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Dnipro, 49600, Ukraine. significant number of harmful insect species. It is animals that act as consumers of various kinds
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trophic chains. The trophic activity of animals is also important in regulating the number of
groups of invertebrates of different systematic groups, it is one of the factors that contributes to
the maintenance of the system in a state of homeostasis and the speed of its recovery. Attention is
also paid to regulating the number of invertebrates, as well as poisonous species among them,
species that cause human diseases or are their carriers. Amphibians do not have a specific food
specialization and are consumers of any available food. The food spectrum also expands as
individuals grow and due to the consumption of larger prey. The main component of amphibian
nutrition is insects, they make up about 75% of the diet. Phytophages on average make up 60—
85% of the total weight of food in the food of amphibians. The coefficient of usefulness and the
share of biomass of various pests in different types of amphibian floodplains range from 52 to 84.
As a rule, the ratio of different food objects of amphibians corresponds to their ratio in individual
parts of ecosystems. Thanks to the trophic activity of amphibians, the number of pests is
regulated, which is important in floodplains of rivers, and the number of energy consumers of a
higher level, such as birds and mammals, depends on the trophic activity of amphibians. This fact
proves that amphibians are a necessary component of the food chains of terrestrial and aquatic
ecosystems. The trophic activity of amphibians affects the stability and plasticity of ecosystems,
species diversity of both zoocenosis and phytocenosis in terrestrial and aquatic systems, as well as
on the boundaries between them.
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Tpogiuna gisnabHicTh amdidii Ak PaKTOP BILUIUBY
HA CTAaH €KOCHCTEM I0JIMHU piuku {Hinpo

