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[Tpoanannauposano cofgepskanne HOTOCHHTETHYCCKIX MTUTMEHTOB B JINCTHAX a0OPUTEHHBIX W IHTPOAYITIHPOBAHHBIX
JIPEBECHBIX PACTEHIT, TTO/IBEPREHHBIX BINSHIIO YTOJIBHOTO TepMuHaia MypMaHCKOTO MOPCKOTO TOPrOBOTO [OPTa JI/Ist T1O/]-
6opa YCTOMUYMBHIX BUIOB, CITOCOOHDBIX YIYUIIIATH HROJTOTIICCKITE YCTOBIS HA TePPUTOPIT MTPOMILTOMANKN u T. Mypmamcka
B 1esom. OfbexkraMu ncesneoBanust mocayskuin abopurertnie pacrenus (Betula sp., Salix sp., Sorbus gorodkovii Pojark,
Pinus friesiana Wichura) u narpoaynenrst (Picea glauca (Moench) Voss, Lariz sibirica Ledeb). B konie asrycra 2017 .
0TOOPATDI TPOOLT CPEIMHHBIX IMCTHEB PACTEHTI. B CIIIPTOBLIX ARCTPAKTAX CBEKITX 00PAZIIOB OTTPEIETIeH0 KOTITIecTBO hoTo-
CHHTETHYECKIX MUTMEHTOB: XJT0POPUIIOB @, b 1 RapOTHHOMIOB CIIEKTPOMOTOMETPIYECKIM METOIOM. BBIsSBIEHO, 4T0 MX
HAUOO0/IbIIICE COACPKAHIE B ACCHMUINPYIOINX OPraHaX JTUCTBEHHBIX ITOPOL ilepeBbeB. OCHOBHAs 1051 B CBETOIIOIIOIIAIOLIEM
ROMILTeKce puHajieskut xaopopuimry a. Y Betula sp., Salixz sp. u Larix sibirica na mpoMiuionaske Habogaercs mpeodraza-
HITe KAPOTHHOMIOB HAJ XJTOPOPIIIIOM b, BBIOTHSIONIX TPOTEKTOPHYTO (PYHKITIIO B PACTUTETHHOM OpPraHu3Me. ¥ H3YIeHHbIX
JIEPEBBEB COfIePIRAHIE TMTMEHTOB BhIIIIE B YCJIOBUSIX OPTa, YeM B TOPOJie, NCKIIoUeH e cocraBiia Sorbus gorodkovii. [Tokaszano,
UTO BIAMSMIE YTOTBIOT0 TePMITHATA He SBISETCS 3HATNTETBIBIM MTPI BO3ACHCTBIT Ha MUTMEHTHBIT (DOTT 00CTeIyeMBIX pac-
temil. /[peBecibie BUIBI YCIIOITHO QIaTHPOBAHDI K CYIIECTBYIONINM YCTOBUSIM I MOTYT OBITh PEROMEHIOBAHBI TIPH CO3JIAHNT
CAHNTAPHO-3AIIUTHBIX 10JIOC 13 36JI8HBIX HACAM/IEH NI, SKPAHIPYIOHINX PACIIPOCTPAHEHUE [TBLIN B BO3/LYIITHOTI Cpejie ropojia.

Kaouessie croga: Gorocnnrernyeckiie MNIMEHTDI, ACCUMIIISIIIMOHHBIN allapar, peBecHble pacTeHus, TOPojIcKast
cpejia, yroJibHast MblJb.
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The aim of our work was to study the photosynthetic pigment content in the leaves of native and introduced woody plants
thatare affected by the coal terminal activities, in order to select a resistant species that could improve the environmental condi-
tions of the terminal site and the city of Murmansk in general. The objects of our study were the native (Betula sp., Salix sp.,
Sorbus gorodkovii Pojark, Pinus friesiana Wichura) and introduced plant species (Picea glauca (Moench) Voss, Larix sibirica
Ledeb), growing within and outside the seaport territory (Murmansk). At the end of August 2017, medium-sized leaves of the
plants were sampled. A spectrophotometric analysis of the raw sample alcohol extracts revealed the following photosynthetic
pigments: chlorophylls a, b, and carotenoids. It has been revealed that the hardwood species had the highest photosynthetic
pigment content. Chlorophyll a formed the major component of the light-harvesting complex. In Betula sp., Salix sp., Larix
sibirica growing within the terminal territory, carotenoids prevailed over chlorophyll b. These pigments perform a protective
function for the plants. For the majority of the tree species in the study (except for Sorbus gorodkovii), the pigment content
in the seaport was higher than the content of the trees in the city. It has been shown that the coal terminal does not have a
significant impact on the photosynthetic pigment content in the leaves of the plants under consideration. These plant species
have successfully adapted to the existing conditions; therefore, we can recommend using them for protective forest belts to
shield the city from dust.

