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CpaBHeHHre HA OCHOBHHM METO/IM 32 OIeHKA HA HUBOTO U
CTAOMJIHOCTTA HA 100MBa 3bPHO MPH 3UMHATA MIIEHUIA

Hukoaaii llenos®, Tonop I'y6aToB
Arponom I Xonnuuar EOO/I, IoGpuu
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Pe3iome

Obcmanoska u yen: CI0XKHOTO B3aMMOJICHCTBHE HAa TEHOTHIIA C YCJIOBHATA HA CperaTa MPOMEHS MOIpex-
JTAHETO HA CPAaBHSBAHHU COPTOBE OT JIa/IeHa TPyIa M0 BayKHH 3a IIIEHUIaTa MPpU3HaIy 1 KadecTsa. [Ipinunna 3a
TOBa € OMOJIOTMYHOTO BapupaHe, YUITO XapaKTep TPYAHO ce MPOrHO3Mpa U oneHsBa. [I[poMsiHaTa B 1ajieH copT
10 T0OMB 3BPHO € MPUYMHA J]a Ce THPCAT HAaYMHU 38 HEroBaTa OLCHKA BBIIPEKH B3aWMOACHCTBHETO T'€HOTHII-
cpena. LlenTa Ha U3cneqBaHETO € Ja ce YCTAaHOBHU €(PEeKTHBEH METO/ 3 Pa3/iesIsTHE Ha COPTOBE CIIOpE/] BETHYNHA-
Ta Ha I00MBa 3bPHO ¥ CTAOMIIHOCTTA Ha ()OHA HA PA3TMYHU YCIOBHS HA Cpeara.

Memoou: V3cnensanu ca 24 copTa 3MMHA OOMKHOBEHA MIIICHHUIIA B 5 XapaKTepHU 3a CTpaHaTa IIyHKTOBE B
NPOIB/DKCHNE HA YETUPU TOAMHU. AHATU3BT Ha B3aWMOJCHCTBHETO TEHOTHII-CPEa € HAIpPaBeH I10 HSIKOJIKO
pa3iIMyYHu OOLIONPUETH cTaTUCTHYeCKH MeTonu. Crient onpezesnsiHe Ha MHAEKCUTE € IPUIIOKEH PAHT'OB MOAXO0.
3a OIIeHKa Ha BCEKH COPT OT I'pynara. HampaseH e onut 3a BU3yaau3auus Ha pe3yaTaTuTe OT paHTyBaHETO C Lel
rpynupaHe Ha COPTOBETE CIIOpe]] TEXHHUsI JOOUB 3bPHO U HETOBOTO BapuUpaHe CIpsiMo (DaKTOpUTE Ha cpeaarta.

Knouosu pezynmamu: TlogpexxJaHeTo Ha COPTOBETE Ype3 MPUIIOKEHUTE CTATUCTHUECKH METOH € Pa3ind-
Ho. ToBa e mpennocTaBka 3a CeprHo3eH aHaJIN3 Ha HHPOPMAIHUATA, KOSTO HOCAT MOOTACIHO U MPU ChUETaBaHEe
B Irpynu. JleTaluTHUAT aHAaIU3 Ha METOANTE 3a BH3YaJIM3allys, MOKa3Ba peauia 3aKOHOMEPHOCTH. ToukuTe Ha
COPTOBETE MO BCEKH €AMH OT METOAUTE CE€ Pa3lpeAesT ,,paBHOMEPHO” O Lenus MII0T. Pasmonoxenuero Ha
COPTOBETE B OTACTHHUTE 30HU Ha QUTYpPHUTE € MOYTH aHAJOTHYHO MPU MpUiaraHe Ha pa3iMyHUTE METOAU 32
BU3WYITU3AIIHSL.

H3600u: OnieHKaTa Ha COPT OT Jla/ieHa TPyIia MOCPECTBOM CTATUCTHYECKH WHACKCH, € TIPABUJICH U HAII'BJIHO
NPWIOKHM 33 pasrpaHuvaBaHe Ha TAXHATA HEHHOCT. JJOOMBBT 3bPHO HA OTACIHUS COPT B AaJieHa rpyra € oT-
HOCHTEJICH Ha (hOHA Ha rpymaTa B KOSATO TOH ce H3MUTBA. M3M0I3BaHEeTO Ha CEMILTH MOIXOAH KaTo PerpecuoHeH
koeuuuent (bi), OTKIOHEHUE OT perpecuoHHara npasa (¢02) unu xoepuueHT Ha Bapupane (CV) no epexkTus-
HOCT ce JI00J1KaBa 10 Bb3MOKHOCTUTE Ha TOJIEMUTE CTATHCTUYECKHU MTPOrPaMU, Ch3/1aICHH CIIEIIUAIIHO 32 TE3U
LETTH.

KurouoBu nymm: nienuna; 100MB 36pHO; TeHOTUII-CPENia; BaprupaHe; CTAOMITHOCT; KOpesaiiu

Cokpamenust: GA - obuia npucrnocodbumoct; SI - maexc Ha crabunHocTTa; JRA - 00ennHeH perpecuoHeH
ananu3; MET - MHOrodakTopHu ekomoruynu onutw; /(3 - panryBaHe Ha reHoTHNa 1o 106uB 36pHO; CTAD -
paHTyBaHe Ha reHoTHMa 1o ctadmrHOCT; JI3-CTAD - panryBaHe Ha TEHOTHIIA TIO TOOWB 3BPHO U TI0 CTAOMITHOCT
€IHOBPEMEHHO
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Background and purpose: The complex interaction of genotype with environments alters the ranking of
comparable varieties of a given group with important productivity traits and qualities for wheat. The reason for
this is the biological variation, the character of which is difficult to predict and evaluate. Changing a grain variety
is a reason to look for ways to evaluate it despite the interaction genotype by environment. The purpose of the
study is to establish an effective method for separating varieties according to the grain yield and the stability on
the background of different environmental conditions.

