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JIucT — ocHOBHOW (POTOCHUHTE3UPYIONIHI opraH pacTeHuid. C TUIOIIAIBIO JINCTA CBA3aHbI BEJIMYMHA ACCUMU-
JUPYIOMEH MOBEpXHOCTH, (POTOCHHTE3, AbIXaHHE, TPAHCIHpAUWs, yAENbHAs IUIOMAAb JHCTAa W HPOIYKITHS.
HeobxonumMocTh MONYyYCHHs JaHHBIX O IUIOMIAJU JIMCTHCB JUIS BOJHBIX PACTCHUN HE BBI3BIBACT COMHCHHIA.
Ocoboe 3Ha4YeHHUE HSTOT MOKa3aTeilb HMMEET MPH HM3YYCHUU TNPOJYKTHBHOCTH MAaKpO(GHUTOB BOJOEMOB H
BOJIOTOKOB, & TAK)KE MCCIICJOBAHUH MTPOIECCOB MX 3apaCTaHUS.

enp HAcTOsIIEH paOOTHI — MOJNYYUTh PETPECCUOHHBIC MOJICIH JIJIsl ONPEACIICHHS TUIOIIAH JIUCTHEB IIIMPOKO
pacIpocTpaHeHHbIX I'MAPO(UTOB ¢ IUIABAIOIIMMHU Ha BOAE JHCThIMU — Nuphar lutea (L.) Smith u Nymphaea
candida C. Presl. DT BUIBI 00J121aI0T BEICOKOM SKOJIOTUYECKOI BAJICHTHOCTBIO M BHOCST 3HAYUTEIIHHBIN BKIIA]
B OOIIYIO TIPOTYKTUBHOCTH BOJHBIX OOBEKTOB.

Koppemsiuronnsrii aHamm3 MOpGOMETPUIECKUX ITapaMeTPOB JINCTHEB 000MX BHUAOB TMOKAa3ajl, YTO POCT JIHC-
TOBBIX IUTACTHHOK M30METPHYECKUN. DTO TO3BONMIO MMPOBECTH PETPECCHOHHBIN aHAJN3 W BBIIBUTH CTETICHHYIO
3aBUCUMOCTh (hakTmueckoi momaam gucta (LA) or MopdomeTpuuecknx nokaszareneit /;, [,, u w. Mozaenu 3aBu-
CAMOCTH BBITIISAAT CIeAylomuM oOpazoMm — it Nuphar lutea: LAy ,:2.12-111'81; LAy 120.64-121'95;
LANF0.93-w2'05; st Nymphaea candida: LAN_C:3.88-111‘79; LANC:0.85-121‘94; LANC:0.93'W1'%, rae /[, — nouHa
JIUCTOBOM IUIACTUHKHM OT MECTa KPEIUICHUS YepellKa 10 BEPXYIIKH, [, — oOmIas JJTMHA U W — IIUPUHA JTHCTOBOM
wiacTHHKU. O BBICOKOI CTEIIEHU COOTBETCTBUS TPCHIOBON MOIEIH PETPECCHH UCXOIHBIM JaHHBIM CBHICTECIb-
CTBYET 3HAYUTEIBHBIA KOI(D(UIMEHT TOCTOBEPHOCTH ammpokcuManuu, oH Ooonbmie 0.9 u mpubmmxaercs k 1.
YpaBHEHHUS perpeccru sl ONPEICIICHUS TUIONIAIN JUCTHEB THAPOPHUTOB B HACTOSIIEH pabOTe MOIyYEHBI BIIEp-
BbIC. DTO JOCTOBEPHBIA KOCBCHHBIM METOJI ONPEICIICHU IIIOMIAN JTUCTHEB KYBITUHKOBBIX. CTeneHHbIC (QyHK-
UM CIIPABEJIUBBI C OMOJIOTMYECKON TOYKM 3PCHHUS M BEPHBI C MareMarudeckoil. VX 6e3 orpaHuYeHH MOMKHO
MIPUMEHSATH B TOJIEBBIX YCIOBHAX HE HAHOCA yIiepOd pacTHTENbHBIM cooOriecTBaM. Ilmomanp mcTa MOXKHO OII-
peneNnTh, 3Hasi BCETO JIMIIh OJMH MOP(OMETPHUUECKUI TapaMeTp JHCTa. DTO OBICTPBINA, HAJEKHBIA M IKOHO-
MUYHBIH METO/I, TO3BOJIIOIINI POBOJUTE CE30HHBIE UCCIICAOBAaHUA TWHAMHUKH POCTa U Pa3BUTHS OJHHUX U TEX
K€ PacTeHMH Ha MOCTOSHHBIX YYETHBIX IUTOIIAJKaX, ONCHUBATH CTEIIEHb 3apacTaHMs BOJOEMOB M BOJOTOKOB,
MIPOTHO3UPOBATH AaJbHEUIIee pa3BUTHE cOOOIIECTB. MeTox OTKPHIBAET BOSMOXKHOCTH IIPOBOJUTE HUCCIICTOBAHUS
Y MOHUTOPHUHT Ha BOJOEMAaxX M BOJOTOKaX 0CO00 OXpaHSIEMbIX IIPUPOIHBIX TCPPUTOPHI.

