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B crarbe npeacTaBineHbl pe3yabTaThl MOACTNPOBAHUS IPUTOJHOCTH MECTOOOUTAHUH 1 pacmpeneneHus: Oyporo
mensens (Ursus arctos), BRIIOTHEHHOTO s TeppuTtopun L{eHTpansHo-JIecHOro 3armoBeJHAKA U €r0 OXPaHHOM
30HHI (TBepckast obmacts, Poccust) ¢ momompro mporpamMbl MaxEnt. Bkpariie paccMOTpeHbI OCHOBHEBIE TIpa-
BUJIA BBIMOJHEHHS MMOJJOOHBIX paboT, MOAXObI U TEXHUKA MOJIEINPOBaHMs. B KauecTBe MpeJUKTOPOB UCTIONb-
30BaJI BEreTallMOHHBIC WHJIEKCHI, MOP(QOMETPHUUECKUE XapaKTEePUCTUKH peibeda, pacTpbl OIU30CTH U THITBI
na"amadTHOro mokposa. TOYKHM BCTped BUJIA PErMCTPUPOBAIN HA MOCTOSHHBIX MapuipyTax ¢ romouipio GPS-
HaBuTaTopa B TeueHne nepuoma 2008—2018 . B kauecTBe HTOTOBBIX BBIOPAaHBI BOCEMb MOJICIICH C Pa3IMIHBIM
COYETaHUEM BXOJHBIX JAHHBIX (TOYEK BCTPEY M mapaMeTpoB cpezpl). [Ipu MonennpoBaHuy NCTIONB30BAHO /1B
OCHOBHBIX I0AX0/a. [1epBhIii MoaX0 1 BKITIOUAl B CE0sI TOJIBKO TOUKU BCTPEU, OTPAKAIOIIUE CBSI3H BHJIA C MECTO-
oOuTanueM (KaKk MpaBHUJIO, MHUIIEBBIE CBS3M), HA OCHOBAaHMH KOTOPBIX OBUTH MOCTPOEHBI MOZEIH NPUTOJHOCTH
MecTtooOuTanuii. Bropoii momxox BKiro4ai B ceOst Bce TOYKH BCTPEY BH/A, HA OCHOBAHHH KOTOPBIX OCTPOEHBI
MOJIEJIH pacIpe/ielieHlss MeABEeH B IPOCTpaHCcTBe. B kadecTBe HAOOpa HE3aBUCHMBIX TECTOBBIX JAHHBIX HC-
TIOJTH30BAIIM TOYKH BCTPEY ME/IBE/Isl, 3aPETUCTPHPOBAHHBIC COTPYIHIKAMH 3aroBeqHIKa. OTIEIEHO CMO/IINPO-
BaHbI CLICHAPUH BIMSIHUS aHTPOIIOTCHHBIX HCTOYHUKOB IUIIHN (3a0pOIIEHHBIX SIOJOHEBBIX Ca/I0B U 3aCEBAEMBIX
oBcstHBIX noneit). 3nauenns AUCtest BappupoBanu ot 0.61 go 0.73. MakcumaneHbIl nokazatens TSStest co-
ctasuia 0.50, a 3HaYeHUs HeNpephIBHOTO MHAeKca boiica — ot 0.63 1o 0.99. Mozaenu npaBUIBLHO pacloO3HAIH OT
68% 1o 82% He3aBUCUMBIX TOYCK. [I[pEIUKTOP aHTPOIIOTCHHBIX HCTOYHUKOB MUIIU BHOCWI HAUOOJIBIIHI BKIIa]T
BO BCE MOJIEJIH, IJIe OH OBbUI NPEACTAaBICH, U CHIBHO HMCKaXKall OOLIyI0 KapTHHY MPUTOJHOCTH M pacrpesese-
HUS. B npyrux ciaydasx HamOOIBIITUI BKJIal BHOCHIIH JIyToBEIe OnoTtorbl, nHAeke NDVI u Mononsie miucTBeH-
Hble Jeca. Ha TeppuTopun mccienoBaHuii MEABEAN MPEATIOYUTAIOT MaTEPUKOBBIE JIyTa, COCPEIOTOYCHHBIE O
MOPEHHO-KaMOBBIM T'PAZjaM, KOTOpbIE 00ECIIEUMBAIOT X KOPMOM B TEUEHHE BCEro Ieproga OOApPCTBOBAHMS, a
TaKKe JICCHBIE TIOJIHBI, IEPEIeCKH, MOJIO/IbIE JTUCTBEHHBIE U CMEIIAHHbIE JIeCa C MPOAYKTUBHBIM MOIECKOM U
HEMOpAJIbHBIE JIbHUKH. TeppUTOpHS YaCTUYHO HAPYIICHHOW OXPaHHOM 30HBI OKa3anach OoJiee MPUTOAHON JUIst
MeJIBeJIeH, YeM MaJlo HapyleHHas TeppUTopus 3aroBeanuka (66—67% u 51% npurogHslx MecTooOUTaHu co-
OTBETCTBEHHO). BBISIBIIEHBI OCHOBHBIE YIYIIEHHS B METOJMKE PETHCTPAIMH TOYEK BCTPEY, KOTOPHIE IPUBOJIAT K
HEBEPHBIM OILIEHKAaM BKJIaJa HEKOTOPBIX MPEANKTOPOB (HEJOOLECHKaM OOpealbHbBIX ETbHUKOB, BEPXOBBIX 0OIOT
1 IOHMEHHBIX JTyTOB).

KaroueBble ciioBa: habitat suitability modelling (HSM), MaxEnt, species distribution modelling (SDM), 6no-
ton, ['UC, MakcaHT, mpoCcTpaHCTBEHHOE MOJEIUPOBAHNE

BBenenue

YMeHue TpaMOTHO MpeAcKa3bIBaTh pacmpese-
JICHWE BHUJA [0 TEPPUTOPUU — OAHO U3 HamOojee
3HAYUMBIX YCJIIOBHM OPraHU3alUU yCIEITHOU IIpO-
rpammbl 1o ero coxpanenuto (Corsi et al., 2000;
Hirzel et al., 2001; Pearce & Boyce, 2006; Hir-
zel & Le Lay, 2008). [TogoOHBIN TOAXOD B JIUTE-
parype MMeeT MHOXECTBO Pa3HBIX 0003HAUYCHUH,
Takux Kak «niche-based modelling», «ecological
niche modelling (ENM)», «species distribution
modelling (SDM)», «habitat suitability modelling
(HSM)», «climate envelope modelling (CEM)»,
«habitat distribution models (HDM)», «resource
selection functions (RSF)» unu «space distribution
modelling» (Hirzel & Le Lay, 2008; Ghoddousi,
2010; Lobo et al., 2010; Elith et al., 2011; Guisan
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etal., 2017). Bce aTu moaxoasl 00bEIUHSET TO, UTO
OHHU MOTYT OBITh UCIIOJIB30BaHBI KaK ISl UCCIIENIO-
BaHusl BUIOBOW HumM (niche modelling), Tak u
MpeICKa3aHus paclpeeieHus BUAa B MPOCTPaH-
ctBe (distribution modelling; Guisan et al., 2017).
B nannoii pabote MbI puaepkuBaeMcsi Haubosee
YCTOSIBIIUXCSL M PEKOMEHIYEMBIX (POPMYIUPOBOK:
«habitat suitability modelling» (T.e. «Momemupo-
BaHUE MIPUTOAHOCTH MECTOOOUTAHUI») U «species
distribution modelling» (T.e. «MomenupoBaHme
MIPOCTPAHCTBEHHOTO pacIpe/iecHus] BUaIa»). Ta-
KH€ MCCIICIOBAHMS XapaKTePU3YIOTCS IPHUMEHEHH-
eM Pa3HOOOpPa3HBIX MOAXOMOB B MOJCIUPOBAHHU
COBMECTHO ¢ ucnonb3oBanuem ['MC-texHomorHii
U CO3/IaHUEM TEMAaTHUECKHUX KapT paclpeaeicHUs
Y MIPUTOTHOCTH MecTooOuTanwmii 11 Buaa (Guisan
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& Zimmermann, 2000; ITy3zadenko u mp., 2010).
Mopens TpPUTOAHOCTH MECTOOOUTAHHSI CTPEMUT-
Cs COOTHECTH 3JIEMEHTBI AKOJOTMYECKON HHIIU C
HAJIMYMEM BHJA U 3aTeM CIIPOTHO3UPOBATH OIpe-
nensiromue  (akTopel B reorpaduyeckoe mpo-
CTPAHCTBO, YTOOBI CO3/1aTh MPEICKA3AHHYIO KapTy
pacmpesielieHUsT B CXOAHBIX YCIIOBHSX.

Ha cerogusiimunii IeHb MCIIOJIL30BAaHUE METO-
Jla MAaKCUMaJIBHON SHTPOMNHH (maximum entropy),
peammzoBanHoro B nporpamme MaxEnt (Phillips et
al., 2004, 2006), siBnsieTcs, BEpOSTHO, CaMbIM TIO-
MYJISPHBIM MOJXOAO0M B MOJICIMPOBAHUH MPUTOIHO-
cTi MecTooOuTanui paznnuHbix BuaoB (Elith et al.,
2011; Merow etal., 2013; Guisan etal., 2017). Takast
MOMYJISIPHOCTh O0YCIIOBIICHA HECKOJILKUMU TIPHYH-
Hamu. Bo-mepBbix, MaxEnt ncrons3yer naHHbIE
TOJIBKO O TIPHUCYTCTBUM BHUa (presence-only data),
YTO SIBJISIETCS HanboJiee MPOCThIM U YI0OHBIM € TOY-
ku 3penust ux coopa (Li et al., 2011). Bo-Bropsix,
OH 00J1aJIaCT BBICOKOH TOYHOCTBHIO IMPOTHO3HPOBA-
HUs 10 cpaBHeHHIO ¢ npyrumu noaxonamu (Elith et
al., 2011; Merow et al., 2013). B-tperbux, MaxEnt
SIBJIICTCSL TOCTATOYHO TPOCTBIM B HCITOJIb30BAHUU
(Kramer-Schadt et al., 2013). 3ToT MeTOA MUPOKO
MIPUMEHSIETCS ISl MOICTMPOBAHUS TTOTEHIIMATIHHO-
TO PacIpOCTPAHEHUS PEIKUX U YTPOKAEMBIX BHJIOB
(Clements et al., 2012; Thapa et al., 2018), mone-
mupoBanusi skonormueckux Hum (Kalkvik et al.,
2012), mocTpoeHus POrHO30B O OyJIyIIeM pacrpe-
JICTICHUH BHJIOB B CBSI3W C M3MEHEHUSMHU KJIMMaTa
(Pritietal., 2016; Moya et al., 2017; Su et al., 2018),
a TaKXKe MCCIIeI0BAaHMS paciupeHus apeayioB (Mar-
kov et al., 2019), mocnencTBuii 1 MpeACKa3aHUN WH-
Basmii (Callen & Miller, 2015; Yiwen et al., 2016)
i snm3ootuit (Fekede et al., 2018).

TeopeTrndyeckue MPEANOCHIIKA MOCTPOSHUS
mozeneit B MaxEnt mogpo6no omucansl (Phillips
et al., 2004, 2006; Phillips & Dudik, 2008; Elith et
al., 2011; Merow et al., 2013; Phillips et al., 2017).
B menom, mporpaMmMa MCIONB3yeT MPUHITUI MaK-
CUMAaJIbHOW SHTPOIHHU, YTOOBI CBS3aTh JIAHHBIC O
MIPUCYTCTBUU BHJIA C XapPaKTEPUCTUKAMHU OKpYIKa-
IOIIEH Cpellbl M paCCUUTATh Ha OCHOBE 3TOTO TIPE/I-
CKa3aHHEe PaCcIPOCTPAHCHHUS BHJIA B IPOCTPAHCTBE
(Phillips et al., 2006).

Ha cerogusiianii nenp ¢ nomounisro MaxEnt
BBITIOJTHEHO OOJIBIIIOE KOJIMYECTBO PadOT, MOCBS-
nieHHeIx pacteHusiM (Remya et al., 2015; [dynos,
2016; Banerjee et al., 2017) u xuBotHbiM (Pear-
son et al., 2007; JIucoBckuii, O6oneHckas, 2014;
buaros, [Tonomapesa, 2016; Kalboussi & Achour,
2017; Thapa et al., 2018; Freire Filho & Palmeirim,
2019), B TOM uncie KpynHbIM XUIIHUKaM (Marto-
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xuHa u ap., 2014; Bassi et al., 2015; Garrote et al.,
2018; Eriksson & Dalerum, 2018).

Hamu B xadectBe 00BEKTa MCCIIEA0BAHUI OBLT
BbIOpaH Oypeiii MenBens (Ursus arctos Linnaeus,
1758) — BHI-TEHEPATUCT C OOIMPHBIM apeasioMm
B CeBepHoMm momymiapun. PacnpoctpaneHo MHe-
HUE, YTO TAKOTO KPYIHOTO XHWIIIHUKA CIIEAYET pac-
CMaTpHBaTh KaK >KMBOTHOE IIENIOTO JaHamadTa,
a He KOHKpeTHoro mecrooduranus (Schoen et al.,
1994; Harris & Kangas, 1998). Illupokoe pasHo-
oOpasme ero cBsizell co cpenoil oOMTaHHs JenacT
MOJICITUPOBAHNE MPUTOJHOCTH MECTOOOUTaHHH 3a-
TPYAHECHHBIM, TaK KaK B KaKJIOM CE30HE Toja IpH
MHOTO00pa3uy MPUTOIHBIX OMOTOIIOB MEIBEIb OY-
JIET UCTIONb30BAaTh JIUIIL HEKOTOpBIE U3 HUX. B ToXke
BpeMsl 3HaY€HUE OTJEJIbHBIX MECTOOOMTaHUIl MO-
JKeT ObITh 3HAYUTENBLHO BBIIIIE, TTOCKOIBKY OHH MPH-
BJIEKAIOT K ce0e MHOXECTBO Me/IBeieH (TII0I0OHOCS -
e STOJTHUKH, HEPECTOBbIE PEKH U T.I1.). JInOOo 31O
— MECTOOOUTAaHUS C KU3HEHHO-BAKHBIMU XapaKTe-
PUCTHUKAMHU: TIOYBBI, IPUTOIHBIC JJIsl PHIThS OSPIIOT,
CKJIOHBI OIPEAETIEHHOM 3Kcno3uumu U T.14. (Turney
& Roberts, 2004; Munro et al., 2006).

Panee wmccienoBanmst Oyporo MenBeds ¢ WC-
nojp3oBanueM MaxEnt mpoBeneHbl it 00ib-
IIMHCTBA MOMYJSIIAA BUIA B 3apyOexxHoi EBpome
(Mateo-Sanchez et al., 2013; van Gils et al., 2014;
Maiorano et al., 2015; Zidétkowska et al., 2016; Zar-
zo-Arias et al., 2019), B HekoTOphIX paiionax Ce-
BepHoii Amepuku (Libal et al., 2011), B HEKOTOPBIX
ctpanax Asuu (Farashi et al., 2016; Su et al., 2018).
Jlo cux mop momoOHBbIe MCCIeIOBaHUS MEABEIS B
Poccun He mpoBOAMIIHCE.

MenBenb MUPOKO MPEJICTABIICH KaK HA TEPPH-
topun uccnenoBanuii (Llentpansuno-JlecHoii 3amno-
BE/IHUK), Tak U 3a ee npeaenamu (I1axerHos, 1993).
SIBIIAACH BCESTHBIM MJICKOITUTAIOIIAM M AMEs
CJIOKHOE TIOBEJICHUE, BHJI OJIArOIOyYHO MPHUCIIO-
cabiMBaeTCcsl K Pa3HbIM YCIIOBHUSIM OKpPY>Kalolle
Cpelbl M CIIOCOOEH CYIIECTBOBaTh B Pa3IUYHbBIX
MecTooOuTanusx. [lomynsuoHHasi TpyHIUpPOBKa
Oyporo MenBessi Ha UCCIEAYEMOI TEPPUTOPUH CY-
[IECTBYET B ONTUMAJIBHBIX JIJIsI CBOETO BUA YCIIO-
BUSIX MHOTO JIET ¥ HE TOJBEPraercss KaKuM-JIHOo
CYIIECTBEHHBIM JIMMUTHUPYIOMIAM (akTopaM. ITO
JIENAeT €€ MOAXOISAIINM OOBEKTOM JUIsl HCCIIe0Ba-
HUS B3aUMOOTHOIIEHUI BUAA C OKPYKAIOLIEH Cpe-
JIOW B €CTECTBCHHBIX KaK Majio HAPYIICHHBIX, TaK
B TPaHC(OPMHUPOBAHHBIX YCIOBUAX OOUTAHMUSL.

[ens HacTOsIIIIEH PaOOTHI — MPUMEHUTH METOT
MaKCUMaJbHON DSHTPONMU I MOJEIUPOBAHUS
MPUTOAHOCTH MECTOOOUTAHUN U pacIpeleieHUs
Oyporo MenBens B MOA30HE FOKHOM Tairu. B cBs-
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34 C 3TUM OBUIM MOCTABJIEHBI CIEYIONINE 3a1a4H:
1) mpoaeMOHCTPUPOBATH OCHOBHBIE BO3MOXXHOCTH
U MOJXOJbl B MOJEIUPOBAHUU C MOMOIIBI0 Max-
Ent na npumepe Oyporo Mezasens; 2) NOCTPOUTD
MOJIEIM TPUTOJHOCTH MECTOOOMTaHMM i Oy-
pOTO MeABENs U MOJENIU €ro MPOCTPAHCTBEHHOTO
pacmpenenenus s Teppuropun LleHTpasibHO-
JlecHOrO 3amOBEHUKA U €0 OXPAaHHOW 30HBI; 3)
BBISIBUTH BIIMSIHUE AHTPOIIOT€HHBIX HCTOYHHKOB
U (SIOJIOHEBBIE Calbl U OBCSIHBIE TTOJISI) Ha MPU-
TOJIHOCTh MECTOOOUTAHUI U pacrpesiesieHHe Me]I-
BeZiell; 4) BBISIBUTH BEYIIUE [IEPEMEHHBIE CPEJIbI,
OKa3bIBarolIle HauOoJIbIIee BIUSIHUE HA MPUTOJ-
HOCTh MECTOOOWUTAHHUI U paCTIpeIeICHHE 0CO0eiH;
5) BBIABUTH Pa3jiuyusi B MPUTOIHOCTH MECTOOOH-
TaHui g Oyporo MeABelss MEXAY TEeppUTOpHeit
3aMOBEIHUKA U €r0 OXPaHHOW 30HOM.

Jlannast paGorta mpeacTaBisieT coOoOl MepBoe
OpPUTHMHAILHOE MCCIIEOBAHUE MO MOJCIMPOBAHUIO
NPUTOTHOCTH MECTOOOUTaHHH Oyporo MmesBens B
Poccun, BBINOTHEHHOE HA OCHOBE CTAaTUCTUYECKOIO
aHAJIM3a ¥ AITOPUTMOB MalIMHHOTO oOyuenus. Ilo-
MHUMO JIaHHBIX O B3aUMOOTHOILIEHHUSAX BHIA CO Cpe-
JIOM oOWTaHus, B HEH NMPUBOISTCS AKTyaJlbHbIE Ha
CETOIHSIIHUKA JICHb MOIXOAbI B MOJCIMPOBAHUH B
MaxEnt, a Tarxoke criocoObI aHaJM3a €T0 PEe3yJIBTaTOB.

