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OrneHKa U3BMEHYMBOCTU KOHXUOJIOTHYECKUX MPU3HAKOB
Lymnaea stagnalis ¢ ncrioib30BaHUEM METOJIOB KJIACCUYECKOH U
reoMeTpuueckor Mmoppomerpun

CHEI'MH 3.A., JOCVIIOB C.P.*, OCYIIOBA A.1O.

benzopodckuii 2ocyoapcmeenplii HAYUOHATbHYIIL UCCIe008amenbCKull yHusepcumen, beaeopoo,
308015, POCCHHCKAA OEJEPALTIA
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PE3IOME. Bonselif OproXOHOTHIT MOJUTIOCK Lymnaea stagnalis XapaKTepu3yeTcsi BBICOKOW N3MEHIHBOCTHIO
KOHXHMOJIOTHYECKNX PH3HAKOB. J|JIs1 OIIEHKM CTENeHN BapHaIii pa3MepoB 1 ()OPMBI PAKOBUHBI B TTOITYIISLIASAX
JTAHHOTO BH/a, 00UTaIOIINX Ha tore CpeaHepyCcCKOi BO3BBIIIEHHOCTH, ObII IIPOBEICH CPABHUTEIILHBIN aHAITN3
C HCIIOJIb30BaHUEM METOZIOB KJIACCUYECKON 1 reoMeTpuueckoi Mopdomerpun. [lomapHoe cpaBHEHHeE IOy~
nsiumi ¢ uenonezoBanueM Post-hoc tecta it perMANO VA no3Bosiniio 1okasarhb, 4To Mpy UCTIOIb30BAaHUT
reoMeTpuuecKoil MophomeTpun HalIII0AI0CH OONIbIIEe KOIUYECTBO CTATHCTHUECKH 3HAYNMBIX OTIIMYHN
MEKy CPaBHUBAEMBIMH I'PYIIIIAMH YIUTOK, Y€M ITPH HCTIOIb30BAHUHN KITACCHIECKOTO KOHXHOMETPHUYECKOTO
aHanmm3a. KpoMe Toro, KapTuHa pacnpenesneHns NOMyJsIIui 110 TPyNIaM B XOZ€ KIacTepH3aluH, Cylle-
CTBEHHO Pa3iIM4ajach IPH UCIOIb30BAHIN Pa3HBIX MOp(hoMeTprdIecKux MeTooB. [Tonaraem, 4To MeTOABI
reoMeTpHUYeCcKoi MOp(GOMETPHUH, MO3BOJISIONIHE J]aBaTh MHTEI PAIILHY IO XapaKTEPUCTUKY PAKOBHUHBI, JIyYIIle
TIOZIXOMST JUTsl HOHMMaHUSI 3aKOHOMEPHOCTEH MUKPOIBOJIIOIMOHHBIX ITPOLIECCOB B MOMYJISIIASX OPIOXOHOTHX
MOJIITFOCKOB, @ TAKXKe U3Y4YEHHsI 9KOJIOTHYECKUX 0COOEHHOCTEH BUI0B. TeM He MeHee, /ISt TPEA0TBPALICHHS
TIOTEPH BAXHBIX KOHXHOMETPUYECKUX JaHHBIX, KOTOPHIE MOTYT OBITh UCTIOIB30BaHbI Ul BUIIOBOM HU/ICHTH-
(buKanuy ¥ OLICHKH BHYTPH- M MEXKITOMYIAIIMOHHON N3MEHUYHUBOCTH, ITPU UCTIOJIb30BAHUN TEOMETPHUYIECKOH
MOpP(OMETPHH TAKKE BaXKHO YUUTHIBATh A0COTIOTHBIE Pa3MEPHBIE XapaKTEPUCTUKH 00bEKTa UCCIICIOBaHNSI.
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ABSTRACT. The aquatic gastropod Lymnaea stagna-
lis exhibits a high variability of conchological features.
To assess the degree of variation in the size and shape
of'the shell in the populations of this species inhabiting
the Central Russian Upland, a comparative analysis was
carried out using the methods of classical and geometric
morphometry. A pairwise comparison of populations
using the Post-hoc test for perMANOVA has shown
that when using geometric morphometry, there were
more statistically significant differences between the
groups of snails compared than when using classical
conchiometric analysis. In addition, the pattern of dis-
tribution of populations by groups during clusterization
differed significantly when using different morphomet-
ric methods. We believe that the methods of geometric
morphometry, which make it possible to give an integral
characteristic of the shell, are better suited for under-

standing the patterns of microevolutionary processes in
populations of gastropods, as well as studying the eco-
logical characteristics of species. Nevertheless, in order
to prevent the loss of important conchiometric data that
can be used for species identification and assessment
of intra- and inter-population variability, when using
geometric morphometry, it is also important to take
into account the absolute dimensional characteristics
of the object of study.

BBenenune

OpHuM U3 Hambosee CYHIECTBEHHBIX aCIEKTOB
TIPUPOTHBIX TOMYJISIIUI SBIsIETCS MOp(hoIorHde-
CKas U3MEHYUBOCTb. ONUCaHUe U KOJTUYECTBEHHAS
OIlEHKA JTOH M3MEHYMBOCTH HEOOXOAMMBI s
UACHTH(GUKAIME W KITacCH(PUKAIIMH OPraHu3MOB,
aHaJIM3a B3aUMOCBS3EH MEeX 1y CTPYKTYpOi 1 pyHK-
LMEH, TOHUMAaHUSI YKOJIOTMYECKUX OCOOECHHOCTEMH,
BBISIBIICHUS aJanTaluii K M3MEHYMBOH cpene U
MTOCTPOCHUS MUKPOIBOIIOIMOHHBIX Mojenel. Tak,
B IIEPBBIX IMOIAXOAAaX K MOP(POMETPUUCCKHM HC-
CJIEJIOBAaHUSIM, JUIS aHAIM3a Pa3IMuuil B pazMepax
u opme, TpagUIMOHHAS MOP(POMETPHUS BMeIIaia
TOJIbKO JIMHEHHBIE M3MEPEHUSI JIEMEHTOB PAKOBHUHBI,
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Ta6nuna 1. [Tyukrtel coopa L. stagnalis.
Table 1. Sampling sites of L. stagnalis.

