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The main aim of this paper was to analyze the effect of parity number on the litter size and other repro-
ductive traits in Large White sows during successive farrowings to determine the repeatability estimates.
The population used for the present study is from a pig farm managed by the Limited Liability Company
(LLC) “Tavriys’ki svyni” located in Skadovsky district (Kherson region, Ukraine). The experimental mate-
rials used for this study consisted of 100 inds. of productive parent sows of the Large White breed. The
estimation of reproductive performance was conducted for each animal included in this study. The total
number of piglets born (TNB), number piglets born alive (NBA), number weaned piglets (NW), number of
stillborn piglets (NSB) and frequency of stillborn piglets (FSB) per litter, number of piglets that died be-
tween birth and weaning (NPWM) and frequency of piglets that died between birth and weaning (FPWM)
per litter were monitored in the first eight parities in the period of eleven years (2007-2017). For TNB, of
the 28 correlations between different parities, 19 (i.e., 68 %) were statistically significant
(P <0.001...0.05). The correlation between TNB values at repeated farrowings was, as expected, positive
and in most cases moderate, from 0.197 (between I*' and 4" parity) to 0.365 (between 6™ and 7" parity).
Highest significant correlation was determined between TNB values in four latest farrowings (5"-8" pari-
ties). For NBA, only 7 (i.e., 25 %) phenotypic correlations were statistically significant (P < 0.002...0.025)
and varied from 0.230 (between I°' and 8" parity) to 0.303 (between 6™ and 7" parity). Finally, for NW only
5 (i.e., 18 %) phenotypic correlations were statistically significant (P < 0.005...0.05) and varied from 0.200
(between 3" and 7" parity) to 0.281 (between 4" and 6" parity). Thus, while observing the phenotypic
correlations for the same studied traits between different parities (P1—P8), it can be seen that the correla-
tions for TNB are positive and stronger compared to the phenotypic correlations for NBA and NW. For all
studied litter size traits, the weakest relationship was found between the first four farrowings (1°—4" parity)
and more stronger correlation was found between the latest four farrowings (5"-8" parity). The repeatabil-
ity estimates for the LW sow’ litter size traits were generally low, 0.217 £ 0.037, 0.141 £ 0.032 and 0.073 +
0.027 for TNB, NBA and NW, respectively, indicating that most of the phenotypic variance is explained by
other factors than sows’ variance (primarily, by environmental factors). In addition these results indicate
that the repeatability estimates for TNB were higher than for NBA, and the repeatability estimates for NBA
were higher than for NW. This may be due in part to the gain of the permanent environmental effect on the
number of stillborn piglets and the high rate of pre-weaning mortality for later parities.

Key words: repeatability, reproductive traits, sows, Large White.

Ouinkn koe@ilieHTa MOBTOPIOBAHOCTI BIATBOPHOBAJBLHUX 03HAK CBHHOMATOK
BEJIMKOI 01101 mopoau

O. C. Kpamapenko, C. C. Kpamapeuko™, C. I. JIyroswuii

Muxonaiscvkuii Hayionanenutl azpapruti ynisepcumem, M. Muxonais, Ykpaina

OchogHoro memoro danoi pobomu Oy10 NPOGeOeHHs. AHANIZY NAUBY HOMEPY ONOPOCY HA PO3MID eHI30a Ma iHWll 8i0MBOPIOATIbHI O3HAKU
ceuHoMamox eeauxoi 6inoi nopoou (BBII) npomseom nocnioognux onopocie 0 gusHayenus oyinok Koegiyienma nosmoprosanocmi. Teapu-
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HU, AKUX OYI0 BUKOPUCIMAHO 0718 Yb020 QOCHIONCEHHs, ympumysanucs Ha ceunogepmi TOB “Taspiticoki ceuni”, posmawiosaniti y Ckadosco-
Komy paiioni (Xepconcoka obnacme, Yxpaina). [na oocnioscents ukopucmosyeanucs exchepumenmansHi mamepiaiu cmocosno 100 oco-
6uH ocHogHo2o cmaoda ceunomamok BBI1. Oyinioeanu 6i0meopoanivHi 03HAKU KONCHOI MEAPUHU, 6KIIOUEHOT 6 ye OOCHIONCeHHs, a came:
3a2aNbHY KIMbKICMb NOPOCSM NPU HAPOONCEHHI, OazamoniioHicms, KilbKiCmb NOPOCSm npu GIOIY4eHHI, KIIbKiCMb MEpMEOHAPOONCEHUX
NOpOCAmM Ma Yacmky MepmeoHapOOHCEHUX NOPOCAM ) 2HIi301, KITbKICMb NOPOCAM, K 3a2UHYIU 810 HAPOOXHCEHHS 00 BIONYHeHHs, MA YacmKa
Maxkux nopocsim y 2Hi30i 0Jisi NEPUUX 80CbMU ONOPOCie npomsicom oounaoysmu pokie (2007-2017 pp.). s 3aeanvrol Kitbkocmi nopocsam
npu HapoOICeHHI i3 28 MONCIUBUX NAPHUX KOperAyitl Midc pisHumu onopocamu 19 (mobmo 68 %) Oynu cmamucmuuno gipozionumu (P <
0,001...0,05). L]i ompumani oyinku Koeghiyienma ghenomunoeoi kopenayii, ax i Modicna Oyn0 ouikysamu, Oyau NOUMUSHUMU MA Y OLTbUOC-
mi eunaokie negucokumu — 6io 0,197 (misc 1 ma 4 onopocom) oo 0,365 (misc 6 ma 7 onopocom). Hatieuwi oyinku Oynio ompumano mixc
3A2aNbHOI0 KIILKICIMIO NOPOCAM NPU HAPOOICEHHI NIO YAC YOMUPLOX OCMAHHIX 0nopocis (8i0 5-2o do 8-20). [l]odo 6acamonnionocmi — auwie
7 (mobmo 25 %) oyinox ¢penomunoegoi xopenayii 6yau sipocionumu (P < 0,002...0,025) ma eapirosanu 6io 0,230 (misxc 1 ma 8 onopocom) oo
0,303 (miowc 6 ma 7 onopocom). Hapewimi — w000 xinekocmi nopocam npu gionyuenni auwe 5 (moomo 18 %) oyinok penomunosoi kopens-
yii Oynu sipoeionumu (P < 0,005...0,05) ma eapiiosanu 6id 0,200 (mixc 3 ma 7 onopocom) 0o 0,281 (mixnc 4 ma 6 onopocom). Taxum uunom,
aHaniz OYiHOK (heHomunogoi Kopenayii st OOHUX [ MUX dHce 00CAIOHCeHUX 03HaK caunomamox BBIT piznozo 6iky (8i0 1-20 do 8-20 onopocy)
6CMAHOBUS, WO Yi Kopenayii 05 3a2aNbHOI KiIbKOCHI NOPOCSM NPU HAPOOICEHHT OYIU GUYUMU, NOPIGHIHO 3 8IONOGIOHUMU OYIHKAMU 0I5
bazamonnionocmi ma KitbKocmi nopocam npu 8ionyuenni. 3a 6cima eugueHUMU O3HAKAMU HAUCAAOWULL 38 130K 6YI10 6CIAHOBIEHO Ni0 Hac
nepuux YoOMupbLOX ONopocie, a Oiibl CUTLHUIL — NI0 YAC OCMAHHIX YOMUPbox onopocis (5—8-it onopocu). Oyinku Koepiyichma nosmoprea-
HOCmi 0151 03HAK, WO Xapakmepusyeaiu po3mip eHizoa ceunomamox BBIT 6ynu 6 yinomy nuzeki — 0,217 £ 0,037, 0,141 £ 0,032 ma 0,073 +
0,027 ons 3aeanvhoi Kinbkocmi nopocsam, 6a2amoniioHOCmi ma KiibKocmi nopocsim npu 8i0ny4eHHi 8i0n08IOHO, w0 C8I0YUMb Npo me, wjo
binbuia vacmra heHomuno8oi MiHAUBOCMI 3YMOBIIOENBCSL (PAKMOPAMU 308HIUHBLO2O CEPedosUWld, d He GAACIUBOCHIAMU CAMUX CGUHOMA-
mox. Kpim mozo, écmanosieno, wo oyinka KoegpiyieHma nosmopioganocmi i 3a2aibHol KLIbKOCMI NOPOCIM Npu HaApOOXNCeHHi Oyia 6u-
woro, HidC 8IONOBIOHA OYIHKA 0151 6A2aAMONIIOHOCI, SIKA C8OEI0 YEP2OI0 NEPEBAICANA 8IONOBIOHY OYIHKY O KLIbKOCMI NOPOCAM npu 8iONy-
uenni. Yacmroso ye modice 6ymu noe ’a3ano i3 NOCUIEHHAM NEPMAHEHMHO20 6NIUBY HABKONUUHLO20 CepedosUyd Ha YUCETbHICIb MepmEo-
HAPOOIHCEHUX NOPOCAM MA BUCOKUM PIGHEM CMEPMHOCHI NOPOCAM 810 HAPOOI#CEHHS 00 8iOYUeHHA O OiNbU NI3HIX ONOPOCI8.

