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Cenexuys Ha yITyYNICHHBIH OMOXUMHUYECKHI COCTAB MOXET YBEIWYUTh B PAIlMOHE TTUTAHHS
HACEJICHUS KOJIMYCCTBO OMOJIOTMYCCKH LICHHBIX BemiecTB. Llenb mcclienoBanuii — OMOXUMHUYECKAs
OIIEHKa TOMATOB BHIIIHEBUHOI'O THUIIA C Pa3HOM OKpackoil miuoaoB. McciienoBaHus mpoBOIUIN B
2021-2022 rr. B mn€HouHbix Terumnax 'Y «lIpuaHecTpoBCKUT Hay4YHO-UCCIEIOBATEIbCKHIMA
MHCTHUTYT CEJIbCKOT0 X03s1icTBay. OOBEKT HCCe10BaHus — IUIO/IbI HIECTH THOPUIOB U IMHUM TOMaTa
WHACTEPMUHAHTHOTO THIMA POCTa C KPacHOM, KOPHYHEBOH, ()MOJIETOBOW M KPEMOBOW OKpacKou
oz, Maccoii 30-40 r. I'yctoTa mocaaxu — 2,8 pact.\m?. CofepskaHHe CyXHX BEIIECTB ONpeesn
pedpakToMEeTpUUECKHM METOAOM, COJIepKaHue 0011Iero caxapa — o beprpany, o011yr0 KUCTIOTHOCTb
— B IIepecuéTe Ha JIMMOHHYIO KUCJIOTY, COJIEpKaHUE aCKOPOMHOBOM KUCIOTHI — TUTPUMETPHUIECCKUM
METOJIOM.

B cpennem 3a robl MCCIeNOBaHMS COAEPKAHUE PACTBOPUMBIX CYXHUX BEIIECTB COCTABJISIIO
5,5-6,4%, obmero caxapa — 3,5-4,2%, ackopOounoBoi kuciotel — 23,8-31,2 mMr\100 r ceiporo
BelecTBa, oo1ast kuciaotHocth — 0,39-0,55%, caxapo-KUCIIOTHBIN WHACKC cocTaBisn 6,4-10,7 en.,
caxapucTocTh - 62,1-67,6%, kucnotHblit ko3¢ dunment — 6,1-8,8%. Martematuueckas oopaboTKa
MoKaszaja JOCTOBEPHOE pa3Iinuue MEXIy oOpa3laMud 10 00IIed KUCIOTHOCTU (KOd(PPUIUEHT
Bapuaru V=11,2%), caxapo-kuciorHomy unaekcy (V=17,4%) u xuciotHomy KodpQUIIUEHTY
(V=14,7%). ITo ocTasbHBIM U3yUEHHBIM MapaMeTpaM pa3invue MeKIy 00pasiiaMu He3HAYUTEIIBHOE.
YcTaHOBIIEHA TOCTOBEpHAsl CHJIbHAS KOPPEJSAIMOHHAs CB3h HA 5% ypOBHE 3HAUUMOCTH MEXKIY
COJICPKAHUEM CYyXHX BEILECTB U COJEPYKAHUEM OOIIEro caxapa B CBEXKHX Iutogax Ttomara (r=0,91).
DTa 3aBUCUMOCTb [TO3BOJISIET MPEI0JIAaraTh, YTO CEIEKIUS HA YBEIIMUECHUE CYXUX BEIIECTB MPUBEIET
K YBEJIMYCHHIO COJIep)aHus o0Iero caxapa B miojax. JlocroBepHas oTpuniaTeabHas KOPPEsIus
BBISIBIICHA MEX/Ty OOIIEi KMCIOTHOCTBIO M CaXapo-KUCIOTHBIM KodddurmentoMm (r=-0,82).

KioueBble cjioBa: BUITHEBUAHBIMN TOMAT, CyXHeE BEIIECTBA, KHUCIOTHOCTh, OOIIMNA caxap,
aCKOpOMHOBAS KUCJIOTA, CaXapO-KUCIOTHBIN HHJIEKC, CAXapUCTOCTh, KOI(PPUIIMEHT KUCTIOTHOCTH.
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Influence of some factors on the morphophysiological state of Origanum vulgare L.
