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AHHOTAIMSA

B nmaHHOI1 paboTe MpeAcCTaBIeHbI Pe3yJbTaThl OLEHKU 3()GEKTUBHOCTU pa3-
JIMYHBIX CIIOCOOOB MPUMEHEHUsT MUKPOOPTaHM3MOB TIPU 3alllUTe TOMAaTa OT Ce-
BEpHOU rayiyioBoii Hematonbl Meloidogyne hapla Mo cCpaBHEHUIO C XUMUYECKUM
(Okcamun) u 6uosorudeckuM (Arthrobotrys oligospora F-1303) stanonamu. Mc-
cJeIoBaHKMe BKIIIOYAJI0 OTPAOOTKY YeThIpeX MPAaKTUKO-OPHEHTUPOBAHHBIX CITO-
c000OB BHECEHUSI IIPernapaToB Ha BOCIIPUMMYMBBIX M YCTOMYMBBIX IMHUSIX TOMaTa
B BEereTallMOHHBIX COCyIdax C MOCJenyolneil IpoBepkoil Hanboaee d3(HheKTUuB-
HOTO BapuMaHTa B YCJIOBMSIX 3alMIIIEHHOTO IpyHTa. buogornueckyro ahbekTuB-
HOCTb OIpeNessiin Yepe3 45 CyTOK 10 CHUKEHUIO YKrcia TajUIoB Ha KOpHsX. B yc-
JIOBUSIX BEreTallMOHHBIX COCYI0B MaKCUMaJIbHBII 3 deKT obecrmeunBal Crrocod
¢ 00pabOTKOI KOpHEW Iepel BhICAJKOM U MOCIEAYIONIUM PeTyIsipHBIM BHeCe-
HHMEM IIperapaToB MO KOPeHb 10 IBeTeHus. [Ipu 3ToM uccieayemMble ITaMMbl
MPEBOCXOIMIN XUMUYSCKUI 3TajoH Ha 17-23% u OGMOJOTMYECKUI 3TaJIOH Ha
38-44%. B 3anuIiiieHHOM I'pYHTe BBIOPAHHBIN CIIOCO0 TaKKe MOATBEPINI BbICO-
Kylo 3¢bdeKTUBHOCTh. Mccnenyemble mTaMMBbl MPEBOCXOAMINA OMOJOTUISCKUI
aTajioH Ha 16-27%, a mtamm Metarhizium anisopliae F-22BK/2 6bl1 Ha ypoBHe
XMMUYECKOro dTajioHa. [lolydeHHbIe pe3yIbTaThl MTOATBEPXKIAIOT MePCIEKTUB-
HOCTbh MUKPOOPTAaHM3MOB JIJISI OGMOJIOTMYECKOTO KOHTPOJIST TaJUIOBBIX HEMATOI
TOMaTa.

KmoueBble ciaoBa: Ttomat, Meloidogyne hapla, Metarhizium, Arthrobotrys,
Purpureocillium
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Abstract

This paper presents the results of evaluating the effectiveness of different methods
of applying microorganisms in the protection of the tomato against the northern
root-knot nematode Meloidogyne hapla in comparison with the chemical standard
(Oxamyl) and the biological standard (Arthrobotrys oligospora F-1303). The study
included the testing of four practice-oriented methods of applying the preparations
on susceptible and resistant tomato lines in pot experiments, followed by verification
of the most effective option under greenhouse conditions. Biological efficacy was
determined 45 days later by the reduction in the number of galls on the roots. Under
pot conditions, the maximum effect was provided by the method with root treatment
before transplanting and subsequent regular application of the preparations to the
root zone until flowering. At the same time, the studied strains exceeded the chemi-
cal standard by 17-23% and the biological standard by 38-44%. Under greenhouse
conditions, the selected method also confirmed high efficacy. The studied strains
exceeded the biological standard by 16-27%, and the strain Metarhizium anisopliae
F-22BK/2 was at the level of the chemical standard. The obtained results confirm the
promise of microorganisms for the biological control of tomato root-knot nematodes.

