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AnHoTtauus. IIpoBeneHa ouneHka BHAOBOIO COCTaBa U OOWJIMS HAIlOYBEHHBIX MOXOOOpa3HBIX B
CYKIIECCHOHHOM psiIy BOCCTAHOBIIEHHSI €JIOBOTO Jieca Ha 3aJeXKH, COCTOSIIEr0 M3 y4acTKa
CyXOJOJBFHOTO JIyTa M OCHHOBBIX JIECOB C Bo3pacToM apeBoctos 20, 55, 75 u 95 netr B Huxne-
CBupckom 3anoBenHuke JleHHMHrpagckoii oOnactu. M3mepeHue XapakTEpUCTHK HalO4YBEHHOI'O
IIOKpOBa BBIMOMHEHO Ha 150 yueTHbIX ruiomaakax 0.1 M%, 3al0KEHHBIX [0 TPAHCEKTE ¢ marom 1 .
BrisiBneno 23 BuJja HAaNOYBEHHBIX MXOB. [IpUBOJUTCS MIX CIIMCOK U CPEAHUE BEITMYUHBI POSKTHBHOTO
NOKpBITUS. PaccMoTpeHa B3auMOCBS3b NPOEKTHUBHBIX IMOKPBITUH W BHIOBOrO OOrarcTBa MXOB C
BO3PAacTOM OCHHOBOTO IPEBOCTOS M (pakTOpamu cpenbl. BoleneHo Tpu ctaauu: Iyrosas, epexonHas
(Bo3pact ocunsbl 20 yeT) u craausi chOPMHUPOBAHHBIX OCHHOBBIX JIECOB (BO3pacT OCHHBI 55-95 ner).
HawnbGonbmiee BumoBoe 60orarcTBo HanmouBeHHBIX MXOB (10—15 BuIOB), BHIOBas HACKIMIEHHOCTH (1.4—
1.8 Buna/0.1 M*) u npoekTHBHOE TOKpBITHE (4-10%) 3aperucTpupoBaHo B CHOPMUPOBAHHBIX
OCHHOBBIX Jiecax. OIEHEHO BJIHMSHUE MEPTBHIX PACTUTEIBHBIX OCTATKOB HA Yy4YacTHE MXOB B
HAIOYBEHHOM ITOKPOBE B Ipoliecce GOpMUPOBAHUSI OCHHOBBIX JIECOB.

Karouessble cnoBa: Populus tremula, cykueccusi, OCHHOBBIE Jieca, IPOCTPaHCTBEHHO-BPEMEHHOU Psil,
MXH.
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BBEJIEHUE

JluctBeHHbIE Jeca ¢ JOMUHHMpPOBaHWEM OCUHBI (Populus tremula L.) mMpoKo pacmpoCTpaHEeHB B
tackHo 30He (Caudullo etal.,, 2017), ornmyarorcsi pazHOOOpa3sHMeM MHKPOMECTOOOUTAHHNA U
BBICOKUM OunopasHooOpazuem (Hardenbol et al., 2020; Kivinen etal., 2020). Boccranosnenue
eJIEHUKOB B TIpejieriax cepepo-3anana PO Ha MecTe 3anexeil IpOUCXOJUT KaK MPAaBUIIO Yepe3 CTaIIHIO
MEJIKOJIUCTBEHHOTO Jieca, Hepeako ¢ ydactueM ocuubl (Nitsenko, 1961; Fedorchuk et al., 2005;
Yarmishko et al., 2020). MoxooOpa3Hbie SBISIOTCS BaXKHHIM KOMIOHEHTOM B OOpEaIbHBIX JIECHBIX
9KOCHCTEMAX, KOTOPbIE CIIOCOOHBI BIIMATH HA BOJHBINA PEXHM, HAKOIJICHUE OPraHUYECKOIO BENeCTBA
u mpouecchl mouyBooOpasoBanus (Turetsky et al.,, 2010, 2012; Koranda, Michelsen, 2020; Grau-
Andrés et al., 2022). B cBA3M C HEBBICOKMM NPOEKTHBHHIM MOKPBHITUEM B HANOYBEHHOM ITIOKPOBE
MOX000pa3Hble B OCHHOBBIX JIeCcax 4alle MCCIEIYIOTCS KaK 3JIEMEHT BHESPYCHOH pPacTHTEILHOCTH
(Ojala etal,, 2000; Oldén etal., 2014; Tarasovaetal., 2017). HecMmoTps Ha IIUPOKOE
pacrpocTpaHeHHe OCHHOBBIX JIECOB M MIX POJIb B TIOJIEPIKAHUN OMOpa3HOOOpa3us, BIMSHAE BO3pacTa
JPEBECHOT0 SIpyca OCHHHHUKOB M (UTOLEHOTHYECKMX (PAKTOpPOB Ha COOOIIECTBA HANOYBEHHBIX
MOX000pa3HBIX HW3y4eHO HeIocTaTodHo. lccnemoBaHne BHJIOBOTO COCTaBa, CTPYKTYphl H
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AKOJIOTHICCKUX OCOOCHHOCTEH MOXOBOTO TOKPOBAa OCHHHHKOB SIBIISICTCS aKTYaJIbHBIM, ITOCKOJIBKY
TOTIONTHSET CBEACHMSI 0 OMOpa3HOOOpa3nu OOpeaahbHBIX JIECHBIX PKOCHCTEM Ha CTaAMSIX CYKIIECCHH,
MPEIIICCTBYIONMX (OPMHUPOBAHUIO KOPEHHOro Tuma Jjeca. llemb pa0oOThI: OICHUTH JUHAMHKY
y4acTUsl MOX000Pa3HBIX B HATOYBEHHOM MTOKPOBE B MPOLIECCE 3apaCTaHMs Jyra OCHHOBBIM JISCOM.

