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AHHOTALMA

BakrepuanbHbI pak TOMaTa — BpEIOHOCHOE 3a00JIeBaHKE, PAacIpOCTPAaHEHHOE Ha KyJbType TO-
Mara. OcoOyr0 BpPeIOHOCHOCTh BO30OyautTenb Oonesnu Clavibacter michiganensis (Smith; Davis
et al.) Li et al. mposiBisier B 3ammineHHoM rpyHTe. Beictpoe u Tounoe BoisiBienue C. michiganen-
SIS B CEMEHax ToMmara IIpy MOMOUI COBPEMCHHBIX MCTOAOB JUATHOCTUKHN MTO3BOJIUT CHU3UTH PUCK
pacmpocTpaHeHnsI 3a00JICBaHUs, MOBBICUTh YPOXKAHHOCTh M KayecTBO NMPOXyKIuH. Mcciemosa-
HUSI BBITIOJIHEHBI B J1a0OpaToOpHy HaydyHO-METOIMuecKoro oraena Oakrepuonoruun ®I'BY «BHU-
HKP» B 2022-2023 1. Llens nccrepoBanuii — oreHKa mpuMmeHnMoctu tpex IIIP-tecto, mpen-
JIO)KCHHBIX B MEXIYHApPOIHBIX IMPOTOKOJAX JUISl JUAarHOCTUKU BO30OyQUTEINsl OaKTEpHabHOTO paka
Tomarta. B 3amaunm pabOTHI BXOAMJIO OIPENEICHHE OCHOBHBIX KpuTepueB d(hdexruBHOCTH (aHa-
JUTUYECKass YyBCTBUTEIBHOCTh M CIICIHU(UIHOCTD, CEIEKTHBHOCTH, BOCHPOHW3BOJUMOCTH, IIO-
BTOPSIEMOCTH) MpaliMepHBIX CHUCTeM. B paboTe MCIONIb30BalUCh OTEUECTBEHHBIE PEAKTUBBI, YTO
MO3BOJIMJIO CHM3UTH 3aTparhl W TOBBICHTH JOCTYMHOCTh AuarHoctuku. IILIP B coorBeTcTBHH
¢ pexomenpanusiMu Sudarshana et al. u Bach et al. oOnaganu BBICOKOH aHAIUTHYECKOH YyB-
crButenbHOCTBIO — 10° KOE/Mi1, a B cootBercTBuu ¢ pekomenianusimu Oosterhof n Berendsen
ona cocrasuna 10* KOE/mn. Bee mpaiiMeprbie cucteMsl mokasanu 100%-Hyro crnenupuIHOCTb
6e3 MepeKpecTHhIX peaknuil ¢ ApyruMu mramMmaMiu. CelIeKTHBHOCTH HE BbIsiBIeHA. [loBTOpse-
MOCTb M BOCIIPOM3BOIMMOCTD Bcex TecToB coctaBmin 100% Ha ypoBHE mopora 4yBCTBHTEIBHO-
cti. B pesynbrare oLeHKH MPUMEHUMOCTH Tpex npaiiMepHbix cucteM merox ITLIP no Sudarshana
et al. BEIOpaH Kak CKpPUHWHTOBBIA JUIS BBISBJICHHS OaKTepHaIbHOTO paka TOMara B aHaJMTHYE-
CKUX Mpo0ax M3 CEMsIH M BereTaTUBHBIX yacTel ToMmara. Octanbhbie [1I[P-TecThl pekoMeHI0BaHbI
KaK TTOATBEP>KIAIOIIHE TECTHI.
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Abstract

Bacterial canker of tomato is a harmful disease widespread in tomato crops. The pathogen Clavi-
bacter michiganensis (Smith; Davis et al.) Li et al. exhibits particular virulence in protected ground
conditions. Rapid and accurate detection of C. michiganensis in tomato seeds using modern di-
agnostic methods can help reduce the risk of disease spread and improve crop yield and product
quality. The study was conducted at the Laboratory of the Research and Methodology Department
of Bacteriology, All-Russian Plant Quarantine Center, in 2022—-2023. The study aimed to assess
the applicability of three PCR tests proposed in international protocols for diagnosing the bacterial
canker in tomato. The objectives included determining the key performance criteria of primer sys-
tems: analytical sensitivity and specificity, selectivity, reproducibility, and repeatability. Domestic
reagents were used in the study, which helped reduce costs and increase the accessibility of diag-
nostics. According to the protocols by Sudarshana et al. and Bach et al. the PCR tests demonstrated
high analytical sensitivity of of 10° CFU/mL, while according to the protocol by Oosterhof and
Berendsen sensitivity was 10* CFU/mL. All primer systems demonstrated 100% specificity, with
no cross-reactions observed with other strains. No selectivity was detected. The repeatability and
reproducibility of all tests reached 100% at the sensitivity threshold level. Based on the assess-
ment of the three primer systems, the PCR method described by Sudarshana et al. was selected
as a screening tool for detecting bacterial tomato canker in analytical samples from seeds and veg-
etative parts of the plant. The remaining PCR tests are recommended as confirmatory assays.

Keywords
tomato bacteriosis, Clavibacter michiganensis, seed infection, analytical sensitivity, specificity, se-
lectivity, PCR efficiency
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BBenenue
Introduction
Tomar — ogHa U3 Hambosiee BaXKHBIX OBOIIHBIX KYJIBTYp B MUpPE Oiaromapsi CBOUM
IIUTATCIIbHBIM CBOﬁCTBaM, YHI/IBepcaJ]LHOCTI/I nu 3KOHOMI/I‘-I€CKOI>1 3HAYUMOCTHU. HJIO)Z[BI TO-

Mara OoraTbl TAKHMH MUHEpaIaMHy, KaKk KaJIuii U MarHui, BATaMHHaMHU, 0co0eHHO C U A,
a TaKke PUTOXUMHUYCCKUMH COCTUHCHUSMU BKJIFOUAs IMKOITMH — MOIIIHBIN aHTHOKCUIAHT,
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CBSI3aHHBIN CO CHIDKEHHEM PHCKA Pa3BUTHS HEKOTOPHIX BUAOB paKa M CEPACIHO-COCYIUCTHIX
3aboneBanwuii y monei [1, 2].

Tomar sBisieTCsl 00bEKTOM CENEKIIMOHHBIX POTPaMM, TOCBSIIICHHBIX YCTOHUNBOCTH
K O0JIe3HsM, TOBBIIIEHUIO YPOXKaHHOCTH 1 YAyUIIEHHIO KadyecTBa I1oAoB. braaronaps cBoeit
aJalITUBHOCTH K PA3IMYHBIM KIMMATHYECKAM YCIIOBHUSM 3Ta KyJIbTypa 3aHUMAaeT BaXKHOE
MECTO B arpapHOM CEKTOpe MHOTHX CTpaH, 00ecredrBasi MPOAOBOILCTBEHHYIO Oe3omac-
HOCTb U JIOXOABI (hepMepoB [3, 4].

