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AHanNN3 NU3MEeHYNBOCTU PaCTEHUN-PEreHepPaHTOB JlaBaHObl

copta CrtenHas ¢ ucnonb3osaHuem ISSR mapkepon*

C. C. BABAHUHA, H. A. ETOPOBA, M. C. SATOPCKASA
Hay4Ho-uccnenoBatenbCkuii MHCTUTYT CEJ1IbCKOIro xo3swictea Kpeima, yi. Knesckas, 150, Cumgeponosnb, Pecrniybnvka Kpbim, 295453,
Poccwrickas ®enepaums

Peslome. ViccnenoBaHns (POBOAMIAN C LLENbIO BbISIBIEHWS BEPOSATHOM COMAK/IOHaIbHOM U3MEHYMBOCTU Y MOJTYYEHHbIX B KYNIbTYpe
KasyCHbIX TKaHel pacTeHuin-pereHepaHToB Lavandula angustifolia copta CTenHas ¢ ucnosnb3oBaHnem ISSR mapkepoB onsi naeH-
TndunKauum HoBbIX reHOTUNoB. MaTepunanom gna UCCnefoBaHns Cnyxunm 14 pacTeHnii-pereHepaHToB, Pas3BUBLLMXCH N3 Kannyca
copta CtenHas - 265-8, 265-3, 265-16, 402-6, 3205-4, 947-2, 265-13, 265-15, 580-1, 402-9, 3205-11, 3732, 1479-2, 265-19.
Jns OUuEeHKM reHeTUYECKOW ANBEPIEHLMN COMAKIIOHANbHbIX BAPMAHTOB OT MCXOAHOIro copTa ncrnons3osanu 11 ISSR nparimepos
komnaHun «EBporeH» (Poccusi) — HB13, HB15, ISSR2, ISSR3, Lavl, Lav2, Lav3, Lav4, Lav5, Lav6, Lav7. lNMpaimep Lavb He noa-
XOOUT AN BbIOpaHHOU BbIGopku 06pa3LLoB, Tak Kak C ero MCnosib30BaHNEM yaanoch aMnampuunupoBaTh TONbKO OAVH dparMeHT
nnnHon 706 nap Hykneotupos. Mparimepol HB13, HB15, Lav2 n Lav5 He BbisBuan nonmmopduamMa Mexay UCXOAHbIM COPTOM U
pacTeHusaIMU, NOSIBUBLLUMMUCS B pe3ybTaTe MHAYKLUUN COMaK0HaNbHOW BapuabensHocTu. Mcnonb3oBaHue apyrux ISSR npaii-
MEpPOB NMO3BONIO NONY4UTb NoaMMopdur3mM B arnanasoHe oT 41,7 % no 100 %. leHeTnyeckas N3MEHYMBOCTb, 0OHapPYXeHHas y
pacTeHuli-pereHepaHToB, Kak B CPABHEHUM C UICXOAHbIM COPTOM, Tak 1 Mexay co60i, CyXUT NOATBEPXAEHNEM NOSIBEHUS NN
ANMMUHALUYM annenen B 0O4HOM 1 TOM Xe JloKyce. B xoae nHaykumm comaknoHasnbHol BapruabenbHOCTM MakCUMasbHble N3MeHeHUs
B reHoMe npou3ownn y comaknoHa C1265-13, reHeTnyeckas AucTaHums, paccymtaHHas no Hetwo v Jlnu, mexay HAM 1 MCXOOHbIM
copTom cocTtaBuna GD=0,0326, HanmeHbLune —y pereHepaHTa CT1265-8 (GD=0,0028). C ncnonb3oBaHneM knacTepHOro aHannaa
Ha OCHOBaHUU MAaTPULLbl FEHETUYECKUX ANCTAHLUMIA BbISBIEHBI MAKCUMaJIbHO CXOHbIE MEXAY COO0 rpynnbl pereHepaHToB. [ony-
YeHHble AaHHble CBUAETEeNbCTBYIOT O NOSIBAIEHNM COMaKJ/I0HaIbHOW BapnabenibHOCTY Npu pereHepaumm pacTeHnin N3 KanaycHbIX
KYNbTyp laBaHbl, HTO MOXET OblTb MCMOJIb30BAHO NMPY CO34aHUU UCXOOHOIO CENEKLIMOHHOIO MaTepuana.

