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Abstract: The observed global warming has significant impacts on permafrost. Permafrost changes
modify landscapes and cause damage to infrastructure. The main purpose of this study was to
estimate permafrost temperatures and active-layer thicknesses during the Holocene intervals with
significantly warmer-than-present climates—the Atlantic (5500 years BP), Subboreal (3500 years BP)
and Subatlantic (1000 years BP) optimums. Estimates were obtained using the ready-to-use models
derived by G.M. Feldman, as well as mathematical modeling taking account of the paleogeography
of the Holocene warm intervals. The data obtained were analyzed to reveal the regional patterns of
warming impacts on different permafrost landscapes. The study results will be useful in predicting
future permafrost changes in response to climate warming.

Keywords: permafrost landscape; Holocene; warming; permafrost temperature; active-layer
thickness; modeling; Yakutia

1. Introduction

The topic of this study is of relevance to assess the stability and optimal development of the
natural environment under current climate warming. It is already apparent that the onset of climate
warming is changing the evolution of permafrost landscapes as a result of thaw processes in disturbed
areas [1–4]. Yakutia is among the permafrost regions most affected by the warming trend.

The main task of these studies is to assess the change in the permafrost temperature and active
layer thickness (ALT) in significant periods of warming in the Holocene—in the Atlantic, Subboreal and
Subatlantic optimum, respectively, 5500, 3500 and 1000 years ago. Knowledge of these data, when the
main changes in permafrost landscapes occurred with the degradation of permafrost, can serve
as a control characteristic of the loss of stability and become the basis for predicting the state of
permafrost landscapes in the future. Fragmentary and sporadic data on the temperature of permafrost
and ALT available in the literature are not sufficient to understand the processes occurring during
the warming periods in the Holocene, therefore, the conditions for the development of permafrost
landscapes at this time are important in assessing modern changes in permafrost landscapes and their
future state. To achieve this goal, the following tasks were set to assess changes in the permafrost
temperature and ALT during the Holocene warming, taking into account changes in air temperature
and precipitation during these periods in the tundra, northern and middle taiga landscapes. The choice
of plain landscapes—tundra, northern and middle taiga—is due to the fact that it is in them that
the most unstable Yedoma landscapes in terms of climate warming and anthropogenic disturbances
are developed.
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We estimated the changes in ground temperature and ALT in the tundra, northern taiga and middle
taiga zones of Yakutia during the Holocene warm intervals based on paleogeographic data reported
in the literature [5–11]. Permafrost conditions are seldom documented by paleogeographic studies.
Geocryologists study in detail the conditions and time of formation of syngenetic permafrost [12–14].
The oxygen isotope composition of ground ice is used to reconstruct winter temperature conditions
and mean annual ground temperatures with removed snow and vegetation covers [15].

Understanding the Late Pleistocene–Holocene evolution of climate and its impact on permafrost
landscapes can provide guidance for predicting future permafrost changes in response to anticipated
climate warming. This is one of the major tasks in geocryology and physical geography.
The retrospective analysis of permafrost and climatic conditions is only possible through predictive
assessments and modeling of permafrost conditions. Such assessment studies have not been made
before, except for a few permafrost temperature estimates for selected periods of the Late Pleistocene
and Holocene [16].

Based on paleoenvironmental interpretations of diatom [17] and biogenic silica [18,19] records
from Lake Baikal, Fotiev [16] related their contents and concluded that permafrost formation in eastern
Siberia began 3.1 million years ago. According to Fotiev [16], the climate during the Sartan epoch was
very cold, with mean annual air temperatures in the range of 8–14 ◦C lower than those at present,
correlating with low contents of biogenic silica (SiO2bio) of 3–5%. The formation of thick ice wedges
in the Sartan sediments suggests that permafrost temperatures were very low as well. By the end
of the Boreal period, mean annual air temperatures were 10–12 ◦C higher than during the Sartan.
Then, as Fotiev [16] assumed, permafrost temperatures in the Baikal area could have dropped to −5 ◦C
during the longest and coldest early Subboreal period.

Diatom records show consistent warming in the Baikal region between 3800 and 2000 years BP
and Fotiev [16] suggested that permafrost temperatures in Central Siberia varied from −3 ◦C in the
lower Vilyui River area to −10 ◦C on the Taymyr Peninsula. The formation of alas basins during
the Holocene warm intervals is indicative of changes in permafrost terrain occurring at that time.
During the last 2000 years, air temperatures were 3–5 ◦C lower in the colder intervals and 1–2 ◦C
higher in the warmer intervals compared to the present day. However, the relict ground temperature
field in Central Siberia with minimum temperatures preserved at great depths and the existence of
ancient ice wedges in Central Yakutia [16] are evidence that permafrost did not experience widespread
thaw during the warmer intervals of the Late Pleistocene and Holocene. The map of alas distribution
compiled by Bosikov [20] shows the maximum values of alas coverage of up to 19% of the area, also
implying the partial rather than ubiquitous degradation of the Ice Complex.

