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OueHka Ha TeMIIOBETE HA U3MEHEHUE HA NMPOAYKTUBHOCTTA HA
HAKOU OCHOBHHU COPTOBe, cejiekunonupanu B 13U
rp. I. Tomeso 3a nepuona 2007 — 2017 r.
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Pe3iome

AHanu3upaHa e TpOIyKTHBHOCTTA Ha 16 HOBM copTa 3MMHA MEKa IIIIeHHIIA, CeleKITnoHupanu B JloOpymkaH-
CKM 3€MEJICJICKM MHCTUTYT U BHEIPEHU B mpakTukarta 3a 11 rogumien nepuoa. OUeHeH € TeMIIbT Ha MPOIyK-
THUBHOCTTA Ha BCEKU COPT 3a TO3U MEPUOJ MO ToguHu. CPpeaHUAT TEMI € U3UHCICH KaTo CpeaHa TeoMeTpUYIHa
croitHOoCT. [IpuoskeHUSIT aHATU3 Ha TPOAYKTUBHOCTTA M TIOTYUYCHUTE CPEIHU OIICHKH HAa TEMIIOBETE 32 MEePHOAa
JTOKA3BaT, Ue¢ M3CICIBAHNTE COPTOBE MOKA3BAT PACTEXK 110 TTOKA3ATENS ,,JOONB ™ U MPOSBIABAT YCTOMIMBOCT KBM
npoMeHuTe Ha KiuMmaruunute ycaosusi. Coprosere Togopa, Kpuctu, EHona u Arnrka ca nmokauajiu NpoOayK-
THBHOCTTA cU cpeqHo ¢ 2 % 3a mepruona. C Hall-HUCKM KOS(PHUIIMEHTH Ce XapaKTepusupar coproBeTe Jlacka,
Kopomna, [lemerpa u AutonoBka. CoptoBete Munena, MBera, Hena, Arnuka, AutoHoBka, Kapuna u Kapar ce
XapaKTePHU3UpaT C MO-BUCOKATA CH YCTOMUHUBOCT HA KITMMATUYHUTE IPOMEHH, KaTO MO-4yBCTBUTEIHO Ca pearu-
panu coproBere Kopona, Kpuctu, I'anares u emetpa.
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Abstract

The productivity of 16 new varieties of winter soft wheat was analyzed selected at the Dobrudzha Agricultural
Institute and implemented in practice for an 11-year period. The rate of productivity of each variety for this period
by years is estimated. The average rate is calculated as a geometric mean. The applied analysis of productivity
and the obtained average estimates of the rates for the period prove that the studied varieties show growth in
the indicator “yield” and show resistance to changes in climatic conditions. The Todora, Christie, Enola and
Aglika varieties increased their productivity by an average of 2% over the period. The varieties Laska, Korona,
Demetra and Antonovka are characterized by the lowest coefficients. The varieties Milena, Iveta, Neda, Aglika,
Antonovka, Karina and Karat are characterized by their higher resistance to climate change, the varieties Korona,
Kristi, Galatea and Demetra reacted more significantly.
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[TieHnnaTa € OCHOBHATA CEJICKOCTOMAHCKA KYJI-
Typa B PenyOnuka bbirapus. OtrnexaaneTo i 3a-
eMa MUJIMOHU JIeKapu OT 0OpaboTBaeMara ol Ha
ctpanata. [Ipe3 mociaeqHOTO AeceTuIeTHe CMe CBH-
JeTeNM Ha KJIMMATHYHU MPOMEHH B PAa3JIMYHUTE
peruonu Ha bearapusi, CbIIPOBOACHU C IPaCTUYHU
W3MEHEHUs B OKOJTHATa cpefa. B pesynrar Ha ToBa,
OCHOBHMTE COPTOBE IIIEHUIA, KOUTO CE€ OTIVIEK-
JlaT B HAILIATa CTpaHa MOKa3BaT pa3JInyHa IPUCTIO-
cOOMMOCT KbM HACTBIUIUTE MpoMeHHu. Hskoun ot
TAX 3ama3BaT CBOSTA MPOJYKTUBHOCT U KauecTBE-
HU TOKa3aTeiu, JOKAaTO MpHU JPYTHd peakiusra e
yyscTBUTeNHA (Penchev et al., 2005). LlenTa Ha Ha-
CTOAIIOTO MPOYYBaHE € JAa ObJAT U3CIEeIBAHU OC-
HOBHHUTE OBJITAPCKU COPTOBE 3MMHA MEKa IIICHH-
11a, HAMUPAIIX TPUJIOKEHNE B MPAKTUKATA IO OT-
HOULIEHHE Ha PeaKlMATa Ha MPOAYKTHUBHOCTTa UM
KBbM KJIMMaTUYHHUTE IPOMEHHU. M3cnenBaneTo e u3-
KJIFOUMTEIHO aKTyaJIHO BbB BPb3Ka C KIUMaTHYHU-
Te ycnoBus ipe3 pekontHara 2019 — 2020 r., korato
B pe3yJTaT Ha TPailHOTO 3acyllaBaHe, 3aCETUTE OT
dbepmepuTe YyKIECTpaHHH COPTOBE 3UMHA MeEKa
MIICHUIIA, TIOKa3aXa MHOTO HUCKA MPOTYKTHBHOCT
B MHOTO pailoHU OT cTpaHaTa. [lomydenure naHHM
ca OT TOJISIMO 3HaYeHHE KaKTO 3a epMepuTe, TaKa
u 3a cenekimonepure (Tsenov et al., 2009).