Konmaectro
HasBanue
Ne OrnucaHue IyHKTa Koopaunarsl UCCIIEZIOBAaHHBIX
MyHKTa
paxoBHH (N)
1 «TTenay geKa 1:[61-[21, Benropoxckas odnacts, JIHeNPOBCKHiA 50°93.67'N, 36°03.39'E 39
aCCeH
2 «Bopckia» Pexa BOPCKH? > Benr(ipoz[cxaﬂ 06nacts, 50°46,41'N, 35°57,79'E 16
JIHenpoBCcKuit bacceitH
3 «CeBepckuit  Pexa Cesepckuit Jlonemn, benroponckast o6macTs, 50°59 41'N. 36°61.18°E 41
Houemm» JloHcKolt bacceitn > K >
4 «OCKOm }geKa chon, Benroponckas obnacth, JloHCKOM 50°60,85'N, 37°77.03'E 20
acceiH
Pexa Hexerosb, JloHckoii 6acceitn o , o ,
5  «Hexeromb» 50°43,62'N, 37°07,02°E 14
Benropoxckas obnacts
6 «Banyi» geKa I?anyn, Benropoackas o6macts, JloHCKOM 50°20,48'N, 38°10,11°E 17
aCCeH
7 «Alinap» 16)el<a énz[ap, Benropoxckas obnacts, JloHcKo# 49°91 48'N, 38°88 41 'E 21
aCCeH
8 «Uybuuka» 16)el<a ‘éy(bntn{a, Benroponckas obnacth, JIoHCKOM 51°19.99'N, 37°83 46'E 2
acCeiiH
9 «JTon-1» Pexka [loH, JIoHckoit Oaccelin, Boponexckas 49°79.05' N 41°13,52' E 18
o0macthb
10 «Jlon-2»  Peka [lon, Jlonckoii 6acceiin, Jlunenkas oomacte  52°31,54" N, 38°53,42" E 17
11  «Besenka» Peka Besenka, JloHCKoOI Oacceitn 50°59,45" N, 36°56,59" E 30
12 «Pasymnas» Pexa Pazymnas, JloHckoii 6acceitn 50°53,05" N, 36°64,95" E 32
13 Tpym Crosumnii BogoeM, yi. bacceiinas, r. benropon. 50°64,85" N, 36°55.75" E 33

JloHckoii bacceliH

KOTOpBIE C Pa3BUTHEM COBPEMCHHBIX MaTeMaTHde-
CKUX HMHCTPYMEHTOB, OBUIM IIONOJHEHBI ONHO- U
MHOTOMEPHBIMU CTAaTUCTHYCCKUMH METOIAMU
ananmsa [Benitez, Plischel, 2014]. Onnaxo, xinaccu-
geckasi MOp(HOMETpHS TaeT MPEACTABICHHE TOIBKO
0 KakoM-T00 2yeMeHTe (OpMBL, a HEe 0 (GopMe B
nesioM [Pavlinov, 2001; Pavlinov, Mikeshina, 2002].
MeTompl reoMeTpUIECKO MOP(OMETPHH YCTPAHSIIOT
ATOT HEAOCTATOK. B MX OCHOBY TIOJIOKEHO MCIIONB30-
BaHHE JICKAPTOBBIX KOOPAWHAT TOYCK (JTAHAMAPOK),
KaK HCXOIHBIX IapaMeTpOB, paclioyiaraeMbIX Ha
CpaBHHBAEMBIX AJIEMEHTAaX, BMECTO KIACCHUCCKUX
JMHEWHBIX TipoMepoB [Bookstein, 1991].

OpraHm3MBI C TBEPABIM YK30CKEIICTOM, TAKHE KaK
BOJIHBIC OPIOXOHOTHE MOJITIOCKH, SIBIISTFOTCSI XOPOIITH-
MU 00BEKTaMHU JUTS IPOBEACHHSI MOPPOMETPHICCKHUX
HCCIICIOBAaHUH, TTOCKOIBKY OHU XapaKTEePHU3yIOTCS
BBICOKHMM YPOBHEM H3MEHUYHBOCTH Pa3MEpoOB U
dbopmbl pakoBuHbl [Zhadin, 1923, 1928, 1952;
Zakhvatkin, 1927; Terentiev, 1928, 1961, 1970;
Zatravkin, 1979; Fedorov, 2009; Vinarski, 2010,
2014,2015; Piaget, 1929; Mozley, 1937; Hubendick,
1951; Jackiewicz, 1998; Gloer, 2002].

Ha tepputopuu tora CpeHepycckoil BO3BBILIEH-
HOCTH NIEPCIIEKTUBHBIM OOBEKTOM MOI0OOHBIX UCCIIe-
JIoBaHMH siBNsieTcst BUI Lymnaea stagnalis (Linnaeus,
1758) (mpyRoBUK OOMNBIIOHN, MU OOBIKHOBEHHBII).

Ero natuBHBIN apean oxBarbIBaeT BCio CeBepHYIO
Awmepuky, EBpory, a Takyke HEKOTOpBIE 9acTh A3HUH.
Kpome Toro, ocodu 1aHHOTO BHUa OBIITH OTMEYEHBI
B ABctpanuu, CeBepHoil u LleHTpansHol Adpuke
[Atli, Grosell, 2016]. Ynutku 5TOr0 BUaa 0OUTAIOT
B CTOSTYMX BOJOEMAaxX M BOJOTOKAX C 3aMEIJICHHBIM
TCYCHUEM, Ha MCJIKOBOIbSX, 6OFaT]>IX pacTuTeiib-
HOCTBIO, U B OCHOBHOM SIBJIIIOTCS (pUTO(aramu,
OpeANnOYUTAOIIMMHA BBICIIUE BOAHBLIC PACTCHMUS,
IaToOMeH, 3elieHble Bomopociu. Kpome Toro B mx
MUIIEBOM PALMOHE HE MOCICIHEE MECTO 3aHUMAIOT
OakTepuH, TPUOBI, KJIAJIKH MOJUTFOCKOB H HKpa 3eM-
HoBOJHBIX [Tsikhon-Lukanina, 1987; Lance et al.,
2006]. OT0 OIMH U3 CaMBIX MACCOBBIX BHIOB BOJTHBIX
OPIOXOHOTHX MOJUTIOCKOB Ha fore CpemaHepycckoit
BO3BBIIIICHHOCTH.

Lenpio paboThl ObLIa OLCHKA BHYTPUBHUIOBOI
U3MECHYMBOCTH KOHXHMOJOTHUYECKUX IPU3HAKOB L.
stagnalis Ha tore CpeqHepyCcCKOl BO3BBIIIEHHOCTH
C WCIIONB30BAHUEM METOIOB TECOMETPHUICCKON U
KJIACCUYECKON MOP(HOMETPHH.

Marepuan u MeToIbI

Bribopku ocobeit 3 nomynsiuuii L. stagnalis
ObUTH B35THI B 13 BOJHBIX MECTOOOUTAHUM, pactio-
JIOKEHHBIX Ha Fore CpeiHepyCCKOM BO3BBINICHHOCTH
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PUC. 1. Ilyukrel cbopa L. stagnalis.
FIG. 1. Sampling sites of L. stagnalis.

(Tabmn. 1, Puc. 1). MonnrockoB coOUpaIy BPyUHYIO U
TIPH IIOMOIIH THAPOOUOTIOTHYECKOTO CauKa B EPHOT
¢ mast 1o okTs10ps 2020-2022 rr. [yt onpenenenus
BUJIOBO#! MPUHAIICIKHOCTH OTOOPAHHBIX JKUBOTHBIX
UCIIOJIb30BAJIH TUATHOCTHUCCKHE TIPU3HAKU PAKOBH-
ubl [Kruglov, 2005].

