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AnHoTamus. HaHo4acTUIbl — YHUKAJIbHBIC MO (QU3NYCCKUM U XMMHYCCKUM XapaKTEPUCTHKAM MaTECpPHAIBI pa3-
MepoM MeHee 100 HM, KOTOpbIE HAXOAST MIMPOKOE MPUMEHEHHE B PA3IUUHBIX OTPACIAX MPOMBILIIEHHOCTH, MEIUIIUHBI
W CENBCKOTO XO3iUCTBAa. B arpompoMBINIIIICHHOM KOMIUIEKCE HAHOMATePHATBl HCIIOIB3YIOTCS B KaueCTBE HAHOYIOOpEHU
W HaHONECTUIUAOB, YTO OOYCIIOBIMBACT HEOOXOAMMOCTH IETAlbHOTO HM3YYCHHS (U3HOJOTHYCCKHUX, OMOXMMHUYECCKUX
U MOJICKYJISIPHO-TEHETHICCKUX PEaKIiii Ha B3aUMOACHUCTBHE ¢ HAHOMAaTEepPHaJaMH CO CTOPOHBI KIIETOK KHBBIX OpPTaHM3-
MOB — PacTeHHii, TPHOOB M KUBOTHHIX. B craThe mpuBOANTCSA MHPOPMAIUS O MEXaHH3MAaX IOMIOMICHHUS, TIePeMEIICHIS
W MOJIEKYJISIPHOTO B3aMMOJAEHUCTBUS HAHOYACTHUI] B PACTHTEIBHBIX OpPraHM3Max, a TakKe 0 MEXaHU3MaxX aHTHOAKTepUaIb-
HOW M (YHTHIMIHOW aKTHBHOCTH HaHOMarepuaioB. OmyOIMKOBaHHBIC paHEe MCCIeTOBaHUS (GU3UOIOTHYECKUX OCOOCH-
HOCTE! MOIJIOUICHUS HAHOYACTHUI[ PAaCTCHUSIMHU CBUACTEIHCTBYIOT O JIBYX BO3MOXKHBIX IMYTSX NMPOHHUKHOBEHHS UX B pac-
TUTEJIbHBIM OpraHu3M: aroIlJIaCTUYECKUN U cuMIliacTuueckuil. HemocpeACTBEHHO B pacTUTEIBbHOMN KJIETKE HAHOYACTHUIIbI
MPOSIBJISIFOT CBOMCTBA akTUBHBIX (opM kuciopona (ADK), BBI3BIBAIOT OKCHAATHBHBIN CTpecC W 3amyckaroT ¢epmeHTa-
TUBHBIC U He(DEPMEHTATHBHBIC CHCTEMBI 3alllUTHI, YTO MOXKET BBI3BIBATh KaK YTHETCHHE (DU3MOIOTHYCCKUX MPOILECCOB,
TaK M CTUMYJIHPOBAHUE POCTA, PA3BUTHUS U YBEIUYCHUS YPOKANHOCTH. DPGDEKT A PACTUTESIHLHOTO OPraHU3Ma SIBISICTCS
BUJOCTICIIU(UYHEIM, a TAKXKE 3aBHCUT OT THIIAa HaHOMAaTepHasa U ero pabodell KOHICHTpanuu. /s BEISIBICHUS 0COOCH-
HOCTEW NEHCTBHS TOTO WM MHOTO HaHOMAaTepwalia Ha OIpeJeNICHHBIA BHJ PACTCHUH HEOOXOIMMEI JAeTalbHBIC Jabopa-
TOpPHBIC W TIOJIEBEIC MCCIEIOBAHUS C COOIONCHUEM BCEX HOPM TOKCHKOIOTHYECKOH 0e30MacHOCTH UId M30ekaHus 3a-
TPSA3HCHHS OKPYXKAIOIIEH cpenbl HaHOMaTepruadamMu. Ha KISTKM MUKPOOPTaHW3MOB HAaHOYACTHIIHI ACUCTBYIOT Kak (ak-
TOPHI PUZUIECKOTO W XUMUUECKOTO Pa3pylIeHNU: HapyIIaloT IPOHUIIAEMOCTh KJIETOYHOW CTEHKH W MEMOpaH OpraHel,
KoH(uTrypanuoo O6enkoB, BbI3bBalOT HoBpexaeHus [IHK, uto sBiusercs mpuuuHON (U3NIECKOTO Pa3pyIICHUS KIETKH.
JlaHHbIE CBOMCTBa HAHOYACTHII JIKAT B OCHOBE MX AHTHUMHUKPOOHOW M (YHrHIMOHOW akTHBHOCTH. Kpome Toro, nmeit-
CTBHE Ha KJIETKH MHUKPOOPTaHU3MOB He SIBIISIETCS BUOCIEIM(DUIHBIM, O YeM HEOOXOIMUMO TIOMHUTH, UCIIONb3Yys HAHOMa-
TE€pUaJibl P BO3JCIIBIBAHNUN CeJILCKOXO3SIMCTBEHHBIX KYJIbTYp, )KU3Hb U MMPOAYKTUBHOCTb KOTOPBIX BO MHOI'OM 3aBUCHUT
OT MHKPOOPI'aHU3MOB-CHUMOHOHTOB.

KnroudeBble cj10Ba: HAHOYACTHIEI, (PUTOTOKCHYHOTh, OKCHIATUBHBIA CTPECC, aHTUMHUKPOOHAs! aKTUBHOCTH, (DyH-
THLIUAHAS aKTUBHOCTb.
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Abstract. Nanoparticles (NPs) are materials with unique physical and chemical properties that are less than 100 nm
in size. They are widely used in various fields of industry, medicine and agriculture. In agribusiness nanomaterials are
used as nanofertilisers and nanopesticides. This fact requires a detailed study of the physiological, biochemical and mo-
lecular genetic responses of cells of living organisms — plants, fungi and animals — to interaction with nanomaterials. This
review article provides information on the mechanisms of nanoparticle absorption, movement and molecular interaction
in plant organisms, as well as mechanisms of their antibacterial and fungicidal activity. Available scientific resources de-
voted to the physiological features of nanoparticle absorption by plants indicate two possible ways of their penetration into
the plant organism — apoplastic and symplastic. In plant cells, nanoparticles act as reactive oxygen species (ROS), causing
oxidative stress and triggering enzymatic and non-enzymatic defence systems that result in both inhibition of physiologi-
cal processes and stimulation of plant growth and development and, consequently, increased yield. The effect on the plant
organism is species-specific and depends on the type of nanomaterial and its concentration. Detailed laboratory and field
studies are required to determine the specific effect of nanomaterials on a particular plant species, while complying with all
toxicological safety standards to avoid environmental contamination with nanomaterials. Nanoparticles act on microorgan-
ism cells as physical and chemical disruptors — they change the permeability of cell walls and organelle membranes, protein
configuration, damage DNA, leading to physical destruction of cells. Such properties of nanoparticles define antimicrobial
and fungicidal activities of nanoparticles. However, nanoparticles should be used cautiously in crop production, as both
plant life and productivity depend largely on microbial symbionts, and their effect on microbial cells is not species-specific.
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BBenenne

HanorexHonmorust akTHBHO pa3BHUBAaeTCs Kak Hay4Hast HHHOBaMsA XXI B. OTa MeXIUCIUITIHHAPHAS 00JIaCTh
BKJTIOUAET B ce0s co3MaHme, MOTU(UKALIIIO U MPAKTUYECKOE MPUMEHEHHE MarepranoB pazmepom Meree 100 am (Man-
soori, 2005). Harodacturter (HY) mipeacTaBisttoT co60i YHUKaIBHBIE MaTepratbl Orarofaps BRICOKOMY OTHOIIICHHIO
TUTOIIAI TIOBEPXHOCTH K OOBEMY, YTO MPHBOAUT K OCOOCHHOCTAM HMX (DU3MUYESCKHX U XMMHUYECKHX IMapaMeTpoB
TI0 CPABHEHHUIO C MaKpOpa3MEPHBIMH YaCcTHIIAMH TOTO e XuMmudeckoro cocrasa (Ray 2010; Bakand et al., 2012).

