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JIMDJIEKTPUYECKass TPOHHUIAEMOCTh TIOYBEHHBIX TOPH30HTOB MOXET Kak
YBEJIMYMBATHCS, TAK U YMEHBIIATHCS € TITYOMHOM. DTHM (hakToM 00ycioBIeHa
HEOOXOANMOCTh MapaMeTpU3alH ITOYBEHHOTO NMPOQWIs NpU TeopalapHbIX
WCCIIEOBAHMAX JUIA TIpeJoTBpalleHus: omnook. Ha ocHoBe oOoOmarorero
aHaJM3a MPAaKTUUYECKHX IPHUMEPOB YCTaHOBJIEHO, YTO MOTPEUIHOCTh
OIIpe/IeIeHUsI OT/IEIBHBIX MOYBEHHBIX TOPH30HTOB IeOpagapoM COCTABIISIET B
cpenHeM 2—-10 c¢cM B 3aBHCHMOCTH OT YacTOTBHl HMCIHOJNB3YEeMOH aHTEHHBI H
ocoOeHHOCTe cTpoeHusl MoyBeHHoro mpoduns. [ns  obocHoBaHMS
C/ICNIaHHBIX BBIBOJIOB  IPOBEJEHBI  ONBITHO-METO/ANYECKHE paboThl IO
MIPOCIIEKUBAHUIO TOYBEHHBIX TOPU3OHTOB METOJOM TeOpaJHoJOKalMy Ha
MIpUMepe TUTIOBBIX MOJI0YPOB, PACIIONOKEHHBIX Ha 320HEKCKOM TIOJTyOCTPOBE
(Pecyonuka Kapenus), crpoeHrHe H COCTaB KOTOPBIX OBUIM JETabHO
OIMMCaHBl TPEIIIECTBYIONIMMHE  HUcciefoBarenssMid. CheMKa BBINOJIHEHA
reopamapom OKO-2 (Jloruc-I'eorex, Poccus) ¢ aHTEHHBIM OJIOKOM C
neHTpanbHoi yactotoi 400 MI'L. PaGoThl Ha ydacTke BEIUCH MO OTACIBHBIM
TpaHCEKTaM, C IPUBSA3KOHM K ONOPHOMY IIOYBEHHOMY pa3pe3y. JleTaibHblii
aHaJaM3 pajaporpaMMm B TEPBYIO oOdepelb OO0ecHedis NpOoCIeKUBaHHE
nozouBbl ropuzoHTa BC. TlonydeHHbIe pe3ylbTaThl OKA3aIH, YTO MOITHOCTh
MOYBHI B IIpeeiax npoduis BapeupyeT oT 23 mo 32 cM, a cpeaHsis omuoKa
HaOmoneHnid coctaBmia + 3 cM. Kpome Toro, BEISBICHO BIMSHUE Ha 3aIMCh
00JIOMKOB IIYHTUTOBBIX CiaHIEB U Au(depeHranusi BIaKHOCTH B TOJNIIE
MIOYBCHHBIX TOPU3OHTOB. [IpHUCYTCTBHE IIYHTHUTOBBIX CIAHLEB NPHBOIMUT K
¢dopMHupOBaHHIO OU(PATUPOBAHHBIX BOJH M YBEIWYEHHIO AMIUIUTY.X
OTPa)KEHHOT'O CHTHAJa, TOTAA KaK yBEJIMYEHHE BIQKHOCTH XapaKTepH3yeTcs
YMEHBILIEHUEM CKOPOCTEN IEKTPOMArHUTHOW BOJIHBI.

Knrouegvle crnosa: nupnekTpudecKkasl IPOHULIAEMOCTh, 3JIEKTPOIPOBOIHOCTS,
panmaporpamma, 1oa0yp, BIa>KHOCTb, ITYHT'UTOBBIE CIAHIIBL.
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Abstract: The article considers the role of GPR in solving problems of soil
science, as well as the accuracy of tracking soil horizons using the example of
field data. The study of the current state of the issue has shown that there is
significant variability in the electrophysical properties of different types of
soil. In this case, the dielectric constant of the soil horizons can both increase
and decrease with depth. This fact determines the need for parameterization of
the soil profile in GPR studies to prevent errors. Based on a generalizing
analysis of practical examples, it has been established that the error in
determining individual soil horizons by a GPR is on average 2-10 cm,
depending on the frequency of the GPR antenna and the structural features of
the soil. Experimental and methodological work to substantiate the main
conclusions was carried out to trace the soil horizons by the GPR method
using the example of typical entic podzol located on the Zaonezhsky Peninsula
(Republic of Karelia), the structure and composition of which were described
in detail earlier. The survey was carried out by a georadar OKO-2 (Logis-
Geotech, Russia) with an antenna unit with a central frequency of 400 MHz.
Fieldwork on the study site was carried out along separate transects, according
to the reference soil profile. A detailed analysis of the radargrams provided,
first of all, tracking the base of the BC horizon. The results obtained showed
that the thickness of the soil within the profile varies from 23 to 32 cm, and
the average observation error was £ 3 cm. Besides, the influence on the
recording of shungite shale fragments and the differentiation of moisture
content in the soil horizons was revealed. The presence of shungite shale leads
to the formation of diffracted waves and an increase in the amplitudes of the
reflected signal, while an increase in humidity is characterized by a decrease
in the velocities of the electromagnetic wave.

Keywords: dielectric constant, electrical conductivity, radargram, entic podzol,
humidity, shungite shale.

BBEJIEHUE

B Hacrosiiee BpeMsi METO/IbI T€O()U3UKH YBEPEHHO BXOIST B I10-
BCCIHEBHYIO TPAKTHKY MMOYBOBEICHUS W arpOTEXHHUKH, 0OeCreunBasi
peleHre IIMPOKOro CIIEKTPa MPAKTHYECKHUX 3a/1a4 OT KOHTPOJIS BIIasK-
HoctH 1o kaptupoBanus mous (Allred et al., 2008). TIpu stom 00beM
BBINOJIHAEMBIX pabOT B 3TOM HAINPABJICHUH 3HAYMTEIBHO MEHBIIE B
CPaBHEHHH C TOMCKOBO-Pa3BEAOYHBIMH U HH)KCHEPHBIMH HCCIIENIOBA-
HusME. OrpaHuyuBarOmUM (HaKTOpOM JUTs TeO(PHU3HMUECKUX METOIOB
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MpH U3yYCHUH MOYBECHHOrO MPOGMIIS BBICTYHACT PAA CIOXKHOCTEH, K
HanboJIee 3HAYMMBIM U3 KOTOPBIX OTHOCHTCS HEOOXOIUMOCThH BBIMOJI-
HSTH MCCIIEAOBaHMSI OT THEBHOW MTOBEPXHOCTH HA CPEIHIOIO TITyOuHY 2
M, 3a4acTyi0 ¢ CAHTHMETPOBOI TOYHOCTHIO. I[IpocTpaHCTBEHHAS HEOM-
HOPOJHOCTH IMOYBCHHOI'O IIOKPOBa W BpPEMEHHAA U3MCHYHMBOCTHL OT-
JETBHBIX €r0 CBOWCTB, HAIPUMED BIIAKHOCTH, TaK)Ke OKa3bIBaeT 3Ha-
quTenbHOE BIMAHKE Ha reodusmueckue moms (Allred et al., 2010). U3
BCEro pa3Hoo0pasusi reo(hU3NYECKUX METOI0B IHPOKO UCIOIb3YIOTCS
JIIEKTPUIECKHE M DIICKTPOMATHUTHBIE, TAKHE KaK: METOIBI COMPOTHB-
nenust (Hozauskos, 2001; Samouélian et al., 2005), anekTpomMarHut-
Hoit mHaykuuu (James et al., 2003; Doolittle, Brevik, 2014) u reopa-
mvomokarus (Liu et al., 2016; Zajicovaa, Chuman, 2019).

eopagmonokanusi MOXET CIYXHTh 3QQPEKTUBHBIM CIIOCOOOM
OIEHKH cTpaTurpadul W BHYTPEHHUX HEOJHOPOJHOCTEH TOYB
(Doolittle, Collins, 1995; Doolittle, Butnor, 2009). Cucrema renernde-
CKUX T'OPU30HTOB IIOYB SABJIACTCA 6HaFOHpI/I$[THBIM 06’beKTOM, TaK KakK
MPEACTaBIIIeT co00i HAOOp CyOrOpH3OHTAJIBHBIX CIIOEB C KOHTpAcT-
HBIMH CBOMCTBaMH, U3MEHEHHE KOTOPBIX HAXOAUT OTPAKECHUE B DIICK-
TPOPU3NUECKIX XapaKTepPUCTHKaX. B cBOIO ovepenh, METO] reopaino-
JIOKAIUU TIPEAPACIIONIONKEH K WM3YYCHUIO TOPU3OHTAIBLHO-CIIOUCTHIX
cpen, obecrieunBasi cOOp TAHHBIX C BHICOKUM pa3pelieHHeM B TOPH30H-
TAJIBHOM M BEPTUKAIbHOW MPOEKIHUIX. B moaxoasmmx yciaoBUSX €ro
MPUMEHEHHE IO3BOJISIET OMpPENeNsaTh TIyOWHY 3ajeraHdsi OCHOBHBIX
MMOYBEHHBIX TOpH30HTOB (A, B, C), a Taxke Ipyrux KOHTPACTHBIX CIIO-
€B: IUIOTHBIX M CIIEMEHTUPOBAHHBIX, MEP3JIbIX, HLTIOBHABHBIX, HACKI-
MICHHBIX OPTaHMYECKUM BEIIECTBOM, — TOTJa KaK TOHKHE W3MEHCHUS
MOYBEHHBIX CBOWCTB U MEPEXOMHBIC TOPH30HTHI OTPAKAIOTCS B BOITHO-
BoM mionie ciabee (Doolittle, Butnor, 2009).

