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Annomayusn. leap ucciieoBaHnsl — BBIJICIUTH 3aCyXOyCTOHUMBBIE COpTa Ha OCHOBE M3yUSHHMs MOKazaresei
BOJIHOTO PEXKHMMa CIMBBI PA3HOTO TeHETHYECKOTO TPOUCXOKAeHHS. MeToabl. 3aCyX0yCTOHUMBOCTD H3y4alld METO-
JoM 00e3BokrBaHus. Pe3yabraThl. B pesynbrare npoBeeHHbBIX HCCIICOBAaHUI BBISIBUIIN, YTO METEOYCIIOBHUS OKa-
3aJIM CYIIECTBEHHOE BIMSHME HA TOJUYHYIO M MECSYHYIO AMHAMUKY OBOJHEHHOCTH JIICTOBOTO arapara CopToB
cnuBkbl. Tak, B 6onee cyxoit 2023 T. ypoBEeHb OBOJHEHHOCTH JINCTHEB N3yYaeMbIX COPTOB CIIMBBI ObLIT HIKE, YEM B
2022 r., Ha 8,2 % B utoHe, Ha 6,4 % B urosne u Ha 3,8 % B aBrycre. Tem He MeHee Y OOJIBIIMHCTBA COPTOB COXPaHsI-
€TCsl CpeTHUI YpOBEHb OBOAHEHHOCTH JiucTheB OT 60,0 10 70,0 %. UccnenoBanus mokazanu, YTO METEOYCIOBUS
TaKKe CYIIECTBEHHO BIMSJIM Ha BEINYMHY BOJHOTO JeduuuTa (BJ]) mMcTheB COPTOB CIMBHI B TEUSHUE BETETALH.
[Tpu sToM ormerwin Hu3kuit BJ] nmucteeB y copros ek, KybaHckast komera, Benrepka 3apeunasi, Benrepka Geno-
pycckasi, 3oioToe pyHo, EBpasus 21, Stanley, Opnosckas meura, DJIC 18473, Cysenup Bocroka, CkoporutonHast
n Hexenka. B ycnoBusix 4-uacoBoro o0e3BokMBaHUsI copta ciauBbl Berpass n OpiioBckast MeuTa nokasaiium oosee
CTaOMIIbHO HM3KHE [TO0Ka3aTeNn BOJHOTrO neduiura aucthes. [Tpn aTom copt OpiioBckas MedTa XapaKTepH30Bajcs
BBICOKOH BoztoyiepkuBatoieil cnocoonoctsio (BYC) nucteeB. Ha Benmnunny BYC copToB ciBbI BiUsuT BO3pacT
JIUCTBEB, T. K., COINIACHO PE3yJIbTaTaM MCCIIE0BaHUM, MOJIO/IbIC JIMCThS ATOH KYJIBTYPBI B OOJIbILICH CTEIICHH yaep-
YKMBAJIM BOJYy BO BpeMs 4-4acoBOro o0e3BoXkuBaHMs1, yeM crapeie. Hayunasi HoBu3zHa. B pesynbrare nzydenus
ToKazaTesell BOJHOIO PeKMMa BBLICIMIN 3aCyX0yCTOHUUBBIN copT Prunus salicina OpnoBckasi Meuta Ha (oHe
TTOHM)KEHHOTO BOJTHOTO JIe(hUIIMTa U MAaKCUMaJILHOM BOJOYIEPIKUBAIOLIEH CITIOCOOHOCTH JINCTOBOTO arapara.
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Abstract. The purpose of this research was to identify drought-resistant plum varieties based on the investigation
of water regime indicators in plum varieties of different genetic origins. Methods. Drought resistance was studied
using the dehydration method. Results. The conducted research revealed that meteorological conditions had a sig-
nificant impact on the annual and monthly dynamics of the leaf water content in plum varieties. In the drier year of
2023, the leaf water content of the studied plum varieties was 8.2 % lower in June, 6.4 % lower in July, and 3.8 %
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lower in August compared to 2022. Nevertheless, most varieties maintained an average leaf water content level
ranging from 60.0 % to 70.0 %. The research also showed that meteorological conditions significantly influenced
the water deficit (WD) in the leaves of plum varieties throughout the growing season. Notably, low leaf WD was
observed in the varieties Gek, Kubanskaya Kometa, Vengerka Zarechnaya, Vengerka Belorusskaya, Zolotoe Runo,
Evraziya 21, Stanley, Orlovskaya Mechta, ELS 18473, Suvenir Vostoka, Skoroplodnaya, and Nezhenka. Under
the conditions of a 4-hour dehydration period, the plum varieties Vetraz and Orlovskaya Mechta showed more
consistently low water deficit indicators. Furthermore, the Orlovskaya Mechta variety was characterized by high
leaf water retention capacity (WRC). The WRC of plum varieties was influenced by leaf age, as the study results
indicated that younger leaves of this crop retained water more effectively during the 4-hour dehydration period
compared to older leaves. Scientific novelty. The study the indicators of the water regime, a drought-resistant va-
riety of Prunus salicina Orlovskaya Mechta was identified against the background of reduced water scarcity and
maximum water retention capacity of the leaf apparatus.
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IocTranoBka npodaemsbl ((Introduction)

CrnmBa — 1ieHHas KOCTOYKOBast Kynsrypa [1; 2]. Ona
BEIpAIMBAcTCsA HE TOJNBKO B Poccnu, HO M MO Bcemy
mupy [3-5].

B nacrosee Bpemst c(hopMHPOBAH COPTUMEHT CITH-
BBL. [Ipn 3TOM HE BCe ee copTa JOCTAaTOYHO aANTHBHBI,
M03TOMY HEOOXOIMMO H3y4YEHHE MX YCTOMYMBOCTH HE
TOJIBKO K TAKUM (paKTOpaM, Kak MOPO3bI, BECCHHHE 3aMO-
PO3KH, HO ¥ K TAKHM, KaK 3aCyXa, BBICOKHE TEMITEPaTypbI
netoM [6]. IMEHHO 3TH CTpecCOpHI ONPENEIISIOT BO MHO-
TOM NIPOAYKTUBHOCTD, PETYISIPHOCTH TUIOIOHOIICHUS U
KaueCcTBO TUIOIOB Y PA3NIMYHBIX COPTOB CIMBHI [7—11].

