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AHHOTAILUSA.

Hyssopus officinalis L. — 3pupomacianynas KyiIbpTypa cemeiictBa Lamiaceae (SICHOTKOBBIE), KOTOpas IEHUTCS 32 PEHOJIBHBIE COETHU-
HeHus, (JIaBOHOMIBI U THAPOKCUKOPHYHBIE KUCIIOTHI, 00yCIIOBIIMBaOIINE ee (hapMaKoJIornyeckuii norenuuai. [lpumenenne Guorex-
HOJIOTHYECKUX METOJIOB i1 Vitro OTKPHIBAET BO3MOXKHOCTH HAINPABJICHO BIMATH HA MOP(OreHe3 U CHHTE3 BTOPUYHBIX METAa0OJIUTOB
MyTeM JJ0OaBIICHHs PETYJIITOPOB POCTA B IIUTATENBHYIO CPEJLY, UTO JIETAaeT aKTyaIbHbIM IIOMCK X ONTHMAJIBbHBIX KOHIeHTparwid. [{ens
HCCIIE0BAHMUS — U3YUHTD BIHMSHHE PETYIATOPOB POCTa IUTOKMHHHOBOTO TUITA HA MUKPOPAa3MHOXEHHE U COJIeprkaHue OHOJIOTHIECKU
aKTHBHBIX BewlecTB Y H. officinalis B yclnoBusIX in vitro.

OOBEKTOM HCCIIEeNOBAHUS CITy>KHIIM MHUKpopacTeHus in vitro H. officinalis copta Jlekaps. CTepiiIn3auio ceMsH TPOBOIMIN
C npuMeHeHneM YeThipex Aesnnduuupyromux arenros (H,0,, AgNO,, NaClO u H,SO,), mocsie 4ero cemena BbICEBAIM Ha Cpey
Mypacure-Ckyra 6e3 peryisatopoB pocra. [IpopocTku KyIbTHBHPOBAIHM Ha CPEAE, AOTMOIHEHHONW Pa3IMYHBIMU KOHIIGHTPALUSIMU
UTOKMHUHOB (6-0€H3WIaMUHOIYpHHA, KHHETHHA, THAHA3ypoHa U 6-(p,y-TUMeTHIaUTIIaMIHO )ITypHHa), Ipu 16-gacoBoM doTo-
nepuoze u temreparype 25 + 1 °C B teuenne 30 cyTok. B moimydeHHBIX 9KCTpakTaX MHKPOPACTEHHH CHEKTPO(POTOMETPUIECKU
OIIPEAENsIN CyMMapHOe CofepxKaHne (PeHOIBHBIX COSIUHEHNUH, (I1aBOHONIOB, THAPOKCHKOPHUYHBIX KUCIOT ¥ aHTHOKCHAAHTHYIO
akTHBHOCTh. CTaTHCTHUECKYI0 00pabOTKy JAHHBIX BBHIMOJIHSIN C UCIIOIb30BAaHHEM OJHO(PAKTOPHOTO AUCIIEPCHOHHOTO aHAIN3a
U HEPApXUUECKOT0 KJIACTEPHOTO aHAIH3A.

YcraHoBIeHO, uTO 00paboTka ceMstH H. officinalis KOHICHTPUPOBAHHOM CEpHOM KUCIOTON obeceyrna 98 % crepuinbHocTH U 99 %
BCXOXKECTH, YTO IIPEBOCXOJUT paHee OIyOINKOBaHHbIE JaHHbIe. Cpean peryssiTopoB pocTa Hanboee 3G heKTHBHBIM [yt Mopdore-
He3a OKazaJicst 6-0eH3mIaMuHOIypHH B KoHIeHTparuu 0,1 Mr/in, obecrieynBInii MaKCUMaNBHYIO IIHHY 1100eroB (4,6 cM), HX KO-
gecTBo (3,2 mT.) ¥ yncio y3nos (9,6 mr.). KiactepHsiid aHan3 MOATBEPAWIL, YTO ONITUMAIBHBIMU JUIS Pa3BUTHS MUKPOPACTECHUMA
ABISIFOTCA KoHUeHTpauuu 0,1 mr/n 6-6ensunamuHonypuHa, 1,0 mr/n kunernHa u 0,1 mMr/n tuauasypona. [lpu ouenke 6uonorugec-
Ko akTHBHOCTH 6-O6en3mnamunonyput (0,1 Mr/i1) MakcUMaabHO yBEIHYHBAJ COAepikaHie (EeHOJIBHBIX COSOUHEHHI (B 5 pa3),
TUAPOKCUKOPUYHBIX KUCIIOT (B 5 pa3) M aHTHOKCHAAHTHYIO aKTHBHOCTb, TOTAa Kak Tuana3ypoH (0,1 MI/in) CeleKTUBHO CTUMYJIHPOBAI
HaKoIlIeHHEe (JIaBOHOUIOB.

Pazpaborannsie 1 H. officinalis TOXX0IbI K CTEPHIM3AIMU CEMSH M MOAO00PY PErysiTOpoB pOCTa JUII MHKPOPa3MHOXKEHHS odec-
TIEYNBAIOT MOTyYEHUE PACTUTEILHOTO CHIPhS C 33JaHHBIM OHOXHIMHYECKUM HPODIIEM.

KuaroueBrble cioBa. Hyssopus officinalis, MUKpOPa3MHOXXEHHUE in Vitro, peryisiTopbl pocta, (GeHOIbHbIE COSTUHEHHUS, (D IIaBOHOHIBI,
TH/IPOKCHKOPHYHBIE KUCIIOThI, AaHTHOKCHIAHTHASI aKTHBHOCTh
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Abstract.

Hyssopus officinalis L. is a valuable essential oil plant of the Lamiaceae family, which owes its pharmacological properties
to phenolic compounds, flavonoids, and hydroxycinnamic acids. Cultivation in vitro makes it possible to control morphogenesis
and the accumulation of secondary metabolites by adding growth regulators to the nutrient medium. Since this requires knowledge
of optimal concentrations, the aim of this in vitro study was to investigate the effect of cytokinin-type growth regulators
on the micropropagation and content of bioactive substances in H. officinalis.

The research featured in vitro microplants of H. officinalis (cv. Lekar). The seeds were sterilized using H,0,, AgNO,, NaClO,
and H,SO, as disinfectants. They were then sown on a Murashige and Skoog medium without growth regulators. The resulting
seedlings were cultured on an medium supplemented with different concentrations of cytokinins (6-benzylaminopurine, kinetin,
thidiazuron, and 6-(y,y-dimethylallylamino)purine). The experiment lasted for 30 days under a 16/8-h light/dark regimen
at 25 + 1°C. The obtained microplant extracts underwent spectrophotometry to determine the total contents of phenolic compo-
unds, flavonoids, hydroxycinnamic acids, and antioxidant activity. Statistical data processing was performed using a one-way
analysis of variance and hierarchical cluster analysis.

