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OITUMI3AIIA YMOB AGBOBACTERIUM-OHOCEPEI[KOBAHOT
TPAHC®OPMAILII M’AKOI ITIIEHUII METO/IOM IN PLANTA

O.B. IYBPOBHA, C.C. KVIIEIL, JI.B. CJIMUBKA

Incmumym ¢hizionoeii pocaun i eenemuxu Hauionanvnoi axademii nayk Ykpainu
03022 Kuie, éya. Bacunvkiecvka, 31/17
e-mail: dubrovny@ukr.net

OnTuMizoBaHO YMOBU TPOBEIEHHST Agrobacterium-orocepenkoBaHoi TpaHChOp-
Marlii M’JIKOi THIEHUIIi CopTy 3uUMOsIpKa METOIOM in planta 3a BUKOpPUCTaHHS
mramiB LBA4404 ta AGL0O. BctaHOBIEHO 3a/IEXXHICTh €(PEKTUBHOCTI 3aB’SI3yBaH-
HSI HACiHHS ¥ 4aCTOTHU OTPMMAaHHS TPAHCTEHHUX pociuH 1. aestivum Big yMOB Ha-
BKOJIMIITHBOTO CEPEIOBUINA, 30KpeMa TEMIIEPaTypHOTO PEeXHWMY Ta BOJIOTOCTI
noBiTps. TlokazaHo, 1m0 3a BukopuctaHHs mrtamy AGLO HalGiabIIMii BiICOTOK
3aB’a3yBaHHs HaciHHA (38,7 %) 3adikcoBaHo 3a TemmnepaTypu 20 °C Ta BOJOTOCTI
noBitps 45 %, HaliMeHIlly KiibKicTh 3epeH (16,1 %) oTpuMaHO 3a TeMIlepaTypu
16 °C i BucoKoi Bosiorocti moBitpst — 75 %. 3a temrieparypu 27 °C 3aB’s13yBaHICTb
HaciHHs Oysa BIBidi BUILOIO, HiX 3a Temneparypu 16 °C, ToOTO 3HMXKEHHS TEM-
Teparypu y TOEAHAHHI 3 BUCOKOIO BOJIOTICTIO HETaTUBHIIIIe BIUTMBAE Ha 3aIICH-
Hs, HiX ii migBumeHHs. [1pyu nopiBHsaHHI Temmepatyp 22 i 27 °C 3a mpakTUYHO
OJHAKOBO1 BOJIOTOCTIi MOBITPSI MixK TOCTiIIHAMU BapiaHTaMU 3 BUKOPUCTAHHSIM OJ-
HOro IITaMy arpobakTepii He BUSBJICHO OOCTOBIPHOI Pi3HUI 3a MOKA3HUKOM
3aB’sI3yBaHHSI HaciHHS. He BUSBIEHO TakKOX iCTOTHMX BiIMiHHOCTEHI CTOCOBHO
YaCTOTM 3aB’sI3yBaHHSI HACiHHS 3a OJHAKOBOI TeMIlepaTypd IIpW 3acTOCYBaHHI
pisHux mTamiB. EdexTuBHimow Oyra Temmneparypa 22 °C, 60 B pa3i ii migBuiieH-
Hsa no 27 °C HaciHHS yTBOPIOBAJIOCH JEIIO MeHIe. BcraHOBIIEHO, 11O TeMIiepa-
TypHuii pexum 20 °C i BosoricTh TOBITp 45 % 3abe3neyniv OTpUMaHHS
HaoibIIoi KiibkocTi (4,3 %) TpaHchOpPMaHTIB MIIEHUIII copTy 3UMOSIpKa, a 3a
3HIKeHHS TeMiepaTypu 10 16 °C edektuBHicTb iepeHeceHHst T-JAHK y pociann-
HUIA TeHOM 3MeEHIlyBajach i yactora TpaHcdopmaliii Oyna HalimeHow (0,5 %).
BusiBJieHO HeraTMBHUIA BIUIMB Caxapo3W B iIHOKYJISILIIAHOMY CepeIOBHIL Ha Mpo-
1ec 3aB’sI3yBaHHSI HACiHHS 3a Agrobacterium-omocepenkoBaHoi TpaHchopMallii
M’SKOI TIIeHNIIi MeToaoM in planta. HaitGinbIne HaCiHHS OTPUMAaHO 32 BUKOPH-
CTaHHS iHOKYJISILIMHOrO cepeaoBMllia 0e3 caxapo3u, ONTUYHOI TYCTMHU KJITUH
arpobakrepianbHoi cycreHsii 0,4—0,6 onT. oa. Ta iHOKYJISLIL Ha TPETIO 00y Mmiciist
KacTpallil KOJIOCiB.

Karouosi caosa: T. aestivum, Agrobacterium-omiocepenkoBaHa TpaHchopMallisa in
planta, TemIrepatypa, BOJIOTICTb, iHOKYJISIIHE CepeIOBHIIE.

BifpIIiCTh pOGIT 3 TEHETUYHOTO TOJIIMIIEHHS POCIWH MIIEHUIII METOTAMM
TEeHETUYHOI iHXKeHePil IPYHTYETbCS HA BUKOPUCTAaHHI POCIMHHMX 00’ €EKTIB
B YMOBax in vitro. 3acToCcyBaHHS LIMX METOMIB Iepeadavae: HeOOXiTHICTh
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JOTPMMAHHS AaceNTUYHMX YMOB BMPOIIYBaHHS JOCHiIXKyBAaHOTO Ma-
Tepialy; TPYIOMICTKI €TalM OTPMMaHHS KaJIloCy; pereHepallilo Ta Jo0ip
TpaHC(POPMOBAHUX TArOHIB; MOXJIWBICTD MOSIBM COMAaKJIOHAIbHUX
BapiaHTiB; HU3bKMUI BUXiI TPAHCTEHHUX POCJIMH Ta €KOHOMIiYHi 3aTpaTu
[1, 2]. Husbkuit MoporeHeTUYHUH MOTEHIIiad OJHOAOJbHUX YCKIAMIHIOE
pereHepaiiito TpaHC(OPMaHTIB Ta OTpUMaHHSI (GepTUILHUX pociauH [3].
KpiM Toro, miHHi TpaHCT€HHI POCIWHMW MOXYTh OyTM BTpadycHi Ha eTalli
ajanTallii 10 HeCTepUJIbHUX YMOB BUPOIILYBaHHS.

