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OILIIHKA HECYYOCTI I'YCEM
3A B3AEMO/III “'EHOTHII x CEPEJJOBHUIIE”

VY craTTi HaBEAEGHO pE3YNbTaTH [IOCTIHKEHb MLIOAO OLHKH MOJIr€HHO
3YMOBJICHOT KUIBKICHOI O3HaKd ‘“‘HECYdiCTh~’ 3a BIUIMBY B3a€MOJii “TEHOTHIl X
cepenoBuuie”. ['eHETHYHNM MaTepiajJoM BUCTYNAIX BHUXiIHI poauHHI hopmu ryceit
BITYM3HSHOI CeNeKIil (BesmKa cipa Ta peiHChKa Oina mopoau), HAIAAKK IIepIIoro-
TPETHOTO TOKOJIIHb Ta CTBOpEHOi AuMop¢HOi momymsnii. HecywicTs Bu3Hauamu
HOPOTSArOM ITSITM  MICSIIB  SIMIIEKIAaAKH. 3a BHKOPHUCTAHHSA JBO(AKTOPHOTO
JUCTICPCIITHOTO aHai3y BCTAHOBJICHO BIPOTIMHUI BIUTHB T'€HOTHIIOBOI HAJEKHOCTI
(P<0,05) ta micsius situexinaaku (P<0,001) Ha piBeHb mposiBy Hecydocti. BiporigHa
pisHMIT Tpajamii QakTopiB “yMOBM” Hajzala MOMIIUBICTH IPOBECTH OIIHKY
nmapameTpiB IUIACTUYHOCTI W cTaOLIBHOCTI y JOCHIKYBaHHX TIpymax Tyceu.
BceranosneHo, mo Ol MIACTUYHHMHU 32 HECYYiCTIO BHSBWIIMCS TYCH BHXITHHX
poauHHUX (GopM Ta Hamaaku Fi. MeHII miacTHIHOIO 3a Ii€l0 03HAKOIO Oyina NTUIs
IpyToi-TpeThoi reHepalii Ta tumopdHoi momynsaii. Lle o3Hadae, mo rycu Benukoi
cipoi Ta peifHCBKOI rmopif 1 iX Hamaaku cnabo pearyBajid Ha YMOBH HaBKOJIMIIHBEOTO
CepeloBHIIA, TOMI SK NTHI IHIINX TPYI, HaBIaku, Oyna OUIBII YyTJIMBOIO O
BIUTHBY Ji€BHX (hakTopiB. Y MOPOJHOI NTHULI IIACTUYHICTH BUIA, HIX y TIOMICHOT.
Lle cBimuuth mpo Oumbmry Ti aJanTOBaHICTh A0 MICHEBHX YMOB YTPUMaHHS
BHACIIIIOK TOBFOTPHUBAJIIOTO PO3BEICHHA y TaKMX yMoBax. BapiaHTa crtaGimpHOCTI
(S?%) o3HakmM MoKa3ye, HACKINBKA HA/IIHHO CENEKIIHHA O3HAKA JIOCIIKYBAHOI TPy
NTHII BIAMOBINAE Till TIACTHYHOCTI, sfKa omLiHeHa KoedimieHToM perpecii. Ynum
OMMKYE TIOKA3HUKH S? HAOMMKAIOTBCS 70 HyJS, THM MEHIIOI MipO0 PI3HATHCS
eMITIpUYHI 3HAYeHHS O3HAKU BiJl TEOPETHYHMX, PO3TALIOBaHMX Ha JIiHIl perpecii.
Tomy BHCOKHMI piBeHb NpPOSBY NPOJYKTHBHOCTI OyayThb MaTH TpyHH HTHUI 3
BUCOKHMM KoedirieHToM perpecii i HH3BKOIO BapiaHCOIO CTaOUIBHOCTI O3HAKH.
Bucokoro cTabiIBHICTIO 32 HECYYICTIO XapaKTepH3yBaJIHCs T'yCH PEeHHCHKOI MOPO.IH,
Hamanaky F3 ta gumopdnoi momymsmii (S%=0,12-0,19). V wmiei nruumi Bucoki
3HAUEHHS IUIACTUYHOCTI TMTOEAHYIOTHCS 3 HU3BKOIO CTaOUIBHICTIO, IO BaXKIIMBO IS
HPOSIBY BUCOKOTO DIBHS MPOJYKTUBHHX O3HaK. MeHII cTabilbHUMHU 32 HECYYiCTIO
BUSIBIINCA BEHKI cipi rycu Ta Hamanku F1-F2 (S%=0,67-1,09).

