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B cBA3U C rno6anbHbIM M3MEHEHNEM KNMMaTa B MOCNeAHME AeCATUNETMA OTMEYaEeTCA YyalleHNe 1 yCUNIeHne 3acyX.
He Bce pacTuTenbHble opraHn3Mbl COCOOHbI aAANTUPOBATLCA K U3MEHAIOLMMCA YCIIOBUAM OKpY»KatoLien cpefpbl.
MosTomy Bonpoc oT6opa CTPeCccoycToNUmBbIX (3aCyX0yCTONUMBbIX) FEHOTUMOB, MEPCNEKTUBHbIX ANA NPOBeAeH A
ceneKUMOHHbIX paboT, CTOMT AOCTaTOYHO OCTPO. [Ipobrnema KacaeTca 1 NIeCHbIX APEBECHbIX PacTeHNI, B TOM YMC-
ne COCHbl O6bIKHOBEHHOM, ABNAIOLLECA OAHUM 13 OCHOBHbIX Jlecoobpa3oBaTeneil Ha TeppuToprn BopoHexcKon
obnactu. B HacToAwem nccnefoBaHny NpuBeAeHbl pe3ynbTaTbl aHanu3a BereTaTMBHOW U reHepaTuBHOW chepbl
OTAEeNbHbIX AepeBbEB COCHbI 0ObIKHOBEHHOW C MOMOLLbIO GUOTEXHONOMMYECKOTO, MONEKYIAPHO-FEHETNYECKOTO 1
LITOreHeTNYEeCKOro MeTOA0B. BO3MOXKHOCTb MPUMEHeHNA MeToAa Ky/bTYpbl TKaHW in Vitro C Lienbio TeCTUPOBaHWSA
MNCXOAHbIX PACTEHUI Ha CTPECCOYCTONUYMNBOCTb, B TOM UMCIIE 1 3aCyXOYCTONUYNBOCTb, OO BACHAETCA B3aIMOCBA3bIO
CBOWCTB KNETOK, TKaHel 1 Lenoro pacteHus. MokasaHo, YTo y pasnmyatowmxca reHoTUNnoB LUMTOreHeTUYeCK e Xa-
paKTePUCTUKM CEMEHHOIO NOTOMCTBA U MOKa3aTeNn KaslyCoreHHbIX peakLuii He BCeraa cCoBnafatoT: y OAHMX SHep-
reTmyeckune pecypcbl TPaTATCA Ha 3alUMTy OHTOreHe3a, y ApYyrx — Ha NoaAepKaHme penpoayKTMBHOM GYHKLNUN.
BblgeneHbl fepeBba, COCTOAHME reHepaTUBHON chepbl KOTOPBIX B 3aCyLUMBbIE rOfbl HAXOAUTCA Ha YPOBHE ONTK-
MaJibHbIX NIeT U peakUma UX KannyCHbIX KylbTyp OCTaeTcA HEM3MEHHON [axe B MOAENIMPYEMbIX YCIIOBUAX 3aCyXU.
Ha ocHoBe nonyyeHHbIX pe3ynbTaToB ANnA 0TOOPa 3aCyXOyCTONUMBbBIX FEHOTUMOB COCHbI 0ObIKHOBEHHOI Npef ara-
€M UCMOoNb30BaTh CUCTEMY KPUTEPUEB, XapaKTEPU3YIOLWNX KaK CMOCOBHOCTb BEFreTaTUBHOMN Chepbl K BbIXMBAHMIO
B YC/IOBMAX 3aCyXM Ha OCHOBE MEeTOAA KyJSibTypbl TKaHW in Vvitro (CKopocTb GOPMUPOBaHMA Ka/lyCHOM TKaHu, ee
KM3HECNOCOOHOCTb, YacToTa KasinycoreHe3oB), Tak U COCTOAHME reHepaTNBHON cdepbl C MOMOLLbIO LIUTOreHeTU-
YeCKOro aHanm3a CEMeHHOro NOTOMCTBA (4acToTa NAaTONOrMIA MUTO3a, JONA KNETOK C MUKPOSAAPaMU, MUTOTMYECKaA
aKTMBHOCTD). LlenecoobpasHocTb NpumeHeHrsa 6roTexHonornyeckoro noaxona bbiia fJokasaHa C NOMOLLbIO aHa-
NN3a YPOBHA SKCNPECCUM FreHOB CTPECCOBbIX 6eNKOB: MeXXAy YPOBHeEM aKcnpeccun reHa AbaH v nokasaTenem xums-
HeCrnocobHOCTIN KayCHbIX KyNbTyp YCTaHOBJIEHa CUMbHAA KOPPENALMOHHasA CBA3b, B TOM YMC/Ie U Ha NUTaTesb-
HOW cpefie C gononHuTenbHbIM cTpeccoBbiM areHTom (NaCl). JepeBbs, KoTopble MO pe3ynbTaTtam aHann3a MOXKHO
OTHeCTU K 3aCyXOyCTONUMBbIM, ClieflyeT peKOMeH0BaTb [/19 UCMONb30BaHUA B paboTax Mo cenekuum.

KnioueBble crioBa: Pinus sylvestris L.; 3acyxa; 3aCyx0yCTONYMBOCTb; KanyCbl; SKCMPECCUA FEHOB; )KU3HECNOCOOHOCTb
KasNlyCHbIX KyNbTyp; MUTO3.
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Genotypic variability of Pinus sylvestris L.
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There was an increase and intensification of droughts in connection with global climate change in recent decades.
Not all plant organisms are able to adapt to changing environmental conditions. Therefore, the question of stress-
resistant (drought-resistant) genotypes selection for breeding is quite urgent. This problem also concerns forest
tree plants, including Scots pine, which is one of the main foresters in the Voronezh region. The results of vegetative
and generative sphere analysis of individual Scotch pine trees with the help of biotechnology, molecular-genetic
and cytogenetic method are given in this study. The possibility of applying the tissue culture method in vitro for
testing initial plants for stress resistance, including drought resistance, is explained by the interconnection of cells,
tissues and the whole plant properties. It is shown that the cytogenetic characteristics of the seed progeny and the
indicators of callusogenic reactions do not always coincide in different genotypes: in some cases energy resources
are spent on ontogeny protection, while, in other cases, to reproductive function maintain. There are trees, in which
the state the generative sphere in arid years is at the level of optimal years, and their callus cultures reaction remains
unchanged even under simulated conditions of drought. Based on the results obtained for the selection of Scots
pine drought-resistant genotypes we suggest applying a system of criteria characterizing both the ability of the
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vegetative sphere to survive in drought conditions on the basis of the tissue culture method in vitro (callus tissue
formation speed, its viability, frequency of callusogenesis), and the state of the generative sphere with the help of
cytogenetic analysis of seed progeny (frequency of mitosis pathologies, the proportion of cells with micronuclei,
mitotic activity). The expediency of applying the biotechnological approach was proved by analysis of the gene
expression level of stress proteins: the level of AbaH gene expression correlates greatly with the indicator of the
viability of callus cultures, including ones on a nutrient medium with an additional stress agent (NaCl). Trees that
can be assigned to drought-resistant ones, according to the results of the analysis, should be recommended for use

