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Pecnybnuxa benapyco

ONITUMMU3ATIUA DTAITA MUKPOPASMHOKEHUA IN VITRO COPTOB I'PYIIIH,
PAIOHUPOBAHHBIX B BEJIAPYCH

Annotanus. O6beKkTaMu UcciaenoBaHui ctanu 9 paiionnpoBaHHbIX B PecriyOnuke benapycs copToB rpynmu, B TOM 4HC-
ne 8 Gemopycckoit cenexun (bemopycckas mozmguss, Bunmst, 3ases, Kymama, IIpocto Mapus, Crnakyca, Slcauxa (P. com-
munis x P.x ussuriensis), Kynecauna (P. communis X PX pyrifolia)) n 1 ’HTpoIyIMpOBaHHBIH copT Tanrapckast KpacaBHIa
(P. communis x P.x pyrifolia). OnpeneneHsl ONTHMAIbHBIE TTUTATENBHBIC CPEAbl IS PA3MHOXKEHHS TPYIIN: IS COPTOB
Kynamna, ITpocto Mapus u Slcauka — arapuzoBannas cpena DKW; nist copros Cniakyca, Tanrapckas kpacasuua, benopycckas
no3nusis, Kynecaunia — DKW u monudunuposannas cpena MS. (comepkanue NH4NO3 YMEHBIICHO 10 Y4). OnTuManbHas
KOHIEHTpanust 6-bBA 115 pasMHOXKEHUs! COPTOB Ipymu coctaBuia. 1,0 mr/n. [loBeimenne xonnenTpanuu 6-bA mo 2,0 mr/in
TI03BOJISIET YBETHMINBAThH KOITMIECTBO MOOETOB HA HKCIUIAHT, HO YMEHBIIAET BHICOTY MOOETOB (T. €. IPUTOJHOCTH K YKOPEHe-
HUIO) ¥ BBI3BIBACT MOSIBIECHHE Y3KUX M HEPA3BEPHYTHIX JTUCTBEB C MpU3HaKaMH BUTpUPUKannu. CTUMYISAIHS pOCTa Ma3yIi-
HBIX [T0YEK U MOBHINICHNE KO3 HUIIMEHTa Pa3MHOKEHHU I BCEX M3YUCHHBIX COPTOB IPYIIM C COXPAaHEHHEM KauyecTBa o0eros
MOXeT OBITh JJOCTUTHYTA ITyTEM yJaJICHHs BEPXYLICYHOH HOYKH U JINCTHEB Y MUKPOIIOOErOB M MX TOPU30HTAIBHBIM PACIIO-
noxkeHHeM (JutmHa mobera 1,5-2 cM) Ha mUTaTeNBbHOH cpene. Vcroap3oBaHHe COCYNOB JUISL KYJIBTUBHPOBAHUS OOJIBIIOTO
o6bema (250—450 MIT) TTOJNOKUTEIHHO BIHSIET HA CKOPOCTH MpoHdepaii COpTOB IPYIIH.

KuroueBsie ciioBa: Pyrus, in vitro, nutatenbHas cpena, DKW, MS, kosddunnenT pazMHoxKeHHS
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Elena V. Kolbanova, Natallia V. Kukharchyk, Tatsiana N. Bazhydai

Institute for Fruit Growing, National Academy of Sciences of Belarus, Samokhvalovichy, Republic of Belarus

OPTIMIZATION OF IN VITRO MICROPROPAGATION STAGE OF PEAR
VARIETIES REGIONALIZED IN BELARUS

Abstract. The objects of the study were 9 pear varieties regionalized in the Republic of Belarus including 8 varieties of
Belarusian selection (Belorusskaya pozdnyaya, Viliya, Zaveya, Kupala, Prosto Maria, Spakusa, Yasachka (P. communis x
P.x ussuriensis), Kudesnitsa (P. communis x P.x pyrifolia)) and 1 introduced variety Talgarskaya krasavitsa (P. communis x
P.x pyrifolia). Optimal nutrient media for pear propagation were determined: agarized DKW medium for varieties Kupala,
Prosto Maria and Yasachka, and DKW and modified MS medium (the NH,NO, content was reduced to ') for varieties
Spakusa, Talgarskaya krasavitsa, Belorusskaya pozdnyaya, and Kudesnitsa. The optimal concentration of 6-BA for propaga-
tion of pearvarieties made 1.0 mg/l. Increasing the concentration of 6-BA to 2.0 mg/I allows increasing the number of shoots
per explant, but reduces the height of the shoots (i. e. readiness for rooting) and results in narrow and unexpanded leaves with
symptoms of vitrification. Stimulation of growth of axillary buds and increase in propagation coefficient of all studied pear
varieties, maintaining the quality of the shoots, can be achieved by removing the apical bud and leaves of microshoots and
placing them horizontally (shoot length 1.5-2 cm) on nutrient medium. The use of large-volume culture vessels (250—450 ml)
has a positive effect on proliferation rate of pear varieties.

Keywords: Pyrus, in vitro, nutrient medium, DKW, MS, propagation coefficient
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BBenenne. Hanbosee gacTo ucmonb3yeMas cpena st MUKPOPa3MHOKEHHS TIPEACTaBUTENCH poa
Pyrus — cpena Mypacure u Ckyra (MS). OHa ycIienrHO MCTOIb30Bajach IS pa3MHOKEHHS COPTOB
P. communis William’s Bon Chrétien, Packam’s Triumph, Beurré Bosc [1], Conference [2—4], Abate
Fétel, Decana del Comizio [3], Doyenné d’Hiver [4], Bartlett [5], Seckel [6—8], Koporecka. [9]; Barburina,
Manteca Oscura [10], copta P. serotina Hosui u coptoB P. communis La France u Bartlett x La France
[11], copTtoB P. communis Boeixuuima, JIbBoBCKkHil cyBeHUp, Pokconmana, XpucTuaHnka, YepemInuHa,
Otion [12], mytamuu coprta Dr. Jules Guyot P. communis [13], copra P. communis Carrick, copToB
Garber (P. communis x P. pyrifolia), Smith (P. communis x P. pyrifolia) [14], monBost P. communis
Pyrodwarf [15, 16], copros P. pyrifolia Hosui, Kosui, Nijisseiki, Shinseiki, Shinsu [17], qukoii rpymm
P. syrica [18], P. betulaefolia n P. ussuriensis [19], cesuueB P. calleryana [20], nonsost P. calleryana
D-6 [21, 22]. Pan aBTOpOB Hcmonb30Baiu MoauduuupoBanHyio cpeay. MS. B [23] uznoxeH ombiT
MIPUMEHCHHUS JUIST Pa3MHOKEHUS TpeX moaBoeB P. communis — OH X F69, OH % F40 u OH x F87 cpenpl
MS ¢ nonosunnoii konuenrpanueir NH,NO, n KNO,. A. C. [lanTac ¢ coasTopamu [24] npu pasMHo-
eHuu copta P. communis Red Bartlett u coptoB P. pyrifolia Hosui, Nijisseiki yMeHbIIaI1 KOJTUYECTBO
azora B cpege MS 1o Ya.