Merton Agrobacterium-onocepenkoBaHoi TpaHcdopmaliii in planta ye-
pe3 BiICYTHICTb eTally KyJbTMBYBaHHSI TKAHUH Ma€ HU3KY iCTOTHUX Iepe-
Bar. 3aCTOCYBaHHSI LIbOTO METOAY HE OOMEXKYEThCS T€HOTUIIAMU 3 BUCO-
KOIO pereHepalifiHOIO0 3[aTHICTIO; BiH HE MOTPEOy€e TPYAOMiCTKMX €TarliB
OTPUMAaHHS i KyJIbTUBYBAHHS €MOPIOT€HHOTO KaJIioCy; BiICYTHSI COMaKJIO-
HaJlbHa MIHJIMBICTh; BUKJIIOY€HA XMMEPHICTh TpaHC(OPMAHTIB, SIKi PO3BU-
BalOThCsl OE3MOCEpPEeIHbO i3 3UTOTHU, a HE 3 0araTOKJIITUHHUX MEPUCTEM,
1110 MIiCTATh TpaHC(OpMOBaHi i1 HeTpaHC(hOpPMOBaHi KJIiTuHU [4, 5]. Ocob-
JIMBICTIO 1ILOTO METOAY € Te, 10 Agrobacterium-orocepeakoBaHy TpaHC-
¢dopMairifo MOXKHA ITPOBOJUTH Ha ITPOPOCTKAxX ab0 POCIMHAX, IO BIJIBHO
POCTYTb B YMOBAx JIOBKiLIS. IHOKy/ALil arpo6akTepiajbHOIO CyCIeH3i€I0
MOXHA TTiJmaBaTv Pi3HiI YaCTWHU (3aJIeKHO Bil METOMY) POCIMHU.

Ilefti mMeTod CBHOTOMHI YCHIITHO BUKOPUCTOBYIOTH [JISI TE€HETUYHOI
TpaHcdopmallii pi3HUX CiIBCHKOTOCIIOAAPCHKUX KYAbTYP, Y TOMY YHMCI i
miueHutti [4—7]. Iepuai cipoOy oTpuMaTy TpaHCTEHHI POCAWHY TIEHMII
MeTOA0M Agrobacterium-orocepeakoBaHoi TpaHchopMallii in planta Oyau
nposesieHi e y 1990-x pokax [8]. I3 BUKOpHUCTAHHSM TOro camoro mpo-
TOKOJy, aJie iHIIMX 1TaMiB Agrobacterium i Tiaa3MigTHUX KOHCTPYKIIiii, Oy-
JIO TOCSITHYTO eheKTMBHOI TpaHcdopmarii mimeHuiri Sawahel i Hassan [9].
JoBeneHo, 1o yactora TpaHcdopMallii MIIeHUIli UM METOIOM 3HA4YHO
BUMIIIA, HIOK iHIIMMUA METOAAaMM TeHeTH4YHOi TpaHcdopmaii [10—12].

Ha croroani TumoJsorisi MeTofdiB in planta po3pobieHa HEAOCTaTHBO,
31e0UThIIIOr0 HE 3’JICOBAHO, SIKi camMe€ KJIITMHU 1 TKAaHUHM CIYTYIOTh
MilieHHIo st arpodakrepianbHoi T-JIHK. 3rigHo 3 mumu meromamu, ar-
poOaxkTepisiIMA iHOKYIIOIOTh Pi3HIi TKAHWHU POCJIMH Ha Pi3HUX CTamisix
PO3BUTKY — Bil MpOpOCTaHHS HaciHHS a0 LBiTiHHA [4—20]. HuHi Bimomi
pi3Hi criocobu Agrobacterium-omnocepeaKoBaHoi TpaHcdopmaliii in planta:
3aHYPEHHSI KBITKOBUX OpPYHBOK Yy cycIieH3ilo arpobOakrtepiii («floral dip»
abo «floral spray»), HaHeceHHsI CyCIleH3il Agrobacterium tumefaciens Ha
HUTKN MaTtouyok («pistil drip», «pollen tube pathway»), TpaHchopMmailis
HaciHHg [11]. g mimeHWIi 3anmponOHOBAHO CHOCIO MPSAMOI IHOKYJISIIil
He3piimx 3epHIBOK in planta [4].

Ha edextuBHicTb Agrobacterium-onocepeakoBaHoi TpaHcdopmallii B
yMoBax in planta BIumBae Oarato YMHHUKIB. Belmke 3HaueHHSI MalOTh
TeMmIeparypa, 3a SIKOl MPOBOJSAThH TpaHchoOpMallilo, CKJIaa iHOKYJISLiHO-
TO CEpeNoBUINA, IIJIBHICT arpoOaKTepialbHUX KIITMH, BUKOPUCTAHHS
iHIYKTOpPiB TEHIB BipYJIEHTHOCTI, INTaM arpoOakTepiii, TUIT BEKTOPHOI
KOHCTpyKiil [20—22]. Oco6aMBO BaXKJIMBUMM 151 TEHETUUHOI TpaHChOp-
Malii B yMOBax in planta € cTafisg po3BUTKY POCJIMH Ha 4ac iHOKYJISILIi,
OCOOJIMBOCTI PO3BUTKY ¥ OyIOBM KBiTKW, TPUBATICTb KOHTAKTy POCIMH-
HUX TKaHWH 3 arpoOakTepiaiabHO0 cycrneHsiero [20]. Ha croromui mis
T. aestivum XITUHU-MIlIEHI Mio 4ac Agrobacterium-onocepenkoBaHoOi
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TpaHcdopmalii in planta He oInmMcaHi, 3aJIMIIAIOTHECS He3 SICOBAHMMM OII-
TUMQJIBHI YMOBM Ta TOYHMI MexaHi3M mnepemadi T-JIHK y 3aponkosi
KJIiITUHH.