in breeding.
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BBepeHune
3acyxoii Ha3BIBAIOT HEOIATONIPUATHOE COYETAHHE METEOPOIIO-
THYECKUX YCIIOBHH, XapaKTePHU3YIOMNXCS JIUTEIbHBIM U 3Ha-
YUTETBHBIM HEJIOCTATKOM 0Ca/IKOB, OBBIIICHHON TEMITEpary-
PO ¥ MTOHMKEHHOH BIaXKHOCTHIO Bo3ayxa (ITaxomosa, 1999).
Ha nomro 3acyx cpenym Bcex aHOMaJIbHBIX ITPUPOTHO-KINMa-
TUYECKHX SIBIICHUI MPUXOTUTCS 0KOJIo 26 % ciydaes (Tugce,
Yasemin, 2005). 3acyxoyCcTOHYUBBIMUA CUATAIOT PACTCHHS,
CIOCOOHBIE IEPEHOCHUTH JUTUTEIbHBIE 3aCyIUTHBbIE IEPHOIBI,
BOJIHBIN JIePUINT, 00€3BOKMBAHNE KIIETOK, TKAaHEH, OPraHoB
C HAUMEHBIIINM CHM)KEHUEM BEreTaTUBHOM U FeHepaTPIBHOﬁ
MIPOAYKTUBHOCTHU. B nepByto ouepepb, 3aCyX0yCTOMUYMBOCTh
00ycIoBiieHa TeHETHYECKUMH 0COOCHHOCTSIMU OpraHu3Ma 1
3aBUCHUT OT MecTooOuTanus pacrenus (I'enkens, 1982).

CocHna oObIkHOBeHHAS (Pinus sylvestris L.) OTHOCHTCS K T10-
poziaM BBICOKOH X03sICTBEHHOM IIEHHOCTH, 00J1a/1aeT reHEeTH-
YeCKOi reTepOreHHOCTHIO M AKOJIOTHUECKON TIIACTHYHOCTHIO,
MOXKET MPOU3PACTATh B Pa3HOOOPA3HBIX MPUPOJHO-KIMMA-
THYECKUX YCIIOBHSX, Ha ITOYBAX, BOSHUKIINX U3 PA3TMIHBIX
re0JIOTMYECKHUX TIOPOJI, KOTOPBIE OTIINYAIOTCS 110 XUMHYECKO-
My COCTaBy, yBlIaxkHeHHIO U Turogopoaunto ([Ipasaua, 1964;
Mupxkus u 1p., 2000; Kysnenosa, 2010, 2012). Ha teppu-
Topun BopoHexckoi 001acTu cocHa — OHAa U3 OCHOBHBIX
necoobpasyrommx mopox (Yeproay6os, CmoryHoBa, 1998).

Hecwmotpst Ha To, utOo P. sylvestris L. oTHOCAT K 3acyxo-
yCTOﬁ‘IHBBIM rnopoaamM, CTCCHb €€ TOJICPAHTHOCTH K 3TOMY
cTpeccoBoMy (hakTopy orpanudeHa. OHa ompenenseTcs Hop-
MOH peaklUy BH/Ia, KOTOPAsk B KAKJAOM DPErnoHE UMEET CBOU
BHYTpUNONYJSIIMOHHBIE TpaHuiibl (Tumodees-PecoBeckuii 1
Ip., 1973). CBUAETEIECTBOM TOMY CIYXKHT MacCOBOE€ yCHI-
XaHHUE COCCH Ha TeppuTOpruu BopoHeskckoii 00acTu BecHOM
2011 r., HacTynuBIIeE MOCIE CUIbHEHIICH JIETHEH 3acyXu
2010 r. (Ky3uemoBa, 2012). Hy»HO OTMETHTH, YTO YacTh
JIepeBbEB BEDKUIIA. B CBsI3M ¢ 9THM BO3HHMKaeT BOIpoc 00 0T-
00pe 3aCyX0yCTOMYMBBIX TEHOTUIIOB COCHBI OOBIKHOBCHHOH,
MEPCIIEKTUBHBIX B KAUECTBE HCTOYHUKOB CEMSH JIJIS JIECHOTO
X03siicTBa. YUMTBIBAsK TOT (DAKT, YTO 3aCyXOyCTOHYNBBIMHU
CYUTAIOT HC TOJBKO BBDKMBIIMEC B YCJIOBUAX 3aCyXH, HO U
CHOCOOHBIE K MOJIOBOI PENPOAYKIMH MPH JeHUINTE BIaru
pactutensHble oprannimsl (I'enkens, 1982; Tardieu, 2005),
B CBOUX HUCCJICAOBAHHUAX MbI UCIIOJIB30BAJIN OMOTEXHOJIOTH-
YECKUM, HTUTOr€HETUYECKUN U MOJIEKYJIIPHO-T€HETUYECKUI
METOJIBI /ISl OIIGHKH COCTOSTHHSI BETETATHBHOM U TeHEpaTHB-
HOM cepbl COCHBI OOBIKHOBEHHOM.

Lenb paboThI — BBISIBUTH FEHOTHITNYECKYIO H3MEHYUBOCTh
COCHBI OOBIKHOBEHHOMW I10 MPHU3HAKY 3aCyXOYCTOHYMBOCTH
Ha TeppuTopruu BopoHexkcKoil 00s1acTh ¢ UCTIOIb30BaHUEM

Pa3IMYHbIX MTOIX0/I0B, PEKOMEH/10BaTh KPUTEPHH AJIsI 0TOOpa
3aCyXOYCTOMYMBBIX (POPM COCHBI.

MaTepmanbl n metoabl

HccenenoBanus MpOBOJMIINCH Ha IIECTH OT/ICIBHBIX IEPEBBIX
cocHbI 00bIKHOBEeHHOH (1. 1, 3, 6, 8, 9, 12) u3 copra-nomy-
nsmm cocHa Octporokekas (Kysuenosa, Mamkuna, 2017)
Bo3pactoM 33-35 nert, Il kmacca 6onutera (Kysnemosa, 2010,
2012).

