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WCMbITAHUE NPENAPATA HA OCHOBE KOHCOPLINYMA BACILLUS SPP.
NP BO3AEJNbIBAHUN APOBOU NLUEHWLDbI

Uenb uccnedosaHus — u3yqums 3¢hghekmugHOCMb UCnonb3ogaHus buonpenapamog Ha 0CHO8e CUH-
memuyecko20 KoHcopyuyma bakmepull Bacillus spp. 8 cucmeme 3awjumsi apogol nweHuuys!. Mccredo-
gaHus nposedeHbl 8 ycrogusx TromeHckol obracmu, 1 nocmaHoeKU onbima bbina e3sima Kynbmypa —
Aposas nweHuya, onbimHble U KoMMmepyeckue hopMbl bakmepuarbHbIX hpenapamos, usyyanachb a¢h-
hekmusHOCMb UX CMUMYIUPYIOWUX U PyH2UUUOHBIX c8olicme. YCmaHO08/1eHO NoMoXuUmesbHoe 8/usHuUe
uccriedyemozo bakmepuanbHo20 npenapama, npedcmasnsoweeo cobol KoHcopuyuym bakmepuli
Bacillus simplex u Bacillus megaterium, a makxe e20 uMMobUIU308aHHOU (hOpMbI Ha Yacmuyax buodpe-
8ECHO20 yefisi, Ha pocm U pa3gumue Sposoll nweHuubl. B nabopamopHsix uccnedogaHusx 3aghukcupo-
8aH (hyH2UUUOHBIT aghghekm npenapamog 8 omHoweHuu mukpomuyemos Alternaria. B pazsumuu 3apo-
ObILEBbLIX OP2aH08, BCXOXECMU CEMSIH OmiuYanucs CMuMynupyrouwum enusHUeM 8bICOKUe HOPpMbI U3Y-
yaemozo bakmepuarnbHo2o npenapama. Obpabomka cymo4yHo20 pocmka cnocobecmeogana y8enuyeHur
e20 pocma Ha 20—30 % e meyeHue 7 cym pocma, OnuHa pocmka yeenu4yusanacb no cpedHel Hopme
bakmepuanbHo20 npenapama Ha 15—20 % u npu ebicokoll HopMe Ha 24—32 %, ¢ npesbIeHUeM Macch|
pacmeHuli KOHMPOIbHO20 8apuaHma Ha 15—26 %. lMokasamenu cmpykmypbI Koroca, MopghoMempuyec-
Kue napamempbI (h1a208020 nucma umenu 0ocmogepHoe npesbIeHue no usydyaemomy bakmepuasb-
HOMY npenapamy C 8K/toYeHUeM cxem obpabomok cemsH U 0COBEHHO 8e2emupyrouux pacmeHul 8 oc-
HOBHbIe (hasbl NPUMEHEHUSI. YpoxalHOCMb Kyibmypbl N0 eapuaHmam cocmasnsna 4,5-4,7 m/2a, pasnu-
yul no eapuaHmam He Habmodanock. HeaHayumesnbHoOe nNpesbILEHUe KOHMPOS OmMeYanoch no ea-
puaHmam NPUMEHEHUS UchbimbigaeMbIX eapuaHmog buoo2u4ecko20 npenapama no CEMeHaMm 8 Hopme
5,0 n/m u cxembl npumeHeHust buozop-XX. 3acywnusbie ycrnosus nepuoda eezemayuu, crnabasi 3aceneH-
HOCMb pacmeHull namo2eHHOU 2pUbHOU UHGeKyuel HUgenuposanu cmumynupyrouee eiusHue usyyae-
MbIX MUKPOBUOMI02UYECKUX hpenapamos Ha npodyKmUBHOCMb Kynbmypbl.

Knroyeeble crnoea: siposas nweHuua, bakmepuarbHble npenapamsl, 3awuma pacmeHul, aggpek-
MUBHOCMb, ypOXalHOCMb
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PREPARATION TESTING BASED ON BACILLUS SPP. CONSORTIUM IN SPRING WHEAT
CULTIVATION

The aim of the study is to investigate the efficiency of using biopreparations based on a synthetic con-
sortium of Bacillus spp. bacteria in the spring wheat protection system. The studies were conducted in the
Tyumen Region, the culture used for the experiment was spring wheat, experimental and commercial
forms of bacterial preparations, the efficiency of their stimulating and fungicidal properties was studied.
A positive effect of the studied bacterial preparation, which is a consortium of Bacillus simplex and Bacillus
megaterium bacteria, as well as its immobilized form on biochar particles, on the growth and development
of spring wheat was established. In laboratory studies, a fungicidal effect of the preparations was recorded
against Alternaria micromycetes. High rates of the studied bacterial preparation had a stimulating effect on
the development of embryonic organs and seed germination. Daily sprout treatment contributed to an in-
crease in its growth by 20-30 % during 7 days of growth, the sprout length increased by 15-20 % at the
average rate of the bacterial preparation and by 24—-32 % at a high rate, with an excess of the plant weight
of the control variant by 15-26 %. The indicators of the spike structure, morphometric parameters of the
flag leaf had a reliable excess according to the studied bacterial preparation with the inclusion of seed
treatment schemes and especially vegetative plants in the main phases of application. The crop yield for
the variants was 4.5-4.7 t/ha, no differences were observed between the variants. A slight excess of con-
trol was noted for the variants of application of the tested variants of the biological preparation for seeds at
a rate of 5.0 I/t and the scheme of application of Biogor-Zh. Drought conditions of the growing season,
weak colonization of plants by pathogenic fungal infection leveled the stimulating effect of the studied mic-
robiological preparations on crop productivity.
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BeegeHue. B cucteme arpotexHonornu pery-  KOHTPOMb SmMcTocTebenbHbIX BonesHen pacteHui,
NMpOBaHNE NUMUTUPYIOLWMX (HAKTOPOB BO3MOXHO — CTUMYMALMS pocTa U NPOAYKTUBHOCTU KynbTypbl B
nyTeM MCMOMb30BaHUA MHHOBALMOHHBIX METOAOB  3KCMEPUMEHTax noj BO3AENCTBMEM accoumaTue-
NPUMEHEHNs1 CPeacCTB 3alnTbl XMMUYECKOrO W HblX GakTepun 1 npenapaTtoB C COAepxaHueM Ba-
B10onorNYeCcKoro NPOUCXOXKAEHUSI. cillus, Pseudomonas npu MHOKYNALMW CEMSH K

pUMeHeHre [LONOMHUTENbHLIX PErYNSTOPHBbIX — PacTEHW B OCHOBHbIE (ha3bl pocTa 0TOOPaKeHb! B
cpencTs cnocobetyeT adhheKTMBHOCTM UCMONb30-  psige pabor [2-5].