MATEPUAJIN U METOAN

[IpoBeneH e KOHKYpPCEH COPTOB OMMT 3a MepH-
ofa 2007 — 2017 r. B Tpu NOBTOPEHUS C TOJIEMUHA
Ha onuTHara napienka 10 m? M3cnensana e mpo-
JYKTUBHOCTTA TOJY4YeHA B pailoHa Ha OMHUTHUTE
nonera Ha /31 Ha cneqHuTe cOpTOBE 3UMHA MEKa

Taosmuna 1. /{ucnepcuonen ananus
Table 1. Dispersion analysis/

nmenuna: Tomopa, Arnuka, Munena, Kapar, Kpuc-
™1, AaToHoBka, Kapuna, Kopona, Hena, bonspka,
Jlazapka, lemetpa, lBera, Kpucran, Enona u I'a-
natesi. [Ipunoxken e ABypaKTOpeH TUCIIEPCUOHEH
ananu3 (Johnson & Milliken, 1989) 3a onenka Biu-
SHUETO Ha (aKTOpUTe ,,[EHOTUT U ,,KIMMATUYHU
yCIIOBUS,, [I0 MOJIENIA:

(1) Yijk =Y. + Gi + Yj + Eijk

kbaeTo Gi € (hakTopa reHoTHMN, Yj KIMMAaTHIHA
ycnosus U Eijk rpernikara Ha onuTa.

TemmoBeTe Ha M3MEHEHUE Ha J0OWBA Tpe3 Te-
pHoa Ha HM3CIEBAHE KAKTO M CPEIHUS TEMII 3a
neproia, M3YMCICH KaTo CpefHa TeOMEeTpHYHA
(Freedman, 2005). TemmbT 3a 1 — TaTa TOIMHA Ce
M3YHUCIIsIBA 110 popMyriara:

Q) t=Y/Y.
i i (i-1) .

KBIACTO Yl € ,Z[O6I/IB3. Hpe3 1— Tara roavuHa.

CpeHHHHT TEMII 3a HepI/IOI[a CE€ HU3YHCJIdBa I10

dhopmynara:

Bt = (1 ¥ 2% 13 % t4 %15 % 16 * 17 * 18 *
t9 * £10) 110

kbaeTo tl —t10 ca cbOTBETHUTE TEMIIOBE HA U3-
MEHEHUE .

JlaHHUTE ca aHAIM3UPAHU ChC CTATUCTHYCCKH
codryep SPSS 21.0 (Lee, 2004).