OkcrpeManbHas 3acyxa B LlenTpanpHoii Poccun B
2010 romy BBI3BaJa MOJIHYIO TOTEPIO ypoXKast y OOIb-
IIMHCTBA COPTOB IUIOAOBBIX KylbTyp. Ilo Temmepa-
TypHOMY © BomHOMY pexknmy B 2010 romy Obuim 00-
CJICIOBAaHBl HACAXK/ICHHS TUIONOBBIX KYIBTYP BO BCEX
CaJI0BOIYECKUX XO03siicTBax TamMOOBCKOM 00yacTH, a
TaKxke B Xo3siicTBax Jluneuxoii, Boponexckoii u Boi-
rorpajckoit obmacreil. Hacaxknenus 6e3 crarmoHapHO-
TO TIOJIMBAa MMEHM MEJIKHE JIUCThSI O€3 Typropa, CBET-
JIOH OKpacK, calblif IPUPOCT, OCHOBHAS 3aBS3b ObLIA
cOpormerHa, a ocTaBIIAecs TUTOABI HEAOPa3BUTH [12].
B OprmoBckoit obmacti mocie 3acynumBoro jeta 2010
rofia KOCTOYKOBBIC KyIbTyphl yruta B 3umy 2010/2011
rofa TJIOXO MOATOTOBICHHBIMH, YTO HETATUBHO CKa3a-
JIOCh Ha 3UMOCTOMKOCTH IIBETKOBBIX 1ovek [13]. B cBs-
3W C 3TUM HCCIIEI0BAHUS 3aCyXOyCTOWINBOCTH CIUBBI
COXPAHSIOT CBOIO AKTYaJIbHOCTb.

Lenp nccnenoBaHusi — BBIAEIUTH 3aCyXOyCTOMUHU-
BbIE COpPTa CIMBBI HA OCHOBE M3YyUCHHMS ITOKa3aTeleh
BOJJHOTO PEXNMA.

MeTtonoaorus u Metoabl ucciaenopanus (Methods)

UccrnenoBarms mposeny B 2022-2023 rogax Ha 6aze
naboparopuil (PU3UOIOTHH YCTOWIMBOCTH TUIOTOBBIX
pacTeHMH M ydacTKax MEPBUYHOTO COPTOU3YUECHUS KO-
ctoukoBbIX KyiasTyp BHUMCIIK. IToka3arenn BomHO-
TO PEXXHUMa OTIPECIIUTH 110 METOIMKE, pa3padoTaHHON

BHUUTuCIIP um. Muuypuna [14]. [IpoOsl nucteeB
Opanu B CyXyIo JKapKylo IIOTO/ly B yTPEHHHE Yachl. 3a-
CYXOYCTOMYMBOCTb yCTaHaBJIMBAIU METOJIOM 00€3BO-
’KMBaHMs B JIByKPAaTHOI TIOBTOPHOCTH I10 TPH JIUCTA B
KaXJI0M, ATUTETBHOCTE — 4 4 pu Temneparype 24 °C.
Juddepenunanys coproB 1o rpynmnam yCTOHIYHMBOCTH
K 3aCyxe IIPOBEJIM corTacHo Imkaje [15] (tabmuma 1).

3a rozpl UCCIIEOBAHNH B IETHUI MTEPHUO]] OTMETHIIN
HEpaBHOMEPHOE pacIpeesiCHIe TeMIIEpaTyphl U 0Ca-
KoB (puc. 1).

Craructuueckyto 00paboTKy pe3ysibTaToB BBIIIOJI-
HUJIM METOAOM AucnepcuonHoro ananmmza (ANOVA) ¢
UCIIONIb30BaHKeEM nporpammHoro nakera MS Excel.

Pesyabrarsl (Results)

CrerneHb OBOAHEHHOCTH PACTEHUI SIBIISIETCS] OJJHUM
13 CYLIECTBEHHBIX MOKa3aTeJel MX BOIHOTO PEXHMA.
OmnpeneneHne coaepKaHus BOABI B IUCTHAX JA€T BO3-
MOYKHOCTB BBISICHUTB JKOJIOTO-(DU3HOIOTHUECKUE 0CO-
OEHHOCTH pacTeHU, BCKPBITh MEXaHU3MBbI UX aJarTa-
IIUH K YCIOBHUAM cpensbl [16].

CormnacHO AaHHBIM TaOIHIEI 2, METEOYCIOBHUS OKa-
3aJli CYIIECTBEHHOE BJIMSHUE HAa TOJUYHYIO U MeCsd-
HYIO0 JIMHAMHUKY OBOJIHEHHOCTH JINCTOBOIO arrapara
copToB ciuBHL. Tak, B 6onee cyxoit 2023 ron ypoBeHb
OBOJTHEHHOCTH JIHCTHEB M3y4aeMbIX COPTOB CJIMBBI ObLI
Huxe, ueM B 2022 roxy, Ha 8,2 % B uioHe, Ha 6,4 % B
utone u Ha 3,8 % B aBrycre. OHaKo, HECMOTPsI Ha CHH-
JKEHHE 3HAYCHHUs] 3TOrO IOKa3aressi, y OOJNbIIMHCTBA
COPTOB COXpaHSIETCs CPETHUN YPOBEHb OBOJHEHHOCTH
muctheB oT 60,0 1o 70,0 % B TeueHHe BCcel BereTaluu.
K Tomy ke oTMeueHa TeHJICHIUS] CHUKEHHS OBOJHEH-
HOCTH TKaHEH JIMCThEB y BCEX COPTOB CIIMBBI K KOHILY
BEreTaluy He3aBUCUMO OT TPOUCXOXKICHHS, YTO CBSI-
3aHO C MHTEHCUBHBIM OTTOKOM BOJIbI U3 JIUCTHEB K ILIO-
JlaM ¥ C BO3PACTHBIM COCTOSIHHEM JINCThEB. M3BeCTHO,
YTO TKaHH CTapbIX JINCThEB PACTCHUI MEHbIIE OBOJ-
HEHHBI, YEM MOJIOIbIC.
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Tabmuua 1

Ilxama mapaMeTpPOB BOJHOIO PeXKIIMa TUCTbEB A/ CPAaBHUTENIbHOIT OLIeHKH 3aCyX0YCTOYNBOCTH COPTOB

YcioBus oneHKH TlapaMeTphI BOTHOTO pesKuMa CreneHb yCTOHYMBOCTH
Boicokasi |Cpennssi| Huszkas
IlepBonayanbHOE COCTOAHHE BOTHOTO OBOHEHHOCTH TKaHeH, %o 70-90 60-70 | 50-60
pexHMa Bonsbiit xeduumt, % 0-10 | 10-20 | 20-30
Tocre 4 4acoB 3apsams CHmKeHne OBOTHESHHOCTH, % 0-10 10-20 > 20
Bospacranue BogHoro neduimra, % 0-20 20-30 > 30
Table 1

