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HecmoTtps Ha cyliecTBOBaHME TOCTATOUHOTO KOJIWUYECTBA MTPOTOKOJIOB [IJISI TIOJyUYeHUSI COMAaTUUECKHUX 3a-
ponplieit Pinus sylvestris L., naHHbIE O BIUSIHUW MpPEIBAPUTEIBLHON CTEpUIN3allMU PACTUTEIbHBIX 9KC-
IUIAHTOB HA MHULIMALIMIO COMAaTUYECKOTO 3MOpUoreHe3a MpakTUIecku OTCyTCTBYIOT. B xome uccienosa-
HUS ObUTY MOOOpaHbI ONITUMAaIbHBIE CPOKU COOpa He3peJIbIX IIMIIEK ¥ BIOpaH 6e301acHbIil U 3¢ eKTUB-
HBIIi TIPOTOKOJI MPEABAPUTETBHON CTepuIn3aluu He3pesbix cemssH. ComtacHO TIONy4YeHHBIM JaHHbBIM,
“BpeMEHHOE OKHO”, IIPY KOTOPOM CTaIusl pa3BUTUSI 3UTOTUYECKOTO 3apObIIa MOAXOIAUT IS BBEACHUS
pacTUTENIbHOTO MaTepuasa B KyJbTypy in vitro Ha [leTpo3aBoackoii 1ecoceMeHHOl maHTtauuu | mopsaka
(Kapenust) B 2020 r. mpuxoAMIOCh HAa KOHEL TPEThel AeKaabl MIOHSI—BTOPOIA IeKabl UIoJIsl (TIpU cyMMe 3 -
dexTuBHBIX TeMmIiepatyp 406.8—655.5 rpanyco-aHeit cooTBeTcTBEHHO (1ipu 6a30Boii TeMnepatype 5 °C)). To-
raa kak B 2021 r. mepuomn, TTOAXOISIINIA 11 B3ITUSI 00pa31ioB, ObLI KOpoue (TpeThs AeKana UoHsI—IepBast
nekana uions (400.7—664.7 rpagyco-aHeii)). Hapsimy ¢ 3TUM IpeacTaBiIeHbl pe3ylabTaThl MO U3YyUYEHUIO
BIIMSTHUST PA3JIMYHBIX TUIOB CTEPUINU3YIOIIKX areHToB (70% »TaHOoJ, TepMaHTraHaT KaJlusl, TUIOXJIOPUT
HaTtpus (KoMMepuecKuii oToenuBaTenab “bennsHa”), mepekuch BOOOpoaa), MX KOHIEHTPAINi 1 BpeMe-
HU BO3JECTBUSI Ha BCXOXECTh 3peJIbIX ceMsaH P. sylvestris. YCTaHOBJIEHO OTpMLIaTeIbHOE BJIUSIHUE pac-
TBOopa 70% 3TaHOJIa HAa JAaHHBIN MOKa3aTelb. BCX0XKeCTh 3pesbIX CeMsIH TTocJie TaKoi 06paboTKU He Tpe-
Boiayia 20%. Y 00pabGoTaHHBIX PACTBOPOM 3TaHOJIa HE3PEbIX CEMSIH I10CJIE IBYX MECSLIEB B KYJIbTYype
in vitro He HaOMIOJATUCH TIPU3HAKY PAa3BUTHUS MU rubenu. B To BpeMs Kak pacTBOpbl KOMMEPUYECKOTO OT-
6enuBatels “benuszHa” v mepekrucu BOIOPOAA B pa3IMYHbBIX KOHLIEHTpaUUsIX (10 20%) He BIUSIN Ha BCXO-
KeCTh ceMsTH (BcxoxkecTh ceMsTH 40 1 49% cooTBETCTBEHHO, KOHTPOJIb 49% ). Takske ObLT arTpoOMpPOBaH Me-
TOJI CTEpUJIM3AlMU 3€JIEHbIX LIUIIEK, 0e3 JajbHellieii 00padboTKU CEMsIH, U BBEASHUE B KYJIbTYPY in Vitro
merarameToduToB P. sylvestris. Takoii BapuaHT 00pabOoTKu oKa3ajics 3(h¢GeKTUBHBIM, KOHTAMUHAILIMK 3a
BpeMsI KyJIbTUBUPOBaHUS MerarameTauToB 3ahMKCUPOBAHO He ObLIO.

Katouegoie croea: comaTuueckuii sSMOpUOTEHE3, CTEpUIN3allusl pACTUTENIbHOTO MaTepuana, Pinus sylvestris,
KyJIbTypa in vitro, Kapenus
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CocHa oObikHOBeHHas1 Pinus sylvestris L. — onun
M3 CaMBIX paCIpOCTPAHEHHBIX U XO3STIICTBEHHO 1LIeH-
HBIX BUIOB XBOMHEBIX paCTCHUI B MUApE, €€ IpeBeCUHA
I POKO BOCTpeOOBaHa, 0COOeHHO B cTpaHax CeBep-
Hoit EBponbl [1]. ITOoOBITKU MCIOAB30BaTh METOIbI
KJIACCUYECKOM CeJIEKIUM IJIsi MOJYyYeHUSI COCHBI
OOBIKHOBEHHOH ¢ 3aJaHHOM IJIST HYXK], JiecoIiepepa-
0OaThIBAOLIECH MTPOMBIIIJIECHHOCTU JIPEBECUHOI ITOKa
He JAIoT KeJIaeMOoro pe3yibraTa. JJaHHEIN BUI C TPY-
JIOM TIOJIIa€TCSl BET€TaTUBHOMY Pa3MHOXEHUIO Me-
TOJIOM YE€PEHKOBAHMsI, B CBSI3M C YeM METOIbI OMO-
TEXHOJIOTUM SIBJISIIOTCS HanboJjiee IIepCHeKTUBHBIMU
TSI ETO MaCcCOBOTO pa3MHOXeHUd [2, 3].

CoMaTnyecKii SMOpHOreHe3 — MepCIeKTUBHBIMN
OMOTEXHOJIOTMYECKUII METOH, MACCOBOTO TUPAXKMPO-
BaHMs pacTeHuil. CBoe IIpUMeHEeHEe COMaTUIeCKUIA
sMOpHroreHe3 Haileja Kak IS pa3MHOXEHUST KyJb-
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TYPHBIX pacTeHuit [4—7], Tak 1 1T pa3MHOXCHUS
peakux u ucyesaroiux BUaoB [8§—10]. OcobeHHOo aKk-
TYaJIbHO MCIIOJIb30BaHME JAaHHOTO METOIa IJISI Me-
JIECHHOPACTYIIIMX APEBECHBIX pacTeHUii, a TakKKe B
nporpamMmax jecHoit cenekuuu [3, 11]. IIpeumyie-
CTBOM COMAaTHUYECKOrO 3MOpUOreHe3a SIBISIeTCS TO,
YTO OOJIBIIOE YMCIO T€HETUYECKU MIEHTUYHBIX CO-
MaTUUYECKUX 3apOAbILICI B KyJAbTypE in Vitro MOXET
OBITH ITOJIyYECHO B T€UEHME BCETO roja.

K HacrostmeMmy MOMEHTY pa3paboTaHbI JOCTATOY-
HO MOAPOOHBIE ITIPOTOKOJIBI IJISI MOJYYEHUSI COMaTH -
YeCKHUX 3apOAbIIIeii COCHBI OOBIKHOBEHHOI [12—16].
OnHako, 1o CPaBHEHMIO C IPYTUMU IIPEACTaBUTEIISI-
MU pona Pinus, COcCHa OOBIKHOBEHHASI OCTaCTCS TPYI-
HBIM BUIOM IS pa3MHOXXEHUSI ITyTEM COMaTUYECKO-
ro 3MOpHOreHe3a, B CBSI3H C YeM OIITUMMU3ALUS IIPO-
TOKOJIOB TTOJIyYEHUSI COMAaTUYECKUX 3apPOAbIIICH IS
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Hee o0 CUX mop akTyanbHa [3]. Pgm ciooxHocTel cy-
IIECTBYET HA CTAOUU MHULIMALIN: KOPOTKUI1 ITpoMe-
XKYTOK BpEMEHM, B TeUeHUE KOTOPOIO SKCIUIAHTHI
BBOISTCS B KYJIBTYDY in vitro, HA3Kasl 9acTOTa MHU-
YAl 3MOPUOTeHHOTO KaJulyca, Ioa0op T€HOTH-
OB, OO0JIAmAIOIIMX KOMIIETEHTHOCTBIO K COMAaTHU4e-
cKoMy aMmOpuoreHe3sy [15, 17, 18]. HekoTopbie aBTOPHI
OTMEYAlOT, YTO TOpaXXeHUe PacTCHUM OaKTepHuab-
HOM U rpubHOI MH(eKIMel, KoTopast 4acTo BCTpe-
yaeTcsl BO BCEX TKAHSIX M OpraHax XBOMHBIX, TAKXKe
CUJIBHO YCIOXHSET KyJabTUBHpOBaHue [19] 1 Mmoxker
BBICTYIIATh B POJIN (haKTOPOB, TUMUTUPYIOIIUX POCT
U XKU3HEACITEILHOCTh KIIETOUHBIX KyIbTyp [20].
B cBs13u ¢ 3TUM, BaXXHBIM 3TAlloOM SIBJISIETC ITOAOOD
ONTUMAJBHOTIO IPOTOKOJIA IPEABAPUTEIILHOM CTepPU-
JIM3ALIMU PACTUTEIBHBIX 9KCIIAHTOB.

