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Crarbsi TIOCBSIIIICHA KOMILIEKCHOM OIICHKE COCTOSIHUSI PakuTHUKa pycckoro Chamaecytisus ruthenicus Ha
OCHOBE OHTOTCHETHYECKHUX, TOMYJISIIHOHHBIX, MOP(HOMETPHUECKUX H BUTAJIUTETHBIX MApaMETPOB JAHHOTO BHA
B MPHUPOJHBIX U AHTPOMOTeHHBIX JaHaadTax PexeBckoro paifona CBepanoBckoi obmactv. B uHIMBHAYaTb-
HoM pazButuu Chamaecytisus ruthenicus BbIIEICHBI 3 meproaa U 6 OHTOTCHETUYECKUX COCTOSIHUN. XapakTep-
HBIM THUTIOM OHTOT€HETHYECKOTO CIIEKTPA SIBIISAETCS OHOBEPIIMHHBINA [ICHTPUPOBAHHBIN CrieKTp. OCOOEHHOCTHIO
B YCJIOBHSIX aHTPOIOTCHHOTO BO3JICHCTBHS HA IIAKOBOM OTBAJIC M B BOJAOOXPAHOH 30HE p. Pex sBIAeTCS MOJ-
HOE OTCYTCTBUE MPETeHEPATUBHBIX 0COOCH, O YeM CBHJICTEIIbCTBYIOT MHICKCHI BOCCTAHOBJICHHS W 3aMEIICHUS.
ITo cOBOKYITHOCTH BCEX MapaMeTPOB YCTAHOBJIECHO, YTO ONTHMAILHBIC YCIOBUS JJIsl CYIIECTBOBAHMUS CKJIA/IbIBa-
I0TCS B IPUPOIHOM JIaHTmadTe B BOTOOXPAHHOU 30HE p. BOOPOBKH, HECMOTPS Ha HU3KHE OPraHM3MEHHBIC 3HA-
YEeHUSI.

[Mpeobiaaatonias 4acTh U3yYSHHBIX MECTOOOMTAHHN PAKWTHHKA OTJIMYACTCS BBICOKOI YHMCIEHHOCTBIO M HE-
MOJTHOYICHHBIM OHTOTGHETHUCCKUM CIIEKTPOM, CBA3AHHBIM C OBICTPBIM OTMHPAHHEM PACTECHHI MOCIIE 3aBepIiie-
HUS TeHepaTUBHOTO mnepuopaa. [lo HamwM HaOMIONCHUAM, COCTOSHHE (PPArMEHTOB IICHOMOMYJISIIMUA HE TOJBKO
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3aBHCHUT OT 3KOJIOTO-IIEHOTHYECKHUX yCIOBHI B MECTOOOMTAHUIX, HO CBA3aHO B TIEPBYIO O4Yepellb C aHTPOIIOTEeH-
HBIMH BO3IeHUCTBUAMH. OTCYTCTBHE aHTPOIOTCHHOIO BIMSHHS CIOCOOCTBYET YBEIMUYECHHUIO IIOTHOCTH OcOOei
B IICHOTIOMYJISILIMY, M 33 CUET PETY/SIPHOM CMEHBI TOKOJICHUH PaKUTHHUK PYCCKUH CTIIOCOOCH yIIep >KUBATh 3aHSTYIO
UM TEPPUTOPHUIO.

COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF THE STATE OF FRAGMENTS COENOPOPULATIONS
OF CHAMAECYTISUS RUTHENICUS (FISCH. EX WOL.) KLASS.
IN NATURAL AND ANTHROPOGENIC LANDSCAPES OF THE REZHEVSKY DISTRICT
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The article is devoted to a comprehensive assessment of the condition of Chamaecytisus ruthenicus on the
basis of ontogenetic, population, morphometric and vital parameters of this species in natural and anthropogenic
landscapes of the Rezhevsky district of the Sverdlovsk region. There are 3 periods and 6 ontogenetic States in
the individual development of Chamaecytisus ruthenicus. A characteristic type of ontogenetic spectrum is a
single-vertex centered spectrum. Especially in the conditions of anthropogenic impact on the slag dump and
in the water protection zone of the river. However, we can distinguish the complete absence of pregenerative
individuals, as evidenced by the recovery and replacement indices. Based on the totality of all parameters, it was
found that the optimal conditions for existence are formed in the natural landscape in the water-protected zone
of the Bobrovka river, despite the low organizational values.

