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Pesrome

IIpe3 nepuona 2016-2017 roguHa B 1a00paTOPHU YCIOBHS €A IPOYUYEHHU HSIKOW OT OCHOBHUTE MOPQOIOrny-
HU 1 OMOXMMHYHU Pa3IUYyusl HAa CeMEHa MPH BUAOBE OT PoJ Sorghum, BKIIOUBALIN TOKa3aTeNTe: pasMep Ha
ceMeHaTa (mm), mHACKC Ha ekciieHTpuaHOCT (EI), omiBeTsiBaHe Ha ceMeHarta u IBAT Ha nepukapma. OmpeneneHu
ca ¥ HAKOW OT OCHOBHUTE OMOXMMHYHHU Tokazarenu: cypoB npotewH (CII), cyposu mazuuau (CM), docdop
(P), kammuii (Ca), maruesnii (Mg), Bogopa3TBopuMH 3axapu, oomu noiaudenonu (mg GAE/100g), kakTo u aH-
trokcuanTHa akTUBHOCT (umol TE/100g). YcranoBeHO e, 4e OIBETSIBaHETO Ha ceMeHara npu S. bicolor u S.
halepense e B 4yepBeHUs BETOBH TOH (a € 6.26 u 6.79), nokato npu S. sudanense u S. vulgare var. technicum 1o
€ B XKBJITO-OpamkeBHs TOH (b e 12.73 n 15.62). CbOTHOLMICHNUETO MEXKAY YEPBEHUS U KBIATHS LIBETOBU TOH (a/b)
€ Haii-Bucoko 1pu S. bicolor (6.1) m Hati-HUCKO TIpH S. vulgare var. technicum (1.5). JlokazaHo e, 4e ChIbpIKaHUE-
TO Ha CYpOB IPOTEHH € HA-BUCOKO B ceMeHaTa Ha S. vulgare var. technicum (11.90%) B cpaBHeHHE ¢ TOBa HA S.
bicolor (6.43%), S. sudanense (7.83%) u S. halepense (8.13%). Cemenara Ha S. vulgare var. technicum chbabpxKaT
Hai-ronsMo kKonuuyecTBo ooy nonudenonu (615 mg GAE/100 g) u ca ¢ Hall-HICKa aHTHOKCHIAaHTHA aKTUBHOCT
(44166.67 umol TE/100 g), noxato nipu S. bicolor chabpKaHUETO HA OOIM MOTUPEHONIN € Hal-HUCKO (230 mg
GAE/100 g), a anTHOKCHJaHTHATa aKTUBHOCT ¢ Hal-Bucoka (82500.00 umol TE/100g). YcTanoBenu ca craTuc-
THYECKHU 3HAYUMH KOPEJIAIIMOHHU 3aBUCUMOCTH Mekay macaTta Ha 1000 cemena u: mupuHa Ha ceMeHaTa (r =
0.944) u spxoct Ha 11BeTa (7 = 0.992); MeXIYy CHABPKAHUETO HA CyPOB MPOTEHH H: CypoBH Ma3HUHH (7 = 0.936)
n o6 onuderonn (» = 0.993), kakTo ¥ TpHU B3aUMOBPBH3KaTa MKy CYPOBH Ma3HUHHU U OOIIH MOTH(EHOIH
(r = 0.945). YcraHoBeHUTE 3aBUCHMOCTH MPUIOOMBAT MPAKTUYECKO 3HAUCHHE MPH U3BBPILBAHE HA MPEABAPHU-
TEJIeH CKPUHUHT M OIIEHKa Ha KauecTBOTO Ha ceMeHara. Criopes HampaBeHaTa KOMILJIEKCHA OLeHKa, S. vulgare
var. technicum ce OTKpoOsiBa C Hali-BUCOKO ChABpXKaHue Ha cypoB npotenH (11.90%), cyposu mazaunu (5.00%) u
Bomopasteopumu 3axapu (1.330%) B cemenara.
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Abstract

Golubinova, 1., Ivanova, P., Marinov-Serafimov, P., Enchev, S. & Ilieva, A. (2017). Comparative
morphological and biochemical characteristics of seeds of Sorghum species. Rastenievadni nauki,
54(5), 21-29 (Bg).

