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BoHbIN pexvMM pacTeHuit, XxapaKTepHbIli Anst ONpeaeneHHoro copTa, BO MHOTOM ONpeaensieT yCTOM4YMBOCTb pac-
TEHWUN K 3acyxe. 3acyxa BNUsiET, NpPeXae BCero, Ha Takme nokasartenu, kak BogonormnoLlatLast CnocobHOCTb, BOAOY-
AepxuBaroLasa cnocobHOCTb, BOAHbLIN AedUUUT U n3MeHeHne obLLelt 0BOOQHEHHOCTU B Npouecce oHToreHesa. Mayye-
HMEe 1 y4eT OOHOBPEMEHHO psiia NapaMeTpOB BOAHOIMO pexuma No3BOSsitOT 3HAYNTENBHO MOBbLICUTL JOCTOBEPHOCTL
OLIEHKN pacTeHUr MO 3aCyXOyCTOMYMBOCTU. Llenb uccnegoBaHuUi COCTOUT B U3YYEHUW BOOHOMO pexunma pacTeHumn
03VIMOW MSTKOM MLUEHULIbl B YCIIOBUAX OCTPON 3acyxu 1 oTbope nepcrnekTUBHbLIX 06pasLoB AN Cenekumnm Ha 3acyxo-
ycTonumBocTb. MaTtepuanom ans uccriefoBaHust MOCNY>XUNU 7 COPTOB O3UMOWN MSIrKOW niueHuubl cenekuun drbHy
«AHL, «OoHckon». Uccneposarusa nposogmnu B 2017—2019 IT. Ha SKcnepuMeHTanbHON nrowaake (3acyLlwHuk) na-
©opatopun dmsmonorum pacteHuii B ycrnosusix octpon 3acyxu 30% [B. Mo pe3ynsratam nccrnenoBaHuii BblAeNEHbI
copta XXaBopoHok, BonbHuua n BonbHbIv [10H, KOTOpblE XapaKkTepu3yTcs HaMbonbLLNM NPMPOCTOM BOAOMOrMOLLat0-
wen cnocobHocTn (o1 40,0 oo 41,1%), MMHMManNbHbIM yBENMYeHnem BoaHoro geduunta (1,3-2,1%) 1 HaMMeHbLIMM
CHWXeHnem obLien osogHeHHOCTU TkaHen (3,2—-3,8%) B npoLecce ycuneHus 3acyxv brnarogaps aganTMBHOCTU K yC-
NoBWsIM BOAHOrO cTpecca. [JaHHble obpasLibl peKOMeHAyeTCsl BOBMEKATb B CEMNEKLMOHHbINA NPOLECC, HanpaBfeHHbIN
Ha co3gaHue 3acyxoyCTONYMBbLIX COPTOB O3MMOWN MSATKOW MLUEeHULbI.

Knrodeesnble crioga: o3umasi Msigkasi nweHuya, copm, 800HbIU pexumM, godoroaowarouasi crnocobHocms, 080-
OHEeHHOCMb, 3acyX0ycmou4yugocme.
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Water regime of plants, characteristic of a certain variety, largely determines the resistance of plants to drought.
Drought affects, first of all, such indicators as water absorption capacity, water retention capacity, water deficit and
changes in total water content in the process of ontogenesis. Studying and taking into account a number of parameters
of water regime can significantly increase the reliability of the assessment of plants for drought resistance. The purpose
of the current study was to investigate the water regime of the winter bread wheat varieties under an acute drought
and to select promising samples for breeding for drought resistance. The objects for the study were 7 winter bread
wheat varieties developed by the FSBSI “Agricultural Research Center “Donskoy”. The study was carried out on the
experimental plot (zasushnik) of the laboratory for plant physiology under an acute drought of 30% PV in 2017-2019.
According to the study results, there have been identified the varieties ‘Zhavoronok’, ‘Volnitsa’ and ‘Volny Don’, which
were characterized by the largest increase in water-absorbing capacity (from 40.0 to 41.1%); by a minimum increase
in water deficit (1.3-2.1%); by the smallest decrease (3.2-3.8%) in the total water content in fibers due to adaptability
to water stress conditions in spite of increasing drought. There has been recommended to introduce these samples
into the breeding process aimed at developing drought-resistant winter bread wheat varieties.

