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Pesrome

PacTerxHaTa akTHBHOCT Ha METIHEBHU IPOPACTHIM OT OOMKHOBEHA 3MMHA IIIICHHUIIA B YCIIOBHSI HA OCMOTH-
YeH CTPEC, € OICHsIBaHA 110 HATpyInaHa OuoMaca, Jerpecus Ha pacTeka, MHJICKC Ha YBPEXKIaHE U OBOJHEHOCT.
N3nomn3Banm ca cemena ot Owarapckute coproBe Kats, 'muec, I'es-1 m Huku oT Tpu BereTarimoHHU TOJWHU
2012-2014 r. KpaHOBETE Ca TIOAIaTaHl HA OCMOTHYEH cTpec 3a 48 gaca B TEPMOCTAT C Pa3TBOPH Ha 3axapo3a C
BojieH noTeHuuan ot -0.55 u -1.33 MPa. beuie yctanoBeHo, ue ciief crpeca pu coproete ['unec u I'es-1 ce-
JKaTa ¥ cyXara Maca Ha KOJISOIITHJIA € ITO-TOJIsSIMa | Ce MOBIIMSBA M0-c1ab0 HETaTHBHO B CPABHEHHE ChC CBEXKATA
u cyxara maca npu copT Huku, kato npu ['unec u I'es-1 ppakuHaTa Ha KOICONTHIA € MO-TOIsAMa OT Ta3u HNpU
Huxu. Kats u 'mHec moka3BaT mo-BUCOKa OBOJHEHOCT Ha KOJICOMTHIIA MIPU yMepeH cTpec oT -0.55 MPa, koe-
TO KOpenupa ¢ JepecusiTa Ha pacTeska Ha oprana. CIIIHHSAT BOjCH cTpec oT -1.33 MPa npenu3BukBa eq1HaKkBa
JISTIPECcHsi Ha pacTe)ka Ha opraHnuTe 0e3 pas3imKa MeXay copTroBeTe. Hail-auyBcTBHTENEH KbM YMEPEH U CHIICH
BOJIEH CTpEC TI0 Te3M rmokasarenu e copT Hukn. Kpuure Ha perpecHOHHHTE 3aBUCHMOCTH MEXTy CyXara Maca
Y OBOJHEHOCTTA Ha KOJEONTHIIA U cyXaTa Maca M Koe(UIIMeHTa Ha JIeTIPecHs IPH YMEPEH CTpeC JOKa3BaT, e
coproBete Kars, ['unec u I'es-1 mputexkaBaT afanTUBHU MEXaHU3MHU KbM CTpeca, 3a pas3yinka ot copt Huku.

KaouoBu AYMMU: OOMKHOBEHA 3UMHA nomeHuna, npopacTbu; OCMOTHUYCH CTPEC; MHACKC HA YBPCIKAAHC
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Abstract

Growth activity of 5-days-old seedlings of common winter wheat varieties grown on conditions of osmotic
stress was evaluated on the basis of accumulated biomass, growth depression, injury index and water content.
Seeds of Bulgarian varieties Katya, Gines, Geya-1 and Nikki from three vegetation years 2012-2014 were used.
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Seedlings were subjected to osmotic stress for 48 hours in thermostat by sucrose solutions with water potentials
of -0.55 and -1.33 MPa. It was found that in the varieties Gines and Geya-1 the coleoptile fresh and dry mass were
less negatively affected by the applied stress than in the variety Nikki, and in Gines and Geya-1 the coleoptile
length was bigger than in Nikki. Katya and Gines showed higher water content of shoot under moderate stress
(-0.55 MPa) which correlates with depression in organ growth. The severe water stress of -1.33 MPa induced
similar depression in organ growth with no varietal differences. Based on these parameters, it was estimated that
Nikki was most sensitive to mild and severe water stress compared with the studied varieties. Regression correla-
tion curves of shoot dry mass and water content and dry mass and depression coefficient under moderate stress
for Katya, Gines and Geya-1 proved that these varieties possessed adaptive mechanisms towards stress unlike

Nikki.
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W3BecTHO €, Ye MOKBJIBAHETO W PAHHOTO pa3-
BUTHE HA PACTEHHITa MHOI'O YECTO MPOTHYA MPU
HEeOIaronpusATHH YCJIOBUS Ha Cpelara, Hal-Bede
npy HeOIaronpusTeH BOIEH pexkuM. B Ta3u panna
¢aza MIeHnYHUTE PaCTCHUS, 3aCABAHHU TIPE3 €CEH-
Ta, MOYTH BUHATHU Ca MOJIOKEHU Ha BOACH Je(H-
uuT nopaau 3acymanaHe (ADSS, 2012; Tonev et
al., 2008; Dreccer et al., 2004). To3u niporiec Bhusie
YeCTO U BBPXY KpaiHaTa MPOAYKTHBHOCT Ha Moce-
Ba. ET0 3ammio orenkara Ha peakuusiTa Ha CEMEHa-
Ta ¥ PaHHOTO Pa3BUTHE HA MPOPACTHKA OT JaJCH
COPT KBM 3acyIllaBaHe, € Ba)XCH €Tal OT OIpesie-
JsiHe Ha o0IaTa My TOJEPAHTHOCT KBbM 3acylia-
BaHe. MH(popmanusaTa 3a pacTe)xxHaTa peakuus Ha
TeHOTHIIOBETE, OTIJICKAAHU ITPH OCMOTHYEH CTpEC,
Ou uMasa M MpaKkTU4ecKa CTOHHOCT MpH PailiOHU-
paHe WM OIpe/essiHe Ha TIOCEBHU HOPMH Ha COp-
ta (Georgiev and Valchev, 1990, 1991; Zarei et al.,
2007). 3a oueHKa Ha MOKBJIBAHETO U Pa3BUTHETO
Ha MPOPACTBINTE MPHU 3acyliaBaHe HA-4ecTo ce
M3I0JI3BaT (DU3HOJIOTMYHH J1a0OpaTOPHHU TIONIXO-
1 (Szilagyi, 2003; Vasilev et al., 2010). OcHoBHU
M3UCKBaHUS KbM MPHIOKUMOCTTA Ha TaKUBa Me-
TOIM ca Obp3WHA, JIECHO U3I'BIIHEHUE U JIOCTAThY-
Ha TOYHOCT, KOMTO TIO3BOJISIBAT OLICHKA HA T'OJSIM
Opoii 00pa3iy OT pa3IMYHN TEHOTHIIOBE 32 KPATKO
Bpeme (Gavuzzi et al., 1997; Valchev, 2007; Aliyev,
2012). Haii-yuecto M3Moia3BaHUTE METOIU Ca CBBP-
3aHH C XapaKTEPHUCTHKA Ha BOJOOOMEHA ITPH CTpeC
Yype3 mapaMeTbpa OTHOCHTEITHO BOJHO ChABpPXKa-
aue - RWC (Turner, 1981; Kocheva et al., 2005), xa-
paKTepUCTHKA Ha JICTPECHsTa B pacTexa Ha Mpo-
pacteuu (D, %) (Blum et al., 1980; Bozhanova,
1997), xapakTepu3npaHe Ha UHJEKCA HA YBpexKaa-
He Ha kJeThbuHara MemOpana (Id, %) (Blum and
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Ebercon, 1981; Premachandra et al., 1992, Kocheva
et al., 2005).

