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I/ICCJ'leZ[OBaHHe O0OHSIHHSA CEPbIX H I'PECHIAHACKHX TIOJIeHel
C IIOMOIIBbI0 ME€TOoAa ONIEPAHTHOI'O oﬁyqemm

[IpencraBneHsbl pe3yabTaThl UCCICIOBAHNS OOOHIHIS CePhIX U IPEHIIAHACKHX TIOJICHEl B Tporecce BBIPabOTKHI
IBUTATEILHOTO YCJIOBHOTO pediekca Ha 3amaX o0beKTa; yCTaHOBJICHA CIIOCOOHOCTH TMOJOTBITHBIX THOJICHEH
arddepeHIMpoBaTh pa3inyHble 3anaxu. MccnenoBaHue BKIIOYANIO TPU ITala, B X0le KOTOPBIX TIOJIEHeH o0yyanu
arddepeHImpoBaTh: 1) KOHTEHHEp ¢ pacTBOPOM KaM(opbl OT KOHTEHHepa ¢ IUCTIUTMPOBAHHON BOJIOH; 2) KOHTEHHep
¢ pactBopoM aumetwicyinbduna (JIMC) ot koHTeliHepa ¢ AUCTWLINPOBAHHOW BOION (HA STHX dTarax ONpeaessuIin
BO3MOXHOCTb BbIPAOOTKM Yy MCCIELYeMBIX TIOJE€Hel NBUraTeJbHOrO YCIOBHOTO peduiekca Ha OOOHATENbHbIN
pazapakutenib); 3) MpU MapHOM MPeIbABIEHUM KOHTEHHEp ¢ pacTBOPOM IUMETWICYIb(pHAa OT KOHTeliHepa
¢ pacTBOPOM KaM(opsl (BbIABISIIM CLIOCOOHOCTb TIONIEHEH pa3nuyath 3amnaxu). DKCIepUMEeHT NPOBOAMIN B YCIIOBHUAX
akBakoMIuiekca MMBH (B Kosbckom 3anuBe); B kKadecTBe MOAOMBITHBIX KMBOTHBIX ObIJIM BBIOpaHbI IBE CAMKU
ceporo TiosieHs (Halichoerus grypus, Fabricius, 1791) B Bo3pacte ceMu JieT M JIBe CaMKH TPEHIIAHACKOTO TIOJICHS
(Pagophilus groenlandicus, Erxleben, 1777) B Bo3pacTte AByX JieT. sl IpOBEICHUS YKCIIEPUMEHTOB CTUMYJITBHEIC
BE€IIECTBA pa3BOAWIN B HHCTHJ’IJ’IHpOBaHHOﬁ BOOC o0 TaKoM KOHLOECHTpauunu, yTOOBI HHTEHCUBHOCTD 3amaxa Obljia
MUHHUMAITbHA, 3aTEM PacTBOp TMOMeILaIH B KOHTeliHep. Pe3ynbTaThl paboThl IPOAEMOHCTPUPOBAIN CIOCOOHOCTH
TIOJIOTIBITHBIX TIOJICHE! BHIPAOATHIBATh IBUTATENBHBIN YCIIOBHBIM peduiekc Ha OOOHATEIBHBIC pPa3IpaKUTEIH
W OTIMYaTh OJMH 3amax oT Apyroro. CkopocTh oO0ydeHHs CepblX W TPEHJIAaHICKHX TIOJIeHel B mpouecce
i epeHIMpOBKN KOHTEifHEpa C 3amaxoM OT MyCTOTO KOHTeifHepa Oblla CpaBHUTENLHO OWHAKOBA, a MPH
I depeHIMPOBKe IBYX 3alaxoB IPEHJIaHACKUE TIOJEHH 00ydyaauch Ha MOPANOK MeIIEHHEee CephbIX THOJEHE.
JlaHHOE OTJIMYME B CKOPOCTH 00YYEeHHs, BEPOATHO, CBA3AHO C BUIOBBIMU OCOOEHHOCTAMM HCCIIELyeMbIX THOJIeHeH
U CBUIETENbCTBYET O OOJIee BBICOKOM MIIACTUYHOCTH HEPBHOM CHCTEMBI CEPbIX THOJIEHEIH.