B nutepatype umeroTcst cBeieH!s 00 MCIONIb30Ba-
HUM PA3IMYHBIX CTEPUIU3YIOIINX areHTOB IS 0Opa-
OOTKM pacTUTEILHOTO MaTepuajia IpeacTaBUTEIeH
ceMeiicTBa Pinaceae: 3TMJIOBBIM CIIUPT, TUIIOXJIOPUT
HaTpus (Kajiblusl), AWAlWA, TepMaHraHaT Kajus,
om, a TakKe PacTBOPHI Pa3IMIHBIX KOMMEPUYECKUX
MoloIux cpeacts [14—16, 21—-25]. OmHako nHopMa-
oyl 00 MX MOCIEAYIoeM BIWSHUMA Ha MHULAALIIIO
COMaTUYECKOI0 AMOpHOreHe3a BCTpEeYaeTCsI PEIKO.

Llenpio HalIero MccliefOBaHUS CTAIO OIpeuee-
HHe ONTUMAJIBHBIX CPOKOB cOopa 1miiek Pinus syl-
vestris B yCIOBUSIX 10xkHOU Kapenuu u mogbop ycio-
BUII CTepUIM3allMM pacTUTEJIBHOIO MaTepuaia JJis
BBEJICHUS B KYJbTYPY in Vitro.

MATEPUAJIBI U METOAbI
Obsexmul uccredosarus

OOBEKTaMU MCCIENOBAHUSI CIYXKWIA He3peble
ceMeHa IIeCTHAOIATH KIJIOHOB IUTIOCOBBIX JIEpPEBhEB
P. sylvestris, pacriojaralolmxcss B CpeIHeTaeskKHOi
non3oHe Kapenaun Ha Ilerpo3aBoacKoii lecoceMeH-
Hoit mmantamuu I mopsaka (JICIT 1) (61.92° c.m.;
34.41° B.n.). IIuinku cobupany Ha pa3HbIX CTAAUSIX
¢dbopMUpOBaHUS 3UTOTUUYECKOTO 3apojblllia ¢ KOHIIA
nioHsg 1o Hadvajo aBrycta 2020 u 2021 rr. Craguio
Pa3BUTUS 3UTOTUYECKOTO 3apOJbIIIa OIPEIeISIN C
moMoIIbIo cTepeoMukpockorna (Leica, ['epmanms).

IMTockonbKy nepuon cbopa He3pellbIX CeMSH IS
BBeIEHUS B KyJbTYpPy BeCbMa OTpaHUYEH, YacTh WC-
cleqoBaHUl (oIpenelieHre BIUSIHUSI CTEPUIU3YIO-
IIIUX areHTOB HA BCXOXECTh CEMSIH U KOHTAMWHA-
[UI0) TIPOBOMMJIM Ha 3pelIbiX ceMeHax P sylvestris,
cbop koTopbix mpousBogwics B 2017 I. ¢ nepeBbEB,
MPOU3PACTAOIINX B €CTECTBEHHBIX (UTOLIEHO3aX
(Ononeukuii p-H Pecnyonuku Kapenus). JdaHHble
ceMeHa ObUIM TIpenocTaBieHbl oTaejom “Kapesb-
cKkas jJecoceMeHHast ctaHums” duinana @PBY Poc-
necosamuta 113J1 JlenuHrpanckoit o6:1.
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Cmepuﬂumuuﬂ He3peslblX CeMAH

B pamkax ucciegoBaHus ObLIO alpoOOUPOBAHO
TpU criocoba mpeaBapuTebHON 0OpabOTKU pacTU-
TeJIbHOTO MaTepuara.

B 2020 r. anst mpeaBapuTebHOM 00pabOTKU He-
3peJIbIX CEMSIH OBLT MCMOJIb30BaH MPOTOKOJ, TOJI0-
OpaHHBIII HAa OCHOBE UCCIEIOBAHUUN TPEThIKOBON C
COaBT. [2, 22, 24, 26], ¥ TpUMEHSIOLIMIACS IIpU 0Opa-
o6otke ceMstH Pinus pumila, Pinus sibirica, Larix sp.
3eJieHbIe IIUIIKY BCKPbIBAJIU C TOMOIIIBIO CKaJIbIes
U JocTaBaiv Hedpesible ceMeHa. CeMeHa 3aBOpavu-
BaJIM B MapJieBble MEIIOYKA W ToMelnanu B 15%
MBUIBbHBIN pacTBop Ha 10 MUH, MOCJie Yero MpOMbI-
BaJIM MO/ MTPOTOYHOM BOAOM B TeueHue 3 MUH. Map-
JIeBbIe MEIIOYKM ¢ ceMeHaMu mepeHocunu B 0.3%
pacTBOp TNepMaHraHata Kaiausl Ha 10 MUH U nanee
MMPOMBIBAJIM TUCTUJLIMPOBAHHOI BOAOM B TpeXKpaT-
HOI MMOBTOPHOCTU. 3aTeM B YCJIOBUSIX CTEPUIBHOTO
0okca MUKpOOHOJOTUYEeCKO 6€30MacHOCTU ceMe-
Ha o6pabateiBanu 70% staHonom (10 MuH), Tpex-
KPaTHO MPOMBIBAJIU CTEPWILHON TUCTUILTMPOBAHHO
BOIOI1 1 0OpabaTeiBaIu 15% pacTBOPOM MEPEKUCH BO-
Jnoponaa (5 MUH), ¢ TTOCTeayIoNIeil TpeXKpaTHOM Mpo-
MBIBKOIA.

B 2021 r. He3pesible ceMeHa M3BJIEKaIU U3 IIU-
1IIeK, 3aBOpauyMBai B MapJjieBble MEIIOYKU U oOpa-
OaTbhIBajiM B MBUIBHOM pacTBope B TedeHue 10 MuH,
3aTeM, ITOCJI€ NPOMBIBAHUS T10A IMTPOTOYHOM BOAOM,
B CTEPWJIbHBIX YCJIOBUSIX CEMEHa MoMellald B pac-
TBOp “benusnbl” Ha 10 MuH. Jlanee ceMeHa IIpOMBI-
BaJIM B TPeX MOPLUIX CTEPUIBHOMN NUCTUIIMPOBaH-
HOi1 BOIBI, TTOCJIe Yyero oopabdarsiBanu 20% pacTBo-
poM TepeKMcu Bogopoiga B TedeHue 10 MUH C
MOCJIENYIOIIEN TPEXKPATHOU MPOMBIBKOU CTEPUIIb-
HbIM TUCTUJIISITOM.

