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BopeH pexum, buomaca n 4oO6MB Ha CbBpPEeMEHHU COPTOBE OOMKHOBEHa
3MMHa MweHuua, oTrneAaHu B yCroBUA Ha U3KYCTBEHO NOYBEHO
3acyliaBaHe (3aCyLUHWUK)

Relationship between Water Regime, Biomass and Yield of Recent
Cultivars Common Winter Wheat Grow in Condition of Controlled
Irrigation
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Abstract

During the period 2010 — 2011 years in IPGR, Sadovo were conducted trial in greenhouse with
six recent varieties common winter wheat. The subject of study was a cultivars Guinness, Yunak,
Lusil, Geya-1, Nikki and Katya that are create in IPGR. Were examined some indicators of water
exchange, biomass and yield of plants subjected to drought during phases ear formation and grain
filling. The same scheme of examination was done for plants that are watered controlled throughout
the whole growing season. Eight drought tolerance indices including YSI, YI, STI, GMP, SSI, MP,
TOL and HMP were calculated. The indices were adjusted based on grain yield under drought con-
dition and normal conditions in greenhouse. From the results obtained for the indices was compute
PC analyzes. Were separated two main components as follow for potential yield and drought toler-
ance “component one” and stress tolerant “component two”. The cultivars Guinness and Geya-1
have highest values by component one. This makes them suitable for growing both in normal condi-

tions and during drought.

Key words: winter wheat, water regime, drought resistance, PCA

CywaTa e Hali-3HauMKAT abrnoTnyeH chakTop,
BNMSIELL, HA 3eMEeAENCKOTO NPOM3BOACTBO U Nony-
YaBaHETO Ha CyXOYCTOMYMBU U BUCOKOOOOVBHM
FEHOTWNW, N € eHa OT Han-BaXHWUTe 3agavn Ha
cenekumusita. NpernegbT Ha CENEKUMOHHUS Mpo-
Llec nNpy 0BMKHOBEHAaTa 3MMHa MLUeHULA, OCHOBaH
Ha yBenuyaBaHe Ha Jo6vBa Npy HOpMariHu ycro-
BUS, OO M3BECTHa CTeneH Bogu A0 nogobpeHue
Ha NPOAYKTMBHOCTTA NPWU YCINOBMSA Ha BOOEH Ae-
dvumnt. HanoxwuTenHo e B 6baeLle ga ce Tbpcat
MpY3HaLW, KOUTO Ja HaMansaT NpasHuHaTa Mexay
noTeHumana Ha JobvB 1 peanHusa Jobvs npu yc-
nosusa Ha 3acywasaHe (Cattivelli et al., 2008).
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MpobnembT CbC Cb3aaBaHETO Ha CyXOYyCTONYM-
BM COpPTOBE OOMKHOBEHA 3MMHA MLIeHWLa, npuTe-
)KaBallM LUMpOoKa eKorornyecka niacTuyHOCT, He
e HoB 3a VIPI'P — CapgoBo. Ta3u cenekumoHHa no-
COKa ce OMKTyBa OT CyXuTe YCriOBUS HA MECTHUSA
KnumaT U reHnnasmarta, KosTo e 6asa 3a cb3na-
BaHe Ha cagoBckuTe coptoBe (bosmkmea, 2003).
lMpoBeneHn ca MHOro n3crenBaHus 3a paskpuea-
He Ha NapameTpuTe, KOMTO YCNeLIHO acoummpar ¢
Aobuea npu cyxm ycnosus Ha knumata (Caligari et
al., 2004; Foulkes et al., 2004). MNpuaHauuTe, KOU-
TO ocurypsiBaT onpedensaHeTo Ha TOrepaHTHOCT-
Ta, Ha cywa, Ha 6asarta Ha 3arybute oT gobuea



