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Kogsanenko O. JI.
Hocnigna crannig 1yo’ saux kynstyp ICITIC HAAH

V crarti HaBeseHo nepeBaru GGE biplot ananizy y nmopiBHsHHI 3 HalO1IbIIIE TOMIMPEHUMHU
METOAMKAaMHU JUIsl Bi3yami3allii Ta iHTeprnpeTalii pe3yiabTaTiB €KOJIOTIYHOTO COPTOBUIIPOOYBAaHHS
B 2013 p. 32 MpOAYKTUBHICTIO HA MPUKJIAJl CEMH COPTIB SUYMEHIO ApOro 3a pe3yapTaTaMu A0CIHi-
okeHb BualieHo reHotunu G1 ta G6, sk HalO1IbII TPOYKTHBHI B YMOBAX JTOCIIKEHUX MyHK-
TiB BUNpoOyBaHHs. Beranosneno, o renotunu G1, G3 ta G6 € makcumManbHO HAOIMKEHUMHU
70 «i7€aTbHOT0Y» T€HOTHUITY 3a MPOTYKTUBHICTIO Ta CTaOUIBHICTIO. BH3HAYeHO 0COOIMBOCTI TyH-
KTiB BUIIPOOYBaHHS SIK TECTEPIB VIS OIL[IHKYA T€HOTHIIIB.

GGE biplot,  sumine  spui,  63aemo0iss  cenomun-cepedosuwe,  eKONIO2IUHE
COpMmMOoBUNPOOYBAHHS, NPOOYKMUBHICMb, CMADLIbHICMb

VYpoxxail KO)KHOTO COpTy B OyJb-SIKOMY CEpelOBUILI sBIsiE cO000 cyMy e(eKTy 30BHIll-
HbOTO cepenoBuina (environment main effect (E), epexry renoruny (genotype main effect (G))
Ta B3aeEMO/Iii TeHOTHIT-cepeoBuine (genotype X environment interaction (GE a6o GEIl) [1]. B3a-
€MO/Iisl TEHOTHUII-CEPEIOBUILE YCKIIAJHIOE CENEeKIIMHNI Mpolec 3a J000pOM KpallluX I'€HOTHUIIIB.
Tomy 11t cenekiioHepiB BaXJIMBO BUSBIATH KOHKPETHI T€HOTHIH, aJaTOBaHi 10 Pi3HUX cepe-
JIOBHMILL, UIIXOM CKPUHIHTY JUIsl 1000pYy aJanTHUBHUX TF€HOTHUIIIB 1€ O BUJLJICHHS IX B SKOCTI
copry [2]. Uucnenni meToau Oyiio 3acTOCOBaHO s aHamizy B3aemozii GE. Bouu mpenacrasis-
I0Th TPH OCHOBHI aHANITUYHI KaTeropii — oqHOMIpHUN mapameTpuyHuil aHaniz GE, nenapamer-
pU4HI MeTou Ta OaraToMipHUM miaxin [3, 4].

K. R. Gabriel [5] po3pobuB xonuenmito «biplot», sika o1HOYAaCHO BiJOOpakae CTPOKH Ta
cToBOIi MaTpuili. Biplot siBnsie coboro ToukoBuii rpadik, sIKUii BigoOpakae TBOCTOPOHHIO Ta0-
JIUITIO, 10 CKJIAIa€ThCS 31 CTOBIMIIB Ta PAJIKIB, IO € ¢akTopaMu nociiay. Biplot onHodacHo Bi-
3yaJllo€ BCl MOJKJIMBI B3a€MO3B’I3KH MK CTOBMIISIMU, PSIIKAMU Ta iX B3a€MOJI0. 3 yacy nepuioi
nonoBiai K. R. Gabriel y 1971 poui biplots Oynu BukopucTaHi y Bi3yaJlbHOMY aHaji31 JaHUX
BUCHUMH PI3HUX CIEIIaIbHOCTEH — EKOHOMIKH, COLI0IOT11, O13HECY, METUIIMHU, EKOJIOT1i, TeHe-
THKH Ta arpoHoMii [6]. Jlekinbka Bepciil 1iei rpadiuHoi 6araToMipHOT TEXHIKY 3HAWIIUIA IIUPOKE
3aCTOCYBaHHs Ta OyJiM aKTHBHO BITPOBAKEHI cenekirionepamu ist ananizy GE [7, §].

