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Annomayusn. JIns coxpaHeHusi OMOIOTUYECKOTO PazHOOOpas3usi HEOOXOAUMO TTOHUMaHUE TeHETUYECKOH CTPYK-
TYpBI TOMYNALNN OCHOBHBIX BHJIOB JIPEBECHBIX PACTCHUH, MMOCKOJIBKY 3TO JaeT Haubosee MOITHOE MpeacTaBie-
HHUE O SABJICHUAX MOIMMOp(hH3Ma, N3MEHUNBOCTU M THOPUIM3AINH, YTO MO3BOJSAET OOHAPYKHUTh TEHETUYESCKH U
(deHoTUIIMYECKH pa3induMble oABUIbL. [lonyueHHas nHpOpMALUS TOMOXKET ONPEACIUTh ONTUMAJIbHBIE YCIIO-
BUS OOUTAHMS U OXPaHBI MPOMBIIIICHHO [IEHHBIX XBOWMHBIX OOpealbHbIX BUIOB (Hanpumep, Pinus sylvestris L.).
Ieabro uccaen0BaHUs ABIAIOCH IPOBEICHUE aUIO3UMHOr0 aHanu3a 10 momynsauit P, sylvestris Ha TeppUTOPHH
Sxytun u [puamypes. OaHO# U3 POOIEeM MOMYJISIIMOHHONW OMOJIOTHH APEBECHBIX PACTEHUH SIBISIETCS ONpe/e-
nenue peHoreHeTHdeckor AudpepeHnnanny pacTeHui B peesax Bcero apeana. B cBs3u ¢ 3TUM sl IaHHOTO
UCCIIe0BaHus ObLTH BHIOPAHBI JIaHIIA(QTHO-TETEPOreHHBIE ATFOBUAIbHBIC PABHUHBI SIKYTHH, a TAK)Ke JIOTOIHHU-
tenbHo Haropwe [Ipramypbs, otienenubie CraHoBbIM XpeOTOM. Pe3yiabrarhl. bt 00HapykeH ropas3no MeHbIINH
nonuMop(du3M, a Takke 3HAYUTENbHO Oosee peskas nuddepennmanms nonynsiuid cocHsl [Ipuamypbst (ypoBeHb
reorpaMuecKoil pachl) OT NOMYJSIIMN SIKyTHH, Y KOTOPBIX YPOBEeHb TU(depeHInaluy He MPEeBhICUII TOpora reo-
rpadudeckux rpymi. [loka3aHbl 3HaUNTENBHBIC PA3NUYH MEXKIY MomyasausaMu SIkytuu u [lpuamypbs mo muc-
TaHuusIM MaxanaHoOuca, pacCYMTaHHBIX HAa OCHOBaHMUHU 19 Mopdosiornyeckux nMpu3HaKkoB mumek. Mexuy juc-
TaniusmMu Maxanano6uca (D?) v reneTudeckumu quctanimsamu Hest (D, ) nosydena nojoKuTebHas TMHeHHast
3aBUCUMOCTH (R? = 0.4159). Hayunasi HoBu3Ha. OOHApY)KeHA TOMUHAHTHAS POJIb B TIPOMCXOKICHUH SIKYTCKUX
nonynsiui P, sylvestris Tpex cuOMpckux rpymnmnoBo-nocreneHHbix pyook (I'TIP) — Teiaasl, Pomanosku, Upkyr-
CKa — U YMeHblIeHHe reHerudeckoro cxoncrsa ['TIP o Mepe ux ynanenus ot SIkyTtuu. Ynanoch CTaTUCTUYECKU
HOJITBEPIMTh PErHOHAIBHOE NOfIpas/ieeHue amenodonaa nonymsiuuid P, sylvestris SIkyTuy Ha TPYIIIbI, OHA U3
KOTOpBIX — 3anaaHas (Butum, Bumoiick), Bropast mpuypodeHa Kk 00mupHoi (BO3MOKHO, MUTPAIIOHHO ) 06JacTi
OacceitHoB pek Jlensl 1 Annana.

Knrouesvie cnosa: Slkyrus, llpuamypse, P. sylvestris, nomyisiys, reorpadudeckas auddhepeHuanys, reHeTuye-
CKas TUCTaHIUS, TUCTaHIMK MaxanaHoOuca.
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IMocTtanoBka npodaemsl (Introduction)

Bompocsl mOMysSIIMOHHON OUOJOTHU JIPEBECHBIX
BUJIOB PACTEHUN HE TEPSAIOT CBOEH aKTyaJbHOCTH.
HawuBakneimmM siBIsieTcst n3ydeHue ux GpeHoreHoreo-
rpaduueckoii nudhepeHImanuy B npeaeaax apeaios,
B YaCTHOCTH, COCHBI OOBIKHOBEHHOU (P sylvestris)
[1, c. 283; 2, c. 111; 3, c. 389; 4, c. 1201; 5, c. 1215;
6,c.274;7; 8, c. 41; 9, c. 16]. B aToM maHe retepo-
TeHHBIE aJUTIOBHABbHBIC paBHUHBI SKyTuu u Haropes
[Ipuamypss, koTopsle n30aMpoBaHbl CTaHOBBIM Xped-
TOM, TIPEJICTABIISIIOTCS HanboJiee MHTEPECHBIMU 00BEK-
TaM¥ JUT U3yUCHHS.

