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cenekUMOHHOro MaTepvana BuaoB Fragaria
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AHHOTauus

Ontummuzaums  OMOTEXHONOMMYECKUX MPUEMOB  MO3BOAMT  MOMYYMTb  a4anNTMPOBAHHbIN
NCXOAHbIN CENEKUMOHHBIN MaTepuan Ansg AarnbHenLero UCnonb30BaH!s B CEMEKLWN U peLLEHNS
npobnembl HECKpeLMBaeMoCT npu  MexBuaoBod  mbpuausaumn. Llenb uccnepgosaHns
oTpabotaTb W ONTUMWU3NPOBATL OUOTEXHONOTMYECKMe MPUEMbI W MeTodbl AN MOMyyYeHUs
NCXOQHOTO  CENeKUMOHHOro MaTtepuana BuaoB Fragaria. Vccneposatenbckas pabota
nposogunack B0 BHUNCIIK Ha 6a3e nabopatopun G1MOTEXHOMOrMM, COrNacHo O6LLEeNpUHATLIM
MeTogukam. VcxogHbIM MaTtepuanoM Ans KIoHanbHOrO MUKPOPA3MHOXEHUS CRYXUIN PO3ETKM
3EMINSHWKN C BETETUPYIOLWMX pacTeHuin n cemeHa. ObbekTami UCCNEeROBaHNA SABASNNCE BUAbI
Fragaria vesca L. v Fragaria viridis Duch. Cpeau CTepunn3aTopoB cynema nokasana Haunyuiime
pesynbTaTbl, OANHAKOBO 3dpekTMBHA Ans Fragaria viridis w Fragaria vesca. OnTuManbHbIM
CPOKOM BBEAEHWsI OKasancs oceHHui nepuod. KoHueHtpaums 6-BAIN 1,0 mr/n cnocobetBoBana
noBbIleHM0  nponudpepatBHon — akTuBHOCTU.  Cpepa  Mypacure-Ckyra, obecneuvBana
NPOJOIKUTENBHOE KyNbTUBMPOBaHUE. BCXOXECTb CEMSIH 3EMNSAHMKM CYLLECTBEHHO HE MEHSANach
npu cTpaTudmkauum He 6onee 4-x Hegenb.

KnioueBble cnosa: Fragaria vesca, Fragaria viridis, 9KCMNaHT,  KNOHanbHOE
MUKPOPa3MHOXEHWE, NUTaTesbHbIE CPEAbl, CPOKU BBEAEHMUS

Improvement of biotechnological techniques for obtaining the initial breeding material of
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Abstract

Optimization of biotechnological techniques will make it possible to obtain adapted source
breeding material for further use in breeding and to solve the problem of non-crossing during
interspecific hybridization. The purpose of the study is to develop and optimize biotechnological
techniques and methods for obtaining the initial breeding material of Fragaria species. The
research work was carried out at VNIISPK on the basis of the biotechnology laboratory, according
to generally accepted methods. Strawberry rosettes from vegetative plants and seeds served as
the starting material for clonal micropropagation. The objects of research were the species Fragaria
vesca L. and Fragaria viridis Duch. Sulema has shown the best results among sterilizers, it is
equally effective for Fragaria viridis and Fragaria vesca. The optimal period of administration was
the autumn period. The concentration of 6-BAP 1.0 mg/l contributed to an increase in proliferative
activity. The Murashige-Skuga environment provided long-term cultivation. Germination of
strawberry seeds did not change significantly during stratification for no more than 4 weeks.

Key words: Fragaria vesca, Fragaria viridis, explant, clonal micropropagation, nutrient media,
timing of introduction
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BeeaeHue

