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V uepsHi — BepecHi 2023 p. Ha 96 mpoOHUX mromax obcTexeHo 2250 mepes poxy Ulmus y sicoBux cMmyrax y3moBxK
aBToMoOipHOTO TLIAIXy M 03, sxwii mpoxoauTh Tepuropieto KuiBcekoi, [TonmTaBchkoi Ta XapkiBChkoi oOmacTew.
Ipencrapuunreo U. glabra smenmryBanocst Bim Kuiscbkoi mo XapkiBcbkoi oGmacteit. U. laevis HaiibGinbmow Miporo
npencrasinennii y [TonraBebkiii obmacti, a U. pumila — y Xapkiscbkiit. OCHOBHIMHM YMHHHKAMH OCJAOJICHHS B’SI3iB
Oynu Gaktepio3 (y cepeaHboMy 3a npodHumH romamu 10,6—13,4 % nepes) i royuanaceka xBopoba (4-10,2 % nepes),
MEHIIIOI0 MipOI0 — OKOpeHKOBI rHmii (2,5-4,5 % nepeB). Y Mexax JOCTYITHOT UIs OTJISAY BUCOTH CTOBOYPIB IOCETIEHHS
kopoinis BuseieHo Ha 4,5-9,9 % nepeB. YacTka ypakeHHUX JIepeB 3ajekaja BiJl BUAY B’s3a Ta pO3TAIlyBaHHSI
¢bparmenrta Hacamkenb. Haiibinpin ypasnusum BusiBusest U. pumila, crocoBHo sikoro BusHaueHo 47,2; 32 1 33 % nepes
i3 HasBHICTIO BCIX THINIB ypaxkeHb y (parMeHTax Haca/pkeHHs B Mexax KuiBcbkoi, [lonraBchkoi Ta XapkiBchbKol
o0JacTeil BiAMOBIIHO, 30KpeMa Ypa)KeHO roJUIaHIChKO xBopoboro 11,3; 10,7 1 9,3 % BiamoBiaHo. Yrepiie B perioHi
JIOCII/PKEHHST MOJICKYJIIPHUMH METOJIaMH IMiATBEpKeHO HasiBHICTh Bumy Ophiostoma novo-ulmi subsp. americana ta
fioro arpecuBHoro riopuga Ophiostoma novo-ulmi subsp. americana x novo-ulmi — 30yAHUKIB rOJIaHACKKOI XBOPOOU
B’s13iB. bakTepio3 ycix BuIiB B’s3iB OyB HaWOUIBIIOW MipOIO MOIMIUPEHUH y pparMeHTi HacamKeHb y Mexax KuiBcpkoi
00xacTi, HARMEHIIIO0 — ¥ MeXax XapKiBChKOI 00JacTi.

KnwodgoBi caoBa: B’a3, 0akTepios, TOIDIaHICHKAa XBOpPOOa B’s13iB, KOPOiTH, OKOPEHKOBI THHUIII.

Beryn. YV micoBoMy ¢oHal, miAnopsakoBaHoMy Jlep:kaBHOMY areHTCTBY JIICOBHX pecypciB
VYkpainu, Haca/pkeHHS B’s130Bi craHOBisATh Menmie Hix 0,1 % (Zakharchuk 2014, General
characteristic of Ukrainian forests 2022). Boamnouac pocmuau poay Ulmus mupoko
BUKOPHCTOBYIOTh Y 3aXHCHOMY JIICOPO3BE/ICHHI Ta B O3€JICHEHHI B 0araThOX perioHax, 3BaKaroyH
Ha CTIMKICTb IIMX POCIMH J0 Jii 0araTb0X HECHPHUATIUBUX YNHHHUKIB HABKOJIMIIHBOTO CEpEelOBUILA
(Collin & Bozzano 2015, Matuszkiewicz 2015, Thomas et al. 2018), a TakoXX CIPOMOKHICTh
MIPUCKOPEHHS IUKIIB a30Ty Ta hocdopy B ekocucremax (Matuszkiewicz 2015).

[Tounnaroun 3 1960-x pp. B’s130B1 HAcCaKEHHsI 0araThOX PETiOHIB OyJM 3HAYHOIO MIPOIO
ypaXkeHi ToJUIaHIChKOI0 XBopoboro (30ymuuk Ophiostoma ulmi, misuime — Ophiostoma novo-ulmi)
(Brasier 1991, Menkis et al. 2016, Jiirisoo et al. 2019). Ile 0OMexHI0 iHTEpEC A0 BUPOIIYBaHHS
B’5131B, HE3BAXKAIOUM HA BEJUKY EKOJIOTIYHY I[IHHICTh LMX pPOCIuH. BojaHouac, 3Bakaiouu Ha
MOTIPIIEHHS CTaHy 0aratboxX JEpeBHUX MOPIA Yy 3B’SI3KYy 31 3MIHOIO KIIMary Ta 30UIbLIEHHSIM
aHTpoOIIOreHHoro HaBaHTaxkeHHs (Brown et al. 2018, Davydenko et al. 2019, Enderle et al. 2019,
Gagen et al. 2019), nocnipkeHHS 0COOIMBOCTEN MOLIMPEHHS W PO3BUTKY IIKIIJIUBUX OPraHi3MiB,
II0 YPaXYIOTh YH MOIIKODKYIOTH pociauHu p. UIMUS, 3anmuiiaeTbes akTyaabHAM.

