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AHHOTauMA. 3arpAsHeHKe NoYBbl N1aCTUKOM — r/106a/1bHaA Npob/1ema Halmx AHen. B 60/1bLIMHCTBE 3KCIepUMEH-
Ta/IbHbIX UCC/1eA0BaHUIM BHUMaHWE GOKyCcMpYeTCA Ha MUKPONM/IACTUKE, O4HAKO KpyrHble GparmMeHTbl, TakMe KaK pas-
HOOOpa3HaA ynakoBKa 1 Mo/IM3TU/IEHOBbIE NMaKeTbl, COCTAB/AOT CyLLLeCTBEHHbI KOMMOHEHT M/1aCTUKOBOrO 3arpA3He-
HUA. BAnAHMe KpYnHbIX pparMeHTOB BbITOBOMO N/1aCcTUKOBOrO MyCOpa Ha coobLLLeCcTBa NOYBEHHbIX 6eCrno3BOHOYHbBIX
MPaKTUYeCKM He u3yyeHo. Mcnosib3oBaHne MeTabapKogMHIa MOXKET 3Ha4YMTe/IbHO YMPOCTUTb OLLEHKY TaKCOHOMMYe-
CKOro COCTaBa MOYBEHHbIX 6€CMO3BOHOYHBIX XMBOTHBIX, A TAK}Ke UX CUMBUOHTOB U NMapasnToB. OgHaKo MeToZ, NMoKa
HeA0CTaToO4HO pa3paboTaH 1 TpebyeT BepuPUKaLUM KAACCUYECKUMMM NoAXOogamu. Mbl ncrnoab3oBaan meTabapko-
AVHE U TPAAMLMOHHBIN MOAX0Z, OCHOBAHHBIA Ha MOP(O/I0rMHeckoM onpegesieHun 6eCrno3BOHOYHbIX, MPU OLLeHKe
B/IMAHUA MAKpOI/IaCcTUKa Ha COObLLeCTBa NOYBEHHbIX }KUBOTHbIX. PparmMeHTbl MpO3pavHOn UAK YepHOM NO/N3TU/1e-
HOBOW M/IEHKM pa3smMepom 40 x 40 CM Obl/M 3aKpen/ieHbl Ha MOBEPXHOCTH MOYBb! B YETbIpeX /IeCHbIX IKOCUCTEMAX.
Yepes 9 mecAueB 06Las YMC/IEHHOCTb Me30dayHbl B LLe/IOM U OTAe/bHbIX rpynn Gecrno3soHouHbIX (Collembola,
Mesostigmata) 6bl1a 4OCTOBEPHO CHUMEHA B NOYBE MO, M/IEHKOW MO CPAaBHEHUIO C KOHTPO/IbHBIMU Y4acTKaMu. Hau-
Yyue M/1eHKMU He NMOB/IMA/IO Ha 0bu/Me MakpodayHbl, 04HAKO B OTAeE/IbHbIX BMOTONAX Nog, N1eHKOM yBe/IM4n10cb obum-
/e Isopoda, Hemiptera u Chilopoda v cHM3uAach YncaeHHOCTb iimnHOK Coleoptera u Diptera. lNprMmeHeHHaA moau-
duKauma meTabapKkoAmHra MO3BO/IM/AA  BbIABUTb CYLLECTBEHHO MeHbllee pa3Hoobpasue 6ecrno3BOHOYHbIX
(66 cemeiicTB, 105 po40B) MO CPaBHEHUIO C MOPHO/IOrMYECKUM METOAOM ornpegenenus (95 ceMeicTB, 127 POAOB).
Bbin otmedeHsl Wolbachia v Rickettsia, TunuiHble 3HAOCMMOUOHTLI 6€CMO3BOHOYHBIX, HO HE Apyrue pacrnpocTpa-
HeHHble MapasuTbl. B oT/M4ne oT MOp$oN0rMHeckoro MeToda onpegeneHns, MeTabapKoAMHN He BbIABW/ 3HAYUMbIX
pas/iMumii B TAKCOHOMMYECKOM COCTaBe 6eCrno3BOHOYHbIX B MOYBE MO, M/I€HKOM U B KOHTPO/IbHOM no4yse. OgHaKo
3Ha4YMMasn KOppenAaLmuA MeXay pesy/ibTaTamm MOp$ON0rMHecKoro onpege/seHA U MeTabapKoAnHra NoATeBepaaeT
CNocobHOCTL NoC/1eAHErO BbIABAATD Aaxe Hebo/bluMe 3MeHeHUA TaKCOHOMMYECKOro COCTaBa CoobLLecTB NOYBEH-
HbIX 6@CMO3BOHOYHbIX.

KntoueBble c/0Ba: nouseHHaA dayHa, meTabapkoguHr, OTU, ASV, nnacTMKoOBOe 3arpA3HeHue, /1eCHble 3KOCU-
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Abstract. Soil contamination by plastic is a global problem. Most experimental studies focus on microplastics,
but large fragments, such as a variety of packaging and plastic bags, make up a significant component of plastic
pollution. The effects of large fragments of household plastic debris on soil invertebrate communities are largely
unexplored. The use of metabarcoding can greatly simplify the assessment of the taxonomic composition of soil
invertebrates as well as their symbionts and parasites. However, the method is still underdeveloped and requires
verification by classical approaches. We used metabarcoding and the traditional approach based on the morpholog-
ical identification of invertebrates in assessing the effect of macroplastics on soil animal communities. Fragments
of transparent or black polyethylene film measuring 40 x 40 cm were fixed on the soil surface in four forest ecosys-
tems. After 9 months, the total abundance of mesofauna in general and individual groups of invertebrates (Collem-
bola, Mesostigmata) was significantly reduced in the soil under the film compared to the control plots. The presence
of the film did not affect the abundance of macrofauna, but in some biotopes the abundance of Isopoda, Hemiptera
and Chilopoda increased and the number of Coleoptera and Diptera larvae decreased under the plastic film. The
applied modification of metabarcoding revealed a significantly lower diversity of invertebrates (66 families, 105 gen-
era) compared to the morphological method of identification (95 families, 127 genera). Wolbachia and Rickettsia,
typical endosymbionts of invertebrates, but not other common parasites, were noted. In contrast to the morpho-
logical method of determination, metabarcoding revealed no significant differences in the taxonomic composition
of invertebrates in the soil under the film and in the control soil. However, the significant correlation between the
results of morphological identification and metabarcoding confirms the ability of metabarcoding to detect even
small changes in the taxonomic composition of soil invertebrate communities.

Keywords: soil fauna, metabarcoding, OTU, ASV, plastic pollution, forest ecosystems, macrofauna, mesofauna,
community structure
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menbire. Cpemu pasHbIX (QopM  MakKpoIIacTHKa
HauboJIee 3aMeTeH B pacIIpoCTpaHeH OBITOBOM MyCOp,
COCTOSIIINIA MPEUMYIIIECTBEHHO M3 pa3HOTO poja yra-
KOBOK M IUIACTUKOBBIX makeToB (puc. 1) [4, 5]
ITo pa3HbBIM OlleHKaM, BO BCEM MHUPE B TOJ UCIIOb-

BsedeHue

HckyccTBEHHBIC TOTUMEPHI OTHOCITCS K HAU0O0-
Jiee PaclpOCTPAHCHHBIM 3arPsI3HUTEIISIM OKPYIKak0-
meit cpensl [1]. BnusHre muacTuka Ha OKpysKaro-

Oyl Ccpeny W TOYBEHHYHO OHOTY BO MHOTOM
ornpeaenseTcs pa3mepoM ¢pparmMeHToB [2]. Boznei-
CTBHE HAa IKOCHUCTEMBl MHUKPOILIACTHKA (JaCTHUIIBI
pa3sMepoM MeHee 5 MM) OTHOCHUTEIHHO MOAPOOHO
nccienosano [3]. Yucmo paboT, NOCBAMIEHHBIX HC-
CJICJIOBAHUIO KPYIHBIX (PparMeHTOB (MakpoILia-
CTHUKa) B Ha3eMHBIX SKOCHUCTEMAaX, 3HAYUTEIHHO

3yercst oT 500 MUIITMAPAOB 10 OJTHOTO TPUILIMOHA
IJIACTUKOBBIX TakeToB [4]. X HM3Kas CTOMMOCTH
MO3BOJISICT OJTHOPA30BOEC HCIIOJIB30BaHUE, YTO 3HA-
YUTENBHO YCUJINBACT CTCTIICHb 3arps3HEHUS OKpY-
Jaromed cpenbl. PaGoThl 0 B3aUMOJEHCTBHUH TI0Y-
BEHHBIX XUBOTHBIX C MAKPOILIACTHKOM B OCHOBHOM
MOCBSIIEHBI €r0 ()ParMEHTANUU WM TPaHCHIOPTY
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o noyBeHHoMy npo¢wno. Hekotopsie 6ecno3so-
HOYHBIE, MTPEX/Ie BCET0 TEPMUTHI, CIIOCOOHEI (hpar-
MEHTHpOBaTh KpYyMHBIE KYCKH IIacTuka [6, 7].
Hopasie noxxnessie uepBu Lumbricus terrestris Mo-
I'YT HEPEHOCUTh KYCKH MAaKpOIUIACTHKA Pa3MepoOM

Vol. 8 (3), 2023

2 x 2 cm Ha riryouny 1o 20 cum [8]. KomrmuiekcHbIx
WCCIICIOBAHUN BIUSHUS KPYIHBIX (ParMeHTOB
IJJACTUKA HA TTIOYBEHHBIX OCCIIO3BOHOYHBIX B €CTE-
CTBEHHBIX YCJOBHAX, MO-BUIMMOMY, HE TIPOBOJIH-
JIOCh.

Puc. 1. BbITOBOM MycOp Ha MOBEPXHOCTU MOYBbI:
A — IMCTBEHHbII /1eC B OKpecTHOCTAX . CTynnHo (MockoBcKas 0641.) (doTo A. A. KapabaHosoit);
B - 60/1bLL0I ra3oH MIY umenn M. B. /lomoHocosa (doTo /. 4. BuHorpagosa);
B, I - Pecny6/uka Antaii (¢poTo B. . MuryHosoi)

Fig. 1. Household waste on the soil surface:
A — deciduous forest in the vicinity of Stupino (Moscow region) (photo by A. A. Karabanova);
B - large lawn of Lomonosov Moscow State University (photo by D.D. Vinogradov);
B, I' — Altai Republic (photo by V. D. Migunova)

brmxalmmii aHanor HeNpeaHaMEPEHHOro 3a-
TPA3HEHUS MOYBBI MAKPOIJIACTHKOM — ITACTUKOBAS
MYJIBYHPYIOIas TUIEHKA, UCTIOIB3YIOIAsACs B CEllb-
ckoM xozsiictBe [9, 10]. BrausiHue miacTUKOBOM
MyJIbUM Ha TIOYBEHHOE HAceJIeHHE ObUIO MOKAa3aHO
B LIeJIOM psifie paboT. B wactHOCTH, MO TITACTHKO-
BOH MyJIbUeii OTMEUEHO CHIDKEHHE Pa3HOOoOpasus
MIOYBCHHBIX OECII03BOHOYHBIX, a TAKXKE YHCICHHO-
CTH MYpPaBbEB, )KYKOB, CEHOKOCIIEB, MOKPHII, CITH3-
Hell u spaduueckux komwiembon [11]. B skcnepu-
MEHTE C pPAa3HbIMH COYCTAHUSIMH OPraHUYECKOU
Y TUIACTUKOBOM MYJbUHM OBLIO MTOKAa3aHO CHMIKEHHE
YHCIEHHOCTH MayKOB U PAaCTUTEIbHOAIHBIX HeMa-
TOJ, a TaKke 00IIEro TaKCOHOMHYECKOTO pa3HO00-
pasust HeMaToJ B BapUaHTaX C IUIACTUKOBOM IIJIEH-
koii [12]. PasmemieHne dYepHOW IIIACTHKOBOM

IUIEHKU Ha MOBEPXHOCTH ITOYBHI IPUBEJIO K YMEHB-
[IEHHUIO YHMCIICHHOCTH JTOKICBBIX UePBEi B BEPXHEM
cioe moussl [ 13]. UepHas MOTUATHICHOBAS TICHKA
cHIKana oounue [14] u u3MeHs1a BUAOBOM COCTaB
xyxemur [15]. Takum oOpa3oMm, mIacTUKOBas
IUICHKA, TTOKPBIBAIOIIAS TOBEPXHOCTH ITOYBBI, H3Me-
HSIET TAKCOHOMHYECKHI COCTaB U CTPYKTYpy Hace-
JICHUSI TIOYBEHHBIX OECIIO3BOHOYHBIX B arpOIKOCHU-
cteMax. MOXHO OXHIATh CXOXKE€e BIHSHUE
Ha COCTaB M YUCIIEHHOCTH OECIIO3BOHOYHBIX )KUBOT-
HBIX MpPHU S3KPAaHUPOBAHHHM TOBEPXHOCTU TIOYBHI
KpPYITHBIM OBITOBBIM MYCOpPOM, HampuMmep, IUIaCTH-
KOBBIMH ITaKETaMHU.

