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AHHoTanmus. B HacTosfmee BpeMs B KadecTBE HHCTPYMEHTAa HW3yUYCHUS BHYTPHUBUIOBOW CTPYKTYpPHl H
nuddepeHnranuyd MONyJSIUHA pa3lIUuIHbIX BHIAOB pPHIO MHPOKOE paclpoCTpaHEHHWE NPUOOpEeT MeToq
oTouToMeTpuu. [Ipu 3TOM Kak B OTEUECTBEHHOH, TaK M B 3apy0CKHON HAYyYHOH JIUTEpaType UMEIOTCS JTUIITH
(bparmMeHTapHBIC JaHHBIE 0 MOP(OJIOrUH OTOJIHUTOB MOPCKOTO epiia Scorpaena porcus — (HOHOBOTO BHIA
pBIO PHOPEKHBIX YEPHOMOPCKUX UXTHOICHO30B. Llenbio manHoi paboThl O0bLIO H3ydeHHE MOpPGhOIOrUU
CaTHTTAJBHBIX OTOJUTOB MOPCKOTrO epiia, oouraromero B rpanunax KaBkasckoro u KpsiMckoro menb¢hoB
UepHoro Mops, Kak criocoba HCCIeJOBaHMS €r0 BHYTPUBHAOBON CTPYKTYphl. B pabore onncana mopomorus
CaruTTaJLHBIX OTOJUTOB MOPCKOTO €pllia U3 ecTH akBaropuil: «bonpmoit Yrpumy, «l'enenmxkux», «Marpuy,
«Annep», «CeBacronons» n «Deomocus». Bo Bcex axBaTOpHAX BBISABICHA MOJOXKHUTEIbHAS KOPPEISIUI
JUIMHBI TeJla MOPCKHUX eplliedl W MJIMHBI UX OToauTOB. IlpoBeneH aHanu3 ypoBHs pa3iauuuil (CXOACTBA) B
Mopdonoruu oTouToB. Ha ocHOBe pa3nuumii MeXIy 3HAYCHUAMH MOP()OTOTHICCKUX MPU3HAKOB IIPABBIX U
JICBBIX OTOJUTOB MPOBEJACHA OLICHKA CTCHICHH (QIYyKTYHPYIOIICH aCHMMETPHUH.

KirueBple cjoBa: MOPCKOW epIll, caruTTalbHBIe OTONUTHI, UepHoe mope, KaBkaszckuii menbd, Kpeimckuit
menabd, OTOMUTOMETPHUS, PIYKTYHPYIOIIas aCHMMETPHS
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Abstract. Currently, the method of otolithometry is widely used as a tool for studying the population
structure and differentiation of populations of various fish species. At the same time, scientific literature
contains only fragmentary data on the otolith morphology of the black scorpionfish Scorpaena porcus, a
spicies common to the Black Sea coastal fish communities. This work was aimed at the investigation of the
morphology of sagittal otoliths of the black scorpionfish inhabiting the Caucasian and Crimean shelves of
the Black Sea, as a means for studying its population structure. The morphology of sagittal otoliths of the
black scorpionfish from six areas—“Bolshoy Utrish”, “Gelendzhik”, “Magri”, “Adler”, “Sevastopol”, and
“Feodosia”—is described in this paper. A positive correlation between the body length of black scorpionfish
and the length of its otoliths was found in all investigated areas. The level of difference (similarity) in the
morphology of otoliths has been analysed. The degree of fluctuating asymmetry has been estimated based
on differences between the values of the morphological features of the right and left otoliths.

Keywords: black scorpionfish, sagittal otoliths, Black Sea, Caucasian shelf, Crimean shelf, otolith

morphology, fluctuating asimmetry

BBEJJEHHUE

OTONMUTE — KaJBIUHUPOBAHHBIC CTPYKTYPHI BHY-
TPEHHETO yXa, HaXOIAIIMeCs B CIYXOBBIX KallCylnax
KOCTHCTHIX PbIO ¥ BBINOJHSIOMNE (YHKIIUU Opra-
HOB paBHOBecus u ciyxa [1, 2]. OTonmutsl 061a1a10T
XapaKTepHbIMH OOIIMMHU CBOMCTBAMHU PETUCTPUPYIO-
X CTPYKTYP: «CIOUCTBIM» CTPOEHHEM, T. €. Mopdo-
JIOTHYECKOH HEOMHOPOIHOCTBIO 4YacTei, chopmupo-
BaHHBIX B pa3HbIE MIEPHUOJIBI )KU3HHU, U IPUYPOUEHHOC-
TBIO T€X WJIH HHBIX 3JEMEHTOB CTPYKTYpPHI K OIpe-
JICIICHHBIM COOBITHSIM JKH3HEHHOM UCTOpUU 0Co0H, a
MMEHHO BIIMSHUIO Ps/ia IKOJIOTUIecKuX (paktopos [3].

OTonuthl SIBISIIOTCS  (DEHOTUITUYECKUMH  MapKe-
pamMu, ¢ TIOMOINBI0 KOTOPBIX MOXHO KOJHYECTBCHHO
OIICHUTh PA3NINYMS MEKIY BHIAMH U TOIMYISIHSIME
[4]. CpaBHeHHE (OPMBI OTOJUTOB AKTHBHO HCIIOJNb-
3yeTcs MpU M3YYEeHUU MOMYISIHOHHOW CTPYKTYpPhI U
i depeHIanuy momysIuid pa3IHIHbIX BUIOB PHIO
[5-17].

[Ipu sTOM psigm COBpEeMEHHBIX [aHHBIX CBHIE-
TEJIBCTBYET O COIMOCTABUMOCTU PE3yJABTaTOB OTO-

JUTOMETPUU M TEHETHYECKUX  HCCICIOBaHUN
[14, 18-21], 4TO TOBOPUT B MOJB3y HAAEKHOCTU
JTAHHOTO METOJIa.

