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BIOINDICATION AND MAIN WAYS OF OPTIMIZING AGRICULTURAL
INFLUENCE ON NATURAL ECOSYSTEMS

The article deals with the main aspects of positive and negative influence of agriculture on natural ecosystems.

The positive influence of agriculture on the environment consists in creating reservations of biodiversity in anthropogenic
landscape, for example, forest lines protecting fields from erosion of soil. Agricultural activity can stimulate the increase in the
number of some species. Most negative influence is felt by natural ecosystems of forests, meadows, rivers, etc. adjacent to
agricultural lands. One of the examples of consequences of agricultural negative influence is anthropogenic successive
processes in natural ecosystems, structural and functional changes of biota. Research shows that most receptive to pollution
are water ecosystems (rivers, streams, lakes, etc.), swamp ecosystems, ecosystems of water-meadows of small rivers.

In the result of contamination of soil and water with different substances (primarily organic) biodiversity is reduced, species
and ecological structure of natural ecosystems are changed (the number of highly specialized — stenobiontic species of plants
and animals decreases, on the contrary, the number of euribionts, i.e. species tolerant to anthropogenic influence — increases).

In the article the main ways of optimizing agricultural activity influence on natural ecosystems are defined. The
efficiency of monitoring of ecological state of natural communities, which are under pressure from agriculture, considerably
improves when methods of bioindication are employed.

Different taxonomic groups of organisms can react to direct toxic influence and change in habitat caused by this
influence in various ways. To define the level of agricultural influence on natural ecosystems it is possible to use certain
species as well as whole taxonomic groups of organisms as bioindicators.
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BUOUHIUKALUA U OCHOBHBIE ITYTHU OIITUMU3ALIUN
CEJIbCKOXO3SMCTBEHHOI'O BO3JIEMCTBHUSI HA ECTECTBEHHBIE
IKOCUCTEMbI

B crathe paccMaTpHBArOTCS OCHOBHBIC ACTICKTHI MOIOKUTEIBHOIO U OTPHUIIATEIBHOIO BIHSHUS CEJTCKOIO XO3sHCTBA Ha
€CTECTBEHHBIE DKOCHCTEMBL.

TonoxwurenbHOE BIHMSTHAE CEITBCKOIO X03SHCTBA Ha OKPY)KAIOIILYIO CPETy 3aKITFOMAETCs B CO3/IaHNN PE3epBaTOB OHOpa3HO00pasust
B aHTPOIOreHHBIX JIaHIa(Tax, HAIPUMED, JISCO3AIUTHBIX TIQITOC, 3AIIHIIAFOIIIFX MOt OT 3PO3HH MOUBBIL. CeTbCKOXO3IHCTBEHHAS
JIESITENBHOCTD TAKXKE MOYKET CTHMY/IMPOBATh YBEJINUEHHE KOTMYECTBA HEKOTOPHIX BUIOB. Ha MpUpOIHBIE 9KOCHCTEMBI JIECOB,
JIYTOB, PEK ¥ UHBIX 0OBEKTOB, MPUIIETAIOIINX K CEIBCKOX03HCTBEHHBIM YTOIBSIM, OLIYIIIAE€TCS B OCHOBHOM HETaTHBHOE
BausHue. OIHUM M3 MPUMEPOB MOCIEACTBHN OTPUIIATEIILHOTO CENBCKOX03IUCTBEHHOTO BO3ACHCTBHS SABJISIOTCS
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AHTPOIOTeHHbIE CYKIIECCUOHHBIE TIPOLIECCHI B MIPUPOIHBIX KOCHCTEMaX, CTPYKTYpHbIE B (DYHKIIMOHAJIbHBIE U3MEHEHUSI
6uotbl. VcenenoBaHus OKa3bIBAIOT, YTO HAHOOJIEe BOCIPUUMYMBEI K 3arPSI3HEHHUIO BOJHBIE SKOCHCTEMBI (PEKH, PyYbH,
03€pa H T. 11.), OOJIOTHBIE DKOCUCTEMBI M SKOCUCTEMBI TIOMMEHHBIX JIYTOB MaJIbIX PEK.