[lokazarensaT pgemnpecuss Ha pacTeka OTYHTA
MPOMEHHUTE B ABJDKWHATA HA OPraHUTE MPHU CTPEC
¥ € MHANKATOp 3a TOJEPAaHTHOCTTA HA TEHOTHIIO-
BeTE KbM 3acylllaBaHe B HavajHUTE (a3u Ha pas-
BUTHE Ha pacTeHusTa. OCBEH TOBA TOM CE U3MOJI3BA
U 3a XapaKTepH3HpaHe Ha CIIOCOOHOCTTA HA I'€HO-
TUTIOBETE 32 PEryJIMpaHe Ha OCMOTUYHOTO HaJsTa-
HE IpU BOJIEH JAC(PUIIMT, HACTBIIBAIL U B TO-KBCHU
¢a3u Ha paszsutue Ha pacreHusita (Todorovska et
al., 2014). CiocoOHOCTTa 32 OCMOPETYJIAINS € CTUH
OT Hal-BaXXHUTE aJaNTAIIHOHHU MEXaHU3MH, Ype3
KOWTO Ce N30sTBa IEXUIPATHPAHETO HA KIIETKUTE 1
HamaJjsiBaHeTo Ha moousa (Blum, 2005). [Tpu nmre-
HUI[ATa € YCTAHOBEHO, Y€ TO3U MPU3HAK € TeHeTHY-
HO oOycioBeH (Morgan and Tan, 1996; Bozhanova
and Dechev, 2010). A uscnensanusara Ha Vaisi and
Farshadfar (2011) mokasBar, 4ye JOKYCH 3a KOJIH-
yectBeHu npusHany (QTL), cBbp3anu ¢ pacTexHU
peaKknuy Ha KBIHOBE KbM 3acCyIlIaBaHE, KOpEIupar
C TOJICPAHTHOCTTA Ha TEHOTHIIOBETE KbM 3acyllia-
BaHE M TIPH TIOJICKU YCIIOBHSL.

LenTa Ha HACTOSAIIOTO U3CIIEBAHE € JIa CE CPaB-
HAT PEaKIMUTE KbM OCMOTHYEH CTPEC Ha Ipopac-
TBIIM OT HAKOJIKO COPTa OOMKHOBEHA MILICHUIIA YPe3
pas3nuyHu MeToau. M3mepBanu ca CbCTOSITHUETO HA
BOJI00OMEHA, HATPYIBaHETO HAa OMoMaca B KOJIEOTI-
TUJIA, IENPECUTa B HAPACTBAHETO HA KOJICONTHIIA
¥ KOPEHUYETO U MHJIEKCA Ha YBPEXKIaHE TIPU HAKOJ-
KO HHMBA Ha BOJICH Je(DUIINT, MHAYLIUPAH Ype3 pa3-
JMYHU KOHIIEHTPALMU HA Pa3TBOPH ChC 3aXapo3a.
B®b3 0cHOBa Ha CPaBHUTEITHOTO U3CIIEIBAHE CE OYaK-
Ba Ja ObJe OIEHeHAa BH3MOXKHOCTTA 3a HM3II0JI3Ba-
HE Ha KOCBEHHUs JIabOpaTopeH METO, M3MepBall



ACIpecusTa B paCTCiKa Ha MIPOPACTBUUTEC IMPU OC-
MOTHUYCH CTpPCC B KOM6I/IHaLII/I)I C OCTaHAJIUTC H3-
IMOJI3BaHU TYK METO/IU 3a HO-C(])CKTI/IBH& OIICHKAa Ha
TOJICPAHTHOCTTA KbM 3aCyllaBaHC IIPU 0OMKHOBE-
HaTa 3MMHa IMIICHUIIA.

MATEPHAJ U METOJIH

[IpoyuBanero e u3BbpuieHo B UPI'P - Canoso
npe3 Tpu Bereraruonnu ce3ona 2012-2014 ronuna,
KaTo JAaHHHUTE OT OMHUTHUTE ca JaJeHH KaTo Cpei-
Ha CTOWHOCT Ha MapaMeThpa, MOJy4eH OT CPEIHH-
T€ U3MEPBAHMUSI 32 BCAKA OT U3CIICABAHUTE TOAMHH.
W3non3Banu ca cemena or coprosere Kars, ['u-
Hec, I'es-1 u Hukn, cw3nanenn B UPI'P - Canoso.
B cpaBHMTENHOTO M3clieBaHE € H3IOJ3BaH COPT
Kars xaro crangapt. Toit e cw3maned npe3 1983
rofiMHa OT KpbcTockaTa Xebpoc x bezoctas 1 u ce
CUYuTa 3a Hall-CyXoycTOMUYMBHs copT B bearapus.
Cemenara ca B3€TH OT MOJICKU OMHUTH C paHIOMU-
3UPaHO MOAPEICHH Mmapueyiku mo 10 m?, usmbiHe-
HU T10 CTaHJapTHA METOAMKA Ha 3ajaraHe M arpo-
TexHHuKa. CpeHUTE CTOWHOCTH 32 JTJAOOPaTOPHUTE
M3MEpBaHMs OT OIUTUTE ChC CEMEHA 3a OTACITHUTE
TOIMHU HE CE pa3IMyaBaT ChILECTBEHO, HOPAIU KO-
€TO He ca OOSIBEHU B U3CJICIBAHETO.

