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AHTUTPUBHASA AKTUBHOCTb BbITAXKW NTUCTbEB BPYCHUKWA B OTHOLLEHWUX BO3BYAUTENA
FHUNKU 3EMNAHWKU RHIZOPUS STOLONIFER

Lens uccnedosaHus — usy4yumb aHmuepubHele ceolicmea 600HOU 6bIMSXKKU UCMbES BPyCHUKU
Vaccinium vitis-idaea L. 8 omHoweHuu 8036ydumens meky4el eHunu 3emnaHuku Rhizopus stolonifer
Vuillemin (1902). B ka4yecmee nokazamens aHmuepubHoU akmugHOCMU UChO/b308asiUu CHUXEHUE npo-
pacmaHus cnop R. stolonifer @ npucymemeuu ebImsxKu 1UCMbe8 BPYCHUKU OMHOCUMESTbHO KOHMPOIA.
Luana3oH koHueHmpauul ebimsxku cocmasnsn om 0,53 0o 67,5 2/n @ nepecyeme Ha cyxol nucm b6pyc-
HUKU, obuwjee Yucro eapuaHmos KOHUeHmpayul 8bIMSXKU paeHO 8. YcmaHosneHo, Ymo ebimsixka fu-
cmbeg b6pyCHUKU Cmamucmu4yecku 3Ha4yuMo CHuUxXaem npopacmaHue cnop R. stolonifer yxe e KOHUeH-
mpauuu 0,53 2/n 8 nepecyeme Ha cyxoll nucm. 3asucumocmes aHMu2pubHo20 aghghekma om KOHUEH-
mpayuu 8bIMSXXKU HOCUM Xapakmep Kpugol C HacbIeHUeM C 8bIX0OOOM Ha niamo 8 palioHe KOHUEH-
mpauyuu 17 2/n 8 nepecdyeme Ha cyxol nucm. 3ma Kpusasi Moxem bbimb adekeamHo (koaghgpuyueHm
demepmuHauuu R? = 0,997) onucaHa cymmoll dgyx noaucmudeckux gyHkyul. lepeas yHKyus coom-
gemcmeyem gewecmsy, omgevarowemy 3a eubesnb 6onee yem 60 % cnop epuba. Teopemuyeckasi KOH-
ueHmpauyus 8bImsxKu, npu kKomopol npoucxodum aubesib NOM0BUHbI yKa3aHHO20 yucna cnop, 0ns O0aH-
Ho20 gewecmea cocmaensem 0,54 2/n 8 nepecyeme Ha cyxol nucm. Bmopas ¢yHkuus coomeemcmey-
em sewjecmsy, omeevarowemy 3a aubesnb 6onee yem 20 % cnop epuba. Teopemuyeckasi KOHUEHMpPayus
8bIMSKKU, NPU KOmMOopoU npoucxodum aubesnb NOM08UHbI yka3aHHO20 Yucnia chop, 0nsi 0aHHO20 gewecm-
ga cocmaensiem 8,23 2/l 8 nepecyeme Ha cyxol nucm. HecMompsi Ha SPKO 8bIpaxeHHbIl aHmu2pubHol
aghghekm ebIMKKU fiucma 6pyCcHUKU, Oaxe MakcumarbHas uchbimaHHasi KoHueHmpauus (67,5 a/n e ne-
pecyeme Ha cyxou nucm) He obecneyqusana 100 % aubenb cnop R. stolonifer. Ha ocHosaHuu pe3ynbma-
mos uccrnedosaHus MOXHO pekomeHA08amb 800HYI0 8bIMSIKKY nucma OpyCHUKU 8 Kayecmee AoNOsHU-
mesibH020 KOMNoHeHma npenapamog 05151 6opbbbi ¢ R. stolonifer.

