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JAnHaMuKa COCTOSIHUSA IPEBOCTOEB MUXThI CHOMPCKON,
MOBPEXKICHHBIX YCCYPUIiCKUM nourpagom
Polygraphus proximus Blandf. B Tomckoii o01acTu

Pabora BbINoIHEHA B paMKax roCyAapCcTBEHHOTO 3a/laHus
MHCcTUTyTa MOHUTOPHMHTA KIIMMAaTHYECKHUX U dKosorndyeckux cucrem CO PAH
npu yactuyHoi noyuepxke PODU u Tomckoit odnactu (mpoekt Ne 16-44-700782).

Ilpusedensvi pe3ynomamol wecmuiemHux MOHUMOPUHEO8bIX ucciedoganutl (2012—
2017 e2.) nuxmogvix Opesocmoes TomcKou obracmu, nO8pPeHcOeHHbIX YCCYPUNCKUM
nonuepagom Polygraphus proximus, uH6A3UOHHBLIM KOPOEOOM OdNbHEBOCHOUHO20
npoucxoxcoenus.  Buvisieniena  ompuyamenvhas —OUHAMUKA 8 UX  COCMOSAHUU,
00YCNI068IIEHHAS OESMENbHOCHIbIO UHBAUOePA U 3AKIOYAIOWAACA 8 NOBCEMECHOM
YMeHbeHUY 00U 300PO8bIX 0Cobel NUXMmyl, Y8eludeHuu Ooau OCaAA0NEeHHbIX,
CUNLHO OCNADNEHHBIX U NOSUOWUX 0epedbes, d MaKice 6 MACCOBOM 00pA308aHUU
sanesxca. Ilokasano, ymo pasnudus 6 cmenenu u memnax oeepadayuu Opesocmoes
006ycioenensbl Kak 0COOeHHOCMAMU HACAXCOeHUll, 8 Nepeyio ouepedb KauecmeeHHbIM
U KOTUYECMBEHHBIM COCMOSHUEM KOPMOBOU 0asbl nonuepagha, max u JOKAIbHbIX
ouaz06 ezo pasmuoocenus. OOHaApYHCeHa 3HAUUMAS KOPPETAYUOHHAS 63AUMOCEA3b
eubenu depesves 6 2012-2014 ze. co cpednemecsunol memnepamypou 6030yxa ¢ 2011—
2013 2e. 6 nepuoo pazsumua P. proximus. Ilonyuennsie dannvie asiaiomcs 6a3ou ons
9KONO2UYECKO2O MOHUMOPUH2A NUXMaprukos ToMcKou obracmu u npocHO3UPOSaHUs
PEeGUOHATILHO20 1ecO00PA308AMENbHO20 NPOYeccd.

KiroueBble  c1oBa:  Ouonocuueckue — UHBA3UU,  HACEKOMble-0eHOpogazu,
MOHUMOPUHZ COCMOAHUA IeCHbIX dKocucmem, Abies sibirica Ledeb., Tomckas oonacmu,
3anaonas Cubupeo.

BBenenue

[Ipobnema OMONOTHMYECKUX MHBA3HM B CBSI3M C HAONIOAaeMBIM BO MHOTHX
CTpaHaX MHUpa MHTCHCHBHBIM BCEJICHHEM YY)KEPOJIHBIX BHJIOB B a0OPHICHHBIC
9KOCHUCTEMBI MPUOOpEIa CTaTyc OJHON M3 MPHOPUTETHBIX U (PyHIAMEHTAIBHBIX
POOJIEM B UCCIICAOBAHMSIX 3KOcUcTeM [1].
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Cpenu >KHBOTHBIX-BCEJICHIICB HACEKOMBIE 3aHUMAIOT JTHUPYIOIIYIO TIO3UITHIO
10 KOJTMYECTBY BUAOB [2], a HaceKOMBbIe-AeHpodaru BO BTOPUYHOM apealie CIo-
COOHBI BBI3BATh JECTAOMIN3AIMIO JIECHBIX AKOCHCTEM M HAHOCHTH 3HAUYUTEIIH-
HBII ymep6 sxkoHomuke [3]. MHBa3uu AeHAPOGMIBHBIX BHIOB IPUBOAAT K pas-
HOOOPa3HBIM SKOJIOTHYECKUM 3 dekraM, B TOM YHCIIe K TAKHM JIOJITOCPOYHBIM
MOCTIECTBUSIM, KaK CHIDKCHHE OMOJIOTMYECKOro pazHooOpasusi, U3MEHEHUE CO-
CTaBa, CTPYKTYPbI, PYHKIIUH OMOTHYSCKUX COOOIIECTB, HAPYIICHUE MECTOOOH-
TaHW, pacupoCTpaHEeHHEe MAaTOTeHOB, HE CBOMCTBEHHBIX MECTHBIM JIPEBECHBIM
TIOITYJISAINSIM, TPaHC(HOPMAITHSI ITUKIOB OMOTCHOB, THAPOIOTHIECKOTO U YHEPTe-
THUYECKOTO 0aJaHCOB, KOTOPBIE CO3JAI0T YIpo3y MPOAYKTUBHOCTU (PUTOIIEHO30B
Y BBI3BIBAIOT UX HeoOpaTuMble n3MeHeHus [4—7]. Haubouee BriewaTisionue npu-
Mepbl KOIOCCATIBHOTO yIiepda 3KOHOMHUKE U IPHUPOAE CBSI3aHBI CO CTBOJIOBBIMU
nennpogaramu [8].

B Cubupu B nocneqaue aecsaTuiieTns 3aUKCUPOBAHbl aKTUBHBIE MTPOLIECCHI
JIeTPaJaIliy IINXTOBBIX JIECOB, BRI3BAHHBIC aTPECCHBHBIM ITOBEACHUECM HHBA3HOH-
HOTO KOpPOEJa JaJbHEBOCTOYHOTO MPOUCXOXKICHUS — yCCYpPUHCKOTo monurpada
Polygraphus proximus Blandford, 1894 (Coleoptera: Curculionidae, Scolytinae).
IInpokomacuiTabHOE yChIXaHHE MUXTaPHUKOB B pe3ysibrare (POPMUpPOBAHUS OYa-
TOB MAacCOBOTO pa3MHOXKEHHsI MHBainepa ormedeHo B Kemeporckoii, HoBocu-
6upckoit, Tomckoit o6nactsix, AnraiickoM 1 KpacHosipckoM kpasix, B PecrryOmke
Aurraii [9].

B cBs3u €O CKPBITO NMPOXOAMBIIEH MHBa3HeH B CHOMPCKHE TEMHOXBOWHBIC
DKOCHUCTEMBI ITOCJIE CIIyYallHOTO 3aHOCA € JIECOMATEepUaliaMy yCCYpPUNCKUI TTOJIH-
rpad unentuduIUpoBad Ha TeppuTopun 3ananHor u Cpeaneld CuOupU TUILb B
KOHIIE TIepBOTO JiecaTuneTs HpiHenrHero Bexa [ 10, 11]. Ograko ¢ moMompo Me-
TOZIOB JICHJIPOXPOHOJIOTUHU YJIAJIOCh YCTAaHOBUTD, UTO P. proximus MPOHUK B THX-
ToBbIe Jieca KpacHospckoro kpast yxke B 70-x rogax mponuroro cronetus. [lepBrre
30—40 set nocne NOsBICHUS MoNUrpada ero MOMyssIIUs IPOXOAIa aJanTalHo
B HOBBIX YCIIOBHSIX, ¥ UMb B Hadase 2000-x IT. 00pa3oBaJIMCh OYard MacCOBOTO
pasmHoxenus [12].

B Tomckoit oGnacT Hanbosee paHHUE CITyvan THOeN JiepeBbeB Abies sibirica
Ledeb. ot yccypuiickoro nomurpada AaTUpyOTCs, MO AESHIPOXPOHOIOTHUECKUM
JTAaHHBIM, 3HaYUTENTHHO To31Hee — B 2000 1., mpearonaraercs, 9To MPOHUKHOBEHNE
UHBaliiepa Ha TEPPUTOPUIO o0JIacTH Mpousouuio B cepeanHe 1990-x romos [13].
HeoOp1aH0 cHiIbHOE yCBIXaHUE NMHUXTHI B IOXKHBIX paiioHaxX 00JacTH OTMEYanoch
necomnatonioraMu ToMcKoro HeHTpa 3amuThl jJeca HauuHasg ¢ 2010 1. [14], uTo
OTPeOOBAI0 OPTaHU3AUK AETANBHBIX HAYYHBIX HCCIICIOBAHUMA, B TOM UHCIIE
JUTUTENIbHBIX CTAI[MOHAPHBIX HAOJIONCHUH 3a 3THM SBICHHEM s pa3paboTKH
TEXHOJIOTHH KOMIIIEKCHOTO YKOJIOTHYECKOTO MOHHUTOPHHTA U TPOTHO3MPOBAHUS
COCTOSIHMS ITMXTAPHUKOB B 30HE MHBAa3HH yccypuiickoro nonurpada. Lientpais-
HOE MECTO B ITHUX HCCIICTOBAHHIX 3aHMMAIOT HAONIONEHHS 38 COCTOSHUEM OC-
HOBHOTO KOMIIOHEHTA JIECHBIX 3KOCHCTEM — JpeBocTos. llenap HacTosmero co-
OOIIEHMS — BBISIBIICHHE TIPOCTPAHCTBEHHO-BPEMEHHBIX 0COOCHHOCTEH AMHAMHUKH
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COCTOSTHHS TIOBPEKICHHBIX TIONUTPadoM IMUXTOBEIX JPEBOCTOEB Ha fore Tomckoit
00JIaCTH Ha OCHOBE aHAJIM3a Pe3yJbTaTOB HA3EMHOT'O MOHUTOPHHTA 32 IIEeCTUIIET-
Hu# niepuoa uccienoBanuii (2012-2017 rr).

MarepuaJjbl 1 MeTOAUKA HUCCIe0BaAHUN

OmeHKy COCTOSIHHSI PEBOCTOEB NHXTHl CHOWPCKON W HAOMIONCHHUS 3a IIPO-
UCXOSIIMMHU B HUX JMHAMHUYECKHMHU MPOLECCAaMH OCYLIECTBISUIM Ha 7 MOCTO-
STHHBIX TpoOHBIX miomansx (I1I1I1), 3amoxeHHbIX Ha 3 MOJCTBHBIX MTOJUTOHAX,
IJie B YCJIIOBHUSX 0COOOT0 pekrMa MOoJIb30BaHuUs (OrpaHHYeHHs PyOOK) BO3MOKHO
MIPOBECHUE [UINTCITHFHOTO MOHUTOPHHTA.