Kniouesvie cnosa: Mopdhonorust Tucta, U30METPUUECKHUN POCT, ACCUMUIIAPYIOLIAst TOBEPXHOCTh, (JOTOCHHTE-
3UpPYIOIIasi MOBEPXHOCTh, MOJCIHUPOBAHKE TUIOMAIN JINCTA, HEPA3PYILIAIONIINE U3MEPECHUS, PErPECCHOHHAsS CTe-
TICHHASI MOJICITb, KYBIIMHKY, Nuphar lutea, Nymphaea candida.

DOI:
BBEJIEHUE

JIuct — oCHOBHOH (POTOCHHTE3UPYIOIIHIA
opraH pacteHuil. @opma 1 pazMep JIUCTa 3aBUCAT
OT BHUJIa PACTEHUs], TECHO CBS3aHBI C KIMMAaTOM U
a0MOTHYECKMMH  YCIIOBUSMH  IPOM3PACTAHUSL.
OdeHb Ba)XKHBIM TMOKa3aTelh B M3YYCHHH POCTA H
pasBUTHS PACTEHHMH — 3TO IUIOUIA[b JIUCTHEB
[Gong et al., 2013; Costa et al., 2016]. C Hum
TECHO CBSI3aHbI BEJIMYWHA ACCUMIINPYIOMIEH TO-
BEPXHOCTH, (OTOCHHTE3, IbIXaHWE, TPaHCIHpa-
1Usl, yIeNbHAS IUIOMAAb TUCTa u npoxykius [Fil-
bin, Hough, 1983; Klok, van der Velde, 2017; Liu
M. et al., 2017]. CymecTByIOT NpsIMbIE U KOCBEH-
HBIE METOJIBI OTIPEeNICHHS TUTOLIAI! JIHCTA.

[Ipsimble MeTOABI OCHOBaHBI Ha cOope Ju-
CThEB W BKIIIOYAIOT KOHTYPHBIH (TpaBUMETpHde-
CKMH) aHaU3 TUIOIIAU JINCTA WM UCIOJIh30Ba-
HUE Pa3IMYHBIX CKaHUPYIOIIMX IUIAHUMETPOB
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(manpumep, LI-3000, Licor, NE, USA). [Ipume-
HEHHE TOPTATHMBHOTO CKAHHMPYIOIIETO TUIAHHUMET-
pa aKkTyaJbHO /11 HEBBICOKMX PACTCHHH C He-
OOJIBIIIMM KOJIMYECTBOM JIUCTHEB, M OH HE TIOAXO0-
JIAT JIISL OTIPE/ICIICHUS TIOMIAN KPYITHBIX JINCTh-
eB [Nyakwende et al., 1997; Rouphael et al.,
2010]. Ipssmpre MeTOIBI HAaMOOJIEE TOYHBIE, OTHA-
KO, TYOWTENBHBI JJIsl pAaCTEHHH, OYEeHb TPYI0EM-
KHe, HEyNOOHbIC B KCIOJB30BAHHUM U JOBOJIEHO
noporue [Jonckheere et al., 2004; Bréda, 2008;
Liu Z. et al., 2017]. Kpome Toro, ¢ momoIipo ta-
KHX METOJIOB HEBO3MOXXHO H3ydaTh CE30HHYIO
JTMHAMHUKY POCTA U Pa3BUTHUS PACTCHUIA.
KocBeHHBIE METONBI OCHOBaHBI Ha HW3MeEpe-
HUM MOPQOJIOTHIECKHX MapaMeTpOB JIMCTHEB Pac-
TeHUH (JUTHHA, IUPHHA), KOTOPhIC B JajbHCUIIIEM
WCTIONB3YIOTCS B KAueCTBE BXOMAHBIX JTAHHBIX