During the period 2016-2017, some of the basic morphological and biochemical characteristics of seeds in
Sorghum species are studied, including seed size (mm), eccentricity index (EI), seed coloring, and color of
pericarp. Some of the basic biochemical parameters - crude protein (SP), crude fat (SM), phosphorus (P), calcium
(Ca), magnesium (Mg), water soluble sugars, total polyphenols (mg GAE/100g) as well as antioxidant activity
(umol TE/100g) were studied in laboratory conditions. It was found that the coloring of the seeds of S. bicolor
and S. halepense is in red color tone (a is 6.26 and 6.79), while the coloring of the seeds of S. sudanense and S.
vulgare var. technicum is in the yellow-orange color tone (b is 12.73 and 15.62). The ratio of red and yellow color
tone (a/b) is highest for S. bicolor (6.1) and lowest for S. vulgare var. technicum (1.5). It is proved that the crude
protein content was highest in the seeds of S. vulgare var. technicum (11.90%) compared to S. bicolor (6.43%), S.
sudanense (7.83%) and S. halepense (8.13%). The seeds of S. vulgare var. technicum contain the greatest amount
of total polyphenols (615 mg GAE/100g) and they are with lowest antioxidant activity (44166.67 pmol TE/100g),
while the S. bicolor content of the general polyphenols is lowest (230 mg GAE/100g) and its antioxidant activity
is highest (82500.00 umol TE/100g). Statistically significant correlation relationships were found between 1000
seeds weight and: width of the seeds (» = 0.944) and color brightness (» = 0.992); between crude protein content
and: crude fat (» = 0.936) and total polyphenols (» = 0.993), as well as between crude fat and total polyphenols
(r = 0.945). Established correlation relationships are important in assessing and pre-screening for seed quality
evaluation. According to the complex evaluation S. vulgare var. technicum stands out with the highest crude

protein content (11.90%), crude fat (5.00%) and water-soluble sugars (1.330%) in the seeds.

Keywords: Sorghum species; seeds; morphological characteristics; biochemical characteristics

Criopes pa3JiMYHH MPOYYBAHHUS U TAKCOHOMHU-
Yecku Kiacupukanuu, KM pon Sorghum mpu-
Hajanexat 25-30 Bua TUBU U KYITYPHHU (HOPMHU C
pasaoctpanHo npuiokerue (Dahlberg, 2000). B
3aBHCUMOCT OT MOP(OJIOTMYHUTE MPU3HALIN U Xa-
pakTepa Ha U3MOJI3BAHETO UM, Pa3THIHUTE (hopMu
OT TO3HW POJ Ce TPYNUpaT B YETUPHU BapHETETa —
3BppHECTO copro Sorghum bicolor (L.) Moench., 3a-
xapHa MeTna Sorghum vulgare var. saccharatum L),
TEXHUYECKO copro (Metna) Sorghum vulgare var.
technicum (Korn.), cynanka Sorghum sudanense
(Piper) Stapf. m 6anyp Sorghum halepense (L.)
Pers.

Bunosere ot pox Sorghum nputexaBaT BUCOK
MPONYKTHBEH IMOTEHIIMAJ U MOTaT Jia Ce U3MOI3BaT
KaTo XpaHa 3a 4oBeKa, (pypaxk 3a KUBOTHHUTE, CY-
pPOBHMHA 32 TPOMUIIJICHOCTTA U 32 IPOU3BOJICTBOTO
Ha ouoropusa (Kikindonov et al., 2008; Bibi et al.,
2010; Serna-Saldivar et al., 2012). bnarogapenue
Ha BHCOKATa CH CKOJIOrMYHa rmiacTuaHocT (Moyer
et al., 2003) u moBuUIIEHA YCTOWYHUBOCT KBM HeOJIa-
TONPUATHH aOMOTHYHU (pakTOpW Ha cpenara (BH-
COKH TeMIIEpaTy pH, MPOABIHKUTEIHO 3aCylIaBaHe,
BUCOKO pH Ha mouBara u Ap.), KAKTO M aJanTHB-
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HOCT KBM CIIEIU(PUUHUTE YCIOBUS 32 BCEKU €IUH
pPETHOH Ha CBeTa, BHJOBETE OT poxa Sorghum ce
OIIpENeNIIT KaTo MePCHEKTHUBHHU KYJITYPU B CEUT-
0ooOpalieHusITa, B YCIOBUS Ha TJI00AIHO 3aTOTM-
nsue u 3acymanane (Berenji and Dahlberg, 2004;
Ahmerov, 2007; Dahlberg et al., 2011). Ot rnenna
TOYKa Ha MHOTOCTPAHHOTO NMPHIJIOKEHHE U IIHUPO-
KOOOXBAaTHOTO MKOHOMHYECKO, COI[HAIIHO M €KO-
JIOTMYHO 3HAYeHHE, BUJOBETE OT pox Sorghum ca
BKJIFOYCHHU B HAyYHO-HM3CIIEIOBATEIICKHA TPOTPaMH,
KaTO B MHOT'O OT TSIX CE€ U3BBPIIBAT CHCTEMATUYHU
U3CIICABAHMS HA JUBH M MECTHHU COPTOBE M TIOIMY-
naruu (Khan et al., 2000; Angelova et al., 2011;
Dahlberg et al., 2011; Serna-Saldivar et al., 2012;
Miki¢ and Mihailovi¢, 2014).

B 3Haumtenen Opoil w3ciieBaHUs ca MPOYY-
BaHU peauna Mop(hOJOrMYHU TMOKa3aTenn U Ou-
OXMMHYHHU KayecTBa Ha cemeHara OT Sorghum
bicolor (L.) Moench, Sorghum sudanense (Piper)
Stapf., Sorghum vulgare var. technicum, Sorghum
halepense (L.) Pers., HO He ¢ HalpaBeHa CpaBHU-
TeJHAa MOP(HOJIOrHYHA XapaKTEPUCTHKA U OUOXH-
MHUYHA OIICHKA Ha CeMEHA MEX 1Y JHBH U KYJITYPHU
BUJIOBE OT pox Sorghum.



