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Co3spaHne 3acyxoyCTONUYMBBLIX COPTOB SIPOBOM0 A4MEHS — OOHO U3 BaXKHbIX HanpasneHuin cenekumm Ha yCTonym-
BOCTb K abMOTMYECKMM CTpeccoBbIM hakTopam. [1nsa yCcnewHoro peLleHrs 3Ton 3agavm HeobxoamMMo UCMOonb30BaTh
B rmbpuansaunm copra v NMHUK, MMetoLme Hambonee BbICOKYH YCTOMYMBOCTb. OCHOBHAs Lenb UCCNeqoBaHns — Bbl-
SIBUTb BIIUSIHNWE OCMOTUYECKOTO CTpecca pasHoW KOHLEHTpauuy Ha npopacTaHue CeMSH U OLEHWUTb OTHOCUTENbHYHO
3aCyx0yCTONYMBOCTb COPTOB M JIMHUI APOBOro SuMeHsi. MiccnegosaHusa 6binn nposeaeHsl B nabopatopun usmono-
rum pacteHui B 2018-2020 rogax. OUeHKy 3acyX0oyCTOMYMBOCTM 06pa3LoB SPOBOro S4MeEHs NpoBOANIY Ha 26 copTax
n nuHmsx cenekumm PrbHY «AHL, «[JoHCcKoM» B HayarnbHbIA Nepuopg passutus. JlabopaTopHble UccneaoBaHms no
CNOCOBHOCTM CEMSIH SIPOBOro0 SYMEHS MpopacTaTb Ha pacTBOpPe Caxapo3bl (MMUTaUMsA HegocTaTka Bnarv B no4se)
MO3BOSISIIOT OLEHUTb 3aCYXOYyCTOMYMBOCTL 0Opa3LOB Ha paHHMX 3Tanax pasBuUTUSI pacTeHuid. Mdydanock gencreve
pacTBopa caxapo3bl C OCMOTUYECKMM aaBneHnem 3, 8, 10, 12, 14 atMmocdep Ha CnoCOBHOCTbL NPOPACTaHUS CEMSIH.
[Mpuv yBENMYEHUN KOHLEHTPaUUN pacTBOpa OTMEYEHO YMEHbLLEHNE BCXOXECTU CEMSAH Y BCEX FrEHOTUMNOB. B pe3ynbra-
Te NPOBEAEHHbIX UCCNENOBaHMI NPU KOHLEHTPaLMM OCMOTUYECKOrO pacTBopa caxapo3bl 8 aTMocdep Habnwoganucb
HambonbLUne cTaTnucTudecky aHauumble pasnuyms (P 0,95) obpasuoB no cpaBHeHuto ¢ BapuaHtamu 3, 10, 12 n 14 at-
mocdpep. B pesynbrate nsydeHus nonyveHbl AaHHble OTHOCUTENbHOM 3aCyXOyCTOMYMBOCTW COPTOB U MUHWUA ApO-
BOro siiMeHsl. MakcumanbHble nokasateny BCXOXECTU CEMSIH NMpU OCMOTUYECKOM CTpPecce AaBneHneM 8 atmocdep
B CPaBHEHWUW CO CTaHAapTHbIM copToM PaTHuk (43,6 %) 3acdukcmpoBaHbl y 0bpasuoB: 3epHorpaackun 1716 (91,1 %),
B3epHorpaackun 1717 (85,9 %), 3epHorpaackun 1719 (84,1 %), 12545/18 (80,2 %), 3epHorpaackmin 1701 (78,9 %),
12551/18 (72,9 %), 12487/18 (72,4 %), 3epHorpagckuin 1724 (70,6 %), 3epHorpagckun 1721 (69,8 %), 12525/18
(69,2 %). BoigenuaLumecsa obpasLibl MOXHO MCMONb30BaTh A8 AanbHeNWero n3y4yeHns 3acyxoyCcTon4mMBoCTy B none-
BbIX YCMOBUSX.