Clavibacter michiganensis (Smith; Davis et al.) Li et al. — Bo30yuTens 6akTepuaIbHOTO
paka Tomara. Ita 00JIe3Hb OaKTepHATLHOM STHOJIOTHH, KOTOpas 0COOYI0 BPEIOHOCHOCTH TIPO-
SBJISIET B 3amuieHHoM rpyHTe [5]. B Poccuiickoit @eneparmn C. michiganensis BcTpedaeTcs
BO BCEX PETMOHAX BHIPAILMBaHUs ToMara. bakreprabHbIi pak ToMara MIMPOKO pacpoCTpaHeH
0 BCEMY MHUPY U HAHOCUT 3HAYUTEIIBHBIH YILIEpO CENbCKOMY XO3SHCTBY: TIOTEPU ypOXKasi MOTYT
nocTurarh 710 93% 3a cuer rubesu pacTeHHid, a CpeTHUN BeC TI0N0B cHIbKaeTcs 1o 50% [6, 7].

HcTopust OTKPHITHS ¥ TAKCOHOMHYECKUX H3MEHEHNH BO30yAnuTeNs OaKTepHUaIbHOTO
paxa Tomata Havyanachk ¢ 1910 . Biepsrie aTa 6akTepus Obuta ooHapykena B CILIA, B mrare
Muuuras, onyuuB Ha3zBaHue Bacterium michiganense Smith. B 1934 . 6pu10 0TMEUeHO
CXOZICTBO BO30yaUTEN OAKTEPUANTBHOTO paKa ToMara ¢ KOpUHeOaKTepUsIMH, B CBS3U C YeM
ero nepeumenoBaiiu B Corynebacterium michiganense (Smith) Jensen. B mocnenyromiue
necatuneTus, B 1977 1., B Ki1acCHPUKAITHIO KOpHHEOAKTEpHH-(DUTOMATOTEHOB OBLITH BBEIC-
HBI TIATOJIOTUYECKUE TUTIBI — MTATOBAPHI, U OakTepus noiayuuna HazBanue Corynebacterium
michiganense pv. michiganense (Smith) Dye & Kemp. 1o npoiecTBun HECKOIBKUX JIET
TaKCOHOMHUYECKHI cTaTyc BO30ynuTelsi OaKTepHalbHOTO paka BHOBB OBLI MEPECMOTPEH:
ero KiraccuduKaiys Obula H3MEHEHA ¢ YPOBHSI [ATOBap Ha YPOBEHD MOABH/I, U OH IOy
HazBanue Corynebacterium michiganense subsp. michiganense Carlson u Vidaver. OcHo-
BBEIBasICh Ha (DEHOTUITMYECKHX MPU3HAKaX, B 1984 I. yueHble MpeioKIIN IePEeBECTH TIO/I-
Bugbl C. michiganense B pox Clavibacter. BBuay 3Toro Bo30yIuTenh 0aKTepUaIbHOTO paKa
Tomara nony4mi Haumenoaunue Clavibacter michiganense subsp. michiganense Davis et al.
B 1996 1., B COOTBETCTBHUY C NpaBUIaMU HOMEHKIIATYPBI OaKTepHAIbHON TaAKCOHOMUH, Ha-
3BaHMe ObLTO CKOppekTHpoBaHOo Ha Clavibacter michiganensis subsp. michiganensis Young
et al. Ha ocHOoBaHUM MOJEKyIsIpHO-TeHETHYECKUX HccienoBanuii B 2018 1. Oblia mpose-
neHa pexnaccuduxanus, u noasun C. michiganensis subsp. michiganensis ObUT TIOBBIIICH
1o ypoBHs Buna C. michiganensis (Smith; Davis et al.) Li et al. [8, 9].

C. michiganensis — 3TO TPaMIIONIOKUTETbHAS OAKTEPHS, CITIOCOOHAS Yepe3 eCTECTBEH-
HBIE OTBEPCTHSA, PAHBI HITH Yepe3 3apayKeHHBIE CEMEHA IPOHUKATh U KOJIOHHU3UPOBATh pac-
TeHus ToMara. [lomas BHYTpb pacTeHUsI, PUTONATOTEH Pa3MHOXKACTCS B COCYAaX KCHIIEMBI,
o0Opa3yeT OuoIICHKONOA00HbBIE CTPYKTYpHI [ 10].

Oco0eHHOCTRIO, KOTOpas 6oJiee BeKa CIIOCOOCTBYET IIMPOKOMY PAacIpOCTPAHEHHIO
Clavibacter michiganensis BO BceM MUpe, SBISIETCS €T0 CIIOCOOHOCTH MepeaaBaThes C ce-
MEHaMU U JI0JITO€ BpeMs HaXOAUTHCS B JJATEHTHOM COCTOSIHMM B paccaze Tomara [11, 12].
[pu stom C. michiganensis He TONBKO KOJIOHU3UPYET MMOBEPXHOCTH CEMSH, HO U IPOHUKAET
TI0/1 CEMEHHYI0 000JIOUKY, IIPUBO/SI BIIOCIEACTBUN K CHCTEMHOMY 3apaKeHHUIO pacTeHuii [13].

C cepemuubl XX B. HHTEHCH(HKALS MK TyHAPOHON TOPTOBITH CEMEHAMH TOMATa TPH-
Bena K pacrpoctpanenuto C. michiganensis Kak BHyTPH KOHTHHEHTOB, TaK M MKy HUMH [14].

OCHOBHBIM PacTEHHEM-XO3SIMHOM sBisieTcsl ToMat (Solanum lycopersicum). Pexe
MOpaskaroTcsl Ipyrue pacTeHus: cemericTBa Solanaceae: kaprodens (Solanum tuberosum),
6omnrapckuit nepen (Capsicum annuum), 6axnaxat (Solanum dulcamara), a TaKxe HEKOTO-
pBIe COpHBIC pacTeHus pona Solanum: macneH depHbIi (Solanum nigrum), nacien Jyrna-
ca (Solanum douglasii) v macnen TpexuBeTkoBbIi (Solanum trifolium). beuto o6HapYy)eHO,
YTO pe3epBaTopaMu MOTYT OBITh AypMaH OOBIKHOBEHHBIN (Datura stramonium), Mmapb Oe-
nasi (Chenopodium album) u amapaHT 3anpOKUHYTHIN (Amaranthus retroflexus) [14].
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B pesynbrare o0cnenoBaHus NOCAaIOK TOMaTa OTKPHITOIO U 3aLIMIICHHOTO IPYHTa,
nposeneHHoro B 2024 1., Bo30yauTens OakTepuaibHOro paka Tomata C. michiganensis Obu1
BBIABJICH B AcCTpaxaHCKoi, Bonrorpanckoit u PoctoBckoit obnactax — B 29, 63 u 33% oto-
OpaHHBIX 00pPa3IIOB COOTBETCTBEHHO [15].

