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OueHnka HAa CTA0WJTHOCTTA M AJANITUBHOCTTA Ha 100MBA NIPU COPTOBE U
CeJIEKIIMOHHU JIMHUU O0MKHOBEHA 3UMHA MIIIEHUIA
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Pesrome

LlenuTe Ha HACTOATIIOTO MpOyUYBaHe Osxa 1a ce: (1) OIpeIeI T CTAOMIITHOCTTA U IalITHBHOCTTA HAa TCHOTHITOBE
00MKHOBEHA 3MMHA MIIEHUIIA 10 TOOUB Ha 36pHO (tha™), (ii) u3cneaBa Bpbh3KaTa Ha MApaMETPHUTE HA CTAOMITHOCT €
MoKa3aressi J00MB Ha 3bPHO IIPH aHAJIM3UPAHU I HAOOP OT reHOTHIIOBE 1 (1i1) nACHTUHIIMPaHE HAa BACOKOTOOMBHH,
CTaOWJIHY U aAallTUBHU TEHOTUTIOBE MILIEHNIIA 32 CEICKIIMOHHY 1eH. M3cne1BaHeTo € MpoBeIeHO Mpe3 Mepruoia
2015-2019 r. B onutHoTO Moste Ha PT'P ,,K. MankoB”, rp. CagoBo. B mpoyuBaneTo ca BkiItoueHu 23 copta u 8
JTUHUY OOMKHOBEHA 3UMHA MieHnna. ONUTET € 3aJ0KeH 1o OJIOKOBa CXeMa ¢ PaHIOMHU3UPAHO pasIpeneeHne
Ha BapHaHTHUTE B 4 MOBTOPEHHUS M rojeMUHA Ha OomuTHATa maprenka oT 10 m? Omnpenenenn 6sxa 16 mapame-
TPHU Ha CTAOMIJIHOCT Ha J00MBa Ha 3BbPHO paslpellesieH! B JBE IPYIU- MApaMETPHYHH U HEMapaMeTpUYHU Iia-
pameTpu. J{BypaKkTOpHUST IUCIIEPCHOHEH aHAJIN3 Ha 100MBA MT0Ka3Ba, Ye BHPXY BapUPAHETO HA U3CIICABAHUAT
npusHak nomuHupamo Biausaue oT 40.53% oka3Ba B3aMMOJEHCTBHUETO MEXKIY H3MUTBAHUTE T€HOTHUIIOBE U
YCIIOBUSITA, TIPH KOUTO T€ ca OTIMeX1aHu. JlokazaHO Hali-BUCOKH JI0OMBHU CIIPSAMO CPEIHHS CTaHAAPT OT OMUTA
ca peanusupaHu oT copToBeTe: Muma, Huku bo, Kats, Enoma, llona m @epMep 1 OT CeICKIIMOHHNUTE JTNHUH -
BGR36339, BGR824, BGR36334, BGR36321 u KC889. Haili-cTabuieH B M3BaJaKaTa OT U3CJIEABaHN T'€HOTUIIOBE
ce siBsaBa copT bononus, cneasan or Momuuin, [latpuot u nunusara BGR36321. Cenekunonnure nunuu BGR
824 u BGR 36321 ce xapakrepusupar KaTo BUCOKOJOONBHU U CTA0MIIHU 110 JOOMB F€HOTHIIOBE C IIMPOKA aj1all-
TUBHOCT KbM HEOJIATOMPUSATHUTE KIMMATHYHU YCIOBHSI M MOTAT JIa CE€ M3MOJI3BAT KaTO M3XOAEH MaTephall B
CEJIEKIIMOHHUTE NMPOrpaMy Ha OOMKHOBEHA 3UMHA ITIICHHIIA.
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Abstract

The objectives of the present study were to: (i) determine the stability and adaptability of common winter
wheat genotypes by grain yield (tha-1) (ii) examine the relationship between stability parameters and yield in the
analyzed set of genotypes and (iii) identification of high-yielding, stable and adaptive wheat genotypes for breed-
ing purposes. The study was conducted in the period 2015-2019 in the experimental field of IRGR “K. Malkov ”,
Sadovo. It included 23 varieties and 8 breeding lines of common winter wheat. The experiment was based on a
block dessing scheme with a randomized distribution of variants in 4 replications and the size of the experimen-
tal plot of 10 m?. 16 parameters of grain yield stability were determined, divided into two groups - parametric



and non-parametric parameters. The two-factor analysis of variance showed that the variation between the tested
genotypes and the conditions under which they were grown had a dominant influence on the variation of the stud-
ied trait of 40.53%. Proven the highest yields compared to the average standard of experience were realized by
the varieties - Mima, Niki Bo, Katya, Enola, [lona and Fermer and by the selection lines - BGR36339, BGR&24,
BGR36334, BGR36321 and KC889. The most stable in the sample of studied genotypes was the Bononia variety,
followed by Momchil, Patriot and the line BGR36321. The selection lines: BGR 824 and BGR 36321 were charac-
terized as high-yielding and stable yield genotypes with wide adaptability to adverse climatic conditions and can
be used as a starting material in the breeding programs of common winter wheat.
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B cenekumroneH 1 arpoOUOIOrMYeH acleKT eAHH
OT OCHOBHHTE TapaMeTpH 3a IudepeHIrpaHe Ha
pPacTUTEIIHUTE TCHOTUIIOBE € OIIEHKAaTa 3a CTa0umII-
HOCT M aJIalITUBHOCT Ha jo0uBa (Antonova, 2007;
Kosev & Ketikova, 2019). Onenkara Ha cTaOui-
HOCTTa Ha I0OMBa, KaTO KOMIUIEKCEH IMOKa3aTes 3a
BBH3MOKHOCTHUTE Ha OIPE/IEIeH T€HOTHUII O-IThJIHO-
IICHHO 1 OTIOJI30TBOPSIBA HAJTMYHUTE €KOJIOTUYHU
(daxTopu u J1a peanu3upa Mmo-BUCOK MOTEHIHA Ce
CBBp3Ba C HEroBaTa aJanTUBHOCT. To3H Mmoka3aren
3aBHUCH OT F€HOTHIIA, HErOBaTa HOPMa Ha PEaKIIHs
U OT EKOJIOTHYHUTE YCIIOBUS Ha cpenara. Bzaumo-
JEWCTBUETO TEHOTHUII-CPe/Ia MMa 0COOCHO 3HAUCHHE
3a HeroBoTo ekcnonupane (Dimova & Petrovska,
2010).

