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Abstract

During the period 2012-2014 23 Cucurbita pepo L. accessions, collected
during expeditions in the country, were studied at IPGR Sadovo. The plant genetic
resources were assessed after the Uniform Classificator (1980), consistent with the
ECPGR Minimum Descriptors for Cucurbita ssp. (2008). The resulting databases
were processed by applications of the R. Variability programming language for the
following quantitative traits of the fruit: stalk length (cm), fruit length (cm), fruit
diameter (cm), fruit shape index, locule number, skin thickness (cm), flesh
thickness (cm), fruit weight (kg), and cluster analysis. The forementioned showed
availability of genetic diversity in the collection. The genotypes suitable as initial
material in future breeding-improvement programs were selected as a result of the
comparative analysis. The local accessions with catalogue numbers 80E7437,
81E7551 and 81E7553 were characterized by the best complex of economic

qualities. All genotypes included in the study are stored at the National Gene Pool.

Key words: pumpkins, evaluation, databases,System R, cluster analysis.

BBbBEOEHUE

Tukeute (Cucurbita pepo L.) ca oTrnexgaHu B NpOAbIDKEHME Ha Xunaam
roavHM 1 ca KynTypa C rofisMo CTOMAHCKO 3HayeHve u o gHec. lNnogosete u
ceMeHaTa Cce M3non3eaT 3a KOHCYyMauus, MeAULMHCKN Lienu, 3a dypax, KakTto 1 3a
Aekopaumsi.

eHeTnYHOTO pas3HoObpasme Ha KynTypHWUTE pacTeHus, B TOBa YUCIIO M Ha
TUMKBUTE, HaMarnsiBa B pe3yntaTt Ha ObAroroguLLIHOTO KyrnTUBUpaHe, OTrrexaaHeTo
Ha orpaHuyeH 6pol cCopToBe B Marnko Ha Opor NoaXoasLm apeanu n TpygHoCcTuTe,
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CBbp3aHu C NpUcnocobsBaHeTo MM B HETUNUYHK 3a Tax ycnosus (FAO, 2009). B
CbLUOTO BpEME MeCTHUTE (hopMu ce OTnmyaBaT C Mo-rongma nnacTUYHOCT KbM
NU3MEHSLLMTE Ce YCMNOBMS Ha cpefarta OT HOBUTE MHTErpupaHu COpTOBE U NUHUMK.
ToBa Hanara cbOupaHe, Mpoy4yBaHe, MOAAbpPXaHe W CbXpaHeHue B reHOaHka
NPUOPUTETHO HAa YHUKaNHUTE MECTHW, AMBM W JdekopaTuBHM obpas3um 3a
oboratsBaHe Ha reHodoHAa M 3a ona3BaHe Ha OMONorMyHoTo pasHoobpasuve
(Krasteva et al., 2002; 2009).

OueHkaTa Ha pacTutenHute reHeTuyHu pecypeu (PIP) e npeanocTtaBka 3a
M3Mon3BaHeTo Ha cbOpaHnTe obpasum KaTo M3XOA4EH MaTepuan 3a CerneKLMOHHO-
nogobputenHn oenHoCTn 1 OOMeH C Hay4YHOM3CNeaoBaTENCKM UHCTUTYTU U OpYyrX
reHbaHkn (Krasteva et al., 2007; Minister of Environment and Water of Bulgaria,
2013).

B WPIP — CapgoBo ce nogaobpxa ex situ konekumss oT 336 MeCTHu
nonynauun TukBM OT pog Cucurbita, cbbpaHu npu ekcneguvuum B cTpaHarta.
O6pas3unTte ce 3aBexgaT Mo NacnopTHW AaHHW, Npoy4BaT ce MO AEeCKPUNTOpPM,
npueTn oT eBponenckata paboTHa rpyna 3a cem. Cucurbitaceae kbm ECPGR u ce
CbXxpaHsiBaT BbB poHAa Ha HauuoHanHaTta reHbaHka.

