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Abstract

Seeds of spring oats variety Mina (Bulgaria) were treated with gamma rays So60 in 4 doses of 50, 100, 150
and 200 Gy and 4 concentrations of sodium azide — 0.1 mM, 0.3 mM, 1 mM and 10 Mm. Used mutagenic factors have a
positive effect on the content of lysine and lysine in the grain and protein on lowering the percentage of hull seeds. There is
established a positive effect on specific and total mass of grain. After irradiation with gamma rays at doses of 100, 150 and
200 Gy and with sodium azide at a concentration of 0.1 mM were obtained mutant lines M 10/46, M 15/14/2, M 15/21, M
15/25, M 20/26 and Mx 10/43, that exceeds the standard in content of crude protein (22.4) and lysine (0.75 — 1.12%). Line

M 10/46 also features a low hull and black seeds.
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lMpueto e, 4e rono3bpPHECTUAT OBEC € eCTecT-
BEeHa MyTauus Ha nneeecTus ¢ npomsxoq ot Kutamn
(Bretschneider, 1881) — Teopwusi, noTBbpAeHa NO-KbC-
HO OT m3cnepgosaTtenu kato Stanton (1923), Vavilov
(1924) (by Wang, 2004) n Gustafsson, Gadd (1965).
Han-ronsam nonumopdunsbm Ha NpuU3HaUUTE Ha rono-
3bpHECTMS XeKkcannouaeH oBec ce cpewa B Kurawm,
OTKbAETO Tasu popma e nonagHana B EBpona (Basu-
nos., 1965). N cera Kutan e Har-ronemmaT npoussoau-
Ten B cBeTa Ha ronosbpHecT oBec (Wang, 2004).

3bPHOTO Ha roMno3bpHECTUS OBEC, WU T. Hap. B
exeaHeBuneTo ,a0ka” e 6e3 nnesu, KOETO My AaBa pe-
avua npegumcTea. EgHu ca oT TeXHONOrMYHO ecTecT-
BO, CBbP3aHu C MIKOHOMMSI Ha EHEPIUst, TPYA U CKnago-
Ba 6a3a (Valentine, Sandy, 2004; Valentine & Clothier,
1992; Kirkkari, 2008), apyrn ca obycrnoBeHun npegu
BCMYKO OT Boratms my xmmudeckn cbcetaB (Welch,
1995; AHTOHOBa U Ap.,1995; Antonova et al., 2000;
Antonova and Mangova, 2003). 3bpHOTO Ha rono3bp-
HeCTMs OBEC € M3TOYHUK Ha B1COKOKa4YeCTBEH NpoTe-
WH 1 HamMmMpa NpUNoXeHne B XpaHEHETO Ha YOBEKa, 3a
dypax Ha pasnuyHK BUOOBE XMBOTHU (NpaceTa, NTu-
LW, MIIEYHN KpaBu 1 Ap.) N He Ha NocreaHO MSACTO — B
meauuuHarta (Flis et al., 2005; Kirkkari, 2008; Penkov
et al., 1999; Kirilov, 2004). MNpoTenHbT ce gobnuxasa
00 TO3M Ha cosiTa, Nopagu KOeTo MOXe Aa ce 13nons-
Ba KaTo 3aMeCTUTEN MPU XpPaHEHETO Ha MTULIN 1 CBUHE
(MeHkoB, 1996). OrpaHNYeHUAT reHeTndeH (PoHa Ha-
nara ga ce TbpCAT pasnuyHu U3TOYHULW 3a yBenu4a-
BaHe Ha CbabpXKaHMETO Ha NpoTenH. OCBEH MeXayBuU-
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JoBara xvbpuamsauusi, npu KOATO ce U3Non3ear ANBU
BMOOBE OBEC CbC CbAbPXXaHNE Ha NPOTENH B 3bPHOTO
Hag 20%, npunarat ce U MeToguTe Ha reHETUYHOTO
nHxeHepctBo (Ladizinsky, 1995; 2000; Saidi et al.,
2004; Sophie et al., 2003). Upe3 meToguTe Ha MyTaL -
OHHaTa cenekuusi ca rnony4yeHy copToBe W NIMHWUK Npe-
OVMHO C MOP(ONornyHu n usnmonormyHn NPOMeHU
(Coimbra et al., 2005; Harten, 1998). Verhoeven et al.
(2004) cbobLiaBaTt 3a NMPOMEHU B XMMUYHUS CbCTaB
Ha 3bpHOTO BbB BMAa A. strigosa Schreb. Astopute
ca vaeHTMduUmMpany Tpu MyTaHTHU MHUK: TUn lam-1,
lam-2 1 sga-1, oTnMyasaLum ce ¢ pasnuyHa CTpykTypa
Ha ckopbsinarta B eHgocnepma.

