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bozoan Heanoe bonuee 3asvpuisa Bucwius ceickocmonamcku
uncmumym (nonacmosujem — ,,Aepapen ynusepcumem ), ep. Ilnoeous cvc
cneyuaniocm ,, Aepoundgicenepcmeo - Pacmumenna 3awuma *“ npes 1997 2.

Ilpe3 nepuooa 2005-2008 o. 3anousa paboma Kamo HayuyeH
compyOHuK 6 Hucmumyma no mwomioHa U MmMomoHesume U30enus,
c. Maprxoseo.  Hayumama  my  Oeiinocm e 8 obaacmma  Ha
COPMONO0OOPBIAHCAHEMO U CeNeKYUAMA HA HAKOU COpMoGe MIOMIOH - MUn
Bupocunus.

Ilpez 2011 2. e HazuaueHn 3a acucmerm nO COPMONOOObPHCAHE
HUnemumyma no pacmumennu eenemuynu pecypcu ,, Koncmaumun Manxog
(UPI'P), ep. Caooso, 6 omoen ,, Kauecmeo na copmoseme u cemenama”.

3awyumasa ooxmopcka oucepmayus npes 2017 2 6 obracmma -
COpmMonooowpIcane Ha 08YpedeH 3UMeH eyeMux Ha mema: ,,M3credeanus
8bPXY (heHOMUNHAMA U 2eHOMUNHA YUCMOMA HA COPMO8e edeMux 3d
noJy4asane Ha a8MeHmMuYHU cemeHa *.

Om cenmemspu 2019 2. e Haznayen 3a ceneKyuonep Ha MpumuKae
6 omoern ,, CeneKyuoHHo-2eHemuier u COpmonooovpicane *.

OcHnosnama my Oeuinocm npe3 nepuooa 2011-2019 e nacouena kom
npoyyeame Ha OUONOCUYHUME XAPAKMEPUCTMUKU HA pAcmeHusma om
PA3IUYHU COpMOBe OOUKHOBEHA 3UMHA NUEHUYA, PbIIC, 08eC, MPUMUKATE,
dvecmvyu, epax u npouzBOOCMBO HA ABMEeHMUYHU cemeHa om msax. 3a
NPABUTHOMO  OCHWECMEA8aHe HA COPMONOOOBLPHCAHEMO € U3NON36A
onucanuama Ha copmoseme om paziudHu Oeckpunmopu. Hayunume my
3a0auu 6sxa Hacouenu KoM HaON0O0eHue U Onucavue Ha OCHOBHUME
MopghonocuyHu mapkepu 3a uoewmuuyuparwe Ha copmoseme Om
0OUKHOBEHA 3UMHA NUEHUYA NPU NOJICKU YCTIOBUSL.
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CORRELATION, DIRECT AND INDIRECT
EFFECTS OF COMMON WINTER WHEAT
(TRITICUM AESTIVUM L.) CULTIVAR GAYA 1
OF POTENTIAL GRAIN YIELD AND YIELD
WITH ITS ELEMENTS

Bogdan Bonchev

Abstract: The experiment was carried out in the experimental field of the
Institute of Plant Genetic Resources - Sadovo with common winter cultivar Gaya 1.
The study covers the period of two vegetation years 2016-2018. The study period is
characterized by contrasting conditions, with drought in April. The potential grain
yield of Gaya 1 was calculated by modifying the formula of Edwards (2017). The
potential grain yield of Gaya 1 is based mainly on the number of productive tillers
of m? and the wight of grains in the spike. They have a direct effect of the potential
yield. The grain yield from the square meters of cultivar Gaya 1 is formed mainly
by the number of productive tillers / m? with a significant direct effect. Negative
indirect effect and strong negative correlation are observed between spike density
and grain yield, as well as with potential grain yield. Spike length has a strong
positive correlation and a large overall indirect effect with potential grain yield.
The correlation between the potential grain yield and the grain yield is strongly
positive. A proven decrease in grain yield with a similar trend was found in the
potential yield in the second year of the study. The main reason for the decrease in
grain yield is the decrease in the number of productive tillers / m*.

Keywords: potential grain yield, grain yield, Gaya 1, variety maintenance,
cultivar direct and indirect effects, correlation.



KOPEJIAIIUSA, TPEKU U KOCBEHU E®OEKTH
TP OBUKHOBEHA 3UMHA INIIEHULIA
(TRITICUM AESTIVUM L.) COPTI'ESA 1 HA

HOTEHIIUAJIEH 1ObUB HA 3bPHO U 1IOBUB
C EJJEMEHTUTE UM

bornan bonuen

Pe3rome: OnuThT € U3BEAECH B ONMTHOTO Moje Ha MHCTUTYT Mo
pacTUTENIHU FeHeTUYHU pecypcu-CanoBo ¢ oOukHOBeHa 3uMHa coptT ['es 1.
NscnenBanero o6xBaiia neproja oT ABe Bererannonuu roauan 2016-2018.
[lepronbT Ha H3ClIEABAHE CE€ XapaKTepU3Upa ¢ KOHTPACTHHU YCIIOBHS, ChC
3acymiaBae npe3 anpui. [lorennmanaus 106uB Ha 35pHO Ha copT [es 1 e
u3uucieH ¢ Moaudukamus Ha ¢dopmymara Ha Edwards (2017).
[TorennmanausT 1OOMB Ha 3bpHO Tpu copT ['est 1 ce rpagum OCHOBHO Ha
OpoAT Ha MPOIYKTUBHUTE OpaTs Ha m*> U MacaTra Ha 3bpHaTa B Kijaca. Te
uMaT OpsK e(eKT BbpXYy MOTEHUMATHUS A00uB. J[0OMBBT Ha 3BPHO OT
MeTpoBkuTe Ha copr I'es 1 ce dQopmupa OCHOBHO OT Opost Ha
NPOAYKTUBHUTE Opars/m? cbc 3HauuTeleH mnpsk edekr. OrtpumareneH
KOCBEHMAT €(DEeKT M CHJIHA OTpUILATEIHA KOpesalus ce HabIoaaBaT MexXIy
IUTBTHOCTTA Ha KJ1aca U J0oOMBa Ha 3bPHO, KAKTO M C NOTEHUUAIHUS JOOUB
Ha 3bpHO. J[BIDKMHATa Ha Kijaca MMa CHJIHA IIOJIOKUTENIHA Kopenauus U
rojasiM oOu| KocBeH e(eKT ¢ MOTeHIMalHus J0o0uB Ha 3bpHO. CuiHa
MOJIOKUTETTHA € KOpEJIAlMOHHATa Bpbh3Ka MEXAy MOTEHIMATHUs J100UB Ha
3BPHO W AOOMBA Ha 3bPHO. YCTAaHOBEHO € JOKAa3aHO HaMaJeHWE Ha J00uBa
OT 3BbPHO CbC CXOJIEH TPEHJ NpHU MOTEHUHANTHUs JOOMB IMpe3 BTOpara
roAnHa Ha u3cieaBaneTo. OCHOBHATA MPUYMHA 32 HAMAIIIBAHETO Ha 100MBa
OT 3bPHO € HaMAJIIBAHETO Ha OPOs Ha TIPOLYKTHBHHUTE OpaTs/m?.

KirouoBu aymu: noteHunuanes 100MB Ha 3bPHO, JOOUB 3bPHO, COPT
I'es 1, copronogabprkaHe, IPeKHU U KOCBEHH e(hEeKTH, KOpenarysl.



BBBEJIEHUE

PaznuunuTe TpU3HAIM BIHSAT CHENU(UYHO BBPXY CTOMAHCKHUTE
XapaKTepUCTHKU. B OTOenHM cllydad CHIHOTO TMOJIOKHUTETHO TPSAKO
BIMSIHAE BBPXY OT/ACTHHM TPH3HAIKM C€ EIMMUHHpAa OT OTpHUIaTeIHaTa
CTOMHOCT Ha KOCBEHOTO BIMSHHME Ha CBHUIMS NPHU3HAK Ype3 OCTaHAINUTE
npusHaiy (Velcheva, 2014).

Haii-Bucoku cTOMHOCTH Ha Kopenaius U MPOLEHTHO ChBMAJCHUE
npu rpynupane “Chi-square automatic interaction detection (CHAID)
growing method” cmnpsMo MopdoJOrHYHKMTE MpPU3HALM Ha Kiaca HMa
Macara Ha 3bpHaTa OT KJac. bposT Ha Kiacyerara Mo IBJDKMHA Ha Kiaca,
uMa IpOLEHTHO ChBHajeHue no rpynupaseto ,,CHAID growing method*
(McMaster et al,, 1987). ToBa mpaBu mnpu3HAKBT Opoil Kiacuera IO
IbIDKMHATa Ha Kiaca e(eKTUBEH M0 OTHOUICHHE O3bPHEHOCTTa Ha
nmeHunata u o (QepTuiaHocTTa Ha  Kiacuerara  (Stoyanov, 2013).
VYBenuuaBaHne Ha Opos Ha 3bpHaTa B KJac MOXE Ja ce MOJIydd dpe3
3arma3BaHe Ha IUIOJHUTE KiacyeTa BBB ¢aza mbdrex (Slafer et al., 2015).
[ToBeue Ha Opoil HBeTUETa B KJlaca MMAT MOJIOKUTETICH €PEeKT BbpXy Opos
Ha 3bpHaTa B Kiaca. Te orpunarenHo kopenupar ¢ macara Ha 1000 3vpHa.
Mexny macata Ha 3bPHOTO B KJIacoBeTe M Oposi Ha LBeTYeTaTa B Kjaca
OTpHIIATEIIHA KOpENalusi € YCTAaHOBEHAa CaMO IPH JIBa W3CJIEIBAaHU COpTa
(Koshkin, 2016). ®opmure mnmieHunn ¢ BucounHa okoio 100 cm B cyxu
YCIIOBHSI C€ TPOSBSIBAT TMO-A00pE OT TMONY-IDKYIKECTH (HOpMHU, TIpH
3amas3BaHe Ha ,,stay green® eekT B nepuoja bPTeK-HAIUBAHE HA 3bPHOTO
(Boyadjieva D., 2011).

