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Annomauus

O0ocHoBaHue. CocHa CKpy4eHHask — ObICTPOPACTYLIHI 1 BEIHOCIUBBIN BUJ] XBOK-
HBIX JIEPEeBbEB POJIOM M3 3arajHoi yacThu CeBepHoit AMepuku. s KOMILIEKCHOTO
BBISIBJICHUSA aﬂal’lTaLlldOHHOﬁ CIIOCOOHOCTH 3TOTO BH/Jla K YCJIOBHUSAM 30HbBI XBOWHO-IIIHN-
POKOJIMCTBEHHBIX JIECOB, [UISl OLIEHKH CKOPOCTH POCTa, YCTOWYUBOCTH, PECYPCHOTO M
9KOJIOTMYECKOTO MOTEHIHANA KyJIbTYp TpeOyeTcst MPOBEICHUE UCCIICA0BaHUI B LIMPO-
KOM BO3PAaCTHOM JIHalla30He.

Leus. Bersasiaenue ocoOeHHOCTEH pocTa KyIbTyp COCHbI CKPYYEHHOH B JIECOPACTU-
TEJbHBIX YCIOBUSAX CEBEPO-BOCTOKAa MOCKOBCKOI oOnacTu.

MarepnaJjibl B MeTobI. JIeCOKYIBTYpHAsI IUIONIAb pactonokeHa B OryaHeBCKOM
Y4aCTKOBOM JieCHHUeCTBE MOCKOBCKOTO y4eOHO-OIBITHOTO JiecHIYecTBa. KynmbTypsl 3a-
JIOKEHBI B I1epBoii ojoBuHe 1991 roga tpexsieTHUMHU caxeHIIaMu. B niepBoit nosnosBuHe
2025 ronma nmpoBeeHO 00CIe0BaHNE YUacTKa KyIbTyp Ha ruiomiaau 0,2 ra.

Pe3yabrarsl. CocHa cKpydeHHast K OMOJIOTHYECKOMY Bo3pacTy 37 JIeT HMeeT Cpei-
HIOO BbICOTY 15,5 M 1 3amac apeBecunsl 95 M/ra. 1o ckopocTH pocTta OHa ycTymaer
cocHe 0OBIKHOBEHHOM. OTNaj B KyJIbTypax MPOUCXOIUT 10 HU30BOMY THUILY, @ HAaHOOIIb-
1Iee KOJIMYECTBO 3/10POBBIX M OCIIA0ICHHBIX AEPEBHEB COCPEIOTOYCHO B LICHTPAIBHBIX
CTYIICHAX TOJILIWHBI. CpeILHeBSBeLLICHHaﬂ KaTeropus CaHUTAPHOI'0 COCTOSAHUSA COCHBI
CKPY4EHHOM XapaKTepu3yeT ee Kak CHIbHO ocnabieHHyro. HecMoTps Ha IIo10HOIIeHHE
JIePEBbEB, €CTECTBEHHOE BO30OHOBIICHUE COCHBI CKPYYEHHOW OTCYTCTBYET.

3akiaouenne. COCHy CKPYYEHHYIO MOKHO PEKOMEHJI0BAThH JUIsl BBIPAIUBAHUS HA
JIECHBIX IUTAHTALMAX MOCKOBCKOM 00JIACTH C 1IENBIO MONTyYeHNsl 0aIaHCOBON peBeCcH-
HbL. J[J1 peryIupoBaHus IOPOTHOTO COCTaBa HACAXKJICHUM, YITyUIICHHUs] CAHUTAPHOTO
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COCTOSIHHS M CO3IaHHsI OMAropHsATHBIX YCIOBHIA TS POCTA IIENIEBO#T APEBECHOM MOPOJIBI
Ba)KHO MPOBOJUTH CBOCBPEMEHHBIC JIECOXO35HCTBCHHBIC YXOJIbI.
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Abstract

Background. Lodgepole pine is a fast-growing and hardy coniferous tree species
native to western North America. To comprehensively assess its adaptability to the con-
ditions of the coniferous-broadleaf forest zone, as well as to evaluate its growth rate,
stability, resource potential, and ecological impact, a study covering a wide age range
is required.

Purpose was to analyze the growth characteristics of lodgepole pine plantations
under forest-growing conditions in the northeast of the Moscow region.

Materials and methods. The study area is located in the Ogudnevsky district of the
Moscow Educational and Experimental Forestry. The trees were planted in the first half
of 1991 using three-year-old seedlings. In the first half of 2025, a survey was conducted
on a 0.2-hectare plot within the plantation.