3agada Ha oTOopa B HayanHuTe eTanu Ha cenekuuoHHaTa paboTta e ga ce
cb3gaje Konekuuss OoT COpTOBE C onpegenieH Habop OT MONOXWUTENHU MpU3Haum
(Georgiev et al., 2013).

Llenta Ha npoy4yBaHeTO e cpaBHUTENHA OLeHka Ha 23 obpaseua Cucurbita
pepo L. ¢ mecTeH npousxoq OT konekuusita Ha MPTP — CapgoBo n aHanu3 Ha
reHeTMYHOTO pasHoobpasue.

XunoTtesaTta, 3anerHana B Ha4anoTO Ha eKCrnepumeHTa, ce OCHOBaBa Ha
3HayeHueTo Ha PIP kato goHop B cenekuusita, KOeTO [aBa OCHOBaHWe fAa
NpeanonoXnm, Ye HacTOsILLOTO NPoyYBaHe e OONbIHM MHAOopMaLmMaTa OTHOCHO
cneundunyHMTe O0COOEHOCTM Ha MECTHMTE nonynauum TukBM W We O6baar
yCTaHOBEHM 0OpasuM C KOMMEKC OT LIEHHW MpuU3Hauu, KoeTto Ou CbKpaTurio
nepuoga Ha nogodpuTenHus npowec.

MATEPUAJIM U METOOU
PacTtuteneH matepuan u uscrnegsaHu npusHaum

Mpe3 nepuopga 2012-2014 B onuTtHoTO none Ha WPIP — CapoBo ca
npoyyeHun 23 obpaseua Cucurbita pepo L., cbbpaHu oT ekcneavummn B cTpaHaTa.

PactutenHuTe reHeTUYHM pecypcu ca OUEHEeHU CbrnacHo ¢ YHuduumpaH
knacudukaTtop (1980), cbobpaseHo ¢ ECPGR Minimum descriptors for Cucurbita
ssp. (2008).

lMpoyyeHn ca KonuM4ecTBEHM MOPMOMOrMYHN XapakTepUCTUKM Ha nnoja:
ObIDKMHA Ha gpbxkaTa (cm), Ab/MKMHa Ha nnoga (cm), guaMeTbp Ha nnoga (cm),
uHOekc Ha dopmarta, Gpoln kamepu, gebenvHa Ha kopaTta (cm), aebenuHa Ha
nepvkapna (cm) u maca Ha nnoga (kg), OTrOBOpHM 3a CTOnaHckaTta CTOMHOCT Ha
npoaykuunaTa.

CTaTMCTM4YeCKM aHanM3 Ha eKCnepuMeHTanHuTe AaHHU

MpeaumcTBOTO Ha System R, KOWTO MNpeAcTaBnsiBa pasBoMHa cpefa 3a

cratucTMyecka M Martemartumdecka obpaboTtka Ha pgaHHm (Crawley, 2005), B
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CpaBHeHWe C ppyrute codptyepn C rpacuyeH uHTepdenc M e3num 3a
nporpaMmmpaHe e, 4e U3BbpLUBa aBTOMaTmaupaHa obpaboTka Ha 6a3u gaHHM, KaTo
OeMOHCTpupa MHoro pfobpa Busyanu3aums Ha MHOXECTBO CTaTUCTUYECKM
N34YUCIIEHNS, KOETO YrecHsBa rpynnpaHeTo Ha MOCTOSIHHO paslinpsBalLmTe ce no
obem konekuuun PIP.

HOaHHute oOT arpobuonorMyHoTo npoyyBaHe Ha obOpasuuTe ca
opraHusnpaHu nop dopmaTta Ha enekTpoHHu Tabnuum B Microsoft Excel, koeto
no3eonim obpaboTkaTa Ha KONMYeCcTBEHNTE CTOMHOCTM (Tabn. 1).

