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KOIUIEKIMH TEHOTHIOB sApoBoil Msarkoi mmenunel — were identified that are promising for use as donor plants

Triticum  aestivum L. Bpieiaenst  remotunbel, Wwhen introduced into culture in vitro. It was shown that

HepcIeKTUBHbIE U8 UCIOJb30BaHMA B KadecTe  there is no correlation between the frequency of embryo
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BBEJIEHUE

AHIPOKIMHHAS TaIUIONANUS KaK T[OJIyYeHHUE TaIlUIOMIHBIX PACTeHUN-PEreHEepaHTOB Ha
OCHOBe Omosiornueckoro penomena anapokauuuu [Cyxanos, 1983; Kpyriosa u ap., 2005] — ogun
W3 TEPCICKTHUBHBIX OMOTEXHOJIOTMYECKUX IOAXOJOB B  CCIICKIIMOHHBIX  HWCCIICAOBAHUSIX
CEJIbCKOXO3SUCTBEHHBIX KYJIBTYP, B TOM UYHCIIC SPOBOW MSATKOH MIICHUIIBI — OCHOBHOTO XJIGOHOTO
3maka Poccuu. [IpemmymiecTBo aHIPOKIMHHOW TaIIOWIUU IO CPABHCHHIO C TPaJUIIMOHHBIMHU
METOJIaMU  CENIeKIIMM 3aKJII0YaeTCsi B BO3MOXKHOCTH OBICTPOTO TMOJIYYEHHS TOMO3UTOTHBIX
KOHCTaHTHBIX THOPHIOB 1-TO TOKOJICHHS, COXPAHSIONIUX B TEHOTUIIE XO3SHCTBEHHO-IICHHBIC
MIPU3HAKUA POJUTENHCKUX GopM. Vcronp30oBaHue MONTYYSHHBIX PAaCTEHUN-PEreHEPAHTOB O00IerdaeTt
0TOOp (EHOTUIIOB MO KAYECTBEHHBIM W KOJUYECTBEHHBIM NPHU3HAKaM U J1aeT BO3MOXKHOCTh
YCKOPHUTH OICHKY IMEePCTICKTUBHOCTH IOJTYICHHBIX THOPUAOB. [lepeBo 1 raruionioB B TUTAILIONIHOS
COCTOSTHME IIO3BOJISICT TIOJydaTh TIIOJHOIIEHHBIE CeMeHa Takux pacteHuil. Kpome Toro,
OMOTEXHOJIOTHSI aHPOKIMHHON TaIlJIONINH — OJJUH M3 HEMHOTHX CITOCOOOB 3aKpeIUICHUS [ICHHOTO
rerepos3ucHoro 3¢dekra rubpumoB 1-ro mokonenus [Kpyrmosa u np., 2005; Kpyrmosa, 2009;
Advances in Haploid Production.., 2009; bateiruna u ap., 2010; Dunwell, 2010; Segui-Simarro,
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2010; Dhooghe et al., 2011; Ferrie, Caswell, 2011; Ferrie, Mollers, 2011; Germana, 2011; Soriano
et al., 2013; Takahata et al., 2013; Portemer et al., 2015; Doubled Haploidy .., 2016; OcHoBbI
OnoTeXHONOTHH pacTenuid.., 2017; Ren et al., 2017; Yan et al., 2017].