B OGonbwwHCTBE 30H OTEYECTBEHHOrO  Aro4OBOACTBA  NIUMUTUPYIOLMM  (DaKTOPOM
BbIpaLLMBaHUS KyIbTypbl 3EMINAHNKN OCTAETCs eé aumocTonkocTb (Mapyerko, 2020). OCHOBHbIM
METO4OM MOBLILLEHUS 3UMOCTOMKOCTU 3eMIISHUKM SBNSETC BOBMEYEHWE B CKPELLMBAHWSA
3MMOCTOWKIX COPTOB MNW OUNNOWAHBIX BUAOB. [NepcnekTUBHBIM NpeacTaBnsaeTcs 0bbeanHeHe
LieHHbIX FEHOB Pa3HbIX BUAOB 3EMINSHWKM NyTEM OTAANEHHON rnbpuamnsaumn. OgHako, OTAanéHHas
rmbpuansauns 60nNbLUMHCTBA BUAOB poaa Fragaria 3aTpyaHeHa 13-3a HEroMONOrMYHOCTU FEHOMOB
1 Pa3nNMYHOro Y1cna XpoMocom. fonyyeHrne nonuniiouaos y AUNNOUAHBIX UK TETPanIoUaHbIX
BWOOB 3eMSISHWUKM MOBbIWAET IPEEKTUBHOCTb MPKU CKpelmBaHuM C Fragaria ananassa
(benesuosa, 2012). PaamHOXeHWe pacTeHui in vitro umeeT 60MbLLON NOTEHLMan Ans NOBbILLEHNS
9 EeKTUBHOCTN YABOEHMSI XPOMOCOM, MOCKOMbKY KynbTypa in vitro npegnaraer Gonee
KOHTPOMNMPYEMYIO U CTaHAAPTU3MPOBAHHYIO Cpedy, YEM YCIIOBUS OTKPBITOTO rpyHTa.

B HacTosiee Bpems Hanbornee nepcrnekTMBHLIM B NPOMbILIIEHHOM MPOU3BOACTBE KyNbTyp
SBNSAETCA METOZ KymnbTypbl TKAHEN M OpraHOB pacTeHuil. Bnepeble 3emnsHuka Gbina BBeAeHa B
kynbTypy B 60-x rogax. OcHoBbl mMeToda paspabotan P. Bokcto (1974). Ha gaHHbIN MOMEHT
paboTbl MO MUKPOKNOHANBHOMY Pa3MHOXEHUIO 3EMIISHUKN BEAYTCA BO MHOTUX CTpaHax u gaxe
MOCTENEHHO BbLITECHSIIOT TPAAMLIMOHHLIN MeTOA pa3mHoxeHust (Mockoserko, CtenaHos, 2016).
OTOT MeTOZ NO3BOSISET NOMYYNTb BONbLLOE KOMMYECTBO FrEHETUYECKN NOEHTUYHBIX pacTeHui bes
NCMOMb30BAHNS YCOB WNW CEMSH, 4YTO OCOBEHHO BaXHO AN CO3faHWs 340pOBOM paccadpl
(MatywkwuHa, MpoHuHa, 2005).

Ha MUKpOpasMHOXEHWE 3eMNSHUKM OKa3blBaT BMWSIHWE Pa3nUuHble (PaKTOpPbl: COCTaB
nuTaTeNbHOW Cpefbl, OCBELLEHUE, TemnepaTypa W reHotun pacteHun (benskoea u gp., 2010;
MaTywwkuHa, MpoHuHa, 2012; MauHesa u ap., 2021).

Mo nuTepaTypHbIM faHHbIM, Ans obecneyeHns APEEKTUBHOTO PA3MHOXEHMS 3EMASHUKN
CafoBOil HEOOXOANMO YUMTbIBATL KOMMMEKCHOE BO34ENCTBIE (PU3MOMOTMYECKIX, FOPMOHAMBHBIX
1 puanyecknx caktopos (MatyLwkuHa, MpoxuHa, 2001).

OnTuManbHbIM NEPUOAOM N5 BBEAEHUS MaTepuarna 3eMnsHUKY B KynbTypy in vitro aBnsetcs
(basa BbIXOJAa pPaCTEHWA W3 COCTOSHUS MOKOS UMM Havano akTUBHOW  Beretauuu,
XapaKTepuayLwascs MakcumanbHbIM pereHepaTuBHbIM noTeHuuanom mepuctemsl (MypaTosa,
2015).

[na crepunu3aumy pacTUTENbHOTO MaTtepuarna nPUMEHSOTCS  PacTBOPbl  PasNYHbIX
aHTucentuyeckmx cpeacts: 0,1% v 0,01% pactsopbl mepTuonsTa, 0,1% pactBop Cynemsbl, a Takxe
12% v 30% pacTBopbI Nepekucy BOAOPOAA, rMnoxrnoputa Hatpus 1 atunosoro cnnpta (MauHesa,
2019). Ot npenapaTbl obecneunBaT addekTMBHOE 06e33apaxuBaHue, NpeaoTBpaLlas
KOHTaMMHALMIO 1 CNOCOBCTBYS COXPAHEHMIO XM3HECNOCOOHOCTM pacTUTENBHOrO MaTepuana.

