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CpaBHUTEIbHBIN AHATN3 HEKOTOPHIX
MOP(HOMETPUYECKUX TTOKA3ATEEN
YCTBAYHOTI'O AIIIAPATA U COJIEPKAHUA
xsnopopwina y Rubus chamaemorus L.
C PA3JIMYHBIM YPOBHEM ILIOUJHOCTH

© II.H. 3onTHukos, C.A. 3ouTuKoBa, K.B. Manaxosa

Comparative analysis of some morphometric parameters of the state apparatus and chlorophyll
content in Rubus chamaemorus L. with different level of ploidity

D.N. Zontikov, S.A. Zontikova, K.V. Malakhova (Kostroma State University)

Studies of the influence of the level of ploidy on the formation of economically valuable traits in
agricultural plants have shown that many adaptive abilities are determined by the characteristics
of the photosynthetic apparatus. At the same time, at the moment there are no unambiguous
characteristics for the correlation between the level of ploidy, in particular, for the content of
chlorophyll; this is largely determined by taxon-specific features. Often conclusions are made by
researchers on the basis of comparison of plants at different levels of ploidy, while plants belong to
different species. In this regard, we set a goal: to analyze some parameters of the photosynthetic
apparatus within the same species. The paper presents the results of morphometric indicators of
the stomatal apparatus, such as the number of guard cells of stomata and the number of their
chloroplasts, as well as the number of photosynthetic pigments in the leaves of haploid, diploid
and tetraploid plants Rubus chamaemorus L. The results of the study of the number of guard cells
of stomata showed that the average values for plants R. chamaemorus with a haploid and tetraploid
set of chromosomes significantly differ from the control variant: the average number of
chloroplasts in the guard cells of stomata in haploid regenerant plants obtained in microspore
culture varied from 11,3 = 0,80 to 15,9 + 0,20 pcs, for diploid plants from 19,3 £ 0,80 to
23,1 £ 0,90 pcs, for tetraploid 25,3 = 0,60 and 28,6 £ 0,60 pcs, respectively. The content of
photosynthetic pigments (chlorophylls a and b, carotenoids) in haploid plants was consistently
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lower than in the control variant and in diploid plants cultivated under laboratory conditions,
while in tetraploids it was consistently higher.

Key words: haploid, diploid, stomatal guard cells, tetraploid, chlorophyll, Rubus chamaemorus

CpaBHMTEJIbHBII AHAN3 HEKOTOPBIX MOPGOMETPHYECKUX MOKA3aTe el YCThBMYHOr0 annapara u co-
nepxKanus xjaopodunna y Rubus chamaemorus L. ¢ pa3in4HbIM YPOBHEM IJIOMTHOCTH