LlenTta Ha n3cnegBaHeTo Oelle ¢ nomoLTa Ha Ha-
TPUEeBUs asng 1 raMa-nbym Aa ce paswunpu reHeTuy-
HOTO pa3Hoobpasm Ha Buaa A. sativa ssp. nudisativa c
MYTaHTHW NUHUK, OTNINYABALLM CE C BUCOKO KayeCTBO
Ha 3bPHOTO.

MATEPWAN U METOOU

WacnepeaHusita ca npoBedeHu npe3 nepuopa
1998 — 2008 r. B IPT'P, CagoBo. CemeHa Ha nponert-
HUS ronosbpHecT oBec copT MuHa (Bwnrapus) ca
TpeTupanu ¢ rama-nbyn Co® B 4 gosm — 50, 100, 150
1 200 Gy u 4 KoHUeHTpauun HaTpueB asng — 0,1 mM,
0,3 mM, 1 mM un 10 mM. MeTogbT Ha paboTa nogpo6b-
HO e onucaH B Apyrn Hawu nybnukaumm (PayoBcka,
AHTOHOBa 1995; 1996).

WM3cneaBaHu ca nokasaTenure, Xxapakrepuanpaim
OCHOBHUTE 3a rofio3bPHECTUSI OBEC KadeCTBa Ha 3bp-



HOTO. XMMWYECKUTE OMnpedeneHns BKIoYBaT: Cbabp-
)KaHue Ha cypoB NpoTeuH (1) n pesynTatuBHaTa Benu-
YnHa JOOMB Ha MpoTeuH (2); cbabpXaHue Ha NU3UH
(3) 1 pobmB Ha nNn3nH (4); cCbAbpXaHMe Ha NU3VH B
npotenHa (5). OT pmsmyHMTE Nokasatenu ca obxea-
HaTK: maca Ha 1000 3bpHa (6); XxekTonuTpoBa Maca Ha
3bPHOTO (7); NPOLIEHT NreBecTn 3bpHa (8) 1 NpoueHT
YepHu cemeHa (9).

XUMMYECKUTE aHanNM3m ca N3BbpLIEHN CbITACHO Bb3-
NpUeTUTE B MHCTUTYTA METOAMKU: CYpOB MPOTEUH — MO
KenganckoeduuymeHT 3a oBeca N x 5,83 n nusmH —
KONopuUMeTpU4Ho. PnanyHUTe nokasaTenu Ha 3bp-
HOTO — XeKTonuTpoBsa n abcontoTHa maca ca no b[1C
529-84; NnpoUEHTHbT Ha NNeBeCcTUTE 3bpHa € U34vunc-
neH 4pe3 npebposiBaHe Ha NIIEBECTUTE M rofnn 3bpHa
Ha 25 MeTnuum OT NOBTOPEHME, a NPOLEHTLT Ha Yep-
HUTE 3bpHa e OnpedereH Ha CbLNUTe MeTnUUM no
dopmynata Ha Valentine & Clothier (1992). 3bpHe-
HUSAT MaTepuan 1 MEeTIINLUTE ca B3€TU OT KOHKYPCHM
COPTOBM OMUTK C FOflIEMUHA Ha PeKoNTHaTa NMoLy ot
10 m2. 3a cTaHZapT e U3Non3BaH U3XO4HUAT nporne-
TEH rono3bpHecT copT MuHa.

AHanm3bT M OUEHKaTa Ha AaHHUTE € U3BbPLUEH
¢ metoguTe Ha Descriptive statistics, Cluster, Factor
and Multiple regression analyses ¢ nporpamute Ha
Exel, STATISTICA n SPSS 10. [laHHuTe ca cTaHaap-
TU3NpPaHMW.