The proposal of the research is to reconstruct permafrost conditions during periods of climate
warming in the Holocene, which will make it possible to assess the conditions under which periglacial
processes and the formation of modern landscapes took place. This will become the basis for the
assessment of the level of changes in permafrost landscapes in the conditions of modern warming and
forecasting their state in the future, which is absent in modern studies.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Study Area

We examined lowland permafrost landscapes—tundra, northern and middle taiga—where
the most characteristic Yedoma landscapes are unstable to climate warming and anthropogenic
disturbances [3,21]. On the permafrost landscape map of the Republic of Sakha (Yakutia),
these landscapes reflected as an inter-alas type of terrain [22]. The volumetric ice content of their
deposits averages 0.6, and in the Arctic regions it reaches 0.8. The permafrost temperature in the tundra
reaches up to −12 ◦C, and in the middle taiga, up to −2 ◦C. The ALT varied from 0.2 to 1.4 m in zonal
types of vegetation.
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2.2. The Data

For tundra landscapes, climatic data are given based on the results of long-term observations
of meteorological stations Saskylakh, Tiksi and Chokurdakh, for the northern taiga—meteorological
stations Olenek, Zhigansk, Verkhoyansk and Srednekolymsk, and for the middle taiga—meteorological
stations Vilyuisk, Yakutsk, Churapcha and Ust-Maya (Figure 1). Sections no. 29 and no. 30 of
ice-rich permafrost with the physical and thermal properties considered to be representative of the
Ice Complex sediments were taken as a lithologic substrate—loams with an ice content of 0.6, and
the bulk density of dry loam is 980 kg·m3 [23]. Climatic data—monthly air temperatures, thickness
and density of snow cover—were taken from climatic reference books [24–26]. Measured ground
temperatures were derived from the Permafrost Institute research reports, Turbina’s [27] as well as
our unpublished data. The thermal parameters of the active layer and permafrost were specified
depending on the lithological section, soil moisture content, density, etc., in the generalizing work of
Gavriliev [28] on the thermophysical properties of rocks and soils of the permafrost zone of Siberia.
Soil moisture contents in the active layer were assumed to be 0.30 for the tundra, 0.25 for the northern
taiga, and 0.13–0.20 for the middle taiga. The following soil thermal parameters were used [28]:
from the surface to a depth of 3.0 m, the thermal conductivity, thawed is 0.96–1.51 W/(m ◦C), thermal
conductivity, frozen—1.28–1.89 W/(m ◦C); heat capacity, thawed—768–872 W/m3 ◦C, heat capacity,
frozen—570–651 W/m3 ◦C; freezing temperature is minus 0.2 ◦C. In the interval of depths of 3–15 m,
thermal conductivity, thawed is 1.16 W/(m ◦C), thermal conductivity, frozen—2.15 W/(m ◦C); heat
capacity, thawed—896 W/m3 ◦C, heat capacity, frozen—605 W/m3 ◦C; freezing temperature is minus
0.2 ◦C. The thermal conductivity and heat capacity of soils were set specifically for the composition
and moisture content of soils, which are given in the intervals above.
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Figure 1. Map of the explored permafrost landscapes of Yakutia: I—tundra, II—northern taiga,
III—middle taiga, IV—mountain and high plateau areas, V—meteorological station (1—Saskylakh,
2—Tiksi, 3—Chokurdakh, 4—Olenek, 5—Zhigansk, 6—Verkhoyansk, 7—Srednekolymsk, 8—Vilyuisk,
9—Yakutsk, 10—Churapcha, 11—Ust-Maya).

2.3. Modeling

The model derived by Feldman et al. [23], as well as the results of numerical modeling with the
HEAT software system developed at Moscow State University [29,30] were used to obtain permafrost
characteristics for the Holocene warm intervals. Preliminary work employing these methods was
performed earlier in the application to the Ice Complex of Central Yakutia [31]. Transient heat transfer
problems in the climate–substrate system were solved in the HEAT software using air temperature
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trends expressed as departures from the “regional normal”, as well as other data from the reference
weather stations in accordance with the generally accepted estimates for individual Holocene periods.

The predictive models of ground temperature in Yakutia [23] are not widely utilized now; however,
we took them as a basis because mathematical modeling by G.M. Feldman covered the entire range of
Yakutian permafrost with ground temperatures ranging from −14 ◦C in permafrost to +3 ◦C in taliks.
In this study, we exploited the ready-to-use forecast tables provided by G.M. Feldman, as well as the
cartograms presented in the guidelines [23]. Estimates of the ground temperature and ALT changes
were made for the Saskylakh, Tiksi and Chokurdakh weather stations located within the tundra zone;
the Olenek, Zhigansk, Verkhoyansk and Srednekolymsk stations in the northern taiga; and the Vilyuisk,
Yakutsk, Churapcha and Ust-Maya weather stations in the middle taiga. Sections no. 29 and no. 30 of
ice-rich permafrost with the physical and thermal properties considered to be representative of the Ice
Complex sediments were taken as a lithologic substrate [23]. Soil moisture contents in the active layer
were assumed to be 0.30 for the tundra, 0.25 for the northern taiga, and 0.13–0.20 for the middle taiga.
The following soil thermal parameters were used [28].

2.4. Validation

To verify the data on ground temperature and ALT changes, geocryological forecasts were made
for Saskylakh for the tundra, Srednekolymsk for the northern taiga and Yakutsk for the middle taiga
for 100 years with mean annual air temperature (MAAT) trends calculated for the considered periods
of warming. MAAT trends were calculated using the data suggested by paleogeographers [5,6,8].
The snow cover data included in the modeling was adapted to their proposed precipitation data.
For Srednekolymsk and Yakutsk, our measurements at the sites were taken as the basic characteristics
of ground temperature verification. For Saskylakh, due to the lack of data, we used data on the ground
temperature in the Tiksi tundra area. The calculations were carried out using the HEAT software
system developed at the Department of Geocryology, Moscow State University [29,30]. The program
considers monthly air temperatures, changes in the density and depth of snow cover, and trends in
MAAT. When carrying out the calculations, we used the procedures for setting predictive modeling
problems, which were successfully applied to the permafrost of western Siberia [32–34].