PE3YJITATU U OBCBHXKXIAHE

Pesynrarute ca myOnukyBanu B Tabmuma 1 u
NoKa3BaT, 4ye mnpe3 11 ronumHus nepuon Ha u3-
clefiBaHe ce HaOtoJaBa CUIIHO BapupaHe Ha KIIH-

ANOVA

Source of Variation SS df MS F P-value Fcrit
Tomunn/Years 2067285 10 206728,5 38,19333 2E-37 1,890307
Coprose/ Varieties 171105,6 16 10694,1 1,975747 0,017594 1,707079
I'pemika/ 866029,7 160 5412,686

Error

Qbua/ 3104420 186




MaTH4HMUTE ycioBus. M3cnenBanara rpymna copTo-
BE€ C€ OTVIMYaBa MO CBOS FEHETUYEH MOTEHIINAJI, HO
Ha MO-HUCKO HUBO HAa CTaTUCTUYECKO JOBEPUE TIPH
P =0.018 Ha anTepHaTHUBHATa XUIIOTE3A.

B Tabnuna 2. ca myOGnuKyBaHU TEMIIOBETE Ha
U3MEHEeHHe Ha J100uBa Ipe3 NNepruojia Ha U3clie/1Ba-
HE, KaKTO W CPeJHUS TeMII 3a MEePHUo/ia, U3UNCIICH
KaTO Cpe/lHa T€OMETPUYHA BEITUYHMHA.

CHuXeHHe Ha TEMIIOBETe Ha HW3MEHEHHE Ha
NPONYKTUBHOCTTA C€ HAOIIONABaT MPH CIICIHUTE
roguau: 2009, 2012 u 2014, npu kouTo KoedpuuU-
eHTuTe ti <1 mpH BCUYKHU Pa3rieKIaHU COPTOBE.
Haii-uyBcTBUTENHO ca pearupaiu coproBete Mu-
nena (0.58;0.55;0.37), Kopona (0.58;0.81) u bonspka
(0.57;0.8). IIpe3 5 roguHM OT U3CIIEABAHUS TIEPUOL
ca TIOKa3aju MO-HUCHK JIOOWB OT 3BPHO COPTOBE-

Ta6auua 2 . TeMnoBe Ha U3MEHEHUE HA TPONYKTUBHOCTTA 3a mepuoaa 2007 — 2017 r.
Table 2. Rates of change in productivity for the period 2007 — 2017 years

Cpenen
Coprose/ 08/07 09/08 10/09 11/10 1211 1312 1413 1514 1615 1716 MV
Varieties Average

rate

Tonopa/ 1.7 0,77 1,07 1,27 0,82 1,28 0,73 1,17 1,03 1,11 1,031
Todora
Armixa/ 1,42 082 088 137 076 1,5 0,55 1,46 096 1,16 1,018
Aglika
Munena/ 139 0,58 1,07 1,56 0,55 1,99 037 2,63 0,66 1,2 1,013
Milena
Kapar/ 128 0,78 0,76 1,5 084 1.4 058 1,51 1,02 1,13 1,015
Karat/
Kpucry/ 1,7 0,76 0,7 1,64 068 145 062 146 096 122 1,023
Kristi
AHTOHOBKa/ 123 079 078 142 08 144 062 129 101 Ll6 1,007
Antonovka
Kapua/ 1,56 0,63 1,14 1,09 08 1,19 082 091 1,2 1,15 1,010
Karina
Kopona/ 133 058 081 1,9 08 099 08 1,12 1 1,15 1,006
Korona
Hepa 132 0,77 08 1,52 0,84 123 0,66 1,4 0,9 1,12 1,008
/Neda/
Bonsipka/ 145 08 08 131 087 125 057 139 0,89 125 1,011
Bolyarka
Jlazapxka/ 1,58 0,59 0,96 1,17 0,98 1,26 0,66 1,33 0,92 1,21 1,012
Lazarka
Aemerpa/ 133 0,77 053 244 048 1,75 08 09 1,06 122 1,007
Demetra
Hsera/ 1,32 087 1,00 1,08 061 1,52 088 088 1,17 1,2 1,016
Iveta
Kpucraz/ 144 082 112 12 063 164 063 124 13 079 1015
Kristal
Enosa/ 14 092 08 14 064 1,6 065 1,17 1 1,2 1,020
Enola
Tanates/ 146 088 094 126 058 173 074 081 149 102 1016
Galateya
Jlacka/ 1,13 0,72 072 203 064 134 0,8 1,15 0,9 1,27 1,004