Knroyeenle cnoea: sposol SYMeHb, coOpm, JIUHUS, OMHOCUMEsbHasi 3acyxoycmoulyueocms, ocMomuyecKkull
pacmeop, ammocghepa.
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Development of drought-tolerant spring barley varieties is one of the important breeding directions for resistance
to abiotic stress factors. In order to solve this problem successfully, it is necessary to use in hybridization the varieties
and lines with the highest tolerance. The main purpose of the current study was to estimate the effect of osmotic stress
of different concentrations on seed germination and to evaluate the relative drought tolerance of spring barley varieties
and lines. The study was carried out in the laboratory for plant physiology in 2018—2020. The estimation of drought
tolerance of spring barley samples was carried out on 26 varieties and lines, bred in the ARC “Donskoy”, in the initial
period of development. The laboratory experiments on the ability of spring barley seeds to germinate on a sucrose
solution (imitation of a lack of moisture in the soil) make it possible to estimate drought tolerance of samples at the
early stages of their development. There was studied an effect of a sucrose solution with an osmotic pressure of 3, 8,
10, 12, 14 atmospheres on the ability of seed germination. When increasing a concentration of the solution, there was
a seed germination decrease in all genotypes. As a result of the study, there were the largest statistically significant dif-
ferences (P > 0.95) of the samples under the concentration of the osmotic sucrose solution of 8 atmospheres, in com-
parison with the options of 3, 10, 12 and 14 atmospheres. There have been obtained the data on the relative drought
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tolerance of spring barley varieties and lines. The maximum indicators of seed germination under osmotic pressure

of 8 atmospheres were registered among the samples ‘Zernogradsky 1716’ (91.1 %), ‘Zernogradsky 1717’ (85.9 %),

‘Zernogradsky 1719’ (84, 1%), ‘12545/18 (80.2 %), ‘Zernogradsky 1701’ (78.9 %), ‘12551/18 (72.9%), ‘12487/18’

(72.4%), ‘Zernogradsky 1724’ (70.6 %), ‘Zernogradsky 1721’ (69.8 %), ‘12525/18’ (69.2 %) in comparison with the

standard variety ‘Ratnik’ (43.6 %). The identified samples can be used for further study of drought tolerance in the field.
Keywords: spring barley, variety, line, relative drought tolerance, osmotic solution, atmosphere.

BBepgeHme. B Poccun nnowagn nop noces
APOBOro AYMEHS, B OCHOBHOM, HaXOAATCA B 30HaX
CHepaBHOMEPHbIM pacnpefeneHnem Tenna v Bna-
1, Kak no rogam, Tak 1 B TeyeHne BereTaumoHHo-
ro nepuopa. [MaBHbIM MCTOYHMKOM MOYBEHHOM
BNaryn ABAATCA OCafKW, KOTOpble MCMOMb3yHT-
CA pacTeHUAMU AnA TpaHcnupauumn n bopmupo-
BaHuA ypoxada (JoHuosa n gp., 2016). Jednunt
BNarM B Hallen KAMMaTMyecKoW 30He B Mepuog
BereTauum 3epHOBbIX — YacToe ABfneHuve. B ycno-
BMAX 3aCyXU LIBETEHME PACTEHUN APOBOro AYMe-
HA HaUMHaEeTCA Nepef BbIXOLOM KOJloCa 13 Bara-
N1 NTMCTa U 3aKaHYMBaEeTCA MOC/e KOJOLWEHMS,
4TO BEAET K YBEIMYEHMIO Yncna 6ecniofHbiX Ko-
nockos (KOcosa n gp., 2020).

3acyx0oyCTONYMBOCTb — 3TO HacneACTBEHHasA
CNOCOOHOCTb PACTEHMI MPOTUBOCTOATL MEPUO-
Andeckomy aeduuuty Bnaru 6e3 cyLecTBEHHbIX
nocneacTBUN ONA PoOCTa, Pa3BUTUA U CHUKEHUA
npogyktusHocTn (Macholdt J., 2017). iposoi Au-
MEeHb CUYMTAETCA 3aCyXOYyCTOMYMBOW, »apOoCTOM-
KO 1 CKOPOCNeNon KynbTypou, KOTopas Myioxo
MepeHOCUT BECEHHIO 3acyxy u3-3a cnabo pas-
BUTOW MEPBUYHON KOPHEBOW cucTembl (KOKMHa
n gp., 2018).

Ha cerogHAWHWI AeHb BHeApeHMe B Npous-
BOACTBO 3aCyXOYyCTOMUMBbIX COPTOB — 3TO OAHO
M3 TrnaBHbIX cpencTtB B 6Gopbbe ¢ 3acyxoi.
HactynneHne npoaomkntenbHOM BeCEHHe-NeT-
Hell 3aCyxXu B Mepuof akTMBHOMO POCTa ABNAETCA
OLHOWM M3 OCHOBHbIX MPUYNH CHUXKEHUA NPOJYK-
TUBHOCTM AJ1A BCEX TPyMn CMenocTy 3epHOBbIX,
HO cKopocnenble copTa B 6osblueli cTeneHun yas-
BMMbI, TaK Kak AenCcTBMe 3TOM 3acyxu 3acTaeT nx
B nepuop MOABMEHUA M BbI3peBaHMA KoJoca.
B cBA3M € 3TUM cenekyusa APOBOro AYMEHA QoS-
Ha OblTb HampaBfieHa Ha MOWUCK 3acyxoycTonuu-
BbIX FEHOTUMNOB KaK MCTOYHNKOB NCXOAHOrO MaTe-
puana (Mopo3os un gp., 2021).