MATEPUAJIBI U METO/IbI

UccnenoBanne mpoBereHo BO BTopoi aekane aBrycta 2023 r. B JlogeiHOMONBCKOM paiioHe Ha
CeBEPO-BOCTOKe JIeHMHTpaaCcKoil 00MacTH Ha TEPPUTOPHUU TOCYAApCTBEHHOTO MpupoaHoro HmxHe-
CBHUpCKOTO 3aMOBEAHUKA B OKPECTHOCTAX cTaruoHapa Jlaxta. Mccnemyemasi TeppuTOpUs COTJIACHO
reo00TaHUYECKOMY PpaiOHMPOBAaHHIO, OTHOCHUTCS K TOJOCe CpeAHeTaéKHbIX JjecoB OJIOHElKO-
IOxnompumagoxckoro okpyra (Geobotanical..., 1989). Knumar 3amoBeqHUKa XapaKTePHU3UPYETCS
KaK yYMEpeHHO-KOHTHHEHTanbHbII. CpenHecyTounsle TemnepaTypsl Beime 10°C nepxkatcs 105-115
nueit B roxy (Scientific..., 1989).

B xaxxgoMm secHOM (pUTOIIEHO3€e 3aKiIaapiBaiack mpobHas miomans 20 M X 20 M ¢ OTHOPOTHBIMH
XapaKTepUCTUKaMU  TPaBSHO-KyCTapHUYKOBOTO ¥ JIPEBECHOTO sPYCOB. BricoTa jmepeBbeB
OIIpeeIsuIach ¢ MOMOIIBIO BhicoToMepa Suunto PM-5/1250, Bo3pact onpenensuii o 3—5 MOJIeIbHBIM
pacTeHUsIM.

B npenenax xaxxmoi mpoOHO TUTOMIAAN HAa TPaHCEKTE paMKoi ruiomianso 0.1 M2 3akiapIBaA 1Mo
30 yuetHbBIX TUTOMIAA0K Yepe3 1 M. Beero BemonaHeHo 150 onmucanuit yaeTHBIX miIomanok. Ha kaxmoit
YUETHOH IUIOIIAAKE OIEHUBAJIM: 00lIee MPOSKTUBHOE TOKPBITHE TPaBsSHO-KYyCTAPHUYKOBOTO spyca U
MOXOBOTO TIOKPOBA, IPOSKTHBHOE ITOKPHITHE BUIOB C YUETOM MEPEKPHITHS B MPOIEHTaX OT ILIOMAAN
pamKku. JI71s OLEHKH BIUSHUSA (PUTOIEHOTHYCCKUX (PaKTOPOB HA MOXOBOU MOKPOB B MpezeiiaX yIeTHOU
TUTOINAAKH OLICHUBAJIM ITPOSKTHBHOE MOKPBITHE JMCTOBOTO OIaja, BETOIIN, KOPBI M BETBEW, a TaKKe
ckBozucTocTh apeBoctos (Ipatov et al., 1979) Hag TpaBSHO-KYCTapHUYKOBEIM SIPYCOM (ChEMKa B 3€HHUT
mpoBbIM (poToammapaTom, yroi odzopa 45°—60°).

Craructuueckyto 00paOOTKy JaHHBIX TIPOBOAWIM C HCHOJB30BAHHEM MHOXXECTBEHHOTO
JUCIICPCUOHHOTO M OJHO(AKTOPHOro (momapHoro) aucrnepcuonHoro aHamu3a (ANOVA). s
MOKPBITHA BHJIOB MOXOOOPa3HBIX pPAa3WYMsl TMPUHUMAIH JTOCTOBEPHBIMH IIPH TOBEPUTEILHOM
BepositHocTH P>95.0%; nms ocTambHBIX OICHWBAaeMBIX TmapameTpoB P>99.0%. VYcroitunBoCTh
MOJTYYEHHBIX PE3yNIbTaTOB JOTONHUTEIBHO MPOBEPSUIM HEMapaMeTPUIECKUMU METOJaMHU: KPUTEPUEM
Kpackena-Yomnuca 1 MeIuaHHBIM TeCTOM Mynu, Ui OIEHKH B3aWMOCBSI3U W3yYaeMBIX (DaKTOPOB C
napamMeTpamMHu MOXOBOT'O IOKPOBa MPUMEHSJIN perpecCUOHHBIN aHanu3 Buaa y=a+bx. CBA3b cunTain
JIOCTOBEPHOM NP JOBEPUTEIHHON BEPOATHOCTH HE MeHee P>99.9%.

OBBEKTBI MICCJIEJIOBAHUSA

HccnenoBanns oCymIECTBISLIN Ha 5 MPOOHBIX IUIOMIANAX, 3aJ0XKEHHBIX 10 MPO(GUII0 B OJHOM
anemente naHamadTa. [Ipoduas BKITIOYaeT CyXOHONBHBIN JINCOXBOCTOBO-KPYITHOTPABHBIA YT,
00pa30BaHHBIN Ha 3aJICXKH, U TPAaHUYAIIUN C HUM JIGCHOW MaccHB Inomanso 150 M x 40 M. Maccus
o0pa3oBaH JByMsl OCHHHHKAMH KpPYIMHOTPaBHEIME (BO3pacT ApeBecHoro spyca 20 met um 55 jer),
OCHHHUKOM KUCIIMYHBIM (75 JeT), OCHHHUKOM BeHHUKOBBIM (95 neT) (Tabn. 1). OCHHHUK BEHHUKOBEII
HauOoJiee yaajeH oT Jyra U HaxoAauTcs Ha pacctossHuu 150 M ot Hero. Bo3pacT ocMHOBOTO JpeBOCTOS
SIBIISUICS MAPKEPOM BPEMEHH 3apacTaHUsl UICXOHOTO JTYTOBOI'O COOOIIECTBA.