H. JI. I'ybanoBa

Hninpoecvruii Oeparcasnuii azpapro-ekonomiynuti ynisepcumem, [ninpo, Ykpaina

ITpoGnemu mopymieHHsT Ta TpancdopMarlil IPUPOAHUX EKOCHCTeM HalyIlM 3HAYHOTO PiBHS Ta GE3MOCEPEeIHBO BILUIMBAIOTH Ha
CTaH XHTTS JIIOAWHY, a CaMe ICHYBaHHS IIKi[UIMBUX KOMaX, iX PE3NCTEHTHICTh 0 XIMIYHHX CIOJNYK TOIIO. ToMy (yHKIiOHAIbHE
3HAYCHHS 300LCHO3Y MPOSIBISEThCS B PI3HUX AaCleKTax: PHIOYa, CKCKPETOpHa, TpodiyHa Ta iHINI BHIM MisUIBHOCTI TBAapHH.
BaxxuBicts TpodidHOI HisIBHOCTI 36MHOBOAHUX IMOJIATA€ B CIIOKMBAHHI HUMM 3HAYHOI KINBKOCTI IIKIAJIMBUX BHAIB kKoMax. Came
TBAPUHU BUCTYNAIOTh KOHCYMEHTAMH PIi3HOTO MOPSJIKY B YMOBaxX IPHUPOIHHX CKOCHUCTEM, OEpyTh aKTHBHY y4acTb y IEpEeMillieHHI
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eHeprii 3a TpodiuHuMu NaHIforamMu. TpodiuHa AisIbHICTS TBAPHH Ma€ BaXJIMBE 3HAYCHHS TAKOXK IPH PEryIOBaHHI YHCEIbHOCTI
rpyn Ge3xpeOeTHHX TBapHH PI3HUX CHCTEMaTHYHUX TPy, € OOHUM i3 (pakTopiB, sSKUil CHpHsE MIATPUMII CHCTEMH B CTaHi
roMeocTasy Ta IIBHIKOCTI HOro BiZHOBICHHS. YBara NpUAUISETBCS TAKOX PEryJIIOBaHHIO YHMCENBHOCTI Oe3XpeOeTHUX TBapHH, a
TaKOX OTPYWHHX BHUIIB cepel HHX, BHUIIB, L0 BUKJIMKAIOTh 3aXBOPIOBaHH: JIOAUHU abo € ix mepeHocHukamu. Amdibii He MalOTh
BH3HAYCHOT KOPMOBOI crieniaiizalii i € croxuBayaMu Oy/b-sKO1 TOCTYIHOI DKi. Xap4oBHI CIIEKTP TaKOX PO3IMIHPIOETHCS B MIpy
POCTY OCOOMH i 3a paxyHOK CIOXKHBaHHs OLIbII BEMHKOi 3710014i. [0NOBHUM KOMIIOHEHTOM Xap4yBaHHS 3€MHOBOJHHX € KOMAaxH,
BOHH CKJIaaloTh O1m3beko 75 % pamiony. ditodarn B cepenHboMy B KuBIICHHI aM(ibiii ctaHOBISITE 60—85 % Bix ychoro BaroBoro
ckiany kopMmy. KoedimieHT kopucHOCTI 1 yacTka 6ioMacw pi3HHX IIKIJHUKIB y PI3HUX BHIIB 3€MHOBOJHHX 3aIUIaBHHUX MiISTHOK
KoMMBaOThes Bix 52 po 84. Sk mpaBuio, CHIBBIAHOIIEHHS PIi3HUX O00’€KTIB JKUBJICHHS 3EMHOBOIHUX BIiINOBiZae ix
CHIBBIIHOUICHHSM B OKpPEMHX JAUISHKAaX EKOCHUCTEM. 3aBASKH TpO(iyHIH IiSIBHOCTI 3€MHOBOJHHMX PETYIIOEThCS KUIBKICTH
LIKITHUKIB, 10 Ma€ Ba)JIMBE 3HAYCHHS B 3aIUIaBHUX AULIHKAX PI4OK, a TaKOX 3aleXUTh KUIBKICTb CIIOKHBAYiB €HEeprii OinbI
BHCOKOTO DiBHA, TaKuX SK NTaxu i ccaBui. Lleil ¢axkT AoBOOUTH Te, IO 3€MHOBOAHI € HEOOXiTHMM KOMIIOHEHTOM JIAHLIOTIB
JKHBJICHHS] HA3eMHHX 1 BOJHUX ekocucTeM. TpodiuHa MisUTbHICTh 3eMHOBOAHUX BIUTHBAE HA CTIMKIiCTh Ta IIACTUYHICTH €KOCHUCTEM,
BUJIOBE PI3HOMAHITTS SIK 300I[€HO3Y, TaK i (DITOIEHO3Y B HA3eMHHX Ta BOIHUX CHCTEMax, a TAKOXK Ha MEXI MiXK HUMH.

Kmouosi crosa: am¢ibii; TpodidHa IisUTBHICTE; 3aIIaBa PiYKH; KOHCYMEHTH; PE3UCTEHTHICT

Beryn

[IpobnemMu 3MiH KiIiMaTy Ha IUTAHETI CTOCYIOTBHCS
(YHKIIOHYBaHHS Maibke BCiX BHIIB Ha3eMHHX 1 BOIHUX
exocucreMm (De Oliveira, 2022; Plaza, 2021). V nepury depry
BHACITIZIOK IIbOTO BiZIOYBAETHCS CKOPOUCHHS  YHCEIBHOCTI
BUIB SK Yy HaWOUIBII CHPUATIMBHX YMOBAaxX TPOIIKIB Ta
aBcTpasiiicbko-okeaniunux periowis (Hocking, 2014), Tak i B
OIJIBII CKJIATHUX YMOBAX, TUIIOBUM IIPUKIIAZIOM SKUX € CTEIIOBA
3oHa Ykpainu (Bulahov et al., 2005).