Ha ocHoBe ¢eHOMEHa aHAPOKIMHHOW TaIIOWIUH pa3paboTaH METOA KYIbTYPBI in Vitro
M30JIMPOBAHHBIX MBUIBHUKOB sIpoBOM MsArkoi mmeHuns! [Cyxanos, 1983; ['opOynoBa, Kpyrnosa,
1988; Kpyrnoa, bareiruna, 2002; Kpyrinosa, Cenpaumupona, 2011]. Ilonydenue ramiouaHbIX
pacTeHMIi-pereHepaHToOB B IaHHOM CIIydae CBSI3aHO C peaju3alueil B KyJabType in vifro IBYX MyTel
Mopdorenesa — sMOpuommoreHe3a u remmopusorene3a [Kpyrmoa u gap., 1995; Kpyriosa,
I'opobynoBa, 1997, 2001; KpyrnoBa, Kykco, 2006a,0; bareiruna u np., 2010; Kpyrmiosa,
CenpaumupoBa, 2010, 2011, 2013; Kpyrnosa, Jlyoposnas. 2011; Cenpaumupona, Kpyrmnosa, 2014;
Bevitori et al., 2014; Seldimirova et al., 2016a,b; Zur et al., 2015, 2016; Titova et al., 2016]. ITpu
sMOpHOUI0TEeHE3E WHUIYAIbHAs KJIETKA (y ApOBOH MSATKOU MILIEHULBI -
CHJIbHOBAaKYOJIM3UpOBaHHass MUKpocrnopa [['opbynoBa, Kpyrmosa, 1997; Kpyrnosa, batsiruna,
2001; Kpyrnosa u ap., 2005; bareiruna u ap., 2010], no nepuoguzauuu [Kpyrmnosa, 1999]) naer
Hayano SMOpUOUAY — OUTIONIAPHON 3apOIBIIIETIONOOHON CTPYKTYpE, KOTOpas cpa3y ke pa3BUBAETCS
B pacTeHHe-pereHepant. llpu remmopusorenese HWHHUIMAIbHAs KJIETKa CHayana JaeT Hayallo
MOp(oreHHOMy KallTyCy, B KOTOpPOM 3aTeéM HMHIYLUUPYIOT (popMmupoBaHHE Mmodyek u kopHeil. O0a
mytd MopdoreHesa in vitro BeayT K (OPMHUPOBAHHIO pacTeHHU-pereHepanToB (puc.). [lo psamy
MpUYMH (TJIABHBIM 00pa3oM, ¢ AMOPHOJIIOTUYCCKUX TMO3UINI) OMOTEXHOIOTHYSCKHA ONTUMATHHBIN
myTe MopdoreHesa — smOpuoungorenes in vitro [Kpyrmosa, 2002, 2009; 2012; Kpyriosa u ap.,
2000; 2005; Bareiruaa u ap., 2010; Kpyrinosa, Cenpaumupona, 2011; Seldimirova, Kruglova, 2013;
Seldimirova et al., 2017].

BUOTEXHOJIOTHSI AHIPOKJIMHHOM TATIJIOUJIUH SIPOBOI MATKOM MIIEHUILbI

4+1°C, 7 cyT

1

donopnoe  NBLILHUKU
pacmenue in vitro

/ pacmeHus-pezeHepanmol Pacmenus-pezeHepannst
& 6 yciosusnx 6 HOEGBIX YCII0GUAX
CEeMONIOUIAOKU
4 6

ZeMMOopu30zeHnes3 in vitro

Puc. Itansl 6MOTEeXHOTOTMH aHAPOKJIMHHON ranionIuy APoBOii MATKOW IIIIEHUIIbI:
1 — onleHKa (PEHOTUITUYECKUX KPUTEPUEB TOHOPHBIX PACTCHUH B MOJIEBBIX YCIOBUSX; 2 — HHOKYJISLIHS
MBUTPHAKOB Ha TIHTATEIbHYIO Cpely B YCJIOBHS in Vitro; 3 — popMupoBaHre 3MOpHONIA B YCIOBHSIX in Vitro;
4 — popmupoBanne MOp(HOTreHHBIX KAJUTYCOB B YCIOBHAX in Vitro; 5 — popMHpOBaHHE pacTeHUs-pereHepanTa
13 3MOpHON/IA B YCIOBUSAX in Vitro; 6 — opMUpOBaHHE pacTeHUA-pEreHepaHTa u3 MOpGhOreHHOro Kaiyca B
YCIOBHUSX in Vitro; 7 — pa3BUTHE PaCTCHUH-PETEHEPAHTOB B YCIOBHSIX CBETOILIOMIAAKH; § — pa3BUTHE
pacTeHHii-pereHepaHToB B MOJIEBBIX ycioBusx (o: [Kpyrnosa, 2009])
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Jluteparypusie mannwie [Belinskaya, 2008; Kumari et al., 2009; Urnarosa, 2011; El-
Hennawy et al., 2011; Kahrizi et al., 2011; Redha, Suleman, 2011; Caraposa u np., 2013; Dong et
al., 2013; Pershina et al., 2013; Doubled Haploidy .., 2016; Hu et al., 2016 u np.] cBHIETEIbCTBYIOT
0 TOM, YTO YCIICIIHOE KYJIbTUBHUPOBAHUE N VitrO W30JUPOBAHHBIX MBUIBHUKOB 3JIaKOB BO MHOT'OM
3aBUCUT OT TE€HOTHINA JOHOPHOTO PACTEHHUS, OIMPEACNSIONIEr0 TaKue MPU3HAKU, KaK YacToTa
oOpa3oBaHusl HSMOPHOMIOB W/MIM KajlyCOB, 4YacTOTa pereHepanuy 3eJIeHbIX/aTbOMHOCHBIX
pacTeHui.