Taxxe B 2021 r. 6pTa anpoOMpOBaHA METOAUKA
0 CTEePWJIM3allMMU 3€JeHBIX IUuIIeK P sylvestris.
Inmkn, cobpaHHbBIe B MIOHE, 1.5 Mec. XpaHWJIN TIpU
HU3KMX MOJIOXUTEBbHBIX TeMneparypax (4 °C) B xo-
JoguiabHUKE. 11 00pabOTKM MIMIIIEK OBLIA OIIPO0O-
BaHBI ABa IIPOTOKOJIA [0 CTEPUIN3aIU1, OTIMCAHHbIE
Lelu ¢ xkouteramu [27] u Abrahamsson ¢ coaBsr. [16].
ComracHo nepBoMYy, IIUIIKY IToMelanu B 95% pac-
TBOp 3TaHOJIa ¢ JobaBiaeHueM Karuti TBuH 20 1 BBI-
JIepxkuBaiu B TeueHue 20 MUH, TIOCJIE YETo ITPOMBIBATINA
B CTepUJIbHONM TUCTWLIMPOBaHHOI Boae. ITo BTopomMy
MPOTOKOJTY 3eJIeHbIe IIUIIKKN 1—2 MUH 0OpadaThIBaIn
70% sTaHOoJIOM, 3aTeM TIepeMelllaiv B pa30aBIecHHBIIA
KOMMepUeCcKUii oToenBaTelb (comepxkatuii 0.5% ru-
MOXJIOPUT HATpUsI), OOIOJHEHHBIM Mapoi Karlellb
Teun 20 Ha 20 muH. [Tocite MOBEepXHOCTHOM CTEPHUIIN-
3allMM COIIAaCHO OMNMCAHHBIM IIPOTOKOJAM, IITWIIKKA
BCKPBIBAJIU U U3BJIEKAIM HE3PEJIble CEMEHA B CTePUIb-
HBIX yciaoBusgx. CeMeHa HMYeM He 00padaThIBaIN.
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Tab6muna 1. BapuaHTbl 1 MPOAOKUTENBHOCTD CTEPUIIU3YIONIEH 00pabOTKM 3peJIbIX CEMSIH
Table 1. Types and duration of sterilization treatments applied to mature seeds
M0 KMnO “bennsna” C,H;OH H,0 H,0 HCl
Ne Soap 10% 4 com{‘n];rc}al b,l’each 270;) 152 %2 25%2 0.1H%
elizna
1 — 10 5 5 — —
2 — 10 5 — — —
3 — - 5 5 — -
4 — 5 — — — -
5 — — 5 — — —
6 10 3 B B 5 3 B
7 10 — 10 5 — —
8 — 10 — - 7 10
9 - 10 — — 10 —
10 — 10 — 5 — -
KoHtponb - — - — — — -
Control

TIpumeyaHue: IPOOOKUTEILHOCTh 00PAa0OTKM CTEPUIM3YIOIIMM KOMIIOHEHTOM YKa3aHa B MUHYTaXx.
Note: The duration of the sterilization treatment is indicated in minutes.

Besedenue mecacamemogumos 6 Kyaomypy in vitro

M3 He3penbIX ceMSIH M3BJICKaIM MeraraMeTogu-
TBI, COAEPKAIIME 3UTOTUYECKUE 3apOAbIIIN, KOTO-
pble OMeIIai Ha MTOBEPXHOCTh MUTATEILHOM cpe-
nel DCR ¢ monudukanueii [28], conepxaiueit 9 uM
2,4-muxiopheHOKCUYKCYCHOM KUcnoThl (2.4 D) n 4.4 uM
6-6ensunamuHonypuHa (6-BAIT) [16]. B kauecTBe
3arycturesnsi ucrnojb3oBaiu Gelrite 3.5 r/nuTp nura-
TeNbHOM cpenbl. TakKe cpela comepskana aHTUOMOTUK
mmpokoro cnekrpa LledoTokcnM. DKCIUIaHTHI Ha M-
TaTeIbHBIX Cpeaax MoMellad B TEpMOCTaT U KyJIbTU-
BUPOBaJIM B TeMHOTe Ipu Temmneparype 22 = 1 °C. Pe-
TUCTPALIMIO 3apaKeHUSI TPOBOAMIIN KaxKIble TPU THS.

Cmepu/zusauuﬂ 3penblx CeMAH

B uccnenoBaHuu UCIONB30BAIM HAMOOJIEE YACTO
BCTpeualolmecs: B uTeparype u 0oJiee JOCTyIHbIE
CTEPUJIU3YIOIINE PACTBOPHI, KOTOPbIE TPUMEHSIIOTCS
P COMaTUYECKOM 3MOpUOTreHe3e XBOMHBIX [2, 22,
24,29—33 u np.].

3penbie cemMeHa P. sylvestris BeiaepkuBanu B 15%
MBIILHOM pacTBope B TeueHne 10 MUH 1 IIPpOMBIBAJIA
1oa MpPOTOYHOII BOHON, 3aTeM B YCJIOBUSIX OOKca
MUKPOOMOJIOTrnYeCcKoi 6e30MacHOCTU ceMeHa obpa-
0aThIBAJIM B COOTBETCTBUU C METOAMKAMM, TIPEICTAB-
JICHHBIMU B Tabsu1ie 1, ¢ TpeXKpaTHOI ITPOMBIBKOI B
CTepUJIbHOW NUCTUUIMPOBAHHOW BOME MEXIy MC-
MOJIb30BAaHUEM PA3JIMUHBIX aT€HTOB.

BrnusiHue pasnumyHbIX KOHIEHTpAlMii 1 BpeMEeHU
BO3EUCTBUS TIEPEKMCH BOAOPOIA N3ydaau OTAETIbHO
OT IPYIUX CTEPUIN3YIOIINX aTeHTOB, TaK KaK B JINTE-
paType OoInucaH LMPOKUii AMana3oH KOHLEHTpaLU,
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HCIIOJIb3YEMbBIX MPU 0OpabOTKE PaCTUTEILHOTO Ma-
tepuana [30, 31, 33]. 3penble ceMeHa B CTEPMIILHBIX
YCIIOBUSX 00pabaThIBAJIM PACTBOPOM ITEPEKUCU BOJO-
pola B KoHLeHTpaumsax 5, 7, 10, 15, 20% u skcnos3u-
LIMM IS KaXKIOM KOHUEeHTpauuu — 5, 6, 7, 8, 10 MuH,
3aTeM IIPOMBIBAJI TPU pa3a B CTEPUIBbHOM JUCTUII-
JIMPOBAHHOI BoOJE.

Ouyenka ecxoxcecmu U IHepeuu npopacmaHus
006pabomaHHbIX CEMAH

OOpaboTaHHbBIE ceMeHa B YCJIOBUSIX JIaMUHap-
6okca momemianu no 30 mTyk B yamku Iletpu Ha
NBYXCJIOWHYI0O (DUIbTPOBAJIbHYIO OyMary, CMOYeH-
HYIO CTEPWJIbHOU AUCTWILIMpOBaHHOU Bomoit. Ce-
MEHa MpopalirBaiv Ha CBETY MPU KOMHATHOM TeM-
neparype. DHepruo nNpopactaHusl onpenessiiu Ha
7 cyT, BCXOXeCTb Ha 15 CyYT B COOTBETCTBUM C
I'OCT 13056.6-97 [34]. [IoBTOPHOCTH OITBITA TPEX-
kpaTHas. KoHTaMuHamuio olieHMBaIu Ha 7 CyT UC-
cJieqOBaHUSI.

Mamemamuueckas obpabomrka 0anHbix

Cratuctuyeckasi 00paboTKa MoIyuYeHHbBIX KCIIe-
PUMEHTAJILHBIX JAHHBIX OCYIIECTBIISIACh B IIPO-
rpamMe PAST. CpaBHeHME BRIOOPOK ITPOBOIMIIOCH C
HUCMOJIb30BAaHUEM HeIlapaMeTpUYECKOro KpUTepUs
ManHa—YuTHU. Paznnyus cyuTaiu 10CTOBEPHBIMU
npu ypoBHe 3HaunMocTu p < 0.05.

Pa6ota BeimonHeHa Ha o6opynoBanuu LIKIT “Ka-
penbCKUi HAyYHBIN LIeHTp” U Tipu nomaepxke HOLL
“Poccuiickast ApKTHUKa: HOBbIE MaTepHajbl, TEXHO-
JIOTUM Y METOJIbI UCCIIEIOBAHUSA .
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Tabomuna 2. Cymma 3¢ heKTUBHBIX TeMIiepatyp (rpagyco-aHeit) B aetHuii ce3oH 2020 1 2021 rr. Ha JICIT I
Table 2. The effective temperatures sum (number of degree days) in summers of 2020 and 2021 at Petrozavodsk seed orchard

2020 rop, 2021 rox,
2020 2021
CTanvst pa3BUTHS CTanus pa3BUTHS
Jata | cymma rpamyco-IHel | 3SMTOTMYeCKOTO 3apobIla | 1aTa | CyMMa Ipaayco-IHel | 3SMTOTMYeCKOTO 3apOIbIIia
date sum of degree-days | stage of the zygotic embryo | date sum of degree-days |stage of the zygotic embryo
development development
01.06 109.4 1 01.06 162 1-2
11.06 225.3 2 11.06 276.1 2-3
21.06 340.8 3 20.06 400.7 3.4
27.06 406.8 3—4 21.06 422.6
01.07 444.1 4-5 01.07 593.0 5
11.07 555.8 5 06.07 664.7 5-6
20.07 655.5 5—-6 11.07 761.3 7-8
21.07 669.4 6—7 21.07 926.7
01.08 787.6 89 01.08 1057.7 ?

