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Abstract. The mountain systems of Central Asia are important centres of floristic diversity;
however, spatially representative and taxonomically verified data on the distribution of many wild
taxa remain fragmentary. This study aimed to quantitatively assess the taxonomic structure, spatial
distribution, degree of clustering, documented local species richness, and quality of a long-term
array of georeferenced observations of the genus Rosa L. in the Tarbagatai mountain system of
eastern Kazakhstan. The initial sample included 127 observations from 2019-2026; after taxonomic
filtering, the analysis included 118 Rosa records corresponding to 109 unique coordinates. A total
of 61 records (51.7%) were identified to the species level, while 57 records (48.3%) remained at the
Rosa sp. level. The dataset includes R. spinosissima (33 observations), R. laxa (13), R. platyacantha
(10), R. alberti (4), and R. canina (1). Ninety-six records were positionally accurate to within 100
m; after duplicate removal, they corresponded to 88 unique locations. Nearest neighbour analysis
revealed strong spatial aggregation of high-precision locations: the observed mean nearest neighbour
distance was 0.75 km, compared to a mean expected value of 3.02 km across 999 runs of complete
spatial randomness (empirical p = 0.001). With grid thinning, the 96 high-precision observations
corresponded to 32 occupied 1 x 1 km cells and 26 occupied 2 x 2 km cells, indicating significant
route and observer bias. Species-identified, high-precision records occupied 14 5 x 5 km cells; the
maximum documented richness, equal to four species, was observed in two cells in the central part
of the studied spatial cluster. Only 15 records (12.7%) had Research Grade status, while 103 (87.3%)
were classified as Needs ID. These results characterise the structure of the documented array of finds,
rather than the demographic structure of populations, and provide a reproducible spatial basis for
further expert verification, standardised monitoring, and subsequent modelling of species distributions
with mandatory control for spatial sampling bias.
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Anparna. Opranblk A3WSHBIH Tay >KyWenepi (aopanblK amyaHTYPIUTIKTIH MaHbI3IbI
OpTaJbIKTAphl OOJBINT TaObLIAABL. AJlaiila KEHICTIKTIK JKaFbIHAH PENPE3CHTATUBTI JKOHE
TAKCOHOMUSUIBIK TEKCEpUIreH JAepeKTep aili Jie TONbIK eMec. byn 3eprreynin makcarsl — LbiFbic
Kazakcrannarer TapOararaii Tay xkyiiecinne Rosa L. TybIChIHA KaTBICTBI KOTHKBUIIBIK, T€OTpadUsIIBIK
KOOPIMHATTAPMEH OaiIaHBICTHIPBUIFAH OAKbLIAY JePEKTEPl HET131HAe TAKCOHOMISITBIK KYPBLUTBIMBIH,
KEHICTIKTIK TapaJlyblH, IIOFBIPJIaHy JOPEXKECIH, KYXKaTTaJFaH >KepPriIikTi OalyIbIFbIH JKOHE carachlH
CaHJBIK TYPFBIIAH Oaramay.

bacrankb! gepexrep KUbIHTBHIFB 2019-2026 >xpuinaps! Tipkenred 127 O6akbliayabl KAMTBIIBL.
TakCOHOMUSIBIK CY3TifieH Keiin Ttanmayra 109 Oipereit koopauHarara coiikec KeneTiH Rosa
TybICBIHBIH 118 xkazbackl enrizinmi. Onapabiy 61-1 (51,7%) Typ neHreiinae aHpIKTaJFaH, an S7-ci
(48,3%) Rosa sp. nenreiiine xKannabl. Jlepekrep )KUbIHTHIFbIHA R. spinosissima (33 6akpinay), R. laxa
(13), R. platyacantha (10), R. alberti (4) xone R. canina (1) Typnepi kipai. OpHanacy nonairi 100
M-JICH acrnaraH 96 xa30a Tangayra )KOFapbl JONIIIK KOOpPIWHATAIAPHI PETIH/E AJIBIH/IBI, TyOnuKarTap
aJIBIHBIT TaCTaJFaHHAH KeiiH 88 Oipereil opbiHFa CollKec Keml.

EH akpIH Keplll 9iCIMEH XYPri3uIreH Tajjay OpHaJlacybl OFapbl AQJIIKIEH TIPKEJIreH
OpBIHJAP/IBIH alKbIH KEHICTIKTIK IIOFBIPIIAHYBIH KOPCETTI: €H aKbIH Kepluire JeiiHri OaKpliaHFaH
oprama KambIKTHIK 0,75 KM O0nabl, ajd TOJBIK KE3[CHCOK KEHICTIKTIK yJecTipiMHIH 999 icke
KOCBUTYBIHA KYTUIETIH opTamia KambIKTHIK 3,02 kM Kypansl (omnupukansik p = 0,001). Top
VAIIBIKTAphl OOMBIHIIIA KEHICTIKTIK CUPETY HOTHXKECIHJIE JKOFaphl JAIIIKTeT1 96 6akpuiay emmemi 1
x 1 kM OonareiH 32 ySIIBIKKA XoHE 2 X 2 KM OonaThiH 26 ySIIBIKKA coiikec kenmi. byn Oakpuiay
MapuIpyTTapbl MeH OaKblIayIbUIapFa OaliIaHbICThI TIPKEYAiH eeyi Oipkenkici3airin kepceteni. Typ
JICHIeHiH/Ie aHBIKTAJIFaH, JKOFaphl AQJIIKTI xKa30anap exmemi 5 X 5 kM 0oateiH 14 yAnIbIKTa TipKesi.
Kyxarranran eH >xorapbl OaWbIK TOPT TYpre TeH OOJBIN, 3€pTTENreH KEHICTIKTIK MIOFBIPIBIH
OpTaJIbIK OOIT1H/ET] €Kl YAIIBIKTa OaiKall bl