KinoueBbie ¢j10Ba: cepblil TIOJICHD, MPEHIIAHJICKUIA TIOJIEHB, 000HHUE, KaM(opa, TUMETUICYIIb(HIL,

BBenenue

Mopckre MIIEKOTIUTAIOIINE T0JITOe BPEeMS pacCMaTpPUBAINCH KaK aHOCMATHKH WJIA MUKpOCcMaThky [1; 2].
Y kKUT00Opa3HBIX 0OOHAHUE MTOYTH YTPAue€HO; OOOHSATENbHBIE TOJM MO3Ta 1 00OHSITEIbHBIE HEPBBI OTCYTCTBYIOT
TTOJTHOCTBIO (3y0aThle KWTHI) WM UMEIOTCS B 3a9aTOYHOM COCTOSHHMH (ycaTble KHUTHI) [3]; Takke B MX TEHOME
yTpadeHsl W HAXOIATCS B HEAKTHBHOM COCTOSIHMM T€HbI, OTBEUaroIye 3a 000HsHue [4].

HaGmonenuns 3a moBeieHHEM JIACTOHOTHX B €CTECTBEHHBIX YCIJIOBUSX MO3BOJISIIOT CHEIaTh BBIBOM, YTO
000HSIHUE, BOBMOXKHO, UTPAET BKHYIO POJIb B MX COLMAIBLHON KOMMYHHUKALIUK, PENPOAYKTUBHOM TMOBe/IeHUH [ 5]
1 BeIOOpE nuILy [6].

OOGoHATeNbHOE MOBE/ICHNE U HAa30-Ha3aIbHbIE KOHTAKThI FOXKHOA(PPUKAHCKMX MOPCKUX KOTHKOB (Arctocephalus
pusillus, Schreber, 1775), cogepxamunxcs B HeBoJe, Obutn onucanbl G. J. Ross [7]. CaMK1 TpeHIaHACKOTO THOJIEHS
(Pagophilus groenlandicus, Erxleben, 1777) onpenensin CBOUX IIEHKOB BU3YaJIbHO, BOKAILHO U C MOMOIIbIO
0OOHSHISI, HO OKOHYATEeJIbHOE TIOATBEPKICHNE HAOJFOIANIOCH TOJIBKO Toclie 0OHroXMBaHMs meHKoB [§]. Kopmenuro
TIOYTH BCET/1A MPeIIIecTBOBOBAN Ha30-HAa3aIbHBINH KOHTAKT [8; 9], B TeueHHne MepBbIX ABYX IHEH Tocie posKAeHNT
caMKK OOHIOXMBAJIH [IEHKOB 3HAYMTEIIHLHO Yallle, YeM BO BPEMsI OCTAIBHOTO MepHoa IpyJHOTO BCKapMimBaHust [8].
Cawmku ceBepHOTO MOpckoro kotuka (Callorhinus ursinus, Linnaeus, 1758) Tarxke 9acTo 0OHIOXHBAIOT MICHKOB
TIOCJIe POKIIEHNST ¥ BO BpeMsl TIepHo/ia JIAKTALIMH 1 VICTIONB3YIOT Ha30-Ha3aIbHbIN KOHTAKT KaK CPeICTBO NIEHTH(HKALN
cBOMX LIEHKOB [10]. DTOT ke KOHTAKT KakK 3aKIIOUUTeNIbHOe MPU3HAHKWE CaMKOIl CBOEro IeHKa ObUl OMUCaH
y HO)KHOAMEPHUKAHCKHX MOPCKHMX KOTHKOB (Arctocephalus australis, Zimmermann, 1783) [11], kepreneHckux
MOPCKUX KOTUKOB (Arctocephalus gazella, Peters, 1875) [12], aBcTpanuiickux MOpcKux JbBoB (Neophoca cinerea,
Peron, 1816) [13] u cuByueii (Eumetopias jubatus, Schreber, 1776) [14].

