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Annomayusn. V13 pa3nndaHbIX aONOTHYECKUX CTPECCOB IIPH MPON3BOJICTBE prica Hanbojee BaXXHBIM BO MHOTHX CTpa-
Hax SIBJISICTCS 3acyxa WM BOAHbIN neduiut. Lleas uccnenoBanus — M3yuuTh KOJUICKIIMOHHBIE, THOPUIHBIC U CEJICK-
IIMOHHBIE COPTa U 00pa3Ilbl prca Ha TOJIEPAHTHOCTH K JUIMTEIBHOW MOYBEHHOH M BO3IYIIHOH 3acyxe, 0ToOparh 3a-
CYXOYCTOMYHBBIE OPMBI JJIsl BBIBE/ICHNSI HOBBIX COpTOB. MeToabl. OOBEKTHI ncciejoBaHni — 68 copToB 1 00pa3noB
CYXOZIOJIHOTO pHCa, KOTOPbIE BO3/EIBIBAIM HA OPOIIAEMOM M 3aToruisieMoM ydactkax (T. [Ipomerapck, PocroBckas
0011.) B TpexkpartHoii mosroprHoctu. [Tnomans aensuaku — 10 Mm%, HopMma BbiceBa — 500 cemsit/m2. T10IMB IPOBOIUITH
IIyCKOM BOJIbI U3 OPOCUTEIBHOrO KaHaja nocie nocesa 10 masg caoem 10 cM U B nepuoj pocTa MpH MOJIHOM BBICHI-
XaHWUU TOBEPXHOCTH MOUBHI. CTENEHb 3aCyXOyCTOMUYUBOCTH OMPEEISUIN 110 COOTHOIIEHUIO BEIUYUHBI IPU3HAKA B
ombiTe K TakoBoi Ha koHTpoise (O/K). Hayunas HoBu3Ha. OnperesieHa pa3inyHasi CTENCHb 3aCyX0yCTOHYNBOCTH
00pasIoB prca 10 COOTHOIICHHIO MTPOJYKTHBHOCTH 3¢pHA B YCIOBHSX BOJHOTO Ae(UIMTA M JOCTaTOYHOro obecrre-
YEHUS! BOJIOW, BBISIBIICHBI HOBBIE 3aKOHOMEPHOCTH. Pe3ybTaThl. YCTaHOBIIEHO, YTO cOpTa M 00pasisl IpH 3acyXe U
3aTOIJICHUH (POPMHUPOBAIH PA3IMUHYIO YPOXKaHOCTh 3€pHA, KOTOpasi MpU JeQUIIUTE BJIark COCTaBHIa B CPEAHEM
63,7 % ot HopMBI. Koppemsinus ypoxkaifHOCTH ITpH 3acyXe ¢ YpOoyKaiHOCTBIO P 3aTOTUICHUH OblIa c1a00i TOI0XKH-
tenpHOH (1 = 0,23 £ 0,01), ¢ ux coornomenuem O/K — cpenneit nonoxurensHoit (= 0,59 + 0,01), a cBs3b yporkaii-
HOCTH IIPH 3aTOIJICHUH C 3aCyXOYCTOWYHMBOCTBIO — CcpetHel orpunarensHoi (1 = —0,64 + 0,01). Beisaenst 10 cop-
TOB ¥ 00pa3IoOB CO CTEIICHBIO 3acyxoycToitunBoctu Ooiee 75 %, Takue kak AH-FOH-Xo, YHan-UyHbp-Mas, 30710ThIC
Bcxoziel, Manosogorpedoarenbhbiit, 3YJIK 2, 3VJIK 6, y KOTOPBIX COOTHOLICHNE YPOXKAHHOCTH MPH 3aCyIUIUBBIX U
HOPMaJIBHBIX YCIIOBUSIX, COCTABIUIO OT 77,9 10 91,6 %. MakcuManbHyI0 ypoxKaitHOCTh B yCIOBHSIX 3aCyXu c(hopMu-
posai HOBbIN copT cenekimu AHL «JloHckoit» Apramak (6,10 T/ra) u cenekiponnbie 0opasuer 7970 (Komarmgop x
Yan-Yyns-Man) — 5,24 1/ra, 3VJIK 8 — 4,90 1/ra.

Knrouegvie cnosa: puc, copt, o0pasels, HICTOYHUK, CYXOZ0JI, 3aCyX0yCTOHYNBOCTD, NEPHOIUUCCKUH MOJINB, YpOXKal-
HOCTb.
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IMocranoBka npodaemsl (Introduction)

Pucom nuTaercst GONBIIMHCTBO HACEICHUS MHpA, MO~
9TOMY HEOOXOAMMO IOBBILICHHE €r0 MPOAYKTUBHOCTH,
TaK KakK 3eMENbHBIC PECYpChl OrpaHUYCHBL. DTO CIOXK-
Has 3aJa4a, MOCKOJIbKY 3TOMY MEIIAIOT PasHOOOpa3HbIe
abuoTnueckue cTpecc-HakTopbl 1 HeOIaronpUsTHBIE I0-
ronHbIe yeinoBus [ 1, c. 443]. U3 atux cTpeccos Hambomee
Ba)KHBIM JIMMUTOM IPOM3BOJCTBA PHCa BO MHOTHX CTpa-
Hax sIBJISCTCS 3aCyXa WIIM BOJHBINA AC(MHINUT, YTO IPHBO-
JHUT K OFPOMHBIM YKOHOMHUYECKHM HOTEPSM. DTO CTaHO-
BUTCs 00JIee CEPhE3HOM MPOOIEeMOii B CBSI3U € TIIO0ATH-
HBIM M3MEHEHHEM KJMMaTa. B CBS3M ¢ TEKyILIUM M Ipo-
THO3HPYEMBIM MHPOBBIM CIIPOCOM Ha IPOJOBOJILCTBHE
CTaJIO BO)KHBIM IMPUOPUTETOM ITOBBILICHHE YPOXKAWHOCTH
CEIIbCKOXO3SICTBEHHBIX KYJIBTYP Ha MOJIBEP)KCHHBIX 3a-
cyxe OorapHbeIX 3eMisix. JUIss JOCTHIXKEHHS NPOHM3BOA-
CTBEHHOH LeJIM Ha OOTapHBIX 3eMJIIX HEOOXOAUMEI COpTa
puca, YCTOIUYHBEIC K 3aCyXe, H TEHETUUESCKOE YITyUIlICHHEe
JaHHOTO TPHU3HAKA JOJDKHO CTaTh BBICOKOIPHOPHUTETHOM
TEeMOH McclenoBanuii B OymymieM [2, c. 119].

