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Pe3iome

B mabopartopusra mo ¢pusznonorus Ha pactenusta B UPI'P-rp. CamoBo mpe3 nepuoma 2016-2018 ce mpoyumn-
Xa 0ceM o0pasera oBec, Upe3 KOCBeHU (PM3MONOTHYHY aHan3u. V3cneaBaxme nBe O0TaHUYECKH (hOPMU OBEC
- Avena sativa L. ssp. Nudisativa u Avena sativa L. Cpiiute 0o0pa3iu 0sxa 3aCe€TH B IMOJICKH OIUT B MAPLETH OT
10 m? B Tpu moBTOpenust. [{enta Ha u3cenBane OeIire a ce OIEHN PEaKI[isaTa Ha COPTOBE OBEC UPEe3 U3IOI3BAHE
Ha MOP(OMETPUYHH U (PU3UOJIOTUYHU [TOKA3aTEIM HA TUCTHATA UM Maca, OTUYCTEHH B YCIIOBUS HA TIOJICKH OIIHT.
Ot aHaJIK3a Ha MOJIYYSHHUTE PE3YJITaTH 32 MOPPOMETPHSI, BOJOOOMEH U OTHOCHTEIIHO KOJUYECTBO XJI0pOhHII Ha
(brmaroBuTe ¥ MOA(DIATOBUTE JTUCTA ITPU TOJIO3BPHECTH U TIIICBECTH COPTOBE OBEC, CE YCTAHOBH 3HAYUTEITHO TIpe-
JTIMMCTBO Ha rojio3bpHecTute (hopmu. [lo-ronemure duiaroBu u noaQuaroBu JMcTa U akyMyirpaHaTa Onomaca
MIPH TOJIO3BbPHECTUTE (DOPMU € TEHETUYHO 00YCIIOBEHA, HO OT JIpyra CTPaHa 3HAYMTEIHO IT0-BHCOKATa OBOJHE-
HOCT M OTHOCUTEITHO KOJIMYECTBO XJIOPO(UI OMxa MOIIH Jia ObJIaT MPEAIIOCTAaBKA 3a MO-TOJICPAHTHA PEaKIIUSI
npu 3acymaBade. OT MOCOYCHUTE B3aUMOBPBH3KH MEXKIY JOOMBA M OCTaHAIUTE MOKA3aTEIN Ce MOTBBPKIaBa,
4e 10 BpeMe Ha OTYMTAHE Ha MMOKA3aTeIINTE arPOKITUMATHIHUTE YCIOBUSITA ca OVIIH TIOJIXO/ISIITHN 32 PA3BUTHUETO
Ha pacTCHUATA.
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Abstract

In plant physiology laboratory in IPGR, Sadovo during period 2016-2018 were study eight accessions oat,
through indirect physiology analyzes. Were used two botanical forms oat - Avena sativa L. ssp. Nudisativa and
Avena sativa L. The same accessions were sown in field trial with experimental area 10 m? in three replications.
The aim of this study was to estimate reaction of oat varieties through morphometric and physiological parame-
ters of leaf, reported in conditions on field trial. From analysis of the results from morphometric indices, water
exchange and relative chlorophyll content of flag and sub flag leaves of different forms oat, found significance
advantage of naked oat (A. sativa L. ssp. Nudisativa). Bigger leaf area and dry mass of flag and sub flag leaves in
naked forms are genetically base, but in the other side higher water content and relative chlorophyll content could
be a prerequisite for more tolerant reactions to drought stress. The relationships between yield and other parame-
ters was confirmed, that agroclimatic conditions were suitable during collect data.
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PaznuunuTe MO cHila 3acymiaBaHuUs ca egHa OT
Hal-CHIIHUTE IPUYMHUTENH Ha 3ary0a Ha MpOayK-
UL OT CEJICKOTO CTOMAaHCTBO 110 50% OT peamHus
JI0OMB, 0COOEHO B CyXM M TOJIyCYXH PaliOHM Ha
cpenm3eMHoMopckust kaumat (Wang et al., 2003).

