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Functioning of steppe landscapes in the autumn season
by the example of the Karadag Nature Reserve

The results of the functioning of low-mountain sub-Mediterranean steppe landscapes in the autumn period
(from 2014 to 2019) are obtained on the example of the Karadag Nature Reserve. The results of the processes
of “development”, “destruction” of both prerequisites and results of landscape functioning and “accumula-
tion” of prerequisites for landscape development, as well as mixed categories in the autumn season are distin-
guished. Relatively alternating with each other, in the autumn season, the process of accumulation of prereq-
uisites (in 2015, 2016, and 2019) and the process of development (in 2014 and 2017, respectively) have min-
imum values. In 2018, the processes of accumulation and development are at the.same level, and each ac-
count for 2.6 % of the total number of the processes observations, which occurred in the steppe landscapes
this year. The autumn season is absolutely dominated by the process of destruction of prerequisites and re-
sults of functioning in landscapes. This process varies from 93.9 % in 2014 to 98.8 %in 2016.

Keywords: functioning of steppe landscapes, types of states, weather types, meteorological parameters, au-
tumn season, Karadag Nature Reserve, Crimean Peninsula.

Introduction

Landscape dynamics are inextricably linked to its functioning and are seen as a sequence or more com-
plex structure of landscape transition from one state to another. Changes of states and maintenance of land-
scape in one state are provided by different functional processes [1]. Therefore, the study of the dynamics of
any landscape system is based precisely on'the study of functional processes which take place in them.

The processes that manifest themselves in the landscape and the study of its dynamics, are characterized
by a rhythmic manifestation. They can be active at relatively equal intervals of time and lead to changes in
the state of individual components of the landscape throughout the year [2].

Our article deals with intraday states of landscapes associated with measurements of system parameters
every hour. Intraday dynamic is-determined by such external environmental factors, which are caused by the
influence of the sun, and have a rapid change (within a few minutes), as they differ only in parameters asso-
ciated with the transformation of solar energy [1].

The stable sequence of changing landscape states is defined as the temporal structure of the landscape [3].
In many studies, as in-ours, landscape dynamics is studied precisely through the change of its states [4—9].

In the study of landscape dynamics, stationary studies are of great importance. For exam-
ple, Beruchashvili N:L. has developed a functional model of the landscape at the Martkop stationary on the
basis of the substance and energy flows in the landscape system [7]. The Roztocze landscapes also quantify
indicators of substance and energy flows by determining the main parameters of radiation, water, and heat
balances [10]. Geochemical and geophysical features of landscapes are studied at the Chernogorsk station, in
their strategies, synergetic and spatial, and temporal organization, as well as regime landscape-monitoring
observations (meteorological, hydrological and phenological) [11-13]. Krauklis A.A. had been carrying out
studies in the Priangar taiga facies since 1963. He conducted long-term observations of the natural regimes
of typical southern taiga facies in the Chunoyarsk station. He paid special attention to the study of seasonal
cycles and regeneration-age dynamics of dark taiga [14—16].

Also phenological research methods are now actively used as an approach to the study of landscape dy-
namics. In central Russia, phenological data is collected by the Moscow branch of the Russian Geographical
Society (RGS). In the northwestern region, this has been carried out for a long time by the staff of the Botan-
ical Institute of the Russian Academy of Sciences. In the Far East, long-term phenological monitoring is
conducted at the Orotuk stationary of the IBPS FEB RAS (Kolyma River headwater). In addition, phenologi-
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cal studies are carried out in the phenological section of the Sverdlovsk Branch of the Russian Geographical
Society at the Ural Pedagogical University by a group of students and followers of Batmanov V.A.: Yant-
ser O.V., Terentyeva E.Yu., Skok N.V., and others [17].

At present, the study of years-long states of landscapes that characterize their functioning remains as an
urgent task. Knowledge of the mechanisms of interaction between landscapes and their environmental condi-
tions makes it possible to solve problems of predicting their dynamic patterns and trends [18].

The methodology, taken as the basis of our study of the landscape dynamics’ states, was developed by
Mamay LI. [4] when studying the functioning of landscapes at the Lesunovo landscape stationary [19-22].