OueHka BIMSHHMS TUIACTHKA Ha TIOYBEHHBIX OecIio-
3BOHOYHBIX OCJIOXKHSICTCSI MX BBICOKUM Pa3HOOOpa-
3ueM W OOJBIIONW YMCIEHHOCTBIO. MneHTndukamnms
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IO HHM3KHX TaKCOHOMHYECKHX paHroB (poi, BUI)
TpeOyeT MpHUBIEUYEHHS CIIEIHAINCTOB MO0 COOTBET-
CTBYIOIIMM TPYTIIaM XUBOTHBIX W 3aHAMaeT MHOTO
BpeMeHH. MHOrux O0eCHno3BOHOYHBIX BO3MOXHO
OTIPEIETUTH TOIBKO IO TTOJIOBO3PEIIBIM 0CO0SM HITH
10 0c00sIM oHOTO M3 1MoJIoB [ 16, 17]. Mcmonp3oBa-
HUE MeTa0apKOIMHTa MTO3BOJSIET B KOPOTKHE CPOKH
YCTaHOBUTH TAKCOHOMHYECKHI COCTaB KHUBBIX Op-
TaHU3MOB B OOJBIIOM YHcIe po0. MeTtabapKoIuHT
AKTHBHO MCIIOJIb3yeTCs i1 OMOMOHUTOPHHTA, KOH-
TPOJISE MHBA3UBHBIX BUJIOB, YCTAHOBJICHUS ITHIIEBHIX
NPEANOYTEHUN pa3nuyHbIX >KUBOTHBIX [18-20].
OpHako pe3ynbTaTbl MeTabapKOAWHTa HE BCETAa
MIOJTHOCTBIO COTJIACYIOTCS C pe3yJbTaTaMu Mopdo-
norudeckoit uaentudukanuu [21, 22]. BeposTHbie
MIPUYUHBI PACXOXKACHUN B pPe3yibTaTax JBYX IOJ-
XOJIOB BECbMa Pa3HOOOpa3HBI U MOTYT BKJIIOYATh
ocobennoctu Beigenenus JIHK, moaroroBku OmoO-
JUOTEK JUI CEKBCHHPOBAHUS U WICHTU(DUKAIUU
MOJIyYEHHBIX TOCIIe0BaTENbHOCTEN. B yacTHOCTH,
a¢dexruBHOCTH BhInenenus JJHK 3aBucur ot cre-
MIEHU CKJIEPOTH3AIMK TTOKPOBOB >KHUBOTHBIX [23,
24]. OrpoMHYI0 pOJIb WTpacT BRIOOp MpaiMepos,
ucnonbzyembix mipu TP, Jlns Oecrio3BOHOYHBIX
KHBOTHBIX TPAIUIIMOHHO HUCIONB3YyeTCsS (pparMeHT
MUTOXOHJIPHAIBHOTO TE€HAa IEPBOH CyOHETUHHUIIBI
MYJIBTUMEPHOTO OeNKa JBIXaTelbHON IEeNH IUTO-
xpoMm okcunasbl (COl/cox) [25]. Dror dparmeHt
COJIEP)KUT KaK 00JIACTH C BHICOKOW CTENEHBIO KOH-
cepBaTH3Ma JUIsl HISHTH(UKAIIMHA KPYITHBIX TaKCO-
HOB, TaK ¥ C BBICOKOI BapuabeIbHOCTBIO AJIS pas-
YU HU3KAX TaKCOHOMHUYECKHX PaHTOB [26, 27].
Jus sToro reHa B 0a3ax MaHHBIX TPEACTABICHO
HauOOoJbIIee YHCIO0 aHHOTHPOBAHHBIX IMOCJIEOBA-
TenapHOCTEH [28]. OgHAKO TS HEKOTOPHIX Ipe/ICTa-
BUTeJICH MOYBEHHOW (hayHBI BapuaOelbHOCTh reHa
COI ObIBaeT CIMIIKOM CHIILHOW, M3-3a YEeT0 OJUH
1 TOT e BUJ MOXET OBITh HASHTH(PHUIINPOBAH KaK
HECKOJBKO pa3HbIX. Tak, BHyTPHUBHIOBBLIC pa3iu-
yust reHa COl y pasHbIx nonynsuuil Steganacarus
magnus (Oribatida) xome6amucs ot 5 10 32 % [29].
OpHako MOAOOHBIE pa3Nyusl BCTpEUarOTCs Heva-
CTO; IUIS WACHTH()UKAIMH «CIOXHBIX» TaKCOHOB
HCIIONB3YIOT HECKOJIBKO pa3HBIX reHoB [30].

[Ipu pabote ¢ JaHHBIMU MeTaOapKOJUHTa €CTh
BO3MOKHOCTb IIPOBOJIUTH aHANN3 coodIecTBa 6e3
OTOXJIECTBIICHHS KaXnoro (¢parMeHra reHa
C OIpelIeIeHHBIM TAKCOHOM. B TakoM ciyuae aHa-
JMU3UPYIOTCS TIOCIEI0BATEIBHOCTH, CTPYNIHPO-
BaHHBIE Ha Pa3HOM ypoBHe cxojcTsa (Operational
Taxonomic Unit) — OTU [31] wiu TouHbIC Bapu-
AHTBI MOCTIEIOBATEILHOCTEH aMILTUKOHOB (Ampli-
con Sequence Variants) — BITA, win ASV [32].
O0a moxxoda LIMPOKO HCHOJB3YIOTCS, B TOM
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qucie AN aHaIn3a cooOIIEeCTB OeCro3BOHOYHBIX
KUBOTHBIX.

Lenb nanHOM pabOTH — CPaBHEHHE METOOB Me-
TabapKOAMHTa U TPAAULMOHHONH MOP(OIOTHIECKOH
UACHTH(QHUKAIUN OECMO3BOHOYHBIX TMPH OLEHKE
BIMSHUS Ha IIOYBEHHBIE COOOIIECTBA KPYITHBIX
(parMeHTOB IJIACTUKOBOH IUICHKH, pa3MeICHHOH
Ha TOBEPXHOCTH TIOYBBL. MBI Tpearnonaranmy,
YTO W30JIALUS MOBEPXHOCTH IMOYBHI IUIACTHKOBON
IJIEHKOH BBI30BET M3MEHEHHS B UHCIEHHOCTH
U TaKCOHOMHYECKOM COCTaBE€ IIOYBEHHBIX OecIo-
3BOHOYHBIX.

Mamepuanel u memooesl
Paiion uccneoosanui

OKCIIEpIMEHT TPOBEJIeH Ha YEThIpeX IKCIepH-
MEHTAIIbHBIX TJIOMIA/IKaX, PACIIONIOKEHHBIX B JIBYX
XBOWHBIX W JBYX IIHPOKOJIMCTBEHHBIX Jiecax Ha
Tpex OmocTaHuAX MHCTUTYTa IpoOiieM SKOIOTHH
u 3Bomonuu umeHu A. H. Cesepuosa PAH B Moc-
KOBCKO# oOmactu (puc. 2).

B muctBeHHOM Jlecy Ha TOPQSIHO-TIOI30IMCTON
OTJIECHOM MOYBE Ha TUAPOOHOIOTHIECKON CTaHITUN
«I'my6oxoe o3epo» (55.7525° N, 36.5113° E) mo-
aika pacroyaraiach Ha y9acTKe C JIOMHHHPOBA-
uwueM nemmHbl Corylus avellana. Ha GuoreonieHo-
morudeckoi cranmuu «ManumHkm» (55.4593° N,
37.1787° E) mnomanaka ObUTa 3aJ10KEHA B HACaXIe-
HUU KII€Ha OCTPOJIMCTHOTO Acer platanoides Ha
JIEPHOBO-NIO30IUCTON noyBe. Ha HaydHO-3KChe-
pUMeHTanpHOM 6a3e «UepHOrojoBKa» IO OIHOM
IJIOIIAAKe OBLIO 3alI0KEHO B cocHske (Pinus
sylvestris, 56.0244° N, 38.4292° E) u enpHHKE
(Picea abies, 56.0252° N, 38.4307° E) Ha nepHoBo-
[TO/I30JIMCTHIX TTOYBAX.

B cenrsa6pe 2019 r. Ha KaXmao0il 3KCIEpUMEH-
TaJBHOM IIIOMIaIKe Ha IIOBEPXHOCTH ITOYBHI pa3Me-
CTHWJIW JIUCTHI MPO3PAvYHON M JTUCTHI YEPHOH JBY-
CIOMHOM MOJIMATUJICHOBOW IUIEHKH Pa3MepoM
40 x 40 cM (MOTMATHIIEH BBICOKOTO IaBJICHWS,
II9B/I, Tommunaa kaxmaoro ciost 100 mxm). JIuCTh
IJICHKH KPETHIUCH 32 YIJIbl METAJUIMYCCKUMHU TBO3-
JIsMu JuMHOM 15 cM. JBa mucTa pa3sHoOro THMa IJa-
CTHKa (YCPHBI W TPO3pauHbIi) pacrojiaraiu psi-
JIOM IS CHIDKGHHUS BIUSHHUS MHUKpopelbeda
Y TPOYUX CIyYalHBIX (QakTopoB (puc. 2). JlucTs
IUICHKH MMUTUPOBAIM (PparMeHThl OBITOBOTO MY-
copa (puc. 1). Ilpu 3aBepmieHHH >KCIECPUMEHTA
(cHATHE TINEHKW) BOMM3U KaXKIOW Maphbl JIMCTOB
ObUTH BBIOpaHBI KOHTPOJBHBIC YYACTKU C HEHApPY-
IIICHHBIM [TOYBEHHBIM MTOKPOBOM.

Page 4 from 22



RUSSIAN JOURNAL
OF ECOSYSTEM ECOLOGY

"'O3epo My6okoe"
(]

"YepHoronoeka"
CocHsik, EnbHMK
[}

Puc. 2. SKcneprMeHTa/IbHblE M/I0LLAAKM Ha Tpex BUoCTaHLMAX
MHcTuTyTa Nnpobs1em ako/10rum v 3Bo/toLun nmenn A. H. Cesepuosa PAH

Fig. 2. Experimental sites at three biological stations of Severtsov Institute
of Ecology and Evolution of the Russian Academy of Sciences

Omobop u oopadbomka npoo

[MouBennsie mpoObl oTOupanu B utone 2020 r.,
T.€. BpeMs SKCIIOHUPOBAHUS IUIACTHKOBOH TUICHKH
cocraBmio 9 mecsaneB. B kaxmgom Onotome oTO-
Opanmu 18 mouBeHHBIX TPoO mwIomaapd 10 x 10
u riryouHo# 10 cM (BKITIOYast HOACTUIIKY, TIPY HAJIH-
9UH), TI0 6 TOBTOPHOCTEH JIJIsT KaXKIOTO THITA DKCIIe-
PUMEHTAIBLHOTO BO3JEUCTBUS — MPO3PavHbIA IIa-
CTHK, YepHBIH IUIACTHUK, KOHTPOJIb. [ n3BNCUeHHS
JKUBOTHBIX KaXIyIO MpoO0y Jenwin normonaM. JKu-
BOTHBIX M3 Ka&XIOH IOJOBUHBI IKCTPArHpOBAJIH
C IOMOMIBI0 BOPOHOK Tynbrpena B Tedenue 10 gueit
u puxcupoBasu 95 % cnuproM. Ocobu Oecrno3Bo-
HOYHBIX, BBIIETICHHBIE U3 OJTHOW MOJIOBHHEI MIPOOHI,
OBLTH HCIIOIB30BaHbI TSI MOP(OIOTUIESCKOM UICH-
TU(QUKAIIUY U OIICHKH oOmius. JKuBOTHEIE, SKCTpa-
TUPOBAHHBIC W3 NIPYTOH TOJIOBUHBI MPOOBI, OBLIH
WCTONB30BaHbl I OMNpEIeNeHns TaKCOHOMMYe-
CKOT'O COCTaBa ¢ MOMOIIbI0 MeTabapkoauHra. Cuiib-
HBbIE pa3M4usi OMOMAacChl pa3HBIX TAKCOHOB MOTYT
TTOBJIAATH HA pe3ysIbTaThl MeTabapkoauara [33]. [To-
3TOMY OT KPYITHBIX O€CIIO3BOHOYHBIX (A7HHA OoJee
3 MM) OTHENSUTH U UCTIONH30BAIU B aHAIN3E TOIBKO
HeOONBITON hparMeHT (TOJI0Ba MIIM HECKOJIBKO KO-
HeuHocTel). [Ipu orieHke o0meit YuCIeHHOCTH KU-
BOTHBIX JSHXHUTPCH]] HE YYHTHIBAIU, MOCKOJIBKY
HCIIOJIB30BAaHHBIA METOX (CyXas SKCTpakmus) He
MOJIXOMUT U OUEHKK ux o0miust. OJHAKO MBI

WCTIOJB30BANIM JJAHHBIC O HAIMYHUHU B IP0oOax SHXHUT-
peua TMpH CpaBHCHWU pe3yJlbTaTOB MeTabapKo-
IuHTa 1 Mopdosoruueckoro onpeaencHus. Kpome
TOT0, U3-32 MEJKHX pa3MepoB He Obla MpoBeacHA
oTieHKa oOmus Kiermen oTpsana Trombidiformes.