Lenp Hameit paboThI 3akioyanach B CPaBHUTEIb-
HOM aHall3e aJUIO3UMHON M (PEHOTHUIUYECKOH CTPYK-
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Typbl ¥ Auddeperumanuu nomyisiuuid Skytun u [pu-
amypbs. MTOrM Hamied wHcCiIenoBaTeabcKoi padoThI
MOT'YT OBITh 3aMMCTBOBAHbI JJIsI IPOPAOOTKH MEp I10
CEJIEKLIIMOHHOMY U JIECOCEMEHHOMY pallOHUPOBAHUIO,
OpraHM3alK OXpaHbl TEHO(POH/A €CTECTBEHHBIX I10-
MyNsUUd, BKIIOYas M MPOBEIEHHE MalbHEHMIINX HC-
CJI€ZI0BaHUH MOMYJISIIMOHHO-TEHETHUECKON CTPYKTYPBI
OCHOBHBIX JiecooOpa3yronux BunoB [10, c. 1914]. HU3y-
YEeHUE MOMyIAHOHHO-TeHETUYECKOH CTPYKTYpBI OCTa-
€TCsl IepBOOYEpeIHOMN 3a1aueH, B pe3yabTaTe PeLIeHus
KOTOPOH BO3MOXKHO YCIIEIIHOE BBISBICHHE CTEIECHU
TEHETUYECKOTO, a TaKKe M (PEHOTHITNYECKOTO ITOJIH-
Mopdu3Ma, BBISBICHHE B apeaje TeHeTHUECKH Pa3HO-
POZHBIX MOMYISIMIA — UX Teorpaduieckux rpym, pac
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unonsunoB [11,c.4;12,c¢.2;13,¢.1079; 14, c. 14; 15,
c. 6;16,c.2; 17, c. 8; 18, c. 467; 19, c. 6; 20, c. 87].
Pa3paboTka MOMyssIIMOHHOM, TaKCOHOMHYECKOW (Qe-
HOTUIIMYECKON CTPYKTYPbl BHUJIOB SIBISIETCSI HAy4YHOU
OCHOBOI U151 COXpaHEeHUsI pa3HooOpa3us reHohoH A U
MOCIIETYIONIET0 €ro PalMoOHAIBFHOTO UCIOIb30BAHUS.

P sylvestris — 1MUPOKO PacHpOCTPAHCHHBIN BH/T
cemeiictBa Pinaceae. Pactenue npencrasiser coboi
JiepeBo BeIcOTOM 110 25-40 M u 0,5-1,2 M B nuametpe
[21, c. 51]. Kpona u3MeHumBa, IproOOpeTaeT pasHOo-
Opasuyo dopmy.

umiku niuHOM 3—6 ¢M, KOHUYECKOU (POPMBI, CUM-
METPHUYHbIC WM IOYTH CUMMETPHYHBIE, CO3PEBAIOT B
HOsIOpe — aekadpe, yepe3 20 MecsileB IOCIe OIblie-
HUS, PACKpbIBAIOTCS B (peBpajie — anpese U OnaaaroT
BCKOpE TIOCIIE OChINaHus ceMsiH. Yelyiku pomoOude-
CKO# (hOpMBI, OT INIOCKKX JI0 BBIMYKJIBIX, PEIIKO KPIOU-
KOBarble (C IOJHBIM JMAIa30HOM BapHaLUi MEXIy
HUMH), C MEJIKOM OCTPOKOHEUHOW JOpCaJIbHOW Ma-
Kymkoil. CemeHa yepHble JUIMHON 4—5 MM C KpBIJIOM
12-20 mm. Ha ocHOBaHMH OKpacky CEMEHHBIX 4elryn
ObUTH BBIJIEJICHBI pa3HOOOpasHble Mopdonoruyeckne
(dopmsI cocHsl [22].

Cy1iecTByeT HECKOJIBKO BAPHAHTOB JAHHOTO BHJA.
Bapuanus sylvestris Bctpedaercst B EBporie ot IlloT-
nmanauu 1 Mcmanum Ha BocTok U uepe3 CeBepHyIo
Aszuto noutn 70 nodepexnst Tuxoro oxeana. B Cesep-
Hoit EBpasuu — Ha BbicoTe 10 1000 M OT ypoBHS Mops,
B FOxHo#t EBpore Tonbko Beime 500 M B ropax u a0
2400 m B ucnanckoit Creppa-HeBage. OTCyTCTByeT B
BOCTOYHBIX TPUOPEKHBIX pailoHax CuOMpH, peaKo u
JIOKQJIBHO BCTPEYAETCS B CeBEPO-BOCTOUHONH CHOMPH.

Bapuanr hamata ornvuaercs miaBHBIM 00pazoM
XUMHYECKUM cOCTaBOM cMouibl. Kax mpaBuio, nmeer
Oosiee BBIPQKEHHBIE KPIOYKOBH/HBIE ano(u3bl, 4em
00BIYHO. 3UMOH JIHCThsI OCTAIOTCS OOJiee SIPKO-CHHE-
3eieHbIMH. JlaHHasi Bapuanysi OepeT CBOe Hayajio C
bankanckoro nonyocrpoBa, ceBepa Typuuu u 1oro-3a-
nagHoro 3akaBkaszbsi. [Ipouspacraer Ha BeicoTe 500—
2600 m.

Bapuanust mongolica orau4aercs Tem, 4YTO ee
HIMIIKK 00Jiee I'yCTO MOKPBITHI CMOJIOH, HO HE Ha BCEX
JIEPEBbSIX 3TO BUIHO. JINCTBAa UMEET TEHJICHLIUIO OBbITh
OoJsiee TyCKIIOM, MEHee roiyboBaToil u Oojee cepo-3e-
JICHOHM, a 3UMOM Jaxke kenTo-cepoil. PaiioH pacmpo-
ctpanenus Ha Beicote 300-2000 M Hax ypoBHEM Mops,
oxBarbiBaeT Monronuio, CeBepo-3anaanbiii Kuraii,
I0Oxuyr0 Cubuph, BKIOYAsE 3HAYUTCIBHYIO TEPPHUTO-
puro B 3abaiikasibe. YacTo oTMedaeTcs Ha CyXHX CKIIO-
Hax WIK TIeCYaHbIX TT0YBax.