Pa3paboTenu ca HIKOJIKO CTATUCTUYECKH METO-
J1a 32 KOJIMYECTBEHO OIpEJIeNITHE Ha CTa0MIIHOCTTA
Ha TEHOTUIIOBETE. AHAIM3UTE HA CTAOMITHOCT (T1a-
paMeTpPUYHU U HeTIapaMeTPUYHH) MPEICKa3BaT OT-
HOCHTEITHOTO KJIACUPaHE Ha TEHOTUIIOBE, TECTBAHU
B cepus OT cpeau. Hall-inpoko U3noia3BaHuTe mna-
paMeTpPUYHU OLIEHKU Ha CTAOMITHOCT Ca: Perpecro-
HeH koedumueHT (bi) (Finlay & Wilkinson, 1963),
BapuaHC Ha OTKJIOHEHHUE OT perpecusTa (S*di) mpen-
noxeno ot Eberhart & Russel (1966), koeduireHT
Ha nerepmunanus (Ri%) (Pinthus, 1973), koeduiu-
et Ha Bapupane (CVi) (Francis & Kannenberg,
1978), exoBanenc (Wi) (Wricke’s, 1962), Bapuan-
cure Ha crabmwinocT oi’ u Si* mo Shukla (1972),
KOMIIOHeHTa Ha cpeneH Bapuanc (0i) (Plaisted &
Peterson, 1959), komnonenta Ha GE Bapuanc (0(i))
(Plaisted, 1960) u kpurtepus 3a ctadbumHoct (YSi)
Ha Kang (1993). HemapameTpuyHuTe METOAM Ha
cTabmIHOCT ca 0a3MpaHu Ha paH)XKHpaHE Ha TeHO-
TUTIOBETE BBB BCsKa cpena. [eHOTHIOBe ¢ OIHM3KO
paH)KUpaHE B Pa3IUYHHUTE CPEIU CE KIacU(HIIH-
par karo ctabunuu. Nassar & Huehn (1987) npen-
JaraT 4eTHPH HEMapaMeTPUYHHU OICHKH Ha (e-

HotunHara cradbuaHocT- SiV, Si®, Si® u Si®) b3
OCHOBa Ha KJacu(UKalKsATa HA TEHOTUIIOBETE BB
BCSIKA cpena U JeUHUpAT CTAaOMITHU TEHOTHIIOBE
KaTo TEe3W, YMSITO TO3UIHS CIPSIMO OCTaHAJIUTE
OCTaBa HEMTPOMEHEHa B HAOOpa OT OLIEHEHU CPEIlu.
Lin & Binns (1988) npennmarar mMozmen 3a Hemapa-
METpHUYEH aHaJIN3 Ype3 U3I0JI3BaHe Ha MapaMeTbpa
(Pi) u panr (R). Thennarasu (1995) npennara Npi®V,
NPi®, Npi® u Npi® Bb3 0cHOBa Ha paH)KUpaHE HA
KOPUTHPAHU CPEHU CTOWHOCTH Ha TCHOTUIIUTE
BBB BCAKa cpena U jAeduHUpaAT CTAOMIHU TEHO-
TUIIOBE, M3MOJI3BaKK neduHUIMATa Ha Nassar &
Huehn (1987). Twit kaTO MOCOYEHUTE OIEHKH 3a
aHaJIM3 Ha CTaOMJIHOCTTA HA T€HOTHIIOBETE MMAaT
CBOUTE JJOCTOMHCTBA U c1a0OCTH, ITOBEYETO Celle-
KIIMOHHU ITPOTpaMH Beye BKIIFOUBAT KAKTO IapamMe-
TPUYHU, TaKa ¥ HETIApAaMETPUIHHU METOIH 32 OTOOp
Ha ctabmian reHorunose (Farshadfar et al., 2012;
Ahmadi et al., 2015; Khalili & Pour-Aboughadareh,
2016; Vaezi et al., 2018).

OCHOBHUTE IIeTTM HA HACTOSIIOTO MPOYYBAHE Ca:
(1) onpenensHe Ha CTAOMITHOCTTA M AAAITHBHOCTTA
Ha TEHOTHIIOBE OOMKHOBEHA 3MMHA IIICHUIA IO
no0uB Ha 3bpHO (tha™), (ii) u3cneaBaHe Ha Bpb3Kara
Ha MapaMeTpPUTEe Ha CTAOMIIHOCT C MoKa3aTeys J0-
OMB Ha 3bPHO NPU AHATUZUPAHUAT HAOOp OT reHO-
tumnose U (iil) uaeHTu(UIMpaHe Ha BUCOKOIOOUB-
HU, CTAOWJTHYU ¥ aJalITUBHU TEHOTHUIIOBE TIIIEHUTIA
3a CEJICKIIMOHHU IIEJTH.

MATEPUAJIN U METOAN

WzcnenBanero e mpoBeaeHo npe3 nepuonaa 2015-
2019 r. B otmtHOTO mojie Ha VUPT'P , K. Mankos”,
rp. CagoBo, B MECTHOCTTA ,,JlojyceHe” Ha MoYBeH
THII JIMBAJTHO-KaHEJICHA CMOJIHUIIONOI00HA ITOYBA.
B npoyuBaneTo ca BkiitoueHu 23 copta u 8§ TUHUU



0OMKHOBEHA 3MMHA IIIEeHNIa, ch3aaneHu B PI P-
rp. CanoBo (Tabnuua 1). CentOure ca u3BbPILICHU B
ONTHUMAJIHHU 32 paifoHa cpokoBe — 10-20 okTomMBpH,
clle/l MpeAIecTBeHUK rpax. OMUTBHT € 3aJI0KEH 110
0JI0KOBa cXeMa C PaHIOMU3HPAHO paslpeneieHue
Ha BapHaHTHUTE B 4 TOBTOPEHUS M TOJIEMHHA Ha OII-
uTHaTa mapuenka ot 10 m?. IIpe3 Bereranusita ca
U3BBPIICHH HEOOXOAMMHTE arpoOTEeXHUYECKH Me-
POIIPUATHUS, OCUTYpPSIBALlM PA3BUTUETO HA pacTe-
HUATA IPU €IHAKBU YCIIOBHUSL.

