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Ce/IeKIMMOHHbIX JINMHUN SUMEHS 031IMOTO
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MUPOHOBCKMIA MHCTUTYT NWeEHMLbI UMeHn B.H. Pemecno HauvoHanbHo akageMunm arpapHbix Hayk YKpauHbl, Knesckas o6nacTb, ¢. LieHTpanbHoe, YkpanHa
® e-mail: barleys@mail.ru

B cBA3U ¢ rnobanbHbIMU KNUMATUYECKUMU U3MEHEHNAMM NOCNIEQHNX JIET OCTPO CTOMT BOMPOC NOBbILLEHNA aAanTUBHO-
ro noTeHuMana CenbCKOX03ANCTBEHHbIX KyNbTyp. HeobxoAMmo co3faHre COpTOB 03VMbIX 3€PHOBbIX KaK C KoNornye-
CKOW aAanTBHOCTbIO, TaK U CNOCOBHOCTHI0 POPMUPOBATL CTabUIbHBIV YPOBEHb YPOXKANHOCTI B pa3Hble MO rMapoTep-
MMUYeCKM ycnoBram roaa. C Lenblo BbiBejeHNA COPTOB AUMEHA 03UMOTO C COYETaHMEM YPOXKANHOCTM U CTabUNbHOCTH
B MMPOHOBCKOM MHCTUTYTe MnweHnubl nMmeHn B.H. Pemecno HaunoHanbHOM akageMumn arpapHbix HayK YKpaviHbl B
2012/2013-2014/2015 rr. ucnbitbiBany 14 nepcnekTUBHbIX CENEKLNOHHbIX IMHUIN AYMEHA O3MMOro, UCMOMb3yA Ye-
Tblpe Pa3nyHbIX Cpoka ceBa. C MOMOLLbIO ANCNEPCMOHHOIO aHan3a BbiAB/IEHbl JOCTOBEPHbIE BKaAbl B BapuaLuuio
YPOXaNHOCTW: ycnoBun cpefbl — 64.59 %, B3anmopenctsuna reHotun-cpepa — 16.84 % n reHotna — 15.57 %. Cpoku
CeBa CyLEeCTBEHHO BAMAMIN Ha yBeNIMYeHNe BapbUPOBaHUA YPOXANHOCTY NMUHWIA. PasHuLUa MeXay CpeaHnMn 3Haue-
HUAMM YPOXKaNHOCTM MO CPOKaMm ceBa B Npefenax roga coctasnana: 2012/2013 r. - 1.05 1/ra, 2013/2014 r. - 0.90 1/ra,
2014/2015 r. - 1.25 1/ra. ina xapakTepuCTKM B3anMOAENCTBMA reHOTUMN—CPeAa U PaHXNPOBaHWA IMHUI MO ypoXxai-
HOCTV MPUMEHANN HECKONbKO Hanbonee pacnpoCTpaHeHHbIX CTaTUCTUYECKUX MapameTpoB afanTUBHOCTY, CTabunb-
HoCTWY, NnacTmyHocTy 1 GGE biplot. icnonb3oBaHme pa3nunyHbIx CPOKOB CEBa Ha 3aBepLUaloLLeM STarne ceneKUMOHHOro
npouecca AYMEHA 03UMOro — NMPOCTON, HO 3PPEKTUBHDBIN NOAXOL, NO3BONALWMIA 6onee feTanbHO OLEHUTb afanTmB-
HOCTb CeNIeKLMOHHbIX IMHNI B MEHAIOWNXCA YCIOBUAX BereTaumn. Mo cpaBHEHMIO C CTaTUCTUYECKMMU MOoKa3aTenamm
GGE biplot nmeeT pag npenmyLiecTB ANA XapakTepUCTUKM B3aMIMOAENCTBUA reHoTUN-cpefa. JTa rpaduyeckana mo-
[lenb No3BOSIAET BM3yanu3npoBaTb paHXnpoBaHve cpeq no anddepeHLmpyoLLein CToCo6HOCTU 1 penpe3eHTaTUBHO-
CTW, @ TaK>Ke BbIAeNATb FreHOTUMNbI Kak cneumdryeckn afanTpoBaHHble, Tak U C ONTYMaJIbHbIM COYeTaHMeM NoTeHuma-
Na ypOoXalHOCTY 1 CTabribHOCTIN B COBOKYMHOCTU Cpef (Meracpen). BoigeneHbl cenekymMoHHas MHUA C ONTUManbHbIM
coyeTaHneMm ypoxKanHocTu 1 ctabunbHocTu Pallidum 4816, a Takxke BbicokonpoayKTMBHble nMHuKM Pallidum 4857 v Pal-
lidum 4659, KoTopble NepefaHbl Ha rOCYAAPCTBEHHOE COPTOUCTIbITaHME YKpauHbl Kak HOBble COPTa AYMEHSA 03MMOrO:
MW Acon, MU Ockap n MUT Mapnatop.

KntoueBble CnoBa: 03MMbII AYMEHb; CENEKLMOHHbIE NMHUW; CPOK CeBa; YPOXKaNHOCTb; B3aMMOAENCTBME reHOTUMN - Cpe-
[1a; NapameTpbl aJanTUBHOCTY, NNAaCTUYHOCTY, cCTabunbHocTu; GGE biplot.

Ona untnposanusa: yaseHko B.H. Ctatuctnueckas n rpadpuryeckasn (GGE biplot) oueHka apanTBHOWM CMOCO6HOCTM 1
CTabMIIBHOCTMN CENEKLMOHHbIX JIMHWI AYMEHA 03MMOTO. BaBMNOBCKINI XKypHan reHeTKkn n cenekummn. 2019;23(1):110-
118.DOI 10.18699/VJ19.469

Statistical and graphical (GGE biplot) evaluation
of the adaptive ability and stability of winter barley breeding lines

V.N. Gudzenko

The V.N. Remeslo Mironovka Institute of Wheat of NAAS of Ukraine, Kiev region, Tcentralnoe village, Ukraine
& e-mail: barleys@mail.ru

Due to current global climate changes, the issue of improving adaptive capacity of crops is of high importance. It is
important to create winter crop varieties with both ecological adaptability and yield stability in years with different
hydrothermal conditions. In order to develop winter barley varieties with a combination of yield and stability, 14 prom-
ising breeding lines have been evaluated in the conditions of the V.M. Remeslo Myronovka Institute of Wheat of NAAS
of Ukraine in 2012/2013-2014/2015 using four different sowing dates. The ANOVA revealed a reliable part in yield varia-
tion: 64.59 % for environment, 16.84 % for genotype—environment interaction, and 15.57 % for genotype. The sowing
dates significantly increased the yield variation of the breeding lines. The differences between the average yields of
the lines depending on sowing date within the year were 1.05 t/ha in 2012/2013, 0.90 t/ha in 2013/2014, and 1.25 t/ha
in 2014/2015. For genotype—environment interaction interpretation and ranking lines by yield a number of the most
known statistical parameters of adaptability, stability, and plasticity and GGE biplot were applied. The use of different
sowing dates at the final stage of the winter barley breeding process is a simple but effective approach that allows a
more detailed assessment of the adaptive potential of breeding lines in various growing conditions. As compared to
statistical parameters, GGE biplot has some advantages for interpretation of genotype-environment interaction. This
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CraTuctyeckas v rpapryeckas oLeHKa aganTiBHOM
CNOCOBHOCTM 1 CTAaBUSIBHOCTM AYMEHSA 03VIMOTO

graphic model allows ranking environments to be visualized for their discriminating ability and representativeness, as
well as both specifically adapted genotypes and the ones with the optimal combination of yield potential and stabil-
ity to be identified in a set of environments (mega-environment). The breeding line Pallidum 4816 with the optimal
combination of yield and stability, as well as the high-yielding breeding lines Pallidum 4857 and Pallidum 4659 were
identified and submitted to the State Variety Testing of Ukraine as the new winter barley varieties MIP Yason, MIP Oskar

and MIP Hladiator.

