MHUKOJIOTHA U ®PUTOIIATOJIOTHA, 2023, mom 57, Ne 1, c. 48—59

I'PUBBI — BO3BYJIUTEJN BOJE3HEN PACTEHUI

YIK 632.4 : 633.1

© 2023 1.

IOBEHWJIBHASA YCTOMYMBOCTL COPTOB 11 OGPA3IIOB SUMEHS
K NET-, SPOT- U TUBPUAHOM (NET x SPOT) ®OPMAM
PYRENOPHORA TERES

! Beepoccuiickuii nayuno-uccaedosamensvekuii uncmumym 3auwumet pacmenuii, 196608 Canxm-Ilemep6ype, Poccus
?Hayuno-npaxmuueckuii yenmp HAH PE no 3emaedenuro, 222160 XKoduno, PecnyGauka Beaapyco
*e-mail: nlashina@mail.ru
**e-mail: nina260Imir@mail.ru
***e-mail: aa_zoubkovitch@mail.ru
**%*%o-mail: olga.s.afan @gmail.com
IMocrynuna B pegakumio 17.08.2022 1.

ITocne nopadoTtku 15.09.2022 1.
IMpunsra k nyonukauuu 07.11.2022 1.

CeryaTtasi MATHUCTOCTh — DKOHOMMYECKM BaxkHasl 00Jie3Hb siUMeHsl. Bo3OynuresneM SBisIeTCSI aCKOMULIET
Pyrenophora teres, KoTopblii cyliecTByeT B 1ByX (popmax — f. teres (Ptt) v f. maculata (Ptm), oTIM4amOIIMXCs 110
CUMIITOMAaM Ha pacTeHUSX TYMEHs. DT ABe POPMBI JIETKO CKPEIIMBAIOTCA B JIAOOPATOPHBIX YCIOBUSX C 0Opa-
30BaHUEM (DEPTUIILHOTO MOTOMCTBA, OMHAKO JI0Ka3aTh THOPUIHYIO MPUPOILY U30JISITOB rpuba, MHOTAA BCTpE-
YaOIIUXCS B TIPUPOMHBIX TOMYJSIUSAX BO30OYIUTENIS M HECYLIMX NMPU3HAKU 00enx ¢hopm, KpaiiHe CIOXKHO.
B 2020 r. Hamu BIiepBbIe BHISIBJIEHBI MEXXKBUIOBbIC TUOPUABI Ptt X Ptm B NpUpOOHBIX ronysiuusx P. teres Kpac-
HOJapCcKOTO Kpast, coopaHHbIX B 2016 T. Llesbro MccienoBaHmMii SIBJISUIOCH CPABHUTEILHOE U3YUYeHUE BUPYICHT-
HOCTH IBYX U30JIATOB Ptt, NByX — Ptm pa3IMYHOro MPOUCXOXICHUSI U THOPUIHOTO U30Jisita Pt X Ptm K upo-
KOMY HaboOpy reHOTHIIOB sTYMeHsT 13 KojuteKunn B P, nmpenBapuTeIbHO 0TOOpaHHBIX 110 YCTOMYMBOCTH K Prt,
IUIsl ompeneieHus] M3MEHUYMBOCTU TIpU3HAaKa BUPYJIEHTHOCTU y TUOPUIHOTIO M30JISITA U XapaKTEPUCTUKU
YCTOMYMBOCTHU K 06enM opMaM rpuda u ruopumy. B 3aBUCMMOCTH OT TeHOTHUIIA STIMEHS IIPOSIBIISLINCH 3 TUITA
CUMIITOMOB 0O0JIE3HU TIPU MHOKYJISILIMU TUOPUAHBIM U30JITOM Ptt X Ptm: 1) XxapakTepHbIx st Prt, 2) xapak-
TepHbIX Wis1 Ptm n 3) cmemianHoro turna. [lo-BuauMoMmy, mposiBIeHUE CUMIITOMOB T10CJIe MHOKYJISILIUYU TH-
OpPUIHBIM HU30JIITOM 3aBUCUT OT T€HOTHUIIA STUMEHSI, BIUSIONIETO Ha SKCIIPECCUIO OIpeeIeHHbIX TeHOB 3(-
dexropoB natoreHa. [lokazaHo, 4TO B OOJIBIIUHCTBE CJIy4aeB U3OJISITHI Ptm OTJIMYAIOTCSI TIO BUPYJIEHTHOCTH
OT U30JISITOB Pff K OTHUM M TeEM ke obpasiiaMm s;dMeHsI, a TMOpUIHBIN U30T Prt X Ptm Kax ot Ptt, Tak u ot Ptm.
B cpennem rubpunHblili uzondat Pit X Ptm Ob1 MeHee arpeCCUBHBIM MO CpaBHEHUIO ¢ usojsitamu Pit u Ptm.
I1pu cpaBHEHUM TUITOB peaKLIMii 00Pa3I0OB TYMEHST KO BCEM U3YyYeHHBIM n3ositaM Pt u Ptm BoisiBieHo 8.8%
00pa3ioB YCTOMIMBBIX K 06euM chopMam P, teres u 5.6% — K Ptt, Ptm v ru6bpugHoMy usonsry Pt X Ptm. U3y-
YyeHUe BUPYJIECHTHOCTU MPUPOTHOTO rubpuna Prt X Ptm npoBeneHO BIIEPBbIC, BBISIBICHHBIC YCTOWUMBBIE K
IBYM (hopmMaM BO30yauTEISI CETYATOM MSITHUCTOCTU 00pa3Libl SUMEHS SIBISIOTCS LIEHHBIM MUCXOMHBIM MaTepH-
aJIoM JUIs1 CEeJICKIIUM.

Kntoueswvie croea: BUpyJIeHTHOCTb, THOpUIHas opma (net X spot), ceTyarasi NATHUCTOCTh, YCTOMYMBOCTD,
sTIMEeHb, net-gopma, spot-dopma, Pyrenophora teres
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BBEIAEHUE

CeryaTasi ISITHUCTOCTh HAHOCUT 3HAYUTEIbHBIN
yiIep6 ypoxkaio SUMeHsI BO BCEM MUpPE, M TIO3TOMY SIB-
JISIETCSI SKOHOMUYECKU BaXXHOI 001e3HbI0. Bo30ynu-
TeneM OOJIe3HM SIBISIETCS acKoMuueT Pyrenophora
teres Drechsler, KOTOpBIiA CyIIIECTBYET B IBYyX (hopMax —
net-dopma (f. teres, Ptt) u spot-popma (f. maculata,
Ptm). Ot opMbl pas3aMyamTCd 110 CUMIOTOMAaM Ha
pacteHuM Xxo3suHe. B pernmoHax, rae HaOmomaeTcs
BBICOKasI BIIAXKHOCTD U IIpOXJIagHasl TeMIlepaTypa Bo3-
JIyXa, CO3HAlOTCS yCIOBHS, OJIarOIpUsITHBIE IJIsS 4Ya-
CTBHIX 3MUAESMUII ceTyaToi maTHucTocTu (Ma et al.,
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2004; Liu et al., 2011). IToTepu ypoxast MOTYT COCTaB-
J9Th oT 10 10 50% , BILTOTH 10 TTOJTHOM TMOEIU CUIIBHO
BOCHPUMMYMBBLIX COPTOB TIPU OJIATONPUSITHBIX IS
pa3Butus 6osie3Helt ycnoBusix (Mathre, 1997; Murray,
Brennan, 2010; Galano et al., 2011; McLean et al., 2014).
IMopaxeHue 060JIE3HBIO TPUBOIUT K YMEHBIIEHUIO
pa3Mepa, TJIOTHOCTH 3€pHa U OTPULIATESIbHO CKa3bIBa-
€TCsI Ha COJTIOXKEHUH Y TTMBOBAPEHHOIO U KAYECTBE 3epHAa
y kopmoBoro stumens (Mathre, 1997; Grewal et al., 2008;
Liuetal., 2011; Wang et al., 2015; Backes et al., 2021).