Takum 00pa3oMm, TEHOTUIl JOHOPHOTO pAacTEeHUS — OAMH M3 BaXKHEUIIUX (PAKTOPOB,
OTIPEACISAIONUX BO3MOXHOCTh MPAKTHUYECKOTO HCIOJIb30BAaHUS OWOTEXHOJOTUU aHAPOKIMHHON
ramwtonaud. C 3TOW TOYKM 3pEHUsS JI PEIICHUS CEJICKIIMOHHBIX 3a7ad HEO0OXOIUMO BBISBHUTH
TEHOTHIIBI, C OJHOM CTOPOHBI XapaKTEPU3YIOIIHUECS BBICOKOW OT3BIBUMBOCTBIO B KYIBTYpE in Vitro
M30JIMPOBAHHBIX TBUIBHUKOB, C JIPYrOod CTOPOHBI — OOJajaronue NpU3HAKaMH, XO3SiCTBEHHO-
LIEHHBIMHU B YCJIOBHSIX KOHKPETHOTO PETHOHA.

B cBsi3u ¢ 3TUM 11enb 1aHHOM paloThHI 3aKiioYanach B OIEHKE OT3bIBUYMBOCTH B YCIOBHSIX
KYJbTYPBI in Vitro U30JUPOBAHHBIX MBUIBHUKOB IPOBOW MATKOM MIUEHULB! Triticum aestivum L. u3
KOJUIEKIIUM TEHOTUIIOB (COPTOB M HMX THOPUAHBIX KOMOWHAIMII). MEpPCIEeKTUBHBIX IS
KInMatudecko 30Hbl FOxHOro VYpaja M HMHTEHCHMBHO MCIOJb3YyEMbIX B CEJIEKIIMOHHBIX
nporpammax j1abopaTopuu CENeKIMH U CEMEHOBOJCTBA SPOBOM MIIEHUIBI balmkupckoro HaydyHO-
HCCIIeIOBATEIILCKOTO MHCTHTYTA celbCKOTo X03siicTBa YOUI[ PAH (1. Yda).

MATEPUAIJIBI U METO/IbI

Marepuanom Ui uccienoBanust nociayxunu copra (bamkupckas 26, bamkupckas 28,
boeBuanka, [ystr, Xuuna, Wpenn, MockoBckas 35, CanaBatr IOnaeB, CumOupka, Ckana,
TynaiikoBckas 3omotucras, Jkamxa 70) w muamm (JI42875, J142938, 76/98a, 343018) sposoit
MSATKOM MIIEHUIbI, a TaKKe THOpUIHBIE KOMOMHAIMM HAa UX OCHOBE, CEMEHa KOTOpbIX ObLIN
mo6e3Ho npenocrasiensl bamkupeckum HUMCX YOULL PAH.