Mopckoit  epmr  Scorpaena porcus Linnaeus,
1758 — mpencraBuTenh CEMEHCTBA CKOPIICHOBBIC
(Scorpaenidae), a MecTaMd JIOMHHH-
pyOImui BUJI TPUOPEKHBIX CKATBLHO-3aPOCIEBBIX
YEPHOMOPCKUX HUXTHUOIEHO30B [22-25]. SBnser-
Cs BTOPOCTCIIEHHBIM OOBEKTOM IPOMBINIICHHOTO
U TpHOPEKHOTO PHIOOIOBCTBA,
TOM  JIFOOUTETHCKOTO
BHYTPHBH/IOBAS
OTIINYHE
BHJIOB

OOBIYHEBIH,

Ba)XHbIM 00BEK-
peidomoBcTBa.  Ilpm
CTPYKTypa MOpPCKOTO epiia, B
OT JPYTUX MAacCOBBIX YEPHOMOPCKHUX
peIO  (XaMchl, YepHOMOPCKON
0apalyny, YepHOMOPCKOW CTaBpUAbI), MPAKTHUECKU
HE U3yJeHa.

9TOM

LINPOTa,

Henpto maHHOW pabOTHl OBUIO HW3yYECHHE MOP-
($oJOTUN CaruTTalbHBIX OTOJMTOB MOPCKOTO €plia,
obuTaroniero B rpanunax Kaekasckoro u Kpeimckoro
menbhoB YepHOro Mopsi, Kak crocoda UCCIe0BaHUSL
€r0 BHYTPHUBH/IOBOH CTPYKTYPHI.
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MATEPUAIJIBI 1 METO/JbI

Marepuasiom Ui UCCIEAOBAaHUS  IOCITYKHIH
ciydaiiHble BBIOOPKH MOPCKHX €pIied W3 IIeCTH
npuOpekHBIX paiioHoB YepHoro mops (puc. 1). B
mpenenax KaBkasckoro 1menb(a ObUTH  H3YYCHBI
BBIOODKM W3 4YeThIpEX aKBaTOPUM B  palioHax
Bonpmoro Yrpuma, lenenmkuka (6. lomyOGas),
Marpu n Amtepa. B npenenax Kpeimckoro mrenbda
Mm3yJam MOPCKUX epmreld paiioHoB CeBacTormos
(6. Kazauns) 1 @eomocun (DPeogocHiicKuii 3aIuB).

OT10op Marepuana NMpPOBOAWICS B Pa3HbIC CE30HBI
roza B nepuoz ¢ aexadps 2017 r. mo HosOps 2020 1.

Mopckux epiieil aHaIM3UpOBald ¢ MPUMEHEHUEM
CTaHIAPTHBIX UXTHOJIOTHICCKUX METONOB [26].

[MoMumo TpoBeieHus] OMOJIIOTHYECKOTO aHalN3a, y
pBIO TaKKe M3BJIEKATN CAarUTTAbHBIE OTONHTHL. s
JIOCTOBEPHOTO aHanu3a UX MOP(HOJOTHH HCIOJIB30-
BaJIM TOJILKO IEJIBIE OTOJIHUTHI 0€3 BUIUMBIX aHOMAITUH
Pa3BUTHUS U MEXAHUYECKUX TIOBPEXKICHUMA (Pa3IOMBI,
CKOJTBI).

Anaim3 Mopdororud ObUT MPOBENEH Ha TPaBbIX
CcaruTTaNBHBIX oToymTax 507 MOpPCKHX epIei, B
T. 4.: CeBacromnons — 96, ®eonocus — 95, boapioi
Yrpum — 101, I'enenmxuk — 81, Marpu — 71,
Anyiep — 63 ocobu.

ArinKany,
FreKany

Pasgonufidie &
3.t Lkarivoi
. F A

_Kypaia
¥ Manbecn

sl Oktyabr'skaye -y
‘Earlarupu.- i
Caxd
.

Kiravskaye
Hvardiys'ke, 5,7

Cnmpeponons
]

: dincapai g
Anywra
€ o
e

Hnra
.

A308CKO€E MOpe

OTonuThI
IJIMIEPUHE, a 3aTeM MPOCMAaTPHUBAIN B OTPAKCHHOM
CBETE TOJ HEOOXOMUMBIM YBEITHUCHHEM C TTOMOIIBIO
OMHOKYJISIpHOTO MUKpockoma MBC-9.

Mopdosorruueckue  MPU3HAKH
OTOJIUTOB M3y4alld MO MOAU(DUIIMPOBAHHON cXeme,

BBIACPIKUBAJIM B TCYCHUC CYTOK B

CaruTTajJbHbIX

MPUMEHAEMOM B TMOJOOHBIX HWCCICNOBaHUAX [27—
29] (puc. 2). W3mepeHus NPOBOAMIN C TOMOIIBIO
OKYJISIp-MHKPOMETpA.
[Ipu mocnenyromem
JUTSI HUBEIUPOBAHHS BIUSHUS (akTopa pazHOpas-

u3y4yeHuu Mopoaoruu
MEPHOCTH OTOJIMTOB TIOKA3aTesld JIMHBI (MEIHaib-
Has mmHa (AB), mopcambHas mmHa (CD), miuHA
antupoctpyma (JD), mmmHa poctpyma (KF), nnauHa
noctpoctpyma (ME)), poctpanbHbiii pamuyc (QF),
NOCTpOCTpaibHbll  paguyc (QF) W 3HaYeHHsA
HanOonpIneil mupuabl otonuTa (GH) HOPMHpPOBAIH
Ha HauOonplrylo AnuHy otonuta (EF), a mokasate-
T IUpUHBL (MIMpHHA aHTUpocTpyMa (/B), mmpuHa
poctpyma (BL), mupura moctpoctpyma (NO)) — Ha
HanOonbmyo mupuHy otoiurta (GH), U BeIpakaiu
B TPOIICHTAX.

