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AHHOTauusi. B pa6oTe npuBefeHbl pe3ynbTaTbl WCCMEAOBaHUS BAWSIHUS PyGOK yxoda pasfvuyHol
WHTEHCUBHOCTM Ha COCTOSIHWE CpefHEeBO3PACTHbIX COCHOBBLIX ApPeBOCTOeB. O6GbEKTaMU WCC/ef0BaHUS SIBAS/IUCH
BbICOKOMOJSIHOTHbIE COCHSIKA E€CTECTBEHHOTO MPOMCXOXAEHNS, MPOM3PACcTAlOLUX B CYXUX JIeCOPaCTUTE/bHBIX
ycnosusx (Tun neca C2) NeHTOUYHbIX 60poB MpUUPTLIWLS (Ha NPYMMepe rocyAapCTBEHHOrO JIECHOTO MPUPOAHOTO
pesepBata (I/INP) «Cemeli opMaHbI»). M3yueHne COCTOSIHUSI COCHSIKOB MPOBOAWIOCH HAa OCHOBE WCMO/Ib30BAHUS
roKasaTe/sisi )XKU3HEHHOIO COCTOSIHUS. YCTaHOBJ/IEHO, YTO UCC/IeflyeMble COCHOBbIE IDEBOCTOM XapaKTepU3yloTcs Kak
«ocnabneHHble». Py6ku yxoaa co cnaboid, cpefHeid U CUMbHOM MHTEHCMBHOCTBLIO M3PEXMBAHWS, BbIMO/IHEHHbIE MO
HW30BOMY MeTOfy, CMOCOBCTBYIOT YBE/IMUEHWIO TOKA3aTeslsi >KU3HEHHOTO COCTOSIHWSI COCHOBbIX [JPEBOCTOEB.
YpaneHve U3 ApeBoCTOSI MOTEHLMANILHOTO 0TNaja (AepeBbeB, OTHOCSLLMXCA K KATErOPUM KPYMHOCTU <MESKUE» U
«CpeaHue» C OLEHKOM >KU3HEHHOrO COCTOSIHUA «CU/IbHO OCMAB/IeHHbIE» U «OTMUPaoLLMe»), NMpu pybkax yxoga
cnaboii MHTEHCMBHOCTbIO, He CMOCOGCTBYET CyLLECTBEHHOMY YBE/IMUEHUIO 6GUOMOrMYEcKol  yCTOAUYMBOCTY
CPEeAHEBO3PACTHBIX COCHOBbLIX [PEBOCTOEB. Ha MOBbILLEHME 6UOMOMMYECKOl YCTOMUMBOCTA UCCNERYEMbIX COCHSIKOB
6o/iblliee BAVSIHME OKa3blBalOT PyOGKWU yXOAa YMEPEHHOW U CUMbHOW MHTEHCMBHOCTU M3pEXMBaHWUsA. B mpouecce
npoBefeHNs Py6oK yxoaa YMEePeHHOW U CUMbHOW MHTEHCUBHOCTU MOMUMO A€EPEBLEB MOTEHLUMANbHOIO oTnaja us
[IPeBOCTOA YAANSETCS OCHOBHAsA YacTb (A0 60-70%) AepeBbEB, C OLEHKOWN YKU3HEHHOIO COCTOSIHUSI «OC/1ab/IeHHbIE.
MocneaHee Croco6CTBYET YBEIMUEHMIO [0/ 3[0POBbLIX JEPEBLEB U, KaK CMEACTBUE 3TOrO, YBE/IMUEHUIO 3HAYEHUS]
MoKasaTesisi >XM3HEHHOr0 COCTOSIHUSI APEBOCTOEB [0 3HAYEHWI, MpU KOTOPbIX OHW XapaKTepu3ylTcs Kak
«3[10pOBbIe» UM GMOMOTMYECKN YCTORUMBBIE.

Jpyrumu cnosamu, py6Ku yxoaa YMEPEHHOM M CUMbHOM MHTEHCUBHOCTU U3PEXMBAHUS BbIMOJIHSEMbIE MO
HN30BOMY METOLY B CPEAHEBO3PACTHLIX ECTECTBEHHbLIX COCHSIKAX SIEHTOUHbIX G0pPOB MpPUUPTLILLLS, MO3BONAST
peWwunTb [NaBHYI0 3afadvy yxofja B 3alUMTHbIX Jiecax - MOBbILEHME WX GMOMOTMYECKON YCTOMUYMBOCTH, 4,
C/efloBaTe/lbHO, COXPaHeHWe BbIMOMHSEMbIX UMW  3aWMTHBIX (YHKUMIA UM NOBbILLEHME PeKpealyoHHOM
MPUWBEKATEIbHOCTU.