BbasuTe gaHHM ca cTaHgapTM3npaHu u ca o6paboTeHn Ypes NpunoXxeHmsaTa
Ha e3uK 3a nporpamupaHe R. BapupaHeTto Ha npusHauute (Dimova and Marinkov,
1999) n KNBbCTEPHUAT aHanu3 ca M3BbpLUEHM Ha BasaTa Ha M3roTBEHM cneumnanHm
anropMTMM 3a OLEeHKa Ha FeHeTMYHOTO pas3Hoobpasve Ha CbXpaHeHu ex situ
konekumm (Onkov and Ganchev, 2010; Quick, 2010; Velcheva, 2013).

Tabnuua 1. basa gaHHu ot arpobuonornyHoTo nNpoyysaHe (2012-2014)
Table 1. Database from the agrobiological study (2012-2014)
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78E6349 | 6,230 | 23,800 | 15,800 | 1,510 | 3,000 | 0,300 | 3,000 | 3,375

78E6355 | 6,000 | 15,000 | 26,000 | 0,580 | 3,000 | 0,400 | 3,700 | 4,000
78E6359 | 6,970 | 12,500 | 14,900 | 0,840 | 3,000 | 0,300 | 2,800 | 1,751
78E6380 | 9,950 | 17,000 | 16,700 | 1,020 | 3,000 | 0,200 | 3,500 | 3,200
78E6383 | 8,170 | 20,250 | 18,200 | 1,110 | 3,000 | 0,500 | 4,600 | 3,875
78E6710 | 7,050 | 15,020 | 20,300 | 0,750 | 3,000 | 0,200 | 3,000 | 3,350
80E7436 | 6,000 | 17,500 | 21,600 | 0,810 | 3,000 | 0,300 | 4,000 | 4,360
80E7437 | 6,450 | 27,500 | 20,500 | 1,340 | 3,000 | 0,300 | 3,500 | 5,000
81E7548 | 4,500 | 14,550 | 16,970 | 0,860 | 3,000 | 0,200 | 3,000 | 1,751
10 | 81E7549 | 10,560 | 11,130 | 23,330 | 0,470 | 3,000 | 0,300 | 3,500 | 2,900
11 | 81E7550 | 6,500 | 20,000 | 22,900 | 0,870 | 3,000 | 0,200 | 3,800 | 3,760
12 | 81E7551 | 8,500 | 25,000 | 22,300 | 1,080 | 3,000 | 0,300 | 3,900 | 5,300
13 | 81E7553 | 9,270 | 25,400 | 22,500 | 1,130 | 3,000 | 0,400 | 2,700 | 4,730
14 | 99E0110 | 9,800 | 24,200 | 14,300 | 1,690 | 4,500 | 0,100 | 3,500 | 2,570
15 | 99E0109 | 6,300 | 18,400 | 11,000 | 1,670 | 2,000 | 0,100 | 1,930 | 0,800
16 | ABE0405 | 6,000 | 14,000 | 17,000 | 0,820 | 1,500 | 0,100 | 3,500 | 2,280
17 | A8E0211 | 5,000 | 29,000 | 11,500 | 2,520 | 3,000 | 0,300 | 1,500 | 1,200
18 | ABE0456 | 6,000 | 20,000 | 15,500 | 1,290 | 3,000 | 0,400 | 2,500 | 2,500
19 | ABE0467 | 6,000 | 25,000 | 15,500 | 1,610 | 4,000 | 0,500 | 4,000 | 3,000
20 | A8E0624 | 11,000 | 26,000 | 19,000 | 1,360 | 3,000 | 0,500 | 3,000 | 4,200
21 | ABE0659 | 9,000 | 27,000 | 14,500 | 1,860 | 3,000 | 0,500 | 5,000 | 3,800
22 | AOEO021 | 3,000 | 29,000 | 12,000 | 2,410 | 3,000 | 0,200 | 1,800 | 1,500
23 | St816379 | 6,200 | 34,700 | 16,800 | 2,060 | 3,000 | 0,500 | 3,800 | 4,130
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PE3YNTATU N OBCBXOAHE

