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B 0630pe npencrasneHa nHdopmaumns 06 0COOEHHOCTAX Cenekunmn 1 cenekUMoHHOro
CeMeHOBOACTBa COCHbl 0ObIKHOBEHHOM (Pinus sylvestris L.) kak ogHOro n3 Hambonee
XO35IMCTBEHHO LIEHHbIX ApeBecHbIX BUOOB EBpasun. Comartmyeckuii ambpuoreHes —
NepcrnekTUBHbLIA BMOTEXHONIOMMYECKNIA METOA, MO3BOJISIOLLMIA MACCOBO pa3MHOXaTb
LEeHHble 0CobOW, MOJly4EHHbIE B MPOLECCE peann3aummn CeNekUNOHHbLIX MporpamMm.
Ha npumepe pasHbix npencrasmTenein poga Pinus onncaHbl OCHOBHbIE 3Tarnbl COMaTU-
4yeckoro ambpuoreHesa. PacCMOTPEHO BAMSIHWE YCNOBUIA U CPOKa KyNbTUBMPOBAHUS
Ha 9 DEKTMBHOCTb COMATMYECKOro SMOPMOreHesa 1 nocneayoLlee pa3sutne comatu-
4yeckunx 3apoaplLleit B pacTeHus-pereHepaHTbl. Ocob0e BHMMaHWE yAEeNEeHO paccMOoTpe-
HMI0 0COBEHHOCTEN pocTa 1 GU3NOSIOrNN KITOHOB COCHBI B MOMEBbIX YCTOBUSIX.

KniouyeBble cnoBa: Pinus sylvestris; nniocoBas cenekuusi; 1eCOCEMEHHbIE NnaHTa-
Lnn; reHeTnvyeckasa oueHkKa; noJsieBble NCMbiTaHNUA, cOMaTU4eckme 3apoabllln; ycnoBua
KYyNbTUBUPOBAHUA.

E. V. Novichonok, N. A. Galibina, B. V. Raevsky, M. A. Ershova. SOMATIC
EMBRYOGENESIS IN SCOTS PINE: STATE OF KNOWLEDGE, AND
PROSPECTIVE APPLICATIONS IN FORESTRY

This review provides information on the approaches to selection and seed-orchard
breeding of Scots pine (Pinus sylvestris L.) as a key commercial tree species in Eurasia.
Somatic embryogenesis is an emerging biotechnique allowing for mass propagation
of valuable specimens obtained through implementation of selection programs. The main
stages of somatic embryogenesis are described for different species of the genus Pinus.
The influence of the conditions and duration of cultivation on the performance of somatic
embryogenesis and the subsequent transformation of somatic embryos into plants are
considered. Special focus is on the growth and physiology of pine clones in the field.

Keywords: Pinus sylvestris; plus tree selection; seed orchards; genetic assessment;
field testing; somatic embryos; culture conditions.
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BBepeHune

CocHa O0OObIKHOBEHHasi SBNSETCA  OOHUM
N3 KJIIOYEBLIX BUOOB JIECHbIX 3KOCUCcTeM Bopearb-
HOW 30HbI EBpasunn n ogHon n3 Hanbonee xo3sii-
CTBEHHO LIEHHbIX APEBECHbIX Nopoa mupa. Ee gpe-
BECUHa LUMPOKO BOCcTpeboBaHa, 0COOEHHO B CcTpa-
Hax CesepHor EBponbl [Durrant et al.,, 2016].
CocHoBble neca 3aHMMaloT 64,5 % Bcen NOKPbITON
necom nnowaan Pecnybnukn Kapenusa v nrpatot
BAXXHENLLUYIO 9KOJIOr0-39KOHOMUYECKYIO POJib B pe-
rmoHanbHom MmacLutabe [AHaHbeB, Copoka, 2009].

Cucrtema cenekumMoHHOro CeMeHOBOACTBA OC-
HOBHBbIX JIeco0bpasyoLLmMx nopoa, 6asnpyoLiascs
Ha COBPEMEHHbIX AOCTUXEHUSX BUOTEXHONOIMN,
JIECHOWN FeHEeTUKU W MJII0COBON cenekuumn, npea-
cTaBnseT coboin Hanbonee HayKOeMKOe 1 BbICOKO-
TEXHONOrMYECKOoe HanpaBaeHne NECHOM0 XO3SNCT-
Ba [YkasaHus..., 2000; Jansson et al., 2017]. B Ha-
cTosiLiee BpeMS OJiI9 Pa3MHOXEHUS U Cenexkuuun
COCHbl 0ObIKHOBEHHOW Hapsiay C TPaAUUNOHHBIMUI
Ha4YMHaOT MPUMEHATb U BUOTEXHONornm4yeckne
MeTObl, KOTOpble MO3BOJISAIOT Hambonee MosHO
peanu3oBaTb MNOTEHUMAN Pa3MHOXEHUSA OAHHOro
pacTutenbHoro opraHuama [Aronen et al., 2009;
TpetbsikoBa, 2013; Thompson, 2014]. OgHum
N3 NepcnekTUBHbLIX METOAO0B B JIECHON BUOTEXHO-
nornun, NO3BONASIOLLMM YCKOPEHHO Nosly4aTb noca-
[OYHbIA MaTepuasn OCHOBHLIX J1€C006pasyoLLImMx
nopoa, SBASIETCH comMaTU4eckuii ambpuoreHes
(C9).

C3 - BeretatmBHbIN crnocob MaccoBOro pas-
MHOXEHUSI PacTEHUIN, OCHOBAHHbLIV Ha NPUCYLLEN
KneTkam pacTeHU TOTUNOTEHTHOCTU 1 CNOCOBHO-
CTU K pereHepauum, T. €. BOCCTAHOBJIEHUIO LIENO-
ro opraHn3ma us ero 4actu. C3O BKIIIOHaET YeTbIpe
atana: (1) uHMumauma — KNeTKU 3KCniaaHTa ge-
onddepeHUMpyoTca 1 NpeBpaLLaloTcs B aM6pu-
OHanbHble; (2) nponudepaumsa — GopMmMpoBaHUE
COMaTMyecknx amMbpuonaos M3 aMOPUOHASbHbIX
kneTok; (3) co3peBaHme — poCT U pasBuUTHE coMa-
TUYECKUX 3apoablillen 1 (4) npopacTtaHme comaTu-
YeCKMX 3apoablLLen.

BO3MOXHOCTb MOJSIly4EHUSA paCTEHU NyTEM
C3 pnsa Pinus sylvestris 6Gbina BnepBble NokasaHa
K. Keinonen-Mettala ¢ konneramm [1996]. Hecmo-
TPS HA TO YTO OJ1 COCHbl 0ObIKHOBEHHOW paspa-
00TaHbl NoApPOOHbLIE MPOTOKOMbLI AN BBEAEHUS
B KY/NbTYPYy U MOJyY4EHUSI COMATUYECKMX KIIOHOB
[Park et al., 2006, 2016; Lelu-Walter et al., 2008;
Abrahamsson et al., 2018], oHa, N0 CpaBHEHWUIO
C Apyrvmu npeactaButensamuv poga Pinus, octaeT-
CSl TPYAHbIM Ans pasMHoxeHusa nytem C3O Bnaom.
K HacTosLwemMy MOMEHTY coMaTtnyeckme 3aponbl-
LN UNU PaCTEeHUsI-PEreHepaHTbl NonyYeHbl ana 34
BMAOB poaa Pinus [LWWyknuHa, TpeTtbsikoBa, 2019].
HecmOTpss Ha akTUBHbIE UCCNEOOBaHMS B 3TOM

HanpasneHun, Kkak B Poccun (rpynna nccnegosa-
Tenemn nof pykoBoacTsoM npodeccopa M. H. Tpe-
TbsikoBoM, MHcTUTYT neca CO PAH, KpacHospck),
Tak M 3a pybexom (T.Aronen, H.Haggman,
K. Niemic konneramm, Finnish Forest Research In-
stitute, Finland; M.-A. Lelu-Walter, INRA, France),
onTMMM3aums NPOTOKOJSIOB MOJSTyHEHUS coOMaTMye-
CKMX 3apodblllelr ans COCHbl 0ObIKHOBEHHOW 40
CUX NOP aKTyasbHa.