JlanuuTe 3a 100KMBa Ha 3bpHO (tha) oT yeTHpu-
T€ FOAIMHU Ha M3MUTBAaHE HA TEHOTHUIIOBETE ca 00-
paboOTeHN MaTeMaTHYecKH 4pe3 efAHO(DaKTOpeH U
IBY(aKTOpEH IUCIEPCUOHHM aHAIU3H. Pasnukure
MEX/1y CpeTHUTE Ha BapUaHTUTE Ca OLIEHEHU Ype3
TecTa 3a Hai-Majka Jomyctuma pasznuka (LSD)
IIPY HUBA Ha cTaTUCTUYecKa 3HauuMocT: p < 0.05,
p<0.01 up<0.001 (Lidanski, 1988). ITpu nBydax-
TOPHHSI JUCIEPCHOHEH aHallu3 € OICHEHa cujara
Ha BJIMSIHUE HA U3TOYHHMIIMTE HA BapUpaHe - TeHo-

Tadauna 1. CnuchK Ha COPTOBE U JIMHUKA OOWKHOBEHA 3MMHA TIIIEHHUI[A, BKITIOUCHH B U3CJICIBAHETO
Table 1. List of varieties and breeding lines of common winter, wheat included in the study
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Enomna/Enola
Canoso 1/ Sadovol
[ToGena/Pobeda
®epmep/Fermer
[Tanames/Panatseya
Bononwus/Bononiya
Mowmumin/Momchil
Myprasen/Murgavets
Hapesen/Tsarevets
[Matpuot/Patriot
KM-135/KM-135
Kars/Katya
Bopstaa/Boryana
Mycranr/Mustang
Canoso 772/Sadovo 772
[es-1/Geya-1
Huxonuma/Nikolitsa
I'unec/Gines
Muma/Mima
Wiona/llona
I'pamus/Gratsiya
Hoga 3Be3na/Nova zvezda
Hwuxu bo/Niki Bo
BGR36339

BGR 36396
BGR&824

BGRS827

KC 889

BGR36334
BGR36321
BGR36346

Triticum aestivum L.
Triticum aestivum L.
Triticum aestivum L.
Triticum aestivum L.
Triticum aestivum L.
Triticum aestivum L.
Triticum aestivum L.
Triticum aestivum L.
Triticum aestivum L.
Triticum aestivum L.
Triticum aestivum L.
Triticum aestivum L.
Triticum aestivum L.
Triticum aestivum L.
Triticum aestivum L.
Triticum aestivum L.
Triticum aestivum L.
Triticum aestivum L.
Triticum aestivum L.
Triticum aestivum L.
Triticum aestivum L.
Triticum aestivum L.
Triticum aestivum L.
Triticum aestivum L.
Triticum aestivum L.
Triticum aestivum L.
Triticum aestivum L.
Triticum aestivum L.
Triticum aestivum L.
Triticum aestivum L.

Triticum aestivum L.

var. erythrospermum (Koern.) Mansf.

var.lutescens (Alef.) Mansf.
var.lutescens (Alef.) Mansf.
var.lutescens (Alef.) Mansf.
var.lutescens (Alef.) Mansf.
var.lutescens (Alef.) Mansf.
var.lutescens (Alef.) Mansf.

var. erythrospermum (Koern.) Mansf.

var.lutescens (Alef.) Mansf.
var.lutescens (Alef.) Mansf.
var.lutescens (Alef.) Mansf.
var.lutescens (Alef.) Mansf.
var.lutescens (Alef.) Mansf.
var.lutescens (Alef.) Mansf.
var.lutescens (Alef.) Mansf.
var.lutescens (Alef.) Mansf.
var.lutescens (Alef.) Mansf.
var.lutescens (Alef.) Mansf.
var.lutescens (Alef.) Mansf.
var.lutescens (Alef.) Mansf.
var.lutescens (Alef.) Mansf.
var.lutescens (Alef.) Mansf.
var.lutescens (Alef.) Mansf.

var. erythrospermum (Koern.) Mansf.

var.lutescens (Alef.) Mansf.
var.lutescens (Alef.) Mansf.
var.lutescens (Alef.) Mansf.
var.lutescens (Alef.) Mansf.
var.lutescens (Alef.) Mansf.
var.lutescens (Alef.) Mansf.
var.lutescens (Alef.) Mansf.




THUI, TOIMHA, B3aUMOJCHCTBHE T€HOTHIT X T'OIMHA
no merona Ha Plohinskii (1970), mo dopmysnara:
n2=Ci/Cy’ KBJETO 1) € CHJIaTa Ha BIMSHHE Ha H3TOY-
HUIMTE HAa BapupaHe-TeHOTHII, TOJUHA U B3aHMO-
AeicTBreTo reHotun X roauna, C e qucrnepeusra
Ha CBHOTBETHHUAT (PAKTOp (€HOTHH, TOAMHA WIIU
B3aMMOJICHCTBUETO I'CHOTHIT X T'OJMHA), a Cy e 00-
I1aTa JUCIepCcusl.

Craructuko-maremarnyeckara o0OpaboTka Ha
JAHHWUTE € W3BBPIICHA C IOMOIITA HA porpamara
IBM SPSS Statistics 22 for Windows.

Omnpenenenu ca 16 mapamMeTpu Ha CTaOHIIHOCT
Ha JOOWBa Ha 3BPHO PA3MpPEACICHH B JIBE TPYIU:
napaMeTpPUYHU U HENapaMETPHUYHHU CTAaTHCTHYE-
CKH OIeHKH. [lapaMeTpHYHHUTE OIICHKH Ha CTa-
OMJTHOCT BKJIFOYBAT: KOMIIOHEHTA Ha CPEJICH Bapu-
aHc (01) (Plaisted & Peterson, 1959), kommoneHTa
Ha GE Bapmanc (0(i)) (Plaisted, 1960), exoBayieHC
(Wi) ma Wricke’s (1962), perpecuoneH koedwu-
nueHt (bi) (Finlay & Wilkinson, 1963), Bapuanc
Ha oTkJOHeHHE OT perpecusra (S*di) (Eberhart
& Russel, 1966), Bapuanc Ha CTaOMIHOCT Gi* 1O
Shukla (1972) u koedunuent Ha Bapupane (CVi)
(Francis & Kannenberg, 1978). Hemapamerpuunu-
T€ CTAaTHCTHYECKU OLIEHKH Ha (EHOTHUITHATA CTa-
OMJTHOCT BKJIFOUBAT MPEJIOKCHUTE MapaMeTPUTE
Ha Nassar & Huehn (1987) (Si)- cpeanara ctoii-
HOCT Ha a0COIIOTHUTE PAHTOBU PA3JIMKU HA TCHO-
THUIA BBB BCHYKHU TECTBaHW cpenu, Si¥- oTKIIO-
HCHHE MEXJYy PAHTOBETE BBHB BCHUKU TECTBAHU
cpenw, Si®- cymara oT aOCOTIOTHUTE OTKJIOHCHHUSI
32 BCEKU T€HOTHII CIIPSIMO CpeAHaTa CTOMHOCT Ha
panrosete u Si®- cymara oT KBaJpaTUTE Ha paHTa

