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Determination of Family Territory Borders in the European Badger (Meles meles) by GIS. — Brusentso-
va, N. — The shape and size of badger family territories are associated with the location of underground shel-
ters. Studies were conducted on badger sett systems within the monitoring area of “Gomilshanski lisy” National
Nature Park. The QGIS program was used for data analysis and visualization. It was proposed to define a fam-
ily territory by using the average nearest neighbor distance (ANND) between all setts of a sett system. ANND
for four sett systems within the monitoring area of the Park are the following: 1 — 0,147 £ 0,086 km; 2 —
0,131 £ 0,087 km; 3 — 0,161 = 0,120 km; 4 — 0,121 + 0,079 km. Buffers around the point objects (setts) were
built in QGIS by using the calculated distance. Buffers were united into a polygon, which represents the family
territory. The area of family territory polygons for badger sett systems in the NNP “Gomilshanski lisy” are the
following: 1 — 39.6 hectares, 2 — 48.9 hectares, 3 — 30.8 hectares, 4 — 54.1 hectares.

Key words: European badger, family territory, geographical information system.

OxpeciieHHs1 MeX ciMeliHIX TiIsiHOK Gopcyka eBponeiicbkoro (Meles meles) 3a gonomoror I'IC. — Bpy-
cennoBa, H. — Konoiryparmis Ta rroma ciMeiiHUX TepuTOpil OOPCYKIiB IOB’s13aHa 3 PO3TAalIyBaHHAM IIi3eM-
HUX cxoBuIl. JlocmimkeHHs Oyu IpoBeaeH] A1 HOPOBUX CHCTEM OOpPCYKIB Ha MOHITOPUHIOBIH finstHIi Hari-
OHAJILHOT'O MPUPOAHOTO MapKy «['oMinbIuaHckKi Jick». it aHami3zy JaHuxX Ta iX Bi3yasi3auii BUKOPHUCTOBYBa-
nu nporpaMuuii makeT QGIS. 3anpornoHoBaHO Ui OKPECICHHS CIMEHHOT AIISTHKH BUKOPHCTOBYBATH IIOKa3HUK
cepesHboro Haibmmkuoi cyciaupoi Bigcrani (ANND) mix ycima Hopamu HopoBoi cuctemu. ANND st yotu-
PHOX HOPOBHX CHCTEM MOHITOpUHrOBOI ainsiHku ITapky: 1 — 0,147 + 0,086 km; 2 — 0,131 + 0,087 km; 3 —
0,161 £ 0,120 xm; 4 — 0,121 £ 0,079 kM. 3a po3paxOBaHUMH Bi[CTaHSAMH i3 3aCTOCYBaHHSM IHCTPYMEHTIB
QGIS 6ynyBanu 6ydepu HaBKOIO KpankoBux 06’ ekTiB (Hip). Bydepu 06’ eqHyBanu y momiroH, sikui i Bimoopa-
KaB ciMeliHy nunsHKy. st HopoBux cucteM 6opcykiB B HITIT «I"oMinbIraHChKi JIicH» IUTOMII MOJTITOHIB CiMeH-
Hux Tepuropiit: 1 — 39,6 ra, 2— 48,9 ra, 3— 30,8 ra, 4 — 54,1 ra.

KnrouoBi cimoBa: 6opcyk eBpoIeiicbKkuH, ciMeliHa IUIsTHKA, TeoindopMariiiHa cucrema.

Beryn

Hinsaka npoxuBanss (hOMe range, y4acTok oOWTaHWs) — L€ TEPUTOPIs, SIKa BUKOPHCTOBY-
€THCSI TBAPUHAMH JJIs1 3a0€3MEUCHHSI CBOIX JKUTTEBUX MOTPeO (00yBaHHsS KOPMiB, HAPOKCHHS Ta
BUPOLILYBaHHS MOJIO/I, BUKOPHCTAHHS CXOBHIL). SIKIIO BOHA OXOpPOHSETHCS OCOOMHAMH OJHIET Ci-
MEHHOT Py, TOIi BOHAa Ma€ Ha3By CiMeiHOI TepuTopii abo mimsuku (Burt, 1943; Tlawxos, 2010).