Experimental

The approach used in this paper is the landscape functional assessment approach according to. the meth-
odology [4]. Based on the completeness of the primary data for assessing the dynamics of landscape states, a
specific approach to the assessment was chosen:

1) The rank of the territorial complex is selected: at the facies, natural landmark (tract) or landscape
level;

2) The rank of periodic states observations of the territorial complex is selected:intraday, diurnal, intra-
seasonal, seasonal, intra-annual, and multi-annual states.

In this work, the functioning of the natural system is given at the landscape'level. Intraday meteorologi-
cal indicators of the Karadag station of baseline environmental monitoring (fixing meteorological data every
hour), as well as materials of the “Annals of Nature” [23—28], where indicators were applied for some of the
diagnostic attributes of landscape functioning, were used as source data:

The diagnostic signs for assessing the functioning of steppe landscapes in the autumn season are those
processes, which manifest themselves within steppe landscapes and which can be assessed over the time pe-
riod. For over 6 years (2014-2019) we assessed the following diagnostic attributes, which are proposed in
the methodology [4]. The diagnostic signs include:

— Heat transfer;

— Moisture transfer;

— Wind speed;

— Precipitation;

— Phytomass growth, vegetation;

— Increase of moisture in soil;

— Freezing and thawing of soil;

— Surface sediments transfer;

— Change of soils of one type by another while preserving the type of soil formation;

— The emergence of new morphological parts of the landscape or the disappearance of old ones;

— State of vegetation, phenology;

— Soil formation;

— Evaporation and transpiration;

— Surface runoff;

— Change of ground water level.

Each of these diagnostic signs refers to a particular category of functioning results, which influence the
development of steppe landscapes as a whole. The results of landscape functioning include “development”,
“accumulation’ of prerequisites and “destruction” of prerequisites and results of landscape functioning.

A certain type of weather conditions establishes the result of steppe landscape functioning: develop-
ment, accumulation and destruction of different degrees of intensity (weak, medium, strong). In one type of
weather conditions all named results or only some of them can be realized simultaneously. When assessing
each process, among the results of the functioning of landscapes are defined:

— Strong development (3 scores);

— Medium development (2 scores);

— Weak development (1 score);

— Strong accumulation (3 scores);

— Medium accumulation (2 scores);

— Weak accumulation (1 score);

— Stabilization (0 score);
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— Weak destruction (1 score);

— Medium destruction (2 scores);

— Strong destruction (3 scores).

Scores can reflect both positive “+” and negative “—", as well as the contribution of each diagnostic
signs to the overall result of landscape functioning. Correspondingly, scores with a “+”” and “—” signs reflect
the strengthening or weakening of these functional signs in the landscape.

The autumn season is characterized by different categories of results of steppe landscape functioning
with different degrees of intensity of their manifestation. The final results of steppe landscape functioning in
the autumn season include development, destruction of both prerequisites and results of steppe landscape
functioning, and accumulation of prerequisites for landscape development, as well as mixed categories.

Study Area

The Karadag Nature Reserve is located on the shore of the Black Sea, between the Otuzka River valley
and the Koktebel hollow. The climate of this area is characterized as hot, arid, with mild winters; and the ar-
ea is classified as the south-eastern climatic region of Crimea. In general, the territory ‘of the reserve is insuf-
ficiently wetted. 87 % of annual precipitation evaporates and only 13 % (53 mm) forms surface runoff [29].

(T3]

Results

The duration of the autumn season in 2014-2019 varies greatly from 60:to 108.days. Autumn occurs
between 24 September (2014) and 23 October (2018). The end of autumn is.marked between 13 December
(2016) and 13 January (2017). The longest autumn was recorded in 2017 with 108 days, while the shortest
autumn season was in 2016 with 60 days.

In the autumn period of 2019, it was impossible to assess the situation under which the functioning of
steppe landscapes took place. As for technical reasons there were difficulties in obtaining meteorological
data from the Karadag station of baseline environmental monitoring in the period from 13 November to 27
November (on these days there is no data on the amount of precipitation, so it was not possible to identify
weather types. Therefore, this period was not taken for the functioning assessment).

The autumn season from 2014 to 2019 is characterized by 48 types of weather in the study area. In
2014, 35 types occur, in 2015 — 27 types, in 2016 — 34 types, in 2017 and 2018 — 30 types, and in 2019
26 types were identified (given the lack of weather data for some period of the autumn season in 2019).
Some weather types recur during each year and some occur only in certain years of the studied time period.