B tabnuie 1 mpuBoasTCs HauOolee aKTyalbHbIE 3a/1a4d, KOTO-
pBIC MOTYT OBITh PEIICHBI C TPUBJICUCHUEM T'eOPAIHOIOKANNN. MOXKHO
HAOIOIaTh, YTO AKTHBHO PA3BHUBACTCS HAMpaBJICHUE MO H3Y4YCHHIO
BIQXKHOCTH MOYB. DTO CBA3aHO C CYIIECTBOBAHHUEM MPSIMBIX SMIHPH-
YECKUX 3aBUCUMOCTEH MEXKIY SJEKTPODU3NICCKUMH TMOKA3aTeIAMH
MOYBBI M CTEMICHBIO €€ YBJIAKHEHHUs, HanOoJee U3BECTHOE U3 KOTOPBIX
ypasuenue Torma (Topp et al., 1980). Taxke CymiecTBYeT 3HAYMTEb-
HOE KOJIMYECTBO UCCIENOBAHUN CTPATUTPa(UU MOUBEHHOTO MPOQUIIS.
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Taﬁ.lmua 1. AKTyaJ'IBHBIe 3aaun Uil METOAa TIcOopaJuoioKalid B

IIOYBOBCICHUN

Table 1. Recent tasks of GPR in soil science

Pemaemas 3amaua

JIuTepaTypHbIi HCTOYHHK

OHeHKa YPOBHS BJIA)KHOCTH U €€
MOHHUTOPUHT

Huisman et al., 2003; Lunt et al., 2005;
Weihermiiller et al., 2007; Grote et al.,
2010; Minet et al., 2012;
Steelman et al., 2012; Ardekani, 2013;
Zhang et al., 2014

W3yueHnne cTpoeHus: HOYBEHHOTO
npouIIst ¥ MOLIHOCTH
OTAETBHBIX MOYBEHHBIX

TOPHU30HTOB

Doolittle, Collins, 1995; Simeoni et al.,
2009; Winkelbauer et al., 2011; André
et al., 2016; Pogosyan et al., 2018;
Ikazaki et al., 2018

KapTtupoBanue obnacreit
3aCOJICHHSI

Shih et al., 1994; al Hagrey, Miiller,
2000; Tsoflias, Becker, 2008

Daniels et al., 1995; Cassidy, 2007;
RejSek et al., 2015

[Mouck obnacteii aHTPONIOreHHOro
3arpsA3HEHUs

Hruska et al., 1999; Butnor et al., 2001;
Stover et al., 2007; Guo et al., 2013;
Borden et al., 2017

HccnenoBanue crpoeHus u
OroMacchl KOPHEBBIX CUCTEM

Steelman et al., 2010; Butnor et al.,
2014;
Leger et al., 2017

Omnpenenenue cTeneHn
MIPOMEP3aHusl OB

Hapsity ¢ IMEIOIIUMHUCS TTO3UTHBHBIME TPEIITOCHUTKAMH, Teopa-
JIMOJIOKAIIMS HE SABJISCTCS YHUBEPCATbHBIM MeTOI0M. OCTPO CTOUT BO-
pocC 0 €¢ MPUMEHUMOCTH JUTS Pa3HbIX MOYBEHHBIX yCaoBHA. OmuH H3
CYIIECTBYIOIINX TOAXO0B MpEIIaraeT HCIOIb30BaTh CIEIHaIbHBIN
uHIeKe npuroaHocT reopaauonokamun (GPR suitability index) c me-
JIBI0 PAOHUPOBAHUS TEPPUTOPHI CO 3HAYEHHUSIMH OT | (BBICOKHI ITO-
teHiman) a0 6 (menomxomsaumii) (Doolittle et al., 2007). s pacyera
TAKOr0 WHJEKCA MPHUBJIEKACTCS IENbIi Ps MapaMeTpoOB: MPOIIEHTHOE
COJIep)KaHUE TIIMHBI, DJIEKTPOMPOBOJHOCTh, KO3(DMHUIMEHT MOrIIOoNIe-
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HUSl HATpHs, HaJu4uhe KapOoHaTa M cyiabdaTa Kaiblui U T. 1. B pe-
3yIBTaTe CTPOSITCS TEMAaTHUYECKHE KapThl, KOTOPBIE OTPAXKAIOT MPUTOA-
HOCTh JaHHOTO METO/a C pa3HOM JeTaNbHOCTHIO W MacimTabom
(Doolittle et al., 2010).

[Ipumenenue TeopaanoiIOKaIU OCOOCHHO A(PQPEKTHBHO MpPU
HEOOXOIUMOCTH 00CIeI0BaHUsT OONBIINX IIIOIIAAEH, TaK KaK METO.
MO3BOJISICT MOMYYUTH OOJNBIIOE KOJMYECTBO JAHHBIX 32 OTHOCHTENBHO
KOpOTKOE BpeMs. DKOHOMHYECKasl OICHKA, BBHITIOJIHEHHASI HA TIpUMepe
obcnenoBanus aApeHaxHoi cucrembl Ha 300 ra BoAHO-OONOTHBIX yTo-
JIUH, TI0Ka3ajia: eclid BBITIONHSETCS OypeHue ckBakuH Kaxapie 300 m,
reopaavonokanusi obecrieunBaer 7%-HbIii POCT MPOM3BOIUTEIBHOCTH
u 20%-Hyr0 SKOHOMHIO CPEICTB CO cpemHelt ommobkoit B 16%, Torma
KaK IIpu HEOOXOIMMOM IIare CKBaKuH B 60 M mokas3aTenu BO3pacTaoT
10 353% u 406% cootBercTBenHo (Szuch et al., 2006).

Lens HACTOSIErO HMCCIIEIOBAHMS 3aKI0OYANACh B BBIMOIHEHUH
KOMITJIEKCHOTO aHaJii3a BO3MOXKHOCTEH TeopalvuoNOKAIH JIs pelie-
HUA 3aga4 MMOYBOBECACHMA, 4 TAKXKEC B UCCICI0OBAHNN TOYHOCTU OIIPECAC-
JIeHus. MOp(OJIOTUN IMOYBEHHBIX TOPU30HTOB Ha IPUMEPE IOJIEBBIX
JAHHBIX.

[MPUHIIUIIBI TEOPA/ITUOJIOK AT

Meron reopauooKalii OCHOBBIBAETCS HA M3JIyYCHUH HaHOCE-
KyHIHBIX 3JIEKTPOMArHUTHBIX MMITYJIbCOB (PMKCHUPOBAHHOM 4acTOTHI B
30HIUPYEMYIO CpeNy C MOCIENYIOUIe perucrpauueil 1 aHaIu30M CHUT-
Haja, OTPa)KEHHOr'0 OT BHYTPEHHUX I'PaHHUIl U JIOKAJIbHBIX HEOZHOPOI-
Hoctel (BramoB, CymakoBa, 2017). K OCHOBHBIM XapaKTEpHCTHKaM,
OIPEIEISIOIUM PACIPOCTPAHEHUE 3IEKTPOMArHUTHONW BOJHBI B MOY-
Bax, CIEAYEeT OTHECTH OUAJCKTPHUYECKYIO MPOHULAEMOCTh U 3JIEKTPH-
YECKYIO POBOAUMOCTb. [laHHbIE BEIMYHHBI CBSI3aHbI C psiioM (uznde-
CKHX CBOICTB IOYB: I'PaHYJIOMETPUYECKUM COCTAaBOM, BIAXKHOCTBIO,
IUIOTHOCTBIO, COAEPIKaHUEM rymyca. BakHBIM mapaMerpoM B METOIE
reopasiioOKalluy SIBIISIETCSl LIEHTpaJbHAasi 4acToTa 30HIUPYIOLIErOo
CUTHaJla, TaK KaK OHAa ONpeeNnsier TIyOuHy HCCIeNOBaHUS METOAa M
pasperaroiyo crnocodHocts. ONTUMaNbHBIN IMana3oH 4acToT s
M3y4eHUsl OONBITMHCTBA MOYBEHHBIX mpodumieit 250—-800 MI .

st BBINONHEHUSI MOJIEBBIX HAOJIIOACHUM HCHONb3yeTcsl reopa-
nap — npubop, cocrosumii U3 nepepatomei (TX) u npuauMatomei (RX)
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AQHTEHHBI C (PUKCHPOBAHHOW LIEHTPAJbHOM 4YacTOTOH curHana, Onoka
peructpauuu 1 o0paboTku. HazemHble reopagapHbie H3MepeHUsT Ipo-
BOJISITCS BJIOJb CAMHUYHBIX TPOQUIBHBIX JIMHUHA WK 110 CHCTEME MPO-
¢uneii. Peructpupyemblii CUTHAI MPEACTABISIETCS B BUE FeopagapHOn
Tpacchl — QYHKIMH U3MECHEHHS aMIUIATYbl 3JCKTPOMArHUTHOTO HM-
myJibca BO BPEMEHH, TO €CTh HECeT B ceOe MH(popMaIliio 00 oTpake-
HUW CHUTHala OT BHYTPEHHUX HEOJHOPOJHOCTEW MpPH MPOXOXKIECHUU
30HAMpYyeMol cpenbl. COBOKYMHOCTh Tpacc, MOJNYYEHHBIX NpU Tepe-
MEIEHHH Teopajapa, GopMUPYET pajaporpaMMmy, KOTOpas MpelcTaB-
nsieT co0oi BYXMEpHOE OTOOpa)KeHHe paclpOCTPaHEHUS! BOJIHOBOTO
AJIEKTPOMArHUTHOTO TOJIsl B HEKOTOpoi obmactu. [1o ropu3oHTaIBHOM
OCH pajgaporpaMMbl OTCUHMTBHIBAETCS TepeMelIeHHe O MPOPHII0 H
Y4ET NOJIOKEHMS KaXK/10M Tpacchl, a 0 BEPTUKAJIBHONU — BpeMsl, HauM-
Hasi OT TeHepaluu JI0 MpUxXo/a OTpakeHuil curHana. liBeToBoit rpaau-
€HT XapaKTepu3yeT HHTEHCUBHOCTD (aMIUIUTYAY) OTPaKeHUH HMITYJIb-
ca OT HEOTHOPOIHOCTEH CpPEbI.

