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MeTa. OuiHuTK Ta npoBecTun fobip ribpuaie, copTie GaTbKiBCbKOro po3cafHuUKa cenekuinHoro npoecy, 6iotexHonoriy-
HUX NiHIN Ta [UKKUX BUAiB KapToni 3a disionoriyHMMK nokasHukamm nocyxoctinkocti. Metoau. ®isionoro-GioximivHi, ce-
NeKuiiiHi, ctatuctuyHi. Pesynbratn. HaBegeHo faHi ouiHOBaHHA BOLOYTPUMMYBaNbHOT Ta BOAOBILHOBIOBANbLHOT 3LaTHOCTI
JINCTKIB KapTonni nepcneKTUBHUX ribpuAiB KOHKYPCHO-EKONOriYHOro BUNpoOyBaHHsA, COpPTiB 6aTbKiBCbKOro po3cafHuKa,
6ioTexHONOriYHMX NiHIN i AMKUX BUAIB Ta iX iHTerpasbHOro NOKasHMWKa NoCyxXocTinkocTi. [ocniaxyBaHi 3pa3ku BUpOLLYBa-
71 B PO3CaiHMKAX NMONbOBOT CeeKLiitHOT ciBO3MiHU. BignoBigHO BU3HAYEHO BUXiAHMIA MaTepian 3 HAMBULLMM MOKA3HUKOM
NOCYXOCTiNKOCTi. 3-NOMiX ouiHloBaHOro MaTepiany BupineHo: Bicim ribpuaiB KOHKYPCHO-KONOTiYHOTO BUNPOOYBaHHA —
KoedilieHT nocyxocTinKocTi KonuBascsa Bif 59,4 00 84,8%, n'aTb GioTexHoNOriYHMX NiHiit copTie ‘MasypHa’ Ta ‘doporuHe’

— koediLieHT nocyxocTikoCcTi y Mexax Big 55,5 po 67,5%. Cepep AUKUX BUAIB Maixe NoNOBMHA 3pa3Kis (47,8%) mana Bu-
COKMit KoedilieHT nocyxocTilkocTi — Bif 55 [0 78%. 3pa3ku 3 BUCOKMMMU NMOKA3HUKAMMU MOCYXOCTINKOCTi peKOMeHA0BaHO
BUKOPUCTOBYBATH K A)KEPENO Ta LOHOPM CTIMKOCTI A0 NOCYXM Nif Yac CTBOPEHHA HOBMUX NOCYXOCTiKMX COPTiB KapToni.
BucHoBKUW. BugineHo BuxigHuii matepian kaptonni (ribpuau, coptu, 6ioTexHonoriuni niHii Ta AMKI BUAK) 3 BUCOKMM Koe-
tiuienTom nocyxocTinkocTi (55,0-84,8%). PekoMeHYyETLCA BUKOPUCTOBYBATM Lii 3pa3ku y cenekuiiiHomy npoueci nig vac

CTBOPEHHSA NOCYXOCTilK1X copTiB KapToni.

Kntwoyoei cnosa: 6iomexHo0214HT NiHTT, 216pudU, KAPMONs, 0CMOMUYHO GKMUBHT pe408UHU, NOCYXOCMIliKicMb.

Bctyn

OcraHHiME POKaAMM B yCiX I'PYHTOBO-KJIiMa-
TUYHUX 30HAX YKpaiHu momiueHo 30iJbIITeHHS
HeraTUuBHOI'O BIIJIMBY HECIIPUATINBUX i eKcTpe-
MaJIbHUX YMHHUKIB Ta cTpecoBUX ABUII (II0-
BiTpaHi I I'pyHTOBI mocyxu, pisKi Iepenanu
TEeMIIEpaTyp, HEePiBHOMipHICTHL BoOJIOr03a0e3Ie-
YeHHd Ha pidHUX (hasax pPoOCTy U PO3BUTKY Ta
eTamax OpraHoTeHe3y POCJUH TOII0), AKi 3ryo0-
HO BILIMBAIOTH Ha HUX [1, 2].

Ha xurresmaTHicTh pOCIMH KapTONJIiL AK
KYJbTYypH IIOMIipHOrO KJiMaTy HeraTMBHO
BILJIMBAIOThH IIiABUIIIeHHA TeMIIEpaTypPU IOBITPA
Ta gedinmuT BOJIOTH.

