e~ AzpapHbIl eecmHuk Ypana Ne 06 (160), 2017 2. —« LI Ze——

Buosnoaus u buomexHosioauu
VK 581.5

O BOSMOXHOCTAX IPUMEHEHUSA BCEOBIIUX .
N PETUOHAJIBHBIX AINTOMETPUYECKHUX MOJAEJIEN
TP OHEHKE ®UTOMACCHI JIEPEBBEB EJIN

B. A. YCOJIBLIEB,

JOKTOP CeTbCKOX03ACTBEHHBIX HayK, Ipodeccop,
K. B. KO/TYMH,

ACHMPAHT,

B. A. ASBAPEHOXK,

JOKTOP CeTbCKOXO03ACTBEHHBIX HAYK, Tpodeccop,

Ypanbcknii rocyfapCcTBEHHBIN 1€COTeXHUYECKUIT YHUBEPCUTET
(620100, r. Exarepuno6ypr, yia. Cubupckuit Tpaxt, a. 37)

Knroueswvie cnosa: Picea L., arnomempuueckue mooenu, pumomacca oepesa, npobuvie niouwaou, pecuoHaibHble pasiu-
Yus, cmanoapmmubvle U CUCeMamuieckue OuuoKuU.

Jleca urparoT BaKHYIO pOJIb B CHH)KEHHH KOJIMYECTBA MMAPHUKOBBIX I'a30B B aTMOC(epe U NMpeloTBpaIlleHHH H3MEHEHU ST
kinMata. OTHUM U3 crocO0OB KOJTMYECTBECHHON OIEHKH yTJIEPOAHOTO OOMEHa B JICCHOM IOKPOBE SIBJISCTCS ONpEJIeIICHHE
U3MEHEHHUH B 3amacax ero (YUTOMacchl M yrjiepoja co BpeMeHeM. 3amac (pUTOMacChl Ha €AMHUIE TUIOLIAJN HauMHAeTCs
C OIpEJeNICHUs. ero Ha ypOBHE OTAENBHBIX JepeBbeB. M3BeCTHO CTporoe U yCTOMYMBOE AJUIOMETPHUYECKOE COOTHOIICHHUE
MEXy GUTOMACCON JiepeBa 1 eTro IuaMeTpoM (TIIpocTas alUIOMETPHST), MITH MKy (prTOMAacCcoi aepeBa M HECKOIBKUMH Mac-
coobpazyromumMu (MOphoMEeTpHYecKUMHU) TIOKa3aTensiMu (MHOTO(aKTOpHAs aJsloMeTpusi). B HacTosmee BpeMs B pa3HBIX
CTpaHax U KOHTUHEHTAX MPOBOASTCS MHTEHCUBHBIE HCCIIEIOBAHN S IPUMEHUMOCTH TaK Ha3bIBAEMBIX «BCEOOLINX)» aJIJIOMe-
TpHUYECKUX Mojienieit (generic, generalized, common models), koTopbie obecrieunBaIy Obl AJIIOMETPUIECKON MOJIETTH TPHUEM-
JIEMYTIO TOYHOCTH TIPH OIIEHKE (PUTOMACCHl HacaXACHWH. B cTaThe Ha OCHOBE chopMHupoBaHHOH 0a3bl JAHHBIX O (PUTOMAacce
nepeBbeB Picea B xonuuectBe 1 065 onpeneneHui IOCTPOSHBI aNIOMETPUYECKUE MOJIETIH YeThIPEX BUOB, BKIIIOYAIONINE
B ce0s (QUKTHUBHBIC IEPEMEHHBIE, KOTOPBIE TAI0T BO3MOXKHOCTH JIaTh PErMOHAIIBHBIC OIIEHKH HX (PUTOMACCHI IO N3BECTHBIM
MOP(OMETPHUIECKNM TTOKa3aTeNSIM (JInaMeTp CTBOJIA M KPOHBI, BBICOTA iepeBa). [IpessiokeHHbIE allIOMETPUYIECKHE MOJIENN
CBUJICTENIBCTBYIOT 00 MX aJeKBaTHOCTH (pakTHuecKUM JaHHBIM (kodddunuent aerepmunanuu ot 0,814 1o 0,984) u moryr
MIPUMEHSITHCSI IPU PETHOHAIBHBIX OIEHKax (huTOMAacchl AepeBbeB enu. OqHaKo BceoOIne aJloMeTPHIECKUE MOJICINH, T10-
CTPOCHHBIE 110 BCEMY MAcCHBY (aKTHUECKUX JITaHHBIX, JAIOT B 9KOPETHOHAX CJIIMIIKOM OOJIBIINE CTaHJapTHBIE OMMOKH (70
221 %) u HenpuemieMble cMelleHus: 00oux 3HakoB (0T +311 10 —99 %), 4To UCKIIOYaeT BOBMOXKHOCTh UX MPUMEHEHHUs Ha
pEernoHaNbHBIX YPOBHSX.
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Forests play an important role in reducing the amount of greenhouse gases in the atmosphere and preventing climate
change. One way to quantify carbon exchange in forest cover is estimating changes in its biomass and carbon pools over
time. Biomass estimating on the unit of area starts with harvesting sample trees and weighing their biomass. It is known the
strong and sustainable relationship between tree biomass and its diameter (simple allometry), or between tree biomass and a
number of mass-forming (morphometric) indices (multi-factor allometry). At present, in different countries and continents, the
studies of the applicability of the so-called generic (generalized, common) allometric models are intensified that would give
acceptable accuracy in estimating forest biomass. In the article on the basis of the compiled database of tree biomass of Picea
at a number of 1065 trees, allometric models of the four modifications are designed, which include the block of independent
dummy variables. These models provide an opportunity to give regional estimates of tree biomass when using some known
mass-forming indices (stem and crown diameter and tree height). Allometric models proposed are indicative of their adequacy
for the actual data (coefficients of determination are 0.814 to 0.984) and can be applied in regional estimating of spruce tree
biomass. However, generic allometric models built using the total quantity of actual data give in different ecoregions too large
standard errors (up to 221 %) and unacceptable both positive and negative biases (from +311 to —99 %), that excludes any pos-
sibility of their application at regional levels.

