Becmnuk Tomckozo zocyoapcmeennozo ynusepcumema. buonozua. 2018. Ne 44. C. 158-171

®U3UOJIOT U U BUOXUMUSA PACTEHUH

VK 581.1
doi: 10.17223/19988591/44/9

E.J. Januaosa, FO.B. Mensenesa, M.B. E¢pumosa

Hayuonanvuvuii uccnedosamenvckuil Tomckutl 20cyoapcmeentviil yHugepcumen,
2. Tomck, Poccus

Buinsinue XJIOpUIHOTO 32C0JIEHUS] HA POCTOBbIE
U (PU3HO0JIOTHYECKHE NTPOLECChI PacTeHUil
Solanum tuberosum L. cpennecneabIx COPTOB

HccnenoBanye BRIMOIHEHO NPH (PUHAHCOBOW MOAICPIKKE
Poccuiickoro Hay4noro ¢onza (rpant Ne 16-16-04057).

Hccneoosano Odeiicmsue pasnvix kxounyewmpayuti NaCl (6 oOuanazone om
50 oo 150 mM) ma pocmosvie (nunetinvie pasmepwvl nobeea u KOpHA, NIOWAOL
JIUCMOBOU  NOBEPXHOCMU, KOIUHUECMBO CHIONOHOS, CbIpAs U CYXds Ouomaccol
HAO3eMHOU U NOO3eMHOU Yacmell pacmeHuil) u @usuonosudeckue (cooepxcanue
Pomocunmemuueckux nUSMeHmo8 6 AUCMbAX, YPO8EHb NPOIUHA U UHIMEHCUBHOCHIb
NePeKUCHO20 OKUCTEHUA TUNUOO0E 8 TUCIbAX, CIeble U KOPHAX) noKazamenu Kapmogens
cpednecnenvix copmos Jlyzosckoti u Haxpa. O300posnennvie pacmenus-pezenepanmol
Kapmoghens in  Vitro noayuanu MemoooM MUKPOKIOHANBHO20 DASMHOMCEHUS. U
aoanmuposanu Ha numamenvHot cpede Mypacuee-Ckyea ¢ nOI08UHHBIM COOEPHCAHUEM
maxpo- u mukposnemenmos (0,5 MC). Pocmogvie napamempol pacmenutl kKapmogheist
copma JIy208cKou npu omcymcmeuu Cmpeccopa npesvbiuany nokasamenu pacmenuil
copma Hakpa, cooepowcanue ecex epynn (pomocuHmemuyeckux nueMeHmos noumu He
omauyanocs. Xnopuonoe 3aconerue (50 mM) oxasviano 6vlpadxceHHvlll He2amugHblil
agpexm ma cmononoobpaszosanue y copma Haxpa; ysenuuenue KoHyeHmpayuu
0o 150 MM cnocobcmeosano CHUMNCEHUIO KOMUYECBAd CMONOHO8 U NIOWAOU
accumunupyloweil. nogepxnocmu 6 6onvuwiell cmenenu O0as pacmenuil kapmogens
copma Jly2o8ckotl. MHmencusHocms nepekucHo20 OKUCIeHUs U008 8 pacmeHusx
kapmoghens copma Hakpa npu omcymcmeuu O0eucmeus Cmpeccopa npesuluiand
ananocuuHvle 3Havenus pacmenuil copma Jlyeosckou. Xnopuonoe 3saconeHue,
Hauunaa c¢ Konyenmpayuu 50 mM ona copma Jlyeoscxoii u 100 mM ons copma
Haxkpa evizvisano yeenuvenue cooeporcanus MIA npu ucnonvoeanuu 5KCmpakmos
u3 aucmues. Pacnpedenenue nporuna no uacmam pacmenuil y Kapmoens pasiuiHbix
copmos omauuanocs, y copma Haxkpa naubonvuiee cooepxcanue 8bla61eHO 8 TUCIbAX,
HauMeHblee — 6 KOpHAX, y copma JIy2o8ckotl nponun npeobnadan 6 cmebaax pacmeHul,
MUHUManbHoe cooepxcanue ommeuero  kopuax. Cnaboe u ymepennoe (50 u 100 mM)
XA0pUOHOe 3aCoNeHue aKMmusUpos8aIu HAKONIeHue NPOIuHa 8 OOonbulell CmeneHu y
pacmenuti kapmodgens copma Jlyeosckou, unmencugnoe (150 mM) 3aconenue — y
pacmenuti copma Haxpa. Ionyuennvie pesyiomamol mocym 6Ovimb noiesHvl O
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Paspabomku  MexHoNLo2UU NOBbIUEHUS. COLEYCMOUYUBOCIU  U3VYAEMbIX COPIMOE U
6b100pa HaubOIee KOMMEPUECKU 6bl200H020 COPMA.

KitroueBble CJI0Ba: YCmMouuueocmy, OPeaHOCneYUGUUHOCmy, PomMocuHmemuyeckue
NUSMEHNbl, NEPEKUCHOEe OKUCTIeHUEe TUNUO0S, NPONUH, in Vitro.