[ ananuza creneHd QIyKTYUPYIOIIEH acMMMe-
TPUH JJOTIOJIHUTEIILHO UCCIIEJ0OBAIIH JIEBBIC CaTUTTaIIb-
HBIE 0TONUTEI 318 0cobei, B T. u.: CeBacTonoiab — 66,
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Puc. 1. Kapra-cxema Touek orbopa ¢akruyeckoro marepuana: | — Cesacronoins; 2 — Peonocusi; 3 — bonbmioit

VYrpumr; 4 — Ilenenxuk; 5 — Marpu; 6 — Annep

Fig. 1. Outline map of the sampling sites: 1 — Sevastopol; 2 — Feodosia; 3 — Bolshoy Utrish; 4 — Gelendzhik;

5 — Magri; 6 — Adler
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Puc. 2. Vcnionp3oBadHas B paboTe cxema U3MEPEHUs CarUTTALHBIX OTOJINTOB MOPCKUX epieii: AB — MeananbHas
nnuHa, CD — nopcanpHas mvHa, EF — HaubOonbmas muuHa, GH — HauOonpmas mupuHa, /B — mupuHa
aHTUpOCTpyMa; JD — mnmuHa aHTHpOCTpyMma; KF — niwHA pocTpyma; BL — mmpuHa poctpyma; NO — mupuHa
noctpoctpyMa; ME — nnuHa moctpoctpyma; QF — pocTpalibHBIN pananyc; QF — MOCTPOCTPAbHBIN pajryc

Fig. 2. Measurement scheme used for the investigated sagittal otoliths of black scorpionfish: 4B — medial length;
CD — dorsal length; EF — maximum length; GH — maximum height; /B — antirostrum height; JD — antirostrum
length; KF — rostrun length; BL — rostrum height; NO — postrostrum height; ME — postrostrum length; OF —

rostral radius; QF — postrostral radius

®eonocuss — 61, bonpmmoi Ypum — 59, ['eneHmkuk
— 44, Marpu — 43, Amiep — 45 3Kk3.

Nzydenne creneHu QIyKTyupyromei aCHMMETPUT
CaruTTAIBHBIX OTOJUTOB MOPCKHX epIieil ObLIO BHI-
MOJTHEHO B COOTBETCTBUH C «METOIUYECKUMHU PEKO-
MeHIaIusaMu. ..» [30]. Benuumaa acuMMeTpun Oblia
paccuMTaHa KaK pa3HMIla B IpOMepax cjeBa U CIpaBa,
OTHECEHHas K CyMME IMPOMEPOB Ha JBYX CTOPOHAX.
WHTerpasibHblii MOKa3aTellb CTAOMIBHOCTA Pa3BUTHS
JUTS. KOMITJIEKCA MEPHBIX TIPU3HAKOB — CPEIIHSIS BEIIU-
YUHA OTHOCHTEIBHOTO pPa3IMyus MEXIy CTOpPOHAa-
MU Ha MPHU3HAK. DTOT MOKAa3aTeslb PaCCUNUTHIBAIU KaK
cpeaHee apu(METHUECKOE CYMMBI OTHOCHTEIILHOM
BEJIMYMHBI ACHMMETPUH 10 BCEM IMpH3HAKaM Y

Ka)XI0H 0COOHM, OTHECEHHOE K YHCIy IpOaHaIUu3H-
POBaHHBIX PU3HAKOB.

Maremarndeckas o0pabOTKa JaHHBIX OCYIIECTB-
JIach € HMCIOJb30BAaHMEM IIPOTPAMMHOIO IaKeTa
Statistica ver. 10. B Xoae wuccienoBaHus NMPUMEHS-
JIM HEMapaMeTPUYECKHE CTAaTHCTUYCCKUE METOMAbI U
METOABl MHOTOMEPHOM CTaTUCTHKH (IUCKPUMHHAHT-
HbIM aHanu3) [31].

PE3VYIJIBTATbBI 1 OBCYXXAEHUE

B uccnenoBaHHON BBIOOpKE MOPCKHX epIIed U3
nrecty NpuOpexxHbIX akBaTopuii Kaskasckoro u Kpeim-
ckoro menb(o UepHOTO MOpPST BCTPEUAIHCH 0COOH ¢
JUIMHOW TeJa (0 KOHIIA YEeIIyHHOTro MmokpoBa — SL)
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oT 49 nmo 233 MM u ¢ maccoii Tena ot 4,3 1o 396,6 r.
CarurtanabHble OTOIHUTHI U3YYEHHBIX MOPCKHUX epIei
uMenn Haubonbinyio Amuny (EF) B quamnasone ot 3,25
1o 11,15 MM ipu cpennem 3HadeHuu 6,79+0,069 mm u
HanOoneinyo mupuny (GH) B nuamazone ot 0,50 mo
4,40 MM npu cpenHeM 3HadeHuu 2,68+0,023 Mm.

Undopmammst o pasmepax OTOIUTOB MOPCKUX
epIIel pa3HbIX PaliOHOB IIpeICTaBiIcHa B Tao0m. 1.

Hmuna ortonutoB (EF) umena mpsMyro 3aBHCH-
MOCTb OT JUIMHEI Tela poeIo (SL): koadduimeHt koppe-
nsmuu 1o [Tupcony =0,926, p<0,001 (puc. 3).

VYka3aHHass 3aKOHOMEPHOCTh ObDIa XapakTepHa
st peid u3 Beex akBaropmii: CeBactononb: r=0,911,
p<0,001; ®Deomocus: r=0,958, p<0,001; bomwmroi
Yrpum: 1=0,968, p<0,001; T'enenmxux: r=0,902,
p<0,001; Marpu: r=0,870, p<0,001; Annep: r=0,879,
p<0,001.

[lony4eHHble HaHHBIE COMIACYIOTCS C pe3yJibTaTa-
MU HCCIICIOBAHUN TYPEIKUX YICHBIX, KOTOPHIC YKa3bI-
BalOT Ha BBICOKYIO B3aWMOCBSI3b MOJHOW JJTMHBI Tela
U pa3MepoB OTOJIHMTOB MOPCKHX eplIed MpUOpexHON
akBatopuu Yepnoro mops y Camcyna [32].