TToaoxcumenvHasn peuyenaus npedcmasaera C. B. 3anecosvim, 0OKIMOPOM CeNbCKOX03AUCMBEeHHbIX HAYK, npodieccopom,
npopexmopom no HayuHoil pabome Ypaabckoz2o 20cydapcmeeHHO20 NecomexHu1ecko20 yHusepcumemad.
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Jleca urparoT BaxkHYIO pOJIb B CHH)KEHHUH KOJIUYE-
CTBa MAPHUKOBBIX T'a30B B aTMocdepe W TpeaoTBpa-
HIEHUU M3MEHeHHs kiaumara. OJHUM U3 CIOCOOOB KO-
JUYECTBEHHOH OLIEHKH YTJIEPOIHOI0 OOMEHa B JIECHOM
MOKPOBE SBJISICTCS OMpE/IelIiCHHe N3MEHEHN B 3aracax
ero (u-TomMaccel M yriepoaa co BpeMeHeM. 3amac (u-
TOMAacCChl Ha eIWHHUIIE TIJIONIa N HAYWHACTCS C OTpee-
JICHUSI €r0 Ha YPOBHE OTIEIBHBIX JepeBheB. V3BecTHO
CTPOroe M YCTOMYMBOE aJNIOMETPUUYECKOE COOTHOIIC-
HUE MeX 1y (UTOMACCOM JIepeBa U ero AUamMeTpoM (Ipo-
cTas aJJIOMETpHs), WJIK MEXy puromMaccoll aepeBa H
HECKOJTBKHMH Maccoo0pa3yomuMu (MoppoMeTprude-
CKMMH) TIOKa3aTeIIMA (MHOTO(DaKTOPHAS aJUIOMETPH).
B Hacrosmiee Bpems B pa3HbIX CTpaHaX U KOHTHHEHTAX
MPOBOJSITCS. MHTCHCUBHBIC UCCIIEIOBAHUS IPUMEHUMO-
CTH TaK Ha3bIBAa€MbIX «BCCO6HH/IX>> AJUIOMETPHUYCCKUX
Mozenei (generic, generalized, common models), koTo-
pBle oOecTieunBaIn OBl AJITOMETPHUICCKON MOMICITH TIPH-
e€MJIEMYIO0 TOYHOCTB TP OIIEHKe (PUTOMACCHI Hacaxie-
Huii [1, 2]. XoTs mpuMeHsieMble BCEOOINe YpaBHEHUS
XapaKTepU3yIOTCsl BHICOKUMHU TOKA3aTEeNsIMU aJIeKBaT-
HOCTH, UX MCIOJIB30BAHUE MIPH pacueTe pUTOMacchl Ha
E€MHUIIE TUIOIIAAN TAHHOIO PETHMOHA WMIJIM KOHKPETHO-
r0 APEBOCTOS HE TAPAHTHPYET MPHEMIIEMYIO TOYHOCTh
oreHkH. [loaTOMY € TeNpI0 MUHUMHU3AINH 3aTPaT MpU
MaKCHMYyMe TOYHOCTH OI[EHOK HEOOXOIUM aHallu3 CMe-