Bapuanust lapponica xapakrepusyercs 0oynee Ko-
POTKMMH, O0JIee JOJITOKHUBYIIUMH JIUCTBSIM (59 Jer).
OcHoBHBIE MOP(]OJIOTHYECKHE TMapaMeTpbl JTOi Ba-
pHALUK 3HAYUTENILHO MEPEKPHIBAIOTCS, YTO BBI3bIBACT
CJIOKHOCTH B JIETEKTUPOBaHUM 00pa3ioB. OTMedyeHa B
Hopseruu, [Isennn, @unigHauu 1 Ha OpUIIETarOLIUX
Teppuropusix PO k cerepy ot 65° c. m. [22].

il il ol il il ol

Bunsl pona Pinus TOBOJIBHO Y4acTo 00pas3yroT ¢ep-
TUJIbHBIE THOPH/IBI, B CBSI3U C Y€M BEJIETCS MHOTO pa-
00T 110 TeHEeTUYECKO UISHTU(DHUKALMHE HOBBIX ITOJBH-
noB u Bapuanuid. Hanpumep, B 2005 r. mpoBoauioch
uccleioBanue npezacrasutencit P sylvestris, P. mugo
M MX THOpHJIOB. BbIIO yCTaHOBJIEHO, YTO TMOPUIHBIE
cemena P, sylvestris x P. mugo obnanarot 0oJiee BbICO-
KM TIOTEHIIMAJIOM BCXOXKECTH, YEM CEMEHa OT CaMo-
OIBIJICHUS], KOHTPOJIMPYEMOI'O BHYTPHBHIOBOTO CKpe-
IIMBaHMs U OTKPBITOTO onbuieHus [23, ¢. 132].

Ha pnaHHbBIi MOMEHT Wu3BecTeH rubpun P fun-
ebris (cocHa morpe0alibHast), KOTOPBI TOJIy4eH NpU
ckpeuuBanun P. sylvestris u P. densiflora. OT cocHbl
OOBIKHOBEHHO! ruOpuIbl U HEpEeHIIUPYIOTCS 10 CIie-
JYIOIIMM TapaMeTpam: 3a0CTPEHHbIE KOHYCOBHIHBIC
W y3KHE TOYKH, MyTOBYATOE IIOJIOKEHHE JIAHIIETHBIX
Yeuryi, KOTOpble OTBOPAUYUBAIOTCSI K OCHOBAHHUIO 110Y-
KU U HIMEIOT KPacHOBATO-30JI0THCTO-KOPUYHEBBIH 1[BET,
OKalMJICHHBIH Kpal peako Oaxpomuyarsril. [Ipusnaka-
MU, 00BEUHSIOINE THOPHU]I C COCHOI OOBIKHOBEHHOIH,
SIBJISTFOTCSI XBOMHKHU ¢ HEOOJIBIIUM KHJIEM BHU3Y U Oc-
JIBIMH YCTBHYHBIMU TIOJIOCKaMH, IUICHYAThIe Kpasl 10-
YEUHBIX YEUIyH, IIUIOBATOCTh KUJISl TPOPHILIOB.

P. funebris u P. densiflora o0benuHsICT CTPOCHUE
BEreTaTHBHBIX OPraHoB. Yelryn moyeK UMEroT JIaHLIeT-
HYIO WIH y3KOJIAHIETHYIO (JOPMY, OHU TECHO COJMMKE-
HBI JIPYT C JpyroM, o0pasysi TeM caMbIM I0J00He My-
ToBKU. Taioke 4yeuryn OpaxuOiacToB CHUIBHO COIMIKe-
HBI ApYT ¢ Apyrom. Ho npu 3ToM cocHa norpebasibHas
ominuaercsi 0ojiee CBETIBIMH OTTEHKAMH ITOYEYHBIX
Yeulyi, 4enryeBUIHbIX JIMCTHEB B OCHOBAHUM ITyYKOB
XBOHU. 3aKpyINICHHOE OCHOBAaHUEM KHIIb MPO(UILIOB Y
COCHBI IOrpedabHON UMEeT MIMIOBAThIA Kpaid, OCHO-
BaHHE €ro 3arpyricHo, a y P. densiflora — xpaii ropos-
4aThlii, OCHOBaHUE 00pyOIsIeHO. B 11esiom cocHa morpe-
OanbHast MOPQOIIOTHYECKH COJIEPIKUT NPUZHAKH 000HX
BunoB P. sylvestris u P. densiflora, HO X mocienHemMy
Buny P. funebris crout omke [24, c. 43].

CocHa HCTIOJIB3yeTCsl KaK CTPOEBOW Marepuall, Tak-
)K€ M3 Hee JIOOBIBAIOT JIErOTh, CMOJY, CKHITUIAPHOE
Macio, kauudosb. Craakas couHas 3a00JI0Hb B HEKO-
TophIx MecTax CHOMpPU HCIONB3YyeTCs B mHILy. Ddup-
HbIE Macja COCHbI IPUMEHSIOTCS B KOCMETOJIOTHH, a
TaK)Ke B KAYECTBE MH/IMKATOPA 3arps3HEHNsI OKPYIKar0-
et cpensl [25, c. 127].

