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M3CNEABAHE HA TOKCUYHOCTTA HA TEXXKU METANU
MPWU FPAX (Pisum sativum L.) C U3NMON3BAHE
HA PA3JTU4HUN BUOOBE TEXHUKAU

Cn. HoBega, H. IllazapoBa, At. MexangxueB, I. KoctypkoBa
WHcTuTyT no reHetnka, BAH, Codu

Pe3rome

Hoeesa C., H. Jlazaposa, Am. MexaHdxues, . Kocmypkoea. 2006. N3cnedeaHe Ha
MOKCcU4YHOCMMa Ha meXXKu Memarnu rpu epax (Pisum sativum L.) ¢ uarnonseaHe Ha pa3nuyHu
8udo8U MexHUKU

MpoyyeH e unToreHeTNYHUAT edbekT Ha ONoBOTO Npu rpax P. sativum L. — copT ,,PaH
1”. TpetupaHeto ¢ Pb(NO,), npn koHueHTpauum 1. 5; 3.0 n 4.5 mM npeamssukea pasnmyHu
HapyweHusa. Abepauunte ca ¢ YecTtoTa A0 5 NMbTU NO-BMCOKa OT Tasn B KOHTponara.
KneTb4yHOTO AeneHe ce MHxMbupa KaTo MUTOTUYHMAT UHAEKC € HaA 4 MbT NO-HUCHK OT
TO3M Ha KoHTponara. [lenpecusita npu HapacTBaHe Ha KOpeHa € no-cunHa oT Ta3u npu
HapacTBaHe Ha cTebnoTo Ha 14-gHeBHW pacTeHus. MacnegBaHu ca ynTpacTpyKTypHUTE
MPOMEHM B KNETKMTE Ha KOpeHoBaTa MepucTema Ha CbLuust copT npu TpetupaHe ¢ PbCl,B
koHueHTpauum 0.75, 1.50 n 3.00 mM. Mpu koHueHTpauma 1.50 mM PbCl,, ce Habnioaasa
ce npegnasHa 6apuepa, cbxpaHsaBalla PyHKUMUTE Ha 30HaTa Ha HapacTBaHe Ha KopeHa
KaTo OTroBop-ajanTtaums Ha TOKCMYHOCTTA Ha TEXKMAT MeTan. MscneasaH e edpekta Ha
MgSO, B koHueHTpauum 0.25-10 mM Bbpxy passuTMeTO Ha in vitro kyntypu. [lenpecusata
Ha KarnyCHWsi pacTtex npu HuckuTe koHueHTpaumm (0.25-0.75 mM) Ha megHuTe MOHU e
neka. Mpu Bucokn koHueHTpauun (5 mM) pactexbT Hamansasa Aea nbtu, a npu 10 mM
cnupa HambAHO. [pu opraHoreHHUTE KyNTYpY NOTUCKALUAT edPeKT € MO OTHOLLEHME KakTo
Ha MyNTUNNULMPAHETO Ha MbMKUTE, Taka n Ha pacTexa um. CybnetanHaTa KOHUEeHTpauums
LD,, e cbLio okono 5 mM.

KnrouoBu aymm: KopeHoBa mepucrtema —[pax — TokcnyHoCT - Texkn metann — Pb
conu — Cu conu — Abepauummn — MutoTudeH nigekc — flenpecus - KnetbyHa yntpacTtpykTypa
- NpepnasHa 6apuepa — In vitro kynTypwn

Abstract

Noveva S., N. Lazarova, At. Mehandjiev, G. Kosturkova,2006. Investigations on heavy
metal toxicity in pea (Pisum sativum L.) using different types of techniques.