Vueni YkpaiHu TpUAUIAIOTH YBary BHSIBJIECHHIO O10JIOTIYHHUX OCOOJIMBOCTEH OKpPEMHUX BHUJIIB
B’s3iB y 3aximHomy micocremy (Skolskyi 2018), ITpaBoOepexxHomy micoctemy (Maslovata et al.
2016), Kuiscekomy Ilomicel (Yavny & Puzrina 2018, Puzrina & Yavny 2020). ¥V JliBo6epexHoMy
cremy Ta creny (CymMmcbka, XapkiBchka Ta JloHenbka 001acTi) BU3HAYEHO OCOOIMBOCTI MOIIUPEHHS
4oTUphOX BUAIB poay Ulmus 3a tumamu micopocnuuaux ymoB (Meshkova et al. 2022). Anami3
nyOJTiKaIlii CBiTYUTh, IO MOMIMPEHICTh BUIIB poxy UIMUS 3MiHIOETBCS 3 JOBrOTOM0, OCKIUIBKH iXHi
BUMOTH JI0 €KOJIOTIYHUX YMOB PI3HATbCA. MU NPUIYCTHIIH, 110 CIPUHHATIMBICTD LIUX BUJIB B’A31B
70 ypakKeHHsI NMEeBHUMM 30yIHUKAMH XBOpPOO 1 MOILIKOMKEHHS KOMaxaMu TaKOXK 3aJIe)KUTh BiJ
reorpadiuHOro MoJI0KEHHS Haca/pKeHb. Y 3B’S3Ky 13 UM OYIJO 3al104aTKOBAHO HAIlll JOCHIKEHHS
B JIICOBIH 3aXMCHIM cMy31 B3JI0BX aBTOTpacu Bia Kuesa g0 XapkoBa, ie IIMPOKO MPeJICTaBICH] TPU
Buau poay UImus i pisHOMaHITHI THIH ypasKeHHS Ta MOIIKO/HKSHHS IIHX JICPEB.

Memoto Oocniddceny Oya0 OIIHUTH YPaXeHICTh pisHUX BuAiB poay Ulmus 30yaHukamu
0akTepio3y, rojUIaHACHbKOI XBOPOOM, T'HMJIEH 1 3aceleHICTh KOpoilaMu Ha pi3HUX (parmMeHTax
LUIIXOBUX CMYT y3/10BXk Tpacu KuiB — Xapkis.
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Marepianu i meroau. JlociipkeHHS NMpPOBENEHO B uepBHI — BepecHi 2023 p. Ha AUISHIN
KwuiB — XapkiB aBTOMOOUIBHOTO TWIAXy M 03  MIDKHApPOJHOTO 3HAYCHHS, SIKUH IPOXOIHTH
teputopiero KuiBcpkoi, [lonTaBchkoi Ta XapkiBcbkoi oOjacTeil 1 € 4aCTHHOIO €BPOIEHCHKOTO
aBromobinbHOro Mapmpyty E 40. T'eorpadiuna nmoBrora Haizaxigaimoro mnyHKTY (bepesanp)
cranoButTh 31.3825°, maiicximnimoro (HoBuii Koporwu) — 36.0486°. I'eorpadiuna mmpora mae
Byxumii miama3oH: Big 50.2965° (bepesanp) no 49.5882° (Hosa [ukanbka) (puc. 1).
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Puc. 1 — Po3mimeHHss Npo0HUX IUIOLI Y 3aXMCHUX CMYrax Ha aBToMo0iabHOMY muasixy Kuie — Xapkis

Fig. 1 — Location of the sample plots in protective forest belts on the Kyiv — Kharkiv highway

JlicoBi cmyru 3 000X OOKIB 0OOCTEXEHOI YacTWHU Tpacu TPEACTaBICHI JepeBaMU POJIiB
Fraxinus, Ulmus, Acer. Hariri npo06Hi mJIo1ii 3aKiIaeHo Ha TiISHKaX, JIe epeBaKaroTh IepeBa poay
Ulmus — U. glabra Huds. (8’513 ripcekwii, ronuii, abo mopcrtkuii), U. laevis Pall. (B’s13 rinaneHbkuid)
ta U. pumila L. (au3bKuii, a60 apionomucrwii) (tadi. 1).