VY cBoix poborax [8, 9] BunatHuii Buenuit gociinauk GE W. Yan Big3nauae myxe BHCO-
kuit (10 80 % 1 BHIllE) BIUIMB CEPEOBHINA HA BapiaOeNbHICTh ypoxKaitHOCTI, ofHaK epextu G Ta
GE marote OyTH 000B’S3KOBO BpaXxOBAaHHUMM IPH OLHIII F€HOTHUMIB. Y 3B’S3KYy 3 LIUM, 3aMiCTh
Toro, mo6 Hamaratuck po3aiutu G Ta GE, W. Yan Ta in. [10] 3anpononysanu o0’ennatu G Ta
GE i na3anu 1e 06’equanust GGE. PesynbTatu exosoriunoro coproBunpoOysanus (multi envi-
ronment trials (MET) 3a3Buuaii MaroTh JyKe BEIUKUN OOCAT JaHMX, TOMY BIJICTE)KUTH SIKICh
3arajbHi 3aKOHOMIPHOCTI 0e3 rpadidHoro mpencTaBieHHs nocuTh Baxko. GGE biplot ananis €
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e(EeKTUBHUM IHCTPYMEHTOM Il BUPILIEHHS i€l mpobiemu. BiH 103Bossi€ Bi3yantoBaTtu ofep-
»KaHi JaHl nUIIXoM moOyaoBu rpadika 3amexHocTi aBox 0azoBux kommoneHTiB (PC1 ta PC2)
3aBJISKU CUHTYJISPHOMY PO3KJIaJaHHIO JaHux [11].

VY Hamux nonepeaHix ociaipkeHHsax [12, 13] ms omiHky afanTHBHUX 0COOIUBOCTEH COp-
TiB Ta AUGEPEHITII0IY0] 3JaTHOCTI CepeloBUI OYJI0 BUKOPUCTAHO HAHOUIBII MOMIUPEHI METO-
miku A. B. KinmbueBcbkoro, B. B. Xanrinsaina ta S. A. Eberhart, W. A. Russel, npote Bukopuc-
TaHHs JaHUX METOJMK Iepeadadae BEIMKUNA 00CAT po3paxyHKiB Ta HE J103BOJIsE TpadidHO Bil0-
Opa3uTu pe3yabTaTH JOCIiKCHb.

Mema i 3a60annsa 0ocnioxcens. Metoro nociipkeHb O0yno BcranoBieHHs nepeBar GGE
biplot y mopiBHstHHI 3 HaKOLIBII TOMIMPEHUMH METOIUKAMH JIJIS aHAJII3y MIHIMBOCTI MIPOAYKTH-
BHOCTI COPTIB SYMEHIO SPOTO B PI3HUX CEPEIOBUIIIAX.

Memoouxka ma euxionuii mamepian, poKu ma ymogu npoeedeHHs 00c1ioxyceHb. Buxin-
HUM MaTepiajioM JJIsl TOCIIKeHb CIIYTYBAJIM CiIM COPTIB sIUMEHIO siporo cenekuii [Heturyty po-
ciuaannTBa iM. B. SI. FOp’eBa HAAH: Arpapiii, Anerpo, Birpaxx, MonaepH, Ilapnac, Ko3as,
ETuker. 3 MeTor0 BU3HAYCHHS 1X aJalTUBHOTO MOTEHIIiay OyJIo MPOBEAEHO €KOJOTIYHE BUIIPO-
OyBaHHS B TPhOX ITYHKTAX, [0 3HAXOAMJIMCH Y PI3HUX I'PYHTOBO-KJIIIMAaTHYHUX yMOBax: [HCTUTYT
pocmuaHuNTBa iM. B. . IOp’eBa HAAH (Cxigamii Jlicocten), [loHenbka JOCTIIHA CTaHIlis
HAAH (IliBuiunuii Cren) Ta [ocmigHa craHmis ay0’ssHUX KyabTyp [HCTUTYTY CLIbCBKOIO roc-
nonapctsa [liBaiunoro Cxony HAAH (IliBriuno-Cximnuii Jlicocremn).

Cmamucmuunuii ananiz. bazosoro moxemto GGE biplot e:

k
Yy ==, =2 A&, +¢,
i=1

— ge Yjj = cepenHs BpoxkaiHicTh reHorumy I (=1, 2, ..., n) B cepenosui j (=1, 2, ..., m), p =
3arajbHe CepenHe, Bj = OCHOBHHIA edpeKT cepenoBuina j, (1 + Bj) cepenHs IpoIyKTUBHICTD cepeio-
BuIla j, M = cuHryisipHa touka (Singular value (SV) nmepuioro 6a3oBoro xommonenta (principal
component (PC), kBaapar sikoro — 1ie cyma kBaapatis Bupaxkena PCl=(1=1, 2 ..., k 3 k <min (m, n)
ta k=2 misa meoBumipHoro biplot), & = Bracuuii Bextop reHotuny i mst PCl, nj = BnacHuii BekTop
cepenouia j st PCl, gj = 3a1u11iok, MoB's13aHuiA 3 TCHOTUIIOM | B CEPEIOBHIILI |.