JI.H. 3ontukos, C.A. 3ontkoBa, K.B. Manaxosa

WccnenoBaHus BIUSIHUS YPOBHS TUIOMAHOCTY Ha (hOPMUPOBAHUE XO3SIMCTBEHHO-LIEHHBIX MPU-
3HAKOB Y CEJTbCKOXO3SIMCTBEHHBIX PACTEHMI ITOKA3aJIl, YTO MHOTHE alallTUBHBIC CITIOCOOHOCTH
OTIPEIETISTIOTCST 0COOEHHOCTIMU (hOTOCHHTETHUIECKOTO armapara. [1pr 3ToM Ha TaHHBIIf MOMEHT
OTCYTCTBYIOT OJHO3HAYHbIE XapaKTEPUCTUKHM TI0 KOPPEJISILIMU MEXIY YPOBHEM IJIOUTHOCTH, B
YACTHOCTH, T10 COEePKaHUIO XJIOpOdIILIA; 9YTO BO MHOTOM OITPEIEISIeTCSI TAKCOHOCTIeITU(PII-
HBIMM YyepTaMu. YacTo BEIBOMBI IETAOTCS MCCIeI0BATeIIMU Ha OCHOBE CPAaBHEHUS paCTEHMI
Ha pa3HbIX YPOBHSX IJIOUIHOCTH, IIPU 3TOM PACTEHUST OTHOCITCS K pa3HbIM BuaaM. B aToit
CBSI3M HAMU CTaBHIJIACK LIEJTh: ITPOAHAIM3UPOBATh HEKOTOPHIE ITapaMeTphbl (DOTOCHHTETUIECKOTO
armmapaTta B TIpefieJiaX OMHOTO BUia. B paboTte mpeacTaBiaeHb pe3yIbTaThl OIpeaeeHus Mopdo-
METPUYECKUX MToKa3aTesieil yCTbMYHOTO arlrnapara, TaKUX Kak KOJUYECTBO 3aMbIKAIOIIMX KIETOK
YCTBUIL U KOJMUYECTBO XJIOPOILJIACTOB B HUX, a TAKXKE KOJMYECTBO (POTOCUHTETUYECKUX MMUTMEH-
TOB B JINCThSIX TATUTOWIHBIX, TUTUTOMIHBIX W TETPATIONIHBIX pacTeHuit Rubus chamaemorus L.
Pe3yabrarhl uccienoBaHUsT KOJIMYECTBA 3aMbIKAIOIIMX KJIETOK YCTHUIIL TTOKA3aJIu, YTO CPEIHNE
3HAYCHMS TSI pacTeHUI R. chamaemorus C TaTUIOMTHBIM U TETPATUIOMIHBIM HAOOPOM XPOMOCOM
IOCTOBEPHO OTJIWYAIOTCS OT KOHTPOJBHOTO BapruaHTa: CpeaHee KOJIMIECTBO XJIOPOILIAaCTOB B
3aMBIKAIOIINX KJIETKAX YCThUII y TaIUIOMIHBIX pACTeHU I -PeTeHePaHTOB, IMOJYYEHHbBIX B KYJIBTY-
pe MuKpocnop, Bapbupoaio ot 11,3 £0,80 no 15,9 £0,20 1T, 1151 AUTIOUIHBIX pACTEHU OT
19,3 £0,80 1o 23,1 £0,90 T, ais rerparutonaHbix 25,3 0,60 1 28,6 £0,60 11T COOTBETCTBEHHO.
ConepxaHue (hOTOCUHTETUYECKUX MUTMEHTOB (XJ10po(GUIIIOB a U b, KAPOTUMHOMUIOB) y raruio-
WIHBIX PACTCHUI OBIJIO CTA0MILHO HIKE KOHTPOJIBHOTO BapraHTa M TUIUIOWIHBIX PACTCHU,
KYJTBTUBHPYEMBIX B JJAOOPATOPHBIX YCIOBUSIX, a Y TETPATJIOMIOB CTAOMIBHO BHIIIIC.

KiioueBble ¢j10Ba: Taruion I, JUTUIONI, 3aMbIKAIOIINe KIETKU YCThUII, TETPATUIONI, XJI0pOMUII,
Rubus chamaemorus
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Bgenenne

B Hacrosmiee BpeMs 3HaYeHUE PACTEHUM C 13-
MEHEHHBIM YPOBHEM IIOUIHOCTH, KOTOPbIE aK-
TUBHO MCITOJB3YIOTCS B CEJIbCKOM XO3S1CTBE,
CJIOXHO TiepeolieHUTb. HeBo3MOXKHO TIpe/icTaBUTh
CEJIEKLIMOHHBIN mpoliecc 6e3 UCIOb30BaHMS ra-
IUTOMIHBIX paCTeHUI 1T TAKMX KYJIBTYP KaK KYKy-
py3a [6], sumens [11], meperr [10]. TpakTnaecku
BCSI UCTOPUST JOCTVDKEHMI B CEIBCKOM XO3SICTBE —
3T0 uctopus nogumnonauu. [Monurmionans —
rJIaBHasl Cujia B 9BOJIIOIUY TUKUX U CEJIEKLIUU
KYJIBTYpHBIX pacteHuii [21]. ITomururonnaHbie opra-
HU3MBbI YaCTO MPOSIBIISIOT MOBBIIIEHHYIO XKU3HEH -
HOCTb ¥ B HEKOTOPBIX CIydasix IIPEeBOCXOISIT CBOMX
JIUTUIOUIHBIX POACTBEHHUKOB IO Pa3IMYHBIM XO-
35IMICTBEHHO LIEHHBIM TTapaMeTpaM.