Tabnuya 1

KinbkicTh MpoOHUX IUI0LI TA 00CTEKEHUX JepeB okpeMux BuaiB poay Ulmus na ¢gparmenrax
aBTOMOOiNbHOro IUIsXy Kni — XapkiB y Meskax okpeMux agMiHicTpaTHBHMX o0jacTei

Table 1
The number of the sample plots and inspected trees of individual Ulmus species
at the fragments of the Kyiv — Kharkiv highway within the administrative regions
®parMeHT Haca KEHHS KinbkicTh 00CTEKEHHX JIepeB, ek3. / %
(aamiHicTpaTHBHA KinbkicTs mpoGHHX Number of inspected trees, specimens / %
00J1aCTh) TUTOLL] P
Stand fragment Number of sample plots | U. glabra U. laevis U. pumila 'Iflgt(z)alr

(Administrative region)
Kuiscoia 17 116/30,1 | 164/42,5 | 106/27,4 386 /100
Kyiv region
Ionrascpka 55 346/26,7 | 651/50,2 | 300/23,1 | 1297/100
Poltava region
XapKiscoia 24 22/3,9 | 233/41,1 | 312/55,0 567 / 100
Kharkiv region
yei npodui mioyi 96 4841215 | 1048/46,6 | 718/319 | 2250/100
All sample plots

3aranom 3akiazeHo 96 mMpoOHUX TUIOII, Ha KOXKHIN 13 SIKHX OI[IHEHO BHUJIOBY HAJIEKHICTH HE
menme 25 gepe poay Ulmus ta BusHaueno ixHiii miamerp Ha Bucoti 1,3 M. Kareropiro
caHiTapHOro CcTaHy, jAedomallio, a TakKoX Cchenudiuai CUMOTOMH Ta O3HAKU OI[IHIOBAJIN
2—6 yepBHs, 31 nunHa — 4 cepnHs Ta 16—-18 Bepecus 2023 p., mo Jajo 3MOTY JAiarHOCTYBaTH
MIPUYMHH OCTIA0JICHHS IEPEB.

OpepxaHi JaHi TiJ 4yac aHami3y YMOBHO pPO3MOIUIMIM HA TPH YAaCTHHHM BIJIIMOBIAHO JO
3HaXO/DKeHHS (parMeHTa Haca/pkeHb y Mexkax KwuiBcbkoi, [lonaTaBcekoi um  XapkiBChbKOi
aJIMIHICTPAaTUBHHUX OOJIaCTeM, SIKi pO3TalIOBaHi y HaPSMKY Bijl 3axoay Ha cxia (auB. puc. 1). Came
B LIbOMY HalpsSIMKy 3MIHIOBaBCS BUJIOBH CKJIaJ] B’SI31B Y JIICOBUX CMYTax.
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Kareropito caniTapHOTO CTaHy JepeB B’s31B OIIHIOBAIH 3TiHO 13 «CaHITapHUMHU MpaBUIAMU
Bicax Ykpainuw» (Sanitary Forests Regulations in Ukraine 2016), a nedomiamiro, 4actoTy
BUSIBJICHHS CYXHMX TUIOK, BOJSHUX IIaroHiB, HAasBHICTh OKOPEHKOBMX THWIEH 1 TIOCElIeHb
CTOBOYPOBUX KOMax — 3TiJJHO 3 «MEeTOMYHNMHU BKa3iBKaMH 3 HarJsiLy, OOJiKy Ta POTHO3yBaHHS
MOIIMPEHHS IIKITHUKIB 1 XBOPOO JIiCy /A7 piBHUHHOI yacTHH YKpainn» (Meshkova 2020).

['ommanackky XBOpoOy B’sI3iB AIarHOCTYBAIM 3a CHEIU(IYHUMHU CUMITOMAMH — B’ SHEHHSM
1 CKpydyBaHHSIM JIMCTKIB, sKi Ha TICBHUU 4Yac 3aJMIIAIOTHCS Ha JEpEeBl HaBiTh 0e€3 3MiHU
3abapBieHHs (puc. 2—3), MOCTYIOBUM BIJIMUPAHHIM TOHKHX, a TTOTIM TOBCTUX TUIOK, HasIBHICTIO HA
MOB3/I0BXKHBOMY YH KOCOMY 3pi3i TUIKM TEMHO-KOPUYHEBUX CMYKOK — 3aKyIMOPEHUX CyIUH, a Ha
MOTIEPEYHOMY — KIJIBI[S 3 OKpEMHUX Kparok. Ha cuiibHO ypakeHUX JepeBax y XoJlax 3a00JIOHHHKIB
BUSIBJSUIM KOpeMii 3 BEJIMKOIO KimbKicTiO KoHimid (Menkis et al. 2016). [Insg minTBeppkeHHS
roJUIaHAChKOI XBOpoOM B’s3iB, imeHTH(iKamii 30yHUKA 10 PiBHS BHJY Ta BHUSBIICHHS TiOpHUIIB
maToreHa KyJIbTypd TpuOa BHUIULUIM 13 CHMITOMATHYHUX 3pa3KiB TAroHiB, sKi BigOupamu
paH0Mi30BaHO 13 48 mpoOHUX uTomI (3arajgom i3 82 nepeB). Y mabopaTopii CAMOTOMATHYHI TArOHU
KOPYBaJIM CTEPWIIBHUM CKAJIBIIEIEM /IO TEMHO-KOPUYHEBHUX KUJIEIh y KCriieMi. MalleHbKi IIMaTOYKU
iH(IKOBaHOT NEpPEeBHOI TKAaHMHM BMIIIYBajll Ha CTEpUiIbHUM comomoBuit arap (Malt Extract Agar,
Biolife Italiana) Ta iHKyOyBasm 3a KiMHAaTHOi Temmeparypu mporsrom 7—14 nuiB. Hesenuki
IIMAaTOYKHU MILIETII0 3 KOJIOHIM MEepeHOCHIIM Ha HOB1 YalllKy Ta 1HKYOyBasu npuodau3Ho 14 nHiB 1is
OTPUMAaHHS YHUCTUX KYyJIbTyp. HallexkHICTh 0 BUAY MiATBEP/HKYBAIM 3a JOIMOMOTOI) CBITIIOBOTO
MIKpPOCKOIY Ta MOJICKYJISIpHUMH MeTojnamu 3 reHoMHol JIHK uuctux xkynabTyp i3 BUKOPUCTaHHSIM
cneuu¢piyanx rpubHux mpaiiMepiB ITS PCR ITS1-F rta ITS4, a Takox BumocmenudigHux
npaimMepiB mtsrl (5'-AGTGGTGTACAGGTGAG-3) Ta mtsr2
(5'-CGAGTGGTTAGTACAATCC-'3) mis pospizaenns O. ulmi ta O. novo-ulmi. s BusHaYeHHS
narorera Ophiostoma novo-ulmi Ta ioro migBumiB (riOpHIiB, MyTaHTIB, TOIIO) BUKOPHUCTAHO
Bugocnenudivni npaiimepu st renis coll (SSPP) i cu (CUI i CU2) (Menkis et al. 2016).