Results. At a biological age of 37 years, lodgepole pine had an average height of
15.5 m and a timber stock of 95 m*/ha. In terms of growth rate, it was found to be slow-
er than that of Scots pine (Pinus sylvestris). Mortality in the plantation followed a bot-
tom-up pattern, with the highest number of healthy and weakened trees concentrated
in the intermediate diameter classes. The weighted average sanitary condition category
of lodgepole pine classified it as severely weakened. Despite active fruiting, no natural
regeneration of lodgepole pine was observed.

Conclusion. Based on these findings, lodgepole pine can be recommended for cul-
tivation in forest plantations in the Moscow region for pulpwood production. However,
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to regulate species composition, improve sanitary conditions, and promote the growth
of target tree species, timely silvicultural interventions are essential.

Keywords: lodgepole pine; plant introduction; forest plantations; growth and yield;
Moscow region
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BBenenue

CocHa ckpyuenHast (Pinus contorta Douglas ex Loudon) — 3to ObICTpO-
pacTyLUil U BBIHOCIMBBINA BUJl XBOWHBIX JEPEBbEB POIOM M3 3allaJIHOM 4acTu
CeBepHOil AMEpHKH, KOTOPBI MOXKET IIPOU3PACTATh B HEOIATONPUATHBIX IS
MHOTHUX JPYTUX JPEBECHBIX MOPOA YCIoBUsAX [26]. Bua mupoko uHTpoayIH-
posan B OxHoit Amepuxe, EBpone, Typuun, Hosoil 3enanauu, HO B psje
PETHOHOB K HACTOSIIEMY BPEMEHHU NMPU3HAH MHBA3MBHBIM, NPHUBOJAIINM K
3HAUUTEIEHOMY COKPAICHUIO OMOJIOTMYECKOI0 Pa3HOOOPa3nsi MECTHBIX IKO-
cucteM [25; 27]. CocHa ckpyueHHas BBIPAIIMBACTCS C LIETbIO MOTYYEHUS XO-
3STCTBEHHO IICHHOW IPEBECUHBI, BBICAYKUBACTCS ISt OOPHOBI C 3pO3UEH TI0YB U
Ha HapyUIEHHBIX 3eMJISIX [UIS TIPOBE/ICHNMS JIECHOM PEKYJIbTUBALINY, TAK)KE OHA
TIOAXO/IHT JUIS CO3/IaHMsI IEKOPATUBHBIX 110CAI0K Ha 00BEKTaX O3eIeHeHus [3;
10; 21; 22; 24; 26]. B nmocnenHue rofbl aKTUBHO paccMaTpUBaETCS BO3MOXK-
HOCTb HCTIOJIb30BaHUS COCHBI CKPYUEHHOMN [UIsl CO3JaHNUS JIECHBIX YIIIEPOIO/Ie-
MOHUPYIOLIMX TUIaHTaluH [26].

B eBponeiickoii yactu Poccun ncnbITaHus COCHBI CKPY4YEHHOMN Haualuch B
koHi1e 1970-bIX ro/10B, @ 3HAUNTENbHBIE PE3yABTATHI 110 U3YYEHHUIO POCTA U ITPO-
N3BOANTEIBLHOCTH KYJIBTYP, HX PECYPCHOTO, OMOIOTHYECKOTO, SKOJIOTHIECKOTO
1 PEKPEaiOHHOr0 MOTEHIMala HaKOTIJICHB! JUISl TA€XKHOW 30HBI HA OIBITHBIX
00BEKTax, pacloyoKeHHbIX B toxkHOM Kapenuu [14; 15], pecniyonuke Komu [1;
13; 16], Apxanarensckoit oomactu [5; 17; 19; 23], Jleannarpaackoit odmacta [2;
28], HoBroponckoit oomactu [1], Bonoronckoit odmactu [3; 10]. B ycmoBusix
PETHOHOB CEeBepa U ceBepo-3amajia eBporneiickoil yactu Poccun cocHa ckpydeH-
Hasl pacCMaTPUBAETCSI KaK MEPCIIEKTUBHBIN BUJI [UISl CO3/1aHHS JIECOCHIPHEBBIX
rantanuii [14; 15].

