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MeTa. YCTaHOBUTM OCHOBHMIA CKNAf anenoxiMikaTiB Ta aKTMBHICTb iXHiX BOAHMX €KCTPAKTIB 3 HACiHHA COPro LyKpOBOro —
ribpuaiB 3 BUCOKOW Ta cepefHboi LyKpUCTicTio ‘Sugargraze ARG™ (ApreHTuHa), ‘Sioux” (CLUA) Ta ‘AHaHac’ (YkpaiHa) Ha
eHeprilo NPOPOCTaHHA Ta CXOXiCTb HACTHHA TeCT-KyAbTYp (rOpox, KoHwwWWHA). MeToau. BukopucToByBanu anenonaTuyHi,
tisionoro-6ioximiuni, arpoximiuHi Ta cTaTUCTUYHI MeTOAN. ANeNonaTUYHy aKTUBHICTb BUAINEHb (BOJOPO3UYMHHMX) 3 HACTHHSA
AOCNiJKYBaHUX TiOpUAIB COPro BM3HAYaNM MeTOLOM NpPAMOro GioTecTyBaHHA. XiMiYHWi CKNagHMK anenonaTMyHo aKTUB-
HUX PEYOBUMH BU3HAYANM LWNAXOM eKCTparyBaHHA. PesynbTaTu. YCTaHOBNEHO, WO BOAHI €KCTPAKTU 3 HACIHHA COPro LyK-
poBoro ribpugis ‘Sugargraze ARG, ‘Sioux’ Ta ‘AHaHac’ MaloTb BUCOKMI yMicT diToximikaTie i B KoHUeHTpauii 40 Ta 50%
NPUrHiYyBaan eHeprito NPOPOCTaHHA Ta CXOXiCTb HACIHHA FOPOXY Ta KOHIOWWUHM B cepefHboMy Ha 15—42%. BogHi ekcTpak-
TV KOHLEHTpauiit Big 5 0o 30% mocnigKyBaHux ribpuais BUABNANM CTUMYNIOBAbHMIA i TONEPAHTHUIA edeKT Ha AKicHi no-
Ka3HUKM HaCiHHA 610TECTOBMX KyNbTYP KOHIOWMHM Ta rOPOXY, OCKiNIbKYM MOKA3HWUKW NPOPOCTaHHsA Gyan Ha piBHI KOHTPONIO
ab60 Ha 5-7% BULLi 33 HbOTO, TOOTO BUABNANM HAIMEHLY anenonaTuyHy akTUBHiCTb. BUCHOBKM. HaciHHA copro LyKpoBoro
Ma€ [OCTATHIO KiNbKiCTb anenoximikaris, BugocneundiyHicTb 4ii AKMX 3aN€XuTb Bif COPTOBMX BiAMiHHOCTel 3a BMicTOM
teHonbHUX cnonyk (rniko3mpais), AyOUABHUX PEYOBUH, KUCNOT Ta BYraeBogiB. AKTUBHICTb anenoximikaTiB, eKCTparoBaHux 3
HAaCiHHA, NposBAANAch CNabKo y CTUMYNIOBANbHIi AiT 1 BUCOKO — y NPUrHivyBanbHii. [11s BOAOPO3UMHHUX BUATNEHD HACTHHS
COpPro xapaKTepHe pi3Ke 3MeHWEHHs BMABY aNesionaTUYHOi aKTUBHOCTI 3a 3HUMXKEHHS KOHUEeHTpauii BuTarie ao 5-20%.
JlocnigxeHHs BOJOPO3UYMHHNUX BUIiNEHb HACIHHA B KOHUeHTpauii 30—-50% 3acBigumnu ix BUCOKY 3arajibHy anesonaTuyHy
aKTUBHICTb, IKA BUABNANACH Y MPUrHIYEHH] NPOPOCTaHHA HACiHHA GioTeCcTOBUX KynbTyp Ha 42%. BugocneuudivHicTs Aii
anenoximikati HeoOXifiHO BpaxoByBaTH Nif Yac 3aciBaHHA 6araToKOMNOHEHTHUX NONIB, NaHyBaHHA CIBO3MiH, 3aCTOCYBaH-
HS COpro LLYKPOBOTO AK cupeparty.

Knto4osi cnosa: excmpakmu HACiHHA; anenoxiMikamu; CXoxicme, iHeibysanbHuli ma monepaHmuuli e¢pexm,; 6iomecmu.

CKJIATHUX, OCKiJIbKU B IIiXi (popMi TicHO mepe-
IJIiTaloThCcA TIPAMUM 1 OollocepeIKOBaHU BILJIUB
BUPOIITYBAaHUX pocyuH [2—5].

Bctyn
Ha cyuacmomy etami rocrnomaproBaHHS BaskK-

JIMBUM BEKTOPOM 30eperkeHHs 6i0JIoriuHOol pidHO-
MaHITHOCTi Ta PO3IINPEHHS POCAMHHUX pecyp-
ciB € mocuTh HOBUU HampaMm — aJesonaria [1].
Hociem anenomnarii € ¢isiosioriuno akTHUBHI pe-
YOBMHU — aJejioximikatm (KoaiHm), ximiuHa
npupoja AKUX AyKe pisHOMaHiTHA I HEIOCTii-
Ha HaBiTL B ofHiel pocamHH. AJeIOmaTUYHL
B3aEMMHU B arpodiTorenosi — ogHi 3 HANOiIbIT
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XimiuHa perynadnid B POCIAMHHOMY YIpymy-
BaHHI moJsiAirae B TOMY, IO KOYKHA POCJMHA
CTBOPIOE HABKOJO cebe IIEBHY AaJIeJIONaTUYHY
chepy, TooTO Harpomamkye Kominu. Ille ogauM
3HAUYHMM MOMEHTOM € Te, IO aJjeJolaTHUYHi
B3a€EMOJii MOKYTh BimOyBaTuCs SAK IIPOIIEC CTH-
MYJIIOBaHHSA a00 HOPUTHiYyBaHHA POCIUHHUX
yIrpyHoBaHb.