Tex 15 xa36a (12,7%) «3eprrey nenreiii» (Research Grade) moprebecine ne 6omapl, an 103
xaz0a (87,3%) «AnbikTaynbl KaxeT erefi» (Needs ID) canaTpiHa )KaTKBI3UIIBI. AJIBIHFaH HOTHXEIIEP
HOMYSIUSIIAPABIH JeMOrpadUsIbIK KYPbUIBIMBIH €MeC, Ky)KaTTalFaH TIpKeIiMIEP KUbIHTHIFBIHBIH
KYpPBUIBIMBIH cumaTTaiael. Onap opi Kapail capanTamalbIK TeKCepy, CTaHAapTTalFaH MOHUTOPUHT

46


mailto:ertaizhiger@gmail.com
mailto:an.myrzagaliyeva@gmail.com
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3604-4315
mailto:ertaizhiger@gmail.com
https://orcid.org/0009-0006-0273-8561
mailto:sultan.kaunov96@gmail.com
https://orcid.org/0009-0002-8526-1877
mailto:moldir_zhumagul@aiu.edu.kz
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9467-1483
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9467-1483
mailto:orazov1994aidyn@gmail.com
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1390-9507

ISSN 3106-9215  eISSN 3106-9223 Natura scientia journal, 2(3) - 2026

YKOHE KEHICTIKTIK TIpKey OIp>KaKTbUIBIFBIH MIHJAETTI TYPJE €CKEpEe OTBIPHIIN, TYPJEPIIH TapalyblH
MOJIeNbJIey YILIH KalTa eHipyre 001aThlH KEHICTIKTIK HErl13 KaJblITaCThIPabl.
Kint ce3mep: Rosa; Rosaceae; Tapbararaii; IlIbireic Kazakcran; reorpadusiiblk KOOpAMHATTAPMEH OaiIaHBICTHIPBLUIFAH

OakpLIaynap; KeHICTIKTIK KYPBIIBIM; €H KaKbIH KOpIlli oIiCiH TaJlaay; KeHICTIKTIK cupeTy; iNaturalist; TaKCOHOMMSIBIK Oenrici3mik.
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AnHOTanms. lopHsle cuctembl lLleHTpanbHON A3MM SABIAIOTCS BaXHBIMH LIEHTpaMU
(dopucTUyecKoro pasHooOpas3usi, OJJHAKO MPOCTPAHCTBEHHO PENPE3CHTATUBHbBIE U TAKCOHOMUYECKU
IPOBEPEHHBIE JAHHBIE O PACIPOCTPAHEHUM MHOTUX JIMKOPACTYIIMX TaKCOHOB OCTAOTCA
¢dbparmenTapubivu. Llens uccnenoBanus — KOIMYECTBEHHO OIEHUTHh TAKCOHOMHYECKYIO CTPYKTYPY,
IIPOCTPAHCTBEHHOE PACIPEIEIIEHUE, CTENEHb KIACTEPU3ALMH, JTOKYMEHTUPOBAHHOE JIOKAJIBHOE
BUJI0BOE OOTraTCTBO U KaU€CTBO MHOT'OJIETHETO MacCHBa FeOIPUBSI3aHHBIX HaOIoAeHui pona Rosa L.
B ropHO#i cucteme TapOararas Bocrounoro Kazaxcrana.

Hcxonnast BbiOOpka Biitodana 127 wHabmomenuit 3a  2019-2026 romel.  [locne
TaKCOHOMHUYECKON (uibTpanuu B aHanu3 Bouutd 118 3amumcelt pona Rosa, COOTBETCTBYIOLIUX
109 yHukanbHbIM KoopauHataMm. Jlo BHIOBOro ypoBHS Obuto ompeaeneHo 61 3amuck (51,7%),
Torna kak 57 3amwuceit (48,3%) ocranuchk Ha ypoBHe Rosa sp. B HaGope naHHBIX mpeacTaBieHbl R.
spinosissima (33 wabmronenus), R. laxa (13), R. platyacantha (10), R. alberti (4) u R. canina (1). 1ns
96 3anuceil NOrpeIHOCTh ONPENETICHU MECTONONIOKEHU He npesplana 100 m; nocie ynaneHus
IyOJIMKAaTOB OHM COOTBETCTBOBAIN 88 YHHKAIBLHBIM MECTOIOIOKECHUSM.

AHanu3 Onuxaiilllero cocela BbBIIBUI BBIPRKEHHYIO IPOCTPAHCTBEHHYIO arperamuio
MECTOIOJIOKEHUM C BBICOKOM TOYHOCTBIO TEONPUBSI3KHU: HAONIONAEMOE CpEIHEE pPacCTOSHUE 0
ommkaiimero cocena cocrasmiio 0,75 kM, TOraa Kak CpefHee 0XKHMJ1aeMO€e 3HaUE€HUE Mo pe3yJsibTaraM
999 peanuzauuit MonxenM MOJHOW MPOCTPAHCTBEHHOW ciyyaitHocTh — 3,02 kM (3MOMpUYECKOe
p = 0,001). [Ipun nmpocTpaHCTBEHHOM MPOPEKUBAHUU MO CeTKe 96 BBICOKOTOYHBIX HAOIIONEHUM
COOTBETCTBOBAIM 32 3aHSATHIM siuekikam pasmepoM 1 X 1 kM u 26 3aHITHIM siuelikaM pasmepom 2 X 2
KM, YTO YKa3bIBa€T Ha CYIIECTBEHHOE CMEIIIEHIE BEIOOPKH, CBSI3aHHOE C MAPIIPyTaMU 00CIIeIOBaHMUS
U aKTUBHOCTBIO HaOrofareseit. 3anucu, onpees€HHbIE 10 BUI0BOTO YPOBHS M UMEIOIINE BBICOKYIO
TOYHOCTh T€ONPUBA3KHU, OBLIM IPEACTaBIEHbI B 14 sueiikax pasmepoMm 5 X 5 kM. MakcumanbpHOE
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JIOKYMEHTHPOBAHHOE BH0BOE OOraTCTBO COCTABUIIO YETHIPE BUA M OBLIIO OTMEUEHO B JIByX sSTUEHKax
LEHTPATBHOM YaCTH UCCIIEyeMOTO MPOCTPAHCTBEHHOTO KJlacTepa.

