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M3zydena runonusuus y Thymus pannonicus All. B 5 IEHONOMYJISIIMSIX B CTEITHBIX M OCTEITHEHHBIX JIYTO-
BBIX cOO01IeCcTBaX AnTaiickoro kpas. B neHornonynsitiuu 1 ycTaHOBEHBI CTATUCTUYECKU 3HAUUMBIE pa3-
JIMYMST TI0 JUTMHE HIDKHUX THIYMHOK M CTAMWHOIVEB M VX MBUTBHUKOB (B CTAMUHOIWSX ITBIJTEBHUKHA MO-
I'YT OTCYTCTBOBAaTh) MEXIY 000ETOJILIMU U MecTUYHbIMU 1BeTKaMu (p < 0.05). O6HapyxeHo, uto 11%

JKEHCKMX 0cobeil B 3TOit LIEHOMOMYISIUU (DOPMUPYIOT UCKIIOUUTENBHO LUBETKM C KOPOTKUMU CTaMU-
Hoausmu 0.1—0.3 MM 1j1. 6€3 MbIbHUKOB. BBISIBJIEH BhICOKMIT KOG (GULMEHT Bapruallii pa3MepoB CcTa-
MWHOIMEB Y MECTUIHBIX IBETKOB: 44.2 1 42.7% (COOTBETCTBEHHO, TSI IJIMHBI CTAMWHOIVIEB Y CTEPHITh-
HBIX NBUTbHUKOB) U HU3KWI KO3 OULIMEHT Bapruallii pa3MepoB THIYMMHOK Y O0OEIOJIBbIX LIBETKOB: 7.8 1

3.1% (COOTBETCTBEHHO, IIJIsI JUTMHBI THIYMHOK 1 MTBITEHUKOB). Bo Beex 5 mcciienoBaHHBIX HEHOITOMYIIS -
LIUSIX JKEHCKHE 0COOM COCTABIISIIOT TToAaBJIsTIoNiee O0MBIMMHCTBO: 69—90% OT BceX reHepaTUBHEIX OCO-
Oeli. AHaIM3 COOCTBEHHBIX MCCIENOBAaHUIA 1 IMTEPATyPHBIX JaHHBIX MOKA3bIBAET, UYTO WIS 1. pannonicus

XapaKTepHa BbICOKAsI YaCTOTa BCTPEUAEMOCTU XKEHCKUX 0CO0eit B CTEMHBIX U JIECOCTEITHBIX MECTOOOM -
TaHWSIX KaK B €BPOIIEICKOI, TaK M a3MaTCKOI YacTax apeayia Buma: ot 38 1o 90%.

Karouesnvte caoea: Thymus pannonicus All., THHOIUA1IMS, COOTHOIIIEHUE MOJOBBIX (hOPM 0CO0eit, IIeHO-

TTOMYJISILIUS
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Hna mHOrMX BuaoB poxa Thymus L. (Lamiaceae)
XapakTepHa THHOAUARIMS — CUCTeMa Pa3MHOXCHUS,
IIPY KOTOPOIi B MOITYJISILIMSX COBMECTHO IIpOM3pac-
TalOT 0cO0M ¢ 000eNOoJIbIMU LIBeTKaMu (repmagpo-
JIUTHBIE 0OCOOM) M 0COOU C TIECTUUYHBIMU LIBETKAMU
(xeHckme ocoon) (Darwin, 1877; Dem‘yanova, 1985;
Gogina, 1990; Manicacci et al., 1998; Godin, 2011,
2020). ITo nutepaTypHBbIM JaHHBIM BO (ope A3u-
arckoil Poccuu 17 Bunos (31%) Thymus u3 55 ot-
HOCSTCS K THHOAMAUNIHBIM BumaMm (Godin, 2011;
Doron’kin, 2012). OcHOBHBIE BOIIPOCHI MPU UCCE-
JNOBaHUM TMHOAWALIMU B HACTOSIIEE BpeMs — BO3-
HUKHOBEHUE, MOAIepXaHUe U pacIpoCTpaHEeHUe
KEHCKHUX ocobeli B momymsauusx. M3BecTHO, 9TO
BCTPEUYAEMOCTh KEHCKIX 0COOCH B MOITYJISIIINIX O/~
HOTO BMJia B pa3HbIX MECTOOOUTAHUSIX MOXET 3Ha-
YUTEJIbHO Pa3inyaThCs: JUOO OBITh OTHOCUTEIBHO
IIOCTOSIHHOI1, TN0O BaphbMPOBAaTh B IITMPOKOM IHAalla-