PE3YNTATU N OBCBXXOAHE

MpoTenHbT B 3bpHOTO Bapupa B rpaHuuuTte ot 20,1
0o 22,4% (tabn. 1). Tor e No-BUCOK OT CTaHdapTa npu
10 nuHun. C Hag 22% nNpoTenH ce oTnnyYmxa NMHUITE
M 10/46, M 15/21 n M 20/26, 06paboTeHN CbOTBETHO
¢ rama-nbym B go3m 100, 150 n 200 Gy n nnHuaTa Mx
10/43 (HaTpmeB a3ng B KoHUeHTpaumsa 0,3 mM). Okono
nonoBunHaTa oT NMMHUMTE ca ¢ 40OMB Ha CypoB NPOTENH
Haj cTaHgapTa, a npy 10 MyTaHTHU NUHWK TO € Hag 4
kg ha'. MakcumaneH pobvs ot 4,51 kg ha™', unn c 16%
Hag cTaHgapTa e nokasana nuHuaTta M 20/23.

O6HagexgaBallmcapesynTatute3acbabpXKaHUETO
1 4OOMB Ha NTM3WH 1 NN3MH B NMpoTenHa. Benykm nsnut-
BaHW nuHUKM npeBb3xoxaaT oT 11% (Mx 20/24/4) po
65% (M 10/26) ctangaptHusa copT MuHa no cbabp-
»KaHue Ha nuauH. Mpn 14 nuHumn Ton e Hag 1%. AHa-
NOrMYHN ca pesynTatuTe U 3a JoOMB Ha NnU3WH. W3-
KnoYeHe npaBu eguHCTBEHO nuHuata Ms 14, uninto
nobue otcTbnBa ¢ 4% Ha ctaHgapTa. [Npu nuHnnTe M
10/26, M 20/23 n Mx 5/18 gobussT e Hag 0,2 kg ha™,
nnu ¢ 68 — 74% Hapg ctaHgapta. MyTaHTHUTE NUHKK
ca nony4veHun npu obpaboTka Ha ceMeHaTa CbOTBETHO
¢ rama-nbum B gosa 100 Gy, 200 Gy 1 KOHUEeHTpauus
Ha HaTpmeB a3ng 0,1 mM. CbOobpXaHMETO HA NN3MH
B npotenHa e oT 18% (Mx 20/24/4) no 63% (M 10/26)
Mo-BMCOKO OT TOBa Ha CTaHAapTa.

XeKTonutpoBaTa Maca Ha 3bpPHOTO € Han-Bucoka (61
ka/l) npu nuHumnte Mx 10/33 1 Mx 20/24/4, TpetupaHu ¢
HaTpueB asug B koHueHTpaums 0,3 mM n 10 mM. Jlun-
HusTa M 15/25 (go3sa 150 Gy) ce oTKposiBa C Hal-HUCKa
xektonutpoBa maca (47 kg/l) n eapo 3bpHo — 20,3 g. C
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Haz 20 g/1000 3bpHa ca owwe nuHuute M 5/38 (gosa 50
Gy) - 21,3 g n M 20/26 (go3sa 200 Gy) — 20,3 g.

C MMHMManHO CbObpXaHue Ha MIeBEeCcTV 3bpHa
(8o 3%) ca 10 MyTaHTHM NHUK, @ NPU TPU OT TSIX, TO €
00 2% — M 5/24 (pnosa 50 Gy), Mx 20/24/4 n Mx 20/31
(koHUeHTpaumsa 10 mM).

YepHuTe 3bpHa npu 7 nuHum ca 0o 2%, a npu nu-
Husta Mx 5/18 (HaTpueB asug B koHueHTpaums 0,1
mM) Te npakTuyecku nunceart (0,3%).