Jlns mobymoBu biplot, skuii Moxe OyTH BUKOPHCTaHH I BI3yaJbHOTO aHAI3y pe3yiib-
tariB MET, cunrynsipsi Touku (SV) nmoBUHHI OyTH pO3MOIiUICHI Y BIACHHI BEKTOP T€HOTHITY Ta
cepenoBuila, Tak oo Mozens (1) MoxkHa Oymo 3anucatu y popmi:

k
Yi/‘ —H— /Bj = Zgﬂelf + &
i=1

— 1e @i 1 ejje innekcamu PCl mist renorumy | Ta cepenouina j BianosigHo. Ha biplot re-
HOTHII | BiJIOOpa)kaeThCs SIK TOYKA, BA3HAUCHA BCiMa 3HAUCHHSMHU (jl,  CEPEIOBUILE | 300paxy-
€ThCs K TOUKA, BU3HA4YeHa BciMa 3HaueHHsMHE € (I=1 Ta 2 s nomipHoro biplot).

Veci biplot 6ynu nodynosasi 3 Bukopuctanusam beta-sepcii nporpamu GGE biplot [14].

Pezynomamu ma ix 062060penna. Y KOXXHOMY 3 IYHKTIB €KOJOTIYHOI'O BUIPOOYBaHHS
BUJUTHIIUCS 32 MPOJIYKTUBHICTIO Pi3HI COPTH SIUMEHIO, ajle CepelHsl MPOIYKTHBHICTH MO BCIX
nyHKTax Oyna HaWBHIIOIO Yy copTiB Arpapiit (2,5 r) ta Ko3pan (2,4 r) (tabn. 1). ITapamerpu
MIPOJYKTUBHOCTI BapilOBajy SIK BiJl YMOB CEpeAOBHIIA (B 3aJI€KHOCTI BiJl 30HU BUPOIYBaHHS),
3aCBIJJUYIOUM BIUIUB €KOJIOTIYHOTO (haKTOpy T€HOTHUII-CEPEOBUILE, TaK 1 B MeXaX KOXKHOTO ce-
PEeIOBHILA Mi>K T€HOTUIIAMH, IEMOHCTPYIOUYH T€HOTHUIIOBY 3aJIEKHICTb.

[IpoBeaenuit qucnepciitHuii aHaji3 MATBEPIUB HASBHICTh BUCOKUX JTOCTOBIPHHX BiAMIiH-
HOCTEI MIX T€HOTHUIIaMH, CepeIOBHUILAMH Ta iX B3aeMojiero (Tab:a. 2), M0 JO3BOJIMIO HaM Mpo-
noBKUTH aHaii3 3 gonomororw GGE biplot. Bucoki 1ocTOBipHI BiIMIHHOCTI MiXk MYHKTaMHU BH-
poOyBaHHS JJO3BOJIMIN HaM OI[IHUTH T€HOTHITH 32 OJIUH PiK.
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Tabmurs 1
IIpoaykTUBHiCTH (Maca 3epHA) POCJUHM COPTIB IYMEHIO SIPOT0 B €KOJIOTTYHOMY
BUnpoOyBaHnHi, r, 2013 p.

Micue BunpoOyBaHHA (CepeioBHILE),
e KOJI CEPEIOBUIIA
& . JAC nyQ’stHuX
Coprt ; IP im. B. 1. Honenpka JIC kyn1yp ICTTIC Cepenne no
bcz Op’eBa HAAH HAAH HAAH copTy
E1l E2 E3 -
Arpapiit Gl 1,3 2,7 3,4 2,5
Auterpo G2 1,4 2,0 2,0 1,8
Bitpax G3 15 2,7 2,6 2,3
[Tapnac G4 1,1 1,1 2,1 1,4
Etnker G5 11 2,5 3,2 2,3
KosBan G6 2,0 2,5 2,6 2,4
MonaepH G7 15 1,3 2,8 19
CepenHe 1o cepeoBHIILY 1,41 2,11 2,67 2,07
Tabmurs 2
JucnepciiiHnii aHa1i3 NPOAYKTHUBHOCTI POCJIMH SiYMeHI0 siporo, 2013 p.
Jucnepcis SS df MS Foaxr. Fo1
3aranpHa 10,504 41 - - -
CepenoBunie 5,678 2 2,839 411,14 5,78
Copt 2,009 6 0,335 48,49 3,81
Bzaemonis 2,672 12 0,223 32,25 3,17
IToxubOka 0,145 21 0,007 — —