Resume. There are given the results of the research on the impact of the thinning of different intensity on the
state of middle-aged pine forest stands. The research objects were high-density natural pine forest stands, growing in
dry forest-growing conditions in belt pine forests of Priirtyshye (for example, the state forest natural fenced reserve
(SFNFR) “Semey ormany”). The study of the state of pine stands was conducted on the basis of the index of vital
status. It has been found that the studied pine forest stands are characterized as “weakened”. The thinning of weak,
middle and strong intensity contribute to the increase of the index of vital status of pine forest stands. The removal
from the stand of potential mortality (trees belonging to the size category of “small” and “medium” with the
assessment of vital status as “greatly weakened” and “dying”) under weak thinning has not significantly increased the
biological sustainability of the middle-aged pine forest stands. The increasing of biological sustainability of the pine
forests occurs under the influence of middle and strong thinning. In the process of middle and strong thinning in
addition to the potential tree mortality from forest stand is removed the main part (60-70%) of trees, whose vital
status is assessed as “weakened”. The middle and strong thinning contributes to the increase in the share of “healthy”
trees and increases the value of the indicator of the vital status of pine forest stands to the values at which they are
characterized as “healthy” or biologically sustainable. The middle and strong thinning in middle-aged natural pine
stands in the forest belt pine forests of Priirtyshye can solve the main problem of care for protective forests - is
increasing their biological sustainability and hence preservation of their protective functions and increase of
recreational appeal.
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BBegeHune

PeweHve 3ajay /ecoBOACTBEHHOro yxoga B Jflecax, OTHOCALWMXCA K KaTeropum
3alWUTHbIX, HaNpaBNeHHbIX, B MepPBY O4vepedb, Ha yNydlleHWe UX COCTOAHUA U MOBbILLEHME
cpenoobpasywmnx PyHKLUA, a Takke GOopMMpPOBaHNE HACaXKAEHW, YCTOMYMBbBIX K BHELUHUM
He6naronpuAaTHbIM BO34eNCTBUAM (BETPY, CHery, HaceKOMbIM, TFpPUOGHbIM 3aboseBaHUAM,
noxapam wn T. A.) 6e3 wuUcNonb3oBaHWA pPYyb0K KpalHe 3aTpyAHEHO MWW HEBO3MOXXHO.
Ba>XHeMW M N1ecoxo3ANCTBEHHbIM MEPONPUATMEM, HanpasB/lieHHbIM Ha O0340pOBJEHME WU
noBbileHNE cpefoo6pasytolleii ponn NecHbIX HacaXaeHUn, aBnsawTca pybku yxoga [CeHHOB,
1999; 3anecos, JlyraHckuii, 1989]. Py6km yxopa, BbIMOMHSAEMbIE MO HWU30BOMY METOAY,
yMeHblaa rycToTy [ApeBOCTOeB, MNpeaynpexpalT  ecTecTBEHHbIA  0Tnaj [AepeBbes.
MHTEHCMBHOCTb M3PEXMBAHNA APEBOCTOEB - 3KOJIOrMYeckas OCHOBA HOPMbl XO3AMWCTBEHHOIO
BMellaTeNnbCcTBa B  JleCHble  (DUTOLEHO3bl, KOTOpas  npegonpegenser  yBe/IMYeEHUE
NPOAYKTUBHOCTU W yny4lleHUe COCTOSAHUA HacaxaeHwin [CeHHoB, 1972; S6enb A.B., 36enb
E.WN., 3anecos, MykaHoB, 2015].

O6beKTbl U MeTOobl McciegoBaHUsA

MccnepoBaHUs MNpoBOAUINCE B €CTECTBEHHbIX COCHSIKax, Mpom3pacTallnx B CYXMX
TMnax JfiecopacTuTenbHbIX ycnosuii (rpynna TunosB neca C2) rocygapCTBeHHOro J/1€CHOIO
npupogHoro pesepsarta (MJ1MP) «Cemer opmaHbl». 3y4yeHMe COCTOAHUSA COCHOBbIX APEBOCTOEB
nposogunocb Ha nNpobHoi nnowagn (M), 3anoXkeHHon B KpacHOKOPAOHCKOM JfleCHUYecTBe
CemunanaTtuHcKoro gunmana Ha 4 cekuusax (cm. Ta6n.). Cekumsa 1—A 6blla KOHTPO/IbHOW Ha
OCTasIbHbIX CEKLMNAX NPOBeAeHbl PyOKKN yxoaa pasnMyHON NHTEHCUBHOCTN.