The cytogenetical effect of plumbum on pea P. sativum L. — c.v. “Ran 1” was investi-
gated. The treatment with Pb(NO,), in concentrations of 1.5; 3.0 and 4.5 mM caused differ-
ent abnormalities. Aberrations were with high frequency (up to 5 folds higher than that of
the control). Cell division was inhibited, mitotic index being four times lower than that of the
control. Depression on the root growth ws higher than stem growth of 14 days old plants.
Ultrastructural changes in root meristem cells treated with 0.75, 1.50 and 3.00 mM PbCl,
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were investigated. Formation of a protection barrier was observed after treatment with
1.50 PbCl,. Probably this is an adaptation response to the heavy metal toxicity for protec-
tion of the developing root zone. The effect of MgSO, on the development of in vitro cul-
tures was studied. Depression of calli growth at low concentrations (0.25-0.75 mM) was
low. Higher concentrations (5 mM and 10 mM) caused double decrease or complete sup-
pression of growth, respectively. Suppression effect in organogenic cultures was regis-
tered both in multiplication of buds, and on their growth. Sublethal concentration LD, was
also about 5 mM.

Key words: Root meristem — Pea — Heavy metals — Toxicity — Pb salts — Cu salts —
Aberrations: Mitotic index — Depression — Cell ultrastructure — Protective barrier — In vitro
cultures

yBO[a

EovH ot Hamn-TexkuTe rmobanHu npobnemu Ha CbBpeMeHHaTa uvBMnu3auns e
MaLLabHOTO aHTPOMOreHHO 3aMbpcsBaHe B UHAYCTPUAITHUTE PaioOHN C TEXKU MeTanu, B
pesynTaT Ha KOETO HaCTbMBa BKUCIISIBAHE U AECTPYKLUMS HA MOYBUTE U T€ CTaBaT TOKCUYHU
3a HOPMarnHOTO OTrMexXaaHe Ha pacTeHusTa. Tosun, KakTo 1 Apyr npobnemn Ha abnoTn4HUS
CTpec MMaT KOMMJIEKCEeH XapaKTep M KbM pelaBaHeTO WM ce npunara
MyNTUOUCLUUNNIMHAPEH NOAXOA, BKIUYUTENHO U Cb3daBaHe Ha MOOENHU CUCTEMU
(Kosturkova et al, 2003; 2004). B Tasu Bpb3ka B VIHCTUTYT No reHeTuka ce Tectupar
pa3nuMyHM COpPTOBE rpax M APYrn pacTeHus, 3a Oa Ce HaMepAT Hau-TonepaHTHUTe,
Heobxoaoumu 3a oTrmexaaHe Ha 3aMbpceHn noysw. Llenn ce ga ce Hamepu onTMMarneH
BapuaHT, 3a Aa He ce JomnyCcHe nonagaHeTo Ha TEXKUTE MeTarnu no XxpaHuTenHara sepura
B YOBELUKUSAT OpraHn3bM, KbAETO Te NPean3BUKBAT TEXKU 3abonsiBaHUsA, NOHSKOra c
netaneH kpaw. B T031 acnekT 3a u3sicHABaHe Ha Bb3AENCTBMETO Ha Pa3NUYHN TEXKN MeTanm
Ca HanpaBeHU N HACTOSILLIUTE LIUTOrEHETUYHU, CTPYKTYPHU N YNTPACTPYKTYPHU U3CNeaBaHUs
Ha KOpeHoBa MepucTema Ha rpax (Pisum sativum L.), kakTo v in vitro onuTu 3a moaenmpaHe
Ha cTpeca.