CumnToMbl 3a00JIeBaHUs TOCTaTOYHO pazHooOpa3Hel. OHU BKITIOUAIOT B ce0s XJIO-
POTHYHOCTH, HEKPO3 KPaeB M CKPYUHBAHUE JIMCTOBBIX IUIACTHHOK (puc. la), 3amenjenne
pocTa, MPOJOILHBIC HEKPO3bI U SA3BBI HAa CTEONAX, pacTpeckuBanue creomst (puc. 10), n3-
MEHEHHUE OKPACKH COCYIOB, YBSIaHUE U MOABJICHUE ISITEH Ha CO3PEBAIOLIMX IUIONAX, YTO
CHIKAET Ka4eCTBO IUIOJ0B U YPOXKaHHOCTh PACTEHUH, a IPH CUIIBHOM 3apa)KCHUH MPUBOIUT
K ux Tubenwm [12, 16-18].

Kommepuecknx copToB ¥ THOpUAOB TOMaTa, abCOMOTHO ycTOMUuBBIX K C. michi-
ganensis, He CYIIECTBYET, HO OHH OTJIMYAIOTCS [0 BOCIIPUUMYHMBOCTH. boprba ¢ Gakrepraib-
HBIM PaKOM TOMaTa 3aKJII04aeTCsl B OCHOBHOM B COOMIOACHUH PEKOMEHIyEMOM arpOTeXHUKH
¢ 00s13aTeTIbHBIM YHUYTOXEHUEM PACTHTEIBHBIX OCTATKOB M JAPYTHX MPOQPHIAKTHYECKUX
MEpPONpPHUATHH, a TaK)Ke B 00padOTKE CEeMSH U 3apa)KCHHBIX PACTCHHUN PA3IMIHBIMU IIpera-
paramMu, pa3penieHHbIMU B CTpaHe-IIPON3BOINTEIE JaHHOW OBOIIHOM mpoaykuuu [ 18, 19].
Ho caMbIM I1aBHBIM YCJIOBHEM IIPENyNpPEXICHUs OOJIE3HU SIBISICTCS CBOEBPEMEHHOE 00-
HapyXeHue (PUTONATOreHHbIX OAKTEpHUil B ceMEHax U BIOPaKOBKA UX, TO €CTh yCTPAHEHHE
OCHOBHOT'O MCTOYHHKA NEPBUYHON MH(EKINHU, U HUCTIOIb30BaHUE 310POBBIX CEMSIH M pac-
cansl [16, 20]. CornacHo nanubM [21] npu ypoBHe 3apaxenHoctr 10° KOE Ha 1 r cemsin
MPOHMCXOANT NOpakeHue okono 4% pactenuil. Takum 00pazoM, HEOOXOAUMO HUCTIOIB30Ba-
HUE MeTOOB BbIsiBIeHUs! C. michiganensis ¢ BBICOKOW aHATUTHYECKOH YyBCTBUTEIILHO-
ctbto (AY). Kak mpasuio, AY IT1[P-meTonoB AuarHocTiKe OaKTepHaIbHBIX (PUTOMATOTCHOB
Haxoautcs Ha ypoBHe 10%-10° KOE/mur.

Puc. 1. CumnToms!l OakTepHanbHOTO paka TOMaTa:
a — XJIOpO3, HEKPO3 M CKPYyUHMBaHUE KPaeB JIMCTOBBIX IJIACTHHOK (AcTpaxaHcKast 001acTh);
0 — HeKpo3 U pacTpeckuBanue credns (Bonrorpaackas 00m1acTsb)

Figure 1. Symptoms of bacterial canker in tomato:
a — chlorosis, necrosis, and curling of leaf blade edges (Astrakhan Region),
b — necrosis and cracking of the stem (Volgograd Region)
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B MexayHaponHOH MpaKTHUKE 30JI0THIM CTaHIApTOM OOHApY>KEHHS B CEMEHHOM Mare-
puane C. michiganensis siBnsierca couetanue [1L[P-anannsa u n307s11s YUCTOR KyIbTY B
Ha nuTareiabHbie cpesl [14, 22]. OaHako U30IAIUs B IOCIEIHEE NECATUIICTHE MTPU3HAHA
Manod(dektruBHOl BBULY criocoOHocTH C. michiganensis HAXOMUTHCS B )KU3HECTIOCOOHOM,
HO HE KYJIbTHBHPYEMOM COCTOSHUH. TakuMm oOpazom, ais quarnoctuxu C. michiganensis
HPEeANOYTUTEIbHBI ObICTpBIE METOBI (Takue, Kak I11[P-TecTsl), HOCKONBKY MX MOXKHO MPH-
MEHSTH 0€3 PeBapUTEIILHOTO KyIFTUBUPOBAHUS MITaMMOB [ 16].

Jns mpoBenenus >¢dexruBHor auarHoctuku C. michiganensis HeoOXoguma
rapMOHHU3aLMsI METOJOB C MEXKIYyHApOIHBIMH W PErHOHATBHBIMH JUArHOCTUYECKH-
MU TpoTokojaMu. [1o3TOMy B MCCI€IOBaHMSIX MBI BBITIOJHUIN OLIEHKY NPUMEHHMO-
ctu tpex [II[P-PB (IILIP B peansHOM BpeMeHH), pEKOMEHIOBAHHBIX MEXTYHAPOIHBIMHU
OpraHu3alusIMU.

MexayHapomHoit deneparnmeii mo cemenooacty (ISF) pa3zpaboran mpoTokon wmc-
NBITAaHUH, BKIIIOYAIOIIMI B ce0s MpoLeyphl BBISIBICHUS U UACHTH()UKALIMKA BO3OYAUTEIIS
0aKkTepruanbHOTO paka TOMaTa B CEMEHHOM MaTrepualie. B naHHOM mpoTokone peKoMeH Y-
totcst [TLP-PB B cootBetcTBUM ¢ pazpadoTkamu Oosterhof n Berendsen (2011) u [TLP-PB
no Sudarshana et al. (2012) [22].

ITLP-PB mo Oosterhof n Berendsen (2011) pa3paborana Ha 0CHOBE MMOCIIETOBATEIb-
HOCTHU Y4acCTKa I'€Ha, KOJUPYIOLIETO JABYXKOMIIOHEHTHYIO CHCTEMHYIO CEHCOPHYIO KHHa-
3y (PTSSK). ABTOpBI OTMEUAIOT BBICOKYIO aHAIUTHYECKYIO YYBCTBUTEIBHOCTh TAHHOTO
merona — 2 X 10° KOE/ma. Ilpu 310l METOAMKE OTMEYEHO OTCYTCTBHE KaK JIOKHOOTPHU-
LATENbHBIX, TAK U JIOKHOIMOJIOKUTEIbHBIX pe3ynbraroB. lannyro III[P-PB Takxe peko-
MEH/IyeT UCTO0Ib30BaTh EBporneiickas n CpennzeMHOMOpPCKas OpraHn3aliy 110 KapaHTHHY
u 3amute pacrennit (EOK3P) [14].

Sudarshana et al. paspadoranu I1LIP-PB c mpatimepamu MVS21F R, mogo6panHbMu
UL aMITIuKanuy pparMeHTa recA — reHa, KOOUpyHoIwero (pepMeHT, y4acTBYIOLINH B IIPO-
neccax pekomOunanuu u penapauuu JJHK. O1oT ren BeiOpan B cBs3U ¢ OoJiee BHICOKOH BapH-
abenbHOCTHIO 110 cpaBHeHuto ¢ 16S pPHK, uto nossonser otmuuars C. michiganensis ot npy-
T'HX OJIM3KOPOJCTBEHHBIX OAaKTEpPHi, TAKMM 00pa30oM IOBbIIIas crienuduiHoCTh TecTa [22].

