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RESEARCH RESULTS OF DECOY DUCKECOLOGY

Abstract. The results of long-term observations of the population of the Russian decoy duck in the nursery of
decoy ducks of the Hunting Club with decoy and call ducks (HCDCD) and the study of its biology features are
presented. As a result of these studies, significant differences were found between the exterior signs of mallard and
decoy duck. The biology features of decoy ducks were studied, which led to changes in the process of domestication,
molting, nutrition, reproduction, and behavioral changes characteristic of poultry (attitude to the aviary, people, and
loss of migratory instinct). This showed that the Russian decoy duck is a breed of domesticated duck with specific
hunting signs, which can be considered as a variety of domestic hunting duck with specific hunting features.

Key words: hunting, decoy duck, aviculture, biology, breed.

Relevance. In Western Europe, commercial hunting for waterfowl was widespread among people of
the Baltic states as early as the 15th century. Hunting for birds of passage and wintering waterfowl was
carried out in the autumn-winter period. There is a known description of duck hunting using net traps, in
which game bird was lured using domestic decoy ducks in the Netherlands, Denmark and other countries.
To service one ofthem, up to 600 decoy ducks were kept on Kevler Dune (near Geldern, the Netherlands)
[1,2,3]. The use ofguns for hunting for waterfowl began in the middle ofthe 16 century after the invention
of the shot. Industrialists hunted first with muzzle-loading shotguns which were relatively heavy and
slowly recharged. Therefore, the firing was conducted from legs or support and only from a shelter. The
muzzle-loading guns were successfully used by hunters in wintering of waterfowl in the Netherlands,
Belgium, France, Denmark, Venice, as well as in Asian countries [1].

In Russia, mallard hunting using net traps and decoy ducks was most likely born at the end of the
15th century [1].

At the same time at the end ofthe 19 century, the Russian hunting community has banned the use of
net traps. Hunters began to catch ducks using traps of various designs, snares, etc. They began to use
decoy ducks to lure birds into traps. This hunt was especially widely developed in the Nizhny Novgorod,
Tula, Voronezh and Penza provinces. It can be assumed that from there this type of hunting began to
spread further, first along the Don River, and then along the Volgato Saratov [14]. The earliest description
of hunting with a decoy is given by L.P. Sabaneev in the "Hunting Calendar™ [5].
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Initially, decoy ducks were bred from domestic ducks that occurred as a result of mallard
domestication [6]. In the first half ofthe 19 century, in Western Europe and Russia, there were call ducks.

German breeders S. Horst, P. Perlhuhner, G.Enten [7], studying the history of the creation of call
duck breed, suggested several options for its occurrence. Presumably, the call duck breed was bred in the
Baltic countries as a result of a targeted selection of small domestic ducks. They also considered another
option for the appearance of this breed. Call ducks became popular in the Netherlands around 1800 and
were widely distributed among poultry farmers in a relatively short period, which is somewhat contrary to
the practice of poultry breeding [7]. S. Horst, P. Perlhuhner, G.Enten suggested that such a rapid spread of
these ducks occurred because they were introduced to Holland as an already mature breed.

On the exterior, call ducks are significantly different from other breeds of ducks, since a dwarfism
mutation is manifested genetically, from generation to generation. This feature is well shown in their
German name - zwergenten - dwarf ducks. Thus, to create a call duck from scratch and make it a new
breed in such a short time, it would have been possible only by chance [7].

In works on classical private duck genetics, using a hybridological analysis, more than 15 genes
responsible for the color of plumage and other discrete morphological characters were identified in the
mallard duck. In particular, a dwarf growth gene was found in mallard ducks [7,9]. In 1949, the English
breeder geneticist Hutt discovered a mutation of dwarf gen (dw). In contrast to the previously described
autosomal dominantthe dwarfgene, the dwarfbird bred by Hutt showed no pathological abnormalities [2].