Knrwouosi cnosa: nosmoprosanicms, 8i0meopro6aibHi 03HAKU, CBUHOMAMKU, 8elUKd 0ina nopooa.
Beryn Marepia i MmeToaH 10CTiTKeHb

Po3Mmip rHi3ga Ta XMBa Maca TOPOCSTH TPH Hapo- B ananizi Oyno Bukopuctano madi moxo 100 cBuHO-
JUKEHHI Ta BIITYyYEeHHI € HaWBaXIIMBIIMMH CKIQAOBHMH  MAaTOK BelHKoi 0inoi mopoau (BBII), mo yrpumyBanucs B
rajgy3i CBUHApCTBa, IO CYTTEBO BIUIMBAaIOTh Ha Oiojorid-  ymoBax TOB “Taspiiickki cBuHi” CKaJ0BChKOrO pailoHy
Hy e(peKTHBHICTh CBMHOMATOK Ta €KOHOMIuHy peHTabe-  XepcoHCbkoi oOmacti. s koxkHOI cBHHOMAaTKH OyJio
neHICTh BupoOHuiTBa cBununam (Ek et al., 2016). Po3mip  OmiHEHO Taki O3HAKW: 3arajibHa KiJTBKICTH MOPOCST IMPH
THI3[a € KOMIUICKCHOI (Di310JI0T1YHO0 03HaKOM, Ha siky  HapomkeHHi (TNB), Garatorutigaicts (NBA), KilbKicTh
BIUIMBAIOTh JICKIJIbKa KOMITIOHEHTIB, 110 MAlOTh MOCTIIOB-  MepPTBOHApo keHUX mopociat (NSB), dacTka mMepTBOHA-
HU{ TpOsiB, a caMe IUBUJKICTh OBYJIALIl, BiporimHicte  popkeHux nopocsar (FSB), KUbKicTh mopocsT npu Bity-
3aIUTiIHEHHS, BIDKMBAHHs eMOpPiOHIB, BIDKUBAHICTD oy — 4eHHI (NW), KUTBKICTb TOPOCSAT, SIKi 3arMHYJIM BiJl Hapo-
ta iH. (Tummaruk et al., 2000). JokeHHs 110 BitydeHHs (NPWM) Ta yacTka Takux HOpo-

Homep omopocy (To0TO Bik CBHHOMATKHM), 1o acomi-  csat y raizai (FPWM) 3a nepiui Bicim omopocis, mo 0yio
oBaHMH i3 (i310MOTIYHUM CTaHOM TBapuH (0COONMMBOC-  oTpmMaHO mTpoTsaroM 11 pokiB mocmimkenHs (2007—
TSMHU POCTY, PO3BUTKY PEIPOAYKTHBHOI cucTemu, Brogo- 2017 pp.).

BAHOCTI 1 T. I.) € OJHUM 3 TOJOBHUX JIETCPMIHAHTIB BilT- AHaii3 MIiHIHBOCTI po3Mipy rHi3ga cBuHOMaToK BBIT
BOpIOBaJIbHOT (GyHKIIT cBuHOMaTOK. [leii pakrop Hacam-  OyJo HPOBEACHO 33 BUKOPUCTAHHS alITOPUTMY AMCIIEp-
nepesi BIUTUBAE Ha PENPOJIYKIIIO i, TAKUM YMHOM, aHalli3  CIHHOro aHajily 13 MOBTOPIOBAHOCTIMHU (repeated-
HOro MOTEHIITHOTO BIUIMBY Ma€ BAXJIMBE 3HAa4YCHHA i measures ANOVA), a post-hoc anani3 0yiio MpoBEACHO 3
PiBHSI IIPOIYKTUBHOCTI KoMepuiitHoro crana (Schwarz &  Bukopucranusm HSD tecty Toioki (Tukey’s HSD test).

Kopyra, 2006; Dimitrov et al., 2018). Ilpu pomy cmo- Jlis 03HaK, M0 XapaKTePHU3YIOTh PO3MIp THi3ma, OyIo
CTepiraeTbcs BUCOKHH PiBEHb MIHJIMBOCTI BiITBOPIOBAJb-  PO3PAaxOBAaHO OLIHKH KoedimieHTa (eHOTHIOBOI KOpesii
HUX O3HaK MK OKpPEMHMH CBHHOMAaTKaMH, HaBiTh NPH  MDK OTpUMaHMMH 3HaYECHHSMH 32 IepIili BICIM OIIOPOCIB.

yrpuManHi B ymoBax oxHiel ¢epmu (lida & Koketsu, Jlist KoKHOT O3HaKM OyJIO PO3paxoBaHO OILIHKY Koe-
2014). (himieHTa TOBTOPIOBAHOCTI (¢) 3 BUKOPHUCTAHHSM (HOPMYITH

OCKiNbKM HafKpallMX CBHHOMATOK BimOHWpaloTh Ha  KoedirieHTa iHTpakmacoBoi kopersmii (/ICC — intraclass
PaHHIX CTafisX IXHBOTO JKHUTTEBOTO MUKy, MOXKHA OUiKy-  correlation coefficient) Ha TiACTaBi alrOPUTMY IUCIIEp-
BaTH 30UIbIICHHS PIBHS MPOAYKTUBHOCTI JIMILE 32 YMOBH,  ciitHoro aHaiizy (Bartko, 1966):

110 O3HAKa 3 BHCOKUM PIBHEM yCHaJKyBaHHs Oyze 30epi-

raTH CBOIO TIEPeBary MPOTATOM YCHOTO MPOIYKTHBHOTO = MSsow — MSe
xurTs. Yepes Ue oliHKa nosmopiosanocmi (repeatability) MSsow + MSe(k — 1) + w !
O3HaKH (CTOCOBHO 0araTOILTIAHOCTI CBUHOMATOK — 4acoBa )

NIOBTOPIOBaHICTh) Mae BaxxuBe 3HaueHHs (Ek et al., 2016).
TakuM YMHOM, I'OJIOBHOIO METOIO JaHOTO JIOCIHIPKeH-
Hs1 OyB aHaNi3 BIIMBY HOMEPY OIOPOCY Ha pO3Mip THi3zxa
Ta 1HIII BiATBOPIOBAJbHI O3HAKU CBHHOMATOK B YMOBAax
KOMEPIIHHOI (epMH MPOTITOM TOCHTITOBHUX OIIOPOCIB
JUTS BU3HAYCHHS OIIHKHM KOe(iIlieHTa IIOBTOPIOBAHOCTI.

ne MSsow — cepenHiit kBagpar a1 ¢daxkrTopa “CBHHOMAT-
Ka”; MSparity — cepenHiii kBagpaT i dakrTopa “HOMeEp
omopocy”; MSe — cepemHili KBagpaT IS TIOMUIIKH;
n — KUTBKICTh CBUHOMATOK; kK — KUTBKIiCTh OTOPOCIB LIS
KOXXHO1 TBapHHH.
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BubipkoBy BapiaHCy OIIIHKHM Koedilli€HTa HOBTOPIO-
BaHOCTI OyJIO pO3paxoBaHO, BUKOPUCTOBYIOUM HACTYITHY
anpokcumartito (Falconer, 1981):

21+ (k—Dt]?(1 —t)?

