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Fruit Quality Components in Different Tomato Genotypes

V. Vasileva, N. Dinev, I. Mitova

N. Poushkarov Institute of Soil Science, Agrotechnologies and Plant Protection, Sofia, Bulgaria

Abstract

A field experiment was carried out with different color tomato cultivars and hybrids (orange — Altaiski orange, pink — Bull’s
heart, red — Nikolina F, and Atak as well as black — Black prince aiming to evaluate the effect of coloration on overall fruit
quality. During the research, biochemical quality components (Vitamin C, total acidity, lycopene, sugar and dry matter content)

were evaluated at two separate harvest dates.

The study established that the highest content of dry matter, sugars, vitamin C and lycopene was recorded in cultivar Black
prince compared to all other analyzed cultivars and hybrids. The data presented is of value as guidance for the future selection
and breeding practices using black colored tomato cultivars for increasing the quality components content.

It was determined that hybrid Nikolina F, significantly surpasses hybrid Atak at the first harvest by showing higher rates of
Vitamin C, lycopene, sugars and dry matter content and higher concentration of lycopene and sugars on the second harvest

date.
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Homatute (Solanum lycopersicum) ca eavH OT Haii-
LLUMPOKO NMPOM3BEXOAHUTE N KOHCYMUPAHW 3ereHYyLn
B cBeToBeH Mawab (Heuvelink, 2005), kato 3aemar
MbPBO MACTO MeXAy 3eneHyykoBuTe KynTypu. LLnpo-
KOTO pasnpocTpaHeHue 1 macoBaTta UM ynotpeba ce
ObIDKaT npeay BCUYKO Ha Cb3dafeHUTe COpPTOBE C
pasnuyeH BeretauMoHeH Nepuo, BUCoOKa 1 ctabunHa
NPOOYKTUBHOCT, €KOIOrMyHa MIacTUYHOCT, YCTONYK-
BOCT Ha MKOHOMMWYECKM BakHM GonecTtu, nnogose C
OTMNNYHN BKYCOBW N TeXHOMNorm4Hu kavectea (MuxoB u
ap., 2007). Mo nocnegHu aaHHn Ha ®AO npes 2011 r.
ca npounsseaeHn 159 MnH. ToHa gomartu B cBeTa. 3a Aa
ce 3a40BofM NoTpebHOCTTa Ha MOCTOSIHHO HapacTBa-
LLIOTO HaceneHue e HeobxoouMOo Oa ce npov3Bexaa
rorsiMo KONMYECTBO BMCOKOKAYeCTBEHA NPOAYKLMS.

KauyecTBOTO Ha AomaTuTe 3a NpsiCHa KOHCymaLms ce
onpeaens KakTto OT BbHLUHKA BUA (UBAT, pa3vep, dop-
Ma, nunca Ha (OU3NOIOMMYHU HapYLLEHUS] U THUEHE),
TBBPOOCT, TEKCTYPa, CyXO BELLECTBO, Taka U OT TEXHW-
Te OpraHonenTU4HK (BKYCOBM) U XPaHUTENHM KadecTBa.
OT rnegHa Touka Ha noTpedutenuTe, LBETHLT € eaHa oT
Ha-BaXKHUTE XapaKTEePUCTUKKU, onpeadensm msbopa
uMm. Han-macoBu ca nnodoBeTe CbC CTaHOAPTEH uep-
BEH LBAT, HO BCE MO-TONEMUAT NasapeH MHTEPEC KbM
HETPaOUUMOHHM COPTOBE Harara CenekTMpaHeTo Ha
HOBW TaKuBa C XXbI1T, OPaHXEB, PO30B, YEPEH LIBAT. BKy-
COBMWTE Ka4ecTBa Ha JoMaTuTe Ce ObmKaT OCHOBHO Ha Cb-
ObPXKaHMETO Ha 3axapuy U KUCENHW, a XPaHUTENHUTE — OT
CbObPXXaHNETO Ha MUHepanu, BUTaMUHW, KapoTeHONaN
n gp. (aHtnokemparTn) (Dorais et al., 2010).

Llenta Ha HacTosLLOTO M3cnenBaHe Gelue fa ce
HanpaBu CpaBHUTENMHA OLEHKa Ha BUOXUMUYHUTE MO-
KasaTenu, onpeaensiiy Ka4ecTBoTO Ha pasfmMyHnU No
LBAT XnMbpuam 1 coptoBe JoOMaTu.

MATEPWAN U METOOU

OnutbT e 3anoxeH B Ol Llananvua Ha no4BeH Tvn
AnyBuanHo-nuBagHa no4sa C HUCKO CbObpXaHue Ha
xymyc (1,28%) v HeyTpanHo pH - 6,9 (8 H,0) n 6,2 (B
KCI). NoyBaTa e ¢ HUCKO CbAbpXaHWe Ha MUHepaneH
asor (14,7 mg/1000 g), cnabo sanaceHa ¢ P,O, (4,4
mg/100 g) n cpeaHo 3anaceHa ¢ K,O (13,6 mg/100 g).