BaHWS NUTaTenNbHbIX BELLECTB U3 BHELLHEN Ccpeabl, [pUMEHEHNEM XUMMWYECKUX CPEACTB 3alynThl
YCTOMYMBOCTU K CTPECCOBBLIM (pakTopam, BpeauTe-  pacTEHU MOXHO PerynmpoBatb KOMWMYECTBO nopa-
nam, GonesHsam W HebnaronpusTHbIM MOMOAHLIM  XKEHHbLIX PACTEHWA B Nepuoa Beretauuu. Mpu aTom
YCIOBUSAM, MOBBILIEHUIO YPOXXANHOCTU U KayecTBa  PErynsTOpHOe BMMSIHUE HA POCTOBblE (DYHKLWM
CENbCKOXO3AMCTBEHHBIX KynbTyp [1]. BO3eSbIBaEMON KynbTypbl BO3MOXHO Yepe3 Kop-

MonoxutenbHble U3MEHEHUS MUKPOBMOTLI MOY-  PEKTUPOBKY MPUMEHEHUS MOAKOPMKM, a Takke npe-

Bbl, €€ ynyywwaiowpecs 6uonornyeckne CBONCTBa, NapaToB AN akTUBALMM POCTa, CHUXKEHMS CTpec-
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ca. Tak, npumMeHeHne MUKpoBuonornyeckux yaob-
PEeHM CNocobCTBYET NOBBILIEHWIO NPOLIECCOB NpPO-
pacTaHusl CeMsiH, HapacTaHus KOPHEW, BCXOXKECTM
pacTeHWn U YCUIEHUIO UX pocTa B nepsble (asbl
OHTOreHesa [6-10].

WmetoTcs oaHHble, 4To GakTepuanbHble npena-
paTbl adhekTMBHEE paboTalT Ha (HOHE KOM-
MNEeKCHOro NpuUMeHeHus yaobpeHun u cnocobeT-
BYIOT MOBbILIEHNO OMOMOTMYECKO  aKTUBHOCTY
MOYBbI, YCBOEHWIO NUTATENbHBIX BELLECTB, MaKpo-
W MUKPOSNEMEHTOB U B [asibHeiWeM NpoayKTuB-
HOCTM KynbTypbl [11-15].

baktrepuun popa Bacillus WMPOKO NpUMEHATCS
B paCTeHWeBOACTBe, TPaAULMOHHO B KayecTse
MUKPOBHBIX areHTOB BMOMOrNYeckoro KOHTPOnS
TaKkke NPUMEHSKOTCS MOHOMpenapaTtbl C codepxa-
Hnem Gaktepun popa Bacillus, Pseudomonas,
Burkholderia v rpubbl poga Trichoderma [16, 17].
3y4eHune Buonornyeckux CBOMCTB WTaMMoB Bacil-
lus spp., BblOeNeHHbIX U3 KPUOMNUTO30HbI 3anagHom
Cubupm, onpeaennno ux yHrMUMAHYI0 U PoCTo-
CTUMYNMPYIOLLYK0 aKTUBHOCTb B OTHOLUEHUM CEMSH
Triticum aestivum L. [18].

Buoyronb npegcraensieT coboit TBepayo yrne-
poacogepxallyro fobaBky M MOXET WCMnonb30-
BaTbCs KaK CPeACTBO ANS YMyylleHUs COCTOSHMS
MOYBbI 1 CENbCKOXO3AMCTBEHHBIX KynbTyp [19, 20].
CoBMecTHOe ucnonb3oBaHne 6uoyrns u Bacillus
subtilis ynydlwaer CTPYKTYpy W aKTMBHOCTb hep-
MEHTOB MOYBbI, (HM3MOMOrNYECcKNe nokasaTenm
pocTa pacTeHun [21].

HeobxogumocTb pearvpoBaHns Ha Buonornyec-
Kue yrposbl CEMbCKOMY X035MCTBY HOBbIMU, Bornee
9(h(HEKTMBHBIMI CPELCTBaMW OMpesenseT akTyarb-
HOCTb MOMCKa COOTBETCTBYHOLWMX BUONOMMYECKMX
CPeACTB ANs perynupoBaHns YCTONYMBOCTU pacTe-
HWN K HebnaronpusTHLIM (hakTopam Cpeabl U COX-
paHEHUs UX NPOAYKTUBHOCTM.

Llenb uccnepoBaHun — n3yuntb 3HdeKTUB-
HOCTb WUCMONb30BaHWS GuonpenapaToB Ha OCHOBE
CMHTETUYECKOro KoHcopuuyma Gaktepuin Bacillus
Spp. B CUCTEME 3aLLUMTbI SPOBOM MILEHULbI.

3agauun: onpeaeneHne pocTOCTUMYMUPYHOLLMX
W (YHrMUMaHBIX CBOWCTB OakTepuanbHbIX npena-
paToB Ha OCHOBe KoHcopuuyma Bacillus spp. Ha
SPOBOW MLIEHMLE; X03ANCTBEHHON 3hEKTUBHOCTM
NPUMEHEHNS U3y4aeMblx OakTepuanbHbIX npena-
paToB B CUCTEME 3aLUMTbI APOBOWA MLLEHMLbI.

O0bekTbl M MeToAbl. VccnenosaHus m3ydae-
Moro BakTepuanbHoro npenaparta BbiMOMHEHbI B
HUUCX CeepHoro 3aypanbs — dunuane TiomHL
CO PAH. M3yyeHne apdekTMBHOCTM CpeacTs 3a-
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WuTbl M GronpenapaToB NPOBOAMIOCH HA SPOBOM
nwenuue (copt MpeHaga) B nabopaTtopHbIx 1 none-
BbIX MCCMeaoBaHusX, nnowadb aensHkn 20 m2 B
4 NOBTOPEHMsIX Ha (hOHe OCHOBHOWM 06paboTkK MoY-
Bbl — Bcnawka 20—22 ¢M C npeanoceBHbIM BHECe-
Huem ypobpenuin B Hopme N-16, P-16, K-16 peiict-
BYIOLLETO BeLleCcTBa, C HOPMOW BbiceBa 6,5 MIH
BCXOXMWX 3epeH Ha 1 ra. [oyBa OMbITHOMO yyacTka
OTHOCWTCA K MOATUMY TEMHO-Cepast necHas, Tske-
nocyrnnHucTas, cogepxanue rymyca — 4,3 %, HuT-
paTHoro asota — Huskoe (1,36-2,38 mr/100 r noy-
Bbl), hocchopa — cpegHee (8,25-14,1 mr/100 r noy-
Bbl), kanus — Bblwe cpeaHero (6,65-8,9 mr/100 r
MoYBbl), peakumusi NOYBEHHOrO pacTeopa crabokuc-
nas (5,1-6,0).

