ArpapHi iHHoBauii. 2023. Ne 17

Cenekuyisi, HaciHHUYymMe8o

YOK 635.21:631.527
DOI https://doi.org/10.32848/agrar.innov.2023.17.27

OLIHKA COPTIB KAPTOMNJII 3A CTIAKICTIO O NOCYXU

B YMOBAX LIEHTPAJIbHOIO NNICCA YKPAIHU

MUCAPEHKO H.B. — kaHanaaT CinbCbKOrocrnogapcbkux Hayk
orcid.org/0000-0001-6299-2170

Monicbke gocnigHe BioAiNeHHs IHCTUTYTY KapTonnapcTea

HauioHanbHoi akagemii arpapHux Hayk YkpaiHu

CUOOPYYK B.l. — kaHanaaT CinbCbKOrocrnogapchbkMx Hayk,

cTapLunii HayKoBUIA CniBpOBITHMK

orcid.org/0000-0001-6334-8643

Monicbke pgocnigHe BigAiNeHHs IHCTUTYTY KapTonnapcTBa

HauioHanbHoi akagemii arpapHux Hayk YkpaiHu

3AXAPYYK H.A. — kaHauaart GionorivHux Hayk,

cTapLinii HayKoBUIA CniBPOBITHMK

orcid.org/0000-0002-8194-2491

IHcTUTYT KapTonnapcTBa HauioHanbHOI akagemii arpapHux Hayk YkpaiHu
ONIWHUK T.M. — kaHguaaT CiNbCbKOrocnoaapCcbKmx Hayk,

cTapLunii HayKoBUIA CniBPOBITHMK

orcid.org/0000-0002-7235-9415

IHcTUTYT KapTOonnapcTBa HauioHanbHOI akagemii arpapHux Hayk YkpaiHu

MocTaHoBKa npo6nemu. Kaptonna (Solanum tubero-
sum L.) 3alimae yeTBepTe MicLe 3a MOMNYMSAPHICTIO cepen,
CinbCbKOrocnogapCbkMX KynsTyp B CBiTi, 3 BUPOOHULTBOM
370 mnH. T Ha nnowi 173 MnH. ra [1]. KyneTypa BupoLly-
eTbes Ginbwe Hixk B 100 kpaiHax, a cnoxusatoTb ii NoHag,
Minbapa nogen y BcboMy CBiTi. BoHa € mxepenom Byrne-
BoAiB i 3abe3neyye OpraHiaM NIOAWHW iHWWMW HE MEHL
BaXNMBUMW pEYOBMHAMWU TakUMW, SIK KMiTKOBUHA, OINOK,
BiTaMiHW, MiHepanu Ta aHTUOKCUMAAHTY [2—4]. 3Baxaroumn Ha
3pocTalunii NONUT Ha KapTONIIo B CBITi, BUHMKaeE noTpeba
B AOCNIMKEHHAX BNAVBY 3MiH KnimMaTy Ha KapTonnsAapcTeo.
OuikyeTbes, Wo rnobanbHi 3MiHW KniMaTy npu3senyTb OO
BTpAT BpoXato kapTonni B mexax 18-32% B nepLumx Tpbox
OEecAaTUnITTaX Uuboro ctonitts [5; 6].

AHani3 ocTtaHHix gocnigxeHb i nybnikauin. Yepes
3MiHy kniMaty B Hambnwxkui gecatunitrs HabyayTb CTpim-
KOro MoLUMpeHHS (baKkTopm CTpecy Taki Ak nocyxa, ekcTpe-
MaribHa crneka Ta Hagnuwok Y®-BMNPOMIHIOBAHHSA, LUO
CTBOPATL Npobnemy Ang ctanoro poCnNMHHULTBA 3 Nofarb-
LWMM HeraTMBHUM BMNMMBOM Ha MNPOAYKTUBHICTb POCHMWH
[7-10]. NMocyxa — HaWbINbL NOoLKMpeHa eKororiyHa npo-
6nema, ockinbku 0OMeXye MOXIMBOCTI POCTY Ta PO3BUTKY
CiNbCbKOrocnogapCbKMX POCMWH, 3HXKYHYM iX NPOAYKTUB-
HicTb [11; 12]. PaHHin cTpec € HanbinbLW WKIigNMBAM AN
dopmyBaHHA Bynbb, iX Macu Ta BPOXaWHOCTI B HACMigokK
3HWKEHHS PiBHA acuUMInsLii Byrnewto Ta 3MeHLeHHs po3no-
ainy acuminsTis y 6yns6ax [13; 14]. YyTnusicTb HacagXeHb
KapTonni 4O BMCOKMX TeMNepaTtyp 3anexuTb Big reHoTuny
[15], cTagii po3BMTKY pOCNVH i TpUBaNocTi cTpecy [16].

KapTonns cnpuiHsaTnAMBa [O MNOCYXM 4Yepe3 Hernu-
OOKy KOpeHeBy cucTemy, ockinbku 85% 3aranbHOi OOB-
XMHU KOPEHIB 30cepeKeHo Ha rmubuHi rpyHty 0,3-0,4 M,
a ue CrNpuYMNHSE HUXYY CMPOMOXHICTb POCIMH MOIMMHATK
BOMOry 3 rpyHTY B MOPIBHSHHI 3 iHWWMWU CinNbCbKOrocmno-
napcbkumn kynstypamu [17; 18]. HaBitb kopoTkoTpusani
nepiogn nocyxm abo HevacTi onagm nig yac hopmyBaHHs
CTOMOHY i BynbbU MOXYTb 3HAYHO 3HM3UTM BPOXAMHICTb
kaptonni [14; 19; 20].
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OCHOBHOIO METOI0 CenekLioHepiB € CTBOPEHHSA HOBUX
COpPTIB KapTonJli 3 BUCOKUM i CTabinNbHMM piBHEM NOTEHLUN-
Hoi BpoxanHocTi [21]. Cenekuis kapTonmi Ha MNOCYyXOCTin-
KICTb yCKNMagHeHa MOXIMBICTIO CTBOPEHHSI OOHAKOBUX
YMOB HeOOCTaTHbOro 3BOMOXEHHHA (BOAHOro Aediuunty)
I'PYHTY ONSA aHanidy BEnuKol KiNbKOCTi reHoTunie [22—24].
Lis npobnema moxxe ByTn po3p’dA3aHa LUNAXOM 3aCTOCOBY-
BaHHS Pi3HMX reHeTUYHUX MeToais. Cenekuis kapTonni Ha
CTIKICTb 10 CTpecy 6a3yeTbCsa Ha pe3ynbraTtax AoChioKeHb
LLOAO 3aKOHOMIpPHOCTEN i MexaHi3miB chopMyBaHHA ajan-
TUBHUX peakuiii, BU3Ha4eHHss Mopdo-aHaTOMiYHMX Ta isi-
onoro-6ioxiMiYHMX MOKa3HUKIB, ki 3abe3nedvyoTb pesuc-
TEHTHICTb KynbTypyu A0 nocyxu [25-28]. YcniwHa cenekuis
KapTonni Ha CTiMKICTb 40 BOAHOrO AediunTy B NEBHIN Mipi
3anexuTb Bi NPaBWIbHOI OLIHKM L€l 03HaKM y CTBOPHOBa-
HUX COpTIB.

Ha cborogHi Ans BMBYEHHSI COPTIB KapTonni 3a peak-
Liiel0 Ha NOCyXy HayKOBLIi LUMPOKO BUKOPWUCTOBYHOTb iHAEK-
CHWI Niaxia, B OCHOBI IKOr0 3HAXOAUTLCSA OLiHKa reHOTUNIB,
SIK Ha CTIMKICTb, TaK i Ha YyTNUBICTb iX 4O BOOHOrO CTpecy.
IHOeKCcn MOCyXOCTINKOCTI, AKi BPaxoBYHOTb piBEHb BTpaTu
ypoxXato nig, BNavBOM MOCYXM MOPIBHAHO 3 ONTUManbHUMK
YMOBaMu, BUKOPUCTOBYIOTb AN BigboOpy MOCYXOCTINKMX
dopm [24; 29; 30].