BaxHyto poiib 000HSHUE WIPAeT U B PENPOAYKTUBHOM MOBEAEHUN MOPCKHUX MIeKonUTarommx. CaMIiibl
HOBO3EJIaHJCKUX MOPCKHMX KOTUKOB (Arctocephalus forsteri, Lesson, 1828) oOHIOXMBaNM caMOK B 00JaCTH TOJIOBbI
W 3alHEeil 4acTy Tejla B MEPUOJ pa3MHOXKEHHMSI, O-BUAMMOMY OLIEHNBAsi TOTOBHOCTh CAMOK K criapuBaHmio [15].
OOGoHsATENEHOE TIOBE/IEHNE CHUBYUEH pa3iiMiaioch Kak MeXIy KMBOTHBIMH Pa3HOTO MOJIa M BO3PAcTa, TaK U B pa3HbIe
TIEPHOIbI MX *KU3HU (PETIPOIyKTUBHBIN 1 MOCTPEeNpoayKTUBHBIN) [16]. ¥ camuoB konbuateix Hepn (Phoca hispida,
Schreber, 1775) B iepro pa3MHOKEHUS YCHITABATIACH CEKPEINS CATBHBIX U allOKPUHHBIX JKelle3, KOTOPhICe W3/1aBajIi
CWIBHBIN crienuduaeckuit apomar [17]. Bo3MokHO, 0H UCTIONB3YyeTCs I MAPKUPOBKU TEPPUTOPUH W/WITA IS
npuBieyeHus camok [ 18].

IOxHOadprKkaHckue MOpCKIe KOTUKK MOTIH Au(depeHIMpoBaTh 3amax pelObl OT apoMara 3(pUpHBIX Macel,
a TaKKe pas3auyaTh BUIbI peIO MO 3anaxy [6].
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B Hay4HOI uTepaType MpencTaBlIeHBl IKCIIEPUMEHTANbHbIC UCCIEIOBAaHUS (PU3HOJIOTHU M MOBEICHHS
YIIACTBIX TIONEHe; paboThl MO M3yYEHHIO HACTOAIIMX TIOJICHEW MpeACTaBIeHbl HEIOCTATOYHO U B OCHOBHOM
TIOCBSIIIEHBI PACCMOTPEHHMIO PE3YJIbTATOB HAOMIONCHHS 33 MOBEICHHUEM JKMBOTHBIX. 110 3TOM mprvnHe HaMu ObLIO
TPOBEZICHO VICCIIEIOBaHNE OOOHSIHMS MPEICTaBUTENEH IBYX BHIOB HACTOSIIHX TIOJICHEH C MCTIONB30BaHIEM METO/Ia
OTIEpPaHTHOTO 00yYeHNSI.

Martepuajbl 1 MeTOABI

OKCHepUMEHT NPOBOWIIN B YCIIOBUAX akBakoMIuiekca MMBU Ha akBatopun Konbckoro 3a1vBa; NOfONBITHbIE
JKMBOTHBIE — JIBE CAMKM Ceporo TrosieHs (Halichoerus grypus, Fabricius, 1791) B Bo3pacTe cemMu JIET 1 [IBE CAMKH
rpeHnaHckoro ToneHs (Pagophilus groenlandicus, Erxleben, 1777) B Bo3pacte 1ByX JieT. K Hauairy SKcriepruMeHTaIbHbIX
paboT Bce JKMBOTHBIE ObUIN 3A0POBBI K 00YUEHBI MO cXeMe "BbIOOp U3 IBYX CTUMYJIOB".