Keywords: winter bread wheat, variety, water regime, water absorption capacity, water content, drought
resistance.

BeegeHue. OgHVM 13 BaXKHeMWMNX TpeboBa-  YCTOMUMBDIX K 3aCyXe FeHOTUMOB, MPEBOCXOAALLMX
HUI Npu GOPMUPOBaHUN arpoLIEHO30B ABNAETCA MO CBOUM OMONOrMYEeCcKNM 1 XO3ANCTBEHHO-LIEH-
apjanTauma pacTeHWi K yCNOBUAM OKPYXKalowwen HbiM NpU3HakaM M CBOWCTBAM, BblpalynBaeMbix
cpepbl. OCHOBHOW 3afjayueit ceneKkumn CeNbCKoXo- B MPOM3BOACTBEHHbIX NoceBax (MapyeHKoB 1 ap.,
3ANCTBEHHbIX KYNbTYp ABNAeTCA co3gaHune HoBbix  2017; Shinozaki and Yamaguchi-Shinozaki, 2007).
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B cBA3M Cc apuansaymen knumata B 60/bLUNH-
CTBe pervoHoB Poccun Habnogaetcs ydalleHue
HebnaronpuATHbIX NMEpPUOOB BO BPeMs BereTa-
uun pacteHuii. Noatomy oTbop CenekuMoHHOro
MaTeprana TONbKO Ha BbICOKYIO NMPOAYKTUBHOCTb
MOXET MOBMUATb Ha CHWKEHMWe MOoTeHUManb-
HOWM YPOXKAMHOCTM COPTOB MOJ, BANAHMEM KECT-
KMX arpoKaMmaTtmyeckmnx ycnosui (Jluxosugosa
n MoHoBa, 2020; Budak et al., 2013).

Mpy [OCTaTOUHO MPOAOMKUTENbHbBIX WU [AY-
6GOKMX BOAHbIX CTpeccax 4acTo CTAHOBATCA He-
06paTVMbIMK HapyLlLeHNA MeTabonnyeckmx npo-
LEeccoB, UTO MPUBOAUT K 3HAYUTENIbHOMY
CHVDKEHUIO NPOAYKTMBHOCTY pacTeHui (Mir et al,
2012; HekpacoBsa u gp., 2020).

3acyxa okasblBaeT BnusHME Ha GOTOCUHTES,
AblXaHue, aKTUBHOCTb (EepMEHTOB, POCTOBblE
npoueccbl. Ho 0CHOBHOE BAMAHME OHA OKa3blBa-
€T Ha BOAHbIN PEXMM pacTeHWUI, a Npexae Bce-
ro, Ha Takue nokKasaTenu, Kak BogonormoLlatoLwan
CNoCcoBHOCTb, BOAOYAEPXKMBALOLLAA CMOCOOHOCTb,
BOAHbIA AeduumnT 1 n3MeHeHne obuieln OBOAHEH-
HOCTK B npouecce oHToreHesa (Ocunosa u ap.,
2020).

BoAHbI  pexum pacTeHUn, XapakTepHblr
OnA onpefeneHHOro copta, BO MHOromMm onpepge-
nAeT yCTONMYMBOCTb pacTeHun K 3acyxe. MsyueHue
M yyYeT OHOBPEMEHHO pAda NapameTpPOB BOAHO-
ro pe)krMma Mo3BOJMIAT 3HAYUTENIbHO MOBbLICUTb
[JOCTOBEPHOCTb OLEHKM pacTeHWUA MO 3acyXoy-
ctonumnsoctn (LamanuH n gp., 2016).