The treatment of H. officinalis seeds with concentrated sulfuric acid resulted in 98% sterility and 99% germination, exceeding
previously published data. Among the growth regulators, 6-benzylaminopurine at 0.1 mg/L was found to be the most effective
for morphogenesis, resulting in the highest shoot length (4.6 cm), shoot number (3.2), and node number (9.6). Cluster analysis
confirmed that concentrations of 0.1 mg/L 6-benzylaminopurine, 1.0 mg/L kinetin, and 0.1 mg/L thidiazuron were optimal
for microplant development. In terms of bioactivity, 6-benzylaminopurine (0.1 mg/L) maximally increased the content of phenolic
compounds (5-fold), hydroxycinnamic acids (5-fold), and antioxidant activity, while thidiazuron (0.1 mg/L) selectively stimulated
flavonoid accumulation.

The novel methods of seed sterilization combined with specific growth regulators for H. officinalis ensured the production of plant
material with a targeted biochemical profile.

Keywords. Hyssopus officinalis, micropropagation in vitro, growth regulators, phenolic compounds, flavonoids, hydroxycinnamic
acids, antioxidant activity
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BBenenue Omonornyecky akTHBHBIX BemecTs [3—8]. Bospacrarommii

B Hacrosiee Bpemst Ha00AaeTCsl yCTOWYHUBBINA POCT MHTEPEC K JIEKapCTBEHHBIM PACTEHUSIM CTUMYJIUPYET pa3-
rJI00aIbHOM TeHAEGHIMU K (GUTOTEpaNkH, KOTopas sBIi-  paboTKy OHOTEXHOJOTMYECKUX METOJI0OB MX COXPAaHCHUS
€TCsl HEOTHEMIIEMOM YacCThIO TPAJUIIMOHHON MeIUIIHBI ¥ PalliOHAIBHOTO MUCTIONB30BaHMS.
kak B Poccum, Tak u B Apyrux ctpanax mupa [1]. Cormacuo CemetictBo ScHOTKOBBIC (Lamiaceae) 0ObeTUHSIET
JlaHHBIM BceMupHOil opraHus3anuu 34paBOOXpaHEHUS, 6omnee 230 pomoB u okono 7000 BUIOB apoOMaTHIECKUX
npumepHo 80 % HaceneHHs B pa3BUBAMOLINXCSA CTPaHAX pacTeHuii, MHOTHe U3 KOTOPBIX NPUHAUIEKAT K JIeKap-
HCIIONB3YIOT TPaAUIMOHHBIE CPEICTBA IIPUPOJHOIO IIPOUC- ctBeHHBIM [3, 5, 8-10]. Hyssopus officinalis L. — Tunmg-
XOKJICHUA IS ISYCHUST ¥ IPO(UIAKTUKK 3a00meBaHuit [2]. HBII TIpe/ICTaBUTENb JIAHHOTO CEMENCTBA, TPAAUIIOHHO

MHorue pactenust 001alal0T aHTHOKCHIQHTHBIM, aHTH-  MCHOJIb3yeMBbIi B ¢putorepanuu [3]. Hamnune kommiekca
GakTepUaIbHBIM, TIPOTUBOBHPYCHBIM, CIIa3MOJIUTHIECKUM, OMOJIOTMUEeCKN aKTHBHBIX COEIMHEHNI B pa3IMuHbIX Opra-
MPOTUBOBOCIAIUTEIGHBIM M IATOTOKCHYECKUM JEHCTBHEM, Hax H. officinalis 00ycnoBnuBaer ero BeIpaKeHHbIE (hapma-
YTO JIENIAeT UX MEPCHEKTUBHBIMA HCTOYHUKAMU [IEHHBIX KOJIOTHYEeCKHe CBOICTBA. DUTOXUMUYECKHE KOMIIOHEHTHI
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pacTeHus, BKIo4as ()eHONbHBIE COSTNHEHUS, (PITaBOHOUIBI,
MoJIMCaxapyu/ibl U AyOWIIbHBIE BEIECTBa, 00ECIIeUnBaIOT
HIMPOKUH CIEKTp TepareBTHYeCKuX (P deKkToB: aHTHOK-
CHJIaHTHBIE, IPOTUBOCYJOPOXKHBIE, IPOTUBOTPUOKOBEIE,
MPOTUBOMHUKPOOHBIE, AaHTUT€MOJINTHYECKHE, TIPOTHBO-
SI3BEHHBIC U CIIa3MOJIMTHUYECKUE cBOMCTBA [3, 8, 10—12].

Oco0bIii HHTEPEC PEACTABIISIOT (EHONBHBIE COETUHE-
HUA ¥ (pIIaBOHOW/IBI, KOTOPBIE HE TOJIBKO ONPEICISIOT afar-
TOT€HHBIH MOTEHIIMAJl PACTEHHUS, HO U CITy’KaT MapKepaMu
KauyecTBa MPH MPOU3BOACTBE (uronpemnaparos [13, 14].
I'mapokcUKOpHUYHBIE KUCIOTHI BHOCST OCHOBHOM BKJIAJL
B aHTHOKCHJIAHTHYIO aKTUBHOCTB 9KCTPaKToOB H. offici-
nalis [3]. Hakonnenue 3TuX MeTabOJIUTOB CYIIECTBEHHO
BapbUPYETCS B 3aBHCUMOCTH OT YCIIOBHH BBIPAIINBAHHSA,
YTO CO3/IaET TPYAHOCTH TP CTAHAAPTU3ALNH CHIPBSL, OJTY-
YEHHOT'O U3 MPHUPOIHBIX MOMYJSIIIMHA WU B pe3yJIbTaTe
TPaIUIIMOHHOTO KYJIBTHBAPOBaHU [12].

Hcrnonp3oBaHue TpaAUIIMOHHOTO JIEKAPCTBEHHOTO
PacCTHTEIBHOTO CHIPbS COIPSHKEHO C PSIJIOM OrpaHHYCHUH:
HCTOIIEHNE TIPUPOAHBIX MOMYJISAIHI IIEHHBIX BUJOB, PHCK
MX NCYE3HOBEHMS, a TAK)KE 3aBUCUMOCTh OT CE30Ha cOopa,
reorpaguuecKoro MeCTOnpon3pacTaHust U BApUadeIbHOCTH
XHUMHUYIECKOTO cocTaBa ChIpbs [ 15]. Kpome Toro, 3arotoBka
JIMKOPACTYIINX PaCTCHUH HE BCET/Ia IIO3BOJISET MOy INTh
Marepuall ¢ BOCIIPOM3BOANMBIM COAEP)KAHUEM LIEIEBBIX
COCIMHEHMH, YTO SABNIAETCS] KPUTHUHBIM Ui (papmarieB-
THUYECKOH NMPOMBIIUIEHHOCTH.