Keywords: photosynthetic pigments, assimilatation apparatus, woody plants, urban environment, coal dust.
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MOHUTOPUHI AHTPOIIOTEHHO HAPYIIEHHBLIX TEPPUTOPUII

Onuoll m3 cCOBPeMEHHBIX DKOJOTHUYECKIX
npobJyeM SIBIsIeTCs co3jlanue 6JaromnpusTHON
TOPOJICKOT CpeJibl IS 3JI0POBbSA W MOJHOTIEHHOI
JRUBHEesATeTbHOCTH YesoBeka. Cpenn MHOsKe-
cTBa DYHKINMIT J[peBECHBIX PACTeHUIT B ropojie
0c000 BbIJIeJIeHA X POJIib B KauecTBe caHuTap-
ubIX puabrpos [1-5]. CriocoGHOCTL 3€MEHBIX
HACARIICHII OUHIIATh BO3/IYX OT BPEHBIX TTPH-
Meceil 3aBUCHT OT BUIOBOTO COCTABA 1 TIOJTHOTHI
PeBOCTOEB, (DOPMBI T AKYPHOCTH KPOH, BHICOTHI
1 pasMelleHusl IepeBbeB U KycrapHuKkos [6—8].
Jlncbaranc ectecTBeHHBIX PUBMOTOTIIECKIX
(OyHKITIIT ¥ TPOTIECCOB B pACTEHUSX B YCIOBUSX
TOPOJICKOI CpeJibl SIBJISIETCSI OTBETHOI pearIii-
eit opranmnamMa Ha HeraTuBHbie GaxkTopbl [9].
OmHuM 13 9yBCTBUTETHHBIX (PU3MOJTOTHYECKIX
MPOIECCOB PACTeHUI K BHEIITHEMY BO3JIeiCTBUIO
ssasiercst porocuures [10-12].

[TpombiniienHoe 3arpsisHenye arMochepHo-
IO BO3JlyXa IMPUBOMUT K Pa3HOHATIPABICHHOMY
W3MEHEHUTO COJIePRAHUS U COOTHOTTEHUS TTNT-
MEHTOB B JIMCTHSIX ipeBecHbIX pacrenuii [13—18].
B psie pabot mokasano, 4Toy flepeBbeB B TOPOJi-
CROIT cpefie HaOITOfTaeTcst cHIReHne (hoTocnHTe -
TUYECKON CTIOCOOHOCTN X aCCUMUISIINOHHOTO
anmapara [19, 20]. K ogaum n3 ¢garropos, 1mo-
HIKRAOIIM BTy CITIOCOOHOCTH, OTHOCSAT ITHIJb 1
cayRy B Bosjyxe. [lpyrumum mcceiegoBaresisimm
BBISIBIICH POCT COJIEPYKAHNST 36JIEHBIX TTUTMEHTOB,
CBA3BIBAEMBIIT ¢ pA3BUTHEM aJIaNITAINY PACTeH N
K cTpeccoBoMy Bozfeictsmio [21, 22].

[Hesb HacTOsIIIRIT PAOOTHI — AHAJIN3 COIEPRAH IS
UTMEeHTOB (JOTOCHHTE3a B JINCTHSIX /XBOe abOpUTeH-
HBIX 1 THTPOLY TN POBAHHBIX JIPEBECHBIX PACTEHTI,
MOJIBePKEHHBIX BINAHMIO YTOTBLHOTO TEPMITHAIA
Mypwmanckoro moperoro roprosoro ropra (MMTII)
st morbopa yeTOMYNBHIX BUOB, CIIOCOOHBIX
YIIYUIIATH BKOJTOTHYECKIE YCIOBIS HA TEPPUTOPUT
npoMIIomaaKy n B 1. Mypmancke B 11eJ10M.

MarepuaJibl 1 METOIbI

H OJHOMY 13 MMOTEeHINAJbHbBIX NCTOYHUKOB
BJAUSHUS TPOMBIIIICHHON NHPPACTPYKTYPHI
r. Mypmancka Ha 9KOJOIMYecKYyI0 00CTaHOBKY
ornocurcs gesiresbrocts MMTII, ocyiecrsiisiio-
Ier0 MePeBaIKy DKCIIOPTHO YTOTbHO POy K-
Y, TTPUBOJIATILYIO K MTOBBIITIEHNTO COlePRaHms
B3BEIEHHBIX BEIECTB B aTMOCHepPHOM BO3JyXe,
YBEJIMYNBAS TEM CAMbIM DKOJOIHYCCKIE PUCKI.