B nabopaTopHbIX YCNOBUSIX NPOBOAMN OLEHKY
BNUSHUS NpUMEHEHWs GruonpenapaToB Ha SHEPIUIO
Bcxoxectn cornacHo [OCT 12038-84 «CemeHa
CENbCKOXO3ANCTBEHHbIX KynbTyp. MeTog onpege-
NEHNs BCXOXECTU». 3apaKeHHOCTb CEMSH M pas-
BMTME 3apPOfbILLEBLIX OPraHOB ONpeaensnm mMeTo-
[OM NPOpaLLMBaHNS CEMSH B pynoHax (unbTpo-
BanbHom Oymar no FOCT 12044-93 «CemeHa
CEMNbCKOXO3ANCTBEHHbIX KynbTyp. MeTogbl onpe-
[eneHns 3apaxeHHOCTN BonesHamuy. ns aHanu-
3a Bepetca no 50 cemsH B 4 MOBTOPEHMsX, rae
NOACYMTBLIBAETCS KONMYECTBO CEMSH, 3apaXeHHbIX
Alternaria, Fusarium spp., Bipolaris sorokiniana
Syn, Ha 7-e cyT nog GUHOKYNSPHBIM MUKPOCKOMOM.
Pa3suTe 3apoablLLEBbIX OpPraHoOB M3MEPSANN Nn-
Henkon nowwTy4Ho. OLEHKY pa3BuUTUS POCTKA Ha 7-e
CyT npu 0bpaboTke CyTOYHLIX MPOPOCTKOB BakTe-
puanbHbIMK npenapaTtamu nposogunu no 20 wr.
CEMSsH B 4 NOBTOPEHWAX, NMPOPaLLMBanu Ha CBETY B
yalukax [eTpu, pasmeLLeHHbIX B NONMITUNEHOBbIX
naketax. ObpaboTka CyTOYHbIX MPOPOCTKOB MpO-
BOAMNACb ANS BLISIBNIEHWS BMSHWS MCMbITbiBaE-
MbIX NpenapaToB Ha MepBOHaYanbHbIA POCT pac-
TEHWA NpU BO3LENCTBUW NPEnapaTtoM Ha XuBble
kneTku pacteHus. Ot6op npob ans nabopaTopHbIX
“ccnegoBaHuiA NpoBoaunn 13 06paboTaHHbIX ce-
MSH NS 3aKnagku NonesbIX OnbiTOB, 06paboTka
CYTOYHbIX MPOPOCTKOB NPOBOAMMACH 3 pacyeTa Ha
KONMNYECTBO CEMSH.

HabniogeHus 3a pacTeHusiMu NpoBOAMIM B Ne-
prog BereTauuu (cbeHonorus, y4eT pa3suTis opra-
HOB pacTeHuit, bruomeTpus) [22, 23]. YueT noneson
BCXOXECTU CEMSsIH, BbDKMBAEMOCTM pPaCTEHUIA W
CTPYKTYPHbIN aHanu3 ypoxas — COrnacHo Metoau-
ke Foccoptucnbitanus, 1989 [24]. PassuTtue u pac-
NPOCTPAHEHHOCTL 0BbLIKHOBEHHOW KOPHEBOWM THUMM
onpeaensnu B ase KyLEeHUs KynbTypbl N0 METO-
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ouke B.A. YynkuHon, 1972 [25]. YpoxaiHoCTb yyu-
ThbiBanM MeToAoM CnnowHoro obmonota kombaii-
Hom «Camno 130». Onpegenenve maccol 1000
cemsH nposoaunu no FOCT 12042-80.

[Ins noCTaHOBKW OMbiTa PYKOBOACTBOBAMCH
METOAMKON onbiTHOrO gena [26]. OueHka Hop-
ManbHOro pacnpefenieHns 3Ha4yeHuin NpoBoAUNach
C ucnonb3oBaHnem Tecta LWanupo-Yunka. Ananu3a
BNUsHUS hakTopa 06paboTkn cemsiH Ha Mopdhono-
rMyeckue nokasaTenu pacTeHun — C UCrnornb3oBsa-
HWeM OJHOCaKTOPHOTO AUCMEPCUOHHOMO aHanusa
(one-way ANOVA) ¢ Tukey HSD. Cratuctudyeckas
obpaboTka AaHHbIX NPOBOAMNACH C MCMONb30Ba-
HWeMm nporpammHoro obecneyenuns Origin v. 2024
(OriginLab Corporation, CLUA).

B onbiTe npuMeHsnnUCh CpeacTea 3aluThl pac-
TeHU (pyHrmumabl ans obpaboTku cemsH u pacTe-
HWI B NEpUOs Beretaumn Kak neMeHTbl 3aluTbl B
OMbITHBIX BapuaHTax, repbuuuasl obwmum ¢oHoM).
B nccnenoBaHve Obinu B3ATbI Criedylowme MUKpO-
Buonoruyeckne npenapatbl: CUHTETUYECKUIA KOH-
copuuym wrammoB Bacillus simplex w Bacillus
megaterium, B KynbTypasibHOW cpeae C TUTPOM Krle-
Tok 108 KOE/Mn (ganee «CuHKoH»); npenapart
«CuHKOH»,  MMMOBMNM30BaHHBIN  Ha  YacTuLax
ouoyrnsa guametpom 0,5—1,0 mm (ganee broyronb);
B Ka4yecTBe KOToporo Bbin BbibpaH npenapat «buo-
rop—K» cepun KM (koHcopumym Gaktepuit poga
Lactobacillus plantarum, L. fermentum, L. lactis,
Saccharomyces cerevisiae, Azotobacter chroococ-
cum, Bacillus megaterium), MUKPO3INEMEHTbI, (UTO-
TOPMOHB!.