KiouoBi ciioBa: rycu, HecydicTb, B3a€EMOJis “TEHOTHII X cepeloBHuIe”,
TUIACTHYHICTh, CTAOITBHICTD.
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Evalution of laying geese based on the interaction “genotype X
environment”

The paper presents the results of research on the evaluation of the
polygenically determined quantitative trait “laying” under the influence of the
interaction “genotype x environment” on the wide genetic material of geese. It was
represented by the original family forms of domestic selection (large gray breed,
Rhine white breed), descendants of the first — third generations and the created
dimorphic population. Laying of geese was determined within five months of egg-
laying. By using two-factor variance analysis, a probable influence of genotypic
affiliation (P<0.05) and month of egg-laying (P<0.001) on the level of manifestation
of laying geese of the studied groups was established. The likely difference in the
gradation of the “condition" factors made it possible to evaluate the parameters of
plasticity and stability in the studied groups of geese. Geese of the original family
forms and F1 offsprings turned out to be more plastic in terms of egg-laying. The
birds of the second and third generations and the dimorphic population were less
plastic in this respect. This means that geese of large gray and Rhine breeds and
their descendants reacted poorly to environmental conditions, while birds of other
groups, on the contrary, were more sensitive to the influence of active factors.
Breeding birds have higher plasticity than local birds. This indicates its greater
adaptability to local conditions of keeping as a result of long-term breeding in such
conditions. The stability variant (S%) shows how reliably the selection feature of the
studied group of birds corresponds to the plasticity estimated by the regression
coefficient. The closer the S indicators are to zero, the less the empirical values of
the characteristic differ from the theoretical values located on the regression line.
Therefore, groups of birds with a high regression coefficient and a low variance of
trait stability will have a high level of productivity. Geese of the Rhine breed,
descendants of Fs and dimorphic population were characterized by high stability in
laying (S?% =0.12-0.19). In these birds, high values of plasticity are combined with
low stability, which is important for the manifestation of a high level of productive
traits. Large gray geese and Fi1—F2 offspring were less stable in terms of egg laying
(S%=0.67-1.09).

Keywords: geese, laying, “genotype x environment” interaction, plasticity,
stability.

Beryn. Pi3Hi reHOTHIN 33 OyIB-SIKUX YMOB iCHYBaHHS MOXYTH IO-
pi3HOMY pearyBaTu Ha 3MiHY yMOB cepenosumma [23, 34]. Lle Ha3uBaeTbcs
B3aEMOJIi€r0 TeHOTHITY Ta cepenosumia (“T" x C”) [2].

B3aemopmito “reHoTHII-cepeAoBHIIE” MOXHA PO3IISLIATH SK 3MiHY
MOCJIZIOBHOCTI OIHUX 1 THX CaMHX T'€HOTHIIIB 3aJIE)KHO BiJ mepeOyBaHHS B
Pi3HHUX yMOBaxX Ta K PI3HHUIIIO 32 MPOAYKTUBHICTIO, IO CIIOCTEPIra€ThCs
MiX cepefoBHIIaMH, abo Kk KoMOiHaIlifo 1uX ABoX (akropis [19, 25, 32].

3a B3aemonii “I'XC” MpOAYKTHUBHICTH TCHOTHIIIB 32 IIEBHOIO 03HAKOIO
MoJke 30impmryBaTucs, abo 3MeHmryBaTucsa. AGO B OZHOTO TEHOTHUIY II
O3HaKa MOJK€ 30IJBIIUTHUCSA, a B IHIIOTO, HABIAKH, 3MCHIIUTHUCS, IO € K
0ioJIOriuHO, TaK 1 eKOHOMIUHO BaxkiusuM [7, 14-16, 30, 33].
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Axmo B3aemomis “I'xC” He3HayHa, TEHETHYHY NPOIYyKTHBHICTH
MOJKHa BH3HAYHTH 3a IOMOMOTOIO 3MIiHH (PEHOTHIIOBHX O3HAK y DPi3HHX
cepenoBumax. OmHak, sAkmo B3aemomia “I'XC” € 3HaYHOIO, IIE CEpEIHE
3HaueHHA Oyzne 3aMacKoBaHE CyOCEpEmOBHIIEM, € TCHOTHUIM 3HAYHO
BIIPI3HATHMYTHCS 3@ BiTHOCHOIO TIpoaykTuBHicTio [6, 10, 18, 27].