OCHOBHOI €cITOCOO MHTEPIIPETAIINN PaJaporpaMm 3aKIF0UaeTCs B
MOMCKE CXOXKUX (POPM HMMITYJIbCOB Ha COCETHHUX Tpaccax, COCTABISIO-
X OCh CHH(A3HOCTH, IO KOTOPOH OIpenersercs MOoNIoKeHne oTpa-
aromied rpanunbl (pediekropa). Hamuune peduiekropa CBHAETENb-
CTByeT 00 UBMEHEHUH JEKTPOPUIUIECKUX CBONCTB, U B OOJILIIMHCTBE
CIIy4aeB 3TO COOTHOCHTCSI C PEabHO CYIIECTBYIOIMIMMH MOYBEHHBIMHU
rpaautiaMu. KpoMe oTpaXeHHOH BOJHBI W3BECTHBI W JIPYTHE THIIHI,
HampuMmep audparupoBaHHas BOJHA, KOTopas (QopMHpyercs Ha Jio-
KaJbHBIX 00BEKTAX: BalyHaX, KOPHSX U T. 1. (puc. 1).

Coderanme Ha 3alliCH BOJH BCEX BHIIOB (hOPMHpPYET BOIHOBOE
TI0JIe TeOPaANONIOKAIINN, UMEHHO er0 He0OXOANMO MPOHHTEPIIPETHPO-
BaTh U BBISBIICHHUS PEANbHBIX BHYTPEHHHX TPAHUIl 30HIMPYEMOM
cpenpl. st 3TOro KpoMme BBIJENEeHUsST Ocell CHH()Aa3HOCTH BBIMTOTHSIETCS
olpeneNneHre reopalapHbIX ¢aruii — odracTell ¢ onmpeaeIeHHON BOI-
HOBOW KapTuHOH. Damuu MOryT WMeTh pa3Hylo (opmy (apaiens-
HbIE, BOJTHHUCTHIE, XaOTHYECKHE), a TAK)KE pa3HbIe MIPOTSKEHHOCTh, UH-
TEHCHUBHOCTh OTPa)KEHWI W YACTOTHBIA COCTaB, YTO SIBISETCS OTpaKe-
HUEM CTPYKTYPHI, QOPMEBI 3aJIeTaHus U COCTaBa 30HIUPYEMBIX MOYB U
rpyHToB (CtapoBoiitos, 2008).
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Puc. 1. TIporiecc BBINONHEHNE TeOpagapHOi cheMkr (A) U perucTpupyemast
panaporpamma (B).
Fig. 1. The process of GPR survey (A) and resulting radar data record (B).

I'nyOuHy 3ajneraHusi OTPaKarOIMX TPaHull (Z) MOXKHO paccyu-
TaTh CIACAYIOIINM 00pa3oM:
7 _ V xt ,
2
rae V — CKOpOCTh 3JIEKTPOMAarHUTHOM BOJHEL, t — BpeMs puUxona nM-
yJbCa.
CKOpOCTh MOXHO OIPEAENUTh HCXOAS W3 BEIMYMHBI OTHOCH-

TETbHOW TUAJIEKTPUUECKON TPOHUIIAEMOCTH CPEJIbL:
V=",
Je
I7Ie € — OTHOCHTENbHAS AWIIEKTPHYEcKas MPOHUIAeMOCTh, C — CKO-
pPOCTB CBETa B BaKyyMe.

Crnemyer OTMETHUTh, YTO OTHOCHTEIbHAS TUAIIEKTpUYECKas: mpo-
HUIIAEMOCTH SIBJIACTCS BEIMYMHON KOMIUJIEKCHOM W BKIIIOUAeT B ceOs
JIBE YaCTH — ACHCTBUTENHHYIO 1 MHIUMYIO, — TIepBasi M3 KOTOPBIX OMpe-
JeNseT HEeMOCPENCTBEHHOE PaCIpOCTPaHEHHE AIEKTPOMArHUTHOM BOJI-
HBI B Cpe/ie, a BTOpas — DIIEKTPUUYECKUE TTOTEepH (3aTyXaHUE BOIHBEI).
JlaHHBIE BEMTWYHMHBI 3aBHCAT OT YaCTOTHI, OMHAKO IS T'e0opaJapHOro
nuana3oda yactor 20 MI't — 21T BirsHuEe MHUMOM 4YaCcTOTHI MUHH-
MajibHO. Ecim 3T0 ycnoBue Hapymaercs, TeoparoNoKanis CTAaHOBUT-
cs cnabonpumenumont (Annan, 2003). OTHocuTeNbHAS IUAIEKTPHYE-
CKasl TPOHUIIAEMOCTh U3MEPSIETCS B YCIOBHBIX €IMHULIAX.
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s OONBIIMHCTBA TPYHTOB H3BECTHBI YCIOBHO-HOPMAIBHBIC
3HAUCHUS OTHOCUTEILHOW JTUAIEKTPUYECKONW IMPOHUIIAEMOCTH, KOTO-
pBIe i TI0YB cocTaBisitoT 5—20 ycnoBHBIX eauuull. Hamuume Takoro
JMarna3oHa CBSI3aHO C M3MCHYMBOCTBIO COJEPXKAHUS KOMITOHCHTOB
MmouB (TBEpJas MaTPHIla, BOAA C PACTBOPCHHBIMU COJIIMHU, BO3IYX), a
TaKKe C UX PacIpeieiICHHEM B MPOCTPAHCTBE U C BHYTPECHHUMH CBS-
3smu (Biagos, Cynakosa, 2017).

Jlis oOpa3oBaHUs OTPaKEHHON BOJHBI HEOOXOJUM KOHTPACT
3MEKTPO(YU3NUECKUX CBOMCTB MOYBEHHBIX TOPU30HTOB, & ApPaMETPOM,
OIPENENSIONIMM €r0 UHTEHCUBHOCTD, CIIY)KUT KO3(h(DUIIMEHT OTpake-
Hus (K,,,), KOTOPBIN PaCCYMTBHIBAETCS KaK:

rac & — OTHOCUTCIIbHAA AUDBJICKTPUYCCKAsA IMPOHUIACMOCTDb BBIIICIIC-
JKaIllero ropru30HTa, & — OTHOCHTEIbHAS JAUIJICKTPUYECKas MPOHHUIIae-
MOCTbH HHKEJIEKAIero TOPH30HTA.

Yem 6mmxke K,y K £ 1 (B 3aBUCMMOCTH OT TIAPaMETPOB CPEZIbI OH
MOXKET OBITh KaK TMOJOXHUTEIBHBIM, TaK W OTPULIATENbHBIM), TEM HH-
TEHCHUBHOCTH OTPa)KEHHsI BBIIIE M, KaK CIEACTBHE, TPAHHUIIA KOHTPACT-
Hee. Ha npakTrke pedieKTopbl MOT'YT BOSHUKATH JIaXKe TIPH 3HAYCHUSX
Komp OMM3KHX K HYIIO, YTO OOYCIIOBIECHO BIIMSIHUEM DPa3HOCTH DJIEK-
TpuuecKoi mposoaumoct (Baamos, Cymakosa, 2017).

VYcnoBueM ISl BBIIEIEHUS OT/IENBHBIX IMOYBEHHBIX TOPH30HTOB
SIBJIIETCSI OTHOIIIEHNE WX MOIIHOCTH K TPeo0Iaatonieil JInHe n3myJa-
€MOI DIIEKTPOMAarHUTHON BOJNHEI B cpene. BeprukanasHas (4r) u ropu-
3onTanbHas (A1) paspemaromas criocOGHOCTh OMPEAENISIOTCS COOTHO-
[ICHUSMH

Ar > =% u Al>+24h,

rae fo — meHTpanbHas yacToTa 30HIMPYIOLIErO CUTHAIAa B cpene, A —
JUTMHA BOJIHBI B cpene. [Ipu HEeBBIOJIHEHUH 3TOTO YCIIOBHS ABa MaJo-
MOLIHBIX CJIOSI Ha 3allMCH COJIBIOTCS B OAMH, TaK KaK CHUTHAJIBI, OTpa-
KEHHBIE OT HUX, HHTEP(EPUPYIOT.

Eme onna mapamerp HEOOXOOUMO YYUTHIBATh NPH HPOEKTHPO-
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BaHUM paboT — KO3(QPULIMEHT 3aTyXaHusl, KOTOPBIN OMpenensercs cie-
JYIOIIUM PaBEHCTBOM:

rZIe 6 — AJEKTPHUUYECKasi MPOBOAUMOCTD (IJICKTPOIPOBOTHOCTD) CPE/IbI,
MU — OTHOCUTCIIbHAasA MarHuTHas NPOHUIACMOCTb, &€ — OTHOCHUTCIIbHAA
JIMDJIEKTPUYECKasi TPOHUIIAeMOCTh. TakuM 00pa3oM, B Cilydae U3yde-
HUSI T0YB, OOJIAJAONINX BBICOKOH 3JIEKTPOIPOBOJHOCTHIO 33 CYUET
OOJTBIIIOTO COMEPIKAHUS TIMHBI, 3aCOJEHUS, MUHEPATH3ANK TOPOBOH
BJIATH | T. T1., METOJ] T'€OPaIUOIOKAIIMA MOXKET OKa3aThbes Manodddex-
THUBHBIM.