IIeHUH, 00yCIOBIEHHBIX MPUMEHEHNEM TOW WM WHOU
BCEOOIIEeH aIOMETPUUYECKON MOJIEITH B JIOKAJIBHBIX Te-
orpaduyeckux peruonax. [[ns atoro HyxHa Haubosee
nojHast 6a3a JaHHBIX O (AKTUYECKOH CTPYKTYype (hUTO-
MacCHl JICPEBBEB, B3SATHIX TAK HA3BIBAEMBIM <«JIECTPYK-
THBHBIM» METOJOM Ha TMPOOHBIX IUIOMAAAX. B 3Toi
CBSI3HM B 3apyO€KHOW JIMTEepaType MPOBO3TJIAIICHO Ha-
CTYIIJICHHE «3PBI OOIBIINX MAaCCHBOB JaHHBIX» (the Big
Data Era) [3, 4, 5, 6]. IlepBble onbITBI GOpPMUPOBAHUS
MoJJOOHBIX 0a3 JaHHBIX s jecoB EBpasuu yxe nme-
oTes [3, 7, 8, 9].

Heas u MeToguka uccjaegoBaHuil. B Hacrosmem
WCCIIEZIOBAHUH MBI OT'PaHUYNBAEMCS aHAJIH30M CMeIIIe-
HUW BCEOOMINX aJUIOMETPUUYECKUX YPaBHEHUH MPH JIO-
KaJIbHOM OlleHKe (huTomacchl nepeBbeB enu (Picea L.).
B kadecTBe OHOTO M3 METOAMYECKUX MOJXO/I0B K aHa-
JIN3Yy Ha3BAHHBIX CMEUICHUI HAMHU MPUHAT METOM (hHK-
THUBHBIX TiepeMeHHBIX [10, 11]. dakTHyeckue TaHHBIC
¢utomaccel nmepeBbeB enu (1065 ompeneneHuit) mocie
M3BJICYCHHS WX U3 0a3bl TaHHBIX [§] pacnpenesneHst o 9
JKOpPEruoHaM U 0003HAYCHBI COOTBETCTBEHHO JICBSTHIO
(QuKTHBHBIMU IEpeMeHHBIMU OT X 10 X,. B kauecTBe Hy-
JIEBOT'O BapuaHTa IPUHSAT BECh MAaCCHB JaHHBIX (TabI. 1).

B kadectBe 0a30BOI MOmENH MPHUHSATA aJIOMETPH-
gecKas 3aBHCHMOCTH Han3eMHoOW (uromaccel (Pa, ke)
JiepeBa B 4eThIpex BapuaHTax: (1) oT nmamerpa cTBOjIa

Tabnuna 1

CxemMa KOV POBaHNA PErMOHAIBHBIX M HYIeBOTo (0611ero) MaccuBa paKTUIeCKMX JAHHBIX (PUTOMACCHI

J€peBbEB €N

Table 1
Encoding scheme of regional and zero (general) array of actual data of phytomass of fir-trees
_ ] BJ10K pUKTHBHBIX IEPEMEHHBIX .
PemQH* Bm{ cheq Dletr.. Block of fictitious variables Yucno Ha6mozlemm
Region Variety of Picea Dietr. x I Tx [xIx [ [x]x, Number of observations
Bce peruonsi,
All regions - 0j0jJ0jJo0fo0O|0OfO0O]0O]O 1065
B TOM YHCIJIIC:
including
(C;Em P. abies (L)Karst. 1loloflololo|lo]lo]o 390
r P. abies (L)Karst. olt1]ololo|lololo]|o 234
pep, P. abies (L)Karst. olol1]lo]lololo]o]o 70
o AB) P. obovata L. oloflol1]o]olo|o]o 40
Lo (K) P. obovata L. olololofl1]o]lolo]o 276
et P. obovata L. oloflolofol|1|o|o]o 20
s P. obovata L. olololololol1]o]o 10
br P. schrenkianaFetM. | 0 0|0 |o]o]oflo]1]o0 15
a P. ajanensis Lindl. etGord. | 0 | 0 oo o] oo ]o]|1 10

