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HecmoTpst Ha TO, 4TO AO CHX CYIECTBYIOT IPOTHBOPEYHBbIE MHEHIS OTHOCHTEABHO Yilep6a OT COBPEMEHHBIX 6eCIIPOBOAHDIX TEXHOAOTHIT
CBsi31, GOABIIMHCTBO YYEHBIX COOOIIAIOT O HETaTHBHOM OHOAOTHYECKOM AEFICTBUI HU3KOMHTEHCHBHBIX PAAMOYACTOTHBIX 9A€KTPOMArHUTHBIX
M3AYYEHHI Ha PAa3HBIX YPOBHSX OPTaHM3ALMU XUBOM IPUPOABL He BbI3bIBaeT COMHEHHMS HEOOXOAMMOCTD He TOABKO CAHUTAPHO-TUTHEHHYe-
CKOJ1 OLJeHKH TEXHOTEHHOTO JAEKTPOMATHHTHOTO BO3ACHCTBHS Ha YEAOBEKA, HO 9KOAOTHUECKON OLIEHKH AASL OHOTBL.

LleAb pabOTbI COCTOMT B OLeHKe IIOTEHIIHAABHON S9KOAOTMYECKON OIACHOCTH SAEKTPOMATHUTHOTO BO3AEHCTBUS HU3KOMHTEHCUBHBIX H3AY-
YeHHH CAaHTHMETPOBOTO AMATIa30HA HA HPUPOAHBIE CHCTEMBL.

VICXOAHBIMHU AQHHBIMHU SBHAKMCh COOCTBEHHbIE PE3YABTATHL, A TAKKe OITyOAMKOBAHHbBIE MATEPUAABI OTEYeCTBEHHBIX U 3apy0eXKHBIX HCCAEAOBA-
TeAeil B 00AACTH PAAHOOHOAOTHH HEHOHM3UPYIONKX M3AydeHnit. [IpoaHansnposaHsl 6nosorndeckue G exTsr ACHCTBIS PAAMOYACTOTHBIX
9AEKTPOMATHUTHBIX [IOA€H, BbIABACHHbIE ¥ OPTAHU3MOB Pa3HBIX CHCTEMATHYECKUX IPYII M yPOBHe# OpraHU3aIiuHy.

Hayumble HCCAGAOBAHHUS CBHACTEABCTBYIOT O BHICOKOH YyBCTBUTEABHOCTH IIPEACTABUTEAEH GHOTHI K HUBKOMHTEHCHBHBIM PAANOYACTOTHBIM
u3AydeHHsIM. ITpoaHaAUSHPOBAHHbIE B 0630pe Pe3yAbTATHI YKA3BIBAIOT HA HEOOXOAUMOCTD YUHTHIBATD OCOOEHHOCTD ACHCTBIS HUBKOUHTEH-
CHBHbIX 9AeKTPOMATHUTHBIX TIOAEH, HCTIOAb3YeMBIX B COBPEMEHHbIX TeXHOAOTHAX CBA3H, T. K. OHM MOTYT HPUBECTH K HAPYIIEHHIO TOMEO-
CTa3a IPUPOAHBIX IKOCHCTEM.
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Despite the fact that there are still conflicting opinions about the damage caused by modern wireless communication technologies,
most scientists report on the negative biological effects of low-intensity radio frequency electromagnetic radiation at different levels of
the organization of live nature. There is no doubt that there is a need not only for a sanitary and hygienic assessment of man-made
electromagnetic effects on humans, but also for an environmental assessment for biota.

The purpose of the study was to assess the potential environmental risk of electromagnetic impact in the centimeter range on natural
ecosystems.

The initial data were the authors' own results in the field of radiobiology of non-ionizing radiation, as well as published of other researchers.
The article analyzes the biological effects of radio frequency electromagnetic fields detected in organisms of different systematic groups
and levels of organization.