MATEPWUAN U METOOU

LinToreHeTn4YHUTE 1 CBETIIMHHOMMKPOCKOMNCKM U3CNeABaHNs ca NPOBeAEHN C rPaanHCKn
rpax —copTt “PaH 1”. CemeHaTa ca nocTaBsiHu 3a NOKbIIBaHe B TEPMOCTAT Npu Temnepartypa
24°C. Cnep 48 h. nokbnHanuTe ceMmeHa ca NpexBbpnsHU B KpUCTanusaTopu, KbaAeTo caMo
KOopeH4eTaTa ca noTorneHn B pasTeop. B Tax e nposeaeHo 24 yacoso Tpetvpate ¢ Pb(NO,),
B Tpu KoHUeHTpaumn — 1.5, 3.0 n 4.5 mM. Cneg TOBa Ha edHa 4acT OT mMaTepuana ca
NpoBeAEHN LMTOMNOMMYHMN U3cneaBaHns, a gpyrata € octaBeHa 3a npocregsBaHe Ha
MbpBOHaYanHWsa pacTex u pa3sutue Ha pacteHunsTa. MNpu uuTonornyHuTe n3cneaBaHns e
npunoxeH anadpaseH aHanus. LiutoreHeTMYHMAT edekT OT AENCTBMETO Ha OMOBOTO €
OLEeHsABaH Bb3 OCHOBA Ha YecToTaTa U CnekTbpa Ha MHAyLMpaHUTe XpOMO30OMHM abepaumm
B KOpeHOoBaTa mepucTema Ha rpaxa. 3a ycTaHOBABaHe BIIMAHMETO Ha OflOBOTO BbPXY
MbpBOHaYanHWsa pacTex v pasBnTMe Ha MNaguTe pacTeHns ca n3sMepBaHu BUCOYMHaTa u
TErnoTo Ha cTbbnara, KakTo 1 AbIKMHATA U TErMOTO Ha KOPEeHWTE Ha 14-0HEBHM pacTeHns.

3a 06ekT Ha ynTpacTpyKTYpHUTE U3CNEeABaHNs € U3NOM3BaH CbLUMAT FPaguHCKM rpax,
copt “PaH 1”7, ¢ TpeTupaHe Ha KopeHyeTa ¢ KoHueHTpauuu 0,75, 1,50 1 3,00 mM PbCl,.
Marepuanute ca 06paboTeHun No pyTMHHA METOAUKA 3a ENEKTPOHHA MUKPOCKONWS — ABONHA
dukcaumsa c rmytapangexua u ocMueB TeTpokecua Ha docdaTteH Gydep ¢ nocneasallo
aexvgpatupaHe B cepusi €TaHONM 1 NPOoNuneHoKena n BknoysaHe B EnoH 812 no Hawa
moamdumumpaHa metoguka (Lazarova & Mehandjiev, 2000; Weakly, 1972). YnTpatbHkuTe
Cpesun ca KOHTPacTUpaHu ¢ ypaHunauertaT u onoseH uutpar. lNpenapaTtuTte ca 3acHeTU Ha
enekTpoHeH Mukpockon Tesla BS-500.
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B ekcnepumeHTuTe in vitro 6 n3cnegBaHo BMNUSHUETO HA MEAHUTE NOHW BbPXY
HapacTBaHETO Ha KanyCHW 1 OPraHoreHHW KynTypw oT rpax, 3a KOETO KbcyeTa OT Karnyc nunm
TYMYKM OT MBKKU CbC cpeaHo Terno 50 mg 651xa 3anaraHy Ha cpeau 3a pasBuUTUE ONUCaHn
no-paHo (Kosturkova et al, 2003). Kbm cpenata 6e nobassaH pastBop Ha meaeH cyndar
CuSO0,, Taka Ye KpaiiHaTa KOHLUEHTpaLms Ha MeaHuTe oHn (Cu®) B eaunH NuTbP cpeaa aa
Obae B ananasoH 0.25-5 mM. KyntusumpaHeTo e onucaHo no-paHo (Kosturkova et al, 2003).
HapacTtBaHeTo 6e onpeaeneHo Ha 20-Tus geH.

PE3YNTATU

Ha tabnuun 1 1 2 ca npeacraBeHu pesynTatuTe OT OLEHKaTa Ha LIMTOTOKCUYHOCTTa
Ha Pb(NO,), Moxe fa ce npocrneam M3MeHeHUeTo Ha MUTOTUYHATA aKTUBHOCT Ha KIeTKuTe
noa Bb3AENCTBMETO Ha OMNOBOTO B TpUTE KOHUEHTpauun. MUtoTuiHuAT nHaekc (tabn. 1)
npu koHTponaTta e 13.95%, a npu Han-Bncokara koHueHTpaumsa 4.5 mM e 3.21%, T.e. Ton
e Hag 4 NbTU NO-HUCHK.