Key words: winter barley; breeding lines; sowing date; yield; genotype-environment interaction; parameters of adapt-

ability, plasticity, stability; GGE biplot.
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BBepeHune
B cBsi3u ¢ m100aNbHBIME KIMMATHYCCKUME H3MCHCHUSIMU
MOCJICAHUX JIET OCTPO CTOMUT BOIPOC MOBBIIICHHS aIalTHB-
HOTO TIOTEHITHANa CEIbCKOXO3SHCTBEHHBIX KYIBTYp Kak B
JKOJOTMYCCKOM TPAIMCHTE, TaK U COCOOHOCTH (HOpMUPO-
BaTh CTAOMJIBHBIN YPOBEHb YPOJKafHOCTH B Pa3HbIC 1O THA-
porepmudecknM ycioBusMm roasl (Nicotra et al., 2010; Di-
mova et al., 2012; Gebremedhin et al., 2014; Mirosavljevic
et al., 2014; Ingvordsen et al., 2015; Macholdt, Honermeier,
2016). CopTa 03UMBIX KYJBTYpP IOIDKHBI XapaKTePH30BaThCS
CTaOMITBHOM YPOKaHHOCTBIO [T PA3HOTO BPEMECHU BCXOJIOB,
KOTOPBIE MOTYT CUJIBHO BapbHUPOBATh B MMPOU3BOJACTBCHHBIX
YCIIOBHSIX B 3aBHCHMOCTH OT CPOKOB CE€Ba, TEMIIEPAaTyPHOTO
peKHUMa TIOYBBI U BO3yXa, BIArooOECIICYEHHOCTH MOYBHI,
CpoKa yOOpKH MPEAIIECTBEHHUKOB M JIPYTUX (haKTOPOB.
Crnemyer OTMETHTB, YTO B IPOU3BOACTBEHHBIX YCIOBHAX JIe-
cocTeny YKparHbI CPOKH CEBa TUMECHSI 03UMOT0 BAPBUPYIOT B
mpezenax KOHEI[ CeHTA0ps—KoHel oKTA0ps. [1pu pa3nudnbix
CpOKax TMOSIBICHUS BCXOIOB PACTCHUS B 3SUMHHI NIEPUOI U B
TEUCHHC BECCHHE-JICTHCH BEreTAIMH ITOJIBEPTAOTCS BO3/ICH-
CTBHIO A0OMOTHYECKUX U OMOTHYECKHUX CTPECCOB Ha Pa3HBIX
JTalax OpraHoreHe3a, YTO MOXKET CYIICCTBEHHO BIHATH Ha
UX POCT, Pa3BUTHC U B UTOTC — HA YPOBCHH YPOKANHOCTH.
[To3mHue cpoku ceBa (BTOpast IMOJIOBHHA OKTSIOPS) B e JIET
CYIIECTBEHHO CHIDKAIOT YPOKAMHOCTD STIMCHS B pPe3yJIbTaTe
MOBPEKIICHUSI TIPU TICPE3UMOBKE, a TAK)KE HCTIOIHON KOM-
MEHCAIIMA PACTCHUSMH BECHOW HEIOCTATOYHOTO OCCHHErO
KymieHus. VccrnenoBanne CeNeKIMOHHBIX JTUHUH O03UMBIX
3CpHOBBIX KYIBTYp C HUCIOJH30BAHUCM PA3IHYHBIX CPOKOB
CeBa Ha YPOBHE KOHKYPCHOTO COPTOMCIIBITAHHUS MOYKET II03BO-
JIUTB TeTICHATIPABICHHO OTOMPATH aJAITHBHBIC TE€HOTHITHI IS
MepeIavd B CHCTEMY TOCYIapCTBECHHOTO COPTOUCITBITAHMSL.
HJ’IS[ HHTCPHOPETALIUN PE3YIbTATOB MHOTOCPCIOBBIX HIIU
MHOTOJIETHUX WCIBITAHUHA W BBIACICHUS TEPCIEKTHBHBIX
TCHOTHITIOB B Pa3HBIC TOIBI MPEIIOKEH PsiI U3BECTHBIX Ma-
TEMATHUYCCKU-CTATUCTUYCCKUX MECTOANK OLICHKH a}IaHTHBHOﬁ
CIOCOOHOCTH, TUTACTHYHOCTH U cTabmibHOCTH (Wricke, 1962;
Finlay, Wilkinson, 1963; Eberhart, Russel, 1966; Tai, 1971;
Shukla, 1972; KunsueBckuii, XoTeuiena, 1985; Lin, Binns,
1988; Huehn, 1990). B mocnennee BpeMs MHPOKOE pacIIpo-
CTpaHCHHE IS XapaKTEPUCTHKH B3aUMOICHCTBHUS TCHOTUII—
cpela MMEHOT MOAXO/bI, MO3BOJISIONINE BU3YaIHM3UPOBAThH
pacripenieieHie TeHOTHITOB M CPeJl UCIIBITAaHHUS B TIPOCTPaH-
CTBC INIaBHBIX KOMITOHEHT, B yacTHOCTH GGE biplot Mmomens
(Jalata, 2011; Ahmadi et al., 2012; Farshadfar et al., 2012;
Mortazavian et al., 2014; Sarkar et al., 2014; Mohammadi et
al., 2015; Solonechnyi et al., 2015; Dimitrova-Doneva et al.,
2016; I'yazenko u np., 2017). [IpeumyiecTBa u 0COOEHHOCTH

JTAHHOTO ITO/IX0/1a MOAPOOHO OCBEIICHBI B OPUTHHAIBHBIX CO-
obmenusax (Yan et al., 2000; Yan, Tinker, 2006).

C 1eNBIO BBIJACICHUS CEICKIIMOHHBIX JTHHUN SUMEHS O3H-
MOro, KOTOpre COYCTAKOT NIOTCHLIKAT HpO[lyKTl/IBHOCTI/I U CcTra-
OMJIBHOCTD B KOHTPACTHBIC IO MOTOIHBIM YCIOBHSM IOJa,
WCTIONB30BANIA PA3JINYHBIC CPOKH CEBa C MOCIEIYIOIICH UH-
TepIpeTalUeH PKCIIEPUMEHTAILHBIX JAHHBIX HanOoJIee pac-
MPOCTPAHEHHBIMH CcTaTUCTHUeCKUMH moaxonamMu u GGE
biplot.

MaTeleaﬂbl n metogbl

WccnenoBanust mpoBoAMIM B MUPOHOBCKOM HHCTHTYTE
nuenuns! uMeny B.H. Pemecno HanuonaneHoM akanemuun
arpapHbIX HayK Yikpauasl B 2012/2013-2014/2015 1. Cran-
JIapT — copT stluMeHst o3umoro JKepap u 14 mepcrieKTHBHBIX
CCJICKIITMOHHBbIX JIMHUN €IKETOJHO CCAJIM B YCTHLIPE CPOKa:
27 cents0ps, 4 okraops, 11 oxrabps u 18 okTs0pst. Takum
00pazom, 3a TpH Iojia MOJTy4EHBI ypOKaiHbIC TaHHbIE HCITbI-
TaHuW TMHUN B 12 cpenax.