Knroyeeble cnosa: Rhizopus stolonifer, eHunb 3emnsHuku, Vaccinium vitis-idaea, ebimsxka u3 nu-
cmbes, aHmuapubHol aghghekm.
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LINGONBERRY EXTRACTING LEAVES ANTIFUNGAL ACTIVITY AGAINST THE STRAWBERRY ROT
AGENT RHIZOPUS STOLONIFER

The aim of research is to study the antifungal properties of the water extract of the leaves of the
lingonberry Vaccinium vitis-idaea L. against the causative agent of flowing strawberry rot Rhizopus
stolonifer Vuillemin (1902). The decrease in spore germination of R. stolonifer in the presence of extract of
lingonberry leaves relative to control was used as an indicator of antifungal activity. The concentration
range of the extract was from 0.53 to 67.5 g/l in terms of dry lingonberry leaf; the total number of options
for extract concentrations was 8. It was found that the extract of lingonberry leaves statistically significantly
reduces the germination of R. stolonifer spores already at a concentration of 0.53 g/l in terms of dry leaf.
The dependence of the antifungal effect on the extract concentration has the character of a curve with sat-
uration, reaching a plateau at a concentration of 17 g/l in terms of dry leaf. This curve can be adequately
(coefficient of determination R? = 0.997) described by the sum of two logistic functions. The first function
corresponds to the substance responsible for the death of more than 60 % of the spores of the fungus.
The theoretical concentration of the extract, at which the death of half of the indicated number of spores
occurs, for a given substance is 0.54 g/l in terms of dry leaf. The second function corresponds to the sub-
stance responsible for the death of more than 20 % of the spores of the fungus. The theoretical given sub-
stance is 8.23 g/l in terms of dry leaf. Despite the pronounced antifungal effect of the lingonberry leaf draw-
ing, even the maximum tested concentration (67.5 g/l in terms of dry leaf) did not ensure 100 % death of
R. stolonifer spores. Based on the results of the study, it is possible to recommend an aqueous extract of
lingonberry leaves as an additional component of preparations for the control of R. stolonifer.

Keywords: Rhizopus stolonifer, strawberry rot, Vaccinium vitis-idaea, extract from leaves, antifungal ef-
fect.

BeepgeHue. MuuenuansHbin rpub  Rhizopus  Tpebutens, Ha CErofHSILHUA MOMEHT He yBeHYa-
stolonifer Vuillemin (1902) (otaen Zygomycota, nucb ycnexom. B aToit cBA3u 3apyGexHbiMu UC-
knacc Zygomycetes, nopsgok Mucorales, cemei-  CriefoBaTensmMm paccMaTpuBaloTCs aNbTepHaTuB-
cTB0 Mucoraceae) sBnsieTcst ogHUM M3 Hambonee Hble Metodbl Gopebbl ¢ R. stolonifer. Tak, B
pacnpocTpaHeHHbIX BO30OyauTenei rHunen npu  pabote [5] NMPOLEMOHCTPUPOBAHA BbLICOKAS aHTM-
XpaHeHU! NNOLOOBOLLHON Npoaykumn. bnarogaps  rpubHas akTMBHOCTb AKCTpaKTOB Bypoit BOAOPOCHM
(hOpMMPOBaHMIO CTOMOHOB, rpub cnocobeH k 6bICT-  Laminaria digitata B OTHOWweHWn R. stolonifer.
poil KONMOHM3aLuu cybeTpaTtos, YTo genaeT ero og- B pabote [6] paccMoTpeHa BO3MOXHOCTb 60pb0bI ¢
HAM 13 Haubonee BpPedOHOCHbIX BO3byauTENei  AaHHbIM BO3DYAMTENEM C MOMOLLBI 3(MPHBIX Ma-
rHunen xpanenus [1, 2]. OTHocuTenbHO HegaBHO  cen  Eucalyptus staigeriana, Lippia sidoides u
R. stolonifer ctan n3BecTeH kak Bo3byautens Teky-  Pimenta pseudocaryophyllus.
yeil THUNMKM 3EMNSHWKM cafgoBoW Fragaria /A3BECTHO, UTO NMCTbA BPYCHUKK copepxaT Be-
ananassa (Duchesne ex Weston) Duchesne ex wecrtBa, obnagatowme BbICOKON aHTUDakTepuanb-
Rozier (1785). lpu atom 3aboneeaHun nnodbl  HOW akTUBHOCTLIO [7]. PaHee Hamu Bbina nokasaHa
3EMIISHUKM NOPaXalTCs Ha PacTeHMsX ele A0  BbICOKas 3(hPEKTUBHOCTb BOGHOMO SKCTpaKTa fnc-
CO3peBaHus. Ha nopaxeHHbIX Nnogax nosBnslTcs  Ta OpyCHUKM B NPeAoTBPaLieHWn MuKpobuonoru-
CBETIble NATHA, LIBET KOTOPbIX BbICTPO MEHSETCA  YECKOW NOpuYM ManopoTHWKA-Opnsika  COMEHOro
Ha Oypbid, 3aTem nnogbl pasmokalT, Mauepu- [8,9]. Hactoswee wuccnegoBaHne NOCBSALIEHO
PYIOTCSI, TEPSIOT COK 1 NOKPbLIBAKOTCA CIIOEM MULE-  OLEHKE BO3MOXHOCTM MCMOMb30BaHMS BOLHOMO
Ns M CNOPOHOCAWMX CTPYKTYp rpuba. BonesHb  aKCTpakTa NUCTbEB BPYCHUKM NPOTWB BO3ByauTENs
NPaKTU4YECKN OOHOBPEMEHHO CTana akTyanbHOW  THWUMK 3eMNsiHWKK R. stolonifer.