MeToaosorusi 1 MeToabl uccaenoBanusi (Methods)

OCHOBHBIM METOJMUYECKHM IIOJIXOJIOM, BKJIIOYAs
W PsAJl OPUTHHAIBHBIX METOAOB, ObLI CPaBHUTEIbHBIN
aHaAJIM3 MOMYJSIHMOHHBIX BBIOOPOK P sylvestris Ha
tepputopun Axytun u Ilpumamypss (puc. 1). B xozxe
peanu3aluy OCTaBJICHHBIX 3a7a4 ObUl BBIIOJHEH
QIJIO3UMHBIA aHaiu3 B 10 HOMYJSIIMOHHBIX BBIOOP-
Kax, BkIouaomuid 500 gepeBbeB, Takke aHanu3 23
Mopdosorndeckux npusHakos mmmek. K 10 momyss-
IUsIM T0OABWIINCH ellle 2 TOIMYJISIUK, W3yYSHHbIE 110
MOp]OIIOrHYecKUM MpHU3HaKaM mmuinek: OTBaKHBIA U
JKuranck (Tabnuua 1). B aHanmise ucnonb3oBaiu Hau-
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Oosiee KOHCEPBAaTHBHbIE M CTAOMJIbHBIE KOJIMYECTBEH-
Hble (PEHOTUNHYECKHE MapKephl ([, — JMHa HIHILIKY;
J, — IVIMHA WIMIIKK OT CamOro IMMPOKOTO MECTa JI0
ocHopanus; JI /]I — OTHOCHTENbHAs JUIMHA LIMILIKH;
I, — mmpuna 3akpeiTod wmkwy; I, — mmpuna pac-
kpbiToii mmniky; HL/JT, — oTHOCHTENbHAS MIMPHHA
3aKkpeITol muimkw; I /JT  — oTHOCHTeNbHAs KMpPHHA
packpeITOd mmmky; Y, — uucno venryi; JI, — anmvna
YEllyd W3 CaMOro IMMPOKoro mecra rmwiku; I, —
IIUPHUHA Yellyd U3 CaMOro HIMPOKOrO MECTa HIMIIKH;
I, /J1,, — oTHOCHTENbHAs MpPUHA Yelyn; [, — -
Ha camoi prriﬂoﬁ HeIIyH Y OCHOBAHYLA IIHIIIKIH; I, -
IIUPHUHA CAMOM KPYIHOM Yellyd Y OCHOBAHUS HIMIIKH;
C, — uMHa ceMeHH, BKIIIOYas Kpbuiatky; [l . — mimHa
CEMEHU, UCKIIoUas Kpbutarky; L. — mupuna cemeny,
I /M. — oTHOCUTeNbHAS IIMpUHA ceMenu; [l — -
Ha TONBKO Kpbutatky; I — muMpuHa TONBKO KpbLiar-
ku; C, — uneno cemsn; C; — YHUCIO CHENBIX CEMSH,
C,, — uncno nycteix ceMsH; C, — YUCI0 HENOPa3BUTBIX
CeMsH), TIPU3HAKU T€HEPATUBHBIX OPraHOB — HCIIOJIb-
3YIOTCSl JJIsS OLIEHKH BHYTPHUBHJIOBOW HM3MEHYUBOCTH
y XBOMHBIX JpeBECHBIX BUIOB [26, c. 181; 27, c. 421;
28,¢.92;29,c. 111].

Juist ananu3a cTpyKTypbl aJul03MMOB Opaiin Hanbo-
Jiee KPYIHBIC BEreTaTUBHBIC TIOYKH C TI0OEroB. AHAIN3
JK€ MPOBOJIMJICSI HAMU IO PaHee IUPOKO OMHUCAHHBIM
meronam [30; 31, c. 256; 32, c. 219; 33] ¢ HEKOTOPHI-

£ o < o
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Puc. 1. I'eo.

X //N( x 7 e N -
epaguueckoe nonoxcerue uydenvix nonyasuuii P. sylvestris Axymuu u Ipuamypos

MU JIOCTYITHBIMHM BapuauusiMu [7], B OnoKax BepTH-
KaJbHOTO TMOJMaKpuiIaMuaHoro Teist B Tpuc-OTA-
OoparHoii OydepHoii cucteme 1o 16 OSIKOBBIM KOZH-
pytomium Jiokycam 10 ¢hepMEHTHBIX cUCTEM (BKIJIFOYAs
14 nonumop¢HbIX): ankoronpaeruaporenaza — ADH
(K.®. 1.1.1.1, 2 nokyca); miyramaraeruaporeHasa —
GDH (K.@. 1.4.1.3, 1 mokyc); 6-dpocdormrokoHare-
rugporenasa — 6-PGD (1.1.1.43, 1 nokyc); mmkumar-
neruaporerasa — SKDH (K.®. 1.1.1.25, 2 nokyca);
dochormokomyraza — PGM (K.®. 2.7.5.1, 2 nokyca);
madopasa — DIA (K.®. 1.6.4.3, 1 nokyc); miyTamMarok-
cananerarrpancamunaza — GOT (K.®. 2.6.1.1, 3 mo-
kyca); popmuaraeruaporenasa — FDH (K.®. 1.2.1.2,
1 nokyc); cynepokcupaucmyraza—SOD (K.d. 1.15.1.1,
2 Jokyca); acrepaza ¢uoopecientHas — EST-f
(K.®. 3.1.1.2, 1 snokyc) [34, c. 2], [35, c. 182]. Ha oc-
HOBAHMH IOJYYEHHBIX JJAHHBIX 00 aJNI03UMHOM CTPYK-
Type ObUIM pacCuUnTaHbl KaK T€HETHYECKHE AUCTAHIHN
Hes (DN,,), Tak W mapaMeTpbl BHYTPHIOMYJISALMOH-
Horo noaumopdusma [36, ¢. 584; 37, ¢. 378; 38, c. 2].
Pesynbrarel crarucTudeckd 00pabOTaHbl IAKETOM
nporpamMm BYOSYS [39, c. 281]. KnacrepHslii ananu3
(MeTojl MapHO-TPYMIIOBBIX HEB3BELICHHBIX CPEIHHUX,
UPGMA) paccuuran nakerom nporpamm NTSYS.2.1
[40]. T'enHoTakCOHOMHYECKUN DPAHT MOMYJIALUN MpH-
CBAaMBAJICS HA OCHOBAaHWM PaHEE PACCUMTAHHOMW IIKa-
JIbI TEHOCUCTEMATHYeCKOW mucTaHuuii [6, c. 279].