HY HaxoaaT mmpokoe MpUMEHEHHE B MEIUIMHE [T aJPECHON JOCTABKH JICKAPCTB, B TCHOTEPAIIHH, Jie-
YEeHUH PaKa, B JIETKOW MPOMBILIICHHOCTH B Ka4eCTBE J00ABOK B JIAKU M KPACKH, B KAYECTBE KaTalIN3aTOPOB B IU-
3eJIbHOM TOIUTMBE WIIH TTOJTYPOBOJTHUKOB B AIeKTpoHrKe. OJHUM M3 HanpapieHni npuMeHenns HY B cenbckoM
XO3SUCTBE SBISCTCS UX HCITOJb30BAHKUE B KAUECTBE CTUMYJIATOPOB POCTA PACTEHUH, a TaKXke B 00pbOe ¢ Oone3Hs-
MU ¥ BpeauTe MU, HaHOKOMITOHEHTEHI B arpapHoii cdepe, HanpruMep, HaHOYI0OpEHsI, HAHOTIECTHIIU/IbI, CTUMY-
nsITOpBI pocTa Ha ocHoBe HY 1 HaHOHOCHTENEH, SIBISIOTCS MOTSHIHATBHO Gonee 3G (GEKTUBHBIMU U MPECTABIIS-
IOT MEHBIITUI PUCK 3arpsA3HEHUs OKpYXKAIOIIeH Cpeibl, YeM uX TpaaunuoHHbie anajgoru (Cruz-Luna et al., 2021;
Sarkar et al., 2021). HY n3BecTHBI Kak CTUMYIIATOPHI POCTA PACTEHUH, MOIYIHPYOIIUe (pr3nonornyeckne, 6uo-
XUMHUYECKHE U (PU3UKO-XUMHYECKUE MPOIIECCHI — TAKUE, KaK (JOTOCUHTE3 M MOTVIONICHHUE ITUTATESILHBIX BEIICCTB.
Kpome Toro, Hakormienne HY B pacTteHHsx uMeeT OONbIIOE 3HAYEHUE HE TOJILKO B CHITy UX MPEIONaraeMoro
BO3/ICHCTBUS Ha POCT M Pa3BUTHE PACTEHHIA, HO U KaK (DaKTOp, BIMSIOIINN Ha COCTOSHUE 37I0POBbS YKUBOTHBIX
Y YeJIOBEKa, MOTPEONSIONINX JJAHHBIC PACTCHUSI.
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HY meTanioB cunTaioTcs epCeKTHBHOM albTepHATHBOM TPaAUIIMOHHBIM ITpenaparaM B 60psoe ¢ ¢puTona-
TOTEHHBIMU IprOaMu B celbckoM Xo3siicTBe. Ha cerogusammauii neas HY nienoro psaga meramios (Ag, Cu, Ni, Mg,
Fe u np.) ObutH npeyiokeHbI B Ka4eCTBE JICHCTBYIONIMX BEIIECTB C (DYHTHIUAHON U aHTHOAKTEpUATLHOM aKTHB-
HocThIo (Cruz-Luna et al., 2021). OxgHako npH CO3MaHUK KOMMEPYECKHX MPETapaToB BAKHO YYUTHIBATH HE TOIHKO
aKTUBHOCTH orpezencHHoro tuna HY B otHomeHun guronaroreHoB (rpu0oB u OaKkTepuii), HO 1 0COOCHHOCTH B3a-
MMOJICHCTBHSL HAHOMAaTEPHAJIOB U PACTUTEIBHBIX OPraHU3MOB. [ 3TOro HeoOXonMuMo paccMarpuBarh (HU3HOIO-
THYECKHE U MOJICKYJISIpHBIE MEXaHW3MbI B3aUMOJICHCTBISI HAHOMATEPHAIIOB M KJIIETOK PACTEHHH, TpUO0B, OaKTepHid.

BosneiicTBue HaHOYACTHI HA pacTeHusl. HaHouacTHIBI BCe yalle UCTIONB3YIOTCS B Pa3IMYHBIX OTPacsIX
MIPOMBIIUIEHHOCTH, B TOM YHCJIE B CEIBCKOM X03stHicTBe. OJHAKO TOKAa3aHO, YTO MHOTHE THITBI HAHOYACTHIL] TOKCHY-
HBI 17151 KJIETOK JKMBBIX OPTaHU3MOB HECMOTPSI Ha TO, YTO Te )K€ COETUHEHUS B MAKpOopa3MepHOCTH Oe3BpeHbl. bes
9KCIIEPHMEHTAJIBHBIX TAHHBIX HEBO3MOXKHO NPEJCKA3aTh CTENEHb TOKCUYHOCTH OIIPEAEIICHHOTO THIIA HAHOYACTHII.
Bompocamu 6e30macHOCTH HaHOMATepHaIoB 3aHUMAETCS MEXIUCLUUILIMHAPHAS ¥ aKTHBHO Pa3BUBAIOLIAsICS 00-
JIaCTh — HAHOTOKCHKOJIOTHSI, KOTOpasi N3ydaeT TOKCHYHOCTh CoeMHeHmii B HaHo(opme (Maynard et al., 2012).

Bricka3pIBaloTCsl OMACeHUs1 TOTO, YTO HEOCTaTouHasi HHGOPMUPOBAHHOCTD MCcienoBaTesel, paboraro-
IIMX HaJ MIPUMEHEHHEM HaHOMAaTepHajoB B CEITLCKOM X03siicTBE, 00 0COOEHHOCTIX B3aMMOIEHCTBHS UX U KJle-
TOK paCTeHUH, MUKPOOPTaHU3MOB U dKUBOTHBIX HA MOJIEKYJISIPHOM YPOBHE U X TOKCHKOJIOTHH, MOXET MPUBECTH
K CEpPbE3HBIM IKOJIOTHUECKUM M METUIIMHCKUM TIOCIEJCTBUSM B pe3ylibTaTe HEMPaBUIBHOIO OOpalleHus U He-
npenHaMepeHHoro Bo3aeiicTeus HU Ha kuBbIe oprann3Mel. Bo-TiepBBIX, BBUAY cBOeTo HeOombmoro pazmepa HY
MOTYT JIETKO MEPEHOCUTHCS MO BO3IYXY, BABIXAaThCS M MPOITIATBIBATHCS, @ TaKkKE B3aMMOJEHCTBOBATh C KOXKEH
YKUBOTHBIX U 4eJOBeKa. BO-BTOPBIX, HEKOHTpOJIMpyeMoOe Hcnonb3oBaHue HU B ceslbcKoM X03s1CTBE IIpencTaB-
JISIeT PUCK ISl HaceneHus u akocucTemsl (Maynard et al., 2012).