ONs BCeX MNPOU3BOAALUMX 3EMISHUKY PErvoHOB, Lenb uccnegoBaHus: u3yyeHne aHTUrpubHoN
npu 3TOM MNoTEpW ypoxas moryT gocturatb 50—  aKTUBHOCTM BOAHOTO AKCTPaKTa NNCTHEB BPYCHMKK
90 % [3]. B 2009 r. gaHHoe 3aboneBaHue BrepBble B OTHOLWEHUM R. stolonifer.

3acukenpoBaHo B KpacHopapckom Kpae, rae OHO 3agaun uccnefoBaHMA: NPOBEpKa Hanmuns
yHuuToXuno ao 80 % ypoxas [4]. MonbiTkn Nogo6-  aHTUrpubHOro acpdpekta BOAHOMO IKCTPaKTa NUCTb-
paTb (OyHrMuMabl, 3eKTUBHbIE NPOTUB AAHHOTO  €B OPYCHMKM B OTHOLEHUM R. Stolonifer; n3yyexue
3aboneBaHus u 6esonacHble C TOYKM 3pEHUs MO-  3aBUCUMOCTY aHTUTPUOHOM aKTUBHOCTW OT KOHLEH-
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TpauuM 3KCTPaKTa; MOCTPOEHWE PErpecCUOHHbIX
MoZenei, OnMCbIBaOLLMX 3aBUCUMOCTb aHTUrpu6-
HOro 3hhekTa OT KOHLIEHTPaLMK IKCTPaKTa.
06beKTbl 1 MeTOoAbI UccnegoBaHus. B kave-
cTBe TecT-00bektTa uMcrmonb3oBaH wWTamMMm R.

stolonifer, BblENeHHbIN 13 MOPaXEHHOWN TeKyyei
THWNbIO 3eMMNSAHWKM CafoBON HA MMAPOMOHHON yC-
TaHoBKe B MIHCTUTYTE arpo3konornieckmx TeXHOMo-
ruin @rB0Y BO KpacHosipckuin TAY (puc. 1, 2).

Puc. 1. CnopaHeuu R. stolonifer (wupuHa nuHelku 1 mMm)

10 jun
A —

Puc. 2. Cnopsi R. stolonifer (wupuna nuHelku 10 Mkm)

95



Becmuuk, KpacTAY. 2021. Ne 11

[ns npuroToBneHMs BOAHOTO 3KCTpakTa Wc-
nonb30Bann nUCT GPYCHUKW CyXOM NMPOM3BOLCTBA
«®apmallgeT» (13 % BnaxHoCTb). JIuctbs GpycHY-
ku B konnyectse 135 r/n HacTavBanu B XUAKON
cpefe Yaneka-[lokca B TeyeHue 4,5 4 Ha BOASHON
Bane npu 50 °C. [JosupoBka nMCTbEB U CNOCO6
MPUroTOBIIEHNS BbITSKKM OblN BbIOpaHbl Ha OCHO-
BE NpeAbIAYLLMX SKCNEPUMEHTOB MO U3YYEHMUIO aH-
TUMUKPOBHbIX CBOWCTB IUCTa OPYCHWKN B OTHOLLE-
HWM MUKPOOPraHW3MOB, BbI3bIBAIOLLMX MOPYY nano-
POTHUKA-OPIIsika CONEHOTO.