npu 3acyluaBaHe B cpaBHeHWe ¢ gobuea, nony-
YeH Mpu HOpPMariHU YCNoBWs, Ca MHOTO MOAXO-
OSLWN 38 CKPUHUHT Ha CyXOYCTOMYMBU FEHOTUMU
(Mitra, 2001). TakmBa cenekuMOHHU Mpu3Hauu,
CBbp3BaLLUM MaTemaTu4ecku BenuynHata gobus
npv CTpec 1 HopmarsHu ycnoBus, ca reoMeTpuy-
Ha cpegHa NpoAyKTMBHOCT, paBHOMEpHa cpeaHa
NPOAYKTUBHOCT, NHOEKC Ha TONEepPaHTHOCT KbM
CTpec, WHOEKC Ha TONEepaHTHOCT, cpefHa npo-
OYKTUBHOCT, MHOEKC Ha YyBCTBUTENHOCT KbM
CTpec, MHOEKC Ha OOOMB N MHOEKC Ha cTabun-
HOCT Ha gobuvBa, kaTto Te moraTt da ce M3nons-
BaT npu pasnuynHn ycnosus (Clarke et al., 1984;
Huang, 2000). CbLo Taka reHoTunuTe mMorar aa
ce pasfgensT Ha YeTupu rpynu B 3aBUCUMOCT OT
pobuea nm npu 3acywasaHe (Fernandez, 1992):
(1) reHoTVMNK C BUCOKM JOBMBW, KaKTO Npu CTpe-
COBW YCIiOBWsi, Taka 1 Npu HOpMarHu ycrioBus,
(2) reHOTMNK C BUCOKa NPOLYKTMBHOCT MpuU HOp-
MarHu ycrnosus, (3) reHOTMNM C BUCOKa NpoayK-
TUMBHOCT, U3MOXEHW Ha 3acyllaBaHe, 1 (4) reHo-
TUMM C HUCKM AOOMBM NpPU HEJOCTUTN Ha Bnara u
npv onTMMarHa Briaro3anaceHocrT.

Llenta Ha npoBegeHoTO u3cnegBaHe Gele
MbpBO Aa ce NAeHTUOUUNPAT TONepaHTHU KbM
3acyluaBaHe reHoTMNM OBMKHOBEHa 3UMHa nLue-
HMLa c noMoLyTa Ha MOpdONorMyHM nokasartenu
N MHOEKCU Ha CYyXOyCTONYMBOCT U, BTOPO, Aa ce
npoy4n edpeKTMBHOCTTA Ha NokasaTenute Ha cy-
XOYyCTOMYMBOCT 3a OLeHsiBaHe Ha 0buKHOBeHaTa
31MHa rweHuua.

MaTtepuan n metoam

Mpe3 BeretaunoHHaTta 2010 — 2011 r. Ha Te-
putopusita Ha VPP, CagoBo e npoBedeH Be-
reTaumMoHeH onuTt ¢ 6 copta 06MKHOBEHA 3MMHa
nwenvua (Tr. aestivum L.). B npoy4saHeTo ca
BKIIOYEHN panoHupaHuTe coptoBe Katqa, [n-
Hec, OHak, JTrocun, lNesa-1 n Hukn, cb3pgagexn
B WPI'P. 3a ctaHgoapT e mn3nonssaH copt Kars,
KOMTO € Han-CyxOoyCcTomumBmaT copT B bBbnra-
pua. B cneumanHo npurogeHa opaHxepus-3a-
CYLUHMK Ha nnow, oT 8,4 m? 6sixa 3aceTn pbyHO
ceMeHa OT BCeKW CopT, B ABa peda, OTCTOSLM
Ha pascTosiHne 25 cm eawnH ot apyr. Centbara e
M3BbpLUEHA B ONTUMAITHUS CPOK 3a OBUKHOBEHA-
Ta 3UMHa nuweHnua — 19 oKTOMBPU, KaTo BCUYKN
obpasum ca 3acet B eguH aeH. MiscnegsaHuTe
reHOTMNKN ca 3anoXeHu nocnegoBaTenHo n 6e3
noBTopeHus. Npe3 eceHHO-3MHUA Nepuoa Ha
pasBUTUE OMUTHUTE WU KOHTPOSIHUTE pacTeHMUs