Kpome nuHEHHBIX pa3sMepoB, Y MOPCKHX epliuen
Pa3HBIX aKBaTOPUH pa3nuyanach QopMa OTOJH-
TOB. 3HAYCHUS HOPMHUPOBAHHBIX MOP(OIOTUICCKUX
MPU3HAKOB CATMTTAJIBHBIX OTOJMTOB MOPCKHX epIieit
paccMaTpuBaeMbIX  aKBaTOPUH  TPEACTABICHBI B
Tao. 2.

Kak BumHO U3 MaHHBIX TaON. 2, MEXIY CPEIHUMH
3HAYEHUSIMU PacCMaTpHUBAEMBIX MPU3HAKOB y ocoleit
W3 Pa3HBIX aKBaTOPH WMENHCH OIpeesIeHHbIe OTIIN-
yus. AHamu3 pacnpeieicHus 3HaYCHH MOpQoIo-
TUYECKUX TPU3HAKOB CATUTTAIBHBIX OTOIUTOB C
nmoMomplo kpurepueB KomvoropoBa—CmupHOBa U
[lanupo—Yunka mnokazaia, YTO OHO HE OTHOCHUTCS
K HOpMasiibHOMY TuUmy. [loaTOMy 1 JanbHeiiero
CTaTUCTHUYECKOTO aHan3a OBLT HCIOJIB30BAH METOJ
KpUTEpHUil
MaHHa—YUTHH, C TOMOIIBKD KOTOPOTO OLEHUBAIU

HEMapaMeTPUUECKOW  CTaTUCTHKU  —
CTaTHCTUYECKYIO JIOCTOBEPHOCTh MUMEIOLIMXCS OTIIH-
YUl B CPSAHUX 3HAUCHUSX NMPU3HAKOB MEXKIY OTICIb-
HBEIMH Tlapam# akBatopuii (Marpu — Ammep, Marpu
— I'enenmxuk, @eogocus — Amyiep U T. 1.). B pasHbIx
CPaBHHMBaeMBIX Mapax (aKBaTOpPHUSAX) OIS CTaTHUCTH-
YEeCKH JIOCTOBEPHO PA3IUYHBIX TPU3HAKOB BapbH-
poama or 0 % (®eomocus — bompmoit YTtpum,
Bonpmoit Ytpumr — Aanep) no 54,6 % (bonbmoit
Yr1pum — Marpu, @eonocus — Marpmn).

B Ttabm. 3 mnpexacraBiaeHbl MOP(OJOTHYECKHE
MPU3HAKU CATUTTAIBHBIX OTOJIMTOB MOPCKHX EpIIei
Pa3HBIX aKBaTOPHIA, MO CPEIHUM 3HAYCHUSM KOTOPBIX
BBISIBIICHBI JJOCTOBEPHBIC Pa3THUMSL.

Bonee TouHoe npencTaBieHne O CTEIEHU CXOICTBA
W pa3liuuvsi CPaBHUBACMBIX BBIOOPOK MOTYT J1aBarh
METONIBI MHOTOMEpHOW cratucTuku. OJHHM W3 HUX
SIBIISICTCS. JUCKPUMUHAHTHBIN aHalIN3, KOTOPBIA OBLI

Tab6auua 1. JIuneiiHble noka3areau caruTTajlbHbIX OTOJIMTOB MOPCKUX €pIIeH paccMaTpUBaeMbIX aKBaToOpui

Table 1. Linear parameters of the sagittal otoliths of the black scorpionfish from the investigated areas

ITokazarens / Parameter
Axsaropust N, oks. EFE MM/ EE mm GH, MM / GH, mm
Area N, ind. _ . _ )

X Etm, min—-max XEtm, min-max
Cesactonorm, 96 7,36+0,116 4,75-9,30 2,86+0,048 0,50-3,95
Sevastopol
®eonocus 95 6,6120,186 3,25-10,00 2,64+0,056 1,50-3,50
Feodosia
bosbwioft Yrpuus 101 6,49+0,217 3,35-11,15 2,500,082 0,50-4,40
Bolshoy Utrish
Tenenukux 81 7,14+0,132 5,50-10,45 2,84+0,040 2,15-4,00
Gelendzhik
Marpu 71 6,800,123 4,95-8,65 2,77+0,038 2,10-3,50
Magri
Anep 63 6,200,107 4,20-8,00 2,4240,040 1,85-3,25
Adler
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Puc. 3. Koppensuus JJIMHBI OTOJHMTOB ¥ JUTHHBI TeJla 0CO0CH
Fig. 3. Correlation of the otolith length and body length in the investigated individuals

Taﬁ.mma 2. 3HaueHH HOPMUPOBAHHBIX MOp(I)OJ'IOl"I/I‘IeCKI/IX MPU3HAKOB CAaruTTaJbHbIX OTOJUTOB MOPCKHUX epmeﬁ
paccMaTpuBacMbIX aKBaTOpI/Iﬁ

Table 2. Values of the standardized morphological parameters of the sagittal otoliths of the black scorpionfish from
the investigated areas

CeBacToroib deomocus B;z;:;n T'enenmxuk Marpu Anep
(96 2x3.) (95 31(3:) (101 5K3.) (81 BKS.)‘ (71 31(3'.) (63 2K3.)

Tpussak Seva§topol F eoc'losm Bolshoy Utrish Gelegdzhlk Mggrl Ad'16r
Parameter (96 ind.) (95 ind.) (101 ind.) (81 ind.) (71 ind.) (63 ind.)