KnioueBble cnoBa: naBaHaa y3konuctHas (Lavandula angustifolia Mill.), pacteHus-pereHepaHTbl, ISSR-aHanns, comaknoHanbHas
BapnabenbHOCTb.
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Variability analysis of regenerated lavender plants of the Stepnaya variety using
ISSR markers
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Abstract. Studies were carried out to identify probable somaclonal variability in callus tissues of regenerated Lavandula
angustifolia plants (Stepnaya variety) obtained in culture using ISSR markers to identify new genotypes. The material for the
study was 14 regenerated plants developed from callus of the Stepnaya variety — 265-8, 265-3, 265-16, 402-6, 3205-4, 947-2,
265-13, 265-15, 580-1, 402-9, 3205-11, 3732, 1479-2, 265-19. To assess the genetic divergence of somaclonal variants from
the original variety, 11 ISSR primers from Evrogen (Russia) were used — HB13, HB15, ISSR2, ISSR3, Lav1, Lav2, Lav3, Lav4,
Lav5, Lav6, Lav7. Primer Lav6 is not suitable for the selected set of samples, since it was used to amplify only one fragment
with a length of 706 nucleotide pairs. Primers HB13, HB15, Lav2 and Lav5 did not reveal polymorphism between the original
variety and the plants resulting from the induction of somaclonal variability. The use of other ISSR primers allowed us to obtain
polymorphism in the range from 41.7% to 100%. Genetic variability found in regenerated plants, both in comparison with the
original variety and among themselves, serves as confirmation of the appearance or elimination of alleles at the same locus.
During the induction of somaclonal variability, the maximum changes in the genome occurred in somaclon St265-13, the
genetic distance, calculated according to Nei and Lee, between it and the original variety was GD = 0.0326, the smallest — in
the regenerant St265-8 (GD = 0.0028). Using cluster analysis based on a matrix of genetic distances, groups of regenerants
that were most similar to each other were identified. The data obtained indicate the appearance of somaclonal variability during
the regeneration of plants from lavender callus cultures, which can be used in the creation of initial breeding material.
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CKOE 1 JIeKapCTBEHHOE pacTeHNE, UMEIOLLLEee MHOIO

HanpaeAeHUN NPUMEHEHUS B Pa3/INYHbIX OTPACNAX
HapoO4HOro X038McTBa U MeguunHe. Ha cerogHsaLWHMN
LEeHb B PEECTP CEJIEKUMOHHbIX A0CTUXeHunn (https://
gossortrf.ru/publication/reestry.php), 0ONYLWEHHbIX K
MCNoNb30BaHMIO, BHECEHO 14 copToOB naBaHabl (9pu-
pomacnuyHoin). Tem He MeHee, TpeboBaHMA K COBpe-
MEHHbIM COpPTaM HEMPEPbLIBHO MOANDULMNPYIOTCSH, 4TO
Bbl3blBa€T HEOOX0AMMOCTb CO34aHNSA HOBbLIX COPTOB.
McXoOHbIM CeNEKUMOHHBLIN MaTepuasn CAyXUT UCTOY-

! avandula angustifolia Mill. — ueHHO€e apomaTtunye-
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HVKOM HacneacTBEHHOM M3MEHYMBOCTU — OCHOBbI AJ1S
MCKYCCTBEHHOro otoéopa [1].

C pas3BuTUEM BMOTEXHONIOMNU N MOJIEKYJISIPHO-Te-
HETUYECKMX METOO0B OLLEHKN U U3Yy4EHNS TEHOMOB pac-
TUTENbHbIX OPraHM3MOB Yy UCCneaoBaTenei NoABUINCH
HOBble CNocoObbl pacLUMPEHMS HacTOThl U CMEKTPA reHe-
TNYECKOWN M3MEHYMBOCTU, a TaKXe YCKOPEeHUd cenekum-
OHHOro npotuecca [2].