MarepuaJ 1 MeTOAbI

Teppumopus ucciedosaruii

Marepuan cobupanu Ha Tepputopuu Llen-
TpabHO-JIECHOr0 TroCy1apCTBEHHOTO MPUPOAHOIO
O6uoc¢epHOro 3aMmoBeIHUKA U €T0 OXPAHHOW 30HBI,
KOTOpasi TPEACTaBIsIeT W3 CceOs FOKHOTACKHBIN
nanmmadt, B pa3HOM cTENeHu TPaHCc(hOPMUPOBAH-
HBI YeJIOBEUECKOW JEATENIbHOCTBIO. TeppuTopHs
3allOBEJHUKA pacIloNioKeHa Ha loro-3amazae Bain-
naiickoi Bo3BeiieHHOCTH (TBEpcKkast 061actp). 910
IPsAI0BO-XOJIMUCTAs BO3BBILLICHHAs! paBHHHA C a0CO-
JIOTHBIMH BbicoTaMu OT 200 M 1o 240 M. Ero mio-
1ab cocTaBiseT 244.15 kM2, a IIoma b OXpaHHOM
30HBI BOKpYT Hero — 460.61 km?. 3nech mpecTas-
JICHO TPHU OCHOBHBIX THUIIA MECTHOCTEI: MOPEHHBIE
rpsiabl, COPMUPOBAHHBIE PUCCKAM U BIOPMCKHUM
OJIEZICHEHUEM, TUIOCKHUE O3€pHbIE PABHUHBI HA Me-
CTE MPHWJIEIHUKOBBIX 03€p U (DIIOBHOMISIIIUATBHEIC
paBHMHBI B 10’kHOM yacT Teppuropui (I1yzauenko,
Koznog, 2007). B cxeme 60TanuKo-reorpapuuecKo-
ro parionupoBanus teppuropus LlenTpansno-Jlec-
HOT'O 3arOBEIHUKA Pa3MENIaeTCs B CaMOM FOKHOM
yactu Bannalicko-OHeXCKON MOANPOBUHIIMN B TI0-
Joce IKHOTaexkHbIX JecoB (Mcadenko, 1980). Jlms
JPEHUPOBAHHBIX YaCTEH MOPEHHBIX Tps Xapak-
TEPHBI FOXKHOTAEKHBIE MIMPOKOIMCTBEHHO-ETIOBbIE
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Jieca U MX MPOU3BOJHBIC, IS O3€PHBIX U (ITFOBHO-
ISIIIUATBHBIX PaBHUH — OOpealIbHBIEC €JIOBBIC Jieca.
Ha monorux ckjioHax MOPEHHBIX TIPSl U B OTIEIb-
HBIX TOHI)KEHUSIX O3€PHBIX PaBHUH Pa3BUTHI BEp-
xoBble Oonora (JKenryxun u ap., 2016). ITo 6om0-
TaM U UX OKparHaM paclpoCTPaHEHbI cOO0IIeCTBa
¢ yuactueM 00JI0THOM popMBbI cocHbI (Pinus sylves-
tris L.), a MECTaMH BCTPEYAIOTCS YIaCTKU COMKHY-
ThIX cOCHsIKOB Bo3pactom 200-300 net (puc. 1).

Bo Bropoii nonosuHe XX B. B OXPaHHOHU 30HE
LenTpansHo-JlecHoro 3amoBeHMKa ObUTA MPOU3-
BEJICHBI TPOMBIIUICHHbIE PYOKH, YHUYTOXXHUBIIIHE
IIOYTH Bce enoBble Jieca. B koHne XX B. 1 nepBoM
necstunerun XXI B. neca npopomkanu BeIpyOaTh-
cs1. HeGompImie 1Mo miomaay CIijIonHbIe BRIPYOKH
TaKXKe MPOBOIWINCH B IOKHOIM 4YacTW 3arOBEIHU-
ka B iepuont ero 3akpeITus (1951-1960 rr.). PyOku
koH1a 1950-x rr. 00ycnoBUIIM B COCTaBE JIECOB Tep-
PUTOPHUU OOJBIIYIO AOJIF0 METKOIUCTBEHHBIX JIECOB
B Pa3HOM CTaJluM BOCCTAHOBHUTEIBHOU CYKIECCHUHU.
EcrecTBeHHBIMU (haKTOpaMU TUHAMUKU PACTUTEIb-
HOTO TIOKPOBA SIBJIIFOTCSI BETPOBAJIbI, OXBATHIBAIO-
e Oonbinve tiomany (OKenryxun u ap., 2016).
Mo 1980-x rr. Gonblast YacTh OXpaHHOM 30HbI ObLIa
3aceneHa. 37ech (PYHKIMOHUPOBAIM KOJIXO3BI, H
BeJIaCh Pa3INYHAs CEIIHCKOXO3SHCTBCHHAS ACSTEIh-
HOCTbh. Ha cerogusimHuii 1eHb BCe IEPEBHU, KpOME
IBYX, 3a0poieHbl. O0111asi YUCIEHHOCTh CeTLCKOTO
HaceneHus He npesbimaeT 120 yenosek. Ha mecrax
OBIBIIICH XO3SMCTBEHHOW ICATEILHOCTH B HACTOS-
11ee BpeMsi pa3BUBAIOTCS JTyTOBbIE cooOIecTBa. Mx
pacnpoCTpaHEHUE CBSI3aHO C MOPEHHBIMU T'PSIIaMHU.
MHorue u3 coOOIIECTB HAXOAATCS HA Pa3IMIHBIX
CTaAMSIX 3apacTaHusi JIECHOM pacTUTEIbHOCTHIO
(Cherednichenko et al., 2016).

Ilepemennvie oxpyarcaroweti cpeovl

BriOop mepeMeHHBIX —OKpYXarollel cpelibl
OYEHb BaXKEH U1l MOJIEIMPOBAHUSI IPUTOHOCTH Me-
CTOOOUTAHUM M JTOJDKEH MOAYMHATHCS PsiLy Tpedo-
BaHmii (Guisan & Zimmermann, 2000). Bo-niepBbIx,
NiepeMeHHbIE JOKHBI OBbITh PENpe3eHTAaTUBHBI BO
BpPEMEHHU U MaciiTabde, T.e. ObITh aKTyaJIbHbI HA MO-
MEHT cOopa nHGOpPMAIMU O IPUCYTCTBUH BHIA U OT-
BEYATh MPOCTPAHCTBEHHOMY MaclITaly HCCienoBa-
uuii (Phillips et al., 2006). Bo-BTopbIX, OHU JOJKHBI
OBbITH SKOJIOTMUECKH PEJIEBAHTHBI (AKTyaJbHbI) JUIs
m3ygaemoro Buaa (Guisan & Zimmermann, 2000;
Phillips et al., 2006; Merow et al., 2013; Guisan et al.,
2017). 13BectHO, 4TO Uil HAa3eMHOM MakpogayHbI
TaKue NIepeMEHHbIE BXOIAT B KATETOPUH KJIMMaTuye-
CKHX, penbe(]HbIX, JaHIma(THRIX (PACTUTEIBHBIX)
u aHTponoreHHbIx (van Gils et al., 2014).
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YcnoBHble 0603HaYeHUA

E E rpaHu1LLa OXpaHHOMN 30HbI

rpalvua sanosegHuka

=== pevHas CeTb

[l0pOrvt 1 NPOCEKN

E OBCfiHble nons

- 3abpoLUeHHbIe [epeBHu

- Kunble aepeBHn

- enbHUkK bopeansbHble
- €NbHWKW HemopanbHble
- €MbHWKU NanopoTHWUKOBbLIE
- JIMCTBEHHbIe CTapble neca

- nUcTBEHHbIE Monoable neca

- COCHSIKN GCbEI'HOBbIe
BepxoBble 6onoTta
nyra matepukoBble
nyra noiMeHHble

| c/X 3eMnK 1 CBEXME BBIPYOKM

[ vonoawskw, sapacTaiowme BbIpy6KY

Puc. 1. Teppuropus Lenrpanbao-JlecHOro rocy1apcTBEHHOTO IPUPOIHOTO GHOCHEPHOTO 3aIOBETHUKA 1 €r0 OXPAHHO! 30HBI.
Knaccudukanms Tumnos jganamadTHOTO MOKPOBa, BHIIOJIHEHHAS HA OCHOBE JIeIIM(PUPOBAHHUs CLIEHBI cryTHUKa Landsat 8,
HAJIOKCHA HA TPEXMEPHYI0 N poByro Mozaeib penbeda Aster GDEM B pasperennu 30 M. crnonb30BaHO z-IIKATHPOBAHUE

(z-¢axrop = 15.2) u TeHeBast OTMBIBKA peibeda.

Fig. 1. Map of the Central Forest Nature Reserve and its buffer zone. The classification of landscape cover types, on the basis
of the Landsat 8 satellite image interpretation, was superimposed on a three-dimensional Aster GDEM at a resolution of 30 m.

The hillshade and z-scaling (z-factor = 15.2) were used.

B xauecTBe HCTOYHMKOB NEPEMEHHBIX OKPY-
JKAloLeld cpeabl MCIOIb30BaIM Kak o0Iieno-
CTyNHBIE JaHHBIE KOCMUYECKOH CHEMKH, TaK H
apXMBHBIC JIaHHBIC 3allOBEJHHMKA. Bce mcmosnb-
30BaHHBIE TIEPEMEHHBIC MOXKHO pa3JeiIuTh Ha
YeThIpe KAaTErOpuHU: JTaHHbIE MYJIbTHUCIEKTPAIb-
HOW CIYTHUKOBOW CHEMKH, JaHHBIE HU(POBOM
Mozenu penseda (LIMP), Tomorpaduueckue xa-
PAKTEePUCTUKU MECTHOCTH, TUIIBI JIaHAMAPTHO-
ro nokpona. K nepBoii kareropuu oTHOCSTCS Be-
retaiiuoHHsle nHAekch (BU), paccuntannusie Ha
ocHoBe cueHnbl cnyTHuka Landsat 8 OLI (USGS,
2015) ot 06.06.2014 r.: NDVI, GNDVI, NDWI,
GRVI, ARVI (y6unusn, 2006; ITy3auenxo u ap.,
2010; Yepenanos, 2011). Uagexc NDVI (Hop-
MaJIn30BaHHbIA pasHOoCTHbIH BU) orpaxkaer ko-
JUYEeCTBO (UTOMACCH (MHTEHCUBHOCTH (OTO-
CHUHTE3a, 4YMCcTasg MNPOAYKLHMsS, TpPaHCIHUPAIUS;
Rouse et al., 1973; Ko3nos u ap., 2008). GNDVI
(3enenwriit NDVI) — mogundukanus NDVI, ays-
CTBUTEJbHAsI K KOHIICHTpAUUSIM XJIOpOQui-
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na (ITy3zagenko u nap., 2010). 3nauenuss NDWI
(HOpMaJIM30BaHHBIM Pa3sHOCTHBIM BOJHBIA HH-
JIEKC) CBSI3aHbI C COJEP)KAaHMEM BJIard B 3€JIEHOM
duromacce (Gao, 1996). GRVI (BU cootHomIE-
HUS 3€JICHOTO M KPacHOTO0) OTPakaeT Ce30HHBIC
U3MEHEHHUS! (POTOCMHTETUYECKON MPOU3BOAU-
tenpbHOCTH (Motohka et al., 2010; KypOGanos u
ap., 2013). ARVI (armocdepoycroituupsiit BI)
ABJsieTca nepBbiM BU, yCTOWUYUBBIM K BIUSIHUIO
atMocdepsl. M oH Takke oTpa)kaeT pa3indus 1o
¢utomacce (Kaufman & Tanre, 1992).

Ko BTOpoOii kKaTeropuu oTHOCSATCS MOpdoMe-
TPUUYECKHE XapaKTePHUCTUKHU penbeda, paccuu-
TaHHBIE Ha OCHOBE MiobanbpHOW [IMP cnyTHHKA
Terra (Aster GDEM, http://www.earthexplorer.
usgs.gov) ¢ MPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIM DPa3pelICHHEM
30 M. OTO BBICOTA HAJl YpOBHEM MOpA (H.y.M.),
YKJIOH (KpyTH3HA) U DKCHO3HIUS CKJIOHOB, MH-
JeKc mepecedeHHocTu (topographic ruggedness
index, TRI; Riley et al., 1999). Xapakrepuctuku
penbeda Ha pa3HbIX HEPAPXUUYECKUX YPOBHIX
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OTIPENEAI0T KaK MHKPOKJIMMAT, TaK W JaHJ-
ma@THBIA COCTaB U MOTYT OKa3bIBaTh 3HAYH-
TeJIbHOE BIMSHUE HAa PaclpOCTpaHEeHUE pa3ind-
HBIX BUJ0B )XHUBOTHBIX (JKentyxun u ap., 2009).

B kauectBe TOmorpaduueckux XapakTepu-
CTUK MECTHOCTH OBLIH B3SITHI T€, KOTOPHIE MPe-
CTaBISAIOT HAWOONbIIEEe 3HAYCHHE AJII MEIBEIS:
pacCTOSIHUSI 70 OBIBIIMX HACEIICHHBIX IYHKTOB
(6.H.11.), paccTosTHUSL JO AOPOT, PAcCTOSHUS IO
PEK, PaCCTOSIHHSI 10 AHTPOIOTCHHBIX HCTOYHHKOB
nuiy (s10JI0HEeBBIE calbl U OBCSIHBIE MMOJs1). Bes
sTa HH(pOpPMALKA MOJTydYeHa Ha OCHOBE TOMOTpa-
¢uyeckux kapt macimrada 1:50 000, cremox ¢
nomotikio kBagpokontepa (DJI Phantom 3 Pro),
MaHXPOMaTUYECKOTO KaHaJla CIyTHUKOBBIX CHUM-
k0B Sentinel-2B u HazeMHBIX 00CIeq0BaHUN.

K tunam nannmadTHOTO TOKpOBa ObLIH
OTHECEHBI CJEAYIOIINE KaTeropuu: TEMHOX-
BOIWHbBIE Jieca (ENbHUKH OopeanbHbIE, €NbHUKU
HEMOpallbHbIe, €IbHUKHU MMAaMOPTHUKOBBIE), CO-
CHSKH C(arHoBbie, TUCTBEHHBIE Jieca (CIesbie
JUCTBEHHBIE Jieca, MOJIOJbIE JINCTBEHHBIE Jieca,
3apacTarolire BEIPYOKH BO3PACTOM CTapIIe MATH
JET), OTKPHITHIE TaHAmA(TH (BEpXOBBIE O0JIOTA,
MOMMEHHBIEC JTyTa, MaTEPUKOBBIC JIYTa, CEIHCKO-
XO3SMCTBEHHBIC 36MJIM U CBEXKHE BHIPyOKH). Bee
9TU JTaHHbIE OBLIU MOJIYYEHBl HA OCHOBE KapThI
TUTIOJOTHH JaHAmadTHOTO MOKPOBA, MOCTPOCH-
HOHM MO pe3yibpTaTaM JAemUpPUPOBAHUS TOU XKe
cuensl Landsat 8. JlemudpupoBaHue BHIIONHS-
I C TOMOIIbI0 Habopa MHCTpYMEHTOB Image
Classification 8 TC ArcMap meTomoM Ki1accu-
dbuKanuu MaKCUMaJIbHOTO MOA00Ms (maximum
likelihood classification; Pal & Mather, 2003).
VYnaneHue uryMoB MPOBOIWIM MPU MOMOIIY HH-
cTpyMmeHnTta Majority Filter.

Bce nepemenHble cpebl ObLIM MPUBEICHBI
K €IMHOMY TeorpauyeckoMy DKCTCHTY WU CH-
creme koopauHatr WGS84 B mpoeknun UTM
36N c paspemenusmu 30 M. Takoii ypoBeHb
ObLT BHIOpAH MO MHUHUMAJIbHOMY pa3peuIeHHIo
nanHeiXx (cHUMOK Landsat u mpoaykt Aster
GDEM). B ArcMap 05111 co31aH rpuj (OJIUTOH
¢ aueiikamu 30 x 30 M), OXBaThIBAIOIINN BCIO
TeppuTOpHI0 HuccienoBaHuil. Kaxnoil sgueiike
3TOTO TpHUJa C MOMOIIBI0 MHCTpyMeHTa Zonal
Statistic 3ajaBanu 3HA4EHUs] BCEX MapaMeTPOB
Cpellbl, a TaK)K€ PacCUUTHIBAIN JIOTI0 KaXKJ0TO
THAMA JaHAMAaQTHOTO TOKpPOBAa B IPOLEHTaX.
3aTeM co3/laBalii OT/EIbHbIE PACTPhl BCEX IIe-
peMeHHbIX U nepeBoauiau ux B popmar ASCII.
Takum obpaszom, 61T co31aH HAOOp U3 24 nipe-
BApUTEIbHBIX MAPAMETPOB CPEIbI.
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[Ipobmema MyIBTUKOJUIMHEAPHOCTH  CTa-
HOBUTCS 0C000 OCTpOM Mpu OOJBIIUX HAOOpax
MPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIX nepeMeHHbIX (Dormann et
al., 2013). Anroputmsr pabotel MaxEnt kpaiine
YyBCTBUTEIBHBI K KOPPEIUPYIOLUIUM MEXIY CO-
6oii mpeaukropam (Merow et al., 2013; Radosav-
ljevic & Anderson, 2014). [TosTomy Bce mapame-
TPBI OKPYKAIOIIEH Cpebl MPOILIA TPOBEPKY HA
MYJIBTUKOJUTMHEApHOCTh. K TOMY e, U3BECTHO,
4TO MPOUEAYpPHl (GUIBTPALINHN IEPEMEHHBIX Cpe-
Ibl CUJIbHEE IOBBIMIAIOT KA4eCTBO MOCITH IO
CPaBHCHHUIO C MPOCTPAHCTBEHHOUN (HIBTpAIIH-
et Touek BcTpeu (Varela et al., 2014). Cnauana
ObLIIa BBITTOTHEHA MonapHas koppensmus Crup-
MEHa U cocTaBieHa mMaTpuua. Ha ee ocHoBaHUM
Ccpeau MEepPeMEHHBIX ObLIN BHIOPaHbI KaHIUAThI
Ha uckitouenue (npu r > 0.7). Hamu Obin BHI-
Opan mopor B r = 0.7 kak Hauboyuee yMEepEeHHbBIN
cpeau BcTpeuaronuxcs B suteparype (ot 0.6
no 0.8) (Kramer-Schadt et al., 2013; Glover-
Kapfer, 2015; Maiorano et al., 2015; Eriksson &
Dalerum, 2018; Freire Filho & Palmeirim, 2019;
Zarzo-Arias et al., 2019). JlomonHUTENbHO OBLT
npoBeneH Tpexcrynendarsiii VIF-tect (vari-
ance inflation factor). On Gonee mpegmodTHTE-
JIeH, YeM MPOoCcTasi KOPPEJSIUs BBUY OOJIBIICH
YyBCTBUTEIBHOCTH ISl CKPBITBIX CBSI3€H MEXKIy
nepemenHbiMu (Guisan et al., 2017; Thapa et al.,
2018). Ha ocHOBaHMM HWCKJIIOUECHHUs Haubojee
KOPPETUPYIOMUX MEeXIy co0O0i MepeMeHHBIX
(nmpu VIF > 10) nonyden nabop u3 20 mapame-
TPOB OKpyXkarle cpeapl. B nanpHeimemM npu-
[IUIOCh UCKJIIOYUTH €Ile JBe MepeMeHHbIe (pac-
CTOSIHUS IO JOPOT M PACCTOSIHUS 10 O.H.II.), TIO-
CKOJIbKY TIEpBOHAYAIBHBIN aHATU3 MOKa3all 3Ha-
YUTEJBHYIO IMEPEOICHKY MX BKJaJa, 9TO BhI3Ba-
HO xapaktepom cbopa nanawix (Glover-Kapfer,
2015). B utoroselit HabOp MPEAUKTOPOB, TAKUM
oOpa3om, Bouo 18 mepeMeHHBIX cpeabl (Tadm.
1). OHu oTpaxaror oporpaduueckue, dKOI0TU-
yeckue, Nanama(THbIE U aHTPOINOTEHHbBIE CBOM-
CTBa, KOTOpBIE OBIIM HEOAHOKPATHO MPHU3HAHBI
HKOJIOTUYECKU PEJNIEBAHTHBIMH JJISI MOJEIUPO-
BaHUs MecTooOuTanuii measens (Nielsen et al.,
2002; Posillico et al., 2004; Ciarniello et al.,
2007; Giithlin et al., 2011; Martin et al., 2012;
van Gils et al., 2014). [Tomumo 3TOTO, OBLT CO3-
JaH JIOTIOJHUTEIbHBIA HA0Op TPEAMKTOPOB, B
KOTOPOM THIIbI JIaHAIA(QTHOIO MOKPOBa ObUIM
00beIMHEHBI B 00IIME IPYMNIbl (TEMHOXBOWHBIE
Jeca, TUCTBEHHBIE Jieca, Jyra). B takom ciyuae
B MOJICJIMPOBAHUU y4acTBOBaJIO 14 mepeMeHHbIX
cpensbl (Tabdm. 1).
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Taéauua 1. [lepemenHble OKpyXKaloOIEeH Cpeabl, MPOMIEANINEe IPOBEPKH Ha MYJIBTHKOJUIMHEAPHOCTh, UCIIONB3YEeMBIE B Ka-
4eCTBE MPEAUKTOPOB B MOJCIMPOBAHNY ITPUTOJJHOCTH MECTOOOMTAHHI U paciipesiesnieH s Oyporo MeiBens B ycioBusix Llen-
TpasibHO-JIeCHOTO 3amOBeIHNKA U ero 0XpaHHOH 30HbI B 20082018 rT.