[o ocHOBHUX NepeBar MeToAy OLHKM MOCYXOCTINKOCTI
32 BUKOPUCTAHHS iHOEKCIB BiAHOCSATbL JOCTYMHICTb HEOOXia-
HWUX JaHWX, MOXIMBICTb BUBYEHHS 3Ha4HOro obesry Habopy
CopTiB, MPOCTOTY PO3paxyHKiB Ta BU3HAYEHHS B OOMHULISIX
HaMBaXJMBILLO|T arpOHOMIYHOI XapaKTEPUCTUKM — YpOXKaii-
HocTi [31].

MeTta pocnigxkeHb. OUiHUTU COPTM KapTOMmi Pi3HMX
rpyn CTUIMOCTI 3a peakuielo Ha Nocyxy Ta BUAINUTK NOCy-
XOCTilKi i NPOAYKTUBHI reHOTUMNM B yMOBaXx CTpecy 3 noaarnb-
UMM BMKOPUCTaHHAM iX B CENEKUIVHIN npakTuLi.

MaTepianu Ta meToau. [locnigxeHHa npoBeeHo BNpPO-
poex 2018-2019 i 2021-2022 pokiB B NOMNbOBUX yMOBax
cenekuinHoi ciBo3miHM nabopatopii cenekuii Monicbkoro
gocnigHoro BigaineHHs IHCTuTyTy kaptonnspctsa HAAH
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Ykpainn. HaykoBo-cenekuiiHa ycTaHoBa po3TalloBaHa
B LieHTpanbHin YacTtuHi MNonicca Ykpainu — wmupota 50°42'4"
MH. Ww. Ta 29°21'14" cx. 4., BUcoTa Hag piBHeM mMops 148 m.
r'pyHTM JocrnigHoro nons AepHoBo-criabonig3onuceTi, rmu-
HUCTO-NiLLaHi chopmoBaHi 3a paxyHOK NiCKy Y FUHWUCTOro
nicky (rymycy (3a TiopuHum) 0,6-0,8%, pH — 4,5-5,2; pyxo-
mMoro doccopy i kanito, signosigHo — 3,0-5,0 Mr. ekB. Ha
100 r FpyHTY). XapakTepuayoTbCsl BUCOKO BOAOMPOHUKHI-
CTHO Ta HM3bKOK BOAOYTPUMYBArbHO 34aTHICTHO.

TexHonoria BMpOLLYBaHHS COPTiB KapTonni Bianosigae
NPUAHATI Yy BUPOOHUUTBI, NPUTaMaHHi ONst KOHKPETHOI
30HM, sIKa 6a3yeTbCsl Ha 3acToCyBaHHi OMTUMarnbHUX [03
MiHepanbHux JobpumB, 3axodiB 3axMCTy Big XBOpPOO i LKia-
HVIKIB Ta BUKOHaHHi pobiT y BU3HaYeHi CTPOKM.

O6’ekTOM BUBYEHHA Bynu copTu KapTonmi pi3HUX rpyn
cTurnocTi: paHHbocTumi — CepnaHok (cTangapT), Buroaa,
BbaxaHa, Tupac, CsitaHa, Bsipeub i Pagomucnb; cepea-
HbopaHHi — Haropopa (ctaHgapt), CoHuepap, daHatka,
Oninng, JleBapa, MaptHep, Mexupiyka 11 i AsaHrapp;
cepegHbocTurni — Aeip (ctaHaapT), basania, YapyHka,
AnbsiHC, IBaHKiBCbKa paHHA, Bonogapka i [xaseniHa;
cepegHbonisHi — YepBoHa pyTa (cTtaHgapt), JletaHa,
Onekcangpwut i PoctaBuus.

BuaHa4yeHHsA NoCyxOCTIMKOCTI Ta NPOAYKTUBHOCTI Mpo-
BOOWMM 3 BMKOPUCTaHHAM Pi3HUX iHAEKCIB po3pobrneHnx
pisHMMK aBTOpamu (Tabn. 1).

[poBegeHo NOpPIBHAMBHY OUIHKY COpTiB  KapTonsi
32 YMOB [OCTaTHbOrO MNPUPOOHOrO 3BONIOXEHHS (OnTu-
mManbHoro) B nepiog Beretauii kynstypu 2018 i 2022 pokis
Ta nocywnueoro nepiogy 2019 i 2021 pp.

lMpoBeaeHo KopenAuinHMIn aHani3 Mk NPoAYKTUBHICTIO
B yMOBax NPUPOAHOro 3BOMIOXKEHHS i Mig Ai€lo Mocyxu Ta
pisHUMK iHOEekcaMu Ans igeHTudikaLii reHoTuniB 3a nocy-
XocTinkicTio. ObpaxyHok Kopensuii 34iiCHEHO 3a [OMNOMO-
roto Microsoft ® Excel 2007.

Pe3ynbraTn Ta o6roBopeHHs. [orogHi ymoBu, B poku
NpoBedEeHHsT OOCHiMKeHb, BiApI3HANMCA, K 3a Temnepa-
TYPHVUM PEXMMOM, TaK i 3a KiNbKICTIO Ta XapakTepoM aTMoC-
depHUX onagis, WO Aano MOXNUBICTb OLIHUTU COPTU Kap-
TONMi Pi3HMX rPYyn CTUIMOCTI Ha CTINKICTb 4O MOCYLUNUBUX
ymoB. [igpotepmivHni koedidieHT (MTK) y 2019 poui ckna-

aas 0,7, B 2021 — 0,8, W0 BKasye Ha cepeHbO NOCYLUNUBI
knimatnyHi ymosu, todi gk B 2018 Ta 2022 pokax ITK
BapitoBaB B Mexax 1,0-1,1, wo Bignosigae [ocTaTHLOMY
3abe3neyeHHI0 BOrorot.

AHanisyoun oTpumaHi pesynsratv cepefHboro nokas-
HMKa NPOAYKTUBHOCTI B MOCYLUMMBI Ta 3BOSIOXKEHI POKM 3a
rpynamu CTWUIMOCTi BCTAHOBIEHO, LIO BTPaTu BPOXaWHO-
CTi B COpTIiB KapTonni B CepeAHbOMY CKMaaatoTb: B NepioA
2018-2019 pp. 53-57%, a B 2021-2022 pp. 56-61%.
Bnpopoex 2018-2019 pp. HalHWKYMI NOKa3HUK BTpaT
BPOXaNHOCTI BiAMi4YeHO y copTiB paHHbOI rpynu 53%, Togi
Ak 3a 2021-2022 pokun y cepeaHboni3Hboi rpynu (56%).

PiBeHb iHTEHCUBHOCTI Nocyxu 3a opmynoto Piwepa Ta
Maypepa [40] mixx 2018 pokom Ta 2019 cknagae D = 0,45,
2022 ta 2021 pokom D =0,41.

[na NopiBHAHHA PiBHA NPOSBY iHOEKCIB NOCYXOCTIMKOCTI
cepen AocniaxXyBaHWX COpTIB KapTonsi NpoBeaeHo obpaxy-
HOK MefjiaHHMX MOKa3HUKIB, AKi XapaKTepusyloTb cepeHin
piBeHb iHOeKciB. Lle A403BONMNoO nopiBHATM COpPTU KapTo-
nni Pi3HWX rpyn CTUIMOCTi 3@ MOCYXOCTINKICTIO B Pi3Hi POKU
aocnigxeHs (Tabn. 2).

BennunHa mepianbHOro nokasHuka ypoXanHOCTi cop-
TiB kapTonni B ontumaneHux ymosax (Yp) 3a rpynamwu
CTUIMOCTI KonuBaeTbcsl B Mexax: B 2018 poui Big 15,1
no 15,9 T/ra, Togi gk B 2022 p. cknagae 18,0-22,9 T/ra.
HanMeHLWy pi3HUUI0 MiX MiHIManbHUM i MakCMManbHUM
3HAYEHHSIM YPOXaMHOCTI B POKM JOCHigXeHb Mokasana
cepeaHboni3Hsa rpyna reHoTunis. Hansumwmin nposis npoayk-
TMBHOCTI COpPTIB KapTonni 3a onTuMaribHWX YMOB BCTaHOB-
neHo B 2018 p. — paHHbOCTUMMI reHoTUNYM 21,4 T/ra, ToAi siK,
B 2022 p. — cepeaHbocTUrmi reHoTunn 34,6 T/ra.