OnuTHata MOCTAaHOBKA 3a OTIVICKJIAHE Ha
KbJIHOBETC W M3MUTBAHE BIMSHUETO HAa BOJHMS
cTpec e 6a3upaHa Ha CTaHAAPTU3UPAHA METOAHMKA
(Bozhanova, 1997, Bozhanova and Dechev; 2010).
W3mon3Banm ca mapTUAM CEMEHa OT BCEKHU BereTa-
LIMOHEH CE30H 3a U3CiieABaHUTE reHoThnoBe. CeMe-
HAaTa ca IOCTaBsSHU 32 MIOKBJIBAHE B IETPUEBH OJIIO-
Jla BEPXY QHITHpPHA XapTHs, HanoeHa ¢ 20 ml ge-
ctunupana Boja. [lerpueBure 611012 ca OCTaBsIHU
B TEPMOCTAT Ha THMHO 3a 72 h mpu Temmeparypa
25°C, cnen KOeTo KbJIHOBETE Ca HABUBAHU Ha PYJIO-
HU OT GUITHPHA XapTHUS U TIOTAIISTHA B Pa3TBOPHU C
pazInYHO OCMOTHYHO HaJIsITaHe, Ch3/IaJICHO OT 3a-
xapo3a.

Bapuantute Ha onwuta ca cinenuure: 1) Kowm-
poaa - pa3TBOp Ha JECTUIMpaHa Boaa; 2) Yuepen
ocmomuuen cmpec - 0.2 M pa3TBop Ha 3axapo3a
C OCMOTHUYHO HajsiraHe ot -5.4 atm (MUJIM OCMOTH-
yeHn noteHman -0.55 MPa); 3) Cuzen ocmomuuen
cmpec - 0.4 M pa3TBop Ha 3axapo3a ¢ OCMOTHYHO
HaJjigrane ot -11.2 atm (MM OCMOTHYEH TOTCHITH-
an -1.33 MPa). Cien ToBa KbJTHOBETE Ca OCTaBSIHHU
OTHOBO B TEPMOCTAT Ha THMHO 3a 48 h mpu Tem-

nepatypa 25°C. EKCIepUMEHTHT € U3BBPIIEH B TPU
MIOBTOPEHUS 3a BCEKU M€HOTHUII U BAPHAHT, KaTo 3a
BCSIKO TIOBTOpEHHE ca HampaseHH 1o 10 m3mepna-
Hust wim o6mo 90 m3mepBanms 3a roauHa. Cren
U3MEpBaHe Ha JbJDKMHHUTE HA KOJEONTHJIA U KO-
PEHYETO, Ca U3YUCICHH OTHOIIEHUETO MEXKY TAX
1 KoeduIMeHTa Ha Jenpecus Ha pactexa (/IP) mo
dopmynara Ha Blum et al. (1980):

P (%) = [(A-B)/A] x 100, kpaeTO

A - cpenHa IBIDKMHA Ha KOPEH/KOJICONTHI B
KOHTPOJICH BapUaHT, cm;

B - cpenna nbimKkrHA HA KOPEH/KOJIEONTHII TIPH
OCMOTHYEH CTPEC, CM.

Cnen usmepBaneTo Ha cBexxkata (FW) u cyxara
o6uomaca (DW) Ha kbJIHOBETE (KOHTpOJIA U CTPEC),
€ OTYUTAH W TOKA3aTeNsAT OTHOCUTEIHO BOIHO
ceabpkanue (RWC) Ha koneontuiinte Ha mpopac-
ThIHTE 110 MeToauKkara Ha Turner (1981). C momori-
Ta HAa aHAJUTUYHA BE3HA € M3MEpBaHa CBeXara
maca (FW) Ha otpsizanu xoneonTwtn (10 Opost Ha
BapHaHT), CJIe] KOETO T€ ca MMOCTABSIHU B €IIPYBEKHU
C BOZIa U €KCIIOHMPAHU BbB BJIa)KHA Cpella Ha Xep-
MeTH3MpaHa Kamepa 3a 24 yaca npu cTaiiHa TemIle-
parypa 3a mojy4aBaHe Ha TEIrJ0TO UM IpPU I'bJIHA
TyprecueHTHOCT. Crnen 24 4aca KOJEONTHIIUTE ca
M3BAXKJAHU OT BIIAYKHATA Cpefa, MOACYIIaBaHU U
€ ompesesIsiHa MacaTa UM IPH IThJIHA TypPrecIeHT-
Hoct (TW), cnent koeto ca nzcymasanu npu 104°C
Jlo mocTosiHHa cyxa maca (DW).

RWC e nuzuucnsBaHo no ¢popmyiara:

RWC (%) = (FW-DW)/(TW-DW) x 100.

WnnexcsT Ha yBpexaane (Id) Ha kineTku ot ko-
JICONTHUJIA HAa S-AHEBHU MPOPACTBIHU € ONpeaessH
ype3 koHnykromeTpus. Koneonrumu (10 6post Ha
BapHaHT) OT TNPOPACTHIM, MOJIOKEHU HA YyMe-
per ocmotudeH crpec (-0.55 MPa) u xoHTpoIHU
(0 MPa) pacTenus ca W3IUTAKBaHU OOWJTHO 3a OT-
CTpaHsIBaHE HA HOHU U METAOOJIUTH OT HApAaHEHUTE
noBbpxHocTu. Crnen ToBa ca nmotamnsiiu B 20 ml ge-
CTUJIMpPaHa Boja 3a 24 Jaca npu craifHa TeMIepa-
Typa. Enexrpuyeckara mpoBoguMOCT Ha pa3TBoOpa,
B KOWTO Ca MPECTOSIN CErMEHTHUTE, € ONpeiessHa
npeau U cief 15-MUHYTHO aBTOKJIaBUPAHE C KOH-
nykromersp HANNA, monen HI 98129. Ilocnen-
HaTa CTOMHOCT MPEACTaBIISIBA TOTAJIHOTO ChIBP-
JKaHUE Ha EJIEKTPOJUTH B pacTUTENIHAaTa THKaH,
JIOKATO MbpBaTa OTYUTA EJIEKTPOJIUTHUTE, U3TEKIU
OT KJIETKUTE Mpeau pa3pyllaBaHe Ha KJEeThYHATa
MeMOpaHa OT BUCOKaTa TeMmIepaTrypa Ha aBTOKJa-
Ba. OT Te3M CTOWHOCTU € MU3YHUCIIEH MHAEKCHT Ha
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yBpexaane (Id), koliTo mpeacTaBiIsiBa OTHOCUTEIN-
HUS JIJ1 HA YBPEACHUTE YaCTH Ha KIETKUTE, Ipe-
nuMHo MemOpanu (Blum and Ebercon, 1981):

Id (%) = [1 - (1-T /T )/(1-C,/C,)] x 100, xbreTo

T, u T, ca cToiiHOCTUTE, OTYETEHU CHOTBET-
HO TIPEIH U CJIe]] aBTOKJIAaBUPAHE HAa TPETHUPAHUTE
pacTeHus;

C, u C, ca CbOTBETHUTE CTOWHOCTH 3a KOHTPOJI-
HUTE (HeCTpecupaHu) pacTeHHUSI.

