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Peculiarities of breeding oidium-resistant genosyipe
crossing Crimea autochthonous grape varieties with
complex interspecific hybrids were studied. Twenty-
two populations consisting of 1323 seedlings were
analyzed over a period of 2008-2014. The highest
oidium resistance was registered in the progerijief
cross Khersonesskiil  26-205 (6.8 points), and the
average estimate of oidium resistance acrossall th
study populations was higher than that of theabhiti
autochthonous grapes of the Crimea. The level of
hypothetical heterosis in the majority of the study
populations indicates that, on the whole, the hybri
seedlings possess a higher oidium resistanceve i
the initial Crimea autochthonous grapes. The highes
breeding value was associated with cross combimatio
having the complex interspecific hybrids Muscat JIM
Spartanets Magaracha and Magarach 31-77-10 in their
pedigrees. The cross combination Muscat JIM
Shabash was the most efficient, yielding 10.7 pet c
of oidium-resistant seedlings. It was reliably
established that a high level of the genotypically
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determined inheritance of oidium resistance isitbu
in crosses with the participation of the intersfieci
forms Magarach 31-77-10 and Muscat JIM (female
parents) and Spartanets Magaracha and Tsitronnyi
Magaracha (male parents). The expediency of this
direction of breeding research was proved
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