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Pe3rome

[MoTeHIMANBT 32 in Vitro pereHepanus Ha 3 copTa JoOMaTH IPH M3MOJI3BaHe Ha J[BA BUJA CPEJIU 32 KYJITHBHPA-
He (Rm u Rtaz) e oOexT Ha n3cnenBaneTo. J[Ba oT n3dpanute coprose ca uepu tun (bamkonckn Anrek u Mmyn
0aJIKOHCKU YEpBEH), a TPETUST € UHJeTepMuHaHTeH copT (buBoicko cepie). Pesynrarure nmokassar perenepa-
MOHHA CIIOCOOHOCT, Bapupaiia ot 21% 1o 57%, B 3aBUCHMOCT OT copTa U M3Moi3BaHara cpena. Haii-Bucok mo-
TEHIINAJ 32 pereHepaIus U Ha ABETE Cpelu € OTUeTeH mpu copT busoncko cupie (50% na Rm u 57% na Rtaz).
Haii-Hucka e pereHepalidoHHaTa CriocoOHOCT Ha copT Muyn OankoHcku yepseH (21% Ha Rm u 25% na Rtaz).
BrustHreTo Ha M3MONI3BaHaTa Cpe/ia BbPXY PEreHepalMOHHIS MOTSHIUA € Hall-3HauuMO TIpu copT bamkoHcku
Aurex (45% na Rm u 25% Ha Rtaz).
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Abstract

The potential for in vitro regeneration of three tomato cultivars using two types of culture media (Rm and
Rtaz) was investigated. Two of selected tomato cultivars are cherry type (Aztec and Idul), whereas one of them is
indeterminate variety (Buffalo heart). Results showed that the regeneration efficiency varied from 21% to 57%,
depending on the cultivar and type of medium. The variety Buffalo heart demonstrated highest potential for
regeneration on both cultivation media (50% on Rm and 57% on Rtaz). The lowest regeneration efficiency was
counted for variety Idul (21% on Rm and 25% on Rtaz). The impact of the media used on regeneration potential
is most significant for the variety Aztec (45% on Rm and 25% on Rtaz).
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Homatst (Solanum lycopersicum L.) e BTopusit
M0 3HAYMMOCT 3€JIEHYYK B CBETOBEH Malaod, Koii-
TO OTOeJA3Ba HEMPEKHCHATO HAPACTBAILO TOUIII-
HO npou3ssozacTBo. 3a nepuoaa 2000-2013 r. To ce
¢ ysenuunio ¢ 49% (HORTI** Newsletter, 2016).
JloOMBBT OT moMaTH Bb3u3a Ha 130 MIIH. t, OT KO-
nTo 88 MITH. t 3a cBeka KOHCyManus u 42 MilH. t 3a
npepaboTBaTeIHATa TPOMHILIIICHOCT.

B EBponelickus cpro3 nomarure 3aemar 19% ot
OO0IIOTO 3eJIEHYYKOIPOU3BOJCTBO, KOETO 00YCIIaBs
BOJIEIIATa UM MO3ULKS Cpell Te3U KyITypH. B cTpa-
nute oT EC npe3 2014 r. ca npoussenenu 16,6 MiiH.
t JomMaTH, KoeTo mpeacTaBiisiBa 12% OT CBETOBHOTO
pon3BoACTBO. JoOMBBT OT omMarw B bbirapus 3a
nocieaante 3 roguan (2014-2016) e oxono 120 xwr.
t roguirHo, 1o ganau Ha M3X (2015a, 2015b, 2016).
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[Ipe3 mocnenHUTE TONUHHU CE HA0II0IaBa Hapa-
CTBAIll THTEPEC Ha YYCHHUTE KbM JIoMaTa, He CaMo
Mopajii CTONAHCKUTE My Ka4eCcTBa, HO M KaTO MO-
JieNieH 00€KT 3a M3clie/IBaHus. 3a TOBa JI0 rojsma
CTENEH JIONPUHACA U CEKBEHUPAHETO HAa HETOBUS
rerom 1ipe3 2012 1. (Tomato Genome Consortium,
2012). JomarbT € OTJIMYHA MOJEIIHA CHCTEMa,
KaKkTo 3a (yHIaMEHTATHH, TaKa U 3a MPUIIOKHH
M3CIIeI0BATEIICKU ITporpamu. Tol npurexkasa pe-
JIMTIA BAXKHU XapaKTEPUCTUKH, KATO BH3MOKHOCT
3a OTTJICXKIaHe TIPU Pa3IMYHK YCJIOBUS HA KYJITH-
BUpaHE, OTHOCUTEIIHO KPaTbK *KH3HEH LIUKBI, 00-
pa3yBaHe Ha CEMEHa, HO U BB3MOXKHOCT 3a BereTa-
TUBHO pa3MHO)KaBaHEe, CPABHUTEITHO MaJTbK T'€HOM
(950 Mb).