OO0moTo BNUSHUME HA TEHOTUINA U CpelaTa € HaW-TOJIIMO BBPXY
n00MBa OT 3BPHO OT €AMHUIA monl. Hali-romsiMo BIusSHHE MMa T€HOTHIIA
BBpPXY NpHU3HALUTE-€JIeMEHTH Ha ao0uBa Maca Ha 1000 3bpHA M Opoit
Kiacuera oT meHtpasiieH kinac (Dimitrov, 2017). BausHHETOo Ha TEHOTHIA
CIpsIMO cpenata BbpXy mnpu3Haka Maca Ha 1000 3bppHAa € 3HAYUTEIIHO
(Angelova et al, 2020).

Perpecnonnurte Monenu 3a Maca Ha 3bPHO OT pacTeHHE BKJIIOYBA 3a
HE3aBUCHMHM NPOMEHIIMBU MPU3HALUTE: OpOl KilacueTa B LEHTpaJieH KJiac,
Maca Ha 3bpHaTa OT LEHTpalieH kiac, maca Ha 1000 3bpHA, )KbTBEH HUHACKC.
B perpecronHHHTE MOJENU Ca BKJIIOUYEHH CaMO CTATUCTUYECKH IOKa3aHU
MoKa3aTely eJeMeHTH Ha AoOuBa. Haii-cuiHa kopenanus npu oOMKHOBEHA
3MMHa MIIEHWIA € YCTaHOBEHa NpU TNPHU3HAIMTE Maca Ha 3bpHAaTa OT
pacTeHue M Maca Ha 3bpHaTa OT IIeHTpaJIeH Kiac. PerpecHOHHUAT Mozien 3a
CTONAHCKH TOOMB OT €AMHHUIA IUIOL] MMa CaMO €IHH MpeIuKTop Opoi
KJlacyeTa B IIEHTpPAJEeH Kjac, KaTo KOHCTaHTaTa Ha YPaBHEHHETO € C



noyoxkutenHa croiHocT (Dimitrov, 2017). IIpu edyemuk e ycTaHOBEHO, 4e
NpU3HALUTE MPOAYKTHBHA OpaTMMOCT M Maca Ha 3bPHOTO OT KJac MMar
Hail-BUCOK TIpsiK e(heKT BbpXy nobuBa ot 36pHO (Neykov, 2016). Tsenov et
al (2013) TBBpAAT, Ye 3a MO-BUCOK TOOUB 3BPHO OT MIICHHIIA HAW-TOISIMO
3HAYEHHE UMAT YCIEITHOTO ChYeTaBaHe Ha OPOSIT HAa MPOJYKTUBHU OpaTs U
OpoAaT Ha 3bpHaTa oT Kiac. CregoBaTeHO OPOAT HAa MPOILYKTUBHUTE Opats
€ e/IMH OT OCHOBHHUTE MPU3HALIM, HA KOUTO ce rpajau 100uBa.

Ilo oTHOmEeHME Ha MeToguuecKkaTa paboTa CTOMHOCTTAa Ha
BapHalusITa Ha IPOMEHIMBATA peakius (UM KOePUIEHT Ha AeTepMUHALIMS)
R? e mspka 3a cujla Ha CHBIAJCHUE HAa MOJENUTE Ha JIMHEWHa perpecus.
Ta3u crarucThka MOKa3Ba TPOILEHTa Ha UCIEPCHATAa HA 3aBUCHMATa
NPOMEHJINBA, KOSTO HE3aBUCHUMMTE IPOMEHJUBU MPEJCTAaBAT OOILIO.
CroitHocTTa Ha R? M3MepBa cuiiata Ha Bpbh3KaTa MEXAy U3CIIeIBaHUS MOJAEI
U 3aBucuMara npoMennua B ckaia oT 0 - 100% (Frost, 2020) . ITo apyr
HAaYMH Ka3aHO, JaBa B TPOICHTH B3aUMOBpB3KaTa MEXIy 3aBUCHMATa
NIPOMEHJIMBA U HelHaTa He3aBUCHMa NPOMEHNINBa. Bucokure croifHocTH Ha
R? cnopen Frost (2020), He BuHAru mokas3BaT Ja0OpU pE3YJTaTH.
HecnyuaiiHure ocTaTh4HM MOJENM MOXKE IOKa3BaT JIOUIO HAaracBaHE Ha
JAaHHUTE BBIIPEKH BUCOKHA R?. Moke na JMIicBaT 3HAYMMHU HE3aBUCHMHU
NPOMEHJIUBY, WK MOJENBT Aa € He JTMHeeH. Taka, ye € HeoOX0JuMO J1a ce
BUJM BH3YaJIHO Ha CKaThP-TUIOT pa3ceiiBaHeTo Ha gaHHUTE. CTaTHCTUINTE
Ka3BaT, Y€ PErpecHoOHeH MOJeN ,MacBa” Ha JaHHUTE U aKO Pa3IHKHUTE
MEXIy H3CIEeIBaHUTE CTOWHOCTH M TPOTHO3HUTE CTOMHOCTH Ca MAlKH U
pasymuu. IIeT mnu Path ananu3bpT Moke Ja ce pasriexnja 3a ¢opma Ha
MHOXECTBEHa perpecusi, (HoKycupaiia ce BbPXY NPHUYUHHO-CIIEICTBEHATA
Bpb3ka. Pearl (2018) cumra path aHanu3bT 3a MpSIK TpPEOIIECTBEHUK HA
TEXHUKUTE Ha MPUYHMHHO-CIEJICTBEHOTO 3aKitoueHue. [IpuimokeHo KbM
MHOECTBEHA pErpecHsi, OCHOBHOTO INpaBwio 3a path aHamu3 rmacu, e
KopeJnauus MeXAy He3aBHCHMa M 3aBUCHMMa IPOMEHJIMBA € cymara oT
npekusi epekT u Bcuuku kocBeHu edextu (Caray, 1998).

Ilenta Ha M3CIEIBAHETO € J]a CE€ HampaBsAT MOJEIH Ha J00uBa Ha
copt I'es 1 —moTeHnManeH 100MB Ha 3bPHO U JOOWB OT 3bPHO, KOUTO JIa CE
ChIIOCTaBAT. Jla ce yCTaHOBM a/IeKBaTHOCTTa Ha TNPOTHO3HUS MOJEN Ha
nooOuBa.

MATEPHUAJI U METOAN
OnuThT € U3BEACH HAa OMUTHOTO ToJe Ha MHCTHTYTa IO pacTUTETHU
renetuyan pecypcu (UPT'P) ,,K. Mankos“ B rp. CagoBo, Hammpail ce B
HOxen uentpanen paiion Ha bearapus B nepuoga 2016/2017-2017/2018 r.
[Tousata e Tun kanenenoBuHa cMoiHMIa (Pellic vertisol mo ®AO), cpenHo



MomHa (A+B xopuzont = 60-80 cm), J€KO TIJMHECTa, C BHUCOKO
ChIbpKaHue Ha pu3nvHa rMHA U Ha wiosa ¢pakuus (Dimitrov, 2018).
3a0XKeH € MOJICKU OMUT C EIUTHHU MMOTOMCTBAa Ha OOMKHOBEHA 3UMHA
nennna copt I'es 1. Copt 'es 1 e cpenHa mo cuia miieHuIa, ch3naiaeHa
0 MeToJa Ha MexaycoproBa xubpunuzauusa. Cte010T0 € Hucko 70-75 cm,
K1achwT € ¢ 46-50 6post 3bpHA Ha KJac, IIbTEH, ¢ AbkuHa 9-10 cm. Macarta
Ha 1000 3bppHa Ha copT I'es 1 e 48-52 g, copThT € CpelHOpaH C BHUCOK
notennuaneH noo6uB Hax 850 kg (Boyadjieva, 2007; Rachovska et al. 2012,
https://agriacad.bg/). Huckoto ¢Th0J10 TO OTIUYaBa OT OCTAHAIUTE COPTOBE
OOMKHOBEHA 3MMHA IIICHWIIA, KOUTO ca copromogabpxkanu B HPIP,
(http://ipgrbg.com/ ). U3kirouenune npaBu copt KM 135, koiito HE € 00eKT
Ha U3CIEeBAHETO, HO chIIo € HUCHK, (MAFI, 2010). ToBa nmpaBu copt ['es 1
MO-JIECEH 3a COPTOIOIbp)KaHE C W3IOJI3BaHE HAa NpPU3HAKa JIBJDKMHA Ha
cTb0n0TO.  XapakTepusupa ce€ CbC CTAaOMITHOCT Ha  JOOHWBHTE,
CTYJI0yCTOMYMBOCT, MOTeHIMAN Ha ipoaykTuBHOCT (Krusteva, 2012).
Ceutrbara e HampaBeHa IO CXeMa 3a CPaBHUTEIHO W3MHTBAaHE Ha
MOTOMCTBA IThpBa TOAWHA B COPTONOJABPKAHETO HA XKUTHU KYJITYpH
(MAFI, 1977). OT60pbT Ha U3XOAHU KJIACOBE € M3BBPILEH B Nper0a3oBU
noceBu. Cren HanpaBeHa MpeleHKa B Ja00paTOPHU YCIOBHS IO TUITHYHOCT
Ha KJIaCOBETE M CEMEHaTa Ce MPUCTHIIM KbM MOATOTOBKA HAa ceuTdara, KaTo
CeMeHaTa Ha KiacoBeTe He cMecBaT. CeMeHaTa ca 3aCeTH MallMHHO, KaTo
BCEKH pell TpeICTaBisgBa CeMeHa OT €JUH KiIac ¢ AbkHHa | m u
pascrostamst 25-30 / 5-6 cm. Pemomere, mpeacTaBisBamd MOTOMCTBA ca
paznenenu ¢ 35-40 cm mbprexka. Mexay nexure ¢ mmpounHa 90 cm ce
octaBat 35-40 cm meTeka. Centdara € M3BBPIICHA B CPOK - TPE3 Mecell
OKTOMBpH.
buomerpusta ce M3BBPIIM  CBIJACHO  PBKOBOJICTBOTO  Ha
Dimova&Marinkov (1999) ot pacteHuss chOpaHM OT METPOBKH, KarTo
KJIaCOBETE Ca M3POHEHHM pPBYHO, TOECT HE € JOMYyCHAaTO CMECBaHE Ha
kiacoBe. OTYETEHW ca BUCOYMHA HA pacTeHusATa 0e3 ocwiute (cm), Opoit
NPOAYKTUBHH OpaTs Ha m?, Opoil 3ppHA B KJIac, AbJDKMHA Ha Kiaca B (cm),
Maca Ha 3bppHaTa ot kiac (g), maca 1000 3ppHa (g), IIBTHOCT HA KJIac.
[Morennmanen no6uB 3bpHO (bushel/Acre)=(bIlb/m?**Maca Ha
3ppHarta ot kiac*726)/108 00, kpaeto 726 ¢ xonctanTta (Edwards 2017),
BIIb/m? -6poii npoxyktuBHM OpaTsi/m?. Yucnoto 10 800 e cemenara B ,,seed
per pound” ot ¢popmynara Ha Edwards mpu 39-50 g maca va 1000 3bpHa 3a
niieHuIa, nokaszarenar sapupa ot 10 800 mo 12 000. (Alberta Ag-Info
Centre, 2018). ITommy4yeHaTta CTOMHOCT Ha MMOTEHITHATHUS TOOWB CJIE]] TOBA €
npesbpHata B kg/da ¢ momomra Ha  Kyles  Converter
(http://www kylesconverter.com). JIoOUBBT OT 3bpPHO € MOJYYEH OT MPOOHH