Ilocyxa — oxguH i3 YMHHUKIB, 110 hopMye BpO-
sKait Kapromti. Bona sarpumye, synuHse abo Ha-
BiTb IPU3BOAUTH A0 BTPATU YTBOPEHOI B IIpolieci
dorocuHTEly Opraniunoi Macu pocyuH [3], cupu-
YHHAE MOPYIIEHHA 1X BOJAHOI'O PEXUMY, AKUH 1I0-
caabiroe DOTOCHHTE3, MUXAHHSA, BYIVIEBOTHEBUI
i 6iskoBuUiT OOMiH, TepeminieHHs peuoBuH [4]. 3a
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Ie(iuTy BOJOTHM B KJITHHAX 3MIHIOETHCA aMi-
HOKMCJIOTHUU 00MiH [5]. 3marHicTs pocauH Kap-
TOILTL IIEPEHOCUTHU IIOCYXY 3YMOBJIIOETHCS OCO0-
JUBOCTAMEU IiX MOP(oJOoro-aHATOMIUHOI OyI0BU
[6] Ta disiosoriunmx mpormecis [7, 8]. Kaprommus,
TIIOPiBHAHO HEYAaCTO peaJidye cBifl reHeTMYHUM
THOTeHIliajl, AKUN Y IIOCYIILJINBI POKU MOXKe 3HU-
skyBatucs Ha 50% i 6igbre [9, 10].

SMEHIINTY MIKiAJIUBUHA BILJINB IIOCYXY HAa POC-
JUHU MOXKJIMBO CTBOPEHHSM i BHPOIIYBAHHAM
mocyxocTikux coprtiB. [obip cenekiriiiHoro ma-
TepiaJy KapToILIi 3a (PisioJIorivHUMHK MOKa3HUKA-
MU TIOCYXOCTiiKOCTi Ja€e 3MOr'y CTBOPUTH COPTH,
10 3 Ha¥iMeHIIUMHK BTPaTaMm IIEPEHOCUTUMYThb
nocyxy [11, 12]. BaxxjuBuMy NIOKa3HUKAMU IIO-
CYXOCTIiMIKOCTi € 3JaTHIiCTb TKAHWH JIUCTA POC-
JUH YTPUMYBaTHU BOJIOT'Y — BOIOYTPHUMYBAJIbHA
3MIaTHICTh i 3JaTHICTD IIiCJIA MOCYIILJIMBOI'O IIepio-
Iy IIBUIKO BiJHOBJIIOBATM BOAHUIT OajsaHc. Aure
MIOCYXOCTiAKIiCTh AK TaKa He MOMKe 301JIbIINTH
BpOXKaMHICTh OyJIBO0, a JInITe 3MEHIITUTH ITKiIIn-
BUH BILIUB IIOCYIILIMBOIO IIepiony i, sk HACJIiIOK,
Oyze ofep:;Kamo BUIINI BPOKail, MOPiBHAHO 3 BU-
POIITyBaHHAM HEITOCYXOCTiKMX copTiB [13, 14].

3a Takmx OOCTABMH CeJIeKIiA € Haliedek-
TUBHIIIIM METOIOM IIiABUINEHHS IIOCYXOCTii-
KocTi Kaprormri. OcHOBHe 3aBIAHHSA CeJeKITil
Ha IIOCYXOCTiMKicTh — IOE€THAHHS y IIpoIeci
riopuamsarlrii BJIACTMBOCTEH ITOCYXOCTiHKOCTL
POCJIVH i3 HiABHUIIIEHOIO 1X IIPOAYKTUBHICTIO. ¥
3B’A3KYy 3 IIMM BUBUEHHS (isiosoriunoi peax-
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il pi3HMX I'eHOTHUIIIB POCJWH Ha BOAHUM cTpec
Ma€ BasKJIMBE TEOPEeTHUHE i MpaKTUUYHe 3HAYEH-
HA. Y IILOMY acleKTi 0co0JmBOI aKTyaJbHOCTL
HaOyBae BuABJEeHHA (disziosorivamx Ta MoJe-
KyJsapHO-OioxiMiuHMX MexaHisMiB cTifikocTi
OigBUINIEHHA aJalTHUBHOT'O IIOTEHIIiaJy COPTiB
KapToIIi yKpaiHchbKoi cesekirii go mocyxu [15].
Mema 0docnidxienvb — OIIHUTH Ta IIPOBECTU
mobip riopmpiB, coprTiB 6aTBLKiBCHKOTO po3ca-
HUKa CeJIeKIIiliHOro IIpolecy, O0ioTexXHOoJIoriu-
HUX JIiHIA Ta IUKKUX BUOIB KapToILIi 3a (hisio-
JIOTIYHMMU IOKA3HUKaAMM IIOCYXOCTIiAKOCTi.

