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[IpoanainizoBaHO JiCiBHUYO-TaKCALiHI TOKa3HUKKA COCHOBUX JIEPEBOCTaHIB 0a30BHX JIiCOTOCIONAPCHKHX ITiIIPHEMCTB
Ipunonenproro Cremy. HaBemeHo mareMaTHuyHI MOJENi Ta CKJIAJCHO TAOJUIN XOAY POCTY MOIANbHHUX IITYYHHX
cocHoBHX JaepeBoctaHiB [Ipumonernpkoro CTemy B yMOBax CBiXKOrO Oopy. SIKk OCHOBY /Uil BH3HAYCHHS JUHAMIKH
BHCOTH Ta 3allacy BUKOPUCTAHO (QyHKII0 MiTdepiixa, ska Ma€e MIMPOKE 3aCTOCYBAHHS IUISl MOJICTIOBAHHS MPOLCCIB
pOCTy JICOBUX HAcaKEHb. PiCT 3a BUCOTOIO HE BUXOIUTH 32 MEXKIi OJIHOTO Kacy OOHITETY 3arajJbHOOOHITETHOT IIKAJH,
X04a B MOJIOJIIIIOMY BiIli COCHOBI JICPEBOCTAHU MAIOTh TCHJCHIIIO IO YIOBUILHEHOTO POCTY. BUSABICHO, 110 KiJbKiCHA
CTHTJIICTh MOJAJIBHUX COCHOBHX ICPEBOCTaHIB MTYYHOTO moxomxkeHHs Il kimacy OoniTeTy Hactae y Bimi 60 pokiB.
BmsHaueHO MOKa3HUK BHKOPHCTAHHS JICOPOCIMHHOTO IOTEHIlATY JICOBUX 3€Melb, SIKHH I MOJAIFHIX HACaKCHb
KOpIHHMX COCHOBHX JIepeBOCTaHIB B yMoBax Ctemy 3MiHIOEThCS B Mexkax 41-88 %. HalimMeHIINM BiH € y MOJOIHSIKIB,
a HaBUIIIMM — y CEepETHBOBIKOBHX JIEPEBOCTaHIB.

KnowduoBi cmoBa: miciBHAYO-TaKcalliitHi mokasHuky, Pinus sylvestris L., MmatemaTi4Hi Moieni, TabIuIll X0y
POCTY, IPOJYKTHBHICTb JIEPEBOCTAHIB.

Beryn. ¥V cyyacHMX yMoOBax OCOOJIMBOI akTyalbHOCTI HaOyBalOTh IMUTaHHS PO3POOJIEHHS
HOpPMATHUBHO-iH(pOpMAIifHUX MaTepiamiB JJIsi OIIHIOBAaHHS M MPOTHO3YBAaHHS POCTY MOJAIBHUX
JIEpEBOCTaHIB 13 ypaxyBaHHJIM 30HAJIbHUX OcoOyMBOcTed. B aHTpomoreHHo TpaHchopMoBaHOMY
Creny BH3HAYQJIPHUMH € €KOJOTiYHA Ta 3aXMCHO-MeNliopaTHBHA poii Jicy. HasBHiCTh
JicOTaKCcallifHUX HOPMATHUBIB, SIKI BPaxOBYIOTh YMOBHU (DOpMyBaHHS JIICOBHX HAcaJKeHb, JaCTh
3MOTY BHU3HAYaTH CTYIiHb BHUKOHAHHS OCTAaHHIMH €KOCHCTEMHUX (YHKIINA, 00’ €KTHBHIIIE
OLIIHIOBATH PICT JEPEBOCTAaHIB 1 KOHTPOIIOBATH €EKTUBHICTS Jicorocrnoaapcbkux 3axomiB (Lakyda
et al. 2012, Lovynska 2021). Cocna 3Buuaiina (Pinus sylvestris L.) € ogauM i3 HaiOLIbII CTIAKKUX i
JIOBIFOBIYHMX JIEPEBHUX BUJIIB y CTETIOBUX YMOBAX.