Xtm.
min—max
1 2 3 | 4 | 5 | 6 7
% ot Haubomnbiueil MHB! oTonuTa (EF)
% of the maximum otolith length (EF)

AB 68,6:£0,56 70,2+0,52 69,7+0,61 69,9+0,53 70,4+0,67 70,9+0,62
53,3-81,3 58,4-98,1 54,7-81,0 54,3-80,5 58,3-82,0 57,5-82,0
cD 68,8+0,55 67,6:0,57 66,4+0,73 69,9+0,55 71,5+0,58 68,2+0,68
54,0-83,3 53,4-81,1 53,5-82,9 57,8-84,0 53,0-82,4 51,7-77,5
KF 24,3+0,50 21,8+0,45 22,4+0,48 23,6+0,45 22,8+0,55 21,3+0,50
13,3-36,7 11,4-323 12,0-33,3 15,3-35,7 14,0-31,3 14,3-34,6
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Tadauna 2 (okoHYaHHE)

Table 2 (finished)
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

D 5,4+0,44 2,4+0,20 3,5+0,43 4,7+0,39 5,5+0,44 2,6+0,38
0,0-25,5 0,0-8,3 0,0-32,6 0,0-15,0 0,0-14,3 0,0-16,4

ME 10,1+0,36 10,6+0,34 11,3+0,39 9,8+0,30 10,9+0,37 11,6+0,40
4,1-23,0 4,6-26,2 4,4-253 4,2-16,7 3,6-17.,6 5,3-19,2

GH 39,5+0,32 40,0+0,40 39,6+0,43 40,3+0,36 40,7+0,37 39,1+0,39
33,2-49.3 30,8-49,3 30,0-56,5 34,3-49,2 33,1-48,6 32,2-47.4

OF 50,4+0,23 50,4+0,23 50,3+0,25 49,7+0,23 49,3+0,31 49,940,229
44,8-57.4 44,8-57,8 44,8-57,6 43,3-54.3 43,4-54,9 44,5-55.4

QE 49,7+0,24 49,6+0,24 49,8+0,25 50,2+0,23 50,7+0,33 50,3+0,29
41,8-55,9 41,2-54,5 43,5-56,8 45,3-55,6 42,9-55,6 43,3-55,5

% ot HanbomnpIrei mmpuHbl otouta (GH)
% of the maximum otolith height (GH)

BL 55,8+0,74 57,3+0,85 57,3+0,83 58,1+0,78 55,4+0,83 56,8+0,95
35,6-70,9 38,5-73,7 41,4-73,5 38,0-71,7 39,7-69,0 42,6-74,6

B 20,2+0,65 17,7+0,52 19,2+0,58 21,5+0,69 20,5+0,68 19,8+0,71
9,2-41.4 9,6-30,0 10,5-30,9 10,4-38,9 10,9-36,4 10,2-40,3

NO 52,8+0,90 52,9+1,05 54,2+1,05 55,8+1,07 60,3+1,29 51,3+1,07
32,8-78,0 32,4-78,0 30,6-82,5 30,0-75,0 37,3-85,2 33,3-75,0

TaﬁJmua 3. Craructuyecku JAOCTOBCPHO Pa3JIMYHbIC MOp(i)OJ'IOFI/I"ICCKI/IC MPpU3HAKU CAruTTajJbHBIX OTOJMTOB
MOPCKHUX CpIIICﬁ paccMaTpuBacMbIX aKBaTOpI/Iﬁ

Table 3. Statistically significantly different morphological parameters of the sagittal otoliths of the black scorpionfish
from the investigated areas

PCBy.TILTaT CpaBHCHUA

CpaBHuBaemMas napa ITpuzHak Comparison result
Compared pair Parameter U+ P e
p
1 2 3 4
nopcanbHas anuHa (CD)
dorsal length (CD) 20330 0,000
JUTMHA aHTUpocTpyMa (JD)
antirostrum length (JD) 2161,0 0,000
HaubOonbmas mupuHa (GH) 2744.0 0.009
Bonpmoit Ypum — Marpu maximum height (GH) ’ ’
Bolshoy Utrish — Magri muprHa noctpoctpyma (NO) 2413.0 0.000
postrostrum height (NO) ’ ’
pocTtpanbHbli paguyc (OF)
rostral radius (QF) 28155 0,017
nocTpocTpaibHblid paguyc (QF)
postrostral radius (QF) 2815,5 0,017
®deomocust — Marpu nopcansHas JmHa (CD)
Feodosia — Magri dorsal length (CD) 1897,5 0,000
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Tabauna 3 (mpomomKeHue)
Table 3 (continued)

1 2 3 4
inosrum longh (D) 15240 nom0
oy heht ) 24360 noot

oo b o) | B85 | oo
Pl s (OF) 2500 note

" ool s (0 | 24950 novt
sl lngth (CD) 14285 noot
st ength (7). 17450 noss

Mg Adle " inostrum ength (D) 10520 B
" i i (61 13570 noos
s hight (40) 13035 nou
sl loth (CD) 28482 nom
" nostrum ength (D) 290033 noee

Bonbuioit YTpum — I'eneHmkuk AnuHa nocrpoctpyma (ME) 3140.5 0.010

Bolshoy Utrish — Gelendzhik postrostrum length (ME) ' ’

N rostu veigh (15) 29943 no20
" ot beigh (V0) R
" el tngth (15) #3553 oo

Cesacronons — Aniep Hf(i?;ﬁfgfgg‘ig) 1881 009

topol — Adl

oo, | 0| o
" ostosrum lngth (M) 2045 non

st length (kF) 10843 o

Cotentil —Adior inosrum longh (D) 14690 nom

ostosm ength (M) 1675 noot
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Tadauna 3 (npopoymkeHue)
Table 3 (continued)

1 2 3 4

T'enenmxuk — Anmep mMpuHa nocrpoctpyma (NO) 1857.0 0.008

Gelendzhik — Adler postrostrum height (NO) ’ ’
sl lonth (CD) 20160 ho0s

®eonocust — [eneHmxuk Hfi?iﬁfjf;ﬁi[({[g) 240 00

F ia — Gelendzhik

eodosia — Gelendzhi Hzizioi};frﬁ(}ipgzr? J%)D) 2200,5 0,000
N tostum veigh (15) 24305 000
sl longth (CD) 2733 000