BrnaxsaocTs mouBsl (B % OT BIaXXHOTO Beca)
OTIPENeNSUIA MO Pa3HUIE MAacChl MOYBEHHOTO 00-
pasia Jio ¥ mocje SKCTPAKIHN )KUBOTHBIX.

Buioenenue /IHK u npuzomoenenue ouonuo-
meKu 013 CeK8eHUPOBAHUS
Ha naiamgpopme lllumina

Okcrpakiuio JIHK cmecu Bcex ocobeli mouBeH-
HBbIX OECIO3BOHOYHBIX, WU3BIICUYCHHBIX W3 KaKIOU
mpoOBl, TPOBOIMIM KOMMEPYECKHM Ha0OpPOM
s Beienennst JJHK w3 knmmHMYecknx oOpasmoB
«M-cop6» (Cunromn, Poccust) mo onmcanHo# panee
MeToauke [34]. I3 MUKpOTIPOOHPKH C KUBOTHBIMH
JI03aTOPOM YA M3JIUIIKY CITUPTA, OCTATKH BBI-
napusanu npu 70-75 °C 1o cyxoro cocTosiHus. 3a-
TeM 00pa3Ilbl TOMOTEHU3UPOBAIIH IECTUKOM U 3aJTH-
Baly TM3UpyomuM OydhepoM. Bpems nusnca 0110
yBenmaeHo a0 15-20 g mpu 75 °C. IlpurorosieHue
OMONMOTEKU JJIi CEKBCHHPOBAHUS IPOBOIMIN
10 METOTUKE METa0apKOAMHTa COOOIIECTB ITOYBEH-
HBIX OECII03BOHOYHBIX, OTMHMCAHHOW B TOH ke pa-
0oTe, Ha KOTOPOW OCHOBEIBAJIOCH BeImeneHue JJHK
[34]. [dna ammiudukaiuu LejIeBOro (¢parMeHra
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uMHOM  ~313 m.H. HCHoNb30BajM  MpaiMepsl
mlCOlintF (5-GGWACWGGWTGAACWGTWT
AYCCYCC-3%) u JgHCO2198 (5'-TAIACYTCIG
GRTGICCRAARAAYCA-3"). K mocnemoBaTeib-
HOCTSIM TIpaiiMepoB OBUTH 100aBJIEHBI BCTABKH
W ajanTtepsl AN AaTbHEMIEro MHAEKCHPOBAaHUSA
U cexBeHHMpoBaHHA. CEKBEHHPOBAHME MPOBOIIIH
Ha atdopme [llumina MiSeq Ha dakynsTete brio-
HHXEeHepun ¥ buowmapopMatnkun MOCKOBCKOTO
rocyJapcTBeHHOro yHuBepcurera umenu M. B. Jlo-
MOHOCOBA.

buoungopmamuueckuii ananus

B mocnemoBaTensHOCTAX JAEMYIIBTHUILIEKCHPO-
BaHHBIX (paitmoB ¢opmara FastQ ¢ momoripio mpo-
rpaMMbl cutadapt oOpe3anu MmociaeI0BaTeIbHOCTH
azanTepoB u npaiiMepos [35]. JanbHenmuit anamn3
MIPOBOAMIM B MporpamMMmHoil cpeae R v.4.1.2 [36].
C momompio makera DADA2 [37] mpoBommiu
(bUIBTpaIMI0 TOCICIOBATEILHOCTEN MO0 Ka4eCTBY
Y OYHCTKY OT IIIyMOB, OOBbEIUHSIIN ITapHBIC YTCHUSI.
OTUIBTPOBEIBAIIN MTOCIEAOBATEIIEHOCTH I10 IJTHHE
(300-320 m.H.), ymansaau XuMmepbl. B pesynprare
niosrydann tabnuiy ¢ BITA. Unertudukanuto mpo-
BowuH 110 6a3e manabrx BOLD [38].

Ananusz oanmnvix

Crartuctrueckyio o0paboTKy MpOBOIWIN B MIPO-
rpamMmHoii cpesie R v.4.1.2 [36]. Bee rpaduku ctpo-
WM ¢ IOMOIIbI0 TakeTa ggplot2 [39].

s cpaBHEHHS TAKCOHOMHUYECKOTO COCTaBa CO-
0OIIECTB TTOYBEHHBIX OECIO3BOHOYHBIX IPH pa3-
HBIX THITaX BO3IEHCTBHUS Oblla IpUMEHEHa METO-
nmuka, onrcanHas B [40], ¢ HCIOIB30BaHUEM TpPEX
Ha0OpoB NMaHHBIX. [lepBbIii HAOOP BKIIIOYAT WIACH-
TUPHUIUPOBAHHBIE MOP(OIOTHUECKUM METOJIOM Ce-
MEHCTBa IOYBEHHBIX OECMO3BOHOYHBIX. BTopoi
Habop coctostn u3 Tounbix BITA. Tpetnii Ob11 pen-
CTaBJICH ceMeHCTBaMU OECTIO3BOHOYHBIX, KOTOPHIE
ObUTH MICHTU(OUIIMPOBAHBI HA OCHOBE MeTadapKo-
auHra no 6ase ganueix BOLD. Jlng 2 u3 3 moxaxo-
1oB (Mopdosorudaeckoe onpeaeieHne U UACHTH(H-
LIMPOBaHHBIE TIIOCIIEIOBATEIHPHOCTH) IPOBOIIIN
(UIpTpanMIo penKuX TaKCOHOB, BCTPETHUBIIUXCS
MeHee 4eM B 4 mpo0ax, U «IMyCTHIX» Mpod, B KOTO-
PBIX BCTPETHWJIOCH MeHee 4eM 2 TakcoHa. Komnuye-
CTBO IIOJIyUYEHHBIX II0CJI€ CEKBEHHPOBAaHUS PUJOB
TOJBKO HPUOJIM3UTENBHO OTPa)KaeT YHCICHHOCTD
TakcOHOB [41]. [103TOMYy YHCIEHHOCTH KUBOTHBIX
rmociie MOP(OJIOTHIECKOTO OIPENEIeHNsS U YUCIO
PHIOB KaXJJ0TO TAKCOHA B pe3yJIbTaTax MeTabapKo-
IUHTa OBLTH MPe0oOpa3oBaHbl B KAUeCTBEHHEIHN (op-

Vol. 8 (3), 2023

MaT (HaJauuue-oTCyTcTBUE). Ha ocHOBe momydeH-
HBIX Ha0OpOB JIaHHBIX OBUIO IPOBEJCHO Hemapa-
METPUYECKO€  MHOTOMEpPHOE  IIKAIHPOBAaHUE
(NMDS — komanga metaMDS u3 makera vegan
[42]) c mamekcoM JKakkapa B Ka4eCTBE MEPHI CXOI-
ctBa (kommyecTBO oceit NMDS mns kaxmoro
Habopa AaHHBIX OBUIO PaBHO 5, IUIS ITOCTHXKCHIS
3HaueHus crpecca Mensble 0,2). KoopauHats! mpoo
B ocsix NMDS ObUtH HCIOSIB30BaHbI B JIMHEHHOM
JUCKpUMHHAHTHOM aHanuse (¢pyHkuuu lda u3 ma-
keta MASS [43] u candisc U3 OTHOMMEHHOTO Iia-
keta [44]) c ThmoM Bo3aeicTBuUs (pO3pauHbIi Mia-
CTHK, YepHBIA  IUIACTHK, KOHTPOIb)  Kak
rpynnupymomed nepeMmeHHo. Pe3ynpTaThl opau-
Hary ObUTH TIPEACTaBICHBI B MPOCTPAHCTBE IBYX
TUCKPUMUHAHTHBIX (PyHKIHH. [l cpaBHEHUS pe-
3yJBTaTOB TPEX METOJOB HMCIIONH30BAIN KOPPEI-
o CriupMeHa TUCKPUMUHAHTHBIX (DYHKIIUH K-
JIOTO TOJXOJ]a, BHECIIET0 HAaWOONBIIUI BKIaJ
B pa3zefieHue rpyIml.

YucineHHOCTh Makpo- U Me30(ayHbl (HO HE OT-
JICNIEHBIX TaKCOHOB) COOTBETCTBOBAJla HOPMAJIb-
HOMY pacnpezaeneHuro mo tecry lllamupo — Yuika
Y IMeJa TOMOT€HHYIO JUCIIEPCHIO TI0 TecTy JleBnHa
(bynxkmus leveneTest u3 makera car [45]). Iloatomy
IUTA OLIEHKW W3MEHEeHHs oOIero oOwims Makpo-
1 Me3odayHbl TPH Pa3HBIX SKCIEPHMEHTAITBHBIX
BO3JICHCTBUSAX  HCIONB30BAIM  JBYX(AKTOPHBIHA
IUCTIEpCHOHHBIN  aHamm3  (two-way ANOVA)
¢ (dakropamu «omotorn, d.f. = 3» u «TUn Bo3ICH-
crBus, d.f. = 2» nocne Lg-tpanchopmannu ucxon-
HBIX NaHHBIX. [I0CKOIBKY OOMIIME OTACIBHBIX TaK-
COHOB OECIO3BOHOYHBIX HE HMEI0 HOPMAIBHOTO
pacnpeneneHus, Ui OICHKH M3MEHEHUS WX YHUC-
JIEHHOCTH TIPH PA3HBIX THITaX BO3EHCTBHS UCTIONH-
3oBasiu TecT Kpackena — Yosiuca ¢ mocieayonum
MIOCT-XOK TecToM JlaHHa C ypOBHEM 3HAUYMMOCTH
p < 0,05 1 mompaBKoif HA MHOKECTBECHHBIC CpaBHE-
Hus benbsimuan — XoxOepra (¢pynkuus dunnTest
u3 naketa FSA [46]).

Pesynomamoi

Bauanue nnacmukoeoit nienku
Ha cocmosaHUue no4esvl

Buemnuii BUJ MOYBEHHOTO MOKPOBA MOJ IJICH-
KOW W 0e3 Hee cwibHO pasnmuancs (puc. 3,4,5).
ITox yepHOM MIIEHKON NPAKTUYECKH MOJTHOCTBIO OT-
CYTCTBOBAIIM JKHBBIE 3€JCHBIC PACTCHHS, IJICHKA
MIPETATCTBOBANIA TOCTYIUIGHHIO Ha IOBEPXHOCTH
MMOYBEI omaga. Bo BpeMs oTbopa mpod Ha HUKHEH
TTOBEPXHOCTH IIJICHKH YacTO OBLI 3aMeTeH KOHICH-
cat (puc. 3).
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Ha nByx mutoriaakax Ha OuocraHiuu YepHoro-
JIOBKa OBUIO OTMEYEHO JIOCTOBEPHOE CHW)KECHUE
BJIAJKHOCTHU TOYBBI MOJ| IJIEHKOW IO CpPaBHEHUIO
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KoHTponb [Mpo3pavHbiii  YépHblii

Hoenmugpurkayua decnozeonounvix
PazHviMu memooamu

ITo mMopdonoruueckuM MpU3HAKAM BO BCEX HC-
cliefoBaHHBIX Mpobax (72 mpoOsr) ObLI0 HACHTH(U-
uupoBano 11 xmaccoB, 26 oTpsiioB, 95 ceMelCTB,
127 pomoB m 168 BUAOB IMOYBEHHBIX >KUBOTHBIX.
Haubosee gacTo BCTpeyarormMucs 1 OOMIBHBIMH OT-
psnamu ObLH KITeinu Sarcoptiformes u Mesostigmata
u koyuteM0osb1 Entomobryomorpha u Poduromorpha.

