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Pesiome

IIpoydeHo e B3anMoIeiiCTBHETO TeHOTHII-Cpeia U CTAOMITHOCTTA Ha JOOMBA MTPH TPH COPTA TBBHP/A MILICHHUIIA
(ITporpec, IIpenen u Buktopus), cb3gaaenn B UHCTHTYTA O MOJICKU KyNTypH —HuprmaH.

W3uncnenu ca BapuaHcuTe Ha cTabuiHocT 6, °u S.”no Shukla, exosanenca W, o Wricke u kputepus 3a cTa-
Ounnoct YS, na Kang.

Pesynrarure nokassar, 4e cnopen YS, Ha Kang, naii-crabusen e copt IIporpec npu HopMaeH Cpok Ha ce-
uTOa ¥ IBYKPaTHO BHACSIHE Ha a30THHS TOP, ClieBaH OT BUKTOpHUS NIpy chIIKS CPOK HA cenTOa U Topene. Haii-
BHCOKAaTa CTAOMITHOCT Ha TOOMBA 35PHO CHBITAIA U C TOTyUYeHUs Half-BUCOK 700uB. OT copT [Iporpec e momydeH
mobwus 3,88 t/ha mpu MBPBU CPOK HA CEUTOA U IBYKPATHO TOpPEeHE ¢ a30T. CpoKoBeTe Ha cenTOa OKa3BaT IMO-TOJIs-
MO BIIUSIHHE BBPXY 00MBa 3bpHO Tpu copT [Ipesern, 0TKOIKOTO CPOKOBETE Ha BHACSHE HA a30TEH TOP.

KurouoBu n1ymu: TBBpAA MIIEHUTA; JOOMB; CTAOMITHOCT; B3aMMOACHCTBHE TCHOTHIT-CPENA;

Evaluation of the yield stability of durum wheat varieties grown in the
Pazardzhik region

Rangel Dragov!’, Ana Samodova’

'Field Crops Institute Chirpan

2Agricultural Experimental Station of Agriculture Pazardjik
*E-mail: dragovl@abv.bg

Citation
Dragov, R., & Samodova, A. (2020). Evaluation of the yield stability of durum wheat varieties grown in the
Pazardzhik region. Rastenievadni nauki, 57(5) 8-13 (Bg)

Abstract

The genotype-environment interaction and the stability of the yield of three varieties of durum wheat has been
studied (Progress, Predel and Victoria), the varieties are created at the Field Crop Institute — Chirpan.

The stability variances ci* and Si? have been calculated by Shukla, along with the ecovalence Wi by Wricke
and the stability criterion YSi of Kang.

The results indicate that according to Y'Si of Kang, the most stable variety is Progress with a normal period of
sowing and two procedures of introduction of the nitrogen fertilizer, followed by Victoria with the same period
of sowing and fertilization. The highest stability of the yield of grain coincided with the highest yield. The Prog-
ress variety yielded 3,88 t/ha for the first period of sowing and two times of nitrogen fertilizer introduction. The
sowing periods have a greater impact on the grain yield with the Predel variety than the periods of input of the
nitrogen fertilizer.
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OT romsiMO 3HaueHHME 3a 3EMEACIHETO € pas-
JUYHUTE arpOTEeXHUYECKH MEPOINPHATHSI OCBEH
TIOJIOKUTENICH arpOHOMUYEH e(DeKT J1a Mmoka3BaT u
no0pa CTaOMITHOCT B Pa3IMYHU METEOPOJIOTMYHU
ycioBHs (T.€. B pa3jiMYHU PEKOJITHH TOIWHM). 3a
JIOCTOBEPHO M3MEpBaHEe Ha (PEHOTUITHATA CTAOMII-
HOCT Ha arpOHOMHUYECKU Ba)KHH MPU3HAIM B pas-
JIMYHHU YCIIOBHUS HA OTITICKIAHE Ca MPHJIATaHU pa3-
HOOOpPAa3HM METOU, KaTo €AHMH OT TSIX € MEeTOAa Ha
Kang, xoliTo 1aBa e1HOBpeMEHHA OLIEHKA 32 HUBO-
TO Ha MPHU3HAKa ¥ HEroBaTa CTaOUITHOCT.