W3yveHHbIE OCHHHHUKH XapaKTePU3YHOTCS OJHOPOJHBIM MOHOJOMHHAHTHBIM APEBOCTOEM. TOJBKO
B OCHHHHUKE C BO3PacTOM JAPEBOCTOSI 95 JeT B cocTaBe BTOPOTO spyca TOSBISIOTCS OTICNbHBIE €ITd
(Picea abies (L.) H. Karst.).

W3ydeHHBIH psg cOOOIIECTB MO KITFOYY ISl PACIIO3HABAHUS CEpUI THUIIOB JieCa OTHOCUTCS K PSAY
BOCCTAHOBJICHUSI THIIA JIeCa €JIbHUKA KUCIMYHOTO-TaBOJTOBOTO HA HEJOCTATOYHO JPEHUPOBAHHBIX
cyrimunkax (Fedorchuk et al., 2005). K nuarHoCcTHYECKMM BHaM 3TOI'O THIIA OTHOCSATCS BUIBI I'PYIIIIbI
Maitauka (Maianthemum bifolium (L.) F. W. Schmidt, Equisetum sylvaticum L., Luzula pilosa (L.)
Willd., Oxalis acetosella L., Calamagrostis arundinacea (L.) Roth, Dryopteris carthusiana (Vill.)
H.P. Fuchs, Trientalis europaea L., Rubus saxatilis L.) u TaBonru (Filipendula ulmaria (L.) Maxim.,
Geum rivale L., Cirsium oleraceum (L.) Scop.).
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Tadauua 1. IlapameTpsl  apeBocToss (UTOICHO30B MW JUATHOCTHYECKHUE BHIBI  TPAaBSHO-
KyCTapHUYKOBOTO sipyca

Table 1. Tree stand and indicator species of herb-dwarf shrub layer

Ind Assoc. A | Comp. | H Indicator species
JIucoxBocToBo-
a | KPYMHOTpaBHBIH nyr/ Her npeBecHbIX pacTeHmA/ Geun rivale, Filipendula ulmaria
Meadow with meadow no woody plants
foxtail and meadowsweet
OcHHHUK 100¢/
b | kpynHOTpaBHsbIi/ Aspen | 20 7-8 Geum rivale, Filipendula ulmaria
. 10Populus
forest with meadowsweet
OCHHHIK D'rjlzopterls carthus'zana, Equz.setum sylvaticum,
. 100c¢/ Filipendula ulmaria, Geum rivale, Luzula
¢ | xpynHoTpaBHbI/ Aspen | 55 26-26 . . 1 .
. 10Populus pilosa, Maianthemum bifolium, Oxalis
forest with meadowsweet 2
acetosella, Rubus saxatilis
Calamagrostis arundinacea, Dryopteris
OCHHHUK KACTUIHBIH/ 90cl1Bb/ carthusiana, Equisetum sylvaticum, Filipendula
d | Aspen forest with wood- | 75 | 9Populus 32-33 | ulmaria, Geum rivale, Luzula pilosa,
sorrel 1Betula Maianthemum bifolium, Oxalis acetosella,
Rubus saxatilis, Trientalis europaea
Cirsium oleraceum, Dryopteris carthusiana,
N . 90c1B+E/ . . o .
OCHHHUK BEHHUKOBBIH/ 9Populus Equisetum sylvaticum, Filipendula ulmaria,
e | Aspen forest with purple | 95 p 32-33 | Geum rivale, Luzula pilosa, Maianthemum
1Betula + - . e
small-reed Picea bifolium, Oxalis acetosella, Rubus saxatilis,
Trientalis europaea

[Tpumeuanwne: Ind — naAEKC TPOOHOH TTOMAAN; ASSOC. — aCCOITUAIINS;, A — BO3pacT APEBOCTOS,
set; Comp.— coctaB apeBoctosi; H — cpenuss BeicoTa apeBoctos, M; Indicators — quarHocTu4eckue
BUJIBI TUTIA JIeca eTbHUKA KUCIUIHOTO-TABOJITOBOTO

Note: Ind — plot index; Assoc. — plant association; A — tree stand age, years; Comp. — stand
composition formula; H- mean stand height, m; Indicators — Indicator species of oxalis-meadowsweet
spruce forest

PE3VJILTATEI U OGCYXXJIEHUE

B mpepenax m3y4eHHOTo psija COOOINECTB BBISABIECHO 23 BHIa MXOB, JIBa 00pasiia OIpeleIeHbI
TOJIbKO 10 pona (Plagiomnium sp. u Brachythecium sp.). OOliiee YUCIIO BUIOB MXOB B OCHHHHKaX C
BO3pacToM JapeBecHoro sipyca 20, 55, 75, 95 mer cocraBmwio 9, 10, 15, 13, cooTrBeTCTBEHHO.
Bbproduiopa HamouBeHHBIX MOXOO0Opa3HBIX B Jecax C ydacTHeM ocuHbl B Hwmkae-CBUpCKOM
3alOBEIHUKE BKJIOYaeT 35 BUIOB, oTHOCSIIUXCS K 12 cemeiictBam (Flora..., 1996). 8 BBIABICHHBIX B
JAHHOM HCCJICJOBaHUM BUJIOB HE OBUIM paHee OTMEUYEHBI KaK IOYBOIIOKPOBHBIC BUIBI B OCHHOBBIX
Jiecax 3amoBeTHuKa (Ta0i. 2). BeisBneHHbBIE BUIBI MOXOOOPAa3HBIX YaCTO BCTPEUAIOTCS B HATIOUBEHHOM
MIOKPOBE OCHHOBBIX JiecoB. B ycnoBusix eBponeiickoii Poccum Bumwl Plagiomnium cuspidatum,
Dicranum scoparium, Pleurozium schreberi, Sanionia uncinata HEPEIKO TIOCEISIIOTCS Ha KOMIIC
OCHHBI, KOTODPBIM BBICTYyIIaeT KaK DKOTOHHAs 30HA MEXIy IMo4BOod u crTBojioM nepeBa (Obabko,
Tarasova, 2021; Rubtsova, 2024). Oxyrrhynchium hians w Pseudobryum cinclidioides,
3apEruCTPUPOBAHHBIE B OCHHHMKAX C BO3PAacTOM JIPEBECHOTO spyca S55-75 ner, OTHOCATCS K
HMHAMKATOpaM OMOJIOrMYECKH IIeHHBIX JiecoB (Andersson et al., 2009).