CHIXeHNe YPOBHS arpOTeXHUKH, a TakKe HyJie-
Basi 06paboTKa MOYBHI CITOCOOCTBOBAIN IIUPOKOMY
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pacmpocTtpaHeHuio 6oje3Hn (Shipton et al., 1973;
Mathre, 1997; McLean et al., 2009). K ¢dakropam,
CMOCOOCTBYIOIIVM IOBBIIIIEHNIO 3KOHOMUYECKOM 3Ha-
YUMOCTU OOJIE3HU, OTHOCSTCSI TAKKe BOCITPUMMYM-
BOCTb COBPEMEHHBIX COPTOB STUMEHSI M WU3MEHEHUS
KimMaTdeckux yciaouii (Lashina, Afanasenko, 2019).
Briepsrie Smedegard-Petersen (1971) obHapykui
CyllleCTBOBaHUE ABYX (opM P. feres OTIMYAIOIINXCS
10 BBI3BIBAEMBIM CUMITTOMaM. [Ipu 3apaxkeHUMN S4-
MeHsI rpuboM P. teres f. teres (Ptf) MOXHO Ha0II00aTh
MOpakeHUS CETYATOrO TUIA B BUIE Y3KUX, TEMHO-KO-
PUYHEBBIX, MPOMOJbHBIX W TOMEPEYHBIX ITOJIOCOK,
OKPYXKEHHBIX XJIOPO30M, CO3MAIOIINX PUCYHOK CETKU
Ha JIMCThSIX STYMEHSI, U3-3a KOTOPOro GOIe3Hb MOIY-
yuia cBoe Ha3BaHue (Shipton et al., 1973). CumnTo-
MbI CETYATON MATHUCTOCTU OBLIU BIIEPBbIC OMMCAHBI
B 1920 1. (Atanasoff, Johnson, 1920). Spot-cdopma npo-
SIBJISIETCS. HA JIMCThSIX SIMMEHS B BUIIE TEMHO-KOPUYHE-
BBIX OKPYIJIBIX WY SJUTUNTUYECKUX TISITEH, OKPYKEH-
HBIX XJIOPOTUYHBIMU OpeOIaMU Pa3TMIHON ITUPUHEL.

Kak 1 B citydae ¢ mpyrumu 3a00JIeBaHUSIMH pacTe-
HU, TIPOSIBIICHUE CUMITTOMOB, TAKMX KaK pa3Mep I0-
paXeHUsI U HaJIMYME XJI0p03a, 3aBUCUT OT FeHOTHUIA
XO035IMHA, BUPYJCHTHOCTU TaToreHa u yCIOBUI OKpY-
Karomrei cpenbl. CUMIITOMBI, BBI3BIBaeMbie P. feres,
WHIYLMPYIOTCS pas3IMYHbIMU TOKCHMHaMHu (Smede-
gard-Petersen, 1977; Weiergang et al., 2002). Beipaba-
TBHIBaeMble (DUTOTOKCUYHBIE COCTMHECHUSI BKIIIOYAIOT
MMUPEHOJIUIbI, TUPEHOJUHBI U TPU TTETITUIHBIX ajTKa-
Jiouaa, acneprujioMmapacMuH A U ero Mpou3BOMHbIC
(Muria-Gonzalez et al., 2020).

Bo36ynutens MpOHUKAET 4yepe3 YCThUIA, U TIPU
MCKYCCTBEHHOI MHOKYISIIINU yKe yepe3 24 4 Ha Me-
CTe IIPOHUKHOBEHWSI BUAHBI HEOOJIbIINE KPYIJIbIC
WM SJUTUTITUYECKIE TOYEUHbBIE TIOPasKEeHUS, KOTOPhIE
paspacTaioTcsl U MpeBpalialTcs 100 B TEMHO-KO-
pWYHEBBIE MSITHA C MPOJOJLHBIMUA U ITONIEPESYHBIMU
MOJI0CKaMU, 00pa3yIOLIMMHU CETYAThIA pUCYHOK (Prf),
JINGO OKPYIJIbIE Y MPOAOJITOBAThHIE IMSATHA, OKPYKEH-
HEIe XxJ10po30oM (Ptm). Ha BBICOKOYCTOMYMBBIX T€HO-
TUIIaX STYMEHSI 00pa30BaBIINECS TOUECYHbIE HEKPO3bI
He pa3pacTaroTcsl, Ha BOCIIPUUMYUBBIX — CUJIBHOE 3a-
pakeHHe IIPOPOCTKOB MOXKET IPUBECTHU K ITOJTHOM T'M-
Oen’ JIMCThEB.

Net-dopMa MOXET OBITh JIETKO UIEHTU(DULIMPOBA-
Ha Ha pacTeHUSIX STUMEHSI Ha OCHOBE CUMITTOMATUKU,
a spot-(popMy MOXKHO IIPUHSTH 38 CUMIITOMBI, BbI3bI-
BaeMble Bipolaris sorokiniana (Sacc.) Shoemaker (Mc-
Lean et al., 2009; Marshall et al., 2015; Burlakoti et al.,
2017; Rehman et al., 2020).

B 1985 r. 6bu10 0OHapyxXeHo, uTo P. feres f. teres
pacrpocTpaHeH II0 BCEM TEPPUTOPUM TIPEPUINHBIX
npoBuHIMK Kaxansl, B To BpeMs Kak P. feres f. macu-
lata 6b11 HanOonee pacrpocTpaHeH B CackaueBaHe.
Taxcke 1ipu ucciienoBaHuu 224 M30JITOB B 3altagHOMi
Kanane nonrBepxaeHo, 4to 82% 6bu1u Pt 1 TOJILKO
18% oxkaszamuce Prm (Tekauz, 1990).

PacnipoctpaHeHue spot-opMbl pacIIMpUIIOCh B
OCHOBHBIX  PETMOHAaX-IIPOU3BOAUTENSAX  SUMEHS,
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Bkitodas CIIA, Ascrpanuto, Kanany, danuio, FOx-
Hy1o Abppuxky nu Hopseruto (Liu et al., 2011; Turking-
ton et al., 2011; Lartey et al., 2013), a Takxke B CeBep-
Hoit Adpuke (Lammari et al., 2019). DnudurtoTnn
OBLTM OTMEUEHBI B HEKOTOPEIX paiioHax KaHamwr, AB-
ctpanuu, CIIA (Liu, Friesen, 2010; McLean et al.,
2009, 2010; Fowler et al., 2017). IlImpokoe BO3meIIbI-
BaHUE YCTOMYMBBLIX K Pff COPTOB STUMEHSI, KOTOPEIE
0OKa3aJIMCh BOCIIPUMMYMBBIMU K Pfm B yCIOBUSIX AB-
crpamu 1 FOXxHONM AQpUKU NpHUBEIO K SIUQGUTO-
TUHOMY Pa3BUTUIO SPOt-(hOPMBI CETYATOM TISAITHU-
croctu (Louw et al., 1996 McLean et al., 2010a; Leh-
mensiek et al., 2010).