LlenTa Ha W3CIEABAHETO € Jia ce MPOYYH U Ha-
IpaBU CpaBHHUTEIHA MOP(OIOrHYHA XapaKTepHC-
THUKa 1 OMOXMMHYHA OLICHKA Ha CEMEHA OT BUJIOBE
Ha pon Sorghum.

MATEPHAJ U METOAHN

3a nepuona 2016—2017 e u3BBpIIEHA CPaBHU-
TenHa MOpQOJIOTHYHA XapaKTepUCTUKAa M OWO-
XMMHUYHA OLIEHKAa Ha CEMEHa OT BHJOBE Ha pOJ
Sorghum (Tabn. 1). Cemenata oT copro 3a 3bpHO
(Sorghum bicolor (L.) Moench), cynanka (Sorghum
sudanense (Piper) Stapf.) u TexHu4ecko copro (Met-
na) (Sorghum vulgare var. technicum) ca peKoITH-
panu BBB (penodaza BBCH 89 (Hess et al., 1997)
OT KOHKYPCHH U CPaBHUTEIIHU MOJICKH OIHTH, a Ce-
MeHara ot 6anyp (Sorghum halepense (L.) Pers.) ca
CcHOMpPaHU OT MapleNu ¢ eCTecTBeH (OH Ha 3aruie-
BensiBaHe B IHCTUTYTa 1O ypakHUTE KyJITYpH —
[1neBeH.

OmnpeienieHU ca HSKOUM OT OCHOBHHTE MOpP(QO-
JIOTUYHHA XapaKTEPUCTUKHU - IBDKHHA M IIUPHUHA
Ha ceMeHara (mm), WHAEKC Ha eKCICHTPUIHOCT
(Eccentricity Index - EI), uBar na nepukapna (1o
Cervantes et al., 2016), maca Ha 1000 6post cemeHa 1
Opoii cemena B eqHa MeTiuna. dopmara Ha ceMeHa-
Ta e onpezaensHa nop3aiaHo (UPOV, 2015). Lseto-
BUTE XapaKTEPUCTUKU HAa CEMEHATa ca ONpeesIsTHI
cliell MpeABapUTEIHO CMIUIaHe B MenHuIa Retsch
SM-1 ¢ ronemuna Ha cutara 1.0 mm, upe3 crek-
TpaiHu aHanu3u o Gardner - HHCTPYMEHTAIHO C
komopumeTsp “Colorgard 2000” na ¢upma BYK-
Gardner Inc., USA. IToka3arenure ca OTYETEHH IO
cucremara CIE Lab. IIpu u3mepBaneTo ca B3etu 3

Tab6auua 1. Bumose ot pox Sorghum
Table 1. Species of the genus Sorghum

IIBETOBHM KOOpAMHATH: L, a M b, ChOTBETHO L — sp-
kocT Ha 1BeTa (L = 0 — gepno, L = 100 — 6s110); a —
MOJIOKUTEITHUTE CTOMHOCTH Ha MOKa3aTessl Xapak-
TEpU3UPAT KOJTUYECTBOTO HA YEPBEHUS LBAT, & OT-
pHUILIATETHUTE — HA 3€JIEHUS UBST; b — MOJIOKUTEIN-
HUTE CTOMHOCTH XapaKTepU3upar XKbJITUA IBAT, a
OTPULIATEIIHUTE — CHHHS IBAT; ChOTHOLIEHUE a/b
(Tiryaki et al., 2016).

AHanmM3upaHu ca W HIKOW OT OMOXMMHUYHHTE
nokazarenu: cypoB nporend (CII) B mpoueHT ot
cyxoto BemiecTBO (CB) mo kiacuueckusi MeTosn
Ha Kemnpman, crnen ompenensiHe Ha KOJUYECTBOTO
aszor (N) no ¢popmynara: CII = N x 6.25; cypoBu
mazuuau (CM) mo ocrarbunus meron Ha Cok-
cie B mpoueHT; ¢pocdop (P) B mporeHT ot cyxo-
TO BEIIECTBO — IO BaHAJIAT-MOJUOAATHUS METOI
Ha ['epuke u Kymuc (Sandev, 1979); kanumii (Ca)
B IIPOIIEHT OT CYXOTO BEUIECTBO — KOMIIJIEKCOMe-
tpuuHO (Sandev, 1979); marnesuii (Mg) - xomopu-
METPHYHO, METOJT ¢ TUTAaHOBO *XbJITO (Menshikov,
1987); ceabpkaHue Ha BOAOPA3TBOPUMH 3aXapH, %o
(Ermakov et al., 1987); cpabpikanue Ha 001U MO-
mudpenonu (mg GAE/100 g) mo monudunupanus
meTox Ha Singleton and Rossi (1965). [Tonyuenure
pe3yaTaTH ca MpeICTaBeH! KaTo €KBUBAJICHTH Ha
ranosa kucenuHa (GAE) 3a 100 g exctpakt. An-
TrokcuanTHara aktuBHOCT (umol TE/100g) e om-
penensina (DPPH TecT) mo Momuduimpanus MeTox
Ha Brand-Williams et al. (1995). Ilony4yenute pe-
3yJITaTH ca MPEACTABEHH KaTO eKBUBaJICHTH Trolox
(TE) 3a 100 g ekcTpaxT.