30He oT 0 10 90% (Dommée et al., 1978; Dem‘yanova,
Ponomarev, 1979; Bailey, Delph, 2007). K Hactos-
IeMy BpeMeHU BBISIBJICHBI IBC TJIaBHbIC TeHEeTHYE-
CKUE CHCTEMBI, JIexKalllie B OCHOBE BO3HUKHOBEHUS
TUHOIUBLUM, KOTOPbIE CBSI3aHBI C TeHAMU, BHI3bI-
BaIOIIMMU MYXCKYIO CTePUJIBHOCTD: 1) MyTanuu
SIEPHBIX TEHOB U 2) MyTallu MUTOXOHIPUAIBHBIX
U XJIOPOIUIACTHBIX F'€HOB (T€HbI [IUTOIIa3MaTU4e-
ckoii Myxckoii ctepuibHocTh) (Couvet et al., 1990,
1998; Charlesworth, Laporte, 1998; Chase, 2007;
Dufay, Billard, 2012). I'eHbl My>XXCKOIi CTE€pUIBLHO-
CTU HapyIIAIOT MpoliecC 00pa3oBaHUs MbUIbHUKOB
¢ ¢pepTIILHOM TTBIIBIION, B pe3yJIbTaTe yero (popMu-
PYIOTCSI IECTUYHEBIE LIBETKU. M ccaenoBaHUsSIMU MOKa-
3aHO, YTO T€HBI LIUTOIIA3MaTHIECKOI MYKCKOI1 CTe-
PUJILHOCTH MOTYT B3aUMOJICIHCTBOBATh C SAAECPHBIMU
reHaMHu-pecTaBpaTopaMu, YTO IIPUBOIUT K BOCCTa-
HOBJICHUIO MYKCKOI1 (DYHKIIVH, T. €. IIPOU3BOJICTBY
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¢GepTUIBHOI TBIIBIIBI U, COOTBETCTBEHHO, (POPMU-
poBaHuio oboermoJioro usetka (Couvet et al., 1990,
1998; Chase, 2007). OnuH U3 OCHOBHBIX MEXaHU3-
MOB, ITO3BOJISIIOIIMX KEHCKMM 0COOSIM COXPaHSIThCS
B TOIYJISILUSX, — MX 00Jiee BbICOKasi CEMEHHasl Ipo-
QYKTUBHOCTB IO CPaBHEHUIO C TepMadpoIUTHBIMU
0Cco0SIMM (TaK Ha3bIBaeMasl XKeHCKasi KOMIIEHCAIUs ),
YTO HAOMIOHAETCS y psifa THHOOUAIIUIHBIX BUIOB:
Origanum vulgare L., Thymus vulgaris L. (Lamiaceae);
Geranium asiaticum Serg., G. maculatum L. (Gerani-
aceae); Silene vulgaris (Moench) Garcke (Caryophyl-
laceae) (Darwin, 1877; Charlesworth, Charlesworth,
1978; McCauley, Brock, 1998; Chang, 2006; Dufay,
Billard, 2012; Gordeeva, 2022). CinenyeT OTMETHUTb,
YTO JII000# (hakTOp, BAUSIOMNIA Ha IPUCITOCOOJICH-
HOCTb XXEHCKMX 0CO0eil, MOXKET CITOCOOCTBOBATh X
coxpanenuio B ronynsauuu (Dufay, Billard, 2012).
Hanpumep, ycTaHOBJIEHO, YTO B YCJIOBHUSIX C HU3-
KMM COJep>KaHNEeM MMHEpaJbHBIX BEILIECTB B CYO-
CcTpaTe MPEUMYIIECTBO MOIYYarOT XKEHCKHUE 0coOu
Geranium sylvaticum L. (Asikainen, Mutikainen, 2005).
OO06HapyXeHO, YTO Ha MOAAEPXaHUe KEeHCKUX 0co0eit
Silene vulgaris oka3bIBaeT BIUSHIE 3HAYNUTEIbHAS UH-
OpenHag aenpeccust repMadpoOIUTHBIX 0COOE BUaa
(Glaettli, Goudet, 2006).

K rmHommsumyHBIM Bugam 7Thymus OTHOCUTCS
eBpoasuarckuit Thymus pannonicus All. (=Thymus
marschallianus Willd.). TlomoBas nuddepeHIranns
BMJIa MCCJIEIOBaHa, B OCHOBHOM, B ITOIYJISILIVSIX €BPO-
reiickoit yactu apeana (Zlobina, 1967; Dem‘yanova,
Ponomarev, 1979; Gogina, 1990; Gordeeva, Pshenich-
kina, 2013; Dem‘yanova, 2016a, b). YcraHoB/eHO, 4TO
MeCTUYHbIC UBETKU 1. pannonicus OTANYAIOTCS MEHb-
MU pa3MepaMM BeHYMKa 110 CPaBHEHMIO ¢ 000-
eTNOJIBIMUA LIBETKAMU; TBIYMHKU MEeCTUYHBIX IIBET-
KOB HEIOPAa3BUTHI U MIPEACTaBICHBI CTAMUHOIUSIMH,
WHOTA OYeHb KOPOTKUMMU, TIOJTHOCTEIO Oe3 IbUIBbHU-
KoB (Zlobina, 1967; Gogina, 1990). XKeHckue ocobu
HUMEIOT 00Jiee BBICOKYIO CEMEHHYIO IIPONYKTUBHOCTD
o cpaBHeHMIO ¢ repMadpoauTHeiMu (Gordeeva,
Pshenichkina, 2013; Dem‘yanova, 2016b). B pa3Hbix
MECTOOOUTAHUSIX €BPOINEMCKO YacTu apeajia BUaa
JIOJISI 3KEHCKMX 0CO0ei B IMMOMYJISIIASIX BApbUPYET OT 38
10 76% (Zlobina, 1967; Dem‘yanova, 2016a).

IHennr paboOThI — BHISIBJIEHUE OCOOEHHOCTEHN M-
Hoaulsuuu Thymus pannonicus B ANTaliCKOM Kpae.
s aTOro MpoBeAcH aHaIM3 BapbUPOBAaHUS YacTei
aHApolles B IIBETKAaX pa3HBIX MOJOBBLIX (DOPM 0OCO-
Ocii ¥ COOTHOIIEHMS XKEHCKUX U TepMa@pOIUTHBIX
ocobeii.