[TomHs 06 acOecTe U TSHKENBIX MOCIEACTBHSIX ISl 3I0POBbSI, CBA3aHHBIX C €T0 UCIIOIL30BAHUEM B CTPOH-
TENbCTBE, BAXKHO MPEAOTBPATUTh MOIOOHBIE CUTYaIlu ¢ HaHoMaTepuanamu (Smith et al., 1996; Li et al., 2004).
Opnnaxko ucnosnbp3oBanne HY B cebCKoM X03s1iCTBE MOMKET NPEACTABIATH €lIe OOMBIIYIO SKOIOTHIECKYIO U TOK-
CHKOJIOTHYECKYIO yTpo3y, 4eM acOecT. Mcnonp3oBanne acOecta OrpaHUYMBaIOCh B OCHOBHOM CTPOUTEIHHOM
orpacipio. OrpaHndeHus ObLIM TaKXKe TEPPUTOPUATBHBIMU (CTPOSIILKECS 30aHusl, IPOU3BOJCTBEHHbIE TOMeIlIe-
HUSI), TOITOMY 3arps3HEHUS MOYKHO OBLIO OTHOCHUTEIHHO JIETKO JHUKBUIUPOBaTh. HU, HCronb3yeMble B CEIbCKOM
X03s1HicTBE, HE OyAyT MMETh OIpaHMYEHHYIO JIOKIN3ALHMI0; OHU OyAyT momajars B atMocdepy, ux OymyT BIbI-
XaTh, OHU CMOTYT IE€peMeNIaThCsl 110 TPYHTOBBIM BOJIaM M MPUBOANUTE K Pa3pyLIMTEIbHBIM MOCIEICTBUAM IS
3II0pOBBS JIFOAEH U JKUBOTHBIX.

Bzaumopneticteue HY u pacteHuii — OTHOCUTEIEHO HOBast 00macTs uccienoBanuid. [Tormomenue HY 3aBu-
CHUT OT BUJia pacteHuil. Tema nonouieHus 1 Tpancnopra HY BHyTpu pacTeHu 10 cux mop HEAOCTATOYHO U3yUe-
Ha, OMHAKO CYLIECTBYET KOHCEHCYC, YTO 3TH Mpolecchl 3aBucAT oT Tuna HY, ux ¢usnko-xuMmuueckux CBOWCTB,
BUJIa PacTeHHUs ¥ BHUJa CyOCTpara BhIpAIIMBAHUS: TIOUBBI, THAPOTIOHUKY WIIM MCKYCCTBEHHOH MUTATENbHON Cpe-
nel (Bernhardt et al., 2010; Deng et al., 2014; Arruda et al., 2015; Bakshi et al., 2015; Chichiricco and Poma,
2015; Ahmad et al., 2022; Siddiqi et al., 2022; Mahajan et al., 2022).

Yxe u3zBecTHO, uTo HEKOTOphie HY mepememniaroTcst BHyTpH pacTeHui, 00pa3ysi KOMILIEKCHI ¢ OeTKaMu-Tie-
peHOCUMKaMK MeMOpaH WM KOPHEBBIMHU 3Kccynaramu. CpoiictBa HU — takue, kak pasMep, IOPUCTOCTb, THAPO-
($OOGHOCTD U XapaKTep MOBEPXHOCTH, ONPEICISIOT UX B3aUMOACHUCTBHE C KIETKaMH pacTeHni. Cxema mornoiie-
Hus u iepemeniennss HY npencrasnena na pucynke 1 (Line et al., 2017).

HY nebonpmoro pasmepa (5-20 HM) MOTYT OBITH MOTJIONIEHBI KOPHSAMH Yepe3 MOPhI KIETOYHBIX CTEHOK
KOPHEBOTO SMHUAEPMHICA — 3TO aloIulacTHIeCKuil myTh omomenus (Deng et al., 2014). Yactums! kpymHee pas-
Mepa Mop He MOTYT OBITh MOTIOLIEHBI TakuM 00pazoM. Hebonpmme HY, nponnkaromye yepes KJIETOYHbIE CTEeH-
K{, MOTYT TOJ| IEHCTBUEM OCMOTHYECKOTO JIABJICHHUS W KAMJUIIPHBIX CHI ITUGQPYHIUPOBATH Yepe3 aroruiacTt
u nocturath dHA0AepMEI (Lin et al., 2009; Deng et al., 2014).

Hpyroii myts nomoienuss HY pacteHusiMu — CUMITIACTUYECKUAN — YEPE3 BHYTPEHHIOKO CTOPOHY IJIa3Maruye-
ckoii MeMOpaHnsbl. KietouHast creHka npezcTasisieT coOol MOPUCTYIO MATPHUILY U3 IOJIMCAXapUAHBIX BOJIOKOH, Yepe3
KOTOpYI0 MOryT npoxoauth HY, cBs3pBaronuecs ¢ 6enkaMu-HOCUTESIME IOCPEICTBOM aKBallOPUHOB, HOHHBIX Ka-
HAJIOB ¥ SHAOITUTO3a, THOO0 MPOoKajbIBas KICTOYHYI0 MeMOpaHy u co3naBasi HOBbIe TIopsl (Tripathi et al., 2017). HY
MOT'YyT MUTPUPOBATh B COCEIIHUE KIETKU uepe3 miasmoaecMbl (kaHaibsl quamerpoM 20-50 M) (Deng et al., 2014).

Eme ogua myTh nmpoHukHOBeHuss HY B pacTeHus — ¢ MOBEPXHOCTH JIUCThEB uepe3 ycrbunia (Hong et al.,
2014). U3 mucthes HUY moryT mepememarbes B apyrue 4acTu pacTeHwid Bkitodas kopHu (Hong et al., 2014).
[Mpumepamu pacteHui, KoTopble ycBauBaroT HY wepe3 mucThs, SABISIOTCS parlc, MIIeHUNa, $acoib, KyKypy3a,
canar u oryperl (Chichiricco and Poma, 2015). bsito mokazano, uto HY pazmMepoM OT HECKOJIEKIX HAHOMETPOB
JI0 HECKOJIBKHX COTEH HAHOMETPOB U Pa3IniHOr0 XUMHIECKOTO COCTaBa (cepedpo, Liepril, TATaH, OKCUJIL JKeJle3a,
OKCHJI ITMHKA) MOTYT poHHUKaTh yepes aucThs (Chichiricco and Poma, 2015).

