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Soil respiration (Rs) is an important terrestrial CO, efflux and receives significant attention at different
scale levels. However, the sampling density is limited and global Rs databases are biased towards natural
ecosystems. Urbanization is among the most important current land-use trends and its role will likely
grow in the future. Urban soils store considerable amount of carbon and are very heterogeneous and dy-
namic, which affects Rs. Our understanding of the Rs spatial variability is limited, especially for the re-
gions with heterogeneous bioclimatic conditions and high urbanization level. The methodological constraints
of direct Rs measurements in the field limit the number of observations. As an alternative approach to
approximate the spatial variability of Rs, we used basal respiration (BR) as an indirect measurement.
We implemented digital soil mapping technique to map BR as a proxy of Rs in a heterogeneous and ur-
banized Moscow Region. Topsoil and subsoils BR maps were developed for the region and spatial vari-
ability per land-use and soil type was analyzed. BR averaged for the urban areas was lower than in for-
ests and meadows, however, urban areas became the hotspots of BR’s spatial variability in the region.
Considerable contribution of subsoil layers to the total BR was also found with the maximal 30% contribu-
tion in urban soils. Although the absolute levels of respiration remained uncertain, the spatial patterns of
BR are likely to correspond well with Rs patterns, determined by soil type, land use and allocation of
urban areas.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Soil respiration (Rs) causes an annual efflux of 80 Pg carbon to the atmosphere
and is the largest carbon efflux of terrestrial ecosystems [49; 9]. This efflux is almost ten
times that released by fossil-fuel emissions [45]. The CO, emissions by Rs are there-
fore likely to have a large influence on global climate. At the same time Rs impacts local
soil quality. Therefore, the temporal and spatial patterns in Rs need to be well understood
to assess changes in soil functions and ecosystem services [10; 15].

Rs depends largely on a range of soil abiotic and biotic parameters [13; 20]. Soil
temperature, moisture regimes, and soil organic carbon (SOC) concentrations are con-
sidered to be the principal driving factors behind the local spatial variability of Rs [62;
32]. Regional and global Rs variability is typically represented by average Rs rates for
different land-uses and soil types [45; 22; 24; 2]. So far, the spatial heterogeneity of Rs
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remains inadequately understood [54; 29]. In order to get a better understanding of Rs
variability for a region, spatial patterns need to be described.

Studies on Rs variability often focused on natural and agricultural ecosystems
[e.g. 26; 22; 33; 30]. Urban areas received very limited attention. Due to a number of
specific factors and conditions, like soil sealing and zoning [48; 43], a very different spa-
tial variability can be expected. Smooth changes in natural and agricultural ecosystems
are substituted by a highly variable patchwork of zones with strict boundaries [56]. Urban
ecosystems therefore require a specific approach to analyze the spatial distribution of Rs.

The most common approach to determine Rs is based on direct field methods
where the CO, efflux from the soil surface is measured in situ and indirect methods
where Rs is predicted based on auxiliary information or where Rs is measured under
standardized conditions. Direct methods include conventional alkali absorption tech-
niques [12] and a variety of chamber approaches (open-path, closed-path, and dynamic
close chambers) [37; 5; 47]. They are widely used to study the temporal (diurnal or sea-
sonal) dynamics in Rs, normally as a response to changes in soil temperature and mois-
ture conditions. To apply this approach for larger regions, the study area is stratified
(e.g. based on soil or land-use type) with chambers installed at a limited number of re-
presentative sites [39; 31]. By relying on these representative sites, the spatial variation
within each strata is not considered. Whether direct measurements give satisfactory re-
sults in large and heterogeneous areas with a large number of different natural, rural,
and urban ecosystems is questionable Alternatively, the spatial variability of Rs can be
analyzed indirectly through a relatively easily measured proxy variable, which allows
for a larger number of observation points.