N
N

3acyxa OTpHUIATeIbHO BIMSET Ha JIOOYIO CTaauio
pocTa pacTeHni, HO HamboJee OmaceH 3TOT CTpecc Ha
CTaIun UBCTCHUA U HAJIMBA 3€PHA, ITOCKOJIBKY IIPUBOIAUT
K CHIKEHHUIO ypoxaiHocTn Ha 25-85 %. Crpecc uz-3a
3aCyXM Ha PENpOAYKTUBHOM CTAUU SBIAETCS BaKHBIM
(haKTOPOM CHIDKCHHUSI ypOXKaiHOCTH OorapHoro puca [3].

ITosToMy mnOHHMMaHHE MEXaHM3MOB YCTOWYHMBOCTH
puca K 3acyxe€, HaAXOXKICHUEC yCTOf/'I‘II/IBBIX TCHOTHUIIOB
puca, BBIpabOTKa HOBOM CTPaTernu U METOIOJIOTHH 0TOO-
pa 1aloT MHOTO BO3MOXKHOCTEH JUIsl yBEJIMUYCHUSI 32CyXO0Y-
CTOMUMBOCTH. boiiee BaskHa Takasl 3aCyXOyCTOMYNUBOCTb,
KOT/Ia COpPTa HE TOJILKO CIIOCOOHBI BBIPACTH U PA3BUTHCS
IIpyu BOOATHOM JIC(I)I/I[H/ITC, HO U MUHUMAJIBHO TCPAIOT YpO-
XKaHOCTb. [Io3TOMY ee MOXKHO OTpeIeNnTh, Kak CII0Cco0-
HOCTb PAaCTCHUI HE TOIBKO BBDKHUTh, HO U COPMUPOBAThH
JOCTAaTOYHYIO MPOAYKTUBHOCTD B 3aCYIIJIMBBIX YCIOBUAX
[4, c. 3509]. D10 KONMMUECTBEHHBIN MPU3HAK, 9aCTO 000-
3HAa4a€MbIi OTHOCHUTEIHLHBIMHA BCIIMYMHAMHU, T. €. 3HAYC-
HUAMHA PA3JINYHBIX ITPU3HAKOB B YCJIOBUAX 3aCyXH OTHO-
CUTCJIBHO TaKOBBIX B HOpME.
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VHTEHCHBHOCTD 3aCyXH OYEHb CIIOKHA U 3aBUCHUT OT
Pa3IUYHBIX MPUYMH, TAKMX KaK 4acTOTa OCAJKOB, HCIa-
peHMe U BIaKHOCTB TIOUBHI [5, c. 108; 6].

3acyX0yCTOHUMBOCTh pHCA KOHTPOIHUPYIOT HETHIPE
pa3HBIX MeXaHW3Ma: M30eraHue, MperoTBpAIlEHHE, TO-
JIEpaHTHOCTh W BoccTaHoBieHue [4, c. 3510; 7, c. 76;
8, c. 73].

N3beranmie OoT 3acyXu SIBISIETCS YXOAOM OT 3TOTO
CTpecca PacTEHUsIMH, MMEIOUIMMH KOPOTKHH >KH3HEH-
HBbIM UK. B cenbCckoM XO35HCTBE MOXXHO NPEOJOJIETh
CE30HHYIO WJIM KIIMMAaTHYECKYIO 3aCyXy 3a CUET PAHHETO
CpOKa CeBa MJIM UCTIOIBb30BAHUS CKOPOCIIETIBIX COPTOB.

[TpenoTBpareHne 3acyXu ONPEACISIETCS TEM, UTO pac-
TEHHSI MOTYT yBEIWIHUTh MOMIONICHUE BOABI 1 CHU3UTD €€
MOTEpH 3a c4eT Ooree pa3BUTOH, ITyOOKO ITPOHUKAIOIIECH
KOPHEBOHM CHCTEMBI MIIM 3aKpPBIBAIOIIUXCS YCTBUII, CBEP-
TBHIBAIOIINXCSI B TPYOKY JHMCTHEB, OOJIee TUIOTHOTO SITH-
JIEpPMHCA, TIO3BOJISIOIINX YMEHBIIUTh TPAHCIIUPALHIO.

TonepaHTHOCTH — 3TO CITOCOOHOCTH KJIETOK PAaCTCHU
BBITIOJTHATh CBOM (DYHKLIUH NPH JEPUIUTE BOIbI, PETY-
JIMPYsI SKCTIPECCUIO TEHOB U META0OIMUECKUX Iy Tel Juis
YMEHBIIECHNS BbI3BAaHHBIX CTPECCOM NOBpexaAeHU. Pac-
TUTEJIbHBIE KIIETKH HAKallJIMBAIOT MOJIEKYJIbl IPOJIMHA
JUISL OCMOTHYECKOH PETYISIMN Typropa.

Boccranosienne — 3T0 crmocOOHOCTh pacTEHHH BOC-
CTAHABIIUBATHCS TIOCIIE CTPECCa OT 3aCyXH, BBI3BABIIETO
CHIKEHHE Typropa 1 BBICYIIHBAaHHE JINCTHEB.