3a BCEKU T€HOTHUN CIPAMO CpeaHaTa CTOHHOCT Ha
panroBeTte) u Ha Thennarasu (1995) (Np(1), Np(2),
Np(3) u Np(4), xkakto u panrora cyma Ha Kang
(1988) (KR). 3a nzuncisiBaHe Ha MOCOUYCHUTE Ta-
pamMeTpH € M3I0JI3BaHa CTaTUCTHYECKa Mporpama
Stabilitysoft.

Wunexcwt Ha obma amanranus (General Adapta-
bility = GA) e onpenenena no (Vulchinkov, 1990;
Vulchinkov & Vulchinkova, 2007).

PE3YJITATU U OBCBXIAHE

JBy(akTOpHHUAT IUCNIEPCHOHEH aHAU3 Ha JI0-
OuBa TMOKa3Ba, Y€ BbPXY BapHPAHETO HA M3CIIE/Ba-
HUAT NpU3HAK AomMuHupamo BiausHue ot 40.53%
OKa3Ba B3aMMOJCHCTBHETO MEXAY MW3IHUTBAHUTE
TeHOTHIIOBE U YCIIOBUSITA, IIPU KOUTO TE Ca OTIIIEHK-
Jnanu (roquuata). Cujara Ha BIMSIHAE HA TEHOTH-
na BbpXy M3MEHUMBOCTTa Ha Mpu3Haka e 28.79%,
JIOKAaTO JIOKa3aHUTE PA3IHUUSl MEXKAY YETHPUTE
FOJMHU Ha IpoyuBaHe npexacrasisBar 12.36% ot
obmroTo Bapupane (Tabnuna 2).

[Tpu ornerka Ha CTaOMITHOCTTA U aIallTUBHOCT-
Ta Ha TEHOTHUIIOBETE 10 OTHOIIEHHWE Ha IOKa3aTe-
751 TOOWB 3BPHO OT XEKTap OT 0COOEHO 3HAYCHUE
32 JOCTOBEPHOCTTA Ha TOJyYEHUTE pe3yTaTu €
HAJIMYMETO Ha JIOKAa3aHO B3aWMOJCHCTBHE MEXK-
Iy TIPOy4YBaHUTE F€HOTUIIOBE U cpelaTa, B KOATO
ca orrnexaann (Dimova & Petrovska, 2010; Uhr,
2015; Ivanov et al., 2018). B Hamero uscienpaHe
€ YCTaHOBEHO JIOKA3aHO HAai-BUCOKO BIIMSTHHE Ha
B3aMMOJIEMCTBUETO T€HOTHMN X T'OANHA, KOETO M03-

Tadauna 2. JIBydakTopeH TUCIIEpCHOHEH aHAIN3 U CUJIa Ha BIMSHUE HA M3TOYHUIIUTE HA BapUpaHE BHPXY
nmobwsa mipu 31 cOpTOBE M JIMHUH OOMKHOBEHA 3MMHA TIIICHUIIA
Table 2. Two-way ANOVA and degree of influence of sources of variation on yield in 31 varieties and lines

of common winter wheat

W3roununy Ha BapupaHe/ SS daf

Source of Variation MS F P-value F crit n?, %
IF'enotun/ (Genotype) 80.75 30.00 2.69 19.50 6.1E-59 2.08 28.79
Topuna/ (Year) 34.66 3.00 11.55 83.67 2.2E-41 5.53 12.36
T'enorun X ['oguua/

(Genotype X Year) 113.68 90.00 1.26 9.15 1.6E-54 1.62 40.53
Cnyuaitao/ (Error) 51.36 372 0.14 18.32

SS — cyma na xeaopamume, df-cmenen na c60600a, MS - cpedno k6adpammo, §°-cuia na 6ausHUE HA U3MOYHUYUME HA
eapupane 2eHomun, 200uHa u e3aumoodeticmeuemo eenomun X eoouna, P-value -cmamucmuyuecku 3nauumu cmounocmu,

F, F crit - kpumepuu na @uuiep

SS — sum of squares, df-degree of freedom, MS - mean square, n’-degree of influence of sources of variation genotype, year and
interaction genotype X year, P-value - statistically significant values, F, F crit - criteria of Fisher



BOJIM J1a CE€ M3BapIIM OLIEHKA HAa TEHOTHUIIOBETE 3a
CTaOMIIHOCT W aIalITUBHOCT Ha JJOOMBA Ha 3BPHO C
Hail-BHCOKa IOCTOBEPHOCT.

Hsikonko u3cnenBaHus HaOIsATaT Ha MU3IOJI3BA-
HETO Ha TIapaMeTpy Ha CTAOMITHOCT 32 UACHTU(H-
[MpaHe Ha MUPOKO aJaTHPAHHU TeHOTHUIIOBE TIIIIe-
nunara (Koc et al., 2000; Rharrabti et al., 2003;
Ulker et al., 2006; Korkut et al., 2007; Letta et al.,
2008; Uhr, 2015; Ivanov et al., 2018; Haydar et al.,
2018). Tsenov & Gubatov (2018) mpu cpaBHSBaHE
Ha OCHOBHHUTE METOJIM 3a OLIEHKA HAa HUBOTO U CTa-
OWITHOCTTA Ha JOOMBA 3BPHO MPHU 3MMHATA IMIICHU-
11a [T0OCOYBAT, Y€ M3MOJI3BAHETO HA MPOCTH MOAXOIN
Karo perpecuoneH koedwuiment (bi), OTKIOHEHHE
OT perpecuoHHara npasa (6%) uik Koe(UIHEeHT Ha
Bapupane (CVi) mo ehekTUBHOCT ce 1o0rKaBa 10
BB3MOKHOCTHTE HA FOJIEMUTE CTATUCTHYECKH MPO-
rpaMu, Ch3AaACHU CIICIIHAIIHO 32 TE3U IIETH.