GGE biplot 6ymo mo0ymoBaHO 3 BUKOPHUCTAHHSM IEPLIMX TBOX 0a30BHX KOMIIOHEHTIB
(PC1 Ta PC2), onepkaHux muisxoM OOpOOKH JaHUX, ICHTPOBAHUX 10 30BHINIHHOMY CEpPEIOBU-
11y, METOJIOM CHHTYJISIPHOTO po3kiananus. Pesynpratu GGE biplot mokasanu, mo mepuri jsa
6a3oBi komnonentu (PC1 ta PC2) pa3zom nosicHo0Th 88,2 % Bij 3aralibHOT MIHJIMBOCTI, BHKJITH-
kaHoto B3aemojieto GE. GGE biplot rpagiuno Binobpaxkae G mmoc GE pe3ynbTariB ekosoriu-
HOTO COPTOBUNPOOYBAaHHS TAKMM YHMHOM, 1110 Bi3yaJibHa OI[IHKA COPTIB Ta 1AeHTU]IKAIIsA «Mera-
CEepeIOBHII» € IyXe MpocToro. B Mozaeni 30epiratoThCsl TUTBKH JBa 0a30B1 KOMIOHEHTH, TaK K
Taka MOJIENIb € KpAIIolo JJIsi BUSBICHHS 3aKOHOMIPHOCTEH, BOHA JI03BOJISIE JIETKO BiOOpasuTH
PC1 i PC2 na aBoBumipHomy biplot tak, 1o B3aeMomist M’k KO)KHUM T€HOTHIIOM Ta KOKHHM
CEepeIOBUILIEM MOKE OYTH Bi3yaJlbOBaHO.

GGE biplot y Burmsini 6ararokyTHuka (puc. 1) € edeKTUBHIM 3aco00M Bizyasizallii 3aKo-
HOMIPHOCTEH B3a€MO/IIi MK T€HOTHUIIOM Ta CEpeloBUILEeM 1 iHTeprpeTarii biplot. Jlinii, mo po3-
ninsiroth biplot, yrBoproroTh cextopu. BepiinHamu KyTiB 6araTOKyTHHKA B HAIIHMX JTOCHIIKCHHSI
cramm renoturn G1, G6, G2, G4 Ta GS5. SIKIIO 10 OAHOTO CEKTOPY Pa3oM 3 MapKepoOM Cepeio-
BHUIIIA MOTpAIUisie TEHOTUI Ha BEpIIMHI KyTa, TO 1€ 03HAYa€, 10 Y I[bOMY CEPEIOBHILI came Y
BIJIMOBIAHOTO T€HOTUITY MPOAYKTUBHICTH (ypoxkailHICTh) Oyna HalBHIOIO. SIKIIO BC1 Mapkepu
Cepe/IOBUIL MOTPAIUIAIOTh B OJWH CEKTOp, TO 1€ 03HAYa€ IO SAKHICh TeHOTUN OyB HalO1IbII
MIPOIYKTUBHUM (ypOsKallHMM) B yCiX cepefoBuIIax. SKII0 ) MapKepu CepeJOBUIL MOTPAILISIIOTh
y Pi3HI CEKTOpH, TO BIAMOBITHI T€HOTUNH Oynu HallKpamumu y 1ux cepegosumiax. Tooro Gl
OyB HallOUIBII MPOJYKTUBHUM Cepel TOCHIDKEHUX reHOTUMiB y cepenosuinax E3 ta E2, a reno-
tun G6 —y El.
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PC1=521%, PCZ = 35,1%, Sum =28 2%
Transform = 0, Scaling = 1, Centeritg =2, SWVP=2

MO

PCH1
Puc. 1. Bararoxyruuii Bux GGE biplot, 1o 6a3yeTbcst Ha CHMETPHYHOMY MacIiTabyBaHHi ist
3aKOHOMIPHOCTEH «SIKHI T€HOTHII JIe BUTPAE» JJIsI TCHOTHUIIIB 1 CEPEOBMIIL