B onwta ydacTtBar nert coprose v xvbpugu JomaTtv B
TpYKpaTHa NOBTOPHOCT, NoadpaHmX Mo LBAT B YTUpY TUNa —
XBAT (AnTarcku oparxes), po3oB (BrBoICKo cbpuge), Yep-
BeH (HukonvHa F, 1 Atak) 1 YepeH (HepeH npuHL).

Kanvnesata Hopma ot 24 kg K/da e BHeceHa ABy-
KpaTHO nog bopma Ha Kanues cyndat Ha OH a30THO
n pocdhopHo TOopeHe. A30TbT € BHECEH nog copma
Ha aMOHMEB HUTPAT, a pochopbT KaTo TPOEH cynep-
docdar.

B nacnenBaHeTo ca BKIHOYEHM ABE NpeacTaBUTen-
HY 6epuTby Ha NNOAOBETE, OT KOUTO € HanpaBeH 6uo-
XUMmn4yeH aHanms. Crieq nscylwlaBsaHe Ha npobute npu
65 °C c npegaputenHa cmkcaums npu 110 °C e on-
pedeneHo CyxoTo BeLecTBO — TernoBHO. Chbabpxa-
HVMeTO Ha obLm 3axapu e onpegeneHo pedpakTome-
TpuyHo — ¢ Digital refractometer — 32 145 n nspaseHo
B npoLeHT. CbAbpXaHNETO ackopOMHOBA KMUcenvHa e
oTtyeTeHo Ha anapat RQ Flex Plus 10 Ha Merck no
oKasaHaTa metoguka. JIMkoneHbT 1 obwmTe Garpuna
Ca onpegeneHn BbB uNTpaTt OT aueToH, cnekTpodo-
TOMETPUYHO.

KayectBeHunTe nokasatenu ca obpaboTeHn ctatuc-
Tudeckn ¢ naket ANOVA (Statgraphics).

PE3YNTATU N OBCBHXXOAHE
MNokasatenuTe Ha Ka4ecTBOTO Ha JoMaTuTe umar
3Ha4MTeNHa TEeXEeCT Npu OLeHKaTa Ha npoaykuuaTa u
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Tabnuua 1. KayectBeHu nokasatenv Ha Aomatu, OT4eTeHU Npu nbpea 6epuTtba
Table 1. Fruit quality indicators measured on the first harvest date

Oara | (15. VIII. 2013)
CopT/xnbpug Cyxo BeLecTBo, % 3axapu, % oba Buramur C, hag.
’ ’ KMCenuHHocT, % mg/100 g mg/100 g
Anaiick oparbkes 7,33 5,90 0,36 12,30 0,19
Altaiski orange
EMB’OJ'ICKO cbpue 8,12 6.60 0,48 10,60 3,99
Bull's heart
Hukonuka F, 5.88 3,13 0,42 12,00 4,76
Nikolina F,
Artak/Atak 4,90 3,10 0,47 7,30 4,42
Hepen npuk 8,67 6,60 0,47 13,50 6,89
Black prince
HMAP nipu P = 95% 0,216 0,448 0,064 1,271 0,416
HMAP npu P =2 99% 0,307 0,637 0,091 1,808 0,591
Tabnuua 2. KayecTBeHW nokasaTeny Ha Aomatu, OTYeTEHM Npu BTopa 6epuTba
Table 2. Fruit quality indicators measured on the second harvest date
Hata Il (12. IX. 2013)
CyXO BeLlecTBO, o obuwa ButamuH C, JIMKONEH,
Copr/xubpna % saxapu, % KMCENMHHOCT, % mg/100 g mg/100 g
AnTaiickn opatoxes 8,88 7,60 0,64 13,80 0,36
Altaiski orange
Busoncko chpue 6,25 4,80 0,46 14,10 3,74
Bull's heart
Hukonmna F, 4,47 3,23 0,55 6,50 5,70
Nikolina F,
Atak/Atak 4,18 2,70 0,58 8,90 3,55
Hepen npuk 7,09 5,50 0,52 16,80 6,06
Black prince
HMAP npu P =2 95% 0,333 0,367 0,059 0,534 0,181
HMAP npu P 2 99% 0,473 0,522 0,085 0,759 0,258

Cb3[1aBaHeTO Ypes cenekums Ha HoBu xubpuaun. B Ha-
CTOSILLETO M3CcnenBaHe CMe onpeaenunu Ha agse asu
CbObPXaHMETO HA CyXO BELLECTBO, 3axapu, oba Ku-
CenuHHOCT, BUTaMmH C 1 xapakTepHus 3a gomatuTe
KapoTeHOM NNKOMEH.