Marepianu Ta MeTOAMKA ROCNIAKEHD

Hocaimxennsa mnpoBomuyau mporarom 2014—
2016 pp. B Imcturyri rapromaapcrBa HAAH
Yrkpainu. HociigskyBaHi 3pasku BUPOIYyBaJu
y PO3CagHMKAaX MOJIBOBOI CeJIeKI[iiTHOI CiBO3Mi-
HHU, 7€ ToIepeIHnKOM Oyja MIMeHUIls 03uMa Ha
doni mobpus — N, P, K. + 20 1/ra cunepary
(sesena maca — ripuusa). IIpoBoguau mocxomo-
BUII Ta IicaACXOmOBHiI 00pOOITOK T'PYHTY, 3a-
XVCT POCJINH BiJl IMKiTHUKiB.

IpyHTH IepHOBO-HifsoMCTi, cymimani 3 rm-
6mHOoI0 opHoro mapy 20-22 cm. Bwmict rymycy
(3a Tropinmm) craHoButh 2,32—2,68%, pyxoMumx
dopm docdopy (Ba Kipcanosum) — 11,5-13,3, Ka-
giro (3a Macnaosow) — 8,0-8,9 mr/100 r rpyury,
pH conwnoBoi Butaikxu — 4,9-5,2, rigpoaiTnuna
KHCAOoTHiCTD — 2,2—2,3 Mr-ekB/100 r I'pyHTY, CTY-
minL HacumyeHocTi ocuoBamu — 46,3—59,8%, cyma
HOTVIMHYTUX OCHOB — 2,1-3,1 mr-exB/100 r r'pyHTY.

¥ nabopaToOpHUX YMOBaX BUBYAJIU ITOKASHUKU
BOIOYTPUMYBAJILHOL Ta BOIOBiIHOBJIIOBAJIBHOL
3IaTHOCTi, 3MiHYy Koe(iIlieHTa II0CYXOCTiMKOCTi
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KoediuieHT nocyxoctiitkocTi, %

TIEPCHEeKTUBHUX CeJIeKITiHNX riopuaiB Inctuty-
Ty rKapromiasapctBa HAAH (IK), IToxickkoro mo-
caigaoro Bigminenusa IK ta 3AT «YUepnirisesir-
KapTOILJISA» ITOPiBHAHO i3 copTaMu-CTaHIapTaAMU:
‘Tupac’, ‘Cepmanor’, ‘Hesabymxa’, ‘CioB’sHKa’,
‘SfABip’, ‘Terepir’, ‘UepBoHa pyTa’, copramMu OaTh-
KiBCBLKOI'O pO3cagHUKA, 0Oi0TeXHOJOTIUHIMH JTiHi-
MM Ta IUKMMUM BUAAMM KapToiii. Bukopucra-
HO MeToamuHi pekoMeHIaIril Iom0 IPOBEIeHHS
mociimsxens 3 Kapromiaeto [16] ta Croci6 ominku;
cTifiKocTi copTiB Kapromi mo mocyxwu [17].

Pe3ynbTatn gocnipKeHb

3a mepioxm 2014-2016 pp. 3a ¢isiosoriuam-
MU MOKa3HUKaMM IIOCYXOCTiHiKOCTi omineHo 88
bioTexHoJOTiUHMX JiHi#, 81 mepcHeKTUBHUI
riopua KOHKYPCHO-eKOJIOTiYHOTO BUIPOOYyBaH-
Ha, 40 copTiB 0aThbKiBCHLKOrO pos3cagHMKAa Ta
69 muKMX BUAIB KapTomjai. 3a pesyabTaTaMu
IOCIiI:KeHb cepel TiOPMUIiB KOHKYPCHO-EKOJO-
rivHoro BumnpoOyBaHHA BuaiseHo ‘BM 16-19’,
‘BM 09.194-8°, ‘BM 178/55’, ‘BM 10.274-1’,
‘H.09.8-14°, ‘I1.10.11/12’, ‘11.09.62/1’, ‘H.10.25-3’,
AKI Maau HaBUINUN Koe@iIlieHT IOCYyXOCTiii-
Kocti — 63,7, 59,9, 64,0, 60,5, 59,4, 67,0, 84,8
ta 79,6% Bigmoeimzo (pumc. 1).

