Kusomrosoocmeo u kopmonpoussoocmeo 2019 T. 102 Ne 4/ Animal Husbandry and Fodder Production 2019 Vol. 102 Is. 4
HaHoTexHo0J10THH B KNUBOTHOBOJACTBE 1 KOPMOIIPOU3BOJACTBE 33

YIK 633.491:577.17 DOI: 10.33284/2658-3135-102-4-33

Bo3neiicTBue yIbTpagucePCHBIX YACTHII IHOKCHAA KPEMHHUS
Ha OMOXHMHYeCKHUe NN0Ka3aTe pacrennii Soldnum tuberésum

E.B. Amunosa’, A.A. Mywmunckuii', A.M. Kopomkoea®?, T.T. [lepzunéea’
L Dedepanvivitl HayumbLi yermp buonouueckux cucmem u azpomexronozuti Poccutickoti akademuu Hayxk (2. Openbype)
2Openbypackuii 2ocyoapcmeennviii ynusepcumem (2. Openoype)
3FOoxcho-Ypanvckuil nayuno-ucciedosamenbekutl uHCmumyn cados00Cmed i Kapmopeneeoocmea-
Gunuan OIFHY YpDAHUL] YpOPAH (2. Yenabunck)

AnHoTanms. llenpro ucciaenoBaHus MOCITYKHIIA OLICHKA BIMSHUS YJIBTPaaucIepcHbIX dactuin SiO; Ha
OMOXUMUYECKHE MoKa3aTelu pacTeHud Soldnum tuberosum. TecTupoBaHue OHOJIOTUYECKON aKTUBHOCTH
Ha"o(opmsb! SiO2 Ha KITyOHSIX KapTodens MpoBOAMIOCH Ha IPUMEpPE MATH BO3PACTAIONINX KOHIICHTPAIH
kpemuus (0,03; 0,09; 0,18; 0,21 u 0,36 r/kr kapTodens) U KoHTpoJs (0e3 00padOTKU YIBTPATUCTICPCHBI-
MH YacTUIaMH). AHaIN3 COJEp)KaHUS XJOPOPWIIIOB B pocTkax Soldnum tuberdosum moxazaj, 4To TpH
KoHIleHTpanusax HaHopopMbl SiO; 0,03...0,21 r/kr (1Mo KpeMHHUI0) coaepkaHue xjaopoduiuia a ObUIO BHI-
me koHTpoiia Ha 9,0-48,8 % (P<0,05), a conepxanue kapoTUHOUI0B — Ha 29,7 %. B BereranimoHHOM 3KC-
MIEPUMEHTE BBISIBIICHO, YTO NMPUMEHEHHE 00Jiee BEICOKUX KOHIICHTPAIMHA YIIBTPAIUCIePCHBIX YacTull Si0»
(0,21 1 0,36 r/kr Mo KpeMHHIO) 00ECTICUMIIO MAaKCHMAITLHOE HAKOTIJICHNE KPEMHHUS B pocTKax (4,79...4,87 MKI/T),
kopusx (3,54...3,59 mkr/r) u kiryoHsx (3,87...3,95 mkr/r). [Ipu 3T0M B 1OJICBOM OINBITE HAKOIUICHHE
KPEMHUS B CTEOMSIX U JIUCTHSIX MPEBHIIIATI0 KOHTPOIH 0 BCEM KOHIIEHTPAIIMSIM TIPerapara COOTBETCTBEH-
Ho Ha 7,70-30,1 % u na 5,0-39,1 % (P<0,05). B pe3ynbraTe uccieaoBaHHii BRISIBICHO CHUXEHHUE COAEP-
»kaHus Oenka B KITyOHsX kapTodens nmocie Bo3aelicTBus HaHopopMbl SiO; BO BCeX BapuaHTaX OIbITA.
KuaroueBbie ciioBa: kaprodesb, KIyOHH, TUOKCHL KPEMHUS, YIbTPaIUCIICPCHBIC YaCcTHUIIbI, (JOTOCHHTETH-
YECKHE MUTMEHTHI, IIPOTEUH.
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Summary. The aim of the study was to assess the effect of ultrafine particles of SiO, on biochemical pa-
rameters of Solanum tuberosum plants. The biological activity of SiO. nanoform on potato tubers was
tested using five increasing concentrations of silicon (0.03; 0.09; 0.18; 0.21 and 0.36 g/kg potato) and con-
trol (without treatment with ultrafine particles). An analysis of the chlorophyll content in Soldnum tu-
berosum sprouts showed that, at SiO» nanoform concentrations of 0.03...0.21 g/kg (according to silicon),
the chlorophyll a content was 9.0-48.8% higher than the control (P<0.05) and the content of carotenoids —
by 29.7%. In a growing experiment, it was found that the use of higher concentrations of ultrafine parti-
cles of SiO? (0.21 and 0.36 g / kg for silicon) ensured the maximum accumulation of silicon in sprouts
(4.79...4.87 ng/g), roots (3,54...3.59 pg/g) and tubers (3.87...3.95 nug/g). Moreover, in the field experiment,
the accumulation of silicon in the stems and leaves exceeded the control for all drug concentrations by
7.70-30.1% and 5.0-39.1%, respectively (P<0.05). As a result of the studies, a decrease in the protein con-
tent in potato tubers after exposure to the SiO, nanoform in all experimental variants was revealed.
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Beenenme.