[IpoexTrBHOE TOKpBHITHE 9 BHIOB HAMOYBEHHBIX MOXOOOPA3HBIX JOCTOBEPHO pas3iIHyaceTcs B
npezenax paccMaTpUBA€MOTO psla COOOMIECTB. DTO MO3BOJIMIO pa3ACiuTh JAaHHbIE BHUABI MXOB Ha
HECKOJIbKO TPYII MO NPUYPOYEHHOCTH K OTIeNbHbIM (urtoneHo3am. Tak Dicranum scoparium,
Plagiomnium  medium, Pleurozium schreberi, Rhodobryum roseum, Sanionia uncinata
3aperuCTPUPOBAHBI TOIBKO B OCHHOBBIX (DUTOLIEHO3aX C BO3PACTOM JIpeBECHOro sipyca 55-95 net. Psan
BUJIOB HE HMEET CTPOrOH MpPHUBA3KM K COOOIIECTBAM C OIPEJEIICHHBIM BO3PACTOM OCHHBI H
BCTPEYAIOTCS HAa Pa3HBIX CTAAMSIX JIECCOBOCCTaHOBICHUS. Plagiomnium ellipticum BCTpedaeTcs Kak Ha
JYTy, TaK 1 B JIeCy, HO IMEET MaKCUMAaJIbHOE CPeHEE IIOKPHITHE B OCHHHUKE C BO3PACTOM JPEBECHOTO
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spyca 20 mer. st Plagiomnium cuspidatum, Cirriphyllum piliferum, Sciuro-hypnum curtum
BCTpEYAIONINXCS B cOO0OIIEcCTBax yxe depe3 20 JIeT mocie 3aceeHus 3aIeKH OCHHOM, MaKCUMaITbHOE
CpenHee MOKPBITHE 3aPETUCTPUPOBAHO B OCHHHUKAX C BO3PACTOM JIPEBECHOTO sipyca 55-95 ner.

Tabauna 2. O0mue XapakTEPUCTHKH MOXOBOTO ITOKPOBA M CpeaHee MPOCKTHUBHOE IMOKPHITHE BUIOB
MXOB B COOOIIIECTBAX C pa3HBIM BO3PACTOM JIPEBECHOTO sipyca

Table 2. General characteristics of the moss cover and moss species projective cover in communities
with different tree layer ages

Bospact npeBecHoro sipyca ocuHsl, et / Age of

Xapaxrepuctuka / Characteristics aspen tree stand, years
0(a) 20(b) 55(c) 75(d) 95(e)
OO1ee yrcno BUAOB Ha poOHOM tuomanu, en./ Total
) . 3 9 10 15 13
number of species per plot, units
° -
Berpeuaemocts B omucanusx,% / Occurrence in 10 37 73 73 57

descriptions,%

Cpennee uucno BuaoB Ha mwiomanu 0.1m2, en./ Mean

cde cde ab ab ab
number of species per 0.1 m?, units 0.1 0.5 1.4 18 11

OO011ee MPOeKTUBHOE MOKpbITHE Ha Twiomann 0.1m2,%
p p s

cde d a ab a
/Total projective cover per 0.1 m?,% 0.3 27 4.1 10.6 4.5

I[IpoexTuBHOE NOKPLITHE Bu0B Ha miomanu 0.1m% % / Projective cover of species per 0.1 m2,%

Brachytheciastrum velutinum (Hedw.) Ignatov et

Huttunen 0 <01 0 0 0
Brachythecium rutabulum (Hedw.) Schimp. 0 0 <0.1 0.6 0
Brachythecium salebrosum (Hoffm. ex F. Weber et D. 0 0 0.1 0 0

Mohr) Schimp.

Brachythecium sp. <0.1 0 0 0 <0.1
Calliergon cordifolium (Hedw.) Kindb. 0.1 0.2 0.3 <0.1 0
Dicranum polysetum Sw. * 0 0 0 0 0.1
Igzﬁ;olzgzé)tl)g;eézgz izumlle (P. Beauv.) Vanderp., 0 <0.1 0 0 0
Hylocomiadelphus triquetrus (Hedw.) Ochyra et Stebel 0 0 0 0.2 0.2
Oxyrrhynchium hians (Hedw.) Loeske * 0 0.2 0 <0.1 0
Plagiomnium rostratum (Schrad.) T.J. Kop. * 0 0 0 <0.1 0
Plagiomnium sp. 0 0 0 <0.1 <0.1
Pseudobryum cinclidioides (Huebener) T.J. Kop. 0 0 0 0.2 0
Sciuro-hypnum starkei (Brid.) Ignatov et Huttunen 0 1.0 0 0 0
Climacium dendroides (Hedw.) F. Weber et D. Mohr * 0 0 0.2 0.6 0.5
Thuidium assimile (Mitt.) A. Jacger * 0 0 0.2 0.4 0
Thuidium recognitum (Hedw.) Lindb. * 0 0 0 <0.1 0.3
Dicranum scoparium Hedw. 0° 0° 0° 0° 0.320cd
Plagiomnium medium (Bruch et al.) T.J. Kop. 0cd 0cd 0.830¢ 0.8%¢ | <0.1¢
Pleurozium schreberi (Willd. ex Brid.) Mitt. * 0d 0¢ 0¢ 0.432bce 0¢
Rhodobryum roseum (Hedw.) Limpr. 0° 0° 0° 0° 0.420cd
Sanionia uncinata (Hedw.) Loeske 0 0 0 0 0.1 2bed