Methods: We studied 24 varieties of winter common wheat in 5 country-specific locations for four years.
Analysis of the genotype-environment interaction is performed according to several different commonly accepted
statistical methods. After determining the indices, a ranking approach has been applied to evaluate each variety
of the group. An attempt has been made to visualize the results of the scatter plot to group the varieties according
to their grain yield and its variation to the environmental factors.

Key results: Sorting varieties using the applied statistical methods is different. This is a prerequisite for a
serious analysis of the information they carry separately and when grouped together. The detailed analysis of the
visualization methods shows a number of regularities. The variety points by each of the methods are distributed
“evenly” across the top. The location of the varieties in the individual areas of the figures is almost analogous to
the application of the various visualization methods.

Conclusions: The evaluation of a variety of any group by statistical indices is correct and fully applicable to
distinguish their value. The grain yield of the particular variety in a given group is relative to the background of
the group in which it is tested. The use of simple approaches such as regression coefficient (b), deviation from
the regression line (¢°) or coefficient of variation (CV) are closer to the capabilities of large statistical programs
developed for these purposes.

Keywords: wheat; grain yield; genotype-environment; variance; stability; correlations

Abbreviations: GA - general adaptability; SI - stability index; JRA - joint regression analysis; MET - multi
environmental trails; GY - ranking of a genotype by its grain yield; STAB - ranking of a genotype by its stability;

GY-STAB - ranking of a genotype by its grain yield and stability simultaneously

BBBEJEHUE

OcHOBHa 111 Ha BCSKa CEJIEKIIMOHHA IMporpa-
Ma ¢ Jla ce Chb3JaJaT HOBM I'€HHHM KOMOHHAIIMH,
OT KOWUTO Ja c€ OTOepaT TeHOTHUIIOBE, MPEBBH3X0XK-
JAIHA CHINECTBYBAIIUTE MPH TAJACHUTE YCIOBHS
(Chapman, 2008). [ eHeTHYHUAT IOTEHITHAT HA HO-
BOCH3/IaJICHUTE COPTOBE IO OTHOIICHHWE Ha J00H-
Ba € 3HAYMTEITHO MO-TOJISIM B CpaBHEHUE C MECTHH-
Te obpasuu u ctapu Gopmu (Denci¢ and Kobiljsli,
2008; Tsenov et al., 2009). JloOuBBT npu MIIEHU-
1jaTa, HE3aBMCHMO OT YCHJIMSITA Ha CEJICKIIMOHE-
pHUTE, OCTaBa Ha HWCKW HUBA MPU OTIIICKIAHE HA
KyJITypaTa B MeCTa C MPOMEHJIMBHU yCIOBUS KAaKTO
Mpe3 BereTanusTa, Taka v mpe3 pa3IndyHUuTe TOIH-
uu (Tsenov et al., 2008). CtabusiHaTa TpOsBA U IIIH-
pokara amamnTaius Ha COPTOBETE IO OTHOIICHHE
Ha J00MBa M Ka4eCTBEHUTE IMOKA3aTeNIH € IIe7 Ha
MHoOTo cenekimonnu nporpamu (Yan and Rajcan,
2002; Letta, 2007; Atanasova et al., 2008; Williams
et al., 2008; Aminzadeh, 2010; Hristov et al., 2010;
Parveen et al., 2010; Sharma et al., 2010). Ctabui-
HOCTTa € CIOCOOHOCT Ha COPTOBETE Ja M3SBSBAT
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FEHETUYHUTE CH 3aJI0KOM IpHU LIUPOK HAObOp OT
ycnoBus (Annicchiarico, 2002). Crnopen cratuy-
HaTa KOHIICTIIIUS 32 CTA0OMITHOCT, HAM-T00Bp € TO3H
TEHOTHUI, KOMUTO MPHU Pa3IUYHU YCJIOBHUS YCIIsiBA
Jla TOJIbpKa TIOCTOSTHEH JOOWB, a TUHAMUYHATA
TIpenrosara, 4e peakiusTa Ha CTaOMITHHS TeHOTHUTT
IIPH Pa3TUIHUTE YCIIOBHS € MapalieTHa Ha CpeTHa-
Ta MPOsBa Ha TECTBAHUTE TCHOTHIIH, T.C. B3aHMO-
JIeCTBUETO FeHOTUII-cpesia € Hyna (Annicchiarico,
2002). AHanu3bT Ha B3aUMOJICHCTBUETO T'€HOTHII-
cpela € ChIIECTBEH Ha BCUYKHM HHUBA Ha CEJICKIIH-
OHHHUSI TIPOLIEC — OMpEACTIsHE Ha HACOTHIA, TOI-
00p Ha POIUTETUTE MPU XUOPUIU3ALINS, CEICKITHS
Ha 0a3aTa Ha pa3JIMYHU MoKazatenu u 100uB (Yan
and Hunt, 1998; Yan and Hunt, 2001). llerno e na
ce oTOesekH, 4e BIUCOKaTa CTaOMITHOCT Ha JOOMBa
U JIPYTH MOKA3aTeIN YeCTO € CBbp3aHa C HUCKUTE
UM HHBa Ha mposiBa, u obparnoto (Tsenov et al.,
2004; Atanasova et al., 2010). Beue obaue e ycra-
HOBEHO, Y€ MPUJIAraHeTO HA HSIKOU OT METOJUTE 3a
OlLIEHKa Ha JOOWBa M HeroBaTa CTAaOMJIHOCT JaBaT
BB3MOKHOCTH 32 OIpENeNsiHE Ha COPTOBE, KOUTO
HaH-KOMIIPOMHUCHO ChUeTaBaT BUCOK OOMB 3BPHO,