[Nonyuenure naHHUM ca 0OpabOTEeHH MaTeMa-
TUYECKH 10 METOAMTE HAa BAPHALIMOHHUS aHAJH3
(cpenHa rpemika Ha cpeHaTa apUTMETUYHA), JTHC-
MEPCUOHEH aHaIN3 (Hali-MaJIKu 3HAYUMU Pa3IuKu
MEXJIy COPTOBETE) M PErpPEeCHOHEH aHaIHU3 3a OT-
YUTaHEe Ha 3aBUCHMOCTUTE MEXKIY ITOKA3aTeIUTe.
Bcenukn craTHCTHKO-MaTeMaTHYecKd 00pabOTKH
ca m3BbpiIeHu ¢ mporpama Excel 10 for Windows.

PE3YJITATU U OBCBHKIAHE

Ha ®urypa 1 ca npencraBeHu pes3ysrarure 3a
OTHOCHUTEIIHOTO BOJHO CHJIbp)KaHNE Ha KOJEONTH-
JIUTE HA S-THEBHU NMPOPACTBIIH, TPETHPIISIIN 48-4a-
COB OCMOTHUYEH CTpec ¢ pa3znuuHa cuia. [Ipencra-
BEHUTE JaHHU Ca YCPEIHEHHU 3a HapTUIU CEMEHA OT

TPH BEr€TallMOHHM CE30HA 32 BCAKO M3MEpBAaHE 1O
COpT U BapuaHT. belie ycTaHOBEHO, Y€ MpU BCUUKHU
COpPTOBE MMa MO-3HAYUTEITHO HAMaJICHUE Ha CTOM-
HOCTUTE Ha OBOJICHHOCTTA Ha KOJICONITUJIA TIPH TO-
HI>)KaBaHE Ha OCMOTHYHUS MOTEHIMAJ Ha cpesiaTa
1o -1.33 MPa. [Ipu cpaBHsiBaHe Ha peakLuATa Ha
COPTOBETE, MO-TOJISIMO HaMaJIeHHe Ha OBOJJTHEHOCT-
Ta 6e HabmoxaBaHo npu coprosete ['es-1 n Huku B
cpaBuenue ¢ Kars u ['unec.

[lo-chiiecTBEeHa pas3nuka B peakuusTa Ha cop-
TOBETE KbM OCMOTHYEH cTpec Oele HaOIo1aBaHa
IpU OTYUTAHETO HA OCTAHAJIUTE JIBa IMOKa3aTelsst
— CBeXa M cyxa Ouomaca Ha xoneontuia (dur. 2
u 3). Haii-ronsiMa CTOWHOCT Ha CBEXOTO TEIJIO Ha
KOJICONTUJIUTE NPU KOHTPOJIHUTE O€ OTUETEeHA NP
coprosete l'ed-1 u I'muec. Te3u coproBe 3ama3BaT
MO-BUCOKHM CTOMHOCTH Ha CBeXara buomaca u Impu
JIBETE HMBA Ha BOJEH cTpec. Hail-Bucoka pa3nnka
B MHXHMOHMIIMATA HA CBEXXaTa OMoOMaca Ha KOJIeOll-
TUJIA MEXAY JBETe OCMOTUYHH KOHIIEHTpaluu Oe
uzMepena npu coprosere Huku u I'es-1 (Dur. 4).
IIpu cyxara Ouomaca Ha KOJIEONTUIIUTE Ce 3ala3Ba
TEHJCHIMITA Ha TPOMSHA, KaKTO U MPHU CBEXara
ouomaca (dwur. 3 u 4).

JbKUHATa Ha KOPEHYETO HPU KOHTPOIHUTE
pactenus e Hait-ronsima nipu ['unec u ['est-1 u npu-
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®@urypa 1. OTHOCHTEITHO BOJTHO ChIBPKAHUE HA KOJCONTHIIH, TIOCTABEHU B
pa3TBOPH C HApacTBAIl0 OCMOTHYHO HaJIsiraHe, cpeaHo 3a nepuoaa 2012-2014
Figure 1. Average value of relative water content of shoots grown on solution with
increasing osmotic pressure averaged for the period 2012-2014
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durypa 2. Cexa Maca Ha KOJICOIITUIIH, TIOCTABCHH B Pa3TBOPH C HAPACTBAIIO
OCMOTHYHO HaJIsITaHe, CpeaHo 3a nepuoma 2012-2014

Figure 2. Fresh weights of shoots grown on solution with increasing osmotic
pressure averaged for the period 2012-2014
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®durypa 3. AGCOTIOTHO CyXa Maca Ha KOJICONTHIIN, TOCTAaBEHH B Pa3TBOPH C
HapacTBall0 OCMOTHYHO HaJIsATaHe, cpeiHo 3a nepuoaa 2012-2014

Figure 3. Dry weights of shoots grown on solution with increasing osmotic pressure
averaged for the period 2012-2014

JlaraHeTo Ha BOJICH CTPEeC MHXUOUpPa yIbJKaBaHe- (®ur. 5 u 7). Coprosere I'es-1 u Huku nokazaxa
TO Ha OpraHa Haii-ciabo npu ['mHec B cpaBHEHHE Hall-cuiiHa MHXUOMIIMS Ha pacTe’ka Ha KOpeHa Mpu
C IpyTUTE COPTOBE MPU YMEPEH OCMOTUYEH CTPEC TO3H OCMOTUYEH CTpEC.
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®urypa 4. [IporieHTHO OTHOIIEHHUE CIIPSAMO KOHTPOJIATa MPH PA3THIHN OCMOTHYHHU
Pas3TBOPHU 3a OKA3aTEJIINTE OTHOCUTEIHO BOJHO ChIbpPXKAHKE, CBEKa U CyXa Onomaca

Figure 4. Indices RWC, FW and DW presented as percentage against control values for
different osmotic solutions
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®urypa 5. CpenHa 1pKIMHA HA KOPEHH HA MTPOPACTHIN, TIOJIOKEHH Ha Pa3InyeH
OCMOTHYEH cTpec 3a 48 yaca

Figure 5. Average length of germ roots subjected to different osmotic stress for 48 hours