[MpoTenHute cbCcTaBnsBaT MO-ManmbK MPOLEHT B
CpaBHeHMe C BbImexuapatuTe, HO UMaT No-ronsiMo 3Ha-
YeHue 3a Ka4eCTBOTO Ha 3bPHOTO Npwu oBeca (Antonova
et al., 2000; Wang, 2004). Konn4ecTBoTo UM 3aBUCK OT
peauvua ycrnoBus, HO ONpeensiwmn ca: KnuMaTuiHuTe
dakTopu, NoyBara, BUAbLT U COPTLT M HE Ha NocneaHo
MSICTO — npuroXxeHaTta arpotexHuka (Pununos, MbH-
roea, 1994; MbHroea, AHueB, 2002). 3a ycrnosusita Ha
Uexusa oT msnutBaHuTe 18 copTa ronosbpHECT oBec
MaKCUMarnHoTO CbAbpXKaHWe Ha CypoB NPOTENH JOCTU-
ra go 20,5%, pokato npu ctaHgapta Abel To e 14,8%
(Machan, 1998). lNo uscnensanusa B KaHaga npu Tpu
BMCOKOOOOVBHM 1 YCTONYMBM Ha pbXK4a roflo3bpPHECTU
copTa BapupaHeTo Ha NpoTerHa Mexay TsX € B bnnsku
rpaHuum n Bapupa ot 13,75 go 14,4% (Constantinos G
et al., 1995). MNpun HawwmTe ycrnosus y3psiBaHETO OOUK-
HOBEHO CbBMaja C ropeLlo 1 Cyxo Bpeme, Nopaam Ko-
€TO TPaAMLMOHHO 3bPHOTO CE OTNIMYaBa C MO-BMCOKO
CbObpXXaHne Ha MPOTEVMH B CPaBHEHWE CbC 3bPHOTO
Ha xuTHWUTe B 3anagHa EBpona. TBbpaeHMeTo nomyym
NOTBBbPXKAEHME U MPU aHanNM3a Ha JaHHWUTE Ha MPOEKT
AVEQ (2011). ToBa 06sicHsIBa 1 KOHCEPBaTUBHOTO NPO-
AIBMEHVe Ha Npu3Haka — KoePULMEHTBHT HA BapupaHe
Ha npoTtenHa e VC = 2%. NMpubnuanTenHo Ha cbLiarta
forvka e nNogYMHeHa U3MEeHYMBOCTTa M MPW NIU3MHA U
N3UH B NPOTENHA.

OBLoTO ChbAbpKaHME Ha NPOTENH, KaKTO U NpKU OC-
TaHanNUTe XUTHU, Ce NMMUTMPA OT CbAbPXKAHMETO Ha
nun3nH (Constantinos et al., 1995). NpeanmcTBOTO Ha
roONo3bPHECTUSI OBEC €, Y€ CbAbPXKaHUETO HA NN3VWH
B 3bPHOTO MHOFOKPaTHO MpeBMLLIABA TOBA Ha MLIEHU-
uata u uapeswuuara (AHToHoBa 1 ap., 1995; MNeHkos,
1996). Mpu oTbpaHnTe MyTaHTHU NIMHUM CbObPXKaHW-
eTo Ha nn3uH (0,75 — 1,12%) ce n3paBHsABa He camo
C Ha ToBa Ha HaxyTa (okorno 1%), a 12 nuHuM gopw ro
npesuvLIaBar.

dun3nyHMTE NapameTpu ca BaXkeH nokasaTen 3a Ko-
NYECTBOTO M KA4eCTBOTO Ha MorlydeHarta npogyKums
npu npepaboTtkata Ha 3bPHOTO. 3a OCHOBHUS MOKas3a-
Ten — abcontoTHata maca, npeobnagasar NMHUMTE C
MO-BUCOKO TErNO Ha 3bPHOTO OT TOBA Ha CTaHgapTa.
Mo Te3n nokasatenu 3bPHOTO Ha MYTAHTHUTE JIMHWM
OTCTbNBaA Ha 3bpHOTO OT 3anagHa Espona (Machan,
1998).

MpucbCTBMETO Ha MNEBEeCTU 3bpHa B napTuaarta
cb3faBa pefuua HeynobecTBa npw npepaboTkata Ha
3bPHOTO 1 CEMENPOM3BOACTBOTO Ha copTa. ETo 3awo
uenTa Ha cenekuusita € ga ce OOCTUrHE Bb3MOXHO
Hal-MVHUMAanHOTO MM NPUCHCTBUE B 3bpHEHAaTa Maca
(Antonova & lidanski, 1996; Valentine, 1995). B onuta



caMo npu ABe OT NMMHUUTE MPOLEHTHLT Ha NreBecTuTe
3bpHa € paBeH Ha cTaHgapTa. [lpu ocTaHanuTe Tow
€ 3Ha4nTenHo nog Hero, a nNpu 2 nuHum (M 5/24 n Mx
20/24/40) e popu nog 2% v ce gobnmkaea A0 TEXHO-
NOrnYecknTe U3NCKBaHUs KbM kyntypata (Valentine,
1995).