OOpobka KacTpoBaHMX KBITOK POCAMH CYCHEH3i€10 KJiTHH
Agrobacterium — cydacHUI METOJ OTpPMMaHHS TPAHCTEHHMX POCJMH in
planta. BiH mpocTtuii y BUKOpPUCTaHHi, Ma€ HUM3bKY COOiBapTiCTb Ta
BiTHOCHO BMCOKY €(PEKTMBHIiCTb. 32 BUKOPMCTaHHSI IIbOIO METOAY YTBO-
PIOETHCS HACiHHS 3 TEHETUYHO MonMdikoBaHUM 3apoakoM. OCKiJbKU 3a-
POIOK iHILIIOETHCS 3 €AUHOI KIIITUHU, TO MOXJIMBICTb YTBOPEHHS POCIUH-
XMMEP BUKIIOYA€ThCcd. ['eHeTMuHa TpaHchoOpMalliss TMIIEHUII 3
BUKOPHUCTAaHHSIM T€HiB ME€Ta0O0JIi3My TIPOJIiHY aKTyaJlbHa, OCKUIBKY 3IaTHA
30UIBIIYBAaTA BMICT L-TIPOJIiHY, HMiABUIIYBAaTH CTiIAKICTh TPAHCTEHHUX POC-
JIMH 10 abiOTMYHMX CTpecopiB, 30KpeMa g0 mocyxu [16, 17].

VY 3B’43Ky 3 IMM METOIO HaIlloi poOOTH Oyjia OITHMi3allisi YMOB ITpO-
BeleHHS1 Agrobacterium-onocepeakoBaHoi TpaHcdopmalii M’SIKoi miie-
HUIIi METOIOM in planta.

Metoauka

Marepianom gociimkeHb OyB palilOHOBAaHMI COPT M’SIKOI MIIEHUII] BiTUYN3-
HSIHOI cesleKlii 3MMosIpKa, CTBOPEHMIt B IHCTUTYTI dizionorii pocauH i
renetuku HAH Ykpainu. Copt 3umosipka € IBOPYYKOIO 3 BUCOKMM MPH-
POIHMAM TMOTEHIIAJIOM MPOXYKTUBHOCTI. IS IIbOrO COPTY BUKOPHUCTOBYBA-
JM ABa wWtamMu Buay Agrobacterium tumefaciens — AGLO ta LBA4404.
OOuaBa 1mTaMd MiCTWIM OiHapHY BEKTOpHY KoOHCTpykiito pBi2E, mo
CKJIaay SKOI BXOOWIW TeTeposioTiyHmii mposaHiorosuii PHK-cympecop
reHa MpoJjiHAeriaporeHa3u apabdimorncucy i ceJIeKTUBHUI TeH HEOMillMH-
docdorpanchepasu Il (npfll) E. coli. BuxkopucroByBaau TaKOX IITaM
AGLO 3 mnasmigoro pBi-OAT, 1mo Mictwia WiTbOBHIA T€H OPHITHH-8-
aMmiHoTpaHchepasu Medicago truncatula Ta celeKTUBHUM TeH HEOMillMH-
docdorpanchepasu 11 (npfl) E. coli (puc. 1). 1li reHeTMYHI KOHCTPYKIIii
J11I00’I3HO HamaB JOKTOp OiOJIOTiYHMX HayK, ujeH-KopecmoHaeHT PAH
A.B. Koueros (IHcTutyt umTosorii i renetuku CuGipchKoro BimfieHHS
PAH, HoBocubipchK).

Agrobacterium-onocepeakoBaHy TpaHcdopmalilo in planta npoBoau-
JIM B yMOBax BereTauiiiHoro gociaigy mpotsrom 2013—2018 pp. iHOKy-
JISIIIEI0 KacTpoBaHMX CylBiTh. st TpaHcgopMallii oonpanm KOJIOoCH 3a-
BIOBXKHU 5—7 CM, $Ki 1€ HE IMOBHICTIO BUMIIIM 3 MiXBU IPAIOPLEBOrO
JIUCTKA, CepelHsI IOBXMHA KoJjioca cTaHoBWIa 6,2 cM. Jlo moyaTKy
LIBITIHHS MPOBOJAMJIM KacTpyBaHHS, 3aMiuain 1o 12—14 KojockKiB Ha KO-
Jtoc. Tlicnsg mporo Ha KOXeH KOJIOC HaIsITraIy iHAWBiLyaIbHUM i30JI9TOp i3
MepraMeHTHOrO marepy i MpOBOAMJIM €TUKETYBaHHS (puc. 2).

[HOKymOBanu CyuBiTTS cycrieHsiero arpobaxrepiit uepes 3—5 mi6
micas Kactpaiiii. bakTepianbHy CycrieH3ito A1l FTeHeTUYHOI TpaHcgopmaliii
in planta orpumyBaiu 3a Meromukolo CumopoBa [23] 3 TEBHUMHU MO-
IudikalisMu: 3 iHOKYJISLIMHOTO CepeAOBMILIA TTOBHICTIO BWJIyYaJId caxapo-
3y. Hiuny KynbeTypy A. fumefaciens oTpuMyBajiv KyJbTUBYBaHHSM Ha Cepeio-
Buili LB 3 nopaBanHsiMm pudamniuuny 50 mr/a, kaHaminuay 100 mr/mi, 3a
150 06/xB, 26 °C, B TeMpsBi Ha 1eiikepi. bakrepianbHi KIIITUHM OCaIXy-
Basin LeHTpudyryBanHsm 3a 3500 o6/xB mpotsirom 15 xB, pecycrnieHyBa-
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Puc. 1. Cxematnuyne 3o6paxeHHs1 T-JIJHK reneruunux koHcTpykuiii pBi2E (a) Ta
pBi-OAT (6)