JIIst OTHOCHTEMBHO HU3KHUX T€OpaJapHbIX YacTOT Pa3pelaromiast
CIIOCOOHOCTB COCTABIIAET IECATKH CAHTHMETPOB, TOT/IA KaK IS CAaMBIX
BBICOKMX — TIEpPBBIE CAaHTHMETPHL. HEKOTOphle CcpemHne IMoKa3aTelu,
KOTOPBIC NPUMECHUMBI I 60.HI)IIII/IHCTBa MIPOU3BOJUMEIX I'€OpaJapHBIX
AHTCHHBIX OJIOKOB, NpPUBOAATCA B TaOiuie 2. TOYHOCTD M3MEPEHUI
TaKKe 3aBHCHUT OT IlIara M3MEPEHUsI 10 MPOQPUII0 U YAaCTOThI JAUCKpE-
THU3AIMU CUTHAJIA.

Tabnmua 2. [lapamerpbl ChbeMKH Uil aHTEHHBIX OJIOKOB C pa3IMYHOU
YaCTOTOW 30HAUPOBAHUS
Table 2. The parameters of antenna units for different sounding frequency

HentpanbHas yactora, MI'y

Ilapamer
P P 150-250 400-700 1000-1500

I'nyOuHa 30HAUPOBAHUS, M 12-8 5-3 1.5-1.0

Paspeniatomiast CnocoGHOCTH 110

r1yGuHe, oM 35-25 15-10 5-3

IIpocTpaHCTBEHHAs pa3peruaroias
CrocoOHOCTh Ha riiyoune 1 M u 26-20 16-12 10-8
CKOPOCTH 5 CM/HC, CM

Pexomenayemblii mar Mexay 100-50 50-30 30-10
TpaccamMy, MM

HopmaipHast BpeMeHHasi pa3BepTKa
3aIMCH, HC

400-200 10048 32-16
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DJIEKTPO®U3NYECKHUE CBOMCTBA IIOYB

Kak y»e ynoMuHanoch, pa3HooOpa3ue MOYBEHHBIX CBOMCTB M UX
IMPOCTPaHCTBCHHAA HCOAHOPOJHOCTh IMPUBOAUT K USMCHUYMUBOCTH OTHO-
CUTEJIBHOM JUAIEKTPUYECKOM MPOHUIIAEMOCTH U 3JIEKTPUYECKOH Mpo-
BomuMocTH. Ha pucyHke 2 mpezacTtaBiieHa 0000IIaromas Auarpamma,
JEMOHCTPUPYIOIIAsl BAPHATUBHOCTH 3JIEKTPOPUINIESCKUX CBOHCTB pas-
HBIX THUIIOB ITOYB IIPU BBIITOJIHCHUHU ITOJICBBIX I/I3MepeHI/Iﬁ METOAOM I'€O-
paavonokanuu. MoXHO HaON0aTh, YTO M3MEHEHHUS MPOUCXOJST B
IIUPOKOM JHara3oHe, 03 BEIPaKEHHON CHCTEMBI.

1000

® 1) OepHoso-nosonuctele — Retisol (Pogosyan et al., 2018)
® 2) YepHosem — Chernozem (Bechtel et al., 2019)

@ 3) Bypuie — Aridisol (Afshar et al., 2017)
®4)
®5)

|
w

100

AnntosuaneHble — Entisol (Boll, 1996)

10 o BpyHusem — Mollisol (McKee, 2008)

® 6) Ceponecku — Arenosol (Bechtel et al., 2019)

® 7) TemHble cnutile — Vertisol (De Benedetto et al., 2019)
© 8) Kpnosem — Cryosol (Leger et al., 2017)

©9) Nonson - Podzol (Igel, 2008)

1 ® 10) Arposem — Luvisol (Allred, 2013)

@ 11) Mopbyp — Entic Podzol (gaHHoe uccneposaHne)

\
-
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Ouanekmpuqec«aﬂ NpoHuUuaemMocmse
Puc. 2. DnexTpodu3nueckre CBOWCTBa HEKOTOPBIX THIIOB MOYB.
Fig. 2. Electrical properties of certain types of soils.

01

Kpome Toro, sKCHepMMEHTaJIbHO IOKa3aHO, YTO Ha)Ke IIOYBBI
OJHOrO THIIA IPH HAXOKICHHH B Pa3HBIX MPHUPOAHBIX OOCTAHOBKAX,
JOMYCTHM TPH PAa3HOM MHHEpaIM3aldu BOIBI, OYIAYT OTIMYATHCS B
reoU3NYecKNX MONIAX. JDTUM (PAaKTOM OOYCIOBJIEHa HEOOXOTUMOCTh
napaMeTpHu3ainy MOYBEHHOTO MPOQUIIS MPH TeOpaapHbIX UCCIIE0BA-
HUSX ISl TPEIOTBPAIIICHHUS BO3MOXHBIX OIIMOOK.

Crnenyer OTMETHTH, YTO JeETallbHOE NabopaTopHOE H3y4YeHUE
INEKTPOPHU3NUESCKUX CBOMCTB MOYB C pa3HBIMK TapaMerpamu (Cojep-
JKaHUE TJIMHBI U TYMYCa, CTENEHb YBJIAXHEHUS U T. J.) U IPU Pa3HBIX
HU3MEPUTEIbHBIX YCIOBUAX SBISICTCS OT/ACTBHBIM HAyYHBIM HAIpaBiie-
HUEM, TI0 KOTOPOMY CYIIECTBYET IENbIA PsIJi SKCIIEPUMEHTAIBHBIX pa-
6ot (UymaunoBa, 2009; bobpoB u np., 2019). Ocolyro poih B TaKHX
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UCCIIEIOBAHUAX 3aHUMAET METOA PeIeKTOMETPUN BO BPEMEHHOH 00-
nactu (time domain reflectometry, TDR), ocHOBaHHBIIT Ha (HU3HUECKUX
MPUHIIMIIAX BO MHOTOM CXOXKHUX C reopaadonokaunen. JlaHHeiil MeTon
MpH TIOMOIIM CIENUAIBLHOTO 30HJA IMO3BOJSIET OIMpPENENsiTh OTHOCH-
TENBHYI0 JUAJIEKTPUUYECKYIO MPOHHUIIAEMOCTh B KOHKPETHOH o0iactu
MOYBEHHOT'O pa3pe3a, OH aKTHBHO MPUMEHSETCS Uil KOHTPOJISI U MO-
HUTOpHHTa BakHOCTH o4B (Robinson et al., 2003).

JHanee paccMOTpUM, Kak MOXET IPOUCXOIUTh W3MEHEHUE DJIeK-
TPOPHU3NIECKHX CBOWCTB B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT MOYBEHHOTO T'OPH30HTA.
Ha pucynke 3 nipescTaBiieHbl 3HaYEHUS] OTHOCUTEIBHOM JIUDJIEKTPUYE-
CKOW MpoHHIIaeMOcTH st ropu3oHTOB A, B, BC Tpex pasHbIXx THUIOB
I0YB, KOTOpPbIEe ObUIH TOJYYEHBI METOAOM pedISKTOMETPUU BO Bpe-
MEHHOW 00acTH.

BpyHusem — Mollisol (McKee, 2009)
HepHoso-nosonucTele — Retisol (Pogosyan et al., 2018)
Moabyp — Entic Podzol (naHHoe uccnenosaHwe)

20pu3oHm A

BpyHusem — Mollisol (McKee, 2009)— I—}
HepHoeo-no3onucTeie — Retisol (Pogosyan et al., 2018)—

Moabyp — Entic Podzol (aaHHoe uccnenosaHune) E{ z0puzoHm B

BpyHuzem — Mollisol (McKee, 2009)—
LepHoso-no3onuctele — Retisol (Pogosyan et al., 2018)—
Moabyp — Entic Podzol (aaHHoe uccneaosaHue)—

H

eopu3oHm BC
T T T
10 20 30
Quanexkmpuyeckas MPOHULaeMOoGMb

Puc. 3. Habmiomaemass BapHaTHBHOCTH OTHOCHTENBHOW IHDIEKTPUIECKOM
MIPOHHUIAEMOCTHU B TIOYBEHHOM MPOQHUIIE.
Fig. 3. Variability of dielectric constant in the soil profile.

o

Kak nokasan cBOAHBIA aHANIN3 JaHHBIX, OTHOCUTENbHAS AUIJIEK-
TpUUecKas MPOHULAEMOCTh MOXET KaK YBEIWYHMBATHCS, TaK U YMEHb-
marcsi ¢ nIyOnHoO. B paccmaTpuBaeMbIX ciydasix Ui KaxXAOro OT-
JeTIbHOTO TOPU30HTA OTKJIOHEHHE HaOJIr0laeMbIX 3HAYeHHH OT ocpenl-
HEHHOTro 3HauyeHusi Bcero npodmist coctasisier 10-20%. Oto 3HAUUT,
4TO B pslie clydaeB NpU 00paboOTKe pasaporpaMM MOXHO HCIIONbB30-
BaTh OOIIYIO0 CKOPOCTH 3JIEKTPOMArHUTHOM BOJIHBI [UIs pacueTa riryOuH
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3ajeranus pegieKTopoB, 0e3 MPUCBOCHUS OTIENbHBIX 3HAYCHUH KaXk-
JIOMY T€HETUYECKOMY TOPH30HTY.