OBeCHT € BIIarojito0MBa KyJITypa v B CDaBHEHHE
C OCTaHAJUTE 3bPHCHO-KHTHU KYJITYypU HMa TIO-
CTEUaHNA M3UCKBAHUS KBbM BJarata. 3a pas3jinka
OT TIeBecTUTe (POPMU, TOIO3BPHECTUAT OBEC UMa
MO-TOJIEMH N3MCKBAaHUS KbM Bllarara. ToBa e u eqHa
OT OCHOBHHTE IIPUYHHH 32 IT0-HECTAOUITHUS TIOOHB
npu Hero. CoproBere MunHa u MapuHa ca roJjo-
3BPHECTH OBECH, MPUTEXKABALIN J00pa KbJIHIEMA
eHeprus u 6bp3 pactex (Antonova et al., 1995).

W neHTuduirpaHeTo Ha TEHOTUIU C pa3InyHA
MO CTENCH M MEXaHW3bM Ha JICWCTBHE TOJICPAHT-
HOCT KBbM 3aCyIlIaBaHE BKJIIOYBA Pa3IMYHU METO-
I — OT (U3MOJOTMYHU J0 TEHETHYHU MapKepu
(Maccaferri et al., 2008; Aliyev, 2012).

[Tpu u3cnenBaneTo Ha BOMOOOMEHA HA paCTEHU-
T2 OCHOBHO C€ OTYUTA CTENEHTa Ha OBOJHEHOCT
Ha THKAHUTE, KAaTO OTHOUICHUE CIPSIMO TSAXHATA
maca (Turner, 1981; Grace, 1997). OBogHeHOCTTA
CE OTYMTA CPABHUTEIIHO JIECHO U € BUCOKO HH(DOP-
MaTHBEH MapaMeThp 3a TECTBaHE Ha BOJAOOOMEHa
Ha pacrenusTa (Dhanda & Sethi, 1998). /loka3anu
ca OIpenesieHH BPB3KH MEXKIy IeHOTHIA, OTHO-
CHTEITHO BOJHO ChIBP)KaHHE U MPOTYyKTUBHOCTTA
Ha )KUTHUTE KYJITYPH, IOCTAaBEHH B YCIOBHUSTA Ha
3acymaBane (Lilley & Ludlow, 1996). Pactenusita
pearupar Ha OYBEHUs 1 aTMOC(hepeH BOJICH Jie(u-
IIUT, Ype3 3aTBApsSHE HA yCTHUIATa 3a Ja ce Mpe-
ma3u pacTeHHeTo OT 3ary0a Ha Boja (HamaussiBa
yCTHYHATA TPOBOAMMOCT) M OTTaM C€ MHXHOHMpa
¢doro3uHTe3aTa M TpancnupanusaTa. CremoBaTen-
HO, CIIOCOOHOCTTA J1a ce MOAMbpKa (PyHKIIMOHAII-
HOCTTa Ha (POTOCHHTE3UpallaTa CUCTeMa B yCJo-
BUs Ha 3acylllaBaHe € OT rojsMO 3HAYCHUE 3a Cy-
xoycroiuuBocTTa (Zlatev, 2009). M3zcnenaneTo
Ha (hOTO3UHTE3aTa, Ype3 Pa3IMYHU TUCTAHIIMOHHU
amaparu, KOUTO OMPENENISIT KOJIMYSCTBOTO HA TTHT-
MEHTHUTE, ()JIOYPECICHIIUATA ¥ Ta3000MeHa ca Jiec-
HU 3a ynotpeba, He yBpeX1aT pacTEeHUETO U Topa-
IV Ta3W MPUYHMHA Ca MHOTO TIOJIE3HH 3a OIEHKA Ha
OTrOBOpA Ha PACTEHUATA KbM PA3JIMYHU CTPECOBU
(daxTopu B paHHH WJIH TIO-KbCHU (Da3u OT pa3BUTH-
eto my (Marcinska et al., 2017).

LlenTa Ha HACTOAIIETO M3CIEABAHE € 1A CE Olle-
HU pEaKIMsTa Ha COPTOBE OBEC Upe3 HM3IOJI3BAHE
Ha MOP(GOMETPUYHH U (PU3NOTOTUYHH TTOKA3aTEIN

Ha JIUCTHATa UM Maca, OTUYCTCHU B YCJIOBUA Ha I10JI-
CKH OIIHUT.