AHanu3bT Ha BapupaHeTo Ha npusHauuTe (Tabn. 2) nokassa HanM4YNETO Ha
3Ha4yMTENHO pa3Hoobpasne No OTHOLLEHWE Ha OLEHEHNTE NpM3Hauu B NnpoydyeHaTa
KoneKuusl.
M3uncneHuTte BapuauuoHHM KoeduuMeHTM npu dopmaTta Ha nnoga,
MacaTa Ha nnoga u gebenuHarta Ha KopaTa Cce XapakTepuaupaTt CbC CTOMHOCTU
Hag 30%. CpegHo BapupaHe e OTYeTEHO npwu npusHaka 6pol kamepu 8 rnoda

= 14,2%).

Table 2. Variation characterization of quantitative traits

Tabnuua 2. XapakTepucTuka Ha BapMpaHeTo Ha KONMYECTBEHU NpU3HaLM

MpusHauwn/ — . Std. 3
Traits X Min Max Deviation CV%
1 |Bemkuna va apexkatal | 2 15600 | 30000 | 11,0000 | 2,0338 | 28,4447
Handle length (cm)
JbmkuHa Ha nnogal
2| Eruit length (om) 21,3891 | 11,1300 | 34,7000 | 6,2322 | 29,1374
3 |AvwameTsp Ha nnopal 17,7870 | 11,0000 | 26,0000 | 4,0731 | 22,8994
Fruit diameter (cm)
4 | Popma Ha nnopa/ 12896 | 04700 | 255200 | 05562 | 43,1308
Fruit shape (index)
Kamepwn/
5 | Loculos (number) 3,0000 | 1,5000 | 4,5000 | 0,4264 | 14,2134
g |HebenuHa Ha koparal 0,3087 | 0,1000 | 0,5000 | 0,1345 | 43,5856
Skin thickness (cm)
7 |Bebenuna na mecoto/ 3,2839 | 1,5000 | 5,0000 | 0,8461 | 25,7662
Flesh thickness (cm)
g |Maca Ha nnopa/ 3,1883 | 0,8000 | 5,3000 | 1,2383 | 38,8375
Fruit weight (kg)

Frequency

BapmaumoHHuAT aHanu3 e NpeacTtaBeH U 4Ype3 XUCTorpamu, OTYMTaNKu
yecTtoTaTa Ha nposBrieHne Ha npusHauyute (cpur. 1). MpadmyHoTO M306paxeHne
AaBa npefcTaBa 3a HanM4MEeTO Ha reHeTMYHO pasHoobpasve no macneaBaHWUTE
MOPPONOrMYHN XapaKTEPUCTUKM.
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dua. 1. Xucmoepamu Ha gapuabunHocmma Ha rnpoyYyeHume rnpusHauu
8 Korekyusma
Fig. 1. Histograms of the variability of the studied traits in collection

Upe3 wu3nonseBaHeTo Ha npunoxeHmsTa Ha System R e wn3BbpLleH
[ABYMNOCOYEH KITbCTEPEH aHanu3, kaTto rpadwukata nokasBa rpynupaHeTo Ha

obpasumTe 1 Ha npuaHaumTe (dur. 2).

Pesyntatute ca npencraBeHu LBETOBO, OTYMTaWMKM pasHOOOpasneTo Ha
obpasuyuTte nNo OTHOLWIEHME Ha OLeHeHuTe npu3Hauu. LiBeToBaTta mMpexa nokassa
BCsika (pakTopHa KOMOWMHaUWs, KoguMpaHa C LUBAT B 3aBUCMMOCT OT pasmepa Ha
WHOEKCa Ha pasnuyue.