[neanpHUM IeHOTHIIOM € TOH, IO MA€ K BUCOKY CEPEIHIO MPOIYKTHBHICTH, TaK 1 BHCOKY
CTaOUTBHICTD. L[eHTp KOHIEHTPUYHHMX Kil (puc. 2) siBise COOOI0 MOJIOKEHHS 17€aIbHOTO TeHO-
THUITY, SIKHW BU3HAYAETHCS MPOCKITIEI0 HA CePETHE-CEPEOBHINHY BiCh, IO JOPIBHIOE HAWOBIIO-
MY BEKTOpPY T€HOTHIIIB 3 MPOYKTUBHICTIO BUILE CEPEIHBOI, Ta 32 HYJIHOBOIO MIPOCKITIEI0 HA Mep-
MEHAVKYJSIPHY JIiHII0 (HyIhOBa BapiabelbHICTh MO BCiX cepepoBuiIax). YuM OuIbIIE TEHOTHUIT
HAOJM)KEHHUH 10 11€abHOr0, TUM LIHHIIIMM BiH €. X04a TaKUi «iJeaIbHUI» T€HOTHUI MOJKE 1 HE
ICHYBaTH B IPUPO/Ii, BiH MOKE€ BUKOPUCTOBYBATHUCH SIK €TAJIOH JIJIS OI[IHKH TCHOTHIIIB.

PC1 = E-2,1}‘§, PCZ = 35,1%, Sum = 88 2% s -
Transform = 0, Scaling = 1, Certering =2, SWVP =1

v -

PC1

Puc. 2. GGE biplot, sikuii 6a3yeTbcs Ha TeHOTUI-LIEHTPOBAHOMY MacIITa0yBaHH1 JJIs
MOPIBHSHHS TEHOTHIIIB 3 1/1€aTbHUM
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Ockinbku ouauili Bumipy PC1 ta PC2 mis reHOTUIIB € OpUTiHATHUME OJUHHIISIMA BUMi-
Py IPOAYKTHUBHOCTI TIPU MacIITadyBaHHI IIEHTPOBAHOMY IO T€HOTHUITY, OJIMHUII BUMIPY aOCIHCH
AEC (average environment coordinate) (cepemHsi pOAYKTUBHICTB) Ta OpJAHHATH (CTAOLIBHICTB)
TaKOX TIOBMHHI MPEACTABIIATH OPUTIHAIBbHI OJAWHHMIN BUMIPY BpOXKaHHOCTI (IPOAYKTHBHOCTI).
OpuHUI BiICTaH] Mi>K TEHOTUIIOM Ta 1/I€IbHUM T€HOTUTIOM TaKOX SIBJISIE OPUTIHAIBHY OJUHUITIO
BUMIpY TPOJYKTUBHOCTI. TaKUM YMHOM, PaH)KyBaHHs, sike 0a3yeThCsl HAa IIEHTPOBAHOMY 3a I'€HO-
THIIOM MacIITa0yBaHHI, mepeadavae, o cTabiIbHICTh Ta CEPeIHs BPOXKAHICTD (IPOYKTUBHICTB)
€ onmHakoBo BaximBuMHU. OTxe, reHotunu G1, G3 Ta G6, HaOMMKEH1 A0 EHTPY KOHIICHTPUIHHUX
KiJ1, OyJu 11ealTbHUMU T€HOTHIIAMH 3 TOYKH 30y OUIBII BUCOKOT MPOIXYKTUBHOCTI 1 CTaOUIBHOCTI B
MOPIBHSIHHI 3 IHIMMH TeHoTunaMu. OkpiM HuX, TeHoTHnu G5 ta G7, Mokani3oBaHi B HACTYITHOMY
KOHIICHTPOBAHOMY KOJIi, TAKOK MOXHA PO3TIISIATH K OayKaHi TeHOTHITH.

GGE biplot «Mean vs. Stability» (puc. 3) 3acTOCOBY€TbCS IS IOPIBHSUIBHOI OIIHKH T'€HO-
THUIIB, sika 0a3yeThCcs Ha 1X cepeAHii MPOAYKTUBHOCTI Ta CTabIIBLHOCTI B psadi cepenosuil. Cepe-
JTHSI KoopJMHaTta cepenoBuiia (average environment coordinate (AEC) (Bick X), abo JiHis Ipo-
TYKTUBHOCTI, IPOXOAUTH Yepe3 MmouaTok KoopauHar biplot 31 cTpinkoro, 1o mo3Havae mo3uTHB-
HUH i KIHEIb 1 paH)Kye TeHOTHIH 3a iX mpoaykTuBHICTIO. Bick Y AEC, ab6o Bich cTaOUIBHOCTI,
MIPOXOAUTH Yepe3 MOYaTOK KOOPAHMHAT 3 MOABIIHOIO CTpinkoro neprneHaukyisipao Bici X AEC.
CepenHs NpOIyKTUBHICTh TEHOTHUIIIB OIIIHIOETHCS 32 IPOEKIIi€l0 cBOiX MapkepiB Ha Bich X AEC.
Coptu G1, G3 Ta G6 Mayi HAWBHIILY CEPEAHIO TPOYKTHBHICTH, a copT G4 — HaltHK4y. 3a ce-
PEIHBOK  TPOAYKTHBHICTIO COPTH  MOXHA paH)XyBaTH B  HACTYITHOMY  HOPSJKY:
G6>G1>G3>G5>G7>G2>G4. ponykruBHicts renotumniB G6, G1 ta G5 Oyna HalOLIBII Bapia-
0enpHOI0 (HaliMeHI cTablIbHO), TO1 SIK reHoTUll (G3 XapakTepu3yBaBCsl BUCOKOIO MPOAYKTH-
BHICTIO 1 CTAOUTBHICTIO.