The predominant part of the studied Chamaecytisus ruthenicus habitats are characterized by a high number
and incomplete ontogenetic spectrum associated with the rapid death of plants after the generative period.
According to our observations, the state of coenopopulation fragments not only depends on the ecological and
coenotic conditions in the habitats, but is primarily associated with anthropogenic impacts. The absence of
anthropogenic influence contributes to an increase in the density of individuals in the coenopopulation and due
to the regular change of generations, the Chamaecytisus ruthenicus is able to hold the territory occupied by it.

Beenenne

B KpymHBIX IPOMBILIUICHHBIX pe-
THOHAX K aKTyalbHBIM IpoOiiemam
OTHOCHTCS CHIDKEHHE HETaTHBHOTO
BIIMSIHUSL TE€XHOTEHHBIX JaHImad-
TOB, B TOM YHCJI€ MPOMBIIUICHHBIX
OTBAJIOB, HA OKPY)KAIOLIYIO CPEy.
OnauM n3 Haubonee 3hH(HEeKTUBHBIX

METOJIOB PEIICHUA JaHHOU mpo-
OJIeMBI SIBJISICTCSI BOCCTAHOBJICHHE
PacTUTENBHOIO MOKpOBa Ha Hapy-
LIEHHBIX Teppuropusx. M3yuenue
aIanTUBHOIO IIOTCHIIMAJA BHJIOB,
CHOCOOHBIX €CTECTBEHHBIM ITyTeM
3aCeNsTh

JaHHble  JaHqmagTHI,

NPEACTABIACT HAyYHYI0 OCHOBY

JUIsl pa3paboTku 3 PEKTUBHBIX Me-
TOAOB ()OPMHUPOBAHHUS YCTOHUMBBIX
pacTUTENbHBIX COOOIIECTB HA TEX-
Ho3emax [1]. OOBeKTOM HM3y4eHUS
BBIOpaH PaKUTHUK PYCCKHUN HECITY-
yaitHo. OH UMeeT OOIIUPHBIN ape-
aj M SABJSIETCS MMMOHEPHBIM pacTe-

HHEM, 3aCEJSIONIMMI BCce CBOOOIHBIE
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Y4acCTKH, B TOM 4YHUCJIC U aHTPOIIO-

reHHbIe TaHamadTser [2, 3].

b, METOAUKA U 00bEKTHI
HCCIIeI0BAHMS

Lenpto JaHHOHM paOOTHI SIBIACT-
Cs1 KOMIUTEKCHAsI OI[EHKA COCTOsHHUS
PAaKUTHHKA PYCCKOTO B IPHUPOIHBIX
Y aHTPOIIOTECHHBIX JIaHAMIAPTaX.

WccnenoBanuss npoBeneHbl Ha
TeppuTOopun PexkeBckoro pairioHa

Jleca Poccuu u xo351icmeo 8 HuUx

CaepmitoBckoii obnactu (57°22'12"
N 61°24'15" E). B mpornecce wuc-
CJICZIOBAHUS U3YUYCHEI IIIECTh (hpar-
MeHTOB 1ieHomomyssiuy  (DLIIT)
Chamaecytisus ruthenicus (Tadm. 1)
B TPEX MECTOOOWMTaHMSX — IILIa-
koBoM otBasie 3A0 «IIO ,,Pex-
HUKENb'» (aHTPOIIOTEHHBIN JaH[-
wadr),
p. Pex (mepexomHbIil BKOTOM) M