AHani3 nokasHuka MediaHuW YpOXaWHOCTI COpPTiB Kap-
Tonni 3a BnnmBy nocyxu (YsS) cBigYMTb MpPO BapitoBaHHA
03HaKu B HECNPUATMMBI POKW 3a rpynamun CTUIMOCTI, a came,
B 2019 pouii Big 6,1 T/ra B cepenHbopaHHix Ao 7,4 1/ra B paH-
HbocTurnnx Ta B 2022 poui Big 7,4 T/ra B cepeaHbOoni3Hix
o 11,3 1/ra B cepeaHbocTUrnux. Hanbinbw ctabinsHumm 3a
NPOAYKTUBHICTIO B HECTIPUSITIINBI POKU XapakTepuayBanucs
COPTU PaHHLOCTUIMOI i cepeaHbOoMi3HbOI rPYNU CTUMOCTI.

MokasHuk MepianbHOI cepeaHboi BpoxanHocTi (MP)
XapakTepuaye MNOTEHUiNHY BpOXaWHICTb COPTIB KapTo-

Tabnuuga 1
IHaekcKn nocyxocTinKocTi | popmynu Ana ix BUHaAYEHHSA
IHAekcu cTiMKocCTi 4O nocyxu ®dopmyna References
MP | CepenHs ypoxamnHicTb MP = (Yp + Ys)/ 2 El-Hendawy et al., 2017
SSI | IHaekc CNpUAHATANBOCTI A0 NOCYXY SSI=(1-Ys /Yp)/(l—f{s/ {(p) Nikneshan et al., 2019
RDI | IHaeKkc BigHOCHOT MOCYXOCTIAKOCTI RDI = (Ys /Yp)/(ﬁ?s /S?p) Fischer R.A. et al., 1979
TOL | IHgekc TonepaHTHOCTI A0 NOCyXu TOL=Yp-Ys El-Hendawy et al., 2017
YSI |IHagekc ctabinbHoOCTi BpoXato YSI = % Bouslama M. et al., 1984
P
YI IHaeKc ypoxanHocTi YI=Ys/Ysx100 Lin C.S. et al., 1986
STl | IHOQekc TonepaHTHOCTI OO cTpecy STI =(le;st)/(§(19)2 Fernandes G. C. J., 1993
DI | IHOEeKC NOCYXOCTifKOCTI DI =[Ysx(Ys/Yp) |/ Vs Lan J., 1998
SNPI !H,El,eKC MPOAYKTMBHOCTI B CTPECOBIX SNPI = [3 (Yp+Ys)/(Yp—Ys)]><[3 (Ypx YsxYs) Moosavi S.S. et al., 2008
i CNpUATINBMX YMOBaX
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Nni He3anexHo Bif MOrogHMX YMOB POKIB AOCHIOKEHb.
HaliHwkye KonmMBaHHS iHOEKCY 3a nepiogamu gocnigkKeHb
NPOSBUNM COPTWM PaHHBLOI FPYNU CTUMMOCTI, MEXi NposBy
cknanu Big 12,4 pgo 12,9, HavBuE 3HAYEHHS y COPTIB
cepefHbopaHHboi rpynu 11,1-15,6. MakcumansHe 3Ha-
YeHHs uboro iHgekcy B 2018—2019 pokax nposisuna rpyna
paHHix reHoTunie 12,4, Toai, sik 8 2021-2022 pp. cepenHbo-
paHHSs | cepegHbOCTUINA rpyna copTiB kKapTonni BignoBiaHO
15,6 15,5.

[Moka3HuK iHOEKCY CMAPUMHATAMBOCTI OO  MOCYXu
(SSI) xapakTepusye 4yTnMBICTb COpPTIB A0 MOCYXM,
TOOTO UMM MeHLUEe 3HAYeHHS LbOro iHAEKCY, TUM BULLOO
€ TMOCYXOCTIMKICTb reHoTuny. HanHmkye KonmBaHHA
iHAEKCY MK MakcUManbHUM i MiHIManbHUM 3HAYeHHSs
B 2018-2019 pp. nposABUNM copT! cepenHbOMNi3HBOI rpynu

(1,07-0,88), B 2021-2022 pp. copT KapTonsi cepeaHbo-
cturmnoi rpynu crturnocTi (1,1-0,72). MepgianbHuii nokas-
HUK BapitoBaB 3a nepiogamy OOCHIMKEHb: NpU NepLioMy
BMBYEHHI Big 1 80 1,11 (HaMHWKYe 3HAYEHHS MOKa3HMKa Npo-
ABMna rpyna paHHix coprtis), npu gpyromy 1,01-1,3 (Han-
MEHLUMM 3HaYeHHs1 XapaKkTepu3yBanucsi COpTU cepeaHbo-
paHHbOI | cCepeaHbLOCTUMNOT rpynu).

IHaekc TonepaHTHocCTi Ao nocyxu (TOL) ceigumTtb npo
BTPaTW YPOXXaNHOCTI 3a il NOCyLUNMBUX YMOB B aGCOMOTHUX
oouHuusx. MegianeHuin piBeHb LbOro iHAEKCY 3a pokamu
konueascs B 2018-2019 pp. B Mexax 8,3-9,5 (HanHwk4e
3HAYEHHs NPOSABUNN CcepeaHbOpaHHi i cepefHbOCTUMI
reHotunu). Toai sk B 2021-2022 pp. iHOekc BapitoBaB Big
10,1-13,8 (HaMMeHLWN NPOsIB O3HAKU BiAMIYEHO B paHHix
i cepeaHbONi3HiX copTax).

Tabnuuga 2
Mexi BapitoBaHHA iHOEKCIB NOCYXOCTIMKOCTi B COPTIiB KapTOMnJli Pi3HMX rpyn CTUINOCTi B POKU AOCHiAXeHb
3vawenns | Yp [ Ys | MP | ssl | TOoL | YsI | YI [ sTI | DI | RDI | SNPI
PaHHi
2018-2019
min 10,5 5,1 7.8 0,38 3 0,25 67 0,2 0,17 0,55 2,30
max 21,4 11,9 14,4 1,4 14,7 0,8 157 0,67 1,25 1,70 3,41
mMegiaHa 15,9 7,4 12,4 1 9 0,47 97 0,44 0,39 1,0 2,64
2021-2022
min 13,4 5,4 9,4 0,67 6,6 0,32 72 0,2 0,23 0,83 2,35
max 26,5 9,6 17,7 1,11 17,6 0,59 128 0,63 0,76 1,52 2,97
MegiaHa 18,0 8,1 12,9 1,08 11,5 0,34 108 0,42 0,36 0,86 2,74
CepefiHbOopaHHi
2018-2019
min 7,7 3,2 5,4 0,78 4,5 0,32 48 0,11 0,2 0,71 1,93
max 19,0 10,8 14,9 1,24 12,6 0,57 164 0,94 0,93 1,26 3,06
MegiaHa 15,2 6,1 11,1 1,02 8,3 0,43 93 0,47 0,38 0,92 2,35
2021-2022
min 10,3 5 7,9 0,77 4,7 0,25 58 0,12 0,17 0,63 2,28
max 27,8 13,3 19,8 1,25 17,3 0,54 155 0,74 0,78 1,36 3,31
mMegiaHa 22,9 8,2 15,6 1,01 13,8 0,39 96 0,42 0,39 0,98 2,75
CepegHbocTurmi
2018-2019
min 14,6 4,6 10,1 0,53 5,7 0,25 61 0,3 0,15 0,55 2,26
max 19,5 13,8 16,6 1,36 13,9 0,71 184 0,99 1,3 1,57 3,49
megiaHa 15,9 6,6 11,5 1,11 9,5 0,39 88 0,41 0,35 0,87 2,58
2021-2022
min 9,6 4,5 7 0,72 5,1 0,36 47 0,08 0,22 0,87 2,2
max 34,6 12,7 23,6 1,1 21,9 0,58 132 0,85 0,69 1,39 3,23
MegiaHa 22,8 11,3 15,5 1,03 13,4 0,4 118 0,42 0,49 0,95 3,13
CepegHbonisHi
2018-2019
min 12,2 4,8 8,5 0,88 6,6 0,39 75 0,26 0,29 0,91 1,67
max 17,2 7,2 12,2 1,07 10 0,5 112 0,56 0,52 1,16 2,62
MegiaHa 15,1 6,8 10,9 1,02 8,6 0,42 107 0,46 0,46 0,97 2,42
2021-2022
min 16,9 6,4 12,4 0,89 7,2 0,31 79 0,36 0,24 0,7 2,51
max 20,7 11,2 14,8 1,57 14,3 0,61 138 0,6 0,84 1,38 3,13
megiaHa 18,3 7,4 13 1,3 10,1 0,42 91 0,39 0,39 0,96 2,64