One of the results of the steppe landscapes functioning in autumn is the landscape “development” pro-
cess. This was observed throughout the-entire six-year time period. A weak development process was present
in all the listed years, however, also in the period from 2014 to 2017, weather types were noted in which the
development process was classified as.a medium category, and strong development was noted in all years
except 2015.

During the autumn period, based on methodology [4], such diagnostic signs as surface sediments trans-
fer, change of soils of one typé by another while preserving the type of soil formation, the emergence of new
morphological parts of the landscape or the disappearance of old ones, state of vegetation, phenology, soil
formation are classified as developmental.

The result of steppe landscape functioning, such as the “accumulation” of prerequisites for landscape
functioning was noted in the autumn periods of 2014, 2016, 2017, and 2018. Moreover, it was pointed out
that the category of strong accumulation is completely absent in the autumn season. The processes of prereq-
uisites accumulation in the autumn season according to the methodology [4] include diagnostic signs: heat
transfer, moisture transfer, wind regime, precipitation, phytomass growth and vegetation, increase of mois-
ture in soil.

The process of “destruction” of both prerequisites and results of landscape functioning is characteristic
for the whole period under consideration, with all categories of intensity (weak, medium and strong result of
functioning) occurring in each year. Among the signs influencing the overall destruction result in the autumn
season according to the methodology [4], the following are highlighted: heat transfer, moisture transfer, wind
regime, evaporation and transpiration, and surface runoff.

The following categories of outcomes are related to the manifestation of two, three or more parallel
steppe landscape processes or combinations thereof. In this case, the intensity of the manifestation of the re-
sult is zero and it is characterized by the definition “in the absence of result”. This suggests that the parallel
processes in the type of weather under consideration have levelled each other, resulting in the same level of
their functioning, i.e. the intensity of the processes does not stand out.
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Discussion

During the autumn season each of the diagnostic signs contributed to the overall picture of steppe land-
scape functioning.

Development of steppe landscapes. The process of development in different years was caused by differ-
ent diagnostic signs, but it was mainly dominated by the surface sediments transfer, which is inseparably
linked with the intensity of precipitation in this season. Besides, such signs as the emergence of new morpho-
logical parts of the landscape or the disappearance of old ones in the period under consideration and the
change of soils of one type by another were not manifested, while preserving the type of soil formation.

The percentage of cases (of the total number of observations) of the result with weak development var-
ies from 0.1 % to 3.4 %. Generally, this category of landscape functioning is a fraction of a percent and does
not exceed 0.6 % of the total number of process observations. In 2019, however, this category accounted for
3.4 %. This category is mainly characterized by diagnostic signs such as the surface sediments transfer and
soil formation.

In 2016, 2018, and 2019, such a diagnostic sign as “state of vegetation and phenology” affected the
overall picture of steppe landscape functioning and levelled out the overall positive result of the functioning
of weak development. This sign makes the most of its negative contribution in 2019. In.2014 and 2015, it
had no influence at all on the overall steppe landscape functioning result.

Medium landscape’s development in the autumn season is supported by the surface sediments transfer
and soil formation. The other diagnostic signs do not have the intensity for which the current category of
steppe landscape functioning results. It is important to note that in 2018 and 2019 no weather types with a
landscape functioning result such as medium development were identified. This category of functioning re-
sult is poorly represented among the others and amounts to noimore.than 0.5 % of the total number of obser-
vations. Overall, average development as a result of steppe landscape functioning occurs in fractions of a
percentage of the total number of observations: 0.1 % in 2014-and 2015, 0.3 % in 2016, and 0.5 % in 2017.

The functioning result characterized as a strong development was considered in all years except for
2015. The dominant diagnostic sign is the surface sediments transfer, which makes the main contribution to
the category of strong development. Parallel to this,.soil formation makes a positive contribution to this cate-
gory too. There is also a negative impact of the diagnostic attribute “state of vegetation and phenology” on
the final result of this category in 2019. During the autumn season, this diagnostic sign actively influences
the reduction of the category result through the weakening and complete termination of flowering processes.