KOWTO € cTabmieH Ha (oHa Ha M3cIeBaHaTa rpyna
(Malla et al., 2010; Roostaei et al., 2014; Gubatov et
al., 2017). U3cneaBanusTa, HACOYEHU KbM CPaBHS-
BaHE MPUTOAHOCTTA HA PA3JIMYHU METO/IH, Ca MHO-
ro Manko (Purchase, 1997; Alberts, 2004), mopaau
KOETO CH MTO3BOJIUXME JIa MOIOKUM Ha TECT, TaTu
Y HAKOHW BEYE MOOCTAPEITH MOXO/IH 32 OI[CHKa Omnxa
IpyIHpaIN COPTOBETE MO aHajmornyeH HauyuH. Oc-
HOBHA IIPUYHMHA 32 TO3M TOJIXO] € JIa C€ YCTaHOBU
B JICTAJIN A HSAKOW OT MPOCTHYKHUTE METOIU
Ou MOT'BJI J1a ce M3MOJI3Ba €(PEeKTUBHO B CIIy4auTe,
KOraTo M3CIeJaBaTelIsT HE pasojara ¢ HAKOH OT
W3BECTHHUTE U €(EKTUBHHU CTAaTUCTUYCCKH MAKETH
3a ToBa (GGE Biplot, GenStat u ap). OcBen ToBa
OCHOBHHSAT TOAXOJ, KOWTO MpHJIarame, 4ype3 paH-
roBa (0ayoBa) OlleHKa J]a C€ M3CIICABAT Pa3InIHU
IIOIXOAM € B HAKAKBa CTEIEH OpuruHajieH. Tou ce
no0nMKaBa 10 HemapameTpuuHus mMozaen Ha Hithn
(1979), xoifTo ce ocHOBaBa caMO Ha paHTyBaHE Ha
COPTOBETE B YCIIOBUSATA HA CpeNaTa.

LlenTa Ha M3CIIEABAHETO € Ja C€ IPOBEPH IIPHUIIO-
KUMOCTTA U €()eKTUBHOCTTA HA HIKOU OT M3BECT-
HUTE METOJH 3a OIIEHKA Ha BeJIMYMHATA U CTaOMII-
HOCTTa Ha I00MBa 3bPHO B KOHTPACTHHU YCIIOBHS Ha
OTTJICXKIaHE.

MATEPHAJI U METOIH

B ToBa m3cnenBaHe ca BKIIIOUYEHHU JIBAJIECET W
yetupu (24) copra 3uMHa OOMKHOBEHA IIICHHUIIA,
OBaTapCcKa CEeNEKIHs, OTTICAaHu B 1eT (5) MyHKTa
B CTpaHara B 4yeTupH (4) pa3nuuau ce3oHa. Meto-
JUKaTa Ha MPOBEK/IaHe HAa eKCIIEPUMEHTA € OInca-
Ha B JeTailnu B npenuinHa nyonukanus (Gubatov
et al., 2017), B K0oSITO ca M3CIEBAHN YCTUPHUTE HAM-
aKTyaJJHU 3a MOMEHTa CTAaTUCTHUYECKH IOIXO0Ja
3a OIEHKa Ha B3aWMOJICHCTBHETO TE€HOTHII-Cpela
¥ HErOBOTO BIIMSIHME BBPXY OIIEHKAaTa Ha BCEKHU
COpT B M3CIieIBaHaTa rpyma. Bapupanero Ha q00u-
Ba 3BPHO € JIOCTOBEPHO BHCOKO U OTIPEJIesisi OKOJIO
1/3 OT HUBOTO UM BapUpPaHETO Ha MPHU3HAKA, CPEITHO
OT BCHYKH M3Clie/BaHu (akTopH Ha cpenata. aH-
HUTE OT BapUPAHETO ca JETalJIHO OMKUCAHU B Mpe-
JIXO/IHA MyOIMKalus, KOSITO aHaJu3upa pe3ysiTaTu
OT chllata cxeMa Ha nojicku onut (Gubatov et al.,
2017). Haii-chIiecTBeH € JIeIbT Ha B3aUMOJICHCT-
BUETO Mexay ¢akropure cezon u nynkm (88%),
a epexThT Ha dakTopa cenomun € eaBa okouo 10-
12%. W3cnenBanuTe COpTOBETE MMAT MHOTO OJIU3-

KM OCpPETHEHHU CTOHHOCTH, KOETO Hajlara ThpCEHe
Ha TIOJIXO/T! 3a IPyIHpaHe, JaBalli Bb3MOKHOCT 3a
pasrpaHMYaBaHe HA BCEKH OT TSAX OT OCTAHAJIHTE B
rpynara. [Ipy eKoJOrHYyHUTE OMUTH TOBA € 33]bJI-
JKUTEIHO, 3a Ja C€ MOCTUTHE e(PeKTHBHA OOCKTUB-
Ha OIICHKA Ha cOpTa, HE3aBUCHMO OT yCJIOBUATA Ha
cpenara.