B npaktuke KynbTUBMPOBAHWS 3eMNSHUKA Hauboree LMPOKO MPUMEHSIETCA NUTaTenbHas
cpega Mypacure-Ckyra  (MC)  (Murashige, Skoog, 1962), oborawénHas 0,5 mr/n
6-6eH3nnamuHonypuHa (6-BAIM). KoadhuumeHT pasMHOXeEHWS in Vitro 3aBUCUT OT KOHLIEHTpaLuM
FOPMOHOB B NUTATENbHOM Cpefe ¥ COPTOBOW CELMPUYHOCTI pacTeHuin 3emnsaHuki (MauHesa un
ap., 2017). MakcumanbHble nokasaTenu KO3(hMPUUMEHTa Pa3MHOXEHWS [OCTUraTcs npu
1Cnonb30BaHUM MUHepanbHbIX cped AHgepcoHa, Jln ge ®occapaa ([1P) u Mypacure-Ckyra (MC),
yTo 06YCNOBMEHO ONTUMasnbHbIM GanaHcoM Makpo- U MUKPO3MEMEHTOB, CMOCOBCTBYHOLLMX
WHTEHCUBHOMY KNEeTOYHOMY AeneHuto u passutuio (Pactopryes, 2012; MauHesa, TawmaTtoBa,
2019). Bo MHorux nccneaoBaHusx no pasMHOXEHUO NOBEroB 3eMMSHUKM in Vitro MCnonb3yeTes
cpepa Mambopra B5 (Gamborg n ap., 1968) (Kotsupiy et al., 2020; Ambros et al., 2021, 2023;
Kotsupiy et al., 2023).

B pabotax ¢ Fragaria vesca ons crepunusaumm npumensietcs 70% ataHon u otbenvsatens
«Domestos» (ans cemsH) 1 0,1%-HbI pacTBOP XNopuaa PTYTH B TeYeHne 15 MUHYT (4115 NoYeK)
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(Yildirim, Turker, 2014; Dias et al, 2017). [lna BBedeHns u pasMHOXeHUs Hauboree 4acTto
nenonb3ytT MoanduumpoBaHHylo cpegy MC, pH cpegbl okono 5,7. lMonyyeHHble pacTeHus
BbIpaLLMBaIOT B PUTOTPOHE Npu Temnepatype 25+1°C, Ha nonkax, OCBELLEHHbIX B TeYeHue 16 4
B CyTku 6enbiM ceeToM (Rokosa et al, 2025).

Perenepauuto nobero Fragaria viridis npooast Ha cpege MC ¢ pobasneHuem 6-BAIMT u
nHgonunmacnsaHon kucnotel  (MMK). HawBonbluee konudyectBo noberos nomyyeHo npw
pasMHOXeHWM Bepxywkn nobera c¢ pobasnenvem TuamasypoHa (TA3) u 0,5 mkm VMK,
[nuTtenbHOCTb 04HOro naccaxa — 4 Hegenu, dotonepuog coctaenan 16/8 npu oceeleHumn 3000
noke (Ghasemi et al., 2015).

HoBu3Ha uccneoBaHns 3aknio4aeTcs B BbISBNEHUM XapakTepa MOPOreHeTUYECKNX peaKLui
9KCMMAaHTOB AWKWX BWOOB 3eMNSHUKW Fragaria vesca w Fragaria viridis B 3aBUCUMOCTU OT
KynbTUBUPYEMBIX in Vitro opraHoB (MepucTema, CeMeHa).

Llens — otpaboTka 1 ontumm3aums GUOTEXHONOrMYECKMX MPUEMOB N METOLOB ANS NOMYYEHUS
MCXOOHOrO CeneKkUMOHHOro MaTepuana BuaoB Fragaria.