KoHTponb [Mpo3pavHblit  YépHbIi
nnacTtuk nnacTuk nnacTtuk nnacTtuk

Puc. 3. PparmeHTbl N0/IM3TU/IEHOBOM
M/1€HKU, pa3MeLL,eHHble
Ha 3KCrepuMeHTa/IbHbIX N/10LWaAKax:

A, b — UameHeHue BHellHero s1aa
MOYBEHHOr0 MOKPOBA MO/, N/N1ACTUKOBOW M/1IEHKOM
Mo CPaBHEHUIO C HE3ATPOHYTbIMU y4aCTKamu;
B, I, /1 - nepexsat onaga ns1acTMKOBbIMHU
/mMcTamu; E — KOHAEHCAT Nog NOBEPXHOCTBIO
NPO3paYHOM NAEHKMU

Fig. 3. Fragments of polyethylene film
placed at the experimental sites:
A, b - change in the appearance
of the soil cover under the plastic film
compared to unaffected areas; B, I, /1 -
interception of litter with plastic sheets;
E - condensation under the surface
of the transparent film

¢ koHTponeM. Ha Onocrannusix ['myGokoe u Ma-
JIMHKY 3HAYUMBIX Pa3InYuil BIaKHOCTH HOYBHI 00-
Hapy>XeHO He ObuIo (puc. 4).

PUC. 4. BAaXHOCTb NoyBb! (% BAaKHOrO Beca)
Mo/, N/1aCTUKOBOM MN/1IEHKOM U B KOHTPO/1e. Ha pucyHke
npeaCcTaB/eHbl CpegHUe 3Ha4YeHNA 1 OLIMOKK
cpeaHero (SE). Pa3Hble 6yKBbl yKasbiBatoT
Ha CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAYMMbIE Pa3/INUUA
B npegenax 6uotona (tect Kpackena — Yosieca
¥ NapHoe cpaBHeHue flaHHa)

Fig. 4. Soil moisture (% wet weight)
under plastic film and control.

The figure shows the means and errors
of the mean (SE). Different letters indicate
statistically significant differences
within the biotope (Kruskal-Walles test
and Dunn's pairwise comparison)

[Ipu moaroroBke OMOIMOTEKH AJSI CEKBEHHPO-
BaHUs HE yIAJIOCh MOJYYUTh AMIUTUKOHBI Ul OJ-
HOTO M3 00pa3LoB B CBSI3U C HU3KOH KOHIEHTpA-
nueit JIHK. Tocie o6pe3ku mocinenoBaTeIbHOCTEH
aJanTepoB, MpaiMepoB U 0apKOIOB OBLIO IMOINY-
yeno 1 498 230 ceipeix npoutenuii. [locne puib-
TpalWH TOCJIEAOBATEIBHOCTEH 10 KayecTBy C TO-
Moo makera DADA2 ocranocs 790 310 pumos,
KoTopble o0vequHIHCh B 287 121 mocnenosaTeb-
HOCTb. [Tocie ¢punbTpanmu 1o JUIMHe ObLIO TOTyYeHO
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(@
283 115 nocnenoBaTenbHOCTEN, KOTOPBIE COCTOSIIN
u3 1 147 BIIA. [locne naerTudukanum mocieaoBa-
TenbpHOCTel 110 0a3e nanHbix BOLD (97 % ypoBeHb
cxozactBa, minimum overlap — 300) ObuT0 UACHTH-
¢unmpoBano 8 kiaccos, 22 oTpsana, 66 ceMeNcCTs,
105 ponos u 119 BuioB O€CII03BOHOYHBIX JKUBOTHBIX.
O DHexTUBHOCTh METabapKOIUHra OKAa3aJoCh HH3-
Koit: 32 w3 66 uaeHTU(HIMPOBAHHBIX CEMEHCTB
BCTpEUAIMCh MEHEE 4eM B JByX mpodax. XKyku ce-
meiictBa Curciulionidac umenu HauOOJBIIYIO BCTpE-
gaemMocTh (38 1po0). BrICOKy0 BCTpedaeMoCTh
nMeny TaHmupHble krenm Damaeidae (37 mpo0),
yku Cantharidae u Staphylinidae (1o 35 mpo0) u me-
3octurmarndeckue kiemy Parasitidae (34 mpoOsr).

OO0mee 49ucino ceMeHcTB, HASHTU(DUIIMPOBaH-
HBIX MeTabapKOJWHTOM B KOHTPOJBHON TOYBE

A Mopdonoruyeckoe B
Mer: KOAWHI
STEDARKOR onpeaeneHuve
Licneremaeidae o Campodeidae
Gustaviidae o 7 Sminthuridae
1 Crotonlidae [y Katiannidae
Ceratozetidae ° N
Carabodidae o Dicyrtomidae
Eremaeidae o Arrhopalitidae
A (rj‘_ephe_!gae s Tullbergiidae
chipteriidae v Onychiurid
Oribatulidae o) (0] O’;Yr 'uleae
Nanhermanniidae o Ay
Euphthiracaridae 3 Neanuridae
Chamobatida Hypogastruridae
Liacaridae Neelidae
SChelonbagdae Tomoceridae
Quadroppiidae
Isotomidae

Chamobatidae
Ceratozetoidea
Brachychthoniidae
Phthiracaridae
Euzetidae

Entomobryidae
8 Tipulidae
Therevidae

Macroceridae

Tectocepheidae

Suctobelbidae| () (@) (@) Sphaeroceridae
Oribatellidae § Sciaridae
NOpgiidae (@) (@) @) Rhagionidae
othridae P lid:
Mycobatidae T |p|;\;u xdae
Hypochthoniidae| ) @ ® oridae
Galumnidae Hybotidae
Eulohmanniidae == 1 G Fanniidae
: - =
Dama_c!dac ) L) (5] Empididae
POIyast!dae Drosophilidae
2 Zerconidae .
Uropodidae Dolichopodidae
Sejidae Chironomidae
Rhodacaridae o Cecidomyiidae
Phytoseiidae ¢ Anthomyiidae
Melicharidae o 0 o
Macrochelidae O > N
L"“,el?’_pidae ¢ /\) (D) Staphylinidae
Eviphididae @® [¢] i Silphidae
Digamasellidae Q Qo po Pselaphidae
Asqdae @ 4 o Malachiidae
Ameroseiidae S A Latridiidae
Veigaiidae ) K, ) ( a
4 = Py
Trachylidae] © @) @] > Elateridae
Parasitidae \) @ O C( ()) Q Dytiscidae
Pachyla]glgg!dae ° y @) o O Curculionidae
Rhaéi;;gzg ©c 0 O Cryptophagidae
Eupodidae o Y o Chryzomehdae
| Bdellidae} © arabidae
Theridiidae ° Lygaeidae
4 Lipcraqidae ZS 5 1 1 0 Ortheziidae
L|nyph|!dae O (<] ° Miridae
Hahniidae o Sy
Thomisidae c o ingidae
Lycosidae ] Rhyparochromidae
Gnaphosidae o ° o e Aphididae
5 (§§opﬁ|llaae 9 @ O Thripidae
aniulidae o o 1 .
Polydesmidae o ] - o Clcadcl!xdac
o Lithobiidae o] ® @) ® () O iaphldn:ae
aradoxosomatidae o o ormicidae
Trichoniscidae o T T Psychidae
Chernetidae bt Crambidae
Nemastomatidae| o =S = :
Enchytracidae| () (@) @) ( & (@) Peripsocidae
Lumbricidae ® O ° Epipsocidae
BcrpeyaemocTts 050
) 5 O
B npo6ax

Vol. 8 (3), 2023

(50 cemeiicT), OBLTO BHINIE TIO CPABHEHHUIO C MOY-
BOH TOJ TMpO3payHbIM M YEPHBIM IIACTHKOM
(44 u 41 cemeiicTBO COOTBETCTBEHHO). [Ipn Mopdo-
JIOTUYECKOM OMpe/IeNICHUN ObLIO BEHISBICHO 78, 77
n 65 ceMelcTB B KOHTpOJE, MOJA MPO3PayHBIM
U YEepPHBIM IUTACTUKOM COOTBETCTBEHHO (pHC. 5).
Hemnptif psm TaKCOHOB OECIO3BOHOYHBIX ILIOXO
UICHTUDUITAPOBAIICS METOJIOM MeTabapKOINHTa,
B TOM 4uclie Kiemu Mesostigmata (4 cemeiicTBa
npu MetabapkoauHre u 16 ceMecTB mpu Mopdo-
Jorudeckoil maeHTuduKamuu) u Sarcoptiformes
(9 cemeticTs ipu Metabapkoauuare 1 30 ceMelcTB
pu Mopdomorudueckor uaeHTudukanun). Jox-
nesble yepBu (Lumbricidae) He Oblmum oOHapy-
JKEHbl MeTabapKOIWHIOM HH B OJHOM W3 MpoO

(puc. 5).

Mopdonoruyeckoe
MeTabapkoguHr onpegenenue
[6) (&) ®@ e e
e o
o ]
o (o] o
o o Q Q Q
o o o O O O
o o o
° @ @ O
O ) o ® e 7]
A o o = \ 4
0 S 8 ,% Puc. 5. BctpedaemocTb
° ° ®© © O cemencTB 6eCcrno3BOHOYHbIX
o B npobax (0T <5 40 > 20)
o | B pa3HbIX BapuaHTax
I x 1 3KCMepumeHTa
) (K = KOHTpPOIb,
o o o MMM - npo3payHbIli N1acTuK,
o © o o YM — yepHbIit N1aCTHK).
S N NS A: 1- Sarcoptiformes;
Y O 2 — Mesostigmata;
S t—— = 3 -Trombidiformes;
@) @) O ) O O .
® e @ @ ® € 4 - Araneae; 5 —Myriapoda;
N S 6 — Pseudoscorpiones,
I (| Opiliones, Oniscidea,
6 o O © o 0O Annelidae. b: 7 — Entognata
P & ¢ (@ o @ (Collembola, Diplura);
) 1 8 - Diptera; 9 — Coleoptera;
f— © _ °  10-Hemiptera; 11- Psocodea,
_ Thysanoptera, Lepidoptera,
L S = Hymenoptera.
"o e ] ° Trombidiformes (A3)
I I He BbIM UAEHTUDULMPOBAHDI
7 E N 40 YPOBHA CEMENCTB
° ° npu Mmopdo/10rMieckom
onpese/nieHnu, No3ToMy
Pm——— npeACcTaB/ieHbl TO/bK
K NN Yyn K nn 4n PEA O/IbKO

100 15 ) 20

B pesy/ibTaTax
MeTabapkoauHra

Fig. 5. Occurrence of invertebrate families in samples (from < 5 to > 20)
in different versions of the experiment (K - control, MM - transparent plastic, 4 - black plastic).
A:1-Sarcoptiformes; 2 - Mesostigmata; 3 — Trombidiformes; 4 — Araneae; 5 -Myriapoda; 6 — Pseudoscorpiones,
Opiliones, Oniscidea, Annelidae. b: 7 - Entognata (Collembola, Diplura); 8 - Diptera; 9 — Coleoptera; 10 — Hemiptera;
11 - Psocodea, Thysanoptera, Lepidoptera, Hymenoptera. Trombidiformes (A3) were not identified to the family
level during morphological determination, therefore, presented only in metabarcoding results
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Tem He MEeHee pe3yNbTaThl MeTa0apKOJMHTA 10~
Ka3alld HEKOTOPBIE Pa3lIM4Hs BCTPEUaeMOCTH Oec-
MO3BOHOYHBIX B Pa3sHBIX 3KCIIEPUMEHTANbHBIX Ba-
puantax. [IpencraBurenu Parasitidae, omHoro us
HanboJiee OOBIYHBIX CEMEMCTB raMa30BbIX KIICIEH
(Mesostigmata), damie BCTpeYaJUCh B KOHTPOJIb-
HBIX Tpodax (20 mpob) mo cpaBHEHHUIO ¢ MpodaMu
H3-10J1 Mpo3pavHoro (7 cemencTs) u yepHoro (7 ce-
MelcTB) tuiactuka. Ilo maHHBIM Mopdooruie-
CKOTO MeTojza ompesesieHus Mesostigmata BCTpe-
JaJMCch BO BCEX Mpodax, KpoMe omgHOW (puc. 5),
HO WIMENTH 3HAYUTEIHHO MEHBIIYI0 YHCIEHHOCTh
B IMMOYBE TOJ IUICHKOH (puc. 6). Ilo pesynapTaram

Vol. 8 (3), 2023

MOPGOJIOrHIECKOTO OTPECICHUS, MPEACTABUTEIH
kionoB cemeiictBa Miridae (Hemiptera) nmenu 60-
Jiee BBICOKOE OOMITE U BCTPEUaeMOCTh B ITOYBE MO
IUTACTHKOM I10 CPAaBHEHHUIO ¢ KOHTpoJieM. B naHHbIX
MeTa0apKOIMHra 3TO CEMEHCTBO OTCYTCTBOBAJIO.
OpHako Apyroe CeMEHCTBO MONMYKECTKOKPBUIBIX,
Rhyparochromidae nmokasano yBennieHnue BCTpeda-
€MOCTH B MTO4BE 1MoJ1 mpo3padnbM (11 mpob) u uep-
HbIM (9 Tpo0) MIACTUKOM IO CPaBHEHHIO C KOHTPO-
nem (6 mpoO). IlpeacraBurenn nBYX ApPYTHX
cemetict (Tingidae n Aphididae) mo pesynpraram
MeTabapKOJINHTa TAKKE Yalle BCTPEUAIUCH B TOYBE
IO/ THTACTUKOM (pHc. 5).