Keywords: tomato, Meloidogyne hapla, Metarhizium, Arthrobotrys, Purpureocillium

BBenenne. CHIKeHNME HETaTUBHOTO BO3ICUCTBUS XUMWYCCKUX CPEICTB
3alIUTHl HA 9KOCUCTEMBI U MOIep>KaHue OMopa3HooOpa3usi paccMaTpH-
BalOTCS KaK BaXHBIC YCIIOBHSI YCTOMYMBOTO Pa3BUTUS arpocucteM [4].
B »T0i1 cBSI3M BO3pacTaeT MHTEpeC K OMOJOTMUYECKUM METOIaM KOHTPO-
71 PUTOITapa3sUTHIECCKUX HEMATO, OCHOBAaHHBIM Ha IMMPUMEHEHUH aHTa-
TOHUCTUYECKNX MUKPOOPTAaHW3MOB W ONTUMU3AILINN METOIOB BHECEHUS,
YTO TTO3BOJIIET (DOPMHUPOBATH 3alIMTHEINA Oapbep B pu3ocdepe 1 orpaHm-
yuBaTh UHBa3uto Meloidogyne spp. [3].

! Federal State Budgetary Scientific Institution "Federal Research Center of Biological Plant
Protection” (62, Kalinina st., Krasnodar, 350039, Russia)
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Llenb paboThl — OLEHUTH OMOJOIMYECKYIO 3(P(HEKTUBHOCTh PAa3TUUYHbIX
CMOCOOOB BHECEHUSI MUKPOOPTaHU3MOB 1Sl 00pbobl ¢ Meloidogyne hapla
Ha pacTeHUSIX TOMara.

MarepuaJisl H MeTOBI. JIabopaTOpHBIEC U TEIUIMYHBIC 3KCIIEPUMEHTHI TTPO-
BEIICHBI B JTa0OpaTOPUI OMOPAITMOHAIBHEIX CPEICTB M TEXHOJIOTHIA 3aIH-
TBI PacTeHUI IIJIg BEACHUS SKOJIOTM3MPOBAHHOTO, pecypcocheperarole-
IO M OPTaHWYECKOTO CeJIbCKOro Xxo3siicTBa Ha 0aze ®I'BHY ®HIIB3P,
. KpacHomap. H1s1 3apakeHUs] pacTeHU TOMaTa MCIIOJIh30BaJld WHBaA-
3MOHHbBIE JIMYMHKU BTOporo Bospacta (J2) M. hapla w3 nabopaTopHoii
TTOMYJISILINY, TTOAIEePKUBACMOM Ha BOCIIPMUMUYMBBLIX PACTCHUSX TOMATa.
Hewmaton Bbimesisiv BOpOHOUHBIM MeToaoM bepmana [1, 2]. B xone uc-
CJICIOBAHMS M3YJaJIM YEThIPE CITOcO0a MPUMEHEHMS TIPEITapaToB, BKITIO-
YyaBIIIMe 00pabOTKy KOpHEH mepel MocaaKoi U ITOCIeIyIoIIe BHECCHUS
MoJi KOpeHb 10 (asbl 1BeTeHus. B cxeMmy onbiTa Bxoauian OkcaMui (Xu-
MUYECKMIi 3TaNioH), Arthrobotrys oligospora F-1303 (buonorudeckuii ata-
JIoH), Metarhizium anisopliae F-22BK/2, Arthrobotrys conoides F-22BK/4
u Purpureocillium lilacinum F-22BK/6. Hopma npuMeHeHUs cOCTaBIsIa
0,001 r Ha pactenue mig Oxkcamuia, 0,2 r Ha pacteHue s Arthrobotrys
oligospora F-1303 u 2,5 Mn1 Ha pacTeHue ISl UCCleayeMbIX IITaMMOB. Be-
reTallMOHHBII OMBIT MPOBOJAUIIM B cocynax oobeMoMm 5 J1. B 3amuiieHHOM
TPYHTE OITBIT TIPOBOAMIN COTJIACHO METOAMYECCKUM YKa3aHUSIM II0 TIPO-
BEICHUIO TOCYIAPCTBEHHBIX MUCITBITAHNN HEMAaTUIIMAOB. brorornaeckyio
3¢ GEeKTUBHOCTD OITPEAEIIsUIN Yepe3 45 CyTOK I10 YMCITy TaJJIOB Ha OTHOM
pacteHuu o ¢popmysie Abbott [5].

