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IPPEKTUBHOCTb UCIMOJIb3OBAHUA CUMBUOTUYECKUX
BAKTEPUU (XENORHABDUS SPP.) SHTOMOMATOTEHHbIX HEMATOA,
NMPOTUB BO3BYAUTENENA 3ABOJIEBAHUI KAPTODENA
(PHYTOPHTHORA INFESTANS U RHIZOCTONIA SOLANI)

3.M.KoToBa, J1.I. laHunos

CeBepo-3anaaHbii LieHTp MeXaucumnanHapHbIX MCCIeaoBaHUin Mpobnem
NPOJOBONIbCTBEHHOTO 06ecneyeHns — 060CcobEHHOE CTPYKTYPHOE NofpasAeneHmne
CaHkT-lMetepbyprckoro OefepanbHOro NCCIeA0BaTENbCKOTO LIEHTPa

Poccuiickon akagemmn Hayk, CaHkT-MeTtepbypr, MywknH, Poccusa

AxHomayus. B 2024-2025 rr. 6b1a1 M3y4eHbl BOIMOKHOCTM UCMONb30BaHMA baktepuit Xenorhabdus spp., CMMBMOHTOB SHTOMONATOreHHbIX Hematog (3MH) cemeicTea
Steinernematidae npoTus Bo3byAuTENei 3a601€BaHMI KapTodens. B pesynbTate NPOBEAEHHOM CPABHUTENbHON OLEHKM OblAM ONpeaeneHbl WTamMmbl CUMOUOTUYECKMX baK-
Tepui, obnagarolume Hanbonbluen aHTMBMOTUYECKON aKTMBHOCTbIO NPOTUB TECTUPYEMbIX BUAOB GuUTONaToreHos kaptodens — Phytophthora infestans w Rhizoctonia solani.
Hanbonblueil akTMBHOCTbIO B OTHOLEHUH P. infestans obnaganu wrammbl Xenorhabdus bovienii 5SCNT n SRP18-91 — cumbuoHTbI BUAa HemaTog Steinernema feltiae, 41 v 40%
COOTBETCTBEHHO. B LIe/IOM, OLEHKa BAVAHMA LITAMMOB CUMBMOTUYECKMX DakTepuii posia Xenorhabdus Ha pocT MuLienna 06onx NaToreHoB NPOLEMOHCTPUPOBANA, YTO OHM NO-
[aBnsAu pocT muuenus R. solani Ha 8% 6onee 3bdeKTUBHO, Yem pocT MuLienus P. infestans. B onbiTax in vitro nyuliee caepKuBaHue 30HbI pocTa R solani Ha 3-i 1 5-11 AHW yueToB
Habntogan y baktepuit Xenorhabdus nematophila wramma «MckoB-1» — cumbBUOHTA HemaTog Seinernema carpocapsae WTamm «agriotos». Hanbonbluyio aHTUOUOTUYECKYIO
aKTMBHOCTb NPOTUB P. infestans nposiuau wrammbl X. bovienii (SRP18-91, Ne 42, Mckos 15 u VII-norocT) — cumbUOHTLI HemaTog Buaa S. feltia. B pesynbrate nabopatopHoit
OLEHKM 3GDEKTUBHOCTM PA3IYHbIX LUITAMMOB CUMBMOTUYECKMX BaKTepuii NpoTuB BO36yauTeNel 3aboneBaHuit KapTodens onpeaeneHbl NepcnekTUBHbIE LWTaMMbl CUMBUOTU-
yeckux bakTepuit. PaboTy no u3y4eHunio BO3MOXKHOCTE 3GOEKTUBHOMO MCMONb30BAHMA STUX LWTAMMOB HEOBXOAMMO NPOAO/KATb B MOAEBbIX YCAOBUAX.