B pesyisrare 3arpsi3HeHUs TOYBBI X BOIBI Pa3JIMYHBIMU BEIIECTBAMH (B MIEPBYIO OYEpEh OPTaHMYECKHMH) YMEHBIIACTCSI
OropazHooOpasue, BUI0BAs U SKOIOTHYECKAst CTPYKTYpa MPUPOIHBIX IKOCUCTEM H3MEHSETCS (KOJIMYECTBO Y3KOCTICIH AN~
3WPOBAHHBIX CTEHOOMOHTHBIX BHIOB PACTEHUH 1 )KMBOTHBIX YMEHBINAETCS, @ YUCIIO SBPUOUOHTOB, T. €. BUJIOB, TOJIEPAHTHBIX

K aHTPOIIOI'CHHOMY BOSHCﬁCTBHm, — yBeJ'H/I‘II/IBaETCH).

B cratbe OIpeACICHBI OCHOBHBIC ITYTH OIITUMHU3AallUN BJIMAHUA CENIbCKOX035MCTBEHHOM JACATCIIBHOCTU Ha ITPUPOAHBIC
9KOCHUCTECMBI. 3(1)(1)CKTI/IBHOCTI) MOHHTOPHUHI'A SKOJIOI'MYECKOTO COCTOSHUA NPUPOIHBIX COOGIJ_IECTB, HaXoAAMMXCA IT0
CENIbCKOX035MCTBEHHBIM MMPECCUHI'OM, BHAYNUTCJIbHO YTYYIIACTCA ITPU UCITI0JIB30BaHUU METO10B 61/IOI/IHI[I/IKaHI/II/I.

Pa3auuHble TaKCOHOMHYECKHE Tpyninbl OpraHU3MOB MOT'YT p€arupoBarb Ha IIPAMOEC TOKCHYCCKOC BO3I[CfICTBPIC
U U3MCHCHHC yCJ'IOBI/Iﬁ OGI/ITaHI/IH, BbI3BAHHBIX OTUM BOSﬂeﬁCT BUEM, pa3JIMUHbIMU criocobamu. UtoObI OIpEACIINTL YPOBCHb
CEJILCKOXO3SIICTBEHHOTO BOSHCﬁCTBHH Ha TpUPOAHBIC SKOCUCTEMbI, MOKHO MCIIOJIb30BATh OTACJIbHBIC BU/IbI, 4 TAKXKE LCIIBIC
TAKCOHOMMNYCCKHE I'PYIIILI OPraHn3MOB B Ka4€CTBE 61/IOI/IHI[I/IKaTOpOB.

KiaroueBble ciioBa: 61/IOI/IHI[I/IKaHI/IH, BI/II[I)I-GI/IOI/IHI[I/IKaTOpLI, CENIbCKOX035IHCTBEHHOE BOSﬂeﬁCTBHe, C€CTCCTBCHHBIC

HKOCHUCTEMBI, DKOIIOTHYECKUI MOHUTOPHHL:
BuGmorp.: 12 Ha3s.

Introduction. Global ecological problems are
crisis ecological situations acute to the whole planet
the solution to which can be found only by participation
ofthe whole mankind. These problems are caused by
the increasing influence of man on nature, in the first
run— on natural ecosystems. Besides other global
modern problems this category includes the problem
of global atmosphere and water pollution, land
pollution and degradation, as well as cutting down of
biodiversity and ecosystems’ degradation. The cause
ofthese problems is increasing influence of human
activity onthe biosphere.

The study of human impact on the natural
ecosystem presents one of the most important
directions in ecology, which is actively being
developed in many countries [ 1—4].

Alongside with industrial sources of negative
influence on the environment agriculture also has sig-
nificant influence on natural ecosystems and agriculture.
However the influence of agricultural activity on
nature cannot be evaluated as definitely negative.