Tabnuua
Table

MNHTEHCUBHOCTb N3PEXNBAHMNSA LPEBOCTOEB HA NPO6HOI Naowaan, 3anoXXeHHbix B MNP
«Cemeli opmaHbI»
The intensity ofthinning offorest stands on the test area, founded in SFNFR «Semey ormany»

MHTEeHCUBHOCTb U3pexxmnsaHuns, %

MHpekce cekummn CreneHb U3pexxnsaHunA

no 3anacy MO KOSIMYECTBY AepeBbeB

1-A KoHTponb 6e3 yxona -

-5 11.2 27.7 Cna6as
< 19.4 32.9 YMepeHHas
1-A 27.9 49.0 CunbHas

Py6bkn yxoga npoBOAWAWCL MO HW30BOMY MeTo4y C YyjaleHnem W3 [peBOCTOA
CYXOCTOMHbIX, MOBPEXAEHHbIX W ocnabneHHbix «menkux» (IV mn V knaccoB KpadTa) wu
eAVHWUYHO ocnabfieHHbIX «cpegHux» aepesbes Il knacca Kpadra.

3aknagka TN ocywecTBnganacb B COOTBETCTBUU C OOWEMNPUHATBIMUA METOLUYECKUMU
pekomeHpaunamun [CeHHoB, 1984; 3anecosB, 3oTeeBa, MaracymoBa, LliBanesa, 2007] ans
onpefeneHNsa  JleCOTakKCaLuMOHHbIX  MapamMeTpoB  WUCCMefyeMblX COCHOBbIX  [PEBOCTOEB
NPUMEHSANCA METOA CMOLWHbIX MepeyeToB, TPAAULVOHHBIA ANA vuccnefoBaTenbCkux paboT Ha
Mn [AaHueBa, 3anecos, 2015].

OueHka >XnM3HeHHoro coctoaHusa (OXKC) pepeBbeB onpegensnack NO MeTOAMKE
B.A. AnekceeBa [AnekceeB, 1989]. Mpu 3HaveHun (OXKC) 100—80% >KM3HEHHOEe COCTOSIHUE
ApPeBOCTOSA OLEHMBANOCb KaK «340poBoe», npn 79—50% ApeBOCTON CUMTANCSA MOBPEXAEHHbIM
(ocnabneHHbIM), Nnpu 49—20% — CUIBHO MNOBPEXAEHHbIM (CUbHO 0cnabneHHbIM), Npu 19% un
HWXXe —MOJIHOCTbIO pa3pyLleHHbIM.
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Mony4vyeHHble faHHble OblNM CTATUCTMYECKU 06paboTaHbl C UCMOMNb30BAHMEM CpPeACTB
3M1eKTPOHHOM Tabnunubl Microsoft Excel.

Pe3ynbTaTbl U NX 06Cy>XAeHMe (3IKCMePMMEHTa/IbHasa yacTb)

O6beKkTbl uUcCNefoBaHWA MNpeacTaB/ieHbl YUCTbIMW MO COCTaBy OfHOBO3PACTHbIMMU
cocHAKamn. Nccnepyemble apesocton oTHocATcs K I knaccy Bo3pacTta. Knacc 6oHuTeTa - V.
NcecnepyemMble COCHAKM OTHOCATCA K BbICOKOMO/THOTHBIM CO 3Ha4YeHWeM MosiHOThl 1.3—1.4.

JocToBepHble pa3nnyuma B CpaBHUBAEMbIX CPEAHUX 3HAYEHUAX MOKa3aTenen BbICOTbl U
AvameTpa [epeBbeB COCHbl MeXAy CeKuMsaAMM  OTCYTCTBYIOT, UTO TMOATBepkAaeTca
paccumTaHHbIM t-kputepmem CTblofeHTa, 3HavYeHMe KoToporo sapbupyet oT 0.55 go 1.94 npwu
TabnmyHoMm 3HadeHun 10.05=1.96. OTcyTcTBME [AOCTOBEPHLIX Pas/IMYUA  MOATBEPXKAAET
WAEHTUYHOCTb TaKCaLMOHHbIX XapaKTEPUCTUK COCHOBbLIX APEBOCTOEB Ha 3a/10XKEHHbIX CEKLUUAX.