BaxxiuBuMu € mocaigiKeHHsS IITOJI0 BCTAHOB-
JIeHHSI HasBHOCTi, KOHIIEHTpAaIil ¥ XimMiuHOrO
CKJaay KOJIiHIB Ha BCiX eTallax PO3BUTKY poOC-
JIUH, IX (bisioJIoriuHOl aKTUBHOCTI Ta PoJi B arpo-
ditoreHosi. ToMy KOHCTPYIOBaHHA CTIMKUX BU-
COKONPOAYKTUBHUX arpo@iTolieHo3iB 3 ypaxy-
BaHHAM aJleJIONAaTUUYHUX B3aEMOJIN — aKTyaJib-
He 3aBJAaHHA, PO3B’A3aHHA AKOTO € BaKJIUBUM
IJIA PO3BUTKY CiJILCBKOI'O TOCIIOAAPCTBA.
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YeraHoBI€eHO, IO OiJIBHIICTH CiIBCHKOIOCIO-
IapchbKUX KYJIbBTYpP MalOTh IIEeBHY aJjiesiolaTud-
HY aKTUBHICTb, AKa BUABJAETHCA Ha PiBHI KJIi-
TUHU: IiHriOyBaHHS AaKTWUBHOCTI (epMeHTiB,
3MiHM TPOHMKHOCTI MeMOpaH Ta OiJIKOBOro i
JimigHoro merabosismy. OcTaHHI 3yMOBJIIOIOTH
ropMoHaJIbHI 3MiHM, AKi 3JaTHI aKTHUBYyBaTU
a00 IPUTHITUTH aHTUOKCUJAHTHI cucTeMM KJIi-
TUH, a Ha PiBHi OpraHisMy IpusBOAATH IO 3MiH
Y POBTATHEHHI KJITWH, B iHTEHCUBHOCTI JUXaH-
HA, 3MiHI BeJIMYMHUW JHCTKOBUX IIPOAUXIB,
mpurHiveHHi poTOoCMHTE3Y U pocTy [6—9].

Copro [Sorghum bicolor (L.) Moench] e maii-
BaKJIMBIIIIOIO cepell KYJIbTYP, 110 XapaKTepuay-
€THCS TMIOTYKHUM aJIeJIONaTUYHUM IIOTEHITiaJIoM,
3HAYHOIO MipoOI0 3aBAAKM BUPOOJIEHHIO Timpo-
(obHOI cmoayku, Bimomoi AK coproJeoH. Ila
peUYoBMHA € OAHi€I0 3 HAWOiIbIII BUBUEHUX aJie-
JOXIMIiUHMX pPEUOBUH, AKa BUAIJIAETHCA Uepes
KJiTnHA KopeHs. Copro, OKpiM COpProJieoHy, Mae
pi3HOMAaHITHY I'pyny ajieJIoOXiMiYHUX PEYOBUH,
30KpeMa uucJeHHi (eHoM Ta I[iaHOTeHHU M IJIi-
Kos3uj (OIyppuH), AKi Oyau BumiseHi i imeHTH-
dixoBani Weston et al. [8], Zucareli et al. [11]
3 HaCiHHs, MApOCTKiB Ta KopeHiB copro. To6To
COpro Mae 3JaTHIiCTb yTBOpPIOBATU I BUAIIATH
(iziosioriuHO aKTHMBHI PEUYOBUHU B CEpPeNOBUIIIE,
i, BomHOYac, HajJijIeHa AaJieJIOIIATUYHOIO TOJIe-
paHTHiCTIO (IE€pPEHOCUTH AaKTWUBHI BUIiJIEHHSA
cyMicHUX KYJBTYpP i cBOi BiacHi).

Agnemonaruunnii moreniiaa S. bicolor BigsHa-
YaeThbCs B 0araTb0x HayKoBUX nyOurikarmiax [10—
13], aK i gominbHIiCTL #IOr0 BUPOIITyBaHHS, 00Y-
MOBJIEHA BMCOKOIO IIPOAYKTHUBHICTIO Ta YyHiBep-
casbHicTi0O BuKopuctanua [14-16]. Xoua copro
BBa’yKaeThCA BUIOM, AKUU Mae aJjesonaTUuYHUN
BILJIMB, MOro IIpUrHiYyBaJibHA [Ois HEOZHAKOBAa
IJIS PiBHUX KYJIBTYP, OCKiJIbKHU 3aJIe:KUTHh Bij
0araTbox YMHHUKIB, AK-OT I'€HOTUII, KOHIIEHTPA-
i ajeJoxiMikariB, I'ycTOTa POCJIMH, POAIOYICTD
Ta BOJIOTiCTh I'PyHTY [17-19]. AnesonaTnuyHa ak-
TUBHICTH COPro 3aJIeKUTh TaKOK 1 Bix GioJsoriu-
HUX 0COOJMBOCTEN riOpuAiB i copTiB, yMOB HaB-
KOJIMIIIHBOTO CEPeIOBUINA Ta BiKY POCJIHHMU.
Kpim Toro, amemoximiuni peuoBmHM, HaABHI y
BereTaTUBHUX Ta T'eHEPATUBHUX TKAHWHAX COP-
0, MOKYTh PiBHUTHUCA 3a XiMIiUHMM CKJIQJOM Ta
iX KimpkicHuMM ymicToM. 3aBOAKHU I[ilfi 0COOJIN-
BOCTi, aJIeJIONaTUYHNI IIOTEHI[iaJ COPro MOKHA
BUKOPHCTOBYBATH JIJI KOHTPOJIIOBAHHS Oyp’aHIB
IIJISXOM BHECEHHS 3aJIMIIKIB COPro AK MYJbYi
a00 BKJIIOUEHHSA KYJILTYPU COPro OO0 CiBO3MiHM
[20, 21].