The percentage of the total number of observations with a strong development result varies from 0.1 %
in 2014, 2017, and 2018 to no more than 0.4 % in 2016. The development process itself accounts for small
fractions of a percentage of the autumn season compared to other processes.

Accumulation of prerequisites.for thesteppe landscapes functioning. The accumulation of prerequisites
for the steppe landscapes functioning is-weak and not all diagnostic signs are presented in this category. Such
sign as wind regime does not appear at all in this category of results. Also, it is presented the negative impact
of “phytomass growth and vegetation” on the general process of accumulation, indicating that this sign in-
creasing the weakness of overall result of weak accumulation functioning in autumn 2016 and 2018. Obser-
vations (of the total. number) with weak accumulation of prerequisites for steppe landscape functioning con-
stitute a very small percentage: 0.1 % in 2016 and 1.2 % in 2018.

The next category of the result intensity of steppe landscapes functioning is the medium accumulation.
It occured only in 2014 and 2017 and was realized through wind activity, precipitation, phytomass growth
and vegetation, moisture transfer, and increase of moisture in the soil. In addition, wind speed affected this
category of functioning only in 2014 and moisture transfer only in 2017. A negative contribution in 2014 and
2017 to the overall steppe landscape functioning result in this category is brought by the sign “phytomass
growth and vegetation”, as the autumn season tends to depress phytomass growth in plant communities. The
percentage of the average accumulation result from the total number of observations is 0.1 % in 2014 and
0.7 % in 2017.

Destruction of prerequisites and results for steppe landscape functioning. Weak destruction of results is
not implemented by all diagnostic signs in this category of landscape functioning. For example, surface run-
off is not a diagnostic sign in none of the years under consideration, the activity of which would influence
the overall result of weak destruction. Individual attributes do not reflect their contribution in the autumn
season functioning of some years (for example, the wind regime does not have such activity in 2015 to influ-
ence the total result of the considered category of steppe landscapes functioning).
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Autumn 2017 was characterized by the smallest number of diagnostic signs actively acting on the de-
scribed result; only three diagnostic signs standed out in this year: heat transfer, wind speed, change of
groundwater level.

It should be noted that changes in the groundwater level in 2014 and 2015 contributed positively to the
overall process of destruction of the results, while in 2017 and 2018 it contributed negatively, with a strong
intensity. Due to this, the destruction of the steppe landscape in the autumn of 2017 and 2018 was weakened.

The percentage of cases (of the total number of observations) with weak destruction of steppe landscape
results varies from 0.4 % to 8.4 %. The lowest values are characteristic of 2014, 2015, and 2019 (1.51 %,
0.4 % and 2.1 %, respectively). In 2016 it is 8.4 %, in 2017 — 6.9 % and in 2018 — 4.6 % of the total num-
ber of observations.

In the medium destruction of result of steppe landscapes functioning, all diagnostic signs were active,
except for surface runoff. This diagnostic signs did not manifest itself at all in those types of weather, when
the category of medium destruction of results operated. There was a negative impact of the sign “change of
groundwater level” on the total contribution to the result of this category of functioningin 2014-2019.

This category of steppe landscape functioning varies between 0.8-28.2 % of the total number of obser-
vations. Between 2014 and 2018, this percentage ranged from 0.8 % to 6.9 %, and increased sharply in 2019
(28.2 %).

The result of the landscape functioning as a strong destruction of the results is manifested under more
types of weather. Thus, heat transfer in the air, moisture transfer, wind regime, evaporation and transpiration
and change of groundwater level are active in the autumn season in all years under consideration. Little ac-
tivity of surface runoff was recognized in autumn 2016, where it made a small positive contribution to the
overall result of functioning of steppe landscapes.

As in the other categories of intensity of result, destruction in the last three years (2017-2019) had a
negative contribution of the diagnostic sign “change of groundwater level”. In these years, there was a fre-
quent increase in the groundwater level during the autumn season. This category of performance result varies
between 57.6 % and 89.6 % of the total number of observations. The minimum percentage of observations
that characterize the functioning result of this category is noted in 2019 (57.6 %). Between 2014 and 2018,
this percentage remained approximately at the same. level, ranging from 82.5 % to 89.6 % (the maximum
was noted in 2015).

The result of steppe landscape functioning as a destruction of prerequisites was only noted in 2015 and
2018.