JbpikuHaTa Ha KOJIEONTHJIA NPU KOHTPOJIH- TO CH Ha pacTeX Ha To3Hu oprad. KoseonTuiasr
Te € Hall-ronsima npu coproe Kars u I'unec u Ha copT Huku e Hail-4yBCTBUTEIEH MpPU CTPEC
MpU CTPEC TE3U COPTOBE 3amna3BaT NpeauMCcTBO- (Dur. 6).
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Purypa 6. CpenHa IbIKHHA Ha KOJICONITHIIN HA IPOPACTBLH, TOIJIOKEHN Ha
pasinyeH OCMOTHYEH CTPEC, IPHIIOKEH 3a 48 vaca

Figure 6. Average length of germ shoot under different osmotic stress for 48 hours
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®urypa 7. [lenipecus Ha pacTexa Ha NPOPACTHIU HPU PA3IUUHU OCMOTHYHU
pastBopu (D, %)

Figure 7. Average value of depression coefficient for seedlings under different
osmotic solution (D, %)

CBHOTHOILLIEHUETO MEXKY IBIKMHUTE HA KOPEH- teHuuai (-0.55 MPa) chOTHOILIEHHETO KOPEH/KoJIe-
yeTaTa 1 KOJICONTHIIA ChIIO CE IPOMEHSI TPU BOACH ONTHJ CIPSIMO KOHTpOJIaTa HamaJjsiBa MoBeye Ipu
crpec (Tabn. 1). IIpy mo-HUCKHS OCMOTHYEH TO- I'es-1 1 Huku B cpaBHenue ¢ Kats u ['nnec, nokato
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Mpu no-Brcokarta kounentpanus (-1.33 MPa) ce na-
OmroaBa oOpaTHa TEHICHIUS, THhii KATO TO3U MOKa-
3ares ce yBelnyaBa MpU BCUYKH COPTOBE CIPIMO
KOHTpoJsiaTa. ToBa yBelMuYeHHE € Hal-CHIIHO MPHU
copt Hukm (9.4 %). IlogoOHu pe3ynraru JoKIai-
Bat Dhanda et al. (2002) u Chipilski et al. (2014).
3ary0ara Ha BoAa U OGroMaca Ha MPOPACTBIUTE
€ CBBp3aHa U C MPOMSHA B CKOPOCTTA HA PACTEXK.
Ha 6a3a Ha mpoMsHaTa B IbJKMHUTE HA KOJICOITH-
J1a ¥ KOPEHUTE MPHU KOHTPOJIH U CTpec Oe n3ducIie-
Ha BeJIMYMHATA Ha jAenpecusTa Ha pactexa (D, %)
(@ur. 7). Ilpu cnab ocmotuueH crpec ot -0.55 MPa
BEJIMYMHATA Ha JIEMPECUATa Ha pacTexa Ha Kope-
HUTE M KOJEONTHJIA CE pa3jnyaBa IOBEYE MEX-

Jly COPTOBETE, 3a pa3juKa OT peakuusATa UM MpU
cunHus ocMoTudeH ctpec ot -1.33 MPa. Ipu to3u
CTpec JenpecusiTa Ha pacTe’ka HapacTBa C €IHaK-
Ba CTEMNEH MPU KOPEHU U KOJEONTHIH U 32 YETH-
pute copra. [lo-cnabusT crpec MHXUOMpPaA TOBEYE
KOPEHUTE, OTKOJIKOTO KOJICONTHIIA TIPH COPTOBETE
Kars u I'maec, xato chimara TeHACHIIHS, HO C TI0-
rojisiMa pasiuka, 0e HabmonaBana npu copt [es-1
n Hukn.

3a mokaszaTelnTe ABJDKMHA Ha KOpeHdYeTaTa U
Ha KOJICONTHJIA HA MPOPACTBIM OsXa MU3UHCICHU
PErpecMOHHU ypaBHEHUSI B 3aBUCHUMOCT OT OCMO-
TUYHUS MOTeHUMasl Ha pa3rBopa (Tabm. 2). Ilpu
3apOJUIIHUTE KOpPEHYeTa IMPEUMYILIECTBOTO Ha

Tadauna 1. CroTHOIIEHHE MEX Ty IBJDKMHATA HAa KOPEHUTE U HA KOJIEONTHIIA TPH OCMOTHYEH cTpec 3a 48 gaca
Table 1. Proportion between roots length and shoot length at osmotic stress for 48 hours

= E ~ E ~ g =i = .9 ~
e < O = = o = EE. 58 =
£ = £ e S s S5 SEEfEz £
) =28 = 2 528 2 2 EES5Es5 E8
o g oS = g23 = ESS5SE &%

Copt/ 3 = 8 =5 55 EZEgcf EB

Variety 5 =28 g < £.28 5w BSELES 5=
2. £oc 2 o 3o~ 2 o oB gy E°
z Sk 5 5E Ex  EBEEES &=
¥ 20 S 20 S 228 =

o o O

St. Katya 1.61 1.40 87.2 1.61 100.0 1.50 93.2

Gines 1.69 1.54 91.4 1.79 105.9 1.67 98.8

Geya-1 1.90 1.43 75.3 2.01 105.8 1.72 90.5

Nikki 1.91 1.46 76.2 2.09 1094 1.78 93.2

LSD 5.0 % 0.17 0.19 0.38

LSD 1.0 % 0.26 0.29 0.58

LSD 0.1 % 0.42 0.47 0.93

Tabaumna 2. Perpecronnn ypaBHeHus, KoedunneHTH Ha Kopenanus (R) u nerepmunanus (R?), uzgucieHn
OT Bph3KaTa OCMOTHYCH MOTCHIIUAI U MOKA3aTEIUTE ABJKUHA Ha KOPEHH U JBIKUHA HA KOJCONTUITH
Table 2. Regression equations, correlation coefficients (R) and coefficient determinations (R?) calculated
from relationship between osmotic potential and shoots/roots length

Copr

Kopenu

KoneonTrm

Variety R R Shoots R R

St-Katya y=9.83+4.53*x 0.906 0.821 y=6.30+2.74*x 0.965 0.931
Gines y=11.08+5.10*x 0.926 0.856 y=6.74+3.08*x 0.964 0.929
Geya-1 y=10.42+4.87*x 0.881 0.776 y=5.82+2.59*x 0.993 0.985
Nikki y=9.68+4.36*x 0.874 0.764 y=5.43+2.38%x 0.992 0.984
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pacTeka crope]] ypaBHEHUsATa € Ha copToBeTe [ H-
Hec U ['eg-1, kOUTO ca ¢ Hal-BHCOKA CTOMHOCT Ha
CBOOOJHUS YJIEH 4, a CHIIEBPEMEHHO BIJIOBUTE
KOe(UIIMEHTH Ha YETUPUTE COpTa ca OIU3KHU TI0
CTOWHOCT M B e/1Ha 1ocoka. [Ipu koneonTuauTe jao-
TUYHO, B TPEABH MPEIUMCTBOTO B PE3yJITATUTE
OT aOCOJIFOTHUTE CTOWHOCTH, COpTOBETE | MHEC U
Kars npecnuat ocra y Hait-ucoxko. [Ipu coprt Kars
HAKJIOHBT € TIO-TIOJIeraT TOpaan MO-HUCKHUS BITIOB
koeduireHt. OO0II0 3a copToBeTe OeIlle yCTaHOBE-
Ha MaJika pa3jiiKa B BIJIOBUTE KOSHUIIUEHTH MPHU
KOJICONITUIIUTE, KOETO € XapaKTepHO U MPHU Kope-
HUTE.