Ipumeuarue: *CEw — CpedHeesponetickas nposuHuyus, wupokonucmeentoie neca; CP - Ckanounascko-Pycckas nposunyus; BPcp — Bocmok Pycckoti
pasHunbl, cpedusas matiea; YPiow (E) - Ypan, woxnas maiiea, ecmecmeernote envruku; YPiosw (K) - Ypan, wxncnas maiiea, kynomypos; YPcp (E) - Ypan,
cpebmm matiea, ecmecmeenvie envHuxu; 3Cac - 3anadnas Cu6upb, necocmenyw; 11T - Ilamupo-Tanvuanvckas nposunyus (Cesepo-3anaaubtﬁ Kumaii);

JIB - JlanvHe60cmouHas nposuUHuUA.

Note: *CE - the Central European province, the broad-leaved woods; SR - the Scandinavian-Russian province; EEEP - the East of East European Plain,
middle taiga; URs (F) - the Urals, the southern taiga, natural fir groves; URs (C) - the Urals, the southern taiga, cultures; URm (F) - the Urals, middle taiga,
natural fir groves; WSfs — Western Siberia, forest-steppe; PT — the Pamiro-Tyanshan province (Northwest China); FE - the Far East province.

34

www.avu.usaca.ru



e~ AzpapHbIl eecmHuk Ypana Ne 06 (160), 2017 2. —« LI Ze——

Buosnoaus u buomexHosioauu

Tabmuna 2

XapaKTepuCTHKa aT/IOMEeTPUIECKUX MOJIeNeit
Table 2

Characteristic of allometric models

HesaBucumast KoHcTaHTBI ypaBHEHUH IPU UX HE3aBUCUMBIX IEPEMEHHBIX
nepemenHast | Homep ypaBHeHus Constants of the equations at their independent variables
Independent | Number of equation
var iabl@ a0 a1/\/1 a2X2 a3X3 34)(4 a5X5 a6X6 a7X7 aSX(Y
Q) —1.467 | 0.141 |—0.136 | —0.167 | —0.0049 | —0.075 | 0.162 | 0.214 | 0.260
In(Pa) ) —0.411 | 0.018 |-0.028 | —0.155 | 0.044 | —0.028 | 0.531 |-0.120| 0.198
3 0.102 | 0.946 |—-0.386]|-0.689 | 0.109 | —0.387 | —0.402 [-0.997| 2.153
4) —1.180 | 0.130 |-0.162 |—0.248 | —0.129 | —0.0124 | 1.827 |-0.434| 0.540
IIpomomkenue TadIuIb! 2
KoHCTaHTBI ypaBHEHHH MPU UX HE3aBUCHMBIX MEPEMEHHBIX
Hesasncumas | Howmep Constants of the equations at their independent variables
NepeMeHHasl | ypaBHEHHS . R> | SE*
Independent | Number of a | a
variable equation a,X, a,/(InD) a,,(Inff) (InDer) 82[23; (InDer)(InH)
(1) 0.063 2.111 — — — — 0.959 | 0.41
(@) 0.246 1.030 —0.275 0.350 0.984 | 0.25
In(Pa)
3) —-1.317 — — 3.406 — — 0.814 | 0.88
“) —0.027 — 1.680 —0.482 — 0.500 0.984 | 0.25

Ipumeuanue: *R? - koapdpunuenm demepmunavyuu, SE - cmandapmmas oumubka ypasHeHus.

Note: *R? - determination coefficient, SE - standard equation error.

Ha BbIcOTE Tpyau (D, cm), (2) OT AuamMeTpa CTBOJIA U BbI-
coTsl aepea (H, m), (3) or nuaMerpa (IIUPUHBI) KPOHBI
(Dcr, m) u (4) oT guaMeTpa KpOHBI U BBICOTHI JIEPEBA.
AHanu3 aJUIOMETPHUYECKUX MOJICNCH MO MOCICAHUM
JIByM BapuaHTaM OOYCJIOBJEH HCKJIIOUUTEIBHBIM TIPO-
rpeccoM TIOCIETHUX JIET B O0JACTH JAMCTAHIIHOHHOTO
30HUPOBAaHUS 3€MIIH, B CBSA3H C YEM ITPOUCXOAUT CMe-
LIEHUE €€ IPHOPUTETOB OT Ha3eMHBIX METOJOB B MOJb-
3y JUCTAaHIIMOHHBIX [6, 12, 13, 14].