B ananm3e MCIOIb30BAIM TONBKO PAKOBUHBI C
Oonee uem mecThto oboporamu. [logacuer umcna
000pOTOB M TIPOMEPBI PAKOBUH L. stagnalis mpo-
BOJIMJIM 110 CTaHJAPTHON METOAMKE, ONMHCAaHHOH B

pabore .M. XoxyTtkuHa ¢ coaBropamu [ Khokhutkin
et al., 2009]. I3mMepeHus 0CyIIEeCTBIISIIN IITAaHTCH-
LUPKYJIEM ¢ TOUHOCThIO 10 0,1 MM 1O cieayromum
napametrpam: (BP) Beicota pakoBunsl, (ILIP) mmprna
pakoBuHbl, (B3) BricoTa 3aBuTKa, (BI1IO) BBICOTA
nocneanero obopota, (BY) Beicora ycths, (LIY)
MIMPUHA YCThA. Takxe /I KaK0l paKOBUHBI OBLIO
MOJICYUTAHO KoruecTBO 060poToB (HO) (Puc. 2A).
Ha ocHOBe TMHEHHBIX TPOMEPOB ObUTH PACCUUTAHBI
OTHOIIICHHS BBICOTHI PAaKOBHHEI K IpuHe (BP/ILIP),
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PUC. 2. A — Cxema mpomepoB pakoBuH L. stagnalis (00bscHeHHE B TekcTe). B — Cxema pacronoXeHuns JTaHIMapoK
(1-46) ua paxosune L. stagnalis.

FIG. 2. A— Scheme of measurements of L. stagnalis shells (see text for explanation). B — The location of the land-

marks (1-46) on a shell of L. stagnalis.

BBICOTHI PaKOBHHBI K BbicoTe 3aBUTKa (BP/B3), BHI-
COTBI PAKOBHMHBI K BBICOTE TIOCIIEeIHET0 00opoTa (BP/
BIIO), BBICOTBI pakoBUHBI K BBICOTE ycThs (BP/BY)
Y BBICOTHI YCThs K mupuHe ycThs (BY/IY). Coor-
BETCTBHE PACIPEICICHNUS IIPOMEPOB PAKOBHHBI HOP-
MaJIbHOMY PacCIIpeIeIICHAI0 OLICHUBAIH C TIOMOIIBIO
Kkputepus x> B mporpamme AtteStat 12.0.5. Jlnst Bcex
CTaH/IaPTHBIX IIPOMEPOB OBLIN PACCUUTAHBI CPEITHHIE
BEJIMYMHBI M UX OMUOKH. 3MeHunBOCTH (hopMBI
paxoBUH L. stagnalis OLIEHUBAIH C TIOMOIIBIO OJHO-
¢axTopHOrO AUCHepcHOHHOro aHanu3za (ANOVA).
B ocHOBe noj1x0/1a, U3BECTHOTO KaK TeOMeTpryie-
ckasi MOphOMETpHS, JISKUT UCTIONIb30BaHHE JEKAPTO-
BBIX KOOP/IMHAT TOYEK (JIAHJMAPOK ), KaK HCXOHBIX
mapaMeTpoB, PACOjaracMbIX Ha CPAaBHHBAEMBIX
3NIEMEHTAaX, BMECTO KJIACCHIECKUX JIMHEHHBIX TPO-
MepoB [Bookstein, 1991]. B nanHoM citydae, OT/u-
9us B ()OpME OIIEHUBAIH 110 OTKJIOHEHHIO KOOP/IIHAT
JAHIMAapOK, PacIIoiaraeMbIX MO KOHTYPY IBYMEp-
HOTO M300pakeHUs] paKOBHHBI Lymnaea stagnalis,
OTHOCHTEIBHO yCPEIHEHHOH (KOHCEHCYCHOM)
KOH(Urypanuu pakoBuHbl. Dotorpaduu pakoBUH
OBLIN MTOTYYEHBI ¢ ToMomIbio (horoammapara Nikon
Coolpix L830. PakoBuHy Bceria OpHEHTHPOBAIN B

CTaHAAPTHOM TIOJIOKEHHUH, TO €CTh YCThEM BBEpPX,
TapauIeTbHO TOPU30HTABEHOH ITIOCKOCTH U CIIETYs
pexomennanusm Zelditch et al. [2004]. 3menenune
(OpMBI KOHTypa PErHCTPUPOBAIOCH C ITOMOIIBIO
KOMOWHAIIMU TBYMEPHBIX JEKAPTOBBIX KOOpAWHAT
15 mangmapok m 31 momymangmapok (Puc. 2B).
PaccranoBKy MeTOK Ha 0Opa3siax MPOBOJIMIH C HC-
nojp3oBanueM nporpamm tpsUtil u tpsDig2 [Rohlf,
2006]. Metka 1 o0o3Ha4ana BEPIIMHY PAKOBUHBI,
MeTKU 2—14 — BBl MOCAEAYIOIUX 000POTOB, METKA
8 — KOJIIOMEJIISIPHBIN Kpail yCThbsl, METKa 23 — BepIIIn-
Hy ycTbs. [t onucanust hOpMbI yCThsI U IOCTIEAHETO
000poTa, 1o UX NEPUMETPY NPOBOAMINCH TOMAaHHBIC
KpHUBBIC, HA KOTOPBIX C TOMOIIbIO (DYyHKIUU «by
lengthy Ha OFMHAKOBOM pPACCTOSHHM BBICTABIISUIN
touku. C momometo ommuu «Appends TPS Curve
to Landmarks» B mporpamme tpsUtil Touku Obin
peoOpa3oBaHbl B MONyJaHIMapku (MeTku 15-22,
24-46). JInst ONEHKN TEXHUYECKOW M3MEHYMBOCTH
HU3MEpPCHHH OTOTHUTEIHHO OIEHUBATIH CTATHCTH-
YeCKyI0 3HAYNMOCTb MEKTy TOBTOPHBIMHU CHEMKaMHU
OIHUX W TEX K€ PAKOBHH, & TAK)KEC MOBTOPHBIMHU
paccTaHOBKaMH JIaHAMAapoK. PacueTsl ObuH TIpO-
BEJICHBI C IOMOIIIBIO IBYX(paKTOPHOTO MMPOKPYCTOBA
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Tabmuia 2. 3Ha4eHusI KOHXHOMETPHUUECKUX TTapaMeTpoB L. stagnalis (M+m).
Table 2. The values of conchometric parameters of L. stagnalis (M £ m).
[TynkT
IIpusnak
v 2 s a4l s e | 7] 8 | 9 w0 | 2] 3
BP 49,27 44,08 46,92 4582 41,22 4540 3947 45,78 48,89 44,78 4541 41,49 60,68
+0,81 0,84 +0,74 0,98 0,67 +0,6 0,96 +091 +0,82 +0,99 +0,61 +0,84 +0,96
1P 2521 20,79 22,79 22,43 19,93 22,78 20,09 23,41 2448 21,48 21,85 19,77 22,09
+0,39 +0,44 =+0,38 +0,41 =+0,34 +0,39 =+0,54 +0,91 041 0,6 =+0,44 +0,47 0,24
B3 26,06 25,09 2542 24,61 22,04 24,19 19,68 2445 2550 24,86 24,37 22,17 25,33
+0,5 =+0,61 +04 =+0,67 =+04 +0,6 0,51 +048 +0,6 +0,58 =+0,45 =+0,46 =+0,42
BIIO 36,71 33,41 3542 33,59 31,17 34,23 29,81 34,84 36,81 34 34,1 31,76 34,75
+0,55 +0,58 +0,54 +0,68 +0,65 =+0,62 =+0,74 =+0,63 +0,66 +0,84 +0,49 +0,6 +041
BY 27,58 23,79 25,36 24,75 22,58 24772 22,64 25 27,25 23,78 24,8 23,15 2425
+0,44 0,75 +£0,38 +0,52 +0,45 0,7 0,54 40,58 =+0,74 +0,71 +0,34 +0.43 +0,33
1y 18,34 15,14 16,08 16,8 144 17,45 1438 16,56 17,39 15,06 15,72 14,46 15,39
+0,36 +0,31 +0,22 +0,33 =+0,34 =+0,34 40,32 +0,34 +0,39 042 +0,26 +0,26 0,23
BP/BY 1,79 1,87 1,85 1,85 1,83 1,86 1,74 1,84 1,81 1,89 1,84 1,79 2,46
+0,03 +0,04 =+0,01 40,02 0,02 =+0,07 =+0,01 0,04 0,04 =+0,02 =+0,03 =+0,01 0,57
BP/ILIP 1,96 2,12 2,06 2,04 2,07 2,00 1,97 1,99 2,00 2,09 2,09 2,11 2,68
+0,03 +0,02 +0,02 =+0,03 =+0,03 =+0,02 =+0,02 +0,04 =+0,03 +0,03 0,02 0,02 0,6
BP/B3 1,91 1,76 1,85 1,87 1,87 1,89 2,01 1,87 1,92 1,8 1,87 1,88 2,32
+0,03 0,02 0,01 +0,02 +0,03 =+0,04 =+0,02 =+0,02 =+0,02 =+0,02 +0,02 +0,02 +0,5
BP/BIIO 1,34 1,32 1,33 1,37 1,32 1,33 1,32 1,31 1,33 1,32 1,33 1,31 1,7
+0,01 0,01 +0,01 =+0,02 =+0,01 =+0,01 40,01 +0,01 +0,01 0,01 +0,01 0,01 =+0,38
BY/IITY 1,52 1,57 1,58 1,48 1,57 1,42 1,57 1,51 1,57 1,58 1,59 1,6 1,58
+0,03 0,04 +0,01 0,02 =+0,02 =+0,04 =+0,01 40,03 +0,03 +0,02 +0,03 0,01 0,02
4o 6,98 6,53 684 6,773 6,74 687 639 658 7,01 6,62 6,609 645 6,64
40,04 0,11 +0,05 +0,07 +0,07 +0,05 +0,07 0,05 0,07 0,12 +0,06 =+0,05 =+0,04