HannuuneTto Ha YepHU 3bpHa BrioLlaBa TbProBCKUS
BV Ha napTuaarta. YCTaHOBEHO €, Ye OCHOBHUTE Npu-
YMHUTENN 3a MOTbMHSIBAHETO HA 3bPHOTO ca Mou oT
poa Alternaria (Valentine & Clothier, 1992; Antonova
& Stancheva, 1995; Stancheva & Antonova, 1996;

Newton et al., 2003). Okono nonoBuHaTa OT MyTaHT-
HUTE NMHUM NPEBULLIABAT CTaHZapTa no To3u nokasa-
Ten, a nuHuaTa Mx 5/18 moxe ga ce cumTa KaTo npak-
TUYECKN YmncCTa.

Upes kbCTep aHanmu3a ce Bu3yanuavipa reHeTud-
HOTO CXOACTBO Ha NUHWMMTE N M3xogHus copt (cur. 1).
YcTaHoBABaT Ce Ha HaW-BUCOKO MNepapXvMyHO HUBO
(EBKNMOoOBO pa3cTtosiHue 23) ABe OCHOBHYU (a 1 b) rpy-
nM Ha CXOOCTBO Ha npusHauuTe. [MbpBaTta OCHOBHa
rpyna (a) e ugeHTMYHa ¢ dopmMmupaH1MTe Mbpea 1 BTopa
noarpynu Ha cxoacteo nog Hueo 10. Tyk ce oTHacaT

Tabnvua 1. XvuMudeckn n hranyeckmn nokasaTenu Ha MyTaHTHU NUHUK OT copT MuHa
Table 1. Chemical and physical properties of the mutant line seeds from variety Mina

Chemical composition Physical properties
Mutant protein lisine iy test 1000 hull black Yield,
lines lisine/% weight, grain grains, grains, kg/da
N x 5.83 kg/da % kg/da protein kg/hl weight, g % %

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1"
Mina - St. 21.9 38.9 0.68 1.21 3.21 59 18.7 6.8 1.29 178
M 5/3/12 21.3 37.0 0.92 1.59 4.29 57 17.7 6.3 1.26 173
M 5/5 21.6 41.6 0.93 1.78 4.15 58 17.7 7.5 1.20 192
M 5/16 21.6 40.4 0.91 1.7 4.21 57 18.0 2.3 1.31 187
M 5/21 20.7 40.5 0.91 1.79 4.41 59 20.0 5.8 1.26 196
M 5/24 21.0 38.6 0.87 1.59 4.07 57 20.0 1.8 1.25 184
M 5/31 22.0 39.8 0.97 1.75 4.42 59 18.0 5.3 1.26 181
M 5/36 20.6 35.0 0.87 1.48 4.24 59 18.7 5.5 1.23 170
M 5/38 211 36.7 0.94 1.64 4.50 59 21.3 6.0 1.40 174
M 5/50 22.0 38.0 0.93 1.61 4.29 58 17.3 4.8 1.88 173
M 10/21 21.6 37.7 0.91 1.60 4.30 59 18.3 4.8 1.26 175
M 10/26 21.2 39.9 1.12 2.10 5.22 58 18.3 6.0 1.49 188
M 10/27/2 21.6 37.8 0.92 1.61 4.35 57 19.3 3.3 1.60 175
M 10/37 214 37.0 0.95 1.64 4.48 57 18.0 4.5 1.43 173
M 10/46 22.3 39.4 1.10 1.95 4.95 59 18.7 4.8 1.33 176
M 10/48 21.5 39.4 1.06 1.94 4.87 58 18.3 5.3 1.44 183
M 15/2 21.5 44.8 0.94 1.96 4.38 59 17.7 53 1.49 209
M 15/14/2 221 36.8 1.08 1.79 4.87 58 18.7 5.5 1.48 167
M 15/21 22.4 37.4 0.96 1.49 4.28 55 19.3 6.0 1.31 155
M 15/25 21.4 40.9 0.98 1.87 4.80 47 20.3 5.0 1.44 192
M 15/44 21.0 39.7 0.96 1.81 4.53 57 18.0 5.8 1.61 189
M 15/7/1 21.0 38.2 0.95 1.73 4.54 59 18.7 3.3 1.66 182
M 20/23 21.7 451 0.98 2.03 4.52 58 18.0 6.8 1.25 208
M 20/26 22.4 354 1.02 1.62 4.55 57 20.3 4.3 1.21 158
M 20/48 21.9 39.6 1.05 1.90 4.27 58 20.0 5.0 1.23 181
Mx 5/3 211 34.7 0.94 1.54 4.48 57 18.7 3.3 1.65 165
Mx 5/13 21.0 39.4 1.03 1.92 4.87 59 17.0 3.3 1.85 187
Mx 5/18 21.8 45.0 1.02 2.1 4.66 57 18.7 4.5 1.03 206
Mx 5/31 21.4 40.3 1.02 1.92 4.82 58 19.0 4.5 1.25 188
Mx 5/47 21.1 33.5 0.99 1.57 4.75 57 20.0 4.3 1.30 159
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Tabnuua 1. MpogbmxeHue
Table 1. Continuation