Ta6nuua 1. MuToTUYeH nHaekc npu Bb3gencTeue ¢ Pb(NO3)2 npu rpax, copt “PaH 1”
Table 1. Mitotic index after treatment with Pb(NO3) in pea cv. “Ran 1”

BapuanT MN3cnegBsaHu HDenawm ce MutoTnyeH
Variants kneTkm (6p.) kneTkm (6p.) nHaekc (%)
Total cells Dividing cells MI (%)
KoHTpona Control 16200 2260 13.95
Pb 1.5 mM 16635 1454 8.74
Pb 3.0 mM 15351 832 5.42
Pb 4.5 mM 14909 478 3.21

Tabnuua 2. YectoTa Ha xpomo3omHuTe abepauunn npu Bb3gernctene ¢ Pb(NO3),

npw rpax, copt “PaH 1”
Table 2. Frequency of chromosomal aberrations induced after treatment with Pb(NO3)
in pea cv.“Ran 1”

,§ = AHadasn ¢ abepauuu
g i ” Anaphases with aberrations
52 | 182
S B 06w 6p.
S& 8§22 | «knetmc KneTku ¢ apyru
@ > 85| abepaunn MocToBe ®parmeHTH abepauun
© g Total cells Bridges Fragments |Cells with other
gz with aberrations
aberrations
Bp. Bp. Bp. Bp.
No. % No. % No. % No. %
KoHTpona 1350 30 2.22 3 0.22 20 1.48 7 0.52
Control
Pb1.5mM 2554 146 5.72 46 1.80 36 1.41 64 2.51
Pb3.0mM 2736 216 7.89 54 1.97 90 329 72 2.63
Pb4.5mM 4090 430 1051 73 1.78 130 318 227 5.55

YecTtoTaTa Ha Xxpomo3omHuTe abepauuun (Tabn. 2) HapacTBa C yBenuyaBaHe
koHueHTpauuaTta Ha Pb(NO,),. AHacpasute ¢ abepauumn B KoHTpornara ca 2.22%, a npu
BapuaHTa C Han-Bucokata kKoHueHTpauusa 4.5 mM — te ca 10.51%, T.e. okono 5 nbTK
HapacTBa npoLeHTa Ha aHadasHuTe kneTku ¢ abepaummn. Kakto ce Bmxaa ot Tabnuuara B
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cnekTbpa, XxpoOMO3oMHUTE abepauny ca npeacTaBeHn OCHOBHO OT )parMeHTV 1 MOCTOBE.
OCHOBHUAT OAan npuHagnexun Ha KneTtkute C (*)parmeHTm. 3Ha4ynTeNHO BUCOK € U1
OTHOCUTENHUAT OAN Ha KNeTknTte C Apyrn Tunoee a6epauvw| (I/I3OCTaBaLLl,I/I XpomMo3omu,
MOCTOBE C (hparmeHTu u ap.).

Ta6bnuua 3. BnusiHne Ha Pb Bbpxy nbpBOHayanHus pactex n passutme
Ha pacTeHusiTa
Table 3. Effect of Pb on initial growth and development of plants

- KopeH / Root Ctb6no / Stem

L= Buco-

T T % | T

22| D 88 | ey | B (%) | wana | AR TET0 )

gs fcnrg) D (%) f‘? D (%) | High | 5 o) ‘(9'? D (%)
g (cm) o g

K-na 9.16 0.41 12.08 0.47

Control

Pb 523 429 033 195 1001 171 040  14.9

1.5 mM

Pb 328 642 025 390 744 384 038  16.1

3.0 mM

Pb 194 788 011 732 652 460 031 340

4.5mM

Ha tabnua 3 e oTpaseHo BNUSHNETO Ha OMOBOTO BbPXY MbPBOHAYANHUS pacTex u
pa3ssuTe Ha 14-gHEBHM pacTeHus no nokasarten genpecus. Habnogasa ce genpecus B
pacTexa u Ha KopeHuTe, 1 Ha cTbbnarta Ha pacTeHudaTa. Ta e no-u3paseHa nNpu KopeHuTe
(obmkuHa 1 Terno) — ot 42.9 no 78.8 % 3a gbmxkuHaTta Ha kopeHuTe n ot 19.5 no 73.2 %
3a Ternoto um. lNpu cTeONOTO Aenpecusita e no-crnabo nspaseHa — ot 17.1 go 46.0 % 3a
BucounHata un ot 14.9 no 34.0 % 3a TernoTto Ha cTbbnaTta Ha pacTeHusaTa.