J1  SKCIIEpUMEHTOB HMCIOJB30BalIM JIOHOPHBIE PACTEHMS, BBIPALLEHHBIE B IMOJIEBBIX
yCIOBUAX HaydHoro cranuoHapa Ydumckoro Mucrutryra O6uonorun YOUIL[ PAH (Vdumcknit
paiioH). B paboTe Hcosib30Bany aBTOPCKUN METOA KYJIbTYPHI in Vitro N30JUPOBAHHBIX MbUTbHUKOB
spoBoil msrkoi mmeHunsl [Kpyrimosa, bateirmna, 2002]. O6pa3oBaHue B NBUIBHUKAX TOJIBKO
SMOPHONIOB MHAYLIMPOBAIN, UCIOIb3Ys] METOJAMUYECKUN TOJIX0Jl, OCHOBAHHBIN Ha OllIEHKe OanaHca
SHJIOTEHHBIX (B TBUIPHUKAX) M 9K30T€HHBIX (B COCTAaBE MHUTATEIBbHOW Cpenbl) (UTOrOPMOHOB
[Gorbunova et al., 2001; KpyrnoBa u ap., 2005; Seldimirova et al., 2016b]. OT3pIBUNBOCTH
TFEeHOTUIIOB OLEHUBAIM [0 YacTore oOpa3oBaHUs SMOpPHOUIOB (OTHOIIEHMSI KOJMYECTBa
00pa30oBaBIIMXCS AMOPUOMIOB K OOIIEMYy KOJMYECTBY HHOKYJIMPOBAHHBIX IBUIBHUKOB,
BBIpQ)XKEHHOrO B MpoleHTax). CraTucTudeckyro 00paOOTKy IMOJY4YEeHHBIX pe3ylIbTaTOB BEIH C
npuMeHenreM mnporpammbsl Microsoft Office Excel 2010, yuuThiBas OCHOBHBIE CTaTHCTUYECKHE
napameTpsl. B Tabnunax npeacTaBieHbl cpelHue apupMeTHdeckue 3Ha4eHus U OINOKHU CpeIHUX.

PE3VJIBTATBI U OBCYXIEHUE

Kak BugHO w3 Tabmuiel 1, pOAUTENbCKHE TEHOTUIIBI SPOBOM MSTKOW MIICHHUIIBI,
BOBJICUEHHBIC B CKpEIIMBAHUE, KOHTPACTHBI MO OT3BIBUMBOCTH HA YCIOBUS KYIBTYPHI in Vitro
HU30JIMPOBAHHBIX TBIIBHUKOB. FI/I6pI/IJII)I, MMOJYYCHHBIE C HUX YYaCTHEM, TAKXKC pa3jindyalucChb I10
4acToTe 00pa3oBaHus YMOpHOUIOB (TabI. 2).
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CornacHo aHanu3y pe3ysbTaToB, MPHUBEACHHBIX B Ta0numax 1 M 2, 3aBUCUMOCTh MEXIY
4acTOTOW OOpa3oBaHMsI IMOPUOUIIOB Y POIUTEIHCKUX T€HOTHUIIOB M MX TUOPHUIIOB OTCYTCTBYET.
BBICOKOOT3BIBUMBBIE POJUTEIBCKHE TEHOTHIBI MOTYT J1aBaTh HHU3KOOT3BIBUMBHIC THUOPHIBI
(mampumep, JI142875 x Dkana 70, JI42875 x 76/98a) u HaoO6opoT (Hanmpumep, JXKuauma x MockoBckas
35). OrmeueH ciyyaid, KOrja MpU CKPEIIMBAaHUU HEOT3BIBUYMBBIX POAUTEIBCKUX TE€HOTHUIIOB
MOJTy4eH THOPHJ C TOCTATOYHO BBICOKOM OT3BIBUMBOCTHIO (943018 x TynaiikoBckas 3010THCTAs).

Taéauua 1. OT3bIBYMBOCTH H30JIMPOBAHHBIX NbLJILHUKOB POAUTEIbCKHX FT€eHOTHIIOB
SIPOBOI MATKOM NMIIIEHUIIbI B KYJbTYPeE in vitro

reHOTHII OT3BIBYMBOCTD, %0
Kuuna 23.33+1.64
Hyst 22.92+7.9
Okana 70 21.10+£2.82
76/98a 30.91+6.93
J142875 25.70+4.28
J142938 77.8+6.3
bamkupckas 26 9.64+2.25
bamkupckas 28 10.88+1.74
MockoBckas 35 14.13+£2.94
Canasat lOnaes 15.24+4.87
CumOupka 11.37+2.37
Ckana 13.3+£2.1
Upenn 3.80+0.34
243018 0
TynaiikoBckasl 30710TUCTast 0
boeBuanka 0