The greatest success in breeding call ducks was achieved by Tula and Nizhny Novgorod breeders,
who until the beginning of the 20th century. managed to keep this breed group. Subsequently, in Russia,
the call duck as an independent breed was lost, but as a result of the consolidation of various varieties of
decoy ducks, the Russian decoy duck was formed, in which the exterior features of the call and local
decoy ducks were largely preserved [3].

A major contribution to the study of issues related to the content, behavior patterns and methods of
hunting with a decoy duck was made by Ya.S. Rusanov [10].

Aim of the research. To study the morphometric parameters of the decoy duck and the ecology of
their distribution.

M aterials and research methods. We studied the biological features of decoy ducks from 2000 to
2018 in the decoy duck nursery ofthe Hunting Club with decoy and call birds (HCDCD). The population
of decoy ducks was formed by birds brought from different regions of the USSR and Russia (from
Smolensk, Moscow, Tula, Vladimir regions, as well as from the decoy duck nursery of the Central
Research Laboratory of Glavohota ofthe RSFSR). The number ofthe observed population varied annually
from 90 to 120 ducks. For 10 years of research, about 2600 decoy ducks were studied.

During the observations, it was supposed to find out the degree of domestication of decoy ducks and
the features of their biology (molting, behavior, feeding and reproduction features) when maintaining in a
nursery [1].

To solve the objectives in terms of studying the biology of the Russian decoy duck, we used the
following methods:

- the methodology of comparative morphometric studies of mallard and decoy duck;

- statistical methodology for determining the genetic and selective parameters ofthe decoy duck;

- standard methods used in poultry farming for breeding and maintenance of domestic ducks [11].

We carried out selection work with decoy ducks according to standard methods used in poultry
farming for breeding and keeping domestic ducks [12].

Exterior characteristics were studied by us according to the results of expert inspections at poultry
exhibitions, in the HCDCD nursery, at the Club owners, as well as in hunting establishments and on the
private farms of the breeders of the Moscow, Smolensk, Tver, and Tula regions. Based on the research
results, a comparison of the exterior and morphometric parameters of decoy ducks bred in different
regions of Russia was conducted. The working (hunting) qualities of decoy ducks were studied both by the
results of hunting and by the results of field tests [13].

Every year after spring hunting, we analyzed data obtained from hunters using specifically designed
questionnaires based on the performance indicators of decoy ducks, the success and profit of the hunt in
different regions.

Due to the polygenic conditionality of most morphological characters of birds and the influence of
external conditions on their variability, we used statistical methods to determine the genetic selection
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parameters of the studied decoy duck group. Similar methods are widely used in poultry to improve the
productive and breeding qualities of geese and ducks [11].

To get an overview of the group being studied, according to generally accepted methods, we
calculated the following values by signs: arithmetic mean, mean square (standard) deviation, and
coefficient of variation. In order to determine the reliability of the obtained indicators and the results ofthe
comparative analysis, the errors were determined by the calculated values [14].

For comparative morphometric investigations of the body parts of decoy duck and mallard, we
carried out morphometric measurements according to six exterior indicators. The measurements were
carried out according to the method proposed for conducting breeding work on poultry farms [15] and
used for morphometric measurements of mallards at the Central Research Laboratory of Glavokhota [16].
For statistical analysis, the following exterior parameters of the parts of the decoy duck body were
selected: body length, wing length, length of the beak with head, tarsometatarsus length, beak length, and
width. The results of measurements of these parts of the duck's body are methodologically characterized
by obtaining the most accurate measurement values in the absence of seasonal morphometric fluctuations.
It is these parts ofthe duck's body that most fully reflect the degree of domestication in poultry [11].

In the process of morphological studies of the body parts of decoy duck and mallard, we measured
the body parts of 695 cock ducks and 535 ducks kept in the HCDCD nursery and Club owners. For a
comparative analysis of the body parts of decoy ducks and mallards, the results of measurements of
60 decoy ducks (32 cock ducks and 28 ducks) were selected. The choice of such a number of decoy ducks
was determined by the number of mallard individuals participating in the morphometric research of the
Central Research Laboratory of Glavokhota [16], with the morphometric parameters of which we
compared our data.