T'OPOEEBA, KOMAPEBIIEBA

MATEPHAJIBI 1 METOJbI

Thymus pannonicus — HeOABUXKHBIN MOJIyKyCTap-
HUYEK C HECKOJbKMMHU WJIXM MHOTOUYMCIEHHBIMU
MOHO- M JUIAKINYECKUMH TeHepaTUBHBIMU IT00e-
ramu. B3pocioe pacteHne npemcrapisieT co00i Iep-
BUYHBII KyCT WU KOMIIAKTHBII KJIOH, COCTOSIIMNIA
W3 TIIEPBUYHOTO KYCTa M OJIM3KO PaCIOIOKEHHBIX
napuanbHBIX KycToB (Kolegova et al., 2013). Ape-
an suga — Bocrounas u FOxnas EBpona, CeBepHblit
Kagkas, 3amagHas u Cpeansist Cubupsb, CpeaHss
Asus (Klokov, 1954; Doron’kin, 1997). Bunx npomns-
pacTaeT B JIYTOBBIX, HACTOSIIIIMX PAaBHUHHBIX M TOP-
HbIx cTernsx (Klokov, 1954; Doron’kin, 1997). Colse-
tue 1. pannonicus NpeacTaBisieT COO0M OTKPbITHII
TUPC C HECKOJBKNMHU CYIIPOTUBHO PACIIONIOXEHHBI-
MU JUXa3UsIMU, B KOTOPBIX OCH 00Jiee BEICOKHUX IT0-
PSAIKOB BETBATCS 1o Tuny MoHoxasus (Gordeeva,
Pshenichkina, 2013). PaamHoxenue 7. pannonicus
npoucxonut cemeHaMu (Kolegova et al., 2013).

HccnenoBaHus TPOBEICHBI B 5 IICHOMIOITYJISIIIMSIX
T. pannonicus B CTEIIHBIX Y OCTEITHEHHBIX JIyTOBBIX
coob1iecTBax Anrtaiickoro kpas B 2023 r.

1. 3;makoBO-pa3HOTpaBHA JIyTOBasl CTEITh, IT0 000-
yuHe goporu (53°18'17.8” c.m1.; 80°57°30.8” B.11.):
o0111ee TPOeKTUBHOE MOKPHITHE (DUTOIIEHO3a CO-
craBisier (OINIT) 60%, npoeKTUBHOE ITOKPHITUE
(ITIT) 7. pannonicus 30% (noMUHAHTBI PUTOLIEHO3A!
T. pannonicus, Stipa pennata subsp. zalesskii (Wilen-
sky) Freitag, Artemisia glauca Krylov, Helictotrichon
desertorum subsp. altaicum (Tzvelev) Holub).

2.31maKoBO-pa3HOTpaBHasI JIyroBasi CTeNb, IO 000-
ypHe moporu (53°18'29.5” c.ur.; 80°58'06.1" B.1.):
OIIII 80%, INI1 T. pannonicus 30% (IOMUHAHTHL:
T. pannonicus, Stipa capillata L., Helictotrichon deser-
torum subsp. altaicum, Peucedanum morisonii Besser
ex Schult.).

3. Pa3HOTpaBHO-3/1aKOBbI/A OCTEITHEHHBIN JIyT
Ha OITyIIKe COCcHsIKa (52°55'49.9” c.aiv.; 81°07°19.3" B.11.):
OI1I1 60%, I1I1 T. pannonicus 3%. (nomuHaHTHL: Poa
angustifolia L., Bromus inermis Leyss., Gelasia ensifo-
lia (M.Bieb.) Zaika, Sukhor. & N.Kilian, Fragaria viri-
dis Weston).

4. 3akycTapeHHasl pa3HOTPaBHO-3JIaKOBAasl JIYTO-
Bast crenb (50°49'49.7" c.u1.; 82°10'02.4" B.1.): OINIT
70%, II1 T. pannonicus 8%. (tomunanTtel: Caragana
frutex (L.) K.Koch, Stipa pennata subsp. zalesskii, Sib-
baldianthe bifurca (L.) Kurtto & T.Erikss., T. panno-
nicus, Festuca valesiaca Schleich. ex Gaudin).
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5. BeimacaeMblit 3aKycTapeHHBbIf 371aKOBO-
pasHoTpaBHBI IyT (50°51°08.5” c.11.; 82°09'28.1” B.11.):
OIII1 80%, III1 T. pannonicus 5% (MOMWUHAHTHI:
Caragana frutex (L.) K.Koch, Koeleria macrantha
(Ledeb.) Schult., Medicago falcata L., Fragaria viri-
dis Weston, Spiraea hypericifolia L.).