Spot-¢opMa BO30yIUTEIISI CETYATOM IISITHUCTOCTH
sSTYMEHSI Obl1a BriepBble oOHapyxeHa B Poccuu B 2011
B KpacHomapckom kpae (Anisimova et al., 2011) u B
2014 1. B benapycu (Mironenko et al., 2016). B Poccun
OTCYTCTBYIOT CBeZieHUsI 00 3(h(HEeKTUBHOCTU TOHOPOB
YCTOMUYMBOCTU K 3TOU ¢hopMme maToreHa U, COOTBET-
CTBEHHO, 1IeJIeHaNpaBJeHHas CeJIeKIIUs Ha YCTOMY-
BOCTb. [Ipu 3TOM, HanpuMep, B YCITOBUSIX ABCTpaJIMU
9Ta opMa siBiIsieTcsl OoJiee arpecCMBHOM, yeM net-
¢dopma 1 mpeobiagaeT Ha moceBax sameHs (Jayasena
et al., 2007; Murray, Brennan, 2010; McLean et al., 2016).

BnepBoie Smedegard-Petersen (1971) mnokasai,
YTO 3TU AB€ (POPMBI MOTYT CKpELIMBATLCS C 00pa3o-
BaHUEeM (DEePTUJIBHOTO MOTOMCTBA, ONHAKO N0Ka3aTh
TMOPUIHYIO TPUPOLY U30JISITOB Ipruba, MHOTIA BCTpe-
YaOIIMXCS B MPUPOIHBIX MOIMYISILMSX BO3OYIUTENS 1
HEeCYILIUX Tpu3HaKu obeux (hopM, KpailHe CIIOXHO.
Campbell et al. (1999) eme pa3 npoaeMOHCTPUPOBAIU
yCIlelIHOe CKpellMBaHue 3TUX ABYX DOpM in vitro u
MOKa3aJiv, YTO OOJILIIMHCTBO MOJyY€HHBIX TOTOMKOB
BBI3BIBAIOT CUMIITOMBI B BUJIE MSTEH C CETYAThIM PU-
CYHKOM Ha JIUCThSIX sfuMeHsl. B naybHeiieM uccie-
JIOBAHMM OBIJIO TOKAa3aHO, YTO THOPUIHOE TOTOMCTBO
net X spot reHeruuecku crabmwibHO (Campbell,
Crous, 2003). CBeneHMsI 0 BO3MOXHOIT €CTECTBEHHOI
rudpuan3aluu MEXIY 3TUMU AByMs hopMaMu B IpU-
POIHBIX MOMYISIUUSIX P. feres B iuTepaType OTCYTCTBY-
10T, OTHAKO MCCJIeloBaHuUsl, MpoBenaeHHble B KOXHOi
Adpuke u B Yemickoii Pecnybimke, mokasaiau, 4To
OHa BO3MOXHa, TaK KaK ObLIM OOHAPY>KEeHbI U30JISIThI
¢ amnensamu Pt n Ptm (Campbell et al., 2002; Leisova
et al., 2005; Leisova-Svobodova et al., 2014). B uccie-
JIOBaHWUU, MMPOBEJACHHOM B ABCTpajuu, ONUH TMOpUL
Prtt < Ptm (WAC10721) 01 uaeHTUGULAPOBAH CPean
60 uzonstoB Prm (McLean et al., 2014). B 2020 r. Hamu
BITEPBbIC BbISIBJIEHBI MEXBUIOBbIE TMOPUIIBI Pt X Ptm B
MPUPOIHBIX nonysauusx P. teres B KpacHogapckom
kpae (Mironenko et al., 2021).

Ha ¢punorenernueckoM npee popMel P, feres — f.
teres n f. maculata — o6pa3yloT OTHCIbHBIEC KJIACTEPhI U
JIOJKHBI paccMaTpUBaThCs OTAEIbHO MPU U3YyUYEeHUU
BUPYJICHTHOCTH MAaTOT€HOB M YCTOMYMBOCTU pacTe-
Hus-xo3suHa (Rau et al., 2007; Jalli, 2011; Ellwood
etal., 2012; Syme et al., 2018). MI3BecTHO, YTO pa3and-
Hble TeHbl 1 QTL KOHTpOIUPYIOT YCTOMYMUBOCTD STU-
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JJAIINHA u np.

Taomuna 1. [TpoucxoxneHrne MOHOKOHUIUATIbHBIX U30JITOB Pft, Ptm v tubpuna Pt X Ptm

dopma

HasBanue nsonsara
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Tubpun Ptt X Ptm

FI8
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f.m. 48.2
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benapycs (MuHckast 0071.)
Poccus (KpacHomap)
benapycse (bpectckas 0611.)
Poccus (KpacHomap)

@ »

®ocr
ChopuHtep
Kangoo
Escape
CnpuHTtep

MeHs K 9TuM popmam (Manninen et al., 2006; Grewal
etal., 2008, 2012).

Llensio mccmenoBaHuit SIBISITIOCH CpaBHUTETBHOE
W3y4yeHUe BUPYIECHTHOCTU IBYX U3OJISITOB Pft, IByX —
Ptm pazanyHOTO MPOUCXOXIACHUS U THUOPUIHOTO U30-
ngra Ptt X Ptm K HaGopy n3 86 cCOPTOB U 00pa31IoB S4-
MeHs u3 Kojuiekuuu BWP, mpenBapuTebHO OTO-
OpaHHBIX MO0 YCTOMYMBOCTU K Prt, ISl onpeaeaeHust
W3MEHYNBOCTH TIpU3HAKA BUPYJICHTHOCTH Y THOPHI-
HOTO M30JISITAa M XapaKTepPUCTUKH YCTOMYMBOCTU K
obenM popMaM rpuda u TMOpUIY.

MATEPHAJIBI U METOJbI

Pacrutenbublii MaTepuaa. Mzyyaau ycToiiunBOCTh
86 copToB M 00pa3loB TUMEeHsI U3 Koyutekunu BUP,
KOTOphIE IT0 IPEABApPUTENILHBIM OLIEHKAM OTJINYa-
JIUCh Pa3IMYHBIM YPOBHEM YCTOMYMBOCTH K U30JIsI-
TaMm Ptt. PacTeHus ssaMeHsT BhICEBaJIM B KOHTEHHEPHI
pasmepoM 18 X 13 X 6 cMm ¢ mouBorpyHToM “Terra Vita®”
o 12 o6pa3zuoB (1o 3 3epHa KaXabiii) B 1 KOHTeliHep B
Tpex TOBTOPHOCTAX. Bcero olieHMBaIM AeBATh pacTe-
HUI KaXa0ro oopasia K KaskoMy U30JIATY.

KynpruBupoBasim pacTeHUS B KOHTPOJHUPYEMBIX
YCIIOBUSIX KJIMMaTH4YeCcKoif KoMHaTHl Becepoccuiicko-
ro HayYHO-UCCJIeIOBATEeIbCKOTO UMHCTUTYTA 3allUThI
pacteHuii B TeueHue 10—12 mHeil mpu TeMIleparype
20—22°C ¢ ¢oronepronom 16 4 (MHTEHCUBHOCTH
oceueHus 5000 oxc)/8 4 HOYb.