Tpaaunuonnsie MeTobl pasMHOXeHUst H. officinalis
(ceMeHHOU M YepeHKOBaHHUE) YaCTO CONPSIKECHBI C HU3-
KOM BCXOJKECTHIO CEMSH, MEATICHHBIM POCTOM M PHCKOM
nepeiady IIaTOreHoB. B CBS3M € 3TUM METO/1bI MUKPOKJIO-
HAJIBHOT'O Pa3MHOXKEHHUS in Vitro MpeACTaBIAIOT CO00i
MEPCIEKTHBHYIO aIbTEPHATHBY, ITO3BOJISIONIYIO TTOTY-
4aTh TEHETUYECKH OJJHOPOJHBIA ITOCaI0YHBINH MaTepual
C BBICOKUM KOd()(PHIIMEHTOM pa3MHOKEHUSI U BO3JEii-
CTBOBAaTh Ha METa0OIN3M PaCTeHUI depe3 MOAU(DUKAIIHIO
MUTATeNbHOU cpeabl [16]. Mukpopa3sMHOXEHHE in Vitro
BBICTYIIAET B KAUECTBE MIEPCIIEKTUBHOTO OMOTEXHOJIOTHYEC-
KOT0 MHCTPYMEHTa, KOTOPBIH M03BOJISIET MOJTy4aTh Iiese-
BBIE JIEKapPCTBEHHBIE COCJMHEHNS, a TaKXkKe oOecreunBaTh
YCTOMYMBOE COXpaHEHHE U pallMOHAIBHOE UCIIOJIb30Ba-
Hue 6uopazHoodpasus [16].

JloGaBienne B MUTATEIbHYIO CPELy PErYIATOPOB POCTA
HE TOJILKO MO3BOJISIET KOHTPOJIMPOBATH IPOLECCH MOp(ho-
reHe3a B PaCTEHHSIX, HO U OKa3bIBaTh BIUSIHUE HA HAKOILIe-
HHUE BTOPUYIHBIX MeTa00auToB [17]. LIUNTOKMHUHBI — OJI1H
U3 KJIFOUEBBIX KJIACCOB (PUTOTOPMOHOB, YYaCTBYIOIINX
B PEryJISILIUHK JIENeHUS KIETOK, 1uddepeHIpoBKY 100eroB
U CHHTe3a (DeHOJBHBIX COeTUHEHNH. Pa3HbIe npencTaBu-
TEJIM IIUTOKMHUHOB 00J1aJIaf0T Pa3MyHON aKTHBHOCTHIO
U MOTYT HEOJJUHAKOBO BIIHATH Ha METa0OJIN3M pacTeHUi
B KyJbTYype in vitro [17]. MexaHU3MBI HX AEHCTBHS BKIIIO-
YaloT aKTHBAIMIO TPAHCKPUIIIIMOHHBIX (JaKTOPOB, peryJIsi-
MO SKCIPECCHU T'€HOB OMOCHHTE3a (PEHHUIIIIPONIAHOUIOB,
a TaK)Ke MOAYJISIIIMIO TOPMOHAIBHOTO OaaHca.

[MoxTBep K AEHNEM 3TOTO CITYKaT UCCIIEJOBAHMS, IPOBE-
JICHHBIE Ha OJIM3KOPOJCTBEHHBIX BUJIAX, TAKUX Kak Melissa
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u Lallemantia [18, 19]. Hanpumep, B ricciieJOBaHUH BIIH-
SIHUSI PETYJIATOPOB pOCTa PacTeHUH Ha MUKPOPA3MHO-
JKeHHe in vitro u merabonuueckue npodunu Melissa
officinalis L. moka3aHoO, 4TO pacTeHUs, BEIpAIICHHBIC
Ha cpene Mypacure-Ckyra, oborammensoi 1,0 mr/n 6-0en-
sunamuHonypuna (BAIT) u 0,1 Mr/n uHAOMMITYKCYCHOM
kucioTsl (MYK), npoaeMoHCTprpOBaI MaKCUMAaITbLHOE
conepxanne oomux hexonos [20].

Hns H. officinalis BisiBneHo, uro BAII a¢ddexTnBHO
HHAYIHpYyeT obpa3oBanue moderos [21-23]. B muteparype
MIPECTABICHO CPAaBHUTEIBHOE M3YUECHNE TPEX LUTOKH-
nuHoB (BAII, xunernna (KMH), tuauasypona (TA3))
B KOHI[EHTpAlUu 1 MI/JI: MaKcUMalbHOE COZepKaHHe
(heHONIBHBIX COCANHEHHUH U (ITABOHOMIOB TOCTHTAIOCH IIPH
nobasnennu T3 [15]. UmeroTcs qaHHBIE O BIUSTHANA MUHE-
PaJIBHOTO COCTaBa M a3palluy Ha HaKoIUIeHHe (1aBOHOUIOB
y H. officinalis copta Jlexaps [25], a Takxke o meiicTBun
BAII na poct copra Uneii [26]. OaHako KOMILIEKCHOE
BJIMSIHME LIIMPOKOTO JMana3oHa KOHIIEHTPALUH YeThIpex
mutoknanHOB (BAIL KMH, TA3 u 6-(y,y-auMeTnnamiia-
MuHO)mypuHa (2iP)) Ha MopdoreneTndIeckue mapameTpel
U HaKOIUIeHHE (DEHOJILHBIX COCTUHCHUM, (DIAaBOHOM OB,
THIPOKCUKOPHYHBIX KHCIOT U aHTHOKCUAAHTHYIO aKTHB-
HocTb Y H. officinalis panee He u3ydanock. OcoOblif nHTE-
pec mpeacTaBisieT HUTOKUHUH 2iP, KOTOPBIH MIUpPOKO
UCIIONBb3YETCs B KyJIBTYPE il Vitro MHOTUX PaCTE€HHUMH, HO €TO
neiicteue Ha H. officinalis 1o cuX Mop HE HCCIIETOBAHO.

Lenpb uccnenoBanus — U3YYUTh BIHSHUE PETYIISTO-
POB pocTa HIUTOKMHUHOBOTO THIIA HA MUKPOPa3MHOXKe-
HUE U CO/epKaHNe OMOJIOTHYECKH aKTHBHBIX BEILECTB
y H. officinalis B ycinoBusx in vitro.

OO0BbeKTHl U MeTO/IbI HCCJIeJ0OBAHUS

OOBbekTamMu UcciIe0BaHus SBISUIUCH MUKPOPACTECHUS
in vitro Hyssopus officinalis L. copta Jlekapb, MOTyueHHbBIC
u3 cemsH ¢pupmel «[aBpumm» (Poccus). [TogroToBka cemsn
H. officinalis nnst crepunuzanuy BKJIIOYaia UX OYHCTKY
MBUJIBHBIM PACTBOPOM C MOCJIEIYIOIIEH TPOMBIBKOU MTPO-
TOYHOM U JUCTWIIMPOBaHHOU Bojoi. Ha mepBoM sTane
TpPH IpyHIIbI ceMsiH norpysxanu Ha 1 mun B 70 % pactBop
sranona (C,H,OH). [lanee cemena ne3uHpUINMPOBAIH
¢ ucnons3osanueM H,0,, AgNO, u NaClO B Teyenne
15 muH. YeTBepTylo Ipynimny CeMsiH CHayanaa NoMeIlaan
B 1 Mi1 konuenTpuposannoi H,SO, na 1 Mun, npomeiBanu
BOJIOIIPOBOJIHON M JAMCTHJUIMPOBAHHON BOIOM, mocie
yero B TeueHue 1 MuH BoLaepkuBanu B 70 % pactBope
C,H,OH. 3arem cemeHa NOTIOTHUTENBHO Je3uHUIm-
poBanu NaClO B Teuenue 15 MuH. 3aBepluaromum 3Ta-
IIOM TIPOBOJMIIN MATHKPATHYIO TIPOMBIBKY CTEPHUIBHOU
JUCTUUTMPOBAHHOM BOJOM. ISl K&XKIOTO CTEPUITU3YIO-
niero areHTa otoupanu no 140 cemsin. [Tocne crepuimza-
MU CEeMEHA BBICEBAIM Ha arapu3oBaHHYIO (7 I/1) cpeny
Mypacure-Ckyra (MC) [27] 6e3 peryasaropoB pocTa
W MHKyOupoBay B yamkax Ilerpu B reuenue 14 cyTok.