3. Results

3.1. Tundra (Saskylakh, Tiksi and Chokurdakh Weather Stations)

The present (before 1980) mean annual air temperatures in the tundra zone range from −14 to
−14.5 ◦C, and annual precipitation is from 205 to 340 mm. Permafrost temperatures vary from −6 to
−8 ◦C in the southern shrub tundra and from −10 to −12 ◦C in the Arctic herb tundra [22]. ALT values
range from 0.4 to 0.6 m and from 0.2 to 0.4 m, respectively.

During the Atlantic Optimum (ca. 5500 y BP), spruce–birch–larch forests expanded into the
shrub–moss tundra [35]. An increase in temperature by 3◦C and an increase in precipitation by 70 mm
caused an almost critical state of permafrost. Permafrost temperatures during this period were 5–6.5 ◦C
higher and the active layer was 0.5–0.7 m deeper than present (Table 1). Modeling using the Saskylakh
station records and geotechnical section no. 30 according to Feldman et al. [23] has shown that the
permafrost temperature during the Atlantic Optimum was 4.8 ◦C higher than today.

In the Subboreal period (ca. 3500 y BP), increasing MAAT in the Tundra zone were 2 ◦C warmer
and annual precipitation was 100 mm higher than today, which caused the significant warming of
permafrost. Permafrost temperatures might have increased by 3.5–5 ◦C, and active-layer thicknesses by
0.3–0.5 m. The results of modeling for Saskylakh suggest a 3.3 ◦C increase in permafrost temperature.

During the Subatlantic period (about 1000 years ago), the increasing mean annual air temperatures
in the Tundra zone were 1.3 ◦C warmer and annual precipitation was 50 mm higher than at present,
thus the permafrost temperatures may have been increased by 2–3 ◦C (according to modeling in
Saskylakh by 2.3 ◦C), while ALT was up to 0.1 m deeper.
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Table 1. Comparative estimation of the main climatic and permafrost characteristics in the Holocene
warm intervals and the present.

Landscapes

Period Parameter Tundra Northern Taiga Middle Taiga

Present Ta, ◦C −14 . . . −14.5 −12 . . . −15 −9 . . . −11.5
P, mm 205–340 175–310 250–300
Tp, ◦C −6 . . . −12 −4 . . . −6 −2 . . . −4
ALT, m 0.2–0.6 0.6–0.8 1.2–1.4

Atlantic, 5500 y BP dTa, ◦C +3 +2 +2
dP, mm +70 +50 +50
dTp, ◦C +5 . . . +6.5 +2.5 . . . +4 +1.5 . . . +2.5
dALT, m 0.5–0.7 0.35–0.4 Up to 0.1

Subboreal, 3500 y BP dTa, ◦C +2 +1.5 +1.5
dP, mm +100 +75 +50
dTp, ◦C +3.5 . . . +5 +2.5 . . . +4.5 +1 . . . +2
dALT, m 0.3–0.5 0.4–0.5 Up to 0.1

Subatlantic, 1000 y BP dTa, ◦C +1.3 +1.5 +1
dP, mm +50 +50 +20 . . . +40
dTp, ◦C +2 . . . +3 +1 . . . +3.5 +0.5 . . . +1.5
dALT, m 0.2–0.4 Up to 0.35 Up to 0.1

Notes: Ta—mean annual air temperature, P—annual precipitation, Tp—permafrost temperature at the depth of zero
annual amplitude, ALT—active-layer thickness; dTa, dP, dTp and dALT—deviations from the present day values.

3.2. Northern Taiga (Olenek, Zhigansk, Verkhoyansk and Srednekolymsk Weather Stations)

The present (before 1980) mean annual air temperatures in the northern taiga zone range from
−12 to −15 ◦C. Annual precipitation is from 175 to 310 mm. Permafrost temperatures range from −4 to
−6 ◦C, while the average ALT values are from 0.6 to 0.8 m.

During the Atlantic Optimum (ca. 5500 y BP), with the predominance of birch–alder associations
with the participation of conifers and the undergrowth of shrub birches [36], an increase in the mean
annual air temperature by 2 ◦C and an increase in precipitation by 50 mm increased permafrost
temperatures by 2.5–4 ◦C and ALT by 0.35–0.40 m. Modeling for Srednekolymsk suggests a 3.2 ◦C
higher permafrost temperature compared to the present value.

In the Subboreal period (ca. 3500 y BP), the mean annual air temperature in the northern taiga
zone, increased by 1.5 ◦C compared to the present, and the annual precipitation, which was 75 mm
greater, were associated with permafrost temperatures 2.5–4.5 ◦C higher and an ALT 0.4–0.5 m deeper
than present. According to the modeling, the deviation of permafrost temperature from the present
value is +2.7 ◦C.

During the Subatlantic period (about 1000 years ago), due to an increase in the mean annual
air temperatures in the northern taiga by 1.5 ◦C and annual precipitation 50 mm higher than that at
present, the permafrost temperatures may have been increased by 1–3.5 ◦C (according to the modeling
by 2.2 ◦C), while the ALT could have been 0.35 m deeper.

3.3. Middle Taiga (Vilyuisk, Yakutsk, Churapcha and Ust-Maya Weather Stations)

The present day (before 1980) mean annual air temperatures range from −9 to −11.5 ◦C and
annual precipitation is in the range of 250–300 mm. Permafrost temperatures vary from −2 to −4 ◦C,
while ALT values are between 1.2 and 1.4 m in forests and between 1.8 and 2.2 m in meadows.