IepBsIit MonenbHBI nomuroH (56°12'34'"N 85°02'21"E) — ocobo oxpansiemast pu-
ponnas Tepputopust (OOIIT) rocynapcTBeHHBIH JIaHATADTHBIN 3aKA3HUK 00JIaCTHOTO
3HaueHus «Jlapunckuid» (B cocraBe KonapoBckoro y4acTKoBOro JecHu4ecTBa ToMcko-
TO JISCHUYECTBa, ypouniie KomapoBckoe). 3aka3HUK HaXOIUTCS Ha paccTostHIA 30 KM
K tory oT . ToMcka, pactiofioKeH B HIDKHEM Te4eHHH p. TyTOsIKOBKH (IIpaBOTO MPUTO-
Ka p. Tomu), BKITFOYaeT B ce0sl 3TAJIOHHBIN YYaCTOK MEPEXOHON 30HBI OT PaBHUHHOKN
IO’KHOM Talir K TopHO# Taiire Ky3Herxoro Anaray ¢ (parMeHTaMy KOPEHHBIX TeM-
HOXBOMHBIX JIECOB, B KOTOPBIX MpeoonanaeT Abies sibirica. B 3Toi 4acTu TeppuTOprum
3aKa3HHKa 3a10keHbI 4 ipoOHbIe TUIomam B kBapTane 16: IIIT 1-12 (8 Beigene 13),
[ITTIT 2-12 (B BBIAENE 15), ITT1IT 3-12 (B BImEne 14) u 1111 4-12 (B BbIICHTE 12).

Bropoit nonuron (56°17'32"N 85°28'25"E) — okpectHOocTH 1oc. bacannaiika
(MexeHMHOBCKOE YUaCTKOBOE JIECHIYECTBO TOMCKOTO JTeCHHUECTBa, KBapTai 31,
Bbien 14). MoaenbHbIi MOJUIOH MPEACTaBIseT COOOKH 0c000 3aIMTHBIN yua-
CTOK JIeca BOKPYT HACEJICHHOTO ITYHKTa C BBICOKOH JOJICH MUXTHI B COCTaBE Ape-
BOCTOEB, Ha KOTOPOM 3aJI0XeHa pooOHas miomaas [T 5-12.

Tperuid moymmron (56°27'59"N 85°06'09"E) — OOIIT mecTHOro 3HAuYEHUS
MyHHMIUNANBHOTO obOpa3oBanus «lopon Tomck» 3aBap3uHCKas JiecHas jaua,
pacrolokeHHast y €. 3aBap3uHO, I0ro-BocTouHee I. Tomcka, Ha mpaBoM Oepery
p. Yinaiiku; KpynHblii MaCCHUB IIPUTOPOIHBIX 3€JIEHBIX HACAKACHUH, B OCHOBHOM
MIPUPOTHOTO MIPOUCXOKICHNS, IMEET BaKHOE 3HAYCHHE IS PEKPEaIliH, 3alHThI
TEPPUTOPUH OT HEOIATONMPUATHBIX TPUPOAHO-KIIMMATUIECKUX M aHTPOIIOTEHHBIX
(axTOpOB, B TOM YHCIIEC OT HPO3MOHHEIX IporeccoB. Ha 3Toit Tepputopuu 3amo-
seHbl J1Be poOHbIe tutomaau: [T 6-12 u T 7-12.

[IpoGubie momanu 3anoxkensl B 2012 1. B cootBercTBUM ¢ OCT 56-69-83,
HMEIOT NPSIMOYTONbHYIO (hopMy, pazmepst 0,15-0,35 ra B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT I'yCTO-
TBI, TTOJTHOTHI JIPEBOCTOSI M €T0 MOPOJTHOTO COCTaBa, C YNCIOM JAepeBbeB oT 102
70 190. Ber6op y4acTKoB [Isl 3aKJIaAKK IPOOHBIX IIOMAAEH OCYIECTBIISIICS UC-
XOJISl M3 Pa3HOOOPa3wsI TTOPOJHOTO COCTAaBa, BO3PACTHON CTPYKTYPHI U C YUETOM
MOBPEXKIEHHOCTH HMHBAHEpOM, BBISBICHHON B pe3ylbTrare MpeABAPUTEIBHBIX
PEKOTHOCITMPOBOYHEBIX OOCIIEIOBaHUH MOJCIBHBIX MOJIUTOHOB. TaKcalMOHHEBIE
MIOKa3aTeIN JIPEBOCTOEB, ONPEEICHHBIE M0 CTaHIAPTHBIM METOAUKAM JIECOBO-
CTBEHHBIX McclienoBanui [15], mpencrasiieHs! B Ta0I. 1.
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Tabnuna 1 [Table 1]
TakcannoHHbIe I0KA3aTe/IN JPEBOCTOEB MUXTHI CHOMPCKOIl HA NPOOHBIX MJIOMIAASX
[Inventory data of Siberian fir stands on sample plots] (M+m)

Ne JpeBocton Cpenrmit Cpennss | Cpenauit Knace
TIIIIT nuxroppix | PHAMEIP | prcora Bospact | IToxn-
Cocras XTI, oonu- | Tum
[No. 3IIEMEHTOB MMUXTHI, | MHXTHI, | HOTA
of JIPEBOCTOS Heca M " et [Stand | T€T2 neca
sam- corrEIS):)z?gon] [Tree stands [zgve;rage [Average | [Average | den- [Qiral— [f;);:; '
ple of fir forest nrtree fir tree fir tree sity] Y
diameter, . class]
plot] elements] om] height, m] | age, year]
1-12 | 8AIPnsIP+Pn 28,6£0,9 |24,1£09| 90 L1 | 1 E;‘}Tﬂl)’]
2-12|  6A3PnsIP 18,6+0,8 | 17,620,7| 55 09 | 1 [ﬁ)’]
I moko-
JIGHHE 1 305413 |22,7+0,7| 95
[1 genera-
tion T
3-12 | 5P3A,1A,,1Pns+Pn i Hg_ 1,2 I [Bhg]
KOICHME 1 133405 | 13,6£0,4 | 55
[II genera-
tion]
I moxo-
JIGHHE 1 30 541,1 |26,5+0,6 | 95
[T genera-
tion] MTp
4-12 | 6A,1A 2Pns1P+Pt I 1o- 1,0 I [phb]
KOICHHE 1 19 7405 | 13,3£0,6 | 50
[II genera-
tion]
10A+P, pTp
5-12 single Pns, Pt, B 27,9+0,8 | 24,7+0,7 60 1,0 1 [vhb]
6-12 |  5A3P2Pns 27,941,5 | 20,1=1,2 | 70 12| 1 [“r"nf]
7-12 | 5Pns3A2P+Pn 22,1£0,8 [ 20,5+2,6 | 115 | 0,6 | 1II [13;5]
Ipumeuanue. A — nuxta cubupckas Abies sibirica Ledeb., Pns — cocHa keapoBasi cubupckas

(xenp cubupckuit) Pinus sibirica Du Tour, P — enb cubupckast Picea obovata Ledeb., Pn — co-
cHa OObIKHOBeHHas Pinus sylvestris L., Pt — ocuna Populus tremula L.; B — Gepe3a nmoBucias
Betula pendula Roth. A u A, — nepBoe 1 BTopoe MOKoieH#e MUXThL. TUIIbI Jleca: MTP — MeJIKo-
TPaBHBIH, PTP — PA3HOTPABHBIHN, MIII — MIIUCTHIN (YKa3aHbI 10 BOSHUKHOBEHUSI 04aroB Macco-
BOTO pa3MHOXKEHUS P. proximus).

[Note. A — Abies sibirica Ledeb., Pns — Pinus sibirica Du Tour, P — Picea obovata Ledeb., Pn — Pinus
sylvestris L., Pt — Populus tremula L., B — Betula pendula Roth. Arabic numerals denote the percentage of
species in the stand composition. A, A —first and second generation of fir. Forest type: phb —parviherbetum,
vhb — variitherbetum, ms — mosses (forest types are indicated before the emergence of P. proximus foci)].

Bce nepeBbs (ocobu ¢ AuaMeTpoM 8 CM U BBIIIIE) Ha MPOOHOH IJIONIaId HyMe-
poBau 0enoi MacIsTHOM KPAacKoH, 4TO MO3BOJIMIIO IPOCICIUTh UX HHIHBHIYallb-
HYIO Cy/nb0y B X0/Ie €KErOJHbIX MOHHTOPHHIOBBIX HaOmoneHuit. Kaxmoe nepeso



122 9.M. Bucuposa, C.A. Kpugey

B JPEBOCTOE OICHUBAJIM IT0 KOMIUIEKCY BH3YaJbHBIX MPU3HAKOB C HICIIOIH30Ba-
HHUEM HIKaJIbl KaTerOpuid ’KU3HEHHOTO COCTOSHMSA, Pa3pabOTaHHOU C Y4eTOM B3a-
WMOOTHOINICHUI WHBaWiepa u kopMoBoii moposs! [16]. K I kareropun cocrosinus
OTHOCHJIU 370POBbIE JIepeBbs (03 MPU3HAKOB OCIAOICHUS, HE aTaKOBaHbI IOJIH-
rpacdom). 11 kaTeropus — ocnabGieHHbIC JIepeBbs (aTaKOBaHBI TOTUTPAPOM, HO HE
3acelieHbl, ¢ €AMHUYHBIMH UM YMEPEHHBIMHU MOTEKAMU CMOJBI U3 MECT IOTbI-
TOK TIOCEJICHHS, C 3aCMOJICHHBIMH BXOJIHBIMH OTBepcTUsMH KyKoB). III karero-
pHsI — CUJIBHO OCTabJIeHHBIE AepeBbs (C OOMIBHBIMU MTOTEKAMU CMOJIBI, aTAKOBA-
HBI TTONATPaOoM, Ha CTBOJIE HMEIOTCSI HE3aCMOJICHHBIC BXOTHEBIC OTBEPCTHS, 03
YCIIEIIHOTO MOCceNeHus xKyKoB Ha fepese). lepesbs 1, 11 u 111 kateropuii siisitoT-
Csl KHM3HECIOCOOHBIME. 1V KaTeropust — yChIXaromue AepeBbs (3aCEIeHBI ITOH-
rpagom). V Kkateropus — AepeBbs, HOrUOIINE B TEKYILIEM roy (CBEXUil CyXoCToH,
orpaboranHbid noiurpadom). VI kareropus — JnepeBbs, MOTHOIINE B MPOILILIC
rofs! (cTapslif cyxocToil). IIpu OTCYTCTBUH KYKOB, 110 KOTOPBIM MPOU3BOIUTCS
BHJIOBas MIICHTU(HKALINS, Ha IepeBbsiX V 1 VI kareropuii 1oka3areabCTBOM yda-
CTHsI yCCYpUICKOTO monurpada B UX THOEIH SBJSUIOCH HAJTMUME CTapbIX TOTEKOB
CMOJTBI Ha KOpE U CTICIU(PHICCKIX MPU3HAKOB PA3BUTHS P proximus TIOI KOPOi
(pa3mepsl U KOH(UTYpaIisg MaTOUHBIX Tajepei, oTIeyaTaHHbIX Ha 3a0010HU, U
yOIyOJlIeHHBIC B 3200JI0Hb KYKOJIOYHBIEC KOJIBIOCTHKH).