OPDEKTUBHBIA MHCTPYMEHT YBENNYEHUSA TEHEeTUYE-
CKOro pasHoob6pasns pacTeHuin — MHAYKLUUS COMaKJso-
HaNbHOM N3MEHYMBOCTU MPU KYNIbTUBUPOBAHUN N30MM-
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POBAHHbIX KNETOK U TKaHel in vitro. Cpeay noay4yeHHbIX
B aCenTMYeCKON KyNbType pacTEHUN-pereHepaHToB
MOrYT MOSABNATLCA COMakJiOHasIbHble BapnaHTbl, KOTO-
pble CYLLLECTBYIOT Kak reHeTU4ecku ctabunbHbie GOpMbI
M nepepalwT Mo HACNEACTBY LEHHbIE CEeNleKUMOHHbIe
npuaHaku [3, 4].

MI3MeHeHuns, BO3HUKLLUNE B pe3dynbTaTe KyJbTUBU-
poBaHus in vitro, MOryT ocTaBaTbCH HE3aMEYEHHbIMU,
NMOCKOJIbKY CTPYKTYPHbIE U3MEHEHMS B TeHOME He Bceraa
BJINSIIOT Ha ero GMONOrMYecKyto akTUBHOCTb B TaKOW CTe-
NMeHN, 4YTO STO MOXET NPOABUTLCH B peHoTune [5]. Oa-
HaKOo cpeau MHOXeCTBa NPU3HaKkoB, No4BepPrarLwmxcs
COMakJI0Ha/IbHON N3MEHYNBOCTU, €CTb T€, KOTOPbIE MO-
ryT HAMTU NPaKTU4eCKOe NPUMEHEHNE B cenekunm ons
YBEJIMYEHUS FEHETUYECKOr0 pa3Hoobpasnst, 4OMNONHASA
TpaaMUMOHHbIE MEeTOAbI TMBPUAN3ALNM U MyTareHesa
in vivo [3]. AHann3y pacTeHunii, NONYyYEHHbIX B Pe3yJib-
TaTe HeNpPsAMOro uam NpsMoro mopdoreHesa in vitro,
NMOCBSLLEHO A0BOJSILHO MHOTO PaboT, 60NLLWNHCTBO U3
KOTOpPbIX KacaeTcss MOPPONOrnM4eCcknx N XO3aMCTBEHHO
LLEHHbIX MPU3HAKOB pereHepaHTos [6, 7, 8].

OpHako nmeHHo aHanu3 OHK, KoTopbIi HAaNpsaMYyto
XapakTepuadyeT reHoM, a He ero GeHoTUnNmn4ecKmne npo-
ABJNIEHUNSA, MOXET AaTb YCTOM4YMBbIE XapakKTepUCcTuKu
pacTeHud, HelTpasibHble Mo OTHOLUEHMUIO K Ccpefe 1 B
HanbonblLUEeNn CTeNeHN NPakTUYECKM NPUroaHble AN
naeHTudurKaumm n pasnmyus reHotnnos [9]. Takon aHa-
JNIN3 NO3BOIUT NOATBEPAUTL FrEHETUYECKNE NSMEHEHS,
npounsoLlenuie B reHoMme B xoe co3aHns COMako-
Ha/IbHbIX BAPMAHTOB.

PaspaboTaHbl pa3Hble MONIEKYNspHble MeToabl,
NO3BOJIAIOLLNE BbIABNATL Pa3inyunsg B nNocnenosaTesb-
HocTn OAHK mexay 6n13KopoAaCTBEHHLIMY FreHOMaMu,
HanpuMep, Mexzay UCX04HbIMU PACTEHUSMN U COMAKJ10-
Hamun. K HuUm oTHocAT metog MNMUP ¢ ncnonbsosaHnem
RAPD, RLFP, ISSR, SSR mapkepos n ap. icnonb3o-
BaHVE 3TUX MOJIEKYNSAPHbBIX MAPKEPOB A9 BbIABAEHUS
Bapuvauuin Ha ypoBHe reHomMmHon JHK noaTBepxaeHo BO
MHorux pabotax [10, 11, 12].

