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ONITUMU3ATIUA DTAITA MUKPOPABMHOKEHMUA IN VITRO COPTOB I'PYIIIU,
PAIOHUPOBAHHBIX B BEJIAPYCH

Annotanus. O6beKkTaMu UcciaenoBaHui ctanu 9 paiionnpoBaHHbIX B PecriyOnuke benapycs copToB rpynu, B TOM 4HC-
ne 8 Gemopycckoit cenexnun (bemopycckas nozmguss, Bunmst, 3asest, Kymama, IIpocto Mapus, Crnakyca, Slcauxa (P. com-
munis x P.x ussuriensis), Kynecauna (P. communis X PX pyrifolia)) u 1 mHTpoIyIupOoBaHHBIH copT Tanrapckast KpacaBHIa
(P. communis x P.x pyrifolia). OnpeneneHsl ONTHMAIbHBIE TTUTATENbHbIE CPEAbl IS PA3MHOXKEHHS TPYIIU: IS COPTOB
Kynamna, IIpocto Mapus u Slcauka — arapuzoBannas cpena DKW; nist copros Cniakyca, Tanrapckas kpacasuua, benopycckas
nosausas, Kynecnnna — DKW u moxupunuposannas cpena MS (comepsxanue NH,NO, ymenbueno 1o v4). OntumanbHas
KOHIEHTpanust 6-BA 1i1s pasMHOXKEHUsI COPTOB rpymu coctasuia 1,0 mr/n. [loBeimenne xoHnenTpanuu 6-bA mo 2,0 mr/n
TO3BOJIIET YBETHMIUBATh KOITMYECTBO MOOETOB HA HKCIUIAHT, HO YMEHBIIAET BHICOTY MOOETOB (T. €. MPUTOJHOCTH K YKOPEHe-
HUIO) ¥ BBI3BIBACT TMOSIBICHHE Y3KUX M HEPA3BEPHYTHIX JTHUCTHEB C MPU3HaKaMU BUTpUPUKannu. CTUMYISIHS pOCTa Ma3yI-
HBIX [T0YEK U MOBHINICHNE KO3 DHUIIEHTa Pa3MHOKEHHU ST BCEX M3YUYCHHBIX COPTOB IPYILIH C COXPAaHEHHEM KauyecTBa M00eros
MOXKET OBITh IOCTUTHYTA ITyTeM YAAJICHHUS BEPXYLICYHOU MIOYKH U JIMCTHEB Y MHUKPOIIOOETOB U MX FOPU30HTAJIEHBIM PacIio-
noxkeHueM (JuimHa mobera 1,5-2 cM) Ha mUTaTeNbHON cpene. Vcrmoap3oBaHHe COCYIOB ISl KYJIBTUBHPOBAHUS OOJBIIOTO
obbema (250—450 MIT) TTONOKUTEIHHO BIHSIET HA CKOPOCTH Mpotrdepaii COpTOB IPYIIH.

KuroueBsie ciioBa: Pyrus, in vitro, nutatensHas cpena, DKW, MS, kosddunnenT pazMHoKeHHS
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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 pear varieties 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.
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BBenenne. Hanbosee gacTo ucmons3yeMas cpena st MUKPOPa3MHOKEHHS TIPEACTaBUTENEH poma
Pyrus — cpena Mypacure u Ckyra (MS). OHa ycIienrHo MCTOIbh30Bajach IS pa3MHOXKEHHS 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], Barburifia,
Manteca Oscura [10], copta P. serotina Hosui u coptos P. communis La France u Bartlett x La France
[11], copTtoB P. communis Breixuuima, JIbBoBCKHi cyBeHup, Pokcomana, Xpuctuanka, Yepemiminaa,
OT1ion [12], mytanmu coprta Dr. Jules Guyot P. communis [13], copta P. communis Carrick, copToB
Garber (P. communis x P. pyrifolia), Smith (P. communis x P. pyrifolia) [14], nogsost P. communis
Pyrodwarf [15, 16], coproB P. pyrifolia Hosui, Kosui, Nijisseiki, Shinseiki, Shinsu [17], nukoii rpymm
P. syrica [18], P. betulaefolia v P. ussuriensis [19], cessuues P. calleryana [20], monsost P. calleryana
D-6 [21, 22]. Psn aBTOpOB HCHOIB30Ban MoauduuupoBaHHyio cpeny MS. B [23] uznoxkeH omsIT
MIPUMEHEHU S TSI pa3MHOKEHHS TpeX moaBoeB P. communis — OH x F69, OH x F40 u OH X% F87 cpenbt
MS ¢ nonosunnoi konuentpanueir NH,NO, n KNO,. A. C. [lantac ¢ coasropamu [24] npu pasmMHo-
sxeHuu copta P. communis Red Bartlett u coptoB P. pyrifolia Hosui, Nijisseiki yMeHbIIIaI1 KOIAYECTBO
azora B cpene MS 1o Y.