B HacTosiwen pabote 0606LeHa MHpOopMaums
00 O0COOEHHOCTAX CceNfekuun 1M CemMeHOBOACTBa
COCHbl 0ObIKHOBEHHOI, 0CcO00€e BHUMaHue yaene-
HO OMMCaHWUIO COMAaTUYEeCKOro 3ambpuoreHesa kKak
NnepcnekTMBHOro BUOTEXHONOrMYeckoro meToda
YCKOPEHHOr 0 NOJIy4YEHN NOCaa04YHOro maTepmana.

Co3paHune necoceMeHHbIX NJiaHTaunm

Cuctema nnOCOBOM CENeKuurM OCHOBHbIX Nle-
coobpasyoLyx BUAOB, B TOM Y1CSIE COCHbl 00bIK-
HOBEHHOW, NPaKTUKyeTCs Ha Tepputopumn Poccuu
C KOHua 60-x rogoB XX Beka [Paesckuii 1 gp.,
2018]. K TpaguumoHHbIM crnocobam MacCoBOro
NOJSTYY4EHUS LLEHHbIX MO HACNeACTBEHHbIM CBOWCT-
BaM CEMSIH NIECHbIX PACTEHUI OTHOCHAT CO3aaHune
necocemeHHbix nnavtaunni (JICIM). B 3aBucumo-
cTu OT 9Ttana cenekuun JICI genartcsa Ha kaTero-
pun [YkazaHus..., 2000].

JICN nepeoro nopsgka (JICM 1) — sTo nnaHTta-
LMK, CO34aBaeMble BErE€TaTUBHbIM WU/ CEMEHHbIM
MaTepuanoM OT MJ0COBbLIX AEepPeBLEB, OTOOPaH-
HbIX N0 HEHOTUNUYECKUM MPU3HAKAM U HEe MNpo-
LeaLnX FreHETUYECKYHO OLLEHKY MO CEMEHHOMY MO-
TOMCTBY B UCMbITaTENbHbIX KyNbTypax.

eHeTn4eCcKytlo LLIEHHOCTb MJIOCOBLIX AEPEBLER
n nyqwmnx pepeswes JICI | onpenensoT no obuen
(OKC) vinn cneundunyeckoii (CKC) komOMHaALMOH-
Holt cnocobHocTn. OKC npencrasnseTt cobol Be-
NINYMHY NpPEeBbILLIEHNS MOoKa3aTens Uccneayemoro
npu3Haka Haj, KOHTPOJIEM Y CEMEHHOro NoTOMCT-
Ba, MOJSIyYEHHOrO0 OT CBOOOOHOrO OMbIIEHUS JyY-
wnx aepesbeB. CKC paccunTbiBaeTCS Kak BENNYmn-
Ha MpEBbILLEHVS LEeNeBOro nokasarensa y notom-
CTBa, MOJIyHEHHOro OT KOHKPETHOW KOMOWHauuMu
KOHTPONMPYEMOrO CKpEeLUVBaHUS C OnpeaeneH-
HbIM MapPTHEPOM TOr0 Xe U Apyroro suga [Yka-
3aHus..., 2000]. CornacHo lNpaBunam co3gaHusa
1 BblaeneHns o6bekToB JIECHOrO CEMEHOBOACTRA,
YTBEPXAEHHbIM npukazomMm MuHnpupoabl Poccun
ot 20.10.2015, oueHka CeEMEHHbIX MOTOMCTB B UC-
NbITaTEbHbIX KY/IbTYPaX BKIOYAET HECKObKO 3Ta-
noB. lNpeasapuTenbHas OLEHKA OCYLLECTBNAETCS
Nno SOCTUMXEHN NOTOMCTBaMM NooBuHeI Il knacca
Bo3pacTa (ans cocHbl 21-40 neT), a OKoHYaTeNb-
Hasa oueHka — B BO3pacTe MOTOMCTB HE MeHee Y2
BO3pacTta pyobku B 3aBUCUMOCTM OT knacca 6oHu-
TeTa (onsa cocHbl 80—100 neT). depesbs, obnaga-
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loLMe BbICOKOM KOMBUHALMOHHOM CNOCOBHOCTLIO,
BbIAENSIOT B KAYECTBE ANINTHbIX.

JICIM noOBbILLEHHON reHeTU4YeCKOW LLeHHO-
ctu (JiICN 1,5) — o710 nnaHTaumu, co3gaBaemble
rno peaynbTaTam NpeaBapuTesibHON reHEeTUYECKOMN
OLEHKW (He MeHee 5—7 neT) NOTOMCTB NyyLUnX ae-
peBbeB JICI | ¢ y4eTOM JaHHbIX MO PenpoayKTUB-
HOM CNOCOBHOCTU MaTepPUHCKMX KJIOHOB. UX co-
3[al0T B KQYECTBE NPOMEXYTOYHOr0 aTana Mexay
NICMN | n 1l nopsaKoB B LEeNsx COXpaHeHUs Henpe-
PbIBHOCTU CENEKLMOHHOro MnpoLecca U UCnosb-
30BaHMSA MNEPBUYHOINO CEeJIEKUMOHHOro addekTa
B MPAKTUYECKNX LLENSAX.

Jicn sroporo nopsigka (JICM 1) — nnaHTta-
UMM, CO3OAaBaEMble BeretatMBHbiIM MOTOMCTBOM
3NNTHBIX AepeBbeB, obnagaowmx Bblicokon OKC
Nno pe3ynbTatamM OKOHYATENbHOW OLLEHKU B UCHbI-
TatenbHbIX KynbTypax. Cuntaercsa, yro JICI Il no-
3BONIAOT MNOBLICUTb MPOAYKTUBHOCTb UCKYCCTBEH-
HbIX HacaxaeHur Ha 20-30 % 3a cyeT BbICOKOro
KOSpPUUMEHTa HACNeayEMOCTH.

JICN TpeTtbero nopsagka (JICH 1ll) - nnaHTa-
uMn, MaTepmanomM gas co3a4aHns KOTOPbIX CAyxaT
poanTENbCKME Napbl ANUTHLIX AepeBbes, obnana-
towmx Bbicokor CKC. CemeHa, nonyyeHHble C Ta-
KUX MAaHTaUMN, MOXHO Ha3BaTb CYNEP3INTHBIMMU.

CemeHa necHbix pacTeHUl i B 3aBUCUMOCTU
OT HacneaCTBEHHbIX CBOWCTB MNOAPA3LENstoT
Ha KaTeropum: HopMaJsbHbl€, Yy4LIEHHbIE U COP-
ToBble. CoOrnacHO €eBpOMENCKON TEePMUHOAOUN
CeMeHa, 3aroToBJIEHHbIE C AEePEBbEB B Hacaxae-
HMAX (B TOM 4YKMCNe Ha lecocekax), OTHOCAT K HOp-
MaJlbHOW CenekuMoHHOM kaTeropumn (Source-iden-
tified); na JICI | — K yny4lleHHON CEeNneKuNOHHOMN
kaTteropun (Qualified); Ha JICIT 1,5 v |l nopsaka —
K copToBbIM (Tested).