Jist osryyeHust HEpBUYHBIX KAJUTYCHBIX KYIBTYp in Vitro
COCHBI OOBIKHOBEHHOH B arpese-mMae coOMpaii BETBH € MO-
JIO/ILIMH 3€JIEHBIMH TI00ETraMH, CErMEHTBI KOTOPBIX CITY)KUIIN
sKCcIuIaHTamMu. Vcnonb30Bany nuTaTenbHylo cpery Mypacure
n Ckyra (Murashige, Skoog, 1962) ¢ monoBuHHBIM cojiepika-
HueM Makpocodeii (1/2 MS), 3 % caxapo3soii, peryisropamu
pocra: 6-6em3mnamuHonypuH (6-BAIT— 0.5 mr/m), HaTHITyK-
cycnas kucnora (HYK — 2 mr/m), 2.4-nuxnopdeHokcnykeyc-
Hast kucnota (2.4-11 — 1 mr/n). [lonydyeHue u BeIpaluBaHue
KaJITyCHBIX KYJIBTYP OCYIIECTBIISIIN B yCIIOBHAX KyJIbTYpPaJlb-
Ho#t komHaThl: 2000 mroke, 16-4acoBoit GpoTonepnon, Temrie-
parypa 25-26 °C. Kax1plil OTJENbHBIN ONBIT MPOBOIUIN B
TpexKpaTHoit moBTOpHOCTH (HEe MeHee 1020 acenTuyecKux
KyJIBTYp JUIS KaXaoro Jepesa). [IepBHUHYIO KaJUTyCHYIO
TKaHb U30JINPOBAJIM U IIEPSHOCUIIN Ha CBE)XKUE MTUTATEIbHbIC
cpexnsl gepes 20-25 cyT oT Hawanma KyasTUBHpoBaHusA. Kai-
JIyChl aHAJIM3UPOBAJIM MO TIPH3HAKAM: YACTOTa KAJTyCOTeHe3a
(UK, %); OTHOILICHHUE KOJIMYESCTBA IKCILIAHTOB CO CHOPMHU-
POBABIIMMCS KAJIITyCOM OTHOCHTENILHO OOIIEro KOJIM4YeCcTBa
9KCIUTAHTOB; CKOPOCTh (POPMHUPOBAHUS KaJUTyCHOW TKaHU
(CK, cyT) — Bpems 00pa3oBaHusl MEPBHIX CIEOB KaJlTyca Ha
skcmanTe; xuszHecnocodnocts (KK, cyT) — ckopocTth pac-
MIPOCTPAHEHUSI MEPTBOH KAJTyCHOM TKaHM, OKPALICHHOH B
TEMHO-KOPUYHEBBIH LIBET.

1 ycuneHus CTpeccoBOi Harpy3KH B IUTATEIbHYIO CPERY
mobasisur NaCl (1 %) (AmmueBa u ap., 2017), mo3Bossro-
LIMH MOAEJIUPOBAThH HE TOJIBKO COJIEBOM, HO U OCMOTUYECKUI
cTpecc, CXOKHN 1o MeXaHU3MYy neiicTBus ¢ 3acyxoit (MrHa-
ToBa, 2011).

Toransnyto PHK Beaensin u3 50 Mr TkaHU IEpBUYHOTO
KaJuTyca C HCIIOIb30BaHNEM KOMMepUeckoro Habopa ZR-Duet
DNA/RNA MiniPrep (Zymo Research, CIIIA), cornacuo
[pUJIaraeMoMy MpoTokoy. Peakiuio oOpaTHOW TpaHCKpHII-
IIUH TIPOBOIUIIN C TPUMEHEHHEM 00paTHOH TPaHCKPUITA3bI
M-MuLV (Evrogen, Poccus) (40 en.). AHaim3upoBaim 3Kc-
MIPECCHIO YEThIPEX T'€HOB MEPBUYHBIX KaJUIyCHBIX KYJIBTYD:
AbaH, LEA, ADC, GapCl. Vicnonp30Banu CIeAyIONINe
npaiimepsl: AbaH (abscisic acid and water-stress induced
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protein): F-5'-AGGACAACGTTAATTCTGGCTC-3’,
R-5"-AATCGGCCTTATAACCAGTGTCG-3" (Voronova
et al., 2011); LEA (late embryogenesis abundant pro-
tein): F-5-TCCGCAGAGGTTACAGACATCG-3', R-5'-
CTATTTGCGCTCAGGAGTCGAA-3' (Voronova et al.,
2011); ADC (arginine decarboxylase): F-5'-AGAAATTG
GGGATGCTGGAT-3', R-5'-GCCATCACGATTGTATT
CACC-3' (Vuosku et al., 2006). B kauectBe pedepeHCHOTO
rena paccmarpuBasin GapCl (glyceraldehyde-3-phosphate
dehydrogenase): F-5'-ACGGTTTTGGTCGAATTG-3', R-5'-
CCCACGAGCTCGATATCAT-3" (Voronova et al., 2011).
K nacrosimemy BpeMeHH I'eHOM COCHBI OOBIKHOBEHHOM MOJI-
HOCTBIO HE u3yueH. [list nccieioBaHust ObUIN B3sIThI HMEHHO
9TH TeHBI, TaK KaK U3BECTHO, YTO B YCIIOBHUSIX CTPECCa, B TOM
YHCIIe U TIPH 3aCyXe, 0OTMEYAETCSI M3MEHEHUE X AKTHBHOCTH
(Vuosku et al., 2006; Voronova et al., 2011).

B xone nuuroreHeTHUECKUX UCCIIEA0BAHUI aHAJIN3UPOBAIIU
CEMEHHOE MOTOMCTBO COCHBI OOBIKHOBEHHO OT CBOOOTHOTO
onbuieHus. CeMeHa 3aroTaBiInBaJIv B FOJbl, KOHTPACTHBIE 110
norogHeM yenoBusM: 2011, 2015 — 6maronpusitasie; 2010,
2012, 2014 — paznuyaromuecs N0 TUIAM 3aCyX U CTEEHU UX
BO3/ICHCTBHS Ha TeHEPaTHBHYIO c(hepy COCHBI OOBIKHOBEHHOM.
B 2010 . Ha TeppuTopun Bcero LlenTpansHO-UYepHO3eMHOTO
paiiona (LIYP) nabmonanmmce Becennsist u sietHsst 3acyxu (Lla-
kuHa, 2011), cABUHYBIIHE PENTPOIYKTUBHBIE TPOLIECCHI COCHBI
Ha 6onee pannue cpoku (Kysnerona, 2012). 3acyxa 2012 1.
(BeceHHsIsT) MpUBETa K ONa ly HIMIIEK BTOPOTO To/la Pa3BUTHS
Ha Bcell Tepputopun Boponexckoit oomactu. B 2014 r. Ha-
O1r0/1a11aCh MTO3/IHSIS OCEHHSS 3aCyXa, B OCHOBHOM OKa3aBIlIast
BO3/ICHCTBHE HA BEre€TaTHBHYIO Cepy COCHBI (IOKEITCHUE
M OmaJi XBOM), TaK)Ke CII0COOCTBOBABIIASI pPAHHEMY PacKpbl-
Banwmro mmmek (Kysuerosa, 2015).