HaiiGinmpm mikaBolo TIpymor B LBOMY BIIHOLIEHHI €
MOWKIJIOTEpMHI TBapHHHU, aM}ibii Ta penTwiii, GyHKIIOHATBHI
0COOJIMBOCTI SIKMX MOBHICTIO 3aJie)KaTh Bif psxy (akTopiB
YMOB HaBKOJMIIHBOIO  CEpEIOBHINA, 1€ TOJOBHUM €
temreparypa (Cortés-Gomez, 2015; Gasso et al., 2020b).
HaBiTh B yMOBax TPOMIYHUX JICiB, SIKi BiIPI3HAIOTHCS BEITUKOIO
PI3HOMAHITHICTIO ~ OpraHi3MiB,  yrpymoBaHHS  amiOiit
MOCTYIIOBO HAOyBaIOTH JienpecuBHoro crany (Arribas, 2018), a
B MOCYXJIUBUX MICISIX iX YHCENBHICTh Ta BUJOBE PI3HOMAHITTS
mBuaKo 3HmKyoThes (Hubanova, 2005). TIpore amdibii €
BO)XJIMBHMH CIIOKMBAaYaMH Ta JUKEPEIOM EHEpril sIK y BOJHHX,
Tak 1 B Ha3eMHHX CEpEeIOBHIINAX ICHYBaHHS 1 3IiHCHIOIOTH
enepreruynuii 38530k Mixk Humu (Whiles, 2006). 3a ocranui
20 pokiB momynsuii 3eMHOBOAHMX y BCBOMY CBITI pi3KO
CKOPOTHIIUCS, iX YHCEIBHICTh KaTacTPO(IYHO 3MEHIIHIACS
HaBiTh Ha OXOPOHHHX TEPUTOPISAX, 1[0 MOXKE MPU3BECTH 0
3HUKHEHHs TOoHan 75 % 3eMHOBOAHHX, OCOOJMBO Iie
CTOCYIOTbCS BHIIB, SIKI PO3MHOXYIOTBCS Ha MIUIKOBOIIAX
(Konowalik, 2020). CxopoueHHsSI YHCETBHOCTI 3€MHOBOIHUX
MaTHUMe BEJIMKOMACIITA0HI i IOBFOCTPOKOBI HACII/IKM Ha PiBHI
€KOCHCTEeMH, BKJIIOYAIOUYM 3MiHHM B CTPYKTYpi CHUIBHOTH
BOJIOPOCTEH 1 TEpBHHHOI NPOAYKLil, 3MIHHM JAWHAMIKH
OpraHiyHOi PEYOBHHHW, 3MIHM B HamNpsIMKy IX TpodidHoi
nmisuterocTi  (Kupfer, 2005), 1m0 BmiMHEe Ha YHCENBHICTDH
BOIHHX KOMax i mpubepexnux xmkakis (Atwood, 2012), i

CKOpOYECHHS  Tlepefadi  eHeprii MK  CTpyMKamu 1
npubepeKHUMH  cepeloBHIIaMu  icHyBamHs  (Sanchez-
Hernandez, 2020).

CrenoBi  yich  YkpaiHu  (QyHKIIOHYIOTP B YMOBax

reorpadivHoi i, yacro, exosoriunoi HesianosimHocti (Belgard,
1938), Tomy puiiHa Ta eKCKPETOpHA AiSUTbHICTh MAIOTh BaYKITHBE
3nadeHHs (Bulakhov & Hubanova, 2005). B ocranHbOMYy
BHIIA/IKy BOHH IepeOyBalOTh MiJl )KOPCTKUM MPECHHIOM Pi3HHX
¢iTodaris 1 B KOMIUIEKC] 3 IHIIMMH JIIMITYIOUAMH €KOJIOTTYHUMH
YUHHUKAMH BTPAYalOTh 3HAYHY YaCTHHY MEPBHHHOI MPOJIYKIIL,
0 BiTOOpakaeTbCsl Ha Tpollecax mepeladi CHeprii  3a
XapYOBMMH JIAHIFOTAMH T4 BIUIMBAE Ha PiBEHb iX CKOJOTTYHOT
crifikocti (Shabanov et al., 2006; Zhukov & Hubanova, 2015).
Cepen TakHX €JIEMEHTIB BaKJIMBE MiCIle 3aiMalOTh 3¢MHOBO/IHI.
Jl1s BUpILIEHHS PSAy TUTaHb OXOPOHH MPHUPOJHUX EKOCHCTEM
PI3HHX TIISHOK CTETOBHX JIICIB BayKIMBO BU3HAYWTH HASBHICTH
TUX OIOTHYHUX €JIEMEHTIB, sIKi BIUTMBAIOTh Ha ()YHKIIOHYBaHHS
exocucreM. JlocmijpkeHHss  TpodidHOi  AisTIBHOCTI  fae
MOYJIUBICTB 11€ 3pOOUTH.