[lonyuenute pesynratu ca oOpabOTeHH Mare-
MaTHKO-CTaTUCTUYECKH C TPOrPaMHUTE TPOAYKTH
STATGRAPHICS Plus for Windows, Version 2.1 u
Statistica 10.

Bun / Species

Meron Ha ce3maBane / Method of creation

Copro 3a 36pHO - Sorghum bicolor (L.) Moench

Cynanka - Sorghum sudanense (Piper) Stapf.

Texangecko copro (MeTna) - Sorghum vulgare var. technicum

banyp - Sorghum halepense (L.) Pers.

ExcnepumenTasieH MyrareHes /
Experimental mutagenesis

ExcniepumenTaneH myTtareHes /
Experimental mutagenesis

Mecten copt/
Local variety

MecTtHa nomymarus /
Local population
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PE3VYJITATU U OBCBHXKXIAHE

MopdonornuHuTe XapaKTEpUCTUKN HAa CEMEHA
OT BUJIOBE Ha poj Sorghum ca nipenctaBeHu B Ta0-
una 2.

JbmKUHATA HA CeMEHaTa Bapupa B OTHOCUTEII-
HO TecHU rpanuuy — oT 4.06 1o 5.11 mm, a o ot-
HOIIICHHE Ha IIMPUHATA CE YCTAHOBSIBAT ChIIECTBE-
HU Pa3IN4usi — OTHOCHTEIIHO HaW-IINPOKH ca ce-
MeHaTa Ha S. bicolor (3.90 mm), cienBanu ot S.
vulgare var. technicum (3.18 mm) 1 Haii-TECHU TTPH
S. halepense (1.74 mm). lllupunara Ha cemeHara
npu S. sudanense 3aemat MexIMHHA TIo3uUIUsA (2.10
mm) B CpaBHEHHE C OCTaHaJIUTE BUJOBE. Te3u pasz-
JIMKHW Morat Ja Obaat o0sicHeH! ¢ popmaTa Ha 3bp-
HOTO — YABJDKEHO-CJIIUIITUYHO 3a S. sudanense u S.
halepense, oBanmno nipu S. vulgare var. technicum
u Kpbriio npu S. bicolor. bposT Ha cemeHa B eHa

METJIHIA 32 KOHKPETHUTE YCIIOBUS Ha MPOYyYBaHE
MPU TECTBAHUTE BUJIOBE Bapupa oT 516 1o 1042 6p.
Haii-ronsim Opoii cemena B eiaa metiuia (ot 980 o
1042) ca otuetenu npu S. vulgare var. technicum, a
Hal-MabK (0T 255 1o 450) - ipu S. sudanense. Ma-
cara Ha 1000 cemeHa nipu Bu0BETE OT poj Sorghum
e B rpanunute oT 4.67 no 28.51 g. OTHOCUTENTHO
Hal-roysIMO aOCONIOTHO TErJI0 Ha CeMeHara € ycra-
HOBeHO Tipu S. bicolor, cnenBan ot S. vulgare var.
technicum u S. sudanense, KONTO NpEeBUILIABAT TIPO-
y4BaHUs nokaszaten oT 3.2 1o 6.1 meTH crnpsmMo Ma-
cara Ha 1000 cemena nipu S. halepense. YcraHoBeHa
€ CHJIHA OTpHUIAaTeNIHA KOpeJalMOHHA 3aBUCHMOCT
mexx 1y Macara Ha 1000 cemena u El xoedpunuenta
(r=-0.923). OnBeTsiBaHETO HA 3BPHOTO MPHU BUIO-
BETE OT pox Sorghum € BUIOB Oeler, a MHTEH3UB-
HOCTTa Ha OLBETSABaHE HA IEpPHKapHa 3aBHCH OT
METEOPOJIOTMYHUTE YCIIOBUS MIPE3 BEreTallHOHHHUS

Tadauua 2. MophosoruyHM ¥ BETOBH XapaKTEPUCTHKHU HAa CEMEHaTa IPU BUOBE OT poJ Sorghum
Table 2. Morphological and color characteristics of seeds of Sorghum species

Bun / Species

ITokazarenu
Indicators S bicolor S sudanense S. vulga_re var. S. halepense
technicum

Pasmep Ha E:IEEH;;H m/ 4.06a = 0.10* 5.11c +0.15* 4.52a + 0.24* 4.67bc + 0.2*

ceMeHnara, mm/ ’

Seed size, mm %ﬁ%‘l‘ﬁ;ﬁm 3.90c + 0.03* 2.10a+ 0.10* 3.18b + 0.28* 1.74a + 0.06*

gfiﬁ;giyefgggﬁg%“f‘o“/ 1.04a + 0.02* 2.49¢ + 0.14* 1.52b+ 0.13* 2.71c +0.16%
i: ggg’rcgr}i‘gah‘;f:g:/ 73.06a+0.231* 5537b+0.248*% 61.73c+0.365% 47.28d + 0.084*