B MuHan0TO Hal-NOMYJISAPHUTE METOIH 32 OIl-
penensitHe Ha CTAaOMIHOCTTA NMPU PA3IHYHH yC-
JIOBUS Ha cpenaTta ca HsAKoiko. Ha mbpBo MscTo
ToBa ¢ Regression Analysis (RA), mpenyoxen 3a
I'BPBU IBT B TUTepaTypara ot Yates and Cochran
(1938) u monuduuupan no-kbcHo ot Finlay and
Wilkinson (1963). Ipyr Beue mo3abpaBeH METON,
HapeueH o0Ia MPUCTOCOOMMOCT WM aJanTHB-
Hoct (General Adaptability=GA) e mnpennoxeH
omte ot Eberhart and Russell (1966) u npencrass-
Ba pa3iuKa MeXIy 100MBa 3bPHO U CTOWHOCTTA
Ha perpecuoHHus kKoepunueHt (GY-bi). Heroporo
U3II0JI3BaHE € MHOTO CEMIUIO U MOKe O 3aToBa
€ M30CTaBEH MMOYTH HAITBJIHO, TJIABHO MOpPau Ha-
JUYHe Ha MO-KOMIUIEKCHU TapaMeTpH 3a OLCHKA
(Vulchinkov and Vulchinkova, 2007). B ananu3za e
BKJIIOUEH U ApYT HHAEKC, HapeueH oT Kang (1988)
uHJeKke Ha crabunHocTTa (Stability Index=SI) u
IpeaCTaBIsABall CyMa OT CTOMHOCTHTE Ha J100u-
Ba 3bPHO M BapuaHca Ha CTaOMIIHOCT (0°), B3€T
ot ananu3a no Shukla (1972). CrneaBauusar uH-
nekc e koepuuueHTsT Ha Bapupane (Coefficient of
Variation=CV)), cnopen nyonukanusTa na Francis
and Kannenberg, (1978), 0003Ha4yeH B pe3yaTaTuTe
kato (FK). C momomniTa Ha Tpu mapameTspa ce u3-
pa3sBa 4acT OT T€HOTHUITHATa CTAOMIIHOCT: CpeHa
CTOWHOCT, HAKJIOH Ha perpecuoHHaTta JuHus (bi)
M CyMa Ha KBaJIpaTHOTO OTKIOHeHHe ($°d), Kou-
TO ca vacT oT HapeueHusi oT Flores et al. (1998)
obenmHEH (ChbBMECTEH) perpecuoner mojen (Joint
Regression Analysis=JRA).

[TocouenuTe MOAXOAM Ca aHAIM3MPAHHU C LI
Jla c€ YCTaHOBHU IPUTOIHOCTTA UM Ja PAa3ACIAT U3-
CJIEIBAHUTE COPTOBE HA T'PYIH, B 3aBUCHUMOCT OT
CBHYETAaHUETO MEXK/y HUBOTO Ha 100MBa M CTEIEH-
Ta Ha HeroBara npomsiHa B MET. CroiiHocTute Ha
BCEKH €/IMH OT OMUCAHUTE MapaMeTPH 32 BCEKU OT-
JIeJIEH COPOT, ca U3I0JI3BaHU 3@ PAaHTI'yBaHE CIOpe]
WHJIeKca ,,cTaOMITHOCT . OKOHYATETHO MOJIPEK TaHE
Ha copTta upe3 unjaekca J13-CTAD e nanpaseHo Bb3
OCHOBA Ha CyMaTa OT PAHTOBUTE OILIEHKH Ha 1001Ba
3ppHO (/I3) m HeroBara crabumnoct (CTAB), cien
KOETO OTHOBO € IPUJIOKEHO paHryBaHe. PaHryBa-
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HETO Ha COPTOBETE NMPH BCEKH MHACKC € MPaBEHO
N0 MPOCTHYKHS HAYMH: HAH-BUCOKHUAT MOIy4aBa
CTOMHOCT JiBajJieceT U 4eTupi (24) (koakoto e Opo-
AT Ha COPTOBETE), a HA-HUCKUAT — equHuna (1).

PE3VIITATHU

B Ta6mumna 1 e mpencraBeHa o0oOIieHa WH-
dbopmanus OTHOCHO paHTOBUTE OIICHKHU HAa BCEKHU

COPT, CIIOpE/ MPHIIOKEHUSI METOJT 3a TIOJIPEXkKIa-
He. be3 MHOTO aHanu3 Ha MUGpPUTE € BUIHO, Ye
nHpOpPMALUATA 32 OTACITHUS COPT € MHOTO 00Bp-
KBalla U TPyAHO ce Moj1aBa Ha aHanu3. Hanpu-
Mep copt Ne 2 mma orleHKa 3a cTaduiaHoCT oT 1
10 21, xoe oT TIX ce mo0nmkaBa 10 0OOEKTHBHA-
ta ucruHa? OOpaTHO, 3a cOpT Amorei CTOWHO-
CTUTE Ha 0AJIOBUTE OLICHKHU Ca CXOJHO BUCOKH H
Oonu3ku (18-23). AHAIU3BT HA TE3U CTOWHOCTH Ha
(¢ona Ha OayoBara omenka 3a J[3 mokasBa, 4e e

Ta6auua 1. banoBu CTONHOCTH HA U3CIIEIBAHUTE COPTOBE CIIOPE]] U3MOI3BAHUS MOJIEH 3a OIICHKA
Table 1. Rank values of the varieties studied, according to the model used