Kntouesvie cri08a: npupoaHble NonyaLmm, cumB1oTYeck1e 6aKTEpUM, SHTOMONATOrEHHbIE HEMATOAbI, BO36YauUTENM 3a6071eBaHHIA KapTODENs, aHTUBUOTMYECKAR aKTUB-
HOCTb, BronorMYeckan 3GHeKTMBHOCTb

BnazodapHocmu: nccnesoBaHue BbINOAHEHO NpU GMHAHCOBOW NOAAepXKe Poccuitckoro HaydHoro dorpaa u CaHKT-Metepbyprekoro Hay4Horo GoHAA B pamkax HayyHoOro
npoekta Ne 24-26-20029.
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EFFECTIVENESS OF USING SYMBIOTIC BACTERIA (XENORHABDUS SPP)
ENTOMAPATHOGENIC NEMATODES AGAINST POTATO DISEASE AGENTS
(PHYTOPHTHORA INFESTANS AND RHIZOCTONIA SOLANI)
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Abstract. The potential of using Xenorhabdus spp. bacteria, symbionts of entomopathogenic nematodes (EPN) of the Steinernematidae family, against potato pathogens
was studied. A comparative evaluation revealed the strains of symbiotic bacteria with the highest antibiotic activity against the tested potato phytopathogens, Phytophthora
infestans and Rhizoctonia solani. Xenorhabdus bovienii strains 5SPG and SRP18-91, symbionts of the nematode species Steinernema feltiae, demonstrated the highest activity
against P. infestans: 41% and 40%, respectively. Overall, evaluation of the effect of symbiotic bacterial strains of the genus Xenorhabdus on the mycelial growth of both pathogens
demonstrated that they inhibited the mycelial growth of R. solani by 8% more effectively than the mycelial growth of P. infestans. In vitro experiments showed the best inhibition
of the R. solani growth zone on days 3 and 5 of counting in Xenorhabdus nematophila strain «Pskov-1», a symbiont of the nematode Seinernema carpocapsae strain «agriotos».
The highest antibiotic activity against P. infestans was demonstrated by X. bovienii strains (SRP18-91, No. 42, Pskov 15 and VII-pogost), symbionts of the nematode species
S. feltia. As a result of laboratory evaluation of the effectiveness of various strains of symbiotic bacteria against potato pathogens, promising strains of symbiotic bacteria were
identified. Work on studying the possibilities of effective use of these strains should be continued in the field.
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QuTonaToreHbl  MPEeACTABAAIT — CEPbE3HYl0  OTHOCATCA 1 GakTepun Xenorhabdus spp. (Achro-  Xenorhabdus sBRsiioTCA BHYTPEHHOCTM Tena UHBa-

yrpo3y CenbCKoMy X03ACTBY BO BCem Mupe. B yc-
noBuax 6uonorM3auMM M 3KONOTM3aLMM Cenb-
CKOXO3AICTBEHHOTO  MPOW3BOACTBA, OAHUM U3
MepcneKkTUBHbIX NOAXO[OB ANA MOAABNEHNA N
YHUUTOXEHUA BpefHbIX ANA pacTeHuil Bpepu-
Teneit 1 Bo3byauTeneit 3aboneBaHuil, ABNAETCA
npumeHeHne XuBblx opraHusmoB [1-3]. K uucny
TaKIX NepcrekTUBHbIX bronornyeckix 06bekToB

© Korosa 3.M., anunos /1.1, 2025

mobacteriaceae: Eubacteriales) — cMMOMOHTbI 3H-
TOMOMNaToreHHbIx Hematog (3MH) poga Steinernema
(Rhabditida: Steinernematidae), koTopble sBAsIOT-
€A 3OGEKTUBHBIMU ONONOMYECKAMI  areHTaMi
B 6opbbe npoTue BO36yauTeneli 3aboneBaHuit
11 KOHTPOMA YUNCNIEHHOCTI HACEKOMBIX BPEUTENEit
pacTeHuii [4, 5. InutenbHoe Bpemsa CYMTanoCh,
4YTO OCHOBHOIA Cpefoi 0buTaHua 6akTepuii poda

MexayHapoAHbIi CeNbCKOXO3ANCTBEHHDIN ypHan, 2025, Tom 68, No 7 (409), ¢. 963-966.