MN3ydeHne BAMAHMA py6OK yxoda pPasMUYHOA WHTEHCMBHOCTU U3PEXMBAHUA Ha
6MONOrMYECKY0  YCTOMUYMBOCTb  MCCNeAyeMbIX  COCHAKOB  MpPOBOAWMIOCH Ha  OCHOBE
MCNosb30BaHNA NoKasaTena >KM3HEHHOro COCTOAHUA.

Ha Bcex cekuymax nocne pybok yxona oTMeyvaeTcs yBe/IMYeHMe NoKa3aTesa XXN3HEHHOIO
coctoaHusa (OXKC) gpesocTtoeB (puc. la). YcTaHOBMEHO, UYTO C YBE/IMYEHUEM WHTEHCUBHOCTU
MU3peXXMBaHMA NPOUCXOANT YBESIMUEHME 3HAYEHNA pacCcMaTpPpMBaeMOoro rnokasaTesns.

K 1-b 1-C 1-A
Homep cekuunm coctoAaHuA, %
1 Jopy6ku Onocnepybku EN-A U 1-6 i 1-C B 11
a) 6)

Puc. 1. Moka3saTe b >XM3HEHHOIO COCTOSHWA €CTECTBEHHbIX COCHOBbIX JPEBOCTOEB B 3aBUCUMOCTU OT MHTEHCUBHOCTM
N3peXMBaHUA: @) Ha KaXKAO0M 13 CeKUMiA, 6) B CPaBHEHUWN C KOHTPOSIEM
Fig. 1. The indicator of the vital state of a natural pine stands, depending on the intensity of thinning:
a) in each of sections,b) in comparison with the control

Ha cekuyuun 1—C (ymepeHHasa cTeneHb wu3pexkusaHusa) wn 1-I (cunbHaa CcTeneHb
n3pexkmsaHunsa) sHayeHmne OXKC coctaBusio 80.8 n 83.4% COOTBETCTBEHHO, YTO JaeT OCHOBaHMWe
XapakTepu3oBaTb [aHHble HacaXAeHUs KaK «3[40p0Bble» WUAN OMONOTMYECKU YCTOMUUBbLIE.
Moka3aTenb >XM3HEHHOIO COCTOSAHUSA COCHOBOIO 4PEBOCTOA Ha cekuun 1—b, nocne nposefeHUs
pPyboK co cfiaboil CTeneHbl W3pexXunBaHusa, paBeH 79.3%, 4TO MNO3BONISAET OLEHMBATb €ro
COCTOSIHUE, KaK «0cnabneHHoe.

CpaBHMBas N3MEHEHME rnoKa3aTess XXU3HEHHOI0 COCTOSAHUA B 3aBUCMMOCTU OT UCXOLHOrO
€ro 3HayeHus Ha Kaxpgoih cekumm (CM. puc. la) MOXHO OTMETUTb, YTO MNpPW cnaboi n cpegHen
MHTEHCMBHOCTU UM3pexxnBaHMAa nokasatesib OXKC yBennuunnca Ha 15 n 12% coOTBETCTBEHHO, MNpu
CUNbHOM MHTEHCMBHOCTU — Ha 20%. Pa3nnumsa mexxay cpaBHMBaeMbiMU 3HaudeHUsMU OXXC go un
nocne npoeefeHUs pyboK Ha BCEX CEKLMUAX UccnefyemMblX 4PeBOCTOEB AB/ATCA OCTOBEPHBLIMU Y
NOATBEPXAATCA paccumMTaHHbIM t-kpuTeprem CTblofeHTa, 3HA4YeHVe KOTOpPOro Kosiebnetcsa B
npegenax 3.05—6.40 npu TabnnMyHOM 3HayYeHUn £0.05=1.96—1.99.