[Mpunaranero Ha OHOTEXHOJOTUYHH IOAXOAH
pasimupsiBa Bb3MOXKHOCTHTE 3a TPOBEKIAHE Ha
(GyHIaMEHTAIHU ¥ HAYYHO-TIPUJIOKHU H3CIICBA-
Hus npu nomatute (Bhatia et al., 2004; Rashid and
Bal, 2010; Sherkar and Chavan, 2014; Gerszberg et
al., 2015). EpexTrBHOCTTA HA TE3U METOIHU IO TO-
JsiMa CTENEH 3aBUCH OT pereHepamnroHHaTa CIO-
COOHOCT Ha Pa3JIMYHUTE COPTOBE B YCIOBHS il Vitro
(Bhatia and Ashwath, 2008; Chaudry et al., 2010;
Cruz-Mendivil et al., 2011; Gudeva and Dedejski,
2012; Wayase and Shitole, 2014). OT cbliecTBeHO
3HAYCHUE 34 in Vifro pereHepauusara Ipu gomara €
BUIBT Ha U3IOJI3BAHUTE CKCIUIAHTHU U Bh3PaCTTa Ha
pacTeHusTa, OT KouTo Te ca noyderu (Kantor et al.
2010; Ali et al. 2012; Bahurupe et al., 2013). ITpu op-
raHOTeHe3a Ha IOMaTH KaTo eKCIUIAaHTH Ce M3II0JI3-
BaT XHUIIOKOTHJIM, KOTHJIEIOHH, CTHOJIA, MEpHCTe-
mu, antepu u npotormiactu (Chaudry et al., 2010;
Rashid and Bal, 2010; Namitha and Negi, 2013).
Hpyrust daktop, okas3Bail BIHSIHHE BbPXY pere-
HEpaIMOHHHUSI TIOTCHIIMAJ Ha PACTECHUATA, € BUIBT
Ha cpenara, U3MOoI3BAHUTE PACTEIKHH PETyJIaToOpH,
KaKTO M ChOTHOMmEHNeTo Mexay Tsax (Plana et al.,
2006; Ishag et al., 2009; Kantor et al. 2010; Namitha
and Negi, 2013; Wayase and Shitole, 2014).

LenTa Ha HACTOSIIIOTO U3CTIEABAHE € JIa CE OlLle-
HU pEreHepalroOHHUs TOTEHIIMAA Ha TPU CopTa
JIOMaTH 4pe3 U3MOJI3BAHETO Ha JIBa BUJA CPEIH 32
KYJITUBUPAHE IIPU in Viiro yCIOBUSL.

MATEPHAJI U METOIH

W3cnenBaHusATa ca IPOBENEHU C TPU COpPTa J0-
MmaTH - bankoncku Anrek, Mayn GaiakoHcku yep-
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BeH U buBoscko cupue. [IspBuTe 1Ba copTa goMa-
TH ca TUI YepH, CHOTBETHO C JKBJITHU M YEPBEHU
IJI0/I0BE, MOJAXOIAIIMN 3a OTIVIEKTAAHE B CAKCHHM U
caHabyeTa Ha OaJKOHA WJIM HAa MAJIKU T'PaJHMHCKU
wiomu. TpeTusiT copT € UHAETEPMUHAHTEH, C TO-
JIeMH PO30BH T1JI0710Be. M TpHTe copTa ce oTiinyBat
C OTVIMYHU BKYCOBHU Ka4yecTBa.

CeMeHara OT TPHUTE COpPTa JIOMATH Ca TOBBPX-
HOCTHO 00e33apa3eHH upe3 MOCIIEIOBATEIIHO Tpe-
tupaHe c¢bc 70% etminoB ankoxon (I min), Genu-
Ha (pa3pencHa ¢ Boaa 1:1, 15 min), mociienBaHo oT
TPUKpPATHO MPOMHUBAHE ChC CTepuiHa Boaa. Cruen
NOZICyIIaBaHe BbPXY (PUITHPHA XapTHs, CEMEHaTa
ca 3anoxenu Ha cpena MS (Murashige and Skoog,
1962) 3a nony4aBaHe Ha in Vitro pacTeHHUS.