B maboparopHOM pyKOBOACTBE 10 HICHTU(MUKAMHA (PUTOTIATOTEHHBIX OAKTEPUN JJIs
unentudukanun C. michiganensis npemioxena [11[P-PB B coorBercTBum ¢ Bach et al.
ABTOpBI pa3paboTany TECT-CUCTEMBI AJIs1 KOJMYECTBEHHOM OLleHKH U quddepeHunanum
¢uronarorennsix BuaoB pona Clavibacter. Ilpaiimepsr FP_ Cm/RP_Cm nonoGpansr amns
y4acTKa MeXreHHOH nocienoBarensHocTH oniepoHa pPHK (ITS), obmiero asis Bcex BUAOB,
nepeuncieHubix Hwke: C. sepedonicus, C. michiganensis, C. tessellarius, C. nebrasken-
sis, C. insidiosus. Cienn(UnIHOCTH METO/IAa TOCTUTAETCS 3a CUET 30H/I0B, Pa3pabOTaHHBIX
JUI KaXKJ0TO matoreHHoro Buza pona Clavibacter. ABropamu oTMEu€Ha BBICOKAs CIIEIl-
U(PUIHOCTh TECT-CUCTEM, OAHAKO MH(OpMAIUsI 00 aHAJIUTHYECKOH UyBCTBUTEIBLHOCTH
oTcyTcTBYeT [23].

Ieas uccaenoBanuii: onenka npumenumoctu tpex IIIP-PB, npennoxenHsix
B MEXIYHApOIHBIX MPOTOKONAX JAJISl AUArHOCTUKH BO3OYIUTEINsT OaKkTepUaIbHOTO paka
TOMaTa.

Metoauka uccie10BaHuii
Research method
OOBEKTOM HCCIIeOBAaHUN SBISIICA BO3OYIUTENh OAKTEPHATHHOTO paka Tomara
C. michiganensis.

Baxmepuansnvie wimammor. B padore ucnonszoBanu 4 mramma C. michiganen-
sis: 0239 BHUUKP (CFBP 2492), 0496 BHUUKP, 0497 BHUHUKP, 0498 BHUIKP)
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1 41 mramMm qpyrux BUAOB OaKTepwii U3 3apyOeKHBIX KoJUIeKIuid: Pectobacterium caro-
tovorum subsp. carotovorum DSM30168, Pectobacterium atrosepticum DSM18077, Xan-
thomonas campestris pv. raphanin NCPPB1946, Erwinia amylovora CFBP1430, Xan-
thomonas oryzae NCPPB3002, Clavibacter michiganensis subsp. sepedonicus NCPPB2137,
Xanthomonas translucens DSM 18974, Xanthomonas euvesicatoria pv. euvesicatoria DSM
19128, Xanthomonas vesicatoria DSM 22252, Xanthomonas euvesicatoria pv. perforans
DSM 18975, Xanthomonas hortorum pv. gardneri DSM 19127, Xanthomonas oryzae pv.
oryzicola CFBP 2286, Xanthomonas axonopodis pv. allii CFBP 6107, Curtobacterium
flaccumfaciens pv. flaccumfaciens CFBP 3418, Curtobacterium flaccumfaciens pv. oortii
CFBP 1384, Curtobacterium flaccumfaciens pv. poinsettiae CFBP 2403, Pseudomonas
savastanoi pv. phaseolicola CFBP 1390, Pseudomonas savastanoi pv. glycinea CFBP 2214,
Xanthomonas axonopodis pv. phaseoli CFBP 2534, Clavibacter michiganensis subsp. ne-
braskensis CFBP 2405, Xanthomonas axonopodis pv. allii CFBP 6369, Xanthomonas axo-
nopodis pv. axonopodis CFBP 5141, Ralstonia syzigii CFBP 7288, Ralstonia pseudosola-
nacearum CFBP 6442, Pseudomonas syringae pv. coronafaciens CFBP 2216, Pseudomonas
syringae pv. maculicola CFBP 1657, Acidovorax avenae CFBP 2425, Pantoea stewartii
subsp. indologenes CFBP 3614, Pantoea ananatis pv. ananatis CFBP 3612, Xanthomonas
hyacinthi CFBP 1156, Paraburkholderia caryophylli CFBP 1370, Paraburkholderia an-
dropogonis CFBP 2421, Pantoea agglomerans DSM 8570, Pantoea vagans DSM 23078,
Paraburkholderia glumae DSM 9512, Pantoea ananatis DSM 30080, Rathayibacter tritici
DSM 7486, Agrobacterium rubi DSM 6772, Xanthomonas citri pv. glycines CFBP 2526,
Pseudomonas syringae pv. tomato CFBP 2212, Pseudomonas corrugate CFBP 2431.

Onpeoenenue anarumuieckux uyscmeumenvrocmu u cneyuguurnocmu I[P u bi0e-
nenue J{HK mpoBOANIN IO METOIUKE, ONTMCAHHOM B cTaTbe «OnpeaencHue aHATUTHYECKON
YYBCTBHUTENBHOCTHU U crienuuyHocTi MetonoB I[P mis auarnocTuku 4epHoit OakTepu-
aJIbHOM MATHUCTOCTH ToMaTtay [5].

Onpeoenenue s¢pgpexmuenocmu I1LJP-PB mecmos. IpdextuBnocts I11IP-PB pac-
CUUTHIBAIIH 110 (hopMyIe:

E=10'"%,

rae a — yroBoil koa¢gunmeHT (slope).

O hexTHBHOCTD peakMK BBIPAXKadd B MPOLEHTAX M CYUTAIHN NMPUEMIIEMON B Aua-
nazoune ot 90 no 110% [24].

Onpeodenenue cenexmusnocmu. [y ouenku cenexrusHoctu [1L[P-tecToB moxaroro-
BUJIM O00pa3Lbl SKCTPAKTOB U3 BET€TaTUBHBIX YacTEH M CeMSH ToMara. 3aTeM SKCTPAaKThI
MCKyCCTBeHHO 3apaxkanu C. michiganensis (KOHLIEHTpaIMs B JaHHBIX 00pa3Liax cOCTaBIsIa
ot 105 no 10° KOE/mn). Kaxxaplif BapuaHT rOTOBWIIM B TpeX MOBTOpHOCTX. Taroke Oblia
NPUTOTOBJIEHA Cepusl CyOcTpaToB Oe3 coaep:kaHusl Bo3OyauTeneit 6one3Hel (oTpuuaresb-
HBII KOHTPOJIb).