Oribatida
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Puc. 6. Y1C/N1E€HHOCTb OCHOBHbBIX TAKCOHOMMYECKMX FPYN NoYBEHHOM Me3odayHbl (cpeaHee + SE) B pasHbix
BapuaHTax sKkcrnepumeHTa (K — KoHTpo/b, MMM — Npo3payHblii NAACTHK, YT — YepHbIM N1aCTUK). PasHble GyKBbI
YKa3blBatOT Ha CTAaTUCTUUECKU 3HAUMMbIE pas/inuuaA B npegenax buotona (tect Kpackena — Yoiauca u napHoe

CpaBHeHUe /laHHa C NMOMNpPaBKOW Ha MHOXKECTBEHHbIE CpaBHeHUA BeHbAMUHU — Xox6epra)

Fig. 6. Number of main taxonomic groups of soil mesofauna (average + SE) in different experimental variants
(K - control, MM - transparent plastic, YN - black plastic). Different letters indicate statistically significant
differences within a biotope (Kruskal-Wallis test and Dunn's pairwise comparison corrected
for Benjamin-Hochberg multiple comparisons)
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BerpedaemocTh OONBIIMHCTBA TAaKCOHOB Obla
CYILIECTBEHHO 3aHIMKEHA ITPH HCIIOJIb30BaHIH METa-
Oapkogunra. Hampumep, cemeHcTBO KoyieMOo
Onychiuridae mox mpo3payHbIM IJIACTUKOM, Yep-
HBIM IIJJACTUKOM M B KOHTPOJBHBIX MP0O0ax ObLIO
BCTPEYEHO COOTBETCTBEHHO B 23, 21 u 24 mpobax
npyu MOp(OJOTHYECKOM oTpeiesieHn: U B 3, 3 u 4
npo6ax npu MerabapkoauHre. Pasnugus BcTpeyae-
MOCTH TOJAOOHOTO MOPAAKA OBUIH MONTYYESHBI U IS
JIPYTUX pPacIpOCTPAaHEHHBIX CEMEWUCTB KOJIIeMOOI
(Entomobryidae u Isotomidae). Haumensime pas-
JIMYUS BCTPEYAaeMOCTH MEX Ty IByMs METOIaMu I0-
kazaym xxyku Curculionidae (Mopdomorus: 10 mox
po3payHbIM, 10 1o Y4epHBIM TUTACTHKOM | 18 ipo0
B KOHTpoIe; MeTtabapkoauHr: 9, 10 u 14 mpob coot-
BercTBeHHO), Cantharidae, Staphylinidae, Elateri-
dae (puc. 5). HeGonpmne paznudaus Mexay MeTo-
JaM{, XOTS W TPU MEHBIIEM CpEIHEM YpPOBHE
BCTPEYAaEMOCTH, XapaKTEPHBI W UIA ABYKPBUIBIX,
ocobenno Cecidomyiidae u Chironomidae.

A

Crassiclitellata,

Geophilomorpha,
Pseudoscorpiones,
Julida, Homoptera

Araneae, Opiliones, Mesostigmata,
Sarcoptiformes, Trombidiformes,
Entomobryomorpha, Neelipleona,
Poduromorpha, Symphypleona

Coleoptera, Diptera, Hemiptera,
Hy ptera, Thy ptera, Lepidop
Raphidioptera
Enchytraeida
Lithobi pha, Polyd ida, Isopoda,
Rhabdura, Psocodea

22

Mopdonoruueckoe

onpeaeneHue MertabapkoguHr

Polydesmida 1
Neelipleona 1
Poduromorpha 3
ntomobryomorpl
4

Sarcoptiformes 3

MeTtabapKoguHr

Mopdonoruyeckoe
onpepaenexue

Mopdonoruueckoe
onpepenexune

Yucno TakCOHOB, HACHTH(OUIIMPOBAHHBIX 000NMH
METO/IaMH, YMEHBIIAIOCH CO CHIKEHHEM TAKCOHOMHU-
4ecKoro ypoBHs (puc. 7). Mop¢onoradeckuM MeTo-
JIOM OmpejeicHus ObUIO  WACHTHU(DUIIMPOBAHO
27 oTps10B OECIIO3BOHOYHBIX JKUBOTHBIX, TIPU 3TOM
5 U3 HUX HE OBbLIO UACHTHU(PUIIMPOBAHO C TIOMOIIHIO
MeTabapkoauHra. Ha ypoBHe ceMeicTB pe3ynbraThl
MeHee comocTaBuMbel. OO0OMMH MeTofaMH OBLIO
uneHTuduiupoBano 37 ceMeicTB, 58 yHUKAIBbHBIX
CEeMEUCTB — NpU MOP(OIOTUISCKOM OMPEACICHUU
" 25 YHUKAJIBHBIX CEMEUCTB OBLIO BBISBICHO METa-
OapkommarOoM. HamOosmbIiee YHCIIO CEMEHCTB,
OTIpENICIICHHBIX Kak obomMmu Metomamu (6), Tak
U TOJNBKO MeTabapkoawHroM (7), MpUHAIIEKAIO
IBYKpBUTEIM. Ha Gosiee HU3KHUX YPOBHSAX TaKCOHO-
MUYECKOTO Pa3pelieHrs] YUCIO TaKCOHOB, BBISB-
JEeHHBIX O0OMMH METOJaMH, PE3KO CHHXKAeTCs,
npuMepHo 110 12 % ot 001iero pasHooOpas3us poaoB
u 5 % obmero pazHooOpas3us BUIOB, BBISBICHHBIX
B CyMMe JBYMS MeTojamu (puc. 7).

b

Crassiclitellata 1
Entomobryomorpha 1
Geophilomorpha 1
Julida 1
Poduromorpha 1
Polydesmida 1
Pseudoscorpiones 1

Araneae 1
Coleoptera 1
i i 1

Enchytraeida 1

Hymenoptera 1

Lithobi pha 1
ol 1

Polydesmida 1
A

Araneae 2

Entomobryomorpha 2
k &l

4

Podi ha 4

Sarcoptiformes 4
Coleoptera 6

Diptera 6

37

da1l
Opiliones 1

1
Thysanoptera 1

Symphypleona 2
Diptera 3
Hemiptera 3
Araneae 4
Coleoptera 5

Sarcoptiformes 5

Mesostigmata 13 Diptera 7

Sarcoptiformes 21

58

25

MetabapKoauHr

r

Diptera 1 \

Araneae 2

Coleoptera 2
Entomobryomorpha 4
Sarcoptiformes 4

155

Mopdonoruueckoe MerabapkopuHr

onpepaenexue

Puc. 7. Y4C/10 TaKCOHOB, MAEHTUPULMPOBAHHBIX C MOMOLLLIO MOP)O/I0OrNYecKoro MeTosa
onpege/ieHns U MeTabapKoAgUHra A/ pas3HbIX TAKCOHOMUYECKUX YPOBHeii (Anarpammbl BeHHa):
A — oTpAaapl; b - cemelictBa; B — poapl; I - BUabl. Unudpamu nokasaHo
YUCN0 CEMENCTB, POAOB U BUAOB, MAEHTUPULIMPOBAHHBIX B COCTaBe OTPAAOB

Fig. 7. Number of taxa identified using the morphological method of identifying
and metabarcoding for different taxonomic levels (Venn diagrams):
A - orders; b — families; B — genera; ' - species. Numbers show
number of families, genera and species identified within orders
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Bausanue nnacmuka na makcOHOMUYECKYIO
CIPYKHYPY ROYGEHHBIX H€CNO380HOUHBIX,
6bIAGTICHHYIO PAZHLIMU MEMOOAMU

Mo pe3ynpTaTaM MHOTOMEPHOT'O IIKATUPOBAHUS
(NMDS), HM OZTHH W3 HCIIONB3YyEMBIX HAMH TTOIXO0-
noB (Mopdosoruyeckoe omnpezaeiacHue, uaeHTudGu-
LMPOBaHHBIC ITOCIIEAOBATEIIEHOCTH 110 0a3¢ JaHHBIX
BOLD u na6op BIIA) He BBISIBHIT 3aMETHBIX H3Me-
HEHHH TaKCOHOMHYECKOTO COCTaBa COOOIIECTB
[TOYBEHHBIX OECITO3BOHOYHBIX B Pa3HBIX BapUaHTaX
skcnepumenTa (puc. 8). MOXXHO OTMETHTh MEHbB-
IIYI0 W3MEHYUBOCTh TAKCOHOMHYECKOTO COCTaBa

Vol. 8 (3), 2023

B KOHTPOJIBHOH MOYBE, YTO 0COOEHHO XOPOILIO BHI-
paxeHno npu ucnonb3oBanuu BIIA. C gpyroii cto-
POHBI, HAONIONAINCH CYIIECTBEHHBIE Pa3IIHUUs
B CTPYKType HaceJeHUsI MEXKIy OHOTOIaMHu.
Hawmnyumee pasneneHne OHOTOMOB TOKa3all BapH-
aHT ¢ ucrnoyib3oBanueM BIIA, B xoTopoM TpoOBI
u3 6uocranmuit ['mybokoe o3epo, Manmuuaku u Yep-
HOTOJIOBKa PAaCIojiarajich B Pa3HBIX YETBEPTSIX
rpapuka NMDS u He mepekpsBamuch. [IpoObl
U3 COCHsIKA U CJIbHUKAa 6I/IOCTaHHI/II/I LIepHOI‘OJIOBKa
ObUTH pa3MEIICHBl B OJHON 4YeTBEPTH Tpaduka
Y CHJILHO TIEPEKPBIBAJINCH APYT ¢ ApyroMm. J{Ba npy-
rux noaxo/a 3G GEeKTUBHO pa3aesuii TOIBKO XBO-
HBIC U JJUCTBEHHBIE JIeca.