st onipeneneHus CTENEeHW Pa3BUTUSI aHAPO-
Hes1 y ocobei T. pannonicus uccienoBalnd Bapbu-
pOBaHMeE JUIMHBI THIYMHOK Y 000CTOJIBIX IIBETKOB
U CTAMWHOJMEB Y ITIECTUYHBIX IIBETKOB. M3ydeHne
IIPOBOIWJIM B IIEPUOJ MAaCCOBOIO 1IBETEHUSI pacTe-
Huit B neHomonyasoun LIIT1. Ob6oermonble IBETKNA
npoTaHApUYHbIE. AHApOLEell 000emoJioro uBeTKa
IpeACTaBIeH IBYyMs IapaMU ThIYMHOK: KOPOTKHUX
BEPXHUX W IJIMHHBIX HUKHUX, ITBUIBHUKUA COIEP-
JKaT BU3YaJIbHO XOPOIIIO Pa3IMIMMYIO IbIIbIY. AH-
JIpolieil MeCTUYHOrO 1IBETKa MPeACTaBIeH CTaMU-
HOIMSIMU, KOTOPBIE UMEIOT KOPOTKME CTePUIbHBIE
MMbUTBHUKY 0€3 MBUIBIEI WJIM MBUIBHUKN OTCYTCTBY-
10T MOJTHOCTHI0. BhIOpaHbI ABa MOp(POMETPHUUECKUX
ImapaMeTpa aHIPOLes: IJIMHA HUKHE ! THIMUHKY WIN
CTaMUHOINS (TBIMMHOYHASI HUTh BMECTE C IBUIbHM-
KOM) ¥ JUTMHA MbUJIbHUKA WIX CTEPUIBHOTO IMbLJIbHU -
Ka. Beibop 3THX mapamMeTpoB 0OYCIIOBJIEH TeM, UTO
HIDKHHME THIYMHKY IIBETKOB 00JIce IJIMHHBIE U YI00-
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Hee mis yueta. Mi3aMepeHue mmapaMeTpoB IIPOBOIM-
1 ¢ nmomoliblo 6uHokyagapa MBC-1 npu yBeau-
yeHuu 8 X 2. Beibopka coctapisia 101 ocodn: 11
repMadpoIUTHBIX (Bce OOHApY:KEHHBIE 0COOM TOM
M010BOI (hopMBI B BEIOOPKE) M 90 XXKEeHCKUX 0CO-
Oeii. Y kaxmoit ocoou uccnenoBaiu mo 5—10 mBer-
KoB (Bcero okoo 700 uBeTkoB). [TpocMmaTpuBanuch
IMOJTHOCTBIO PACKPHITHIE IIBETKH, PACIIOIOKEHHBIC
B CpeIHEI YacT! COLIBETHS Ha OCH IVIAaBHOTO ITOPSII-
Ka Yy HECKOJIbKMX T€HepaTUBHBIX ITO0EroB KaxXKI0oi
ocobu. laHHbIe MO LIBETKAM OJHOM 0co0u yCpeaHs -
Jmck. [ aHanm3a BaprabeTbHOCTU TJIMHBI THIYH -
HOK M CTAMMHOJIUEB MbI pa3faeanii UCCIEIyeMYIO
BBIOOPKY 0co0eii o 3ToMy TTokaszaresto Ha 10 rpymm
¢ marom 0.2 MM (puc. 1). CtenieHb BapbUpOBaHUS
pa3MepoB THIYMHOK Y CTAMUHOIMEB Y Pa3HbIX TUIIOB
LIBETKOB OIIPEIEeJIsUIN C MCIIOJIb30BaHUEM KO3 du-
uuenTta Bapuatuu C,, % (OTHOLIEHUE CTaHAAPTHO-
ro OTKJIOHEHHUS K CpeHEMY 3HAUYEHMIO ITpU3HaKa).
CratrucTNYecKyio 3HAaYMMOCTh pa3Indnii Mopdome-
TPUUYECKHX TTAPAMETPOB OLICHUBAJIU T10 t-KPUTEPUIO
CreioneHTa (p < 0.05) (Zaitsev, 1991).

I[TonoByo cTpyKTypy (COOTHOIIEHHE IOJO0-
BBIX (hopM ocobeit) 7. pannonicus oTIpenensiiv Imy-
TEeM IoAcueTa repMa@pOAUTHBIX U XKEHCKUX OCO-

0.1-0.2 0.3-0.4 0.5-0.6 0.7-0.8 0.9—1.0 1.1-1.2 1.3—1.4 1.5-1.6 1.7—-1.8 1.9-2.0 mm

Puc. 1. Pacnipenenenue ocobeii Thymus pannonicus 1o pU3HaKy JUIMHBI CTAMUHOIMEB Y THIMMHOK. BepTrkanbHast och — ync-
JIO 0c00e€ii, IIT.; TOPU3OHTAJIbHAS OCh — JJIMHA HUKHUX CTAMUHOIVEB WJIU THIYMHOK, MM.

a — XXeHCcKHe ocodu; b — repMapoauTHBIE OCOOU

Fig. 1. Distribution of individuals of Thymus pannonicus according to the length of staminodes and stamens. Vertical axis — num-
ber of individuals, pcs; horizontal axis — length of lower staminodes or stamens, mm.

a — females; b — hermaphrodites.
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Oeit B nccienyeMbIX LeHoTomynsauugx (Asikainen,
Mutikainen, 2003). /Iyt 3T0TO B 5 LICHOIOITYJISIIIN -
SIX B Havajle MacCOBOTO LIBETCHUSI PaCTeHHUI MO -
CUYUTHIBAJIM BCE TEHEPAaTUBHBIC 0COOM Ha TUIOIIAISIX
paszmepoM oT 40 1o 500 M2, KOTOpBIE B 3aBUCUMOCTH
OT IMPOEKTUBHOTO TTOKPHITUS 1. pannonicus B OTICITb-
HBIX COODIIIeCTBax pa30MBaIv Ha TPAHCEKTHI IIMPH-
Hoit oT 1 1o 2 M. CyeTHOI equHUILIEH ObUT IepBUY-
HBII KyCT WX KOMIIAKTHBIM KJIOH Te€HEepaTUBHBIX
0co0eli; YMCI0 YYUThIBAEMbIX 0COOE B pa3HbIX 1ie-
HomomnyJsguusax cocrasuiio 106—227 e,