OnAa cokpalleHnAa cenekuMoHHOro npouecca
ornpepeneHne OTHOCUTENIbHOW 3acyXOyCTOMYM-
BOCTV MPOBOAAT C MOMOLLbIO labOpPaTOPHbIX K-
3M0MI0rMYeCKX MeTOfoB oueHKU. MeToa oueH-
KM OTHOCUTESIbHOWM 3aCyXOYCTOMUYMBOCTU — 3TO
onpegeneHre cCnocobHOCTM NPopacTaHUA CeMSAH
B YCJIOBUAX OCMOTMYECKOrO CTpecca C BblICOKMM
JaBneHnemMm (MMMTaLMM MOYBEHHOW Bnaru). 31O
MoO3BOJISIET MOHSATb 06N PU3NOSIOrO-OUOXUMU-
YyecKmi NpoLecc NpopacTaHnsa CEMEHM B CTPECCO-
BbIX YCJ/IOBUSAX 1 AaeT npeAcTaBneHme 06 yctonuu-
BOCTM B3poOcCsioro pacteHus (Enucees n gp., 2016;
lase n gp., 2018; Sallam et al., 2019). O6pasupbl, ce-
MEHa KOTOPbIX CMOCOOHbI NpopacTaTb B yC/IOBUAX
MOYBEHHOW 3aCyXM 1 Ha PaAHHMUX 3Tanax OpraHo-
reHe3a popmMrpoBaTb Pa3BUTYIO NEPBUYHYIO KOP-
HeBYI0 CUCTEMY, B falibHENLLEM MOXHO UCMOSb30-
BaTb B KaueCTBe UCXOOHOMo MaTepurana C BbICOKON
3aCyX0oycTonumBoCTblo. OCMoTUYeCKe pacTBOPbI
JOMKHbI ObITb TaKOW KOHLEHTpauuu, npu KOTo-

pon pasnnumAa B OLEHKe YCTOMYMBOCTU M3yya-
€MbIX COpPTOB MMeT Haubonbluee OTKIOHEeHUe
Apyr OT fpyra v no3BonsAT 6onee TOUHO npes-
CTaBUTb OTHOCUTENbHYIO 3aCyX0YCTONYNBOCTb CO-
pToB (Marthandan et al., 2020).

OcHoBHaa uUenb MCCNefoBaHUA — BbIABUTb
BNMAHNE OCMOTMYECKOrO CTpecca pa3HOWM KOH-
LeHTpauun Ha npopacTaHue CeMAH U OLLeHUTb OT-
HOCUTESIbHYI0 3aCyXOYCTONYNBOCTb COPTOB U NU-
HUI APOBOTrO AYMEHS.

Martepuanbl U MeToAbl UCCNeAOBaHUN.
WccnepoBanna nposogunn B 2018-2020 rr.
B nabopatopuun ¢usnonorun pacteHuii, B xome
KOTOPbIX 1U3y4Yanocb 26 COPTOB M NMHUIN APOBOro
AumeHa cenekuun QepepanbHOro rocygapcTeeH-
HOrO Hay4yHoOro yuypexpaeHua «ArpapHbli Hayu-
HbI LeHTp «JoHckoln» (DIBHY «AHL, «[JoHCKo»).
MN3yuyeHne 3acyxoyCcTOMUYMBOCTU COPTOB U JIMHNI
npoBoAWnM nosTanHo: 1) oueHKa OencTBUA OC-
MOTUYECKOro PacTBOpa pPasHbiX KOHLEHTpauui;
2) onpepeneHmne BCXOXKECTU 06pa3LoB Npu KOH-
LeHTpaumMmn pacTBopa, AatoLen HavnyJlyto and-
depeHUMaLmIo No CTEMEHN NPopacTaHUA CEMSAH.