B cBsi3U CO CTpeMHUTENBHBIM PAa3BUTHEM HAHOTEXHOJIOTHUH CTAIH OCOOEHHO aKTyalIbHBIMH HCCTIe-
JIOBAaHMS 110 BIHMSHUIO HAHONPOJYKTOB M HaHOIpenapaToB Ha cocrosHue pactenuit (Fraceto LF et al.,
2016; Pos¢i¢ F et al., 2016; Wang F et al., 2016). Kaprodens 3anumMaeT 4eTBEPTOE MECTO MO 00BEMY Mpo-
M3BOJICTBA B MUpE (TIOCIIe prca, MIIECHAUIBl H KYKYPY3bl) U CAUTACTCS CTPATETHIECKON KyIbTYPOH C TOUKH
3peHus IPOIOBOIbCTBEHHON Oe3omacHocTH (Haynes MJ et al., 2012; Zaman MS et al., 2015). KiryOouu
KapTodens sBISIOTCA KOHEYHBIM IPOAYKTOM B CEJILCKOM XO3HCTBE, KOTOPBIE Pa3BUBAIOTCS B HEMOCPE/I-
CTBEHHOM KoHTakTe ¢ mouBoil (Vulavala VKR et al., 2016).

N3 nmureparypHbix ucrouHnkoB u3BecTHO (Reynolds GH, 2002), uro HaHOMaTepuambl CIOCO0-
CTBYIOT OoJiee OBICTPOMY IPOPACTAHUIO PACTCHUH, YIyUIIAIOT UX YCTOHYHBOCTD K AOMOTHISCKUM U OHO-
THYECKHM CTPECCaM, MOBBIIAIOT 3PPEKTUBHOCTh MeTa00IM3Ma MUTATEIbHBIX BEIIECTB U CIIOCOOCTBYIOT
pOoCTy pacTeHUi, OTHOBPEMEHHO OKa3bIBasi MEHbINEE BO3ICHCTBUE HA OKPY’KAIOUIYIO Cpely IO CpaBHE-
HUIO C TPaAWINOHHBEIMHA MaTepruaitaMu B Makpodopme. HaHoMaTepuaibl Ha OCHOBE KPEMHHSI MOTYT OBITH
CKOHCTPYHPOBAHBI TAKAM 00pa3oM, 9T0O0BI IMMOOMIM30BATh NMUTaTeNbHbIE BemecTsa B rouse (Fraceto LF et al.,
2016), noctapnats JJHK, OGenkw u npyrue OHONOTMYECKH AaKTUBHBIC BellecTBa B pacteHus (Martin-
Ortigosa S et al., 2014). B cBoux uccnenoanusx Slomberg DL and Schoenfisch MH (2012) noxka3zanu,
91O HaHOYacTHUIBI SiO; B I€JIOM HETOKCHYHBI I pacTeHui. Takke ObIJIO TTOKa3aHO, YTO BEIMAYMBAHHE
pacTeHnii B HAHOKPEMHHH B Te€UEHHE 6 4aCOB CITIOCOOCTBYET POCTY OOKOBBIX KOPHEH, YBETUYEHHUIO JUTHHBI
KOPHSI ¥ COJIEpXKaHUs B JIUCThIX Xjopoduiuia (Bao-shan L et al., 2004). Kpome Toro, npumMeHeHHe HaHO-
KPEMHHS CIIOCOOCTBYET YBEIHMUEHHIO IUIOIIAIN JIUCTHEB, MOBBIIIEHUIO CKOPOCTH (POTOCHHTE3a U YCTHHY-
Hot mpoBoaumMocTH (Crusciol CAC et al., 2009). Kak otmeuaror Zhu H ¢ coaBTopamu (2008), cooTHo1Ie-
HHE XJIOPO(MILT a+b/KapOTHHOUB! CTAOMIBHO pearupyer Ha SKCTpeMajbHbIe (PaKTOPHI CPeNbl, T. €. KOH-
HeHTpanus (HOTOCHHTETHUYECKUX MUTMEHTOB OINpenessieT aKTUBHOCTH (OTOCHHTETHYECKOIO ammapara,
CKOpPOCTh HAKOIUICHHSI ACCUMIJIIHTOB, YTO B pE3yJIbTaTe OTPa)XaeTcsl Ha MPOILYKTUBHOCTH U POCTE pacTe-
HUHN.