B 1abn. 1 n 2 ca 06006LLeHM AaHHUTE, NONyYeHn Npu
aHanusa Ha GMOXUMWYHUTE NoKasaTenu, XxapakTepusu-
paLy Ka4ecTBOTO Ha NIO4OBETE OT AOMaTw.

HopmanHo cbObpXaHMETO Ha CyXO BELLEeCTBO B
nnogoBeTe OT Aomartu Bapupa mexgy 5% u 7,5%
(Heuvelink, 2005). To3n napameTbp € C U3KIounTeN-
Ha BaXHOCT, Tbi KaTo CTOMHOCTUTE Ha CyXOTO BeLle-
CTBO ca B NpaBONponopLmoHanHa 3aBUCUMOCT C KOMu-
YeCTBOTO CBEXa Maca Ha NMofoBeTe, KaTo 00eKT Ha
MKOHOMMYECKN MHTepec. 3a npepaboTkata Ha JomaTu
KONMMYeCTBOTO CYXO BELLEeCTBO nof hopma Ha pas3TBo-
pyuMn TBbPAM BELLECTBA M 3axaposa e npsika gerep-
MUWHaHTa Ha BKyCOBUTE 1 npepaboTBaTenHu kayecTsa
Ha nnoposete (Davies, Hobson, 1981). B HacTosLwo-
TO M3cnegBaHe Norny4YeHnTe AaHHK 3a CyX0 BELLECTBO
BapupaT CbOTBETHO 3a MbpBaTa W BTOpaTta fata Ha
oTumTaHe mexay 4,9 n 8,67%, n 4,18 n 8,88%. Han-
BMCOKM CTOWMHOCTM Npu NbpBaTta 6eputba ca oT4eTeHn
npuv NNogoBeTe oT copToBe YepeH npuHL 1 busoncko
CbpLe a Han-HUCKN — npu xmbpug Atak (tabn. 1). MNpwu
BTOPOTO B3EMaHe Hal-BUCOKM CTOMHOCTU Ha TO3M Mo-
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Kasarten nma npu NnogoBeTe oT copT ANTanckn opaH-
)KEeB, @ Ha-HUCKM — OTHOBO Mpu NIOAOBETE OT XMbpua
ATtak (Tabn. 2). Pasnuknute mexay BCUYKM U3crnensaHu
BapuaHTW ca CTaTUCTUYECKN AOKa3aHu Mpu MbpBaTa
nara, kakto npu P = 95% (LSD = 0,216), Taka n npu
P = 99% (LSD = 0,307). Npu otunTtaHeTo npes cen-
TEMBPU BCUYKN Pa3NUKM ca AOKa3aHW C U3KNIYeHne
Ha pasnukute Mexay xubpuante HukonuHa F, n Atak
npu P =295% n P = 99%.

Tbi KaTo BCMYKM COPTOBE U Xnbpuan ca oTrneaa-
HU NPWY €OHN U CbLUN YCINOBMS, TE3M Pas3fnuky morart
[a ce onpenenaT kato coptoBa ocobeHOCT. Ha Ta3u
0a3a MoXXe Aa ce npegnonoXu, Ye No To3n nokasaren
copToBeTe YepeH npuHL, 1 BrBoncko cbpue nonagat
B KaTeropusta Ha gomartuTe, Noaxoasiim 3a KOHCEpPB-
HaTa u npepaboTBaTesniHa NPOMULLIIEHOCT.

CpaBHsBalkM Knacuyeckute no LBAT Xubpuaun
Atak n HukonmHa F. ce Bwxaa, ye xubpug Hvkonu-
Ha F, nma no-B1CoKO CbabpKaHNe Ha CyXO BELLECTBO
(5,88%).

Criopeq HsIKOM M3cnedoBaTenv CbAbPKaAHUETO Ha
abCornoTHO CyxO BELLECTBO € B Mpsika Bpb3Ka CbC Cb-
ObpXXaHMETO Ha 0bwwm 3axapu (Ho, 1996a), kato ToBa ce
NOTBbPXAABA U OT HACTOALLOTO uscnensaHe (cur. 1, 2).

CbabpKaHMEeTO Ha 3axapu B NIO4OBETE OT AOMa-
TV € eOHa OT Hal-Ba)XHUTE OpraHoONenTUYHM XapakTe-
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1 - AnTaiicku opaHxes/Altaiski orange; 2 - busoncko cbpue/Bull’'s heart;
3 - HukonunHa F /Nikolina F.; 4 - Atak/Atak; 5 - YepeH npuHu/Black prince.