Ta >e 3aKOHOMEPHOCTb YBENIMYEHUA MNoOKasaTesid >XWU3HEHHOro COCTOAHUA B
3aBUCUMOCTW OT YBENIMYEHUA UHTEHCUBHOCTU U3PEXUBAHUA MPOC/EXMNBAETCA NPU CPaBHEHUN
[aHHOTO MokKasaTens Ha CeKUMAX C Pas/IMYHON MHTEHCUBHOCTbIO M3PEXMBAHUA C KOHTPOJIEM
(cm. puc. 16).
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Bonee HarnagHo BAUSHWE PYyGOK yxoAa pas3fIMYHOA WMHTEHCMBHOCTM MPOSIBASETCA Ha
pacrnpefeneHUN [epeBbEB C Pa3/IMYHON XapaKTEPUCTUKON >XM3HEHHOrO COCTOSIHUS MO
KaTeropusm KpyrnHocTu, NpeacTaBNeHHOM Ha PUCYHKaXx 2-4.

6)

Puc. 2. PacnpefeneHve aepeBbeB COCHbI MO KaTeropmMsimMm KPynmHOCTM U COCTOSHWUSA Ha cekummn 1-B:
a) fo py6ku, 6) nocne pyokm
Fig. 2. The distribution of trees by categories of size and condition on section 1-B:
a) before cutting, b) after cutting

Tak, Ha cekummn 1-B (cm. puc. 2) co c1aboil MHTEHCUBHOCTbIO M3PEeXUBaHUA yaaneHue
BCEX «MEJIKUX» W «CpPegHUX» [epeBbeB C OUEHKOW >XWU3HEHHOro COCTOSAHUA «CUJIbHO
ocnabneHHble» U «OTMUpPAOLWME», a TakXe BbIGOPOUYHO «MENKUX» U «CPEefHUX» [OepPeBbLEB,
XapaKTepU3YLLINXCA, KaK «O0CMnabneHHble» MPUBENO K YBEIMUYEHWUIO [ONN  «3[40POBbIX»
[JepeBbeB MO OTHOLWIEHUIO K 06LEeMy KONMYeCcTBY OCTaBLUUXCA Ha CeKuuun aepesbeB B 1.4 pasa.
Mpu 3TOM 3HaYeHMe nokasaresf XXM3HEHHOI0 COCTOAHMUSA BCEro 4pPeBoCcToA cocTtasuio 79.3%.

HecMoTpsa Ha CHMXXeHUe o06LLero KonmyecTBa «ocnabfieHHbIX» [AepeBbeB 3a CUET UX
eAVNHUYHOIO yAaneHus, AoNs «ocnabneHHbIX» AepeBbeB OT 06LLero Konu4yecTBa AepeBbeB Ha
cekymm nocrne pyb6ok yBenuumnocb ¢ 41.1% (go py6bkm) po 46.9% (nocne pybku). Cnepyet
OTMeTUTb, YTO OCHOBHAas [0/ «OCnabsieHHbIX» [epeBbeB MNPUXOAUTCA Ha KaTeropuio
KPYMHOCTM «cpegHue» - Ao 52% ot obuwero mx kKonuyectsa. Kak Obi10 yKa3aHO Bbllle,
ypaneHne Takux [epeBbeB MPOBOAMIOCH eAVMHUYHO. HecMmoTpsa Ha obuiee yBenuyeHue [OAU
«3[0pOBbIX» [AepeBbeB MO OTHOLWEHU K o0uWemMy KOMMYecTBY [epeBbeB, MPUCYTCTBUE
3HAYMTENBHON A0AN «ocnabneHHbIX» AepeBbeB (40 47%) nmocrsie nNpoBegeHUsA pybok co cnaboii
WHTEHCUBHOCTbIO M3PEXMBAHUA, OKasano B/MAHME Ha 3HayeHMe nokasaTesid XXU3HEHHOro
COCTOSIHMA  nccnefyemoro gpesoctos. [locne py6kuM [peBOCTOlN xapaKTepu3yeTcs  Kak
«0CNabneHHbIN» NN 6MOMOTNYECKN HE YCTOMYUBBINA.
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MoaTtomy, NnpoBeaeHne pybok yxoga cnaboii MHTEHCUBHOCTM He o6ecrnevynBaeT peweHuns
LesieBoii 3agayunm yxoga - NoBbILLEHNSA 6GMOTOTUYECKOW YCTOMYUBOCTU.