Llenb nccnepnoBaHmnsa — BbiIB/IEHNE BEPOSTHON CO-
MakJ/IOHa/IbHOM U3MEHUYMBOCTU Y NMOJTYYEHHbIX B KYyJIbType
KannycCHbIX TKaHEN pacTeHUN-pereHepaHToB L. angusti-
folia copta CTtenHasda c ncnonb3osaHnem ISSR mapkepos
Ang uaeHTndunKaumm HOBbIX FTEHOTUMOB.

Ycnoeus, matepuanbl U metoabl. Matepnanom
Ona uccnegoBaHusa cnyxunu 14 o6pasuoB pacTeHuin-
pereHepaHToB, MOJIyYEHHbIX U3 KaNNYCHbIX KyNbTyp 2
naccaxa nasaHgbl (Lavandula angustifolia Mill.) copTa
CrenHasa — N2Ne 265-8, 265-3, 265-16, 402-6, 3205-4,
947-2, 265-13, 265-15, 580-1, 402-9, 3205-11, 3732,
1479-2, 265-19. AHannaupyemble 06pasupbl paHee Obinn
pPa3MHOXEHbI (C UCMNOJIb30BAaHNEM TPAAULMOHHOIO Ye-
peHkoBaHus) 1 otobpaHbl N3 100 NonyveHHbIX in Vitro
pereHepaHToB NOC/E N3Y4EHNS B NMOJIEBLIX YCIOBUAX, KaK
6onee nepcrnekTnBHbIE A5 AalbHEenLen CenekUuoHHOM
paboTbl [6]. BelaeneHHble 06pa3sLbl pereHepaHToB UC-
nonb3osanu ans aHanusa JHK ¢ uenbio obHapyxeHus
BO3MOXHbIX FEHETUYECKNX U3MEHEHUIA.

M3 nncTeeB naBaHObl (CMeCb U3 5 pacTeHuin) aKcTpa-
rmposanm reHomHyto JHK ¢ ncnonb3oBaHmem agantmpo-
BaHHoro metoga CTAB [Doyle J. J. Isolation of plant DNA
from fresh tissue // Focus. 1990. Vol. 12. P. 13-15.; 13].

B nccneposaHum ncnons3osanm 11 ISSR nparimepos
komnaHun «EBporeH» (Poccust), koTopble 6bin BbIGpaHbI
Ha OCHOBE NMTEPaTypPHbIX AaHHbIX — HB13, HB15[14, 15],
ISSR2, ISSR3 [16], Lav1, Lav2, Lav3, Lav4, Lav5, Lav6,
Lav7 [17] (Tabn. 1).

Tabnuuya 1. XapakTepucTuka UCnoJjib3yeMbix B
pa6oTe ISSR npaiimepoB (nocnenoBaTenibHOCTD,
TeMnepaTtypa oTXura)

Mpaiimep MocnepgoBaresibHOCTL T%",;;Zﬁf:?g a
HB 13 GAG GAG GAGGC 38,0
HB 15 GTGGTGGTGGC 38,0
ISSR 2 GTGGTGGTGGTGGTGGTGA 57,0
SSR3 GTGGTGGTGGTGGTGGTGT 57,0
Lav1 GAC AGACAGACAGACA 49,0
Lav2 GAC GAC GAC GACGACGAC 49,0
Lav3 GAG AGA GAGAGA GAG AT 54,3
Lav4 CACACACACACAAC 49,0
Lavb AGG AGG AGG AGG AGG AGG 60,0
Lavb GAG AGA GAGAGACC 54,3
Lav7 CTCTCTCTCTCTCTICTIG 50,0

na nposeaeHus MNUP ncnons3dosann SmarTag AHK
nonnmepasy («duanar, JITO», Poccus).