[MomyueHHbBIE TPOPOCTKU MEPEHOCHIIM B KOJIOBI CO Cpe-
ot MC, 10onojIHEeHHOUM pa3nMYHbIMU KOHUEHTPALUIMHU
6-6ensunamunonypuna (BAIT), kuneruna (KUH), Tnam-
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azypona (T/13) u 6-(y,y-mumeTinammmiaMuHo )ity puHa (21P)
(tabun. 1). KynbTHBHpOBaHUE BBIMOJIHSUIM NPH 16-yaco-
BoM (oTomepuose u temmnepatype 25 £ 1 °C B TeueHue
30 cyTok. ITo okOHYaHHMH 3TOTO MEepHOaa OLEHUBAIH
JUTHHY TTI00€TOB, a TAKXKe YHCIIO Y3JI0B, TOOETOB U KOPHEH.
Beicymiennbie B inodunbhoi cynmike Triad (Labconco,
CIIA) 06pa31bl pacTeHNH yIaKOBBIBAIH M XPAHHUIIH TIPH
temnepatype —18 °C.

®deHoNbHBIE coeuHeHHsI dKcTparupoBanu 70 % pac-
TBOPOM 3TaHOJA M3 U3MENBYCHHBIX CyXHX MUKPOPaCTCHHUIH
H. officinalis B cOOTBeTCTBHH C METOIUKOM [28].

KonmuecTBeHHY10 OLIEHKY OMOIOTHYECKH aKTHBHBIX
BEIIIECTB B IKCTpPaKTax MUKpopacTeHuir H. officinalis
TIPOBOIMIIN CIIEKTPO(POTOMETPHUECKUM METOJIOM Ha IpH-
6ope UV-3600 (Shimadzu, Amnonus). Bce m3amepenns
OCYIECTBIISUIA B TPEXKPATHOW TTOBTOPHOCTH.

CymMmapHoe conepykanre (DeHONBHBIX COCTHHECHHMA
omnpeAeNsuii ¢ nomoubio peaktuBa Oonuna-Yokanbrey
IIpH JAJTUHE BOJHBI 765 HM, HCIIONB3Ys KATHOPOBOYHYIO
KPUBYIO 1O rajutoBoii kuciote [29]. Pesynbratsl BeIpa-
YKaJIM B MHUJUTUTPaMMaXx-3KBHBAJIECHTA I'aJNI0OBOH KHCIIOTHI
Ha rpaMM cyxoit maccsl (Mr-3kB. I'K/r CM).

CymmapHoe conepkanue (prIaBOHOUIOB OLICHUBAIH
110 KOMIUIEKCOOOPAa30BaHUIO C XJIOPUIOM ATIOMUHHUS
(AICL,) npu 415 HM, MONTyYEHHBIE JaHHBIE IEPECUHTHI-
BaJIM Ha SKBUBaJIeHT pyTHHA [30]. Pe3ynbTaTsl BeIpaxain
B MHJUTUTPaMMax-3KBHBAJICHTA PyTHHA HA IPaMM CYXOii
Macchl (Mr-3kB. pyTuHa/T CM).

CyMmapHOe cofiepKaHue THIPOKCHKOPUYHBIX KUCIIOT
OTIpE/IEISUIN 10 PEAKINU C PEaKTUBOM ApHO, U3Mepss
ONTHUYECKYIO IIOTHOCTH IIpH 510 HM, ¢ KamHOpPOBKOH
10 po3MapuHOBOH kucioTe [31]. Pe3ynpTaThl BeIpaXkaiu
B MHJUTUTPaMMax-3KBUBAJICHTa PO3MapHHOBOI KHCIIOTHI
Ha rpamMM cyxoi macchl (Mr-aks. PK/r CM).

AHTHOKCHJIaHTHYIO aKTHBHOCTH BBISIBJSUTH 11O MHTH-
ouposanuto paaukana DPPH (2,2-nmudenwn-1-nmukpumn-
rufpasun) npu 515 um [32]. Pe3ynbTaThl Belpakanu
B MIJUTUTPaMMax-3KBHBAJIEHTa aCKOPOMHOBOM KHCIIOTHI
Ha rpamMm cyxoi maccsl (Mr-akB. AK/r CM).

OKCTIepuMeHTABHbIE TAHHBIE 00padaThIBAH C UCTIONb-
3oBanueM nakeroB IBM SPSS Statistics 23 (IBM Corpora-

tion, CIIIA) u OriginPro 2021 (OriginLab Corporation,
CHIA). dns BBISIBIEHUSI CTATUCTUYECKU 3HAYUMBIX pPa3-
JIMYUH MCITOIB30BAIN OXHO(DAKTOPHBIN TUCIICPCHOHHBIN
a"nanmu3 (ANOVA) ¢ nmocieaymoniM anocTepuoOpHbIM
kputepueMm Toioku (p < 0,05), a Takke nepapXUICCKUid
KJIACTEPHBII aHanu3 MeToaoM Bapaa.

Pe3yabTaThl U HX 00CyXKAeHUE

[IepBBIM 3TArIOM MPOBOAMIM CTEPHIIU3ALMIO CEMSIH
Hyssopus officinalis L. c npuMeHeHHEM YeThIpeX 1e3UH-
¢bunupyronmx cpeacts: 3 % nepokcuna Bogopoaa, 10 %
HHUTpaTa cepedpa, KOHIEHTPUPOBAHHOM CEPHOM KHCIIOTHI
1 20 % runoxyiopura HaTpHs. 15 KaXKI0r0 XMMHUYECKOTO
BelecTBa ucroinb3osany o 140 cemsin. Cemena nHKyOH-
poBanu Ha cpene Mypacure-Ckxyra (MC) 6e3 nobaBieHust
PEryJsITOPOB POCTa B TEUEHHUE JIBYX HeJlellb, Jajee Ipo-
BOJIVWJIM OIIEHKY 3(()EKTHUBHOCTH METOOB CTEPHITH3AIIIH.