Transactions of Papanin Institute for Biology of Inland Waters RAS, issue 93(96), 2021

B MaTeMaTH4decKylo Mojellb perpeccun [Blanco,
Folegatti, 2003; Jonckheere et al., 2004; Liu Z. et al.,
2017]. PerpeccuoHHbIE MOAETH HIMPOKO UCTIONB3Y-
FOTCSI JUTSl OICHKH IUIOMIAAN U MAacChl JINCThEB pas-
JIMYHBIX CENCKOXO3SHCTBEHHBIX KYJIBTYp, HallpH-
Mep, KyKypy3sl [Birch et al., 1998], nepcuka [Espi-
noza-Espinoza et al., 1998], xode [Antunes et al.,
2008], nepua [Rojas-Lara et al., 2008], aBokamo u
namnaiin [Cardona et al., 2009], mauro [Ghoreishi et
al., 2012], possr [Fascella et al., 2013], xakao [Sala-
zar et al., 2018], omuBok [Koubouris et al., 2018].
N3BecTHBI paboTHI, B KOTOPBIX TOIYYEHBI perpec-
CHOHHBIEC MOJICTIH JUTS OBICTPO OIICHKH TUIOIIAA U
MacChl JIMCTHEB HEKOTOPBIX IIHPOKOIUCTBECHHBIX
BHIOB JnepeBbeB [Liu Z. et al., 2017]. B xaxmom
CITy4ac YpaBHEHUS PErPECCHH MOAXOMAT UCKITFOUH-
TENLHO JJIs1 KOHKPETHOTO BUJa pacTteHus. Bce 3t
MOJICJI OCHOBaHbI Ha KOPPEIBIIIN MEXITY MOpQo-
METPUYECKUMU TTapaMeTPaMK U TDIOMIAJIBIO JINCTHEB
[Bréda 2003; Jonckheere et al., 2004]. BaxHo, uTto
KOCBEHHBIC METOJIbI HEe TpeOyroT cOopa pacTeHHIA.
OHHM TIO3BOJITIOT OBICTpEE OMPEACTUTH ILIOMIATh
JIUCTa U B KOHEYHOM HMTOT€ TIOAXOMST JIIs aBTOMa-
TH3auu Beex pacyeroB [Costa et al., 2016]. K koc-
BEHHBIM METOJIaM OIPEACICHUS TUIONIAAN JIHCTa
MOKHO TaKX€ OTHECTH (POTOCHEMKY M JIHCTAHIIU-
OHHOE 30H/IMPOBAaHHE TMOBEPXHOCTH C IOCICAYIO-
mel nemudpoBkoil CHUMKOB. Jlisi ompenenceHus
TUTONIA/IN JICTHEB Pa3padaThIBAIOTCs ClieIHATLHEIC
KoMIbloTepHbIe porpaMmbl [Igathinathane et al.,
2006] 1 moOunbHBle Tpuiaokenus [Gong et al.,
2013; Tech et al., 2018].