WU3zonarwer Pyrenophora teres. J171s1 THOKYJISIMUA WC-
MOJIB30BAIM IO 1Ba MOHOKOHMINAJIBHBIX n30saTa Prt
u Ptm pa3HOro reorpaduyeckoro IIPOUCXOKICHUS
(tabm. 1), a Takke TUOpUAHBINA U30JAT Ptt X Ptm
(Kp-2016-15), o6HapyKeHHBII B KpaCHOIAPCKOI 10~
myJasuuy natoreHa B 2016 1. ¥ BbIOEJICHHBINA U3 JIU-
ctbeB copra CnpuHTep. JloKa3aTeabCTBO TMOPUIHOM
npupoasl nsojsita Kp-2016-15 66010 HOay4eHO METO-
nowM ITIP co cneuunanbHo pa3paboTaHHBIMU IIpaiimMe-
pamu (Poudel et al., 2017). TuOGpumHbBIA U30JIAT
Kp-2016-15 umen detblpe Mapkepa, cnelMdUYHBIX
st Ptt v Tpu — it Ptm (popMbl mmaToreHa, IoJiydyeH-
HbIX ¢ npaiimepamu Q2, Q3, Q4, Q5 u Q7, Q9, Q12,
cootBeTcTBeHHO (Mironenko et al., 2021). B IIIIP ¢
BUAOCTIeUM(pUUHBIMUA TNpaliMepamu wist Pt u Ptm,
pazpadoranHbiMu Williams et al. (2001), TuOpuaHBI
nzondar Kp-2016-15 maBan o6a IMAarHOCTUYECKUX
dparmenTa — 378 n.H. a5 Pt u 411 n.H. nus Ptm.

BoineneHne u3 MOpaXkeHHBIX JIMCTEB U pa3MHO-
KEHUE M30JIITOB IIPOBOAWIM Ha MOAU(PUIIMPOBAH-
Hoii cpene Yamneka (YJIM), conepxamieit KCL — 0.5,
KH,PO, — 0.5, MgSO, — 0.5 1, MmoueBuHYy — 1.2 T,
snakTosy — 20 r u arap-arap Kobe I (ROTH) — 17 r Ha
1 T AUCTUIITUPOBAHHONI BOIBI. [pub BhIpalIBaIN B
CTeKJISIHHBIX 4Yallukax 1on Y®-mamnamu ¢ 14-gaco-
BbIM (poTorepuoaoM npu temriepatype 18—20°C B Te-
yeHue 10—14 nHeil. MOHOKOHUIMAIBbHBIE WU3O0JISTHI
MoJIyJajau IIyTeM IIepeHOCa OTIEIbHBIX KOHUAWI Ha
MUTATEJILHYIO Cpely.

IloaroroBka MHOKYJ/IIOMAa M MHOKYJsmsA. {11 ipu-
TOTOBJIEHUSI CYCITIEH3UU KOHUIMU U30JISITOB I'puba co-
Ovpasiv ¢ TOBEpXHOCTU arapoBOi Cpelbl 1ITaTeseM, 10-
6apstst B yamky Iletpu p-p Teun 20 (0.1 ma/) B nu-
cTuuiMpoBaHHOM Boae. CycrneH3uo (UIbTpOBAIU
yepes Ba CJI0s Mapau Ui ynajieHus ¢hparMeHTOB
muneaus. KoHlleHTpaluio CycneH3un TO0BOIUIMN 10
5000 xoHumuii Ha 1 MII.

NHoxynsuio pacTeHUi NpoBOAUIN B (ha3e IByX-
TPEX JIUCThEB IMyTEM OIIPBICKMBAHMS CYCIICH3UEH MO-
HOKOHMAWAIbHBIX U30JISITOB C IIOMOIIIbIO MYyJIbBEPHU-
3aTopa 13 pacueta npumepHo (.2 MJI Ha pacTeHHUeE.

IMocne MHOKYNSIMU pacTeHUsI HAKPbIBAJIU MOJIU-
STUJIIEHOBBIMU TMaKeTaMW U OCTaBJSIIM Ha 48 4 mpu
temreparype 20—22°C 6e3 cBeta. Yepes 2 mHSI MHOKY-
JIMPOBaHHbIE pacTeHUsI MOMeIIalu IO CBETOyCTa-
HOBKU C 16 4 (hoTOMEpHOIOM U BIIAXKHOCTBHIO BO3IyXa
60—70%.

Onenka ycroitymBocti. Turbl peakiuii mpopocT-
KOB OLICHMBaJIM Ha BTOpPOM JIMCTe 4yepe3 10—12 mHeit
ocjie MHOKYISIIUM usojsiramu Pt mo 10-0amipHOM
mkane Tekay3sa (puc. 1) v 1o AeBATUOAIIBHOM 1IKaie
(puc. 2) nociyie 3apaxeHust usojsartamu Prm. Tun pe-
aKIIMK IIPOPOCTKOB Ha 3apakeHHWe TMOPUIHBIM U30-
asToM Pttt X Ptm onipenessijiu ¢ UCTIOJIb30BaHUEM 00e-
UX IIKaJ, PyKOBOJCTBYSICbh TUIIOM IIPOSIBIEHUSI 0O-
JIE3HU Ha JTUCThIX suMeHs: (1) xapakTepHbIX mjis Prt,
(2) nnst Ptm u (3) cMeliaHHbIi Ty (Tad. 2).

Turmer peakuynu ycroitunBoctH (R) Kak K Prt, Tak u
K Ptm XapakTepU30BaJIMCh TOSIBICHUEM MEJIKUX He
YBEJINYMBAIOIIMNXCS MITeH 0e3 xyopo3a (bamiel 1-5),
Oannel ot 1 mo 3.5 xapakTepusyioT 0Opas3ibl TIMEHS
kak BbeicokoyctoituuBbie (HR). TTopaxeHust, kiiaccu-
¢umupoBaHHBIE KaK YMEPEHHO BOCIPUUMYMUBEIC
(MR) x obenm cdopmam rpuda, uMean HEOOJbIINE
XJIOPO3bI, OKpyXKamwlue mgrHa (6aut 5.1—6.9). Ha
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Puc. 1. [lIkana nyst ygera Tumna peakiiu Ha 3apaxkeHue Bo3oynutenem Pyrenophora teres f. teres (Tekauz, 1985).

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

Puc. 2. lllkama mis yyera TvMma peakuuMM Ha 3apaxkeHue BosoyautesieM Pyrenophora teres f. maculata (https://www.hut-
ton.ac.uk/sites/default/files/files/events/IWBLB/Poster-Tekauz.pdf, nata o6pamenust — 11.05.2022).

BOCIIPUMMYMBLIX (S) 0Opa3nax MsTHa yBEIUINBAIOT-
cs ¥ CIIMBAIOTCSI, XJIOPO3 MOXET MOKPHIBATH BCIO JIN-
CTOBYIO IUIACTUHKY M HPUBOAUTH K TMOEIU JHUCTHEB
(6annbl 7—10 nns Pt u 7-9 nna Ptm) (Tekauz, 1985).