Pe3yabraThl ucciaenoBanmii. 3a OCHOBY perpec-
CHOHHOTO aHajn3a (PaKTUYECKUX MAaHHBIX (PUTOMACCHI
JIEPEBHEB, YIIOMSIHYTHIX B Ta0I. 1, B3sTa ajuioMeTprye-
CKasi MOJIeb, CTPYKTYPHUPOBaHHAsI B COOTBETCTBUH C
Haleil cxeMoi KOAMPOBaHUSI (PUKTUBHBIX IEPEMEHHBIX
(tabm. 1). B pe3ynbrare momydeHsl YeThIpE YpaBHEHHUS,
XapaKTepUCTUKa KOTOPBIX JaHa B Ta0u. 2. Bce koHCTaH-
Thl YpaBHEHUH 3HAYMMBbl Ha YPOBHE BEPOATHOCTH P
ypaBHEHHS a/IeKBaTHBI (DAKTUIECKUM TaHHBIM.

Jlanee HEOOXOMMMO BBISICHUTD, HACKOJIBKO MTPUMEHH-
MBI BCEOOLINE aJJIOMETPUUYECKHE MOJEIHU MPH OLECHKE
(uTOMAaCCHI IepPEeBbEB €M B JIOKAJIBHBIX YCIOBHIX KO-
peruonoB. [locie ucKIIIOYeHH s PerHOHaIBHBIX (PUKTHB-
HBIX TIEpEMEHHBIX BceoOmue Mosenu (1)—(4) momydwim
BU]T

In(Pa) = -1.467 + 2.111(InD), (5)

In(Pa) = —0.411 + 1.030(InD) — 0.275 (InH) +0.350
(InD)(InH), (6)

In(Pa) = 0.102 + 3.406(In Dcr), (7)

In(Pa) = —1.180 — 0.482(In Dcr) +1.680(InH) +0.500
(In Dcr)(InH) (8)

[lyrem TtaOynupoBanus (5)—(8) mo daxTuyeckum
JaHHBIM JIEPEBbEB KaKJOTO0 HKOPErHOHA IIOJIYYEHBI
pacueTHbIE TOKa3aTenu (PUTOMACCHI, M COMOCTaBIIe-

001”2 n
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HUEM TOCTEeHUX ¢ (PaKTHIeCKUMHU PACCUYUTAHBI CTaH-
JapTHBIE OMIHMOKHU MPH OLEHKEe (UTOMACCHI B PErHOHAX
C TIOMOILBIO BCEOOLTNX MOJIENEH, a TAK)KE COOTBETCTBY-
IoIHe CMereHus (Tadm. 3).

BoiBoabI. AnsioMeTpruyuecKkue MOJIeNH, TOJIyYeHHbIE
Ha OCHOBE 0a3bl JAaHHEIX O (PUTOMACCE NEPEBLEB CIIM U
BKJTIOYAOIIHE B ce0sl (PMKTUBHBIE NIEpeMEHHBIE, AI0T
BO3MOXKHOCTb JIaTh PETHOHAJIbHBIE OLICHKH X (PUTOMAC-
CBbl M0 M3BECTHBIM MOP(OMETPHYECKUM IOKa3aTesIM
(mmaMeTp CTBOJIa U KPOHBI, BhicOTa jAepeBa). Koaddu-
[IUEHT JETePMUHAIINHU B 3aBUCUMOCTH (1) cyIiecTBeHHO
BEITIE, YeM B 3aBucuMocTH (3) (0,959 > 0,814), a nByx-
¢dakTopable Momenu (2) u (4) MoKaszalW OJUHAKOBBIE
ko3 unumentsr aerepmunanuu (0,984). Ilonydennsie
pervoHaj bHBIC AJUIOMETPHUECKUE MOJCIH CBUJCTEIb-
CTBYIOT 00 MX aJleKBaTHOCTH (DAaKTHUECKUM JaHHBIM U
MOT'YT NMPHMEHSTHCS TPHU JIOKAJIBHBIX OLEHKaX (hUTO-
MAacCHI JICPEBbEB €ITH.