WHunuaropoM ucciieoBaHUN 110 UHTPOLYKIMU COCHBI CKPYUEHHOH B
30HY XBOIHO-IIMPOKOJUCTBEHHBIX JiecOB (MOCKOBCKast 00JaCTh) SIBJISIETCS
N.C. Menexos [12]. Hampumep, onbiTHEIE 00BeKTH B [loqMOCKOBRE OBLIH
3anoxensl B 1991 rogy nox pykosoacrsoM M.C. Menexosa u FO.U. Ipo3-
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noBa (OrynHeBckoe JiecHu4YecTBO) U B 1999 roay non pykoBoactsom M. /1.
Mepsnenko (O3epenkoe JeCHUYECTBO). Pe3ynbTaTsl nCcCaea0BaHUI pocTa
KyIbTYpP B YCIIOBUSX HHTPOAYKIIMOHHOTO cTpecca B MOCKOBCKO# obiacTu
OTPAaHUYUBAIOTCSI OMOJIOTHYCCKUM Bo3pacToM go 17 ner [8, 9]. Jlnsa kom-
IIJICKCHOI'O BBISABIICHU S a}lal’[TaHI/IOHHOf/'I CHOCO6HOCTI/I COCHBI Cpr‘IeHHOﬁ
K YCJIOBHUSIM 30HbI XBOWHO-IINPOKOJINCTBEHHBIX JIECOB, OIICHKU CKOPOCTHU
pOCTa | MPOU3BOAUTEIBHOCTH KYJIbTYP TPEOYIOTCS HCCIIeJOBaHUS B Ooee
CTapLIMX BO3pacTax.

Lenv uccredosanusi — BhISIBIEHHE 0COOCHHOCTEH pocTa KYJIBTYp COCHBI
ckpyuennoit (Pinus contorta Douglas ex Loudon) B iecopacTUTENBHBIX YCIIO-
BHUSIX CEBEPO-BOCTOKa MOCKOBCKOI1 o0nacTy.

MarepuaJjbl M1 MeTOAbI

OOBeKT uccaeoBaHus — KyJIbTYPBl COCHBI CKpy4YeHHOW (Pinus contorta
Douglas ex Loudon), pacnionoxeHubie B OTyTHEBCKOM Y4aCTKOBOM JICCHUYEC-
cTBe MOCKOBCKOTO y4e€0HO-OIBITHOTO JecHHYecTBa (pucyHoK 1). Kymprypst
3aJIO’KeHbI Ha CBEXeH NPEHMPOBAHHOW BBIPYOKe IIIomaasio 1,5 ra B mepBoi
nonoBuHe 1991 rona TpexJieTHUMH CaKeHIIaMU, BhIpallleHHbIMU B JIaTBUIICKOM
HUU srecHOro X03sHCTBa U3 MOCEBOB CeMsiH U3 6 reorpaduyeckux myHKToB Ka-
Haabl. B xagecTBe KOHTPOIS BBICAXKHBAIICH CaXKCHITBI COCHBI OOBIKHOBEHHOU
(Pinus sylvestris L.) MecTHOTO TIpOMCXOXKIeHHsI. VICXOAHBIN THIT JTeca — eTbHUK
KHUCIMYHBIN, [T0YBa — IEPHOBOCPEIHENOA30IMUCTas cyrnHucTasd. [peasapu-
TEJTHHO Ha BRIPYOKE BBIMOIHSUIACH 00pab0TKa MOYBHI IBYXOTBAJIHHBIM ILTYTOM
[IKJI-70 mytem Hapesku 6oposn uepe3 3,0-3,5 M, Ha JHO KOTOphIX uepe3 0,8-
1,0 M ocymiecTBisiiach nmocajaka caxeHues [8; 9].

B nepBoit monoBuHe 2025 roma mpoBeneHo 00CIeOBaHUE yJacTKa Kyllb-
Typ Ha mowaau 0,2 ra B ceBepHOM YacTu Belaena 9, kBaprana 72. s COCHbI
CKPYYEHHOH M COCHBI OOBIKHOBEHHOM BBIIIOJHEHA NEPUUYKMCIUTENbHAS TaKca-
s (¢ ucnosb3oBanueM npuioxenus Arboreal Forest u Beicoromepa Vertex [V)
[11], a myst BTOPOCTETIEHHBIX APEBECHBIX TIOPOJT — M3MEPHUTEIbHAS TaKCAIHS (C
IIPUMEHEHHEM LIEITHOTO TIoJIHOTOMepa burrepnuxa u Beicotomepa Vertex V).
Jnst 1epeBbeB COCHBI CKPYYEHHOM M COCHBI OOBIKHOBEHHOM ONpEJIeNIeHbI Ka-
TETOPUHU CAHUTAPHOTO COCTOSHIS 110 MATHOAITHFHOM IIKane, Tie 1 — 310poBEIe,
2 — ocnabieHHbIe, 3 — CHIIBHO OClabJIeHHBIC, 4 — yChIXAIOIINe, 5 — MOruoIme
nepeBbst [7]. JlaHHBIC TaKCAIIMOHHBIX U3MEPEHHI 00pab0TaHbl B COOTBETCTBHH
C OOUIEeTIPUHATHIMU MeToiaMu. dparMeHT 00CIIeIOBaHHOTO APEBOCTOS C yUa-
CTHEM COCHBI CKpPyYEHHOU U ee MOP(OJIOrHIecKre 0COOCHHOCTH MOKa3aHBI
Ha PUCYHKE 2.
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Puc. 1. Pacnionoxenne 00beKTa HCCIEAOBAHUS (OTpaHHYCH KPACHBIM ITOJHTOHOM).
Koopaunarsr: N 56,079395, E 38,286442, WGS 84
Fig. 1. Location of the study site (outlined in red).
Coordinates: N 56.079395, E 38.286442, WGS 84