A scale of parameters of the water regime of leaves for a comparative assessment of drought resistance of varieties

Evaluation conditions Water recime parameters Degree of stability
stmep High | Medium | Low
The initial state of the water regime Hydration of tissues, % 70-90 60-70 | 50-60
Water deficit, % 0-10 10-20 | 20-30
o Reduction of hydration, % 0-10 10-20 > 20
After 4 hours of wilting Increasing water scarcity, % 0-20 20-30 > 30

Henocrarok Biaru B Io4BE M BO3LyXE HApyLIAeT
BOIO0OOMEH y pacreHuit. CHMKEHHE OBOJHEHHOCTHU
TKaHEW M3MEHSET COCTOSIHUE 6I/IOKOJ'IJ'IOI/I)IOB, 4TO Ipu-
BOJUT K MOBPEKJICHUIO TOHKON CTPYKTYpbl IPOTOILIA-
CTa, CYIIECTBCHHBIM CABHUI'aM B COCTOSHUHN U ACATECIIb-
HOCTHU BCEX q)epMeHTHI)IX CHUCTEM H, KaK CJICIACTBUC, K
HapyIICHUIO 0OMEHa BEIIECTB B PACTCHUAX. YMEHBIIIE-
HUC COACPIKAHUA BOAbI B PACTCHUU BBIZBIBACT PE3KOC
IIagaHue HNHTCHCUBHOCTH (bOTOCI/IHTe?:a N CHUIXCHUC
SHepreTuuecKkoit apdexkTuBHOCTH IbIXanus [16].

[To pe3ynpraTram HaIIKMX UCCIIEAOBAHUN METEOYCIIO-
BUA TAKXKEC OKa3ajn CYHICCTBCHHOC BJIIMAHHUE HA BCIIU-
YUHY Bﬂ JIMCTBEB COPTOB CJIMBBI B TCUCHUC BEICTAIUN
(tabmuma 3). HambGonpmuii ypoBeHs BJl mmctoBoro
ammapara CIMBBI OTMETHJIHM B HIOHE H3-3a 3aCyLUIH-
BBIX YCIOBUH 3TOro mecsia. [Ipu 3ToM BbIsIBUIN Cy-
INECTBCHHBIC pPa3JINYUsd MEKIAY HU3YyYaCMbIMU COpTa-
MHU. TaK, B MIOHE BBISBUJIA MHHUMAaJIbHBIN YPOBEHb
B/l nmucteeB (ot 8,0 10 10,6 %) y ciieayoomux copToB
ciuBel: 3o0To€ pyHO, EBpasus 21, Stanley u Opros-
CKas MeuTa. B urone npu yinydieHuy yCclIoBUH BIIaroo-
OecricucHus pacteHuit BJ] MUCThEB CHIKAETCS Y BCEX
COPTOB HE3aBUCHUMO OT mpoucxoxaeHus. Huzkuit B/]
JINCTBEB OTMETUIM y copToB Berpasp, Benrepka 3a-
peunas, Benrepka 6enopycckas, 3o00Toe pyHo, EBpa-
3us 21, Stanley, OpnoBckast meura, CyBenup BocToka,
Cxoporutonnas u Hexenka. Ha camxenue B]l nucteeB
COpTOB CcIUBHI B aBrycte 2022 rona, mo-BUINMOMY, I0-
BJIIMAJIO BBICOKOC€ KOJIMYECTBO BbIIIABHINX OCAJKOB B
MpeanecTByomeM Mecsie (puc. 1), Toraa kak B UIOie
2023 roza 0caikoB BBINIAIO MEHBIIIE HOPMBI Ha 12,4 MM
(puc. 1), ypoBens B/l nucTheB CIUBBI MPEBBICKI B 2,8
pasza 3TOT ToOKaszarelb MpoIuIoro roaa. TakuMm oOpa-
30M, COTJIACHO IBYXJICTHUM HaOIOACHUSIM, OTMETHIN
nuskuid BJ[ mucteeB y coptoB I'ek, Kybanckas komera,
Benrepka 3apeunasi, Benrepka Genopycckas, 3o10Toe
pyHo, EBpasusi 21, Stanley, Opnosckast meura, DJIC
18473, Cysenup Boctoxka, Crxoporionnas u Hexxenka.

ITocne 4 yacoB 00€3BOKMBAHUS OTMETHIIM CYIIIE-
CTBCHHOC pa3IM4Yhe MEXIy COPTaMH MO BEIUYHHE
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B/l nuctbeB, KOTOPBII MOBBILLIAICS B PA3HOM CTEIICHHU.
B 6onpmeii crenenu (Ha 20,2 % u 20,5 %) B/l aucteeB
MOBBICHIICSI Y COPTOB CIIUBBI 30510T0€ pyHO U Hexen-
Ka, Y OCTaJIbHBIX COPTOB ATOT IOKa3arelib BO3pacTall B
npenenax ot 7,4 no 18,3 %. B utone B/ nuctheB cim-
BBI noBBICHIICS Ha 6,0 % 1o cpaBHeHUIO ¢ utoHeM. [Ipu
3TOM MUHHMMAJIbHBIM YpOBeHb NOBbILIEHUS B/l n1cTheB
(ot 13,1 mo 19,8 %) ormerwnm y coproB Acajona,
Berpasp, I'ek, Kybanckas komera, Stanley, CyBenup
Bocroka, DJIC 18473, OpnoBckas meuta, Hexenka.
Y copra 3o50T0€ pyHO MOCC 4 4acOB 00C3BOKUBAHUS
JaHHBIM MOKa3aTeib BEIpOC Ha 35 %, y IpyTHUX COpTOB
(Benrepka 6enopycckas, Benrepka 3apeunas, 3mato
ckudos, EBpazust 21, CkoporuioiHast) yBeIUUUIICS Ha
21,2-29,8 %. B aBrycte BJl nucTheB M3ydaeMbIX CO-
PTOB CIMBBI OBLIT BBIIIE COOTBETCTBEHHO HA 10,5 % m
4,3 % 1o cpaBHEHHUIO C HioHeM M uioneM. K tomy xe
YpOBEHb 3TOTrO MapaMeTpa MOBBICHICS Oojiee yeM Ha
20,0 % y 6onpmrHCTBA COPTOB. MUHHMAIHHOE TIOBBI-
menne ot 16,7 no 19,8 % storo mokaszarens npu oode-
3BOKMBAaHUHM BBIIBIIIN y copToB Berpass, EBpasus 21,
Benrepka 3apeunas u OpioBckas meura (tabnuna 4).
Takum 00pa3oM, COIACHO pe3yNbTaTaM HalluX Uccie-
JIOBaHMH, B YCIIOBUSIX OOE3BOXKHMBAHHMSI COPTa CIIUBBI
Berpass u OpnoBckas MeduTa rmokasanu 6onee cTabuib-
HO HM3KHE [TO0Ka3aTeIH BOAHOTO Je(HIUTA JINCTHEB.