Basal respiration (BR) is such a proxy. BR is defined as the steady rate of soil re-
spiration, which originates from the mineralization of organic matter [42]. Together with
soil microbe biomass, BR is a commonly accepted indicator to quantify changes in the
activity of the soil microbial community and soil quality [61; 6]. BR is determined by
measuring CO, produced by soil microorganisms after pre-incubation under standardized
temperature and moisture conditions [3; 15]. BR thus characterizes the potential soil CO,
emissions by microorganisms under the optimal conditions rather than the actual carbon
efflux. Since the experimental conditions are standardized, the initial effect of field
temperature and moisture regimes is eliminated [8]. As a result it allows for the compari-
son of different samples (e.g. taken at different locations or moments in time). Monitor-
ing over a long periods is less important and many more samples can be taken through-
out a region of interest with all the different strata.

This study implements BR as a proxy to understand the spatial heterogeneity of
soil respiration in large, diverse and highly urbanized Moscow Region. So far, spatial pat-
terns in Rs in this region remain poorly understood if one compares them with the EU
and USA, where Rs is continuously measured through FLUXNET [60; 4].

2. MATERIALS AND METHODS

2.1. Moscow Region

Moscow Region extents over 46,700 km?. The territory of the Moscow Region has
a plain relief ranging from 100 meters in the east to 300 meters above sea level in the
north and west. The region has a temperate continental climate. Its mean annual tempera-
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tures range between 3.5 °C to 5.8 °C. Average annual rainfall varies from 780 mm in the
north to 520 mm in the south. In winter, average daily temperatures normally drop to
approximately —10.0 °C, though there can be warm periods with temperatures rising
above 0.0 °C. The average number of days with temperature below zero varies between
the north and the south and between years, and averages between 130 and 190 [50; 38].
Parent material includes moraine loam and clay in the north and center, fluvioglacial
sands in the east and west, and cover loam in the south. Vegetation varies with climate
and includes three main bioclimatic zones: south-taiga, deciduous forests and steppe-fo-
rest) [50]. Soils include Orthic Podzols in the north, Eutric Podzoluvisols in the center,
Orthic Luvisols and Luvic Chernozems in the south, Dystric Histosols in the East, and
Eutric Luvisols in the flood-plains of the Moskva and Oka rivers [16; 17; 51]. Anthro-
pogenic landscapes (agricultural, fallow-, and urban lands) occupy nearly 60% of the ter-
ritory. The urban area is rapidly increasing and currently occupies more than 10%, in-
cluding 68 cities and towns with 18.8 million inhabitants (including Moscow city). Mos-
cow is the largest European city with a population of over 11.2 million people.

2.2. Analyzing spatial variability
in basal respiration in the region

Soil sampling

In order to consider both natural and urban-specific factors in the region and to
provide necessary data for digital soil mapping (DSM), a stratified sampling design was
implemented that represents the variability in bioclimatic conditions and consider short-
distance variability within the settlements. Sampling points were chosen in Moscow city
and six settlements in the region in such a way that traditional (zonal soil type and land-
use type) and urban-specific factors (functional zoning, age and size of the settlement)
were considered. Inside the towns, samples were taken from different functional zones
including industrial, residential and recreational zones. We also sampled forest, cropland
and meadow areas outside the towns for comparison. In total 211 locations were observed
(Fig. 1).

Inside each stratum, sampling plots were selected randomly. For each plot, 5 top-
soil (0—10 cm) samples were taken from a 2 m? square plot (corners and center) and
pooled into a single composite sample. A single sample was taken from the subsoil (10—
150 cm) at the center of the plot. Considering the variability of regional soil conditions
including the Luvic Chernozems with thick humus accumulation layers, likely contri-
buting to BR, we expanded the subsoil included into the analysis to 10—150 cm. Con-
sidering budget limitations and the necessity to expand the sampling area to capture
different factors of BR spatial variability in the Moscow Region for DSM approach, sub-
soil layers from 10 to 150 cm deep were mixed into a single sample per point. This gives
an idea of the subsoil contribution to total microbial respiration. As far as we know, this
has never been done at the regional level. However, it does not provide insight on the
profile distribution of BR.
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Figure 1. The level of urbanization in Moscow region ranging
from natural (green) to urban (red) with the location of the observation points