OnucanHble BBIIIE HAPaOOTKH W METOJIBL,
OTHOCSTCS K Ha3eMHbIM pacteHusM. K coxane-
HUIO, OIMyOJIMKOBAHHBIX AHAJOTMYHBIX HCCIEI0-
BaHUM JIJI BOJIHBIX PAaCTEHUU HAWTH HE YJaloCh.

HmeroTes nUIs OTPEIBOYHBIE CBEJICHHS O TUTOIIA-
I JIACTHEB HEKOTOPBIX BHJOB TUAPODUTOB
[Brock et al., 1983; Filbin, Hough 1983; Boese et
al., 2008; Sinden-Hempstead, Killingbeck, 1996].

B HacTosmiee BpeMst HE0OOX0IUMOCTb TIOJTY-
YEeHUsS! JAHHBIX O IUIONIATH JIMCTHEB JUIS BOIHBIX
pacTeHHl He BBI3BIBaeT coMHeHmil. Ocoboe 3Ha-
YeHHWE JTOT IMOKa3aTellb MUMEET NPU HW3yYeHUH
MPOJYKTHBHOCTH MaKpO(UTOB BOJJOEMOB U BOJIO-
TOKOB, & TaK)Xe HMCCJICOBAHUU IMPOIECCOB HX 3a-
pacTaHums.

Iens paboThl — MONYYUTH PErPECCHOHHBIC
MOJICM JJIS OMNpENEICHUs IUIOMIaAN JINCThEB
ITUPOKO  PACIpPOCTPAHEHHBIX  THAPOQUTOB
C TUIaBAIOIIMMH Ha BOJAE JHCThIMH — Nuphar
lutea (L.) Smith u Nymphaea candida C. Presl.
(Nymphaeaceae).

AccCoIanuy ¢ y4acTHeM 3THUX BHJOB Hau-
OoJyiee TUIWYHBI JUTS 03€p, BOJOXPAHWIMII, CTa-
pull, MaIBIX U CpeaHuX peK. OHU 00pa3yroT Kak
MOHOJIOMUHAHTHBIE IICHO3bI, TaK U COOOIIECTBA
c npyrumu  tuapodutamu (Lemna minor L.,
Ceratophyllum demersum L., Nymphaea alba L.,
Potamogeton lucens L., Potamogeton natans L.) n
¢ renoduramu (Sagittaria sagittifolia L., Butomus
umbellatus L., Sparganium erectum L.). HazeM-
Has ¢opMa PaCTCHHS CTAHOBUTCS ITOJIHOIICHHBIM
YYaCTHUKOM IICHO30B TUTPOTEIO(UTOB U JaKe
Me30()HTOB, HO BCTpEYAeTCs JIMIIb Ha OOCHIXaro-
IIMX MEJKOBOJBSIX M pexe oTMensax. PacreHus
00J1a1al0T BBICOKOM SKOJIOTUYCCKOW BaJCHTHO-
CTBIO M BHOCST 3HAYUTEIBbHBIA BKJIAJ B OOIIYIO
MPOJYKTHBHOCTh BOJOEMOB W BOAOTOKOB [[lam-
genkoB, 2001 (Papchenkov 2001); Chernova,
2015; Klok, van der Velde, 2017].

MATEPUAJIbI U METObI

COop MIaBarONIUX JIMCTHEB KYBIIMHKOBBIX
MIPOBOAMJIA B BereTarmoHHbI mepuon 2019 r
B omnom u3 3anmmBoB p. Bonra (Yriuuckoe Bojo-
XpaHWIHIIE) B OKPECTHOCTIX JNepeBHH [LIenkoBo
Kumpckoro paiioHa TBepckoit obiacTu
(56°58'50.4" c.m., 37°27'45.2" B.A.). Becero cob6-
pano 108 mwucteeB Nuphar lutea n 170 —
Nymphaea candida.