B kauectBe OOOHATENBHBIX CTUMYJIOB HWCHONB30BaTNCh 10%-¢ pacTBOphl KaMQopHOTO Macia
n quMeTwicynbduna. 3amax kam@opsl OblT BHIOpaH TOTOMY, YTO OH, BO-TIEPBBIX, COTJIACHO COBPEMEHHOI
CTEpPEOXNMHUYECKON TeOpHH OOOHSHMA OTHOCUTCS K MEPBUYHBIM 3araxaM, a BO-BTOPBIX, TIOJEHH, OOWTaroImue
B APKTHKE, He MOTJIM CTAJIKMBATHCS C JAHHBIM 3aI1axoM paHee, Mo3ToMy Kam(opa SBIsuIachk il HUX HHAN(GepeHTHBIM
pazmpaxuTeneM. 3anax AUMETWICYIb(raa, MPeanoNoXUTeIbHO, NMEET BAXKHOE OMOJOTHYEcKoe 3HaYeHUE IS
nmactoHoTuX. Jrmetuncynb(ua o0pasyeTcs B X0ae MeTaOOTMIECKOTO PA3IOKEHUS TUMETIICYTH(OHMOTIPOTIMOHATA,
BBIJIENAEMOro B BOAY (DMTOIUIAHKTOHOM B MepHol ero upeTeHus [19]. YcraHoBneHo, 4TO ceBepHas Kauyypka
(Oceanodroma leucorhoa, Vieillot, 1818) [20], ctpanctByromwmii ansbarpoc (Diomedea exulans, Linnaeus, 1758) [21]
n rony6oit OypesectHUk (Halobaena caerulea, Gmelin, 1789) [22] HaxoasT MecTa KOpMIIEHHS IO 3amaxy
aumetuncyiab@uaa. [TMHIBUHBI Pe3KO YBETMUYMBAIOT CBOIO IBMIATEbHYIO AKTMBHOCTb B MECTAax pPaclbLICHHSA
JIMC [23]. Bo3MokHO, 4T0 no Hainu4yuio B Boge JIMC HaxoIsT MecTa CKOIJIEHUS MJIaHKTOHa HEKOTOPblE BHIbI
akyn [24] u pudoBsx peid [25]. DKCIepUMEHTANBHO BEHISBICHA BBHICOKAs YYBCTBUTEIBHOCTH OOBIKHOBEHHBIX
TioneHel (Phoca vitulina, Linnaeus, 1758) x numeTnncynb(puay M yCTaHOBJIEHO, YTO OHAa Ha TMOPSIKW BBILIE,
4yeM y Jrojei [26].

DkcnepuMeHT ObUT pa3zeNieH Ha TpH dTara. Ha mepBoM 3Tarie JKMBOTHBIX 00ydanu aud¢epeHunpoBaTh
KOHTeHep ¢ pacTBOpoM kKaM(OpBI OT IyCTOTO KOHTEiHepa; Ha BTOpoM — auddepeHImpoBaTh KOHTEHHEP ¢ PACTBOPOM
JMC ot mycToro KoHTeitHepa; Ha TpeTheM — muddepeHmponars korTeitHep ¢ JIMC OT KOHTeliHepa ¢ pacTBOPOM
kamopsbl. [ mMpoBeAeHH IKCIIEPUMEHTOB CTUMYJbHbIE BELIECTBA Pa3BOAWIM B AMCTUIUIMPOBAHHON BOJE 0
TaKoW KOHLEHTpALMHK, YTOObl MHTEHCUBHOCTb 3anaxa Oblla MUHUMAaJIbHA, 3aTeM pacTBOp MOMELLAIN B KOHTEHHEp.