Ne Copr/ bax /I3 ban GA bax SI Ban bi ban CV
Variety Rank GY Rank GA Rank SI Rank bi Rank CV
1 Tepsemn, Tervel 22 24 15 18 23
2 A15/89 1 1 1 21 1
3 Hsera* Iveta* 7 12 2 15 4
4 Anorei, Apogej 20 23 18 20 20
5 Jlacka, Laska 8 20 4 9 10
6 Jlares, Dageya 13 11 22 17 21
7  Camywmi, Samuil 22 14 22 14
8 bunsna, Bilyana 4 3 5 14 3
9 Hesen, Neven 17 12 16 17
10 ®akTtop, Faktor 10 4 6 19 5
11 TIlpecusHa, Presiyana 16 15 8 12 8
12 Panwuua, Ralitsa 2 2 3 24 2
13 Pwuana, Riana 3 8 23 23 6
14  Tomomnuma, Topolitsa 19 21 17 10 19
15 Ornusna, Ognyana 14 18 19 5 13
16 Enoma*, Enola* 15 14 11 4 12
17 Aunexkca, Alexa 23 13 20 3 22
18 Aumuca, Alisa 11 5 21 11 16
19 AIl Benuka, AP Velika 12 17 7 8 7
20 byn Anera, Bul Aneta 6 16 9 13 11
21 Bspa, Vyara 5 6 10 1 9
22 Csunena, Svilena 21 10 13 7 15
23 Xena, Hela 18 9 16 6 18
24 TIlpsicna*, Pryaspa* 24 19 24 2 24

GA=(GY-bi) — obma mpucrocodumoct; SI=(GY+0?) — muaekc Ha ctabuiHocTTa criopen Vulchinkov and Vulchinkova (2007);
bi — perpecuonnen koedunueHt; CV — koeduuneHT Ha Bapupase, 1o Francis and Kannenberg (1978); * crangapTHu coproBe
GA=(GY-bi) — general adaptability; SI=(GY+c?) — stability index, according to Vulchinkov and Vulchinkova (2007),

bi — coefficient of regression; CV - coefficient of variation by Francis and Kannenberg (1978); * standard varieties
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abCypIHO Ja ce MHCIIH, Y€ MOXeE Jla C€ HalpaBu
00eKTHBHA OIICHKA Ha KOWTO M J1a € OT U3Cle/IBa-
HUTE copToBe. Jlopu MO3HABAHETO HA peaKILMs-
Ta Ha ctanaaptHuTe coptose (Enona, [Ipsicna) B
ciayyas HE € OT I0J3a, Mopagu OrpOMHOTO pas-
nuuue B 6anoBute oneHku. [locnensanara TpaH-
chopmanus Ha JTaHHUTE Ype3 MpHUIaraHe Ha paH-
ryBane upe3 unuekca /I3-CTADB e npencraBena
Ha Tabmumu 2 u 3.

OBCBHKJIAHE

AHanu3bT Ha Te3W MUQPU He OM MOT'BJI 1A Taje
SICHA TIPE/ICTaBa 3a e(PEKTUBHOCTTA HA BCEKU CIUH
OT M3MOJI3BAHUTE HAYMHU 3a paHrysaHne. [lompex-
JAHETO Ype3 Pa3IMYHH MHJEKCU MPHU BCEKU COPT
€CTECTBEHO CE OTpa3siBa MO pa3iIvyueH HAa4MH Ha
HETOBHUsI PaHT crpsMo msuiata rpyna. OcBeH ToBa
HE € SICHO KaKbB € KOMIIPOMHUCHT MEXy JOOUB U

Tadauna 2. banoBu onieHKH Ha JOOKMBA 3bPHO U KOPUTHUPAHUTE MYy CTOMHOCTH Ype3 HHAEKCa 3a 001a

npucnocodumoct (GA) u unjaekca 3a crabuiaHoct (SI)

Table 2. Rank grain yield estimates and its adjusted values by the General Adaptability Index (GA) and the

Stability Index (SI)
GA ST
Ne  Copr/Variety 113 CTAB  J3-CTAB 13 CTAB  JI3-CTAB
GY STAB GY-STAB GY STAB GY-STAB

1 Tepsen, Tervel 22 18 18 14 5 5
2 A 15/89 1 21 8 1 7 2
3 Hsera* Iveta* 4 15 9 2 2 1
4 Anoreii, Apogej 19 20 17 16 11 10
5 Jlacka, Laska 7 9 12 3 1 1
6 Hares, Dageya 21 17 15 21 13 14
7 Camywmn, Samuil 13 22 6 22 22 17
8 bunsna, Bilyana 3 14 3 4 16 6
9 Hesen, Neven 16 16 14 10 10 6
10 ®akTop, Faktor 6 19 13 5 4

11 TIpecusna, Presiyana 10 12 11 7 6 4
12 Panuma, Ralitsa 2 24 1 9 23 13
13 Pwuana, Riana 5 23 4 23 24 19
14 Tomomnuma, Topolitsa 20 10 16 15 8 8
15 Ornsna, Ognyana 14 18 17 15
16 Emnona*, Enola* 12 4 4 11 19 12
17 Aunekca, Alexa 23 17 19 9 11
18 Aunwuca, Alisa 15 11 7 20 18 16
19 AIl Benuka, AP Velika 11 8 14 6 3

20 Byn Anera, Bul Aneta 8 13 8 14 7
21 Bspa, Vyara 9 1 2 12 20 13
22 Csunena, Svilena 17 7 10 13 12 9
23  Xena, Hela 18 6 11 17 15 13
24 TIlpsicna*, Pryaspa* 24 2 9 24 21 18

