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Plum fruits are valued for their high
content of nutrients, harmonious taste
and processing properties. The purpose

of the research is to carry out a comparative
assessment of the biochemical composition

of domestic plum fruits to identify

the assortment with high taste qualities
when cultivated in the VVoronezh region.
Samples for studying the qualitative

characteristics of six varieties of domestic

plum were obtained in a pomological
garden located on the territory

of the Federal State Budgetary Educational

Institution of Higher Education
«Voronezh State Agrarian University

named after Emperor Peter I» in 2018-2020.

The Voronezhskaya Kompotnaya
and Pamyat Timiryazeva varieties
have been identified as varieties
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Boposnexckas komnoTtHas u [laMarts
TumupsizeBa ¢ MAKCUMAIIBHON Maccoin
IJI0JI0B, MAKOTU M HEOOJIBIION KOCTOYKOM.
Haubosnbiiee congepxanue caxapos

U ONTUMAJIbHOE COOTHOIIEHHE caxapa

K KHCIIOT€ OTMEUEHO Y COPTOB

Y1po (koHTpoJb), BopoHexckas KoOMIOTHas,
ITamare TumupsizeBa, Y HuBepcanbpHasi,
bonxoBuanka. MakcumanabHOE coliepiKaHue
CYXHX BEILECTB ONPEACICHO Y COPTOB
VYHuBepcanbHas 1 Benrepka BopoHexckas,
0 COJIEP>KAHHUIO ACKOPOMHOBOM KUCIIOTHI
BBIIIIE TTOKA3aTeNN y cOpTOB bosixoBuaHnka
(5,8 Mr/100r) 1 BopoHexckasi KOMIIOTHAS
(3,1 mr/100r). Haunbomnsmiee coneprkanue
KaJIBI[Msl OTMEUYCHO B TUIOAAaX copTa Benrepka
BopoHexckas (0,07 %) u YHuBepcaabHas
(0,09 %), a HauMeHbIIIEE — Yy COPTOB

Y1po (koutpons) (0,01 %), [Tlamsats
Tumupssesa (0,02 %), Boponexckas
komnotHas (0,03 %). Conepxkanue Kanus
y H3y4aeMBbIX COPTOB HAXOMIOCH

B npenenax 0,1...0,2 %. Conepxanue
dbocdopa B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT COpTa
W3MEHSJIOCh HE3HAYUTENIBHO M HaXOUIOCh
B mipenenax ot 0,01-0,03 %,

azora — ot 0,09 % 10 0,1%.

Kmoueswire cnosa: COPT,

CJIMBA IOMAIIHAA, MACCA TIJIOJ1OB,
BUOXUMMWYECKUIN COCTAB, CAXAPA,
KNCJIOTHOCTb, ACKOPEMMHOBA
KHNCJIOTA.

with the maximum mass of fruits, pulp
and a small stone. The highest sugar
content and the optimal sugar-to-acid ratio
were noted in the varieties Utro (control),
Voronezhskaya kompotnaya,

Pamyat Timiryazeva, Universalnaya,
Bolkhovchanka. The maximum

dry matter content was determined

in the Universalnaya and Vengerka
Voronezhskaya varieties, in terms

of the content of ascorbic acid,

the indicators in the Bolkhovchanka

(5.8 mg/100g) and Voronezhskaya
kompotnaya (3.1 mg/100g) varieties
were higher. The highest calcium content
was noted in the fruits of the Vengerka
Voronezhskaya (0.07 %) and Universalnaya
(0.09 %) varieties, and the lowest

in the control variety Utro (0.01 %)

and Pamyat Timiryazeva (0.02 %),
Voronezhskaya kompotnaya (0.03 %)
varieties. The potassium content

of the studied varieties was in the range
of 0.1 ... 0.2 %. The phosphorus content,
depending on the variety, varied slightly
and ranged from 0.01-0.03 %,

nitrogen — from 0.09 % to 0.1 %.

Key words: VARIETY,

DOMESTIC PLUM, MASS OF FRUITS,
BIOCHEMICAL COMPOSITION,
SUGAR, ACIDITY, ASCORBIC

ACID.