Perion mocmimkeHp po3TamoBaHuii y Mexax Jlepkynbebkoro ta CXiZHO-CTENOBOTO CEKTOPIB
JIOHeIbKOTO paifioHy JICOTUIIONOTiYHOI 00JacTi Cyxoro MOpiBHSHO Teruoro kiimaty (le)
(Ostapenko & Tkach 2002). 3a micorocnogapchbKiuM paiioOHyBaHHSIM PETIOH JOCITIIKEHb TIEPEBAXKHO
Hanexuth 10 JJoHerpko-/loHckkoro IliBHiUHO-cTenoBoro okpyry (Gensiruk 2002).

3aKOHOMIPHOCTSAM (OPMYBAHHSI COCHOBUX JI€PEBOCTaHIB y MiBHIYHOMY CTeny NpUCBIYEHO
HU3Ky mociimkens (Tarnopilska 2012, Lovynska 2021, Lovynska et al. 2021, Rumiantsev et al.
2021). 3okpema, po3poOIEHO HOPMATUBH OIOMPOAYKTHUBHOCTI COCHOBHX JIEPEBOCTaHIB
[MpunnHinposckkoro IliBaiunoro Cremy (Lovynska 2021). 3a pe3ynbratamMu A0CHIKEHb HAYKOBIIB
YxpHAUII'A BusiBneHo, 10 BUKOPUCTAaHHS JicopociauHHoro noteHmiany (BJIII) cocHoBumu
nepeBoctaHaMu  J{oHenpko-J{oHCBKOrO  MiBHIYHO-CcTENOBOro  (0alipayHO-CTENOBOr0)  OKpYTy
CTaHOBHUTH y cepenubomy 76 % y A,—C ta 78 % y Bo—nC (Tkach et al. 2018). Cocuosi
nepeBoctanu [Ipunonenpkoro Crenmy XapakTepU3yOTbCS NEBHUMH OCOOIMBOCTSIMHU POCTY, IIO
notpe0ye MpoBeIeHHS JeTaabHuUX Jociimkens (Pasternak & Yarotsky 2009, Pasternak et al. 2021).

Mema Oocnioxcenns — BUSBIEHHS OCOOJMBOCTEN JIWHAMIKHA JIICIBHHYO-TaKCAI[lHHUX
MOKA3HUKIB 1 MPOJYKTHBHOCTI IITYYHUX MOJAJIBHUX COCHOBHUX JepeBocTaHiB I[IpuaoHenskoro
Creny YkpaiHu.

Marepianun i meroau. Jlyis moOymoBHM TaONHIF XOAY POCTY BUKOPUCTAHO 1HGOpPMAIIiIO
3 moBUAUTbHOT 0a3m maHux BO «YkpaepkimicnpoekT» s jAepkaBHHX minnpuemcts  (JIIT)
«I3tomchKe JTicoBe rocmojapctBo», «JluMaHcbke JicoBe rocmoaapcTBo» Ta «KpemiHcbke
JTicoMHCTUBCHKE rocrnoaapcTBo» cranoM Ha 01.01.2021 (mani crocoBHO ToHas 16 THC. TakcariiHUX
BHJIUTIB, JIE COCHA 3BMYaiiHA € TOJOBHOIO MOPOJIOI0), JaH1 Takcallii 26 mpoOHUX IO, 3aKIaJeHIX
y COCHOBHX HAcapKEHHSX JIiCOBOro ()OHIY 3a3HAUEHUX MiJNPUEMCTB, Ta OONIKIB HAa YOTHPHOX
IUISTHKaX MOHITOpHUHTY. KpiM TOro, BUKOPUCTAHO JaHl IT’SITH MPOOHUX IUJIONI, 3aKJIaJeHUX Mij 4yac
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npoBeneHHs JicoBnopsinkyBanHs B JII1 «Jlmmancbke sicoBe rocmomapcTBo» JloHenbkoi oOmacti
3 pyOKor0 Ta 0OMiproBaHHSAM 15 MomenbHUX nepeB. JIUISHKH pO3TalIoBaHI MEPEeBaKHO B yMOBaX
CBikOr0 OOpy 1 CyOOpy, a TaK0XK CyXOoro 60py Ta cBiXOro cyrpyay (tadm. 1).