IIpumeyaHue: NOMYXXUPHBIM IIPUMTOM BBIIEIEHBI ONTUMAIbHbIE CyMMbl 9(@EKTUBHBIX TEMIEPaTyp Al COOpa 3eJEeHbIX LIMILEK.
Cranust pa3BUTUSI 3UTOTUYECKOTO 3apoblilia yKa3aHa corlacHO JaHHBIM Pullman u Webb (puc. 1) [37].
Note: In boldface — the optimum accumulation of effective temperatures for collecting green cones. The zygotic embryo development

stages are denoted according to Pullman and Webb (Fig. 1) [37].

PE3VJIBTATHI 1 OBCYXIEHUNE

Onpedenenue onmumanbHoil damol cOOpa wuuex
0151 86e0eHUsI Me2ecamemopumos 6 Kyaomypy
in vitro 6 2020—2021 e.

Y BugoB poaa Pinus B KayecTBe DKCIUJIAHTOB
OOBIYHO MCHOJB3YIOT MeraraMeTo(uThl C HE3PEJbI-
MU 3UTOTUYECKUMMU 3apOJbllIaMU A0 CTanuu nudde-
peHLpoBKU ceMsipoiieil [16]. CormacHO maHHBIM
JIUTEpaTypbl, MHULMALMS KaJUIycOOOpa30BaHUsSI B
KyJbTYpe in vitro'y P. sylvestris oTmMedaeTcs Tipu coope
LIUIIEK B IEPUOJ, COOTBETCTBYIOIINM cymMe 2 dek-
TUBHBIX Temriiepatyp 402—650 rpamyco-mHeil (mpu
6a3oBoii Temneparype 5 °C) [15, 35, 36]. B pesyibra-
T€ MPOBEAEHHBIX MCCIENOBAHUI YCTAHOBJIEHO, UTO
Ha JICII I B 2020 r. onnTuMaJIbHBII Iepuo AJ1sl coopa
HE3peJIbIX IIHINeK cocTaBisul 24 mHa (¢ 27.06 mo
20.07), Torma xak B 2021 r. “BpeMeHHOE OKHO” CO-
Kpatuiaoch 10 17 gueit (¢ 20.06 mo 06.07). B Ta6i. 2
MpencTaBjieHbl 3HAYEHUSI CYMM CPEIHECYTOYHBIX
TeMIlepaTyp Ha Hayajao KaxKAoi AeKaabl, Hayajo U
KOHEIl ONTHMMAaJIbHOTO MEepUo/a COIJIACHO AAHHBIM
ymTepaTyphl [15, 35, 36], a TakKe cTaaus pa3BUTHS
suroTnyeckoro 3apoapima [37]. [TomobHOoEe “BpeMeH-
HOE€ OKHO” HEOOXOJIMMO OTCJIEXXUBATh €KETOHO.

Beedenue mececamemogpumos 6 Kyaomypy
in vitro 6 2020 e.

B 2020 r. m1st onipenesieHAsT CTaguii pa3BUTHS 3U-
rotndeckux 3apoapiiieit Ha JICIT I ¢ utoHst o Hayaio
aBrycra ObLIM cOOpaHbl 3ej1eHble UK. DopmMupo-
BaHWE 3UTOTUYECKOIO 3apojiblilia — IMOCTENEHHbIN

PACTUTEJILHBIE PECYPCBHI

MHOTOBTAITHBIN Mpoliecc, B pe3yJibTaTe KOTOPOTo Ha
OIHOM KOHIIE TUMIOKOTHIISI (DOPMUPYIOTCS CEMSIIO-
JIV, Ha IPYTOM 3apOoAbIIIeBhIi KopelIok [18].

Craguy pa3BUTUSI 3UTOTUYECKUX 3aPOJIBIIIEH O~
JIpOOHO OomMcaHbl B JuTeparype mis Pinus taeda |37,
38]. ABTOpEI OTMEYAIOT, YTO HanOoJIee MOIXOASIIINMUI
IUIST BBEIEHUS B KYJIBTYPY in vitro IBASIOTCS 2—4 cTa-
JIUM Pa3BUTUSI 3UTOTUYECKUX 3apoibiieil (puc. 1).
CommacHO JaHHBIM APYTUX MCCIeaoBaTelIeil, 3UTOTH-
YeCKMe 3apOoIbIIN 10 TuddepeHIIMPOBKU ceMIIoIei
SIBJISIFOTCSI ONTUMAaIbHBIMU UISI THULAALUUA COMAaTU -
yeckoro smopuoreHesa [16]. Haunnast co cramuum 6
(puc. 1), y 3aponpiiia ¢oOpMUPYIOTCS CEMSII0IN, KOTO-
pbie pa3BUBAIOTCS B CEMSIIOIbHbBIE JIMCThS. Stasolla u
Yeung [39] oTMeualoT, 4TO y TpeacTaBuTeNeil poaa
Pinus KpaiiHe TSIKeNIO TPOMCXOIUT ITIEpeCcTpoiiKa
MMporpaMMbl pa3BUTHS, U OoJiee paHHUE CTAIUU UMe-
IOT OOJIbIIIe IIIAHCOB Ha AeauddepeHIPOBKY, a 3a-
TEM W Ha 0Opa3oBaHMe MPONUdEePUPYIOIINX ITPOIM-
opuoreHHEIX Macc [40, 41], u, ciienoBaTeIbHO, HA ITO-
JIydeHHEe COMAaTUYECKUX 3apOIBIIICH.

B paMkax mpoBeIeHHOro MCCIeI0oBaHUsI MBI Ha-
Onomanu pa3BUTHE MeraramMeTo¢puToB (puc. 2): oT
MPO3PavyHOTO U MSITKOTO, 10 0€JI0TO IJIOTHOTO 3HA0-
criepMa. B pa3BUTUM 3UTOTUYECKOrO 3apOIbIIIa ObIIU
OTMEYEHBI CJIeAYIOIIe M3MEHEHUS: 3apOIbIII CTa-
HOBMJICS O€JIbIM U HEMMPO3payHbIM, HAXOAWJICS Ha Xa-
JIa3aJIbHOM KOHIIe KOPPO3UITHOM moyiocty (cTagus 3,
puc. 1), 3aTeM ero BepIiirHa NpUHAMaIA KyII0J1000-
pasHyto dopmy (cranus 4, puc. 1). Ha cienytoieii
CTaIuU OTYETIWBO OB BHUAEH MPUMOPIUYM Aallu-
KalbHOM MepucTteMbl (cramus 5, puc. 1) [37, 38].
2022
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Puc. 1. ITociienoBaTeIbHOCTh CTAAWI pa3BUTHSI 3MTOTUYECKOTO 3apoabliia y Pinus taeda [38].

Hudbpamu 1—9.8 0603HaUEHBI CTaAMU PA3BUTHUS 3aPOIBIIIIA.

Fig. 1. Sequence of the zygotic embryo development in Pinus taeda [38]. The numbers 1—9.8 indicate the stages of zygotic embryo

development.

r

0.500 mm
E—

Puc. 2. MerarametauThl U HaXOISIIIMECST B HUX 3apOAbIIN Pinus sylvestris BBeeHHBIE B KyJIbTYDY in vitro. a — Mmerarametaut
¥ 3UTOTUYECKUIT 3apOIbIII Ha 4 CTaIuU pa3BUTUS; b — Ha 5 cTaquu pa3BUTHUS; ¢ — Ha 9 cranuu pa3BuTus. MaciurabHast TuHe -
ka: a — 0.5 Mm; b—c — 1 MM.

Fig. 2. Pinus sylvestris megagametophytes and embryos introduced into in vitro culture. a — megagametaphyte and zygotic embryo
at the 4th stage of development; b — at the 5th stage of development; ¢ — at the 9th stage of development. Scale bar: a — 0.5 mm;

b—c — 1 mm.