Onpedenenue nosmopsemocmu. J1jis OLleHKH TOBTOPSIEMOCTH TOTOBUIIM 00pa3Ibl
C KOHIIEHTpaLuel (pUTonaroreHoB Ha YpOBHE aHAIUTHYECKON 4yBCTBUTEILHOCTH B 6 I0-
BTOpHOCTSIX. OOpasLbl MCcCIe0BaNI OAKH CIIELMATINCT, HA OMHOM 000PYIOBaHHM B TEUCHHE
OJTHOTO pabovero JHS.

Onpeoenenue socnpoussooumocmu. [y onpeneneHus: BOCIPOM3BOIUMOCTH TOTOBH-
JIM DKCTPAKTBI CEMSIH TOMATa ¢ HU3KUM U CPETHUM YPOBHEM 3apa’KEHHOCTH B IIECTUKPATHON
nosTopHocTH. MccnenoBanue oOpas3oB NpoBOAMIN 3 CIEHUAIMCTA HA Pa3InYHOM 000-
PYIOBaHHHU B pa3HOE BPEMS.

s ynoOcTBa MHTEpIIPETALUH PE3YABTATOB U KOHTPOJIS 3P )EeKTHBHOCTH aMITH(UKA-
LMY UCTIONB30BaJH ciexyroumii KoHTpoub [TLP: K+ — nonoxuTenbHbli KOHTPOIBbHBIN 00pa-
3en — JIHK neneBoro o0bekra; K-B (oTpHLiaTenbHBINA KOHTPOJIb BBIIEICHHS) — CTEPHIIBHBIHA
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¢docdarno-conesoii pactBop (PBS), ncnonszyemslii 11 HOATOTOBKY aHATUTHYECKOH HPO-
6b1; K-u (oTpunarensHblil KOHTPOIb aMIUTMGHUKALNHI, UIH KOHTPOJIb YHCTOH 30HBI) — yiIb-
TpavucTas BoJa.

IIL[P-PB, ucnonvsosannule 6 pabome:

1) mo Oosterhof & Berendsen (2011);

2) mo Sudarshana et al. (2012);

3) mo Bach et al. (2003).

ITocnenoBaTeIbHOCTH OJIUTOHYKJICOTHAOB, UCIOIL30BaHHBIE B paboTe, yKa3aHbI
B Ta0mure 1.

B Tabnuie 2 npuBOASTCS COCTaBBI HCIOIb3YEMbIX PEAKIIMOHHBIX CMECEH U YCIOBHS
aMIuA(UKaIum.

TectupoBanue I1I1IP-PB npoBoauiy ¢ UCMONB30BAHUEM ABYX TOTOBBIX CMECEW s
TLIP: 5x gPCRmix-HS (OO0 «EBporen») u 5x Mas ™t TagMix-2025 (3BAO «/luanar JIta.»).

AMIUIMQUKALIUIO W JETEKIUI0 pe3ylbTaToB MPOBOAMJIM HAa TEPMOLHMKIEpPE
CFX96 («Bio-Rad», CIIA). [Ins ompeneneHus MOBTOPSIEMOCTH U BOCIPOU3BOJU-
MOCTH [JOINOJHHUTEIBHO HCIIOJNb30BaIM aMIuid(pukaropsl nerexkrupyomue JTnpaiim
u A Tnaiit («/JHK-Texnonorus», Poccus).

Cmamucmuuyeckutl anaaus. Jlns ouenku > dexruaoctu [111P-PB 61 BEIMONHEH
pacuer cpefHero 3Ha4eHHs MOporoBeix HMUKIOB (Ct) mns pasnuyHbix paszBeneHuit JJHK.
AHaiu3 JaHHBIX IPOBOIWIICS C UCIIONB30BAaHUEM METOJAa PETPECCHOHHOIO aHAIN3a B MIPO-
rpamme MS Office Excel 2016. [lns orieHKH KauecTBa ypaBHEHHUS PETPECCUH PACCUUTHIBATIH
ko3 punment gerepmunanuu (R?), mpu 3tTom 3Hadenus: R? Beime 0,99 cunranuck craru-
CTHYECKH 3HaYNMBIMH.

Tabmmna 1
HOCJICI[OBZITC.HLHOCTI/I OJII/IFOHyKJIQOTHHOB, MUCIIOJIB30BAHHLIC B paﬁoTe
Table 1
Oligonucleotide sequences used in the study
HasBaHune nOCJ'Ie,D,OBaTeJ'IbHOCTb ONnUroHykneoTnaos ABTOp
RZ ptssk 10 GGGGCCGAAGGTGCTG GTG
Oosterhof &
RZ_ptssk 11 CGTCGCCCCCCCCGCTG Berendsen (2011)
Probe RZ_ptssk 12 TGGTCGTCCTCGGCG — BHQ1
MVS21 F CTAGTTGCTGAATCCACCCAG
MVS21 R TACCGCTTGACTCTCGTTTC Sudarshana et al. (2012)
MVS21 P CTGCCACCCGATGTTGTTGTTCC-BHQ1
FP_Cm TGTCGAGGGCATGTTGCACG
RP_Cm GGAGACAGAATTGACCAATGAT Bach et al. (2003)
Cmg; :,[/fbe TTCCGTCGTCCTGTTGTGGATG — BHQ1
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Tabmuna 2

CocraBbl PCAKIIMOHHBIX cMmeceid u yciaoBusi aMﬂJ]Hq)l/IKaHPlH

Table 2
Reaction mixture compositions and amplification conditions
061’::;'_' V) Ycnosust amnnudmkaumnm
KoMnoHeHTbI Pabouan
KOHLIeHTpaums
1 > T o
YneTpauncrasa soga 16,5 12,0 -
5x MUP-6ydep 5,0 5,0 1x
Mpsamon npanmep 0,5 1,0 10 pM/pl
10 muH npun 95°C; | 10 muH npmn 95°C;
. . 45 unknos: 45 ynKnos.:
O6paTHbIn Npanmep 0,5 1,0 10 pM/pl 15 cek. npn 95°C, | 20 cek. npu 95°C,
30 cek. npn 60°C 1 MyH npn 66°C
3oHA 0,5 1,0 5 pM/ul
[OHK obpasua 2,0 5,0 -
O6beMm peakumm 25,0 25,0 -

*1 — i IILP B coorBerctBuu ¢ Qosterhof & Berendsen u Sudarshana et al.; 2 — ms TP
comtacHo Bach et al.

Pe3yabTarsl U HX 00CyKIeHHe
Results and discussion

Bce metonpl, mpuMeHsieMble B TOBCETHEBHOW JIaOOpaTOPHON IUAarHOCTHKE, XapakK-
TEPU3YIOTCS MTOKA3aTEIEM aHATTUTHICCKOW YyBCTBUTENbHOCTH (AU), KOTOPHIi onpenenser
MUHHMAaJIbHOE KOJUUECTBO BO3OYIUTES, CHOCOOHOE OBITh OOHAPYKEHHBIM B UCCIICAYEMOM
marpure. st cuctem ILIP nomyctumeiii mopor oOHapykeHns 6akTepHaIbHBIX (PUTOMATO-
reHoB Haxoautcst Ha ypoBHe 10%-10° KOE/mu. [25-27].

B Tabnumax 3-5 npencrasnensr pesynsrarsl onpenenenus A I[11P-PB, pexomenao-
BaHHBIX ISl muarHocTuku C. michiganensis.