[To pe3ynbraram orieHku Hanbomee Y3GHEeKTHBHBIM OKa-
3aJICsl METOJ CTEPIITH3AINH KOHIICHTPUPOBAHHON CEpHOH
KHUCIIOTON, obecnieunBmuii 137 crepunbHbIX U 138 mpo-
POCIINX CeMsH, TOT/Ia Kak IPIMEHEHHEe HUTpaTa cepedpa
npuBeno k nHpumuposanuio 137 cemsd u3 140 (puc. 1).
O0paboTKa CEpHOI KMCIIOTOM CIIOCOOCTBYET Pa3MsIrYeHHIO
TUTOTHOM CEMEHHOM 000I0UKH, XapaKTepHOH 111 MHOTHX
BHJIOB ceMelicTBa Lamiaceae, n obecneunBaer 0oiiee
rTy0OKO€ IPOHNKHOBEHHUE CTEPHIIN3YIOIIETO areHTa (TUITo-
XJIOpUTA HATPHsI) BO BHYTPEHHNE TKaHU CEMEHH.

Panee nis crepunmzanmu cemsia H. officinalis ncrions-
3oBanu komouHaImo 70 % sranona (30 ¢) u 10 % runox-
noputa Harpus (10 mun) [8, 21]. B nannom skcnepu-
MeHTe 00aBIeHHe FTarna 00pabOTKI KOHIIEHTPUPOBAHHOM
CEpHON KHCIOTOH MO3BOJIIO TOCTUYb 98 % cTepUIbHO-
cti 1 99 % BCXOXECTH, YTO TIPEBOCXOANT PE3YIIbTATHI,
MIPUBEJICHHBIC B YKa3aHHBIX padoTax (puc. 1).

TaknMm 00pa3oM, MpeaIoKEHHBIH POTOKOJI CTEPH-
JIN3AIHN SBISETCS BHICOKOA(P(EKTUBHBIM U MOXET OBIThH
PEKOMEHIOBaH JJIsl BBEACHUS B KYJIbTYPY i1 Vitro ceMsiH
H. officinalis, a Taxoke, BO3MOXKHO, APYTHX BAAOB C INIOTHOM
CEMEHHOM KOXKypOH.

IMToxGop perynsTopoB pocTa At pa3MHOKSHHUSI MUKPO-
pactenwuii in vitro H. officinalis BBINONHAIN ¢ HCIIOIB30-

Tabnuma 1. KonnenTpamnus peryIsiTopoB pocTa sl MUKpOopasMHOKeHust Hyssopus officinalis L.

Table 1. Concentrations of growth regulators for Hyssopus officinalis L. micropropagation

Konnentpamus perynsatopa pocta B 1 11 cpesl, MI/a
Konrpons 6-(y,y-IMMETHIAIIIH- Tunnazypon Kunerun 6-0CH3UITAMUHOITYPUH
JIAMHHO)IypUH
0 0,50 0,10 0,10 0,10
0 1,00 0,25 0,25 0,25
0 2,50 0,50 0,50 0,50
0 5,00 1,00 1,00 1,00
0 7,50 1,50 1,50 1,50
0 10,00 2,00 2,00 2,00
0 15,00 3,00 3,00 3,00
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Pucynoxk 1. Onenka 3 pexTHBHOCTH pa3aMYHBIX CIOCOO0B cTepmiIn3auuu ceMsH Hyssopus officinalis L.

Figure 1. Effect of various sterilization methods on Hyssopus officinalis L. seeds

BaHHMEM CTEPUWIBbHBIX JIByXHEJEIbHBIX MPOPOCTKOB. Pery-
JIITOPBI pocTa J00aBISUIM B MUTATENbHYIO cpexy MC B pas-
JINIHBIX KOHIIEHTpanusx (Tabi. 1), B kadecTBe KOHTPOJISI
npumMersi cpeny MC 6e3 1o0aBineHus peryasTopoB pocTa.

KammrycooOpa3oBanue 0oTMeqanochk mpu A00aBICHAH
6-6ensmnamuaonypuHa (BAIT) B koruenTpanusx 0,25;
0,50 u 1,00 mr/m; xunerrHa (KMH) — 0,25; 0,50 1 1,50 mr/im;
trauasypona (T13) — 2,0 u 3,0 Mr/i, a TakxKe IpH BCeX KOH-
HEeHTpanusix 6-(y,y-IuMeTIIaInIaMuHo))ryprHa (2iP).
Pusorenes nabmoascs TOJIBKO Ha cpejie ¢ 100aBlIeHuEM
1 mr/n KMH. Opgnako B Apyrux padoTax MpoaeMOHCTPH-
poBaHo [21, 22], 4yTO A1 MHAYKIMU KOPHEOOpa30BaHUs
NPUMEHSIOTCS ayKCHUHBI, TAKHME KaK MHIOJMIMACIISHHAS
KHCJIOTa U MHAOIMIYKCYHas KuciaoTa. OTCyTCTBUE Mac-
COBOT0 KOpHEOOpa3oBaHHs Ha CPeAax ¢ IUTOKMHUHAMH
0)KHJAEMO, T. K. [UTOKWHHUHBI B BRICOKUX KOHLICHTPAIIHIX
MOJABIISIIOT PU3OTCHES.

KWH B nanHOM HCCIeI0BaHUH MPOSIBIII €05 KaK CTH-
MYJISITOp PH30T€HE3a U 00pa30BaHU y3JIOB NIPH KOHICH-
Tpauuu 1 Mr/i, 9To He OBUTO OTMEUEHO B APYTHX HCCIIe-
nmoBaHuAX [21, 22]. BeposTHO, 3TOT 3D PeKT sBaseTcs
coprocnenupruIHbIM U TpeOyeT NalbHEHIIero U3y YeHUsL.

MakcuManbHOE yBENTMYEeHHE JITMHBI TOOETOB 3aUKCH-
poBano nipu BHeceHnu BAII B noze 0,1 mr/m (4,6 £ 0,2 cm),
a taxxe KUH B konnentpanusx 0,5 u 1,0 mr/i (4,5 + 0,4
n 4,2 +0,5 cm cootBeTcTBeHHO) (puc. 2). Ha cpene ¢ T/13
B KoHIeHTparuu 0,5 MI/i1 mpupoct moOeroB cocTaBsI
3,2+ 0,3 cM, 4TO OBLI0 HAKOOJBIIKMM [TOKA3aTEIEM U CTa-
TUCTUYECKH HE OTJIMYAIOCh OT KOHTPOJIbHOW TPYIIIIBI
(3,7 £ 0,3 cm). OgHako koHueHTpanuu 2iP npuBoauia
K CHMKEHHIO IIPUPOCTA JJTUHBI TOOETOB.

HawnbGonbiree KoaIu4ecTBO 1MOOETOB HAOIIOIAIOCEH
npu gobasnennu 0,1 mr/m BAIT (3,2 £ 0,4 wt.) u T3
(2,1 £ 0,5 mrT.), a Taxoke pu qodasiennu 1,0 mr/nm KUH
(2,5 + 0,6 mt.) (puc. 3). B mpucyTCTBUH pa3IUIHBIX
KOHIICHTpaIwii 2iP He yCTaHOBIIEHO 3HAYMMBIX Pa3TUINit
B KonmuecTBe oderoB (ANOVA, F = 4.,4; p = 0,005).