JUts paHXUPOBAaHUS U OLEHKH CEJEKIMOHHBIX JTUHUI
10 COYETAHUIO YPOXKAHHOCTH M aaNTHBHOCTH HCIIOJIb30Ba-
JIM CTaTUCTHYECKHUE TI0Ka3aTeln: 001ast a1alTHBHAs CII0CO0-
HOCTb — GAA,, BapyaHca crienn(puIecKoil a1anTUBHOH cro-
co6HOCTH — 62SAA,, OTHOCHTENbHAS CTAOMIBHOCTh TeHOTH-
na — Sg;, CENEKIMOHHAs LIEHHOCTh reHoruna — SVG, (Kub-
4eBCcKui, XoTbIIERa, 1985), koadpuumenT perpeccun — b, u
cpe/iHeKBa IpaTHieckoe oTkinoHenne — S2d; (Eberhart, Russel,
1966), oxoBanenca — W, (Wricke, 1962), nokasaress npeumy-
mectBa copra — P; (Lin, Binns, 1988), nenmapamerpudeckue
MOKa3aTeN CTaOMIBHOCTH — Sl.(” u Sl.(z) (Huehn, 1990). dns
yA00CTBa CPAaBHEHUS! JIMHUSM I10 Ka)KIOMY Mapamerpy MpH-
CBaMBaJIM COOTBETCTBYIOMMH paHr (R). Jlyumemy 3Ha9eHUIO
rapaMeTpa COOTBETCTBYET CIMHHUIIA.

Cornacuo meronuke A.B. Kunsuesckoro u JI.B. Xotbié-
Bo# (1985), xapakrepu3oBanu auddepeHInpyIONIyo CIo-
COOHOCTB CpeJl C MOMOIIBIO TTAPAMETPOB: POAYKTHBHOCTD
cpenbl — d,, BapuaHca B3aMMOJICHCTBHS TEHOTUII—Cpesa —
0%(GxE),,, Bapnanca auddepeHupyomeil ciocooHOCTH
cpensl — 62DAE,, K0d3(hQUIHEHT HEMMHEHHOCTH OTBETA Te-
HOTUIIOB Ha cpefy — L, oTHocuTenbHas AudpepeHupyro-
1mas crocoOHOCTE Cpeibl — S, , KOO HUIMEHT KOMIIEHCALMH
cpensl — K . J1ns rpad4eckoro aHaan3a MpHMEHSIIH TTaKeT
npukinaaaeix nporpamm GGEBiplotGUI Ha ocHoBe R-mpo-
rpammupoBanus (Frutos et al., 2014).

Pe3ynbratb
KonTpacTHble 10 THIPOTEPMUUECKOMY PEKUMY IOTOAHBIE
ycCJoBus JIET I/ICCJ'IelIOBaHI/Iﬁ IMMO3BOJIMJIIM BCECTOPOHHC OLC-
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Table 1. Meteorological conditions during the winter barley growth season, 2012/13-2014/15

Month  Monthly precipitation, mm

Monthly average air temperature, °C

2012/2013 2013/2014 2014/2015 Long-term 2012/2013 2013/2014 2014/2015 Long-term
mean mean
. | X .............. 6 00 ..................... 1344 ..................... 230 ................... 5 06 ....................... 16 7 ..................... 12 7 ..................... 147 ..................... 145 .................

X450 ......................... 76 ..................... 350 ................... 3 79 ....................... 106 ..................... 96 ....................... 71 ........................ 81 ....................

X| .............. 2 70 ....................... 335 ..................... 170412 ........................ 4 6 ....................... 6 7 ....................... 17 ....................... 21 ....................

X“ ............. 9 80 ......................... 81 ...................... 300419 ..................... - 46 ..................... - 05 ...................... - 21 ...................... - 21 ....................

. | ................ 6 60 ....................... 33 8 ..................... 33 0 ................... 3 4 2 ...................... - 3 8 ..................... - 43 ...................... - 08 ..................... - 4 3 ...................

. " ............... 6 70 ......................... 5 6 ..................... 2 1 0 ................... 3 1 0 ..................... - 0 1 ...................... - 08 ..................... - 1 3 ...................... - 3 3 ...................

. | | | .............. 8 90 ....................... 142 ..................... 600 ................... 3 3 5 ...................... - 1 0 ....................... 6 5 ....................... 4 7 ....................... 1 7 ...................

|V .............. 3 50 ....................... 607 ..................... 340426 ....................... 105 ..................... 101 ...................... 93 ....................... 92 ...................

. V .............. 6 10 ..................... 1583 ..................... 550 ................... 5 28 ....................... 19 0 ..................... 17 3 ..................... 163 ..................... 15 4 .................

. V| .............. 5 70 ....................... 4 75 ................... 1010 ................... 8 44 ....................... 21 4 ..................... 18 0 ..................... 194 ..................... 185 .................

Table 2. Grain yield (metric t/ha) in winter barley breeding lines
depending on sowing date in 2012/13

Code Reference, Sowing date Mean
breeding lines 131*132*133*134*

61 .............. Zherar ................... 446 ...... 432 ...... 393 ...... 368 ....... 410 .........

Gzpa||,dum4857 ...... 540 ...... 533 ...... 475 ...... 447 ....... 499 .........

Ggpa||,dum4816 ...... 521 ...... 518 ...... 468 ...... 441 ....... 487 .........

G4 Panllelum4418 491 472 412 397 443

G5pa||,dum4483 ...... 530 ...... 516 ...... 445 ...... 406 ....... 474 .........

G6pa||,dum4836 ...... 541 ...... 498 ...... 443 ...... 402 ....... 471 .........

G7Pa|||dum4659 ...... 522 ...... 519 ...... 473 ...... 456 ....... 494 .........

Ggpa|||dum4031 ...... 544 ...... 488 ...... 437 ...... 422 ....... 473 .........

Ggpa|||dum481() ...... 549 ...... 497 ...... 447 ...... 409 ....... 476 .........
G10 Pallidum 4792 489 475 4.12 4.01 4.44

analhdum4860 ...... 524 ...... 505 ...... 448 ...... 422 ....... 475 .........
G12pa||,dum4879 ...... 497 ...... 485 ...... 409 ...... 401 ....... 448 .........
G13pa||,dum4723 ...... 535 ...... 517 ...... 441 ...... 402 ....... 474 .........
G14pa|||dum4654 ...... 532 ...... 507 ...... 435 ...... 403 ....... 469 .........
G5 Pallidum4606 512 509 416 412 462
Mean ....................................... 518 ...... 498 ...... 437 ...... 413 ....... 467 .........
LSDOS ....................................... 032 ...... 038 ...... 028 ...... 036 ....... 033 .........

Here and below: * year and sowing date.

HUTb CEJeKIMOHHbIE TUHUM (Taba. 1). Crexyer oTMETHTS,
gyT0 Markue 3uMbl 2012/2013-2014/2015 . He OKazamu cy-
IIECTBEHHOTO BIIMSHUS Ha pe3yJbTaThl nctblTanui (audde-
PEHIMALUK TI0 3MMOCTOWKOCTH), @ OOJIBIINIT BKJIA]] B BAPbH-
pOBaHME YpOKaTHOCTHU UMEJIN YCIIOBUSI OCEHHEN U BECEHHE-
JIeTHEW BereTalyu.