The medium destruction of prerequisites is typical for some weather types only in 2018. The more in-
tense category of strong destruction of preconditions was found in 2015. These functioning processes add up
to different diagnostic signs. Only three diagnostic signs contributed in both 2015 and 2018. Such signs in-
clude: wind regime, evaporation and transpiration, and change of groundwater level. Moreover, the negative
impact of the signs on the general result was made by different processes: in 2018, with medium destruction
of the prerequisites the negative contribution to the overall result of landscape functioning was made by
change of groundwater level, while in 2015, with a strong destruction of the prerequisites the negative con-
tribution to the total result was'made by evaporation and transpiration.

The percentage of cases (of the total number of observations) with medium destruction of steppe land-
scape prerequisites in the autumn season 2018 is 3.8 %, and with strong destruction of prerequisites in 2015
is 0.8 %.

An interesting category of performance is the one in which both prerequisites and results destruction
processes occur together. Such categories of different intensities were observed throughout the whole period
under consideration, except for 2016. It must be said that evaporation and transpiration are presented in al-
most all years and at all intensity categories of the functioning results, except for 2019, in which the medium
intensity category is absent. However, in the autumn of 2015 with weak intensity of this result category
evaporation and transpiration made a negative contribution to the total functioning result of steppe land-
scapes. This diagnostic sign is joined by others. Each year a particular range of diagnostic signs dominated.
There is an absolute lack of activity of diagnostic signs in 2019 with a weak category of intensity of the pro-
cess. This suggests that within each diagnostic sign that manifested itself in a particular weather type in
2019, there was a mutual balancing of positive and negative scores affecting the overall result with zero pro-
cess manifestation result. It is noted that in the autumn season of 2019 with the category of strong intensity
of the considered result of functioning only one diagnostic sign was manifested — it is wind speed.
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The category of steppe landscape functioning, such as weak destruction of preconditions and results has
the following percentage distribution of the total number of observations: 0.2 % in 2015, 1.3 % in 2018 and
0.3 % in 2019. The medium category has the following distribution: 1 % in 2014, 0.6 % in 2015 and 1.9 % in
2016. In 2016 and 2019, this result at a strong level is 1.3 % and 7.1 %, respectively.

Co-dominant categories of steppe landscape functioning. When assessing the joint accumulation and
development category of steppe landscape functioning, it is noted that it occured in all years except autumn
2018. Among the fundamental diagnostic signs there are: wind regime, precipitation, phytomass growth and
vegetation, increase of moisture in soil, surface sediments transfer, state of vegetation and phenology, soil
formation. Additionally, considering all years, two diagnostic signs contributed negatively to the overall re-
sults of this category during the autumn season. These are phytomass growth and vegetation, and also vege-
tation condition and phenology, which are due to the fact that in the autumn season active processes of vege-
tation flowering and growth cease and are inhibited, so a stronger negative impact of these attributes is found
in deep autumn near winter.

The accumulation and development category accounts for small fractions of a percentage of the total
number of observations. The years 2014, 2016, 2017, and 2019 accounted for just 0.1 % and 2016 for 0.2 %
of the results in this category.

The next result with parallel processes of landscape functioning is the development and destruction of
the result. This result category occurs in the autumn season in all years. It should be noted that the diagnostic
signs influencing the overall result in each year is soil formation. It is joined by other diagnostic signs with
different levels of contribution in different years. There is a negative contribution of some signs in 2014,
2015, 2017 and 2018. These include: state of vegetation and phenology, as well as change of groundwater
level (only in autumn 2018).

In general, the occurrence of this category varies between.0.1=1.9 % of the total number of observa-
tions. In 2014, 2016 and 2017, there is the lowest percentage of occurrence of this steppe landscape result
among all observations, 0.3 %, 0.3 % and 0.1 % respectively, while in 2015, 2018 and 2019 the occurrence
increases to 1.9 %, 1.1 % and 0.9 %, respectively.

A significant contribution to the functioning of the steppe landscapes of individual years in the autumn
season is made by the category of accumulation and destruction of prerequisites. This category of steppe
landscape functioning is evident in autumn in 2014 and.2017. In these years, almost all characteristic diag-
nostic signs are observed, with a high level of negative contribution of phytomass and vegetation growth, as
well as change of groundwater level (only«in 2017). The occurrence of this category result does not at all ex-
hibit heat transfer as a process of destruction. The occurrence of this category of steppe landscape function-
ing result is 9.6 % in 2014 and 2.4 %/in 2019 (% of total observations per season).