Var(t) = ,
i ke e 1) @)
a 1i cranpaptHy nomwiky (SE?) 3a gopmyoro:
SEt =./Var(t). 3)

Bcro cratuctruuny 00poOKy OyIto mpoBeIeHO Ha ITiJic-
taBi mocibHuka S. Kramarenko et al. (2019) 3a momomo-

Taoauus 1

rorwo mporpamHoro 3abesmeueHHss MS Excel ta PAST
(Hammer et al., 2001).

Pe3yabTaTh nocaigxkeHb

B 1abmumi 1 HaBeneHO MOKa3HMKHA MIHJIMBOCTI 3ara-
JTBHOI KITBKOCTI MOPOCAT MPHU HApPOKEHHI, OaraTorniia-
HOCTI Ta KUIBKOCTI MOPOCSAT HPH BiJTy4eHHI CBHHOMATOK
BBIT y pospisi mepmmx BochbMH omopociB. HaiiHikdi
OIIIHKM 3arajbHOl KUTBKOCTI MOPOCAT IPH HAPOKCHHI
0yJ10 OTpUMaHO y Billi 1-ro Ta 2-T0 OMOPOCIB, ajie MOYH-
HarouM 13 3-ro onopocy BEeJIMYMHA AaHOi O3HAKW 3HAYHO
30UIBIIy€eThCS. W 10 8-rO omopocy mepedyBae Maibke Ha
OJTHOMY piBHi.

[Moxazuuku MiHTHBOCTI (Mean = SE) 3aranpHoi KibKocTi opocsT rnpu HapomkerHi (TNB), 6aratorurigaocti (NBA) Ta
KipKOCTI TopocsT mpu BimrydeHHi (NW) y cemHOMaTok BBII, mopocsat/rHizmo

O3zHaka
Howmep omnopocy TNB NBA NW
1 10,0 = 0,38 9,0 +£0,2¢ 7,8 +£0,24
2 10,1 £ 0,38 9,4 £0,24¢ 8,5+£0,248
3 11,2+ 0,348 10,0 + 0,2ABC€ 8,9+ 0,28
4 11,5+0,3* 10,2 + 0,348 8,6 £ 0,248
5 11,8 +£0,3* 10,1 + 0,248 8,5+0,248
6 12,1 £0,34 10,2 £ 0,248 8,3+ 0,248
7 12,2 £0,34 10,5+0,38 8,6 = 0,248
8 11,6 £0,3* 9,5+ 0,34B¢ 8,2 +£ 0,248

IHpumimxa: pisHi cumBonu (A, B, C) B Mexax ojHi€el KOJOHKH
(P <0,05) Biznmosiguo 1o HSD Tecty Thioki

CToCcOBHO 0araTOIUTIIHOCTI TaKOXX HaWHMKYI OLIHKU
Oyio 3acikcoBaHo I nepioonopocok. Hanani crocre-
piranocst 30UIbIIEHHST CepeHbOI KITBKOCTI )KUBUX MOPO-
CAT Y THI3II, MAKCHMaJIbHE 3HAYCHHS SKOi JOCITiIHI TBa-
PpUHHE J0CsTaNy y Billi 7-ro omopocy. Ane 1o 8-ro omopo-
Cy 0araToILTiIHICTh 3HAYHO 3HIKYEThCA (IHB. TaOI. 1).
om0 KimTBPKOCTI MOPOCAT MPH BiIUTyYeHHi, 3HOBY X —
MEPIIOONIOPOCKH XapaKTePU3yBaIiCsl HAHWKIMMU OLliH-
KaMH, a CBOT0 MaKCUMYyMY IS O3HaKa JIocsraia B TOCHi/-
HUX TBapuH Yy Bili 3-ro omopocy.

B Tabmuii 2 HaBeIeHO MOKA3HUKHA MIHJIUBOCTI KiJb-
KOCTI Ta YacTKM MEPTBOHAPO/KEHUX IOPOCAT, & TAKOXK
KUTBKOCTI Ta YaCTKH MOPOCST, 1[0 3arHHYJIU J0 BiTydeH-

Taoaunsa 2

iIeHTU(IKYIOTh TPYNH, IO BipOTIIHO BiAPI3HAIOTHCS MiX cO00IO0

Hs1, y cBuHOMaTok BBII B po3pi3i nepmmx BOCbMHU OIOPO-
ciB. 3arayioM JuIsi BCiX IUX O3HAK CHOCTEPIraeThcs TEHJIe-
HIIiS 10 iX 3pOCTaHHs 3 BiKOM TBapuH. HalBuUIi OIIHKH
KIJIBKOCTI MEPTBOHAPODKEHHUX TIOPOCAT OYJIO BUSABJIEHO Y
Bili 8-ro omopocy (2,08 mopocATH/THI3NO), K 1 YaCTKH
MepTBOHapomkeHux nopocsr (16,8 %). HaiiBumy omiaky
KUTBKOCTI TTOPOCAT, IO 3arWHYJHM BiJ HAPOIKEHHSA [0
Bi/uTy4eHHsI, Oysio 3adikcoBaHO y Billi 6—7-ro omopocis
(1,94...1,96 mopocsTu/THI3N0), THMYACOM SK MaKCHMa-
JBHOIO0 YaCTKOIO TIOPOCST Y THI3Ml, IO 3arHHYJIN BiJ Ha-
POKEHHS JI0 BiJUTy4YEHHsI, XapaKTepHu3yBaJUCsl NOCIHiAHI
tBapuau BBIl y Biumi 6-ro omopocy (16,7 %) (nus.
Tadm. 2).