7 ‘ !

Puc. 2 — JIucrsa U. pumila na noyatky po3BUTKY Puc. 3 — Kpona U
roJiIaHAchbKoi xpopoou (uepBennb 2023 p.) roJIJIaHACHhKOI0 XBOP0001o (stuneHb 2023 p.)
Fig. 2 — Foliage of U. pumila at the beginning of Dutch Fig. 3 -Crown of U. pumila after total damage by
elm disease development (June 2023) Dutch elm disease (July 2023)

bakTepio3 miarHOCTyBanu 3a HAsSBHICTIO CBIKOTO a00 MiACOXJIOT0 €KCyAaTy Ha KOpi, 3MIHOIO
BHACIIIJIOK LbOTO 3a0apBiCHHS IUISHOK KopH (puc. 4). 3a JaHMMM aHaizy 3pa3kiB B IHCTHTYTI
MikpoOiozorii Ta Bipyconorii HamioHanpHoi akagemii Hayk YKpaiHu 30yJHHKA BU3HAYEHO SIK
Lelliottia nimipressuralis (Carter, 1945).

[TocenenHss KOpOimiB pEECTpyBaIM 3a HASABHICTIO JHOTHUX OTBOPIB y HIDKHIA dYacTHHI
CTOBOYpIB, a Ha MEPTBHUX JepeBax — 3a XapaKTePHUMH XOJaMH, SIKi BUSBIUIM IICIs 3HATTS
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¢dparmenTa kopu. BogHOYac TaKUM YHMHOM MOKIHMBO OyJo iIeHTHU(IKYBATH JIUIIE CTPYMEHHUCTOTO
3aboionnuka Scolytus multistriatus (Marsham, 1802) (puc. 5), sikuii 3acensie B’SI3W B HUKHIN
yacTUHI cTOoBOypa. IloceleHHs 1HIIMX BHJIIB KOPOIAIB MOXUIMBO OYyJIO 1IeHTH(DIKYBAaTH JIMILIE Ha
3pyOaHMX MOJIETBHUX JAepeBax ad0 OMOCEepPeaKOBAHO — 3a BCUXAHHSAM BEpXHIX T'UTok. J[o aHamizy,
HABEJICHOT'O B 1[Il CTATTi, 3apax0OBaHO JIUIIIE JaHi OOJIIKIB y HUKHIX YaCTUHAX CTOBOYPIB.
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excyaaty 3 gepesa U. pumila, Puc. 5 - Xoau 3a00J10HHMKA cTpyMeHucToro Scolytus
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Puc. 4 — Buaiinenu

Ypa:xKeHOro 6aKkrepiozom multistriatus (Marsham, 1802) ua xepeBi, 1o 3arunyJio
Fig. 4 — Exudation from U. pumila tree infected with BiJI roJuTaHACHKOI XBOPOOH B’sA3iB
bacterial disease Fig. 5 — Galleries of Scolytus multistriatus (Marsham,

1802) on the tree that died from Dutch elm disease

[omupeHicTh KO)KHOTO YNHHUKA YPAXKCHHS Y MOIIKO/DKEHHS BU3HAYAIH SIK YaCTKY JIEpeB i3
XapaKTepHUMHM CUMITOMAMH 4YM O3HaKaMM BiJl 3arajbHOI KIIbKOCTI OOCTEXKEHUX JIepeB NEBHOI'O
BUIY B’s13a Y parMeHTi HacaPKEHHsI, 0 PO3TAIIOBAHUH Y BIAMOBIAHIN aAMiHICTPAaTUBHII 00JacCTi.
3HaYyIIICTh PI3HUIL MOLIMPEHHS THX YW IHIIMX HPUYMH OCJIA0JIEHHS OKpeMHX BHJIB B’A31B
y pi3HUX (pparMeHTax Haca/KeHb OIIHIOBATH 3a KpUTepieM Z. Pi3HUIO TMOKa3HWKIB BBaKAIU
3Hauymorw npu P = 0,05, skuio Mmoayns Z nepesuiiyBas 1,96 (Atramentova & Utevskaya 2008).