The last category of the result of the steppe landscapes functioning in autumn is the category which in-
cludes all the processes: accumulation, development and destruction, running in parallel. However, only
some of the diagnostic attributes appear in this category and influence its result. Among them: heat transfer
(as accumulation), moisture transfer (as accumulation), wind regime (as accumulation), precipitation, phy-
tomass growth and vegetation, increase of moisture in soil, surface sediments transfer, state of vegetation and
phenology, soil formation, moisture transpofer (as destruction), evaporation and transpiration, surface runoff,
change of groundwater level.

This.mixed category of steppe landscape results is found in all years of the time period, except for the
autumn season of 2016. It is noted that in 2018, the intensity of such diagnostic signs as phytomass growth
and vegetation, as well as state of vegetation and phenology contribute more negatively to this category of
functioning than in other years. On the contrary, such diagnostic signs as moisture transfer, accumulation
make the largest positive contribution compared to other years.

Comprehensively, various signs have a negative impact on the overall steppe landscape functioning in
individual years, including: phytomass growth and vegetation, state of vegetation and phenology, evapora-
tion and transpiration, precipitation and change of groundwater level. This category of steppe landscape
functioning accounts for small percentages of occurrence: in 2014, 2015, 2017, and 2019, it is only up to
0.2 %, and in 2018 — 4 % of the total number of observations.

Conclusions

In general, the autumn season in the period of 2014-2019 is characterized by the presence of both ac-
cumulation and development and destruction processes, together with the parallel processes of various steppe
landscape functioning.
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By grouping and summarizing the main categories of steppe landscape functioning processes in the au-
tumn season, a graph of their correlation and dynamics in the time period under consideration was obtained.
The graph (Fig. 1) illustrates that in the autumn season, the process of destruction in steppe landscapes abso-
lutely dominates. It ranges from 93.9 % in 2014 to 98.8 % in 2016 (of the total number of functioning pro-
cesses within the study area). In turn, the processes of development and accumulation are weak and do not
exceed a total of 5 %, in some years they characterized by fractions of percentages of the total picture of
functioning of steppe landscapes.
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Figure 1. Processes functioning in‘steppe landscapes in the autumn season,
their correlation and dynamigs in the period 2014-2019

Figure 1 shows that relatively alternating with each other, in the autumn season in different years, the
accumulation process of prerequisites for functioning and the development process in steppe landscapes are
characterized by minimal values. The accumulation process makes the minimum contribution among the
other processes in 2015, 2016, and 2019, and the development process is in 2014 and 2017, respectively. In
2018 the processes of accumulation and development are at the same level and make up 2.6 % from the pro-
cesses occurring in the steppe‘landscapes in the autumn season of this year.
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A.B. [lpemrBasis, [1.B. [Ipsireans, P.B. 'opOyHoB, B.A. Jlamuenko

Kapaaar Taduru KOpbIFbIHBIH MbICAJIBIHAA KY3Ti MayCbIM/Ia
aaja JaHAma@TTapbIHbIH JKYMBbIC icTeyi