B xamepasibHBIX YCIOBUSIX JTUCTBSI OUUILATN
MPOTOYHON BOAOH, MPHU MOMOIIH (HUIBTPOBATILHON
OyMaru yJaJsiii W3JHIIKK BOIBI, Ha Oymare ouep-
YUBaJM KOHTYpbl JIUCTheB. Jlanee JIMHEUKOH
[[TOCT 427-75] ¢ Tounoctsio 0.1 cM. u3Mepsu
OCHOBHBIC ITapaMETPhI JIUCTOBBIX IIACTUHOK (pHC.
1): WMHYy JUCTOBOM TUIACTHHKH OT MECTa Kperuie-
HUS Yepelika 10 Bepxyuiku (/;), ooyt auny (/)
W IUpUHY (W) JNUCTOBOM IUTacTUHKH. DakThue-
CKYIO ILIOIA/h JTUCTEEB (CM’) M3MEPSIH C MOMO-
mpio wianuMeTpa Planix 7 (puc.2). s anamuza
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MOP(HOMETPUIECKUX JAHHBIX MIPUMEHSLITN
KOPPEJISIMOHHBINA 1 pErPECCUOHHBIN aHAJIMU3BbI.

Puc. 1. OcHOBHBIE U3MEPsIEMbIE TTApaMETPHI y JHCTO-
BBIX TUIACTHHOK KYBIIHMHKOBBIX.

Fig. 1. The main measured parameters of leaf blades of
water lilies.
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Puc.2. [Tnannmerp Planix 7 st usmepeHus miomaniy.

Fig. 2. Planix 7 planimeter for area measurement.

PE3VJIbTATBI NCCJIEJOBAHUMA U NX OBCYXXJIAEHUE

C mnoMOIIbI0 KOPPEINSIIMOHHOTO aHaJIn3a
BBISIBUJIM 3aBUCUMOCTh MEXAY JUIMHOW JIMCTOBOM
IJIACTUHKHA OT MecCTa KpeIvieHus depernka (/;) u
001Iel TIMHON JINCTOBOM MIaCTHHKH (/;), MEXIy
JUIMHOM JIMCTOBOHM IJIACTUHKH OT MECTa Kperuie-
HUs yepemka(/;) U ee IWUPUHOH (W), a TaKKe Me-
Ky 0OIel JUTMHOHN JIMCTOBOW IIACTHHKH (/) U

ee mupuHo# (w). Onpenenuinu kKo3QGUIUSHT K-
HEHHOM Koppesiuuu (7), KOTOPBIH IMOKa3bIBaeT
TECHOTY CBSI3M M TO, HACKOJIBKO U3MEHEHHS OJJHO-
TO MpHU3HaKa OOBACHSAIOTCS N3MEHEHHSIMH JIPYTOTO
(Tabm. 1). Paccuntannbple KOAQQUIMECHTHI TAPHOU
KOPPEJSALUH SBISIOTCS TOCTOBEPHBIMH TPH YPOB-
He 3HauuMoctu a=0.05.

Tabéauua 1. 3HaueHns k03QPUIMESHTOB THHEHHOM KOpPeIsuny (7) IUTsl TPU3HAKOB [;, [, ©w

Table 1. Values of coefficients of linear correlation (r) for the characteristics /;, /, and w

ITapameTpsr / Parameters Nuphar lutea Nymphaea candida
Lul 0.99 0.99
Liaw 0.99 0.97
Luw 0.98 0.99

Takuve BBICOKHE 3HAYCHHUS KOPPEISIHH
CBUJICTENILCTBYIOT O 3HAYUTEIBHOW CTEIICHH TeC-
HOTHI CBSI3M MEX]y PacCMaTpUBacMbIMU MPU3HA-
KaMH. AHAJIOTUYHBIE PE3YJbTAThl OBLTH MOTYYCHBI
panee [Chernova, 2015; Chernova, 2019]. Poct
JUCTOBBIX IJIACTUHOK M30METPHUYCCKUHA — PaBHO-
MEpHBIH, ¥ (hopMa JIMCTa B POIECCE POCTa MEHS-
€TCS HEe3HAYUTEIHHO. DTOT (haKT IMO3BOJHI IPO-
BECTH JaJbHEUIIMM pEerpecCUOHHbIA aHallu3 |
BBISIBUTH CTETICHHYIO 3aBHCUMOCTH (haKTUYECKOM
miomaau jgucrta (LA — leaf area) or moppomerpu-
yecKuX Iokasareneii /;, [,, u w. Mozenu 3aBHCH-

MOCTH TUIOIIAAH JIMCTAa OT €ro oOIed JIMHBI,
JUIMHBI OT BEPXYyIIKA IO MECTa KpPEeITJIeHHs dYe-
pemika U oT ero IuWpwuHbl mias Nuphar lutea n
Nymphaea candida npencraBneHsl Ha puc. 3 u
puc. 4 COOTBETCTBEHHO.

