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Abstract

Drought is one of the main unfavourable environmental factors which affect
the quality and productivity of ornamental plants. Plant responses to the harmful
effect of stress factors (drought) are not yet fully understood, as the plant organism
employs a large array of adaptive defense reactions to respond to a stress
stimulus. By studying the physiological mechanisms of plant resistance under
laboratory conditions, the specific responses of the plant to a single stress factor
can be observed. In order to simulate the water deficit induced by osmotic stress,
different concentrations of polyethylene glycol (PEG) 6000 were used in the study:
10%, 20%, 30% and 40%.

The object of the study were Bulgarian in vitro Tagetes patula cv. Usmivka.
The aim of the present study was to determine the response of in vitro Tagetes
patula to drought induced by different PEG 6000 concentrations in different
treatment durations. The response to drought stress was studied based on the
following end-points: plant growth reactions, relative water content (RWC%), and
electrolyte leakage (conductivity).

Key words: water deficit, polyethyleneglycol (PEG), tagetes, relative water
content (RWC%), conductivity.

BbBEOEHUE
BoagHusT oedumuut e OCHOBEH KOMMOHEHT Ha 3acyllaBaHEeTO M MpUYMHSBA
peovua MopdoniorMyHn 1 OU3MONIOMMYHM NMPOMEHM B pacTeHusTa, Bodeln A0
NMOHWXaBaHe Ha CTONaHCKMTE UM KayecTBa.
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KnumatnyHnte cueHapum po 2050-Ta rogmHa nokassaTt pegyuvpaHe Ha
rogvulHMTE BamneXHW CyMM B perMoHa Ha bankaHckmss nonyocTpoB, KaTo
OYakBaHWTe Banexu e 6baaT KOHUEHTPUpPaHM OCHOBHO Mpe3 3UMHUTE Mecelm
(Alexandrov and Genev, 2004). lNpomeHuTe B knumaTa HanaraT fga ce uacneasaT
peakuunTe Ha KyNTYpHUTE pacTeHUs KbM TSX.

MacnegBaHe Ha U3MOMOTMYHUTE MEXaHU3MW Ha YCTOMYMBOCT B
nabopaTopHM ycrnoBus gaBaT Bb3MOXHOCT 3a MpocnefsiBaHe Ha cneumnduyHarta
peakuusi Ha pacTeHusiTa cnpsMo eanHudeH akTtop Ha Bb3gencTaue (Yordanov et
al., 2000; Alexieva et al., 2003).

CumynmnpaHe Ha 3acyllaBaHe Ce u3BbpLIBA Ype3 M3MNoN3BaHETO Ha
OCMOTUK C BMCOKO MornekynHo Terno (>3000), kakbBTO € NONMEeTUNEHrMUKONbT
(MEN) (Murillo-Amador et al., 2002). OCMOTUYHO MHAYLMPAHUAT BOAEH AedULNT OT
MEr paBa Bb3MOXHOCT 3a nocTturaHe Ha o6e3BoAHABaHE Ha pacTeHusaTa B LUMPOK
AmanasoH, kato ToBa ce JobnwkaBa MakcumanHo [0 ed)ekTa OT pearnHoTo
noyseHo 3acywasaHe. W3nonseaHeto Ha [lE[ B TeyHu cpeam nossBonsea
NPELM3HO 1 Bb3NPON3BOAUMO Aa Ce MOCTUra XenaHUST OCMOTUYEH NoTeHuuan Ha
cpepaTa (Song et al., 2013).

Peakunsita Ha in vitro KynTypuTe KbM MWHOYUMpPaHUA CTpec pAdasa
Bb3MOXHOCT Ha paHeH eTan fa ce CenekTupar TONepaHTHU KbM BOAHUSA aeduumnt
pacTteHus. ToBa cTaBa Bb3MOXHO NMOpaau CblUecTByBallaTa B3avMHa Bpb3ka B
OTroBopa Ha pacTeHusiTa KbM CTpeca Ha KrneTb4yHO — in Vitro u in vivo — HUBo (Song
etal.,, 2013).