Jnst u3ydeHnst IMHAMHUKH POCTa IEPEBHEB COCHBI CKPYUYEHHOM MPOTIOPIIH-
OHAJIBHO MTPEACTABICHHBIM CTYIIEHIM TOJIIUHEI ObIJI0 0TOOpaHo 20 KepHOB Ha
BeicoTe 1,3 M npupoctHbM OypaBom Haglof mis xBoitubix nopon. I'oguunbie
TIPUPOCTHI OMPEIEISIINCH B KAMEPAJIBHBIX YCIOBHUSIX C HCHOJIB30BAHUEM H3ME-
purens xepHoB Haglof. ITomyuennble B X01€ BBIMOIHEHHUS MOJIEBBIX U KaMe-
pasIbHBIX paboT AaHHbIE, @ TAKXKE PE3YJbTAThI MPEABLIYIIUX UCCICA0BaHu [8§,
9] nernu B OCHOBY MOJieNiell pocTa JepeBbeB COCHBI CKPYUYEHHOH B BBICOTY H
TOJIIUHY, Oa3upyromuxcs Ha AuHammdeckoM ypaBHeHun C.J. Cieszewski [18]:

b 1 1
o

rae ¥, u Y, — HayaJIbHOE U KOHEYHOE 3HAYEHUsl TAKCALMOHHOIO IOKa3aTesist
(BBICOTA WM TMAMETD JiepeBa), A, U A, — HadaIbHOE W KOHEYHOE 3HAYCHHS
BO3pacTa, X, — BCIIOMOrareyibHas NepEMERHas, b, M ¢ — OLIEHUBAEMBIE IO BbI-
OOpKe mapamMeTphl.
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Puc. 2. Mopdonorndeckne 0COOEHHOCTH COCHBI CKPYYSHHON B KYJIBTYpax
MocKkoBcKoii 061acTu: a) o0LMid BU A€PEBbEB, b) XBosi, ¢) muiiKa, d) cTBOJI 1 Kopa
Fig. 2. Morphological characteristics of the twisted pine in plantations in the Moscow Region:

a) general view of the trees, b) needles, c) cones, d) trunk and bark

[Tpu 06paboTKe NOTYUYEHHBIX JAHHBIX TPUMEHSITUCH METOJIbI OITUCATEIb-
HOW CTaTUCTHUKH, METOJIbI PErPECCHOHHOTO aHannu3a (HeJIMHEHHBIH MEeTO[
HaWMEHBINX KBaApaToB). I BceX ypaBHEHHH PETPECCHH PacCIUTHIBAINACEH
METPUKH Ka4eCcTBa: KBaIPaTHBI KOPEHb U3 CPEHEKBAAPATHIECKOH OIIMOKN
(RMSE), cpeauuii nporeHT adbcontotHol omnbdku (MAPE), koappuunueHt
nerepMuHauu (R?).
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Pe3yabTarsl Hcclie10BaHUA U UX 00CY:KIeHHEe

