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Coenopulation of Juniperus sabina in Central Kazakhstan

The article presents the research and study of the peculiarities of morphological structure of vegetative organs
of Cossack juniper (Juniperus sabina) growing in Karaganda (Karkarala and Zhanaarka districts) and Ulytau
(Ulytau district) regions). Bioecological features of cenopopulations were studied based on thefdensity,of in-
dividuals in the population, the ratio of life states and age states. According to the age structuregall juniper
populations were defined as middle-aged, stable and full-members. The majority of individuals,in the
cenopopulations are categorized as healthy. The state of Juniper sabina gene pool is relatively satisfactory,
but the increased proportion of senile individuals, especially in Zhanaarka district, requires measures to pre-
serve juniper populations.
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Introduction

Juniperus sabina L. (Cupressaceae family) is the typical species of the subgenus Sabina. The life form
is usually a creeping, occasionally an erect tree, even more garely and a small gnarled multi-stemmed tree.
Leaves are of two types, needle-shaped (6-10 x 0.5-1¢émm) and scaly (1-2.5 x 0.6-1 mm); needle-shaped on
seedlings and young plants up to 10 years old, on adult plants they are usually absent altogether. The leaves
almost do not change color in winter. Cones are4-8 mm in diameter, slightly less in length, with 1-4 seeds,
most often 2 [1-3].

In the central, continental sector, the range of ecotopes occupied by J. Sabina is no less diverse. These
are the flat steppes in northem Kazakhstan, mountain forest-steppes from the Kuznetsk Alatau in the
Kuzbass to the Northern Tien Shan and from Elbrus in Iran to the mountains bordering the Alashan Desert in
Central China, the southern slopes ofsthe, mountains in the forest belt of many mountain systems and even
semi-deserts in the Gobi Altai. To the cast; it is known in the region of the Kazakh Small Hills, where it
grows on granite hills, sometimes overgrown with pine, and less often on clay cliffs along river
banks [4-15].

The aim of our study Avasto examine populations and make a comparative analysis of the morphologi-
cal features of J. Sabina in three places (Karkaraly, Zhanaarka districts, Karaganda region, and Ulytau dis-
trict, Ulytau region(Central Kazakhstan).

Experimental

To_study the distribution and compile a summary of the species of the genus Juniperus in Kazakhstan,
herbatium collections for the period from 1993 to 2023 were analyzed. The materials of the herbarium fund
of the\Institute of Botany and Phytointroduction (AA) (Almaty, Kazakhstan) were studied — 107 herbarium
sheets (Tab. 1). Since among the analyzed material there were repetitions of herbarium sheets of juniper spe-
cies in certain geographical collection points, for this summary those herbarium materials that were collected
and identified earlier were taken into account.

In three main areas of distribution of J.sabina in the region: the mountainous part of Karkaraly,
Zhanaarka and Ulytau. All plots were studied in 2021-2024. The sizes of the experimental plots ranged from
0.10 to 0.25 ha, with the number of individuals from 120 to 358.

The density of cenopopulations, the composition of life forms, the age and sex structure, and the vital
state were assessed [16-21]. When assessing the vital state, plants in the population were distributed into the
following categories [2]: healthy, weakened, much weakened, dying, and deadwood.

When studying the age structure, in order to reduce the subjectivity of the assessments, individuals were
distributed by age periods, without identifying age states [6]. According to N.V. Salakhov [19] (with our
modifications), plants of the juvenile period included sprouts and individuals that had formed lateral shoots
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of the II-1III order; plants with shoots of the IV-VI orders were classified as virginal; fruit-bearing individu-
als with shoots of the VII-VIII orders and higher were classified as generative; and dying large-sized plants

with a proportion of dead shoots of more than 50 % were classified as senile.

The age of the coenopopulation was determined as the sum of the products of the number of each age
group by the corresponding coefficient (for the juvenile period — 0.018, virginal — 0.0833, generative —
0.5, senile — 0.9313), divided by the total number of the coenopopulation [ 16].

Results and discussion

The density of the coenopopulations of J.sabina in the studied area varied from 23 to 91 pcs./ha. For the
Zhanaarka district, this average number was 23-62 pcs/ha, for the Ulytau district — 37-65 pces/ha, for the
Karkaralinsk mountains — 24-98 pcs/ha (Tab. 1).

