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Annomayusn. TlpuBeneHbl pe3ynbraThl MCCICIOBAHUS MHKPOKIOHAIBHOTO PAa3MHOKCHHUS
MOpPOIIKH npm3eMucTol (Rubus chamaemorus L.) popm Jleannrpanckas n KonanHckas Ha
9Tarnax cOOCTBEHHO MHKPOPAa3MHOXKEHHS U YKOPEHEHHsI MUKPOIIOOETOB B KYIBTYpE inl Vitro.
R. chamaemorus — 0qHO N3 CaMbIX BOCTPEOOBAHHBIX OOJIOTHBIX STOMHBIX PACTCHHH CTpaH
CesepHoii EBpornsl 1 ceBepHBIX pernoHoB Poccun, o0nagaromee BBICOKOLCHHBIMH ITUILEBEI-
MH H (apMaKOJIOTHYECKUMH CBOMCTBaMH. [[jii MHTEHCH(HUKALIMU IPOMBIIIICHHOTO STOIO0-
BozcTBa B PoccHu M yIOBICTBOPEHHS PHIHOYHOTO CIIPOCa Ha SITOTHYO MPOLYKIHIO B YCIIO-
BUSIX MMIIOPTO3aMEIICHUsT HEOOXOMUMO HCIIOJIb30BAHHE BBICOKOTEXHOJIOIMYHBIX CIIOCOOOB
MOJy4eHHs 1I0CaJOYHOro Marepuaia. Jjisi coxpaHeHHs LEHHOro reHO(OHIa U YCKOPEHHO-
TO IPOM3BOACTBA OOJBIIOrO KOJMYECTBA O3IOPOBJICHHOIO IMOCAJ0YHOI0 Marepuaia (opm
R. chamaemorus TpeOyIOTCsI COBEPILICHCTBOBAHUE M ONTHMH3ALMS TEXHOJIOTHH MHUKPOKIIO-
HAJBHOTO Pa3MHOXCHUS JaHHOTO BHAa. Hanbompimme gucio (B cpenuem 9,6-9,9 mt.) u cym-
MapHas amuHa (16,4-19,5 cM) MukpomoberoB R. chamaemorus B KyAbType in vitro Ha dTame
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COOCTBEHHO MUKPOPa3MHOXKEHHSI HAOIIONaINCh Ha KyNIbTypalibHO# cpene Mypacure—Ckyra.
[ToBeimenue KoHUEHTpauK npemnapara «/Iporm» ot 0,1 1o 0,2 Mr/n B KyJIbTypansHOH cpe-
Jie CIIOCOOCTBOBAJIO YBEIHMUCHHIO YUCIIa MUKPOIIOOEeToB R. chamaemorus (B cpennem B 1,8—
2,4 paza), ux cymmapHo# umHbl y popmer Konnuuckas (B 1,25 pa3a) U ee yMEHBIICHUIO Y
¢dopmer Jlenunrpanckas (B 1,1 pasa). Haubonbmue yucino (B cpenaem 3,9—4,6 mt.) u cym-
mapHas junHa (13,2—-14,0 cMm) kopHei R. chamaemorus Ha Tarie yKOpeHEHHsI MUKPOIIOOEroB
in vitro OTMEUEeHBI Ha KylbTypajbHOU cpeae Mypacure—Ckyra. [ToBblieHre KOHIIEHTPALUT
HHIOIMIMACIISTHOW KUCIOTHI oT 0,5 1o 1,0 Mr/n B KyJbTypalibHON Cpele CIoCOOCTBOBAIO
pocty uuncia kopHeit (B cpeaueM B 1,4 pasza) R. chamaemorus i CHUKCHUIO UX CyMMapHOU
qmnel (B 1,15-1,25 pasa).

Knrouegwie cnoea: MopolIKa IpU3eMICTasl, JIECHBIE SITOAHBIC PACTEHUS, i Vitro, PEeryasiTOpbl
pocTa, KyJIbTypalibHasi cpefia, KIOHATbHOE MUKPOPa3MHOKEHHUE