Pe3yabraTel ncciienoBanmii. B ycIoBUsX BereTallmOHHBIX COCYIOB Ha BOC-
MMPUMMYNBON JTUHUM TOMAaTa MaKCUMallbHas 3(DHEeKTUBHOCTh JOCTUTA-
JIach TIpA 00pabOTKe KOpHEH Iepen IMOCaaKoi ¢ MOCICIYIOIINM BHECe-
HHEM TIpeIapaToB MOJ KOPEHb KaXKIable 7 CYTOK IO HACTYIUICHMS (a3bl
uBereHusd. [lpu naHHOM crnocobe XMMMYECKUI ATaJIOH MoKaszaal O1oso-
rudeckyio adekTuBHOCTL 63%, a Ouosornyeckuii ataaoH — 42%. Ha
aToM (hOHE HccaemyeMble WtaMMbl Purpureocillium lilacinum F-22BK/6,
Metarhizium anisopliae F-22BK/2 n Arthrobotrys conoides F-22bK /4 ipe-
BOCXOIMJIN XUMUYECKUIA 3TaIoH Ha 17-23%, a OMoJIornyecKuii 3TajloH Ha
38-44%. I1pu ucronb30BaHUU IPYTUX CIIOCOOOB BHECEHUSsI, 6e3 00paboT-
KM KOpHEW Mepes Mocaakoit, 0OTMeJaIoch CHUKEHIE OMOJIOrMYecKoi ad-
(EeKTUBHOCTH, YTO YKa3bIBAaeT HA KIIFOUYECBYIO POJIb MIPEBEHTUBHOTO (hop-
MMPOBaHMSI 3allIUTHOTO Oapbepa B pusocdepe.

B yc0oBuSIX 3allMIIEHHOTO I'PYHTa TakKXKe IMOATBEpKIeHa BbICOKas 3(¢-
(EeKTUBHOCTb BHIOpAHHOIO CIocoba BHeceHUsl. buosornyeckuii aTajJoH
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MoKasay GuoJIOTUYECKyIo 3(beKTUBHOCTDL 61%, TOrma Kak ucciemayeMbie
TaMMBbI TIPEBOCXOIMIIM ero Ha 16-27%. XuMW4YecKuii 3TaJloH MoKa3al
OGuosornyeckyio ahekTuBHOCTL 89%. buonornyeckass 3(pGheKTUBHOCTD
mrtamma M. anisopliae F-22BK /2 Obiia Ha ypoBHE XMMUYECKOTO 3TaJOHa,
toraa Kak wmraMMbl P. lilacinum F-22BK/6 u A. conoides F-22BK /4 no-
Kazanu 3G hHeKTUBHOCTb MeHbIe Ha 9-10%. DTO MOATBEPKIAaeT BHICOKYIO
3G HEKTUBHOCTD UCCIETYEMbIX MUKPOOHBIX aT€HTOB U MEPCIEKTUBHOCTD
BBIOPAHHOTO CITOCOOa BHECEHUS.

3akmouenne. B pesynbrare MccienoBaHus MaKCUMaJIbHBIN 3D deKT mpo-
taB M. hapla obecrieurBaia paHHSISI 00pabOTKa KOPHEH C MOCIEAYIOIIM -
MU PeryasspHbIMU BHECEHUSIMU 10 LIBeTeHUs. DPGEKTUBHOCT JAHHOTO
MeToga oOpabOTKM TakxKe ObLla MOATBEpPXKIEeHA B YCIOBMSIX 3alllMIICH-
Horo rpyHTa. Hanbonee mepcrieKTUBHBIMU ObUIM IITaMMBI M. anisopliae
F-22BK/2 u P. lilacinum F-22BK/6, KoTopble IoKa3ajau OMOJOTMYECKYIO
3(DHEKTUBHOCTD, COIMMOCTABUMYIO C 3TaJJOHHBIMU TIperiapaTaMu.

Hccnedosanus evinoanensvt coenacro locydapcmeennomy 3adanuro Mu-
Hucmepcmea Hayku u evicuieeo oopazosanus PD ¢ pamxax HUP no meme
Ne FGRN-2025-0006.
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