Pe3yabTaTn Ta 00roBopenHsi. Sk cBimuarh gaHi (Tabn. 1), MpeICTaBHUIITBO OKPEMHUX BH/IIB
pony Ulmus 3wminroBamocs B Mipy mpocyBaHHs Biax 3axoay Ha cxig: Yactka U. glabra
3MmeHmyBanacsi Bijx KuiBchkoi mo XapkiBchkoi obOmnacreid, wactka U. laevis Oyna HaiOiIbIIOO
y [onrtaBekkiit obnacti, a yactka U. pumila — y XapkiBcbkiii.

Ha Bcix ¢parmenTax Haca/pKeHHS BHSBIISUIA JIepeBa, YpakKeHiI OaKTepio30M, TOJUTaHACHKOIO
XBOPOOOIO Ta OKOPEHKOBUMH THUIIIMHU (Ta0u1. 2). BogHOUac 4acTKu ypaskeHUX JEpeB 3aJIeKalu BiJl
BUJIy B’si3a Ta reorpadivHOro moyoeHHs npooHux ol (puc. 6-9).

[Mocenenns xopoiniB He Oyn0 BHUsBICHO Juine Ha nepeBax U. glabra y dparmenTi HacamkeHb
Ha Teputopii XapkiBcbkoi oOmacti (auB. Tabm. 2), 10 TNOB’S3aHO SK 13 HEBEJIUKUM
npeacrasauirrBoM U. glabra y neomy dparmenTti nHacamkenus (auB. Ta0ur. 1), Tak i 3 MOKIIMBICTIO
OIUIJaHHS JIMIIE HUKHbOT YACTUHU CTOBOYpA.

[IpoBeneHi nmociiKeHHsI CBimyYaTh, MO B OOCTEKEHOMY HacaPKeHHI B Mexax KwuiBchkoi
obnacti 6akTepio3 HaiibinbIIO Miporo momupenuii cepex U. glabra (22,4 %) (ta6m. 2). Ypaxeni
oaktepiozom aepesa U. glabra ta U. laevis y dparmenti nHacamkens y Mexax KuiBcbkoi obmacti
craHoBuin moHa 50 % Bix ycix ypakeHuX i momrkopkeHux aepes (puc.6). s U. glabra takox
XapakTepHe 3HauHEe MOLIMPEHHS OKOpEHKOBUX THuied (moHan 12 %) 1 1oBoJii Malie HMOLIMPEHHS
rOJUIaHCbKOT XBOPOOH Ta moceneHb Kopoini. Boanouac aepesa U. pumila B HacampkeHHi y Mexax
KwuiBcbkoi o0nacTi Oyiau OJHAKOBOK MIPOIO ypakeHiI OakTepio3oM 1 3acesieHi KOpoimxam, Jemio
MEHIIIOI MIpOK0 — ypaXkeHi royutasHachkor xBopoboro. [epesa U. laevis y mpomy ¢dparmenti
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Haca/DKEHHS JyXKe 3pifka Oynu ypakeHi ToJuiaHAChKor xBopoOoro (1,8 %), a 3aranpHa dacTka
JIEPEB 13 MOIIKOKCHHIMH Ta YpaKCHHSIMHU cTaHoBwWIIa jumie 21,3 %.
Tabauys 2
HommupeHicTh 0CHOBHHX YHHHHUKIB ypasKeHHA B’SA3iB HA MPOOHUX MJIOLIAX
Table 2
Incidence of the main causes of Ulmus species damage in the sample plots