Jonto nepeBbeB KaxI0H KaTeropHHu COCTOSHHS B JIPEBOCTOE PACCUUTHIBA-
T TI0 CyMME KBaJpaToB IUIOMIAZeH MOMEPEYHOTO CEUCHHsI CTBOJIOB HA BBICOTE
1,3 M — mokasareino, KoppeaupyoueMy ¢ 00beMoM CTBoJIOB [17].

B xauecTBe MHTETpaNbHBIX MOKa3aTeIel COCTOSHUS IPEBOCTOSI HCIONB30Ba-
HBI UH/IEKC KU3HEHHOTO COCTOSIHHSL M CPETHEB3BEIICHHAs KATETOPUS COCTOSTHUS
[18, 19]:

L:1002g}+702g§,+402g§,,+52ng )

> G |

2
e - 281 T2Y g 3 g +4Y gl +52 g7 + 63 g @
G}

rie L — MHJeKC )KM3HEHHOTO COCTOsHuS; X8, Xg°, Xg°,, Xg°,, Xg’,, Xg’ — cymMma
KBaJ[paTOB IUIOIIAACH TOMIEPEYHOTO CEUEHHS IEPEBHEB 310POBBIX, OCIA0ICHHBIX,
CIJIPHO OCJTAOJICHHBIX, YCHIXAIONINX M CYXOCTOS (CBEXKETO M CTaporo) B HCCIIe-
JiyeMoM JipeBocToe; X*G, — cyMMa KBaJIpaToB IUIONIA/eH TIONepeuHoro ceqeHus
JiepeBbeB Beex Kateropuid coctostaust; 100, 70, 40, 5 — ko pummeHTsl, BhIpaka-
OLIME JKU3HEHHOE COCTOSIHUE 3/I0POBBIX, OCIA0IEHHBIX, CHIIBHO MOBPEKIACHHBIX
U OTMHUPAIOILUX J1epeBbEB, %; AWC — cpeHeB3BelIeHHas KaTerOpys COCTOSHUS
JIEPEBBEB B IPEBOCTOE.

OTH TOKa3aTeNn XapaKTepU3yIOT COCTOSHHUE JPEBOCTOEB B PAa3HBIX aCMEKTax
Y JOTIOJHSIIOT JpYT Apyra: L oTpaxaer ero «310poBbey», AWC — Tak Ha3bIBaeMoe
«CaHUTapPHOE COCTOSHHUE», C aKIICHTOM Ha CTCIICHb MPOSBICHUS ITaTOIOTHYECKO-
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ro mporecca [20].

ITo B.A. Anexceey [20], npu nokazarene L 100-80% cocTosiHue 1peBoCcTOs
OIICHUBACTCS KaK «370poBoe», mpu 79-50% napeBocToil cumrtaeTcs ociallieH-
HbIM, TIpu 49-20% — cHIIbHO OCabieHHbIM, ITpH 19% U HI1XKe — MOTHOCTHIO pa3-
pymeHHBIM. C y4eToM CpeIHEB3BENICHHOH KAaTErOPHH COCTOSHUS BEIIEICHO 5
CTeTCHeH JerpaJalluy IPEBOCTOCB: 1-51 CTENEHb XapaKTePU3YyeTCsi OTCYTCTBHEM
nerpananuu (cootBerctByeT 1,0—1,5 6anna AWC); 2-s1 creneHs — ciiabas ierpa-
namms (AWC — 1,6-2,5); 3-s crenenb — cpeanss aerpanauus (AWC — 2,6-3,5);
4-51 crenienb — cuibHas aerpaxanus (AWC — 3,6-4,5) u 5-s1 cTenenp — moaHas
nerpananus (AWC — 6onee 4,0).

s oTpaskeHHsT CKOPOCTH 00pa30BaHMs BETPOBAIBHBIX U OypETOMHBIX Aepe-
BbCB B MOBPEIKICHHBIX NOMUTPa(GOM HACOKACHUSIX 3a TIEPHO. HAOIIONCHUIN BBE-
neHa VII kareropus — «Bajiex».

JlaHHBIE O MOTOTHBIX YCIOBHSAX B pailoHEe UCCICIOBAaHUIN MMOIYYCHBI C caiiTa
https://rp5.ru/ApxuB_noroasl B_Tomcke

Koppensiuro Mexty 1oJel yChIXaHHs IUXTHI U €€ CPEIHIM BO3PACTOM U yda-
CTHEM B COCTaBE IPEBOCTOS, a TaKke MEXKIY BEIMUMHOHN TEKYIIEro yCHIXaHUS
JPEBOCTOEB M TEMIIEPATypOH BO3IyXa B IIEPHO]] HCCIICIOBAHUI OLICHUBAJIH C T10-
MOIIBIO0 PAHTOBOTO Kod(urmenTa koppesssunu Crnupmena [21] .

Pe3ysbTarshl Hcciie0BaHNus U 00Cy:KIeHe

Junamuka cocmosanus RUXmoewvix opeeocmoes 8 Jlapunckom 3aka3Huxe

[TepBble mpU3HAKK 3aMETHOM T'HOETIH IEPEBHEB MUXTHI B 3aKa3HHUKE MOSIBUIINCH
B Havasie 2000-X ro1oB, 4To OOBSCHSUIN €CTECTBEHHBIMH MIPOIIeCCaMU B Hanbolee
CYKIIECCHOHHO 3pEIIbIX JPEBOCTOSX, MPUBOAAIIMMH K UX paclaay, a B poiu ¢u-
HAJBHOTO CTpecc-(pakTopa OMHO0YHO TPUHSIIN YCHICHHE aKTUBHOCTH YEPHOTO
nuxToBoro ycada Monochamus urussovi (Fisch.) [22].

[To maHHBIM IEHAPOXPOHOIOTHYECKOTO aHaIN3a, mpoeneHHoro J.A. Jlemu-
ko [13], HauOomnee paHHssA AaTUPOBKA OTMHUPAHUS JACPEBHEB MUXTHI CO CIEIaMH
pasBuTHs yccypuiickoro monurpada B JIapuHCKOM 3aKa3HUKE MPHypOYeHa K
2005 r. K HacrosiieMy BpeMeHH B pe3yJbTaTe BCIBIIIKA MacCOBOTO Pa3MHOKeE-
Hus P. proximus nuxrta ycoxJya Ha 60% 3aHMMaeMoH €10 IUIOoILaAu Ha TEPPUTOPUHI
3aKa3HUKA.

B pa3HpIX "acTsaxX 3aka3HUKA JIErpajiallis MAXTOBOTO AJIEMEHTA Jieca B Hava-
Jie McCeIOBaHNi TPOSBIISIIACH B PA3IMYHON cTeneHu (0T ciaboi A0 TOIHOM).
B nanpHeimem oHa TakKe UMeJa pa3HbIi XapaKTep MOrOANYHON TUHAMHKH, YTO
MOYKHO TTOAPOOHO PACCMOTPETh Ha 3ATOKEHHBIX MTPOOHBIX TUIOIAISX.

MIIIIT 1-12. WcciienoBaHHBI TEMHOXBOWHBIN JPEBOCTOM C TpeoliagaHneM
MUXTBI CHOUPCKOH (cM. Tabi. 1) XxapakTepu3yeTcs IUPOKUM PaCIpOCTpaHEHUEM
KOPHEBBIX M CTBOJIOBBIX IPHOHBIX ITATOTCHOB (KOpHEBOW ryOku Heterobasidion
annosum (Fr.) Bref., onenka pona Armillaria spp., TpyroBuka 'aptura Phellinus
hartigii (Allesch. & Schnabl) Pat., p>xaBunHHOTO paka nUXTel Melampsorella
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caryophyllacearum (DC.) J. Schrdt.) kKak OJHOTO M3 Ba)KHBIX MPUPOIHBIX (ax-
TOpoB ocnabnenus aepesseB [23]. Crnenbl pa3BuTHs noaurpaga 3a Bech NEpUOA
HccIeoBaHui 0OHapyKeHbI Ha 93,4% MOTHOMNX JepEeBhEB MUXTHI, KOTOPBIE CO-
cTaBuiIH 88,7% OT uX OOIIETO KOJIMUYECTBA, IPU JOCTATOYHO BBICOKOW MIIOTHOCTH
nocenenust P. proximus (B cpenHeM 4,5 ceMbu/aM? HOBEPXHOCTH CTBOJA), YTO
00yCIIOBUIIO MOJIHYIO JIETPAJALUIO PEBOCTOS B IEPUOJ MACCOBOTO PA3MHOXKEHHUS
WHBali/iepa, BEISIBICHHYIO y)Ke B Havalie uccienqoBanuil (tadm. 2). [To-Buaumomy,
MEepBUYHBIN ouar yccypuiickoro nomaurpaga Ha TEPPUTOPUU 3aKa3HUKA MOSIBUICS
MMEHHO B JaHHOM HAaCaXX/ICHHU.