The positive influence of agriculture on the
environment consists in creating agriculture
ecosystem as reservations of biodiversity in
anthropogenic landscape, creating conditions for
increasing the number of some organisms.

The negative influence of agriculture on the
environment consists in transformation of natural
landscapes and environment pollution.

Transformation of natural landscapes can go
in different directions: destruction of natural

ecosystems in the result of deforestation, meadows’
ploughing, swamps’ draining for agricultural needs;
producing anthropogenic ecosystems — agro-
ecosystems (ecosystems of fields, vegetable gardens,
gardens, etc.); transformation of natural ecosystems
under the influence of cattle pasture, hay-mowing,
etc.; soil degradation, water and wind erosion.

The use of new agricultural lands has already
led to serious consequences in different regions of
the Earth. Agriculture is an inherent sphere of social
activity which provides for existence of our
civilization. That is why under modern conditions
of striving for stable development the problem of
agricultural activity is raised in order to prevent
negative influence on natural communities.

Material and methods. The material for the
article present research results of the authors carried
out on the territory of Belarus in the period from
2008 to 2014. The standard methods of collection
and identification of species used to establish the
species structure of organisms living in ecosystems
which have been affected by anthropogenic factors
ofagricultural origin. Invertebrates were collected
by cutting entomological net on vegetation and
hand-picking. In order to establish the taxonomic
structure of invertebrate fauna living in aquatic
ecosystems hydrobiological net, hand-picking of
invertebrates from the roots of macrophytes,
washing in the bath with water and sifting soil sieve
sediment and decomposing plant remnants were
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used. Species structure of vertebrates was taken
nto account by visual records on the routes. Higher
plants were considered by visual records, manual
collection routes and drawing up a herbarium.

To assess the ecological status of aquatic
ecosystems bioindication method based on the
analysis of the species structure of invertebrates
was used [5—7].

Results and discussion. Agricultural activities
can have both positive and negative effects on natural
ecosystems. The positive influence of agriculture on
the environment consists in creating reservations of
biodiversity in anthropogenic landscape, for example,
forest lines protecting fields from erosion of soil on
the territory of Belarus are places of concentrations
for many species of insects (bugs Miridae, Nabidae,
Reduviidae, Acanthosomatidae), beetles (Carabidae
Staphylinidae, Scarabaeidae, Coccinellidae,
Cerambycidae, Chrysomelidae, Curculionidae),
butterflies (Nymphalidae, Satyridae) etc.), amphibias
(Anura), birds (Passeriformes) and mammals
(Insectivora, Rodentia). Agricultural activity can
stimulate the increase ofthe amount of'some species.
Forest-protecting lines make a convenient place of
habitation for the long-eared owl (Asio otus
(Linnaeus)).

Enlargement of cultivation areas encourages
increase in number of pests, weeds and several
species tending to places of human habitation.
Swamps’ drainig in Belarus and their use as territories
for agricultural activity (growing agricultural plants,
pasture of cattle, etc.) stimulated the increase of
the white stork (Ciconia ciconia Linnaeus)
population. At the same time, it is agricultural lands
(fields pasture, etc.) that make comfortable places
for habitation of such hunting species of birds as
the sulfuric partridge (Perdrix perdix Linnaeus),
quail (Coturnix coturnix (Linnaeus)). Different
species of geese (Anser), including rare species, in
the period of spring migration use fields with winter
crops as feeding places. The abundance of
invertebrate (in the first run agricultural vermin in
the fields and vegetable gardens) leads to the
increase in number of some species of amphibians
(toad Bufo bufo Linnaeus) and birds (starling
(Sturnus vulgaris Linnaeus), yellow wagtail
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(Motacilla flava Linnaeus) whinchat (Saxicola
rubetra Linnaeus), black-headed gull (Larus
ridibundus Linnaeus), rook (Corvus frugilegus
Linnaeus), jackdaw (Corvus monedula Linnaeus)).
Some predatory birds (kestrel (Falco tinnunculus
Linnaeus), marsh harrier (Circus aeruginosus
Linnaeus) and buzzard (Buteo buteo Linnaeus))
eagerly use agrocenoses as hunting areas.