Cxema onbima

1. Xummnyeckoe npoTtpaenmeaHue cemsH ([.8.
[undeHokoHason, 30 r/n, LunpokoHason, 6,3 r/n)
1,0 /T (cemeHa KOHTPOnb).

2. KoHTponb (6e3 06paboTku cemsH).

3. baktepum (CuHKoH), 1,5 n/T (cemena) + Cun-
KoH, 5,0 n/ra (cha3a 31-32 kyLieHue).

4. baktepum (CunKoH), 2,5 n/t (cemeHa).

5. baktepum (CuHKoH), 5,0 n/T (cemeHa).

6. Buoyronb 1,5 n/t (cemeHa) + .Buoyrons,
5,0 n/ra (pasa 31-32 kyLueHue).

7. buoyronb 2,5 N/t (cemeHa).

8. Buoyronb 5,0 n/T (cemeHa).
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9. Bbrorop-X cepun KM, 2,0 n/t (cemeHa); buo-
rop-X cepumn KM, 2 nira (dpasa 31-32 kyLieHue);
Buorop-X cepun KM, 2 n/ra (cpaza monoyHoi cne-
noctu).

10. Buorop-XX cepum KM, 2,0 n/t + CuHKoH,
5,0 n/t (Ha cemeHa) + Bbuoyrons, 5,0 n/ra (dpasa 31-
32 kyweHue) + buoyronb, 5,0 n/ra (hasa cnar-
TIUCT — HaYano KONMOLIEeHMs!).

11. «CunKoHy», 2,5 n /ra (pasa dnarnmct — Ha-
4asno KOmnoLLeHus).

12. «CuHKoH», 5,0 1 /ra (cpa3a ¢narnuct — Ha-
4ano KomnoLLeHus).

BeretaumnonHbin nepuog 2023 r. MOXHO OXa-
paKTepu3oBaTh Kak 3acyLwnuBbli (0becneyeHHOCTb
ocagkamn — 66 % K CpeaHEeMHOroneTHel HopMe,
['TK - 0,74 — 57 % K CpeHEMHOroneTHe HopMe),
C NOBbILLIEHHON 06ecneyYeHHOCTbI0 Tennom — 126 %
k HopMe. OTpuuaTenbHOe BNUSHUE 3aCyLUNMBOCTY
BbINO CHUXeHO bnarogapst ocagkam 2-i u 3-n ge-
kagpbl MoHA (296 1 123 % k Hopme) W 2- aekagbl
nons (162 % K HOpMe) N CHUXKEHMIO CpeaHeMecs Y-
HOM TemnepaTypbl BO3ayxa B UIOHE 40 CPEAHEMHO-
rONETHUX 3HAYEHUN.

Pesynbtatel U ux obcyxpeHuwe. [lepBoHa-
yanbHoe BnusiHWE npu 0bpaboTke CEMsH C uc-
NoNb30BaHWEM W3y4aeMblX NpenapaToB NPUXOAMT-
CSl Ha SHEPIMI0 N BCXOXECTb CEMSH, pasBuThE 3a-
PObILLEBLIX OPraHoB B TeyeHWe 7 CyT (KOpeHb,
KoneonTurne, POCTOK), CHUKEHWE 3apaXeHHOCTY
ceMsH. [laHHble nokasaTenu onpeaenstT BAnsHIE
TOrO UM WHOTO Npenapata Ha pa3BuUTe PacTeHus,
NPosiIBNEHNe peTaphaHTHbIX CBOWCTB, aeKTuB-
HOCTb BIIUSIHWS HA NATOrEHHbIE MUKPOOPraHU3Mbl 1
WHEKLMOHHYIO HarpysKy.

AHanu3 gaHHbIX N0 3aCENeHHOCTH CEMSH naTo-
reHHbIMK rpubamn nokasan ypoBeHb WHAEKLMOH-
HOW Harpysku Ha cemeHa rpubamm Alternaria spp.
(20-30 %), rpubamm Fusarium spp. (2—4 %),
Bipolaris sorokiniana Syn. (0—2 %). V13y4aemblii
BakTepuanbHbIM Npenapat nposBun (yHrUcTaTi-
Yeckun aprekT B OTHOWeHUK Alfernaria spp. Ha
yposHe 60 % npw Hopme pacxopa 5,0 n/T. MeHb-
LUMe HOPMbI pacxofda He okasanu (yHrucTaTmde-
CKOro achdekTa, NPUMEHEHNE KOMMEPYECKOTO KOM-
BUHMPOBAHHOIO TPKUA30MOBOTO CUCTEMHOTO (OyHrU-
Unga CHWXano KONMMYeCTBO YYWUTbIBAEMbIX NATO-
reHHbIx rpubos Ha 93—95 % (Tabn. 1).
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Tabnuya 1

AddekTBHOCTL OMONpenapaToB NPOTUB HEKOTOPLIX BO3OyaAUTENen CeMeHHON UH(eKLUK
Efficiency of biopreparations against some pathogens of seed infection

Hovep sapmakTa 3aceneHHoCTb ceMsiH rpubamu, % AdekTusHocTb | CTaTucTUYeckas
06pabotkn | Ajtenaria | Fusarium | Bipolaris (Crinkerie sapa- ST
id Bcero | KEHHOCTW CemsH pasnuumn,

CemsH spp. spp. sorokiniana k BapuanTy 2), % P<0,05

1 2 0 0 2 -933 0,0001
2 (KOHTPOb) 26 2 2 30 - -

3 36 2 0 38 + 26,6 0,0664
4 16 4 2 22 — 26,6 0,0804
5 8 1 2 1 -63,3 0,0001
6 20 2 0 22 — 26,6 0,0804
7 30 2 2 34 +13,3 0,2661
8 10 0 2 12 —-60,0 0,0003
9 30 2 2 34 +13,3 0,2661

MopdomeTpryeckme nokasaTenu pacteHuin npu
pOCTE B T€YEHME 7 CYT U3MEHSANCb HEJOCTOBEPHO
OTHOCUTENBHO KOHTPONS, TaK, ANMHA KOPHS Mo Ba-
puaHTaM 9KCMEepUMEHTa COoCTaBnsfna B CpeaHeM
12—14 cM npu anuHe KopHs B KOHTporne 14,6 cm.
[MpeBbilleHne KOHTponsd Ha 1,7 CM TONMbKO B Ba-
puanTe 8 (6moyronb) ¢ Hopmoit 5,0 n/T. INo ocTanb-
HbIM BapuaHTam AaHHbli NapameTp Ha YpOBHE UM
HWXe KoHTponst (Tabn. 2). MokasaTenb mMacchl Kop-
Heln nokasblBaeT AENCTBUTENbHOE BNWSIHWE Npu-
MEHEHUs npenapaToB Ha pas3BUTME KOPHS: MO
BOnbLWWHCTBY BapUaHTOB 3KCMEPUMeEHTa 3TOT Mo-
KasaTenb AOCTOBEPHO HE OTINYANCS OT KOHTPOMb-
HOro BapuaHTa. [pn XMMHM4Yeckom NpOTpaBnNBaHUK
ObIno 3adhMKCMpOBaHO AOCTOBEPHOE YBEMUYEHME
Macchl kopHen Ha 17,2 %. B cBow ovepeab npu
obpaboTke Guonornyeckum npenapatom «buorop-
X» B cmecu ¢ «CnHKoH» Macca KopHeil CHKanach
Ha 17 % (Tabn. 2).