[MoumpeHicTs YMHHUKIB Ypa)KeHHS YH MOIIKOHKEHHS B S31B,
®parMeHT HaCaA)KEHHS
( . % =+ crann. moxubka
aﬂM;%f:f::)HBHa Bun B’s13a Incidence of causes of elm damage, % =+ Stand. error
Stand fragment Ulmus species Bakrepios Fo;:;sgggzka Kopoin OK(;IP)I (:JIII;OBa
(Administrative region) Bacteriosis Dutch elm disease Bark beetle Butt rot
Kuiseria odnact, U.glabra | 22,4+387a 17+1721a 2,6 +1,47a 12,1+ 3,02a
Kyiv region
Kuipceka o0nacts U.laevis | 11,0+2,44b 1,8 +1,05a 6,7 +1,95a 1,8 +1,05b
Kyiv region
KuiBcbka o6nacts U. pumila 17,0 + 3,65b 11.3+3,08b 17,0 + 3,65 1,9+ 1.32b
Kyiv region b
Hoxrascyka obracts U.glabra | 11,0+ 1,68c 7.8 +1,44c 5,5+ 1,22¢ 2,6 + 0,86
Poltava region
lonmasceka obnacs U.laevis | 11,4+ 1,24c 4,9 +0,85¢ 8,3+ 1,08¢ 2,5+ 0,61b
Poltava region
Hoxrascrka obracts U.pumila | 9,3+1,68¢ 10,7 +1,78d 8,7 + 1,62¢ 3,3 +1,04b
Poltava region
Xapxiscrka obnacTs U.glabra | 4,5+ 4,44d 4,5 + 4,44e 0,0 + 0,00¢ 4,5 + 4,44b
Kharkiv region
XapKipcpKa 0071acTs U.laevis | 8,2+1,79d 30+1,12 5,6+ 1,50c 3,0+1,12b
Kharkiv region
XamecL.Ka 06:]'IaCTI> U. pumila 12,2 + 1,85d 9,3 + 1,64f 8,7 +1,59¢ 2,9+0,95b
Kharkiv region
Vi npodHi mow U.glabra | 134=155¢ |  6,2+1,10g 45+095d | 50+099c
All sample plots
Vi npodHi mow U.laevis | 106+095¢ | 4,006l 74+08le | 25+0.48d
All sample plots
Yei npobui mom U.pumila |117+120e | 102+113h | 99+11le | 29+0,63cd
All sample plots
VYei mpo6Hi ot Vei Ulmus sp.
All sample plots All Ulmus sp. 11,6 £ 0,67 6,4 £0,52 7,6 +0,56 48+0,45

HpuMimKa. V Mexax KOKHOTO CTOBITUHMKA IIOKa3HHKH, IO3Ha4YeH1 OJHaKOBUMH J'IiTepaMI/I, HC MAKOTh 3HAYYIIHUX
pizauLs 1pu 95%-My piBHI 3HAUYIIOCTI.
Note. Means followed by different letters in each column are significantly different at the 95% confidence level.

YacTku 1epeB, YpaXeHHX TOJUIAHICHKOIO XBOpPOOOIO Ta 3acelieHUX KOpPOiIoM, cepen ycixX
ypaxkeHHx nepeB 3MmeHinyBanucs Bix U. pumila mo U. glabra, tomi sik yacTku aepeB, ypaKeHHX
0aKkTepio30M Ta OKOPEHKOBUMH THUJISIMH, 301TBIIYBAIHCS Y IIbOMY HANPSMKY (IUB. puc. 6).

VY ¢parmeHTi HacaJUKeHHs1 B Mexax IloaTraBcbkoi o0macTi 3a 3arajibHOI0 YacTKOI ypajkeHUX
nepeB mnepeBakaB U.pumila, Tomi sk pemrTa BuAIB B’sA3a 3a UM TOKa3HUKOM Oy JIyXe
Oomm3pkuMu (B, Tabm. 2). U. pumila 0yB maibke 0OJHAKOBOIO MipOI0 YpakKeHHH OakTepio3om
1 TOJUTAaHICHKOI0 XBOPOOOIO Ta JICHIO MEHIIE — 3acelieHnid Kopoizamu. YacTku nepeB TphOX BUIIB
B’s131B, ypaKeHUX OakTepio3oM, Oynu mayxe Onu3pkumu i craHoBWiM Big 9,3 % neper U. pumila mo
11,4 % nepes U. laevis. IMommmpeHicTh ro/utanachbkoi XBopoou 3meHmyBantacsa y psai U. Pumila —
U.glabra — U.laevis. OxopeHkoBi THWII OyliM TOWIMPEHI  HE3HAYHOK  MipOIO
(2,5-3,3 % nepeB) B ycix BUIIB B S3iB.
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Obakrepios @Il omranaceka xBopoda DB Kopoin BI'Huib

Puc. 6 — Po3noain aepeB B’s13iB y YacTHHI Haca KeHHSI
B KniBchKkiii 06J1acTi 32 YMHHUKAMH YPasKeHHS YH NOIIKO/KECHHS
Fig. 6 — Distribution of elm trees by damage types in the part of forest shelter belt in Kyiv region
(bacteriosis, Dutch elm disease, bark beetle, butt rot)

OneprkaHi AaHl CTOCOBHO HAMOUIBIIOTO MONTUPEHHS TOUIAHICHKOT XBOpOOH B’sI31B HA JiepeBax
U. pumila cynepedaTh BHCHOBKaM ITaJiiiCbKUX aBTOPIiB CTOCOBHO OUIBINOI CTIHKOCTI BHIY JO
ypaxeHHs 1iero xBopoboro (Collin & Bozzano 2015, Santini & Faccoli 2015).

VY ¢dparmenti nHacamkenus U. glabra ta U. laevis y mexax [TonTaBchkoi 00JacTi MPUYHHOO
nonan 40 % ypaxkeHux gepeB € Oakrepio3 i 6mu3bko 10 % — oxopenkoBi rHuii (puc.7). YacTka
JIepEB, YPAKCHHUX TOJIAHICHKOI XBOPO0OI0, BiJl YCiX ypakeHUX JepeB € Hanbubmor y U. glabra,
a 3aceneHux kopoizom —y U. laevis.