XoTs1 B OOJBIIMHCTBE CIy4aeB sl MUKPOPa3MHOKEHHS TPYILIN UCTIONB3YIOT cpeny MS, nmerorcst
coo01eHus 00 ucnonb3oBaHuu apyrux cpe: Jlenyaspa, Uenra u Woody Plant Media (WPM). Cpeny
Jlemyaspa [25] ucmionib30Bau IJ1sI MUKPOpPa3MHOKEHUS cOpToB P. communis Passe-Crassane u Williams
(Bartlett) [26—28]. B [29] uccienoBarenu oTMeUaroT, 9To cpena JlemyaBpa mIsi MUKPOPa3MHOKEHHUS
coptoB P. communis Rocha u Williams my4ire, yem MS. C. MopeTTH ¢ cOaBTOpaM# UCHOIB30BAIHN JIITS
nponmudepaunn coproB P. communis Kaiser, Max Red Bartlett, Williams nurtatensHyio cpeny,
COCTOsAINYI0 U3 Makpocosied no JlemyaBpa u mukpoconeit mo MS [30]. B [31] Obutu OlleHEHBI Cpe/bI
Uenra u WPM, coxepxamue psan xorrneaTpanuid bA, HYK u UMK nis pa3sMHOXXEHHS TpeX MOABOCB
P. calleryana — OPR 157, OPR 260 u P. communis OH % F230. Cpena Yenra ¢ 8 uM BA myurmie Bcero
MTOJIXOMUT JUIST Pa3MHOKEHHSI BCEX T€HOTHIIOB, HO THIBI ayKCHHOB pa3zHooOpasHwl: st OPR 260
u OH x F230 — 0,5 uM UMK, OPR 157 — 0,5 uM HVYK wniu 6e3 nobaBnenus aykcuHa. Cpensr Yernra
n JlenyaBpa oxa3zanuch Ooiee 3()(PEKTUBHBIMHU 171 MHUKPOPa3MHOXKEHHUS MOABOEB P. communis
(OH x F 34, 40, 69, 87, 217, 230), uem cpenst MS u Viseur [32]. B pa6ore [33] aBTOp UCHIOIB30BAT CPEIyY
UYenra it MEKpopa3MHOkeHus 49 BuioB u coptoB Pyrus. Cpena WPM [34] ¢ no6asienunem 2 uM BA
u 0,5 uM MK ontumanera mis mponudepanun copta P. calleryana Bradford [35]. Cormacuo [36]
cpema WPM Opia myumre cpenoit aist mponudepanuu P. pyrifolia coptoB Nijisseiki, Osa-nijisseiki,
nist npyrux renotunos (Kosui, Hosui, Yagumo, Shinsui) Tpe6oBaioch yMeHBIIIEHHE COJICH HATIOJIOBUHY.
AHanoruuHelM o0pazoMm cpena WPM Oblia Gonee saddexTrBHa A npoaudepanuu moderos copra
P. pyrifolia Gola, yem cpega MS [37]. UccrnenoBatenu B [38] oTMeTHiin BEICOKHE KO(DOUIIMESHTHI pa3-
mHoxenus (11,2) nukoit rpymm P. pyrifolia xak na cpene WPM, tak u Ha cpene MS (10,21), o6e cpernbr
os1mu tormosteHbl BA (1,5 mr/m) u UMK (0,5 mr/m). B [39] ydenble cpaBHUIN 2 MUHEpaJIbHBIE CPEIBI
MS (nmomHas u %2 comeit) 1 WPM, momomaenusie 2,5 mr/n BA, 0,1 mr/n UMK, ¢ u 6e3 0,3 % aktuBupo-
BAaHHOTO yIJISl U BBISBHJIM, YTO MHHEpaJbHAs OCHOBA Cpellbl HE BIUACT Ha Mpoiudepanuto noderos
P. pyrifolia copt Hosui, a BOT aKTUBHPOBAaHHBII Yrojib O4Y€Hb CHJIBHO MHTHOMpOBas 00pa3oBaHUe
nas3ymHeix nooderos. B [40] mpu mukpopasmuoxennu P. pyrifolia coproB Kosui u Hosui ucnonb3oBaiu
cpeny WPM.

Lenv uccredosanus — ONTUMUZNPOBATH dTANl MUKPOPA3MHOKEHHSI i1 Vitro COPTOB I'pyIIH OeTIopyc-
CKOTI'0 COPTHMEHTA.

MarepuaJjibl U1 MeTOAbI HcciegoBaHus. VccienoBaHusi TPOBOAMWIN B OTAEIEC OMOTEXHOJIOTHH
PYII «MucTuTyT muomoBoactBa» B 2018-2024 rr. OOBEKTHI HCClIENOBaHMUK: 9 palloOHMPOBaHHBIX
B PecniyOnuke benapych copToB rpyum, u3 HuX 8 Gesopycckolt cenekiuu: benopycckas nozausis, Bu-
nus, 3aBes, Kynama, [Ipocto Mapus, Cnakyca, flcauka (P. communis x P.x ussuriensis), Kynecauia
(P. communis x Px pyrifolia) n 1 natponyuupoBanHblii copt Tanrapckas kpacaBuua (P. communis %
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Px pyrifolia). [IpoucxoxeHre COPTOB MPHUBEICHO 10 AaHHBIM cOTpyaHUuKoB PYII «MuctuTyT muiono-
BoAcTBa» [41-49].

[uraTenpHble cpenbl. Moduguyuposannasn azapuszosannas numamenvras cpeoa MS: Makpo- u Mu-
kpoconu, FeNa-EDTA no MS, 3a uckmouennem NH,NO,, — 7 nmo MS, suramunsl B, B, PP — mo
0,5 mr/n, Buramun C — 1,5 mr/n, mezouno3ut — 100 mr/in, ¢ nodaBneHuem 6-OeH3unazeHuHa (6-bBA)
B KoHIleHTpanusx 1,0 u 2,0 mr/i, caxapo3a — 30 r/u, pH 5,8.

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

Tumamenvnas cpeda Driver and Kuniyuki Walnut (DKW) medium [50]: Makpo- 1 MUKPOCOJH 10
DKW, Ferric-EDDHA (Duchefa Biochemie) — 100 mr/i, Buramunsl mo DKW, ¢ no6aBineHuem 6-BA
B koHUeHTpanusx 0,5; 1,0 u 2,0 mr/i, caxaposa — 30 r/m, arap — 5,8 /i wnu Gelrite (Duchefa Biochemie) —
2,5 /n, pH 5,5.