Takum 00pazom, TUTEpaTypHBIE UCTOYHUKU MPEIOCTABIAIOT JOCTATOYHOE YUCIO paboT 1Mo JyB-
CTBHUTENIFHOCTH OTHENBHBIX TPEICTaBUTENEH CEIbCKOXO3SMCTBEHHBIX pPACTEHWH K HAHOKPEMHHUIO
(Nazaralian S et al., 2017; Asgari F et al., 2018), B To BpeMsi Kak KapTO(eib, SBISIOIMUNCS MPOTYKTOM
nuTaHus, 6oratbiM 1o muTatenbHbIM BemecTBaM (Chitchumroonchokchai C et al., 2017), uccnenosan B
aToM 1maHe Hegoctarouno (Gowayed SWH et al., 2017).

Ieap uccaenoBaHmsl.
OtleHKa BIUSIHUS YIABTPAIUCIICPCHBIX YACTHI[ AUOKCHUIA KPEMHUSI Ha OMOXMMHUYECKUE MTOKA3aTeIIn
pactenuii Solanum tuberésum.

MatrepuaJjibl M METOAbI HCCJICAOBAHMUI.

O0bekT uccaenoBanus. Kiyonu kaprodens (Solanum tuberosum) copra « .

Cxema ’xcnepuMenTa. CEMEHHOUM MaTepHa MOJIy4eH MyTEM pa3MHOXKEHUS Ha OE3BUPYCHOM OC-
HOBeE (in vitro) M mpenocTaBieH A uccnenoBanuil FOxxHO-YpaabCKUM HayYHO-UCCIIEI0BAaTEIbCKIM HH-
CTUTYTOM CaJioBOJCTBa U KapTrodeneBoacTBa-pumman OPIBHY «Ypansckuii denepanbHbiii arpapHbIi
HAy4YHO-HCCIICI0BATENbCKUH TIEHTP Y pallbcKoro oTaelieHns Pocculickoit akagemun Hayk» (T. YensiOnHCK,
Poccus).

B uccnenoBaHusix MCMONB30BaIM HAHOYACTHUIIHI JUOKcUAa Kpemuus (nainee — HY SiO;) pasmepom
30,7£0,3, morenuuan — 27+0,12 mB, nonydennsie meTonom mazmoxumuueckoro cuateza B OO0 «Ilepe-
JIOBEIE TTOPOIITKOBBIE TexHOIorum» ( T. Tomck, Poccns).