Panayotova & Dechev, 2003 uscnenBar B3au-
MOJICHCTBUETO Ha I'EHOTHI X OKOJIHA Cpe/ia U CTa-
OunmHocTTa Ha OOMBA 3BPHO TMPH T€HOTHIIOBETE
TBBp/Ia MIleHNUIA. B u3ciaeaBaHero te 1ocTurar 1o
M3BOJA, Y€ OLICHKATa 3a JOOUB M CTAOMJIHOCT OCH-
rypsiBa 00EKTUBHA XapaKTEPUCTUKA HA HABJIM3AIIU
B MPOU3BOJICTBOTO T'€HOTHUIIOBE M MpPUJIaraHeTO Ha
A30THH HHUBA B Pa3JIUYHU FOAWHHU MOTaT aa ObaaT
YCIENTHO YHOTPeOsSBaHU B 3aBUCHMOCT OT CEJIeK-
[USTA U IIETTUTE Ha TPOU3BOICTBO.

Dechev & Panayotova, 2010 npaBsT olieHKa Ha
MPOIYKTUBHOCTTA U CTAOMITHOCTTA Ha IOOMBA 3bP-
HO IIPH COPTOBETE TBBp/A MIleHuIIa 3aropka, [Ipo-
rpec, benocnaBa u Be3xon npu pa3ianyHU HOPMH
Ha TOPEHE U METEOPOJIOTUYHHU YCIOBUS HA TOAMHHU-
Te. Te ycTaHOBSIBAT CHIIHA 3aBHCUMOCT Ha edekra
Ha TOpEHE BBPXY J00MBa, 3aBHCEIl OT YCIOBHSTA
Ha ronuHuTe. B cnabo BmarooOesnedeHu TOIUHU
ABTOPHTE MPEIOPHYBAT TOPEHE C YMEPEHU a30THU
HOPMH, 3aII0TO T€ OCUTYPSBAT MO-BHCOKU JOOHU-
BH, JIOKATO ChUYETAHHETO Ha M0-0orara XpaHUTE-
Ha Cpefia ChC 3acylllaBaHe M BUCOKH TEMIIEPaTypH
BOJIY JI0 peaTM3UPAHETO Ha ITO-MaJIKHU TOOMBH. Y-
TAHOBSIBA CE U MO-CHJICH €()eKT BBPXY MPOTYKTHB-
HOCTTA Ha MMaJHAJINTE BAJIC)KH MIPE3 BEreTanusara B
CpaBHEHHE C BIMSHHETO HA TEMIIeparypara.

LlenTa Ha HACTOSIIIOTO MPOYYBAHE € Ja CE yCTa-
HOBM CTa0MJTHOCTTA Ha JI0OMBA 3bPHO OT TPH COpPTa
TBBP/Ia MIICHULIA [TPH JBa CPOKA HA cerTOa U a30T-
HO TOpPEHE.

MATEPHAJIM U METOAHN

ExcniepumenTannara paboTa € mpoBejieHa mpes
2011-2013 roguau B onuTHOTO Toje Ha OCII3 —
[Ta3apmkuk, BBPXY CHIIHO H3JTy’)KEHa KaHeJeHa
ropcka moysa. ONMUTHT € 3aJ0KEH 10 METoJa Ha
JPOOHUTE TTapIen B YETHPH TIOBTOPEHUS, C TOJIe-

MHUHA Ha peKoyiTHaTa mapuena 10 m?, ciex mpen-
IIECTBEHHK I'Pax 3a 3bpHO. M3nuTanu ca Tpu copta
TBbpaa nwenuua: Iporpec, [Ipenen u Bukropus,
C JIBa CPOKa Ha ceuTOa U JIBa CPOKA HAa BHACSIHE HA
A30THHS TOP.