For statistical analysis, we selected six indicators of body parts that characterize the length of the
body, wing, tarsometatarsus, length and width of the beak, and the length of the beak with the head. These
indicators most objectively reflect the degree of domestication and are methodically the most accurate,
since they relate to those body parts that are not subject to seasonal changes. In total, 92 individuals of
Russian decoy ducks (48 ducks and 44 cock ducks), 73 mallards (35 ducks and 38 cock ducks) were
measured.

As a result of these studies, significant differences were found between the exterior characteristics of
mallard and decoy duck, and criteria for voice variations of decoy duck, which were very different from
the mallard, were identified and fixed. This allows considering the Russian decoy duck as a breed to select
for the preservation and improvement of its exterior and hunting qualities and to breed decoy ducks with
good voice features and specific “hunting” behavior [19].

To describe the appearance of the Russian decoy duck, we applied the principles used in poultry
farming to describe the poultry breeds [13].

Research results. In the studied decoy ducks, the prevalence of common exterior and interior
features, persistently inherited, was established, which characterizes the studied duck population as a
breed. In 2004, the HCDCD Coordinating Council developed a draft standard for the Russian decoy duck
breed, which was approved atthe HCDCD general meeting on March 20, 2001.

Comparative morphometry of decoy ducks and mallards allowed us to obtain a reliable difference in
the measurements oftheir body parts (table 1-3).

Table 1- Results of a comparative analysis of the average values of the morphometric parameters
of mallard (38" 35$) and Russian decoy duck (44-1.0 and 48-0.1)

of d%ggg// gﬁgi ) Arithmeticmean Dispersion (variance) Errorofmean ggg:g{?gﬁ
and mallard (2) 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
Winglength 2688 +7.9 266.0+1.6 619 89 29 2.7
Tarsometatarsuslength ~ 56.9+27  53.2 +0.6 7.46 04 29 26
Beaklength 48.8+3.4 52.8+0.4 119 0.49 6.96 40
Headlength 106.7+0.8  105.3+4.3 186 0.6 4,08 39
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Table 2 - Results of a comparative analysis of the average values of the morphometric parameters
of mallard (38S and 35$) and Russian decoy duck (44-1.0 and 48-0.1) (Student criterion)

Object Headlength Beaklength Winglength Tarsometatarsuslength
MallardSs 11264038 553405 268.9+3.1 >
Decoy duck SS 106.7+0.8 48.8+3.4 267.7+14.0 589+ 3.0
Mallard$$ 106.7+0.8 52.8+0.4 266.0+1.6 532 +0.6
Decoy duck$$ 105.3+4.3 48.8+3.4 268.8+7.9 569+ 2.7

Table 3- Comparison results of significant differences between the variance relation of features
in Russian decoy duck (44-1.0 and 48-0.1) and mallard (38S and 35$) (Fisher criterion)

Headlength Beaklength Winglength Tarsometatarsuslength
Comparableforms
F B F B F B F B
MallardSS 177 - 176 - 175 - 2.24 -
Decoy duck SS 146 0.95 146 0.95 146 0.95 146 0.95
Mallard$$ 114 - 102 - 109 - 182 -
Decoy duck $$ 14.6 0.95 146 0.95 14.6 0.95 14.6 0.95

Notes: F - Fishercriterion; B- the probability of error-free forecasts; — unreliably.

Table 4 - Morphometric parameters of the body parts of the Russian decoy duck (0.1 duck)

Body parts Arithmeticmean Dispersion (variance) oFrrr?e);n gfo\?g:giieg;
Body length 5590.6 + 15.7 246.8 23 28
Winglength 2688+ 79 61.9 89 29
Tarsometatarsuslength 56.9 +2.7 7.46 04 4.7
Beaklength 488 + 34 119 0.49 6.96
Beakwidth 24.2 +0.93 0.87 0.13 38
Beak length with head 1053 +4.3 186 0.6 408

