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Annomauusn

B mocnenHue roapl MPOUCXOIHUT CHIDKEHHE PEIPOIYK-
TUBHOro mnore”Huuana Pinus sibirica Du Tour B cBs3u
C UI3MCHCHWSIMH  KJIMMaTa M MAacCOBOH  3aroTOBKOM
KeipoBoro opexa. [ BOCIIPOHM3BOACTBA JAQHHOTO BUIA
HEOOXOJMMO  MPUMEHEHHE COBPEMEHHBIX  METOJI0B
Pa3MHOXKEHHSI, OTHUM M3 KOTOPBIX SBIISICTCS TEXHOJIOTHS
COMaTHYECKOro 3MOpHOreHe3a B KymbType in  Vitro.
P. sibirica otHocutcst k HemoaTIHBRIM («recalcitrancey)
K coMaTu4eckoMy sMOpuorene3y Buiam. Panee nmomy4yurts
npoudepupyoIne IMOPHOreHHbIE KYIBTYPBl Y JAaHHOTO
BUIa HE yaaBanochk. Llens naHHOW paboTHI 3aKII0Yanach
B MHULUALN COMAaTHYECKOTO IMOpHOreHe3a
y P.sibirica. Ilpu  KyJIbTHBUPOBaHWUHM  SKCIUIAHTOB
Ha cpene DCR ¢ perymsatopamu pocra 2,4-J1 (2 mr/m)
n 6-BAIl (1 wr/in) OBLIO BBISBICHO, YTO WHHUITAAIUS

COMAaTH4eCKOro 3MOpUOreHe3a 3aBHCUT OT CTaauu
pa3BUTHS  OKCIUIaHTa  (3UTOTHYECKOTO  3apOJbIIIa).
MakcuManbHbIH YPOBEHB VHULAALUA MIOJTy4Y€EH

OT 3UTOTUYECKHUX 3apOJbIlIed Ha MOCTKINBAXXHOU CTaANU
pa3BUTHA.
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Abstract

In  recent vyears, there has been a decline
in the reproductive  potential of  Pinus  sibirica,
in connection with climate change and the mass

harvesting of pine nuts. To reproduce this species,
itisnecessary to use modern reproduction methods,
one of which is the technology of somatic embryogenesis
in vitro culture. P. sibirica is aspecies that is not
susceptible (“recalcitrance”) to somatic embryogenesis.
Previously, it was not possible to obtain proliferating
embryogenic cultures of this species. The aim of the work
was to study the influence of the developmental stage
of the zygotic embryo on the initiation of somatic
embryogenesis in Pinus sibirica. When culturing explants
on DCR medium with growth regulators of 2 mg/l 2,4D
and 1 mg/l 6-BAP, we found that the initiation of somatic
embryogenesis depends on the stage of development
of the explant (zygotic embryo). The maximum level
of initiation is derived from the post-cleavage stage of
the implant.
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OpCXOHJ’IO,Z[HBIfI BUJ CI/I6I/IpI/I, 1503 (S {81000 OOJIBIIIOE YKOHOMHUYECKOE M IKOJOTHYECKOE 3HAUCHHME.

YpoxallHOCTh Kepa CHOMPCKOTO TMOABEp)KEHA 3HAYUTENIBHBIM KOJEOaHUSM, TMPH ITOM
B MOCNIEHNE TOMAbI HAOMIOJaeTcss TEHICHIMS K COKPAICHHWI0O M CHIDKEHHIO KauecTBa YPOXKaeB
[Novikova et al. 2024; Velisevich, Popov 2024]. Kpome Toro, maccoBasi 3aroToBKa KEIpPOBOTO
opexa TakXe OKa3blBaeT HETAaTHMBHOE BIMSHHE HA PENPOIAYKTHBHBIA MOTEHIMAN JaHHOTO BHJA.

