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Abstract 
Introduction. Ignoring the systemic nature of a reservoir can lead to ineffective and damaging management decisions. 
However, the study of such objects often focuses on individual factors. The predictive potential of graph models is 
limited by a lack of expert information and outdated databases of indicators. This work aims to address these issues by 
evaluating the effectiveness of measures to improve the condition of the Tsimlyansk Reservoir. The solution is based on 
the author's graph model that takes into account the interaction of anthropogenic and biotic characteristics of the object. 
Materials and Methods. The literature sources and information on hydrobiochemistry and species composition of fish 
were analyzed. A model was created that took into account 20 factors related to the state of the Tsimlyansk Reservoir. 
A hydrobiological analysis allowed us to create graph G(V, E, Y). V — set of vertices, vk ∈ V,  k = 1, 20������. E — set of 
oriented edges ek = (vi, vj) in the form of ordered pairs of length 2, i ≠ j. Y — mapping, Y : V → V. A weight matrix was 
created based on an integral assessment of each factor by experts. The weighting coefficients (±0.5–±1) were calculated 
using information from hydrobiological and chemical databases.  
Results. We investigated how the removal of zebra mussels would affect the facility during a single cleaning (scenario 1) and a 
three-year cleaning (scenario 2). We visualized the dynamics of pulses for the state of the water (v15) and changes in the 
concentration of biological substances (v18). In the first scenario, for the first factor, the maximum pulse (0.5) was fixed from the 
third year of exposure; the minimum (0) was during the first year. For the second factor, the pulse increased from a minimum (–
0.5) to a maximum (0.25) over the third year. In the second scenario, both factors did not change in the first year. Then the pulse 
for v15 increased (to 0.75), v18 fell in the second year to –0.5, and then increased to –0.25. 
Bream reproduction with v5 feeding was evaluated for a year (scenario 3) and five years (scenario 4). The state of 
spawning fish v1, replenishment of juveniles v2, fishing v7, and eutrophication v14 were taken into account. v2, v7, and v14 
pulses remained zero for two years. Then v2 and v7 grew to one, and in the fourth year they fell to zero. The 
eutrophication pulse dropped to –1, and returned to zero by the end of the fourth year. With a five-year feeding, v1 pulse 
dropped to –1 in the first year, v14 — in the third, and its value did not change, and v1 returned to 0 in the fifth year of 
modeling. The pulse for v2 and v7 grew from zero to one in three years. 
Discussion. Annual cleaning of a reservoir from zebra mussel was more effective for improving the water condition and 
less effective for the concentration of nutrients. One-time feeding would increase the number of juveniles and fishing. 
Eutrophication would decrease, but there would be no sustainable results. Annual feeding would increase the number of 
juveniles, reduce eutrophication and lead to the development of fishing. 
Conclusion. The proposed solution makes it possible to predict potential benefits or harm of anthropogenic activities on 
the reservoir. The model can be improved by fine-tuning the weighting coefficients, taking into account non-linear and 
threshold effects as well as other indicators. 

Keywords: Tsimlyansk Reservoir, graph model of reservoir condition, anthropogenic impact on the reservoir, cleaning 
the reservoir from zebra mussels, bream reproduction with feeding 
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Оригинальное эмпирическое исследование 

Изучение биопродуктивности искусственного водоема на основе графовой модели 
взаимодействия природных и антропогенных факторов 
И.Ю. Кузнецова , А.В. Никитина  
Донской государственный технический университет, г. Ростов-на-Дону, Российская Федерация 
 mail@kuznetsova-i-yu.ru 