Bnazooapuocmu: Pabota BhITIONHEHA TIpU Tojiepkke MunoOpHayku Poccun B pamkax co-
mramenns Ne 075-15-2022-317 ot 20 anpenst 2022 1. 0 IpeIOCTaBICHUHU TpaHTa B (hopme
cybcuamii u3 penepalibHOTO OIO/PKETa Ha OCYIIECTBICHHE FOCYJapCTBEHHOM MOJJIEPKKH CO3-
JIQHUS1 M PA3BUTHSI HAYYHOTO LIEHTPA MHUPOBOTO YPOBHS « ATPOTEXHOJIOTHH OY/TyIIEro».
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Abstract. The results of the study of the microclonal propagation of the cloudberry (Rubus
chamaemorus L.) of the Leningradskaya and Kondinskaya forms at the stages of microclonal
propagation itself and rooting of microshoots in in vitro culture are presented. R. chamaemorus
is one of the most popular bog berry plants in the countries of Northern Europe and the
northern regions of Russia, possessing highly valuable nutritional and pharmacological
properties. In order to intensify industrial berry growing in Russia and meet the market
demand for berry products in the context of import substitution, it is necessary to use high-
tech methods for obtaining planting material. In order to preserve the valuable gene pool and
accelerate the production of a large amount of healthy planting material of R. chamaemorus
forms, it is necessary to improve and optimize the technologies or microclonal propagation
of this species. The largest number (on average 9.6-9.9 pcs.) and the total length (16.4—
19.5 cm) of R. chamaemorus microshoots in in vitro culture at the stage of microclonal
propagation itself have been observed on the Murashige and Skoog culture medium.
An increase in the concentration of the “Dropp” preparation from 0.1 to 0.2 mg/l in the
culture medium has contributed to an increase in the number of R. chamaemorus microshoots
(on average by 1.8-2.4 times), an increase in their total length in the Konsinskaya form
(by 1.5 times) and its decrease in the Leningradskaya form (by 1.1 times). The largest number
(on average 3.9-4.6 pcs.) and the total length (13.2-14.0 cm) of R. chamaemorus roots
at the stage of microshoot rooting in vitro have been noted on the Murashige and Skoog
culture medium. An increase in the concentration of indolebutyric acid from 0.5 to 1.0 mg/1
in the culture medium has contributed to an increase in the number of R. chamaemorus roots
(on average by 1.4 times) and a decrease in their total length (by 1.15-1.25 times).
Keywords: cloudberry, forest berry plants, in vitro, growth regulators, culture medium,
microclonal propagation
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Beeoenue

B ycnoBusix HEOOXOAMMOCTH MMIIOPTO3aMEILEHUs Ha CETOJHSIIHHUIA JICHb
UHTCHCU(DUKAIUS OTPACIH OTCUECTBEHHOTO SITOAOBOJICTBA TPEOYET MIUPOKOTO HC-
MTOJIb30BAHMS BBHICOKOTEXHOJIOTHUHBIX MpreMoB. COKpalmieHne CPOKOB CO3TaHHS
HOBBIX T€HOTHIIOB SITOIHBIX KYJIBTYp C YIYYIICHHBIMH XO3SHCTBEHHO-IIEHHBIMH
MPU3HAKaMH, YCKOPEHHE WX BHEJPEHHS B CEIhCKOXO3SIICTBEHHOE MPOU3BOJICTBO
SIBJISIIOTCS TIEPBOOYEPEAHBIMU 3a7auaMu. Kak U3BeCTHO, OCHOBHBIE COPTA STOJHBIX
KYJBTYp BO3HHUKIIU B PE3yJAbTaTEe CIOKHBIX CKPEIIMBAHUHN U XapaKTePU3YIOTCS BBI-
COKHM YPOBHEM T€TEPO3UTOTHOCTHU, MOITOMY HX Pa3MHOXKCHHE TPaTUIIHOHHBIM
CEMEHHBIM CITOCO0OM He MO3BOJISIET COXPAHUTH BECh HAOOP XO3A1CTBEHHO-3HAYH-
MBIX TIPU3HAKOB UCXOMHON Gopmsr [20, 24]. Jlns OONBIIMHCTBA STOMHBIX KYJIBTYP
ATy MPOOJIEeMY MOXHO PEIIUTh C MOMOIIBI0 TEXHOIOTHH MHUKPOKIOHAIBHOTO pa3-
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MHOXEHUSI, KOTOPBIE C KaXbIM TOJIOM HaOUParOT BCE OOJBIIYIO MOMYISPHOCTH B
MJI0ZI0BO/ICTBE.

CeronHsi MUKPOKJIOHAIBPHOE PAa3MHOKEHUE KYIBTYPHBIX PACTCHHUIN ITHPOKO
pacmpocTpaHeHO BO BCEX CTpaHaxX MHUpa ISl THPAKHPOBAHUS PACTEHUN B IEISX
WX MIPOMBINIIIEHHOTO BhIpamuBaHus [28]. Takoi cmoco0 mo3BosieT Mpu HaJTuIHH
€IMHUYHBIX MATOYHBIX AK3EMIUIIPOB 00€CIeYnTh MacCOBOE IPOU3BOJICTBO BBICO-
KOKa4eCTBEHHOTO O3J0POBJICHHOTO MOCAJ0UYHOIO MaTepuala MepPCrIeKTUBHBIX BU-
JIOB U COPTOB SITOAHBIX KYJIBTYP, MOJB3YIOIIMXCS MOBBLIIICHHBIM CIPOCOM CPEIH
HaceseHus. K TIaBHBIM TOCTOMHCTBAM JAaHHOTO METO/a OTHOCSITCS: BOZMOKHOCTh
MPOU3BO/ICTBA HEOOXOAMMOTO KOJMYECTBA TOCAJOYHOTO MaTepualia, CBOOOTHOTO
OT BUPYCHBIX, TPUOHBIX U OaKTEepHAIBHBIX OOJIE3HEH; YCKOPEHHOE Pa3MHOKCHHE
LIEHHOTO KJIOHA PACTEHMUS; MOJYyUYeHUE BEreTaTUBHOTO MOTOMCTBA TPYAHO Pa3MHO-
JKaeMbIX TPAJUIIMOHHBIMU CIIOCOOaMu (OPM PaACTCHHI; BO3MOKHOCTh KPYIJIOTO-
JIUYHOU paboThI B 1a0OPATOPHBIX YCIOBUSX, IUTAHUPOBAHUS BBIITYCKA PACTEHUN K
YCTaHOBIICHHOMY KaJCHIAPHOMY CPOKY, a TakKKe JIMTEIBHOTO XpaHCHUS PaCTH-
TETBbHOTO MaTepuaja 0e3 KOHTaKTa ¢ BHEITHeH cpemoit. I1pu sTomM obecreunBaeT-
Cs1 HE TOJIBKO TIOJTHOE COXpaHEHUE IeHOTUIIA MAaTEPUHCKOTO pacTeHUs, HO U Ooee
OBICTPBIN TIEPEXOJ] PACTEHUH B PENPOIYyKTUBHBIN mepuos pa3sutus. Kpome Toro,
YCTaHOBIIEHO, YTO PETeHEPAHThI TKAHEBBIX SITOJTHBIX KYJIBTYP JIEMOHCTPHPYIOT ObI-
CTPBI BEreTaTUBHBIN POCT, YBEJIUYCHHBIC PU30ICHE3, 00pa30BaHNUE KOPHEBUII U
YPOXKAKHOCTD SITOJI, @ TAKXKE UX IUIOMBI U JUCThS 00a1at0T 00jiee BHICOKOH aHTH-
OKCHJIAaHTHOW aKTUBHOCTHIO [17].