JIUCTIEPCOHHOTO aHau3a B mporpamme Morphol.
OTCyTCTBHE CTATHCTUYECKH 3HAYMMBIX Pa3IU4yUi
Mexay moBTopHocTsiMu (p>0,05), cBuAEeTENnHCTBO-
BaJIO O CTaHJAPTU3ALUH OLU(DPOBKH.

[ ycTpaHeHHS M30METPUYCCKUX BapHalUit
pasMepa U OpHEHTALINH, A TAKKEe TIPUBEIACHUS 1aH-
HBIX B OOLIYIO CHCTEMY KOOPIIMHAT ObLIO BBIIIOJHEHO
MIPOKPYCTOBO NpeoOpazoBanue [Adams et al., 2004].
g Busyanuzanuu u3MeHeHH (HOopMbl UCTIONB30-
Bayu Metox ToHkux TuacTwH (Thin-Plate Spline)
[Stone, 1998] nokassiBarormuii nedopmaryio KoHpHU-
Typaluy JaHIMAPOK OT dTATIOHHON KOH(HUTYpaIin
(KOHCEHCYCHOM, YCpeIHECHHOH IS BceX 0cobei).

Jlist onipenenieHust JINHEHHBIX KOMOWHATIHI TTepe-
MEHHBIX OBIJT BEIITOTHEH aHAIN3 TVIABHBIX KOMITOHCHT
(PCA), xoTopbliil B reoMeTpHUeCcKOi MOp(oMeTpun
TIPE/ICTABISICT COOOI aHATN3 OTHOCHTENBHBIX -
(hopmanmii (relative warps) [Vasil’ev et al., 2018].

YToOBI OIpeNeNuTh CYIIECTBYIOT JI CTATUCTH-
YEeCKH 3HAUUMBIC PA3ITHIUs MEXKIY UCCICTYSeMbIMA
MIOMYJISILIMSAMH, a TAKXKe MEXY 0COOSIMH, TPUHAJIE-
JKaII[IMU K Pa3HBIM pPEUHBIM OacceifHam, Ha OCHOBE
IJIaBHBIX KOMIIOHEHT OBLIM MPOBEAEH OHO(AKTOP-
HBIIl HemapaMeTPUYECKUl MHOTOMEpPHBIA AUCHIEP-
CHOHHBIN aHanu3 (one way perMANOVA) npu no-
Mol nepecranoBoyHoro Tecta ¢ 10000 perukamu.

[TomapHpie cpaBHEHUSI MEKAY MOMYISAIUSIMA ObLITH
BBINOJTHEHH! ¢ HCIOIb30BaHneM Post-hoc Tecra s
perMANOVA ¢ nonpaskoii borngeponn.

Ha ocnoBe mop¢omornueckux mapameTpoB
PaKOBHH M KOOPJIWHAT JIAHIMApPOK OBUI BBHITIOJIHEH
KJIACTEPHBIN aHaJU3 JUIsl YCPEOHEHHBIX MaHHBIX
1o Kaxks1oil nmomymsiruu. [1o marpuile eBKINI0BBIX
paccTOSIHMI ¢ MOMOILIBIO KJIACTEPHOIO aHalMu3a
(UPGMA) onpeneniiy uepapxuio MEKTPyIMOBBIX
PasIIYmi, BKITIOYAIOIIYIO Oy TCTpen-aHain3. DBKIIU-
JIOBO PaCCTOSTHHE ISl KITACCHYECKOM MOP(OMETPHH
OBUTO PACCUYUTAHO HA OCHOBE JAHHBIX IPOMEPOB,
JUIL TEOMETPHUIEeCKOl MOpP(OMETPHN — Ha OCHOBE
peoOpa30BaHHBIX MPOKPYCTOBBIX KOOPIWHAT, YC-
PEIMHEHHBIX JUIs1 KQXKIOW MOIYJISIHH.

Bce nosiydeHHble JaHHbIE aHAJIU3UPOBAIM C UC-
nonb3oBanueM nporpammel PAST v.4.06 [Hammer
etal.,2001].