microshoots during the second stage of micropropagation in vitro
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Origanum vulgare L. — nennoe apupomMacingHoe, JJIeKapCTBEHHOE M IPSHO-apPOMATHUECKOE
pacrenue. M3BeCTHO, 4TO KyJIbTHBUPYEMBIC B YCJOBHUSX IN VILrO pacTeHUs] XapaKTepPU3YIOTCS HE
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TOJIEKO MOP(OJIOTHIECKUMHI U3MEHEHUSIMU, HO U cTa0bIM Pa3BUTHEM CHHTETHUYECKOTO ammnapara. B
CBSI3U C 3THUM I1€JIeCO00pa3HO MPOBECTH OLIEHKY (DYHKITMOHAIBHOTO COCTOSTHUSI MUKPOPACTEHUH NpH
Pa3MHOKEHHH IN VItr0 i BBISBICHHUS UX CIIOCOOHOCTH COXPAHATHh PEreHepaI[MOHHBINA MOTECHIIHAI
NPy JJIUTEILHOM KyJbTUBHpOBaHMH. llenb wucciaegoBaHusi — W3yYeHHE BIUSHUS YHUCTA
CyOKyJIbTUBHPOBaHMM u copTa Ha MOPGOPU3NOIOTUYECKOE COCTOSHUE PACTEHUN MYIIMIIBI
OOBIKHOBCHHOM Ha BTOPOM 3Tare pa3MHOXKEHHUs IN Vitro. MarepuaaoM i UCCIICAOBaHUS CITY KA
mukpornoberu tpex coptos O. vulgare (Ypycsaru, Ak-Kas u KBazap), KOTOpbIe ObLIH MTOJYYEHBI IPH
KyJbTUBMPOBaHMM Ha mnuTaTeldbHOU cpene Mypacure u Ckyra c¢ goGasienuem 0,5 mr/m 6-
OeH3unamMuHOMypuHa B TeueHue 1, 3, 5 wm 7-u maccaxeil. DU3NOIOrMYECKOE COCTOSIHHUE
MHUKPOpAaCTEHHI IN  VIIr0 ompemeisii  METOAOM  IKCIPECC-IUArHOCTUKHA  (PIyopecIeHINN
xJopodpuina. YCTaHOBICHO, YTO Yy M3YYaeMBIX COPTOB IOCIE CEMU CYOKYJIbTHBUPOBAHWNA U3
9KCIUIAHTOB Pa3BUBAIMCH, B 3aBHCHMOCTH OT BapHaHTa ombITa, 2,8—9,9 mobderos mmHoi 25,2-51,9
MM. Y coptoB YpycBaTu 1 Ak-Kas B IITOM 1 ceIbMOM Macca)kaX OTMEYaIH MOBbIIIeHHE KO PHUIIUCHTA
pas3mHokenus 10 17,1 u 34,6 COOTBETCTBEHHO, 110 CPABHEHUIO C TPETHUM. Y copTa KBazap BesmunHa 3TOro
MOKa3aTesisl BapbupoBaia B npeaenax 29,8-34,3 BHe 3aBUCUMOCTH OT maccaxka. OHaKo y 3TOro copra
ormeuasii  ¢opmupoBanue 10 S50 % OBOIAHEHHBIX, HEKU3HECIIOCOOHBIX MMOOeroB. McciemnoBanus
(U3HOJIOTUUECKOTO COCTOSIHUS aCCUMIISAIIMOHHBIX TKaHel mukpornoderos O. vulgare mokasasu, uto
y coproB Ak-Kas u KBazap mnnekc >xusnecriocoonoctu (Fm/F_T) MukpornoberoB B m3ydaeMbIX
naccakax He MMeJ JIOCTOBEPHBIX OTIMYMI U BapbupoBai B mpenenax 1,493-1,771 u 1,174-1,354
COOTBETCTBEHHO. Y copTa YpycBaTu HaOIIOJanyu TEHICHIMIO CHIDKEHUS JAHHOTO IMOKaszaTens ¢
YBEJIIMYECHUEM YHCiIa CyOKynbTuBUpoBaHuii oT 1,964 B TpeTheM naccaxe 1o 1,327 B ceagpmoM. B To
e BpeMs y copTtoB Ak-Kas m KBazap B msITOM M CeIpbMOM Iacca)kax OTMEYald YBEIUYECHUE
koddpurnmenta porocurrerndeckoit akTuBHOCTH (Kf n) mo 0,208-0,363, o cpaBHEHHIO ¢ TPETHUM
(0,119-0,239). V copra YpycBaT, Ha000pOT, 3TOT IOKA3aTC/Ib B TPETHEM H IIITOM Iacca)kax
noctoBepHo He oTinyaics (0,390 u 0,356 coOTBETCTBEHHO), a K CEIbMOMY MACCaXy HaOJII01aIu €To
cumwkenue g0 0,187. IlomyueHHble pe3ynbTaThl CBHUIIETEILCTBYIOT O BO3MOKHOCTH YCHEIIHOTO
MUKPOPa3MHOKEHHUST INVItr0 3-X COpPTOB AYIIMIBI IOCJHE IPOBEICHUS HE MEHee 5S5—7-Mu
CyOKyJIbTUBHPOBaHUM 0€3 yrHeTeHUs! GU3NOIOTUYECKOTO COCTOSIHUS aCCUMUIISIIMOHHBIX TKaHEeH.
Kawuessie ciaoBa: Origanum vulgare L., mukpopasmHoxeHue In Vitro, xodpduuueHt
pa3MHOXKEHHUs, CyOKyIbTUBHUpPOBaHHE, KOAGHULIUEHT POTOCMHTETUYECKON aKTUBHOCTH.
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Buomnpenapatsl Ha 0cHOBE 3(PPEKTUBHBIX INTAMMOB IMOYBEHHBIX MHUKPOOPTaHU3MOB, KOTOPHIC
YIIy4IIAIOT [UTaHUE PACTEHUl, MOBBIIIAIOT HX YPOKAWHOCTH U CHOCOOCTBYIOT TOJYYEHHIO
9KOJIOTUYECKH YHCTOM MPOAYKIIUH, SIBIISIFOTCS BAXXKHBIM 3JIEMEHTOM COBPEMEHHOro 3emuieenus. B
otaene cenbckoxo3siiictBenHor mukpoounonorun ®I'bYH «HUWUCX Kpeimva» BemyTcs paboThl 1O
CEJIEKIMH IITaAMMOB C MOBBIIIEHHOH (ochaTpacTBOPSIONIEH aKTHBHOCTBIO U CO3/IAaHUIO YIOOPHUTEIILHBIX
npenapaToB Ha HMX OcHOBe. Tak, M3 puzocdepbl 37aKOBbIX KYyJIbTYp BBIICJICHbl IITAMMBI
docharmodbrmmsyromux O6akrepuii (PMB) u mpoBefeHa X nepBUYHas oreHKa. Llens mocnemyromumx
MCCIIeIOBaHUM 3aKtoyaiach B U3y4eHUH BIUSHUSA HOBBIX mTaMmmMoB ®MB Ha copeprkanue gocdopa B
pacTeHHSX COM M €€ TMPOAYKTUBHOCTH. JIJISi OCYIIECTBIICHUS IOCTaBICHHOM e OBUT 3aJI0KEH
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