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AHHOTaLMA
B cratbe npuBogsATCA pesynbTaThl NPOBEAEHHONO W3YYeHUS MO BAUSHUIO

KMOHOBbIX NOABOEB Ha CTEMEHb MOPaXEHUS KNSICTEPOCMOPMO30M HacaXaeHWN
AaHHOM KynbTypbl. B kayecTBe 06HEKTOB UCCNEOOBaHNA UCMONb30BaNUCL CopTa
CNMBbI  KUTAWCKOW, BblBEAEHHble Ha 6ase  Bcepoccuickoro  HayyHo-
NCCrnenoBaTENbCKOTO MHCTUTYTA Cenekuuu NNodOBbIX KymnbTyp — ANEHYLLKa,
Kpaca OpnosuwuHbl, Opnosckas Meyta, Opnosckuin CyBeHup. Kaxabin u3
paccmaTpuBaeMblx COPTOB Bbll MPUBMUT Ha KMOHOBbLIE noasou 146-2, HoBnHKa
CBI'-11-19. WUccneposanus bbiny npoBedeHbl B HAaCAXAEHMSAX OTAeNa cenekuum
N copTou3yyeHus koctoukosbIx KynbTyp ®IEHY BHUMUCTIK B nepuog ¢ 2015 no
2017 rogpl. Cxema pasmelleHus pacteHud — 5,0x2,5 M. Ha npotsxeHuu
KaXgoro BereTauyoHHOTO nepuofa B M3yvyaeMblX HacaxaeHusx NpoBoaunach
CTaHAapTHas cxema 3awuTbl OT 3abonesaHuit 1 BpeauTeneir. B pesynbrate
yaanocb ycraHoButb, 4to nogson CBI-11-19 B uenom nposienseTr 6onee
BbICOKY0 CTENEHb YCTONYMBOCTM K KNSICTEPOCNOPUO3Y MO CPABHEHMIO C APYTMMM
nogsosimm — HoeuHkoi 1 146-2. Ha nogsoe 146-2 Hanbonee yCTOAYMBBIM K
KNSCTEpPOCNOpMOo3y Okasancs CopT cnuBbl kuTaickon Opnosckuin CyBeHup,
KOTOpbIN NPOSIBIS B CpeHEM 3a TpW roda CTeneHb nopaxeHus Ha yposHe 0,33
6anna. Ha nogsoe HoBuHKa Boree BbICOKYH YCTONYMBOCTb K KNSACTEPOCMOPUO3Y
nposiBunu copta cnmebl kutainckon Oprosckas Meyta u Opnosckuin CyBeHup,
cTeneHb nopaxeHust y kotopbix coctasuna 0,67 6anna. Ha nogsoe CBI-11-19
Bonee BbICOKYI0 CTeNeHb YCTOMYMBOCTb NPOSIBUM COPT CRMBLI KuTamckon Kpaca
OpnoBLLUMHbI, CTENEHb NOPaXEHMS KOTOPOro Okasanack paeHa 0,56 6annos. Bece
NPMBEAEHHbIE B CTaTbe [AaHHble CTATUCTUYECKM obpaboTaHbl M SBMSKOTCS
MONHOCTbIO JOCTOBEPHBLIMU.

KnioueBble cnoBa: cnuMBa  KuTaiickasi,  COPT,  KMOHOBblE  NOABOMU,
KNSICTEPOCNOPMO3, CTENEHb MOPaXeH!s, YCTOMYMBOCTb
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Abstract

The article gives the results of the study on the influence of clonal rootstock on
the degree of damage to the shot-hole of this crop. As the objects of research,
the Prunus salicina varieties, derived on the basis of the Russian Research
Institute of Fruit Crop Breeding — Alyonushka, Krasa Orlovschiny, Orlovskaya
Mechta, Orlovsky Souvenir, were used. Each of considered varieties was grafted
onto clonal rootstocks 146-2, Novinka and SVG-11-19. The studies were carried
out in the plantings of the laboratory of stone fruits breeding and cultivars
studying of VNIISPK in the period from 2015 to 2017. The plant layout is 5.0x2.5
m. During each vegetation period, the plantings under study were subjected to
the use of a standard scheme of protection against diseases and pests. As a
result, it was possible to establish that the plum rootstock SVG-11-19 as a whole
shows a higher degree of resistance to shot-hole compared with other plum
rootstocks, the Novinka and 146-2. On the rootstock 146-2, Prunus salicina
cultivar Orlovsky Souvenir proved to be the most resistant to shot-hole, which
showed an average degree of damage for three years at a level of 0.33 points.
Prunus salicina cultivars Orlovskaya Mechta and Orlovsky Souvenir showed
higher resistance to the shot-hole on the Novinka rootstock. The degree of
damage in them was 0.67 points. On the SVG-11-19 rootstock, Prunus salicina
cultivar Krasa Orlovschiny showed higher resistance by shot-hole. The degree of
damage was equal to 0.56 points. All the data given in the article are statistically
processed and are completely reliable.