CHOIIOBE ChOpaHU OT MeTpoBKH Y4 m? (Shanin, 1977, Kirchev et al. 2014),
npensuncieH KbM 1 m? 3bPHOTO MOMYYEHO OT TSAX € ChbOpPaHO PHYHO OT
kiacoBe. KiacoBere ca mpepaOboOTeHH Ha KJacoBa BBpIIAYKAa W 3BPHOTO €
MOYMCTEHO HA CEMEYHNCTAaYHa MallTMHA C BaKyyM.

HanpaBenn ca cregHdTe aHamW3W: W3YHCICHA € CpeaHaTa
apUTMETUYHA, BapHallMOHEH aHalu3, NPEICTaBeH C BapUAIMOHEH
koepummeHT; mokasaten 3a To4dHOcT (Dimova&Marinkov, 1999a ),
OTYETCHH Ca MaKCUMAaJIHU U MUHUMAJHH CTOMHOCTH Ha mpusHanwure, Excel
2010 . M3BbpuIeH € AMCIIEPCHOHEH aHAIU3 Ha W3CJEABAaHUTE MpPHU3HAIM C
nporpamHuTe npoayktu SPSS 19 u JMP 5.0.1, npencraBeH ¢ aHaiu3 Ha
BapaHca. HampaBeH € TecT 3a XOMOT€HHOCT Ha MOTOMCTBaTa OT COpTa C
nporpamuus npoaykt SPSS 19 (SPSS Inc.).

C momomra Ha Tect Ha Levine (Tect 3a xoMoreHHOCT) 1 ¢ ANOVA
(IucriepcMOHEH aHalIM3) Ce YCTaHOBSBA XOMOTEHHOCTTa Ha JaHHHUTE OT
nobusa. Te He ca xomoreHHH nipu sig<(0.05. Mima chIecTBEHU pa3audus HA
BapuaHca. BapuanTtute ca oT pa3nuuHu chbBKymHOCTU. [Ipu sig>0.05 Hama
JOCTOBEPHH PA3ITUIHSL.

W3pbpiienn omie: kopenamuoHeH mo Genchev et al. (1975),
perpecuoHeH aHaiu3, CTBIKOB perpecuoHeH aHanmm3 (Vandev, 2003).
Hampasen e Fit mogen 3a usBexnane Ha LSD (least significant difference) ¢
nporpamara JMP 5.0.1, (SASI, 2002). Koedunentausr path anamus (Caray,
1998) e uzuucnen Ha 6a3a KOpelnalMOHHATa pelleTka. B Hes Bceku eeMeHT
Ha J0OMBa € YMHOXXEH C TMPHISKANIMAT O BEpTUKANA CTaHIAPTU3UPaH
perpecuoneH koeduuueHt P, npeacraBisBany npekus edekr ot General
linear model, ANOVA, SPSS 19.

C momolITa Ha KOpENalMOHEeH, PerPecHOHEeH aHanu3 U path anamus
ce TBHPCAT TpPHU3HAIMTE, KOWUTO OKa3BaT HAW-TOJISIMO BIUSHHE Ha
dbopmupaneTo Ha n1oOMBa OT OOMKHOBEHA 3MMHA MIeHuIa copt [es 1 B
YCIIOBHSI HA COPTOTNOAIbPIKAHE. Y CTAaHOBSIBA CE CHIIECTBYBAaHETO Ha BPB3Ka
MeXIy n1o0uBa U MOTEHITHATHUS 100uB OT 3bpHO. CopT ['est 1 e u3cienBan
IPU METEOPOJIOTHYHHU YCIOBHSA, KOWUTO TIOKa3BaT HEroBaTa peakius B
YCIIOBHUSI HA U3MEHEHUS Ha INI00ATHUS KJIUMaT.

PE3VYJITATHU U OBCBHXJIAHE
B k1MMaTuYHO OTHOIIEHHE palOHBT Ce XapaKTepu3upa ¢ MPeXoaHO-
KOHTHUHEHTAJIeH KJIMMAaT, C MPOJBDKUTENHA W XJaJHa MpOJeT, CyXOo U
rOpelo JIATO, yABKEHA M CPAaBHUTEIHO CyXa W TOIUIa €CeH, OE3CHEeXHa,
CcTyJeHa 3uMa. PalloHbT € paBHMHEH C HaAMOpCKa BHcouynMHa 158 m.
PexxuMbT Ha Balie)kuTe MMa KOHTHHEHTAJICH XapaKkTep C JICTCH MAKCUMYM
(tonn) u 3uMeH MUHUMYM ((deBpyapu). XapakTepHO €, 4e Mpe3 aBryCcT U



CeNTEMBPH B paliOHa WMa SICHO M3pa3eHa CyIla, Korato ce HabomaBa M
BTOPUSAT Bajie)keH MHMHUMYM. llpeoOnajmaBaiiusT BATBpP € 3amafieH CbC
CKOpOCT /10 5 m/s.

OTKJIOHEHHETO Ha CPEJHUTE MECEUHU TEMIIEPaTypH € MOJIOKUTEITHO
Ipe3 siHyapu W OT MapT 10 KM, KaTo € Hau-roysiMo Ipe3 sHyapu. lIpes
saHyapu 2017 r. ce HaOioaBa OTpULIATEIHA CPEAHO-MECEUHA TeMIepaTypa
(-4.4°C), xos1TO CHBIAAA C KIIMMAaTUYHATA HOPMA, KAKTO ¥ BUCOKU FOHCKH, U
10JIcKU Temnepatypu (¢ur. 1).
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@ur. 1. Cpeanu temneparypu T°C nmo Mecenu npe3 ABe BEreTalmoHHU
roauuau 2016/2017-2017/2018 r.
Figure 1. Average temperature T°C of months during two vegetation years
2016/2017-2017/2018.

ITpe3 mapt va 2017 1., anpun u maii Ha 2018 1. ce HabIrOAaBAT M10-
BUCOKU CpeIHO-MeceyHH TtemrepaTypu. [lo- BHcOkHTEe TeMmmeparypu
nojcuinBat edekra Ha 3acymaBaHeTro mnpe3 ampui Ha 2018 r. Bucokara
MaiicKaTa CpeIHO-MecedHa Temmeparypa Ha 2018 r. e HeOmaronpusiTHa TIpe3
nepuo/ia Ha U3KacsiBaHe-IbPTeK. BrcokaTa royicka Temmeparypa o Bpeme
Ha HaJuMBaHE Ha 3bpHOTO mpe3 toiu 2017 r CchIIO MOXKE Ja YCKOpH
HaJIMBAHETO Ha 3bPHOTO M J1a IPEKPATH MpoIieca Ha O-paHEH eTall.
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®@ur. 2. Cyma Ha BaJIe)KHU CyMH (mm) MO MECEIH NMpe3 ABE BEreTallMOHHU
romuau 2016/2017-2017/2018 r.
Figure 2. Sum of rainfall (mm) of months during two vegetation years
2016/2017-2017/2018.

[IspBara roguna ot u3cnensanero 2016/2017 r ce xapakrepusupa ¢
NEepUoIM Ha 3acyllaBaHE OKTOMBPH-IEKEMBpH, (eBpyapH-anpwi, [OHH,
KOUTO YaCTUYHO C€ KOMIICHCHpAT C BaJeXH OKOJO HOpMaTa Ipe3 MapT U
mait Ha 2017 1. IIpe3 2017/2018 r. ce Habxr0naBa 3acymaBaHe Mpe3 stHyapu;
KakTo W mipe3 anpua Ha 2018 r., mo Bpeme Ha Bereramnusita. Banexen
MakcumyM mipe3 2016/2017 . ce HaOnromasa nipe3 ssuyapu 2017 r. Banexen
MaKCUMyM C HaTpymnBaHe Ha Bayexxu mpe3 2017 T ce HaOmomaBaT mpe3
nepuosa okToMBpH -AekemBpu 2017, ¢eBpyapu u maii-tonu Ha 2018 T.
Hait-mHoro Banexxu mma npe3 oHU 140 mm, KOMTO € 3HAYUTEIHO Hajl
HopMarta (¢ur. 2).

IlepronbT Ha U3cNEqBaHE CE XapaKTEpU3Upa C KOHTPACTHH yCIIOBUS,
cbC 3acymaBaHe mnpe3 ampui. [Ipe3 mbpBara roguHa ce HabOIIOAaBaT
NepuoJM Ha 3acyllaBaHe, BTOpaTa TOAMHA € MO-IbXKAOBHA, HO C
HEPABHOMEPHO PA3NPEIECIICHNE Ha BAJIEKUTE.
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@ur. 3. CpenHu apUTMETUYHU U BapHAIIMOHEH KOS(PHUIIMEHT Ha eIEMEHTH
Ha q00uBa Ha copT ['es 1
Figure 3. Arithmetic mean and variation coefficient of elements of the yield
of cultivar Gaya 1
BIIb/m?-6poit npodykmuenu 6pams/m?, BP-sucouuna na pacmenusama, MX3-uwaca
na 1000 3vpra
NPT/m? Number of productive tillers/m? PH-plant height;, WTK-weight of 1000
kernels.