Аннотация 
Введение. Игнорирование системной природы водохранилища обусловливает неэффективные и деструктивные 
управленческие решения. Однако изучение таких объектов часто фокусируются именно на отдельных факто-
рах. Прогнозный потенциал графовых моделей для этих целей ограничивается дефицитом экспертной инфор-
мации и устаревающей базой индикаторов. Представленная работа призвана восполнить эти пробелы.  
Цель — оценка эффективности мероприятий по улучшению состояния Цимлянского водохранилища. Основа 
решения — авторская графовая модель взаимодействия антропогенных и биотических характеристик объекта. 
Материалы и методы. Анализировались литературные источники, информация о гидробиохимии и видовом 
составе рыб. В модели учли 20 факторов состояния Цимлянского водохранилища. Анализ гидробиологии поз-
волил составить граф G(V, E, Y). V — множество вершин, vk ∈ V,  k = 1, 20������. E — множество ориентированных 
ребер ek = (vi, vj) в виде упорядоченных пар длины 2, i ≠ j. Y — отображение, Y : V → V. Матрицу весов построи-
ли по интегральной оценке экспертов для каждого фактора. Весовые коэффициенты (±0,5–±1) рассчитали по 
информационной базе гидробиологических и химических данных.  
Результаты исследования. Выяснили, как повлияет на объект устранение дрейссены при однократной очистке 
(1-й сценарий) и трехлетней (2-й). Визуализировали динамику импульсов для состояния воды (v15) и изменения 
концентрации биовеществ (v18). В первом сценарии для первого фактора максимальный импульс (0,5) фиксиру-
ется с 3-го года воздействия, минимальный (0) — в течение 1-го. Для второго фактора за 3-й год импульс уве-
личивается с минимума (–0,5) до максимума (0,25). Во втором сценарии оба фактора не меняются в 1-й год. 
Затем импульс для v15 растет (до 0,75), v18 падает во 2-й год до –0,5, а потом увеличивается до –0,25. 
Оценили воспроизводство леща при подкорме v5 в течение года (3-й сценарий) и пяти лет (4-й). Учитывалось 
состояние нерестовой рыбы v1, пополнение молоди v2, промысел v7, эвтрофикация v14. Два года остаются нуле-
выми импульсы v2, v7 и v14. Затем v2 и v7 растут до единицы, в 4-й год падают до нуля. Импульс эвтрофикации 
падает до –1, к концу 4-го года возвращается к нулю. При пятилетнем подкорме импульс v1 падает до –1 в 1-й 
год, v14 — в 3-й, и его значение не меняется, а v1 возвращается к 0 на 5-й год моделирования. Импульс для v2 и 
v7 за три года растет с нуля до единицы. 
Обсуждение. Ежегодная очистка водоема от дрейссены более эффективна для улучшения состояния воды и 
менее — для концентрации биогенных веществ. Единоразовая подкормка повысит поголовье молоди и промы-
сел. Эвтрофикация сократится, однако устойчивых результатов не будет. Ежегодный подкорм увеличит пого-
ловье молоди, сократит эвтрофикацию и обусловит развитие промысла. 
Заключение. Предложенное решение позволяет прогнозировать пользу или вред антропогенных воздействий на 
водохранилище. Модель можно совершенствовать за счет более тонкой настройки весовых коэффициентов, 
учета нелинейных и пороговых эффектов и других индикаторов. 

Ключевые слова: цимлянское водохранилище, графовая модель состояния водоема, антропогенное 
воздействие на водоем, очистка водоема от дрейссены, воспроизводство леща при подкорме 
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Introduction. A hydrobiological study of a reservoir allows us to assess the ecological state of aquatic ecosystems 
and develop measures for their conservation and restoration. Reservoirs are important environmental facilities. They 
provide water supply to the population, industry, and agriculture. However, the quality of the aquatic environment is 
deteriorating due to anthropogenic influence. Urban and agricultural runoff and waste change the temperature of 
reservoirs, disrupt the natural food supply, and promote the growth of harmful plants and animals [1]. All this leads to a 
decrease in the bioproductivity of reservoirs, i.e. generates environmental and economic risks. 

The Tsimlyansk Reservoir is a source of drinking water for millions of residents of the Rostov and Volgograd 
Regions. It is important to monitor changes in the hydrobiological indicators of the reservoir and to develop methods for 
the protection and restoration of the ecosystem [2]. 

The creation of effective strategies for the conservation and restoration of the ecosystem of a reservoir requires a 
deep understanding of the mechanisms of interaction between its anthropogenic and biotic characteristics. 

Russian and foreign scientists have studied the factors that affect the productivity of artificial reservoirs, but many 
challenges remain unsolved. Additionally, an integrated approach to addressing environmental quality issues in these 
reservoirs has not become the standard. 

The key anthropogenic factor affecting the biotic health of a reservoir is water level [3]. Success of spawning [4], 
survival rate of juveniles, availability of feed biotopes, and wintering [5] depends on it. Therefore, drawdown 
(lowering) of the water level in a reservoir can be dangerous. Due to this, roe of phytophilic fish (carp, bream, crucian 
carp, roach) die during spawning. However, after spawning, lower water levels provide good warming for shallow 
waters, thus improving feeding conditions for juveniles. 

Both natural and anthropogenic factors can be the causes of eutrophication. On the one hand, it increases the 
productivity of zooplankton (feed for juveniles), on the other hand, it can cause toxic blooms, as well as hypoxia and 
benthic death (feed for bottom-dwelling fish) [6]. 