Tab6numa 2 [Table 2]
Pacnpenenenue nepeBbeB NUXTHI (%) M0 KATErOPHsIM COCTOSIHUS
M IMHAMHMKA HHTErpaJibHbIX MoKa3aTeeil cocTossHus ApeBoctosi Ha ITTIIT 1-12
[Distribution of fir trees (%) by categories of vitality on the sample plot 1-12]

Kareropuu coctosinus [Category of vitality] CpennensBe-
T'ox o6cne- HHCHHAs Hrexc
OBAHIS KaTeropusi Co- | JKU3HEHHOTO
[Year Il {m|v]| v | v | v | crotmmsbamn | cocross
of the survey] [Average weighted _[Vltahty
category index], %
of vitality, score]
2012 0,0 /02]001]24]03]|97,1] 0,0 5,9 0,2
2013 0,0 | 021000000998 00 6,0 0,0
2014 0,0 10,03/0,02] 0,0 | 0,0 |92,95] 7,0 6,0 0,0
2015 0,0 [0,03/0,02] 0,0 [ 0,0 [89,88]10,07 6,0 0,0
2016 0,0 10,03/10,02| 0,0 | 0,0 |79,52{20,43 6,0 0,0
2017 0,0 10,0310,02| 0,0 | 0,0 |65,32{34,63 6,0 0,0

Ha momenT oGcnenoBanns B 2012 . oOmmii otnaj (CyMMapHOE KOJHYECTBO
nepeBbeB [V—VI kateropuii cocrosiaust) coctaBui 99,8% c abcomoTHbIM peodia-
JAHUEM CTapOro CyXOCTOsl, UTO ITO3BOJISIET ONPENEIIUTb JaHHbIH JIOKAJIbHBIN odar
nonurpada xak 3aryxumit. Texymuii oTnaza (CyMMapHOe KOJIMYIeCTBO AepeBbeB [V
1 V Kareropuil cocTosiHus) cocTaBisii 2,7%, B ToM yucie 2,4% — 3acelicHHbIC
yccypuiickuM nonurpagom aepesbs 1V kareropun. HeMHOrouncieHHbIE KUBbIE
JICPEBbS CO CIIEIAMU TIOTIBITOK TIOCENICHNS MHBaliiepa OLICHEHBI KaK OCIa0lICHHBIE.

B 2013 . >xuBblIe JepeBbsl HE MOABEPraJIUCh HOBBIM aTakaM *yKOB U HE U3Me-
HWJIM CBOEH KaTeropuu COCTOSHUS, a TeKYLIUI oTHax NpeaplIyLero roja nepe-
wen B VI kareroputo.

B 2014 1. Takke HOBBIX MTOTIBITOK IIOCEJICHUS MOUTpada Ha )KU3HECITOCOOHbBIE
nepeBbst He oTMeueHo. OnHo aepeBo u3 Il kareropuu nepernuio B 111 kareroputo
B CBSI3H C OOIIMPHBIMH MEXaHWYCCKIMH TTOBPSKICHUSIMH CTOJIA M3-32 MaJCHHUS
HaXOJAIIErocs PsIIOM CTaporo CyXocToitHOro aepesa. B nemom 7% nepeBbeB B
9TOT Iofi MEPELIO U3 JPEBOCTOS B BbIBAIL. M3MEHEeHUs B OCIEyIOILUE TOABI 3a-
KJIIOUAJIUCh B YBEJIMUYEHUU OYPETIOMHBIX U BETPOBAIBHBIX JAEPEBbEB, KOTOPHIE K
KOHITY IIepro/ia HaOMIONEHUH COCTABIITH TPETHIO YaCTh OT HCXOIHOTO KOTMIECTBA
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JIEpEBbLEB B JipeBocToe (M. Tadm. 2).

WuTterpanbHbie MOKa3aTeu IPEeBOCTOS 32 BECh MIEPUOJ HAOMIONCHHUN TPAKTH-
YECKH HE M3MCHMIMCH (CM. TaOi. 2). VX 3Ha4eHUs] CBHICTEILCTBYIOT O TIOJHOM
pacnaje apeBocTos. JlanpHelIe ero H3MeHEeHHUs IIPH €CTECTBEHHOM XOJIe pa3-
BUTHs OyIyT 3aKIIOYaThCSl B €KETOJHOM OOpa3oBaHMH Bajexka, MPEIOIOKH-
TeNnbHO B pasdmepe 8,8% B roa (ucxons u3 35% 3a npensiayuime 4 rona), a mnpu
BO3HHKHOBEHHUH YKCTPEMATLHBIX ITOTOMHBIX SBICHUN B BHJIE ITKBAJIBHBIX BETPOB
— B HeTIpeJcKa3zyeMo 0osiee BEICOKUX 00beMax.

IIITIT 2-12. TTo TakcalmOHHBIM MTOKA3aTENSIM IPEBOCTON MTUXTHI SIBIISIETCS Ca-
MBIM MOJIOJIBIM M3 BCeX o0clieioBaHHbIX (cM. Tabin. 1). B manHOM apeBocToe B
2012 r. ciempl pa3BUTHS yccypuiicKoro monurpada BeTpedanuch Ha 34,2% ne-
PEBBEB MUXTHI OT UX 00IIEro uucia u Ha 77% morudmux aepesbes, B 2017 . Ha
45,9 u 82,6% coorBeTcTBeHHO. [ITOTHOCTE TTOCEenenust P. proximus cOCTaBISLIA
B cpemHeM 3,5 ceMbH/IM? MOBEPXHOCTH CTBOJIA. VI3HAYAIBHO JPEBOCTON MMEI
CPE/IHIOI0 CTETICHb JICTPaJallii, B HEM TpeoOiafalid )KU3HECTIOCOOHbIE 0coOH
nuxThl [-111 kareropuit cocTostHus, cymMMapHO cocTaBuBIIne 82% aepeBbeB. O0-
U OTTIAJ TIPENCTABICH NMPEUMYIIIECTBEHHO CYXOCTOEM IPOILIBIX JIET, a TeKY-
LM 0TI BKIFOUAJ BCEro 2 TOHKOMEPHBIX JiepeBa V KaTeropuu COCTOSHHUS, OT-
paboTaHHbIX noyrpadom (Tad. 3).

Tab6numa 3 [Table 3]
Pacnpenenenue nepeBbeB NUXTHI (%) M0 KATErOPHSIM COCTOSIHUS
M IMHAMMKA HHTErpaJibHbIX MoKa3aTeJeii cocTossHus ApeBoctosi Ha ITIIIT 2-12
[Distribution of fir trees (%) by categories of vitality and dynamics
of integrated indicators on sample plot 2-12]

Kareropuu cocrosiaus [Category of vitality] | CpeqHeB3BeIEHHAS. Unnekc
Tox obcie- KaTeropus co- KUBHEHHOTO
JIOBAHWUSI CTOSIHHSI, Gasut
[Yearofthe | I | II | II | IV | V | VI |VII| [Average weighted CO;T_O’II.H“’{
survey] category of vital- .[ ttality
ity, score] index], %
2012 25,1[38,4[18,5/0,0/0,04]17,96| 0,0 2,7 59,4
2013 13,8127,8|15,8|5,3]15,5| 21,8 | 0,0 3,5 39,8
2014 12,2124,2|15,7/0,0]10,6 | 32,7 | 4,6 3.7 37,1
2015 12,2124,2|15,7]10,0] 0,0 | 43,1 | 4,8 3.8 37,1
2016 12,2124,2(15,710,0| 0,0 | 43,1 | 4,8 3.8 37,1
2017 12,2123,6 /10,6 | 0,0] 0,0 | 40,4 [13,2 3.8 37,1

B 2013 . Ha 3TOM y4YacTKe pe3KO YMEHBIIMIOCH KOJIMYECTBO KU3HECTIOCO0-
HBIX JIEpPEBBEB, CyMMapHO Ha 24,6% 1o cpaBHeHuto ¢ 2012 ., 9To 00yCcIOBIEHO
MIPOIOJIKEHUEM OCBOEHHSI MOMUTrpadoM JOCTYIMHOH KOPMOBOW 0a3bl, COOTBET-
CTBEHHO yBenuumics oomuii ortnaa. Tekymmit ormax cocraBwi 20,8% u xa-
pakTepu30Ball HACAKACHUE KaK ACHCTBYIOMIMKA odar nonurpada. 3HaduTeIbHOe
CHIDKEHHE KOJIMYECTBA 3JI0POBBIX JIEPEBHECB CBS3aHO CO CBSKHMH aTaKaMH II10-
nurpada. CocTosHUE APEBOCTOS B 3TOM TOly OIICHEHO KaK MOTPaHUYHOE MEKIY
cpenHel U cuibHON creneHbio ferpaganuu. C 2014 . mpomecc MaccoBOro ot-
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MUpAHUS TUXTHl 3aMEIUTHIICS, B TANEHEHIIIEM COCTOSHIE PEBOCTOS OCTABAIOCh
CTaOMIBHBIM, TIOSIBIJICS BAJICK, pazMep kotoporo yeenuumics k 2017 1. B 3 pasa.

IIITIT 3-12. [TnXTOBBIH AIEMEHT APEBOCTOS MPEACTABICH JABYMST BO3PACTHBI-
MU ITOKOJICHUSIMH, KOTOPbIe CyMMapHO cocTaBisitoT 40% (cm. Tabin. 1). B 2012 .
pasButne nonurpada ormedeHo Ha 67,1% nepeBheB MUXTHI OT X OOIIETO YMCIa
1 Ha 95,9% norudmux aepesneB, B 2017 . — Ha 77,1 1 96,4% COOTBETCTBEHHO.
[ToTHOCTH MOCENeHuUs! yecypuiickoro nonurpada — B cpegneM 4 ceMbu/aM? mo-
BEPXHOCTH CTBOJIA.

JuHaMuKa COCTOSHUS BO3PACTHBIX ITOKOJICHHUI MHUXTHI CYIIECTBEHHO pasiimda-
JIaCh, YTO BBIPA3WIOCH B BEIMUYMHE OOIIECTO M TEKYIEro OTIaja U U3MECHCHUH Ka-
TErOpHi )KU3HECTIOCOOHBIX JePEBbEB 10 ToaM (Tadm. 4). Ha MOMEHT IepBHYHOTO
00CIIeI0BaH s BTOPOE TIOKOJICHUE TIMXTHI MOBPEKICHO YCCYPHUIUCKUM MOIUTpadoM
cuIIbHee, YeM nepBoe. OOIIuii OTIa 1 B HeM IOYTH BIIBOE OOJIBIIE, @ TEKYIITHHA 0TI/
3HAYUTEIHHO MEHBIIIE, UM B IIEPBOM MOKOJICHUH, YTO OOBSICHSICTCS] CPABHUTEIBHO
HeOOIBITUM 00bEMOM KOPMOBOH 0a3bl IOJMTpada — )KUBbIC IEPEBbs HEMHOTOYHC-
neHHbl. [1oHas nerpaaaliys BTOPOro MOKOJICHHS MUXThI 00YCIOBICHA BBICOKOM 10~
JIel TepeBbeB, TIOTHOIINX B TPEBIIYIINE TOIBI CYIIECTBOBAHMUS odara rmoiurpada.