Jlumme 15 3ammceit (12,7%) umenu craryc «WccnenoBarensckuii ypoBeHb» (Research
Grade), Torga xak 103 3anucu (87,3%) orHOcuimuch k Kareropuu «TpeOyeTcst ompezneneHue»
(Needs ID). IlonyuyeHHble pe3yabTaThl XapaKTEpU3YIOT CTPYKTYpPY TOKYMEHTHPOBAaHHOIO MacCHBa
HAXOJIOK, a He JeMOrpaHuuecKylo CTPYKTypy MOMYyISNuid, U (GOpMUPYIOT BOCIPOU3BOAUMYIO
MIPOCTPAHCTBEHHYI0 OCHOBY [UIsl JaJIbHEWIIEH HSKCHEPTHOM NPOBEPKU, CTaHAAPTU3HUPOBAHHOTO
MOHUTOPHUHTA U MOCIEAYIONIEr0 MOACIMPOBAHUS PACIPOCTPAHEHHUS BUAOB C 00s3aTENbHBIM YUETOM
MIPOCTPAHCTBEHHOTO CMEIIEHUS BBIOOPKH.

KawueBble ciioBa: Rosa; Rosaceae; TapOararaii; Boctounsiii Ka3zaxcran; reonpuBsi3aHHble — HAONIONCHUS;
MPOCTPAHCTBEHHAs CTPYKTYpa; aHaau3 OMMKaiIero cocema; MPOCTPAHCTBEHHOE mNpopexuBanue; iNaturalist; TaKCOHOMHUYECKAs

HEONPEENEHHOCTbD.

Introduction. The mountainous regions of Central Asia are characterised by high topographic
heterogeneity and pronounced floristic differentiation. Elevation gradients, slope aspect, and spatial
heterogeneity of moisture and soil conditions create a mosaic of habitats that supports diversity at
the ecosystem, species, and population levels (Tayjanov et.al.,2017). In such landscapes, the spatial
structure of plant finds is determined by both ecological gradients and the configuration of available
habitats, making georeferenced data particularly valuable for analysing taxon distribution.

Tarbagatai is one of the key mountain systems of eastern Kazakhstan and represents a
transitional area between the Central Asian, Siberian, and intracontinental floristic complexes.
Published data on the region's flora vary in scope and methodology, but con-sistently point to high
species richness and pronounced vertical zonation. The southern macroslope successively features
desert-steppe, steppe, shrub, subalpine, and alpine belts (Orazov, A et.al.,2021; Myrzagaliyeva, A
et.al., 2024). The rugged topography creates additional ecological heterogeneity: foothill hilly areas,
lowlands, midlands, valleys, and gorges create contrasting microclimatic and edaph-ic conditions
(Myrzagaliyeva, A et.al.,2024).

The genus Rosa L. includes ecologically and economically significant representatives of the
family Rosaceae. Wild Rosa species in Kazakhstan are important components of natural communities,
sources of genetic resources, and objects of medicinal, food, and breeding use. Field studies indicate
interspecific differences in altitudinal and edaphic confinement and significant ecological plasticity
of individual taxa (Danilova, AN et.al.,2025; Myrzagaliyeva, A et.al.,2026). At the same time, the
genus taxonomy remains complex due to high morphological variability, hy-bridisation, and partial
overlap of diagnostic features. Therefore, identification based on a limited set of photographs requires
caution, and in controversial cases, it is advisable to combine morphological and molecular data
(Yermagambetova, M et.al.,2025).

In recent years, botanical studies of wild and resource-significant plants of Kazakhstan have
increasingly relied on integrating morphological, molecular phylogenetic, genomic, ecological, and
spatial data. This approach was applied in a comprehensive taxonomic revision of Gagea alberti,
a study of the chloroplast genome of the Kazakh apricot Prunus armeniaca, an assessment of
the morphological and genetic resources of wild relatives of almond, and a floristic-anatomical
analysis of Crataegus ambigua populations (Kubentayev, S et.al., 2025; Imanbayeva, A et.al., 2025).
Taken together, these studies highlight the potential of combining independent lines of evidence to
study taxonomically complex, ecologically flexible, and conservation-significant plants, which is
particularly relevant for the spatial analysis of represent-atives of the genus Rosa in the mountain
ecosystems of eastern Kazakhstan.

Comparable regional studies show that comparing spatially dispersed localities with habitat
parameters and functional traits significantly improves understanding of the ecological and population
characteristics of rare and wild species. Thus, for Eranthis longistipitata in the Western Tien Shan,
interlocal differences in the phytochemical profile and growing conditions were revealed (Aimenova,
Z. et.al.,2023). At the same time, an analysis of Dactylorhiza incarnata populations in the Kalbinsky
Altai demonstrated the informative value of a joint assessment of the ecological optimum, plant
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community structure, and anthropogenic load (Danilova, AN. et.al.,2021). These examples further
substantiate the need to combine georeferenced Rosa finds with independent ecological, population,
and functional measurements.

Citizen science platforms and digital biodiversity databases, including iNaturalist, are
significantly expanding the volume of available georeferenced observations, especially for
hard-to-reach areas. However, such data are generated independently of a unified sampling design.
They are subject to several types of bias: uneven observational effort, concentration of finds along
roads and routes, repeat visits to accessible sites, and taxonomic identification errors. For plants, an
additional limitation is the lack of a full set of diagnostic features in photographs. Therefore, using
such data in spatial ecology requires simultaneous assessment of the geographic accuracy, taxonomic
reliability, and spatial dependence of observations (Lopez-Guillén. et.al.,2021).