Bposr Ha mpomyktuBHHTE Opatsi/m? Ha copt ['es 1 Bapupa mo
roguau oT 208 mo 468 c pasmax 260. Bapuanuonnure KoeUIIMEHTH Ha
BIIb/m? Bapupat ot 4.55 mo 6.45%, nmoka3Bamu cnabo Bapupane. Macara
Ha 1000 3vpHa Bapupa ot 48.66 mo 50.76 g, ¢ pasmax 2.1 g, karo
BapupaHeTo € oT cimabo no cpeano 9.54-13.14%. Bucoumnara Ha
pacteHusATa Bapupa ot 74 cm g0 75 cm, ¢ pasmax | cm. BapuanuuoHHuUsT
koepumueHT € or 5.38 mo 8.28% wu mokaszBa cmabo Bapupane. Haii—
TOJIEPAaHTHM TIPH 3acyllaBaHe BbB (ha3uTe M3KJIAcsIBaHE W HaJMBaHE Ha
3BPHOTO Ca eJIeMEeHTUTEe Ha JoOmBa mMaca Ha 1000 3BpHO W JBIDKMHA HA
IJIaBeH KJIac, B KOMTO ce MposBa B Mo-cuiaHa cteneH reHotunsT (Chipilski,
2016). Ilpe3 Bropara roguHa bI1b/m? macata ma 1000 3bppHa, BUCOYMHATA
Ha pacTeHusTa € ¢ 1no-ciabdo Bapupane npu copt I'eq 1, pur. 3.

JbpkrHata Ha kiaca Ha copt ['es 1 Bapupa ot 9.7 mo 10.7 cm ¢
pa3max no roausu ot 1 cm. Bapupanero e ciabo ot 4.66 10 6.57%. bposr
Ha 3bpHATa B Kj1aca Bapupa oT 55 10 57 npu pasmax 7 6posi. Bapupanero Ha



OpoAT Ha 3bpHATa OT KJIac € CJIa0o JI0 TPaHUIaTa ChC CPEIHOTO BapUpaHE,
oT 5.56 o 10.4%. Macara Ha 3ppHaTa OT KJac Bapupa ot 2.76 1o 2.85 g, ¢
pasmax 0.09 g u ot cnabo 10 cpenHo Bapupane, oT 8.25 no 14.79%. Ilpe3
BTOpaTa TroJMHA EJIEeMEHTHTEe Ha J00MBa OT Kiaca ¢ M3KJIIOYEHHE Ha
IUTBTHOCTTA Ha KJIaca € ¢ Mo-ciiabo Bapupane, Gur. 4.
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@ur. 4. CpeHu apUTMETUYHU U BapHAIIMOHEH KOS(PHUIIMEHT Ha eIEMEHTH
Ha no0uBa oT Kyaca Ha copt ['es 1
Figure 4. Arithmetic mean and variation coefficient of elements of yield of
the spike for cultivar Gaya 1
JK-0vrocuna na knac, b3K-6poti 3vpna 6 knac, M3K-maca na 3wspuama om xuac,
IInvmHu. knac-niemunocm Ha Kaaca,
SL-spike length, NKS-number of kernels of spike, WKS- weight of kernels per spike,
DS- Density of spike

Bposar Ha mpoaykTuBHHUTE Opars/m? W IBDKMHATA Ha Kilaca Tpes
W3CITIeABaHMSI TIEPUO/] ca ¢ TPEH] Ha MOHW)KaBaHE OT MbpBaTa KbM BTOpATa
roauHa. [TbTHOCTTA Ha KJlaca MpH CXOZCH Opoil 3bpHA B Kilaca € C TPEeHI
Ha yBeNMYaBaHE OT MbpBaTa KbM BTOpaTa roauHa. J[bbKMHATa Ha Kiaca,
Oposi Ha 3bpHaTa OT Kiac, macara Ha 1000 3BppHAa W BHCOYMHATA HA
pacTeHHsiTa MO CpPelHW CTOWHOCTH UMAaT MalbK pa3Max Ha BapUPAHETO,
(purypa 3 u 4). Pazmaxptr Ha Bapupanero Ha maca 1000 3bpHa Ha copT
I'est 1 e B paMKHTE Ha ONMKUCAHOTO 3a poAHUTE copToBe muieHunu (Tsenov et
al., 2013). Ilpe3 2016 r. MOHUKBAHETO CE€ OCHIIECTBABA C TMOMOIITA Ha



BAJIGKUTE OT HOEMBPH M OKTOMBpU. TBH KakTO 3MMara € CTyJcHa
OpaTeHeTo mTpoTHMYa paHo Ha mporneT. I[Ipe3 BTopaTa roauHa OT
M3CIIEeIBAHETO OpAaTEeHETO MOXKE J1a MPOTHYA U 10 BpeMe Ha 3uMara, mopaau
IIOJIOKUTEITHUTE CPEAHO MECEYHM TeMIleparypu. Banexute mpe3 BTopara
roJMHa ca 3HAYUTEIHUM B IMepHoJa Ha TIOHUKBAHETO. BB3MOXHO €
NOHUKHanuTe pacteHus npe3 2017 r. ga ca mo-manko Ha Opoil, BcieacTBHe
pa3BUTHE HA MOYBEHU MATOTCHU W OpaTEeHETO HEe € MOIJIO Ja KOMIEHCHpa
TOBa. 3acymaBaHeTo npe3 anpui 2018 r. e NoBIUsIIO MOBEYE Ha AbJKUHATA
Ha KJIaca, OTKOJIKOTO Ha Oposi Ha 3bpHATa B KJaca.

Pesynrature moka3BaT, Ye MakCHMajlHaTa CTOMHOCT Ha
MOTEHIMATHHUAT J100MB Ha OOWKHOBEHa 3WMHa mieHuna copt ['es 1 mpes
roauHuTe Ha usciaensaHe e 659 kg/da ycraHoBeH npe3 pexonTtHa 2017 r u
MuHUMATHHAAT pasMep ¢ 202 kg/da npe3 2018 pexonrra roguna. [lo cpeaan
apUTMETUYHM TOTCHUIUATHUAT AOOMB HAa 3bpHO Ha copT ['es 1 Bapupa ot
234 no 598 kg/da ¢ pasmax 364 kg/da. JIoOMBBT OT 3BPHO € C MAKCUMYM
367 kg/da npe3 2017 pexontHa ronuHa u MuHuMyM 154 kg/da mpe3 2018 .
[To cpemnu nanHM noOuBuTe Ha copT l'es 1 B ycrmoBHsS Ha CpaBHUTEITHO
M3MUTBAaHE HAa TOTOMCTBA IbpPBA TOAMHA ce ABMXAT oT 177 mo 357 g/m?
pasmax 113 g/m?. BapupaHeTo Ha MOTEHIUANHHUS JOOUB 10 TOJUHY € c1abo
JI0 TPaHMULHUTE ChC CpeaHoTo BapupaHe 9.99 no 10.08%, nmokazarendar 3a
To4HOCT ¢ oT 3.16 1o 3.19%, TouHOCTTa € 3aA0BOJUTENHA. JIOOUBBT OT
3bpHO OT METPOBKHMTE, KOWTO € TIOJyYeH cJeJ IOYMCTBaHE Ha
ceMeuncTayHa mamuHa Bapupa ot 4.65% no 9.67%, BapupaHeTo € ciado.
[TokazarensT 3a TOYHOCT Ha AOOHMBA OT 3BPHO € ChC CTOMHOCTH OT 2.32 10
4.83%, TogHOCTTA € OT o0pa J0 3aI0BOJUTEIIHA. BapupaHeTo € mo-roisimMo
npe3 BropaTa roausa, (Tabmuma 1).

Taoauna 1. XapakteprucTrka Ha CpeITHUTE apUTMETUYHH HA TOTEHIUATHUS
O0OUB OT 3bPHO U J00MBA HA 3bpHO Ha copT [es 1

Table 1. Characteristics of arithmetic means of potential grain yield and
grain yield of cultivar Gaya 1

IIpu3Hanu-eJIeMeHTH J00MBa COPT
Ten1 Togunn

M Q =0 Mini Maxi
Signs- yield elements of cultivar Years S S0 R MO AR

Gaya 1

IMoTeHunaseH 106UB 3bPHO 2017 598 10.08 3.19 464 659
LD gy B ) 2018 234 9.99 3.16 202 282

J106uB 35PHO OT METPOBKHUTE g/m* 2017 357 4.65 232 332 367

Grain yield from square meter
(g/m?)

2018 177 9.67 4.83 154 195




Ta6auna 2. Hali-manku 3HauMMU pa3lIMKy Ha TOTEHIIMATIEeH JOOUB Ha
3BPHO U JOOWB Ha 3bpHO Ha copT e 1

Table 2. Least significant difference of potential grain yield and grain yield
for Gaya 1

Copr I'est 1 | TToTennuasieH 100MB 3bPHO Jo0uB 3bpHO OT
cultivar Gaya 1 Potential grain yield ( MeTPOBKHTE

kg/da) Grain yield per square
meter (g/m?)

2017 598" 357

T'oguna Year

2018 234" 177

LSD 42.90 28.91

CV% 10.98 6.35

C nomomra Ha Fit anammsza ce ycTaHOBsiBa, Y€ JBETE€ TOIMHU
nmonazaT B pa3zauuau rpynu A u B. [lo-Bucok e moTeHIuaaHusAT 100UB Ha
3pPHO M J00HMBa OT 3BPHO Npe3 IbpBaTa TOAMHA OT H3cieABaHeTo. Te u
nBata nonaaat B rpyma A. Ilpe3 Bropara roauHa M JgBaTa NMpU3HAaKa ca B
rpyna B. CnemoBatenHo no0uBa ce IMOHMXKaBa INpe3 BTOpaTa TOJUHA.
Bapupanero Ha nmobuBa ot 3bppHO € ciabo 6.35% 3a ABeTe TOAWHU, a Ha
MOTeHIUATHUAT 100uB e cpenHo 10.98% (Tabmuna 2).