PE3YJIBTATHI U OBCYXIEHMWE
Turel peakiyy 00pa3loB TUMEHS K u3oasaram Pt
u Ptm mipencrasieHsl B Ta6i. 2. Ilpm omnpeneneHumn
COOTBETCTBUSI THUIIOB peaklLMii K pa3HbIM M30JdTaM

MUKOJIOTHUA U GUTOIATOJIOTIUA

ToM 57  Ne 1

knaccbl MR u S 661N 0O0BEIMHEHBI B KJIACC BOCITPU-
UMUYUBBIX (6asutel 5.1—10).

Pacnipenenenue no ycToiunMBOCTH K U3oJisiTaM Prt,
Ptm v tmbpumHoMy nsonsaty Ptt X Ptm nipencTaBiIeHO
Ha puc. 3. HeGoblioe KonyecTBO 00pa3lioB sYMEHS
ObLIIM YCTOMYMBBI KaK K TUOPUIHOMY U30JISITY, TaK U
KO BceM m3onaraM Pttt u Ptm (5.6%) (puc. 3). Tonbko
yeTbipe obpasia (1%) ycTOMYMBEIX K U3oasataM Pt u
Ptm, okazamnch BOCTPUMMYUBBIMA K TUOPUTHOMY
n30JIATYy Ptt X Ptm, TIpU 3TOM CUMIITOMBI Ha IBYX 00-

2023
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JJAIINHA u np.

Ta6muna 2. O1ieHKa YCTOMYMBOCTY T€HOTUIIOB sSTYMEHS K uzonsitaM Prt, Ptm v Ptt X Ptm

Ne

MoHOKOHUIMATEHEIE U30JISITHI

Karajora [TpoucxoxneHue PsamHOCTB Pim pit PuGpun Pit > Pim
sHr fm.482 | 113 S18 FI8  |Kp-2016-15 “ﬁgﬁ‘;ﬁ;ﬁ;‘e
Tun peakinu (6aut)/KaTeropusi yCTOMYMBOCTU

2589 Y3bexkuctan 6 33/HR |[2.3/HR |1.5/HR |2.3/HR |1/HR (1) teres
2710 Kazaxcran 6 H/I 2/HR 3.8/R 6/MR 4/R (1) teres
2893 TypkmeHucran 6 2/HR 1/HR 2.5/HR |H/n 3/HR (1) teres
2946 Poccus (KpacHosipck) 2 2.7/HR |3.3/HR |7/S 5/R 1.3/HR (1) teres
3114 Tamxukucran 6 H/I 2.8/HR [6.8/MR |6.7/MR |3/HR (2) mac
3267 CeBepHast AMeprKa 6 H/I 3.3/HR [6/MR 6.3/MR |5/R (2) mac
4071 MoHnronust 6 H/I 1.5/HR |8.5/S 3.5/HR |4.8/R (2) mac
5059 TypkmeHucTaH 2 3.5/HR [2.3/HR |2/HR H/I 2/HR (1) teres
5208 ABcTpanust 2 3/HR 1.7/HR  |2.8/HR |2/HR 2.3/HR (2) mac
5900 TypkMeHUCTaH 6 2.5/HR |1/HR 1.8/HR |3/HR 1/HR (1) teres
5909 «©r 6 2.5/HR |2/HR 5/R 4.7/R 1.5/HR (2) mac
6889 Typuus 2 4/R 2.3/HR |6/MR 6.7/ MR |1.5/HR (2) mac
6891 ©r 2 7/S 2.8/HR |5/R 7/S 6/MR (1) teres
6909 «©r 6 7/S 2.5/HR |5.3/MR |6.7/MR |4.5/R (3) mac/t
7471 Mekcuka 6 6.7/MR |2.5/HR |3/HR 2.7/HR |5.3/MR (3) mac/t
7623 Cupus 6 2/HR 1.7/HR  |9/S 6.3/MR |5.7/MR (3) mac/t
8376 Kump 6 5.3/MR |[2.3/HR [6.5/MR |[6/MR 5.7/ MR (3) mac/t
8723 Dduonus 6 7/S 1.5/HR |9/S 6/MR 3.3/HR (3) mac/t
8780 Hramus 6 7/S 3.3/HR |7.5/S 3.3/HR |2.3/HR (3) mac/t
8787 «©r 6 7/S 3/HR 7.8/S 4.3/R 3/HR (1) teres
8812 «©r 6 4/R 2.3/HR |[4.3/R 2/HR 2/HR (1) teres
8835 “r 6 4/R 2/HR 3/HR 6/MR 5.5/MR (3) mac/t
8852 Eruner 6 4/R 3/HR 6.8/MR |7/S 4/R (1) teres
8877 Hcnanus 6 2.3/HR [4/R 6.5/MR |4.3/R 3/HR (1) teres
8953 Typuus 2 6/MR 2/HR 3/HR 6/MR 2.3/HR (3) mac/t
8977 ©r 2 5/R 2.5/HR |2.3/HR |5.3/MR |5.3/MR (3) mac/t
9004 “r 2 5/R 3/HR 1.3/HR |4.3/R 5.5/MR (3) mac/t
9254 Tamxukucran 6 3/HR 3.3/HR [4/R 5/R H/I H/I

9264 V36ekucraH 6 H/I 6.7/MR |1.3/HR 1.3/HR |4.5/R (2) mac
9308 TypkMeHUCTaH 6 3/HR 1.3/HR |2/HR 3.3/HR [2.3/HR (2) mac
10095 “r 6 H/I 2/HR 55/MR [13/HR [4/R (2) mac
10106 «©r 6 5/R 2.7/HR |1.§/HR |2.3/HR |4.3/R (2) mac
11011 AnoHus 6 2/HR 3/HR 2/HR 3/HR H/I H/A

11031 «©r 6 23/HR |2.7/HR [1.3/HR [53/MR [2.3/HR (3) mac/t
11777 Keipreizcran 2 2/HR 3/HR 1.3/HR 3.7/R 1.3/HR (2) mac