B Han-cBeTbN HIOAHC Cca OLBETEHN CTOMHOCTUTE Ha NPU3HALNTE, KOUTO ce
OTNnM4YaBaT KaTo HaW-BMCOKM B KIbCTEPA W ca [OMUHMpALL napameTbp 3a
pasnuuve. B Ham-apbk UBAT (Y4epBeHO) ca AOMUHWMpaLMTe napameTpu 3a
CXOACTBO, OTNIMYaBALUM CE C HaW-HUCKA CTOMHOCT. VIAEHTUYHUST UBAT Mokasea
egHoobGpasue.
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Que. 2. [leHOpoepama Ha pe3ynmamume om 08YNOCOYEH KITbCmep aHasus
(System R)
Fig. 2. Dendrogram of two way cluster analysis results (System R)

O6pasuute ¢ kaTanoxHn Homepa ABE0659 n 78E6383 ce xapakTtepumaumpar ¢
BMCOKM CTOMHOCTM Ha npusHaka debesiuHa Ha nepukapna, a 81E7553, 81E7551 u
81E7437 — ¢ BUCOKa maca Ha risioda (dur. 2).

lMpeoumcTBOTO Ha UBeTHaTa KapTa e, 4Ye T8 Busyanusmpa pJobpe
CpaBHUTENHUS aHanua Mexagy npoyyBaHute obpas3um u npaBu  Bb3MOXHO
U3NbYBAHETO Ha rEHETUYHN PeCcypCu, HOCUTENM Ha LEeHHN CTOMaHCKM KavyecTBa.
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Ha cur. 3 n 4 e npegcraBeHO NEPaAPXUYHOTO KITbCTEPUPAHE, CbOTBETHO Ha
obpasumMTe M Ha npu3HauuMTe, M nocregoBaTeNnHocTTa Ha opMMpaHe Ha
KIbCTepw.

Kato mspka 3a CXOACTBO € M3MOM3BaHO EBKMMAOBOTO MEXOYrpyrnoBo
pasctosiHue mexay obekTuTe B rpynupaHeTo.

O6pasuuTte (cur. 3) ce pasgenaT B YETUMPU KITbCTepaA, KOMTO ce obeanHaBar
B [1BE IPynu Ha No-ganevyHo pascrosiHue.

Cluster Dendrogram
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Que. 3. KnbcmepupaHe Ha obpasyume (System R)
Fig. 3. Clustering of the accessions (System R)

MacaTa Ha nnoga u gebenvHata Ha nepukapna ca edHu OT Hal-BaXHWUTE
CTONaHCcKU nNpu3Hauun. B nbpeus knbcTep ca obeanHeHn ocem obpaseLa, KOUTo ce
XapakTepuavMpaTr C Hal-BUCOKM CTOMHOCTM MO OTHOLUEHME Ha Te3u CTOMaHCKU
KayecTBa M Noka3BaT reHeTUYHO CXOACTBO CbC CTaHAapTa.

O6pasuyute ¢ kat. Ne 80E7437, 81E7551, 81E7553 ce oTnmyaBaTt ¢ BUcoka
Maca Ha nnoda (Hag 4,7 kg) n debernuHa Ha nepukapra B rpaHuuuTe oT 2,7 go 3,9
cm.

CamocTodateneH knbcTep cdopmupa kat. Ne 99E0110, KOWTO ce oTnmn4yaea C
ronama Ows/pkuHa Ha nnoda (24,2 cm), Hal-BUCOK bpol Ha Kamepume B
konekuwusita (4,5 6p.), HO CbC CPaBHUTENHO HUCKA Maca Ha roda (2,57 kg).
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TpeTtuaT knbcTep obeanHaBa LWecT obpaseua, NeT oT KOMTO ce OTNn4aBar C
MHOIO BMCOKM CTOMHOCTU Ha duamembpa Ha rnoda (Hag 20 cm). Mo oTHoweHue
Ha uHOekca Ha ¢hopmama CTOMHOCTUTE ca B WHTepBana 0,47-1,13, KowTo
onpegensa nrocka OO Kpbria ¢opma Ha MnogoBeTe. YCTAHOBEHO € Hannune Ha
MHOro 65IM3K0 reHeTUYHO CXOACTBO Npw 0bpasuuTe ¢ katanoxeH Homep 80E7436
n 81E7550, koeTo ce 00sCHsIBa CbC CXOOHWM CTOMHOCTU NPY YEeTUPU OT MPOYYEHUTE
npu3Haka: copma Ha nnoga, 6pown kamepwn, aebenvHa Ha nepvkapna, guameTbp
Ha nnoga (dwr. 3).