B ekcriepuMeHTa ca M3MOI3BaHU /1B BU/IA €KC-
MJIaHTH — KOTHJIEJOHU M XHUIOKOTHJIH, KOUTO ca
nony4yeHu ot 10-m1HeBHU in vitro pacteHus. 3a pe-
TeHEepalus ca 3aJI0KEHHU M0 56 eKCIUTaHTa OT Cop-
toBeTe Mayn GankoHcku yepBeH U buBosicko cbp-
e, 1 40 excriianTa ot copt bankoHncku A1Tex.

W3non3Banu ca ciaeqHUTE IBE CPEIU 3a pereHe-
parus:

Rm - MS ocHoBHa ¢ no0aBeHM BUTaMHHH B5
(3,2 g/l; Gamborg et al., 1968), muo-uro3uTON (50
mg/1), 3axapo3sa (2%), 3eatun (2 mg/l), arap (0,8%);
pH 5,5-5,8.

Rtaz - MS ocHoBHa ¢ 1oOaBeHU BUTaMuUHU B5
(3,2 g/l), MES (500 mg/l), PVP (55 mg/l), ritoko3a
(2%), 3eatun (2 mg/1), arap (0,8%); pH 5,8.

[TonyueHuTe pereHepanTu ca BKOpeHeHH Ha MS
cpena. [Ipu nocturane Ha BucoumHa 3-4 cm BKO-
PEHEHUTE pacTeHHs ca MPEXBBPJICHU B MOYBa. 3a
MOAIbPKAHE HAa ONTHUMAJIHA BIAXKHOCT € M3II0J3-
BaH IPO3paveH Kamak, KOHTO Clie/l OKOJIO CeMHULIA
€ OTCTpaHeH. ATaNTHPAHETO HA PACTEHUSTA B T10Y-
Ba € OCBILECTBEHO MPU KOHTPOIUPYEMHU YCIIOBUS
npu temneparypa 22°C u ¢potonepuoz 16/8 yaca.

PE3YJITATU U OBCBHKIAHE

PerenepaninoHHUAT NOTEHIIMA HAa TPUTE COPTA
nomatu (bankoncku Aurek, Mnyn 6ankoHCKu yep-
BeH 1 BIBOJICKO ChpIIE) € pOoyUdeH MPU U3IOI3BaHE-
TO Ha JIBa BUJIa CPE/IM 3a PEreHepaIus B YCIOBUS in
vitro. KaTo eKCIUIaHTH ca U3MOJI3BAHU XUTIOKOTUITN
U KoTHiIe0Hu OT 10-THEeBHU in Vitro pacTeHus, KO-
WTO ca 3aliokeHu Ha cpeaqu Rm u Rtaz. [IspBuTe
IPU3HAIM Ha KaJycooOpa3yBaHe ca HAOII0IaBaHU



7-10 aHUM crien MOCTaBsSHE HA EKCIIJIAHTUTE Ha cpe-
nute 3a perenepanus (dur. 1), kato IpouUecsT € no-
SICHO U3pa3eH MpU XUIIOKOTUITUTE.

Cropen n3cieaBaHUATA Ha PEULIa aBTOPU MOJ-
XOJISIIIM 33 PEereHepanys Ha JOMaTH ca eKCIUIaHTH,
IIOJIy4YEHU OT PacTEHMS Ha Bb3pacT Mexay 7 u 14
nuu (Ishag et al., 2009; Kantor et al. 2010; Ali et al.
2012). Hsxon n3cnenBanmsi IOKa3BaT, 4e Hali-BHCOK
pereHepanroHeH MOTEHINAl UMAT XUITOKOTHIINTE
(Chaudry et al., 2010), nokato 1pyru aBTOpH JOKa3-
BaT, 4e Mo-e(h)eKTUBEH € POILIECHT Ha OpraHoreHe3a
npu kotunenonute (Harish et al., 2010).

[losiBaTa Ha WHPBUTE PETEHEPAHTU € OTYETe-
Ha 1pu copT bankoHcku AlTeK cies JIBe CelIMU-
L1 KyJITUBUpPaHe Ha cpena Rm. B kpast Ha mbpBus
Mecell € OTYETEeHa PEreHepalns OT XUIIOKOTHUITH OT
TPUTE COPTA HA IBETE CPEAU 34 IN Vilro KyITUBU-
paHe, KaTo Haii-moOpe nudepeHInpPaHu ca pereHe-
panTuTe OT copT buoscko cwvpue (Pur. 2). Yera-
HOBEHO €, Y€ pereHepallioHHaTa CIIOCOOHOCT Ha
KOTUJICJOHUTE € 3HAYUTENIHO MO-HHUCKA 3a TPUTE
COpTa Ha JiBaTa BU/ia CPeJiu.