Jlnst OONMBIIMHCTBA SATOMHBIX PACTEHUH OMOTEXHOJIOTHYECKUE METOJNbI BhIpa-
IIMBaHUsS pa3paboTaHbl M HAydyHO 000CHOBaHHI [8, 18, 21, 25, 35, 36]. OmHako Bompo-
ChI pa3pabOTKH ¥ ONTUMHU3AIUH CIIOCOO0B MUKPOKIIOHAILHOTO Pa3MHOXKEHHUS OCTa-
FOTCSI aKTYaJIbHBIMU B CBSI3U C IIOCTOSTHHBIM YBETHYCHUEM COPTUMEHTA BKIIFOUCHHBIX
B KOMMEPUYECKOE TIPOU3BOCTBO SITOMHBIX KYJIBTYP U BO3PACTAIOIICH KOHKYpEHITUEH
B 00JTaCTH MOTyYEHUS MMOCA0YHOTO MaTepHala, KoTopas TpeOyeT OBBIIICHHUS Kade-
CTBa CAKEHIIEB U CHIDKEHUS MX C€0ECTOMMOCTH.

B nacrosmiee BpeMst y HaceaeHHUs] pacTeT CIPOC HA MPOAYKUHUIO TUKOPACTY-
IIMX JIECHBIX U OOJIOTHBIX SITOJTHBIX PACTCHHIA, KOTOPHIC UMEIOT BHICOKYFO TTHILEBYIO
Y JIEKapCTBEHHYIO LICHHOCTH, B T. 4. H HAa MOpoIIKy. OTHAKO B HAIIEH CTpaHE HEIO-
CTATOYHO IUIAHTAIMK JAHHOTO BHJA JIJISl MOJHOIO YAOBJIETBOPEHHUS MOTPEOHOCTEH
oteuecTtBeHHOTO phIHKA [10]. [Ipobiema cocTonT B Manoi pa3pabOTaHHOCTH METO-
JIOB Pa3MHOKEHUS ATOM IEHHOU KyJIbTYypPhI U OTCYTCTBUU BBICOKOKAUY€CTBEHHOT'O T10-
CaJJOYHOr0 MaTepuaia.

Mopourka npuzemuctas (Rubus chamaemorus L.) — runoapkTudeckuii 6010T-
HBIH BHJI apKTHUECKUX U YMEPEHHO-ceBepHBIX mmpoT CeBepHoit AMepuku, Hopse-
run, Ounansuaaun, [serun, Aarmn n Poccun. B namieii crpane R. chamaemorus
LIIMPOKO PacIpoOCTpaHEeHa B TACKHOM U JIECOTYHIPOBOM 30HAX €BPOIEUCKON YacTH,
Cubupu, BcTpevaercs Ha JlansHem BocTtoke. OOBIMHO MOpOIIKa MpOU3pacTaeT Ha
MOXOBBIX (TOP(SHBIX) 0070TaX, B 3a00JI0USHHBIX J€CaX, CHIPBIX MOXOBBIX H MOXO-
BO-JIMIIAWHUKOBBIX TYHJApaX, HHOTJA MOXKET IMOJAHUMATHCS B TOPBL 10 MOATOPHOTO
1osica; B TYHJIPOBOM 30HE BCTPEYACTCS 3a MOJIIPHBIM KPYyroM, HO UMEET TaM 0oJiee
HU3KYIO ypOXKaiHOCTh [2, 5, 15].