YnTpacTpykTypata Ha KNeTKMTe Ha KOpeH4YeTaTa Ha HeTpeTupaHuTe ceMeHa € C
KapTvHa, xapakTepHa 3a MepucTeMHUTe KneTku. Bcuyku opraHenu nokassaT Tunu4Ha
yNTPacTpyKTypa 3a pa3suBaLlaTa ce pacTuTenHa knetka. Hama nsmeHeHns nunm BknoYeHns
BbB BTOPUYHATa KNeTbYHa CTEHA, KaKTO U B MEXAYKNEeTbYHUTE npocTpaHcTea (dur. 1).

Mpu TpetupaHe ¢ koHueHTpauusa 0.75 mM PbCl,, onosoTo ce oTtnara rnaBHO BbpXy
BTOpMYHAaTa KNeTbyHa CTeHa BbLB BWA Ha amopdHo-kpucTanHu nnakvi. Habniogasa ce
NOCTEMEHHO HaBNM3aHe Ha MeTana B KMeTKUTe 4pes3 MBarmHauum Ha nnasmanemara v
HaTpynBaHe B eHAOMNa3MaTUYHUAT PETUKYNYM 1 Bakyonute. HAma HaTpynBaHe Ha 0rnoBOTO
B AAPYrV OpraHenu u usMeHeHue B KneTbYHaTta yntpactpyktypa (dwur. 2).

®dur.1. HetpeTmpaHa mepucteMHa ®dur. 2. Knetka, TpeTupaHa

KneTka ¢ 0,75 mM PbCl,
Figure 1. Untreated meristem cell Figure 2. Cell, treated with
0,75 mM PbCl,
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lMNpu TpeTupare ¢ koHueHTpauma 1.50 mM PbCl, HacTbnBaT CbLIECTBEHN 3MEHEHUA
B ynTpacTpykTypata Ha mepuctemara. O6ocobsBaT ce ABe 30HM Ha Nnokanusaums Ha
ONOBOTO — BbHLUHA W BbTPeLUHa. Mexay TaX KOpeHbT uarpaxaa HAKOMKOCNOoNHa nperpagHa
f6apuepa, B UNNTO KNETKU N MEeXOYKNeTbYHU NPOCTPaHCTBa Ce HaTpyneaTt ronemu
KonmMyecTBa OfnoBHU koHrnomepatu (dur. 3). Hanuumeto Ha Tasm Gapuepa npegnassa
30HaTa Ha HapacTBaHe OT TOKCMKAaUMSA Ha BbHLUHMA areHT. ToBa e cBoeobpaseH oTroBop
Ha pacTeHWeTO Ha yBenuyasallata ce KOHLEHTPaL s Ha 0rnoBoTo. BbB BbHLWHATa 30Ha ce
HabnogaBa 3acunBaHe Ha NPOHMKBaAHETO Ha meTana B AbnbouymHa, obxBalialuo
NoCTeNneHHo CTPyKTypaTa Ha usnara knetka. MetanHute nnaku ce HabniogasaTt B LenuaT
BaKyorapeH anapar, eHA0NNasMaTUYHUAT PETUKYITYM, B NEPUHYKNEapHOTO NPOCTPaHCTBO
n B camoTo saapo. Hanmynata 6apuepa npegnasea 3oHata Ha HapacTBaHe, KbAeTo ce
HabngasaT M3MEHEHNS, XapakTepHu 3a npeguiiHarta, no-Hucka  KoHueHTtpaumsa 0,75
mM PbCl, (cpur. 4).