XoTs1 B OOJIBILIMHCTBE CIy4aeB sl MUKPOPa3MHOXKEHHS TPYIN UCIONB3YIOT cpeny MS, umerorcst
coo0ieHus 00 ucnonb3oBanuu apyrux cpen: Jlenyaspa, Uenra u Woody Plant Media (WPM). Cpeny
Jlemyaspa [25] ucrmonb30Baiu ISt MUKPOpa3MHOKEHUsI cOpToB P. communis Passe-Crassane u Williams
(Bartlett) [26—28]. B [29] uccienoBatenu 0TMeUaroT, 94TO cpena JlemyaBpa miisi MUKPOPa3MHOKEHHU S
coptoB P. communis Rocha u Williams snyuiue, uem MS..C. MopeTTH ¢ coaBTOpaMu UCIIOIb30BaIH AJIs
nponudepaunn coproB P. communis Kaiser, Max Red Bartlett, Williams nurtatensHyio cpeny,
cocTosIy0 U3 Makpocosied no JlemyaBpa u mukpoconeit mo MS [30]. B [31] Obutu OlleHEHBI Cpe/bI
Uenra u WPM, coxepxamnue psn xorrnenTpanuii bA, HYK u UMK 115 pa3MHOXXEHHS TpeX MOABOCB
P. calleryana — OPR 157, OPR 260 u P. communis OH % F230. Cpena Yenra ¢ 8 uM BA nyurmie Bcero
MTOJIXOMUT JUISL Pa3MHOKCHHS BCEX T'€HOTHIIOB, HO THIIBI ayKCHHOB pa3zHooOpasHbl st OPR 260
u OH x F230 — 0,5 uM UMK, OPR 157 — 0,5 uM HVYK wnu 6e3 nobasnenus aykcuHa. Cpensl Uenra
u JlenyaBpa oxasanuch Ooiee 3()(PEeKTUBHBIMHU 71 MHUKPOPa3MHOKEHHUS MOABOECB P. communis
(OH x F 34, 40, 69, 87, 217, 230), uem epensl MS u Viseur [32]. B pabdote [33] aBTOp HCIIOJIL30BAI CPEy
UYenra st MUKpopa3MHOkeHUs 49 BusioB u coptoB Pyrus. Cpena WPM [34] ¢ no6asienuem 2 uM BA
u 0,5 uM MK onrtumansra nig mponudepanun copta P. calleryana Bradford [35]. Cormacuo [36]
cpena WPM Ob1na nydmeit cpenoit-nus nponudepaunn P. pyrifolia copros Nijisseiki, Osa-nijisseiki,
qutst ipyrux resotunos (Kosui, Hosui, Yagumo, Shinsui) Tpe6oBanoch yMeHbIIEHHE COIEH HATIOJIOBHUHY.
AHanoruuHeM o0pazoMm cpega WPM Oblia Gonee sddexTrBHa A mpoiaudepanuu Mmoderos copra
P. pyrifolia Gola, yem cpena MS [37]. UccrnenoBatenu B [38] oTMeTHiin BRICOKHE KO(DOUIIMEHTHI pa3-
mHoxeHus (11,2) nukoii rpymm P. pyrifolia xak na cpene WPM, tak u Ha cpene MS (10,21), o6e cpenbr
o norostHeHs! BA (1,5 Mr/m) u UMK (0,5 mr/m). B [39] yuenble cpaBHIIN 2 MUHEpAJIbHBIE CPEIbI
MS (nomnas u 2 conett) 1 WPM, nomonmuenusie 2,5 mr/a BA, 0,1 mr/m UMK, ¢ u 6e3 0,3 % akTuBupo-
BAaHHOTO YTJISl U BBISBUJIM, YTO MUHEpaIbHAs OCHOBA Cpelbl HE BIUSCT Ha Mpoiudepanuio noderos
P. pyrifolia copt-Hosui, a BOT aKTUBHPOBAaHHBII Yrojib OY€Hb CHIBHO MHTHOMpPOBas 00Opa3oBaHUE
nasyuHbix noderos. B [40] npu mukpopasmuoxenuu P. pyrifolia coproB Kosui u Hosui ucnonib3oBaiu
cpeny WPM.

L]env uccnedosanus — ONTUMHU3UPOBATH ATAl MUKPOPA3MHOKEHUS i Vitro COPTOB IPyIN Oesopyc-
CKOT'0.COPTHMEHTA.

Marepuaabl U MeTOABI HcciaeqoBaHuA. lccrnenoBaHus MpoBOAWIN B OTAENE OHOTEXHOJIOTHH
PVYIT «MuctutyT mnomoBoactBa» B 2018—2024 rr. OOBEKTH HccienoBaHui: 9 paloOHMPOBaHHBIX
B PecniyOnuke benapych copToB rpyuy, u3 HuX 8 Gesnopycckoii cenekuuu: benopycckas nozausis, Bu-
nus, 3aBes, Kynama, [Ipocto Mapus, Cnakyca, fcauka (P. communis x P.x ussuriensis), Kynecauiia
(P. communis x Px pyrifolia) n 1 naTponyunpoBanHbiii copt Tanrapckas kpacaBuua (P. communis *
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Px pyrifolia). [IpoucxoxeHre COPTOB MPHUBEACHO MO AaHHBIM cOTpyaHUKOB PYII «MHCcTuTy T mutono-
BoAcTBa» [41-49].

[urarenpHble cpeabl. Moduguyuposannan azapuszosannas numamenvias cpeoa MS: Makpo=u Mu-
kpoconu, FeNa-EDTA no MS, 3a uckmouennem NH,NO,, — 7 mo MS, suramunsl B, B, PP — mo
0,5 mr/n, sButamun C — 1,5 mr/n, mezouno3ut — 100 mr/i, ¢ nobaBneHuem 6-OeH3uiazeHuHa (0-BA)
B KoHIleHTpanusx 1,0 u 2,0 mr/i, caxaposa — 30 /i, pH 5,8.