3a ycTaHOBABAaHE Ha CTATHCTUYECKU JIOCTOBEP-
HU BJIMSIHHSI HA W3CJICBAHUTE (HAKTOPH U Pa3Jiv-
KM MEXJy H3MUTBAaHUTE BAPHAHTH € IpujaraH
JTUCTIEpCHOHEH aHanu3. M3nomsBana e mporpama-
ta BIOSTAT (Penchev et al., 1989-1991). lannu-
Te ca 00pabOTEeHU MO MeTona Ha TUCTICPCHOHHUS
aHaJIU3 W M3TPUTO-TIApaMETpUUYHUsl Kputepuid F
Ha @uep (Shanin, 1977; Lidanski, 1988). Hanpa-
BCH ¢ aHAJIN3 Ha BapHaHca ¢ rporpama Statistica-7,
KaTo TpU(AKTOPEH KOMIUIEKC ¢ (haKTOpU: CPOK Ha
centba, COPT, CPOK Ha a30THO TOPEHE TPE3 BCAKA
€/lHa OT FOIMHUTE U YeTUPU(AKTOPEH, C BKIIOUYEH
daxTop — rogMHaTa, B aHAIHM3a 33 ONpEAesHEe Ha
JEWCTBUETO U B3aMMOJICUCTBUETO CPETHO 32 TIePH-
ona. JlokazaHOCTTa Ha Pa3JIMKUTE € OTYETEHA TPU
rpemka 0,1 %.

®deHoTUITHATA CTAOMITHOCT HA H3CICIBAHUTE
BapHaHTH € OLICHEHA Ype3 BapHaHCUTE Ha CTaOMII-
HocT o1 2 u Si? mo Shukla (1972), exoBanenca Wi
o Wricke (1962) u xputepus 3a ctrabuHoct YSi Ha
Kang (1993).

PE3YJITATU U OBCBXKJAHE

YewmnusiTa Ha CeNeKIMATa 3a Ch3JaBaHe HAa HOBH
COPTOBE M Ha arpoTeXHUKaTa B Ch3AaBaHE HA TEX-
HOJIOTHH 32 TAXHOTO OTIJICK/aHE € HACOYEHO TJIaB-
HO KBbM IOBHUIIIABaHE HA JTOOMBA OT 3€MENEIICKUTE
KyATypu. OT rojsiMo 3Ha4eHHE € U3MUTBAHETO Ha
COpPTOBETE U PA3JIMYHU arpOTEXHUYHU BapUaHTH
3a yCTQHOBSIBAHE HA HAM-TIOAXOASIIMTE MPAKTUKHU
3a CbOTBETHHS PatOH.

CpenHo 3a meprona Ha W3MUTBaHE, Hal-BHCOK
TOOMB Ha 3BPHO € ToTydeH oT copT [Iporpec — 3,88
t/ha mpu TBPBU CPOK Ha CEUTOA M IByKPATHO TOpPE-
He ¢ a30T (Tabmuma 1). CpokoBeTe Ha cenTOa OKa3-
BaT MO-TOJISIMO BIIUSIHUE BBPXY JO0OHMBA 3BPHO MPU
copt [Ipenesn, OTKOJIKOTO CPOKOBETE Ha BHACSTHE HA
a30TEH TOP.

[Tpu copt BukTopusi, mo-BUCOK AOOUB Ce€ MOITY-
YyaBa Mpu KOMOMHUPAHETO Ha ITBPBHS CPOK HA Ce-
uTOa ¢ IByKpatHoTo Topene (3,7 t/ha). Ilpu kbcHMS
CpPOK Ha cenTOa, JOOMBBT MOYTH HE CE BIHUSAEC OT
CpOKa Ha a30THO TOPEHE.



Tadauuna 1. Bnusaue Ha cpoka Ha cenTOara U CpoKa Ha BHACSHE HA a30THHS TOP BbPXY J0OHMBA HA 3BPHO OT

TBBpaa nmenuna 2011-2013 r.