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
Mx 5/48 22.0 36.4 0.96 1.58 4.40 57 19.7 3.8 1.26 166
Mx 10/15 21.3 39.3 1.06 1.95 4.93 57 17.7 4.3 1.23 184
Mx 10/33 21.3 35.9 0.97 1.63 4.57 61 18.0 43 2.14 168
Mx 10/38 21.6 38.2 0.94 1.66 4.36 57 18.7 48 1.84 177
Mx 10/42 21.9 36.2 0.96 1.59 4.35 57 18.3 7.0 1.30 165
Mx 10/43 22.3 36.6 1.01 1.66 4.50 55 18.7 3.3 1.27 164
Mx 15/20/7 214 335 0.84 1.31 3.90 57 19.3 2.5 1.28 156
Mx 20/3 20.3 38.6 0.88 1.68 4.26 56 18.0 5.0 1.13 190
Mx 20/55 22.0 40.3 1.00 1.83 4.52 56 18.3 4.0 1.29 183
Mx 20/56 215 415 0.97 1.87 4.52 58 18.7 4.0 1.13 192
Mx 20/4 21.7 35.8 1.00 1.65 461 55 20.0 3.3 1.41 165
Mx 20/22/7 20.7 35.0 0.82 1.38 3.96 56 19.7 2.5 1.19 169
Mx 20/24/4 20.1 335 0.75 1.24 3.78 61 19.0 1.3 1.20 167
Mx 20/31 21.8 37.8 1.07 1.86 4.91 57 19.3 2.0 1.43 173
Mx 20/37 22.0 39.2 0.96 1.71 4.36 57 19.7 3.3 1.40 178
Ms 2 21.8 29.4 0.97 1.31 4.47 58 19.7 5.3 1.37 135
Ms 3 21.6 31.1 0.94 1.36 4.34 57 18.7 2.8 1.41 144
Ms 4 21.8 36.2 0.94 1.56 4.29 57 18.3 2.8 1.65 166
Ms 8 215 31.2 0.96 1.40 4.26 56 18.7 2.3 1.60 145
Ms 14 21.7 29.7 0.85 1.16 3.89 58 19.3 2.3 1.40 137
Vaiance 03 1.8 0.01 0.05 0.12 4 0.79 2.2 0.047 266
VC % 2 9 9 14 8 3 5 3 15.6 9
Rang 2.3 15.7 0.44 0.95 2.01 14 4.3 6.2 1.11 74
Min 20.1 29.4 0.68 1.16 3.21 47 17 1.3 1.03 135
Max 224 451 1.12 2.1 5.22 61 21.3 7.5 2.14 209

Tabnuua 2. CpegHn CTOMHOCTU U OTKIIOHEHWE OT OBLLOTO CPeAHO Ha MyTaHTHUTE MMHWK B FPYyNUTE Ha CXOACTBO
Table 2. Mean values and deviation of the total average of mutant lines in groups of similarity