B/ &

Fig. 1. The geographical position of the populations of P. sylvestris in Yakutia and Amur region
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Tabmuua 1

Teorpadmueckue xoopguHatel nonynauuit P. sylvestris Axyruu u Ilpuamypps

H Koopaunaret BbicoTa Hajg
azBaHue Coxpaienune
IMupora JoJrora YPOBHEM MOpsi, M
Aunjan Al 58737’ 125721 681
Awmra AMm 60°55 131°55° 211
Buutrorick B 63°45° 121739’ 112
Butum Bt 59727 112°33’ 210
OJeKMHUHCK On 60°22’ 12026’ 214
SlkyTck Sk-1 62°05° 129°38’ 207
VYere-Mas Ym 60725 13432 172
Huxuwmii [acyueit HIT 50°31° 115°07° 612
Apxapa Ap 49°25° 130°04’ 161
OTBaXXHBIN OT 49°21° 130°06’ 126
JKuranck Kr 66°46’ 123°22° 71
Terama Tax 55°09° 124°43° 547
Heprourpu Hep 56°39° 124°43° 850
CBOOOIHBIH Csn 51°23 128°08’ 190

IIpumeuarue. N - Konu4ecmeso depesves.
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geographical position of the populations of P. sylvestris in Yakutia and Amur region

Table 1

Sample name

Cipher

Geographical coordinates

Altitude, m

Latitude Longitude
Aldan Al 5837 125721 681
Amga Am 60°55° 131°55° 211
Vilyuysk Vi 63°45’ 121°39° 112
Vitim Vit 5927 112°33’ 210
Olekminsk Ol 60722 120°26° 214
Yakutsk Yakl 62°05’ 129°38’ 207
Ust’-Maya Um 60°25° 134°32° 172
Nizhniy Casuchey NC 50°31’ 115°07° 612
Arkhara Ar 49°25° 130°04° 161
Otvazhnyy Ot 49°21° 130°06° 126
Zhigansk Zhg 66°46° 123°22 71
Tynda Tnd 55°09° 124°43° 547
Neryungri Ner 56°39’ 124°43° 850
Svobodnyy Sy 51°23’ 128°08° 190
Note. N - number of trees.
Tabnuua 2
ITapameTpsI reHeTHYeCKOTO MOMMMOp¢du3mMa B Bbi6opkax P. sylvestris SAxytun u Ilpuamypps
Honyasiuusi | N \ A \ P, \ H \ H
SkyTus
Sxrl 47,9 24+03 75,0 0,29 +0,06 0,30 £ 0,06
SkT2 46,0 22+03 68,8 0,31 +£0,06 0,29 +£ 0,06
Onx 39,3 24+0,3 75,0 0,28 + 0,06 0,29 £ 0,06
Bk 46,9 2,3+£0,3 68,8 0,28 + 0,06 0,28 £ 0,06
Btm 47,8 2,5+0,3 75,0 0,29 +0,06 0,29 £ 0,06
Ann 47,8 24+03 81,3 0,26 + 0,05 0,27 £ 0,06
Amr 47,9 2,1+0,3 68,8 0,29 + 0,06 0,29 +£ 0,06
YM 47,8 2,1+0,2 75,0 0,26 + 0,05 0,27 £ 0,05
Mx+tm 46,4+29 2,3+0,15 73,5+44 0,28 +0,02 0,29 £ 0,01
IIpuamypbe
Ap 47,9 2,2+0,3 68,8 0,25 £ 0,06 0,24 + 0,05
HIL 439 23+03 75,0 0,27 +£ 0,06 0,27 £ 0,05
Mx+m 459+2.8 2,25+0,07 71,9 +44 0,27 £ 0,01 0,25+ 0,02

Tpumeuarue. N - uucno 06pasy06, A — cpedree uuczo anneneti Ha 10Kyc, %, H, - oxcudaemas zemepo3uzomnocmo,

P, - npouenm nonumopdruix noxycos (p < 0.01), H - nabnodaemas zemeposuzomuocmo, Mx - cpedree, +m — ouwiubxa cpedrezo.
HTugpot 8vi60pok cm. 6 mabauye 1.
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Table 2
Parameters of genetic polymorphism in samples of P. sylvestris of Yakutia and Amur region
Population | N \ A \ P, \ H \ H
Yakutia
Yakl 479 24+£03 75.0 0.29 £ 0.06 0,30 £0.06
Yak2 46.0 22+03 68.8 0.31 £0.06 0.29 £0.06
ol 39.3 24+0.3 75.0 0.28 +0.06 0.29 +0.06
Vi 46.9 23+03 68.8 0.28 +0.06 0.28 +0.06
Ve 47.8 25+0.3 75.0 0.29 £ 0.06 0.29 £ 0.06
Al 47.8 24+03 81.3 0.26 = 0.05 0.27 £0.06
Am 479 21+03 68.8 0.29 £ 0.06 0.29 £ 0.06
UM 47.8 2102 75.0 0.26 = 0.05 0.27 £ 0.05
Mx+m 46.4£2.9 23+0.15 73.5+4.4 0.28 +0.02 0.29 £0.01
Amur region

Ar 47.9 2.2+0.3 68.8 0.25 +0.06 0.24 +0.05
NC 43.9 2.3+0.3 75.0 0.27 £ 0.06 0.27 £0.05
Mx£tm 45.9+2.8 2.25+£0.07 71.9+ 4.4 0.27 £0.01 0.25+0.02

Note. N - number of trees, A — average number of alleles per locus, %, H, - expected heterozygosity,
P, - proportion of polymorphic loci (p < 0.01), H, - observed heterozygosity, Mx — average, + m - average error. Sample codes see in table 1.