Fny6okoe ‘ ‘ ManuHku | my6Gokoe

ManuHku ‘ my6okoe | | ManuHku |
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PR R R
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EnbHuk CocHsiK EnbHuk
T

NMDS2
NMDS2

YepHoronoska

YepHoronoeka ‘

YepHoronoBka YepHoronoska
CocHsak

EnbHUK CocHsk

NMDS2

- KoHntponb

_.. MpospauHbiii

. YépHbiti

nAacTuK ANACTUK

Puc. 8. HenapameTpuyeckoe MHOromepHoe wKasamposaHue (NMDS),
npoBe/AeHHOeE MO MHAEKCY CX0ACTBa KakKkapa npu pasHbix Habopax gaHHbIX:
A - pe3sy/abTaTtbl MOP$O/I0rM4eCcKoro onpege/ieHus; b — pesy/bTaTsl geHTUPUKaLmKM no 6ase gaHHbIx BOLD;
B - TOYHblE BapUaHTbI NOC/1I€40BATE/NIbHOCTEN amnIMKOHOB (BIA). 3/1/1Mncbl 0TOBPaKatoT 95 % BEPOATHOCTb HAXOMKAEHMS
TOYEK B UX Npegenax. AAA HarIAAHOCTU Kaxabli rpaduK noge/neH Ha 4 NaHe/n, COOTBETCTBYHOLLME pasHbiM BGruoTonam

Fig. 8. Nonparametric multidimensional scaling (NMDS),
carried out using the Jaccard similarity index for different data sets:
A —results of morphological determination; b - identification results according to the BOLD database;
B - exact variants of amplicon sequences (VAS). Ellipses represent the 95 % probability of finding points
within their boundaries. For clarity, each graph is divided into 4 panels corresponding to different biotopes

JanpHelmuii ATMCKPUMUHAHTHBIN aHATU3 MOJTY-
yeHHBIX oceil NMDS st Bcex OHOTOIOB B COBO-
KYITHOCTH BBISSBUJI CTaTHCTUYCCKH 3HAYUMYIO
(p < 0,01) mepByr0 TUCKPUMHUHAHTHYIO (DYHKITHIO
(88,6 % 00BsCHEHHOH AWMCTIEPCUN), PA3ACIISIONIYIO
pa3HbIe BApUAHTHI KCIIEPUMEHTA TPU UCTIOIh30Ba-
HUU MOP(OIIOTHYECKOT0 METO/1a UASHTU(UKAIINH.
IIpu ucnonp3oBannu BITA mepBast ITMCKpUMHUHAHT-
Has qJYHKHI/ISI nMmejia 3HAYMMOCTb Ha YPOBHE THIIO-
tessl (p < 0,1, 99,1 % mucnepcun). ns unentudu-
IMPOBAaHHBIX TIOCIEIOBATEIFHOCTEH B CHCTEME

BOLD mnepBas nuckpuMUHAHTHAsI QYHKIIAS ObLTa
HesHaunMa (p = 0,22, 94,2 % nucnepcun).
st Bcex Tpex MOAX0J0B BTOPHIE AUCKPUMHHAHT-
Hble (QYHKIUK OBLTH CTATUCTHYCCKUA HE3HAYHMEI
(puc. 9).

Hecmotps Ha paznuvaromyecs pe3ynbTaThl Juc-
KPUMHUHAHTHOTO aHAIN3a, TUCKPUMUHAHTHBIC (DyHK-
WM, OOBSACHSIOMNE HAWOOJBITYIO JOJIF0 JHCIIep-
CHH, KOPPETHPOBAIH JIPYT C APYTOM C BBICOKHM
ypoBHEM 3HaunMocTH (puc. 10).
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AuckpuMuHaHTHas dyHKumaA 2 (11.45%)
OuckpuMnKanTHasa dyHkuus 2 (5.78%)
OvckpumuHarnTHan dyHkums 2 (0.9%)

2 0 2 2 El 0 1 2 3 2 ) 2
AuckpumuHaHTHas cyHkumns 1 (88.55%) AvckpumuHaHTHas tyHkuua 1 (94.22%) VCKPUMUHAHTHas yHkuusa 1 (99.1%)

I Mpo3payHbIi l YépHbIN
Kourpon. nnacTuk nnacTuk

Puc. 9. Pe3y/ibTaTbl AMCKPUMUHAHTHOr O @Ha/M3a, BCe N/0LWaaKu o6beguHeHb!:

A — pe3syabTaTbl MOP$O/I0rMiecKoro onpegenenus; b — naeHTMnunpoBaHHble Noc/1eg0BaTe/IbHOCTM MO Hase
AaHHbIX BOLD; B — TOYHble BapnaHTbl NOC/1e4,0BaTe/IbHOCTEN aMIM/IMKOHOB. LIBETOM OTMeYeHbl pa3Hble BapnaHTbl
3KCNepUMeHTa, a CUMBO/IaMM OTODParKeHb! NMO/IOXKEHUA UX LLIEHTPOUAOB. I/1/UMNCbl OTOBPaAXKAIOT 95 % BEPOATHOCTb
HaxoXAeHua ToyeK. Bropaa AMCKPUMUHAHTHaA QYHKLMA Oblia CTaTUCTUHECKM He 3Ha4YMma U NpeacTaB/ieHa
TO/IbKO B LieN1AX BU3yanusauuu. Mepsasa AUCKPUMUHAHTHaA GYHKUMA Bblia CTaTUCTUYECKM 3HAUUMa (p < 0,05)
TO/IbKO MPU UCMO/1b30BaHUM MOP(O/I0rMIecKkoro onpeseseHus (A)

Fig. 9. Results of discriminant analysis, all sites combined:

A —results of morphological determination; b - sequences identified according to the BOLD database; B — exact
variants of amplicon sequences. Different experimental options are marked in color, and the positions of their
centroids are shown in symbols. Ellipses represent the 95 % probability of finding points. The second discriminant
function was not statistically significantand is presented for visualization purposes only. The first discriminant
function was statistically significant (p < 0,05) only when using the morphological definition (A)
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Puc. 10. Koppenauua CnMpMeHa Mexay AUCKPUMUHAHTHBIMU GYHKLMUAMM,

06 BACHAOLLMMU HAUBO/IbLLYIO A,0/1H0 AUCTIEPCUM MPU UCMO/IB30BAHMU KAXKAOT0 U3 TPEX NMOAXOA0B (CM. TEKCT).
BepxHuit psg, — KOppenAuMM paccunTaHbl A/17 BCel BbIOOPKM AaHHbIX. HUKHWIA psAg — Koppenauum
NMOCTPOEHbI Ha CPeAHMX 3HAYEHUAX A/1A KaXKA0r0 SKCNePUMEHTA/IbHOrO BAPUAHTA B KaX40M
ucciegyemom buotone. Popma cMMBO/I0B 0603HavaeT Tun 6GuoTona, LBeT — TUM BO34eNCTBUA

Fig. 10. Spearman correlation between discriminant functions, explaining the largest share of variance using
each of the three approaches (see text). Top row — correlations were calculated for the entire data sample.
Bottom row — correlations based on average values for each experimental variant in each biotope under study.
The shape of the symbols indicates the type of biotope, the color indicates the type of impact
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Bnuanue nnacmuka na uuciennocmos
HOUBECHHBIX 0ECHO360HOUHbBIX HCUGOMHDIX

Pesynbrarel AByX()aKTOPHOTO AUCIIEPCHOHHOTO
aHajM3a TMOATBEPAWIM CTATUCTUYECKA 3HAYMMOC
BiustiHue (haktopa 6uoron (d.f. = 3) Ha oOuryro ymcC-
neHHocTs Me3ogayHsl (p < 0,01) u MakpodayHb
(p = 0,05). Yucnennocts Me30(hayHbI ObLIIAa B CPEI-
HEM HHXKXC B IIOYBC IIOJ q)paFMeHTaMI/I I1aCTUKa,
4yeM B KoHTpodIe (p = 0,03), X0Ts 3Ta 3aKOHOMEPHOCTh
ObUTa TI0-pa3HOMY BBIPKEHAa B Pa3HBIX OHMOTOMAX
(B3aumogetictBue tactuk X Owortom: p = 0,07).
Cpenu OTAeTbHBIX TAKCOHOB Me30(ayHbl Habmro1a-
JOCh CTATUCTUYECKU 3HAYMMOE CHIKCHHUE 0/ T1a-
CTHKOM YHMCIIEHHOCTH XMIIHBIX Kieuied Mesostig-
mata B cocHsike (x> = 7,96; p < 0,05) u enbHUKE

Vol. 8 (3), 2023

()(2 =11,40; p <0,01), a Takke KOJUIEMOOT B TEX Ke
ouoToImax (X2 = 1167, p < 0,01 n XZ = 10,75;
p < 0,01 B cCoCHIKE U €IbHUKE COOTBETCTBEHHO)
(puc. 6).

BrusiHue miactuka Ha mpeCcTaBUTENCH MaKpo-
¢daynsl ObIIO TOpa3no MeHee BhlpakeHO. OOmias
YHCJICHHOCTh MMOYBEHHON MakpodayHbl HE pa3iu-
Yajach B pa3HBIX BapHaHTaX dKCIEPHUMEHTa
(»p = 0,75). OnHako oOmIMie HEKOTOPHIX TAKCOHOB
3HAYMMO H3MEHUIIOCH ITPH SKPAHUPOBAHHUH MTOBEPX-
HOCTH TIOYBBHI IUTACTMKOBOW IuTeHKOW (pmc. 11).
Ha Omocrannmn MalMHKH YHCICHHOCTH MOKPHI]
(Oniscidea) 6puTa MakCHMaibHA TOA TPO3PATHBIM
miactukoM (x* = 6,53, p < 0,05); MOKpHIIBI BCTpe-
Yanuch TOJBKO TOJ MPO3payHOil MIICHKO# B coc-
Hsike Ha Onoctaniun YepHoronoBka (puc. 11).
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Fig. 11. Number of main taxonomic groups of soil macrofauna (average + SE)
in different versions of the experiment (K — control, MMM - transparent plastic, 4 - black plastic).
Different letters indicate statistically significant differences within the biotope (Kruskal test -
Wallis and Dunn pairwise comparisons corrected for Benjamin—Hochberg multiple comparisons)
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I'eodumnbl Ha Guoctaniym [ 1y6oKOe 03€po U KO-
CTSHKU Ha OMOCTaHIMU MajrHKN He OBUIN BCTpe-
YEHbI B KOHTPOJIbHOU 1ouBe. 110y KECTKOKPBLIBIE,
MIPEJICTABJICHHBIC IOBEHUWIBHBIMH OCOOSIMU, B €J1b-
Huke (UepHOTOIIOBKA) UMENN CYIIECTBEHHO Ooiiee
BBICOKYIO YHCIIEHHOCTH TIOJT TTPO3PAYHbIM IIACTH-
koM (1033 + 281 5K3./M%), 4eM B KOHTPOIBHOM
nouse (200 + 127 sx3./M%) (x> = 5,97; p = 0,05) u He
BCTPEYAINCH B KOHTPOJIBHBIX IIpodax Ha [ my6okom
o3epe. Tonpko ABE TpyHIBl OECIIO3BOHOYHBIX B HE-
KOTOPBIX OHMOTONAax CHMXKAJIH CBOIO YHCIEHHOCTD
TIOJT TUTACTUKOBOM TUTeHKOH. OOMIIe INYNHOK JBY-
KpPBUTBIX HACEKOMBIX OBLIO BBIIE B KOHTPOJIE
(800 £ 186 7K3./M%) 1O CPABHEHHUIO C TIPO3PAYHBIM
(100 = 45 >x3./m%) 1 gepabM (100 £ 68 3K3./M?) MI1a-
CTHKOM B €JbHHKE Ha OmocTaHImu YepHOTrojoBKa
(¢* = 10,10; p < 0,01), cxokas TeHAEHIMs HAOIFOIA-
Jack B Apyrux Ouotonax. JINUMHKY KyKOB CHUXKAIN
YHCIIEHHOCTh TIOJl JINCTAMH IUTACTUKOBOW TUICHKU
¢ 567 £ 141 »x3./M* B koHTpOnE 10 100 + 68 3K3./M>
IO/ IPO3PaYHBIM TUTACTUKOM B MaJIMHKAaX; CXOXKas
TeH/IeHIUs HaOIromanack B YepHOTroIoBKe.

O6c¢cymOeHue pe3y/1mamos

CpagHenue pe3yibmanmos MemadapKoounza
u mopghonozuueckoii uoeHmupuxkayuu

Pe3ynbTaThl OLIEHKHM TaKCOHOMUYECKOTO CO-
cTaBa OECMO3BOHOYHBIX, IOJNYYEHHBIE DPa3HBIMHU
METOJIaMH, 3HAYUTEIbHO pazimdanuch. [lons 006-
IIUX TaKCOHOB, HJCHTH()HUIIMPOBAHHBIX O00OUMU
METOJIaMH, YMEHBIIIAJIach CO CHIKEHHEM TaKCOHO-
MHYECKOTO YPOBHSA. DTO MOXKET OBITh CBS3aHO
¢ ommbkamu I11IP u cexBenupoBanwus [47, 48], He-
MOJTHOTOM CymIecTBYOMMX 0a3 maHHbIX [22, 49]
U C pa3HOU reHEeTUYECKON N3MEHYUBOCTBIO KUBOT-
HBIX HAa HHU3KOM TaKCOHOMHYECKOM ypoBHe [50].
Hanpumep, B pabote [51] B HCKyCCTBEHHO CO3AaH-
HOM CMeCH XUBOTHBIX M3-3a HU3KOU MEKBHIIOBOM
M3MEHYMBOCTH OBUIO MIACHTHU(PHITUPOBAHO TOJIBKO
JIBa U3 TpeX BUAOB pona Daphnia M oquH U3 IBYX
BUJIOB poja Artemia.