Tumamenvnas azcapuzosannas cpeoa WPM: makpo- u mukpoconu, FeNa-EDTA, ButaMuHbI 10
WPM, ¢ no6asnenuem 6-bA B xonuenTparnusx 0,5; 1,0 u 2,0 mr/i, caxaposa — 30 /i1, pH'5,8.

Tlumamenvnas cpeda Driver and Kuniyuki Walnut (DKW) medium [50]: Makpo- 1 MUKPOCOJH T10
DKW, Ferric-EDDHA (Duchefa Biochemie) — 100 mr/in, Buramunsl mo DKW, ¢ nodaBnenuem 6-BA
B KoHTIeHTpanwsx 0,5; 1,0 u 2,0 M1/, caxapo3a — 30 1/, arap — 5,8 v/ umm Gelrite (Duchefa Biochemie) —
2,51/n, pH 5,5.

ABTOKJIaBUPOBAaHUE CPEl IMPOBOAMIN B TedeHue 15 MMH mocie no0aBiICHUs PEryisiTOPOB pocTa
U BUTaMuHOB 1ipu 0,9—1 aTm.

YcnoBust kyneTuBUpoBaHus: ocenienne (iammbl NARVA LT, 36 W)= 2,5-3 TbIC. IIK, TeMIieparypa —
20-22 °C u doronepuon — 16/8 u. Mukponoberu Ha IPOTSHKEHUU 1—7-ro maccakel KyJIBTHBAPOBAIH
B mpobupkax pazmepom 220 x 22 MM ¢ 00beMOM IHUTaTENbHON cpeabl 10 mMil, B 1ajdpbHEHIIMX Macca-
KaxX — B CTEKJISTHHBIX OaHKax o0bemMoM 250 u 450 mut ¢ Komn4ecTBOM muTaresbHor cpenbl 60 u 80 mu
COOTBETCTBEHHO. B Kaxxayro 0aHKy BhICaXXKHBaJIOCh IO 10 MUKpOMOOEroB, B MpoOHpKY — 1 MUKpoIOOeT.
JnutenbHOCTh CyOKYJIBTUBUPOBAHUS — O HEAETb.

Cratuctudeckyio o0pabOTKy MPOBOAMIIM C MOMOIIBIO  mporpaMmbl Statistica 10.0, ucmonb3ys
ANOVA, onHOaKTOpHBIH 1 MHOTO(AKTOPHBIN aHanu3, Kputepuit JyHkana npu p < 0,05 ans cpaBHe-
HHUS CPEeTHUX BenuuuH (n = 3).

Pesynbrarbl u ux oocy:xkaenue. Mukpopazmuoscenue (1-7-ii naccasxicu) na moouguyuposan-
Holl numamenvhoil cpede MS. B Tedenne nepBuIx 6 TTacca)eil mocie BBEJCHUS B KYJIbTYPY in Vitro Bce
copTa I'pylIHd KyJIBTHUBUPOBAINCH HA MOJU(PHUIMPOBAHHON arapu3oBaHHOU cpene MS (KOHIIEHTpanus
NH,NO, ymenbiena B 4 pasa), 1ononHeHHO# 6-bA B xonnenTpanuu 2,0 Mr/i, Koropas paspadorana
B otaene ouorexHonoruu PYII « MHCTHTY T ITII0A0BOACTBAY 1Sl pa3MHOKEHUST KJIOHOBBIX MTOABOEB I'PY-
mu [51]. dnsa coproB Cnakyca, benopycekas-mo3ausisi u Tanarapckasi KpacaBulla 3Taml CTAOMIN3AINU
KYJBTYPHI i1 Vitro COCTaBHII 2 Taccaxa, yKe B 3-M maccaxe y 3Tux coptos 28,3—51,5 % nobderos Obun
IPUTOAHBI K YKOPEHEHHIO (BbIcoTa Oojiee 2—3 cM) U KOA(PPHUIIMEHT pa3MHOXKEHHUS BapbupoBai oT 3,1
710 3,5 B 3aBUCHUMOCTH OT coprta. Y copra Criakyca Ha nocieayrommux 4—6-m naccaxax k03(GQuiueHt
Pa3MHOXKEHHS COCTaBIII 3,5—3,8 M KOJTMYECTBO MOOETOB, MPUTOAHBIX K YKOPEHEHHTO JocTturaio 53,0 %.
Y coptoB benopycckas mo3aHsis u Tanrapckast KpacaBuIla Ha MPOTsDKEHUH 4—6-10 Taccaxeit koddhu-
LUEHT pa3MHOXeHus Ol 3,5-4,5 1 2,2-3,1 COOTBETCTBEHHO, KOJIMYECTBO 1MOOEr0B, IPUTOIHBIX K YKO-
penenuro, nocturaio 41,9 %y copta benmopycckas mo3nuss u 54,2 % y copta Tanrapckas kpacaBulia.
VY copra Kymama srtam cCrabnnusanuu KyJnbTYpsl in vitro OBIIT HMPOJOIDKHUTEIBHOCTBIO 3 maccaxa,
Ha 4—6-M Taccaxkax Impu KodphunnenTe pasmMHoxKeHUS 3,3—4,9 MporeHT moderoB, MPUTOTHBIX K YKO-
penerwto, xonebdancs ot 28,3 mo 31,9. V copra IIpocto Mapus sTan ctabunu3anuu KyJabTypHI in Vitro
JuTHIICs 4 maccaxka, Ha IPOTsHKEHUN 5—6-10 maccakeid KoapUIMEHT pa3MHOKEHHS He TTPEBBICHT 2,3,
JI0J151 T0OEToB, IPUTOIHBIX K YKOPEHEHUI0, cocTaisiia 8,8—12,6 %. Y copra Kynecuuna sramn crabunu-
3alMU KYJIBTYPBIiA Vitro IPONOIIKAJICS NEpBbIe 5 maccaxei, Ha 6-M naccaxe chOpMUPOBAIHCH TOOETH
(18,9 %), npuroaHble K YKOPEHEHHIO, U KO3(OUIUCHT pa3MHOKeHUs Obu1 2,6. CTadmin3auuu KyJabTy-
pHl in vitro copToB Bunus, 3aBes u fcauka Ha MoguduIupoBaHHON arapu3oBaHHOH cpene MS, pomon-
HEHHOH 6-bA B xonuentpanuu 2,0 MI/11, TOCTUTHYTh HE yAaJlock: copTta Bunus u 3aBes norubnu B Te-
YeHUe MepBhIX 2 maccaxeil, y copra fcauka koadduuueHT pazmMHokeHUs: focTHT 2,0 TOIBKO K 6-My
MaccaxKy MpH OTCYTCTBUU MOOETOB, MPUTOAHBIX K YKOpeHeHuto. Takum oOpaszom, 1iisi copra Scauka
MUTaTeIbHas Cpejia Ha OCHOBE MUHEPAIbHOTO cocTaBa MS Henpuroana (tadu. 1).