Mertoro poGotu Oyno BH3HA4YeHHS PiBHA TpodidHOI
IiSMBHOCTI 3€MHOBOAHMX Y 3aIUIaBHUX JUISHKaX pPiduok
CTENOBO1 30HU Y KpaiHH.

Marepiaau Ta METOAM T0CTiIKEHb

Jocnimpkennss nposoguincst npotsrom 2021 poxy. [ns
BUBUYCHHS Tpodiynoi mismibHOCTI am¢ibii BimOupamucs B
yMOBaxX MNPHOEpPEKHOI OUIAHKK p. JHIIpO Ta B 3alIaBHUX
nimsgakax p. Juinpo. Y xomi gochimkeHs BiliOpaHO Taki BUIH
semHOBOgHUX: Rana ridibunda, Bombina bombina L, Rana
arvalis, Pelobates fuscus, Bufo bufo. Bin6ip TBapun
3/iIICHIOBAaBCSI aKTMBHUM JIOBOM 3a JIONOMOIOI0 cadka Ta
nopunx Ttpanmeir (Hubanova, 2014). XapuoBa rpyaka
36MHOBOJIHMX  JOCTI/DKyBajacs IPWKUTTEBUM  METOIOM
(Bulahov, 1976). Tlicis mpoBeneHHs orepariiii 3 BHIYYEHHS
Xap4yoBOi TPYAKHA 3aJeKHO BiJA BHIOBOI TNPHHAIEKHOCTI
3eMHOBOJIHOTO B MPHUPOAHI Micis icHyBanHs moBepranu 80-96 %
JOCTIKYBaHUX 0coOMH. BwmicT BmimydeHoro Oiomarepiamy
CKJIaJali y CKIAHI IDMmedkn T1a  QikcyBamud  4%-HEAM
(hopmaiHOM.

Otpumani nani oOpaxoByBajucs 3a gornomororo ITK Excel.

Pe3yabTaTu pocaixxeHb

B yMoBax cTemnoBuX JiCiB 3eMHOBOJIHI BHKOPUCTOBYIOTH B
Ty 1o 170 BuniB pisHUX 00’ €KkTiB kuBneHHs. [Ipu nposeneHH1
JIOCTTI/PKEHb YCTAHOBJICHO, 1110 XapuOBHi pallioH 3eMHOBOAHHX
JOCHI/DKEHUX JUISTHOK TMpECTaBieHUi 17 cHCTeMaTHYHUMH
rpylnamH, y OUTBIIOCT] BUMIAAKIB — O6e3XpeOeTHUMH TBapHHAMH,
npore B nulyHoukax Rana ridibunda Bushadeno 2 Buu
XpeOeTHNX TBapuH (MIPeACTaBHUKH TPU3YHIB Ta aM(ibiit).

3a CHiBBIIHOIIEHHSIM OiOMacu KOpMY, IIO CHOXXHBAETHCS
KyMKOI0 4epBoHOuepeBHO0 (Bombina bombina), ocuoBy
Xap4oBoi I'PYJKH CKJIaJar0Th peacTaBHUKH THiB Arthropoda,
Mollusca ta  Annelida.  BararoumcensHumu  Oynu
npencraBauku komax Coleoptera (21 %), Lepidoptera (19 %),
Diptera (13 %), Heteroptera (11 %), Orthoptera (9 %),
Homoptera (3 %), Odonata (2 %), Hymenoptera (2 %).
HeuncneHHUMMH € TPEICTaBHUKH KJlacy MaBYKOMOAIOHI psay
Araneae (7 %). Tumm Mollusca ta Annelida ckmapamu
9 % ta 4 % BignosigHo. IHIII 00’€KTH KHUBJIIEHHS CTAHOBHIIA
0,1-0,8 % (puc. 1).