ITepBute n06pe oQopMeHH pereHepaHTH ca
pexBbpiIeHu Ha cpena MS 3a BkopeHsiBaHe 8 cejl-

®urypa 1. Hagano Ha kamycooOpa3yBaHe IIpH
KOTHJICAOHHU U XUIIOKOTHIIA OT COPTOBE AOMATH
BuBosicko cwpre (a), bankoncku Anrek (b) uldlayn
OaskoHcKH uepBeH (¢, d) Ha cpenu Rm u Rtaz
Figure 1. Callus formation of cotyledons and
hypocotyls of tomato cultivars Buffalo heart (a),
Aztec (b) and Idul (c, d) on Rm and Rtaz media

MUIM Clie]] Ha4aJloTo Ha ekcnepumeHTa. Kopeno-
oOpa3zyBaHeTo ce HaOmonasa 3a 8-10 qau (Dur. 3a).
JlokazaHo e, 4ye JOMaThT ChIbpPKa BUCOKO HUBO HA
ennorenHn aykcunu (Mensuali-Sodi et al., 1995),
KOETO CIOCOOCTBAa BKOPCHSIBAHETO HA PACTECHHSATA
0e3 no0aBsHE Ha EK30TCHHH XOPMOHH.
AJanTupaHeTo Ha PACTEHUSTA CE OCHILECTBSIBA
B MIOYBEHA CMEC NP KOHTPOIHpaHH ycioBust (Dur.
3b). LlemusT mporec OT MOCTaBIHETO HA EKCIIaH-
TUTE Ha Cpefa 3a pereHeparys 10 aJanTHPAHETO
Ha [0YBA € C MPOIBIDKUTEIHOCT 3 Mecela.
Pereneparnrionnata crnocoOHOCT Ha H3CIe/Ba-
HUTE COPTOBE 1oMaTu Bapupa ot 21% 10 57% (dur.
4). Haii-BHCOK MPOIICHT Ha pereHepalys € OT4eTeH
npu copt buBojcko chpiie, Karo eheKTUBHOCTTA
IIPU JIBETE M3II0JI3BaHU CPEIIU € CXOJIHA, ChOTBET-
HO 50% Ha Rm m 57% na Rtaz. ToBa moka3sBa, 4e

®urypa 2. In vitro perenepanus Ha copT buposicko
chpie Ha cpean Rtaz (a) u Rm (b)

Figure 2. In vitro regeneration of cultivar Buffalo
heart on Rtaz (a) and Rm (b) media

®urypa 3. BkopensiBane Ha cpena MS (a) u
amarntupane Ha mousa (b) Ha JomaT OT COpT
busoscko cepue

Figure 3. Rooting on MS medium (a) and
acclimatization on soil (b) of tomato cultivar
Buffalo heart
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®urypa 4. PerenepaluoHeH NOTEHIMAI Ha COPTOBE
nomatu busosicko cepue, bankoncku Aurek u Uayn
0anKOHCKH 4epBeH Ha cpear Rtaz m Rm

Figure 4. Regeneration efficiency of tomato
cultivars Buffalo heart, Aztec and Idul on Rtaz and
Rm media