Jloist mpoBeienst nccaeloBaHMI 3aJ105KEHO
O npobubix nuaomanork nadawogennit ([TTTH)
pasmepom 10 x 10 m (NeNe 1, 2 — ma reppuro-
puu MMTII (10-20 M or yroabHOro Tep™mu-
maga) m NeNe 3—5 — 3a eé mpemeramn, B Uepre
r. Mypwmaricka). O6beKTaMy HCCIeTOBAHTISA TT0-

cayskuan abopurenubie pacrenus (Betula sp.,
Salix sp., Sorbus gorodkovii, Pinus friesiana)
n uarpoaynentsl (Picea glauca, Larix sibirica).
Heobxonuvo ormernts, uro Picea glauca, Larix
sibirica, Pinus friesiana Bplca;KeHbI B IOPTY B MC-
caemyembiii ropt (nionb 2017) KpymHoMepHbIMET
pacTeHUsIMU, MOJYYEHHBIMI U3 MUTOMHUKA
[Tonsipro-anbnuiickoro 60TaHTYECKOTO cajia-
nrernryra (1. Ammatutsl). [Tocajira kpynnomepos
OCYIIECTBIICHA C T[eJIBIO JIOMOJHITETHHOTO OCaMK-
JIeHUsT TBEPJBIX MBLTEBBIX YaCTHIL.

B romnme Bererarmonnoro nepuopa 2017 1.
(aBrycr) orobpanbl MPOObI CPENHHBIX JTUCTHEB
BBIITIEYKa3aHHBIX BUIOB pacTeruii. B crimproBbix
pkcerpakrax (96% sranos) cBeskmux oOpasos
OBLIIO OIIpeJleJieHO cojlepsKaHue (POTOCUHTETH -
YEeCKUX TTUTMEHTOB: XJ0poduJIioB a, b 1 Kapo-
TUHOUIOB CIIEKTPOPHOTOMETPUYECKUM METOIOM
npu imHax BoJgH A = 665, 649 n 470 um coor-
BETCTBEHHO, PACYETHI C/IeTaHbI 10 (DOPMYIaM JIJIst
coiporo Beca [23]. OeHKy cOCTOSTHUS IPeBeCHbIX
[LOPOJL OIIPeleJisin 110 MeTofuKe [24].

Pesyabrarsl u od6cyskienne

[Tomyuennbie pesysbraTsl mokasanu (puc. 1),
41O HamboJIbIllee cofiepsRanme xaopoduiia a
XapaKTepPHO JIJisl INCTBEHHBIX [[EPEBbEB, 0CODEH-
Ho Jist Betula (mopt). Y XBOWHBIX TTOPOJL JlaH-
HBII 1OKazarenb Bbiie y Larix sibirica (mopr),
nanbosiee Hus3Kuit — y Pinus friesiana (ropoj).
CpaBHUTEIHLHBIN aHATN3 TPOIEMOHCTPUPOBAI,
4T0 5T OOJMBIMUHCTBA BUIOB (34 MCRIIOYEHTEM
Sorbus gorodkovii) copepsranue xjopoduiia a
BBITIIE B 1TOPTY, 4eM B ropoje. s Salix sp. ne
BBISIBJICHO 3HAYNMBIX PA3INYMIL, TOJHKO Juara-
30H coJlepsRaHMS XJI0POMUIIIA @ Ipe B Topojie.
Picea glauca B ropoje He obHapyKeHa, MOITOMY
pes3yabTaThl IPUBOJAATCA TOJbKO [IJIA TeppUTOPUN
pominotaaku MMTTI, 3neck copepsranue jnax-
HOI'O IUTMeHTa Ha ypoBHe Pinus friesiana. Tarum
0bpasoMm, s GONBIMTNHCTRA BUIOB M3YUCHHLIX
pacTeHmii CHUKeHIe CoflepyRaniist xaopoduia a
IO/ BJVSTHUEM YTOJIHHOI MTHLTH He HabI0/1a/0Ch.