AmMnnanounkaymio NpoBoAUNN Ha amnnudukaTope
C1000 (Bio-Rad, CLUA) npu cneayoLwmx ycnoBusax:
1 umkn — peHatypauus npm 94 °C B TedeHre 3 MyHyT; 35 umn-
knoB — 94 °C B TedeHune 30 cekyHA, OTXXUT B Anana3oHe OT
38 0o 60 °C B TeueHue 30 cekyHA, anoHraumsa npu 72°C B
TeyeHne 1 MUHYTHI; 1 UMK — 3aBepLuaoLas 30Hrauns
npu 72 °C B TeyeHne 10 MUHYT.

Mocne amnnndukaumm NPOLAYyKTbl pasnensanm me-
TOLOM FrOpU30OHTaNbHOro anekTtpodopesa B 2,0 %-Hom
arapos3HOM rese B NpUcyTcTBUN OPOMUCTOro aTuans. B
kayecTBe 6ydepHoin cpenpbl rens Ncnonb3oBann TpUC-
OATA-60paTHO-6ydepHyto cuctemy ¢ coctasom 0,09 M
Tpwuc, 0,09 M H3BOS, 0,003 M B4TA (pH 8,3) (Current
protocols in molecular biology / P. M. Ausubel, R. Brent,
R. E. Kingston, et al. New York: Wilev, 1997. 630 p.).

Ona suzyanmudaumm npoayktos MNMLUP ¢oTorpadupo-
BanV renv B ynbTpaduroneToBOM cnekTpe. BolumcneHue
MOJIEKYJIIPHOM MacChl NPOAYKTOB aMnndukaLmm npo-
BOAWAM C NMOMOLLbIO NpOorpamMmMHOro nakerta «TotalLab
TL 120» nytem o6paboTku dpoTorpaduii. B kayectse
Mapkepa Ans onpegeneHns pasmepos amnamduum-
pPOBaHHbIX pparMmeHTOB ncnonedoBanu JHK-mapkep
Step 100 Long. Ona onpeneneHus cTeneHn poactea
reHoTUNOoB Mexay coboi NCNoNb30BaNIN FTEHETUYECKYIO
AncTtaHumio, pacymTtaHHyo no Nei n Lee B nporpamme
philip-3.69. NMocTpoeHne aeHaporpaMmmbl, LEMOHCTPU-
pytoLLeli FEHETUYECKYIO AMBEPIeHLMI0 COMaKIOHAbHbIX
BapMaHTOB OT UCXOAHOrO COPTa, BbIMOJHANN B NaKeTe
nporpamm Philip-3.69 (cTatnctuyeckyo 3Ha4MMOCTb
NpPOBEPSNIN, NUCNONb3ys ByTCTpen-aHanna), NCrnosb3yilo
MaTpuLly reHeTU4eCcKMxX AUCTaHUMn, meTol o6beanHe-
Husa — UPGMA,

PesynbTaTtbl U 06CyXAeHMe. YCTaHOBIIEHO, YTO Npun
1MCNoNb30BaHMM NparmMepa Lavb amnnnduunposancsa
TOJIbKO OANH MOHOMOP®HbI dparmMeHT annHoi 706 nap
HYK/1€0TMOOB (M.H.), NO3TOMY CHMTAEeM 3TOT NpanmMep He
npurogHbIM Ojas BeibpaHHoro copta. [na npainMepos
HB13, HB15, Lav2 n Lav5 He ycTaHOBEHO NONMMoppuns-
Ma MeXAy UCXOAHbIM COPTOM U PACTEHUSIMU- pereHe-
paHTamu. C nx ncrnonb3oBaHMEM aMnanduumMpoBanoch
8...10 moHOMOpP®HbIX 63HA0B. Mpu noctaHoske MLUP ¢
apyrumm ISSR nparimepamu oTMedanv noammMopdnam ot
41,7 % no 100 % (Tabn. 2). Takme pasnnums B CTPYKType
MOJIOC YKa3bIBAIOT HA BbICOKYIO CTEMEHb NOAMMOPbU3Ma
MeXAy COMakI0HaMU 1 UICXOAHbIM COPTOM. C MCnonb30-
BaHMEM 6 npariMepoB NOATBEPXAEHA COMAKIOHaNbHas
M3MEHYMBOCTb Y MONTYYEHHbIX U3 KanyCHbIX KYIbTyp
pacteHun L. angustifolia Bcex npeanonaraemMblx coma-
KJIOHaIbHbIX BAPUAHTOB.
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Tabnuua 2. Xapaktepuctuku nonumopdpuama AHK pacTteHuin-pereHepaHTOB, MNOJTY4E€HHbIX U3 KaJulyca co-