Ha ®urypa 8§ e oTpaszeHa perpecuoHHaTa 3aBU-
CHUMOCT M@Ky pacTeka Ha KOpEHUTE U pacTeka Ha
KOJICOTITUITUTE TIPH PAa3TBOPUTE C HApacTBAIl OC-
MOTHYeH MoTeHnHral. OT U3YUCICHUTE PETPECHOH-
HU YpaBHCHHS C€ BIDK/IA, Ue ITPH KOHTPOJIATa U TI0-
HUCKUSI ocMOoTHYeH noTeHnuan (-0.55 MPa) Bpb3-
KaTa pacTeX Ha KOPeHA U PAcTeX Ha KOJICOTITUIA €
cpenno (r=0.327) u cuitao nonoxkutenHa (r=0.690).
[Ipu Mo-BUCOKHS OCMOTHYEH CTPEC BITIOBUSAT KOE-
(GUIEHT € ¢ MaJTBK HAKJIOH, @ KOSPHUIIMEHTHT Ha KO-
penanus e ciado monoxuteneH (r=0.128). CnemoBa-
TEJTHO, TIPH Ta3W OCMOTHUYHA KOHIICHTpAIUs HsIMa
M3pa3eHa B3aMMOBPBH3Ka MEXKIY pacTeka Ha Kope-
Ha M KOJICOTITHJIa, 0COOCHO MpH copToBeTe Huku u

9,0

I'es-1. IIpuunnuTe 3a cnabaTa 0OBBP3aHOCT Ha Ta3u
3aBHCUMOCT €, Y€ OYEBHUIHO UMa JIpyTa IPOMEHIIH-
Ba C M0-BAa)KHO 3HAUEHME 3a pacTexka Ha Ipopac-
THUKTE TpH cTpec. ToBa Ou Moo 1a ObAe CUITHO
YBpPEKJaHE Ha KJIETHUYHUTE MEMOpaHU, KOETO BOIU
710 HeoOpaTHUMO U3THYaHE Ha BOJA, COJIU U METabo-
JHUTHU OT Ki1eTkuTe. MHpopMamus 3a ToBa JaBa mo-
Ka3aTesAT HHIEKC Ha yBpexaane. Ot @urypa 9 ce
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®urypa 9. lnaekc Ha yBpeK1aHe, OTYETEH 3a
KOJICONITHIIN Ha 5-THEBHU NMPOPACTHIM IPU YMEPEH
ocmoruueH ctpec (-0.55 MPa)

Figure 9. Injury index estimated for germ shoots of 5
days seedlings at moderate osmotic stress (-0.55 MPa)
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®urypa 8. PerpecnoHHN 3aBUCUMOCTH MEXK1y JbJDKAHA HA KOpeHU (oc X) U JbIDKUHA HA
KosieonTui (oc Y) B pa3TBOpH C HAPACTBAIO0 OCMOTUYHO HaIlSITaHEe

Figure 8. Regression correlations of roots length (axis X) and shoot length (axis Y) in

solutions with increasing osmotic pressure
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BUKIA, Y€ MHJIEKCHT HA YBPEXKIaHE HA KOJICONITHIIA
Npu ymepeH ctpec 3a coproere les-1 u Huku e
JIOKa3aHO 3HAYMMO MO-TOJISIM OT TO3U IPU CHIIUTE
ycioBus 3a cranaapta Kars u ['nnec.

Ha ®urypu 10, 11, 12 u 13 e npeacraBeHa jiu-
HellHaTa perpecuoHHa 3aBUCUMOCT MEX]1y OBOJHE-
HOCTTa M cyXaTa Maca Ha KOJICONTHIIH, MOJJIOKEHU
Ha DPa3IMYeH OCMOTHYEH cTpec. PerpecHoHHMAT

aHaJIN3 32 YCTAHOBSIBAHE U [TOCOKA HA 3aBUCUMOCTTA
Mexay nokazarenure RWC nu DW 3a Bceku copt u
001110 32 YETHPHUTE COpTa NIOKa3a HATMYUE HAa HUCKA
JI0 CpellHa M0 CHJIa MOJIOKHUTEIHA KOpeJallOHHA
3aBUCHMOCT, KaTO Hail-BUCOKa CTOMHOCT € U34ucie-
Ha 3a ymepeH crpec -0.55 MPa (®ur. 13). Haii-cun-
Ha B3aMMOBPbB3Ka € yCTaHOBEHa 3a ctaHjapra Kars
u 3a ['mHec, 0coOeHO 3a KOHTpoJaTa u Ipu yMepe-
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®urypa 10. Kontponen Bapuant (0 MPa)

Figure 10. Control variant (0 MPa)
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®urypa 11. Ocmornuen norennuan (-0.55 MPa)
Figure 11. Osmotic potential (-0.55 MPa)



HUSA OCMOTHUYCH CTPEC, a Hali-cja0a € 3aBUCHMOCT- onomaca IIpyu N0-CUJIHHUA OCMOTHYCH CTPEC ((DI/IF

ta ipu copt ['es-1. OT rpadukuTe e BUaHA caabara 13) u npu coproBete Kats, 'unec u I'ea-1 (dur. 12).
3aBUCHMOCT MEXK]1y OBOJHEHOCT U HATPYyIlaHa CcyXa Nzkmrouenne npasu copT Huku, npu KOWTO HATPY-
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®urypa 12. OcmoTtuyer noteHnuan (-1.33 MPa)
Figure 12. Osmotic potential (-1.33 MPa)
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®durypa 13. Oba perpecoHHa 3aBHCUMOCT
Figure 13. Common regression for all treatments