Ha mpotsbxkennu 7-ro maccaska MHKPONOOETH COPTOB TPYIIH KYJIBTHBHPOBAJINUCH B JBYX BHAAX
cocynoB: mpobupka (220 x 22 mMm) u crexiasiHHas 6anka (V= 250 mu). Cpena 1uisi KyJIbTHBAPOBaHUS
ocTaBajach TaKOH JKe, KaKk M Ha MPOTSDKEHHH MPEAIIECTBYIOMNX 6 maccaxkeil: MoauduiupoBaHHas
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Tabnauna 1. DpPeKTHBHOCTH CTAGHIH3ALMH KYJIBTYPHI in vitro COPTOB IPYIIH HA MPOTSZKeHUH 1—6-ro maccaxei
nocJie BBeJeHNUsl B KYJIbTYPY in vitro

Table 1. Efficiency of in vitro crop stabilization of pear varieties during 1-6 passages after initiation to in vitro crop

Copt MMaccax Koadduunent pasmuoxkeHns Honir;zi;r::éff}fg/flﬂlx

benopycckas no3nusis 1 1,0* 0

2 2,5+0,2 0

3 3,5+0,3 33,0%1,7

4 4,3+03 22,8+ 1,1

5 4,5+0,1 319+ 1,8

6 3,6+0,1 41,9+2,5
Bunus 1 1,0%* 0

2 1,0* 0
3aBest 1 1,0* 0

2 1,0* 0
Kynecunuma 1 1,0%* 0

2 1,0* 0

3 3,0% 0

4 2,8% 0

5 3,4+0,3 0

6 2,6+0,2 18,9+2,0
Kynana 1 1,0* 0

2 2,0 0

3 34+02 0

4 4,9+0,1 28,3+2,7

5 3,602 31,9+2,3

6 3,3+0,1 30,0 4,7
IIpocTo Mapus 1 1,0* 0

2 3,1* 0

3 3,2+0,3 0

4 2,0+0,1 0

5 1,9 £0,03 12,6 £1,2

6 2,3+£0,2 8,8+0,9
Cnakyca 1 1,0* 0

2 34+0,2 0

3 3,8+0,1 28,3+3,3

4 3,5+0,2 36,3+1,2

5 3,8+0,3 21,8 +2,8

6 37+0,1 53,0+4,7
Tanrapckas kpacaBuma 1 1,0* 0

2 2,5+0,2 0

3 3,1+0,1 51,5+4,1

4 2,6+0,1 48,3 +4,5

5 3,0+£0,2 54,2+3,8

6 2,2+0,03 47,1 +£4.2
Slcauka 1 1,0* 0

2 1,0% 0

3 1,3* 0

4 1,5% 0

5 1,7% 0

6 2,0* 0

II'puMmedanmue. [Janasie oToOOpaKeHBI CIETYIOMMIM 00pa30oM: CpeAHEe 3HAUCHHE + CTaHapTHAS OMTHOKA.
* Konn4ecTBO MEKPONOOETOB, HEIOCTATOYHOE IS CTATHCTUYECKOH 00pabOTKH.

N o t e. Data are shown as mean + standard error.

* The number of microshoots, insufficient for statistical processing.
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copT * cocyn ans KynbTusuposanus; Weighted Means
Current effect: F(5, 24)=24,754, p=0,00000
Effective hypothesis decomposition
Vertical bars denote +/- standard errors
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Puc. 1. Koaddumnuent pa3sMHOKEHNS COPTOB I'PYLIM HPU HCIIOJIB30BAHHH JIBYX BHJIOB COCY/IOB
JUTSL KyJIBTUBHPOBAHUS in vitro (MognuIMpoBaHHAsI arapu3oBanHas cpera MS ¢ 2,0 mr/m 6-BA)

Fig. 1. Propagation coefficient of pear varieties using two types of in vitro cultivation vessels
(modified agarized medium with 2.0 mg/1 of 6-BA)

Puc. 2. Y3kue, Hepa3BepHYTHIE JTUCTHS, HEKPO3
BEPXYIICYHOM MOYKHU Yy MUKPOIIOOETrOB copTa
Croakyca Ha MOTU(DUITUPOBAHHOU
arapusoBaHHas cpene MS ¢ 2,0 mr/n 6-bBA

Fig. 2. Narrow, unexpanded leaves, necrosis
of apical bud in microshoots of variety Spakusa
on modified agarized MS medium
with 2.0 mg/1 of 6-BA

arapu3oBaHHas cpeaa MS, nonoiaHenHas 6-bA B KOHIIEHTpa-
unu 2,0 Mr/n. D¢pPeKTUBHOCT MUKPOPAa3MHOXEHUS Ha 7-M
raccake ¢ BBICOKOM cTeneHblo octoBepHocTH (p < 0,0001)
olpenensyiach T€HOTHIIOM pacTeHUs, BHAOM cOCynda A
KyJBTUBUPOBAHMS W IBYyMs (aKTOpamMu BMecTe. Y COpPTOB
Cnakyca, Tanrapckas kpacasuua, Kynecuuia, benopycckas
no3aHsad u Kynana ysenudeHnue cocyna aiis KyJIbTHBHPOBa-
HUS NOJOXKUTEIBHO CKAa3aJ0Ch HA CKOPOCTH NMpoaudeparuu.
KoadhpumuenT pazmuoskenns ypenuauics B 1,3 paza y copra
Kymnamna, B 1,6 paza —y copta benopycckas mo3ausis, B 2,0 pa-
3a — y copra Kynecuuna, B 2,6 paza — y coproB Crnakyca
u Tanrapckas kpacaBuua. Tonbko y copta [Ipocto Mapus
yBeIMUEHHE 00beMa COCyAa AJi KyJIbTUBUPOBAHUS HE OKa-
3aJI0 TOJIOKUTEIBHOTO BIUSHHUS Ha CKOPOCTH Hpoiudepa-
uuu (puc. 1). (JanHble ¢ OAMHAKOBBIMU OYKBaMHU CTaTHCTHU-
4yecku He pasznuuarorcs npu p < 0,05 (kputepuit JyHkana);
TO )K€ Ha pUCYyHKax 2, 4, 5.)