PesynbraThl ananm3a koaudecTsa y3inoB H. officinalis
Ha cpeJie ¢ 100aBIeHneM pa3HbIX KOHLEHTPALMH PeTyIIsTo-
POB pocTa npeAcTaBieHbl Ha pucyHke 4. Hanbosbiee koiu-
YEeCTBO Y3JI0B OTMEUCHO npu Ao0asneHnu 0,5 mr/m BATI
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(9,6 £0,5 mrr.), 1,0 mr/n KWUH (7,6 £ 0,9 mr.), 0,1 mr/n T3
(6,6 £2,2 mrr.) u 2,5 mr/n 2iP (9,5 + 1,3 mT.).

[IUTOKMHNHBI UTPAIOT KIFOUYEBYIO POJIb B PETYIISALNN
moberoobpaszoBanus y H. officinalis B KyneType in vitro.
Haubonee >ppexTHBHBIM ISl yBEITWICHUS JITUHBI TT00€-
roB U MX KonnuyecTBa okazaicsi BAIl B HU3KOM KOHLEH-
tpamuu (0,1 Mr/im). DT0 cormacyercs ¢ 6onee paHHUMHU
JTAHHBIME 0 ToM, uTo BAII ycmemno nHAyIHpyeT odpa-
30BaHHE MOOETOB y uccomna [21-23]. OgHako B yrmoms-
HYTBIX paboTax onTuMaibHble KoHneHTparmu BAIT cocras-
nsuy 1-2 Mr/n, Toraa Kak B JaHHOM SKCIEPHUMEHTE MaK-
CUMaJIbHBIH 3 (QEKT JOCTUTHYT MpH OoJiee HU3KOH KOH-
ueHtpauny. Takoe oTiIHYHE MOXKET OBITH 00YCIIOBICHO
HCIIOJI30BaHUEM Pa3HBIX COPTOB, a TAKXKE Pa3INUUIMU
B YCJIOBUSIX KYJBTUBUPOBAHUS U IPOJIOIDKUTEIBHOCTBIO
9KCIEPUMEHTA.

Ha nenaporpamme, npeacTaBiieHHOMN B BEpXHEH YacTH
pHCYHKa 5, MOXHO BBIJEIHUTH J[Ba KJIacTepa MOppomeT-
pUYECKUX NTapaMeTpoB. B mepBblil Ki1acTep BXOAAT AJIMHA
MIPOPOCTKOB M KOJMYECTBO Y3JI0B, BO BTOPOH KiacTep —
KoJIm4ecTBO 1moberos. JleHaporpaMma, pacnoiaoKeHHast
CJIeBa, B CBOIO OUEpEb, ICJIUT HCCIIEAyeMble KOHIICHTpa-
LM IIUTOKMHUHOB Ha JIBa OCHOBHBIX Kiactepa. Hambo-
nee 3¢ (eKTUBHBIE KOHIEHTPALNHU PEryJISITOPOB pocTa
(0,1 mr/nm TA3; 1,0 mr/n KWH u 0,1 mr/nm BAIT) Bxogst
B IIEPBBIi1 KJ1acTep, BO BTOPO KJIACTEP — BCE OCTAJIbHEIE.
KnacTepHslit aHaM3 00BEKTUBHO MOJITBEPKIAET, YTO
HMMEHHO 3TH TP BapUaHTa KOHLEHTPALUH [INTOKWHHHOB
B IUTATEJIbHON cpesie 00eCIeUunBaIOT HaWIydllee pas-
BUTHE MUKPOPACTEHHIA 10 KOMILIEKCY MopdomeTpudec-
KHX I0Ka3aTeIen.

[Nomyuennsie pe3yapTaTel 00 HHTHOUpyommeM dpdexre
2iP cormacytotcs ¢ mureparypHbiMy JaHHBIMH [ 10]. B yka-
3aHHOM HCCJIEIOBAaHUH aHAIOTHYHBIC d(PpPeKTH HaOIIO-
JaICh y Opyrux pacteHuid. Crnexyer Moa4epKHyTh, 9TO
3TOT (haKT MOATBEP)KAAET HEOOXOAMMOCTH TINATEIHHOTO
nof00pa peryJsiTopoB pocTa JuIs PacTeHHH in vitro.

AXTHBHBIH pocT MUKpopacTenuit H. officinalis in vitro
o0ecrieynBany TP BapHaHTa nurareabHoi cpenst MC ¢ o-
6asiennem 0,1 mr/n BAIL, 1,0 mr/n KMH wmu 0,1 mr/n T/13.
MuxkpopacTeHus, OJIydeHHbIE Ha JaHHBIX Cpelax,
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PucyHok 2. BausHue KOHIEHTpauuii IMTOKMHUHOB Ha MPUPOCT AJIMHBI NOOEroB MUKpopacteHuit Hyssopus officinalis L.
in vitro: a — 6-0€H3WIaMUHOINYpUH; b — KHHETHH; ¢ — TUANa3ypoH; d — 6-(y,y-IMMEeTHIIAIIMIIAMUHO )Ty PHH.
CraTHCTHYECKH 3HAYMMBIE pa3Indyus oTMedeHHl pa3HeiMu OykBamu (ANOVA, tect Trioku (HSD), p < 0,05)

Figure 2. Effect of cytokinin concentrations in vitro on the growth of shoots of Hyssopus officinalis L. microplants:
a — 6-benzylaminopurine; b — kinetin; ¢ — thidiazuron; and d — 6-(y,y-dimethylallylamino)purine. Statistically significant differences
are marked with different letters (ANOVA, Tukey test (HSD), p < 0.05)
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Pucynok 3. BiiusiHue KOHIEHTpaLUil IUTOKHHUHOB Ha KOJMYECTBO M0OeroB Mukpopacteuuit Hyssopus officinalis L.
in vitro: a — 6-0eH3WIaMHUHONYPUH; b — KHHETHH; ¢ — TUANa3ypoH; d — 6-(y,y-IMMEeTHIAIINIAMUHO )Ty PHH.
CTaTHUCTHYECKU 3HAYMMBIE pa3Inyusi oTMedeHbl pa3HbiMu 0ykBamu (ANOVA, tect Toioku (HSD), p < 0,05)

Figure 3. Effect of cytokinin concentrations in vitro on the number of shoots of Hyssopus officinalis L. microplants:
a — 6-benzylaminopurine; b — kinetin; ¢ — thidiazuron; and d — 6-(y,y-dimethylallylamino)purine. Statistically significant differences
are marked with different letters (ANOVA, Tukey test (HSD), p < 0.05)
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PucyHnox 4. BnusiHue KOHIIEHTpaUUi HUTOKMHUHOB Ha KOJUYECTBO Y3JI0B MUKPOPACTEHUN MUKpOpacTeHUu Hyssopus
officinalis L. in vitro: a — 6-6eH3WIaMUHONYpUH; b — KHHETHH; ¢ — THANA3ypoH; d — 6-(y,y-TMMETHIIAIIMIIAMUHO )Ty PHH.
CraTUCTHYECKU 3HAYMMEbIEC pa3andus oTMedeHbl pa3HeiMu OykBamu (ANOVA, tect Trioku (HSD), p < 0,05)
Figure 4. Effect of cytokinin concentrations in vitro on the number of nodes of Hyssopus officinalis L. microplants:

a — 6-benzylaminopurine; b — kinetin; ¢ — thidiazuron; and d — 6-(y,y-dimethylallylamino)purine. Statistically significant differences
are marked with different letters (ANOVA, Tukey test (HSD), p < 0.05)
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Pucynox 5. TemoBast kapta MOppOMETpUIECKUX TTOKa3zaTeneld Mukpopactenuii Hyssopus officinalis L. in vitro

Figure 5. Heatmap of morphometric characteristics of Hyssopus officinalis L. microplants in vitro
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0TOOpaHBI ISl MOCIEAYIONETr0 aHAIN3a COACPIKAHMUS
OWMOJIOTMYECKH aKTUBHBIX BEMICCTB U AHTHOKCHIAHTHOM
AKTUBHOCTH.