BBenenune

B XXI B. mepex mpou3BOAUTEISIME MIPOIYKTOB MUTAHUS BCTaja HEIPOCTAs
3aj71a4a — BELIBUTH CEbCKOXO3IHCTBEHHBIC M TEXHHYECKHE KYJIBTYPHI ¢ O0jIee BEI-
COKHMH U CTa0MIIbHBIMU YPO)KassMHU JJIsl 00€CTIeUeHHs UILEBON O€30MaCHOCTH B
YCIIOBUSAX HEONArONPHUATHBIX W3MEHEHUH KIIMMAaTa U TEXHOTCHHOTO 3arpsi3HECHI
cpenbl obutanusa. C OHON CTOPOHBI, JaHHAs! HOTPEOHOCTh CBSA3aHA C €KETOHO
BO3pACTAIOMIEH YHCICHHOCTHIO HACETICHNUS TUTAHETHI, YTO BBI3BIBAET OCTPHIH MPO-
JIOBOJIbCTBEHHBIN KPHU3HC, C IPyroif CTOPOHBI, OHA 00YCIIOBJIEHA CHU)KEHUEM Ka-
YeCTBa IOYBHI U3-3a BEICOKOW aHTPONIOTeHHOM Harpy3ku [1]. Haubonee pacmpo-
CTpaHEHHBII a0MOTHYECKUIT CTpecCcop — 3aCOJIEHHE, KOTOPOE MOXKET BO3HUKHYTh
€CTECTBCHHBIM 00pa30oM B HEpaxX MaTepPUHCKON MOPOMIBI WIX OBITH PE3yIBTATOM
WCIIOJIb30BAaHUS ONPECHEHHON BOABI A opolneHus [2—3]. ATpOHOMUYECKHE H
WHKEHEPHBIE CTI0COOBI MIHUMH3AIINH 3aCOJICHUS HE CTIOCOOHBI PEIIUTH ATy MPO-
Onemy Ha robanbHOM ypoBHE [4]. B HacTosIee Bpemst 3aCOIEHUI0 TIOABEPIKEHO
6omee 20% OpoIIaeMbIX 3eMeNb, U 3Ta IDIOMAAb IPOTHO3HPYEMO YBEITHUHTCS
10 50% x 2050 1. [5—7]. Haubonee ryOUTENbHO BIMSHUE 3aCOJICHUS B apUIHBIX
U TIONTyapuIHBIX PETHOHAX, I7JIe BEICOKOE COAEPKaHHE COJICH B MOYBE COIPOBO-
JK/IAeTCsl BBICOKOM TeMIepaTypoil 1 XpOHUYEeCKUM HejocTaTkoM Biaru [8]. He-
CMOTpsI Ha BbIpakeHHbIH HeratnBHBIA 3 dekr NaCl Ha pacTeHus, HOHBI XJopa,
3CCEHIMATIBHOTO 3JIEMEHTA, MOTYT OCYILIECTBIATE OCMOTUYECKYIO U TYPrOpHYIO
PETYISIMIO U BKITFOYAThCs B KOOPIMHAIIHMIO TIPOIIECCOB pocTa U poTocuHTe3a [9].
B T0 e Bpems nuana3oH Oe3onacHbIX KoHIeHTparuii NaCl oueHb y30K U CHIIBHO
BapbUpPYyeT B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT BHJA PACTEHUS M ero Bo3pacTa. VIHTeHCHBHOE 3a-
COJICHHE HEraTUBHO OTPaXKaeTCsl Ha OCYIIECTBICHUHM MHOTUX (PU3HOIOTUYECKUX
MIPOIIECCOB y PAaCTEHUH, B OOJIBIICH CTEIICHH 3a CUET TeHEPAIMH aKTHBHBIX (JOPM
kucaopoaa (ADPK) u pa3BuTHs OKHCIUTEIBHOTO CTpecca, YTO MPUBOJUT K Ha-
PYIIEHHIO paboTHl (POTOCHHTETHIESCKOTO aInapara, CHIDKCHUI0 HHTEHCHBHOCTH
(oToCcHHTE3a U KaK CIEACTBUE CHWXEHHUIO MPOJYKTUBHOCTH pacTeHuid [10-11];
WHAYKIIMW TPOIIECCOB CTApEHUsS] WM TIPEKICBPEMEHHOM rudenu pacteHus [8].
OKoJIO TpUIUATH CEIbCKOXO3IUCTBEHHBIX KYIbTyp obecneunBatoT 90% mpomo-
BOJILCTBUS, MOAABIIAIONICEe OOJBITMHCTBO M3 HUX SBISIOTCA TIHKOQHUTaMH [3].
Kaprodens siBisieTcss 4eTBepTOil MPOAOBOIBCTBEHHOW KYIBTYPOH B MUpPE TIOCTe
puca, MIICHUIBI U KyKypy3bl [12]. PacTenus kaprodens AMKUX BUJIOB OTHOCH-
TEJIHO YCTOMYMBEI K 3acOsIeHUIO [ 13], 0/JHaKO COBpEMEHHBIE COPTa, ABISIONIHECS
MIPOIYKTOM JONTOBPEMEHHON CEJICKINH, 3HAYUTEIHFHO 00Jiee TIOIBEPKEHBI JIeii-
cTBHIO conu [ 14—15]. Bce 3T0 0CTpO CTaBUT BOIIPOC O HEOOXOAUMOCTHU U3yUCHUS
COJICYCTOMUMBOCTH KapTodess U MoucKa KpuTepueB oTdopa Hanboiee KoMmmep-
YEeCKHU BBITOAHBIX COPTOB, YTO HEBO3MOXKHO C/iefiaTh 0e3 CpaBHEHUs (PU3HOJIOTH-
YECKUX MEXaHH3MOB COJIEYCTOHYMBOCTH X035 CTBCHHO [ICHHBIX TCHOTHUIIOB.
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Marepuajbl 1 METOANUKH UCCJIET0BAHUS

HccnenoBanus mpoBeneHBl Ha pacTeHUsIX Solanum tuberosum L. cpemne-
crenbix copros Jlyroeckoit u Hakpa. McxonHble 0310pOBIEHHBIE MaTepPUHCKHE
MUKPOKIJIOHEI S. fuberosum momy4deHsl u3 Bcepoccuiickoro HaydHO-HCCIEIOBa-
TEJICKOTO MHCTUTYTa KapTodensHoro xo3aictsa uM. A.I. Jlopxa (m. Kopeneso,
Poccus).