JpeBecHast pacTUTEINEHOCTH Ha 00CIICIOBAHHOM YYaCcTKe IIPEICTaBICHA Kyilb-
TypaMU COCHBI CKpyueHHOU (Pinus contorta Douglas ex Loudon) 1 COCHBI OOBIK-
HOBEHHOM (Pinus sylvestris L.), a Tak’Ke €CTECTBEHHBIM NPOUCXOKICHUEM €U
00BIKHOBeHHOM (Picea abies (L.) H.Karst.), 6epe3st mymmuctoit (Betula pubescens
Ehrh.), ocunst (Populus tremula L.) u uBbI ko3beit (Salix caprea L.). OcHOBHBIC
TaKCalMOHHbIE TTOKA3aTeNn noka3aHsl B Tabmuie 1. CocHa cKkpydeHHas py OHo-
JIOTHIECKOM Bo3pacte 37 JIeT IMEeeT CPEIHIOI0 BRICOTY 15,5 M, cpemHmii qrameTp
17,3 cM, cymMy TUIOLIa/Iei TIoNepedHbIX cedeHuit 12,0 M*/ra u 3amac pactyei
npeBecuHbl 95 M*/ra. CocHa OOBIKHOBEHHAS 110 3HAYCHHUSIM cpeiHeit BricoThI (18,5
M) U cpeqaero nuametpa (20,7 cM) HECKOIBKO MMPEBOCXOAUT COCHY CKPYUIEHHYTO.
Tak KaK KOMMYECTBO BRICAYKEHHBIX CAYKEHIIEB COCHBI OOBIKHOBEHHOI OBLITO HAMHO-
IO MEHBIIIE, YeM COCHBI CKPYUCHHOM, TO OHA MMEET CyMMY ILIONIazei ceueHui
Bcero 2,1 m*ra u 3amac 20 m*/ra. M3-3a OTCYTCTBUSI CBOEBPEMEHHBIX JIECOXO-
3SICTBEHHBIX YXO/IOB B IPEBOCTOE TakXkKe Ipeodmamaet Bepesa, JoCTUTaromas
cpenneii BeIcoThl 20 M, CyMMBI TUIOIIa el cedennit 9,3 m?/ra u 3amaca 100 m*/ra.

Tabnuya 1.
TakcauoHHas XapAKTEPUCTHKA JIECHOT0 YYACTKA ¢ KYJILTYPAMH COCHbI CKPY4eHHO
Table 1. Valuation Characteristics of a Forest Plot with Twisted Pine Stands

Bos- Cpen- | Cpennuii | Cymma 1uio- 3
N arrac,
Bun pact, | His BBI- | THAMET, | Wajei cede- | 5,
ner | cora, M M Hull, M*/ra
CocHa ckpyueHHas (Pinus
contorta Douglas ex Loudon) 37 13,5 17,3 12,0 %
CocHa QGLIKHOBeHHaﬂ (Pinus 37 18.5 20,7 2.1 20
sylvestris L.)
Enb oObikHOBeHHAs (Picea
abies (L.) H.Karst.) ) 10 8 1.5 3
Bepesa mymmcras (Betula
pubescens Ehrh.) ) 20 18 9,3 100
Ocwuna (Populus tremula L.) - 20 16 0,5 5
Wsa ko3bst (Salix caprea L.) - 10 8 0,1 1
HTtoro - - - 25,5 226

HecMoTpst Ha TIIONMOHONICHUE IEPEBHEB COCHBI CKPYUECHHOM, CCTCCTBECH-
HOEe BO300HOBIEHHE OTCYTCTBYeT. [loIpocT mpencTaBieH eJUHHYHBIMU
SK3EeMIUISIpAaMH el 0OBIKHOBeHHOH (Picea abies (L.) H.Karst.). TTomnecok —
penkuii, chopMUpOBaH TAKUMH BHJIAMH, KaK YKHUMOJIOCTh JiecHas (Lonicera
xylosteum L.), Oy3uHa oObIkHOBeHHAs (Sambucus racemosa L.), yepemyxa
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oObIKHOBeHHAst (Prunus padus L.). B TpaBiHO-KyCTapHUYIKOBOM sIpycCe MPeoo-
JIa/Iaf0T TAKME BUIBI, KaK OXKHUKa Boocuctas (Luzula pilosa (L.) Willd.), scHoTt-
ka xenrtas (Lamium galeobdolon L.), ocoxa Bonocucras (Carex pilosa Scop.),
3Be3quarka ayopasuas (Stellaria nemorum L.), 3Be314arka JIaHIICTOIUCTHAS
(S. holostea L), xuByuka nomydast (Ajuga reptans L.), BepoHHKa qyOpaBHAs
(Veronica chamaedrys L.), IATOBHUK KapTy3uaHckuii (Dryopteris carthusiana
(Vill.) H.P.Fuchs), muroBHuK My*)ckoii (D. filix-mas (L.) Schott), kombITeHb eB-
ponetrickuii (Asarum europaeum L.), kncnuna oobikHOBeHHast (Oxalis acetosella
L.), mommapennuk msrkuit (Galium mollugo L.), 3emnsaanka necuas (Fragaria
vesca L.), Beiinuk tpoctaukoBuAHbIH (Calamagrostis arundinacea (L.) Roth).