The data on the non-thermal biological effects of electromagnetic fields indicate a high sensitivity of different species to this factor. The
analyzed research results emphasize the need to take into account the features of non-thermal effects of electromagnetic radiation on biota,
since these radiations can have a negative impact on different hierarchical levels in natural ecosystems.
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OBOAIOLHS SKU3HU HA APeBHeil 3eMAe IIPOMCXOAHAQ IIOA BO3-
AeficTBueM aaekTpomarauTHOro noast (OMII). Co Bpemenem chop-
MHPOBAACS €CTeCTBEHHbIN IAeKTPOMATHUTHLIA (OH, K KOTOPOMY
AAANITHPOBAAKCH KUBYIIe Ha 3eMAe oprausmsl. OAHAKO 3a IO-
CAeAHHE ASCSTHACTHS, B CBSI3H C MHTEHCHHKAIEH 6eCIpOBOAHOM
MOOHABHOM CBSI3H, POM3OIIEA CKAYOK HAIPSDKEHHOCTU M MOIIHO-
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CTH 3AEKTPOMArHUTHbIX u3AydeHuit. [IpuMeHsaeMble B HOBBIX TEXHO-
AOTHSIX paprodacToTHbIe H3ayderus (PY) uMeroT mupoxuit criekrp
AAMH BOAH U TIAOTHOCTei niotoka sHepruu (I1I13). ITpumenenue
CBEPXCAAOBIX U3AYYEHHH OKA3aA0Ch He MeHee ONACHBIM AAS YEAO-
BeKa, IOTOMY YTO MMEHHO K HUM OPraHM3M MPOSBHA HAHOOABIIYIO
IyBCTBUTEABHOCTh. HayuHble HccA@AOBaHIS TIOKA3AAH, YTO IO MOII-
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HOCTH OHH COIIOCTABUMbI C 9HAOTEHHBIMU U3AYIEHISIMIL.

B pabore aHaAusupytotcs Gruororndeckre 3¢ PeKTb AeHCTBUSL
HU3KOMHTeHCHBHBIX papnodactorabix (HU PY) moaeit Ha xusbie
OPTraHU3MbI PA3HBIX YPOBHEH OPTaHM3ALUM M CUCTEMATHIECKHX
rpymn. Kax mokassiBaeT 1jeAbIit psiA HCCAGAOBAHHIL, 9TH H3AYIEHIS
CIIOCOGHBI HETATHBHO BAYSATH Ha QYHKIMOHAABHOE COCTOSIHYE 01O~
THI ¥ BBI3BIBATD TPaHCreHeparoHHbIe 3¢ pexTol. IITupoxoe ncnoas-
30BaHMe HCTOYHUKOB DM cTaBHT 3apauy OLIEHKH HX 9KOAOTHYe-
CKol1 6e30omacHOCTU. B Hacrosmee Bpems 9Ta mpobaeMa cTaAa eie
60Aee aKTyaABHOU B CBSI3U C BHEAPEHHEM B CHCTEMY COTOBOI CBSI3H
SG cTaHAApTa C HCIIOAB3OBAaHHEM MHAAUMETPOBBIX BOAH AEKTPO-
MAarHUTHOTO AHMaNla3oOHa.

ITposiBA€HIe HETATHBHOIO OHOAOIHYECKOTO AEHCTBHS HH3KO-
HHTEHCHUBHBIX paprodacToTHbIXx OMH Ha pasHBIX ypOBHSX Opra-
HU3ALUY KUBOY IIPUPOABL B GOABIIMHCTBE CAyYaeB He BbI3bIBAeT
comuenuit y yuenbix [ 1-5]. TlopgepkuBaercst HEOGXOAMMOCTD He
TOABKO CAHUTAPHO-THTHeHUYeCKOH OLIeHKH TeXHOTeHHOTO 9AeKTpO-
MarHUTHOTO BO3AEHMCTBHUS Ha YeAOBEKA, HO 9KOAOTHIECKOH OIIeHKU
AASL GHOTBI.

Lleab paboTbl COCTOUT B OLieHKe MOTEHIIMAABHON 9KOAOTHYe-
CKOM OTACHOCTH dAEKTPOMArHUTHOTO BO3AEHCTBHUS reHEPHPYIOIIHX
cucTeM canTUMeTpoBoro Aunanasona (2G / 3G / 4G-mokoaenus) Ha
IIPUPOAHBIE 9KOAOTUYECKHe CHCTeMBI U BHeAPeHUsI SG-TeXHOAOTHI
MHUAAMMETPOBOTO AMAIIA30HA.