TaretecbT kaToO BMA, M3MON3BaH MAcOBO MpY 3aLBeTABaHe Ha NapKoOBUTE
NPOCTPaHCTBa, € MOoAJNIOXEeH Ha [AencTBMeTo Ha 3acywaBaHe (Chylinski, &
tukaszewska, 2008).

Llenta Ha wu3crnegBaHeTo € [a Cce YCTaHOBM peakuusitTa KbM BOAEH
AeduunT Ha Taretec — GbArapcku copT ,YcMuBka”, npy nabopaTopHu yCcrnoBus, ¢
n3nonssaHe Ha pasnuyHKU KoHLEeHTpauun nonnetuneHrnmkon 6000.

MATEPUAJIM U METOOMU
PactutennusT matepuan, u3nonsBaH B M3cnegBaHeTo, € ObnrapckusT
copT Taretec ,YcmmBka'. PacTeHusiTa ce pasamMHOXaBaTt in vitro no mMeToauka,
npueta B P — Codmsa — xpanutenHa cpega MS c npubassHe Ha 3axaposa — 30
g/l, n arap — 6 g/l; npu pH = 5.7-5.8 npegn aBToknaesupaHe. OTrnexgaTt ce BbB
dutocTaTHO nomelleHve npu Temnepatypa 22°C, dotonepuon 16:8 (OeH:HoL)
Yyaca 1 MHTEH3MBHOCT Ha ocBeTreHune 30 pmol.m'z.s' .

Cpeparta, vHayuMpalia BoaeH aeuumT, cbabpxa:

Conu u Butammnun MS, 3axaposa — 30 g/l, u MNEI 6000 ¢ koHUueHTpauun —
10, 20, 30 n 40%, c pH = 5.7-5.8 npean aBTOKNaBMpaHe.

EkcnnaHTuTe ce NocTaBAT B €NPYBETKM C KOHTPOSHA M CTPeC MHAyuupawa
TeyHa cpefa BbpXy MOCTYeTa OT unTbpHa xapTusa. MukpopesHuumTe ce 3anarat
no aecet 6posi 3a BcsAka KoHueHTpauus MEF — 10, 20, 30, 40%, u koHTponHa 0%
cpena B Tpu noBTopeHusi. MpoobmKNTENHOCTTa Ha OENCTBUE HA CTpeca € eavH
(kpaTKOCpOUeH cTpec), Tpu (CpeaHOCPOYEH CTpec) MU LecT (ObNrocpoyeH CTpec)
OHW.
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3a ekcnepumMeHTanHata paboTa in Vvitro ce wu3non3BaT eKCnnaHTu C
AbmknHa 2-3 cm u Terno 100 mg, M3MepeHO Npu CTEPUrHU YCroBuUS npeaun
3anaraHeTo UM Ha MHAyuuMpaLlla cTpec cpeaa.

OTtuutat ce BOAHMAT JeduuuT B pacTUTENHWUTE TbKaHW, pPacTexwbT,
OTHOCWUTENHOTO BOAHO CbAbpXKaHMe U CTerneHTa Ha yBpexgaHe Ha KreTbyHuTe
MeMbpaHu.

B wu3cnegBaHusTa in Vvitro pacTtexbT ce u3passiBa 4pe3 MpoueHTa Ha
HapacTBaHe Ha TerrnoTo Ha MWKPOpPEe3HWUWTe crep KynTuBMpaHe 3a onpeperneH
nepuog (1-3-6 gHm Bbpxy MEN 10, 20, 30, 40%) cnpsiMO MbpBOHAYanNHOTO TErIO.

CrteneHTa Ha yBpexgaHe Ha MembpaHuTe ce onpeaenst KOHAYKTUBHO Ype3
N3TUYAHETO Ha enekTPONuTU OT nucTaTta — camo cref CTpec — 1 ce M3passsa B
MS/g ceexo Terno.