B 3pensix mmonax R. chamaemorus, COYHBIX MHOTOKOCTSTHKaX, COIEPIKATCS:
caxapa (6 %), 6enku (0,8 %), kerdarka (3,8 %), OpraHu4ecKie KUCIOTHl — JIMMOH-
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Has u sionounas (0,8 %); Buramunsl: A, B (0,02 mr), C (30-200 mr), PP (0,15 %);
MUHepallbHbIe BellecTBa: Kaiuui, Gocdop, xene3o, kooansT u ap. Takxke B mionax
MOPOIIKH MHOTO MEKTHHOBBIX U TyOMIIbHBIX BEIIECTB, (RIaBOHOM OB, KAPOTHHOUIOB
(mmxonuH 1 3eakcanThH) [ 11]. Xopormue BKycOBBIE CBOHCTBA 3TOH STOMBI IIO3BOJISIOT
ynoTpeOIATh ee M0kl KaK B CBEKEM BUE, TAK U B BUJIC COKOB, KOMIIOTOB, BapEHbs,
MTOBU/IJIA, JKEMOB, T00ABOK JUISI KOHAUTEPCKUX, XJ1e000ynounbIX u3aenwuii [12]. Crne-
IyeT 0c000 OTMETHUTD, YTO TIOABI MOPOIIKH JIOITO XPAHATCS B MOYCHOM Bue [23].

B nocnennue roapl BHUMaHUE YYEHBIX MPUBJIEKAIOT COEpIKAIIMecs B pacTe-
HUSX MOPOIIKH TPYHIBI ()EHONBHBIX COSTMHEHNH, KOTOPHIE SIBIISIOTCS TIPUPOAHBIMHU
AaHTHOKCUAAHTaMH, 00J1a]at0T IPOTUBOBUPYCHBIMH, aHTHOAKTEPUAIBHBIMU U JPYTH-
MU (hapMakoJOrHdecKuMH cBoiicTBamu [13—15, 22, 29]. DKCTpakThl TUIOOB | JTU-
CTbeB R. chamaemorus 1eMOHCTPUPYIOT BBICOKYIO aHTHOKCHIAHTHYIO H OHOJIOTHYe-
CKYIO aKTHBHOCTb, UTO JIeJIacT UX NEPCIIEKTUBHBIM HCTOYHHUKOM MMUIIEBBIX 100aBOK,
KOCMETHKH U (apMaleBTHYecKux npenapatos [19, 31, 32].

[TockombpKy MOpOIIKa MpeCTaBiIsgeT cOO0H JIETHUKOBBIN PENUKT, pa3padboT-
Ka ¥ COBEPILICHCTBOBAHHE METOIOB in Vitro Ui MUKPOPAa3MHOXEHUSI JTAaHHOTO pac-
TEHHS MOTYT OBITh IIOJIE3HBI HE TOJIBKO B CEJIbCKOXO3SHCTBEHHOM IPOM3BOACTBE,
HO M NIPU COXPAHEHUHU M MCKYCCTBEHHOM IOJJICPKAHUU YHCIEHHOCTH TOMYJISLHMA
R. chamaemorus Bo MEHOTUX cTpaHax mupa [34]. CymiecTByronme B HacTosIIIee BpeMst
TEXHOJIOTUHU Pa3MHOXKECHUSI MOPOLIKY in vitro [4, 16, 26, 30, 33] TpeOyroT uX BCeCTo-
POHHEH A0PaObOTKH JIsl TIOJIHOTO 00ecnedeHns He0OX0AUMOTro 00beMa ITOCaJI09HOTO
MaTepuaa 3TOH IEHHOW KYIBTYPHI, B T. 4. C YUETOM I€HETHUYCCKHX OCOOCHHOCTEH
(hopM, IOJTyUEHHBIX U3 CEBEPHBIX PETHOHOB eBpornelckoil yactu Poccun n Cubupu.

Lenb — W3y4uTh BIMSHHE COCTaBa KYJIBTYpalbHOW Cpelbl M KOHLIEHTpa-
LMK POCTOPETYJIHPYIOUINX BEIIECTB Ha OpPraHOI€He3 pacTeHUH-pereHepaHTOB
R. chamaemorus GopMm, 0TOOpaHHBIX B CEBEPHBIX pernonax Poccum, Ha 3Tanax o0-
pa3oBaHHs MOOETOB M KOPHEH B KYIBTYpE in Vitro.