TectupoBanmne Ononorndeckoir akrnBHocTH HY SiO; Ha xiryOHAX KapTodens MpoBOIMIOCH Ha
MpUMEpE IMSITH KOHIEHTPAIMi KPeMHUs B TPEX MOBTOpHOCTAX. [lepen HadamoM 3KCIEpUMEHTa KITyOHH
kaprodens nesuaduuupoBamn B 0,01 % pactBope KMnOy4 B TeueHHe ISITH MUHYT, IIOCIIE TOJCYIINBAJIH B
teuenne 15-20 MuHyT. 3aTeM B3BENIMBAIM KXl KiIyOeHb (Macca BapbupoBaia oT 41,0 mo 52,7 1) u
BBIKJIAJIFIBAIH B IIACTUKOBBIC KOHTCHHEPHI Ha PACCTOSHUM 5-7 CM JIPYT OT Apyra B Koiumvectse 10 mTyK.
Otnenpro rotoBwn cycniensun HY SiO; cormacuo TY 931800-4270760-96, mist yero momenanay TOYHbIC
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HABECKH TIpernapara B AUCTHUIMPOBAHHYIO BOAY (10 KOHeYHBIX KoHIeHTpamui 0,03; 0,09; 0,18; 0,21 u
0,36 r/kr IO KpeMHHI0) U 00padaThIBaIM B YIBTPa3BYKOBOM aucreprarope B TeueHue 30 MUHYT. 3ateM
00pasIisl KITyOHel B KaxJ0M KoHTeliHepe 3anmBanu 100 M cBexxenpuroroBiieHHBIX cycnensuit HU SiO,,
BCTPSXHUBAJIN KOHTEHHEP B TEUCHUE 5 MUHYT U CIMBAIU CYCIICH3UH. B KauecTBe KOHTPOJISI HCIOIb30BAIH
HeoOpaboTaHHBIE TpenapaToM KiIyOHW (KoHmeHTparus kpemHus 0 r/kr). Ilocne oOpaboTku kiyOHU B
KOHTEHHEpax MpOopalUBaId B KIMMAaTHYECKON Kamepe. DKCIEPUMEHT IPOBOJWICS 28 THEH.

[apanensHO BereTarioHHOMY OIIBITY IPOBOJMWIICS M TOJIeBOH onbIT. OOpaboTaHHBIE TEMH Ke
KOHIEHTPAIMAMU KpeMHUS KIIyOHH KapTodens ObUIM yImakoBaHbl B 1IEJUI0(aHOBBIC TTAKETHI U BHICAKCHBI
B TOT ke JieHb (16 Mas) B OTKPBITHIA TPYHT B 4-KpaTHO# moBTopHOCTH 10 10 KimyOHel. 3akiaaka onbiTa
MIPOBOJIMIIACH COTJIACHO METOJIMKe mojieBoro ombita b.A. Jfociexora (1985), MeTouKe UCCIIeIOBAaHUHA 110
KynbType Kaprodens (1967). [lnomans nensuku cocrasisina 70 m? (50 mx1,4 m).

Conepxanue GOTOCUHTETHUECKUX MTUTMEHTOB (XJI0poduiia a U 6, KApOTHHOUIOB) ONPENIEIsUIN B
3TaHOJILHOM DKCTPAKTe CIEKTPOPOTOMETPHUUECKAM METOJIOM T0 cTaHAapTHOM Mmeroauke (Wintermans JFGM
and Mots AD, 1965) ¢ Bugonsmenerusmu (Kopamnuaa B.B., 2012; Cmamesckuit H. /., 2011). Pacuérer
ocymecTBIsLIH Mo popmynam Cmurta u bernresa (Wintermans JFGM and Mots AD, 1965):

Ca (mr/m)=13,70 OI1665-5,76 OI1649
Cb (mr/m)=25,80 OII 649-7,60 OI1665
Ca+b (Mr/m)=6,10 OIT 665+20,04 OII 649
Ckap. (mr/m)=4,69 OII 440,5-0,268 C a+b

OmnpenesneHue coJep)KaHusl CHIPOTO MPOTEHWHA B KIYOHsAX KapTodens mpoBoawiu Ha 28-¢ CYTKH
o Meroauke Keenpnamst (TOCT 13496.4-93). Jlns ananu3a Opaiu 1o oJJHOMY KIIyOHIO B 3-KpaTHOM Io-
BTOPHOCTH.

CozepxaHue KpeMHHUS B Pa3UYHBIX YacTSIX pacTeHUH (POCTKax, KOPHIX, KIyOHsX, CTeOsIX, JIH-
CThSIX) OompeeNsiu Ha 7-¢, 14-e u 45-e CyTKH METO/JI0M MacC-CIIEKTPOMETPUN C UHIYKTUBHO CBSI3aHHOU
TUTa3MOil Ha KBAAPYIIOIEHOM MacC-CIIEKTPOMETPE.