Table 1. Environmental variables that have passed multicollinearity tests, used as predictors in the modelling of brown bear
habitat suitability and distribution in the Central Forest Nature Reserve and its buffer zone during 20082018

No| HazBanue nepemMeHHON | OGo3HaueHue mepeMerHoi B Mogersix | MICTOYHHMK AaHHBIX
BereraimoHHbIC HHICKCHI
1 [NDVI ndvi Landsat 8§ OLI
2 INDWI ndwi Landsat 8 OLI
MopdoMeTpHUeCKHEe XapaKTePUCTHKH peiibeda
3 |BBICOTA H.Y.M. elevation Aster GDEM
4 |ykiI0H (KpyTH3HA) CKJIOHOB slope Aster GDEM
5 |9KCIO3UIHUS CKIOHOB aspect Aster GDEM
Tonorpaduyekne XapakTepUCTUKH MECTHOCTH
6 |paccTosiHUE 10 PEK rivers TOIOKApTa
7 |paccrosiHue 70 sI0JIOHEBBIX CAJ0B M OBCSIHBIX MOJCH artifict ChEMKa C IpOHA
[IpoekTHBHOE TTOKPBITHE TUIIOB JIAHAMAPTHOTO TOKPOBA
8 |TeMHOXBOITHBIE Jieca (€ITbHUKU O0peasIbHbIC) coniferous (old_spruce) Landsat 8 OLI *
9 |TeMHOXBOWHBIE Jieca (CIIbHUKH HEMOPAJIbHBIC) coniferous (nemoral spruce) Landsat 8 OLI *
10 | TeMHOXBOMHBIC Jieca (SIbHUKH MAIIOPOTHUKOBBIC) coniferous (fern spruce) Landsat 8 OLI *
11 |cocHsiku c(harHOBBIC pine bogs Landsat 8 OLI *
12 |mucTBeHHBIE Jeca (CIesbie) deciduous (old leaf) Landsat 8 OLI *
13 |mucTBeHHBIE J1eca (MOJIOJIBIC) deciduous (young_leaf) Landsat 8 OLI *
14 [MOJIOHSIKH U 3apacTarolie BhIPYOKH clearcuts Landsat 8 OLI *
15 |BepxoBbIe 0010Ta bogs Landsat 8 OLI *
16 |myra (MaTepHKOBBIE) all fields (fields) Landsat 8 OLI *
17 |myra (moWMeHHBIC) all fields (meadows) Landsat 8 OLI *
18 |c/X 3eMiIi, BETPOBAJIBI, TApH U CBEKHE BBIPYOKH agriculture Landsat 8 OLI *

Ilpumeuanue: * — Ha OCHOBE MOJTYaBTOMAaTHYECKON KIIACCU(PHUKAIIH.

Jlannvle o npucymemeuu euoa

B kadecTBe JaHHBIX O MPUCYTCTBUM BUIA ObLIH
UCIIONB30BAaHbl  MarepHaibl PErUCTPALMid  TOYEK
BCTPEY B XOJI€ PETY/ISIPHBIX MAPIIPYTOB MO UCCIEY-
emoii Tepputopui. JIroOble MPU3HAKK MPUCYTCTBUS
MeqBes (OTIeYaTKy Jiar, Clebl MUTaHUs, SKCKpe-
MEHTBI, JISKKH, BU3yaJIbHbIE BCTPEUYH | T.II.) OTMEYa-
m ¢ nomomipto GPS-nHaBuraropa Garmin GPSmap
62s U B JaJbHEWIIEM paccMarpuBald KakK TOYKU
JIOCTOBEPHOTO TIPUCYTCTBUSI BHIA HA TEPPUTOPHH.
Takas nmpakTuka coopa JaHHBIX O MPUCYTCTBUM SIB-
JISIETCS] HEMHBA3UBHOM U TIOBCEMECTHO HCIIONb3YeTCsI
B MOJOOHBIX HCCIIEN0BAHUIX MO W3YYEHHUIO Oyporo
mensens (Posillico et al., 2004; Martin et al., 2012;
van Gils et al., 2014; Mateco-Sanchez et al., 2016;
Piédallu et al., 2017). MaprpyTsl BEIOHpaIM TaKUM
00pa3oM, 4TOOBI MX JIMHUS TepeceKana MaKCHMallb-
HO BO3MOXXHO€ YHMCJIO PA3IMYHBIX MECTOOOUTAHHMA
MmenBens. bonblias 4acTe MapIIpyTOB THPOXOIHIIA
M0 TIPOCEKaM, JIECHBIM JIOporaM U Tporam. Beuimy
c11aboro aHTPOTIOTEHHOTO BIIMSTHUS Ha UCCIIETyeMON
TEPPUTOPHUHU BCE BUIBI CPEIHUX U KPYITHBIX MIIEKO-
MUTAIONIUX aKTUBHO HCHOJB3YIOT YKa3aHHbIE MyTH
COOOIIEHHS TS TIEPSIBIKEHUS U HE M30€raloT ux
(KentyxuH, Oryprios, 2018). [Tomumo 3T0T0, YacCTh
MapIIPyTOB MPOXOJHIa BHE KAaKUX-THOO BUIMMBIX
myTel NepeBHKEHHUS.
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B Teuenne 2008-2018 rr. aBTOpOoM COOpaHO
2804 Touku TPUCYTCTBUsI Oyporo MeABeAs Ha HC-
CIIeAyeMON TeppUTOpuM. [l HE3aBUCHMOM IIpo-
BEpKH (TECTUPOBAHMS) KaYeCTBA MOJIENICH U3 apXuBa
3aroBeHUKA ObUTH B3THI 1811 Touek mpucyTCTBUS
MeJIBe/Isl, COOpaHHBIX COTPYJHUKAMH OTJIETIOB OXpa-
HbI M HAYKH 3a TOT 7K€ MEPUOJ] BPEMEHU OT/IENIbHO OT
ABTOPCKUX JJAHHBIX.

YtoObI y4ecTb HEM30€KHYIO IMOTPEITHOCTh TIPH
coope Touek Berped (Phillips et al., 2009; Anderson &
Gonzalez, 2011; Kramer-Schadt et al., 2013; Merow
et al., 2013), Hamu ObLTH POBEACHBI MPOIIETYPHI UX
¢dunpTpanun coracHo Boria et al. (2014), Radosav-
ljevic & Anderson (2014), Varela et al. (2014) u ma-
HUITYTSAIMU ¢ (poHOBBIMU JaHHbIMU (background
data) cormacuo Phillips et al. (2009), Syfert et al.
(2013). Ha nepBoM 3tarne Jyis KaKI0M sMEHKHU rpuia
OCTaBWJIM TOJIBKO OJHY TOYKY (LIEHTPOWN), YIaJIuB
BCE OCTaJbHbIEC. JlaHHAs KOPPEKLMsI HUBEIUPYET
HEOTHOPOIHOCTh MpH CcOOpe JaHHBIX, ypaBHUBAs
YaCTOThI OCEIIEHUH Pa3IMYHbIX YYaCTKOB TEPPUTO-
puH MeXx Iy co00i B mpeenax MappyToB (Boria et
al., 2014; Su et al., 2018). Takum 06pa3om, MbI CO-
KpaTWIi YUCJIO TOYEeK BCTped A0 1949 aBropckux u
1208 apXuBHBIX (TECTOBBIX).

Hcnons3zys MaxEnt B kauecTBE MHCTpyMEHTa
MOJICTUPOBAHUS TPUTOAHOCTH MECTOOOHTaHUH,
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HEOOXOIMMO BHUMATEIIBHO TIOIXOANUTh HE TOJIBKO
K IIPOCTPAHCTBEHHOM, HO U K BpeMEHHOU (UIIbTpa-
nuu todek (van Gils et al., 2014). M3BectHO, 9TO
ouoronuyeckasl MPUypOUEHHOCTh Oyporo mMeaBess
BO MHOTOM OIpENEeNsIeTCsl MUIIEBBIMU MPeIrnouTe-
HUSIMH ¥ TIOSTOMY CHJIBHO 3aBHUCHUT OT C€30HA rojia
(Munro et al., 2006; Mateo-Sanchez et al., 2016).
Tak, Ui TEPPUTOPUU MCCIICIOBAHUMA MBI BBISIBUIH
CYIIECTBEHHOE M3MEHEHUE IIHUPUHBI TPOPHUECKOM
HUIIY ME/IBE/Isl B TeUCHHE TIeproia 00ApPCTBOBAHUS
(Ogurtsov, 2018). IMmeHHO 1MO3TOMY HEOOXOIUMO
MaKCUMAaJIbHO CIJIQJUTh PA3IAYHUs MEXKIy CE30H-
HBIMH BBIOOpKamH. Bce Toukm BcTped 1Mo jaaram
peructpaiuu OblIM pa3OUTHI Ha TPU Ce30Ha (Bec-
Ha, JIETO, OCEHb), KOTOPbIE€ COOTBETCTBYIOT OCHOB-
HbIM OHOTONHMYECKUM TMPEANOYTCHUSIM MeJIBes
Ha TeppUTOpUU UccieoBaHusl. UTOObI BHIPOBHSATD
BJIMSIHUSL CE30HOB, YUCIIO TOYEK B KKIOM U3 HUX
OBbLIO YMEHBILIEHO JI0 CPEAHET0 3HAYEHHSI BCEX TPeX
rpym (van Gils et al., 2014). YMmeHb1IeHuE POBO-
JIMJTH BBIOOPOM COOTBETCTBYIOILIETO YMCIIa TOUEK M3
CE30HHOM BBIOOPKH C TIOMOIIBIO POLIETYPBI PAH/I0-
muzaiu B ArcMap. Takum o0pa3oM, KOJIMYECTBO
cokparuiu ¢ 1949 no 1435 nns aBTOpCKUX TOYEK U
¢ 1208 1o 1006 115t TECTOBBIX TOUEK.

[lpuromHOCTE MeECTOOOWTaHMST [UIST MEIBEIS
OTIPEAETSIETCSI CIASAYIOMIMMHI KPUTEPUSAMU: MUIIEBOM
3HAQYMMOCTBIO, 3aIUIIEHHOCTBIO (PEMHU3HOCTHIO),
OepIOXKHOM 3HAYMMOCTBIO U AHTPOIIOT€HHBIM BITHS-
nueMm (Kusak & Huber, 1998; Mitchell et al., 2002).
B nanHoli paGoTe MbI paccMarprBaeM JIMIIb TEPUOJL
6onpcrBoBanus BUAA. [losTomy OeproxHas 3HaUU-
MOCTb HaMH He yuMThIBaeTcs. [10CKonIbKy TeppuTo-
pus uccnenoBanuii Ha 80% MOKpeITa JiecaMy, a 4eso-
BEYECKasl ISSITEIIbHOCTh BRIPaXKEHa C1a00, KpUTEPHH
3AIIUIICHHOCTH W aHTPONOTCHHOTO BIMSHUS HE
SIBISTIOTCSI TIEPBOCTETICHHBIMU. B pesyrnsrare nmeH-
HO TIMIIEBass 3HAYUMOCTBH BBICTYIAET PEIIAFOIIIM
KpUTEPHEM TIPY BBIOOPE MEABEIEM MECTOOOUTAHUH.
HauGonee ontumanbHO MpenCTaBISITE MOJEIH MPU-
TOJJTHOCTH MECTOOOMTaHWH IJIsi HEro, Omupasch Ha
MOJIEJH THUIIEBBIX MPEANOYTEHUN 1 UCIIONb30BAHUS
KOPMOBBIX PECYPCOB, KOTOpbIE MOIKpEIIEHbI Kap-
TaMH, OTPKAIOIIMMHU 3HAYEHUsI OCHOBHBIX KOPMOB
(Nielsen et al. 2002; Munro et al., 2006).

Takum 00pa3oM, HCIONB30BAaHUE BCEX TOYEK
BCTPEY B 3TOM CITyyae MOIIO ObI CHJIBHO HMCKa3UTh
UTOTOBBIN pe3ynbrar. Tak, ro0ble BCTpeud OTIie-
YaTKOB JIall, TPOIT ¥ SKCKPEMEHTOB OTPAKAIOT JIUIIIb
WCIIOTG30BAaHNE BU/IOM MECTOOOWTaHHMsI, KaK TpaH-
3UTHOTO KOPHIOPA, Yepe3 KOTOPOEe OH MepeMelaeT-
cs. Takas uH(popMalys HE HeceT B cebe cMbIcia O
MUILEBON U 3aIIMTHON MPUTOJAHOCTH CaMHUX MECTO-
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oOuTaHMii, a B IJIaHE MEPEMEIEHUI BCs HCCletye-
Mast TEPPUTOPHSI TIPUTOTHA TSI MENTBEISI (32 MCKITIO-
YEHHEM HACeJICHHBIX IyHKTOB). HekoTopbie aBTOpbI
UCTIONB3YIOT B KAUECTBE TOYEK BCTPEU IKCKPEMEHTHI
MEJIBE/Isl, WHTEPIPETHPYS PE3yJabTarbl MOAEIHPO-
BaHMS MMEHHO KaK MPHUTOTHOCTH MECTOOOUTAHHIM
(Posillico et al., 2004; Farashi et al., 2016). [pyrue
ABTOPBI WCTONB3YIOT PA3IMYHbIE TOYKH BCTPEY, HO
MPEATNOYTEHUSI TAKKE OTIAOT AKCKpEeMEHTaM (van
Gils et al., 2014). Ha Ham B30I, 5TO HE COBCEM Bep-
HO, TaK Kak, 1o HammMm JaHHbM (Ogurtsov, 2018),
MPOCTPAHCTBEHHOE HAXOXJICHUE SKCKPEMEHTOB HE
BCET/Ia CBSI3aHO C UICTOYHUKOM ITHIIIH, T.€. C KPUTEPH-
€M TIHMIIEBOM 3HAYMMOCTH MECTOOOUTAHHSI.

B cBsi3u ¢ M, MBI chopmHpoBaiu 1Ba MOJ-
X0la K MojenupoBaHuio. [lepBblii nqeMoHCTpupyeT
MPOTHO3UPYEMOE pacrpesieieHle MeABEAs M0 Tep-
putopuu (species distribution model; SDM-noaxon)
U BKITIOUaeT B ceds Bce Touku Berped (1435 u 1006).
Bropoii moaxon oTpakaeT MMEHHO MPHTOTHOCTH
mecroobutanmii (habitat suitability model; HSM-
TIO/TXO/T) ¥ BKITIOUAET TOJBKO T€ TOUKH, KOTOPHIC IMe-
T OTHOIIICHHE K WCIIOJH30BAHUIO MECTOOOUTAHMUSI
BUJIOM MHAYe KaK JUIsl ICPEMEIICHHIA, T.C. BKJIIOYACT
T00BIE TIPOSIBJICHUS THIICBOM JESATEIBHOCTH (TI0e-
JTH, YKHPOBOYHBIE TPOITBI U T.I1.), JISKKH, ITOCEIIICHUE
BOJIOIIOEB U T.II. B OOJIBIIEl CTEIEHN ITH TOYKU OT-
parkaJii MUILEBYIO MPUTOHOCTH MECTOOOUTAHUS U B
MEHbIIIeN — 3auMTHYI0. HecMoTps Ha To, 4TO MOHS-
it SDM u HSM sBInstoTcs B JITeparype CHHOHU-
muunbiME (Hirzel & Le Lay, 2008; Elith et al., 2011;
Guisan et al., 2017), B qanHoO# paboTe MBI ¢ oTpesie-
JICHHOM JI0JIEN YCIIOBHOCTH UX PA3JEIIsIEM.

[Mocne BbIOOpa M3 TIEPBOHAYATBHON («CHIPOID»)
BBIOOPKH TOJILKO TE€X PETHCTpAIHii, KOTOPhIE HECYT
uH(OpMAIHIO 00 UCTIONH30BAaHUH BUIOM MECTOOOH-
TaHus, octanock 1144 aBropckux u 417 apXUBHBIX
(TectoBbIX) Touek. C HUMH OBLIM TPOBEICHBI BCE
TE K€ MPOLETYPhl (UIBTPALMU, B PE3yJIbTare 4ero
ocTasioch 566 aBTOPCKUX U 341 TECTOBBIX TOUEK.

[Tockonbky TeppuTOpHs UCCIEAOBAHUI HEOOIb-
11as1, U BCE Marepualibl COOpaHbl B paMKax MapIipy-
TOB, KOTOPBIE YacTO MPOXOIMIIH YePe3 OTHH U TE Ke
MeCTa, Halllh TOYKH HE BBIICP)KUBAIOT MTPOBEPKH HA
MPOCTPAHCTBEHHYIO aBTOKOPPEISIHIO C TOMOIIIBIO
tecra Mopana (Guisan et al., 2017). Tonbko pa3spe-
JKEHHUE TOYEK ITyTEM COKpAIlleHHs UX yKcia 10 92 no-
3BOJIAJIO JIOOUTHCSI CITy4aifHOTO MPOCTPAHCTBEHHOTO
pacnpenenenus. [lockonbKy Takoe KOJIMYECTBO He
MOXKET OTpaXKaTh PEATbHYIO OMOTOIMMYECKYIO TpH-
YPOYEHHOCTh MEZIBES, B TaHHOM paboTe Mbl OTKa3a-
JIMCh OT UCIOJIb30BaHMs TecTa MopaHa, Kak He Mol
XOJISIILIETO TPHU BBIOPAHHOM MeTOJIE cOOpa TAaHHBIX.
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Ilocmpoenue mooeneti

[Ipu mocTpoeHUM MOJENEH MPUTOJHOCTH Me-
CTOOOWTAHWN WCTOJIB30BAIM HWCXOAHBIA (hopMar
MPEACTaBICHUS JaHHBIX (raw), YTO COOTBETCTBYET
3HaueHnsiM ROR (relative occurrence rate; Merow
et al., 2013). B sToM cimy4ae mpeackazaHus UHTEp-
MIPETUPOBATM KaK WHJEKCHI MPUTOJHOCTH MECTO-
obutanuii (habitat suitability index, HSI), roe 0 —
a0COJIIOTHO HENIPUTOAHBIE YYacTKH, | — abCOMIOTHO
npuroansie (Merow et al., 2013). YtoOb1 nepeiitu k
MIPEACKAa3aHUsAM BEPOSITHOCTEH BCTPEY M CMOJICITH-
pOBaTh pacrpesesieHne MeIBe/Iei B IPOCTPAHCTBE,
MBI FICTIOTH30BATH KOMIUIEMEHTapHOE JIOT-JIOT TIpe-
obpazoBanue (cloglog), KoTopoe ObLII0 peain30BaHO
B OJTHOM W3 MOCJEIHUX BEPCUN MPOTrpaMMbl (HaYH-
Has ¢ 3.4.0; Phillips et al., 2017). Bo Bcex cimyuasx
ucnoab3oBaiid MakcumyM 5000 urepanuii U nopor
cxonumocTtH (convergence threshold) 10~

B pamkax nByx 0003Ha4€HHBIX MOAXOJOB K MO-
JIETMPOBAHUIO OBUTH BBIOpAaHBI BOCEMb OCHOBHBIX
cueHapueB (Tabn. 2), OTIMYAIOIIMXCS MO YHUCITY
BXOJHBIX JIAHHBIX (IIPEIUKTOPOB U TOUCK BCTPEY).
CueHapum BKJIIOYATIM B ce0sl BCE MEPEMEHHbBIE Cpe-
JTbI, TIPOIIIEIIIAE TECTHI HA MYJIBTHKOJUTMHEAPHOCTh
(cuenapum 1 u 5); ToT k€ HAOOP, HO O€3 yueTa aHTPO-
MOTEHHBIX UCTOYHUKOB TTHUIIH (2 1 6); TOT e Habop,
HO ¢ 00BbEMHEHHBIMU B TPYTIITBI TUTIAMU JTaHAIIadT-
HOTO MOKpoBa (3 u 7); ToT e Habop ¢ TPYIIHPOBaH-
HBIMH TIEPEMEHHBIMH, HO 0€3 y4yera aHTpOIIOreH-
HBIX UCTOUYHHUKOB MU (4 1 8). D10 OBLIO cAeTaHo
JUISL TOTO, YTOOBI OLIEHUTh BIUSHUE aHTPOIIOTEHHOM
NHIIM U YPOBHS APOOHOCTH THIIOB JIAHIA(PTHOTO
MOKPOBAa HAa KAYE€CTBO MECTOOOUTAHUH JTst MEJIBEICH.
[Tpu MoeMpOBaHUH pacTIpeIeNICHHUS] HCTIONb30BAIN
Bce oT(pussTpoBaHHbIie Touku (1435, cuenapuu 1-4).
[Tpu MonenupoBaHUY PUTOTHOCTH MECTOOOUTAHUIM
Opany OTQUIBTPOBaHHbIE TOYKH, HECyllue UH(pOp-
Malo 00 MCIOJIB30BAHMKA MEIBEIEM MECTOOOHTA-
Hus (566, cieHapun 5-8).