Cremyet OTMETHUTB, YTO K 7-My TIaCcCaxKy JJTUTENTLHOE KYITh-
THBHPOBaHUE MUKPOMOOETroB (Ha mMpoTsiKeHuu 1-7-ro nacca-
JKeil) Ha cpelle ¢ BBICOKOHM KOHIIeHTpanued 6-BA (2,0 mr/m)
MPUBENIO K YXY/IIIEHHIO KayecTBa MOOETroB y BCEX COPTOB:
MOSIBUJIUCH TIPU3HAKU BUTPU(PUKALMH, Y3KHE U HEpa3BEpPHY-
THIE JIUCThS, HEKPO3 BEPXYIIEUHON MOYKH (pHC. 2).
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YMeHbIeHne KoHneHTpanuu 6-bA 1o 1,0 Mr/n cHu3mio ckopocts nponudepanuu a0 1,9-5,5 mobde-
ra Ha 9KCIUIAHT B 3aBUCHUMOCTH OT COPTa, HO YBEIUYUIIO KOJTUYECTBO T00eroB (85—87 %) ¢ HOpMaIbHbI-
MH JTUCTBSIMU (pHC. 3).

coprt; Weighted Means
Wilks lambda=,00585, F(10, 22)=26,560, p=0,00000
Effective hypothesis decomposition

Vertical bars denote +/- standard errors

T T T T T T

83,3A

20b 21b 19b 19b 260
|
KynecHuua Mpocto Mapus Benopycckasa nosgHas
Tanrapckas Kpacasuvua Cnakyca Kynana
Copt

B «osdh UL MeHT pasmHokeHUs
= nons noberos, NpUrodHLIXK YKOpeHeHWIo, %

Puc. 3. KoadhuuneHT pa3sMHOKEHHUS COPTOB TPYIIN IPH KyJIbTHBHPOBAHUN HA MOAM(MHIIUPOBAHHON
arapusoBaHHOH cpene MS, nononuenHoit 1,0 mr/i 6-bA (cocyn nis KynbTUBHpOBaHUA — 6anka V= 250 mu)

Fig. 3. Propagation coefficient of pear varieties cultivated on modified agarized MS medium supplemented
with 1.0 mg/1 of 6-BA (cultivation vessel — 250 ml jar)

Bo3HukHOBEeHHE aHOMATBHBIX (DEHOTHIIOB BO BpPEMS Pa3MHOXKEHUS MHKPOIOOETOB MpeiCcTaBUTE-
nei pona Pyrus ObUIO OTMEUEHO MHOTMMHU aBTopamu. [loBbilieHHe KOHIIEHTpauun BA yBenuumBaet
KOJIMYECTBO TOOETOB Ha AKCIUIAHT Y. copToB P. communis Kaiser, Max Red Bartlett, Williams, HO
YMEHBIIIaeT KOJINYECTBO MOOEroB ¢ HopMaabHbiMu JUCThAMU [30]. B [S] coobmiaercs, uro 10 uM BA
BBI3BIBaCT BUTpHU(BUKAIINIO TTo0eroB copra P. communis Bartlett. [Ipn ncnonp3oBannn BA B koHIIEH-
Tpamyu 2 MI/J1 HaOIIoa)Id BUTPUPHUKAIIIO U MeTbuaHue oderoB y copra P. communis Passe Crassane
[26]. UccnenoBarenu B [9] orMeuaroT, 4TO KOHIEHTpalus bA 2 Mr/im BeI3biBasia y copTa P. communis
Koporecka o6pazoBanne koporkux moderos (0—0,5 cm), 6ombinas 4acTh KOTOPBIX (86,7 %) nmena y3Kue
W HEepa3BepHYThIC TUCThS. B pabore [2] oTMedaeTcst OJI0KUTEIbHAS KOPPEISIHS MEXAY KOHIIEHTpa-
et BA 1 ckopocThio pa3MHOKeHHS 1o6eroB y copta Conference, OTHaKO MpH BBICOKUX KOHIICHTpa-
uusix BA (2 u 4 Mr/n), Hapsy ¢ BEICOKUM KodQdunreHToM pazmHoxkeHus (11,9—12,1), BozHukaau npoo-
JIEMbl anmUKaJIbHOFO Hekpo3a. IIpu Huzkux koHueHtpauusx bA (2,2 u 4,4 uM) y pactenuii copToB
Conference m-Doyenné d’Hiver He oTMeueHO BUTpU(PUKALMK, TOrNA KaK MpU KOHLEHTpauus 8,8 uM
Jons BUTpU(DUIHPOBaHHBIX 1moOeroB coctaBuia 10—-16 %, u mpu MakcHManbHON KOHIEHTparuu bA
(17,6 uM) aTot moka3zarens yBenuuuics a0 30-40 % [4]. YBenmmuenne koHmeHtpamuu bA go 1,5—
2,0 ME/T 3HAYUTENIBHO YCHIIMBAIO Tpoiudepanuio moderos rpymu aukoi P. syrica (mpu 1,0 mr/n BA
ko3 puIueHT pasmMaoxkeHus — 3,0, a ipu 1,5 u 2,0 mr/n BA — 7,6 u 5 COOTBETCTBEHHO), HO YMEHbIIIAJIO
BBICOTY. ITOOETOB M BHI3BAJIO N3MEbUEHNE JINCTHEB, (aciuauy He Habmoganm [18].