Table 5- Morphometric parameters of the body parts of the Russian decoy duck (1.0 cock duck)

Body parts Arithmeticmean Dispersion (variance) ofErrrqce)zt\n ;0\?;2;{?3;
Body length 559.6 + 157 246.8 23 28
Winglength 2688+ 79 61.9 89 29
Tarsometatarsuslength 56.9+27 7.46 04 4.7
Beaklength 488 + 34 119 0.49 6.96
Beakwidth 24.2 +0.93 0.87 0.13 38
Beak length with head 1053 +43 186 0.6 408
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The results of the average values of the morphometric parameters studied by us for cock ducks (1.0)
and ducks (0.1) of the Russian decoy duck, as well as a statistical analysis of the average values and
variance relations are given in tables 4, 5. As a result of the analysis of morphometric parameters of the
Russian decoy duck, we proposed parameters that it is desirable to observe when conducting breeding
work.

Suggestions. In order to maintain and improve the breeding population of decoy ducks ofthe Russian
decoy duck breed, it is necessary to:

Create a center for the organization and conduction of breeding work with decoy ducks.

Clarify the number and distribution of the breeding stock of decoy ducks in the regions ofthe Russian
Federation.

Conduct regular exterior exhibitions and field tests of decoy ducks according to uniform rules.

Monitor the impact of hunting with decoy ducks on the mallard population using the example of the
Central Federal District ofthe Russian Federation.

Develop hunting technology with decoy duck.

B. A. Jlo6aHoBl A. IN. KanegnH2 HO. A. KOnpaw6aes2 A. . dnnatos?2,
A. M. Octanuyk2 B. M. MakeeBa 3 M. B. CtenaHoBa 4 . A. baiimykaH0B5

IKoHbIMab! YVipek aynay ayecKoiinapbl Kyobl;
Peceli memnekeTnk arpapnbly yHuBepcuteTa - KA. TMMpsA3eB aTbiHAArbI
Masckey ayblnLlapyallblibiK akagemuscel, Mackey, Peceir;
V1. B. JlTomoHOCOB aTbiHAarbl MackeymemneKkeTrnkyHusepeutety Mackey, Pecels;
4FApocnaB MemMneKeTNK ayblIapyaLlblibirbl akagemumsichl, Apocnas, Peceil;
SKasak MITTbIK arpap/ibiK yHusepcuTety AnmMarsl, KasaxcraH

OTbIPIbI3ATbIH YAPEKTLL, 9KO/IOTMACKIH 3EPTTEY HATUXXENEP1

AHHOTauusa. «OpbIC KOHbIMAbI YPperiH» BGUONOrUANbIK epeKLIe/KTepLL 3epTTeyAL, XaHe 6akbliayibliH
HaTWXKenepi KenTipinreH. bakbinay KOHbIMAbl Yipekke aHLWbIbIK XacaylubliapiblH 3yeckoinap Kiny6blHaa
XYprisingi. Ocbl 3epTTeynepaiH HaTkecwae 6apblifayblk YWPEKTIH X3He KOHbIMAbl YWPEKTLY 3KCTepbeprik
epekwenikTepi aHbikTangbl. Konra Yiipety, TYney, asbikTaHy, kebeto, Me3-K¥/blK esrepyi (Topra, agamra Y#peHyi
XK3HE MUTPaUMANbIK MHCTUHKTIHEH aibipbliy) HITWXKECIHAE OPbIH ajiraH KOHbIMAbI YIAPEKTepAiH 61MoNoruscobiHaarsI
epeKLLenikTep 3epTTeNar HaTukenep epeklle aHLUbINbIK KacueTTepre e OpbiCTbil, KOHbIMAbI YiperiH konra
YIAPETINreH aHLWbINbIK TP PETiHAE KongaHyra 60naTbIHbIH KEPCETTI.