Puc. 2. Kacrtpaiiisg Kojioca 3a cTaHIapTHOIO METOAUKOIO:

a — KacTpoBaHUIA KOJIOC; 6 — KOJIOC B iHIUBIiAyaIbHOMY i30J15TOPI

JIM B iHAYKLiAHOMY cepemoBuili 3 gomaBaHHsM 100 MKM alierocupiHro-
Hy. Yepes moOy 3HoBY LieHTprdyryBamu 3a 3500 00/xB mpotsiroM 15 xB i pe-
CYCIICHAYBAJIM B IHOKYJISILiIAHOMY CEpelOBUILi, SIKE TOTYBaJM Ha OCHOBI
cepenoBuiiia MC 3 TMOJOBUHHUM BMIiCTOM MakpocCoJieil i JomaBaHHSIM
200 MKM aueToCHpiHIOHy, HOBOAWIM N0 OnTuYHOI ryctHu ODg,
=0,2...0,8. 1o cycriensii 6akrepiit nodasnstim 0,05 % Silvet L77, pH no-
Bomwn 110 4,0. Uepe3 3—5 mid miciist KacTpallii KBiTOK iX iHOKYJTIIOBAJIN Cy-
CIICH3I€I0 KYJbTYpU arpodakTepii, Ky HAaHOCWJIM Ha MNPUUMOYKM MaTo-
YOK AaBTOMATMYHWM [03aTOPOM, i 3HOBY iX i3omoBayM. Ilicisi mOBHOTO
BUCHXaHHSI PiIMHU, B sIKiii OyJI0 pecycrieHI0BaHO arpobakTepii, TPOBOAMIN
3aMWJICHHS TTWIKOM, OTPUMaHUM 3 iHTAKTHOTO KOJIOCA Ti€l X POCIMHM.

Y a3y moBHOI CTUIJIOCTI 3epHAa KOJOCH 3pi3aJiM i IMiapaxoByBaau
KiJbKicTh 3epeH. YacToTy 3aB’s13yBaHHSI HACiHHSI OOUYMCIIIOBAIM Y BiICOT-
Kax BiITHOCHO KOHTPOJIIO (KAaCTpOBaHi POCIMHU COPTY 3MMOSIpKa, 00po0-
JIEHI IUCTUJILOBAaHOIO BOAOIO, 3aB’SI3yBAHICTh HACIHHS SKWX Opanud 3a
100 %). 3 MeTor0 BM3HAYEHHS 3aJIeXKHOCTI e(heKTUBHOCTI TpaHcdopMalrii
Bill yMOB HaBKOJIMIIIHBOTO CepeIOBUIIIA OTPUMaHe HACiHHS MTPOPOILyBau,

286 ISSN 2308-7099. Fiziol. rast. genet. 2019. T. 51. Ne 4



ONTUMU3ALMA YCIIOBUMN AGROBACTERIUM-OTIOCPEJJOBAHHOM

y a3y IBOX JMCTKIB 3pi3ajii YaCTWMHY JIMCTKA IJIs BUOIJICHHS 3araJibHOL
JHK i BUSBIEHHS TMOCTiTOBHOCTEN TpaHCTEHiB. MOJIEKYISIPHO-TEHETHY-
HUI aHaJli3 POCJIMH MILEHMIli, OTPUMaHUX TIicis Agrobacterium-omnocepen-
KoBaHOI TpaHcdopMariii, 3aitichioBanu [1JIP-meromom [16, 17].

Pe3yibTaT T2 00roBopeHHs

EdexktuBHicTb Agrobacterium-onocepenkoBaHoi TpaHcdhopMallii in planta
3aJICXKUTh BiJ HU3KM CIeU(piYHMX YMHHUKIB, OMHUMU 3 SIKUX € YMOBU
JMOBKUIJISA, 1110 BKJIIOYAIOTh TeMIIepaTypHUI peXXUM, BOJIOTICTb, HasIBHICTb
YM BiICYTHIiCTbh omanaiB. TeMmnepaTypHUI diana3oH, NPUAATHUMA U1 TPaHC-
dopmariii in planta, 06MeXyeTbCS YyTJIMBICTIO 10 TeMIepaTypu OiKiB, 1110
O0epyTh yuacTh y nepeHecenHi T-JIHK. OnTtumanbHOIO TEMITIEpaTypOIO IS
(byHKIIIOHYBaHHSI arapary vir-3aJIeXKHOTO MepeHeceHHs BBaxaloth 19 °C,
XOua HaWJIMIIOIO JJIs eKCIIpecii vir-reHiB € Temreparypa 25 °C [22]. 3a
temriepatypu 28 °C edeKTUBHICTh TpaHChOpMallii 3MEHIIYEThCSI BHACIIITOK
HeraTMBHOI Ail minBuilleHOI TemmiepaTypu Ha Oinku VirB-VirD4, 1o
3B’s13aHi 3 MeMOpaHoIo 1 OepyTh ydacTh y nepeHeceHHi T-JIHK i Ginkis
Kpi3b MeMOpany kiiTuHu [21, 22]. Kpim Toro, 3HMXKXY€EThCS iHAYKILisI Oinka
VirD2, mo Bigmosigae 3a Bupizanus T-JIHK i minoryBannusa T-uutku [21].
3a migBuieHHST TemiiepaTypu no 32 °C ekcmpecis vir-TeHiB ITOBHICTIO
MPUTHIYYETHCS, OCKUIBKM PEUENTOPHUN OiNOK VirA cTae HEaKTUBHUM
[24]. Pi3Hi gocaimHUKN HaBOASATH AEIIO BiIMiHHI JaHi II0J0 ONTUMAIbHUX
3Ha4YEeHb TeMmmepatypu. Tak, 3rimHO 3 pe3yJbTaTaMM OOCIiIKeHb JliteHa
Ta cmiBaBT. [22], HaINII pe3yabTaTu OTpUMaHO 3a Temmneparypu 22 °C.
BonHouyac aBropu mpaiii [25] HaiOiIblly KiJbKicTh TpaHC(OPMaHTIB OT-
pumanu 3a temnepatypu 25 °C. AHaji3 JiTepaTypHUX JaHUX BKa3ye€ Ha
TeMIlepaTypHMiA ONTUMYM TpaHcdopmaiii mist 3makoBux 20—25 °C, a B
Jegkux Bunankax i 28 °C [26—28].

OpHak mim 4yac Agrobacterium-omnocepeakoBaHoi TpaHcdopmalii B
yMOBax in planta MOXJIMBICTb CTBOPEHHS CIPUSTIMBUX TEeMIEpaTypHUX
YMOB 3I€OUTBIIOTO BiACYTHSA. TeMmepaTypa, 3a SKOi HMPOBOASTH iHOKY-
TS0 Agrobacterium, KonmuBa€eThCsl B AiamazoHi 22—26 °C [26]. 3a naHu-
MU JiTepatypu, Temieparypu 18—20 °C cnpusTauBilli 111 TepeHeCeHHS
T-JHK y pocauaHMII TeHOM 3J1aKiB, Hix 22—25 °C [29].