Despite individual floristic and ecological studies of Tarbagatai, the spatial structure of
long-term georeferenced Rosa records and the influence of observer bias on their interpretation
remain poorly characterised quantitatively. The present study aimed to comprehensively evaluate
the long-term array of observations of the genus Rosa in the Tarbagatai mountain system of eastern
Kazakhstan. In this study: (1) the taxonomic and temporal structures of the data were characterized;
(2) the documented spatial coverage of individual species was assessed; (3) the deviation of the
distribution of localities from complete spatial randomness was tested; (4) the sensitivity of the
results to sample clustering by grid thinning was quantified; (5) the documented local species richness
was determined; (6) the spatial precision, degree of taxonomic verification, and concentration of
observational effort were assessed; and (7) the results were interpreted in the context of the orography
and altitudinal zonation of Tarbagatai. The working hypothesis was that the observed spatial pattern
would be significantly heterogeneous due to the combined effect of the ecological mosaic nature of
the mountain landscape and the uneven survey of the territory.

Materials and methods.

2.1. Study area and relief features

The studied localities are located within the Tarbagatai mountain system and adjacent
territories of eastern Kazakhstan, approximately between 46.984-47.434° N and 80.986—82.848°
E. The region is characterised by a sharply continental climate, pronounced seasonality, and a
combination of foothill, low-mountain, and mid-mountain relief forms. According to published data,
the maximum absolute altitudes of Tarbagatai reach approximately 3000-3100 m, and the average
annual precipitation in different parts of the region varies from approximately 177 to 405 mm
(Myrzagaliyeva, A. et.al.,2024).

For the southern macroslope, a sequential change in altitudinal zones has been
described: desert-steppe - approximately 500-700 m, steppe - 700(600)-1000(1200) m, shrub -
1000(1200)-1700(1800) m, subalpine - 1700(1800)-2400 m and alpine - 2400-3100 m (Orazov,
A. et.al.,2021). In the middle part of Tarbagatai, shrub communities with the participation of
R. spinosissima were previously noted from approximately 800-900 to 1350-1450 m above sea
level (Orazov, A. et.al.,2021). Such pronounced vertical and orographic differentiation creates an
ecological basis for the spatial separation of wild rose habitats.

The original dataset did not contain a standardised field for absolute elevation or other
topographic covariates. Therefore, in this analysis, topography was used only as geographic
and ecological context, based on locality locations and the published vertical zonation scheme.
Quantitative conclusions about the influence of elevation, slope, or aspect on species distribution
were not drawn, as the relevant parameters were not extracted from the digital elevation model for
each observation point.

2.2. Initial data array and pre-processing

The original CSV file contained 127 observation records. After excluding records not
belonging to the genus Rosa, the analytical sample consisted of 118 observations from 2019-2026. We
used available metadata for each record, including observation ID, date, observer name, geographic
coordinates, positional accuracy, taxonomic identification, quality status, and a link to the original
record. All included observations were designated as uncultivated. Exactly matching coordinates
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were included in the original dataset description but were removed during analysis steps that required
spatially unique localities.

Figure 1 presents the general sequence of data preparation and analytical procedures. The
temporal structure was estimated from the full analytical array (n = 118), while detailed spatial
procedures were performed after filtering by positional accuracy (<100 m) and removing duplicate
coordinates.

Analytical workflow of georeferenced Rosa observations

127 georeferenced observations
2019-2026

Taxonomic filtering
Removal of non-Rosa records

[ Analytical dataset ]

Initial dataset ‘

118 Rosa observations
109 unique coordinate pairs

I

¥ L 2
‘ Taxonomic standardization W ‘ Data quality assessment ‘

Species-level records (n = 61) Positional accuracy
Rosa sp. records (n = 57) ) Research Grade / Needs ID
T J
¥

Spatial filtering
Records with positional accuracy <100 m

n=9%

Coordinate deduplication 1
Removal of duplicated coordinates
88 unigque localities

T J

) I t }
Temporal analysis Spatial analysis Clustering analysis
Annual distribution of observations - WGS 84 — UTM Z°2"E ;’”‘ Mean nearest-neighbour distance
2019-2026 MCP, maxdmisn distance, 2 * 2 km grid 999 CSR simuations
5% 5 km richness grid
[ i J
Spatial thinning
1% 1kmand 2 x 2 km grids
Approximate number of independent spatial units

Interpretation
Taxonomic diversity
Spatial coverage
Sampling bias
Relief and altitudinal context

Relief wes used as geographic and ecclogical context only; no DEM-derived topographic covariates were extracted for indvidual points.

Figure 1. Analytical scheme for processing georeferenced observations of the genus Rosa

2.3. Taxonomic standardisation

At the species level, the dataset included Rosa spinosissima L., R. laxa Retz., R. platyacantha
Schrenk, R. alberti Regel, and R. canina L. Records without species identification were retained
in the Rosa sp. category and were not allocated between species based on spatial proximity or
associated indirect features. This conservative approach minimises the risk of artificially inflating
species representation in the context of the genus's complex taxonomy, where reliable identification
requires a combined assessment of characters of leaves, stipules, spines, pedicels, sepals, flowers, and
fruits (Yermagambetova, M. et.al.,2025).

2.4 Data quality assessment

Data quality was assessed using two independent components: taxonomic resolution and
spatial accuracy. Taxonomic resolution was characterised by the proportion of records identified to
species level, the proportion of Rosa sp. records, and the distribution of iNaturalist Research Grade
and Needs ID statuses. Spatial accuracy was assessed using the positional accuracy field; records with
a stated error of <100 m were used for detailed spatial calculations. The proportion of observations
with an error of <10 m and the median positional error were also calculated.