[oxasuuku MminmuBocti (Mean £ SE) xinpkocti (NSB) Ta uwactkn meprBoHapomkeHux mopocsat (FSB), kinpkocti
(NPWM) Ta gactku (FPWM) nopocsT, mo 3aruHyiu 10 BiaTydeHHs y cBuHOMaTok BBIT

O3Haka

Howmep onopocy NSB, nopocst/THi3I0 FSB, % NPWM, nopocst/THi3n0 FPWM, %
1 0,95+ 0,148 8,1+ 1,14€ 1,22 +0,2048 11,7 &+ 1,948¢
2 0,64 + 0,098 6,2 +0,9¢ 0,93 £0,14* 8,5+ 1,24
3 1,20 + 0,164 9,6 +1,1ABC 1,09 £ 0,144 9,6 + 1,148
4 1,33 £0,1648 10,9 £ 1,34BC 1,53 £0,1848 13,0 £ 1,548€
5 1,67 £ 0,204¢ 12,8 +1,348BD 1,67 £0,1948 14,5+ 1,6A8C
6 1,89 £0,184¢ 14,7 +£1,38P 1,96 + 0,238 16,7+ 1,7¢
7 1,66 £ 0,164¢ 13,0 £ 1,2A8BD 1,94 +£ 0,228 15,7 £1,78¢
8 2,08 £0,19¢ 16,8 £ 1,4P 1,31 +£0,174B 12,0 + 1,64B€

Ipumimxka: pizHi cuMBoiH (A, B, C, D) B Mexax oIHiel KOJOHKH iJeHTH(IKYIOTh TPYITH, IO BipOTiTHO BiAPI3HAIOTHCS MiX COOOI0

(P <0,05) Bignosiguo 1o HSD Tecty Thioki
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3aranom Hamu OyJI0 IOBEAEHO BIpOTiIHUI BILIMB BiKYy
CBMHOMATOK (HOMepa OIIopocCy), a TaKOX iaeHTH(IKaIii-
HOTO0 HOMEpa CBMHOMATKH Ha XapakTep MIHJIMBOCTI IXHiX
O3HaK BiITBOPCHHS Ta 30€PEkKEHOCTI MOPOCAT BiJ HApO-
JOKEHHS 110 BimydeHHs (Tab. 3).

Taoauusa 3

Ha pucynky 1 HaBeseHO KOpEJSIiHHI TIIesi i, o Xa-
PaKkTepu3yroTh HasBHICTb BIPOTiIHUX OLIHOK ()EHOTHIIO-
BOI Kopessnii MK pi3HUMH OIOpOCaMu Uil O3HAaK CBH-
HoMmarok BBII, mo xapakTepusyoTh po3mip risza.

PesynbraTi 1BopakTOpHOrO mUcnepciiiHoro ananmizy BBy cBuHomatku BBIT Ta Homepa omopocy Ha iXHi O3HaKH
BIJITBOPEHHS Ta 30€PEKEHOCTI MOPOCSIT B/l HAPOIIKESHHS JI0 BILTyUEHHS

InenTudikaiifinuii HOMEp CBUHOMATKH

Howmep onopocy cBUHOMaTKH

Osnaxa F99: 693 P F7,693 P
TNB 3,47 <0,001 12,33 <0,001
NBA 2,36 <0,001 4,79 <0,001
Nw 1,64 <0,001 2,77 0,008
NSB 2,09 <0,001 12,25 <0,001
FSB 1,81 < 0,001 10,44 <0,001
NPWM 2,29 <0,001 491 <0,001
FPWM 2,00 < 0,001 3,87 <0,001
Pl P1 Pl
P8 P2 P8 P2 P8 P2
P7 P3 P7 P3 P7 P3
P6 \ P4 P6 P4 P6 M P4
P5 P5 P5
A B C

Puc. 1. Kopemsniiiai miuesau 1 o3Hak cBuHOMaToK BBIT, 1110 Xapakrepu3yroTs po3Mip THi3[a y po3pisi Hepiux
BochMH omopocie: A — TNB; B —NBA; C - NW

Hamu Gyio BcTaHOBIIEHO, IO OIS 3arajibHOI KUTBKOCTI
MOPOCSAT TP HAPOPKEHHI 13 28 MOXK/IMBUX MAPHUX KOPEIIsi-
i MiXk pi3HUME oropocamu 19 (TobTo 68 %) Oynu crartuc-
tryHo Biporigaumu (P < 0,001...0,05). Lli oTprMaHi OI[iHKH
koedilieHTa (GeHOTHIIOBOT Kopessuii, K i MoxHa OyIo
OYIKyBaTH, OYJIM TMO3WTHBHHUMHU Ta y OULIBIIOCTI BHUIAJIKIB
HeBucokumu — Big 0,197 (mix 1 Ta 4 omopocom) 10 0,365
(Mix 6 Ta 7 onopocom). HaiiBumii oninku Oyino oTpuMaHO
MDK 3arajbHOI0 KUIBKICTIO MOPOCAT INPU HAPOKEHHI ITij
Yac 4YOTHPHOX OCTaHHIX OMOPOCiB (Bix 5-ro 10 8-10).

CrocoBHO OararommigHoCTi — Jume 7 (TooTo 25 %)
OWIHOK (EHOTHIIOBOi KoOpemAlii Oynu BiporiqHIMH
(P < 0,002...0,025) Ta Bapiroanu Bix 0,230 (mix 1 Ta 8
omopocom) a0 0,303 (mixk 6 Ta 7 omopocom). Haperri,
LI0/I0 KIIBKOCTI HOPOCST MPH BiAy4eHHi — juiie 5 (To0-
To 18 %) ouiHok deHoTHOBOI KOpemsuii Oynu Biporii-
Humu (P < 0,005...0,05) Ta BapiroBamu Big 0,200 (mix 3
ta 7 omopocom) 10 0,281 (Mix 4 Ta 6 OIIOPOCOM).

TakuM YMHOM, aHAIi3 OLIHOK ()EHOTHITOBOI KOPEIAIIIT
JUIL OJIHUX 1 THX € JIOCTIUKEHHX O3HAK CBHHOMATOK
BBFII piznoro Biky (Bix 1-ro 10 8-r0 omopocy) BCTaHOBHB,
0 Il KOPEeISIil Ui 3araJbHOi KUTBKOCTI MOPOCAT TPHU
HapOKeHHI OyITH BUIIMMH TOPIBHAHO 3 BIAIIOBITHUMH
OILIIHKaMH /7151 0araTOILTiTHOCTI Ta KUTBKOCTI TIOPOCST MpH
BiJUTy4YeHHI. 3a BciMa BUBUCHHMH O3HAKaMHU Haicnadumi
3B’S30K OyJI0 BCTAHOBJIEHO IiJ{ Yac MEPIINX YOTHPHOX

OTIOPOCIB, a OUTBII CHIIBHUI — il YaC OCTaHHIX YOTHPHOX
onopocis (5—8-if onopocn).

B Tabnuiii 4 HaBeaeHO OLIHKK KOe(Dilli€HTa MOBTOPIO-
BaHOCTI O3HAK BIATBOPEHHSI Ta 30€PEKEHOCTI MOPOCAT Bif
HapOJDKEHHsl 10 BiuTyueHHs y cBuHOMaTok BBII. Haii-
BUIIIC 3HAYCHHS Koedil[ieHTa MMOBTOPIOBAHOCTI OyII0
OTPUMAHO JUIsl 3arajibHOI KIIBKOCTI MOPOCST MPH HApO-
qoxenHi (0,217). s penrtu NOCHiKEHUX O3HAK ISl Be-
muauHa Oyiia MOPiBHSAHO HHU3BbKOK — Bix 0,073 mist Kinb-
KOCTi OpOCAT pH BijrydeHHi g0 0,141 s GaraTorutia-
HOCTI, IIIO CBIMYHTH PO T€, M0 OiNbIa yacTka (HeHOTH-
MTOBOI MiHJIMBOCTI 3yMOBIIOETECS (DaKTOpaMH 30BHIITHBO-
rO Cepe/IOBHIIA, a HE BIACTUBOCTSMHU CAMHUX CBUHOMATOK.