Ha cekyun 1-C, npu ymepeHHOW MHTEHCMBHOCTU M3pexmeaHusa (CM. puc. 3), NOMMUMO
yAaaneHnsa BCeX «MesIKUX» N «CPeAHUX» [epeBbeB C OLEHKOWN XXU3HEHHOM0 COCTOSAHUSA «CU/bHO
ocnabneHHble», OblI0  ypaneHo [0  37-46%  «MENKUX» U «CPeAHUX»  [epeBbeB,
XapaKTepusyruwmnxcs, Kak «ociabneHHbIe».

6)

Puc. 3. PacnpegfeneHve aepeBLEB COCHbI MO KaTeropmsaM KpynHOCTU U COCTOSAHUSA Ha cekumm 1-C:
a) 0o py6kun, 6) nocsne pyoku
Fig. 3. The distribution of trees by categories of size and condition on section 1-C:
a) before cutting, b) after cutting

Mocne npoBegeHUA pyboOK C YyMEpPeHHOI CTemneHbid Wu3pexkmBaHuUsA Ha cekuymm 1-C
OTMeyaeTcsa yBesiMyeHne LONN «3[40POBbIX» AEPEBbEB MO OTHOLWEHUIO K O6LEMY KONNYECTBY
ocTaBWMXCA Ha cekumn B 1.5 pasa (go pybkum ux gonsd coctasnsna 38.8%, nocne pybku -
57.8%). 3HaueHMe rnokasaTess XXN3HEHHOro cocToAHNA coctasusio 80.8% (cm. puc. 1). Cnegyet
OTMETUTb, 4YTO B CpaBHEHUU C cekumeihr 1-B, gona «ocnabneHHbIX» [AepeBbeB OT 06Lero
KONMyecTBa [epeBbeB Ha Cekuuu, nocse pybok co caboi MHTEHCUBHOCTbIO M3pPeXUBaHUS,
CHu3unacb B 1.2 pa3a u coctaBunia 42.2% Bmecto 50.3%. lMoatomy, ypasieHue M3 cocTasa
[peBOCTOA «MESIKUX» «CPefHUX» AepPeBbeB C OLLEHKOM XXM3HEHHOr0 COCTOAHUSA «0cnabrieHHble»
B KOo/iM4yecTBe A0 37-46%, Hapagy c yaasnieHne BCeX AepeBbeB KAaTeropmm KpynHoOCTN «cpepHue»
N «MeJIKue», XapakKTepusyrwuxca KakK «CUbHO ocfabfieHHbie» U «OTMUparLme»
Crnoco6CcTBYeT YBENIMUYEHUIO MNoKasaTens XXMU3HEHHOro COCTOSAHWUA A0 3HA4YeHW, NpUM KOTOPOM
OHW XapaKTepmn3yTcsa Kak 6M0N0rnyeckn ycToiiumsesble.

Ha cekunn 1-4 (cMm. puc. 4) NOMUMO BCEX AEPEBLEB C OLLEHKON XXN3HEHHOIO COCTOSAHUA
«CUMBbHO ocnabsieHHble» ypasneHO A0 60-77% «MeNkKux» U  «CpPefHUx» [OepeBbes,
XapakKTepusymuwmnxcsa, Kak «ocnabneHHble», a TakXe eAWHUYHble «KPYMHbie» [epeBbA C
OLLeHKOW >XWN3HEHHOro COCTOAHUA «ocnabneHHble». [1pyM 3TOM 3HAUYEHME >KU3HEHHOrO
cocTosiHUA ApeBocTtosa coctaBuno 83.4% (cm. puc. 1). [ona «340pOBbIX» [epeBbeB MO
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OTHOLUEHUID K 06LLeMY KOJSIMYECTBY OCTaBLUMXCHA Ha CEKUUWN [epeBbeB YyBeNM4UmMaacb MnoytTu
B 2 pa3a (A0 pybkm mx obuiee Konm4yecTtBo coctaBmnio 34%, nocne pybkm - 66.7%). Oons
«ocnabneHHbIX» AepeBbeB, HANPOTUB, CHU3UIach B 1.4 pa3a n coctaesmna 33.3% BmecTo 47%.