MpumiTka: Yp — ypoxXanHiCTb COPTY B ONTMMAanbHUX YMOBaX, YS — ypOXXalHiCTb COpTy 3a BnnuBy nocyxu, MP — cepegHs ypo-
XanHicTb, SSI — iHaeKkc cnpURHATNNBOCTI A0 nocyxu, TOL — iHaekc TonepaHTHOCTI 4o nocyxu, YSI — iHaekc cTabinbHOCTI ypoxato,
Y| — iHaekc ypoxariHocTi, STI — iHaekc TonepaHTHOCTI fo cTpecy, DI — iHagekc nocyxocTivikocTi, RDI — BigHOCHWUIA iHAEKC nocyxu,
SNPI — ingeKkc NpoayKTUBHOCTI B CTPECOBMX i CNPUATIIMBUX YMOBAX.
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IHaekc ctabinbHocTi ypoxato (YSI) xapaktepuaye Big-
HOLLUEHHSI YpPOXaNHOCTi COpTiB y CTPEeCcOBMX ymoOBax Ao
YpOXanHOCTi B onTMMarnbHuUx ymoBax. MefdiaHa nokasHuka
iHOeKcy B pokun gocnigxeHb konmeanacs: B 2018—-2019 pp.
Big 0,39 B rpyni cepeaHboCcTUMMX copTiB A0 0,47 B paHHiX;
B 2021-2022 pp. Big 0,34 panHbocTurnux go 0,42 cepeg-
HbOMI3HIX COpPTIB.

MokasHuk iHgekcy ypoxanHocTi (Y1) Bkasye, akui Big-
COTOK YPOXXaNHOCTi KOHKPETHOTO FreHOTUMY B MOCYLUSMBUX
yMOBax A0 CepefHboi ypoXKanHOCTI AOCHidXyBaHMX 3pas-
KiB y nepiog nocyxu. Mexi nposiBy MefiaHn LbOro iHOeKcy
B POKM JOCMiSKEeHb CKraganu: npu MNepLioMy BUBYEHHI
Big 88 B cepeaHbocTurnmux Ao 107 B cepeaHbOMi3HixX; npu
apyromy — 91 cepenHbonisHix o 118 B cepegHbOCTMIMNX.
HalimeHwunin po3max KOnNuBaHHSA MefianbHOro rnokasHuka
B MeXax rpynu CTUITIOCTi NPOSIBUNW cepefHbOopaHHi i paH-
HBbOCTMWIMi COPTH.

3paTHicTb copTiB yTpMMyBaTu CTabinbHUIA piBEHb Ypo-
YKaNHOCTI He3anexHo Big Aii cTpecoBunx (hakTopiB xapak-
Tepuaye iHOekCc TonepaHTHocTi fo cTtpecy (STI). Po3amax
BapiloBaHHA MepgjanbHOro nokKasHWka 3a pokamu Cckna-
pae: B 2018-2019 pp. HanmeHLLe 3Ha4YeHHS B CepeaHbo-
cturnux 0,41, Toai sik Hanbinbwe B cepeaHbopaHHix 0,47;
B 2021-2022 pp. Bia 0,39 B cepeaHbonisHix A0 0,42 y iHWNX
rpynax CTUrnocTi. B pokv BUBYEHHSA HaMEHLIWIA dianasoH
KONMVBaHHA iHOEKCY B MeXax rpynu CTUINOCTI MPOSBUIU
CepeaHbOCTUITII i paHHi copTu.

IHoekc nocyxocrTinkocTi (DI) 3actocoBytoTb B gocni-
[PKEHHAX ONSA BM3HAYEHHSI TeHOTUMIB 3 BUCOKOKD BpOXKam-
HICTIO SIK 3@ CTPEeCcOBMX YMOB, TaK i onTumanbsHux. Megiana
iHOEKCY 3a [iana3oHOM KOMMBaHHS B POKM OOCHIMKEHb
cknagana 3a nepuwoi ouiHku Big 0,35 B cepeaHbOCTUINMX
no 0,46 B cepeaHbO Mi3HIX COPTIB; NPU OPYroMYy BMBYEHHI
Big 0,36 B copTiB paHHbOi A0 0,49 B cepenHbOPaHHLOI
rpynu CTUrnocTi.

BigHocHui iHaekc nocyxwm (RDI) € LOCTOBIpHMM MOKa3HW-
KOM Ansi BU3HA4YEHHsI CTIMKOCTi COpTiB A0 cTpecy. Hansuie
3Ha4yeHHs1 3a MegianbHUM iHgekcom B 2018-2019 pp. npo-
SIBUNa paHHA rpyna copris, Togi gk B 2021-2022 pp. cepen-
HbOpaHHS. BcTaHOBMEHO, WO BUCOKE 3HAYEHHSI MOKA3HWKIB
MEeX MepfjianbHOro iHOeKCy 3a rpynamm CTUrMocCTi CnocTepi-
raeTbCs y paHHbOCTUNNX 2,64—2,74 Ta cepefHbOCTUINNX
copriB 2,58-3,13.

HanBuie 3HavyeHHs mefiaHu iHOeKcy NPOAYKTUBHOCTI
B CTpecoBux i cnpusatnuemnx ymoax (SNPI) nposisunun: npu
NepLUIOMY BUBYEHHI COPTU paHHbOI rpynun 2,64, npu Apyrin
ouiHui copTu cepeaHbocTurmoi rpynm — 3,13.

lMpoBeneHi JocnioKeHHsA cBigYaTh, WO COPTU PaHHbLOI
rpynu CTUIMOCTI XapakTepu3yBanmcsi MPUPOCTOM BpoXaii-
HocTi (8o ctangapty CepnaHok), Ak B onTuMarnbsHi Yp poku
(Ha 3,2-13,1 1/ra), Tak i nocywnusi Ys (Ha 0,4-6,7 T/ra,
Kpim coptiB Buroga i Tupac).

MepeBuLEHHS nNOKa3HMKa CepefHbOi  YpOXKaWHOCTI
(MP) po cepegHbOro 3Ha4YeHHs rPYMU paHHIX FeHOoTU-
nie B8 2018-2019 pp. nposisunu coptu: Tupac, CeiTaHa,
Baxana, i Pagomucnb Ha 0,5; 1,0; 1,5; 2,5 1/ra. Toai sk,
B pokn 2021-2022, 3a nepeBaro 40 CepeaHboro iHaeKcy
MP B paHHix reHoTuniB BigmideHo copTu: CeiTaHa, B3ipeub
i Papomucnb Ha 1,4; 2,6; 3,6 T/ra.

Pesynbratv gocnigkeHb nokasanu iCTOTHY BigMiHHICTb
copTiB KapTonmi 3a iHgeKcaMu NOCYXOCTIMKOCTi B MOpiB-
HSIHHI 0O cepeaHbOro MokasHuKka rpynu paHHIX reHoTuniB.
B 2018-2019 pp. 3a KOMMNNEKCOM BULLIOrO 3HAYEHHS MNOKa3-
HMKa iHOEKCIB 0O CepedHbOro paHHbLOI rPynu CTUIOCTI
nposiunu coptun: CepnaHok (Ha SSI = 0,02; TOL = 3,4;
YSI =0,01; RDI = 0,02), Buroga (Ha SSI1=0,19; TOL = 2,8;
YSI =0,10; YI = 9,0; DI = 0,12; RDI = 0,21; SNPI = 0,10),
Baxana (SSI = 0,60; TOL = 5,7; YSI = 0,32; Yl = 57,0;
STI = 0,21; DI = 0,73; RDI = 0,67; SNPI = 0,09), CsiTaHa
(Y1=9,0; STI=0,09; SNPI =0,73) i Pagomucnb (STl = 0,13
i SNPI = 0,73).