* craHJapTHU cOpTOBE; * standard varieties
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Taoauua 3. banoBu oneHku Ha 100MBa 3BPHO U KOPUTHPAHUTE MY CTOWHOCTH 4pe3 MEeToAa ,,00€IMHEH
perpecnonen ananus” (JRA) u ctatuctuueckust mozen Ha Francis and Kannenberg (1978) (FK)

Table 3. Rank grain yield estimates and corrected values using the Joint Regression Analysis (JRA) and the

Francis and Kannenberg (1978) statistical model (FK)

JRA FK
Ne  Coprt/Variety hik! CTAB  JI3-CTAB hik] CTAB  JI3-CTAB
GY STAB GY-STAB GY STAB GY-STAB

1 Tepsen, Tervel 18 20 18 22 22 20
2 A15/89 21 19 19 1 5 1
3 Usera*, Iveta* 15 22 17 4 21 9
4 Amoreii, Apogej 20 15 16 19 18 18
5 Jlacka, Laska 9 24 15 8 6 5
6 ares, Dageya 17 12 12 21 19 19
7  Camywmi, Samuil 22 9 13 11 10
8 bunsna, Bilyana 14 9 8 3 20 9
9 Hesen, Neven 16 14 13 16 14 14
10 ®aktop, Faktor 19 21 19 6 8

11 TIlpecusina, Presiyana 12 17 12 10 9

12 Panura, Ralitsa 24 3 11 2 10

13 Pwuana, Riana 23 1 9 5 3

14 Tomonuua, Topolitsa 10 16 10 20 15 16
15 Orusna, Ognyana 5 6 3 14 23 17
16 Enona*, Enola* 4 1 12 16 12
17 Aunexca, Alexa 3 18 23 24 21
18 Aunuca, Alisa 11 4 15 7 8
19 AIl Benuka, AP Velika 8 23 14 11 4 3
20 Byn Anera, Bul Aneta 13 10 8 1 3
21 Bspa, Vyara 1 8 1 9 17 11
22 Csunena, Svilena 7 13 6 17 12 13
23 Xena, Hela 6 11 5 18 2 7
24 Tlpsicna*, Pryaspa* 2 7 2 24 13 15

* craHAapTHU copToBe; * standard varieties

CTaOMIIHOCT Ha COpTa B HEroBaTa PaHroBa OICH-
ka. OTroBop NOHSKBAE JaBaT Pe3yJTaTUTE OT KO-
peNalMoHHMS aHalu3, npeacTaBeHu B Tabmuua 4.
Kopenanuure mexxny /I3 u naaekca J13-CTAD ca
BUCOKHM M JOCTOBEpPHH. OTHOCHUTEIHO MO-BUCOKH
ca CTOMHOCTUTE Ha KOPETAIlMOHHUS KOe(DUIIUEHT
npu meronure FK u SI, kaTo npu nocinennus noc-
turar 10 noutu r=0.890, KoeTo e 10CTOBEepHO NpU
Hal-BUCOKO CTaTHUCTHUYecKO HUBO. [Ipum meToxa Ha
Francis and Kannenberg (1978), kopemanuute ca
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oxoiio r=0.800, koeTo chIIo € cuiiHa Bpb3Kka. Jloc-
TaTBYHO BUCOKH Ca 3aBUCUMOCTUTE MEXK]y CIIOME-
HATHTE MHACKCH U IPU OCTAHAJIUTE JIBA TIOIXO/1a 32
noapexaane. OcraBa BoIIPOCHT: KakbB € KOMIIPO-
MUCHT MKy I0OMBA M HEroBaTa CTa0MIIHOCT MPH
MPUIIOKEHUTE TTOIXOAU?

OTroBopuTe ce ChbPIKAT B CTOWHOCTUTE Ha KO-
penauunte mexay unnexkcure CTAB u /13-CTAB
B Tabmumna 4. B o0y 1uHUN TEXHUTE CTOHHOCTH
M0 TIOJXOAU Ca aHAJIOTUYHU Ha Te3u Mexay J3 u



Tao6smua 4. Kopenanuu Mexay 100MBa 3bpHO U HEroBaTa CTaOMJIHOCT MU I'PyIHHUPaHE HA COPTOBETE Upe3
panryBaHeTo UM no Meroaute GA - o6ma anantuBHocT (GY+b,); FK - craructnyecku Monen Ha Francis and
Kannenberg (1978); R - cbBMecTeH perpecuoHeH MofeN; S - ceneknnoned uuaeke (GY-8?)

Table 4. Correlations between grain yields and its stability in grouping varieties by estimating them by GA
methods - general adaptability (GY+bi); FK - statistical model of Francis and Kannenberg (1978); R - joint

regression model; S - selection index (GY-6?)

WHunexc/ r KoepUIUeHT D-CMOUHOCM r KoepUuIHueHT p-CTOHOCT
Index r-coefficient p-value r-coefficient p-value
GA(J13) / GA(GY) GA(CTAB) / GA(STAB)
GA(CTAB) / GA(STAB) -0,403 0,0000
g&(gi-cms) / GA(GY- 0,637 0,0000 20,023 0,9300
FK(J13) / FK(GY) FK(CTAB) / FK(STAB)
FK(CTAB) / FK(STAB) 0,305 0,0000
gﬁlgcmm / FR(GY- 0,802 0,0000 0.800 0,0000
R(13) / R(GY) R(CTAB) / R(STAB)
R(CTAB) / R(STAB) -0,042 0,0000
R(JI3-CTAB) / R(GY-STAB) 0,672 0,0000 0,705 0,0000
S(A3) / S(GY) S(CTAB) / S(STAB)
S(CTAB) / S(STAB) 0,611 0,0000
S(A3-CTAB) / S(GY-STAB) 0,889 0,0000 0,889 0,0000