Mopomka nmpuszemuctast (Rubus
chamaemorus L..) — LIeHHOE SITOAHOE pacTeHue, C
KOTOPBIM B HACTOSIIIIEE BPEMSI IIPOBOAMUTCS CEIeK-
LIMOHHAsT paboTa IJIsi aKTUBHOTO MCITOIb30BaHUS
HOBBIX COPTOB B KA4€CTBE IJIAHTALIMOHHOM KYJIBTY-
pbl. B e€ cenexiimu HaXoasT MpUMEeHEHHWEe MOJI-
TUIOMAHBIE (OPMHEI [5], Ha OCHOBE TUILIOUIHBIX
dopMm TIpoBOAMITOCH (POpMIUpPOBaHME TepMadpo-
JIUTHBIX U Pa3eIbHONONbIX copToB [17, 20], Briep-
BBIE TIOJIyY€HBI TallJIOUIHbIE PACTeHUST JTaHHOTO
Buaa [29]. B HacTosiiee BpeMsl IPUHSITO CUUTATD,
YTO TIOJIUTUIOWAHBIE PACTeHUsT OOBIYHO MPEBOCXO-
IISIT AUIIOUIHBIE PaCTeHUsI C TOUKU 3pEHUS MOP-
¢onoruu, coaepxaHusi METabOIUTOB U YCTOUUU-
BOCTU K OMOTUYECKUM WJIX aOMOTUYECKHUM CTpeC-
caM [21], Toxe caMoe MOKHO cKa3aTh O (POTOCUH-
TETUYECKON aKTUBHOCTH, YTO SIBJIIETCS JOMMHU-
pYIOIIEH XapaKTepUCTUKOM TOJMTIIOMIHBIX PacTe-
Huli [2]. BMecTe ¢ TeM oTMeuaeTcs, YTO He Bceraa
BBICOKAsI MTHTEHCUBHOCTH (DOTOCUHTE3A B JIMCTHSIX
MOJIUIUIOMIHBIX PACTEHUI OOBSICHSIETCS YBEIMYe-
HUEM T'e€HEeTMYEeCKOIro MaTrepuala, 3a4acTylo 3TO
CBSI3aHO C IIPUCIIOCOOICHMEM 1 aaliTaliieil B Ipo-
Liecce crabum3alyy reHoMma [25, 26]. ccnenosa-
HUSI TTIOKA3aJIM, YTO TIOJIMTUIOMAHBIE PACTEHMS MO-
I'yT UMETh 00JIee KPYIHBIC JTUCThsI, YeM TUTLIOUIbI
[23], yBenmueHHBII pazMep ycTbull [28], a Takke
comepKar 0oJIblie XJI0pohUUIa, YeM TUTIONIHbIC
pacteHus [8]. OmHaKo pe3yasraThl APYTHX pador [9,
10, 27] cBUAETEITLCTBYIOT, YTO KOPPEIISIIIASI MHTCH-
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CHUBHOCTH (POTOCHHTE3a, KOJIMYECTBa XJIopoduiia
M YCTBUYHOTO arrapara ¢ ypOBHEM TUIOMIHOCTU
JIM0O He TIPOCIIeKUBACTCS, JIM00 3aBUCUT OT BUIA
pactenus. Kpome Toro, Ha comepxaHue XJI0po-
(unna 1 0co6eHHOCTH PabOThl YCTHUYHOTO arla-
paTa BJIMsIeT MHOXECTBO XMMUUECKUX, (DU3NOJIOT -
YeCcKMX 1 pu3ndecknx pakTopos [4, 14].

Mcxonst u3 onmMcaHHOTO BBIIIIE, HAMY CTaBU-
JIach 11eJIb — CPAaBHUTh OCOOEHHOCTHU YCTBUMYHOTO
armapara U CofepsKaHus XJI0poduia st pacTe-
HUl Rubus chamaemorus L. pa3HOTO YPOBHA
1n-2n-4n TIIIONITHOCTHU TIPY OJWMHAKOBBIX YCIIOBU-
SIX KYJITUBUPOBAHMSI.

