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BEPE3bl KAPE/IbCKOMN (BETULA PENDULA VAR. CARELICA MERCKL.)
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[IpencraBneHsl pe3ynbTaThl UCCIIENOBAHUS MUTMEHTHOTO COCTaBa JIMCTBHEB MpescTaBuTeneil poma bepesa
(Betula L.): 6epesbl nioBucinoit (Betula pendula Roth) u Gepessl kapenbckoit (Betula pendula var. carelica
Merckl.). YcraHOBI€HBI HE3HAYUTEIBHBIC PA3INYUSI CPSIHUX 3HAYCHUI CYMMAapPHOTO COICPYKAaHUST TUTMEHTOB
Ka)KZIOTO MCCIIEIOBAaHHOTO PACTeHHs. BBISIBICHO HE3HAUYUTEILHOE MPEUMYIIECTBO COMEPIKAHUS TLTACTHIHBIX
MUTMEHTOB Yy aOOPUI€HHOTO BHA [0 CPABHEHMIO C HHTPOLYLMPOBaHHBIM. OmnpeneneHo nmpeodiasannue Xio-
podmuta b Hax xopouIIoM ¢ y 060X pacTeHU. 3a(UKCHPOBaHbI Pa3IMUUs U3yUCHHBIX MTPEACTaBUTEIICH
poxa bepesa 1o cofepkaHNIO ¥ COOTHOIICHHIO [UIACTH/THBIX IIMTMEHTOB, HOATBEPK/ICHA UX CYIECTBEHHOCTS.
OTMe4eHO TOCTOBEPHOE BIHSHIE PA3INUKid B IPUHAIIKHOCTH CPAaBHUBAEMBIX 00pa3IOB K THIIMIHOH (Hop-
M€ U Pa3HOBUIHOCTH Oepe3bl C IEKOPAaTUBHON TEKCTYpOH ApeBECHHBI Ha (popMUpoBaHUE (HEHOTHITNUECKOH
M3MEHYMBOCTH. J[0Ka3aHbl 00YCIIOBICHHOCTh TEHOTHITHYECKAst (JEHOTUITMYESCKUX PA3IMYUN N3YYCHHBIX MPE/I-
craBuTeNeH posa bepesa 1o conepkaHNIo ¥ COOTHONICHUIO IUIACTH/THBIX ITMTMEHTOB U (haKTHIeCcKast 000CHO-
BaHHOCTb MX OJU3KOTO MPOU3PACTAHUS B OMHOPOJHBIX JISCHBIX YCIOBHSX. YKa3aHO CHIILHOE BIIMSHUE Heopra-
HHM30BaHHBIX (h)aKTOPOB, HHOTIA UMEIONINX Npeolialafonil XapaKrep.

KuroueBble ciioBa: Oepesa kapenbckas, Oepesa MOBHCIasl, IMCTOBOI amapat, IMTMEHTHBIH COCTaB, XJI0pO-
¢t a, xnopoduut b, KAPOTUHOUABI
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HOCHCZ{OBaTeJIBHaH peanuzanus LeneH, yka-
3aHHBIX B pacniopskeHuu [IpaBurtenscrea PO
ot 11 ¢espans 2021 roga Ne 312-p «O0 yTBepxk-
nenun CTpareruu pa3BUTHS JIECHOTO KOMIUIEKCa
Poccuiickoit ®enepanuu 1o 2030 rogay, npea-
yCMaTpUBaeT HEYKJIOHHOE PacCIIMpEHUE ePEeUHs
TOBAapOB, MPOU3BOAUMBIX U3 JAPEBECHOTO CHIPBS,
U TIOBBINIIEHHE WX KadecTBa. Hapsay ¢ cosep-
LIEHCTBOBAHUEM M MOJEPHHU3ALMEN TEXHOJIOTUN
Y UHCTPYMEHTAJIbHOUN 0a3bl 1epeBooOpadoTKu
HEMaJOBa)XHOE 3HAYEHHE UMEeT obecrieueHmne
MpEANPUSTANA OTPACIN BHICOKOCOPTHOH ApeBe-
CUHOM, B TOM YHCJIE€ IOCPEICTBOM IIPUOPUTETHON
SKCIUTyaTallH IeJIEBBIX TPOMBIILJICHHBIX IJIaHTa-
uuii. UX BU10BOM COCTaB HA COBPEMEHHOM JTarle
MOYKHO CYIIECTBEHHO YIYyUIIUTh, BOBJIEKas B XO-
3HCTBEHHBIH 000pOT Hanbosee BOCTpeOOBaHHbIE
JPEBECHBIC MTOPOJIbI, B YACTHOCTH MHOTOYHUCIICH-