IIpopoctku aiuHo# 0.5-1 cM QUKCHpPOBAIN B CIIMPTOBO-
yKcycHo# cMmecH (3:1) B yrpeHHuUe yachl. [laBieHble MUKpO-
npenaparsl u3rorasiusainu 1no meronuke JI.A. Tonunbckoin
¢ xomeramu (1975), B nameit momudukannu. Mx ananms
MPOBOJMIIM HAa MUKpPOCKONle MHKMEI-5 MpH yBEeIHUYECHUU
40%1.5%10. Mukpo(h0oTOCHEMKY OCYIIECTBISIIH C TOMOIIIBIO
mudpoBoit kameps! okymsipa DCM500. [urorenernueckuit
aHAJIN3 CEMEHHOTO ITOTOMCTBA MPOBOIMIICS JIsi KaXKI0TO
nepesa otaensHO. [IpocMarpuBanu He MeHee 10 KopemrkoB
MPOPOCTKOB C reHoTHMa. AHanu3uposanu He meHee 100 ne-
JISILIMXCS KIIETOK KOPHEBOM MEPHCTEMBI C Ka)KJI0TO Iperapara
IO CIIEAYIONIMM MapaMeTpaM: 4acToTa U CIIEKTP MaToJIoTui
muro3a (IIM, %), gacTora BCTpedaeMOCTH KIETOK C MUKPO-
snpamu (%), mutoTHdeckas aktuBHocTh (MA, %). MurtoTtu-
YEeCKYI0 aKTUBHOCTB ompenessiti B 9—10 1 yrpa (byropuna n
Ip., 2002). Inst cpenueii monockl Poccnu B HOpMe 3HAYCHHE
nokazarenss MA kone6inercst ot 6.0 no 8.7 % (Byropuna u
ap., 2001).

Craructnieckyto 00pabOTKy JaHHBIX ITPOBOAMIH C IO-
MolpIo mporpamm Statistica u Stadia. [yt cpaBHEHHS BbI-
OGOpOK 0 KaUTyCOTeHHOH 3(PPEKTUBHOCTH, IKCIIPECCHH Te-
HOB, a Takxke o MA ucnons3oBanu t-kputepuil CTbrOICH-
ta. CpaBHEeHHE BEIOOPOK 10 ATOJIOTUSIM MUTO32 OCYIIECTBIIS -
JIM ¢ IoMoUIbI0 Kputepust Ban-nep-Bapaena. Pasauiy mexnay
CPaBHMBACMbIMH TOKA3ATEISIMU CUMTAIN JJOCTOBEPHOI TpH
p <0.05; p<0.01; p <0.001. CBs13b MOKazaTeNeH KAIIYCO-
TEHHBIX PEaKINi U YPOBHS KCIIPECCUH T€HOB ONPENEISITH
Ha 0CHOBE Ko dumenta koppensuun Croupmena (7). Kop-
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PENAUI0 CYUTATN OTINYHON oT Hynda npu p < 0.05. Cuny
KOPPEJIALIMOHHOM CBSI3M BBISBILSUIH 110 CIIEIYIOIMM HHTEPBa-
JaM 3HadeHni koapunnenra koppemsiuuu: ot 0.6 no 1.0 —
BbIcokast, oT 0.3 10 0.59 — cpennss, ot 0 1o 0.29 — HU3Kas.

Pe3ynbtatbl

B xozme aHanmza peakiuy KaJUTyCHBIX KYJBTYP Ha yCJIOBUS
KyJIBTUBUPOBAHUSA IS OKCIUIAHTOB 1. 5, 7, 8, 11, 14 dhopmu-
pOBaHME KaJUTyCHOM TKaHM OTMEYaloCch Ha 4—7-e CyT, B TO
Bpems Kak y 1. 2, 6, 9, 10, 12 cpoku cmemens Ha 10—14-¢
cyT (tabn. 1). Pasamma mo mpusnaky CK mpommiroctpupo-
BaHa Ha puc. 1: kK 15-M cyT Ky/IbTHBUPOBAaHHS Ha SKCIUIAHTE

Table 1. Assessment of callus formation in Scots pine
stem tissue with regard to source tree genotypes

Callus forma-
tion frequency,

Tree Time of callus
No. formation,

Callus tissue life,
days

tree 6 tree 8

Fig. 1. Differences in the speed of in vitro callus tissue formation
on explants of various Scots pine genotypes (day 15 of cultivation).
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Table 2. Viability of callus cultures from various Scots pine
genotypes under additional stress load (1 % NaCl)

1% NadCl

Control

Genotype

3 16.4+2.3 159+1.8
6 ........................ 97111 ............................... O ..........................................
8 ...................... 2 25i31 ................................ 2 23i22 .............................
9 ...................... 107i13 ............................... 0 ..........................................

tree 9

tree 8

Fig. 2. Reaction of callus cultures of various Scots pine genotypes
to salination of the nutrient medium with 1 % NaCl (day 10 of cultivation).
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Fig. 3. Gene expression rates (AbaH, LEA, and ADC) in primary callus tissue
samples of Scots pine genotypes.

Difference from tree 6 significant at *p < 0.05.

JI. 6 OTMEUAIOTCS JIMIIIb CIIe/bl KAJTyCHOM TKaHH, B TO BPEMsI
KaK Ha DKCIUIAHTE [. 8§ KAJUTyCHBIC KJIIETKHA aKTUBHO IPOJIH-
(hepupytor.

Hocrosepras paszuuma (p < 0.05) Habiroganacs 1 1Mo Ipu-
3aaky UK (cm. Tadm. 1). Tak, x. 5, 8, 11, 12 umenu cambie

Genotypic variability of Pinus sylvestris L.
on the drought-resistance attribute

Beicokue 3Hauenus YUK, Gomee 80 %: 80.0+5.0; 91.8+3.1;
81.2+6.8; 86.3+4.5 % coorBercTtBenno. s a. 1, 6, 10,
13 yposens UK ne npessian 3HaueHus 50 %: 40.0+4.5;
33.3+2.8;33.3+5.6;41.6+£3.2 % COOTBETCTBEHHO.