Que. 1. Bpb3ka Mex0y CbObpXKaHUEOo Ha Cyxo 8elecmeo u 3axapu 8 rninodoseme om domamu rpu mbpea bepumba
Fig. 1. Correlation between dry matter content and fruit sugars in tomato fruits on the first harvest date
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1 - AnTanckn opaHxes/Altaiski orange; 2 - Busoncko cbpue/Bull’'s heart;
3 - Hukonuna F /Nikolina F,; 4 - Atak/Atak; 5 - YepeH npuHu/Black prince.

Que. 2. Bpb3ka mexdy cbOBbpXaHUemo Ha Cyxo eelecmso U 3axapu & rriodoseme om domMamu ripu emopa bepumba
Fig. 2. Correlation between dry matter content and fruit sugars in tomato fruits on the second harvest date

PUCTMKM Ha Ka4yecTBOTO WM, KaTo crioped pasnvyHu
aBTOPM KOHLUEHTpaLMsTa Ha 3axapy Bapvpa B 3aBUCU-
MOCT OT copTa M KIMMaTU4YHUTE YCIOBUSI CbC CTOMHO-
ctn mexay 1,66 n 4,65% (Stevens, 1972; Yelle et al.,
1988; Dorais et al., 1999b).

OT uscnegBaHUTe copToBe AOMATU C Hal-BMCOKO
MPOLEHTHO CbAbpXKaHMEe Ha 3axapu ce xapakTepu-
3upat buBoncko cbpue n YepeH npuHl — ¢ 6,6% 3a
nbpBaTa otyeTeHa OepuTba u copT AnNTancku opaH-
XeB cbe 7,6% 3a BToparta. Ot Tabn. 1 n 2 ce Buxaa,
ye npu AeeTte 6epuTbK Hall-mManko 3axapu umat nno-
poBeTe Ha xmbpug Atak (3,1 n 2,7%). MNpwn 6eputba-
Ta npes aBrycT CTaTUCTUYECKMAT aHanu3 nokasea, ye

OOKa3aHOCT Ha pasfnuKuTe C HaW-BMCOKa CTEMEH Ha
poctoeepHocT npu LSD = 0,637 nma mexay copTtose
AnTavicku opaHxes v busorncko cbpue, HukonuHa F,
Atak 1 YepeH npuHU; copT buorncko cbpue 1 Xxnbpu-
avte HukonmHa F. n Atak; xubpuam HukonuHa F. m
Atak, u mexagy Atak n YepeH npuHL.

Mpn 6eputbata npe3 centemBpu OOKa3aHOCT Ha
pasnukmTe npu P =2 99% un LSD = 0,521 nma mexay
BCUYKWN N3CneaBaHn COpTOBE.

OT yepBeHo ouBeTeHnTe xnbpuan Atak n Hukonu-
Ha F, no-ronsmo cbabpxaHvie Ha 3axapu v Npu BeTte
oT4YMTaHVsA Mmart nnogoseTe Ha HukonuHa F, (3,13 u
3,23%). BrneyatneHme npaeu, 4ye Te ca 3HAYUTENHO
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W nata l/datel  ® para2/date 2

1 - AnTarickn opanxes/Altaiski orange; 2 - buoncko cbpue/Bull’'s heart;
3 - HukonuHa F /Nikolina F.; 4 - Atak/Atak; 5 - YepeH npuHu/Black prince.

Que. 3. BaxapHO-KUCeTUHHO CbOMHOWEHUEe Ha rinodogeme om oMamu, omyemeHu rpu deeme bepumbu
Fig. 3. Sugar-acid ratio of tomato fruits, measured on both harvest dates
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1 - AnTarickvn opanxes/Altaiski orange; 2 - buoncko cbpue/Bull’'s heart;
3 - HukonuHa F /Nikolina F,; 4 - Atak/Atak; 5 - YepeH npuHu/Black prince.

Que. 4. OmHocumersnHu cpedHuU cmolHocmu Ha cbObpXXaHUemo Ha eumamuH C e niodoeeme om domamu,

omyemeHu ripu 0seme bepumbu

Fig. 4. Relative average content of Vitamin C measured in tomato fruits on both harvest dates

MO-HUCKN OT CTOMHOCTUTE, OTYETEHM MPU AOMATUTE C
HeTUNM4YeH uBAT. ToBa 61 MOrMo Aa ce ObMmku Ha da-
KTa, Yye 1 gBata xubpuga ca 4EeTEPMUHAHTHM, a Cop-
ToBeTe AnTanckm opaHxes, buBoncko cbpue n YepeH
MPVHY, ca MHOETEePMUMHAHTHU. ToBa ce NOTBbpPXAaBa
ot Emery, Munger (1970) n Georgelis, Scott (2004),
KOUTO B TPYLAOBETE CU 0BSACHSBAT TO3M PaKT C TOBa,
Yye UHOETEPMUHAHTHUTE COPTOBE JOMATU MMAT No-Bu-
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COKO CbOTHOLLEHWE NUCTA/NNOAOBE, a KakTo € N3BECT-
HO, HaTpPynBaHETO Ha 3axapu e CBbp3aHO C (POTOCKH-
TeTMYHAaTa akTUBHOCT Ha pacTeHusTa.