®dur. 3. KneTka, TpeTnpaHa ¢ ®dur. 5. Knetka, TpetnpaHa ¢
1,50 mM PbClI, 3,00 mM PbCl,

Figure 3. Cell treated with Figure 5. Cell treated with
1,50 mM PbClI, 3,00 mM PbCl,

MNpu Ha-BcokaTa fAo3a Ha Tpetupade 3.00 mM PbCl, ce Habnioaasart sicHoM3paseHn
AereHepaTMBHU NPOLECH — YaCTUYEH NNasmMonuns, aBTodarvs 1 NM3uc, KakTo n 6nokax Ha
sippaTa B pas3nuyHm gasu, ¢ NMKHOTUYHU N3MEeHeHNs. HaTpynBaHeTo Ha ONI0BOTO AoBexaa
[0 OECTPYKTUBHU U3MEHEHWsI Ha KMeTbYHUTE OpraHenu u 3arnBaHeTo Ha KneTkuTe.
HanunyHata Gapuepa e cunHo paskbcaHa U BEPOSTHO He (DyHKUMOHMPa (dur. 5).

B
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H
E {SO’!R
5
5
8

§ '\. Emna

S I e
0.75 mM 150mM 300mM

®ur. 4. Cxema 3a obpasyeaHeto Ha nperpaaa 6apuepa npu 1,50 mM PbCl,
Figured4. Scheme of forming of blocking cell-layer barrier with 1,50 mM PbClI,

Mpw in vitro kynTypuTe ce Habnogasa neka Aenpecus Ha KanyCcHWUS pacTex Npy HUCKUTE
KOHLIeHTpaLuMun Ha MegHuTe noHu B ananasoH 0.25-0.75 mM (tabn. 4). C yBennyaBaHe Ha

409



W3cnepBaHe Ha TOKCMYHOCTTA Ha TE@XKM MeTanu npu rpax (Pisum sativum L.)
C u3nonssaHe Ha pa3NnyHN BUAOBMN TEXHUKU

KOHUEeHTpauuaTa nnaBHO cnagaTt CTOMHOCTUTE Ha TernoTo Ha Kanyca, KaTto npwu
KOHLeHTpauusa ot 5 mM ce HabnogaBa ABa MbTW HamansBaHe Ha pacTtexa. [lpu Han-
BMCOKATa uanutaHa koHueHTpauma 10 mM kanycbT € OBOOAHEH U HEroBOTO TErrno ce
yBenuyaea 6e3 aa nma pacrex.

Tabnuua 4. HapacteaHe Ha in vitro KynTypu OT rpax Bbpxy cpega
C pasnu4HoO CbabpXKaHNe Ha MeaHU NOHU (Cu2+).
Table 4. Growth of pea in vitro cultures on media with different concentrations
of cuprum ions (Cu®").

KoHueHTpauus Cpearo Terno
Ha Cu’'B Weight
cpenata (mM) Ha Kanyca Ha MbnkuTe
Concentration of of the calli of the buds
Cu®*in the Whpekc' | % ot K? Whpekc' | % ot K?
media (mM) | (M9 | ‘jndex’” | %ofc? | (M9 | ndex’ | 9%ofC?
0.0 K/C 106 £7 2.06 100 93.6+3 1.87 100
0.25 93.0+7 1.86 87.7 95.0+ 4 1.9 101.5
0.50 91.0+6 1.82 85.8 110+ 8 2.2 117.2
0.75 93.2+5 1.86 87.9 85.0+7 1.7 91.0
1.0 88.2+6 1.76 83.2 744 7 1.5 79.5
5.0 64.7+3 1.29 61.0 541+4 1.08 57.8
10.0 94.4 1.88 89.0 38.0+8 0.7 40.0

' MHpekc Ha HapacTBaHe Ha Ternoto, Index of weight growth
2 (K) KonTpona, (C) Control