Marepuansi u metoabl

WccnepgosaTensckass pabota nposogunace B BHWWCIIK Ha 6ase nabopatopun
BuotexHonorun. ObbekTamMn UccnefoBaHuin CRyXunu Buabl Fragaria vesca L. v Fragaria viridis
Duch.

Fragaria vesca L. — Haubonee pacnpOCTPaHEHHLIN AMKOPACTYLMA BMA 3eMASHUKW. OH
BCTpeyaeTcs B necax Esponbl, Asumn n CesepHoit AMepukin. BeeieHa oHa B KynbTypy AaBHO, HO
BonbLUOro Nporpecca B COBEPLUEHCTBOBAHMM Pa3MEPOB MIIOAOB 3@ MHOTME BEKa €€ pa3BefeHuns
pobutbcs He yaanock. ObnagaeT TakMMK LiEHHbIMU CBOMCTBAMM, KaK BbICOKAsi 3MOCTOMKOCTb,
paHHee CO3peBaHne, apOMaTUYHOCTb Arof, PEMOHTAHTHOCTb.

Fragaria viridis Duch. wwpoko pacnpocTpaHeHa B EBpone, CesepHon u LieHTpanbHon Asuu.
OtgenbHble  (OOPMbl  3EMISHUKM  JIECHOW  Takke WMEKT  BbICOKYH  3MMOCTOWMKOCTb,
3aCyX0yCTONYMBOCTb, aPOMATUYHOCTb.

Bnarogaps aTMM npu3Hakam AaHHbIE BUAbI NPEACTaBNAT B0MbLUYI0 LLEHHOCTb 4115 CeNeKUui.

BBefeHne aKCnnaHToB 3eMNISHUKU B KynbTypy NpoBOAUNIOCH Mo MeToaukam H.B. Kyxapuuk v
ap. (2016); E.H. Dxwuragno v gp. (2005); C. 3. CemeHac n H.B. Kyxapuuk (2000); P.I. ByTeHko
(1990); ®.J1. Kanuumna v gp. (1992); pekomengaumsm [.11. AtpoweHko u gp. (2001). Ans
KIOHAbHOrO  MUKPOPa3MHOXEHUS MCXOAHbIM MaTepuaniom CIyXWNKW PO3ETKA 3eMNSHUKK C
BEreTMpYOLLMX PacTEHMN.

Ha aTtane uHuumaumm npumensnacb nutatenbHas cpega MC Ha doHe 6-BAI 0,5 mr/n. B
KayecTBe CTepUnU3ylLLMx BeLlecTB ucnonb3osanu pacteopbl cynemsl (0,1%), mepTuonata
(0,01%), Hutpata cepebpa (0,1%), nepekucu Bogopoga (12%). MsonuposaHue Mepuctem
nposogumu  nog Mukpockonom NTB-4B B namuHapHbix Gokcax. Crepunusauus CemsiH
npoucxoguna no Cxeme CTepunusaumy mepucteM. B KayectBe CTepuUnmM3yLLero areHta
MCNOnb30BaNCs pacTBop Cynembl.

Ha aTtane nponudepaumm ncnonb3oBanu cpeabl ¢ MuHeparnsHon ocHoson MC Ha ¢oHe 6-BATT
0,8 n 1,0 mr/n; cpeabl Nu-®occapaa (1) ¢ pobasneHnem 6-6AIM 1,0 mr/n, Mambopra Ha doxe 1,0
mr/n 6-BAI B ycnoBusix CBETOKOMHATbI.

OnutenbHocTb ogHoro naccaxa 28...30 gHen. Pactenus KynbTUBMpOBanu npu TeMnepatype
+24°C, 0CBeLLEHHOCTM 2...3 ThbiC. NOKC, ANUTENBHOCTL poTonepuroaa 16 Yacos.