Kosxna cimeitna ainsaka 6opeykis (Meles meles) hopmyerbest 3a paxyHOK TisUTBHOCTI BCiX wie-
HiB cimetinoi rpymnu (Brgseth et al., 1997; Johnson et al., 2002 a; Kowalczyk at al., 2004; Davison at
al., 2008). V pi3Hux 4acTHHAX CBOTO apeany CiMelHi rpymu GOPCYKiB CKIaIalOThCs SIK 3 BEIHKOL
KiJIbKOCTI 0cobuH (110 25), Tak i 3 mapu. B yMOBaxX HU3BKOI YHUCENBLHOCTI TAKOX MOXYTh BECTH CaMO-
THi#t crroci0 ®uTTs. Bix miinmeHOCTI momy il 3aeXuTh TepUTOpiaibHa MoBeniHKa 6opcyka. Tak, B
YMOBax BHUCOKOI IIIJILHOCTI MOMYJIALIi A1 O0PCYKIB XapaKTepHE BUKOPHCTAHHS MaJeHbKHX CiMeH-
HUX JUISTHOK 3 YiTKO BUPa)KE€HOK TOJIOBHOK HOPOH. KOpJOHU iHTEHCUBHO MapKyIOThCS, ajie CIIo-
CTepiraeThCs i 3HAUHE MEPEKPUTTS CYCiTHIX TePUTOPiil.
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Konu miyibHICTh TOMYJIAIIT HU3bKa, TBAPUHU MENIKAIOTh Ha BETUKUX CIMEHHUX JUISHKAX, 1HTe-
HCHBHICTh MapKyBaHHS HH3bKa a0o BigcytHs B3arami (Kruuk, Parish, 1977; Hutchings et al., 2002;
Johnson et al., 2002 b; Sleeman, Mulcahy, 2005; Palphramand et al., 2007).

Kondoirypauis ta mioma ciMeiiHOT TepuTOpii OB’ s13aHa 3 PO3TAIIYBaHHAM MiA36MHUX CXOBHIL.
Bonu 3anexath BiJi KIIBKOCTI Ta PO3MOBCIOKEHHSI KOPMOBHUX 00’ €KTiB, 0COOJIMBOCTEH penbedy Ta
rpyHTy, Jdicopocauaanx ymoB toimo (Kruuk, Parish, 1977; Blackwell, Macdonald, 2000; Johnson et
al., 2002 a; Prigioni, Deflorian, 2005; Palphramand et al., 2007).

Yci MeToan NOCTiIKEeHb TUISTHOK TTPOKUBAaHHS Ta CIMEHHUX TEPUTOPii OOPCYKIB 0a3yIOThCS Ha
KapTyBaHHI Ta aHajJi3yBaHHI PO3TAllyBaHHS CIIiIIB >KUTTENISUIBHOCTI Ta TPEKIB 3a pe3yibTaTaMH
pamiocresxenns (Blackwell, Macdonald, 2000; Getz, Wilmers, 2004; Huck et al., 2008). Bukopuc-
TaHHS pajionepeaBadiB JO3BOJSE BIICTEXKYBATH OKPEMUX OCOOWH IiJ Yac HIYHMX MEPEXOMdiB Bij
KITBKOX JTHIB IO KIJIBKOX MICSIIIB 1 HABITh POKiB. J{JIs1 OIIHKK (hOPMH Ta TUTOIII CIMEHHUX MIISHOK 32
pe3yibpTaTaMu paJliocTeKEeHb PO3pOOICHO KiJibKa Cy4YaCHUX METOMIB, cepell AKHX HaiuacTille BUKO-
PHCTOBYIOTBCS METOIM MIHIMAJIBHOTO OIYyKJIOro mojiroHy (minimum convex polygon — MCP),
anamizy simpa (kernel analysis) ta nokansroi omyxioi obonouku (local convex hull — LCH) (Getz,
Wilmers, 2004; Huck et al., 2008). B MuHyioMy momyisspHUM Ta ¢pEKTHBHUM METOJIOM OKPECIICH-
HSI MEX CIMEHHHX TepHTOpii OOPCYKiB, 32 YMOBH aKTHBHOI MapKyBalbHOI MisSUTFHOCTI TBapHH, OyJi0
BHKOPHUCTaHHS IPHMAHOK 3 KOJFOPOBUMH IDIACTHKOBUMH MITKaMH Ta KapTyBaHHS MICIb AeeKarii
(Delahay et al., 2000).