3acyX0yCTOHYHNBOCTD — 9TO CIIOXHBIN NMPHU3HAK, OT-
pakeHHBIN N3MEHEHUSAMHU Ha MOp(oIornaeckoM, Gpusno-
JIOTMYECKOM, OMOXMMHUYIECKOM U MOJIEKYJISIPHOM YPOBHSIX
[9, c. 177; 10, c. 266]. Mopdomorudeckne ananTannu
BKJIFOYAIOT YBEITNUCHNE JTMHBI U TOJIIHHBI KOPHS, JINCTA,
YMEHBIIIEHNE MacChl U pa3MEpOB JHCThEB, O0IEE METIKHE
SMUTEINATIbHBIC KJIETKH C BOCKOBHIHBIM ITOKPOBOM, 3a-
ME/UIEHHOE CTapEHUE U YBEJIMYEHHE TIIOMAAN 3EJICHBIX
mucteeB [11, c. 2]. [lonnmanne ¢puznomornueckoit amamn-
TalMy pacTeHWH K M3MEHEHUSIM BOA000ECIECUEHHOCTH
MOXET OBITH MCIIOIF30BAHO B KAUECTBE KPUTEPH 0TOOpA
JUISL CO31aHHsI BEICOKOYPOJKaHOTO COpTa B yCIOBUSIX 3a-
cyxu [12, c. 2].

st onpeneneHust CTENEHH 3acyXOyCTOMYMBOCTHU
MPU3HAKH, CBA3aHHBIE C yPO)KAHHOCTBIO, UMEIOT 00Jb-
miee mpeAmnouTeHrne M 3(Q(HEeKTHUBHOCTS B CENEKIIMOHHON
paboTe MO CO3MaHMIO 3aCyXOYyCTOMYMBBIX copToB [13,
c. 670].

CKpUHHUHT THICSY KOJUICKIIMOHHBIX 00pas3IoB paHee
MPOBOJMJICS Ha TPEIMET 3aCyXOyCTOHYMBOCTH B pPa3-
JMYHBIX YTOJKAaX MHUpA, OJHAKO ITOKa MPU3HAHBI JIMIIb
HECKOJIBKO 3aCyXOyCTOMUYMBBIX copToB. B HMHnonesuun
B pe3y/bTaTe MHAYLHPOBAHHON MyTalWH ObLT MOIY4eH
MYTaHT TEMHO-3EJICHOTO PUCa, KOTOPBIN SBISETCS BBICO-
KOYpO)KaHBIM 1 YCTOMYMBBIM K 3acyXe IpH Ieduimre
yaoOpenwii u Boxwl [14, c. 3]. OCHOBHBIMH TIPHYHHAMH
MHHUMAJIBHOTO YyCIIeXa SIBIAIOTCS OYEHb Majloe KOJIH-
YECTBO JCHCTBUTEIBHO 3aCYXOyCTONUYMBBIX T'€HOTHUIIOB
U OTCYTCTBHE IOAXOAAIINX METOAOB CKpHHHMHTA [15,
c.278; 16, c. 2].

[enp HamMX MCCIIENOBAHUN — W3y4YEHHE KOJUIEKIIH-
OHHBIX, THOPHUIHBIX U CEJICKIMOHHBIX 00pa3I0B puca Ha
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YCTOWYMBOCTh K JUIMTEIBHOMY IIEPECHIXaHUIO MOYBBI U
BO3YIIHON 3acyxe, 0TOOp 3aCyX0yCTOWIHMBHIX (hOPM IS
CO3J]aHUS COPTOB HOBOTO THUIIA.

MeTtonogorus u Mmetoabl uccijaenopanus (Methods)

Brun n3ydeHs! 68 00pasoB U COPTOB pUca Pa3IHd-
HOTO TPOUCXOKAEHHS, B YAaCTHOCTH, KOJUICKIIMOHHBIE
obpasmer puca BUT'PP um. H. U. BaBunoBa 3omotsie
Bexozs! (Poccust), ManoBogoTpeboBarenbHbIi (Y30eKu-
cran), AH-IOH-Xo0, dun-CsH, Kontpo, XyH-Mo, Yan-
Uyns-Man (Kutail); TMHUM OT WX CKpEIIUBAHUS B TIpe-
IBIAyIHe Toabpl ¢ copramu bospun, Komarmop, Kybosp,
Paznomneasni (AHL] «/loHCcKo0i»); 3aCyX0yCTOWMYIMBBIC JTH-
uHun n3 rudpuaHoi monymsaiun (3YJIK) ot ckpemuBanus
KpacHozapckoro copra dnarmas ¢ a3UaTCKUMHU COpPTaMu
Haruna 22 u Hynap (®HILI puca); a Takxke Ui cpaBHe-
Hus copra AKycTHK, Apramak, bospun, Bupacan, Kon-
takT, [TupysT, FOxanun (AHLL «loHckoit»), Bonrorpas-
cknit, Crammarpaacknid, Cyxomon (AHL «loHCKoi» H
BHHNUMO3) [17, c. 55; 18, c. 57].

UccrnenoBanns nposoawiu B 2020-2021 rr. B mabopa-
TOPHUH ceNeKInu 1 ceMeHoBoacTBa pruca AHLI «J{onckoi»
Ha 6a3ze OII «IIpomerapckoe» PocToBckoit odmactu. O6-
pasibl BEIPAIMBAIN HA IBYX BapHAHTaX — OPOIIAEMOM H
3aTOILIIEMOM — B TPEXKPaTHOM MOBTOpHOCTHU. [lnomans
nenstakd — 10 M2, Hopma BeiceBa — 500 cemsta/m2. TTomuB
MIPOBOJIMIIH ITyCKOM BOJIBI M3 OPOCHUTEIBHOTO KaHaja IMo-
cie moceBa 10 mas cmoem 10 cM U B mepuof pocTa mpu
TTOJTHOM BBICBIXaHUM MOBEPXHOCTH MOUBEL: B 2020 . —
12 wrons (5 cm), 28 utons (8 cm) u 17 asrycra (10 cm), B
2021 . — 16 utons (7 cm). CreneHs 3aCyX0yCTOHINBOCTH
OTIPEACISIN 110 COOTHOLICHUIO BEIMYUHBI IIPH3HAKA B
ombITe K TakoBoi Ha kKoHTpoie (O/K). Maremarndeckyio
00paboTKy JaHHBIX TPOBOAWIN C HCIIOIB30BAHUEM TIPO-
rpamm Excel u Statistica 10.