CHmXeHne 101 HISHTH(QUIUPOBAHHBIX TBYMS
METOJaMH TaKCOHOB CO CHIDKCHHEM TaKCOHOMUYE-
CKOT'O paHra OMHUCHIBAJIOCH paHee [52, 53]. D10 sB-
JIeHWe HaOIII0IaeTCs 1aXke TIPY UCTIOb30BaHUH Pa3-
HBIX METOJUK TaKCOHOMHYECKOH HACHTHU(UKAIIUU
MOJIYYCHHBIX TIOCKeAoBaTenbHOCTEH [54]. B Ooib-
IIMHCTBE UCCIIE/IOBAHHM, B KOTOPBIX YCTAHABIUBAJICS
TaKCOHOMHYECKAN COCTaB BCEW TMOYBEHHOU (hayHBI
METO/IOM MeTa0apKOMHTa, aHAJIN3 PE3YJILTATOB MPO-
BOJIUJICSI HA YPOBHE CEMEWCTB MM 0OoJiee KPYITHBIX
TaKCOHOMHUYECKHUX enuHuIl [22, 34, 53, 55].

HaubGouibliiee 4uciao ceMeicTB, UACHTUOUITUPO-
BaHHBIX KaK MeTabapkoauHroMm (7 CEMEHCTB), Tak
1 o6oumu MeToiamu (6 ceMeicTB) ObLTO 0OHAPYKEHO
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y nBYKpbUIbIX (puc. 7). [lomuMo Hamuuus camux
JUYWHOYHBIX CTaIUil TpEACTAaBUTENCH 3TOTO OT-
psAaa, BBICOKOE YHCIIO CEMEHCTB, HACHTU(GUIHUPO-
BaHHBIX METa0apKOJAMHIOM, MOXET OBITh CBS3aHO
C HaJIMYWEM B MTOYBE IETHHOK WM UHBIX (pparMeH-
TOB, KOTOpBIE TOMAJX B IOYBY C IOBEPXHOCTH
OT UMaro HacekoMbIX [22, 56]. C 3TuM Takke Mo-
KET OBITh CBS3aHO HAJIWYHE JBYX CEMCHCTB
Lepidoptera B pe3ynbpTarax MeTabapKOIHHTA.

B mnameit pabore MopGhOIOTHUECKH METOI
OTpE/ICTICHHS BBISIBUII CYIIIECTBEHHO OOJIbIIee pas-
HOOOpasue 0ecro3BOHOYHBIX JKUBOTHBIX IO CpaB-
HEHUIO ¢ METa0apKOIUHTOM. DTOT PE3yibTaT Mpo-
TUBOpEYAT MHOTHM HCCIICIOBAaHHUSM, B KOTOPBIX
CPaBHHUBATMCH MOJIEKYJIIPHBIC U TPAJAUIOHHBIE TIO-
XOIBI B OIIEHKE Pa3HOOOpasus >KUBOTHBIX [57-59].
OnHako B HEKOTOPHIX paboTax oTMEYallach MEHb-
mas 3pPeKTUBHOCT METa0apKOJUHTA 10 CPaBHE-
HHUIO ¢ TPAAWIIMOHHBEIMHU MeTomamu [21, 52].

Hcnonb3oBaHHas HaMu Tpoleaypa Meradbapko-
JIMHra TOKa3aja HU3KYI CIHOCOOHOCTH BBISIBJIATH
pazHoOOpazne opuOaTh] M TaMa30BBIX KIEHIEH.
DTO0 HE COTJIACYETCS ¢ paHee MPOBEICHHON paboToi
[34], B xoTOpoii mpUMEHEHHAas HaMHU METOJMKA
MoKa3ana YAOBJICTBOPHUTEIbHBIE pe3ynbrarhl. Cilie-
YT TaKkXKe OTMETHTH ITOJTHOE OTCYTCTBHE JIOKIEBBIX
yepBeit (Lumbricidae) B pe3ynbratax merabapko-
munra. [Ipu oTpaboTke METOIMKH HCIONb3yeMas
HaMU TpaiiMepHasi cucreMa Oblila onmpoOoBaHa Ha
pAZe MHIAWBUIYATbHBIX )KUBOTHBIX, CPEIH KOTOPHIX
obu1 1 oguH BuA Lumbricidae. [lpu ammimndukanmm
JHK, BbIneneHHON U3 0fHON 0coOH, OBLIM TOMY-
YeHBl aMIUTHKOHBI, KOTOPHIE TIOCIIEe CEKBEHHPOBa-
HUS OBUTM YCHEUIHO HICHTH()HUIIMPOBAHBI 0
ypoBHs Bupa (BOLD: Aporrectodea caliginosa,
98,15 %). Kpome Ttoro, mcmomp30BaHHas HaMHU
npaiiMepHasi CUCTeMa B JPYIUx paboTax yCIEIIHO
UICHTU(OUIIUPOBAIA TOKACBBIX YEPBEH MPU MeTa-
Oapkoaunre [21, 60]. [ToaToMy MBI MOKEM HCKITIO-
YUTHh OTCYTCTBHE OT)KWTa NpaiiMepoB Ha ydacTKe
rera COI Lumbricidae. [Ipu noaroroBke 6ubmamo-
TEKA MBI HCIIOJIb30BalM PEaKTUBBI, aHAIOTHYHBIC
TEM, KOTOpBIE HCIOJIB30BAINCh B OPUTHHAIHHON
meroauke [34]. Tem He MeHEe U3-3a OTCYTCTBUS BU-
JUMOTO TPOJYKTa Ha 3JeKTpodope3e HaMm MpH-
[IUTOCHh YBEITMYUBATH TEMIIEPATYPy OTHKHTa IpaiiMe-
POB M KOJHMYECTBO IIMKJIOB KaK IMEPBHUYHOM, TaK
u unaekcuou I1HP. IToBelieHne temnepaTypsl OT-
JKUTa MOTJIO TIOBJHSTHh Ha CENIEKTUBHOCTH OT)KHTa
paiitMepoB K TeM WJIM HHBIM TakcoHaM [61]. [Toiry-
YEHUE OTIIMYAIONIUXCSI PE3yIbTaTOB IPU 00paboTKe
0o0pa3IioB W3 OJHOTO MECTOOOMTAaHWS OJMHAKO-
BBIMH pPEeaKTHBaMH, HO B Pa3HBIX JTA0OPATOPHSIX, OT-
MeJaJioch U panee [62].

Wnentudukanms TakcOHOB mpu Mop¢osioruye-
CKOM METOJIe OTIpEe/ICJICHHS BO MHOTOM 3aBHCHT OT
HaTU4Msl CICIUAINCTOB IO COOTBETCTBYIOIINM
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rpynmaM >KUBOTHBIX. Hampumep, onpenencHue 3H-
XUTPEUJ MPOBOJUTCS B KUBOM COCTOSHUU [63],
MOATOMY HMX HE YAIOCh ONPEACIUTh IO MOP(OI0-
THYECKUM MpH3HAKaM 10 poja winu Buna. Mera-
OapkoauHT BBIIBIII 10 BUIOB U3 4 POJOB SHXUT-
peun TpH BCeX THUNAX BO3ACHCTBUSA (pHC. 7).
Muoronoxku Pauropoda u Symphyla He ObuTH
ONpe/ieNICHBl HUXKE YpOBHsS Kiacca, Protura,
Thysanoptera, Psocodea, Trombidiformes He ObuH
UICHTU(OUIIMPOBAHBI HUXE YPOBHS OoTpsiga. Heko-
TOpBIC W3 ATHX TPYII OBUIM UACHTUDUIUPOBAHBI
MeTabapKOAWHTOM JI0 O0JIee HU3KUX TAKCOHOMUYE-
CKHX YpOBHEH. JTO TakKe BHECJIO BKJIAJ B pa3iu-
YU pe3yJIbTATOB ONPEACICHUS IBYMsI METOIaMU.

Jna nnerTudukanuym HyKICOTHIHBIX TTOCIEN0-
BaTeIbHOCTEH HaMmu Oblla BEIOpaHa 0a3a JaHHBIX
BOLD [38], HOCKOIBKY OHA SIBIISIETCS CIICITHATH3H-
poBaHHOI 0a30if JaHHBIX Merabapkojunra. Oj-
HAaKO OHA COAEPIKUT MEHbIIIee KOINIECTBO AaHHOTH-
POBaHHBIX TOCJIEIOBATEILHOCTEH IO CPaBHEHUIO,
Hanpumep, ¢ 6a3zoit nanaeix NCBI GenBank [64].
[lpu wunenTHdUKanyu Hamero Habopa IaHHBIX
o GenBank Obu1 0O0HapYXEH Psifi HEBBISIBICHHBIX
paHee TakCOHOB. B 4acTHOCTH, YBEIHYHMIIOCH KOJH-
YeCTBO CEMEWCTB KOJIEeMOON W KIeme, XOTs
YUCIIO MACHTHU(HUIIMPOBAHHBIX TaKCOHOB HACEKO-
MBIX MaJI0 OTJIMYAJIOCh OT PE3yJIbTATOB HIACHTH(H-
kanuu 1o 6aze BOLD.

B nByx mpobax HamMu ObLITH MIEHTH(PUIIMPOBAHEI
npeacTaBuTenn Oaktepuit u3 pomoB Wolbachia
U Rickettsia. DT OpraHU3MBbl SIBISIOTCS THITHYHBIMA
SHAOCUMOHMOHTaMH OECITO3BOHOYHEIX [65, 66] 1 MO-
TYT BIUATH HAa TEHETHYECKYIO CTPYKTYpPY UX TIOMy-
nsuid [67]. Panee cooOmianock 00 uaeHTH(UKA-
WU ITUX OaKTepHil B JNaHHBIX MeTa0apKOJIMHTa
[68, 69]. Hamu He OBITH MACHTU(DHUITUPOBAHBI IPY-
e PacCIpOCTPAaHCHHBIC Mapa3uThl OECIO3BOHOY-
HeIX (Apicomplexa, Nematoda). Tem He MeHee
MeTabapKoaAUHT 00Ia1aeT MOTSHIIUAIOM JIJIS BBISB-
JIeHWs Tapa3uTapHOW HAarpy3kH Ha COOOIIecTBa
MMOYBEHHBIX Oecmo3BoHOYHBIX [70, 71]. Monuduka-
1Sl METOAMK ¥ MTOTIOJHEHNE 0a3 TAaHHBIX TO3BOJIAT
OIIEHUTh HE TOJIBKO TaKCOHOMHUYECKHI COCTaB JKH-
BOTHBIX, HO M pa3HOOOpa3ue Ux MapasuToB, 4TO MO-
JKET ObITh BAXKHOUM XapaKTEPUCTHKON COCTOSTHUS CO-
00IIIeCTB MTOYBEHHBIX JKUBOTHBIX.

H3menenue uucieHHOCMU NOYGEHHbBIX DECnO0360-
HOYHbBIX

Hamu 6LIHO OTMCUYCHO UBMCHCHHUEC YHUCIICHHOCTHU
Me30(hayHbl B TOYBE MO/ INIACTHKOBOM IIEHKOH 110
CPaBHEHHIO C KOHTPOJIEM, HO 0OIIas YHCIEHHOCTD
MakpodayHbl HE HU3MEHAIACH IMPH 3KCIEPUMEH-
TaIbHOM BO37ieHcTBIH. CpaBHUMBIX PabOT, TPAKTY-
IOIINX BJIMSHKUE TUIACTUKOBOTO 3arpsi3HEHHS Ha CO-
oOmiecTBa IMeJOOMOHTOB B JIECHBIX IIOYBaX,

Vol. 8 (3), 2023

oOHaApyXHUTh HEe yaaloch. MccnenoBanus BIUSHUS
IJTACTUKOBOW MYJIbUM Ha OECITO3BOHOYHBIX KUBOT-
HBIX B arpoleHo3ax (pOKyCHpOBAIMCH MPEUMYIIIC-
CTBEHHO Ha CEJIhCKOXO3SIICTBEHHBIX BPEIUTEIIX,
Halpumep Kieuax, Tpumncax [72, 73] uiau Hemaro-
nax [74, 75]. Tonpko B OgHOW MyONHKAITHN OBLIO
OTMEUCHO CHIDKEHUE YHCICHHOCTH OOJBIIMHCTBA
TPYNI MOYBEHHBIX OCCIIO3BOHOYHBIX MOJ IUIACTH-
KOBOM MyJibU€l MO CpPaBHEHHUIO C OpPraHUYECKOu
pu BbIpamuBaHuyd KiayOHuku [11]. M3menenus
B COOOIIECTBE OECIIO3BOHOYHBIX aBTOPBI CBA3BIBAIOT
C MEHBIIIUM KOJIMYECTBOM IHUIIEBBIX PECYPCOB H U3-
MEHEHHEM BIIQXHOCTH TMOYBBI O] TUTACTHKOBOU
wieHkod. Heckolbko pa®oT MoOKa3alii CHUXKCHUC
YUCIIEHHOCTH HEKOTOPBHIX TEePHETOOHMOHTHBIX XKY-
skenw [14, 15], y9uTBIBaeMBIX C TIOMOIIIBIO JIOBY-
mek bapbepa, B mouBe Mo IIACTHKOBOW TICHKOM
[0 CPaBHEHUIO C MOYBOH, MyJbUYMPOBAHHON Opra-
HUYECKIMH MaTepuanaMu. OTMeqanoch yMeHbIIe-
HUe OOWMIUS JOXKAEBBIX YEpBEH MOJ YEPHOU Iia-
CTHUKOBOM 1uieHKo# [13].