Hdnan. 1,3,6,8,9, 12 npoBoxmim SKCIEPUMEHTHI B MOJIEIH-
PYEMBIX YCIIOBHSIX CTpECca, ONPEIEIISUTH YPOBEHB KCIIPECCHI
I'€HOB CTPECCOBBIX OEIIKOB, a TAK)KE aHAJIM3UPOBAIN COCTO-
STHE TeHePaTUBHON Cephl B AMHAMHKE JeT (cM. Tadm. 1).

Ha cieyromem srarie oCyIecTBIsUIMCh padOThI B MOJIEIIH-
PYEMBIX YCIIOBUSIX 3aCyXH, KOTOPbIE 00€CIICYMBAINCH 32 CUET
BBE/ICHHS B MHTATENBHYIO CPEly JNOMOIHUTENBHOTO CTpec-
cosoro arenra — NaCl (1 %). KamrycHble KynbTypsl Tpex
nepeBbeB (1. 3, 8, 12) He pearupoBaid Ha T00ABJICHUE COJIH,
UX KH3HECMIOCOOHOCTh OCTAaBAIACh HA TOM K€ YPOBHE, UTO U
B KOHTPOJILHOM Bapuante. s kanaycos 1. 1, 6, 9k 15-M cyT
KyJIbTUBUpOBaHUs oTMedanach 100 % Hekpotusarus (Tadi. 2).
Ha puc. 2 noka3zaHa pa3HHIA B PEaKIINU KAJITYCHBIX KyJIBTYp
1. 8 ¥ 1. 9 Mo mpU3HaKy )KU3HECTIOCOOHOCTH B OTBET Ha 3a-
COJICHHE MUTATEIbHOH cpepl: K 10-M CyT KyJIbTUBHPOBAHUS
KaJuTyc A. 8 ocTaeTcs KHU3HECTIOCOOHBIM, KaJTyCHas! TKaHb
1. 9 XapakTepu3yeTcst OOMIMPHBIMI OYaraMu MEpTBOH TKaHH.

AHa3 akTHBHOCTH I'€HOB [T0Ka3aJ: YPOBEHb 9KCIIPECCHU
reHa AbaH B KalyCHBIX KyJIbTypax JIEPEBLEB C HU3KHMHU
MIOKa3aTeNsIMI KaJUTyCOT€HHON aKTHBHOCTH OBLI HMXKE I10
CcpaBHEHHIO ¢ ocTanbHbIMU (puc. 3). Tak, ans x. 6 9To 3Ha-
gerne coctasmio 0.05, Torma xak uis 1. 9 ¢ BEICOKOH KaJuTy-
COTEHHOM aKTUBHOCTBIO — 1.0. Mex 1y ypoBHEM DKCIIpECCUU
JIAaHHOTO TeHa 1 [10Ka3aTesIeM )KU3HECIIOCOOHOCTH KaJUTyCHBIX
KyJIbTYp YCTaHOBJIEHA CHJIbHAsI KOPPEISAIHOHHAS CBA3b, B
TOM 4HcIie ¥ Ha muTarenbHoi cpene ¢ NaCl (7, = 0.75 1 0.65
COOTBETCTBCHHO).

Okcmpeccus reHa LEA TOBBIIIEHA Y KaJUTYCHBIX KYIBTYP
n.1,6,9:0.83+0.07; 1.13£0.06; 1.0£0.5 cooTBETCTBEHHO.
CHmxenue 3xcrpeccuu reHa ADC oTMedaeTcst Al KYJIbTyp
1.3u8:0.53+0.610.22+0.1 COOTBETCTBEHHO.

OnHaKo aHHBIE 110 YPOBHIO SKCIPECCHHU ITHX JIBYX TCHOB
HE COBIIA/IAIOT C OOIICH TeHACHIIUCH moKa3areiel Kautyco-
TEHHBIX PeaKnuil. Mex 1y ypoBHEM SKCIIPECCHH UCCITETyEeMbIX
TEHOB BBISBHIIM MOJOXHUTEIbHYIO CHIBHYIO KOPPEISIINIO
mexany LEA u ADC (r,= 0.7). Mexny renamu AbaH v LEA,
a taxoke AbaH n ADC cnabast oTpunaTeIbHas KOPPEIALns
(r,=—0.1 B 000OMX CITyJasx).

B Xozme nuTOreHeTHMYEeCKOro aHajaM3a CEMEHHOI'O MOTOM-
CTBa COCHBI OOBIKHOBEHHOM I10 4aCTOTE MATOJIOTUH MUTO3a
HU B OJIMH TOJ UCCJIECAOBAHUS 3HAUYUTEIBHBIX IPEBBIMICHNI
HOPMBI HE OTMEYEHO, ToJIbKo B 2012 . 11 moTomcTBa 1. 6 —
5.1+2.3 % (tabm. 3).

Muxkposiapa (puc. 4) B KJIeTKaX MOTYT HPUBOIUTH K IH-
TOTCHETUYECKOH HECTaOMIIBHOCTU KJIETOYHBIX MOIYJISIUI
(UneuaCcKux u ap., 1988; byropuna u ap., 2005). Tak, ans
1. 6, yactora IIM koroporo B 2012 1. cocraBuna 5.1+2.3 %,
JTOJISL KIIETOK C MUKpPOsiZipamMu B 3Tu ro/is! 0bu1a 0.1+0.07 %.
OpnHaKo JUIsl TIOTOMCTBA JIEPEBBEB, UbM ITOKA3aTEIH YaCTOThI
ITM 651t Menee 3 % Wi npeBBIIaNy 3Ty U Py HEe3HAYHU-
TEIIbHO, OTMEYAJICsl HU3KUI YPOBEHb COJIEPIKaHUSI MUKPOSIIIED:
n.3,8,12.