B T1abn. 2 mpencraBieHBI PerpecCHOHHBIC
YpaBHEHUsS I pacyera IUIOIAIM ILIaBAFOIINAX
mucteeB (LA) Nuphar lutea n Nymphaea candida
B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT M3MEpSEMBIX MopQomeTpuye-
CKHUX TOKa3aTesIel: NIMHOW JTUCTOBON IIACTHHKHU
OT MeCTa KpeIuleHus uepenika (/;), oOmei THHBI
JINCTOBOM TIIACTHHKY (/5) ¥ ee mUpUHBI (W).

Tab6auma 2. PerpeccuoHHble MOJICHN JIJIsl pacyeTa IUIONIaU [UTABAIONINX TUCTheB Nuphar lutea v Nymphaea candida

0 MOp(HOMETPUICCKUM TIOKA3aTEIISIM

Table 2. Regression models for calculating the area of floating leaves of Nuphar lutea and Nymphaea candida by mor-

phometric parameters

Nuphar lutea

Nymphaea candida:

Perpeccuonnast Mmonenn
Regression model HOCTH ampoKCUMAIIHU

(R

the approximation (R?)

Koadpunmenr nocrosep-

Confidence coefficient of

Perpeccuonnas mozaens Koaddunuent nocrosep-
Regression model HOCTH ampoOKCUMAIIHU
(R?)
Confidence coefficient of
the approximation (R?)

LANJ:Z.IZ'ZII‘SI 0.99
LAy ~0.64-,"% 0.99
1.00

LAy =0.93-w>%

LA, =3.881,'7 0.94
LAy =0.851,"" 0.96
LAy =0.93-w" 0.97
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(LA, em? )
y =2,12x!81
o J
A
/LA, cm? )
y = 0,64x!95
R2=099 y ﬁ q
L, ecm
o J
b
/LA, cm? )
o J

B

Puc. 3. Mogenu 3aBUCUMOCTH TUTOIAIU JTUCTA OT JJIMHBI JIUCTA OT BEPXYIIKH J0 MecTa KperuieHus depemka (A), 00-
uieii anmuael nucta (B) u ot ero mmpunst (B) mist Nuphar lutea

Fig. 3. Models of the leaf area dependence on the leaf length from the tip to the place of attachment of the petiole (A),
the total length of the leaf (b) and its width (B) for Nuphar lutea
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e N
LA, ecm2
y = 3,88x"7?
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o J

Puc. 4. Mozgenu 3aBUCUMOCTH TUTOIIAAN JINCTA OT JJIMHBI JMCTa OT BEPXYIIKH O MecTa KperueHus gepemka (1)), 06-
uieit amunel aucrta () u ot ero umpussl (E) ans Nymphaea candida.

Fig. 4. Models of the leaf area dependence on the leaf length from the tip to the place of attachment of the petiole (I'),
the overall length of the leaf (J1) and its width (E) for Nymphaea candida.