Tadauua 2. OT3bIBYMBOCTb U30JTUPOBAHHBIX NBUIBHUKOB TMOPUAHBIX KOMOUHALIUIA
sIPOBOi MSATKOM NIIEHUIBI B KYJbTYpe in vitro

POOCI0BHAA THOPUAOB 1-r0 MOKOIeHHSA OT3BIBYMBOCTD, %
J142938 x Canasat IOnaeB 3.53+0.90
boeBuanka x peHb 0

JyaT x bamkupckas 28 0
Bbamkupckas 26 x Okaga 70 4.17+1.23
943018 x TynailkoBcKasl 30J10TUCTast 16.79+4.44
JI42875 x Dkana 70 12.39+3.36
JI42875 x 76/98a 5.29+0.68

Takue ngaHHbIE TOJATBEP)KIAIOT MHEHHUE psJia UCCieqoBaTeaell 0 TOM, YTO OT3BIBUMBOCTH
MBUTHHUKOB THOPHUIOB 1-TO TIOKOJICHUS SIPOBOM MSTKOM TIIEHUIBI HA YCJIOBUS KYIBTYPHI in Vitro
OTIPEIEIISETCS CIIOKHBIM B3aMMOJICUCTBHEM T€HOTHUTIOB poauTenbekux ¢opm [Datta, 2001; Chen et
al., 2007; Belinskaya, 2008; Alheit et al.,, 2011; Nielsen et al., 2015; Begheyn et al., 2017].
Bo03MO0HO, 3TOT NpHU3HAK KOHTPOJIUPYETCS] MHOKECTBEHHBIMUA T'€HaMU, UTO, B LIEJIOM, XapaKTEPHO
JUTSL KOJTMYECTBEHHBIX Mpu3HakoB [CarapoBa u ap., 2013]. Takoe npeanonoxeHne moATBEPKIaeTCs
JTaHHBIMH, TIOTYYEHHBIMU Ha TPUMEpPE IPYTHX KynbTyp. Tak, y TpuTHKaIe 0OHAPYKEHBI JIOKYCHI,
CBSI3aHHBIE C YacTOTOW 0O0pa3oBaHUs SMOPHOUIOB, JOKAJIM30BAHHBIE HAa Pa3HBIX XPOMOCOMAX.
Jlokychl, CHUXKAOIIKME 4acTOTy oOpa3oBaHUsl SMOPHOUIOB, HaxoaaTcsl Ha Xpomocomax 3RL u SR,
MOBBINIAIOIINE YacTOTYy — Ha XpomocoMax 1AL, SA, 4R, SR u 7R [Martinez et al., 1994]. V sumens
BBISIBJICHO TPH JIOKYyCa, MOBBIIIAIONIMX YacTOTy oOpazoBaHus smOpuounnoB [Mruaroma, 2011]. ¥V
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parca uACHTU(GUIMPOBAHO 16 TEHOB, CBSI3aHHBIX C OKCIOPECCHEH MHKPOCTIOPHATBHOTO
IMOpHUOTEHe3a, a TAKXKE BBISBIICHA KOPPEISLIUS MEXITYy KOJIMYECTBEHHON IKCIPECCUe AITHX TeHOB U
SMOPHOTreHHBIM OTEHIIMATIOM pa3HbIX copToB [Malik et al., 2007; Krzewska et al., 2012].

AHanu3 OT3BIBYMBOCTH M3YyYECHHBIX THOPUIOB SPOBON MSITKOMW MIIIEHUIIBI, TOJTYYCHHBIX TIPH
PEIUIPOKHBIX CKpemuBaHusix (Tabi. 3), moka3ai, 4To 4acToTa 0O0pa3oBaHUs SMOPHOUIOB 3aBUCHT
U OT HalpaBJICHUs CKPEUIMBaHUS, YTO COBMAJAET C JAHHBIMH APYrux uccienosareneil [Basay,
Ellialtioglu, 2013]. D10 maeT ocHOBaHHUE MPEINOJIOKUTH YIaCTHE B KOHTPOJIE ITPU3HAKA HE TOJIBKO
SIIEPHBIX, HO M [IUTOIIJIA3MAaTHYECKUX I'€HOB, KaK Mmoka3aHo B padote [Opios, 2001].