[Hmumu  crmoBamu, sKmo icHye B3aemomnis “I'xC”, mHaWkpammit
TEHOTHI Y OyIb-IKOMY CEepeJOBHILI MOXe He OyTH HallKpaluM TeHOTHIIOM
JUTSL TOTO caMoro (eHOTHIY B iHIIOMY cepenoBuimi [17, 20].

IcuyBanust B3aemonii “I'xC” wMoxke 3HHM3UTH e(EKTHBHICTb
cernekiiiHux mporpam [21]. 3 miei mpuYMHKM BOHA Ma€ BaXXJIMBE 3HAUCHHS
Uil epeKTUBHOCTI Ta CTaJOCTI TMpOrpaM pPO3BEAEHHS, IS OTPUMaHHS
iHpopMaii 1po Te, KK TeHOTUIT Ma€ HaiKpalli Ta HAUripIli MOKa3HUKH B
KOHKPETHOMY CepeloBUIi. UYUWCIEHHHMH JOCHIIKCHHSAMH JOBEICHO
HEOJHAKOBY PEAKIif0 Pi3HUX IeHOTHINB Ha M0 Pi3HOOIYHHX IMapaTUIIOBHX
taxropis [4, 12, 28, 29, 31].

VY cenekniiHOMY MpOIECi CTBOPEHHSI HOBUX CEJIEKIIHHO-BasKINBUX
(hopM  CLTBCHKOTOCTIONAPCHKOT NTHII YH IOKPAIICHHI OKPEMHUX O3HaK
HasBHUX 3HA4YHy yBary IOTPiOHO 3BepTaTH HA IPHHIMI aJalTOBAHOCTI
cTBOproBaHMX rpym. JloOpy MPHUCTOCOBAHICTH OCOOMH CTBOPIOBAHHX
TeHOTHIIIB /10 KOHKPETHUX YMOB YTPUMaHHS 1 BIATBOPEHHS Ta 3/aTHICTbH
aJICKBaTHO pearyBaTH Ha NOCTIMHI 3MIHM y TEXHOJOTIYHOMY MpoLeci
PO3IIISIAIOT SIK LIHHY T€HETHYHY OCOOJMBICTH MOMYJIALil, il eKOJOTiuHy
iacTuuHicTh. [lopsin 3 1MM, BaXKJIMBOK O3HAKOI I'€HOTHUILY € 3/IaTHICTh
MiATPUMYBaTH BHUCOKWI pPiBeHb NPOJYKTHBHOCTI B YMOBaX 30BHIIIHBOTO
CEpEeIOBUINA, SIKE 3MIHIOETCS, TOOTO EKOJIOTiYHY CTaOUIBHICTE [1].

Mertoto fociiKeHb Oy10 BU3HAYUTH €KOJIOTO-TEHETHYHI ITapaMeTpH
MOJIITeHHO OOYMOBJICHOT KIJIBKICHOI O3HAKH «HECYYICTB» y TYCell pi3HOTO
TeHEeTHYHOTO TOXO/PKEHHS, OTPUMaHMX Y TNPOIEci BUBEAECHHS ITUMOP(HHOI
TIOITY TSI

Martepiaim i wmeromu. [loCHiPKEHHS TPOBEACHO B yMOBaXx
wieminHoro 3aBony JIT “Posmonbre” XapkiBcbkoi obnacti Ha Trycsix
BUXIZIHUX pOJMHHHUX (OpM, HaIIaJKax MepIIOro-TPEThOro IMOKOJIHb
cTBOpeHOT JuMOpGHOT romyJsinii y npoueci ii BuBeaeHHs [3].

Po3paxyHOK  €KONOTO-TeHeTHYHHUX HapameTpiB  (IUIACTHYHICTB,
cTabiIbHICTh) MPOAYKTUBHUX O3HAK MTHII MPOBOIUIIM Y JIBA €TaMH 3TiIHO 3
3aralibHOMPUIHATO METOANKO i Gopmyn [11].