Samples were sieved (2 mm) at the natural moisture content and all the fine plant
root residues were removed. Due to geographical location and geomorphological features
of the region with a plain relief and domination of loamy and clay parent material stone
inclusions in soil are very rare, thus stoniness was not considered in the estimation of
soil features including carbon stocks. At the same, we faced anthropogenic inclusions
(bricks, concrete flags and service tubes) in the urban areas, which did not allow to sam-
ple up to the 150 cm depths at some points. To consider this we implemented correction
coefficient on cut-off profiles when estimating BR in urban subsoil.

Mapping BR and analysis of variability

A DSM approach was implemented to map BR as a function of traditional (relief,
climate, land-use, vegetation and soil type and complexity) and urban-specific (functional
zoning, size and age of the city) factors. Since a strong correlation between SOC and BR
is widely assumed and was reported for different ecosystems [3; 59; 2], the SOC content
was also added as an explanatory variable, based on the 771 m resolution map of carbon
contents and stocks derived for the region [58].
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Land-use type, soil type, mean annual temperature, average annual precipitation,
slope, normalized difference vegetation index (NDVI), and SOC content were used as
explanatory variables in the natural and agricultural sites. In the urban areas urban-spe-
cific factors were added, including functional zoning (derived from NDVI), age and
size of the settlements. Since only open (non-sealed) areas were included in sampling
campaign, we considered BR estimation and mapping for impervious areas only. To
achieve this we used correction coefficient, which was assigned as 0.90 for recreational
zones and 0.50 for residential and industrial ones, based on the literature data and pre-
vious investigations for Moscow city and Moscow Region [57].

Normality of the distribution of BR values was checked by Shapiro-Wilk’s W test
and homogeneous of variances was checked by Levene’s test. Since the regression
kriging was not available due to the stratified sampling design, we implemented statistical
general linear model (GLM), correlating BR to explanatory variables, to predict spatial
patterns of topsoil and subsoil BR in the region. The GLM was obtained by a step-wise
linear regression. The R* and R*adj were used to keep or remove explanatory variables
and to characterize the predictive power of the model. Based on the GLM two separate
maps for topsoil and subsoil BR were developed with the resolution of 771 m for the re-
gion. Details on the implemented mapping and GLM approaches were published in Va-
senev et al., 2014. Statistical analysis was performed in Statistica 6.0 [11]. Visualiza-
tion and GIS analysis was carried out in ArcGIS [23].

The BR approach does not give insight into the temporal dynamics of Rs, although
it provides an explicit picture of the spatial distribution of Rs. In order to characterize
the spatial variation of Rs for different ecosystems and biomes and also to compare re-
sults from BR approach with ones from in situ method we aggregated BR maps into the
different strata, representing different combinations of distinguished traditional and ur-
ban-specific factors. In addition, the CV for each strata was estimated to characterize spa-
tial variability of Rs. Maps with the CV of topsoil and subsoil BR were created for the
Moscow Region.

3. RESULTS

3.1. BRin the Moscow Region

Modelled BR values for the entire Moscow Region showed a high spatial variability
with averages of 0.75 + 0.57 pg CO,-C g' soil h™' for the topsoil and 0.25 + 0.17 pg
CO,-C g soil h™' for the subsoil. Spatial variability was similar for both layers. A sig-
nificant positive correlation with SOC content was found for both layers (p < 0.05; r=0.43
and r = 0.37 for topsoil and subsoil BR respectively). Land-use had an important impact
on BR — the lowest values were obtained for urban areas, whereas BR for bogs and
meadows was significantly higher than for all other land-use types. Different soil types
presented different BR with the highest values for the Luvic Chernozems and lowest ones
for Dystric Histosols and Eutric Luvisols. However, differences between soil types were
not significant due to the large variability (Table 1).
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Table 1
Basal respiration in Moscow region averaged over land-uses and soil types
Factor N Topsoil BR Subsoil BR
(ug CO,-C gf1 soil h71) (ng CO,-C gf1 soil h’1)
mean SD CV (%) mean SD CV (%)

