DOOEKT 3AHMKEHU ST HAKJIOHEHHS B [IEPMO-TPUACOBBIX OCAJIOYHBIX
[IOPOJJAX PYCCKOM IJIUTHI

A.M. ®emucosa, P.B. Becenoscxuii

B noximane mnpuBoAsTcsS pe3ynabTaThl JETANbHBIX MalIEOMarHUTHBIX HCCIEAOBaHUN 7
OIIOPHBIX Pa3pe30B BEpXHEN NepMH U HUXKHEro Tpuaca Bocrounoit EBponsl (cpennee IloBomkbe u
OpenOyprckass obnactb) u IHeHTpanbHONH ['epmanuu. Jlns KaXIoro W3 HM3YYCHHBIX pPa3pe3oB
merogom E-1 (Elongation-Inclination) [1] BemmonHeHa oneHka Kod(pdHIMEHTa 3aHMKCHHS
Haxsionenus f [2], Benmuuuna koroporo Bapeupyet oT 0.4 10 0.9. [TonyueHHbIe ¢ YIETOM 3aHUKECHUSI
HAaKJIOHEHHUS [AJIEOMAarHUTHBIE OINpPEAEICHUS HUCIOJb30BaHbl Il  BBIYUCIEHUS HOBOI'O
MO3IHETIEPMCKO-PAHHETPUACOBOTO MAJIEOMAarHUTHOTO IOJIFOCa Bocrouno-EBporneiickoi
mwiargpopmer  (N=7, PLat=52.1°, PLong=155.8°, A95=6.6°), koTopslii OBLI HCIOJB30BaH IS
TECTUPOBAHUSI THUIOTE3bl HEHTPAIbHOTO OCEBOTO AMIONS BOJHM3M TPAHUIBI MMAJe0308 U ME3030s
METOJIOM «EOUHOW IIUTh». OTCYTCTBHE CTATUCTHUUECKU 3HAUYMMOIO OTJIMYMS IOJYy4YEHHOTO
TOJIF0Ca OT cpenHero mepmo-TpuacoBoro (P-T) maneomarautaoro momroca CHOUPCKoON miaThopMBbI
U OJIHOBO3pacTHOro emy mnoitoca CeBepo-AMEpUKAaHCKOW MIaT(oOpMbl, CKOPPEKTUPOBAHHOTO 32
packpbiTie ATnantuku [3], paccMaTpuBaeTCss HaMH KakK CBHUIETENBLCTBO TOTO, YTO ~250 MJIH. JI€T
Ha3aJ KOH(HUTypamus MarHUTHOTO MMOJisi 3emMiu Oblla MPEUMYIIECTBEHHO AMIIOJIBHON, T.€. BKIAJ
HEJUNOJIbHBIX KOMIOHEHT He mnpeBbiman 10% oT BeIMYMHBI I1aBHOTO Mmosis. Mbl cuuTaem, 4To
MIPEANIOJIOKEHHE O HEIUIOJBHOCTM TE€OMarHUTHOIO IMOJII Ha TpaHULE MepMHU-Tpuaca,
HEOJIHOKPAaTHO oOCyXaaBiieecss B Tmociequue necstunetust [4,5,6], Bo3HuKIIO u3-3a Heyuéra
¢ dexTa 3aHMKEHUS HAKIOHEHUS B NAJIEOMAarHUTHBIX OINpEAENEHUSX IO OCaJ0YHBIM IOpOoJaM
«crabunbHOI» EBpornbl (BocTouno-EBponetickoit miiardopmsl u 3anagHo-EBponeiickoil miuThl).

HccnenoBanust BEINOJIHEHBI TP nojaepkke rpanTta [IpasurensctBa PO (Ne220, npoekt Ne
14.750.31.0017) u rpanta POODOU Nel5-05-06843. Pabora BhINONHEHA Ha O00OPYIOBaHUH,

npuobperénHom 1o Iporpamme pazsutust MI'Y.
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