MUKOJIOI'UA U PUTOMNATOJIOIMA  tom 57  Ne 1 2023
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MOHOKOHUANATBHBIE U30JISTHI
o
KaT]:J;OFa ITpoucxoxnenue PsinHOCTB Pim P TuGpun Pt > Pim
Bup fm.482 | 113 S18 FI$ |Kp-2016-15 “ggi‘;ﬁi‘:{;‘e
11993 «©r 6 6.3/ MR |4/R 6/MR 4/R 5/R (2) mac
12023 “©r 6 7.7/S 3.5/HR |3.5/HR [3.7/R 2.7/HR (2) mac
14679 Poccus (Tysa) 6 6.3/MR |2.5/HR |2.3/HR |6/MR 3/HR (2) mac
14931 Tamxukucran 6 6.5/MR |4.5/R 7.8/S 6/MR 2/HR (1) teres
14936 “r 6 8/S 3.5/HR |2.3/HR |[6/MR 2.3/HR (2) mac
14959 “r 6 7.5/S 2.7/HR |2.3/HR |5.7/MR |4.7/R (2) mac
15355 ABcTpanmst 6 8.7/S 33/HR |3.5/HR [4.3/R 6/MR (2) mac
15811 Kwuraii 6 7/S 6/MR 5.8/ MR |(2.3/HR |[2.3/HR (2) mac
15812 «©r 6 3/HR 6/MR 5/R 2.5/HR |2/HR (2) mac
15864 «©r 6 2/HR 3/HR 4.8/R 6/MR 4.3/R (2) mac
16468 TypKkMeHUCTaH 6 7.5/S 4/R 6.3/MR |3.3/HR |3/HR (2) mac
17939 Y3b6ekuctan 6 7/S 6.5/MR |53/MR |6.3/MR |3/HR (2) mac
18677 Kanana 6 6/MR 1.5/HR [4.3/R 3.3/HR |6/MR (2) mac
18716 «©r 6 3/HR 2.8/HR |5/R 3.7/R 5.3/ MR (2) mac
18728 «©r 6 2/HR 3.7/R 4.5/R 1.3/HR [5.7/MR (2) mac
18755 «©r 6 3.7/R 3.7/R 4.5/R 4.3/R 2.7/HR (2) mac
18760 a | CILIA 6 2/HR 2/HR 2/HR 1.5/HR |2.3/HR (2) mac
19182 “r 6 3.7/R 4/R 2/HR 1.3/HR |1.3/HR (1) teres
19282 “r 6 7/S 4/R 5.3/MR |4/R 3.3/HR (2) mac
19393 ABcTpanus 2 2.3/HR |2/HR 2/HR 3/HR 4.7/R (2) mac
19395 “r 6 7/S 2/HR 3/HR 5/R 2.3/HR (1) teres
19934 YkpaunHa 2 7/S 3.3/HR [5.5/MR |8.3/S 6/MR (2) mac
19979 Dduonus 2 3/HR 33/HR |[2.3/HR |2/HR 1/HR (1) teres
20001 «©r 6 7/S 2.3/HR |6/MR 4.3/R 4.7/R (3) mac/t
20127 «©r 6 5.5/MR [2.5/HR |3/HR 3.3/HR |4/R (2) mac
20165 «©r 2 5/R 6/MR 3/HR 6/MR 1.3/HR (1) teres
20179 «©r 2 2/HR 3.3/HR |2/HR 5/HR 2/HR (2) mac
20249 SroHust 6 2.3/HR |2/HR 2.5/HR |3.5/HR |4/R (2) mac
20497 «©r 6 1.7/HR |2/HR 3.3/HR |3/HR 5/R (2) mac
21472 «©r 6 4.7/R 1.5JHR |3.5/HR |2.3/HR |3.3/HR (2) mac
21538 bonuBus 6 1.3/HR 3.3/HR |3/HR H/I 2/HR (1) teres
21576 BKBagop 6 6.3/ MR |3.7/R 3.3/HR |7.7/S 2.7/HR (1) teres
21850 Dduonus 6 7/S 5.8/MR [4.8/R 5/R 2/HR (1) teres
22836 ABcTpanust 2 6.3/MR [3.3/HR |4.3/R H/I 4.7/R (1) teres
23874 Dduonus 6 4/R 7.5/S 2/HR 5/R 4.5/R (1) teres
25274 «©r 2 5/R 35/HR |[2.3/HR |2.5/HR |3.8/R (2) mac
MHUKOJIOTUA U PUTOMNATOJIOIUA  tom 57 Ne 1 2023
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Ta6smua 2. OkoHUaHUE

JJAIINHA u np.

MOHOKOHUINATBHBIC N30JISIThI
0
KaTﬁora ITpoucxoxnenue PsinHOCTB Pim i Tubpun Pt > Pim
Bup fm. 482 | 113 S18 FI8  |Kp-2016-15 “ﬁgﬁii‘;‘ge
25283 CIIOA 6 57/MR |[5.3/MR |[3.3/HR |[2.3/HR |[2/HR (1) teres
26110 V36ekucran 6 H/I 3/HR 2/HR 3.5/HR |[4/R (2) mac
26180 Poccust (CtaBpomnoJib) 2 H/I 1.3/HR |6.3/MR |5.5/MR |6.7/MR (2) mac
26338 Ykpauna 2 6.7/ MR |1.8/HR |6.7/MR |8/S 4/R (3) mac/t
29268 Poccus (Bypsitust) 2 2.5/HR |9/S 3.3/HR |7.7/S 4.3/R (2) mac
29334 Poccust (HoBocubupck) 2 H/I 5/R 2.5/HR |6.7/MR |2.3/HR (1) teres
29700 CIIA 6 H/I 4/R 8.3/S 6.3/MR |[2.3/HR (2) mac
29720 Dduonus 2 6/MR 3/HR 4.3/R 7/8 5.7/MR (2) mac
30311 Poccust (Camapa) 2 4.3/R 3.5/HR 1.5/HR |8.8/S 5.3/ MR (3) mac/t
30408 Kanana 6 4/R 5/R 2.8/HR |3/HR 4.3/R (2) mac
30616 Yexust 2 3/HR 3/HR 8.8/S 8.7/S 5.8/MR (2) mac
30617 “r 2 5.7/ MR |[1/R 8.5/S 7/8 2.7/HR (2) mac
NDB 112 | CLLIA 6 5/R 5/R 3/HR 3.7/R 6/MR (3) mac/t
26959 «“r 6 5/R 5.3/MR |[3.8/R 2/HR 2.3/HR (2) mac
C.19214 |Kopes 6 2/HR 3/HR 5.5/MR [1.3/HR [4/R (3) mac/t

TTpumeuanue. Bamibl 1—3.5 cootBeTCTBYIOT BhIcOKOM yeToiturBocTh (HR) Kk uzomnsitam Pt vt Prm;, 3.6—5.0 — yeroituuBoct (R), 5.1—6.9 — cpen-
Heit ycroitunBoct (MR), 7—10 — BocipuumuuBocTH (S); H/O — HeT JaHHbIX; (1) feres — Ha IMCThIX MPU3HAKKU net-(popMsbl; (2) mac — Ha
JIMCThSIX TIpU3HAKU Spot-opmbl; (3) mac/t — Ha TUCTHSIX MPU3HAKY IBYX (hOpM rpuoda.

pasiax K-18728 u k-18716 npossBUIIKCH B BUIE SPOt-
¢dopmbl, a Ha nByx apyrux k-9004 u NDB-112 cme-
IIaHHOTO TUIIA, KaK net-, Tak 1 spot-opmel (Tadit. 2).

Cpeny BLICOKOYCTOMYMBEIX K U3oisitaM Pit i Ptm
n tubpugHomy wuzoyary (HR, tumer peaknmm 11—
3.5 6anmna) Belmeauuck copta: Tifang (k-18760a), Fox
(k-19182), Kaikei 22 (k-20249), Cowra 37 (xk-5208) 1 06-
pasubl K-2589, k-5059, k-5900, k-9308, k-11777, k-
19979 u k-21538 (Tabja. 2). DTU reHOTUINBl SYMEHS
MPEICTABIISIOT LIEHHBIM UCXOMHBIN MaTepya sl ce-
JISKIIMM Ha YCTOWYMBOCTH K ABYM (opMaM BO30OyIU-
TeJIsI CeTYATOM MATHUCTOCTH.