[Toromueie ycmoBus 2020 T XapaKTepH30BAINCH
OOMJIBHBIMU JIOKASMH B Ma€ W HWIOHE; IMTOHM)KCHHBIM
KOJIMYECTBOM OCAJKOB B amperie, UI0JIC M aBryCTe U UX
OTCYTCTBUEM B CEHTSIOpE, T. €. BBHICOKOM CTENEHBIO 3a-
CYIIJIMBOCTH BO BTOPOH IOJOBHHE BETeTALlMH pHCA.
TeMmepaTypHBIA PeKUM anperns U Mast ObIT HIDKE HOP-
MBI, a IETOM U B CEHTI0pe mpeBsiman ee Ha 2,3-4,3 °C.
B 2021 r. Habmromanuch CHUIBHBIC TOXKAW B ampese, Mae
U CEHTsI0pe, MOHMKEHHOE KOJIMYECTBO OCA/IKOB JIETOM U
BBICOKAs CpeiHEMeCsIuHas TeMIeparypa JIeToM — Ha 2,3—
4,7 °C BbIIIIE HOPMBI.

Pesyabrarsl (Results)

B pesynerare nccrienoBannii ObUT0 yCTaHOBICHO, YTO
pacTeHus IpH HEXBATKe BOBI M B HOpME (pOPMHUPOBAIICH
M0-Pa3HOMY, [IPU 3TOM TIEPBbIE CYIIECTBEHHO YCTYyNaln
BTOPBIM 110 ypokaifHOCTH. CpeqHss ypoXKaifHOCTh prica
B 2021 1. 6puta BhIme, yem B 2020 r.: Ha cyxomoie — B
1,52, na xoutpone — B 1,70 pa3a, TOCKOIBKY 3TOT TOJ] OBLT
Goee OTATONPUATHBIM [T POCTA U PA3BUTHS.

B 0OBIUHBIX YCJIOBHSAX C IMOCTOSHHBIM 3aTOIUICHH-
eM ypOo)kaiHOCTh 00pa3IoB B CPEJHEM 3a TOAbl HCCIe-
nmoBaHuil konebamack oT 4,53 mo 9,45 1/ra (B cpemHem
6,69 1/ra). B ycIOBHAX HEAOCTATOYHOTO YBIAKHEHHUS HX
ypokaifHOCTB BapbpHpoBaia ot 2,65 mo 6,10 t/ra (B cpen-
HeMm 4,19 1/ra). Pactipenenenue coproodpasios puca mo
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3aCyX0yCTOMYMBOCTH, BBIPA)KEHHOM COOTHOLLIEHHEM YPO-
KaWHOCTH TIPU 3aCyxe K HOpMe, BapbupoBaiio oT 41,6 1o
91,6 %, B cpenaem — 63,7 % (puc. 1).

YcranosneHo, uto 10 copToB m 00pa3IoB MoOKa3anu
CTEIeHb 3acyxoycTroidanBoctu 6omnee 75 %. K Hum otHO-
csATCs KuTalickue craponaBuue copta Konrpo, Jua-CsH,
An-IOB-X0, Yan-Uyns-MaHn, poccuiickuii o0pazer 3o0-

N = B8*5*normal(x; 63,7397, 12,0942)
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Puc. 1. Pacnpedenenue 06pa3iy08 puca no cOOMHOUeHUN0
ypoxcaiinocmu 6 onvime K KOHmMposio, %
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JIOTBIE BCXOABI, y30ekcknit ManmoBomoTpeOoBaTenbHBIN 1
00pasipl rTHOpHIHOTO TpoucXokaeHuS 7966 (Han-UyHb-
Man x HOxanun), 7979 (Yan-Uyns-Man x Pa3zmoms-
ueiit), 3YJIK 2, 3VJIK 6, y KOTOPBIX COOTHOIICHUE ypO-
KallHOCTH NIPH 3aCyLIIMBBIX M HOPMAJIBHBIX YCIOBHSX
coctasysuio ot 77,9 mo 91,6 % (tabnuma 1).

N = 68*5"normal(x; 63,7397, 12,0942)
16
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Fig. 1. Distribution of rice samples by the ratio of yield in the
experiment to the control, %

Tabmuua 1

YpoxxaiiHoCTh puca Ipu 3aCyIIZIMBBIX M HOPMATIbHBIX YCIOBMAX, I. IIponerapck,

PocroBckas o6macth, 2020-2021 rr.