The scientific project “Structural and functional
transformation of small rivers flood lands’ biota
under anthropogenic influence” was carried out in
Baranovichi State University. In the result of the
conducted research there have been defined the
taxonomic and ecological structure of small rivers
flood lands’ biota experiencing different degrees of
anthropogenic influence. The conception of
structural and functional change of small rivers flood
lands’ biota under anthropogenic influence of
different levels has been formulated. There have
been worked out practical recommendations on
small rivers ecosystems’ preserving.

Most negative influence is felt by natural
ecosystems of forests, meadows, rivers, etc.
adjacent to agricultural lands. One of the examples
of consequences of agricultural negative influence
is anthropogenic successive processes in natural
ecosystems, structural and functional changes of
biota. Research shows that most receptive to pollution
in Belarus are water ecosystems (rivers, streams, lakes,
etc.), swamps ecosystems, ecosystems of water-
meadows of small rivers.

In the result of contamination of'soil and water
with different substances biodiversity is reduced,
species and ecological structure of natural eco-
systems are changed: the number of stenobiontic
species of plants and animals (narrow specializing
species related to biotopical preference and food
specialization) decreases, on the contrary, the number
ofeuribionts (widely specialized species), 1. €. species
tolerant to anthropogenic influence, — increases.

Under the influence of a number of factors
(cattle pasture, land and water pollution with sewage
from cattle-breeding farms, watering off mineral
fertilizers and organic substances from fields, spring
burning of grass, hay-mowing, etc.) in zoocenoses
of rivers, water meadows and flood-lands forests
on the territory of Belarus the portion of stenobionts
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reduced from 0.09% to 0.05%. Less vivid changes
in this case showed the ecological structure of higher
plants. The number of stenobionts reduced from
18% to 11—10%. Besides, due to the above
mentioned factors there was seen a tendency for
decreasing in diversity of plant associations which
varied from 50—40 in non-influenced flood-lands
ecosystems to 20—30 m influenced ecosystems. The
decrease in number of food (trophical) groups,
reduction ofthe number of nvertebrate phytophages
in comparison with zoophages was also registered.
The correlation of phytophages and zoophages in
flood-lands ecosystems is 1.6—1.7 when the influence
1s minimal or absent while it isreduced to 1.0—1.1 in
ecosystems with intensive agricultural influence.

Research shows that species structure of
animals and plants in flood-lands ecosystems of
small rivers vividly illustrates the degree of
anthropogenic influence. When anthropogenic
influence grows the number of species decreases
immensely. Thus, the number of species of
invertebrate can decrease by 10—58%, and
vertebrate — by 10—37%. This parameter for
plants varies from 3 to 27% under different degree of
influence. The coefficient of flora and fauna similarity
with ecosystems is registered to fallunder the increase
of influence. This witnesses the process of convergence
which is accompanied by gradual disappearance of
mitial differences between non-influenced communities
and communities under anthropogenic pressure.

Melioration of swamp when agricultural
technologies are not followed can lead to serious
consequences for ecological systems. Land-
reclamation which is not scientifically based can
result in: decrease in biodiversity of swamps and
ecosystems adjacent to them; decrease of subsoil
waters level, fir-wood drying; shallowness of water
bodies; turning into deserts of territories suffering
land-reclamation and degradation of soil (more than
190 000 hectares of drained lands have soil
degraded to different degree); pollution of water
ecosystems with organic and mineral substances
watered from drained swamps, and as a result —
their overgrowth with macrophytes, shallowness
and upsetting the hydrological conditions [8; 9].

In the course of analysis of anthropogenic
transformation of ecosystems (in particular, in the

result ofagricultural activity) on the basis of literary
sources [10; 11] and data of our own research
several general theses characterizing the process
of anthropogenic change of natural ecosystems were
formulated.

1. The identity of parameters indicating the state of
ecosystems in the process of transformationunder the
same type of influence in different geographical zones.