Source [7] demonstrates the impact of toxic substances on water quality and productivity in reservoirs. Book [8] 
presents a comprehensive analysis of the impact of fishing, overfishing and the choice of fishing gear on fish 
populations. In [9], the causes and consequences of the introduction of new species of shellfish and fish into freshwater 
reservoirs are analyzed. It has been shown that alien species change biogeochemical cycles and the biotic composition 
of ecosystems. Invasive species can compete with native species or become a new target. Source [10] summarizes the 
results of long-term research by scientists from the Zoological Institute of the Russian Academy of Sciences, exploring 
the causes and mechanisms behind species dispersal and biodiversity in terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems, as well as 
the influence of alien species. Authors [11] evaluate the risks of biological invasions in marine coastal ecosystems 
through the example of Primorsky Krai. Article [12] explores the biodiversity of the Tsimlyansk Reservoir, identifies 
new species of zooplankton, and defines the zones of their settlement in the reservoir. 

Let us specify the biotic factors essential for the productivity of water areas: 
– abundance and availability of food resources (zooplankton, benthos, fish); 
– influence of predators, including alien species, on commercial fish populations [13]. 
So, there is open access literature on certain conditions that affect the productivity of reservoirs. However, the 

interaction of these factors and their cumulative impact on biodiversity and commercial fish populations have not been 
sufficiently studied. Ecosystems of reservoirs are characterized by high dynamics of transformations, spatial 
heterogeneity and nonlinear relationships between various factors [14]. In recent decades, network models have become 
widespread, allowing for the analysis of dynamic relationships between individual species and environmental 
parameters. 

Graph models allow you to identify key nodes, simulate impact scenarios, and quantify strength and direction of 
connections. These solutions show the structure of interactions, with nodes representing factors and edges representing 
connections. One example of using graph models in ecology is the description of trophic networks from several 
intertwining food chains. This approach is needed to analyze sustainability and identify key species [15]. It is also 
widely used in modeling habitat connectivity, describing migration processes [16], and modeling the impact of a 
specific species or factor on an ecosystem [17]. In [18], a graph model of the interaction between anthropogenic and 
biotic factors allowed researchers to evaluate the effectiveness of artificial population restoration for the Caspian Sea, 
which had been subjected to excessive commercial fishing. 

Thus, the study of the graph model of the interaction between anthropogenic and biotic factors offers the potential 
for high-quality solutions to practical problems: 

− development of sustainable fisheries; 
− optimization of fish breeding processes. 
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In addition, thanks to the proposed approach, it is possible to scientifically justify recommendations for the 
protection of unique reservoir ecosystems. The graph model clearly reflects the complex structure of cause-and-effect 
relationships within the ecosystem of the reservoir, making it possible to quantify the strength and direction of influence 
of various factors and perform a scenario analysis of the consequences of various changes in the ecosystem. The aim of 
this research is to construct a graph model of the interaction between anthropogenic and biotic factors in the Tsimlyansk 
Reservoir, as well as evaluate the effectiveness of different measures to improve its ecological state. 

Materials and Methods. When determining materials and methods, we considered, in particular, the characteristics 
of the research object. The Tsimlyansk Reservoir, located on the Don River in the Rostov and Volgograd Regions, is 
one of the largest and most significant artificial reservoirs in southern Russia. 

The Tsimlyansk Reservoir belongs to the type of flat run of the river reservoirs, with a highly developed coastline. 
Its characteristics are: 
− large mirror area (~2700 km²); 
− significant length (~260 km); 
− relatively shallow depths (average ~8.8 m, maximum ~35 m in the old Don riverbed). 
Significant seasonal and long-term fluctuations in water levels are determined by the operation of water intake 

facilities, hydroelectric power plants, and climatic conditions such as snowmelt, precipitation, and evaporation. The 
weak spring flood can be explained by overregulation of the Don upstream the reservoir. In recent years, there has been 
a significant decrease in water intake1. 

Winter is characterized by stable ice cover, while summer sees clear temperature stratification. Due to this, oxygen 
deficiency occurs and hypolimnion is formed, especially in deep-water areas. 

The Tsimlyansk Reservoir was built in 1952 and completely filled in 1953. The facility is used for fishing, water 
supply to the population in the Rostov and Volgograd Regions, irrigation of agricultural land and electricity generation. 
Additionally, the reservoir ensures the operation of the Volga-Don Shipping Channel. 