Table 1. Effect of sowing time and time of nitrogen fertilizer application on the production of durum wheat

2011-2013

Jlo6uB 3bpHO, t/ha / Grain yield, t/ha
BapwuanT / Variant 2011 2012 2013 Cpenno / Mean
A B, C, 4,03 2,78 4,83 3,88
A B,C, 3,38 2,19 4,35 3,31
A B,C 3,71 2,49 4,90 3,70
A B C, 4,33 2,43 4,18 3,65
A B,C, 3,00 2,49 4,63 3,37
A B,C, 3,81 2,13 4,33 3,42
A B C 3,69 3,01 3,65 345
A B,C, 2,17 2,15 3,68 2,67
A B,C, 3,01 2,11 3,95 3,02
A, B C, 3,31 2,75 3,33 3,13
A B,C, 2,12 2,38 3,55 2,68
A B.C, 2,71 2,46 3,68 2,95
GD 5% 0,016 0,011 0,094

B Tabnuma 2 ca MOMECTEHH pEe3yITaTHTE OT
JTUCTIEPCUOHHHUS aHaNIW3 Ha JI0oOMBa Ipe3 TpuTe
roguHu Ha npoyusaneto. [Ipu ycnoBusra Ha 2011
I., CPOKBT Ha centbda € MHOro J00pe JoKa3aH, a
CPOKBT Ha TOPEHETO U COPTHT ca Jo0pe JloKa3a-
Hu. U tpute rmaBHM (hakTOpa MMAT CHIIECTBEHO
BIMSHUE BBHPXY J0OHMBA, HO CPOKBT HA CEUTOA €
OT M3KJIIOYMTETHO 3HaueHue. Ha Hero ce abimxu
74,13 % ot 0o0moTo BapupaHe Ha J0OWBa 3a TOJU-
Hara. [lo cuna Ha BIUSIHKE ClIeBAT CPOKBT HA TO-
peHe ¢ a3oT u copThT. OT B3aUMOnEHCTBHUATA Ha
(dakTopuTe, CTaTUCTUYECKH € IOKa3aH COPTHT ChC
CPOKBT Ha TOpeHe. B3zaumoneicTBUETO Ha cpoka
Ha cenTba chC COpTa U CPOKa HA TOPEHE, ChILO Ce
nokasBa. ToBa MokasBa, 4ye 3a MoJly4aBaHe Ha CTa-
OmiHM 10OMBU € HeoOXOIMMO TpaBHIIeH U300p Ha
COpPT, CPOK Ha centda u TOpEHe.

[Tpe3 2012 . He ce 10Ka3Ba BIMSHUETO HA CPOKA
Ha cenTOa M cpoka Ha TopeHe. OCHOBHO 3HAYCHUE
UMa BIUSHHUETO Ha COpPTa BBPXY BEIMUYMHATA Ha
no6uBa. Bcuuku koMOMHALMK Ha B3aUMOJICHCTBHE
MeXy (aKTOpUTe Ce€ J0Ka3BaT CTATUCTHYECKU.
ToBa nokassa, ue JOOUBBT € pe3yTar OT ChUeTaBa-
HE Ha HAKOJIKO (pakTopa. Haif-cuirHO € BIUSTHHETO
Ha COpTa ChC CPOKA HA TOPEHE.
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[Ipe3 2013 r. dpakTopuTe cpoka Ha centda (A) u
copt (B) ca mHOTO MOGOpPE HOKazaHu. CPOKBT HA TO-
PEHe CBIIO € T0Ka3aH, HO C MAJIBK MTPOLEHT Ha BIIH-
ssare. Haif-ronsimo BIMsTHUE BBPXY JOOMBa OKa3Ba
COPTHT, CJIEABAH OT CPOKA HA CeNTOA U 3HAYUTEITHO
no-caado oT cpoka Ha TopeHe. OT B3auMoaecTBU-
eTo Ha (haKTOpUTE ce T0Ka3BaT B3aMMOJICHCTBHETO
Ha TpuTe (akrtopa nomexay cu (AxBxC) u cpoka
Ha cenTOa che cpoka Ha TopeHe (AXC).