IloaTBepxneHo, uTo BHyTpH KieTok HY B3anMoneicTBYIOT ¢ KJIETOYHBIMHU OpTraHeIaMH, U B 3aBUCUMO-
CTH OT (PM3UKO-XUMHUYECKMX CBOWCTB UX TIOBEPXHOCTH MOTYT BBI3BIBATH OKHCIHUTENBHBINH CTpecc, TeHOTOKCHY-
HOCTPh U M3MeHeHns MeTabonndeckux myteit (Deng et al., 2014).
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Puc. 1. Cxema nonomenust u nepemenicans HY Baytpu pactenus (Line et al., 2017)
Fig. 1. Schematic of the absorption and movement of NPs within a plant (Line et al., 2017)

BbL10 Taxke Moka3aHo, YTO MHOTHE KYJIBTYpBI, ITOIBEPIIIHECs BO3AeHCTBUIO pa3innuHbix HY, ycBanBaroT
ux (Deng et al., 2014). OkazaBmuck BHyTpH, HU niepemematorcst B pa3InyHbIe TKAHU PACTEHUI: CTEONH, TUCTDA,
yepemky, BeTku u mwioasl (Deng et al., 2014). HecmoTps Ha TO, 4TO €CcTh HEMAJIO COOOIIEHUN O CTUMYIHUPY-
fomeM Bo3xaeiicTBur HY Ha pacTeHus, OmyOIIMKOBAaHBI TakKe MAaHHBIC O HEOMArompwsaTHOM Bo3aelicTBum HY
Ha MHOTHE CEJIbCKOX03HCTBEHHBIE KYJIBTYPHI.

Hwoke npuBeneHbl nccieoBaHus, CBUIETENLCTBYONIHE 0 ToniomeHnd HY pa3nuuHbIMU BUIAMU CEIlb-
CKOXO3SIIICTBEHHBIX PACTCHUM:

* Au—rtomar (Dan et al., 2015); Tabak (Judy et al., 2011); apadbunorncuc (Avellan et al., 2017); ssumens (Fe-
ichtmeier et al., 2015); puc, penuc, TeikBa (Zhu et al., 2012).

» Ag — apabunoncuc (Geisler-Lee et al., 2013); Tomar (Antisari et al., 2015); mmenuna (Dimkpa et al.,
2013); mam u copro (Lee et al., 2012); puc (Thuesombat et al., 2014); 60651 (Patlolla et al., 2012); kykypy3a,
kamycra (Pokrel and Dubey, 2013).

* CeO, — monepHa, kykypy3a (Wang et al., 2013); orypen (Zhang et al., 2011); Tomar (Antisari et al.,
2015); sumens (Rico et al., 2015); mmenuna (Rico et al., 2014).

* TiO,— kykypy3a (Asli and Neumann, 2009); muenuua, parnc, canar (Larue et al., 2012, 2014); apadunon-
cuc (Kurepa et al., 2010); orypen (Servin et al., 2013); Tomar (Antisari et al., 2015); mykx (Pakrashi et al., 2014).

* Zn u ZnO — apadbugoncuc (Landa et al., 2012); coeBbie 60051 (Lopez-Moreno et al., 2010); pexuc, paric,
caJar, Kykypy3a, kanycta (Pokrel and Dubey, 2013); orypen (Lin u Xing, 2007); mmenuna (Dimkpa et al., 2013);
kpecc-canar (Josko and Oleszczuk, 2013); myk (Kumari et al., 2011); vecrok (Shaymurat et al., 2012).

* MarauTabie HY ¢ yriepoaHbIM HOKPBITHEM — FOPOX, MOJCONIHEYHHK, ToMmar, nmennna (Cifuentes et al.,
2010).

* Fe,0,— te1kBa (Zhu et al., 2008.); cos (Ghafariyan et al., 2013.); Tomar (Antisari et al., 2015).

* Al,O,, mmm Al — yk, kpecc-camnar (Asztemborska et al., 2015); xykypy3a (Lin and Xing, 2007).

Hakoruienne HY B pacTeHHsX elie MOJHOCTBIO HE M3YyYEHO, OAHAKO INPOSIBIISETCS HECKOJIBKO TEHIEH-
mmii (Deng et al., 2014). [Tormomenne HY pactenusimu sipnsieTcss BUAOCHenn(pUIHBIM U 3aBUCHT OT UX COCTaBa
U pasMepa: HanpuMmep, Tabak mornromaer HY 3omota, a mmenuna — et (Judy et al., 2012). Cnenyer mog4aep-
KHYTb, 4TO OyIyIIUe NCCIeIOBaHUS MOTYT MOKa3aTh IPYryr0 KapTuHy nomiomeHns HY, mockonbky pasHble uc-
cienoBaTeny UcHonb3ytoT HY ¢ pasnmnyHbIME pa3MepaMu, TOBEPXHOCTHBIM 3apsiioM M (BYHKIIMOHATH3AIHEH,
KPUCTAJIMYHOCTBIO H T.1I.

[Tornomenue un TokcuuHocts HY B pacTeHusx 3aBUCAT OT UX cocTaBa. Hanpumep, Bo3ielicTBUE Ha pacTe-
Hust tomaroB HY pasnuunoro cocrasa (CeO,, Fe,0O,, SnO,, TiO,, Ag, Co u Ni) no-pazHoMy BIUseT Ha POCT KOp-
HE, MECTO HaKOIUIEHHs M ypokalHOCTh TuofioB (Antisari et al., 2015). bornee mnmuHHBIE KOpHU QOPMUPYIOTCS
npu Bo3neicTBun HU okcuaa sxenmesa, a MPOTUBOIOIOKHEIN 3 (EKT TOCTUTASTCs MPH UCIIONH30BAHUH OKCHIA
onoBa. B To Bpems kak GompmmHcTBO HY MerannoB HakarumBaetcs: B kopHax, HU cepebpa u kobanbra ObUTH
oOHapy>KeHBI B IIOI3€MHBIX M HAJ3EMHBIX OpraHax pacTeHui. [1moas TomaToB comepxaiu OobIIee KOMHIeCTBO
HUY cepebpa o cpaBHenuro ¢ HY npyroro cocrasa (Antisari et al., 2015).
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[ormomenne HY pacTeHnsMu 3aBUCHUT OT YCIOBHI BO3[eHCTBUSA, PU3NKO-XUMU4ecKuXx cBoicTB HY u BH-
noB pactenuil. [lormomenue u nepemenienne HY BHyTpu pacteHuid MOXXKET OBITh BeCcbMa ObICTpBIM. Tak, BpeMs
nepeMelIeHns OT KOpHei K moderaM MoKphITHIX yriieporoM MarHuTHEIX HY y mopconHeuHnka, TOMaToB, Topoxa
1 mmeHuIB! cocTaBseT meree 24 4 (Cifuentes et al., 2010).

HY ¢ ogHaKOBBIM COCTABOM, HO C Pa3HON KPUCTAIIIMYECKON CTPYKTYPOM MOT'YT IIO-PAa3HOMY HOITIOMATh-
¢4 U nepemeniarbcs no pacteHuto. Hampumep, HY auokcuaa TutaHa B aHaTa3HOW M PYTUIIBHOW KpUCTaJLIAYe-
CKuX (opMax Mo-pasHOMY TPaHCHOPTUPYIOTCS B pacTeHusix orypua (Servin et al., 2012); HY anarasa ocraBa-
JUCh B OCHOBHOM B KOpHAX, a HU pyTuia mepememairch ¥ HaKalUIMBAIUCH IPEUMYIIECTBEHHO B HAJI36MHOI
YacTH Orypla.