Ha ocHoBaHMM MONy4YeHHBIX NaHHBIX aHAJUTHYECKas YyBCTBHTEIHbHOCTh METOAA
ITLP-PB no pexomennmarusm Oosterhof u Berendsen (2011) cocrasuna 10* KOE/mi. Ta-
KOW YPOBEHb YyBCTBUTEIBHOCTH TIOAXOIUT IS TonTBepxkaAeHus Hannuus C. michiganensis
B 00pasiax ¢ BICOKOW KOHIICHTpAIMel maToreHa v JUis HISHTU(UKAIIMN YUCTBIX KYJIBTYP.
OpHako TaHHBIN TECT HE PEKOMEH TyeTCs HCIIOIh30BaTh B KA4eCTBE CKPUHUHTOBOTO METO/IA
1utst ooHapyxenus C. michiganensis B aHATUTHICCKUX TTPoOax. TakxKe CTOUT OTMETHUTD, YTO
npu ncnois3oBannn o0eux [1L[P-cmecei mopor 4yBCTBUTENBHOCTH HaXOIWIICS HA OJMHA-
KOBOM YPOBHE.

91



no Oosterhof & Berendsen, 2011

Tabmuna 3
Ananutndeckasi 9yBcTBuTeIbHOCTh IIIP-PB nust BeisiBnenusn C. michiganensis

Table 3

Analytical sensitivity of the qPCR for detecting C. michiganensis according

to Oosterhof & Berendsen, 2011

MLIP-cmecu/nostopHocTu (Ct)

KOHIIElSEz?'lLMH 5xgPCRmix-HS 5xMas®E TagMix-2025
1 2 3 Ct,,/ SD’ 1 2 3 Ct,,/ SD’
25,45 28,26
107 25,07 | 25,84 | 25,45 +0.39 28,02 | 28,53 | 28,23 +0.26
28,49 31,75
6 ) )
10 28,76 | 28,18 | 28,53 +0.29 31,44 | 32,09 | 31,71 +0.33
31,87 34,72
10° 32,18 | 31,61 | 31,82 +0.29 34,95 | 34,59 | 34,63 +0.20
36,75 38,50
4 ’ ’
10 35,71 | 38,53 | 36,02 +1.54 38,17 | 39,06 | 38,27 +0.49
103 - - - X - - - X
102 - - - X - - - X
10 - - - X - - - X
10° - - - X - - - X
K+ + X + X
K-B - X - X
K-y - X - X

*SD — Standard Deviation (cTaHZapTHOE OTKIOHEHUE).

AY meroma ITIP-PB mo Sudarshana et al. (2012) cocraBuna 10° KOE/mi, uro
Ha TMOPSIOK BBILIE YYBCTBUTEIBLHOCTH IPEIBIAYLIEro TecTa. Mcmonb30BaHne pa3HbBIX
TIIIP-cMeceil He MOBIUSIO HAa OPOT YYBCTBUTEIBHOCTH TECTA. DTy NPAUMEPHYIO CUCTEMY
MOXXHO PEKOMEHI0BaTh KaK CKPHHUHIOBBII METOA IIpH paboTe ¢ aHATUTUYECKUMU ITpodamMu

ToMara.
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Tabnuna 4

Ananutndeckasi 9yBcTBuTeIbHOCTh IIIP-PB nust BeisiBnenusn C. michiganensis
no Sudarshana et al., 2012

Table 4

Analytical sensitivity of the qPCR for detecting C. michiganensis according
to Sudarshana et al., 2012

MUP-cmecu/nosropHocTyn (Ct)

KOH#SET/’\pA?_ILWIH 5xqPCRmix-HS 5xMasCE TagMix-2025
1 2 3 Ct,/ SD’ 1 2 3 Ctp/ SDY
24,30 27,06
107 24,08 | 24,49 | 24,33 £0.21 27,34 | 26,81 | 27,03 +0.27
27,73 30,03
6 ! ’
10 27,98 | 27,57 | 27,64 | igpp | 2997 | 30,07 | 30,05 | [yoc
105 31,05 | 3090 | 31,02 | 000 | 3313 | 3324 | 3307 | 3310
34,38 36,61
4 ’ ’
10 3449 | 3431 | 3435 | )0 | 3663 | 36,68 | 3651 0,09
38,87 40,98
3 ’ ’
10 4073 | 37,87 | 38,02 | 1y ¢l 4066 | 41,30 | 4098 | ;s
10° - - - X - - - X
10° - - - X - - - X
10° - - - X - - - X
K+ + X + X
K-B - X - X
K-y - X - X

YygsctButensHocTh MeToaa [TIIP-PB mo Bach et al. (2003) cocrasuna 10° KOE/mu.
OpHako cTouT OTMETUTH, uTo puMeHerne [I1[P-PB mo Bach et al. nenecoo6pazno Tonb-
KO TIPH UCMOIb30BaHUU ToToBOM cMmecu i [TIHP 5xMastt TagMix-2025 (3AO0 «/lua-
nar JIta.»). Ilpu npumenennn apyroit rorosoit cmecu ans I[P 5xqPCRmix-HS 100%
YyBCTBUTEIHHOCTh TE€CTa OTMEUEHa MpHU Oojiee BHICOKOW KOHIEHTpamuu OakTepuit
10 KOE/mn. [ToToMy IaHHBIA TECT MOKHO PEKOMEHIOBATh KaK MOATBEPIKAAIOIINN BbI-

spnenue C. michiganensis.
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Tabmuna 5

Ananutndeckasi 9yBcTBuTeIbHOCTh IIIP-PB nust BeisiBnenusn C. michiganensis

no Bach et al., 2003
Table 5
Analytical sensitivity of the qPCR for detecting C. michiganensis according
to Bach et al., 2003
MUP-cmecu/nosropHocTyn (Ct)
Ko”ﬁggmu”" 5xqPCRmix-HS 5xMas ™ TagMix-2025
1 2 3 Ct.,/ SD’ 1 2 3 Ct,/ SD’

27,97 24,81

7 b b
10 2791 | 2801 | 2798 | o5 | 2501 | 2468 | 2473 | T0%g
31,41 28,25

6 ) )
10 31,89 | 30,81 | 31,52 0,55 28,11 | 28,36 | 28,27 1013
31,30

5 B ,
10 33,95 33,27 X 31,04 | 31,53 | 31,34 | [yog
34,54

4 —_— - p— b
10 X 34,93 | 34,22 | 34,47 +0.36
37,72

s - _ _ ,
10 X 37,31 | 38,17 | 37,67 1043

102 - - - X - - - x

10 — B - X — - - X

10° - - - X - - - X

K+ + X + X

K-8 - X - X

K-y - X - X

B uccrnenopanusx mel orneHuBanu 3¢ dexkruBHOCTh [P mpm mcmonp3oBaHun
nByx rotoBbix cmeceit st ITLP: 5x gPCRmix-HS (OO0 «EBporen») u 5x Mas“E Tag-
Mix-2025 (3AO «lmanar JIta.»). OlleHKa 3TOTO TOKa3aTeNs MO3BOJSET CYIIECTBEHHO
MOBBICUTH TIPABIIIBHOCTH MHTepIpeTanun pesyinsratoB [ILP-PB [21]. Onpenensu 3¢-
(heKTHBHOCTH U1 Bcex komOmHarmii, kpome [1LIP-PB, mo Bach et al. ¢ ucnons3oBannem
rotoBoit cmecu st [THP 5xqPCRmix-HS BBuay ee Hu3KO#H 4yBCcTBUTENFHOCTH (TA0M. 5).
Pesynwrars! onpenenenus sddexruBHocTH ammmmudukannn JJHK, Tectupyemsix mpaiimep-
HBIX CHCTEM TIPE/ICTaBJICHEI B TA0MUIE 6.
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Tabnuna 6