No No Hassanme copra, 06pasia YpoxkaliHOCTh, T/Ta
n/n | odpasua ’ OmnpIt (O) | KorTpoasb (K) | CoorHomenue O/K, %
1 AKyCTHK 4,42 7,76 56,9
2 Apramak 6,10 8,73 69,8
3 Bosipun 4,50 6,47 69,6
4 Bupacaun 441 6,28 70,3
5 KonTakr 4,50 6,62 68,0
6 TTupysT 4,57 9,45 483
7 10anun 3,82 7,07 54,0
8 8062 |Cyxomon 4,89 7,52 65,0
9 8208 | CranuHrpajickuit 4,87 6,75 72,1
10 8154 | Bousrorpaackuii 4,15 6,23 66,6
11 552 | Av-FHOu-Xo (Kuraii) 4,40 491 89,6
12 548 | Iun-Csan (Kuaii) 4,37 5,47 79,9
13 546  |3070TBIE BCXOIBI 4,27 4,97 85,9
14 547  |Kontpo (Kuraii) 4,36 5,54 78,8
15 553  |ManoBonorpeboBarenbHbii (Y30eKHCTaH) 4,15 4,53 91,6
16 550 | Xyna-Mo (Kuraii) 3,43 5,09 67,3
17 551 |Yau-Yynnr-MaHn (KuTaii) 4,89 5,45 89,7
18 7978 |(Lampo X Bupax) x bosipun 3,32 5,14 64,7
19 7981 |(Cyxomon X Bosipun) X Bosipun 4,49 7,02 64,0
20 7926 |(Hau-Yynb-Man X Bosipun) X Ky0osip 4,52 7,05 64,1
21 7927 | (Yan-Yynup-Man x bospun) x Ky6osip 4,79 7,21 66,3
22 7928 | (Hau-Yynb-Man X Bosipun) X Ky0osip 3,96 7,45 53,2
23 8032 |Bosrorpasackuii X Marsar 3,22 7,37 43,6
24 7949 | Iun Csu X Bosipun 4,30 6,92 62,1
25 7950 | dun Csu x Kybosip 4,00 5,93 67,4
26 7851 |3VIJIK 1 (3acyxa, a. 1) 3,53 5,63 62,6
27 7852 |3VJIK 2 (3acyxa, 1. 2) 4,42 5,51 80,1
28 7853 |3VJIK 3 (3acyxa, 1. 3) 4,64 6,92 67,0
29 7854 |3VJIK 4 (3acyxa) 2,82 6,77 41,6
30 7857 |3VJIK 5 (3acyxa) 3,83 5,44 70,4
31 7858 |3VIIK 6 (3acyxa, Tun bosipuH) 4,40 5,25 83,8
32 6551 |3VJIK 7 (3acyxa, KpacHomap) 3,52 6,92 50,9
33 7774 |3VIJIK 8 (3acyxa, KpacHomap) 4,90 7,34 66,7
34 7776 | 3VJIK 9 (3acyxa, KpacHomap) 4,30 6,51 66,0

14
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35 7856 |3VIJIK 10 (3acyxa, Kpacnonap) 4,44 6,17 71,9
36 7971 |3VIJIK 11 (3acyxa, KpacHomap) 3,42 7,13 47,9
37 7826 |3VJIK 12 (OCTHCTBI) 3,91 8,71 44,9
38 7775 |3VIJIK 13 (3acyxa, 4epHOE 3€pHO) 2,95 6,76 43,6
39 7855 |3VIJIK 14 (3acyxa, 4epHOE 3epHO) 3,25 5,90 55,1
40 8224 |3VIJIK 15 (3acyxa, 4epHOE 3€pHO) 3,90 5,31 73,4
41 7953  |Komanpop x AH-IOH-X0 4,18 7,82 53,5
42 7954 | Komanjiop X 3010ThI€ BCXOJIbI 4,05 6,09 66,5
43 7952 | Komanmop X ManoBogoTpeOoBaTeaIbHbIN 4,85 6,90 70,3
44 7955 |Komanmop X XyH-Mo 4,38 6,22 70,4
45 7968 | Komanjop X Yan-HyHnb-Man 4,17 5,93 70,3
46 7969 | Komannop X Yan-YyHnb-Man 4,22 6,54 64,5
47 7970 |Komanjop X Yan-HyHb-MaH 5,24 7,14 73,4
48 7958 |Kontpo x bospun 4,05 7,04 57,6
49 8646 | Koutpo x Kybosip 4,53 8,91 50,8
50 7844 |PazmonbHbINH X CyXOM0dbHBIN 3,56 6,39 55,7
51 6284 | Cxkomc Genblit X Kybanb 3 3,51 6,10 57,6
52 7791 | Ckomc Oenbiii X KyOanp 3 2,65 6,35 41,7
53 7793 | Ckomc Genbrit X Kybanb 3 3,31 6,40 51,8
54 7967 | Cxomc Genbrit X Kybanb 3 4,44 6,44 68,9
55 6465 |Cyxomnon x bosgpun 3,15 7,03 44,8
56 7970 | CyxomoabHbli 554 x KyOosip 4,15 7,05 58,9
57 7972 |Yan-Yyanr-Man x bosipux 3,73 8,10 46,0
58 7973 |Yan-Uynp-Man X bosipun 4,36 7,42 58,8
59 7974 |Yau-UyHp-Masn X Bosipun 4,20 8,17 51,4
60 7975 |Yan-Uynp-Man X bosipun 4,35 7,04 61,8
61 7976 |Yan-Uynb-Man X bosipun 4,72 7,54 62,6
62 5703 |Yan-Uynp-Man x bospuH 3,90 7,71 50,6
63 7972 |Yau-UyHbp-Man x Ky6osip 4,16 7,47 55,7
64 6472 |Yan-Uynp-MaH X Pa3nonbHbIi 4,60 7,30 63,0
65 7977 |Yan-Uynp-Man X Pa3ionpHbIH 4,72 7,06 66,9
66 7979 |Yau-YyHb-MaH X Pa3nonbHbIH 5,57 6,91 80,5
67 7965 |Yan-UyHp-Man x HOaHuH 4,33 6,43 67,4
68 7966 |Yan-YyHb-Man X HOaHuH 4,82 6,18 77,9
CpenHue 4,19 6,69 62,6
HCP, 0,62 1,00
Table 1
Rice yield in drought and under normal conditions, Proletarsk, Rostov region, 2020-2021
Num-
No. | berof Name of variety, sample Yield, Vha
sample Test (T) Control (C) Ratio T/C, %