U.pumila

U.laevis

Bunu B's13a

U.glabra

0% 50% 100%
Yacrka nepes, %

Obakrepioz BTlomtanaceka xBopoda DO Kopoin BTuuib

Puc. 7 — Po3noain nepes B’A3iB y 4aCTHHI HacAuKeHHS
B [loaTaBchkiii 00/1acTi 32 YUHHUKAMHU YPAsKeHHS YH MOIIKOIKEHHS
Fig. 7 — Distribution of elm trees by damage types in the part of forest shelter belt in Poltava region
(bacteriosis, Dutch elm disease, bark beetle, butt rot)

VY ¢parmeHTi HacaJKEeHHS B MeXax XapKiBCbKOI 00JacTi 3a 3arajbHOI YaCTKOHI ypa)keHUX
JepeB Takoxk, sk 1 y [lonTaBcekiit obmacti, nepeBakaB U. pumila (qus. tabn. 2). Jns U. pumila
MOIIMPEHICTh 0akTepio3y, TOJUTAHJCHKOI XBOpPOOW Ta IOCEJIeHb KOpOiAiB Oyiau HaMBHIIUMH,
MOpiBHIOKOYH 3 iHIIMMHU Buaamu B’s3iB. Bux U. glabra mas maiimenmny gactky ypakeHUX JIepeB,
10 TOB’si3aHE 3 HANMEHIIMM MpPeICTAaBHULTBOM LbOTO BHIY B’s3a y (parMeHTI HacaKeHHS
B MeXax XapkiBcbkoi o6Onacti (nuB. Tab6n. 2). KigbkicTh JepeB LbOI0 BHIY, YpaXKeHHX
0aKkTepio3oM, TOJJIaHJCHKOI XBOPOOOIO Ta THWISAMH, € OAHaKoBowO (puc. 7). IIpencraBHULITBO
U. laevis y ubomy ¢parmenTi HacapkeHHs Oyno Maibke y 10 pasiB Oinmemmm, Hik U. glabra (nus
Tab1. 1), aje MoMUpEeHHs ypaXKeHUX JepeB 0yio 3Ha4HO MeHIM, Hixk U. pumila (muB. tabm. 2).
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< U.pumila N
&
a U.laevis R | | | | | | | foetetietens)
=
A U.glabra
0% 50% 100%

Yactka aepes, %

Obakrepioz BT omnanaceka xBopoda DB Kopoin BT Humb

Puc. 8 — Po3nonia aepes B’s13iB y YacTHHI HaCaT:KeHHS
B XapkiBchbKill 00/1acTi 32 YHHHNKAMHU ypaKeHHs UM NOIIKOAKeHHS
Fig. 8 — Distribution of elm trees by damage types in the part of forest shelter belt in Kharkiv region
(bacteriosis, Dutch elm disease, bark beetle, butt rot)

VY 3aranpHili BHOIpHI J€peB B OOCTEXKEHUWX HACAPKEHHSIX Cepell YMHHHKIB YpaKEHHS BCIiX
BuaiB poay Ulmus mepeBaxas Gaktepio3 (tabn. 2, puc.9). Cepen mepes U. glabra ta U. laevis
TOJUTaHACHKY XBOpPOOY BUSIBISUIM Maibke BJBIYl piamie, Tomi sK ypaxkeHicTh jaepe U. pumila
0aKkTepio3oM 1 TOJUIAHACHKOI XBOpoOoro Oyna ayxe ONM3bKOIO 1 HeHabarato mnepeBuIllyBajia
3acelNieHiCTh Kopoinamu (auB. Tabi. 2). Ha rawni npunangano 5 % ypaxenux nepes U. glabra, 2,9 %
U. pumila ta 2,5 % U. laevis. 3araiom HalOLIbIIy YacTKy YpaK€HHX JEpPEB BH3HAYEHO CTOCOBHO
U. pumila, a naiimenmy — crocoBro U. laevis.

U.pumila

U.laevis

Bunu B's13a

U.glabra

0% 50% 100%
Yacrtka aepes, %

Obakrepioz @Il omranaceka xBopoda DO Kopoin BTuuib

Puc. 9 — Po3noaia aepes B’si3iB 32 YNHHMKAMH ypaKeHHS UM NOIIKOAKeHHS Ha BCiX MPOOHHUX Miomax
Fig. 9— Distribution of elm trees by damage types in all sample plots
(bacteriosis, Dutch elm disease, bark beetle, butt rot)

Takum 9MHOM, JiepeBa BCIX MPEACTABICHUX B OOCTEKEHHX Haca/pKeHHsIX BUIIB poxy Ulmus
BUSIBIISUTM O3HAKH ypaskeHHS 0aKTepio30M, TOJIaHICHKOI0 XBOPOOOI0, OKOPEHKOBUMH THUIISIMU.