W3 Tabnuikl BUAHO, 4YTO IS KaKIOTO
YpaBHEHHUSI PErpeccHH KO3 QHUIMEHT JIOCTOBEP-
HOCTH anmnpoxkcumanuu Beitie 0.9 u npudamkaer-
cs K 1, 3TO CBHIIETEIILCTBYET O BBHICOKOHM CTEIICHU
COOTBETCTBUS TPEHIOBOH MOJEITU HCXOIHBIM
JIAHHBIM.
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PerpeccHOHHBIH METOI OLICHKH ILIOIIAIH
JIUCTHEB PA3JIUYHBIX APEBECHBIM PACTEHHUH, ILIO-
JIOBBIX M OBOIIHBIX KYJIBTYP MPUMEHICTCS MHO-
TUMHU HcclenoBaTensMu [Montero et al., 2000;
Buttaro et al., 2015; Blanco, Folegatti, 2003; De
Swart et al., 2004; Bakhshandeh et al., 2011; Silva
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et al., 2008; Zhang, Liu, 2010; De Maria et al.,
2018; Tsialtas, Maslaris, 2007; Firouzabadi et al.,
2015; Cristofori et al., 2007; Koubouris et al.,
2018]. ABTOpHI 3TUX HUCCIACAOBAHUM TakK e MPo-
BOJIUJIM KOPPEJISITUOHHBIN U PErPECCUOHHBINA aHa-
JIU3 MEXIY JIJIMHON, ITUPUHON U TUIOMIAbIO JIUC-
Ta. BONBIIMHCTBO TOIYYCHHBIX PErpEeCCHOHHBIX
YpaBHEHHUH pacueTa TUIOMAAH JTUCTHEB SBISIOTCS
JTUHEWHBIMH, O0IIEero BUAa y=ax+b, 9TO BEpHO
C MaTeMaTUYeCKON TOYKH 3pEHHS, HO OIIMOOYHO
c Ouonornyeckoil. Tak Kak MpH HYJIEBOW IJIMHE
WIN MIMPUHE JINCTA TUIONAAb JINCTA HE paBHA HY-
mo, a paBHa Koddduumenty b, uro sBuseTcs
omubOkoii. B TakoM ciywae, ciemyeT yka3bIBaTh
JMara30Hbl JUIMHBI U IIUPUHBI JIUCTHEB, MPH KO-
TOPBIX MOJyYEHHBIE YPABHEHUS CIIPABEIINBEI.
CrenieHHBIE ~ ypaBHEHUS,  IOJy4YCHHBIC
B JIaHHOH paboTe CIpaBeIUBLI C OMOIOTHICCKON
TOYKH 3pCHUS ¥ BEPHBI C MaTeMaTHIeCcKoi. Mx 0e3
OTPaHUYCHHUIH MOXHO TPUMEHSTHh B TOJCBBIX yC-
JIOBUSIX HE HAHOCS YIEpO PacTUTENBHBIM CO00-
mectBaM. [liomane nmcra MOXXHO ONPENENUTh,
3Has BCETO JIUIb OJWH MOP(HOMETPUYCCKHN Ta-

pameTp nmcta (B MPUPOAHBIX YCIOBHAX JIUCTHS
pacTeHHH YacTO TMOBPEKIAIOTCS KOHCYMEHTAMH).
Hano moHumare, 94T0 B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT KOJHYeE-
CTBa M Pa3MEPOB JIUCTHEB, IUIOMIANb KOTOPBIX
HY>KHO OTPEJENIUTh, METOJl MOXET CTaTh TOBOJIb-
HO TpynoemkuM (Costa et al., 2016). Tem He Me-
Hee, TeM He MEHee, MOJXOM SBISETCS OBICTPHIM,
HAJEXHBIM U 9KOHOMHYHBIM.

Pa3BuTHe KOCBEHHBIX METOMIOB OIpejese-
HUS TUTOMIAN JTUCTHEB PACTCHUI OYEHB MEPCICK-
TUBHO JIJISl MIPOBEACHUSI CE30HHBIX MCCIEIOBAHUN
OUHAMHKH pOCTa W Pa3BUTHS OJHUX U TeX XKe
pacTeHHMH Ha OJHMX W TeX IUIOMIaaKax. Meton
MO3BOJISICT OLICHUBATh CTEIEHBb 3apacTaHUs BOJO-
€MOB ¥ BOJOTOKOB, IIPOTHO3UPOBATH JalbHEUIIIEee
pa3BUTHE COOOIIECTB; OTKPHIBAET BO3MOXHOCTH
MIPOBOJIUTH KCCIECAOBAHUS HAa BOJOEMAaX U BOJO-
TOKax 0co00 OXpaHSAEMBIX MPUPOJHBIX TEPPHUTO-
puii. PerpeccroHHbIE CTENEHHbIE MOJEIU MOTYT
MOCITYXUTh OCHOBOHM IJi JadbHEHIIETO MOJEIH-
pOBaHHS POCTa U Pa3BUTUS PACTEHUH, IPOTYKIIHU-
OHHBIX TIPOIECCOB KaK B CE30HHOH, TaK M B MHO-
roJIeTHEH AUHAMUKE.