[ns npoBepkn aHTUTPUBHBLIX CBOMCTB BbITSHKKM
nMCcTbeB OPYCHWMKW UCNONb3oBanu TecT, OCHOBaH-
HbIn Ha npopacTtaHum cnop [10]. MonyyeHHbIN Ha-
CTOW CMeLLvBany ¢ cycneHsuen cnop R. stolonifer B
Xuakon cpeae Yaneka-[lokca B cooTHOLWEHUN 1:1,

nocne 4ero roTOBUMM CEpUI0 pa3BefeHWn nony-
YEHHOW CMeCU C UCMOMNb30BaHNEM TOM Xe CyCneH-
3uen cnop R. stolonifer. KoHTponem cnyxuna cyc-
neHsus cnop R. stolonifer B xuakoi cpeae Yaneka-
[okca 6e3 pobaBneHns BbITSKKN NIMCTbEB. JKCMe-
PUMEHT NPOBOAUIM B Mnawkax Ans ummyHodep-
MEHTHOro aHanusa, no 20 MK CyCneH3un B syen-
ke. MMocne 3anonHeHust f4eek nnawlky MHKyO6mpo-
Banu B TevyeHne 12 4 BO BRaxHOM Kamepe npu
Temnepatype +24 °C, nocrne 4ero noacyvTbIBanu
4MCNO MPOPOCLUMX 1 HEMPOPOCLLMX CNOP B KaXAOM
BapuaHTe. ModcyeT NpopoCLUMX U HEMPOPOCLUNX
crop NpoBOAMIM NO MUKpodoTorpadmsam (puc. 3).

ObLiee 4nCcno NOACYMTAHHBIX CNOpP B BapwaH-
Tax coctasuno ot 359 go 944 wr. (tabn. 1).

10 jum
||

Puc. 3. lNpopocwas (1) u Henpopocwas (2) cnopsi R. stolonifer
(cmpesnkoll noka3aHa npopocmkosas 2ugha; wupuHa auHelku 10 Mkm)

Tabnuya 1

Cxema aKkcnepumeHTa

Pa3BeaeHne UcxoaHowm KoHueHTpauus B nepecyete Obuiee uncno
BbITSKKM, pa3 Ha CyXoM NINCT BPYCHMKY, I/n MOACYUTAHHbIX CrOp, LUT

KoHTpornb 0 585
2 67,500 359

4 33,750 854

8 16,875 647

16 8,438 944

32 4,219 490

64 2,109 682

128 1,055 525

256 0,527 628
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MWKPO(HOTOCHLEMKY  BbINOMHSANIM € MOMOLLBHO
Mukpockona «Mwukmen-6» Bap. 3, OCHaLLEHHOro
umpposoit kamepon DCM-130E.

CTaTUCTUYECKYID  3HAYMMOCTb  pasfuynid Mo
npopacTaHuio Crop Mexay BapuaHTamu orbita U
KOHTPONIEM OMpedensnm Ha OCHOBE TOYHOro F-
TecTa Ans Tabnny 2 x 2 ¢ UCNoNb3oBaHWEM NakeTa
StatSoft STATISTICA 6.0. [Ins MHOXeCTBEHHOro
CpPaBHEHUS MPUMEHSNN  KPUTEPUN  XW-KBaapar.
Moobop YypaBHEHWUIA perpeccun W onpeaeneHue
KO3(PULMEHTOB B 3TUX YPaABHEHUSX NPOBOAWNN C

nomowpbto  mopyns  User-specified  regression
(Monb3oBaTenbckas perpeccus), BXOASLEro B na-
ket StatSoft STATISTICA 6.0.

PesynbTatbl uccnegosanus. BogHas BbITsx-
ka NUCTbEB BPYCHWKW OKasana SIPKO BbIPaXEHHbIN
aHTUrpubHom adpchekt B OTHOWeEHMM R. stolonifer.
CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYMMOE CHIDKEHME MPOPACTaHUs
Crop B CPaBHEHUM C KOHTPONEM OTMEYEHO [axe
npu pas3BefeHUn UCXOLHOW BbITSHKKM B 256 pas
(Tabn. 2).