[InAa OUeHKM OTHOCMTENIbHOM 3acyxOyCTOW-
UMBOCTU APOBOTrO AYMEHSA MPUMEHANN METOAUKY
H. H. Koxywko (1988). B kauecTBe 0CMOTUUYECKO-
ro pacTsopa ucnonb3osanu caxaposy 3, 8, 10, 12
n 14 atmocdep.

CemeHHOI MaTepuan NpopaLLMBaniy B YaLllKax
MNeTpwn — no 50 cemAH Kaxkgoro copTta mexay Cno-
eM GUNbTPOBaNbHOM Bymaru B YeTblpexKpaTHOM
NOBTOPHOCTU. B onbiTe — pacTBOpP caxapo3bl (MmMu-
TauuMA MOYBEHHOM 3aCyxu), a B KOHTpone — Auc-
TUNMPOBaHHAasA BOAA.

Pe3ynbTaTbl GUKCMPOBaNM Ha cebMble CyT-
Kn. BcxoxecTb onpenenanu u BbipaXanu B Npo-
LeHTax OT CpefHero KonmyecTBa CceMsH, JaBLUKX
KOpEeLOoK MUHMMANbHOWM ANINHbI, B YC/IOBUAX He-
JocCTaTKa Bnaru, B CpaBHEHUN C YNCIIOM MPOpPOC-
LWNX CeEMAH B AnCTunnnpoBaHHon Boge. CemeHa
06pa3LoB, cnocobHble pa3BuMBaTb GOMbLUYIO CO-
CyLLyl0 CUJTY, YEM COCYLLAA CUSla BHELLHEro pac-
TBOPA, XapaKTepU3ylOTCA KaK YCTOMYMBbIE K
cTpecc-dpakTopy. BblcoKU npoLeHT npopocLumx
ceMsAH roBoput 06 Mx cnocobHoCcTn NpopacTaTtb
B MOYBe NMpu HefoCTaTKe Blarn. Matematumnyeckyto
N CTaTUCTUYECKY0 00paboTKy AaHHbIX MpoBOAY-
nn no metoauke b. A. [locnexosa (2014) n Kom-
nbloTepHol nporpammbl Microsoft Excel.

Pe3ynbratbl 1 nx obcyxaeHue. Npu n3yue-
HUW 3aCyX0yCTONYMBOCTM 26 0Opa3L 0B APOBOro
AYMeHsA (npopacTaHMe CemMAH Ha pacTBOpax OcC-
MoTuKa 3, 8, 10, 12 n 14 atmocdep) onpenene-
Ha 3aBUCUMOCTb BCXOXECTU CEMAH OT YCJIOBUI
n copTa (puc. 1).

Mo pe3ynbTatam CTaTUCTUYECKOTrO aHanu-
3a BbIAAB/IEHbl JOCTOBEPHbIE pa3Nnyuma no crene-
HU BCxoxecTn ceMaH (PakTop A — KOHLeHTpauuma
pacTBOpa ocMoTUKa, dakTop B — copT).
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Puc. 1. Jonsa BnusHus dpaktopoB A n B Ha OTHOCUTENbBHYO 3aCyXOYCTOMYMBOCTL CEMSIH SPOBOrO AYMEHS
(2018-2020 rr.)
Fig. 1. The share of the effect of A and B factors on the relative drought tolerance of spring barley seeds
(2018-2020)

Ha konunuectBo npopoclmx cemsH B 601b-
e Mepe OKasbiBana BAUAHWE KOHLEHTpauuna
pactBopa caxaposbl — n? = 0,84, uem ¢akTop
copT n? = 0,08 1 nx B3anmogencTemne — n? = 0,09.
Mpu ycnneHnn CTpeccoBOW Harpyskm (BblcOoKas
KOHLUEHTpaUmMA OCMOTUYECKNX pPacTBOPOB) Ha-
6n08anocb pe3Kkoe CHUXKEHME BCXOXKECTM CeMsAH
APOBOTrO AYMEHS.

MepBblt 3Tan M3yyeHUA OTHOCUTENbHOW 3a-
CYXOYyCTONUMBOCTM 0O6pPa3LOB APOBOr0 AYMEHS
NPOBOAWAM MyTEM NPOPALLMBAHMA HA PacTBOpPax

OCMOTUKOB pPa3HOWM KOHUeHTpauuun. [lonyyeHbl
SKCNepuMeHTaslbHble  [JaHHble BCXOXeCTn ce-
MAH MpPU PasHbIX YCIOBUAX BOAHOro aeduumnta,
MoKasaTenu KOTOPbIX HaxOAWAUCb B Npepenax
o1 3,1 00 99,8 %.