Oaxa npu egHaKBM arpoKNIMMATUYHK YCIOBUS.
Mpeav Ha4yanoTo Ha akTMBHAaTa Beretauus pacre-
HUATa ca NoAXpPaHEeHU C ONTUMAarHO KONMYeCcTBO
amoHuneBa cenutpa (30 kg/da). C uen cb3gaBaHe
Ha N3KYCTBEH NPOBOKALMOHEH )OH OT HEOOCTUr
Ha Bnara, pacTeHUsTa OT ONUTHUTE napuenu ca
3acywenu B nepuoga 21. IV - 16. V, cbobpaseHo
3a BCEKW COPT A0 TparHO 3aBsiXBaHe Ha AONHMUS
eTax N1cTa Ha pacTeHusTa No Bpeme Ha dasnte
nsknacsasaHe 1 ubdTex. CbLiata cxema € nos-
TOpeHa 1 No BpeMe Ha hasa HanvMBaHe Ha 3bp-
HOTO, KaTo 3acyLlaBaHeTo NpoabImku oT 23. V o
8. VI. 3a pacTeHuaTa OT KOHTPOSHUS BapuaHT e
nogabpxaHa ontumanHa MNrB ot 60 — 70% npe3
usnarta um Beretauusi. Cnen gocturaHe Ha MbIi-
Ha 3psnoCT ca NpuMOpaHn BCUYKM pPacTeEHMsT OT
KOHTPOINMHUTE M 3acylleHn napuenu. HanpaeseHu
ca BMOMETPUYHN N3MEPBAHUA Ha CryvyanHa u3-
Baaka oT 15 Hanb/HO Pa3BUTU PacTEHUs OT KOH-
TPOMHUA U OT 3acyLleHnst BapmaHT. OT4yeTeHn ca
006wy, 0o6uvB 1 00Ly Bpon pacTeHns 3a KOHTPOIHA
1 3acyLLeHa napuernka v e npensymcneH oousbT
uMm 3a 1 m2. Ha 6asarta Ha cToMHOCTUTE Ha Ao-
OGuBa Ha He3acyLUeHUTE N 3acyLleHnTe pacTeHns
OT BCEKM COPT Ca MU34MCreHn koehmumeHTnuTe Ha
cyxoyctonumsocT n gobus: SSI, STI, TOL, GMP,
MP, HMP, Y1 n YSI upes cnegHute ypaBHEHUS:

(1) Stress Susceptibly Index — SSI =
(1 —(Ys/Yp))/Sl, kboeto SI=1—- (Y s/Y p)
[Fischer and Maurer, 1978]; B

(2) Stress Tolerance Index — STI = (YpxYs)/ Y p?
[Fernandez, 1992];

(3) Tolerance Index — TOL=Yp —Ys
[Rosielle, Hamblin, 1981];

(4) Geometric Mean Productivity — GMP =

/Ypix Ysi [Fernandez, 1992];

(5) Mean Productivity — MP = (Yp + Ys)/2
[McCaig and Clarke, 1982];

(6) Harmonic Mean of Productivity — HMP =
2(Yp)(Ys)/(Yp+Ys)

[Fernandez, 1992];

(7) Yield Index — Y1 = Ys/Ys
[Gavuzzi et al., 1997];

(8) Yield Stability Index — YSI = Ys/Yp
[Bouslama and Schapaugh, 1984], kbaeto o6Lio
3a BCUYKM ypaBHeHus Ys — fobuB Ha copTtose-
Te Mpn ycrnosusi Ha 3acylwasaHe; Yp — [obuB
Ha copToBeTe npu GnaronpuatHn ycnosusi; Ys —
o6w, cpeneH oobvB Ha copToBETE NPU YCNOBUSA
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Ha 3acywasaHe; Yp — obuy cpeaeH Ao6us Ha
copToBeTe Npu GnaronpuaTHY YCoOBUS.