MATEPHAJI U METOAH

Uzcnensanero e nposeaeno B UPI'P K. Maxn-
koB” —rp. CanoBo, npe3 nepuoja 2016-2018 1. B 1Be
BEreTallMOHHM TOJMHU. B mpoy4yBaHeTO ca BKJIIO-
ypxa aBa Buja osec: Avena sativa L. (Kanosn,
Karan, Keximbap u JlyHaB) u Avena sativa L. ssp.
nudisativa (Muna, Mapuna u Cunuctpa). CopTo-
BETE OBEC 0s1Xa 3aCATU B ONTHUMAJIHUS CPOK C TIpei-
IICCTBEHHK I'pax, Ha OMHUTHA 1ol ot 10 m? B aBe
MOBTOPCHUSL.

Ha obpasnute oBec ce otueTe cpeneH T00MB U
ce HampaBH OlleHKa Ha (praroB M moadIaroB JIUCT
no MOp(OMETpUYHU TOKa3aTeNH, MOKa3aTeNnu Ha
BOJI0OOOMEHA U OTHOCUTEIIHO ChIBP)KaHUE Ha XJIO-
podun. U3cnenBanurte pacTeHus 0s1xa TOCTUTHAIN
daza uskiacsBane u ce n3dpaxa Ha cIydaeH MpUH-
IIUTI B TIApIIEIIKaTa.

W3znon3Baxa ce ciaeqHuTe 1abopaTopHO-aHATH-
TUYHH METOJIU 3a OIICHKA Ha CYyXOYCTOHYHBOCT:

* OnpezensiHe HA HaTpyHaHa buomaca Ha JIUCTa
(DW) 1 choTHOIIEHHE KOTMYECTBO BOJIA KbM €/~
HUIIa cyxa Maca 1o ¢popmyna (FW-DW)/DW.

FW, g — mppBOHauaHaTa Maca Ha JINCTATa, U3-
TETJICHU BEJHAara Cjieji OTACISHE OT CTHOJIOTO;

DW, g — cyxa Maca Ha JucTara Ciejl U3CylIaBaHe
1o ocTostHHO TerdIo 3a 8 h mpu 105°C (Beadle, 1993)

* OnpenensiHe TUIOINITa Ha (hIaroBuTe U moadia-
TOBH JIUCTa 10 popmynara:

LA=W x L x0.65, kpieTo W-nnpuHa Ha JTUCTAa,
L-nemxuHa Ha nucta, 0.65-koe@uIueHT 3a u34uc-
JICHUE Ha JINCTHA TIOBBPXHOCT HA )KUTHU KYITYPH
npenioxen ot Lazarov, 1965 u Kerin et al. 1997.

* OnpeziessiHe HA UHTEH3UBHOCTTA HA TPAHCITH-
panusTa Ha JUcTara B mg'/cm?*/min' mo TerioBeH
metoz Ha Ivanov et al. (1950) ¢ mogudukanus Ha
Valchev & Georgiev, 1991.

* OnpezensiHe HA OTHOCUTEITHOTO ChIbp)KaHHE
Ha XJIOpO(MIT HA UHTAKTHU JIUCTA,

KaTo WHJEKC Ha XJIOPO(GUIHOTO ChIbpIKAHUEC
(CCI) upe3 amapar 3a OTYMTaHE Ha XJOPOQIITHO
ceabpxkanue CCM 200+ nmpoussenen ot ADS, Opti
Science, England.

Craructuyeckata oOpaboTka Ha JaHHHUTE ca
M3BBPIICHH ¢ romoriTa Ha nporpamu SPSS 13.0 u
Statistica 10.