VY o3epHoi xabu (Rana ridibunda) B xapuoBomy pamioHi
takok mepeBaxaioTh Coleoptera (25,1 %), Lepidoptera
(20,1 %) Ta Orthoptera (12,6 %). Inui 06’exTn — Heteroptera
(5,6 %), Odonata (5,4 %), Hymenoptera (2,5 %), Homoptera
(2,0 %), Diptera (1,6 %). bararouncensHumu € Araneae
(3,8 %), mpencrasuuku Ty Mollusca (17,3 %), Myriapoda
(1,7 %) ta Annelida (12 %). Iumi 00’€KTH JKHMBICHHS
3yCTPi4alOThCs B XapyOBHMX TPYIKaX 3EMHOBOJHHX y Mexax
Big 0,2 mo 0,9 %. I'pusyHM Ta mpencTaBHUKH O0€3XBOCTUX
ampibiit ckmamaroTs B 11 pamioHi B pi3HUX THHax Jicy Bix 0,01
10 0,18 % (puc. 2).
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BMICT XAPYOBOI rPY KU BOMBINA BOMBINA; %

W Coleoptera M Lepiddptera L M Diptera W Heteroptera Orthoptera M Mollusca

M Araneae M lumbricina MWHomoptera M Odondta W Hymenoptera

BMICT XAPYOBOI FPYAKM RANA RIDIBUNDA,; %

m Coleoptera

Lepidéptera L m Mollusca

m Orthoptera Heteroptera

Odonata W Araneae m Hymenoptera @ Homoptera ® Myriapoda

M Diptera Lumbricina THWwi M Rodentia W Anura

Puc. 1. Bmict xapuoBoi rpyaxu y Bombina bombina

[Tpwm anamisi xap4oBoi rpyaxu rocrpomopnoi xabu (Rana
arvalis) mpesncraBHHKIB 3a KUIBKICHUM BMICTOM MOKHA
posramryBati HacTymauMm uuHoMm: Lepidoptera (35,0 %),
Coleoptera (25 %), Orthoptera (7,2 %), Hymenoptera (6,2 %),
Araneae (6,1 %), Annelida (3,6 %), Heteroptera (3,4 %),
Homoptera (1,2 %), Mollusca (8 %) 3 HasBHOIO IepeBaroo
JIYCKOKPWIIUX TBapyH (puc. 3).

V xuBienHi uacuHukoBoi sxkabu (Pelobates fuscus) 3a
CTyIIEHEeM IiepeBaru NpucyTHi: Xyku (34,4 %), mycKokpwmii

Puc. 2. Bumict xapuoBoi rpyaku y Rana ridibunda

(25,7 %), Oaratomixku (12,8 %), mepeTHHYACTOKpHIi (B
OCHOBHOMY Myparku — 6,8 %), kiomu (6,2 %), uepsu (5,6 %),
Mmodrocku (4,7 %), naByku (2,8 %), iHIII 00’ €KTH (PiBHOKPWIIL,
HOTOXBICTKH, 0aOKH, IPSIMOKPHIIi, ByXOBEPTKHU, JBOKPIII) — Y
mexax 0,1-0,3 %.

Cipa xaba (Bufo bufo) nagae mepesary xyxam (34,4 %),
notiM JyckokpuinuM (25,7 %), OararoHikkam (12,8 %),
nepeTuHYacTOKpwiInM (6,8 %), kmomam (6,2 %), uepBam
(5,6 %), monrockam (4,7 %), maBykam (2,8 %) (puc. 5).

BMICT XAPYOBOI FPYAKN RANA ARVALIS; %

M Lepidoptera L W Coleoptera M Mollusca W Orthoptera Hymenoptera

M Araneae W lumbricina WHeteroptera mHomoptera

BMICT XAPYOBOI IPYKM PELOBATES FUSCUS; %

m Coleoptera  m Lepiddptera L mMyriapoda  mHymenoptera w Heteroptera

M Lumbricina  ®Mollusca

M Araneae W [Hwi

Puc. 3. Bmict xapuoBoi rpyaku y Rana arvalis

Puc. 4. Bumict xapuosoi rpyaxu y Pelobates fuscus

BMICT XAPYOBOI FPYAKWN BUFO BUFO; %

M Coleoptera M Lepidoptera L MMyriapoda M Hymenoptera

W Mollusca

Heteroptera M Lumbricina

W Araneae

Puc. 5. Bmict xapuosoi rpyaxu y Bufo bufo

CTaTUCTHYHI MOKAa3HUKH JOCIITHUX TPYI YKa3ylOTh Ha Te,
[0 CepelnHi BiIXWICHHS IMOKAa3HHKIB Oy OJHOMaHITHHMH 1
KOJIMBaNucA B Aiana3oHi Bix 1,85 mo 2,05 (Tabm. 1).