Land-use

Urban 46 0.64 0.45 69 0.27 0.20 74

Bogs 18 0.76 0.45 59 0.26 0.13 49

Arable 80 0.77 0.52 68 0.26 0.18 67

Forest 53 0.72 0.40 56 0.24 0.13 56

Meadow 13 1.1 1.41 128 0.20 0.21 107
Soil type

eutric Podzoluvisols & 108 0.76 0.50 66 0.28 0.20 70

dystric Histosols eutric Luvisols 15 0.59 0.52 88 0.18 0.14 76

orthic Luvisols 43 0.73 0.41 55 0.24 0.13 55

luvic Chernozems 5 0.84 0.44 52 0.24 0.10 44

orthic Podzols 39 0.78 0.88 112 0.22 0.13 59

The spatial patterns differed between the topsoil and subsoil maps but patterns
in BR corresponded to the patterns in soils and land-use for both. Topsoil BR was the
highest in the east of the region with large areas occupied by bogs and Dystric Histosols.
High topsoil BR was also found for the Orthic Podzols in the north and Luvic Cherno-
zems in the south. Urban areas and especially the Moscow city showed high variation
in topsoil BR with higher values in the green spaces and lower in the central built-up
parts (Fig. 2 A). Subsoil BR followed the same trends. In general, subsoil BR was less
variable than topsoil BR with the highest values found in the west with Eutric Podzolu-

visols (Fig. 2 B).
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Figure 2. Basal respiration (ng CO,-C g ' soil h™") of topsoil (A)
and subsoil (B) in the Moscow Region
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3.2. Mapping BR spatial variability in the region

The maps allowed for a better understanding of the spatial variability of BR for the
region in general as well as for separate land-uses, soil types and their combinations. The
highest variability was shown in urban areas and bogs with average CVs exceeding 100%.
We observed this pattern for both soil layers, although subsoil BR was more homoge-
neous with averaged CV up to 50—60%. The highest BR variability among the soil
types was found in the topsoil of the Orthic Podzoluvisols and the subsoil of the Dystric
Histosols and Eutric Luvisols which can be explained by the large and heterogeneous
areas where these soil types are found (more than 70% of the total area of the region).
The coefficient of determination for the models was 0.51 and 0.38 for the topsoil and the
subsoil correspondingly.

Analysis of BR averaged per land-use and soil type provides information on the
factors influencing its variability but it does not give a clear picture of the spatial distri-
bution. More valuable is to analyze spatial variability per different strata, representing
interaction of various environmental and management conditions. In order to obtain this
information we aggregated the BR maps based on the combinations of traditional and
urban-specific factors distinguished for the modelling and estimated CV values per each
stratum. The highest variability of topsoil and subsoil BR was reported for the urban
areas, which was clearly represented by hotspots on the maps, coinciding with the borders
of settlements. The CV obtained for topsoil BR in the urban areas varied from 40—50%
for recent settlements (< 50 years) of small and middle size (< 100 000 citizens) to 70—
100% in small ancient towns (> 500 years) and Moscow megapolis. The same pattern
was found for the subsoil BR although the CVs were almost half. CV values in industrial
and residential areas were 20—30% higher than in recreational zones for both topsoil
and subsoil BR (Fig. 3).