Mukpopazmnoxcenue na numamenvHoit cpede WPM. Mukpopa3MHOKEHHE TpYIIM COPTOB
Crnakyca, benopycckas no3nssis, Tanrapckas KpacaBuila Ha muTaTenbHoi cpene WPM nokasano, 94To
MUTaTeNbHAS Cpe/ia JJAHHOTO MHHEPAJIBHOI'O COCTaBa HE SIBJISICTCS MPUTOAHON JUJIS KYJIBTUBHPOBAHUS
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COPTOB IpywH. PocT ma3ymHsIX moyek oTcyTCcTBOBAI (K03 duuenT pasmMuoxenus — 1,0), u Habnroga-
Jack rudens Mukpomnobderos y copra Cnakyca no 58,3 %, y copra benopycckas no3nuss no 100 %
n'y copra Tanrapckas kpacaswuia 10 78,0 % (tadm. 2).

Tabnuna 2.Pe3yJbTaTHBHOCTH PA3MHOKEHHUSI COPTOB I'PYLIH HA MUTATEJILHOI cpere WPM
¢ pa3/IM4HOi KOHUeHTpauueii 6-BA

Table 2. Efficiency of propagation of pear varieties on WPM nutrient medium with different 6-BA concentration

Copr KonuenTpauus 6-5A KO”"“SCT?[‘;;::(‘;;ZZ"OB“M"X I;:zﬁf;):::;;
Crnakyca 0,5 45,6 + 3,8 ab 1,0
1,0 54,8 £ 1,6 bed 1,0
2,0 583+ 1,5¢cd 1,0
Benopycckast mo3Hsist 0,5 63,9+3,7d 1,0
1,0 852+31e 1,0
2,0 100+0f -
Tanrapckas KkpacaBuIa 0,5 37,0+ 6,5a 1,0
1,0 47,7 + 5,2 abc 1,0
2,0 78,0£35¢ 1,0
Bausiaue daxTopa «copT» »<0,0001 -
Bnusnue dakropa «koHIeHTpauus 6-bBA» p <0,0001 —
Biusinne aByx pakTopoB BMecTe (copT * KoHmeHTpanusi 6-bA) p<0,01 —

[Ipumeuanwune. /lanable c OAMHAKOBBIMH OyKBaMH CTATHCTHUCCKH He pasnudatoTces mpu p < 0,05 (kpurepuii lyHnkana).
N o te. Data with the same letters are not statistically different at p <.0.05 (Duncan criterion).

Mukpopazmnorcenue na numamenvhoit cpede DKW. 3yuanu BO3MOXHOCTb UCIIOIb30BAHUS MU~
TarenbHOU cpensl DKW s KynbTUBUpOBaHUS COPTOB IPyLIU. B KauecTBe 3aTBEPAEBAOILErO areHTa
ucnonb3oBajcs arap u Gelrite. BeisiBiaeHo, 4To Ha KOXPPHUIHMEHT Pa3MHOKEHHS BIHSIOT C BBICOKHM
ypoBHeM 3HaunMocTH (p < 0,0001) copToBbIe 0COOCHHOCTH, KOHIIEHTpaIusa 6-bA, nBa pakTopa BMecTe
(copt * konmeHnTpanus 6-bA; copT * 3aTBepaeBaOIINI areHT; KOHIICHTpaus 6-BA * 3aTBepaeBaromnii
areHT), a Takxke Tpu (akropa BMecTe (COpT * KoHUeHTpauusi 6-BA * 3arBepuaeBarominii areHr).
CraTHCTUYECKUI aHallu3 HE BBISBHII BIUSHUS 3aTBEPICBAIOILETO areHTa Ha KO3QPULIUEHT pa3MHOXKe-
Hus coptoB rpymu. C yBeandeHueM KoHIEeHTpauuu 6-BA ot 0,5 1o 2,0 MI/m Kak mpu UCTIONB30BaHUH
arapa, tak u Gelrite k03(hPUIHEHT Pa3MHOXKECHUS YBEITMUUBACTCS, HO €CTh PA3JIMYHS 10 COpTaM. Y cop-
tToB Crniakyca u Kynasna ysxe npu HeOoIbIIoi KoHIeHTparuu 6-bA (0,5 Mr/n) oTMedeH BBICOKHI KO3()-
¢ummenT pasmHoxeHus — 3,1-3,2 'mw4,1-4,6 COOTBETCTBEHHO, a MPH TMOBLIIIICHHH KOHIICHTPAINH [0
2,0 mr/n ko3 dunueHt pazmMHOKeHUs1 yBesnuuBaetcs 10 8,9 (Cnakyca) n 7,4-7,8 (Kynana). Huzkas
pereHepanoHHasi akTHBHOCTH OTMEUeHa s copTa Tanrapckasi KpacaBuLa: MaKCUMalbHBIA K03 du-
LMeHT pa3MHokeHHs (2,0) monydeH npu KoHUeHTpanuu 6-BA 1,0 MI/n mpH MCIONB30BaHUM arapa.
VY coproB [Ipocto Mapus, Kynecuuna, benopycckas no3uusis, fcauka kodhGUIHEHT pa3MHOKEHUS
mpu 0,5 mr/m 6-BA xonebancs ot 1,1 mo 2,3 B 3aBUCHIMOCTH OT COPTA, TOBHIMIICHUE KOHIICHTPAITUH JI0
2,0 MT/1 IO3BOTUIIO TTOILY YU TH KodQuiuerT pasmHoxenns 4,2—4.4 (IIpocto Mapus), 3,3—4,0 (SIcauka),
2,9-3,3 (Kynecnumna), 2,4 (benopycckas nozauss) (puc. 4).

Cratuctuyeckass 00pab0OTKa JaHHBIX MOKa3alla BIUSIHUE BCeX GakTopoB — copT (p < 0,0001), koH-
neHtpanus 6-bA (p < 0,0001), 3arBepaeBaromuii areHtr (p < 0,01), copt * woHueHTpanus 6-BA
(p <0,001), copt*3arepaepatomuii areHT (p < 0,001), koHueHTpaIus 6-bA * 3aTBepaeBarONINii areHT
(p <0,001), copt * xonnenTpamus 6-bA * 3arBepaeBatomiuii arent (p < 0,001)) — Ha TpPOIIEHT MOOETOB,
MIPUTOJHBIX K YKOPEHEHMIO (BbIcOTa Oojblle 2—3 cM). YCTaHOBJICHO, YTO HOBBILICHUE KOHLEHTPALUH
6-bA yBesMYMBaeT KOJMYECTBO NOOETOB HA SKCIUIAHT, HO YMEHBILIACT BBICOTY MOOETOB, a TEM CaMbIM
U KOJIMYECTBO MOOEroB, MPUTOJHBIX K yKOpeHeHuto. ClienyeT TakkKe OTMETHTh, YTO HCIIOJIb30BAHUE
6-bA’ B xoHueHTpanuu 2,0 M/ BelleT K YXYyIIICHUIO KadecTBa odero: okono 50 % moberos y Bcex
COpTOB IpH 3TON KOHIEHTpanuu 6-bA Ha cpeze, cogepkaieii arap, UMEIOT IPU3HAKN BUTPUPHKALINH,
yY3KHe U HEPa3BEPHYTHIC JTUCThS; Ha cpene, comeprkameii Gelrite, 5TOT IPOLEHT MOOETOB yBETUINBACT-
csi o 70—80 (puc. 5). KomnuecTBO aHOMANBHBIX (DEHOTHIIOB IIPU KCIIOJNB30BAHUH KOHIICHTPAIIUH
1,0 mr/n 6-BA Ha cpene, comepxkameii arap, He mpesbimaetr 9 %, Ha cpene, comepxkamieir Gelrite,
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COpT * KOHUEeHTpauus 6-bA * sateepaesatounin areHT; Weighted Means