Hocaimxenuamu [10, 13, 19-21] Bcramnossewo,
III0 BereTaTWBHI Ta TIeHepaTWBHI OpraHW COPro
IIYKPOBOI'O MAaIOTh Y CBOEMY CKJIAJ1 Pi3HOMAaHIT-
HY KiJbKicThb 0i0oJIOTiYHO aKTHUBHUX PEUOBUHI,
AK-OT TIIKO3UIU, TyOnJIbHI PEUOBUHU, KHICJIOTH,

AKi BIJIMBAIOTHL HA BHCOTY cTebsa, KiJbKicThb
YTBOPEHUX JIMCTKiB, Ha PO3BUTOK HACTYIHUX
KYJIBTYP CiBO3MiHM Ta HA BMICT CYITyTHIX KOMIIO-
HEeHTiB (IYKpU, KPOXMaJb, YKUPH, O1JIOK Ta iH.).

3 oriAny Ha Iie, 3aCJYTrOBYIOTH HA yBary JMo-
crimykeHHa OioximiuHoro ckJaagHHWKA HACiHHA
COPro IyKPOBOI0, BUAOCIIEIM(DIUHICTh eKcTpa-
TOBaHUX aJiesIOXiMiKaTiB Ta BCTAHOBJEHHSA IX
Iil Ha eHeprilo IIPOPOCTAaHHA Ta CXOXKIiCTh Ha-
cimusa 6ioTecTOBUX KYJIBTYP.

Mema OocnidxeHb — YCTAHOBUTU OCHOBHUIA
CKJIaJ, aJIeJIOXiMiKaTiB Ta aKTHUBHICTh IX BOTHIX
eKCTPaKTiB HACIHHA ITYKPOBOT'O COPro — TiOpHaiB
3 BIICOKOIO Ta CepeIHbOl ITyKPHUCTICTIO ‘Sugargraze
ARG’ (Aprenruna), ‘Sioux’ (CIIIA) Ta ‘Ananac’
(Ykpaina) Ha eHeprito IpopOCTAHHS Ta CXOMKICTh
HaCiHHSA TeCcT-KYJIbTYpP (TOPOX, KOHIOIIMHA).

Matepianu Ta MeToAMKa JOCHIAKEHD

Y nabopaTopHHX yMOBaX OIIiHIOBAJIHN AKTIB-
HICTBH aJIesIOXiMiKaTiB, eKCTparoBaHMX 3 HACIHHS
ribpuaiB cOpro 3 BUCOKOIO Ta CEPETHBOI ITyKPHC-
ricrio ‘Sugargraze ARG’ (Apreutuna), ‘Sioux’
(CIITIA) Ta ‘Amanac’ (YkpaiHna) Ta iX BILIMBY Ha
TECT-KYJIbTYPHU — I'OPOX Ta KOHIOIIIMHA.

Hocainm mpoBopmim 3a mMerommgamu [22-25].
Hacimusa ribpumis copro orpuMaHo 3 poCauH, BU-
pomenux Ha Hocmizmomy mosi Imcturyrty 6io-
€HEPTEeTUYHUX KYJIBTYP i IYKPOBUX OypAKiB
HAAH Vxkpaiau (KcasepiBka apyra, Bimorep-
KiBchbKU# p-H, KuiBcbKka 0041.), 1110 3HAXOAUTHCSA
B Me)KaX periony HecTiiiKkoro 3BoJioskeHHA IIpaBo-
6epexxHoi uactunu Jlicocrermy. IpyHT — YopHO3eM,
III0 3a CBOIM MeXaHIYHMM CKJIAAOM HAJEXKHUThH JI0
KPYIIHOIUJIYBATO-CEPEIHBOCYTVIMHKOBUX. YMiCT
OpraHiuHOi YacTHMHU I'PYHTY 3MiHIOETHCA Bimg 2,1
1o 4,0%, a rmbuHa T'yMyCOBAaHMX TOPU3OHTIB
craroBuTb 100-120 cm. IIpu mromy 3a arpoximiu-
HUMM TOKAa3HUKAMM I'DPYHTH [TOCJIiTHOTO IIOJISA
CJIa0KOKUCIIi, 3 HAOMMIKEHHAM OO0 HEHTPaJIbHUX
nokasaukiB (pH Bix 6,48 mo 7,22).

Hiia pocaimxkeHHA xiMiuHOI B3aemopii poc-
JVH BUKOPUCTOBYBAJU €KCTPaKI[iHUI MeTOox.
Hacinnsa pocaimxyBamnmux riopuzais copro (10 r)
noapibHIOBaIM, 3aJUBAIUA AUCTUJIHOBAHOIO BO-
nroro (100 mun) i macroroBanu 24 rox 3a KimMHAaT-
HOi Temneparypu (+23 °C). Bogui excrpakTu
dinpTpyBasn yepes3 namepoBuil QiabTp i 3acTo-
COBYBAaJIM SIK PO3UMH IJs IOJUBY. Bubip Tako-
ro caiBBigaomernHuA (1 : 10) BigmoBimae mpupo-
HUM yMOBaM, II0 BUHNKAIOTh y (QiTOIeHO031 Imif
yac cepegHboro moiry [22].