I[J'ISI COXPAaHCHUSA U BOCCTAHOBJICHHA KCAPOBBIX JICCOB, BO3HUKACT HGO6XOI[I/IMOCTB CO3aaHusd
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MCKYCCTBEHHBIX HACa)XJE€HUU JaHHOTO BHJA, CIOCOOHBIX KOMIIEHCHPOBATh MAacCIITA0HOE H3BATHE
cemenHnoro marepuana [['opomkeBuu 2000; bopoagunnesa u dp. 2023]. B psie ctpan Bce Ooiee
HIMPOKOE MPUMEHEHHUE MOIY4YaroT MpOrpaMMbl IJIAHTAIIMOHHOTO JIECOBBIpAIIMBAHUS (IIpOrpaMMa
Multi-Varietal Forestry, MVF) [Park et al. 2016], 4epe3 TEXHOJOTHIO COMATHYECKOTO
AMOpHOreHe3a Mo3BOJIAIONINE 00ECIeUUTh MOTYyYeHHE HEOTPAHUYEHHOTO KOJIMYECTBA FeHETUYECKU
HIAEHTUYHOTO MOCAJ0YHOr0 MaTepHala ¢ 3aJaHHbIMU xapaktepuctukamu [Hazubska-Przybyl et al.
2022; Ramirez-Mosqueda 2022; Zhu et al. 2022; Zhao 2024].

ComaTnueckuii 3MOpHOreHe3 XBOWHBIX BKJIIOYAET HECKOJbKUX KIIOYEBBIX  CTaMil:
UHHUIMaIs, nponudepanus, co3peBanue u npopacranue [Illykiauna, Tperbsakosa 2019; Gao et al.
2024]. HHunuanus COMAaTHYECKOTO AMOpHOTEHEe3a  SBISETCS KPUTHYCCKUM  COOBITHEM,
OTpeAeSIONIUM BO3MO>XHOCTh BCEX JAJIbHEUIITNX MPOLIECCOB. OO61enpu3HaHHoO,
YTO 110 CPABHEHHUIO C JAPYTUMHU XBOWHBIMH, TPEACTABUTEIN COCHOBBIX SBIISIIOTCS CIIOKHBIMU
(«recalcitrance») oObeKTaMK JJIs MHUIMALIMH COMaTHYeCKoro smopuoreneza [Bonga et al. 2010;
Ignatenko et al. 2022].

Panee HamMu TPOBOAMJIMCH HCCIACIOBaHHMS C KICTOYHBIMH KyJbTypamu IN VItr0 cocHBI
cubupckoit [TperwsikoBa, HoBocemnoBa 2003; TperbskoBa u dp. 2013; TperbsakoBa, Bopommiosa
2014], omnako mOMY4YuTh Mpoiudepupyronme 3MOpUOTeHHbIE JHWHUU HE YyHanochk. [loatomy
ucciaenoBanie (akTopoB, BIMAIOIINX HA WHHIIMALMIO COMaTHUYeCKoro smopuorenesa P. sibirica,
MIPOJIOJIKAET OCTABAThCA aKTyalbHOM 3aauei.

Cpenu MHOXecTBa (PAKTOPOB, BIUSIOIIUX HAa YCHEIIHOCTh WHUIMAIIMM COMAaTHYECKOTO
SMOpHOreHe3a COCHOBBIX, BXKHYIO POJIb OTBOIAT MOP(}HO(DU3HOIOTHUECKOMY CTaTyCy JKCIUIaHTa
[Bonga et al. 2010; Zhu et al. 2022]. YcranoBiaeHo, 4To i mpeAcTaBuTenedl poaa Pinus
SMOpPUOTEHHBIM MOTEHIIHAIOM O00Ja/al0T TOJBKO HE3pelble 3UTOTUYECKHE 3apOJIBIIIN, MPUYEM
WX SMOPHOTeHHAss KOMIETEHTHOCTh OTPaHHuEHa OYeHb HEOONBIINM MPOMEKYTKOM BpeMeHH [Arya
2000; Bonga et al. 2010; Lara-Chavez et al. 2011; Kim, Moon 2014; Lelu-Walter et al. 2016].
CoOTBEeTCTBEHHO, I MaKCUMalnbHOW J(PGEKTUBHOCTH TMpoOIecca WHIAYKIMH COMATHYECKOTO
sMOproreHe3a HeobxoIuMa TOYHas UACHTU(DUKAIMS CTaJuU Pa3BUTHS 3UTOTUYECKOTO 3apOJbIIIa,
HCII0JIb3yEeMOT0 JIJIsl BBEJCHHUS B KYJIBTYpY in Vitro.

enp nmanHOM pabOTHl — WM3Y4YEHHE BIUSHUS CTAIUU PA3BUTHS 3UTOTHYECKOTO 3apOJIbIIa
P. sibirica Ha MHIYKIHMIO COMATHYECKOTr0 SMOpHOTreHe3a B KyJIbType in Vitro.