pTa CtenHasa ¢c ucnonb3oeaHuem ISSR-npaiimepos

HAnnHa amnnnguunpoBaHHbIX KonnyectBo
lpaii- uc0 aMnIUKOHOB, WT. Monumopgdusm, d)parme?ros,ﬂ.n. pereHepaHToB,
Me MOHO- nosau- % . oT/inyamoLwinxcst ot
P | scero MOPQHBIX | MOPDHbIX min max MUCXOAHOro copTa
HB13 9 9 0 0,0 186 1754 0
HB15 8 8 0 0,0 346 1240 0
ISSR2 11 3 8 72,7 243 1679 12
ISSR3 12 7 5 41,7 335 2624 10
LAV1 8 0 8 100,0 383 2247 13
LAV2 8 8 0 0,0 265 1035 0
LAV3 10 3 7 70,0 148 1597 11
LAV4 10 2 8 80,0 306 3100 13
LAV5 10 10 0 0,0 186 1145 13
LAV7 8 2 6 75,0 148 3188 11

YpesBblyaiHO BbICOKWUI YPOBEHb Bapuauuii, obHa-
PYXEHHbIN Yy pereHepaHToOB 13 KanaycoB 2 naccaxa,
BEPOSITHO, CBA3aH C TeM, YTO [0 BOBJIEYEHNS B NMPOLLECC
reHeTUYeCKOoro aHannsa, OHv NPOLLUN NpeaBapuUTESbHbIN
CKPWUHWHT 1 OTOOP ANS BbIIBIEHUS OT/INYUIA OT UCXOOHOMO
dbeHOTMNNYECKMM Npu3Hakam [6].

9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 K

DD ES e 2013044 A5, 16 K

OESIGENIEIEIa 4015 16 K

Puc. 1. dnexktpodoperpammbl 14 06pa3LLOB peEreHepaHToB,
¢ ucnosnb3oBaHnem ISSR npalimepos: a) Lav1; 6) Lav4; B) Lav7;
M — mapkep MonekynsapHoM Macchbl, 1 —ncxogHbli copt CTenHas,
2 -265-8,3-265-3,4-265-16,5-402-6, 6 — 3205-4, 7 — 947-
2,8-265-13,9-265-15,10-580-1, 11 - 402-9, 12 - 3205-11,
13 - 3732, 14 - 1479-2, 15 — 265-19, 16 — copt CrenHas, K —
KOHTPOJIb PEAKTUBOB.

B OCHOBHOM Yy M3Yy4YEeHHbIX pereHepaHToOB aMmniu-
duvumpoBanock AonosiHUTENbHbIE 1...6 63HO0B, 04-
HaKO y HEKOTOPbIX COMaK/IOHOB, HanpoTnB, OTMe4Yanu
oTcyTtcTBMe 1...2 nonoc Ha anekTpodoperpamme, no
CpPaBHEHMIO C UCXOAHbIM CcOpTOM. Ha pucyHke 1 npepn-
cTasJ/ieHbl anekTpodoperpaMmbl pereHepaHToB JlaBaH-
Abl copta CtenHas, B CpaBHEHUM C UICXOAHbIM COPTOM C
npanmepamu LAV1, LAV4 n LAV7, npn ncnonb3osaHnu
KOTOPbIX YCTAHOBMIEHbI Pa3Nnyms Mexay HambosbLunm
KOJINYECTBOM PEreHepaHToOB OT UCXOLHOr0 MaTepuH-
CKOro pacTeHus.