B 2012/2013 rr. oTMeueHsl 1o3jHee BO30OHOBIICHHE Be-
CEHHell BereTanuy U IOBBIIICHHBIC TEMIIEPATYPhbl BO3/1yXa
B alpesie—MIoHe, YTO MPUBENIO K COKPANICHHUIO MIepHo/ia Be-

112

TeTalyu, IPaKTUIEeCKN OTCYTCTBUIO BECEHHETO MPOIYKTHB-
HOTO KYyIIEHHUS W TIOCIIEYIOIEero MoAropanus 3epHa. Mak-
CHUMAJIbHYIO CPE/IHIOI0 YPOXKaiHOCTb 110 ONBITY JIMHUU cop-
MHPOBAJIH B IEPBOM CpPOKe ceBa — 5.18 T/ra, HECKOIBKO HIKE
BO BTopoM —4.98 1/ra (Tabmn. 2). B TpeTbeM 1 ueTBepToM cpo-
Kax ceBa ypoXkaiHOCTb OblIa CyIeCTBEHHO HIKe —4.37 T/ra
n 4.13 T/ra COOTBETCTBEHHO. DTO CBI3aHO C TEM, YTO MEHEE
Pa3BUTHIE paCTEHUS ABYX MOCJIETHUX CPOKOB ceBa ObIIN Ooj1ee
TIO/IBEPIKEHBI ICHCTBUIO HEOJIArOMPUSITHBIX YCIOBHI.

OO0umMH 0COOCHHOCTAMH ABYX Mocneayromux et (2013/
2014 1 2014/2015 1) 6BUTH BEICOKHH YPOBEHb PacipocTpa-
HeHUsI BO30yauTelielt 0Oomnesneit (Mmyuynuctas poca (Blumeria
(Erysiphe) graminis (DC.) Golovin ex Speer f. sp. hordei
Em. Marchal), ceruaras (Pyrenophora teres Drechs.), TeMHO-
oypas (Bipolaris sorokiniana (Sacc.) Shoem.) u nonocaras
(Pyrenophora graminea Ito & Kurib.) natHECTOCTH, 2 TaKOKe
KapimkoBast pxkaBunHa (Puccinia hordei Otth.)).

CylecTBEHHOE MPEBBIIICHUE KOJINYECTBA OCAJKOB HaJ|
MHOTOJIETHEH HOpMOii B Mae 2014 1. cripoBOIMpPOBAaIo CUITEHOE
TIOJIEraHKe PaCTEHHUH, 0COOEHHO B IIEPBBIX JIBYX CPOKax CeBa.
Cienyer OTMETUTh, YTO HHTEHCUBHOMY Pa3BUTHIO PACTEHUI
B 3THX CPOKH CEBa CIIOCOOCTBOBAIM M OOMIIBHBIE OCA/IKU B
centsiope 2013 r. [TosTomy MakcuManibHOE 3HaYEHHE YpOXKa-
HOCTH OBLIO B TPEThEM CpOKe ceBa —4.83 T/ra, MUHUMAJIbHOE
B mepBoM — 3.93 1/ra (Tabm. 3).

B nemnom 1o cpaBHEHHUIO ¢ ABYMS IPEIBIAYIIUMA TOJaMu
ycioBust 2014/2015 1. Obutn Haubosee ONAronpUsTHBIMU
JUI pOocTa M Pa3BUTHsA SUMEHS 03MMOro. B To xe Bpems y
HEYCTOWYMBBIX JIMHAH B 3TOM IOy OTMEUaJIH MOJIETaHuE, 0CO-
OEHHO B IIEPBOM CPOKE ceBa. MaKCHUMaIIbHYIO YPOXKalHOCTb
OTMETHJIH BO BTOPOM CpoKe ceBa — 6.33 T/ra, HAUMEHBIIYIO
B mocnenHeM — 5.08 T/ra (Tabm. 4).

0000111351 TpEXJIeTHHE PE3YyJIBTAThI HCCIICIOBAHUH, CIICAYET
OTMETHUTD, YTO N3MEHUYMBOCTD YCIOBUI BETETAI[MN PACTCHUI
B Pa3HBIC TO/IbI 3HAUUTEIBLHO BIIMSIIA HA yPOXKAHHOCTD CEIIeK-
LIMOHHBIX JIMHUI. CPOKH CeBa BIMSUIIN Ha yBEIIMUCHUE BapHa-
0eTpHOCTH ypoXKaHOCTH. Pa3sHnIa MeX Iy CpeTHIM 3HaYeHH-
€M ypOXKaifHOCTH B OIIBITE [0 CPOKAM CEBa B MPEAEIax roja
cocrapisia: 2012/2013 . — 1.05 1/ra, 2013/2014 . — 0.90 T/Ta,
2014/2015 1. — 1.25 1/ra. I[Tpn 3TOM MakCUMAaIILHBIN YPOBEHD
YPOXalfHOCTH JIMHUH 110 CPOKaM CeBa BApbUPOBAJI T10 TO/IaM.
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Table 3. Grain yield (metric t/ha) in winter barley breeding lines
depending on sowing date in 2013/14

Code Reference, Sowing date Mean
breeding lines 141142143144
G1 .............. Zherar .................. 415 ...... 441 ...... 501 ...... 445 ...... 451 ..........

Gzpa|||dum4857 ..... 523 ...... 546 ...... 609 ...... 585 ...... 566 ..........

G3pa||,dum4816 ..... 521 ...... 529 ...... 579 ...... 522 ...... 538 ..........

G4para||e|um44183g1 ...... 406 ...... 598 ...... 544 ...... 482 .........

G5pa|||dum4483 ...... 375 ...... 402 ...... 569 ...... 577 ...... 431 ..........

G6pa||,dum4336 ..... 370 ...... 453 ...... 546 ...... 432 ...... 463 ..........

G7Pa"|dum4659 ..... 450 ...... 453 ...... 485 ...... 484 ...... 468 ..........

Ggpa||,dum4031 ...... 435 ...... 463 ...... 479 ...... 469 ...... 462 .........

Ggpa|||dum4810 ..... 383 ...... 406 ...... 432 ...... 460 ...... 422 ..........

G10p3||,dum4792 ..... 355 ...... 397 ...... 432 ...... 462 ...... 412 ..........

G11pa||,dum4860 ..... 387 ...... 413 ...... 419 ...... 420 ...... 410 ..........

G12pa||,dum4879 ..... 319 ...... 332 ...... 434 ...... 463 ...... 387 .........

G13Pa“|dum4723 ...... 344 ...... 372 ...... 396 ...... 404 ...... 379 .........

G14pa||,dum4654 ..... 325 ...... 376 ...... 397 ...... 382 ...... 370 ..........

615 pa|||dum4605 ..... 3” ...... 342 ...... 367 ...... 362 ...... 346 ..........

Mean ....................................... 393 ...... 422 ...... 483 ...... 471 ...... 442 .........

LSDOS ....................................... 034 ...... 034 ...... 031 ...... 027 ...... 032 .........

Table 4. Grain yield (metric t/ha) in winter barley breeding lines
depending on sowing date in 2014/15

Code Reference, Sowing date Mean
breeding lines 151152153154
G1 .............. Zherar ................... 612 ...... 641 ...... 549 ...... 534 ...... 584 ..........