O3710pOBICHHBIE PACTCHUS-PETCHEPAHTHI TTOJTyYaId METOJJOM MUKPOKJIOHAIIb-
HOTO Pa3MHOXKEHHUS i1 Vitro M KyIFTUBUPOBAIH HA arapu30BaHHON MUTATEIHHON
cpeae MC ¢ IOJOBUHHBIM COCTaBOM MHKpO- B MakpoaiemenTos (0,5 MC) B Te-
yenue 21 cyt. Kopau pacTennii OTMBIBaIM OT arapu30BaHHOW CPEJIbI M MPOBO-
JIUJTH aIaTITalI0 MUKPOKJIOHOB K >kuKoi cpesie MC (MoI0BUHHOIT) U yCIOBHSIM
BO3YIIHOM CpeJIbl IO JIFOMUHECIICHTHRIMU Jlamiamu L36W/77 Fluora «Osramy
(Tepmanwst) pu MIOTHOCTH MOTOKA KBaHTOB DAP 200250 Mmxmons M2 ¢! B -
ToTpoHe ¢ 16-9acoBeiM (hoTomepuonom u temmeparypoit 20+3°C. Ilocie 2-He-
JIETbHOTO POCTa pacTeHWH Ha TUAPONOHHOH ycraHoBke B cpexe 0,5 MC 6-He-
JeTBHBIC pacTEeHHS TIEPEHOCUIIN Ha Ty e caMmylo cpeny ¢ nobasnenneM NaCl B
JquarnazoHe koHueHtpanuii ot 50 1o 150 MM (onbITHBIE BapraHThl). B xauecTBe
KOHTPOJHHOTO BapHaHTa MCIIOIB30BAH MUTaTeNbHYyI0 cpexy 0,5 MC 6e3 mobas-
nenust NaCl. [lutarenpHyto cpefy B YCIOBUAX THAPONOHUKH 3aMEHSUIN KaXKIble
3,5 cyt. Uepe3 7 CcyT BKCIIEPUMEHTA PACTUTEIbHBIA MaTeprall (GUKCHpOBAIN H
UCTIONIB30BAJIM €r0 JUIs MIPOBEACHUS aHaIn30B. OLeHKY MOP(POMETPUIECKUX T10-
KazaTeJel MPOBOIMIIN He MeHee ueM Ha 10 pacTeHHUsIX KaXKI0TO BapHaHTa.

Jist onpeneneHust KOIMYECTBEHHOTO COAEPKaHUs IIPOJIMHA U OLIEHKU UHTCH-
CHBHOCTH TIepekucHoro oxucieHus munuaoB (I10JI) mucTest cpeaHux spycos,
Cpe/IHUE YacTH CTeONs U KOPHU (PUKCUPOBAIIN XKHIKUM a30TOM; aKTUBHOCTB (pep-
MEHTOB OIICHUBAJH B JIUCTHSIX PACTCHUH, (UKCHPOBAHHBIX B KUAKOM a30Te; IS
OTIpesIeTICHUs] YPOBHS (DOTOCUHTETUUECKUX NMUTMEHTOB B JHUCThSIX PACTCHUN HC-
10J1b30BaIU 96%-HBblIii ITaHOIL.

CBexyro U CyXylo OHMOMAcChl paCTUTEIBLHOTO MaTepualia OlCHUBAIU IPABU-
MeTpHIecKUM MeTomoM. CyXyro Maccy OIpeerisuid mociie pUKCAIuy MaTepraia
npu 90°C u ero BeicymuBanust npu 70°C no nocrosHHoro Beca. CoaepkaHue
BOJBI (TIPOIICHT OT CHIPOM MAacChl) PaCCUMTHIBAIH, UCXO/S M3 OTHOIICHHS Pa3HO-
CTHU CBIPOH U CyXOM GroMacchl, OTHECEHHOMH K CBIPOI Macce.

Jns omeHku comepikaHus (POTOCHHTETHISCKUX MUTMEHTOB JHCTBS (15 mr)
pactupanu B 96%-HOM 3TaHoJI€e, U MOIYUEHHBIII TOMOTeHAT LEHTPUDYTUPOBAIIH
10 mun mipu 8000 o6/mMuH B nieHTpUdyre MiniSpin, «Eppendorfy (I'epmanus).
Onrtuyeckyio IUIOTHOCTh CIMPTOBOTO pacTBopa (UTOTOBBIH 0OOBEM BBITSXK-
KH cocTtaBua 1,5 mi) m3Mepsuin Ha criekrpodortomerpe Genesys 10S UV-Vis
«ThermoScientificy (CLHA). ConepxaHue MUIMEHTOB B CIIUPTOBOM JIKCTPAKTe
paccuuThBaII IO opMyIiam, puBeeHHbIM Lichtenthaler [16].

Wntencusnocts I10JI oneHuBanu cnekTpohOoTOMETPUIECKUM METOAOM, OC-
HOBaHHBIM Ha 00pa30BaHMM OKPAIIEHHOTO KOMILICKCA — IMPOAYKTa MaJOHOBOTO
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muanpaerunaa (MJIA) B peakiuu ¢ THOOApOUTYPOBOM KHCIOTOM MpH Harpena-
Huu [17].