Mpn opraHoreHHUTE KyNTYypu OTpULATENHUAT €PEKT € MO OTHOLLEHME KaKTo Ha Gposa
Ha MbNKWTE, Taka 1 Ha pacTexa MM. 3a pasnuka OT KanycHuTe KynTypu, Tyk ce Habnogasa
CTUMYNMpaHe Ha pacTexa npu Han-HUCKUTE KoHueHTpaumm (8o 0.5 mM), cnen koeto npu
NMO-BUCOKWN KOHLEHTpauMu ce nposiBaBa CYynpeCcopHOTO AEWCTBME Ha MEeOHUTE NOHU U
cnupaHe Ha pactexa npu 10 mM. 3a pasnuka oT kanyca npu Tasum KOHUEeHTpauus npu
opraHoreHHUTe KynTypu ce HabniofaBa 3armpaHe Ha no-paHeH ctagun. LD, 3a
opraHoreHHuTe Kyntypu e bnu3ka fo Tasn Ha kanycHute - 5 mM. Tasn KoHueHTpauus
Moxe fAa ce npueme 3a cybnetanHa (LD,)), nogxoasia sa npoeexaaHe Ha onuTv no
cenekuusi u cbagaBsaHe Ha TecToBe in Vitro.

OBCbXOAHE

OcobeHocTute Ha umtoToKcu4yHOoTO Aencteue Ha Pb(NO,), ca oueHsiBaHu no
N3MeHeHusTa Ha MUTOTUYHMA nHaekc. HabnogasaHoTo B Tabnuua 1 KPUTUYHO CHUXKaBaHe
Ha 3Ha4YeHusaTa My Nnokassa Hanuume Ha MHXubmpaly edekT BbpXy KNETbYHOTO AeneHne
npu Pisum sativum L . Nopo6eH aenpecreeH edekT e HabnogasaH v Npy Apyru Kyntypu
(Oosrantok n ap. 2001; Przymuski & Wozny 1985).

OT paHHuTe B Tabnua 2 ce HabnogaBa 3aBMCMMOCT Ha YecToTata Ha XPOMO30OMHUTE
abepauuu oT npunoxeHarta koHueHTpauua Ha Pb(NO,), — ¢ HapacTBaHeTOo Ha
KOHLEeHTpauusTa HeobpaTtumo ce yBenuyasa npoueHTa Ha abepaummTe B MUTOTUYHUTE
kneTkn. Hanmumeto Ha abepaummn, CBbP3aHM C NOBpeaa Ha XPOMO3OMMUTE, OT TUMa Ha
(bparMeHTV U MOCTOBE, XapakTepuaupa KnactoreHHoTo aeictaune Ha Pb(NO,),. AHeyreHHa
aKTMBHOCT (CNocobHOCTTa Aa ce Npeav3BMKBAaT HapyLUeHWs CBbp3aHu C noBpedaTta Ha
MUTOTUYHWSA anapat — M30cTaBallmTe XpPOMO30MHM) ce Habnogasa Npu TpeTupaHe u ¢ Tpute
koHueHTpauumn Ha Pb(NO,),.

MonyueHnTe faHHu 3a cnocobHoctTa Ha Pb(NO,), Aa npeansBmkBa XpOMO3OMHU
HapyLUeHNs B paCTUTENHNUTE KNETKN Ca B YHUCOH C pesynTatuTe, Nony4eHu oT Apyri asTopu
(Oosrantok u gp., 2001; Fiskesju, 1988; Wierzbicka, 1988).
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Hali-4uyBCTBMTENHMAT NOKa3aTen 3a TOKCUYHOTO Bb3AENCTBUE Ha 3aMbpcuTenuTe Ha
OKOrMHaTa cpefa BbpXy pacTeHusiTa ce siBfBa MHXMOMpPaHETO Ha KOPEHOBOTO HapacTBaHe
(Wierzbickap 1988; Wierzbickap 1994). lenpecusata npu HapacTBaHETO Ha KOopeHa e no-
BMCOKa B CPaBHEHWE C Tasu npu cTbbnoto npu14-gHeBHn pacteHus. (tabn. 3).