PE3YJITATU U OBCBXIAHE

1. MeTeopo1ornyHa XxapaKkTepucTHKA

Pa3znuynu mo mponbIKUTETHOCT 3acylIaBaHuUs
B paiioHa Ha CaloBO ce OTYMTAT OT HA4YAJIOTO Ha
Mecell MapT /10 Kpas Ha mecerl oHu. [lo-HeraTus-
HO BIIUSIHUE OKa3BaT 3acyIllaBaHUsATA M0 BpeMe Ha
HaBIIM3aHE HA PACTEHHTA BBB (ha3a M3KIIACSBaHE,
b TEXK U HANKMBaHE HA 3bpHOTO. [lo-HeOmaronpu-
ATHA 10 OTHOILLICHHE Ha BAJIC)KUTE € BEreTallOH-
HaTa 2017 roguna. CyMara Ha BaJeKUTE OT MECEL]
MapT 10 Kpasi Ha Mecer] Mait e 123.7 1/m?. Xapak-
TEPHO 3a TO3M MEPHO] € HAJTMUKE Ha 3acyIlIaBaHus,
3alovYHAIM olle Ipe3 Mecell peBpyapH, KOeTo J0-
BeJie /10 MO-KBCHO pa3BUTHE Ha pacTeHusTa. Te3m
PaHHONPOJIETHN 3acyIllaBaHUs, BBIPEKH dYe TO-
BJIMSIBAT HA Pa3BUTUETO HA PACTEHMSITA HE BOAST
JI0 BoieH JeduIuT B JucTHarta maca. Cymara Ha
BaJIEKUTE MIPE3 MECELIUTE MapT, anpui u Mai, 2018
roxuua ¢ 171.7 1/m?, xaro okono 50% oT Tasu cyma
€ TIpe3 Mecel Mak.

2. MopdomeTpu4HM NOKa3aTeJ N

2.1. ®naroB JHCT - OTYETE CE JINCTHA MOBBPX-
HOCT U cyXa Maca mpe3 (a3a U3MeTIsBaHE JBaTa
paznuuau Buja coptose oec (Tadmwuma 1). OT pe-
3yJlTaTUTE € BUAHO, Y€ (hIaroBUTE JINCTA HA T'OJIO-
3bpHECTUTE copToBe oBec ca ¢ 24.4% mo-roisimMa
aucTHa 1wont U ¢ 35.6% mnoBede HaTpymaHa Ouo-
Maca (Cyxa maca) B cpaBHeHHe c¢ 1uieBecture. OT
TOJIO3BPHECTHTE COPT MapuHa € C Hail-BUCOKH
MopdomeTpruHU rokaszarenu, a copt Kexnubap ot
TUIEBECTHUTE € C Hali-MaJIKu ()JIarOBH JIHCTA.

2.2. lloadnaros nuct - mo AageHUTe Mopdome-
TPUYHU TIOKa3aTeau MoAQJIaroBUTe JINCTA HA TO-
JIO3BPHECTUTE COPTOBE OBEC MPEBBIXOXKIAT 3HA-
yurtenHo miaesecture popmu (Tabmauna 2). Cpen-
HaTa HaTpymaHa Gmomaca Ipu rojIo3bPHECTUTE € C
62.3% 1moBede OT NJIEBECTUTE, a IPH JIUCTHATA I10-
BBPXHOCT € ¢ 45.4% noBeye. Haii-ronemu nosadua-
T'OBHU JIUCTA C€ OTYETOXa OTHOBO MpH cOpT Mapu-
Ha, a Hall-IpeOHU U ¢ Hali-MaJIKo HaTpynaHa OHo-
Maca ca noadaaroBUTe JIMCTA HA TJIEBECTUS COPT

HyHnas.

3. Iloka3aTreau Ha BOA0OOMeHa

3.1. ®naroB IHUCT - OTUETEHATA OBOJHEHOCT, KATO
CHOTHOIIICHNE HAa HAJIMYHATA BO/Ia KBM CyXOTO Te-
TJI0, TIOJIOOHO Ha MOP(OJOTMYHHUTE TIOKA3aTeIu €
T0-BUCOKA TIPU TOJI03bpHECTUTE copToBe (Tadmm-
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ma 1). EnnacTBeHo copt mueBect oBec Kexmmbap
ce mobmmxkaBa 10 TsX. IHTEH3MBHOCTTA HA TPaHC-
MUpaIysITa o0 COPTOBE CJIe/IBa TPEH/1a HAa OBOJIHE-
HOoCTTa. M3KIIFOUCHHE MPaBU TOJO3BPHECTHS COPT
Cunrctpa, KaTo MpH HEro ce ChUyeTaBaT BHCOKA
OBOJTHEHOCT C HMCKA MHTEH3WBHOCT HA TPaHCIIUPa-
HSTA.