Key words: Prunus salicina, cultivar, clonal rootstocks, shot-hole, degree of
damage, resistance

BeepeHue

HebnaronpustHble nOrogHble YCMOBMS, MPUBOAALME K WMMYHOZE(UUMTY Yy MAOLOBbIX
pacTeHni, cnocobCTBYIOT PacNpPOCTPAHEHUIO (DUTONATOrEHHbIX MUKPOOPraHU3MOB, YTO B CBOIO
ovyepefpb CTano NPUYMHON U3PEXEHHOCTU Caf0B 1 MaTOYHbIX HacaXxaeHWA. [ns yooBneTBopeHus
noTpebHOCTEN B Ka4yeCTBEHHOM MOCAJ04YHOM MaTepuane, KOTOpblii OTBEYaeT COBPEMEHHBIM
NMPOM3BOLACTBEHHBIM W JKOHOMUYECKUM TpeboBaHUsM, HeobXxoauMo Mcnonb3oBaTb NOLBOW C
BbICOKOW CTEMEHbI0 YCTOMYMBOCTU K HebnaronpusTHOMy BO3L4EACTBMIO abMOTUYECKUX U
BuoTnyeckmx daktopos (YnbsHosckas, 2015). VI3BeCTHO, YTO BNUSIHME NOABOS HA NMPUBON MOXET
ObiTb BeCbMa 3HAYMTENbHLIM U CKa3bIBAETCA Ha €ro pocTe, Ha BPEMEHW HaCTynneHus
NNOLOHOLEHUS, Ha ypoxanHocTu v np. (Manbk, 1963; Botu et al.,2002; Achim et al., 2004).

OfHWUM 13 BaXHENWMX HanpaBiEHWA B CENEeKUWW CNWBbl SBNSETCS BblBEAEHWE COPTOB C
BbICOKOW CTEMeHblo YCTOMYMBOCTM K GonesHsm (3apemyk, 2016; Sattar Khan, 2018).
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Knsicrepocnopwos (Clasterosporium carpophilum Aderh. unn Wilsonomyces carpophilus (Lév.))
nopaxaet noberu, nuctay 1 nnogbl (Marep, 2013; Kynukos, 2014; l'ynsesa, 2015; Ahmadpour,
2009). Ha nuctbax obpasyloTcs kpacHoBaTble NATHA, OKPYXEHHbIE XIOPOTUYECKUMMU KpasiMu.
OHM MOCTENEHHO YBENWUYMBAKOTCS, CTAHOBSATCA KOPUYHEBBLIMA U B pe3ynbTaTe OTMUPALT,
obpasys CkBO3Hble OTBEpCTUSl Ha nucTbsx (Bubici, 2010). XapaktepHom 0COGEHHOCTHIO
KNSICTEPOCNOPMO3a Ha CNnBE ABNSETCA TO, YTO BO3OYANUTENb NOpaxaeT pacTeHue BO BCe (hasbl
ero passuTUsi, HauMHas C Nepuoda MOSIBNIEHUS NEPBbIX NUCTLEB W 3aKaH4MBas NMUCTONALOM
(Mneckavyesuny, 2013).

B 310t CBA3M LEenblo AaHHbIX UCCneaoBaHuin Bbino U3yyeHne BIUSHWS NOABOEB CAMBbLI Ha
YCTOMYMBOCTb NPUBMTBIX COPTOBBIX PACTEHWUN JAHHOM KyNbTYpbl K KNSCTEPOCMOPKO3Y.

Matepuansi u MeToAuKa uccnefoBaHUm

WccnegoBaHus nNpoBOAMINCL B HACaXOEHWSX OTAena Cenekum U COpTOU3yYeHns
kocToukoBbIX kynbTyp BHUWCIIK B 2015...2017 rr. Cxema pasmelleHus pacteHns — 5,0%2,5 m.
ObbekTamn U3yyeHUs ABNANUCbL copTa cnmebl kutarckon cenekumm BHUWCTIK — Opnosckas
meuta, Anénywwka, Kpaca OpnosuwuHbl 1 OpnoBckuii cyBeHnp. Kaxabii U3 aTux copToB Obin
NPMBWT Ha KnoHoBble nogson 146-2, HoeuHka u CBI-11-19. ExerogHo npuMeHsnach
CTaHfapTHas cuctemMa MeponpuUsATWA MO 3alluTe pacTeHu OT 3aboneBaHun W BpeauTenei.
M3yyeHne OCHOBHbIX X03NCTBEHHO-DMOMOrMYECKMX nokasaTenenm ObiNno NpoBedeHo B
cootBeTcTBAN € «[lporpamMmoit M METOAMKOM COPTOM3YYEHUS MMOAOBLIX, SArOAHLIX U
opexonnoaHbix kKynbtyp» (Opén, 1999).

PesynbTatbl U MX 06CyXaEHUE

Haww wccnepoBaHns nokasanu HEKOTOPYH 3aBUCUMOCTb MOPaXaemoCcTU COPTOB CIMBbI
KNSACTEPOCMOPMO30M B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT UCMOSb3yeMoro nogsos (tabnuupbl 1...3).