B perynupoBanuu BogHOro 0OMEHa pacTeHHUil 3Ha-
YHUTENIBHYIO POJIb UTPAIOT BOAOYACPIKHBAIOIIUE CHIIBI,
00yCIIOBJIEHHbBIC B OCHOBHOM COJICPIKaHHUEM B KJIETKAaX
OCMOTHYECKH aKTUBHBIX BEUIECTB U CIIOCOOHOCTBIO
KOJUTOUIOB K HaOyxaHuto [16].

Tak, B nrone nocie 4 yacoB 00e3BOKHUBaHUs Hau-
Oonpiiel BopoynepkuBatomeit ciocooHoctrio (BYC)
JUCTHEB XapaKTepPU30BIUCh TeHoTurbl EBpazus 21,
Benrepka 3apeunas, Benrepka Genopycckas, Stanley,
Oprnosckast meuta, Crkoporuiognas. [To jaHasM Tabmm-
16l 4 BUAHO, uTO B utosie BYC nucTheB y n3ydaeMbIxX
COPTOB MOHMXKaeTcs Ha 6,3 % 10 CPaBHEHHUIO C HIOHEM.
IIpu »TomM Gonee BeicokmMHM Tokazarensmu BYC xa-
paxTepu3oBainch copta Berpass, EBpasus 21, 3maro
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ckudos, Kybanckas komera, Stanley u OprioBckasi meu-
ta. B aBrycre HaOmionanu panpHelliee CHUKEHHUE Ha
18,9 % BYC nuctheB y CIUBBI 10 CPABHEHUIO C HIOJIEM.
W B pesynbrare B aBrycre Tojbpko oquH copt Opiios-
CKasl MeuTa XapakTepusoBaics Beicokoil BYC nucteeB
(tabmuma 5). CrneayeT OTMETHTh, YTO HAa BEIMYUHY
BYC coptoB cnuBbI BIMAT BO3PACT JHUCTHEB, T. K., CO-
[JIACHO pe3yJibTaTaM HMCCIIEOBaHUH, MOJIO/IbIC JINCThS
9TOH KyJIBTYpBI B OOJIbIIECH CTENCHHU YICPIKUBAIH BOILY
BOBpeMsl 4-4acoBOr0 OOE3BOXKMBAHUSI, YEM CTapble.
B pesynbrare mpoBeNEHHBIX HMCCIIEIOBAaHUN copTa
CJIMBBI OBUIM pacripeieIeHbl Ha IPYIITbl YCTOHYMBOCTH
K 3acyxe (Tabauua 6) coriacHo IIKale napameTpoB Bo-
JTHOTO PeXUMa JIUCThEeB (Tadmuma 1).
Oo6cy:xnenue u BbIBoAbI (Discussion and Conclusion)
[To MHeHHIO psijia aBTOPOB, M3y4YaBIIMX BOAHBIN pe-
JKMM IUIOJIOBBIX PAacTEHHH, K HanboJiee 3HAYNMBIM €ro
M0Ka3aTeNsiM OTHOCSITCS OBOJHEHHOCTb, BOJHBINA Jie-
(GUIUT ¥ BOJOYIEPKUBAIOILYIO crIocoOHOCTH [17—-19].
B pesysbrare npoBeJeHHBIX UCCIEIOBAHUIT BBISIBUIIH,
YTO METEOYCIIOBHUSI OKasalu CYIIECTBEHHOE BIIMSHHE
Ha TOJIMYHYIO U MECSYHYIO JIMHAMHKY OBOIHEHHOCTH
JIMCTOBOTO amrapara coptoB ciuBbl. Tak, B Ooiee cy-
xoit 2023 ron ypoBEHb OBOAHEHHOCTH JIUCTHEB U3yYa-
€MBIX COPTOB CIIMBBI ObLT HIDKE, 4eM B 2022 roxay. Tem
He MeHee y OOJIbIIMHCTBA COPTOB COXPAHSIICS CPETHUN
YPOBEHb OBOJAHEHHOCTH JIUCTHEB B TEUCHHE BErCTALIUH.
HccnenoBanusi 1mokas3aji, YTO METEOYCJIOBHUS TaKkKe

OKa3bIBaJM CYIIECTBEHHOE BIMsSHUE Ha BennuuHy BJ]
JIMCTHEB COPTOB CIIMBBI B TeUEHHE BereTauu. [Ipu arom
orMetmiiu Huskuii BJl nucteeB y coproB ['ek, Kyban-
ckast KomeTa, Benrepka 3apeunas, Benrepka Genopyc-
ckasi, 3omotoe pyHo, EBpasust 21, Stanley, OpnoBckas
meura, JJIC 18473, Cysenup Bocroka, Cxoporuionnas
u Hexenka. B ycnoBusix 4-4acoBoro 00e3BOKHBAHUS
copta cnuBbl Berpasb u OproBckas MeuTa MoKa3aiu
Oosiee cTaOMIILHO HU3KUE [TOKA3aTeIM BOAHOTO Jedu-
nuTa nuctbeB. [Ipu atom copt OproBckas medra xa-
paKTepu30BaJICsl BBICOKOI BOJOYJEP)KUBAIOLICH CIIO-
COOHOCTBIO JINCTBEB B YCIIOBHsIX 00e3BoknBaHus. Ha
BesinunHy BYC copToB CIIMBBI BIHSIIT BO3PACT JIMCTHEB,
T. K., COIJIACHO PE3yJIbTaTaM HMCCIIEJ0BaHUM, MOJIO/IbIC
JICThsI 3TOM KYJIBTYPHI B OOJIbILEH CTENEHH YAEPIKH-
BaJIM BOJY BO BpeMsi 4-4acoBOro 00€3BOXKMBAHMS, YEM
crapble. [lodydeHHbIe JaHHBIE COMIACYIOTCS C PE3YJlb-
TaTaMM HCCIEAOBaHUN apyrux aBTopoB [20]. Taxum
00pazom, B pe3yibTaTe U3yueHus MoKa3aresieil BOJHO-
TO PeXUMa BBLICININ 3aCyX0yCTONUUBBIA COPT Prunus
salicina OpiioBckasi MeyTa Ha (OHE MOHMIKEHHOIO
BOJHOTO Jeuiyra 1 MakCUMaJIbHOW BOIOYAEPKUBA-
IOIIEH CIIOCOOHOCTH JINCTOBOTO anmapara. boibiiH-
CTBO H3YYECHHBIX COPTOB CIIMBBI XapaKTEPU30BAIHCh
CpellHUM ypOBHEM 3acyxoyctoiunBoctu. Huskyro 3a-
CYXOYCTOMYHMBOCTD IMPOSIBUIM COpTa 30JI0TOE PYHO U
Cysenup Boctoka.
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Fig. 1. Meteorological conditions of the summer months for 2022-2023
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Tabmuia 2
OBOJHEHHOCTDb TUCThEB CINMBbI B 1eTHUI nepuop 2022-2023 rr., %
Coprt, B 2022 2023 Cpennee no paxropy B