PE3YJIDbTATbBI 1 OBCYXIEHUE

H3yyeHne MmophoMeTpruiyecKux ImapaMeTpoB da-
cTeil aHapolIes] Y pa3HBIX MOJOBBIX opM Thymus
pannonicus B IEHONOITYJISILIUK 1 mmoKa3ajao cTaTu-
CTUYECKM 3HAYMMBIC Pa3IAUMs M0 JIMHE HIDKHUX
TBIYMHOK ¥ CTAMMHOIWEB W MX MBUIBHUKOB MEXIY
000€eMnoIbIMU U TTIECTUYHBIMU 1IBETKaMu (Tabi. 1).
O6HapykeHOo, uTo 11% keHcKMX ocobeil BLIOOpKU
UMEIOT LIBETKU ¢ OYeHb KOPOTKMMU CTaMMHOIMSI -
mu 0.1—0.3 MM IJIMHOI, Y KOTOPHIX MTOJHOCTHIO OT-
CYTCTBYIOT IbUIbHUKHU. Bce ocobu BEIOOPKM OTIMYA-
JIMCh MeXy co00i 3HaUNUTeIbHOM BapraOdeIbHOCTHIO
I10 IJIMHE THIMMHOK 000ETIOJIBIX IIBETKOB U CTAMUHO-
IeB MeCTUIHBIX IBETKOB. I1pu aHanmm3e BapprpoBa-
HUS 0co0eif ITo TTapaMeTpaM ThIYMHOK U CTAMUHO-
JIMeB LIBETKOB XXEHCK1E 0COOM ObLIU pacrpenesieHbl
Ha 6 rpymni, a repMadpOIUTHBIE TOJBKO Ha 3 TPYIIIbI
(cMm. puc. 1). Haubonbliast 4acTh KE€HCKUX 0co0ei
(38% ot XeHCcKMX 0co0eit BBIOOPKM) MMela Auara-
30H [UIMHBI cTaMrUHOIKEB LIBETKOB 0.5—0.6 MM; MEHb-
1Ie BCEro ocobeil ¢ caMbIMU KOPOTKUMU (4% OT XKeH-

TFOPOEEBA, KOMAPEBIIEBA

CKMX 0c0o0ei) M caMbIMH JUTMHHBIMW CTAMUHOIUSIMI
(6% ot xkeHCKUX ocobeit). [TapaMeTphl JTMHBI THIYM-
HOK Yy 000€II0JIbIX IBETKOB M3MEHSUTUCH B 3HAUNTEIIb-
HO MEHBIIIEM AYAala30He 0 CPaBHEHUIO C ITeCTUY-
HbeIMU (cM. puc. 1). Ucrmonb3oBanue KoadduiimeHTa
BapHalliM ITO3BOJIMJIO BEISIBUTH CIJIbHYIO Bapra0desb-
HOCTb IJIMHBI CTAMUHOIUEB W CTCPYIILHEIX IThLIb-
HUKOB Y IMECTUYHBIX LIBETKOB (44.2 u 42.7%) v HU3-
KYI0 BapraOeJIbHOCTh JUIMHEI THIYMHOK Y ITBUTEHUKOB
y 06oemnobIx BeTKOB (7.8 1 3.1%) (cm. Tabm. 1).

HccaenoBanue oIoBoi CTPYKTYpEL 1. pannonicus
I0Ka3aJjio, YTO XEHCKHE 0COOM COCTAaBIISIIOT ITOHa-
BJIsTIONIEE OOJIBIMMHCTBO BO BCEX 5 M3YYCHHBIX IIEHO-
MOMyJISIUAX B AntaiickoM Kpae: 69—90% (tabi. 2).
Bricokast yactora XKeHCKHX oco0eli oOHapyxXKeHa
KaK B MECTOOOMTAHMSIX, B KOTOPBIX BUI JOMUHM-
pyeT u conomuHupyet (B LIIT1, IIT12 u LI14 npo-
eKTUBHOE MOKphITHE BHuaa cocTaniseT 8—30%), Tak
U B MECTOOOUTAHMSIX C HEOOIBIINM ITPOSKTUBHBIM
nokpeiTieM Buga (B LIT13 u LI15 npoekTuBHOE MO-
KpbITHE BUAA 3 U 5%). AHAIN3 TIOJIOBOI CTPYKTYPhI
T. pannonicus N3 eBpPOIIEICKON YacTy apeasa 1o JaH-
HeiM E. M. lembsgHoBo# (Dem‘yanova, 2016a) Tak-
JKe TTOKa3bhIBaeT OOMBIIYIO JOJI0 XXEHCKUX 0CO0eH:
oT 38 10 75% OT Bcex reHepaTUBHEIX 0cobeil. DTo
IMO3BOJISIET CAEJIAaTh BHIBOM, UTO WISl 1. pannonicus xa-
paKTepHa BBEICOKAsI BCTPEYaeMOCTD XKEHCKHX 0Co0eit
(mo 90% ot Bcex reHepaTUBHBIX 0CO0Ei) B CTEITHBIX
U JIECOCTEITHBIX MECTOOOMTAHUSIX KaK B €BpOIeii-
CKOI, TaK 1 a3MaTCKOM YacTsIX apeaya BUIA.