3epTTenreH MOpGOMETPUKANLIK KepceTKiluTepAiH opTala MaHZepi Kexek Yipektep (1.0) >x3He opbic
KOHbIMAbI Y¥ipekTepiHe 6aiinaHbicTbl (0.1). AucnepcnoHabl KaTbiHACTapAbIH XX3HE opTalla M3HAEpLL, CTaTUCTMKa-
NbIK Tanfaybl HITWXKECT CENEKLMANbIK XX MbICTapabl XKacay KesiHfe cakTayra TLIC napameTpnepai ~CbiHAbI.

XV racblpfia KoHbIMAbl YiipekTepaiH ekl weiry owarbl aHbikTangsl (bateic EBpona xasHe PeceligiH Eypona
6enw, Bonra anabbl). XIX ekiHWi XapTcbiHAa aHLWbIbIK KapyAblH KeH TapanyblHa 6aiinaHbiCTbl, KOHbIMAbI
YApeKTepAiH caHbl raigpl.

Peceii deaepaumsicbiHbIH X3He A3CTYpAi TYPOe KOHbIMAb! YAPEKTEPMEH aHLbIIbIK XacalTbiH aiMakTapaa
KOHbIMAb! YiipekTepgiH (Russian Decoy Duck) reHeTukanbik GipTeKkTi 6acbl KasbinTacTbl, 0Map "Kcac T/ KbIMAbIK
benrinepre ve >3He TepaKTbl MOP(OMETPUKAIbIK MapameTpfepiH - MLUE3-K¥IbIK ePeKLUEniri X3He X MbICLUbI
aHLWbINbIK KacmeTTepi “pnarbiHa 6epegi. On eki Yipek TYPAepiH WarbiibICTbIpy 6apbICbiHAA afibiHIaH - KOHbIMAbI
Yiipek (Decoy Duck) »x3He akxenkeH Yiipek (Call Duck).

OpbIC KOHbIMAb! YAPENHLL, CTaTyCbIH aHbIKTay YLUL KOHbIMAbl YWPEKTIH X3He 6apbligayblk YWAPEKTiH aeHe
6enikTepiHiH MOp(oMeTPMKaNbIK Tangaybl Xacanipbl, 0fapablH aiKbIH ePEKLLENIKTEPI KepPCeTingi.

OpbIC KOHbIMAbI YIperi TypLue CTaH4apTTap XXaHe Aanaibik CbiHaKTap epexxenepi xacanraH. Ka”pn kesge on
3KCTePbEPIiK, aHLLbIMLIK X MbICLLbI KacueTTepiH 6aranay YLWiH KongaHbInagbl.

Y01 xargaibiHaa KOHbIMAbI YWAPEKTepAl A3aK cenekuusnay OHbl 6apbingayblK YWpeKTeH X3sHe YR YiiperiHeH
EPEKLLENENTIH 3KCTepbep/iK cuMmaTTaMacbiHbIH KaThIMCbI3 e3repicTepiHe anbin kengi. bapbingaybik YipekneH
Ca/bICTbIpraHAa, KOHbIMAbl YWpeKTiH geHe enwemi 20 %-ra "“ntaiigbl, €KMECiHiHiH, YXYPEnHLY, CanbiCTbpMaibl
Maccachl XK3He KaHaTbIHbIH ~3bIHAbITbI XX3HE TMCbIrbl 10 %-ra KbiCkapraH. ¥1y anapaTbiHbiH 6™LWbIKET Maccachl
asaiiraH. bapbingayblk YWpeKneH CanbICTbipraHaa, MOP(OMETPUKAIbIK Tangay HaTkenepi KOHbIMAbl YWPeKTiH
Konra YVpeTinreHiH ayrapragpl. ¥3aK; konra YVpety HaTukeaHge (DEHOTUMTIK XIHE FeHeTMKasbIK e3repriluTiKTiH
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AfratoblHa anbin Kenar bn 3aHabinbikTap Yiire YVpeTy XaHe Cenekumanap HaTUXKecLLde opbiH angbl. BAn k¥6binibic
Konra Y7peTinreH xaHyapnap MeH K¥cTapgapAbiH 6apnbik TY prepiHae 6alikanagpi.