Mu mpoBenu cepilo eKCiepuMeHTIB 3 Agrobacterium-onocepeaKkoBa-
Hoi TpaHcdopMallii in planta mieHuUIIi 3a pi3HUX TEMIEPATYPHUX PEXKUMIB
i pi3HOi BoJjiorocti moBiTps (Tada. 1). Ak BuaHO 3 maHux TaOJuIIi, WIS COP-
Ty 3uMosipka 3a BukopuctaHHd 1mrtamy AGL(0 HaibGinblIMi BiaACOTOK
3aB’s13yBaHOCTi HaciHHA (38,7 %) orpumano 3a temmeparypu 20 °C i Bo-
JorocTi ToBiTpst 45 %, a HaliMeHIITy KiTbKicTh 3epeH (16,1 %) — 3a TeM-
nepatypu 16 °C Tta BUCOKOi BOJOTOCTI MOBiTps. 3a Temmeparypu 27 °C
3aB’s3yBaHiCTh HACiHHS OyJjia BABiUi BUILOIO, HiX 3a Temmepatypu 16 °C.
Otxe, 3HMXKEHHST TeEMIepaTypu B MOEAHAHHI 3 BUCOKOIO BOJIOTICTIO Hera-
TUBHIillIe BIUIMBA€E€ Ha 3alWJICHHS, HiX il MiABUIUCHHSI.

I1pu nopiBHsiHHI TemnepaTyp 22 i 27 °C i1 NpakKTUYHO OJAHAKOBOI BO-
JIOTOCTI TIOBITPS MiXX MOCIITHAMHA BapiaHTaMM 3a BUKOPUCTAHHS OTHOTO
1ITaMy arpo0axkTepiil He BUSBIEHO NOCTOBIpHOI Pi3HMLI 3a MOKA3HUKOM
3aB’s13yBaHHs HAcCiHHS. He BUsBIEHO iCTOTHUX BiIMiHHOCTEH i 32 4aCTOTOIO
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TABJIUIIA 1. Bnaue memnepamypu ma 6onroeocmi nosimps Ha uacmomy Agrobacterium-
onocepedkoganoi mparcghopmauii nuwenuyi copmy 3umospka memodom in planta

Tam Bekrop Temnepatypa | Bousorictb 3aB’s13yBaHicTb Yacrota
arpo6akrepil noBitpst, °C | moBitps, % HaciHHs, % TpaHchop-
Mauii, %
AGLO pBi2E 16 75 16,1+0,8* 0,5
20 45 38,7%1,1 4,3
25 80 30,2+1,0* 1,2
25 45 37,9£1,1 2,0
27 40 35,7£1,1 1,3
AGLO pBi2E 22 46 42,4+1,1 2,8
27 42 38,9+1,1 1,0
LBA4404 pBi2E 22 46 37,1+1,1 2,4
27 42 35,8%1,1 0,7
AGLO pBi-OAT 22 46 39,9+1,1 2,7
27 42 37,2+1,1 1,2

*Tyr i B Tabs1. 2—4: pi3HULISI MiX BapiaHTaMW OJHOTO lUTaMy AOCTOBipHa 3a p < 0,05.

3aB’SI3yBaHHSI HACiHHS 3a OJHAKOBOI TeMIepaTypu IIpU 3acTOCYBaHHI
pizHux wramiB. EdextuBHimow Oyna temmneparypa 22 °C, ocKiabKM 3a ii
migBuitieHHs A0 27 °C KiJbKiCTh YTBOPEHOTO HACiHHS AEI0 3MEHIIYBajach.

Mwu posenu, mo temmepatypa 18—20 °C mimma s rmepeHeceHHs
T-AHK y poclIMHHMUIT T€HOM, OCKIJIBKM, 3a pe3yJbTaTaMy JOCiIXKECHHS,
npu BukopucrtanHi mrtamy AGL0O 3 BekTopHOI KOHCTpyKui€eio pBi2E
BCTAHOBJICHO, 1110 TemmneparypHuii pexkxum 20 °C i BojoricTb ToBiTpst 45 %
3a0e3neYmIM OTpUMaHHs HaioiabInoi KitbKocTi (4,3 %) TpaHcdopMaHTIB
MIIeHnLi copTy 3uMosipka. 3i 3HMKeHHSIM TemnepaTypu 10 16 °C edek-
TUBHICTh TiepeHeceHHd T-JIHK y pocavHHMIA reHOM 3MEHINYEThCS, Yac-
ToTa TpaHcdopmaii HaitHkua (0,5 %). 3a mimBUIEeHHS TeMIepaTypu 10
27 °C yacToTa YTBOPEHHSI TPAHCTEHHMX POCJIMH 3HWXYETHCS i CTAHOBUTD
1,3 %. 3a BUKOpUCTaHHS Pi3HUX ITaMiB 3a TeMrepatypu 27 °C oTpuma-
HO MEHIIY KiJIbKiCTh TPAHCT€HHUX T€HOTHUIIIB, HiK 3a CIPUSATIMBILIOl —
22 °C. IMOBipHO, Lie TOB’S13aHO 3 GJIOKYBAHHSIM YTBOpPEHHS Vir-3aiex-
HUX arpobakTtepiaabHux T-TUTiB, SKi HEOOXiOHI IS YCITIIIHOI mepenaydi
T-JAHK i nas skux BUCOKI TeMIiepaTypHi IMTOKa3HUKKU € KPpUTUUHUMH [28].