CroitHocTHTe B yaeOeneH mpudT ca paznudau ot 0, ¢ HUBO Ha 3HauuMocT o = 0.05
The values in bold type are different from 0, with significance level a = 0.05

J3-CTADB. M3kitoueHue mpaBu JuIcaTa Ha Kope-
Janus MEXJy MHAEKCUTE NIpU paHrysaHe no GA.
ToBa ro mpuemame 3a 00€KTUBHA J1aIEHOCT, TOPaIx
TOBA, Y€ U TPUTE TUIIA KOPEIALNH ITOKa3BaT CXOA-
Hu cToiHOcTH. OOpaTHO Ha TOBA MPHU OCTAHAIIUTE
MOAXOJU KOpenanuuTe ca Ha jauie. JlocroBepHocT-
Ta UM € yKa3aHue, 4e B CTOMHOCTHTE Ha MHIEKCa
J13-CTAD TexecTTa Ha U3rpakJaliuTe ro nokasa-
TeNu € cxofHa. ToBa e M3KJIFOUUTENIHO BaXKHO MO-
panu ToBa, ye B ciyuas He ce MpaBU KOMIIPOMMUC
MEX/y TSAX, B KOSITO U Jla € IIOCOKa. 3a CBEe/ICHHE,
npu mozena Ha Kang (1993) ompenensima poist B
panra uma /I3, nokato cTabMIIHOCTTA € Ha BTOPU
IJ1aH.

[Ipu u3cnenBaHeTo Ha APYTH, CXOAHU Ha TE3U
yetupu napamerspa (Gubatov et al., 2017) e nmoco-
YeHo, ue MeToabT 3a uHjekcupane Ha J[3-CTAB
MIPH TE€3H MOJXOU HE € OT 3HaueHue. [Ipu tax nopu
mozensT Ha Kang (1993) upes nmapamerbpa Ys, Ou
MOT'BJI J1a OBJIe M3MOJI3BaH Kato pedepeHTeH mpu
CpaBHEHHE Ha KOMTO € J]a € CTaTUCTHUYECKH IOJ-

X0/l B TOBa HampaslieHHe. B Hamus ciydvail ToBa
Ou Morsia ga ObAe MOAXOLET Ha oO0Iara agalTHB-
HocT (GA), KOITO 1MoKa3Ba aHAJOTMYHH PE3yJTaTH
Ha CIIOMEHATHS MMO-Tope. 3a 1a TPOBEPUM JAJIH T0-
nydeHata nH(opMaus Moxke aa Ob/Ie U3MoI3BaHa
3a TpyIMpaHe Ha COPTOBETE, TOCTPOUXME HAKOIIKO
¢burypwu (scatter plots) B KOUTO ca IMOCTaBEHH paH-
TOBUTE OLEHKHU Ha /I3 M CTOMHOCTUTE HAa WHIEKCA
J13-CTAD Ha Bceku e1MH OT NPHIIOKEHUTE CTaTHC-
tryecku noaxoau (Gurypu 1 u 2). Llenra Gewe na
Ce MPOBEpH J1ajii € BB3MOKHO TOAPEXJIAHETO 10
BCEKH €IMH OT HAUYMHUTE Ja HallpaBu TPyNHpaHe
Ha Hail-nepcrekTuBHUTE coproBe. [locnemnuTe
Ou TpAOBaJO Nla UMaT HAW-TIPABUIICH KOMITPOMUC
mexay I3 u CTABMIJTHOCT.

Bcekun mnot (bpurypa) ce pasuens yClIOBHO Ha
YeTHUPH 30HH: 30Ha A — rope JsICHO; 30Ha B — rope
151B0; 30Ha C — oy fsicHo u 30Ha D - gomy mnsiBo.
ToBa e HampaBeHO MO MOJOOKE Ha MMyOIUKAI[UTUTE
Ha Thiry et al. (2016) u Tsenov et al. (2017), B ko-
UTO COPTOBETE Ca Pa3lesT M0 aHAJIOTUYEH HAYHH
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®urypa 1. BuzyanHo npesncraBsHe Ha TOUKUTE Ha copToBeTe upe3 nuaekcute J3-CTAD u /13,
criopen noaxoaute 3a rpynupane GA (rope) u Sl (moiy)
Figure 1. Visual presentation (scatter plot) of the varieties points by GY-STAB and GY indexes,
according to GA (top) and SI (bottom) approaches

COpPAMO TSIXHATa PeaKkus KbM KOHTPACTHHU YCJIO-
BUA Ha cpenara. Criopes ToBa pasnojokKeHue cop-
TOBETE C€ TPYMHPAT 10 CIASTHUS HAYUH: A — BUCOK
13, Bucoka CTABUJIHOCT; B — cpenen /13, Bu-
coka CTABMJIHOCT; C — Bucok /I3, aucka CTA-
BUJIHOCT u D — mucek /I3 n aucka CTABUJI-
HOCT. EctecTBeHo, 32 HAC BaXXKHU Ca U YETHUPUTE
rpymu, ocobeHo reHoturnoBeHe B 30HU A, B u C,
B 3aBUCHMOCT OT YCJIOBUSITa Ha KOHKpeTHaTa 00-
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CTaHOBKa Ha cTpaHaTa. EcTtecTBeHo Hali-kenaHu ca
reHotunosere oT rpyna A. Tosa ca coproserte 1, 4,
6,9, 14, 22, 23 u 24. CpmuTe TE3U COPTOBE OsXa
UICHTU(DUIMPAHU CTIe]] TOIPEK IaHe 110 IPYTH Me-
tonu. CopToBere mox Homepa 2, 8, 13, 20 TpsiOBa
Ja ce m30sATBaT 3a OTTJICKIAHE MMOPATH HUCKUS U
MHOT'O IPOMEHJIUB JI0OMB 3bPHO B CTpaHaTa. 3a yc-
noBusita Ha CeBepHa brarapus, KbpIeTo yciaoBusTa
ca no-0JaronpusiTHY 3a OTIVIEkKJAHE Ha MIIEHULA,
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®urypa 2. BusyanHo npeactaBsHe Ha TOUKUTE Ha copToBeTe upe3 unaekcure J3-CTADB u 13,
crnopen nogxoaute 3a rpynupane JRA (rope) u FK (nomny)
Figure 2. Visualization of the varieties points by GY-STAB and GY indexes, according to
JRA (above) and FK (below) approaches