Cirriphyllum piliferum (Hedw.) Grout 04 <0.14 0.3¢ 3.30be 0.4
Plagiomnium ellipticum (Brid.) T.J. Kop. * 0.3% 1.1% 0.3 0.3 <0.1°
Plagiomnium cuspidatum (Hedw.) T.J. Kop. 0d <0.19 1.1 1.9% 1.8
Sciuro-hypnum curtum (Lindb.) Ignatov 0¢ 0.1¢ 1.1 1.9% 0.4

[Ipumeuanne: OyKBeHHBIE HHAEKCHI 0003HAYAIOT JOCTOBEPHO Pa3TMYAIONINECs BEIOOPKH BETUYHUH
Ha MPOOHBIX IUIOIAAAX C PasHBIM BO3PACTOM OCHHBL [l 0OLIMX MapaMeTpoB MOXOBOTO MOKPOBa
noBeputenbHas BeposiTHOCTh P>0.99 (ypoBenp 3HaummocT 0<0.01). {51 MPOEKTUBHBIX MOKPBITHI
BUZIOB MXOB Ha momamu P>0.95 (ypoBenbs 3Haummoctu <0.05); * HOoBble BUABI Ui (DIOPHI
OCHHOBBIX JIECOB 3aIIOBEAHUKA.
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Note: letter indices indicate significantly different samples of values on sample plots with different
ages of the aspen tree layer. For the general parameters of the moss cover, the confidence probability
is P>0.99 (significance level 0<0.01). For the mean projective cover of species within the plot, P>0.95
(significance level a <0.05); * new species for the flora of the aspen forests of the reserve.

Bo Bcex m3ydeHHBIX COO0IIECTBaX MXHM HE 00pa3yIOT CIUIONTHON MOKpoB. VX mpHCyTCTBHE HOCUT
SMM30MUYecKuil Xapaktep. HauOomnbimas 9acTtoTa BCTpEe4aeMOCTH IUIOLIAJIOK, HAa KOTOPBIX OBLTH
BCTpEUEHBI MXHU, HAOIIOMAaeTCsl B 3PEJBIX OCHHOBBIX JiecaX. Ecim Ha Jyry 9acToTa BCTPEYaeMOCTH
TUTOMIAIOK, Ha KOTOPBIX IPHCYTCTBOBAJIM MXH, cOCTaBIsOT Bcero 10%, 1o yxke B 20-meTHem
OCHHHHUKE 3TOT ITOKa3aTellb Bo3pactaeT A0 37% (tabi. 2). B 6onee 3penbix OCMHOBBIX jecax (55, 75 u
95 neT) yacToTa BCTpEYaeMOCTH IUIOLIAJOK CO MXaMHu AocTUraeT 73 %, 4To TOBOPHUT O (pOpMUPOBaHUHU
OoJee OArONMPHUSTHBIX YCIOBUHN JJISt X Pa3BUTHA B YCIOBHIX COMKHYTOTO JIECHOTO COOOIIECTBA.

[TpoekTHBHOE TIOKPBITHE MXOB, TAK:KE JEMOHCTPHPYET CBS3b C BO3PACTOM OCHHOBOTO JIPEBOCTOS.
Ha nyry ono muHumanbHo, B cpenHem coctariss 0.3% (Bapeupyer ot 0 mo 3%), memuaHHOE
3HadeHune paBHO 0%. B momomzom ocuaamke (20 51eT) MOKpBITHE HEMHOTO yBenmuanBaetrcs a0 2.7% (0—
10%), ograko MexamanHoe 3HadeHwe octaercs 0%. 3HAYUTENbHBIA CKaYOK MMPOUCXOANT B 55-IeTHEM
OCHHHHKE, TJe cpeaHee mokpeiTHe cocTaBisier 4.1% (0-30%), a meauana 3%. CpenHee MOKPHITHE
MXOB B 75-netHeM ocuHHUKe coctaBiser 10.6% (0-80%), meamana 5%. B 95-nmeTHHX OCHHOBBIX
necax MOKpeiTHE MXOB 4.5% (0-15%), menmana 5% OTH AaHHBIE TOATBEPXKIAIOT CTATUCTHYECKH
3HAYMMBIE Pa3JIM4usl B MPOCKTHUBHOM MOKPBITHH MXOB MEXIY JYTOBBIMH COOOIIECTBAMH, MOJIOABIM
OCHHHHKOM H 3pPEIIBIMU JIECAMH.

