Preliminarna analiza kretanja vuka praćenog GPS tehnologijom u odnosu na staništa,

nadmorsku visinu i smjer nagiba terena
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U ovom radu prikazani su preliminarni rezultati kretanja vuka obilježenog GPS ogrlicom s ciljem utvrđivanja zastupljenosti i tipova staništa kojima se vuk kretao prvih 18 dana nakon obilježavanja. Vuk je obilježen na Jelovcu iznad Krasna u Lici. U navedenom razdoblju prikupljena su 202 zemljopisna položaja vuka i utvrđeno je da se vuk kretao područjem površine 156 km2. Na toj površini određeno je 11 tipova staništa, a njihova zastupljenost je: dinarske bukovo-jelove šume (30,4%), mezofilne i neutrofilne čiste bukove šume (29,8%), mozaici kultiviranih površina (20,5%), subatlantski mezofilni travnjaci i brdske livade (7,2%), pretplaninske bukove šume (4,0%), europske suhe vrištine i travnjaci trave tvrdače (3,7%), submediteranski i epimediteranski suhi travnjaci (3,1%), aktivna seoska područja (0,9%), jugoistočnoalpsko - ilirske termofilne bukove šume (0,2%), vode stajaćice (0,2%), te smrekove šume (0,1%). Zabilježeni položaji vuka utvrđeni su na 9 tipova staništa osim staništa smrekove šume i voda stajaćica. Najviše zabilježenih zemljopisnih položaja vuka utvrđeno je na staništima mezofilne i neutrofilne čiste bukove šume (44,1%) i subatlantskim mezofilnim travnjacima i brdskim livadama (33,7%) koja su i najzastupljenija na tom području. Među najmanje korištenim staništima posebno se ističu mozaici kultiviranih površina (2,5%) i submediteranski i epimediteranski suhi travnjaci (0,5%). Raspodjela kretanja vuka s obzirom na nadmorsku visinu je: 41,09% (400 - 600 m), 26,73%, (1000 - 1200 m), 19,80% (600 - 800 m), 10,89% (> 1200 m), 1,49% (800 - 1000 m). Izvršena je i analiza kretanja vuka s obzirom na smjer nagiba terena te je utvrđeno da su zastupljeniji smjerovi SW (39,8%) i NE (31,3%), dok su manje zastupljeni smjerovi NW (16,4%) i SE (12,4%). Takva distribucija vrlo je vjerojatno uvjetovana geomorfološkim značajkama toga područja, odnosno smjerom pružanja Dinarida (NW – SE). Iako preliminarne, provedene analize upućuju na to da se praćeni vuk najčešće zadržavao u staništu mezofilne i neutrofilne čiste bukove šume, a izbjegavao stanište mozaika kultiviranih površina.

Preliminary analysis of wolf’s movement tracked by GPS technology in relation to habitats, altitude and inclination
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The purpose of this study was to analyze preliminary results and to determine the frequency and types of habitats used by the wolf marked with GPS collar. The wolf was captured and marked in Jelovac above village Krasno in Lika region. In the first 18 days after the marking, 202 GPS coordinates were collected. The area of wolf's movement was 156 square kilometers and 11 different types of habitats were determined. They participate by following percentages: dinaric beech and fir forests (30,4%), mesophyllous and neutrophilous beech forests (29,8%), mosaics of cultivated areas (20,5%), subatlantic messophyllous grasslands and mountain meadows (7,2%), submountain beech forests (4,0%), european dry heaths and mat-grass swards (3,7%), submediterranean and epimediterranean dry grasslands (3,1%), active village areas (0,9%), south-eastern Alpine - Illyrian thermophilous beech forest (0,2%), dead waters (0,2%), and fir forests (0,1%). Wolf's positions were registrated on nine types of habitats, but not in the fir forests and dead waters habitats. Most frequently used types of habitats were mesophyllous and neutrophilous beech forests and subatlantic messophyllous grasslands and mountain meadows, which are also the most represented on this area. Mosaics of cultivated areas and submediterranean and epimediterranean dry meadows were emphasized as the most infrequent used habitats. Distribution of the wolf's movement in relation to altitude was: 41,09% (400 - 600 m), 26,73%, (1000 - 1200 m), 19,80% (600 - 800 m), 10,89% (> 1200 m), 1,49% (800 - 1000 m). Also, an analysis of wolf's movements in relation to the inclination of the terrain was made, and the most frequent determined directions were SW (39,8%) and NE (31,3%), while NW (16,4%) and SE (12,4%) were less represented. This distribution probably is caused by geomorphological characteristics of that area, i.e. to the direction of spreading of the Dinarids (NW – SE). Results of preliminary analyses pointed out that the tracked wolf the most frequently used mesophyllous and neutrophilous beech forests but avoided a cultivated areas habitat.
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