Cesacrormons — Marpu Haﬁli(:(j;zllﬁij fIlIéIl/IgpfﬁH(zgm 200 hom

Sevastopol — Magri IMpHHA nocTpocTpyma (NO) 2089.0 0.000
postrostrum height (NO) ’ '

O osrosma e (0 | 2679 oor
o e? | smso | own

Cesacronons — Bombmoi i poctpyma (KF) 3849,5 0,013

Vrpum rostrum length (KF)

Sevastopol — Bolshoy Utrish Z‘gﬁ;}tffnﬂ"lzg{g? J(g;j ) 3141,5 0,000
" ostosrum lngth (M) 40450 00
sl longth (CD) 2405 ho

I'enenmxuk — Marpu HJIZ?S{;;?:‘I;OIC@E;};E?A&%E) 22020 oo

Gelendzhik — Magri ml;lgifﬁnll)(l)l:gpz:dé (LliL) 2408,0 0,035
N stostum hight (40) 22683 nors
s lngth () 2690 Ho0

sewionol Feooss | o iognp, | 220 | oo
N ttostu beigh (15) 50 0o0s

Cesacronouns — [eneHmKIk m?ggﬁﬁ%:gﬁé(gm . 0

Sevastopol — Gelendzhik mp;}:;gi ;ﬁ;?ﬁz;;ﬁ?vgo) 3078,5 0,017
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Tadmuma 3 (okoH4YaHuE)
Table 3 (finished)

1 2 3 4
JUTHHA ocTpocTpyma (ME) 2340.5 0.030
®eopocus — Anep postrostrum length (ME) ’ ’
Feodosia — Adler IMprHa antupoctpyma (IB) 2239.0 0.015
antirostrum height (/B) ’ ’

[Ipumeuanue: * U-kpurepuit ManHa—YuTHH; ** ypoBeHb 3HAUMMOCTH

Note: * Mann—Whitney U test; ** significance level

WICIIOJIB30BAH JIJISl OIICHKH CTEIICHH CXOJCTBA IO KOM-
TIEKCY MOP(OJIOTUIECKIX MPU3HAKOB MPABBIX CATHT-
TaJIHBIX OTOJIUTOB MOPCKHX €pITEeH IECTH ampHoOpH
BBIICJICHHBIX 110 TeorpapuuecKoMy MPHHIUITY TPYII:
«CeBacrononby, «®Deomocusi», «bonpioi YTpuim,
«lenenmxuky», «Marpu» 1 «Ammepy.

CrereHb CX0/ICTBAa MEXKITY allPHOPH BBIICIICHHBIMU
rpymnmnaMy ObLla OIICHEHA IO BEIIMYMHE PACCTOSHUS

MaxanaHoOuca MeXIy HHUMH, a JIOCTOBEPHOCTH OTIIH-
YUl B 3THX PAaCCTOSHUSAX — MO Kputeputo Durepa.
VYkazaHHbIe TOKa3aTelH MPUBEICHBI B Ta0. 4.

Kax BumHO 13 maHHBIX Ta0M. 4, 3HAUCHUS PacCTOsI-
Hult MaxanaHoOuca MeXIy BBIICICHHBIMH TPYIINa-
MU OBUIM OTHOCHUTEIBHO HU3KUMH W HE TNPEBBIINAIN
1,863 (Marpu — Amiep). [Ipu 3ToM 1151 GOIBITMHCTBA
CPaBHHUBaEMBIX Map pa3uius ObUIM JTOCTOBEPHBIMU

Tadomuma 4. KBagparuunsle paccrosHus MaxanaHoOnca MeXIy arnpHOpH BBIACIECHHBIMU I'PYIIAMU U BEJIUYUHBI

Kkpurtepust Puiiepa Mex1y HIMU

Table 4. Squared Mahalanobis distances between a priori selected groups, and the values of the Fisher criterion

between them

g k) 2= = > é =
= .8 = — -
Grou g s S EEF2 3 5 6 S =
P 25 g2 | &2~ | 353 = = <<
@)
Cesacronon _ 1,177 0,848 1,088 0,934 1,428
Sevastopol
deonocus 4,921/
Feodosia 0.000* - 0,215 1,005 1,492 0,474
Bonbioi YTpuii 3,507/ 0,882/
Bolshoy Utrish 0,000* 0,559 a 1,028 1,572 0,294
Ienenmxuk 4,207 / 3,848 / 3,896/
Gelendzhik 0,000% 0,000% 0,000 0,600 1,122
Marpu 3,236 / 5,127/ 5,353/ 1,932/ ~ 1863
Magri 0,000%* 0,000% 0,000% 0,034 ’
Amnep 4,721/ 1,553/ 0,957/ 3,456 / 5,256/ -
Adler 0,000%* 0,120 0,485 0,000% 0,000

[Ipumeuanue: 1) Brile neHTpanbHONW TUaroHalu — KBaJpaTWYHbIE paccTosHus Maxamanobuca; 2) Huxke
ICHTPAIFHON JAMaroHaaM yKa3aHbl BEeNWYMHBI Kputepus Puinepa / ypoBHH 3HaumMocTty; 3) * Bemwdumsl,
MMEIOIINE CTATUCTHYECKU JI0CTOBEPHBIE PA3IHIMs 110 KpuTepuio durepa