ABTOKJIaBUpOBaHHUE CpPeJ MPOBOAMIIA B T€YeHHE 15 MWH mocie 100aBieHUs PEryiasTopoB pocTa
u BUTaMuHOB T1pu 0,9—1 aTtm.

YcnoBus kynsTuBupoBaHus: ocBemeHue (Tambl NARVA LT, 36 W) — 2,5-3 TrIC. JIK, TeMIiepaTypa —
20-22 °C u doronepuon — 16/8 4. Mukponobern Ha IpOTHKEHUU 1—7-Tr0 Taccakel KyJIbTUBHPOBAIH
B mpoOupkax pazmepom 220 X 22 MM ¢ 00beMOM TUTATENbHOH cpenbl 10 MII, B madbHEHITNX Tacca-
KaX — B CTEKIITHHBIX OaHKax o0bemMoM 250 u 450 mu1 ¢ KomndecTBOM muTarenbHor cpenbl 60 n 80 mu
COOTBETCTBEHHO. B kaxk1yt0 0aHKy BbICa)kHBaioCh 1o 10 MUKpomoOeros, B mpoOUpKy — 1 MUKpoIoOer.
JuTenbHOCTh CYOKYJIBTUBHPOBAHUS — 6 HEIEIb.

Cratuctudeckyto o0pabOTKy MPOBOAMIIM C MOMOIIBIO mporpamMMsbl Statistica 10.0, ucronp3ys
ANOVA, onHO(aKTOpHBINA 1 MHOTO(AKTOPHBIN aHanu3, Kputepuit JyHkana npu p < 0,05 nns cpaBHe-
HUSI CPETHUX BEeTU4HH (1 = 3).

Pe3yabraTsl u ux obcy:kaenue. Mukpopazmuodicenue (1-7-ii naccascu) na moouguyuposan-
Holl numamenvHoll cpede MS. B Teuenue nepBoix 6 nmaccakei mocie BBEACHUS B KYJIBTYPY i1 Vitro BCe
copTa TPyIIH KYJIbTUBUPOBAINCH HA MOAH(DHUIIMPOBAHHOW arapu3oBaHHOU cpene MS (KoHIeHTpaIus
NH,NO, ymenbmena B 4 pa3sa), 10H0IHEHHOH 6-bBA B xonnentpanuu 2,0 Mr/i, koropas pazpaborana
B otaene ouorexHonoruu PYII « MHCTHTYT mi10g0BOACTBa» 1Sl pa3MHOKEHUST KJIOHOBBIX [TOJIBOEB TPY-
mu [51]. Jns coproB Cnakyca, benopycckas no3unsis u Tanrapckasi KpacaBulia 3Tan CTaOUINU3aIHK
KYJBTYPHI i1 Vitro COCTaBHII 2 Taccaxa, yKe B 3-M Mmaccaxe y 3Tux coptos 28,3-51,5 % noberos ObutH
IPUTOAHBI K YKOPEHEHHIO (BbIcoTa Oojiee 2—3 cM) U KOX(PPHUIIMEHT pa3MHOXKEHHUS BapbUpoBai oT 3,1
710 3,5 B 3aBUCHUMOCTH OT copta. ¥ coprta Crakyca Ha mocieayromux 4—6-M maccaxax Ko3(QpQuiiueHTt
Ppa3MHOXKEHHUS COCTaBUII 3,5—3,8 M KOMUYECTBO OOETOB, MPUTOAHBIX K YKOPEHEHHT0 JocTuraio 53,0 %.
VY coproe benopycckas no3ansis u Tanrapckast KpacaBulia Ha IPOTSIKEHUHU 4—6-r0 raccaxeit ko hu-
LUEHT pa3MHOXeHus ObL1 3,5—4,5 n 2,2-3,1 COOTBETCTBEHHO, KOJIMYECTBO 1MOOEr0B, IPUTOIHBIX K YKO-
penenuro, nocturaio 41,9 % y copta benmopycckas mo3nuss u 54,2 % y copta Tanrapckast kpacaBuIia.
VY copra Kymama stam crabmimsanuu KyIbTypbl in Vitro OBIT TPONOIDKHATEIHHOCTHIO 3 Taccaxa,
Ha 4—6-M Taccaxkax mpu KodphunuenTe pasMHoxeHus 3,3—4,9 MporeHT moderoB, MPUTOTHBIX K YKO-
penennro, xonebancs ot 28,3 mo 31,9. V copra IIpocto Mapust sTan ctabuim3anuyl KyJabTypsl in Vitro
JUTATICS 4 TTaccaka, Ha TMPOTSHKEHUN 5—6-r0 maccakedt KodPHUITHEHT pa3MHOKEHNS HE MPEBBICUT 2,3,
JIOJIs1 TIOOETOB, IPUTOINHBIX K YKOPEHEeHHIo, cocTaBisiia 8,8—12,6 %. Y copra KynecHuna stam ctadbuinu-
3aIi¥ KyJIBTYPHI i1 Vitro IPOJ0JKAIICS TIEpBhIe 5 Mmaccaxeid, Ha 6-M maccaxe c()OpMHUPOBAIHCH TOOETH
(18,9 %), npuroaHble K YKOPEHEHHIO, U K03 (PUIUEHT pa3MHOKeHuUs Obu1 2,6. CTabunu3anuu KyJabTy-
pHl in vitro coptoB Buins, 3aBes u fcauka Ha MoguduLInpoBaHHON arapu3oBaHHOH cpene MS, nomnon-
HeHHOU 6-BA B koHTIeHTpanmu 2,0 MI/J1, TOCTUTHYTh HE YIaJ0Ch: copTa Brums u 3aBes nmorudnu B Te-
YeHHUE MEepBbIX 2 maccaxel, y copra Slcauka koadduuuenT pazmHoxeHus: goctur 2,0 TOIbBKO K 6-My
Maccaxy Mpu OTCYTCTBHH IMOOETOB, MPUTOAHBIX K yYKOpeHeHUI0. Takum oOpas3oM, mist copTa Scauka
MUTaTeIbHAas Cpeia Ha OCHOBE MUHEpaIbHOTO coctaBa MS HenpurogHa (tadu. 1).