OGopynoBaHHe M TeXHHMYecKHe cpeacTBa. JlabopaTtopHble MccinenoBaHNs MPOBOIMINCE B Mc-
neitateiabHoM nentpe LIKIT ®T'BHY ®HII BCT PAH (arrectar akkpeautauuu Ne RA.RU.21TID59 ot
02.12.2015). Cycnenzun HY SiO, obpabarbiBanu B yiabTpa3zBykoBoM aucneprarope Y3JIH, f-35 k', N-
300 Bt (Poccust). KimyOoHu kaproderns mpopaniyBaiyd B KiuMmarnueckoit kamepe («Pol-Eko-AparaturaSp.
J.», Ionpma). YuérHble 00pa3ibl B3BenInBaIy Ha Becax Jaboparopasix BM 5101 (OO0 «OKBb BECTA»,
r. Cankr-IlerepOypr, Poccus). Conepikanne (OTOCHHTETHYECKUX ITMTMEHTOB OIPEEIsUId Ha CIIEKTPO-
tdotomerpe CD-2000 (Poccus). ConmepkaHrne KpeMHHs B Pa3IMYHBIX YaCTAX PACTCHMI OMpEeIsaiu Ha
KBaApymnoiapHOM Macc-criekTpomerpe (Nexion 300D, PerkinElmer, CILIA).

CratucTnyeckasi 00padorka. /[aHHbIe peCTaBICHBI Kak cpefanee (M) u cTaHgapTHas OMIHOKa
cpennero (m). CTaTUCTUYECKUI aHAIN3 BBIIOJIHSUIA C MTOMOIIbI0 O(HUCHOTO MPOrPaMMHOIO KOMITIEKCa
«Microsoft Office» ¢ mpumenenuem nporpammel «Excel» («Microsoft Officen, CIIIA) u ¢ ucnonp3oBaHU-
em metoguk ANOVA B nporpamme «Statistics 10.0» («StatSoft Inc.», CIIIA). Paznuuus cuutanuch cra-
TUCTHYECKH JocTOBepHBbIMU mipu P<0,05.

Pe3yabTaTsl ncciietoBaHus.

B BereraninoHHOM 3KCIIEpUMEHTE aHAIIN3 COJIEPIKaHUS XJIOPO(DUILIOB B pocTKax Ha 21-# JeHb 1o-
ciie obpaborku HY SiO; moxkasan, uro mpu xoHnenTtpanusx kpemaus 0,03...0,21 r/xr comepskanne xiyo-
podusIa @ 3HAYMTENBHO MPEBBINIATO0 KOHTPOJIbHBIN BapuaHT (Ha 9,0-48,8 %, P<0,05) (puc. 1). Cosep-
[ICHHO JIPyras CHTYyallusl CIOXHJIach IPU KOHUEeHTpaiuu KpeMuus 0,36 r/Kr: cHuxeHHe XJIopoduuia a
cocrasuiio 8,0 % (P<0,05).

Taxke perucTpupoOBaANIOCHh CHIDKEHUE CONEpKaHUS XJIOpOQriuia b MpH KOHICHTPAIUIX KPEMHIIS
0,03 1 0,36 r/xr — Ha 19,0 % (puc. 1).

IIpu ob6pabotke kiryoHeir HU SiO; obmiee moBwIeHHE cojiepkanus xiopoduuia (a+b) mo oTHO-
IIEHUIO K KOHTPOITIO BapbUpoBaiio ot 2,6 1o 57 % (P<0,05).
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Puc. 1- Baussinue HY SiO; na coaepskanmne poToCHHTETHYECKUX MUTMEHTOB B POCTKAX
kaprtodes Ha 21 nenb, npu P<0,05
Figure 1 — Influence of SiO; NPs on content of photosynthetic pigments in potato sprouts
for 21 days, P<0.05

Hapsiny ¢ xmopodumiom B coCTaB MUTMEHT-0ENKOBBIX KOMIUICKCOB BXOISAT M KApOTUHOUIHI, T. €.
OHH TaKXKe SBILTIOTCS 0053aTENFHBIMI KOMIIOHEHTAMHU (POTOCHHTETHIECKOTO amnmapaTra pacTeHui. AHamm3
UX COJlepKaHMs B pocTKax Soldnum tuberosum mokasain, 9to nocie oopaborku kmyoneir HY SiO; ¢ xoH-
nenTpanusmMu kpemuaus 0,09; 0,18 u 0,21 T/KT BBISBICHO YBEIMYCHHE COJICPIKAHUS KapOTHHOUIOB TIO
CpaBHEHHIO C KOHTpoJieM 10 29,7 % (puc. 1).