During the Atlantic Optimum (ca. 5500 y BP), with the predominance of larch and birch forests
with pine, with an increase in the mean annual air temperature in the middle taiga by 2 ◦C and an
increase in the annual precipitation by 50 mm, the permafrost temperature was 1.5–2.5 ◦C higher,
and the ALT 0.1 m deeper than today. The modeling performed for the Umaibyt site near Yakutsk,
Central Yakutia, using the data presented by Turbina [27], indicates that the permafrost temperature
was then 1.8 ◦C warmer compared to the present day.
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During the Subboreal period (ca. 3500 y BP), under the development of larch forests with the
participation of pine and birch, as well as dwarf birch trees, with an increase in the mean annual air
temperature in the middle taiga higher than the modern one by 1.5 ◦C and an increase in annual
precipitation by 50 mm, the permafrost temperatures increased by 1–2 ◦C (1.2 ◦C according to the
simulation results) and an increase in the ALT by 0.1 m.

The Subatlantic period (ca. 1000 y BP), with an increase in the mean annual air temperature in
the middle taiga by 1 ◦C and an increase in annual precipitation by 20–40 mm from modern values,
the permafrost temperature increased by 0.5–1.5 ◦C (0.5 ◦C according to the simulation results), and an
increase in the ALT—up to 0.10 m.

The simulation in HEAT [29,30] in the Saskalakh area showed a deviation of +4.8, +3.3 and
+2.3 ◦C in the Atlantic, Subboreal and Subatlantic periods, from the modern values of the permafrost
temperature, which shows similar values when modeling according to G.M. Feldman all over the
tundra—+5 . . . +6.5, +3.5 . . . +5 and +2 . . . +3 ◦C during these periods. Modeling in the Srednekolymsk
area showed permafrost temperature deviations of +3.2, +2.7 and + 2.2 ◦C during warming periods in
the Holocene as compared to those deviations throughout the northern taiga +2.5 . . . +4; +2.5 . . . +

4.5 and +1 . . . +3.5 ◦C, and in the Yakutsk area—+2, +1.4 and +0.7 ◦C with deviations in the middle
taiga +1.5 . . . +2.5; +1 . . . +2 and +0.5 . . . +1.5 ◦C. The temperature deviations of permafrost according
to the two methods show close values; therefore, we believe that these values reflect changes during
warming periods in the Holocene in the tundra, northern and middle taiga landscapes in Yakutia.

4. Discussion

Ice wedges occur from the depths of 0.5–0.9 m in the tundra, 1.7 m in the northern taiga, and 2.1 m
in the middle taiga [37]. The estimated results of an increase in the ALT up to 0.5–0.7 m in the Atlantic
and up to 0.4–0.5 m in the Subboreal periods obtained by us show that under natural zonal conditions
only in the tundra and northern taiga, the natural risk of the degradation of ice wedges is possible.
At levels of change in permafrost conditions in the Subatlantic period, no disturbances occur in natural
landscapes. Changes in permafrost conditions in the Subboreal and Atlantic thermochrones of the
Holocene have significantly affected the development of permafrost landscapes in eastern Siberia,
which is confirmed by the data of Mathias Ulrich [38,39].

In the middle taiga, under natural zonal conditions, an increase in ALT cannot ensure the
development of negative cryogenic processes, since the seasonal thawing does not reach the ice wedge.
Here, this requires an additional external factor, which includes the violation of the vegetation cover.

There is, as of yet, no adequate knowledge of active-layer dynamics and permafrost warming
in boreal forests in relation to the biomass growth of root and aboveground ecosystems [40]
or to successional processes [41]. These factors may be responsible for the relative stability of
permafrost temperature and active-layer thickness in the boreal forests of Central Yakutia reported by
Varlamov et al. [42]. At present, this process should be further taken into account in modeling and
forecasting the development of permafrost landscapes.

Research on the Late Pleistocene–Holocene evolution of periglacial landscapes in Central Yakutia
is important for understanding the future trajectories of permafrost change triggered by current climate
warming. Recent Russian–German studies in Central Yakutia [38,39] have shown that the modern
appearance of alas landscapes is a complex series of expanding thermokarst features which have
formed a single thermokarst basin. Detailed studies of alases on the Tyungyulyu (Khara-Bulgunnyakh
alas) and Abalakh terraces (Yukechi alas) of the Lena River suggest thermokarst initiation on the
Yedoma between 11,000 and 9000 y BP. The dating of the Yedoma deposits from the study sites shows
ages from 17,000 to 41,000 y BP.

Intensive thermokarst activity occurred during the Holocene optimum from 7000 to 5000 y BP,
when permafrost temperature on the Yedoma of the middle taiga of Central Yakutia was 2 . . . 2.1 ◦C
higher than modern values. At this time, separate small thermokarst basins began to unite into one alas.
Then, about 3.5 thousand years ago, in the Subboreal period, the permafrost was 1.4 - 1.5 ◦C higher
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than modern values; according to paleogeographic data, lateral expansion was characteristic due to the
next activation of thermokarst and the final formations of the configuration of Central Yakutian alases.

The three warm intervals of the Holocene discussed here are considered to be the most likely
future warming scenarios [5,9]. The strong modification of the landscape structure in permafrost
regions during these periods was largely due to thermokarst. Thermokarst and thermoerosional basins
on the Yedoma in Yakutia are evidence of climate warming which caused permafrost degradation and
surface ponding [43]. It is estimated that the area of the Yedoma affected by thermokarst and thermal
erosion during the periods of warmings periods in the Holocene was up to 10–19% in the middle taiga
in Central Yakutia [20] and up to 60–75% in the tundra in coastal lowland [44–46]. In Central Yakutia,
forest fires are thought to have played a significant role in thermokarst activity, based on charcoal
records [47,48], which is further evidenced by ALT simulation results that show slight increases in
undisturbed taiga.