3a pesynbratamu gocrigkeHb B 2021-2022 pp. Bugi-
NIEHO MEHLUY KiNbKiCTb FeHOTWMIB 3 nepeBarol iHAeKCiB
NOCYXOCTIMKOCTi paHHiX COpTiB A0 CepeadHbOi rpynu CTur-
nocti. HamBuwe 3HavyeHHA iHOEKCIB NPOSIBUNN COPTHU:
CepnaHok (Ha SSI = 0,02; TOL = 3,9; YSI = 0,02; RDI =
0,04; SNPI = 0,13), Tupac (SSI = 0,32; TOL = 5,2; YSI =
0,20; YI = 28,0; STI = 0,02; DI = 0,35; RDI = 0,49), CgiTaHa
(YI' = 19,0 i STI = 0,23), Bsipeub (Yl = 8,0 i STI = 0,12),
Pagomucne (SSI = 0,07; YSI = 0,05; Yl = 21,0; STI = 0,10;
DI = 0,13; RDI = 0,12) ) (Tabn. 3).

AHani3 pesynbraTiB BMBYEHHS COPTIB KapTonni cepes-
HbOPaHHLOT rPYMM CTUIMOCTI 3a CTINKICTIO 4O NOCYXM, CBiA-
YATb NPO Pi3HY peakuild reHoTuniB 3a iHAeKcamu Mnocy-
XOCTINKOCTi B POKM AOCHIAXKEHb.

HamBuwmnM NOKasHUK ypOXanHOCTIi B ONTUMAanbHi
poku (Yp) B MopiBHAHHI 4O copTy cTaHaapTy Haropopa 3a
2018 pik nposiBunu coptu: ®aHaTtka i CoHuenap BignoBiaHO
Ha 5,3i4,8 T/ra, Toai sk B 2022 poui — ABaHrapa, Mexupidka
11 i CoHuegap Ha 11,8, 10,4 i 9,8 T/ra. MakcumanbHumn
nposiB NPOAYKTMBHOCTI B nocywnuei poku (Ys) B nopis-
HSHI go ctaHgapTy Haropoga npossunu B 2019 poui coptu
daHatka i MapTHep 3 npupoctom 6,4 i 4,1 T/ra; B 2021 p.
coptn Mexupivka 11, Aeanrapg i NMapTHep — BignosigHO
8,3,6,2i6,1 1/ra.

3a nepiog 2021-2022 pp. copT ctaHgapT Haropopa,
B MOPIBHSIHHI 4O CcepedHbOoro nokasHwka iHAekciB cepen-
HbOPaHHbLOI TPYNU XapakTepusyBaBCsH BULLUM 3HAYEHHSM
nuwe 3a iHAeKCOM TonepaHTHOCTI Ao cTpecy Ha 2,1.

3a KOMMMEKCHOK PE3UCTEHTHICTIO OO CTpecy cria Big-
MiTuTM coptu lMapTtHep i Mexupidyka 11, ki npoaemoH-
cTpyBanu Bulle abo Ha piBHI 3HAYEHHsT iHOEKCIB B MopiB-
HSIHHi O NOKa3HUKa CepefHbOro rpynu CTUIMOCTI 3a BciMa
napameTpamu.

Topi sk, copT ®aHaTka MaB nepeBsary 3aBciMaiHgekcamm
nocyxocrTinkocTi nuwe B 2018-2019 pp. Copt CoHuenap
NPOSsIBMB BULLE 3HAYEHHS iHOEKCIB 4O CepedHbOoro rnokas-
HWKa cepeaHbOpaHHbOi rpynu: 3a nepiog 2018-2019 pp.
Ha 1,6 T/ra (MP) i 0,03 (STI); npote B nepiog 2021-2022
nepeeara cknagana 3a n'stbMa napametpamu: 2,7 T/ra
(MP), 15,0 (Y1), 0,12 (STI), 0,02 (DI) i 0,20 (SNPI).

Onsa copty Oninns HakBULLMIA NPOSIB O3HAKM 3@ iHOEK-
camu CTINKOCTi go cTpecy BiamideHo B 2018-2019 pp.,
a came SSI, TOL, YSI i RDI (BignosigHo Ha 0,01; 1,6; 0,01;
0,03), Tomi Ak, Ans copTy JleBaga mMakcumarnbHe Bupa-
KEHHs1 O3HaK 3a MonepefHbO BiAMIYEHUMU iHOEKcaMu
6yno B 2021-2022 pp. (nepeara Ha 0,23; 8,4; 0,14; 0,36)
(tabn. 4).
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Tabnuusa 3
YpoxanHiCTb paHHbOCTUITINX COPTIB KapTOoMnni B yMOBax NOCYLUNMBUX i NPUPOAHO 3BOJIOXKEHUX POKIB
Ta iHAeKcu nocyxocTinkocTi (2018-2019 pp. i 2022-2021 pp.)

HasBa copty Pokun Yp Ys MP SSI TOL YSI Yl STI DI RDI | SNPI
Copnanost | 20182019 | 105 | 52 | 78 |09 | 53 | 049 | 68 | 020 [ 034 | 1,05 [ 2.0
2021-2022 | 134 | 55 | 94 | 097 | 7.9 | 041 | 73 | 020 | 0,30 | 1,05 | 2,78
Brona 20182019 | 142 | 83 | 112 | 079 | 59 | 058 | 109 | 044 | 064 | 124 | 3.41
2021-2022 | 16,6 | 54 | 11,0 | 1,11 | 112 | 032 | 72 | 024 | 0,23 | 0,83 | 2,33
Eran 20182019 | 149 | 119 | 134 | 038 | 30 | 080 | 157 | 067 | 1,25 | 1,70 | 2,77
2021-2022 | 180 | 59 | 119 | 110 | 121 | 033 | 79 | 029 | 026 | 0,84 | 2,56
- 20182019 | 198 | 51 | 12,4 | 1,40 | 147 | 025 | 67 | 0,38 | 017 | 0,55 | 2,64
vpac 2021-2022 | 162 | 96 | 129 | 067 | 66 | 059 | 128 | 042 | 076 | 1,52 | 2,30
Cotrana 20182019 | 175 | 83 | 129 | 1.0 | 92 | 047 | 109 | 0,55 | 052 | 1,03 | 3,41
2021-2022 | 265 | 89 | 17,7 | 1,08 | 176 | 033 | 119 | 0,63 | 040 | 0,86 | 2,64
Beipots 2018-2019 | 159 | 69 | 114 | 107 | 90 | 043 | 91 | 041 | 039 | 092 | 230
2021-2022 | 240 | 81 | 16 | 1,08 | 159 | 034 | 108 | 052 | 0,36 | 0,86 | 2,78
20182019 | 21,4 | 7.4 | 144 | 123 | 14 | 035 | 97 | 059 | 034 | 0,74 | 3.41
Pagomucnb

2021-2022 | 206 | 91 | 148 | 092 | 11,5 | 044 | 121 | 050 | 0,54 | 1,13 | 2,33
Copoae 20182019 | 163 | 7.6 | 11,9 | 098 | 87 | 048 | 100 | 046 | 052 | 1,03 | 2,68
2021-2022 | 193 | 7,56 | 13,4 | 099 | 11,8 | 0,39 | 100 | 040 | 041 | 1,01 | 2,65