Mexay TeMm, IpUMEHEHHE B BEreTAIIMOHHOM JKCIIEPUMEHTE 00Jiee BHICOKUX KOHIICHTPAIUH KpeM-
aus (0,21 u 0,36 r/kr) oOecedmio ero MaKCUMaTbHOE HaKOTUIEHUE B pocTKax (4,79...4,87 MKT/T), KOPHIX
(3,54... 3,59 Mkr/r) u kiyonsix (3,87...3,95 mxr/r) (tadm. 1).

OpHaKko B MOJICBOM OIBITE HAKOIUICHHE KPEMHHS B CTEONSAX M JIUCTHAX MPEBBIIIAIO KOHTPOJIb IO
BCEM BapuaHTaM 00paboTku (koHIeHTpanuu kpemuus 0,3...0,36 1/kr) coorBeTcTBeHHO Ha 7,7-30,1 % u
Ha 5,0-39,1 % (P<0,05) (Tabm. 1).

Tabnuma 1. Bausinne pa3iananbix koHnenrpanuii HY SiO; Ha Hakomiienne Si
B POCTKAX, KOPHAX, KJIYOHSX, cTe0/IAX U JUCThIX KapTo(des
Tablel. Influence of various concentrations of SiO; NP on the accumulation of Si
in sprouts, roots, tubers, stems and leaves of potatoes

KonunenTpauus kpemuusi B Mkr/r/Silicon concentration in pg/g
Konuentpauuu, - - - .
B pocTkax/ in | B KopHsX/ in B KJIyOHe/ in | B cTedJsnx/ in B JIUCTbAX /
r/kr / The .

concentration sprouts roots tuber stems in leaves

g/kg ’ 14 cyTku/ 14 cyTku/ 14 cyTku/ 45 cytkn/ 45 cyTkmu/
days days days days days

0 4,11+1,01 3,07+ 1,8 3,41£1,01 5,84 4,01+0,29

0,03 4,18+1,21 3,24+ 2,0%* 3,41+1,50 6,29% 4,21+0,35%*

0,09 4,30+1,22 3,35+1,4 3,34+1,42 6,41* 4,94+0,34*

0,18 4,76+1,60%* 3,50£1,0 3,76x1,14%* 7,48% 5,55+0,38*

0,21 4,79+1,0% 3,54 +2,0% 3,87+1,60* 7,45% 5,53+0,50*

0,36 4,87+1,03* 3,59+ 1,8% 3,95+1,62* 7,60%* 5,58+0,49*

Ipumeuanue: * — P<0,05
Note: * — P<0.05
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W3BecTHO, YTO KIIETKa, HApsAy C yIJIEBOJAMH, HUCIOJIB3YeT W OCNKOBBIC COCIUHEHHsI B Ka4eCTBE
cybcrparta s apixanus. OCOOCHHO MHTEHCHBHOE JIbIXaHHE MPOMCXOAUT B TEPHOJ MpopacTaHus KiyO-
HEH, B KOTOPHIX B KaUeCTBE 3allaCHOTO IMHUTATEIIBHOTO BEIECTBA COACPIKATCs Oelku. B BereTannoHHOM
9KCIIEPUMEHTE yCTaHOBJIEHO, 4TO Ha 28-i neHb mocie oOpabotku cycnensusmu HY SiO; copepxaHue
Oenka B KIyOHX BapsupoBaio oT 1,1 no 2,5 %. Ilpu sToM Hambounblnee cogepskanue Oenka 0Kazajioch B
KOHTpoJEe (puc. 2).