[pyra BaxkHa opraHonenTuyHa XxapakTepuctuka 3a
BKyCa Ha JoMaT1Te 1 LUANOCTHOTO KayecTBo e obLuaTa
kncenmHHocT. Cbe cpegHu ctonHocTh oT 0,4% T5 oKas-
Ba MNo-rofnsiMo BrMsiHWe BbPXY BKYCOBUTE KayecTBa Ha
nnogosete oT 3axapute (Oms-Oliub et al., 2011).



other yellow dye substances

B kKapoTuH + ap. obarpeHn B bATO BellecTea/ content ratio of B-carotene +

nuroneH/ content ratio of lycopene

5 22.93% 77.07%

4 18.45% 81.55%

3 22.42% 77.58%

2 20.36% 79.64%

1 95.80% 4.20%

1 - Antaricku oparxes/Altaiski orange; 2 - busoncko cbpue/Bull’'s heart;
3 - Hukonuna F /Nikolina F; 4 - Atak/Atak; 5 - YepeHn npuHu/Black prince.

Que. 5. CurObpxaHue Ha 8 kKapomuH + dpyau obazpeHu 8 XbIImo sewecmeaa U fiukorneH om obuwjume bazpurna

rpu nMbp8o omyumare (agaycm), %

Fig. 5. Content ratio of B-carotene + other yellow dye substances and lycopene to the common dyes mea-

sured on the first harvest date, %

other yellow dye substances

B kKapoTuH + ap. obarpeHn B bATO BellecTea/ content ratio of B-carotene +

nuroneH/ content ratio of lycopene

5 19.99 % 80.01%

4 25.02% 74.98%

3 29.47% 70.53%

2 41.93% 58.07 %

1 96.95% 3.05%

1 - AnTarickun oparxes/Altaiski orange; 2 - busoncko cbpue/Bull’'s heart;
3 - HukonmHa F /Nikolina F,; 4 - Atak/Atak; 5 - YepeH npuHu/Black prince.

Que. 6. CbObpKaHUE Ha 3 KapomuH + Opyau obazpeHU 8 Xb/Imo gewecmea U JIUKorneH om obwume

b6azpuna rnpu emopo omyumaHe

Fig. 6. Content ratio of B-carotene + other yellow dye substances and lycopene to the common dyes mea-

sured on the second harvest date

Ot 0600WeHnTe AaHHK B Tabmn. 1 n 2 ce BuwxAaa,
Ye CTOMHOCTMTE Ha obLla KMCENWUHHOCT B u3cnensa-
HUTe JoMaTu Npu NbpeaTta gaTta Bapupat mexay 0,36
n 0,48%, a npu BTopata — mexay 0,45 n 0,64%. Mpw
nbpBata 6eputba C HaW-HMCKa obLlla KUCEeNMHHOCT
Cce XxapaktepuaupaT nfnogoBeTe OT copT AnTanmcku
opanxes (0,36%), a Han-Bucoka e oT4yeTeHa Npu copT

Bbusoncko cwupue (0,48%). MNpu cnegsawara farta
nnogoBeTe OT copT AnTanCku OpaHXeB NnokassaT Han-
BMCOKa obwa kucenuHHocT (0,64%),a Te3n ot copt
BuBoncko cbpue — Har-Hucka (0,45%).

Ot ,uepBeHuTe” gOoMaTtun u npu aeete 6epmuToU no-
BMCOKWM CTOMHOCTW Ha TO3M MoKa3aTten umart gomatute
oT xmbpug Atak, cboTBeTHO 0,47% 1 0,57%.
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1 - AnTanckn opanxes/Altaiski orange; 2 - busoncko cepue/Bull’'s heart;
3 - HukonuHa F /Nikolina F,; 4 - Atak/Atak; 5 - Yepen npuHu/Black prince.

Que. 7. OmHocumernHu cpedHuU cmolHoCMU Ha CbOBbpXaHUemo Ha JIUKoneH 8 rsiodogeme om AomMamu,

omyemeHu npu 0geme bepumbu

Fig. 7. Relative average content of lycopene measured in tomato fruits on both harvest dates

Cratuctnyeckn gokasaHun pasnuki nNpu OTYETEHU-
Te JaHHM 3a KMCENWMHHOCTTAa OT NbpBaTta garta npu P =
95% 1 LSD = 0,064 uma npu copT ANTanckn opaHxes
n bueoncko cbpue, Atak n YepeH npuHu. Cbwute
pasnuku ca gokasaHu Npu BUCOKA CTEMeH Ha OOCTo-
BepHocT (P =2 99%) n LSD = 0,091.