The risk of natural hazards in permafrost regions is rising, as emphasized by many
researchers [49–54]. The thickening of the active layer can cause rapid thermokarst and landslides.
Increases in permafrost temperature can reduce the bearing capacity of foundations, increasing the
risks for buildings and infrastructure.

Balobaev et al. [55] made a prediction of permafrost temperature fields in Yakutsk for the years
1960–2200 based on the combination of harmonics with periods of 300, 110, 75 and 14 years, with no
account for anthropogenic air pollution. Although the authors admit that their results are not very
accurate, they predict that the stability of the cryogenic system can reach a critical threshold, beyond
which it will start to degrade. The authors assume an air temperature of −8 ◦C in 2017, lowering
to −11 ◦C by 2054, rising to −8.5 to −9 ◦C by 2098, and decreasing again to −11.5 ◦C by 2200.
Such temperature changes occurred during the warmer and colder intervals in the Holocene. Ground
temperatures at the depth of 20 m are predicted to be −1.2 ◦C in 2025, −2 ◦C in 2050, −1.5 ◦C in 2105,
−1.5 ◦C in 2150, and −2.3 ◦C in 2190. The prediction was made based on the ground temperature of
−2.6 ◦C in 1960 and−1.7 ◦C in 2000. If we use the 1960 ground temperature as a reference, the maximum
deviation within 200 years will be +1.4 ◦C, which is roughly equal with our modeling to the Subboreal
warming (3500 y BP) in the middle taiga of Central Yakutia.

There have been numerous modeling studies across the world to predict spatial permafrost changes
due to climate warming. For example, a model developed at the University of Alaska [56] predicts
that by the end of the 21st century, permafrost in eastern Siberia will have crossed the threshold of
“its stability”. In Russia, the most severe permafrost degradation is projected for northwest Siberia and
the European north. In Yakutia, permafrost will be thawing by the mid-21st century in its southwestern
and southern parts; by the end of the 21st century, widespread permafrost thaw is predicted along
the latitudinal course of the Vilyui River to Yakutsk on the Middle Lena and to Ust-Maya on the
Middle Aldan River. By using the Late Pleistocene and Holocene permafrost degradation patterns as a
guide for future conditions, however, particular attention should be given to the fact that permafrost
landscapes are under anthropogenic pressure in the present warming period.

5. Conclusions

The retrospective analysis of the climatic and landscape conditions in Yakutia based on published
paleogeographic studies has shown the main range of past changes. Predictive models indicate the
greatest changes in permafrost landscapes in the Arctic zone. Warming during the Atlantic interval
(5500 y BP) caused ground temperatures to increase by 5–6.5 ◦C in the Tundra, by 2.5–4 ◦C in the
northern taiga and by 1.5–2.5 ◦C in the middle taiga compared to the present. These differences
in response are attributed to the climatic characteristics of the landscape zones. The magnitude of
warming during the Subboreal and Subatlantic intervals was less than during the Atlantic period.

Increases in ground temperature observed presently in Yakutia vary from 2–3 ◦C above the
long-term mean in the Arctic [57] to 0.5 ◦C in Central Yakutia [3] during the 1980s, which allows us to
state that the level of modern warming remains high.



Land 2020, 9, 463 8 of 11

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, A.N.F.; methodology, A.N.F., V.V.S. and V.A.N.; investigation,
A.N.F., P.Y.K., V.A.N. and N.A.F.; writing—original draft preparation, A.N.F., P.Y.K., V.V.S., V.A.N. and N.A.F.;
writing—review and editing, A.N.F., P.Y.K., V.V.S., V.A.N. and N.A.F. All authors have read and agreed to the
published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by project IX.127.2.3 (Siberian Branch Russian Academy of Sciences), RFBR
grants 18-45-140046 p_a, 19-29-05151 and 20-55-71005.

Acknowledgments: We are grateful to the researchers of Melnikov Permafrost Institute of SB RAS, Yakutsk,
Russia, for providing long-term investigation data on Siberian Permafrost.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Gavriliev, P.P.; Ugarov, I.S. The response of ice-rich permafrost in Central Yakutia to climate warming.
Kriosf. Zemli 2009, 13, 24–30. (In Russian)

2. Fedorov, A.N.; Gavriliev, P.P.; Konstantinov, P.Y.; Hiyama, T.; Iijima, Y.; Iwahana, G. Estimating the water
balance of a thermokarst lake in the middle of the Lena River basin, eastern Siberia. Ecohydrology 2014, 7,
188–196. [CrossRef]

3. Fedorov, A.N.; Ivanova, R.N.; Park, H.; Hiyama, T.; Iijima, Y. Recent air temperature changes in the permafrost
landscapes of northeastern Eurasia. Polar Sci. 2014, 8, 114–128. [CrossRef]

4. Liljedahl, A.K.; Boike, J.; Daanen, R.P.; Fedorov, A.N.; Frost, G.V. Pan-Arctic ice-wedge degradation in
warming permafrost and its influence on tundra hydrology. Nat. Geosci. 2016, 9, 312–318. [CrossRef]

5. Klimanov, V.A. Paleoclimate of Northern Eurasia with an increase in mean global temperature of 0.6–0.8 ◦C
or less. In Climates and Landscapes of Northern Eurasia in a Global Warming Condition. Retrospective
Analysis and Scenarios. Atlas-Monograph “Development of Landscapes and Climate of Northern Eurasia. Late
Pleistocene—Holocene—Prediction Elements”; GEOS: Moscow, Russia, 2010; Volume 3, pp. 70–86.