O0BEKTHI M METOIbI UCCIIEOBAHUS

HccnenoBanus niposoguau B 2020—2021 rr
B xauecTBe 00bEKTOB B 9KCIIEPUMEHTAX UCITOJb-
30BaJid AUTIIOUIHBIE MYXCKHE pacTeHUS
R. chamaemorus 13 TpUPOIHBIX MOMYJSALNMA (271),
MOJlyYeHHbIE Ha UX OCHOBE TarIOUIHbIE pacTe-
Hug (1n), a Takke TeTparmiouaHbii copt Nubu
[24] (4n). B paboTe MpUMEHSIIOCH IO 5 9K3eM-
TJISIPOB KaXXJ0TO0 00bEeKTa U3YUEHMUSI.

OO0BEKTHI MCCIe0OBaHUS KYJIBTUBUPOBATUCH
B JJabopaTOpPHBIX yCA0BUSAX. OTHOCUTEIbHOE
CHEeKTpaIbHOE paclipe/ieicHue U S3HepreTuye-
CKYI0 OCBEIIEHHOCTb U3MEPSJIM MPUOOPOM
“Cnektpodoromerp TKA” (“O00 HayyHo-Tex-
Hudeckoe npennpusaTue TKA”, Poccust). Ceto-
BbI€ CTeJIJIaXK1 ObLJIM OCHAILIEHBI TIOMUHECIICHT-
HeiMu nmamnamMu OSRAM L 36W/765
(“OSRAM”, Poccust) ¢ MTHTEHCUBHOCTBIO U3ITYy-
yeHus 49 MKMOJTb/C/M2,

[anonnHble pacTeHusI-pereHepaHTbI MOoMydaan
cornacHo paspaboTtaHHoi Metonuke [29]. [Tonreep-
JKIIEHWE WX TaTIOMITHOCTY TIPOBOAVIN MPSIMbBIM IO -
CYETOM XPOMOCOM B MEPUCTEMHOI 30He KOPHSI pa-
CTeHUIi-pereHepaHToB. KopHu momertiaim B (pukca-
top KapHya [1] 1 BblaepXX1BaJId B TEYEHUE CYTOK.
ITocne aToro nmpomeiBajiv B TeueHue 20 MUH IO,
MPOTOUYHOI BONOMA, TOMEIIaI B CMeCh (DEPMEHTOB
(0,3 % nextuHazbl, 0,3 % mauepassbl, 0,3 % Lemmnona-
3bl + LIUTpaTHBINI Oyhep) 1 MHKYOMPOBaIM B TEUEHIE
24 ipu Temmeparype 37 °C. I1oce 3T0oro pacturesib-
HBI MaTepyrai Ha 3 MUH romernani B 60 % ykcyc-
HYIO KUCJIOTY, [Jie MaTeprall u3MesIbyaliu Mpenapo-
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BaJILHOM UTJIOM, 00BOAMIM (prKcaTopoM 3:1, BCTpsi-
XMBaJI, TIPOMBIBAIM B aOCOTIOTHOM CITUPTE, TTOACY-
LLIMBAJI, OKPAILLIMBAJIU METUJICHOBbIM CUHUM, TPO-
MBIBAJIM B IMCTILTMPOBAHHOI BOJIE Y TIOICUMTHIBAIN
YLICIIO XPOMOCOM [ 1] TIp MOMOILIM CBETOBOI'O MUKPO-
ckona buomen-3 («buomeny, Poccus).

JlJ1s TIocueTa ymnciia 3aMbIKaIINX KIETOK
YCTBUII U XJIOPOTIJIACTOB UCTIOJIb30BAIU BbICEUKH
W3 JIUCThEeB IUAaMETPOM 5 MM (5 IIT. ¢ KaXA0T0
pactenust). OTOCHMMKU OCYIIECTBIISLIA (hOTO-
Hacankoit Samsung NX-10 («Samsung», FOxHas
Kopes ). DkcriepuMeHTalbHBIE JTaHHBIE 00pado-
TaHbl MPU MOMOIIU CTATUCTUYECKOTO TMakKeTa
nporpammsel «Microsoft Excel 2010» n mpencraB-
JICHBI B BUJIE CPEIHMX apru(PMeTUIeCKIX 3Hade-
Huit (M) ¢ ykazaHueM oluOKU cpeaHero (*
SEM) u koaddunmenta Bapuaiuu (Cv). OTcyT-
CTBUE TOCTOBEPHOCTU PA3TUIUIl CPEAHUX 3HAUE-
auit ipu P < 0,05 ¢ ncrmonp3oBanneM t-KpuTepust
CthloeHTa 0003HAYEHO B TAOJIMIIAX 3BE3I0UYKOI.