MATEPUAIJIBI U METO/IbI

MarepuanoM aJsi HCCICIOBAHUS TOCTY)XHIIM CBOOOJHOOMBUICHHBIC MUK P. sibirica
JIepeBbEB, MPOU3PACTAIOLINX Ha TeppuTopun KpacHospckoro gecHndecta (20 KM K ceBepo-3anay
or 1. KpacHosipcka). Paifon mnpouspacTaHuss He TOJBEpXKEH JEHCTBHIO 3arps3HeHUH
aHTpOIIOTeHHOTro xapakrtepa. COop mmmek mnpou3Boawan ¢ 15 wmioHs mo 6 wmrons 2024 r.
C UHTEpBAJIOM 3 CYT.

Cpe3aHHble IIUIIKKA MTOMEIIATH B MMAKeThl U3 KpadT-OymMaru U XpaHuiu Mpu Temmneparype +4°
C. B Teuenne 1-3 cyt mocie cOopa OCYHIECTBIISIM BBEICHHE B KYJIbTypy IN Vitro, ¢ukcammio
U OIIpEICIIEHUE CTAUH PA3BUTHSI 3UTOTHUECKUX 3apOAbIIEH

Jlnist IpUrOTOBIICHUSI TOCTOSIHHBIX MTpenapaToB o0pa3isl pukcupoBain pactBopom Hapammna
W Janee JeMCTBOBANM coriacHo oOmienpuHsaToi metomuke [Kpyrmoa u dp. 2013]. IlocTosHHbIE
IpenapaTsl OKpalMBaJld FeMaTOCKWINHOM. Bpemennslie npenapatsl okpamusaiu 0,1% pactBopom
cadpanrHa u 2% NPOLEHTHBIM PACTBOPOM alleTOKapMHUHa.
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Jlisa ompeneneHus craauii SMOpUOTeHe3a MCMOIb30BANIM TEPUOAM3AINI0, OCHOBAHHYIO
Ha QpyHIaMEHTaIbHBIX 3MOpHosorndeckux padorax [Buchholz 1926; Singh 1978], ¢ yuerom
cBeleHuil mpuKIagHbiX ucciaempoBanuii [Koski 1971; Skinner 1992; Pullman Webb 1994].
CoOOTBETCTBEHHO, BBIIEISUIN Clleyomue ¢a3bl: mposMOproreres (0T OIUIOAOTBOPEHUS A0 BBIXOJA
MPOAMOPHUO 3a Mpeesbl apXEeroHUs), KIMBaX (paclieryieHue IposIMOpHO Ha YeThIpe WICHTHYHBIC
€IMHUILIBI), TJIO00YJbl (KIUBAXKHBIC 3apOJIBIINIM, COCTOSIIME M3 HECKOJIBKHX KIETOK), Hayayio
muddepeHIUpoBKH  (TIOABIAIOTCS — paziuuuMsg B pasMepax — MexAy  JIHAUPYIOIUM
1 cCyOOpJMHAHTHBIMH 3apOJIbIlIaMH), BhIpakKeHHas Au(depeHInpoBKa (XOpOoIlIo IpocMaTpuBaeTCs
JTUAMPYIOMIMNA 3apOAbIII), CEeMSIOIbHOE KOJNbIO (y JHAMPYIOIIEro 3apojblma (GopMmupyercs
CEeMsI10JIbHOE KOJIBLIO).

Craguto pa3BuTHs orpenessuiy mo 50 meraraMmeropuTam B KaXIyto Aaty otoopa. B kyneTypy
BBOIMIIM 110 144 >kcmitanTa.