6. Andreev, A.A.; Klimanov, V.A.; Sulerzhitskiy, L.D. The history of vegetation and climate of central Yakutia
over the past 11,000 years. In Geochronology of the Quaternary; Nauka: Moscow, Russia, 1992; pp. 113–117.

7. Velichko, A.A.; Andreev, A.A.; Klimanov, V.A. Climate and vegetation dynamics in the tundra and forest
zone during the late glacial and Holocene. Quat. Int. 1997, 41–42, 71–96. [CrossRef]

8. Andreev, A.A. History of vegetation and vlimate of Central Yakutia in the Holocene and Late Glacial. In Lakes
of Cold Regions, Proceedings of Int. Conf. Part 4: Issues of Paleoclimatology, Paleolimnology and Paleoecology;
Yakutsk State University: Yakutsk, Russia, 2000; pp. 15–29.

9. Velichko, A.A.; Borisova, O.K.; Zelikson, E.M. Paleoclimate of Northern Eurasia with an increase in mean
global temperature by 1.6–1.8 ◦C. In Climates and Landscapes of Northern Eurasia in a Global Warming Condition.
Retrospective Analysis and Scenarios. Atlas-Monograph “Development of Landscapes and Climate of Northern
Eurasia. Late Pleistocene—Holocene—Prediction Elements”; GEOS: Moscow, Russia, 2010; Volume 3, pp. 50–69.

10. Andreev, A.A.; Klimanov, V.A.; Sulerzhitsky, L.D. Vegetation and climate history of the Yana River lowland,
Russia, during the last 6400 yr. Quat. Sci. Rev. 2001, 20, 259–266. [CrossRef]

11. Schirrmeister, L.; Siegert, C.; Kunitsky, V.V.; Grootes, P.M.; Erlenkeuser, H. Late Quaternary ice-rich permafrost
sequences as a paleoenvironmental archive for the Laptev Sea Region in northern Siberia. Int. J. Earth Sci.
2002, 91, 154–167. [CrossRef]

12. Katasonov, E.M. Lithology of frozen Quaternary deposits in the Yana coastal lowland. In Abstract of Diss.
Kand. Geol. Mineral. Nauk; Permafrost Institute: Moscow, Russia, 1954; 26p.

13. Katasonov, E.M. Cryolithogenic sediments and their permafrost-formation complexes. In Problems of
Geocryology; Nauka: Moscow, Russia, 1983; pp. 162–169.

14. Popov, A.I. Cryolithogenesis as a zonal type of lithogenesis. In Problems of Geocryology; Nauka: Moscow,
Russia, 1983; pp. 35–43.

15. Vasilchuk, Y.K.; Kotlyakov, V.M. Fundamentals of Isotope Geocryology and Glaciology; Moscow State University:
Moscow, Russia, 2000; 616p.

16. Fotiev, S.M. Modern conceptions of the evolution of cryogenic area of West and East Siberia in Pleistocene
and Holocene (Report 2). Kriosf. Zemli 2006, 10, 16–33.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/eco.1378
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.polar.2014.02.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ngeo2674
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1040-6182(96)00039-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0277-3791(00)00118-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s005310100205


Land 2020, 9, 463 9 of 11

17. Karabanov, E.B.; Kuzmin, M.I.; Williams, D.F.; Khursevich, G.K.; Bezrukova, E.V.; Prokopenko, A.A.;
Kerber, E.A.; Gvozdkov, A.N.; Geletyi, V.F.; Veil, D.; et al. Global cooling of Central Asia in the Late Cenozoic
according to the sedimentary record from Lake Baikal. Doklady RAS 2000, 370, 61–66. (In Russian)

18. Prokopenko, A.A.; Karabanov, E.V.; Williams, D.F.; Kuzmin, M.I.; Shakleton, N.J.; Crowhurst, S.J.; Peck, J.A.;
Gvozdkov, A.N.; King, J.W. Biogenic silica record of the Lake Baikal response to the climatic forcing during
the Brunhes. Quatern. Res. 2001, 55, 123–132. [CrossRef]

19. Kuzmin, M.I.; Karabanov, E.B.; Prokopenko, A.A.; Bezrukova, E.V.; Khursevich, G.K.; Geletyi, V.F.;
Khomutova, M.Y.; Kerber, E.A.; Bychinsky, V.A. Rhythms of the Late Cenozoic and climatic variations in
Asia according to the data of deep-sea drilling of the bottom of Lake Baikal. In Global Changes in the Natural
Environment; SB RAS Press: Novosibirsk, Russia, 2001; pp. 146–159.

20. Bosikov, N.P. Alas distribution in Central Yakutia. In Geocryological Conditions in the Mountains and Plains of
Asia; Permafrost Institute: Yakutsk, Russia, 1978; pp. 113–118.

21. Strauss, J.; Schirrmeister, L.; Grosse, G.; Wetterich, S.; Ulrich, M.; Herzschuh, U.; Hubberten, H.-W. The deep
permafrost carbon pool of the Yedoma region in Siberia and Alaska. Geophys. Res. Lett. 2013, 40, 6165–6170.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Fedorov, A.N.; Vasilyev, N.F.; Torgovkin, Y.I.; Shestakova, A.A.; Varlamov, S.P. Permafrost Landscape Map of
Sakha (Yakutia) Republic. Scale 1:1,500,000; Zheleznyak, M.N., Ed.; Melnikov Permafrost Institute: Yakutsk,
Russia, 2017; 2p, Available online: http://mpi.ysn.ru/images/mlk20182.pdf (accessed on 22 September 2020).