3MOHHBIX INYMHOK HEMATOA WK TeNa HaCEKOMbIX,
3apaXEHHbIX SHTOMOMATOrEHHbIMI HEMATOAAMN
[6]. Ho no pesynbTatam [anbHenwWwnx nuccnefo-
BaHW ObINO YCTaHOBNEHO, YTO CUMOMOTIYECKME
0aKTepun HEKOTOPOE BPeMs CMOCOGHbI K BbIKM-
BaHUIO, Kak Ha NINCTbAX, TaK 1 B nouse. Mocne 06-
paboTKM NoYBbI BORHOI CycrieH3nei cumbnotuye-
CKUX GaKTepuil yepe3 HEKOTOPOE BPeMS XMBbIX
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6aKTepuit M3BneKanu n3 TPynoB KYKONMOK HaceKo-
MbIX, HAXOAALLMXCA B MoYBe. Taknm 06pa3om, bbino
YCTaHOBNEHO, UTO bGaKTepuasbHble KNeTKn MO
aKTUBHO MPOHUKHYTb B TENO KyKONOK TONbKO Ye-
pe3 fbixanblie, OTKPLITOE As CBA3U HACEKOMO-
rO C BHELUHel cpefol. bbino Takxe yCTaHOBNEHO,
YTO XM3HECrocobHOCTb Knetok X. nematophila
COXPAHAETCA B TEYEHIE MATU MECALEB MOCne UX
BHECEHWA B nouBy [7]. B remouenn Hacekomblx
Habniopaetca bbicTpas nponudepauma baktepnit
C MOCNEefylwWNM CUHTE30M Pa3HOObpPa3HbIX Me-
TabonuToB. ObHapyXeHne B npopykTax Metabo-
M3mMa cumbroTMyeckix baktepuit Xenorhabdus
Spp. BTOPUYHBIX MeTabonuToB, obnafamwmx aH-
TUOMOTNYECKO aKTUBHOCTbIO, MpeanonaraeT ux
noTeHUManbHoe 1Crosb30BaHNe B KayecTae 61o-
NIOrNYECKINX areHTOB AN KOHTPONS NONYNALNI Ha-
CEKOMbIX-BPeAuTeNelt U NaToreHoB pacTeHui [8].
B KauecTBe MepCneKTUBHOMO HampaBneHnsa pac-
CMaTPUBAETCA NPUMEHEHNE KaK XM3HECTIOCOOHDIX,
TakK N MHAKTUBUPOBAHHbIX (aBTOKNaBMPOBAHHbIX)
KynbTyp cumburotinyecknx 6aktepuii [9]. Ocobyto
3HaUMMOCTb NPUOBPETAET CNOCOBHOCTD 3TIX Bak-
TEPUA BbICTYNATb B PO BUOKOHTPONMPYIOLMX
areHToB NPOTMB BO36yauUTeNelt 3aboneBaHnin pac-
TeHui [10, 3]. B nocnegHme rogbl oTMeyaeTca poct
BPELOHOCHOCTM UTOMATOrEHHbIX 3abonesaHnit
KapTodensa, 06YCNOBAEHHbIX MEHAIOLMMMCA KiW-
MaTUYECKMU YCTIOBUAMM, CMEHOI acCopTMEH-
Ta BblpaLyMBaemblx COpToB kapTodens. Hanbonee
BPEAOHOCHBIMW NaToreHamu KapTodens, ABNANT-
cq Bo36yauTenb ¢putodtoposa Phytophthora infes-
tans (Mont.) de Bary u pu3okToHno3a — Rhizoc-
tonia solani Kiihn [11-13]. B HacTosAwee Bpems He
CYLLECTBYET MOMHOCTbIO IPEKTUBHBIX METOLOB
60pb0bl € 3TUMN 3a60NeBaHNAMM, HO eCTb MEpbI,
N03BONALME CHU3NUTD WX TAXECTb [12, 14]. B cBs-
311 C 3TUM, NPOBEAEHNE UCCNE[OBaHMIA MO 0TOOPY
BUOB U WUTAMMOB CUMOUOTIYECKIX GaKTepuid 113
NPUPOZHbIX NOMYAALMIA SHTOMOMATOrEHHBIX HEMa-
TO B KayecTe G1ONOrnyecKinx CPeacTs 3alluTbl
OT KOMMJIEKCA MaTOreHOB Ha KapTodene, ¢ Lienbto
noBbieHna 3GGEeKTUBHOCTU ero Npon3BOACTBA
0CTaeTCA aKTyanbHOM 3afayel.