®@urypu 10-13. JInHeliHa perpecnoHHa 3aBUCUMOCT MEX Ty OBOJHEHOCTA M CyXaTa Maca Ha KOJICOIITHIN
MPH MPOPACTBIIH, TIOJIOKECHH Ha Pa3InYeH OCMOTHYECH cTpec 3a 48 yaca
Figures 10-13. Linear regression correlations between RWC and DW of shoot of seedlings grown under
different osmotic stress for 48 hours
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[IaHaTa cyxa mMaca € Hali-MaJlka U 3aBUCH I10-CUITHO
OT OBOJHEHOCTTA, KOETO I'0 IPAaBU MO-HECPEKTUBEH
Y YyBCTBUTEJIEH HA OCMOTHYEH CTpPEC.
AHanu3upaHa € U B3aUMOBpPB3KaTa CTOWHOCT
Ha Koe(uIMeHTa Ha JETpEecHs Ha KOJICONTHIIA U
HaTpymnaHa cyxa OMomaca Ipu OCMOTHYEH CTpec.
HanbyiHO TOrMYHO MOCOKaTa € OTpUIlaTeNIHA KaKTO
IPU OTIEIHUTE COPTOBE, TaKa M OOIIO 32 BCHUKH,
HOpagy aJrOpUThMa 332 U3UMCIEHHE Ha KOePUIIU-
enta Ha aenpecus (Gur. 14, 15 u 16). Cunara Ha KO-
penaTtuBHaTa Bpb3Ka J0cTUra 10 cpenHa (r<0.570)
U TIpU HAKOM COPTOBE € JIOKa3aHO 3HauuMa J0
p=0.05 u p=0.01 (®wur. 14 u 15). Perpecuonnute
KpUBHU Ha COPTOBETE C€ pa3IMyaBar €IHa OT ApY-
ra ¥ Mpu JBETE OCMOTHYHU KOHIEHTparuu. [lpu
YMEPEHHUS CTPEC OCHOBHO Pa3IMYUETO € IMPU COPT
I'est-1, mpu koiTO TO-TIONIETaTaTa KPUBA € MHUKA-
TOp 3a cialda Bpb3Ka MEX/1y CTEIICHTA Ha JETPecHs
IIPY OCMOTHUYEH CTPEC U HATPYHAHOTO CyXO Bellle-
ctBo. [Ipu coproBete Kats, ['mnec u Huku kpusu-
T€ ca MO-CTPbMHHU, HO PErpecHOHHATa KpUBa Mpu
Huku xj10HU KBM MO-HUCKU CTOMHOCTH Ha cyxaTa
Maca, 3a paszniuka ot Kars u ['unec u ciegoBateinHo
MoKa3Ba mo-uyBcTBUTENHA peakius (Dur. 14). [Tpu
CHJTHHSI OCMOTHYEH CTPEC C€ YCTaHOBH HAW-TOJIE-
paHTHa peakuus 3a copT ['mHec, KbAeTO Bpb3KaTa
MEX/Iy CTEIeH Ha JeTIpecus U cyxa Ornomaca € Hu-
CKa, HO KJIOHHU OT €/IHa CTPaHa KbM HUCKHU CTOIHO-

70,00

KoedhULMEHT Ha Aenpecus
Depression coefficent
%

10,00

CTH Ha JICTIpecusTa U OT JIpyra CTpaHa KbM BHCOKH
CTOWHOCTH Ha cyxara oumomaca (dwur. 15).

Pa3zBuTHeTo Ha mpopacThIUTE Ha THMHO Ce
OCBILIECTBSIBA 32 CMETKA Ha METa0OJIM3HUPaHE Ha pe-
3epBUTE B EHAOCIIEPMA HA CEMETO, Thil KaToO pacTe-
HUSATA HE OCBILECTBABAT (POTOCUHTETUUHA JEHHOCT
IIpU Te3U ycinoBUsl. AGCOIIOTHAaTa Maca Ha CEMEHa-
Ta Ha COPTOBETE Ce pa3yinyaBa, KaTo Macara Ha ['u-
Hec u Kats e cpeano ¢ 20% no-maiika B CpaBHEHUE
c ta3u Ha ['es-1 u Hukwm (Chipilski, 2014). Moxe na
ce MPEAIoIoKH, Y€ KOJIMYECTBOTO Ha PE3EPBUTE HE
JlaBa TPEINMCTBO B PACTEKHUTE XapaKTEPUCTHKHU
IIpU OCMOTHYEH CTpec. B TakbB ciyuaiil TpsiOBa na
ce JIONyCHE, Y€ OCHOBHO NMPUYMHATA 3a PA3IUKU-
T€ UJIBa OT AJANTUBHUTE PEAKIMU HA PACTEHUSTA
KbM cTpeca. Cpen TAX ca: 3alUTHA META0OTUTHH
IIPOMEHH Cpellly 00e3BOIHSIBAHE; CHHTE3 Ha OCMO-
TUYHO aKTHUBHU BEIECTBA B KIJIETKHUTE, MPOTHBO-
JEUCTBAIN Cpelly AEXHIpaTanusiTa; MpOsSBU Ha
AQHTHOKHUCIIUTENICH OTTOBOP CpEIly CTPEC, KOUTO
KaTo IISJI0 C€ CBBP3BAT ChC CHOCOOHOCTTA 3a OC-
moperynauus (Blum, 2005). ToBa ca mexaHu3Mmu,
IpeanasBally 1eJ0CTTa Ha MEMOpaHUTe U TPEIO0T-
BpaTABallld JeXUpaTUpaHeTo Ha KieTkute. [lou-
TH BCUYKH TE€3U PEaKLUU UMAT T€HEeTHYHA OCHOBA
(Bozhanova and Dechev, 2010).

ToBa ca Hali-BepOSATHUTE NMPUYMHHU 3a HaOIIO-
JTABaHWUTE Pa3IMKU B U3MEPBAaHUTE MTApaMeTpH IpU
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®@urypa 14. Ocmotruen noteruuai (-0.55 MPa)
Figure 14. Osmotic potential (-0,55 MPa)



H3CJICABAHUTEC COPTOBC KbBM OCMOTHYCH CTPCC. Taka
HU3YUCIICHUTC KOPCJIATUBHU 3aBUCUMOCTHU ITOKA3BaT,
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®urypa 15. Ocmornuen norennuan (-1.33 MPa)

Figure 15. Osmotic potential (-1,33 MPa)

90,00 -0,55 Mpa: y = -2,66x + 54,5
80,00 |—m— r=-0,284%%*
-1,33 Mpa:y=-2,86x+ 64,59
= o O > r=-0,311%*
(S]
@ ¥ 60,00
S 3
v 9
L & 50,00
o @
E S 4000 + -0,55 Mpa
r <
S
wy
g g 300 -1,33 Mpa
-g & 2000 om
g o *> W o0 ” =—-0,55 Mpa
10,00 ——0—0—3’—0—0—
0,00 . . . . . . ‘ . . —-1.33 Mpa
1,0 20 30 40 50 60 7,0 80 90 10,0
DW/ mg