2.5. Time analysis

The number of observations was summarised by calendar year, separately considering records
identified to the species level and records of Rosa sp. Because the dataset combines targeted
expeditionary and opportunistic observations and is not based on a constant, standardised effort,
interannual differences were interpreted solely as changes in documentation intensity, rather than
changes in population abundance, density, or occurrence.
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2.6. Spatial analysis

Geographic coordinates are initially presented in the WGS 84 system. To calculate distances
and areas, records with a positional accuracy of <100 m were projected into UTM Zone 44N
(EPSG:32644). For each species-defined taxon, the number of high-precision records and spatially
unique localities, the maximum pairwise geographic distance, the area of the minimum convex
polygon (MCP), and the number of occupied 2 x 2 km grid cells were calculated. To estimate
documented local species richness, we used a 5 x 5 km grid and counted the number of different
species-defined Rosa taxa in each occupied cell. We used MCP and grid metrics only as descriptive
characteristics of the spatial coverage of observations. We did not interpret them as formal estimates
of Extent of Occurrence or Area of Occupancy according to [UCN criteria.

2.7. Analysis of spatial clustering and sensitivity to selection bias

Spatial clustering was assessed using high-precision records (positional error <100 m) after
removing completely overlapping coordinates. For the Rosa assemblage and for species with a
sufficient number of unique localities, the mean nearest-neighbour distance (NN) was calculated.
We compared the observed value with the null distribution from 999 realisations of complete spatial
randomness (CSR), in which a fixed number of points were randomly placed within the MCP of the
corresponding sample. The empirical p was determined from the position of the observed NN value
relative to the simulated distribution. To assess the robustness of the inferences to spatial dependence,
grid thinning was also performed, and the number of occupied 1 x 1 and 2 x 2 km cells was counted as
an approximate number of spatially independent observation units. This approach allows estimation
of the degree of pseudoreplication caused by repeated findings within the same local areas (Clark, P.
J. et.al.,1954; Aiello-Lammens et.al.,2015).

2.8. Statistical processing

For categorical indicators, we calculated absolute frequencies and proportions. Because the
data were collected opportunistically, taxon registration frequencies were not interpreted as indicators
of relative abundance or population density. We used two-sided empirical significance levels for
Monte Carlo procedures. Formal interspecies parametric comparisons of spatial metrics were not
performed, as after precision filtering, removal of duplicate coordinates, and control for spatial
dependence, the effective sample size for individual species was limited. All statistical results were
interpreted as properties of the array of georeferenced findings, rather than as direct estimates of
population demographic structure.

2.9. Using generative artificial intelligence

Generative artificial intelligence was used exclusively for language editing, structural
standardisation of the draft text, and consistency checking of wording. It was not used to generate
the source data, taxonomically identify observations, or perform statistical calculations. All numerical
results were derived from the original dataset, and the authors reviewed and approved the final
formulations, interpretations, and conclusions.

Results and discussion.

3.1. General structure and taxonomic composition of data

After taxonomic filtering, the analytical sample included 118 Rosa observations, corresponding
to 109 unique coordinate pairs. Sixty-one records (51.7%) were identified to the species level, while
57 records (48.3%) were identified only to the genus level. Thus, the current verified dataset contains
five species-identified taxa, but almost half of the observations remain taxonomically unresolved.

Table 1. Taxonomic structure of georeferenced observations of the genus Rosa

Taxon Number of observations Share, %
Rosa spinosissima 33 28.0
Rosa laxa 13 11.0
Rosa platyacantha 10 8.5

Rosa alberti 4 34
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Taxon Number of observations Share, %
Rosa canina 1 0.8
Rosa sp. 57 48.3

R. spinosissima had the largest number of records—33 observations, accounting for 28.0% of
the total sample and 54.1% of the records identified to species level. It was followed by R. laxa (13
observations), R. platyacantha (10), R. alberti (4), and R. canina (1). The high proportion of Rosa sp.
limits the interpretation of the current species count as a complete estimate of the genus's taxonomic
diversity in the studied part of Tarbagatai.

Il Species-level identification Unresolved to species

Rosa spinosissima 33 (28.0%)

Rosa laxa 13 (11.0%)

Rosa platyacantha 10 (8.5%)
Rosa alberti 4 (3.4%)
1(0.8%)

Rosa canina

Rosa sp. 57 (48.3%)

I T T T T T
0 10 20 30 40 50
Number of observations

Figure 2. Taxonomic structure of the array of geo-referenced observations of the genus Rosa

3.2. Temporal structure of observations

The temporal distribution of observations was markedly uneven. Only isolated records were
available from 2019 to 2022, while the bulk of the dataset was compiled in 2023, 2024, and 2026. The
maximum number of observations was recorded in 2026—53 records, of which 27 were identified to
the species level, and 26 remained at the Rosa sp. level.

Table 2. Annual structure of observations and level of taxonomic identification

Year Total Defined to the species level Rosa sp.
2019 1 1 0

2020 1 0 1

2022 2 1 1

2023 22 15 7

2024 35 16 19

2025 4 1 3

2026 53 27 26

Total 118 61 57
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Figure 3. Interannual distribution of Rosa observations, divided into species-level records and
Rosa sp. level records

The observed increase in records in recent years primarily reflects increased intensity of field
and digital documentation. Because there is no standardised, ongoing observational effort, this increase
cannot be interpreted as evidence of population growth or expansion. Similarly, the low number of
records in 2019-2022 and 2025 reflects the structure of the available dataset, rather than the actual
absence of taxa in the region.

3.3 Spatial distribution

All observations were located within 46.984-47.434° N and 80.986-82.848° E, forming a
latitudinal spatial pattern generally consistent with the orographic orientation of the Tarbagatai Range
and adjacent valleys. The distribution included both local clusters of repeated observations and distant
localities, expanding the genus's documented spatial coverage. Overlaying the points on the relief
shows a preferential concentration of observations within the mountain front, foothills, and accessible
valleys; however, this visual association is not considered a quantitatively confirmed dependence on

topography.
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Figure 4. Spatial distribution of 118 georeferenced observations of the genus Rosa in the
Tarbagatai mountain system against the background of the relief

Ninety-six observations with a positional accuracy of <100 m were used for spatial

calculations. Of these, 44 records were identified to species level, and 52 belonged to Rosa sp. Among
the species-identified taxa, the greatest documented spatial coverage was found for R. spinosissima.
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Table 3. Descriptive indicators of the spatial coverage of species-defined Rosa records with a
positional accuracy of <100 m.