ITurmenTs! axkcTparupoBaiu 80 % aleToHOM
13 romoreHaTa J1ucTheB BecoM 200 mr. Comepxka-

HUE XJIOpO(PUIIIOB a,bu KAPOTUHOUIOB OMpe/ie-
JISLTU CTIEKTPO(POTOMETPUYECKHU TIPU TTOMOTIU
npubopa Genesys 10 UV-Vis (“Termo Electron
Corporation”, CIIIA) ncroab3yst MeTo, TIpeIIo-
xkennblii H.K. Lichtenthaleret al. [15], BeIpaxkanu
B MT/T cyXoii Macchl. Bce mpoBoauMbIe 3KCTIEpH -
MEHTbI UMeJIU 3-KPaTHYI0 MOBTOPHOCTh. Kax-
JIYI0 CEPUIO IKCTIEPUMEHTOB BBITIOTHSIUN eXXeMe-
CSIYHO, Ha TIPOTSKEHUM 3-X MecsieB. B kauecTse
KOHTPOJISI UCTTOJb30BaIU AUTIOUIHBIE pacTe-
HMUSI, IPOM3PACTAIOIINE B TIPUPOIHBIX YCIOBHUSIX.

Pe3yasrarsl M uX 00CyKIAeHHE

PesynbraThl ncclieqoBaHUS KOJMYECTBA 3a-
MBIKAIOLINX KJIETOK YCTBUII IT0KA3aI1, YTO Cpel-
HUe 3HaYeHMs I pacTeHui R. chamaemorus c
rarJIOMIHBIM Y TETPATJIOUIHBIM HAOOPOM XpO-
MOCOM JIOCTOBEPHO OTJIMYAIOTCSI OT KOHTPOJIbHO-
ro BapuaHTa (1ab. 1). [Ipu 3ToM y IUIIIIOMIHBIX
pacTeHUi, KyJIbTUBUPYEMBIX KaK B J1JabopaTop-
HBIX YCJIOBUSIX, TaK W MPU COJTHEYHOM OCBEILE-
HUU, TOKA3aTeJId OMUMHAKOBBIE.

Ta6namnna 1

CpeaHee YMCIIO YCThUIL B IOJIe 3pEHUSI MUKPOCKOIIA TTpy yBeaudeHuu 600 y TarIouaHbIX,
JUTUIOUIHBIX Y TeTPAIJIOUIHBIX pacTeHuit Rubus chamaemorus

Howmep lannongHble pacTeHUs JuruiongHble pacTeHUsT TeTparuiongHble pacTeHUS
PacTCHUA M £ SEM1,2 Cv, % M £SEM1,2 Cv,% M £SEM1,2 Cv,%
KouHTtpoib 14,7 £0,40 11,3 15,1 £0,60 8,1 15,5+0,50 5,4

1 9,1 +£0,50 12,8 15,2+ 0,30% 7,3 20,1 £0,30 10,6

2 10,4 + 0,40 12,3 13,5+ 0,50* 8,2 19,3+0,70 13,3

3 7,9 +0,20 6,4 15,4+ 0,70% 6,3 17,4+ 0,40 15,1

4 8,6 + 0,50 7,2 14,9 £ 0,20%* 9,2 19,6 +£ 0,40 11,6

5 8,1+0,20 3,3 16,0 = 0,60%* 10,2 21,4 +£0,30 12,5

HpI/I aHaJIn3€ KOJIUYECTBA XJIOPOILJIaCTOB B
3aMbIKaOIINX KJIE€TKaX YCTbUI]L OBILTO YCTaHOBJIC-

HO COOTBETCTBME MEXAY IJIOUTHOCTBIO U MX KO-
JIMYecTBOM (TadII. 2).