TecTbT 32 XOMOT€HHOCT Ha MOTOMCTBATa MO TOJWHU M3YUCIEH C
SPSS 19 noka3Ba, ye moTomMcTBaTa Mo MOTEHIHAIEH AJOOUB B PaMKUTE Ha
copTa, ca XOMOTCHHH IPHU CTENEH Ha JOCTOBEPHOCT (Sig.) MO-BHCOKA OT
0.05. TecThT 3a XOMOTEHHOCT MNPWJIOKEH 3a [BE TOJWHHU IIOKa3Ba, ue
JIOOUBBT OT 3bPHO OT METPOBKHUTE CHIIO € XOMOTE€HEH MO MOTOMCTBA, MPHU
CTereH Ha A0cToBepHOCT no-rossiMa ot 0.05 (Tabmuma 3).

JucnepcuoHHuAT aHanu3 Ha coptT ['es 1 mo moTromMcTBaTa MmokasBa,
4ye He ce HaldJoaBa pa3inyue B T0OMBa OT 3bPHO U MOTCHIMAIHUS 100UB
[0 TOTOMCTBaTa B paMkKuTe Ha coprta. CTemeHTa Ha JOCTOBEPHOCT M IO
nBaTa mpusHaka e mo-roiasMa oT 0.05. CremeHTa Ha JOCTOBEPHOCT Ha
MOTEHITMATHUS TOOUB 3bpHO € ITbpBaTta roauHa € (sig=0.916), npe3 BTopaTa
roguHa e (sig=0.609). CreneHnTta Ha JOCTOBEPHOCT Ha MO0OWMBA OT 3BPHO 32
neere roauHu e (sig=0.883). Pe3ynrarure oT CTOMHOCTTAa Ha CTEIEHTA Ha
nmoctoBepHocT oT SPPS 19 cwBnagar no croiinoct ¢ ,,C.Total* 8 JMP 5.0.1
Y ca Ipe/ICTaBeHM B KosoHa (sig.), (Tabmmma 4).



Taoauna 3. Tect 32 XOMOT€HHOCT Ha MOTOMCTBaTa 1o 1o0uB Ha copT ['es 1

Table 3. Homogeneity test of cultivar Gaya 1

CraTucTuKa
l"IpmHaun no IIOTO.MCTBa; ‘copT Iesi 1 |Tonuna year| Ha JleBun DF 1 DF 2 Sig.
Signs trough offspring;cultivar Gaya 1 Levene
Statistic
1 1 8

TloTeHuunaaeH 106uB 3pHO Potential

grain yield ( kg/da) 0.451

0.521

2 0.703 1 8 0.426

Jlo6uB Ha 3bpHO Grain yield (g/m?) - 1.513 1 6 0.265

Taoauna 4. J{ucnepcuoneH aHanu3 Ha 100uBa Ha copT ['est 1 mo moTomcTBa

Table 4. Dispersion analysis of yield of Gaya 1 cultivar trough offspring

IIpuznauu no
IIOTOMCTBA;COPT Source of
Ies 1; Signs variation DF MS F
trough IIpuyunu 32
offspring; BapHupaHe
cultivar Gayal

MoTenunaen Model Mozen  4g 4 1 4840 00119  0.916
JI00UB 3bPHO;
Potential grain ErorTpemka 336132 8 4076.65 Prob>F
ield kg/da
n = Total O6110 32661.6 9 0.9159
Model Mozen 43 1 168.10  0.2831  0.609
Error I'pemika 4750.8 I 593.850 Prob>F
Total O6mo 4918.9 9 Lty
Model Mozen 545 1 24200  0.0237  0.883
Jo0uB 3bpHO
Grain yield (g/m?) Brorfpenie 61880 6 1021467 Prob=F
Total O6mo (15300 7 0.8827

TecThT 3a XOMOTE€HHOCT Ha IMOTCHIUAIHUAT NOOWMB M JOOMBAa OT
3bPHO OT METPOBKHUTE MPHUIIOKEH MO0 TOJAMHU TOKAa3Ba, 4e MPHU3HAIUTE ca
XOMOTCHHH TIpH CTEMeH Ha JocToBepHOCT (sig.) mo-romsima ot 0.05,
Tabnuua 5.



Tao6auna 5. TecT 3a XOMOTE€HHOCT Ha JOOMBA 10 TOAUHH.

Table 5. Homogeneity test of the yield trough years

CTaTHCTHKA HA
JleBuH DF 1 DF 2 Sig.
Levene Statistic

IMoTeHnmnaneH 100UB HA 3bPHO 3.886 1 18 0.064
Potential grain yield. ( kg/da)
Jl0o0uB 3bPHO OT METPOBKHUTE g/m> 0.116 1 6 0.745
Grain yield from square meter (g/m?)
ITo JBaTa MpU3HaKa XapaKTCpUusupaliu I[O6I/IBa — )1061/11331 OT 3bpPpHO U

HNOTEHIMATHUA JOOMB OT 3bPHO ce HaOmIogaBa JOKAa3aHO pa3IudHe Mo
TOJIMHU TPU CTEIEH Ha J0CTOBEPHOCT (sig.) mo-maika ot 0.05, (tabnuua 6).

IIpu3nanu no roaunu Ha copt I'es 1

Signs trough years of cultivar Gaya 1

Ta6auna 6. JlucniepcuoneH aHanus Ha Ao6uBa Ha copt ['est 1 mo roguau

Table 6. Dispersion analysis of yield of Gaya 1 cultivar trough years

Source of
IIpu3Hanu no roqUHM Ha variation
coprt I'esil; Signs trough SS DF MS F Sig.
] IIpnyunn 3a
years of cultivar Gayal
BapHupane

IMoTenuuaien 106uB Model Mogen 661388.5 1 661388.5%**  316.786 0.000
supro; Potential gain (SRR & 2087.8 Prob>F
yield kg/da 698969.0 19 <0.0001
Total O6mo
Model Mogen 59858.0 1 59858.0***  214.801 0.000
J00uB 3bpPHO OT
MeTpoBKkuTe; Grain 1672.0 6
. 2 Error I'perka 278.7
yield per square meter Prob>F
g/m?
Total O6mo 61530.0 7 <0.0001

*/lokazano npu cmenen Ha OdocmogepHocm sig.<0.05; **/[oxazano npu cmenen Ha
docmosepnocm sig.<0.01; *** Jloxazano npu cmenen ua docmosgeprocm sig.<0.001;
*Proved for significance sig.<0.05; **Proved for significance sig.<0.01; ***Proved for
significance sig.<0.001

YcraHoBsiBa ce, 4ye OposAT Ha MPOAYKTUBHUTE OpaTs/m? € B CHUIIHA
MOJIOKHUTETHA KOpEJanus ¢ MOTCHIMATHMS TOOUB HA 3bpHO OT copT [es 1
(r=0.938**) u ¢ go6usa ot 3bpHO (r=0.993**). BIIb/m? e B cpeaHa mo cuia
MOJIOKHUTETHA KOopenamus ¢ IbhDKuHaTa Ha kiaca (r=0.615*%*) u cunHa
OTpHIIaTeNIHA Kopenanus ¢ MIBTHOCTTa Ha kiaca (r=-0.775**). JIpmkunara
Ha KJIaca € ChC CHJTHA TOJIOKHUTETHA KOPEeJaIus ¢ OTCHIUATHHS JOOUB Ha
3ppHO (r=0.734**), ¢ TIBTHOCT Ha KJaca € B CHJIHA OTpUIIATEIHA



kopenanus (r=-0.825%*). Ilpu moBuIIaBaHe Ha MacaTa W JBIDKHHATA Ha
KJlaca, MOXe Jla ce HaMaJld TUThTHOCTTA Ha Kiaca. Bp3Mo)kHaTa mpU4yuHa €
KOHKYPCHIIUATA MEXIy Kiacuerata B cherostHue Ha ctpec (Leilah & Al-
Khateeb, 2005; Beheshtizadeh et al., 2013). Kopenanusara Ha npKkuHaTa Ha
Kjlaca ¢ OposT Ha 3BpHATA B Kjaca € CpeqHa M0 CHJa W TOJIOKHUTEITHA
(r=0.562*%*), (Tabnuua 7).

Ta6auna 7. KopenanmoHneH aHaiu3 Ha pU3HAIM-€JIEMEHTH Ha JOOMBA Ha
copt I'est 1

Table 7. Correlation analysis of signs-elements of the yield of cultivar
Gaya 1

K na3 J3M
IIpu3Hanu Ha copT SL B3K MX3 ILtbTHOCT PYG GYSM

Iesi 1; Signs of (cm) NKS WTK (g) Ha KJ1ac kg/da

g/m?*

cultivar Gaya 1 DS

1 0.085  0.615%  0.196 0.02 0275 -0.775%%  0.938*%  (0.993**

Bucounna Ha 1 0.513* 0.427 0.459* 0.301 -0.403 0.256 -0.226
pacrenusitra PH
(cm)
JIbJI2KHHA HA KJIac 1 0.562** 0.418 0.092 -0.825%** 0.734** 0.367
SL (cm)

Bpoii 3bpna/kinac 1 0.481* -0.159 -0.449* 0.367 0.516

Maca Ha 1 0.662%* -0.266 0.349 0.317

3ppHaTa/kiIacWKS

Maca na 1000 1 0.153 -0.06 -0.460
3ppHa WTK (g)
ILnbTHOCT HA
Kjaca 1 -0.833%* -0.817*
DS

IoTennunaneH 1 0.987**

a06mB 3spHo PYG

kg/da
Jlo6uB 36pHO OT 1

METPOBKHUTE

GYSM g/m?



* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed). **. Correlation is significant at the
0.01 level (2-tailed). * Kopenayuama e npu nuso ua 3nauumocm 0.05; **Kopenayuama e
npu nueo Ha suayumocm 0.01; BIIb/m?*-6poii npodykmuenu dpams/m? BP-eucouuna na
pacmenusama, JK-0vaocuna na knac, B3K-opot 3vpra 6 xnac, M3K-maca na 3epuama om
knac, MX3-maca na 1000 3vpna, I1/{3-nomenyuanen 00b6us na 3vpuo, /[3M-006u6 Ha 3vpHO
om memposkume; NPT/m? Number of productive tillers/m? PH-plant height; SL-spike
length, NKS-number of kernels of spike, WKS- weight of kernels per spike, WTK-weight of
1000 kernels, DS- Density of spike, PYG-potential yield of grain, GYSM-grain yield per
square meter

Kopenanusta mexay Opos Ha 3ppHaTa B Kiaca M macara Ha 1000
3ppHO € oTpunarenHa (r= -0.159), koero ce moTBbpkaaBa (Tsenov et al,
2013). Ta He e crarucTUdecku Aoka3aHa. IlonoxxkuTenHa e kopenaTUBHATa
Bpb3Ka MEXIy IbkuHA Kiaca u Macata Ha 1000 3ppHO (Golparvar et al.,
2006; Arain et al., 2011; Beheshtizadeh et al., 2013). B uscnensanero
KopenanusaTa MEeXIy ObJDKMHAaTa Ha kinaca u macara Ha 1000 3bpHa
(r=0.092) e mnomoxuTenHa, HO € HE3HAYMTEIHA M HE € CTaTUCTUYECKHU
J0Ka3aHa.