Hacmporixu, evi60p onmumanshvix mooenei u
UX MeCmupoBaHue

B kauectBe uncna (oHOBBIX Touek (background
samples) O0bu10 BbIOpano 25 000. Hecmotps Ha u3-
BECTHOE€ MHEHHE O TOM, YTO YBEJIMYEHHE YKCIlIa Ta-
kux Todek Oombie 10 000 HE MPUBOMWT K YITydIIe-
o mozner (Phillips & Dudik 2008; Baasch et al.,
2010), B Hamiem ciy4ae, KaK U B psifie IPyrux padoT
(Mateo-Sanchez et al., 2013), 3170 mo3BOIMIIO CAETATH
ee CyIIECTBEHHO JIydllle. B kauecTBe YMCIIOBBIX MPH-
3HaKoB (feature types) MCHONB30BaM COYETAHUE JIU-
HeHbIxX (linear, L), kBagparnansix (quadratic, Q), nx
npousBenenui (product, P) u nenuneiinsix (hinge, H),
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KaK HarOoJiee COOTBETCTBYIOIIUX B3aMMOOTHOIIICHH-
SIM O0BEKTA WCCIICNIOBAHUN C TIEPEMEHHBIMHU CpEIIbI
(Phillips et al., 2004). 3Ha4eHus TapameTpa MHOXKE-
CTBEHHOH perymspmzanun (regularisation multiplier,
RM) BbIOMpamm kak Hanbosee ONTUMAaIbHbIE 1A Te-
CTUPOBAHUS JaHHBIX U JUTS MPEIOTBPAIICHHS ITepeo0-
yuenust mozienu (Phillips, 2010; Merow et al., 2013).
[epedeHp BCcex MCMONB30BAHHBIX 3HAUYCHUM YKa3aH B
Tab. 2. BeIOOp onTUMaibHBIX HACTPOEK ObLT Ipe/iBa-
PUTEIBHO OTIpe/iesieH U OLICHEH HAa OCHOBE MPOBEPKH
MHOTOYHMCIIEHHBIX MOJICNICH B Pa3iMYHBIX COYETAHH-
sx B makere R «ENMeval» (Muscarella et al., 2018).
Hawmydiyro KOMOMHAIMIO YHUCIIOBBIX TPHU3HAKOB,
Yrciia OHOBBIX TOUEK U MTapamMeTpa MHOYKECTBEHHOM
peryispu3aliy ONpeAessuid ¢ MOMOLIbI0 HH(pOpMa-
oHHoro Kpurepusi Akauke (AIC, Akaike’s informa-
tion criterion; Akaike, 1974), ero ckoppeKTHpOBaHHOM
dopmer (AIC.) ¥ pasHULBI MEXKTY HUM U €r0 MUHH-
MaibHbM 3HadenreM (,AIC; Burnham, Anderson,
2002; DOnexrponnoe IIpunoxenne). M3BecTHO, UTO
unpopmarmonnsle kpurepuu AIC u BIC (Bayesian
information criterion) mpeBocxomsat AUC B crmoco6-
HOCTH OIICHHBATh aJICKBATHOCTH MOJIEIICH MPU UX BbI-
oope (Warren & Seifert, 2011) u mmpoko yIst 3TOr0
ucnonb3ytores (Eriksson & Dalerum, 2018).

HepaBHOMepHOE pacmipenieNieHie MapuipyToB
M0 UCCIEAYeMOW TEepPUTOPUM HEU30€KHO MPHUBO-
JIUT K TIPENIB3ITOCTH B cOOpe maHHbIX (Merow et al.,
2013). D10 B CBOIO OYEpEeIb MOKET CUIIHPHO UCKA3UTh
peamucTHyHOCTh Mofeneit (Syfert et al., 2013). [l
WCTIPABJICHUS 3TOM MOTPEITHOCTH HAaMH ObLT CO3/IaH
Koppektupyromwii ¢aiin (bias file) Ha ocHOBE MUHU-
MaJIbHOTO BBIITYKJIOTO TMOJMIOHA (Minimum convex
polygon), OXBaTHIBAIOIIETO BCE MPOHICHHbBIE MapIlI-
PYTBI, T.€. OTpaXKalOUMH yCWIHE Ha OTOOp TPOO
(Maiorano et al., 2015). B npenenax storo ¢aiina ¢
TIOMOIIBIO TIPOIIEAYP PAHIOMH3AIMN OBUIO CO3aHO
25 000 Toyek, He BKITFOUAOLINX TOYKH BCTPEY, KOTO-
pbIe B TaJbHEHIIIeM yKa3biBaich MaxEnt kak ¢oHO-
BbI€ TOYKH JJIs1 CPaBHEHUIA.

J1nst TecTupoBaHus MOJieNiei HaMu ObLia IpruMe-
HeHa k-MepHas Kpocc-BaaHanys Mo METOMy Imax-
MaTHOW Jocku Broporo mopsiaka (checkerboard2;
Muscarella et al., 2014). JlaHHBII cIOCOO MO3BOIISET
y4eCTh HE TOJIBKO MPOCTPAHCTBEHHYIO, HO U JKOJIO-
TMYECKYI0 aBTOKOPPEISIIMIO Toyek BcTped. [lomu-
MO 3TOTO, TIPOBOIMIIM HE3aBUCUMOE TECTHPOBAHHE
C TIOMOIIIBIO JaHHBIX, COOPAaHHBIX OTIEITBHO OT TEX,
Ha OCHOBE KOTOPBIX CTpOWJIM Mozenb. st 3Toro
MBI FCTIOJTb30BAJIH JaHHBIE O BCTPEUax MEIBEIs, CO-
OpaHHBIE 32 TOT K€ MEePHOJl BPEMEHU APYTUMH CO-
TPYAHHKAMH 3allOBEIHUKA (TecToBbIe ToukH; 1006 1
341 nns 060MX MOIXO0B COOTBETCTBEHHO).
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Ouyenka kavecmea mooeneti

J71st o1ieHKM MoJienei COIb30BAIM KaK IMOPOr-
HE3aBHCUMBbIE, TaK U TIOPOr-3aBUCHMBbIE TTOKa3aTeI
(Boria et al., 2014). Kak u B GompmHCTBE 1000~
HBIX PaboT, B KAYECTBE MEPbI AUCKPUMUHUPYIOIICH
CMOCOOHOCTH MOJIEH MCHOJIB30BAIM OPOT-HE3aBH-
CHMYIO TUTOIIAb MO KprBoH (area under the curve,
AUC) ROC-rpajduxka (receiver operating character-
istic; Fielding & Bell, 1997). 3nauenns AUC Bapbu-
pytot ot 0 10 1, rie 1 03Ha4aeT NpeBOCXOAHYIO CIO-
COOHOCTH MOJIEIIH Pa3JINyarh TOUYKH BCTPET OT TOYEK
¢oHa, a 0.5 — pa3nuueHure Ha ypoOBHE CIy4allHOCTU
(Elith et al., 2006; Hirzel et al., 2006). KasectBo
JMCKpUMUHAIIMKA Mojienu co 3HadeHuem AUC > 0.7
cantasioch xopormmM (Kramer-Schadt et al., 2013;
Zarzo-Arias et al., 2019). [TockonbKy MBI HE paccMa-
TPUBAaEM BApPHUAHT SKCTPAIOJISILIMU PE3yIbTaTOB Ha
Jpyrue TeppuTOprx, Haubosee aJIeKBaTHOM OLICHKOM
B HameM ciydae seisutace AUC  — crocoOHOCTh
MOJIENT TIPABUJIBHO PA3IWYUTh CIyYalHYIO TOUKY
IIPUCYTCTBUSI B TECTOBOM BBIOOPKE OT CIy4ailHOM
touku ¢ona (Phillips, 2010; Merow et al., 2013; Sy-
fert et al., 2013). [ oneHku nepeoOydeHuss Moie-
m ucnonb3oBau AUC ., KOTOPYIO PacCUUTBIBATIA
kak AUC_. —AUC_ . YeM MeHblIIE pa3HHIIa MEXKTY
3HAYEHUSIMH, TEM MEHbILE CTENEHb MepeoOydeHHs
(Warren & Seifert, 2011; Boria et al., 2014).

Tem He meHee, nokaszarens AUC noasepres ce-
PBE3HOI KPUTHKE U HE PEKOMEH/IYETCS ISl UCTIOIb-
30BaHMs B KQUECTBE OCHOBHOTO B OLIEHKE TOUHOCTH
presence-only moneneit (Lobo et al., 2008; Warren
& Seifert, 2011). s TONOTHUTENBHBIX OICHOK
MBI HCIIONB30BaIM Mokaszarens TSS (true skill sta-
tistic) m HenpepbIBHBINA MHIEKC boiica (continuous
Boyce index). TSS Bxiouaer B ceOsi Kak OICHKY
qyBCTBUTEILHOCTH, TaK U CIIEHU(PUIHOCTH U MOKET
OBbITH BBIpAXXEH CIEIyIole (opMynoil: 4yBCTBU-
TenbHOCTh + cnemmduunocts — 1 (Allouche et al.,
2006). On sBisercs npou3BoaHON Karmbl KosHa
(Cohen’s kappa) ms presence-only manubix. IToaro-
My IIIKaja OIEHKH KayecTBa MOJETH aHaJOrMYHa U
BRIVIAAUT cieayronmm oopazom: 0.00-0.40 — mto-
xoe kauectBo, 0.40-0.55 — npuemnemoe, 0.55-0.70
— xoporuee, 0.70-0.85 — ouens xopouee, 0.85-0.99
— npeBocxonHoe (Monserud & Leemans, 1992). ITo-
ckosbky TSS sBnsieTcss mopor-3aBUCHMMOM BETUYU-
HOM, JUI €ro pacueTra Mbl ucnoiab3zoBain MaxSSS-
nopor (maximum sum of sensitivity and specificity;
Frans et al., 2018). 3ToT mopor y4uThIBaeT KaK qyB-
CTBHUTEJIBHOCTD, TaK U CHIEHUPUYHOCTH, YTO JIeJIa-
eT ero onTuMaibHbIM BeIOOpOM (Liu et al., 2013).
Onnako cneayeT UMETh BBUJLY, YTO MOCKOJIBbKY T'SS
OCHOBAH Ha CTIEHU(PUYHOCTH (T.€. JTOJIU MPABUIBHO
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MIPEJCKa3aHHBIX OTCYTCTBHI), B HAIllEeM Clydae OH
UMEET OMpPENEICHHbIE OTPAHWYCHUsS, TaK KaK MBI
MMEEM JIeJIO He C OTCYTCTBUSIMHU, a ¢ (POHOBBIMU TOU-
KaMH, KOTOpbIE, CTPOT0 TOBOPSI, HE SIBJISIOTCS TaK¥Ke
U «TiceBno-oTcyTeTBusiMI» (Merow et al., 2013).

Fie Oonee Hame)XKHOW OLIEHKOH MOYKHO CYH-
TaTh UHJEKC boiica, KOTOPBIi OlIEHUBAET HACKOIBKO
CWJIBHO TIPEJICKa3aHHbIE MOJEIbIO 3HAYEHUS OTIIH-
yaroTcs OT ciaydaiiHo oxkunaeMbix (Boyce, 2002).
B nannoii paboTe MBI MCHOJNB30BAJIH HEMPEPHIB-
HYI0 MOIM(DUKALNUIO JAHHOTO MHJAEKCA M0 METOLY
CKOJTB3SIIIIEr0 OKHAa (moving window) ¢ mMpHHON
W=0.1(B,, . Hirzel et al., 2006). 3naueHus uH-
Jiekca BappupyroT oT -1 1o 1, tne 1 o3nagaer mos-
HO€ COOTBETCTBUE PACIPEACTICHUS MpeICKa3aHHbIX
3HAUEHHWH pacrpeesieHNIo TecToBbiX, ) — pacmpe-
JieNieHNe He OTIMYaeTcsl OT cilydaiiHoro, -1 — Ha-
omomaercst ooparnbiii 3gdext (Hirzel et al., 2006).
[Ipu pacuere nHAEKCa B KaUE€CTBE TECTOBBIX TOUEK
MBI UCTIOJIb30BAJIA ApXHUBHEIE JJAHHBIE.

B xauectBe mopora aj1s1 pazfaeneHus rnpeackasa-
HUIA Ha TUCKPETHBIE KJIACCHI (TIPUTOTHBIE / HEMPHUTO/I-
HbIE MECTOOOUTAHUS) MBI HCIOJIB30BAJIN [TOPOTOBOE
snagenue 10TP (10% training presence threshold).
OHO SIBIISIETCS OTHAM W3 CaMBIX MOMYJISPHBIX B MO-
nenmupoBarany B MaxEnt (Young et al., 2011; Farashi
et al., 2016; Eriksson & Dalerum, 2018; Thapa et al.,
2018; Zarzo-Arias et al., 2019), xoTs TaKKe OIBEP-
raetcsa kputuke (Liu et al., 2013). 3ot opor otou-
paeT Te 3HaueHws, BbIIe KOTOpbIX 90% oOydarormx
TOYEK MPABUIBHO KIaCCU(DUIIMPOBAHEI.

Oyenka 6K1a0a nepemenHbIX 8 NPeoCKa3aHUs.

JInis1 oLileHKM BKJIaja MEPEMEHHBIX B IIPE/CKa3a-
HUSI IPUTOIHOCTU MECTOOOUTAHUM U BEPOSITHOCTEH
NPUCYTCTBUSI IPUMEHSIIN aHAJIM3 METO/IOM CKJIaTHO-
ro Hoka (jackknife) v 3BpHCTHYESCKHI METOI, IPEIO-
crasisieMbld B MaxEnt. AHamM3 METOIOM CKJIAHOIO
HOXa ToKa3biBaeT mpupocT 3HaueHnid AUC mis Kax-
JIOW TIEPEMEHHOM, KOI71a OHA UCTIONb3YETCsI U30IHPO-
BaHHO, U HEXBATKy ITPUPOCTA, KOI7Ia OHA UCKITFOYAET-
csl M3 Bcero Habopa MPeauKTOPOB. DBPUCTUUECKUIMA
METOJ] PACCUMTHIBACT JONIO (B MPOIEHTAaX) BKJIaja
KXJOM MepeMeHHOW B o0lee Mpe/cKa3aHue pac-
npenenenus (Phillips & Dudik, 2008; Phillips, 2010).

Hcnonvzyemoe npoepammmnoe obecnevenue

PacueTsl BereTalMoOHHBIX HMHICKCOB, MOp(QO-
METPUYECKUX XapaKTEPUCTHK perbeda U pacTpoB
Omu3ocTu (paccTosiHUM 10 0OBEKTOB) MPOBOAWIN B
QGIS 2.18.14. eumdpuposanue crensl Landsat
U CO3/[aHHE CJIOCB THIIOB JIAHMA(THOTO MOKPOBA
nposoauu B ArcGIS 10.2 (Esri Inc.) u QGIS c no-
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moreio tiaruaa SCP (semi-automatic classification
plugin; Congedo, 2014), B pe3ynbrare 4ero ObUia BbI-
OpanHa onTuMasTbHas Kiaccudukamnuys. Bee nanpHen-
1€ MPOLEIYPbI MOATOTOBKY JTAHHBIX JUIS aHaJIHM3a
Obun BeIMOTHEHBI B ArcMap 10.2. I1pu monroroBke
JaHHbIX B ArcMap, a Taxke Iy poueayp paHmao-
MU3AIMU UCTIONB30BAIM HA0Op MHCTPyMEHTOB SD-
Mtoolbox 2.4 (Brown, 2014; Brown et al., 2017).
TpexmepHast Mozenb TEPPUTOPUU HUCCIIEIOBAHUM
noarorosseHa B ArcScene 10.2.

Jlnst MofieTMpOBaHUsT TPOCTPAHCTBEHHOTO pac-
npenenenus npuMeHs nporpaMmmy MaxEnt 3.4.1
(Phillips etal.,2018), nocTynHy¥o 7151 CBOGOTHOTO HC-
nosp3oBaHus  (Www.cs.princeton.edu/%7Eschapire/
maxent). Camo mMonenupoBaHue mpoBoaiu B RStu-
dio 1.1.447 na 6aze R 3.5 (R Development Core Team,
2018) ¢ momorpro makeToB «dismoy» (Hijmans et al.,
2017) u «<ENMeval» (Muscarella et al., 2018). IIpo-
BEPKHU KaueCTBa MOJIENEH U UX CPABHEHHE BBIOIHSI-
m ¢ noMoirpio maketa «kENMeval» 1 mporpamMMer
ENMTools 1.4.4 (Warren et al., 2010; Warren &
Seifert, 2011). Pacuer TSS nmpoBonwim ¢ MOMOIIBIO
ckpunta R (Frans et al., 2018). HenpepbIBHBIIH HH-
Jiexc bolica paccunThIBaIM C MOMOILBIO MTAKETA «ECO-
spat» (Broennimann et al., 2018).

OcrajbHbIC CTATUCTUICCKUE TIPOIICTYPHI, & TaK-
e JTAIbHEeWIIe aHaJIM3bl U OLIEHKH BBIMOTHSIIN B
RStudio. JTist 'MIC-06paboTku, MOATOTOBKH TaHHBIX
K MOJIETIMPOBAHUIO W MX BU3yallU3allvu ObLTH HC-
MOJTBb30BaHbl CeAyIolMe makeTsl: «rgdaly, «map-
tools», «gridExtran, «grid», «lattice», «reshapey,
«reshape2y, «rasterVisy, «igraph», «rgeosy, «rasten.
J171st TECTOB M TIPOBEPOK HA MYJIBTUKOJUTMHEAPHOCTh
NPUMEHSITH TTaKeThl «ecospaty u «usdmy. Takxe uc-
MOJIB30BAJIM  BCroMorareiabHble makeThl «ROCRY,
«plym, «xtable» u «rJava». Busyanuzais pe3yiib-
TaroB B BHJC Ipa)MKOB M JTarpaMM BBIIIOJTHEHA C
TTOMOIIIBI0 OUOTHOTEKH «ggplot2y.

PesyabTarsl

Ouyenka kavecmea mooeneii

Bcero cmonenupoBano 149 pasnuuHbIx ciie-
HapueB, CpeId KOTOPBIX OBLIN BEIOPAHBI BOCEMb.
HNx MonenupoBaHUE BBINOJIHEHO COMNIACHO Ha-
CTpONKaM, COOTBETCTBYIOIIUM MUHUMAJIHHOMY
snadennto AICc n ,AIC = 0 (Onexrponnoe Ilpu-
noxenue: puc. 111, puc. 2I1, puc. 311, puc. 411).
OTtoOpaHHBIE CIEHAPHH TPEACTABISIOT COOOM
pabourie TUTIOTE3BI O B3aUMOOTHOIICHUSAX BHUIA
CO cpeioil 00MTaHUs B pa3IMYHbIX KOMOMHALIHSIX
BXOJHBIX JaHHBIX (Tabu. 2). [1o kaxxaomy ciieHa-
pHUIO MOCTPOEHA MOJENb MPUTOJHOCTH MECTOO-
OUTaHUM U MOJIeNIb paclpeiesIeHUs )KUBOTHBIX B
MPOCTpPaHCTBE. AJIEKBATHOCTh M Ka4€CTBO MOjIe-
JIel ompeensaau Kak ee MpeacKa3aTelbHOM CIo-
COOHOCTBIO, TaK ¥ OMOJIIOTUYECKOW HMHTEpIpe-
TUPYEMOCTbHI0. B KauecTBe IaBHBIX CLIEHAPUEB
BbIOpaHbl Ned (momens MAS4) u Ne§ (Momenb
MASH4), untepnperauus KapT IpeAcKa3aHUM
KOTOPBIX MaKCUMaJbHO OJW3Ka K 3HAHHUSIM 00
HKOJIOTHH BUJA HA UCCIIEAYEMON TEPPUTOPHH.