Figure 3. Coefficient of variance (CV%) of topsoil (A) and subsoil (B)
basal respiration in Moscow region
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4. DISCUSSIONS

4.1. Spatial variability of soil respiration
in Moscow Region based on BR maps

BR observation for the Moscow Region in combination with DSM techniques re-
sulted in 771 m resolution maps of topsoil and subsoil BR. As far as we know, this was
the first attempt to analyze and map regional BR with this level of accuracy. The area
of central Russia remains under-observed in many global assessment and databases of
carbon stocks and fluxes [4; 9], thus the opportunity to evaluate our results based on ones
from literature was very limited. Analysis, available at the country scale [40; 30] provides
averaged values per soil type and land-use type, but lack the information of Rs’s spatial
variability within these clusters. Besides, this outcome is based on the direct extrapolation
of point Rs data for the polygons of the 1 : 2.5 million soil map of Russia [18], thus
uncertainty is very likely.

Patterns of BR between and within different soils types and land-uses were analyzed
and showed a good correspondence with literature. All their studies report a significant
negative correlation between soil microbiological activity and anthropogenic pressure
levels. This was also confirmed by the results obtained at the test area. High topsoil BR
values reported for Luvic Chernozems, Dystric Histosols and Orthic Podzols is in good
coherence with SOC patterns described for the bioclimatic and soil zones in the re-
gion [50; 59] confirming the concept of BR as an indicator for respiration of soil organic
matter — based microbes [15].

Different spatial variability described by CV for observed land-use types with the
highest heterogeneity of BR in urban area also confirm existing opinion on high patchi-
ness of urban environment [28; 56]. High variability of BR in urban areas is likely ex-
plained by the heterogeneous urban conditions that influence the limiting factors for soil
microbiological communities: water and temperature regimes and nutrient contents.
Several studies that report high spatial variability of C and N stocks in urban areas [27;
44; 35] indirectly confirm this outcome. We also found significant difference between
topsoil and subsoil BR. In average for the region, BR in the topsoil was over four times
larger with a more than double CV than subsoil BR. This corresponds to studies that
indicate the major soil microbial community in the topsoil [74; 53]. However, 30% of the
total BR in urban areas comes from the subsoil, which was higher than in croplands
and meadows and comparative to forest. Considerable contribution of subsoil BR in ur-
ban areas refers to specific profile distribution of SOC in the settlement with high con-
centration not only in the surface, but also at a certain depth in the so-called “cultural
layer” [1; 34; 57]. In general urban areas made the most significant contribution to the re-
gional spatial variability of BR (vividly illustrated by red spots on the maps of the CV),
which was the result of various urban-specific factors.

4.2. Uncertainties in BR maps of Moscow Region
Predictive power of the GLMs implemented for BR mapping estimated by R(fd/- =

=0.51 and 0.38 for topsoil and subsoil correspondingly indicates that 50 to 60% of total
variability remained unexplained ant thus the results are rather uncertain. Uncertainty
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of the obtained results is coming from the experimental design and assumption taken
in the GLM and BR estimations. Additional source of uncertainty came from the sim-
plifications and assumptions taken in the modelling process. For instance we techni-
cally could not separate residential and industrial functional areas and thus used it as
single unit, although literature and previous research showed a significantly lower BR
in industrial areas compared to all the other forms of land-use [19; 55]. We also intro-
duced reduction coefficient to consider impervious soils, however there are evidences
in literature that soil sealing results not only in decrease of Rs at the sealed areas, but
also in increase of CO, emissions from adjacent open territories [52; 48]. Comparison
between topsoil and subsoil BR also was not straightforward since differences in sam-
pling approaches and aggregating 10—150 cm subsoil in a single soil sample, which,
considering known strong correlation between microbiological activity and soil depth,
may provide very rough results. However, it gave us an opportunity to guess on the con-
tribution of the subsoil to total respiration and its variability, that is often left out of re-
gional analysis.