Wilks lanbda=,20867, F(24, 166)=8,2247, p=0,0000 Factors: Levels
Effectlve hypothesis deconposition 3aTBepaeB LM
Vertical bars denote +/- standard errors .
areHT: arap
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b
Puc. 4. Pe3ynbTaTUBHOCTD Pa3MHOKEHHSI COPTOB IpyIlu Ha nmuTaTenbHoi cpene DKW npu ucnonbzoBanuu
B KadecTBE 3aTBEpEBAIONIero arenra arapa (a) u Gelrite (b)

Fig. 4. Efficiency of propagation of pear varieties on DKW nutrient medium using agarized («) and Gelrite (b)
as solidifying agent
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JAHHBIN MoKa3aTenb nocturan 33—40 %. Takum 00pa3oM, ONITUMAIBHBIM SBJISICTCS KYJIBTHBUPOBAHUE
mo0OEeroB COPTOB TpyIu Ha arapu3oBanHoi cpene DKW ¢ nobaBnennem 6-bA B xonuenTparuu 1,0 mr/m,
YTO JACT BBICOKHUU KOI(PPHUIIMEHT pa3MHOKEHUS M XOpolee KauyecTBO 1mooeroB (0e3 BUTpuDHUKAIIH)
JUIS. YKOPEHEHUs M JalibHEelIero pa3MHoxenus: coproB: Kynana — koddpduuueHT pasMHOKEHUs 6,8
(29,3 % mnoOeros, TOTOBBIX K yKopeHeHU), Crnakyca — 5,7 (47,1 %), [Ipocto Mapus — 4,2 (32,4 %),
Scauka — 3,3 (50 %), Tanrapckas kpacasuna — 2,0 (59,9 %), benopycckas nozguss — 1,8 (29,8 %),

Kynecanma — 1,7 (37,3 %).

a

Puc. 5. Mukpomno6eru coptoB Kynana (a) u flcauka (b) ¢ npu3HakaMu BUTpUPHUKALMH, C Y3KUMHU
Y Hepa3BepHYTHIMU TUCThsIMU Ha cpeae DKW, conepxkameii Gelrite ¢ 2,0 mr/n 6-BA

Fig. 5. Microshoots of Kupala (¢) and Yasachka (b) varieties with symptoms of vitrification, with narrow
and unexpanded leaves on DKW medium containing Gelrite with 2.0 mg/1 of 6-BA

[oBbicuTh 3()(heKTHBHOCTH pa3MHOKEHHSI BCEX M3Y4aeMbIX cOpTOB rpyiun Ha cpeae DKW ¢ 1,0 mr/n
6-bA ¢ coxpanenueM kadecTBa oOeroB (0e3 BUTpUHUKALIMN) MOXHO ITyTEM YJaJICHUS BEpXyIICUHON

Puc. 6. lopr3oHTanbHOE PACIONOKEHUEM IToOera
copra Kymana Ha arapu30BaHHOM NUTATENbHOU cpesie
DKW c 1,0 mr/n 6-BA ni1s cTUMYIHpPOBaHUS pOCTa

TMa3ynIHbIX MMOYEK

Fig. 6. Horizontal placement of variety Kupala shoot
on agarized DKW nutrient medium with 1.0 mg/1
of 6-BA for stimulation of growth of axillary buds

MOYKH U JTUCTHEB Y MUKPOIIOOETOB M UX TOPU30HTAIb-
HOTO pacroyiokeHus (niauHa modera 1,5-2 cMm) Ha mu-
TaTEeNBHOM Cpejie, YTO CTHUMYJHPYET POCT Ma3yLIHBIX
noyek (puc. 6). Ha koadpuuneHT pazMHOKEHHUST OKa3bl-
BaroT BiusiHKE copT (p < 0,0001), pacnonoxenue mode-
ra Ha cpezae (p < 0,0001) u nBa 3Tux (hakTOpa BMECTE
(p < 0,05). Ynanenue BepxyIICUHON MOYKH U TOPU30H-
TaJbHOE PACIONOKEHUE MModera Ha Cpeie TO3BOJUIIO0
YBEIMYUTh KOA(PPHUIMEHT pa3sMHOXKEeHHs B 1,5 pasa
y copta Kymana, B 1,7 paza y coptoB fcauka, Tanrapckas
KkpacaBuna, B 1,8 pasza y coproB Cmakyca, [Ipocto Ma-
pus, Kynecuura, B 2,8 pa3a y copta benopycckast mo3u-
Hss (puc. 7). AHAMOTUYHBIM MPUEM YCIIEIIHO HCHOJb-
30BaJicd NpPU Pa3MHOXKEHUU copToB P. communis L.
Bartlett [5], Conference u Doyenné d’Hiver [4].