Lenb wnccnegoBaHum cOCTOUT B U3Yy4YeHUU
BOAHOIO peXmma pacTeHUn O3UMON MATKOWN

MWeHULbl B YCJIOBUAX OCTPOW 3acyxu u otbope
MepCcneKkTUBHbIX 00Pa3LOB ANA CeneKkumnn Ha 3a-
CYyXOYyCTONYNBOCTb.

MaTtepuanbl M meToAbl McCnefoOBaHMIA.
Matepranom pnsa wnccnegoBaHWA  MOCHYXNUIK
7 COpPTOB O3MMOW MAMKOWM MIUEHNWLbI CeneKkumm
OrbHY «AHL, «[oHckow». Paboty nposogunu
B 2017-2019 rT. Ha aKCNepUMEeHTaNIbHOW NfoLwwag-
Ke (3acywHuK) nabopaTtopuun Gpr3nonorum pacre-
HUI B ycnosuax octpon 3acyxm 30% NB.JInctba ot-
6upanu B dasbl KONOLIEHNA U LBETEHUA PacTEH
03MMOIN MArKon nueHuubl. OueHnBann BOAHbIN
pexnm pacteHun no metoamke [.B. YooBeHko
(1988), copT-KnaccudurkaTop — ACKeT.

O6paboTky MHbGOPMaLMKM BbIMOAHAAN C WUC-
Monb30BaHVEM  KOMMbIOTEPHON  MPOrpammbl
Microsoft Office Excel 2010.

Pesynbratbl n nx o6cyxpeHue. PacteHus
MweHnUbl pearnpyroT Ha 3acyxy Mopdonoru-
yeckMMU N GU3NONOTUYECKMU N3MEHEHUAMM
BO BCEX YaCTAX pacTeHUNn. Ha KneTouHom ypoBHe
peakuma pacTeHUn Ha gednLmnT BoAbl MOXET Npu-
BECTU KaK K NOBPEXAEHVAM KNETOK, TaK U K Npo-
ABIEHNIO afaNTUBHbIX MPOLIECCOB.

Boponornouwatowaa cnocobHOCTb  TKaHEN
NINCTbEB O3UMOW MAFKOW MLWEHNLbl YKa3blBa-
€T Ha crnocobHOCTb COPTOB MOrfowaTb 1 yaep-
XMBaTb B Nopax U Kanunnapax sogy. B cpenHem
3a rofbl UccnefoBaHuin B Gpasy KonoweHusa AaH-
HbI NOKa3aTesnb n3meHAnca ot 96,9 (Kpaca oHa)
80 127,1% (BonbHbin [loH). Y copTa-knaccudu-
KaTopa AckeT BogomnoriowatnLuas cnocobHOCTb
nmena 3HaveHua 124,8% (pwuc. 1).
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Puc. 1. MNokasaTtenu BOAHOTO pexunma fiMCTbEB COPTOB 03UMOW MSAMKOW NiLeHuubl B dady konowexuns (2017-2019 rr.)
Fig. 1. Indicators of the water regime of the leaves of the winter bread wheat varieties in the heading phase
(2017-2019)

o naHHOMY NoKa3aTento LOCTOBEPHO NMPEBbI-
cunu copT-Knaccudukatop Acket copta BonbHuua
(127,0%) — Ha 2,2% v BonbHbin [oH (127,1%) -
Ha 2,3% (HCP, = 1,7%).

O6Las 0BOAHEHHOCTb TKaHel NNCTbeB 03U-
MOW MAFKOW MweHnLbl n3meHaAnacb ot 72,5 (Kpaca
lloHa) no 82,3% (BonbHbin [IOH), y copTa-Knac-
cndukaTopa Acket — 79,3%. JocToBepHoe npe-
BbllIEHE  3HAYeHWI JAHHOro  MoKasaTtens
Haj 3HauyeHUAMM Knaccudukatopa 3aduKcupo-
BaHo y copToB BonbHuua (81,8%) n BonbHbin [JoH

(82,3%), npeBblleHne cocTaBmno ot 2,5 po 3,0%
(HCP , = 2,4%). 3Tt 06pas3uibl XxapaKTepr30BaNnchb
BbICOKMM YPOBHEM 00LLiel OBOAHEHHOCTY TKaHeN
NNCTbEB.