Pe3yabraTn Ta 00roBopeHHsl. Y Ipoleci BUBEACHHS AUMOP(HUX
ryceii HAMM BU3HAUEHO IapaMeTpH INIACTUYHOCTI i cTabinbHOCTI HecydocTi
Ta JKMBOi MacH NTHUII BHXIIHUX TIOPiJ, HAMAAKIB IEPIIOrO-TPETHOrO
MOKOJIiHB Ta AuMopdHoi nomysuii. HecydicTs ryceil BU3Ha4anu npoTsarom
I’ SITA MICSALIB SHALIEKITagKH.
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CriouaTKy 3a BUKOPUCTAHHS IBO(GAKTOPHOTO AUCTIEPCIHHOTO aHANI3Y
BCTAHOBWJIM BIpOTiTHUH BIUIMB TeHOTHIOBOI HajexHocTi (P<0,05) Ta
Mmicsams  siinexnankn (P<0,001) Ha piBeHB TPOSIBY HECY4OCTi ryceit
JIOCIIKYBaHUX rpym (Tabm. 1).

1. Mucnepciiinmii aHamis MiHJuBOCTI HecydocTi ryceii mocjaimKeHHX
rpyn

Jbxepeno Hucnepcis ‘lncnq Bapianra I[gcnepCMHe Cra
viBoCT ©) CTyITEHIB (?) BiJIHOIIICHHS BHJ‘II;IBy
cB0OOTU (F) M%)

I'enotum (A) 17,93 5 3,59 4,12* 0,03
Micsaupb
stiineksanku (B)| 626,46 4 156,61 | 180,06*** 0,95
Bumnankosi
(axropu 17,40 20 0,87 — 0,02
CymapHuii
BILIUB 661,79 29 - - -

TIpumitka. * — P<0,05; *** — P<0,001.

Biporigna pizHUI rpagarmii GpakTopiB ,,yMOBH HaJalla MOKIHBICTh
NMPOBECTH  OIIIHKY MapaMeTpiB INIACTHYHOCTI ¥  cTabimpHOCTI Yy
JOCIIKYBAaHUX TpymHax ryceit (tadm. 2).

2. EkoJioro-reHeTHYHi TapaMeTpum NPOAYKTHBHUX O3HaK ryceii
JOCTiIKYBAHUX TPy

Hecyuicts ’Kusa maca
[Topona, — - — -

. KoeilieHT BapiaHca koedimieHT BapiaHca
[MOKOJIIHHSA . - . . . .
OIS iSI’ IUTACTUYHOCTI | CTAaOIBLHOCTI | IIACTHYHOCTI | cTaOIIBHOCTI

y (by) (%) (by) (%)
Benuka cipa 0,85 1,09 1,08 660,22
Peiincbka 0,92 0,12 1,02 1751,21
F1 0,96 0,67 1,09 2223,93
F. 1,04 1,04 0,95 194,49
Fs3 1,10 0,19 0,91 845,65
Jumopdua 1,18 0,29 0,96 197,57

Koedimient perpecii (bi) xapaxkrepusye cepeaHio peakiito rpymnd
0COOMH Ha 3MiHy YMOB CepeloBHINA, TOOTO iX IIACTHYHICTH, IO Ja€
MOJJIMBICTh TPOTHO3YBAaTH MIHJIMBICTh O3HAaKWd 3a JOCIHIDKEHHUX YMOB.
Bucoxi nokasnuku (bj) ciguate mpo Oiiblly BiANOBiAb Ipynu rycei Ha
3MiHy YMOB CepeJOBHIa, Ha BIUIMB JieBUX (akropiB. ToOrTo, unm Oinbie
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3Ha4eHHs Di, TMM kpyTima ninig perpecii, TUM rpyma GBI YyTIHBA IO
3MiHK yMOB yTpuMmanHs. HymsoBe abo Giu3bKe 10 Hylis 3Ha4eHHS Dj BKasye
Ha Te, [0 Irpyna ciado pearye Ha 3MiHY YMOB HaBKOJIMIIHBOTO CEPEIOBHINA
(y HamoMy BWIIQAKYy — MICAIB SHUIEKIAgKN). AHATI3 IUIACTHIHOCTI
JI03BOJISIE BUSIBUTH T€HOTHITM NTHI 31 3HAYHOIO amaITalliifHOIO 3JaTHICTIO
Ha 3MiHH yMOB cepenosumia [8, 13, 24].