3.2. llondmnaros auct - ot Tabnuia 2 e BUAHO,
4Ye OBOIHEHOCTTA Ha Mo¢IIaroBUTe JINCTA HAa pas3-
JUYHHUTE TPYIH OBEC € CXO/HA, 3a pa3iinKa oT ¢uia-
roBute Jucta. OTKposiBa c€ EIMHCTBEHO CTOM-
HOCTTa Ha TOJIO3BPHECTHS COPT MapuHa, KOSTO €
okosio 10.0% mo-BUCOKa OT OCTaHAIUTE COPTORBE.
[To-Bucoka TpaHcTupaIus ce OTYETe MPU TOI03bP-
HECTUTE COPTOBE, HO OTHOBO Mpu copT Cuimctpa
TpaHCIIMpanusTa ¢ Hal-HUCKa, IPU CPaBHUTEITHO
BHCOKa OBOJHCHOCT.

4. OTHOCHTEJIHO ChAbpPKAHUE HA XJI0poduI

4.1. ®naroB JUCT - OTYETEHOTO ChIBPIKAHUE
Ha XJOPOQHIHU MUTMEHTH KBbM €IMHHIA JIMCTHA
IJIONI € Hal-BHCOKO MPU TOJIO3BPHECTUTE COPTO-
BE, KaTO pa3/IMKaTa B CTOMHOCTHTE MEXIY IIbPBHS
copt Muna u nocnennust copt Kexmnubap e Hazg
70.0 % (Tabnuua 1). Copt Kexnubap e ¢ mo-manku
(haroBu MCTAa, KAKTO € BUIHO OT TabJIMAIIaTa.

4.2. IloadnaroB IUCT - OTHOCUTEITHOTO CHIBP-
JKaHWE Ha XJIOpOHII Ha MOA(IarOBUTE JUCTA € C
MO-HUCKH CTOMHOCTH, B CpaBHEHHE C (hI1aroBUTE
mucta (Tabnuia 2). B cpaBHeHUE ¢ (haroBuTe Jiuc-
Ta MPU TSAX B MU3BECTHA CTEINCH € HAJIMLE Aerpaja-
s Ha xjopopuna. OT roso3bPHECTUTE COPTOBE
noadnaroBute nucTta Ha copt CUIUCTpa UMAT 3Ha-
YUTEJIEH Caja Ha XJopoduia, B CpaBHEHHUE C (uia-
roBus JTUCT. [Ipu mureBecTUTE COPTOBE € HAM-HUCKO
OTHOCHUTEITHO KOJIMYECTBO XJIOPOPUI U Hali-CUITHA
penyKuus, B CpaBHEHHE C (IIarOBHS JIUCT € COpPT
Kexmubap (Tabmuma 2).

OT aHanu3a Ha MONyYEHHUTE PE3YJITATH 32 MOP-
dbomeTpusi, BOAZOOOMEH U OTHOCUTEITHO KOJIMYECTBO
xJaopodr Ha ¢UIaroBUTE W MoAGIArOBUTE JIHCTA
IIPU TOJO3BPHECTH U IUIEBECTU COPTOBE OBEC, CE
YCTaHOBH 3HAYUTEITHO MPEIUMCTBO Ha TOJIO3BP-
Hectute popmu. Ilo-ronemure drarosn u nonda-
TOBH JINCTA ¥ aKyMyJupaHaTa Ouomaca IpH roio-
3ppHECTHTE (POPMHU € TeHeTUYHO 00yCiIOBEHa, HO
OT JIpyra cTpaHa 3Ha4YMTETHO MO-BHCOKAaTa OBO/IHE-
HOCT M OTHOCHUTEIHO KOJIMYECTBO XJIOpodui ouxa
MOTIJIH Ja ObJaT MPEANoCcTaBKa 3a MO-TOJIEPaHTHA
peaxiuus MpH 3acyniaBaHe.