Ha nporsbkeHun 7-ro macca)xa MHKPOIIOOETHM COPTOB T'PYIIM KyJIBTUBUPOBAIHCH B JBYX BHaX
cocynoB: mpobupka (220 x 22 mMm) u ctekasiHHas Oanka (V= 250 mu). Cpena 11l KyJIbTHBHPOBAHUS
OCTaBaJIach TaKOW ke, KaK M Ha MPOTSHIKCHHH MPEANICCTBYIONUX 6 maccaxeid: MonuduimpoBaHHAS
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Tabnanuna 1. DpPeKTHBHOCTH CTAGUIH3ANMH KYJIBTYPHI in vitro COPTOB IPYIIH HA MPOTSZKeHUH 1—6-r0 maccaxei
MocJjie BBeIeHHS 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 Maccax Koadpduunent pazmuoxkenns Honir;ii;r::é}?fzrgfm’lx

benopycckas noznusis 1 1,0* 0

2 2,5+0,2 0

3 3,5+£0,3 33,0+ 1,7

4 43+03 228+1,1

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

6 3,6 0,1 419+25
Bunus 1 1,0%* 0

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

2 1,0* 0
Kynecuuma 1 1,0* 0

2 1,0* 0

3 3,0% 0

4 2,8% 0

5 3,4+03 0

6 2,6+02 18,9 £2,0
Kynana 1 1,0* 0

2 2,0% 0

3 34+0,2 0

4 49+0,1 283+27

5 3,6+0,2 31,9+£2,3

6 3,3+0,1 30,0 +4,7
IIpocro Mapust 1 1,0* 0

2 3,1* 0

3 32403 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 3402 0

3 3,8+0,1 283+33

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

5 3,8+0,3 21,8 +2.8

6 37+0,1 53,047
Tanrapckas kpacaBuia 1 1,0* 0

2 25402 0

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

4 2,6 £0,1 48,3+4,5

5 30+0,2 542+38

6 2,2+0,03 471+42
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

IIpumeuanue. [lanHbIe 0TOOPaXKEHBI CIEAYIOMNM 00pa30M: CpeAHEe 3HAUCHNE + CTaHIapTHAS OMINOKA.
* KonnyecTBO MEKPONOOETOB, HEIOCTATOYHOE IS CTATHCTUYECKON 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. KoaddunuenTt pasMHOKEHNS COPTOB I'PYIIH IPU HCIIOJIB30BAHHUH JIBYX BHJIOB COCY/IOB
JUTSL KyJIETUBHPOBAHUS in vitro (MoguuIMpoBaHHas arapu3oBaHHas cpena 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)

arapu3oBaHHas cpeaa MS, nonoiaHenHas 6-bA B KOHIIEHTpa-
uuu 2,0 Mr/n. DhPeKTUBHOCTh MUKPOPa3MHOKEHHUSI HA 7-M

raccake ¢ BBICOKOM cTeneHblo octoBepHocTH (p < 0,0001)
olpenesylach T€HOTHUIIOM pAacTeHUs, BHUAOM COCyAa MJis
KyJBTUBUPOBAHMS W OBYyMs (haKTOpamMu BMecTe. Y COpPTOB
Cnakyca, Tanrapckas kpacasuna, Kynecuuna, benopycckas
‘ no3aHsAd u Kynana ysenaudeHnue cocyna aiisi KyJIbTHBHPOBa-
=+ HUS NOJOKUTEIBHO CKa3aJ0Ch HA CKOPOCTH NPoudeparuu.
KoadhpumuenT pazmuokenns yBemuduics B 1,3 paza y copta
‘ Kymnamna, B 1,6 pa3za —y copta benopycckas mo3ausis, B 2,0 pa-
1 3a — y copra Kynecuuna, B 2,6 paza — y coproB Crnakyca
‘ u Tanrapckas kpacaBuua. Tonbko y copTa IIpocto Mapus
yBeIMUeHHE 00beMa COCyAa AJis KyJIbTUBUPOBaHUS HE OKa-
3aJ10 TOJIOKUTEIHHOTO BIWSHHUS Ha CKOPOCTH Hpoiudepa-
uuu (puc. 1). (JanHble ¢ OAMHAKOBBIMU OYKBaMHU CTaTHCTHU-

4yecku He pasznuuarorcs npu p < 0,05 (kputepuii JyHkana);

Puc. 2. Y3kue, Hepa3BepHYTHIC JTUCThS, HEKPO3  TQ JKE HAa pucyHkax 2, 4, 5)
BEPXYLIEYHON MMOYKH Y MUKPOIIOOETOB copTa