ITpuMepHO OIMHAKOBOE KOJMYECTBO OOpa3lioB
0Ka3aJIOCh YCTOMYMBBIM K u3oJsataM Pritu Ptm (22.6 n
24.7%), TakKe Kak K U30jsaTaM Ptt, THOpUIHOMY U30-
aary (16.9%), Ptm n tubpugHoMy uzonary (18.1%)
(puc. 3). IIpu aToM BeicOKOI1 ycToiunBocThio (HR) k
n3oiaTaM Ptm XxapaKTepru30BaJIOCh TIOUYTH B ABa pasa
0oJblliee KOJUYECTBO U3YYEHHBIX TEHOTUIIOB STUMeE-
H{I, 9eM K u3ojsaTtaM Ptt. [1pu cpaBHEeHUH TUTIOB peak-
i 00pa3oB TIMEHS K n3oidaram Ptt i Ptm He3aBu-
CHMO OT UX MPOUCXOXIECHUS TOJBKO 8.8% 006pasiioB
OBUIM YCTOMUYMBEI K 00euM ¢opMmaM P. feres (puc. 3),
13 HUX paBHOE KOJINYeCTBO 33.9% — MIeCTUPSIHBIX 1
33.3% nBypsimHbIX (Tab. 2). B mpeacraBieHHOI BbI-

MUKOJIOI'A U PUTOIIATOJIIOTUA

oopke uzosatoB Ptt, Ptm u Ptt X Ptm oTCyTCTBOBaJIU
BUPYJICHTHBIE K OTHUM U TeM ke copTaM. HeBbicokue
3HAUYEHUS COBNAJAIOIINX TUTIOB PeaKlMy BOCIIPUUM-
yuBocTH K Ptt 1 Ptm (0.3%) 0ObsiICHSIETCST M3HAYATIb-
HOIi MOAOOPKOII TeHOTUIIOB SIYMEHSI C YCTOMYMBO-
CTBIO K Pff. DTUM Xe 00BbsSICHSIeTCI U HEOOJIBIIIOE KO-
JINYECTBO TEHOTUIIOB, BOCIIPUUMUYMBBIX K U30JIITaM
Pt vt ycroituuBbIx K Ptm — 1.2% (puc. 3).

W3ydyeHue BUPYJIEHTHOCTH TUOPUIHOTO U30JITa K
HaGopy 13 86 COPTOB 1 0OPA3LIOB SUMEHS MTOKA3aJIO0,
g0 TMOpun Ptt X Ptm oTndasncst MeHbIIIEH arpecCcuB-
HOCTBIO: CpeIHUil OaJlyT MOpaXeHUs COCTaBIsLIT 3.6,
Torma Kak cpeqHuii mist Pt — 4.4 n 3.9 mna Prm. B 3a-
BUCUMOCTHU OT I'€HOTHMIA SYMEHS IPOSIBISJIMCH TPU
TUTIA CUMIITOMOB 00JIC3HU IIPY MHOKYJISILIUY TUOPU/I -
HBIM M30a9TOM Ptt X Ptm: Ha 25 TeHOTHITaX TUYMEHS
CUMIITOMBI 00J1€3HM OBLIU TUITUYHBIMU 151 U30JISITOB
Prt, na 45 obpasuax — g Prm, a Ha 16 oGpasuax
BCTPEYAIMCh CMEIIaHHblE CHUMITOMBI, MMEIOIINE
MpU3HAKM KaK Spot- Tak u net-¢popMal (TadJI. 2).

B T1a6x. 3 mpuBeneHbl Ko3(hPUIIMEHTHI KOPPEIIs-
LUU MeXIy usonsitamu Prt, Ptm u rubpugom Ptt X Ptm
110 X BUPYJIECHTHOCTH K MCCJIEAyeMOMY HabOpy reHO-
TUNOB sSuMeHs. Ciabast KoppeJsinusl BbIsIBIIEHA IPU
CpaBHEHUU TUITOB peaklMii K u3ojistam Pt u Ptm, co-
Ne 1
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Puc. 3. Pacnpenenerue o yCTOMYMBOCTH K u3ositaM Ptt, Ptm v tubpuaHomy uzonsty Prt X Ptm B KoiieKuuu u3 86 reHOTUIIOB
sumeHs: R Ptt + Ptm — ycToilumBBbIe TEHOTUITHI KO BceM m3ossitam Pif u Ptm; HR Ptt + Ptm — BBICOKOYCTOMYMBBIE TEHOTUITHI KO
BceM usojsataM Prt v Ptm; R Ptt + S Ptm — ycToitduBbIe TeHOTHITBI K M30JIsITaM Pff 1 BOCIIpMMMYMBbBIE K n3ossitaM Ptm; R Ptm + S
Ptt — ycToityuBbIe TEHOTUIIBI K U30JIITaM Ptm 1 BOCIIpUUMYMBBIE K u3ositaM Prt; R Ptt — ycTOIUMBBIE TeHOTUIIBI K U30JIsITaM Prt;
HR Ptt — BBICOKOYCTOIYMBBIE TEHOTUITHI K U3ositaM Ptt; R Ptm — ycroitunBble TeHOTUITHI K n3onsitaM Prm; HR Ptm — BbICOKO-
YCTOMYMBBIE TEHOTUIIBI K U3ositaM Prm; R Pt + Ptt X Ptm — yCTOYMBBIE T€HOTUITBI K M30J1sITaM Pt u rubpuaHoMy uU3onsity Prt X
Ptm; HR Ptt + Ptt X Ptm — BBICOKOYCTOMYMBBIC TEHOTUIBI K U30JIsITaM Ptt u rubpuaHomy uzonsity Pit X Ptm; R Ptm + Ptt X Ptm —
YCTOMYMBBIC TEHOTUIHI K M30Is1TaM Ptm 1 rubpunHoMy uzonary Prt X Ptm; HR Ptm + Ptt X Ptm — BBICOKOYCTOIYMBbBIE T€HOTUITBI
K u3onstaM Ptm v rubpuagHoMy usonsrty Pit X Ptm; R Ptt + Ptm + Ptt X Ptm — ycTOWYMBbBIE TEHOTHUIIBI K U30JsTtaM Ptt, Ptm u
rubpunHoMy usoisity Pit X Ptm; HR Ptt + Ptm + Ptt X Ptm — BbICOKOYCTOMYMBEIE TEHOTUIHI K U30JisiTaM Ptt, Ptm i TMOpUIHOMY

nsonsry Pt X Ptm.

OpaHHBIX Ha omHOM TItojle B KpacHomapckom Kpae
(0.36), uzonsaroB Ptt u3 Kpacnomapa u PecryGiuku
Bbenapycsk (0.27), a Takxke uzonsaToB Ptt u3 Pecryosiu-
ku benapyce u Ptm u3 1. Kpacuonapa (0.24). Ocranb-
HbIe 3HAaYCHUS KO3(DPUIIMESHTOB KOPPEISILIMU JEMOH -
CTPUPOBAJIU OYEHbD CJ1a0YIO MOJOXUTEIbHYIO WU OT-
puLaTeJIbHYIO Koppesinio (Tadir. 3).