Jl71g BBeieHUS B KYJBTYpPY ¥ MHULIAAIUU COMAaTUYECKOT0 SMOPHOTreHe3a UCIOIb30BaIH CPEay
DCR [Gupta, Durzan, 1987]. Cpensl nononssuin ropmonamu 2,4-D u 6-BAIl B xoHueHTpanuu
2vr/n u 1 Mr/nm cooTBeTcTBeHHO, caxapo3oit (30 r/m), rimyramunom (0,5 r/1), rUApPOIU3ATOM
kasenna (0,5 r/m), mezounozutom (0,1 1/;1) M ackopbmnHoBoi kuciotor (0,1 1/;m). B KauecTBe
KEIUPYIOIIETO KOMITOHEHTa MCIIOJIb30BAIH arap B KOHIIEHTPALUU 7 /1.
[lepen aBToknaBupoBanuem pH cpenbl goBoaunu 1o 5,7. [locie aBTOKIaBUpOBaHUs, KOTja cpena
octeiBasia 10 50°C, uepe3 unpTp (monmuddupcynbpoHoBas memOpana, nuamerp mop 0,22 MM
(TPP, IlBeitapusi)) no0aBisiM TIIyTaMHH M acKOpOMHOBYIO KucioTy. Cpeabl pas3iuBaiu
B CTEKJISTHHBIE COCYABI IO 25 M.

MerarametouTbl  W3BIEKATM U3~ MEracTpoOWJIOB,  MPOBOJAMIM  IMOBEPXHOCTHYIO
crepuin3anuio 15%-HbBIM pacTBOPOM MEPEKUCH BOJOpOJa B TeueHHe 12 MHH C MOCIEAYIOLUUM
IIPOMBIBAaHUEM B cTepuibHOM Boje. /[lanmpHeilmme paGoThl HPOBOJMWIM B YCIOBUSAX OOKca
aHTHOakTepuanpHO Bo3aymHON cpensl BABm-01 («Jlamunap-C», Poccust). MerarametoduTsl
O0CBOOOXKJAJIM OT MOKPOBOB, MPOU3BOAMIM e€lle OAHY crepuiu3anuio (8%-HbBIM pacTBOPOM
MEepeKUcu BOJIOpoJia, B TeueHue 10 MMH) M MOMEIIAIM B COCYAbl C HUTATENIbHOM Cpenoi,
10 8 SKCIUIAHTOB Ha COCY/I.

KynbTuBupoBaHHe OCYLIECTBISUIM B TeMHOTe, Hpu Temmeparype 22-23°C. Perucrpaumio
OTKJIMKA 3KCIJIAHTOB Ha BBEJCHUE B YCIOBHUS KYJbTYPbl MPOBOJMIN €XEHEJEIBHO B TEUEHHE
10 nenens.

Bo Bpems 1-ro maccaxka uyepe3 45-50 cyr mocne BBeA€HUS B KyJbTYpy IPOBOAWIH
LUTOJIOIMYECKUM aHAJIN3 HKCIUIAHTOB C MCIIOJIb30BaHMEM IOCTOSHHBIX M BPEMEHHBIX MpEnapaTos.
ITpocmoTp 06pa3uoB ocymecTsiasiid Ha Mukpockone «MUKPOME/I-6» (JIOMO, Poccus).

[TonmyyeHHble KJIETOUHBIE KYyJIbTYpHI IMOJApa3Aesii Ha obiajarouiie M He oljanaromiue
SMOPHOT€HHOM  KOMIIETEHTHOCThIO. B cOOTBETCTBUM C  JUTEpaTypHbIMU  JaHHBIMH,
K YMOPHOT€HHBIM OTHOCHJIM KJIETOYHBIE TUHUM, TPECTABICHHbIE KIETKaMHU JBYX THIIOB: MEJIKHUMHU
OKPYTJILIMH WHTEHCHUBHO OKpPAIIEHHBIMA U TPUMBIKAIONIMMH K HHUM YJJIMHEHHBIMHU, CHUJIHHO
BaKyOJHM3UPOBAaHHBIMH, ClIab0 yaepkuBaromuMu kpacurenb [Cairney, Pullman 2007; Castander-
Olarieta et al. 2022].