B kpas Ha nepuoanTe Ha U3KYCTBEHO Cb3[a-
JeHa cylla ca OTYeTEHM HAKOW (PU3MOSOMNYHN U
Mopd0o-pM3NONOrMYHM nokasatenu Ha dnaro-
BUTE NUCTa Ha He3acyLleHUTe 1 3acyLleHu pac-
TEHWS, KaKTO crneaBsa:

1) OTHOCUTENHO BOAHO ChabpaHue — RWC
(%) = (FW - DW) / (TW — DW) % 100 (%);

2) OctatbueH BogeH geduumt — OB = (TW —
FW) / (TW — DW) x 100 (%);

3) Cyxa maca — DW (g");

4) OogHeHocT —WC (g') = FW — DW, kbgeTo
FW e cBexa maca Ha dnarosusg nuct, DW - cyxa
Maca, OT4eTeHa crnepj uacyllaBaHe Ha nuctaTa 3a
24 yaca Ha 80 °C n TW - maca Ha nucrtaTa creg
npecTosi UM BbB BoAa 3a 24 vaca (Turner, 1981).

T-TeCT aHanu3 3a CpaBHeEHWE Ha cpeaHnTe, Ko-
penaunoHHUAT aHanus U aHanuMsbT Ha rnaBHUTe
KOMMOHEHTM € HanpaBeH Ha nporpama SPSS 9.

Pe3yntatu n o6cbxaaHe

CoptoBeTte uHec n les-1 3aematr BogeLm
no3vunn cped macnegBaHUTe reHoTMnM No OT-
HOLIEHME Ha CTOMHOCTUTE Ha GUoMeTpuyHUTE
nokasaTenu Ha 3acylleHuTe pacTeHus — Terno
Hag3eMHa maca, Terno Ha rfaBeH Krnac ¢ ocun,
obwa n npoayktMBHa OpaTMMOCT, BUCO4YMHA
Ha pacTeHue, OAbIDKMHA Ha MOCNegHO MexXay-
Bb3Nnne, Ob/MKMHA Ha kraca, obuy Gpon kna-
cyeTa, Gpon Hepas3BUTM KnacyeTa, Opon 3bpHa
Ha rnaBeH Knac M Ha OcTaHanu knacose, obLy
OGpown 3bpHa Ha pacTeHue, Terno 3bpHa Ha rna-
BEH Knac u Terfno 3bpHa Ha ocTaHanu Knacose
(tabn. 1). MNMpn BCMYKM copToBe ce Habniogasa
peayKums B CTOMHOCTTa Ha BUOMETPUYHM MOKa-
3atenu B ycnosusa Ha 3acywwasaHe. Okorno 50%
peoykums ce OT4yeTe MNpu nokasaTenuTe Terno
HagseMHa maca, 6por 3bpHa Ha OCTaHanu kna-
coBe, 00w, 6Gpon 3bpHa Ha pacTeHune, cyxa maca
Ha cTbONo M nucTa 1 obwo Terno Ha 3bpHaTa
Ha pacTteHue. [NogobHu pesynTatn Aoknagsar
Dencic et al. (1999). Han-saxHuAT nokasarten 3a
NPOAYKTUBHOCT B TOBa NpOy4YBaHe € CpegHo Te-
M0 Ha 3bPHOTO OT pacTeHNe NPU KOHTPOSHUTE U
3acyLieHu pacteHus. OT HanpaBeHust T-TecT npu
BCMYKN COPTOBE MMa AoKasaHa pasfnuka B oou-
Ba KOHTPONa-CTpec, T. €. HeQOCTUIbT Ha Bnara e
NOBMKMAN OCe3aTernHo Npu peanuaaumsaTa Ha npo-
AYKTUBHUA noTeHumnan. Ha tabn. 3 e gageH BTo-
pn T-TeCcT aHanus, cpaBHABaLY, cpegHusa [obus
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Ha cTaHgapTa copT KaTta ¢ octaHanute copToBe.
Penykumsita Ha gobuBa npu 3acyLlleHnTe pacTe-
HWs1 3anas3Ba CbluaTta TEHAEHLMS, KaTo U3KIoYe-
HueTo e copT KOHak ¢ 45,5%, KonTo n3npesapsa
copt lNeqa-1 (49,6%) n 3aema BTOPO MSACTO crnef
copt MHec.