© Asrop(s1), 2025

HBIX TIpejcTaBuTeneit poaa bepesa (Betula L.)
[1-6], BoIcTynaromux kak abopureHamu, Tak u
9K30TaMM Ha OOIIMPHOHN TeppuTopun Poccuiickoit
®deneparu. DTH TOPOABI MUPOKO PACTIPOCTPaHE-
HBI B YCJIIOBUAX yMepeHHoro kiumara CeBepHO-
ro nonymapus. Kak obnagarenn xo3siiicTBEHHO
BaYKHBIX MPU3HAKOB MpecTaBuTe M poaa bepesa
HCCIIEAYIOTCS 110 pa3HbIM HanpasieHusMm [1-15].
B Huxeropoackom [ToBomkbe chopmupoBaHbl
€CTeCTBEHHBIC HACAXKJCHUS Oepe3bl MOBUCIOMN
(Betula pendula Roth) 1 co3nanbl HCKYCCTBEHHbBIE
MOCAJKU Pa3IMYHOTO IEJEBOT0 HAa3HAUCHHS €€
hopmbl — Oepessl Kapesbckort (Betula pendula
var. carelica Merckl.), BeicTynaromer HHTpoay-
neHToM. OJJHaKO pernoHaIbHO OPUEHTHPOBAHHBIX
MCClIeIOBaHUN OMOJIOTHYECKUX 0COOCHHOCTEH
U 3KOJIOTMYECKHUX PeaKIuil 6epe3bl KapelbCKoi
B ycinoBuax Hukeropoackoil obGnactu kpaiine
HEJ0CTATOYHO W MCCIICIOBAHMS BeChMa OTPaHMU-
yeHsl [1-3].
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Lenb pabotbi

Lenb paboTel — cpaBHUTENbHAS OLIEHKA IUT-
MEHTHOTO COCTaBa JIMCThEB Oepe3bl KapeabCKOH
u Oepe3bl MOBUCIION, (OPMHUPYIOIIETOCS B JECO-
pactutenbHbIxX ycaoBusax [IpaBoGepexns Hike-
TOPOJICKOM 00JIacTH.

MaTtepuanbl U metoAabl

OOBEKTHI UCCIeIOBAHMS: A0OPUTESHHBIN BUT —
Oepesa moBucias u ee Gopma, SBISIOMASCS JTIs
Hwuxeroponckolt o61acTu UHTPOAYIIEHTOM, —
Oepesa kapenbckas. OOcne0BaHHBIE 0O0BEKTHI
qucnonupoBanbl B Huxkeroposckoi obmact —
ropojckoi okpyr Ap3zamac, KupuniaoBckuii cenb-
coBeT. HacaxxieHue 6epesbl MOBUCIION eCTeCTBEH-
HOE, UMEET S5-I KJIacc BO3pacTa, ero KOOpAUHATHI:
55.438365° ¢. m1., 43.918564° B. 1. YuacTok ¢
HCKYCCTBEHHBIMH TIOCQIKAMH Oepe3bl KapenbCKON
pacroJiokeH BOJIM3U aOOPUTEHHOTO BU/JIA, CO3/IaH
B 1976 1. cessHIIaMu, BBIpAIlIEHHBIMU U3 CEMSIH,
MOJIYYCHHBIX U3 APXaHTEeNbCKa, 1 UMEET KOOPIH-
Hathl 55.438074° ¢. 1., 43.917924° B. 1. bin3octh
Mpou3pacTaHusi 00bEKTOB CBUACTEILCTBYET O BbI-
PaBHEHHOCTH YCJIOBHI UX TIPOU3PACTAHMUS.

[Ipeamer uccnenoBanusi: 0COOEHHOCTH CPAaBHU-
BaeMbIX PA3HOBUIHOCTEH Oepe3bl 10 COEPIKAHUIO
1 0anaHCy TUTACTUHBIX MUTMEHTOB, Y4aCTBYIO-
UX B POTOCUHTESE.

Mertomonornueckas miathopMa opraHUu3aIuA
paboT 6a3upoBasiach Ha MPUHIIAIIE STUHCTBEHHOTO
JIOTUYECKOTO pa3inuvs U 0a30BbIX TPEOOBAHMSIX
K OpraHM3alluy ombiTa. Peanusamnus nporpaMmbl
MpeaycMaTpuBaia MPUBJICUCHUE TTOJICBBIX CTAIH-
OHApPHBIX U J1a0OPaTOPHBIX METOMOB. TeopeTrue-
CKOM TUTaT(HOPMON MMOCTPOCHUS PAOOUIHX METOIUK
CIYXunH (hyH/TaMEHTAIBHBIC K COBPEMECHHBIC TTY-
ONMUKAIMK 110 yKa3aHHOW TeMaTHKe, Kacalolrecs
mucTBeHHBIX [ 16—18], xBoliHbIX [19-21] nepeBreB
[22, 23] u xycTapHukoB [24, 25].

Coneprkanue ¥ COOTHOIIEHHUE PA3TUYHBIX (POpPM
xJIopo(hrILIa ¥ KApOTUHOMIOB B JIMCTOBOM ammapa-
T€ TPAJUIIMOHHO SIBJISIOTCSI TH)OPMATHBHBIM ITPH-
3HAKOM CPaBHUTEIHHOMN OIICHKH JIPEBECHBIX BU/IOB
[26, 27]. JocTaTouHO pe3yabTaTUBHBIM U BECbMa
TOYHBIM METOJIOM HCCJICIOBAHUSI TUTMEHTHOTO
coCTaBa JIMCTOBOTO ammapara Mpu3HaH CHEeKTPO-
dhoromeTpudeckuii ananuz [22, 23, 28-38], mo-
3BOJISFOIIHMA OIEHUTh KOHIICHTPAIMIO TUTMEHTOB
10 ONTHUYECCKOM TUIOTHOCTH BBITSKKH M3 U3MEJb-
YEHHOU JIUCTOBOM IIJIACTUHBI B 96%-M dTaHOIE.