3acyxa ABnAeTcA pe3ynbTaToM AelCTBUA Bbl-
COKMX TemnepaTyp, a TakXe BOAHOro Aebuuu-
Ta. BogHbIn gednunt B TKaHAX NUCTbeB BO3pac-
TaN U3-3a yMeHblueHus obliel OBOJHEHHOCTU
1 BapbupoBan B npegenax 8,1 (Acket, kKnaccudu-
katop) - 16,3% (MonuHa). Camblin HU3KMI YpPO-
BEeHb AeduumTa BNarm OTMeYeH y copToB AcKeT
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(8,1%), BonbHbin [loH (8,3%), BonbHuua (8,7%)
1 »KaBopoHOK (9,1%).

Pa3BuTre n COXPaHHOCTb pacTeHun B YCno-
BMAX 3aCyXV B 3HAUUTENbHOW CTEMNeHW 3aBUCUT

OT obecneyeHHOCTU KneTok Bogon. CogepxaHume
BOAbl B JINCTbAX M3MeHANnocb oT 59,7 (BonbHbin
[loH) no 78,1% (AckeT) (Tabn. 1).

1. CopgepxaHue BoAbl B JIMCTbAX O3MMOM MSATKOW NweHuubl B ¢pa3y KonoweHuna (2017-2019 rr.)
1. Water content in the leaves of the winter bread wheat in the heading phase (2017-2019)

CopepxaHue Bogbl YTpayeHo Boabl Jnctbs,

o, . Bpems notepu
Copt B nUCTbAX, % TNINCTbSIMU Yepe3 BOCCTaHOBUTENbHbIV o
N o o nuctbamm 40 % Bofbl

OT CbIpOW Macchbl 18 yacos, % Typrop,%
AckeT, copT-knaccudukaTop 78,1 25,3 100,0 25 vac 50 MuH
>KaBopoHok 63,8 27,6 90,0 22 vac 40 MuH
MNonuHa 62,6 33,8 82,0 22 yac 00 MuH
Ambap 59,8 37,6 73,0 20 yac 50 MuH
Kpaca [JoHa 66,8 32,6 77,0 21 vyac 30 muH
BonbHbI [JoH 59,7 30,0 80,2 22 yac 40 muH
BonbHuua 65,4 35,3 73,9 19 yac 00 muH

Cnycta 18 yacoB yBAfaHUA NUCTbAMU ObiNo
yTpayeHo ot 25,3 po 37,6% snaru. Bogootgaua
MMeeT 6ONblIOE 3HaueHMe B KauyecTBe OfHOW
N3 XapaKTepuUCTUK 3acyXOyCTOMUYMBOCTM pacTe-
Hui. OHa NoKa3blBaeT Pa3HbIN XapaKTep U3MeHe-
HUIA BOAOYAEPKUBAlOLLEN CNOCOOHOCTU NNCTbEB
pasnnyYHbIX MO 3aCyXOyCTOMYMBOCTY COPTOB MLle-
HULblI NpW Aporpeccupytowen 3acyxe. B ycno-
BMAX HEeJOCTaTOYHOrO YBMNAa)KHEHUA, MPOUCXO-
OWT ycuneHve B3aMmoaencTena 6enkos C BOLOWN,
T. €. YBeNMYeHne KonmyecTBa CBA3aHHOW BOAbI,
pe3ynbraTom 4ero ABNAAETCA MOBbIWEeHMe CTa-
OGUNBHOCTM LMTONMA3Mbl U yBeNYeHNe BOJOY-
LepXKUBALLEN CMOCOOHOCTU KNETOK, YTO MO3BO-
nAeT pacTeHUAM NepeHOCUTb ANINTENbHYIO 3aCyXy.
MNocnepytowee BOCCTaHOBNEHME Typropa nokasa-
no y copToB MaBOPOHOK 1 ACKeT BbICOKYIO perna-
pauuto (90,0-100,0%) C MMHUMaNbHbLIMW MOBPEX-
LEeHUAMUN INCTbEB.