Gzpa||,dum4857 ...... 658 ...... 678 ...... 623 ...... 533 ...... 623 ..........

Ggpa||,dum4g16 ..... 662752 ...... 598 ...... 519 ...... 633 ..........

G4Para“e|um4418574 ...... 655 ...... 503 ...... 455 ...... 547 ..........

G5pa||,dum4483 ...... 587 ...... 603 ...... 561 ...... 497 ...... 562 ..........

G6Pa"|dum4836 ..... 607 ...... 617 ...... 568 ...... 517 ...... 577 ..........

G7Pa“|dum4659 ..... 683 ...... 693 ...... 624 ...... 59] ...... 648 ..........

Ggpa|||dum4031 ...... 503 ...... 690 ...... 635 ...... 551 ...... 595 ..........

Ggpa|||dum4810 ..... 523 ...... 615 ...... 565 ...... 501 ...... 551 ..........

G10pa||,dum4792 ...... 511 ....... 564 ...... 513 ...... 463 ...... 513 ..........

G11pa||,dum4360 ..... 626 ...... 630 ...... 610 ...... 512 ...... 595 ..........

G12pa||,dum4879 ..... 471 ....... 537 ...... 516 ...... 498 ...... 506 ..........

G13pa||,dum4723 ...... 509 ...... 588 ...... 545 ...... 503 ...... 536 ..........

G14pa||,dum4654 ..... 566 ...... 603 ...... 588 ...... 465 ...... 556 ..........

G15Pa"|dum4606 ..... 573 ...... 626 ...... 546 ...... 488 ...... 558 ..........

Mean ....................................... 578 ...... 633 ...... 570 ...... 508 ...... 572 ..........

LSDOS ....................................... 024 ...... 026 ...... 027 ...... 025 ...... 026 ..........
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Table 5. Analysis of variance for the yields in winter barley
breeding lines
Source SS df MS Percentage
of variation of variation
Genotype 63.47 14 4.53% 15.57
Environment 263.28 11 23.93%  64.59
Genotype- 68.63 154 0.45% 16.84
environment
interaction
Error 12.24 360 0.03 3.00
Total 407.62 539

Notes: SS - sum of squares, df — degree of freedom, MS — mean square,
* significant at p < 0.01 %.

Hamubornee BbIcOKas B cpeHEM I10 OTIBITY YPOXKAWHOCTB OT-
meveHa B 2014/2015 r. Bo BropoMm cpoke cea — 6.33 1/ra. Mu-
HUMaJIbHasl cpeiHsisl ypokaitHocTs Obita B 2013/2014 1. ipu
TepBOM cpoke ceBa — 3.93 1/ra. AGCOTIOTHAs MUHUMATbHAS
ypoxaitnocTs (G15—3.11 1/ra) oTMedeHa npu epBoM Cpoke
cesa 2013/2014 r., makcumansHast (G3 — 7.52 1/ra) — Bo BTO-
pom cpoke 2014/2015 1. Takast BapnaOeTbHOCTD yPOXKAHOCTH
CBHUJICTEILCTBYET 00 OTCYTCTBHH OIHOTO YHHBEPCAILHOTO
KaJICHIapHOTO CpOKa ceBa siuMeHs o3umoro. [lonyueHHbIe
JTaHHBIE TTOATBEPKAAIOT HEOOXOANMOCTh CO3/IaHHsI COPTOB,
CTHOCOOHBIX K pean3aliy MPOAYKTUBHOTO MOTEHIMAIA TIPH
BapbUPYIOIIHNX CPOKAX CEBA B IPOU3BOJACTBCHHLIX YCIOBUAX.

JlucriepcHOHHBIN aHaTN3 MOKA3bIBACT, YTO HAMOOIIBIITHIA
BKJIa]] B BAPHALMIO YPOXKAHHOCTH UMEJH YCIIOBUS CPEIbl —
64.59 %, cyIecTBeHHO HIKE, TPAKTUYECKU PAaBHO3HAYHO —
B3aMMOJICHCTBUE TeHoTUNI—cpena — 16.84 % u reroTum —
15.57 % (tabn. 5).

O6¢cyxpeHue

Jlnist TTOITHOTO aHaM3a HKCIIEPUMEHTAIBHBIX JaHHBIX B3aH-
MOJICHCTBHS T€HOTHUI—Cpella HeoOXOAUMO yUUTHIBATh HE
TOJIBKO OIIEHKY T€HOTUIIOB, HO M JIBa APYTUX BAXKHBIX ACTIEK-
Ta: MEracpe0BON aHAJIM3 M OLIEHKY cpes ucnbiTanus (Yan,
Tinker, 2006).

OnauM n3 npenmyecTs Metoanku A.B. Kunsuesckoro u
JI.B. XotenéBoii (1985) siBisieTcst BO3MOKHOCTH XapaKTepH-
30BaTh CPEIIbl HCIIBITAHUI 110 TU(PPEPEHIUPYIOIICH CITOCO0-
HOCTH W JIpyruM mapamerpam (tabm. 6). Huskue 3HaueHUS
nuddepenumpyrouieit cnocobHoctn cpenbl (62DAE) ) 1 0THO-
cuTeNbHOM muddepenupyomel cnocodbrocTy cpeasl (S,,), a
TaKyKe CHIIbHBIH KomneHcupyromuii sdpdexr (K, =0.34-0.56)
OTMEYEHBI BO BceX YeThIpex cpokax cesa 2012/2013 . Cneny-
€T OTMETHTBh, YTO OHHU JIOCTATOYHO CHIIBHO Pa3INnYaIich MEX-
1y co6oii o npoxykruBHOCTH (d, ). Beicokumu 6?°DAE, u S,
XapaKTepH30BaINCh YeThIpe cpoka cesa 2013/2014 1., a Taxke
nepBble iBa cpoka ceBa 2014/2015 r. B aTux cpenax orMeueH
BBICOKHMH JecTabunusupyromuii sdpdexr (K, = 2.50-5.47).
Bce cpoxu cepa 2013/2014 1. nMenu HU3KYIO d), 0COOEHHO
nepBbIe 1Ba. B POTHBONONOKHOCTE 3TOMY, TIEPBBIE /1B CPOKA
cepa 2014/2015 r. umeny HaUBBICIIYIO d, B ONBITE. YCIIOBHSA
JIBYX TociieTHuX cpokoB cesa 2014/2015 r. 3annmanu npo-
MEKYTOUHOE ITOJIOKEHUE MEXK/1Y PACCMOTPEHHBIMHU CPEIaMHU,
HO MEXAy coOOH OHHM JOCTATOYHO CHIIBHO OTIMYAJIUCH T10
d,. B cpene 15-3 npepanupoBany JecTaOMIN3HPYIOIIHE d¢)-
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Table 6. Test environment parameters for the evaluation
and selection of breeding lines

02(GXE),, 02DAE, Ly Sek Ko

Environ-  d,

Notes: d, productivity of the environment; 02(GxE),,, variance of genotype
X environment interaction; 02DAE,, variance of the discriminating ability of
the environment; L, coefficient of the nonlinear response of the genotype
in the environment; S, relative discriminating ability of the environment;

Ko, coefficient of compensation of the environment.