Pe3ynbrarel

Pesymbrarhl Kitaccuaeckoro MophoMeTpUIECKOTO
aHam3a pakoBHH IpuBeaeHb! B Tao. 2. [Tomydennsie
NaHHBIC JEMOHCTPUPYIOT BBICOKYIO CTEIEHBb
TeTEPOTreHHOCTH HUCCIEAYEMBIX MOMYISIHA IO
KOHXHOJOTUYEeCKUM Tpu3HakaM. OnHohaKTOpHBIH
nucnepcuoHHbli ananu3 (ANOVA) nonreepxaaer
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Table 3. ANOVA results for conchological parameters of L. stagnalis.

IIpusnax HcTounuk Bapranuu SS df MS F P-3nauenue
s | e B m m ue oo
P Edfﬁii oy 1970448 31029 755,’73 13,32 <001
B3 gﬁ;‘% oy 2029 309 766,£ 11,64 <001

0| ey o N b we o

BY gﬁ;ﬁiﬁ oy 1942 309 66(?’33 959 <001

wy | o s A R

Yo 08 BT g
pup | e mana A
s | Mo o M oe ses oo
BP/BIIO 11\3/[5;1;% oy 822461 300 0%0113 Lodl <0,02
vy | Yot s e s o
UHCTIO OE. Mesxny rpynmamu 11,11 12 0,93 9.978 <0.01
BuyTpu rpymnm 28,67 309 0,09 ’ ’

3TOT BbBIBOJA. CTOUT OTMETHUTH, YTO IO BCEM
HCIIOJB3YEMBIM TapaMeTpaM BHYTPUTPYIIIOBas
JIMCTiepcusl TpeBbicria MeXrpymmoByio (p<0,05)
(Tabm. 3).

[t OLIeHKM M3MEHYUBOCTH (POPMBI PAKOBHUHBI
0e3 yduera METPHUYCCKIX JAHHBIX 3HAYCHHS KOOPIH-
HAaT JJaHIMapOK U3 BCEX MOMYISAIUH ObLITH BBIPOBHE-
HBI C TIOMOIIBIO OOIIETO MPOKPYCTOBOTO aHAJIM3A.
Hx ycpennénHas (KOHCEHCYCHAas) KOHQUTyparus
nperncrasieHa Ha Puc. 3 (BapuanT 1), a Ha BapuaHTax
2—14 npencrapiieHbl KOHCEHCYCHBIC U300pasKeHHUS
OT/AEJbHBIX KOH(pUTYypaluii TaHAMapoK L. stagnalis ¢
OTKIJIOHEHUSIMH OTHOCHUTEJILHO 00IIIel CpeHel KOH-
¢urypamun. M3menenne GopMbl MOKHO YBHICTH IO
JedopMaIiy ssueek TpaHC(HOPMaLMOHHOM PEIeTKH.

Ananu3 rnaBHbeix kommnoHeHT (PCA) takxke
BBISIBUJI BBICOKYIO BHYTPUIIOMYJISIUOHHYIO W3-
MEHYMBOCTH MO0 MOP(OIOTHYECKUM MPU3HAKAM BO
BCEX MECTOOOMTAHUSIX B OTIIMUHE OT MEXKITOITYIISI-
LUOHHOM M3MeH4YMBOCTH. COINacHO pe3ysbTaram,
MIPE/ICTaBICHHBIM Ha PUCYHKE 4, 00JIaka TOUCK pac-
TIpeieieH s 0co0ei IS BCeX MOIYISIIUI Kak Ipu
WCTOIBb30BaHUM Kiaccuueckor (Puc. 4 A), Tak u
reomeTpuueckoii Moppomerpun (Puc. 4 B), mpak-
THUYECKHU ITePEKPHIBAOTCSI.

PesynbraTsl 0gHO(AKTOPHOTO HEmapaMeTpu-
YECKOTO MHOTOMEPHOTO JHCIEPCHOHHOTO aHaIHN3a
(one way perMANOVA) MmexrpynmnoBoit Mopdoio-

ruyeckor u3mMeHuuBoctu L. stagnalis (Tabin. 4) no-
Ka3bIBAIOT, YTO MEK/TY UCCIISTYEMbIMU TOMYIISAIHSMH
MOYKHO BBISIBUTb CTAaTUCTUUECKU 3HAYMMBbIE OTIAMYUS
(p<0,0001) Kak ¢ UCMONBL30BAaHHEM KJIaCCHUYCCKOM,
TaK U reoMerpruueckoil Mopdomerpun. Takxe mpu
COIOCTAaBJIEHUN TPYNI MHOMYJALUN, IpUHaIIexKa-
mUX K pa3HbIM OacceiiHam pek ([lHempoBckuil u
JIoHCKOIT) aHAJIN3 TIOKa3aJl CTATUCTHICCKHA 3HAYHMBbIC
OTJIIMYUS MEXKAY 3TUMU IPYIIaMU.

[Ipu 3TOM, MOmMapHOE CpaBHEHHE MEXIY IO-
OyJISMUSIMA C WCIONb30BaHHeM post-hoc Tecra
it pertMANOVA (Tabn. 5) mokasano, 4to mpu
HCIIOJIb30BAHUK T'€OMETPUYECKOi MopdomMeTpuun
HaOII0AI0CH OOJBITIEeE KOMUECTBO CTATUCTUICCKU
3HaYUMBIX oTiinumii (51,2 %), uem npu ucnonb3oBa-
HUU Ki1accuaeckoid Mmoppometpun (32,0%).

B pesysnbrare KinacTepHOro aHajau3a JaHHbIX, [0-
Jy4YEHHBIX METOJIOM KJIacCHUYeCKoil MopdoMeTpuH,
MOMYJISILMU pa3AeIuInCh Ha BE IpyIbl. B epsblil
KJIacTep BOIUIM TOJNBKO OCOOM W3 ITyHKTa cOopa
«IIpyn» (Ne 13). Bropoit knactep oObeJUHUI BCe
octainbHble onyisiiun (Puc. 5 A). CTOUT OTMETHTB,
YTO MyHKT 13 €JMHCTBEHHBIN U3 BCEX, I YIUTKH
OOHTAIOT B CTOSAYEM BOILOEME.