Pe3yabTartsl onpenesenus d3ppexktuBHocTu amiminupuxanum tecros INIP-PB

Table 6
Results of amplification efficiency assessment for the qPCR tests
no Oosterhof & Berendsen no Sudarshana et al. no Bach et al.
[Nokasa-Tenun
1 2 1 2 1 2"
a 3,728 3,369 3,579 3,442 - 3,211
1/a 0,268 0,297 0,279 0,291 - 0,311
10072 1,855 1,981 1,903 1,952 - 2,048
[1007/2]-1 0,855 0,981 0,903 0,952 - 1,048
% 85,46 98,07 90,29 95,22 - 104,85
R? 0,987 0,9981 0,9959 0,9936 - 0,9997

TILP-cmecu: 1-5xqPCRmix-HS; 2-5xMas® TagMix-2025.

Ha pucynke 2 npencrasieH rpaduk 3aBUCUMOCTH 3HaU€HHH TOPOTroBhIX HUKIOB (Ct)
ot xouuentpauuu JAHK C. michiganensis B 4-x pa3BeneHusx npu nocranoske [111P-PB
no Oosterhof & Berendsen ¢ ucnonb3oBanuem I1L[P-cmecu 5xMas“ TaqMix-2025.

Anamn3 s¢pdextuBHocTr MetoaoB [TLP moxazan, uto [MLP-PB mo Oosterhof &
Berendsen MoxxHO pexomeHaoBath ¢ ucrnonb3oBanueM 5xMasCFE TaqMix-2025, Tak kak
3¢ (HEeKTUBHOCTH C 3TOH cMechio Obuia cTadmibHO Bhilie 90%. ITpu nocranoske I11[P-PB
o Sudarshana et al. adexruBHOCTS ObLIa BhIIIe 90% NPU UCIIOIB30BAHUH 00CHX TOTOBBIX
cmeceit st TTLP. [TLP-PB o Bach et al. MoxHO peKOMEHI0BaTh TOJILKO C HCIIOJIb30BAaHUEM
rotoBoit cMecu SxMasCFE TagMix-2025 (addextuBHocTh — 6omee 104%).

Puc. 2. I'paduk nuHeitHO# perpeccuu pacmpeneneHus 3HadeHnit moporoporo mnukia (Ct)
B 3aBucuUMocTH OT KoHneHTparuu JJHK B 4-x pa3BeneHusx c npaitmepamu

n 30H10M RZ ptssk 10 11 12

Figure 2. Linear regression plot of threshold cycle (Ct) values depending on DNA concentration
in four dilutions with primers and probe RZ ptssk 10 11 12
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Tak>ke BaXKHBIM ITapaMeTPOM MOJIEKYISIPHO-TEHETHUECKUX METOIOB SIBIISIETCA CIIEL-
U(UYHOCTB, KOTOPAsk XapaKTepU3yeT CIOCOOHOCTh MTpaiMepHON CHCTEMbI TOUHO OTJINYaTh
LIEJIEBOI OPraHK3M OT HELEeNEBBIX JaXKe IIPU UX COBMECTHOM HAJMUUH B HCCIEIyEeMOI po-
0e. B Tabnuue 7 npencraBieHbl pe3yabTaTbl OLEHKH 3TON XapaKTePUCTUKH IS IPOTECTH-
POBaHHBIX METOOB.

B xone uccnenoBanuii ObIO YCTaHOBJIEHO, YTO BCE MIpaiMepHBIE CHCTEMBI oOecIe-
ynBain 100%-Hyro ciequpuIHOCTb K LeNeBbIM mTammaM Oakrepuid. I1pu sTom He ObLTO
00HapyXE€HO NEePEKPECTHBIX PEAKLHI C APYTUMH IITAMMaMH.

Onpenenenne CeNEKTUBHOCTH SIBISICTCS HEOOXOAUMBIM JUISl YCTAHOBJICHHSI BIUSHUS
cyOctpara (marpuiipl) Ha apdextuBHOCTh TI1IP-TecTa.

B tabnuue 8 npenctaBineHbl pe3yiIbTaThl HCCIEAOBAHNS CEJIEKTUBHOCTH 3 METOIOB
BBISIBJICHUS BO3OYAUTENS OaKTEpUAIIbHOTO paKa ToMara.

CornacHo MoJy4yeHHBIM JaHHBIM BCe TecThbl pasnuyanu nenesyro JHK marorena
Ha ypoBHe AU. Biustaue cyOctpara (Marpuilpl) Ha 9yBcTBUTENsHOCTE [1L[P He BBIsSBICHO.

PesynbTarel nccnenoBaHui MOBTOPSEMOCTH U BocnpousBoguMocTy [TLP-tecToB mist
BBISIBJICHUS! OaKTepHaIbHOIO paKa ToMaTa IIPUBEAEHBI B Tadmuue 9.

Tabmuma 7
Cuneuuduynocrs IIIP-PB nus BeisiBiaenus C. michiganensis
Table 7
Specificity of the qPCR for detecting C. michiganensis
MUP-tectbl/pe3dynbrat/ 3HadeHune Ct
Howmep
wramma’
Blore?fézt:r:h%% no Sudarshana et al., 2012 no Bach et al., 2003
0239 +(27,76) +(24,55) +(30,11)
0240 +(28,13) +(24,83) +(32,58)
0496 +(27,37) +(24,37) +(33,76)
0497 +(28,14) +(24,17) +(32,79)
0498 +(27,61) +(24,41) +(31,28)
K-8 - - -
K-y - - -

‘B Tabnuile ykasaHbl HOMEpa ITaMMOB, JJIst KOTOPBIX pe3ynsrarst [P okazamucs momoxu-
TCJIIbHBIMU.
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Tabmuna 8