PC1=152,1%, PCZ = 358,1%, Sum= 28 2%
Transform = 0, Scaling = 1, Centering = 2, SWP =1

Puc 3. Bunx cepennboi koopauHaTH cepeaoBuiia (average environment coordination (AEC) na
GGE biplot, sixuit 6a3yeThcs Ha IEHTPOBAHOMY T10 CEPEAOBUIY MaclITadyBaHHI, Ul CEPeTHIX
3HAYEHb MPOAYKTHBHOCTI 1 CTAOLTLHOCTI TEHOTHITIB

GGE biplot anasni3 BUKOPUCTOBYETHCS TAKOXK I OLIHKH IUCKPUMIHAIINHOI Ta penpe3eH-
TATUBHOI 3JJaTHOCTI CEPENOBUIIA B SKOCTI T€CTEpY ISl OIIHKU T€HOTHIIIB, SIKi BUIIPOOOBYIOTH

[15]. Meton BuzHaueHHs penpe3eHTaTUBHOCTI cepenoBuia GGE biplot Mae Bu3HaunTH cepeane
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Cepe/IOBUILE Ta BUKOPUCTOBYBATH HOTO B SKOCTI €TajoHa JUIsi KpUTEpis MOpPIiBHAHHSA (puc. 4).
et biplot 6a3yerscs Ha MacmTabyBaHHi, IIECHTPOBAHOMY IO CEPEIOBHUIILY.

TecToBi cepenoBuiia 3 JOBIMMH BEKTOpAaMH MAalOTh BUILY AMCKPUMIHAILIMHY 31aTHICTb.
SIKIIo % MapKep TECTOBOTO CEpeOBHINa HaOMMKeHHH 10 1meHTpy biplot, To6To Mae kKopoTkuit
BEKTOp, TOJII yCi TEHOTUIIM B HbOMY OJIM3bKi OJIMH JI0 OJIHOTO i CepelloBHIIE € HE iHPOpMAaTUB-
HUM 010 iX audepeniarii.

HeBenukuii KyT MiX BEKTOPOM CEpEIOBHINA Ta CEPEIHBOI KOOPIWHATH CEpEeIOBHUIINA
(AEC) cBigunTh Npo HaAOMMKEHHS KOS(IIIEHTIB KOPEIAIil MiXK 3HAYCHHSIMU T'€HOTHUIIIB y JaHO-
My CEpeIOBHIIII Ta 3aralbHUM CEpPEIHIM IO BCIX CEpeIOBUIIAX

3aBasiku oMy biplot TecToBi cepenoBuIna MOXKHA MOIUIATH HAa TpU TUNH. [lepuiuii Tum
Ma€ KOPOTKI BEKTOPH 1 HE Ja€ JOCTaTHBOI iH(opMarlii mpo reHoTunu (y HalMx JOCTiIHKEHHIX
TaKOTO Cepe/IOBHUIIA HE BUSABIICHO). JIpyruii TUIT Ma€e JOBT1 BEKTOPH Ta MaJjli KYTH 3 BiCCIO aOcIuc
AEC i Haiikpaiue miaxoauTs 11 1000py reHoTHMiB (cepenosuiie E2 BiamoBigae mum BUMOTam).
Tperiit Tun mMae 1oBri BekTopu Ta Beauki Kyt 3 AEC. Bonn He MOKyTh OyTH BUKOPHCTaH1 JJIst
N000py KpaluX TeHOTHIIIB, POTE € KOPUCHUMU I OpaKyBaHHSI 3a CTaOIIBHICTIO (CepeoBHINA
El ta E3). KopucHi TecToBi cepenoBulia MalOTh OyTH MEPEBIpEHi Ha «YHIKAIbHICTh» OCKUIBKH
Taki cepeloBUIA MOXKYTh JaBaTH iH(MOPMAIIO MPO OCOOIMBOCTI TEHOTHIIIB, CXOXKY 3 1HIIAM
cepenoBuieM (a00 KiIbKOMa) 1 MOXKYTh OYTH BIAKUHYTI 0€3 BENMKOI MIKOIU AJISl OLIHKH T'eHO-
THIiB [8].