(hektsl, a B 15-4 3¢phexThl KOMIICHCAIIUH U I€CTAOMTH3AIMN
OBUTH Ha OTHOM ypoBHE. [IpuBeIeHHbIC TaHHBIE YKA3bIBAIOT
Ha pa3jINYHyI0 MPOAYKTUBHOCTH (DOHOB HMCCIICAOBAaHUH, a
TaKXKe Ha UX CHOCOOHOCTH AU((PEPEeHIUPOBATh T€HOTHIIBI.
VYemosus cpex 13-1, 13-2, 13-3, 13-4 MoxHO XapakTepu3o-
BaTh Kak HUBenupyroomuii gon; 14-1, 14-2, 14-3, 14-4, 15-1,
15-2 — ananusupyromuii; 15-3, 15-4 — cTabuIn3upyroIuii.

Statistical and graphical evaluation
of the adaptive ability and stability of winter barley

XapaKTepUCTUKa CEJICKLUUOHHBIX JUHUM 110 IlapaMmerpam
aIalITUBHON CIOCOOHOCTH, TNIACTUYHOCTH M CTAOMIBHOCTH
npuBeneHa B Tabn. 7 u 8. Panru (R) oryeminBo yKas3pIBaioT
Ha OLIEHKY JIMHUIT TEM HIIM UHBIM [IAPaMETPOM U ITO3BOJISIOT
g depeHIpoBaTh TeHOTHUITEI MEXIY CO00i. MakcuMasHast
001mas azanTHBHAsg cI0coOHOCTh (GAA,) OTMedeHa y TMHUM
G2 1 G3. Camoe HU3KOE 3HAYEHNE BAPUAHCHI CIICHU(PHIECKOI
aJIANTUBHON criocobHoCTH (62SAA ;) OBLIO y CENeKUMOHHON
muaun G10, camoe Bbicokoe — y G15. Cnenyer oTMETUTS,
gyro nuHUA G15 ycTymana ocTaJbHBIM IO IOKa3aTensM OT-
HOCHUTEJIEHON CTaOMIBLHOCTH (Sg;) M CENEKIMOHHOM IIEHHOCTH
regoruna (SVG,). Ilo 5TuM nokasaTensM HIPEHMYLIECTBO
nmena cenekinonHas tuHus G2. OnTuMansHO! peakiuei Ha
U3MEHEHHUE YCIIOBUH cpejibl 1o ko3 puumnenty perpeccu (b;)
xapakTepusuposanachk TUHUSA G3. Bin3kol k oNTHMalIbHON
obuta peakuus y nunuii G8, G6, G4, G13. HaumMenee pearu-
poBaa Ha I3MEHEHHe ycIoBHUi cpensl muHusA G2, Hanbomee —
G15. B coOTBETCTBUM C CPEIHEKBAAPATUYECKUM OTKIOHE-
HueM (S%d,) u sxoBaneHcoii (W) cTabuIbHBIME OBLTH THHHH
G10 u G9. Ilo nokaszaremo npeumyiecTsa copra (P;) cy-
niecTBeHHO npesanuposany tuHuy G3 u G2. Jlyumee 3Have-
HHE TIePBOT0 HelapaMeTpUIECKOro 0Ka3aTeIs CTabMIbHOCTH
(Sl(l)) nmena muaAS G10, BTOpOoro HemapaMeTprudeckoro mo-
Kazaressi crabMIIbHOCTH (Sl.(2>) —G2. Takum 0Opazom, ciemyer
OTMETHUTb CYIIECTBEHHOE N3MEHEHHE PAHTOB CEJICKIIMOHHBIX
JIMHUH MO0 pa3HBIM [TOKA3aTEeNsAM.

st onpezeneHust cBsizeil MeXIy NPUBEICHHBIMU Tapa-
METpaMM U CPEeIHEH YpPOXKaHHOCTBIO MCIIOJIB30BAIU KOppe-
JISAIAOHHBIA aHanmu3 (Tabm. 9). BonbIMHCTBO TIOKa3aTenen
(0%SAA,, b, Si( D, Si(z), W, Sg;) He IMEIIO CYIeCTBEHHOH CBA3M
CO cpenHelt ypokaitHOCThI0. TakuM 0Opa3oM, 0TOOp JTUHMIMA
TOJIBKO TI0 ATUM TOKa3aTesIM MOXKET CIIOCOOCTBOBATH BBIJIC-
JICHUIO CTAOMIIBHBIX TEHOTHIIOB, HO TIPAKTHYECKH 0€3 y4eTa uX
YPOBHS ypoxkaiHOCTU. B TO e Bpemsi B KOMMEPUYECKOM COpTe

Table 7. Ranking of winter barley breeding lines according to parameters of adaptive ability and stability

R 02SAA; R

Notes: GAA;, general adaptive ability; 62SAA;, variance of specific adaptive ability; Sg;, relative stability of the genotype; SVG;, selection value of the genotype;
R, rank of the genotype.
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Table 8. Ranking of winter barley breeding lines according to parametric and nonparametric measures
of plasticity and stability

Notes: b;, coefficient of regression; $°d;, mean square deviation; W;, ecovalence; P;, cultivar superiority measure; 5,'(1) and 5‘.(2) , nonparametric stability measures;
R, rank of the genotype.

Table 9. Spearman’s coefficient of rank correlation between mean yield
and indices of adaptability, plasticity and stability

Index Mean yield b; S%d, w; P, st S 0%SAA; Sg;
bl ........................... S S S
52dl ......................... L
W, ............................ S S L
PI ........................... s L
. 551) ......................... s S S i
. 552) ......................... s R S S L
. 025AAI ................... o S S T S e
. sgl ......................... s S i S S S S
5VG’ ........................ S e e

HEOOXOIMMO CTPEMHUThCS AOCTHYD ONTHUMAJIBHOTO OajaHca
MEXIY YPOXKAWHOCTHIO M CTAOMJIBHOCTHIO. BhICOKas oTpu-
aTeNbHAasl CBA3Db BBISBICHA MEXy CpPETHEN YyPOXKAHHOCTHIO
U IIOKa3arejieM NperuMyliecTsa renotuna P; (r =—-0.96). Oto
CBHJIETENLCTBYET O TOM, YTO P, IPEMMYILECTBEHHO CBA3aH CO
CpEeHIM YPOBHEM YPOXaWHHOCTH, HO MEHBIIIE XapaKTepHU3Hu-
pyeT cTaOMIIBHOCTD TEeHOTHIIOB. BhIecpeHsst Koppemsiuus
OTMedeHa Mexay ypoxainocteio u SVG; (r = 0.72). Oro
MOJKET yKa3blBaTh Ha TO, 4To SV, Oonee cOanaHCHPOBaH Mo
COYETAHUIO YPOXKAWHOCTH M CTAOMIIBHOCTH.

BrICOKyI0 OTpHUIIATENBHYIO KOPPENALIUI0 OTMETUIN MEXTY
napamerpamu Sg; u SVG,; (r = —0.93), nonoxurenbHyIo —
Mexay b, u 62SAA, (r = 0.91), a Taxxe Sg; u b, (r = 0.88).
Cy1ecTBeHHas OTpULATeNlbHAs CBA3b OTMeueHa Mexay SVG,
u b, (r=-0.75), P,u SVG, (r=-0.71), a taxxe SVG, 1 6>SAA,
(r =—0.69), monoxxuTenpHas — MKy AByMs HellapaMeTpH-

BUOUHOOPMATUKA U CUCTEMHAA BUONOTNA / BIOINFORMATICS AND SYSTEMS BIOLOGY

YECKUMHU I10KA3aTEISIMU Sl.(l) u Si(z) (r=0.74). BorsiBneHHble
3aKOHOMEPHOCTH CBSI3€H MEX/y YPOKaHHOCTBIO U ITOKa3aTe-
JSIMU CTaOMIIBHOCTH CIIEAYET yUUTHIBATH ITPU 00IIEH OIleHKe
a/IalITUBHOCTH T€HOTHUIIOB.