3a Bce TO/BI MCCIIeJOBAaHNUH OBIIIO OOHApYXEeHO 9 THIIOB
[IM: 1 — oTcTaBaHKe XpOMOCOM B METaknHe3e; 2 — 00ocobite-
HHE XPOMOCOM H TPYTIIT XpOMOCOM B MeTadase (puc. 5, a); 3 —
(parmenTs! XxpomMocoM B MeTadasze u anadasze (cM. puc. 5, 0);
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Table 3. Percentages of abnormal mitoses in the seed progeny of Ostrogozhskaya Scots pine population
in years contrasting in weather conditions
Tree 2010, 2011, 2012, 2014, 2015,
No. spring favorable spring autumn favorable
and summer drought drought
droughts
1 3.8+0.3 1.5+04 3.8+0.3 25+0.6 1.6+0.6
3 2.6+0.3 1.5+03 23+1.6 24+04 1.2+04
6 35+04 25+0.5 51+23 3.35+0.9 3.1+141
8 2.7+0.1 0.5+0.3 25+1.8 1.7+0.6 14+05
9 3.7+0.2 1.9+0.6 3.0+1.3 2.1+£0.6 24+0.8
12 22402 1.4+0.9 32+14 3.1+0.8 1.5+0.5
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Fig. 4. Frequency of cells with micronuclei in Scots pine progeny in weather-contrasting years.

Difference from tree 6 significant at *p < 0.05; **p < 0.001.

Fig. 5. Mitosis aberration types occurring in root meristem cells of Scots pine: a, separation of a chromosome group in metaphase;
b, fragments of chromosomes in metaphase; ¢, d, bridges in anaphase (c, broken bridge) and telophase (d, multiple bridges);
e, complex aberrations (chromosome fragment + ring chromosome).

4 — orcraBanue B aHagase; 5 — 3aberanue B aHagasze 1 Me-
Ta-aHadase; 6 — HepaBHOLIEHHOE PACXOXkKICHHE XPOMOCOM B
anagasze; 7 — MocThl B aHadase u tenodase (cM. puc. 5, 6 U
5, 2); 8 — ciioXHBIe HapyIIeHUs (CM. puc. 5, 0); 9 — KoJIbLIa B
MeTa-, aHa-, MeTa-aHadase.

Bce Tumbl HapyIeHnit MUTO3a OBUTH YCIIOBHO pa3lieIeHb
Ha TPYMIIBL: XpoMOocoMHbIe (THr 3, 7, 9), reHomHBIe (TH 1, 2,

4,5, 6), cnoxusle (tur 8). M3 muarpaMMel Ha puc. 6 CIIEayeT,
4TO mocje oceHHel 3acyxu 2014 . ypoBeHb XPOMOCOMHBIX
MaToJIOrnii mocTeneHHo cHuxkaercst. Ecim B motomctee 2010 T
YPOBEHb CTPYKTYPHBIX HapyLICHHH OBbLI caMblii HU3KHHA —
32.2 %, o B 2011 1. (onTUMaJbHBINA MO MOTOJHBIM YCJIOBHU-
sM) 3HaYCHHWE JAHHOTO TIOKasaTelns Bo3pactaeT a0 83.4 %.
B nocnenyronye roasl Taxke HaOmomaeTcs mpeodaianne
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Fig. 6. Ranges of mitosis aberrations in Scots pine seed progeny in years
contrasting in weather conditions.

XpOMOCOMHBIX abepparmii: 2012 . —70.5 %, 2014 1. — 72.3 %.
W mums ¢ 2015 1. oTMewaeTcss CHIKEHHE YPOBHS JaHHOTO
nokaszareis — 65.6 %.

B rox anomaneHOU sieTHe# 3acyxu (2010) HaOIHOIATOCH
MHOTOKPAaTHOE NPEBBILIEHHE MO MoKazareno MA, npuuem
JUISl TIOTOMCTBA HEKOTOPBIX JIEPEeBBEB OoJiee YeM B J1Ba pasza:
.1, 6,9 (tadn. 4). B 2012 r.,, oka3aBiieM cuibHelIee Bo3-
JIeficCTBHE Ha TEHEPaTHBHYIO c(hepy COCHBI OOBIKHOBEHHOM
no Bcemy LIUP, HaOmonanock He3HAYNTEIHLHOE YIHETEHHUE
MUTOTHYCCKON akTUBHOCTU st 1. 6 (5.8+1.5 %) u Taxxe
npebrmenue 4t 1. 9 (9.0 1.5 %). B emom B 3TOT U 110-
CJIeIyIOIINe TO/IbI TToKa3aTenb MA OblT B HOpME (CM. Tad. 4).

O6cyxpeHue

D¢ PEeKTUBHOCTH KaJUTyCOTeHE3a, B IEPBYIO OUCPE/lb, 3aBUCUT
OT FeHOTUITMYECKUX OCOOCHHOCTEH MCXOJHBIX PAaCTEHUH
(Murashige, 1962; JIyroBa, 2010; Kynax, 2011). B cBs3u ¢
9THM yXX€ Ha MPOTHKEHUH MHOTHX JIET BEILyTCsl UCCIIEA0BaA-
HUSI, CBU/IETEIIbCTBYIOIINE O LIEJIECO00Pa3HOCTH TPUMEHEHUS
METO/a KYJIBTYPbI TKaHH in Vitro At N3y9eHHs yCTOMIMBOCTH
pacTeHui K pa3InIHBIM CTPECCOBBIM (haKTOpaM, B TOM YHCIIC
n k 3acyxe (Tepnerkas u ap., 2008; PocceeB u ap., 2010,
2016; Eroposa, 2011).

[TokazaHo, 4TO pa3iIn4Ms MOXKHO HaONIIONATh yKe Ha Ha-
YaJIbHBIX dTanax GopMUpoBaHus KaurycHoi Tkanu (LLectu-
OparoB u np., 2008; Cobonesa, 2013). Jlanubri daxt moa-
TBEP>KIAEH M HAMH: CPOKH TOSIBJICHUSI IIEPBBIX CIIEJIOB KaJuTyca
B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT UCXOHOTO reHOTHMa pa3usaTcs ot 4.7 (1. 8)
10 13.6 (1. 13) cyT. YcranosneHo, uro Oonpmuii ypoBeHs UK
XapaKTepeH JUTsl KaJUTyCHBIX KYJIBTYD, TIepHoz (POPMUPOBAHNUS

Genotypic variability of Pinus sylvestris L.
on the drought-resistance attribute

KaJIJTyCHOM TKaHU KOTOPBIX CIBUHYT Ha 00JIee paHHUE CPOKH,
U HA000pOT — JIEPEBBsI, Y KOTOPBIX MPOIIECC KaJITyCoreHe3a
nies No3»Xe, XapakTepu30BaIich HU3kuM ypoBHeM UK. Mex-
1y KK u apyriuMu noka3aresiMH CyIeCTBYET B3aUMOCBS3b!
9KCIUIAHTBI, Ha KOTOPBIX (POPMHUPOBAHHE KAJITYCa MPOUCXOANT
paHbIle, XapaKTepU3YIOTCs M Oosiee BHICOKMMHU 3HAYCHUSIMHU
no napamerpam YK, KK 1 Ha000pOT — IKCIUIAHTBI, TTOKE
JIpyrux (popMHpPYIOIINE KaIyCHYIO TKaHb, HIMEIOT HU3KUI
yposenb UK 1 JKK, uTo 610 TOKa3aHO € TIOMOIIBIO KOPPEIs-
LIUOHHOI'0 aHAJIM3a II0JyYCHHbIX 3HaUeHul. BbIsiBiIeHa OTpU-
HaTesbHast KOPPEIsIIus CpeJHEH CHITbI MEXK Ty MOKa3aTeJIsIMH
CKu XK (r,=-0.57), cunbHas oTpHLaTeIbHas CBA3b — MEXKILY
CKu YK (r,=-0.64). CunbHas I0JI0KUTENbHAS KOPPEIALHs
ormedanack Mexay YK — KK (r, = 0.79).