B Vkpaini pagionepenaBadi Ui eKOJIOTIYHUX Ta €TOJIOTIYHUX JOCHTIHKEHb Maiike He BUKOPHC-
TOBYIOTBCS. L{e MOB’s13aHO 3 BHCOKOIO LIHOK HA HHUX Ta HA MPOTpaMHE 3a0e3MedYeHHs IS aHallizy.
Sk HacHiOK, CIMEWHI IJISTHKY Ta BUKOPHUCTAHHS TEPUTOPil OOpCyKaMu 3aUIIAIOTECS HE TOCHiDKe-
HUMHU. TOMy, TOJIOBHOIO METOIO Ifi€l poOOTH OYJI0 pO3pOOHTH €PEKTHBHY METOJIUKY BH3HAUYCHHSI
IUTOINI Ta KOH(Irypalii CiMeHHUX AUISHOK O0pCYKiB O0€3 BUKOPHCTAHHS palionepeaaBadiB.

Marepiaj Ta MeTOIM J0CTiAKEHD

BusHaueHHs ciMelHUX AITSTHOK OOpCyKa MPOBOIMIN AJISI HOPOBUX CHUCTEM Ha MOHITOPHHIOBIN
ninsam HamionansHOro mpupoaHoro mapky «I'ominbimaschki sgicn» (XapkiBebka 0011., 3MIiiBCHKHIA
paiioH). YoTupu HOPOBI CHCTEMH PO3TAIlIOBaHi y HaripHiil Ai6poBi Ha mpaBomy Oepesi p. CiBepch-
kuit [louens (bpycennosa, 2014).

o reoindopmaniiinoi cucremu (I'IC) 3aHOCHIM [aHi IO PO3TAIIYBaHHIO HIp 3 KOOPIUHATHOIO
IPUB’SI3KOI0 Ta CTBOPIOBANIN TEMAaTWYHUIl BEeKTOpHUI miap. Y Tabnuii arpuOyTiB MO3HAYAIHU 0CO0-
JIMBOCTI BUKOPUCTAHHS KOYKHOTO ITiJI3EMHOTO CXOBHIIIA Ta HAJIEKHICTH JIO TOI UM 1HIIOT CHCTEMHU Hip.
Jiist poOOTH BUKOPHCTOBYBaJM Mporpamuuii naket QGIS.

Jlns aHamizy TmPOCTOPOBHMX 3B’S3KIB 3aCTOCOBYBAJM METOZ HaiOmmk4doro cycima (nearest
neighbor distance — NND) (Clark, Evans, 1954; Xapuronos, 2007). 3a po3paxoBaHHMH BifCTaHs-
MH 13 3acTocyBaHHsIM iHCTpyMeHTIB QGIS GymyBanu Oydepru HaBKOIO KpamkoBUX 00 €KTiB (Hip).
Bydepu 00’ eqHyBany y MoNiroH, sSiKui i BioOpakaB CIMEHHY JISHKY.