CraTtucTudeckyto 00pabOoTKy JaHHBIX MPOBOIIIIM 110 CTaHAAPTHHIM rporpammam MS Excel.
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PE3VJIBTATHI 1 OBCYXIEHUE

[epuox uccnenosanus B 2024 1. 0XBaThIBAJI pa3BUTHE 3UTOTHYECKOTO 3apojsbiiia P. sibirica
OT OTIOIOTBOPEHUS U Havaya ApoOieHus: 3UroThl 10 popmupoBanus cemsiionei (puc. 1).

h € — 1 3)
= _ - - x

" ame T =3
(0,2’ mm] e B S 0/5'Mm 0,5 MM
n . - ¥
| - - b ‘_‘)‘ — S

Puc. 1. 3uroruyeckuii 3MOpuorene3 B 3xcmiantax P. sibirica. a) 3pesible apxeronuu, B ueHTpe
pacmosioskeHo siApo  AdnekJgerku. Puxcamusa 15.06; ©6) mnposmOpuoreHe3, ejeHHe
OILIOAOTBOPeHHOH siinekaeTkn. Pukcanus 15.06; B) npo3mMOpuoreHes, Ha4aja0 pPacTKeHHUS
3MOPHUOHAIBHOIO cycneH3opa. Pukcanus 18.06; r-1) kianBaxkublie 3apoabiiu. Puxcauus 21.06;
€) r100yJIsipHbIe 3apOJbILIH, 10 MOSIBJCHUS pa3iu4ns B pasmepax. ®ukcanus 24.06; :x) Haya 0
aupdepenunpopku. @ukcauus 27.06; 3) BbipakeHHasi nuddepeHUMPOBKA: Y JTOMUHAHTHOIO
3apoabilia (opMupyeTcsl INpeaceMsiiojibHOe KOJAbLO, CyOOPIMHAHTHBIN 3apOJbIII OCTaeTcs
Ha craguu 100yabl. @uxcanus 30.06. /Ipumeuanue: TIpomosibHbIC Cpe3bl; a, 0, J — MOCTOSIHHBIC
npenaparsi, B, T, -3 — BDEMEHHBIE ITPEIapaThl.

Hauano paccenBanusi mbuiblibl B paiione uccienoBanus B 2024 r. ormedeno 10 uroHs, 4TO
cooTBeTcTBYeT HOpMme. [IbuieHMe u omnozoTBopeHue y P. sibirica coBmagaror mo BpemeHH
[TperbsikoBa, 1990], coorBercTBeHHO, B TeueHue 7-10 cyT mocie BbUI€Ta NBUIBLBI
MeraraMeTo(puThl CeMsIIOYeK BTOPOTO Trojia Pa3BUTHUS HAXOAATCS Ha CTaUKd MPOAIMOpHOreHe3a
(puc. 1 a, 6). Haunnas ¢ 18 urons (7-9 cyT mocne onbUIeHHS), B KOPPO3UOHHON MOJIOCTH MOXKHO
OoOHapyXHUTh HECKOJbKO (0T 4 mo 12) 3aponeimeir (puc. 1 1, 1), 4TO OTpakaeT SBJICHHE
MOJTMAMOPUOHUH, XapaKTepHOEe Il paHHero smOpuoreHe3a cocHoBbIX [Buchholz 1926; Singh
1978; Dogra 1979]. M3HayanbHO 3apoJbIIM HE pPA3IMYalOTCs pa3MepaMu, HO K 27 HIOHS
npoucxoauT auddepeHnmranus uX Ha JUIUPYIONUI U CyOJOMUHAHTHBIC 3apoasiu (puc. 1 Xk, 3).
Psag  wuccnepmoBareneld  mpeanonararoT, 4YTO  ONPEACINSIONIee 3HAYEHWE B YCTAaHOBJIEHUH
JOMUHAHTHOCTH HMEET MPOCTPAHCTBEHHOE pACIOJOKEHHE, W TPEUMYIIECTBEHHOE DPa3BUTHE
[OJTyyaeT 3apoAbllll, OKa3aBLIMMcA TIy0)ke APYrMX MPOJBUHYTHBIM B KOPPO3HOHHYIO IIOJIOCTb
meraramerodura [Williams 2009; von Arnold et al. 2019]. ITocne ycTaHOBIIEHUS] TOMUHAHTHOCTH
CyOOpIMHAHTHBIE 3apOBIIIN OCTAHABIMBAIOTCS B Pa3BUTHH, U BCE MOCIEAYIOUINE IMPOIECCHI
MopdoreHes3a u CO3peBaHus XapaKTEPHBI TOJBKO IS JIMIUPYIOIIETO 3apO/IbIIa.