DOKCTpaKIMIO M OTpEeTICHHe CBOOOIHOTO MPOJIMHA TPOBOIIIIN MO METOIY
Bates [18] ¢ HeOonpnmu moaudukanusmu [19].

Bce skcnepuMeHTHI POBEAEHBI B TPEXKPATHOW MOBTOPHOCTH. JlJIA OLIEHKH
POCTOBBIX OKa3aTeNel aHATU3UPOBaNH 1o 12—15 pacTeHuii B KaX10M BapHaHTE;
(pU3NOIOTHYECKUE TTApaMETPBI OTIPEAeIISUTH s 3-4 pacTeHUH KayKIOTO BapHaH-
Ta HE MEHEE YeM B TPEX aHAINTUUYECKHUX MOBTOPHOCTAX. [lodydeHHbIE pesyib-
TaThl TIPE/ICTABICHBI HAa PICYHKaX B BUAE CpeaHEl apu(h)METHIeCKON BEITHIHHBI
CO CTaHJAPTHOU omMOKOii. [y cCpaBHEHUS! HE3aBUCUMBIX BBIOOPOK, MTOUUHSIIO-
LIMXCS 3aKOHY HOPMaJIbHOTO PACIIpENesIeHHs], UCII0Ib30BAIM HapaMeTpUIeCKHi
kputepuit CTblofieHTa. 3HaueHus t-KpuTepus Haxomwiu At 95%-Horo ypoBHs
sHaunMocTH (p < 0,05).

Pe3ysbTarsl Hcciie0BaHNus U 00Cy:KIeHe

PazHooOpaszue coBpeMeHHBIX COPTOB KapTo(dessi TO3BOJIIET BhIOPATh BUJIHI,
MIOJXOSIINE IJIs1 ONPEAeNEHHBIX YCIOBHI MECTOOOUTAHHM, YTO OTYACTH SBIIS-
€TCs 3aJI0TOM BBICOKOM ypoXKaHOCTH. [IoMUMO 3TOro, OHUM U3 IJIaBHBIX KPHU-
TEpUEB BBIOOPA SBISIETCS CKOPOCTH CO3PEBAHMUS, OJHAKO Jake KapTodelb, OT-
HOCSIIUICS K OJTHOW M TOH ke TpyIie (paHHUX, CPESIHEPAHHUX, CPEITHECTICIBIX,
CPEIHENO3/IHAX WM TIO3HHX) COPTOB XapaKTEepPHU3YeTCs WHAWBUIYATbHBIMH
0COOCHHOCTSIMH POCTOBBIX M (PH3HOIOTHICCKUX PEAKITHA.

PocroBele mokasarenu pacTeHuil kaprodens copra JIyroBckoil mpu oTCyT-
CTBUM XJIOPUJHOI'O 3aCOJIEHUS IpEeBbIIIAIN apaMeTpsl pacteHuil copra Hakpa
(8 1,5 pasa o anuHe nodera, KOIMYECTBY SPYCOB U CBIPOIt Macce U B 2,7 pasa 1o
YHCITy CTOJIOHOB), HECMOTPSI Ha MX OOIIYIO MPHHAIICKHOCTE K TPYIIIE CPeIHe-
crenbIx copToB (Tabnuina). CoaepikaHue POTOCUHTETUYECKUX TUTMEHTOB Y JBYX
COpPTOB OKa3aJIoCh MPUMEPHO OJMHAKOBBIM (pHC. 1); ypOBEHb MPOIHMHA BHIMIE Y
pactenuii copra Hakpa, B 0CHOBHOM, OJarogapsi ero n30bITOYHOMY HAKOTUICHUIO
B CTEONSIX ¥ KOPHSX pacTeHuid (puc. 2). CTerneHb NepeKnCHOTO OKUCIICHUS JINTTH-
JIOB TaKXKe BBILIE B JINCThSIX, cTeOJIe U KOpHSX pacTeHuii copta Hakpa B 1,4; 3,3 u
2 pa3a COOTBETCTBEHHO (pHC. 3).

W3BecTHO, UTO XJIOPUIHOE 3aCOJICHUE BIUSET Ha IPOTEKAHUE BCEX OCHOBHBIX
(usnonorndeckux rnporeccos pacteruii [20, 21]. TpeOyercs moHMMaHUe MeXa-
HU3MOB, 00€CIEUHUBAIOLINX POCT U MPOLYKTUBHOCTh PACTEHHI B YCIOBHUSAX 3a-
COJICHIISI, IISI TIOVCKA HamOoJIee YCTOMYMBEIX BHIIOB M Pa3pabOTKH TEXHOJIOTHI
COXPAHEHMs YPOXKasi Ha 3aCOJICHHBIX MTOYBAX.