B3aumoneiicteue pactenuil 1 HU MoxeT BappUpOBaTh OT HE3HAYUTEIBHBIX 10 3aMETHBIX U3MEHEHUU
B Mopdonoruun, pusnonornu, OnoxuMnun u reaetrke pacrennii (Deng et al., 2014). smenenus mopdomorun
pacTteHwuii, kotopbie BbI3biBatoT HY, BkIoUaoT B cebs MHAEKC MpopacTaHus (BpeMsl U CKOPOCTh MpopacTa-
HUSA), YIJTUHEHNE KOPHEH, poCcT GnoMacchl MOOEroB M KOpHEH, MOpQoaoruio KOHINKOB KopHel u T.1. (Deng
et al., 2014).

Psin viccnenoBanmii BRISIBUI HeraTuBHOE Bo3aeiicTBre HU Ha MHOTHE (hDU3MOSIOTHYECKHE MPOLIECChl HEKO-
TOPBIX BUIOB PACTEHUH, B TO BPEMsI KaK MEHBIINHCTBO IBITAETCS IPOABUTaTh Hcoiab3oBanrne HY s u3bpan-
HBIX TIOJIE3HBIX (P (PEKTOB HA HEKOTOPHIX PACTEHUSAX. BakHO OTMETHUTH: B TO BpeMsI Kak HEKOTOPBIE pacTeHus Oy-
IyT J€MOHCTPHUPOBATh MOJIOKUTENIBHBIN 3G eKT B pe3yasrare Bozaeictsus HY Toro uinm uHoro tuma, Ha Apyrue
pactenust Te e camble HU OymyT oka3pIBaTh HEraTUBHOE BIIMSIHUE.

Mhuorue tunsl HU sBisifoTcsi QUTOTOKCHYHBIMY, TIOAABISIIOT POCT PACTEHUH, BIUSIOT HA (pU3HONIOTHYE-
ckre, Onoxumuueckne u reHetmueckue npusHaku (Brar et al., 2010; Deng et al., 2014; Tripathi et al., 2017).
B rabnwuie 1 npuBeneHs! NpUMEPHI KYJIBTYPHBIX PACTEHHH, TIOIBEPTTLNXCSI HEOIaronpusTHOMY Bo3aelicTeuro HY.

Tabmuna 1
®uroroxcmyHocTs HY pa3inynoil XMMI4YeCcKOil MPUPOABI B OTHOLICHHUH CeJIbCKOX03SliCTBEHHBIX KYJIbTYP
By HaHoYaCTHIY
Kyastypa
Au Ag C60 TiO, CeO, ZnO CuO | Fe,O,
Jlroniepna noceBHas (Medicago sativa L.) + + + +
PesyxoBunka Tanst (Arabidopsis thaliana (L.) Heynh.) + + + + + +
Slumens oObIkHOBeHHBIN (Hordeum vulgare L.) + + + + +
Kykypy3sa caxapHnas (Zea mays L.) + + + + + +
Kpecc-canar (Lepidium sativum L.) + + +
Orypern oObikHOBeHHBIH (Cucumis sativus L.) + + + + + +
Canar naryk (Lactuca sativa L.) + + + + + +
Jlyk penuarstii (Allium cepa L.) + + + + +
Penvka nonesas (Raphanus raphanistrum L.) + + + + + +
AMapaHT TpexXUBeTHbIN (Amaranthus tricolor L.) + +
Puc nocesHoit (Oryza sativa L.) + + + + + + +
Cos kynsrypHas (Glycine max (L.) Merr.) + + + + + +
Tomar oObIKHOBEHHBIH (Solanum lycopersicum L.) + + + + + +
[Menuna msrkas (Triticum aestivum L.) + + + + +

IIpumeuyanue. «+» — HEOTATONPHUATHOE BO3ACHCTBHE, BHISIBICHHOEC HAa yPOBHE HHIMOMPOBaHUS POCTOBBIX IpOIIEC-
COB, (pU3MOTOTHUECKUX M OMOXMMHUYECKHUX ITOKa3aTeIel MM TOKCHYHOCTH Ha TCHETHYECKOM YPOBHE.
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Table 1
Phytotoxicity of NPs of different chemical nature against crops
Nanoparticle type
Crop
Au Ag C60 TiO, CeO, ZnO CuO Fe,O,
Purple alfalfa (Medicago sativa L.) + + + +
Mustard weed (Arabidopsis thaliana (L.) Heynh.) + + + + + +
Common barley (Hordeum vulgare L.) + + + + +
Sugar corn (Zea mays L.) + + + + + +
garden-cress pepperweed (Lepidium sativum L.) + + +
Ridge cucumber (Cucumis sativus L.) + + + + + +
Lettuce (Lactuca sativa L.) + + + + + +
Bulb onion (4!lium cepa L.) + + + + +
Wild radish (Raphanus raphanistrum L.) + + + + + +
Tricolour amaranth (Amaranthus tricolor L.) + +
Rice (Oryza sativa L.) + + + + + + +
Soya bean (Glycine max (L.) Merr.) + + + + + +
Apple of love (Solanum lycopersicum L.) + + + + + +
Soft wheat (Triticum aestivum L.) + + + + +

“+” — adverse effects identified at the level of inhibition of growth processes, physiological and biochemical param-
eters or toxicity at the genetic level.

HY OmaropogHbiXx METaJIOB — TaKUX, KakK 30j0TO (Tali. 2), BBI3BIBAIOT HEKPO3 pacTeHHil Taba-
ka (Sabo-Attwood et al., 2012). Bo3ueiictBue HU Ag nmpuBOIUT K 3aMeJICHUIO TPOPACTaHUS prca U KyKypy-
361 (Pokhrel and Dubey, 2013; Thuesombat et al., 2014) u CHUXESHIIO MUTOTUYECKOTO HHJIEKCA U (PparMeHTa-
uu xpomocoM nyka (Kumari et al., 2009). HU nHa ocHOBe yriepoza (ymepoansie HaHOTPyOku, C60) nemoH-
CTPUPYIOT IUTOKCHYHOCTD y puca, mnuHara u ayka (Chen et al., 2010; Shen et al., 2010; Begum and Fugetsu,
2012), camxkator 6momaccy pacteHuii kabaukoB (Stampoulis et al., 2009) u 3amepXKuBarOT [IBETECHUE BMECTE
CO CHHXXCHHEM ypoxaitHocTH y puca (Lin et al., 2009). Bo3zaeiictBue Hanouactun TiO, NpUBOAUT K MOBPEXK-
JIEHUIO XJIOPOTUIACTOB M CHIDKEHHIO CKOpocTH QoTocuHTe3a y mmnuHara (Lei et al., 2008), uarudbupyer pocr
mucTheB H BeI3bIBaeT nospexaeHne JJHK kykypyssr (Asli and Neumann, 2009; Castiglione et al., 2011). Ha-
HovacTulsl CeO, OTpUIIATEIBHO BIMSIOT HA MUTAHUE U TEHETHYECKHH anmnapar cou, OTypLOB, prca U MIICHHU-
el (Lopez-Moreno et al., 2010; Hong et al., 2014; Rico et al., 2013, 2014; Zhao et al., 2014). ZnO sBiseTcs
TeHOTOKCUYHBIM IS JTyKa, yecHOKa U rpeunxu (Kumari et al., 2011; Shaymurat et al., 2012; Lee et al., 2013),
BIUsET Ha opmupoBanue cemsH y cou (Yoon et al., 2014), momaBiseT pocT pacTeHUM KyKypy3bl, COH, puca
u karrycTsl (Lin and Xing, 2007; Lopez-Moreno et al., 2010; Boonyanitipong et al., 2011; Xiang et al., 2015)
U BIUSET Ha cojepkaHue xyopodmuia y ropoxa (Mukherjee et al., 2014). CuO reHOTOKCHYCH ISl PEIbKH
u rpeunxu (Atha et al., 2012; Lee et al., 2013), Bei3pIBaeT OKCHIATHBHEINA cTpecc y puca (Shaw and Hossain,
2013) 1 cuabHO yMEHbIIAET ANUHY KopHeH (Ha 77%) u 6nomaccy HaazemMHol yactu (Ha 90%) kabaukos (Stam-
poulis et al., 2009). HY HuKenst BEI3BIBAIOT OKCHJIATUBHBIN CTPECC W MOBPEKICHUE MUTOXOHPHUH B KIETKAaX
tomara (Faisal et al., 2013).
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Tabmuma 2