¥ ri6pugis ‘BM 09.194-10°, ‘BM 09.187-24’,
‘H.08.40-14’, ‘H.09.88-1’, ‘I1.08.18-16°, ‘H.10.38-4’,
‘H.09.60-1’, ‘4. 09.237-3°, Ta ‘BM 10.277-3’ 3a-
¢ixcoBaHO IiABUIIIEHUN KOeMil[i€HT MOCYXOCTiii-
KOCTi, BHAUEHHS AKOr'0 KOJIMBAJINCI B MEXKaX Bif
49,1 mo 53,7%.

Bugineni riopuam peKoMeHIOBAHO MOJsI BHU-
KOPHMCTAHHSA B IOJAJBIIIN CeJleKIIifiHiA poboTi
il ¥ac CTBOPEHHSA IIOCYXOCTiMKHX COPTiB.

84,8 79,6

li6pua/copt

Puc. 1. KoediuieHT nocyxocriitkocri ribpupais i copTis-cTaHaapTiB KOHKYPCHO-EKOJI0riYHOro BUNPOGYBaHHA
(cepenHe 3a 2014-2016 pp.)
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3a pesyabTaTaMU JOCJiIKeHb O0i0TeXHOJIOTid-
HOro wMarepiasy Koe(illieHTr BOmo3aTpUMaH-
HsS Ta TOCYXOCTifiKOoCTi cTaHoBMIH 55,6—68,3 i
37,0—-67,5% sBigmosiguo. HaliBumuit KoediifieHT
TIOCYXOCTifiKoCTi 3adikcoBamo y Takmx OioTex-

HoJsoriuHmx Jinin: °‘K-1 Tmasypua’/muct
58,2%, ‘K-93 Hoporuus’/cTebsio — 67,5, ‘K-98
Hoporuns’/cTebno — 55,5, ‘K-104 NoporuHs’/
crebmo — 57,8, ‘K-110 [Hoporumuv’/crebso —
57,0% (puc. 2).
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Puc. 2. KoediuieHT nocyxocriitkocti 6ioTexHonoriunux niHin (cepepHe 3a 2014-2016pp.)

Y mporeci mocaimiKeHHS IIOCYXOCTifiKocTi
3pas3KiB AMKUX BHUAIB KapTOILJIi, CJIig BigmiTu-
T IIOKa3HUK BOAOYTPUMYBAJbHOI 3TaTHOCTI
KoJamBaBcA B Mexkax Bing 37,9 mo 69,8%. Bu-
COKi 3HaueHHA IMOKAa3HMWKAa IIOCYXOCTiMKOCTi
(momanm 50%) Bimmiuemo y 47,8% 3paskiBs, a
HaWBUINUI — y 3pas3kiB Bugy Solanum acaule:

‘Yx1-12 M 0101902’ — 77,9% ra ‘Yrl1-28 UM
0101907° — 74,9% (puc. 3). Haiinukuuii 1o-
Kas3HUK IOCyXOocTiikocti Oys Jmimie y 8,7%
3pas3kiB. Maiiike Bci mociaimkyBaHi 3paskm
MaJu BHUCOKHWM ITOKA3HUK BOJOBiJHOBJIIOBAJIL-
HOI 3IaTHOCTi, V AeAKUX — BiH IlepeBUIIlYBaB
100%. Bupgineni spasku JuUKUX BULIB i3 BU-
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Puc. 3. KoediuieHT nocyxocriitkocti aukux Buais kapronni (cepeare 3a 2014-2016 pp.)
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COKUMM IIOKa3HMKaMM IIOCYXOCTiMKOCTi peKo-
MEeHJJ0BaHO BUKOPUCTOBYBATU AK JOHOPHU CTiiA-
KOCTi IPOTH HMOCYXM HiJ 4ac CTBOPEHHS HOBUX
COPTiB KapTOILJIi.