Mpu BTOpaTa otyeTeHa GepuTba AOKa3aHOCT Ha pas-
NVKMTE MMa Mexay coptoBe AnTanckvm opaHxes 1 bu-
BOJICKO Cbpue, HukonvHa F, n YepeH npuHu,; Brsoncko
cbpue, HukonmHa F, u Atak npu P 2 99 n LSD = 0,084.

BkycoBuTte kayecTBa Ha gjomaTtuTe ca cybekTMBHa
XapaKkTepucTurKka, Tbi KaTo 3aBUCAT OT MHAMBUAOYyan-
HUTE NpeanoyYnTaHus Ha KoHcymatopute. [lopaaun
Tasu npuyMHa B cpegarta Ha MUHanusl BEK Ce BbBEX-
0a TEPMUHBT 3aXapHO-KUCENTMHHO CbOTHOLLIEHME KaTo
GanaHc mexay 3axapuTe U OpraHUYHUTE KUCENWHU B
nnogoseTte. Pegnua aBTopy uscnegsat U M3nonsear
TO3Kn TepMuH (Simandle et al., 1966; Lower, Thompson,
1967; Davies, Winsor, 1967; Jones, 1986; Bucheli et
al., 1999a; Bucheli et al., 1999b).

B nuTtepatypaTta ce nocoysaT CTOMHOCTU 5,6 — 8,7
(PawnkoBa, 1977) 3a 3axapHO-KUCENNHHOTO CbOTHOLLIE-
Hue, Ho cnopes MaHeBa (2007) NOCTOAHHN CTOMHOCTM
10 — 11 Buxa gonpuHecnu 3a no-cragbk BKYC Ha Mo-
aoBere.

Ha cdur. 3 ca nokasaHu 3axapHO-KUCENVHHUTE Cb-
OTHOLLEHWs1 Ha u3cneaBaHUTE COpPTOBE U XnMbpuam ot
aBeTe 0epuTOU. YCTaHOBEHO €, Ye 1 Npu OBeTe Aatu
copT AnTanckmn opaHXeB UMa Han-BMCOK nokasaTern, a
Xnbpua ATak — Han-HUCHK.

M3BecTHO e, 4Ye JoMaTuTe ca OCHOBEH U3TOYHMK Ha
pegvua BUTaMunHu, B T. Y. U Ha Butamuu C. B nutepa-
Typara ce Noco4Ba MHOTO LUMPOK AManasoH Ha Cbabpa-
HVeTo My B nnogoeeTe ot gomatu (8-120 mg 100 g), kaTto
TOBa € B pe3ynTaT Ha pas3nnyHy 3eMeerncku npakTu-
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KW, COPTOBM OCOBEHOCTU Ha pacTeHusATa 1 Ha4YMHN Ha
CcbXxpaHeHue cnef npnbupaHe Ha pekonTaTta (Hamner,
Maynard, 1942; Bortesa, 2009; Mutoea u ap., 2011;
Boteva et al., 2012).

3a HacTosAWOTO M3cnedBaHe CbObPXKAHMETO Ha
BuTammH C Bapupa CbOTBETHO 3a MbpBaTa 1 3a BTO-
pata 6eputba mexay 7,3 n 13,5 mg 100 g, u mexay
6,5 n 16,8 mg 100 g. Han-mHoro ButammH C n npu
aBete 6epuTbu e oTYEeTEHO B NNogoBeTe Ha copT Ye-
peH npuHy (13,5 1 16,8 mg 100 g), a Han-marnko npu
xnbpug Atak (7,3 mg 100 g) — NbpBOTO OTYMTaHE U
HwvkonuHa F, (6,5 mg 100 g) npy BTOpOTO OTYunTaHe.

CratucTuyeckn JokasaHu pasnuvkvi Mexay BapuaH-
TnuTe npy P 299% 1 LSD = 1,807 B nscnegsaHeTo npes
aBrycT MMa Mexay BapuaHTuTe OT ANTancku OpaHXeB
n Atak; bmuBoncko cbpue, Atak n YepeH npuHu; Huko-
nuHa F, n Atak; Atak 1 HepeH npuHu.

lMpn oTuMTaHeTO Mpe3 CenTeMBPU C HaW-BMCOKa
cTeneH Ha gokasaHocT (P = 99%) n LSD = 0,759 pas-
nukn ce Habngaesat Mexay BCUYKU U3CNenBaHu Ba-
pUaHTK C U3KINIYEHNE Ha copToBe ANTanCKN OpaHXeB
n buBoncko cbpLe.