Pactenus copra Hakpa nposBisiiin NOBBILIEHHYIO YyBCTBUTEIBHOCTh K JEH-
ctButo NaCl B MUHMMaNbHON U3 aHATU3UPYEMbIX HAMHU KOHIIEHTparuii — 50 MM.
KonndaecTBo cTOIOHOB CHUXKANIOCh Ha 43%, JuTiHA 1To0era yMeHbITHIach Ha 23%,
B TO BpeMs KaK Yy pacTeHuil copra JIyroBckoit 41cio CTOIOHOB COKPATUIIOCH TOJIb-
ko Ha 20% (cM. TabmuIy). YBeIHUCHNE HHTCHCUBHOCTH XJIOPUIHOTO 3aCONCHHUS
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B 2 pa3za (100 MM) o4t He M3MEHHIIO POCTOBBIC MTOKA3aTeNIM PACTCHUI copTa
Haxpa no cpaBaenuto ¢ aeiictBueMm 50 MM NaCl, 3a uckI0O4eHHEM CyMMAapHOM
Macchl pacTeHu# (yMeHbIIIach Ha 20% OTHOCHUTENHFHO KOHTPOIBLHON BETHMYH-
HBI). B TO e BpeMs pacteHus copra JIyroBckoil oTBedany Ha 3aCONEHHE 3HAUU-
TEITBHBIM CHIDKCHHEM KOJMMYECTBA CTOJIOHOB M CyMMAapHOH CHIPOH MacChl pacTe-
HUii B 2,6 u 1,5 paza COOTBETCTBEHHO; APYTrUe MoKa3aTenau (JUIMHa o0era, 4ucio
SIPYCOB, CyMMapHas TUTOIA/Ib JINCTHEB) CHU3HWINCh HE3HAYUTEILHO (CM. TaOMHILY ).

Bunsinue 3aconenus (50-150 mM NaCl) na pocroBbie nokasaresu Solanum tuberosum
[The effect of salinity (50-150 mM NacCl) on growth parameters of Solanum tuberosum] (M £ m)

Conep:xkaHue BOAbI Cymmap-

Cym-
Jnuna a0 | gm0 ™ [Water content], % | yag cpi-
Hmuna | cromo- MapHas
nobera, ODHSE APYCOB, | |\ mane past macca
NaCl, cM o pR ’t HOB, IIT. . HCTHEB pacreHmus,
MM | [Shoot 1en[ tﬁo []il:r:f [Number 5 > | ToGer | Kopenb | r[Total
length, etn, of layers, M’ [Leaf [Shoot] [Root] wet
cm] stolons, surface
cm] pes.] 2 mass of
pes.] area, cm?]
plants, g]

Copr Jlyrosckoii [cv. Lugovskoy]
13,16 14,15 5,25 12,00 47,82 88,660 93,99 5,72
+0,26 +0,61 +0,37 +0,30 +3,42 +0,15 +0,21 +0,49

13,18 14,60 4,17 12,17 46,19 4,82

50 0,33 +0,36 | £0,24* | +0,39 +3,71 ig’ég ig’?z +0,33*
+100% 103% 79% 101% 97% ’ ’ 84%
11,53 16,95 2,00 10,67 41,29 3,84

100 | £0,33* | £1,51*% | £0,33* | £0,31* | +2,94* ig’gg ig’;‘z +0,34*
88% 120% 38% 89% 86% ’ i 73%
11,23 11,87 1,17 9,45 15,14 1,96

150 | +0,30* | +0,74* | £0,47* | +0,31* +2,83* ig;; i?)g +0,18*
85% 84% 22% 79% 32% > ’ 34%

Copt Haxpa [cv. Nakra]
7,98 18,24 1,92 7,58 40,06 88,20 92,62 3,62

O | 1032 | =082 | 2050 | 040 | 2456 | 076 | 040 | +029
6,15 2227 1,10 725 38,27 3,61
50 | £0,20% | +0,82* | £0,19* | 022 | 4,17 i%g? ig’?g £0,53
77% 122% | 57% 96% 96% ’ ’ 100%
6,56 15,52 1,08 7,83 38,50 2,89
100 | £034* | +0.86 | £029* | +0.41 | +3,56 ig’ig ig’;g +£0,34*
82% 91% 56% | 103% 96% ’ : 30%
471 10,52 1,00 5,57 16,52 1,01
150 | +0,28* | +0,74* | £0,53* | +0,20* | +4,99 fg;j* f;’;zl* £0,28*
59% 58% 52% 74% 41% ’ ’ 28%

Ipumeuanue. M — cpenHee apupmMeTHieckoe, = m — cranmaprTHas omuodka, *p < 0,05 mpu
CPAaBHEHUU C KOHTPOJIEM. % — OTpa)aeT CoepKaHUEe OTHOCUTEIBHO COOTBETCTBYIOILETO KOH-
TPOJIBHOTO 3HAYEHHMS.

[Note. M - mean, = m - standard error of the mean, *p < 0.05 compared to control. % reflects the content
relative to the corresponding reference value].
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[oBwimenne xounentpamuu NaCl g0 150 MM BBI3BIBAIO CYyIIECTBEHHOE
MoAaBICHUE pocTa pacTeHui kaprodens copra Haxpa. IlpumepHo B 1Ba pasa
YMEHBLIAIUCH JJIMHA OCEBBIX OPraHOB, KOJIMYECTBO CTOJIOHOB, CyMMapHas IUIo-
I[a]Jb ACCUMUIUPYIOLIEH MOBEPXHOCTH; B 3,6 paza CHUXKANACh Macca pacTeHHUH
(cm. Tabnuity). AHAJOTHYHBIE YCIOBHS Y pacTeHni copTa JIyroBckoit B Oonbeit
CTEICHH, BBI3bIBAJIM NOJABJICHUE 00pa30BaHMs CTOJIOHOB (B 4,5 pasa), cokparle-
HH€ CyMMapHOW IIJIOMIAH JINCTHEB U CHIPOW Macchl pacteHud B 3,2 u 2,9 paza
COOTBETCTBEHHO (CM. Ta0bnuILy).