B 6osiee mo3aHuit nepuos (KOHel UI0JIsi—Havyajlo aB-
TyCTa) peTUCTPUPOBAIN 6—8 CTaTuM pa3BUTHS 3UTO-
THYECKOro 3apopsiima. Ha maHHBIX cTamusx y 3apo-
Jbla ObLIM OTYETIAWBO BUAHBI Pa3BUBAIOIIMECS Ce-
msgonu (puc. 1).

B nernwmit cezon 2020 r. mociie ABYX MeCSIEB
KYJIbTUBUPOBAHUS MHULIMALINS COMATUUYECKOTO M-
OpuoreHe3a He perucTprupoBaiach. 3apaxkeHue TakK-
K€ OTCYTCTBOBaJIO, HUKAKMX IPU3HAKOB Pa3BUTHUS
/W1 THOe]In MeraraMeTo(UTOB Mbl HE HAOJTIOMAIN.
BeposiTHO, IpUYKMHOI MOIYYeHHOTO pe3yJibTaTa CTa-
JIO HEeTaTMBHOE BIMSHUE CTCPHIM3YIOIINX PACTBO-
POB, MICHOJIb3YEMBIX B MCXOTHOM IIPOTOKOJIE TIpenBa-
PUTENIBHOM cTepun3ayu. i1t IpoBEepKU 3TOM TUITO-
Te3bl OBUIO M3Y4YEHO BIMSHHME pPa3HBIX CIIOCOOOB
CTEepPWJIM3ALIMI Ha BCXOXKECTh 3peJIbiX CeMsTH P, sylvestris.
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Cnocobut cmepuausayuu 3pensblx CemMsaH

TTonGop yciuoBuit cTepuan3aliin SIBISIETCS BaX-
HEMIIMM 3TaroM B ITpoliecce KyJbTUBUPOBAHUS pac-
TUTENbHBIX TKaHei. MccrnemoBarensiMm HeOOXOIMMO
He OOITYCTUTb KOHTAMUHALIUU B KYJIbTYpE i1 Vitro u
pU 3TOM COXPaHUTh XKU3HECOCOOHOCTh IKCIUIaH-
ToB. B muteparype [14, 16, 27, 30, 33, 42] BcTpeuaeTcs
MHOXECTBO IPOTOKOJIOB IIpEeIBApUTEIILHON CTEpU-
JIN3alu pacTUTEIbHOro MaTepuraia st poaa Pinus.
Bce poToKobl YCIOBHO MOXHO PasfeuTh Ha TPU
TUTIA: 00paboOTKa TOJLKO IIWIIIEK, 0O0paboTKa M-
1IIeK, a 3aTeM CeMsTH, 00paboTKa CeMsIH, a TaKXKe Me-
rarametauTOB.

B 3apy0OexXHBIX UICTOUHHUKAX OITUCAHBI ITPOTOKOJIBI
MOBEPXHOCTHOM CTEPpUIN3ALIMHU 3eJICHBIX IIUIICK 0e3
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IagbHENIIe o0padbOTKM He3pebIX ceMsH. Ik
o6e33apaxuBaiotr 70—96% stanonom [ 14, 16, 27, 42],
0.5—1% runoxnopurtom Hatpus |16, 35]. Lelu-Walter
¢ coaBT. [14] cooO1Ia10T O TOM, YTO IIPU ITOBEPXHOCT -
HOI cTepuamn3aliiy IIUIIeK, 60e3 KaKoi-11mbo oopa-
OOTKM CEMSH, YPOBEHb KOHTAMHWHALIMA COCTABIISIET
menee 0.1%.

Eie omHMM BapMaHTOM CTEPUJIM3ALIMM PACTH-
TEeJIbHOTO MaTepuaja SIBJseTcsd obe33apakvMBaHUE
KaK IIMIIEeK, TaK 1 ceMsiH. B aToM cityyae ajist oopa-
GOTKHM IIUIIEK TaKKe UCIoNb3yioT 70% sTtanHon |30,
32, 33] u komMepueckue molotue cpeactsa [32]. Ce-
MeHa CTEpUJIM3YIOT paCTBOPOM MEPEKUCHU BOIOPOIa,
K KOTOPOMY MHOTIA HOOABISIIOT HECKOJIBKO Kareib
Tsun 20 [30, 32, 33]. BpeMst 00pabOTKM ceMsTH Tepe-
KHMChIO BOAOPOAA TaKXKe OTINYAECTCS U BapbUPYET OT
8 [30] mo 15 mmH [32, 33, 43].

Tpetuii TUIT MPOTOKOJIOB CTEPUIM3ALUU Yallle
BCTpeUyaeTcs B OTeYeCTBEHHOI uTeparype. Tak, Ha-
npumep, TpeTbsikoBa u IllyBaes [24] obpadaThiBain
ceMeHa Pinus pumila 0.3% mepMaHTaHATOM Kajus,
3aTeEM M3BJIEKAIM MeraraMeTo(uThl U3 CEMSIH U CTe-
punu3zoBaiu 3% CIIMPTOBBIM PacTBOPOM iofa, ¢ Mo-
CJIEYIOIIMM TPEXKPATHBIM MPOMbIBAHUEM B CTEPUIIb-
HOI NUCTWITMPOBAHHOM BOjE, TOC/e Yero Ha nura-
TEJIbHYIO Cpey TOMEIAIN 3UTOTUYECKUE 3apOIbILLIHN.

B Hamumx wucciaemoBaHUSX MpeaBapuTesibHas
OLlcHKA BJIMSHUSI Ha BCXOXECTb CEMSIH Pa3IMYHBIX
KOHIIEHTpalnii Immepekucu Bomoponxa (5, 7, 10, 15,
20%), a TakKe IJIUTEJIbHOCTU 00pabOTKU T10 BpeMe-
Hu (5, 6, 7, 8, 10 MyH) TTOKa3aja, 4YTO HU ONWH Bapy-
aHT CTAaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYMMO He OTIMYAeTCs OT KOH-
Tpojs (cemMeHa, He 0OpaboTaHHbIE CTEPUIU3YIONIU -
MU pacTBopaMm). XOTs, B IUTepaType IPeICTaBICHbI
JIaHHbIE II0 MCIOJb30BaHUIO CJIA0BIX PACTBOPOB IIe-
peKMCHU BOAOPOJa B KaUeCTBe IPEAIIOCEBHOI 0Opa-
OOTKU CEMSH C LEJIblO IOBBIIICHUSI BCXOXECTU U
MIPOAYKTUBHOCTA pPacCTUTEIbHOro Marepuana [44].
OpsrabaeB u xanuinos [45] ycTaHOBUIIM, 4YTO 0Opa-
60TKa CeMsIH KammycThl 2—4% pacTBOpaMu TepeKUCH
BOOOPOIA HE BIMSIET Ha BCXOXECTDb CeMsIH (OITbITHEIC
00pa3slibl TOCTOBEPHO HE OTJMYAIOTCSI OT KOHTPOJIS),
HO CIIOCOOCTBYET YMEHBIICHUIO Pa3BUTUSL COCYOM-
croro 6akrepuo3sa. Pitel 1 Wang [46] onmuchIBalOT 1o~
JIOKUTEIbHOE BIIMSIHUE TIPEIITOCeBHON 00pabOTKM
ceMmsiH Pinus monticola nepekuchbio Bogopoaa. ABTO-
pBbl OTMEUAIOT TNOJIOXUTEJbHBIM 3(h@EKT BO3ACH-
ctBus 35% pacTBOpa nepekucu Bomopoaa, mocie 0o-
pabOTKM KOTOPOIi BCXOXECTh ceMsiH Bo3pocia (35.4%)
B oTiinume oT KoHTpos (10.7%).

B paMkax uccnenoBaHust ObLIO YCTAHOBJIEHO, YTO
n3 10 armpoOMpoOBaHHBIX BAPUAHTOB ITpEIBAPUTEITh-
HOU cTtepwim3anuu (Tadba. 1) Ha BCXOXECTb 3pebIX
ceMstH P. sylvestris B CpaBHEHUU C KOHTPOJIEM HE OKa-
3aj1a BO3IeHCTBHE 00paboTKa COMTacHO MPOTOKOJIaM
Ne 4, 6,9 u 10 (puc. 3.1, 4), 4TO CBUIAETEIBCTBYET O
6e30MaCHOCTH TSI 9KCIUIAHTOB PACTBOPOB MEPEKUCHU
Bomopona 1 “bem3Hbl”, Kak IT0 OTASILHOCTU, TaK U
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EPILIOBA u np.