BepositHo, 06paboranubie HY SiO; xiryOHM Ooiiee HHTEHCHBHO HMCIOJIB30BAIM OJIKK B IIpoliecce
JbIXaHHS, T. K. YBEJIUUEHHE POCTa POCTKOB M KOpHEW B KOHIIC UCIBITaHHUs ObLIO OOJiee NHTEHCHBHBIM B
CPaBHEHUH C KOHTPOJIEM.
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Puc. 2 — Coaep:xaHue npoTenHa B KIyOHsAX Soldnum tuberésum nociie oopadoTku
HY SiO; na 28 cytkn
Figure 2 — Protein content in tubers Soldnum tuberésum after treatment with NP SiO;
within 28 days

O0cy:K1eHue MOJTYy4YeHHBIX Pe3yJIbTaTOB.

Pe3ynbTaThl BereTaliOHHBIX U MOJIEBBIX UCCICIOBAHUI MOKa3aIM, 4TO 00paboTKa KiIyOHel HaHO-
gactunamu quokcuaa kpemans (HY SiO») B menoM yirydmiaet kadecTBEHHBIE TOKa3aTenu kaprodens. Uto
KacaeTcsl aHaJIn3a COCTOSHHUA (POTOCHHTETHYECKONH aKTHBHOCTH KapTodens, TO B HaIleM HCCIEeJOBAaHHU
OTMEYaJIoCh MOBBIIIEHNE COAEPKaHUS XJIOpOPHILUIOB B KapoTHHOH 0B (puc. 1). Kak npaBmio, cymecTy-
IOT NIPOTHBOPEYMBBIE JJAHHBIC B OTHOILCHUHU BIMSIHUS HAaHOKPEMHHS Ha COJIEpXKaHUE XJIOPOQHILIa: OTHU
y4EHBIC TOBOPAT 00 YBEIMYCHUU cofepxkanus murMeHToB (Bao-shan L et al., 2004; Yuvakkumar R et al.,
2011), npyrue, Ha060pOT, 00 yMeHbIIeHUH coaepkanus xmopodumio (Wei C et al., 2010; Rad JS et al,,
2014). Tak, B pabote Sun D c komneramu (2016) mokazano, uro HY SiO, moBbIIal0T CKOPOCTh (OTOCHH-
Te3a B MPOPOCTKAX JIIONHMHA W IIICHHIbI, HE BBI3bIBAs MPU STOM U3MEHEHHWH B aKTHBHOCTH aHTHOKCH-
JaHTHBIX GepMeHTOB. IHTEpECHO OTMETHTh, YTO B ATOM K€ MCCIICIOBAHUHN aBTOPHI HAOJIIOAAIN H3MEHe-
HUE MOJIEKYJSIPHON CTPYKTYphI Xjopoduiia B Buzae casura 14 cm' u 10 cM™' B paMaHOBCKUX CIIEKTpax
(Sun D et al., 2016).

B Hamem cityuae uccienyemblie yacTuilbl guameTpoM 30 HM, CKopee BCero, He MOTJIH TPOHUKHYTh
4yepe3 Mopbl KIETOUHBIX CTEHOK (pa3Mep KOTOphIX BapbupyerT oT 2 10 30 HM), 8 CeANMEHTUPOBAJINCH HA
noBepxHocTH Kietok (Judy JD et al., 2012), neiicTBys omocpenoBaHHo. IlockoiabKy pacTenns kaprodems
HE MOTYT HakaruiMBaTh Oobinoe kKonuuecTBo kpemuus (Ma JF et al., 2001), a B HameMm MccleJOBaHUH
00paboTka KiIyOHEH, HAaPOTHUB, CITIOCOOCTBOBAJIA YBEIUYCHHIO HAKOIUICHHS 3JIeMeHTa (Tabm. 1), TO MbI
TIPEINOJIaraeM, 4T0 PACTEHHs MOTJIOMATA KPEMHHI HCKIIFOUMTENLHO B BHje HOHOB Si*". BusyansHo 06-
paboTaHHBIE HAHOKPEMHHEM KIIyOHHM OBLTH MOKPBITH CBOEOOPa3HOW MIEHKOH (B OTIMYHME OT WHTAKTHBIX
pacteHnuil).
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Tak, npumenenne HY SiO; B xonnentpaiusax (mo kpemanto) 0,21 u 0,36 r/Kr B BereTallmOHHOM
OIbITE 00ECHEUNII0O MAKCUMAJIbHOE COJICP)KAHUE KPEMHHUSI BO BCEX YaCTsIX pacTeHuit. B To ke Bpems B
MIOJIEBOM DKCIIEPUMEHTE HaKOIUIEHHE KPEMHHs INPEBBIIIAN0 KOHTPOJb MPU BCEX BapHaHTax 00pabOTKH
(Tabm. 1).