[InpTHOCTTAa HAa KiMaca € B CHJIHA OTpHIATETHA KOpenarus ¢
MOTEHITMATHUAT A00WMB Ha 3bpHO (1= -0.833**) m c moOuBa OT 3BPHO OT
MeTrpoBkuTe (r= -0.817**). [loTeHIUATHUAT TOOUB € B CHITHA MOJIOKUTEITHA
Kopenarus ¢ 100uBa oT 36pHO (1= 0.987**).

W3Benen e perpecuonen ananu3 ¢ SPSS 19 na Bcuuku npusHanu
€JIEMEHTH Ha J00MBa ChC 3aBHCHMMa MPOMEHJIMBA MOTEHIUAIHUAT JOOUB.
PesynTature OT AMCTIEPCHOHHUST aHAINU3 M3YHCICH OT MPEAUKTOPUTE HA
PErpECUOHHUAT MOJeNl TOKa3BaT, 4Ye CTOWHOCTTa Ha CTeNeHTa Ha
nocTtoBepHOCT € mo-mainka ot 0.05, mpu sig=0.000. CnemoBaTeIHO MOICTHT
€ JI0Ka3aH, WIN € CTATUCTUYECKU 3HAUHM.

CroitHOCTTa Ha KOe(PHUIIMEHTA HA AETePMHUHAIIMS HA MOTCHIIMATHUSAT
106MB Ha 3bpHO R?=99.3% mokas3Ba CHIIHA BPb3Ka MEXKIy H3CIEIBAHUS
MoJen U 3aBHcHMara npomennuBa, (¢pur. 5). IloTeHnmanHusAT 10O6MB Ha
3BPHO UMa CIICTHUS BUJI HA PETPECHOHHOTO YPABHCHHE:

Y(PYG)=-552.6+1.245*NPT+0.841*PH+11.702*SL-
1.482*NKS+212.251*WKS-2.689*TWK-4.434*DS

NPT/m? 6poti npooykmusnu oOpams/m? (Number of productive
tillers/m? PH- sucouuna na pacmenusama (plant height); SL- Ovaxcuna na
Kaac (spike length), NKS- 6poii 3vpua 6 knac (number of kernels of spike),
WKS- maca na 3vprama om xnac (weight of kernels per spike), WTK- maca
Ha 1000 3vpHa (weight of 1000 kernels), DS-nivmnocm na xnaca (density of
spike), PYG- nomenyuanen 006ueé na 3vpro (potential yield of grain).
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@ur. 5. Croitnoctr Ha R, R?, Adjusted R? Ha moTeHImamHuAT 100UB Ha
3bpHO Ha copT ['es 1.
Figure 5. Values of R, R?, Adjusted R? of the potential grain yield of
cultivar Gaya 1.

[TpaBu BrieyatieHue, 4e KOHCTAHTAaTa B YPAaBHECHUETO € OTPHIIATEITHA
(-552.6). ToBa o3HauaBa, 4ye TOYKaTa, OT KOSATO 3aloyBa IpaBara Ha
JWHEHaTa perpecust Ha A0OMBa ce HaMHpa IOJ Hyjara, HE 4e JOOWBBT €
otpunarenes, (Tabmuma 8).

C orTpumaredHn CTOHHOCTM ca H HE CTaHAAPTU3UPAHHUTE
perpecuonnu koedunuentu (B) Opoit 3ppHa B Kiac, Maca Ha 1000 3bpHa H
IUTBTHOCT Ha Kiaca. Te ca BKIIOYEHH B YPaBHEHHETO Ha MOTCHIMATHUS
no6uB. DakTHYECKH MOXKE J1a ce Kake, 4e MOTCHUUAIHUAT 100UB Ha 3bPHO,
Bb3 OCHOBA Ha YpPaBHCHHETO, CE€ Tpagd OCHOBHO Ha OposT Ha
NpOAYKTUBHUTE Opars Ha m” U Macara Ha 3bpHara B kiaca, (Tabnuua 8).
JboKMHaTa Ha Kiaca y4yacTBa 3HAUMTEIHO B HEro, KakTO MMa W CHIIHA
noJIoXKUTeNHa Kopenanus (r=+0.734**) ¢ nmoTeHumannus 10OMB Ha 3BPHO.
lonmsimMaTta TIBTHOCT Ha Kjaca, ONpeAensHa OT Opos Ha 3bpHaTa H
IBJDKMHATA Ha Kilaca, okKa3Ba oTpuuareiaHo BiausHue (r= -0.883**) Bppxy
MOTEHITMATHUS J00MB OT 3bpHO Ha copt ['est 1, (Tabmmia 7 u 8).



Ta6auna 8. Hecrangaptusupanu koepuiyenTd B u ctannaptusupan
perpecuoneH koedwureHT § Ha copt ['es 1.

Table 8. Unstandardized coefficients B and standardized coefficient 3 of
cultivar Gaya 1.

HecranpapTuzupanu Crangapru-

TpusHauu Ha copT KoeduunenTH SHpas ®eHOTHITHA

Tes 1 Unstandartized Koe(uIHeHT . Kopeamus
Signs of cultivar Coefficients Standartized . Phenotype

Gaya 1 “ Cocefficients correlation
p
Constant) -552.6 188.415 - -2.933 0.013 -

Bpoii nponykTieHM 1.245 0.064 0.877***  19.558 0.000 0.938*#*

opaTsa/m?*
Number of productive
tillers/m?

Bucouuna na 0.841 1.227 0.023 0.686 0.506 0.256
pacTeHusTa
Plant height (cm)

MpiikuEa HA KiIAc 11.702 14.28 0.048 0.819 0.429 0.734
Spike length SL (cm

bpoii 3npHa/kiac -1.482 2.153 -0.037 -0.688 0.505 0.367
Number of kernels per
spike NKS
Maca na 212.251 34884  0.369*** 6.084 0.000 0.349
3bpHaTa/KJIac
Wight of kernels per
spike WKS (g)
Maca na 1000 3ppaa -2.689 2.144 -0.079 -1.255 0.234 -0.060
Weight of 1000 kernels
WTK (g)

ILrbTHOCT Ha KiIaca -4.434 25.85 -0.011 -0.172 0.867 -0.833*
Spike density DS

**% Jlokasano npu cmenen Ha docmoseprocm sig.<0.001; ***Proved for significance
8ig.<0.001, BIIb/m*-6pou npodykmuenu opamsa/m? BP-eucouuna ma pacmenusama, JJK-
ovaxcuna Ha kiac, B3K-6poii svpna 6 kiac, M3K-maca na 3sprama om kiac, MX3-maca
na 1000 3vpua, [lntemnocm na xnaca;, NPT/m? Number of productive tillers/m? PH-plant
height; SL-spike length, NKS-number of kernels of spike, WKS- weight of kernels per spike,
WKS- weight of kernels per spike, WTK-weight of 1000 kernels, DS- Density of spike

C nmomomrra Ha path aHanu3a 1€ ce MPOBEpH BEPHOCTTA HA TOBA
TBBPJICHHE Bb3 OCHOBA Ha €KCIEpUMEHTANHHUTE NaHHU. OTpUIATeTHU ca U
YJICHOBETE HA HE3aBUCHUMHTE IPOMEHIIMBH, KOUTO MPEICTABIT TPEKUS
edekt: Opoil Ha 3bppHaTa B kiaca (B= -0.037), maca na 1000 3bpHa (B= -
0.079) u urbTHOCTTA Ha Kiaca (f=-0.011), (tabmmma 8).



Scatterplot of cultivar Gaya 1. CkatbpnnoTHa copTMea 1
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®ur. 6. CkaTsp-TJIOT Ha JIMHUSATA HA PErPeCcHsiTa Ha MOTEHIIUATHUS JOOUB
Ha 3BPHO.
Figure 6. Scatterplot of regression line of potential grain yield.
PYG- nomenyuanen 0o6us na 3opno (potential yield of grain)

CKaTbp-IIIOTHT MOKA3Ba, Y€ perpecusiTa Ha NOTCHIMAIHUA JOOUB Ha
3bpHO Ha copT ['es 1 e MHEelHA, KOeTO BU3yalTHO ce BIKAA Ha ¢urypa 6.

[Tpusnakst ©Ha BIIB/m?> e ¢ mnojoXuTeneH CTaHIapTU3UpPaH
perpecuoner koedwuimeHT (f=0.877***), koliTo € MHOTO JHOOpe JOKa3aH.
Toii moka3Ba mpekusi epekT BbpXy MOTCHIMATHUS 100uB, (Tabnuna 8.)