T'oTryBasu BomHiI eKCTpaKTU 3 HAacCiHHSA PisHOI
Koumentparii (8ix 5 mo 50%). Kourposaem ciy-
ryBaJiz 6ioTecTepu, sIKi IOJIMBAJIM IUCTUIBOBA-
HOIO BOZOIO.

Hacinaa 6GioTecToBUX KyJIbTYyp HPOPOIITYyBAa-
JU B KYJbTYypaJibHIA KimHaTi (TeMmmeparypa
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+23 °C, BigHocua BoJjoricte — 70%) y yamgiax
Ilerpi Ha dQinpTpyBaJibHOMY IIanepi, IOJIUBAIU
BOZIOIO / eKcTpaKToM (5 MJ) i momimmanau B Tep-
mocTar 3a Temneparypu +25 °C. Eneprito mpo-
pocTaHHA Ta CXOKiCThb HacCiHHA BU3HAUYAJU Ha
4-1y Ta 10-y 100y [26]. EKcriepuMeHT mOBTOPIO-
BaJI1 YOTUPHU Pas3u.

MareMaTuuHy Ta CTATHUCTUYHY OOPOOKY nda-
HUX TPOBOAMJIM METOAOM IHCIIEPCiAHOTO aHa-
JIi3y 3 BUKOPUCTAHHAM KOMII IOTEPHUX IIPOrpaM
«Microsoft Exel 2010» ta «Agrostat».

Pe3yn bTaTH Ta 06 roOBOpeHHA

Hocaimxenaavu BiTunsaauux [13, 15, 22, 27]
Ta 3apyOiskHUX [1, 28, 29] yueHux moBeieHA MOMK-
JIUBICTH ajiesionaTuvHol abo xiMmiuHoi B3aemomii
pocanH Yyepes BUAIIEHHA HUMU 0i0JOTiUHO aK-
TUBHUX PEUYOBUH (KOJIiHiB).

Tako:x Jsiteparypui mami [1] cBimuars, 1110
HaCiHHA TeXX MOYKe BUABJIATHU aJieJIONaTUUYHY
niro. Weston et al. [7], Khaliq et al. [30],
Yarnia et al. [31] Buc1oBUIN eKcIepUMEHTAIb-
HO HOiATBepIKeHy rimoresy, IO BJKe IIig dac
HaOpsIKAHHS HACiHHS BHUJiJfA€ B I'PYHTOBUH
po3umMH XiMiyHI peyoBUMHM y PiBHUX KiJbKOC-

TSAX, AKiI CIHpPUUMAIOTBCSA HACIHHAM iHIIIHX
KyJbTYpP 1 83a AKUMU BOHHU 3[aTHi BU3HAUUTU
HaCTyHOHUN MOKJIUBUI piBeHDb BBaEMUH Y (iTo-
IIeHO03i, BiAIIOBiTHO SIKOMY MOXKe IIPOPOCTATH
Ta abo iHma KinrbKicTh HaciHHa. SIK BKa3yoThb
Dicko et al. [32], Hussain et al. [33], mizk cop-
TaMU COPT'o HaABHi 3HAUHiI MiKCOpPTOBi BigMiH-
HOCTi 3a BMicTOM (heHONBHUX CIONYK (TIiKo-
suniB). PoaramoBani BOHU Y BaKyo0JIi, TpaIisi-
I0ThCA Y BiJIbHOMY cTaHi a00 3B’A3aHi 3 ByTIJe-
Bomammu (TJIIOKO3a, rajiaktosa, pamuosa). Ce-
pen 3epHOBUX KYJIBTYP, COPro IIyKpPOBe MAae
HaliBumuii ymict (eHOJBbHUX CHOJYK, AKUN
JOocsArae B AeAKHX coprax no 6%.

Cain sasHauUMTH, 110, HE3aJEeKHO BiJl CX0MKOC-
Ti HaCiHH#A, COPro Ma€ BHUCOKY aHTUOKCHUIAHTHY
aKTHBHICTD, IOB’sI3aHy 3 (heHOJBbHUM CKJIAJTHU-
KOM, AKa 3aJIeKUTh BiJl TeHOTUNy i cepenoBu-
a, y AKOMY BUPOIIYIOThCA pocaunu [31, 34].

YcraHoBJIEHO, IO HACiHHA COPro IyKPOBOTO
Ma€ JOCTaTHIO KiJbKicTh (iToximMiuHMX pedo-
BuH. OTpuMaHi JaHi cBiguaTh, 1110 BOOOPO3UMH-
Hi eKCTpaKTH, OTpPuUMAaHi 3 HaciHHS riOpumiB
COpro IyKpoOBOT'0, MalOTh PidHY K1JIBKIiCTBb IVIiKO-
3uIiB i cynmyTHiX peuoBuH (puc. 1).

‘Sioux’
34
\
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15
‘Sugargraze ARG" [10,5
10
5,7 39
\
\ \ \ \ 31
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40%  45%
E iko3ngm B [ly6unbHi peyosuHn [ Kpoxmans O Byrnesogu
W binok W Kucnotw Il Xupu O KnitkoBuHa i BAP

Puc. 1. KinbkicTb hitoxiMiuHMX pe4oBUH, eKCTparoBaHUx 3 HaciHHA ri6puaie copro LyKpoBoro

30KpeMa, BOAOPO3UMHHI eKCTPAKTH HaCiHHA
riopuga ‘Amamac’ MicTATh HaliMeHIIE TJIiKO3U-
IiB Ta myOMJIBLHUX PEYOBUH, IMOPiBHAHO i3 3a-
KopaoHHUMHU Tibpumamu ‘Sugargraze ARG’ Ta
‘Sioux’, y AKMX 3a3HaUeHi PEYOBUHU CTAHOBU-
au 39 ta 34% signosigHo. Taka X TeHIeHIia
30epiraeTnsed i 111010 BMiCTy KpoXMaJiio, ByTJIe-
BoxiB Ta Ginmka. Ili pewoBmHM, y KijgbKocTi 9;
0,3 Ta 5% BigmOBiAHO, BUABJIEHI Y BOLOPO3UMH-