Bce paccmarpuBaembie MOIENTM UMEIOT 3HAYE-
Hus tecrooi 3apucumont AUC (AUCtest,) Bbie
0.75. D10 sBNAETCS XOPOIIUM IMOKAa3aTeyeM JucC-
KPUMUHAIIMM, HO HUYEr0 HEe TOBOPUT 00 oO0IIeM
KadyecTBe. Y MoJenel MPUroJHOCTH MeCTOOOuTa-
HUU TaKue MoKa3aTelu OKa3aluCh BO BCEX Cyya-
SX BBINIE, YeM y Mojeliel pachpezeneHus (Tadm.
3). B 10 ke Bpems, HauMeHee nepeoOydeHHBIMU
OKa3aJIUCh KaK pa3 MOJIEIU paclpeleseHusi, Bce
CLIEHAPUU KOTOPHIX HMMEJIM MEHbBIINE 3HAUYCHUS
AUCJiff,. HeszaBucumble OLEHKM Jaiu 3Ha4HM-
TeNbHO OoJsiee cTporue pesynbrarbl. Bo Bcex ciy-
vasx Hezapucumas tectosas AUC (AUCtest,) oka-
3aJIach CYIIECTBEHHO MEHBIIIE, YeM 3aBUCHUMAsl, a
pasuuna ¢ Tpenuposounon AUC (AUCIfT)) 3a-
METHO Bo3pocia (Tadi. 3).

Taoauuna 2. Bxogapie TaHHBIE M HACTPOWKHA BOCBMHU pacCMaTPHUBaeMbIX MOJIEICH IIPUTOAHOCTH MECTOOOUTAHHUH U pactipeie-
neHns Oyporo MeaBens B yeinoBusax LlenTpansHo-JlecHOro 3a0BeTHNKA B ero oxpaHHoH 30HEI B 20082018 rT.

Table 2. The input data and settings of the eight considered models of brown bear habitat suitability and distribution in the
Central Forest Nature Reserve and its buffer zone during 2008-2018

Tlonxon Hazsanue Yucno Yucno YucnoBsie
Ne ciienapust % RM
K MOJIETTUPOBAHUIO MOJICIIH MIPEIUKTOPOB TOUYEK BCTPEY MIPU3HAKU
1 SDM MASI 18 1435 LQHP 4.5
2 SDM MAS2 17 1435 LQHP 3.5
3 SDM MAS3 14 1435 LQHP 5
4 SDM MAS4 13 1435 LQH 4.5
5 HSM MASHI1 18 566 LQHP 8
6 HSM MASH?2 17 566 LQH 3
7 HSM MASH3 14 566 LQHP 5
8 HSM MASH4 13 566 LQHP 2.5

Tpumeuanue: * — pacmmdpoBka Ha3BaHUN MOJIENIEH TPUBOIUTCS B DIeKTpoHHOM [IprimokeHn.
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Ta6amua 3. Orenky kadecTa MUCKpuMUHAINK U kpatepun AICc mis BOCbME paccMaTpuBaeMBIX MOJIETEH MPUTOIHOCTH MECTOO-
Ouranuii u pactipenenenus Oyporo Measens B ycnoBusix LlenrpanbsHo-JlecHoro 3anoBeqHuka u ero oxpanHoi 30He1 B 2008-2018 rr.
Table 3. Evaluation of the discrimination quality and the AICc criteria for the eight considered models of brown bear habitat
suitability and distribution in the Central Forest Nature Reserve and its buffer zone during 20082018

HasBanue moznenn AUCtest, AUCift, AUC SD AUCtest, AUCiff, AlCc
MASI1 0.77 -0.004 0.0234 0.609 0.156 37428.99
MAS2 0.75 0.011 0.0226 0.654 0.102 37960.78
MAS3 0.77 0.004 0.0226 0.611 0.163 37466.40
MAS4 0.74 0.010 0.0226 0.660 0.090 38070.52

MASHI 0.79 0.022 0.0333 0.669 0.138 14353.49
MASH?2 0.78 0.020 0.0330 0.729 0.069 14576.54
MASH3 0.80 0.021 0.0328 0.658 0.155 14365.29
MASH4 0.78 0.017 0.0328 0.715 0.082 14741.41

Tpumeuanue: AUCtest, n AUCUIfF, —3aBrcuMBble OLIEHKH, PACCUNTAHHBIC HA TEX 7K€ JIAHHBIX, 110 KOTOpbIM cTpomsack Moziesb. AUCtest, u AUCIfT,
— HE3aBUCHUMBIC OLICHKU, PACCUHUTAHHBIC 110 apXHWBHBIM JaHHbIM 3alIOBEAHUKA. SD — CTaHJAPTHOEC OTKJIOHEHHUE.

[Ipu cpaBuenun nokazareneid AICc oueBua-
HO MPEUMYLIECTBO MOJIENeH ¢ BKIIOUEHHBIM Ipe-
nukropoM «artificty (MAS1, MAS3, MASHI,
MASH3). B stom ciyyae ans oO0MX TOIXOIOB
3HayeHus1 AICc moiay4Yuiancr MUHUMAIbHBIMU He-
3aBHCHMO OT JAPYTUX BKIIOUYECHHBIX MMEPEMEHHBIX.
VYBenuueHue Yuciia MPEIUKTOPOB TaKKE YMEHbB-
maet 3HaueHuss AICc Bo Bcex ciydasix.

Bce noctpoennbie MOAETH OTIIMYAIMCh HEBbI-
COKMMHU 3Ha4eHHUsIMU TecToBoM TSS, koTophle pac-
nosarayiick B nipenenax ot 0.39 o 0.5, T.e. B quara-
30HE TpruemiIeMoro kadectsa (Tadi. 4). O6e Hammx
m1aBHBIX Mojient (MASH4 u MAS4) nmernu He6O0Ib-
mue 3HaueHus: TSS, HO y Mozjenn MecTooOUTaHMA
oo 3ameTHO Bbime (0.48 u 0.39 COOTBETCTBEHHO;
Tabn. 4). B To e BpeMs 3HAUCHUS HEMPEPHIBHOTO
uHnekca bolica okazamuch TOCTaTOYHO BBICOKH-
Mmu. CaMble BBICOKHE TOKa3aTeNy ObUIM y MOJIENei
pacnpenenenusa (MAS3, MAS1, MAS2) u monenu
mecroobutanniit MASH2 (tabn. 4). Ham rmaBHbIHI
crienapuii MASH4 Taroke oOnanan BBHICOKHUM 3Ha-
yenueM unzekca (0.87). Jlonst mpaBuiIbHO MpeicKa-
3aHHBIX TOYCK JUIS 3aBHCUMOM TECTOBOH BBIOOPKH
y BCEX MOJEJIEH OKa3aJlaCh CXOKEW M COCTaBWIIA OT
87% nmo 89.5% (tabn. 4), 9TO SBISIETCS XOPOIIUM
pe3yasTatoM. B 3TOM OTHOIIIEHMM MOJENN MPHUIrofl-
HOCTH MECTOOOUTAHUI HE OTIMYAIUCh OT MOJeNei

pacnipenerieHust. [1py TecTHpOBaHWY JIAHHBIX Ha He-
3aBUCUMOM (apXWBHOM) BBIOOPKE JIOJISI TIPABUIIBHO
Mpe/ICKa3aHHBIX TOYEK HAXOIMIIACh YKE B IMANa3oHe
oT 69% 10 82% 11 MoJIEsIel MECTOOOMTAHUI U OT
73% no 81% nns mozpenelt pacnpeneneHus (Tadm. 4).
O0e mIaBHBIX MOJENH JIOCTATOYHO YCIEUIHO Tpel-
CKa3aJi TOYKH BCTped (mpumepHo 1o 81% kaxmas),
YTO paccCMaTpUBaeTCs KaK OYCHb XOPOIIWH MOKa-
3aTenb Ui ABPUTOIHOTO BHIA. Bo Bcex ciydasx,
Korza ObLT BKIIIOUEH TPEIUKTOp «artificty, Monenn
TMPE/ICKa3bIBAITN TPABMIIHHO MEHBIIIEE YUCIIO TOUYCK.
DTO TOBOPUT 00 MCKAKESHUN KAPTUHBI PEATHHBIX OT-
HOIIIEHUIA MEJIBEIISI CO CPEIoi OOMTaHUSI.

I'paduxu 3aBucuMOCTH pacrnpeneneHuss OT-
HOUIIEHUM TMPEJICKa3aHHBIX 3HAYEHHUM K CIIy4yalHO
oxunaemsiM (predicted/expected ratio) oT nHAEK-
coB npurogHoctu mMecrooouranuii (HSI) nemon-
CTPUPYIOT XOPOIIO BBIPAKEHHYIO KOPPEIALIUIO
(puc. 2). lns Bcex ciieHapueB 0e3 MPEAUKTOpa
«artificty 3aMeTeH crmaj KauecTBa COOTBETCTBHSI B
npomexyTkax 3HadyeHuit ot 0.45 no 0.65 mist mo-
neneit mecrooduranuii u ot 0.6 go 0.7-0.8 mist
Mozenen pacnpeneneHus. UMeHHO 3Ty Auana3oHbl
MOTYT paccMaTpuBaThCsl Kak Haubosee mpobiaem-
HbIC MPU TPOTHO3UpoBaHWH. Cpear HUX CaMbIM
CIIaKeHHBIM siBIsieTcst Tpaduk moxenu MASH4,
YTO TOBOPUT O €€ XOPOIIEM KayeCTBe.

Taéauua 4. OleHKH Ka4eCTBa U IIOPOTrOBbIE 3HAYCHHS TSI BOCBMHU PACCMATPUBAEMbIX MOJICIICH TIPUTOHOCTH MECTOOOUTAHHI
U pactipeeneHus Oyporo MeaBe/s B ycrnoBusax LlenTpansHo-JIecHOTo 3amoBeHmKa U ero oxpaHHoi 30H5I B 2008-2018 1T
Table 4. Quality assessments and threshold values for the eight considered models of brown bear habitat suitability and distribu-
tion in the Central Forest Nature Reserve and its buffer zone during 2008-2018

0,
Hasparme vozenn | TSStest | TSSSD | 10TP | MaxSSS | B, AO7A IPABIILHO PACTIOSHAMHDIX TOHEK (%)

3aBUCHMBIC HC3aBHCHUMBIC
MASI1 0.41537 | 0.02854 | 0.2495 | 05068 | 0.98 89.48 78.93
MAS2 0.39989 | 0.02315 | 0.2897 | 04900 | 0091 87.94 79.42
MAS3 0.41746 | 0.03265 | 0.2439 | 05197 | 0.99 88.92 73.86
MAS4 0.39286 | 0.01845 | 0.2965 | 04619 | 0.77 89.06 8111
MASHI 0.50232 | 0.06448 | 0.2254 | 04374 | 0.80 87.28 69.12
MASH?2 0.47001 | 0.05970 | 0.2058 | 03870 | 0.97 89.22 82.06
MASH3 0.49810 | 0.05386 | 0.2033 | 03836 | 0.63 87.10 67.65
MASH4 0.47488 | 0.05824 | 0.2093 | 03832 | 0.87 88.69 80.59
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Puc. 2. I'padmku 3aBHCHUMOCTH pacIpeesiCHIs] OTHOIICHUH
MIPEICKAa3aHHBIX 3HAYCHUH K CIydailHO OXXHTaeMbIM (pre-
dicted/expected ratio) OT HHOEKCOB IPUTOTHOCTH MECTOOOH-
tanuii (HSI), mocTpoeHHbIe 111 BOCBMHU pacCMaTpUBAEMBIX
MoOzielIed 1o pe3yabpTaram MozenupoBaHus B MaxEnt ans
tepputopun LlenTpansHo-JlecHOro 3amoBeJHHKA U €0 OX-
panHoi 30HbI B 2008-2018 1.

Fig. 2. Predicted/expected plots computed by a moving win-
dow of width 0.1, calculated for the eight models based on
the results of modelling in the MaxEnt in the Central Forest
Nature Reserve and its buffer zone during 2008-2018.

ITogBoast oOIIMIT UTOT, MOKHO 3aKJIIOUHUTH,
YTO CaMOM KauyeCTBCHHOM MOJIEIbI0 MECTOOOH-
TaHui okazanack MASH2, y xotopoii makcu-
MaJIbHOE couyeTaHue 3HaueHUil TSS U mHIekca
boiica n nebonpmoe 3uHauenue AICc. B Toxe
BpeMs OHa SIBIsJIaCh HauMMEHee IMepeoOyueH-
HOW. Mogenb ¢ MUHUMAaJbHBIM YHUCIOM IIpe-
nuktopoB (MASH4) o6Gnamama B 1eloM Tak-
)K€ YJIOBJIIETBOPUTEIbHBIMU IMOKA3aTEIsIMU Kak
TSS, Tak u AUC . Ona numena MUHUMAJIbHOE
snayenue AUC . U B TO e BpeMs JI0CTATOYHO
BBICOKHU MHAEKC bolica U caMblil cryia’keHHBIN
rpadpuk. 13 moxmenell pacnpeneneHus mo co-
otHomeHuto 3HaueHuil TSS u AICc mpuemiie-
MbIMHU cieayeT npuszHatb MAS1 u MAS3. Otu
MOJICJIH OYCHb IMOX0XKH TaKKE U MO 3HAYCHHSIM
o0oux AUC, nnnexcoB boiica u ABISIHCH HaU-
MeHee nmepeoO0yUueHHBIMH.
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Bxnao nepemennvix cpedwvl 6 npeockazanus

Bo Bcex cueHapusix ¢ BKJIIOYEHHBIM NPEIU-
KTOpoM «artificty ero BKiaj oOKa3ajics MaKCH-
MaJbHBIM U cocTaBui 42—-49% B mMonmensx mpu-
FOAHOCTH MecTooOuTanni u 54-62% B MoAeIIX
pacnpenenenust (DnektpoHHoe Ilpunoxenue:
tabn. 1I1). DTO roBOpUT 0 GOJBIIOM BIUSHHUH
s0JIOHEBBIX CAJI0OB U OBCSHBIX TOJICH KaK Ha Ka-
YeCTBO MECTOOOUTAHUN MeIBEHAs, TaK U Ha €ro
pa3MelleHue o TeppuTOpun uccienopanus. Bo
BCEX CJy4Yasix CIEAYIOUIEH BaKHOU MEPEMEHHON
TaKXKe SBJSICTCS MPOCKTUBHOE MOKPHITHE JIYTOB
(puc. 3). IlpeauxTop «all fieldsy» (;yra B mesom)
3aHUMaeT IepBbIE MECTa B MOJENsIX 0e3 yuera
ssOJIOHEBBIX cafoB W OBCSAHBIX moier (70% wu
43%), a mpu UX HATUYUU — BTOpbie MecTa (21%
u 20%). Ilpu pa3OueHuu TyroB Ha JBe KaTero-
pUU, CTAHOBUTCS OYEBHUIHBIM, YTO HAUOOIbIIIEE
3HAUCHHE NI MEJBE UMEIOT MMEHHO MaTepH-
koBbIe Jyra (mpenukrop «fields», 55% u 67%
nns neporo mecta; 28% u 32% nns BTOpoOro
M€CTa, COOTBETCTBEHHO), a HE TOWMEHHbIE (TIpe-
nukrop «meadows», ot 0% no 1.2%).

EnoBeie neca B 1menoM urparor HEOOIBITYIO
poJib KaK B KadecTBe MecTooOuTaHui (10 5%),
TaKk ¥ B NpEJICKa3aHUAX paclpeleseHus Mel-
Beneit (1%). Ilpu 3TOM U3 HUX €IMHCTBEHHO
BaXXHON KaTeropueil oka3aluch HEMOpajbHBIE
enbHUKU (10 5.7%). JlucTBeHHbBIE Jieca OKa3bl-
BAIOT 3HAYUTENILHO OOJIbIlIee BIUSHUE B MOJEISIX
MASH4 u MASH3 (17.5% u 13% cooTBeTCTBEH-
HO). B ocTanbHBIX clydasiX X y4acTHue HEBEIUKO
(2%). IIpu >TOM 3HAUEHHE MOJIOABIX JTUCTBEHHBIX
JIECOB C MPOAYKTUBHBIM MOJIECKOM OOJIBIIE, YEM
CTapbIX JIECOB, TAE MPOAYKTUBHOCTH IOJIECKa
3aMETHO HMKe. DTo BUJAHO B Mojenun MASHI,
re ux gons cocrasuia 7.2%. 3apacTaromme Mo-
JIOJHSIKOM BBIPYOKH, BETPOBAJIbl U Tapu OKa3ajiu
HeOonplIoe BIUAHME BO Bcex ciydasx (2-3%
JUTSL KayKI0M kaTeropun). Bkimag BepXoBbIX 00JIOT
U c(parHOBBIX COCHSIKOB BO BCEX CIydasX TaKxke
OKazaJicsi O4YeHb MajbIM (puc. 3).

Cpenu MOpPOMETPUUECKHX XapaKTEPUCTUK
penbeda camoil 3HAYMMOM CTaja TOJBKO BBICO-
Ta, KOTOpasi BHOCHJIa HEKOTOPBIN BKJIAJl B MOJIEIH
MASH3 (4.4%) u MASI1 (6.4%). Dxcnio3unust u
KpYTH3HA HE OKa3aJi 3aMETHOTO BJIHSIHHS HU B O/1-
HOM crieHapun. Cpeli BereTallMOHHBIX WHICKCOB
sHaunTenbHo BimsaHue NDVI B mopensax 0e3 s10110-
HEBBIX CaJI0B M OBCSHBIX NOJIEH. B aTnx ciywasx
OH 3aHMMAaeT BTOPOE MECTO MO 3HAYUMOCTH TOCIIe
MPOEKTUBHOTO MOKPHITHUS JTyroB. OcTajabHbIe Mpe-
JTUKTOPBI HE UTPAIOT 3aMEeTHOU ponu (puc. 3).
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Puc. 3. Bxiazipl nepeMeHHbBIX OKpY:Kalolel cpenibl B Ipes-
CKa3aHus NMPUTOJHOCTH MECTOOOMTAaHWH M pacHpeeNICHUs
Oyporo MezBesisi Ha TEPPUTOPUH HCCIICIOBAHMS, PACCUNTAH-
HBIC JUIS BOCBMH paccMaTprUBacMbIX MOJEIEH 10 pe3yibTa-
TaM MozenupoBaHus B nporpamme MaxEnt B LlenrpanbsHo-
Jlecnom 3anoBeanuke u ero oxpaHHoi 3o1e B 2008-2018 rr.
Fig. 3. Contributions of environmental variables onto predic-
tions of the brown bear habitat suitability and distribution,
calculated for the eight models based on the results of model-
ling in the MaxEnt in the Central Forest Nature Reserve and
its buffer zone during 2008-2018.
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Pe3ynbrarel O11eHOK MPUPOCTa B TPEHUPOBOU-
HBIX MOJIETISIX METOJIOM CKJIAIHOTO HOXKa JIEMOH-
CTPUPYIOT, YTO TiepeMeHHbIe «artificty, «fieldsy,
«all_fields» u «ndvi» obecneunBaroT MaKCUMalIb-
HBI TPUPOCT B HHAMBHUAYAIBHOM TMOPSJIKE BO
BCEX MOJIEISX, T7Ie OHU yYacTBYIOT (DJIEKTPOHHOE
[Tpunoxenue: puc. SII, puc. 6I1).