CospaHne NMPUBUBOYHBLIX  JIECOCEMEHHbIX
nnaHtaumin B CkaHamHaBum n AUHNAHOWMM Hava-
nock ¢ koHua 1940-x rogos. B HacToswee Bpems
B LUBeuun cospatotca JICIM I, B duHnaHonm —
1,5 nopsagka [Jansson et al., 2017]. OCHOBHbIMM
oObekTaMun cenekuMoHHbIX nporpaMm B LLBeuunn
n PuHnaHoun asnaTcsa Pinus sylvestris n Pi-
cea abies. [lonsa caxeHUeB, BblpaLLEHHbIX U3 Ce-
MsH JICM, B PUHNAHANM COCTaBNAET O COCHBbI
0ObIKHOBEHHOW cBbiwe 60 %, ons enn eBponei-
ckoli — oT 20 no 70 % B 3aBMCUMOCTM OT Koneba-
HUS ypoxarHocTu cemsH; B LLBeunn — 95 n 67 %
cooTBeTCcTBEHHO [Jansson et al., 2017]. MHoro-
NeTHMe HabnOeHUs Npu NpPoBeaeHUM MONEBbIX
MCNbITaHWM NO3BONMAM BbiGpaTb Hanbonee ad-
GEKTMBHbBIN MepuoL MX NPOBeAeHUd, Korga Ha-
cnefyemMble YepTbl VHTEPECYIOLMX MPU3HAKOB
NposiBNSIIOTCA B nofnHor mepe [Review..., 2011].
Mimetlowmincsa onbIT NMOKasblBaeT, YTO M3MepeHus
MOXHO MNPOBOAMUTL B BO3pacTe, COCTaBASAOLLEM
~ 20 % oT Bo3pacTta pybKu rnaBHOro rnosjib3oBaHus

(80-100 nert). Nono6HLIM Noaxon K UcnbiTaTeslb-
HbIM KyJibTypaMm cokpallaeT OBLMA CPOK reHeTun-
yeckor oueHkn oo 16-20 ner.

OueHku, npuBepeHHble ons  OuHAAHOUK
n LBeunn, nokasbIBaOT, 4YTO MCMNOJIb30BAHNE
caxeHueB Pinus sylvestris n Picea abies, Bbipa-
LeHHbIX U3 cemsaH ¢ JICI I, moxeT gaTtb yBenuye-
HMe NPOU3BOAMTENBLHOCTU HacaxaeHus (m3/ra)
no 10 %, a n3 cemaH ¢ JICMN lll - po 25 %. WNc-
NOSIb30BAHME TEHEeTUYECKU YIy4LIEeHHOro mare-
puana MoXeT MPUBECTU K COKpalleHuto obopo-
Ta pyokn Ha cpok Ao 25 net ansa Pinus sylvestris
n Ha 5-10 net ansa Picea abies. Taknum obpasom,
NCMOSIb30BaHME FrEHETMYECKU YTyHLLEHHOro MaTte-
pvana npuMBOOUT K YBEMYEHMIO CKOPOCTU pOCTa
[epeBbeB NPU OTHOCUTENTbHO HU3KNX 0O beMax MH-
BecTnumin [Simonssen et al., 2010]. BHyTpeHHss
HopMa npubbln Npu 3ToM cocTaensetr 5,2-8,3
n 4,6-8,9% ona Pinus sylvestris u Picea abies
cooTBeTCTBEeHHO [Jansson, 2007; Kvaalen, 2010;
Simonssen et al., 2010; Ahtikoski et al., 2013; Haa-
panen et al., 2016, yut. no: Jansson et al., 2017].

B Kapenuu B nocnegHemn 4etsepTtn XX Beka npu
peanusaumm CUCTEMbl MIIOCOBOM CeNekumm Oc-
HOBHbIX J1eco00pas3yloLnX BUOOB (COCHbI OObIK-
HOBEHHOW 1 enu GUHCKor) Bbln co3aaHbl 6 npu-
BMBOYHbIX JICI | 06wei nnowanbio okono 454 ra,
B TOM YMCIie COCHbI 0ObIKHOBEHHOW — 365 ra [Unb-
nHoB, Paesckuii, 2015]. B HacTosLLee Bpems Ha-
3pen nepexon k JICM 1,5 n Il nopsgka, KOoTopble
DOJMMKHbI CTaTb MCTOYHUMKOM CYLLECTBEHHO YIy4-
LWEHHbIX reHeTndeckmn cemsH [Paesckuin n gp.,
2018]. OgHako, Kak yxe 6blJI0 cka3aHo Bbllle, CO-
rnacHoO [enCTBYIOLLMM HOPMaTUBHO-MNPAaBOBbLIM
[OKYMeHTaM, 0OLMA CPOK reHETUYECKOMN OLEHKN
nntocoBbix aepesbes ¢ JICI | oyeHb BENMK 1 CO-
ctaBnget B cpegHem 40-50 neT, 4TO Aenaet He-
BO3MOXHbIM €ro NPakTM4eCKoe BbIMNOJSIHEHME.

CyLWeCcTBEHHO YCKOPUTb FEHETUKO-Cenekum-
OHHbIE WNCCNEeAO0BaHUS N YBENNYUTb KOJMYECTBO
nocazo4yHOro marepumana, nojy4yaemoro B npo-
Luecce cenekuMoHHOM paboTbl, BOSMOXHO C Mpu-
BJIEYEHMEM COBPEMEHHOI0 BMOTEXHOIOMMYECKOIrO
meToga — C3 [Aronen, 2009; Thompson, 2014].
MoaoOHbI Noaxod, akTyasneH ans MeasieHHO pac-
TYLWMX XBOWMHbBIX OPEBECHbLIX BUAOB, B YACTHOCTU
DSl COCHbl OObLIKHOBEHHOM, KOTOpasi B OTAM4YME
OT OpYrmx XBOMHbIX HE NOAAAETCS BEr€TaTUBHOMY
Pa3MHOXEHMIO YKOPEHEHHBIMU YEPEHKAMM.

OCHOBHbI€e 3Tarnbl COMaTU4eCKOro
amOpuoreHesa

UHuLmaumsa amMOpuoreHHbIX KyabTyp

WHnumauua, nepsbii atan C3, BBeLeHue
B KY/NbTYpPY 3KCMJIAHTOB (3apodpblllert U3 CeMsiH)
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1 popmMUMpoBaHne aMOPUOreHHOro kasnnyca. Y Bu-
OOB poga Pinus B Ka4yeCcTBe 9KCMIAHTOB OObIYHO
MCMNONb3YIOT He3pesble 3UroTUYeckme 3apoabimn
0O cTagnn anddepeHUmMpoBKN CeMAO0NEN, Npun
3TOM MCMOJb3YIOT MO0 Lesble MeraraMeTopuThbl,
nmMbo n3onmpoBaHHble 3apoabilun [Abrahamsson
et al., 2018]. Huskas yactota MHUUMALUN 3M-
OpUOreHHOM KynbTypbl, xXapaktepHaa ana Pinus
sylvestris [Lelu-Walter et al., 2016], octaetcs oa-
HOI U3 LieHTPaibHbIX NPOOEM, HE NMO3BOJISAIOLLINX
ncnonb3oBatb CO g MaccoBOro pasMHOXe-
HMSA 3TOro BMAa. 3HA4YeHUs OaHHOro nokasartensd
BapbupyloT oT 0,2 0o 42 % [Krakau et al., 2013]
M CUNbHO 3aBUCAT OT CTaauu pPasBUTUS 3UroTnye-
CKOro 3apofhllla 1 reHoTuna AepeBbeB-A0HOPOB
[Haggman et al., 1999; Lelu et al., 1999; Park et al.,
2006; Lelu-Walter et al., 2008; Aronen et al., 2009;
Krakau et al., 2013]. Cuntaetcs, 4to y Pinus syl-
vestris NHMUMaLms comaTnyeckoro amopunoreHesa
BO3MOXHa TOJIbKO N3 N30SMPOBAHHbBIX HE3PEJbIX
3apoabiwen [Keinonen-Mettéla et al., 1996; Park
et al., 2006; Lelu-Walter et al., 2008; Abrahamsson
et al., 2018]. MNpwn aTOM BeayLLee BNUSHNE OKa3bl-
BaeT reHoTun mMaTepuHcKoro pacrteHms [Niskanen
et al., 2004]. OTmeuaeTcsa, 4YTO CYLLECTBYIOT re-
HOTWUMbI, HE NOAOAIOLWMECH BBEOEHUIO B KYNbTy-
py 1 He dpopmMuMpyoLLIMe 3MOPUOreHHOro Kasnnyca
[Aronen et al., 2009].