HE3aBHCUMO OT M3MOJI3BaHATA CPe/ia, BKIIOUCHUTE
B Hesl BUTAMUHU U ChOTHOILIEHUETO Ha XOPMOHUTE,
copT buBoJCKO Chplle MMa MMO-BUCOK pereHeparu-
OHCH IOTCHLHUAJ B CPAaBHCHUC C APYTUTC IBa HU3-
cnenBanu copta. [lpu copt bankoHncku Antek ce
Ha0JTI0/1aBa 3HAYHMTEITHA pa3JIiMKa B pereHepamnmsiTa
Ha JIBETE U3IOJI3BaHU Cpeu, KaTo T4 € 45% Ha Rm
u 25% na Rtaz. Te3u pe3ynaTatu 1eMOHCTpUPAT, Ye
IPU HSIKOW TEHOTHUIIOBE U3MOJI3BaHATA XPAaHUTEITHA
Cpeza € OT ChIECTBEHO 3HaYCHHUE 32 €(PeKTUBHOCT-
Ta Ha pereHepauuara. Hali-HuChK perenepainoHeH
MOTEHIKaJ ToKa3Ba copT M ayn 0aJTKOHCKH YEpBEH,
pecriektuBHO 21% Ha cpena Rm u 25% Ha cpena
Rtaz. 3a To3u copT € HEOOXOAMMO JOMBIHUTEITHO
ONTUMU3HUPAHE Ha YCIOBUATA 32 In Vitro peresepa-
U1, CBBP3aHO C MPOMSIHA HA W3IOJI3BAaHUTE BUTA-
MUHH U PACTEKHU PETyIaTOpH.
PerenepanronnaTa criocoOHOCT Ha pacTEHHUATA
Bapupa B 3aBHCUMOCT OT IOTEHIIMAJIa Ha U3CIIe/-
BaHUsI COPT, U3MOJI3BAHUTE CPEIU 3a KYJITUBUPAHE,
BU/Jia 1 Bb3PaCTTa Ha CKCIJIAHTUTE, KAaKTO U YCJIO-
BUATA Ha oTriemkane. [Ipu gomara ca paspabore-
HU Pa3JIMYHU CUCTEMHU U CPE/IH 3a pereHepanus OT
penuna aBropu (Plana et al., 2006; Abu-El-Heba et
al., 2008; Bhatia and Ashwath, 2008; Afroz et al.,
2010; Chaudry et al., 2010; Ashakiran et al., 2011;
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Cruz-Mendivil et al., 2011; Ajenifujah-Solebo et
al., 2012; Gudeva and Dedejski, 2012; Zhang et
al., 2012). IIpoyuBaHeTO Ha pereHepalusiTa u op-
raHoreHesa Ha 4epu jaomaru L. esculentum var.
cerasiforme (Dunal) upe3 u3noa3BaHe Ha XUIIOKO-
TUAN, 1/3 cerMeHTH OT KOTHJIEJIOHUW M almMKaJIHU
I'BIIKK TIOKa3Ba, Y€ IMOCIEIHUTE MMAT Hal-BHCOK
noreniman (Gudeva and Dedejski, 2012). bpp3a u
e(deKTUBHA CUCTEMa 3a pereHepanus € papadore-
Ha ripu copT CastleRock, upe3 usnon3Bane Ha Xu-
HNOKOTHJIM U YacT OT KOTHJIEAOHUTE KaTO €KCIUIaH-
TH, cJIe]l OTCTpPaHsBaHE HAa IbPBUYHATA MEPUCTEMA
(Abu-El-Heba et al., 2008). To3u meToxa Boau 110 pe-
rerepanus ot nopsabka Ha 40-92% npu uznons-
BaHE Ha pa3jIU4YHU CPEIU 3 in Viiro KyITUBAPAHE.
JluctHu excrianTu OT copT Micro-Tom, KolTO €
THII YepH U CE MU3I0JI3Ba KAaTO MOJIEITHA CHCTEMa 3a
JIOMaT, TIOKa3BaT pereHepanusi Bapupama ot 28%
10 69% (Cruz- Mendivil et al., 2011). Te3u nanxu ca
CXOJIHHU C IOJyYEHUTE OT HAC 3a TPUTE U3CIe/Ba-
HU copTa. Pe3ynraTtuTte oT mpoyuBaHETO MOKa3Bar,
Yye YCIIOBHSTA 3a in Vitro pereHeparus ca onTUMHU-
3upaHu 3a copT bUBOJICKO chplie, KAaKTO U 32 COPT
bankoncku Aurek Ha cpena Rm.

U3BOIM

I[OMaTI/ITe, KaTO UKOHOMHWYCCKU 3HAYUMa KYJITY-
pa B CBETOBEH MaIabd, ca 00EKT Ha MIMPOK CIIEKTHP
OT 3eMeJIeJICKH ITporpamMu. B cenekImoHHnTe mpak-
THUKH YECTO C€ Hajlara M3IMoJI3BaHETO Ha METOU 3a
OBp30 pa3MHOXKABaHE WJIM 32 MOAIbpP)KAaHE HA ICH-
HU TreHoturnoBe. HacrosmoTo u3cienBaHe mokas-
Ba, Y€ aHAJIM3HpPAHUTE cOpToBe bankoHCku ALTek,
Wnyn G6ankoHcKkH YepBeH U BUBOJICKO chplLie UMar
pereHeparroHHa crocoOHOCT, Bapupartia ot 21% a0
57%, B 3aBHUCHMOCT OT M3MOJ3BaHaTa cpena. Tosa
JaBa BB3MOXHOCT U 06ycna1351 TEXHUA IIOTCHIINAJI
32 BKJIFOYBAHETO UM B M3CIICIOBATEIICKHU U CENEKITH-
OHHHU [IPOr'paMu, UBUCKBALIY i Vi{ro KyJITUBUPAHE.
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