Pe3ynbTaTti T2 06roBOpeHHs

3 TeMaTHYHOI'0 BEKTOPHOIO Iapy CXOBHI O0OpCcyKiB MoHiTOpHHIOBOT nistakr y HITIT «I"owmi-
JIBIIAHCHKI Jlicu» Oynu BiAiOpaHi okpemi HOpoBi cuctemu. HopoBi cuctemMu OOpCyKiB BUKOHYIOTb
(YHKIII0 KapKacy, SIKUH MATPUMY€E CTPYKTYpy TEpHTOpii Ta A03BOJIsiE €(DEKTUBHO BUKOPHCTOBYBA-
TH cimeiny minsaky (Broseth et al., 1997; Davison at al., 2008; Bpycenmosa, 2014).

MeToauKy BU3HAUCHHS CIMEHHHX IIUISHOK OOpcyka 0e3 BUKOPHUCTAHHS JaHUX PaJliOCTEKCHHS
HaBeIeHO y mpari Ban AnenbaopHa 3 koi. (Apeldoorn et al., 2006). ABTopu 3anpomnoHyBaau ISt
OKPECIICHHSI MEX TEPUTOPi BUKOPUCTOBYBaTH Oy(epHy 30HY HABKOJIO TOJIOBHOI JKUIJIOL HOPHU pai-
ycom 500 M, 1m0 6a3yeThcsi Ha HaliMEHIIIN BiJICTaHi MK TOJIOBHUMH HOpaMH CYCIJHIX IIJISHOK, Ta
87 % mpyropsoHHMX CXOBHII, IIO MOTPAIUIIIOTH BCEPEIUHY Ii€l 30HHU, Ta JOAABaTH mie OydepHy
30Hy paniycom 200 M HaBKOJIO IPYTOPSIIHUX HIp, A€ BiAMiYeHa aKTHBHA JiSUTbHICTH OOpPCYKA.
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Puc. 1. Oxpecnenns
MEX CIMENHOT AIITHKH
OOpCyKiB:

1) moGymoBa Oyepis
HAaBKOJIO KpaIlKOBUX
06’exTiB (HIp);

2) nmo0Oy 10Ba MOJIroHy.
Fig. 1. The determina-
tion of borders of
badger family territo-
ries:

1) building buffers
around the point ob-
jects (setts); 2) polygon
construction.

Meroa Haiibnmkgoro cyciga sampornonoBano C. Xapuronosum (2007) asist OKpPECICHHS MEX
TEPUTOPIi, 0 3aiHATa 0i0JOTIYHUMH 00’ €KTaMu. Y poOOTi pO3IIISTHyTa CTPYKTypa KOJIOHIH MTaxiB,
Jie HaliMeHIlIa BiICTaHb 10 CyCiIHBOTO THi3/1a BiJ0Opakae CTOCYHKH MK OKPEMUMHU MapaMH.

Jliist oxpeciieHHs ciMeHHOI AISTHKKA OOPCYKiB MU TaK0X MPONOHYEMO BUKOPHCTOBYBATH METO
HaHOIMKYOTo Cycifa, ajie ISl PO3paxyHKiB 3aCTOCOBYBATH IMOKA3HUK CEPEAHBOTO HaWMEHINOT BiJl-
crani (ANND) mix ycimMa HOpamu HOPOBOI cHcTeMu. BiH xapakTepu3yBaTUMe BiJICTaHb, Y MeXax
SKOI CIIOCTepiraTUMEThCsl Halbinpla akTUBHICTH OopcykiB. Ha BimMmiHy Bim kosoHii mTaxis, yci
Mi3EMHI CXOBHIIA CIMEHHOT AUTTHKN OOPCYKIiB Halle)KaTh OJHIHN CiMEHHI# rpyi.