OKcnepUMeHTajlbHas YCTaHOBKA MpecTaBiisia co0oil 1Be TpyObl, 3aKpenieHHble Ha AepeBSHHOM Opyce
(puc. 1). Tpy6s! umenu pyuHy 30 cM 1 1uameTp 6 cM, Giarogapsi 4eMy TIOJIEHH MOTJIM CBOOOJHO MPOCOBBIBAThH
B HUX TIEPEHIOI0 YacTb FOJIOBBI M AblIaTh. B kaxmoil TpyOe ObUIO BbIPE3aHO OTBEPCTHE AUAMETPOM 8§ CM,
B KOTOpOE MOMELIANNCh KOHTeHHEphl ¢ TECTOBbIMHU BellecTBaMU. C MPOTUBOMONIOKHOTO KOHLIA TPYOBI 3aKperieH
JNEKTPUIECKHI BEHTHIIATOP, KOTOPBIN CO3/1aBajl TOK BO3/IyXa B TpyOe, UTO MO3BOJISAIO MUHIMHU3HPOBATH BIMSHIE
Takux (pakTOpOB, KaK BETEp U MOCTOPOHHUE 3aIaxHu.

_ﬁgggﬁ.

Puc. 1. DxcnepuMeHTaNIbHAs yCTaHOBKA
Fig. 1. Experimental installation
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DKCHepUMEHTAIBHYIO YCTAaHOBKY TMOMEIIAaIN B BOJIbEP HAa paccTOSHUMA | M OT CTapTOBON MO3WLMHU
KMBOTHOTO. TroymeHell oOyyalii MO KOMaHIE 3acOBBIBATH TMEPEAHIOI0 YacTh TOJIOBBI B TPyOy W OcTaBaThCs
B TakoM mojioxkernu 10 10 c. Takxke KUBOTHBIX TPUYYad K 3BYKY padOTarOMIero BEHTHIATOPA.

B koHTeiHep MoOMemald TECTOBOE BEIIECTBO (TIONOKWUTENBHBIM CTUMYI), B APYroil KOHTEWHEp —
JUCTUJUTNPOBAaHHYIO BOAY (OTpHLATENBHBIN CTHMYJ) W YCTaHaBIWBAIM UX B TpyObl. Ha TpeTheM 3Tame, koraa
n3ydasach CocoOHOCTb MCCIeyEMBIX TrOJIeHel nuddepeHnpoBaTs MeX Iy co00i pacTBOpbI ANMETHICYIb(pUIA
1 kaM(opbl, B OMH KOHTeWHep MoMellaad JUMEeTUICYIb(Gua (MON0KUTENbHbIA CTUMYI), B APYroil — kampopy
(oTpuuaTenbHbIN cTUMYJ). B3anmopacnonoxkeHne KOHTEHHEPOB MEHAIM B CIy4allHOM MOpsAKe, HO He Oousee
JBYX OJMHAKOBBIX KOMOMHALMI MOAPsI, 4TOOBI N30€XkaTh "accoUMalK ¢ MECTOMONOXEHHEM"" Y UCCIIEMyEMbIX
TIOJIEHE.

TroneHp 3aHUMAaJ CTAPTOBYIO MO3MLMIO M 1O KOMaHAE AOJDKEH ObIT HAWTH TPyOY C TOJIOKUTENBHBIM
CTUMYJIOM U 3a(MKCHPOBATh MEPEIHIOI0 YacTh TojoBbl B HeM Ha 10 c. JKuBoTHOMY paspemraioch o0ciaenoBaTh
00e TpyObl. B ciryqae mpaBMIIbHOTO BBITIONHEHWS CJIEI0BAJIO TUILEBOE MOAKPEIJIEHNE B BUIE PhIObI. DKCIIEPUMEHTHI
npoBoamuch B yrpeHnee (10:00) u Bedepree (17:00) Bpemsi.

C *KMBOTHBIMH TIPOBOIVIIN O0Y4aOLIHe TPEHUPOBKH, KOT/Ia TPEHep TOATAJIKHUBAJ K MPABWIBHOMY BBIOODY;
KOJIMYECTBO TPEABSIBICHUN 32 TPEHUPOBKY HE JIMMHUTHUPOBAIOCH; YUUTBIBAJICS TOJBKO Pe3ysbTaT MOCHeaHei
TPEHUPOBKH, KOTOPBII JOJKEH ObITh BbIIIE BEPOSTHOCTH CIy4ailHOro BbIOOpa. I'OTOBHOCTH K MPOBEICHUIO
KOHTPOJIbHBIX HUCTIBITAHUN OMpeNessl TpeHep TrosieHs. O0ydaroliye TpeHUPOBKU NMPOBOAMIN B OCEHHE-3UMHUIA
TIepHOJ TP CTaOMIbHOM Oe3BEeTpEeHHOI noroae 6e3 aTMOC(EepHBIX 0CAJAKOB U MOJIHOM OTCYTCTBHH TTOCTOPOHHUX
3aMaxos.