B pesynbraTe ycTaHOBIIEHO, UTO 100aBICHUE B CPEY
BAII B xonnenTpanuu 0,1 Mr/1 nmpuBeno K MATHKpPAT-
HOMY YBEJIMYEHHIO YPOBHS (PEHOJBHBIX COCIMHEHHUH
(45,2 +£ 2,5 mr-oks. I'K/r CM) 1o cpaBHEHHIO ¢ KOHTPO-
JIeM, YTO COOTBETCTBYET MaKCUMaJIbHOMY IOKa3aTeIIo
cpenu BCeX UCCIeNyeMBIX KOHIeHTpanuit (puc. 6). KoH-
nentpanun KUH (0,1 mr/m) u T3 (0,1 mr/m) crumynu-
poBaiy HakorieHne GpeHOIbHBIX coeunenui 1o 40,8 +
42129,7+5,9 mr-skB. 'K/t CM coorBercTtBerHo. KoH-
TPOJIEHBIC MUKPOPACTEHUS in Vitro, BRIpAallICHHEIC Ha ITUTa-
TeNbHOH cpejie Oe3 100aBIeHHs PEryIsITOPOB pOCTa, COAIEP-
skan 8,5 + 3,9 mr-3kB. I'K/r CM.

MakcumanbHOe cofiepikanne (PeHOIBHBIX COeTHHEHIN
npu nobasinennu BAII B koHnenTparuu 0,1 Mr/i corna-
cyercs ¢ HaOmroneHusMu Ha Melissa officinalis L., tae
BAII Taxxe cTUMyTUpOBaI HAKOIUIEHUE O0IIEH CyMMBI
(henonpHEIX coenuHenuii [ 13]. B pabore [24] Ha H. offici-
nalis, HaPOTHB, MaKCHUMaJIbHOE cojep)kanue (GpeHob-
HBIX COCIMHEHUH AOCTUTHYTO Npu aodasieHuu T/13
B KOHIEeHTparwu | mr/i. PacxoxmeHue ¢ pe3yibraTaMu
00BCHICTCS, CKOpee BCETO, pa3HUIICH B MCIIOIH30BAHHBIX
KOHLEHTPAIUIX: B IUTUPYEMOH paboTe BCe IMTOKMHUHEI
TECTUPOBAIM MPH 1 MI/J, TOra KaK B JAHHOM HCCIIENI0-
BaHuu BAII okazaics 3¢ pexTuBeH npu KOHICHTPAIHH
0,1 mr/n, a T/I3 B Toif ke 103€ YCTyIAI eMy.

[Tpy M3ydeHnH KOJMYECTBEHHOI'o coaepikaHus ¢uia-
BOHOHWJIOB B MICCJICIOBAHHBIX dKCTpakTax H. officinalis
MTOJTyYeHa WHasi 3aKOHOMEpHOCTH (puc. 7). CaMbIii BBICO-
KM TT0Ka3aTellb 3aperuCTPUPOBaH MPH KOHLIEHTPALNH
0,1 mr/m TA3 (4,0 + 2,3 mMr-skB. pytuHa/r CM) B niura-
TEJIBHOU cpezie.
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BAII — 6-6en3unamunonypun; KMH — kunerus;
T3 — tuanaszypon

Pucynok 6. Cymma ()eHONBHBIX COSTUHEHHUN
B MUKPOpAaCTeHUsX in vitro Hyssopus officinalis L.
B 3aBHCHMOCTH OT HCIIOJIb3YEMOTO ITUTOKUHUHA.
CraTHCcTHYECKH 3HAYNMBIE PA3NINYHs OTMEUEHBI pa3HBIMU
oykBamu (ANOVA, Tect Trioku (HSD), p < 0,05)

Figure 6. Total phenolics in Hyssopus officinalis L. microplants
in vitro across cytokinins. Statistically significant differences
are marked with different letters (ANOVA, Tukey test (HSD),

p <0.05)

B nccnenoannu M. 0. Uepennnuenko u ap. [24]
Ha H. officinalis copte Jlekapb He OBLTO BBISBICHO BIUSHUS
PETyIsITOPOB POCTa HAa HAKOIUIEHHE ()JIABOHOMJIOB, YTO
00YCJIOBJIEHO OTJIMYMSMHU B HCIIOJIb3yEMBIX KOHIIEHTpA-
[USIX U TUIIaX TOPMOHOB, B T. 4. oTcyTcTBHeM T/13. CroHT
OTMETHUTH, YTO MAKCUMYM HAKOIUICHHUS (pIIaBOHOWJIOB
nJocturaics mpu 6onee Beicokoi go3e T3 (2 mr/m) [23].
JlanHbIe, MOTyYEeHHBIE B pAMKaX UCCIICIOBAHMS, BIICPBEIC
noka3eBatoT, 4to TJI3 B HU3KO0# KoHIeHTpanun (0,1 mr/m)
Croco0OCH CEIEKTUBHO YCHJIMBATH CUHTE3 (DIAaBOHOUIOB
y 3TOrO copra. ITO pa3jinuue, Mo-BHIUMOMY, CBSI3aHO
C OCOOEHHOCTSAMH POCTA U YCIIOBHSIMA BHIPAIIABAHHS.

MaxkcuMmanbHOE COIepKaHUE THAPOKCHKOPUIHBIX KHC-
qot (115,9 £ 3,2 mr-3xB. PK/r CM) oTtmedeHo Ha cpene
¢ 0,1 mr/n BAII B nurarensHo# cpeae (puc. 8). Jlannas
BEIMYIHA TIPEBHINIAeT KOHTPOIBHBIA ypoBeHb (21,7 +
5,9 mr-skB. PK/r CM) B 5 pa3. [Ipu no6asnennu 1 mr/n KUH
(82,5 + 5,5 mr-3xB. PK/r CM) u 0,1 mr/n T3 (46,5 +
12,9 mr-s3xB. PK/r CM) noka3zaTenu Takke 3Ha4uMO TIpe-
BBIIIAN KOHTPOJIb, HO 3(h(heKT OBLT HIDKE, YeM MPH HCIIOhb-
3oBanuu BAII.