[Ons obpaboTku pesynbTaToB MCMONb30BaNCA MmakeT aHanu3a AaHHbix MS Excel 2014 u
ANCNEPCUOHHBIN aHanu3.
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Pe3synbTathbl U ux 06CyxaeHue

Ha artane BBegeHus HeobXoaumo LOOUTLCA MOMYYEHUS XOPOLIO pacTyLen CTepuibHOM
KynbTypbl NYTEM CTEPUNM3ALMM PACTUTENbHbIX TKaHeW. B Hawwx uccnefoBaHWSX B KayecTse
CTEPUINU3YIOLLMX areHTOB MCMOoMb3oBanu Cynemy, HuUTpat cepebpa, MepTvonar U Nepekuch
BOAOpOAa.

lMokasaTenb  NPWXMBAEMOCTM  OKCMMAHTOB, KOTOPbIM  yuuTbiBamM  nocre  Mecsua
KynbTUBUPOBaHWA, W Y Fragaria viridis, n y Fragaria vesca 6bin HauBbICLUMM nocne 06paboTku
CyNnemMon, YTo AaéT OCHOBaHWE BbIAENWUTb AaHHBIA CTepunmM3aTop Kak Hanbonee 3hheKTUBHbIN
(tabnuua 1). YCTaHOBMNEHO, YTO NPUKMBAEMOCTb AKCMAHTOB C pa3HbIMM BapuaHTamm 0bpaboTkm
3HaYMMO OTNNYanach.

Tabnuua 1 - ShHEKTUBHOCTb CTEPUNMUIYIOLLMX ar€HTOB Ha dTane BBEAEHWS 3KCMIaHTOB
Fragaria vesca v Fragaria viridis B cTepunbHyto KynbTypy 2022...2024 rr.

Bun lNokasaTenb Cynema Hurpar MepTuonat Mepekvce HCPys
cepebpa BOAOpoAa
Fragaria WHdmumpoBaHHoCTb, % 18,5 13,5 15,5 33,0 26,6
viridis Hekpos, % 33,0 55,0 49,0 29,0 19,4
MpwxmBaemocTb, % 48,5 31,5 22,5 32,0 9,3
Fragaria WHdmumpoBaHHoCTh, % 26,0 21,0 32,0 34,0 22,7
vesca Hekpos, % 32,0 31,0 54,2 39,0 23,2
MpwxmBaemocTb, % 58,0 50,5 31,3 27,0 17,0

Ha HyneBoM naccaxe OTMeYanu Hayano nponudgepatuBHON akTuBHOCTU. OThenbHble
9KCNNaHTbl  0Opa3oBbiBanM  AOMOMHUTENBHbIE MOYKM M nobern. [lpn BCex BapwaHTax
Ae3NHUUMPYOLWMX  BeLlecTB, Oblna OTMeYeHa CheuuM@UYHOCTL FEHOTUMUYECKON peakLumn
ncenegyemblx BUAOB.

[ns u3y4eHus BRMSHUS CPOKOB BBELEHWS HA MPWKMBAEMOCTb 3KCMNaHTOB, UX BBOAWIM B
CTEPUIbHYI0 KyNbTypy B TP CPOKA: NEPUOA aKTUBHOTO POCTA - MIOHb, NepUog 3aTyxaHns pocTa -
aBrycrt, Nepuoj OKOHYaHUs pocTa — okTsbpb (Tabnuua 2). Mo 200 aKCnnaHToB B KaX4OM BapuaHTe.
B kavectBe cTepunuaytowlero areHta ncnonb3osancs 0,01% pacteop cynems! (tabnuua 2).

Tabnuua 2 — BnnsiHue cpokoB BBEAEHUS HA NPUXMBAEMOCTb KCNNAHTOB Fragaria vesca u

Fragaria viridis B KynbType in vitro

WHdumumpoBaHHOCTb, % Hekpos, % MpwxurBaeMocTb, %

MIOHb  aBryCT OKTSOpb WOHb  aBrycT OKTA0pb WKOHb  aBryct OkTs0pb

Fragaria viridis 15,9 38,0 19,0 54,4 43,0 19,0 29,7 19,0 62,0

Fragaria vesca 29,7 33,0 21,0 43,1 27,5 42.0 27,2 39,5 48,0
HCP015=21 ,6 HCPO,5=32,2 HCPO,5=39,7