PesynbTaThl nokasann, 4TO y paCTeHUN-pereHepaH-
TOB NPOU3OLNN FreHeTUYeCckme N3MeHeHud. AHanorumy-
Hble JaHHble, CBUAETEsIbCTBYIOLWME O FEHETUYECKOM
nonumMmopduname, 6bii 06HAPYXEHbI Y MOJIYHYEHHbIX in

— 1

— 2

12

11

3
4
5
6
-

14

L — 15

13
8

10
9

Puc. 2. lengporpamma, 4EMOHCTPUPYIOLLLAA FeHeTUYecKoe
POOCTBO peEreHepaHTOoB, MOJTyYeHHbIX U3 Kanlyca copTa naBaHabl
CTenHas (Ha OCHOBaHMM MaTpPULLbl FeHeTUYeCcKkux auctaHumii Nei
n Lee, UPGMA): 1 — ncxogHsliii copt CtenHas; 2 — C1265-8; 3 —
C1265-3;4 - C1265-16; 5 - C1402-6; 6 — C13205-4; 7 - C1947-2;
8 - C1265-13; 9 - C1265-15; 10 — C1580-1; 11 — C1402-9; 12 -
CT13205-11; 13 - C13732; 14 - C11479-2; 15 - C1265-19.
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Tabnuua 3. KBaApaTHaﬂ MaTpuua OpurnHaJsibHbiIX reHeTu4eckux AUNCTaHUUN MeXAay pacTeHusMmu-pereHe-
pPaHTaMun n paCTeHNAMUN UCXOO4HOIro copTa naeaHgbl CTenHaﬂ, paccyuTaHHbIe No Neiun Lee

HasBa- HasBaHue

Hue |265-8|265-3|265-16]402-6]3205-4|947-2|265-13/265-15|580-1]402-9|3205-11] 3732 | 1479-2|265-19
Crennast 0,003 0,029 0,016 0,013 0,023 0,024 0,033 0,022 0,030 0,010 0,004 0,017 0,027 0,029
265-8 0,032 0,016 0,014 0,023 0,027 0,033 0,022 0,027 0,007 0,007 0,020 0,031 0,030
265-3 0,024 0,022 0,018 0,014 0,019 0,032 0,026 0,036 0,024 0,022 0,017 0,021
265-16 0,007 0,016 0,013 0,023 0,018 0,020 0,017 0,017 0,011 0,018 0,015
402-6 0,014 0,015 0,018 0,018 0,015 0,018 0,015 0,016 0,018 0,015
3205-4 0,014 0,016 0,019 0,013 0,027 0,018 0,014 0,012 0,018
947-2 0,015 0,028 0,020 0,031 0,031 0,014 0,011 0,013
265-13 0,013 0,010 0,037 0,028 0,026 0,016 0,011
265-15 0,015 0,024 0,020 0,024 0,026 0,020
580-1 0,032 0,028 0,023 0,020 0,015
402-9 0,014 0,024 0,035 0,034
3205-11 0,015 0,023 0,028
3732 0,011 0,013
1479-2 0,009

vitro pereHepaHToB Cymbopogon winterianus [18],
Capsicum chinense Jacq. [5], Amorphophallus rivieri
Durieu [19] v gp.

[lns BbISBNEHNS PACX0XXAEHNS COMaK/IOHasbHbIX Bapy-
aHTOB OT pacTeHui ncxogHoro copta CTenHas BbINOSIHEHA
Knactepmsaumsa Ha OCHOBE FreHEeTUYECKNX OANCTaHUMN
(Tabn. 3), pacumTaHHbIx No Nei u Lee (puc. 2).

JeHpoporpamma npegcrasneHa ABymMsa OCHOBHbIMU
Knactepamu. lNepBbln knactep chopmMupoBanm comMma-
K/IoHanbHble BapuaHTbl CT365-8 (cambliii 61m3kopo-
CTBEHHbI K ucxogHomy copTy), C13205-1, C1402-9.