I{BeToBM

xapaxtepctiku 8 - UEPBCH LBETOBUTOH/ ¢ »0 \ ) 07a% {113+ 0.068% 1021c +0.170%  6.79b + 0.023*

HA CeMeHaTa/ a - red color tone

Color b - KBJIT BETOBH TOH/
cha(riacteristics of b yellow color tone 10.17b £ 0.032*  12.73¢+0.043* 15.62d+0.130*  8.75a+0.026*
seeds
a/b crorHowmeHHC 0.62+0.032%  0.87£0.054*  0.65+0.081* 0.78+ 0.025
a/b ratio
Maca na 1000 cevena, g/ 28,514 0.8* 14.85+ 0.6* 1826+ 0.9% 4.67+0.2%
1000 seeds weight, g
bpoii cemena na ena merua/ 573+868 516684 9801042 255+450
Number of seeds per broom
L[BsAT Ha TIepUKapIia Ha ceMeHaTa/ TemuO KapsiB/  THMHO "YepBeH/ Keﬁ’(‘;ﬁ)ﬁ'g/ﬂm Yepen/
Color of the perricarp of the seeds Dark brown Dark red Black

Brick brown

Jlerenpa: a, b, c, d, e — cratuctuuecku nokazanu pasiauku LSD npu P=0.05; * + crannapTHa rpeuika Ha cpeHara apuTMe-

THUYHa

Legend: a, b, c, d, e — statistically proven differences LSD in P=0.05; * & standard error of the arithmetic mean
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nepuoy Ha kKynrypute (Wanuska, 2000; Pedersen
and Toy, 2001; Funnell and Pedersen, 2006).
[[BeToBaTa YKCTOTA (IPKOCT HA 1[BETA) HA CEMe-
Hata nipu S. bicolor u S. halepense ¢ B yepBeHUS
IBETOBH TOH (a € ChOTBETHO 6.26 u 6.79). Ilpu S.
sudanense u S. vulgare var. technicum e ot 1.5 10
1.8 meTH 0-BUCcOKa (110 77.7%), MOKaTO TOMUHHpPA-
I1aTa JIbJDKMHA Ha BBJIHATA € B )KBITO-OPAHIKEBHS
1BeTOBH TOH (b ¢ chorBeTHO 12.73 m 15.62). fp-
KOCTTa Ha 1BeTa (L) npu uetupute BUAA Sorghum
e B nuanas3oHa oT 47.28 no 73.06. CroTHOLIEHUE-
TO MEXK]y YEPBEHUS M KBJITHS LIBETOBU TOH (a/b)
€ Haii-BUCOKoO Tipu S. bicolor (6.1) 1 Hali-HUCKO MTPU
S. vulgare var. technicum (1.5) (Ta6um. 2).
OnBeTsiBaHETO HA MEpUKapIa Bapupa OT ThMHO
kadsiBo mipu S. bicolor no wepHo nipu S. halepense,
JIOKaTo TIpH S. sudanense € BAHEHOYEPBEH, a TIpH S.
vulgare var. technicum e xepemunerokadss. Cro-
pen mpoyuBanusita Ha Hahn and Rooney (1986)
pa3iIuuusATa B OIBETSABAHETO HA MEepHKapna Mpu
BUJIOBETE OT poA Sorghum e BCIEACTBUE HATPyIIBa-
HE Ha ()JIABOHOUHH CHETUHECHUS U AaHTOIIMAHUHO-
BU Y QaHTOIIMAHUTHU ITUTMEHTH, KAKTO U Ha TAHUHU
(Earp and Rooney, 1986; Earp et al., 2004).
VYcTaHOBEHU ca CTaTHCTUYECKU 3HAYUMHU KOpe-
JAIMOHHU 3aMUCHMOCTH MEXIy peauia Mopgo-

JIOTUYHY U LIBETOBU XapaKTEPUCTUKH HA CeMeHaTa
TIPH pasriIeK IaHuTe BUIOBE OT pox Sorghum (Tadm.
3). AHanM3BT HA TIONYYCHUTE PE3yTaTH MOKa3Ba,
Yye AbJDKMHATA HA CEMEHaTa € B OTpHIATeNIHa KO-
pellalliOHHA 3aBUCUMOCT ¢ mupHHara (r = -0.822).
Macara Ha 1000 cemeHa € B MOJOXKUTEIHA KOpe-
JaIMOHHA 3aBUCUMOCT ¢ mupuHara (r = 0.944) u ¢
sapkoctTa Ha 1BeTa (L) (» = 0.992), B oTpunarenna
¢ neiokuHara (r = -0.649) 1 ¢ nHIeKca Ha eKCICH-
tpuaHOCT (r = -0.923). SIproctTa Ha 1BeTa (L) Ha
ceMeHara € B MOJIOKHUTETHA KOpeTalnoHHa 3aBUCH-
MocT ¢ mupuHata (» = 0.975) u B orpurnarensa (r =
-0.740) c npxuHaTa Ha cemenata (Taou. 3).