Tab6numa 4 [Table 4]
Pacnpenenenue nepeBbeB NUXTHI (%) M0 KATErOPHSIM COCTOSIHUS
M IMHAMMKA HHTErpaJibHbIX MoKa3aTeJeii cocTrosiHus ApeBoctosi Ha ITTIIT 3-12
[Distribution of fir trees (%) by categories of vitality
and dynamics of integrated indicators on the sample plot 3-12]

Bos- Kateropun cocTosHMs
Ton pact- Category of vitality CpenHeB3BeNIeH- Uiexe
obcie- Hoe HAS KATCTOPHA | o010
noBammst | COCTOSHHS, bamn | s
[year | e | 1 | I [ m0 [ 1v | v | vi| v |[Average weighted |y i
of the category of . S
survey] [Gt?(l)lz]ra' vitality, score] index], %
2012 I 0,0 [40,7]12,3]16,2| 2,7 [28,1]| 0,0 3,7 34,2
11 92192 11,8|82]0,0|71,6] 0,0 5,0 16,7
013 1|00 |34,7]90 250/ 0,0 [302] 1,1 38 29,5
11 92192100100 ]10,1[67,0| 4,5 5,0 16,4
2014 T |00 ]29.4[143] 0,0 |15,6(39,6] 1,1 4.6 26,6
11 92192100100 0,0 [76,1] 5,5 5,1 16,7
2015 I 0,0 [18,6]14,3] 0,0 | 0,0 [55,2]| 11,9 4,7 21,3
I 921921000000 |679]|13,7 5,0 18,1
2016 I 0,0 (15,017,311 0,0 | 0,5 [54,3]12,9 4,7 20,0
I 921921000000 |679]|13,7 5,0 18,1
2017 I 0,0(15,0]17,3] 0,0 | 0,0 [32,7]| 35,0 42 34,6
I 9,2 13,710,000 0,0 |657|214 5,0 25,8

Cpemu iepBoro nokosenust B 2012 1. rekymmii otmag coctasui 18,9%, aro cBue-
TENBCTBYET O HATMYHMHU JISHCTBYIOLIETO O4ara pa3MHOKeHus onurpada. Makcumym
Tekymiero ornana (25%) zadukcuposan B 2013 1. BepostHo, cHavana P proximus
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HapaIuBal IUIOTHOCT MOMYJIIIMA Ha 0oJiee MENKHX YITHETCHHBIX M OCIa0IeHHBIX
JIEPEBBSX BTOPOTO MMOKOJIEHHUS, a MTPU YBETMUYEHUH YUCTICHHOCTH CTall OCBauBaTh JIe-
peBbst U crapiiero Bozpacta. Haumnas ¢ 2015 . TeMribl OTMHpaHuUsT XTI CHA3H-
JIUCh, HO COXPAaHUJIACh TeHACHIINS YXYALICHHS COCTOSHUS KHBBIX JIEPEBLEB TIEPBOTO
TIOKOJICHMSI, YTO TIPHBEJIO B KOHEYHOM HTOTE K €ro MOJIHOH AeTpafgariil (CM. Taom. 4).

Paspymenue ApeBOCTOsI 3a MEPUOA UCCIECTOBAHUN COMPOBOXIAIOCH MAacco-
BBIM 00pa30BaHUEM BaJie)ka, KOTOPHIM B IEPBOM ITOKOJICHUN COCTaBMI 35%, a BO
BTOpOM — 21,4% nepeBbeB, uTo (HOPMATIBHO MPUBEIO K U3MEHEHHIO HHTETPAIIb-
HBIX ITOKa3aTele COCTOSHUS JPEBOCTOEB B CTOPOHY YIYUIICHHUS, OJHAKO HE TI0-
BIIMSIIO HA X KQYECTBEHHYIO XapaKTEPUCTHUKY.

IIITIT 4-12. TTnXTOBEII AIEMEHT TaKXKe XapaKTEePU3yeTCsl HATMIHEM JIBYX BO3-
PAaCTHBIX IOKOJICHUH, HO OTIIMYAETCS OT MPEIbIIYIIEr0 OOJIBIINM €r0 y4acTHEM B
cocraBe JipeBoctost (cM. Tadm. 1). Crienpl paszsutust P. proximus orMedeHsl B 2012
r. Ha 65,1% oT obmIero yucina 1epeBbeB MUXTHI U HAa 93,1% morudmmx aepeBbes,
B 2017 . —na 81,6 n 95,5 % nepeBreB cooTBETCTBEHHO. CpeaHsisl INTIOTHOCTH TI0-
celieHust yccypuiickoro moaurpada — 4,9 ceMbu/mm? MOBEPXHOCTH CTBOJA.

JlnHamMuKa COCTOSHUS BO3PACTHBIX IOKOJICHUN IMUXTHI CXOAHA C TAKOBOW Ha
[IIIT 3-12. O6umMu 4epTamMu SBIAIOTCA 0ojee CHIIbHAs UCXOAHAS MOBPEXKICH-
HOCTB JIE€PEBHEB BTOPOTO MOKOJICHUS U 00Jee HU3KUE TEMIIBI M3MEHEHHUS €ro CO-
CTOSTHHSI 32 TIEPUOJ] KccTieJoBaHus (Tad. 5).

Tabauma 5 [Table 5]
Pacnipenenenue nepeBbeB NUXThI (%) M0 KATEropusiM COCTOSIHUSA
M IMHAMHKA HHTErpajibHbIX NoKa3aTe/eil cocTossHus Apesoctos Ha ITTIIT 4-12
[Distribution of fir trees (%) by categories of vitality and dynam-
ics of integrated indicators on the sample plot 4-12]

Kareropuu cocrosaus Cpenre-
Tox Bospact- [Category of vitality] Wnnexc
P B3BEIICHHAs
OGCJICJZ[O- HOC€ I10- KaTeropus co- JKU3HCHHOI'O
BaHUA KOJICHHUE CTOSTHUS, 0am COCTOsIHHUA
[Year of [Genera- 1 11 11T IV |V | VI | VI [Average Weighted [Vitality
the survey] tion] category of index], %
vitality, score]
2012 1 0,0(27,5(25,11 0,0 [5,7]41,7] 0,0 4,1 29,2
1T 0,7(18,1]/5,310,0[0,0{75,9| 0,0 5,1 14,9
2013 0,0[11,1]4,5]14,6(/7,1[62,7] 0,0 5,1 10,4
1T 0,0/18,7{2,2 10,0 [3,0[76,1] 0,0 5,2 12,8
2014 1 0,0{10,8]3,3]10,0(7,2(77,9| 0,8 5,4 9,0
11 0,0/12,7{ 8,2 10,0 10,0[679[11,2 5,2 13,7
2015 1 0,0{10,8] 3,310,0[0,0[79,4| 6,5 5,4 9,5
11 0,0{12,7] 8,2 10,0 {0,0[56,0|23,1 5,0 15,8
2016 1 0,0[10,8] 3,3 0,0 0,0({72,0/13,9 5,4 10,3
11 0,0(12,7] 8,2 10,0 [0,0[53,7(25,4 5,0 16,3
2017 1 0,0[10,8] 3,3 0,0 10,0({63,2(22,7 5,3 11,5
11 0,0{12,7] 8,2 10,0 [0,0[45,5[33,6 49 18,3
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B 2012-2014 1. Ha 3TOM y4acTke JlapHHCKOTO 3aKa3HHKa HAOIFOAINCH ca-
MbIE€ BBICOKHE TEMITbl OTMUPAHUS MUXTHI CPEIU ACPEBHEB MEPBOTO MOKOJICHUSI.
MaxcuManbHBIA TeKyIuii oTraz 3adukcuposad B 2013 . u cocrasmn 21,7%, uto
MOATBEPKIAET HAIMYKE JISHCTBYIOIIETO O4ara MacCoOBOTO Pa3MHOMKEHHUS IOJH-
rpada B 3ToT nepron. CTOIb CTPEeMUTENBHEBIC TEMIIBI AeTpaaliii 00yCIOBICHBI
MIPOIOJKEHUEM TIPOLIEcca 3aceNeHHst TOIUrpadoM 0CiIabIeHHbIX B MPEIbITyIIIe
rozapl epeBbeB. B 2014 . TeHAeHINS yXyAIIEHUS! COCTOSTHHSI JPEBOCTOSI COXPa-
HWJIACh, HO TEMIIbI AETPaJalliy 110 CPABHEHUIO C MPOLUIBIM T0JIOM HEBBICOKH, YTO
CBSI3aHO, BUIUMO, C FCTOIICHIEM 3aI1acOB KOPMOBOW TIOPOJIBI M IIPOIIECCOM 3aTy-
XaHUs BCIBILIKK pa3MHOXKeHUs P, proximus. B nanpHeiieM qTuHaMUYeCKUE MPo-
[IECCHI KACAINCH TOIBKO CYXOCTOWHBIX AEPEBbEB, AKTUBHO HAKATUIMBAJICS BaJICK.

W3MeHeHust BO BTOPOM MOKOJICHUH THXTHI TaKkke 0osiee BEIPaXKEHBI B MIEPBBIE
TPH TOJa HMCCIICTOBAHUM, KOTAa paHee OCIabJICHHBIC JEepeBbs BHOBH IOABEpTa-
JIUCH atakaM P. proximus, eTMHUYHBIE 3I0POBBIE AEPEBbS MEPEILIH B KATETOPUIO
«ociablIeHHBIeY, YaCTh CHIIBHO OCITa0JICHHBIX 0CO0eH 3acesniach HHBaHIepOM |
ycoxua. C 2015 r. HabIrOqaIICh JINIIB TPOLIECCHI 00pPAa30BaHUS BajexkKa.

Jlunamuka cocmoanus nUxXmoeozo opesocmos 6 okp. noc. bacanoaiixa

B nmoponnom cocrase apeBoctost Ha [T 5-12 nuxta cubupckas siBIseTCs
a0COITFOTHBIM JIOMUHAHTOM W TIPEJCTABICHA OJIHUM TIOKOJeHHEM (cM. Tabm. 1).
[To AeHAPOXPOHONIOTUYECKUM JaHHBIM, FHOENb MEPBBIX JAEPEBHEB OT yCCypHUl-
cKkoro ronurpada B 3ToM HacaxaeHun gatupyercs 2001 . [13]. Cnenbl pa3BuTHs
P. proximus B 2012 1. otmeuens! Ha 31,9% ot o01mero uncia 1epeBbEB MUXTH, B
2017 r. — Ha 43,8% JnepeBbeB U 3a BECh MEPUO/] UCCIEAOBAHNS BCTPEUAINCH Ha
100% norubmmux aepesbeB. [I10THOCTE MOCeNneHUs B CpeiHEM cocTaBmiIa 3,7 ce-
MbH/JIM> IOBEPXHOCTH CTBOJIA.

Onenka cocrosiHUS ApeBoctos nposeneHa B 2012, 2016 u 2017 rr. J{unamuka
COCTOSIHHSL B 9TOM JPEBOCTOE BEIpaXkeHa ciiabo, M0 MHTETPATBHBIM TOKa3aTeIsIM
OH M3HAYaJIbHO OTHOCHIJICS K «CHJIBHO OCJAaOJICHHBIM» CO CpPEIIHEH CTENeHBIO Jie-
TpaTanyy 1 0CTaBaJICs TAKOBBIM B TEUEHHE BCETO TIEPHOA NCCIIeT0BaHMs (Ta0MI. 6).