KoHbimMAab! YiipeKTi aTonoruanbik 6akbinaynap onapga Tek Yil K¥cTapbliHa T3H cunatTap 6ap eKeHiH MpceT.
KoHbimab! YiipekTep Topaa ~cTayra YiipeHreH. bapbingaybik YiApekTepMeH can™cTMpraHia, 0napabliH MLLIE3-K¥/bIrb
e3repreH: afamMmHaH KOpbIKNaiabl, MUTPaLusaabiK MHCTUHKTEH aiiblpblaraH, ~ara kenyre YipeHreH, Y1l xargalibiHga
Keberore )aHe asblKTaHyra YpeHreH.

Pecelige ecipineTiH acbin T KbIMAbl OPbIC KOHbIMAbl YWperiHw, 6acbiH cakTay YLUiH Kefeci > MbicTapipl
XKYPrizy KaKeT: KOHbIMAbl YWPEKTEPMEH CENEKLUSA X MbICTAPbIH XKaCalTbiH X3He ~ibiMAacTbIpaTbiH 6YpbiHFal
OpTanblK; CaHblH aHbIKTay X3He Peceil aliMakTapblHa acbll T KbIMAbl KOHbIMAbI YWpekTepai TapaTy; 6bipbltaii
epexxkenep OOWbIHLLA 3KCTEPbEPI KEPMESEP XK3HE fAanasiblK CblHaK XMbICTapbIH Xxacay; P® opTanbik alimaFbiHaa
KOHbIMZb! YVPEKreH aHLLbIAbIK eTKeHAE, 6apblngayblK YpeK caHblHa 3cep eTyLe MOHUTOPWHT XXacay.

TYViiH ce3qep: aHLLbINbIK, KOHABIPManb! YIpeK, ecipy, 610/10rns, TAKbIM.

B. A. No6aHoBL A. IN. KanegnH2 HO. A. KOnpaw6aes2 A. . dnnatos?2,
A. M. Octanuyk2 B. M. MakeeBa3, M. B. CtenaHoBa4, [I. A. balimykaHoB5

IKny6 nobuTenein 0XoTbl ¢ NOACAAHBIMU N MaHHBIMW YTKaMm
Poccuinckunii rocyapCTBEHHbIN arpapHbIil yHUBepCMTeT - MOCKOBCKas
CenbCKOX03aicTBEHHan akagemus um. KA. Tumupssesa, Mocksa, Poccus;
3IMOCKOBCKWMIA rocyfapCcTBEHHBIR yHMBepeuTeT M. M.B. JTomoHocoBa, MockBa Poccus;
ZFpocnaBcKas rocyaapCTBEHHas CeNIbCKOX03ACTBEHHAA akageMus, Apocnasnb, Poccus;
FKazaxcKumil HauMoHanbHbI arpapHblii yHBepeuTeT, Anmartsl, KasaxcraH

PE3YNbTATbI UCCNEAOBAHNA 3KONOr WV MOACALHOW YTKWN

AHHoTauusa. [puBogaTca pesynbTaTbl MHOTOMETHUX HabMOAeHWA 3a MOronoBbeM MOPOfbl «pyCCKast
nogcagHas yTka» B NMUTOMHUKE MOACaAHbIX YTOK Knyb6a nobuTenein oxoTel ¢ nogcagHsiMm yTkamu (KNOCMIMIT)
N n3yyeHWe OCOBEHHOCTe ee 6uonorun. B pesynbTate 3TUX MCCMeLOBaHWA ObliM YCTaHOBNEHbI JOCTOBEPHbIE
OT/NYMA IKCTEPbEPHbIX MPU3HAKOB KPSAKBbI 1 NOACAAHON YTKW. Bblin n3yyeHbl 0CO6EHHOCTM B1MONOTMM NOACAHbIX
YTOK, MPUBEALLME K M3MEHEHWSM B MpoOLecce AOMECTUKALUW, NUHBKW, MATaHUS, Pa3MHOXEHUS U U3MEHEHMS B
NOBEfEHNN, CBOWCTBEHHble AOMAllHel nTuue (OTHOLIEHWe K BO/bepy, MOAAM W yTpata MUrpauyoHHOro
MHCTUHKTA). 3TO MOKa3a/lo, YTO PYCCKas MOACafHAas YTKa MpPeLcTaBnseT nopomy NOAPYXERHOW foMallHel yTKu,
06M13at0LLYI0  CNEUM(MNUECKUMN OXOTHWYbMMW KauyecTBamMu, 4YTO MOXHO paccMaTpuBaTb KakK pasHOBUAHOCTb
[OMaLLHEN OXOTHUYLEN YTKM CO CneuuhmnyecKMmMm 0CO6EHHOCTAMMN OXOTHUYLETO XapaKTepa.