Acanona 63,0 59,6 61,3
Benrepka Oenopycckas 71,5 62,9 67,2
Benrepka 3apeunast 68,1 63,8 66,0
Betpasn 69,8 60,9 65,4
Iex 68,1 63,4 65,7
EBpazus 21 71,7 65,3 68,5
3nato ckudoB 66,1 66,3 66,2
30510TOC PYHO 68,7 65,8 67,2
Ky6anckas komeTa 66,9 64,3 65,6
Hexenka 70,4 63,7 67,0
OproBckas MeuTa 69,7 62,6 66,2
CxoporuioHast 68,8 65,5 67,1
Stanley 73,6 65,1 69.4
Cysenup Bocroka 69,1 60,0 64,6
DJIC 18473 67,6 66,8 67,2
Cpennee mmo gaxtopy A 68,9 63,7 66,3

HCP A ;= 1,89 HCP B, =5,18 HCP AB,, F¢<FT
Acanona 57,5 57,7 57,6
Benrepka Oenopycckas 67,3 61,0 64,2
Benrepka 3apeunas 66,7 58,2 62,4
Berpasb 62,5 63,7 63,1
Iex 62,9 61,1 62,0
EBpazus 21 70,0 65,8 67,9
3mato ckudos 64,1 60,2 62,2
30510TO€ PYHO 67,4 62,3 64,8
Kybanckas komeTa 63,0 62,5 62,7
Hexenka 65,5 57,2 61,4
OpoBckas MeuTa 66,5 58,8 62,6
CxoporuioaHas 64,9 57,0 61,0
Stanley 65,4 63,0 64,2
Cysennp Boctoka 64,6 61,4 63,0
DJIC 18473 66,4 66,5 66,4
Cpennee mo gaxTopy A 65,0 61,1 63,0

HCP A ;= 0,35 HCP AB,= 1,37
Acanona 59,6 58,6 59,1
Benrepka Oemopycckas 66,8 62,7 64,8
Benrepka 3apeunast 61,8 65,5 63,6
Berpasb 59,6 64,2 61,9
Iex 67,0 62,4 64,7
EBpazus 21 67,3 62,2 64,8
3mato ckudos 65,0 58,6 61,8
30J10TO€ PYHO 64,7 63,5 64,1
Ky6anckast komeTa 61,5 60,3 60,9
Hexenka 63,3 59,5 61,4
OproBckas MeuTa 63,1 58,9 61,0
CKoporutoiHas 65,0 58,6 61,8
Stanley 65,8 66,3 66,0
Cysennp Boctoka 61,8 61,6 61,7
OJIC 18473 63,4 64,2 63,8
Cpennee 63,7 61,4 62,6
1o akTopy A

HCP A ;= 0,99 HCP B =2,72 HCP AB,=3.,85
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Table 2
Hydration of plum leaves in the summer period 2022-2023, %
Variety, B 2022 Yealr, A 2023 The average of the factor B
June
Asaloda 63.0 59.6 61.3
Vengerka Belorusskaya 71.5 62.9 67.2
Vengerka Zarechnaya 68.1 63.8 66.0
Vetraz’ 69.8 60.9 65.4
Gek 68.1 63.4 65.7
Evraziya 21 71.7 65.3 68.5
Zlato Skifov 66.1 66.3 66.2
Zolotoe Runo 68.7 65.8 67.2
Kubanskaya Kometa 66.9 64.3 65.6
Nezhenka 70.4 63.7 67.0
Orlovskaya Mechta 69.7 62.6 66.2
Skoroplodnaya 68.8 65.5 67.1
Stanley 73.6 65.1 69.4
Suvenir Vostoka 69.1 60.0 64.6
ELS 18473 67.6 66.8 67.2
The average of the factor A 68.9 63.7 66.3
LSD A= 1.89 LSD B, =5.18 LSDABOSF/.< F,
July
Asaloda 57.5 57.7 57.6
Vengerka Belorusskaya 67.3 61.0 64.2
Vengerka Zarechnaya 66.7 58.2 62.4
Vetraz’ 62.5 63.7 63.1
Gek 62.9 61.1 62.0
Evraziya 21 70.0 65.8 67.9
Zlato Skifov 64.1 60.2 62.2
Zolotoe Runo 67.4 62.3 64.8
Kubanskaya Kometa 63.0 62.5 62.7
Nezhenka 65.5 57.2 61.4
Orlovskaya Mechta 66.5 58.8 62.6
Skoroplodnaya 64.9 57.0 61.0
Stanley 65.4 63.0 64.2
Suvenir Vostoka 64.6 61.4 63.0
ELS 18473 66.4 66.5 66.4
The average of the factor A 65.0 61.1 63.0
LSD A,;=0.35 LSD B,;=0.97 LSD AB, ;= 1.37
August
Asaloda 59.6 58.6 59.1
Vengerka Belorusskaya 66.8 62.7 64.8
Vengerka Zarechnaya 61.8 65.5 63.6
Vetraz’ 59.6 64.2 61.9
Gek 67.0 62.4 64.7
Evraziya 21 67.3 62.2 64.8
Zlato Skifov 65.0 58.6 61.8
Zolotoe Runo 64.7 63.5 64.1
Kubanskaya Kometa 61.5 60.3 60.9
Nezhenka 63.3 59.5 61.4
Orlovskaya Mechta 63.1 58.9 61.0
Skoroplodnaya 65.0 58.6 61.8
Stanley 65.8 66.3 66.0
Suvenir Vostoka 61.8 61.6 61.7
ELS 18473 63.4 64.2 63.8
The average of the factor A 63.7 61.4 62.6
LSD A,,=0.99 LSDB, =272 LSD AB,;= 3.85
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Tabnuua 3
Bopusliit gepunT TNCTHEB CIUBBI B TeTHUII mepuox 2022-2023 rr., %
Coprt, B 2022 FOI?’ A 2023 Cpennee mo pakropy B