N3BecTHO, YTO CPOKM HACTYIUICHHS OTIEIBHBIX CTaaWil SMOpHOTEeHE3a MOTYT BapbHpPOBATH
KaKk B CBSI3M C TEKYIIMMU TOTOAHBIMH YCIOBUSMH, TOCKOJBKY SMOPHOTEHE3 TECHO CBS3aH C
cymmoit addekruBHbix Temmeparyp [TperbsxkoBa 1990; Ershova et al. 2025], tak u mexnay
JICPEBBSIMU B OJIHOW TOMYJISIMA BCICACTBUE WHAWBUAyAIbHOW wu3MeHuMBOCTH [Singh 1978;
BacunbeBa u dp. 2012]. B magasibHOM miepuojie dSMOpHOreHe3a BO3MOXKHO PACXOXKIACHUE CTaJIHi
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pa3BUTHS 3apOJbIINICH Nake B Tpeneiax oJHoro meractpodouna [TperbskoBa 1990], uro moxer
ObITh OOYCIIOBJIIEHO Pa3HOM CKOPOCTBIO POCTa M PA3BUTHUA MY>KCKOro rameroura B TKaHAX
xenckoro ramerodura [Williams 2008].

Hamm pe3ynbrartbl COOTBETCTBYIOT HMMEIOIIMMCS B JIMTEpAType AAHHBIM: B KaXKAYIO JaTy
cbopa ObUTO0 0OHAPYKEHO HECOBIAJICHUE CTAJNI Pa3BUTHS, a TAKXKE BBISIBICHBI KOJTUYECTBEHHBIC U
Ka4eCTBEHHBIC PA3JINUUs Pe3yIbTaTOB BBEICHHS MeraraMmeTo(uToB B KyJIbTypy iNn Vitro (tabm. 1).

Ta6auua 1. Pa3BuTne 3MroTH4YecKHux 3apoabliiiei B 3kcriianTax P. sibirica u pe3yabrat nx BBeaeHus
B KYJbTYpY in Vitro

Cranust pa3BUTHUSI 3UTOTHYECKUX 3apOIbIiieii, %
SMOpPHOTECHHBIE
nposM6pHo- Hayayo ddepen- (dhopmupoBanue S
KJIMBaX | M100YIbI | muddepen- CeM:AI0IBHOTO A%
T'CHE3 OUPOBKHU HpOBka KOJIbIla
15.06 100 0 0 0 0 0 0
18.06 92 8 0 0 0 0 0
21.06 20 72 8 0 0 0 2
24.06 0 32 68 0 0 0 10
27.06 0 0 56 44 0 0 3
30.06 0 0 0 0 100 0 0
3.07 0 0 0 0 84 16 0
6.07 0 0 0 0 48 56 0

OKkcmnanTel, oToOpanHble 15 u 18 wurons (MerarametouThl Ha cTaauu MpodMOpHOreHes3a), B
YCIIOBHUSIX KYJIBTYpHI iN Vitro He pasBuBanuch (tabi. 1). IlepBblit OTKIMK HAa BBEJCHUE B YCIOBHS IN
Vitro — BbIJaBIMBAaHUE KJIETOYHOW MACChl Yepe3 MHUKpPOIMUIEe Meraramerodura (SKCTpy3us) — ObLT
MOJIyYE€H Yy SKCIUIAaHTOB, coOpaHHbIX 21 uioHd. MakcumanbHoe uuncio skerpy3uit (10%) Obuio
MIOJIy4E€HO Y SKCIJIAHTOB, cOOpaHHBIX 24 uioHs, Korna 68% meraraMero(uTOB 3aKio4yalid B cebe
3UTOTUYECKUE 3apO/IbIIIN Ha MOCTKIMBAKHOW CTaIuU. Y 3KCIJIAHTOB, OTOOPAHHBIX 27 HIOHS, YUCIIO0
IKCTPY3Uil CHMXkaeTcs. B 3TOT mepuox y 3UTOTMYECKMX 3apojbllleld HAauWHAIUCh MPOLECCHI
T QepeHIIMPOBKH U YCTaHABIMBAJIOCH SIBHOE MPeo0ialaHue B pa3Mepax OJHOrO 3apojibllia HaJl
npounmH (cyogoMuHaHTHBIMU). C 30 UIOHS U B MOCJEAYIONINE TaThl 0TOOpa SKCIUIAHTOB TOJIYyYUTh
AKCTPY3UH HE yaaBaiock. OHAKO NMPH MEXaHWMYECKOM MOBPEXKICHHH MEraraMeTo(QpuTOB WIN TPH
BBEJICHUU B KYJbTYPY M30JIMPOBAHHBIX 3apOJIBIIIEH BO3MOXKHO ()OPMUPOBAHUE KIETOYHBIX JTHHUMA,
HE MPOSBISAIONINX SMOPUOTeHHON KOMIETEHTHOCTH (JaHHBIE HE TPUBEICHBI).