In recent decades, there has been a change in the hydrobiological regime of the reservoir under the influence of 
natural and anthropogenic factors. 

Long-lasting high levels of biogenic elements (nitrogen and phosphorus compounds) with wastewater and 
agricultural runoff lead to a deterioration of the oxygen regime and the formation of dead zones. In such conditions, 
toxic species of cyanobacteria develop, phytoplankton grow (“blooming” of water) [19]. Other features of the reservoir: 

− active siltation; 
− high water turbidity in the dam area due to the accumulation of sediments from the Upper Don2. 
A large mass of vegetation in shallow water negatively affects natural reproduction of commercial fish species [20]. 
Intensive long-term operations, powerful anthropogenic impacts, and natural aging processes have led to significant 

transformations in the ecosystem and a deterioration of the hydrobiological conditions of the reservoir. 
In addition, the productivity of the reservoir is significantly reduced for at least two reasons: 
− overfishing of commercial species (bream, pike perch, Azov roach, carp, pike and silver carp); 
− invasion of alien species (for example, Dreissena polymorpha, D. bugensis, crustaceans). 
Monitoring and assessment of the system's condition, identification of key problems and forecasting their 

development are critically important for developing strategies for sustainable reservoir management3 and preventing its 
further degradation [21]. 

The choice of the graph model and its components is explained below. 
The analysis of an artificial reservoir is a complex and time-consuming process. It requires taking into account 

various factors that influence the condition of the reservoir: 
1) complexity of the ecosystem, in which hydrology, climate, pollution, biogens, biota and other factors interact 

non-linearly; 
2) spatial heterogeneity of reservoirs with different conditions (upper section, central stretch, dam zone); 
3) lack of high-resolution spatial representative data on all ecosystem components (especially benthos, zooplankton, 

microbiology, pollutants) for model calibration and validation; 
4) uncertainty of input data and model parameters. 

 
 

1 The Tsimlyansk Reservoir and Reservoirs of the Lower Don Basin. Federal Agency for Water Resources. (In Russ.) URL: 
https://voda.gov.ru/activities/tsimlyanskoe-vodokhranilishche-i-vodokhranilishcha-basseyna-nizhnego-dona/?sphrase_id=177953&PAGEN_1=2 
(accessed: 27.09.2025). 
2 The Quality of Surface Waters of the Russian Federation. Yearbook-2023. Rostov: Roshydromet, Hydrochemical Institute; 2024. 156 p. ISBN (In Russ.) 
3 Strategy of Socio-Economic Development of the Rostov Region for the Period up to 2030. Decree of the Government of the Rostov Region No. 864 
dated December 26, 2018. As amended by No. 1100 dated December 19, 2022). The Ecology Section. The Official Portal of the Government of the 
Rostov Region. (In Russ.) URL: https://www.donland.ru/activity/2158/#pril435 (accessed: 28.10.2025). 

https://bps-journal.ru/
https://voda.gov.ru/activities/tsimlyanskoe-vodokhranilishche-i-vodokhranilishcha-basseyna-nizhnego-dona/?sphrase_id=177953&PAGEN_1=2
https://www.donland.ru/activity/2158/#pril435
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Models describing hydrobiological processes in a reservoir can be divided into several classes.  
1. Statistical. They are based on monitoring data and are widely used to identify significant relationships between 

individual factors (fish populations, phytoplankton, and catch). The disadvantages of such models include weak 
consideration of indirect effects and feedbacks, as well as the need for a large volume of measurements [22]. 

2. Dynamic (for example, NPZD or NPZD+). They allow for modeling streams, including fish populations, but at 
the same time require a large amount of input data. They are difficult to calibrate, and poorly take into account some 
anthropogenic impacts (for example, spot pollution) [23]. 

3. Agent-oriented. They model the behavior of individual populations. They are extremely resource-intensive and 
require detailed knowledge about behavior, which limits the scope of their application. 

4. Hydrodynamic and ecological (Delft3D, MIKE, Ce-Qual-W2, Azov3D). They allow us to take into account 
spatial heterogeneity, integrate hydrophysical, biological and chemical processes. However, their use in modeling 
complex dynamics of fish populations and multiple anthropogenic impacts in an artificial reservoir is a laborious task 
from the computational point of view [24]. 

5. Conceptual (DPSIR). They are useful for structuring a problem, but they do not allow for quantitative analysis 
and forecasting. 