Mocne cbopa wwuwek nMbo 3apodbilun cpasy
BBOOATCSA B KyNbTYPY in Vitro, nMbo WKWK MOTyT
XPaHUTLCHA MPU HU3KOW MOJSIOXKUTESIbHON Temre-
patype (+3...+5°C) kak muHumym 40 cyTok 6e3
noTepun crnocobHOCTU 3apoabilein GopmMmMpoBaTb
amMbpuoreHHblili kannyc [Haggman et al., 1999;
Park, 2002]. MNMpn 3TOM XpaHeHue WnLeK MOXeT
NOJIOXNTENBbHO BAMATH Ha npouecc C3. lNMokasa-
HO yBENM4YeHne 4actoTbl Huumaumm C3 u konn-
yecTBa COMATUYECKUX AMOPUOHOB MPU XPaHEHUN
LUMLLEK B TeYeHme 1-2 MecsaueB Npu Temnepartype
4 °C [Montalban et al., 2015]. XpaHeHune wunLiek
B TeYeHMe OUTesNIbHOro BpemMeHu (bonee 2 me-
csaueB) n npu 6onee HU3Kon Temnepatype (-3 °C)
MPUBOAUT K CHUXEHUIO YaCTOThbl MHUumaumn [Park,
2002; Montalban et al., 2015].

Ona nanumaumm C3 XBOWHbLIX, B TOM YUCTE BU-
0oB poaa Pinus, ncrnonb3ytoT 6a3oBble cpedpl — LM
[Litvay et al., 1985], MS [Murashige, Skoog, 1962]
n DCR [Gupta, Durzan, 1985; Montalban et al.,
2016; Abrahamsson et al., 2018; Bonga et al.,
2018]. O6bIMHO Ha CTagMM UHULMALMWU B cpeny
B KaQyecTBe PerynsaTopoB pocTa Ao0aBngaloT ayk-
CUHbl  (2,4-guxnopdEHOKCUYKCYCHast  KUCNOTa,
2,4-D) U UWTOKUHUHBbI (6-O6eH3unageHuH, BA).
Mpobnema HWU3KOM 4aCTOTbl MHULMALMN MOXET
OblTb pelieHa nyteMm moamdukaumm coctaBa UC-
NoJIb3yeMbIX Cpend N YCNOBWUIA KyNbTUBMPOBAHUS.
CHMXEHNEe KOHLEHTpauun aykCUHOB U LUTOKMHU-

HOB (2,2 BmecTO 9,5 uM anga 2,4-D un 2,2 BMmecTo
4.5 uM ona BA) B cpene npuBesno K yBeNYEHUIO
4acToTbl MHUUMaLUMK Pinus sylvestris [Lelu-Walter
et al., 2008]. M.-A. Lelu ¢ konneramu [1999] BbI-
SABUW, 4TO O onpenesieHHbIX reHOTUNoB Pinus
sylvestris pnsa nHugyauum C3O nydwe noaoxoamT
cpena 6e3 perynatopoB pocTa. Park ¢ coaBTopa-
Mu [2006] nokazann yBennyeHme 4acToTbl WUHU-
umaumm amMOpuoreHHbIx KyneTyp Pinus banksiana
npu pobaeneHun B cpedy dopxnopdeHypoHa
(CPPU, CMNbHOOEWNCTBYIOWMA UNTOKUHUH) BME-
ct0 2,4-D n BA. OgHako NOAOXUTENBbHOIO BNWUS-
H1a CPPU Ha nHUUMaLmio 3MOPUOreHHbIX KyJbTyp
Pinus sylvestris otmedyeHo He Obino [Park et al.,
2006].

Ycnosuga okpyxawuier cpegpl (Temnepary-
pa n AOCTYMHOCTb BOAbl) CYLLECTBEHHO BAUSIIOT
Ha ycnewHocTb umHuumaumm [Montalban et al.,
2016]. Npwn aTom BAvsiHME GpakToOpPOB cpenbl onpe-
nensetca BuagoBbiMu ocobeHHocTamu. Ansa Pinus
halapensis mMakcumanbHasi 4actoTa MWHUUMaumm
oTMmeyanacb npu Temnepartype 23 °C [Pereira
et al., 2016], ana Pinus radiate — npu Temnepary-
pe 18 °C [Garcia-Mendiguren et al., 2016]. Bonee
HM3Kasi AOCTYMHOCTb BOAbl (6onee BblCOKas KOH-
LeHTpauus rennaHoBor kameau B cpene, 4 r-n')
NPMBOAUT K YBEANYEHUIO 4YAaCTOTbl MHMLMALIAN
y Pinus radiate w Pinus halapensis [Garcia-Men-
diguren et al., 2016; Pereira et al., 2016]. B 10 xe
Bpemsa M. R. Becwar ¢ konneramu [1995] ans
MHOrux BUAOB poga Pinus oTMevaloT NpoTUBOMNO-
JNIOXHOE BANSIHNE FEeNNaHOBOM KaMeam Ha 4acToTy
VHULMALNN.

lMokazaTenem ycCnewHoOn WMHULMaLMN CRYXUT
dopmMmpoBaHMe 6enoro Unn NPo3pavyHoOro BoIOK-
HNCTOrO 3MOPUOreHHOro Kasyca, COCTOSILLEro
N3 OTAENbHbIX KNETOK, KIETOYHbIX CKOMAEHUI Nnn
Jaxe paHHMX coMaTnYeckux 3apoabiwen [LLyknum-
Ha, TpeTbsikoBa, 2019].

lMponugepaLimss aMBPUOreHHbIX KyJIbTYP

Mocne vHMUMAUMM 3MOPUOrEHHbIE KYNbTYPHI,
COCTOSILLME M3 TNOOYNSAPHbIX 3apoAbllieii U cy-
CNeH30poB (aMOpPUOHaNIbHO-CYCNEeH30pHas Mac-
ca), nepemMeLLaloT Ha cpeny nponvdepaunn um
cpeny nopaepXaHus. IAMOPMOreHHble KyNnbTypbl
BMOOB poaa Pinus MOXHO Nogaep>XXmeaTb B MPOsn-
depurpyloLLLEM COCTOSIHUN Ha TBEPAOWN, NONYyTBEP-
non (reneobpasHoii) nnn B XnaOKown cpene B BUOe
CYCMNEH3UOHHBbIX KynbTyp [Becwar, Pullman, 2015].
Mpn aTOM HeobXxoAMMbI NMepecanku nponndepu-
pylowmnx KynbTyp kaxaele 12-21 cytkmu. OgHako
npu OAnTeNbHOM CYOKYNbTUBMPOBAHUN OTMe-
4aeTCsl CHUXeHMe 3MOPMOreHHoro noTeHunana
[Becwar, Pullman, 2015; LyknuHa, TpeTbskoBsa,
2019].
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CkopocTb nponudepauumm, 4YACNO U KAYeCTBO
bGOPMUPYIOLMXCH B OallbHENLLIEM COMaTUYECKUX
3apoapilenn 3aBUCUT OT cocTaBa cpenbl U Tvna
KynbTMBUpOBaHus. OAna Pinus sylvestris 6blno no-
KasaHO BMSHWME CcOCTaBa MpondepaLnoHHOn
cpenpl Ha mopdosornio amopuoHoB [Keinonen-
Mettala et al., 1996]. Xopowo pasBuTbie coma-
TNyeckne aMOPUOHbI Bblv noslydyeHbl Ha DCR-
cpene, B 10 Bpems kak Ha DG-cpege [Durzan,
Gupta, 1987] 3apoabiluM NONHOCTbIO AereHepu-
pOBanu B TEYEHME YEThIPEX HeAeNb. Aronen C CO-
asTopamu [2009] npennoxunu npoBOAUTbL MNPO-
nmdbepaumio Ha dunbTpoBasbHoW Bymare. Mpu
TakoM crnocobe ob6paszyeTcst MeHblLLe 3MOPUOHOB,
yem npu nponudepaurm B BUAE CKOMIEHUS TKaHW
Ha TBEpAOW cpene, HoO GOPMUPYIOTCS NPEMYLLE-
CTBEHHO 32pOAbILLIN «TOHKOrO» TMMa, A1 KOTOPbIX
XapakTepHO Jfy4yllee CO3peBaHMe U npopacTta-
HUe (CM. Huxe). lNMonyyeHHble pe3dynbTatbl MOryT
ObITb CBSI3aHbl C ©0Jiee PaBHOMEPHbLIM OCMOTU-
YECKUM, MUTATENbHbIM N SHEPreTUYeckum cTaTy-
COM 3MOpPUOHAJIbHO-CYCNEH30PHOM MacCChl B TOH-
KOM CJo€ MO CPaBHEHMIO CO CKOMAEHUSMUN TKaHU
[Aronen et al., 2009]. M.-A. Lelu-Walter ¢ konnera-
Mu [2008] npepnaraloT KynbTUBUPOBATh KYNbTypy
Ha GpunbTpoBanbHOM Gymare Ha NOBEPXHOCTM Mo-
NyTBEPLON Cpeabl.