Ta6awna 2

CpenHee 91CiI0 XJIOPOILIACTOB B 3aMBIKAIOIINX KJIETKAaX YCThUII Y TAIUIOMIHBIX, JUTIONIHBIX
W TeTPAIJIONIHBIX pacTeHuil Rubus chamaemorus

Howmep lTannouaHsie pactenuss  AuniouaHble pacTeHUs:  TeTpariouHble pacTeHUs
pacTeHUA M + SEM1,2 Cv,% M =*SEMI,2 Cv,% M +SEMI1,2 Cv, %
KonTposb 21,6 £ 0,50 8,5 22,2 £0,70 5,9 22,1 £0,40 12,7
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Homep TamonaHkie pacteHus:  AuUIIoMaHbIe pacTeHUs]  TeTparuioMaHbIe pacTeHUSI
pacTCHUA M + SEM1,2 Cv,% M =*SEMI,2 Cv,% M +SEMI1,2 Cv, %

1 11,3+ 0,80 9,8 21,2 £0,60a 12,4  25,5%+0,50 13,2

2 13,4 £0,50 14,4 23,1 £0,90a 10,2 28,6 £ 0,60 14,5

3 15,9+ 0,20 15,7 19,3+ 0,80a 7,8 27,4+ 0,50 14,3

4 14,6 £ 0,90 7,6 22,6 £0,70a 140 26,7%£0,40 12,1

5 15,1 £ 0,60 8,9 20,7 £ 0,80a 11,4 253+£0,60 9,0

BrI10 yeTaHOBIIEHO, YTO CpeHee KOJTUIESCTBO
XJIOPOTUTACTOB B 3aMBIKAIOIINX KJIETKAX YCTHUIL Y
TaIIOMIHBIX PaCTeHUI-pereHepaHTOB, TTOJTyIeH-
HBIX B KYJBTYpe MUKPOCIIOp, BAPbUPOBAJIO OT

a

11,3 £ 0,80 mo 15,9 % 0,20 1mT., Ist ANIIOMIHBIX
pactenuit — ot 19,3 £ 0,80 mo 23,1 & 0,90 1T, 11t
TeTparIOUaHBIX — oT 25,3 £ 0,6 mo 28,6 £ 0,60
LLIT. COOTBETCTBEHHO (puc. 1).

B

Puc. 1. XitoporuiacTsl B 3aMBIKAIOIINX KJIETKAX YCTbUII pacTeHuil Rubus chamaemorus pa3HOTO
YPOBHS IJIOUTHOCTH: & — TaIUIOUIHbIE, 0 — TUTUIOUIHBIC, B — TETPATUIOUIHBIC

BbU10 ycTaHOBIEHO COOTBETCTBUE CONEPKAHMS
(POTOCUHTETUYECKIX ITUTMEHTOB B JINCTHSIX FAIIONI-
HBIX, TUIJIOUIHBIX U TETPATUIOMIHBIX PACTEHUIA
R. chamaemorus ypoOBHIO TUIOUTHOCTH (TabI. 3).
BonbimMHCTBO MoKa3artelieil raryionIHbIX U TeTpa-
IUTOMIHBIX PACTeHUI JOCTOBEPHO OTIMYAINCH OT

KOHTpOJIbHOTO BapuaHTa. [1pu aTom conepxkaHue
(OTOCMHTETUYECKUX ITUTMEHTOB (XJI0pO(UIIIOB a
1 b, KapOTUHOWIOB) Y TAIIOMIHBIX PACTEHMI1 ObLIO
CTaOWJIBHO HMZKEe KOHTPOJIBHOTO BapUaHTa U TUTLIO-
WITHBIX PACTEHUI, KyJTETUBUPYEMBIX B JJAOOPATOPHBIX
YCJIOBUSIX, @ Y TETPAIUIOUIOB CTAOMIHLHO BhILIIE.

Tab6muma 3

Copnepzkanne (POTOCUMHTETUICCKUX ITMTMEHTOB B INCThSIX Rubus chamaemorus

Howmep pactenust Xnopodumn a, Xaopodpua b, KaporuHouabl, OtHouieHue OTHOILIEHUE

MT/T MT/T MT/T Xna/Xnb X1/ Kap
larutonmHbIe pacTeHUS
KoHTposb 14,9+ 1,10 3,8 £0,40 4,1%+0,20 3,8 4.6
1 9,1 +0,80 2,5+ 0,30 3,2+0,30 3,6 3,6
2 9,7+ 0,20 3,1+0,20 3,2+ 0,40* 3,1 4,0
3 10,2 £ 0,40 3,2+ 0,30* 2,8 +0,30 3,2 4.8
4 8,9 £0,30 2,4+0,50 2,7+0,10 3,7 4,2
5 9,5+ 0,20 3,0+0,40 2,9+0,30 3,2 4,3