Cpenu 13yyaembix COPTOB M NNHWUIA CPefHue
3HauYeHNA BCXOXKECTM CeMAH 3a nepuop usyde-
HWA MO BCEM KOHLIEHTPALUUAM COCTaBWIM: 3 aTM. —
89,6 %, 8 atM. — 59,2 %, 10 at™m. — 34,1 %, 10 aTm. —
17,7 %, 14 atm. — 11,8 % (tabn. 1).

Ta6nuua 1. CtaTucTMYeCKMe NokasaTenu U3MeH4YUBOCTH
npu3HakKa «npopacTtaHue ceMsiH ApoBoro AsumMmeHs» (2018-2020 rr.)
Table 1. Statistical indicators of the variability
of the trait ‘germination of spring barley seeds’ (2018-2020)

OcmoTnyeckuin pacTeop (caxaposa)
CraTucTuyeckme nokasarenu
3 atm. 8 at™m. 10 atm. 12 atm. 14 atm.
c CpefHee 3HaueHue npuaHaka (X) 89,6 59,2 35,4 17,4 11,8
né";ﬂ:ﬁ? Pasvax sapuaumm (R) 28,7 76,5 60,2 41,1 24,9
CrtaHgapTHOe OTKMOHeHue (O) 7,0 20,6 16,3 8,6 6,0

Hanbonbwunii pa3bpoc nokasaTend BCXOXe-
CTU CeMAH Cpean N3yYeHHbIX KOHUEHTpauun 3a-
bUKCMPOBAH MPY KOHLEHTPALUN OCMOTUYECKOTO
pactBopa ¢ gaBneHuem 8 atm. [1o cTaTucTuyecknm
nokasartenam U3MEeHUYMBOCTM MPU3HaAKa Npu 3TUX
ycnoBuaAx 3adumKcmpoBaHbl Hanbonee wMpokas
amnnutyga sapuaunn (R = 76,5 %) n ctaHgapTHoe
OTKJIOHeHue (0 = 20,6%).

BcxoxecTb ceMAH npu KOHUEHTpauuu pac-
TBOpa (8 aTM.) MMena CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HauYMMble
otnnuuma (P > 0,95) no cpaBHeHUO C BapuaHTa-
mu 3, 10, 12 n 14 atm. lMNpu 8 aTMocdepax makcu-
MasnbHble 3HaYeHNA AnanasoHa Baprauum u CTaH-
LAPTHOrO OTKJIOHEHMA YKa3blBalOT Ha Gosnbluyio
M3MEHYMBOCTb Npu3Haka. Pa3Huua B npopacra-
Hum mexpgy 3 (R=287no=70%)1n 14 (R=24,9
n o = 6,0%) aTmocdepamn CTAaTUCTUYECKM He-
3HaumMma. [losTomy Npu NPoBeAeHUN KOCBEHHOW
OLIEHKN OTHOCUTENIbHOM 3aCyXOYCTONUYNBOCTU NC-
Nnosib30Banu PacTBOP caxapo3bl C OCMOTUYECKIM
AaBneHmnem 8 atm.

Ha BTOpOMm 3Tane mccnepoBaHuin 6bina npo-
BeleHa OLeHKa YCTOMYMBOCTM COPTOObOpas-
uoB. [MPOLEHT BCXOXKECTUM CEMAH MUCMOJIb30BaM
B KauecTBe KpuTepusa, U MO STUM pe3ynbTaTam
06pa3ubl 66K pasgeneHbl Ha 3 rpynnbl (cnaboy-
CTOuMBbIE, CPeHeYCTONYBbIE, BbICOKO3aCyXOY-
cTonumBble) (puc. 2).

K rpynne cnabosacyxoyctonuveble (0-39 %)
oTHOCATCA 4 reHoTmna, 4YTo coctasuno 15,4 %,
CO BCXOXeCTbto cemAH oT 14,6 (3epHorpaackuii
1685) 0o 33,3 % (3epHorpaackuin 1781).

CpepHeyctonumsble  (40-69 %)  cocTaBu-
nm 53,8% (14 06pa3uoB), BCXOXKECTb KOTOPbIX
6bina ot 43,6 (PaTHMK) go 69,8 % (3epHorpaa-
ckmm 1721).