OTMeyeHHOe NoBbiLIeHMe NnokKasaTessd XXM3HEHHOro coctoAHuA 4o 83.4% Ha cexkuynn 1-1
C CU/IbHOW MHTEHCMBHOCTbIO M3PEXMBAHUA 00BACHAETCA yganeHneM U3 LPEBOCTOSA He TO/bKO
noTeHUManbHOro oTnaga (Bcex «MEeSIKUX» U «CPeAHUX» [epeBbeB C OLLEHKOW >XM3HEHHOrOo
COCTOAHUA «CWU/IbHO oOcniab/fieHHbIe»), HO W OCHOBHOM pfonu (B cpegHem pJo 70%)
«0CMab/ieHHbIX» AEPEBLEB B KATETOPUN KPYMHOCTU «CPEAHUNE» N «KMETKMNEY.,

6)

Puc. 4. PacnpefeneHne AepeBbEB COCHbI MO KATErOPUSAM KPYMHOCTU M COCTOSAHUSA Ha cekummn 1-1;:
a) 0o py6ku, 6) nocrne pyoku
Fig. 3. The distribution of trees by categories of size and condition on section 1-D:
a) before cutting b) after cutting

BbiBOAbI

1. CocTosHMe cpeAHEeBO3PacTHbIX BbICOKOMO/HOTHbLIX COCHOBbIX [pPEeBOCTOEB,
npomspactallmMx B CYyXMX TuUNax JsecopacTutenbHbix ycnosuii TNIMP «Cemeir opMaHbI»
OLleHVBAETCA KaK «ocnabneHHoe», YTo faeT 0OCHOBaHME XapaKTepu3oBaTbh UX KakK 61M0N0rMyecKkn
He ycToliumBble.

2. Pybkm yxopa cnaboii, cpefHeM U CWUNbHOW WHTEHCUBHOCTU W3PEXUBAHUA
Croco6CTBYIOT YBE/IMYEHMIO MNOKa3aTens >XWU3HEHHOro COCTOSAHWUA MWCCefyeMblX COCHOBbIX
[peBOCTOEB.

3. YpaneHune u3 apeBocTos TObKO NMOTeHUMaNbHOro otnaja (4epeBbeB, OTHOCALLUXCSA K
KaTeropun KpymnHOCTU «MEJIKNE» U «CPEefHMEe» C OLEHKOW >XM3HEHHOro COCTOSAHUS «CUMbHO
ocnabneHHble» U «OTMMpawwme»), B rMpouecce nposegeHns pybok yxoga cnaboii
WHTEHCUBHOCTW, He  pewaeT 3ajayum  yBenmyeHus  OUONOrMYECKOM  yCTOMUYMBOCTMU
CpeaHEeBO3PaCcTHbIX COCHOBbIX APEBOCTOEB.
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4. Ha nosbiwWeHne OGUOMOTMYECKON YCTOMUYMBOCTM WUCCNEAYEMbIX COCHAKOB 6onbliee
BNNAHME OKa3blBalOT PybKU yxofa YMEPEHHOW W CUIbHOW WHTEHCUBHOCTW, MPU KOTOPbIX
MOMMMO MOTeHLMa/lbHOro OTnaja M3 APeBOCTOA yhanseTca OCHOBHas 4vacTb (4o 60-70%)
JepeBbeEB, OTHOCALMXCA K KaTeropum KPYMHOCTU «MEJIKME» U «CpPegHue» C OLLEeHKOWA
YXN3HEHHOI0 COCTOAHUA «0CNab/ieHHbIe».

5. Py6bkun yxoga ¢ YMEPEHHOW N CUIbHOW MHTEHCUBHOCTbIO U3PEXUBaHUSA, CNOCOOCTBYHOT
MOBBLILEHNIO MOKa3aTens >XM3HEeHHOro coctosHusA (OXXC) go 3Ha4YeHUiA, MpPU KOTOPbIX OHWU
XapaKTepu3yTcs, KakK «340p0Bble» WUIN BUONOTUYECKN YCTORUMBSIE.

6. MoOMMMO MOBbILLEHNS BUONOTNYECKON YCTOMYMBOCTU, MOATBEPXKAAEMOA 3HAYEHUSAMU
OXXC, pybku yxoga CNoOCOOGCTBYHOT MOBbLIWEHWIO MOXKApPOYyCTOMYMBOCTM U PEKPeaunoHHOMN
npuBaeKaTesbHOCTU CpeHEBO3PAaCTHbIX COCHOBbIX ApeBoCToeB. [NocnegHee CBUAETENLCTBYET O
HeJoMyCTUMOCTM COKpalLleHus 06BbEMOB nposefjeHns  gaHHOro  JIeCOBOACTBEHHOrO
MeponpuaATUS.
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