Crnakyca Ha MOAH(HUIIPOBAHHON
arapusoBaHHas cpene MS ¢ 2,0 mr/n 6-bBA

CrieyeT OTMETHTB, UTO K 7-MY MacCaxy JUTHTEIBHOE KYIIb-
THBHPOBaHUE MUKPOIOOETroB (Ha MpOTsiKeHuu 1-7-ro nacca-

JKei) Ha cpelle ¢ BBICOKOH KOHIIeHTpanued 6-BA (2,0 mr/m)

Fig. 2. Narrow, unexpanded leaves, necrosis
of apical bud in microshoots of variety Spakusa

NpHUBCJIIO K YXYAHNICHUIO KayeCTBa moOeroB Y BCEX COPTOB:

on modified agarized MS medium HOSIBUIINCH NPU3HAKH BUTPU(DUKAIMH, y3KUE U HEPA3BEPHY-

with 2.0 mg/1 of 6-BA THIE JINCThS, HEKPO3 BEPXYyIIEUHON 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 SKCIUIAHT B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT COPTa, HO YBEIUYHUIIO KOJTUYECTBO T00eroB (85—87 %) ¢ HOpMaTbHBI-
MH JTUCTHSIMU (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 «osdhpuLMeHT pasmHokeHUs
= nons noberos, NpUrofHLIXK YKOpeHeHWio, %

Puc. 3. KoadhuuneHT pa3sMHOKEHHUS COPTOB TPYIIH IPH KyJITHUBHPOBAHUN HA MOAM(MHIIUPOBAHHON
arapu3oBaHHOH cpeze MS, nononnenHoit 1,0 mr/n 6-BA (cocyn nis KynsTUBUpOBaHusA — 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)

Bo3HuKHOBEHHE aHOMATBHBIX (DEHOTHIIOB BO BpPEMS Pa3MHOKEHUS MHKPOIOOETOB TpeICcCTaBUTE-
nei popa Pyrus ObUIO OTMEUEHO MHOTHMMH aBTopamu. [loBblnieHre KOHIEHTpanuu BA yBennduBaeT
KOJIMYECTBO TOOETrOB Ha AKCIUIAHT Yy copToB P. communis Kaiser, Max Red Bartlett, Williams, Ho
YMEHBIIIaeT KOJINYECTBO MO00EroB ¢ HopMaidbHbIMU JUCThAMU [30]. B [S] coobmiaercs, uro 10 uM BA
BBI3BIBacT BUTpHU(DHUKAIIUIO TTo0eroB copta P. communis Bartlett. IIpu ncnonp3oBannn BA B kKoHIIEH-
Tpamyu 2 MI/J1 HaOJIIoa)Ii BUTPUPHUKAIUIO U MelbuaHue oderoB y copta P. communis Passe Crassane
[26]. UccnenoBarenu B [9] oTMeuaroT, 4TO KOHIEHTpalus bA 2 Mr/in BeI3bIBaJIa y copTa P. communis
Koporecka o6pazoBanue kopotkux nooeros (0—0,5 cm), 6ombinas 9actb KOTOPHIX (86,7 %) nMena y3kue
Y Hepa3BepHYThIC TUCThS. B pabore [2] oTMedaeTcs MOJI0KUTENbHAST KOPPEISITUS MEXIy KOHIIEHTpa-
nueid BA 1 ckopocThio pa3MHOKeHHS 1M06eroB y copTa Conference, OHaKO TP BBHICOKUX KOHIICHTpa-
uusix BA (2 u 4 Mr/n), Hapsiy ¢ BRICOKUM KodpduumreHToM pazmuoxenus (11,9—12,1), Bozaukamu npoo-
JIEeMbl anmuKaabHOro Hekposa. Ilpu Huzkux koHueHtpauusx bA (2,2 u 4,4 uM) y pacteHuii copToB
Conference u Doyenné d’Hiver He oTMedeHO BUTpH(]HUKAINH, TOTJAa KaK MpU KOHIeHTpanus 8,8 M
JoJs BUTpU(UIHPOBaHHBIX 1moOeroB coctaBuia 10—-16 %, M mpu MakcUMaIbHON KOHIEHTpanuu bA
(17,6 uM) stot moka3zarens yBenuuuics a0 30-40 % [4]. YBenuwuenune koHmeHtpamuu bA go 1,5—
2,0 Mr/1 3HAYUTENBHO YCHIIMBAIO Tpoiudepanuio moderos rpymu aukoi P. syrica (mpu 1,0 mr/m BA
ko3 uiueHT pasmMaoxkeHus — 3,0, a ipu 1,5 u 2,0 mr/n BA — 7,6 © 5 COOTBETCTBEHHO), HO YMEHBINIAJIO
BBICOTY ITOOETOB 1 BHI3BAJIO M3MEJIbUEHHUE JTNCTHEB, paciuanuy He Habmomann [18].

Muxkpopazmnoxcenue na numamenvHoit cpede WPM. Mukpopa3MHOKEHHE TPYyIId COPTOB
Cnakyca, benopycckas no3ansis, Tanrapckas KpacaBulla Ha muTaTenbHoi cpene WPM nokaszano, 94To
MUTaTENbHAS Cpe/ia JJAHHOTO MHHEPAJILHOI'O0 COCTaBa HE SIBJSCTCS MPUTOAHON JJIS KYJIBTUBHUPOBAHUS
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COPTOB rpywH. PocT ma3ymHeIX moyek oTcyTcTBOBa (K03 dpunueHt pasmuoxenus — 1,0), u HaOnrona-
Jack rubens Mukpomnoderos y copra Cnakyca 1o 58,3 %, y copra benopycckas nmo3nuss mo 100 %
n'y copra Tanrapckas kpacaswuta 710 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”"%CT‘;‘(’)(‘S’:;‘:;”TOZPOB“’H"X I;::ﬁf;‘):::;;
Crnakyca 0,5 45,6 + 3,8 ab 1,0
1,0 54,8 £ 1,6 bed 1,0
2,0 58,3+ 1,5 cd 1,0
Benopycckas mo3Hsist 0,5 63,9+3,7d 1,0
1,0 852+31e 1,0
2,0 100+0f —
Tanrapckas kpacaBuIa 0,5 37,0+ 6,5a 1,0
1,0 47,7+ 5,2 abe 1,0
2,0 780+35¢e 1,0
Bnusinue dakropa «copt» p <0,0001 -
Bnusnue dakropa «koHIeHTpauus 6-bA» p <0,0001 -
Biusinue aByx hakTopoB BMecTe (copT * KoHueHTpanusi 6-bA) p<0,01 —