JlaGopaTopHbIii aHAIN3 BBHITIOIHEH B aHAJIH-
tuueckoit nmaboparopun ®I'bOY BO HIATY
um. JI.51. ®nopentseBa. B nepsyio ouepens ObLTH
BBITIOJTHEHBI HAape3Ka U B3BEIIMBAHUE JIMCTOBBIX
IUTACTHH Maccoi 1 r Ha 1abopaTopHBIX 3JIEKTPOH-

HbIX Becax mozenu Acculab VICON VIC-300d3
(tounocts a0 0,001 r) ¢ mocnenyOMUM U3MENb-
YEHHEM U IepeMaIbIBAHUEM HAaBECKH 10 pa3Mepa
gactull 30...40 mxMm. B xozne u3mensuenus B pap-
(OpOBYIO CTYINKY K JTMCTOBOW Macce JUIsl JIyqIlIero
pactupanust 100aBIIsUIA KPOLIKY CTEKJIA U JJIs Hel-
TpaJIn3aliy KJIETOYHOI'O COKa KPOLIKY KapOoHaTa
kanpius CaCO;. TlonyunBiiyrocs: cyOCTaHLIMIO
yepes /1Ba c1os PUIBTPOBAIbHOM OyMaru nepeHo-
CHUJIU B MEpHBIE cTakaHbl 00bemoM 50 mit. B nensix
HEJOMYILEHUs pa3pylIeHus xjopoduia padbo-
Thl IPOBOJUJIUCH B 3aTEMHEHHOM IOMEIICHUH,
a MOJYYEHHBIH SKCTPAKT MOMeENIalcs Ha OTCTOM
B TeMHbIH mkadp Ha 1-2 4. Korga cyOcranmus
OTCTauBajiach, €€ MEPEHOCUIIN B KBaPIIEBYIO KO-
BeTy 00beMOM 4 MJI U AJTUHOU ONTUYECKOTO ITyTH
10 MM, mocie 4ero KoBeTy C SKCTPAKTOM M KOH-
TPOJIbHYIO KIOBETY ¢ 96%-M 3TaHOJIOM TIOMEIIaIn
B cniektpodotomerp CD-2000 ¢ mporpaMMHBIM
obecnieuenneM GRASS GIS 7.6.1 / QGIS 3.4, no-
3BOJISIFOIIMM CTPOUTH Ha MOHUTOPE KOMIIbIOTEpA
CHEKTPbI NOIVIOUICHUS U (PUKCUPOBATH UX MAKCH-
MyMbl. OLIEHKY JaBajiy MIPH AJIMHAX BOJH: 665 HM
(xnopodumn a), 649 um (xopoduin b), 452,5 aum
(xapotuHouabl). KoHIIEHTpalnio paccuuThHIBAIN
1o ypaBHeHusiM BeTmireitna — Xonbma Jisi ONTH-
YeCKHU YUCTOro 96%-ro 3TaHoia, IPUMEHEHHOTO B
onslte [22, 23, 28-38].

[IpoBenenue padot u popmMupoBaHKE BHIOOPOK
OCYIIECTBIICHO B COOTBETCTBHH C OOIICTIPUHSITHI-
MM METOJUYECKUMH pekomMeHaanusmu [39—41].
Jlnst mepepacuera coaepiKaHus aHAIU3UPYEMBbIX
MUTMEHTOB JINCTOBOT'O arnapara Ha eMHUILY CyX0-
rO BEIIECTBA ONPEACIISIIN €r0 HATUYUe B KAk 101
HaBECKE JIMCTOBBIX IJIACTHH MOCJE BBICYILIMBAHUS
710 a0COJIFOTHO CYyXOT'0 COCTOSIHUSA B JIAOOPATOPHBIX
cyxoxapoBbix mkagdax HS 61 A. O6paboTka mo-
JIYYEHHBIX JJAHHBIX OCYIIECTBIISIACh B IPOrpaMMe
Excel [42]. CrarucTHUdecKkuii ¥ AUCTICPCUOHHBIN
aHAJIM3bI BHIMOJIHEHBI C YUYETOM CYLIECTBYIOIINX
METOAMYECKHX pa3paboTok [39—41, 43, 44].

Pe3ynbTtaTtbl M 06Cy}KAEHUE

BrinonHenHbie 3KciepuMeHTaIbHbIe PaOOTHI
IOKa3ajii 3aMCTHBIC pa3JIn4yKrsid B IMTMECHTHOM CO-
CTaBEe MCCJICIOBAaHHBIX BUIOB Oepe3nl (puc. 1-4).

ITo conepxanuo xnopopuilia @ B JIMCTOBOM
anmnapare HauOoJiblliee CpeJIHee 3HAYCHHUE Ha-
omomaercst y nepeBa 4 6epe3bl KapelbCKol —
0,887 + 0,03 Mr/r, a HAUMEHBIINA — Yy JepeBa
9 s1oit ke mopomsr — 0,571 £ 0,02 mr/r. bepesa
MOBHCIIasi UMEET 00Jiee YMEPEHHOE COIepPIKaHue
xyopodwmna a — B cpeaaem 0,815 + 0,01 mr/r, a
JMana3oH 3HaueHui cocrapisgeT 0,447 mr/r, 4To
MPaKTUYECKH B 2 pa3a MEHbIIE, 4eM y Oepe3bl
kapenbckoit — 0,827 mr/t (cMm. puc. 1).
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Puc. 1. Conepxanue XJa0podHilia a B IUCThAX UCCICAOBAHHBIX BUIOB Oepe3sl (Hopma M + 2/36);
31ech U Ha puc. 2—4: 1-10 ydeTHble pacTeHUs