[Ipumenenne ABYX(aKTOPHBIX BCEOOMIMX MOJeen
Buja (2) u (4) B SKOperuoHax JaeT MEHBIIIHUE CTAHaPT-
HBIC OIIMOKH (B cpegHeM cooTBeTcTBeHHO 30 1 77 %) 1o
CpaBHEHMIO C MPOCTHIMU ypaBHeHUaMH Bua (1) u (3) (B
cpemHeM cooTBeTcTBeHHO 41 1 160 %). OnmHako Bemen-
CTBHE HaIW4YMs OONBIINX CTAHMAPTHBIX OIMIUOOK (70
402 %) m HenmpueMJIEMBIX PErHOHAJBHBIX CMELICHUN
06oux 3HakoB (0T +311 mo —99 %) npumeHeHue BceoO-
HIMX aJITIOMETPUYECKUX MOJEIICH YeThIpeX UCcCIeaoBaH-
HBIX BHJIOB HA PETHOHATBHBIX YPOBHIX HEMPHUEMIIEMO.

C apyroi CTOpPOHBI, aJJIOMETPUUYSCKUE MOJCTH (u-
ToMacchl Buma (4) mpu Oojee BBICOKHX CTaHIAPTHBIX
omunoKkax onpeneneHus (B cpeaneM 77 %) B CpaBHEHUH
¢ mozensivu (2) (B cpentem 30 %) KOMIIEHCHPYIOT 3TOT
HEJIOCTATOK MPEHMYIIECTBOM OOPTOBOIO J1a3€pHOTO
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Tabnuna 3

OmunbKu onpeneneHns pUTOMACCHI lepeBbeB €1 B IKOPETrNoHaX Mo BceoOmum Mopensam (5)-(8)

Table 3

Errors of determination of phytomass of fir trees in ecoregions by general models (5)-(8)

HesaBucumsle uncien- Omwnlka, %
No OKOperuoxn Howmep ypaBHeHus HBIE ITIEpEMEHHEIE Error, %
- Ecoregion Number of equation | Independent numeric | CrannapTHas CucremaTnueckas
variables tandar stematic
bl Standard Sy
Cpenne-EBponeiickas npo- ) D 28.6 -89
BUHITUS, ITUPOKOIHUCTBEH- ©) D H 203 02
HBIC JIeca ’ : :
! The Central European (7) Dcr 89.4 787
province, the broad-leaved
woods ) Dcr, H 115.5 -36.9
®) D 38.6 7.6
CkannnHaBcko-Pycckas
5 npOBHHLMS . ©) D, H 26.2 54
The Scandinavian-Russian (7) Dcr 159.2 939
rovince
P 8) Dcr, H 95.4 -50.7
) D 48.3 26.6
Boctok Pycckoit paBHUHBI,
3 CpeIHss Taira (6) D, H 341 19.7
East of East European Plato, (7) Dcr 196.2 141.2
middle taiga
& ) Dcr, H 44.8 319
®) D 321 44
VYpaisbckasl IpOBUHLINSA,
4 toxHas Taiira (E) (©6) D, H 237 -17
The Ural province, south (7) Dcr 42.6 55
taiga (F
g (F) 8) Dcr, H 21.7 15.3
®) D 54.1 21.5
Vpanbckasi IpOBUHLIMSA,
5 1okHas Taira (K) ©) D H 337 7.5
The Ural province, south (7) Der 189.5 90.2
taiga (C)
& ) Dcr, H 97.6 974
®) D 41.3 -4.6
VYpaisbckasl IpOBUHLINSA,
6 cpennsis Taiira (E) (©) D, H 44.5 -37.3
The Ural province, middle (7) Dcr 495 495
taiga (F
g (F) 8) Dcr, H 57.8 -57.8
3anagHo-Cubupckas pas- ©) D 59.9 5.3
; HUHHAs! TPOBUHIIMS, JIE€CO- ©) D, H 30.3 15.5
CTellb
The Western Siberia prov- (7) Dcr 2249 186.3
ince, forest-sieppe ®) Der, H 106.7 -98.8
®) D 29.7 -20.6
ITamupo-TsaHblIaHbCKAS
] - PnquHHuHs{ (6) D, H 214 17.2
e Pamiro-Tyanshyan (7) Dcr 891 _856
rovince
P 8) Dcr, H 85.4 -56.9
®) D 39.8 0
9 JansHuii Boctok ©) D H 34.6 —16.0
Far East (7 Der 401.9 311.0
) Dcr, H 68.4 —49.7

30HAUPOBAHUA — HECOIIOCTaBUMOM C Ha3eMHOM Takca- COT JCPEBLCB, a4 TAKKEC CKOPOCTHHO COBMCHICHUSA UX C
muen CKOPOCTBIO U3MEPEHHUA NUAMETPOB KPOH M BbI- AJJIOMETPUUYCCKUMU MOACIAMH B PCIKUME PCAJIBHOTO
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