Ha 1abn. 2 ca gageHn kopenaumoHHUTe 3a-
BMCMMOCTM MeXay BUoMeTpuyHn nokasatenu Ha
HesacyLleHUTe pacTeHus OT efHa CTpaHa U Ha
3acyleHnTe pacteHus — ot gpyra. lNpu koHTpon-
HUTE pacTeHnsa 3Ha4mn 3a JobrBa Ha pacTeHu-
€70 ca MOpP(ONOrMYyHN NpuU3HaLuM, NokassBalLu
MaKkCUManHo noTeHuuana My, NOCTAaBEHO MNpwu
GnaronpuaTHW YCroBWUsi Ype3 HaTpynBaHe Ha
BGuomaca B KOpeH, CTbOMo 1 knac, passuTne Ha
obLwara n npoaykTMBHa 6paTMMOCT M NO-ronsam
Gpow 3bpHa B knacoseTe. [1pn 3acyweHuTe pac-
TeHnsa ce 3abensasBa yBenunyaBaHe B Oposi Ha
OMOMETPUYHNTE KOMMOHEHTU C JOKa3aHa Bpb3-
ka oT 1% Ha KopenaunoHHUTE UM KOe(PULNEHTU
CMpsAAMO CpPeaHOo Terno Ha 3bPHOTO B CPaBHEHUE
CbC CbLUMTE Ha HeCTpecupaHuTe pacTeHus.
BrvomeTpuyHnTe XapakTepucTMkn Ha cTbbnoTo
TO3W NMbT MNOBMAMSBAT CUITHO MONOXWUTENHO Ha
pobuBa Ha cTpecuMpaHuTe pacTeHus 3a pasnu-
Ka OoT HecTpecupaHuTe. [1o-pas3BnTUAT KOPEH Ha
3aCyLLEHOTO pacTeHMe ocurypsisa NnoBeye BOAHN
3anacu B KNETKUTE, KOeTO BOAW OO0 MO-BMCOKO
CcTbOMNO M MO-roNAMO KONMMYEeCTBO BOOOPA3TBO-
pyMK Bbrnexugpartu 3a pasa HanvmBaHe Ha 3bp-
HoTo (Destro and al., 2001; Blum, 1998).

Mpwn TOBa M3cneasaHe B AseTe hasn Ha 3a-
CyllaBaHe Ha pacTeHusTa ca OTYETEHU U HSKOU
napamMeTpy Ha BOAHMS PEXUM Ha pacTeHuAaTa,
KaTo OTHOCUTENHO BOAHO cbabpxaHue (RWC),
KOETO e peuunnpoYvHa CTOMHOCT Ha BOAHWUA aedu-
UWUT Ha N1cTa, OBOOHEHOCT HAa TbKaHUTE U Cyxa-
Ta Maca Ha nuctarta. Pasnukute B CTOMHOCTUTE
Ha Te3un nokasatenu nNpu 3acyleHnTe pacTeHns
cnpsMo KoHTponuTe ca 3Hadmmun. OT Kopenauu-
OHHMS aHanM3 ce BWXkaa 3Haymma nonoxuTenHa
Bpb3Ka Mexay ctorHocTTa Ha RWC n cboTBeTHO
3Ha4YMMma oTpuuaTenHa Bpb3ka Mexay CTOMHOCT-
Ta Ha BOOHWS AeUUUT C eNleMeHTUTe Ha npo-
AYKTUBHOCTTa BbB hasa usknacsasaHe (Tabn. 4).
KopenaunoHH/Te 3aBUCUMOCTU MexXdy OBOOHEe-
HOCTTa Ha 3acyLleHuUTe pacTeHusa ¢ 6pon u Terno
Ha 3bpHaTa 3a pacTeHve 1 npu gBeTe dasu ca
MONMOXWUTENHW, HO Ca HUCKA U He3Haudmn. 3a
dasa usknacsiBaHe npu HesacylleHWTe pacTe-
HuUsi copT Jltocun e ¢ Han-ronsima cyxa maca, a