MpPU COYETaHUU JaHHBIX areHToB. IlojiyueHHbIe Ha-
MU JAaHHbIE COOTBETCTBYIOT CBEICHUSIM, IIPEACTaB-
JICHHBIM B JIuTeparype [46—49]. J1iss MHOTOJIETHETO
TPaBSIHUCTOTO pacTeHUs pojia Agastache orIMcaHo OT-
CYTCTBUE IOCTOBEPHBIX OTJIMUUIA MEXITY BCXOXKECTHIO
ceMsTH 00paboTaHHBIX 5% THITOXJIOPUTOM HATPUs U
HECTePUJIbHBIM CEMEHHBIM MaTepuaioM — KOH-
TPOJBHBIMU pacTeHUsIMHU [48]. IT1akcueHKo ¢ COaBT.
[49] oTMmeuatoT yiydllleHUE ToKaszaTejeil dHepruu
MpopacTaHus U BCXOXECTU CeMSH MILIEeHULIbl Moce
00pabOTKM pacTBOpaMM TUITOXJIOPUTA HATPHUS pas3-
JIMYHBIX KOHLIeHTpauuii. Wenny u Dumroese [47] co-
O0IIIaI0T O TTO3UTUBHOM BJIIMSIHUM OOpabOTKU CEMSIH
pacTBOpPOM, COCTOSIIIMM M3 JIBYX 4acTeil KoMMepue-
CKOro otoenuBatesi (TMIIOXJIOPUT HATpUsi) U Tpex
yacTeil BOAbl, HA NPUMEPE COCHbI OOBLIKHOBEHHOIA.
ABTOpPBI 00panialoT BHUMaHME Ha TO, YTO Takasl 00-
paboTKa cHUXKaeT ropaxeHue rpuOoHoi uHdeKuei
U MIOBBIIIIAET BCXOXKECTh CEMSH.

CTouT OTMETUTD, UYTO Ha 15 cyT Iocie npeaBapu-
TeNbHOI 00pabOTKM KOHTaAaMWHAIIMs HaOI0gaiach
BO Bcex yamkax [leTpu KpoMe Tex, KOTOpbIe CTepU-
JIM30BaJId B COOTBETCTBUM C IMpoToKomaMu Ne 2 u 3
(puc. 3.2), 4YTO MOXKET CBUAETEILCTBOBATH O BHICOKOIA
cTepuIn3yionieii crirocooHoct 70% 3TaHoONa, B OT-
JIMGKE OT OCTAJTbHBIX MCCIIeAyeMbIX pacTBOpoB. [1pu
9TOM BCXOXKECTb CEMSIH, 00pabOTaHHBIX PACTBOPOM
criupta, He mpeBblmana 2 U 20% COOTBETCTBEHHO
(puc. 3.1). DTO MOXET CBUIETEIbCTBOBATh 00 OTPU-
1IaTeJIbHOM BJIMSTHUUM 3TaHOJIa HAa BCXOXKECThb 3PEJIbIX
CEMSTH COCHBI OOBIKHOBEHHOI.

B HeKOTOpBIX OMBITHBIX 00pa3llaXx KOHTaMUHALIYST
Oblj1a 3aperucTprUpoBaHa Ha 7 CyT ITocJie Hadyajla 9KC-
nepumMmeHTa (puc. 3). Yacrto BcTpevyanach IpuOHast
nHOEKIIMs, KOTOpasl pa3BUBajaCh, HECMOTPSI Ha 00-
paboTKy ceMsIH CTepUIU3YIOIIMMUA pacTBOpaMU
(puc. 5). B nureparype onuchiBaeTcs nmpobdieMa mo-
paXeHusl CeMsIH U MPOPOCTKOB Pa3IUYHbIMU Mpe-
craButensaMu LapcrBa Ipu6sr [19, 20, 47]. ABTOpHI
COO0IIaI0T, YTO OakTepuajibHasl U TpuOHast MHPEK-
LIMM YaCTO BCTPEUYAIOTCSI BO BCEX TKAHSIX M OpraHax
XBOUHBIX [19], yTO 3aTpyaHsIET KyJIbTUBUPOBAHUE B
acenTuueckux yciaoBusx [20].

Beedenue mecacamemaghumos 6 Kyavmypy
in vitro 6 2021 e.

B pamMkax gaHHOro HcCCIEIOBaHUS B KYJIbTYpPY
in vitro B 2021 1. 6110 BBeIeHO 674 DKCIJIaHTA C 3aPO-
IbIaMu Ha 3—6 cranusx pa3sutusi. He3peble ceMe-
Ha CTEpUJIM30BaJii B COOTBETCTBUM C ITPOTOKOJIOM
Ne 9 (tabn. 1). 3apaxxeHue 6akTepuaaibHOU U IpUO-
HOM MH(EKIIMEHN ObLI0 3apETrMCTPUPOBAHO B CPETHEM
B 21.7 £ 4.8% ucciaeayeMoro paCTUTeIbHOIO MaTepy-
ama. HeoOxoguMoO OTMETMTB, YTO SKCIUIAHTBI CO-
OpaHHBIE C 12 KJIOHOB ILTIOCOBBIX IepeBbeB P. sylvestris
Ha JICII I He moaBeprajinch KOHTAMUHALIMM B YCJIO-
BUSX in vitro. Toroa Kak Bce He3peJible CEMeHa, CO-
OpaHHBIC C 2 NepeBbeB, ObIIM MHPUINPOBAHEI, HE-
2022
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Puc. 3. JlabopatopHast BcxoxXecTb ceMsiH Pinus sylvestris (1) (6eyible CTOIOMKUA — OTIBITHBIE BAPUAHTHI; CEPBIIA CTOJIOMK — KOH-
TPOJIb) U A0JIst 00pa3loB, HOABEPIIIMXCSI KOHTaMUHaLMU (2) (OeJblii CTOJIOUK — 7 CyT; Cephlii CTOJIOMK — 15 cyT) Iipu pa3HOii
CTepUJIM3YyIoleit 06padboTKe.

CTaTUCTUYECKU 3HAYMMbIE Pa3indusi MEXIy KOHTPOJEM M aHAIM3UPYEMbIMU BapUaHTaMM MpPEIBApUTEIbHON 0OpabOTKMU
o603HaueHsbl: * — p < 0.05; ** — p < 0.01. (Llucdpamu 1—10 0603HaYeH HOMEP MTPOTOKOJIa 06paboTKu Tab1. 1, OykBoit “K” 060-
3HaYeH KOHTPOJIb).

Ilo copuzonmanu: 1) “benusna”, 70% sranoi, 15% nepekuch Bogopona; 2) “benusna”, 70% sranodn; 3) 70% sranon, 15% ne-
pekuch Bonopona; 4) “benusna”; 5) 70% sranon; 6) 15% nepekuck Bonopoaa; 7) 10% KMnOy, , 70% staHoi, 15% nepekuch
Bonopozna; 8) “benusna”, 20% nepekuch Bonopona, 0.1% HCI; 9) “benusna”, 20% nepekucs Bogopona; 10) “benusna”, 15%
MepeKUCh BOIOPO/IA.

Fig. 3. Laboratory seed germination (1) (white bars — experimental treatments; gray bar — control) and the proportion of con-
taminated samples (2) (white bar — 7 days; gray bar — 15 days) under different sterilization treatment.

Statistically significant differences between the control and the experimental treatments are indicated: * — p < 0.05; ** — p <0.01.
(Numbers 1—10 indicate the treatments according to Table 1, the letter ‘K’ denotes control).

X-axis: sterilizing agents — 1) commercial bleach “Belizna”, 70% ethanol, 15% hydrogen peroxide; 2) commercial bleach “Beliz-
na”, 70% ethanol; 3) 70% ethanol, 15% hydrogen peroxide; 4) commercial bleach “Belizna”; 5) 70% ethanol; 6) 15% hydrogen
peroxide; 7) 10% KMnOy, 70% ethanol, 15% hydrogen peroxide; 8) commercial bleach “Belizna”, 20% hydrogen peroxide, 0.1%
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HCI; 9) commercial bleach “Belizna”, 20% hydrogen peroxide; 10) commercial bleach “Belizna”, 15% hydrogen peroxide.