HUX eKCTpaKTax riopmuza ‘Amamac’. Y Bomopos-
YMHHUX EeKCTPaKTaX 3 HAaCiHHSA 3aKOPIOHHUX
riopugis ‘Sugargraze ARG’ Ta ‘Sioux’ Kpoxma-
JII0 Ta BYIVIEBOAiB Oysio B cepemHboMy Ha 1 Ta
0,3% Oinpmie. Hacimmsa riopupma ‘Sugargraze
ARG’ mictuimo mHaibigbmly KigbkicTb Oinka —
15%. HaromicTp y ‘Sioux’ ymicT mporo HyTpi-
eHra OyB jaumre Ha 1% BHUIIEM 34 IOKA3HUK
BiTumsuaHoro riopuza ‘Ananac’. KimbricHuit
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CKJAJHUK KUPY V BOJOPO3UNHHUX €KCTPaKTaX
Hacimua riopmpa ‘Amanac’ cramoBus 8,8%, y
‘Sugargraze ARG’ i ‘Sioux’ — 12 ta 9,3% Bin-
noBigHO. YMmicT KiaiTkoBuHu Ta BAP y BCix mo-
caimxkyBanux riopungis cramosus 0,1%.
OrpumaHi pesyabTaTyu MOCHiIKEHb HiATBEp-
IKYIOThCA JIITEpATYPHUMHU JAHUMU IIOJI0 MiK-
COPTOBUX BiIMiHHOCTE! Y HAsIBHOCTI IVIIKO3U/IiB,
IyOMJILHUX PEYOBMH Ta iHIMIMX HYTpPieHTIB [28,
29]. Copro mMae *KUTTEBO BaKJIMBi aJIeIOATUYHIL
XapaKTePUCTUKU, 3aBIAKU AKUM IIA KyJIbTypa
BUPOOJIsie Ta BUBiJILHSE pisHi asemoximikaru 3i
CBOiX KOpEHEeBUX BOJIOCKiB, cTebeJs i 3epen (ma-
cimua). ¥ gocaimxennsx Hussain et al. [34] mo-
BiIOMJISIJIOCS, IO COPro MOi€ AK aJjiejionaThdHa
KYJbTypa, MIPU3yINHAIYN picT Ta (isiosoriumi
BJIACTMBOCTI HABKOJMIIHIX POCIWH i Oyp’aHIiB,
10 POCTYTH OAHOYACHO a00 3TrofOM Ha IIOJIi.
Hamnpuxaan, y poborax Ashrafi et al. [41],
Storozhyk et al. [13] mokasano, 110 aJjesonaTHIy-
HUl e)eKT yCiX eKCTPAKTiB COHAITHUKY Ta COPro
HOCHUJIIOETHCSA 3 ITiABUINEHHAM 1X KOHIIEHTPAITii.
Tomy HeoOximHO MaTu imdopmariiro mpo Xi-
MiuHy mpupony i 6ioxiMiuHy aKTHBHICTH pedo-
BUH, AKi POCAMHU KOXKHOTO BUAY IPOAYKYIOTH
y mporeci Bererairii. Bes mux BigomocTei cTBO-
PIOIOTHCS TPYAHOIIL Hif 4ac po3poOIeHHS HAy-
KOBUX OCHOB POCJHMHHHUIITBA B IIiJIOMYy, 1 mes-
KHUX IIOr0 JIAHOK, 30KpeMa: UepryBaHHSA KYJb-
TYyp y ciBoaminui, m006ip Giosoriumo cymicHmX
KOMIIOHEHTIB OJA 3MiIllaHMX Ta YHIiJbHEHUX
IOCiBiB, yHpOBaJ:KeHHsA OiOJOTIiUYHMX METOAiB
I KOHTPOJIIOBAHHA Oyp’saHiB.
¥ mporieci gocuri fyKeHb BUSHAYAJIM BILIUB BOJO-
PO3UMHHUX €KCTPaKTiB ajlesIoxXiMiKaTiB 3 HAaCiHHA
ribpuaiB copro mykpoBoro ‘AHanac’, ‘Sugargraze
ARG’ Ta ‘Sioux’ Ha eHeprito IPOPOCTAHHS Ta CXO-
JKicTb HACiHHA IOpoxXy Ta KOHIOIIMHMU.

30KpemMa, eHepris IIPOPOCTaHHS HACIHHA TO-
POXY Ta KOHIOIIMHY 3a KOHIleHTpaIii 5 tra 10%
BOAHUX BUTATIB 3 HaciHHA ribpmpa ‘Anamac’
OyJsia BUIIA 3a KOHTPOJb Ha 12%.

¥ BapiaHTaxX 3 BOJJOPOBUYMHHUMM BUTATAMU (Di-
ToximMikaTiB 3 HaciHHA riopmuais ‘Sugargraze
ARG’ Ta ‘Sioux’ sasHaueHUX KOHIIEHTpAIili
€Heprisa mpopocTaHHs 06i0TecToBUX KYJIbTYp Oyia
B cepesuboMy Ha 8-11% BwuIe, HOPiBHAHO 3
KOHTPOJIEM Ta BiTUM3HAHUM ribpuzom ‘AmaHac’.
diroximiuHi peuoBMHU MOCIiIKyBaHUX TiOpUaiB
y KoHITeHTpaIrii Bogoposunuaux ButArie 20—30%
BUABWJIN TOJIEPAHTHY [if0 IIOAO eHeprii mpopoc-
TaHHA HACiHHA IOpoxXy Ta KOHIOIIMHU: 11 HOKas-
HUKH y CepeIHboMY OyJIM HA PiBHI KOHTPOJIIO.