Tabnmuna 3

T'enermyeckue gucrannyu Hes (1978) mexxpy nonynauuamu Axyrvun u Illpuamypba

Skl Ax2 AM YM Aa Ba Bt Apx HIT

Axl 0,000
Ax2 0,002 0,000

Am 0,027 0,037 0,000

YM 0,002 0,002 0,037 0,000

On 0,007 0,003 0,023 0,007 0,000

An 0,008 0,003 0,023 0,005 0,000 0,000

Ba 0,006 0,004 0,032 0,005 0,008 0,005 0,000

Br 0,014 0,011 0,023 0,017 0,008 0,009 0,003 0,000

Ap 0,033 0,035 0,018 0,041 0,020 0,021 0,032 0,026 0,000

HIY 0,023 0,026 0,008 0,031 0,016 0,013 0,020 0,010 0,013 0,000

Ipumeuanrue. Hlugpot cm. 6 mabnuye 1.
Table 3

The genetic distances of Ney (1978) between the populations of Yakutia and Amur Region

Yakl Yak2 Am UM Al Vi Vi Ar NC

Yakl 0,000
Yak2 0.002 0.000
Am 0.027 0.037 0.000

UM 0.002 0.002 0.037 0.000

ol 0.007 0.003 0.023 0.007 0.000

Al 0.008 0.003 0.023 0.005 0.000 0.000

Vi 0.006 0.004 0.032 0.005 0.008 0.005 0.000

Vi 0.014 0.011 0.023 0.017 0.008 0.009 0.003 0.000

Ar 0.033 0.035 0.018 0.041 0.020 0.021 0.032 0.026 0.000

NC 0.023 0.026 0.008 0.031 0.016 0.013 0.020 0.010 0.013 0.000

Note. Ciphers see in table 1.
Pe3yabraTsl (Results)

OO0o001eHHbIE TTapaMeTpsl TeHETHYEeCKOro MOJH-
MopdusMa B BbIOOpKax P. sylvestris Slkyrun u Ilpu-
amypbst coOpaHbl B Tabnuie 2.

Juddepennmannss Ha CTaTUCTHYECKH 3HAYMMOM
YPOBHE BBISBICHA HAMH JIMIIb MEXIY IapaMeTpaMu
OXXHIaeMOH M HaOIllo1aeMoi TeTepo3UroTHOCTH (Tab-
mina 2). BepositTHO, maHHBIN 3QdEeKT MOKHO CBSI3aTh
C OTHOCHTEIIFHO BBICOKOH CTEIEHbI0 MHIPAllMOHHOMN
«TOPHO-MEXaHWYECKOH» (TI0 OTHOIICHHIO K IOTOKaM
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CeMSH) M PENpOAYKTUBHON (OTHOCHTEIHHO ITOTOKOB
IBUTBLIBI) M30JIALHMEH M3YyYEeHHBIX MOMYJISALHUNA APYyTr OT
npyra [7], a TakKe ¢ aHTPOIIOTEHHOH (hparMeHTaIue
OCTPOBHBIX NOMYIISALNit P, sylvestris B STUX peTHOHAX.

MakcuManbHasi TeHeTHYeCKass TUCTaHIUs (Tadu-
ma 3) ompeneneHa MEXAY MOMYISAIISIMA ApXapsl U
Vere-Man (D, = 0,041) 1 He npeBBIIaET ypOBHS reo-
rpadUIecKoi packl, a MUHUMAaJIbHBIC 3HAYCHUS (PUKCH-
poBain Mexay AngaHoM u OJEKMHHCKOM.
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Fig. 2. Dendrogram of the genetic distances of Ney (1978) between the populations of P. sylvestris of Yakutia and Amur region

JuarpamMmma, TIOCTpPOCHHas C HCIIOIb30BAHUEM
JaHHBIX O TEHETHYEeCKHMX nuctanumsx Hes D, .. (puc.
2, Tabmuma 3), WITICTPUPYET YETKOE — B PaHIe Ieo-
rpapuyeckux pac (D, = 0,041) — pasOuenue Ha jnBe
CaMOCTOSATENIbHBIE TPYIIBL: MOMYISINAU SIKyTHH U
nonymsiiuu  [Ipuamypesi (¢ OmOpol Ha 3HAYEHUSX
t-KkpuTepus 3aMKCUPOBAHHBIC PA3IMYHs CTaTHCTHYEC-
cku 3HaYUMBI, p < 0,05). OT™MeTHM, 4TO BTOpas TpyIIna
TIOTYJISIIIMNA TaKXKe TOCTaTOYHO TOYHO MOApa3AemsieTcs
(na yposue DN, = 0.017) Ha neHTPaNIbHO-BOCTOUHYIO
(SIkyTck, Amra, Yctb-Masi, ONeKMUHCK, AJIJIaH) U ce-
Bepo-3anaaHyo yactu Skytun (Bumotick, Butum).

B tabnuie 4 npuBeacHBI (PCHOIOTHYECKHUE PACCTO-
sHus MaxanaHoOuca Mexay BCEMH M3yYeHHBIMH I10-
MyJSIUsIMU cocHbI SAkyTun u [Ipuamypbs (Tabnuma 4).

MaxkcuManbHas auctanius MaxamanoOuca (538)
Haiigena mexny Hrxaum [acyueem n Anjanom, Mu-
HUMaIbHas — Mexay Amron u Annanom (7). Beisieien-
HbI€ 3HAYUTEIILHbIE MOP(OIOTHUECKHE Pa3Iuyusi 00y-
CJIOBJICHBI 30HATIBHO-KJIIMMATHIECKUMHU H TOYBEHHBIMU
pasnuuusmu Sxytrn u [Ipuamypses (1o IIMHE BereTa-
TUBHOTO NEPUO/Ia, TEIUI000ECHEYSHUIO0, TYMYCOBAHUIO
MOYB U T. 1.). DEHOTUNNYECKHE TPaIUEHTHI MEXITy MO-
nynanusamMu P, sylvestris HaOMIoqaroTcs Takke, HallpH-
Mep, 1 Mexay YkpanHckumu Kapnatamu u bonrapueii