Beeoenue. B nacaxaeHNsIX KOCTOUYKOBBIX KyJIbTYpP 0C000€ MECTO OTBE/Ie-

HO CIIMBE, 3TO 00YCIIOBJIEHO €€ YCTOMYMBOCTBIO K OMOTHYECKUM (paKkTopaM B ca-

JOBBIX arporieHo3ax [1-7]. Ilmoasl ciiuBbI 00/1aaI0T BEICOKUMH BKYCOBBIMH Ka-

YeCTBAMU M IIMPOKO MPUMEHSFOTCS Ui niepepabotku [8-12].

[Imoapl CnMBBI XapakTEPU3YIOTCS HAJIMYMEM B UX COCTAaBE KOMILIEKCA

OMOJIOTMYECKH aKTUBHBIX BCIICCTB. YIJICBOAOB, IICKTMHOB, BUTAMUHOB, MHHC-

PaJIbHBIX coneﬁ, O6J'Ia,Z[aIOHII/IX INUIICBBIM 3HAYCHHUECM, OKAa3bIBAIOIIHNX JeueOHo-

npopUIAKTUIECKOE IEHCTBIE HA OpraHu3M yesoBeka [13-16].
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JI1s1 COBEpIIIEHCTBOBAHMS COPTUMEHTA M3Y4YCHUE OMOXMMHUYECKOTO COCTaBa
TUTO/IOB CJIMBBI SIBIISIETCSI aKTyaJbHBIM, TaK KaK TO3BOJISIET MMOJA00paTh copTa s
CO3JIaHHs MPOMBIIIUICHHBIX CaJI0B C ONTUMAIILHBIM coneprkanreM BAB [17-19].

[lenp ucciemoBaHWiAi — MPOBECTH CPABHUTEIBHYIO OICHKY OHOXHMHYE-
CKOTO COCTaBa IUIOJIOB CJIIMBBI JIOMAITHEH MJIs1 BBISBICHUS COPTHMEHTA C BBICO-
KUMH BKYCOBBIMU KadeCTBaMH IPH BO3JIEIBIBAHUU B YCIOBUAX BopoHEKCKoi

o0J1acTu.

Oovexkmut u memoowvl ucciedosanuii. O0bEKTaMU ABIISUIUCH COPTA CIUBBI
noMariaei: YTpo (koHTpodb), [Tamsars TumupsizeBa, bonxosuanka (BCTUCII);
Boponexckass komnoTHasi, YHuUBepcaibHas U Benrepka Boponexckas (Bopo-
Hexckuit CXN).

Uccnenosanus npoBoauiauchk B 2018-2020 rr. B TOMOJIOTHYECKOM cafy,
pacnosioxxeHHoM Ha Tteppuropun ®I'BOY BO Boponexckoro I'AY. Uccneno-
BaHUS MPOBOAWINCH cornacHo «lIporpaMMe m MeTOOUKE CEIEKIMU IJI0I0BbIX,
STOJHBIX M OPEXOIUIONHBIX KyIbTyp» (Open, 1999) [20]. buoxumuyeckuii co-
CTaB IUIOJIOB OMpPENEIsUIA B JlabopaTtopuu 1mMo «MeToauYecKuM yKa3aHUsM 0
XUMHUKO-TEXHOJIOTHYECKOMY COPTOUCIIBITAHUIO OBOUIHBIX, IJIOAOBBIX U SITOM-

HBIX KYJIBTYP JJIsi KOHCEPBHOM mpoMebInieHHOCTH» (Mocksa, 1993) [21].