Thus, the known models are either too simplified and unsuitable for accounting for complex interactions (as 
statistical), or excessively complex to construct and resource-intensive for operational use (dynamic, agent-oriented and 
hydrodynamic), or do not provide quantitative forecasts (conceptual). 

Graph models are a relatively simple and flexible tool capable of integrating heterogeneous data (physical, 
chemical, biological, anthropogenic) and visualizing the structure of their interactions for analyzing and predicting 
the state of fish resources. 

The analysis of ichthyology models made it possible to study in detail the factors determining the production and 
distraction processes in the reservoir. For example, article [18] considers a graph system of the influence of 
anthropogenic and biotic factors on reservoir productivity. The author of this work identified twelve factors as the 
vertices of the graph, which largely determined the dynamics of the sturgeon population. In [25], the role of fishing in 
population dynamics was shown, taking into account the age and sex of individuals. In [26], in addition to fishing, 
seasonal changes in the habitat of Theragra chalcogramma pollock were taken into account. 

The disadvantages of the considered models include the lack of consideration of spatially heterogeneous 
hydrodynamic processes. In addition, many models ignore an important condition for the reproduction of commercial 
fish — the mechanism of external hormonal regulation of phyto- and zooplankton. 

Based on the analysis of hydrobiological state of the Tsimlyansk Reservoir and some mathematical models of 
population dynamics, the following factors were taken into account when constructing the graph model: v1 — state of 
the spawning part of the fish population; v2 — annual replenishment of juveniles; v3 — natural (compensatory) loss of 
generation; v4 — favorable puberty conditions; v5 — specific efficiency of natural reproduction (feeding); v6 — scale of 
artificial release; v7 — level of commercial exploitation of fish biological resources; v8 — biomass of the dominant type 
of feed benthos; v9 — roe oxygen supply in the spawning area; v10 — transgression of the level of the Tsimlyansk 
Reservoir; v11 — number of the main natural enemies of juveniles; v12 — available length of spawning migration routes; 
v13 — overgrowth of zebra mussels (Dreissena polymorpha); v14 — eutrophication; v15 — state of the Tsimlyansk 
reservoir waters; v16 — changes in bream biomass; v17 — changes in the concentration of phyto- and zooplankton;  
v18 — changes in the concentration of biogenic substances (nitrogen, phosphorus, silicon compounds); v19 — influence 
of abiotic factors (salinity, temperature); v20 — anthropogenic impact (cleaning of the reservoir bottom from an invasive 
species — zebra mussels). 

Based on the analysis of the hydrobiological state of the Tsimlyansk reservoir, graph G(V, E, Y) was obtained. Here: 
− V — set of graph vertices (concepts), vk ∈ V,  k = 1, 20������; 
− E — set of oriented edges (connections) ek = (vi, vj), given as ordered pairs (tuples) of length 2, i ≠ j; 
− Y — mapping, Y : V → V. 
The resulting graph model (cognitive map) of the bioproductivity of the Tsimlyansk Reservoir is presented in 

Figure 1. In this graph, the dotted lines represent positive effects, and the solid lines represent negative ones. A single 
arrow indicates a weak impact, while a double arrow indicates a strong impact. 



Kuznetsova IYu, et al. Study of Artificial Reservoir's Bioproductivity Based on a Graph Model … 

 

 

ht
tp

s:
//b

ps
-jo

ur
na

l.r
u 

310 

 
Fig. 1. Graph model of the Tsimlyansk Reservoir bioproductivity  

The weight matrix of the graph model was generated based on an integral assessment of expert opinions, 
considering the significance of each factor's influence. Experts included specialists in fields such as hydrobiology, 
aquatic ecosystem ecology, ichthyology, mathematical modeling, computational mathematics, programming, etc. When 
calculating the weighting coefficients of the matrix, a continuously updated information base on hydrobiology and 
chemistry was utilized. This information was created by the researchers over many years of fieldwork. 

In addition, the authors analyzed literary sources, information obtained from remote sensing of the Earth, as well as 
data on: 

− hydrobiochemistry of shallow reservoirs; 
− species composition of valuable and commercial fish. 
Further, when analyzing the influence of certain factors on the Tsimlyansk Reservoir productivity, the weighting 

coefficient for a weak impact (single arrow) will be ±0.5, and for a strong impact (double arrow) — ±1. 
Results. A Python software package has been developed to numerically implement the graph-based productivity 

model of the Tsimlyansk Reservoir. This package allows users to work with both individual subgraphs and a complete 
cognitive map of the Tsimlyansk Reservoir bioproductivity (Fig. 1). This enables a more accurate description of the 
processes that affect the ecosystem of the reservoir. 