23. Feldman, G.M.; Tetelbaum, A.S.; Shender, N.I.; Gavriliev, R.I. Guidelines for Predicting the Ground Temperature
Regime in Yakutia; Permafrost Institute: Yakutsk, Russia, 1988; 239p.

24. Part 2: Yakut ASSR. In Handbook on the USSR Climate; Issue 24; Hydrometeoizdat: Leningrad, Russia,
1966; 398p.

25. Handbook on the USSR Climate; Long-Term Data Series 3. Parts 1–6. Book 1; Gidrometeoizdat: Leningrad,
Russia, 1989; Volume 24, 607p.

26. Rosgidromet. Available online: http://aisori.meteo.ru/ClimateR (accessed on 22 September 2020).
27. Turbina, M.I. Agricultural development of landscapes with ground ice in Central Yakutia. In Nature Protection

of Central Yakutia; Yakutsk Branch of Academy of Sciences: Yakutsk, Russia, 1985; pp. 31–42.
28. Gavriliev, R.I. Thermal Properties of Soils and Surface Covers in Permafrost Areas; SB RAS Press: Novosibirsk,

Russia, 1998; 133p.
29. Khrustalev, L.N.; Pustovoit, G.P.; Yakovlev, S.V. Program for calculating the thermal and mechanical

interaction of building foundations with permafrost soils. In Information Bulletin No. 5; VINITI: Moscow,
Russia, 1983.

30. Emelyanov, N.V.; Pustovoit, G.P.; Khrustalev, L.N.; Yakovlev, S.V. Program for Calculating the Thermal
Interaction of Engineering Structures with Permafrost Soils. In WARM. Certificate No. 940281; RosAPO:
Moscow, Russia, 1994.

31. Samsonova, V.V.; Fedorov, A.N. Analysis of permafrost-climatic dynamics of cryogenic geosystems in Central
Yakutia in the Holocene by means of numerical geocryological forecast. In Climate and Permafrost Ecosystems,
Proceedings of IXth International Symposium “C/H20/Energy Balance and Climate Over the Boreal and Arctic Regions
with Special Emphasis on Eastern Eurasia” Dedicated to the 25th Anniversary of the Joint Russian-Japanese Research
on Climate Change in The Cryolithozone, Yakutsk, Russia, 1–4 November 2016; Nagoya University: Nagoya, Japan,
2016; pp. 232–235.

32. Remizov, V.V.; Kononov, V.I.; Bereznyakov, A.I.; Glukhenkiy, A.G.; Demin, V.M.; Mikhailov, N.V.; Osokin, A.B.;
Popov, A.P.; Reshetnikov, L.N.; Smolov, G.K. Nadymgazprom: Geotechnomonitoring in the Permafrost Zone;
Gazprom: Moscow, Russia, 2001; 148p.

33. Popov, A.P.; Samsonova, V.V. Innovative aspects of using natural cryogenic resources to ensure the mechanical
safety of buildings and structures in the permafrost zone. Geotechnika 2011, 5, 4–21.

34. Samsonova, V.V.; Druchina, O.E.; Samsonova, M.A. Predictive assessment of permafrost-climatic geotechnical
risks of construction and operation of main pipelines. In Analysis, Forecast and Management of Natural Risks in
the Modern World, Materials of the 9th International Conference “GEORISK-2015”; RUDN: Moscow, Russia, 2015;
Volume 2, pp. 523–530.

35. Khotinsky, N.A. Holocene of Northern Eurasia; Nauka: Moscow, Russia, 1977; 199p.
36. Goldfarb, Y.I.; Lozhkin, A.V. The history of vegetation in the North-East of the USSR in the late Pleistocene

and Holocene. Bull. Comm. Study Quat. Period 1975, 43, 78–89.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/qres.2000.2212
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2013GL058088
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26074633
http://mpi.ysn.ru/images/mlk20182.pdf
http://aisori.meteo.ru/ClimateR


Land 2020, 9, 463 10 of 11

37. Fedorov, A.N.; Shestakova, A.A.; Torgovkin, Y.I.; Vasilyev, N.F.; Konstantinov, P.Y.; Samsonova, V.V.;
Kalinicheva, S.V.; Basharin, N.I. Digital thematic mapping of the current state of permafrost landscapes in
Yakutia. Bulletin of NEFU. Ser. Earth Sci. 2019, 2, 36–49.

38. Ulrich, M.; Wetterich, S.; Rudaya, N.; Frolova, L.; Schmidt, J.; Siegert, C.; Fedorov, A.N.; Zielhofer, C. Rapid
thermokarst evolution during the mid-Holocene in Central Yakutia, Russia. Holocene 2017, 27, 1899–1913.
[CrossRef]

39. Ulrich, M.; Matthes, H.; Schmidt, J.; Fedorov, A.N.; Schirrmeister, L.; Siegert, C.; Schneider, B.; Strauss, J.;
Zielhofer, C. Holocene thermokarst dynamics in Central Yakutia—A multi-core and robust grain-size
endmember modeling. Quat. Sci. Rev. 2019, 218, 10–33. [CrossRef]

40. Lapenis, A.; Shvidenko, A.; Shepaschenko, D.; Nilsson, S.; Aiyyer, A. Acclimation of Russian forests to recent
changes in climate. Glob. Chang. Biol. 2005, 11, 2090–2102. [CrossRef]

41. Fedorov, A.N.; Konstantinov, P.Y.; Vasilyev, N.F.; Shestakova, A.A. The influence of boreal forest dynamics
on the current state of permafrost in Central Yakutia. Polar Sci. 2019, 22, 100483. [CrossRef]

42. Varlamov, S.; Skachkov, Y.; Skryabin, P. Current climate change effects on the ground thermal regime in
Central Yakutia. Sci. Cold Arid Reg. 2014, 6, 282–292.