M3yuaemble copTa 3a pasHbli nepunog Bpeme-
HU oT 19 vacos 00 MuHyT (BonbHuua) fo 25 ya-
coB 50 MUHYT (ACKeT) B yC/IOBUAX UCKYCCTBEHHOTO
yBAJAHUA TePANM KPUTUYECKMI NPOLEHT coaep-
»aHuA Bogabl (40%). Hanbonee meaneHHaa notepa
BOJbl OTMeyeHa y copToB AckKeT (25 yacoB 50 mu-
HyT), "KaBOPOHOK, BonbHbin [1oH (22 yacos 40 mu-
HyT), MonuHa (22 yacos 00 MUHYT).

BogHbIn cTpecc B penpoayKTMBHOW CTaguu
Pa3BUTUA PACTEHUI NPUBOAUT K CTEPUIIbHOCTU
KOJMTOCKOB MLUEHMLbI, BO BPeMA LBETeHUA BAUA-
€T B OCHOBHOM Ha pa3mep 3epHa, a CTpecc B ne-
pvio pa3BUTUA MblfibLbl MOMOAON MUKPOCNOPbI
BNeYeT npepbiBaHMEM Pa3BUTUA U YMEHbLUIEHU-
eM KonuuecTBa 3epeH. B da3y useteHus B cpea-
HEeM 3a rogbl UCCefoBaHWI BOAOMOIOLLaoLWan
CrNocoBHOCTb TKaHEeN NUCTbeB O3MMOWN MSTKOW
MWeHNUbl YBENNYUIACh U Haxoaunachk B npepge-
nax ot 127,7 (Kpaca [doHa) go 167,3% (BonbHuua)
(punc. 2).

=}
= 200,0
g
2 150,0
)E =
SN 100,0
£d
] 50,0
Z %
=z
- 0,0
=
o]
2
<
3 S

&

&‘“ # BoJI0IONIOIIA0MIas ClIOCOOHOCTh, %o
b & O0mast OBOIHEHHOCTb, %

= Boansrit nedpunmt, %

Puc. 2. MNoka3aTtenu BoAHOMoO pexunma NMCTLEB COPTOB 03UMOI MSFKOW niueHuubl B pasy ueteHus (2017-2019 rr.)
Fig. 2. Indicators of the water regime of the leaves of the winter bread wheat varieties in the flowering phase
(2017-2019)

B ¢da3y useteHus Bbigenunncb obpasubl, Ao-
CTOBEPHO MPEBbICKBLUNE COPT-KnaccudrkaTop
AckeT (164,7%) no 3Ha4YeHWAM BOAOMOrOLa-
IOLWEen CrocobHOCTN TaKkme, Kak BonbHbii [1oH
(167,1%) — Ha 2,4% vn BonbHuua (167,3%) — Ha 2,6%
(HCP,, = 0,6%).

O6Lass OBOAHEHHOCTb NINCTbEB M3MeHANaCb
oT 66,0% (Kpaca [oHa) go 78,4% (BonbHbin [1oH),
y copTa-KnaccudumkaTopa ACKeT JaHHbIA NoKa3a-
Tenb coctaBun 75,9%. [loctoBepHoe npeBbiweHne
3HauYeHWI 3TOro MokKasaTens Hag KnaccudukaTo-
pom AckeT 3admKcmpoBaHo y coptoB BonbHuua
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(78,3%) - Ha 2,4%, n BonbHbin JoH (78,4%) -
Ha 2,5% (HCP , = 1,6%).

Mpun HapacTalowen 3acyxe K ¢asze LBeTe-
HUA MoKasaTenu gedbuumTa BRarn B TKaHAX Nu-
CTb€B COPTOB MLWEHULbl HAXOAUNCb B Npeaenax
9,4 (AckeT, knaccndukatop) — 19,5% (MonuHa).
HavMeHblwM BOAHBIM  AedUUMTOM  XapaKkTe-
pu3oBannck o6bpasubl BonbHbin [JoH (10,4%),
BonbHuua (10,5%) n XaBopoHok (10,6%).