[nuHa pocTtka Ha 7-e cyT coctaBuna 10—13 cm,
B abconoTHOM KoHTpone — 11,5 cm, 6onbLuee 3Ha-
YeHue 4SIMHbl pocTka 13 cM oTMevanocs npu npu-
MEHEHMM Npenapata BapuaHTta 4 ¢ Hopmon 2,5 /T,
Npu OTCYTCTBUM Pa3nuunii Maccbl poctka. MeHb-
Wwne 3HaveHus anuHbl pocTka (10,06—10,08 cm)
OTMEYanu no BapuaHTaM NPUMEHEHNS XUMUYECKO-
o NpOTpaBWTENs, YTO WMeeT CBOK 3aKOHOMep-
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HOCTb NPW pPeTapAaHTHOM UX BO3AENCTBUW, a Tak-
xe npu obpabotke cemsaH cmecbto 10 («buorop-
Ky, 2,0 n/t + «CunKoH», 5,0 n/1), roe cHxeHne
NOATBEPXAEHO YMEHbLUEHWEM MacCbl pocTKa Ha
0,5-1,0r, unn 6,8—14,8 %.

BcxoxecTb ceMsiH U3MeHsnach B npegenax 88—
96 %, aHeprus pocta ceMsiH Bbina Ha 2—3 % Huxe
BCXOXeCTW (Tabn. 2). Bbicokasi BCXOXECTb OTMeYa-
nacb no BapwaHtam 6 (buoyronb, 1,5 nft), 7
(Buoyronb, 2,5 nit), 10 («Bbuorop-X», 2,0 nit +
«CuHKon», 5,0 nft). B atux Bbibopkax BCXOXeECTb
coctasuna 96 %, 4YTO NpeBbIWano nokasarenu B
KOHTpOne u Apyrux Bblbopkax Ha 6—8 % pocTosep-
HO Ha ypoBHe p < 0.05.

PasBuTIe KONEoNnTUNIe He UMeno 3aBUCMMOCTEN
OT NMPUMEHSIEMBIX MpenapaToB M No GOMbLIMHCTBY
BapWaHTOB ObINO Ha YPOBHE KOHTPONS ANS AaHHO-
ro copta — 4,5-5,0 cm, T. €. HM OOMH U3 UCMbITbI-
BaeMbIX NpenapaToB He Okasan CTUMYNUPYHLLEro
W peTapLaHTHOro BO3OENCTBUS Ha OpraH, TONbKO
NPUMEHEHNe KNacCMYECKOro XMMIUYECKOro npoTpa-
BUTENSI B KAYECTBE KOHTPOMS CHWMXANO ANMHY KO-
neontune Ha 1,2 cM, YTO SIBNSETCS NPOSIBIEHNEM
YMEHbLUEHNS! TOPMOHOB POCTa B pacTeHUsiX Ans
[aHHOrO BUAa npenaparos (cM. Tabn. 2, puc. 1, 2).
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Tabnuya 2
Pa3BuTHe opraHoB pacTeHU Ha 7-e CyTKU pocTa nocne o6paboTku cemsH
Development of plant organs on the 7th day of growth after seed treatment
Homep NnuHa Macca [nnHa Macca [nnHa BexoxecTb,
BapuaHTa | KOpHS, CM KOPHS, T pocTKa, CM pocTKa, I | KoneonTune, cm %
1 13,37/-13| 524/+0,7 | 1008/—-14 |642/—-112 | 3,57/-124 90/+2,0
2 14,66 4,47 11,47 7,54 4,81 88
3 13,711/-09|428/-0,19 | 11,02/-04 | 7,22/-0,32 | 5,14/+0,33 90/+2,0
4 1,76/—29 | 454/+0,07 | 13,04/+15 | 7,20/-0,34 5,2/+0,39 89/+1,0
5 1412/-05| 4,62/+0,15 | 11,57/+0,1 | 7,53/—-0,01 | 4,95/+0,14 86/—2,0
6 12,24/ —-24| 464/+0,17 | 10,76/—-0,7 | 7,83/+0,29 | 5,18/+0,37 9 /+8,0
7 13,8/-0,8 | 472/+025 | 11,29/-0,2 | 7,64/+0,1 4,99/+0,18 9 /+8,0
8 16,43/+18 | 452/+0,05 | 11,03/—-0,4 | 7,72/+0,18 | 5,24/+0,43 88/-0,0
10 12,72/-1,913,70/-0,77 | 10,06 /—1,4 | 7,02/-0,52 | 5,22/ +0,41 96/+8,0

lMpumeyaHue. Macca opraHoB B nepecyete Ha 100 pacTeHuit, nokasatesnb/+, — K BapuaHTy 2 (KOHTPOSb).
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Puc. 1. Cmamucmuyeckas 3Ha4yuMoCmb U3MEHEHUS pa3gumusi KOPHS 8 meveHue 7 cym
(£ cmaHdapmHas owubka cpedHe20 3HaYeHUs], CPaBHEHbI C UCNOb308aHUeM 00HOGaKmMOPHO20
AuCnepCUOHHO20 aHasnu3a ¢ anoCmepUOPHBLIM MECMOM MHOXECMBEHHO20 CPaBHEHUs ThIKU)
Pasnuyue byke ykasbieaem Ha Cmamucmu4ecku 3Ha4yumble pasnuyusi (p < 0,05)
Statistical significance of changes in root development over 7 days. (x standard error of the mean,
compared using one-way ANOVA with Tukey's multiple comparison post hoc test. Differences in letters
indicate statistically significant differences (p < 0.05)