B xo01e KOHTPONBHBIX HCTIBITaHKI MPOBOAMIOCE MO 20 TpeHNPOBOK ¢ 20 NEMOHCTPALUMAMHU Map CTUMYJIOB
Ha Ka)X/I0if; 32 BEpPHBIE BBIOOPHI CTHMYJIa TIOJEHb MOTydal (PUKCHPOBAHHOE MHUIIEBOE MooInpeHne. TpeHnpoBKH
OCYIIECTBIISUIMCH TIO0 BO3MOXXKHOCTH TPW TIOJHOM INTHJE (MM MakCUMyM mpu 2 Oaiax mo mkaie bodopra)
W OTCYTCTBHH CHJIBHBIX ITOCTOPOHHHMX 3aIaXx0B, aTMOC(EPHBIX OCAIKOB M MHBIX paszapaxwuteneil. [lepen Havasom
TPEHUPOBKU C TIOJIEHEM TPOBOAMINCH TECTOBBIE WCTIBITAHWS Ul OMPENENEHHUs YPOBHS PabOTOCIIOCOOHOCTH,
COCTOfIIINE N3 KOMaHA Ha Bo30yxaeHune 1 TopmoxkeHne [IHC u komMaHn 1o mepexomy W3 COCTOSTHUS BO30YKISHUS
B COCTOSIHHE TOPMOKEeHHS ¥ 00paTHO. K TpeHMpoBKe MpUCTYHaN TOJIBKO MPH BHICOKOM YPOBHE pab0TOCTIOCOOHOCTH
KMBOTHOTO. DTH YCIIOBHs COOJIFOAANCH JIsl TOrO, YTOOBI MUHUMU3MPOBATh BINSHUE BHEIIHUX (hAKTOPOB Cpelbl
1 U3MEHEHWI COCTOSIHUS MOJOIBITHOTO KUBOTHOTO HA KOJIMYECTBO BEPHBIX BEIOOPOB.

Pe3yabTaThl v 06cyxKI€HUE

Ha nepBom atane o0ydeHue ceporo TioJieHs | 3aHSJIO0 [MIECTh TPEHUPOBOK (B pe3ylbTaTe HaOIF0AI0Ch
75 % BepHbIX BBIOOPOB), ceporo TioJieHd 2 — Tpu TpeHUpoBkH (80 %), rpeHnanackoro TwooJieHs 1 — ceMb
TpeHupoBok (80 %), TPEHIAHICKOTO TIOJIEHS 2 — CeMb TPEHUPOBOK (75 % BEpHBIX BHIOOPOB).

[Tpu npoBeneHNN KOHTPOJIBHBIX MCTIBITAHWI BCE TIOJIEHN TOCTOBEPHO OTIIMYAIN KOHTEHHEP C pacTBOPOM
KaM(Opel OT JIOKHOTO KOHTelHepa (puc. 2), PH 3TOM Cepbie TIOJCHW B CPEIHEM COBEPIIAIN OJHY OIMHUOKY
3a TPEHUPOBKY, IPEHJIaHICKHE TIOJEHH — JIBe-TPH OIIMOKH 32 TPEHUPOBKY.