2. Different resistance to influence with different
species, groups, types of ecosystems.

3. Anthropogenic influence is felt by the ecological
structure of communities. It is unfavourable to
stenobionts and favourable to euribionts.

4. The transformation of ecosystems is digression
(1. e. a variant of succession opposite to progression)
having the following characteristic features:
simplification of species structure of communities

(decrease in a-diversity) due to decrease in total
number of species; convergence of communities

(decrease in B-diversity); in other words, anthro-
pogenic influence equals initial differences between
communities, 1. €. sequential gradual stages of
changes with different ecosystems lead to the same
final stages; mirror reflection of the stages of
digression and progression (final stages of natural
ecosystem’s digression, preceding their complete
destruction are, to a certain degree, similar to initial
stages of progression, 1. €. successive process of
natural ecosystems’ development to conservative
community).

5. Absence of monotony of biota’s reaction to
anthropogenic influence is possible, namely: different
vector of the same group reaction (suppression,
stimulating) under influence of different level, different
vector of various groups’ reaction under the
influence ofthe same level.

6. Non-specific biota’s reaction to toxic
influence. Anthropogenic changes of ecosystems in
their activity are analogous with naturally con-
ditioned. In other words, biota reacts the same way
to any unfavourable changes no matter what their
origin could be.

7. Non-linear biota’s reaction to influence can
be revealed in: different pace of changes under
different levels ofinfluence (i. €. in some places there
are traced slow or proportional (according to the
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degree of influence) changes; however, there are
also places where small increase in influence causes
strong reaction of biota; the existence of threshold
in reaction, 1. €. the effect of light anthropogenic
mfluence is difficult to discover, it is not felt to
a certain degree of influence.

To avoid negative consequences is possible with
the help of measures aimed at optimization of
interaction of man and nature [8; 9].

The optimizing ofagricultural activity influence
on natural ecosystems includes several ways.

The use of purification buildings at agri-
cultural enterprise and prevention of non-
licensed sewage throwing into water and soil.
Activity in this direction will make it possible to
prevent sewage throwing into the environment and
not to put natural ecosystems at risk of degradation,
n the first run water and flood-lands. Besides, these
measures will positively influence the state of soil in
ecosystems because they will prevent soil-building
organisms from destruction.

Banning of running agricultural activity in
protected zones of rivers, streams and other
water bodies, as well as within key natural
territories. For agricultural objects which serve as
sources of influence on natural ecosystems there
have been introduced parameters of sanitation-
preventive zones from 50 to 1 000 m depending
on: power, conditions of employment, character and
number of substances thrown into the environment,
noise and vibrations produced by them and other
unfavourable ecological factors, as well as their
influence on the place of living and health of man.

Economizing of fresh water usage in
agriculture, for example, for watering. This will
make it possible to lower taking water from rivers
and lakes, and thus not to upset the hydrological
balance in water bodies. It will also benefit to
steadiness of natural ecosystems.

Carrying out science-based melioration.
Such melioration benefits rational use ofland sources
and economic prosperity of the region. First and
foremost it concerns the necessity to produce soil-
protecting lines consisting of trees and bushes along
the shores of land-reclamation canals. This will
enable to avoid weathering of soil and washing it
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off into canals. Moreover, creating such lines will
positively influence the hydrological conditions of
drained lands and will not allow the lowering of
subsoil waters’ level in adjacent ecosystems.