Area of occupied Max.
View Entries, n Unique localities, n 2 x 2 km cells, km? MCP, km? distance, km
Rosa spinosissima 18 17 40 974.3 121.1
Rosa laxa 11 9 24 242.9 46.3
Rosa platyacantha 10 9 28 400.5 56.0
Rosa alberti 4 4 12 69.0 25.9
Rosa canina 1 1 4

For R. spinosissima, the maximum distance between high-precision localities was 121.1 km,
and the MCP area was 974.3 km?. The corresponding maximum distances were 56.0 km for R.
platyacantha, 46.3 km for R. laxa, and 25.9 km for R. alberti. A single high-precision record of R.
canina did not allow us to estimate the spatial extent or area of the MCP. These values characterise
only the documented coverage of the available sample and are not estimates of the taxa's full regional
range.

3.4 Spatial clustering and sensitivity to spatial sampling bias

Of the 96 high-precision observations, 88 corresponded to unique coordinates. For the Rosa
set, the average distance to the nearest unique locality was 0.75 km, while the average value across
999 CSR realisations was 3.02 km (95% simulation interval 2.66-3.37 km). The observed NN
distance was significantly smaller than expected under complete spatial randomness (empirical p =
0.001), indicating significant aggregation of the observation set. For individual species, no statistically
significant deviation from the CSR was detected: for R. spinosissima, the observed/expected distance
was 4.52/4.96 km (p = 0.610), for R. laxa, 3.79/3.44 km (p = 0.652), and for R. platyacantha, 2.62/4.34
km (p = 0.070). For the latter species, a tendency toward spatial aggregation was observed; however,
given the number of localities available, it did not reach the accepted level of statistical significance.

Table 4. Nearest-neighbour scores and grid-thinning results for high-precision Rosa
observations

Expected
Unique Observed NN (CSR), 1x1km 2x2km
Group localities, n NN, km km p cells cells
All Rosa 88 0.75 3.02 0.001 32 26
R. spinosissima 17 4.52 4.96 0.610 11 10
R. laxa 9 3.79 3.44 0.652 8 6
R. platyacantha 9 2.62 4.34 0.070 7 7

Grid thinning confirmed the high spatial redundancy of the original dataset. Ninety-six
high-precision records corresponded to 32 occupied 1x1 km cells and 26 occupied 2x2 km cells.
After thinning, 11 and 10 occupied cells remained for R. spinosissima, 8 and 6 for R. laxa, and
7 and 7 for R. platyacantha. Consequently, the nominal number of records significantly exceeds
the approximate number of spatially independent observation units, which must be accounted for in
subsequent statistical modelling.

3.5. Documented local species richness

Species-identified high-precision observations occupied 14 5x5 km grid cells. Eight cells
recorded one species, four cells recorded two species, and two cells recorded local richness of up
to four species. Both richest cells were located in the central part of the spatial cluster, approximately
47.20-47.24° N and 81.83° E. In one cell, R. spinosissima, R. laxa, R. platyacantha, and R. alberti
were recorded together; in the second, R. spinosissima, R. laxa, R. alberti, and R. canina. These cells
are priority sites for standardised field verification; however, their increased richness should not be
separated from uneven survey intensity.
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Figure 5. Documented local species richness of Rosa in occupied 5x5 km cells based on
high-precision species-identifying observations. Numbers within cells correspond to the number of
species recorded

3.6 Spatial accuracy, taxonomic verification and observational effort

Spatial accuracy was high for most of the dataset, with 85 observations (72.0%) having a
reported error of <10 m and 96 (81.4%) having an error of <100 m; the median positional error was 4 m.
Taxonomic verification, in contrast, remained limited, with only 15 records (12.7%) having Research
Grade status, while 103 (87.3%) were Needs ID.

The main data-quality limitations were therefore not georeferencing, but taxonomic
uncertainty and the concentration of observational effort. The two most active observers generated
107 of the 118 records (90.7%), indicating a significant imbalance in data sources and potentially
amplifying route and spatial bias. Combined with the grid-thinning results, this confirms the need to
control for spatial dependence and observer bias before any subsequent species distribution modelling.

3.7. Field photo illustrations of the morphological diversity of Rosa

To document morphological diversity, the article includes field photographs of five
species-defined taxa from the analysed dataset (Figure 6): Rosa laxa Retz., R. alberti Regel, R. canina
L., R. spinosissima L., and R. platyacantha Schrenk. The images cover the flowering and fruiting
phases and demonstrate differences in the general appearance of flowers or hypanthia, leaflet structure,
and shoot characteristics. For the genus Rosa, such comprehensive photo documentation is essential,
as reliable field identification often requires the simultaneous assessment of several morphological
traits.

Photographs served as a documentary supplement to georeferenced data and were not used
as independent confirmation of each record's identification. For subsequent expert review of Needs
ID observations and Rosa sp. records, standardised photo series are preferred, including the general
appearance of the bush, spine character, stipules, both leaflet surfaces, pedicels, sepals, flowers, and
mature fruits. When possible, link digital records to herbarium vouchers and specimens for molecular
analysis.

Figure 6. Field photographs of species of the genus Rosa: (A) R. laxa Retz.; (B) R. alberti
Regel; (C) R. canina L.; (D) R. spinosissima L.; (E) R. platyacantha Schrenk
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Discussion.

4.1. Diversity of the genus Rosa and the structure of observations

Analysis of the documented dataset confirmed the presence of five species-defined Rosa taxa:
R. spinosissima, R. laxa, R. platyacantha, R. alberti, and R. canina. However, 48.3% of observations
were identified only to the genus level, so the identified number of species should be interpreted
as the minimum confirmed for the current sample, rather than as a comprehensive inventory of
Tarbagatai Rosa. This taxonomic uncertainty directly impacts the assessment of local richness and
species-specific spatial coverage.