4.3. ADVANTAGES AND CONSTRAINTS OF BR
AS A PROXY TO UNDERSTAND THE SPATIAL VARIABILITY
OF SOIL RESPIRATION

Implementation of BR and DSM techniques provided an opportunity to analyze and
map the spatial variability of regional soil respiration based on a limited number of ob-
servations (n = 211). This would not have been possible with the traditional in sifu cham-
ber approach. In addition, BR can provide information on the respiration in different soil
layers, whereas direct field measurements normally refer to the surface layer. However,
the BR as a proxy of soil respiration obviously has some constrains. The main one is
coming from different mechanisms and processes underlying Rs and BR. Total Rs in-
cludes autotrophic respiration of root systems and root-associated organisms and hetero-
trophic respiration of free-leaving microorganisms in the soil [14; 20], whereas BR refers
only for the heterotrophic component. Moreover, disturbing and pre-incubation pro-
cedures influence the CO, production by microorganisms [15] and makes comparison
between absolute values of BR and in situ Rs rather challenging.

So, BR is rather questionable as a tool to measure actual Rs, however it is a good
proxy to understand the spatial variability. Recently, for many applications, including
regional carbon sequestration assessment and climate mitigation analysis and modelling,
understanding the Rs’s spatial variability becomes essential. BR is probably the best
option for spatial analysis, since direct measurements are not applicable and remote
sensing approach predict Rs mainly based on the vegetation indexes [25] and thus much
less related to the soil processes. The relevance of BR as a proxy is confirmed by signifi-
cant predictive power of the developed models (R* = 0.51 and 0.38 for the topsoil and
subsoil respectively). This result is comparative or better than some regional models
of soil carbon stocks modelling [36].
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5. CONCLUSIONS

Soil respiration (Rs) is an important terrestrial CO, efflux. Although the most com-
prehensive global Rs database [9] contains many respiration records, this dataset is still
biased towards natural ecosystems and towards the USA and EU. This doesn’t improve
understanding of Rs’s spatial variability. The methodological constrains of Rs measure-
ments in the field likely limit the number of observations, especially in regions where
scientific equipment and technology is poorly available.

We implemented indirect measurements of basal respiration (BR) to capture spatial
variability of soil respiration for the Moscow Region. This relatively simple approach
expanded the regional sampling scheme and formed the basis for mapping of BR for
the Moscow Region. We digitally mapped soil BR as regional Rs proxy. Although our
absolute BR remain uncertain, the BR spatial variability, however, corresponded well
with one measured directly. Land use was a major factor determining the spatial hetero-
geneity of the regional soil respiration. Most of variation was coming from urban areas.

Soil respiration is currently getting increased attention as an important source of CO,
emission, indicator of soil health and quality. Due to very high variability in space, fol-
lowing bioclimatic conditions and land-use change, understanding spatial trends of Rs
gets even more important than more traditional estimation of averaged emission. Direct
measurements of in situ Rs at the limited areas with further extrapolation regionally
and globally don’t correspond to the demand in spatially explicit information, highlight-
ing necessity in alternative proxies. Our implementation of BR approximates this spatial
variability and will considerably improve understanding of soil respiration patterns,
especially for regions where direct measurements are unavailable. Although our result
represent a preliminary study they contribute to implement our understanding of CO,
emissions from urban soils and [21; 41] and provide evidence that the contribution of
urban soils to regional carbon balance will be progressively more important in the future
when urbanization and pollution will be among the most important factors affecting
soil quality and health.
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angd AnNPOKCUMMALUU NPOCTPAHCTBEHHOIO
PASHOOBPA3UA 3MUCCUUN CO,
NOYBAMM MOCKOBCKOW OBJIACTU
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Tpynna uzyuenus I'eorpaduu [Tous u Jlanmmadros
Yuusepcumem Bacenuneen, 47, Bacenuneen, Huoepnanowvt 6700 AA

*MHCTUTYT BU3MKO-XMMUYECKHX U OUOJIorudeckux npodiaem, PAH
HUnemumymcrxas ya., 2, Ilywuno, Mockogckas oonracms, Poccus, 142290