YacToTa 3yCTpi4aibHOCTI Xap9OBUX 00’ €KTIB TOCIIHKEHIX
TPyl 3E€MHOBOJHHMX BKazye Ha Te, IO HaHOLIbII
PO3MOBCIO/DKEHUMH B XapyOBOMY pAIliOHI 3eMHOBOAHHX €
teepaokpwai  (Coleoptera) Ta myckokpuii  (Lepiddptera)
KOMaxy, TOMY IO BOHH 3adikcoBaHi B YCIX JOCITIIKEHHX
rpynax Ta iX KiIbKICTh Yy XapuoBilf TPyl KOJHMBAEThCS B
niammazoHi Bix 20,4 10 35 % y TBepAOKpWINX, 1 B [iarma3oHi Bij
18,4 mo 33 % y smyckokpwiuxX. JIOCHTh MAaJOYUCICHHUMH €

npencrasauk  aBokpwiux (Diptera), BiamiueHni y kymkun
4yepBoHouepeBHoi (Bombina bombina) B kinbkocti 12,3 % ta 'y
»xabu o3epHoi (Rana ridibunda) B xinekocti 1,8 %. Babku
(Odondta) Takox nepeBaXkaroTh y JBOX JOCIIDKEHHX Ipynax 3
MaKCHMaJIbHUM MOKa3HUKOM 5,5% y kabu o3epHoi. I3 Tadm. 2
BHIHO, O >kaba osepHa (Rana ridibunda) mae B cBoemy
Xap4yoBOMY pAI[iOHI HaBiThb XPEOETHHUX TBAPUH Yy BUIIIAAIL
IpiOHUX TpU3yHIB Ta Ge3xBocTHX amdibiif, 1Mo moB’s3aHo 3 1i
3HAYHUMH MOPQOJOTIYHMUMHU [OKa3HUKAaMK 1 po3mipamu.
Bararonixku (Myriapoda) e Gararo4yncieHHHMH B palioHi
’abu 3BHYAifHOI Ta KaOW YaCHUKOBOI, IO 3HAYHY 4YaCTHHY
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Ta0mamus 1
CraTUCTHYHI TTOKa3HUKH AOCITIHUX rPyI 6e3XpeOeTHHX TBapHH

L Kinpkicts Cepenns CraHpapTHe CraHpapTHa
KinekicTh . . .
BI/I}J . CUCTCMAaTHIHUX I'pylnl y KUIBKICTH BIIXWJICHHS IIOMUJIKA

HLTYHKLB IITYHKY 36MHOBOJIHHX BUJIIB (SD) (SE)
Bufo bufo 6 8 11 2,03 0,06
Pelobates fuscus 14 9 9 1,95 0,05
Rana arvalis 11 9 9 2,02 0,05
Rana ridibunda 22 15 10 2,05 0,06
Bombina bombina 5 11 7 1,85 0,06

Taoaunus 2
PiBeHb 3ycTpidanbHOCTI XapuoBUX 00’ €KTIB JOCIIHKEHUX TPYIl 36MHOBOIHUX, %o
I'pymu TBapuH i3 IUTYyHKIB B . Rana - .
ufo bufo Pelobates fuscus Rana arvalis - Bombina bombina
3€MHOBOJHHX ridibunda