The main steps of the algorithm for implementing the graph-based productivity model of the Tsimlyansk Reservoir 
are outlined below. 

Step 1. Determining the set of graph vertices by selecting the vertices of the graph model under 
consideration (Fig. 1). Setting modeling time interval N (in years) and the time layer number n = 1. 

Step 2. Assignment of the initial vector of vertex weights (factors) for the constructed graph model: 
 ( ){ }1 1 1

k
n i n i

,X x− − =
=   

where k — number of vertices (factors) considered. 
Step 3. Setting the relationship matrix (weight of graph edges) Un, obtained on the basis of expert opinions, for 

current time layer 𝑛𝑛. For mild exposure — ±0.5, for strong — ±1, without exposure — 0 

Step 4. Setting the vector of external pulses Qn–1= �qi(n–1)�i=1

k
 for current time layer n. 

Step 5. Calculation of momentum vector Rn for current time layer n [18]: 
 1, 1 .n n nR X X n ,N−= − =  (1) 
Step 6. Recalculation of the vertex weight vector (factors) for current time layer n [18]: 
 1 1 1.n n n nX X UR Q− − −= + +  (2) 
Step 7. If n < N, then go to step 5. Otherwise, the work will be completed and the graph will be build. 
Taking into account expression (2), formula (1) can be represented as follows: 
 1 1n n nR UR Q ,− −= +   

or 

 
1

1
1 0 2 0 1 1 1

1

n
k

n n k n
k

R Q , R U Q EQ , , R U Q EQ .
−

− − −

=

= = + = +∑  (3) 
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We believe that there are several possible scenarios for increasing the productivity of the Tsimlyansk reservoir. In 
the first scenario, we consider removing the invasive species — zebra mussels — from the reservoir through one-time 
cleaning measures (only in the first year). 

Scenario 1. Thus, the anthropogenic impact was the cleaning of the bottom of the Tsimlyansk Reservoir from the 
zebra mussels in the first year. 

In the graph model for this scenario, we included the following factors (vertices) from the full model (Fig. 1): v15 — 
state of the Tsimlyansk reservoir waters; v18 — changes in the concentration of biogenic substances (nitrogen, 
phosphorus, silicon compounds); v20 — anthropogenic impact (cleaning of the reservoir bottom from an invasive 
species — zebra mussels). 

Figure 2 shows a graph model (a subgraph of the graph from Figure 1) of this scenario. The color highlights the 
factor that was affected by a positive external pulse. 

The situation was modeled over a period of three years. 

 
Fig. 2. Graph model for Scenario 1 

Let us define relationship matrix U for the graph model (Fig. 2): 

 
0 0 5 0 5

0 5 0 0 5
1 0

. .
U . . .

− 
 = − 
 ∞ − 

  

Let us set the vector of external pulses. Cleaning occurred only in the first year, so we set a positive pulse +1 at the 
beginning of v20 for Q0. For the remaining years, we do not apply any external pulses: 

 0 1 2

0 0
0 0
1 0

Q , Q Q .
   
   = = =   
   
   

  

Let us calculate Rn pulses: 

 1 0 2 1 1 3 2 2

0 0 5 0 25
0 0 5 0 25
1 0 0 5

. .
R Q , R UR Q . , R UR Q . .

.

     
     = = = + = − = + =     
     
     

  

Figure 3 shows the results of changes in Rn pulses for water status factors v15 and changes in the concentration of 
nutrients (v18). 

 
Fig. 3. Simulation results for Scenario 1  
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Scenario 2. Let us consider the anthropogenic impact — the annual cleaning of the bottom of the Tsimlyansk 
Reservoir from zebra mussels for three years. 

The cognitive map of this scenario is also described in Figure 3. Relationship matrix U is as in Scenario 1. 
Let us set the vector of external pulses +1 at vertex v20 in each year of the simulation: 

 0 1 2

0
0
1

Q Q Q .
 
 = = =  
 
 

  

Let us calculate Rn pulses: 

 1 0 2 1 1 3 2 2

0 0 5 0 75
0 0 5 0 25
1 1 1 5

. .
R Q , R UR Q . , R UR Q . .

.

     
     = = = + = − = + = −     
     
     

  

Figure 4 shows the results of changes in Rn pulses for the three factors considered over time. 