AHaJIN3 IUTEePaTyPHBIX U COOCTBEHHBIX TaHHBIX
IMO3BOJISIET MPEATIOIOXUTD, YTO BBICOKAsI BCTpeyae-
MOCTb XXEHCKUX 0cobeit T. pannonicus B IpPUPOTHBIX

Taﬁnuua 1. MOp(bOMeTpVI‘ieCKI/Ie napaMeTpbl TBIMMHOK 000€TIOJIbIX LIBETKOB U CTAMUHOAMEB MECTUYHBIX LIBETKOB

Thymus pannonicus

Table 1. Morphometric parameters of stamens in bisexual flowers and of staminodes in pistillate flowers of Thymus

pannonicus
I T

pI/IZ?HaK, MM WII 1[BETKA Min—Max Mim C.%

Traits, mm Type of flower
JImuHa HYDKHEN TBIYMHKY / CTaMUHOAUS ™ 1.60-2.00 1.85+£0.043 7.8
(Length of lower stamen / staminode)* 0.10—-1.30 0.63+0.029 44.2
JmvHa TTBUTBHYKA HUKHE TRIMWHKY / CTAMUHOUS 0.39—0.41 0.39 + 0.004 3.1
(Length of anther of lower stamen / staminode)* 0.00-0.35 0.22+0.010 42.7

IIpumevanne. Turm nBetka: 1 — 060emnoblil, 2 — necTUYHbIN. Min—Max — MMHUMaIbHOE M MaKCUMaJIbHOE 3HaYeHUe npu3Haka, M + m —
cpenHee 3HaUYeHUe U olmnbka cpeaHero, C, — KoahGUIIMEeHT Bapyualnu. * — pa3indus craTUcTudecku 3Haunmsl (p < 0.05).

Note. Type of flower: 1 — bisexual, 2 — pistillate. Min—Max — minimum and maximum values of traits, M = m — mean and error of mean,
C, — coeflicient of variation. * — statistically significant differences (p < 0.05).
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TTOTTYJISIIMSIX O0YCITOBJIEHA, B TIEPBYIO ouepenb, 00-
JIee BBICOKOI CeMEHHOM ITPOAYKTUBHOCTBIO KEHCKIX
oco0eii Mo cpaBHEHUIO C TepMaPPOTUTHBIMU OCO-
osamu (Gordeeva, Pshenichkina, 2013; Dem‘yanova,
2016a, b). Hamu obHapy:XeHO JOMUHHUPOBaHWE U CO-
JOMUHHPOBAaHME BUIA B HApYIIEHHBIX MECTOOOU-
TaHUAX 110 oboumHaM gopor (LIIT1 u III12), B KO-
TOPBIX XXEHCKIE 0COO0M COCTABJISIIOT ITOIABJISTIONIEE
0O0JIbIIMHCTBO. BO3MOXHO, 0COOEHHOCTU CUCTEMbI
pasMHoxeHus 1. pannonicus, Takue Kak 0oJiee BbI-
COKasl CéeMeHHasl IPOIYKTUBHOCTD XKEHCKHX 0CO0ei,
MOTYT CIIOCOOCTBOBATh PacIpOCTPaHEHMIO U 3aKpe-
IUICHUIO B OMOTOIIC 3TOr0 BUIA IIPU ITOIXOISIIIINX
9KOJIOTO-1IEHOTUYECKHX YCIIOBUSX, HAIIPUMED, CBSI-
3aHHBIX C aHTPONIOT€HHBIMM HapylieHusIMu (000-
YUHBI 1OPOT).

B nutepaTtype 1aBHO 00CYXIalOTCSI MEXaHU3MBI
nmoaaepxkaHus ruHoausuuu. OOUH U3 TJaBHBIX —
OoJiee BBICOKasi CEeMEHHasI IIPOAYKTUBHOCTD Y XKEH-
CKMX 0cOo0eil 10 CpaBHEHUIO ¢ TepMadpOIUTHBIMU.
OnHaKoO HaJIMYKE TOJBKO KEHCKOI KOMIIEHCAIIUN
HE MOXET 0OBSICHUTD BCe pa3HOOOpa3ue YaCcTOT KeH-
CKUX 0CO0€ii B OIYJISILIMSIX TMHOAUSIIMYHBIX BUIOB
(Charlesworth, Laporte, 1998; Couvet et al., 1998;
Bailey, Delph, 2007; Mollion et al., 2018). Cpeau
BUIOB Thymus HarboJjiee AeTalbHO UCCIeI0BaHa IT'1-
HOIMBLMS cpeanu3deMHoMopcKoro Thymus vulgaris,
KOTOPBIN pa3zMHOXAeTCs UCKIIOUUTEIFHO CeMeHa-
MU U XapakTepusyercs 0ojiee BBICOKON CEMEHHOM
MIPOAYKTUBHOCTBIO 3KeHCKUX ocobeit (Gogina, 1990;
Couvet et al., 1990; Charlesworth, Laporte, 1998).
J.D. Thompson et al. (2002) oOHapyXuau, 4YTO IIM-
puHa oTruba BeHUYMKa y MECTUYHBIX 1IBETKOB KOp-
peIrpyeT CO CTEIEeHbIO HeNOPa3BUTHUS UX CTAMUHO-
nueB. Tak, HaMMeHbIIasl IMMPUHA OTTH0a BeHIMKA
OTMEYajach y IECTUYHBIX IIBETKOB 0€3 CTePIIBHBIX
MMbJIBHUKOB, HANOOJIbIIAS IIMPUHA — Y TIECTUIHBIX
LIBETKOB CO CTEPUJIbHBIMU MbUIbHUKAMU; TIPU 3TOM,
HUY OIMH U3 TUIIOB IECTUYHBIX IIBETKOB HE MPOU3-
BOJIWJI XKM3HeCITOcoOHOit TeITBIIE (Thompson et al.,
2002). DTu paznuuus o0yCI0BIECHbl TEHETUYECKUMU
MMPUYMHAMHA: B3aMMOACHCTBUEM I'eHOB IIMTOIIA3-
MaTUYECKOI MYXKCKOM CTEPUJIBHOCTHU U SIAEPHBIX
reHoB-BoccTaHoBureneit (Frank, 1989; Couvet et al.,
1990; Charlesworth, Laporte, 1998; Thompson et al.,
2002; Chase, 2007). AnepHO-1IMTOILIa3MaTUIECKIE
B3aMMOICHCTBHUSI TEHOB TaK:Ke, BO3MOXHO, BIIUSIOT
Ha 4aCTOTHI XXeHCKUX ocobeii T. vulgaris B eCTeCTBEH-
HBIX TTOIYJISIIMSIX BUIA, YTO MPOSIBIISIETCS B BADbUPO-
BaHMU UX BCTPEYAEMOCTH B pa3HBIX MECTOOOMTAHU-
ax oT 5 10 95% (Dommée et al., 1978; Couvet et al.,
BOTAHUYECKUN XXYPHAJ
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Taoauua 2. BctpeyaeMocTh XeHCKUX ocobeit Thymus
pannonicus B IEHOTIONYJSIUMSIX ANTaliCKOTo Kpast