Cnig 3a3HauyuTH, 1O CEpeaHsl 3aB’s3yBaHiCTb HACiHHSA 3a
Agrobacterium-onocepeakoBaHoi TpaHchopMallii M’SIKOI MIeHu1Ii in plan-
ta Oysa 3HAYHO HUXXYOIO IMOPiBHIHO 3 KOHTPOJIEM, IO CBiIYMTH MPO HE-
TraTMBHUWI BIUIMB arpoOakTepiii Ha 3anujIeHHs/3arutiiHeHHs mineHul. e
Moxe OyTu MOB’si3aHO a00 3 MPSIMOIO Ai€l0 arpo0akTepiil Ha POCIMHHI
KJIiTUHU, ab0 3 iX OINocepeIKOBaHMM BILIMBOM, OCKUJIbKU iHOKYJISILiMHE
cepenoBulle Oarate Ha BYIJIEBOAU I 0iOJOriYHO AKTMBHI CIIOJYKH, 1O
MOXE CTUMYJIOBaTHM picT canpoditHoi Mikpodaopu, sKa HEraTUBHO
BIUIMBA€E Ha MPOIIEC 3aNUICHHS i PO3BUTOK 3aB’s3i.

3a HaIlMMM CIIOCTEPEKESHHSIMM, MK JOCTITHNMHK BapiaHTaMU OTHO-
ro wramy 3a Temmneparyp 22 i 27 °C He BUSBJICHO JIOCTOBIpHOI pi3HMUIII 3a
MOKa3HMKOM 3aB’sI3yBAHOCTI HACiHHS, IMPOTE 3a BUKOPHUCTAHHS IUTaMy
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TABJIUIIA 2. Bnaue xonuewmpauii caxaposu 6 iHOKYAAUIUHOMY cepedosulyi Ha 3ae’3y8aHicmb
Hacinua 3a mpancgopmauyii in planta

IlTram BekTop HocnigHuii BapiaHT 3aB’sa3yBaHicTh HaciHHs, %
arpobaxrepii )
AGLO pBi2E Pinke cepemosumie 1/2 MC + 152415

+ 20 r/71 caxapo3u
Pinke cepemosumie 1/2 MC + *
+ 10 r/a1 caxapo3u 26,411,8
Pinxe cepenosuiue 1/2 MC 42,712,0*
(6e3 caxaposn)
AGLO pBi-OAT Pinke cepemosumie 1/2 MC + 16,4+1,5
+ 20 r/a1 caxapo3u
Pinke cepenosuiue 1/2 MC + 24,6+1,8
+ 10 r/a1 caxapo3u
Pinke cepenoBuie 1/2 MC 37,9+2,0
(6e3 caxaposn)
LBA4404 pBi2E Pinke cepenosuiue 1/2 MC + 11,8x1,3
+ 20 r/a1 caxapo3u
Pinke cepenosumie 1/2 MC + 20,9£1,7*
+ 10 r/a1 caxapo3u
Pinke cepenosuiue 1/2 MC 39,6+2,0*
(6e3 caxaposn)
KonTponb JuctunboBaHa Boaa 85,6%1,4

AGLO xinpKicTh HaciHHS Oyia Aemio OiblIoio. 3a JO0OOPY Ha CEJICKTHUB-
HOMY CepeIOBHIIl 3 KaHaMillMHOM HaciHHS, oTpuMmaHe y BapiaHTi 22 °C,
OpPOPOCTANO 1LIBUILIE W 3araaoM BAAJIOCS OTPUMATU JOCTOBIpHO OiIbIIY
KUTBKIiCTh TPAHCTEHHUX POCIIVH.

Hnst iHoKysiii pocnuH Agrobacterium tumefaciens metTonamu in plan-
ta 3a3BMYali BUKOPUCTOBYIOTh CEpelOBHILA, MPUAATHI IS POCTY POCJIMH,
Hanpukiag MC, sKe HOMOBHIOIOTh Pi3HUMM KOMIIOHEHTaMM, 30KpeMa M
caxaposoo [30]. Mu mnpoaHami3yBajaud BIUIMB KOHIIGHTpAIlil caxapo3W B
IHOKYJISILIMTHOMY CepedoBMII Ha 3aB’sI3yBaHiCTb HaciHHS (Tabm. 2). Jas
KOHTPOJIIO Ha MPUMMOYKM HAHOCUJIU CTEPUJIbHY AMCTUIBOBaHY BOdy. Y
HallMX A0C/iAaxX 3aB’3yBaHiCTh HACIHHS Y BapiaHTax 3 JOJaBaHHSM caxa-
po3u Oyja JocToBipHO HMXK4YOl0. Ilpu 3acTocyBaHHI caxapo3u OiIbILIICTh
KOJIOCKIiB MaJla O3HaKM T'pUOHOTrO 3apa’k€HHS, a OTpMMAaHe HaCiHHS OyJIo
MEHII BUIIOBHEHMM, HiX Yy BapiaHTi 6e3 caxapo3u Ta B KOHTpoui. Ha Haiu
OIS, 1€ MOXHAa MOSCHUTH TUM, IO caxapo3a € J00puM CyOCcTpaToM
IS PO3BUTKY canpodiTHOI MiKpodiopH, 1110 3aBa’ka€ HOPMaJIbHOMY TTPO-
Liecy 3anujeHHs i 3amigHeHHs. HeraTuBHMIT BIIMB caxapo3u Ha edek-
TUBHICTb mpoliecy TpaHcdopmallii OyB MokazaHUMl i B mociaimax i3 cop-
ToM o3uMoi mmeHutli Ilomonsanka ta mramom GV3101 A. tumefaciens i3
reHeTu4yHolo KoHcTpykuieio pCB203. 3a ii HasBHOCTI B iHOKYJSALIHHOMY
cepeOoBUILI YacToTa TpaHcdopMalii craHoBwmia 2,3 %, a 3a BiICYTHOCTI —
15,6 % (ren bar) ta 20,7 % (ren nptll) [31].