OreHKa COCTOSTHUS paACTeHIH TTOKA3aJ1a, 4To
JINCTBEHHbIE TIOPOJIBI B TOPOJIE BHAYMTeTHHO JIyU-
1e, ueM Ha TeppuTopun nopra (puc. 2). XBoiHble
narpoaynentsl (Larix sibirica, Picea glauca)
B TIEPBBIII I'OJT IIOCAJIKI HA TTPOMILIONIA/[Ke ObLIN
MpenMyIecTBeHHO Oe3 MPU3HAKOB ocaabaeH s,
TONLROY Pinus friesiana nOMUHUPYIOT YK3EMILIs -
pbl B 0CJIa0JIEHHOM COCTOSTHU.

RonuvecrBo xnopoduiia b mHaxoaumaoch
B obmacTu Gosee MM3KUX 3HAUCHIH, MAKCTMYM
XapakTepeH JJisl JUCTBEHHBIX TOPOJ, (puc. 3).
B nucrbsix Betula sp. na mpoMiniomnajKe mokasa-
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HO yBeJIMYeHIe CojlepsKaHus JaHHOTO MIUTMeHTa
110 CPABHEHUIO ¢ TOpojioM. B accumusmpyomnumx
OopraHax OCTaJibHbIX JINCTBEHHBIX Ha6JIIOI[3JIaCB
obparHas KapTuia, B ocobenuocTn s Salix sp.
Cpefn XBOWHBIX JIePeBbEB MAKCUMYM COJiepsKa-
Hust BbisiBjieHn y Larix sibirica (ropon), y Pinus
[friesiana sror MOKAa3aTENH BBHITIE B TIOPTY.
W3BecTHO, 4TO KAPOTUHOWUIBI BHITTOJTHSIOT
MPOTEeKTOPHYIO (DYHKIINIO B PACTUTETHLHOM Op-

raHm3Me M yBeJMYNBAIOT ero YCTOHUYMBOCTh K
crpeccoBbiM BozpeiictBusim [12]. Conepsranne
KapOTHHOMIOB Y OOJBIMTNHCTBA BUIOB PACTeHUIT
HECKOJILRO BHIIIE, 4eM XJaopodunna b. Ymenn-
HieHne KOJM4ecTBa JJAHHOTO ITUTMEHTa B TOPTY
BbIsiBJIeHO Y Sorbus gorodkovii (puc. 4).

Taxkum obpaszom, oueBHUIHOE CHUIKEHUE CO-
pepsRaHus (POTOCUHTETHYECKUX MUTMEHTOB B
30He BIMSHUS YTOJBHOTO TePMUHAJIA MOKHO
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KOHCTATUPOBATH TOJLKO IS AucTheB Sorbus
gorodkovii, Ipu HTOM MMOKa3aTesib KOJINYeCcTBA
3M0POBBIX pacrenuii Boitie (32%), uem y apyrux
JINCTBEHHBLIX TTOPO/L.

O crenenu chopmupoBanuoctu $oTo-
CUHTETUYECKOTIO amiapara MOKHO CYJUTh 10
cooTHOTIeHnT0 Xaopoduiia a K xjaopodunny b
(a/b). IT0 OTHOIIEHNE CBS3AHO C AKTUBHOCTHIO
«IJIABHOTO» XJopoduiana a, yeM 0HO BhHIIIe,

TeM nHTeHcUBHee gorocuHTe3. B Hopme aror
IMOKAa3aTeJab TOJKeH coorBeTcTBoBaTth 2,2—3,0.
Paccunranmpie 3HaveHmnss 9T0ro COOTHOTIEHU ST
B HallleM mnccJie/JoBaHnun BbIllle HOPMAaJbHOTO
(Tabu.), mosToMy (DaKT MOBBITIIEHN ST COJlePIRAH S
xsaopoduiia a B faHHBIX 00pasiax MOKHO pac-
cMaTpUBaATHL KaK IPHUCIIOCO0JIeHe pacTeHnil K
HEeOIArOTPUATHBIM YeoBusM cpefibl. Hanbosee
BBICOKIE 3HAYEHNSI TOJTY4YeHHOTO COOTHOTIIEH S
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Tadmuma / Table

Bennuwnna cootHoteHuss (POTOCHHTETHYECKIX ITUTMEHTOB B JINCThSX PACTEHMI
Correlation of photosynthetic pigment content in the lamina of the trees

Bunx pacrerninn o/b Py
Species of plant
mopt / port ropoj / city mopt / port ropop / city
Sorbus gorodkovii 3.67 414 9,29 4,89
Betula sp. 4,41 4,32 5,25 9,12
Salix sp. 4,62 3,60 4,57 4,95
Pinus friesiana 4,11 4,94 4,41 3.85
Larix sibirica 4,46 3.47 4.22 9,13
Picea glauca 4,81 — 4,22 -

Ipumewanue: kypcusom c noduéprusanem oloeievbl MUHUMALLHBLE SHALCHUSL, ICUPHBLM WUPUPHMOM — MAKCUMALLIBLE;

«—» — danmnwvle omcymcemeyrom.