OTHOocuTENHOTO BOAHO cbabpxkaHne (OBC) ce nsmepsa eqHOBPEMEHHO C
M3TMYaHEeTO Ha enekTPONNTM U ce n3ducnsiea no opmynaTa

OBC % = (cB.T. — C.T.)/( T.T. — C.T.) x 100 — meToaukaTta Ha Turner

BogHuat gedouunt (BI, %) ce uspassasa no chopmynara

BO % =1 - OBC.

Cnepn nepuofa Ha CTpecuMpaHe ekcniiaHTuTe ce NpPexBbpnsaT Ha MS cpena
©e3 ctpec areHTa lNErlN, 3a ga ce onpegeny Bb3cTaHOBMTENHATa MM CMOCOGHOCT U
ce oTyeTe % Ha BKOPEHSIBAHE.

[aHHnTe, NpeacTaBeHn Ha purypute, ca uspaseHun KaTo cpeaHa CTOMHOCT
+ SE OT [Ba He3aBWCMMW €EKCMepMMEHTa, M3BEAEeHW B [eceT MOBTOpPeHus 3a
BapuaHT. AHanuaupaHu ca 3a 4OCTOBEPHOCT Ypes t TecT Ha nporpamaTa GraphPad
Prizm. [loctoBepHaTa pasnvka mexay KOHTporaTta u BapuaHTuTe e npeacTtaBeHa ¢
*(P<0.05), **(P<0.01), ***(P<0.0001), a Hegoka3aHaTa pasnuka — Hc.

PE3YNTATU N OBCBHXOAHE

B 3aBMCUMOCT OT KOHLeHTpauuaTa n NnpoabimknTenHocTTa Ha JencTeBne Ha
nonueTUneHrnukona ce Habnwogaea yBennyeHve Ha BogHUS AeduumnT B TbKaHUTe
Ha TareTeca (cwur. 1).

BooeH geduumnT e oTYETEH N B KOHTPOSHUTE pacTeHUs, KaTo CTOMHOCTUTE
My BapupaT okono 16% B TpuTe nepmoga Ha otumTaHe (1, 3 u 6 gHM). YCTaHOBEHO
Oewwe, Ye kpamkocpoyHUsim cmpec (1 AeH) BOOM OO NMOKayBaHe Ha CTOMHOCTUTE
Ha BOOHWS OeduUNT, KaTo MPU HUCKUTE KOHLIEHTpPALMW Ha MONMETUNEHrnuKona
(10% TEIN) pocturat go 22%, a npu 40% [MEl ce yBenuuaea ¢ 3,5 nbTu cnpsamo
KoHTponata u pgoctura 48% (cur. 1). lNpu OwbnzocpoyHusi 6-OHeseH nepuod
BOOHUAT gedmunt goctura ctonHoctn npu 40% MNEM — 72% - Hapeuwaeau, 4,5
MbTW TE€3N B KOHTPOMNHUTE pacTeHUS.

Mpn cumynupaHo 3acywaBaHe in Vivo 4pe3 pegyuupaHe Ha 0Opos Ha
NnonuBkMTE nNpW Taretec copT ,YCMUBKA® OTYETEHUAT BOAeH JdeduuuT B
pacTUTENHUTE TbKaHW NPU KOHTPONHUTE pacteHus e 21%. Hain-Bucoka cTomMHOCT
OT 72,25% e pocTurHaTa npu BapuaHTa C eAHOKpaTHa cegMUYHa MnonuBeka, npu
konto IMNB e 30% (Zapryanova, 2015). Crnopen koHuenuuaTa Ha Cornic et al.
(2002) obes3BogHsAIBaHETO, MPEAM3BUKBALLO B pacTeHusiTa BoAeH AeduuuT o
30%, ce nprvema KaTo MeK Unn ymepeH cTpec.
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®uea. 1. BodeH depuyum (%) 8 pacmumenHume mbKaHu Ha in Vitro pesHuyu om
mazemec, copm ,Ycmueka”, npu pasnuyHuU KoHyeHmpauyuu Ha MNElr u
npodb/mKUMenHocm Ha cmpeca eOuH, mpu u wecm OHU
Fig. 1 Water deficit (%) in the plant tissues of tagetes explants cv. Usmivka in vitro
at different PEG concentrations and stress duration 1, 3 and 6 days