BunoBas HacCHIIIIEHHOCTh MXOB, TO €CTh KOJMYECTBO BUIOB Ha equnwmiy roiomany (0.1 mM?), Takke
KOppemupyeT ¢ Bo3pacTHeIMU u3MeHeHsIME (7 = 0.43, 0<0.001). Ha myry u B monogom (20-netHem)
OCHMHHHUKE BHJIOBas HACKHIIICHHOCTH KpaiHe Hu3ka, 0.1-0.5 Buma. B 3penbix ocuHOBBIX jecax (55-95
JIET) BUJIOBAas HACBHIIEHHOCTh MXOB CYIIECTBEHHO YyBeiwuuBaeTcs, pocrturas 1.1-1.8 Buna,
CBUJETENBCTBYSI O (popMHpOBaHNU OoJiee CTAOMIBHBIX M Pa3HOOOPAa3HBIX YCIOBHH MECTOOOWTAHHS
MXOB TI0JI TIOJIOTOM Jieca.

B Tabnune 3 npuBeaeHbl MapaMeTphl COOOIIECTB C Pa3HBIM BO3PACTOM JPEBECHOrO Spyca OCHHEI.
AHanW3 MaHHBIX TIOKAa3bIBA€T YETKOE CHIDKEHHE CKBO3UCTOCTH JIPEBECHOTO spyca IO Mepe
yBenuueHust Bo3pacta ocuHbl oT 0 mo 55 mer co 100% no 31%, B Gonee crapmimx BO3PacTHBIX
IpymIax CKBO3UCTOCTh HE3HAYUTEIHHO yBenuunBaeTcs, nocturast 40% B 95-1eTHeM IpeBOCTOE.

CpenHee TMPOEKTUBHOE TOKPHITHE TPAaBIHO-KYCTAPHUYKOBOTO spyca TMPHU Tepexoie OT Iyra K
MOJIOZIOMY OCHHOBOMY Jiecy (Bo3pacT apeBoctos 20 siet) cHmxkaercs ¢ 74% no 61%. B coobmecTBax ¢
BO3pAacTOM JPEBECHOrO fApyca 55-95 JeT MOKpHITHE TPaBAHO-KYCTAPHUYKOBOIO SIpyca CHIDKAETCS B
2.5-3 pa3a 1o CpaBHEHHIO C JIyI'OM U BapbUpyeT B npenenax 24-29% (tabm. 3).

Tadmuua 3. XapakTepucTrKa napamMmeTpoB COOOIMIECTB ¢ pa3HbIM BO3PACTOM JPEBECHOTO Spyca

Table 3. Community parameters in communities with different tree layer ages

Bo3spact apeBecHoro sipyca ocussl, jiet / Age of

Mapamerp / Parameter aspen tree stand, years

0(a) 20(b) 55(c) 75(d) 95(e)
Cxso3ucrocts,% / Transparence,% 10Qbede 612cde 312be 36 4(2be
Cpennee nmpoekTHBHOE NoKpbiTie Ha muomanu 0.1 m%,% / Average mean projective cover per 0.1 m?,%
’IFEIl);:rHHO-KyCTapHH‘IKOBOFO spyca / herb—dwarf shrub 7 4bode 6]acde 2gab 24ab 27ab
Beromm Tpas / herb litter g bede 47cde gab 2ub 20b
JIMCThs OcKHBI / aspen leaves (cde 10¢de 514 66 574
KOpbI M BeTBel ocuubl / aspen bark and branches (cde 1 64 ] 3abee 23abed
MEpPTBBIX PaCTHTEIBHBIX OCTaTKOB Ha mouse / dead g]be 57ade 66 g1be gobe

plant material on the soil surface

ITpumeuanue: OyKBEHHBIE WHACKCHI 00O3HAYAIOT BBHIOOPKHM BEIMYWH Ha MPOOHBIX IUIOMANAX C
pasHBIM BO3pPacTOM JPEBECHOIO spyca W3 OCHHBI. Hamuume OyKBEHHOTO WHJACKCA Yy 3HAYCHHS
BEITMIMHBI 0003HAYAIOT MTPOOHYIO TUIOIIAb, C KOTOPOUM Pa3IuyMsl 10 JAHHOW BEJTMYHHE JOCTOBEPHBI
(moBeputenbHas BeposaTHOCcTh P>0.99, yporens 3Hauumoct a<0.01)
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Note: letter indices denote samples obtained from plots with different ages of the aspen tree layer.
The presence of a letter index next to a value indicates the plot(s) from which differences in this
parameter are statistically significant (P>0.99; significance level a<0.01)

C yBenmndyeHHEeM BO3pacTa JIPEBECHOTO spyca B HCCIIEJOBAHHOM pSAYy COOOIIECTB M3MEHSIETCS
COCTaB HAIMOYBEHHOTO MEPTBOTO ITOKPOBa (BEPXHEro CIOs MOACTHIKHK). [IpoeKTWBHOE MOKpHITHE
BETOIIM TpaB 10 MEpE 3apacTaHus Jiyra OCHHOW cHWxaercs Oosiee yem B 10 pa3: ot 81% (iiyr,
JPEBECHBIN SIPyC OTCYTCTBYET) A0 47% ((PUTOIEHO3 C BO3pacTOM OCHHOBOTO ApeBocTos 20 JeT) u A0
2-8% B cooOImIecTBax ¢ BO3pacToM IpeBecHOTrO sipyca 55-95 nmet. MHTepecHa nUHAMUKA MTOKPBITH
OMABIIMX JIMCTHEB OCHHBI. Ha HayanmpHBIX cTagusx GOpMUpOBaHMS APEBECHOTO sipyca MPH BO3pacTe
OCHHOBOTO JIpeBocTOst 20 €T MPOEKTHBHOE MOKPHITHE JIMCTOBOTO OMafa OcCHHBI cocTaBisieT 10%, u
yBenuuuBaerca 10 51-66% B ocuHHHMKax Bo3pactoM 55-95 ner. IlpoekTuBHOE HOKPHITHE KOPBI U
BETBEH OCHHBI B MEPTBOM TIOKPOBE MEHSIETCS TaK e, YBEIMYMBAsCh OT 1% B OCHHHHUKE C BO3PacTOM
npeBoctoss 20 et g0 6-13% B OCHMHHUKM C BO3pacToM JpeBocTos S55—75 mer. HawmGonbimee
MpoeKTHBHOE MOKpHITHE (23%) 3Ta Ppakmms Oraga JOCTUTAET B COOOIIECTBE C BO3PACTOM JIPEBOCTOS
95 mer, oTpakasi e€CTECTBEHHBIM INPOIECC CTapeHWs W OTMHpaHHs dYacTedl nepeBbeB. CyMMmapHOe
MPOEKTHBHOE TOKPHITUE MEPTBBIX PACTHTENLHBIX OCTaTKOB B HCCIEIOBAHHBIX COOOIIECTBAX
BapbUpyeT B mpenenax oT 57% no 82%, npu 3ToM B co0oOILIeCTBaX ¢ BO3PACTOM JAPEBECHOTO sipyca
20 net u 55 neT perucTpupyrorcs 6oiee HU3KKUE 3HAUeHUs (Tadum. 3).