Tabnuys 1
Po3noain nocainnux pinsinok 3a TJIY Ta kiaacamu OoHiTeTy
Table 1
Distribution of sample plots by types of forests site conditions and site classes
. TIY
Knac Gowitery Types of forests site conditions Pasom
Site class Total
Ayg A, B, G,
Ia - 1 4 2 7
I - 4 6 - 10
II 1 11 2 — 14
1 2 2 — - 4
Pazom
Total 3 18 12 2 35

3aknagaHHs MPOOHWX IUIONMI 1 BH3HAYCHHS TaKCAllIMHMX TIOKA3HHWKIB  3JIMCHIOBAIN
3a 3araJIbHONIPUAHATAMH Y JIicOBii Takcamii meroaukamu (Forest inventory sample plots 2006,
Hrom 2010). 3amac Ha mpoOHMX IUIOMIAX BU3HAYalld MOJEPEBHO 3a MOACIBHUMH JAepeBaMu (Ha
I’ sITH IPOOHUX TUToIIax) Ta 3a hopmyaamu 00’ emis ctoBOypiB (Myronuk et al. 2020).

KinbkicHe omiHoBaHHS €()EKTHBHOCTI BUKOPHUCTAHHS JIICOPOCIMHHOTO IMOTEHIay JiCOBUX
3eMeNb MOAAJIBHUMH JIEPEBOCTAHAMH BHUKOHAHO 13 3aCTOCYBAaHHSM MOKAa3HHKIB MPOIYKTUBHOCTI
kopinaux Hacamkensb (Ostapenko & Tkach 2002, Turkevich et al. 1973). Bik kijbKiCHOT CTHUTIIOCTI
BH3HAYaJM 32 MAKCHMYMOM CEPEIHBOI 3MiHU 3aracy.

Jlns BU3HAUEHHS HAsBHOCTI Ta CTYNEHS TICHOTH 3B’SI3KIB MIK TaKCAI[iIHHUMH MMOKa3HUKAMHU,
MOJICITIOBAHHSL PETPECiiHUX 3aJeKHOCTeH MK HHMH 3aCTOCOBAHO METOAM OioMeTpii, 30Kpema
KopeJssiiHui i perpeciiinuii anamizu (Goroshko et al. 2004).

Pe3yabTaTn Ta 00roBopenHsi. Y micoBomy (onai 6azoBux mimmpuemctB llpumoHenbKoro
Creny mepeBakalOThb COCHOBI HACa/KEHHS, YacTKa IUIONIl SKHX CTaHOBUTH 58 % Big BKPUTHX
JIICOBOIO POCIMHHICTIO JICOBUX AUISHOK. Y 0a30BHX HIANPUEMCTBAX PETIOHY HAWTHUIIOBIIIMMHU
€ CepPeHbOIIOBHOTHI COCHOBI JIEPEBOCTAHU 3 BITHOCHOIO MOBHOTOIO 0,7-0,8. 3a MpOIyKTUBHICTIO
nepeBaxkaroTh nepeBoctanu Il kmacy Oonitery (43 %), MEm0 MEHIIOK € YacTKa JIePEeBOCTaHIB
I knacy Oonitery (32 %), a mepeBoctanu III kmacy Oonitery 3aiimaroTh Maibke 16 % o
[lepeBaxkHMMHU THIIaMU Jicy € CBOKHU cocHoBHid Oip (A2-C — 37 %), cBixkuil 1y00BO-COCHOBHI
cy0ip (B2-a1C — 34 %), a Takox cyxuii cocHoBuii 6ip (A1-C — 14 %).