[lpu BKJIIOUBaHE B aHAIM3a U TOJUHHUTE KaTO
(akTop, BIUsCN] BBPXY AOOMBA 3BPHO OT TBBPIA
nmenunna (Tabnuna 3), ce okasa, 4e TOM ¢ ¢ Hai-ro-
JM NpoLEeHT Ha BiausHue (61,21%). ToBa nokassa,
Ye FOAAMHUTE ¥ MO-TOYHO YCJIOBUSTA MPE3 TOAMHH-
TE Ca OMPEIEIISIIH 32 MOTYYaBaHETO Ha MO-BHCOKHU
n06uBH. OT BCUYKH Bb3MOKHU KOMOMHALIMHM MEX-
Iy (hakTopuTe HE ce JOKa3BaT CaMO CPOKa Ha CEUT-
0a 1o cpoka Ha TOpeHe M CpoKa Ha centda 1o copra
0 CpOKa Ha TOpEHe.

B Ta6numa 4 ca moka3aHu pe3yiaTaTUTe OT OlleH-
KaTa Ha M3MHUTBAHUTE COPTOBE TBBP/IA MIICHHIIA 110
JOOMB M CTaOMITHOCT, Upe3 mapaMeTspa Ha Kang -
YS.

Cnopen YS, nma Kang, mnaii-crabunen e copt
[Iporpec mpu HOpMaJIHHUS CPOK Ha centda W JBY-



Tadauna 2. Ananu3 Ha BapuaHca Ha JJ00MBa Ha 3bPHO OT TBBHP/A MIICHUIA 110 TOJUHU
Table 2. Analysis of the variance of grain wheat yield by durum wheat

U3srounnk Ha Bapupase / Source of Cremnenu Ha SS MS n
variation cBoboma / Df %
2011 r

OO61o / Total 1 801,1502 801,1502

tdi)rertl]éTop A- cpok Ha cenuTOa / sowing 1 9,6302 9,63027%% 74.13
daktop B — copr / variety 2 0,4129 0,2065%* 3,17
®akrop C- cpok Ha N topene / N 1 0.9352 0.9350%%5% 719
fertilization period ’ ’ ’
Bzaunmoneiicteue / AxB 2 0,0929 0,0465™
Bzanmoneiicteue / AxC 1 0,0169 0,0169™
Bzanmoneiicteue / BxC 2 0,7604 0,3802%** 5,85
Bzaunmoneiicteue / AxBxC 2 0,3387 0,1694* 2,6
I'pemika / Error 36 0,8125 0,0226

2012 1.

O6mo /Total 1 287,2387 287,2387

tqi)ri?op A- cpok Ha centba / sowing 1 0,0385 0,0385"

daktop B — copr / variety 2 2,0975 1,0488*** 48,66
|
Bsanmoneiicteue / AxB 2 0,2821 0,1410* 6,54
Bzaunmoneiictaue / AxC 1 0,1752 0,1752* 4,06
Bsaumoneiictsue / BxC 2 0,6308 0,3154%** 14,63
Bsaumoneiicteue / AxBxC 2 0,3241 0,1620* 7,51
I'pemika /Error 36 0,7548 0,0210

2013 .

O6mo / Total 1 519,8859 519,8859

:Ii)élléTop A- cpok Ha centba / sowing 1 8.2751 8,275 1% 35,09
dakTop B — copr / variety 2 11,0146 5,5073%** 46,71
®akrop C- cpok Ha N topene / N 1 03056 0.3056* 1.29
fertilization period ’ ’ ’
Bsaumoneiicteue / AxB 2 0,2931 0,1465™
Bsaumoneiicteue / AxC 1 0,3417 0,3417* 1,44
Bsaumoneiictaue / BxC 2 0,0913 0,0457ms
Bsaumoneiicteue /AxBxC 2 0,6742 0,3371%* 2,85
I'pemika /Error 36 2,5851 0,0718

KpaTHO BHACSIHE HA a30THHS TOP, ClieABaH oT Buk-
TOpHS TIPH CHIKS CPOK Ha cenTOa 1 TopeHe. Haii-
BHCOKaTa CTAOMITHOCT Ha J100MBA 3bPHO CHBMAJA U
C TIOJIYYEHUAT Hall-BUCOK JOOWB, TOBA IPAaBU COPT

[Iporpec oT bpBHSI CPOK HA CEUTOA M ABYKPATHO
TOPEHE C a30T HHTEPECEH OT TeXHOJIOTMYHA IJIeTHA
touka. Coprt [Iporpec nokassa go0pa crabuIHOCT
IPH IBPBUS CPOK HA CeMTOA M eJHOKPATHOTO TO-
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Tabamnua 3. Ananus Ha BapraHca Ha J0OMB Ha TBbpAa numeHuna 2011-2013 .
Table 3. Analysis of variance of the yield of durum wheat 2011-2013.