OnvH 13 BEIPaKEHHBIX HETaTUBHBIX A(D(EKTOB XJIOPUIHOTO 3aCONICHISI Ha aCCH-
MUJIMPYIOUIHMH anmapar pacTeHHid CB3aH ¢ MHTMOMpOBaHUEM CHHTe3a (poToCHHTE-
THUYECKUX MUrMeHTOB [22]. OtpunarensHoe BiusHue NaCl Ha copeprkanue (Hoto-
CHHTETHYECKHX MMTMEHTOB B pacuéTe Ha CyXyl0 MacCy HaUMHAJIO MPOSBISITECS IPU
xouneHTparmu 100 MM. Tak, mist copra Hakpa conepikanue XJIopodHuioB a, b u
KapOTHHOHJIOB B JIUCTBSIX PACTeHUI yMeHbInanock Ha 39, 29 u 36% cooTBEeTCTBEH-
HO (puc. 1). anpHefimee yBeaniIeHHe KOHIICHTPAIN CTPECCUPYIOIIETO areHTa 110
150 MM npuBOIUIIO K CHUSKEHUIO YPOBHS XJI0PO(DIIIIOB @, b 1 KApOTUHOUIOB Ha 59,
44 1 30% COOTBETCTBEHHO; COOTHOIICHHE CYMMBI XJIOPO(MIIIOB K KapOTHHOUIAM
CIIBUTAJIOCH O 3HaueHus 5,3 110 3,3 (cM. puc. 1). st copra JIyroBckoit HeraTuBHbIH
s dexT 3aconeHns MeHee BBIPAKEH; 3HAYCHMS TS aHAJOTHYHBIX TIOKa3aTelel pu
100 u 150 MM NaCl camsunucsk Ha 33, 27 u 18-20%, cooTHOIIEHHE CYyMMBI XJIOPO-
(bUILTOB K KapOTHHOWAAM CIBHHYIIOCH cO 3HaYeHus 5,9 10 5,0 (cM. puc. 1).

30

25
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15

CopeprkaHue MUTMEHTOB, MI/T CyXOW Macchl
[Content of pigments, mg/g of dry weight]
)

NaCl, MM

Puc. 1. BiusiHue 3acoieHus Ha cofepkaHue POTOCHHTETUYECKUX MUTMEHTOB B JINCTHSIX
Solanum tuberosum; L — copt JlyroBckoii, N — copt Hakpa; yepHbIe KOJTOHKH —
XJOPODUILT @, cepblie KOIIOHKU — XJIOPO(UILT 6, OeTble KOJTOHKH — KapOTHHOWIBI

[Fig. 1. The effect of salinity on the content of photosynthetic pigments
in Solanum tuberosum leaves. L - cv. Lugovskoy, N - cv. Nakra; Black columns -
Chlorophyll a; Gray columns - Chlorophyll b; White columns - Carotenoids]
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Bo3mokHO, CHIDKEHHE YPOBHS XJIOPO(DIILIOB CBI3aHO C YBEITHICHUEM aKTHB-
HOCTH (epMeHTa XI0opOo(UIIasbl, 4TO, B CBOIO OUEPE/lb, IPUBOIUT K HAPYILICHUIO
CTPYKTYPHI XJIOPOIDIACTA W JECTaOWMIM3alUH MUTMEHT-OEIKOBOTO KOMITICKCA
[23]. Okucnenue (HOTOCHHTETUUECKMX MUTMEHTOB SIBISIETCS JOMOIHUTEIHHON
MpUYUHON 00pa3oBaHus akTHBHBIX (Gopm kuciopoma (ADK) u crocobcTByeT
Pa3BUTHUIO OKUCIHUTEIBHOTO cTpecca [23].

Hammu nokazano, uro conepsxkanne M/IA B peakiimoHHOW cpezie BO3pacTayio Ha
32-40% npu UCTOIB30BaHUH HKCTPAKTOB JIUCTHEB pacTeHuil S. tuberosum copra
Haxkpa, moaseprayTsix coneBomy BozzaeiicTeuio 100 u 150 MM, mo cpaBHeHHIO ©
KOHTPOJIBHBIMH PAaCTEHUSMU COOTBETCTBEHHO; B 9KCTPAKTax JHUCThEB copTa Jly-
TOBCKOH yBennueHue conepkanus MJIA HaOIrOmaI0Cch B AUana3oHe KOHIEHTpa-
nuit NaCl 50-150 MM u cocrasmsuio nmpumepHo 301,7% (puc. 2). MU3menenus
ypoBHSI M/IA B cTeOnsIX ¥ KOPHSIX PACTCHHH JIByX COPTOB MPU XJIOPHIHOM 3aCO-
JICHUW B CPAaBHEHHMHU C KOHTPOJHHBIMHU BapUaHTaAMM HE HAOIIONANIOCh, 33 UCKIIIO-
YEHUEM PEaKIINU C UCTIOIB30BaHNEM KOpHEH pactenuit copra Hakpa mpu 150 MM
NaCl (cwm. puc. 2).

o
i
T

[MDA accumulation, pmol/g of dry weight]

Coneprkanne MJIA, MKMOJIB/T CyXOif Macchl

NaCl, MM

Puc. 2. Bnusinue 3acosienus Ha HakomieHue MJIA npu ucrnonb3oBaHUU
9KCTPAKTOB Pa3HbIX yacteil pactenuit Solanum tuberosum; L — copt JIyroBckoid,
N — copt Hakpa; 4yepHbIe KOJIOHKH — DKCTPAKT JIMCTHEB, CEPHIE KOJIOHKH — IKCTPAKT
creOieit, Oenbie KOJIOHKH — SKCTPAKT KOpHEH
[Fig. 2. The effect of chloride salinity of different intensity on MDA accumulation
when using extracts from different parts of Solanum tuberosum plants. L - cv. Lugovskoy,
N - cv. Nakra; Black columns - Leaf extract, Gray columns - Stem extract, White columns - Root extract]