W. Yan ¢ xomneramu (2007) coobmrarot, uto GGE biplot
MMEeT NPEUMYIIECTBO MO CPABHEHUIO C APYTHUMH CTaTHCTHIC-
CKUMH MOJIEIISIMH, TOCKOJIBKY [T03BOJISIET XapaKTepU3UPOBATh
BCE TPH aCIEKTa FeHOTHII-CPEJOBBIX UCIIBITAHNI: TEHOTHUIIBI,
Cpedbl M MeracpeioBoi aHasiu3. BaXKHBIM MHCTPYMEHTOM
GGE biplot siBisieTcst TaKKe TO, YTO B OJHOW MOZAETH 00b-
€/IMHEeHBI (a HE pa3beMHEHBI) /1BA INIABHBIX HCTOYHUKA BapHa-
I[N B METacpes0BOM aHaJIM3€e: IEeHOTHI M B3aUMOJICHCTBHUE
TeHOTUII—CpeTa.

B Hamewm ciyuyae mepBble /IBE ITTaBHBIC KOMIIOHEHTHI
(Axis 1, Axis 2) GGE biplot mogenn oObsicasroT 80.98 %
B3auMOJIecTBHS reHOTUII—cpena. Ha puc. 1 mokasana cpas-
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Statistical and graphical evaluation
of the adaptive ability and stability of winter barley

AXIS217.97 %

AXIS217.97 %
o

{ 1 1
-1.0 -0.5 0 0.5 1.0 15 2.0 25
AXIS 163.01 %

Fig. 1. Discriminating ability against representativeness of test envi-
ronments.

HUTEIbHAS XapaKTePUCTUKA Cpel Mo TudQepeHInpyromei
CIIOCOOHOCTHU W penpe3eHTaTHBHOCTH. JIMHUS, Tpoxo/siast
ckBo3b 1eHTp GGE biplot, mpencrasnser coboil cpenHioo
ock cpen. [lynkrupHsle nuHuy, coenuustomue ueHtp GGE
biplot ¢ romaMu HCHBITAaHUH, SBISIIOTCS BEKTOPAMH CPE/.
Bonee mmiHHBII BekTOp HHPOpMEpPYET 0 Oorbieit quddepen-
LUPYIOIIEH CITOCOOHOCTH COOTBETCTBYIOIIEH cperbl. B aTom
cilydae moBbIeHHON auddepeHupyoieii crioco0HOCTHIO
xapakTepusytorcs cpensr 14-3, 14-4, 14-1, 14-2, 15-1, 15-2,
15-3, Heckonbko Hike — 15-4, Huskont — 13-1, 13-2, 13-3, 13-4,
VYron Mexny cpelHel OCbl0 Cpell U BEKTOPOM KOHKPETHOM
Cpellbl XapaKTepU3yeT €ro pernpe3eHTaTUBHOCTb. MeHbIInI
YTOJI COOTBETCTBYET OoJiee BBHICOKOH perpe3eHTaTHBHOCTH.
MaxkcumanbHasi penpe3eHTaTUBHOCTh OTMEUYEHa B Cpelax
14-1 u 14-2. B nenom cieayeT OTMETUTB, 9TO cpensl 14-1 u
14-2 coderanu BbICOKHE YPOBHH An(PepeHIINpYIOIIeii cro-
COOHOCTH M peNpe3eHTAaTUBHOCTH. YeM MEHBIIIE yroJl MeKI1y
BEKTOPaMHU Cpel, TeM OoJiee TIOX0XKH 3TH CPEIbI MeX Ty cOO0H
T10 yPOBHIO YporkaiiHOCTH, 1 Hao0opoT. Hanboee 6:im3kumu
MesK1y co00# ObLH cpeibl 14-1, 14-2, Hanboliee OTIIMYAINCh
14-4 m 13-1.

GGE biplot «xTo-THC-TOOCAIIT TO3BOISCT BU3YAIIU3H-
poBarh MPEUMYIIECTBO FE€HOTHIIOB B OTIEILHON cpelie Wil
rpymre cpex (puc. 2).

Jluamamu, orxomsimumu w3 neHTpa GGE biplot, nByx-
KOMITOHEHTHOE NPOCTPAHCTBO PACIPENEICHO Ha CEKTOpa,
B KOTOPBIX PacHpeeseHbl Cpeasl M TeHOTHNHl. Ha yrmax
MIOJIMTOHAIBHOHN (PUTYPBI PACIIOIOKEHBI TCHOTHUIIBI, KOTOPBIE
MMEIOT IIPEMMYIIECTBO B ONPE/ICIICHHBIX CPEax HIIH IPyIIIe
cpen (Meracpema, mega-environment). Tax, muann G2 n G3
SIBIISIIOTCSL Ty4IIMMH B COBOKYIHOCTH cpef 14-1, 14-2, 14-3,
14-4. B 3TOM cexTope pa3MecTHIIUCh Takke reHoTunsl G6
n Gl. IIpeumymiecTBo B Meracpene, 00pa3oBaHHOW COBO-
KynHocTbto cpea 15-1, 15-2, 13-3, 13-4, umeer aunust G7.
K atomy cextopy mpunaaiexut takxke unus G8. [eHoTHmsl,
MOTIABIIME B CEKTOpa 0e3 cpen, YCTyMmaau NMPUBEICHHBIM
BBIIIIC JIMHHSIM TI0 TallTHBHOCTH.
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Fig. 2. The “which-won-where” view of the GGE biplot.

Ha puc. 3 npencrasnen GGE biplot, xapakrepuzyronmii
CEJICKLIMOHHBIE JIMHUM 10 COUETAHUIO CPEIHEN YPOKANHOCTH
u crabmnpHOCTH. OCh, MpoxoaAmias ckBo3b neHTp GGE biplot
T10 TOPU30HTAIIH, C 0003HAYEHHON KPYTOM CTPEJIKOH, SIBIISIETCSI
cpeaHel yis cpen abcuuccoit. Ciiea HanpaBo 00pasilbl paH-
YKUPOBAHBI 110 CpeAHEN ypokaliHOCTU. B BepTukanbsHOM Ha-
TpaBJICHUHN CPEAHIOIO [UIS cpejt aOCIIMCCY TIePeCceKaeT CPEIHSIS
Julsl cpe]] opAinHara. MecTo UX nepecedeHus OJJHOBPEMEHHO
MIPEACTABIISET CPEIHEE 3HAUEHUE YPOXKAMHOCTH 1O OMBITY. JIn-
HHH, PACTIOJIOKEHHBIE ITPaBee OT Hee, UMEIOT BBIILIECPETHIO0
I10 OTIBITY YPOXKaHHOCTB, JIEBEE — YPOKANHOCTH HUXKE, UEM 110
OTIBITY. YIaIEHHOCTH 00Pa3IOB OT OCH a0CITHCC IO OCH OPIH-
HaT B 000MX HANpaBJICHUSIX XapaKTepU3yeT BApHaOEIbHOCTD
YPOXaiiHOCTH TI0 OTHOIICHHIO K O)KHJAEMOMY €€ YPOBHIO
MPOSIBICHUSA B KOHKPETHBIX rojiax. Yem OivKe T€HOTHIIBI
pa3MeleHsl K abcrucce, TeM OHM CTa0MIbHEe, M HA000POT,
4yeM OoJiee OHM OTJaJIeHbI, TeM OOJIbIIE X BAPHAOEIbHOCTb.