Hionnb
Acanona 12,6 16,1 14,4
Benrepka Oenopycckas 12,7 17,1 14,9
Benrepka 3apeunast 12,6 13,2 12,9
Berpasb 16,6 18,3 17,4
Tex 14,5 12,9 13,7
EBpazus 21 9,3 11,9 10,6
3nato ckudoB 15,3 18,8 17,1
30J10TO€ PYHO 11,1 8,9 10,0
KybaHnckas komera 18,5 16,7 17,6
Hexenka 15,0 7,6 11,3
OpoBckast MeuTa 9.8 11,4 10,6
CxoporutoaHas 15,8 15,8 15,8
Stanley 9,1 6,9 8,0
Cysenup Bocroka 11,5 13,7 12,6
OJIC 18473 13,9 14,2 14,1
Cpennee o gaktopy A 13,2 13,6 13,4

HCP A, F¢< F, HCP B, = 1,53 HCP AB,=2,16

Hioan
Acanona 12,7 17,0 14,8
Benrepka 6enopycckas 8,5 8,3 8,4
Benrepka 3apeunas 8,3 10,0 9,1
Berpasb 7,5 11,0 9.3
Tex 11,3 15,5 13,4
EBpazus 21 7,2 43 5,7
3mato cknudoB 10,9 15,4 13,1
30J10TOC PYHO 7,3 7,0 7,2
Kybanckas komeTa 12,7 13,5 13,1
Hexenka 7,4 7,9 7,6
OprioBcKast MeuTa 4.5 6,8 5,6
CxoporutogHast 5,6 6,3 5,9
Stanley 11,8 7.9 9.9
Cysennp BocToka 8,4 8,1 8,3
DJIC 18473 12,3 12,6 12,4
Cpennee 1o gaktopy A 9,1 10,1 9,6

HCP A ;= 0,87 HCP B,=2,38 HCP AB,= 3,37

ABrycr
Acainona 5,9 19,1 12,5
Benrepka Oenopycckast 2,0 10,4 6.2
Benrepka 3apeunas 3,0 6,9 4.9
Berpasb 4.2 25,1 14,6
Tex 0,7 11,4 6,0
EBpazus 21 33 10,5 6,9
3mato ckudoB 6,1 20,1 13,1
30J10TOC PYHO 3,5 6,8 5,1
Kybanckas komeTa 59 16,0 10,9
Hexenka 6,3 8,5 7.4
OpiioBcKast MeuTa 7,1 9,1 8,1
CxoporutoaHast 32 10,4 6,8
Stanley 8,4 8,7 8,6
Cysennp BocTtoka 3,8 9.4 6,6
DJIC 18473 2,2 9,2 5,7
Cpennee 1o dakropy A 4.4 12,1 8,2

HCP A ,= 0,65 HCP B = 1,77 HCP AB,=2,51
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Table 3
Water deficiency of plum leaves in the summer period 2022-2023, %
Variety, B 2022 Yka‘r, 4 2023 The average of the factor B
June
Asaloda 12.6 16.1 14.4
Vengerka Belorusskaya 12.7 17.1 14.9
Vengerka Zarechnaya 12.6 13.2 12.9
Vetraz’ 16.6 18.3 17.4
Gek 14.5 12.9 13.7
Evraziya 21 9.3 11.9 10.6
Zlato Skifov 15.3 18.8 17.1
Zolotoe Runo 11.1 8.9 10.0
Kubanskaya Kometa 18.5 16.7 17.6
Nezhenka 15.0 7.6 11.3
Orlovskaya Mechta 9.8 114 10.6
Skoroplodnaya 15.8 15.8 15.8
Stanley 9.1 6.9 8.0
Suvenir Vostoka 11.5 13.7 12.6
ELS 18473 13.9 14.2 14.1
The average of the factor A 13.2 13.6 13.4
LSDA, F<F LSD B, = 1.53 LSD AB, = 2.16
July
Asaloda 12.7 17.0 14.8
Vengerka Belorusskaya 8.5 8.3 8.4
Vengerka Zarechnaya 8.3 10.0 9.1
Vetraz’ 7.5 11.0 9.3
Gek 11.3 15.5 13.4
Evraziya 21 7.2 4.3 5.7
Zlato Skifov 10.9 154 13.1
Zolotoe Runo 7.3 7.0 7.2
Kubanskaya Kometa 12.7 13.5 13.1
Nezhenka 7.4 7.9 7.6
Orlovskaya Mechta 4.5 6.8 5.6
Skoroplodnaya 5.6 6.3 5.9
Stanley 11.8 7.9 9.9
Suvenir Vostoka 8.4 8.1 8.3
ELS 18473 12.3 12.6 12.4
The average of the factor A 9.1 10.1 9.6
LSD A,;=0.87 LSD B, = 2.38 LSD AB,;= 3.37
August
Asaloda 5.9 19.1 12.5
Vengerka Belorusskaya 2.0 104 6.2
Vengerka Zarechnaya 3.0 6.9 4.9
Vetraz’ 4.2 25.1 14.6
Gek 0.7 11.4 6.0
Evraziya 21 3.3 10.5 6.9
Zlato Skifov 6.1 20.1 13.1
Zolotoe Runo 3.5 6.8 5.1
Kubanskaya Kometa 5.9 16.0 10.9
Skoroplodnaya 3.2 10.4 6.8
Nezhenka 6.3 8.5 7.4
Orlovskaya Mechta 7.1 9.1 8.1
Stanley 8.4 8.7 8.6
Suvenir Vostoka 3.8 9.4 6.6
ELS 18473 2.2 9.2 5.7
The average of the factor A 4.4 12.1 8.2
LSD A, = 0.65 LSDB, =177 LSD AB, ;= 2.51
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Tabnuua 4
Bopuslit gepuInT TUCTHEB CTUBBI NP 00e3BoskuBaHmu 2022-2023 rT., %
Coprt, B 2022 FOIT’ A 2023 Cpennee no paxropy B