Table 1
Characteristics of coenopopulations of Juniperus sabina
. .. Composition of the .
Cenopopulation District forest stand Forest type Density, pcs/ha
Baktinskaya Karkaraly district 2C3B Geranium-cereal 24
Karkaralinskaya Karkaraly district 1C9B Potentilla-forb 98
Kuvskaya Karkaraly district 2C7B2T Juniper-herb 46
Kentskaya Karkaraly district 9C1B2edV Forest-sieppe 91
juniper-mixed
Ortauskaya Zhanaarka district 1C3B3V Herb-licorice 23
Aktauskaya Zhanaarka district 2B2V Junipes-herb 39
Kosmurynskaya Zhanaarka district 2C3V Juniper-shrub 62
Maitobenskaya Ulytau district 362V Juniper-herb 65
Ulytauskaya Ulytau district 2C5B2V Potentilla-forb 37

The highest density of juniper populations was noted for Karkarala district, the lowest for Zhanaarka
district. The obtained data can be explained by the difference in climatic conditions. Thus, mountainous are-
as of Karkarala and Ulytau districts are charagterized by more mesophytic conditions and are more favorable
for the growth of this species. In Zhanaarka district more arid conditions are formed, which reduces the den-
sity of growth.

Juvenile and generative individuals were clearly distinguished in the population. Moreover, there were
quite a lot of young plants. On average, there were 63.5 juvenile individuals on a trial area of 1,600 m®.
Based on our data, the coenotic population of juniper in mixed forest conditions consists of individuals of
juvenile and generative agesperiodsy Of the juveniles, immature age individuals predominate. Sprouts and
juveniles are slightly inferior in quantity. Generative ones are represented by female and male middle-aged
individuals. The death of individuals is observed in single specimens. Ontogenetic development can last up
to 300 years. Age states.of Cossack juniper in forest communities, where it is represented by a tree form,
were distinguished according to the method proposed by A A. Uranov with additions [22-24].

During the population inventory, 4 groups of junipers of different ages were taken into account: juve-
nile individuals (of reot-suckering origin), virginal (large individuals, but not having reached the generative
period), generative; senile (Tab. 2).

Table 2
Age structure of coenopopulations of Juniperus sabina
. Frequency of plants by age periods, %
Location Juvenile | Virginal Generative | Senile

Karkaraly district

Baktinskaya 0 27.7 70.6 1.7
Karkaralinskaya 1.2 22.3 72.4 4.1

Kuvskaya 0 21.5 77.3 1.2
Kentskaya 4.2 20.4 73.0 2.4
Zhanaarka district

Ortauskaya [2.1 [11.6 [63.9 [22.4
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Continuation of Table 2

. Frequency of plants by age periods, %

Location Juvenile Virginal Generative Senile
Aktauskaya 1.7 11.8 62.9 23.6
Kosmurynskaya 2.3 12.1 63.8 21.8
Ulytau district
Maitobenskaya 0.2 11.3 64.8 23.7
Ulytauskaya 0.4 11.2 64.2 242

The obtained data show that the quantitative composition of junipers in the areas is not the same. Thus,
the largest number of specimens is noted for the Karkaraly district. In second place is the Ulytau district
(Ulytau region), the smallest number of individuals is in the Zhanaarka district.

It is worth noting that the low number of juniper individuals in the Zhanaarka district'isdu¢ toyits, small
size. The size of the Karkaraly district, as the largest, explains the largest number of specimens of the studied
species.

All populations are characterized as middle-aged stable with predominance of generative individuals
and high proportion of virginil plants. However, in Zhanaarka and Ulytau districts'the“share of senile plants
is high.

The distribution of generative age individuals in the coenopopulations™of, Juniperuscossackii by vital
state is shown in Table 3. Healthy individuals predominate in all coenopopulations (50.8—70.7 %). The dis-
persion analysis as a whole indicates the absence of reliable differences in the vital state of juniper between
the Karkaraly, Zhanaarka and Ulytau regions. So, all coenopopulations ‘are characterized as “healthy”, and
only Kuvskaya and Aktauskaya are defined as “weakened™: the proportion of dead wood is increased here
(about 3.6 %), and the total number of weakened, very weakened,and dying plants reaches 23 %.

Table 3
The vital state of the coenopopulations of the Juniper sabina
Location Life categories of individuals, % RVC
he | we | viwe | dy | d/iw

Karkaraly district
Baktinskaya 63.6 36.4 0.2 0.1 0.8 87.6
Karkaralingkaya 68.5 27.8 43 0 0 89.1
Kuvskaya 67.9 24 .4 6.4 0.4 0.9 87.6
Kentskaya 70.7 24.5 4.9 0 0 88.9
Zhanaarka district
Ortauskaya 58.8 33.1 8.1 0 0 85.2
Aktauskaya 50.8 36.4 5.6 3.6 3.6 78.7
Kosmurynskaya 56.0 36.0 6.0 2.0 0 83.7
Ulytau district
Maitobenskaya 62.3 28.6 7.1 0 2.0 85.4
Ulytauskaya 57.0 33.5 6.7 14 14 83.3
*Note. He — healthy, we'-— weakened, v/we— very weakened, dy — dying, d/w — dead wood, RVS — relative vital state