[IpoBeneHHbIe UccIeIOBaHMS TIOKA3aJIH, YTO MPHU 3apACTAHUN JYTda OCHHOBBIM JIECOM HMPOHUCXOAUT
CYIIECTBEHHAs] TpaHCPOpPMAIMsl YCIOBHA MECTOOOMTaHHSI MXOB: CKBO3HCTOCTH, NPOECKTUBHOTO
MOKPBITHS  TPABSHO-KYCTAPHUYKOBOTO s[pyca, CYMMAapHOTO TIOKPBITHS MEPTBBIX PACTHUTEIHHBIX
OCTaTKOB. OJTH H3MEHECHHUS OTpPaKAIOTCd Ha BEIMYUHE IPOCKTUBHOTO IOKPHITUS M BHUIOBOH
HACBIIIEHHOCTH MXOB. Ha oOCHOBaHMM pa3nuuus yKa3aHHbIX [apaMeTpOB B  HM3YYCHHOM
CYKIIECCHOHHOM PSATy MOXKHO BBIZICIIUTH TPU CTAJIUU: «ITyTOBYIO», «IIepexofHyo» (20 1eT) 1 «cTaauro
c(hOpMUPOBAHHBIX OCHHOBBIX JIECOB (C BO3pacTOM ApeBoCTOs 55-95 ner).

[epexox oT Myra K OCHHOBOMY JIECY MPEACTaBISIET COOON KIACCHUECKUI MPUMEpP CYKIIECCUOHHBIX
W3MEHEHUH, T1e TpaHchopMaIis CBETOBOTO PEKMMa M KOHKYPEHTHBIX B3aMMOJCHCTBUIN MPUBOIUT K
MEepPeCTPOrKe BCEr0 PAaCTUTENFHOTO COOOIIECTBA, BKIIOYAas MOXOBOW MOKPOB. ['MaBHBIM (akTopoM,
OTPaHUYUBAIOIIAM Pa3BUTHE MOXOBOTO TIOKPOBA SIBISiETCS OOIIee KOJMYECTBO MEPTBBIX

PacTUTENBHBIX OCTATKOB (KOA((PHUUMEHT KOPPENSLUUH C MPOESKTUBHBIM HMOKPBHITHEM MXOB 7 = —0.38,
0<0.001), cpenu KOTOpPHIX B COOOIIECTBaX C BO3PAcCTOM JpeBecHOro sipyca 0—55 meT OCHOBHOM
¢dpaxmueii sBisiercss Betours TpaB (r = —0.33, 0<0.01), a B ocHHOBBIX Ilecax 75-95 meT — mUCThS

ocussl (r =-0.37, a<0.001).

VYBenmuueHne BHIOBOTO pPa3HOOOpa3usi MOXOBOI'O IIOKpOBa TIPH 3apacTaHUM TPaBSHHCTHIX
(UTOIICHO30B OCHHOBBIM JIDEBOCTOEM TII0OKa3aHO W ApyruMH wuccienoBanusMu (Boudreault et al.,
2000). CornacHo MUTEpaTyPHBIM JIaHHBIM MPOCKTUBHOE MOKPHITHE MXOB B JIYTOBBIX COOOINECTBAX C
JOMUHUPOBAaHUEM TaBOJITM MOXET jocturath 5% B mpexpenax JjecHod 30HbI (Cherednichenko,
Borodulina, 2017), Ho B ycnoBusix CeBepo-3anana EBponetickoit Poccuu Moxoo0Opa3Hbie Ha BIaKHBIX
myrax uMeroT Huskoe mokpeitue (MeHee 0.1%) (Vasilevich, 2006). B ocMHOBBIX Jiecax ¢ BO3pacToM
IpeBecHOro sipyca 55-70 €T NPOEKTHBHOE IOKPHITHE HANOYBEHHBIX MXOB JocTtHraer 5-9%
(Fedorchuk et al., 2005; Lebedeva et al., 2008; Makarova, 2020), npu 3TOM BCE HCCIIEIOBATCIH
VKa3blBAlOT HA OrpaHMYCHHWE pOCTa MXOB T0J Bo3zzaelcTBreM JsmcTtoBoro omana (Lebedeva,
Tykchodeeva, 2003; Startsev et al., 2008; Jean et al., 2017).