JwurmmongHbie pacTeHUS
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Howmep pactenust Xnopodumt a, Xiaopodpwwt b, Kaporunouapl, OtHouieHne OTHOLICHUE
MT/T MT/T MTI/T Xna/Xnb X / Kap

KoHTposb 15,3+ 0,90 4,0 £0,30 3,8 +0,40 3,8 5,0

1 14,2 + 0,80 4,1 +£0,20* 3,6 £0,40 3,4 5,0

2 13,8 0,60 3,8 +0,30* 3,8 40,30 3,6 4,6

3 15,0 £ 0,40 3,6 £ 0,20* 4,2+0,50 4,1 4.4

4 14,8 + 0,30 4,0 £0,40% 4,1+£0,30 3,7 4,5

5 14,6 = 0,50 3,9 £0,50* 4,2 +0,60 3,7 4.4

TeTparuionaHble pacTeHUS

KonTposb 15,7 £ 0,40 3,5+ 0,50 4,2 +0,50 4.4 4,6

1 16,9 £ 0,30 4,2+0,20 5,3%+0,40 4,0 3,9

2 17,4 £ 0,60 4,5+0,30 5,2+ 0,60* 3,8 4,2

3 16,8 + 0,40 4,3+0,20 4,8 +0,40 3,9 43

4 16.7 £ 0,30 3,9+ 0,20* 4,4+0,30 42 4,8

5 17,0 = 0,50 4,4 +0,40 4,5+ 0,60* 3,9 4,7

ITo pe3ysibTraTam OHUX UCCIEAOBAHUM, TTPO-
BeZleHHBIX Ha Arabidopsis thaliana (L.) Heynh., mo-
BbILLIEHHAS TVIOMIHOCTD IIPUBOIUT K YBEJIMUECHUIO
pa3Mepa KJIETOK, MX KOJIMYEeCTBa U TIOLIAIM JINCTA
[16].ITo apyrum maHHBIM (Ha puMepe Gossypium
hirsutum L.) — TIpu yBeJIMYEHUU pa3Mepa KIECTOK
HaOII0maeTcsl yMeHbllIeHre uxX yncia [22] (omHako
B TIEPBYIO OYEPE/Ib ITO XapaKTEPHO IS aJUTOTOJI-
wiouaoB [19]). B Hamem nccnenoBanum ObLIO
YCTaHOBJICHO COOTBETCTBHE INTIOMITHOCTH C KOJIMYE-
CTBOM YCTbUYHBIX KJIETOK, YTO COIJIACYeTCs C MOy~
YEHHBIMM JAHHBIMU [UTS Psiaa KYJIBTYP.

B Hacrositiiee BpeMst OTHUM U3 Haubosiee mpo-
CTBIX CPABHUTEIBHBIX KCITPECC-METOIOB OMpee-
JICHUS] IJIOUJHOCTU PACTeHUI SIBJISIETCSI METO.I
To/icUeTa XJIOPOIIACTOB B 3aMbIKAIOIIMX KJIETKAaX
[3, 18]. BMecTe ¢ TeM KOPpEsLMs 110 KOJTMIECTBY
XJIOPOIIACTOB ¥ YPOBHEM ILTOMIHOCTU HE BCEraa
BoipaxkeHa [19]. st R. chamaemorus 3Ta 3aBUCH-
MOCTb Y€TKO ITPOCIIEKIBACTCSI.

WccnenoBaHus, MpOBOAUBIIMECS Ha pa3-
JIMYHBIX TIpeAcTaBUTeNsIX poaa Triticum u Secale,
rokKasajiu, 4YTO MOJUTIJIOUIbl UMEIOT OOoJiblIee
KOJMYECTBO (DOTOCMHTETUIECKUX ITUTMEHTOB 1
o0JiafaoT Ooblleii GPOTOCUMHTETUUECKOM CIO-
cobHocrtsio [7, 13].