Taonauus 4

Ouinku koediuieHta noproproBanocti (¢ = SEf) BiaTBo-
PIOBAJIbHUX O3HAK Ta 30€pEeKEHOCTI MOPOCAT BiJ HApO-
JOKEHHS 10 BiJuTy4eHHs y cBuHomatok BBIT

OsHaka KoeilieHT MOBTOPIOBAHOCTI
TNB 0,217 0,037
NBA 0,141 +0,032
NW 0,073 +£ 0,027
NSB 0,109 + 0,030
FSB 0,084 + 0,028
NPWM 0,125+ 0,031
FPWM 0,110 + 0,030
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Kpim TOro, BCTAaHOBJICHO, 110 OIliHKa KOoedillieHTa mo-
BTOPIOBAHOCTI JUIS 3arajibHOI KUTBKOCTI IMOPOCSAT IPH
HapO/DKEHHI Oylla BHINOIO, HIK BIAMOBIJHA OIIHKA IS
0araTOILTIHOCTI, SIKa CBOEIO YEPror0 MepeBaXana BijaImo-
BiTHY OMIHKY ISl KUTBKOCTI MOPOCSAT TPH BiUTy4eHHI.
YacTkoBO I1e MOKe OYyTH TIOB’SI3aHO i3 TIOCHIICHHSM IIep-
MaHEHTHOTO BIUIMBY HABKOJUIIHBOTO CEPEIOBHINA Ha
YHCEIbHICTh MEPTBOHAPOKEHUX IOPOCAT Ta BHCOKHM
pIBHEM CMEPTHOCTI MOPOCAT BiJi HAPO/PKEHHS 110 BiUTY-
YeHHs Uil OUTbII Ti3HIX OMOPOCIB, MPO 110 Oyno Hamu
BKa3aHO BuIe (1uB. Ta0IMI. 3).

Oo0rosopenHst

st Toro, mo6 3°sicyBaTH, HACKUIBKN OTPUMaHi HaMU
pe3yIBTaTH € PEeNpe3eHTaTUBHUMHE, OyII0 MpoaHali30BaHO
YHCeTbHI JITepaTypHi JHKepena, Mo MICTATh AaHi 100
OILIHKKA Koe(]ilieHTa MOBTOPIOBAHOCTI PI3HUX BiATBOPIO-
BaJbHUX O3HAaK CBUHOMATOK sik BBII, Tak i1 iHIIKX mopifg
CBHHEH, 5IKi pO3BOASATHLCS B PI3HUX KpalHax CBITY.

Cepen 03HaK, 110 XapaKTEepU3YIOTh MAaTEPUHCBKI KO-
CTi CBUHOMATOK, HAMBHIII OIIIHKKH KOe(Dilli€eHTa MOBTOPIO-
BaHOCTI OYyJI0 BCTAHOBJICHO /ISl 3araJibHOI KUJIBKOCTI OBY-
TSI cBUHOMATOK (Tadu. 5). Bonu BapiroBanu Bin 0,43 y

Taoauus 5

CBUHOMATOK mopoau meiiman 1o 0,44...0,54 y cBuHOMA-
tok BBII y ®panuii (Bolet et al., 1986).

Taxok BUCOKI OIIIHKH OyJI0 OTPUMAaHO ISl TPUBAJIOCTI
nopocHocti — Bix 0,323 i1t CBMHOMATOK NOPiJ HOpKIIND,
nmarnpac ta takom6 y Kanani (Kennedy & Moxley, 1978)
mo 0,50 mis momicHUX cBHHOMATOK y Smowii (Sasaki &
Koketsu, 2007). IIpomixkue 3HauenHs (0,42) mana oImiHKa
KoedillieHTa MOBTOPIOBAHOCTI TPHBAIOCTI IMOPOCHOCTI
JUlsl CBUHOMATOK riopia atopok ta remmimp y CIHA (Cox,
1964).

[MopiBHsiHO BuCOKy omiHKy (0,33) Oyio oTpumaHo 1yist
KoedillieHTa TOBTOPIOBAHOCTI MOJIOYHOCTI ITOMICHHX
ceuomatok y CHIA (Speer & Cox, 1984). demo HuX-
yo1o (0,244) Oyna BiaNOBiAHA OLIHKA JJIsl YacTKU abopTy-
BaHb Cepell JOCTIDKEHUX MOMICHMX CBMHOMATOK B IIiB-
nennii €spori (lida et al., 2015).

Hapernri, mist Takoi BaKIMBOI MaTEepHHCHKOI O3HAKU
CBHHOMATKH, SK KUIBKICTh HOPOCST, 33JaBICHUX CBHHO-
MaTKOIO ITiji 4ac MiJICHCHOTO Mepiojy, OlliHKa KoedilieH-
Ta MOBTOPIOBaHOCTI Oyna HaiHmk4oto — 0,14 s nomic-
HUX TBapuH y Benukiit Bpuranii (Jarvis et al., 2005) ta
0,07 nust ceunomarok BBII, moponu snanzapac ta ix momi-
ceii y Himeuunni (Géide et al., 2008).

Ouinkn KoedillieHTa MOBTOPIOBAHOCTI Ul O3HAK, IO XapaKTEpPHU3yIOTh MaTEpPHHCHKI sikocTi cBuHOMaToK BBII Ta

iHIMX mopiz (JriTepaTypHi IaHi)

OzHaka [opoxa Kpaina ¢t (SE?) xepeno

MoIOYHICTh CBHHOMATKH MOMICHI TBapHHI CIOA 0,33 Speer & Cox, 1984
3aranbHa KUTBKICTH OBYJISIIN BBII OpaHniis 0,54 Bolet et al., 1986
3aranbHa KibKICTh OBYJISIIIN BBIT Opaniris 0,44 Bolet et al., 1986
3aranbHa KibKICTh OBYJISIIIN MeHIIIaH OpaHiis 0,43 Bolet et al., 1986
TpuBamicTh MOPOCHOCTI LWxLN Slnownis 0,50 Sasaki & Koketsu, 2007
TpuBaNicTh TOPOCHOCTI JIFOPOK, FEMITLIUP CIIA (8’g§) Cox, 1964

. . HopKmmp, JaHapac, 0,323
TpuBaIicTh NOPOCHOCTI HaKOMG Kanana (0.047) Kennedy & Moxley, 1978
Kinbicts nopocar, saasyienix BBII, nanzpac, LWXLN Himeuunna 0,07 Gide et al., 2008
CBHHOMATKOIO (0,02)
Kizbxicts nopocar, sazasienux LWXLN Benuka bpuranis 0,14 Jarvis et al., 2005
CBHHOMATKOO
YacTtka abopTyBaHb LWXLN niBrenHa €spoma 0,244 lida et al., 2016

Ipumimka: LWXLN — nomicHi TBapux BBII X manapac

Takox TOPIBHSIHO BUCOKI 3HaueHHs OyIlo 3adikcoBa-
HO JJIsl CepelHbOl MacH TMOPOCATH NPU HAPOPKEHHI
(Tabu. 6). Oy KoedillieHTa MOBTOPIOBAHOCTI IS i€l
O3HaKH BapitoBaan B Mexkax 0,21 mast mopocsT, oTpuma-
HUX BiJ nomicHux cBuHomarok (BBIT X mangpac) y Hi-
meuunHi (Klein et al., 2018) no 0,42 ans mopocst, oTpu-
MaHHMX BiJl aHAJIOTIYHUX CBHHOMATOK y ®panii (Quesnel
et al., 2008).

Jiis 3aranbHOI MacH THi3[a MPH HAPOHKECHHI OLIHKH
KoedilLlieHTa MMOBTOPIOBAHOCTI OyiM Maibke BIBIYI HHXK-
ynmH 1 BapitoBanu Bix 0,138 1 cBHHOMAaTOK KOMeEpIIiii-
HUX mopin y Mekcuri (Segura et al., 2013) mo 0,21 mis
cBuHOMaToK mopomu Hopkmmp y Kamami (Fahmy &
Friend, 1982). Xoua B pob6oti (Szyndler-Nedza, 2016)
OyJi0 HaBe/IeHO 3HAYHO HIDKYI OLIHKY 1IbOT0 KoedimieHTa
st ceuHomarok BBIT ta mopoau nangpac y Ilonbii —
qate 0,05.