[7].
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Tabnuua 4

ITucrannuy MaxanaHo6uca Mmexxay monyramysavu SIkyrun u Ilpnamyppsa
Akl | Ax2 Ou Ba Au AMm Br YM Kr Ap Ot HIT
sAxl 0,000 | 12,23 | 14,60 | 91,82 | 99,79 | 95,21 | 60,14 | 23,43 | 21,53 | 225,0 | 216,2 | 319,9
Ax2 12,23 1 0,000 | 19,22 | 1144 | 1194 | 119,5 | 53,66 | 38,87 | 46,84 | 272,1 | 264,0 | 375,1
Oa 14,60 | 19,22 | 0,000 | 81,05 | 76,79 | 71,93 | 52,45 | 22,91 | 44,27 | 259,4 | 2454 | 350,7
Ba 91,82 | 114,4 | 81,05 | 0,000 | 12,70 | 10,16 | 94,58 | 84,94 | 84,33 | 447,7 | 409,5 | 5173
An 99,79 | 1194 | 76,79 | 12,70 | 0,000 | 6,50 | 84,97 | 75,09 | 100,8 | 469,2 | 427,5 | 537,8
Am 95,21 | 119,5 | 71,93 | 10,16 | 6,502 | 0,000 | 92,44 | 76,76 | 94,06 | 460,7 | 4194 | 5283
Bt 60,14 | 53,66 | 52,45 | 94,58 | 84,97 | 92,44 | 0,000 | 26,26 | 85,84 | 365,0 | 349,6 | 4558
YM 23,43 | 38,87 | 22,91 | 84,94 | 75,09 | 76,76 | 26,26 | 0,000 | 45,69 | 273,7 | 258,9 | 365,6
Kr 21,53 | 46,84 | 44,27 | 84,33 | 100,8 | 94,06 | 85,84 | 45,69 | 0,000 | 290,0 | 277,0 | 370,2
Ap 225,0 | 272,1 | 2594 | 4477 | 469,2 | 460,7 | 365,0 | 273,7 | 290,9 | 0,00 | 8,48 | 654
Or 216,2 | 264,0 | 2454 | 409,5 | 427,5 | 4194 | 349,6 | 258,9 | 2770 | 8,48 | 0,00 | 46,0
HII 3199 | 375,1 | 350,7 | 517,3 | 537,8 | 528,3 | 455,8 | 365,6 | 370,2 | 6543 | 46,0 | 0,00

Buonorusa u 6uoTexHonOrnmn

Table 4

Mahalanobis distance between populations of Yakutia and Amur region
Yakl | Yak2 | Ol Vi Al Am Vi UM | Zhg | Ar Ot NC
Yakl | 0.000 | 12.23 | 14.60 | 91.82 | 99.79 | 95.21 | 60.14 | 23.43 | 21.53 | 225.0 | 216.2 | 319.9
Yak2 12.23 | 0.000 | 19.22 | 114.4 | 1194 | 119.5 | 53.66 | 38.87 | 46.84 | 272.1 | 264.0 | 375.1
ol 14.60 | 19.22 | 0.000 | 81.05 | 76.79 | 71.93 | 52.45 | 22.91 | 44.27 | 2594 | 2454 | 350.7
Vi 91.82 | 1144 | 81.05 | 0.000 | 12.70 | 10.16 | 94.58 | 84.94 | 84.33 | 447.7 | 409.5 | 517.3
Al 99.79 | 119.4 | 76.79 | 12.70 | 0.000 | 6.50 | 84.97 | 75.09 | 100.8 | 469.2 | 427.5 | 5378
Am 9521 | 119.5 | 71.93 | 10.16 | 6.502 | 0.000 | 92.44 | 76.76 | 94.06 | 460.7 | 419.4 | 528.3
vt 60.14 | 53.66 | 52.45 | 94.58 | 84.97 | 92.44 | 0.000 | 26.26 | 85.84 | 365.0 | 349.6 | 455.8
UM 2343 | 38.87 | 22.91 | §84.94 | 75.09 | 76.76 | 26.26 | 0.000 | 45.69 | 273.7 | 258.9 | 365.6
Zhg 21.53 | 46.84 | 44.27 | 84.33 | 100.8 | 94.06 | 85.84 | 45.69 | 0.000 | 290.0 | 277.0 | 370.2
Ar 225.0 | 2721 | 2594 | 447.7 | 469.2 | 460.7 | 365.0 | 273.7 | 290.9 | 0.00 | 848 | 654
Ot 216.2 | 264.0 | 2454 | 409.5 | 427.5 | 4194 | 349.6 | 258.9 | 277.0 | 848 | 0.00 | 46.0
NC 319.9 | 3751 | 350.7 | 517.3 | 537.8 | 528.3 | 455.8 | 365.6 | 370.2 | 65.43 | 46.0 | 0.00
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Fig. 4. The linear relationship between the Mahalanobis distance (D?) and the genetic distances of Ney (1978)

Ha nBymepHoii 1uarpamme pacceMBaHusl, OCHOBaH-
HOHM Ha pe3ysiprarax aHajln3a W3MEHYMBOCTH (peHOTH-
MUYECKUX MPHU3HAKOB IIHUIIKU (pucC. 3), BU3yaTU3HPY-
eTcsl pacnaj AKyTCKUX MOMYJISAIMHA COCHBI Ha CIIEIYIo-
HIMe TPYMIBL: nepBas oObenuHseT Buimoiick, AnnaH,
Awmra, a Bropas — Skytck, OnekMuHck, Butum, YcTb-
Mas u JKuranck. Beidopku u3 [Ipuamypes (Apxapa,
OtBaxnbid, llacyueit) 060coONSIOTCS B OTHENBHYIO
rpymiy. ['eorpaduyeckn npeacTaBieHHbIE TOMYISIIHN
COCHBI H30JIUPOBAHBI OT OCTAIBHBIX.