ANND gy 9oTHpBOX HOPOBUX cuCTeM MOHiITOpUHroBoi AimstHkM HIIIT «"oMinbIIaHCEKI TicH»
cxramm: 1 — 0,147 + 0,086; 2 — 0,131 + 0,087; 3 — 0,161 + 0,120; 4 — 0,121 + 0,079 xwm. ITocmi-
JOBHICTB Ji¥ JJ1 BUSHAYEHHs CIMEMHUX TepUTOPiil OopcykiB moka3aHa Ha puc. 1. IlepeBipka okpe-
CIICHHX MEX B TIOJIi BUSIBUIIA, 1[0 OUTBLIICTD CII/IiB KUTTEMISIIBHOCTI G0pCyKiB (OKpeMi citifin, moKo-
KK, HOPH, CTEXKKH, MAPKyBaHH:]) CIIBIAJAOTh 3 BU3HAYCHUM MOJIroHOM. KOpJoHH BH3HAYEHHX
ILIOIL MOXKHA KOPET'YBaTU B 3aJIEKHOCTI BiJl HOBUX MOJILOBUX JAaHUX. [|JI1 HOPOBUX CUCTEM OOpCYKiB
B HIIIT «I"oMinbIIaHChKi JIicH» TUIONII MOJITOHIB CiIMEHHUX TepUTOpii ckiamaroTh: 1 — 39,6 ra,
2 —489ra, 3 — 30,8 ra, 4 — 54,1 ra. Meronuka norpedye mepeBipky Ha iHIINX TEPUTOPISIX.

ITopiBHAHHS METOIUKN BU3HAUCHHS CiMEHHUX TepuTopiit 6opcykiB Ha ocHOBI ANND 3 nocii-
JDKEHHSIMU ToJIbcbkuxX HaykoBiiB (Kowalczyk at al., 2004) 3a pesynsratamu pamiocTe)XEHHsI TOKa-
3YIOTh BIAMIiHHOCTI B OKpecieHHi Mex (puc. 2). Taki BIAMIHHOCTI MiATBEPIKYIOTHCS 1 I Pi3HUX
METOIMK aHall3y JaHWX OTpUMaHuX Bin pamionepenaauis (MCP, Kernel analysis, LCH) (Huck et
al., 2008). Hamr meron B meplry 4epry OKPECIIO€ HAHBaXKIMBIIIY YACTHHY MUISTHKHA MPOXKUBAHHS
CIMEIHOT TpyITH TBapHH, 110 poOUTH HOTO BiIgaeHo cxoxuM Ha Meton LCH.

EdexTuBHIM METOZ0M BH3HAYECHHS CIMEHHHUX TEPUTOpPii Moke OyTH BUKOPUCTAHHS IIPUMAHOK
3 KOJBOpoBUMH IiacTukoBuME Mitkamu (Delahay et al., 2000). Bin mossirae y mociimkeHHi Micib
nedexanii (TaTpHH) Micis PO3KIAAaHHS MPUMAHKHU Oist CXOBHI. [Ipy BUCOKIH IIIIBHOCTI MOITYJIs-
il TBAPUHHU aKTUBHO MApKyIOTh MEXi CBOiX TEPUTOPiH, 110 J03BOJISE 310paTH HEOOXiHI NaHi. Aye
MPY HU3BKIN OIUTBHOCTI MOMYJISMI] IHTCHCHBHICTh MapKyBaHHS 3HAYHO 3MEHIIYEThCS a00 He BinOy-
Baetbes B3arani (Hutchings et al., 2002). ¥V HITIT «['oMiibInadChKi JIicH» GOPCYKH KUBYTh MapaMH
ab0 mooAMHOKO. 3a Yac AOCIHiAKEHb Ha MOHITOPHHIOBIil MUISHII LbOTO MapKy JaTPUHU 3HAWIECHO
JIMIIIE B OKOJTUIISAX TTi[36MHHUX CXOBHIII.