Oobcyscoenue pezyrbmamos. BoicoOkre TOBapHbIE XapaKTEPUCTHKU ILJIO-
JIOB CIIMBBI — MPUBJICKATEIbHBIA BHEIIHUN BHJ, UX Macca U OKpacKa UIparoT
3HAYUTENIBHYIO POJIb IS YCHENIHON peanu3anuu npoaykuuu. HabmoaeHusmu
YCTaHOBJICHO, YTO Ka4yeCTBO IUIOJIOB 3aBUCHUT OT MHOTUX (DakTOpoB (KJIMMAT,
YCJIOBUSI arpOTEXHUKH, MOBOM), HO B OOJIbIIEH CTENEHU BIUSIOT T€HETUUYECKUE
0CcOOE€HHOCTH cOpToB. Tak, 3a Tpu rojaa cCpeaHsis mMacca Iiofa COPTOB JOMalll-
Hel clMBBI cocTaBuia — 36,1 T, MakcuManbHasi Macca oTMedeHa y coptoB Ila-
maTh Tumupsizena (40,6 r) u Boponexckas kommnoTHas (46,8 r), mpeBhIIIaoNue

KOHTPOJIbHBIN copT YTpo B cpeaHeM Ha 12,2 r. HanMeHblliee 3HaueHue onpene-
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JeHo y copta Benrepka Boponexckas — 31,0 r, a y coptoB ITamsars Tumupsizena,
YHuBepcasibHad U boixoBuaHKa JaHHBIM MTOKA3aTENb OTINYAICS HE3HAYUTENb-

HO M HaxojuJics B npenenax — 32,8...40,6 T (tabm. 1).

Tabmuma 1 — [MokaszaTenu kauecTBa INIOAOB CIUBEI JomannHer, 2018-2020 rr.

Cpenusis macca:
Cpennsis
Copra Macca IIoaa, KOCTOYKHU MSIKOTH
' T % r %
YTpo (KOHTPOJIB) 31,5 5,6 17,7 25,9 82,2
Boponexckas KOMITOTHast 46,8 3,0 6,4 438 93,5
[Tamsare TumupsizeBa 40,6 5,0 12,3 35,6 87,6
YHuBepcaabHas 34,3 45 13,1 29,8 86,8
BonxoBuanka 32,8 4.3 13,1 28,5 86,8
Benrepka BopoHexcKas 31,0 3,5 11,2 27,5 88,7
B cpennem 36,1 4.3 12,2 31,8 87,6
HCP o5 0,3 0,3 0,1 0,1 0,1

[1o/1b1 CIUBBI SBISIOTCS CHIPHEM IS TIepepadaThIBAIONIEH TPOMBIIIICH-
HOCTH, U3 HUX MOJY4YaloT IPOAYKIHI0 0€3 KOCTOUKU — JIKEMBbI, TOBUAJIO, COK,
JUISL 3TOTO JKeJlaTeIbHbI COPTa C HAUMEHbBIIIEH MacCOl KOCTOUKU B OTXOJax Mpo-
U3BOJICTBA.

MuHuManpHasg mMacca KOCTOYKM OTMEYeHa y copTa BopoHexckas KoM-
noTHast — 3,0 T, B MPOIIEHTaX, MO OTHONICHUIO K TUIOJAM JaHHBIA MOKa3aTelb
OBLT B TPH pa3a MEHbIIIE, YeM B KOHTpoJie y copTa Y1po (17,7 %). ITo conepixa-
HUIO MSKOTH TUIOJI@ BBIIIE 3HaY€HUE Y copTa BopoHexckas KOMIIOTHas U CO-
craBisieT 93,5 % ot maccel mona. Y coptoB Ilamsate TumupsizeBa u Benrepka
BOPOHEKCKAsl JAHHBIA [OKAa3aTeslb HAXOAWICSA HAa YpOBHE BOpPOHEKCKOU KOM-
OTHOM M coctaBmia 87,6...88,7 %, a Macca uX KOCTOUCK B CPEJIHEM B JIBa pas3a
Oonbiie, yem y copta Boponexckas kommnoTHas. Y copra YTpo (KOHTPOJIb) OT-
MeueHa Oosiee KpymHas kocTouka (5,6 T) u HebombIas Macca MIKoTH (25,9 1),
10 JaHHBIM MOKa3aTesisiM copTa YHUBEpcalbHasg U boixouyaHka 3aHsIM poMe-

KYTOUHOC ITOJIOKCHUC.
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OT Ka4ueCTBEHHBIX XapPAKTEPUCTHUK IJIOJOBOTO ChIPhS 3aBUCUT BBIOOP TEX-
HoJIoTHH TiepepadoTku. Caxapa — OJTHUA M3 BaXXHBIX COCTABJISIONINX B OMOXUMHU-
YECKOM aHaliu3e MPOIYKIIMU, OKa3bIBAIOIICEe BIMSHHE HA JIETYCTAIMOHHYIO

OIICHKY I1JI0/I0B (TabII. 2).