Obwvexmbl u Memoobl UCCAE008AHUSL

Uccnenosanue npooammu B 2020-2024 rT. 10 0ONICTIPUHATHIM METOIUKAM
MHUKPOKIJIOHAJILHOTO pa3MHOKEHUs pacteHuit [7]. U3ydanu nukopactymune Gopmbl
R. chamaemorus, oToOpaHHBIE B MECTaX €CTECTBEHHOTO IIpoM3pacTanus, — JIeHnH-
rpaackyio (Beiboprckmii p-u Jleannrpaackoit 0611.) u Konnuackyto (KonnnHCkni
p-H XaHTBI-MaHCHIICKOTO aBTOHOMHOTO OKpyTa — FKOTpsI). BeiOop paiioHoB oTO0pa
000CHOBaH HATMYUEM IOMYJISIIUN Hanboee yposkailHbIX U KPYITHOIIIIOAHBIX (GOopM.
Ha sTane coGcTBEeHHO MUKPOPa3MHOKEHHUS paCTCHHUSI-PETeHEPaHThI BHIPAIIMBAIIN B
YCIIOBUAX CBETOBOI KOMHATHI IpU TeMIepaType Bozayxa +23...+25 °C, ero oTHO-
cutenbHOU BraxHoctu 75-80 %, doronepuone 16/8 4 Ha KyabTypalbHOU cpele
o mporcu Mypacure—Ckyra (MC) [27], B T. 4. B BapuaHTax C pa30aBICHUEM MH-
HEpaJbHOW OCHOBBI B 2 1 4 pa3a (ypoBeHb KUCIOTHOCTHU cpenbl pHy ., — 5,3...5,5).
Jiis perynupoBaHHs POCTOBBIX MPOLIECCOB Ha 3Tare COOCTBEHHO MHUKPOPA3MHO-
KEHHS B KyJAbTYypaJbHYIO cpeny A00aBIsIN ACPOIHAaHT C HIUTOKHHUHOBOW aKTHB-
HOCTBIO «/lpormm» B koHTeHTpanusx 0,1 u 0,2 Mr/n, Ha 3Tare yKOPEHEHHUSI MUKPO-
noberoB in vitro — naponuiaMacisayo kuciory (MMK) B xonnenrpanusax 0,5 u
1,0 mr/n. [IpoBonunu ydeT KOJIMYeCTBa W JIUHBI MUKPOIIOOETOB U KOPHEBOW CH-
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CTeMBI B pacueTe Ha | pacTeHue-pereHepaHT. [IoBTOpHOCTE ombITa 3-KpaTHas, 1o
10 pacTenuii B Kaxoi. /{7151 OMEHKH TOCTOBEPHOCTH PA3THINI MEXKIY CPECIHUMU
JAaHHBIMH BapUAHTOB OMNBITOB HCIOJIL30BaN 2-(aKTOPHBINA TUCIEPCHOHHBIN aHa-
JU3 ¢ HAaUMEHBIIeH CYIIeCTBEHHON pa3HOCThIO I 5%-T0 YpOBHS 3HAYUMOCTH
(HCP,) [3], rne dakTop A — cocTaB KyiabTypalbHOH cpenbl; b — koHIEeHTpanus
POCTOPETYJIUPYIOLIETO BEIIECTBA.

Pesynomamul uccneoosanus u ux obcysicoenue

VYcTaHOBIIEHO, YTO MPH MHUKPOKJIOHAJIBHOM Pa3sMHOXKEHUU R. chamaemorus
Ha dTare COOCTBEHHO MUKPOPA3MHOKCHISI HAMOOJIBIIIEee YHCIIO TIOOETOB y pacTeHUI
(opMHpOBaNOCH TpPU HCIOIB30BAHUHM KyJIbTypanbHOH cpeasl MC: y  dopmbl
Jlenunrpanckas — 9,6 wr., y ¢dopmer Kornuuckas — 9,9 mr. Oto B 1,4-1,5 paza
Oonbie, yem Ha cpenax 2 MC u 4 MC (tabm. 1).

Tabnuma 1
Yucao noderos in vitro mukpopactennii R. chamaemorus
B 32aBHCHMOCTHOT COCTaBa KYJIbTYPaJbHOI cpeabl
U KOHIeHTpauuu npenapata «JIponm», mr.
The number of shoots of R. chamaemorus microplants in vitro
depending on the composition of the culture medium
and the “Dropp” preparation concentration, pcs.
Konuentpauus npemnapara
®opma Cocras «Jlponmy», Mr/n Cpenuee
KYJbTYPaJIbHON Cpebl o ¢axrtopy b
0,1 0,2
MC 5,9 13,3 9,6
> MC 6,1 10,2 8,2
Jlenunrpaackas
Ya MC 5,5 8,6 7,1
Cpennee o akropy A 5,8 10,7 -
MC 5,5 14,2 9.9
> MC 53 12,1 8,7
Konaunckas
Ya MC 4,2 9.4 6,8
Cpennee o akropy A 5,0 11,9 -

[Tpumeuanue: st popmser Jlenunrpaackas HCP: A =0,74; 5=0,86; Ab=1,09; nist ¢popmsl
Konpunckas: HCP;: A =0,69; b=0,93; Ab = 0,99.

IIpyn noBBIIIEHMM KOHLIEHTpauuu npenapara «/lpomm» B KyJabTypaJbHON
cpene ot 0,1 mo 0,2 mMr/n1 HaOMOAATOCH YBETUYECHNE YrCIia MUKPOIIOOETOB y pacTe-
HUH-pereHepanToB R. chamaemorus B cpeiHeM B 1,8 paza y popmbl JIeHUHTpajcKasi,
B 2,4 paza —y popmbl KonnnHckasi.