1 Akustik 4.42 7.76 56.9
2 Argamak 6.10 8.73 69.8
3 Boyarin 4.50 6.47 69.6
4 Virasan 4.41 6.28 70.3
5 Kontakt 4.50 6.62 68.0
6 Piruet 4.57 9.45 48.3
7 Yuzhanin 3.82 7.07 54.0
8 8062 | Sukhodol 4.89 7.52 65.0
9 8208 | Stalingradskiy 4.87 6.75 72.1
10 8154 | Volgogradskiy 4.15 6.23 66.6
11 552 | An-Yun-Kho (China) 4.40 4.91 89.6
12 548 | Din-Syan (China) 4.37 5.47 79.9
13 546 | Zolotye vskhody 4.27 4.97 85.9
14 547 | Kontro (China) 4.36 5.54 78.8
15 553 | Malovodotrebovatel'nyy (Uzbekistan) 4.15 4.53 91.6
16 550 | Khun-Mo (China) 3.43 5.09 67.3
17 551 | Chan-Chun-Man (China) 4.89 5.45 89.7
18 7978 | (Lampo x Virazh) x Boyarin 3.32 5.14 64.7
19 7981 | (Sukhodol x Boyarin) x Boyarin 4.49 7.02 64.0
20 7926 | (Chan-Chun’-Man X Boyarin) x Kuboyar 4.52 7.05 64.1
21 7927 | (Chan-Chun’-Man x Boyarin) x Kuboyar 4.79 7.21 66.3
22 7928 | (Chan-Chun’-Man % Boyarin) * Kuboyar 3.96 7.45 53.2
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23 8032 | Volgogradskiy x Magnat 3.22 7.37 43.6
24 7949 | Din Syan % Boyarin 4.30 6.92 62.1
25 7950 | Din Syan x Kuboyar 4.00 5.93 67.4
26 7851 |ZULK 1 (drought, 1) 3.53 5.63 62.6
27 7852 |ZULK 2 (drought, 2) 4.42 5.51 80.1
28 7853 |ZULK 3 (drought, 3) 4.64 6.92 67.0
29 7854 | ZULK 4 (drought) 2.82 6.77 41.6
30 7857 |ZULK 5 (drought) 3.83 5.44 70.4
31 7858 | ZULK 6 (drought, type Boyarin) 4.40 5.25 83.8
32 6551 |ZULK 7 (drought, Krasnodar) 3.52 6.92 50.9
33 7774 | ZULK 8 (drought, Krasnodar) 4.90 7.34 66.7
34 7776 | ZULK 9 (drought, Krasnodar) 4.30 6.51 66.0
35 7856 | ZULK 10 (drought, Krasnodar) 4.44 6.17 71.9
36 7971 |ZULK 11 (drought, Krasnodar) 3.42 7.13 47.9
37 7826 | ZULK 12 (barbate) 3.91 8.71 44.9
38 7775 | ZULK 13 (drought, black grain) 2.95 6.76 43.6
39 7855 |ZULK 14 (drought, black grain) 3.25 5.90 55.1
40 8224 |ZULK 15 (drought, black grain) 3.90 5.31 73.4
41 7953 | Komandor * An-Yun-Kho 4.18 7.82 53.5
42 7954 | Komandor x Zolotye vskhody 4.05 6.09 66.5
43 7952 | Komandor x Malovodotrebovatel nyy 4.85 6.90 70.3
44 7955 | Komandor x Khun-Mo 4.38 6.22 70.4
45 7968 | Komandor x Chan-Chun’-Man 4.17 5.93 70.3
46 7969 | Komandor x Chan-Chun’-Man 4.22 6.54 64.5
47 7970 | Komandor x Chan-Chun’-Man 5.24 7.14 73.4
48 7958 | Kontro x Boyarin 4.05 7.04 57.6
49 8646 | Kontro x Kuboyar 4.53 8.91 50.8
50 7844 | Razdol'nyy X Sukhodol’nyy 3.56 6.39 55.7
51 6284 | Skoms belyy x Kuban’3 3.51 6.10 57.6
52 7791 | Skoms belyy x Kuban’3 2.65 6.35 41.7
53 7793 | Skoms belyy x Kuban’3 3.31 6.40 51.8
54 7967 | Skoms belyy x Kuban’3 4.44 6.44 68.9
55 6465 | Sukhodol x Boyarin 3.15 7.03 44.8
56 7970 | Sukhodol’nyy 554 x Kuboyar 4.15 7.05 58.9
57 7972 | Chan-Chun’-Man x Boyarin 3.73 8.10 46.0
58 7973 | Chan-Chun’-Man X Boyarin 4.36 7.42 58.8
59 7974 | Chan-Chun’-Man % Boyarin 4.20 8.17 51.4
60 7975 | Chan-Chun’-Man % Boyarin 4.35 7.04 61.8
61 7976 | Chan-Chun’-Man X Boyarin 4.72 7.54 62.6
62 5703 | Chan-Chun’-Man X Boyarin 3.90 7.71 50.6
63 7972 | Chan-Chun’-Man x Kuboyar 4.16 7.47 55.7
64 6472 | Chan-Chun’-Man x Razdol'nyy 4.60 7.30 63.0
65 7977 | Chan-Chun’-Man * Razdol'nyy 4.72 7.06 66.9
66 7979 | Chan-Chun’-Man * Razdol'nyy 5.57 6.91 80.5
67 7965 | Chan-Chun’-Man x Yuzhanin 4.33 6.43 67.4
68 7966 | Chan-Chun’-Man x Yuzhanin 4.82 6.18 77.9

Average 4.19 6.69 62.6

LSD,; 0.62 1.00

W3 Hux Oomee BBICOKYIO ypOXKAWHOCTH B YCIIOBH-
X HEJOCTAaTOYHOTO YBIAKHEHHS chopMmupoBan obpa-
3err 7979 (Yan-Uyns-Man x PasmonbHbI) — 5,57 T/Ta,
octanmpHBIe — OT 4,15 10 4,82 T/ra. DTN 00pa3mBl CKO-
pocHenble, 9TO MO3BOJIET UM PAHO CO3PETh, HCIONb3Ys
MHUHUMAaJIbHOE KOJIMYECTBO BOABI Ui (POPMHUPOBAHUS
ypoxast. [Ipu 3aronneHun ux ypokaiHOCTb HEHAMHOIO
BBIIIE, YTO U OOYCIIOBIMBAET MX BBICOKMH MPOLEHT 3a-
CYyXOyCTOMUYHBOCTH.