VICXOAHBIME AQHHBIMH SIBUAHCh COOCTBEHHBIE PE3YABTATHI, a
TaKKe OITyOAMKOBaHHbIE MATEPUAABI OTEYECTBEHHBIX U 3apy0eXKHBIX
aBTOPOB B 06AACTH PAaAOOMOAOTHY HEMOHU3UPYIOIIUX U3AYIEHHUIL.
B crarbe mpoaHaAM3HpOBaHbI OHOAOTHYECKUE dPPEKTHI ACHCTBUS
PY OMI]I, BBIIBACHHbIE Y IIPEACTABUTEACH HPUPOAHBIX IKOCHCTEM
U3 Pa3HbIX CUCTEMATUYECKHX IPYIIl U YPOBHEH OpTraHU3aIUH.

MHKpOOpraHu3Mbl, KOTOPbIE EPBBIMU IIOSBUAKCH HA APeBHeH
3eMae, sBAsIOTCS HanboAee apanTupoBanusiMu Kk OMI. Opnako
IMpPOKOe BHEAPEHHE HOBBIX TEXHOAOTHIA, B TOM UHCAE TeHHOH HH-
JKeHepHUH, 3HAIMTEABHO IIpeoOpasoBas0 MUKPOOHOe cOObIeCTBO.
MopuduupoBaHHbIe MTAMMBI MOTYT OKa3aTbcsl GOAee IyBCTBH-
TEABHBIMH K PapHaluH, YeM HcxopHble. OOHAPYXEHO CHIDKeHHe
BBDKHBAEMOCTH MyTaHTHOro wramma E.coli her exr” mpu axcmosu-
mu B HY PY noae c wacroroit 10 I'Ty. Auxwuit mramm E.coli WP,
OKa3aACsI YCTOMYHMBbIM, IOCKOABKY ¥ HErO He HapyUIeHbI CHCTEMBI
penapanuu [6]. Tlpu octpom Bo3peitcTum ¢ vacroToit 10 [Ty n
IIII5 200 MxBT/cM*> Ha KYABTYPY OAHOKAETOYHBIX BOAOPOCAEH
Chlorella vulgaris 06HapyXeHO CHIKEHHE YHCACHHOCTH KACTOK H
yMeHbleHHe MepBuaHOi 6uoMaccsl [7]. Y aposxoeit Saccharomyces
cerevisiae, 06Ay4eHHbIX ¢ yacToroi 1,8 I'Tyy u MomHocTbI0 4,7 B/
KT, BBIIBAGHO HAapyIIeHHe IKCIPeCCUN HeKOTOPBIX KAHAMAATHBIX I'e-
HOB [8]. PaAHanvoHHO-UHAYIIMPOBaHHbIe reHeTHIeckue 3 PeKThl
¥ TIOBbIMIeHHe aKTUBHBIX GopM Kucaopoaa (ADPK) obrapyxero B
KAETKAX AETKUX KUTAHCKOTO XOMsIKa M GHOPOOAACTAX KOKHU YeAO-
BeKa, KOTopbix 06Aydasu B P4 OMII ¢ Toi 5Ke 4aCTOTON U MOII-
Hoctbio 3,0 Br/kr [9]. TloBbimerHbIit ypoBeHs abepparnuit xpoMa-
THAHOTO TUIIA OOHAPY’KEH B MOAEABHBIX OIBITAX Ha AUM(OLUTAX
nepudepryecKkoil KPOBH YeA0BeKa, 00AyueHHbx B P IMII [10].
OAHAKO CAeAyeT IOAYEPKHYTD, 9TO OOAyYeHHe He BBISBIBAAO AAH-
TEABHYIO OCTAHOBKY KA€TOYHOTO IJFIKAQ, HAPYIIeHHe NPOAN(epaIiu
KAETOK HAU H3MeHeHHe UX KU3HECIIOCOOHOCTY, T. €. He IPUBOAHAO
K OTAQA€HHBIM KACTOYHBIM AUCQYHKIIHSM.