CpenHsis nnvMHAa MUKPOINOOEroB y pacteHuidl R. chamaemorus wuccnemye-
MBIX opM in vitro ObuTa HamOoNbIIeH Ha KynbTypanbHOU cpene MC u cocras-
nsuta B cpeqHeM 2,0-2.4 cM, Torna kKak Ha cpeae 2 MC ona Obuta mesbine B 1,2—
1,3 pa3a, na cpene 4 MC — B 1,3—1,4 pa3a (Tab6u. 2).
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TabGuuna 2

Cpeausist A1MHA M00€roB in vitro MUKpopacTeHuii R. chamaemorus
B 3aBHCHMOCTH OT COCTaBa KYJIbTYPaJbHOW cCpeabl
¥ KOHIIEHTpauuu npenapara «JApomnm», cm
The average length of shoots of R. chamaemorus microplants in vitro
depending on the composition of the culture medium
and the “Dropp” preparation concentration, cm

Konnenrpanus npenapara
Dopva CocraB «JTporm», Mr/ Cpennee
KYyJIbTYPalbHON CpeJibl o akropy b
0,1 0,2
MC 3,2 1,5 2,4
T 2 MC 2,5 1,2 1,9
€HUHTpaJICcKas
i Vi MC 1.9 1,0 1,5
Cpennee o akropy A 2,5 1,2 -
MC 2,6 1,3 2,0
> MC 1,9 1,0 1,5
Konaunckas
Ya MC 2,1 1,2 1,7
Cpennee 1o paxTopy A 2,2 1,2 -

Ipumeuanue: dis Gpopmsl Jlenunrpaackas HCP s A =0,54; 5=0,81; Ab=0,92; 0 ¢popmsl
Konpmnackas: HCP: A =0,64; b =0,87; Ab = 1,03.

[Ipn yBenmu4eHWM KOHIEHTparuu Aedonmanta «Jlpomm» B KyIbTypalbHOU
cpexne ot 0,1 mo 0,2 Mr/n cpeaHsisi IJIMHA MUKPONOOETOB in Vitro y HUCCIEAyeMbIX
¢dopm R. chamaemorus ymenpiianace B 1,8-2,1 pasa.

CymMapHas JUIMHA MUKPOTIOOeroB pacteHuil R. chamaemorus in vitro Oblia
3HAYUTENBHO OOJbIIeH Ha KylnbTypanbHOH cpene MC, rae mocturaiga B CpeaHeM
19,5 cm y dhopwmet Jleannarpanckas u 16,4 cm y dpopmer Konaurackast (Tadu. 3).

TabOauma 3

CymmapHasi JUIMHA 1100eroB in vifro MUKpopactennii R. chamaemorus
B 3aBHCHUMOCTH OT COCTAaBAa KYJbTYPAJILHOI cpeabl
U KOHIeHTpauuy npenapata «Jponm», cm
The total length of shoots of R. chamaemorus microplants in vitro

depending on the composition of the culture medium
and the “Dropp” preparation concentration, cm

Konnentpauus npenapara
Dopma CocraB «JIporm», Mr/i Cpennee
P KYJIbTYpalbHOH cpezbl 01 > 0.2 o paxropy b

MC 18,9 20,0 19,5
b Y2 MC 15,3 12,2 13,8
cHHTpaeKat Vi MC 10,5 8.6 96

Cpennee mmo akropy A 14,9 13,6 -
MC 14,3 18,5 16,4
> MC 10,1 12,0 11,1

Konaunackas

Ya MC 8.8 11,3 10,1

Cpennee o akropy A 11,1 13,9 —

Ipumeuanue: A Gpopmsel Jlenunrpaackas HCP: A=0,92; 5=0,86; Ab=1,13; nist ¢popmsl
Konpnuckas: HCP: A =1,13; 5 =1,02; Ab = 1,42.
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C yBenmuueHHEM KOHLEHTpauuu Aedonuanta «Jponm» B KyJlbTypanbHOU
cpexe ot 0,1 mo 0,2 mMr/n cymmapHas AJIMHAa MHUKPOIIOOETOB in Vitro y pacTeHH
R. chamaemorus dbopmbl JlennHrpanckas cHuXajiach B cpeaHeM B 1,1 pasa, torna
KaK y (opmel KonnuHckast yBennamnBaiach B 1,25 pasa.

Ha srare ykopeHeHUs] MEKPOTIOOETOB i1 Vifro yCTaHOBIIEHO, YTO HAMOOJIbIIIEe
YKCII0 KOPHEH y pacTeHuit R. chamaemorus (GOpMUPOBAIOCH Ha KYJIbTYPaJIbHOU cpe-
ne MC u cocraBnsuio y ¢popmel JlennHrpaackast B cpeaneM 3,9 wr., y ¢dopmbl Kon-
nuHCKas — 4,3 WT., B TO BpeMs Kak Ha cpeze 2 MC oHo Obuto Menbine B 1,2 pasa, a
Ha cpene 4 MC — B 1,9-2,3 pasa (ta0i. 4).

Tabnuna 4
Yucsio kopHeid in vitro Mukpopactennii R. chamaemorus
B 3aBHCHMOCTH OT COCTaBa KYJbTYPaJILHOIi cpeabl 1 KoHneHTpanun aykcuna UMK, mt.
The number of roots of R. chamaemorus microplants in vitro
depending on the composition of the culture medium
and indolebutyric acid auxin concentration, pcs.