Maitxe Ha omHOMy piBHi (0,14 Ta 0,15) mepedyBanmu
OIIHKH KoediIlieHTa ITOBTOPIOBAHOCTI IS 3araJIbHOI Maca
THI3Ja MPHU BIAJIYYEHHI Ui CBHHOMATOK KOMEPI[IHUX
nopin y Mekcuni (Ek et al., 2016) ta BBII y Benuxkiii
Bpuranii (Stran & King, 1970).

3araoM OLIHKK Koe(illieHTa MOBTOPIOBAHOCTI ISt
3arajibHOI MacH THi3/a TpH HapOJUKEHHI Ta BiUTyYeHHI
Maibke He BiIpi3HsIIUCS Mik co00r0 (IuB. Ta0IMI. 6).

Bararo manux Oyji0 OTpUMaHO MIOJO OIIHOK KOoediri-
€HTA TOBTOPIOBAHOCTI AJIS 3arajbHOi KiTBKOCTI MOPOCST
mpu Hapo/pkeHHi (Tabm. 7). Maibxe Bci BoHH nepebyBa-
10Th B iHTepBaui Bix 0,13 s cBHHOMAaTOK OPOIH HOPK-
mmp y CIOA (Ferguson et al., 1985) Ta cBHHOMAaTOK KO-
Mmepuiitaux nopia y Mexkcuui (Ek et al., 2016) go 0,27 nys
cBUHOMAaTOK MicrieBux mopia y Hirepii (Adeoye et al.,
2003).
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Taoauus 6

Ouinkn KoedillieHTa TTOBTOPIOBAHOCTI JUIsl O3HAK, L0 XapaKTepU3yIOTh )XNUBY Macy rnopocst BBII Ta inmmx nopix (-

TepaTypHi JaHi)

O3Haka [Topona Kpaina t (SEf) Jxepeno
APBW LWXLN Opaniis 0,42 Quesnel et al., 2008
APBW LWXLN Opaniris 0,37 Quesnel et al., 2008
APBW BBIT ODpamris 0,33 Quesnel et al., 2008
APBW BBII ABcrpais 0,33 (0,05) Nguyen et al., 2006
APBW LWxLN Himeuunna 0,21 Klein et al., 2018
LBW HopKImp Kanana 0,21 Fahmy & Friend, 1981
LBW BBIT ITAP 0,16 (0,01) Dube et al., 2012
LBW KOMepLiiHi mopoxu Mekcuka 0,138 Segura-Correa et al., 2013
LBW BBII, nannpac Ionsma 0,05 Szyndler-Nedza, 2016
LWW KOMEPIIiHHI mopou Mekcurka 0,14 (0,004) Ek et al., 2016
LWW BBII Benuka bpuranis 0,15 Stran & King, 1970

Ipumimrxa: APBW — cepenns Maca nopocsity nipu HapopkenHi; LBW — 3aranpna maca raisga npu HapomkeHni; LWW — 3aranpna

Maca THi3JIa IPH BiATy9eHH1

SIKIO PO3MIIsIATH JIMIIE PEe3yJbTaTH, OTPHUMAaHi st
ceuHOMaTOK BBII, TO oTprMana Hamu OIiHKa KoeilieHTa
MTOBTOPIOBAHOCTI JJIsl 3arajibHOI KUIBKOCTI TOPOCSAT MPH
HapODKEHHI A1 yKpaiHcekoro crama ceuneil BBIT (0,217
+ 0,037) nepeOyBae B MeKax OIIHOK, OTPUMAHUX PaHIIIe
iHmumu gociigaukamu — Bix 0,14 y Acrpaii (Nguyen et
al., 2006) no 0,24 y ®panuii (Le Cozier et al., 1997).

B cepennboMy Uit CBHHOMATOK PI3HUX IOPiN y pi3-
HUX KpaiHax CBITy OIliHKa Koedilli€eHTa ITOBTOPIOBAHOCTI

Taoauus 7

JUTS 3aTalibHOI KUTBKOCTI MOPOCAT TIPH HApOJIKECHHI CKIIa-
nana 0,179 + 0,042 (Mean + SD).

Orinku Koe(illieHTa MOBTOPIOBAHOCTI IS KIJIBKOCTI
MEPTBOHAPOKEHNUX OPOCSAT Y CBUHOMATOK PI3HHX MOPix
komuBaiuch Bim 0,07 mis tBapur BBII y ®panmii
(Quesnel et al., 2008) g0 0,20 mist cBuHOMAaTOK 13 Himeu-
g (Alsing et al., 1980). Otpumane HamMu 3HAYEHHs
nmanoro nokasHuka (0,109 + 0,030) nobpe BnHCyeThCS B
e inrepsain (tabm. 8).

OmniHky KoedimieHTa TOBTOPIOBAHOCTI JJIs 3aralibHOi KUTBKOCTI opocsT npu HapomkeHHi BBIT ta inmmx mopix (ite-

paTypHi Ta BIIacHi JaHi)

[opona Kpaina t (SE?) Jbxepeno
BBII, naumpac IBermist 0,22 Hallqvist, 1942
? CIIA 0,17 (0,03) Urban et al., 1966
? Himewqunna 0,10 (0,01) Alsing et al., 1980
Wopxmrup CIIOA 0,13 (0,06) Ferguson et al., 1985
Jropox CIIOA 0,17 (0,06) Ferguson et al., 1985
Jlannpac Benuka bpuranis 0,134 (0,043) Guetal., 1989
BBII Benuka bpuraHnis 0,184 (0,054) Guetal., 1989
Jlargpac Benuka bpuranis 0,197 Mercer & Crump, 1990
BBII Opanuis 0,24 Le Cozier et al., 1997
Jlangpac Opanmis 0,20 Le Cozier et al., 1997
LWXLN Opanis 0,22 Le Cozier et al., 1997
BBII, nannpac, LWXLN CroBeHist 0,20 Logar et al., 1999
MICIIEBI TOPOU Hirepist 0,27 (0,07) Adeoye et al., 2003
LWXLN Dpaniis 0,20 Quesnel et al., 2008
LWXLN Dpaniiist 0,17 Quesnel et al., 2008
BBII Opanuis 0,17 Quesnel et al., 2008
BBIT ABcTpanis 0,14 (0,05) Nguyen et al., 2006
KOMEPIiHHI mopou Mekcuka 0,13 (0,004) Eketal., 2016
OepKIIMpchKa nopoja Kopes 0,16 Lee etal., 2015
BBIT VYxkpaina 0,217 (0,037) BJIACHI JIaHi

3 iHmoro 00Ky, piBeHb (PEHOTHUITOBOI MIHJIMBOCTI Hasi-
BHOCTI MEPTBOHAPOKCHHUX MOPOCAT y THI3MI 3arajiom
MaB JIy’)K€ BHCOKY CEpEAOBHUINHY KOMIIOHCHTY Ta BiIIO-
BiJJTHO HM3bKY OLIIHKY KoeilieHTa IOBTOPIOBaHOCTI. Taxk,
JUTSA TIOMICHAX CBHHOMATOK y SITIOHIT 1181 OIiHKa CKIJIagaja
mmie 0,066...0,072 (Tani et al., 2016).