Fig. 1. Chlorophyll @ content in the leaves of the studied birch species (the norm is M + 2/30);
here and in fig. 2—4: 1-10 accounting plants
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Puc. 2. Copeprxanue xiopoduiuia b B JIMCThSIX UCCIICIOBAHHBIX BUI0B Oepe3bl (Hopma M + 2/36)
Fig. 2. Chlorophyll b content in the leaves of the studied birch species (the norm is M + 2/3c)
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Puc. 3. ConeprkaHre KapOTHUHOHIOB B JIUCTHSIX HCCIIENOBAaHHBIX BHIOB Oepe3bl (Hopma M + 2/36)
Fig. 3. Carotenoids content in the leaves of the studied birch species (the norm is M + 2/36)

JecHoit BecTHUK / Forestry Bulletin, 2025, Tom 29, Ne 3



Biological and technological aspects of forestry

Comparative assessment of pigment...

4,5 -
= 4,0+
= 350
> 30 &
o sY [T
EXCERE 5 X as @
5 20f 5 g
2 1,51
g 10F
00’8_
N AN MM Y N o N DN AN MY o N o o D |(Totall
O 9 © 9 9 9 9 9 @ |9 9 0o 9 © 9 @ 0 g
£ 2 2 2 32 & 2 2 2 ol a8 & 2@ & a g & of Total2
O LV LV O L LV O L AL LV LV L LV LV O LV O M
S5 5555855888855 88585 8 855 & Toall
ddﬂmﬂdddd&d:{ddﬁ:{dd:{%
Bepesa kapesbckas bepesza nosucnas 0O0600111eHHOE

3HA4YCHUC

Puc. 4. CymmapHoe copepkaHue MUTMEHTOB B JIMCTBAX HCCIECIOBAHHBIX BUIOB Oepesbl (HOpMa

M=+ 2/3c)

Fig. 4. The total content in the leaves of the studied birch species (the norm is M + 2/3c)

[To conepxxanuto xjaopoduina b curyamus
oOparHas. bonee ymepenHslii cpeanuii pazopoc
3HaYeHU uMeeT Oepesa kapenabekas — 1,53 mr/r.
Munumym (1,119 £ 0,1 Mr/r) u MakcuMym
(1,883 + 0,08 mr/r) conepxkanus xyuopodusia b
HabmonaeTcst y 6epesbl MOBUCIIOH (iepeBbst 3 1 7
cooTBeTCTBeHHO). [Ipu 3TOM crnegyer OTMETHUTD
OMM30CTh CPEIHUX 3HAYCHUI CONEp:KaHUs ITOrO
MUTMEHTa B 000MX ciyuasx: y Oepe3sl Kapelb-
ckort — 1,456 + 0,03 mr/t, y Oepe3bl MOBUCTIONH —
1,483 + 0,04 mr/t (cM. puc. 2).

CoxaepxaHue KapOTMHOUJIOB MEHEE CTa-
OWJIBHO MO CPAaBHEHHIO C JIPYTUMU MUTMEHTa-
MHU. B 3TOM cilyyae MUHUMYM CpeaHUX 3HAYEHUI
(0,112 + 0,01 mr/r), OTMEUEHHBIN y NEpEBHEB 2
u 3 Oepesbl KapelbCkol, B 2,3 pa3a MEHbIIIE MaK-
cumanbpHoro mokasarens (0,256 + 0,02 mr/r), ko-
TOpPBINA HabOIIOHaCsA y AepeBa 4 TOro ke BUIA.
[Ipu sTomM oOmIMii [Uana3oH JUMHUTOB paccMma-
TPUBAEMOU XapaKTEPUCTUKH JMCTOBOTO arapara
cocTaBysieT y Oepesnl kapenbckoin —0,292 Mr/t, a
y Oepessl nosucnoit — 0,228 mr/r.

[To cymmapHOMY colepKaHUIO MTUTMEHTOB
CpeIHHE 3HAYEHUS KaXKJOTO HMCCIETOBAHHOTO
pacTeHus UMEIOT He3HAYUTEIbHBIC pa3auyus: Oe-
pe3a kapenbckas — 2,346 + 0,04 mr/r u Oepesa
noBucias — 2,508 + 0,04 mr/r. PaccMoTpeHHBIH
BBIIIE Pa30pOC 3HAYCHUI MO KapOTHHOWIAM HU-
BEJIMPOBAJICA 32 CUYET OTHOCHTEIHLHOW BBHIPABHEH-
HOCTHU 3Hau€HHH 1o ApyruM nurmentam. OO61mei
TEH/ICHLIMEH SBIJIOCH TO, YTO TI0 CyMME BCEX TTHUT-
MEHTOB B JIUCTOBOM aIlllapare CpeIHHe 3Haye-
HUS KQXKJIOTO U3 MCCIIeyeMbIX IEPEeBbEB TaK MU
WHa4Ye CTPEMATCS K 00IIEeMy CpelHEMY T10 OIIBITY
3HaueHnto — 2,457 + 0,03 mr/r. [Ipu 3TOM ntoro-
BBIi MAKCHMYM JaHHOTO TMapameTpa JINCTOBOTO
anmapara oOTMe4eH y JiepeBa 8 Oepesbl OBUCIION

(2,924 + 0,07 mr/r), a MuaMMyM — y nepesa 10
6epesbl kapenbekoit (1,908 + 0,08 mr/r).