PapnaLiiOHHO-UHAYLMPOBAHHbIE HAPYIIEHUS OOHApyXeHbl Y
OAHOKAeTOUHBIX H(Y30puil Spirostomum ambiguum. ObAydeHue
npocrefimux 8 HU PY moae ¢ wacroramu (1 u 10) T'Tyy u IIIID (S
u 10 MxBr/cM?) PHBOAMAO K M3MeHeHHSM QYHKIMOHAABHOM aK-
THBHOCTH mpocredimux 11, 12], xotopsie coxpansaucs B 10-15
nokoaenusx [ 13]. VisMeHeHuUs B IOABIKHOCTH MHY30PHIt POKC-
XOAMAU B Pe3YABbTaTe AeHCTBISI HUKHX AO3 M MHTeHCHBHOCTei PY-
9MU, pexomeHayeMbIx B Poccuu B KauecTBe AOIYCTUMBIX AAS Ye-
AoBeka [ 14]. TeM caMbIM Pe3yABTATbl HCCAEAOBAHUS IIOKA3AAH, UTO
uadysopuu S. ambiguum SBASIOTCS He MeHee YyBCTBHTEABHBIMH K
PY OMMU opranusMamu 110 BasKHbIM XXH3HEHHBIM ITOKA3aTeASM, YeM
veroBek. CHIDKEHIE IOABIDKHOCTH Y S. ambiguum KOppeAnpoBaAo
¢ MOp$OMeTPUIECKIMU HAPYIIEHHIMH, YTO KOCBEHHO OTPAXKAAO
unpynuposansbie H PY OMII ¢usuosoruyeckue H3MeHeHHS Y
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npocreitmux [15].

Y maockux 4epseit Dugesia tigrina u Schmidtea mediterranea,
ocTpo obaydennsix ¢ gacroroit 900 MITy u ITITS 100 MxBr/cn?,
BBISIBACHBI HAPYIIEHUs PereHepaljiOHHOMN, IPOANEepPATUBHON U Me-
Taboamdeckoit aktuBHOCTH [ 16]. [Tponecc perenepanuy Hapymaacs
3a CUET COKPAIEHHS ITyAd SKU3HECIIOCOOHBIX HeobaacToB. OpHAKO,
KaK M B CAy4Yae C IPOCTeHIIMMH, B AAHHOM 9KCIIEpHMEHTe IPOLjecc
pereHepanyy MAAHAPUH BOCCTAHABAMBAACA TTOCAE BBIBEACHHS JKH-
BoTHbIX 13 DMII [17]. B neaomunerax poxaesbix uepseit Eisenia
fetida 900 MI'; PY moAst HHAYLIPOBAAK aHTHOKCHAAHTHBII CTpece
H TEHOTOKCHYECKHe 3 PEKThI, KOTOPble YCUAHBAAUCH IIPH MOAYAS-
muu [18].