CBIIO ca MOAXOSIIN COPTOBETE OT rpyna B, 3amio-
TO T€ IMPUTEKABAT BHCOK MPOAYKTHBEH MOTEHIIH-
aJl, He3aBUCUMO Y€ TOU Ce IPOMEHsI OT CE30H B Ce-
30H. 3a ycioBusita Ha lOxxna bwarapus, oOpartHo,
MHTEPECHHU ca copToBeTe OoT rpyna C, KOUTO UMaT
cpenHM IOOMBH, HO ca CTAOMITHU Ha (oHa Ha CTpe-
COBHUTE YCJIOBHS B Ta3W 4acT Ha CTPaHATa.
JleTaliTHOTO cpaBHEHHE MEX Ty MECTOHAXOXKIE-
HHUETO Ha OT/ICTHUTE COPTOBE Ha JiBeTe (pUrypH mno-

Ka3Ba HAKOJIKO OCHOBHHM (akTa. [IbpBo: copToBeTe
M0 BCEKW €IWH OT MPHUJIOKEHUTE METOIU Ce pa3-
MpeAeTAT ,,p)aBHOMEPHO” TI0 11enust ToT. Bropo: B
OO0IIM IMHUU COPTOBETE, PA3IIOIOKEHH B OTICITHHU-
TE 30HU C€ MOYTH aHajJornyHu. Tpero: n3dpaHusT
MOAXOJ] 3a MOAPEXkKTaHEe Ha COPTOBETE MO 100UB U
BapUpaHETO MYy € MPUWIOKUM. YeTBBPTO: mpuia-
TaHeTO Ha MPOCTUYKHU MOJXOU KaTO PErPECHOHEH
KoepHIMEHT (bi), OTKIOHEHHE OT PEerpecrOHHATa
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npaBa (02) wim koepurmeHT Ha Bapupane (CV) no
e(EeKTUBHOCT ce J0O0IMKaBaT 0 Bb3MOKHOCTUTE
Ha TOJIEMUTE CTaTUCTUYECKH MPOrpaMH, Ch3aajae-
HU CTICIUATHO 3 TE€3H LIEJIH.

U3BOJM

B 3akiiroucHHEe MOKE Ja HalpaBUM CICAHHUTE
BaYKHU M3BOJIH:

[ToaxonsT 3a OlieHKA 4Ype3 paHryBaHEe MOCPEI-
CTBOM CTAaTUCTUYCCKHU MHJCKCHU € IIPABUJICH U Ha-
I'BJIHO TIPUJIOKUM 32 TudepeHlrpaHe Ha LEHHU
COPTOBE OT BCSIKA M3CJIeIBaHA TPyTIa.

WNudopmarusata 3a NOBEICHHETO Ha J00MBa
3BPHO Ha OTJACTHUS COPT € OTHOCHTETHA Ha (oHa
Ha TpyTara, B KOSTO TOW ce M3MHUTBA U Oiaromape-
HUE Ha Hesl TOM MOXe J1a ObJIe IOCTAaBEH B HAKOS OT
YETUPUTE TPYIIH.

['pynupaneTo Ha COpPTOBETE IO KOMIIPOMHUC
Mexay n1oouB 36pHO ([13) u crabunnoct (CTAB)
MOXe Ja ObJie HaIIpaBeHO Ype3 eJIeMEHTapHU CTa-
TUCTUYECKH TIOAXOMU (MHIEKCH), KOUTO ca Jo0pe
U3BECTHU OTAaBHA. 10Ba IpylnupaHe HE BHHATH
o0ade € CXOIHO TNPHU OTACTHUTE TOIXOIH, KOSTO
MPEIM3BUKBA BHHATU HEJIOBEPUEC U HECHTYPHOCT
IIPH THJIKYBAHE Ha MOJy4YeHUTe pesynraTtu. [lopa-
JIM Ta3u TMpUYUHA MpPEnopbyBaMe HM3MOJI3BaHE Ha
Hall-HOBUTE CTaTUCTHYECKU COPTYEPHH IIPOTrpaMu,
KOHMTO ca Cbh3/1aJIcHH TOYHO 3a Te3u nenu (GenStat,
GGE Biplot, GEST, PB Tools, Genes, Stable) u npy-
Ty o00HU. Besika effHa OT TSX Beue € mpoBepeHa
OTHOCHO BB3MOYKHOCTHTE 32 KOPEKTHa OIlEHKa Ha
J00MBA, TNIACTUYHOCTTA U CTAOMITHOCTTA Ha COpTa
Ha oHa Ha MHOTO()AaKTOPHH €KOJIOTUYHH OITHTH.
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