K. Niemi ¢ konnerammn [1998] noka3anu BOS3-
MOXHOCTb YBEIMYEHNST CKOPOCTW nponudepaumnmn
MeJIEHHO PaCTYLLMX KIEeTOYHbIX NuHUNM Pinus syl-
vestris npu nx KynbTUBNPOBaHNN BMECTE C rpnba-
MU-MmnkopmaoobpasoBaTensmu Laccaria proxima
n Suillus variegatus. MNMpuynHa MHOYKUMN NPOAU-
depaumm TOYHO He U3BECTHA, HO MOXET BbITb CBS-
3aHa C NoCTaBkoM B cpeay GUTOropMOHOB, B 4aCT-
HOCTU ayKCMHOB, KOTOPbIE NPON3BOAAT SKTOMUKO-
puU3Hble rpubkl. B TO e Bpemsi KynbTMBMPOBaHWE
ObICTPO NponndepmpyoLLNX INHNK BMECTe C 9K-
TOMMKOPU3HBIMU TpnbamMu NPUBOOUIO K CHUXE-
HUIO CKOPOCTU pocTa. ABTOPbLI NpeanonaraloT, 4To
MNCMNOJIb30BaHMe LTaMMoB rpnboB, KOTopble Mo-
Ka3blBalOT MONIOXUTENBHYIO peakumio ¢ nponude-
PUPYIOLWNMUN KyNbTYypaMmn, MOXET ObITb NMOJIE3HBIM
npu paboTte Ha 6osiee NO34HMX CTagusax nNpouec-
ca C3 (npopacTtaHune n ykopeHeHune) [Niemi et al.,
1998].

Co3peBaHue v npopactaHne CoOMaTn4eCcKmx
3apogblLieri

CospeBaHne COMaTMHECKUX 3apoablllen — 3TO
NMPOLECC rMCTONIOrMYeckon gudpdepeHumnaummn He-
3penbIxX (paHHMX) 3apoablllein, B pedynbtarte yero
npovicxoanTt GopMUpPOBaHME CEMSAL0NEN, 3apo-
ObILLEBOro Kopewka 1 gpyrux OpraHoB U TKaHew,
XapakTepHbIX ANs 3penoro 3apogbiwa. YTobbl
OCTaHOBUTbL nponudepaumio U 3anyctutb nepe-

X0[, OT rNoOyNApHbIX 3apoAblllelt aMOpPUOoHaNbHO-
CYCMEH30PHOM MacChbl K COMaTU4ECKNUM 3apOLbl-
wam, HeobxoouMo npeaBapuTenbHOe KySbTUBU-
poBaHMe 3KCMNNaHToB Ha 6e3ropMoHanbHOM cpene
c pobaBneHneM akTMBMPOBAHHOrO yris. 3aTem
9MOPUOreHHble KynbTypbl MEPEHOCAT Ha 6a30Bble
nuTatesnbHble cpedbl 6€3 ayKCUHOB U LUTOKMHN-
HOB, HO Cc poGaBneHnemMm abCUU30BOM KUCOTHI
(ABK). BaxxHoe 3Ha4yeHue B 3TOM npoLecce npu-
obpeTaeT CHUXEHME BOOHOrO NoTeHumana un Bbl-
CcyluMBaHue nponndepupyoLlen tkaHm [LLyknuHa,
TpeTbsikoBa, 2019].

JobaBneHne akTMBMPOBAHHOIO Yrasi KOHTPO-
NMpyeT ropMoHasibHbli 6anaHc n apcopbupyeT
HexenaTtesfibHble KOMMOHeHThl [LyknuHa, TpeTb-
akoBa, 2019]. MokpbITME KyNbTYp COCHbI OObIKHO-
BEHHOW aKTUBUPOBAHHbLIM YrfIEM MPUBENO K yBe-
JINYEHUIO YMCNa coMaTMHECKNX 3apoabien B 2,1
pasay 24-HefenbHom KynbTypbl. Ha 8-HegenbHyto
KynbTypy aTa 06paboTka He okasbiBana BUSHUS
[Lelu-Walter et al., 2008]. Bbicokasi KOHLEHTpaLWS
rennaHoBoOm kaMmeam B cpeae yMeHbluana ooCTyn-
HOCTb BOAbl 1 OKasbiBana MOMIOXUTENbHOE BNUS-
HME Ha CO3peBaHMe COMATUYECKMX 3apOoAblLLel
Pinus sylvestris [Klimaszewska, Smith, 1997; Lelu
etal., 1999].

ABK perynmnpyet npoueccbl CO3peBaHNA coma-
TUYECKMX 3apofbllleri KaK Yy MOKPbITOCEMEHHbIX,
Tak 1y ronocemMeHHbIx pacteHur [Rai et al., 2011].
OnTumanbHOe BpeMs BO3AENCTBUS U KOHLLEHTpa-
umn ABK B cpepe, npyMeHsieMble 519 cOo3peBa-
HUS 3SMOPUOHOB, Y BUAOB poaa Pinus 3HA4NTEsNbHO
pas3nMyalTCs 1 AOMKHbI ObITb ONpeaeneHbl onbIT-
HbiM nytem [Aronen et al., 2009]. CoBmecTHOe
npumeHeHne ABK n M3 ctano ob6bl4HBEIM MeTOo-
OOM CTUMYNSILMN CO3PEBaHUS COMaTU4eCKMX 3a-
poAbillen pasfiniHbiX BUOOB XBOMHbLIX PACTEHUM
[Bozhkov, Arnold, 2002].

BblN0 NoKasaHO NONOXUTENbHOE BANSIHWE Bbl-
cokoro cogepxaHus ABK B cpege Ha co3peBaHue
comMartunyeckmx 3apogbien Pinus sylvestris [Lelu
et al., 1999; Lelu-Walter et al., 2008; Aronen et al.,
2009]. CxopHble pesynbTatbl OblIM  MOJYYEHDI
W Ans opyrux xBorHbix. JlobasneHve B cpeny ABK
B KOHUeHTpauum 60 uM npmBOoaAUT K YBEANYEHUIO
yucna cemMsaaosbHbIX COMATUHECKMX 3apOAblLLeln,
NO CPaBHEHMIO C AHOMAaJIbHbIMW MO CTPOEHMUIO
3apogbillamu B Kynbtype Pinus sylvestris [Lelu
et al., 1999]. BnocneacteBum 3aponbilun C aHO-
MasibHbIM CTPOEHMEM He npopacTtanu. YacTtorta
npopacTaHns CeMsAA0sbHbIX COMATUYECKUX 3ap0-
ablwen coctasuna 72 % [Lelu et al., 1999]. Bnu-
saHne KoHueHTpaumn ABK B cpene Ha co3peBaHune
COMATMYECKNX 3apPOAbIlLEN 3aBUCUT OT KOHLLEH-
Tpauum caxapo3sbl. MNpu cogepxaHnu B cpeae 0,2
M caxapo3bl KONMMYECTBO 3pPESbIX COMATUYECKNX
3apogpiwern Ha 30 % Bbiwe npu 80 UM ABK, yem
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MpopactaHme 3apopfpllieli COCHbl OObIKHOBEHHOW «TOHKOrO» (A) wu «tonctoro» (B) Tuna Ha MB5 cpepe.
dopmrpoBaHre XOPOLLIO Pa3BUTOr0 KOPHS Yy 3apOAbILLEi «TOHKOro» TUMna 1 rnpekpalleHe pas3BuTus 3apoablllei
«TOJICTOrO» TUMa Nocse NepeHoca npopacTaLmx 3apoasien Ha MB6 cpeay (C) [no: Aronen et al., 2009]