43. Konishchev, V.N. Response of permafrost to climate warming. Vestnik Moscow Univ. Ser. 5 Geogr. 2009, 4,
10–20.

44. Lomachenkov, V.S. The newest tectonic structures in the modern relief of the Yana-Indigirka lowland and the
adjacent shelf. In Anthropogenic Period in the Arctic and Subarctic; Nedra: Moscow, Russia, 1965; pp. 346–349.

45. Gordeev, P.P. Ancient and modern thermokarst in the Yana-Omoloy interfluve. In Geocryological Research;
Permafrost Institute: Yakutsk, Russia, 1971; pp. 135–140.

46. Veremeeva, A.A.; Glushkova, N.V. Relief formation in the regions of the ice complex deposit occurrence:
Remote sensing and GIS-studies in the Kolyma lowland tundra. Kriosf. Zemli 2016, 20, 15–25.

47. Katamura, F.; Fukuda, M.; Bosikov, N.P.; Desyatkin, R.V.; Nakamura, T.; Moriizumi, J. Thermokarst formation
and vegetation dynamics inferred from a palynological study in Central Yakutia, Eastern Siberia, Russia.
Arct. Antarct. Alp. Res. 2006, 38, 561–570. [CrossRef]

48. Katamura, F.; Fukuda, M.; Bosikov, N.P.; Desyatkin, R.V. Charcoal records from thermokarst deposits in
central Yakutia, eastern Siberia: Implications for forest fire history and thermokarst development. Quat. Res.
2009, 71, 36–40. [CrossRef]

49. Grebenets, V.I. Negative consequences of permafrost degradation. Vestnik Moscow Univ. Ser. 5 Geogr. 2007, 3,
18–21.

50. Kislov, A.V.; Grebenets, V.I.; Evstigneev, V.M.; Konischev, V.N.; Sidorova, M.V.; Surkova, G.V.; Tumel, N.V.
Consequences of possible climate warming in the 21st century in the north of Eurasia. Vestn. Mosc. Univ.
Ser. 5. Geogr. 2011, 3, 3–8.

51. Anisimov, O.A.; Zhirkov, A.F.; Sherstyukov, A.B. Modern changes in the cryosphere and natural environment
in the Arctic. Arctic. XXI Century. Nat. Sci. 2015, 2, 24–47.

52. Streletskiy, D.; Anisimov, O.; Vasiliev, A. Permafrost degradation. In Snow and Ice-Related Hazards, Risks,
and Disasters; Shroder, J.F., Haeberli, W., Whiteman, C., Eds.; Elsevier: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 2015;
pp. 303–344.

53. Streletskiy, D.A.; Shiklomanov, N.I.; Little, J.D.; Nelson, F.E.; Brown, J.; Nyland, K.E.; Klene, A.E. Thaw
subsidence in undisturbed tundra landscapes, Barrow, Alaska, 1962–2015. Permafr. Periglac. Process. 2016, 28,
566–572. [CrossRef]

54. Shiklomanov, N.I.; Streletskiy, D.A.; Swales, T.B.; Kokorev, V.A. Climate change and stability of urban
infrastructure in Russian Permafrost regions: Prognostic assessment based on GCM climate projections.
Geogr. Rev. 2017, 107, 125–142. [CrossRef]

55. Balobaev, V.T.; Skachkov, Y.B.; Shender, N.I. Forecast of climate change and the thickness of frozen rocks in
Central Yakutia until 2200. Geogr. Nat. Resour. 2009, 2, 50–56.

56. Romanovsky, V.E.; Kholodov, A.L.; Marchenko, S.S.; Oberman, N.G.; Drozdov, D.S.; Malkova, G.V.;
Moskalenko, N.G.; Vasiliev, A.A.; Sergueev, D.O.; Zheleznyak, M.N. Thermal State and Fate of Permafrost in
Russia: First Results of IPY, Proceedings of the Ninth International Conference on Permafrost, Fairbanks, Alaska,
28 June–3 July 2008; Kane, D.L., Hinkel, K.M., Eds.; Institute of Northern Engineering, University of Alaska
Fairbanks: Fairbanks, AK, USA, 2008; Volume 2, pp. 1511–1518.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0959683617708454
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.quascirev.2019.06.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2005.001069.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.polar.2019.100483
http://dx.doi.org/10.1657/1523-0430(2006)38[561:TFAVDI]2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.yqres.2008.08.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ppp.1918
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/gere.12214


Land 2020, 9, 463 11 of 11

57. Romanovsky, V.E.; Drozdov, D.S.; Oberman, N.G.; Malkova, G.V.; Kholodov, A.L.; Marchenko, S.S.;
Moskalenko, N.G.; Sergeev, D.O.; Ukraintseva, N.G.; Abramov, A.A.; et al. Thermal state of permafrost in
Russia. Permafr. Periglac. Process. 2010, 21, 136–155. [CrossRef]

Publisher’s Note: MDPI stays neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional
affiliations.

© 2020 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ppp.683
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Study Area 
	The Data 
	Modeling 
	Validation 

	Results 
	Tundra (Saskylakh, Tiksi and Chokurdakh Weather Stations) 
	Northern Taiga (Olenek, Zhigansk, Verkhoyansk and Srednekolymsk Weather Stations) 
	Middle Taiga (Vilyuisk, Yakutsk, Churapcha and Ust-Maya Weather Stations) 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