Bbpxy ynTpacTpykTypHaTa nokanumsaumsa u OeNcTBUE Ha TEXKUTE MeTanu B
KneTkata ce paboTu oTAaBHa M Ha pasnMyHM BUOOBE pacTeHus. VscneoBaHvuaTa gasar
no-nbfHa KapTnMHa Ha OUCHYHKUMATA B KMNETKATE U U3ACHABAT NpoTuyallmTe npouecu
(Antosiewicz & Wierzbicka, 1999; Piechlak et all., 2002; Stahlberg & Cosgrove, 1996).
HabniopaBaHaTa MbpBUYHA peaKLmMs Ha KIETKUTE C HAaTpyrnBaHe Ha ONOBOTO Ha BTOpUYHaTa
KNeTbyHa CTeHa U B MEXAYKNEeTbYHWUTE MPOCTPAHCTBA ce 00sACHABa CbC CBOeOoOpaseH
3alMTeH MeXaHn3bM, CBbp3aH C MPOHMKBAHETO Ha MOHWM OT BbHLWIHATa cpeaa. lo-
HaTaTbLWHOTO MPOHMKBAHE W HaTpynBaHe Ha Pb?*, HacTbnBallo Ype3 MBarnHauuu Ha
nnasmanemara, Kakto 1 Hanmumeto Ha Cl- HapyLuaBa HOPManNHUAT KNeTbYeH MeTabonuabm
— (Cobbett & Goldsbrough, 2002; Hall, 2002). BUOXMMUYHUAT 1 HPU3MONOTNYEH edEKT Ha
TOKCUYHOCTTA Ha TEXKWUSI MeTarn € CBbp3aHa C HeroBus BUA, KONMMYECTBEHO HATpynBaHe u
o6La TokenyHOCT Ha cpeaata. CbCTOAHMETO Ha KneTkaTa, HeMHUAT cyndateH n docdareH
cTaTyc JONMPUHAcCAT 3a TpaHCNokauunTe Ha MeTana B Mepucremara B AbnoouunHa — (Winder
& Bonin, 1993). KaTto peakumsa Ha cTpeca Ha NocTbMBaHe Ha MeTana ce M3MeHs reHHaTa
eKcrpecus 1 3ano4ysa CBPbXNPOM3BOACTBO Ha ,CTpec-npoTenHn” — pmutoxenatu - Cobbett
& Goldsbrough, (2002), nogo6Hu no yHKUMst HA METAaNOTUOHMHUTE B XXMBOTMHCKATA KIeTKa.
Te npencraBnsBaT OCMOTUYHOAKTMBHY CybCTaHLMK, HEOOX0AMMM 3a XMMNYHO CBbp3BaHe
1 U30nupaHe Ha MeTanHUTe MOHU BbB BaKyOnuTE U NPOCTPAHCTBOTO MeXAy nnasMmanemara
M BTOpMYHAaTa knetbyHa cteHa — (Zeng, 1996). ToBa obAcHaABa A0 ronama creneH
usrpaxkaaHeTo Ha nperpagHarta 6apuepa npu koHueHTpaumus 1.50 mM PbCl,. O6pasysaHeTo
Ha cbuTOXenaTuTe ce NPOBOKMPaA OCOBEHHO NMPY HanUuMe Ha WOHWU Ha TEXKU MeTanu oT
Tuna Cd?, Zn?*, Pb?* - (Piechlak et all., 2002; Zeng, 1996). Te3an cbeaMHeHUst ca CTporo
crneunduyHN KakTo 3a OaOeHUST MeTar, Taka M 3a BCeKM pacTuTeneH Bua U ca TUnmMyeH
OTroBOp-aganTauus Npu pacteHusaTa.

Pesyntatute nokaseart, 4Ye MeQHUTE MOHU B KOHLEHTpaLUumM No-B1UcokM ot 5 mM cunHo
noTucKar pacTexa v pa3BUTUETO Ha TbKkaHuTe in vitro. MNpu cenekuuaTta e NpenopbYUTENHO
Aa Ce M3Non3BaT KoHUEHTpauuu npeansemksalLm netanHoct 50-70% (netanxHa gosa LD, ,
LD,,). HawwuTte gaHHu nokassar Ye TakaBa KOHUEHTpauus Tpsbea da ce onpedenu B
AnanasoHa Ha 5-10 mM Ha MeaHUTE NOHW.
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