Table 2. Frequency of females of Thymus pannonicus in
populations of the Altai Territory

LIT | 2)Kenckue ocobu, . (%) | [eHepatuBHBIE OCOOH, IIIT.
CP Females, pcs (%) Generative individuals, pcs
1 97 (90%) 108
2 86 (81%) 106
3 94 (69%) 137
4 201 (89%) 227
5 134 (71%) 188

IIpumevanue. LIIT — neHomonysiivst. B ckobkax — % ot o61iiero
4YKCJia TeHEPATUBHBIX OCOOEH.

Note. CP — population. In parentheses — % of the total number
of generative individuals.

1990; 1998; Belhassen et al., 1991). Beicokast yacrota
BCTPEUaeMOCTH XEHCKUX ocobeit T. vulgaris B 3TOM
cliygae o0ycJioBJeHa TpoueccoM 3¢ ¢eKkTa OCHOBa-
TeJIsI, IPY KOTOPOM B HEOOJIBIIMX MOIYJISIIUSAX BUIA
IIPOVMCXOAUT HAaKOIJICHNE B MTOKOJICHUSIX YacTOT Te-
HOB IIUTOILIA3MAaTUICCKOM MYKCKO1 CTEpYILHOCTH
(a cmegoBaTeIbHO, YBEIMICHME YMCIIA XKEHCKHX 0CO-
Oeit); HAKOIIJIEHWE COBEpPIIAEeTCs IO TeX IMop, IoKa
B MOITYJISILIMSIX HE BOZHMKAIOT BCAEACTBUE MyTalliU
WU/VIA MUTPAllU SIIEepHBIC TeHbI-BOCCTAHOBUTEIIN
U IIPOMCXOAUT CHIDKEHME YMCIia JKEHCKUX 0cobeit
(Couvet et al., 1998; Bailey, Delph, 2007).

Hamu nccinegoBaHus BBISBUJIM 3aMETHYIO Ba-
pUabeabHOCTh JJIMHBI CTAMUHOIMEB YU CTEPUIBLHBIX
MNbIJILHUKOB Y TIECTUYHBIX LIBETKOB 7. pannonicus.
CreneHb HETOPA3BUTOCTH CTAMHUHOIMEB MOKET
CUJIBHO BapbMpOBaTh OT HAJIMYUSI CTEPUIbHBIX MTbLIb-
HUKOB Y OTHUX XXEHCKUX 0CO0EH 10 MX MTOJTHOTO OT-
CYTCTBUS y IpyTrux. Ml IpearoaracM, YTo BbICOKast
4yacToTa HapyLIEHU B pa3BUTUU aHAPOLIEs y 0coOei
T. pannonicus, T.e. pa3Hasi CTeIleHb PEAYKLIUU Thl-
YUHOK, CBSI3aHa C AeMCTBUEM LIUTOILIa3MaTUUYECKIUX
TeHOB MYKCKOI CTepUIbHOCTU U SIAESPHBIX TEHOB-
BOCCTAHOBUTEJICH.

JJ1s1 BEIICHEHUSI MEXaHM3MOB MOAIepPXKaHUsI TH-
HOIUBIUMU HAa MOJIEKYJISIPHO-TEHETUYECKOM YPOB-
He T. vulgaris M. Mollion et al. (2018) ucciemona-
JIV TIOJIHOT€HOMHOE HYKJICOTUIHOE pa3zHooOpasue
C MOMOIIbIO CEKBEHUPOBAHUSI TPAaHCKPUIITOMA.
B pesyabTaTe ycTaHOBJIEHO 3HAYMTENbHOE TeHe-
TUYECKOE pazHOOOpa3ue HyKJIEOTUIOB B SIEPHOM
FeHOME, HO CHUXXEHHOE pa3HooOpasue U U30bI-
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TOK PEIKO BCTPEUAIOIIUXCS MOTUMOP(PU3MOB HY-
KJIEOTUAOB B LMTOIJIa3MaTU4YECKOM (XJIOPOILIACT-
HOM M MUTOXOHJpUaAIbHOM) reHoMe. M. Mollion
et al. (2018) mpenmnoaoXuau, 4YTo HOBbIE T€HBI 1IU-
TOIIa3MaTUYECKOM MYXKCKOI CTePUJIILHOCTU U CO-
OTBETCTBYIOILINE UM SIIEPHBIE T€HbI-BOCCTAHOBUTEIN
PEryJsipHO MPOHUKAIOT B Tomyasuuu 7. vulgaris mo-
CPEACTBOM MyTAallMU 1/WJIA MUTPAIIAN W 3aKPETLIsI-
I0TCsI B Heli. B OynyiieM HeoOXoauMBbl JajbHENIe
MOJIEKYJIIPHO-TeHETUYECKIUE UCCAEA0BAHUS TaKOM
CHCTEMBI pa3MHOXEHMS KaK TMHOAMA1IMS. OCcoObIit
UHTEPEC B 3TOM OTHOIICHUM MPEACTABISIOT BUILI
Thymus, TaK KaK THHOIUSLIMS B 3TOM POJE, 110 Ipe-
nonoxeHuto D. Manicacci et al. (1998), MmoxeT OBITh
HE CTOJIbKO MEPEXOJHOM CTAIUEN B 3BOJIIOLIUU K IBY -
IOMHOCTH, a CTA0MJIBHOI II0JI0BOI CUCTEMOM.