Tabauma 6 [Table 6]
Pacnipenenenue nepeBbeB NUXTHI (%) M0 KATEropusiM COCTOSIHUSA
M IMHAMHMKA HHTErpajibHbIX NoKa3aTe/eil cocrossHus Apesoctos Ha ITTIIT 5-12
[Distribution of fir trees (%) by categories of vitality and dynamics
of tree stand integrated indicators on the sample plot 5-12]

Kareropuu cocrosinus CpenHeB3BeleH- Wnnexc
Ton o6cite- [Category of vitality] Hast KaTeropys JKU3HEHHOTO
JIOBaHUS COCTOSIHHSI, Oast COCTOSTHUS
[Year of the I omlml v | v v v [Average weighted [Vitality
survey] category of vital- index], %
ity, score]
2012 15,8(57,315,31 0,2 {0,1(21,3]0,0 2,8 58,1
2016 15,8(44,5[4,01 0,0 | 1,7 [28,5]5.,5 3,2 514
2017 15,3140,2169] 0,0 [ 1,5[30,2]5.9 3.3 48,9
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Pacmpenenenne nepeBbeB pa3HBIX KaTETOPHI COCTOSHIS IO TOJaM J0CTaTOq-
HO paBHOMEpPHOE, KU3HECIIOCOOHBIE AepeBbs peolagaii BO BCE TOblI HAOIIO-
neHuii. 3a 6 et ot nmoaurpada morndio 16% aepeBbeB, UTO HE BBIXOIWT 32 PAMKH
ecTecTBeHHOTro otnaja (2,7% B ron). Bmecte ¢ Tem rubens aepesseB ¢ 2012 1o
2016 1. coctaBmia 14,1% (4,7% B ron), a 3a 2017 r. Bcero 1,9%. Ito mo3BomnsieT
MPEANOIOKUTh, YTO, KaK U B JIapHHCKOM 3aKa3HUKE, HAaHOOJIBIINE TEMITbI OTMU-
paHus AepeBhEB B JAHHOM HacaKJaeHUH npuypodeHsl k 2013-2014 rr.

Jlunamuka cocmoaHus nUXmoewix Opeeocmoes ¢ 3a6ap3uncKol 1ecHOll oaue

[To neHapOoXpOHOIOTHIECKUM JaHHBEIM HanboJee paHHee JaTHpOBaHHEe THOe-
JIU IEPEBbEB MUXTHI OT YCCypUCKOTo monurpada B pailone 3aBap3uHO OTHOCHT-
csaik 2004 . [13].

IIIIT 6-12. ViccnenoBaHHbIM ApEeBOCTON BBICOKOMONHOTHBIHM, OIHOBO3pAacT-
HBI, ¢ TipeoOnaganneM NuXThl (cM. Tadu. 1). HacakjaeHne HaxXomuTCsl B HETO-
CPE/ICTBEHHOM OJIM30CTH OT JIMHUM BJIEKTpoIepenay, mpojaoxeHHoi B 2006 r. u
SIBUBILICHCS OCHOBHOM NMPHYUHOMN ero ocnadieHus. Ynuciao oTpaboTaHHBIX CTBO-
JIOBBIMH HACEKOMBIMU € Y4acTueM P. proximus IepeBbeB K Ha4aly UCCIeI0BaHUI
B 2012 1. cocrasisuio 34,6 % ot ob1iero yrcia JepeBbeB MUXTH U 73% OT uuc-
na nmorudmmx nepesbes, B 2017 . — 47,4 u 77,1% coorBercTBeHHO. [I10THOCTH
nocesieHus: nojurpada Ha OOJBIIUHCTBE OTPaOOTaHHBIX JIepeBbeB — OT 3,1 10
4,9 cembu/qM* TIOBEPXHOCTH CTBOJA.

K Hauay uccieoBaHuil MAXTOBBIN IPEBOCTON CHIIBHO OcaliieH, OOt OT-
naj coctanisn 43,4%, konuuecTBo Tekyuiero ornana (11,9%) xapakrepuzoBaiio
€ro Kak rmartoyiorndeckuii (tadi. 7). Haumbomnbimas rubesns 1epeBbeB MPOU30IIia B
2013 . (14,4%). [Tokazarenu Texyuiero ornaaa B 2012-2013 rr. cBUIETENBCTBY-
IOT 0 HAJWYNH B HACAKICHUHU JCHCTBYIONIETO O09Yara MacCOBOTO Pa3MHOKCHHS
nonurpada ¢ 3aTyxaHueM B MTOCIIEAYIOIINE TO/BI.

Ta6numa 7 [Table 7]
Pacnpenenenue nepeBbeB NUXTHI (%) M0 KATErOPUSIM COCTOSIHUS
M IMHAMMKA HHTErpaJibHbIX NMoKa3aTeJeii cocTrossHus ApeBoctosi Ha ITTIIT 6-12
[Distribution of fir trees (%) by categories of vitality and dynamics
of integrated indicators on the sample plot 6-12]

Kareropuu coctosiust -
Fon oG- [Categoryof vty e roropu | e
A g JKU3HEHHOTO
COCTOSIHHSI, Oasut
. COCTOSIHUS
[Year of the I nlmlv! v Ivilvi [Average welghted [Vitality
survey] category of vital- .
: index], %
ity, score]
2012 13,4136,5| 6,7 | 7,8 [ 4,1 |31,5] 0,0 3,5 42,0
2013 11,3(32,7] 2,3 [3,8[10,6]38,6]| 0,7 3,9 35,6
2014 10,1130,7( 1,8 10,0 1,4 |553] 0,7 4,2 32,5
2015 10,0127,21 1,8 10,0 0,0 |46,8]14,2 4,1 34,7
2016 10,0123,9] 5,1 {0,0]0,0 |43,5[17,5 4,1 34,9
2017 10,0123,9| 1,8 1 0,0 | 3,3 |42,3|18,6 4,1 33,9
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3a rozpl HAONIOACHUH JAPEBOCTOM TpaHC(HOPMUPOBAIICS U3 CHIIBHO OCIIabIeH-
HOTO B OTMHUPAIOIIHH, CTETIEHb ero Aerpajaliyi U3MEHUIIACh CO CPEHEH Ha CHIThb-
Hy0. C 2015 1. pe3ko (B 20 pa3 110 CpaBHEHHIO MPEIICCTBYOIIUMH FOIaMH) BbI-
pociu TeMnbl 00pa3oBaHus Balieka, KOTOphIA K 2017 I. cOCTaBUI MOYTH TISATYIO
4acTh UCXOJHOTO KOJIMUYECTBA JIepeBbeB (M. Tabm. 7).

IIIIT 7-12. JlpeBocTo XapaKTepHu3yeTcsi caMOi HU3KOW MOJTHOTOH U goneit
MUXTHI B COCTaBE MO CPABHEHUIO C IPYTUMH OOCICTOBAHHBIMA YIaCTKaMHU (CM.
tabn. 1). B 2012 r. unucno nmorudmux ot noaurpacga JepeBseB MUXThHI COCTABHIO
22,6% ot obiero ux uncia, B 2017 . — 33,3%. [InoTHOCTD mOCeeHUS Ha 00JIb-
NIMHCTBE JepeBbeB Hu3kas (2,1-3,2 cembu/mm?).

3a Bech NeproJ] HCCIIEIOBAaHNI MaKCUMAaITLHBIA 00N OTIa ] coctaBmi 5,1%
u npuxoauics Ha 2013 u 2015 rr. (tabn. 8). Texyuwmii ornag He npesbiman 1,7%.
OCHOBHEBIC TIPOIECCHI B TOM HACAKICHUH, B KOTOPBIX y4acTBOBAN P. proximus,
MIPOUCXOAUIIN CPEH KUZHECTIOCOOHBIX JIEPEBbEB. 3a 6 JIET 10JIS 310POBBIX Jepe-
BbEB yMeHbIIIIAch Ha 21,5%, yBeTHUIIIOCH KOMWYIECTBO JEPEBBEB, OCTIalIeH-
HBIX B pa3Hoii creneru. C 2014 r. HaOmonancs nepexox cyxoctos B Banex (0,2%),
KOTOPBIN B Mocieayronme rofasl ypenuawmics 1o 4,6%. CocTosiHue ApeBOCTOs B
2012-2013 rr. oLIEHEHO KaK 310pOBOE, B AalbHEHIIIEM MTPOSBUIIMCH IPU3HAKH Ha-
Y4aJILHOTO OClIabJIeHUs U cliaboit nerpanamuu (Tadm. 8).

Ta6numa 8 [Table 8]
Pacnpenenenue nepeBbeB NUXTHI (%) M0 KATErOPHSIM COCTOSIHUS
M IMHAMMKA HHTErpaJibHbIX MoKa3aTeJeii cocTosiHus ApeBoctosi Ha ITTIIT 7-12
[Distribution of fir trees (%) by categories of vitality
and dynamics of integrated indicators on the sample plot 7-12]

Kareropuu cocrosHus CpeaHeB3BelIeH- WHpexe
Ton [Category of vitality HAs KATETOPHS | oo oo
o0creI0BaHus COCTOSIHUS, Oa COCTOSHIS
[Year of the I o lmlv! v vil v [Average wel'ght.ed [Vitality index]
survey| category of vitality, o ’
score] %
2012 73,7120,8 11802 ]02|33]|0,0 1,4 89,0
2013 65628311000 |1,5[3,6]0,0 1,5 85,8
2014 53,5/343]17,0/0,1]0,0]49]0,2 1,7 80,4
2015 53,4(343156/0,0 1,734 1,6 1,7 81,0
2016 532(134315,7/0,1 (0,050 1,7 1,7 80,9
2017 52,2132,117,7/0,1 10,0 |3,3]4,6 1,7 81,5