Jns  po3poOneHHs MaTeMaTHYHUX MOJENeH pOCTy ¥ MPOAYKTUBHOCTI MOJAIbHHUX
JIEpPEeBOCTAHIB BAXKIIMBUM € aHAIII3 KOPEISIIMHNX 3B’ A3KIB MIXK IXHIMH TaKCalliiHUMHU TOKa3HUKAMHU.
Hampsim 1 TicHOTY 3B’S3KIB MK TakCalliHMMM MapaMeTpamMH BHSBISUIM 3a KoeQilleHTaMH
Kopessiuii (tabs. 2), sKi JomomararoTh MiAiOpaTH apryMeHTH s po3poOJIeHHS perpeciiHux
mozeneir (Goroshko et al. 2004). BogHouac ciin BpaxoByBaTH, IO KOCPILI€HTH KOPEISIIii
BiI0OOpakatOTh JIIHIMHUNA 3B’SI30K, a 3B’A3KM MK TaKCAl[iiHUMH TOKa3HUKaM{ HalJacTiiie
€ HEeJIHINTHUMU.

Po3paxyHku MiATBEpIUIM HASBHICTh TICHOTO 3B’A3KY MK COOOI0 TaKMX MOKA3HHUKIB, SIK BIK
A, cepenniit miametp D 1 cepenns Bucota H. BignoBigHi koedimieHTH KOpEAIli MalOTh 3HAYEHHS
Bin 0,66 mo 0,89. Kopensauiiinuit 3B’s30k 3amacy M i3 cepeaHBOI0 BHCOTOIO, JiaMETPOM
1 BigHOCHOIO MoBHOTOXO P cranoButs 0,81, 0,68 Ta 0,51 BigmoBigHO.

OcHoBoO U1 MOOYI0BH TaOIMIL XOJYy POCTY € CEepellHs BHUCOTa JIEPEBOCTaHY B 0a30BOMY
Billi. 3a 6a30BUi Bik MOJAIILHUX COCHOBHX jaepeBocTaHiB [Ipumonenskoro Cremy B3sTo 80 pokis,
OCKUIBKU y IIbOMY Billi BOHH XapaKTEpU3YIOThCS MaKCHUMalbHUMH 3anacamu. [1oOynoBy Tabmauib
X0y POCTY pO3IMOYMHAIM 3 alpPOKCUMAIlil CepeHIX BUCOT 3a JJonoMororo ¢pyHkiii Mituepiixa, sika
Mae IUPOKe 3aCTOCYBaHHS y MOZEIIOBaHHI nporeciB pocty (Lakyda et al. 2018, Lovynska 2021).
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Tabauys 2
Kopeasiniiina MmaTpuusi TakcauiifHUX MOKa3HUKIB COCHOBUX /1€peBOCTaHIB
Table 2
Correlation matrix of mensuration indicators of pine forest stands

JliciBHMYO-TaKcaI[i}iHI HOKa3HUKN A, pokiB H ™ D, cMm p M, m Sral
Stand mensuration indicators A, years H, m D, cm M, m*-ha™
4, poxi 1,00 0,73 0,66 -0,03 0,51
A, years
H ™ 0,73 1,00 0,89 0,09 0,81
H, m
D, cm 0,66 0,89 1,00 0,06 0,68
D, cm
P -0,03 0,09 0,06 1,00 0,54
M, M P ra’t
M. m®-hat 0,51 0,81 0,68 0,54 1,00

[lepexin Bim BITHOCHUX 1O aOCONIOTHHX 3HAYCHb MOJICTHOBAHUX TaKCAIllIMHUX IMOKA3HUKIB
3MIMCHIOBAJIM Ha OCHOBI 0a30BHX 3HA4eHb BHCOTH MojudikoBaHoi mkamu M. M. OpioBa s
HaciHHeBHX JepeBoctaHiB y Biumi 80 pokis (Bilous et al. 2021). /Ilunamiky cepeaHboi BHUCOTH
COCHOBUX HacaKeHb CBIXKOTO 00py (A2) onucye dynkiis (1):

H=1,626 - (1-exp(-0,0141- A))*?*® - Ho® ¢, (1)
ne H%® go— BuCoTa y 6a30BOMY Billi, M.