BOI[OOXpﬂHHOfI 30HC

BOJIOOXpaHHOUW 30HE p. BoOpoBKM

45

(mpupomnsbni manamadr). s xa-
PaKTEpUCTUKH (HParMEHTOB IIEHO-
MOMYISIIMA MPUMEHSUTH CTaHAapT-
Hele Metoauku [4—10]. Anamuszu-
POBAJIM COCTOSIHUSI PAKUTHHUKA I10
OHTOTCHETHYECKUM W BHUTAIUTET-
HBIM CIIEKTpaM, a TaKkXKe MPUMEHS-
JI1 KOMIUIEKCHOE HMCCIIeIOBAaHUE Ha
OCHOBE OpraHM3MEHHBIX U TIOMYJIs-
[IMOHHBIX TPHU3HAKOB ocobeit [11].

Tabnmma 1
Table 1

Xapaxkrepuctuka pparmenToB ueHonony siuun Chamaecytisus ruthenicus

B PexkeBckoM paiione CBepIUIOBCKOM 00J1acTh

Characteristics of fragments of the coenopopulation Chamaecytisus ruthenicus

in the Rejevsky district of the Sverdlovsk region

@DparMeHTbI LEHOHOMYIISINH,
E Fragments of the coenopopulation
é g Mopdomerpuueckue nokasareian OHTOreHEeTHYECKHE MTapamMeTphl
S go - Morphometric indicators Ontogenetic parameters
EE g Xapakre-
5o Z PUCTHKA O61mas HNnnexcst
s —a MECTO- IUIOTHOCTb, Wnpexe Inomans OGbeM Indexes
E o3 obUTaHus / Y
55 & ! IT./ra BHUTAIINTETA, % IpoeKLMH KPOHBL, = =
EE 5 Habltgt. Total The index BsicoTa, M | KpOHBI, M’ M3 E § 3| 52| 88| «
i g ° characteristics density, of vitality, % Height, m Crown Crown 2 % & 2 2 '% 3 '«% g5
g«é units/ha projection volume, S e EE %é g = Qg)-‘gn
é area, m? m3 § é% § o §—§ 5
® E
1 [InaxoBsIi 612 55 0.58+0.03 | 0.27+0.05 | 0.06+0.01 | 0.68 | 0.67 0 0.3
OTBaJI
2 HHKEJIEBOTO 580 45 0.59+0.03 | 0.21+£0.04 | 0.05+0.01 | 0.73 | 0.71 0 0 |0.26
MIPOM3BOJ-
cTBa
3A0 «Pex-
HUKEIIbY
Slag dump
of Nickel
production
of JSC
«Rezhnickel»
3 Bonooxpanas 688 77 0.57+0.04 | 0.19+£0.05 | 0.05+0.02 | 0.46 | 093 | 0 0 |0.03
30Ha p. Pex
4 Water 665 78 0.54+0.03 | 0.15+0.03 | 0.03+0.01 | 0.50 | 0.88 0 0 |0.03
protection
zone
of the river
Dir
5 Bonooxpanas 837 89 0.55+0.03 | 0.09+0.02 | 0.02+0.01 | 0.40 | 0.85 | 0.15 | 0.15 0
30Ha
6 p. Bo6poBka 821 86 0.51+£0.03 | 0.10+£0.03 | 0.02+0.01 | 0.45 | 0.89 | 0.11 | 0.11 0
Bobrovka
river water
protection
zone
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Pe3yabTarhl nccjienoBaHust
U UX 00cy:XIeHue

B paiionax ucciienoBaHusi pakuT-
HUK PYCCKUH MpENCTaBlICH HEBbI-
coknmu (10 0,59 M), HO ITOBOJILHO
PACKUAUCTBIMH KyCTaMHU C IPOCK-
et kponsl Jio 0,27 M? U 00beMoM
10 0,06 m>. KoppesimnoHHbIi aHa-
JIM3 TIOKa3aj, YTO IPH CHIDKCHUH
YHCIICHHOCTH OCO0CH YBENUYHBA-
10TCST MOp(OMETpHYECKHE TTOKa3a-
Tenu pakutHuKa. 1o BbicoTe KOA(D-
(UIHEHT KOPPEJSIU COCTABIISCT
r = —0,77, mmomamu r = —0,88 u
obbema kponsl 7 = —0,85, p<0,05.
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@dparMeHThI EHOMOMYJIALIH