Marepuanbl n metogbl. [119 13yyeHns cumou-
oTnYecKmx 6akTepuii paHee 6binn 0TOOPaHbI LWTaM-
Mbl SHTOMOMNATOreHHbIX Hematop, (IMH), BbiaeneH-
Hble 113 PUPOAHbIX MONYAALNIA, U KOMNEKLMOHHbIE
06pa3Lbl, cobpaHHble B Cafax cnedylowmx reorpa-
ryeckux nokauusax: Pecnybnnka Komn, Pecnybnu-
ka benapyco, Pecnybnnka Caxa (kytus), Mckos-
ckas 1 JleHuHrpapckas obnactu (tabn.1).

OT60op MepCneKkTBHBIX WTAMMOB CUMOMOTH-
yeckux baktepuid, 0bnagaloLmx NoTeHLManom Ana
KOHTpOMNA ¢uUTONaToreHoB kaptodens, Obin Bbl-
MOMHEH COTMAcHO Pa3paboTaHHON HaMK MeToAW-
ke B 2024-2025 rr. [laHHas MeTOAMKa npepycma-
TPMBaeT Credyiowme Kntoyesble STanbl. M3onauus
0aKTepuanbHbIX CMOMOHTOB OCYLLECTBAANACh M3
opranu3mo rycenuy Galleria mellonella, sxcnepu-
MEHTaNbHO MHOULMPOBAHHBIX Pa3NNYHLIMK 130-
NIATaMI SHTOMOMATOreHHbIX Hematod. Mpepsapu-
TeNbHaA MOATOTOBKA WCCNedyemMoro Matepuana
BK/t0Yana fesnHdekumio ryceHnl 8 70% pacteope
3TaHona (2 MUHYTBI) C NoCienytoLen SKCno3num-
el B YCNIOBUAX NaMUHAPHOTO BO3AYLIHOTO NOTOKA
(3 munyTI) [12].

Mpouecc BblaeneHna cumbroTyecknx bakte-
P HAYNMHaNCA ¢ 3a6opa reMONMMbI 113 IOKHOHO-
XeK ryceHud,. MonyyeHHble 06pa3Libl HAHOCUANCh
Ha nutatenbHylo cpegy NBTA, npurotoBneHHyto
13 cnepytolwmx komnoHeHtos: NH4H2PO4 (0,5 ),
K2HPO4 (0,5 1), MgSO4 « 7 H20 (0,2 1), NaCl (5 r),
LpOXeBoil 3KcTpaKT (5 1), arap (12 r), Boga (1 n),
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¢ fo6aBneHrem 6pOMTIIMONOBOTO CUHErO (25 Mmr)
W OUMETUNTETPO30AMyM Xnopuga (40 mr). WHKy-
bauna nposopunacb npu Temneparype 26°C Ha
npoTAxeHun 72 yacos. Ha cnepdylowjem 3tane or-
Oupanncb KONOHMIM CUMOMOTHYECKNX GaKTepuil,
NMeloLme OFHOPOAHYI0 3eneHylo OKpacky. llep-
BOHauanbHaA UAEHTUOUKALWA BblAeNeHHbIX Gak-
Tepuin OCyLeCTBAANAC C 1CMONb30BaHNEM METO-
A2 AKiopcTa. 3aTeM YuCTble KOSOHMM BbiCEBANNCH
Ha kocakn co cpegoil NBTA 1 KynbTBMpPOBanuch
B TeyeHue 3-4 aHeii npu 26°C. Mocne 3Toro 6akTe-
puanbHaa 6romacca ¢ KocakoB cobupanach v ne-
peHocunack B konbbl, copepxatyme 100 ma nuta-
TeNbHOro BynboHa. KynbTnMpoBaHue B GynboHe
NMPOBOAMIOCH Ha Kayanke npu 26°C B TeueHne 2 cy-
TOK [5].