Bua

Kak BuagHO 3 Tabnuupbl 2, y aKCnnaHToB Fragaria vesca, BBefEHHbIX B KynbTypy in vitro B
OKTsIOpe, oTMeyvanacb Haubonee BbICOKas MpuxuUBaeMocTb (48%), MO CpaBHEHWIO C APYrUMM
nepuoaamu, 3a cHeT MeHbLUEN MHMLUMPOBAHHOCTY TKAHEN, B OT/INYMM OT IMTEPATYPHbBIX AAHHbIX,
rae pekoMeHA0BaHHbIM CPOKOM BBELEHNS SBNSETCS (da3a BbIX04a PaCTEHUM U3 COCTOSHWS NOKOS
WM Hayano akTueHoW Beretaumn (MypatoBa, 2015). Y akcnnaHToB Fragaria viridis, B OCEHHMI
CE30H, MPOLEHT MPWXKMBAEMOCTM TaK ke Obin BbilE, YeM B NETHUE Mepuoabl B pesyrbraTte
MEHbLUEN UHMULMPOBAHHOCTU M HEKPO3a. BbIno yCTaHOBMNEHO OTCYTCTBUE 3HAYUMbIX pas3nnuymmn
Mexay Bugamu.

Ha atane M1kpopa3mMHoXeH!st HeoBX0aMMO AOBUTLCS NONYYEeHNs MAKCMMarbHOMO KONMYECTBa
MepuknoHoB. OCHOBHYKD ponb Npu nogbope  ONTUMAnbHLIX YCROBUIA  KyNbTUBMPOBAHMS
9KCMMAHTOB WrpalT COOTHOLUEHME W KOHLEHTPAUWst BHECEHHbIX B MNUTATENbHY cpegdy
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UNTOKMHMHOB W ayKCWHOB. B cBoeit pabote M3 LMTOKMHMHOB Mbl Kcnonb3oBanu 6-BAl B
koHueHTpauwm 0,8 mr/n v 1,0 mr/n.

Ha atane pa3mHoxeHus ncnonb3osanu cpegy Mypacure-Ckyra (MC) c go6asneruem 0,8 mr/n
1 1,0 mr/n 6-BAIT (pucyHku 1, 2).

HCPys=25|| & 2 HCPy5=04 |
= 15 B {— z 1,5 &
. o
G S 1
g 6 'ai)
[4v]
5 ¢ 205
A 2 g
g
0 S 0 |
1naccax  2naccax 3 naccax 1naccax  2naccax 3 naccax

u Fragaria viridis O Fragaria vesca A W Fragaria viridis O Fragaria vesca B

A — ebicoma pacmeHud, Mm; [ K03(hUYUEHM Pa3MHOXEHUS.
PucyHok 1 - MponudepaymoHHas cnocobHOCTL Ha aTane PasMHOXEHWS AKCMNAHTOB Fragaria
vesca W Fragaria viridis Ha cpepe ¢ 6-bAIl 0,8 mr/n
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B Fragaria viridis O Fragaria vesca A @ Fragaria viridis O Fragaria vesca B

A — ebicoma pacmeHut, Mm; b — K03aghehuyueHm pa3mMHOXeHUs.
PucyHok 2 - MponudepauymoHHas cnocobHOCTb Ha aTane pasMHOXEHWS AKCMNAHTOB Fragaria
vesca v Fragaria viridis Ha cpege ¢ 6-BAIM 1,0 mr/n

Mocne 2-ro maccaxa pacTeHus, HaxoguBLuMecs Ha cpege ¢ fobasneHnem 0,8 mr/n 6-BAIM
npakTu4eckn He pocnu. KoahduumeHT pasMHOXEHWS 0CTaBancs Ha TOM Xe yposHe. [NpoueHT
Hekpo30B cocTasun okono 80%.

KoHueHTpauus 6-BAI 1,0 mr/n okasanacb bonee nogxopswen. PacteHus umenu 6onbLuyio
BbICOTY W KOI(h(ULMEHT PA3MHOXKEHUS.

Ycnex paboTbl N0 pa3MHOXEHMIO PAaCTEHUI METOAO0M KynbTYpbl in Vitro BO MHOrOM 3aBUCUT OT
peakuun MUKPOPaCTEHNA Ha MUHeparbHbIV COCTaB NUTaTESNbHbIX Cpes,.

B pabore 6binm ncnonb3osabl 3 cpeabl: Mypacure-Ckyra (MC); lln-®occapaa (J1®); Fambopra
Bs (pucyHok 3).

Ha nepBbix Tpex naccaxax MUKpOpo3eTku Fragaria viridis menn 6onbLUYHO BbICOTY Ha cpeae
N1®. OpHako k 4 naccaxy CpefHss AfMHa pacTeHWA HauMHana CHkaTbes. PacteHus HaunHanm
nornbartb.