Note: the minimum values are underlined; the maximum values are shown in bold; “—

xapakrepHsbl 1151 Picea glauca — 8 iopry n Pinus
Jriesiana — B ropoje. Camast HU3Kasi BeJIMUHA B
[HOPTY OTMeYeHa B JiucThsax Sorbus gorodkovii, B
ropope — Larix sibirica.

Ornorenme cyMMbI XJTOPOMUITOB K Kapo-
TuHouaM (a+b/KRapoTUHOUBI) UrpaeT cyle-
CTBEHHYIO POJIb TIPU XapaKTepucTure padoThl
(orocmHTETHUECKOTO alllapara, B HOpMe OHO
cTabuAbHO U OYeHb YYTKO pearupyer Ha uame-
HeHUS pPas3jinyHbIX (pakropos cpejbl. [pu cpas-
HEHNUNW TMOTYIEHHBIX BeJWYNH, B 3aBUCUMOCTI
OT YCJOBUII MPOU3PACTAHIS MOYKHO OTMETUTh,
4710 OOJIee BBHICOKIE 3HAUEHNsT XapaKTepPHbI s
Sorbus gorodkovii n Betula sp. B nopry. Axrn-
BallMsI CUHTE3a TUTMEHTOB MOJKeT ObITh CBsI3aHA
¢ HeOOXOMMOCTRIO TIofjlep:Rafns GOoToCHHTE-
THYECKUX TTPOIECCOB HA OTPeleIEHHOM YPOBHE
B HEOJIATONPHUATHBIX YCIOBUAX TTPOU3PACTAHUS.

Takum obpaszom, st cO3/laHNSA BATIUTHBIX
HaCAKJIeHWI TIPOTUB B3BeIIeHHBIX BEIECTB Ha
mpomiiomagke MMTII Baskuo ucmosnb3zoBarh
aJlalTUpPOBaHHBIe K JJAHHOMY THUIY 1 YPOBHIO
3arpsi3HeHUsI TTOPOJIbl IPEBbEB.

3ariaoueHue

[To conep:ranuio GoToCUHTETHYECKUX
MUTMEHTOB B aCCUMUINPYIONIX OpraHax Bbi-
IeJISIOTCS INCTBEHHBIe TTOPOJIBI IePEBHhEB, B 0CO-
oennoctu Betula sp. v Sorbus gorodkovii. Cpepn
XBOWHBIX M0 DTOMY ITOKa3aTeqio JOMUHIPYeT
Lariz sibirica. OcroBuas goJis B CBETOIOIIONIA -
I011eM ROMILTIeKCe TTPUHAJIEKUT XJT0PoP ULy a.
Y Betula sp., Salix sp. n Larix sibirica na mpom-
mroraake MMTII mabmrogaercs mpeodragamnme
RapOTHHOW/OB HAJ| XJIOPOMPUIIOM b, BHITTOTHSIO-
MUX TPOTEKTOPHYIO (DYHKITNIO B PACTUTEIHHOM
opranmusme. [[ist GobIIMHCTBA BUIOB [IePEBHEB
cojiepskaHme MITMeHTOB BBIIIe B YCJOBUSIX TIOPTA,

£

—no dale.

yeMm B ropojie. Mermouenne cocraBuna Sorbus
gorodkovii, cocrosiHne KOTOPOIl He BbI3bIBaeT
onacenus. [IpoBepénunie necaegoBanus 1mo-
KasaJjn, 4T0 BANSAHNE YTOJILHOTO TepMUHAIA He
ABIAETCA 3HAYNTEIHHBIM PN BO3JEHCTBIN Ha
nurMeHTHBI douy pacrennii. UcerenoBannbie
Bupbl (Betula sp., Salix sp., Sorbus gorodkovii,
Pinus friesiana, Picea glauca, Larix sibirica)
YCIeNHO aJlaliTuPOBaHbl K CYIIECTBYIOIINM
YCJOBUSM U MOTYT ObITh PEKOMEH/IOBAHBI TIpU
CO3JIaHNU CAHUTAPHO-3AIUTHBIX TTOJIOC U3 3€J16-
HBIX HACAIKIIEHWT, DKPAHUPYIOIINX PACIPOCTpa-
HEeHIe MbIIeBbIX YacTuil Ha 1. MypmaHcK.
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