B xome Hammx 3KCIepuMMEHTOB HabJroga-
JIOCh coxXpaHeHue OanaHca POTOCUMHTETUYECKUX
IMMTMEHTOB, KaK Ha TaIUIOMIHOM, TaK 1 TeTpa-
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TJIOMIHOM YpoBHe. [ToslydeHHbIe JaHHBIE COTIa-
cyrorcd ¢ pesyapratamMu Y.E. Chen et al. [7] n
M.S. Li et al. [13] oTHOCUTENbHO YBEJIUYEHUS
(boTOCHMHTETHYECKOU CITOCOOHOCTH Y MOJUILIO-
UIHBIX (hOPM pPaCTEHUIA.

3akioueHne

Ha npuMepe 1ieHHOTO SroIHOIr0 pacTeHUs
R. chamaemorus nipencTaBiIeHbl JAHHBIE O TOCTO-
BEPHBIX PA3INUUSIX POTOCUHTETUUECKOM CITO-
COOHOCTH, 3aKJIIOUAIOIINXCS B COAEPKaHUU (O~
TOCHUHTETUYECKUX MUTMEHTOB U clieludprKe
YCTBUYHOTO armapara pacTeHuit 1n, 2n u 4n mio-
WIHOCTH. YCTAaHOBJIEHA 3aBUCUMOCTb KOJIMYE-
cTBa POTOCUHTETUUECKUX MTUTMEHTOB (XJI0PO-
duia a, xaopoduiia b u KapaTUHOUIOB), KO-
JIMYECTBA XJIOPOILIACTOB B 3aMBIKAKOIIMX KIIETKAX
yctbull R. chamaemorus v TNTIOUAHOCTUA PACTEHU N
¢ HabopoM xpoMocoM 1n, 2n n 4n. CpenHee KO-
JIMYECTBO XJIOPOILJIACTOB Y FalIONI0B COCTABUIIO
or 11,3+ 0.80 1o 15,9 + 0,20 1T., UIST AUTIONT -
HBIX pacTeHuii — oT 19,3 = 0,80 mo
23,1 £ 0,90 wT., A TeTpamJOUAHBIX —
25,3 £0,60 u 28,6 £ 0,60 wt. CogepxxaHue XjI0-
podUII0B a M b 1 KAPOTUHOMIOB Y TATUIOUTHBIX
pacTeHuii OBUIO JOCTOBEPHO HMKE, UEM Y IMTLIO-
MIHBIX U TETPAIUIOUIHBIX paCTeHUIA. BbIsiBIIeH-
Has o1t Buga R. chamaemorus 3aBUCUMOCTb KO-
JINYECTBA XJIOPOILIACTOB Y YPOBHSI TNIOMIHOCTU
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MO3BOJISIET UCITOJIL30BaTh JAHHYIO BUAOCIIELIM-  MOI'O B KOHTPOJUPYEMBIX yCIOBUAX. TTomydyeH-
(UuHYI0 0COOEHHOCTh YCTBUUHOTO afiapaTa B HbIe JJIs UCCIEAyeMOTro Buaa JaHHBIE MOTYT
KauyecTBe DKCIIpeCC-MeTOoAa OIpele/IeHUs IUIO-  IIPEACTaBIIATh MHTEPEC IPU CEJIEKLIMOHHOM CO-
MIHOCTY PACTeHUI JaHHOTO BUJA. BEpLICHCTBOBAHUY U CO3JaHUU HOBBIX COPTOBBIX
[MpuHLMNMaNbHAS HOBU3HA JAHHOTO Ucclie-  (GopM R. chamaemorus.

JIOBAHUSI 3aKJ0Uaiach B OLIEHKE COAEPXKAHUSI Hccenedosanue évinoanero 3a cuem epanma
(GOTOCMHTETUYECKMX MMUTMEHTOB, HEKOTOPHIX  Poccuiickoeo nayunoeo gonda No 22—26—20086,
MOpGhOMETPUIECKUX OCOOEHHOCTE! YCTbUUHOTO  (https.//rscf.ru/project/22—26—20086), u npu pu-
ammapara OT TrarJIOUIHOTrO 10 MOJIUIIJIOUIHOTO  HAHCO80U noddepicke Aomunucmpauuu Kocmpom-
YPOBHS B Mpeaeaax OOHOTO BUAA, KYJABTUBUPYe-  CKOIl 00aacmu
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