O6aydeHne 6oAee BHICOKOOPraHU30BAHHBIX JKUBOTHBIX PAKO-
obpasusix Daphnia magna 8 OMII ¢ wacroroir 900 MIy u IIIT3
100 MxBr/cM* B 10BEHUABHBIN U ITy6ePTATHBII IIEPUOABI OHTOTE-
He3a IPUBOAHAO K CHIDKEHHIO IyAQ YKU3HECIIOCOOHBIX KAETOK H Me-
TabOAMYECKOIT AKTHBHOCTH, HO He BHI3BIBAAO THbeAn paukos [19].
CaeayeT OTMETHTD, YTO OOAyUeHNe IIOITYASIIU POAUTEABCKUX OCO-
6efl IPUBOAUAO K CHIDKEHHIO IAOAOBUTOCTH CAEAYIOLIETO [IOKOA€-
mus D. magna. B IpUpOAHBIX YCAOBHAX COKpalljeHHe YHCACHHOCTH
ITAAQHKTOHHBIX PAKOOOPA3HBIX KaK BAXXHOIO 9KOAOTHYECKOTO 3BeHA
M OCHOBHOT'O KOPMa MHOTUX IIPOMBICAOBBIX PbIO MOXeET IIPHBECTH
K HapyIIeHHIO roMeocTasa Bopoema [20]. OpHako 6b1a0 06Hapy-
KeHO, YTO TPHU NPEeKpPalleHHH PAAUAIOHHOTO BOSACHCTBHSA JKH3-
HeCIOCOOHOCTb OeCIIO3BOHOYHBIX BOCCTAHABAUBAAACH BO BTOPOM H
TIIOCAEAYIONIUX TTIOKOACHHUAX. B papnovyacToTHOM pAMamaszone IMIT
10p0GHBIe 9pPeKThl 0GHAPYKEHBI y PA3HBIX [PEACTABUTEACH XKH-
BOI1 IIPHPOADL, B TOM UHCAE YeAOBeKa. Y PaCTeHHIl OOHApyIKeHbI,
unpynuposanasie HM PY nmoaamu, nutorenermdeckue 3¢ e,
KOTOpBbIe IIOAOOHO OMHMCaHHbBIM Bblle 9P PeKTaM y IpeACTaBUTEAEH
JKMBOTHOTO MUPA, COXPAHSAUCH IIOCAE OOAYYeHH ellje HeKOTOPBIIT
IpoMexyToK Bpemeru [22, 23].

ITurorenernyeckue apexrsl, nHAynHpyemsie HY PY OMU,
BBIIBACHBI B KAGTKAX PA3HBIX IIPEACTABUTEACH OAHOKAETOUYHBIX M
MHOTOKAETOYHBIX OPTaHU3MOB: B KAETKAX KPOBHU 4eAoBeka (M3Me-
HeHHe [AA3MUAHDIX TeHOB), pacTeHuit (MHKPOSAPa I XpOMOCOMHbIE
abeppanuu) 1 6ecrio3BOHOYHBIX SKHBOTHBIX | 24]. DTO A2eT BO3MOX-
HOCTb OLICHUTb YHHBEPCAAbHbIE MeXaHHU3MBI ITOBPEXAAIOIIETo Aei-
creust P4 OMMU v nporHo3upoBaTh 9KOAOTHYECKHUI PUCK. BaxHO
IIOAYEPKHYT, 4TO 9P eKTbl, 06HAPyKeHHbIE in Vitro, XOPOIIO BOC-
TIPOU3BOAMAKCE il Vivo.

Cpealt OIHCAHHBIX B AUTEPATYPE MEXaHM3MOB OHOAOTHUECKOTO
AeticrBust HH PY OMMU MOXHO BBIAGAUTD CA€AYIOIee: BAUSHYE Ha
SHEpTeTHecKHil 9Tall KAETOYHOTO AbIXaHHs [25, 26]; usMeHeHue
AKTHBHOCTH (epMEHTOB IIe9eHN F TOAOBHOTO Mo3ra [ 27]; koHdop-
MAIOHHas TlepecTpoiika 6eaxos [28], HapymeHue 9TaroB TpaHc-
KPHIILUA B TPAHCAILMHU B GHocuHTese Geakos [29]; HapymeHue

eIleNTOPHOM QYHKIMU MEMOPAH 1 HOHOB AKTHBHOTO TPAHCIIOPTA

30]; neitporymopaabbie HapymeHus [31, 32], cHikeHue OABIX-
HOCTH CIIepMaTo30HAOB [33, 34], noBbImEeHue YPOBHS CBOGOAHBIX
PAAMKAAOB M CBSI3aHHBIA C 3THM OKCHAATHUBHBIM CTPECC B KAETKAX
MO3ra, ITedeHH, ouek 1 kposu [35-38], a Takske mepexucHoe OKic-
ACHHe AUIMAOB KACTOYHBIX MeM6paH [ 17, 39]. B 6oapmmscTBe npo-
LIUTHPOBAHHBIX PAbOT COOOIAETCS O BOCCTAHOBACHNH (YHKIHO-
HAABHOM aKTHBHOCTH KACTOK M OPTaHM3Ma IT0CAe BbIX0oAa i3 IMIL