Laska




te: Arnuka, Kopona, JIazapka, [lemerpa u ['anares.
Coprt Tonopa camo nipe3 3 OT TOAMHUTE HA IPOYyU-
BaHETO € MOKa3aJl CHUYKEHHE Ha MPOyKTUBHOCTTA
CH, KaTo TO € Hal-uyBCTBUTENHO mpe3 2014 . — t=
0.73. OctrananuTe COPTOBE OT pa3riiekKJaHaTa I'py-
1a ca NoKa3aJjii CHIKEHUE Ha TIPOYKTHBHOCTTA CH
npe3 4 roguan — 2009, 2010, 2012 u 2014. Copro-
BeTe MumiieHa u JlemMeTpa ca pearupaiy 4yBCTBU-
TEJHO Ha KIIMMATUYHUTE YCIOBHS CbOTBETHO IIPE3
2014 u 2012 ronuHU, KOraTo KOeHUIIUESHTUTE UM t
< 0.5. Knumatnunure ycnosus npe3 2008, 2011 u
2017 1. ce oka3BaT M3KJIIOUUTEITHO OJAronpuUsiTHU
3a U3CJIeIBAHUTE COPTOBE, KATO MPH BCUYKH CE Ha-
OnrozaBa TeMIl Ha u3MeHenwue ti > 1.

CpenHusT TeMIT Ha U3MEHHUE TTPH BCHYKHU COPTO-
BE 3a u3cneABanus nepuoz e > 1. Hali-Bucok e npu
copt Tomopa (1.031) u moka3Ba, 4e CpeHo 3a MepH-
oJla COPTHT € MOKa4yBajl MPOIyKTUBHOCTTA cH ¢ 3.1
%. Koepunuentst Ha copT Kpucru e 1.023 u e mo-
KauBaJI 1o0uBa cu cpeaHo ¢ 2.3 %, mpu copt Enona
t=1.02 u e nokauBaj NPOAYKTUBHOCTTA CH CPETHO
¢ 2%, a pu copt Arnuka e 1.018 u HapacTBaHeTO
e cpeano ¢ 1.8 %. C Hali-HUCKHM KOEPHUIIMEHTH Cce
xapakrepusupar coprosere: Jlacka, Kopona, Jle-
MeTpa U AHTOHOBKAa. OT HampaBeHHs aHAJIN3 Ha
JUHAMUYHUTE HHIEKCH MOXKeE Ja CE HaIllpaBH U3BO-
na, ye cenektupanure B /I31 copTose 3uMHa Meka
NIIEHNIA pearupar Ha MPOMEHUTE Ha KJIUMaTH4-
HUTE YCJIOBHSI, HO TOKa3BaT BB3XOIALI TPEHJ Ha
CBOSATA MPOU3BOAUTEIHOCT MPHU HO-IBIABI NEPUOL
Ha oTriexaane. Kato KkocBeH ce Hajara u3Boja 3a
TAXHATA JOOpa eKOJIOTMUECKa TIACTUYHOCT.

[Tpunoxenn ca monenure Ha Ebepxapt u Pb-
cen (Pabale & Pandya, 2010) 3a omeHka Ha €KOJIO-
rUYecKaTa MIaCTUYHOCT U CTAOMITHOCT MO MOKa3a-
TeNsl MPOAYKTUBHOCT Ha H3CIEIBAHUTE COPTOBE.
3a ;ma najgar MaTeMaTUYeCKd U3pa3 Ha MOHATHS-
Ta “eKoJIornyecka MIACTUYHOCT U “‘CTabuiIHOCT”
Eberhart u Russel um naBat ciaenqnute AepUHUTIAN:
TOJI €KOJIOTHYECKa MIIACTHYHOCT c€ pa3dupa cpe-
HaTa peaKIus Ha cOpTa P U3MEHEHUE YCIIOBHITA
Ha cpefara, a 1moj| CTabMITHOCT - OTKJIOHEHHETO Ha
EMIIMPUYHUTE JTAHHU [IPH BCSIKO YCIIOBHE HA Cpesia-
Ta OT Ta3u cpeana peaknus. Koepunuenture bk Ha
MOCTPOEHUTE JIMHEHHU Perpecun XapakTepusupaT
CpeHaTa peakius Ha copTa [Py U3MEHEHHE Ha yC-
JIOBUATA HA cpenaTa, MoKa3BaT HeroBara IjacTHy-
HOCT M J]aBaT Bb3MOXKHOCT 3a IIPOrHO3UPAHE HA U3-
CIIeZIBAaHUS TOKA3aTel B paMKUTE HA M3y4yaBaHUTE
YCIIOBHSL.