Hionnb
Acanona 31,7 28,8 30,3
Benrepka Genopycckast 26,8 17,9 22,3
Benrepka 3apeunast 24,1 33,1 28,6
Berpasn 28,3 34,0 31,2
Tex 353 28,7 32,0
EBpazus 21 24 .4 22,8 23,6
3nato ckudoB 34,4 343 34,4
30510TO€ PYHO 29,2 31,3 30,2
Kyb6anckas komera 32,5 30,6 31,6
Hexenka 32,3 31,3 31,8
OpIioBcKasi MeuTa 26,2 29,8 28,0
CxoporutoaHas 253 28,6 26,9
Stanley 12,8 24,3 18,5
Cysenup Bocroka 33,8 25,7 29,7
OJIC 18473 27,7 28,3 28,0
Cpennee o paxtopy A 28,3 28,6 28,5

HCP A, F¢< F, HCP B, = 4,55 HCP AB = 6,44

J400NIS
Acanona 30,2 33,8 32,0
Benrepka 6enopycckas 28,6 42,5 354
Benrepka 3apeuHas 29,5 37,3 33,4
Berpasb 33,7 24.5 29,1
Tex 30,8 28,4 29,6
EBpazus 21 28,3 42,5 35,5
3mato ckudoB 30,0 38,5 34,3
30J10TO€ PYHO 35,6 49,0 423
Kyb6anckas komeTa 23,1 29,3 26,2
Hexenka 24,0 25,0 24.5
OpitoBcKast MeuTa 25,6 25,1 253
CxoporuioaHas 26,6 28,6 27,6
Stanley 28,6 30,2 29.4
Cysenup Bocroka 29,1 24,1 26,6
OJIC 18473 32,5 30,8 31,6
Cpennee 1o paxtopy A 29,1 314 30,2

HCP A F¢< F HCP B, = 6,65 HCP AB,=9.,41

ABrycr
Acanoma 39,5 41,7 40,6
Benrepxka 6enopycckas 28,3 32,3 30,3
Benrepka 3apeuHas 23,4 25,7 24,5
Berpasb 35,6 32,9 343
Tex 24,2 31,3 27,8
Espazust 21 28,8 24,6 26,7
3maTo ckudoB 35,2 34,2 34,7
30J10TO€ PYHO 35,7 38,6 37,2
Kyb6anckas komeTa 32,0 34,1 33,0
Hexenka 25,5 30,6 28,1
OpitoBcKast MeuTa 27,7 21,8 24.8
CxoporuioaHas 34,0 37,0 35,5
Stanley 29.9 29,8 29.9
Cysennp Boctoka 34,9 429 38,9
OJIC 18473 23,0 29,8 26,4
Cpennee 1o gaxtopy A 30,5 32,5 31,5

HCP A ;= 1,08 HCP B, =2,97 HCP AB,=4,19
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Table 4
Water deficiency of plum leaves during dehydration 2022-2023, %
Variety, B 2022 Yealr, A 2023 The average of the factor B
June
Asaloda 31.7 28.8 30.3
Vengerka Belorusskaya 26.8 17.9 22.3
Vengerka Zarechnaya 24.1 33.1 28.6
Vetraz’ 28.3 34.0 31.2
Gek 35.3 28.7 32.0
Evraziya 21 24.4 22.8 23.6
Zlato Skifov 34.4 34.3 34.4
Zolotoe Runo 29.2 31.3 30.2
Kubanskaya Kometa 32.5 30.6 31.6
Nezhenka 32.3 31.3 31.8
Orlovskaya Mechta 26.2 29.8 28.0
Skoroplodnaya 25.3 28.6 26.9
Stanley 12.8 24.3 18.5
Suvenir Vostoka 33.8 25.7 29.7
ELS 18473 27.7 28.3 28.0
The average of the factor A 28.3 28.6 28.5
LSD A, F <F, LSD B, =4.55 LSD AB, ;= 6.44
July
Asaloda 30.2 33.8 32.0
Vengerka Belorusskaya 28.6 42.5 35.4
Vengerka Zarechnaya 29.5 37.3 33.4
Vetraz’ 33.7 24.5 29.1
Gek 30.8 28.4 29.6
Evraziya 21 28.3 42.5 35.5
Zlato Skifov 30.0 38.5 34.3
Zolotoe Runo 35.6 49.0 42.3
Kubanskaya Kometa 23.1 29.3 26.2
Nezhenka 24.0 25.0 24.5
Orlovskaya Mechta 25.6 25.1 25.3
Skoroplodnaya 26.6 28.6 27.6
Stanley 28.6 30.2 294
Suvenir Vostoka 29.1 24.1 26.6
ELS 18473 32.5 30.8 31.6
The average of the factor A 29.1 31.4 30.2
LSD A, F<F, LSD B, = 6.65 LSD AB ;= 9.41
August
Asaloda 39.5 41.7 40.6
Vengerka Belorusskaya 28.3 32.3 30.3
Vengerka Zarechnaya 23.4 25.7 24.5
Vetraz’ 35.6 32.9 34.3
Gek 24.2 31.3 27.8
Evraziya 21 28.8 24.6 26.7
Zlato Skifov 35.2 34.2 34.7
Zolotoe Runo 35.7 38.6 37.2
Kubanskaya Kometa 32.0 34.1 33.0
Nezhenka 25.5 30.6 28.1
Orlovskaya Mechta 27.7 21.8 24.8
Skoroplodnaya 34.0 37.0 35.5
Stanley 29.9 29.8 29.9
Suvenir Vostoka 34.9 42.9 38.9
ELS 18473 23.0 29.8 26.4
The average of the factor A 30.5 32.5 31.5
LSD A,;=1.08 LSD B,;=2.97 LSD AB, ;= 4.19
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Tabnuua 5
BopoyaepxuBaroias CriocOOHOCTD TNCTheB CINBBI B YCTOBUAX 3aCyXu, %
Coprt, B 2022 FOI?’ A 2023 Cpennee mo pakropy B

Hionnb
Acanona 20,4 27,7 24,0
Benrepka Oenopycckas 18,3 12,8 15,6
Benrepka 3apeunast 14,9 234 19,1
Berpasb 23,8 32,9 28,3
Tex 22,0 21,4 21,7
EBpasus 21 19,0 20,4 19,6
3nato ckudoB 24,2 29.4 26,8
30J10TO€ PYHO 17,6 26,9 22,4
KybaHckas komera 20,3 28,0 24,2
Hexenka 23,4 26,7 25,1
OpoBckasi MeuTa 17,1 25,6 21,3
CxoporutoaHas 20,6 21,2 20,9
Stanley 11,7 22,1 16,9
Cysenup Bocroka 25,0 24,7 24,8
OJIC 18473 22,5 27,7 25,1
Cpennee mmo gaxtopy A 20,0 24,7 22,4