[Toy4yeHHBIe HAMU JTaHHBIE COTJIACYIOTCS ¢ paboramu apyrux uccienorateneit (Crusciol CAC et
al., 2009; Pilon C et al., 2013) B TOM, YTO HaKOIJICHNE KPEMHHS BO BCEX YACTAX pacTeHus KapTogens Obl-
JIO BBINIE KaK NMPH KOPHEBOW, TaK M BHEKOPHEBOW MOJAKOPMKE KPEMHHEM (B CPAaBHCHHH C KOHTPOJIEM).
[Ipu 3TOM paznuvHOe cojiepKaHKe dIIEMEHTa B HaJI3eMHBIX U MOJ3EMHBIX OpraHax pacTeHUH MOXKHO 00'b-
SICHUTb pa3HUIle TpancnopTépoB kpemHus (Nazaralian S et al., 2017). Bnonne BepositHo, uro HY SiO,
BBIJIEIIM HOHBI KPEMHHMS, KOTOPBIE 3aT€M HOIVIOMAINCH PACTEHUSAMHE HEIOCPEACTBEHHO B BUae Si*' ye-
pe3 KaHaJbl aKBaITOPUHOBOTO TUMA (¢ moMombio Nod26-momobusix 6enkoB) (Deshmukh RK et al., 2015).

B namem nccnenoBaHuy 3aperUCTPUPOBAHO CHUKCHHE COJIEpKaHUs Oenka B KIIyOHsIX KapTodes
nociie Boznericteuss HY SiO; Bo Bcex BapuaHTax OIbITa (pUC. 2), YTO COTJIACyeTcs C pe3yJbTaTaMu pabo-
T Crusciol CAC et al. (2009). [IpuunHO# TaKOTO CHIDKEHHSI MOKET OBITH pacman OeIKOB I TOHAINN
yrieposa ais cuHTesa nponuna (Stewart CR, 1981). Hanporus, B qpyrux paboTax 0TMe4ajaoch IOBBIIIe-
HHUE O0IIero cojiepKaHus MpoTerHa nocie oopadoTku HaHokpemHueM (Sun D et al., 2016; Nazaralian S et
al., 2017).

BriBoabI.

Takum oOpa3oM, UCTIONB3YEMbIEC YIbTpaauCIepCHbIE YacTuibl nuokcuaa kpemuus (HY SiO) B
SKCIEPUMEHTE CLIOCOOCTBOBAJIH 3HAYUTEIFHOMY YBEINUCHUIO HAKOIICHHUS KPEMHHUS B PA3IUIHBIX YaCTIX
pacTeHuil.

BrIsBIEHO MOBBILICHHOE CO/ICpKaHIE (POTOCHHTETUUECKUX MMUTMEHTOB B POCTKaxX KapTodens mpu
obpaboTke knyoHel cycnensueii npenapara HY SiO; B kormentpanusax 0,09...0,21 r/kr (o KpeMHHIO).

Y CcTaHOBIIEHO CHMKCHUE MPOTEHHA B KITyOHsIX KapTodens Ha 28-e cyTku g0 28.,4...45,0 % mo ot-
HOIIICHHUIO K KOHTPOITIO.

Hccaenoanns mpoBoamwanch 1mo KommiaekcHbiM mporpammam Ypo PAH 2018-2020 rr.
«Pa3paboTka TeopeTHYeCKHX OCHOB MPAKTHYECKUX NPUEMOB NMOBbIIIeHUA 3P (PeKTUBHOCTH MPOU3-
BOJCTBA NPOAYKIUUU PACTEHHEBOACTBA C MCIOJIb30BAHNEM HAHOTEXHOJIOrHYeCKHX pemieHuin> Ne 18-
8-9-18
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