Haunbornbiiee KOIM4YeCcTBO 37I0POBBIX U OCIIA0IEHHBIX IEPEBBEB COCPEOTOUE-
HO B [ICHTPAJIBHBIX CTYTEHSX TONMIUHBI (PUCYHOK 3). 11 COCHBI CKpYUeHHOH psizt
pacrpeiesieHus pacTyIiux JiepeBbes (¢ 1 mo 4 kareropuu cocTosiaust) Mo hopme
TIPUOIIKAETCsl K HOPMAJIBHOMY PacIipe/IeIeHHIO, a JUTsl COCHBI OOBIKHOBEHHOW —
uMeeT OMMOAAIBbHYIO CTPYKTYpY (1o 20 mt. Ha | ra comepKar CTyImeHH TOJIIIIH-
HBI 12 11 24 cm). OTrazg aepeBbeB B KYABTYPax COCHBI IPOMCXOIUT TIO0 HU30BOMY
THITy. B psine pacnpezenenust CTBOJIOB MO CTYTICHSIM TONIIMHBI M KaTErOpHsiM ca-
HHUTApPHOT'O COCTOSIHHSI OCHOBHOE KOJTMYECTBO CHUIILHO OCJIA0JIEHHBIX, YCHIXAIOIINX
1 TTOTHUOIINX JIEPEBBEB HAXOMUTCS B CTYTIEHAX OT 8 10 16 cM. CpernHeB3BeneHHast
KaTeropusi CAHUTAPHOTO COCTOSTHUSI JIsl COCHBI CKPYYEHHO# cocTaBmia 2,6 (CHilb-
HO ocJta0JIeHHast), a VTSl COCHbI OOBIKHOBEHHOM — 2,1 (ocmabneHHas).
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Puc. 3. Pacnipenenenue 1o CTyneHsAM TONIIMHBL U KATETOPUSAM CAHUTAPHOTO
COCTOSTHUS IEPEBBEB COCHBI CKPYYEHHOH (a) M COCHBI OOBIKHOBEHHOI (b)
Fig. 3. Distribution by thickness class and health category of twisted pine (a) and Scots pine (b) trees
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OneHuTh pa3auyus B pa3Mepax JepeBbEeB COCHBI CKPYUYEHHOW M COCHBI
OOBIKHOBEHHOW MOXHO ITyTEM COIIOCTaBJICHHS KPUBBIX BBICOT. Pe3ynbrarsl
OILICHKH MapaMeTPOB M TOYHOCTH YPAaBHEHHS 3aBUCHMOCTH BBICOTHI OT JHa-
MeTpa JepeBbeB Ha Bbicote 1,3 M mpexacrasieHsl B Tabnune 2. [loixyueHHble
ypaBHEHHS 00J1a1al0T BBICOKOM 0000IIAOMNICH CITOCOOHOCTHIO H OOBSICHSIOT
oxoito 90% nucnepcun BeICcOT. [locTpOeHHBIE 1O ypaBHEHHUSIM KPHUBBIE BBICOT
JUISL COCHBI CKPYYEHHO M COCHBI OOBIKHOBEHHOM ITOKa3aHbI Ha pucyHke 4. [Ipn
OJIMHAKOBBIX 3HAYCHUSIX JUaMETpa JepeBa UHTPOAYLIUPOBAHHBIN BUJI YCTYIIACT
110 BBICOTE abopureHHoMy. Hapumep, mpu quametpe 12 cM pa3HHUIa B BBICOTaxX
MEKITy COCHOM OOBIKHOBEHHOM M CKpy4eHHOH coctapiser 0,47 M, pu 1uame-
tpe 20 cm — 0,87 M, a ipu nuamerpe 28 cm — 1,19 m.