Tabnuya 2

BnusiHue pa3Hbix KOHLEHTPaLUN BOAHON BbITSXKKN NUCTLEB OPYCHUKM
Ha npopactaHue cnop R. Stolonifer

P y [MpopacTaHue, 3Ha4MMOCTb pasnnynii
a3Be/IeHIe UCXOJHOM BbITSXKM, pa3 % K KOHTPONIO ¢ KOHTDOMEM P
0
KoHTponb 100,0 -
2 16,7 < 0,001
4 21,5 < 0,001
8 16,2 < 0,001
16 27,8 < 0,001
32 37,5 < 0,001
64 40,1 < 0,001
128 37,9 < 0,001
256 81,2 <0,05
B 10 Xe Bpemsa B MHTepBane passefeHuin uc-
XO[JHOW BbITSKKM B 2-8 pa3 [0M1s BbIXMBLLMX COP Y=YmaX——F
MPaKTUYECKN He MEHAETCS, Bapbupys B npeaernax 1+ %)

16,2-21,5 %. CpaBHeHMe 3TUX BapuaHTOB MO Kpu-
TEPUIO XW-KBAZPAT He BbISBUANO MEXAY HUMM CTa-
TUCTUYECKM 3HAYMMBIX PA3TINYMA.

PerpeccoHHbI aHanua nokasan, 4to 3aBucu-
MOCTb aonu norublumx cnop R. stolonifer oT koH-
LEHTPaLMKN BbITSXKKM NIUCTbEB OPYCHWUKM HOCUT Xa-
paKTep KpUBOM C HACbILLEHWEM W afieKBATHO (C KO-
acmumeHTom getepmuHaumm Rz = 0,997) moxet
BbITb OnMcaHa CyMMOW ABYX NOTUCTUYECKUX (DYHK-
umin F1 n F2, kaxgas u3 KOTopbIX UMeeT crieayio-
LM BUA:

roe Y — ponst normblumx cnop, %; Ymax — makcu-
ManbHO BO3MOXHas gons normbwux cnop, %;
X — KOHLEHTpaUmMs BbITSKKA, /N B NepecyeTe Ha
CYXOM NUCT; Xo — KOHLEHTPALMS BbITSKKW, NPU KO-
TOpoW Agons normbwwux cnop paeHa 1/2 ot Ymax;
k — koapmumeHT.

PesynbTatbl nogbopa napameTpoB Ans (yHK-
umin F1 n F2 npegctasneHs! B Tabnuue 3.

Tabnuya 3

PesynbTathl nogbopa napameTpoB ans hyHkumn F1 n F2

MNapameTp F2
Ymax 61,04177 20,80989
Xo 0,539532 8,228941
k 66,9231 0,739612
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MOXHO MpeanonoXuTb, YTO yKasaHHbIE (YHK-
UMW COOTBETCTBYIOT [BYM Pa3HbIM XUMUYECKAM
COEOMHEHUAM C aHTU(YHranbHOW aKkTUBHOCTbIO,
BXOZALMM B COCTaB BbITSXKM. [lepBoe coeaunHe-
HWe, KOTOPOMY COoOTBeTCTBYET yHKUMA F1, oTBeET-
CTBEHHO 3a rmbenb 61 % cnop B AKCMEPUMEHTE.

BTopoe coeanHeHWe, KOTOpPOMY COOTBETCTBYET
dyHkums F2, oteetctBeHHo 3a mbenb 20,8 %
cnop. Hwke npeactaBneHsl TEOPETUYECKUEe Kpu-
Bble Ana dyHkumin F1 n F2, a Takke kpusas ans
CyMMbI yHKumM F1+F2 (puc. 4-6).

70
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30 -

20 -

Jons nornbwmx cnop, %

0 T T T 1 T

o 0102036040506 070809 1 111213 14

KoHueHTpauusa BbITSXXKM B NepecyeTe Ha CYXOW NUCT, /1

Puc. 4. Teopemuyeckas kpusas dns pyHkyuu F1

20 A

10 -

Hona normbwmnx cnop, %

O = I I

0 10 20 30

40 50 60 70

KoHUeHTpauus BbITSKKM B NEpecYETe Ha CYXOW NUCT, I/n

Puc. 5. Teopemuyeckas kpueas 0ns pyHKyuu F2
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KoHUeHTpaums BbITSDKKM B NEPECHETE Ha CYXON JIUCT, /1

* 3KcnepmmeHTan bHbl€ 3Ha4YEeHUA —TeOpeTVI‘-IeCKVIe 3Ha4YeHnA

Puc. 6. Teopemuyeckas kpusas 0ns cymmbl pyHKyul F1+F2
U 3KChepuMeHmaribHble 3Ha4eHUst