Tabmuma 2 — bBuoxuMHudecKkuii cocTaB IJI040B CauBBI goMariHei, 2018-2020 rr.

<
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YTpo (KOHTPOJIB) 16,0 0,9 17,7 1,9 19,4 0,2 0,01 | 0,01 0,1
Boponexckas 189 | 11 | 171 | 31 | 135 | 02 | 003 | 002 | 0,09
KOMIIOTHasA
Hamsts 188 | 10 | 188 | 26 | 191 | 02 | 0,02 | 003 | 01
Tumupssesa
YHuBepcapHas 21,1 1,8 11,7 2,2 20,2 0,2 0,09 | 0,02 0,1
BbonxoBuanka 16,5 1,0 16,5 5,8 15,8 0,2 0,01 | 0,03 0,1
Benrepra 179 | 16 | 111 | 20 | 182 | 03 | 007 | 0,03 | 01
BOpOHe)KCKaH
HCP o5 0,1 0,1 0,1 - - - - - -

OmnpeneneHo, 4To HaUOOJBIIIEE COJEPKAHUE CaXapoOB OTMEUEHO Y COPTOB
CPEIIHETIO3/THETO CpoKa co3peBaHusi — YHuBepcanbHas (21,1 %) u cpemnero
cpoka co3peBaHusi — Boponexckas komnotHas (18,8 %), [Tamsate Tumupsizea
(18,8 %). ITo comepskaHHIO caxapOB HE MPEBBIMIAIH TOKA3aTelb KOHTPOJIBLHOTO
copta Y1po (16,0 %) pannero cpoka co3peBanusi, copra boxosuanka (16,5 %)
cpeaHero cpoka co3peBanusi U Benrepka Boponexkckas (17,9 %) cpennenosane-
ro cpoka co3peBanus. [lokazarenb KUCIOTHOCTH Y U3Y4a€MbIX COPTOB U3MEHSLI-
Csl HE3HAYNTENIBHO U BapbupoBal B npeaenax ot 1,0 % y copros Ilamars Tumu-
pszeBa u bonxoBuanka 10 1,8 % y copToB YTpo (k) 1 YHUBEpcalbHasl.

Bricokue nmerycramnroHHbBIE TOKAa3aTeld KavyecTBa IUIOJIOB XapaKTepU3y-
IOTCSI CaXxapOKUCIOTHBIM MHJEKCOM, KOTOPBIM HaxoAuTCs B npenenax 14-18. Y

coptoB bonxoBuanka, BopoHexckas komnotHasi, YTpo (k), [lamars Tumupsie-
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Ba OTMEUEHO BBICOKOE OTHOIICHHUE caxapa K kuciore — ot 16,5 no 18,8. Huzkue
nokasartesid y coptoB Benrepka Boponexckast u Yuausepcanbhas (11,1 u 11,7).

CopepxaHne B COCTaBe IUIOJIOB CYXHUX BEIIECTB OKA3bIBACT BIMUSHHUE Ha
cnoco6 mepepaboTku. Tak, MakCUMalbHOE COJIEP’KaHUE CyXUX BELIECTB OIpe-
neneHo y coproB YHuBepcaibHas — 20,2 %, Ytpo (k) (19,4 %), ITamsate Tumu-
psaseBa (19,1 %) u Benrepka Boponexckas (18,2 %), MUHUMAaNIbHOE 3HAYCHHUE Y
coptoB Boponexckas komnotHas (13,5 %) u bonxosuanka (15,8 %).