OT xmbpuaute no nokasarten sutammH C no-gobpe
ce npeacrtass Hukonuua F, (12 mg 100 g) npu nbp-
BaTa 6eputba, a npu BTopata — Atak (8,9 mg 100 g).
OT paHHUTE ce Bxaa, Ye BCUYKM Xubpuam n CopToBe,
BKIOYEHUW B M3CreBaHETO C U3kroveHne Ha Hukonun-
Ha F, nokassat no-BMCOKW KOHLIEHTpaLWN Ha BUTAMUH
C npwu BTOpOTO OTYMTaHe. lNpegnonara ce, 4Ye npuynHa
3a TOBa Ca BUCOKMTE TemnepaTtypu Npes MeceL, aBrycr,
KoraTo € HanpaBeHa nbpeaTta 6eputba, Tbih KaTo KOH-
LeHTpaumaTa Ha BuTamuH C Hamansiea ¢ yBenmyeHune
Ha nNucTHaTa TemnepaTypa, KOSTO OT CBOs CTpaHa € B
npsika Bpb3ka C TeMnepaTypaTa Ha oKornHaTta cpefa
(Davies et al., 1991).



MpecmeTHaTM ca OTHOCUTEMHUTE CTOMHOCTU Ha
cbabpXaHMeTo Ha BuTamuH C B MnogoBeTe Ha M3-
crnefBaHuUTe copToBe 1 xubpuan gomaTtun. 3a 6a3oB B
cbrocraekara e npuet xmbpua HukonmHa F ., konto e
BKITHOYEH B coOpTOBaTa nucta Ha bvnrapusa n e gobpe
n3yyeH ot konektmea Ha WIMA3P ,H. MNywkapos®. Ha
dwur. 4 ca nokaszaHun ocpeaHeHn CTOMHOCTM Ha CbObp-
)KaHneTo Ha BuTamMuH C B nrnogoBeTe OT ABeTe npea-
cTaButenHn OGeputbu. lNnogosete Ha copT YepeH
MPWHL, UMaT HaW-BUCOKN CPEOHW OTHOCWUTENHMU CTOW-
HOCTW, a Te3n Ha xubpug ATak — Haln-HUCKM.

JIMKONeHbT € HeHacUTeH aHTUOKCUAAHT U Ha Hero
Ce ObIMKN YepBEHUAT UBAT Ha fomaTtuTe. [pes nocnen-
HWTE roauHN ce CMsATa, Ye MMEHHO TOW € HaN-MOLLHUAT
@HTMOKCUMAAHT OT KapOTEHOMAHOTO cemencTeo. Peau-
La nscrnegBaHns NMokaseart, Ye PedoBHUST NMpUeM Ha
TNIMKOMEH HamarsiBa pmcka oT pak Ha benute gpobose,
MUKOYHMSA MEXYp, LUMIAKaTa Ha MaTkara, a CbLLO Taka
n 3abonsiBaHMSA Ha CTOMaLUHO-YpeBHUA TpakT (Stahl,
Sies, 1996; Clinton, 1998). MegununHckuTe uscnen-
BaHWs MOKA3BarT, Ye NIMKONEHbT Hamansaea p1cka n ot
pak Ha Koxarta, cnefd uanaraHe Ha UV nbum (Ribaya-
Mercado et al., 1995).

Cnopepn HsiKOM aBTOpY NMKOMEHBT CbCTaBnsea 75 —
83% oT 0OLWOTO CbabpXKaHMe Ha NUIMEHTU B AOMa-
TUTe, a B-kapoTuHBbT e okorno 3 o 7% ot 1ax (Gould,
1992; Abushita et al., 1997). ToBa moxe ga ce BUAM U
Ha cur. 5 1 6 — 1 Npu ABeTe JaTu CbAbPXKAHNETO Ha
TNINKOMEH € MHOro MO-BMCOKO OT TOBa Ha 3 KapoTuH +
apyrn obarpeHn B XXbMATO BELLEeCTBa, KaTo U3KMoYe-
HWe NpaBAT edMHCTBEHO MMOA4OBETE OT copT AnTam-
ckun opanxeB. [Npu Tax nukoneHbT e easa 4,20% npu
nbpBoTo U 3,05% 3a BTOPOTO OTYMTaHE.

Cnopepn unscnegBaHe Ha PAO cbObpKaHUETO Ha
NIVKOMEH B JOMAaTUTE Hal-4eCTo Ce ABWXN B rpaHnLM-
Te 7—13 mg/100 g (Reth et al., 2009), Ho ApU3OHCKNAT
YH/UBEPCUTET NO 3eMeernme noco4Ba 1 KOHLEHTpauum
ot 1,5 mg/100 g. ToBa BapupaHe Ha gaHHUTe Gu Mor-
no ga ce 06scHM ¢ reorpad)CKOTO MECTOMONOXKEHME
Ha pavioHa Ha OTImexaaHe, TEXHUKMTE Ha oTrmexaa-
He, KMMMaTUYHUTE YCIOBUKS, COPTOBUTE OCOBEHOCTU 1
3psAnocTTa Ha u3cnegBaHuTe nrogoBe.