Ha BenuumHy cepeaHboro mgiamMerpa HaiOUIBIIO MIpOI BIUIMBAIOTh BIK 1 BHCOTa
JEPEBOCTaHy, TOMY JIJIsi MOJICIIOBAHHS CepeIHbOro niamerpa D (cM) BUKOPUCTAHO aIOMETPHUYHY
¢bynkuito (2):

2
D = 0,798 A%3%2 . {0609 2)
MogentoBaHHS TUHAMIKH BUIOBUX YUCEN MPOBEACHO 3a JOMOMOTor0 BuA0BOI Bucotu (HF) 3a
pe3ynbrataMu OoOMipy MOJENbHUX JAepeB. 3aleXHICTh BUAOBUX BHUCOT MOJAIBHUX COCHOBHUX

nepesoctaniB HF (M) Bix cepenHix BUCOTH Ta JllaMeTpa onucye GpyHkis (3):

HF = 1,412+0,385-H +0,725/D ?)

Banac M (m*-ra™) BusHauanu 3a hopmyiomo (4):
M =1545 " (1 —exp(-0,0302-H))> ™8 - p, (4)
ne P — BiiHOCHa MOBHOTA.
JInHaMiKy BiTHOCHHX ITOBHOT MOJICTFOBAJIH 32 JOTIOMOTOFO MOJIIHOMA JIPYrOro CTYIICHS:
P =-0,000122 -A%+0,0132-A+0,464 . (5)

3a3HaveHi MaTeMaTHUYHI BHUpPa3W JIOBOJI TOYHO XapakTepHU3yIOTh XiJ POCTY IITYYHHX
MOJaJbHUX CcOCHOBUX JepeBocTaHiB [Ipuaonenpskoro Creny. Koediunientu nerepminanii
HaBEJCHUX pIBHAHb 3HAXOAAThcsl B Mexax 0,82—0,95, mio CBigUUTH MPO BHUCOKHI pIBEHb
JOCTOBIPHOCTI, TOMY piBHSIHHS 3—5 Oysi0 BUKOPHCTAaHO Uis (OPMYBaHHS TaONHIb XOAY POCTY,
€CKI3 SIKUX HaBEJAEHO B Ta0IuIl 3.
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Xia pocTy MITYYHHX MOJAJILHUX COCHOBUX JepeBocTaHiB IIpuaonenbkoro Creny (II kaac 60HiTeTyTCfSuuﬂ ’
The course of growth of artificial modal pine stands (II site class, A,) reples
3miHa 3amacy, Morat
A, pokiB H, M D, cm = G, Mj-ra'_l1 M, Mj-raf_l1 Stock change, m®-ha?
A, years H, m D, cm G, m"-ha M, m°-ha cepenus MIOTOYHA
mean annual
10 2,9 3,8 0,936 4,7 13 13 -
20 6,3 7,9 0,622 13,2 52 2,6 4,5
30 9,7 12,0 0,537 21,1 111 3,6 6,0
40 12,7 16,0 0,499 27,2 174 4,3 6,4
50 15,5 19,7 0,478 31,5 235 4,7 5,9
60 18,1 23,1 0,465 33,9 288 4,7 4,7
70 20,3 26,4 0,456 34,5 322 4,6 3,0
80 22,3 29,5 0,449 33,5 338 4,2 11
90 24,1 32,3 0,445 30,8 333 3,7 -1,1