Tadauua 3. OT36IBYNBOCTD NBUIBHUKOB THOPUAHBIX KOMOUHAIUI APOBOI MSITKOI MIIIEHUIIbI,
MOJIYYeHHBIX NMPH PEHUNPOKHBIX CKPEIIMBAHUAX, B KYJbTYpe in vitro

POI0CJI0OBHAS THOPUAOB 1-r0 NOKOJIEHUsI | OT3BIBYMBOCTD, %o
Ckana x Xuauna 21.43+4.35
Kunna x Ckana 4.76+1.01
Ckana x CumOupka 27.778+3.2
Cumbupka x Ckana 4.02+0.90
Ckaina x MockoBckas 35 24.07+£2.4
Mockosckag 35 x Ckana 5.56+1.46
Kunna x MockoBckas 35 85.53+9.85
Mockosckast 35 x XKXuuna 13.40+3.26
Kuuna x Cumbupka 8.11+1.44
Cumbupka x JKHnia 6.10+1.05
Mockosckas 35 x CumOupka 3.77+0.80
Cumbupka x MockoBckas 35 35.52+5.82

B nenom, MOXHO cenaTh BBIBOJ O TOM, YTO I'€HOTHIIbI, UCIIOJIb3YEMBIE B CEIEKIMOHHBIX
nporpammax bamrkupckoro HUMCX YOUIL] PAH, nepcrieKTUBHBI B KaueCTBE IOHOPHBIX PACTEHUI
IIpU BBEIEHUU B KYJbTYPY in Vitro W30JIMPOBaHHBIX MNbUIBHUKOB. M3 16 mporecTupoBaHHBIX
POIUTENBCKUX T€HOTUIIOB TOJBKO 3 OKa3aJuCh HEOT3BIBUMBBIMHU HA YCIOBHS KYJIBTYpHI in Vitro,
OCTaJIbHBIE K€ XapaKTePU30BAIUCH T0CTATOYHO BBICOKOW OT3BIBUMBOCTHIO (Ta0d. 1). DTH reHOTHIIbI
MOTYT OBITh MCIIOJIb30BaHbI JAJIS1 CO3JAAaHUS KOHCTAHTHBIX MOMO3UTOTHBIX JIMHUM M BKJIIOYAThCS B
CEJIEKIIMOHHBIN MPOIIECC B KAUECTBE UCXOAHBIX (OPM.

Kak cBuzieTenbCTBYIOT MOJMyYeHHbIE AaHHbBIE, HE CIEAyeT MPOrHO3MPOBATh OT3bIBUMBOCTH
ruOpuioB 1-ro MOKOJEHHS Ha YCIOBUS KYJIBTYPBl in Vitro W30JIMPOBAHHBIX IBUIBHUKOB,
OCHOBBIBasICh TOJIbKO Ha pe3ylnbTarax OT3BIBUMBOCTH POAMUTENBCKUX (opM (Hampumep,
HeoT3bIBUMBbIe reHoTUIbl 943018 u TynaiikoBckas 30J0THUCTas M UX THOPHI, XapaKTepU3yIOLIUHCS
OT3BIBUMBOCTHIO, cocTaBisomeit 16.79+4.44%, cm. tabn. 2). Ilo-BuauMoMmy, NnepcreKTUBHOCTh
UCIOJIb30BAHUS THOPHIHBIX KOMOWHAIMI B OMOTEXHOJIOTUM AHAPOKIUHHON TalIonIMM MOXHO
OLIEHUTh TIOKa TOJBKO OSMIMPUYECKUM myTeM. Heo0XoauMocTh TMOHMMAaHUS MEXaHHU3MOB,
OTBEYAIONIUX 32 HMHAYKIHUIO SMOpPHOMAOreHe3a W 4YacToTy oOpa3oBaHusi SMOpPHOUIOB, Ha
CEeTOJHSIIHUHN JIeHb MPE/ICTABIIAETCS BECbMa aKTyaJIbHOM PpoOIeMOii.

Hccneoosanue svinonneno 6 pamkax /{o2o6opa 0 meopueckom cOmMpyOHUYEeCmee MexHcoy
Ypumckum Uncmumymom ouonoeuu YOUIL] PAH u bawxupckum HUHU CX YOUL] PAH.
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