JJ11 MOHITOPUHTY BUKOPUCTAHHS CIMEHHOT AUISHKM BIIPOAOBXK POKY Ta 3 POKY B piK HEOOX1IHO
MIPOBOJUTH PETYISAPHY MEPEBIPKY CXOBUII. 3a JIOMOMOTOI0 HAIIOIO METOAY Ha OCHOBI CXOBHII, SKi
BHKOPHCTOBYIOTHCS B OKPEMHH TEPioj yacy, MOXKHA BioOpakaTH 3MiHY ILTONI Ta GOpPMH CiMeHHOT
tepuropii (puc. 3). B Mexax CiMeHHUX UISTHOK OOPCYKIB 3a CITiIaMH KHTTEMISIIBHOCTI MOKHA BHU-
JinsiTy Ta qociipkysart okpemi 30uu (Bpycennosa, 2013).
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Puc. 2. Mexi ciMeliHUX TepuUTOpIl
GOpCyKiB 3 BHKOPHUCTaHHSM [BOX Me-
toniB. Ha ocHoBi ANND ta MCP 3a
pe3yJIbTaTaMH PajlioCTEeKEHHSI.

Fig. 2. The borders of badger family
territories determined by two methods:
based on ANND and MCP.

Puc. 3. Bukopucrauus ciMeiiHOI Tepu-
topii 6opcykamu B HIIIT «I"ominbrian-
CBKi Jricm» 3a gotupu poku. Cipi kpan-
KA — HOpHU, L0 BHKOPHUCTOBYBAJUCH
Gopcykamu, YOpHI KPanKy — HOPH, SIKi
HE€ BUKOPHCTOBYBAJIMCh.

Fig. 3. Use of the family territory by
badgers in NNP "Gomilshanski lisy"
during four years. The gray points
indicate setts used by badger, the black
points — unused setts.

BucHoBkn

3anponoHOBaHa METOAMKA OKPECICHHS MEX CIMEHHHX TEpPUTOPiH GOPCYKiB 3 BUKOPHUCTAHHAM
CepeHbOi MUCTaHMii HalOIIKIOro CycifcTBA € 3pYYHOI0 Y KOPHUCTYBaHHI. BoHa 103BOIISIE KOPEKT-
HO BUIUISATH AUISHKH, B MEXaX SIKUX CIOCTEPIraTUMEThCsl HalO1IbIIa aKTUBHICTD TBAPHH.

3a momomororo reoindopmMamiiHIX CHCTEM MO>KHA OIIHIOBATH IUIOILY Ta (GOpPMY TEpPHTOpiil 3a
CJTIIaMH KUTTEMISTIBHOCTI TBAPHH, MPOBOJUTH MOPIYHUN MOHITOPHHT Ta OILIHIOBATH BILTUB Pi3HUX
(akropiB. ['IC no3Bossie MOPIBHIOBATH CIMEHHI NIISHKH, 110 BU3HAYEHI 3 BUKOPUCTAHHSAM Pi3HUX
METOJUK.

JocnimKeHHsT CIMEHHUX TEPUTOPiil BaXKIIMBI IJIs1 PO3YMIiHHS €KOJIOTIYHHX 3B S3KIB Ta 0COOIH-
BOCTell momynsALiii 60pCyKiB y Pi3HUX MICI[IX ICHYBaHHSA, YMOB (DOPMYBaHHS TPYIOBOTO CIIOCOOY
JKUTTS Ta BU3HAYCHHS [UIAXIB aanTalii 0 HeTaTHBHUX YMHHHUKIB. BOHH MOXYTh BUKOPHCTOBYBa-
THUCB JJIs1 BUBUEHHS 3aKOHOMIPHOCTEH MOMMPEHHS XBOPOO, sIKi OB’ s3aH1 3 UM BUIOM TBapUH.

OkpiM TOTO, ZOCTIKEHHS CIMEHHHX TepUTOpPiii OOPCYKiB MAIOTh MPaKTHYHE 3HAYCHHS JJISI Te-
PHUTOPIH IPHPOAHO-3aMOBIAHOTO (HOHITY MiJ 9ac po3poOKH, BIPOBAKEHHS Ta OLIHKH e()eKTUBHOCTI
3aXO07iB 3 OXOPOHH Ta MOHITOPUHTY IMPUPOAHUX KOMIUIEKCIB.
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