Ta6smuna 1. CpeqHu cToMHOCTH HA MOP(GOMETPUYHHM ITOKA3aTe)IM U BOJIOOOMEH Ha (DJIarOBH JIUCTA MIPU
copToBe oBec 3a nepuoaa 2016-2018 t.

Table 1 Average values of morphometric and water exchange indices of flag leaves in oat varieties during
period 2016-2018

JInctHa

Cyxa maca/ Tpancnupanus/
CoproBe/ CClI-unpexc/ MOBbPXHOCT/ .
Varieties Dry mass gH,0/gdM CClI-index Leaf area T;lal;:gllf/?:lli(:ln
g cm? g
%"n';a/ 0.178+0.019 2.0140.07 35.143.46 23.3541.60 0.11520.020
Cuncrpa/ 0.167+£0.017 2.0840.07 26.242.12 23.36+1.92 0.06240.006
Silistra
Map.““a/ 0.185+0.026 2.31+0.07 27.6+0.98 26.74+3.72 0.133+0.043
arina
Ilga“""“/ 0.128+0.017 1.75+0.11 24.6+3.71 20.39+1.80 0.080+0.008
aloyan
ﬁm“/ 0.145£0.026 1.7640.10 22.842.50 21.5442.70 0.068+0.012
atan
Kexambap/ 0.109£0.010 2.0240.07 19.843.31 15.6241.14 0.09240.017
Kehlibar
gy“a"/ 0.139+0.024 1.86+0.08 2734333 21.1243.06 0.080+0.009
unav

CpelnHa CTOWHOCTECPeIHa IPEIIKa Ha CPEIHATA ApUTMETHYHA
average valuestSE

Tab6auna 2. CpeqHu CTOWHOCTH HAa MOP()OMETPUYHH TIOKa3aTe TN U BOMOOOMEH Ha MOA(IIaroBU JUCTA ITPU
copToBe oBec 3a nepuona 2016-2018 r.

Table 2. Average values of morphometric and water exchange indices of subflag leaves in oat varieties during
period 2016-2018

JlncTHa

Cyxa maca/ Tpancnupanus/
CoproBe/ CCI-unpexc/ MOBbPXHOCT/ o
Varieties Dry mass gHZO/gDM CClI-index Leaf area T;lal;:ﬁ:f/?:i?ln
g Jom? g
Mi"n';a/ 0.357+0.056 2.68+0.06 28.241.99 48.62+6.93 0.112+0.012
g.“.“““pa/ 0.315+0.042 2.67+0.19 14.0+2.21 47.53+6.09 0.052+0.010
ilistra
Mapuna/ 0.319+0.026 2.91+0.10 20.4+1.33 46.21+3.59 0.124+0.017
Marina
Kaosin/ 0.188+0.017 2.50£0.14 15.542.67 31.3442.29 0.085:0.011
Kaloyan
ﬁm“/ 0.23040.016 2.65+0.18 15.142.96 36.98+4.16 0.092+0.009
atan
Ee’”‘.“ﬁap/ 02150011 2.72+0.09 9.50+1.14 32.7841.18 0.086+0.008
ehlibar
gy“a"/ 0.181+0.018 2.50+0.10 22.5+1.20 29.40+3.01 0.083+0.012
unav

Cpe/iHa CTOMHOCTCpe/Ha IPelliKa Ha CpeJHaTa apUTMETHIHA
average values+SE
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5. loouB

OTtueTeHHUAT JOOUB OT MOJICKHU OMUT € IPeACTa-
BeH Ha @urypa 1. Ot rpadukara ce BUXKAa M10-BU-
COKMsI 0OMB Ha IJIeBECTUTE (OPMU OBEC, KOWTO
IpeBHUIIIaBa JOOMBA HA FOJIO3BPHECTUTE (POPMHU ChC
70.0%. Ta3u BHCOKa pa3iHKa ce IbJKU Ha MOp(o-
JOTUYHUTE OCOOCHOCTH HAa METIUIUTE Ha JBara
B2 OBeC. B ToBa m3cnenBaHe u3nons3Bame 100MBa
3a M3YMCIISIBAHE HA BpPb3KaTa MEXIY HEro U Mop-
dbodu3noIOrnYHN MapamMeTpu Ha JIUCTaTa.