B cBoto ouepenp, paccunTaHHBIA KOI(POHUIMEHT OTPasKEHUSI IS
rpanun paszaena ropu3oHToB A-B u B-BC B kaxkaoM ciyudae gocTa-
TO4HO Mai, B cpenHeM K,,, = + 0.05. Tem He MeHee, Ha pagaporpam-
Max HaOJIOAAI0TCs OTYETIHNBBIE pediiekTopbl. OTCI0Aa MOXKHO C/IENaTh
BBIBOA O TOM, YTO, HECMOTPSl Ha CXOXECThb TOPU30HTOB, COCTABIISIO-
X MOYBEHHBIN pa3pe3, 10 BEIMYNHAM OTHOCHUTENLHOU JOUBJICKTpHUYC-
CKOW MPOHMIIAEMOCTH (HampHuMep, B Cllydae paBHOMEPHOI'O yBIaKHe-
HUSI) WHBIE CBOMCTBA IOYB TOPU3OHTOB (DJIEKTPOIPOBOTHOCTH, ILIOT-
HOCTH) 00€CIIeUNBaIOT KOHTPACTHBIE OTPAKEHHS CUTHAIIA.

BaxxHpIM TlapamMeTpoM NPUMEHUMOCTH TeOpaHOJIOKAIMH IS
W3yUYEHHS TTOYB SIBJISIETCS pa3peliaronias ciocoOHOCTh METO/IA, TO €CTh
C KaKoW TOYHOCTHIO MOXKET OBITh OIpe/esieHa ITyOrHa WITH MOITHOCTb
OTACIBHBIX TOPU30HTOB. Kak YK€ OTME€YAJIOCh BBINIC, TOYHOCTH
HAOJIOICHUH 3aBHCUT OT IIEHTPAIBHOW YacTOTHI M3Iy4aeMOro 3JeK-
TPOMAarHUTHOTO CHTHAJIA, & TAKXKE CBOWCTBA CPEJIbI, Yepe3 KOTOPYIO OH
pacrpocTpaHsieTcs.

Hwxe mpencrtaBiieHbl pe3ynbTaThl I'eOpaJapHOro IMOHMCKA pas-
JIMYHBIX MTOYBEHHBIX TpaHuIl (Tabi. 3), BKIIOYAIOMNE JaHHBIC O: TIIy-
oune 3ajeranus ropusonTa (h); meHrpambHOil yacrore curHama (fo);
orpoOoBaHMAX OYpPOM; pacuere MOrPENTHOCTH H3MepPEHHiA (A).

AHanmu3 TOKa3bIBACT, YTO HCIONL30BAHKE JaXKe OTHOCHUTEIHHO
HU3KOUYACTOTHBIX AHTEHH IMO3BOJISICT MOJNYYUTh PE3YNIbTATHI C CAHTH-
METPOBOW TOYHOCTHIO Ha TITyOmHax 1o 1 M u Oonee. B 3aBucumocTr ot
YacTOThl 30HJUPOBAHWUN M THUIA TIOYBEHHOTO MPOQWIS MOrPEITHOCTD
coctapisier + 2—10 cm (onpezaensieTcss Kak pa3HOCTh MITyOUHHBIX OTMe-
TOK 10 JaHHBIM reopajiapa U MpsAMBIX HaOMIOAEHUH ), 3TO obecrednBa-
€T POCISKUBAHKS OCHOBHBIX TOYBEHHBIX TOPH30HTOR.

OBBEKT UCCJIIEAOBAHUA

OmnbITHO-MeTOANYEeCKUE PA0OTHI 10 KapTUPOBAHUIO TOYBEHHBIX
TOPU30HTOB METOAOM TI'€0paJNOIOKALMH BBINONHSJINCH Ha IUIOMAAN
3aonexckoro nomyocrposa (Pecnyonuka Kapenus). lanHas Teppuro-
pHs 3HAYUTENBHO OTIMYaercs OT APYrux paioHoB Kapemuu u compe-
JeTbHBIX TEPPUTOPUH O MPUPOIHBIM YCIOBHSAM IOYBOOOPA30BaHUS:
pasHooOpasueMm ¢opMm penbeda, NPUCYTCTBHEM HIYHTUTCOAEPKAIIUX

69



bromnerens [louBennoro nacTHTYTa M. B.B. Jlokydaesa. 2020. Beim. 105
Dokuchaev Soil Bulletin, 2020, 105

HO‘IBOO6pa3YIOHH/IX nopoa, KIMMAaTH4YCCKUM YCIOBHUAM H 6OJII>IHI/IM
KOJIMYECTBOM JIMCTBCHHBIX MOPOA B COCTaB€ APEBOCTOCB (MO[)O?)OBa u
1p.. 2004).

Ta6auma 3. TouHOCTE TEOpasapa mpu onpeeICHUN TITyOHHBI 3aJIeraHus
TIOYBEHHBIX TOPH30HTOB
Table 3. GPR accuracy in determining the depth of soil horizons

THN HOUBLI OTpazkarommuii h, f. Mpods1, | A,
TOPU30HT cM MTI'n el. cM
Tomzomnst (Podzol), Kpogist
Onopuga, CIIA TJIMHUCTO- 100-
Collins, Doolittle MILTIOBHAITBHOTO 178 120 4 6
1987 ropusoHra Bt
Byposemsr (Luvisol), | T'panuna mexay 20—
3amagHast ABCTpanus TOPU30HTaMH 120 250 37 +10
Simeoni et al., 2009 AuB
Bypsie (Aridisol), Kposis
IOFO-E)CTquHﬁ CUEMEHTHPOBAHH | ae 4o | o5q 3 L6
paH Oro FOPHU30HTA
Afshar et al., 2017 Byzm
Kpuozemst (Cryosol) KooBiist BeUHOM
Ansicka, CIIA P 34-95 | 400 7 +7
Léger etal., 2017 MEP3TIOTE!
[onOypst
(Cambisol), AsbIisr, TTomomiBa
T'epmanus TYMYCOBOI'O 4-30 800 132 +2
Winkelbauer et al. ropuszonTa Ah
2011
Kpacno-xenteie
(beppamuTHbIe Kpogist
(Plinthosol), IUTMHTUTOBOTO 27— 300, 4 43
Bocrounas Adpuka ropusoHra Bmv 130 800
Ikazaki et al., 2018 (PP)

B Takux cBoeoOpasHBIX MPUPOAHBIX YCIOBHUSIX CHOPMHUPOBAICS
MOYBEHHBIA MMOKPOB, XapaKTEPU3YIOIIUKUCS YpEe3BbIUaHON MECTPOTOU
U CIOKHOCTBIO, KOTOPBIN IpPEACTaBiIsAEeT OCOOBIA MHTEpEC IS U3yde-
HUS, B TOM YHCJIE U C IIPUBJICUEHHEM MeToJ0B reodusuku (Psa3aHies,
Baxmer, 2020).

HIyHruToBbIe MOPOABI KaK MOYBOOOPA3YIOIINI CyOCTpaT CUIIBHO
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OTJIMYAIOTCS OT JAPYTUX MATEPUHCKHUX IOPOJ BBICOKHUM COJIEPKAHUEM
yIJIeposa, TUIPOCKOMMMYECKOH BIIATH, MOTJIOTUTEIBHOM CITIOCOOHOCTBIO.
CopepxaHue yriiepojia B TaKUX MOPoJax H3MeHseTcs oT 5 10 95%, u
4yeM OOIbIIe yTriiepoja, TeM MHTEHCHBHEE OHA pa3pyllaeTcs W BBIBET-
puBaercs, oOoramasi MOYBBI 3JEMEHTaMH MUHEPAIBLHOTO IHUTAHHS
(Baxmer, 2012). I'paHyToMeTpUYeCKHH COCTaB HIYHTHTCOAEPIKAIINX
MOYBOOOPa3yIOIIUX MOPOA Pa3HOO0paseH: XpsIIeBaThIe MECKU, CYIIECH,
CYTTIMHKH, peXe TIMHBIL. YeTBepTUYHBIE OTIOXKEHUs paiioHa padoT
CIIOXKEHBI TTIAaBHBIM 00pa3oM JIeJIHUKOBOH MOpPEHOM, KoTtopas (opmu-
pyeT OOLIMpPHBIC paBHHUHBI, TOKpbIBaromue 10 80% Bceil muomaim mo-
nmyoctpoBa. MopeHa mpe/icTaBlieHa BaJyHHOH CyIechbl0 ¢ MOIIHOCTBIO
Bapeupyfomeiics ot 0.2 10 5 M (Mopo3osa u jp., 2004).

Ha mutomansx, 3aHATHIX 3ITFOBO-JICIIOBHEM IIYHTUTOBBIX TOPOJT
W IIYHTUTOBOW MOpEHOH, Hambolee pachpoCTpaHeHbl Oypo3eMbl U
non0ypel. [TonOypsl 3a0HEKCKOrO MONIYOCTPOBA OTJIMYAIOTCS OT M-
pOKO pacrpocTpaHeHHBIX B Kapenuu moi3omnoB Oonee TEeMHOH OKpac-
KOM, IOHHMIKEHHOM KHCJIOTHOCTBIO, >KEIE3UCTOCTBIO, a Takke Oolee
BBICOKAM COJEp)KaHHEM 3JIEMEHTOB MHHepalbHOro nuranus. Ux pas-
JefieHNe Ha TeHETUYECKHE TOPU30HTHI OCI0KHEHO KaMEHHCTOCTBIO U
eOHUCTOCTBIO.

OOBEKTOM HCCIICAOBAHMS OBLI YIaCTOK ITOAOYPOB C U3BECTHBIM
¥ XOpOIIO W3YYEHHBIM CTPOECHUEM MOYBEHHOTO Ipoduis, chopMupo-
BaHHBIX Ha ITyHTUTOBBIX CIIAHIIAX, B IIEHTPAIFHON YacTH 3a0HEKCKOTO
noyoctpoBa (62.48166 c. nr., 34.79749 B. 1.) (PasHooOpasue 1ouB,
2006). Jlost omucaHusi TPaHMIl MOYBEHHBIX TOPU30HTOB ObUT HaMedeH
TPaHCEKT, IPOXOAAIINI OT YBIA)XHEHHBIX OTOP(OBAHHBIX ITOYB B HU-
3WHE, Yepe3 BRIPYOKYy K MaJIOM3MEHEHHBIM ToA0ypaM Ha BO3BHIIIEHHO-
ctsx. llpu BeIMONHEHWM pabOT YYUTHIBAINCH penbed U CYIIeCTBYIO-
mwe OwmoreHo3bl. OTAENbHO BHITIOJHEHAa KOOpAWHATHAS TPUBS3KA K
OIIOPHOMY paspesy.