Ha TaGnuma 3 e npeacTaBeH cpeaeH 100UB 3bp-
HO OT XEeKTap W TMapaMeTPHUYHU OLCHKU Ha CTa-
OUITHOCT Ha J0OMBA MPU U3CIETAHUTE T€HOTHIIOBE
O0OMKHOBEHA 3MMHA MIIEHHIIA 33 NEPUO OT YETH-
pu roquau. CpenHuAT 1o6uBs (tha™) Bapupa mexmy
5.01 u 7.14 tha™'. JIoxa3aHo HalH-BUCOK JOOUB CIIpsi-
MO CPEIHHMST CTAaHAAPT OT OMUTA € peaNn3upaH OT
copt Muma (7.10 tha'), cienBan ot Huku Bo (6.40
tha'), Kars (6.36 tha'), Enona (6.35 tha™), Unona
(6.31 tha!) u depmep (6.27 tha). Ot ceneknnOHHU-
T€ JTUHUU HAW-BUCOKU JOOMBH Ca peaju3upaHu OT
BGR36339 (6.57 tha') u BGR824 (6.47 tha™), cen-
Banu ot BGR36334 (6.27 tha'), BGR36321 (6.25
tha') u KC889 (6.246 tha'). IIpu ocTanamute nBe
JMHUH BKJIIOUYSHH B U3CJICIBAHETO MOy YCHHUTE JI0-
OWBH ca B TPAaHUIIMTE HA CPEHUAT CTAaHAAPT OT OII-
UTa U HE Ca CTaTECTHUYECKU JoKa3aHu. CTOHHOCTH-
T€ Ha BapHallMOHHUS KoepHUIueHT ca Mexay 1.50%
n 22.83%. OTHOCUTETHO Haii-c1abo BapupaHe Io
OTHOIIIEHUE Ha JOOUB 3BPHO OT XEKTap € OTYETEHO
npu cenekiuonHara nuHus BGR36321, kosTo pea-
JU3UPA MO-BUCOKA MPOITYKTUBHOCT OT CpeHaTa 3a
reHorumnosere. OCTaHAINTE IMHUN B €KCIIEPUMEH-
Ta CBHIIO MOKa3BaT ciabo BapupaHe B TPAHULIUTE
1o 10%, ¢ uskmrouenne Ha uauuTe BGR36339 u
BGR36334, npu KoMTO BapupaHETO € CPEIHO (Cb-
otBeTHO 12.79% 1 11.68%). OT copTOBETE CPEIHO
3a YeTUPU TOAUIIHUAT TIEPUOJ Hali-c1abo Bapupa-
He nof; 5% nemoHcTpupar coproere Hosa 3Be3xa,
I'mnec v bononwus (Tadnuna 3).

Cnopen mapaMeTpUYHHTE OLIEHKM Ha CTaOWII-
HOCT — KOMIIOHEHTa Ha cpefeH BapuaHc (0i) Ha

Plaisted & Peterson (1959) u kommonenta Ha GE
BapuaHc 0(i) Ha Plaisted (1960) renorumoBeTte, KO-
UTO TIOKA3BaT MO-HUCKA CTOMHOCT 3a 01 1 1mo-Buco-
KM cTOiHOCTH 32 0(1), ce cunTaT 3a nmo-cradbuinu. B
HAIIETO M3CJIeIBaHe TOBa ca copToBeTe boHOHUS,
Mowmunn u HoBa 3Besna (Tabnuma 3).

[TapameTrpuTte, ocHOBaHM Ha ekoBaseHc (Wi) Ha
Wricke’s (1962) u BapuaHc Ha CTaOWIIHOCT Gi* 1O
Shukla (1972) onpenenst karo Haii-ctabuaHu bo-
Honwsi, Momuun, HoBa 3Be3na, [larpuot, KM-135
u nuaustTa BGR36321 (Tabnuna 3).

B3anMozeiicTBueTO TeHOTHII-Cpeia € EeKBUBa-
JICHT Ha TEHOTUITHOTO BapupaHe BbpXy (peHoTUIHa-
Ta IacTUYHOCT. ToBa KayecTBO Haif-mo0pe ce n3pa-
3Ba upe3 perpecHoHHus koedureHt bi. Konkoro
CTOMHOCTTA Ha KOS(UIIMEHTA € MO-TOJISIMa, TOJIKOBA
COPTBT € MO-4yBCTBUTENIEH KbM IPOMEHUTE B yC-
noBusaTa Ha okoiHaTta cpena (Kosev & Kertikova,
2019). Ako bi He ce pa3nuyaBa 3HAYUTENHO OT |,
TOraBa TEHOTHITBT € AaNTHBEH KbM BCUYKH CPEIH,
ako bi>1 reHOTMIIOBE Cca ¢ MO-BHCOKA YyBCTBHUTEIN-
HOCT KbM IIPOMEHSIIUTE C€ YCIOBHS Ha OKOJHATa
Cpeza 1 ¢ Mmo-ToJisiMa creruguaHa IprucrocoOuMOCT
KBbM BHCOKOIOMBHU cperu. Ilpu bi<l reHoTumose-
TE ca C TMO-TOJIIMA YCTOHYMBOCT Ha MPOMEHUTE B
OKOJIHATa Cpenia, KaTo 10 TO3W Ha4WH ce yBelnya-
Ba crenupuyHaTa UM MPHCIOCOOMMOCT KBM Cpe-
nata ¢ uucku noousu (Finlay & Wilkinson, 1963;
Pour-Aboughadareh et al., 2019). Cnopen nonyuenu-
T€ JaHHU KaTO Hail-aJanTUBEH ce sABsiBa boHOHMS,
cienBana ot [larpuot u Kats (Tabnuua 3).

B nmombnHeHME KBM perpecusiTa, AUCIEPCUsTa
Ha OTKJIOHEeHHsITa OT perpecusita (S’di) ce mpepiara
KaTO eIUH OT Hal-M3M0JI3BAHUTE MTApAMETPH 3a U3-
0opa Ha cTaOMJIHU FeHOTUIIOBE. | €HOTUIIOBETE CHC
S?di=0 6uxa 6unu Hail-crabunuu, nokato S*di>0
OMxa ToKa3ajal MO-HUCKAa CTAaOMIIHOCT BHB BCHY-
ku cpenu. ClenoBaTeHO, T HOTUITUTE C TIO-HUCKHU
cToiiHOCTH ca Han-xkenaHu (Pour-Aboughadareh et
al., 2019). AHaTM3BT HAa HAIITUTE PE3YJITATH OIIpe/ie-
JSAT KaTo Hal-CTaOMIIHU 10 MPOYYBaHHAT MOKa3a-
Ten coproBeTe - Momumit, Hukonuna u BGR36321
($2di=0.00), cnensanu ot bononus, KM-135 u Hosa
3Besna (S*di=0.01) (Tabnwuma 3).