CrepyeTt OTMETUTb, YTO OKOMO 17 % cnop Bbl-  MPeanonoXuTb HamnuMe B BbITSKKE ABYX pasHbIX
KUBanu [axe MpM MaKCUManbHOM UCMbITaHHOW — BewecTs, 0Bragarowwmx aHTU(YHranbHoW aKkTuB-
KOHLUEHTpaUuUM  BbITSXKKA  JNIMCTbEB  OPYCHWKM  HOCTbHO B OTHOLWeEHWW R. stolonifer. HecmoTps Ha
(67,5 r/n B nepecyeTe Ha CyxoW JIUCT), NpU4eM Xa-  SPKO BblPaXeHHbIN aHTUYHranbHbI 3 HEKT, Bbl-
pakTep 9KCMEepPUMEHTANbHOM M TEOPETUYECKON 3a-  TSKKa nucta BpyCHUKM He obecrnevnBaeT nosHoro
BUCMMOCTW TOBOPUT O TOM, YTO UCMONb30BaTh Bbl-  NoaaeneHus R. stolonifer. B 3Ton cBA3M OaHHyO
TSKKY C KOHUeHTpauuein Boiwe 17-20 r/n B nepe-  BbITSKKY MOXHO PEKOMEHA0BATb B KayecTBe A0-
CYETE Ha CyXOM NUCT He LienecoobpasHo. NonHUTENbHOMO cpeacTtea 6opbbbl ¢ R. stolonifer B

TeM He MeHee, HECMOTPS Ha OTCYTCTBME MOM-  COMETAHWW C APYTUMU Mepamu Mo 3aliuTe ypoxas

Horo nogaenexust R. stolonifer B Hawem 3kcnepu-  OT A4aHHOrO rpuba.

MeHTe, 9(h(PEKTUBHOCTb BOQHOW BbITSKKM NMCTa

OpyCHUKM OKasanacb COMOCTaBUMON C deKTUB- Cn1CcoK MCTOYHUKOB
HOCTbIO APYriX NPUPOAHBIX aHTUIPUBHBIX CPEACTB,

“3y4eHHbIX B pabotax [5] u [6]. 1. Baggio J.S., Hau B., Amorim L. Spatiotemporal

3akntoyeHune. MsyyeHne BNNSHWUS BOAGHOM Bbl- analyses of rhizopus rot progress in peach fruit
TSOKKM NncTa BPYCHUKM Ha npopacTaHue Crnop Bo3- inoculated with Rhizopus stolonifer / Plant Pa-
Oyautens rHunm 3eMnsHUkK R. stolonifer nokasano, thology. 2017. Vol. 66, no. 9. P. 1452-1462.
YTO 3Ta BbITSKKA OKa3blBaeT CTAaTUCTMYECKW 3Ha- 2.  Feliziani E., Romanazzi G. Postharvest Decay
4nMOe WHMMBUpyloLLee BO3AENCTBME HA AaHHbIN of Strawberry Fruit: Etiology, Epidemiology,
rpub yxe B koHueHTpauum 0,53 r/n B nepecyeTe Ha and Disease Management // Journal of Berry
cyxomn nnuct. MakcumanbHbI aHTUIPUBHON acpdekT Research. 2016. Vol. 6, no. 1. P. 47-63.
[OCTUraeTCsl NPy KOHUEHTpauun BbiTsxkkm okono 3. Lin C.P., Tsai J.N., Ann P.J.,, Chang J.T.,
17 1/n B nepecyeTe Ha Cyxoi NWCT, MOCre 4Yero Chen P.R. First report of rhizopus rot of straw-
KpuBas «403a-3¢hpekT» BbIXOAUT Ha nnato. Per- berry fruit caused by Rhizopus stolonifer in
PECCUMOHHbIN aHanu3 nokasarn, 4To Habnogaemas Taiwan // Plant Disease 2017. Vol. 101, no. 1.
3aBUCUMOCTb [OMW NOTMOLLMX CMOp OT KOHLEHTpa- P. 254-255.

UMn BbITAXKN afeKBaTHO OMNUCbIBAETCA CyMMOl7|
ABYX JNOTMMCTUYECKNX (*)yHKLIMI;I, 4yTO no3BondeT
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