Wzrounuk Ha Bapupane / Source of Crenenu Ha n?
variation cBoboma / Df §S MS %
O6mio / Total 1 1537,032 1537,032
tqi)ri?op A- cpok Ha centOa / sowing 1 11,753 11,7535 115
®daxTop B — copr / variety 2 6,450 3,225%%* 6.12
?S?Eiﬁ‘iﬁtﬁ)}fﬁ,’éﬁo’? Nropene /N | 0,678 0,678%* 0.64
Tomnnau G- roguun /Years 2 64,485 32,243%** 61.21
Bzaunmoneiicteue / AxB 2 0,224 0,112%* 0.21
Bzaunmoneiicteue / AxC 1 0,005 0,005m
Bzaumoneiicteue / BxC 2 0,621 0,311** 0.58
Bzaumoneiicteue / AxG 2 7,103 3,551%** 6.74
Bsaumoneiictsue / BxG 4 7,033 1,758%*%* 6.67
Bsaumoneiictue / CxG 2 0,426 0,213* 0.40
Bs3anmopeiicteue / AxBxC 2 0,143 0,072ns
Bsaumoneiicteue / AxBxG 4 0,426 0,106* 0.40
Bzaumoneiictue / AXCxG 2 0,370 0,185* 0.35
Bsaumoneiictue / BxCxG 4 0,837 0,209%* 0.79
1*2*3*4 4 1,066 0,267** 1.01
I'pemika / Error 108 3,731 0,035
Taoauna 4. Ouenka 1mo 100UB U CTaOUIHOCT
Table 4. Yield and stability assessment
Ne Bapuanrt / Variant t/% o> g2 W vs.
a i i i
1 ABC, 3,88 19.984%** 7.232%%* 46.43 7+
2 A B,C 3,31 26.243%* -4.694ns 56.87 -1
3 ABC 3,70 63.133** -8.131ns 118.35 6+
4 A BC, 3,65 160.151** 324.844%* 280.05 5+
5 A/B,C, 3,37 73.022%* 94.352%* 134.83 1+
6 A B,C, 3,42 82.618** 97.224%* 150.82 3+
7 A,BC 345 132.533%* 32.907** 234.02 4+
8 A,B,C 2,67 83.495%* 171.497** 152.29 -10
9 A,B,C 3,02 -3.022ns -7.951ns 8.09 1+
10 A,B,C, 3,13 138.437** 14.895%* 243.86 -6
11 A BC, 2,68 134.210%** 222.103** 236.81 -9
12 A,B,C, 2,95 34.640%* 34.107** 70.86 -8
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peHe M KbCHA CenTOa KOMOMHHMpaHa C JBYKPAaTHO
TOpEHE C a30T.

N3BOIM

Coptosere IIporpec, IIpenen u Bukropus ca
M3KIIOYUTETHO TOAXOASAIIN 32 OTIVIKIAaHE TPU
cneupuunute ycnoBuss Ha Llentpanna HOxHa
boearapus.

Cnopen HammTe pe3ysiTaTH HAH-TOISIMO BIIHSI-
HUE BBpPXY BEIMYMHATA HA JOOWBA 3BPHO OKa3BaT
YCJI0BHATA IPE3 TOAUHUTE. ITo-Maiko e BIUSIHUETO
Ha copTa.

CpenHo 3a TPUTOIUIIHIS IIEPUOJT Ha U3CIIeBa-
He B [lazapmxumkus peruon copt [Iporpec dop-
MHUpa Hal-BHCOK 0OWB 3bpHO — 3,88 t/ha. [lo-Bu-
COK JIOOHMB ITpH M3CIIEIBAHUTE COPTOBE CE peasn3u-
pa MpH MpUIIaraHeTo Ha IBPBHS CPOK HA ceuTda U
JBYKpPaTHO TOPEHE C a30TEH TOP.
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