Monyyennte gaHHM Bapupat mexay 0,19 n 6,89
mg/100 g, n 0,36 1 6,06 mg/100 g, CbOTBETHO 3a Mbp-
BaTa n BTOparta otyeTeHa Geputba. M npu aBeTe oT-
YNTAHWS HaW-BUCOKM CbObPXXaHUSA Ha NUKOMEH nma
B MrogoBeTe OT copT YepeH npuHL, a Han-HUCKKU — B
Te3n oT copT ANTaNcKn opaHxXeB. Te3n pesyntatu ce
notebpxaaeaT ot Hart, Scott (1995), cnopen kouto
XBbNTUTE COPTOBE JOMATK MoraT Aa cbabpxat Hag 10
MbTU NO-Masnko JNIMKOMEH OT CTaHOAPTHWUTE COPTOBE.
OT xnMbpmanTe NO-BUCOKO CbAbpXKaHNe Ha JIMKOMNEH U
npw ABETe OTYMTaHUA MMa Npu nnogoseTe Ha Hukonu-
Ha F, (tabn. 1 n 2). U npu aeete 6eputbun gokasaHocT
Ha pasnukute uma npu P =2 99% u LSD = 0,591 3a
nbpBaTta n LSD = 0,258 3a BTOopaTa gata npu BCUYKK
BapuMaHTW C U3KIMIOYEHNE Ha pasnuKUTE MeXay copT
Busoncko cbpue n xnbpua Atak. Npn B3MMaHeTo npes
aBrycT HAMa J0Ka3aHOCT Ha pasnukute u mexay Hw-
konuHa F. n Atak.

Pasnuknte B CbObpXaHNETO Ha NUKOMNEH 1 Bapu-
paHeTo My Mexay npete GepuTbm Om Mormo ga ce
00SACHM C KNMMaTW4YHWTE aHOManuu npe3 onuTHaTa

roguHa. Bucokute 3a ceszoHa Temnepartypu u obun-
HWUTe Banexu brxa Mornu Aa ca npuymHa 3a nuncara
Ha TeHOeHuus npu nonyyeHuTe aaHHW. CmaTta ce, ye
peskuTe TeMnepaTypHU NPOMEHN BAUSIAT 3HAYUTENHO
BbPXY CMHTE3a Ha MUIMEHTU B AOMaTuTe, KaTo 3a on-
TUMarnHu TemrnepaTypu ce Noco4vBaT Te3n B auanaso-
Ha 16 — 21 °C. Npu TemnepaTtypa nog 12 °C cunHo ce
3aTpygHsiBa CMHTE3aTa Ha JIMKONEH, a Npu TeMnepary-
pu, no-Bucoku ot 30 °C npouechT MOXe Aa crpe KaTto
usano (Dumas et al., 2003).

[MpecmeTHaTM ca OTHOCUTESNHUTE CTOWMHOCTU Ha
CbObpXKaHWETO Ha NMKOMEH B NNOAOBETE Ha u3cnen-
BaHWTE COpPTOBE M XMbpuan JomaTtn cnpsiMo xmbpug
HvkonuHa F,. Ha cur. 7 ca nokasaHu ocpeaHeHu
CTOMHOCTM Ha CbAbPKAHUETO Ha JIMKOMEH B MITOAOBETE
OT ABeTe NpeactaBuTenHn 6eputon. CopT YepeH NpuHL
ce npepncTaes Har-ao0bpe, a copT ANTaNCKM OpaHXeB —
Haw-cnabo no To3m nokasaTen.

n3soau

MNnonosete Ha YepBeHuTe xMbpuan HukonuHa F, n
ATaKk nmaT no-marsko Cyxo BEeLLeCTBO OT MII040BETE Ha
COPTOBETE C HETUMUYEH LBAT — ANTanCKn OpaHXeB,
BuBoncko cbpue 1 YepeH npuHL.

Hai-mHoro ButamuH C 1 nukoneH u npu ABeTe
GepuTOM e oT4eTeHO B MrogoBeTe Ha copT YepeH
MPUHLL.

MacnegBaHeTo No3BoMsiBa Aa ce NPeAnoXu Haco-
Ka Ha cenekuusta c YepeH gomat 3a NoBuLLIaBaHe Ha
KOMEHTMPaHUTE BMOXMMUYHM MoKasaTenu.

Ot yepseHnTe gomatn xmbpua HukonuHa F npe-
Bb3xoXaa ATak Mo NoyTy BCUYKU OT OTHETEHUTE OBUO-
XMUMWYHM NoKasaTenu (Cyxo BeLecTBo, 3axapu, Buta-
MUH C, NIMKOMNEH).
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