MexaHu3Mbl aHTUMHKPOOHOTO AelicTBUsA HY pa3iu4yHoil XuMu4yeckoi npupoasl

Tunsr HY MexaHH3M aHTUMHKPOOHOTIO AeiicTBUS

CunpHOE QJICKTPOCTATUYCCKOC NPUTAKCHUEC,; HAKAIIJIMBAKOTCS HA KJIETOYHOMU TIOBEPXHOCTH,

30110TO . . .
B3aHMOJIEUCTBYIOT C KIIETOYHONM MEMOPAHOM U pa3pyIIaoT ee.

Cepebpo Pa3pymraioT kiaeTounylo MeMOpany, nospexxaaoT JJHK, HapyIaoT TpaHCIOPTUPOBKY JIEKTPOHOB.

PazpymiaoT kIeTouHy0 MeMOpaHy, HaKaIUTUBAIOTCS BHYTPH KIETKH

Oxcup nuHKa
Al U cOCcOOCTBYIOT 00pa3oBanuio TokcnyHoro H,O,.

Juokcua TuTaHa TMoBpekIat0T KICTOYHYO MEMOPaHy U BBICBOOOXKIAIOT aKTUBHBIE (POPMBI KUCIOPOJIA.
Table 2
Mechanisms of antimicrobial action of NPs of different chemical nature
NP types Mechanism of antimicrobial action
NPs have strong electrostatic attraction, accumulate on the cell surface,
Gold X - ) .
interact with the cell membrane and disrupt it

Silver NPs disrupt the cell membrane, damage DNA, disrupt electron movement
Zinc oxide NPs disrupt the cell membrane, accumulate inside the cell and contribute to the formation of toxic H,O,
Titanium dioxide NPs damage the cell membrane and release reactive oxygen species

Tun HY uHOrIa MoXeT 0Ka3blBaTh KakK MOJIE3HOE, TaK U BPEIHOE BO3ACUCTBUE HA OJJHO U TO K€ PACTEHHUE.
Hanpumep, Bozaeiicteue HU CeO, (500 Mr/kr) Ha sUMeHb MPUBENO K YBEIMYEHUIO OMoMacchl ToOeroB Gonee
yeM Ha 300%, omHaKo pacTeHus He oOpa3oBbiBasin 3epHOBKH (Rico et al., 2015).

Bo3jeiicTBHe HaHOYACTHI HA KJIETKH rpudoB. Heckonbko akTopoB BIHSIOT HA (YHTHIIUIHYIO aKTHB-
HOCTh HAHOMATEpHaJIOB: pasMep, POpMy, COCTaB, CIOCOOHOCTh K arIOMEpalii U 0COOEHHOCTH MOBEPXHOCTH
HY (Koduru et al., 2018; Kasana et al., 2017). Hanpumep, y menkux HY BbICOKHMM SIBIII€TCSI OTHOIICHHE TITOTIA-
JIM TIOBEPXHOCTH K 00BEMY, UTO MOXKET COCOOCTBOBaTh Oosiee BhICOKOM QyHrHuuaHoi aktuBHocTH (Rai et al.,
2018). 3auacTyro Takue MmoKaszareiu, Kak pazMep U (opMa HaHOMATePHAIOB, HAIIPSAMYIO CBS3aHBI C METOIOM HX
cuHTe3a ((PU3UKO-XMMUYECKUHN, UM «3€JIEHBI») 1 MOTYT CHJIBHO BapbUPOBAaTh B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT BEIOPaHHOTO
npotokoia (Srikar et al., 2016; Geoprincy et al., 2013). Taxke BBISBICHO, YTO METOJ] CHHTE3a MOXKET OKa3bl-
BaTh 3HAYUTEIFHOE BIUSHIE HAa (PyHTUIIUIHYIO aKTUBHOCTD, TOCKOJIBKY TIPEIIECTBEHHUKH METAIJIOB, TOBEPX-
HOCTHO-aKTHBHBIC BEILIECTBA, «METa0ONINYecKas IIy0a» OCTAIOTCA B CIEIOBBIX KOJIMYECTBaX MOCIE 3aBEPIICHUS
CHHTE3a U MOTYT OKa3bIBaTh BIFSIHHE HA TEOMETPHIO TIOBEPXHOCTH, TO €CTh OCTAaTKH CHHTE3a MOTYT H3MEHSAThH
xumMuio noBepxnoctu HY u, cnepoBarenbHo, BIUATH Ha UX akTuBHOCTH (Alghuthaymi et al., 2015). Hakowner,
ellle OIHUM BRXKHBIM (DaKTOPOM SIBIISFOTCS BUABI (PUTOMATOTCHHBIX IPUOOB, MOCKOIBKY KaXKIBI BUJ HMEET CBOU
Mop(hosornyecKkue 0cCoOEHHOCTH.

Das u coasr. B 2009 1. mpoBeny uccieaoBanue Mo oueHke Bosaelicteus HY 3omorta Ha Saccharomyces
cerevisiae n Candida albicans. DKCTIEpUMEHTHI TIO3BOJIMIIH BBIIBUTH MeXaHU3M neficTBus HY 3050Ta Ha KIeTKH
rpuboB. AHann3 COM moATBepaIul pa3phiB KIETOUHOH cTeHku nocie Bo3aeicteus HY (Das et al., 2009). B3a-
umonericreue HY Ha ocHOBE Meau MPUBOIUT K 00pa3oBaHNI0 akTUBHEIX (hopM kuciopona (ADK) u Be3bIBacT
paspymrenue JJHK (Chen et al., 2006; Oberdiirster, 2000; Heinlaan et al., 2008). Shah u coasrt. (2010 1.) cooOmu-
JIM O CHIDKCHHH KOJIMYECTBAa (hepPMEHTOB, pa3jiararoliux JUTHOLEUT0n03y. Kpome Toro, B3anmoneiicreue ¢ HU
BBI3BIBACT MOBPEXKIEHI B MUTOXOHIPHSIX M HapyIIeHHs B CTpyKType OenkoB (Shah et al., 2010) (puc. 2).

