser, F crit, P < 0,001 Influence, %
l'eHotunose/ Genotype (G) 14 14775,77 7,05 *** 2,94 20,36
Cpepa (pekontHa rogunHa)/ Enviroment (E) 1 516928,1 246,81** 11,57 50,87
Bzanmopencteue/ Interaction (G + E) 14 7422,63 3,54*** 2,94 10,23
Ipewwkun/ Errors 90 2094,42

*p < 0,05, * p < 0,01, **p<0,001.
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Que. 1. Memeoponoau4yHu ycriosus npes3 ekcrepuMeHmarsnHusi nepuod
Fig. 1. Meteorological conditions of the experimental period

Bvicokm nobvBm Npes Tasu roamMHa ca nosyyYeHu npu nn-
Humte: Ne 19, kp.94.1.1, Ne 863 1 Ne 8. Han-Huckonpo-
OYKTUBHK npe3 To3n nepuog, ca nuHum Ne 12 n Ne 15.
Mpe3 2010 — 2011 r. Han-BM1COK fobuwe ot 793,5 kg/da e
nomnyyeH npu nuHus Ne 12,

CpenHo 3a ABeTe rogyHy Ha NpoyYBaHe C Hal BUCOK
0o6uB o1 747,5 kg/da e nuHmsa Ne 14, npeBuLLaBaLla cTaH-
papta ¢ 24,53 %, n cboTBeTHO NHMMTE Ne 8 — 21,57%,
Ne 863 — 22,22%, Ne 19 — 22,62%, kp. 94.1.1 — 21,85%.
OT npoy4yBanuTe 14 nuHuM ¢ JobvB Hag cTaHdapTa ce
otkposieaT 11 nuHuK, gokasanm npn GD 0,1%.

OT nokasaHuTe pesyntatu B Tabn. 2 ce BWKaa, ye
CbLLECTBYBaT JOKa3aHW pPasnuKy KakTo MeXxay reHoTu-
noBeTe, Taka 1 Mexay roguH1Te Ha oTrnexaaHe, kato
cpefarta Bnusie ¢ Hali-ronsima curna Bbpxy Bapuadun-
HocTTa Ha npusHaka (50,87%). leHOTUNBT 1 B3aMMO-
OEeNCTBMETO reHOTUN X cpefa uMaT CbOTBETHO NPOLEH-
TeH asn 20,36 n 10,23 Bbpxy nposiBaTa Ha NpusHaka.

n3sogu

M3TouyHMUUTE Ha BapupaHe — reHoTwun, cpega W
B3aMMOLENCTBUETO MOMEXAY UM UMaT foKa3aH edpekT
(p <0,001) BbpXY (heHoTMNHATaA NposiBa Ha U3CcreaBa-
HWS MPU3HaK.

BapnabunuteTbT Ha gobuBa npu Npoy4BaHuTe
NHUN OOMKHOBEHA MLUEHMLA Ce ObIMKU OCHOBHO Ha
daktopa cpena (50,87%).

Mpe3 ekcnepvmMeHTanHus nepuog nuHuute Ne 8,
Ne 14, Ne 863 n kp. 94.1.1 ca ¢ goka3aHO Han-BUCOKM
pobusn.
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