Pa3BuThe pacTeHW MLWEHUUbI Ha 7-€ CYT npu
06paboTke CYTOYHbIX MPOPOCTKOB CEMSH Mnpesd-
CTaBNSAETCSA KaK OLEHKa BMWSHUS NpenapaTtoB Ha
X1BOe pacTeHue. pu HaHeceHuu npenapara Ha
CYTOYHbIE MPOPOCTKM 3aMETHOE BIIMSHWE Ha pas-
BUTME pOCTKa Okasano npumeHeHue «CuHKoH» B
BapuaHTte ¢ 6uoyrnem B Hopme 5,0 n/T. BnnsiHue
BakTepuarnbHbIX npenapaToB Npy BO3LENCTBUM MO
KMBbIM BETETUPYIOWMM TKAHSM pacTeHuit Gbino

18

3HAYNTENbHO CUIbHEE B CPaBHEHWM C MpUMeEHe-
HMEM Ha cemeHax. V3mepeHue nokasatens fnivHa
POCTKA MoKa3aro ero 3HauMMoe W3MeHeHue npu ob-
paboTke BakTepuanbHbIM NpenapaTtom B Hopme 2,5
nit Ha 15—20 %, 1 npu Hopme 5,0 n/T — Ha 24—32 %,
C NMOATBEPXOEHMEM BO3pacTaHWs MacChbl POCTKa,
re NpeBblLUEHNE KOHTPOIBHOrO BapuaHTa cocTas-
nsano 15—26 % (tabn. 3, puc. 3).
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Puc. 2. Cmamucmudeckasi 3Ha4uMoCmb U3MEHEHUS 8CX0XeCcmu, pa3gumusi Kosieonmuse, pocmka
8 meyeHue 7 cym (£ cmaHOapmHas owubka cpe0He20 3Ha4yeHUs, CPaBHEHbI C UCNO/b308aHUEM
00HOhaKmMOpPHO20 AUCNEPCUOHHO20 aHanu3a ¢ anocmepUOPHLIM MECMOM MHOXECMBEHHO20 CPABHEHUS
Tbroku). Pasnudue byke ykasblgaem Ha cmamucmuyecku 3Haqyumble pasnuyus (p < 0,056)
Statistical significance of changes in germination, coleoptile development, and sprouts within 7 days.
(x standard error of the mean, compared using one-way ANOVA with Tukey's multiple comparison post
hoc test). Differences in letters indicate statistically significant differences (p < 0.05)

Tabnuya 3

Pa3BuTME pOCTKOB Ha 7-€ CyTKM nocne 06paboTKU CYTOUHbIX MPOPOCTKOB
Development of sprouts on the 7th day after treatment of daily sprouts

Homep [nuHa pocTka, + K KOHTPOTO, Macca pocTKoB, £ K KOHTPOMHO
BapuaHTa CM cM [ % r cM [ %
2 (KOHTpONb) 13,55 - 717 -
3 15,15 +1,6/11,8 8,02 +0,85/11,8
4 15,68 +2,13 /15,7 8,25 +1,08 /15,0
5 16,79 +3,24 /23,9 9,07 +1,9 /26,5
6 14,55 +1,0/7,3 7,82 +0,65/9,0
7 16,35 +2,8 /20,6 8,9 +1,73 /24,1
8 17,87 +4,32/ 31,8 9,05 +1,88 / 26,2
9 12,82 0,73/54 6,47 -0,64/9,8
10 14,48 +0,93/6,8 7,3 +0,19/1,8

MpumeyaHue: macca poctkoB B nepecyeTe Ha 100 pacTeHuin (onpegensanace maccon obuiei npobel No

MOBTOPEHNIO).

19
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Puc. 3. Cmamucmuyeckasi 3Ha4umocmb U3MEHeHUs OnluHbI pocmka Ha 7-e cym npu 06pabomke
CYMOYHbIX NPOPOCMKO8 (+ cmaHAapmHasi owubka cpedHe20 3HaY€eHUs, CPaBHEHbI C UCNOb308aHUEM
00HOGhaKmopHO20 OUCNEPCUOHHO20 aHanu3a ¢ anoCmepUOPHbIM MECMOM MHOXECMBEHHO20 CPaBHEHUS
Tbroku). Pasnuyue 6yke yka3bigaem Ha cmamucmuyecku 3Haqyumbie pasnuyus (p < 0,05)
Statistical significance of change in sprout length at 7 days when treating daily sprouts
(x standard error of the mean, compared using one-way ANOVA with Tukey's multiple comparison post
hoc test). Differences in letters indicate statistically significant differences (p < 0.05)

B noneBbIx HabntogeHusx nopaxeHue pacre-
HWA NLUEHNLbI KOPHEBBIMU THUNSAIMU B (pa3y paseu-
TUS KyNbTypbl (KyLLeHre — BbIxog B TpybKy) moka-
3ano pacnpoctpaHenne 0,7—4,0 %, Ha KOHTPOSb-
HOM BapuaHTe — 1,65; npu passuTK BONE3HN —
0,2-1,0; Ha koHTpone - 0,41 %. lNpegnocesHas
obpaboTka CEMSH XMMUYECKUM MPOTPaBUTENEM
obecneynBana NOSHyK 3alNTy PACTEHUNA MLIEHU-
Lbl OT pa3BUTUS KOPHEBbIX THUMEN B YCMOBUAX 3a-
CYLUNIMBOCTW BereTaumoHHoro nepuoga. MpumeHe-
Hue GakTepuanbHoro npenapata npu obpaboTke
CEMSH He MOBMMANO Ha CHUXEHWE BONesHN KopHer
KynbTypbl npu passutum 6onestn — 0,4—0,6 %,
pacnpocTpaHeHun — 1,4—2,1 %.