YcTraHOBIICHHBIE B JAHHOM HCCIIE/IOBAHMH 3aKOHOMEPHOCTH XapaKTEePU3YIOT JHHAMHUKY MOXOBOTO
MOKPOBA IPH JIECOBOCCTAHOBJICHWHU Ha 3ajie)KaX, HO OTJIMYAIOTCS OT HAOJI0JaeMBbIX TIPH 3apacTaHUH
BeIpyOOK. Ilpu 3apacTaHum JyroB BOCCTaHOBJIEHHE JIECHOIO HabOpa BHIOB NPOTEKaeT MEAJICHHEE,
yem nocie pyoku (Nitsenko, 1961). Ha BeipyOkax maBHOCThIO 2—10 JIeT B yCIOBHSX ceBepo-3amanaa
Poccuu mpoeKTHBHOE TOKPHITHE HAIMOYBEHHBIX MOX000pa3nHbix nocturaetr 45-70% (Genikova,
Kryshen, 2018), u cpeau HHX Benuko yuyactue OopeanbHBIX BUAOB Hylocomiadelphus triquetrus,
Pleurozium schreberi, Dicranum scoparium (Troshin, Mirin, 2024), koTopbIe B HaIlleM HCCIICIOBAaHUH
ObUTH OTMEYEHBI TOJIBKO B OCHHOBBIX JIECax C BO3PAacTOM JApeBecHOro sipyca 75-95 ner. JluctoBoit
OMaJl JIPYTUX BUJIOB JIEPEBBEB B YCIOBUSAX Talru OyJeT OrpaHWYMBAThH Pa3BUTHE MOXOBOIO sipyca
cxonHeIM ¢ ocuHOH oOpazom (Lebedeva, Tykchodeeva, 2003), Ho Bo3pacTaHue ydacTHsi €I B
OCHHOBO-CJIOBBIX W €JIOBBIX JiecaX TPHBOJAMT K H3MEHEHUIO CTPYKTYphl (pakiuii omaga u
YBEIMYECHHUIO MPOSKTUBHOTO MOKPHITHSI MOX000pa3Hbix 110 50—86% (Fedorchuk et al., 2005; Rubtsova,
2024).
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3AKJIFOYEHUE

B pe3ynbrate u3ydeHus TUHAMHKH HAIIOYBEHHBIX MXOB B CYKIIGCCHOHHOM PsIy BOCCTAHOBJICHUS
eTbHUKA KHCIMYHOTO-TABOJITOBOTO HAa 3alie)kKW COCTOAIIETO W3 y4YacTKa CYXOJOJNBHOTO JIyTa H
OCHHOBBIX JIECOB C Bo3pacTtoM apeBoctost 20, 55, 75 m 95 ner Obuto BBISBICHO 23 BHAA MXOB,
OTHOCHAILIMXCA K 12 ceMelicTBaM.

Ha ocHoBanum ananm3a (UTOLEHOTHYECKUX VYCIOBHA M YYacTHUS MXOB B HCCIIEJOBAaHHOM
CYKIIECCHOHHOM pSAy BBIIENEHBI TPU CTAIWH: JyrOBas, MEPEXoHas — MOJIOJIbIE OCHHOBBIE Jieca (C
Bo3pacToM jpeBocrost 20 yer) u craaus CcHOPMHPOBAHHBIX OCHHOBBIX JiecoB (55-95 ner).
HauGonbiee BuIoBOEe 00raTcTBO HamouBeHHBIX MXOB (10—15 BUIOB), BUAOBast HACHIIEHHOCTh (1.4—
1.8 Bunma/0.1 M%) ¥ NpoeKTHBHOE MOKPHITUE MXOB (4—10%) 3aperucTpupoBaHo B CHOPMHUPOBAHHBIX
OCHHOBEIX JIECaX.

BaxHbiM orpaHuuuBaromM (akTopoM Ipu (HOPMUPOBAHUM MOXOBOTO IOKPOBA SBJISCTCS
CyMMapHO€ TPOEKTUBHOE TIOKPHITHE MEPTBBIX PACTUTENHFHBIX OCTATKOB.

BJIATOJIAPHOCTU

ABTOpBI BBIPaXKAKOT NPHU3HATEIBHOCTE HAYYHOMY COTPYAHHMKY 3aloBeIHUKa PwrukoBoii AHHE
JleoHnOBHE 32 TOMOIIH B TIPOBEICHUH TOJIEBBIX UCCIIEIOBAHUH.
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«PacturenprocTh EBpomneiickoii Poccum u ceBepHOU Asmm: pa3HooOpasWe, JWHAMUKA, THUIIBI
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DYNAMICS OF THE MOSS COVER IN ASPEN STANDS DURING THE RESTORATION
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Abstract: An assessment was carried out of the species composition and abundance of ground mosses
along a successional sequence of spruce forest restoration on fallow land of 5 phytocoenosis: dry
meadow site and aspen stands aged 20, 55, 75, and 95 years in the Nizhne-Svirsky Nature Reserve
(Leningrad Region, Russia). Geobotanical descriptions were conducted on 30 sample plots of 0.1 m?,
established along a transect at 1 m intervals within each phytocoenosis of the sequence. A total of 23
species of ground mosses were identified. The list of these species and their mean projective cover
values is provided. The relations between moss projective cover, moss species richness, the age of the
aspen stand, and phytocoenotic environmental factors are examined. Based on the analysis, three
stages were distinguished: meadow, transitional (aspen forest with tree stand of 20 years), and the
stage of developed aspen forests (aspen age 55-95 years). The highest species richness of ground
mosses (10—15 species), number of moss species per 0.1 m? (1.4-1.8 species) and projective cover (4—
10%) were recorded in the developed aspen forests. The influence of the projective cover of dead plant
material as the important limiting factor on the development of the moss cover along a successional
sequence was observed.

Key words: Populus tremula, succession, boreal forest, mosses layer, spatiotemporal series,
chronosequence, bryophyte.
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