Pict 32 BUCOTOIO MOJAIIBHUX COCHOBHX JIEPEBOCTAHIB IITYYHOTO MOXOJKCHHS BiJ0OyBa€THCS
B MeXaxX OJIHOTO KJlacy OOHITETY 3aralbHOOOHITETHOT IIIKaJIH, X04a y MOJIOJIIOMY Billi BOHU MarOTh
TEHICHIIIIO JI0 YIOBUIBHEHOTO pocTy (puc. 1).
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Puc. 1 — Xig pocry mryunux cocHoBux jepeocraniB [Ipunonennkoro Creny 3a Bucororo (II kiac 6onirery, A,):
1 — amHamMika BHCOT MOJAJILHUX JiepeBocTaHiB; 2, 3 — mexi Il kiacy 6onitery
Fig. 1 — The course of growth by height of artificial pine stands in Prydonetsky Steppe (I site class, fresh poor
forest site condition): 1 — height dynamics of modal stands; 2, 3 — height limits of the 11 site class)

3Bakaroud Ha Kiac OOHITETY Ta IMOKa3HUK BUKOPUCTaHHS JIICOPOCIMHHOIO MOTEHINamy,
MOJIaJIbHI COCHOBI JIEPEBOCTAaHU € JIOBOJII MPOAYKTUBHUMHM 3 OTJISY Ha HECHIPUSATIMBI KIIMaTUYHI
ymoBu Cremny. Bik KiUIBKICHOT CTUIJIOCTI 32 MAaKCHMyMOM CEpEIHBbOI 3MIHM 3amacy CTaHOBUTh
60 poxkiB. [lepeBoctanu [Ipumonernpkoro Cremy XapakTepu3yIOThCS JEUI0 iIHTEHCUBHIIIAM POCTOM
3a BUCOTOIO Yy Bili 20—30 pokiB 3 MOAAIBIINM HOTO YNOBUIBHEHHSIM, MEHIIMMU JiaMeTpaMu, aje
OUTHIIIOID TIOBHOTOKO Ta, BIAMOBIAHO, OIIBIIMM 3amacoM, IOPIBHIOIOYHM 3 MOJAJbHUMHU
nepeBoctanamu [Ipuaninposcekoro [liBHignoro Cremny 3a B. M. JloBuncbkoro (2021) (Tabm. 4).
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Tabauys 4
3icraBjieHHA Ill/lHaMiKl/l OCHOBHHMX NOKAa3HUKIB HITYYHUX COCHOBHUX z[epenocTaHiB Hpunoneuu«oro CTeny Ta
Hpuaninposcbkoro IliBniunoro Creny II kiaacy 6oniTeTy
Table 4
Comparison of the dynamics of the main indicators of artificial pine stands of the Prydonetskyi Steppe and the
Prydneprovskyi Northern Steppe of the 11 site class

A, Jani aBTopiB 3a B.M. Jlosuncekoro (2021)
POKiB Our data According to V.M. Lovynska (2021)
A, H, m D, cMm M, m°ra™ H, m D, cm M, m*ra™
years H, m D, cm M, m*-ha* H, m D, cm M, m*-ha’*
20 6,3 7,9 52 5,4 7,2 41
30 9,7 12,0 111 9,4 11,8 109
40 12,7 16,0 174 13,1 16,2 176
50 15,5 19,7 235 16,2 20,3 228
60 18,1 23,1 288 18,7 24,0 265
70 20,3 26,4 322 20,7 27,3 291
80 22,3 29,5 338 22,3 30,2 308

MopaibHi COCHOBI CEpeHBOBIKOBI Ta MPUCTHUINL JEPEBOCTAHU y CBLKOMY OOpy B yMoOBax
Creny XapakTepU3yIOThCS TOPIBHSHO BUCOKHMM Ioka3sHukoMm BJIII, mopiBHIOIOYM 3 MOTEHLIHHOIO
NPOJYKTUBHICTIO KOpiHHUX JepeBocTaHiB 3a [.B. Typkesuuem, — 78-88 % (puc. 2).