[IbpBUTE NBE HEMAapaMEeTPUUYHH OLIEHKH Ha (e-
HoTHumHaTta cTabuiaHoct - Si¥ u Si® Ha Nassar &
Huehn (1987) nnentudunupar kato Hali-cTaOMITHI
coproBere- Muma, KM-135, bononnst 1 Momum,
nokato Si® ompenens Mwuwma, ITarpror, KM-135,
Momumnit u bornonus, a Si®® crorBeTHO Muma, ITa-



Taoauna 3. Cpenen 106uB 36pHO (tha'!) 1 mapameTpuyHM ONEHKH Ha cTabuiHoCT pu 31 reHoTuma
0OMKHOBEHA 3UMHA nmeHuna

Table 3. Average grain yield (tha') and parametric stability estimates in 31 genotypes of common winter
wheat

Genotype GY W;? 6% s*d; b; CVi (i) 0;
Enomna/Enola 6.35++ 0.68 0.23 0.08 1.83 10.31 0.33 0.29
Canoso 1/ Sadovol 5.77 0.51 0.17 0.06 1.59 10.03 0.34 0.26
[To6ena/Pobeda 5.76 0.64 0.22 0.07 1.78 11.06 0.34 0.28
®depmep/Fermer 6.27+ 0.54 0.18 0.07 1.56 9.30 0.34 0.26
[Manames/Panatseya 6.04 1.87 0.66 0.07 -1.44 9.86 0.32 0.49
Bbononwusi/Bononiya 6.01 0.04 0.00 0.01 1.00 4.92 0.34 0.18
Mowmuanir/Momchil 6.05 0.07 0.01 0.00 1.47 6.83 0.34 0.18
Myprasen/Murgavets 5.01--- 3.31 1.17 0.45 0.26 20.63 0.30 0.74
Hapeseny/Tsarevets 5.99 0.23 0.07 0.03 1.18 7.04 0.34 0.21
[Marpuot/Patriot 6.17 0.21 0.06 0.03 1.08 6.45 0.34 0.21
KM-135/KM-135 5.34--- 0.20 0.06 0.01 1.68 9.30 0.34 0.21
Kars/Katya 6.36++ 0.51 0.17 0.07 1.12 8.05 0.34 0.26
bopsina/Boryana 6.07 1.00 0.34 0.10 2.19 12.63 0.33 0.34
Mycranr/Mustang 5.39--- 3.23 1.14 0.28 3.39 22.83 0.30 0.73
Canoo 772/Sadovo 772 5.40--- 3.12 1.10 0.44 1.49 20.23 0.31 0.71
I'es-1/Geya-1 6.06 0.63 0.21 0.06 2.00 10.91 0.34 0.28
Hukomuma/Nikolitsa 6.01 0.44 0.15 0.00 2.37 10.92 0.34 0.25
I'unec/Gines 6.08 0.51 0.17 0.03 -0.20 4.17 0.34 0.26
Muma/Mima 7.144+++ 0.86 0.29 0.09 2.06 10.12 0.33 0.32
Wnona/llona 6.31++ 1.88 0.66 0.22 2.24 14.95 0.32 0.50
I'pamst/Gratsiya 5.72- 2.36 0.83 0.30 -0.09 14.61 0.31 0.58
Hoga 3Be3na/Nova zvezda 5.83 0.13 0.03 0.01 0.49 3.46 0.34 0.19
Huxu Bo/Niki Bo 6.40++ 0.48 0.16 0.07 0.68 6.77 0.34 0.25
BGR36339 6.57+++ 1.20 0.41 0.11 2.35 12.79 0.33 0.38
BGR 36396 6.05 0.64 0.22 0.04 -0.26 5.22 0.34 0.28
BGR824 6.47+++ 0.35 0.11 0.04 0.35 4.76 0.34 0.23
BGR&27 593 0.74 0.25 0.08 0.04 7.28 0.33 0.30
KC 889 6.24+ 0.72 0.24 0.04 -0.37 5.29 0.33 0.29
BGR36334 6.27+ 2.06 0.72 0.20 -0.67 11.68 0.32 0.53
BGR36321 6.25+ 0.26 0.08 0.00 -0.01 1.50 0.34 0.22
BGR36346 5.79 0.42 0.14 0.02 -0.16 3.44 0.34 0.24
Average 6.05 0.96 0.33 0.10 1.00 9.59 0.33 0.34
LSD 0.05 0.24

LSD 0.01 0.33

LSD 0.001 0.42

GY-006u6 3vpHo om xexmap (tha™), Wi - exoeanenc na Wricke'’s, i’ - eapuancume na cmabuinocm no Shukla, S°di - eapuanc
Ha omxaoHenue om peepecusma, bi - peepecuonen xoegpuyuenm, CVi - koegpuyuenm na eapupane, 0(i) - komnonenma na
GE eapuanc, 0i - komnonenma na cpeoen 6apuanc

-,--, --- cmamucmuuecku ooxazanu paznuxu npu p < 0.05, p <0.01 up <0.001,

+ ++, +++ cmamucmuuecku dokazanu paznuxu npu p < 0.05, p <0.01 up <0.001

GY-grain yield per hectare (tha-1), Wi - Wricke’s ecovalence, o1’ - Shukla’s stability variance, §* di - deviation from re-
gression, bi - regression coefficient, CVi - coefficient of variation, 0 (i) - GE variance component, 0i - mean variance com-
ponent

-, -, === statistically proven differences at p < 0.05, p <0.01 and p <0.001,

+ ++, +++ statistically proven differences at p <0.05, p <0.01 and p <0.001



tpuot, BGR36321, Huku bo 1 Momuuin. Ot napyra
CTpaHa TeHOTHIIOBETE, KOUTO TMOKA3BaT IMO-HUCKA
cToiiHOCT Ha mapaMmeTpuTe Ha Thennarasu (1995) ce
cunTaT 3a Hail-ctabuaan. Criopen Npi coproBete
bononus, Momuun, KM-135, BGR36321 u Ilape-
Bell ca Hai-ctabminu. NPi® onpenenst kato Haii-

crabuneH Momuwi, cien Hero ce moapexar [la-
tpuort, bononus, Kars 1 BGR824, a cnopen Npi®
toBa ca bononus, Momumi, BGR36321, Muma u
[Marpuot, mokaro Npi® ompenmenst copr Muma,
cnensan ot [larpuot, BGR36321, Momuun u bono-
Hus (Tabmuma 4).