AnTtrokcunantHas aktuBHOCTh (DPPH-MeTon) Takxke
6puTa MakcuManbHOM B BapuanTe ¢ 0,1 mr/m BAIT (72,8 £
2,8 mr-akB. AK/r CM), 94TO CTaTUCTUYECKH 3HAYMMO TIpe-
BBIIIAJTIO KOHTPOJB (46,6 £ 6,4 Mr-3kB. AK/r CM) (puc. 9).
[Ipu no6aenenun kuneruna (1,0 Mr/i) 3TOT nokazareib
cocraBuia 46,6 = 5,1 1 29,6 £ 5,1 mr-sks. AK/r CM coot-
BETCTBEHHO, HE OTIIMYASICh JOCTOBEPHO OT KOHTPOJIS.

Takum obpazom, npumenenue BAII B koHIIEHTpaIMK
0,1 MI/n IPOAEMOHCTPUPOBATIO MAKCUMAIIBHYIO d(dek-
TUBHOCTD, yBEIHMYIHBAas CoJepkaHue (DEHONBHBIX COCTITHE-
HUH, THIPOKCUKOPUYHEIX KUCIOT U aHTHOKCUIAHTHYIO
aKTUBHOCTH, TorAa kak T/13 B konuentpamuu 0,1 Mr/mi
CTHMYJINPOBAII HAKOIIICHHE (DITABOHOHIOB.
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Pucynok 7. Cymma (1aBOHOUZIOB B MUKPOPACTCHHUSIX
in vitro Hyssopus officinalis L. B 3aBUCUMOCTH
OT HCIOJIB3yeMOr0 HUTOKHHNHA. CTaTHCTHYECKH
3HAYUMBIE PA3IUIHs OTMEUCHBI Pa3HBIMHU OyKBAMU
(ANOVA, tect Toioku (HSD), p < 0,05)

Figure 7. Total flavonoids in Hyssopus officinalis L. microplants
in vitro across cytokinins. Statistically significant differences
are marked with different letters (ANOVA, Tukey test (HSD),

p <0.05)
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Pucynok 8. CymMma ruipOKCUKOPUYIHBIX KUCIOT
B MUKpOpacTeHusix in vitro Hyssopus officinalis L.
B 3aBUCHMOCTHU OT MCIIOJIb3YEMOTI'O HIUTOKUHUHA.
CTaTUCTHYECKU 3HAUMMBIE Pa3IMYUsi OTMEYEHEI pa3HBIMU
oyxBamu (ANOVA, tect Trioku (HSD), p < 0,05)

Figure 8. Hydroxycinnamic acids in Hyssopus officinalis L.
microplants in vitro across cytokinins. Statistically significant
differences are marked with different letters
(ANOVA, Tukey test (HSD), p <0.05)

BoeiBoABI

B xoze nccnenoBaHus MpoBeACH MOA00P pa3THUHBIX
METOJIOB CTepHIIN3annu ceMsiH Hyssopus officinalis L.
copra Jlekapb. YCTaHOBIIEHO, UTO UCIIOJIb30BAHUE KOH-
LEHTPUPOBAHHOM CEPHOM KHCIOTHI B KOMOMHAIMH C MTOCIIe-
Iyforiei 00paboTKOM STaHOJIOM W THIIOXJIOPUTOM HAT-
pus o0ecnednsio MaKCUMAJIbHYI0 CTepUIbLHOCTH (98 %)
U BCXOXeCTh ceMsH (99 %), 9TO 3HAUUTEITHHO MPEBOC-
XOIHT Pe3yNbTaThl, IOJXYYCHHBIC IPH IPUMEHEHUH APY-
I'MX areHToB (IIepOKCHAa BOJIOpPO/a, HUTpaTa cepedpa
¥ THITOXJIOPHTA HATpHs Oe3 peABapUTENFHON 00paboTKH
CEpHOU KHUCIOTOM).

W3ydeHo BIusSHIE pa3IMIHBIX KOHIICHTPAIUH YEThI-
peX peryisiTopoB pocTa Ha Pa3MHOKEHHE MHKPOpacTe-
HuH in vitro H. officinalis. Iloka3aHo, 4To 1UIst pocTa MHKpPO-
pacrenuii Hanbonee 3¢ (HEeKTUBHO UCIIONH30BAThH MHUTA-
TenpHY0 cpeny Mypacure-Ckyra ¢ nodasnenuem 0,1 mMr/n
6-0emsmramunaonypuHa (BAIT) (obecieunBaeT Makcu-
MaJIbHOC YBCIIMYCHUEC JJINHBI Mo0OETroB U UX KOJ'II/I‘-ICCTBa),
1,0 M/ KUHETHHA (CTUMYJIHpPYET pH30reHe3 u 00pazoBa-
uue y31oB) u 0,1 mr/n tuanazypona (TA3) (MHIyHHpYET
noberoobpazoBanue). Bce nccneoBanHbIe KOHIIEHTPAUH
6-(y,y-IUMEeTHIIAJUTHIIAMIHO )Ty pIHA TTOJABIISLIA POCT
N00OEroB, MOTOMY JaHHBII IMTOKWHIH HE PEKOMEHTyeTCsI
IUTSE MUKpOpa3MHOKeHUs H. officinalis.

BrisiBIeHa 3aBUCUMOCTh HAKOIIJIEHUS BTOPHUYHBIX
METabOINTOB N aHTHOKCUAAHTHON aKTUBHOCTH OT THIIA
nutokuauHa. Jlo6asnenue 0,1 mr/n BAII B nutaTenb-
HYIO cpeay obecrieunBaeT MaKCUMallbHOE HaKOIUICHHE
(heHONBHBIX COCTMHEHUH, THAPOKCHKOPUYHBIX KUCIOT
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BAII — 6-6en3mnamunonypun; KMH — kuHeTus;
T/J3 — Tuanaszypon

Pucynok 9. BiusHue TMTOKHHIHOB HAa aHTHOKCUAAHTHYIO
aKTHMBHOCTb DKCTPAKTOB MUKPOPACTEHUH in vitro Hyssopus
officinalis L. CTaTUCTUYCCKU 3HAUYUMBIC PA3THUUS
orMeueHbl pa3HbIMK OykBamu (ANOVA, Tect Thiokn
(HSD), p <0,05)

Figure 9. Effect of cytokinins on the antioxidant activity
of Hyssopus officinalis L. microplant extracts in vitro.

Statistically significant differences are marked with different
letters (ANOVA, Tukey test (HSD), p < 0.05)

1 aHTHOKCHIAHTHYIO aKTHBHOCTB, Torna kKak 0,1 mr/m T3
n30MpaTeNbHO MOBBIIIAET COAepKaHue (IIaBOHOUIOB.
IIpakTHyeckas 3HAUMMOCTb PE3YIBTATOB 3aKII0YAETCS
B BO3MOJKHOCTHU HaIpaBIEHHOIO peryjJnpoBaHus OHo-
XUMHYECKOTO POt MUKpOpacTeHutt in vitro H. offici-
nalis myTeM BbIOOpa COOTBETCTBYIOLIETO PEryJsiTOpa
pocra. JI11 BHeipeHHs PeI0KEHHBIX IPOTOKOIIOB B IIPO-
MBIIUICHHOCTh HEO0XOIUMBI AaTbHEHIIINE NCCIEeJOBAHHS
Ka4eCTBEHHOI'0 COCTaBa BTOPUYHBIX META0OIUTOB.
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