Jleca Poccuu u xo35s1icmeo 8 HuUx

Uem BhIme 3Ha4eHUS Mopdomer-
pHYECKHX TIOKa3aTeNeil, TeM HIDKe
MX JKH3HEHHOe cocrosaue. [lomo-
JKUTEbHAS  KOppeJsius  HaOro-
JaeTcs Yy IDIOTHOCTH pPaKUTHHKA
¢ uX BUTAIMTETHOCTRIO (¥ = 0,90,
p<0,05), 9T0 TOBOPUT O BO3paCTa-
HUM JIaHHOTO IIpU3HAaKa KaK YBe-
JIMYCHUM KU3HEHHOCTU OCOOCH.
[InoTtHOCTH (hparMeHTOB BapbUpYET
or 580 mo 837 »sK3./ra B 3aBUCUMO-
cth oT MecrtooOutanuii. Cambie
HU3KHE I[I0KA3aTe/idi [0 YMCJICH-
HOCTH ocobeit (580612 mr.) m
uHAekcy Burtanutera (45-55 %)

e
2y

S T

Fragments of the coenopopulation
" [IpereHepaTiBHBIC 0co0H, pregenerative individuals
=reHepaTHBHbIC ocobu, generative individuals
{2 ocTreHepaTuBHbIe 0co0H, postgenerative individuals

Puc. 1. OHTOreHEeTHUECKHE CTIEKTPHI (PParMeHTOB IEHOMOMYIISIIUI
Chamaecytisus ruthenicus
Fig. 1. Ontogenetic spectra of fragments of the coenopopulation
Chamaecytisus ruthenicus
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Puc. 2. Pacnipenenenue ¢pparmenton nenonomnyasiud Chamaecytisus ruthenicus
B KOOPJIMHATAX «[EJIbTa-0Mera
Fig. 2. Distribution of fragments of the Chamaecytisus ruthenicus
coenopopulation in the «Delta-omega» coordinates
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YCTaHOBJICHbI Ha IIUIAKOBOM OTBa-
e 3A0 «10 ,Pexunkens». Ilo
JKH3HEHHOMY COCTOSIHHIO IaHHOTO
MECTOOOUTaHHA OCOOM pPaKUTHHUKA
OTHOCSTCS K CHIIBHOIIOBPEXK/ICH-
HBIM. [IpOTHBOMONOXKHAST CHTYaLHs
HaOIIOaeTcs B BOIOOXPAHHOM 30HE
p. BoOpoBkm, orcyTcTBHE aHTpO-
MOreHHON HAarpy3KH CII0OCOOCTBYET
VBEJIMYCHUIO TUIOTHOCTH (pparMeH-
Ta (821-837 mT.), a 10 KU3HEHHOMY
COCTOSTHHIO OCOOH PaKUTHUKA OTHO-
CSITCSI TIPEUMYIIIECTBEHHO K 3710PO-
BBIM pacTeHusM (86—89 %).

B oOHTOreHeTH4eCKOM CTPYKTY-
pe YCTaHOBIICHBI TPH IEpUona M
IecTh coCTOosIHUH (puc. 1).