TTouBennoe npixanue (I1J]) — BaxkHbIi ucTouHKK sMuccun CO, Ha3eMHBIMH SKocucTeMamu. HecMot-
pst Ha OoJIBIIIOE BHUMAaHUE, yAemsieMoe aHaumu3y [1/] Ha pa3mmyHbIX IPOCTPaHCTBEHHBIX YPOBHSIX, B TJIO-
OaNbHBIX MCCIIEA0BAHUAX MPeodagaeT HHPOPMAIHS O TPUPOTHBIX SKOCHCTEMAaX U MPAKTUUECKU HEe YIIO-
MHHAIOTCS TOPOJICKHE SKOCHCTEMBL. Y pOaHU3aIHsi — OJJHA U3 OCHOBHBIX TEHJICHIIMH U3MEHEHHS COBPEMEH-
HOTO 3eMJIETIONIb30BaHUS, BXKHOCTh KOTOPOH, BEPOSTHO, BO3pacTeT B OyaymieM. ['opoackue moyBsl
COZIep)KaT 3HAYMTENbHbIE 3aI1achl YIJIEpo/ia U ABISIOTCS 04€Hb HEOJHOPOAHBIMU M JMHAMHYIHBIMH CHCTEMa-
mu. MIHpopmanus 0 NpocTpaHCTBEHHONW M3MEHYMBOCTH JIBIXaHHS TOPOJCKUX IOYB OUYEHb OrpaHUYEHA,
0COOEHHO UISl PETHOHOB C PAa3IUYHBIMI OMOKIMMATHYECKIMH YCIOBHSAME M BBICOKHM YPOBHEM ypOaHU-
3anuu. MeTomosiorus npsiMbIx u3mMepeHuid [1/] B MoJIeBbIX YCIOBHUSX OTPAHUYUBACT YHCIIO HAOIIOICHUH.
B kauecTBe aIbTEpHATUBHOIO T10JIX0/Ia K alMpOKCUMALK POCTPpaHCTBEHHOM n3MenunBoctH [1]] paccmor-
peno 6a3anbHoe apixanue (bJ1). Mcnonb3oBansl MeToabl LU poBol nouBeHHOW kaprorpaduu (LK),
s kaptupoBanust B/ kak «mpokcn» I1]] Ha mpuMepe HEOJTHOPOIHON W BBICOKOYPOAHU3MPOBAHHOM
MockoBckoi obnactu. beutn nmoctpoens! 1udpobie kKapThl b1 1715 pa3sHbIX BUJOB 3€MJIETIONIb30BaHUS
Y THUIIOB MOYB JUI BEPXHUX U MOACTHIIAIONIMX TOYBEHHBIX TOpH30HTOB. Cpeanue nokaszatenu b/l s ro-
POJICKHX TEpPUTOPUIl OBUTH HIDKE, Y€M B Jiecax M Ha JIyraxX, OAHAKO OBbUIO MOKA3aHO, YTO IMEHHO TeppH-
TOPUH TIOCEJICHUH OKa3aJli OCHOBHOM BKJIa]] B POCTpaHCTBEHHOE pazHooOpasue B/l B peruone. s ropo-
JIOB OBLT TaK)Ke MOKa3aH 3HAYMTENBHBIA BKIIAJ HIXKHHUX TOpU30HTOB B obOmiee BJI, nocturarommuit 30%,
YTO 3HAYMTEINIBLHO BBIIIE MO CPABHEHHIO ¢ (POHOBBIM MmouBaMu. HecMOTps Ha BRICOKYIO HEOIIPEICIICHHOCTD
abcomoTHbIX 3HaueHn# [1/] B perrione HeBenrKa, BBISBJICHHBIE 3aKOHOMEPHOCTD pactipesnenenus b/l no su-
JlaM 3eMJIETIONIb30BaHMA U TUIIAM [IOYB HE BBI3bIBAIOT COMHEHUH.

Ki1roueBble ¢J10Ba: ropoJICKUE MOYBBI, (DYHKIMHU 1TOYB, MUKPOOHOE JbIXaHHE, ypOaHU3aIHs, TI0OYBCH-
Hoe KapTorpadupoBaHue