[IMomo GaraTOIUTITHOCTI OTPUMAHI paHilIe OMIHKU KO-
edilieHTa MOBTOPIOBAHOCTI mepedyBain y Mexax Bil
0,09 ms ceuromarok BBIT B Ascrpanii (Nguyen et al.,

2006) no 0,25 nns nomicuux TBapuH y Himeuunni (Klein
et al., 2018) (Tabm. 9).

Sxwmo posrnsgatu nuie ceBuHoMmarok BBII, To oTpu-
MaHI HaMHM OLIHKHM Iboro mokasuuka (0,141 £ 0,032)
po3TamioBaHi Maii)ke B CepelrHI IHTEpBaly 3HAYCHB,
OTpUMaHUX y pi3HHUX Kpainax Ceity — Bim 0,09 mms TBa-
puH wiei mopoxu B ABcrpanii (Nguyen et al., 2006) mo
0,21 mnst ppaniysskoro craga ceuneir BBIT (Le Cozier et
al., 1997).
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Taoanus 8

OuiHkn KoedilieHTa MOBTOPIOBAHOCTI AJISl KIJIBKOCTI MEPTBOHAPODKEHHX MOPOCAT cepel; cBHHOMaToK BBII Ta iHmmx

Topix (JiTepaTypHi Ta BIIACHI 1aHi)

ITopona Kpaina t (SE?) Jxepeno
? Himeuunna 0,20 (0,01) Alsing et al., 1980
LWXLN Opaniis 0,14 Quesnel et al., 2008
LWXLN Opaniis 0,11 Quesnel et al., 2008
BBII Opanist 0,07 Quesnel et al., 2008
JaHapac Cep0is 0,07...0,09 Vidovi¢ et al., 2012
BBI1 Ykpaina 0,109 (0,030) BJIACHI JIaHi
Taoauus 9

OmiHky KoedimieHTa ITOBTOPIOBAHOCTI 1 OaraTorutinHocTi cBHOMaToK BBII Ta iHmmX mopix (JritepaTypHi Ta BIACHI JaHi)

[opona Kpaina t (SEf) xepeno
BBII, nanapac IIBewis 0,23 Hallgvist, 1942
? CIIA 0,13 Lush, Molln, 1942
? CIIA 0,13 (0,03) Urban et al., 1966
BBII CIIOA 0,15 Strang & King, 1970
BBIT Opaniis 0,145 (0,010) Legault & Gaudin, 1970
BBII Benuka bpuranis 0,15 Strang & Smith, 1979
JIaHApac Benuka bpuranis 0,15 Strang & Smith, 1979
? Himeuunna 0,12 (0,01) Alsing et al., 1980
HopKiup Kanana 0,10 Fahmy & Friend, 1981
HopKiup CIIOA 0,17 (0,06) Ferguson et al., 1985
JIFOPOK CIIOA 0,21 (0,06) Ferguson et al., 1985
JIaHApac Benuka bpuranis 0,152 Gu et al., 1989
BBII Benuka bpuranis 0,145 Guetal., 1989
JIaHJpac Benuka bpuranis 0,189 Mercer & Crump, 1990
BBII Hosa 3enannisa 0,19 Skorupski et al., 1996
JaHIpac Hosga 3enanmist 0,14 Skorupski et al., 1996
JIIOPOK Hoga 3enannuis 0,21 Skorupski et al., 1996
BBI1 Opanuis 0,21 Le Cozier et al., 1997
JIaHJpac Opanmis 0,18 Le Cozier et al., 1997
LWXLN Opaniis 0,20 Le Cozier et al., 1997
BBII, nannpac, LWXLN CioBeHist 0,18 Logar et al., 1999
HOpKIINp, TaHApac, JIAKOMO Kanana 0,147 (0,050) Kennedy & Moxley, 1978
LWXLN Opanist 0,18 Quesnel et al., 2008
LWXLN ®dpaniris 0,13 Quesnel et al., 2008
BBII Opanuis 0,15 Quesnel et al., 2008
BBII ABcrpanist 0,09 (0,05) Nguyen et al., 2006
BBIT TIAP 0,15 (0,01) Dube et al., 2012
JIaHPac Cepbis 0,17 Vidovi¢ et al., 2012
KOMEPIIiiHI TOpOIH Mexkcuka 0,12 Segura-Correa et al., 2013
? miBaeHHa €Bpona 0,176 lida et al., 2015
KOMEpLiiHi mopoxu Mekcuka 0,12 (0,004) Ek et al., 2016
BBII, nanngpac Tlonsmia 0,19 Szyndler-Nedza, 2016
OepKImpchKa Kopes 0,18 Lee et al., 2015
LWXLN Himeuyunna 0,25 Klein et al., 2018
BBII Ykpaina 0,141 (0,032) BJIACHI JIaHi

BiporiztHoro BIUIMBY TOpOAM CBUHOMATKHM Ha OLIHKY
Koe(ilieHTa MOBTOPIOBAHOCTI 0araTOIUTIHOCTI HAMH BU-
siBJIEHO He Oyuo. Tak, /u1si CBHHOMATOK ITOPOJIH JIaHpac 11
BennunHa TepeOyBama B mexax Bix 0,14 mis TBapuH y
Hogiit 3enanmii (Skorupski et al., 1996) no 0,189 ans craga
y Bemukiit Bpuranii (Mercer & Crump, 1990). dns cBuHO-
MaTOK IIOPOIY TIOPOK BimmOBimHI orinku ckmamgamn 0,21
s tBapuH 13 CHIA (Ferguson et al., 1985) ta 3 HoBoi
3emanmii (Skorupski et al., 1996). Bognodac mis mopoau
HOPKIIIUP OTpUMaHI OLIHKK KOedilli€HTa TOBTOPIOBAHOCTI
JUIs 0araToILTIMHOCTI, HaBHaku, Oynu Hmwxuumu — 0,10 y
kaHajacekomy craai (Fahmy & Friend, 1981) ta 0,17 y
crazi i3 CHIA (Ferguson et al., 1985). B cepenabomy st
CBMHOMATOK Di3HHX IIOPiJ] y Pi3HMX KpaiHax OLiHKa Koedi-

I[iEHTa TIOBTOPIOBAHOCTI JUTsl OaraToruiiiHOCTI Oyia He3Ha-
YHO HIDKYOIO, HDXK JUIS 3araylbHO KUTBKOCTI HOPOCST IpU
HapoJpKeHHi, i ckiagana 0,163 = 0,037 (Mean £ SD).

CTOCOBHO KiJIBKOCTI TOPOCST TP BiTy9eHHI BHHUK-
T TIEBHI POoOJIeMH TIpH MTOPIBHSAHHI OLIHOK KoedirieHTa
MTOBTOPIOBAHOCTI cepeJl CBUHEH Pi3HUX MOPiM, OCKLIBKH €
CYTTEBI BIMIHHOCTI y TEXHOJOTii, HacamIiiepea y Bili
BIJUTYYEHHSI MiJICUCHUX TIopocsT (Tadut. 10).