Ha nogsoe 146-2 60MbLIMHCTBO MCCReAyeMblX COPTOB CAMBbLI MPOSIBUNU MOPaXeHUe
knsictepocnopnosom ot 1,0 6anna u Bobiwe. VicknioueHne coctasun nuiwb copT OpnoBckuii
CyBeHMp, KOTOPbIN MPOSIBUST CPESHIO MopaxaeMocTb 3a Tpu roga Ha yposHe 0,33 6anna.
CrepyeT OTMETUTb, YTO [aHHbIA COPT He UMeN NOpPaXeHUs KNSICTEPOCNOPUO30M B [Ba U3 TPEX
rogoB uccnegosaHui (tabnumua 1).

Tabnuya 1 — CteneHb NOpaxeHMs KNscTepOCNOpMO30M COPTOB CMBLI Ha noagoe 146-2
lopaxeHue KnsacTepocrnopuo3om

Copr 2015 2016 2017 CpegHee 3a 3 roaa
Opnosckast Meuta 0,67 1,00 2,00 1,22
AnéHyLuka 1,00 1,33 0,67 1,00
Kpaca OpnosLuHbl 1,00 1,00 1,00 1,00
OpnoBcKuit CyBEHMP 0,00 0,00 1,00 0,33
CpepHee 0,67 0,58 1,16 0,88
HCPos 0,48 1,15 0,97 -

Mpn ucnonb3oBaHMM NoABOs HOBUMHKA mopaxeHue knsctepocropno3om Beiwe 1,0 6anna
nmen nuwb copT AnéHylika. Bce ocTanbHble npuBuMTbIE COpTa MMenu nopaxeHue mexee 1,0
6anna. Cambim cnabbim nopaxeHue 66110 y coptoB Opnosckas Meuta u Opnosckuit CyBeHup 1
cocrasuno 0,67 6annos (Tabnuua 2).
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Ta6n|/|u,a 2 — CteneHb nopaxeHuna Kractepocrnopino3om COPTOB CBbI Ha NOABOE HoBuHKa

MopaxeHue KNsicTepocnopro3om

Copr 2015 2016 2017 CpepaHee 3a 3 roaa
Opnosckast Meuta 0,00 1,00 1,00 0,67
AnéHyLuka 2,00 1,33 0,67 1,33
Kpaca OpnosLuHbl 1,00 0,67 0,67 0,78
OproBCKuMi CyBEHMP 1,00 0,00 1,00 0,67
CpenHee 1,00 0,75 0,83 0,86
HCPos 0,00 0,79 0,56

Bce copta cnuBbl, npueuTble Ha nogsoit CBI-11-19, umenn nopaxeHue KnsacTepocnopro3om
meHee 1,0 6anna. CpeaHuii nokasaTenb NOpaXaemocTy NO NOABO 3a Tpu roga coctasun 0,78
6annos, 4TO SBNSETCA CaMblM HWU3KUM MokasaTenem B wuccrnegoBaHusax. Camoe Hu3Koe
nopaxeHue oTme4eHo y copta Kpaca OpnosLumHbI, koTopoe coctasuno 0,56 6annos (tabnuua 3).

Tabnuua 3 — CTeneHb NopaxeHust KNACTEPOCNOPMO30M COPTOB CNMBbI Ha nogsoe CBI-11-19
lMopaxeHue KnscTepocnopro3om

Copr 2015 2016 2017 CpegHee 3a 3 roaa
Opnosckast Meuta 1,00 0,33 1,00 0,78
Anényuwika 1,00 0,67 1,00 0,89
Kpaca OpnoBLuHbl 0,00 0,67 1,00 0,56
OproBcKui CyBeHMp 1,00 0,67 1,00 0,89
CpeaHee 0,75 0,58 1,00 0,78
HCPos 0,00 0,97 0,00

BuiBoabl

BONbLUMHCTBO COPTOB NPOSIBISKOT BbICOKYH YCTOAYMBOCTD K KISCTEPOCNOPHUO3Y Ha KITOHOBbIX
nogBosix, TeM He MeHee, copT Opnosckuin CyBeHMP NPOSIBUN BLICOKYK YCTOWYMBOCTb K
KNsicTepocnopnosy Ha nogsoe 146-2.

Ha nogsoe HosuHka 605ee BbICOKYH YCTOMYMBOCTL K KNSCTEPOCTOPMO3Y MPOSBASIOT COpTa
cnuebl Opniosckast Meuta v Opnosckuin CyBeHup.

BonbluMHCTBO COpTOB, NPMBUTLIX HA NoaBoe CBI-11-19, NposiBNAOT BLICOKYH YCTONYMBOCTb
K KNSICTEpOCNOpMo3y, Camoe HU3KOE NopaxeHue Ha aToM noagoe umen copT Kpaca OproBLyHbI.

Ha nogsoe CBI-11-19 GonbWMHCTBO COPTOB NposiBunu 6onee BbICOKYK YCTOMYMBOCTb MO
CpaBHeHWto ¢ noasosMn 146-2 n HoeuHka.
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