Tabnuya 1. CmolHocmu Ha buoMempuYHU roKkasamesiu Ha 3acyweHuUme pacmeHusi

Table 1. Value of biometry indices of the desiccation plant
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Table 2. Correlation between biometry indices
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Tabnuuya 3. CpasHeHue Ha copmoseme o 0obus
Table 3. Comparison between yield of the varieties

Copr KP cpegHo T-CTOVHOCT 3P cpegHo T-CTOVHOCT F.>a3nw<a Pe,quuMg Ha ,u,o§maa
Variety CP meafn OMNUTHO DP mee_m OMUTHO Difference Reduction of yield

(g/plant™) t-value exp. (g/plant™) t-value exp. (9) (%)
St — Katya 13,48 0 5,55 0 7,93 58,8
Geya-1 13,36 ns -0,11 6,73 ns 1,29 6,63 49,6
Guinness 14,72 ns 0,79 9,02 +++ 5,24 5,7 38,7
Lusil 14,06 ns 0,45 5,21ns -0,72 8,85 62,9
Nikki 13,34 ns -0,1 3,61 -—- -5,13 9,73 72,9
Yunak 10,77 - -2,42 5,87 ns 0,89 4,9 45,5

CpepnHu cTonHocTun oT 15 pactenus; t 5% = 2,048; t 1% = 2,763; GD t 0,1% = 3,674; ns - HegokasaHa pasnuvka.
Data are means of 15 plants; NS - no significance difference.

Tabriuua 4. Kopenauusi mexdy ¢huduoriocuqHU rokasamesu u 0obue rpu 61a2onpusimHU yCrogusi U ycriogusi Ha 3a-
cywasare

Table 4. Correlation between physiology indices and yield components under favorable conditions and drought condi-
tions

Hezacywenu

Control RI\-:\'I:C R(\;\II=C Ii)-l\ll:v [();V'!I VI_\IIIC:: V(\;IIC:: GNP GWP
3acyweHu
Drought conditions
RWC-HF -0,161 0,071 0,369 ** |-0,030 0,251 -0,052 -0,096 0,077
RWC-GF -0,111 -0,031 0,254* |-0,165 0,268* -0,077 0,014 0,117
DW-HF 0,172 0,024 -0,089 0,128 0,809** 0,121 -0,136 0,083
DW-GF 0,088 0,133 -0,176 -0,077 0,156 0,913** [-0,110 0,061
WC-HF 0,199 -0,160 0,551** |-0,132 - 0,235 0,003 -0,009
WC-GF 0,092 0,319 -0,162 0,897** |-0,136 - -0,098 0,010
GNP 0,392** |-0,051 0,012 0,187 0,095 0,185 0,273* 0,874**
GWP 0,406** |-0,036 0,058 0,253 0,013 0,250 0,923** 0,125

(**) ; (*) - 3HaummocT npu p < 0,01; p < 0,05 HMBO Ha BEPOSATHOCT; (-) — HAMA AaHHW;
(**); (*) - significant at p < 0.01; p < 0.05 levels of probability; (-) — no data;
GNP - cpegeH 6poii 3bpHa oT pacTeHne/grains number per plant; GWP - cpegHo Terno Ha 3bpHaTta OT pacteHue/grains weight per plant.

Tabnuya 5. CmolHocmu Ha uHOeKcU Ha cyxoycmolvyueocm usqucneHu om Ys u Yp
Table 5. Estimation of drought tolerance indices from Ys and Yp

Copt Y] Ys
Culti‘\’/ o | (@ /rﬁ_z) @y | S8 TOL GMP MP HMP STI YI YSI
St—Katya | 9757 | 4396 | 0978 | 5361 | 654,9 | 707,6 | 606,1 0,37 | 0,929 | 0,451
Guinness 1306,5 | 687,1 | 0,844 | 6194 | 9475 | 9968 | 9006 | 077 | 1452 | 0,526
Geya-1 1113,3 | 560,9 | 0,883 | 5524 | 7902 | 8371 | 7459 | 053 | 1,185 | 0,504
Lusil 1078,9 | 4174 | 1,091 | 6615 | 671,1 | 7481 | 6019 | 039 | 0882 | 0,387
Nikki 10245 | 2531 | 1,340 | 7714 | 5092 | 6388 | 4059 | 022 | 0535 | 0,247
Yunak 9846 | 4817 | 0909 | 502,9 | 6887 | 7331 | 6469 | 0,41 1,018 | 0,489