HCP A ,=1,12 HCP B, = 3,06 HCP AB,= 4,33

Hrwoab
Acanonma 29,7 24,1 26,9
Benrepka Oenopycckas 17,2 40,9 29,1
Benrepka 3apeunast 20,9 32,4 26,6
Berpasb 19,3 21,5 20,4
Tex 24,0 21,3 22,6
EBpazus 21 17,3 22,8 20,1
3nato ckudon 18,0 23,1 20,6
30J10TOE PYHO 23,9 459 34,9
Kybanckas komeTa 9,1 20,1 14,6
Hexenka 18,6 25,2 21,9
OproBckast MeuTa 21,7 20,0 20,9
CxoporutogHast 17,2 29,0 23,1
Stanley 17,8 24,0 20,9
Cysennp BocTtoka 23,9 19,3 21,6
DJIC 18473 31,3 33,0 31,2
Cpennee o dakropy A 20,7 26,8 23,8

HCP A= 1,11 HCP B,=3,03 HCP AB,=4,28

ABrycr
Acanonma 46,3 33,4 39,9
Benrepka Oenopycckas 27,9 29,3 28,6
Benrepka 3apeunas 26,0 239 25,0
Betpasb 27,4 30,8 29,1
Tex 27,1 25,1 26,1
EBpazus 21 27,0 20,5 23,7
3nato ckudon 27,5 24,1 25,8
30J10TOE PYHO 33,2 35,1 34,1
Kybanckas komeTa 27,5 27,3 27,4
Hexenka 22,3 28,2 25,2
OpitoBcKast MeuTa 23,4 16,2 19,8
CKoporutoiHast 32,8 31,1 32,0
Stanley 24,6 24,4 24,5
Cysennp BocToka 333 36,2 34,8
DJIC 18473 32,1 24,5 28,3
Cpennee o dakropy A 29,2 27,3 28,3

HCP A= 1,12 HCP B, = 3,06 HCP AB,=4,33
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Table 5
The water retention capacity of plum leaves in drought conditions, %
Variety, B 2022 Yealr, A 2023 The average of the factor B
June
Asaloda 20.4 27.7 24.0
Vengerka Belorusskaya 18.3 12.8 15.6
Vengerka Zarechnaya 14.9 23.4 19.1
Vetraz’ 23.8 32.9 28.3
Gek 22.0 21.4 21.7
Evraziya 21 19.0 20.4 19.6
Zlato Skifov 24.2 29.4 26.8
Zolotoe Runo 17.6 26.9 22.4
Kubanskaya Kometa 20.3 28.0 24.2
Nezhenka 23.4 26.7 25.1
Orlovskaya Mechta 17.1 25.6 21.3
Skoroplodnaya 20.6 21.2 20.9
Stanley 11.7 22.1 16.9
Suvenir Vostoka 25.0 24.7 24.8
ELS 18473 22.5 27.7 25.1
The average of the factor A 20.0 24.7 22.4
LSDA, =112 LSD B .= 3.06 LSD AB, = 4.33
July
Asaloda 29.7 24.1 26.9
Vengerka Belorusskaya 17.2 40.9 29.1
Vengerka Zarechnaya 20.9 32.4 26.6
Vetraz’ 19.3 21.5 20.4
Gek 24.0 21.3 22.6
Evraziya 21 17.3 22.8 20.1
Zlato Skifov 18.0 23.1 20.6
Zolotoe Runo 23.9 45.9 34.9
Kubanskaya Kometa 9.1 20.1 14.6
Nezhenka 18.6 25.2 21.9
Orlovskaya Mechta 21.7 20.0 20.9
Skoroplodnaya 17.2 29.0 23.1
Stanley 17.8 24.0 20.9
Suvenir Vostoka 23.9 19.3 21.6
ELS 18473 31.3 33.0 31.2
The average of the factor A 20.7 26.8 23.8
LSD A, ;= 1.11 LSD B,,=3.03 LSD AB ;= 4.28
August
Asaloda 46.3 334 39.9
Vengerka Belorusskaya 27.9 29.3 28.6
Vengerka Zarechnaya 26.0 23.9 25.0
Vetraz’ 27.4 30.8 29.1
Gek 27.1 25.1 26.1
Evraziya 21 27.0 20.5 23.7
Zlato Skifov 27.5 24.1 25.8
Zolotoe Runo 33.2 35.1 34.1
Kubanskaya Kometa 27.5 27.3 27.4
Nezhenka 22.3 28.2 25.2
Orlovskaya Mechta 23.4 16.2 19.8
Skoroplodnaya 32.8 31.1 32.0
Stanley 24.6 24.4 24.5
Suvenir Vostoka 33.3 36.2 34.8
ELS 18473 32.1 24.5 28.3
The average of the factor A 29.2 27.3 28.3
LSD A, =112 LSD B, = 3.06 LSD AB,;=4.33
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Tabnuua 6
Ouddepenuanusa cCOpTOB CIMBHI IO TPYIIIAM 3aCYXOYCTONYMBOCTI

I'pynna IMapameTpsI mocJie 4 YacoB

" Copra
3aCyX0yCTOHYHBOCTH 00€3BOKUBAHUS
CHmxenne opogHeHHOCTH OT 0 10 10 %
Bricokas Bospacranue BogHOro neduiura OpJioBckast Meura
ot 0 10 20 %
CHIKEHHE OBOTHEHHOCTH Acanona, Berpass, ['ex, Kybanckas
ot 10,1 1o 20 % Komera, 3naro ckugos, EBpazus

Cpennss 21, Benrepka 3apeunasi, Benrepka

Bospacranue BogHOTO nedunura
ot 20,1 10 30 %

Cumxenue oBogHeHHocTH 6oitee 20 %

6emopycckast, Crenneit, JIC 18473,
Cxoporutonnas, Hesxxenka

Hwuskas Bospacranue BonHoro neduiura 3onoroe pyHo, CyBenup Bocroka
6omee 30 %
Table 6
Differentiation of plum varieties by drought resistance groups
Drougzizte;;:stance Parameters after 4 hours of dehydration Varieties
. Reduction of hydration from 0 to 10 %
High lovskaya Mecht
'8 Increasing water scarcity from 0 to 20 % Orlovskaya Mechta
Reduction of hydration from 10.1 to 20 % Asaloda, Vetraz’, Gek, Kubanskaya
kometa, Zlato Skifov, Evraziya 21,
Average Increasing water scarcity Vengerka Belorusskaya, Vengerka

from 20.1 to 30 % Zarechnaya, Stanley, ELS 18473,
Skoroplodnaya, Nezhenka

Reduction of hydration by more 20 %
Low The increase in water scarcity Zolotoe Runo, Suvenir Vostoka

is more 30 %
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