6. Kopenaunonen ananus

6.1. Bpb3ku Mex 1y (pU3HONIOTHYHUTE [TOKa3aTe-
.

bsixa oT4eTeHN 3HAUNMU MOJIOKUTEITHN 3aBHCH-
MOCTH MEXIY JHCTHA MIOBBPXHOCT M CyXa Maca 3a
nBata Buaa Jmcta (haaroB u moadIaros JucT), a
CBILIO TaKa U MEXJAY JUCTHA MOBBPXHOCT C TPaHC-
MUpalys U cyxa Maca ¢ TpaHCIHpalus npu (aaro
muct. Hanume ca u cpeqHu Mo Cuiia MoJIOKUTEIN-
HU BPB3KH MEXIY OTHOCUTEITHOTO ChAbPKAaHUE HA
XJI0po(uI ¥ MOKa3aTelIuTe cyxa Maca U TPAHCIH-
parusi. KopenarimoHHUTE BPH3KH MEXK Ty IOKa3aTe-
JUTE Ha BOJOOOMEHa M MOP(POMETPHIHUTE ITOKa3a-
TN Ha (IIaroBy M MoA(IaroBy JUCTa ca MpecTa-
BeHd B Tabnwuua 3.

[TomyuenuTe mo-rope Kopenaluu, KakKTo U HU-
CKHUTE TOJIOKUTEITHH 3aBUCHMOCTH MEX/1y OBOIHE-
HOCT U MOp(OMETPUYHH MTOKA3aTEIH, a ChIIO U OT-
pHLIATEITHUTE 3aBHCHMOCTH: OBOIHEHOCT C KOJIHUYe-
CTBO XJIOPO(HII M UHTEH3UBHOCT HA TPaHCIUpaLus,
ca MHJUKaIMs 32 JIUTICa Ha BOJEH JAC(UIUT B JTUCT-
HaTa Maca Ha pacTeHusTa npe3 gas3a u3MeTIsBaHe.

6.2. Bpb3ku Mexay u3cnenBaHUTE (U3HMOIIO-
TUYHHUTE MTOKa3aTeNH 1 1001Ba

Ha Tabnmuma 4 ca mpeacTaBeHW W3YHCICHUTE
BPB3KH MEXIY H3CIEIBAHUTE TOKA3aTeNd U TO-
JdydeHust 10OMB OT exmHuna twioml. Ilo-pazmuy-
HOTO OT MPEAXOJHUSI KOpPEIAallMOHEH aHaJIU3 €, ue
oOpa3uuTe OBeC ce paslelinxa 10 BHJIOBA CHELHU-
¢uunocT. [Ipu ronozspuectute hopmMu Hail-cuiHa
HOJIOKUTEIIHA U 3HauMMa Bpb3Ka ¢ J00MBa MOKas3-
Ba CCI, a cpenHO MONOKHUTENHA € MPU TPAHCIIH-
panmsTa U cyxara Maca. [Ipu muieBecture copTo-
BE OBEC, 32 pa3iNKa OT TOJIO3bPHECTHTE € HAJIUIIE
CpeliHa OTpHIlaTeHA Bpb3Ka Ha JOOMBA C TpaHC-
nupanusata 1 CCI u cnabo mojoxurenHa cbe Cy-
xara Maca. JIucTHaTa HOBBPXHOCT BiUsE C1a0do Ha
nob6uBa u nipu aABete ¢popmu oBec. OBOHEHOCTTA,
KOSITO € MHJUKATOp 32 HaJIMYUe Ha BOJICH ICPUITUT
€ C OTpHIlaTeIHa KOpelaTUBHA Bph3Ka ¢ I0OMBaA U
npu asete popmu oBec. IlocoueHnTe B3auMOBPB3-
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®urypa 1. Cpenen 106uB Ha coproBe oBec oT 10 m? 3a nmepuoma 2016-2018
Figure 1. Average grain yield of oat varieties on 10 m? during the period 2016-2018
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Tadauna 3. KopenainoHHU BPB3KH MEK/y [TOKa3aTeIUTE Ha BOZOOOMEHa U MOP(HOMETPUIHHUTE [TOKA3aTEIIH