Ha cpepge MC cpenHss onvHa pacTeHuit NOCTENEHHO YBENUYMBaNach Ha NpoTsKeHU Beex 4
naccaxen. OTO Yyka3blBaeT Ha TO, 4to cpega MC 6onble nogxogut Ans ANUTENbHOTO
KynbTUBMPOBAHMUS, Y4TO COOTBETCTBYET [aHHbIM nonyyeHHsiM MauHeson B 2019 r (MauHesa,
Tawmarosa, 2019).
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A — ebicoma pacmeHul u Fragaria viridis, mm; b — koaghgbuyueHm pasmHoxeHus Fragaria viridis;
B - sbicoma pacmeHuti Fragaria vesca, Mm; [ — k03ghchuyueHm pa3amHOXeHus Fragaria vesca
PucyHok 3 — Onpefenexue HannyyLeil MUHepanbHoO OCHOBbI Ha 3Tane nponudepawmm
aKcnnaHToB Fragaria vesca v Fragaria viridis

Ha cpege Mambopra, pekomeHayemon MHormu asTopamu (Kotsupiy et al., 2020; Ambros et al.,
2021, 2023; Kotsupiy et al., 2023), ¢ nepBoro naccaxa Habnioaanacb rmbenb pacTeHuit, YTo
FOBOPUT O HewenecoobpasHOCTH €€ MCMONb30BaHUSA A4S JaHHbIX BUGOB 3EMISHUKA.

Y MmukponoberoB Fragaria viridis nocne KynbTuBMpoBaHua Ha cpege J1® (2-1 naccax)
KO3(hPULMEHT pa3MHOXEHUS ObIn 3HaUMTENBHO Boile (2,4), Yem Ha cpeae MC (1,4). OgHako Ha
cneaytoLLmx naccaxax koadhuumeHT pasmHoxeHus Ha cpege MC 6bin yyTb Bbiwe (2,2 1 1,7).

Ons Fragaria vesca otnnuua B nokasatensx passutus Ha cpegax MC u J1® Gbim
HeCyLLeCTBeHHbIMW. Ha Bcex naccaxax Mukponoberv UMenu nNpUMepHO OAWHAKOBYH BbICOTY.
PasHuua mexay koachduumeHTamy pasMHOXEHMS, Tak e Oblna HeCyLLECTBEHHOM.

[ns Bcex pacTeHun, B TOM 4ucne v Ans pacteHwid poga Fragaria, XapakTepeH NoKOW CEeMSH,
KOTOpbIA SBNSETCS €CTECTBEHHbIM MEXaHU3MOM 3aliuTbl pacTEHWA Npu HebnaronpUsATHLIX
(bakTopax BHELIHeN cpefbl. Hanuune nokos ceMsH 3aTpyaHSAeT MX KyrnbTueupoBaHue. [oatomy
N3y4YeHne OpraHN4YeCcKoro NOKOS CEMSH 1 YCIOBUIA €ro NPeoaosIEHNs BECbMa aKTyarlbHO.

B naHHoM onbiTe oTpabaTtbiBanack METOAMKA BbIPALLMBAHWUS CEMSH in Vitro Ans nonyyeHus
pacTeHU 1 X AanbHEMLIEro y4acTus B NONMNIIONAN3aLMK,

B koHue aekabps 500 cemsH Bbinn nocaxeHsl Ha nuTaTensHyto cpeay MC ¢ KoHUeHTpauuei
6-bAM 0,5 mr/n (kak 1 4nNs BBEAEHWS KCMNAHTOB).

Mpobupkn ¢ cemeHamu B KonuyectBe 100 LUTYK BbICTABMAM Ha CTENMaxu NO4 nammbl C
ocselyeHnem 3 Tbic. noke. OctanbHble (400 cemsH) Bbinu nocTaBneHbl Ha CTpaTUdMKaLmMIO B
xonogunbHK npu Temnepatype +3°C. Takum obpasom nonyyunu 5 nostopHocTen no 20
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npobupok (100 cemsiH). Kaxable 2 Hegenwn Ha CBET BbICTaBMANacb HOBas MOBTOPHOCTb M
NPOBOAUINCL NOACYETHI MO KONWUYECTBY NPOPOCLLUMX ceMsH. OnbIT NPOBOAMNMW B TeYeHUn 3 net
(tabnuua 3).