Coleoptera 34,6 35 23,7 24,8 20,4
Lepidoptera L 25,8 26,1 33 19,9 18,4
Diptera — — — 1,8 12,3
Heteroptera 59 6,3 3,5 55 10,9
Orthoptera - - 7,4 12,8 9
Mollusca 4,7 4,7 8 17,5 8,8
Araneae 2,8 2,6 6,2 3,8 6,7
Lumbricina 5,6 54 3,8 1,3 3,4
Homoptera - — 1,2 2 2,5
Odonata - — - 55 1,6
Hymenoptera 6,6 6,8 6,3 2,5 15
Myriapoda 12,9 12,9 - 1,8 -
Rodentia - - - 0,1 -
Anura - — - 0,1 -

4acy MNpOBOAATH B IPYHTI Ta MONIOIOTH CaMe 3a JaHOI0
CHCTEMaTHYHOIO TPYIIOH0.

TakuM YHHOM, OCHOBHHUMH KOPMOBHMH 00 ’€KTaMH
3eMHOBOIHHX € Komaxu (70-80 %). dirocdarm B >KUBIEHHI
3eMHOBOJHUX CKiamaioTh 52,3—80,7 % BChOrO BHIOBOTO
CKJIaay 00’ €KTiB KHUBJICHHS.

OOroBopeHHs pe3yJbTaTiB

VpaxyBaHHs YHCENBHOCTI 3eMHOBOJIHHX Ta
CHIBBIIHOUICHHS pIi3HUX PpO3MIPHHX TPyHn Ta CTYIEHS
aKTHBHOCTI JJO3BOJIIOTH JaTH OIIHKY iX TpogidHoi pomi B
YMOBax Ha3eMHHX Ta BOJHHUX €KOCHCTEM. Y 3alulaBHHX
niOpoBax y pi3HI POKM 3€MHOBOJHI 3a aKTUBHHUII mepion ix
iCHYBaHHs, 3 KBITHS IO JIUCTOIAJ, BUIMAIOTh y BUIJISAI CUPOT
Macu 130-190 xr/ra pizHomaHiTHHX Oe3xpeberHux. O6’em
PIYHOTO BHIIy4EHHS 3€MHOBOJHHMH O€3XpeOETHHUX TBApHH €
Iy)Ke BHCOKHM SIK y 3allyIaBHUX AUISHKaX Ta B MPUTEPACHUX
micax (110-170 kr/ra), Tak i B cymiopoBax (97—128 kr/ra) ta
apeHHHUX Oopax (79-88 kr/ra). Y THIOBHX CTENOBHX Jicax Ii
MOKAa3HHKU HIDKYi y 3B’3Ky 3 OiNbII HU3BKUM YHCEIBHUM
CKJIaJlOM 3EeMHOBOJHHX. Y OalipayHux JiOpoBaX BOHH
BHTy4aroTh 10,2—17,8 Kr/ra, y IITYy4HUX JIICOBUX MacuBax 8,5—
21,6 xr/ra, B micocmyrax 3,3-4,9 kr/ra. Cepex BHIy4eHOI
Giomacu Oe3xpeOeTHUX 3HaYHA YACTHHA MPHUIANAE HAa YaCTKy
¢itodaris. V pi3HHX CTENOBHX JicaX 36MHOBOJAHI 3HHUIIYIOTh
3a aKTHBHUI mepion Bin 72 mo 156 kr/ra Giomacu ¢itodaris.
MakcumyM BmitydeHoi Oiomacu ¢itodarie mpumamae Ha
3aIIaBHi Ji0pOBH, IPUTEpAcHi JicH Ta cymioposu (79-156 kr/ra),
MiHIMyM — y Jicocmyrax (1,9-2,1), 6aiipaunux mibposax (6,2—
8,1 kr/ra), y IITY4HHUX [UIAKOPHUX Haca/pKeHHsIX (6,7—17,5 kr/ra).
Tinbky NMPOTATOM JITHBOTO MEPIOAY NMPU BHCOKOMY CTYIICHI
Bererauii aBTOTPOGHOI YACTHHHU JIICOBOrO OioreoneHosy B
3aIlIaBHUX Ji0poBax 3HIKYEThCS OioMaca JTyCKOKPHIMX —Ha
3,3 %, xykiB — Ha 1,4 %, xiomiB — Ha 0,4 %, MOJIIOCKIB — Ha
0,9 %. Immux ¢irodaris — y mexax 0,7-1,4 %. B apennnx
Oopax Giomaca XyKiB 3HIXKYeTbc Ha 3,1 %, MMIMIBIIUKIB —