CyXa maca

®durypa 16. O0ma nuHelHA perpecuoHHa 3aBUCHMOCT

Figure 16. Common linear regression

®@urypu 14-16. JIuneitna perpecCioHHa 3aBUCHMOCT MEX Iy KOShUIIHMECHT Ha NCTIPECHs U cyXa Maca Ha
KOJICOTITHIIN TP TPOPACTBIIN, ITOJUIOKEHN Ha pa3IndeH OCMOTHYCH cTpec 3a 48 vaca
Figures 14-16. Linear regression correlation between depression coefficient and DW of seedlings shoots
grown under different osmotic stress for 48 hours
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JICONTHIIA, @ TOBA € CBBP3aHO C MO-I00pO pa3BUTHE
Ha KOPEHYETO MPH CTPEC, 38 KOETO CBUACTEIICTBYBA
BEJIMYMHATA Ha JICTIPECHsITa Ha pacTexa Ha KopeHa
IIpU YMEpEeH BOJIeH cTpec. EMHO oT nmoka3arencrsa-
Ta 3a aJaNTUBHOCTTA HA T€3U COPTOBE € OTUCTCHH-
ST MO-HUCHK MHJICKC HA YBPEXKIaHEe Ha KICTHhUHUTE
UM MeMOpaH#u 1pH cTpec. Te3u copToBe ca Mmoaxo-
TSN 32 3aCSIBAaHE B YMEPEHO 3aCyIIITHBH YCIOBHUS.
B nmanenus ciayyail uMa ChOTBETCTBHE MEXKIY Ta3u
paHHa TOJEPAaHTHOCT KbM O0E3BOIHSBAHE M IPO-
SIBUTE Ha TOJICPAHTHOCT M B MO-KBCHH ()a3u OT pa3-
BuTHEeTO Ha mieHnyHUTe pacteHus (Chipilski and
Georgiev, 2013). CoproBere 'es-1 1 Hukwu, a noHsi-
KbJie ¥ ['MHec, uMat 100pa CrocoOOHOCT Jia U3IMOJ-
3BaT XPAaHUTEIHUTE PE3EPBH B CEMETO 3a MO-HH-
TEH3MBHO HapacTBaHE HAa KOJICOINTHIIA, OTKOJIKOTO
Ha KopeHa. Te3u copToBe OMxa OWMITM TIOAXOISATIN
3a 3aca)KJaHe B Cpela ¢ Mo-0aronpusTeH MOYBeH
BozieH pexkuM. CopT Huku o rmokasarenure cBexa
M CyXa Maca € C Hail-HICKH a0CONFOTHU CTOWHOCTH,
KaKTO U C Hai-BHCOKA JICTIPECUsl Ha HATPYIIBaHE Ha
cyxara Maca IpH BHCOK OCMOTHYEH MOTCHIIUAT OT
-1.33 MPa B kOpeHa 1 KOJICONITHIIA, KOETO T'0 IIPaBU
Hali-4yBCTBUTEJICH KbM 3acylllaBaHE B HM3CIIE/Ba-
HaTa rpymna copToBe. EqHa oT mpuYMHHTE 3a TE3U
Pa3IuKN MEXIYy COPTOBETE €, Ye MPHU HUCHK BOJCH
NOTEHIIMAJ HACTBIBAT U HAPYIICHUS], BOJACIIH JIO
MIPOMEHH B MPOITYCKJIMBOCTTA HA KJIETKHUTE 32 BOJA
u conu (Hsiao, 1973; Todorovska et al., 2014).

N3BOIAN

Cnen aHanu3upaHe Ha pe3yJTaTUTe OT U3CIel-
BAHETO MOYKE J1a C€ 3aKJIIOUH, YE YMEPEHHUST BOJICH
CTpec, Ch3AaJIleH OT Pa3TBOP C OCMOTHUYEH MOTEH-
rman ot -0.55 MPa, no3BosisiBa mo-mo0pe aa ce pas-
KpUAT (PEHOTHITHUTE PA3]IMKU B pacTeka Ha IeHo-
THIIA OT OOMKHOBEHA 3UMHA IIIIeHuIa, OTKOJIKOTO
MIPU CUJIEH OCMOTHYEH cTpec oT -1.33 MPa.

Coptosete Karsi, ['mnec u ['es-1 moka3sar B yc-
JIOBUSATA HA OIUTA BB3MOKHOCT J]a peryaupar no-
no0pe pacTexHara cu peaklus U BOTOOOMEHa KbM
YMEpPEH BOJIEH CTpec OT mopsiabka Ha -0.55 MPa,
KOETO C€ MOTBBbpPKAaBa OT M3MEPEHUTE BEIHYH-
HH M OT aHaJIn3a Ha pErpCCUOHHUTE 3aBUCUMOCTU
MEX]Ty TTapaMeTpHUTe.

Copr I'nnec u crangaptsr Kars nposisaBar To-
JIEPAHTHOCT B MOCOKA M0-MaJIKa pa3jivKa B Jenpe-
CHsl IPU IPUJIOKEHUTE HUBA HA OCMOTHYEH CTPEC.
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[Tpopactweiure oT copt Hukm mmMar mo-cuiaHO
WHXUOWUpaHU BOIOOOMEH W OMomaca, KOeTo T'H Ka-
TEropu3upa KaTo TeHOTHUII C HUCKA CTETIeH Ha ToJIe-
PaHTHOCT KbM BOJIEH CTpEC.

WNHnekcsT Ha yBpekJaHe Ha KOJCONTHIA MpU
yMepeH cTpec 3a ctangapra Kars u 3a ['unec e no-
Ka3aHO 3HAYUMO TO-HHCHK OT TO3H 32 COPTOBETE
I'es-1 m Hukwu.

Ha 6a3ara Ha momydeHHUTE pe3yaTaTd 1Mo OTye-
TEHaTa JICTPecHs Ha pacTeXa U HaTpylaHaTa cyxa
U CBEXKa Maca MOXe J]a Ce 3aKJII0YH, 4e Te3H Iia-
paMeTpH NO-O0TUYETIMBO MO3BOJISABAT J1a CE OTKPUST
pa3JIMKUTE B peaKklusATa HAa MIIEHUYESHUs Ipopac-
THK KbM MUHAYLUPAH BOAEH CTPEC C MOMOLITA HA
OCMOTHUYHO JIEHCTBAILU PA3TBOPH.
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