CbcC 3aBuwaBaHe Ha BOOHUA OedUUUT Ce OTYMTaT MOHWXKEHN CTOMHOCTU
KaKTO B pacTexa, Taka M B OTHOCUTENHOTO BOAHO CbAbpXaHWe B pacTUTENHUTe
TbKkaHW. KOHTpOnMHUTE pacTeHusl HapacTBaT M Ta3u TeHAEHUWst ce 3anasBa npes
TpuTe nepuoga Ha otdntaHe (1, 3 n 6 gHn) (cdur. 2). Ha wectusa geH Te ca CBexu,
3ef1eHn, B HOPMasHO TYPropHO CbCTOSIHME U Hayarno Ha BKOPEHSABAHE.

Mpn pacTteHuaTa, noanoxeHun Ha koHueHTpaumm 10 u 20% MEl, ce
ycTaHoBsiBa Neko 3aBsxBaHe, Aokato Ha 30% wu 40% [MEl 3aBsaxBaHeTo ce
yBenu4yaBa, HO He ce HabmnogaBa HEKpPOTM3UpaHe Ha TbKaHUTe, KakBOTO €
HabnogaBaHO MpuU ekcnnaHTu oT xpusaHtema (Zapryanova and Nencheva, 2013).
Cnep npunaraHe Ha KpaTKOCPOYEH OCMOTMYEH CTpec (eauH OeH) ekcrnnaHTuTe,
OTrMeXaaHn BbpXy KOHTpOMHaTa cpeda, cnabo HapacTBaTt M AoCTUrat CTOMHOCTU
120,8+7,9 (cowur. 2). C noBuwasBaHe Ha KoHUeHTpaumusaTa Ha lNEl B xpaHutenHaTta
cpefa pacTexbT Ha €eKCnMaHTMTe Hamanssa npornopuMOHanHo, KaTo npu
koHueHTpauusa 30 n 40% TEI Ton e nog 50% cnpsAMO KOHTponaTta, CbOTBETHO
54,88+2,5 g/ceexo Terno; npu 30% u 57,1616,5 g/ceexo terno npu 40% TEl ¢
AokasaHocTt npu P<0.0001***,

YObmKeHUAT nepuod Ha TpeTupaHe (6 AOHM) JoBexaa [0 ApacTUYHO
HamansBaHe Ha pactexa, kato npu 30% lMEl Ton e 25.77+2,5 g/cBexo Terno, a
npu 40% TMEI — 15,52+2,5 g/cBexo Terno, Aokato Npu KOHTposfata oTyeTeHaTta
ctoriHocT e 210,36+2,5 g/ceexo Terno (dur. 2). lNoTuckaHeTo Ha pacTexa e
CBbP3aHO C HaMarieHaTa CnoCoOHOCT Ha pacTeHusATa ga noemat Boga (Shabani et
al.,, 2013). OCMOTMYHMAT CTPeC Ha KMEeTbYHO HMBO AencTBa 4ype3 3abaBsHe Ha
KNeTbyHOTO gerneHe. Knetkute rybat Typropa cv u ToBa goBexaa [o 3aryba Ha
Terno (Heyser m Nabors, 1981). lNpu ekcnnaHTM Ha XpusaHTeEMa pacTeXbT
Hamansaea A0 50% cnpsAMO KOHTPOMHUTE pacTeHus C yBenMyaBaHe Ha
konunyectBoTo Ha MNEI (Zapryanova and Nencheva, 2013).
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due. 2. Pacmex Ha in vitro pesHuyu om mazgemec, copm ,Ycmueka”, npu
pasnuyHU KoHyeHmpauuu Ha MNEl u npodbmkumesTHocm Ha cmpeca
e0uH, mpu u wecm OHU
Fig. 2. Growth of of tagetes, cv Usmivka explants in vitro at different PEG
concentrations and stress duration 1, 3 and 6 days