[Ipumeuanmwue. [JaHHBIC C OMMHAKOBHIMU OyKBAMH CTaTUCTUYECKH HE paznudatorcs mpu p < 0,05 (kpurtepuii [yHkana).
N o te. Data with the same letters are not statistically different at p < 0.05 (Duncan criterion).

Mukpopazmnorcenue na numamenvhnoit cpede DKW. 3yuanu BO3MOXHOCTb UCIIOIb30BAHUS MU~
taTenbHOU cpeasl DKW niist KyasTHBHPOBaHHUS COPTOB IpyLIU. B kKauecTBe 3aTBEpACBAIOLIETO areHTa
ucnonb3oBajcs arap u Gelrite. BeisiBieHo, 4TO Ha KOX(PPHUIMEHT Pa3MHOKEHHS BIHSIOT C BBICOKHM
ypoBHeM 3HaunMocTH (p < 0,0001) copToBeie ocobeHHOCTH, KOHIIeHTpanus 6-bA, nBa paktopa BMecTe
(copt * konmeHTpanusa 6-bA; copT * 3aTBepAcBarONINiA areHT; KOHIICHTpaIus 6-bA * 3aTBepaeBarommii
arelT), a TaKXxe Tpu QakTopa BMecTe (copT * KoHUeHTpamus 6-BA * 3arBepaeBaromuii areHr).
CraTHCTUYECKUI aHallu3 HE BBISBHII BIUSHUS 3aTBEPICBAIOILETO areHTa Ha KO3 PULIUEHT pa3MHOXKe-
Hus coptoB rpyun. C yBeanueHrueM KoHueHTpauuu 6-bA ot 0,5 10 2,0 MI/n kak npu UCIoIb30BaHUH
arapa, tak u Gelrite k03 PUIHEHT Pa3MHOXKEHUS YBETHUUBACTCS, HO €CTh Pa3IMYUs 10 copTaM. Y cop-
tToB Crniakyca u Kynasna ysxe npu HeOoboi koHieHTpanuu 6-bA (0,5 Mr/m) orMedeH BBICOKHI KOd)-
¢ummenT pasmHoxenus — 3,1-3,2 u 4,1-4,6 cOOTBETCTBEHHO, a TPH TMOBLIIIICHUN KOHIICHTPAITHMHU [0
2,0 mr/n ko3 dunment pasmMHokeHUs yBennuuBaercsa 1o 8,9 (Crnakyca) u 7,4-7,8 (Kynana). Huskas
pereHepanoHHasi akTHBHOCTh OTMEUeHa A copTta Tanrapckasi KpacaBuLa: MaKCUMalbHBIA K03 du-
LUeHT pa3MHokeHus (2,0) momydeH npu KoHUeHTpanuu 6-BA 1,0 MI/1 mpu UCIONb30BaHUM arapa.
VY coproB [Ipocto Mapus, Kynecuuna, benopycckas no3ausis, Scauka kodhUIMEHT pa3sMHOKECHUSI
npu 0,5 mr/n 6-bA xonedaincs ot 1,1 10 2,3 B 3aBUCMMOCTH OT COPTa, MOBBIIIICHHE KOHIIEHTPAIUHU JI0
2,0 MT/7T TIO3BOJIHIIO TIONTYYUTH K03 dhunueHT pazmMaoxenus 4,2—4,4 (Ilpocro Mapus), 3,3—4,0 (Slcauxa),
2,9-3,3 (Kynecnumna), 2,4 (benopycckas nozauss) (puc. 4).

Crartuctruyeckast 00pabOTKa JaHHBIX ITOKa3ajia BIUsHUE Bcex (akTopoB — copT (p < 0,0001), koH-
uentpanus 6-bA (p < 0,0001), 3arBepaeBaromuii arent (p < 0,01), copt * xoHuentpamusi 6-bBA
(p <0,001), copt * 3arBepaepatomuii areHT (p < 0,001), koHLEHTpaIus 6-BA * 3aTBep/eBarOIINii areHT
(p <0,001), copT * konnenTpamus 6-bA * 3aTBepaeBatontuii areHt (p < 0,001)) — Ha mporeHT TTOOETOB,
IIPUTOJHBIX K YKOPEHEHHIO (BbIcoTa Oojblue 2—3 cM). YCTaHOBJICHO, YTO MOBBILICHHE KOHLEHTPALUH
6-bA yBenMuuBaeT KOJMYECTBO NOOETOB HA SKCIUIAHT, HO YMEHBIIAET BBICOTY ITOOETOB, a TEM CaMbIM
U KOJIMYECTBO MOOEroB, MPUrOJHBIX K yKOpeHeHuto. ClenyeT Takke OTMETHTb, YTO HCIOJIb30BAHUE
6-bA B xoHuentpanuu 2,0 M/ BeleT K YXyIIICHUIO KadecTBa ooeros: okoio 50 % moberos y Bcex
COPTOB TIpH 3TOH KoHIIEHTpauuu 6-bA Ha cpeze, colepxaliei arap, UMEIOT IPU3HAKU BUTPUPHUKAIIIH,
y3KHe U HEpPa3BEPHYTHIC JTUCThS;, Ha cpene, conepkamei Gelrite, 5TOT MPOIEHT MOOETOB yBETUYNBALT-
cst 1o 70—80 (pmc. 5). KommyecTBO aHOMANBHBIX (EHOTHUIIOB IPHU HWCIOIB30BAaHUM KOHIICHTPAITHH
1,0 mr/n 6-BA Ha cpene, coaepxkaiueii arap, He npesbimaer 9 %, Ha cpene, comepxkaiieit 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 aloLMi
Vertical bars denote +/- standard errors ;
areHT:. arap
] 704 ] 81,0
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Kynana Cnakyca Acauka Kpacasuua Mpocto Mapusa Kynechuua nosaHas
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Ky nana Cnaky ca Acauka Kpacasuua Mpocto Mapus Ky necHuua no3aHsas