OoCTaHanuTe COpPTOBE MMAaT He3HaduTernHa pas-
nuKa B cyxaTta Maca. [pu 3acylieH1Te pacTeHus
Han-rondama cyxa maca mmat coprtoBeTe [eda-1
n JTrocun. KopenaunmoHHUTe 3aBUCUMOCTU MEX-
Oy cyxaTa Maca Ha 3acylUeHUTe pPacTeHusi CbC

cpegeH Opon n Terno Ha 3bpHaTa 3a pacTeHue
n Npv aBete gasu, NnogobHO Ha NpeanLIHKS no-
KasaTten, ca cnabo MOMOXUTENHU N HEe3HaAYUMMU
(tabn. 4).

Ha 6asata Ha npeunsyucnexHuss gobue 3a
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Tabnuuya 6. AOK 3a Yp, Ys u uHOekcume Ha cyxoycmoudueocm

Table 6. PCA for Yp, Ys and drought tolerance indices

9, -
Komnowent | ) | % of Cumu Yo | Ys| ssI |ToL|GMP | MP | HMP | STI | VI | YsI
Component variance | lative, %
1 8,35 | 83,503 | 83503 | 0.747 | 1.0 | -0.916 | -545 | 0.989 | 0.947 | 0.999 | 0.972 | 1.0 | 0.916
2 164 | 16454 | 99,957 | 0.405| 0 | 0520 | 0.84 | 0.144 | 0.321 | 0.001 | 0230 | 0 | -0.402

Extraction Method: Principal Component Analysis — PCA.

e[VH KBagpaTeH MEeTbp, Ha He3acylleHu U 3a-
CYLLEHWN pacTeHusi OT BCEKU COPT, ca U3YUCIIEHN
napamMmeTpuTe MHOEKC Ha TONIePaHTHOCT KbM 3a-
cywaBaHe (Tabn. 5). OT CTOMHOCTUTE UM CE BUX-
0a, 4ye copT [MHeC e Han-TonepaHTeH KbM 3acy-
waeaHe. NHgekcute GMP, MP, HMP n STI npwu

Hero ca ¢ Han-BMCOKW CTOMHOCTU. Pesyntatute
3a coptoBeTe Kats n FOHak HarnegHo nokassaT
Kak CyXOyCTOMYMBM COPTOBE He Ca 3aabihKu-
TenHO Han-BUCOKOAOOMBHMTE, 3aLLOTO B Cry4as
OoOMBBLT UM Ha KBagpaTeH MeTbp npu Gnaro-
NPUATHM YCNOBMKS Ha BNaro3anaceHoCT € HUCHK.

Niki
*

Guingless

0,0

Component 2
-5

-1,0°

Geya-1

-2,0 -1,5 -1,0
Component 1

Que. 1. bunnom Ha copmoseme, nosny4YeH

3]

1,0 1,5

om KoMroHeHm 1 u KOMrnoHeHm 2

Fig. 1. Biplot of varieties result of component 1 and component 2

STI

Yp (g/m-*)

1. Katya - group C

2. Guinness - group A
3. Geya-1 - group A
4. Lusil - group B

5. Niki - group B

6. Yunak - group C

Que. 2. 3-D nnom mexdy ST, Ys u Yp Ha ocHosama Ha modena Ha ®epHaHOecC

Fig. 2. 3-D plot between STI, Ys and Yp in
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Tesu pesynTaTt ca B cbrnacue ¢ u3crneaBaHudaTa
Ha Sio-Se Mardeh et al. (2006), nokassaLuu, ye
NWeHLM C NO-HUCBK NoTeHUMan Ha Jobus Moxe
Ja ca no-npoayKTMBHM MpU CTPEC U 3aToBa KOC-
BeHaTa cerekuus 3a CyxoyCTOMYMBOCT Ha OCHO-
BaTa Ha pes3ynTaTtu nNpu ONTUMarsnHu ycrioBusi He
6u 6una edekTmBHa.