IInmactukoBas IIeHKA, MOMOOHO AocKaMm [76]
WU KaMHM [77], MOYKET cOo37aBaTh YKPBITHS, TIPH-
BJICKAIOIINE HEKOTOPBIX MPEIACTABUTEICH MOYBCH-
HO# (baynpl. CraOwim3anus BIAKHOCTH ITOYBBI
¥ MEHBIIIasi ”HTEHCHBHOCTH CBETa MOTJIH CO3/1aBaTh
OJIarOTpUSATHBIE YCIOBUS HJIsi OECIO3BOHOYHEIX.
Mpbi 00HapyKWIIH YBEIMUYEHUE TOJ| IJICHKOW 00u-
TS MOKPHII, IOBEHIIBHBIX OCOOEH MOIyKeCTKO-
KpPBUIBIX U XUIIHBIX MHOTOHOXEK. [locnemnee co-
[JIacyeTcs ¢ JaHHBIMU O TIOBBIIICHUU YHCICHHOCTH
XUITHUKOB M0/ KaMHsIMHU [77-79].

B nByx Oworomax Ha Owmoctanmmm YepHOro-
JIOBKA OTMEYCHO CHIDKCHHE TO]] TUIEHKOW YHCIICH-
HOCTH OTJICJIbHBIX TaKCOHOB Me30(ayHbI, MMEI0-
IIMX BBICOKYIO YHCJICHHOCTh U TOHKHE XUTHHOBBIE
nokpossl (Collembola n Mesostigmata). CHuxeHue
YUCIEHHOCTH KOJUIEMOOJ IO/ TIaCTUKOBOW IIJICH-
KOH HaOMoqaI0Cch U B arporeHose [11]. Do sBie-
HHE MOXKHO CBA3aTh C HECKOJBKUMH (PaKTOpaMH.
M3-3a nepexsara omnaja NjacTUKOBOU IJIEHKOHN MO
HEH MOXXET CO3[aBaThCs ASQUIMT MHIIEBBIX CyO-
CTpaTOB; KPOME TOT0, OTCYTCTBHE OIajia YIpOIIaeT
MPOCTPAHCTBEHHYIO CTPYKTYPY BEPXHETO CIIOSI
MOYBHI, YMEHbINAss 00beM, B KOTOPOM MOTYT OOH-
TaTh MOYBEHHBIC Oecro3BoHOYHBIE [80, 81]. OTM™Me-
YEHHOE HAMU CHIDKEHHUE BIAKHOCTH BEPXHETO CIIOS
MOYBHI TAK)KE MOTJIO MIPUBOAUTH K CHUKECHUIO YHUC-
JIEHHOCTH KHUBOTHBIX [79].

Takxum 06pa3om, mocie 1eBITH MECSIIEB MO/ JIN-
CTaMH TUTIACTUKOBOHN IUICHKH MPOU3OIUIH U3MEHE-
HUS YUCIIEHHOCTH PSJia PacIpOCTPaHEHHBIX TaKCO-
HOB TOYBEHHBIX OECITIO3BOHOYHBIX. MBI HE 3HaeM
TOYHBIX MPUYINH 3TUX U3MECHCHUM, OTHAKO OHH, Be-
POSITHO, OTIPEACIISIIUCE TIOKATbHBIMU U3MEHEHUSIMU
Cpenbl OOUTaHuS, BRI3BAHHBIMH Pa3pBIBOM HETIOCpe-
CTBCHHOM CBSI3M MEXIY HA3eMHBIM WM TTOYBCHHBIM
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sApycaMu: MMPCKpPAIICHUEM MMOCTYIIIICHUA PACTUTCIIb-
HOI'0 OImaza U OCaJAKOB B MMOYBY, 3aMCIJICHUCM PO-
CTa TPaBAHOI'O IIOKPOBa W HCIAPCHUA IMOYBCHHOMU
BJIaru.

Buiasnenue enuanua naiacmuxa
HA MAKCOHOMUYECKYIO CIMPYKIYPY NOYGEHHDIX
0ecno360HOUHBIX PAZHBIMU MEMOOAMU

W3 Tpex moaxoaoB, UCMOIB30BAaHHBIX JUIS aHa-
JM3a BIIMSHUS TUIACTHKA HAa TaKCOHOMHYECKYIO
CTPYKTYPY TOYBEHHBIX OECHO3BOHOYHBIX, TOJBKO
MoOp(hoIoTHYeCKU METO MMOKa3ajl 3HAYUMBIE pa3-
JUYUS MEKAY TIOYBOW, ITOKPBITOW IUIACTHKOM,
Y KOHTPOJIBHO# nouBoi. [laHHBIE MeTabapKOIMHTa
MTOKAa3aJI¥ BIUSHHUE IJIACTHKA TOJIBKO TPU HCIIONb-
3oBannu BIIA. Ananus ¢ ucnonp3oBanueM Mmopho-
JOTMYECKOTO METO/1a ONPEACICHUS U HICHTUDHULIU-
POBaHHBIX TIOCIEIOBATENFHOCTEH MO 0a3e MaHHBIX
BOLD npoBoauscs Ha ypoBHE CEMENHCTB, TOT/1a KaK
UCTIONB30BaHNe MH(OpMALMK O COCTaBE TOYHBIX
BIIA nompa3ymeBaeT KakK MEXKBHUIOBBIE, TakK
¥ BHYTPUBHIIOBBIC PA3INUUs OpraHu3MoB [82, 83].
Takum 00pa3oM, BBICOKOE TaKCOHOMHYECKOE pas-
pemrenne BITA kommencupoBano HuU3KYIO 3ddek-
TUBHOCTh MeTa0apKOIWHTa W TIOKA3aJI0 HaJHdne
pas3auuuil  MEXIYy TPYNIUAPOBKAMH IKUBOTHBIX
B TIOYBE ITOJT TUNTACTUKOBOH IJICHKOW M HA KOHTPOJIb-
HBIX TDIOMIAKAaX, XOTS U C OUYeHb HU3KUM YPOBHEM
3HAYUMOCTH. PaHee ObLTO MOKa3aHo, 9TO MeTabapKo-
JIMHT HE BCETJa ObIBAET JIOCTATOYHO YyBCTBUTEIICH,
4TOOBI OTPa3UTh HEOOIBIINE U3MEHEHHSI B TAKCOHO-
MHYECKOM COCTaBE TIOYBEHHBIX KUBOTHBIX [60].

ITockonpKy HaHHBIC METa0ApKOAMHTA U MOPGO-
JIOTHYECKOTO OMNpEAETIeHHs TOTy4YeHbl IPU U3BIIE-
YeHWH XKUBOTHBIX U3 JIBYX Pa3HBIX ITOJIOBUH OJHON
pOoOBI, MBI HE MOYKEM TOYHO COOTHOCHUTH BCTpeda-
€MOCTh TaKCOHOB, OIICHEHHYIO ABYMS METOJaMHU.
Tem He MeHEe MOKHO YTBEPIKAATh, YTO, HATIPUMED,
Parasitidae (ogHO M3 HamboJiee YaCTO BCTpEUaro-
muxcs cemeiicts Mesostigmata) uMenn HaMHOTO
OOIBITYI0 BCTPEYaeMOCTh B Mpo0ax, 4eMm ITOKa-
3aa MOJEKYJSpHO-TeHeTHYeCcKas HWAeHTH(UKa-
uus. [lo gaHHBIM MOpP(OJIIOTHYECKOTO METoAa,
YHCJICHHOCTh, H, KaK CleAcTBUe, Onomacca Meso-
stigmata (a ciemoBarenbHO, 1 komdecTBo ux JJHK)
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B Ipo0ax Mo/ IIAaCTUKOM ObLIa 3HAYUTEIBHO HIDKE
[0 CpaBHEHHUIO CO MHOTHMH JPYTHMH TaKCOHAMH,
YTO MOTJIO OOYCJIOBJIMBATh MEHBIIYIO KOHIICHTPA-
LU0 JHK B HTOTOBOM OuOIMOTEKE.
UzBectHO, 4YTO 3()(PEKTHBHOCTH MOIJIEKYISAPHO-
TCHETHYECKOW MICHTH(HUKAITIN TaKCOHOB OTIpee-
JSIETCS  COOTHOIICHHEM KOJMYECTBA BHOCHUMOM
TKaHH B CMecH >XKUBOTHBIX [33, 51, 84]. Cmoco6-
HOCTh MeTa0apKOAWHTA BEISBJISATH TAKCOHBI B TIPO-
0ax B 3aBHCHMOCTH OT HX YHCJICHHOCTH MOXKET
OBITh MOTCHIIMATLHBIM MHIUKATOPOM OOmIus Oec-
MTO3BOHOYHBIX B PA3HBIX 3KOJOTHUECKUX YCIOBHSIX
[58]. OrcyrcTBHE MOAOOHBIX 3aKOHOMEPHOCTEH
B CJIy4ae HOTOXBOCTOK MOXET OBITh CBSI3aHO C TEM,
YTO MeTaOAPKOAMHT B IIEJIOM TTOKa3al c1abyro cro-
COOHOCTh K wuACHTU(DHUKAINH KOJUIeMOOJ, He-
CMOTpPSI Ha MX BBICOKYIO YHCJICHHOCTh. BcTpeuae-
Mocthb Curculionidae u Staphylinidae B pa3HbIx
BapHaHTax JKCIIEPUMEHTa ObLIA CXOIHBIM 00pa3oM
OLICHEHA JIByMSI METOJaMH M 3TH TPYIIIBI B IEJIOM
XOPOIIO UACHTUDUITUPOBATUCH META0APKOMHIOM.
DTO MOTJIO OBITH CBSI3aHO C OOJNBIINEH CEIIEKTHBHO-
CTBIO TIPaiMEPOB K JaHHBIM TaKCOHAM, XOTsI PaHee
3TO0 He ObLT0 oTMeueHo [21, 34].

Ilo pesympTaTam IUCKPUMHUHAHTHOTO aHajH3a
MOHO 3aKITFOYNTE, YTO HAWTYYIITHUM TTOIXO0I0M ISt
pa3aesieHus] THIIOB BO3ACUCTBUS OKazayics MopQo-
JOTHYeCKU MeToJ| onpeneicHus. OHAKO, YIUTHI-
Bas CWIIBHOE TIEPEKPhIBAHKE DIIIUIICOB B MPOCTPAH-
CTBE IUCKPUMHHAHTHBIX (DYHKIHMH, Iaxe C ero
MIOMOIIIbI0 HaMU HE OBLIO IMOKA3aHO CYIICCTBEH-
HOTO HU3MCHCHHS COCTaBa COOOIISCTB IOYBCHHBIX
0CCII03BOHOYHBIX TTOCIIC IEBATH MECSIICB YKCITOHM-
pOBaHUS TUIACTUKOBOW IJIEHKU. BO3MOXHO, BpeMst
SKCIO3UIMH TUIACTHUKA OBLJIO HEIOCTATOYHBIM,
9TOOBI IPUBECTH K CHIIBHBIM H3MEHEHHUSM TaKCOHO-
MHYECKOI'0 COCTaBa COOOIIECTB MOUBEHHBIX 0ECIIO-
3BOHOYHBIX. TeM HE MEHEE HAINYHE KOPPENIAIUU
JTUCKPUMUHAHTHBIX (DYHKITUI 000WX MTOAXO0JIOB Me-
TabapKOIWHTa CO CTATUCTHYECKH 3HAYMMOM IHC-
KPUMUHAHTHOM PyHKIIMEH MOP(OIOTHUECKOTO Me-
TOa TOBOPUT O MOTEHIUAIEHOW BO3MOXKHOCTHU
MeTa0apKOJWHTA BBIABIATH M3MEHEHUS TaKCOHO-
MHYECKOI'0 COCTaBa COOOIIECTB MOYBEHHBIX 0ECIIO-
3BOHOYHBIX.
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