Regeneration of Scots pine plants through somatic embryogenesis. Germination of (A) slim-type and (B) stub-type
embryos on MB5 tissue culture medium. (C) Formation of well-developed root in the slim embryos and stagnation
of development of the stub embryos after the transfer of germinating embryos on the MB6 medium [after: Aronen

etal., 2009]

npyn 120 uM. OgHako Npu KOHUEHTpauum caxa-
po3bl B cpeae 0,1 M ABK He oka3biBaeT BAMAHME
Ha CO3peBaHMe CoMaTMYeCKUxX 3apoapbien [Le-
lu-Walter et al., 2008]. HecmoTpsi Ha BaXHYIO POJib
ABK B npoLiecce co3peBaHusl, 4J11 COCHbl 0ObIKHO-
BEHHOW OblJI0 OTMEYEHO CMOHTAaHHOE CO3pPEBaHNEe
CoMaTMyecKmx 3apodblllein Ha cpene 6e3 pery-
NATOPOB pOCTa U JanbHENWee UX npopacTtaHue
c yactoTton 40 % [Lelu et al., 1999]. Nomnmo co-
CTaBa cpefbl NPOLECC CO3pPEBaHNS COMATUYECKUX
3apogblien Pinus sylvestris 3aBucmuT OT BO3pacTa
KynbTypbl 1 reHoTmna [Lelu-Walter et al., 2008].

Ha npopactaHne 3apogbillen n nx panbHen-
LWNIA POCT MOTyT OKa3blBaTb BINSHME 00paboTku,
npoBoAVMbIE BO BpeMs @asbl in vitro n BO Bpem4
dasbl aganTaumm ex vitro [Hogberg et al., 2001].
Ina Picea abies nokazaHo oTpuuaTesibHOe BAUS-
Hue pobasneHus M3l B cpeaoy Ha cTagmn co3pe-
BaHWS Ha MpopacTaHMe coMaTU4eCKMx 3aponbl-
Len B gasbHENLEeM, a TakKe Ha pOoCT 3apoapllle-
BOr0 KOpHS U ¢popMupoBaHne OOKOBbIX KOPHelM
B ycnoBusix ex vitro [Bozhkov, Arnold, 2002]. MNpo-
LONMKUTENbHOCTb KOHTakTta ¢ ABK BO Bpems co-
3peBaHus COMaTU4eCKOro 3apofellla U nNpoaon-
XUTEbHOCTb HEMPEPbLIBHOIO OCBELLEHUS B Te4e-
HVe nepuoja afjanTaumn OTPULLATENbHO BAUSIIOT
Ha BbIXVBAEMOCTb U POCT PaCTEHUN-pereHepaH-
TOB Picea abies [Hogberg et al., 2001].

Ina Pinus sylvestris 3TOT BONPOC NPakTU4eCKn
HEe M3y4eH 3KCnepumeHTanbHO. PesynbTarthl, no-
Ny4eHHble GUHCKMMMK nccnenoBaTensaMm, He Co-
rnacylTcsd C OaHHbIMU, NOJyH4eHHbIMU Ans Picea
abies. Aronen ¢ coastopamu [2009] nokasanwu
NONOXUTENbHOE BAUSIHME BbICOKOIrO COAEPXAHMUS
ABK B cpene Ha co3peBaHVe coMaTUyecKkmx 3a-
poApILLEN, NX KAQ4eCTBO, NpopacTaHme 1 BbhXnBa-
eMocCTb. B cpene ¢ BbicOkuM copepxaHvem ABK
dopmMmpoBanock 6osblle 3apofbllleli «TOHKOr0»

Tnna (puc.). 3apoabIln «TOHKOro» T1Una, No cpaB-
HEHWIO C 3apoAbllaMn «TOJICTOro» Tmna, OGbICTPO
npopacTaroT, X BbXMBAEMOCTb B TE4YEHME NMEPBO-
ro roga 3Ha4MTENbHO BbiLLE, B TO BPEMS Kak 3apo-
ObIlLN «TONCTOro» TUNa PasBMBAKOTCS MEOSIEHHO
M 4acTO He POPMUPYIOT KOPHeN. ABTOPbLI OTMeYa-
0T, YTO KOHTPOJIb KQ4eCTBa COMAaTUYECKMX 3ap0-
Opbllwern, BbIOpaHHbIX O npopacTaHus, SABAsSieTCs
OOHUM 13 KJTIoYEBbIX HAKTOPOB, OMPEAEnsIoLLmX
YCMNELWHOCTb NpuMeHeHns metoga CO aona pas-
MHOXeHusa Pinus sylvestris [Aronen et al., 2009].
OpHako gaxke XOpoLLOo Pa3BUTble 3MOPUOHbI «TOH-
KOro» Tuna njoxo npopacTtalT, eCAv OHW OONro
HaxXoOOATCS Ha cpefe Ans Co3peBaHms. ITO CBS3a-
HO C HaKOMJIEeHVEM 3TUEeHa B Cpeae, KOTOPbIN OT-
puLaTenbHO BANSET Ha MpopacTaHne 3apoplLLen,
N YMEHbLUEHNEM KOJIMYecTBa 3anacHbix OenkoB
[Aronen et al., 2009].

KynbTnBmposaHue BmecTte ¢ rpubom Pisolithus
tinctorius (Pers.) Coker n Couch crnocobHo yny4-
Wwate MApopacTaHMe COMATUYECKUX 3aponblllen
Pinus sylvestris [Niemi, Haggman, 2002]. lpwu
3TOM MULENUIA HE HaxoauTCs B HEMOCPEACTBEH-
HOM KOHTakTe C nmpopacTalwymMu 3apoabiliamMu,
YTO yKa3bIiBaeT Ha CBSA3b YNy4LLIEHUS NpopacTaHns
C COEeOVHEHUSAMU, CUHTE3MPYEMbIMU rpubdamu,
BO3MOXHO, WHOOJIMIIYKCYCHOWN KUCNOTOW W Ana-
MUHaMU. IHOKYNSLUMS C 3KTOMUKOPU3HBbIM FrprUOom
Pisolithus tinctoriusex in vitro ynyywaeT aganTta-
LMI0 pacTeHuni, nony4eHHbix nytem C3, xoTta dop-
MUPOBAHME MUKOPU3HBIX CTPYKTYpP HE OTMeua-
nock [Niemi, Haggman, 2002].

lMocne npopactaHmsa coMmaTtuyeckme pacTeHus
Pinus sylvestris nomewatoT B cocyabl C TOPHOM
1N BEPMUKYNTOM (B COOTHOWEeHUN 1:3) n gepxat
2-3 Hepenn B yCNOBMAX BbICOKOM BNIAXXHOCTU BO3-
ayxa. 3areM BNaXHOCTb MOCTEMEHHO CHUXAKT
[Keinonen-Mettala et al., 1996; Lelu-Walter et al.,
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2008]. Ona pacteHuir Pinus Sylvestris BbIXMBa-
€MOCTb 4epe3 4 mecsiua BapbupoBana ot 59 go
84 % [Lelu-Walter et al., 2008]. Nocne akknumaTn-
3aUnMn pacTeHUs NnepecaxmsBatoT B MUTOMHUK [Le-
lu-Walter et al., 2008].