Ha 2,4 %, npsMokpwimx — Ha 1,6 %, mMomtockiB — Ha 10 %,
kiomiB — Ha 0,9 %, piBHOKpmmHX — Ha 0,2 %. Y mmakopHHX
MITyYHUX Haca/pKEHHSAX Oiomaca KykiB 3HIKYyeThes Ha 0,4 %,
myckokpmmx — Ha 0,3 %, xmomiB — Ha 0,2 %, MoNIOCKiB — Ha
0,2 %, mpsmokpmmux — Ha 0,1 %. Biomaca rpusyHiB Yy
pe3ynbTaTi TpOGiKH 3EMHOBOJHUX 3HIKYEThCS TUIBKH B
3ariaBHuX nioposax Ha 0,1 %.

Bci  Buam  exocucteM, IO MAalOTh  yrPYHOBAaHHSI
3eMHOBOJIHHMX y CBOEMY CKJIaJi, HaOyBarOTh 3HAYHUX 3MiH Y
3B’S3Ky 31 3MiHaMH iX YMCETBHOCTI Ta YMOB HaBKOJHIIHBEOTO
Cepe/lOBHINA,  3aBSKH  4YOMY  3MIHIOIOTBCS  HPOLECH
TpaHcopmanii. Lle crmocTepiraetecst y BCiX BIKOBUX Tpymax
amdibiit (Whiles, 2006), cTocyeTbcsi BUIIB Pi3SHOMaHITHHX
kiiMatnaHuX 30H (Rohr, 2010).

3araoM 3eMHOBOJHI BHHUIIYIOTH BENUKY KUIbKICTH
IIKIJUTMBUX KOMax, II0 Ma€ BaXXJIMBE 3HAYCHHs JUIS JIICOBOTO
Ta ciischkoro rocmomapctBa (San Sebastian et al., 2015).
TpuroHH Ta abu BUHHUILYIOTh TUX KOMaX, 1110 HE MOINal0ThCs
nTaxamy 4epe3 iX KpUTH4YHE 3abapBieHHs abo HempUEMHHN
3amax (KJIOM JIFOICPHOBHUMA, KJIOM PAaIrlCOBUH, KJIOM ST1IHUIA).
BpaxoByroun Taky OCOOJHBICTh y XapyyBaHHI 3eMHOBOJHHX,
iM BIIBOAUTHCS POJIb Y PETYIIOBaHHI YUCETBHOCTI IIKIIHUKIB,
KopHCcHHUX Ta HelrpansHux Gopm (Fedonyuk, 2004).

30epe)KeHHsT  YKMCENBHOCTI Ta  BHIOBOTO  PI3HOMAHITTS
3€MHOBOJIHUX CIIPHSIE€ IOCTAaTHBOMY e(heKTy TpO(ivHOI isSITBHOCTI
amibiii Ta pyHKIIOHYBaHHIO ekocucTeM Y oMy (Tsaryk, 2016).

BucHoBku

Tpodiuna misnpHICTE am}ibili € gi€BEM OiOTHYHAM
YUHHUKOM Y peaiizauii (yHKIIH CTEMOBHUX JICiB, SIKi 3HAUHOIO
Mipoio 3a0e3leuyloTh TMPOAYKLiifHI MHpolecH B yMOBax
Gaceliny piuku J{HIIPO Ta CTENOBOI 30HH B LIIOMY.

TpodiuHa AisUTBHICTH 3¢MHOBOJHUX BIUTMBAE Ha KiIBKICThH
TpoiYHUX JIAHOK XapuoBOIO JIAHIIOTa Ta  PEryJIoe
YHCENBHICTh 0e3XpeOeTHNX TBapUH K Ha3eMHHUX, TaK 1 BOJXHUX
€KOCHCTEM OKPEMO Ta Ha MEXI MiX BOJIOIO Ta CYXOJIOJIOM.
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