YeTBBbPTMAT KNbCTEP BKMOYBA OCTaHanute oceMm obpaseLa, KouTto ce
XapakrtepusupaT C yabibkeHa chopma u Onm3Kkm CTOMHOCTM Ha Ouamembpa Ha
nnoda — ot 11,5 po 16,97 cm. Te3n npusHauM UrpasitT OCHOBHa pons 3a
obeaMHEeHNeTo Ha reHoTUNUTE B eaHa rpyna.

OT KnbCTEpMpaHeTo Ha Mpu3HaUMTEe MOXEM [a 3akmiyum, 4e Te ce
obeavHABaT B ABa OCHOBHU hakTopa, OTFTOBOPHM 3a rpynMpaHeTo Ha obpasuuTe B
Konekuusita.

MbpBUAT BKNKOYBa nNpusHauuTe Ob/mKUHA Ha Opbxkama, duamembp Ha
nnoda, maca u debenuHa Ha nepukapna (cur. 4). BneyatneHne B knbcTepa npasu
no-6nuskata Bpb3ka Ha AuameTbpa M MacaTa Ha nnoda BbB hakTopuanHara
paBHuHa (dur. 4).
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dua. 4. KnbcmepupaHe Ha npusHayume (System R)
Fig. 4. Clustering of the traits (System R)
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BTopusit caktop obeamHsBa npusHauute 6pold Kamepu, OebesniuHa Ha
Kopama, ¢hopma u Ob/KUHa Ha rsioda. Ha dour. 4 scHO nnym 6NmM3KOTO rEHETUYHO
CXOACTBO Ha NnocnegHuTe ABe XapakTePUCTUKN.

n3soau

1. Ex situ xonekumss ot 23 obpasum TukBuM (Cucurbita pepo L.) e
XapaktepusavpaHa no MopdONorMYHM M CTOMAHCKM KayecTBa. YCTaHOBEHO €
3HAYUTENHO TEHETMYHO pasHoobpa3ne B KONMekuusTa Mo OTHOLWIEHME Ha
NpoyyYeHUTE NpU3HaLm.

2. bazarta gaHHM OT nNpoy4BaHEeTO AOMbIIBa NacnopTHaTa XxapakTepucTuka
3a obpasumte u cnomara 3a obmeH Ha reHnnasmarta. CuctemaTusmMpaHeTo Ha
cbbpaHaTa oueHbYyHa uWHdOpPMaUua Cb3gaBa YCNoOBMS 3a M3MNOM3BaHe Ha
pecypcuTe KakTo 3a TEOPETUYHU U3CneaBaHus], Taka 1 3a NpakTMkaTa.

3. OO6pasuute ca rpynupaHum B 4YeTupu KnbcTepa Ha 06aszata Ha
NpoyyYeHUTE NPU3HaLUM M Ca U3NTbYEHW FEHOTUMK, KOUTO CEe OTNMYaBaT C KOMMIEKC
OT Ba)XXHU CcTonaHcku xapaktepuctukn. Obpasumte ¢ kat. Ne 80E7437, 81E7551,
81E7553 ce oTnuuyaeart ¢ B1COKa Maca Ha nnoga u aebenvHa Ha nepukapna.

4. TpusHaumTe ca obegvHeHW B [OBa OCHOBHWM pakTopa, KoeTo 6wu
YNECHUIO CeneKkUuMoHHo-nogobpuTtenHaTa paboTta B Kyntypata. [TbpBuaT daktop
BKITIOYBA ObJDKMHA Ha [pbXkaTa, AMamMeTbp Ha nnoga, maca v gebenuHa Ha
nepukapna, a BTopusat — 6pow kamepu, gebennHa Ha kopaTta, opMa 1 ObiKMHa
Ha nnoga.
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