The resulting data structure is consistent with published data on the significant role of Rosaceae
in Tarbagatai vegetation. In a study of the associated flora of Prunus ledebouriana, the Rosaceae family
was among the families with high species richness, and R. spinosissima was noted as a characteristic
component of mid-mountain shrub communities (Orazov, A. et.al.,2021). At a broader regional
level, the widespread distribution of R. spinosissima and R. laxa and their ecological plasticity were
demonstrated for the Kazakh Altai (Danilova, AN. et.al.,2025). In the present study, these literature
data are spatially supplemented as a georeferenced array of findings, although interpretation is limited
by uneven observational effort.

4.2. Relief, altitudinal zonation and distribution of Rosa

The orographic heterogeneity of Tarbagatai provides important context for interpreting spatial
differences in Rosa's findings. Within a relatively small geographic area, foothill plains, dissected
lowlands, intermontane valleys, river gorges, and mid-mountain slopes combine. This structure creates
conjugate gradients of temperature, moisture content, snow cover duration, soil profile thickness, and
solar radiation (Orazov, A. et.al.,2021; Myrzagaliyeva, A. et.al.,2024), potentially creating conditions
for spatial segregation of the ecological niches of closely related species.

Of particular interest is the shrub and lower-middle mountain belt. According to the published
scheme of southern Tarbagatai, shrub vegetation predominantly occupies altitudes of approximately
1000 (1200)-1700 (1800) m, whereas communities with a dominance or significant participation of
R. spinosissima have been described from approximately 800—900 m up to 1350-1450 m (Orazov,
A. et.al.,2021). This is consistent with the assumption that a significant portion of Rosa's finds may
be associated with the transition between mountain steppes and shrub communities, where increased
mosaic relief, moisture differences, and heterogeneous soil conditions combine locally.

Slope exposure and position can further differentiate microhabitats. In a sharply continental
climate, southern and southwestern slopes typically receive higher insolation and lose moisture more
quickly, while northern exposures and lower slopes can maintain more mesophytic conditions longer.
River valleys and gorges simultaneously function as linear relief elements and local zones of increased
moisture availability. Consequently, the geographical overlap of different species does not preclude
their ecological separation based on microrelief, exposure, and soil conditions.

The largest documented spatial range of R. spinosissima is consistent with data on this species'
broad ecological range. In the Kazakh Altai, R. spinosissima has been recorded across a wider
altitudinal range than several other wild roses (Danilova, AN. et.al.,2025). In Tarbagatai, its presence
has previously been demonstrated in various shrub-steppe communities (Orazov, A. et.al.,2021). In the
current sample, this species also had the largest maximum distance between high-precision localities
and the largest MCP area. However, these indicators may reflect not only the ecological breadth of
the species but also differences in its detectability and the spatial structure of field routes.

Quantitative verification of topographic differentiation requires linking each independent
locality to a digital elevation model and extracting absolute elevation, slope, aspect, and derived
elevation indices. Only after this procedure can the elevation-specific niches of species be statistically
compared and the topographic signal separated from geographic and observer bias. Therefore, the
conclusions of this study regarding the role of relief are considered ecologically valid hypotheses that
require direct quantitative verification.

4.3 Spatial clustering, route bias, and effective sample size

One of the most striking results is the pronounced clustering of the Rosa dataset as a whole:
the average distance to the nearest unique locality was approximately four times smaller than that
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expected under random distribution. However, this pattern should not be interpreted as direct evidence
of'biological population aggregation. For opportunistic data, the observed spatial structure results from
a combination of true habitat mosaicism, route accessibility, repeat visits to convenient sites, and
differences in observer activity. The fact that two observers accounted for over 90% of the records,
and thinning reduced the 96 high-precision observations to 26 occupied 2x2 km cells, indicates a
significant contribution from spatial sampling bias.

At the level of individual species, statistically significant deviations from the CSR were
not confirmed, which is likely due to the limited number of spatially independent localities. R.
spinosissima is particularly illustrative: 33 original records, after precision filtering and thinning,
corresponded to only 10 occupied 2 x 2 km cells. Therefore, using the nominal number of
records as the effective sample size would overestimate the independence of the data. For potential
distribution models, including MaxEnt, this pseudoreplication can increase the risk of overfitting and
overestimating predictive ability; therefore, spatial filtering, independent taxonomic validation, and
expansion of the locality network are necessary before modelling (Boria, R.A. et.al.,2014; Orazov, A.
et.al.,2025).

4.4 Species-specific spatial patterns

Rosa spinosissima was the most frequently recorded and spatially widespread species; the
distance between extreme high-precision localities exceeded 120 km. This pattern is consistent with
the species' wide ecological range, but may also reflect its relatively high detectability and the
directionality of its field routes. Therefore, the spatial breadth of the documented array should not
be directly equated with the width of its ecological niche.

Rosa laxa and R. platyacantha were characterised by intermediate spatial coverage. The MCP
area of R. platyacantha exceeded that of R. laxa, despite a smaller number of initial observations, due
to the more dispersed location of the extreme localities. This result emphasises that the number of
registrations and the spatial extent of the sample describe different properties of the data and should
be considered together.

The four high-precision localities of R. alberti formed a relatively compact spatial pattern.
However, such a small sample size precludes interpretation as evidence of a narrow regional or
ecological niche. Differences in edaphic conditions between R. alberti and R. spinosissima have
previously been demonstrated for eastern Kazakhstan (Myrzagaliyeva, A. et.al., 2026), making further
comparisons of topographic and soil parameters at independently confirmed localities promising.

This single, highly accurate record of R. canina is purely indicative. Until independent
taxonomic verification and the acquisition of additional localities, it cannot serve as a basis for
concluding the species' spatial structure or regional distribution.