ITigsumeni, 40-50% xoHIeHTpAaIil ages0Xi-
MIiYHMX PEYOBHH BOJOPO3UMHHUX BUTSATIB Ha-
cigHsa ri6puaiB ‘Amamac’ Ta ‘Sioux’ 3ymMoBUJIN
SHHMKEHHS eHeprii mpopocTtanus 6ioTecTiB — ro-
poxy Ta KoHMoIIWHKA — Ha 7-11% mnporu KOHT-
poiro. BomoposumuHi eKcTpaKkTu (hiToxiMiuHMX
peuoBuH riopuga ‘Sugargraze ARG’ 3uusuan
€HEepTil0 MPOPOCTAaHHS KOHIOINIMHU Ta TOPOXY
1010 KoHTpoJo Ha 17-21%.

Amamiz oTpuMaHHUX pes3yJbTaTiB IIOKas3as,
III0 aJIeJIOXiMiUuHi PEUOBMHU BOSHUX €KCTPAKTiB
3 HACiHHSI COPro IYKPOBOT'O JOCJiIKyBaHUX Ti0-
PHUIiB IIO-Pi3HOMY BIIJIMBAIOTH HA €HEPTiIO IPO-
pocTtaHHs 6ioTecToBUX KyabTyp. CTyIiHb BIIN-
BY (iTOXiMIUYHMX PEUYOBUH 3aJEXKUTh BiJ KOH-
IeHTpallii eKCTPaKTiB, AKi MalOTh AK (PITOTOK-
CUYHUM, TAK i CTUMYJIIOBAJIbHUNA e(eKT.

HociigxeHHAMY BCTaHOBJIEHO, 1110 PiTOXiMiu-
Hi peYoBUHHU OOCITiAKyBaHUX TiOpHAiB Y BOIO-
PO3UMHHUX €KCTPaKTax y KOHIIEHTpaIlifdX Bif
5 1o 20% BUABIAIN HUSHKY aJeJOXiMiuHy aK-
THUBHICTBH y IIePioj CX0KOCTi rOpoOXy, IMOPiBHAHO
3 Kounentparieo 40-50% (puc. 2).
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[O'AHaHac’ @‘Sugargraze ARG’ @ ‘Sioux’
Puc. 2. AnenonatuyHa aKTMBHiICTb BOJOPO3YMHHUX BUAINEHb HACIHHA
ri6puaie copro LyKpoBOro pisHoi KOHLEHTPaLii Ha CXOXKiCTb ropoxy
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Y BapiaHTi 3 BOOHMM BUTATIOM 3 HACiHHSA
copro mykposoro ‘Sugargraze ARG’ 3 KoHIleH-
Tpaiiero 40—50%, cxoxicTh ropoxy CTAHOBHUJIA
auire 33—31%, 110 B cepesubomy Ha 42% HMMK-
e MOKa3HUKIB KOHTposo. CxoKicTh Hacimusa
rOpoXy 3a BHUINE 3a3HAUEHOI0 KOHIIEHTPAIIi€I0
riopuziB ‘Amamac’ Ta ‘Sioux’ Oysa Ha piBHI
55%. Hainmxui xoumeuTpartii (5—30%) Bozo-
POBUYMHHMNX BUTATIB COPro 3a3HAUeHUX Tibpu-
IiB He MaJM Hi CTHUMYJIIOBAJBHOTO, Hi iHri0Oy-
BaJbHOrO e(eKTy Ha IIPOPOCTaHHA HACIHHA
b6ioTecTy ropoxy, OCKiJIbKY 3HAUEHHS IIOKA3HU-
Ka BCTAHOBJIEHO HA PiBHiI KOHTPOJIO. 3a BUKO-

100

PHCTAaHHA BUTATIB 3 KOHIEHTpAIli€lo Big 5 1o
30% riopuma ‘Sugargraze ARG ARG’ cxo-
JKicTh ropoxy sHusmjach Tigabku Ha 12% mo-
piBHAHO 3 MOKAa3HUKAMMN KOHTPOJO. TobTo,
anenoximiuni peuoBmHHM ‘Sugargraze ARG’ y
OiZBUINEHNX KOHIIEHTPAIifgX BOAOPO3UYMHHUX
BUTATIB 3HMKYIOTH CX0XKicTh ropoxy. Cirig Bif-
3HAUNTH, II0 BUTATHU 3 HACIHHSA IILOTO Tibpuma
MaloTh HaHOiJABITYy KiJbKicTh TIiKO3MIIB Ta
BYIJIEBOZiB.

Komromuua sayuysHa gk 06ioTecT BUABHUJIACD
O1JIBINI UYTIMBOIO IO Pi3HUX KOHIIEHTPAIlill eKc-
TPaKTiB 3 HaciHHA ri6pumiB copro (puc. 3).
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[O‘AHaHac’ @‘Sugargraze ARG’ E ‘Sioux’

Puc. 3. AnenonatuyHa aKTUBHiICTb BOAOPO3YMHHUX BUAINEHb HACIHHA
ri6puais copro LyKpoBOro pi3Hoi KOHLEHTPaLii HAa CXOXKiCTb HACIHHA KOHIOWMHY

3a pesyJabTaTaMu [OOCTiIKeHb BOJOPO3UMHHI
BUTArY ribpuais ‘Ananac’ Ta ‘Sioux’ Big 5 10 30%
KOHITEHTPAIil NPOABIAIN  CTHUMYJIIOBAJILHUHN
e(PeKT Ha CXOXKIiCTh HACiHHA KOHIOIIUHU JIYYHOI.
3a 3as3HAUEHMX BUINE KOHIIEHTPAIlill, IMOKA3HUK
CXOKOCTi KOHIOIIMHI CTAHOBUB Yy CEPEeIHLOMY
86%, 1o maiixe Ha 2—5 % BuIlE 3a KOHTPOJIb.