Kapanar Taburu KOpBIFBIHBIH MBICANBIHAA KY3Ti kKe3erneri (2014 sxpurgan 2019 xburra neiiin) TOMEHTay bl
XKepopra Temi3iHiH nmama raHMAQTTapPBIHBIH KYMBIC icTey HoTmkenepi ambiHabl. OCBHIHIAH HOTHXKENep
HerTi3iH/e Ky3Ti MayChIM/Ia MBIHA/Ial TIPOIECTep aHBIKTaJIbI: JAaHAMIA(TTApbIH KYMBIC ICTEY HOTHXKENIEpPIHIH
AIFBIIAPTTAPBIHBIH  «IAMYBD», (OKOMBUIYybD» JOHE JaHAA(TTApAbIH JaMybl YIIIH aJfbILIapTTapIbH
«OKMHAKTaJlybl», COHJail-aK apanac caHaTtap. bip-0ipiMeH caibICThIpMalbl TYpJE aybICHII, Ky3ri MaychIM/Ia
JKYMBIC 1CTEY aJIFBIIIApPTTaphiH kuHaKTay mpoiieci (2015, 2016 »xone 2019 puiaapsl), comaH KeiiH mamy
npoueci (cofikecinme 2014 >xone 2017 xbuigapsl) eH a3 MoHre ue. 2018 KbUIbl KHHAKTay XKOHE IaMy
npornecrepi Oip AeHreine OONbIT TaObUIAIbI XKOHE OWBUIFBI XKBUIBI Jalia JTaHImAaQTTapbiHAAa OOJBIN KaTKaH
nponecTepAi OaKbuIayAbIH JKaJIIbl CaHBIHBIH 2,6 Y%o-bIH Kypaiiasl. Ky3ri MaycsiMaa mangmadTTapJsH KyMbIC
ICTeyiHIH aJFBIIIApPTTaphl MEH HOTIDKENepiH »olo mporeci mynneMm OackiM OonraH. Oxn 2014 >xpuiman
93,9 %-nan 2016 xputra neitin 98,8 %-ra jeiiiH aybITKbIFaH.

Kinm co30ep: npana nanamadTTapblHBIH JKYMBIC iCTEyi, TYpJEpAiH JKargaiibl, aya-paiibIHBIH TypJepi,
METEOPOJIOTHSUIBIK TapaMeTpliep, Ky3 Me3rini, Kapamar Tadburu Kopbirsl, KeipbiM TyOeri.
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A.B. [Ipsirsans, [1.B. [Ipeirsans, P.B. 'opbyHoB, B.A. Jlamuenko

DOYHKUMOHUPOBAHME CTENHbIX JAHAIIA(PTOB B OCCHHUH CE30H
Ha npuMepe Kapajgarckoro npupoaHoro 3anoBejHUKa

Ha nmpumepe Kapanarckoro 3amoBeqHHKa MONYYEHBI Pe3yJbTaThl (YHKIMOHHPOBAHUS HHU3KOTOPHBEIX CYO-
CPEAM3EeMHOMOPCKHX CTEMHBIX JaHAmadToB B oceHHui nepuon (¢ 2014 mo 2019 rr.). B xauectBe Takux pe-
3yJIbTAaTOB B OCEHHUI CE30H BBIAENSAIOTCS MPOLECCHI: «PA3BUTUEY», «YHUUTOXKEHHE» KaK MPEINOChIIOK, TaK U
pe3yJIbTaToB (yHKIMOHUPOBAHUA JAHIIA(TOB U «HAKOIUICHUE» NPEANOCHUIOK Ul Pa3BUTHS JNaHAIA(TOB,
a TaKKe CMeNIaHHbIe KaTeropuu. OTHOCHTENBHO Yepeaysach MEXIy c000il, B OCEHHUH CE€30H MUHUMAJIbHBIMU
3HAUCHMSIMHM 00JIaJjaeT TO IPOIECC HAKOIUIEHHWs HPeNochUIoKk (yHknuoHupoBanus (B 2015, 2016 wu
2019 rr.), To mporecc pa3ButHs (coorBercTBeHHO B 2014 1 2017 rr.). B 2018 1. mporeccsl HakOIICHUS U
Pa3BHUTHS HAXOMIATCS HA OXHOM YPOBHE U COCTAaBILIIOT 110 2,6 % OT 00IIero KoJan4ecTBa HaOMOAeHHH 3a Ipo-
LeccaMy, NPOUCXOIAIMINMH B CTEMHBIX JaHAmadTax B 3ToM rofy. B ocennuii cezon abcomoTHO npeobiafaer
MIPOLeCC YHUYTOXKEHHS IPEIIIOCBUIOK U pe3ysbTaToB (pyHKIMOHMpoBaHMS JaHamadToB. OH BapeUpYeET B
npeznenax ot 93,9 % B 2014 r. 10 98,8 % B 2016 1.

Knrouesvie crosa: GpyHKIMOHUPOBAHUE CTEIHBIX JAHAWADTOB, TUIIBI COCTOSHUH, TUIIBI OTOABI, METECOPOIIO-
THYECKHE TapaMeTphl, OCCHHUM ce30H, Kapanarckuii npupoaHsiil 3armoseqHuK, KpbIMcKuil A101yocTpoB.
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