BTopoin knactep chopmupoBanu 3 cybknacrepa.
MepBbI cybknacTep BTOPOro knacrepa copMupoBann
OOWH FEHOTUN — COMaK/IOHanbHbIM BapmnaHT C1265-3.
BTopoit cybknactep 6bin Hanbosiee MHOrOYUCTIEHHBIN,
06beANHUBLUNI 7 MONYYEHHbIX U3 KanlycoB pacTe-
HUN. Mexay HAMW U pacTeHUAMN MCXOLHOro coprta
CtenHasa reHeTmnyeckas guctaHumsa (GD) cocTtaBnana
0,134...0,2936.

B xoOe vHaykumny comakioHanbHOM BaprabenbHOCTH
MaKCHManbHble N3MEHEHNS NMPOU3OLWIN Y COMaK/OHa
C1265-13, Mexay HUM 1 paCTEHUAMU NCXOOHOr0 copTa
BbigBNEeH nokasartesnb GD B 0,326.

BoiBOAbl. Bnepeblie ¢ ncnonb3doBaHmem ISSR
npanmepoB OLEHEH ypoBeHb nonumopdmnama JHK
Yy PEreHepaHToB, NOJIY4EHHbLIX U3 KalycoB copTa
CtenHasa, — no 6 n3 10 npaimepoB BeNMYNHA 3TOrO

Jlumepamypa.

nokadatensa gocturana 41,7...100 %. NeHeTnyeckas
M3MEHYMBOCTb, 0OHApPYXEHHas y COMak/OHOB, Kak B
CPaBHEHUN C PACTEHUSMUN UCXOOHOrO COpTa, Tak ”
Mexnay cob0oi, CNyXUT NoATBEPXAEHNEM MNOSIBIIEHUS
N 3IMMUHALNK annener B OAHOM 1 TOM Xe JIOKyCe.
B xome nHOoykummM comakioHanbHO BapnabenbHOCTH
MaKCUMaJsibHble U3MEHEHUS B FTEHOME MPOU3OoLWIn y
comaknoHa C1265-13, mexay HUM 1 UCXOL4HbIM COPTOM
reHeTnyeckas guctaHums, paccuymtadHHada no Nei v Lee
coctaBuna GD=0,0326, HaumeHbLLNE — y pereHepaHTa
CT1265-8 (GD=0,0028). C ncnonb3oBaHueM Knactep-
HOrO aHanM3a Ha OCHOBAHUW MATPULbl FEHETUYECKMX
OVCTaHUWN BbIIBEHbI MAaKCUMANbHO CXOAHbIE MeXAy
co60i1 rpynnbl COMak/IOHOB.

YpesBblyaiHO BbICOKWIA YPOBEHb Bapuauuii, obHapy-
XEHHbIN Y COMAKOHANbHbIX BAPUAHTOB, NO-BUANMOMY,
06yCoBMIEH TEM, YTO [0 BOBJIEYEHUS PEreHepaHTOB B
reHeTUYEeCKUI aHanM3 OHW NPOLUN NPeABAPUTENbHbIN
CKPUVHUVHT 1 OTOOP A5 BbISIBIEHUS OT/IMYUS OT UCXOLHOIO
copTa No GEeHOTUNUYECKUM NPU3HAKAM.

Mony4yeHHble pe3ynbTaThl CBUAETENBLCTBYIOT O Le-
necoobpasHOCTN NpUMeHeHusa paspaboTaHHOro 6mMo-
TEXHONOMMYECKOro NPOTOKOAA UHAYKLUN PACTEHUN-
pereHepaHTOB M3 KanNYCHbIX KylbTyp NaBaHAbl O1s
MoJTly4eHUs COMaKJIOHAJIbHbIX BAPUaHTOB, KOTOPbIE MOTYT
OblTb NCNONL30BaHbLI A1 PACLUMPEHUS TEHETUYECKOM
M3MEHYMBOCTU B CEJTIEKLMOHHOM MpoLLecce.
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