3a Mop(doIOTIiYHNMY 0COOJIMBOCTAMHU IIOCYXO-
CTi#iKi 3paskKu BiJpiBHAJINCH MEHIIIOK JMCTO-
BOIO TIOBEpXHe[0. Y OeAKuxX riopuaiB i gurmx
BUJiB KapTOILIi J0Ope PO3BUHEHA ITyXHACTICTh
a0o0 BOCKOBHUII HAJIT Ha JUCTKaxX i crebiiax Ta
MeHIIIi KiJbKicTh 1 po3mip mpoauxiB, 110 Iie-
peuiko:Kae 3aiiBOMy BUIIAPOBYBaHHIO BOAM I
neperpiBy pocauH. [uKuMm Bugam i ribpumam,
i3 3aJIyuYeHHAM iX K 0aThbKiBCHKOIO0 KOMIIOHEHTA
B ribpuamsartito, xapakKTepHa PO3BHHEHiIIa
KOpeHeBa CHCTeMa, SKa TJNOIe TPOHUKAE Y
I'PYHT i Kpailre 3a0e3meuye POCIUHU BOJIOTOIO.

3a pe3yJbTaTaMM aHaJi3y IIOKa3HUKA OCMO-
THUYHOI'O THUCKY JOCJiIKyBaHUX 3pas3KiB y (asi

IBiITIiHHA BUABJEHO IIEBHY 3aJIEKHICTb MiXK BO-
JorozabesIeveHicTio i HOro BeJIMYMHOIO B TKa-
HrHaX pociuH. OcMOTUUYHUI THUCK 3abesrmeuye
mepebir 6araThbox JKMTTEBUX IIPOIIECIB y poOC-
auHi. BiH KoHTpoJoe BOMpaHHA BOAM, HAIXO-
IKEeHHs 1 IepeMillleHHd PeuoBUH fAK 3 I'PYHTY,
TakK i B KJIiTMHAaX.

3HaUeHHA OCMOTUYHOT'O TUCKY OYJIO B MeyKax
Big 1,6 mo 3,7 arm. I'ibpuam i3 3aayueHHAM Yy
CXpeIlyBaHHsS NTUKWX BHUOIB Ta OAUKi BUAW Kap-
TOILJII MaJii HUKYUN HOKA3HUK OCMOTHUYHOI'O
THUCKY Ta BUABWUJINCA CTIAKIiIMIMMM B yMOBax
IIOCYXH.

3a pesyabTaTaMu [TOCIiKE€Hb COPTiB 0aTh-
KiBCbKOro poscamuHmKa JiabopaTtopii ceseririi
HaWBUIII ITOKA3HUKM KoeQillieHTa moCyXOCTii-
KocTi 3adikcoBano y copry ‘Bapb6apa’ — 58,3%
(rabu. 1).

Tabauys 1

BoaoyTpumyBanbHa Ta BOLOBIAHOB/IOBaNbHA 3[aTHICTL NUCTKIB KapTonni copTiB 6aTbKiBCbKOro po3cagHuKa
Ta ix iHTerpanbHuit NoKasHUK nocyxoctinkocTi, % (cepepHe 3a 2014-2016 pp.)

KoediuieHT KoediuieHT
Copt/riGpua BO/103aTpU- | BOAOBIAHOB- nocyxo- Copt/ribpug BO[03aTPU- | BOAOBIHOB-| MOCYXO-
MaHHA JIEHHA CTINKOCT1 MaHHA NIeHHA CTIMKOCTI
CopTu yKpaiHCbKoT cenekuii CopTu iHO3eMHOT cenekuii