JIByX(aKTOpHBIN MepapXUUECKUN TUCTIEPCH-
OHHBII aHaNW3, KOTOPBIM BIOJIHE MPUMEHUM K
MHOTOYPOBHEBBIM KOMILJIEKCaM, COCTOAIIUM U3
Pa3HOBUAHOCTEHN Oepe3bl U MPEACTABISIONIUM HX
oco0eil, MO3BONIMUII MOTYYUTh pa3eybHbIE OLEH-
K# 3¢ (HEeKTUBHOCTH BIUSHUS Ha (pOpMHpOBaHUE
o6murero ¢oHa PeHOTUITMUECKONH U3MEHUYNBOCTH
Ka)/10r'0 U3 OPraHM30BaHHBIX (PAKTOPOB — B JAaH-
HOM city4yae (pOpMOBOIM pUHAIEKHOCTH (A), HH-
JMBHTyaJIbHBIX Pa3IMYUil UCCITIEyEeMBIX JePEBHEB
(moBropHoctn) (B), ux B3aumoneiicteus (AB), a
TaK)ke HeopraHu3oBaHHOTO (akTopa (Z), BBI3bI-
BAIOIIET0 BHYTPUTPYIIIOBYIO UM OCTATOYHYIO
JUCTIEPCUI0, MHIYIIMPOBAHHYIO MECTPOTOM (poHa
HE YYHUTHIBAEMBIX B OIBITE BHEIIHUX (haKTOPOB
(tabm. 1).

BBenenunbie B TUCTIEPCUOHHBIN aHAIU3 CpPaB-
HEHHMs pa3HOBUIHOCTEH Oepesbl yKa3bIBalOT Ha
HaJIM4YUe CYUIECTBEHHBIX PA3TIUUYUNA MEXITy HUMHU
(mo daxropy A) mpakTHUYECKH 1O BCEM HCCIIEAy-
eMbIM Npu3HakaM oT 7,44 (npusHak 3) no 69,4
(mpusnak 4). Ilo cogepxanuto xaopoduinna b
(mpusnak 2) BnusiHue Qaxtopa A oka3aioch He-
noctoBepHbIM (0,52 tipu F'yy5/0; = 3,96/6,96). Un-
JMBHUIyaJIbHBIC PA3IMYUs UCCIICAYEMbIX JIE€PEBHEB
(dbaxTop B) okazanuch JIOCTOBEPHBIMH IO BCEM
ucciueayeMbIM npu3HakaMm. OTbITHBIE 3HAYSHUS
kpurepusi Guiiepa, npuHuMas 3HaueHus ot 3,40
(mpusnak 2) mo 11,91 (mpusnak 6), IpeBHIIIAIOT
COOTBETCTBYIOIINE MUHUMAJIBHO JOMYCTUMBIE
npenens! Ha 5%-M U 1%-M ypoBHE 3HAYMMOCTH.
Bnusiaue ¢akropa B HaxonuTcs B AuanasoHe: oT
10,16 + 4,49 % (mo [Tnoxunckomy) u 5,96 + 4,70 %
(o CHenexopy) y mpusHaka 2 10 24,84 + 3,76 % (10
[Tnoxunckomy) u 18,32 £ 4,08 % (o CHenexopy)
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Tabnuma 1

JByX()aKTOPHBIIi AMCNEePCHOHHBIH aHAJIM3 COEPKAHUS
MJIACTH/AHBIX IMTMEHTOB U CYX0r'0 BelllecTBA B JIUCTOBOI Macce

Two-factor dispersion analysis of the content of plastid pigments and dry matter in the leaf mass