B TaGnuma 4 ca npeactaBeHu pe3yaTaTUTE OT
OMOXMMUYHUTE aHAJIM3U HA CEMEHaTa OT BHJIOBE
Ha pon Sorghum. YCTaHOBEHO €, Y€ ChIBbPKAHUETO
Ha CypOB IIPOTEHH (a30T) € Hali-BUCOKO B CEMEHaTa
Ha S. vulgare var. technicum (11.90%) B cpaBHEeHHE
¢ ToBa ipu S. bicolor, S. sudanense u S. halepense,
cpoTBeTHO 6.43, 7.83 u 8.13%. Pesynrarure ot
JTUCTICPCUOHHHMS aHAJIU3 MOKa3BaT CTATUCTHYECKU
3HaunMu pasznuku (p = 0.05) B cbaAbpKaHUETO HA
CypOB MPOTEHH MpHU uscieaBanuTe Buaose (Tadm.
4). CpabppKaHUETO HA CyPOBU MAa3HUHH B CEMEHATa
clieZiBa YCTAHOBEHHUTE TEHJCHIIMHU 0 OTHOIICHUE
CBHIBPKAHUETO HA CYpOB MPOTEUH - HAW-BHUCOKO €

Taoaunua 3. KoegurnuenTu Ha kopemanus (Pearson correlation) Mexay MOp(OIOrHYHYU U IIBETOBH

XapaKTepUCTUKHU HAa CEMEHA OT BUOBE Ha pox Sorghum

Table 3. Coefficients of correlation (Pearson correlation) between morphology and color characteristics of

seeds from Sorghum species

TTokaszarenu/Parameters 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Jbmxuna, mm/

Length, mm 1000

Hlupuna, mm/

Width, mm 2 -0.822 1.000

Wupexke Ha exciiertpuyaHocT (EI)/

Eccentricity index (EI) i 0830 0998 1.000

L - spoct na usera)/ 4 0741 0975 -0.960 1.000

L - color brightness)

a - YCPBCH IIBCTOBU TOH/

a - red color tone) 5 0.727

b - )KBJT 1IBETOBH TOH/
b - yellow color tone)

a/b croTHOIIEHUE/

a/b ratio 7 0931

Maca na 1000 cemena, g/
1000 seeds weight, g

-0.251

6 0.213 0.250

-0.874

& -0.649 0944

0.247  -0.208  1.000
-0.275  0.201 0.809 1.000
0.898 -0.753  0.462 -0.141  1.000

-0923 0992 -0.112 0.243  -0.666  1.000
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CHIBP)KAHUETO HA CypOBH Ma3HUHHM NIpH S. vulgare
var. technicum (5.00%) u Hali-Hucko npu S. bicolor
(3.15%). Coabpxanuero Ha pocdop B ceMeHaTa Ha
AHAJIM3UPAHUTE BUJIOBE € C OJIM3KU CTOWHOCTH, Ch-
otrBeTHO OT 0.547% nipu S. vulgare var. technicum
no 0.461% npu S. sudanense, Kato pa3IUKUTE B
MPOIIEHTHOTO ChIbPKAHUE Ca CTATUCTHYCCKH He-
nokaszanu npu p = 0.05.

KonnuecTBeHOTO CchABpKAHHE HAa MarHe3wil B
ceMeHaTa Ha aHaJIM3HpPaHUTE BUJOBE 3aBHCH OC-
HOBHO OT BHJIOBaTa MPHUHAIEKHOCT. OTHOCHTEN-
HO Hali-BHCOKO € ChIbP)KaHUETO MY B CEMEHATa Ha
S. vulgare var. technicum wn S. halepense, CbOTBET-
HO 0.157 1 0.116%. IIpu S. bicolor u S. sudanense ca
OTUYCTCHU OTHOCHTEITHO HUCKU CTOWHOCTH - ChHOT-
BetHO 0.070% u 0.090% npum cpemHa CTOMHOCT 3a
npoyuBaHus nokaszaren 0.104%.

[To cpabpKaHue Ha BOAOPA3TBOPUMH 3axXapH B
CceMeHaTa aHaJIM3MPAHHUTE BHUJOBE MOTaT yCIOBHO

Jla ce pa3fessaT B ABE IPYIH: C OTHOCHUTEHO BHCOKO
ceabpkanue (0T 1.150 o 1.330%) - S. halepense n
S. vulgare var. technicum n ¢ aucko (ot 0.330 mo
0.675%) - S. sudanense n S. bicolor, xato pa3nu-
KHTE MEX/1Y JBETe IPYIU ca CTAaTUCTUUECKH JIOKa-
3anu npu p = 0.05. AHaNOru4yHU ca U TMOJYyUYEHHU-
T€ pe3yITaTH MPH ONpeIeisiHe ChAbPKaHUETO Ha
ob6mm nomudenonu B cemeHa. OOmoTo monude-
HOJTHO CBHIBPKaHWE Bapupa B CPaBHUTEIHO IIH-
POKM TpaHHIIM - HAlH-BUCOKO € Tpu S. vulgare var.
technicum (615 mg GAE/100g) u Haif-HUCKO 11pH S.
bicolor (230 mg GAE/100g), nokato S. halepense n
S. sudanense 3aeMaT MeXIMHHA MO3UIUSA — CHOT-
BeTHO 355 1 370 mg GAE/100g.
AHTHOKCH/IaHTHAaTa aKTUBHOCT € Hali-BHCOKa
nipu S. bicolor (82500.00 umol TE/100g) n naii-uu-
cka mipu S. vulgare var. technicum (44166.67 pmol
TE/100g), a 3HaUUTETHUTE pa3JIMKX MOTaT fa ObIaT
OO0SICHEHHM C BHJIOBAaTa UM MpUHAAIIEKHOCT. Creno-