HPL 20182019 | 20 | 09 | 15

2021-2022 | 24 | 16 | 22

Tabnuuga 4
YpoxalHicTb cepegHbOpPaHHiX COPTiB KapTonsii B yMOBaX NOCYLIMBUX i NPUPOAHO 3BONOXEHUX POKIB
Ta iHAekcu nocyxocTinkocTi (2018-2019 pp. i 2022-2021 pp.)
HasBa copty Poku Yp Ys MP SSI TOL YSI YI STI DI RDI | SNPI
2018-2019 13,7 4,4 9,0 1,23 9,3 0,32 67 | 0,27 | 0,21 | 0,71 | 2,19
2021-2022 16,0 5,0 10,5 1,15 11,0 0,31 58 | 0,17 | 0,18 | 0,78 | 2,28
2018-2019 18,5 5,9 12,2 1,24 12,6 0,32 89 | 0,50 | 0,28 | 0,71 | 2,45

Haropopa st

Conuenap 2021-2022 | 25,8 | 9.8 | 17.8 | 1,03 | 16,0 | 038 | 114 | 0,54 | 043 | 095 | 2,95
aran 20182019 | 19,0 | 108 | 149 | 078 | 82 | 057 | 164 | 094 | 0,93 | 1,26 | 3,06
2021-2022 | 2341 | 58 | 144 | 125 | 173 | 025 | 67 | 028 | 0,17 | 0,63 | 2,46
o 2018-2019 | 120 | 54 | 87 | 10 | 66 | 045 | 82 | 030 | 037 | 1.0 | 2.25
2021-2022 | 212 | 67 | 139 | 113 | 145 | 032 | 78 | 0,30 | 0,25 | 0,79 | 255
Nesana 20182019 | 7.7 | 32 | 54 | 105 | 45 | 041 | 48 | 011 | 020 | 092 | 1,93
2021-2022 | 103 | 56 | 7.9 | 077 | 47 | 054 | 65 | 012 | 0,35 | 1,36 | 2,39
20182019 | 170 | 85 | 127 | 0,91 | 85 | 050 | 129 | 0,66 | 0,64 | 1,11 | 2,80

MapTHep

2021-2022 22,8 11,1 16,9 0,85 11,7 0,49 129 | 0,54 | 0,63 | 1,22 | 3,08
2018-2019 15,0 7,9 11,4 0,85 71 0,53 120 | 0,54 | 063 | 1,17 | 2,73
2021-2022 26,4 13,3 19,8 0,84 13,1 0,50 155 | 0,74 | 0,78 | 1,26 | 3,31
2018-2019 15,5 6,4 10,9 1,07 9,1 0,41 97 1045|040 | 0,92 | 2,51

Mexwupidka 11

A
BaHrapa 20212022 | 27.8 | 112 | 195 | 1.0 | 166 | 040 | 130 | 0,66 | 0,52 | 1,01 | 2,97
Conome 20186-2019 | 148 | 66 | 106 | 1.01 | 82 | 044 | 99 | 047 | 045 | 097 | 249
pea 2021-2022 | 217 | 86 | 151 | 1.0 | 131 | 040 | 99 | 042 | 041 | 1.0 | 2.75
P, 20182019 | 25 | 18 | 24

2021-2022 3,8 21 1,9

Tabnuuga 5
YpoxxanHicTb cepeAHbOCTUININX COPTIB KapTonni B yMOBax NOCYLUNNBUX i NPUPOAHO 3BOJIOXKEHUX POKIB
Ta iHAeKcu nocyxocTinkocTi (2018-2019 pp. i 2022-2021 pp.)

Hasea copTy Poku Yp Ys MP SSI TOL | YSI Yl STI DI RDI | SNPI
SBip st 2018-2019 14,9 54 10,1 1,16 9,5 0,36 72 0,30 | 0,26 | 0,80 | 2,58
2021-2022 9,6 4,5 7,0 0,91 5,1 0,47 47 0,08 | 022 | 1,12 | 2,20

Basanis 2018-2019 14,6 8,5 11,5 | 0,76 6,1 0,58 113 046 | 066 | 1,29 | 2,82
2021-2022 255 | 121 18,8 | 0,91 134 | 0,47 126 0,60 | 060 | 1,13 | 3,19

YapyHKa 2018-2019 15,6 7,7 11,6 | 0,93 7,9 0,49 103 0,44 | 0,51 1,10 | 2,68
2021-2022 19,3 11,3 15,3 | 0,72 8,0 0,58 118 042 | 069 | 1,39 | 3,13
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MpopoBxeHHa Tabnuui 5

ARbSHG 2018-2019 18,5 4,6 1,5 | 1,36 | 13,9 | 0,25 61 0,31 | 0,15 | 0,55 | 2,26
2021-2022 346 | 12,7 | 236 | 1,09 | 21,9 | 0,37 132 0,85 | 049 | 0,87 | 3,23
IBaHKiBCbKa 2018-2019 15,9 6,0 10,9 | 1,13 9,9 0,38 80 0,35 | 0,30 | 0,83 | 2,43
paHHsA 2021-2022 30,9 12,3 21,6 1,03 18,6 0,40 128 0,74 0,51 0,95 3,19
2018-2019 19,5 | 13,8 | 16,6 | 0,53 5,7 0,71 184 | 0,99 | 1,30 | 1,57 | 3,49
Bonopgapka
2021-2022 22,8 8,3 155 | 1,10 | 14,5 | 0,36 86 0,37 | 0,31 | 0,87 | 2,76
[xasenina 2018-2019 16,8 6,6 11,7 | 1,11 10,2 | 0,39 88 0,41 | 0,35 | 0,87 | 2,53
2021-2022 15,9 5,8 10,8 | 1,10 | 10,1 | 0,36 60 0,18 | 0,22 | 0,87 | 2,41
Cepente 2018-2019 16,5 7,5 12,0 1,0 9,0 0,45 100 | 0,47 | 0,50 1,0 2,68
2021-2022 | 22,7 9,6 16,1 | 0,98 | 13,1 | 0,43 99 046 | 043 | 1,03 | 2,87
HIP,, 2018-2019 0,7 2,1 0,4
20212022 | 37 3,1 3,9
Tabnuus 6
YpoxanHicTb cepeaHbOMNi3HiX COPTiB KapTonni B ymoBax NOCYLUNMBUX i NPUPOAHO 3BONOXEHUX POKiB
Ta iHgeKkcu nocyxocTinkocTi (2018-2019 pp. i 2022-2021 pp.)
HasBa copty Poku Yp Ys MP SSI TOL YSI YI STI DI RDI | SNPI
YepeoHa pyta | 2018-2019 17 7,1 12 1,02 9,9 0,42 111 0,54 | 0,46 | 0,97 | 2,60
st 2021-2022 | 184 | 11,2 | 14,8 | 0,89 7,2 0,61 138 | 0,60 | 0,84 | 1,38 | 3,13
NeTana 2018-2019 | 12,2 4,8 8,5 1,07 7,4 0,39 75 0,26 | 029 | 0,91 | 2,25
2021-2022 18,2 6,7 12,4 1,43 11,5 0,37 83 0,36 0,30 0,84 2,54
OnexcarapuT 2018-2019 | 13,2 6,6 9,9 0,88 6,6 0,50 103 | 0,39 | 0,52 | 1,16 | 1,67
2021-2022 | 16,9 8,1 12,5 | 1,18 8,8 0,48 100 | 0,40 | 0,48 | 1,09 | 2,74
PocTaBuLs 2018-2019 17,2 7,2 12,2 1,02 10 0,42 112 0,56 0,47 0,97 2,62
2021-2022 | 20,7 6,4 13,5 | 1,57 | 14,3 | 0,31 79 0,39 | 0,24 | 0,70 | 2,51
Cepente 2018-2019 | 14,9 6,4 10,6 1,0 8,5 0,43 100 | 0,44 | 0,43 1,0 2,28
2021-2022 | 18,5 8,1 13,3 | 1,27 | 104 | 0,44 100 | 0,44 | 0,46 1,0 2,73
HIP, 2018-2019 1,0 1,2 3,1
2021-2022 | 2,5 1,4 1,3
Tabnuua 7
Mopenb KopensiLiiHUX 3B’A3KIB M)XK cepeHbOI0 NPOAYKTUBHICTIO COPTiB KapTonni
B YMOBaX NOCYLUIUBOIO i NPUPOAHO 3BOJIOKEHUX 3a iHAEKCaMM NoCcyxocTinkocTi (2018-2022 pp.)
Yp Ys MP SSI TOL YSI Yl STI DI RDI SNPI
Yp 1,000
Ys 0,726 1,000
MP 0,972 0,866 1,000
SSI 0,142 -0,507 | -0,691 1,000
TOL 0,896 0,344 0,767 0,520 1,000
YSI -0,216 0,502 0,014 -0,914 | -0,620 1,000
Yl 0,673 0,959 0,816 -0,481 0,298 0,516 1,000
STI 0,841 0,887 0,912 -0,213 0,575 0,208 0,894 1,000
DI 0,331 0,860 0,533 -0,764 | -0,103 0,814 0,894 0,684 1,000
RDI -0,239 0,481 -0,010 | -0,924 | -0,637 0,992 0,495 0,179 0,791 1,000
SNPI 0,703 0,942 0,828 -0,504 0,350 0,446 0,896 0,869 0,812 0,430 1,000