According to the assessment of the condition of the Cossack juniper, a fairly good vital condition of the
studied ‘coenopopulations may indicate a certain resistance of the Cossack juniper to existence in the
Karkaraly and Ulytau districts. Upon entering the generative period, young plants pass into the life form of a
small shrub, with a height of 2.3 to 8.7 m. The highest generative plants were found in the Karkaraly district.
The height of the trunk of these plants increased to 47-51 cm, the diameter to 2.1.5-9.5 cm. The height of
adult generative plants is described at a level of 4.1-4.55 m, the crown diameter from 4 to 6.9 m. The largest
adult generative plants grow in the Karkaraly district, the smallest — in the Zhanaarka and Ulytau districts
(Ulytau region). There is a direct relationship between the size of the crown and the age of the plants, that is,
as the junipers mature, their height, crown diameter, height and diameter of the trunk increase.

The following parameters were measured on all individuals: bush height and crown diameter, shoot
height and diameter, life form, trunk shape, method of renewal and general condition.
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The results showed that all virginal juniper individuals in all growing points have a life form of a bush
ranging in size from 1.65 to 1.85 m. The crown diameter ranged from 87 to 115 cm. The maximum sizes of
young virginal individuals were noted in the Karkaraly district, the minimum — for areas of the Zhanaarka
district and the Ulytau district (Ulytau region). The trunk height was 9.5-51 c¢m, with the largest trunks rec-
orded for the Karkaraly district (Tab. 4).

Table 4
Indicators of individuals of the coenopopulations of the Juniper sabina
Cenopopulation Individual indicators, %
Shoot Life form by the shape of the trunk
. Crown g | g = = = 5
Iil)‘:sgllll’ tlflf diameter, ;“ ‘é = % é % g g g s g
e | B|ES E | 55| E| 2 [« 22
2|5 £ = &) @ >
Karkaraly district
Baktinskaya 3.7 87.0 47121 | 982 1.8 - 2.6 | 398|435 14.1 -
Karkaralingkaya 7.6 97.4 491 45| 9838 1.2 - - 545 | 273 18.2 -
Kuvskaya 4.1 84.0 48 1 3.1 | 94.0 3.0 1 0. lm51.9 19.2 279 -
Kentskaya 8.7 115 51195 995 0.5 - - 5612 | 26.7 17.1 -
Zhanaarka district
Ortauskaya 1.85 55.0 36 | 0.8 [ 975 2.5 - - 450 | 350 20.0 -
Aktauskaya 1.6 49.1 321 06| 96.2 3.8 - - 36.5 | 39.1 24.4 -
Kosmurynskaya 2.3 71.2 38| 14| 98.8 1.2 - 09 | 422 | 354 20.6 0.9
Ulytau district
Maitobenskaya 4.55 89.9 491 3.6 100 - - - 54.5 273 18.2 -
Ulytauskaya 3.5 76.9 39 | 3.1 100 - - - 53.4 258 19.8 -

The bark on the trunks is usually reddish-brown, old shoots are reddish-brown, with a gray coating,
branching is up to the 6th order. Young shoots are often light brown with a grayish coating or greenish-
brown with a gray coating.

When examining natural population$;ne diseases or pests of the Cossack juniper were found.

The degree of plant renewal vamédidepending on the location of growth. Thus, juvenile plants of seed
origin were found in all areasyas well as those formed from root shoots. Self-seeding can be produced by
both adult generative individuals and young generative ones, while root shoots are formed only from adult
generative plants.

The observed difference in the onset and duration of the main phases of juniper vegetation in the arcas
was not significant —from‘1 to 3-4 days. The difference is explained by different geographical growing
conditions. Thus, the Karkaraly district is located next to each other on the Karkaraly ridge, which character-
izes the simultaneous passage of the main phases of vegetation. The sites of Zhanaarkinsky district and
Ulytau district (Ulytau region) are located in other conditions, differing in temperature conditions, moisture,
soil, which, leads to differences in phenology.

Conclusion

Thefollewing conclusions can be drawn from the survey results:

1) The surveyed populations of Cossack juniper are dominated by the low shrub life form. Single-trunk
plants are most common, multi-trunk plants are less common. The rarest forms are double-trunk trees. In
general, in the Karkaraly district areas, adult generative individuals reach a much larger habitus than in the
Zhanaarka and Ulytau districts.