Note: 1) Mahalanobis distances are given above the central diagonal line; 2) Values of the Fisher criterion /
significance levels are given below the central diagonal line; 3) * Values with statistically significant
differences according to the Fisher criterion
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(mo xputeputo dumiepa). VckiroueHHE COCTaBUIH:
®eonocus — bonbmoit Ytpuii, Geogocust — Anep u
bonpmoit YTpumr — Amrep. Paccrosaus Maxamano-
Orca MeXIy yKa3aHHBIMU IPYIIITaMy ObLITH MUHHMAITh-
HbIME (0,215, 0,474 u 0,294, COOTBETCTBEHHO).
PesynbpraThl AMCKPUMHUHAHTHOTO aHAIN3a B HEIOM
COOTBETCTBYIOT pe3yJabTaTaM IIPOBEICHHBIX paHee
MapHBIX TECTOB C KpUTEpUs
MaHHa—YuTHH, TAc Hambonee pa3IMIHBIMH TI0
MOP(]OJIOTUN CaTUTTAIBHBIX OTOJUTOB OBUIM TapbI
Bonpmoi Yrpum — Marpu (6 npusHakoB — 54,6 %),
®eomocusi — Marpu (6 npuszHakoB — 54,6 %) wu
Marpu — Apmnep (5 mpusHakoB — 45,5 %), a

HCII0JIb30BaAHUCM

HauOonee cxoxnmu — bompmoit  Yrtpum — Amiep
(0 mpuznakoB — 0,0 %) u deomocust — bonpmoit
Yrpum (0 mpuznakoB — 0,0 %).

B rpadudeckom Bue pe3yabTaThl TUCKPUMHHAHT-
HOTO aHaJIN3a MPECTaBIEHBI Ha puC. 4.

C moMmompl0 JAUCKPUMHUHAHTHOTO aHajw3a Oblia
paccuuTaHa TOYHOCTh OTHECCHUS K alpuOpU BbIjIC-
JICHHBIM TI0 COBOKYIMHOCTH MOP(OJIOTHUECKUX TIPH-
3HAKOB CAarUTTAJIBHBIX OTOJIUTOB TPYIIaM, KOTOpas B
cpenHeM coctaBuia 35 %.

Haunbonee BbICOKass TOYHOCTh OTHECEHHs Oblia
XapakTepHa JJsi  Mopckux epiied  Kpwsimckoro
menbda: B paiione CeBactonosst — 48,4 %, B paiione

o Oy

—_— b

<

II Discriminant function

1T TnckpnvmuHaHTHaS (yHKIINA

& | .

6 5 -4 3 2

1 0 1 2 3 4

I JTncxpumuHanTHag GVHKIIL
oCeBacronons edeogocua ob.YTpum sl enenmxux oMarpu s Annep

I Discriminant function
oSevastopol eFeodosia oB.Utrish mGelendzhik oMagri a Adler

Puc. 4. Pacnpez[eneHI/Ie HEHTPOUAOB alIPpUOPHU BBIACIICHHBIX I'PYHII MOPCKOT'O €plila B MPOCTPAHCTBEC JUCKPUMUHAHT-

HBIX (PYHKIHIA

Fig. 4. Distribution of the centroids of a priori selected groups of black scorpionfish in the space of discriminant

functions
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®eonocun — 40,9 %. B mnpenenax Kakazckoro
nmenb(a TOYHOCTh OTHECEHHUs BapbupoBana ot 16,4 %
B paiione Amiepa no 37,9 % B paitone Marpu. s
MOPCKHX epIuel paiioHa bomibioro YTpuiia ToO4HOCT
oTHeceHHs cocTaBmia 28,6 %, mist ocobeit mpubpex-
Holi 30HHI ['enenmkuka — 31,2 %.

Bo Bcex akBaTOpusx B 3HAYUTEITHHOM KOJIMYCCTBE
(Oosee MOJIOBUHBI BBIOOPKHU) MPUCYTCTBOBAIH OCOOH,
KOTOPBIE TTI0 KOMITJIEKCY MOP(OIOTHIeCKUX TIPU3HAKOB
CaruTTANBHBIX OTOJIMTOB OBLTHU OTHECEHBI K JIPYTHM
rpyTInaM.

OpnHoli w3 0a30BBIX XapaKTEPUCTHK OpTraHM3Ma
SBJSIETCSL €r0 CIOCOOHOCTh K TMOAACPKAaHUIO TOMEO-
cTaza pa3BHUTHA. BrwIicoKass cTaOMIBHOCTb DPa3BUTHA
o0ecreuynBaeTCsi TeHETUYIECKON KoaaamnTalieil reeoma
IIpY ONTHMAJIBHBIX YCIOBUAX pa3BuTHs [33-35].

[Ipu omenke cTaOWIBLHOCTH Pa3BUTHSA OJHUM U3
3G (PEKTUBHBIX METOJOB SIBIISICTCS W3YYCHUE YPOBHS

OTKJIOHCHUS MEXIy TIpaBOW W JIEBOH CTOpPOHAMHU
Pa3IHYHBIX MOP(OIOTHYECKUX CTPYKTYp, B HOpME
obnamaromux OmirarepaibHON CHUMMeETpued. YKa3aH-
HbIC OTKJIOHCHUS HE HMCIOT CaMOCTOSTEIBHOTO
aJaNTUBHOTO 3HAUEHUS M BO3HHMKAIOT KaK pe3yjibTaT
CIIy4JaiiHBIX OIMUOOK B X0JI¢ OHTOTeHe3a [33, 36].

YpoBeHb TaKOTO POAa MENKHX OUTHOOK Pa3BUTHS
MpH HOPMANBHBIX YCIOBHSX HEBBICOK, HO BO3pac-
TaeT MpH JIOOOM CTPECCHPYIOIIEM BO3JCHCTBUM, YTO
Y IPUBOJUT K MOBBILICHUIO acumMeTpuu [33, 37, 38].

B Tabm. 5 mpemcraBieHBI pe3yibTaThl pacueTra
nokasarelieil CTaOMIBHOCTH pa3BUTHS MOpP(OIOTH-
YECKUX TPU3HAKOB CATMTTAIBHBIX OTOJIUTOB MOp-
CKUX eplleH 13 IIECTH aKBaTOpHUH.