Bce momydennble kineTo4yHble JUHMM mocie 45-50 cyT KyJIbTUBUPOBAHHS Ha cpeAe s
WHUIMALUN OBUTH TIEPEHECEHBI Ha CBEXYIO cpexy. OTHOBPEMEHHO MPOU3BOAMIH IIUTOIOTHIECKUN
aHaJIN3 TTOJTYYEHHBIX KJIETOUYHBIX JIMHUHU (pHC. 2).

o)

CTPYKTYPbI, COCTOfIIIME M3 OKPYIVIBIX TEMHBIX KJIETOK ([J100yJabl COMATHUYCKOIO
3apoAblllia) M BBITAHYTHIX OeCHBETHBIX KJIETOK (CyCHeH30p); B) o00mmMii BUI
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IMOPUOHAJBLHO-CYCIIEH30PHOH Macchbl; TI) HeIMOPHOTeHHBIH Kamayc. [lpumeuanue:
BpPEMEHHEBIE IpernapaThl.

[TonydeHHble B pe3ysibTaTe IKCTPY3UH KIETOUYHbBIE JTMHUM XapaKTEPU30BATUCH IPUCYTCTBUEM
B KYJIbType JIBYX THUIIOB KIJIETOK: MEJIKUX OKPYTJBIX, IPKO OKPALICHHBIX, COCTABISIONINX TI00YITY
COMAaTHYECKOTO 3apoblllia, ¥ MPUJICTAIONUX K HUM MPO3PAYHBIX YJIMHEHHBIX YMOPUOHATBHBIX
TpyOOK, crararoumx cycnen3op. [IpuHATO cyuTaTh, YTO HAIMYHE MOJOOHBIX CTPYKTYP MO3BOJISET
OTHOCUTBH KYJBTYPHl K 00JafaroniM 3MOPHOT€HHONW KOMIIETEHTHOCTBIO, KOTOpasi MOXKET OBITh
peanu3oBaHa IpW JanbHedmmx Manunyasiusx [Carney, Pulman 2007]. B wuHOCTpaHHOI
JTUTepaType TaKUe TUIIbI KJIETOYHBIX KyJIbTYp HAa3bIBAIOT MpodMOpuoHanmbHOU maccoit (PEM), B
OTEYECTBEHHBIX MCTOYHUKAX OoJiee IIMPOKOE PACHpOCTpaHEHHUE MMEET TePMHUH 3MOPHOHAIBHO-
cycnen3opnas macca (OCM) [Tperbsikosa, [llykmunaa 2019].

Kpome 3MOproHanbHO-CYCIIEH30pHON Macchl ObLI MOJIYYEH U IPYrod TUI KJIETOYHBIX JTUHUM,
MPEJCTABICHHBI OJHOPOAHBIMH KPYIMHBIMU KIETKaMH, HE OO0JAJaloUMMH TOJSIPHOCTBIO U
MPEACTABISIONIMMUA  co0or kamtyc (puc. 2 r1). KajulycHble KJIETOYHBIE JIMHUM HECTIOCOOHBI
HETIOCPEJICTBEHHO MPOIYIHPOBATh COMAaTHYECKUE 3apoAsimin. [Ipu 3TOM psin mccienoBateneii He
MCKJTIOYAIOT BO3MOXKHOCTH HMHAYKLIUU HENPSIMOTO COMAaTHYECKOTOo 3MOpHOreHes3a, SBISIONIETOCs
IIPOSIBJIEHHEM CBOMCTBA TOTHIIOTEHTHOCTH PAaCTUTEIRHBIX KieToK [Fehér et al. 2016; Zhao 2024].