[Ipu ucrionbp30BaHUM A1 KJIAaCTEPU3ALIMU PE3YIIb-
TaTOB T€OMETPUYECKON JeHIporpaMma BBIIVISLAUT
nHaue (Puc. 5 B). Beutu Taxoke BbIICICHBI JIBa OC-
HOBHBIX KJIACTEPa, OTHAKO ITEPBBIH 0OBEIIHIII ITOITY -
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PUC. 3. Otobpaxenne nedopmarnun GOpMbI PAKOBUH B MOMYJSIHAX L. stagnalis, Ha OCHOBE METOAa TOHKHX IuTacTHH (1 —
KOHCeHCcycHast KoHpurypamwus, 2 — «Ilenay, 3 — «Bopckna», 4 — «Cesepckuit onemy, 5 — «Ockom», 6 — «Hexeromnsy, 7
— «Banyii», 8 — «Alinapy, 9 — «Uyduuxay, 10 — «Jon-1», 11 — «lon-2», 12 — «Besenkay, 13 — «Pazymnasy», 14 — «IIpyn»)

FIG: 3. Mapping of shell shape deformation in L. stagnalis populations, based on the thin plate method (1 — consensus con-
figuration, 2 — «Penay», 3 — «Vorskla», 4 — «Seversky Donets», 5 — «Oskol», 6 — «Nezhegol», 7 — «Valui», 8 — «Aidary,
9 — «Chufichkay», 10 — «kDon-1», 11 — «Don-2», 12 — «Veselkay, 13 — « Razumnaia », 14 — «Pond»).

nsiin «[enay (Ne 1) u «CeBepcekuii JJorern (Ne 3),
OTHOCSIINECS K pa3HbIM PEUHBIM Oacceiinam. B cBoro
odepesib, BTOPOH KIacTep TakKe paclafacTcs Ha ABa
cyOKJacTepa, B OUH U3 KOTOPBIX BOIIIH MOMYIISIINN
n3 myHKTOB coopa «I[Ipym» (Ne 13) u «Bopckiay (Ne
2), a B Jpyroi — OCTaBLIMECS MOMYSLUH.

O6cyxnenue

[TpoBeneHHOE WCCIENOBAHKUE MPOJCMOHCTPH-
poBajio 3pPEKTUBHOCTh T€OMETPHUCCKOU MOP(O-
METPHUH UIsl U3yYCHUS] M3MEHYUBOCTH PAKOBHH L.
stagnalis B TOTIOTHEHHE K METOJaM KIIACCHYECKOH
Mopdomerpun. COrIacHO MOTYYCHHBIM TaHHBIM, B
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Tabmuna 4. Pe3yasraThl MHOTOMEPHOTO HEMapaMeTPHUECKOro OJHO(MAKTOPHOTO JUcCHepcuoHHOro aHanm3za perMANOVA

MIePEeMEHHBIX, XapaKTEPU3YIOIINX MEKTPYTOBYIO MOP(OTOTHIECKYIO H3MEHIUBOCT L. stagnalis.

Table 4. Results of perMANOVA variables characterizing the intergroup morphological variability of L. stagnalis.

Cymma
DaxTop O6mast cymma KBa/IpaToB F YpoBeHb
KBaJ[paToB MEXTY 3HAYUMOCTH (P)
rpynmnamu
I [onymanus 1,263 0,8627 11,96 <0,0001
eoMeTpHuyecKas
MOp(l)OMeTpI/Iﬂ Peunoii Oacceitn 1,] 78 1,078 26,58 0,0001
Knaccmueckas Homynsuus 2,15x10* 1.479x10* 11,64 0,0001
Mop(omeTpust Peunoii Gacceiin 2,03x10* 1.911x10* 18,11 0,0001
A
o .. :
‘QE) .
= 3 T
g 3100 225 3)
g
=3
&)
34
A
Component 1
(o]
=
=
2
g
(=3
@]

PHUC. 4. I'padmueckoe BEIpaskeHHE PACHPEAETICHUS IIABHBIX KOMIIOHEHT: A — TpH KiIaccHueckoil mopdomerpuu (oist
o0bsicHenHoi n3menunBoct: Component 1 — 83,6 %, Component 2 — 6,9 %). B — npu reomerpuueckoil Mophomerpun

(monst 00bsicHenHOM U3MeHunBocTr: Component 1 —43,1 %, Component 2 — 26,2 %).

FIG. 4. Graphical expression of the distribution of principal components: A — with classical morphometry (the proportion of
explained variability: Component 1 — 83,6%, Component 2 — 6.9%). B — with geometric morphometry (the proportion of

explained variability: Component 1 —43.1%, Component 2 — 26.2%).
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Tabuuna 5. Pe3ynbraTsl HONAapHOro CPaBHEHUS MEXK Y NMOMYIALMAME L. stagnalis ¢ ucronp3oBaHueM post-hoc Tecta 1i1s per-
MANOVA. UlpudTom BIIeNeHb! focTOBepHBIe oTnyns P<0,05): Haj AnaroHaibio — ¢ CTOIB30BAHUEM KIIACCHYECKON
MOp(hOMETPHUH; TIOJ] IMAarOHAJIBIO — C UCIIOIB30BAaHUEM TeOMETPHUYECKOi MopdoMeTpun.

Table 5. Results of pairwise comparison between L. stagnalis populations using post-hoc test for perMANOVA. The font
highlights significant differences (P<0,05): above the diagonal — using classical morphometry; below the diagonal — using

geometric morphometry.

TyxTs: 1 > [ 3 [ 4 [ 5 6 7 I8 o [w|[n] 2] 13
1. Tena <0,01 | 0,17 | 0,08 |<0,00| 01 |<0,01]022| 1 [ 002 |<0,01]<0,01]<0,01
2. Bopekna | <0,01 1 1 Joes | 1 lo0s| 1 [<001| 1 1 1 1

i’oiz‘;epc““ﬁ <0,01 | <0,01 1002 | 1 |<001| 1 1 | 1002 | 1

4 Ockon | <0,01] 0,06 | <0,01 0,09 | 1 |<001| 1 |o046]| 1 1 o013 ] 1

5. Heweroms | <0,01| 027 | <0,01| 1 <001 | 1 |003][<001]| 061 |003] 1 |<001
6. Banyii | <0,01|<0,01|<0,01| 1 | 0,04 <001 | 1 | o021 | 1 1 o007 ] 1

7. Alimap | <0,01 | <0,01|<0,01| 045 | 035 | 1 <0,01|<0,01| 0,02 |<0,01| 1 |<0,01
8. Uypuuka | <0,01 | <0,01 | <0,01 | 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 o005 | 1

9. Tow-1 <0,01 | <0,01 | <0,01| 1 1 1 1 1 013 | 0,03 | <0,01| 0,06
10. lon2 | <0,00| 1 |<0,01] 008 | 1 | <001 002|038 | 021 1 1 1

11. Besenca | <0,01 | <0,01 | <0,01| 0,28 | 036 | 0,02 | 006 | 1 | 048 | 1 0,06 | 1

12. Pasymmas | <0,01 | <0,01 | <0,01 | 0,14 | 0,47 | 0,03 | 0,85 | 0,67 | 0,61 | 1 1 0,02
13.Tpyn | <0,01 | 0,15 | <0,01| 0,02 | 0,59 | <0,01 | <0,01 | <0,01| <0,01| 0,14 | <0,01 | <0,01

M3ydaeMOM pailoHe MOJUIFOCK 00JalacT HIMPOKOH
BHYTPH- W MEKIOMYIIIIHOHHON W3MEHYHBOCTEIO,
KaK 110 pa3MEpHBIM XapaKTePUCTHKAM, TaK H IO (op-
M€ PaKOBHHBIL. DTO MOATBEPKAAIOT pe3yssrarel PCA-
aHalm3a, aHajausza perManova, a TakxKe KJIaCTEpHOTo
aHanu3a. [Ipu aTom, reomeTprueckas MOppoMeTpHs
oKazajach 0OoJjiee YyBCTBUTEJIBHBIM METOJOM IIO
CPaBHEHUIO C TPAANIIMOHHON KoHxoMeTpuei (Taom.
5). B manHOM citydae BbICOKas Tu(QepeHIIHanus
rpynn 1o (¢popMe pakOBHHBI JIydIIe OTpaXkaeT He-
OIHOPOIHOCTH OMOTOMIYECKUX YCIOBUH HA TEPPH-
Topuu fora CpeTHepyCCKOM BO3BBHIIIICHHOCTH.