Prevention soil from becoming saulty,
bogged up and erosed. Conservation of lands as
the main means of agricultural production, territorial
basis of various management, key environment-
building factor is one ofthe main tasks of agriculture.
Ways of land resources’ protection are complex
and imply holding management, hydro-technical,
forest and land-reclamation measures directed at
optimizing of land usage in agriculture [8]. To
management measures belong: differentiated use of
land in agriculture. It is important to evaluate agro-
ecological state of soil which differs in genetic
componential composition, the level of fertility,
degree of moistening, being subject to erosion and
other properties. To hydro-technical measures of
land resources belong: building adaptation land-
reclamation systems instead of land-reclamation
based on draininig. Adaptation land-reclamation
systems are constructions adapted to natural
conditions of the land-reclamation object. This
includes producing artificial water-borders in bogged
areas presented by land dikes, ponds and wells for
collecting water, drain system, forest lines, etc.
Forest and land-reclamation measures consist in use
of wood-plants for land protection. Planting trees
and bushes bordering with agricultural lands, or
agro- and forest- land-reclamation, is based on
understanding that trees and bushes are one ofthe
most powerful and effective factors of prevention
ofland from degradation. Agro-technical measures
on decrease and stopping soil degradation are aimed
at prevention of the possibility of erosive processes
to reveal themselves, increase in soil resistance against
washing off and weathering, water-absorbing
properties of soil. An important measure which
enables quality of soil horizon is the correct choice
of crop rotation. The choice of crop rotation depends
on a concrete situation: it is necessary to take into
consideration the type of soil, climate, moisture, relief,
the presence of animals, weeds, etc.

Regulating of pesticide and mineral fer-
tilizers usage; occur to be strong factors negatively
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influencing some animal groups (in the first run, soil
mvertebrates and birds) and plants (grassy flowering
plants) not only in agrocenoses but also in natural
ecosystems. These substances present major threat
for meadow and water ecosystems. It is very
important in this process to follow rules of
transportation and storage of fertilizers and
pesticides, maintenance of uniformity in fertilizers’
employment, use of new fertilizers, for instance, with
prolonged effect etc., rigid maintenance of portions,
forms, periods and ways of fertilizers’ employment.

Prevention from negative influence
of domestic animals on natural ecosystems,
whose non-controlled pasture leads to deg-
radation of plants and soil. The presence of a
great number of domestic animals eating plants
troubles wild animals especially in the period of
reproduction. Wild animals which are not adapted
to defend are threatened by swine, cats and dogs.
Their habitat in natural ecosystems must be
controlled by man.

Monitoring of ecosystems’ state. The efficiency
of monitoring ofnatural communities’ ecological state
considerably improves when methods of bioin-
dication are employed. Different taxonomic groups
of organisms can react to direct toxic influence and
change in life conditions caused by this influence in
various ways. The same is true with different types
of natural ecosystems. To define the level of
agricultural influence on natural ecosystems it is
possible to use separate species as well as whole
taxonomic groups of organisms as bioindicators.

One ofthe factors that have the strongest impact
from agricultural activities, is an organic water
pollution. Bioindicators can determine the presence
of'this factor and the degree of water pollution. In
this regard, the biological indication is effective
attribute of monitoring of ecosystems’ state
(environmental monitoring) in determining the
ecological status of water bodies which are subject
to agricultural impact.

The most sensitive to anthropogenic influence
intensity are invertebrates [ 12]. As bioindicators of
anthropogenic (including agricultural) water pollution
different crustaceans (Crustacea), larvae of cad-
disfly (Trichoptera), stoneflies (Plecoptera), mayflies

(Ephemeroptera), dragonflies (Odontata), etc. can
be used, whichreact to pollution in a very sensible
way. Pollution with sewage from cattle-breeding
farms causes destruction of individual species of
organisms changing species structure of land and
water Zoocenoses.

According to our observation, in places where
sewage from cattle-breeding farms comes into
canals and small rivers the reduction in the number
of species of water beetles (Laccobius, Haliplus
etc.) and water bugs Corixidae; larvae of dragonflies
Aeshna and Lestes and mayflies, except most plastic
species of mayflies Caenis practically minimized.
At the same time the number of worms Tubifex
tubifex (Miiller), larvae of Chironomus in-
creased, there appeared larvae of flies Eristalis and
Stratiomyia, some species of water beetles
(Hydrobius fuscipes (Linnaeus)) — indicators of
organic pollution [9].