[eoMeTpHYHOTO THJIKYBaHE Ha KOSPUIIUCHTHTE
Ha perpecus bk e, 4e Te mpenacTaBisiBaT BIIOBUTE
KoeuIMeHTn Ha perpecroHHute mpasu. CraBa
SICHO, Y€ TPH HapacTBaHe Ha bk copTa e Ob1e 1o-
OT3MBYMB Ha YCIIOBUSTA Ha n3pacTBane. [Ipu nose-
4eTO Clydan KoeQHIIMEeHTUTE bk ca MoJoKUTeITHH,
HO MOrar Jia Mpua00uBaT U OTPULIATEITHU CTOHHO-
CTH, KaTO HAIIpUMEP CHIKaBaHEe Ha JJOOUBA IIPH T10-
JsiraHe WK HamaieHue ot 0onecTu. Ako koeduim-
eHTBT bk = 0, TOBa 03Ha4YaBa, ue COpTa HE pearupa
Ha W3MCHEHUSTA Ha OKOJHATa cpena . OCHOBHUSAT
mapaMeTsp, OIEHsBaIl CTa0MIIHOCTTA HA COpTa €
mucriepcusita Sk2. Konkoto moBede nucrnepcusita
Ha crabunHocTtTa Sk2 KJIOHW KBM HyJa, TOJIKOBA
MO-MaJIKO C€ OTJINYaBAT EMITUPUYHUTE CTOWHOCTH
Ha MPHU3HAKA OT TEOPETUYECKU PA3MOJIOKCHUTE Ha
JUHHATA Ha perpecusita. ChIIIacHO MPUIIOKCHUTE
Mozenu Ha Eberhart u Russel, karo uaeai 3a “exo-

Tadauna 3. Ouenka Ha napamerpute bk u Sk2 mo
roKasareis IpOoayKTUBHOCT

Table 3. Evaluation of the parameters bk and Sk2
according to the productivity indicator

Jlo6us/ Yield

Copt/ Varieties fl;a::lli(/ b, s

Mmunena/ Milena 1 0,99 1,432
Usera/ Iveta 2 0,99 1,513
Hena/ Neda 3 0,98 1,645
AmnrtonoBka/ Antonovka 4 0,98 1,829
Kapwuna/ Karina 5 0,97 2.112
Kapar/ Karat 6 1.03 2.325
Enomna/ Enola 7 0.97 2.418
Tonopa/ Todora 8 0.97 2.617
Armnka/ Aglika 9 0.96 2.674
Bomnspka/ Bolyarka 10 1.04 2.771
Jlacka /Laska 11 0.95 2.784
Jlazapxka/ Lazarka 12 1.04 2.822
Kpucran/ Kristal 13 0.95 2.864
lanaraes/ Galateya 14 0.95 2912
Kopona/ Korona 15 0.94 2.948
Kpucrtu/ Kristi 16 0.93 3.106
Jemerpa/ Demetra 17 0.93 3.219




JIOTMYECKH IUIACTHYECH U CTAaOUJIeH COPT™ MOXKe Ja
ObJie IPUET TO3M, IIPU KOUTO

bk—> 1 u Sk2 2 0.