100 %
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2 95%
S 94,25 %
290 %
&
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=
g 85%
Q
®
=
= 80%7

75 %
B Cepslit TIONEHD 1 O Cepslit TIONEHB 2

B 'pennanckuii Tionens 1 B pennanickuii TioneHs 2

Puc. 2. Jlons BepHbIX BeIOOpOB npy auddepeHpoBKe KOHTEiHEpa
¢ pacTBOpOM Kamopbl OT IMyCTOTO KOHTelHepa
Fig. 2. The proportion of correct choices when differentiating a container
with a solution of camphor from an empty container

Ha BTOopoM 3Tane cepslii TrosieHb | 00yumics oTiinyaTh KoHTeliHep ¢ pactBopoM JIMC B Xoze yeTBepTOit

TpeHUpoBKHU (75 % BepHBIX BBIOOPOB), CEphlIit THOJIEHb 2 — cebMOI TPEHUPOBKH (75 %), TpeHNaHICKUE TIOJEHU
00yumnch BO BpeMs JBeHaauaToil TpeHupoBku (80 % BepHbIX BbIOOPOB) (puc. 3). IIpu mpoBeaeHUM KOHTPOJIBHBIX
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WCTILITAHUI BCE THOJIEHU AOCTOBEPHO OTJIMYaiu KoHTelHep ¢ pacTtBopoM IIMC ot nycroro koHreiiHepa. [Ipu 3Tom
cepble TIOJNICH! B CPETHEM COBEPIIAIH O ABE OIMMOKY 332 TPEHUPOBKY, TPEHIIAHICKUE — TI0 OJHO OIIHOKe.
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I'pennanackuii Tronens 1@ ['pennanackuii TIoneHs 2

Puc. 3. Jlonsa BepHbIX BeIOOpOB NpH AuddepeHIpoBKe
KoHTeliHepa ¢ pactBopoM JIMC oT mycToro koHTeliHepa
Fig. 3. The proportion of correct choices when differentiating a container
with a solution of LCA from an empty container

Ha tpeTbem 3Tane cepble THOJIEHU YKe Ha IIEpBOIl TPEHUPOBKE JOCTOBEPHO OTIIMYAIN KOHTEHHEP C pacTBOPOM

JMC ot koHTeliHepa ¢ pacTBOpoM kamopsl, pu 3ToM 3anax JJMC TroneHu BoIOUpaIn ¢ NepBOro npeabsaBieHUs]

napbl CTUMYJIOB. Y ceporo TrosieHs 1 pe3ynbTat coctaBui 95 % BepHBIX BBIOOPOB, Y ceporo TioJeHs 2 — 90 %.

OO0yueHue rpeHyaHAcKoro TrosieHs 1 3aHsano 20 TpeHupoBoK (75 % BepHBIX BHIOOPOB); IPEHIAHACKOTO THOJNEHS

2 — 21 TpeHupoBKYy (85 % BepHbIX BHIOOPOB); MPHU 3TOM Ha MEPBBIX TPEHUPOBKAX, HECMOTPS Ha OTCYTCTBHE

MOJKpEeIJIeH!s, TIOJIeHU B OONbIIMHCTBE ciy4yaeB (6onee 70 % BbIOOPOB) BbIOMpan KOHTEIfHEp C pacTBOPOM

kamopsl (puc. 4).
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BI'pennanackuii Tonens 1 @I pennanckuii TIoNeHs 2

Puc. 4. Jlons BepHbIX BeIOOpOB NpH ArddepeHIpoBKe
KOHTeiHepa ¢ pactBopoM JIMC ot koHTeliHepa ¢ pacTBOPOM KaM(popbl
Fig. 4. The proportion of correct choices when differentiating
a container with a solution of LCA from a container with a solution of camphor

[pu mpoBeneHNN KOHTPOJIbHBIX UCTILITAHUI BCE TIOJICHH TOCTOBEPHO OTIMYAN KOHTEHHEP C pacTBOPOM
JMC ot KoHTeliHepa ¢ pacTBOPOM KaM(ophbl, B CpeJHEM COBEpILAs IBEe-TPU OIIMOKH 332 TPEHUPOBKY.