W3mepeHne  ¢m3nonornyeckux  napameTpos
pasBUTUS pacTeHns B (pasy KylleHus uMeno cra-
TUCTUYECKM HE3HaYMMoe criaboe pasnuune mexay
BapuaHTaMu no napameTpam BEPXHEro NINCTa, Bbl-
LENUNM BapuaHTbl ¢ 6ONbLUMM BIWSIHUEM Ha ATUHY
nncTa, NPeBbICUBLUME KOHTPOSb Ha 1—2 CM, unu
14-28 %, — 3, 6, 8, 9 npn BapbUPOBAHUN ANNHbI
nucta B onbite 13—15 cm. bonbluee BnusHWe Ha
ONUHY NUCTa OKasanu BapuaHTbl C Manoi HOpMoil
npumeHeHns BaktepuanbHoro npenapara (1,5 n/t)
u npenapata «buorop-XX», T. €. BbICOKME HOPMbI
BakTepuanbHOro KOHCOpLMYMa HECKOMbKO CAEPXM-
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Banu pocT BereTaTMBHoOM Macchl. LWupuHa nucra
coctaenana 0,7—0,8 cm npu npeBbILLEHNN KOHTPO-
nsa Ha BapuaHTax 1, 4, 6, 10 1 He umena cBsA3n No
OOMbLWMHCTBY BapMaHTOB C ANWHOW nncTa. [nuHa
pacTeHust B 9Ty pasy cocTasnsna 16—25 cm npu
CTaTUCTNYECKN 3HAYUMOM W3MEHEHUMU MO UCMbITbI-
BaeMblM BapuaHTaM Ha 3—4 CM OT KOHTPOSS, Npu
CHKEHWW OfMHbI HA BapuaHTax C NpUMEHEHWEM
BbICOKMX HOpPM pacxoaa bakTepuanbHoro npenapa-
Ta. ObpaboTka cemsiH ManbiMM HopMamu BakTe-
puanbHoro npenaparta CTUMynMpoBana passuThe
napameTpoB nucTa, 6onblume HopMbl BakTepuanb-
HOro npenapata CHWXanu gnHy cTebns pacteHus
00 20 %. Passutre MopchomMeTpuyeckux napamer-
poB (priaroBoro fmcta B hady Hanme — MOOYHas
CMenocTb, Kak OCHOBHOTO OpraHa, BIMSIOLIErO Ha
(hOpPMUPOBAHME W HanMB CEMSH, UMENO pa3BUTHE
AnvHbl nucta 15—-23 cm ¢ wupuHon 0,9—1,2 cwm.
Bonbluee BNuSHWE Ha pa3BUTME NUCTa OKas3anu
obpaboTku GuonpenapatomM B YMCTOM Buae U B
CMecu C gpyrumu npenapatamu B ¢pady dnar-
NNCT — KonoweHne no Bapuantam 10, 11, 12.
YBenuyeHne AnuHbl IUCTa no cpaBHEHMIO ¢ abco-
NIOTHBIM KOHTPONEM COCTaBUNo 3—4 cM c yBenu-
YyeHueM LWnpuHbl nucta Ha 0,13—-0,21 cm no Ba-
puaHTam 8, 11, 12 (tabn. 4, puc. 4).
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Tabnuua 4
MopdomeTpuyeckue xapakrepucTmkm hopM1MpoBaHMsA NUCTa, CM
Morphometric characteristics of leaf formation, cm
Homep [nuHa nucta, e LLInpuHa nucta,
BapuaHTa cpefHee +/—kBap. 2 cpedHee +/—kBap. 2
®da3sa KyLieHne-Tpybka
1 14,05 ‘ +0,85 0,83 +0,08
2 13,2 0,75
3 15,7 +2,55 0,79 +0,04
4 14,8 +1,6 0,86 +0,11
5 13,9 +0,75 0,79 +0,04
6 15,2 +1,95 0,81 +0,06
7 14,3 +1,1 0,73 -0,02
8 15,1 +1,85 0,71 -0,04
9 16,0 +28 0,8 +0,03
10 14,6 +1,45 0,8 +0,05
CT. oTKN. — 0,85 - 0,04
®dasa HanmB — MOMOYHAs CNesiocTb
[nuHa ¢narosoro fmncra, e [LnpurHa chnarosoro nucra, cm
1 18,85 -06 1,01 -0,06
2 19,45 1,07
3 14,7 -48 0,91 -0,16
4 20,2 +0,7 1,07 0,0
5 19,2 -03 1,08 0,01
6 18,2 -1,25 1,05 -0,02
7 20,7 +1,2 1,12 +0,05
8 19,4 -0,05 1,24 +0,17
10 23,5 +4,05 1,0 -0,07
" 23,1 + 3,65 1,28 +0,21
12 23,2 +3,75 1,2 +0,13
Cr. oTKN. 2,49 0,11

B onbiTe oTMeYanucb MOMOXUTENbHbIE U3Me-
HEeHUsl NokasaTenen CTPYKTYPHOrO aHanusa passu-
TUS KOMoca Mo MpUMEHsIEMbIM npenapatam, Tak,
ANWHa Konoca coctaenana 7,2—8,6 ¢m ¢ yenuye-
HWeM No BapuaHTam 06paboTKM CEMSIH U PaCTEHUA
no seretauum 8, 11, 12, KONNYECTBO KOIOCKOB B
konoce 11,2—13,8 WT., C NPeBbILLEHNEM KOHTPOSS
no BapuaHtam npumeHeHns «CunKona» 3, 4, 5.
Uucno 3epeH B konoce 27-28 WT., pasnuune He-
[0CTOBEPHOE, BEC 3epHa C 25 pacTeHWn yBenniu-

21

Bancs ¢ 27 go 31 r no BapuaHtam 4, 5, 7, 8. OguH
3 OCHOBHbIX MOKa3aTene, pearvpyroLmx Ha no-
rogHble YCMOBWS U MPUMEHEHWE arpoXMMUKATOB W
nectuumaos, — 310 nokasatens Macca 1000 3epeH,
paBHbIn 38—42 T, C NpEBbILLEHNEM KOHTPONS Ha
1,6—4,0 r no BapuaHTam npumeHeHns Buonpena-
paToB C Hopmamu 2,5-5,0 n/T n «buorop-X», Ba-
PUaHTbI TOMBKO C MPUMEHEHNEM MO Beretauun He
MOBINUSINN Ha YBENUYEHWE NoKasaTens.
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Puc. 4. Cmamucmudeckasi 3Ha4umMocmb U3MEHEHUs (hOpMUpPOBaHUS flicma 8 pasHble ¢hasbl
passumus pacmeHus (£ cmaHO0apmHas owubka cped0He20 3HayeHUs, CPaBHEHbI C LCNOTb308aHUEM
00HOhakmOpPHO20 AUCNEPCUOHHO20 aHasu3a ¢ anocmepUOPHbIM MECMOM MHOXECMBEHHO20 CPaBHEeHUs
Tbroku). Paznuyue 6yke yka3bleaem Ha cmamucmuyecku 3Hayumbie pasnuyus (p < 0,05)
Statistical significance of changes in leaf formation at different phases of plant development.