HaBuwmn nposiB  ypoxanHOCTi 3a OnTUMAanbHUX
ymoB BupowlyBaHHA (Yp) B cepeaHbOCTUrMIN rpyni reHo-
TUMIB B MOPIBHAHHI 4O CTaHOapTy ABip NposBMAN COPTU
Bonogapka i AnbsiHC, npupict cknagaeB 4,6 i 3,6 T/ra
B 2018 p., Togi sk B 2022 p. B copTiB AnbsHC i |BaHKiBCbKa
paHHSA MepeBULLEHHSA MPOAYKTMBHOCTI CTaHOBUTb Maibke
B 2-2,5 pasiB (Tabn. 5).

3a ymoB nocyxu BuLle 3Ha4YeHHs ypoxanHocTi (Ys) go
copTy-cTangapTty Asip B 2019 poui npoaeMoHCTpyBaB copT
Bonogapka Ha 8,4 1/ra; B 2021 p. reHoTUnNN.

AnbsHc, IBaHkiBCbka paHHs, basanis i YapyHka Bigno-
BiAHO Ha 8,2, 7,8, 7,6 i 6,8 T/ra.

B pi3Hi poku pocnigkeHb KOMMMEKCHY CTiKiCTb A0
cTpecy nposiBunu coptn basania i YapyHka, ski xapakTe-
pu3yBanucs BuLle abo Ha piBHi 3HAYEHHSs! iIHOEKCIB B MOpiB-
HSIHHI O cepefHbOro NMoKasHUKa rpynyu CepeaHbOCTUMINX
CopTiB Maike 3a Bcima napametpamu. CopT Bonopapka
NpOsiIBUB BUCOKE 3HaYEeHHSA 3a BCiMa iHAeKcaMu MOCyXOCTin-
KocTi nuwe 3a nepiog 2018—2019 pp. BUBYEHHS.

Bnpopoex 2021-2022 pp. nepeBary 3a YUCIOBUM
BMPaXEHHAM YOTUPbLOX IHAEKCIB MOCYXOCTINKOCTi B MOpiB-
HAHHI 0O CepefHbOro MOKasHWKa rpynu CTUFMOCTI Npo-
OEeMOHCTpyBanu coptu: ctaHgapt Asip — Ha 0,07 (SSI),
8 (TOL), 0,04 (YSI), 0,09 (RDI), AnbsHc — Ha 33 (YI),
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0,39 (STI), 0,06 (DI), 0,36 (SNPI) i IBaHkiBCbka paHHA —
29 (Y1), 0,28 (STI), 0,08 (DI), 0,32 (SNPI).

B rpyni cepefHbOMi3HiX reHoTUNiB HaMBULLUIW NPOSB
nokasHuKka ypoxanHocTi o cTaHgapTy YepBoHa pyTa npo-
saBuB nuwe copt OnekcaHapuT, NEPEBULLEHHSA CKNaaano
Ha 0,2 2,3 T/ra. B nocyLunuei poku Xo4eH 3 COpTiB He MaB
3HaYyHOI NepeBaru 3a NPOAYKTUBHICTIO A0 copTy YepBoHa
pyTa. 3a poku JocnigxeHb B cTaHaapTy YepBoHa pyTa cro-
cTepirany HeoAHaKOBUI MPOSAB BUCOKOIO 3HAYEHHS iHOEK-
ciB 0O CTpecy 3a BiAHOLIEHHSIM IO CEPEOHbOrO Noka3Huka
cepefHboni3Hboi rpynu cturnocTi: 2018—-2019 pp. 3a VI,
STI, DI i SNPI (nepeBara ctaHoBuna BignosigHo Ha 11;
0,10; 0,03; 0,32); 2021-2022 pp. 3a MP, SSI, TOL, YSI,
YI, STI, DI i SNPI (BignosigHo Ha 1,5; 0,38; 3,2; 0,17; 38;
0,16; 0,38; 0,38; 0,40). Toai sk, B copTy OnekcaHapwT,
3a BeCb Nnepiof BUBYEHHS, Nepesara iHAeKCiB NOCYXOCTin-
KOCTi [0 cepedHbOro Konueanacs B Mexax LUecTU-CEMMU
03Hak (Tabn. 6).

Copt PocTtaBuusa xoya i MaB nepesary 3a cepegHbolo
BPOXXaWNHICTIO 4O cepeaHbOoro nokasHuka BignoBiAHOT rpynu
CTUIMOCTI BNPOAOBX BCbOro Mepiogy AOCHIAKEHHS, NpoTe
BULLUM 3HAYEHHSM iHOEKCIB MOCYXOCTIMKOCTi XapakTepusy-
BaBcs nuwe B 2018-2019 pp. 3a Yl, STI, DI i SNPI Bigno-
BigHO Ha 12; 0,12; 0,04; 0,34.

Onsa ycniwHoT cenekuii 3a KOMNMEeKCOM O3HaK Benuke
3HAYEHHsT Ma€ BCTaHOBMEHHS KOPEensuinHWX 3B’A3KiB
MK NPOJYKTUBHICTIO B YMOBax NMPUPOAHOTO 3BOSIOXKEHHS
Ta pisHUMKU iHOeKcaMu Ang igeHTudikauii reHoTuniB 3a
MOCYXOCTIMKICTHO.

YpoxanHiCTb COpTiB KapTOMni 3a ONTMManbHOro 3BO-
noxeHHst (Yp) xapakTepu3yeTbCA BMCOKOI MO3UTUBHOIO
KopensuinHow 3anexHictio (r = 0,673-0,972) 3a iHOek-
camm nocyxocTivikocTi: MP, TOL, YI, STI i SNPI i H1u3bkoto
Big’emHoto 3a YSI =-0,216 ta RDI = -0,239. Bucoka nosu-
TMBHa KOpersuis CnocTepiraeTbCs 3a NPOAYKTUBHICTIO
coprTiB kapTonni B ymoBax ctpecy (Ys) go ingekcis: MP, Y1,
STI, DI i SNPI (r = 0,860-0,959) Ta cepenHs Big’emHa 3a
SSI = -0,507. 3a ypoxawHIiCTIO B Pi3HUX ymMOBax Npupoa-
HOro 3BOMOXEHHS Ta NMOCYXU BiAMIYEHO BUCOKY MO3UTUBHY
KopensauinHy 3anexHicTe (r = 0,726) (tabn. 7).