[TouBennsnii mpodmnp mogO0ypoB Ha ydactke no maHHbM O.H.
baxmer u 10.B. Ilpecnyxuna umeer cnenytomiee crpoenue: A0 (0—6
cM) — necHas nojacTmiika; A1B (6—17 cm) — TemMHO-OypbIi, CHITBHO Ka-
MEHHUCTBIH, IecyaHblil TOPU30HT, NPUCYTCTBYeT opranuka; BC (17-24
CM) — OypbIli TOPH30HT, CIIO)K€H OOJIOMKAaMH IITYHTHTOBBIX CIIAHIIEB,
MEIIKO3eM Iec4aHoro cocrapa (Pasnoobpasue nous, 2006). Uzydaemsbie
MTOYBBI CYTIIMHUCTBIE CO 3HAYUTENHLHBIM MPOIIEHTOM KpyIHO3eMa (CM.
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Tabn. 4), umeroT Oypelii AoctaTouHo cnabo auddepeHIUpoOBaHHBIN
npoQuiib, TAKKE OTMEUAETCS MOBHIIICHHOE COJEpXKaHHE Yriepola M
asora (Pasnoobpasue nous, 2006).

Tadonuma 4. ['panynomerpuueckuil coctaB, comepikaHHue Yriiepoja U a3ora
JUts vccnenyemoi mouBsl (Pasnoobpasue mous, 2006)

Table 4. Particle size distribution, carbon and nitrogen content for the test soil
(according to Raznoobrazie pochv, 2006)

N C N
I'panyjomerpuyeckuii cocras, % | i

T'opuzonT % %
>10| 107 | 75 | 53 | 32| 2-1 | <1

A0 - - - - - - - 32.7 | 1.29

AlB 0.9 13 13|20 |31|133|781| 40 |0.27

BC 1.8 1.6 16 | 24 | 29 | 120 | 77.7 | 3.9 | 0.27

METO/IbI ITOJIEBBIX HABJIFOJIEHUI

B 3amauun mosieBbIX MCCIE0BAHUN Ha paccMaTpUBaeMOM y4acT-
K€ BXOJMJIO IIPOCIIEKUBAHUE U3MEHEHHUS] MOIITHOCTH [TOYBBI 10 JaHHBIM
reopasviooKalluy, ONpelesieHHe IPUYMH U YCJIOBUH (hopMHpOBaHUS
reopagapHbIX pedIIeKTOpOB, a TaKKe BEISBIEHHE (AaKTOPOB, 00OyClIaB-
JUBAIOIIMX H3MEHYMBOCTH MOYBEHHOI'0 MOKpoBa. PaboTel mpoBonu-
JIUCh ¢ Hcmoab3oBanueM reopagapa OKO-2 (Jloruc-I'eorex, Poccus),
OCHAIIIEHHOTO aHTEHHBIM OJIOKOM C IEHTpanbHOW dactoroi 400 MI 1.
HaGumroiennst BBIMOTHEHBI B0 HA3eMHOTO TIPOdUiIs oOme IIinHON
480 M, mmomo)keHre KOTOpPOro Ha MecTHOCTH onpeneisuiock GPS nasu-
raTopoM. Yd4er IepeMelleHUs] OCYIIECTBICH IMpPU MOMOIIM IITAaTHOTO
nmatanka J[[1-32. Illar ckaHrpoBaHWs MO MPOMUITIO COCTABUII 5 CM, UTO
MO3BOJIMJIO TOJYYUTh pajaporpaMmy, koropas Bkiaroudaer 9 600 ot-
JeTbHBIX 30HIUPYIOLINX Tpacc.

s ToYB Ha y4acTKe OTHOCUTENbHAsI AU3JIEKTPUUIEcKas IPOHU-
LAEMOCTh OIpEAEIeHa ¢ ONOPOH Ha MMEIOIIMICS OIOpPHBIA paspe3 H
JaHHbIE, MOJYYEHHBIE MO TUrepOonaM IuQparupoBaHHOM BOJHBI, U
coctaBisieT B cpenHeM 12 en. Ilpu ucnonp3yemoil BpeMeHHOH pas-
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BepTke 50 HC MoTydYeH MONE3HbIH CUTHAJ ¢ TIayOuHBI 6onee 1.5 M. 310
TIO3BOJIMJIO OIPENENNUTh MOJI0XKEHHE OTPaXaroUX IPaHUIl U COMOCTa-
BUTh UX C UMCIOMIMMCS TIOYBEHHBIM pa3pe3oM. B TeKymmx ycioBUsX
BEpTUKANbHAs pa3peliaronas CloCOOHOCTh COCTaBUIa 5 CM, a TOpH-
30HTaJbHAsA — 2 CM Ha MOBEPXHOCTH U A0 20 cM Ha riryOuHe B 1 M.

Peructpanus u 00paboTKa JaHHBIX BBIIOJIHSUIACH B TIPOrpaMM-
noM komrutekce GeoScan32 (Jloruc-T'eorex, Poccus). Ilepen BoImON-
HEHHEM HEeMOCPEICTBEHHOW HWHTEPIPETaliy BBINOIHSIIACH, (PUIbTpa-
nust. YacTOTHBIM aHaNW3 3alliCH I10Ka3all, YTO IPOMU3O0LLIO CMEIEHUE
LEHTPaIBHON 9acTOTHI 110 250 MI'11, a Takke BO3HHK JOMOTHUATEIHHBIHN
skcTpemyM Ha 20 MI'i. DTO CBHAETENBCTBYET O BIUSHUU TIPOBOIIM O-
CTH TIOYB Ha pETUCTpUpyeMble NaHHbIE. HU3KouacTOTHAs COCTaBIAIO-
asi yCTpaHeHa MpH MOMOIIH MOI0COBOM (uibTpannu. Takxke BBITON-
HEHa KOPPEKTHPOBKA MOJIOKEHHS HYJIS 3aMTMCH U BEIYNTAHHUE CPEJTH eTOo
JUTA yOAJIEHUSl CUTHAJIA TIPSAMOTO TPOoXoKAeHHs. C IeNbI0 TOBBIIIEHHS
KOHTpAacTa OTJENbHBIX CIIOEB Ha 3alHCH MMOJ0UpPacs Tpoduih ycue-
HUSI.

Kpome perucrpanuu OCHOBHOTO IeopafiapHOro IpoQuis, Bbl-
HOJHSUINCHh OTHEJIbHBIE HAONMIOIeHUs aHTeHHBIM OiokoM 1 700 MI'm
BJIOJIb TOYBEHHBIX Pa3pe30B B COUETAHUHU C U3MEPEHUEM 3JIEKTPopU-
3MYECKUX CBOWCTB IOYBEHHBIX I'OPU30HTOB METOJOM BPEMEHHOH pe-
¢dnexromerpun, ammaparypoir TDR200 (Campbell Scientific, USA).
Jnst 3TOro mocie MOArOTOBKM pa3pesa MO ero CTeHKE ¢ maroM 4 cM
BTBIKAJICSI 30H], KOTOPbIM H3MEpsIack OTHOCUTEIbHAS AUIEKTpUYE-
CKasl MIPOHHUIIAEMOCTh NO4YBHI. [lomydeHHBIE 3aMepbl IPENCTAaBIICHbI B
BUE rpaduka, Mo KOTOpOMY MOXHO TOYHO OLEHUTh BapHUaTHBHOCTb
NEKTPOPU3NUECKUX CBOMCTB IIOYBEHHOTO paspesa. Jlajee B 3TOM ke
MeCT€ Ha [TIOBEPXHOCTH BBINOIHEH HEOOMBIION IreopagapHbli Tpodub.
COop maHHBIX TPOMCXO/IUI C IIIArOM 3 CM B BpEMEHHON pa3BepTKoi 16
He. Takas xoHpurypanus odecrieunia rIyOuHy ucciaemoBanus o 60
cM U paspemernne nopsinka 1.5 cm. Habop mpouenyp obpaborku pama-
porpamMm COOTBETCTBOBAJI YKa3aHHOMY BBIIIIE.

B pesynbrare mogoOHbIe KOMIJIEKCHBIE HAOMIOeHUsT 00ecTen-
BalOT MapaMeTpu3alHio pa3pe3a U o0JerdarT GUHAIbHYI0 HHTEpIpe-
taiuio. Crienyer oTMETHTb, YTo Oonblias yactb PecniyOnuku Kapenus
(B TOM uncie 3a0HEKCKHIA MOTYOCTPOB) — OIaronpusTHBINA PEruoH IS
WCIIOJIB30BaHMS T€0PaIapoB MPU U3YyYEHUH MOYB M YETBEPTHUHBIX OT-
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JIOXKEHUH M3-33a HCKIIOYUTEILHO HHU3KOU MHUHCpaIn3aluu IrpyHTOBBIX
BOJ, a TAKXKEC HpeO6ﬂaI[aHI/Iﬂ OTJIOXKCHUM IECYaHOI'0 COCTaBa.

PE3VJIBTATBI U OBCYXAEHUE

PaccmorpuM naHHBIE T€OpaAMOIOKAIIMN Ha TpUMepe TpoduIIs,
IPOXOJSAIIEro € BOCTOKA Ha 3amaj, BAOAb IIOJIONOrO CKJIOHA OT
3a00/I0YEHHOM NPHO3EpHOM 00JacTH B CTOPOHY JIECHOTO MAacCHBa.
[Nocne BbIMONHEHNST TIEPBUYHON 0OpPaOOTKM Ha 3aIMCH OIPEessUTUCh
MIPU3HAKK TpaHHIbl MeXxay ropu3oHToM BC n MatepmHCKO# mopoaoit
— HaJIWYHe MPOTSHKEHHOW OCH CHH(A3HOCTH, BBICOKHUE AMILTUTYIIBI
OTpakKeHHUH, CMEHa KapTUHBI BOJIHOBOT'O TOJIS (pHC. 4).