OTHoCuTENHOTO BOAHO cbabpkaHne (% OBC) e 4yecto wu3nonseaH
nokasaTen 3a onpefensHe Ha BOAHMA cTaTyc. B komMOuHauusa ¢ OOMbIAHUTENHU
napameTpu (CbAbpXXaHUE Ha NPOJSIMH) MOXeEe Aa Ce M3MOoN3Ba 3a OLeHKa Ha HOBU
BMOOBE, NOOXOAALLM 3a oTrnexaaHe B rpagckm ycnosus (Chylinski, tukaszewska
& Kutnik, 2007). B pactutenHute TbKaHM Ha Taretec TOW Hamansdea C
yBenu4yaBaHe Ha M3Mnon3BaHuTe KoHLeHTpaumm Ha MNET.

KoHTponHuTe pacteHuss nogabpkaT BUCOK NPOLIEHT BOOHO CbAbpXKaHue B
TbKaHWTe cun — okono 85% (cowur. 3).

MonyyeHuTe pesyntaTh nokaseaTt, yYe npunoxeHuat MNEM ctpec Boau go
NOCTENEHHO HaMarsiBaHe Ha BOAHOTO CbAbpXKaHWe B pacTeHUsITa, KaTo Hal-HUCKM
ctoriHocTn ce pgocturaT npu 40% [MEM npu BCMYKM U3NUTaAHU CPOKOBE, KaTo Te
Bapupat oT 51.8816,4% npu KpaTKOCPOYHWUS egHodHeBeH cTpec, 49.63+1,3% —
npu CpeaHoOCpOYHUs 3-OHEBEH CTpec, A0 27.2615,7% — npuM ObArocpouvHMs
6-aHeBeH cTpec (cur. 3).

Pasnukata mexay oToenHuTe BapuaHTM M KOHTporaTta ca CTaTUCTMYECKU
AokasaHu npu P<0.05** n P<0.0001***,

MopobHa peakumss e HabnwgaBaHa B kanycHa kyntypa oT Carthamus
tinctorius L. (wadpaHka) — Hal-HUCKM CTOMHOCTM Ha pacTex u % OBC ca otueTeHun
npu npunaraHeto Ha 40% PEG (Kakaei et al., 2013).

Mpn XxpusaHTemaTa NPOOBLIKUTENHUSAT CTPEeC Ha 3acyllaBaHe CWUIHO
NMoHWXaBa BOAHMA NOTEHLMan Ha Knetkata v Boou 4O HamansBaHe Ha Typropa Ha
TbKaHUTE W TpakHO 3aBsiXBaHE Ha pacTeHusiTa, OCODOEeHO npu Mo-BMCOKA
KOHUeHTpauus Ha [El. [JokaTo npu KOHTPOMHWUTE pacTeHWd CTOMHOCTUTE ca
NnocToAHHM — okoro 70%, 1o npu 40% MEl Ha 6-ua geH Te gocturat go 18.10 3.6
(Zapryanova and Nencheva, 2013).
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M3mepeHnTe CTOMHOCTU Ha OTHOCUTENHOTO BOAHO cbAabpxaHue (OBC %)
npu Taretec, copT Ycmueka, OTrnmedaH in Vivo, MokasBaT BWCOK MPOLEHT Ha
BOOHOTO CbAbpXaHWEe B TbKaHUTE Ha KOHTPONHUTE pacTeHns — Bapupaly oT 70 go
90%. MpunoXeHOTO CMMyNUPaHO 3acyllaBaHe C pegyLupaHe Ha NofvBKUTE BOAM
[0 MOCTENEHHO HamarnsiBaHe Ha BOAHOTO CbAbpXXaHWE B pacTeHusiTa, KaTto Hau-
HWCKM CTOMHOCTU Ca OOCTUrHaTV Npu BapmaHTa C eQHOKpaTHa MOSMBKa, KaTo npu
onuT Ha nexa Ton e 55,65%, a npu cbaoBus onut e 46,33% (Zapryanova, 2015).