Tabruya 2.
OneHka NapaMeTpoB H TOYHOCTH YPABHEHHS 3aBUCHMOCTHU BbICOTHI OT AMaMeTpa
Ha BbIcoTe 1,3 M nepeBbeB (k2 — BbIcoTa, M; dbh — nuametp Ha BbicoTe 1,3 M, cM)
Table 2. Estimation of the parameters and accuracy of the equation relating tree height to
diameter at a height of 1.3 m (4 — height, m; dbh — diameter at a height of 1.3 m, cm)

[TapameTrpbl ypaBHEHUS
dbh \’ M
h=13+ ( ) eTPUKM KAauecTBa
Brn b, + b, dbh
b, b, RMSE | MAPE R’
CocHa CKpy4eHHas 1,781 0,161 1,714 10,3 0,87
CocHa 0OBIKHOBCHHAS 1,775 0,155 1,347 7,8 0,91

Pe3yrbrarhl OLEHKH TapaMeTPOB M TOYHOCTH YPaBHEHHH POCTa JIEPEBLEB CO-
CHBI CKPYyYEHHOU B BBICOTY M B TOJIIMHY MpecTaBieHbl B Tabmuie 3. JluHamu-
9eCKasi MOJIENb POCTa B BBICOTY 00bsicHsieT okoio 60% mucniepeun (R’ = 0,605), a
MOJIEeJIb pOCTa B TOMIIUHY — 0kosto 90% mucrepcuu (R? = 0,937). Cpesist ommo6-
Ka nporuo3uposanus (MAPE) BeicoT cocTaBisieT +16,3%, nuamerpos —+11,6%.
PocTtoBbie KpUBBIE JUIsI BBICOT M THAMETPOB OT/ICIbHBIX JI€PEBbEB COCHBI CKPY-
YEHHOU MoKa3aHbl Ha pucyHke 5. KpuBbie audhepeHInpoBaHbl M0 3HAYCHHUIO
MIPOTHO3UPYEMOT0 TAKCAIIMOHHOTO ITOKa3aTes B 6a30BoM Bozpacte 35 et (1e-
pemenHas A, B ypaBHeHUsX). JluHaMUYECKHE yPaBHEHHUS MOTYT HCIIOJIb30BATh-
Csl JUTs1 OLICHKH YCTICITHOCTH POCTa PACTEHUI COCHBI CKPYUSHHOM Ha HAYaJIbHBIX
9Tanax | JJIsi IPOTHO3UPOBAHMS X ITOTEHINANA B Oy/TyIIeM.

B necopacTuTeNbHBIX YCIOBUSIX CEBEPO-BOCTOUHOI yacTu [1oAMOCKOBBs Ha
JICPHOBOCPEIHEIIOI30JMCTIX CYNITMHUCTBIX MMOYBAX 0€3 JIECOXO3IHCTBEHHbBIX
YXOJIOB COCHA CKpYYEHHas! YCTyIaeT B pOCTe COCHE 0ObIKHOBEHHOH. C MOMEHTa
MPOBE/ICHUS MOCIEAHEro oocaeroBanus Kyusryp B 2007 romy [9] ata TeHaeH-
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st coxpanuiiack. [loxoxue pe3yabrarsl ObLIH MOJyYEeHbI IPH CPABHEHUH PO-
CTa PA3NUYHBIX MPOUCXOKICHUNA COCHBI CKPYUYEHHOI 1 COCHBI OOBIKHOBEHHON
B Kaprammesckom necamuectse JIeHnHTpaackoii obmactu [2].

a b
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Puc. 4. 3aBucuUMOCTB BBICOT OT AUAMETPOB CTBOJIOB COCHBI CKPYUEHHOI (a)
U COCHBI OOBIKHOBEHHOI (b)
Fig. 4. Relationship between height and trunk diameter for twisted pine (a) and Scots pine (b)

Tabnuya 3.
OueHka napamMeTpoB ¥ TOUHOCTH YPABHEHMI POCTa /IepeBbEB COCHBI CKPYYeHHOi
Table 3. Estimation of Parameters and Accuracy of Growth Equations for Twisted Pine Trees

[TapameTpsl ypaBHeHUs
3aBucnMasi mepeMeHHast pC.J . (I?)ies}zlle)wski Merpuiu kadectsa
b, c RMSE | MAPE | R’
Beicora, M 63,229 -0,551 4,133 16,3 | 0,605
Juamerp, cMm 144,021 -1,178 2,591 11,6 | 0,937

[IpoTruBoONONOXKHBIE TaHHBIE OBUTM MONTYyUYeHbI B CTOPOIKEBCKOM JIECHHYE-
ctBe pecryomuku Komu [6], B Bumnmumkom necandgecTse pecnyonuku Kapemnn
[15], B Mcakoropckom necHrIecTBE ApXaHTenbcKoi oomactu [17]. B ceBepHBIX
pernoHax eBponernckoil yactu Poccuu cocHa ckpydeHHas o oKa3aressiM po-
CTa 3HAYNTEIFHO MPEBOCXOAUT COCHY OOBIKHOBEHHYIO.