Bo3neiicTBHe HaHOYACTHII HA KJIETKHU DakTepuii. Beruieck ucnonb3oBanus HY B mequimHacKoii cdepe
CTaJ MPUYUHON MacImTaOHBIX UCCIETOBAaHIA WX aHTHOAKTEPHAIBHBIX CBOHCTB M MOJIEKYISIPHBIX MEXaHH3MOB
B3aumonericteus HY u kiterok 6akrepuii (Huh et al., 2011). Merammuueckue HU cuinbHO U3MEHSIOT METa0OH-
YECKYH0 aKTUBHOCTh OakTepui, 0 yeM cBueTeabcTBytoT Chatzimitakos u Stalikas (2016), 4To 103BOJISICT aKTHB-
HO UCTIOJIB30BAaTh UX B TEPAITUHU OaKTepuaIbHBIX 3a001eBanuil. Kpome Toro, Ag B HaHOpOpPME MOXKET IPOHUKATH
B OMOIIJICHKH MUKPOOPTraHU3MOB M MIPEAOTBpAIaTh UX (POPMUPOBAHUE, TOJABIISS SKCIPECCHIO TEHOB MUKPOOP-
raau3MoB (Zhao et al., 2015).
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Marsie pazmepsl HY SIBISIOTCS TTOJIE3HBIMHA 1T aHTUMHUKPOOHOTO JCHCTBUSA U OOPBOBI C BHYTPHUKIIETOU-
HeIMH OaktepusimMu (Zhao et al., 2015). Menkue HY cepebpa (5, 9, 10, 12 u 13,5 M), 30mota (8,4 HM), OKCcHUaa
ruHKa (12 HM) 1 okenaa trtana (12 u 17 HM) 00mafaoT BEICOKOH aHTUMHKPOOHOH akTUBHOCTHIO (Slavin et al.,
2017). ITockoabKy ATH YaCTHIIBI ACHCTBYIOT TONBKO MPU KOHTAKTe C KIETOYHBIMH CTEHKaMU OaKTepwid, ObLIH
W3y4YeHbl pa3luuHbIe cpencTBa coaeicTBus HU-0akTepraibHOMY KOHTAKTy — TaKHe, KaK dIIEKTPOCTaTHYECKOE
nputsoxernune (Li et al., 2015), cuner Ban-gep-Baanbca (Armentano et al., 2014), B3aumozeiicTBrs penenTop-iu-
raag (Gao et al., 2014) u runpodo6usie B3aumozeiicTeus (Luan et al., 2016).

IMocne konTakTa HY MOTyT NpOHUKATh Yepe3 MeMOpaHbl MUKPOOHBIX KIIETOK, BMEIINBATLCS B MeTabo-
JMYECKUE TTyTH U BBI3BIBAaTh M3MEHEHH QopMbl U pyHKIMM MeMOpaH opranemnt (puc. 3). Oka3aBIINCh BHYTPU
kieTok, HYU B3auMOneiCcTBYIOT ¢ KIETOYHBIMA META00IUYECKUMH My TSIMH, HHTUOUPYs (PEePMEHTHI, JC3aKTHBHU-
pys OeTKH, HHIYIHPYS OKHCIUTENBHBIA CTPECC W BOMHO-IIIEKTPOIUTHBINA qUcOaIaHc, a TakKe H3MEHS YPOBHU
akcnpeccur TeHoB (Xu et al., 2016). B 3T0it yacTu cTarhyu HaMH BBIICICHBI HEKOTOPBIC U3 HanOOJee BAXKHBIX
aHTHOaKTepHaIbHBIX MexaHn3MoB HY.

Conjdiophore

Fungal growth
on medium

Fungal mycelium

Mitochondria

Puc. 2. Mexaan3M NOBpEXICHAN KIETOYHBIX OpraHeiut, Bei3BaHHEIX HY y kietok rpubos (Cruz-Luna et al., 2021)
Fig. 2. Mechanism of cell organelle damage induced by NPs in fungal cells (Cruz-Luna et al., 2021)
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Fig. 3. Mechanism of antimicrobial activity of NPs on the example of nickel NPs
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Oxucnumenvhuviii cmpecc. PeaKTUBHBIA KUCIOPOTHBIA OKHUCIUTEIBHBIN CTPECC, BRI3BAaHHBIA aKTHBHBIMHU
BUJIaMH KUCIIOPO/Ia, SIBIISIETCS YKU3HEHHO BXKHBIM actiekToM aeiictBus HY mpoTtus 6akrepuii. Yetsipe Tuna ADK:
cyrnepokcuanbIil panukai (O°), ruapokcunbHblii pagukan (-OH), nepexuck Bogopoaa (H,O,) 1 CHHIIIETHBIN KHC-
nopoz (O,). O~ u H,0O,— SBAsroTCsI KpaTKOCPOYHBIMU CTPECCOBBIMU PEAKIIUSMHU U MOTYT OBITh YMEHbBIIIEHBI JH-
JIOTEHHBIMH aHTHOKCUIAHTaMHU — TAKUMH, KaK CyNepoKCH/ 1 KaTanas3bl. CuHIIEeTHbIH kuciopon (O,) cocraBnseT
OOMBITYIO YacTh (pu3moIorHYecKoro moBpekaeHus, Bei3BanHOro APK (Symonds et al., 2008). B HopMamsHBIX
YCIIOBUSIX COXPAHSETCS paBHOBECHE MKy reHeparueii u kimpeHcoM ADK B 6akTepualibHBIX KIETKaX, HO KOTAa
pon3BoacTBO ADK sSBISETCS Upe3MEPHBIM, BHYTPUKIECTOTHAS] OKHCITUTEIHFHO-BOCCTAHOBUTEIbHAS CTCTICHD H3-
MeHsieTcs 1 TojiepkuBaeT okucienne (Peng et al., 2013).

OKHCIIUTEIBHBIA CTPECC SIBISICTCS KITFOUEBBIM (haKTOPOM M3MEHEHHS MPOHUIIAEMOCTH OaKTepHaIbHON
MeMOpaHbl U, TAKUM 00pa3oM, MOXKET MOBpeauTh Kietounblie MeMOpanbl (Cheloni et al., 2016). Monsr Ha-
HOCepeOpa aKTUBUPYIOT KUCIIOPOA U MPOU3BOJAT PEAKTUBHBIC HOHBI KUCJIOPOAA M TUAPOKCUIIBHBIC pajiuKa-
JIBI, KOTOPBIE MOTYT MPEMATCTBOBATh OaKTepHabHOM Mponrdepanny Wik YHUITOXKATH OaKTepHaIbHbIE KIIET-
ku (Yang et al., 2009). Ananornunsim obpaszom HU AL,O, MoryT nepecekarb, B3aUMOAEHCTBOBATh U B UTOTE
paspymaTh OakTepHUalbHbIC MEMOPaHbI, BBI3bIBas OKUCIUTEIBHBIA CTPECC B OaKTepUaIbHBIX KieTKax (Ansari
et al., 2015).