MaxkcuManbHasi 4acTOTa MHULMAIMU OTMEYEHA B MEpPHUOJI, KOTJa 3UTOTUYECKUE 3apOJIbIIIU
HAXOJATCS Ha MOCTKJIMBAXKHOM CTaJuH, YTO COTJIACYEeTCsl C JAaHHBIMH, MOJTYYEHHBIMH Ha JIPYTHX
npezacraButessix poaa Pinus [Arya et al. 2000]. Ocoboe BHUMaHKE K JaHHON CTAJUU BBI3BAHO TEM,
9TO psi UCCIENOBAaTeNIe MPEoiIaraloT, YT0 UMEHHO MHOTOKpPAaTHOE IMOBTOPEHHE KIIMBAXKHBIX
MPOIIECCOB B YCIIOBUSIX KYJBTYPHl SBISICTCS MEXaHHU3MOM (OPMHUPOBaHUS U Tpoiudepannu
IMOPUOTeHHBIX KIIETOUHBIX KynbTyp [Fehér et al. 2016)].

B Hamem wWccnenoBaHWM KPUTHYECKUM COOBITHEM IS HMHULUAIMKA COMATHYECKOTO
SMOpHOreHe3a SBJSETCS MOSIBICHHUE IUIAUPYIOMIET0 3apojibliia, Iocie 4Yero (OpMUPOBAHUS
SMOpPUOTEHHBIX KJIETOYHBIX JMHUN He Habmomanu (tabn. 4). IlpomomkxuTensHOCTH Tepuoaa
KOMITETEHTHOCTH HE3peJbIX 3UTOTHYECKUX 3apojpiieii P. Sibirica k WHUIMAMH COMATHYECKOTO
SMOpHOreHe3a CoCTaB!IIa OJTHY HEEII0, YTO, BO3MOYKHO OTPa)KkaeT MPOJODKUTENIbHOCTD NEPUO/Ia B
pPa3sBUTHH MEXIy KIMBAXHBIM pPACHICIUICHHEM U TIPOSIBICHHEM JIOMHHAHTHOTO 3apOIbIIIa.
[Ipupona W MexaHWU3MBI CYNpPECCHH CYyOJOMHUHAHTHBIX 3apOJBIIICH TPOJIOIHKAIOT OCTaBATHCS
npeamerom uccienaosanuii [Filonova et al. 2001; Vuosku et al. 2009].

B OonpmuHcTBE paboOT MO HMHULMAMU COMATUYECKOTO AMOpUOreHe3a XBOWHBIX MEPHOJ
MEKIy 0TOOPOM 3KCIUIAHTOB COCTaBisieT onHy Hexenmo [Lara-Chavaz et al. 2011; Montalban et al.
2012; Ershova et al. 2025]. Hamn uccnenoBanust mokasanu, 9ro y P. sibirica B teuenun 7 cyr
MIPOUCXOJIAT 3HAUUTENbHBIE YMOPUOIIOTUYECKHE COOBITHS, U ISl OTOOpa SKCIUIAaHTOB B Hambosee
ONMaronpusATHBIN A1 UHUIMAIIMA COMATHYECKOTO dMOpHOreHe3a mepruo HeoOX0 UM TIaTeTbHBIN
MOHHUTOPHHT CTaAWii pa3BUTHUA. BO3MOXHO, YTO OTMEUEHHbIE MHOTHMH AaBTOpPAMH BapUalldd
3(pPEKTUBHOCTH WHHIIMAIMU COMAaTHYECKOro 3MOpHOreHe3a mpejcraButenedl p. Pinus mo romam
[Klimaszewska et al. 2001; Kim, Moon 2014] B 3HaYMTEIbHONH Mepe OOYCIIOBIEHBI Pa3HOM
CKOPOCTBIO MPOXOXKICHHS TPOIIECCOB PAa3BUTHSI 3UTOTUYECKUX 3aPOJBIIIEH, B CBA3H C TEKYIIUMHU
MOTOMHBIMU ~ ycIoBUsIMH. COOTBETCTBEHHO, TOYHAs TIPUBS3KA HAONIOJEHWHA K TpOIeccy
OTLIOIOTBOPEHUS TTO3BOJIUT OIPEICTUTh ONTUMAaIbHBIE CPOKU BBEICHUS B KYJIbTYPY 3UTOTHUYECKHIX
3apoJIbIIIeH Al MHUITMAIIMA COMAaTHYECKOTO SMOpHOTreHe3a.
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