[TomuMoO 0OIIETO KOMMYECTBEHHOTO BKJIaJIa
MEPEMEHHBIX B MIPEICKa3aHMs MOJIENICH TaKKe BO3-
MOXKHO OIICHUTBH XapakTep 3Toro BkIaga. Tak, c
YBEITUYCHUEM PACCTOSHUSI 710 SIOJIOHEBBIX CaJI0B U
OBCSIHBIX TIOJIEH WHIEKC MPUTOIHOCTH MECTOOOU-
TaHUN PE3KO COKpAIaeTcsi, HO TOJBKO JI0 PaccTo-
sHUsA 5—5.3 KM. 3areM OH HauYMHAET MOCTENEHHO
Bo3pacrtath (puc. 4). C yBenmnYeHUEM 3HAYCHHU
NDVI npuronHocTh MeCTOOOUTAHMI CHaJaIa Ta-
JTAeT, HO 3aTeM CHOBa Bo3pacTtaeT. Tolbko B Moje-

mu MASH3 nabmromaercst ee mIaHOMEpPHBIN POCT.
VYBenudeHue 1011 TPOSKTHBHOTO MOKPBITHS TyTOB
BO BCEX CJIy4asX MPUBOJUT K TOBBIIICHHUIO 3HA-
yenust HSI. OOparnas cutyanusi HaOIromaeTcs ¢
MIPOEKTHUBHBIM TOKPBITHEM JIeCOB (KaK XBOMHBIX,
TaK ¥ JIUCTBEHHBIX), T/I€ C YBEJIMUECHUEM €ro JOJIH
3HaYeHUe MHJeKca cHuxkaercs. Hecmorps Ha ma-
JIBIA BKJIQJ] OTKPBITHIX YYACTKOB BEPXOBBIX OOJOT,
YBEIUYEHHUE JIOIM UX y4acTHsl MPUBOAUT K POCTY
HPUTOTHOCTH MECTOOOUTaHM, 0COOEHHO B MO/Ie-
mu MASH4. 3aBUCUMOCTb HHJIEKCA OT BBLICOTHI,
BEpOSITHO, caMast HeOAHO3HauHas1. i Tpex moze-
Jiel MbI HAOJTIOAJIM OHO U TO K€ TIEPEITOMHOE 3Ha-
yeHue (okoJsio 275 M H.y.M.), ocsie kotoporo HSI
HaYMHaeT CHIKarbcs. Ha puc. 4 xopoiro BUIHO
CUWJIbHOE BIHAHUE TlepeMeHHo «artificty. Tak, Bo
BCEX ClTydasix KpuBbIe OTKJIMKa moneneid MASH3
n MAS3 naxonmsarcst B auanasoHe 3HaueHur HSI,
pacnonoxeHHoM Huxke, ueM y MASH4 u MAS4.
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Puc. 4. KpuBble OTKIMKa ISl IEPEMEHHBIX OKpYKarolieit
cpenbl JUisl MOJeNel ¢ IpYHIUPOBAaHHBIMU MPEIUKTOPAMH,
HOCTPOCHHBIC 110 PE3yJbTaTaM MOJCIUPOBAHUS TIPUTOIHO-
CTH MECTOOOWTaHWH W pacmpeneseHus Oyporo MenBeds B
nporpamMmMme MaxEnt B LlenTpanbHo-JIecHOM 3amioBeIHUKE U
ero oxpanHoii 3oHe B 2008-2018 rr.

Fig. 4. Response curves for environmental variables for
models with grouped variables, based on the results of brown
bear habitat suitability and distribution modelling in the
MaxEnt in the Central Forest Nature Reserve and its buffer
zone during 2008-2018.

46



Nature Conservation Research. 3anoseonasa nayka 2019. 4(4): 34—64

https://dx.doi.org/10.24189/ncr.2019.061

Kapmoepaghuposanue npucoonocmu mecmoo-
oumanuti u NPOCMpPAHCMBEHHO20 pachpeoenenus

BusyanusupoBaB mnpeackazaHus BEpOSTHO-
cTell B BUJE KapT, yaeTcs NPeACTaBUTh 3HAYCHUS
HSI B npoctpancTtBe. Bo Bcex ciydasx, korna B
MO/JIeNIb BKIIIOUEH MpeauKkTop «artifict», Habmona-
eTCsl JKeCTKasl KJIacTepHu3alusl 3HAU€HUN BOKPYT
3a0pOIICHHBIX JIEPEBEHb. 3HAYUMOCTH OCTaJlb-
HOW TEpPPUTOPUU TPU ATOM PE3KO CHIKAETCA

(puc. 5, mpaBsiii psan). [Ipu orcyrcTBUHM mepe-
MEHHOH «artificty pacripenenenne mpeacKka3aHuii
On110 OO0Jiee paBHOMepHOE. Ho 3a0potmieHHbIe e-
PEBHU U JIyra BOKPYI HUX BCEIJa OKa3bIBaOTCS
Haubosee NPUrOAHBIMU MECTOOOUTAaHUSAMU (pHC.
5, neBwlii psn). [lockonbKy Ui MOAETUPOBAHUS
pacnpeneneHus Mbl Ucnoib3oBanu cloglog mpe-
o0Opa3oBaHHe, UHJEKCHI MPUTOHOCTH JJISl JTYTOB
U JIEpEBEHb y 3TUX MOJIEJIeH 3HAUYUTEIIbHO BBILIE.

Puc. 5. KapTsl npurogHocT MeCToO0MTaHUH U pacnpenesneHus Oyporo Meases B LlenrpansHo-JlecHOM 3a0BeJHUKE U €T0
OXPaHHOM 30He, MOCTPOCHHBIE C IIOMOIIBIO MOJICTUPOBAHHUS METOJJOM MAKCUMAIIbHOM SHTpoNuH. [IpecTaBieHbl BOCEMb pac-
cMaTpuBaeMbIX Mozesieil. [{BeToBast mkana oTpaskaeT 3HaYeHHs MHIEKCOB MPUrofHoCcTH Mectoobutanuii (HSI; ams moneneit
MASH1-MASH4) u BeposiTHOCTEH TprcyTCTBHA Measenst (urst moneneit MAS1-MAS4).

Fig. 5. Brown bear habitat suitability and distribution maps in the Central Forest Nature Reserve and its buffer zone, created
using the MaxEnt modelling. Eight considered models are presented. The colour scale reflects the value of habitat suitability
indices (HSI; for models MASH1-MASH4) and probability of brown bear presence (for models MAS1-MAS4).
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OCHOBBIBasICh Ha BBIOPAHHOM MOPOTOBOM
3HAYCHWH, KapThl HETPEPHIBHBIX MpeICKa3aHHi
BO3MOYKHO TpaHC(HOPMHUPOBATH B KapThl C IBYMS
JTIUCKPETHBIMU KJaccaMm¥ (TIPUTOIHBIC/HEIIPUTOT-
Hble MecTtooOuTaHus; puc. 6). CormacHo >TUM
KapTaM, BO BCEX CIy4asiX MOTEHIUATbHO MPUTO-
HOM oOKa3ajoch 0ojee MOJOBUHBI HCCIEAyeMOM
tepputopuu (0T 54% no 68%). Bo Bcex Monensix,

MASH4

¥eee

I7e HeT mpeawkTopa «artificty, Oonbmias 4acTh
TEepPUTOPUU MPUTOAHA Il MenaBeAend. Makcu-
MaJbHOE 3HAYCHHE MPUTOAHON TIJIOMIA U OTMEeYe-
HO s moxaenmn MAS4 (68%, Tabim. 5), T.e. mist
MOJIETIU paclpeeseHuss ¢ MUHHUMAJIbHBIM YHC-
JoM npenukropoB. Cpean moneneit MecTooouTa-
Hu HanOonbiuM nokazarenem (61.5%) obnaga-
eT m1aBHas mojens MASH4.

MASH3

MAS3

Puc. 6. Kapter npurogaoctn Mecrooburanuii Oyporo mensens B LlenrpanbHo-JIecHOM 3aroBeJHIKE M €TO OXPaHHON 30HE,
MIOCTPOCHHBIE C TIOMOIIBIO MOJEIMPOBAHNS METOIOM MaKCHMalIbHOM 3HTpomun. [IpencTaBieHsl BOCEMb pacCMaTpHBAEMbIX
Moenei ¢ OnHapHO# KiaccuduKalyei Mo THIaM MPUroJJHOCTH, OCHOBaHHOM Ha noporoBoM 3HadeHuu 10TP. 3enensrii 1iBet
— NPUTOHBIE MECTOOOUTAHUSI, Cephlii — HenpuroaHblie. KpacHbIM 0003HaueHBI IPaHUIIBI 3aMI0BEIHIKA, YEPHBIM — €TI0 KBap-

TaJIbHbIC IPOCCKU U JICCHBIC T'PYHTOBBIC JOPOT'H.

Fig. 6. Brown bear habitat suitability maps in the Central Forest Nature Reserve and its buffer zone, created using the MaxEnt
modelling. Eight considered models are presented with binary suitability classification based on a threshold of 10TP. Green
colour — suitable habitats, grey colour — unsuitable habitats, red colour indicates boundaries of the Protected Area, black co-

lour — forest clearings and forest roads.
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Tabsmna 5. onst npurogHeix MmecrooduTanuit (% IIonagm) uecae yeMoi TEppUTOPHH TSI BOCBMH MOJIENEH TPUTOIHOCTH
MeCTOOOMTaHUH U pacmpeneneHus Oyporo measens B LlenTpansHo-JlecHoM 3amoBeqHNUKe U €ro oxpanHoi 30He B 2008-2018
T. Paznenenre Ha MPUTOAHBIE/HENPUTOJHBIE MECTOOONTAHHS TTPOBOAMIOCEH 1o opory 10TP

Table 5. The proportion of suitable habitats (% of the whole area) in the study area for the eight habitat suitability and distribu-
tion models for the brown bear in the Central Forest Nature Reserve and its buffer zone during 2008-2018. Binary suitability

classification based on a threshold of 10TP

Hassarme monermn | 2O HPUTOJHON TEPPUTOPHH J0JIs IPUTOTHOM TEPPUTOPHH | J10JIS IPUTOAHOM TEPPUTOPUH
(Bcst TeppHUTOpHS) (3amoBeIHUK) (oxpaHHas 30Ha)
MASI1 55.5 46.2 60.6
MAS2 65.3 51.0 73.1
MAS3 54.0 42.1 60.5
MAS4 68.0 54.7 753
MASHI 55.2 41.5 62.7
MASH2 60.8 51.1 66.0
MASH3 55.5 43.0 62.4
MASH4 61.5 51.0 67.0

Bo Bcex cueHapusix J0Jisl IPUTOJHON TeppU-
TOpUU AJI1 OXPAHHOM 30HBI OOJbILE, YeM IS 3a-
noBeaHuka (tadn. 5). Hambonpime mnokazarenu
OTMEYEHBI JIJIs1 MOJIeTiel pacnpeenenus 6e3 nepe-
meHHoH «artificty (73.1% u 75.3%). Cpenu mone-
neil MmecrooOuTaHuil maBHeIA crieHapuii MASH4
MMEET CaMbIil BBICOKMU IMOKAa3aTellb MPUTOLHON
TEPPUTOPHUU B OXpaHHOM 30HE (67%).

Oo6cyxnenmne

CloXHOCTh MOJEIUPOBAHUS MECTOOOUTA-
HUM Oyporo MeaBe/s Ha UCCIIENYyeMON TePPUTO-
pHUU 3aKII0YaeTCs B TOM, YTO BEPOATHOCTH OOHa-
PYKEHHS CJIEIOB €ro MPUCYTCTBUS TOBCEMECTHO
Benuka. [IITOTHOCTHh MOMYNSIIMOHHOW TPYIIH-
POBKU MEABE/ISI Y’)KE€ MHOTO JIET AEPKHUTCS HA J10-
cTaToyHO BhIcOkOM ypoBHe (0.7-0.8 ocobeii / 10
km?). dakTop OECMOKONCTBA B HACTOSIIIIEE BpEMS
OKa3bIBae€T Ha MeABEACH 3/1eCh HEOOIbIIOE BO3-
JeicTBUe, c1ab0 OrpaHUYMBasl UX pacrpocTpa-
HeHue. B uenom, BCA TeppuTOpUS B TOW WU
WHOW CTETNEeHHW TPUTOAHA IS CYIIECTBOBAHUS
XHUIIHUKA. AOCOTIOTHO HETPUTOTHBIX MECTOOOU-
TaHu 31ech HeT. K caMbpIM MajnonpuBIIEKaTENb-
HBIM MOXHO OTHECTHU BOJIHBIE OOBEKTHI, CILIONI-
Hble BBIPYOKM WIIM BETPOBaJbl M HACEJICHHBIC
MYyHKTHL. B TO jxe BpeMsi, BOAHbIE 00BEKTHI (PEKH,
00JOTHBIE 03epIla U UCKYCCTBEHHBIE MPY/IbI) MO-
T'YT HUCIOJb30BAThCS 3BEPEM ISl OXJIAXKICHUS
U B KadecTBe BOAomosi. CIUIONIHBIE BBIPYOKHU U
BETPOBAJIBI HE MPUTOIHBI IS MEIBEAS C MHIIIe-
BOH TOUKHU 3pEHHUsSI TOJIBKO B IepBble 2—3 rona
JI0 TIOSIBJICHUSI aKTUBHOTO IMOJPOCTa, HO MOTYT
HCITOJIB30BAThCS B KAYECTBE OCPIIONKHBIX CTAIIUN
WA MECT JIeKeK. HaceneHHbsie MyHKTBI, HECMO-
Tps Ha MOCTOSIHHOE MPUCYTCTBUE YeJIOBEKa, pe-
T'YJSPHO MOCEUIAI0TCs 3BEPSIMU B ypOXKaifHbIEe Ha
s6moku ronbl (Orypuos, Kenryxuna, 2017).
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[Tomydyennbie Hamu 3HadeHuss AUC okazaimch
HE CTOJIb BEJIMKU. TeM He MeHee, 3TO TOBOPHUT He
CTOJIbKO O HEBBICOKOM KaueCTBE MOJEJEH, CKOJIBbKO
00 WX COOTBETCTBUH AKOJOTMYECKOW HUIIIE BHIA.
W3BecTHO, YTO Il BUJOB-TEHEPATHUCTOB U BUJIOB C
HIMPOKKM pacnpocTpanenueM 3HadeHns AUC Oyayt
MEHBIIE, YeM ISl CHEIUATM3HPOBAHHBIX BHUJIOB C
HEOOJBIIMMI yYaCTKAMU OOHWTaHHS OTHOCHTEIBHO
tepputopun uccienosanuii (Phillips et al., 2004;
Phillips, 2010). Eme ogHol BO3MOXKHON NPHUYUHOM
geOopux 3HadeHnii AUC Hammx mMozened siBird-
eTcsd MpPUMEHEHHE MpOLEAyp IPOCTPAHCTBEHHOM
bwibTpau TaHHBIX (KaK TOYEK HAOONEHHUS, TakK
U (POHOBBIX TOYEK), YTO, KAK M3BECTHO, MOHMKACT
3Hayenue AUC. OcoOeHHO CUIIBHO ATO MPOSBIISETCS
Ha TEPPUTOPUSIX C TETEPOTCHHBIM JIaHIIAPTOM, TaK
KaK MOTYT MCKJTIOYaThCsl TOUKH, HECYIINE YHUKAIIb-
Hyto uHopmarto o cpeze (Varela et al., 2014).

B otmune ot AUC, TSS He 3aBucHT OT IDIOIIAAN
TEPPUTOPUHN HCCIIEN0BAHUN U PaCIPOCTPAHEHHOCTH
ToueK BcTpeu (prevalence). ITo AenaeT ero OLEHKU
Oortee 0OBEKTUBHBIMH, HO B TO K€ BpeMsi OoJiee CTpo-
ruvu (Allouche et al., 2006). B Hamem cirydae Mbl mo-
JIy4UJT HEOOJIbIIINE, HO BIOJIHE HAJIEKHBIC 3HAYECHUSI
TSS, 4T0 MOXXET TOBOPUTH B IIEJIOM O MPUEMIIEMOM
kadectBe mozenel. [Ipu noctpoennu 149 moneneii n
MOMCKE CaMbIX ONTHUMAIIbHBIX U3 HUX MBI IPUMEHSUTH
pa3HOOOpa3HbIE TOIXOIbI i HACTPOWKH, HO 3HAYCHUSI
TSS Huxorga He npespnmnamu 0.5. Bnonse Bo3MOX-
HO, YTO 3TO CBSI3aHO C OCOOEHHOCTSIMU TEPPHTOPHH,
KOTOpast B OOJIBIIIMHCTBE CBOEM IPUTOHA IS CY-
LIECTBOBAHUSL MeNBeAeH. PaccunTaHHble 3HaYeHUs
HENPEPBIBHOIO MHJIEKca bolica CBUIETEIBCTBYIOT O
BBICOKOM KadecTBe OOJBIIMHCTBA MOJENICH; T.€. OHH
JOCTaTOYHO TOYHO TMPEICKA3bIBAIOT TPUCYTCTBUE
BUJIA TaM, TJI€ OH JEHCTBUTEIHHO CYIIECTBYET.

JlononHUTEeNbHBIE UCTOYHUKHM MUTAHUS, KOTO-
pble UCHONB3YIOTCS Ul MPUBJICUEHUS JUKUX KU-
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BOTHBIX (B OCHOBHOM KOTIBITHBIX ), CTAJIM BaKHBIMH
MUIICBBIMA KOMIIOHEHTAMH TSI MHOTHX TIOITYJIs-
1ui Oyporo MeaBeis. To HanbosIee aKTyaIbHO TSI
LenTtpansnoit u Bocrounoit Espomer (I'biHueB
1993; Rigg & Gorman, 2005; Sidorovich, 2006;
Vulla et al., 2009), a Taxxe LleHTpanbHON YacTh
Esporneiickoii Poccuu (ITaxerHos, 1993). B Hamem
Clly4yae TaKMM UCTOYHUKOM MOTYT SIBJISITHCS TOJILKO
OBCSIHBIC TIOJIS, 3aCEMBACMbIE B paMKaxX OMOTEXHU-
4eCKUX MeponpusTuil. B 1o e Bpemst s10/10HEBbIE
cajibl He SIBJISIFOTCSl MMEHHO MOJIKOPMKOM, HO TaK %Ke
HMMEIOT aHTPOTIOTEHHOE MPOUCXOKICHUE.

W3 BocbMU pacCMOTPEHHBIX CIIEHAPHEB BO BCEX,
/1€ OBLT BKITFOUEH MTPEIUKTOP SIOTOHEBBIX Ca7I0B U OB-
CSIHBIX IT0JIeH, MBI HAOJTIOANTN CUIIbHYTO TIEPEOLIEHKY
3TOM nepeMeHHoM. OHa Kak MepeTsaruBajia Ha CBOKO
CTOPOHY IPOILIEHTHBIN BKJIA/l, TAK U COCPEN0TAYNBA-
Jla BOKPYT ceOsl MPUTOAHBIE MECTOOOUTAHHS B MPO-
cTpaHcTBe (puc. 5, mpaBblii psa). BriaroueHue 3toii
MepEMEHHOI B MOJETMPOBAHNE OBLIO MPEATIPUHSITO
HaMH C LIEJIbI0 BBIACHEHHS BEJIMYUHBI €€ 3HAYMMO-
ctu. Bo Bcex cityyasix IMEHHO OHa MIMeJa HauOOIIb-
muii Bec. B 11e710M, 4eM MeHblIe ObUIO pacCTOsSTHUE
JI0 aHTPOIIOTEHHBIX MCTOYHUKOB THIIHU, TEM BBIIIE
KaueCTBO MECTOOOUTAHHUH JIJI1 MEABENAEH, U OOJIbIIIE
IIIAHCOB OOHAPYKUTh UX MpHUCYTCTBUE. OMHAKO J1aH-
HBIN pecypc UMeeT OOoJbIlIoe 3HaYeHHE JIMIIb B Ha-
YKMPOBOUHBIN MEPHUOJ U TOJIBKO B YPOKAHHBIE TOJIbI
(Ogurtsov, 2018), mosToMy HE MOXKET OIMPEACIATH
00IIyI0 MPUTOAHOCTH 3a mepuof B 10 net. B cBsizu
C 3TUM, OYEBUHO, YTO MOJIETH Oe3 IaHHOTO TMpeIu-
KTOpa CTaHOBSITCS PEATMCTUYHEE; HO IETUKOM €ro
3HAYCHHUE TIPU ITOM He Tpornaaet. SI0oHeBbIE Ca/IbI
HAXOJIATCS B 3a0POIICHHBIX JICPEBHSIX, KOTOPBIE pac-
TMIOJIOXKEHBI HA TECYAHBIX U CYTIECUYAHBIX OTIIOKECHUSIX
KaMoOB 1 030B. llocie npekpareHus Xo3aiCTBEHHOU
JIESITETIHHOCTH 3T MECTa W ONM3JIe)KAIIUe TMallHu
1 CEHOKOCHI TPaHC(POPMUPOBAIMCH B MAaTEPUKOBEIC
ayra. OBCsIHBIE TIOJIS 3aCEUBAIOT TAKKE HEAIEKO OT
3a0poIIeHHBIX JiepeBeHb. TakuM o0pa3oMm, Mpenu-
KTOP MaT€pUKOBBIX JIyTOB (¥ JIyTOB B 1IEJIOM ) KOCBEH-
HO OTpakaeT 3HaYeHUE sIONIOHEBBIX CaZIOB U OBCSHBIX
noned s MenBeneil. B manmbHelimem Mbl Oymem
00CYKIaTh TOJIBKO MOJETH Oe3 ydeTa MepeMeHHOM
AQHTPOIIOTCHHBIX HCTOYHUKOB TTHIIIH.