Tadauna 4. XuMUUeH cbCcTaB Ha ceMeHa P BUJIOBE OT poA Sorghum
Table 4. Chemical composition of seeds of Sorghum species

Bun / Species

Iloxazarenu
Indicators S. bicolor S. sudanense 5 t\;tctlh(g;zi;eu;ar. S. halepense
Cypos npoteun (CIT) **/ " " ® *
Coude protein (SP) ** 6.43a +0.020 7.83b+0.070 11.90c + 0.090 8.13b+0.12
Cyposu Ma3zuunu (CM) **/ « % * %
Condo fat (CEY** 3.152+0.010 3.98b + 0.110 5.00d + 0.010 429 +0.03
Asor (N) **/ * * * *
Nitrogen (N)** 1.03a + 0.003 1.25b+0.0110*  1.90c +0.0150 1.30b £ 0.019
sk
Pocdop (P) ™/ 0.485a+0.055%  0461a+0.022*  0.547a+0.014%  0.479 + 0.004*
Phosphorus (P)
> sk
Kamuii (Ca) */ 0.070a+0.0021%  0.090a + 0.0200%  0.110a+0.070%  0.055a +0.015*
Calcium (Ca)
T sksk
Marnesuii (Mg)**/ 0.070a+ 0.0020%  0.072a+0.0115%  0.157¢=0.007*  0.116b + 0.008*
Magnesium (Mg)
0
Bonopastsopumu saxapu, %/ 0.675a+0.115%  0.330a+0.015*  1.330b+0.110*  1.150b+0.115%
Water-soluble sugars,%
O6uwm nmomudenonu, mg GAE/100g/ % « « s
Total polyphenols. ma GAE/100g 230.0a+ 0.2 370.0a + 0.1 615.0d + 0.3 355.0b+0.1
AHT?%‘]‘E‘;T(I)‘SH/T“ AKTUBHOCT, 82500.00b 50833.33a 44166.67a 64166.67b
Hmo g +0.006* +0.024% +0.005% +0.005%

Antioxidant activity, pmolTE/100g

Jlerenpaa: a, b, ¢, d, e — craructudecku nokazanu pasnuku LSD mpu P=0.05; * + ctangapTHa rpemika Ha cpeiHaTta apuTMe-

TUYHA, ** IPOLIEHT OT CyXOTO BELIECTBO

Legend: a, b, c, d, e — statistically proven differences LSD in P=0.05; * & standard error in the arithmetic mean; ** percent of

dry matter
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BaTEITHO BUJIOBE C MO-THMHO U MMO-WHTEH3UBHO OII-
BETSBAHE Ha MMEPUKAPIIA Ca C TI0-BUCOKA AHTHOKCH-
JTAHTHA aKTUBHOCT B CPAaBHEHUE C ITO-CBETIIO OIIBE-
TEHHUTE. YCTAaHOBEHUTE 3aBHCUMOCTH Ca B YHHCOH C
nyonukyBanute pesyartaru ot Dykes et al. (2005).

YCTaHOBEHU ca KOPENAI[MOHHH 3aBUCHMOCTH
MEK/y MPOYUYBAHUTE MOKA3ATEIU OT M3BBPIICHHU-
T€ aHAJIN3W HAa OMOXMMHUYHUS CHCTAB HA CeMeHara
npu BU0Be Ha pon Sorghum (Tabm. 5). Bucoku no-
JIO)KUTETHH KOPEJTallMOHHU 3aBUCUMOCTH Ca yCTa-
HOBEHH MEXIY ChIBPKAaHHETO Ha CYypOB IMPOTEUH
u: cypoBu mazHuHU (r = 0.936), MakpoeneMeHTH
- ¢ocdop, kanuuii U Marue3uit (r € B IuUanazoHa
ot 0.744 no 0.922), o6mwm nomudenonu (» = 0.993),
KaKTO M NIPU B3aWMOBPB3KATa CypOBH Ma3HHHHU U
o6 monudpenonun (» = 0.945). IlomoOHM 3aBUCH-
MOCTH Ca U3CJIEeABAHM B EKCIIEPUMEHTAIHATA pabo-
ta Ha Uchimiya et al. (2016) u Jeon et al. (2017).