Jons BnusiHust Gpakropa
VICTOYHUK TUCTIepCHH, OHHTHHIEI = HHOXHHCOIEI\;ZM = CHeﬂe;(zinKa
Coneprane (haKTOPEI BIHSAHMS q)KpHTepHH cHa THoKa3aTens cHa TIOKa3aTeNs
vmepa Foy | prusnus BITUSTHUSI
(baxropa CHITBI BITHSI- (baxropa CHITBI BITHSI-
HUA pakTopa HUA pakTopa
®dopmel 6epess (A) 61,36 0,1513 0,0047 0,2192 0,0043
Xnopodunn a Ocobu (B) 10,51 0,2331 0,0383 0,1727 0,0414
(npusnax 1) Bsaumoneiicteue (AB) 7,75 0,1719 0,0414 0,2450 0,0377
Ocrarok (Z) - 0,4437 0,5563 0,3631 0,6369
Dopmel Gepessl (A) 0,52 0,0017 0,0055 —-0,0024 0,0056
Xopodwm b Oco6u (B) 3,40 0,1016 0,0449 0,0596 0,0470
(npusHak 2) Bzaumozeiicteue (AB) 9,96 0,2980 0,0351 0,4455 0,0277
Ocrarok (Z) - 0,5986 0,4014 0,4973 0,5027
®dopmel 6epess (A) 7,44 0,0243 0,0054 0,0320 0,0054
Cymma xnopogumios | Ocobu (B) 4,38 0,1288 0,0436 0,0839 0,0458
au b (npusnak 3) Bsaumoneiicteue (AB) 8,79 0,2585 0,0371 0,3871 0,0306
Ocrarok (Z) - 0,5883 0,4117 0,4970 0,5030
Dopwmel Gepessl (A) 69,40 0,1443 0,0048 0,1844 0,0045
KapoTnHOm/IE! Oco6u (B) 7,94 0,1486 0,0426 0,0935 0,0453
(npusHak 4) Bzaumozeiictsue (AB) 17,78 0,3328 0,0334 0,4525 0,0274
Ocrarok (Z) - 0,3743 0,6257 0,2696 0,7304
®dopmel 6epess (A) 12,74 0,0422 0,0053 0,0607 0,0052
Cymma MIACTUAHBIX | ey (B) 4,88 0,1456 0,0427 0,1003 0,0450
MTUTMEHTOB
(npH3HaK 5) Bsaumoneiicteue (AB) 7,23 0,2157 0,0392 0,3222 0,0339
Ocrarok (Z) - 0,5965 0,4035 0,5168 0,4832
®Dopwmel Gepessl (A) 53,94 0,1251 0,0049 0,1778 0,0046
CyXo€ BEIeCTBO Oco6u (B) 11,91 0,2484 0,0376 0,1832 0,0408
(mpu3HaK 6) Bzaumozeiictsue (AB) 10,03 0,2092 0,0395 0,3032 0,0348
Ocrarok (Z) - 0,4173 0,5827 0,3358 0,6642
Ipumeuanue. 3neck u B TaOI. 2: Fs/Fy, — Tabnuunble 3HaueHUs kKputepus Ourrepa Ha 5%-M 1 1%-M ypoBHSIX 3HAYN-
MOCTH (F'pps/01 = 3,96/6,96; Fiosi01 = 1,99/2,64; Faposior = 1,99/2,64).

y npu3Haka 6. D¢pdext B3auMoaencTBus opra-
HHU30BaHHBIX (pakTopoB (pakrop AB) mo Bcem
paccMaTpuBaeMbIM MTPU3HAKAM OKa3ajcsl CTaTh-
CTHYECKH 3HAYMMBIM U OB CIOCOOEH BBI3BIBATH
(¢hopMupoBaHUE CyIIECTBEHHBIX paznuyuii. Hau-
Oonpias pe3yabTaTUBHOCTH AaHHOTO 3 dekTa
nocruraercs y npusHaka 4: 33,28 + 3,34 % (mo
[Tnoxunckomy) u 45,25 + 2,74 % (o Cuenexopy).
[To uccnenyempim npusHakam (cM. Tadim. 1) Bechb-
Ma OTYETJIMBO MPOCIEKUBACTCS TOMHUHUPYIOIIEE
BIUsTHUE (POHOBOW MECTPOTHI HEYUUTHIBAEMBIX B
OTIBITE BHEIIHUX (PaKTOPOB, K KOTOPBIM CITpaBe/I-
JIUBO MO’KHO OTHECTH YCJIOBHUSI MECTOIIPOU3pacTa-
HUS HccTenyeMbIX 00bekToB ((hakrop Z). Ha ero
JOJIF0 MIPUXOJUTCA COOTBETCTBEHHO OT 37,43 %
(mpuznak 4) mo 59,86 % (nmpuzHak 2).

Pesynbrarhl 1ByX()aKTOPHOTO IUCIIEPCHOHHOTO
aHaJu3a 1o MPOU3BOIHBIM MPU3HAKAM COJEPIKa-
HUS IMTMEHTOB B JIMCTOBOM arapare aHaJlorhy-
HBIM CITOCOOOM TPEICTaBJICHbI B Ta0I. 2.

[To coneprxaHuIo KaK TIIACTUHBIX TMTMEHTOB,
TaK M CyXOr0 BEIIECTBA B JINCThSIX PA3HOBUIHOCTEH
Oepessl (cM. Ta0. 1) UX IPOU3BOAHBIC MPU3HAKN
MPOSIBUIUCH JOCTATOYHO 3aMETHO (CM. TaliI. 2).
PazHuia B 3HAYCHUSIX UCCIIETYyEMbIX ITPOM3BOIHBIX
MIPU3HAKOB COJICPIKAHUS TUIACTUIHBIX TUTMEHTOB
y Oepesbl MOBUCIION 1 Oepe3bl Kapenbekoi ((ak-
TOp A) OTYETIIMBO BBIPAXKCHA M YBEPCHHO BBIIIE
TaOMUYHBIX 3HAYCHUN (F o501 = 3,96/6,96). Bme-
CTE C TeM JI0JIsI BIUsIHUS (pakTopa A HE3HAYUTEIIb-
Ha ¥ HaXOJIUTCSA B TMana3oHe ot 6,38 + 0,52 % (1o
[Tnoxunckomy) u 7,78 £ 0,51 % (no CHenexopy)
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Tabnuma 2

JIByX(p)aKTOPHBIIi AUCTIEPCHOHHBIH AHAIN3 COOTHOIIEHHUS MOKa3aTeJIei
co/lepKaHus MJIACTUIHBIX MMTMEHTOB B JIMCTOBOM Macce

Two-way ANOVA of the ratio of indicators of the content of plastid pigments in the leaf mass