MatoreHbl P. infestans u R. solani kynsTuBMpo-
Ba/NM Ha COOTBETCTBYIOWMX MUTATENbHbIX CpeAax
(oBcAHbI arap ana P. infestans u arapusnpoBan-
Has cpena Yaneka ana R. solani) B yawkax Metpn
npu Temnepatype 25°C Ha NPOTAXeHUM 5-7 fHei.
[na u3yyeHna BAUAHWA CUMOMOTMYECKMX bakTe-
puin Ha POCT naToreHos, rotoBunach cpefa NBTA,

K KoTopolt fobaensanca 6akTrepuanbHblii OynboH
(c KoHueHTpaLmeit 1x10%) B cooTHoweHn 9:1. Mo-
NyyeHHas cMecb pa3nnBanach no yaikam letpu.
3atem B LeHTp Kaxpon vawku ¢ NBTA, cogepa-
Len CMbMoTIYECKIMe BaKTepIK, MOMELLaNca ANCK
muuenusa (0,9 X 0,9 cm) Kaxgoro natoreHa, npefBa-
pUTeNbHO BbIpaLLeHHOro Ha cpee Yaneka. B kave-
CTBE KOHTpONA Mcnonb3osanach cpefia NBTA 6e3
AobaBneHus GakTepuit. Bce skcnepumeHTanbHble
rpynnbl 1 KOHTPONb ObiNK BbIMOSHEHbI MOBTOP-
HO YeTblpe pa3a. MHKybaLus yallek NpoBOAMNACh
npu 25°C. AHTUOMOTINYECKASA aKTUBHOCTb GaKTepuid
OLieHNBaNach Ha 5-e 1 7-e CyTKM MyTeM U3MepeHusa
AaMeTpa 30Hbl, e NOAABAANCA POCT NaToreHa.

AHanu3 [aHHbIX NpoBoAwncA B Statistica 10
(StatSoft, Inc., CLUA). Paccuntarbl M 1 £SEM. Onpe-
penena HCP (rpaHnua cnyyaiiHbix OTKNOHEHMIA Npu
p<0.05).

Pe3ynbratbl ccnepoBaHuil U 06cyxaeHMiA.
CpaBHuTeNbHAA OLEHKA aHTUONOTMYECKOI aKTVB-
HOCTI CUMOMOTIYECKUX BaKTepWin MoKasana, uTo
LTaMMbl GaKTePWIA, UCMONb3yemble B OMbiTax, B OC-
HOBHOM MHMOMPOBANN POCT MULIENIAS MAaTOFEHOB.

Tabamua 1. Wrammbl cumbMOTUYECKMX BaKTepUid, 06HAPYKEHHbIE B COCTaBe NPUPOAHDIX NONYAALMIA

3HTOMONATOreHHbIX HEMaToz

Table 1. Strains of symbiotic bacteria found in natural populations of entomopathogenic nematodes

Ne wramma
cMM6MOTMYECKMX HasBaHue usonata Hemartog, MecTo BblfeneHuA HemaTog,

6akTepuit
1. Steinernema feltia (SRP18-91) n. NMywkuHckue lopbl, MckoBckas 06.., PO
2. 5—cnr n. MywkuHckue fopbl, Mckosckas 06., PO
3. S. carpocapsae wmamm «agriotos» ¢. MorocT, /leHuHrpazckas obn., PO
4, L—2 n. NMywkuHckue lopsl, Mckosckas 06.., PO
5. ben-2 Pecnybnuka benapycb
6. Ne 12 ¢. MorocT, JleHnHrpazckas obn., PO
7. Mckos 1 n. NMywkuHckue lopbl, Mckosckas 06.., PO
8. ben-3 Pecnybvka benapycb
9. Ne 42 Pecnybnuka Komu, PO
10. Seinernema feltiae protense Pecny6auka Caxa-fkytus, PO
11. Mckos 15 n. MywkuHckue fopsl, Mckosckas 06, PO
12. No 51 Pecny6uka Komu, PO
13. Ne 1 n. NMywkuHckue lopel, Mckosckaa 06.., PO
14. Ne 20 ¢. MorocT, JleHnHrpazckas obn., PO
15. VIl-noroct c. Morocr, JleHnHrpazckas 06.., PO