Sewage from cattle-breeding farms, containing
great amount of organic substances, stimulates
intensive growth of water plants, leads to
overgrowth of the water body and the bottom’s
silting up, which finally results in shallowness of
water ecosystems. The same consequences can be
caused by spring-autumn water from land-
reclamation canals in lands drained for cultivation.
The fact of organic pollution and shallowness is
proved by the presence of the species-indicators
of organic pollution and shallowness — Hydrobius
fuscipes and species indicating shallowness and
overgrowth— Helophorus granularis (Linnaeus),
Anacaena lutescens (Stephens).

Conclusion. The use ofa combination of above
mentioned measures combined with the leading
agricultural technologies will enable to avoid man’s
negative influence on nature in the course of
agricultural activity. Bioindication is an effective
attribute of environmental monitoring in determining
the ecological status of different types of natural
ecosystems which are subject to agricultural impact.
To define the ecological condition of ecosystems
separate indicator species as well as taxonomic
groups and common indices of biological diversity
can be used.
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BUOUHIUKALUA U OCHOBHBIE ITYTHU OIITUMU3ALIUN
CEJIbCKOXO3SMCTBEHHOI'O BO3JIEMCTBHUSI HA ECTECTBEHHBIE
IKOCUCTEMbI

B craTbe paccMaTpUBaOTCsl OCHOBHBIE aCIIEKThI MOMIOKUTEILHOTO U OTPHIATEIBHOTO BIUSIHHUS CETLCKOTO X035 CTBa
Ha €CTECTBEHHbBIC SKOCUCTEMBI. [10IOKHUTETbHOE BIHSAHUE CENBCKOTO X03SHCTBA HA OKPY/KAIOIIYIO CPEy 3aKIH0UaeTCsI
B CO3/IaHHH PE3epBaTOB OHOPa3HOOOpa3Hsl B AHTPOMOTCHHBIX JIAHIIA(TAX, HATPUMED JIECO3AIIUTHBIX TTOJOC, 3aIIHITIAFOIIIX
TOJIST OT 3po3un MOYBBI. CelbCKOXO3SIHCTBEHHAS IEITEIBHOCTh TAKIKE MOKET CTHUMYIHPOBATh YBEIMUICHUE KOIHUESCTBA
HEKOTOPBIX BUIIOB.

Ha npupo/iHbIe 5KOCHCTEMBI JIECOB, JIYTOB, PEK U HHBIX 00HEKTOB, TIPHIICTAIOIINX K CETbCKOXO3SHCTBEHHBIM YTOMBSIM,
OIIIYII[AETCSl B OCHOBHOM HeraTUBHOE BivsiHiE. OJHUM U3 TIPUMEPOB MOCITIENCTBHI OTPHIIATENBHOTO CETbCKOX03HCTBEHHOTO
BO3JCUCTBUS SABJSIIOTCS AHTPOIMOTECHHBIC CYKIIECCHOHHBIE MPOIECCH B MPUPOMHBIX IKOCHCTEMaX, CTPYKTYypHBIC
1 QyHKIIMOHATBHBIE H3MEHEHNUs OMOTHL. Vccre[oBaH s OKAa3bIBAOT, YTO HAHOOJIee BOCIPHAMYUBHI K 3aTPSI3HEHHIO BOHBIC
9KOCHCTEMBI (PEKH, PYUbH, 03Epa U T. 11.), OOJIOTHBIC IKOCHCTEMBI H SKOCHCTEMbI IOUMEHHBIX JTyTOB MaJIbIX pek. B pesybrare
3arpsi3HEHMs MOYBHI U BOJBI PAa3JUYHBIMHU BelleCTBAMHU (B MEPBYIO O4Yepelb OPTaHUYCCKHMH) YMEHBIIACTCsI
O6uopasHooOpasue, U3MEHSAETCS BHUJOBAsl U DKOJIOTHUECKAash CTPYKTypa MPHUPOIHBIX DKOCHCTEM (KOIHYECTBO Y3KO-
CIIENUATM3UPOBAHHBIX CTCHOOMOHTHBIX BUIOB PACTCHHUH M )KUBOTHBIX YMEHBIIIAETCSI, & YUCIIO SBPUOHOHTOB, T. €. BUJIOB,
TOJIEPAHTHBIX K aHTPOIIOr€HHOMY BO3/ICHCTBHIO, YBETHUHBACTCS ).