Jonst Biusinust paxropa
. ITo ITnoxunckomy [To Cuenexopy
WcTouHUK qucIepcu, OHHTHHI:I ommoKa ommoKa
Conepiaie (paxropsI BIMsHYS @Kpﬁﬁzgglgl cna ToKa3aTes cna ToKa3aTess
on | BIIHSHUS BIIUSTHAS
(axtopa CHUTBI BITHSI- daxtopa CHUTBI BIIHSI-
HUs Qakropa HuUs Qakropa

OtHowenue conepka- | POPMBI Oepes (A) 23,82 0,0749 0,0051 0,1059 0,0050
Hust Xjopoduinia a k co- | Ocodu (B) 3,84 0,1086 0,0446 0,0659 0,0467
JEPKAHUIO XJI0poduILIa | BanmozeicTBIe (AB) 8,86 0,2506 0,0375 0,3644 0,0318
b (npusnax 7) Ocrarok (Z) - 0,5659 0,4341 0,4639 0,5361
OtHowenue conepka- | POPMBI Oepesb (A) 38,75 0,0638 0,0052 0,0778 0,0051
HUSE XJI0podrinia a K Ocobu (B) 13,72 0,2035 0,0398 0,1311 0,0434
COJICP’KAHUIO KapOTHHO- | B3aumoseiictBue (AB) 29,40 0,4360 0,0282 0,5851 0,0207
7108 (TpH3HAK 8) Ocrarox (Z) - 0,2966 0,7034 0,2060 0,7940
OtHolenue conepika- | POPMBI Gepesbl (A) 39,08 0,0820 0,0051 0,1004 0,0050
Hus xsopoduiuia b K Ocobu (B) 5,97 0,1127 0,0444 0,0655 0,0467
COJIEPIKAHUIO KapOTUHO- | Bzaumoseiicteue (AB) 22,65 0,4276 0,0286 0,5706 0,0215
7108 (MpH3HaK 9) Ocratok (Z) — 0,3777 0,6223 0,2636 0,7364

Dopmbl 6epesst (A) 24,38 0,0739 0,0051 0,1051 0,0050
Jons conepsxanus xio- | Ocobu (B) 5,05 0,1379 0,0431 0,0911 0,0454
podua a (mpusHak 10) | Bzaumoneiicteue (AB) 8,88 0,2423 0,0379 0,3542 0,0323

Ocraroxk (Z) — 0,5459 0,4541 0,4496 0,5504

dopmel 6epessl (A) 28,77 0,0799 0,0051 0,1061 0,0050
Joms conepsxanns xno- | Ocobu (B) 3,79 0,0948 0,0453 0,0533 0,0473
podumna b (npusnak 11) | Bzaumoneiicteue (AB) 13,01 0,3252 0,0337 0,4586 0,0271

Ocrarok (Z) — 0,5000 0,5000 0,3820 0,6180

Dopmel 6epessl (A) 32,49 0,0716 0,0052 0,0861 0,0051
Jons conepsxanus kapo- | Ocobu (B) 3,79 0,0752 0,0462 0,0382 0,0481
THHOMIOB (pusHak 12) | Bzaumoneiictaue (AB) 23,02 0,4565 0,0272 0,6022 0,0199

Ocraroxk (Z) — 0,3967 0,6033 0,2735 0,7265
OrtHouteHue coneprkanusi | Dopmbl Oepess (A) 31,34 0,0707 0,0052 0,0854 0,0051
KapOTHHOMIOB K CyM- Ocobu (B) 3,57 0,0725 0,0464 0,0362 0,0482
MAPHOMY CONCPIANMIO | g\ oeiicTBue (AB) 22,20 0,4507 0,0275 0,5968 0,0202
XJI0po(uILIa ¢ ¥ XJII0pOo-
¢wuta b (mpusHak 13) Ocrarok (Z) - 0,4061 0,5939 0,2815 0,7185

y npusHaka 8 10 8,20 + 0,51 % (mo [Inoxunckomy)
n 10,04 £ 0,50 % (o Cuenexopy) y npusHaka 12.

VYpoBEeHb JUCHEPCUU MEXKY HCCIEAYEeMbIMU
nepeBbsiMu (pakTop B) 3ameTHO HUKE, YeM IO
paszHoBuAHOCTSIM Oepesbl (hakrop A). [Ipu sTom
TabnuyHble 3Ha4YeHus Kpurepus Outepa (Figyso; =
=1,99/2,64) Huxe NOITy4YEeHHBIX OIBITHBIM ITyTEM.
Bnusiaus dakropa B Bapeupyet no [Inoxunckomy
ot 7,25 + 4,64 % (npusnax 13) 10 20,35 + 3,98 %
(mpuzHak 8).

B3aumoneiicTBue opraHn3oBaHHBIX (HaKTOpPOB
(dbaktop AB) okazanoch Takke CTaTUCTUUYECKH
3HAYUMBIM 10 BCEM HCCIIEyEeMbIM MpPHU3HAKaM.
Bce onbiTHbIE 3HaueHus kputepus Puiepa npe-
OJI0JICNIM TaOJIMYHbBIC 3HAYCHUS KaK Ha 5%-M, Tak

u Ha 1%-M ypoBHE 3HAYUMOCTHU: TIPU Fapgs/o) =
= 1,99/2,64. BO3MOKHOCTh HAXOKICHUS OLICHOK
COOTBETCTBYIOLIEH TUCTIEPCUH 00ECTIEUHIT CIIeTy-
oI rana3oH (pakTHYeCKuX 3HaueHuit: ot 8,86
(mpuznak 7) no 29,40 (npusnak 8). Ee Hanboms-
11ee 3HaYeHUe 3a(UKCUPOBAHO I10 JI0JIE CONlepIKa-
HUS KApOTUHOUI0B (mpu3HaK 12) 45,65 + 2,72 %
(mo ITnoxunckomy) u 60,22 £+ 1,99 % (o Cuene-
KOpY), @ HAUMEHbIIIee — TI0 J0JIe COACPHKAHUS
xsopodpumna a (mpusnak 10) no 24,23 + 3,79 %
(mo I'Tnoxunckomy) u 35,42 + 3,23 % (o Crenexopy).