Tabnnua 2. AHTUBMOTHUYECKAA aKTUBHOCTb Xenorhabdus spp. npoTUB naToreHoB
Table 2. Antibiotic activity of Xenorhabdus spp. against pathogens

Ne wramma Rhizoctonia solani Phytophthora infestans
cMM6MOTMYECKMX

6akTepuii 3-u cyTKM 5-e cyTku 3-1 cyTKM 5-e cyTku 7-e cyTkU
1. 20.0+0.50 23.5+0.50 10.2£0.29 14.2+2.36 14.7+2.36

2. 21.2+0.76 25.811.04 13.5£1.32 15.0£2.78 20.5+2.78

3. 11.51.00 14.311.26 11.240.76 18.312.47 29.2+2.47

4 19.620.76 23.0t1.32 10.7£0.76 17.7:0.76 27.310.76

5. 15.310.29 34.241.44 15.310.76 21.82.78 28.0£2.78

6. 64.3+4.07 83.5+2.78 20.8+1.26 28.5+2.60 37.5+2.60

7. 13.8+3.62 24.2+1.76 13.5£2.18 16.811.73 24.0t1.73

8. 17.0£0.87 23.0£2.18 11.0£0.00 19.540.29 25.740.29

9. 44.610.29 52.7+3.40 14.7+1.26 14.7+1.53 14.8+1.53

10. 20.0£0.87 23.8+0.58 15.0£1.50 19.015.63 24.015.63

11. 20.5+0.87 24.9+1.63 13.5+1.00 14.741.89 14.7+1.89

12. 17.6£1.04 26.5+4.77 14.7+0.58 22.8+0.29 34.3+0.29

13 64.610.58 86.0+1.50 14.312.02 23.211.26 30.3t1.26

14. 16.810.29 22.50.50 13.341.26 17.240.76 24.740.76

15. 17.8+1.89 22.7t1.61 10.70.58 15.510.76 16.210.76
16.KoHTponb 25.610.99 42.910.07 17.2£0.29 24.210.00 30.5£0.00

HCPys 26 3.26 1.86 2,82 3.6
www.mshj.ru



Hanbonbiweln MHrMOMpyiowein akTMBHOCTbIO MO
OTHOWIEeHWO K R. solani obnaganu wTammbl X.
nematophila — N2 3 n X. bovienii — N2 7 (ta6n. 2).

Mpu 3TOM, Nyylee cAepkuBaHWE 30HbI PO-
cTa rpuba R. solani Ha 3-it u 5-1 aHK y4eTOB OTMe-
YeHo y wrammos X. nematophila — «Mckos 1» —
11.5£1.00, 14.3+1.26 Mm 1 13.8£3.62, 24.2+1.76 MM,
COOTBETCTBEHHO (puC. 1).

Hanbonbluyto aHTUOMOTUYECKYID aKTUBHOCTb
npotnB P. infestans mposBuAM wrammbl X. bovi-
eni — SRP18-91-N2 1, N2 42-N¢ 9, MNckos 15-N¢ 9
1 VII-noroct-N 15 30Hbl poCTa natoreHa u Ha 7-i
AeHb coctananu 14.7+2.36, 14.8+1.53, 14.7+1.89
1 16.2+0.76 MM, COOTBETCTBEHHO (puc. 2). B pe-
3yrnbTaTe NMPOBEAEHHBIX HaMI paHee WcCneaoBa-
HWI B OTHOLLEHWM MaTOreHoB 3aboneBaHuil pac-
TeHun — Fusarium culmorum, Fusarium solani
n Alternaria solani 6bin0 YCTaHOBNEHO, YTO Haw-
Gonbluelt aHTNOMOTUYECKO aKTUBHOCTBIO MpM
Temnepatype 20° C obnagan wramm 6aktepuit-
CUMONOHTOB X. bovienii CUMOVOHT HemaTop, BUAA
S. feltiae protense.