Ha (1aroBu U moaA(IArOBH JUCTA

Table 3. Correlation relationships between water exchange and morphometric indices estimate respectively

for flag and subflag leaves

®naros auct/

KosaunuecTBo

JluctHa

Flag leaf Cg:fa 11;11:2:/ Boaz;/tcizxvt;:::a/ nosbpxHoct/ Tpancnupanusi/  CCI nnpaexc/
Toadnaros et/ y content to dry Leaf area Transpiration CClI index
Subflag leaf mass gH,O/gDM
]C)i;‘am";zga/ 1 -0.020 0.960%* 0.747* 0.397
KonuuecTBo Boga/cyxa
Mmaca/
Ratio water content to dry 0.002 1 0.039 0.033 -0.337
mass gH,O/gDW
JLI:':fT;’fe:"“’px“"cT/ 0.926%* 0.197 1 0.692* 0.143
Tpancuupauns/ 0.269 -0.342 -0.043 1 0.472
Transpiration ’ ’ ’ '
CCI nnpexc/
CCI index 0.332 0.045 0.297 1

* 3HauMMa pasnuka 10 5 %; significance difference at 5%
* 3HaunMa pasnuka 10 1 %; significance difference at 1%

Tadauna 4. KopenaimoHHU BPB3KU MKy (PU3HOIOTMYHUTE MOKA3aTeNH Ha JINCTHATa Maca u 100uB oT 10

m? ONUTHA TUIOI]

Table 4. Correlation relationships between physiology indices of leaves mass and grain yield on 10 m? trial

field area
IHoxa3zaresn/ KOH:IE;?:;OC:/OHM JInuctHa
Indices Cyxa maca/ yxe CCIl ungexkce/  mosbpxHoct/ Tpancnmpauus/
Ratio water

Jodus/ Dry mass content to dry CCI index Leaf area Transpiration
Yield mass gH,O/gDW

Avena sativa L. ssp. o

Nudisativa 0.439 -0.429 0.985 -0.207 0.560
Avena sativa L. 0.124 -0.115 -0.641* -0.032 -0.458

K1 MCKIAY I[O6I/IBa 1 OCTAHAJIUTC IIOKA3aTCJIn I10-
TBBpXKXAaBaT, 4€ 110 BPEMEC HA OTYMUTAHC Ha ITOKa-
3aTCIINTC arpOKJIMMATUYHUTE YCJIOBUsATA Ca ounnn
MOAXOAAIIM 3a PA3BUTHUCTO HA PACTCHHUATA.

3AKJTIOYEHHUE

Ot aHaM3a Ha MOJTYYEHUTE PE3yJITaTh 32 MOP-
(dbomMeTpusi, BOAZOOOMEH U OTHOCHTEITHO KOJIMYECTBO
xjopodust Ha QuaroBuTe U MOAQIATOBUTE JINCTA

IPU TOJIO3BPHECTH M TUIEBECTH COPTOBE OBEC, CE
YCTQHOBU 3HAYUTEIHO MPEIUMCTBO Ha TOJO3BP-
HecTUTe HOpPMH.

Copt Mapuna ot rosno3bpHecTute GHopMH IMO-
Ka3Ba Hall-1oOpH pe3ynTaru 3a MOppomMeTpusi, BO-
J0OOMEH M OTHOCUTEIJIHO KOJIMYECTBO XJIOPODHIL

OT mosy4eHuTe B3aMMOBPB3KH MEXKTy 100MBa
U (U3HOJIOTMYHUTE TOKA3aTeNN ce MOTBBPIK/IaBa,
4e 10 BpeMe Ha OTYMTAHE Ha MOKa3aTeIUTe arpo-
KJIMMaTHYHUTE YCIOBUATA Ca OMITM TIOIXOIAIIH 32
Pa3BUTHUETO HA PACTEHUSATA.
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