Pe3ynbTaTbl CpeAHUX 3HAYEHUIA UCCNef0BaHHbIX HAMW MOP(OMETPUYECKMX MoKasaTeneii ans cenesHeid (1.0) n
yToK (0.1) pycckoin noacagHoON YTKU, a TaKKe CTAaTUCTUYECKMIA aHa/IM3 CPEAHMX 3HAYEHWI 1 AUCMEPCUOHHBIX OTHOLLIEHWIA
NO3BO/MAM NPES/IOKUTL NapameTPbl, KOTOPbIE XXenaTenbHO Co6/0aTh NPy BeAEeHUN CeNeKLMOHHON paboTbl.

YCTaHOB/EHbI [jBa 04ara MPONCXOXAEHNS NOAcaAHbIX yTOK B XV B. (3anagHas EBpona u eBponeiickast 4acTb Poccuun,
bacceiiH Bonrv). 3aeck e, HO y)ke BO BTOpOil nosoBrHe XIX B. MPOM3OLLIO YBE/IMYEHUE MOTOMOBbS Pa3BOAVMBIX
NOACAAHbIX YTOK, CBA3AHHOE C M306PETEHNEM W LLMPOKMM PAcnpOCTPaHEHEM OXOTHUYBETO OPYXKUS U ApOOK.

Ha TeppuTopumn Poccuiickoli defepalmy B perMoHax TPagWUMOHHON OXOTbl C MOACAAHbIMU YTKamu
chopMUpoBanoch reHeTUYEeCKM OAHOPOAHOEe MoronoBbe MoAcafHbiX yToK (RussianDecoyDuck), ob6nagatoLlee
CXOfHbIMV NOPOAHLIMW MPU3HaKaMW W NepefatoLiee MO HACMEACTBY CTOWKME MOP(OMETPUYECKME NapameTpbl,
0C06EHHOCTM noBedeHWs U paboure OXOTHWYbKM KadecTBa. OHa Oblna MonydveHa B pesy/nbTaTe MeTU3auUW ABYX
pasHoBWAHOCTEN - nogcagHoin yTku (DecoyDuck) n maHHo yTkm (CallDuck).

[ins ycTaHoBNeHMs cTaTyca pyCCKO NoACcaaHO YTKM 6bln npoBeAeH MOPOMETPUYECKINIA aHaNN3 YacTei Tena
NOACafAHbIX YTOK W KPAKBbI, KOTOPbIA NMOKa3an Ux JOCTOBEPHbIE OTANYMS.

Ha nopoay pycckas nofcagHas yTka 6biiv paspaboTaHbl CTaHAAPT U NpaBua NoneBbIX UCTbITaHWIA, KOTOpbIE B
HacTosLLee BPeMs NPUMEHSIOTCA A5 OLEHKM 3KCTEPbEPHBIX Y OXOTHUYLMX Paboumx KauecTs, UTO HEOO6XOAMMO AN
BeJEHNS CENTEKLMOHHOI paboThl.