® CocraB Konnentpanust UMK, mr/n Cpennee
opMa KyJbTypalbHOHN cpeibl 05 1.0 o ¢axropy b
MC 3,3 4,5 3,9
1 MC 2,5 3,9 3,2
Jlenunrpanckas

s MC 1,9 23 2,1

Cpennee o akropy A 2,6 3,6 —

MC 3,5 5,0 43
12 MC 3,0 4,2 3,6

Konnnuckas

Yo MC 1,6 2,1 1,9

Cpennee o akropy A 2,7 3,8 -

[Mpumeuanue: dist popmser Jlenunrpanckas HCP s A=0,80; 5=0,79; Ab=10,99; nis Gpopmst
Konnunckas HCP: A =0,72; b= 0,87; Ab =0,94.

C noBeimenneM koHneHTpanmnu UMK ot 0,5 mo 1,0 Mr/a B KyasTypanbHOR
Cpelie Ynciio KOpHEeH in vitro y pactenuit R. chamaemorus uccnenyembix Gpopm yBe-
JIUYMBAJIOCH B cpeaHeM B 1,4 pasa.

HauGonpinyto cpenHiow UIMHY KopHed in vitro (3,2-3,7 cM) pacTeHus
R. chamaemorus obenx GopM MMeNu NpH BHIPAIIUBAHWUN Ha KyJIBTypaJlbHOH cpe-
ne MC. Ilpu stom Ha cpeae 2 MC naHHBIN 1OKa3aTellb ObLT MEHBIIE B CPEHEM B
1,5 pasa, Ha cpene ¥4 MC — B 2,1-2,3 pa3a (Tadm. 5).

[loBbiuienne koHueHntpaunu WMK B kynsrypaneHoit cpene ot 0,5 no
1,0 Mr/m cmocoOCTBOBAJNIO 3HAYUTEIHLHOMY YMCHBIICHHIO CPEIHEH ITHHBI KOP-
Hel R. chamaemorus in vitro: B cpenHeMm B 1,8 pasa y dopmbl JIeHHHTpajcKasi,
B 1,6 paza —y popmbl Konnuuckasi.

CymmapHast JuInHa KOpHEW in vitro y pacTeHuil R. chamaemorus Taxxe
ObuTa HanOoMbIIeH Ha KynbpTypanbHOU cpene MC u mocturana: y ¢gopmbr JleHun-
rpazackas — 14,0 cm, y dopmst Konamackast — 13,2 cm. B 1o jxe BpeMs mpu BbIpamu-
BaHUM PAaCTEHHI Ha KyJIbTypaibHOH cpeae 2 MC maHHBIN 1MOKa3aTens ObUT MEHBIIE
B cpeadem B 1,8-2,0 pasa, Ha cpene ¥4 MC — B 4,5-4,7 pasa (ta0m. 6).
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Tabnuua 5
CpeaHsisi AJTMHA KOPHeEIi in vitro mukpopacrenuii R. chamaemorus
B 3aBHCHMOCTH OT COCTaBa KYJbTYPAJILHOIi cpebl U KoHueHTpamun aykcuna UMK, cm
The average length of roots of R. chamaemorus microplants in vitro
depending on the composition of the culture medium
and indolebutyric acid auxin concentration, cm

® CocraB Konnenrpanus UMK, mr/n Cpennee
opma KyJIbTYPaJIbHOU CpeIbl 0,5 1,0 o paxropy b
MC 4,5 2,9 3,7
1, MC 3,2 1,5 2,4
Jlenunrpanckas

Ya MC 2,0 1,0 1,5

Cpennee 1o paxrTopy A 3,2 1,8 -
MC 4,0 2,5 32

2 MC 2,6 1,6 2,1

Konaunckas

Ve MC 1,9 1,2 1,6

Cpennee o akropy A 2,8 1,8 -

IMpumeuanue: dns popmsl Jlenunrpaackas HCP: A =0,69; 5=0,90; Ab=1,11; nst ¢popmsl

Konpnnuckas — HCP: A =0,73; b =0,82; Ab = 1,02.
Tabnumna 6

CymMmapHasi JUINHA KOPHeH in vitro MuKkpopacTenuii R. chamaemorus
B 3aBMCHMOCTH OT COCTaBa KYJbTYPaJbHO cpeabl U KoHUeHTpauuu aykcuna UMK, cm
The total length of roots of R. chamaemorus microplants in vitro
depending on the composition of the culture medium
and indolebutyric acid auxin concentration, cm

@ Cocras Konuentpanus UMK, mr/n Cpennee
opma KYyJIbTYPalIbHON CpeJibl 0,5 1,0 o ¢axropy b
MC 14,9 13,1 14,0
> MC 8,0 5,9 6,9
Jlenunrpanckas
Ya MC 3,8 2,3 3,1
Cpennee o akropy A 8,9 7,1 -
MC 14,0 12,5 13,2
2 MC 7,8 6,7 7,3
Konnuuckasa
Ya MC 3,0 2,5 2,8
Cpennee o akropy A 8,3 7,2

[Tpumeuanue: [Jns popmsl Jleannrpanckas HCP;: A=0,65; 5=0,86; Ab =0,96; s (poprI
Konmgunckas HCP;: A =0,78; 5 =0,90; Ab =1,01.