3a BUKOPHCTAaHHS BUTATIB 3 HAaCiHHA ridpuga
‘Sugargraze ARG’ BifgmoBigHMX KOHIIEHTpAIliii
CXOKicTh KOHIOIIMHEK 3HM3mMaaca mHa 3-12%
OpoTU KOHTPOoJI0. IlifBuITIeHHA KOHIIeHTpPAaIlii
Butaris go 40-50% ri6puga ‘Amamac’ npusse-
JIO 10 3HMKEHHS MOKA3HMKAa CXOXKOCTi HaciHHsA
KoHmomuHY Ha 11-14%, riopuma ‘Sioux’ — maii-
ke Ha 21%.

Bursaru saszHaueHMX BUIIe KOHIIEHTpPAILiil 3
Hacimua riopmaa ‘Sugargraze ARG’ sHusuIn
CcXOsKicTh KomrommHUu Ha 26—34% BimmoBimHO
IIPOTH KOHTPOJI0. To6TO, 11eii ri0pu 3 BUCOKUM
yMicTOM TUIIKO3UIiB Ta BYIVIEBOAIB BUSBJIAE
ajeJomaTUYHy fito dYeped (QITOTOKCUUHUM
BIIJIMB Ha CXOJYKICTh HACIHHS KOHIOIIWHU JIYY-
HOI MOPiBHAHO 3 Tibpugamu ‘AHaHac’ Ta ‘Sioux’,
AK1 MaJy CTUMYJIIOBAJbHUM e(peKT 3a BUKOPUC-

70

TaHHA BOJOPO3UMHHUX EKCTPAaKTiB y KOHIIEH-
rpaiii 40—-50%.

DiToTOKCHMYHMII BIIJIUB MAa€ B3aEMO3B’SIZ0K 3
yMicTOM BYTJIEBOMIB Ta IIiABUINEHOIO KiJIBKiCTIO
TIIKO3UIAiB i miATBepAKyeThCa ¥ mMyOrikamiax
[34—-37].

HesBaskarouu Ha Te, 110 e(PeKTU CTUMYJIIO-
BaJIbHOI abo iHribyBasbHOI nii, oTpuMaHi B sa60-
paToOpHUX yMOBaX, He 3aBXKAU MOXKYTH OyTH
iTeHTHMYHI pel3yJbTaTaM, OTPUMAHUMU B IIOJI,
MOJKHAa 3pOOMTH BHCHOBOK, ITI0 IPOTHPIUYS Aa-
HUX TOACHIOETHCA TUM, I110 (isiosoriuao akKTUBHI
PEeYOBUHH, ITOTPAILIAIOUN y I'PYHT, IKUA Mae BU-
COKY BOJIOTiCTb, IIiAJAOTHCA IMBUAKiN MiHEpaJIi-
3aIlii Ta BKJIIOUAIOTHCA Y TI'YyMYCOYTBOPIOBaJIbHI
IIpoItecH, a TIiKo3uau ((heHoJIbHI CIIomyKn), Imepe-
OyBaiouu B I'PYHTI Y BiIBHOMY CTaHi, MOXKYTbH BU-
KOHYBaTH! aJiesionaTuuny (GyHKILio [38].

3azHaueHi TimoTesw MTiATBEPAKYETHCA pe-
3yJILTATAMU JOCTiAMKEeHb iHIINX HAYKOBIIiB. 30K-
peMma, JiTepaTypHi AKepeJjia cBimuaTh, II0 iHTI-
OyBaJIbHUI BILJIVUB €KCTPAKTIB HA IPOPOCTAHHSA
371e0iIbIIIOr0 TOCUJIIOETHCA 3i 301LJIbIIeHHAM
KoHIeHTpaIii ekcrpakry [13, 31, 39, 40].
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BucHoBKHU

1. HaciumHs copro mykKpoBOro Ma€ OOCTATHIO
KiJgbKicTh aJsejioximMikaTiB, SKi MOKYTH BIJIH-
BaTH Ha IPOPOCTAaHHSA HaciHHsS OioTecTecTOBUX
KyabTyp. Hai#ibinbiy KijJbKicTh ajesomaTid-
HUX CIIOJYK CTAHOBJATDH IVIIKO3UIM, IIOKASHUK
AKUX carae y riopuga ‘Sugargraze ARG’ — 39%,
‘Sioux’ — 34% Ta ‘Ananac’ — 31%. yOouabHUX
pedoBUH HAaMbiabIIe y ribpuga ‘Sioux’ — 6,9%,
y ‘Sugargraze ARG’ ta ‘Amamac’ — Ha 1,2 Ta
1,8% wmeHIe. YMicT KpoxmaJiio, BYyIJIEBOLiB Ta
O0inmxa y BiTumsHsHOro ribpumaa ‘AHamac’ cTaHO-
BuTh BigmoBimuo 9; 0,3 Ta 5%. ¥V 3apyOi:KHUX
riopugiB ‘Sugargraze ARG’ Ta ‘Sioux’ kpoxma-
Jmwo i Byrimesogis uwa 1 Ta 0,3%, a 6inka Ha 10%
Oinpite, mopiBHAHO 3 ‘AmHanac’. T'iOpmmu, 110
MIiCTATH BUCOKMI piBeHBb 3arajbHUX (EeHOJIb-
HUX CHOJIYK (TJIiKO3UIAiB), MOKYThH Oy TH HOBUM
IKepejioM aHTHOKCHUIAHTIB i CTaHOBJATHL iH-
Tepec K 0ioaKTHUBHI KOMIOHeHTHU abo OioKara-
JisaTopu.