Ce1eKTHBHOCTH METOI0B HHP AJId BbISIBJICHUSA 6aKTepna.m>H0r0 pPaKa Tomarta

Table 8

Selectivity of PCR methods for detecting bacterial canker in tomato

Cy6cTpaT/noBTOPHOCTH

MUP-TecTbI KOH}?SE“IJ;LMH SKCTPaKT CeMsiH Tomara aKCngg :;;?:;:':HHX
1 2 3 1 2 3
108 32,20 | 31,96 | 32,02 | 32,27 | 32,18 | 32,64
104 35,86 | 36,03 | 36,17 | 3597 | 3548 | 36,14
no Oosterhof &
Berendsen, 2011
K-8 - -
K-y - -
104 34,54 | 34,47 | 34,73 | 34,58 | 34,76 | 34,62
108 37,92 | 38,03 | 38,17 | 38,26 | 38,37 | 38,04
no Sudarshana
etal., 2012
K-8 - -
K-y - -
104 34,98 | 3454 | 34,68 | 34,47 | 34,92 | 34,43
108 37,43 | 38,16 | 38,25 | 37,93 | 37,86 | 37,72
no Bach et al., 2003
K-8 - -
K-y - -

IIpn ananuse pesynsraroB ucneitanus III[P-TecToB, NpOBENEHHBIX OJHUM CIIE-
[IMAJIUCTOM, YCTAHOBJIEHO, YTO MOBTOpsieMOCTh Ha ypoBHe AU cocrasmna 100% s
Bcex TtectoB IILP. [Ipu onieHKe pe3yabTaToB MCCIEAOBAHMM, MOJYYEHHBIX TPEMS CIIe-
[IUAIUCTaMH, OTMEUYEHO, YTO BOCIPOU3BOAUMOCTH Takxke coctaBmia 100% mis Bcex

METOOB.
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Tabmuna 9

IoBTOpsieMocTH M BocTipou3BoAuMocTh MeTonoB I[P
JJTS1 BBISIBJIEHUSI 0aKTepPUAJILHOI0 paKka ToMara

Table 9
Repeatability and reproducibility of PCR methods
for detecting bacterial canker in tomato
1 cneumanuct 2 cneyuwanuct 3 cneuuwanuct
MNUP-TecTbl [MoBTOpHOCTH KoHueHTpauus, KOE/mn
10° 104 108 104 108 104
1 31,98 | 3517 | 32,18 | 3598 | 32,12 | 36,16
2 32,14 | 36,56 | 32,35 | 36,76 | 32,23 | 36,78
3 32,02 | 36,34 | 32,50 | 36,73 | 32,40 | 36,93
4 32,27 | 36,49 | 32,88 | 36,04 | 32,47 | 36,56
no Oosterhof &
Berendsen, 2011
5 32,33 | 3592 | 32,37 | 36,12 | 32,33 | 36,02
6 32,04 | 36,36 | 32,12 | 35,85 | 32,76 | 36,06
K-B - - -
K-y - - -
MosTOpHOCTU 104 103 104 103 104 108
1 34,36 | 37,52 | 3368 | 37,94 | 33,56 | 37,05
2 34,04 | 38,75 | 33,97 | 38,02 | 33,73 | 26,97
3 34,15 | 3846 | 34,15 | 37,87 | 33,98 | 37,82
no Sudarshana 4 3434 | 3757 | 33,89 | 3854 | 3406 | 37,02
etal., 2012 ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’
5 34,07 | 37,27 | 34,78 | 37,77 | 34,12 | 37,69
6 34,02 | 37,78 | 34,06 | 37,97 | 34,13 | 36,93
K-B - - -
K-y - - -




Oxonyanue mabn. 9

1 cneuunanuct 2 cneupanuct 3 cneupanuct
MNLUP-TecTbl [MoBTOpHOCTH KoHueHTpauus, KOE/mn
108 104 108 104 108 104
MoBTOPHOCTM 104 103 104 103 104 103
1 34,03 | 37,22 | 34,18 | 38,33 | 34,55 | 37,76
2 33,98 | 38,17 | 34,38 | 37,47 | 33,73 | 37,57
3 34,16 | 38,08 | 34,27 | 38,29 | 33,78 | 37,84
no Bach et al., 2003 4 34,09 | 38,19 | 34,36 | 38,52 | 34,52 | 37,68
5 34,14 | 37,27 | 34,34 | 38,37 | 34,48 | 37,77
6 34,26 | 38,35 | 34,39 | 38,43 | 33,79 | 37,79
K- - - -
K-y - - -
BoiBoabI
Conclusions

1. BeisiBieno, uto npu obHapyxeuuu C. michiganensis metogom I1LIP B peans-
HOM BpeMeHHU 1o pekomeHmamusMm Sudarshana et al. u Bach et al. Habnrogaercs Beicokas
aHanutuieckas ayBctBuTensHOCTh — 10° KOE/™Mn. Onnako mis ucronszoBanus [11[P-PB
no Bach et al. TpeOyercst npumeHenue rotoBoil peakunonnoit cmecu 5xMasCFE Taqg-
Mix-2025 (3AO «/Iuanar JIta.»). AU I1L[P-PB B cootBercTBHU ¢ Oosterhof & Berendsen
cocrasmia 10* KOE/mu.

2. Ouenka nokazareneit a¢ppexruBHocTH Metona [11[P-PB moxa3zana, 4ro nucrmomns-
3oBanue rotoBoit cmecu st TP SxMas T TagMix-2025 (3AO «/Iuanar JITa.»). 3HAUH-
TeNBbHO MOBBIIANO 3 dekTuBHOCTE [II[P, moka3zarenn koTopoii s MpaiiMepHBIX CHCTEM
o Oosterhof & Berendsen, Sudarshana et al. u mo Bach et al. coctaBunu 98,07; 95,22;
104,85% COOTBETCTBEHHO.

3. OOHapykeHO, 4TO BCe MpaliMepHbIe CUCTEMbI 00eCIIeunBaIH TOJTHYIO crienudud-
HOCTBH K IIEJIEBBIM IITaMMaM raTtoreHa. [[pu 3ToM He ObLTO 3aperUCTPUPOBAHO TTEPEKPECT-
HBIX peaKIui C IPYTUMHU IITaMMaMH, TPAMEHSBITUMHUCS B UCCIIEIOBAHUSX.

4. B nporiecce OLEHKN CEICKTHBHOCTU OBLIO BEISBICHO, YTO BCE TECTHI pa3invaliud
nenesyto AHK C. michiganensis na yposae AY. Takum 00pa3oM, yCTaHOBJIEHO OTCYTCTBHE
BJIMSIHHA CyOCcTpaTa (MaTpuilpl) Ha 9yBcTBUTENsHOCTH [T1P.

5. IloBTOpsIEMOCTBH ¥ BOCIPOM3BOIUMOCTB BCeX TeCTOB cocTaBuiu 100% Ha ypoBHe
Mopora YyBCTBUTEIHHOCTH.
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6. B pesynprare ouenku npumenumoctu 3 tectoB III[P-PB ¢ oreuecTBeHHBI-
mu peareHtamu [11[P B coorBercTBum ¢ Sudarshana et al. pekOMeHIOBaH KaK CKpUHHWH-
TOBBI MeTOX Ui BBIBICHHS BO30yauTens OakrepuaibHoro paka tomara C. michi-
ganensis B aHAIUTUYECKHUX MPO0axX W3 CeMsH M BEreTaTWBHBIX yacteld Tomara. OcTalb-
ueie [I[IP-PB pexoMeHnmoBaHbI Kak moATBepxkparoiniue BelsiBneHue C. michiganensis
TECTHI.
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