Ineansuum cepenopuiieM (sike Ha GGE biplot Bigmiuene sk ManeHbKe KOJIO 31 CTPLIKOIO,
[0 BKa3ye Ha HEi) € Te, AKe Kparie JUPEPeHIIOe TCHOTUITH, ajie TIPH [bOMY € Perpe3eHTATHB-
HUM IO BiAHOIICHHIO 10 1HIIMX TECTOBUX cepefoBHIll. OTXe, B HAIOMY AOCTIXKEHH1 HAaHOIbIIT
OaxaHUM JUTs TeCTyBaHHs Oylio cepenosuiine E2, 3a yMoBH, [0 HaBeJICHA HA pHC. 4 3aKOHOMIp-
HICTh Oy/ie MOBTOPIOBATUCH KUJIbKA POKIB.

PC1 = E-?,’1"a{., PC2 =36,1%, Sum = 88 2%
Transform = 0, Scaling = 1, Centering =2, SWP=2J" .-~

PC1

Puc. 4. GGE biplot auckpuminaniitHOT 31aTHOCTI Ta peNpe3eHTaTUBHOCTI CEPEIOBHIIL.

BucnoBku. Takum ymHOM, nokazaHo nepeBaru GGE biplot ans Bizyanizamii Ta aHamizy
pe3yIbTaTiB €KOJOTIYHOTO COPTOBUNPOOYBAaHHS. 3a pe3yibTaTaMu JOCTIIHKEHb BUIIJICHO T€HO-
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tunu G1 ta G6 sk HalOUIBII MPOIYKTUBHI JJIs1 KOHKPETHUX JOCIIIKEHUX cepenoBuul. Bunimne-
Ho reHotunu G1, G3 Ta G6, siki MaKCHUMalIbHO HAOJIMKEHI JI0 «1J1eaTbHOTO» TEeHOTHUITY 3a MPOAY-
KTUBHICTIO Ta cTaOutbHICTIO. [IyHKT BUnpoOyBanHs E2 BU3HAHO ONTHUMAaIbHUM JUIS OLIHKH Te-
HoTuMiB, a MyHKTH E1 Ta E3 MoXyTh OyTH BUKOpHCTaHI JIs 1000pY 3a CTa0LIBHICTIO.
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GGE BIPLOT AHAJIH3 B3AHUMOJEHCTBHA TEHOTHII-OKPY.KAIOII[AA CPE/IA
COPTOB AYMEHA APOBOI'O

Conouneunsiii I1. H., Kozauenko M. P., Bacsko H. U., Haymos A. I'., Baxxenuna O. E.,
Cononeunas O. B.

WNucturyt pacrenneBojactsa um. B.S. FOpreBa HAAH

[Imurpenxo IT. 11|

JHonenkas onbiTHas cranis HAAH

Kosanenko A. JI.

OmnbiTHas cranuus 1yosHbeIx KyasTyp MCXCB HAAH

Heasb. [Tokazare npenmymiectBo GGE biplot ananmza 1 BU3yanu3anud ¥ HHTEPIIPETALUN Pe-
3yJIbTaTOB HKOJIOTMUYECKOrO COPTOMCIBITAHUS HA MPUMEpPE HCIBITAHUS CEMU COPTOB SIUMEHS
ApoBOro 1o npoayktuBHocTd B 2013 roxy. BelienauTbs reHOTUNBI ¢ BHICOKOW MPOAYKTUBHO-
CTBIO U CTa0MJIBHOCTBIO.

Matepuanbl 1 MeToabl. B crathe nznoxxen GGE biplot ananus pe3ynbTaToB 3KOIOTHYECKOTO
COPTOUCIIBITAHUS B TPEX MYHKTaX CEMU COPTOB SUMEHS APOBOro cenekuuu HCTUTyTa pacte-
HuesojcTBa uM. B. f. IOpreBa HAAH.