[nnTenbHas cenekums MoAcCafHbIX YTOK B YCMOBMAX AOMALUHEro COAepXaHus fpuBena K HeobpaTuMbIM
M3MEHEHVSAIM 3KCTEPbEPHBIX XapaKTepPUCTUK, OT/IMYAIOLLMX ee OT KPSKBbI U NOPOA AOMALLHMX YTOK. Y NOACcafHO
YTKN MO CPaBHEHWIO C KPAKBOM yBenuuunach Ha 20% macca Tena, YMeHblUMNach OTHOCUTENbHAA macca flerkux,
cepaua M Hecyluas NMOBEPXHOCTb KPbiia, MPOM3OLLI0 YKOpOYeHWe KtoBa Ha 10%, yMeHbLUMnach Macca MblLL
neTaTenbHOro annapara. He meHee MokasaTenbHbl pe3ynbTaTbl CPABHUTENIbHOrO MOP(OMETPUYECKOTO aHann3a,
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OTpaXKaroLLme CTeneHb JOMECTMKALMM NOACAAHBLIX YTOK M OJHOBPEMEHHO MOKa3blBaKOLLME HETKME Pa3IMums MeXy
KPSIKBO 1 NOACaAHON YTKON. OBBACHAETCSH 3TO TEM, YTO B pe3ynbTaTe MTENbHOW LOMECTMKALMU NpousoLLia
pa3bioKMPOBKA EeCTECTBEHHOr0 CTabMIM3MPYHOLWEro 0TO0pa, YTO MPYBENO K YBEIMYEHUIO (PEHOTMMMYECKOWA K
FeHeTWYeCKOl W3MEHYMBOCTU. O3TO fABMIEHWE 3aKOHOMEPHO MPOU3OLLNIO B pesynbTate [OMECTMKauuu u
nocnegyoLleii cenekumn. OHo HabnofaeTcs y BCeX BUAOB JOMECTMLMPOBAHHBIX XKMBOTHBIX M MTUL, U MPUBOAUT K
06pa30BaHuIo Mopog,

STonoruyeckrie HabMAEHNA 3a NOACAAHBIMU YTKAMU BbISIBUIN Y HUX YePThl NOBEAEHMUS, MPUCYLLME TOMbKO
[oMallHei ntuue. MogcagHble YTKU OTIMYHO NPUCMOCO6/EHbI K COAEPXaHMI0 B BOMbEPaX. Y HUX MO CPaBHEHUIO C
KPAKBO/ NPOMU3OLLIN M3MEHEHUS NOBEAEHMA: NMpoMan CTpax Nnepes YenoBeKoM, NPonaa MUTPaLMOHHbIA MHCTUHKT,
BbIPaboTaNCa XOMUHI Ha MTUYHUK M Pa3BUANCL MPUCNOCOBUTENbHbIE CBOICTBA K MPUEMY MULLY U PA3MHOXEHMWIO B
YCNOBUSAX AOMALLHEr0 COLepXKaHus.

B Lensx coxpaHeHWs 1 ynyylleHns pasBoAuMOro B Poccum moronoBbsi MAEMEHHbLIX MOACAAHbLIX YTOK MOPOAb
pycckas noAcagHas yTka HeobXoAyMMO: COo34aHNe eAMHONo LEHTpa Mo OpraHM3auyu U NPoBefEHUIO CeneKLMOHHO
paboTbl C MOACAAHLIMUA YTKaMU; BbISCHEHUE YMCMEHHOCTW W pacrpefenieHns MIeMEHHOro MorofoBbA NoACaaHbIX
YTOK B pernoHax P®; npoBeseHne perynspHbIX 3KCTEPbEPHbLIX BbICTABOK 1 MOMEBLIX UCMbITAHUIA NOACAAHLIX YTOK
Mo efWHbLIM NpaBuiaMm; MPOBEfEHNWE MOHUTOPUHIA BO3AEACTBMS OXOTbl C MOACAAHLIMW YTKaMK Ha MOMyNsALuMi0
KPAKBbI Ha NpyMepe LieHTpanbHoro tegepaibHOro okpyra Po.

KntoyeBble cnoBa: 0xo0Ta, NofcafHas yTKa, passefeHune, 61onorvs, nopoga.
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