OnHUM U3 HHAUKAaTOPOB CTPECCOBOTO COCTOSHUS PaCTEHHI
SIBJISIETCSI OBBILIIEHUE YPOBHs adciu30Boil kucaoTsl (ABK),
KOTOpasi, B CBOIO OY€pElb, U3MEHSIET SKCIIPECCHIO TeHEeTHYe-
CKHX ITporpamM B KireTkax (Skoser, 2009). M3BectHO, UTO HKC-
npeccusi reHa AbaH B TKaHSIX COCHBI OOBIKHOBEHHOH MOBBIIIIA-
eTcsl B pe3ylibTare BO3/1eHCTBHS Ha OPraHU3M 00€3BOKUBAHUS
6o Beicoknx KoHneHTpaunii ABK (Voronova et al., 2011).
bruta ycTaHOBJIEHA CHIIBHAS KOPPENSILUOHHAS CBSI3b MEXKIY
YPOBHEM 3KCHPECCUH JaHHOTO T'€Ha M TOKa3aTelleM >KN3-
HECMOCOOHOCTH KaJLTYCHBIX KyJIbTyp (7, = 0.75 m r, = 0.65
B YCJIOBHUSIX JOMOJHUTENBHOI CTpeccOBON Harpys3ku), 4To
CBHUJICTENIBCTBYET O 11€7I€CO00PA3ZHOCTH MPUMEHEHHUS METOA
KyJIbTYPBI TKAHU AJIS1 MHIUKALIUK CTPECCOYCTONYUBOCTH Jie-
PEBbEB COCHBI OOBIKHOBEHHOH.

Benku-nernapuns! cemeiictea LEA mpu HopMaibHOM BO-
JIOCHA0XXEHUH PACTCHUI OOBIYHO CHHTE3UPYIOTCS B 3apO-
JIBIIIAX Ha CTaAUSX MO3JHEro smOpuoreHesa. B nucThsix B
HOPMaJIBHBIX YCIIOBUSIX 3TH OCNKM HE OOHApYy’>KEHBI, X Ha-
xomneHue nHaynupyer ABK, cuHTe3npytomascs B OTBET Ha
BozeiicTue 3acyxu. [en ADC orBeyaet 3a paboTy apriuHUH
JIeKapOOKCHIIa3bl, OIPEACIIAIONIEH POLECC MEePEXoa apru-
HuHa B noimaMunsel (Yang et al., 2010). YposeHs skcnipeccuu
9TUX JBYX reHoB (LEA nu ADC) He coBnaiaer ¢ oduiel TeH-
JICHITMEH 110 ITOKa3aTelIsIM KaJTyCOTeHHBIX PEaKINH HCCIIeLy-
€MBIX JIepeBbEB, TpuueM Mexay AbaH v LEA, a taxoxe AbaH
u ADC ormeuaercs cnabas koppensauus (7, = —0.1 B o6oux
CITydasx).

Hacrora IIM 10CcTOBEPHO OTpaKaeT ypOBEHb NOBPEXKICHUI
JIHK u creneHb BO3IEHCTBUS CTPECCOBOrO (pakropa Ha Co-
CTOstHHE TeHepaTuBHOH cdepsl cocHsl ([Tapnaesa u mp., 2013).
Psinom nccnenosarenel ycTaHOBIEHO, UTO B CpeHEN OJ0CE

Table 4. Mitotic activity (%) in the seed progeny of Scots pine trees in years contrasting in weather conditions

Tree No. 2010, 2011, 2012, 2014, 2015,
spring and summer favorable spring drought autumn drought favorable
droughts
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Poccun aiist cocHbl 0OBIKHOBEHHOMH ypoBeHb YacToThl [IM B
HOpME He J0JbKeH npessimars 5 % (Byropuna u ap., 2005).
Hwu B omH Toz1 MiccnienoBaHMs MPEBBIIIEHIH HOPMBI HE OTME-
4eHo. YTo KacaeTcst 4aCTOThI BCTPEYaeMOCTH KJIETOK C MUKPO-
SApaMH, TO UX MOBBIIIEHHOE COJepKaHNne OBbLIO XapaKTePHO
JUIS| TOTOMCTBA JIEPEBbEB C HAHOOJIBIIIM 3HAYEHHEM YaCTOTHI
IIM: 1. 1, 6, 9. [Ipeobnaanre XpOMOCOMHBIX HapyIICHUH B
moroMcTBe 2014 . MOXXHO OOBSICHUTH JAEWCTBHEM OCEHHEH
3acyxu. C 2015 . oTMedaeTcst NOCTENEHHOE CHUYKEHUE YPOBHS
CTPYKTYPHBIX aOeppaliuii B IOTOMCTBE UCCIICIYEMbIX JICPCBb-
€B BBU/Y OTCYTCTBHS 3aCyXH.

MuroTHyeckast akTHBHOCTh 00y CIIOBIICHA TEHETHUCCKIMU
ocoOeHHOCTsIMH oprann3ma. Kpome Toro, Ha ee nposiBjieHue
MOT'YT OKa3bIBaTh 3HAYUTEIHHOE BINSHUE U (PaKTOPHI BHEIII-
Hel cpeJibl, TPUYEM He BCer/ia MPOUCXOIUT CHIDKCHNE YPOBHS
KJIETOYHOTO JieJieHnsl. B HEeKOTOpBIX ciydasx HaOloaaercs
ero aktuBanus (Mutpodanos, 1969). Tak, B rox aHoMansHON
3acyxu (2010 r.) HabmI0aI0Ch MHOTOKPATHOE MPEBLIIIICHUE
[0 JaHHOMY [10Ka3aTesto, IPUYeM JUIsi TIOTOMCTBa HEKOTO-
PBIX JnepeBbeB Oonee yem B ABa paza — 18.9+9.8 % (m. 1),
20.2+4.5 % (n. 6), 18.7£5.3 % (un. 9). B ocranbHbIe TOIBI
HCCIICA0OBAaHUS 3HAYUTCIIbHBIX HapymeHMﬁ OTMCYCHO HC 6]:1.]'[0.