CMOTPSI Ha MPeIBaAPUTEIILHYIO CTePIIN3ANIO0 DKC-
riaHToB. Ilpu 3TOM 3apakeHHe NPOSBIISIOCH Ha
8—12 cyT 3KcnepUMeHTa, ITocje TOro Kak Merarame-
TOPUT HAOYXaJI M TKAHW, OKPYXKAIOIINE 3apOJIBIII,
HayMHaJIu pas3pyliaTtbesi. B murepartype BcTpedyaeTcs
nHdopMalus 06 SHIO(GUTHBIX MUKPOOPTaHU3MAaX,
HaXOISIIMXCS BHYTPU Pa3IWYHBIX TKaHEl COCHBI
[50—52]. Lilija ¢ coaBT. ObLIM BBIAEIEHBI SHAOMUTHI
W3 IIUIIEK U 3peJIbIX CEMSIH COCHBI OOBIKHOBEHHOI
[49]. UccnenoBaHusI IpOBOAMIINCH HA pACTUTEIILHOM
MaTepuayie TOCje TOBEPXHOCTHOM CTepUIU3alluU
TUIMOXJIOPUTOM HATpUSI B TeueHHe 5 MuH. Cpeau BbI-
JIeJIeHHBIX MUKPOOPTaHU3MOB ObUTU TTPEACTaBUTEIN
Kak rpu0OoB, Tak 1 bakrepuii [50].

B pesynabraTe KyJabTMBUPOBAaHUSI MeraraMeTodu-
TOB P. sylvestris B TeueHUE 9 HENENb KyJIbTYPY KJIETOK
MOJIy4YUTh HE YAAJIOCh. BaXkHO OTMETUTH, UTO U3 HEKO-
TOPBIX 3apOABIIIEH, BBEACHHbBIX B KYIABTYDY in Vitro,
pa3BUBAIMUCH pacTeHUs. L0 3KCIUIAaHTOB, U3 KOTO-
pbIX GOPMUPOBATIUCH PACTEHUS BapbUpOBaja B 3aBU-
cumoctu oT reHoTumna oT 0 mo 33% u B cpeaHeM co-
crapisuia 9.4 + 10%.

OnmHo 13 IIPUIMH OTCYTCTBHUS 00Opa30oBaHUs Kajl-
JIyca y 4acTU 3KCILJIAHTOB MOXET SIBJISIThCSI TO, YTO
HEKOTOpPEIC 3apOAbIII HAXOAWIMCh Ha 0ojiee mo3d-
Heli craguu pasBuTust (cragum 6—9, puc. 1). Tak, Lelu ¢
KoJuieramu [27] omucaau pa3BUTUE 3UTOTUYECKOTIO
3apoiblllla Ha IUTATEJIbHOM cpele MHUIMALNUA C
JanpHeMIMM (GOPMHUPOBAHUEM pacTeHUS. ABTOPHI
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COOOIIAIOT, UTO OOpa3oBaHUE PACTCHUMN IIPONCXOIH -
JIO y 3apOApblIllIeii HAa MPEeAceMsI0JbHOM CTaauu pas3-
BUTUS — TIO30HEN, 10 MHEHUIO HCCIea0BaTeIeH, O
nenndepeHINPOBKA U MHULIMALINN KaJLTycooOpa-
30BaHUs. I pyroit npuumMHOi MOKET SIBISIThCS TO, UYTO
4acTh IEPEBbEB, C KOTOPBIX OBLUIM COOpaHHBI IIMIII-
K1, 001agaay HU3KUM PEIPOAyKTUBHBIM ITIOTEHIIMA-
JIOM U HE CIIOCOOHBI 0Opa30BbIBATH SMOPUOTEHHBIN
kamnyc. Tak, Niskanen ¢ komneramu [53] mokazanm,
YTO Ha yCIIeX MTHUIIUALIN BIWUSUT TeHOTUIT KaK MaTe-
PUHCKOTO, TaK M OTLIOBCKOTO pacteHusi. Haggman c
COaBT. [36] omuChIBAIOT, YTO HA YCIEX MHAYKIUU CO-
MaTU4YeCKOro 3MOpHMOreHe3a BIMSHHE OKa3bIBaIu
T€HOTUIT UHTAKTHOTO PAaCTeHUS U Cpela UHULIAALIU.
Taxcke aBTOpBI IPEANOJIAraioT, YTo gara coOopa 3KC-
IJIAHTOB B paMKax ONTHUMAaJIbHOIO II€pHUOoaa He BIIUSI-
€T Ha MHUIIMAlMI0 COMaTUYECKOTo aMOproTeHe3a.

MBI nipeAnojiaraeM, 4To OTCyTCTBUE (POPMUPO-
BaHUs KaJllyca M3 He3peabIX 3apOoIbIlleil MOXeT
OBITh CBSI3aHO C HEMOAXOISIIUM COCTaBOM ITMTa-
TeabHOM cpenbl. MicciegoBaHMeE ¢ UCITOJIb30BaHUEM
B KayeCTBe 3KCIUIAHTOB 3peibix ceMsH P. sylvestris,
coopanHbix ¢ Ilerpo3zaBonckoii JICII u ectecTBeH-
HOTO COCHSIKa Ha ceBepe Kapemuu, nmokasanao, 4To
Ha mutaTtenabHoi cpene (DCR), comepkalieit moBbI-
IIeHHBbIE KOHILIEHTpauu (pUTOTOPMOHOB, 00pa3o0-
BBIBasICS KaJuryc [54].

Yactb coOpaHHBIX 3€JI€HBIX LIMIIEK nocie 1.5 mec.
HaXOXIECHUS B XOJOONIbHIKE OblJ1a 00OpadboTaHa cTe-



438 EPIIIOBA u 1p.

Puc. 4. JJabopaTopHasi BCXoXecTb ceMsiH Pinus sylvestris Ipy pa3iIdYHbIX BApUAHTAX MPEIBAPUTEIbHOM cTepuin3auuu (Lud-
pamu 0003HaYeHbl HOMepa 06paboTOK B COOTBETCTBUU C Ta0I. 1).

Fig. 4. Laboratory germination of Pinus sylvestris seeds under various sterilization treatments (numbers indicate the treatments
according to Table 1, “K” denotes control).

puIM3yoImMu pactBopaMu (95% pactBop staHona 30 CyT Ky/JIbTUBUPOBAHMSI KOHTAMUHALIMSI He HaOJII0-
¢ nobasnenueM Karumi TeuH 20; 70% sTaHONOM, pa3-  Janachk.
OaBJICHHbIII KOMMEpUYECKUIl OTOeIMBaTeNlb, COIEP-

xkamuit 0.5% TUIOXJIOPUT HATPpUsl, JOMOJTHEHHBIN

napoii Kaneiab TBuH 20). V3 mmiex B cTepUIbHBIX SAKJIIOYEHHUE

YCIIOBUSIX OBITA U3BJIEYeHBI MeTaraMeTo(UThI, KOTO- Ilepuon cbopa He3pesblX IIUIIEK OTIMYAeTCS B
pble TOMEIIAIUCh HA MTUTATEbHYIO Cpefy 03 TpeA-  pasIUYHBIX PEeTMOHAaX W OIpeNessieTcsT 0 CyMMe
BapuUTEIbHOM 00paboTKu ceMsiH. B pesynbrate mociie  cpemHecyrouHbix Temneparyp. B Kapemun na JICIT I
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Puc. 5. O6pa3iipl IpopocIiux ceMstH Pinus sylvestris 6e3 3apaxeHus (a) U ¢ 3apaxkeHueM (b).
Fig. 5. Uncontaminated (a) and contaminated (b) samples of germinated Pinus sylvestris seeds.

B 2020 r. onTUMAaNIBLHBIM EPHUOIOM JJIsI cOOpa pacTh-
TEJILHOTO MaTepualia OBLJI KOHEIl TPETheil AeKalbl
HMIOHSI—BTOpAas AeKana uiois (cymma 3(h@(eKTUBHBIX
TeMIiepatyp npu 06a3oBoii Temmeparype +5 °C —
406.8—669 rpynyco-gHeii). B 2021 1. BBUIY aHOMAaJTb-
HO 3XapKoTo JieTa “BpeMeHHOe OKHO” JIsT cOopa 3ere-
HBIX IIUIIEK COKPATUJIOCh — TPEThs JAeKama UIOHSI—
nepBast mekama utois (400.7—664.7 rpamyco-mHeit).
3apoabiiu, coGpaHHbBIe B 3TOT MEPUO, HAXOTUIUCH
Ha ONTUMAaJbHBIX (C 3 1Mo 6) cTamusx pa3sBUTUS I
WHULAALUKA COMAaTUYECKOro 3MOproreHesa. Tem He
MeHee, TaKOii MOHUTOPUHT CYMM TeMITepaTyp U MHO-
TOKPaTHBIN cOOp paCTUTENHLHOTO MaTepuajia Heo0Xo-
JUMO IPOBOIUTH €3KETOTHO.