SAKJIIOYEHHUE

IIpu uccnemoBaHuM TUHOAURUUMN Thymus
pannonicus yCTaHOBJIEHbI CTaTUCTUYECKU 3HAUM-
MBbIe pa3nuuus 10 JIMHE HIKHUX THIYMHOK M CTa-
MUWHOIMEB U MX ITbUILHUKOB MEXIY 000€IOIbIMU
7 TIECTUYHBIMY IIBeTKaMU. Jlmama3oH JJWHEI cTa-
MUHOJIMEB Y MTeCTUYHBIX LIBETKOB cocTaniseT 0.1—
1.2 MM; 1JIsT TBIMMHOK O0OETObIX LIBETKOB 1.5—
2.0 MM; Inana3oH JHbI NbUIBHUKOB 0.00—0.35 MM
n 0.39—0.41 MM, COOTBETCTBEHHO JJIsI IECTUYHBIX
1 000€MOJIbIX LIBETKOB. 11% XeHCcKuxX 0cobeii IIeHO-
nomnyasuuu 1 GopMUPYIOT TOJIBKO LIBETKU C KOPOT-
kumu ctamuHoausiMu 0.1—0.3 MM 1. 6€3 NbIJIbHU-
KoB. O0HapyxXeHa BbICOKast BAPMAOEITIbHOCTD TJIMHBI
CTAMUHOAVEB U CTEPUJIbHBIX ITBJIbHUKOB TT€CTUY-
HBIX IIBETKOB: KO3(M(PUIINEHT Bapuallu COCTaBJIS -
eT 44.2 u 42.7%, cOOTBETCTBEHHO, IIJIsI CTAMUHOIM -
€B ¥ MBUTLbHUKOB. BapmaberbHOCTD IUTMHBI TEIMMTHOK
1 GePTUIIHBHBIX TTBJIBHUKOB Y 000ETIOJIBIX IIBETKOB
3HAYUTEJIbHO HUXe: KO3 PULUMEHT Bapualuu Co-
crasisger 7.8 u 3.1%, cOOTBETCTBEHHO, IJISI ThIYK-
HOK U TIBJIbHUKOB.

HccnenoBaHre COOTHOIICHUS ITOJIOBHIX (OPM
ocobeit T. pannonicus B IECHONOMYJISIIUSAX TT0Ka3a-
JIO, UTO XEHCKHE 0COOU COCTaBIISIOT TTOIABIISIONIEe
OOJIBIIMHCTBO BO BCEX 5 U3YUYEHHBIX MECTOOOUTA-
HUSIX AnTaiickoro kpasi: 69—90% ot Bcex reHepa-
THUBHBIX 0CcO0eii. AHa/INU3 COOCTBEHHBIX U JIUTEPA-
TYPHBIX JaHHBIX TTO3BOJISIET CAeNaTh BBIBO, UTO IS
T. pannonicus xapakTepHa BbICOKas 4aCcTOTa BCTpeya-
€MOCTH KEHCKHUX 0CO0eH B CTEITHBIX U JIECOCTEITHBIX
MECTOOOUTAHMSIX KaK B €BpOIEHCKOM, TaK 1 a3uaT-
CKOIi yacTax apeayia Buaa: ot 38 mo 90%.
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GYNODIOECY OF THYMUS PANNONICUS (LAMIACEAE)
IN THE ALTAI TERRITORY
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Zolotodolinskaya Str., 101, Novosibirsk, 630090, Russia
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The research of gynodioecy of Thymus pannonicus All. was conducted in 5 populations (CPs) in steppe
and meadow-steppe communities of the Altai Territory. Statistically significant differences between
bisexual and pistillate flowers in the length of lower stamens or staminodes and their anthers (p < 0.05)
were revealed in the population CP1. The range of staminode length in pistillate flowers is 0.1—1.2 mm;
the range of stamen length in bisexual flowers is 1.5—2.0 mm; the range of anthers length was 0.00—0.35
mm and 0.39—0.41 mm, respectively, for pistillate and bisexual flowers. 11% of females in the sample
develop exclusively flowers with small (0.1—0.3 mm long) staminodes without anthers. A high coefficient
of variation of staminode parameters in the females was detected: 44.2 and 42.7% (for staminodes and
anthers, respectively), and a low coefficient of variation of stamen parameters in hermaphrodites: 7.8 and
3.1% (for stamens and anthers, respectively). A high frequency of androecium developmental disorders
may indicate the instability of the genome of T. pannonicus. The females were found to make a prevailing
majority in all 5 studied coenopopulations of the Altai Territory: 69—90% of all generative individuals. In
general, T. pannonicus is characterized by a high frequency of females in steppe and forest-steppe habitats

in both the European and Asian parts of the species range: 38—90%.

Keywords: Thymus pannonicus All., gynodioecy, sex ratio, population
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