Takum 00pazom, kak rmojy4eHHble aucTaniuu Hes,
TaK ¥ JUCTaHIMKM MaxanaHoOuca Mmokas3bIBaloT Cyle-
CTBEHHBIE Pa3INYs MEXKY MOMYIALISIMUA COCHBI SKy-
tuu U [Ipuamypses.

PerpeccroHHbIN aHATU3 CBSI3M MEXKIY AUCTaHIUSA-
mu Maxanano6uca (D?) 1 reHeTHYECKUMHU JMCTaHIHsI-
mu Hest (D, ) BBISBUII TakXKe MOTOKHUTENBHYIO IMHEH-
HYIO 3aBHCUMOCTH y = 10609x + 43,407, R*> = 0,4159
(puc. 4), p <0,005. AHanoruuHas cBsi3b ObLIa BBISIBIIC-
Ha U1t YkpauHckux Kapnat u Pycckoit paBHuHSBI [7].

I'pamuentsr renetnueckux nucraniuit (I'TI) nHa
tpancekre CBoOoaHbII — Thinaa — Heprourpu — Osek-
MHHCK — BUJIIOKCK CBUIETENBCTBYIOT, UTO MaKCUMaJlb-
Hast (4,03*107) muddepenrmarms B 30H¢ CTaHOBOTO
xpeOTa mexxay TeiHnoit u Heprourpu (puc. 5).

B pesynsrate aHammza, O4YeBHIHA JOMHHAHTHAs
POJIb B POUCXOXKACHUH SIKYTCKUX MOMyJsiuid P syl-
vestris Tpex cubupckux ['TIP — Teinapi, PomaHOBKH,
HpxyTcka M yMEHBIIEHHE T'€HETHYECKOTO CXOJCTBA
I'TIP mo mepe ux yaanenus ot SAxytuu (puc. 6). 571
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P. sylvestris of the first (I) and second (II) ranks
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Oo6cy:xnenue u BbIBoAbI (Discussion and Conclusion)

1. Anmo3umasii ananu3 10 momymsuii P sylves-
tris L. 2 ¢usuko-reorpapuueckux cTpaH SKyTuum u
[Tpramypbs BBIBHI MEHBIIMH HOTMMOP(U3M U Hau-
6omee pe3koe 000cOOIeHIE MTPHAMYPCKHUX TOITYIISIIAI
(ypoBeHb reorpauveckoi pachl) OT SKYTCKHAX TIOMY-
AU, U GepeHIMPOBaHHBIX HA YPOBHE HE BBIIIC
reorpaduueckux Tpymnm. 3adhUKCHPOBAIN CTATUCTHYC-
CKH{ 3HaYNMOE€ KpaeBoe 000COOIeHNE TPYII SIKYyTCKIX
TIOTYJISAIMA Ha 3anmaanyio (Butum, Bumroiick) i ocTas-
IIHECs TOMYIAINHT, KOTOPBIE MPHOOIIEHB! K OOIHPHON
(TTO-BHIMMOMY, MHTPAIMOHHON) aKBAaTOPHH DPEYHBIX
OacceitnoB Anmana u JIeHbI.

2. IlpuBeneHbl 3HAUMMBIC PA3IUYMS MEKIY SKYT-
CKMMH U ITPUAMYPCKUAMH MOIYIISLUSIMHI COTJIACHO JUC-
TaHIsSIM MaxananoOuca, pacCCYUTaHHBIM IO 23 TpH-

3HaKam mmnrek (D? = 537.8, mexny Anganom u Huk-
HuM Llacydeem), 19 u3 KOTOpBIX OKazaiuch Haubosee
MH(OPMATHBHBI.

3. Mexny nucraniusmu Maxanano6uca (D?) u re-
HETUYECKUMU JucTanuusmu Hes (D, ) BblsBICHA T10-
JIOKUTEIIbHAS JMHEHHas 3aBucuMocTh (R? = 0,4159).

4. Ilo rpaguenTtam reHetndeckux guctanuii (I'TI)
Ha TpaHcekre CBoOoaubiii — TeiHAa — Hepronrpu —
OnexMuHCK — BHITIOWCK BHAHO, YTO HAHOONBIIHN HX
nepenan (4,03*107%) nabmomaercst mpu MepecedyeHun
CranoBoro xpe0ta Mexy Teinnoit u Hepronrpu.

5. B uenom oueBuaHA JOMUHAHTHas poOjib B IPO-
UCXOXK/ICHUN SIKyTCKUX TOMYJISAUuii P. sylvestris Tpex
cubupckux I'TIP — Teinabl, PomanoBku, Upkyrcka — u
yMeHbllleHue reHerudeckoro cxoxacrsa I'TIP mo mepe
uX yaajgeHus ot Skytun.
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Abstract. To preserve biological diversity, it is necessary to determine the genetic structure of species populations,
because this gives the most complete picture of the manifestation of polymorphism and makes it possible to de-
tect genetically and phenotypically distinct subspecies. The information obtained will help determine the optimal
habitat and protection conditions for endangered and farmed species. The purpose of research is to conduct an
allozyme analysis of 10 populations of P. sylvestris L. 2 of the physiographic countries of Yakutia and the Amur
region. Results. An allozyme analysis revealed less polymorphism and the most drastic differentiation of the Amur
region populations (at the level of geographic race) from Yakutia populations, subdivided from each other at the
level of geographical populations. Significant differences are shown between the populations of Yakutia and Amur
Region according to the distances of Mahalanobis, calculated according to 19 signs of cones. A positive linear
relationship was obtained between the distances of Mahalanobis (D?) and the genetic distances of Ney (DN.,)
(R*>=0.4159). Scientific novelty. A dominant role in the origin of the Yakut populations of P. sylvestris of three
Siberian group-gradual fellings (GGF) — Tynda, Romanovka, Irkutsk and a decrease in the genetic similarity of the
GGF as they move away from Yakutia were found.

Keywords: Yakutia, Amur region, P. sylvestris, population, geographical differentiation, genetic distance, Maha-
lanobis’ distances.
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