CrouT OTMETUTH, YTO KOPOTKUI IIepuom cOopa
pacTUTEJILHOTO MaTepurajia 3HaUUTEIbHO COKpaIllaeT
00BeMbI IPOBOAUMBIX paboT. B ¢BSI3U ¢ aTuM, mjs
MUHUMM3UPOBAHUS MOTOOHBIX OTpaHUYCHUI PEKO-
MEHIyeM coOMpaTh 3ejIeHbIe IIUIIKU B 00JIee paHHEee
BpeMms (0 3 cTaauu pa3BUTUS 3UTOTUYECKOTO 3apO-
IBIIIA) U XPAHUTh UX IPU HU3KUX ITOJOXUTEIbHBIX
temneparypax (4 °C). IIpu mogo6HOM XpaHEHUU B
XOJIONWJIbHUKE Pa3BUTHE 3apOJbIIICii MPOIoJIKaeT-
csl, HO MeIIJIEHHEeE, YTO IIPEIOCTaBIISIeT UCCIIeI0BaTe-
JIIM OOJTBIIIe BpeMEHU IJIsT pabOThI C paCTUTEIILHBIM
MaTepraioM.

B pesynbrate npoBeieHHOTO UCCIeIOBAHUS yCTa-
HOBJIEHO BIMSHHE Pa3JIMYHBIX CTEPUIUIYIOIINX
areHTOB Ha BCXOXECTb 3peJibIX ceMsiH P. sylvestris.
HMurubupyroliiee neiicTBUe Ha IpopacTaHUE CEMSH
okasain pactBop 70% staHona. Haubosee ynauHbIM
BapuaHTOM IIpeIBapUTEILHOM 00pabOTKHU, IO Hallle-
My MHEHMIO, SIBJISIETCS MCIOIb30BaHUE KOMMeEpUe-
ckoro oroenuBareis “BenusHa” u 15—-20% nepexku-
cu Bogmoponaa. Hapsimy ¢ BEIOpaHHBIM ITPOTOKOJIOM
NpeaBapUTEIbHONM CTEPWIM3alluy IIPpU BBEOSHUU B
KYJBTYDY in vitro MeraraMmeTo(1TOB 13 HEe3PEIbIX Ce-
MsIH P. sylvestris ObL1 aipoOUPOBaH BapuUaHT CTepU-
JIM3alIMY 3eJICHBIX IIMIIEK 1 U3BIeUYeHNEM He3peJIbIX
CeMSH B CTEpPWIbHBIX YCIOBUSX JIaMUHap-0oOKca.

PACTUTEJIBHBIE PECYPChI

TOM 58 BHIIL. 4

2022

JlaHHBIN CITOCOO CTepuaM3aluu okazayicsd 3ddek-
TUBHBIM, IOCKOJILKY HE OKa3bIBaJl BIIMSIHUS Ha XKM3-
HECIIOCOOHOCTh 3KCIUIAHTOB M IIpeIOoTBpalland MH-
dunmpoBaHre MeraraMmeTo(pUTOB B KYJIBTYPE in Vitro.
OnHako HEOOXOAMMO YYUTHIBATh TO (haKT, UTO 3ejIe-
HBIE IIUIIKU 1 IIOBEPXHOCTb HE3PEIBIX CEMSIH MOTYT
OBITH 3apakeHbl OAKTepHAILHON MW TPUOHON MH-
dekiueil 1 coueTaHue Pa3INdHBIX CIOCOOOB 0Opa-
00TKHU (CTepmIM3alys KaK 3eJIeHbIX IINUIIeK, TaK 1
CeMSIH) MOXKET CIIOCOOCTBOBAaTh CHMKEHWIO KOHTa-
MUHALUK B KyJIbType in vitro. Ho Hanuuue sHn1opuT-
HBIX OPTaHWU3MOB B MHTAKTHBIX PACTEHUSIX 3aTPYIHSI -
€T MCITOJIb30BaHME X OPTaHOB U TKaHEH JIST UHUIIM-
Al COMAaTHMYECKOIO0 3MOpHMOreHe3a, TeM CaMbIM
YCJIOXKHSISI TIOMCK I€PEeBbEB-IOHOPOB.

HeoGxommMmbIM »TanmoM mpu 3amycke paboT c
KyJBTYPOMU in vitro siBisieTcsl mondbop ONTUMAaTbHBIX
yca0BUii KyJabTUBUpoBaHuUs. CienyeT oOpaTUTh BHU-
MaHWe Ha TO, YTO PEKOMEHIOBAaHHBIE IMPOTOKOJIbI
IUTS TIOJIyYeHUS] COMATUYECKUX 3apOJblilieid, MOTYT
ObITh HE 3(hPHEeKTUBHBIMU IS OOBEKTOB U3 Pa3HBIX
reorpacuyeckux paitoHOB.

BJIIATOOJAPHOCTHA

duHaHcoBoOe obecIieyeHre UCCIIETIOBAHUM OCYIIIECTB-
JISLJIOCh U3 CPeNCTB heaepaabHOro OlomMKeTa Ha BBIIOJIHE-
HUe rocygapctBeHHoro 3aganus KapHII PAH.

ABTopbI GnaromapsaT otaen “Kapenbckast JiecoceMeH-
Has ctanuust” LlenTpa 3amuTsel neca JleHMHTpamckoii 06-
nactu (®BY PocnecozaiuTa) 3a npenocraBieHHbIE LIS
usydyeHust cemeHa Pinus sylvestris. Takke BbIpaxkaroT 0Jia-
TOIapHOCTH [I. C.-X. H., 3aBeylolleMy JlJabopaTopueii jiec-
HBIX OnoTtexHoysoruii Mucrturyra ieca KapHIL PAH Paes-
ckoMy bopucy BrnagumMupoBudy u K.6.H, cTapiieMy Ha-
YYHOMY COTPYAHUKY, PYKOBOIMTEIIO aHATUTUYECKOM
naboparopuu Mucturyra neca KapHII PAH HuxkepoBoii
Kcennn MuxaitnoBHe 3a MOMOIIb B COOpE LIMIIEK ¢ KO-
HOB IUTIOCOBEIX IepeBbeB Ha [leTposaBonckoit JICII.
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Optimization of Pinus sylvestris (Pinaceae) Explants Sterilization Protocol
and Cultivation Conditions

M. A. Ershova® *, R. V. Ignatenko?, E. V. Novichonok?, O. V. Chirva¢, N. A. Galibina*

Y Department of Multidisciplinary Scientific Research of Karelian Research Centre, Petrozavodsk, Russia
*e-mail: maria_ershova_karnc@mail.ru

Abstract—Despite the existence of a sufficient number of protocols for obtaining somatic embryos of Pinus
sylvestris L., there are almost no data on the effect of plant explants pre-treatment on the somatic embryo-
genesis initiation. During the study, the optimal timing for collecting green cones and the safe and effective
protocol for immature seeds pre-treatment. According to the data obtained, in 2020, the end of the third de-
cade of June-second decade of July turned out to be a suitable time interval in Karelia (by the accumulation
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of effective temperatures of 406.8—669 degree-days, respectively (base +5 °C). Whereas in 2021 this period
was shorter (the third decade of June—the first decade of July (400.7—664.7 degree-days)). Much attention
was paid to the study of the various types of sterilizing agents’ effect (70% ethanol, potassium permanganate,
sodium hypochlorite (commercial bleach “Belizna”), hydrogen peroxide), their concentrations and exposure
time on the Pinus sylvestris seeds germination. The negative effect of 70% ethanol solution on this indicator
was established. The mature seeds germination rate did not exceed 20% after treatment. The megagameto-
phytes treated with this sterilizing solution did not show signs of development or death after two months of
cultivation. At the same time solutions of commercial bleach “Belizna” and hydrogen peroxide in various
concentrations (up to 20%) did not affect seeds germination (seed germination rate was 37—49% respectively,
control — 49%). The methods of green cones sterilization without further seed treatment, and the introduc-
tion of Pinus sylvestris megagametophytes into culture in vitro were also tested. This treatment option proved
to be effective; no contamination was recorded during the megagametaphytes cultivation.

Keywords: somatic embryogenesis, surface sterilization of plant material, Pinus sylvestris, Karelia
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