4.5. Documented areas of increased local species richness

Two 5x5 km cells each contained four species-defined Rosa taxa and represented the highest
values of documented local richness in the current dataset. However, these cells are better viewed not
as proven diversity hotspots, but as priority sites for independent field verification. The concentration
of several taxa within a limited space provides a convenient basis for comparative study of their
ecological preferences, but may also be a consequence of increased survey intensity. To verify the
biological nature of the identified pattern, it is necessary to standardise comparisons of elevation,
aspect, slope, indices of relief ruggedness and position, soil properties, plant community structure,
and equally distributed observation effort within these cells.

4.6 Taxonomic uncertainty and iNaturalist data quality

The high proportion of Needs ID records and observations identified only to the genus level is a
key limitation of taxonomic interpretation. This situation is typical for morphologically complex plant
groups: even a georeferenced record with a photograph does not always contain sufficient features
for reliable species identification (Lopez-Guillén. et.al.,2024). Consequently, a digital record and
coordinates are no substitute for expert review, especially when using data for species-specific spatial
analysis.

Standardised recording of diagnostic traits is critical for Rosa. Field photographs should
include the general appearance of the bush; the nature and arrangement of thorns; and the upper and
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lower surfaces of leaflets, stipules, pedicels, sepals, flowers, and ripe fruits. Whenever possible, link
digital observations to herbarium vouchers and molecular samples. Plastome studies of Kazakhstani
Rosa specimens demonstrate that molecular data can significantly improve resolution in complex
taxonomic cases (Yermagambetova, M. et.al.,2025). The field photographs presented in Figure 5
demonstrate the diagnostic value of recording different phenological stages but do not replace a full
revision of each record.

The high positional accuracy of most observations increases the value of taxonomically
uncertain records: after expert revision, they can significantly increase the number of confirmed
localities of individual species, change estimates of their spatial coverage, and improve the robustness
of subsequent ecological analyses.

4.7. Limitations of the study

The study is based on an opportunistic dataset generated without a single protocol and with
unequal observational effort. Therefore, the frequency of registration in the database does not reflect
the relative abundance, density, or probability of occurrence of populations. The pronounced clustering
of the overall sample and the significant reduction in the number of units after spatial thinning indicate
that the effective size of a spatially independent sample is significantly smaller than the nominal
number of records. Any subsequent SDM/MaxEnt analyses on these data require prior control for
spatial bias, taxonomic verification, and, preferably, external spatial validation.

The second limitation is related to taxonomic incompleteness: almost half of the records are
not identified to species level, and most observations do not have Research Grade status. The third
limitation is the lack of standardised topographic covariates in the original dataset, including elevation,
slope, and aspect. Therefore, this study discusses the role of topography as ecological context
rather than as a statistically established cause-and-effect relationship. Direct testing of topographic
differentiation requires extracting DEM parameters for independent localities and then comparing
them across species.

Finally, MCP and the area represented by occupied cells are sensitive to route configuration
and extreme observations. These metrics describe the current spatial coverage of the data and should
not be interpreted as formal conservation range assessments without further verification of survey
completeness and the actual status of populations.

4.8. Prospects for monitoring, environmental analysis and conservation

High-precision coordinates provide the basis for revisiting localities, establishing permanent
monitoring sites, and targeted sampling for morphological, genetic, and ecological studies. The
primary objective is an expert review of the 57 Rosa sp. records, as well as confirmation of isolated and
rare species registrations. Such a review can improve the dataset's taxonomic resolution and increase
the effective number of localities for subsequent spatial analysis.

An optimal design for further research should integrate georeferenced photographic
documentation, herbarium vouchers, expert taxonomic identification, and independent environmental
measurements. For each confirmed locality, it is advisable to extract absolute elevation, slope,
aspect, Terrain Ruggedness Index, and Topographic Position Index from the digital elevation
model and combine these parameters with climate and soil variables. With a sufficient number
of spatially independent data points, such an array will enable multivariate analysis of ecological
space, nonparametric interspecies comparisons, quantitative assessment of niche overlap, and species
distribution models with spatial cross-validation.

For Tarbagatai, where altitudinal changes occur along relatively short spatial gradients,
integrating taxonomically confirmed findings with topographic and edaphic data is particularly
promising. This will enable a transition from digital spatial pattern descriptions to testable hypotheses
about species distribution mechanisms, as well as the identification of priority monitoring sites and
repeat surveys in the face of climate and anthropogenic change.

Conclusion. A multi-year set of georeferenced observations allowed us to quantitatively
characterise the documented spatial structure of Rosa in the Tarbagatai mountain system. The analysis
included 118 observations, of which five species-defined taxa were confirmed; R. spinosissima was
the most frequently recorded and spatially widespread species. A pronounced spatial aggregation was
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revealed for the set of high-precision unique localities: the average distance to the nearest neighbour
was 0.75 km, compared to the expected 3.02 km in CSR modelling (p = 0.001).

However, spatial thinning revealed that the 96 high-precision observations corresponded to
only 32 occupied 1x1 km cells and 26 2x2 km cells; for R. spinosissima, 10 cells were retained at the
2x2 km scale. Therefore, the original number of registrations significantly overestimates the number
of spatially independent units and should not be used as a direct equivalent of the effective sample size.
Two 5x5 km cells contained four Rosa species each and represent priority sites for standardised field
verification, but cannot be considered confirmed centres of biodiversity without additional controls
for observational effort.

The key limitations of the dataset are the high proportion of taxonomically ambiguous records
and the significant concentration of observational effort. Topography and altitudinal zonation are
ecologically plausible explanations for some of the spatial heterogeneity, but this requires direct
verification using DEM parameters and standardised field data.

Expert verification of 57 Rosa sp. records, expansion of the network of independent localities,
and integration of topographic, soil, and climatic covariates will enable a transition from descriptive
findings to a more statistically rigorous assessment of ecological niches and potential species
distributions. In its current form, the dataset is best used as a spatial basis for targeted monitoring,
repeated field verification, and planning of future Rosa studies in Tarbagatai.
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