C mnoBeimienueM konnentpanuu UMK B kynasrypansnoit cpeae ot 0,5 mo
1,0 mMr/;1 HaOJIIOIAI0Ch 3HAYUTEIPHOE CHIDKCHHE CYyMMAPHOM JIUTMHBI KOPHEH in Vitro
R. chamaemorus: y dbopmbl Jleauarpaackas — B cpenueM B 1,25 pasa, y dopmsr Kon-
nuHckas — B 1,15 paza.

[TomyueHHble JMaHHBIC COIVIACYIOTCS C TIOJOXKHUTEIBHBIMH PE3yJbTaTaMu
JPYTUX WCCIIEJ0BaHUM, TJe M3ydajoCh BIMSHUC Pa3IUYHBIX MHTATEIBHBIX COCTA-
BOB M POCTOPETYJIUPYIOIIUX BEIICCTB HA OPraHOICHE3 pacTeHUH-pEreHEpaHTOB
R. chamaemorus nipy KJIIOHAJILHOM MHUKPOPa3MHOKEHUH Ha 3Tarax cOOCTBEHHO MHU-
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KPOPa3MHOXCHHUS U YKOPEHEHUsI MUKporooeros [1, 4, 6, 9]. Cneayer OTMETHTD, 4TO
BIIEPBBIC MCITOJIB3YEeMBIi JJIsl JAaHHOTO BHU/Ia pacTeHUi Aedoirant «Jporm» He ycTy-
naeT 6-0ensnnamuHonypuny (6-BAIl) n 2-uzonentunanenuny (2-iP) mo BnmusHuIo
Ha YUCJIO W JUTHHY 00pa3yeMbIX MMOOETOB MOPOIIKH B KyJBTYpE in Vitro, a ero mpH-
MEHEHHE SIBIISIETCS] IKOHOMUYECKH 00Jiee BBITOAHBIM C YY4ETOM Ce0eCTOMMOCTH IIpe-
naparoB ¥ HEOOXOAMMOCTH JOBOJIBHO HU3KUX KOHLEHTpauuid. OJHAKO 3/1eCh TaKKe
CJeNyeT YUYUTHIBATH BOBMO)KHBIC TCHOTUITUYECKUE PA3TUUUS MEXK]TYy UCCIIETYyEMbIMU
oOpasiamu u hopMamH.

3axnouenue

Takum 00pa3oM, MPU MUKPOKJIOHAIBHOM pasMHOKEHUH GopM R. chamaemorus
n3 JlennHrpaackoit ooiacti 1 XaHThI-MaHCHHCKOTO aBTOHOMHOTO OKpyra — FOrpst
YHCII0, CPEIHSASA U CyMMapHas JUIMHAa MUKPOIIOOEroB U KOpHeH pacTeHHi ObLIM 3Ha-
YUTEIHHO OOJbIe Ha KyJIbTypajbHOU cpene Mypacure—Ckyra, 4eM B BapHaHTaX UC-
TTOJIB30BAHMSI JTAHHOHM Cpefbl C pa30aBiIcHHEM MHHEpAILHOW OCHOBBI B 2 U 4 pasa.
[Ipy noBbIICHNN KOHLEHTPALUH B KyIbTYpalbHOM cpene nedonunanta «pomnm» ot
0,1 mo 0,2 mr/n Ha 3Tane cOOCTBEHHO MUKPOPAa3MHOKEHUs HaOJII01aI0Ch yBeIHye-
HUE YMCIIa MUKPONOOeroB pacteHuil R. chamaemorus B 1,8 paza y ¢popmbl Jlennn-
rpajackas u B 2,4 paza 'y ¢opmbl Kongunckas. C MOBBIIIEHHEM B KYJIBTypalbHON
cpelie KOHIIEHTPAIlMU ayKCHHA — MHIOIMIMACIAHOM KUCIoThl oT 0,5 1o 1,0 mr/i Ha
JTare YKOPEHEHHsI MUKPOIIOOErOB i1 Vitro OTMEUYEHO IOBBIIIEHHE YHMCIa KOPHEH Y
pacTeHui-pereHepanToB R. chamaemorus uccinenyemsix GopM B cpenHeM B 1,4 pasa.
[TomyueHHbIE pe3yNbTaThl MOXKHO HCIIOIB30BATH I YCOBEPIIEHCTBOBAHUS TEXHOJIO-
MM MUKPOKJIOHUPOBAHMSI MOPOLIKH MPHU3EMHUCTON C MCIIOJIB30BAaHUEM JTUKOPAcTy-
mux GopM, 0TOOpPaHHBIX B MECTAX €CTECTBEHHOTO MPOU3PACTAHHS B CEBEPHBIX PETH-
onax Poccum, Ha sTane coOCTBEHHO MUKPOPA3MHOKEHUS, a TAakxKe JUIs TaTbHEUIeH
CETICKIIMOHHON PaOOTHI.
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