Bce ¢parmentsr sBnsroTCs He-
MOJHOYWICHHBIMU, TaK KaK OTCYT-
CTBYIOT OCOOHM pasiH4HBIX BO3-
PACTHBIX COCTOSIHUNA. XapaKTEpHOU
OCOOCHHOCTBIO B YCIIOBHUSX aHTPO-
MOTEHHOTO BO3/CHCTBUS Ha IILIa-
KOBOM OTBajJeé U B BOJOOXPAaHHOM
30HE p. Pex MOXXHO BBIIEITUTB TT0JI-
HO€ OTCYTCTBHE IpereHepaTUBHBIX
ocobeil. Bo Bcex MecTooOuTaHu-
X  c(hOPMHPOBAH  OIHOBEPIIIMH-
HbIl LIEHTPUPOBAHHBIM  CIEKTD,
B OIII 1, 2 makcumyMm mpHXO-
JIATCSL HA CTapOBO3PACTHBIE OCOOH
(53,3-56,6 %), B ocTanbHBIX (par-
MEHTaxX — Ha CpeJHEBO3PACTHBIC
pacrenns (53,3-73,3 %). Ouenka
Mo KIACCU(DMKAIIMU «JIEJIbTa-OMe-
ra» JI. A. )KuBotoBckoro nmokasana,
YTO B aHTPOIIOTeHHOM JaHamadre
(hparMeHTHI TICHOTIOMYISIMNA OTHO-
CATCSL K CTaperolIuM, 3TO TOATBEp-
KIIAFOT WHJIEKChI BOCCTAHOBIICHUSI,
3aMelIeHust U crapeHus (puc. 2).

@parMeHTHl  LIEHOMOMYJIALNH,
pactymige B TPHUPOJHOM JIaH]-
madre, ompeneNeHbl Kak 3pelbie
C HHM3KMM HHIEKCOM BOCCTaHOB-

JICHUA W 3aMCIICHHA, YTO T'OBOPUT
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0 cJ1aboM  BOCCTaHOBHUTEIHHOM
MPOLIECCE, HECMOTPSI HA BBICOKYIO
MIOTHOCTH PAKUTHHKA.

OreHka cocTosiHUS (hparMEeHTOB
LEHOMOMYJISIMN 10 COBOKYITHOCTH
OpraHM3MEHHBIX TPH3HAKOB ITOKa-
3aJ1a, 9TO HauOOJbIIINe 3HAYCHYIS 110
cymMe OajuIOB yCTaHOBIICHBI y pa-
KATHHUKA, PACTYIIEr0 Ha MUIAKOBOM

orajie (OLII 1, 2) (15-13 Gayios)

Jleca Poccuu u xo3s1ticmeo 8 HuUx

Cample HH3KHE 3HAUCHUS HUMe-
M (pparMeHThl IIEHOTIOMYJISINY,
MIPOMU3PACTAIOLINE B BOAOOXPAHHOM
30He p. boOpoBku (4—5 OGamios).
OcranbpHBIE MECTOOOMTaHUS Xa-
PaKTEPHU3YIOTCS  TPOMEIKYTOYHBIM
nonoxkeaneMm (8—11 6Gammos). Ilo
COBOKYITHOCTH  TIOMYJISIIIIOHHBIX
MIPU3HAKOB HAWOOJbIlICe 3HAYCHUEC

mo cymme OamioB (25 Gamia) or-

a7 J

30He p. boOpOBKH, a camble HU3-
KHE€ — B MECTOOOMTAHUSIX HA IUIa-
kxoBoM otBaie DLIIT 2 (4 Gamna).
ITo coBokymHOCTHM Bcex TMapa-
METPOB YCTAHOBJICHO, YTO OITH-
MaJlbHbIC YCIIOBUS ISl CYIIECTBO-
BaHUs CKJIAJBIBAIOTCS B TPUPOJI-
HOM JaHAmadTe B BOJOOXPAHHOM
30H¢ p. boOpoBku, HecMOTps

Ha HHU3KHUC OPraHU3MCHHBIC 3Ha-

(puc. 3, Tabm. 2). meueHo B OLII 5 B BogooxpaHHO — 4eHUSI.
OIIII1 DIIIT2 DIII13
1 1
5 5
4 4
7 7 3 2 7 3
2
1
O.
6 6 3 6 3
5 4 5 4 5 4
D114 ®IIIIS dIIII6
1 1 1
5 5 5
4 4 4
7 2 7 2 7 3 2
5 4 5 4 5

Puc. 3. Onenka coctosiHus ()parMEeHTOB LIEHOTIOMYJISIUN
Chamaecytisus ruthenicus (B 6ayutax).