Ta6auua 4. Cpenen 106uB 3bpHO (tha™') 1 HeMapaMeTpUYHM OLIEHKU HA CTAOMIHOCT 1pH 31 reHoTHIa
0OMKHOBEHA 3MMHA TIIeHUIIa U o0m1a ananTuBHOCT (GA)

Table 4. Average grain yield (tha') and nonparametric stability estimates in 31 genotypes of common winter wheat

Genotype GY Si» Si® Si®  Si® Np® Np® Np® Np¥ KR GA
Enona / Enola 635 11.17 7692 1140 123 875 038 046 055 25 4.52
Cagnoso 1/ Sadovol 577 1083 7292 1862 213 625 067 073 092 39 4.18
IoGena / Pobeda 576 983 6292 1756 251 875 064 082 091 43 3.98
®epmep / Fermer 627 833 4467 705 116 625 033 038 044 24 4.71
IManaues / Panatseya 584  13.00 113.67 2200 206 1025 043 073  0.84 46 727
Bowowus / Bononiya 601 500 1667 357 100 175 025 0.14 036 19 5.01
Momuns / Momchil 6.05 517 1892 349 092 350 023 024 032 18 4.58
Mypraser; / Murgavets  5.01  8.00  43.00 19.85 338 1400 191 216 123 62 4.75
Llapeser / Tsarevets 599  7.17 3492 665 1.08 425 030 037 046 26 4.81
Marpuor / Patriot 6.17 567 2067 295 067 625 023 032 027 16 5.09
KM-135 / KM-135 534  2.83* 492 311 147 400 265 110 0.0 34 3.66
Kars / Katya 636 883 6292 910 1.13 625 027 041 043 17 5.24
Bopsna / Boryana 6.07 1350 11825 2405 251 975 064 068  0.92 37 3.88
Mycranr / Mustang 539 1250 101.58 3126 338 13.00 122 135  1.28 59 2.00
g:gggg ;7722 / 540 1467 18133* 5440 400 1075 294 114 147 57 390
Tes-1/ Geya-1 6.06 13.67 113.00 20.55 206 825 053 055 083 31 4.06
Hukomnua / Nikolitsa ~ 6.01 1250 9492 1931 197 575 052 049  0.85 29 3.64
Tunec / Gines 608 933 5500 1000 121 650 031 045 057 26 6.28
Muma / Mima 7.14 250 625 063 025 800 048 030  0.08 23 5.08
Unona / Tlona 631 1550 169.58 2949 261 1250 0.64 073 0.90 33 4.07
I'panms / Gratsiya 572 1333 107.00 22.14 221 7.50 0.75 0.77 0.92 55 5.81
11\{1832 32332?11 / 583 533 2267 618 127 475 067 044 048 25 5.34
Huku Bo / Niki Bo 640 817 4358 630 084 7.00 038 037 039 14 5.71
BGR36339 644 1000 6667 9.09 127 875 041 043 045 26 4.09
BGR 36396 6.04 11.17 8025 1529 159 750 045 054  0.71 35 6.30
BGRS24 639 817 6158 890 113 525 029 034 039 12 6.05
BGRS827 579 12,67 10467 2617 250 875 089 083  1.06 45 5.75
KC 889 6.19 11.17 8092 1199 1.14 625 035 040 055 30 6.56
BGR36334 6.11 1450 14225 2161 187 975 040 055  0.73 39 6.78
BGR36321 629  6.17 3425 484 082 400 047 028 029 15 6.30
BGR36346 579 950 5825 1487 213 775 064 066 081 32 5.95

Si, Si?, Si® u Si - nenapamempuunume oyenxu na penomunnama cmabuinocm na Nassar and Huehn, Np™, NPi®,
Np® u Np@- nenapamempuunume oyenxu na Thennarasu, KR - pancosa cyma na Kang, GA - o6wa adanmusnocm, *-

cmamucmuydecku 3uauuma paznuxa npu p<0.05

Si?, Si?, Si® and Si® - nonparametric estimates of the phenotypic stability of Nassar and Huehn, Np”, NPi®, Np® and
Np® - nonparametric estimates of Thennarasu, KR - Kang’s rank-sum, GA - total adaptability, * - statistically significant

difference at p <0.05
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Haii-npucrnocoOum KbM yCIIOBHSITA Ha Cpefa-
Ta CIIOpe]] U3UUCIeHaTa 00I1a aranTuBHOCT — GA
ce sBsiBa copT I[lananes (GA=7.27), cnenBad oT
ceneknuonHutTe auHun - BGR36334 (GA=6.78),
KC 889 (GA=6.56), BGR36321 (GA=6.30) u BGR
36396 (GA=6.30) (Tabnuua 4).

Crnopen KR (Panr-cymara na Kang) (Kang,
1988), mpu Ko#TO ce M3MoJ3Ba KakTo JI0OMUBa, Taka

U Gi° KaTO KPUTEPHH 3a MOA00p, KaTO Hal-CTaOmII-
Hu ce Hapexaar BGR824, Huku bo, BGR36321,
Kars u BoHOHMsI, KOMUTO Ce OTJIMYABaT U C MO-BH-
COKH JIOOMBH OT CPEIHUST B ChBKYITHOCTTA OT U3-
cienBanuTe reHotumnoe (Tadmuna 4).

Ha Tabnuma 5 e nmpenctaBeHO paHXKHpPAaHETO Ha
MPOyYBAHUTE COPTOBE M JTMHUHW Ha 0a3a U3UMCIIe-
HUTE TapameTpu Ha ctabuiHocT. [logpexmanero

Tab6auua 6. Knacupunupane Ha 31 reHoTHTIOBE OOMKHOBEHA MIIIEHUTIA Ha 0a3a cpeficH TO0OUB Ha 3bPHO OT
xektap (GY, tha'), cpenna cyma ua panrosete (ASR) u o6ima agantuaocT (GA)

Table 6. Classification of 31 common wheat genotypes based on average grain yield per hectare (GY, tha'),

average sum of ranks (ASR) and total adaptability (GA)

GY, tha’!