Ilo pereHepalluOHHON aKTMBHOCTH H3Yy4YaeMble COP-
Ta TPYyIIN pa3zelicHbl Ha TP TPYIIIbL: C BBICOKOH pere-
HepannoHHOW akTUBHOCTHIO (Cmakyca, Kymamna), cpen-
merr (Ilpocto Mapus, Slcauka) m Hu3koi (Kymecuwma,
Tanrapckas kpacaBuiia, bemopycckas mo3maasis) (puc. 8).
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copT *pacnonoxeHune nobera Ha cpeae; Weighted Means
Current effect: F(6, 28)=2,6304, p=0,03770
Effective hypothesis decomposition
Vertical bars denote +/- standard errors
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pasMHOXeHust
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pacnonoxeHue nobera Ha cpeae:
— ropusoHTanbHoe
—1- sepukansHoe

Puc. 7. Koo duuneHT pasMHOKEHHS COPTOB IPYLIH IPH UCTIOIB30BAHNH ABYX BAPHAHTOB PACIIOIOKEHUS TOOET0B
Ha arapu3oBaHHON nuTaTenbHoi cpene DKW ¢ 1,0 mr/n 6-BA

Fig. 7. Propagation coefficient of pear varieties using two variants of shoot placement on DKW agarized nutrient medium
with 1.0.mg/l of 6-BA

copt; Weighted Means
Current effect: F(6, 28)=54,954, p=0,00000
Effective hypothesis decomposition
Vertical bars denote +/- standard errors
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Puc. 8. PerenepannonHast akTHBHOCTH COPTOB I'pyIIH (cperHee 1Mo (hakTopy «COpT») Ha arapH30BaHHOM ITUTATEIIEHOI cpene
DKW c 1,0 mr/n 6-BA 6e3 yuera (hakTopa «pacIookeHne mooera Ha Cpeie»

Fig. 8. Regeneration activity of pear varieties (average by factor “variety”) on DKW agarized nutrient medium
with 1.0 mg/1 of 6-BA without taking into account factor “shoot placement on the medium”
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BeiBoabl. OnTrManbHONW KOHIEHTpanuerd 6-bA ast pa3MHOXKEHHsI COPTOB TPYIIN ABIISETCS KOH-
uentpanus 1,0 mr/n. [ToBeimenne konueHTpanuu 6-bA 10 2,0 MI/n IpuBOIUT K yBEJIWYSHHUIO KOIHYE-
CTBA MMOOETOB Ha AKCIIAHT, HO YMEHBIIAET BHICOTY MTOOETOB (T. €. IPUTOIHOCTD K YKOPEHEHHU0) U BBI3bI-
BAaEeT IMOSIBJIICHNE Y3KUX M HEPa3BEPHYTHIX JICTHEB C MPU3HAKAMH BUTPU(DUKAIIAH.

OntumansHOM cpenoil 1is pasMHOkeHUs: copToB rpywmn Kynana, [Ipocto Mapus u Scauka siis-
eTcst arapu3oBanHas cpeqa DKW, nononHennas 6-bA B konneHTparuu 1,0 Mr/i, odecriednBaromias co-
YeTaHHe BBICOKOW CKOPOCTH Mpoindepannu 1 KadecTBa 00pa3yromuxcst mooeros (0e3 BUTpUPHUKAIIIH)
JUTsl YKOpPEHEeHHsI ¥ lajibHel1Iero pasMHoxkeHus: Kynana — koappuuueHt pasmuoxenus — 6,8 (29,3 %
mo6eroB, TOTOBBIX K yKOpeHeHuto), [Ipocto Mapus — 4,2 (32,4 %), Scauka — 3,3 (50 %). Y copToB
Cmakyca, Tanrapckas kpacaBuia, bemopycckas mo3gasis, KynecHuria BRICOKHI KO3(PPUIIHESHT pa3MHO-
JKEHUSI C XOPOIIMM KaueCTBOM MOOETOB 00ECTIEUNBAIOT arapu30BaHHBIE CPEIbl JBYX Pa3HBIX MUHEPAIIh-
HbIX coctaBoB: DKW u monudunupoBannas cpena MS (conepxanue NH,NO, ymeHbIeHO 10 V4), ormost-
HeHHele 6-BA B konuentpanuu 1,0 mr/n. Koadpunment pasmuoxenus Ha cpege DKW y copros cienyto-
it Criakyca — 5,7 (47,1 % noGeroB, TOTOBBIX K yKOpeHeHHto), Tanrapckas kpacasuia — 2,0 (59,9 %
noOeroB, TOTOBBIX K yKOpeHeHHI0), benopycckas mozausis — 1,8 (29,8 % Toberos, roToBbIX K yKOpeHe-
uuto), Kynecuuna — 1,7 (37,3 % noberoB, rotoBeIx K ykopeHeHuo). KoadduiuenT pasMHOKeHHS HA MO-
mudunupoBanHoil cpeae MS y copra Cmakyca — 5,5 (28,3 % mo0eroB, roTOBBIX K YKOPEHEHHIO),
Tanrapckas kpacasuua — 2,1 (53,3 % mno0Oeros, roToBeIX K yKopeHeHuto), benopycckas mo3gusis — 1,9
(17,0 % moGeroB, TOTOBBIX K YKOpeHeHu), KynecHuna — 2,0 (25,8 % 1100eroB, roTOBBIX K YKOPCHEHUIO).

ITutarensHaa cpenga WPM HenpurogHa aiisi KyJbTUBUPOBAaHUsA COPTOB rpyin benopycckas mos3-
w51, Crakyca, Tanarapckast KpacaBuIia.

[lo pereHepaninOHHOIN aKTUBHOCTH M3y4aeMble COPTa TPYIIH pa3elieHbl Ha TP T'PYIIIHL: C BBICO-
KOH pereHepanmoHHo# akTuBHOCTHIO (Criakyca, Kynana), cpenneii (I[Ipocto Mapus, Slcauka) 1 HU3KOM
(Kynecuunua, Tanrapckas kpacasuua, benopycckas mo3unsis).

CTumMynupoBaTh POCT MA3YLIHBIX MOYEK U YBEIHYUTh KOXPPHUIMEHT Pa3MHOKEHUSI BCEX U3yUCH-
HBIX COPTOB IPYIIH C COXpPaHEHHEM KauecTBa o0eroB (0e3 BUTPUPHKAINH, C HOPMAJIEHO Pa3BEPHYThI-
MH JINCTHIMH) MOYKHO TTyTEM yAaJIeHUSI BEPXYUICYHOH MOYKH U JIMCTHEB Y MUKPOIIOOETOB U UX TOpPH-
30HTAJIFHOT'O pacmojioskeHus (muHa modera 1,5—-2/CM) Ha MUTaTEIBHON cpere.

Hcnonp3oBaHue coCynoB AJsl KyJIbTUBUPOBaHUS 00ibiIoro oobema (250—450 mi1) HONI0KHATEIBHO
BIIUSICT HAa CKOPOCTH Mpoiudepany COpTOB TPYILIH.
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