TakuMm 00pa3oM, B YCIIOBHSIX, SIBIISIOMINXCS THITHIHBIMH [T BRIPATIIABAHHS
€JIOBBIX JPEBOCTOEB B 30HE XBOWHO-IIMPOKOIMCTBEHHBIX JIECOB, COCHA CKPY-
YCHHas B LECJIOM JEMOHCTPUPYET XOPOIIUEC yCTOﬁ‘IHBOCTB " IMMPOAYKTUBHOCTD,
HE3HAUYUTEIHHO yCTymas aboOpureHHOMY BUIY — COCHE 0OBIKHOBEeHHOH. Hera-
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THUBHO Ha POCTC U BBDKUBACMOCTH COCHBI Cpr'-IeHHOﬁ CKa3bIBACTCAd YTHETCHUEC
CO CTOPOHBI OEpe3hI.

a b
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Puc. 5. Poct iepeBbeB COCHBI CKPYUEHHOIL: a) B BEICOTY
(H35 — BrIcoTa B 6a30BOM Bo3pacTte 35 ner) u b) B Tonmmuny (D35 — nnameTp cTBONa
6e3 Kophl B 6a30BOM Bo3pacte 35)
Fig. 5. Growth of contorted pine trees: a) in height (H35 — height at a reference age of 35 years)
and b) in diameter (D35 — bark-free trunk diameter at a reference age of 35 years)

IIpoBenenHoe nccaenoBaHNe MOKA3hIBAET, UTO COCHY CKPYUEHHYIO MOXKHO
PEKOMEHIOBATh IS BEIPAIIMBAHMS Ha JIECHBIX TUTAaHTAUsIX MoCKOBCKOH 00a-
CTH JUTS TTONyYCHHS 0AIaHCOBOW IPEBECHUHBI, HO TIPH STOM Ba)KHO MTPOBOIHTH
CBOEBPEMEHHBIE JIECOXO3SIMCTBEHHBIE YXO/IbI JJIsl PETYITMPOBAHUSI TOPOTHOTO
COCTaBa JIPEBOCTOEB, YIYUIICHHUS CAHUTAPHOTO COCTOSIHUS M CO3/IaHUs Oyaro-
MIPUATHBIX YCIIOBHH IS POCTA.

3aki0ueHue

[IpoBeaeHHOE HCCIETOBAaHNE ITOKA3AJI0, YTO COCHA CKPyUeHHAs! K OMOIIOTHYe-
CKOMY BO3pacTy 37 JIeT UMEEeT CPEeHIOI0 BhICOTY 15,5 M M 3amac ApeBecuHbI 95
Mm?/ra. 1o CKOPOCTH POCTa OHA YCTYMAeT COCHE OOBIKHOBEHHOM. OTIaj B Kyllb-
Typax MPOMCXOANT 110 HU30BOMY THITY, @ HAUOOJIbIIIEe KOJIMIECTBO 3I0POBBIX U
ocTa0IIeHHBIX JIEPEBHEB COCPEIOTOUCHO B IIEHTPATBHBIX CTYIICHSX TONIIIHEL.
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CpenHeB3BeIlIeHHAs! KaTeropysi CAHUTAPHOTO COCTOSIHUSI COCHBI CKPYUSHHOM Xa-
paKTepU3yeT ee Kak CHIbHO ocnabinenHyro. HecMoTps Ha IIIOJOHOLICHHE Jie-
PEBBEB, €CTECTBEHHOE BO30OHOBIICHHE COCHBI CKPYYEHHOI oTcyTCTBYeT. COCHY
CKPYYEHHYIO MOYKHO PEKOMEH/I0BATh JIJIs BRIPAILIMBAHMS Ha JIECHBIX IIAHTAIMSIX
MoOCKOBCKO#1 0071aCTH C LIEJIBIO TIOyYeHHs 0aIaHCOBOI IpeBecrHbI. /15 perymnu-
POBaHHS TOPOIHOTO COCTABA HACAKICHHUI, YIyUILICHHS CAHUTAPHOTO COCTOSHUS
1 CO3/aHMs OJIaroNpuUsTHBIX YCIOBHH JUISL pOCTa IEJIeBON JPEBECHOM TTOPOJIBI
Ba>XHO IMPOBOJUTH CBOCBPEMECHHBIC JIECOXO3SIICTBCHHBIC YXOIbI.

HNudopmanus o KOHPJIUKTE HHTEPECOB. ABTOPHI 3asBIIOT 00 OTCYT-
CTBHU KOH()IIUKTA MHTEPECOB.
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