B nureparype mmeercst 60JbI10i1 00beM MHPOP-
MAaLIU MO pe3yJibTaTaM U3y4eHUs] U3MEHUYUBOCTH I10-
nyiasuii Bo3oynutenst P, feres f. teres (Gupta, Lough-
man, 2001; Serenius, 2006; Serenius et al., 2007; Afa-
nasenko et al., 2009; Koladia et al., 2016; Richards et al.,
2016; Wallwork et al., 2016; Akhavan et al., 2016) 1 BbI-
SIBJICHVSI HCTOYHUKOB U JOHOPOB YCTOMUNBOCTHU K 60~

ne3nu (Jalli et al., 2000; Novokazi et al., 2019; Daba
etal., 2019; Rozanova et al., 2019). B oTrHomeHUN"
P. teres f. maculata B mocieqHue roabl TakKKe MOSIBU-
JIUCH CBEIEHUST 00 yCTOMYMBOCTU COPTOB U JIMHUIA ST4-
MeHs K 3Toii popme rpuba (Williams et al., 2003;
Neupane et al., 2015; Tamang et al., 2015; Wang et al.,
2015; Celik Oguz et al., 2017; Gyawali et al., 2019).
YcroitunBocTh K Pt v Ptm HaxoauTcs oA pa3HbIM Te-
HeTUYeCKUM KOHTpoJjieM (Manninen et al., 2006; Gre-
wal et al., 2008, 2012; Burlacoti et al., 2017). B padote
Manninen et al. (2006), reH Rpt5, KOHTPOIUPYIOLINIA
BBICOKYIO YCTOMUYMBOCTh K Ptf, y obpasua u3s D¢puo-
nuu CI 9819 (k-25274) ObLI JIOKaTM30BaH HA XpOMO-
coMme 6H, a reH Rpt6, neTEpMUHUPYIOLINI YCTONYM-

Taomuna 3. KoadduureHTsl Koppeasinuu Mexny usojsatamu Prt, Ptm n rubpunom Ptt X Ptm 1o UX BUPYJICHTHOCTH K MCCJIe-
JyeMOMY HaGopy TeHOTUIIOB STUMEHS

F.m. 48.2 Ptm
M30agThI 11.3 Ptm benapych KpacHozap F18 Prt benapych S18 Ptt KpacHonap
F.m. 48.2 Ptm KpacHoaap 0.0272
F18 Ptt Benapych —0.0689 0.2443
S18 Pt KpacHonap —0.0972 0.3557 0.2674
Tubpun Pit X Ptm —0.1851 0.0197 0.1995 —0.0419

ITpumeuanune. 3HaueHMe 10 0.2 COOTBETCTBYET OYEHB CJIa0o0ii, 1o 0.5 — c1aboit KOppEIaini.

MUKOJIOTHUA U GUTOIATOJIOTIUA
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BOCTb K Pfm Ha xpoMmocome SH. B Hamux nccnenoBa-
HUSX 3TOT 00pa3ell TaKKe IIPOSIBUIT YCTOMYNBOCTD KO
BCEM U3YUYECHHBIM U3oJjisitaM Prt, Ptm u Ptt X Ptm. Ilpn
5TOM CUMIITOMBI IIPY MHOKYJISILIUY TUOPUIHBIM HU30-
JIITOM TIPOSIBUJIMCH KaK XapaKTepHbIe I Ptm.

HauGonee BeposATHOII TUITOTE301 CYIIECTBOBAHMS
U30JITOB P. teres, coueTaloniux B CBOEM TeHOMEe Map-
Kepbl Pft u Ptm, 9BaseTCcs MOJ0Bast WIM COMAaTHYE-
cKasl TMOpuau3anus MexXIy OIByMsi (popMaMu rpuda
MPpU UX COBMECTHOM CYIIIECTBOBAaHUU Ha ITOCEBaXx ST4-
MEHsI, JIMOO CYIIECTBOBaHME TpeThbeil (BO3MOXKHO,
MIPENKOBOI1) (hOPMBI, COYETAIOIIECH TeHeTUIECKIIT Ma-
tepuan P. teres. f. teres u P. teres f. maculata (Mironenko
et al., 2021).

Iloka MBI MOXEM TOJBKO IIPEAIIOIOXUTh, YTO
MPOSIBJIEHNE CUMITTOMOB ITPA WHOKYJISILIMA THUOPUI-
HBIM U30JIITOM 3aBUCUT OT T€HOTHIIA SUYMEHSI, BJIUS-
IOIIETO Ha BDKCIPECCHUIO OIpeaeeHHBIX TeHOB-3(-
(exTOopoB IaroreHa.

SAKJIIOYEHHME

BriepBbie Ha 0OJIBIIION BEIOOPKE COPTOB U 0Opa3-
1IOB SIYMEHSI TIPOBEIEHO CPaBHUTEIbLHOE M3y4YeHUE
BUPYJICHTHOCTA M3O0JISITOB IBYX (phopM BO30OymuTES
CeTYyaTou IMSATHUCTOCTU U TMOpuaHoro usossrta. Ilo-
JIydeHHbIe JaHHbIE CBUIETEILCTBYIOT, UTO B OOJIb-
IIMHCTBE CIy9aeB M30JISITHL Pfm OTIMYAIOTCS II0 BU-
PYJEHTHOCTHU OT U30JSITOB Ptt, a THOPUIHBIN U30JISIT
Pt X Ptm — u ot Ptt, v oT Ptm. BriepBble BBISIBIICHBI
YCTOIUMBEIE M BBICOKOYCTOMYMBBIE OTHOBPEMEHHO
KO BCEM U3y4YEeHHBIM u3oJsitaM Ptt, Ptm v rmOpuaHo-
My U30JATy Pft X Ptm TeHOTUMBI STYMEHSI, KOTOpbIe
MPEICTABISIIOT LIEHHBIIA MCXOMHBIN MaTepHal IJIsl Ce-
JIEKIIUM Ha YCTOMYMBOCTb K ABYM (hopMaM BO30yIu-
TEJISI CETYATOM MSATHUCTOCTH.

Pabota BeImoiHEHA TTpU (DPUHAHCOBOM MOIIEPXKKE
rpanta PODU (Ne 20-516-00007 ben_a).
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Barley net blotch is an economically important disease. The causative agent is an ascomycete, Pyrenophora teres,
which exists in two forms: P. teres f. teres (Ptt) and P. teres f. maculata (Ptm), which differ in their symptoms on
barley plants. These two forms are easily crossed in laboratory conditions with the formation of fertile offspring,
however, it is extremely difficult to prove the hybrid nature of fungal isolates, sometimes found in natural popu-
lations of the pathogen and bearing signs of both forms. In 2020, we first identified Ptt X Ptm hybrids in natural
populations of P. teres in Krasnodar Region in isolates collected in 2016. The aim of the studies was to compare
the virulence of two Prt isolates, two Prm isolates of different origin and a hybrid isolate Ptt X Ptm to a wide set of
barley genotypes from the VIR collection pre-selected for Prf resistance, to determine variability of the virulence
trait in the hybrid isolate and characterize resistance to both forms of the fungus and hybrid. Depending on the
barley genotype, 3 types of disease symptoms were manifested upon inoculation with the Pt X Ptm hybrid isolate:
(1) similar to Prt, (2) similar to Prm, and (3) a mixed type. Apparently, the manifestation of symptoms after in-
oculation with the hybrid isolate depends on the barley genotype influencing the expression of certain pathogen
effector genes. It was shown that in most cases Prm isolates differ in virulence from Ptt isolates to the same barley
genotypes, and the Pt X Ptm hybrid isolate from both Ptf and Ptm. On average, the Ptt X Ptm hybrid isolate was
less aggressive than the Pt and Ptm isolates. A comparison of the types of responses of barley genotypes to all
studied isolates of Pt and Ptm revealed 8.8% of genotypes resistant to both forms of P. teres and 5.6% to Ptt, Ptm
and the hybrid isolate Ptt X Ptm. The virulence of natural hybrid between two forms of P. feres Ptt X Ptm was stud-
ied for the first time. The barley genotypes resistant to the two forms of the net blotch are valuable source of re-
sistance for barley breeding.

Keywords: barley, hybrid form (net X spot), net blotch, net-form, Pyrenophora teres, resistance, spot-form, viru-
lence
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