VY xoai gocHiIKeHHSI MU 3aCTOCOBYBAJIM iHOKYJISILIMHI cepeloBUILA 3
Pi3HOIO ONTMYHOIO TYCTMHOIO KJIITUH arpobaktepiii: 0,4; 0,6 Ta 0,8 omnrt.
onl., SIKi TOTYBaJli Ha OCHOBI pimkoro cepemoBuima MC 0e3 caxaposu
(tabn. 3). IlokaszaHo, 1110 HaiyacTillle HACiHHSI YTBOPIOBAJIOCH 32 ONTHUY-
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TABJIUIIA 3. Bnaue onmuurnoi eycmunu KaimuHn OakmepiaibHOi cycneusii Ha 3ae6’a3y8aHicmo
HacinHa 3a mpancgopmayii in planta

LTam Bexrtop OnTUYyHa ryCTUHA, OIT.O/. 3aB’s13yBaHicTh HaciHHA, %

arpobaxrepii

AGLO pBi2E 0,4 35,2+1,9
0,6 40,912,0*
0,8 13,0+1,4*

AGLO pBi-OAT 0,4 37,9£2,0
0,6 27,7£1,7
0,8 15,0+1,5

LBA4404 pBi2E 0,4 32,7£1,9
0,6 37,9120 *
0,8 9,8+1,2*

Kounrponb JuctuiaboBaHa BoJa 80,6%1,6

HOI TYyCTMHU arpobakTtepiasibHUX KIiTUH 0,6 onT. ox. mis mraMmiB AGLO i
L.LBA4404 3 BekTOopHOI0 KOHCTpYKLi€ pBi2E (muB. Tabda. 3), B ToOl yac Sk
nns wramy AGLO 3 BekTopHOIO KOoHCTpyKlieio pBi-OAT ueit mapamerp
oyB Hkumnii — 0,4 ont. of. 3 IMIBUINEHHSIM KOHIIEHTpALil KJIiTUH arpo-
OakTepiii B iHOKyJsUiiiHOMY cepemoBuimi g0 0,8 onT. om. KilbKiCTh
3aB’S13aHOTO HACiHHS Pi3KO 3MEHIIyBajacs, 1110 MOXJIMBO 3yMOBJIEHO He-
TaTUBHOIO Ji€10 arpo0akTepiii Ha pPOCIWHHI KJIITWUHH.

TpuBaiCTh KOHTAKTy CYCII€H3il arpobakTepiaJbHUX KJITUH i TKAHWUH
POC/IMHM TaKOX € BAXJIVMBUM YMHHUKOM TpaHcgopmMallii B ymMoBax in plan-
ta. Ilig 9ac iHOKyJIsLIii arpodakTepii MOTPATUISIOTh TMii TTOKPUBU KBiTKOBOL
OpYHBKM, a TIOTiM, MOXJIMBO — Y MUKKJIITMHHUM TIpocTip. ITicasa iHoKymsii
arpobakTepil MeIKWi 4Yac 3aJuIlaloThC Ha ITOBEPXHI POCIMH 1 34aTHi
TpaHchopMyBaTy KJITMHW. MU BCTAHOBWJIM, IO ONTMMAJIBHIILIMM 4acOM
IHOKYJISIIII KBITOK € TpeTs Jo0a Imicis Kacrpatii (tadm. 4).

Otxe, ONTUMI30BaHO YMOBU MPOBEACHHST Agrobacterium-omnocepen-
KOBaHOI TpaHC(hopMallil M’ IKOi MIIEHUILI BITYM3HSIHOIO COPTY 3UMOSIpKa
MeToaoM in planta 3a BukopuctaHHs wmramiB LBA4404 ta AGLO. Bcra-
HOBJICHO 3aJIeXXHiCTh €(DEKTMBHOCTI 3aB’sI3yBaHHSI HACiHHS i 4YaCTOTH OT-
PMMaHHS TpaHCTEHHUX POCAMH T. aestivum Bii TEeMIIEpaTypHOTO PEXUMY
i Bojorocti moBiTpg. IlokazaHo, IO ONTUMAJIBHUM TEMIIEPATyPHUM

TABJIUIIA 4. 3as’a3ysanicmb HACIHHA 3GA€XCHO 8i0 Hacy IHOKYAAYIl

arpgézglepi'i Bekrtop Job6a iHoKyJsiil 3aB’s13yBaHicTh HaciHHA, %
AGLO pBi2E 3 41,3£3,5*

5 25,4+3,4
AGLO pBi-OAT 3 38,2+3,4

5 20,1+3,4
LBA4404 pBi2E 3 38,2+3,4 *

5 22,4433
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nianmazoHoM € 20—22 °C i momipHa BOJIOTIiCTb TOBiTps. Takuii Temmepa-
TYPHUI pexXuM CIpuse HAWOLIbIIIM YacTOTi 3aB’sI3yBaHHSI HACIHHS Ta OT-
puMaHHS TpaHC(hOpMaHTIB. 3a 3HWXEHHSI i MiABMIIEHHS TeMIIepaTypu
3MEeHIIYeThCsl eekTuBHicTh nepeHeceHHs1 T-JIHK y pocimHHuit reHoM.
BusiBI€HO HETaTWBHUWI BIUIMB Caxapo3W B iHOKYJISLIMHOMY CEpeIOBHILL
Ha TIpolLieC 3aB’sgA3yBaHHS HaCiHHS 3a Agrobacterium-ornocepeakoBaHOI
TpaHcdopmalii M’ IKoI IMIIeHUIli MeTonoM in planta. HaliontumanpHiIm-
MU BUSIBWIMCH IHOKYJISILIMHE cepenoBulle 0e3 caxapo3u, ONTUYHA T'YyCTH-
Ha KITUH arpobakrepianbHoi cycrieHsii 0,4—0,6 onT. oA. Ta iHOKYJISILIs
Ha TpeTIo 00y TCJII KacTpallil KBIiTOK.
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ONTUMUBALUA YCIIOBUN AGROBACTERIUM-OTIOCPEIOBAHHOM
TPAHC®OPMAILIMY MATKOM MIIEHUIIEI METOJIOM IN PLANTA

O.B. Jlyoposnas, C.C. Kysew, JI.B. Causka

WUHctutyT Usroioruu pacTeHUit U reHeTukn HanuoHanbHOM akageMuu HayK YKpauHBbI,
Kuesn