(x standard error of the mean, compared using one-way ANOVA with Tukey's multiple comparison post
hoc test). Differences in letters indicate statistically significant differences (p < 0.05)

BbICOKMA YPOBEHb YPOXaANHOCTU  CPOPMUPO-
Bancs Npu CTaH4APTHbIX 3fIEMEeHTax TEXHOMormu
3a cyeT BnaronpusaTHbLIX TeMnepaTypHbIX YCNOBUN
1 0BUNbHBIX 0CAAKOB B KpUTUYECKMe hasbl pa3su-
TUS PaCTEHWU, CHXAKOLWMWX MOCREACTBUS 3acyLu-
NIMBOCTU MepuoaoB cnabbiM pasBUTUEM FIUCTO-
ctebnesbix GonesHen MLWEHUYHOro LieHosa. Ypo-
XalHOCTb KynbTypbl cocTaensna 4,5—4,7 T/ra, cta-
TUCTUYECKM HE3HaYMMble W3MEHEeHUs B npefenax
0,01—0,06 T/ra Habniopanucb Ha BapuaHTax C
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HopmMoit BakTepuanbHoro npenapata 2,5-5,0 n/T.
OtcyTtctBue npubaskn ypoxas Npy UCNoNb30BaHNN
BakTepuanbHbIX NpenapaToB, CONPOBOXAALOLLEECS
NONMOXWUTESbHON AUHAMUKOA MOPCGOMETPUYECKNX
nokasatesnei, MOXeT 0BbACHATLCA CTabUIbHOCTBIO
BEreTaTMBHbIX CBOMCTB pacTeHuir. OuyeBMaHO
BNWSIHUE MOTOAHBIX YCMOBUIA BETETaLMOHHOMO ne-
prnoga Ha pasBuUTHE PaCTeHWA W WX BOCTPUATME
NONOXMTENbHbIX 3hPeKTOB HakTepuanbHbIX Kynb-
Typ (Tabn. 5, puc. 5).
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Tabnuya 5

YpoxanHoCTb KynbTypbl, T/ra
Crop yield, t/ha

CpefHss ypoxanHoCTb, T/ra

Bapuart tha | +—1ia | +%
1. Xummnyeckoe npotpaenueanue cemsH, 1,0 1/t (KOHTposb) 4,61 -0,09 | -1,91
2. KoHTponb (6e3 06paboTku cemsH) 4,7 - -
3. CuHKoH, 1,5 n/T (cemeHa) + «CnHKony, 5,0 n/ra (31-32 kywieHue) 4,7 0 0
4. CvuKoH, 2,5 n/T (cemeHa) 4,71 +0,01 +0,2
5. CuuKow, 5,0 n/t (cemena) 4,76 +0,06 | +12
6. buoyronb 1,5 n/t (cemeHa) + buoyrone, 5,0 n/ra (31-32 kyLieHue) 4,66 -0,04 | -08
7. buoyronb 2,5 n/T (cemeHa) 4,74 +0,04 | +08
8. buoyronb 5,0 N/t (cemeHa) 4,59 -0,11 -23
9. brorop-X (‘jepvm KM, 2,0 n/t (cemeHa); 2 n/ra (pasa 31-32 kyLye- 477 +0,07 148
Hus — TpybKM); 2 n/ra (MONOYHas CnenocTb)
10. Buorop-X cepumn KM, 2,0 n/t + «CuHKoH» + Buoyrons, 5,0 n/t 4 64 006 P
(Ha cemeHa) + broyrons, 5,0 n/ra (gnarnucT — KonoLueHue) ' ’ ’
11. «CuHKoHy, 2,5 n /ra (hnarnuct — Hayarno KONMoLEeHS) 4,54 -0,13 -34
12. «CnHKoHy, 5,0 n1 /ra (pnarnuct — Havasno KomnoLueHms). 453 -017 | -3,6
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Puc. 5. Cmamucmuyeckasi 3Ha4umMoCmb U3MEHEHUS ypoxaliHocmu no eapuaHmam onbima
(£ cmaHdapmHas owubka cpedHe20 3HaYeHUs], CpaBHeHbI C UCNOb308aHUeM 00HOaKMOpPHO20
AuCnepCcUOHHO20 aHasu3a ¢ anoCmepUOPHBIM MECMOM MHOXECMBEHHO20 CPaBHEHUS ThioKU).
Pasnuyue 6yke ykasblgeaem Ha cmamucmu4yecku 3Haqumble pasnudus (p < 0,05)
Statistical significance of yield changes across experimental variants (+ standard error of the mean,
compared using one-way ANOVA with Tukey's multiple comparison post hoc test). Differences in letters
indicate statistically significant differences (p < 0.05)

3akntoyeHue. [onoxuTensHoe BINSHWE OMbIT-
Horo obpasua 6uonornyeckoro npenapata (KOH-
copunym B. simplex n B. megaterium) n B Bapuan-
Te uMmobunmuaumum Ha Yactuuax bruoyrns otmeva-
NoCb B CHWXEHUM rpuboB p. Alternaria npn Hopme
5,0 n/T, CTUMYNMPOBaHWUM ManbIM1 HOPMamK BCXO-
KECTU CeMsiH Ha 6—8 %, CTUMynMUpoBaHMM pocTa
npn obpaboTke pocTKOB C HOpMamu pacxopa Buo-
npenapatoB 2,5-5,0 n/T, oTpuUaTensHoe — B CHK-
KEHWUWN Pa3BUTUS 3apOAbILLEBbIX OpraHoB npu 06-
paboTke CEMSIH CMOXHbIMKU CMecsiMu BGuonpenapa-
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TOB. BrnusHue 6uonpenapatoB Ha MUKPOMULETHI
p. Alternaria B nocnegymwweM He MOBUANO Ha
CHWXEHWE Pa3BUTUS KOPHEBbLIX THUMEN PaCTeHWN
MLEHMLbI.

MopdomeTpuyeckne nokasatenu pocta B
Gonbluer CTeneHn pearnpoBani YBENUYEHUEM Ha
npMMeHeHWe npenapaToB no Beretauuu. Boicokas
ypoxanHocTb (4,5—4,7 T/ra) ¢ OTCyTCTBMEM BNNS-
HWS UCMbITHIBAEMBIX CXeM npenapatoB obycnas-
NMBaeTCs CrOXMBLLMMMCS BnaronpusTHbIMKA yCno-
BUSIMW NS (hOPMUPOBaHKS YpoXxas.
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