KpuokoHcepBauus

[eHeTnyeckass oueHKa KIOHOB B KOHEYHOM
nTore MoxeT OblTb JaHa TONbKO MyTEM MONEeBbIX
WCNbITaHUIM, Ha KoTopble TpebyeTcs MUHUMYM
5-10 net. Nocne co3paHnsi SMOPUOrEHHbIX KyJlb-
TYP 4N noAAepXaHus BbICOKOrO nponudgepaum-
OHHOro noTeHuuana m nx cnocobHocTn dopMun-
poBaTb 3MOPWOHbLI TpebyeTca nepuognyeckoe
cyOKynbTMBMpOBaHMe. [1OBTOpHbIE CYOKYNbTU-
BUPOBAHMS HE TOJNIbKO SIBASIOTCS TPYOOEMKUMU,
HO TakXe YBeNM4MBaloT PUCK NOoTepn aMOPUOreH-
HbIX KyNbTyp B pe3ynbTaTte 3arps3HeHus 1 OLun-
6ok [Lambardi et al., 2008]. Kpome atoro, npu
ONNTENbHOM  CYOKYyNbTMBMPOBAHUM OTMeYaeTcs
CHUXeHne aMOpunoreHHoro noteHumnana [Becwar,
Pullman, 2015]. OnutenbHoe CcyOKynbTUBMPO-
BaHMe, OCOOEHHO B MPUCYTCTBUN PErynsitopoB
pocCTa, Takxe MPUBOAUT K FEHETUYECKUM U3Me-
HeHusm [Sarmast, 2016]. Ona BnooB poga Pinus
Oblfla OTMeYeHa reHeTMyeckasi HecTabubHOCTb
B KyNbType in Vitro n rnokasaHo, 4710 YPOBEHb CO-
MakJIOHaIbHOM  M3MEHYMBOCTU (M3MEHYUBOCTD,
BO3HMKAIOLLAS B KYJIbTYpPe KIIETOK) BapbMpPYET Cpe-
aun pasHblx reHoTmnos [O’Brien et al., 1996; Burg
etal., 2007; Marum et al., 2009].

Pewuntb npobnembl, CBsi3aHHble C CYOKyJb-
TUBMPOBAHMEM U TFEeHeTU4eckol HecTabubHO-
CTblO, W MNOAMEPXMBATb KyNbTYpy, CMOCOOHYIO
K nponudepaummn n GopMrUpPOBaHMIO 3aPOAbILLEN,
Ha NPOTSHXKEHUM MOMIEBbIX UCMbITAHUA MNO3BONSET
KprokoHcepBauus. KpnokoHcepBauus — xpaHe-
HVUEe MaTepuana nNpu O4eHb HU3KOM TemnepaType,
00bI4HO B Xnakom asoTe npm —196 °C — ocHoBaHa
Ha YMEHbLUEHMN N NOCnenyLweM npekpalleHnmn
MeTabonmMyeckor akTMBHOCTM kneTok [Latutrie,
Aronen, 2013].

Ina Bnoos poga Pinus, B TOM yucne ansa Pinus
sylvestris, 6binn paspaboTaHbl aPPEKTUBHLIE Me-
TOoAbl KpMoOkoHcepBaumn [Haggman et al., 1998;
Lambardi et al., 2008] n nokasaHa 3aBUCUMOCTb
CNOCOBHOCTU KJIETOYHBIX JIMHMIA K BOCCTaHOBJE-
HUIO 1 CO3PEBAHMIO OT MPUMEHSEMOr0 NPOTOKOIA
[Ford et al., 2000; Carneros et al., 2017; Lineros
et al., 2018]. C ncnonb3osaHnem RAPD-aHannsa
NnokasaHO COXpaHeHMe reHeTn4yeckol cTabunbHo-
CTU KynbTyp Pinus sylvestris B npouecce KPUOKOH-
cepBaumn [Haggman et al., 1998]. BO3MOXHOCTb
ONUTENBbHOrO KPUOCOXPAHEHUS KYNbTYP U UX XOPO-
Lee BOCCTAHOBEHME Nocne kak MuHUMym 10 net
nokasaHa npu ncnonb3osaHnm AMCO B kayecTse

KpnonpoTtekTopa [Latutrie, Aronen, 2013]. MNMocne
2-10 net kpunocoxpaHeHunsa ot 80 oo 93 % nuHUR
Ob1 cnocobHbl K Nponudepaumn. OgHako 6onee
AnuTenbHasa KpMokoHcepaaums (B TedeHne 12 ner)
npuBena K CHMXEHUIO CrnocoOHbIX K nponndepa-
UM nnHK 0o 59 %. Mpur 3TOM BpeMs KPMOKOHCEpP-
BaLMM HE OKa3blBaso BANSHUS HA CKOPOCTb MpPO-
nndepaumm 1 cnocodHOCTb NNMHUIA GOPMUPOBATb
3penble comaTuyeckue 3apogpiin. KonuyectBo
coMaTtmyeckmx 3apopbienn Ha 1 r ambpuoHanb-
HO-CYCMNEH30PHOM MacChl YMEHbLLANOCh C YBENU-
4YeHMEeM BPEMEHU XpaHeHus: oT 326 wrT. - ' yepes
2 roga go 107-111 wrt. - r' yepe3 9-10 net. O~
HaKo 3T pasnnuus Obln HeaoCTOBEepPHLI [Latutrie,
Aronen, 2013].

Taknm 06pa3om, KPMOKOHCEepPBaLMs NO3BONSET
BOCCTaHaBNMBaTb PACTEHUSA N3 FrEeHOTUMNOB, KOTO-
pble ObinM O0TOOpPaHbl B pesdynbTate AJIUTENbHbIX
KNOHaNbHbIX 1 MOMAEBbLIX UCMbITAHUN, 1 OAET BO3-
MO>XHOCTb MAaCCOBO NPOU3BOANTb KJTOHbl SAIUTHbIX
JIMHUI AN UCMNONb30BaHUSA B IECHOM XO351CTBE.

MoneBbie UCNbITaHUSA KIIOHOB, NOJIy4eHHbIX C3

Mepen Tem kak mucrnonb3osatb CI3 gna mac-
COBOr0 Pa3MHOXEHUsl, HeobOXOAMMO OLLEHUTb
POCT M pPasBUTUE KIIOHOB B MOMEBbIX YCIOBUSX
N CPaBHUTb 3TM Noka3aTenu C pacTeHusMu, no-
JIy4EHHBIMW U3 CEMSH. Takasi OueHka MNO3BOAUT
0oxapakTepmn3oBaTb NPUrOAHOCTb KJIOHOB A1 MO-
TEHUMANbHOIr0 NCMOb30BaHMS B MpOorpamMmax ne-
COBOCCTaHOBEHMS.