PapmodacToTHOE M3AyYeHHe BCe Jalje IPU3HACTCS B KayecTBe
HOBOM GOpMBI 3arpsA3HeHUs OKpy»Karome cpeabl. Hayunbre uccae-
AOBAHHUS CBUAETEABCTBYIOT O BBICOKO UyBCTBUTEABHOCTH IIPEACTa-
BUTeAeH OMOTHI K HU3KOMHTEHCHBHBIM PaAHMOYACTOTHBIM H3AyUe-
HisiM. TIpoaHaAusupoBaHHbIE B 0630pe Pe3yABTATHI YKA3BIBAIOT HA
HeOOXOAMMOCTD YUHUTHIBATh OCOOEHHOCTD AEHCTBHS HHU3KOUHTEH-
CHBHBIX 9AKTPOMATHUTHbIX IOAEH, HCIIOAb3yeMBIX B COBPEMEHHBIX
TEXHOAOTHSAX CBA3H, T. K. OHM MOTYT IPUBECTH K HAPYIIEHHIO TOMe-
0CTa3a MPUPOAHBIX 9KOCHCTEM H3-3 QYHKIIMOHAABHBIX HAPYIIEHHUI,
TIPOMCXOAAIIMX Ha PasHbIX Tpodmueckux yposHsx. He caepyer 3a-
OBIBATD O BO3MOXKHBIX TPAHCIEHEPAIUOHHBIX 3 PeKTax 0OAyIeHNs,
CIIOCOOHBIX COXPAHATHCS B TeYeHUE AAUTEABHOTO BpeMeHH U Iepe-
AABATBCS CACAYIOLEMY HeoOAyueHHOMY IToKoAeHnI0. OAHAKO CAeAy-
€T MOAYEPKHYTh, YTO B OOABIIMHCTBE MCCACAOBAHMUI OCAE IIPEKpa-
LjeHNUs] PAAMOYACTOTHOTO BO3AEHCTBHUS OOHAPYKEHO BOCCTAHOBAE-
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HYe QpYHKIIMOHAABHOM aKTUBHOCTU KATOK M OPTaHU3MA B IIEAOM.
Bupumo, 5xuBBIE OPTaHU3MBI CMOTAU AAANITHPOBATHCA K CHop-
MHPOBABIIEMYCs TeXHOTeHHOMY dAeKTpoMarsutHoMy ¢ony. Oa-
HAKO NPUPOAHBIE dKOCHCTEMbI, KaK, BIPOYEM, 1 YEAOBEKA, TOA-
KHAQeT HoBoe ucrbITaHue. Ha mopore BHeapeHue COTOBOM CBSA3M
SG-IOKOAGHHSA C MUAAMMETPOBLIMU AAMHAMH BOAH. Byaymue aau-
Hbl BoAH OMII, maanupyembIe K IHUPOKOMY HCIIOA30BAHHIO B CH-
CTeMe 6eCIIPOBOAHOM CBSI3U, YMEHBIIATCS M CTAHYT COLOCTABUMBI
C pa3MepoM TeAa POCTEHIIHX 1 6eCIIO3BOHOYHBIX KHBOTHbIX, 5IB-

ASIFOLMXCS BAKHBIMH 3BEHbSIMH MHOTHX TPOGHIECKHUX Ljellelt pu-
POAHbIX 9KOCHCTEM. YUeHble CYUTAIOT, YTO OCHOBHOE BO3AEICTBIIE
6yAET IPHXOAUTBCS Ha HACEKOMBIX, IITHI] X APYTHX MEAKHX JKUBOT-
HBIX, 4 TAKOKe HA MOBEPXHOCTHBIE TKAHH MAEKOIUTAIOIIUX, BKAIO-
4as geaoBeka. SG-TeXHOAOTUU GYAET He TOABKO AABaTh B ACCSTKU
U COTHH pa3 Goablie ussydenus, yeM 2G, 3G u 4G-noxoseHus co-
TOBOJ CBSI3H, HO UX BHEAPEHHE OYAeT 03HAYaTh LIEABIH PsiA HOBBIX
OTIACHOCTEH AAS 6HOCHEPEL.
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