B path xoeduumeHTHHST aHATU3 ca BKJIIOYEHW BCUYKHU €IIEMEHTH Ha
n00MBa, KOUTO ca U B PErpecMOHHMs aHaiM3. JBIDKMHaTa Ha Kjaca € ¢
nostoxkuteieH kocBeH edekr (0.539) cnpsmo modwuBa m BIIB/m?, kakTo n
OOIIMAT KOCBEH e(QeKT KbM IOTCHLUUAIHUS JOOUB € TIOJIOKUTENIEH U
snauutenieH (0.686). IlomywyaBa ce HaciarBaHe Ha KOCBEHHUS €(EKT ¢
MOJIOKUTEHATa CUiIHA Kopenanus (r=+0.734%*) na gpmkuHaTa Ha Kilaca u
MOTEeHUMaIHUs JoOuB. BucounHaTta Ha pacTeHHUsATa UMa MOJIOXKHUTENIEH 0011
KOCBEH e(eKT BbpXy MOTeHHHamHus Ao0uB oT 3bpHO (0.233), koiiTO €
CXOJIeH C Kopenamusta, Makap U Heaokazana (r=+0.256). Macata Ha
3ppHaTa OT KJac € C TOJOXHUTENIEH CTaHAApTH3UPAaH PEerpecuoHeH
koedurment (B=+0.369***), xoiito ¢ MHOrO nOOpe mokazaH. Macara Ha
1000 3ppHa UMa KOcBeH edeKT crpsiMo MacaTa Ha 3bpHata oT kiac (0.244).
Bucounnara Ha pacTeHHETO, OpOSIT K1acOBE Ha €IMHUIIA IUIOI] U MacaTa Ha
1000 3ppHO MMAT MPSIKO M CHJIHO BIUSHUE BHPXY €KCIIpecHsiTa Ha MoOuBa
(Markova-Ruzdik, 2015). ToBa TBBpHeHHE Ce TOTBBpKIaBa Haii-Bedye 3a



Oposi Ha KiTacoBeTe OT eawHMIIA TUTONI. OOMIMAT KOCBEH €(EeKT Ha macara
1000 3ppHa KbM MOTEHLHUANHUS JOOMB OT 3bpHO € oTpuuareneH (-0.305).
[TrpTHOCTTA Ha Kjaca uMma oTpunatesieH kocBeH edekt (-0.680) crpsimo
BIIb/m?. OOmuAT KOCBeH Koe(UIMEeHT Ha IUTBTHOCTTa Ha Kjaca €
orpunareneH u 3HaunteseH (-0.822) cnpsaMo moTeHIHaTHUsS J0OMB HA COPT
I'es 1. Te ce macmarBaT BBpPXYy CHUJIHATa OTpULIATENHA Kopenamus (r= -

0.833**) Ha IUTPTHOCTTA Ha KJIaca ¢ MOTCHIUAIHUS JOOUB HA 3PHO OT COPT
I'es 1, (Tabmuna 9).

Ta6auuna 9. [Tpexu (B- koedunrenTn) 1 KOCBeHU e(eKTU HA TMPU3HALIN-
SJICMEHTH Ha MOTEeHIINAJIeH To00uB Ha copT ['es 1

Table 9. Direct (B-coefficients) and indirect effects signs-elements of the
potential yield of cultivar Gaya 1

IIpu3Hanu-eJieMeHTH (0]1)11
Bucoun- Maca na
Ha NOTEeHIHAJIeH JAbaxuna KocBeH | Kopeua-
Ha HA 3ppHata/ | Ha 1000 | ILrbTHOCT
n006uB Ha copt I'est Ha KJjac edexT uus

pacre- KJIac Ha KJjaca .
| o DS | e | o
PH (cm)

® effect

1;Signs-elements of
the potential yield of
cultivar Gaya 1
Bpoii npoayKTHBHA 0.022 0.009 0.062 0.938
Opars/m* ok
Number of
productive tillers/m?
Bucounna Ha -0.024 0.004 0.233 0.256
pacTeHusiTa
Plant height (cm)
JIbJI2KHHA HA KJIac -0.007 0.009 0.686 0.734
Spike length SL (cm) ik

Bpoii 3bpHa/kiac B 0.013 0.005 0.404 0.367
Number of kernels

per spike NKS

Maca Ha -0.052 -0.002 -0.024 0.349
3bpHATa/KIIAC
Wight of kernels per
spike WKS (g)
Maca na 1000 3bpHa = -0.002 -0.305 -0.060

Weight of 1000 -0.079
kernels
WTK (g)
ILrbTHOCT Ha KJIaca -0.012
Spike density

-0.822 -0.833

k%

*/lokazano npu cmenen Ha OocmogepHocm sig.<0.05;** Jlokazano npu cmenen Ha
docmogepnocm  s5ig.<0.01;  ***  Jlokazano npu cmenen Ha  0OCMOBEPHOC
5ig.<0.001;*Proved for significance sig.<0.05; ;**Proved for significance sig.<0.01;
S ¥**Proved for significance sig.<0.001; NPT/m? 6poii npodyxmuenu opams/m? (Number of
productive tillers/m? PH- sucouuna na pacmenusma (plant height); SL- Ovicuna na xkiac



(spike length), NKS- 6poil 3vpua 6 knac (number of kernels of spike), WKS- maca na
3vpHama om knac (weight of kernels per spike), WTK- maca na 1000 3vpua (weight of 1000
kernels), DS-nrvmuocm na xnaca (density of spike)

V3BeneH e CTBIKOB PErPEeCHOHEH aHaln3 Ha J00MBa 3BPHO OT
MeTpoBkuTe Ha copT ['es 1. B aHanm3a ca BKIIIOYEHH KaTO MPEIUKTOPU
(ae3aBucumu npomenuBr) BITIb/m? u moteHmmanaus 100MB Ha 3PHO, THI
KaTo T€ MMaT JI0Ka3aHa KOpeJsalysl ChC 3aBUCUMAaTa MPOMEHIJINBA J00MBa Ha
3bPHO OT METPOBKUTE. B TO3M aHaIM3 TUIBTHOCTTA Ha KJlaca € U3KJII0YCHA B
MOMEHTa, BBIIPEKH Ye UMa Kopenauus ¢ 1o0uBa. To3u perpecuoHeH MoJel
e xubOpuzaeH. /[MCTIEpCHOHHHMAT aHAM3 HANpaBeH C perpecHsTa Mmoka3Ba
croriHocT Ha sig=0.000, ciemoBaTeNIHO PETPECHOHHUS MOJEN € JTOKa3aH.
[Ipu mpeBpbBIIAHETO HA CTOMHOCTHTE Ha BapHalsITa Ha TPOMCHJIMBATA
peakuust R? B mporieHTH € cbe cToHOCT 98.6%, (dur. 7).

ER%
MR2%
H Adjusted R2 %

®@ur. 7. Croitnoctu Ha R, R?, Adjusted R? Ha noOuB Ha 3bpHO Ha copt ['es 1

Figure 7. Values of R, R?, Adjusted R? of the grain yield of cultivar Gaya 1.



Scatterplot of cultivar Gaya 1 Ckatbpnnot Ha coptlea 1
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Figure 8. Scatterplot of regression line of grain yield of square meters of
cultivar Gaya 1.
JYSM-n06uB 36pHO 0T MeTpoBKHTE (grain yield from square meters)

Bucokust nporeHT Ha koeduireHTa Ha AerepMuHanus R? mokassa,
4ye Bpb3KaTa MEXKAYy 3aBHCHMMaTa MPOMEHJIMBA W H3CIEIABAHUS MOJEN €
cuiiHA. 3a J1a € CUTYPHO, Y€ MOJICITBT € JIMHEEH € He0OXOANMO J1a C€ BUIH Ha
CKaThp-IUIOTa, KakTo mpemnopbuBa Frost (2020), (dburypa 8). Busyanno ce
YCTaHOBSIBa, Y€ YPABHEHHWETO Ha J0OMBAa OT 3BbPHO HMa CpPaBHUTEITHO
JTUHEeH BUJ 3a Nepuoja Ha u3ciensane npu copt ['es 1. Ho e Bb3MoxHO Aa
ce MOJyYHd W HEJMHEWHa (PYHKIMS, KOETO € YCTaHOBsIBaHO 3a copT les 1
(Tsenov et al, 2013). YpaBHeHHeTO Ha A0OMBA OT 3bPHO OT METPOBKUTE Ha
copt I'est 1 uma cnegHus BUI;

Y (GYSM) = 44.781+0.512*NPT + 0.107*PYG, GYSM-oobus
3vpHo om memposkume (Grain yield per square meter), NPT/m? opou
npooykmusHu  opams/m?  (Number of productive tillers/m?, PYG-
nomenyuanen 0oous Ha 3vpHo (potential yield of grain)

Koncranrara Ha ypaBHeHueTo Ha qo0uBa (44.781) e monoxuTenHa u
chbc croitHOCT Ha sig=0.045, ciemoBaTeIHO KOHCTAHTHATA € JO0Ka3aHa, Thi
KaKTO CTENeHTa Ha JocToBepHOCT € mo-manka oT 0.05. CroitHocTTa Ha
HECTaHIAapTH3UpaHUs perpecuoHeH koepumment (B) mwa BIIB/m? e
MOJIOKUTEJICH U C TMO-BUCOKA CTOWHOCT. HecTanmapTusnpanus perpecuoHeH
koepummenT (B) Ha  moTeHIWamHHS ~ JAOOMB €  TOJOXHTEJCH.



CTaHIapTU3UPAHUAT PETPECHOHEH KOC(QUIIMEHT, TOKa3BaIll MpeKus edekt
Ha OposAT Ha MpOoayKTHUBHUTE Opats/m? e nonoxxuteneH (f=0.760). Toii e ¢
MO-TOJISIMAa CTOMHOCT OT CTaHAAPTU3UPAHUS PEIrPECHOHEH KOCPHIMCHT Ha
noTeHnua Hus 106uB Ha 36pHO (B=0.235), (Tabnuua 9).

Ta6auua 9. Hecrangaptusupanu koepuireHTy B u ctannaptuszupan
perpecuoneH koedurueHT f Ha copt ['est 1 Ha XUOpUIHUS MO Ha T0OMBa

Table 9. Unstandardized coefficients B and standardized coefficient 3 of
cultivar Gaya 1 of hybrid model of the yield

IIpu3Hanu-eieMeHTH HecTanpapTusupanun Crangaptu- DeHOTHIIHA
Ha 100MBa Ha COPT KoeuuuenTn 3UpaH Kopenanus

Tesn 1 Unstandardized KoedueHT Phenotype

Signs-elements of the Coefficients Standardized correlation

of cultivar Gaya 1 Coefficients
I
44.781* 16.874 2.654 0.045

Bpoii npoayKkTHBHH
opatsi/m*Number of

p“’d““g;?“e“/ m 0.512 0.243 0.760 2.102 0.090 0.993%*

IToTeHuuageH 100MB

Ha 3bPHO

Potential grain yield o
A — 0.107 0.164 0.235 0.651 0.544 0.987

*/lokazano npu cmenen na oocmogeprocm sig.<0.05; * Proved for significance sig.<0.05,
**/Tokasano npu cmenen Ha oOocmogeprocm sig.<0.01; ** Proved for significance
5ig.<0.01. NPT-Number of productive tillers/m?; PYG-potential yield of grain of cultivar

Gaya 1

OOmMAT KOCBEHMAT €(PEeKT Ha IMOTEHIMATHHUS JOOWB HAa 3BPHO €
MoJIOXKUTENeH M ¢ BHUcoka ctorHocT (0.713) cmpsiMo goOuBa OT 3BPHO.
OOmwmAT KOCBEeHUAT e(eKT Ha Oposi Ha MPOAYKTHBHUTE Opats/m? € ChIIOo
MOJIOXKUTENCH, HO ¢ TIo-HHUCcKa cTorHOCT (0.220), (Tabmuma 10).