AHanu3 NOyYEHHBIX JAHHBIX MTOKa3ajl, YTO AMHAMHMUYECKHE MPOIIECCHl B HC-
CJIEZIOBAHHBIX JIPEBOCTOSX Ha fore ToMCKOW 001acTH POTEKAIN CXOIHBIM 00pa-
30M. CocTosiHUE APEBOCTOEB OBUIO HEYJAOBIETBOPUTENILHBIM YK€ K Hadaly HUC-
cinenoBanmii B 2012 r. (3a uckmouennem apeoctos Ha [IIIIT 7-12) BciencTBue
YCBIXaHUS JEPEBLEB B MPEIIECTBOBABILINE TOJbI, C AKTUBHBIM Y4aCTHEM B ATOM
mporiecce yccypuickoro nonurpada u B JalbHEHIIEM XapaKTephU30BalloCh OT-
pULIATENbHON NWHAMHKOM, CBA3aHHOM C JesATeNbHOCThIO WHBaiinepa. OOmue
TEHJICHITUH TIPOSIBIIIUCH B MTOBCEMECTHOM YMEHBIIICHHH JIOJH 37I0POBBIX 0COOCH
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MIUXTHI, YBEINYCHUHN JOJH OCIAONCHHBIX, CHIIBHO OCTAa0ICHHBIX U MOTHOMINX Jie-
PEBbEB, a TAKIKE B MACCOBOM 0Opa30BaHUU Bajexka B MOCIETHNE 3 T0/1a, [IABHBIM
00pa3oM, 3a CYET CJIOMa 1 BBIBaJIa CyX0cTos. OTCYTCTBYET 3HaINMasI CBSI3b CTCTICHU
U CKOPOCTH MPOLECCOB YChIXaHUs (T.€. KOIMYECTBA YCOXILIUX JEPEBLEB 3a O-IeT-
HUIA TIEPUOJT U CPEIHETO TEKYIIETo OTIA/IA) C TOJICH MHUXTH B COCTABE JIPEBOCTOS
(p=0,40) u cpenHuM Bo3pacToM MuXTOBOro semeHTa (p=0,50). PopMupoBaHue
OTIIa/1a TIEPBOHAYATEHO ITPOUCXOIIIIO 33 CIET YTHETEHHBIX U OCIa0ICHHBIX TOHKO-
MEpHBIX JIEPEBLEB BTOPOTO ITOKOJICHHs1, O0JIee TIOJIBEPIKSHHBIX arakaM P. proximus.
Tennennms 3aceneHus ycCypuiickuM monurpagoM cHadana IepeBbEB ¢ MEHBITHM
JaMeTpoM Takxke ormedeHa B padote FO.H. bapanuukoBa ¢ coasr. [12].

Ha puc. 1 mpuBeeHs! BUTAIMTETHBIE CIIEKTPHI NCCIIEAOBAHHBIX APEBOCTOEB [24],
SIBISTIOILHECS YIOOHBIM HHTETPAIIbHBIM HHNKATOPOM COCTOSHUSI HACAXK/ICHNUH, B Ha-
DEiHON Tpadudeckor GopMe TeMOHCTPUPYIONINE 3aKOHOMEPHOCTH BBIIBICHHBIX
JIMHAMIYECKUX TPOIIECCOB M TTO3BOJISIONIHE MPOTHO3MPOBATH KadyeCTBEHHBIE Tiepe-
CTPOVKH B JPEBECHOM SIPYCE, 3AKIIIOUAOIINECS B U3MEHEHNH IOPOIHOM, BO3PACTHON
W BUTQJIMTETHOM CTPYKTYphl. OOpamiator Ha ce0si BHUMaHHUE CTPEMHTENIbHBIE TeMIIbI
HAKOIUICHHSI OOJBIIIX 00BEMOB MEPTBBIX JICPEBHEB B TIOBPEIKACHHBIX HACAKICHHISX,
4TO B Oy/IyIlleM MOXKET IIPUBECTH K 3HAYUTEIEHOMY M3MEHEHHIO YIIIEPOIO/ICTIOHHPY-
fortielt (QYHKINH B YBEJTMICHHIO MTOKAPHOH OITACHOCTH B TAKHX JISCaX.

Panee uccrneioBaHUSIME Ha 3THX K€ TPOOHBIX IUIOIIA/IAX MOKa3aHo, YTO Pe3Koe
TIOBBIIIICHAE YPOBHS OCBEIICHHOCTH B MOBPEKICHHBIX JIECAaX M3-3a Pa3pyILCHIS Ma-
TEPUHCKOTO TI0JIOTa ITMXTOBBIX JIECOB COMPOBOK/IACTCS NI3MEHEHHEM MUKPOKJIMMATa,
COCTaBa M CTPYKTYPHI MOIECKA, TPABSTHOTO 1 MOXOBOTO SIPYCOB M KaK CIICACTBHE JI0-
MHHHPYIOIIUX 3KOJIOTHYECKHUX TPYII B PaCTUTENbHBIX coolmecTtsax [16]. ITocnen-
CTBHEM BBI3BAaHHOH YCCYPHUCKUM TOIXTPadoM Jerpaalliii JPEBOCTOCB TAKKE SIB-
nsieTcst TpaHc(OpMaIHs MUKPOMO3aHYHON OpraHU3alliy COOOIIECTB B HAIIPaBICHHH
YBEJIYEHHS TUTOIIAIH TTOIKPOHOBBIX YYAaCTKOB CYXOCTOsI, a B TaJIbHEHIIIEM Oypernoma,
C MEPCIEKTHUBON BOCCTAHOBIECHUS! KyPTUHHO-PA3HOBO3PACTHBIX JIPEBOCTOEB 3a CUET
CPEITHErO W MEITKOTO TIOJIPOCTA TPEABAPUTEIIHHOTO BO30OHOBIICHUS [25].

Hapsiny ¢ 0cOOGHHOCTSAMY JTUHAMHKH COCTOSIHUSI B Ka)K/IIOM M3 W3YYEHHBIX
JPEBOCTOEB sl OOJBIIMHCTBA W3 HUX OOLIMM SBUJIOCH YBEIHMUCHHE TEKYILETO
ornaja aepesbeB B 2012-2014 rr. u makcumanbHOe ero obpasosanue B 2013 r,
9TO, TTO-BUANMOMY, OOYCIIOBJICHO TIOTOAHBIMU yCIIOBHSIMH B paiioHE MCCIenoBa-
HUH, IMEIOIINMH 00JIbIIOE 3HAYeHHE KaK B )KU3HH KOPOE/IOB, TaK M (PU3HOJIOTUH
WX KOPMOBBIX pacTeHuit [26, 27].

OOHapy>eHa 3HaUMMas KOppeNsUUOHHAs B3auMocessb (r=0,5, p=0,040)
rubenn nepeBbeB oT nonurpada B 2012—2014 1. co cpeHeMecIYHON TeMIiepa-
Typoil Bo3nyxa B 2011-2013 rr. B nepuon pa3sutus P. proximus. IloBbleHHAas
Temneparypa terioro ce3ona B 2011-2012 rr., 0coOCHHO kapKasi i cyXas moroja
2012 r., ¢ 07HOI CTOPOHBI, CIOCOOCTBOBAJIA YCHEITHOMY Pa3BUTHUIO IBYX ITOKOJIE-
HUH yccypuiickoro noiurpada u pocTy ero akTHBHOCTH, C APYTOH CTOPOHBI, BBI-
3Bajia 0CJiabICHUE IEPEBLEB H3-3a BOJHOTO cTpecca, uto B 2013 I peannsoBanoch
B PE3KOM YBEJIMUYCHHUH WX TrOenu (puc. 2).



132 9.M. Bucuposa, C.A. Kpugey

Sample plot 1-12
100 = B = 1% - - o
20 . = £ 5 &0 = = =
% T - : % = = s
= % 2 E i 3 & i 2 o
W - : g =% E 3 J
0 5 e 2 B 30 i i =
s BB : - e : :
2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
Tomer [Years] oot [Years]
Bampile plot 3-12 Zample plot 3-12
100 = i g2 EEIRuE 1% - - - -
%0 H E - _ o 20 =2 i = &
0 = = i £ pa o - = i =
W 2 z 5 N N 70 3 = N —
0 L i i L = - = = = = =
= 30 a2 i i i E
= T o - ¥ - - - -
3 T - b e : -
10 T b = = o m = = i i
[ = = = = = L ai i I i
012 013 014 2015 2016 2017 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
: T ; Tomer [Years]
I zeneration omer [Years] Il zen=ration
Zamgple plot 4-12 Sample plot 4-12
100 = T - - 100 - - S - -
%0 £ s . L - %0 5 jat i - .
0 i = i i i 0 % i e L i
| H;! _ _ _ | _ lll l
&0 = = i i = o W i i Lo i i
= s = i i i = = 5 i & R i E
ke ot & = = 2 +# ¥ 2 s e =
30 30
0 o E T = & 0 = = = = =
10 = = = = = 10 = o s = B
[ - - - - - a - - -- - -
T T T T T T 1 T T T T T T 1
2012 2015 2014 2015 241_:!16 2017 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
I zeneration opies I g=neration Toms [Years]
2amgple plot 6-12
10 109 - 3 L - "
el %0 5 g s N B
i w i & 2 NN
Ta T = B L 5 e
= 2 I N N N
i ® 9 T . N
3 n - - = = =
m n - 5 = -=1-
10 i £ = iR i T
[ a 5 % R = &
01z 2016 2017 012 2013 2014 015 2016 2017
Tomes [Years] Tomer [Yaars]
1
E3popoesie gepesba [Healthy trees)
a2 OOcnabnersnie nepesba [Weakened trees]

B Cirmao ocnabmesrmie gepesna [Extremely weakened trees]
B Omorpatounte gepesba [Dying trees]
OCeexzant cyxocTodl [Fresh deadwood]

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 B Crapeni cyxoctofi [Old deadwood]
Tomer [Yearz]  mBanew [Fallen trees]

oEHEEEBd BEE

Puc. 1. ButanureTHble CIeKTpbl UCCIIETOBAaHHBIX JPEBOCTOEB MUXTHI
[Fig. 1. Vitality spectra of the studied fir stands]
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Puc. 2. JluHaMuka TEKyIIEro OTIa/1a ICPEBLEB MUXTHI CHOMPCKOW M TeMIIepaTypa Bo3ayxa
B TomckoM paiione B iepuon passutusi Polygraphus proximus
[Fig. 2. Dynamics of the current mortality of Siberian fir trees and air temperature in Tomsk district
during Polygraphus proximus development]

CHmKeHne TEeKyIIEero OTajaa B MOCIENYIOIIUe TO/bI, 10-BUAMMOMY, 00YyCIIOB-
JICHO FICUEpIIaHUEM JIOCTYITHOH KOPMOBOH 0a3bl M 3aTyXaHHEM 04aroB moiurpada.

CxonHasi JMHaMUKa COCTOSIHUSA IPEBOCTOEB BBISIBICHA HA MPOOHBIX MIIOMIANIAX
B eJI0BBIX Jiecax [TommockoBes nocie 3acyxu 2010 1., koTopas ycyryOuia Hadas-
Ieecst paHee MacCoBOE Pa3MHOXKEHHUE Kopoesia Turnorpada, GmaronpusTcTBoBaia
pocTy ero uncieHHocTy U npusena B 2012 1. kK pe3koMy YBETUUESHHIO 3aCEIICHHO-
CTH JIEPEBBEB, TEKYIETO U OOIIETo OTIa/1a IEPEBbEB U MACIITAOHOMY YCHIXaHHIO
eITLHUKOB [28].