Pacmeopennvie uonvt memannos. VIoHbBI METaJNIOB MOCTETIEHHO BHICBOOOXKIAIOTCS M3 OKCHIOB METAJJIOB
B BOJHOM Cpe/ie M BIIOCIEICTBHH MOTVIOMIAIOTCS Yepe3 KIETOUHbIe MeMOpaHbI, YTO B CBOIO OYEpEIh MPUBOIUT
K IPSIMOMY B3aUMOJICHCTBHUIO C (DYHKITMOHAIBHBIMY TPYIIIIaMU OSJIKOB U HYKJICHHOBBIX KUCIIOT: HAPUMED, MEp-
karro (—SH), amuno (-NH) u kap6okcu (—COOH). Ot B3auMOAEHCTBUS HMEIOT MTUPOKUH CIIEKTp 3P deKToB,
KOTOpBIC BKJIFOYAIOT B ce€0sl CTPYKTYpHBIE M3MEHEHHS KIETOK M aHOMaJNbHYIO (PEpPMEHTHYIO aKTUBHOCTbH, UTO
HapyliaeT HopMaibHble (u3nonornueckue npouecce (Castellano et al., 2007). Beuto oTMedeHo, 4TO HAHOCIIOH
namaaus (pazmepom ot 0,4 no 22,4 um) 1 HaHOTIpOoBOA cepedpa (20 HM), MoTyUeHHbBIE Ha MOTUATHIeHHadTaa-
Te, OKa3bIBalOT aHTHOAKTEPUATBHOE IEHCTBHE, KOTOPOE CBA3aHO C BBICBOOOKICHNEM HOHOB Majlians u cepedpa
B pactBop (Polivkova et al., 2015, 2017). 1 Hao60poOT, KOTrJia CyCIIEH3MH OKCHIIa METaUIOB OBLTH JOOABICHBI
B OaKTepHalbHBIC KYJIBTYPbI, HAOIIONAH TOIBKO cIa0yro aHTHOAKTEpHATbHYIO0 aKTHBHOCTE. DTO TOBOPUT O TOM,
YTO paCTBOPEHHE NOHOB METAJIJIOB HE OTBEYACT 3a aHTHOakTepuanbhbie 3¢ dexts HY okcuma Mmeramios (Zhang
etal., 2010).

Heoxucnumenvnovie mexanuszmol. JIjis onleHKn aHTUMHKpoOHOU akTuBHOCTH HU MgO umcnons3oBaiu
TaKWe METOMBI, KaK AIEKTPOHHO-CIIIH-PE30HAHCHAS CIEKTPOCKOMHUS, JKAIKOCTHAS XpoMaTorpadus-mMacc-c
MEKTPOMETpHUs, MHPPAKPACHBIN aHATU3 NpeodpasoBanus Dypbe, HHCTPYMEHTHI IPOTEOMUKHU U TIPOCBEUH-
BaroMmas dICKTPOHHAs MUKpockomnus. IIpu ynbeTpaduoieToBOM U €CTECTBEHHOM OCBEMeHUH Tpu Tuma HY
MgO ob6naganu aHTHOAKTEpHATbHON aKTHBHOCTHIO B OTHOWICHUH Escherichia coli. OmHaKo 3TH aHTHMHU-
kpoOHnbie nevictBus HY He cBs3aHBI C OKHCIEHUEM MEMOpPaHHBIX JIMITU0B BBUIY OKHUCIUTEIIHFHOTO CTpECCa,
MOTOMY YTO:

1. Kora TOMAIOTCSI KJICTOUHBIC MEMOPaHBI, MOSIBIISTIOTCS MOBEpXHOCTHBIC Topbl, HY MgO He BcTpedaroTcs
B KJIETKaX, M CIIEKTPOCKOMTMYECKH HE O0OHAPYKMUBAETCS BHYTPUKIIETOUHBIA N30BITOK MOHOB MarHus. DTy HaOIro-
JieHus TokasbiBatoT, uTo HY MgO moBpexaaroT KIETOYHbIE MEMOPaHbI, YTO BO3MOXKHO MO MPUYMHE (HUKCAITUU
HY na membpane, a¢dexros nameHenuit pH u BBICBOOOXK/ICHNST HOHOB MarHus;

2. IPUCYTCTBYET TOJIBKO HEOOIBIIIOE KOINIECTBO BHYTPHKIETOUHBIX ADK;

3. oopaborka HY MgO cyrmiectBeHHO He u3MensietT ypoHu ADK,

Kpome Toro, ypoBHH BHYTPHKJIECTOYHBIX OCITKOB, CBA3aHHBIX ¢ ADK, He MEHSIOTCSI, HO 3aMETHO CHIYKACT-
Csl aKTUBHOCTh psijia METa0OJIUYECKUX MPOIECCOB — B YACTHOCTHU, CHHTE3a aMUHOKHUCIIOT, YIJIEBOJIOB U HYKJICO-
tunoB (Leung et al., 2014).

BriBoanl

HaHOMaTCpI/IaJIBI, 06113[[351 YHUKaAJIbHBIMU (1)I/I3I/IKO-XI/IMI/I‘ICCKI/IMI/I CBOﬁCTBaMH, OKa3bIBAKOT CHJIBHOE BO3-
JICiCTBUE HA PaCTUTENbHBIC W )KUBOTHBIC OpraHu3Mbl. [[pOHMKAs W3 MOYBBI M BO3AYINHOW CPENbI MO CHMILIA-
CTHYECKOMY WJIM amloIUIaCTUYECKOMY MYyTH B OpraHu3M pacteHusi, HU mposBisSioT B pacTUTEIBHBIX KIIETKaX
cBoiictBa ADK: pa3pymaioT MeMOpaHbl OpraHeill, HApyIIaloT IMTyTH MeTa0oIn3Ma. JTO BBI3BIBACT Y PACTCHUH
OKHUCIIUTENBHBIA CTPECC U 3aIlyCKaeT MporpamMmbl (DePMEHTATHBHON U HE()ePMEHTATUBHOM 3aIIUTHI, YTO MOXKET
MIPUBOJUTH K YBEJIIMYCHHIO YPOXKAHHOCTH M TIOKa3areyiel pocTa pacteHuil. B cBoo ouepeb, 0COOEHHOCTH TaKUX
CHCTEM SIBIISIOTCS BUIOCTICHU(PUIHBIME: Y ofHUX BUI0B HY moxoxei MOpGhOIOruu U pasMepHOCTH MOTYT BbI-
3bIBaTh yBEJIUYEHUE YPOXKAWHOCTH, a Y APYTHX — IPUBOAUTH K YTHETEHHUIO BCEX OMOCHHTETUYECKUX MTPOLIECCOB.
VY knetok Mukpoopranu3zmMoB HU paspymarTr KIeTOuHyI0 MeMOpaHy, MeMOpaHbl OpraHell, HaApYIIAIOT ocie-
noBarenbHOCTH HykiteotunoB B JIHK, paspymaroT hepMeHThI U, TaKUM 00pa3oM, IPUBOJIAT K (pu3rueckoMy pas-
PYILICHHIO KJIETKH. DTOT MEXaHU3M JIEHCTBHS JIEKUT B OCHOBE (DYHTHUITMIHON M aHTHOAKTEpHaIbHONW aKTUBHOCTH
HAHOMATEPHAJIOB.
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