Cpenu n3ydeHHOTo Habopa OBLIH BRIIEICHBI 00pa3IIbl
¢ "HebonpmmMm cootHomenrneM O/K, omHako criocoOHBIE
JIaBaTh BBICOKYIO YPOXXKaWHOCTh B 3aCyLUIMBBIX YCIIO-
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BUSIX, 4TO OOYCIJIOBJIEHO WX OMOJIOTHYECKHM ITOTEHIHA-
JIOM MNPOLYKTUBHOCTH. MaKCUMaJbHYIO YpOXKalHOCTb
B YCJIOBHAX 3aCyXH C(OPMHPOBAT HOBBIH COPT CEIEK-
mun AHIL «Jlorckoit» Apramak — 6,10 1/ra. OgHako Ha
KOHTPOJIE €ro ypOXKaHOCTh ObLIAa 3HAYMTEIBHO BBIIIE
(8,73 1/r), moatomy cootHomenne O/K cHU3MIOCH 10
69,8 %. DTOT COPT MOKHO PEKOMEHOBATh AJISI IIHPOKO-
TO BBIPAIMBAHMS HE TOJHKO Ha PHCOBBIX YEKAX, HO U B
GorapHBIX yCIOBHUSIX Ha IEpHOANYECcKOM opomenun. He-
IUIOXYI0 YPOXaWHOCTb 3€pHA B ONBITE MTOKA3aJIH TaKXKe
cenekuroHHbIe 00pa3isl: 7970 (Komanmop x Yan-UyHb-
Man) — 5,24 1/ra, 3YJIK 8 — 4,90 1/ra.
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HanGosnpiryro yposkaiiHOCTh Ha KOHTPOJIE ITOKa3all
copt ITupyat — 9,45 1/ra, ogHako B ombITe OHA ObLIA B
2 pasa mensb1ue (4,57 1/ra), 4TO CBUIETEIBCTBYET O €TI0
HU3KOH 3acyxoycroiunBoctu (48,3 %).

Mununmansras BenuunHa O/K okasanack y coproo-
6pasnoB 3YJIK 4 (41,6 %) 3VJIK 13 (43,6 %), u 3YJIK
12 (44,9 %). Otn kpacHOmapckue o0pa3Ibl LIBEIU U CO-
3peBal 3HAUYUTENIBHO IIOKE, YTO OBUIO O0YCIOBICHO
KaK TeHOTHUIIAMH, TaK ¥ BIMSHHUEM 3aCyXH, TOPMO3SIIEH
Pa3BUTHE U MOBBIIAIOIIECH CTEPUIBHOCTH KOJIOCKOB. [1o-
9TOMY B CYXOIOJBHBIX YCIOBHSX PaHHECHeIble (OPMBI
MPENIOYTHTEIbHEE BHIPAIIUBATD, YEM CPEIIHE- U IT03THE-
creJble.

Koppemsiuusa ypoxxaliHOCTH NpH 3acyXe C ypoxaii-
HOCTBIO TP 3aTOIJICHUH OblIa ci1aboi MOJIOKUTENEHON
(r=0,23+0,01), c ux coorHonrenuem O/K Obu1a cpeqHen
nonoxuressHo (1 = 0,59 + 0,01), a cBsI3b yporkaitHOCTH
IIPY 3aTOIUICHHUH C 3aCyX0yCTOHYMBOCTBIO — CPEAHEH 0T-
punarensHo# (r =-0,64 +0,01).

PerpeccuoHHasi 3aBHCHMOCTb 3aCyXOYCTOHYMBOCTH
OT YPOJKaHHOCTH puca IPH 3aCyXe MOKa3bIBACT MOJIOKH-
TeNbHYI0 JUHaMuKy y = 15,7 + 11,5, npu 3ToM oTHOCH-
TEJIFHO BBICOKasl ypokailHOCTH (Oosiee 5,5 T/ra) mMoxer
ObITh Kak rpu BeIcokux 3HaueHHIX O/K (80 %), tak u
npu cpeanux (70 %) (puc. 2).

Yield during flooding, t’ha
Fig. 3. Regression dependence of rice drought resistance on its
yield during flooding

PerpeccuonHas 3aBHCHMOCTB 3aCyXOyCTOMUMBOCTHU
0T ypOXKaifHOCTH pHca IPH 3aTOINICHNH, HA000POT, IoKa-
3aja OTpUIAaTeIbHy0 AuHaMuKy y = 115,1 — 7,7 (puc. 3).
MakcumapHas 3aCyX0yCTOWYNBOCTh OblIa Y HU3KOIIPO-
JIYKTHUBHBIX CKOPOCIIEIIBIX MAaHBWKYPCKHX 00pa3IioB, KO-
TOpBIE K TOMY K€ UMENIH CKIOHHOCTb K MOJIETaHUIO.