Cepusi CTaTUCTHUECKUX AHAIHN30B C HCIIOIB30Ba-
HUEM KpuTepus MaHHa—YWTHU MOKa3aja, 4YT0 UMEI0-
IIFecs] pa3fuyusl MHTETPajbHBIX ITOKa3areneil cra-
OMJIBHOCTH Pa3BHUTHS MOPCKHX €pIleld pa3HbIX aKBa-

«OHTOI'CHCTHYCCKOI'O

ryma,

OLICHHUBACMOI'0O

cTemeHn (IyKTYHpYIOUIe acHMMeTpuH,

pEaACTaBIACT

coboit

MCJIKHE

KOTOpast
HEHAIpaBJICHHbIC

NO0  TOpUH HOCAT cly4yalHBIA Xapaktep. Takum oOpazom,

aKBaTOPHAX ObLIA Ha CXOXKEM YPOBHE.

BCIIMYMHA aCUMMETPUHU BO BCEX pacCMaTpuBaCMBbIX

Taﬁ.mma 5. 3uaueHus MoOKasareiaedl CTaOHUIBLHOCTH pa3sBUTUA MOp(bOHOFI/I‘IGCKI/IX MPU3HAKOB CaruTTaJbHbIX
OTOJIMTOB MOPCKHUX epmeﬁ paccMarpuBacMbIX aKBaTOpI/Iﬁ

Table 5. Stability values in the development of morphological parameters of the sagittal otoliths of the black
scorpionfish from the investigated areas

bonsmioit
CeBacToI10JIb ®deonocust Yrpui Tenenmxuk Marpu Annep
[pu3znak (66 3k3.) (61 3k3.) (59 3k3.) (44 5k3.) (43 7k3.) (45 7k3.)
Parameter Sevastopol Feodosia Bolshoy Gelendzhik Magri Adler
(66 ind.) (61 ind.) Utrish (44 ind.) (43 ind.) (45 ind.)
(59 ind.)
AB 0,03+0,003 0,03+0,003 0,03+0,004 0,03+0,004 0,02+0,003 0,03+0,003
CD 0,030,004 0,030,003 0,03+0,004 0,020,002 0,030,003 0,03+0,004
EF 0,010,002 0,020,002 0,01+0,002 0,010,001 0,010,002 0,010,002
KF 0,05+0,006 0,060,008 0,07+0,009 0,060,008 0,060,007 0,07+0,009
JD 0,30+0,039 0,36+0,042 0,34+0,050 0,27+0,039 0,22+0,039 0,42+0,059
ME 13,000,459 | 13,48+0,666 | 12,86+0,637 | 12,16+0,436 | 12,800,530 | 12,98+0,584
GH 0,03+0,011 0,02+0,003 0,02+0,010 0,02+0,002 0,02+0,003 0,02+0,001
BL 0,05+0,005 0,060,007 0,060,008 0,04+0,005 0,040,005 0,040,006
1B 0,15+0,024 0,15+0,013 0,13+0,017 0,11+0,015 0,08+0,012 0,11+0,011
NO 0,10+0,011 0,09+0,010 0,12+0,015 0,07+0,010 0,08+0,015 0,120,030
QF 0,03£0,006 0,020,003 0,03+0,009 0,03+0,011 0,02+0,004 0,020,003
QE 0,02+0,006 0,02+0,003 0,03+0,003 0,02+0,003 0,050,019 0,02+0,002
As* 1,151,078 1,20£1,117 1,14£1,065 1,07+1,008 1,12+1,062 1,16+1,075

[Ipumeuanue: * [Tokazatens oOmero ypoBHs (QIIyKTyupyrouiel acCHMMETPUH

Note: * Value of the total fluctuating asymmetry
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3AKJIIOYEHUE

B xone uccrenoBanus ObIIO yCTaHOBIEHO, YTO MOP-
CKHe eplu pa3HbIX akBaropuii KaBkaszckoro u Kpsim-
cKoro 1menb(oB UepHOTO MOPS UMEIOT CTATHCTHYECKU
JIOCTOBEPHBIC PA3IIUYUS B CPSTHUX 3HAYCHUSIX OTIICITb-
HBIX MOP(OIOTHYECKUX TPHU3IHAKOB CAaTrUTTABHBIX
OTONUTOB. J{OJIsI CTAaTUCTUYECKH JOCTOBEPHO Pa3iind-
HBIX PU3HAKOB MEKIY OTICIHHBIMHU aKBATOPHUSIMH U3-
mensiercs ot 0,0 mo 54,6 %.

KimnanbHast ©BMEHYHBOCTS (T. €. TUTABHOE U TIOCTe-
MEHHOE U3MEHCHME 3HAYCHUH MPU3HAKa Ha MPOTSHKE-
HUW BUIOBOTO apeaia) MOp(hOIOTHIECKUX XapaKTepH-
CTHK OTOJIUTOB B HAaIlleM HCCJIC/IOBAHUY HE BBISBIICHA.
B psine cnyuaeB Oomnee pa3nuyHOil GOPMOIL caruTTaib-
HBIX OTOJIMTOB 00JIaaTli MOPCKHE €pIITH Teorpadmde-
CKHU OJTM3KHX aKBaTOPHA M CXOXKEH — reorpapuuecKu
YIQJICHHBIX.

Taxxe BaKHO OTMETHUTBH, YTO BO BCEX PACCMOTPEH-
HBIX aKBAaTOPUSIX BEIWYHHA (QIYKTYUPYIOIICH acuM-
METPHH CarUTTAIBHBIX OTOJHMTOB MOPCKUX epIIei
HaxOIWJIaCh Ha CXOXKeM ypoBHE. JlaHHEIH ¢akT cBUIE-
TEJNBCTBYET O TOM, YTO BO3MOXKHBIE Pa3IMUHsI SKOJIO-
THYECKHUX MapaMeTPOB PAacCMAaTPUBACMBIX aKBaTOPUI
HE OKa3bIBAIOT CYIIECTBEHHOTO BIWSHUS Ha CTAOMIIb-
HOCTB Pa3BUTHSI MOPCKHX €pILEH.
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