B koadhmLMEHT paaMHOXeHUs!
—$— fons no6eros, NPUOAHLIX K YKOPEHeHWo, %

b
Puc. 4. Pe3ynbraTUBHOCTD Pa3MHOKEHHSI COPTOB IpyIlu Ha nuTaTenbHoi cpene DKW npu ucnonszoBanuu
B KadecTBE 3aTBepeBaloNIero areura 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 ToKa3aTenb nocTuran 33—40 %. Takum 00pa3oM, ONITHMAJIBHBIM SIBJISICTCS] KYJIBTHBUPOBAHUE
MoOEeroB COPTOB TpyIIU Ha arapu3oBanHoi cpene DKW ¢ nodaBnennem 6-bA B xonuentparuu 1,0 mr/m,
YTO JAaCeT BBICOKHUU KOI(PPHUIIMEHT pa3sMHOKEHHS U XOpolee KadecTBO 1mooeroB (0e3 BUTpHU(HUKAIIIH)
JUTSl YKOPEHEHHSI U JAallbHEHIero pasMHOXKeHHs copToB: Kymana — xoappuuueHT pasMHoKeHHus 6,8
(29,3 % moGeroB, roToBbIX K yKopeHeHHto), Crnakyca — 5,7 (47,1 %), I[Ipocto Mapus — 4,2 (32,4 %),
Scauka — 3,3 (50 %), Tanrapckas kpacasuma — 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) ¢ mpu3HakaMu BUTpUPHUKALNH, C Y3KUMHU
W Hepa3BepHYTHIMU TUCThAMU Ha cpeae DKW, coxepxameii Gelrite ¢ 2,0 mr/n 6-BA

Fig. 5. Microshoots of Kupala (a) 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 cCOPTOB rpyiun Ha cpene DKW ¢ 1,0 mr/n
6-bA ¢ coxpaneHueM kadecTBa o0eroB (0e3 BUTpUHUKALIMN) MOXKHO ITyTEM yJaJCHHUs BEpXyIICUHOM

Puc. 6. l'opuzoHTaIbHOE PACIONOKEHUEM ITOOEra
copra Kynana Ha arapu3oBaHHOM NUTaTeNbHON cpesie
DKW c 1,0 mr/n 6-BA 115 cTUMYIHpPOBaHUS pOCTa

TMa3ynIHbIX MOYEK

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

IOYKH U JTUCTHEB Y MUKPOIIOOETOB M UX TOPHU30HTAIb-
HOTO pacroyiokeHus (niauHa modera 1,5-2 cMm) Ha mu-
TaTeNBHON Cpeje, YTO CTUMYIHUPYET POCT IMa3yIIHBIX
noyex (puc. 6). Ha koaduuneHt pazMHOKEHUS OKa3bl-
BaroT BiusHKE copT (p < 0,0001), pacnonoxenue mode-
ra Ha cpeae (p < 0,0001) u nBa 3TUX (hakTOpa BMECTE
(p < 0,05). Yaanenue BepxylEYHON MOYKH U TOPU30H-
TaJbHOE PACIOJIOKEHUE MoOera Ha Cpeae TO3BOJUIIO0
YBEIMYUTh KOA(PPUIMEHT pa3MHOXKeHHs B 1,5 pasa
y copta Kymana, B 1,7 paza y coptoB flcauka, Tanrapckast
KpacaBuna, B 1,8 paza y coproB Cmakyca, [Ipocto Ma-
pus, Kynecuura, B 2,8 pa3a y copta benopycckas mo3u-
Hss (puc. 7). AHaANOTUYHBIM MPUEM YCIIEIIHO HCHOJb-
30BaJICsl IPU Pa3MHOXKEHUU COpTOB P. communis L.
Bartlett [5], Conference u Doyenné d’Hiver [4].