2. BusmaueHo 0COOJHMBOCTiI BOJOPO3UMHHUX
BUIiJIeHb HaCiHHA COpPTo BiTUMBHSAHOTO Ta 3a-
KOpHOHHUX TriopuaiB. BogoposunuHi eKcTpakTu
3 HacimHa riopmuzmiB ‘AHanac’ Ta ‘Sioux’ KoH-
merTpamii Bix 5 1o 30% NIPOABIAINA CTUMYJIIO-
BaJbHUMI Ta ToJiepaHTHUI e(deKT Ha eHepriio
IIPOPOCTAHHS Ta CXOKicTh HaciHHA 6ioTecTOBUX
KYJIBTYP — KOHIOIIMHY JYYHOI Ta rOPOXY. S0K-
peMa, MOKAa3HUK CXOYKOCTi KOHIOIIMHU CTaHO-
BUB y cepemuboMmy 85 Ta 76% BimmosimHo, 1110
Ha 5% BUIlle 32 KOHTPOJb, & CXOMKIiCTH IOPOXY
OyJia Ha piBHI KOHTPOJIO — y cepeagabomy 73%.
3a BUKOPHUCTAHHS BOJOPO3UMHHUX E€KCTPAKTiB
3 HaciHHg ribpunma ‘Sugargraze ARG’ cxoikicTb
KOHIOIINHY 3Hu3uiaaca ua 3—12%, ropoxy — Ha
42% mnpotu KoHTpOI0. IligBUIIIEHHA KOHIIEH-
rpaniii ButAris mo 40-50% ri6puga ‘Amanmac’
MIPU3BEJO [0 3HU)KEHHS HMOKA3HUKAa CXOKOCTi
HacinHa KoHmomuHy Ha 11-14%, ‘Sioux’ — maii-
sxe mHa 21%, ‘Sugargraze ARG’ — ma 13-21%.

3. CxokicTh, Topoxy y BapiaHTi 3 BOIOPO3-
YUHHUMHN BUIIJeHHAMHN 3 HACiHHA COpPro IIy-
KpoBoro ‘Sugargraze ARG’ y KoHIeHTpaIii
40-50% cranosmia auiie 33—31%, 1110 B cepe-
HboMYy Ha 42% HUKUYe MMOKA3HUKIB KOHTPOJIIO.
CxosKicTh HacCiHHA 3a TakKoi K KOHIleHTpAaIii
riopugiBe ‘Amanac’ Ta ‘Sioux’ Oysa Ha piBHi
55%. TobTo, ‘Sugargraze ARG’ 3 BHCOKUM
yMicTOM TUVIiKO3MIIiB Ta BYIJIEBOAIB BUABJIAE
ajleJIONIaTUYHy [Jil0 uepe3 (ITOTOKCUYHUMN
BILJIMB Ha CXOJKICTh HACIiHHSA T'OPOXY, MEHIIIOIO
Mipol0 — Ha KOHIONIMHY JYYHY, IIOPiBHAHO 3
riopugamu ‘AHanac’ Ta ‘Sioux’, AKi magu cTH-
MYJIIOBAJbHUUA YW TOJEPAHTHUHN e(eKT 3a BU-
KOPHUCTAaHHSA BOJAOPO3UYMHHUX BUTATIB y KOH-
meraTparnii Bix 5 mo 30%.
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Aim. To establish the main composition of allelochemicals
and the activity of their aqueous extracts from sweet sorghum
seeds — hybrids with high and medium sugar content ‘Sugar-
graze ARG’ (Argentina), ‘Sioux’ (USA) and Ananas’ (Ukraine)
on germination energy and seed germination of test crops
(peas, clover). Methods. Allelopathic, physiological-bio-
chemical, agrochemical and statistical methods were used.
The allelopathic activity of extracts (water-soluble) from the
seeds of the studied sorghum hybrids was determined by di-
rect biotesting. The chemical component of allelopathically
active substances was determined by extraction. Results.
Agqueous extracts from sweet sorghum seeds of hybrids ‘Sugar-
graze ARG, ‘Sioux’ and Ananas’ were found to have a high
content of phytochemicals and at a concentration of 40
and 50% inhibited the germination energy and germination
of pea and clover seeds by an average of 15-42%. Aqueous
extracts of concentrations from 5 to 30% of the studied hy-
brids showed a stimulating and tolerant effect on the quality
of seeds of biotest crops of clover and peas, as germination

rates were at the level of control or 5-7% higher, i.e. showed
the least allelopathic activity. Conclusions. Sweet sorghum
seeds have a sufficient number of allelochemicals, the speci-
ficity of which depends on varietal differences in the con-
tent of phenolic compounds (glycosides), tannins, acids and
carbohydrates. The activity of the allelochemicals extracted
from the seeds was weak in the stimulating effect and highin
the inhibitory one. For water-soluble extracts from sorghum
seeds, a sharp decrease in the manifestation of allelopathic
activity is characteristic when their concentration decreases
to 5-20%. Studies of water-soluble extracts of seeds at a con-
centration of 30-50% showed their high overall allelopathic
activity, which was manifested in the inhibition of seed ger-
mination of biotest crops by 42%. The species-specific action
of allelochemicals must be taken into account when sowing
multicomponent fields, crop rotation planning, and the use of
sweet sorghum as green manure.

Keywords: seed extracts; allelochemicals; similarity; in-
hibitory and tolerant effect; bioassays.
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