Ta6auna 10. IIpsk (B-xoeduiment) u kocBeH eeKT Ha J0OMBa OT 35PHO
Ha copt ['es 1

Table 10. Direct(B-coefficient) and indirect effect of number of productive
tillers/m? and the grain yield of cultivar Gaya 1

O0ux

IMoTeHnuasen KOCBEH

IIpu3Hanyu-e1eMeHTH HA MOTEHIATEH JA00HMB 3bPHO edexT
BIIb/m? Kopeaanus

no6uB Ha copT I'est 1;Signs-elements of Potential General
NPT/m? Correlation
the potential yield of cultivar Gaya 1 yield of grain indirect

kg/da effect

Bpoii npoxykTuBHH 0paTs/m>Number p=0.760 0.220 0.220 0.993**
of productive tillers/m?

IMorennuanen noouB 3spHO kg/da 0.713 p=0.235 0.713 0.987**

Potential yield of grain kg/da

* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed). **; Correlation is significant at the
0.01 level (2-tailed); * Kopenrayuama e npu Hugo Ha 3uauumocm 0.05; **Kopenayusma e
npu nueo Ha sHayumocm 0.01

Taoauna 11. Cranaatpusupany 1 HECTAaHAAPTU3UPAHU KOCPUIIUEHTH OT
PETPECHOHEH aHaIN3 Ha J00MBa OT 3bPHO OT METPOBKUTE OT copT ['es 1

Table 11. Standartized and unstandartized coeficents of grain yield from the
square meters of cultivar Gaya 1

Hecranpaprusupanu CrannapTu-
KoeHIHEeHTH 3upaH @eHOTHIHA
Unstandardized Koe(UIHeHT . Kopenanus

Ipun3nany-eeMenTH
Ha 100MBa HA COPT

Tenl : .
o Coefficients Standardized Phenotype

Signs-elements of the X .
S e ] Std. Coefficients correlation
Error B
-60.314 82.998 -0.727 0.500

Bpoii npoayKTHBHH

seskosk kk
RO 0.732 0.062 1.086 11.758 0.000 0.993
productive tillers/ m*
NPT
ILTETHOCT HA Kiica Ruppypee 20331 0.110 1.192 0.287 0.817%

Spike density



* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed),; **. Correlation is significant at the
0.01 level (2-tailed; ***Proved for significance sig.<0.001); * Kopenayusma e npu nugo Ha
snauumocm 0.05; **Kopenayusma e npu nuso na snauumocm 0.01; ***/oxazanocm npu
cmenen Ha docmogeprocm sig.<0.001;

HanpaBeH e BTOpM perpecMoOHeH MoJiell Ha J00MBa 3BPHO OT
METPOBKHUTE, KOUTO CHIIO € CTHIIKOB. B TO31M MO/ie MOTeHIMANIHUS JOOUB €
M3KJIIOYEH KaTo mpeauktop, (tabmuma 11.) Ilenta e ma ce ycraHoBH Kak
NpU3HALUTE-JIEMEHTH Ha J00HMBa OT 3bPHO, MMAllM KOpenauusi ¢ Hero,
BIMSISIT Ha HEroBoTo (popmupane. M3BeneHO € perpecuoHHO ypaBHEHHE.
Mopnenstr e JnokazaH mnpu cTodHoct Ha sig=0.000 momydyena B
nucnepcuoHHuAT aHanu3. KoncrantHata (-60.314) e orpumarenHa u
CTENEHTa Ha JOCTOBEPHOCT Ha KOHCTaHTara € mo-rossiMa ot 0.05. Ts He e
nokazaHa npu ctorHocT Ha sig=0.500. YpaBHeHHETO HA MOOWMBA 3BPHO OT
METPOBKHTE nMa CIIETHUS BUI; Y (GYSM)= -
60.314+0.732*NPT+24,233*SD, kwdemo GYSM-oob6ueé Hna 3vpHO om
memposkume (Grain yield per square meter), NPT-6poti npooykmuseHu
opams/m? (Number of productive tillers/m?), SD-niemumocm wna xiac
(Density of spike)

[IpaBu BHeuaTiieHWe, 4Ye HECTAHIAPTU3UPAHUS PErPECHOHCH
koepunueHnt (B) Ha mapTHOCTTa Ha Kiaca (24.233) Ha copt Ies 1 e
nonoxurenen, (tabmuma  10).  CraHmapTH3HpaHUAT  PETPECHOHEH
kKoepumeHT, mnokaszpam mpekus edekt (P=1.086***) na BIIb/m?, e
MOJIOKUTEJIEH U C rojisiMa cToiHocT. Toll € MHoro no0pe noKa3aH HpH
crerneH Ha goctoBepHOCT (sig=0.000). Cxonno e TBbpAeHHeTo Ha Okuyama
et al (2004) mpu mmeHwnna 3a TO3W MoNoKUTeNeH Npsk edekt Ha BIIb/m?
BbpXy JAob6uBa. IlnbTHOCTTa Ha KjJaca HUMa Majlka CTOHHOCT Ha
cTaHmapTu3upanus perpecuoneH koedumuent (f=0.110), (tabmuma 11).
[IpexusT edekT Ha TUIBTHOCTTA Ha Kiaca e mo-ciad. Koepunmentausar Path
aHaJIM3 € HAlpaBeH ChC CHIINTE €JIEMEHTH Ha J00WBA OT 3BPHO, KaKTO U B
CTBIIKOBUSI pETPECUOHEH aHau3, Tabnuna 12.

Haii-ronsim xocBeH eekT BbpXy 100MBa OT 3bPHO OT METPOBKHUTE U
Oposi Ha mpoayKTUBHUTE OpaTst/ m? MMa IUTbTHOCTTAa Ha Kiaca (-0.842),
KO#TO € oTpunateneH. To3u OTpULIaTeNIeH KOCBEH e(eKT ce Haclaarsa BbpXy
cuiHata orpunareinHa kopenanus (r=-0.817**). [Ipu oObukHOBEeHa 3MMHA
nmreHuna copt bopsHa ce HaGmonaBa MOJ00HO SBJICHUE NPU cerTOa Tpe3
oktoMmBpHU. [ImbTHOCTTA Ha Ki1aca npu copT bopsiHa uma orpuuarenex ooy
KOCBEH KOG(UIIMEHT CHpsMO [00MBa OT 3BPHO, HO € HE3HAYHTEJICH
(Bonchev, 2020). bposar Ha mnpoaykTuBHHUTE OpaTs Ha m? uma ciab
oTpumareneH o0m; kKocBeH edekT BBpxy mgob6mBa oT 3bpHO (-0.085),
(Tabmuna 12).



Ta6auua 12. Kocsen edext Ha Opoil npoyKTUBHU Opats U IIIBTHOCT Ha
kJaca Ha copt 'es 1

Table 12. Indirect effect of number of productive tillers/m? and spike
density of cultivar Gaya 1

IIpu3Hanu-e1eMeHTH HA

TOTEHI[HAJIeH T00MB HA COPT
Test 1;Signs-elements of the Ha KJac KkocBeH ediekT | Correlation
£

IlasTHHOCT 061 Kopeaanus

potential yield of cultivar SD General

iy indirect

effect

Bpoii npoayKkTHBHH p=1.086*** 0.993**

opars/m> Number of
productive tillers/m?
ILrbTHOCT Ha KJIaca Spike -0.842 p=0.110 -0.842 -0.817*
Density SD

* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed) ; ;**. Correlation is significant at
the 0.01 level (2-tailed; ***Proved for significance sig.<0.001; * Kopenrayusma e npu Hugo
Ha sHayumocm 0.05; **Kopenayusma e npu nuso na 3uauumocm 0.01; ***/Jokazanocm
npu cmener Ha docmogeprocm sig.<0.001

n3BOoau

[ToTenuanHUAT 1O0OWB HA 3HPHO TpH copT ['es 1 ce rpagn OCHOBHO
Ha OpoAT Ha MPOAYKTUBHUTE OpaTs Ha m? U MacaTa Ha 3bpHaTa B Kiaca. Te
UMaT MpAK e(PeKT BbpXy NOTCHHHMATHUS J00uB. [[0OMBBHT Ha 3BPHO OT
MeTpoBkuTe Ha copt les 1 ce ¢opmupa oOcHOBHO OT Opost Ha
MPOIYKTUBHUTE OpaTs/m? CbC 3HAUUTEIICH MPSK e(PEeKT.

OTpunareneH KOCBEHUAT €EeKT U CUIIHA OTPHULIATEIIHA KOpENaIus ce
HaOJII0aBaT MEXIy TUTBTHOCTTA Ha KJlaca W J00WMBa Ha 3bPHO, KAKTO U C
MOTEHIMATHHS JOOUB Ha 3bPHO.

JbIoKrHATa Ha Kijlaca MMa CHJTHA TOJIOKHUTETHA KOpENaus U ToJsM
00111 KOCBEH e(eKT C MOTEHIUATHUS T00UB Ha 3bPHO.

CunHa TONOKUTENHA €  KOpeJallMOHHAaTa BpbB3Ka  MEXIY
NOTEHIMATHUsT JA00MB Ha 3BPHO W J00MBa Ha 3bpPHO. YCTAaHOBEHO €
JIOKa3aHO HaMaJieHHe Ha Jo0MBa OT 3BPHO CHC CXOJCH TPEHI IpH
NOTEHIMAIHUS 100MB Mpe3 BTopaTa ToAvMHa Ha u3cinenBaHeTo. OCHOBHaTa
MpUYMHA 32 HAMAJIIBAaHETO Ha JOOMBA OT 3bPHO € HAMAaJIsIBAHETO HA OpOst Ha
IPOYKTUBHUTE GpaTs/m?.
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