3aknoueHne

Pe3ynbTaThl MPOBEACHHBIX UCCIIENOBAHH AEMOHCTPUPYFOT BO3MOXKHOCTH TIOJIHEH IByX BH/IOB BbIPaOaThIBATH
JBUTaTeNIbHBII YCIIOBHBIN pediekc Ha 00OHSTENbHbIE PAa3PaKUTENH, a TaKKe UX CIOCOOHOCTH OTJIMYaTh OAWH
3amax ot apyroro. B mpouecce nudepeHIMPOBKHM KOHTEWHepa ¢ 3alaxoM cepble TIOJIEHH 00ydJaliuch ObicTpee
TPEHJIAaHACKAX TIOJICHeH, ipu T GepeHIMPOBKE ABYX 3aMlaX0OB IPEHIAHACKIE TIOJIEHN 00yJallich Ha TOPSIOK
MEIJICHHEE. Cxoxne JUHAMUKHN 06Y‘I€HI/I§I JaHHBIX BUIOB U PE3YJIbTAThl KOHTPOJBHBIX HUCIBITAHUN OTMEYAJINCh
Y TIpU TIPOBEJICHUN WCCIIEOBAHNUH, KACAOIIMXCS BBIPAOOTKM YCJIOBHBIX peIeKcoB Ha pa3mpaXuTedH APYrux
MonanbHOcTelt [27]. JlaHHOE OTIMUYWE B CKOPOCTH OOYUYECHWS, BEPOSITHO, CBA3aHO C BUIOBBIMH OCOOECHHOCTSIMH
WCCIIeIyeMbIX TIOJICHE! W CBUAETENBECTBYET O OOJiee BBICOKOW TUIACTUYHOCTH HEPBHOMN NEATEIBHOCTH CEPhIX
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THOJICHEH, o0uTaIOMUX B yCJI0BUAX 1'[066[)6‘)1(]:51, rae I/IH(i)OpMaLII/IOHHa}I cpena Ooiee HachIli€Ha, B OTJIIMYHE
OT I'PE€HJIAaHACKUX THOJICHEH, KOTOPBI€ 3HAYUTEJIbHYIO YaCTh )KU3HU TMPOBOAAT oo B OTKPBITBIX BOAAX, COBEpIIas
CE30HHBbIE MUT'paALlH, 160 BOJIM3M MAKOBBIX JIBAOB, IA€ PEAKO BCTPEYAIOTCA C OONBIIUMU Ha60paMI/I 3amaxoB.
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Yu. V. Litvinov, M. V. Pakhomov

Investigation of olfaction of gray and harp seals
by the operant training method

The results of studying the possibility of producing a motor conditioned reflex in the gray and harp seals on the
smell of an object and the ability of experimental seals to differentiate certain odours have been presented. The
study has contained three stages. In the first stage the seals were trained to differentiate a container from the
camphor solution from a container with distilled water. In the second — to differentiate the container with
asolution of dimethyl sulfide from the container with distilled water. At these stages, the possibility of
developing a conditioned motor reflex to the olfactory stimulus in the seals studied has been studied. At the third
stage, the ability of experimental animals was examined by paired presentation of a container with the solution
of dimethyl sulphide from a container with camphor solution. The experiment has been carried out under the
MMBI aquacomplex in the Kola Bay. The experimental animals were two female gray seal (Halichoerus grypus,
Fabricius, 1791) at the age of 7 years and two females of harp seal (Pagophilus groenlandicus, Erxleben, 1777)
at the age of 2 years. For the experiments, the stimulants were diluted in distilled water to such concentration that
the odour intensity was minimal, then the solution was placed in a container. The results of the work have
demonstrated the ability of experimental seals to develop a motor conditioned reflex to olfactory stimuli and the
ability to distinguish one odour from another. When teaching the differentiation of a container with a smell, the
rate of training of gray and harp seal is relatively the same, while learning to differentiate two smells, harp seals
are trained an order of magnitude slower than gray seals. This difference in the speed of training is probably due
to the specific features of the seals studied and indicates a higher plasticity of the nervous activity of gray seals.

Key words: gray seal, harp seal, olfactory, camphor, dimethylsulphide.

343