3akiouenne

K magamy nccnenoBanmii B 2012 r. Bce m3yueHHBIC TUXTOBBIE TPEBOCTOU OKa-
3a7KCh B OOMbIICH WM MEHBIIEH CTENEHU MOBPEXCHHBIMHU YCCYPUHCKUM I10-
nurpaoM, 9TO TOATBEPIKIAET €ro HEraTHBHOE BO3ICHCTBHE B TEUCHHE Oolee
WM MEHEE AJIUTENBHOTO MPEIIIeCTBYIOMET0 neprosa. Pasnuuus B HapyIIeHHO-
CTH JIPEBOCTOEB 00YCIIOBJICHBI JIOKAIILHBIM ITPOSBICHUEM (haKTOPOB OCIA0ICHHUS
MUXThI: BHYTPUBHU/IOBBIX (KOHKYPEHTHOE IO/IaBJICHUE BTOPOTO MOKOJICHHS B pa3-
HOBO3pacTHbIX JpeBocTosix Ha [I1IT 3-12 u 4-12), MeXBHIOBBIX (KOPHEBBIX U
CTBOJIOBBIX IpHOHBIX maroreHoB Ha IIIIIT 1-12, 2-12, 3-12) u aHTPONOTre€HHBIX
(pe3ko oceerenne npu npokianke JIDII, TIIIT 6-12), yto onpemenwiio kKaue-
CTBEHHOE U KOJIMUECTBEHHOE COCTOSTHUE KOPMOBOI1 0a3bl P. proximus 1 €ro 4uc-
JICHHOCTb.

INocnenyromue cTanuoHapHble HAOMIOACHUS BBISBUIN TOBCEMECTHOE yCUIIE-
HHUE JeTpajalliy IPEeBOCTOEB, BEIPA3UBINEECS B CHIDKCHHUHN JIOTH SKU3HECTIOCO0-
HBIX JICPEBbEB U AKTUBHOM HAKOIJICHUH Bajexka. B MPOCTBIX OAHONOPOAHBIX U
CMEIIaHHBIX JIPEBOCTOSMX XapaKTep TUHAMHUYECKUX IMPOIECCOB B IIETIOM CXOACH
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HE3aBUCHMO OT THIIA Jieca M CPEJHET0 BO3pacTa MUXTOBOTO dIeMeHTa. B cirox-
HBIX Pa3HOBO3PACTHBIX JPEBOCTOSX PaHbIIE YChIXaJld YyTHETEHHbIE 0COOH C Hau-
MEHBIITHM JIAAMETPOM.

TeMIibl Aerpajaluy pa3inyaiuch 1Mo rogaM, Haudojee BEICOKUE UX 3HAUYEHUS
OTMEUEHBI ITOCJIE JIET C KAPKOW U CyXOH MOTOI0H, BBI3BABILEH 0CIIA0JICHHE TUXTHI
Y TIOBBIIIIEHUE YUCIIEHHOCTH YCCYPUUCKOTO monurpada.

JOCTUTHYTHIHM K HACTOSIIIEMY BPEMEHH YPOBEHB JIETPAalliil IINXTOBBIX JIpe-
BOCTOEB SIBIISIETCSI OAHUM W3 BAKHBIX MPEAUKTOPOB KPaTKOCPOYHOTO MPOTHO3a
YXYIIIEHUS WX COCTOstHWS. Hambompimee omaceHWe BBI3BIBAIOT IPEBOCTOM Ha
OOIIT: B JlapuackoM JaHamadTHOM 3aKa3HUKE KOJIMYECTBO JKU3HECITOCOOHBIX
JIEpEBbEB, TI0 JJAHHBIM MPOOHBIX IUIoMmaneH, coctaniser ot 14,1 no 46,4%, a Ba-
nex — 6onee 35%, B 3aBap3MHCKOM JIECHOH JJadue B IPEBOCTOAX € MpeoliafaHueM
MUXTHI KOJJMYECTBO KHU3HECIIOCOOHBIX JiepeBbeB 35,7%, Baexa 18,6%.

[TonmyueHHbIE NaHHBIE SBIAIOTCA 0a30W AJIS HKOIOTMYECKOTO MOHMTOPUHTA
MUXTapHUKOB TOMCKO#1 00IacTH M MPOTHO3UPOBAHUS PETHOHAIBHOTO JIecoo0pa-
30BaTeIbLHOTO MpolLecca.
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Dynamics of the state of Siberian fir tree stands damaged
by the four-eyed fir bark beetle Polygraphus proximus Blandf. in Tomsk Oblast

In connection with the hidden invasion into Siberian dark-coniferous ecosystems
after an accidental drift with timber, the four-eyed fir bark beetle was identified in
the territory of Southern Siberia only at the end of the first decade of this century
(Baranchikov YuN, 2010; Baranchikov YuN et al, 2011). The first 30-40 years after
emergence of the four-eyed fir bark beetle, its population underwent adaptation in
new conditions, and only at the beginning of the 2000s the outbreak foci were formed
(Baranchikov YuN et al, 2014). In Tomsk Oblast, the earliest cases of death of Abies
sibirica Ledeb trees. from Polygraphus proximus were registered in 2000, according
to dendrochronological data. It is supposed that the invader penetrated the territory of
Tomsk Oblast in the mid 1990s (Demidko DA, 2014). Forest pathologists of Tomsk
Forest Health Centre (Krivets SA et al, 2011) have noted unusually strong drying of fir
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trees in the south of Tomsk Oblast since 2010. The aim of the research was to analyze
spatial and temporal characteristics of Polygraphus proximus Blandf., an aggressive
invasive bark beetle of the Far Eastern origin, impact on Siberian fir forest stands.

In 2012-2017, we carried out studies in the southern taiga forests of Tomsk Oblast
(southeast of the West Siberian Plain) suffering from invasion of the four-eyed fir bark
beetle. We analyzed state dynamics of damaged stands on seven sample plots at three
model sites for the purpose of long-term monitoring. The first model site (56°12'34"N
85°02"21"E) is the state landscape reserve “Larinskiy”, which includes the reference site
of a transitional zone from the plain southern taiga to the mountain taiga of the Kuznetsk
Alatau with fragments of aboriginal dark-coniferous forests where Abies sibirica
prevails. The second site (56°17'32"N 85°28'25"E) is located in the neighborhood of
the settlement of Basandayka, which is an especially protective forest area with a high
proportion of fir trees as a part of forest stands. The third site (56°27'59"N 85°06'09"E) is
especially protected natural territory of local significance “Zavarzinskiy forest district”,
presenting a large massif of suburban green stands, generally, of natural origin, and
having an important nature protection value. We selected sites for creating sample plots
on the basis of the variety of species composition, age structure and taking into account
the damage by the invader revealed as a result of preliminary reconnaissance surveys
of model sites. To assess the state of trees, we used a scale of state categories. This
scale was developed taking into consideration the interaction of the Siberian fir and the
four-eyed fir bark beetle. Healthy trees (without signs of weakening, not attacked by
the four-eyed fir bark beetle) are referred to the 1st category of state. The 2nd category
is weakened trees (attacked by the four-eyed fir bark beetle, but not colonized, with
single or moderate drips of resin from places of attack, with resin-soaked entrances of
beetles). The 3rd category is extremely weakened trees (with abundant drips of resin,
attacked by the four-eyed fir bark beetle, there are non resin-soaked entrances on the
trunk, without successful colonization of beetles on the tree). Trees of the 1st, the 2nd
and the 3rd categories are viable. The 4th category is drying trees (colonized by the
four-eyed fir bark beetle). The 5th category is trees which have died in the current
year (fresh deadwood killed by the four-eyed fir bark beetle). The 6th category is trees
which died in previous years (old deadwood). Average weighted categories of tree state,
stand vitality index, degradation level, and vitality structure of a stand were used as
integral indicators (Methods of monitoring..., 2004; Alexeev V, 2004; Yarmishko VT et
al, 2003). The 7th category, “fallen trees”, is introduced to refer to the formation speed
of wind-thrown and wind-broken trees in the stands damaged by the four-eyed fir bark
beetle over the period of observation. The initial state of fir stands in 2012 varied on
different sample plots as a result of extension of the four-eyed fir bark beetle invasion
in previous years under specific stand conditions. Differences in disturbance of forest
stands are due to various factors of the Siberian fir weakening: intraspecific (competitive
suppression of the second generation in multiple-aged stands), interspecific (root and
stem fungal pathogens) and anthropogenic (change in illumination when laying power
lines), which determined the qualitative and quantitative state of the host plants of
P, proximus and its numbers.

We revealed changes in distribution of trees by state categories and in integral
indicators of the stand state on sample plots during the six-year studies (See Tables 2-8).
All stands were characterized by negative dynamics of vitality index due to activities
of the four-eyed fir bark beetles. General trends for the studied stands are as follows: a
consistent decrease in healthy fir trees, an increase in weakened, extremely weakened
and dead trees, and a massive number of fallen trees in 2015-2017 (See Fig. 1).
Differences in degree and speed of degradation of tree stands are caused by peculiarities
of stands (mainly, vitality of the Siberian fir) and by the development stage of local



138 9.M. Bucuposa, C.A. Kpugey

outbreak foci of P. proximus. The maximum mortality of trees was observed in 2013
after an air temperature increase in summer 2011 and, especially, in 2012, which led
to physiological weakening of trees and an increase in the quantity and harmfulness
of the invader. The current level of degradation of fir forest stands is one of important
predictors of the short-term forecast of deterioration in their state. The greatest concern
is caused by forest stands in especially protected natural areas: in the “Larinskiy
landscape reserve”, the quantity of viable trees according to the data on sample plots is
from 14.1 to 46.4%, and there are more than 35% of fallen trees. In the “Zavarzinskiy
forest district”, in the stands with the prevalence of fir, the quantity of viable trees is
35.7% and that of fallen trees is 18.6%. As massive quantities of dead wood and fallen
trees appear at fast rate in the stands damaged by the four-eyed fir bark beetles, there
will be an increase in forest fires and changes in the carbon deposition function. The
obtained data are the basis for the environmental monitoring of fir forests in Tomsk
Oblast and the forecasting of regional forest formation process.

The paper contains 8 Table, 2 Figures and 28 References.

Key words: biological invasions; dendrophagous insects; monitoring the state of
forest ecosystems; Abies sibirica Ledeb., Tomsk oblast, Western Siberia.
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