[InA oUeHKN GYHIUUMAHOI aKTUBHOCTU CUM-
bnoTnuecknx  Gaktepuit  npotms  GuTodTOPHI
W anbTepHapuK, ABNAIWMXCA OFHUMW U3 Hau-
6onee BpedOHOCHBIX TPUOKOBBIX UHOEKLMIA, UC-
nonb30BancA Mokasatenb 6MONOMMYECKO -
eKTBHOCTN. Kak AEeMOHCTPUPYET PUCYHOK 3,
Wrammbl X. bovienii nokasanu BbiCOKylo Guono-
rudeckyto 3¢pdekTMBHOCTL B 6opbbe ¢ R. solani,
¢ nokasatenamu ot 29% (usonat CI-5, Ne 2) po
61%. Mpu 3TOM TPU 13 UCCNEAOBAHHbIX LUTAMMOB
X. bovienii (N2 1, N2 12 11 N 42) He npoaeMOHCTpY-
poBanu GYHrULNAHbIX CBOICTB B OTHOLIEHUN fiaH-
HOro MaToreHa.

LLtammbl GakTepuit Xenorhabdus npopemoH-
CTPUPOBaNM PasNnyHylo CTeneHb bGuonoriye-
ckoit adpeKTMBHOCTM NpoTuB R. infestans. Hau-
Nlyylume pe3ynbTatbl NOKa3ann Wrammbl X. bovienii
«SRP18-91», «VIl-noroct» n «MckoB 15», C noka-
3atenamu buonoruyeckon 3pdekTuBHOCTU 46%,
41% 1 40% cooTBETCTBEHHO. B TO e Bpema WwTam-
mbl «N¢ 1» n «ben-2» NpoAeMOHCTPUPOBANM AULb
He3HAUUTENbHYI0 aKTUBHOCTb (5-9%), a LWTamMmbl
«N2 12» 1 «N2 51» oKa3anucb HeIDHEKTUBHBIMU.
[pyrumn  aBTOpamMn  CXOXMe  3aKOHOMEPHOCTU
Oblnn BbIABNEHBI MPU OLEHKE aHTarOHMCTUYECKOI
aKTUBHOCTU rpuba Metarhizium anisopliae 8 oT-
HoweHun dutonatoreHos Didymella applanata,
Botrytis cinerea, Fusarium oxysporum n R. solani [15].

3aKnioyeHne. B pamkax NpoBefeHHbIX 1C-
CnefoBaHMiA - Oblna  M3yyeHa  aHTaroHWUCTUYe-
CKas  aKTUBHOCTb CUMOMOTIYECKMX baKTepwil
pogaa Xenorhabdus B OTHOLIEHUM GUTOMATOTEHOB
R. solani v P. infestans n npoBefeHHble nccneao-
BaHWsA BbIABIIM UX MOTEHLMAN B 6opbbe ¢ 3Tumn
B036yauTenamn bonesHei kaptodens. Mpu ontu-
ManbHoil Temnepatype 25°C, wramm X. nematoph-
ila «McKoB 1» NPOAEMOHCTPUPOBAN MaKCHMab-
HYI0 MHIMOMPYIOLLYIO aKTUBHOCTb NPOTUB R. solani
(61%), B TO Bpems kak WwTammbl X. bovienii «[o-
roct-61», «Moroct-48» n «lloroct- 41» nokasanu
3 dEKTMBHOCTb Ha ypoBHe 48%, 41% 1 40% cooT-
BETCTBEHHO. Hanbonee BbipaxeHHasA akTMBHOCTb
npotus P. infestans Gbina OTMeYeHa Yy WTaMMOB
SRP18-91 (46%), «MorocT-Vil» (41%) n «[ckoB 15»
(40%). Mo wnTtoram nabopaTOPHON OLEHKN CUM-
bnotnyecknx baktepuii Xenorhabdus spp. Gbinu
onpedeneHbl NPUOPUTETHbIE HanpaBeHus AnA
JanbHeAWNX MCCNefoBaHNiA, HanpaBReHHbIX Ha
OLEHKY moTeHUMana Hambonee 3dGeKTUBHbIX
LITaMMOB B KauecTBe GMONOMNYECKOro CpencTea
3aWmThl KapTodens ot GUTonaToreHOB B NONEBbIX
YCNOBUAX.

HAYYHOE OBECMEYEHWUE U YNPABNEHWUE ATPOMPOMbILWEHHBIM KOMNJIEKCOM QJJ
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