OTHOCHUTenHO BoAQHO ChAbLPXaHUe
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@uea. 3. OmHocumeniHo 800HO cbOBPXKaHUE Ha in Vitro pe3Huyu om mazemec,
copm ,Ycmueka”, npu pasnudHu KoHueHmpauuu Ha MNEI u npodbmkumenHocm
Ha cmpeca eOuH, mpu U wiecm OHU
Fig. 3. Relative water content (RWC) of tagetes, cv Usmivka explants in vitro at
different PEG concentrations and stress duration 1, 3 and 6 days

Ctpec-arenTtbT (MEI 6000) c gencrBneto cu 3acara opraHusauusaTa u
CbCTaBa Ha KneTb4yHUTe MeMbpaHu.

M3TuuaHe Ha enekTponutu ce Habnogasa B HUCKA CTEMEH B KOHTPOSHUTE
pacTeHnsa Npu oTyuTaHe Ha MbpBUSA AeH cnepj 3anaraHe Ha onuTta — 135 pS/g, u
neko ce 3asuwwasa Ao 385 uS/g npu 6-gHEBHMA CTpec nepuoa.

YBenuuaBaHe Ha W3TUYAHETO Ha EnekTponuMTu ce Habnwogasa owe Ha
NbpBUSA OEH Ha OEeWCTBUE Ha CTpec areHTa U cTomHocTuTe My gocturaT npu 40%
MEr po 527+70.4 uS/g cBexo Terno B cpaBHEHME ¢ KoHTponaTta — 135 uS/g ceexo
Terno, KOETO € [0Kas3aTeNicTBO 3a HaCTbMBalM W3MEHEHMSI B KINETbYHUTE
mMembpaHu (dur. 4).

Mpun gbnrocpoyHus cTpec nepuog (6 gHW) ce HabnogaBa pA3Ko NokayBaHe
Ha CTOMHOCTUTE Ha TO3W MokasaTen npu BCUYKM KOHUeHTpauuu Ha [ElM. Te
Bapupat ot 2701+£537 uS/g ceexo Terno npu 10% MNEI go 46521494 uS/g ceexo
Terno npu 40% MET.

Cratuctnyeckn € ycTaHoBeHa MHOro pobpa [oKasyeMocT Mmexay
OTAEernHUTEe BapuvaHTU W KOHTponaTta npuv BCUYKW KOHUeHTpauun Ha TEl npu
P<0.05 ** n P<0.0001*** (cowr. 4).
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Quea. 4. VIsamuyaHe Ha eflekmponumu Ha in Vitro pesHuyu om masemec, copm
»YCMueKa”, npu pasnu4yHu KoHueHmpauuu Ha lNEI u npodbmkumenHocm
Ha cmpeca eOuH, mpu u wecm OHU
Fig. 4. Electrolyte leakage from of tagetes, cv Usmivka explants in vitro at different
PEG concentrations and stress duration 1, 3 and 6 days

Cnep pasnuyHuTe ctpec nepuvoau Ha TpeTtupaHe c¢ [MEM koHueHTpauuu
pacTUTENHWTE eKCMMaHTM OT TareTec ca MOCTaBeHW 3a Bb3CTaHoBsABaHe Ha MS
cpena.