Taxkum 00pa3oM, MaKCUMaTbHOH YPOKAHHOCTBIO 1O YOBI-
Baroniel xapaxrepusytorcs auHuu G2, G3, G7. JIlunus G3
numena OoJIblIyI0 CTa0MIBLHOCTD 10 cpaBHeHHIo ¢ G2 u G7.
DTO CBSI3aHO C TEM, YTO ypoxxaiiHOCTh nuHIHA G2 OblNa He-
CKOJIBKO BBIIIIE, 4eM IpOrHO3upyemMas B cpeaax 14-3 u 14-4,a
muanu G7 — B cpenax 15-1,15-2,15-3,15-4. T'enoruns: G8, G6,
G5, G1, G4 u G11 uMeroT ypoxKaHHOCTD, OIU3KYIO K CpeTHE-
My 3HaueHuto no onsity. Jlunuu G9, G14, G10, G13, G15
n G12 ycTynaroT 1no ypoxxalfHOCTH CpeiHEMY €€ 3Ha4CHUIO
10 OTBITY. [IOBBIIIIEHHOW CTaOMIFHOCTRIO XapaKTePU3YIOTCS
cranaapt XKepap (G1) u muaun G10, G12, G9, G8. Hanbosnee
BapuadenbHbIME ObUTH TeHoTUIbl G4 1 G15.

Ha puc. 4 orpaskeHO paHXHpOBaHNE T€HOTHIIOB IT0 OTHOIIIE-
HUIO K THITOTETHYECKOMY «HJICaJIbHOMY» T€HOTHITY, KOTOPBIH
YCIIOBHO JIOJDKEH pacIiojiaraTbCsi B LIEHTPE IIEHTPUYECKUX
kpyroB. JIuams G3 — MakcUMabHO OMH3Kas K HeMy. Takum
o6pazom, muHuA G3 (Pallidum 4816) ontuManbHO coueTaeT
[IOTEHLUAJ YPOKaWHOCTH U alallTUBHOCTb. YCTYNAIOT €1 110
crabunpHOCTH MuHES G2 (Pallidum 4857), mo ypokaitHoCcTH
n crabunpHocTr — G7 (Pallidum 4659). I'enotunsr G8, GO,
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AXIS217.97 %

AXIS 163.01 %

Fig. 3. The average-environment coordination view of the GGE biplot
“mean against stability”.

Gl1, G11, G5, G4, G1 ycTynaroT Ha3BaHHbBIM BBIILIE JTUHUSAM
no ypoxkainoctu. Jlunuu G9, G14, G13, G15, G10, G12 ¢
YPOKaMHOCTBIO HUXKE CPEAHEH 110 OIBITY HE UMEIOT MpaK-
TUYECKOW IICHHOCTH B JAJbHCUIIICH CEIIEKIIMOHHON padoTe.

3aknioyeHune

Vcnonp30BaHKe pa3IMIHBIX CPOKOB CEBA HA 3aBEPIIAOIIEM
JTaIle CEJIEKIIMOHHOTO ITPOLIeCcca TYMEHsI 03UMOT0 — IIPOCTOH,
HO TIPaKTHYHBIN 1 3(PEKTUBHBIN CIIOCO0 OIEHKH U 0TOOpa
TEHOTHIIOB, KOTOPbIE COYETAIOT MTOTEHINA YPOXKAHHOCTH 1
OoJiee BHICOKYIO CTaOMIIBHOCTD B YCJIOBHSIX TIOTO/IHBIX (ITyK-
Tyaluil pa3HbIX JIET BBIPAIINBAHNSI.

CrarucTnyeckre MOoKa3aTelnn MOo-pa3HOMY XapaKTepu3y-
0T UCCIIEAyEeMbI€ T€HOTHUIIbI. BOIbIIMHCTBO (GZSAAi, b, Si(l),
Sl,(z), W, Sg,) OLleHHBAIOT IIPEMMYILECTBEHHO CTAOUIIBHOCTS,
0e3 ydera ypoBHs MPOXYKTHBHOCTH. Ilokasarens P; umeer
OJIM3KYIO K OTPHUIIATEIBHOM (DYHKIIMOHAIBHYO CBSA3b CO CPEJI-
Hell ypokaifHOCTbI0. OTHOCHTENBHO COaNTaHCHPOBAHHBIM
II0 CTAOMIBHOCTH U NPOIYKTHBHOCTH MOKHO CuuTaTh SVG,.
OTH 3aKOHOMEPHOCTH HEOOXOAMMO YYHMTBIBATh MPHU Xapak-
TEPUCTUKE TEHOTUIOB JIJIsl OOBEKTUBHOW MHTEPIIPETALUN
9KCTIEPUMEHTAIBHBIX JIaHHBIX.

ITo cpaBHeHuto co craructuueckumu napamerpamu GGE
biplot obmamaeT pAIOM MPEUMYIIECTB, TO3BOJISIONINX BH-
3yaJbHO aHAJIM3UPOBATH Pa3JIMYHbIC aCIICKThl TEHOTUII-Cpe-
JOBBIX HCHbITaHHﬁ, a TAaKXKE BBIACIATH KaK cneumbﬂqecxn
a/IalITUPOBAHHbIE TEHOTHITBI, TAK X HOMEPA C ONTHMAJIbHBIM
COYETaHMEeM IOTEHINANA YPOXKAHHOCTH U CTAaOMIBHOCTH B
psne cpen (meracpene).

CoBMECTHOE HCIIONIb30BaHNE KAK CTATUCTHUECKUX Tapa-
MeTpoB, Tak 1 Bu3yanu3anuii GGE biplot cocoOcTByeT Mak-
CUMaJIbHOI HH()OPMATHBHOCTH ITPH OIICHKE B3aUMOJICHCTBHUS
TEHOTHIIA ¥ CPEJIBI, @ TAK)KE BBIACICHHUIO [IEHHBIX TEHOTUTIOB.

B pesynbrare nccienoBaHni BBIJICICHBI CEIEKINOHHAS
JIMHUSA C OIITUMAJIbBHBIM COYECTaAaHHUEM ypO)KaﬁHOCTPI )44 CTa6I/IJ'II)-
HoctH, Pallidum 4816, a Takxke ABe BEICOKONPOTYKTHBHBIC
muann, Pallidum 4857 u Pallidum 4659, nmepenanusie Ha
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CraTuctyeckas v rpapryeckas oLeHKa aganTiBHOM
CNOCOBHOCTM 1 CTAaBUSIBHOCTM AYMEHSA 03VIMOTO

AXIS217.97 %

AXIS 163.01 %

Fig. 4. Ranking winter barley breeding lines based on both mean
performance and stability with reference to the “ideal” genotype.

roCyapCTBEHHOE COPTOUCHBbITAHUE YKPAUHbI KaK copTa siu-
Mens ozumoro: MUII Scon, MUIT Ockap u MUII I'maauarop
COOTBETCTBEHHO.
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