o 100

%

Q2 87 88 85

I I Il v \ VI VII VI IX

Knacu Bikv

Puc. 2 — ITokaszuuku BJIII mTy4yHUMHU MOJAAJILHUMHU COCHOBHMM JI€PEBOCTAHAMM CBIzKOr0 COCHOBOIO 00py
Fig. 2 — The use of the forest site capacity by artificial modal pine stands in fresh pure site condition

Haiinnxunm nokaznukom BJIIT xapakTepusyroThbest JepeBOCTaHH MEPIIOTO Ta JPYroro KiaciB
BiKy (41-61 %). ¥V cepennbomy B ymoBax IIpunonernpkoro CTemy COCHOBI JI€pEBOCTaHU CBIKOIO
60py (A2) BUKOPUCTOBYIOThH JIICOPOCIMHHHMM IMOTEHIlIAT JIICOBUX 3eMeNb Ha 74 %, mo € memnio
MEHIIIMM, TTOPiBHIOIOYH 3 TaHuMu HaykoBiiB YkpHJIIJIT'A (Tkach et al. 2018).

BucnoBku. JlocnimkyBani MoaanbHi cocHsiku I[lpumonernskoro Cremy B ymMoOBaxX CBIKOTO
COCHOBOTO 0Opy pOCTyTh mepeBaxHO 3a Il kiiacom OOHITETY Ta BiJI3HAYAIOTHCS JOBOJII BHCOKOKO
MIPOJYKTUBHICTIO, BPaXOBYIOUM HECTIPUSATIMBI JICOPOCTUHHI yMOBH. [Ipo 1ie cBinuuTh ixHiM 3anac,
akuit 'y 90-piuHoMy Bili cTaHOBUTH Onu3bko 330 m>ra’, Ta MOPIBHSHO BHUCOKUM IOKA3HUK
BUKOPHUCTAHHS JICOPOCIMHHOIO MOTEHIIany 3eMenb — y cepeanboMy 74 %. KinbkicHa CTHUIIIICTD
IITYYHUX COCHOBHX JiepeBocTaHiB [Ipunonernskoro Creny Hactae y Billi 60 pokiB.

Po3po6nieni perioHanbHi TaOnMIl XOAYy pOCTY O0’€KTHBHO XapaKTepU3YIOTh JHWHAMIKY,
BPaxOBYIOTh PErioHaNbHI 0COOIUBOCTI POCTY i (hOpMyBaHHS MOJAIBHUX COCHOBUX JIE€PEBOCTaHIB
[Ipunonenpkoro Creny Ta MOXYTb OyTH OCHOBOIO ISl PO3B’S3aHHS HAYKOBUX 1 BHUPOOHHYMX
JIICIBHUYHUX 3aBJaHb.
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GROWTH DYNAMICS OF ARTIFICIAL MODAL PINE FOREST STANDS IN PRYDONETSKYI STEPPE
AND USE OF FOREST SITE CAPACITY

! Lyman Forest State Enterprise

Ukrainian Research Institute of Forestry and Forest Melioration named after G. M. Vysotsky

Stand mensuration characteristics of pine stands in basic forest enterprises in Prydonetsky Steppe were analysed.
Mathematical models of growth were given and growth tables of artificial modal pine stands in fresh poor forest site
condition at the Prydonetskyi Steppe were compiled. The Mitscherlich function was used as a basis for establishing the
dynamics of height and growing stock, which is widely used for modelling the growth processes in forest stands.
Growth in height does not go beyond one site class of the general site rating scale, although at a younger age pine stands
tend to slow growth. It has been found that the quantitative maturity of artificial modal pine stands of the 1l site class
occurs at the age of 60 years. The value of the use of forest site capacity of forest lands was determined. For modal
indigenous pine stands in the Steppe conditions the value varied between 41-88%. It was the smallest in young forest
stands, and the highest in middle-aged ones.

Key words: stand mensuration characteristics, Pinus sylvestris L., mathematical models, growth tables, forest
stand productivity.
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