CopepxaHne BOAbl B NUCTbAX COCTaBAANO
58,6-68,2% OT cblpon Maccbl. YBAgaHue B Teye-
Hue 18 yacoB NpuBeso K notepe Barn MNCTbAMN
oT 39,1 (BonbHbIn oH) go 55,8% (Ambap). CopTa
MasopoHoK n Acket BocctaHosunm 90,0 1 98,0%
Typropa TKaHen fUCTOBbIX NNAaCTUH COOTBET-
CTBEHHO (Tabn. 2).

2. CopepxaHue BoAbl B NMINCTbAX O3UMOMN MATKOM nweHuLbl B cpasy uBeteHus (2017-2019 rr.)
2. Water content in the leaves of the winter bread wheat in the flowering phase (2017-2019)

CopepxaHvie Boapl YTpayeHo Boabl JNucTbs,
- Bpems notepu
Coprt B NUCTbAX, % NIMCTbSIMU Yepes BOCCTaHOBUTENbHbIN
N nuctbamu 40% Bogbl
OT CbIpOW Macchbl 18 yacos, % Typrop, %

AckeT, copT knaccudukatop 68,2 40,9 98,0 18 yac 00 MuH
YKaBopoHok 62,0 39,8 90,0 18 yac 00 MuH
MonuHa 62,2 44,5 86,0 17 yac 30 MuH
Ambap 65,8 55,8 79,0 16 yac 10 MuH
Kpaca JoHa 58,6 42,6 79,0 18 yac 10 MuH
BonbHbIn [JoH 64,3 39,1 88,0 18 yac 30 MuH
BonbHuua 62,1 45,7 84,0 16 yac 10 MuH

B dasy uBeteHnAa copta 6onee MHTEHCUBHO Te-
pPANY KPUTUYECKNIA NPOLEHT COAep’KaHUs BOAbI
(40%). Bpemsa noTepwu 6bin0 B Nnpeaenax ot 16 ya-
coB 10 muHyT (Amb6ap, BonbHuua) go 18 vacos
30 MuHyT (BonbHbIn [JoH).

HebnaronpuatHoe fencTBre 3acyxu Ha pac-
TEHVE 3aBUCUT OT MPOAOIPKUTENIbBHOCTN BAUS-
HMA BoAHOro geduumTa U CNOCOBHOCTU COPTOB
YNpaBnATb BOAHbIM PEXVMMOM B YCIIOBUAX CTpec-
Ca Ha NPOTAXEeHUN BCero oHToreHesa. Hamu npo-
Be[leHa OLeHKa M3MeHEeHMVs BojonornoLllalwen
CNocobHOCTK, 0OLel OBOAHEHHOCTU U BOAHOMO

AedbunumnTa BblASNMBLLMXCA COPTOB OT $a3bl KOJO-
LweHnA K dpase uBeTeHus.

BoigeneHbl copTta »KaBopoHOK, BonbHuua
1 BonbHbi [JOH, KOTOpblE XapaKTepUsyoTca Hau-
60NbWVM MPUPOCTOM BOLOMOMOLAOLWEN CMO-
cobHoctn (oT 40,0 po 41,1%), MUHUMAsbHbIM
yBenuueHnem BogHoro pedwuumta (1,3-2,1%)
N HaVMEHbLUMM CHUXeHnem obLieil OBOJHEHHO-
CTU TKaHel (3,2-3,8%) npu nepexoge oT ¢pasbl Ko-
noweHmna K pase LuBeTeHnA, bnarogapa agantus-
HOCTU K YC/TOBUAM BOAHOrO cTpecca (Tabn. 3).