‘Ko63a’ 42,9 46,8 20,1 ‘Nenbdun’ 52,9 69,6 36,8
‘Beppycka’ 49,6 58,3 28,9 ‘Sante’ 49,5 64,8 32,1
‘3abaBa’ 39,5 52,4 20,7 ‘Alvara’ 57,7 69,7 40,2
‘06epir’ 57,6 80,3 46,3 ‘Aamupan’ 53,5 73,5 39,3
‘TypmaH’ 43,7 50,6 22,1 ‘Mouapt’ 33,5 42,7 14,3
‘CeiToy’ 51,7 74,5 385 ‘Anbiit napyc’ 49,5 57,8 28,6
‘KpacyHs’ 46,0 65,2 30,0 ‘bpus’ 37,8 46,1 17,4
‘Bipunes’ 48,8 70,0 34,2 ‘TavidyH’ 39,4 49,8 19,6
‘Nosipa’ 45,1 46,2 20,8 ‘Pycckunii cyserup’ 46,8 68,0 31,8
‘NMonicbka loBineitHa’ 47,0 61,9 29,1 ‘Kpunuus’ 54,8 66,4 36,4
‘JletaHa’ 44,5 64,1 28,5 ‘bapbapa’ 66,2 88,0 58,3
‘BepeciBka’ 49,4 63,9 31,6 ‘Yuisepcan’ 50,0 66,7 33,4
‘Nobpoymny’ 48,1 82,1 39,5 "Viteo’ 46,5 97,2 45,2
‘NMepeynHcbka’ 41,0 78,2 321 ‘CensiHcbka’ 51,6 77,0 39,7
‘lopoaeHKiBcbKa' 52,9 81,1 42,9 ‘Hua’ 48,2 788 38,0
HIP, ., 23 3,9 1,9 ‘Mar’ 55,6 82,4 45,8
‘3pabyrak’ 44,6 82,9 37,0
‘Kappunan’ 37,9 131,7 49,9
‘benopycckas 3’ 46,0 60,6 27,9
‘bars’ 46,9 75,0 35,2
bpancimit 43,6 75,4 32,9

HAAEXHbIN
‘Cubupsak’ 45,3 54,1 24,5
‘Anti’ 51,7 94,9 49,1
‘Evolyshn’ 44,4 57,4 25,5
‘Lysya’ 52,0 95,9 49,9
HIP, . 2,2 37 2,0

IlokasHUK BOAOYTPMMYBaJbHOI 3JAaTHOCTI HA MOKa3HUKA IIOCYXOCTiMKOCTi KOJMBAJOCH Y

COpTiB 0aTbKiBCBKOTO po3camgHMKa He BHPi3-
HSBCA BHCOKMMU 3HAYEHHAMM! i KOJIMBABCS B
mexkax 33,56—66,2%. Cepenuio cTifiKicTh 0 II0-
cyxu maau 40% pocaimxyBanux coptis (‘O6e-
pir’, ‘Bipumes’, ‘lenbdun’, ‘Alvara’, ‘Axmu-
parx’, ‘Kapmunana’, ‘3mabyrar’ Ta iH.), 3HaueH-
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Mmexax Bix 34,2 mo 49,9%.

BucHoBKuU

Buginemo BiciM ribpuaiB KOHKYPCHO-€KOJIO-
riyHOTO BUIIPOOYBAHHSA 3a HAWBUIIUM Koegilri-
€HTOM Iocyxocrtiiikocti (59,4—84,8%) Ta m’aTh
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Giorexmosioriuamux Jjgiminn (55,5—-67,5%). Cepen
OUKUX BUJIIB KapTOILIi 3a MiABUIIIEHHUM Koedi-
I[IEHTOM IIOCYXOCTifiKocTi Bupmineno 47,8% i3
JOCJIIIKyBaHUX 3PasKiB.

3pasKy 3 BUCOKMMHU IIOKA3HUKAMHU IIOCYXOC-
TiKOCTI peKOMeHAO0BaHO BUKOPUCTOBYBATU AK
IOHOPH CTiMKOCTi 0 MOCYXM ITiJ YaC CTBOPEHHS
HOBHUX COPTiB KapTOILJIi.
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LUenb. OueHuTb U NposecTv 0TOGOP rMOPUAOB, COPTOB POAM-
TENbCKOrO NUTOMHMKA CENEKLIMOHHOro npouecca, 6uotexHoso-
TMYECKUX IMHWIA 1 AWMKKUX BULOB KapTodens no gusnonormyec-
KWUM MoKa3saTtesisiM 3acyxoyctonumsoct. Metoabl. Pusnonoro-
GMOXMMUYECKME, CRNEKLMOHHbIE, CTAaTUCTUYECKMe. Pe3ynbrartbl.
MpuBeaeHsl faHHblE OLEHMBAHWUA BOLOYAEPKMUBAIOLLEH 1 BOAO-
o6HoOBAAOLEHA CNOCOOHOCTU NUCTBEB KapTodens nepcrnekTuBs-
HbIX T’MOPMA0B KOHKYPCHO-3KOOMMYECKOro UCMbITaHMs, COPTOB
POAMTENbCKOrO MUTOMHUKA, GUOTEXHONOTUYECKUX IMHWNIA, AUKNX
BMAOB W WX MHTErpasbHOrO MOKasaTens 3aCyxXOyCTOMYMBOCTU.
Wccnepyemble 06pasupl BbIpalMBanu B MUTOMHUKAX MONEBO-
ro cenekumoHHoro cesoobopota. CooTBETCTBEHHO OnpefeneH
MCXOZHbIN MaTepuan C HauBbLICLIMM NOKa3aTenem 3acyxoycTomn-
ynsoctu. Cpepgy oLEHMBAEMOro Matepuana BblAeneHo: BOCEMb
rMOPUAOB KOHKYPCHO-3KOMOTMYECKOTO MCMbITaHUA — Ko3ddu-
LMEHT 3aCyX0YCTOMYMBOCTH Konebancs oT 59,4 1o 84,8%, natb