[Moctynupanute monenu Ha EGepxapt u Prcen
3a OIIEHKA Ha EKOJIOrMYecKaTa MIaCTUYHOCT U CTa-
OUITHOCT TIOTBBPIKIABAT M3BO/A 33 EKOJOTHMYECKa-
Ta TUIACTUYHOCT M CTAOMITHOCT Ha W3CJICBAHUTE
COpPTOBE MO IOKa3aTessi MPOAYKTUBHOCT mipe3 11
roaumHus nepuoa. Koepumuenture bi ca B mHTEp-
Bana (0.93, 1.04), a Sxy B (1.4, 3.2). Ouenkara Ha
TEMIIOBETE Ha U3MEHEHHE U CPEHMS TEMII 32 eIUH
NO-IBIBI TIEPUOA OT BpEME HE € CTaTUCTUYECKHU
3HAYMMa M J1aBa MpUOIU3NTEIHA HHPOPMALIUS OT-
HOCHO TAXHAaTa €KOJOrMYecKa MIACTHYHOCT U CTa-
ounnoct (Mayer et al., 2005). CoproBere MuseHa,
Usera, Hena, Arnuka, AntonoBka, Kapuna u Ka-
par ce XapakTepu3HupaT C IO-BUCOKATa CU yCTOM-
YUBOCT Ha KIMMAaTHYHUTE IPOMEHH, MO-4yBCTBH-
TeIHO ca pearupanu coproBere Kopona, Kpucru,
lanares u Jlemetpa.

3a ga ObJie U3BBPILEHO IPYNHUpPAHE HA MPOyYe-
HUTE COPTOBE IO MOKa3aTensl “IpogyKTHBHOCT
e mpuiokeH kibcTepeH ananu3 (linkage model),
KaTo € M3YMCIEHO EBKIMIOBOTO pa3CTOSHHE TIO
dbopmynara:

@) d(X)Y) = ((xi —xk) 2 + (yi — yk) 2) 0.5.

OT nony4eHuTe pe3ysTaTd OT IPOBEACHUS Kb~
crepeH ananu3 (dur. 1) MoxkeM Jja HalpaBUM HU3BO-
Jla, 4ye U3CJIeIBAHUTE COPTOBE CE TPyNUpaT B CIIEA-
HUTE OCHOBHU KII'BCTEPH:

1 xirberep — Kopona, Kapuna, lemerpa u Kpuc-
Tal

2 xaberep — Jlacka, Jlazapka, Kpuctu, ['anares
u lBera

3 xawcrep — Enona, bonsipka, Hena, Musena,
Kapat, AaTonoBka, Arnuka u Togopa.

U3BOIM

[IpunoxxeHusT aHaJiu3 Ha MPOIYKTUBHOCTTA U
MOJIYYEHUTE CPEJIHU OLIEHKH Ha TEMIIOBETE 3a IIe-
pHoza, J0Ka3BaT ye U3CJIEABAHUTE COPTOBE MOKa3-
BaT pacTex IO MoKa3aTens ,,JOOUB* U MposiBIBAT
YCTOMYMBOCT KbM NMPOMEHUTE Ha KIMMATUYHUTE
YCIJIOBUSL.

Coprosete Tomopa, Kpuctu, Enona u Arnuka
ca MOKa4yBaJIM MPOAYKTUBHOCTTA CU CPenHo ¢ 2%
3a nepuosa. C Hall-HUCKU KOE(PUIIMEHTH Ce Xapak-
tepusupat coproBete Jlacka, Kopona, [emeTpa u
AHTOHOBKA.

[Mpunoxxenust moaen Ha Eoepxapt u Prcern mo-
Ka3Bar, ue coproBete Musena, Msera, Hena, Ariu-
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Figure 1. Cluster analysis of the varieties by index “productivity”



ka, AHTOHOBK, Kapuna u Kapar ce xapakrepusupar
C MMO-BHUCOKATa CU YCTOMYMBOCT HAa KJIMMAaTUYHUTE
MPOMEHH, KaToO IO-YyBCTBUTEIHO Ca pearupajiu
coprosete Kopona, Kpuctu, I'anates u lemerpa.

N3cneaBanuTe cOpTOBE CE TPyNUpaT B CIAEIHU-
T€ OCHOBHU KJIbCTEPH 10 U3CIIEIBaHUS [TOKa3aTell:

1 xireeTep — Kopona, Kapuna, Jlemerpa u Kpuc-
Tajax

2 xurberep — Jlacka, Jlazapka, Kpuctu, ['anares
u lBera

3 xawcrep — Enona, bonsipka, Hena, Munena,
Kapat, AnTonoBka, Arnuka u Togopa.
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