[To cpaBHEHHIO C IPYTUMU IUIOIOBBIMU KYJIBTypaMH B TUIOJ[aX CJIMBBI Ma-
JIO HaKaIlJIMBAaeTCd aCKOPOUHOBOM KHUCIIOTHI, €€ KOJIUYECTBO U3MEHSIETCS B 3aBU-
CUMOCTH OT OMOJIOTUYECKMX OCOOCHHOCTEW COPTOB, KIMMATHYECKUX YCIOBHUH,
penbeda MECTHOCTH, arpOTEXHUKH (MUTaHUS, OpPOLIEHUS, CHIIBI 00pe3ku). 3a
rOJIbl KCCIIeIOBaHUM HanboJbiee cogepkanue ButamuHa C BBISBICHO Y COPTOB
bonxosuanka (5,8 mr/100 r) u Boponexckas komnotsas (3,1 mr/100 r), He BbI-
cokue 3HayeHus ot 1,9 mr/100 r y copra Ytpo (k) no 2,6 mr/100 r y copta
[TamsaTe Tumupssena.

J1ist 3I0pOBOTO MUTAHUS YEIOBEKa HEOOXOUMBI MAKPOAJIEMEHTHI, y4acT-
BYIOIIIME BO MHOTHX KIJIETOYHBIX Tpolieccax. Tak, HamOoiblee coaep aHue
KaJbIUsl OTMEUEHO B mionax coprta Benrepka Boponexckas (0,07 %) u Yuu-
BepcasibHas (0,09 %), a mHanmenbiee — y coptoB YTpo (k) (0,01 %), ITamsaTe
Tumupsizesa (0,02 %), Boponexckas kommnotHast (0,03 %).

B Ouoxummu4eckoM cocTaBe IUIOMOB COJCPKAHME KaIHs Y H3y4aeMbIX
COPTOB JAaHHBIN MOKa3aTesib Haxoawics B npeaenax 0,1...0,2 %.

Copepxanne (ocdopa B mIogax CIWBBI, B 3aBHCUMOCTH OT COpTa M3Me-

HSJIOCh HE3HAYUTENBHO M Haxoamiock B mpenenax ot 0,01-0,03 %, azota — ot
0,09 % no 0,1 %.

Bwi6oowi. B pesynbrate NpOBEICHHBIX HCCIIEIOBAHUN BBISIBJICHBI COPTa
cnuBbl JomaiiHel Boponexckas komnoTtHas u [Tamsate TumupsszeBa ¢ BhICOKH-
MU TOBAPHBIMHU Kaue€CTBAMM IJIOJIOB U OTHOIIEHHEM MAaCChl MIKOTH K Macce KO-

CTOYKH.
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Bricokoe coaepxkaHue caxapoB M ONTHUMAJIbHOE COOTHOLIEHUE caxapa K
KHUCIIOTE OTMEUEHO Y copToB BopoHexckas kommnoTHas, YTpo (k), [lamsate Tu-
MHUpPsA3€BA, Y HUBEpCaibHas, boXxOBUaHKa.

Brinenensl copra YHuBEpcanbHasg U BeHrepka BOPOHEXKCKAsk C BBICOKMM
COJIEp’KaHHEM CYXHX BEILIECTB.

MakcumanbHOE coaep:kanue ButamuHa C onpeneneHo y coptoB bomaxos-
ganka (5,8 mr/100 1) u Boponexckas kommnotaas (3,1 mr/100 T).

Takum 00pa3oM, 3a BHICOKHE TOBapHbIE KauyeCTBa IJIOJI0OB M YHUKAIbHBIN
OMOXUMHUYECKUN COCTaB COpTa CJIMBBI JOMalllHEeW — BopoHekckas KOMIOTHAs
YuuBepcanibHag u [lamate TumupsizeBa peKOMEHIOBAHBI ISl BO3/ICJIBIBAHUS B

IIPOMBIIUICHHBIX HACAKIEHUAX BopoHexkckoi 001acTu.
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