BcraHoBieHo, 1m0 OUTBII IUIACTHYHUMM 32 HECYYICTIO BHSBUIIUCS
TYCH BUXIJJHUX POAMHHUX (opM Ta Hamanku Fi. MeHm miacTudHOMO 32
Ii€l0 O3HAaKOoI Oyna NTHLS JPYroi-TpeThOi TIeHepalii Ta JuMopQHOI
nonyisanii. Lle o3Havae, mo rycu BenMKOi cipoi Ta pedHCHKOI mopinx i ix
HallaJ Ky cJ1abo pearyBajiy Ha YMOBH HaBKOJIMITHBOTO CEPEIOBHINA, TOI SIK
OTHLS 1HIIMX TPYI, HaBMakW, Oyia OLTbLI YYTJIMBOIO /O BIUIMBY Jli€BHX
(hakTopiB. Y mopomHOi NTHIlI IDIACTUYHICTH BHINA, HiK y momicHoi. Lle
CBIIUUTHh TPO OuTBIIy i amganTOBaHICTh O MICHEBUX YMOB yTPHMaHHSI
BHACJIIIOK JOBTOTPHBAJIOTO PO3BENCHHS Yy TAaKuX yMoOBax. BapiaHTa
crabinbHocTi (S%) 03HAKM IOKA3ye, HACKUIBKY HAilHO celeKIiiiHa 03HaKa
JOCTIKYBAHOI TPyIH NTHII BIAMOBiNA€ Tif INIACTHYHOCTI, SKa OIliHEHA
xoedinieaToM perpecii. UuM Onmkue MOKA3sHUKM S% HAOMMKAIOTHCA 110
HYJI, THM MEHIIOI MipOI0 PI3HATHCS EMITIPUYHI 3HAYEHHS O3HAKH Bij
TEOPETHYHMX, PO3TAlIOBAaHMX Ha JiHIi perpecii. ToMy BHCOKHI piBeHb
NpOsSIBY MPOAYKTUBHOCTI OyAyThb Marh TpyHOH NTHLI 3 BUCOKUM
koe(ilieHTOM perpecii i HU3bKOIO BapiaHCOIO CTAaOIIBHOCTI O3HaKW [5, 9,
22, 26].

Bucokoro CTaOiMBHICTIO 32 HECYUICTIO XapaKTepU3yBaJHCS TyCH
pelincbkoi mopoau, Hamanku F3 Ta numopdroi nonysuii (5%=0,12-0,19).
VY miei nTHmi BHCOKI 3HaYeHHS IDIACTUYHOCTI MOETHYIOTHCS 3 HHU3BKOIO
CTaOUIBHICTIO, IO BaXKITUBO U IPOSBY BHCOKOTO PIiBHSA MPOAYKTHBHHUX
03HaK. MeHII cTabiTPHIMH 32 HECYUICTIO BHUSBWIIMCS BEJHKI Cipi TycH Ta
Hamaaku F1—F; (5%=0,67-1,09).

BucHoBKH. 3a HecydyicTiO OUIbII IUIACTUYHMMH BHSBUIINCS TYCH
BUXIZIHUX OaTBbKIBCHKUX IIOPiJ Ta 1X HAINAJIKU MEPLIOTrO MOKOJIiHHA. MeHI
IUTACTHYHOIO 32 I[i€}0 03HAKOI Oyjia NTHIl APYroi-TPeThOi reHeparliii ta
qumopdHOT momyssAiii. Y MOpPOJHOI NTHIN IUIACTHYHICTh BHINA, HIK Y
TIOMICHOI.

3a HeCydYiCTIO BUCOKOIO CTAa01NBHICTIO BHUPI3HAINCS TYCH PEHHCHKOT
nopoau, Hamaaku F3 Ta BuBeneHoi guMop¢HOT momyiAmii. MeHm
CTaOIIBHUMH 32 L€ KiJTbKICHOIO O3HAKOIO BHSBHIIMCS T'YCH BEIHMKOI Cipoi
MIOPO/IM Ta HAIA/IKX TIEePLIOT-Ipyroi reHepamii.
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