[IpequkTop MPOEKTHBHOIO TMOKPBITHS JIyTOB
BHEC HaMOOMBIIMI BKJIAJ BO Bce Mozenu. ComiacHo
JPyTUM HaIUM paboTaM, 3HAYEHHE MAaTePUKOBBIX
JIYTOB OY€Hb BBICOKO JJIsI MEIBEICH B TCUCHHE BCE-
ro nepuoaa 6oapcTBoBaHus. BecHOM, Kak TOJBKO Ha-
YMHAETCS NIEPUOJT BETeTAMU PACTEHUH, HICTOUHUKOM
NIEpBOM OOMIILHOM MHUIIM CTAHOBHUTCS CHBITH (4egop-
odium podagraria L.). JletoM MeaBenp nepexiroda-
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eTcs Ha MUTaHue AyaHuKoM (Angelica sylvestis L.),
oyrenem (Chaerophyllum aromaticum L.) u Gopiiie-
BukoM (Heracleum sibiricum L.) (Orypios, 2015). C
CO3PEBaHUEM JIMYMHOK, a 3aTeM KYKOJIOK 3€MIISTHBIX
MYpaBbEB OH HAUMHAET COYETATh MMTAHUE PACTECHMUS-
MM C pacKarbIBaHHEM I'He3/ 3TUX HacekoMbixX (Oryp-
uoB, denoceena, 2018). OceHbto B ypoKaliHbIE TOJIBI
npeolaaroiee MECTo 3aHUMAIOT SIONIOKW W OBEC,
KOTOpBIE TAKXKE PACIPOCTPAHEHBI MO0 MATEPHUKOBHIM
ayram (Ogurtsov, 2018). Takum 006pa3zom, TOBOJIBHO
OoJblIas YacTh MMUILEBBIX TPEOOBAHMI YIOBJIETBOPSI-
eTCsl MEIBEZIEM C FICTIOJIL30BAaHUEM JTAHHOTO OHOTOTIA.
B Momensx nmpuromHocTH MECTOOOUTaHUM MeI-
Bezid B XopBatur ¥ CJIOBEHHMHU JIyra 3aHMMArOT BTO-
pO€ MEeCTO TOCIEe JIECOB U COCTaBISOT OT 3.7% 10
4.2% yuactus coorBerctBeHHO (Ghoddousi, 2010).
B XopBartuu yaiiie BCero OHH HCHOb3YIOTCS JIETOM
U SIBJISIFOTCS. BOYKHBIMU MHUIIEBbIMU cTarmsamu (Kusak
& Huber, 1998). B CnoBeHuy, MIOMUMO TPaBHUCTON
PACTUTENFHOCTU M MYPaBbEB, MEIBEAN JTOOBIBAIOT HA
JIyTaX HOBOPOXKJICHHBIX OJICHSIT, HE CIIOCOOHBIX B ITep-
BOE BpeMs crienioBath 3a Marepbio (Ghoddousi, 2010).
B HexoTopbIX pernoHax, Takux Kak ropsl [Imanoc B
['perim, mMenBe TIPOSIBIISFOT YCTOWYMBOE IPE/IIIO-
YTEHHUE OTKPBITHIX OMOTOIOB Mofo0HoTo THIa (Mertz-
anis et al,, 2008). B TaexHoi 30He EBponerickoii
Poccun mpesnodreHue MenBeIsIMU JIyTOB OCOOEHHO
BEJTMKO. YUUTHIBAs JOCTATOYHO HU3KYIO MPOTYKTHB-
HOCTB JIECOB TA€KHOTO OOJIMKA, TyTa B KOPMOBOM OT-
HOIIIEHUU UMEIOT 371eCh OOJIbIIOe 3HaUeHHE. JTO OT-
MeYeHO JJIs MefiBeiel ApxaHresbekoii (PeikoB, 1987)
u Mypmanckoii (Oryprios u 1ip., 2017) oGnacreii.
Hecmotps Ha ucmions30BaHUE MEBEIEM CaMbBIX
Pa3HOOOPA3HBIX MECTOOOWUTAHWH, OCHOBHBIMH JIJISI
HETO SIBJISTIOTCSI BCE JKE JISCHBIC OWOTOMBI, MPeso-
CTaBJISISI KaK IMPOKOE Pa3HOOOpa3We MCTOYHHMKOB
Uiy, Tak 1 HaaexHslie yKpbiTus (Clevenger et al.,
1992, 1997; Servheen et al., 1998; Munro et al., 2006;
Ghoddousi, 2010). Bo MHOrMX MOmENsx HMEHHO
MPOEKTUBHOE MOKPHITHE JIECHBIX TEPPUTOPHIA UMEIIO
pemaroriee 3Hadenue it Oyporo mensens (Kobler
& Adamic, 2000; Posillico et al., 2004; Giithlin et al.,
2011; Martin et al., 2012). B To ke Bpemsi B Halliem
ClTy4yae OTKPBITHIEC POCTPAHCTBA, HAMIPOTUB, 001 1a-
71 GoMNbIIel TPUBJIEKATENIBHOCTBIO. JTO CBA3aHO CO
CJITYFOIIUMHU IPHYHUHAME. BO-TIepBBIX, TEPPUTOPHSI
uccnenoBanuii Ha 80.1% noxpeita necamu. M Hanu-
4rie 0OJIECEHHBIX YYACTKOB KaK TJIABHBIX 3aIUTHBIX
CTallMii HE SIBISCTCS JIMMHTHPYIONIAM (HaKTOPOM.
Bo-BTOphIX, OECIOKONCTBO CO CTOPOHBI YEIOBEKa
BeIpakeHO cnabo. [losTomy MenBeau-pe3uIEHTHI
HE HCIIBITHIBAIOT BBIPAKEHHOM peakimy n30eraHust
OTKPBITBIX MPOCTPAHCTB. B-TpeThux, KOPMOBEIE pe-
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CYPCBI OTKPBITBIX TEPPUTOPHUNA HUCIOIB3YIOTCS ME/I-
BE/IEM Ha MPOTSHKEHUH OOJIBITIETO IEPHO/Ia BPEMEHH,
4yeM JiecHble. HecMoTps Ha TO, YTO JieCHbIE OMOTOITBI
MPE/ICTABIISIIOT JIy4IlIie 3alllUTHBIE CTAlliH, 3arachl
MWLM B HUX HE TaK BeJMKU. borbias yacts KopMo-
BBIX PECYPCOB MEBEICH COCPEIOTOUEHA Ha OTKPbI-
TBIX TEPPUTOPHUSIX, YTO CBOMCTBEHHO U IS JPYTHX
nomyrsiiwid Buma (van Gils et al., 2014). BaxHo ot-
METUTh, YTO YYACTKH C HEOOIBIIUM MPOCKTHBHBIM
MOKPBITHEM JIMCTBEHHOTO JIECAa UMEIOT OTHOCUTEIh-
Ho BbIcokue 3HaueHus1 HSI (puc. 4). menHo Takumu
YYaCTKaMHU SIBJISIFOTCS. HEOOJIBIINME JIECHBIE TOJISTHBI,
OIYIIKH ¥ 3apacTarOIIre JECHON PaCTUTEIBHOCTHIO
nepudepun JIyroB, T.e. OCHOBHBIC MECTa TIPOU3pAC-
TaHMA TyIHUKA U CHBITU. M3BecTHO, 4TO MON0OHbIE
HKOTOHBI OCOOEHHO IMPUBIIEKATENLHBI 11 MEIBEICH
(Posillico et al., 2004).

Cpenu rpymmbl JIUCTBEHHBIX JIECOB BBIICISIOT-
Csl MOJIOJIbIE Jieca, PUTOHOCTh KOTOPBIX OOJIBIIIE,
YeM y CHEJbIX. DTO CBSA3aHO C OCHOBHBIMH IPOAY-
IUPYEMBIMH KOpMaMH — opexamu JieumHbl (Corylus
avellana L.) u sronamu psionnsl (Sorbus aucuparia
L.), KoTOpbIe UMEIOT BAXKHOE 3HAYCHUE IS TIOITYIIs-
LIMOHHOM rpynmupoBku measeas (Ogurtsov, 2018).
JluctBeHHble Jieca, TMPOU3BOASAIIME SITOABI, CEMEHa
U OpeXH, SIBISIFOTCS KITFOYEBBIMH MECTOOOUTAHUSIMH
JUTST MHOTHX €BPOIICHCKUX TIOMYJISIUN Oyporo Mes-
Bena (Clevenger et al., 1992; Posillico et al., 2004).

Jleca rpynmbl eTbHUKOB-YEPHUYHHKOB HMe-
10T OOMNBIIIOE 3HAYEHUE I BCEH MOMYJSILIMOHHOM
IPYIIIMPOBKU B Tofbl ypoxkast 4epHuKH (Vaccinium
myrtillus L.), KoTopasi sBseTcs B&KHBIM KOPMOBBIM
pECYPCOM i1l MHOTMX HOITYJISIMKA MenBens EBpo-
mbl (Johansen, 1997; Kusak & Huber, 1998; Hertel
et al., 2016). TeM He MeHee, B MOCTPOEHHBIX MOJIE-
JISIX MBI HE CMOIJIM TTOJTHOIICHHO OTPa3HTh POJb Ta-
KUX JiecoB. HecMoTpst Ha TO, 4TO BCEe M3BECTHBIC HAM
CITbHUKU-YEPHUYHWKH, TJe KOPMSITCS MEJBEIH, T10-
Maji B KaT€rOpUI0 MPUTOIHBIX MECTOOOMTAHUM, UX
3HadyeHnss HSI He BBICOKH, a BKjIad XBOMHBIX JISCOB
B mpefcka3zanus He Benuk (5% y monenmun MASH4).
Tak unu Ha4e, XBOMHBIE Jieca MOBEPKEHbI pyOKaM
Ha Oonblueil yactu EBponeiickoii Poccuu 3a npene-
namu OOIIT. B xone qMHaMUKK CyKIIECCUOHHBIX Psi-
JIOB, KOTOpasi CIIEAYET 3a 3TUM, LIEHHOCTh XBOMHBIX
JIECOB JIJIs1 ME/IBEIS CHITbHO paziuyaercs. Ha craauun
BBIPYOKH OHM MMEIOT HYJIEBYIO IIPUTOHOCTD, T.K. HE
00€eCreurBaroT JKUBOTHOE HU MHUIICH, HU YKPBITHEM.
Ectb cBenenus1, 1oKa3pIBAIOIIME, YTO CIUIONIHBIC PYO-
KA B OOpeasbHBIX Jiecax YHUITOXArT 10 70% mpo-
€KTUBHOTO MOKPHITHs uepHUKH (Atlegrim & Sjoberg,
1996), muimas, TakuM 00pa3oM, MEABEAS OTHOTO W3
BOKHEUIINX KOPMOB. J1JIs1 TTOTHOTO BOCCTaHOBJICHUS
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YyepHUYHUKa HeoOxoaumo okoito 55 net (Hertel et al.,
2016). IIpu 3TOM TPOMENKYTOUHBIE CTaJUH BOCCTa-
HOBJICHHUST OOpEATbHOTO Jieca TaKkKe HEeOIaromnpusT-
HbI B KOPMOBOM OTHOIIIEHHH, U3-3a TYCTOTO JIECHOTO
MOZIPOCTA, CIabo OCBEIIEHHOCTH M BBICOKOI KOHKY-
PEHIMU BUJIOB, YTO MPUBOAUT K HU3KOW MPOTYKTHB-
HOCTH srofHbIX KycrapHuukoB (Hertel et al., 2016).
Takum 00pa3oM, TONBKO CIIENbIE EIOBBIC Jieca Mpe/l-
CTaBIISIIOT JJIs1 MEJIBEIS TIMITIEBOM MHTEPEC.

BepxoBbie 00710Ta UMEIOT MHHUMAJBHBINA T10-
Ka3areiab PEMU3HOCTH, HO 00€CTICIMBAIOT MEBE/ISI
KOPMOM B CaMOM HavaJie BeCHbI 1 oceHbIo ([Taxker-
HOB, [laxxeTHoBa, 1991). B nepByto ouepens, 310
ATOBI KITFOKBEI (Oxycoccus Sp.), a TakKe MyIIuia
(Eriophorum vaginatum L.). Ilo pe3ynsraram 006-
30pa HaIIUX MOjeJeil MecTooOuTaHmii, Bce 6oIo-
Ta 00nagaroT cpeaHuM 3HadeHneM HSI, Ho BHOCSAT
MaJblii BKJIAJ B MpeAcKa3zaHus. XapakTepHO, YTO
MOJIEIM pACTpeeNCHUs] YMEHBIIAIOT 3HAYCHHUS
npecKa3aHuii st O0IOTHBIX TEPPUTOPHIA, T.€. Be-
POSTHOCTH OOHAPYKUTh TaM CJEIbl MPUCYTCTBHS
MeJIBE/Isl OKa3bIBaeTCs HEOOIIbIOH (puc. 5).

PaccrosiHre 10 BOIBI MOXKET UTPaTh BOKHYIO
pOJIb B TIPUTOTHOCTH MECTOOOWUTAHWU JUTS YKHUBOT-
HbIX (Gomez et al., 2014), B Tom uucie MenBenei
(Ansari & Ghoddousi, 2018). B Hammx Mozesix pac-
CTOSIHUE JI0 PEK HE SIBUJIOCH 3HAYMMBIM (haKTOPOM.
OTO MOXKET OBITh CBA3aHO KaK C TeM, YTO Ha Teppu-
TOPUH HCCIIEIOBAHUI XOPOIIIO Pa3BUTA CETh MENKUX
PEK U Py4beB, TaK U C TEM, UYTO UCTIONb3YeMbIe TOUKH
BCTpEY HE CMOIVIM OTPA3UTh UX 3HAUCHHUE 151 Oyporo
mensens. [loMumo camMux pek uHTEpec JJsl Me/iBe-
ISl TIPEJICTABIISIIOT TIOMMEHHBIE JTyTa, COCPEAOTOYCH-
HBbIE B MX JONMHAaX. Ha Takux y4yacTkax >KMBOTHBIC
MUTAIOTCS, KPOME CHBITH M JTYJTHHKA, TAKXKe TaBOJI-
roit (Filipendula ulmaria (L.) Maxim.), ckepmoi
(Crepis paludosa (L.) Moench) u 6omsikom (Cirsium
oleraceum (L.) Scop.). Tem He MeHee, MPETUKTOP
MOWMEHHBIX JIyTOB HE ObUT 3HAYMMBIM HHU B OTHOM
U3 HalIUX MOJEJIEH, YTO CBSI3aHO C MajIbIM YHCIOM
TOYEK BCTPEY B TAKUX MECTaXx.

[Tockonbky Ha HccreqyemMoil Tepputopun Ghak-
TOP aHTPOMOTEHHOTO OECIIOKOWCTBA HEOOIMBIIION, OH
HE OKa3bIBACT 3aMETHOTO BIUSIHUS HA TPUTOIHOCTH
MeCcToOOUTaHMI MeIBeIeH, B OTIIMYHE OT JIPYTUX HC-
CIICIOBAHUH, TJI€ OH SIBJISICTCS OJIHUM U3 KITFOUEBBIX
(Kobler & Adamic, 2000; Mateo-Sanchez et al., 2013;
Farashi et al., 2016; Piédallu et al., 2017). 13BecTHO,
YTO YeJIOBEUECKas JCATCITBHOCTh, B YaCTHOCTH €TI0
KWJIBIC TIOCEJICHHS, OTPHIATEIIHHO KOPPEIHPYET C
KauecTBOM MectooOuTanuii Oyporo mensens (Ko-
bler & Adamic, 2000; Posillico et al., 2004; van Gils
et al., 2014), 9o Tarke J0Ka3aHO Ha MoACIX Max-
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Ent (Farashi et al., 2016). Tem He menee, Tepputopum,
TpaHC()OPMHUPOBAHHBIE TAKOW AESTEILHOCTBIO, TOCIIE
MPEeKpaIleHns] BO3IEHCTBUS MOTYT CTaTh Ba)KHBIMU
KOPMOBBIMH CTallsAMH MezBezeil. B Hariem ciydae,
KpOME JIyTOB, 3TO 3a0pOIIEHHbIE JEPEBHH, KOTOPbIE
UTPAIOT CYIIECTBEHHYIO POJIb B 00ECTIEYeHNH MEIBe-
JIeH TIMILEH Ha CETOMHALLIHUM AeHb. HecMmoTps Ha 1o-
CTEMEHHOE YXy/IIeHWe KauyecTBa sIOJIOHEBBIX CaJIOB
BBUJIY JICTEIILHOCTH CaMMX € Me/BeleH (3anambl-
BaHHUE SIOJIOHB JI0 CTAJWH IMPEKpaIeHHs POCTa), UX
IUIOZIBI €111€ COXPAHSIOT BHICOKHE BKYCOBBIE KaUeCTBA
U JJAI0T XOPOIIKE YpOrkau Kaxkaple 2—3 roza.

Bo mHorux paborax ¢axkrop BbICOTHI HaJl YpOB-
HEM MOpS 4acCTO BBICTYTIAeT KaK OJIUH U3 OIpesiesis-
IOIUX TPUTOJHOCTh MECTOOOUTAHUN MEIBesl. DTO
0COOEHHO BBIPAKEHO ISl TOPHBIX M CHIIBHO Tepece-
yeHHbIX Tepputopuii (Kobler & Adamic, 2000; van
Gils et al., 2014; Maiorano et al., 2015). IIpenuxropsi
KPYTHU3HbI U SKCIIO3UIINH, KaK IPABUIIO, TAK)KE UTpa-
10T CYILECTBEHHYIO POJIb, BIMSIA KaK Ha 3aIllUTHbIE
CBOMCTBAa MECTOOOUTAHMIA, TaK M HA Ka4eCTBO pac-
turenbHocTH (van Gils et al., 2014). 3HaueHne kpy-
TU3HBI KaK 3alUTHOrO (paKTOpa, CHIHKAIOIIETO PUCK
KOHTAKTa C YEJIOBEKOM, OBbLIO JIOKA3aHO Ui ME/Be-
mun B IBern (Martin et al., 2010). B mamewm ciy-
yae 3TU JIB€ XapaKTEePUCTUKU penbeda HEe BHOCHIU
OOJIBITION BKJIaA. ITO BBI3BAHO B IIEJIOM PaBHUHHBI-
MU XapakrepoM Tepputopuu. OIHAKO MX BIMSHUE
BBIPAYKEHO OMOCPEIOBAHHO YePEe3 PACTUTENHLHOCTb.