MonyyeHnTe pe3yntaTn nokassaTt, 4Ye npu cTtpec nepuog 1-3 OHU M
pasnun4yHn KoHueHTpaumm MNEM Bb3cTaHoBABaHeTO € Ha 100%, C m3knoveHne Ha
40% TIElN, korato ca otyeTeHn 80%. BkopeHsiBaHe € OTYETEHO MNpU BCUYKU
BapuaHTU1, HE3aBMCMMO OT KOHUeHTapuusita Ha MNME. Han-Hucbk npoueHT (30%) ce
Habnogasa npu MNEI 40% npw 3-gHEBHMA CTpec Nepuoa.

OwbnrocpounnsaT 6-gHeBeH ctpec Ha NEIN nokassa 100% Bb3cTaHOBSABaHe
n BkopeHsiBaHe npu Huckata 10%-osa TNEIN koHueHTpaums. MNpu 20 n 30% MEr
NPOLEHTbT Ha Bb3CTAHOBEHW pacTeHuss HamansBa u ctaBa okono 50%.
MpoueHTHLT Ha BKopeHsABaHe cblo naga go 30-40%. MNpwu Bucokata 40%-osa MNEN
KOHUeHTpauusa ce Bb3ctaHoBaBaT 10% OT 3anoxeHWTe pacTeHusi, HO BKOPeHsiBaHe
He ce oT4uTa.

n3soau

1. KoHTponHuTe pacteHus Ha Taretec (Tagetes patula), copT ,Ycmueka’,
noaabpXaT BUCOK NMPOLIEHT BOAHO CbAbpXaHWe B TbKaHuUTe cu — okono 85%. Te
ca CBEXM, 3eNleHn, B HOpMaIrHO TYPropHO CbCTOSTHUE U C Ha4aro Ha BKOPEHsIBaHe
Ha LecTus OeH.

2. HapacTtBaHeTo Ha ekcnnaHTuTe OT TareTec HamarsiBa npornopLMoHanHo
C yBernM4aBaHe Ha KOHLeHTpauuaTa Ha nonvetunenrnukona v npu 30 n 40% TMEM
Tor e nog 50% crnpsiMo KOHTponara.
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3. OTHOCUTENHOTO BOOHO CbhbAbpXaHWe B pacTUTENHUTE ThKaHW Hamansesa
B 3aBUCMMOCT OT aenctBmeTo Ha lNEl, kaTo Halk-HUCKM CTOMHOCTM ce AocTurar npu
40% MNEl — 27.26+6,4% Ha 6-ua geH.

4. CumynupaHOTO 3acyllaBaHe u4pe3 WU3NoNn3BaHe Ha  pasnuyHu
KOHUEeHTpauun Ha nonuvetunenrnukon 6000 (10, 20, 30 n 40%) npegwnsBukBa
U3MEHEHNs1 B KNeTbyHUTe MembpaHu Ha Tareteca. Ham-BMCOKM CTOMHOCTM Ha
€NeKTPOSIMTHOTO U3TUYaHE ca OTYETEHN Ha 6-51 AeH — 46251521 uS/g cBexo Terno
npwu 40% TET.

5. OT4yeTeHMAT BoaeH aeduumnt Bapupa oT 16 go 73%.

6. PactutenHute ekcnnaHTu OT TareTec nokasaxa Aobbp aganTuseH
OTroBOp, KOETO Ce JoKa3Ba OT BUCOKMSI NPOLEHT Ha Bb3cTaHoBsABaHe — 60% 1 40%
cnep TpugHeseH npecton Ha 30 1 40% nonueTuneHrnukon. JbnroCcpoyHuAT cTpec
nepvoa ot 6 OHWM ce oTpassiBa HeGNaAronNnpusiTHO Ha TareTeca, KOEToO ce JoKa3Ba C
Huckmsa npoueHT (10%) Bb3cTtaHoBeHu pacteHusa npu 40% [MEI n nuncata Ha
BKOpeHsIBaHe.
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