UDC 635.21: 581.143.6

OMOTEXHONOTUYECKUX INHKIA copToB ‘ThasypHa' v ‘[loporuHe’ ¢
Ko3(pruUMeHTOM 3acyX0oyCTONYMBOCTH B Npegenax ot 55,5 no
67,5%. Cpeny LUKMX BULOB NOYTH NONoBUHA 06pa3LoB (47,8%)
MMenu BbICOKMIt KO3 dULMEHT 3aCyX0yCTOMYMBOCTU — OT 55 f10
78%. 06pa3sLbl C BbICOKMMU MOKa3aTeNsMM 3acyXOyCTOHYNBO-
CTW PEKOMEH[0BAHO WCMOJb30BaTh KaK UCTOYHUKU U AOHOPLI
YCTOMYMBOCTU K 3acyxe Npu CO3[AHWUN HOBBIX 3aCyXOyCTONYU-
BbIX COPTOB KapTodens. BoiBogbl. BoigeneH ncxopHsin matepu-
an kaptocens (rnbpupapl, copta, GMOTEXHONOTUYECKUE JIUHUM U
LMKUE BUABI) C BBICOKUM KO3 HULIMEHTOM 3aCyX0YCTONYNBOCTH
(55,0-84,8%). PekoMeHZOBaHO MCMONb30BaTh 3T 06pasupl B
CeNeKLMOHHOM npoLecce Npu CO3AaHNN 3aCyXOYCTONYMBBIX COP-
TOB KapTodens.

Knioyessie cnosa: 6uomextono2udeckue nUHUU, 2U6PUOSI,
Kapmogenb, OoCcMOMUYecKU GKMUBHbIe Bewecmsd, 3acyxo-
ycmou4yusocms.
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Purpose. To evaluate and select hybrids, varieties of the
parental nursery of the breeding process, biotechnological
lines and wild species of potato for physiological parameters
of drought resistance. Methods. Physiological and biochemi-
cal, selection ones, statistical data processing. Results. The
datais given concerning the evaluation of the water retaining
and water regeneration capacity of potato leaves of promis-
ing hybrids of competitive and ecological test, varieties of the
parental nursery, biotechnological lines and wild species and
their integral indicator of drought resistance. The studied
samples were grown in the nurseries of field selection crop
rotation. Accordingly, the initial material with the highest
drought resistance value has been defined. Among the evalu-
ated material, eight hybrids of the competitive and ecologi-
cal test have been selected (drought resistance coefficient
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was ranging from 59.4% to 84.8%) and five biotechnological
lines of ‘Hlazurna” and ‘Dorohin’ varieties (drought resistance
coefficient was in the range of 55.5% to 67.5%). As for wild
species, almost half of the samples (47.8%) were character-
ized by a high coefficient of drought resistance (from 55
to 78%). Selected samples with high values of drought re-
sistance were recommended to use as a source and drought
resistance donors when creating new potato varieties.
Conclusions. The initial potato material (hybrids, varieties,
biotechnological lines and wild species) with high values of
drought resistance (55.0-84.8%) has been selected. These
samples are recommended to use in the breeding process
when creating new drought resistance potato varieties.

Keywords: biotechnological lines, hybrids, potato, osmoti-
cally active substances, drought resistance.
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