Bnusinne neopranuzoBanHoro Qakropa (Z)
WHOTAA Tpeo0Iananso U JOCTUTAI0 OTMETKH
56,59 % (oTHOIIEHNE CONEpKAHUS XJIOPOPuUII-
Ja a K coaepxkaHuio xyuopodumia b). JlanHbIi
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(dakT BIOJHE JIOTUYEH U OOBSICHIETCS T€M, YTO
IIATMEHTHBIN COCTaB U, COOTBETCTBEHHO, IIPOU3-
BOJHBIE IPU3HAKHU OT €r0 HaJWM4yus B JIMCTOBBIX
IJJACTUHKAX HaXOIATCS B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT BHEII-
HUX YCJIOBUH CPEJIBI.

BbiBoAbI

DeHOTUNHYECKUE Pa3INyns U3yYeHHbIX Mpe/l-
cTaBuTeNel posa Oepesbl M0 CONEPIKaHUIO U CO-
OTHOUIEHUIO IMJIACTUIHBIX TUTMEHTOB 00YCIOB-
JIEHbl TEHOTUITUYECKHU, YTO 0OOCHOBAHO (PAKTOM
ux OIM3KOro mpouspactaHusi Ha (OHE OHOPOJI-
HBIX JIECHBIX YCI0BUN. JIByx(akTOpHBI 1ucnep-
CUOHHBIA aHaJIU3 NOATBEpAUA (aKT pazInduil
MEX]y CpaBHUBaeMbIMU (HOpMaMU U OCOOSIMHU.
BrisiBieHHbIl B mporiecce ero peanu3amnuu d¢-
(eKT BIMSHMS pa3IuuHbIX (AaKTOPOB HA OOLIYIO
(heHOTUNTUYECKYIO U3MEHYUBOCTbH IO3BOJIUI MPHU-
3HATh HAJIMYME T€HOTHIIMYECKOW 00YyCIOBICHHO-
CTH 3apETUCTPUPOBAHHBIX BUIOBBIX HECXOJICTB
M0 BaYKHEHIIMM XapaKTepUCTUKAM MUTMEHTHOTO
COCTaBa JINCTOBOI MacChl UCCIIETOBAHHBIX BHJIOB.
OnHako Hapsiy ¢ MEXBHUIOBBIMH Pa3IMYUsIMU B
SKCIEPUMEHTE 3a(UKCUPOBaHA MHAWBUyaIbHAas
M3MEHUYMBOCTB 0COOCH, KOTOPYIO B ONPEICTICHHON
CTENEHU MOXKHO PacCMaTpUBaTh KaK MPOSIBICHUE
BHYTpUBHI0BOTO noaumopdusma. Kpome Toro, B
psifie citydaeB MpeoosiaiaeT BIUsHIE HEOPraHU30-
BaHHBIX (akTopoB (10 59,86 %).
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COMPARATIVE ASSESSMENT OF PIGMENT COMPOSITION IN
KARELIAN BIRCH (BETULA PENDULA VAR. CARELICA MERCKL.)
AND SILVER BIRCH (BETULA PENDULA ROTH) LEAVES
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The pigment composition in the leaves of two Birch (Betula L.) congeners, namely Silver birch (Betula pen-
dula Roth) and Karelian birch (Betula pendula var. carelica Merckl.), have been studied. The principle of the
only logical difference is observed, as well as the basic requirements for its formulation during experiments.
Field full-scale methods of collecting the source material from the fixation of morphometric parameters of
the leaf apparatus in the laboratory were applied. It was found that the average values of each studied plant
have minor differences in the total pigment content, they are for Karelian birch 2,346 + 0,04 mg/g and for
Silver birch 2,508 + 0,04 mg/g. A slight advantage of the content of plastid pigments in the native species
relative to the introduced one was noted. The predominance of chlorophyll b over chlorophyll a was found
in both plants, which in turn is explained by the high density of crown closure in plantations of natural and
artificial origin. The differences between the studied representatives of the genus birch in the content and ratio
of plastid pigments were recorded and their significance was confirmed by the results of two-factor dispersion
analysis. There was a significant influence of differences in the affiliation of the compared samples to the typ-
ical form and variety of birch with decorative wood texture on the formation of phenotypic variability, which
reached 15,33 + 0,47 % (according to the Plokhinsky method) and 21,92 + 0,43 % (according to the Snedekor
algorithm). It is proved that the phenotypic differences of the studied genus birch in the content and ratio
of plastid pigments are genotypically determined and justified by the fact of their close growth against the
background of homogeneous forest conditions. At the same time, there is a strong influence of unorganized
factors, which in some cases were predominant and reached 59,86 %.

Keywords: Karelian birch, Silver birch, leaf apparatus, pigment composition, chlorophyll a, chlorophyll b,
carotenoids
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