BucHoBkn. 3a pesynbratamm gocnigXeHb BCTaHOB-
NeHOo 3Ha4vHy BapiabernbHICTb 3a iHOeKCaMy NOCYXOCTINKO-
CTi B COpPTiB KapTOnni pi3HWX rpyn CTUIMOCTI B Pi3Hi nepioaw.
3a yac gocnigkeHb HamBulle i ctabinbHe 3Ha4YeHHs iHaekK-
CiB MOCYXOCTINKOCTi NPOSIBUNW COPTY B rpyni paHHIX reHoTu-
nie: CepnaHok, CgiTaHa i PagomMucrb; Nomick cepegHbopaH-
Hix 3pa3kiB: MapTHep, Mexwupidka 11 i CoHuenap; cepeq
cepeagHbocTMmux: basanis i YapyHka; B rpyni cepeaHbo-
nisHix: YepeoHa pyta i OnekcaHaput. BugineHi coptu kap-
TOMMi PEKOMEHA0BaHO AN BUKOPUCTAHHS B CENEKLiNnHOMY
npoueci Ans CTBOPEHHA reHOTUNiB CTINKUX 40 Aii Hecnpu-
ATNMBUX abioTUYHMX HaKTOPIB Ta BMPOLLYBaHHS B MEHLL
CNPUATAMBUX I'PYHTOBO-KMNIMATUYHUX 30HaX YKpaiHn Ans
OTpUMaHHSA CTabiNbHUX BPOXaiB KynbTypW.
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MucapeHko H.B., Cupopuyk B.l., 3axapuyk H.A.,
OnivHuk T.M. OuiHka copTiB KapTonni 3a cCTilKicTiO
Ao nocyxu B ymoBax LleHTpanbHoro Monicca YkpaiHu

MeTta pocnigkeHb. OUiHUTU COpPTU KapToOMmi Pi3HMX
rpyn CTUrMOCTI BITYN3HAHOT Cenekuii y pisHnx cepegosuLlax
Ta BUAGINUTU reHOTUNU 3 BUCOKOK NPOAYKTUBHICTIO i CTilKi-

CTIHO 4O MOCYXU 3 NOAarnbLUMM BUKOPUCTAHHAM iX B Cenek-
LinHin npaktuui. MaTtepianu i meTogu. locnigpkeHHsa npo-
BeaeHi Bnpogorx 2018—2019 i 2021-2022 pp. B NONbOBMX
yMOBax CernekuinHoi ciBo3aMiHM nabopatopii  cenekuii
Monicbkoro gocnigHoro BigAineHHi IHCTUTYTY KapTonnsap-
ctBa HAAH Ykpainn. O6’ektom pocnigxeHb cnyrysanu
26 coprTiB KapTonni pisHMx rpyn crurnocti. Metoan gocni-
[KeHb MNONbOBi, CenekLliHi i MaTeMaTU4YHO-CTaTUCTUYHI.
Pe3synstat pocnigkeHb. [ns  audbepeHuiauii  cop-
TiB KapTOMMi 3a peakuielo Ha CTiMKiCTb A0 nocyxu Gyno
BMKOPUCTaHI iHAEKC CNPUNHATAMBOCTI A0 NOCYXW, iHAEKC
TONepaHTHOCTI A0 NOCyxu, iHAeKC cTabinbHOCTI ypoxato,
iHOEeKC YpOXaWHOCTi, iHOEKC TOonepaHTHOCTI [0 CTpecy,
iHOEKC NOCYXOCTIAKOCTI, BiHOCHUM iHOEKC MOCYXW, iHOeKC
NPOAYKTUBHOCTI B CTPECOBMX | CNpUATAMBUX YMOBaX.
3a pesynsratamy 4OCnifKeHb BCTAHOBMNEHO, LU0 3a Nepios
2018-2019 pp. 3a KOMMNIIEKCOM BULLOFO 3HAYEHHS MOKas-
HUKIB iHOEKCIB 0O CepeaHbOoro rpynu CTUIMOCTI NPOSiBUNM
coptu: B rpyni paHHix — CepnaHok, Buroga, BaxaHa,
CeiTaHa i Pagomucnb; cepen cepeaHbopaHHix — [apTHep,
Mexwupiyka 11, ®aHaTka, CoHuenap i Oninns; nomix cepea-
HbocTUrNnx — basanis, YapyHka i Bonogapka; B cepeHbo-
ni3Hin rpyni — YepsoHa pyta, OnekcaHgput i Poctasuus.
HocnigxeHo, wo B nepiog 2021-2022 pp. HanmBuLle 3Ha-
YeHHS iHAEKCIB MOCYXOCTINKOCTI MPOAEMOHCTPYBanu copTu:
cepen paHHbocTMmux — CepnaHok, Tupac, CsiTaHa,
Bsipeup i Pagomucnb; B cepegHbopaHHix — [lapTHep,
Mexwupiuka 11, CoHuegap i JleBaga; nomix cepegHbo-
ctumux — basania, YapyHka, Asip, AnbsiHC i IBaHKIBCbKa
paHHs; B cepefHboni3Hix — YepBoHa pyTa i OnekcanHapwuT.
BucHoBkW. BUKoOpUCTaHHA B CenekuiHin npakTuui iHOek-
CHOrO nigxofy 3 OUIHKM NOCYXOCTIVKOCTiI 3Ha4yHoro obcsry
reHOTMNIB KapTonni 4O3BONSE BUAINNTU BUCOKOBPOXKANHUI
mMaTepian B yMOBax CTpecy i noro BigcyTHocTi. B nogarnb-
LIOMY BWAIMNEHi CTiNKi A0 NOCYXW COPTM KapTomnni MOXHa
pekoMmeHayBaTu ANS BUPOLLYBAHHSA B MEHLU CNPUATIMBUX
I'PYHTOBO-KMIMaTUYHMX 30HaX YKpaiHW Ta BUKOPUCTaHHS
IX B CenekuinHnX nporpamax 3i CTBOPEHHSA CTPECOCTINKNX
reHoTuniB.

Knro4yoBi cnoBa: cenekuis, kapTtonnd, copT, MNOCy-
XOCTINKICTb, YpOXaWHICTb, iHOEKC, CTpec, KopensuinHa
3anexHicTb.

Pysarenko N.V., Sydorchuk V.I, Zakharchuk N.A.,
Oliynik T.M. Comprehensive assessment of drought
tolerance of potato varieties by mathematical indices
in the conditions of the Central Polissya of Ukraine

Relevance. In the context of global climate change, the
ability of plants to adapt to stressful conditions contributes
to the increase and stabilization of productivity in potato
varieties. Therefore, various mathematical indices based
on plant productivity under optimal and stressful conditions
are used to separate genotypes for drought tolerance
to select drought-resistant genotypes. The aim of the
research is to study potato varieties of different ripeness
groups of domestic breeding in different environments and
to identify genotypes with high productivity and drought
resistance for their further use in the breeding process.
Materials and methods. The research was conducted
during 2018-2019 and 2021-2022 in the field conditions
of breeding crop rotation of the breeding laboratory of the
Polissya Research Department of the Institute for Potato
Research, NAAS of Ukraine. Research methods include
field, breeding and mathematical and statistical ones.
Research results. To differentiate potato varieties by their
response to drought tolerance, the drought susceptibility
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index, drought tolerance index, yield stability index, yield
index, stress tolerance index, drought tolerance index,
relative drought index, and productivity index under stressful
and favourable conditions were used. According to the
results of the research, it was found that during the period
of 2018-2019, according to the complex of the highest
values of the indices, the varieties showed the highest
maturity group: in the early group — Serpanok, Vyhoda,
Bazhana, Svitana and Radomysl; among the middle-early
ones — Partner, Mezhyrichka 11, Fanatka, Sontsedar, and
Opillia; among the mid-ripening ones — Bazaliia, Charunka
and Volodarka; in the middle-late group — Chervona Ruta,
Oleksandryt and Rostavytsia. It was found that in the period
2021-2022, the highest value of drought tolerance indices
was demonstrated by the following varieties: among early
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ripening varieties — Serpanok, Tyras, Svitana, Vzirets and
Radomysl; in the mid-early ones — Partner, Mezhyrichka 11,
Sontsedar and Levada; among mid-ripening varieties —
Basaliia, Charunka, Yavir, Alians and lvankivska rannia; in
the middle-late ones — Chervona ruta and Oleksandryt.
Conclusions. The use of the index approach to assess the
drought tolerance of alarge number of genotypes in breeding
practice allows for identifying high-yielding potato material
under stress and its absence. In the future, the selected
stress-resistant potato varieties can be recommended for
cultivation in less favourable soil and climatic zones of
Ukraine and their use in breeding programs for the creation
of drought-resistant genotypes.

Key words: breeding, potato, variety, drought tolerance,
yield, index, correlation dependence.