ASR GA

CoproBe/

Cultivars Bucox/ Cpenen/ Hucor/

High Medium  Low

Bucoka/ Cpemna/ Hucka/
High Medium  Low High
(<10)

Bucoka/ Cpemna/ Hucka/
Medium Low
(10-20)  (>20) >6) (4-6) (<4)

Enoma / Enola X
Camoso 1/ Sadovol X

[ToGena / Pobeda X
®Depmep / Fermer X
[Nanames / Panatseya
Bononus / Bononiya
Momuawit / Momchil

>R X

Myprager / X
Murgavets

apeserr / Tsarevets X

[Marpuor / Patriot X
KM-135/KM-135 X
Kars / Katya X

Bopsaa / Boryana X

Mycranr / Mustang X

Cagnoso 772/
Sadovo 772

Iea-1/ Geya-1 X

Hukonuna/
Nikolitsa

T'unec / Gines X

Muma / Mima X

Wnona / Ilona X

I'paums / Gratsiya X

Hosa 3Be3na/ X
Nova zvezda

Huku Bo / Niki Bo X
BGR36339 X

BGR 36396 X
BGR&24 X

BGR&27 X
KC 889
BGR36334
BGR36321
BGR36346 X

o

XXX

X X
X X

X

<

T R B I

XK KX el

>~
KoK X XXX
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4ype3 pa3aTudHU WHICKCH TIPU BCEKU OT U3ITUTBAHU-
T€ TEHOTHIIOBE C€ OTpa3siBa M0 Pa3IuveH HAYMH Ha
HETOBHS PAHT CIIPSIMO IIs1JIaTa TPyTa, Mopaar KOeTo
€ M3YHCIIeHa cpefHaTa CTOMHOCT Ha PaHTOBETE Ha
cymara (ASR) 3a BCHUKHU CTaTUCTUYECKH JaHHH, 32
Jia ce u30epaT NOTEHIIUATHO O-100pUTe CTAOUITHI
TEHOTHUIIOBE. | eHOTUIBT C HUCKA CTOMHOCT Ha ASR
CE CYMTa 3a HAN-IPEBB3XOJCH CTAOWJICH TCHOTHI
(Pour-Aboughadareh et al., 2019). B3 ocHoBa Ha
TIOJTyYEHUTE PE3yJITaTH MOYXKE J1a 0000IIIM, Ue Haii-
cTaOWJICH B M3BaJIKaTa OT U3CJICBAaHU TCHOTHIIOBE
e copt bononus (ASR = 6.00; SD = 7.90), cnensan
oT Momuun (ASR = 6.1; SD = 7.2), [latrpuot (ASR
= 6.70; SD = 6.20) u nununrte: BGR36321 (ASR =
6.8; SD = 6) mu BGR824 (ASR = 8.5; SD =5.2).

O06o0maBaiiki pe3yaTaTuTe 3a 100MBa Ha 3bp-
HO OT XEKTap, H3YHUCICHUTE MapaMeTPUIHH U HeTia-
pamMeTpuuHU GSHOTUITHHU OIICHKH Ha CTAOMITHOCT U
o0rrara aganTHBHOCT, TCHOTUIIOBETE MOTaT Jia O'b-
JaT Kjaacu(UIMpaHu YCIOBHO B pa3lIMYHU T'PYIH
10 MPOIYKTUBHOCTTA UM U ChOTBETCTBAIATa UM
crabunHocT M agantuMmHocT (TaGmuma 6). Cene-
knuoHHute nuHun: BGR 824 u BGR 36321 ce kia-
cuuIpaT KaTo BUCOKOJOONBHYU C BUCOKA CTAOMII-
HOCT ¥ aJIalITUBHOCT KbM HEOJIaronmpusTHATE KJIH-
MatuuHu ycnoBusi. Coprosere: Enoma, depmep,
Karsa, Muma u ceneknuondaTta nuaust BGR36339
ce KJIacu(HUIIUPAT KaTO BUCOKOJOOUBHH ChC CpPEJI-
Ha cTabmiaHOCT U ajanTtuBHOCT. C BHCOK J1I0OUB,
cpeliHa CTaOMITHOCT Ha JOOMBA M ITUPOKA aanTHB-
HOCT K'bM YCJIOBHUSITA Ha CPe/IaTa ce XapaKTepusnupa
KC889. B rpynara Ha cpemHOIOOMBHHUTE COPTOBE
ChC CpeaHa CTAOMITHOCT M aTalTUBHOCT CE OTHACST
CagnoBo 1, I'est 1, Hoa 3Be3ma 1 BGR 36346. B us-
BaJKaTa OT M3CJIeABaHN TeHOTUTIOBe copT [loGena
crajia KbM I'pymaTa chueTaBala JOOUB MO—HUCHK
OT CpeJHUS 3a ONWTAa, HUCKA CTAa0MITHOCT W ajar-
tuBHOCT (Tabnuua 6).

SAKJTIOYEHUE

VYCcTaHOBEHO €, 4e BbPXY BapHpaHETO Ha J00uB
3bPHO OT XEKTap JOMHUHHUPAINO BIUSHHE OKa3Ba
B3aMMOJICHCTBUETO MEXAY W3MUTBAHUTE T'€HOTH-
MOBE M YCIIOBUSTA, IPH KOUTO T€ Ca OTIIICKJIAHU
(rommnara). Haii-BUCOK HOOHMB CHPSIMO CpEITHHS
CTaHJIapT OT OMHUTa € peanu3upaH oT copT Muma
n cenekiuonHute auHun: BGR36339 u BGR&24.
Cenexuuonnute nunuu: BGR 824 u BGR 36321 ce
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XapaKTepu3upar KaTo BUCOKOIOOMBHYU M CTAOUITHU
110 JTOOWB TEHOTHUIIOBE C MIMPOKA aJTaITUBHOCT KBM
HeOJIaronpusTHUTE KIMMAaTHYHU YCIOBUS U MOTAT
Jla ce M3MOJI3BAT KAaTO M3XOJIEH MaTepual B ceie-
KIIMOHHUTE MPOrpamMy Ha OOMKHOBEHA 3UMHA TIIIIe-
HULIA.
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