3AKIIIOYEHHUE

Hacrosamas pabota, mocBsimieHHas paspa-
00TKE METONOB KOCBEHHOTO OIPEACICHHUS ILIO-
IaJIA JINCTHEB BOJHBIX PACTEHUI — OJlHA W3 Tep-
BbIX. KOCBEHHBIN METOJ OIEHKH ILIOMIAH JIUCTh-
€B JIOBOJBHO MPOCT (W3 WHCTPYMEHTOB IUIA WC-
CJIEIOBaHUN HEOOXOIMMa TOJIBKO JIMHEHKa), Io-
BTOPUTH KOTOPBIA CMOXET JIF000# UCCIIeNOBaTEb.
Ha ero ocHoBe MOXHO TMONYYUTH JOCTOBEPHBIC
JaHHBIE TIJIOMIAIN TIABAIOIINX JIUCTHEB PACTEHUI
CeMEHCTBa KYBIIWHKOBEIC, BBISBHTH JUHAMUKY

poCTa M pa3BUTHs PACTEHUH, MaTh OIEHKY H MPO-
THO3 T10 3apacTaHUIO BOJOEMOB M BOAOTOKOB. Ilo-
Jy4YEHHBIE PErPECCUOHHBIC YPABHEHUS MOXKHO
aJanTUpoOBaTh M JUIS IPYTHX BUIAOB MaKpO(UTOB.
Heo0XxonuMOCTh TaKUX HMCCIEAOBAHUN HE BBI3bI-
BaeT comHeHul. [lonydyeHHbIe B MEPCHEKTUBE HO-
BbIC JJAHHBIE MOTYT CTaTh OCHOBOW IJIsl JalbHEM-
IIET0 MOJCITMPOBAHUS IMPOIECCOB MPOTYKTHBHO-
CTH BOJHBIX DKOCHUCTEM.
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Leaf area is an important indicator that is closely related to the size of the assimilating surface, photosynthe-
sis, respiration, transpiration, specific leaf area, and production.

The purpose of this work is to obtain regression models for determining the leaf area of widespread hydro-
phytes — Nuphar lutea (L.) Smith and Nymphaea candida C. Presl. These plants have a high ecological valence
and make a significant contribution to the overall productivity of reservoirs.

Collection of floating leaves of water lilies was carried out in 2019 in the gulf of the Volga river in the Tver
region (56°58'50.4", 37°27'45.2"). A total of 108 leaves of Nuphar lutea and 170 — Nymphaea candida were col-
lected. Main parameters: the length of the leaf blade from the attachment point of the petiole to the tip (/;), the
total length (/,) and width (w) of the leaf blade were measured with an accuracy of 0.1 cm. The actual leaf area
was determined by a Planix 7 planimeter. Correlation and regression analyses were used to analyze the data.

The growth of water lily leaves is uniform. Regression analysis revealed the dependence of the actual leaf
area (LA) on morphometric indicators /;, [,, and w. For Nuphar lutea: LAy/=2.12"] 11‘81; LAy 120.64-121'95;
LAy =0.93-w*®. For Nymphaea candida: LAy =3.881,""; LAy =0.851,""*; LAy =0.93-w"*

The received power equation is fair from a biological point of view and correct with mathematical. They can
be used in the field without causing damage to plant communities. This is a fast, reliable and cost-effective me-
thod. It allows you to monitor, assess the degree of overgrowth of reservoirs, predict the further development of
communities, and allows you to conduct research on specially protected natural areas.
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