Pesyabratsl. Pesynstarel GGE biplot ananu3za nokasanu, 4to nepBble ABa 6a30BbIX KOMIIOHEH-
ta (PC1 u PC2) onpenensitor 88,2 % ot oO0mieil BaprnabenbHOCTH, BBI3BAHHOW B3aUMOCH-
CTBUEM reHoTur-okpyxaromas cpena. GGE biplot B Buge MHOTOYronpHMKA TIOKa3al, 4To re-
Hotun G1 ObuT Hambosiee MPOTYKTHBHBIM Cpely TeHOTHUIoB B myHKTax E3 m E2, a rernorun
G6 — B mynkte E2. Onpeneneno, uro renorunsl G1, G3 u G6 Hanbonee OIM3KHU K «uAcalb-
HOMY» T€HOTHUITY 110 MPOIYKTUBHOCTU M cTaOmibHOCTU. [lo cpemHeil mpoayKTHBHOCTH COpTa
MO>XHO paHXupoBaTh B cieaymwouem nopsake: G6>G1>G3>G5>G7>G2>G4. TlpoaykTus-
HOCTh TeHoTUNOB G6, G1 m G5 Obuta Haubosee BapuabenbHOM, a TeHOTUNT G3 XapakTepu3o-
BaJICsl BBICOKOW MPOIYKTUBHOCTHIO U CTaOMIIbHOCTHIO. [IpoBeneHa omeHka AUCKpUMHUHALIMOH-
HOM UM perpe3eHTaTUBHON CIIOCOOHOCTU IYHKTOB 3KOJIOTMYECKOTO COPTOUCIBITAHUS B Kade-
cTBe Tectepa A onleHKu reHoTUnoB. [lynktel E1 u E3 umenu anvuHHbIe BEKTOPBI U OONBIION
yroJ HakjioHa ¢ abcuuccoil AEC, 4To CBUIETENBCTBYET O HEMPUTOJHOCTH UX B KA4E€CTBE Te-
CTepOB Al 0TOOpa JyYIIUX T'€HOTUIIOB, HO MO3BOJIET MCIOJIb30BATH B KaYECTBE TECTEPOB
Juist or6opa no crabuinbHOCTH. [TyHKT E2 MMen JUIMHHBIN BEKTOp M MaJIeHbKHMI Yroji HakjIoHa
¢ abcrmccoit AEC, yTo aenaer ero onTUMaibHbIM Ul OLIEHKU T€HOTUIIOB.

BriBoabl. [lokazano npeumymectBo ucrnonb3oBanus GGE biplot ananuza mis BU3yanuzanuu u
UHTEpIpEeTalUU Pe3yJIbTaTOB SKOJIOTMUECKOTO COPTOUCTIBITAHNUS.

GGE biplot, sumens aposoti, 63aumodeiicmeue cenomun-cpeoa, IK0I02ULECKOe
copmoucnvimanue, npoOYKMUGHOCHb, CMAOUIbHOCb

GGE BIPLOT ANALYSIS OF GENOTYPE x ENVIRONMENT INTERACTION IN
SPRING BARLEY VARIETIES

Solonechnii P. M., Kozachenko M. R., Vasko N. I., Naumov O. G., Vazhenina J. E.,
Solonechna O. V.

Plant Production Institute nd. a V. Ya. Yuryev NAAS

[Dmitrenko P. P. |

Donetsk Experiment Station NAAS

Kovalenko A. L.

Research Station of Bast Crops of the Institute of Agriculture of North-East of NAAS

Purpose. To show advantages of GGE biplot analysis for visualization and interpretation of
results of environmental variety trials as exemplified by testing seven varieties spring barley
in terms of performance in 2013. To identify genotypes with high performance and stability.
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Materials and Methods. The article describes GGE biplot analysis of the results of environmen-
tal variety trials of seven spring barley varieties bred at the Plant Production Institute nd. a
V.Ya. Yuryev NAAS in three locations.

Results. The results of GGE biplot analysis showed that the first two basic components (PC1
and PC2) determined 88.2% of the total variability caused by genotype x environment inter-
action. The polygon view of GGE biplot showed that genotype G1 was the most productive
among genotypes in locations E3 and E2, and genotype G6 - in location E2. Genotypes G1,
G3 and G6 were found to be the closest to the "ideal” genotype in terms of performance and
stability. According to the average productivity varieties can be ranked in the following order:
G6> G1> G3> G5> G7> G2> G4. The productivity of genotypes G6, G1 and G5 was the
most variable, and genotype G3 was noticeable for its high performance and stability. Dis-
criminatory and representative capacities of the environmental variety trial locations were es-
timated as a tester for assessing genotypes. Locations E1 and E3 had long vectors and a large
inclination angle with the AEC abscissa, indicating their unsuitability as testers for selecting
the best genotypes, but at the same time the applicability of their using as testers for selection
for stability. Location E2 had a long vector and a small inclination angle with the abscissa
AEC, which makes it optimal for estimating genotypes.

Conclusions. Benefits of using GGE biplot analysis for visualization and interpretation of results
of environmental variety trials were proven.

GGE biplot, spring barley, genotype x environment interaction, environmental variety trial,
performance, stability
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