PaboTbl, MNOCBSALEHHbIE MONEBLIM UCMNbITAHN-
sIM KJIOHOB BMOOB pona Pinus, HEMHOIO4YUCIIEHHbI.
Onsa Pinus sylvestris 6blno nokasaHo, 4TO nocine
LeCTn NIET POCTa B NOMAEBLIX ycnoBusax 95 % kno-
HOB 1 97 % KOHTPOJIbHbIX CaXEHLLEB, BbIPALLLEHHbIX
N3 ceMsiH CBOOOAHOIo onbleHus, 6binu xuebl. Ca-
KEHLLbl XOPOLLUO PasBMBAIMCb U MMEN HOPMAasb-
HbllA rabuTyc. Yepes WecTb NIeT KOHTPOJIbHLIE ca-
XeHUbl ObINN BbILLEe, YEM KJIOHbI, B TPEX U3 YETbIPEX
NMPOTECTUPOBAHHbLIX CEMENCTB. HacTn4HO pasHuua
B BbICOTE MOXET ObITb 06bSICHEHA 60N1IEE KPYIMHbLIM
Pa3MEPOM KOHTPOJIbHbIX CaXEHLIEB HA MOMEHT MO-
cagku [Aronen, 2016]. CxogHble OaHHble nosnyye-
Hbl 4151 Apyrnx BUAOB XBOMHbIX [Grossnickle, Ma-
jor 1994a; Hogberg et al., 2003]. Bbiin nokasaHsbl
OT/INYKMS B CKOPOCTM POCTa CAXEHLEB Pa3HbIX 3M-
OPUNOreHHbIX JINHUIA, YTO OOYC/IOBNIEHO FEHOTUMW-
4yeCckumMmn pasnnynamMmn. Kayectso 3aponblilleit (CM.
pasgen «Co3peBaHve 1 NpopacTaHne comaTtuye-
CKMX 3apopllliei») He OKa3dblBao BAVUSHUA HA Bbl-
COTYy U anameTp caxeHueB Yepe3 6 net [Aronen,
2016]. OgHako aBTOpP OTMeYaeT, 4To Obl1o uccne-
[OBaHO 04eHb Mano 3MBPUOreHHbIX MHUIA (13 nn-
HWA, NOJTYy4EHHbIX OT 4 OepeBbEB-OOHOPOB), 1 3TO
He NO3BONSAET AeNaTb OKOHYATENbHbIX BbIBOAOB.
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OCHOBHbIE pas3nnyms B CKOPOCTU POCTa U Npo-
n3BoauTenbHOCTU CI-pacTeHunii CBsi3aHbl C MEX-
KJIOHAJIbHON M3MEHYMBOCTbIO. Tak, Harnpumep,
onsa Picea glauca v rmbpupa enn (Picea glauca
(Moench) Voss x Picea engelmannii Parry) 6bino
NnokKasaHo, 4TO pacTeHusl, NonyyeHHble nytem CO,
nMenn 6obLUYI CKOPOCTb GOTOCUHTES3A MO CPaB-
HEHUIO C 3UrOTMYEeCKMMU caxeHuamu. MNMpn aTom
OTMEYaNCh 3HAYUTENbHBIE MEXKIOHANbHbIE Pa3-
ny4nsa B CKOpocTy GOTOCKMHTE3a, KOTopble Obin
CBsI3aHbl C 60nee CUIbHbIM PasBUTMEM KOpHeM
n 6rvomaccon Hoebix kopHe n NUE ¢doTocuH-
Tesa [Grossnickle, Major, 1994b; Lamhamedi
et al., 2000]. Hannune mexknoHanbHOW WU3MEH-
4YMBOCTWU MO3BOJISIET B NMPOLLECCE MONEBbIX UCMbI-
TaHuM OoTOMpaTb AN MacCOBOr0 Pa3MHOXEHUS
Hanbonee noaxopsiLumMe Mnof 3afaHHble YCOoBUSA
KNOHBbI.

[MMTOMUMO MEXKNOHaNbHOW M3MEHYMBOCTM OJis1
pacTeHun, nony4yeHHolx nytem C3, xapakTtep-
Ha BbICOKAs BHYTPUKIIOHANbHAS W3MEHYNBOCTb
Nno nokasatensam pocTa, pasnnyHbiM MOPdONorm-
4eCKUM U GU3NOS0rMYEeCKM NnepemMeHHbIM [Lam-
hamedi et al., 2000; Hogberg et al., 2003]. Onsa
Picea sitchensis noka3aHbl CyLLLECTBEHHbIE Pa3Jin-
4yns B CKOPOCTW POCTa 1 BbICOTE PACTEHUI, NONy-
YyeHHbIX nyteMm C3 oT ogHUX poautenein. Paznnyna
no BbICOTE Mexay KnoHamu pocturanu 23,3 %.
B cBSI3N ¢ 3TM HEOOX0AMMO BBOAUTL B KYSIbTYPY
Kak MOXHO 60blue KNETOYHbIX JIMHUA 1 NPOBO-
OUTb OTOOP KNETOYHbIX JIMHUIA, KOTOPbIE ABASAOTCS
ny4qwimMm knoHamm [Thompson, 2014].

Mpwn ncnone3oBaHun metoga C3 ans macco-
BOFO0 Pa3MHOXEHUS BaXHa HWU3Kasi BHYTPUKIIO-
HanbHas WM3MEHYUBOCTb. bBbINO MNoka3aHo, 4TO
BHYTPUKIIOHANIbHAst M3MEHYMBOCTb MOXET OblTb
yMeHbLLUEeHa nyTeM oTéopa pacTeHuii-pereHepaH-
TOB MO onpeaeneHHbIM MopPdOIOrMyeckm noka-
3atenam [Hogberg et al., 2003]. Ona Picea abies
nokasaHa npsimasi 3aBMCMMOCTb POCTa pacTEHUN
B MOJIEBbIX YCNIOBUSX OT MOPPONOrnMYEeCKmX Xapak-
TEPUCTUK PACTEHUN-PEreHEepPaHTOB: ASINHbI 3MNU-
KOTUAS 1 Hann4us 6OKOBbLIX KOpHe. B To e Bpe-
M$ OJIMHA OCHOBHOIO KOPHSI HE OKa3bliBasna Cylle-
CTBEHHOrO B/IMSIHWS HA POCT PaCTEHUI B TEYEHUE
nepBOro roga pocTta B Tenauue u BTOPOro rona
pocTta B nuToMHuKe [Hogberg et al., 2003].

B uenom uccnenoBaHus, NPOBEAEHHbIE HA Pas3-
HbIX BWAAX XBOWHbIX, HE BbIABMAN OTPULIATENb-
HOro BnmsaHUs npouecca C3 Ha poCT 1 pa3suTne
pacteHuin B ganbHeriweM. PoCcT v pasButue pa-
CTeHU, nony4eHHbix nytem CO, padnuyHbie ¢u-
3uonormyeckme n Mopadponorndyeckne npu3Hakm
OblIN CXOAHbI CO 3HAYEHUSIMU, NOJTYHEHHBIMUW 0151
pacTeHuin, BbipalleHHbIX N3 cemaH [Grossnickle,
Major, 1994b; Lamhamedi et al., 2000; Benowicz
etal., 2002; Hogberg, 2003].

3aknio4yeHue

Ona cospanuna JICI ¢ uenbio NonyyeHns ynyy-
LLIEHHbIX U COPTOBbLIX CeMsH TpebyeTca OnuTesb-
HbIn NPOMEXYToK BpemeHu. C3, kak nepcrek-
TUBHbIA ONOTEXHONIOMMYECKMIA MeTo, NOo3BOoNsAeT
YCKOPUTb FreHEeTUKO-CeNeKUNOHHbIe PadoTbl U MO-
XET CNy>XnTb OCHOBOM ansa co3ganuna JICI cocCHbl
OObIKHOBEHHOI C reHeTMYecku yNy4YlleHHbIM Mo-
cafo4yHbIM Matepuanom. Ha cerogHAWwHNM OeHb,
O[HaKO, HEKOTOPbIE BOMPOCHLI OCTATCA Masion-
3y4EeHHbIMW. [1O0CKOSIbKY reHOTUN pacTeHUs-40HO-
pa MOXeT onpenensaTb CNOCOOHOCTb 3KCMIAaHTOB
dopmMmpoBaTtb coMaTMHeCKMe 3apoapllun, Bax-
HbIM 3TanoOM UCCIEL0BaHNIN IBNFETCS PaCLUMPEH-
HbIA MOUCK pacTeHUn-a0HOPOB, 001aaaLWLMX Bbl-
COKMM PENPOAYKTUBHBLIM NOTEHUUANoM. Ycnosus
KyNbTypbl, MPOAO/IKNTENBHOCTb KYJbTUBMPOBA-
HUS, NPUMEHEHNE PEryNAaTOPOB POCTa MOTYT NpU-
BOOUTb K pPas3finyHbiM U3MEHEHUSM B KapuoTtune
pacTeHnin, B 4aCTHOCTM K YBEJIMYEHUIO YaCTOThI
MyTauuin. Ina BbiABNEHUA COMakK/IOHaSIbHON WU3-
MEHYMBOCTM 0Cc0O0€e BHMMaHME crenyeT yaenstb
LMTOreHeTUY4ECKOMY UCCNed0BaHNIO aMOPUOreH-
HbIX KJIETOYHbIX NUHMA. Takmm obpas3om, aTarbl
npoTtekaHns C3 y cOCHbl 0ObIKHOBEHHOI TpebyloT
JanbHenwero uccnegoBaHusa C MNpPUBIEYEHUEM
COBPEMEHHbIX 3HAHW B 0061aCTU MONEKYNSAPHO-
reHeTUYeCKMUX MEXaHN3MOB POCTa OPEBECHbLIX pa-
CTEHWI, OnblTa FEHHOW MHXEHEPUU N MUKPOKIIO-
HaJIbHOr0 PA3MHOXEHWS.
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