 

Fig. 4. Simulation results for Scenario 2 

Let us consider two scenarios of anthropogenic impact on the specific efficiency of natural reproduction of 
commercial fish (bream) in the Tsimlyansk Reservoir — for a year and for five years 

Scenario 3. Let us imagine the specific efficiency of natural bream reproduction in the Tsimlyansk Reservoir, when 
using feed additives for their nutrition during the first year. 

The graph model included the following factors (vertices): v1 — state of the spawning part of the fish population;  
v2 — annual replenishment of juveniles; v5 — specific efficiency of natural reproduction (feeding); v7 — level of 
commercial exploitation of fish biological resources; v14 — eutrophication. 

Figure 5 shows a cognitive map of this scenario. 

 

Fig. 5. Graph model for Scenario 3  
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Let us define relationship matrix U based on expert opinions: 

 

0 1 0 5
1 0

0 5 1 0
1 0
1 0

.

U ..

∞ − ∞ 
 − ∞ ∞ ∞ 
 = − − ∞ ∞
 

∞ ∞ ∞ 
 − ∞ ∞ ∞ 

  

Let us set the vector of external pulses. Feed additives were introduced only in the first year, so we set a positive 
pulse +1 at the top of v5 for Q0. For the remaining years, we did not set external impulses: 

 0 1 2 3 4

0 0
0 0
1 0
0 0
0 0

Q , Q Q Q Q .

   
   
   
   = = = = =
   
   
   
   

  

Let us calculate Rn, n ∈ 1.5����: pulses: 

 1 0 2 1 1 3 2 2 4 3 3 5 4 4

0 1 0 0 1
0 0 1 0 0
1 0 0 5 1 0
0 0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0 0

R Q , R UR Q , R UR Q , R UR Q , R UR Q ..

−         
         
         
         = = = + = = + = = + = = + =−
         

−         
         
         

  

Figure 6 demonstrates how Rn pulses for the considered factors changed over time. 

 

 
Fig. 6. Simulation results for Scenario 3  
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Scenario 4. Let us consider the specific efficiency of natural reproduction of commercial bream in the Tsimlyansk 
Reservoir when using feed additives annually for five years. 

The cognitive map for this scenario is also described in Figure 6. Relationship matrix U is similar to Scenario 3. 
Let us set the vector of external pulses (+1) at vertex v5 for each year of the simulation: 

 0 1 2 3 4

0
0
1
0
0

Q Q Q Q Q .

 
 
 
 = = = = =
 
 
 
 

  

Let us calculate Rn, n ∈ 1.5���� pulses: 

 1 0 2 3 4 5

0 1 1 1 0
0 0 1 1 1
1 1 1 5 0 5 0 5
0 0 1 1 1
0 0 1 1 1

R Q , R , R , R , R .. . .

− − −         
         
         
         = = = = = =
         

− − −         
         
         

  

Figure 7 provides the results of the change in Rn pulses for the considered factors over time 

 

 
Fig. 7. Simulation results for Scenario 4 

Discussion. In summary, the first two scenarios reflect the impact of removing an invasive species, zebra mussels, 
from the bottom of a reservoir. In the first scenario, the cleaning process was carried out only during the first year of the 
study. In the second scenario, it was conducted throughout the entire three-year simulation period. A comparison of the 
results suggests that annual removal of zebra mussels from the reservoir's bottom significantly improved water quality. 
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Such anthropogenic impact made it possible to reduce the concentration of polluting biogenic substances (nitrogen, 
phosphorus, and silicon compounds). As a result, eutrophication in the reservoir decreased, overgrowth of aquatic 
vegetation, waterlogging, and natural aging decreased, and transparency of the water increased. However, positive 
effects of the one-time cleanup did not last for more than a year. Furthermore, from the second year to the third, the 
concentration of nitrogen, phosphorus, and silicon compounds would continue to increase if zebra mussels were not 
removed from the bottom of the reservoir. 

Visualization of the simulation results for the second scenario (Fig. 4) showed that the annual cleaning of the bottom 
of the Tsimlyansk Reservoir over three years significantly improved the quality of waters of the Tsimlyansk Reservoir. 
The effect was better than in the first scenario, as the pulse of the waters of the Tsimlyansk Reservoir continued to grow 
more intensively in the third year. In the third year, the pulse in Scenario 2 (Fig. 4) was 0.75, and in Scenario 1 (Fig. 3) 
it was 0.25. Similar to the first scenario (Fig. 3), the concentration of nutrients (Fig. 4) decreased during the first year. In 
the second year, the indicator increased, but not as sharply and significantly as in the first scenario, that is, with a single 
bottom cleaning. For the second scenario, there was no symmetry between the graphs of anthropogenic impact and the 
concentration of biogenic substances. Thus, annual cleaning of the reservoir bottom from zebra mussels was more 
effective for improving the water condition and less effective for the concentration of nutrients. 