Bbicoko3acyxoyctonumsbix (70-100 %) BbisiB-
neHo 8 obpasuos, uto coctaBusio 30,8 %, BCxo-
XecTb ceMfAH KOTOpbiX BapbupoBana oT 70,6
(3epHorpaackun 1724) po 91,1% (3epHorpag-
cKkuii 1716) (puc. 3).
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Puc. 2. PacnpegeneHve obpasLoB SpoBOro s4MeHs Mo rpynnam 3acyxoyctondmeocTtu (2018-2020 rr.)
Fig. 2. Distribution of spring barley samples according to drought tolerance groups (2018-2020)
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Puc. 3. BoigenueLunecsi o6pasLibl SpoBOro ssdMeHsi Mo OTHOCUTENbHOW 3acyxoycTonumBocTy (2018—-2020 rr.)
Fig. 3. Identified spring barley samples according to relative drought tolerance (2018-2020)

MaKcrMarnbHble 3HaYeHMA BCXOXKECTU CeMAH
APOBOr0 AYMEHA MNpPU OCMOTUYECKOM CTpecce
faBneHvem 8 atmocdep B CpaBHEHWW CO CTaH-
JapTHbIM copToM PaTHuMK (43,6 %) 3aduKkcmpo-
BaHbl y 06pa3uoB 3epHorpagckuin 1716 (91,1 %),
3epHorpapckuii 1717 (85,9 %) n 3epHorpasckuia
1719 (84,1 %). BblgeneHHble reHOTUMbl XapaKTe-
puU3ytoTca cnocobHOCTbIO MepeHoCUTb Hebnaro-
NPUATHbIE YCNOBUA Cpedbl, CBA3aHHble C Hepo-
CTaTKOM MOCTYM/IEHUA BOAbl B KIETKU pPaCTEHUIA
3a cyeT 6oree BbICOKOW NMOMIOTUTENIbHOW CNOCO6-
HOCTU CeMsiH, OOYC/IOBNIEHHOW TeHeTMYeCKUMU
dakTopamu.

BbiBoabl. B xofe v3yyeHua 3acyxoyctomnuu-
BOCTU COPTOB W NIMHUI APOBOro AYMEHA YCTa-
HOBJIEHO, UYTO MPW KOHLEHTpaLuM pacTBopa ca-
Xapo3bl 8 aTM. Habnoganca Hanbosnee WVPOKNIA
[Vana3oH BapbMPOBaHUA BCXOXKECTUN CEMSAH.

lpoBegeHHble  MCCNefoOBaHUA  MO3BOMWM
pacnpegenuTtb copTa U NMHUN APOBOro AYMe-

HA MO rpynnam YCTONYMBOCTU B COOTBETCTBUU
¢ otTpaboTtaHHoM meTogumKkon. CpefiHeyCTONYMBbIe

K BOAHOMY CTpeccy reHotunbl: 12477/18
(67,9 %), 12523/18 (65,4 %), 12512/18 (64,1%),
3epHorpapckmin 1723 (59,2 %), 3epHorpag-

cknin 1628 (58,0 %), 3epHorpaackmin 1686 (54,5%),
3epHorpagcknn 1726 (52,7 %), JNeon (51,9 %),
12515/18 (51,7 %),12489/18 (45,5 %), PaTHUK
(43,6 %). BbicOKOWM 3aCyxOyCTOMUMBOCTbIO Xa-
paKkTepusyiloTca obpasubl 3epHorpaackuin 1716
(91,1 %), 3epHorpaackun 1717 (85,9 %), 3epHo-
rpagcknn 1719 (84,1 %), 12545/18 (80,2 %),
3epHorpaackuin 1701 (78,9 %), 12551/18 (72,9 %),
12487/18 (72,4 %), 3epHorpagpckuin 1724 (70,6 %),
3epHorpaackui 1721 (69,8 %), 12525/18 (69,2 %).

CemeHa 0603HaYeHHbIX COPTOB U JIVHWIA MOTYT
npopacrtatb B yC/I0BMAX Cnabo JOCTYNHOWN Bnaru,
TaK KaK OHM pa3BMBaloT GOJbLUYID MOrNOTUTENb-
HYI0 CMOCOBGHOCTb, YeM CMOCOOHOCTb BHELLHEro
pacTBOpa NPenATCTBOBaTb MPOHNUKHOBEHNIO BOAbI.
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KpuTtepuu aBTopcTBa. ABTOPbI CTaTbW NOATBEPXKAAIOT, YTO MMEIOT Ha CTaTbio PaBHbIE NpaBa U HeCyT
paBHY OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 3a nnaruar.

KoHdnukT nHTepecoB. ABTOpbI 3asBNSIOT 06 OTCYTCTBUM KOH(PIIMKTa UHTEPECOB.
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