YacTo crpecc MPUBOIUT K MEPEPaCIIPEAEICHHIO SHEpTe-
THYECKHX 3aTPaT MEKIy BETeTaTUBHOM 1 TeHEPaTUBHOM ce-
pamu pactenuit (Spiess, 1989; Yemanos u ap., 2001), T.e. B
MIEPBOM CITydae OOJIbIIIast 9aCTh PECYPCOB TPATUTCS Ha 3aIIUTY
OHTOTEHE3a, @ BO BTOPOM — Ha MTOAJIEPyKaHUe PENPOyKTHBHOH
(yHKLIMM pacTeHus. Pe3ynbrarhl IpoBeIeHHbIX HCCIIEI0BAHUH
MOATBEPKIAIOT ATOT (HaKT.

YacTp ucciIeayeMbIX IePEBbEB NMeEIIa BHICOKHE TIOKa3are-
JIM, COIVIACHO PE3yJIbTaTaM, HOJIy4YeHHBIM Ha OCHOBE HCIIOJb-
30BaHHBIX MeTonuK (4. 3, 8, 12). Tak, Hampumep, ceMeHHOe
MIOTOMCTBO JI. 8 B roj1 aHOMasIbHOM 3acyxu (2010 .) xapaxre-
pu3syeTcst HU3KuM ypoBHeM yacToTsl [IM (2.7+0.1 %). Hons
KJIETOK C MUKpOsiipaMu Takxke HeBbicoka —0.05+0.01 %. Uto
KacaeTcs KaJllTyCOreHHON CITOCOOHOCTH SKCIIIAHTOB JTAHHOTO
JIepeBa 1 peaKify KaJJIyCOB Ha yCIIOBUS KyJIbTUBUPOBAHUSL, TO
JUISl HETO TaK)Ke OTMEUaroTCs BBICOKHME MoKazarenu. [TepBbie
CJIe/IbI KAJUTyCHOM TKaHU CTAJIH TOSIBISTHCS YoKE K 4—5-M CyT
KyJIbTHBUPOBaHMs, [10Ka3aTelb YaCTOThl KaJIycOreHe3a co-
craBui 91.8+3.1 %. )KnuzHecrnocoOHOCTh KayuTycoB A. 8 OblIa
BBICOKOM HE TOJIBKO Ha cpejie 0e3 yCHIIEHHOH cTpeccoBOi
Harpysku (22.5+3.1 cyT), HO ¥ B MOAEIUPYEMBIX YCIOBHSIX
3acyxu Ha cpezie ¢ nodasnennem NaCl (1 %) —22.3+2.2 cyt.

Junst npyrux nepesbeB (1. 1, 6) Obutn XapakTepHbI HU3KHE
MOKA3aTeNId IUTOTEHETHYECKUX [TapaMeTPOB M KaJUIyCOTeH-
HBIX peaknuid. Tak, mast 1. 6 B 2012 1. (BeceHH:S 3acyxa)
oTMedvascs BBICOKHIT ypoBeHb 1IM, HEe3HAYNTEIBHO MPEBHI-
maronmii Hopmy B 5 %, — 5.1+2.3 %, 105151 KIIETOK ¢ MHUKPO-
anpamu Obu1a Takxke 3aBbireHHOI: 0.1+0.07 %. ®opmupo-
BaHME KaJIyca NPHUIUIOCHh HA 13-e CyT KyJIbTHBUPOBAHUS,
gacToTa KajrycoreHesa — 33.3+2.8 %, >Ku3HeCcrocoOHOCTh
KyasTyp — 11.0£1.0 cyT, 9uTo B 1Ba pa3a MEHBIIIE, 4eM y 1. 8.
B ycnoBusix Moznenmpyemoii 3acyxu, Ha MUTATEIbHON cpejie
¢ no6asnennem NaCl (1 %), pocT kayuTyCHOI TKaHu 1. 6 TI0JI-
HOCTBIO TIpekpamancs, u K 10—15-M cyT KyasTHBHPOBAHUS
HabOnromanack ee 100 % HekpoTH3aIHs.

IIpucyTcTBYIOT AEpEBbSl U C BBICOKMMU [10KAa3aTEIIMU
KaJUTyCOT€HHBIX PEaKLUii, HO ¢ MOBbIILIEHHOW yacToTol [IM
1 KJIETOK C MUKposiipamMu. Harpumep, B ceMeHHOM OTOMCTBE
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I. 9 mpu yacTtoTe Kajutycorenesa 68.9+6.9 % ormevanach
BBICOKAsI 4aCTOTa BCTPEUAEMOCTH KIETOK C MHKPOSPaAMH
(2010 ) — 0.10+0.01 %.

3aknioyeHune

Hcxoas m3 BbINIECKA3aHHOTO, MOXKHO CHIENATh BBIBOA, YTO
0TOOp 3aCyXOYyCTOMUYMBBIX PACTCHHI HEOOXOIMMO BECTH HE
TOJIBKO TI0 TTOKA3aTeIsIM, XapaKTEePU3YIOIIIM COCTOSHHE BETe-
TaTUBHOH C(ephl B YCIOBHAX 3aCyXH, HO U YUUTHIBAsI COCTO-
ssHUe reHepatuBHON. C 3TOH 1eTbI0 MpeiaraeM IpUMeHsTh
CHCTEMY KPUTEPHEB, XapaKTEPU3YIOIINX KaK CIOCOOHOCTD
€aMoro JepeBa K BbDKHBAHUIO B 3aCYLUINBBIX YCIOBHAX Ha
OCHOBE METOJIa KYJBTYpPbI TKaHH i1 Vitro (CKOpocTh (hopMH-
pOBaHUS M KU3HECHOCOOHOCTh KAIITyCHOM TKaHM, 4acTOTa
KaJUTyCOT€He3a), TaK U COCTOSHHE €ro penpoAyKTHBHOM
CHCTEMBI C TIOMOIIbIO IUTOTEHETHYECKOTO aHAIN3a CEMEH-
HOTO TIOTOMCTBA (4acTOTa MaTOJIOTHIl MUTO3a, OIS KIETOK C
MHKPOSIAPAMU, MUTOTHYECKAst aKTHBHOCT).
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