B cratbe onpeneneHbl OCHOBHBIC ITyTH ONTUMHU3AIMHI BIUSHUS CETECKOXO3SIHCTBEHHOM ASSITETbHOCTH Ha PUPOTHBIC
9KOCHUCTEMBI. D()(HEKTUBHOCTE MOHUTOPHHIA JKOIOTMYECKOTO COCTOSIHUS MPHUPOJHBIX COOOIIECTB, HAXOMAIIUXCS O
CEbCKOXO3HCTBEHHBIM TIPECCUHIOM, 3HAYUTEIBHO YIYUIIAETCs TIPH UCTTONB30BAHHUN METOZI0B OHOUHTUKAIIHH.

Pa3nudHbIe TAKCOHOMHUYECKHE TPYIIITBI OPraHM3MOB MOTYT PEarupoBaTh Ha MPSIMOE TOKCHUYECKOE BIUSHHE U H3MEHEHHUE
B YCITOBHSIX JKM3HH, BBI3BAHHBIX STUM BO3JCHCTBIEM, pa3InuHbIME criocobamu. Hanbomee uyBCTBUTETBHBI K HHTCHCHBHOCTH
AHTPOIOTeHHOTO0 BO3ACHCTBUS OEClO3BOHOYHBIE. B KadecTBe OMOMHIMKATOPOB AHTPOIIOTCHHOTO (B TOM YHCIE
CeJIbCKOXO3SIMCTBEHHOT'0) 3arpsi3HEHHS UCTIONB3YIOTCS pa3inuHble pakooopasnsie (Crustacea), TuanHKY pydeiinkoB (Tri-
choptera), BecusHok (Plecoptera), nomenok (Ephemeroptera), ctpexo3 (Odontata) u apyrue HaceKoMbIe. 3arps3HCHUE
CTOYHBIMH BOJIAMH >KUBOTHOBOIUECKUX (DepM BBI3BIBACT HCUE3HOBEHUE OTIENbHBIX BHIOB OPraHM3MOB M H3MEHEHHUE
BHJIOBOT'O COCTaBa HA3EMHBIX M BOJIHBIX 3001ICHO30B. Tak, B 3TOM CiIydae MPOUCXOIUT COKPAIIIEHNE YHCIIA BUIOB BOJHBIX
xyKoB (Laccobius, Haliplus v np.) u BOnsSHBIX KJ10110B rpedisikoB (Corixidae); 4uciIo TMUNHOK cTpeKo3 Aeshna v Lestes
U TIOJICHOK, 32 MCKITIOUCHUEM IUIACTHYHBIX BUIOB MoieHOK Caenis, IpH cOPOCE CTOYHBIX BOJT JKUBOTHOBOIUECKHX (hepM
B BOJIHBIC OOBEKTHI CBOAMUTCS K MUHUMYMY. B TO jke BpeMsi KOITMYEeCTBO TPYOOUHHKa 00BIKHOBEHHOTO (Tubifex tubifex),
mmauHOK Chironomus yBeTMYMBAETCsI, OSBIISIOTCS IMIMHKY MYX Eristalis v Stratiomyia, HeKOTOpbIE BUIBI BOIHBIX dKYKOB
(Hydrobius fuscipes) — WHIUKaTOPOB OPraHWYESCKOTO 3arps3HCHUSL.

HccneoBaHus MOKa3bIBAOT, YTO JUISI OMPE/ICICHHUS] YPOBHS CETLCKOXO3SIHCTBEHHOTO BO3ICHCTBHUS Ha MPUPOTHBIC
9KOCHCTEMBI MOYKHO HCIIONB30BaTh OTACIBHBIC BUIIBI, & TAKIKE [EIbIe TAKCOHOMHUUYECKUE TPYIIIBI OPTaHU3MOB.
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