OpraHu3MeHHbIE MPU3HAKH: | — BRICOTA pacTeHus; 2 — IUIOLIAIb IPOEKIMH KPOHBL; 3 — 00BbEM KPOHBI.
[MonmynsinoHHbIE PU3HAKK: 4 — 001I[ast TVIOTHOCTH 0co0eit; 5 — mosst gl—g2; 6 — nons v; 7 — uHAEKC BUTANMTETa; 1—-5 — Gauibt
Fig. 3. Assessment of the state of fragments of the Chamaecytisus ruthenicus coenopopulation (in points).
Organizational characteristics: 1— plant height; 2 — crown projection area; 3 — crown volume.

Population characteristics: 4 — density of individuals; 5 — share of gl—g2; 6 — share of v; 7 — vitality index; 1-5 — points
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Tabmmra 2
Table 2
BamtoBble onieHkH BeTMUUHBI pu3HakoB Chamaecytisus ruthenicus
Score estimates of the value of features Chamaecytisus ruthenicus
Bbann
[pusnak Points
Sign
1 2 3 4 5
OpraHi3MeHHbIC IPU3HAKH 0CO0eH
Organizational characteristics of individuals
Beicora pactenui, u <0,51 0,52-0,53 0,54-0,55 0,56-0,57 0,58-0,59
Plant height, m
2
Tlnowmasy, mpoexitu KpoHEL, M <0,09 0,10-0,14 0,15-0,19 0,20-0,24 0,25-0,29
Crown projection area, m
" :
86””‘ KPOHBL, M <0,02 0,021-0,03 0,031-0,04 0,041-0,05 0,051-0,06
rown volume, m
TlonynspioHHbIE TPU3HAKK
Population characteristics
OOmast IOTHOCTS, INT./Ta <580 580,1-644,3 644,4-708.6 708,7-772.9 773-837,2
Total density, units’ha
Hons gl—-g2, % B » ~ _
Share gl-g2, % <16,2 16,3-34,2 34,3-52,2 52,3-70,2 70,2-89
Homns v, %
Share v, % <0 0,1-3,4 3,5-6,7 6,8-10 10,1-13,3
Wunekc Butanureta, %
The index of vitality, % <45 46-56 57-67 6878 79-89
BoiBoabi HUSl TeHepaTUBHOro nepuoja. Ilo OTcyTcTBHE  aHTPONOTEHHOTO

IIpeobnamaromass 9acTh H3y-
YCHHBIX MECTOOOWUTAHUN pAaKUT-
HUKa OTJIMYACTCS BBICOKOW 4YHC-
JICHHOCTBIO MW HCEIIOJIHOYJICHHBIM
OHTOTCHETHYECCKIM CIIEKTPOM,
CBSI3aHHBIM C OBICTPBIM OTMHUpA-

HHUEM pAacCTEHUH IIOCIE 3aBeplie-

HAIIMM HAOIIONCHUSAM, COCTOSIHUE
(bparMeHTOB IIEHOMOMY/ISIIUK HE
TOJIBKO 3aBHUCHT OT JKOJOTO-L[EHO-
THYECKUX YCJIOBHH B MECTOOOU-
TaHUAX, HO M CBSI3aHO B MEPBYIO
ouepenh C aHTPOIOTCHHBIMH BO3-

JNICUCTBUSIMHU.

bubnuoepagpuueckuii cnucox

BJIMSIHUSL CHOCOOCTBYET YyBEJIHMYC-
HUIO TUIOTHOCTH OCOOEW B IICHO-
TOMYJISLMY, U 32 CYET PEryJIsipHOM
CMEHBI MOKOJIECHUH PaKUTHUK pyC-
CKUH CHIOCOOEH YIepKHUBaTh 3aHs-
TYIO UM TEPPUTOPHIO.
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