Grogpg of Protein, Protein, Lisine, Lisine, Lisine/. WZ?;;,[ ;?aolg gg?rllls g?lae;gz

similarity % kg/da % kg/da % protein kgl ’ weight, g % ’ % ’
I group (1) 21.9 38.9 0.68 1.21 3.29 59 18.7 6.8 1.29
+D 0.4 1.2 -0.28 -0.46 -1.22 1.6 -0.1 2.9 -0.1
Il group (8) 21.2 32.8 0.88 1.34 4.1 57.5 19.3 2.6 1.34
+D -0.5 -4.9 -0.08 -0.33 -0.3 0.1 0.5 -1.8 -0.05
Il group (10) 21.6 38.1 0.94 1.67 4.37 58 18 55 1.54
+D 0.1 0.4 -0.02 0 -0.06 0.6 -0.8 1.1 0.15
IV group (9) 21 371 0.93 1.63 4.41 57.8 19.1 43 1.4
+D -0.5 -0.6 -0.03 0.04 -0.02 0.4 0.3 -0.1 0
V group (7) 221 36.9 0.98 1.62 4.43 56.1 19.6 3.9 1.34
+D 0.6 -0.8 0.02 -0.05 0 -1.3 0.8 -0.05 -0.05
VI group (1) 21.4 40.9 0.98 1.97 4.8 47 20.3 5 1.44
+D -0.1 3.2 0.02 0.2 0.37 -10.4 0.15 0.6 0.05
VIl group (14) 21.6 40.6 1.04 1.94 4.74 57.9 18.5 47 1.35
+D 0.1 2.9 0.08 0.27 0.31 0.5 -0.3 0.3 -0.4
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Tabnuua 3. AHann3 Ha OCHOBHUTE KOMMOHEHTU 3a U3crneaBaHUTe Npu3Haum
Table 3. Principal component analysis for signs studied

) Components

Traits 1 2 3 2
Lysine in protein (%) 0.96
Lysine (%) 0.92 0.28
Lysine (kg/da) 0.79 0.58
Protein (kg/da) 0.34 0.83
Hull grains (%) 0.70 0.18 0.34
1000 grains weight (g) -0.27 -0.78
Test weight (kg/l) -0.22 0.64 -0.20
Black grains (%) 0.30 -0.48 0.64 0.15
Protein (%) 0.14 -0.11 0.93
Latent roots (Eigenvalues) 3.2 1.56 1.38 1
% of total variance explained 35.60 17.3 15.30 11.10
Cumulative variation (%) 35.60 52.9 68.20 79.30

Tree Diagram for 50 Cases
Ward's method
Euclidean distances
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Que. 1. eHdpoepama 3a cxo0cmeomo Ha MymaHmHu fuHuu om copm MuHa, epynupaHu rno

Kad4ecmeeHu rpusHauyu

Fig. 1. Dendrogram of similarity of mutant lines of variety Mina, grouped by quality attributes

cTaHaapTbT (hopmupa camocTosiTenHa noarpyna u
rnokasesa Hau-ronsgma reHeTnyecka OTAaneYeHocT) U
BTOpaTa nogrpyna ca MyTaHTHUTE nuHum (8 6post), Ko-
UTO C HE3HAYMTESNHM PasnnUYng Npu XeKTonmMTpoBaTa u
abconTHa Maca OTCTbMBAT MO OCTaHanuTe nokasarte-
N Ha cpegHnst cTaHgapT (Tabn. 2). Tpabea ga ce ot-
Genexu, Ye ToBa ca U NMMHUUTE C HAN-HUCHK MPOLEHT
Ha nneBecTuTe 3bpHa.

lonemuAT 6pon OT MyTaHTHUTE JTIMHUM Y TEHETUYHO
no-oTAaneyeHu ot ctangapTa (41 6post) ca 06eanHeHm
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BbB BTOpa (b) ocHOBHa rpyna, KOMTO OT CBOS CTpaHa
dopmupat 5 nogrpynu Ha cxogctso. C npeobnagasa-
Wo Aobpv napameTpu Ha KadecTBeHUTe rnokasarenu
ca nogrpynute V, VI n VII. MyTaHTHUTE NUHUN OT Te3n
rpynu ca c NpoTeVH OKOMO TO3W UNW Had cTaHgapTa
MuHa, NpeBb3XoKaaT ro No CbAbpXKaHUe Ha NN3KH 1
NM3UH B NpoTerHa. TyK Bfn3aT CbLLO NMHUKU C BUCOKA
abcontoTHa mMaca, HUCBbK MPOLEHT Ha MreBecTuTe u
YepHU ceMeHa.