ONTUMU3UPOBAHBI YCIOBUS TPOBEACHUS Agrobacterium-onocpenoBaHHON TpaHchOpMalun
MSITKOW MIIEHUIIBI copTa 3MMOSIPKa METOAOM in planta MpM MCHOJB30BAHUM IITAMMOB
LBA4404 u AGLO. YcraHoBneHa 3aBUCUMOCTb 3 (HEKTUBHOCTH 3aBSI3bIBAHUST CEMSIH M Ya-
CTOTHI MOJYYeHUsI TPAHCTEHHBIX pacTeHuil T. aestivum OT yCIOBUI OKpyXalolleil cpenbl, B
YACTHOCTHU TEMIIePaTypHOIo pexuMa W BJIaXHOCTU Bozayxa. [lokazaHo, 4TO MpU UCIOJb-
3oBaHuM mwtaMmMa AGLO HanOOJIbIINIA TTPOLICHT 3aBs3bIBaHUs ceMsH (38,7 %) 3adpukcupo-
BaH npu Temmepatype 20 °C u BIaxXHOCTH Bo3myxa 45 %, HaMMeHbIllee KOJTUYECTBO 3epeH
(16,1 %) mony4yeHo nipu Temnepatype 16 °C 1 BBICOKO# BlIaXHOCTH Bo3ayxa — 75 %. Ilpu
Temrireparype 27 °C 3aBsI3bIBAEMOCTb CEMSIH ObLTIa BIBOE BHIIIE, YyeM Ipu Temmepatype 16 °C,
T. €. CHUXKeHUEe TeMIIepaTypbl B COYETAHUU C BHICOKOM BJIaXKHOCThIO 60Jiee HEraTUBHO BJIM-
sIeT Ha OIblIeHUe, YeM ee noBblleHue. [1pu cpaBHeHUM Temnepatyp 22 u 27 °C u npak-
TUYECKUA OJMHAKOBOI BJIaXXHOCTU BO3[yxa MEXIY HCCIeIOBaHbIMU BapuaHTaMU IpU UC-
MOJb30BAHWU OJHOIO IlITaMMa arpobakTepuu He OOHAPYKEHO JOCTOBEPHON Pa3HUIIbI IO
rokasaTesilo 3aBsI3biBaHUsI ceMsiH. He BBISIBJIEHBI TaKXke CYIIECTBEHHbIE pa3iMyus MO Yac-
TOTE 3aBS3bIBAHUSI CEMSIH MpPU OAMHAKOBON TeMmIepaType Mpu MPUMEHEHUU Pa3IUuYHBIX
mrtaMMoB. boisiee apdbexTuBHON ObUTa TemmnepaTypa 22 °C, Tak KakK MpU €€ MOBBIIIEHUU 10
27 °C 3epeH 00pa30BBIBATIOCHh HECKOJBKO MEHbIIIE. YCTaHOBJIEHO, UTO TEMIEPATYpPHBI pe-
xkuM 20 °C ¥ BIaXHOCTb Bosayxa 45 % obecreywin MmoydyeHue HauboIbIIero KoJIuyecTBa
(4,3 %) TpaHCchOPMAHTOB MILEHUIIBI COpTa 3UMOSIpKa, a TIPU CHUKCHUU TeMIIepaTyphbl 0
16 °C acdpdextuBHOCTh TIepeHoca T-JIHK B pacTUTeNbHBIN T€eHOM YMEHbIIIaJach U 4acTOTa
TpaHchopmaiuy 6buta HauMeHbineit (0,5 %). BbIsiBIeHO HeraTUBHOE BIMSIHUE Caxapo3bl B
MHOKYJISIHIMOHHON cpejie Ha Mpoliecc 3aBsI3bIBAaHUSI CeMSIH TIpU Agrobacterium-onocpeno-
BaHHOU TpaHchOpMalMKM MSATKOM MUIEHUIBI MeToaoM in planta. Hanbosnbliiee KoaM4ecTBO
CEeMSIH TMOJIyYyeHO MPU UCITOJIb30BaHUM MHOKYJISIHMOHHON cpelibl 6e3 caxapo3bl, ONTUYECKOM
IUTOTHOCTH KJIETOK arpoGakrepuaiibHOi cycreH3un 0,4—0,6 OmnT. ed. M MHOKYJISLMU Ha
TPETbU CYTKU TOCJIE KacTpaluu KOJOChEB.

Karuesvie crosa: T. aestivum, Agrobacterium-omnocpenoBaHHasl TpaHcdopMaius in planta,
TeMIIepaTypa, BIaKHOCTb, MHOKYJISILIMOHHAS Cpela.

OPTIMIZATION OF CONDITIONS OF AGROBACTERIUM-MEDIATED
TRANSFORMATION OF BREAD WHEAT BY THE IN PLANTA METHOD

O.V. Dubrovna, S.S. Kulesh, L.V. Slivka
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31/17, Vasylkivska St., 03022, Kyiv, Ukraine
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The conditions of Agrobacterium-mediated transformation of bread wheat of Zymoyarka vari-
ety by the in planta method with the use of strains LBA4404 and AGLO have been opti-
mized. The dependence of the seed setting efficiency and the frequency of obtaining trans-
genic T. aestivum plants on the environmental conditions, in particular, temperature and air
humidity, have been established. It was shown that using the AGLO strain, the largest per-
centage of seed set (38.7 %) was obtained at a temperature of 20 °C and humidity of 45 %,
and the smallest amount of grains (16.1 %) was obtained at a temperature of 16 °C and high
air humidity 75 %. At a temperature of 27 °C, the setting of seeds was twice higher com-
pared to 16 °C, that is, lowering the temperature in combination with high humidity has a
more negative effect on pollination than it increasing. When comparing temperatures of 22 °C
and 27 °C at practically the same air humidity between the experimental variants with using
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one strain of Agrobacterium, there was no significant difference in the seed setting index.
Also, there were no significant differences in the frequency of seeds setting at the same tem-
perature when using different strains. The temperature of 22 °C was more effective, as with
its increase to 27 °C the number of grains formed somewhat decreased. It was established
that the temperature regime of 20 °C and air humidity of 45 % ensured the greatest number
(4,3 %) of Zimoyarka wheat transformants, and when the temperature decreased to 16 °C, the
efficiency of T-DNA transfer to the plant genome decreased and the lowest transformation
frequency was observed (0.5 %). The negative effect of sucrose in the inoculation medium
on the process of seed setting during the Agrobacterium-mediated transformation of bread
wheat by the in planta method was revealed. The largest number of seeds was obtained using
an inoculation medium without sucrose, the optical density of cells in the agrobacterial sus-
pension was 0.4—0.6 o.u. and under inoculation on the third day after castration of the ears.

Key words: T. aestivum, Agrobacterium-mediated transformation in planta, temperature,
humidity, inoculation medium.
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