MuHMMaNbHY0 3aCyXOyCTOMYMBOCTb MOKAa3aJld BBI-
cokonpoayKTHBHBIN copT ITupyat, obpasusr 8646 (Kon-
Tpo x Kybosip), 3YJIK 12 u dopmsl co cpeaneit npomyk-
tuBHOCThIO 3YJIK 4, 3VJIK 13, 8032 (Bonrorpaackuii x
Marsnar). Takum 00pa3oM, MOBBIIIEHUE 3aCyXOYCTOHYH-
BOCTH MOXKET BKJIFOYaTh OTOOP pacTeHUH, y KOTOPBIX ObI-
CTPO HPOXOAAT Bce (ha3bl pa3BUTHSL, OHAKO ITO CHIDKAET
IMPOLYKTUBHOCTb.

Odcy:xknenue u BbiBoAbI (Discussion and Conclusion)

B npouecce nccnenoBannii ObIIO YCTaHOBJIEHO, YTO
MEXaHHU3Mbl YCTOHUUBOCTHU K HEJOCTaTOUHOMY YBJIaXKHE-
HUIO ¥ (POPMHUPOBAHHE YPOXKAWHOCTH 3epHA pHUCA MOTYT
OBITH COBEPIICHHO pa3HbIMU. [loaTOMY HE0OX0ANMO OI1-
TUMAaJIbHOE COYETAHUE BCEX COCTABJISIIOIIUX ITOr0 CBOM-
CTBa pacTeHUH puca.

MaxkcuManbHyH0 ypOXKailHOCTb B 3aCyIUIUBBIX yCIIO-
BUsIX copmupoBanu copra Apramak — 6,10 t/ra, 7970
(Komangop x Yan-Uyns-Man) — 5,24 1/ra, 3VJIK 8 —
4,90 1/ra, Cyxonorn — 4,89 1/ra, 7979 (Uan-UyHp-MaH X
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PazmonpabIf) — 5,57 1/ra, Yan-Yyns-Man — 4,89 t1/ra.
IIpu 5TOM TIepBBIC YETHIPE WMENH BBICOKHI MOTCHIIAAT
MIPOXYKTUBHOCTH ¥ HA 3aTOIUICHUH, a TOCJICTHHE JIBa
JUIIF HEMHOTO TPEBBIIIANN TAaKOBOW INPH 3acyxe, 4To
BBIPA3WJIOCh B IIOBBIIIEHHOW 3aCyXOyCTOMYMBOCTH I10
rokazareinto cootHomenust O/K.

Konnmekmmonusle 00pasiel, Takue Kak MajoBomo-
TpeboBarensHbIil (Y30ekuctan), AH-IOH-Xo (Kwurait),
¢ BeicoknM Tokazarenem O/K (89,7-91,6 %), necmoTps
Ha BBICOKYIO YCTOMYMBOCTH K AC(UIUTY BIAaru, MOTYT

-rpapnmﬁ BeCTHHK Ypama Ne 01 (216), 2022 1.

KaueCTBE NCTOYHUKOB MJIM JIOHOPOB IIPH CO3/1aHUHN Oosee
MIPOIYKTHBHBIX CTPECCOYCTONYNBBIX COPTOB PHUCA.

B pe3ynbrate npOoBEAECHHBIX UCCIECAOBAHUN M3 KOM-
TIekTa 68 copToB M 00pPa3OB BBIICIECHBI (POPMBI, TOJIC-
paHTHbBIE K HEAOCTATKY BIArd, KOTOPbIE MOKHO KYJIBTH-
BUPOBaTh B OOTapHBIX XO3AHCTBaX C MCIHOJIB30BAHHEM
Pa3IUYHBIX CHCTEM MEPHOJMUYECKOTO OpPOIICHUs. 3aTpa-
TBI TIOJIMBHOM BOABI OyIyT MPH 3TOM HA MOPSIIOK HUKE,
YeM B YeKax IPH 3aTOIJICHUH ¢ 00CCIIeueHHEM MPOTOd-
HOCTH BOJIbI B TEUECHHUE BETETAI[IOHHOTO TIEPHOAA.

OBITh UCITOJIB30BaHBI B CEJICKIMUOHHOM IIPOLECCE JINIIb B
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Abstract. Of the various abiotic stresses, the most important limitation of rice production in many countries is drought
or water scarcity. The aim of the study is to study collection, hybrid and breeding varieties and samples of rice for
tolerance to prolonged soil and air drought, to select drought-resistant forms for breeding new varieties. Methods.
The objects of research — 68 varieties and samples of dry land rice were cultivated in irrigated and flooded areas (Pro-
letarsk, Rostov region) in three repetitions. Plot area — 10 m?, seeding rate — 500 seeds/m?. Irrigation was carried out
by the release of water from the irrigation canal after sowing on May 10 with a layer of 10 cm and during the growth
period with complete drying of the soil surface. The degree of drought resistance was determined by the ratio of the
value of the trait in the test to that in the control (T/C). Scientific novelty. The different degrees of drought resistance
of rice samples were determined by the ratio of grain productivity under conditions of water deficit and sufficient
water supply, new regularities were revealed. Results. It was found that varieties and samples during drought and
flooding formed different grain yields, which, with a moisture deficit, averaged 63.7 % of the norm. The correlation
between the yield during drought and the yield upon flooding was weak positive (» = 0.23 £ 0.01), with their T/C ra-
tio — average positive (r=0.59 + 0.01), and the relationship between the yield upon flooding and drought resistance —
medium negative (r =—-0.64 = 0.01). 10 cultivars and samples with a degree of drought tolerance of more than 75 %
were identified, such as An-Yun-Ho, Chan-Chun’-Man, Zolotye vskhody, Malovodorebovatelnyy, ZULK 2, ZULK
6, in which the ratio of yield under dry and normal conditions ranged from 77, 9 to 91.6 %. The maximum yield in
drought conditions was formed by a new selection variety of the ARC “Donskoy” Argamak — 6.10 t/ha and selection
samples: 7970 (Komandor x Chan-Chun’-Man) — 5.24 t/ha, ZULK 8 —4.90 t/ha.

Keywords: rice, variety, sample, source, dry land, drought resistance, periodic irrigation, yield.
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