8blICOMmMHas ommMmemeka, M
©
o
w»

94.5-E M nukem, m

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200 220 240 260 280 300 320 340 360 380 400 420 440 460 430

MOWHOCTL, CM

45

Puc. 4. Teopamapubiii mpoduib Ha HcCIeayeMOM ydacTke (BBepXy) H
YCTaHOBJICHHAS! K3MEHUYHUBOCTh MOIIHOCTH TIOYBEHHOTO IPOodiist (BHU3Y).

Fig. 4. GPR transect in the studied area (above) and identified variability of
soil profile thickness (below).

B pesynprare Oputa mpocnekeHa KPOBJS MOACTHIIAIONICH ITyH-
TUTOBOM MOPEHBI U OINPEAEIEHO, YTO BAOJIb IPO(HIIS TOYBEHHBIH MO-
KpoB uMmeeT au¢(epeHurpOBaHHYIO0 MOIIHOCTh. B HadajdbHOW YacTH
Ha mmkerax (IIK) 0-30 ormeuwaercs Hamuume OTOP(GOBAHHBIX ITOYB.
3TO BEIPa)KEHO B PA3BUTHH XapaKTEPHOrO MOKPOBa c(HarHOBBIX MXOB U
B YBEJIMYEHUU TONIIUHBI Mo4B 110 32 + 5.0 cMm. Janee, mexay 11K 50—
150 HaOmromaercs paBHOMEpPHOE TOJOXKEHHe HWkHel TpaHunbl BC,
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MOIIHOCTh TIOYBEHHOT'0 MOKPOBa BAONB mpoduis coctasisier 24 + 1.9
cMm. @parment npodunst Ha [IK 150-250 pacmonoxken B mpeaemax
y4acTKa CBEKEH BBIPYOKH, YTO MOXET OBITh NPUYMHONW YaCTHYHOM
3PO3UHU MTOYBEHHOT0 OKpOoBa J10 23 £ 1.6 cM. Cnenyromas odnacts [1K
265-365 COOTHOCHTCS C HEM3MEHEHHBIM JIECHBIM MAacCHBOM M, Kak
CJICIICTBHE, C HEHAPYIICHHBIMU MOAOYpPaMH C MOIIHOCTBIO 29 £ 2.0 cMm.
[locne vero cHoBa (UKCHPYIOTCSI YCIOBHO-HOPMaJbHBIE MOYBHI (Kak
Ha [TK 50-150) mominocThio 24 + 1.3 oM.

C omopoii Ha TOYBEHHBIN pa3pe3 MPOBOIWICA JETaNbHBIN aHa-
JIU3 pagaporpaMmm, Tak Kak 3TO MO3BOJISIET BEISIBUTH eopajapHbIe MPH-
3HAKH JIs TpaHmil paszena ropu3oHToB A0 u AlB, a Taxxke OICHUTH
TOYHOCTh H3MepeHuil. i1 peanu3anuy Takoro MOJXOJa BbIJIENIEH
(bparMeHT 3amuMcH B OOJIACTH pPAaCIoONOKeHHs paspe3a (puc. S5A) u
(hparMeHT, rie MOIIHOCTH MMOYB MakcuMaibHa (puc. 5B). Bpems kax-
JIOM 3aIMCH cOcTaBisier 15 HC, a TOpH3OHTANbHAA MPOTSHKEHHOCTh —
2 M. B kauecTBe mepBOro srama MHTEPIpPETAIMH pajaporpamMm HeoO-
XOJIMMO OIPEEIUTh, KaK Ha 3alMCH BBITJISIIUT OTPAXKEHUE OT MCKO-
MbIX rpaHull. CyllecTByeT HECKOIBKO MOJXOAOB Ui OMpereneHUs
MTOJIOXKEHMS peieKTopa: 1Mo MEPBBIM BCTYIUIEHUSAM; TUKY MaKCHUMallb-
HOU aMITTUTY L, (ha30BOMY IEPEXOY.

B paccmarpuBaeMoM ciydae TpaHHWIa MEKIy TOPU30HTAMHU
OIpeneNnsIeTcs Mo cMeHe (a3bl UMITyJIbca ¢ “— Ha “+”, Tak KaK IePBbIi
TaKoil TMepexoj MOJTHOCTHIO COOTBETCTBYET TIyOWMHE pas3jena Mexmy
ropuzonTaMd AQ 1 A1B, I0 TaHHBIM ITOYBEHHOI'O pa3pe3a; Takke Ha
3TOM YpOBHE HAOIIOMAETCS MPOTHKEHHAs och cHH(Ma3HOCTH (prc. SA).
BrisBnennas rpanumna umeer Bpems 3anucH t = 1.3 HC npu 3HaYeHHH
OTHOCHUTENBHON TUAIEKTPHYECKOW MPOHHUIAeMOCTH & = 12, CKOpPOCTh
BoNHEI coctaBisieT V = 8.6 cm/HC, pacuer riryOWHBI 3aneranusi Z naer
pe3ynbsTaT B 5.5 cM, uro Ha (.5 cM oTnMYaeTcs OT MpSIMBIX HaOroIIe-
Huii B pa3pese. Ha rpanune A1B-BC Bpems 3amucu t = 4.2 HC mpm
e=12uV = 8.6 cm/Hc, TiryOuHa Z = 18.1 cm, uto Ha 1.0 cM oTnmgaer-
csl OT TPSIMBIX HaOmoneHwit. Heckonbko WHas CUTyamusi OTMEJaeTcs
JUTs TToomBeI ropu3oHTa BC, B 00miem Buie pacder TpaHUIbI BEPEH:
t=6.0 uc, V = 8.6 cm/Hc, Z = 25.8 oM, ipu HaOMOgaeMbIX 24 ¢M B pas-
pe3e. Hapsany ¢ stum anst maHHOW 00nacTH OTMeEYaeTcs HapylleHHe
(a3l UMIynbca W pe3KOoe BO3pacTaHWe aMIUUTYIbl. OOBsSCHEHHEM
TAKOTO SIBIICHUS MOXET CIIYXXHUTh ITOBBIIIEHHOE COJAEpKaHHE B TOpPH-
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3oaTe BC KpynmHBIX 00JIOMKOB MOJCTHIIAIONINX IIYHTUTOBBIX CIIAHIIEB,
0 YeM CBHJETEIbCTBYET BOMHHUCTHINA XapakTep peduiektopa 1 runepoo-
JBl TUQparupoBaHHON BONHBEI. Hmke Ha 3ammcu HabOmrogaercsi cMeHa
XapakTepa BOJHOBOM KapTUHBI — OT Mapajuie/ibHOW (aiuu, 4To SBIIS-
€TCA HOPMaJbHBIM JJIA MOYBBI, K XaOTUYECKOW, COOTHOCUMOMN C MO/JI-
CTUJIAOLIe MOpeHOH. AHalu3 MTHOBEHHBIX aMIUINTYJ OTpakKeHUiH
(9HEeprorpaMMsI) Mokasall, YTO MOYBEHHBINH MPOGHMIIL UMeeT Ooiee BhI-
COKYI0 3HEPI'HI0 OTPa)KCHHOI'0 CUT'HAIa B CPABHEHUU C HUXKEJIEKALU-
MH KOPEHHBIMH ITIOPOAAMM.
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Puc. 5. ®dparmeHT pamaporpamMMbl, OTIENbHAs Tpacca W DHEProrpaMma st
Y4aCTKOB TIOYB C pa3Hoii MomHocThio Ha mukeTe 90 (A) u mukere 290 (B) mo
TIPOQIITIO HAOTIOICHUIA.
Fig. 5. Fragment of radargram, a separate trace and Hilbert transformation for
sections with different thickness at picket 90 (A) and picket 290 (B) along
GPR profile.
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Hanee oOpaTtumcs K pparMeHTy pagaporpamMsl 1o odjaacTu, rae
BBISIBJICHa MaKCHMaJbHas MOIIHOCTH 1mouB (puc. 5B). Ha 3anmcu cpa3sy
XOpOIIO PAa3TUYalOTCsl HHTEHCUBHBIE MapajulelibHbIe OCH CHH(A3HOCTH,
XapaKTCpHBIC JId 30HAWPOBAHHA T'OPHU3OHTAJBHBIX CPCI. HpI/I 3TOM
OTMeYaercsl COXpaHeHHEe YCTIOBUsI CMEHBI (a3bl HA TPaHULIAX TOPH3OH-
ToB. CaMu TpaHMIIBI POBHBIC BCIICJACTBHE OTCYTCTBHS KPYITHOOOJIO-
MOYHOM (ppakiuu. AHaiIM3 OTAENbHBIX MOYBEHHBIX TOPU30HTOB TOKa-
3all ciepyromue pe3yabtaThl: pasnen AO—Al1B umeer cpennee t = 1.6
He, V = 8.6 cm/uc, B utore Z = 6.9 cm; A1IB-BC t =4.0 uc, V = 8.6
cM/HC, a Z = 17.2 cM; KpOBJISI MATEPUHCKUX MOPOJ (GUKCUPYETCsl TIPH
t=7.1uc, V=28.6cm/uc,a”Z=30.5cm.