3AKJTIOYEHHUE

HanpaBena e KomIuieKCHa OIleHKa MO Mopgo-
JIOTUYHHU TIPU3HAIM M OMOXMMHYHH TIOKa3aTeIu

Ha ceMeHa OT BUIOBE Ha poxa Sorghum - Sorghum
bicolor (L.) Moench, Sorghum sudanense (Piper)
Stapt., Sorghum vulgare var. technicum n Sorghum
halepense (L.) Pers. OnpeeneHu ca 1IBETOBUTE Xa-
paKkTepUCTUKHN Ha ceMeHata (L, a u b), kato mpu S.
bicolor u S. halepense Te ca B 4epBeHUs I[BETOBU
TOH, (a € choTBeTHO 6.26 U 6.79), nokato mpu S.
sudanense u S. vulgare var. technicum ca B XbJ-
TO-oparxeBus ToH (b e crorBeTHO 12.73 1 15.62).
CBOTHOIIEHUETO MEXITY YEPBEHUS U KBJITUS [[BE-
TOBU TOH (a/b) e Haii-Bucoko tipu S. bicolor (6.1) n
Hall-HUCKO TIpH S. vulgare var. technicum (1.5).

JlokasaHo e, 4e ChIABPKAHHETO Ha CYpOB IpPO-
TEWH € Hali-BHCOKO B ceMeHaTa Ha S. vulgare var.
technicum (11.90%) B cpaBHeHHE C TOBa IpH S.
bicolor (6.43%), S. sudanense (7.83%)u S. halepense
(8.13%). Cemenara Ha S. vulgare var. technicum cb-
IBpKaT HAaW-TOJISIMO KOJUYECTBO oOmm momude-
Ho (615 mg GAE/100g) u ca ¢ Haii-HUCKa aHTH-
OKCHJIaHTHA akTUBHOCT (44166.67 umol TE/100g),
JokaTo 1ipu S. bicolor chaABPKAHUETO HA OOIIIH T10-
nudenonu e Hai-uucko (230 mg GAE/100g), a an-
THOKCHJIaHTHA aKTUBHOCT € Haii-Bucoka (82500.00
pumol TE/100g).

Tadauna S. Koepunuentu Ha xopenanus (Pearson correlation) Mexay XMUMUYHHS ChbCTAB HA ceMEHATa Ha

BUJIOBE OT poj Sorghum

Table 5. Coefficients of correlation (Pearson correlation) between chemical compositions of seeds of

Sorghum species

TToxasarenu/Parameters 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Cypos mpotenn (CIT)/

Crude protein (SP) | 1.000

Cyposu mazuuuau (CM)/

Crude fat (CF)* 2 0.936 1.000

Azot (N)/

Nitrogen (N) 3 1.000 0.936 1.000

docdop (P)/

Phosphorus (P) 4  0.864 0.668 0.865 1.000

Kammii (Ca)/ 5 0744 0554 0743 0826  1.000

Calcium (Ca)

Marnesuii (Mg)/ 6 0922 0905 0923 0811 0441  1.000
Magnesium (Mg)

BonopasrBopumu 3axapu, %o/
Water-soluble sugars,%

O6um momudenonu, mg GAE/100g/

Total polyphenols, mg GAE/100g &) 0973 0.945
AHTHOKCH/IAaHTHA aKTHBHOCT,
umolTE/100/g / 9 -0.809 -0.868

Antioxidant activity, pumolTE/100g

7 0.698 0.686

0.700  0.790  0.102 0.916 1.000

0992 0805 0.779 0.880  0.618 1.000

-0.807 -0.422 -0.740 -0.601 -0.241 -0.873
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YcTaHOBEHM ca CTaTUCTUYECKH 3HAYMMH KO-
pENAOHHN 3aBUCHUMOCTH MEXJy peauia Mop-
¢donornyHM MpU3HAIKM HAa CEMEHa OT BUIOBE Ha
pon Sorghum - mexny macata Ha 1000 cemena u:
mpuHa (7 = 0.944) u spkoct Ha uBeta (r = 0.992)
Ha CeMeHaTa, KakKTo U MEeXJy peaura OMOXHuMHY-
HU II0Ka3aTeNIM — MEXIY ChABPKAHUETO HAa CYpPOB
MPOTEWH H: CypoBH Ma3HUHH (r = 0.936), oOmum no-
mudenonu (7 = 0.993), kakTo ¥ IPH B3aUMOBPH3Ka-
Ta MEXIY CYpPOBH Ma3HWHHU M OOIIU TOIU(PEHOTN
(r = 0.945). Tes3u 3aBucUMOCTH NPUIO0OMBAT MpaK-
TUYECKO 3HAYCHUE MPH M3BHPIIBAHE HA TIPEABAPH-
TEJICH CKPHHHHT U OIICHKA Ha Ka4eCTBOTO Ha CEMe-
Hata. Criope]1 HalpaBeHaTa KOMIJIEKCHA OLEHKa, S.
vulgare var. technicum (Korn.) ce oTkposiBa ¢ Haii-
BHCOKO ChIbpkaHue Ha cypoB mpoTenH (11.90%),
cyposu Ma3uunu (5.00%) 1 Bomopa3TBOpUMH 3aXa-
pu (1.330%).
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