Kak u3BecTHO, IUIsl CHMKEHUS HEraTMBHOIO BO3JEMCTBUS OKHCIUTEILHOI'O
cTpecca B PACTEHUSAX AKTUBUPYIOTCS aHTUOKCHIAHTHBIE 3AIUTHBIE CUCTEMBI,
JieiicTBre KoTophix HampasieHo Ha ramenne ADK. [loBwimeHHBI WHTEpEC B
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9TOM CBSI3U MOTYT TpeacTaBiath pepMmenTaruBHbie (CO/, karanasa, nepokcuia-
3a U JIp.) ¥ HehepMEHTaTUBHBIC CHCTEMbl aHTHOKCHIAHTHOM 3a1IUTHI (KapOTHHO-
W11, HU3KOMOJICKYJISIpHBIC (DEHOJIBHBIC COCTMHEHHMS, TIPOJIUH U T.11.) [24].

AKKyMYJALMS IPOJIMHA SBISAETCSA OJHUM M3 HauOOJee 3aMETHBIX U3MEHEHUH
B MeTa0OIM3Me PACTEHUH B MX OTBETE HA COJIEBOM cTpecc. B mureparype mupoko
pacrnpocTpaHeHa Teopusi O IEpPBOCTEIIEHHON POJIM MPOJIMHA B KAYECTBE OCMOpE-
rynsaTopa. 3HAYUTEIHHOE YHCIIO MCCIECIOBAHHUN ITOKAa3asio, YTO XapakTep, KOH-
ueHTpanus 1 3GEKTUBHOCTh MPOJIUHA MIPHU COJIEBOM CTPECCE 3aBUCIT OT BUJA
pacTeHwms1, copTa, CTaIUH Pa3BUTHS, a TAKKE TUMA W MHTEHCHBHOCTH COJICBOTO
cTpecca [2].

B ontumanbHEIX yCIOBHAX (IPU OTCYTCTBHH CTPECCOpa) Y pacTEHHUH copra
Haxkpa cogeprkanue mposivHa B cTe0MsX B /1Ba pa3a BbILIE, YeM B JIMCThIX. [10100-
Has TCHJICHIIUS COXPAaHsIach M NpHu yMepeHHoM 3acoinenuu (1o 100 MM NaCl),
OJTHAKO TIPU ATOM Pa3IMYHUsl MEXKIY YacTIMHU PACTCHHH BBIPaKEHbI B MEHbIICH
crenieru (puc. 3).

1200
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[Proline content, p mol/g of dry weight]

CojieprkaHue NPOJIMHA, MKMOJIB/T CYXO#l Macchl

NaCl, MM

Puc. 3. BiusHue 3acosieHus Ha cojiep:KaHue NMPOJIMHA B Pa3HBIX YacTsAX pacTeHUM
Solanum tuberosum: L — copt JIyrosckoii, N — copt Hakpa; depHbIe KOIOHKH —
B JINCTHSIX, CePbIe KOJIOHKH — B CTEOIISIX, OeIIble KOJIOHKH — B KOPHSIX
[Fig. 3. The effect of chloride salinity of different intensity on proline content in different parts
of Solanum tuberosum plants. L - cv. Lugovskoy, N - cv. Nakra;
Black columns - Leaves, Gray columns - Stems, White columns - Roots]

WHTeHcuBHOE 3aco/ieHHe IPUBEIO K TOMY, YTO YPOBEHb IPOJIMHA B JIUCTHIX
MIPEBBICUIT TAKOBOW B cTeOMsX pacteHuid copra Hakpa B nBa paza. ConepkaHue
MPOJIMHA B MOA3EMHOM YaCTH PACTEHUIN OKA3aJOCh HHM)KE, YEM B HAJI3EMHOM, HE-
3aBHCHUMO OT HAJIMYHUs CTPECCOBOTO (haKTopa B CPelie U €ro MUHTEHCUBHOCTH (CM.
puc. 3). B pactenusix kaproderst copra JIyroBckoil B KOHTPOJIBHBIX YCIOBUAX U
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TIpY XJIOPUIAHOM 3aCOICHIH HANOONBIINI YPOBCHB IPOJIMHA OTMEUCH B JINCTHSX,
HaMMEHBIINH — B KOpHAX. Bo Bcex WacTsax pacTeHHi JaHHOTO copTa B OTBET Ha
craboe U yMepeHHOE 3acoJieHHe HaOII0AI0Ch IITAHOMEPHOE YBEIHICHUE YPOB-
HS TIPOJIMHA; TaK, B cirydae jaeiictBusg 50 MM NaCl aTo yBennueHne coCTaBIsiio
1,6-2,9 paza, mpu 100 MM —2,9-3,6 paza. Ananoruansie kornenTpanuu NaCl (50
n 100 MM) B cpejie MOBBINIAIN COAEPKAHHE MIPOJIMHA B HAA3EMHBIX U IIOJI3EMHBIX
qacTsax pacteHui copra Hakpa Tonsko B 1,4-2,0 pasa (cM. puc. 3). 3HaUUTEIbHOE
yBEIMUYCHUE yPOBHS MpoiuHa otMeueHo npu 150 MM NaCl B nucThsix kaprodens
copta Hakpa, coneprkaHue poIrHA JOCTHUIIO 3HaYeHHS 588,4 MKMOIB/T CyXou
Macchl, 4To B 12 pa3 IpeBbINIaIo JaHHBIH MOKa3aTelb KOHTPOJILHOIO BapUaHTa;
B JINCTBSIX copTa JIyroBcKoii comeprkaHne MpoMHa YBEINIWIOCH B 6,6 pa3a u co-
ctaBuio 497,3 MKMONb/T cyxoil Macchl. CTeOnu U KOPHU PAaCTEHUM OTBETHIIN HA
JeCTBIE WHTEHCUBHOTO XJIOPUIHOTO 3aCOJECHUS MEHEE BHIPAKCHHBIM YBEIIIUe-
HHUEM coJiepKaHus npojiuHa: B 2,7-2,9 pasza juis copra Hakpa u 3,3—5 pa3 — copta
JIyrosckoil.