The second set of scenarios focused on the ichthyological aspects of the artificial reservoir. They considered the 
impact of fish feeding on the spawning population, the annual replenishment of juveniles, the level of commercial 
exploitation of fish biological resources and the eutrophication of the reservoir were considered. In the first case, 
additional feeding was used only in the first year of modeling, while in the second scenario it was applied throughout 
the entire five-year period. One-time feeding had a positive impact on juvenile population growth and commercial 
exploitation, reducing eutrophication but not achieving sustainable results. Continuous feeding could significantly 
increase juvenile numbers and reduce eutrophication levels, leading to increased fishing. 

According to the data presented in Figure 6, during the first year, additional feeding had no significant effect on the 
replenishment of juvenile fish, the level of commercial fishing, or the level of eutrophication in the reservoir. This 
suggests that there was a delayed effect. During the second year, however, there was an increase in the number of 
spawning fish and both the annual replenishment of juvenile fish and commercial fishing increased. Due to the active 
fishing during the third year, the volume of juvenile fish being replenished decreased. These factors were interrelated, 
leading to a decrease in commercial fishing at the same time. The eutrophication of the reservoir decreased during the 
second year. This can be explained by the fact that with an increased fish population, algae are consumed faster, which 
leads to smaller juvenile fish, a decline in the spawning population, and as a result, less algae consumption, and an 
increase in eutrophication during the third year. During the fourth year, there was no increase in the schedules for the 
replenishment of juvenile fish or eutrophication. The improvement in the condition of the spawning area can be 
attributed to the growth of juvenile fish. 

From the graphs in Figure 7, we can conclude that the condition of the reservoir would change significantly if the 
additional feeding was extended for five years. During the first three years, the results were similar to those of 
Scenario 3. However, there was a notable improvement in the annual replenishment of juvenile fish and an increase in 
the commercial exploitation of fish biological resources. At the same time, there were no obvious cyclical patterns of 
increase and decrease in fish numbers, as observed in the modeling results of the sixth scenario. The decline in the 
spawning population before the fourth year may be attributed to increased commercial exploitation. By the fifth year, 
however, the situation improved, likely due to the growth of juvenile fish. The growing population of fish contributed 
more to the cleaning of the reservoir by eating more vegetation, leading to a noticeable reduction in eutrophication. 

Figures 6 and 7 show the same pulse from feeding fish for the first year, calculated according to formula (1). In the 
second year, the pulse in Scenario 3 (Fig 6) dropped to 0. Scenario 4 (Fig. 7) reflected the resumption of feeding, so the 
pulse reached 1, and then increased due to the cumulative effect and the effect of feeding on related factors. The 
development of this situation led to the fact that there were more juveniles, they needed more food, and feeding no 
longer gave such a significant pulse. 

To interpret the results, it was important to take into account that, according to formula (1), a decrease in pulse (if its 
value is positive) did not contradict an increase in the value of the corresponding factor. Thus, Figures 6 and 7 
mathematically reflect the biological processes under study. 
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Based on the results obtained, it is possible to judge how to ensure the sustainable ecological development of the 
Tsimlyansk Reservoir. This requires annual environmental monitoring and measures to reduce anthropogenic impact 
(with a mandatory assessment of the economic component). 

Conclusion. The proposed graph model includes 20 factors (concepts) that significantly affect the water quality and 
biological productivity of the Tsimlyansk Reservoir. The solution was created in the absence of sufficient expert 
information and with a rarely updated database of indicators. The matrix of weighting coefficients corresponding to the 
proposed graph model was based on expert estimates, which may be subjective and may change over time. 
Additionally, when aggregating data, there is a possibility of errors in estimating the pulse values. Within the 
framework of the chosen scenario approach, the proposed graph model allows for the incorporation of new information 
and quick, low-cost analysis of the effectiveness of proposed measures to improve the ecological state of the reservoir. 

The results of the study can be used to assess the economic impact and damage caused by human activities on 
aquatic ecosystems. Ideally, these ecosystems should strive for a state of homeostasis. 

To improve the presented model, it is necessary to fine-tune the weighting coefficients. This should take into 
account nonlinear and threshold effects as well as other relevant indicators. 
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