OT HanpaBeHWsi aHanu3 Ha OCHOBHUTE KOM-
MOHEHTWN Ha MHAOEKCUTE Ha CYXOYCTOM4YMBOCT Ce
oTtaenuxa 2 rnaBHU KOMMOHEHTA, 0BSACHEHN Cb-
oTBETHO Ha 83,5% n 16,4% ot obLoTo Bapupa-
He (Tabn. 6). B nbpBUs KOMNOHEHT Ternara Ha
npomeHnusute Ys, Yp, MP, HMP, GMP, STI, Y1, n
YSI ca Hag 0,5 n umat nonoxurteneH 3Hak (Tabn.
6). MNMopaaun Tesn 3aBUCUMOCTM TON MOXe Ja ce
Hapeye KOMMOHEHT 3a noTeHuuan Ha Aobus u
CYX0YyCTOMYMBOCT. Ypes Hero e ce otbupar re-
HOTUMNW, MMaLLN BUCOKN CTOMHOCTU Ha Te3n WH-
OEKCU B CNeACTBME Ha BUCOK AOOMB, KaKTO npu
CTPECOBM YCIOBUs, Taka M Npu BnaronpusiTHu

ycrioBusa Ha cpeparta. BbB BTOpUSE KOMMOHEHT
Han-BMCOKa CTOMHOCT Ha TernoTo cu umat npo-
meHnuente TOL n SSI. KOMNOHEHTBLT 2 MOXe
Ja ce Hapeye CTpec-TonepaHTeH KOMMOHEHT U
B 3aBMCUMOCT OT HUCKUTE CTOMHOCTUTE Ha TOL
n SSI we onpegensime TonepaHTHOCT, a obpa-
THO — YyBCTBUTENHOCT KbM cyLia. CoptoBeTe -
Hec 1 ea-1 nokaseaT Han-BMCOKN CTOMHOCTU MO
KOMMOHEHT 1 (dour. 1).

Ha cur. 2 npeacrasame TpumnsamepeH mogen
Ha COpPTOBETE crnopeq CTOMHOCTUTE UM 3a YP, Y'S
n STl no mogena Ha Fernandez (1992). B ocHo-
BaTa Ha mogena e nHaekcwbT STI, KonTo e edpek-
TMBEH NpPU OMNPEeOEensiHeETO Ha BUCOKOAOOWBHM
reHOTUNW, KaKTO Npu OrnaronpusiTHX, Taka u npu
cTpecoBu ycnosusd. Pasgenvxme nnockoctta X
(Ys) —y (Yp) Ha yeTupn cermeHTa, Kakto cref-
Ba: A, B, C n D, KkouTo OTroBapsT Ha 4eTupwu
rpynn Ha knacuduumpaHe cropef mMogena Ha
Fernandez.

U3Boan

Ha 6asaTa Ha aHanu3a Ha OCHOBHUTE KOMMOHEHTN U Modena Ha Fernandez, nscnegeaHuTe copTo-
BE MLIEHMLA, OTINEXOaHN B YCITOBUS HA 3aCyLUHMK MoraT ga 6baar rpynMpanun nNo CreaHnst HaunH.

CoprtoBete [MHec u 'es-1 nokaseaTt HaN-BUCOKN CTOMHOCTM MO KOMMOHEHT 1 1 ce Hamupar B rpyna
A. ToBa v NpaBu Nogxodsiy 3a oTrnexaaHe, KakTo NpyM HOpMarHu YCNoBusl Ha Brara, Taka v npu

3acyluaBaHe.

CoptoBeTe Hukm n JTrocun nmar BUCOKM CTOMHOCTW MO KOMMOHEHT 2 1 ce Hamupar B rpyna B — no-
Ka3BaT OTHOCUTENHO NO-BUCOK A06MB Npu BnaronpuaTHX yCRoBuS.
CoptoBete Kats u KOHak ce Hamupar B rpyna C — nokas3BaT OTHOCUTESTHO MO-BMCOK A40OMB npu

CTPeCcoBU YCrIOBUS.
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