BrnvaHneTo Ha oTaenHuTe npu3Haum BbpXy reHe-
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Que. 2. lNpoekyus Ha copmoseme 8 PC-pagHuHama
Fig. 2. The rotating graph reveals components

TUYHOTO rpynupaHe e npeueHeHo 1 ype3 AOK. Cro-
pen scree test kputepus ce odpopmMmxa 4 KOMMOHEHTA.
HaHHuTe oT Tabn. 3 nokassat, Ye MbPBUAT KOMMOHEHT
Han-CUNHO Kopenupa C NW3WH B MPOTEUH, MU3WH U
Aobvs nusuH. JlnsmH B npoTemHa e no-gobpe npea-
CTaBeH, Tbi KaTo TOW He Kopenupa B ApYrnte KOMMo-
HeHTW. Te3n nNpu3HaumM okasBaT Han-ronsmo BrvsiHWe
BbpXY pas3gensHeTo Ha reHotunosete (cur. 1). Bro-
pUAT KOMMOHEHT € B Han-BMCOKa kopenauusi ¢ 4obus
Ha nNpoTeuH, TpeTuaTt — ¢ abcontoTHaTa mMaca U YeT-
BbPTUSAT — CbC CbAbPXAHMETO Ha NPOTENH. OT BCUYKM
n3cnegBaHn nokasatenu 3a npakTukata nocoveHuTe
ca C Hamn-3HauMmMmu cToHocTW. Kopenauuute mexay
NMPOMEHNMBUTE BENUYMHU Ha M3cnedBaHuTe npusHa-
UM WM rMaBHUTE KOMMOHEHTWU ca m3paseHu rpadmyHo
(chur. 2). B oTaenHUTE KOMMOHEHTU Ca Pa3MoSIOKEHU
BMCOKMTE MOMNOXMUTENHN KOopernauum Ha nM3nH B Npo-
TEeWH, NU3MH N O0OMB NU3MH, CbObPXaHNe U Oo6uB
Ha npoTeuH. Ypes 4YeTupuTe rmaBHU KOMMOHEHTA ce
0b6scHaABaT 79% OT 06LL0TO BapvpaHe Ha Npu3HaumTe
Ha nscrneaBaHNTe MyTaHTHU NIVHWW.

lMpeacTaBeHnTe pesyntaTti Nokassar, Ye ypes us-
nona3saHuTe MyTareHHn akTopu No-e@eKTUBEH e OT-
BGOpPBLT KbM NOBULLIABAHE HA CbObPXKAHMETO Ha NpoTe-
WH, NMU3MH 1 NU3KH B nNpoTenHa. MNogobHu gaHHu npu
nweHuuara ca nonyyexu n ot Pavoscka u gp. (2002).

n3sogu

M3non3BaHuTe MyTareHHuM akTtopu okassaTt Mo-
NoXuUTeneH ePekT BbpXy CbAbPXKAHUETO HA NU3VH U
NN3VH B NMPOTENHA Ha 3bPHOTO M BbPXY CHWXAaBaHETO
Ha MpoueHTa Ha nrneBecTuTe 3bpHa. He e ycTtaHoBeH
nonoxnTeneH edekT Bbpxy obemMHaTa MIbTHOCT Ha
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3bPHOTO 1 abcontoTHaTa Maca.

Cnepn obnbyBaHe ¢ rama-nbym B go3m 100, 150 n
200 Gy n ¢ HaTpueB a3ug npu KoHueHTpaumst 0,1 mM
ca nomnyyenn MmytaHTHuUTe nuHun M 10/46, M 15/14/2,
M 15/21, M 15/25, M 20/26 n Mx 10/43, kouto npe-
Bb3XOXAaT CTaHAapTa Mo CbAbpPXKaHWe Ha CypoB Npo-
TEWH, NU3UH N NN3KH B npoTenHa. JluHua M 10/46 ce
OTNMYaBa CbLLIO U C HACHK MPOLEHT NIIEBECTU U YEPHN
3bpHa.
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