H3BecTHO, UTO HAa METPHYECKHE IapaMETpEHI
PaKOBHHBI BOAHBIX MOJUTIOCKOB 3HAYHTEIIFHOE BITH-
SIHAE OKa3bIBAIOT THIPOJIOTHYECKHE XapaKTepUCTU-
ku BonoemoB [Baker, 1928] Otnuuus B KkapTHHAX
pacnpeneneHuss MOMmyJsiuid, MOJYYSHHBIX B XOJ€
KIIaCTEPHOTO aHajn3a, BEPOSITHO, CBHIIETEIHCTBY-
10T O Pa3IMYHBIX BEKTOpaX €CTECTBEHHOTO 0TOOpA,
onpenersiromux GopMy W pasMep pakoBUH. XOTS
oTpeNieICHHbIC O0IINe TCHICHIINK BCE YKe HaOIo-
marorcs. Tak, Ipu UCIONBE30BaHUN 000UX METOIOB,
00Hapy)KEHBI CTATUCTUYECKH 3HAYUMBIC OTIHIUS
MEXKIY MOMYJSIUASIME U3 Pa3HBIX PEUHBIX Oacceii-
HOB, YTO BEPOSITHO CBSI3aHO C MX reorpadyuieckoi
M30JISIIUEH.

Tem He MeHee, HaOMIOAaEMBIii MATTEPH KiacTe-
pH3aIru BEIOOPOK, HE COBMAAOIINIA ¢ Teorpaduye-
CKUMH JIUCTaHIUSAMU MEXKY TPYIIIAMH, MOKET ObITh
CJIEJICTBHEM TOTO, YTO Ha ()OPMY H pa3Mep PaKOBHH
OKa3bIBAIOT ONPE/ICTICHHOE BIUSHIE MUKPOOHOTOITH-
YECKHE YCIOBHUS, KOTOPBIE MOTYT OBITH CXOXHBIMH B

reorpauuecKy yJaJIeHHbIX IIYHKTaX, IJI€ BEKTOPHI
€CTECTBEHHOTO 0TOOpa 00ycnaBnuBaroT (GopMupo-
BaHME CXOAHOW (hOpMBI PAaKOBHUHBI M  ONH3KUX €€
pasmepoB. [Ipu aTOM, HeCMOTps Ha TaHAMA(GTHYIO
MIPUYPOUECHHOCTD, THAPOIOTHICCKUAN PEXUM Jake
OJIM3KO PACIIONOKECHHBIX BOJTOEMOB MOYKET CHIIBHO
pasmI4arhest, 00yClIaBIHBasi FeTePOreHHOCTH CPEIbI.
W3zBecTHO, uTO B ycnmoBusx rora CpemHepyccKoi
BO3BBIIIEHHOCTH BOJOEMBI INPEACTABISIOT CO0O0H
CHIIbHO U3MEHUYHBYIO CPEy C KIMHAMH TeMIIepary-
PBI BOJbI, BBICbIXaHHs, UBMCHCHU S TpO(l)I/IKI/I, mnpecca
xumHukoB [Degtyar ef al.,, 2016]. K Tomy sxe, kak
U B M00OOH Apyroit ypOaHW3UPOBAHHOH Cpefie, OHU
CHJIBHO TIOZIBEP KEHBI BIUSHUIO denoBeka [Lisetsky
et al., 2015]. BeaenctBue 3TOro, Jaxe y OJNM3KO
PACIIONIOKEHHBIX MTOITYISIINH, B CHITY WX 30U,
TIOSIBIISICTCSI HEKasi TCHETHYECKast OpUTUHAIBHOCTD,
KOTOpAasi, BEPOSITHO, CKA3bIBACTCS HA X KOHXHOME-
TPUYECKHX MMOKA3ATEISIX.

B 3akiroueHue X0TeN0Ch OBl OTMETUTD, YTO JIJIS
MPEAOTBPAILCHHS TIOTEPH BAXKHBIX JAHHBIX, PU
UCIIOJIb30BAHUU T'€OMeTpHu4eckoil MopdoMeTpuu
Ba)XXHO IMPOBOAUTL HCCJICAOBAaHUA B COYETAHUU C
METO/IaMH KJIACCHYECKOi MOp(OMETpHH, yUUThIBAsI
pa3MepHBIE XapaKTEepUCTUKH OOBEKTa HCCIEIOoBa-
HUSL. Pe3ynmeraTel momydeHHbIe, HA OCHOBE JAHHOTO
MOJIX0JIJa MOTYT OBITh WCIOJNB30BAHBI JUIsl Oojiee
TOYHOH OLIEHKH BHYTPHU- M MEKIIOMYJISIIIHOHHOM
U3MEHYHBOCTH. YTO, TEM CaMbIM 3HAYHUTEIIFHO pac-
MIMPSIET HAIU HPEICTaBICHUS 00 HKONOTHYCCKUX
0COOEHHOCTSIX BUJIOB M MUKPOJBOJIIOI[HOHHBIX IPO-
1eccax, MPOTeKAIOIUX B UX IOIMYJISLHSX.
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PUC. 5. Pesynbrarsl kinacteproro anainuza MerogoM UPGMA ¢ ucnons3oBanueM OytcTpen-nponeayps! npu 1000 moBTOpHBIX
perunkax: A — npu Kiaccuveckoit mopdomerpun, B — npu reomerpuueckoil Mopdomerpun.

FIG. 5. Results of cluster analysis by UPGMA method using bootstrap procedure with 1000 repeated replicas: A — with classical

morphometry, B — with geometric morphometry.

biarogapuoctu

ABTOPBI BEIPXKAIOT OJIAr0IapHOCTh AaHOHHMMHBIM PEICH-
3€HTaM U pefakropaM xypHana Ruthenica 10.W1. Kantopy u
M.B.BuHapckoMy 3a IIEHHBIC PEKOMCHIAIIMHA U KOHCTPYK-
THUBHBIC 3aMCUaHUS.

Jlureparypa

Adams D.C., Rohlf F.J., Slice D.E. 2004. Geometric
morphometrics: ten years of progress following
the ‘revolution’. ltalian Journal of Zoology, T1(1):
5-16.

Atli G., Grosell M. 2016. Characterization and response
of antioxidant systems in the tissues of the fresh-
water pond snail (Lymnaea stagnalis) during acute
copper exposure. Aquatic Toxicology, 176: 38—44.