2) The ratio of age groups was determined, which made it possible to establish that the juniper popula-
tions were categorized as middle-aged stable.

3) The ratio of individuals in different life states was determined, which made it possible to establish
the predominance of healthy individuals.
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I1.Y. A6mukapumona, A. Kanun, b.b. Jlocanosa, M.M. Cunantbesa, /| K. Keiznaposa

OpTtansik Kazakcranaarsl Juniperus sabina ueHononyJisiqusicbl

Maxanaga Kaparanael (Kapkapansl kone JKaHaapka ayjJaHjapbl) >koHe YIbITay (YJbITay ayjaHbl)
OOIBICTAPBIHBIH, ayMarbIHAa ©OCEeTIH KazaK apIiachiHbIH (Juniperus sabing) BereTaTwBTI MyTIETIEPIHIH
MOPOONOTHSIIBIK ~ KYPBUIBIMBIHBIH ~ €DEKITIENKTEpiH  TeKcepy  JKoHEe  3epriey  YCHIHBUIFaH.
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TTeHOTOY IIIUSTIapIbIH GHOSKONIOTHSITHIK, CHITATTaMaTaphl Oy SISIAFE! JapakTap IblH THIFBI3IBIER MEH
OMIPITICH/IIT YKOHE JKac epeKIeNiK KyMi apakaThIHachl HeriziHfe 3epTTenl. JKac epexmeniri KyphUIbIMBI
GolbIHITIA GapibIK apiia IOMYISIIaphl OpTa *KacTarbl, TYPAKTHI KoHe TOMBIK MYITIENTi GOJIBIT aHbIKTATIbL
Tenomony sstIapJarbl  JapakTapAblH KOINIIIrT Ta3a Jel KIKTenmi. Juniper sabina TEKTIK KOPBHIHBIH
Kar Iaifibl CATBICTHIPMATEI TYp/le KaHaraTTaHapIIbIK, JeTeHMEH Kapi JapakTapIbIH YiIec calMaFbIHbIH apTybl,
acipece JKanaapka ay JaHBIH/IA apITia ITOIYJSIISCHIH caKTay IapalaphlH Tajall eTell.

Kinm ce30ep: Kazak apriachl, MOPQOIOT T, TICHOTIOYIISITTHS, TIPIIUTIK (popMachl, ’KacTHIK, KYPaMbl.

I1.Y. A6mukapumona, A. Kanun, b.b. Jlocanosa, M.M. Cunantbesa, /| K. Keiznaposa

Henononyasiuuu Juniperus sabina B llentpansHom Ka3zaxcrane

B craThe mpencTaBieHo uccie[0BaHue U U3yUeHHe 0COOEHHOCTEH MOP(HOIIOTHUECKOTO CTPOESHHUS BEreTATHB-
HBIX OPraHoB MOKeBeIbHUKa Kasarkoro (Juniperus sabina), IIpoU3pacTaloOIHETO HA TEppUTOpUM KaparaH-
JuHCcKoU (KapkaparmiHckuit U JKaHaapkUHCKMIT palioHBI) U YIBITAYCKOH ( YIIBITAyCKUI paifoH ), 00IACTSX.
W3yueHBI GHOIKOIOTHYECKHE 0COOEHHOCTH IIEHOTIOIY SN Ha OCHOBAHUH ITIOTHOCTH 0CO0EH B TIOTLyJISIITHM,
COOTHOINICHUS KU3HEHHBIX W BO3PACTHBIX COCTOSHMMA. 1o BO3pacTHOM CTPYKType Bee MOUYIIMU MOMOKE-
BeNIbHUKA OIIPE/IENICHB, KaK CPeHEBO3PACTHBIE, YCTOMUMBBIE U IIOJMHOWIEHHBIE. BONBIMHCTBOOCO0E! B 1ie-
HOIIOITYJISIIMSIX OTHECEHBI K KaTeropud 370poBbIx. CocrosHue reHodonma Juniper, sabind OTHOCUTEIHHO
VJIOBIIETBOPUTENHHOE, O/IHAKO TIOBBIIICHHAS JIOJS CEHIIBHBIX 0co0eil, ocoGeHHo B JKaHaapkuHCKOM paiioHe,
TpeCyeT IIPOBEEHUS MEPOTIPUSITHE 110 COXPAHEHUIO OIS MOMOKEBEbHUKE!

Kmiouesvie cnosa: Juniperus sabina, MOPQOIOTHS, TICHOTIOY ISV, *KU3HEHHAS (QOPMa, BO3PaCTHOU COCTaB.
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