Ilo pereHepallMOHHOM aKTUBHOCTH M3Yy4YaeMble COP-
Ta TPYyIIN pa3felicHbl Ha TPHU TPYIIIbBL: C BBICOKOH pere-
HepannoHHOW akTUBHOCTHIO (Cmakyca, Kymamna), cpen-
merr (Ilpocto Mapus, Slcauka) m Hu3koi (Kynecunwuia,
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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KoadpmuymneHT
pasMHOXeHust

o N b~ O

Copt

pacnonoxeHue nobera Ha cpeae:
— ropusoHTanbHoe
—1- septukansHoe

Puc. 7. Koo duuneHT pasMHOKEHHS COPTOB IPYLIH IPH UCTIOJIB30BAHNUH JABYX BAPHAHTOB PACIIOIOKEHUS TOOET0B
Ha arapu3oBaHHON nuTaTenbHoi cpere 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/1 of 6-BA

copTt; 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 (CpeaHee 1o pakTopy «COpT») Ha arapH30BaHHOM MUTATEIBEHOI cpene
DKW c 1,0 mr/n 6-BA 6e3 yuera (hakTopa «pacIookeHne mooera Ha Cpeae»

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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BuiBoapl. OnTrManbHOM KOHIIGHTpanued 6-BA sl pa3MHOXKEHHSI COPTOB TPYIIH SBIISICTCS KOH-
uentpaius 1,0 mr/in. [oBeienne koHmeHTpanuu 6-bA 10 2,0 MI/J1 TPUBOAUT K YBEIUYCHHUIO KOJIMYEC-
CTBa MOOETOB Ha 3KCIJIAHT, HO YMEHBIIIAET BBICOTY MOOETOB (T. €. MPUTOAHOCTh K YKOPSHEHHIO) U BBI3bI-
BACT TOSBJICHHUE Y3KUX U HEPA3BEPHYTHIX JIUCTHEB C TIPU3HAKAMHU BUTPHU(PUKAIIIH.

OnrumaneHOU cpenoil 1us pasMHOkeHHs1 copToB Ipywmun Kynana, [Ipocto Mapus u Scauka siBisi-
eTcst arapu3oBaHHas cpena DKW, nononnennas 6-bA B konneHTparuu 1,0 Mr/i, odecriednBaromas co-
YeTaHUE BHICOKOH CKOPOCTH IMpon(epaliii 1 KauecTBa oopasyomuxcs moderos (0e3 BUTpUDUKAIIH)
JUTSl YKOpPEHEeHHSI M lajibHelero pasmHokenus: Kynana — koadgunuent pazmHoxenus — 6,8 (29,3 %
mo0OeroB, TOTOBEIX K yKopeHeHuto), [Ipocto Mapus — 4,2 (32,4 %), Slcauka — 3,3 (50 %). Y copToB
Cmakyca, Tanrapckast kpacaBuiia, bernopycckas mo3gasis, KynecHuria BRICOKHI KO3(PGUIIMESHT pa3MHO-
JKEHHSI C XOPOIINM KaueCTBOM MOOETOB 00ECIIEUNBAIOT arapu30BaHHBIE CPEIBl IBYX Pa3HBIX MUHEPAIb-
HbIX coctaBoB: DKW n mopudunmpoBanHas cpena MS (comepxaHue NH,NO, ymenblieHo 10 V4), OTI0JT-
HeHHele 6-BA B konuentpanuu 1,0 mr/in. Koadpunuent pasmuoxenus Ha cpere DKW y copros crenyto-
it Criakyca — 5,7 (47,1 % moGeroB, TOTOBBIX K yKOpeHeHUto), Tanrapckas kpacasuia — 2,0 (59,9 %
Mo0OeroB, TOTOBEIX K YKOpeHeHH0), benopycckas nmo3nusis — 1,8 (29,8 % mo6eros, TOTOBBIX K yKOpEHE-
unto), Kynecanna — 1,7 (37,3 % mo6eros, TOTOBBIX K yKopeHeHn o). KoadumueHnT pa3sMHOKEHHS Ha MO-
mudunupoBanHoil cpeae MS y copra Cmakyca — 5,5 (28,3 % mo0eroB, roToBbIX K YKOPEHEHHIO),
Tanrapckas kpacasuua — 2,1 (53,3 % mno0eros, roToBeIX K ykopeHeHuto), beropycckas mo3nusis — 1,9
(17,0 % moGeroB, TOTOBBIX K YKOpeHeHu0), Kynecauna — 2,0 (25,8 % moberoB, roTOBBIX K YKOPSHEHUIO).

ITutarensHasa cpega WPM HenpurogHa aiisi KyJbTUBUPOBaHUA COPTOB rpylu benopycckas mosm-
uss1, Crakyca, Tanrapckast KpacaBuiia.

ITo perenepamMOHHON aKTUBHOCTH M3yYaeMbIe COPTa TPYIIN Pa3aeCHbl HA TPU TPYIIIHL: C BBICO-
KOH pereHepannoHHo# akTuBHOCTHIO (Criakyca, Kymana), cpenneit (Ilpocto Mapus, Slcauka) m HU3KOM
(Kynecnuna, Tanrapckas kpacaBuia, benopycckas mo3aHsis).

CTUMyYIUPOBaTh POCT MAa3yIIHBIX MMOYEK W YBEIUIUTH KOIP(GUIIUESHT PAa3MHOKEHUS BCEX M3YUCH-
HBIX COPTOB IPYIIHU C COXpaHCHHEM KadyecTBa 1moderos (0e3 BUTpUQHKAIINU, C HOPMATIbHO Pa3BEPHY ThI-
MU JIUCThSIMH) MOYKHO TyTEM yJAJICHHUS BEPXYIICUHON MOYKH U JUCTHEB Y MUKPOIOOEroB U UX T'OPH-
30HTAJIFHOTO PACIIONIOKEHUS (JI7TMHa mobera 1,5—2 cM) Ha mUTaTENBHOM cpere.

Hcnonp3zoBanne cocyoB ISl KyJIBTUBAPOBaHUS Oonbiioro oobema (250—450 MiT) OTOXKHUTEIBHO
BIIASIET HA CKOPOCTH MPOIU(EpaIi COPTOB TPYIIIH.
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