Tabnuua 3 — lNpopactaHne CeMsiH 3eMNSHKKK B YCIOBMSX in Vitro
KonunyecTtso NPOPOCLUNX CEMAH, %

BapuaHT onbiTa Fragaria vesca Fragaria viridis
2022r. 2023r. 2024 r. cpegHee 2023r. 2024r. cpenHee
CemeHa 6e3 cTpatudrkaLmm 94 33 10 62 29 0 15
2 Hegenw cTpatudmkaLmm 94 75 7 59 31 0 16
4 Hepenu cTpaTUdUKaLmm 95 71 12 59 23 - 23
6 Hegenb cTpaTudMKaLmUu 83 76 14 58 23 - 23
8 Hegenb cTpaTuduKaLmum - 60 16 38 - - -
HCPO,5=14,1

Ecnn paccmatpuBaTh CpedHue nokasaTenu, npu AUTENbHOW CTpaTUdMKaLMu NPOLEHT
BCXOXeCTU ceMsiH Yy Fragaria vesca cHwxancs. Y Fragaria viridis pasHaya no cpokam
CTpaTUUKaLmMn He BbISIBIIEHA. YCTAHOBMNEHO, YTO BCXOXECTb [BYX BUAOB 3HAYMMO OTMYanachb.
Fragaria vesca faBana 6ornblue Sro v nyyiwe npopactana B KynbType. Tak Xe CTOUT OTMEeTUTb
BbICOKUI MPOLIEHT BCXOXECTW Y CEMSH, He Npowefwux CcTpatudukaumo, 4to roBOPUT O
BO3MOXHOCTM UCKITIOYEHUS [aHHOrO 3Ttana. PasHuua BO BCXOXECTU CEMSH B pa3nuyHble roga
KyNbTUBMPOBAHMS, BO3MOXHO, 0OBACHAETCA UX PasnnyHbIM (PU3NOMOrMYECKUM COCTOSIHUEM Ha
MOMEHT cbopa.

3aknioyeHue

B npouecce KynbTUBMPOBaHMS BUAOB 3EMIISHUKI HA Ka4oM 3Tane nposiBsnach yHUKanbHas
reHOTUNNYECKasi peakLysi paCTEHUI Ha YCOBWS BblpaLLMBaHUS, BKIKOYas BbIOOP CTEPUIM3YIOLLMX
areHToB, 6anaHc MWHepanbHbIX M FOPMOHAmbHbIX KOMMOHEHTOB MUTaTenbHbIX cped. Cpeaw
CTEpUNN3aTOPOB Haunydlwme pesynbTaTbl NPOLEMOHCTPUPOBAN PACcTBOP CyneMbl, OAMHAKOBO
aphekTBHLIN Kak ans Fragaria viridis, Tak w gna Fragaria vesca, obecneunsas YnCToTy W
K3HeCnocobHOCTb NocagoyHoro matepuana. OnTumarnbHbIM CPOKOM BBEAEHWS, B pe3ynbTaTe
MEHbLLEN MH(UUMPOBAHHOCTA TKaHEW, OKasancs OCEHHWA — NEepuod OKOHYaHWs pocTa.
KoHueHTpauus 6-BAI B 1,0 mMr/n cnocobeTBoBana NoBbILLEHNIO KOI(MMULMEHTA PA3MHOKEHNS 1
BnaroTBOpHO BnmMsna Ha obLyee pa3BuUThE MUKpOpacTeHun aTux Buaos. Cpega Mypacure-Ckyra
okasanacb Haubonee noaxoaslien ANs NPOLOSIKUTENBHOTO  KynbTuBMpOBaHWS. CpeaHss
BCXOXECTb CEMSH 3eMISHWKW NpW pasHblX BapuaHTax CTpaTUUKaLMM CYLLECTBEHHO He
pasnuyanacb W AaHHbIA 3Tan MOXHO UCKIHOYNT.

KoHnuKT MHTEepecoB: aBTOp 3asBNSET 06 OTCYTCTBUM KOHGIMKTA MHTEPECOB.
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