3. XapakTepucTtmka COpTOB O3MMOMN MATKOM MLUEHULbI,
BblOeNMBLUMXCS MO NoKa3aTensiMm BogHoro pexuma (2017-2019 rr.)
3. Characteristics of the winter bread wheat varieties,
distinguished by the indicators of the water regime (2017-2019)

Boponornouwatouwias . o o
CNOCOBHOCTD, % BoaHbii geconunt, % O6Las oBogHEHHOCTb, %
(0] - [0) - (0] —
Copr : S 2 o E g 2 o E g 29
o 5 88 g 5 88 g 5 88
3 5 c B 3 5 c B 3 5 c B
C o O x c o O x c o O x
g ~ + g ~ + g j .
Acker, copT-knaccudukaTop 124,6 164,8 40,1 8,1 9,4 1,3 79,1 75,9 3,2
>KaBopoHok 122,0 163,1 411 9,1 10,6 1,3 76,5 73,6 3,2
BonbHuya 127,0 167,3 40,3 8,7 10,5 1,8 81,8 78,2 3,6
BonbHbi [loH 1271 167,1 40,0 8,3 10,4 2,1 82,2 78,4 3,8

BbiBogbl. CylHOCTb afjantauum pacTeHun
K 3acyxe CBOAMTCA K obecreyeHHOCTU KNeToK
N TKaHeln BOAOWN, K MOAAEPKaHNIO CTPYKTYPHOM
1 GYHKUMOHANbHON LeNOCTHOCTU pacTUTeNIbHO-
ro opraHu3ma, 4to obecneuymBaeT pocT 1 obpa-
30BaHMe PenpoiyKTUBHbIX OPraHOB B YC/IOBUAX
HefoCTaTOYHOrO BOAOCHAbXeHUA. [oHMMaHue
TOro, Kak pacTeHus WUCMONb3ylT BOAY B Mepuo-
Obl 3aCyxu, UMeeT NepBOCTENEeHHOe 3HayeHune
ONA BblABNEHMA 1 Bblbopa Haubonee agantupo-
BaHHbIX FEHOTUMOB K HEGNAronpusATHbIM YCIOBY-
AM cpepbl. [To3ToMy AnAa Npom3BOACTBA HYXHbI
COpTa, 3KOHOMHO pacxopyolme Bogy BO Bpe-

MA 3aCyXM 1 XOPOLUO OT3blBAlOWMECA HA YBaX-
HeHue. [lo pe3ynbTaTam WCCIefOBaHUA Bblae-
neHbl copta ’KaBOpOHOK, BonbHuua 1 BonbHbIn
[loH, KoTOpble XapakTepusyloTca HanbOoNbLUM
NPUPOCTOM BOAOMOIMOLWWALEN CNOCOOHOCTU
(ot 40,0 o 41,1%), MUHUMANbHBIM YBEINYEHU-
em BogHoro geduumta (1,3-2,1%) U HaMMeHb-
LM CHUMeHVeM oOLlel OBOAHEHHOCTN TKaHemn
(3,2-3,8%), 6bnaropgapsa apanTUBHOCTU K YC/IOBUAM
BOAHOro crpecca. [laHHble obpa3sLbl peKoMeHAY-
€TCA BOBJIEKaTb B CENEKLMOHHbIN MpoLecc, Ha-
NpaBfeHHbIN Ha CO34aHMe 3aCyX0yCTONYNBBIX CO-
PTOB O3UMOW MAFKOW MNLUEHULLbI.
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Kputepun aBTopcTBa. ABTOPbI CTaTbi NOATBEPXKAAIOT, YTO MMEIOT Ha CTaTbi0 PaBHbIE MpaBa U HecyT
paBHYIO OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 3a nnarvar.

KoHdonukT nHtepecoB. ABTOpbI 3asBNSIIOT 06 OTCYTCTBMM KOH(NNKTa MHTEPECOB.

ABTOpCcKuK BKnaa. lonybosa B.A. — koHUeNnTyanMsaums nccrnefoBaHns, aHanma 4aHHbIX U X UHTep-
npetaums, nogrotoeka pykonucu; lase B.J1. — npoBegeHne nabopaTtopHbIX OMNbITOB U COOP AaHHbIX.

Bce aBTOpbLI NpoYnTanu u ogo6punv oKoOHYaTenbHbIN BapuaHT PYKONUCH.