Baker F. 1928. Influence of a changed environment in
the formation of new species and varieties. Ecology,
9(3): 271-283.

Benitez H.A.; Piischel T.A. 2014. Modelando la vari-

anza de la forma: Morfometria geométrica aplica-
ciones en biologia evolutiva. International Journal
of Morphology., 32: 998—1008.

Bookstein F.L. 1991. Morphometric tools for landmark
data: geometry and biology. Cambridge Univ. Press,
Cambridge, 198 p.

Degtyar A.V., Grigoryeva O.l., Tatarintsev R.Yu.
2016. Ecology of Belogorye in figures. Constant,
Belgorod, 122 p.

Fedorov V.G. 2009. Comparative data on the variability
of shells of two species of molluscs of the genus
Lymnaea (Gastropoda, Lymnaeidae). Almanakh
sovremennoy nauki i obrazovaniya, 11(1) 187-191
[In Russian].

Gloer P. 2002. Die Sufiwassergastropoden Nord- und
Mitteleuropas: Bestimmungschlussel, Lebensweise,
Verbreitung. Conchbooks , Hackenheim, 327 p.

Hammer @., Harper D., Ryan P.D. 2001. PAST: Paleon-
tological Statistics Software Package for Education
and Data Analysis. Palaeontologia electronic,4: 9.

Hubendick B. 1951. Recent Lymnaeidae. Their varia-
tion, morphology, taxanomy, nomenclature and dis-



O1eHKa H3MEHYMBOCTH KOHXHOJIOTHYCCKUX MPU3HAKOB Lymnaea stagnalis 147

tribution. Kungliga Svenska Vetenskapsakademiens
Handlingar, Almqvist & Wiskell, Stockholm, 222 p.

Jackiewicz M. 1998. European species of the family
Lymnaeidae (Gastropoda, Pulmonata, Basomma-
tophora). Genus, 9(1): 1-93.

Khokhutkin I.M., Vinarski M.V., Grebennikov M.E.
2009. Mollusks of the Urals and the adjacent ter-
ritories. The Family Lymnaeidae (Gastropoda,
Pulmonata, Lymnaeiformes). Goshchitsky, Yekat-
erinburg, 156 p. [In Russian].

Kruglov N.D. 2005. Mollusks of the pond snail family
(Lymnaeidae Gastropoda Pulmonata) of Europe
and North Asia (Ecological features and parasito-
logical significance). Publishing house of SGPU,
Smolensk, 508 p. [In Russian].

Lance E., Brient L., Bormans M., Gérard C. 2006. In-
teractions between cyanobacteria and Gastropods: I.
Ingestion of toxic Planktothrix agardhii by Lymnaea
stagnalis and the kinetics of microcystin bioaccu-
mulation and detoxification. Aquatic Toxicology,
79(2): 140-148.

Lisetsky F.N., Degtyar A.V., Buryak Zh.A., Pav-
lyuk Ya.V., Narozhnyaya A.G., Zemlyakova A.V.,
Marinina O.A. 2015. In Lisetsky F.N. (Ed.). Rivers
and water bodies of Belogorie. Belgorod: Constant.
362 p. [In Russian].

Mozley A.A. 1937. Biological study of the Sub-Arctic
Mollusca. Proceedings of the American Philosophi-
cal Society, 78(1): 147-189.

Pavlinov [.Ya. 2001. Geometric morphometrics, a new
analytical approach to comparison of digitized
images. Information Technology in Biodiversity
Research: Abstracts of the 2nd International
Symposium. St. Petersburg: Russian Academy of
Science, 44-64.

Pavlinov I.Ya., Mikeshina N.G. 2002 Principles and
methods of geometric morphometry. Zhurnal obsh-
chey biologii, 63(6): 473—493 [In Russian].

Piaget J. 1929. L’adaptation de la Limnaea stagnalis
aux milieux lacustres de la Suisse Romande. Revue
Suisse de Zoologie, 36: 263-526.

Rohlf F.J. 2006. TpsDig2, Digitize Landmarks and
Outlines, version 2.10. Stony Brook, NY: State
University of New York.

Stone J.R. 1998. Landmark-based thin-plate spline rela-
tive warp analysis of gastropod shells. Systematic
Biology, 47: 254-263.

Terentiev P.V. 1928. Variability of shells of Limnaea
(Limnus) stagnalis L. from the environs of Cherdyn.
Russkij gidrobiologicheskij zhurnal, 7(3—4): 81-86
[In Russian].

Terentiev P.V. 1961. Shell variability of Lymnaea
stagnalis (L.). Trudy Leningradskogo obshchestva
estestvoispytateley, 72(1): 96-97 [In Russian].

Terentiev P.V. 1970. Geographical variability of shells
of the great pond snail. Vestnik Leningradskogo
universiteta, 21: 146—154 [In Russian].

Tsikhon-Lukanina E.M. 1987 Trophology of aquatic
molluscs. Moscow: Nauka, 145 p. [In Russian].

Vasil’ev A.G., Vasil’eva I.A., Shkurikhin A.O. 2018.
Geometric morphometrics: from theory to practice.
KMK Scientific Press, Moscow. 471 p. [In Russian].

Vinarski M. V. 2010. Ecological variability of the shells
ofthe great pond snail (on the question of the reality
of the subspecies of Lymnaea stagnalis). Ekologiya
ot yuzhnykh gor do severnykh morey. Materials of
the conference of young scientists, April 19-23,
Yekaterinburg: Goshchitsky: 40—44 [In Russian].

Vinarski M.V. 2014. A comparative study of shell
variation in two morphotypes of Lymnaea stagnalis
(Mollusca: Gastropoda: Pulmonata). Zoological
Studies, 53(1): 69.

Vinarski M.V. 2015. Conceptual shifts in animal sys-
tematics as reflected in the taxonomic history of a
common aquatic snail species (Lymnaea stagnalis).
Zoosystematics and Evolution, 91(2): 91-103.

Zakhvatkin A.A. 1927. Variability of Limnaea stagnalis
L. in the Solovetsky Lakes. Materialy solovetskogo
obshchestva kraevedenija, 7: 7-17 [In Russian].

Zatravkin M.N. 1979. Variability of the great pond
snail (Limnaea stagnalis) from two natural popula-
tions. Zoologicheskij zhurnal, 58(8): 1230-1232.
[In Russian].

Zelditch M., Swiderski D.L., Sheets H.D., Fink W.L.
2004. Geometric morphometrics for biologists: A
primer. Elsevier, London, 437 p.

Zhadin V.I. 1923. Variability of Limnaea stagnalis in
water bodies near the city of Murom. Russkij gidro-
biologicheskij zhurnal, 2(5-7): 97-106 [In Russian].

Zhadin V.I. 1928. On the study of the variability of
freshwater molluscs Limnaea stagnalis L. var.
goktschana Mouss. Russkij gidrobiologicheskij
zhurnal, 7(5-7): 146151 [In Russian].

Zhadin V.1.1952 Mollusks of fresh and brackish waters
of the USSR. AS USSR Publishing House, Moscow,
Leningrad, 376 p. [In Russian].