AHanu3 3HeprorpaMMsbl TaKKe JEMOHCTPUPYET MPUYPOUEHHOCTD
MHTEHCUBHBIX OTPAXEHHM K mouBeHHOW Toniie. Konduryparus mnod-
BEHHOTO TIPOQHUIISI COOTBETCTBYET UMEIOIIEMYCSI pa3pe3y, a POCT MOIII-
HOCTH 00YCIIOBJIEH yBenuueHrnem ropusonta BC Ha 5 cMm B cpaBHeHUH
C THUIIOBBIM pa3pe3oM. B o0miem Buje 1Mo pe3ylbTaTaM JIETalbHOTO
aHalM3a pajiaporpaMMBbl U OTJIENBLHBIX (PparMeHToB yCTaHOBIEHO, YTO
reopagap obdecreuni onpezeneHue Momuoctu npoduist AO-A1B-BC
HCCIIETYEMOT0 TIOI0ypa CO CPEMHEH MOrPENTHOCTRIO £ 3 CM.

BrnusiHue BIaXXHOCTH Ha PETHCTPUPYEMYIO BOJHOBYIO KapTHHY
JIEMOHCTPUPYETCS Ha TIpUMEpE Mepexoa OT aBTOMOP(MHBIX OB K I10-
JTyTAAPOMOP(HBIM, pacCIIONIOKEHHBIM B paiioHe wucciaemoBaHmit. s
OOMBIICH JETATBPHOCTH M3MEPEHUS BBIMOTHEHB! aHTeHHOW 1 700 MI'1,
TaKKe MPHUBJICYCHBI JaHHBIE MPOMEPA OTHOCHTEIHHOW TUAIIEKTpHYe-
CKOM TMpOHHUIaeMOCTH MeroaoM pediekromerpun. Ha pucyHke 6
TIpencTaBiIeHbl TpH (GparMeHTa pagaporpaMMbl JUIMHHOW 1.5 M, oTpa-
YKAIOMINE TIePEX0/ OT MOAOYPOB, PACIIONOKEHHBIX HAa BO3BBIIIEHHOCTH
(puc. 6A), k moadypam Ha ckiione (puc. 6B) u qanee x mogdypam riee-
BbIM B HE3HHE (prc. 6C). COOTBETCTBEHHO HAOIIOIAETCS MEPEXOJ TO-
puzonta BC x BCg. Crenpl orieeHus: MposBISAIOTCS B BUJIE CHU3BIX H
PKaBBIX TATEH, MPOKUJIOK B IPUMa30K. PaccTosHre MeXIy 3amucCsIMu
coctaBisuio 30 M, a MPEBBILLIEHUE BBICOT — OpsIIKA 5 M.

[lepBpIM TIpU3HAKOM W3MEHEHHS BIAKHOCTH CIIY)KAT Pa3HOCTh
BPEMEH PETUCTPAllMN U3BECTHBIX TOPH30HTOB, YTO CBS3aHO C M3MEHE-
HUEM CKOPOCTH DJIEKTPOMArHUTHON BONHBI. JlaHHBIN (akT moaTBep-
JKIAeTCsl JIETATBHBIMHU TPOMEPaMH OTHOCHTEIHHON JHAJIEKTPUIECKOM
MpOHUIIaeMOCTH. B cirydae Majoro yBrnakHeHHs il ropu3zoHTta AQ u
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AlB &, = 9.7 (V = 9.6 cm/uc), a usa BC &, = 4.4 (V = 14 cm/uc). Ile-
pexonHas 30Ha xapakrepuzyercs A0 u AlB ¢, = 8.9 (V = 10.0 cm/Hc),
a st BC ¢, = 9.3 (V = 9.3 cm/Hc). [Ipu M30bITOYHOM yBIaKHEHUH IJIS
ropuzonta A0 n AlB ¢, = 11.2 (V = 9.0 cm/Hc), TOrAa Kak 11t ropu-
3oaTa BCQ KapTHHA pe3Ko MEHseTcs, MPOUCXOUT TPAIUSHTHBIH POCT
¢ 10 19 yenosusix equnui (V = 6.8 cM/HC).
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Puc. 6. ®parMeHThl pajgaporpamMMm W rpadukd BapUaldd OTHOCHTEIHHOM
JIMDIICKTPUYECKOW  MMPOHUIIAEMOCTH  JUIST  YYaCTKOB  aBTOMOP(HBIX  (A),
nepexonusix (B) u momyruapomopdusix (C) mous.

Fig. 6. Fragments of a GPR profiles and graphs of variations in dielectric
constant for sections of automorphic (A), transition (B) and semihydromorphic
(C) soils.
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Takum 00pazoM, MOXXHO (UKCHPOBATH MOCTEHEHHOE MaJeHHE
CKOPOCTH BOJIHBI OT MPOGMIIS K MPOQUITIO, YTO CBHACTEIBCTBYET O IMO-
CTCIICHHOM YBCJIIMYCHHUU BJIAXKHOCTU K IMOAHOXBIO BO3BBINICHHOCTH.
MoXHO TpoCIenTh, Kak nojousa ropusonta BC, deTko peructpupy-
eMasi Ha TepBOi 3aIllicH, ociabeBaeT Ha BTOPOH M CTaHOBUTCS ci1ado-
YUTaeMOW Ha IocjenHel pagaporpamme npu nepexoae k BCg. Kpome
TOr0, €CNU sl NoAOYpPOB MOACTHIIAIONIAS IIIYHTUTOBAsE MOpEHa UMEET
Xa0THYECKYIO BOTHOBYIO KapTHHY, TO JJIS TJIeeBbIX MOAOYpPOB MOIOMI-
Ba ropu3onta BCg He ompenensercs, a HIDKeNexaiiue He uaeHTudu-
HUPOBAaHHBIE CJION UMEIOT MapajuleibHble OCH CHH(]A3HOCTH.

[IpakTrdeckue MpUMephl MOKa3bIBaIOT BO3MOKHOCTH OIpeene-
HUA TpaHUI] NIOYBECHHBIX TOPU30HTOB M HMX MNPOCICIKMBAHWEC HA 3HAYU-
TelbHBbIEe paccTosiHus. [lomydaeMasi TOYHOCTh HAOIIOACHHUH MMO3BOJISIET
OLIEHUTH MPOCTPAHCTBEHHYIO CTPYKTYpPY MOYBEHHOT'O0 MPOQIIA U BbI-
ABUTH YYaCTKHM aHOMAJIbHBIX n3MeHeHn. BaxHbIM q)aKTOpOM JJIsL
YCIICIIHOI'O MPUMEHCHUA METOJa I'COpaanOIOKaluN ABJIACTCA IMPHUBJIC-
YeHHE MPSMBIX TTOYBEHHBIX HAOIIONEHUHN, UTO MO3BOJISET pa3padoTarh
OIOPHYIO MHTEPIPETANIMOHHYIO0 cXeMy. Tak Kak M3ydeHHe IO4YB s
METOJ0B T€OhM3NKHU SIBISETCS KpaliHEe CIOKHOH 3amadeil ¢ HEOTHO-
3HAYHBIM DEIICHWEM, OTCYTCTBHE IMOMOOHBIX IAHHBIX OrPAaHUYUBAET
CHEKTp MCCIIEJOBAHUN U TIEPEBOAUT MOTydaeMble Pe3yIbTaThl B CTATyC
OLIEHOYHBIX U, 3a9aCTYI0, YMO3PUTEIbHBIX.

3AKJIIOYEHUE

IIpoBeneHHbId aHAIN3 MPOJIEMOHCTPUPOBAJ, YTO METON reopa-
TUONOKAIMA MOXKET YCIIENTHO TPHUMEHSATHCS IS PElIeHHS IEeNOoro
CHeKTpa 3a/1a4d MOYBOBECHNs. BhICOKasi MPOM3BOAUTEIHHOCTh U TOY-
HOCTh HAOIIOEHHI MO3BOJISET UCCIIENOBATh MAJIOMOIIHEIE IT0YBEHHBIE
TOPHU3OHTHI C pa3pelieHneM 10 2—3 CM, OIEHWBATh W3MEHEHHUS HX
AMEKTPO(PU3NIECKUX MMapaMeTpoB B TOPU3OHTAIHHON MPOEKIINH W Ha
rIyOWHY, a TakKe BBIMOIHATh MOUCK M yYeT JIOKaJbHBIX HEOAHOPO/I-
Hocreil. Ha mpuMepe mon0ypoB 3a0HEKCKOr0 MOIYOCTPOBA TTOKa3aHA
BO3MOXKHOCTH JUISI TTPOCIIEKMBAHUS MOIITHOCTH ITOYBEHHBIX TOPH30HTOB
C MPUBIIEYEHUEM OIOPHBIX IMOYBEHHBIX Pa3pe30B reopagapoM C aHTEH-
Hoil yacroroit 400 MI'i. HenpepsiBHasi reopaAlONOKAIIMOHHAS ChEMKA
obecrieumiia 00cIeI0BaHNE 3HAYUTEIBHON TUTOMIA M, TIO3BOIHIIA TTOITY-
YUTh CXEMY MOITHOCTH MOYBEHHOTO MOKPOBA U BBIIBUTH OOJIACTH H3-
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MEHEHUs TONIIUHBL. [lomydaeMbie MOIeIbHBIE pa3pe3bl U KapThl MOXK-
HO COMOCTAaBJISATh C JAaHHBIMU O JJaHJmadTax 1 OUOLEHO3aX IS BBISIB-
neHus HauOonee 3HaYMMBIX (PakTOpoB MoyBooOpazoBaHus. [lambHel-
miee pa3BUTHE METOJIa TeOPaTUOIOKAIIMH U €ro ajanTalus K crenudu-
K€ 3a/1a4 TIOYBOBE/ICHNS 3aBUCHUT OT CIIOCOOOB KOMILIEKCHOTO MCIIOJb-
30BaHUs OJaHHBIX W HMHTCTPUPOBAHUA I“CO(I)I/I3I/I‘-IGCKI/IX 1 IIOYBEHHBIX
METO/0B HCCIIEIOBAHMM.
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