VY GinbiiocTi Bumaakis Bix cBuHomatok BBIT mopocst
OyIo BiuTydeHO y Billl TPOX THXKHIB — JUIsl IUX ITyOJIiKa-
Iif OIiHKKM KOe(illieHTa MOBTOPIOBAHOCTI I KUIBKOCTI
MOPOCST MpHU BiJuTydeHHI nepeOyBanu y mexax Big 0,11
s cBuHOMAToK 13 TTAP (Dube et al., 2012) go 0,14 mis
TBapuH i3 Bemmkoi bpuranii (Strang & Smith, 1979).
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Taoaunsa 10

Ouinkyn KoedilieHTa MOBTOPIOBAHOCTI JUIs 3araJIbHOI KUIBKOCTI IOPOCAT IPH BiuTydeHH] y cBuHOMaToK BBII Ta iHmmx

Topix (JiTepaTypHi Ta BIIACHI J1aHi)

O3Haka Ilopona Kpaina t (SE?) Jbxepeno
NW ? CIIA 0,13 Lush & Molln, 1942
NwW BBI1 Dpaniis 0,12 Le Cozier et al., 1997
NW JIaHApac Dpamis 0,13 Le Cozier et al., 1997
NW LWXLN Opantiis 0,10 Le Cozier et al., 1997
NwW MICIIeBI TOpOAU Hirepis 0,18 (0,01) Adeoye et al., 2003
NWwW21* BBII, manapac IIBerris 0,18 Hallqvist, 1942
Nw21 BBII Opanmis 0,112 (0,010) Legault & Gaudin, 1970
Nw21 BBII Benuka Bpuranis 0,14 Strang & Smith, 1979
NWw21 JIaHpac Bennka Bpuranis 0,11 Strang & Smith, 1979
Nw21 HopKIIup CIIOA 0,20 (0,06) Ferguson et al., 1985
NwW21 JIIOPOK CIIA 0,13 (0,06) Ferguson et al., 1985
NW21 BBII ITAP 0,11 (0,01) Dube et al., 2012
Nw21 BBII, manapac Tlonsia 0,08 Szyndler-Nedza, 2016
NW28 JaHIpac CepOist 0,17...0,19 Vidovi¢ et al., 2012
NW28 BBII VYkpaina 0,073 (0,027) BJIACHI JIaHi
NW35 BBII ABcrpanis 0,16 (0,05) Nguyen et al., 2006
Nw42 HopKIup CIIOA 0,15 (0,06) Ferguson et al., 1985
Nw42 JIIOPOK CIIOA 0,14 (0,06) Ferguson et al., 1985
NW56 ? CIIA 0,06 (0,03) Urban et al., 1966
NWS56 BBIT Benuka Bpuranis 0,14 Strang & Smith, 1979
NW56 JlaHapac Benuka bputanist 0,13 Strang, Smith, 1979

Ipumimxka: * — mudpa, sxmo ii HaBeeHO, BKa3ye B IKOMY Billl BifOyBaoCs BiUTy4eHHS

OTpuMmaHi HAMH Pe3yIbTAaTH A JAHOTO TOKa3HUKA
(0,073 £ 0,027) € memo HIxYnMU. [Ipn pOMY BimTydeH-
HSl TIOPOCSIT y JOCITIIDKEHOMY crani BifgOyBanocs y 28-
JICHHOMY BIIIi.

Xoua B LIIOMy HaMH He 0yJI0 BCTAHOBJICHO CYTTEBOTO
BIUIMBY BIKY BIZUTy4EHHsI IIJCHCHHX IOPOCST Ha OLHKY
KoedilieHTa TOBTOpIOBaHOCTI. Tak, aas CBUHOMATOK
nopoau mropok i3 CHIA BimmoBimHa OIfiHKA MPH BiITy-
yeHHi y 21-nenHomy Bini ckmagana 0,13, a mpu Bimty-
yeHHi y Bii 42 gus — 0,14 (Ferguson et al., 1985). [lns
cBMHOMaTOK ropoau Hopkmmp y CIIA ouninka koedirie-
HTa TOBTOPIOBAHOCTI TpH BimdydeHHI mopocsat y 21-
neHHoMy Bimi ckmamana 0,20, a y Bimi 42 gmi — 0,15
(Ferguson et al., 1985). [Ins cBHHOMAaTOK MOPOIH JIaHA-
pac y Benukiii bpuranii naHa oriHka npu Biy4eHHi y
21-nennomy Biui cknagana 0,11, a mpu BijutydeHHi y Bili
56 auiB — 0,13 (Strang & Smith, 1979). Ananoriyti oIfiH-
k1 Juist TBapuH BBII Takoxk i3 OpUTaHCHKOTO CTajaa CKia-
nanu 0,14, He3anex)HO BiJ TOro, B IKOMY Billi BiIOyBaso-
csl BijurydeHHs mopocsrt (Strang & Smith, 1979).

B cepennboMy U1l CBHHOMATOK PI3HHX IOPiN y pi3-
HUX KpaiHax OIliHKa KOe(QillieHTa MOBTOPIOBAHOCTI IS
KIUTBKOCTI MOPOCAT TPH BiUTydeHHI (HE3aleXHO BiJ BiKy
BiUTy4eHHs) OyJla He3HAYHO HIKYO0, HIX IUIA OaraTor-
nigHOCTI 1 cknagana 0,134 + 0,035 (Mean £+ SD).

BucHoBku

OuiHkKM KoedillieHTa MOBTOPIOBAHOCTI AJIsl O3HAK, IO
XapaKTepU3yBaId po3Mip THi3aa cBuHomatok BBIT Oyiu B
oMy Hu3bki — 0,217 £+ 0,037, 0,141 £ 0,032 Ta 0,073 +
0,027 ms 3aranbHOi KUTBKOCTI ITOPOCAT, OaraToInIiTHOCTI
Ta KUIBKOCTI MOPOCAT TpPH BijuTydeHHi BiamosimHo. e
CBITUUTH IIPO T€, IO OijblIa yacTKa (PEHOTHIIOBOI MiHJIH-
BOCTI 3YMOBIIOETECS (DAKTOpaMH 30BHIIIHBOTO CEpPEIOBHU-
12, a He BJACTHUBOCTSAMHM CaMHX CBHHOMArtok. Kpim Toro,

BCTaHOBJICHO, IO OIiHKAa KOe(illieHTa MOBTOPIOBAHOCTI
JUISL 3aTalbHOI KUTBKOCTI TIOPOCAT TIPH HAapOUKEHHI Oyla
BMILIOKO, HIXK BiZTIOBIJIHA OLIHKA JUIA 0araToIuIigHOCTI, sSKa
CBOEIO YEProro IepeBaxkana BIAMOBIIHY OLIHKY IS Killb-
KOCTI TOPOCST NpH BiutydeHHi. YacTKOBO e Moxe OyTH
HOB’H3aHO i3 IIOCHUJICHHAM HepMaHeHTHOFO BHJ'II/IBy HaBKO-
JIMIIITHBOT'O cepe;lomxnua Ha ‘iI/lceﬂbHiCTb MepTBOHapO[l)Ke-
HHX TIOPOCSIT Ta BUCOKMM PIBHEM CMEPTHOCTI MOPOCST BiJl
HAPOJDKEHHS JI0 BITYYCHHSI TS OLTBII Mi3HIX OMOPOCIB.

Iepcnexmueu nooanvuuux 00CRiONCEHb CTOCYIOTHCS
HacamIiepe/] OLiHIOBaHHs KoedillieHTa ycIaJIKOBYBaHOCTI
BiITBOPIOBAJIFHUX O3HAK CBHHOMATOK IOCIITHOTO CTana
JUIS BU3HAYEHHS ONTHMAJbHOI cTparterii Horo BigTBO-
PCHHSL.

Monsixku. Pobora BUKOHAaHA B paMKax (hiHAHCYBaHHS
3a J1epKOI0KETHOI TeMaTHKO MiHicTepcTBa OCBITH i
Hayku YkpaiHu (HOMep Jep)kaBHOI peecTpamii —
0121U109492).

Bigomocti npo xkoHduaikT iHTepeciB. ABTOpU CTBEp-
JOKYIOTh TIPO BIAICYTHICTH KOH(QUIIKTY IHTEPECIB ILOJO
iXHBOTO BUKJIAy Ta Pe3yJIbTATIB AOCIIIKEHb.
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