3akiouenne

HccnenoBaHo BIHSHIE XJIOPHIHOTO 3aCONICHHS HA POCT U (PU3NOIOTHIECKIE
napaMeTpbl pacTeHuil kaptodens cpeanecnensix coproB JlyroBckoit u Hakpa.
BrIsiBIICHBI pa3indusi COPTOB 110 YCTOWYMBOCTH K HU3KHM (50 MM) U BBICOKUM
(150 MM) xonuentpauusm NaCl. Obcy)kaaroTcs BO3MOXKHBIE 3aIIUTHBIE MeXa-
HU3MEBI COJICYCTOWIHBOCTH.
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Elena D. Danilova, Yulia V. Medvedeva, Marina V. Efimova

Tomsk State University, Tomsk, Russian Federation

The effect of chloride salinity on growth and physiological processes
in mid-ripening varieties of Solanum tuberosum plants

Significant expansion of saline territories due to climate aridization and man-made
pressure on the environment reduces the productivity of the most important crops. The
intense salinity affects the basic physiological processes of plants, inhibiting growth
and reducing productivity. In response to salt stress, the plant responds with multiple
molecular, metabolic and physiological reactions aimed at the formation of protector
systems and the organism adaptation to stressful environmental conditions. The potato
ranks fourth among the major world food crops and its production is very important
for ensuring food security and social stability in many countries. Wild potato species
are highly tolerant to stress, however, modern varieties are the product of a long-term
breeding, significantly more susceptible to salinization. All this raises the question of
the need to study the potato tolerance to salt stress and to specify criteria for selecting
the most commercially viable varieties. This cannot be done without comparing salt
tolerance physiological mechanisms for economically valuable genotypes.

We studied the physiological (the level of photosynthetic pigments in leaves,
content of proline and lipid peroxidation degree in leaves, stem and roots) and growth
(the length of axial organs, leaf surface area, wet and dry biomass) parameters of cv.
Lugovskoy and cv. Nakra potato plants exposed to chloride salinity of different intensity
(50-150 mM NaCl). We obtained disease-free regenerants of potato plants in vitro by
the method of microclonal propagation and adapted them on Murashige and Skoog
medium (0.5 MS) with half the content of macro- and microelements during 21 days.
After growing on a hydroponic unit, the plants were transferred to the same medium
with the addition of NaCl. The plants were fixed and used for the assays 7 days after
the beginning of the experiment. The leaves of the middle layers, middle parts of the
stem and roots were fixed with liquid nitrogen to determine the amount of proline and
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assess the intensity of lipid peroxidation; 96% ethanol was used to determine the level
of photosynthetic pigments in plant leaves. We evaluated morphometric parameters on
at least 10 plants for each variant.

The results of the studies showed differences in the salt tolerance between two
varieties of potatoes. Growth parameters of cv. Lugovskoy plants exceeded cv. Nakra
plants in the absence of stress (See Table). Low intensity of salinity (50 mM) had a
pronounced negative effect on cv. Nakra stolon formation; concentration increasing
to 150 mM suppressed the stolon formation and decreased the area of the assimilating
surface, to a greater degree, for cv. Lugovskoy plants (See Table). One of the most
negative effects of salinization affecting the assimilating apparatus of plants is the
inhibition of the level of photosynthetic pigments. The contents of all pigment groups
were similar for the two varieties, the negative influence of NaCl in the calculation on
the dry weight began at a concentration of 100 mM. For cv. Lugovskoy, the negative
effect of salinity was less pronounced (See Fig. 1). Salinity as well as other types of
abiotic stress increases ROS production. The lipid peroxidation degree in potato plants
of the cv. Nakra without stressor was higher than that of cv. Lugovskoy (See Fig. 2).
Under salt condition, the content of MDA in the reaction approximately increased by
32-40% with the use of leaf extracts of cv. Nakra S. tuberosum, as compared to the
control plants; in leaf extracts of cv. Lugovskoy, an increase in the content of MDA was
approximately 300 %. There was no change in the level of MDA in the stems and roots
of two varieties under chloride salinity compared to the control plants, except for root
extracts of cv. Nakra 150 mM NaCl (See Fig. 2). Proline accumulation is one of the
most marked changes in plant metabolism in response to salt stress. Proline distribution
in potato plant parts was different: for cv. Nakra the maximum level was reached in
the leaves and the minimum - in the roots, for cv. Lugovskoy the maximum level was
observed in the stems and the minimum - in the roots (See Fig. 3). Weak and moderate
(50 and 100 mM) chloride salinity activated the accumulation of proline, largely, in cv.
Lugovskoy potato plants, and intensive (150 mM) salinization - in cv. Nakra plants (See
Fig. 3). The obtained results can be useful for developing a technology to improve salt
tolerance of the studied cultivars and to opt for the most commercially viable variety.

The paper contains 3 Figures, 1 Table and 24 References.
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