CormacHO TMOCTPOEHHBIM MOJETSIM, HanOosee
IIPUBJIEKATENILHBIE TEPPUTOPUN JUI MEJIBEIS COCpe-
JIOTOYEHBI B OOJIbIIEH CTENEH! B OXpaHHOM 30HE, a
HE B CaMOM 3allOBEJJHUKE. JTO 00IaCTU C OTHOCH-
TEJIbHO BBICOKAM penbe()OM M BBICOKOH IPOTyK-
TUBHOCTBIO pacTtutesibHocTd (uHaekcom NDVI).
HImeHHO 3T 1Be NepeMEHHbIE OKa3aid HauOobIlee
BIMSHUE B HAIUMX MPEAbUIYLIIMX MOAEIMPOBAHU-
SIX, BBITIOJIHEHHBIX C TIOMOIIBIO TUCKPUMHUHAHTHOTO
anamm3a (Orypros, 2016; Orypuos u ap., 2016). B
JaHHOW pabote poib peibeda Okazaiach HEBBICO-
KOM B CBSI3U C BBE/ICHHEM MEPEMEHHBIX TUTIOB JIAH/I-
11a)THOTO MOKPOBA, KOTOPHIE HE YUUTHIBAIIICH HAMU
panee. Mecto penbeda B HEpapXUUECKOM YpPOBHE
3HAQYMMOCTU IIPEAUKTOPOB 3aHSUIM MAaTEpPUKOBBIE
JIyra, pacpoCTpaHEHUE KOTOPBIX CBA3aHO C MOPEH-
HO-KaMOBBIMH TPSIAaMH U CBSI3aHO C BBITYKJIBIMH
BOJIOPA3/I€IbHBIMU TIOBEPXHOCTSIMU U CKJIIOHAaMH C
arpofiepHoBoM moz3omucTor mnouBoi (CMmHpHOBa,
[HanomnxukoB, 1999). Takum oOpa3om, JaHHas Iie-
pEeMeHHas IpUHsUIA Ha ceOsl TaKkke U poilb penbeda,
KOTOPBII OHa KOCBEHHO OTPaKaeT.

Monenu pacripezieneHus B 1eJIOM BOCIPOU3BO-
JISIT T€ 7K€ OTHOIIEHUsI BUJIa co cpenioi ooutanus. Ho
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OHU YBEJIMUMBAIOT MPECKA3aHUs MIPUCYTCTBUSI JUIS
MaTe€pPUKOBBIX JIYTOB M YMEHBIIAIOT UX IS IPYTHX
MECTOOOUTAHUH, B YACTHOCTH JIJIsl BEPXOBBIX 0OJIOT
Y JIUCTBEHHBIX JiecoB. Takum oO6pa3om, Hanbosee Be-
POSITHBIMU MECTaMH BCTPEY CIIEIOB JKU3HEIeSITeIb-
HOCTH MEJIBE/ISl TAKXKE SIBIISIOTCSI MATEPUKOBBIE JTyTa
U 3a0pOIICHHBIC JIEPEBHH, YTO B LIEJIOM OTpaKaer
0COOEHHOCTH cOopa JaHHBIX O MPHCYTCTBUM BHIA
Ha TEPPUTOPUH UCCIICTOBAHUSI.

C TOYKM 3peHMsI paCCUUTaHHOW ITPUTOHOM ITO-
1131, B OXPaHHON 30HE COCPENOTOYEHO OOJIblIe
BaYKHBIX JIJIS1 MEJIBEACH TEPPUTOPHIL, YEM B 3aIIOBE/-
Huke. [IpuHumast Bo BHUMaHHE TOIBKO MOJIENN TIPH-
TOIHOCTA MECTOOOMTAHHI Oe3 SIOJOHEBBIX CAllOB U
OBCSIHBIX MOJIEH, B HHUX IpPHBIEKATeIbHO 66—67%
OXpaHHOM 30HBI U TOJIBKO 5 1% Tepputopuu 3amnoBe-
HUKa. MHOTHE yYacTKU OXPaHHOM 30HbI, B ITPOIILIIOM
TpaHC(HOPMUPOBAHHOW  AKTUBHOM  YEIOBEUCCKOM
JEeSITENLHOCTBIO, HAXOAATCSl HA CTaJuHd BO30OHOB-
JIeHUs1, TIPUBJIEKasi MEIBEACH BBICOKOM MPOIYKTHB-
HOCTBIO KOPMOBBIX pPeCypcOB. BosbIION MUILEBOU
MOTEHIMA OOYCIIOBJICH KaK OCOOECHHOCTSMH pac-
TUTENTBHOCTH U pefibeda, TaKk M XO3HCTBEHHOM Je-
ATeNbHOCTBIO B TiponwioM. Ha ¢one BbIMupanus
JIEpeBEeHb M COKpalieHus (pakropa OECIOKOWCTBA OH
OTIPEIENTNIT BBICOKYIO ITPHUBJICKATEIbHOCTD THX MECT
st Mensener. EoBrle Jieca 3amoBeIHHKA B DTOM
OTHOIIEHHH MeHee MPOAYKTHBHBI C TOYKU 3PEHUS
KOPMOBBIX pecypcoB. He cunTasi HaceKOMBIX-KCHIIO-
(aroB, aKTUBHO Pa3MHOKAIOLIUXCS B OMEPTBEBIIINX
eJIOBBIX CTBOJIAX, M OC ceMelcTBa Vespidae, onu mipe-
JIOCTaBJISIIOT, B OCHOBHOM, 3aI1achl YePHUKH, a HEMO-
paJIbHBIC EEHUKH MTPUBJICKAIOT MENIBE/IS PIOUHON 1
ocunout (Populus tremula L.).

Touku BCTpey MPOILTM BCE OCHOBHBIE MTPOBEP-
KA U TIpolenypsl QuisTpaiy. BiusHue BpeMeH-
HOW M MPOCTPAHCTBEHHON HEPAaBHOMEPHOCTH cOopa
JTAHHBIX OBUTO CHM)KEHO, HACKOJIBKO ATO OBLIO TIpHU-
emsiemo. Tem He MeHee, Korja Marepuall O MpPHUCYT-
CTBUU JMKUX >KUBOTHBIX COOMpPAETCS C MOMOIIBIO
HEMHBA3MBHBIX TEXHUK, BCETJa OCTAaeTCs JAOCTaTOU-
HO OOJIbIIIast BEPOSITHOCTH TOTO, YTO HE Oy/IET YUTEHO
MIPUCYTCTBUE BUJA TaM, II€ OH B JCUCTBUTEIbHOCTH
ObUT. DTO MPUBOAUT K JIOKHOOTPUIATENILHBIM 3HA-
yenusim (false-negative rate; Piédallu et al., 2017),
YTO, B CBOIO OYepe/lb, MOXKET JaBaTh HEJOOLICHKY
peanbHOTO pactpenenenus Buna (Lahoz-Monfort et
al., 2014). Haubonee aeKBaTHBIM CIIOCOOOM ITOJTY-
YyeHUs UHPOPMAITUM O TOYKAX BCTPEU CIICTYeT CUU-
TaTh CITyTHUKOBYIO TEJIEMETPHIO, YTO YKe OBLIO BBI-
MIOJTHEHO B psizie padot (Martin et al., 2010; Maiorano
et al., 2015). Mertox cOopa JaHHBIX, TPUMEHEHHBIH
B HAaCTOAIIEM HCCIIEIOBAaHUH, O€3yCIIOBHO, HE MOJKET



Nature Conservation Research. 3anoeeonan nayxa 2019. 4(4): 34—64

https://dx.doi.org/10.24189/ncr.2019.061

CUUTATHCS HAHOOJIEE TTIOIXOISAIIAM ISl TAKUX KPYTI-
HOMACINTAOHBIX HCcaenoBaHui. Hamu BbIABIIEHBI
CJI/TYIOIIE €TO HETOCTATKH.

Bo-nepBbix, oOcnenyss TeppUTOpUM, TaK WU
MHaue MPUBSI3aHHbBIE K CETH JIECHBIX IOPOT U MPOCEK,
UCCIIeIoBaTeNb He B CUJIaX MOMYYUTh WH(OPMAIHIO
0 peasbHOM pa3MeleHun meapeneil. OOHapykeHue
CIIJIOB MX TIPUCYTCTBUS CHJIBHO 3aBHCHUT KaK OT Ha-
OJIFOIATENILHOCTH UCCIIEA0BATENIS U 3HAHUI 00 DKOJIO-
T'MU BHJA, TaK U OT XapakTepa Ha3eMHOTO IMOKPOBA.
Harmpumep, 3aperucTpupoBarth THTAHUE MEIBEIS
SATOJAMU B €JIbHUKAX-YCPHIIHUKAX HAMHOTO CIIOXK-
HEe, YeM NIHTaHNE PACTHTEIILHOCTHIO WIIH Pa30pPCHUE
MYPaBSHHUKOB Ha JIyTY BBUJLY PA3JIYHOTO CyOCTpaTa
1 ocobeHHOCTel moTpednenus muim. Takum oOpa-
30M, 3HaYEHHE EJIbHUKOB-YCPHUYHUKOB ObUIO HAMH
SIBHO HEIOOIIEHEHO. YIaJIeHHOCTh OO0JIOT M CIIOKHAS
MPOXOAMMOCTh MHOTUX PEUHBIX MOWM TaKkKe MPUBO-
JIIT K HEJTOOLICHKE TAHHBIX MECTOOOUTAHUI.

Bo-BTOpBIX, TOMUMO MPOCTPAHCTBEHHOM TMPEI-
B3ATOCTH B COOpE JaHHBIX, CYIIECTBYET €IIe U Bpe-
MeHHas: 00beM BBHIOOPKM 32 BECEHHUU IMEpUOJ BO
BCEX CIyYasX OKaszajcs HAMHOTO MEHBIIE, YeM 3a
JEeTHUN M oceHHMHA. HecMoTpst Ha BbIpaBHMBaHUE
CE30HHBIX BEIOOPOK, BO BCEX MOJICIISIX HAOTFOIACTCS
MIEPEOICHKA 3HAYCHHS HAKUPOBOYHOTO TIEPHONA H
HEJI0OLIEHKA BECEHHETO Meproa.

B-TpeTbux, nocTpoeHHbIE MOJIENIN IPUTOAHOCTH
MECTOOOUTAHUH TIPEACTABISAIOT COOOM B OONBIICH
CTETICHU MOJEeNH Tpo(pUIeCcKoi HUILI MeNBes, To-
CKOJTBKY ISl X TIOCTPOEHHSI OBbLIN UCTIONH30BAHbI B
OCHOBHOM JIaHHBIE O TMUIIEBBIX B3aMMOCBS3sIX (Ma-
teo-Sanchez et al., 2016). TpeGoBanuUs K 3aIUIICH-
HOCTH yTOJIUH OBUT HAMH TaK)Ke HETOOIICHEHBI, TaK
KaK JJIs1 3TOr0 He0OXOIMM OOJTBIIION 00bhEeM JTAHHBIX O
MeCTax pacrojoKeHus: OepIior U JIeKeK, cOop KOTo-
PBIX BO3MOXEH TOJIBKO C IPUMEHEHUEM TEIICMETPUH
WIM y4acTHEM MHOTHX TIOJICBBIX HCCIICIOBATEIICH.
VIMeHHO MO3TOMY B HAIlIMX MOJENAX TaK HU3KO 3Ha-
YeHHE TEMHOXBOWHBIX JIECOB — BAYKHBIX 3ALIUTHBIX U
3MMOBOYHBIX (OEPIOKHBIX ) CTAIUK Oyporo MeaBeIs.

Haxonen, BHonmHe BO3MOXHA «HEAOCTATOYHAsS
peakIs»» BUJIa Ha UCTIONb3yeMble MPEAUKTOPHL. EcTh
OCHOBAHWUSI T0JIararh, 4TO, €CJIM B KAUeCTBE TIEPEMEH-
HBIX CpE/Ibl BMECTO THUIIOB JIaHMIAPTHOTO MMOKPOBA
BKJIFOYUTh OCHOBHBIE KOPMOBBIC PECYpPCHI U 3aIllHT-
HBIE CTaIUH, PEATUCTUIHOCTH MOJICIICH BO3PACTET.

3akoueHue
Hamu mocTpoeHbl MO, OTOOpaKaroIiue
MIPUTOTHOCTh MECTOOOMTAHUN W TOTCHIMAIBHOE
pacrpe/ielieHie Oyporo MeABEIs Ha TEPPHUTOPHH
I{entpanbHo-JIeCHOro 3armoBeHUKA U €ro OXpaH-
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HoM 30HbI 32 nepuon 2008-2018 rr. Ha ux ocHoBe
MIPOIEMOHCTPUPOBAHBI OCHOBHBIE BO3MOXXHOCTH H
MOAXO/Abl B MOJETUPOBAHUU C MOMOILBIO METOAA
MaKCHMaJbHON HHTPOINUU. YCIEX MpeacKazaHus
HE3aBUCHMBIX TOUYEK BCTpeY Ui JIByX IJIaBHBIX
Moznenel coctaBuwil 81%, 4To SBISETCS BBICOKUM
MoKa3aresieM JUIsl TAaKOrO 3BPUTOINHOIO Buja. BbI-
SIBJICHO OOJIBIIIOE 3HAUEHUE aHTPOIIOTEHHBIX UCTOU-
HUKOB THIIY M WUCKAKEHUE UMHU OOIIEH KapTHHBI
MIPUTOTHOCTH MECTOOOWTAHUN W paclpeeIICHUsI.
YcraHoBNEHO, YTO HauOoJbIlIee BIUSHUE HA IpPU-
TOIHOCTh MECTOOOWTAHUM U pacIpe/ie]ieHue MeJl-
BE/sl OKA3bIBAIOT IMPOECKTHBHOE MOKPBHITUE PACTH-
TEIHHOCTH JIYTOB ¥ MOJIO/IBIX JIMCTBEHHBIX JIECOB, a
taoke uHaekc NDVI. Tepputopust oxpaHHO 30HbBI
B Oombllell cTeneHu MpUBIEKaTeIbHa Al Oyporo
MeJIBeIsl, YeM TEPPUTOPHS 3aIIOBEHMKA 3a cUeT 00-
Jiee BBICOKOW MPOIYKTUBHOCTH SKOCHUCTEM, TPAHC-
(OpPMHUPOBAHHBIX YETIOBEUECKOU S TETHHOCTBIO.

HecmoTpst Ha BBICOKOE Kau€CTBO MOCTPOEHHBIX
MOJIEJIEd U MX BBICOKYIO NMPOTHOCTHYECKYIO CIIO-
COOHOCTB, OHH HE BO BCEM COITIACYIOTCSI C IKCIIEPT-
HOU OreHKOW. [TTaBHBIM 00pa3oM, OBIIO HEIoOoIIe-
HEHO 3HaYEHHUE eJIbHUKOB-YEPHUYHUKOB, BEPXOBBIX
00J10T, a Takke MOMMEeHHBIX JIyroB. [locTpoeHHbie
MOJIETIM BBISBIISIFOT OCHOBHBIE 3aKOHOMEPHOCTH B
MPEANOYTEHUH BUJIOM MECTOOOWUTAHM, HO HE OT-
pa’kaloT HEKOTOPBIE JIETAIU B BUY MOTPEUIHOCTEH
npu cOope manubIX. [Ipu kpynmHOMacmTabHOM MO-
JENMPOBAHUN TIPUTOAHOCTH MECTOOOUTAHMMA IS
KPYIIHBIX MJIEKOTIUTAIOIINX HA OCHOBE MOJIEBBIX pe-
THCTpaluii TOYEK BCTPeY HEOOXOAUMO OYEeHb TIIIA-
TENbHO IJIAHUPOBATh MapILIPYyTHBIE HCCIEIOBAHUS
KaK B IIPOCTPAHCTBE, TaK U BO BPEMEHHU.

JonosnutenbHas undgopmanus
IlepemeHHbBIE OKpYKAIOILIEH Cpebl, HACTPOW-
KM MOJICJIEH W 3HAUYCHUS TEPEMEHHBIX B MOJEISIX
MaxEnt (DnekrponHoe mpuiokenue: llepemen-
HbIE OKPY’KaloILlEel Cpeibl, HACTPOMKH MOJEeeh 1
3Ha4YeHHUs NIepeMeHHBIX B Moziessix MaxEnt) moryt
OBITH HaliIEHBI 31€Ch.
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ABTOp TOCBANIACT JaHHYIO CTaThi0 M.TH. TIpod.
Oputo T'eoprueBnuy Ilyzauenxo (MII23 PAH, Poccus),
BBIJJAIONIIEMYCSl  DKOJIOTY U Teorpady COBPEMEHHOCTH,
BIOXHOBHBIIIEMY Ha 3Ty pabory. be3 ero HacTaBmeHWid H
COBETOB OHa He Momia Obl ObITH BBINOJNHEHA. BbIpaxato
cBOIO OmarogapHocTts K.0.H. Amnarommio CeMeHOBHUY
Kentyxuny (Llenrpansno-JlecHoil 3amoBemHuK, Poccwus),
OKa3aBIIEMY HCOLICHUMYIO IMMTOMOIIb BO BPEMs BCCX MOJIEBBIX
WCCIIEIOBaHNH, a TAK)KE BCEM COTPYTHHKAM OTJICJIOB OXPaHBI
W HAayKd 3a TPEeJOCTaBICHHBbIC HaHHbIE. OTAEIBHO XOUy
nobnarogaputek Maria del Mar Delgado (Research Unit of
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Biodiversity, Oviedo University (UMIB), Mieres, Spain),
Vincenzo Penteriani (UMIB, Pyrenean Institute of Ecology,
Zaragoza, Spain), Alejandra Zarzo-Arias (UMIB, Mieres,
Spain) u Hein Van Gils (Northeast Forestry University, Har-
bin, China) 3a ieHHBIC COBETHI IO aHATHM3Y TaHHBIX U paboTe
B MaxEnt. Taxxe Omaromapio BceX pelEeH3EHTOB, KOTOPEIC
BHECIIM KOHCTPYKTHUBHbBIC 3aMEUaHHMs W 3HAYMTEILHO
YAYHLIMIN 3Ty CTaThIO.
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BROWN BEAR (URSUS ARCTOS) HABITAT SUITABILITY

AND DISTRIBUTION MODELLING IN THE SOUTHERN TAIGA SUBZONE

USING THE METHOD OF MAXIMUM ENTROPY
Sergey S. Ogurtsov

Central Forest State Nature Biosphere Reserve, Russia
e-mail: etundra@mail.ru

The article presents results of the brown bear habitat suitability and distribution modelling, conducted in the
Central Forest Nature Reserve and its buffer zone (West-European Russia, Tver region) using the MaxEnt ap-
proach. The basic rules for performing such a study, approaches and modelling techniques were reviewed briefly.
Vegetation indices, morphometric characteristics of the relief, proximity rasters and land cover types were used
as predictors. The occurrence points of the studied species were recorded on permanent routes using a GPS
navigator during 2008-2018. Eight models with different combinations of input data (occurrence points and en-
vironment parametres) were chosen as final set. We used two main modelling approaches. In the first approach,
for modelling we used only occurrence points reflecting the relationships of the species with the habitat (feeding
places mainly). On the basis of them, habitat suitability models were built. In the second approach, we used all
occurrence points of the studied species. On the basis of them, distribution models were built. The set of brown
bear occurrence points registered by forest rangers and researchers was used as an independent test data set. The
scenarios of the influence of anthropogenic food sources (abandoned apple orchards and oat fields) were mod-
elled separately. The obtained AUCtest values ranged from 0.61 to 0.73. The maximum TSStest was 0.50. The
continuous Boyce index ranged from 0.63 to 0.99. The models correctly recognised from 68% to 82% of inde-
pendent points. The predictor of anthropogenic food sources largely contributed to all models, where it was pre-
sented, and highly distorted the overall picture of suitability and distribution. In other cases, grasslands, NDVI,
and young deciduous forests had the highest contribution. In the study area, brown bears preferred grasslands,
concentrated on moraine-kama ridges, which provided them with food throughout the wakeful period, as well
as forest glades, scarce forests, young deciduous and mixed forests with dense undergrowth and nemoral spruce
forests. The study area of the partially disturbed buffer zone was more suitable for brown bears than the intact
areas of the Protected Area (66—67% and 51% of suitable habitats, respectively). We identified main omissions
in the applied method of occurrence point’s registration. This could lead to incorrect estimates of the contribution
of some predictors (underestimations of boreal spruce forests, raised bogs and floodplain meadows).

Key words: GIS, habitat suitability modelling (HSM), MaxEnt, species distribution modelling (SDM),
spatial modelling
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