[3 cuMNTOMATUYHKX TMAroHiB Oyio yCHiIHO BUALIeHO 69 unctux KyiapTyp Ophiostoma spp.
AHaii3 3a I0NOMOT0O0 KUIBKOX MOJEKYISPHHUX MpaiiMepiB MiATBEPAUB, 10 OCHOBHUM 30yTHUKOM
rOJUTaHACHKOT XBOpOOM B’S3iB y JOcChikeHoMy HacampkeHHi € Ophiostoma novo-ulmi Ta ioro
miasuau (tadu. 3). XKoaHoro i30Ty, 1mo Hanexuth 10 Buay O. ulmi, e BusBiieno. O. novo-ulmi e
arpecUBHIIIMM I1aTOT€HOM, OCKUIBKM CIIPOMOXKHHM pPO3BUBAaTHCS 32 HIDKYOI ONTHMAIbHOT
temrepatypu, HiK O. ulmi. Lle poOuTh HOro KOHKYPEHTOCHPOMOXKHHM Y IIMPIIOMY Jiarna3oHi
TeMIIepaTyp HaBKOJIMIIHBOTO cepeioBUIIa i HeOe3neunimmM s B’ 318 (Hessenauer et al. 2020).
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Tabauys 3
KinbkicTs 3pa3skie Ta izonsrie O. novo-ulmi, ogeps:kanux i3 spaskis Ulmus sp. y pparmMenrax HacaakeHb
y3a0B:x Tpacu KuiB — XapkiB y Me:kax okpeMux aaMiHicTpaTUBHUX o0JacTeii
Table 3
The number of samples and isolatei of O. novo-ulmi from individual Ulmus species in the fragments
of the Kyiv — Kharkiv highway within the administrative regions

®parmeHT KinbkicTh fepeB, Ha SKUX MiATBEPIKCHO HASBHICTH
HacaKEHHS Kineskicth Kinei Ophiostoma novo-ulmi subsp., ex3. / %
.. IBKICTH - - .
(ammiHiCTpaTHBHA npoOHUX sonsTis Number of Ophiostoma novo-ulmi subsp. infected
i 0,
Somiet | o aror
(Administrative sample plots/trees Isolates n-u am n-u/am am/n-u
region)
Kuiscoia 8/22 16 15 1 0 0
Kyiv region
Ionrascpka 24/28 24 23 1 0 0
Poltava region
XapKiBebKa 16/32 29 24 3 2 0
Kharkiv region
¥ei mpoGui oy 48/82 69 62 5 2 0
All sample plots

Ipumimxa: n-u — O. novo-ulmi subsp. novo-ulmi; am — O. novo-ulmi subsp. americana; n-u/am — ri6pux Mix
subsp. hovo-ulmi i subsp. americana; am/n-u — ri6pua Mix subsp. americana i subsp. novo-ulmi.

Note: n-u — O. novo-ulmi subsp. novo-ulmi; am — O. novo-ulmi subsp. americana; n-u/am — hybride between
subsp. novo-ulmi and subsp. americana; am/n-u — hybride between subsp. americana and subsp. novo-ulmi.

AHaii3 CBIIYUTH, IO B 3araibHii BHOIPII 3pa3kiB HAWOUIbII MOMIMPEHUM Y IOCIHIIKEHHX
HacapkeHHsax € migsua O. novo-ulmi subsp. novo-ulmi (89,86 % Bin ycix i3omsaTiB). B ycix
(dparMeHTax Haca/pKeHb BUSBIICHO yKpaiHChKi i30T O. NOVo-ulmi subsp. americana, siki MaroTh
aMEepUKAHCHhKE MOXOUKEHHs. I3 HUX 3araioM 5 i301sTiB Hanexarb a0 subsp. americana (7,24 %
ycixX 130J1TiB), a J1Ba 130J5TH iIeHTH(IKOBAHO 5K riOpuau subsp. novo ulmi x americana (2,9 %
BCix mTamiB). JKomHoro ribpuaHoro mramy, ineHTrdikoBaHoro sk subsp. americana x novo-ulmi,
HE BUSIBJICHO (IUB. TA0II. 3).

Harmie mocmifpkeHHsT MiATBEPAWIO HasBHICTH arpecuBHOrO riopuma 30ymauka (Ophiostoma
novo-ulmi subsp. americanaxnovo-ulmi) Brepiie B niBoOepexHiii YKpaiHi, a came y XapKiBChKii
obyacTi Ha MPOOHMX IUJIOLIAX Yy HACa/PKEHHI, /€ BUABJICHO OOMIBa MiABUAM rpuba, a apeanu
iXHBOTO IMONIMPEHHS TIEPEKPUBAIOTHCA.

Ockinsku Ophiostoma novo-ulmi subsp. americana e arpecuHimmM, Hixxk O. novo-ulmi subsp.
novo-ulmi (Hessenauer et al. 2020), MOKJIMBO OYiKyBaTH BijNaJ 3HAYHOI YACTHHU YPAXKCHUX JICPCB
y HaWOmK4l pPOKM, HE3BAKAIOYM HAa TMOPIBHSHO HHU3BKY TMOIIMPEHICTh JAEpPEB, YpPaKEHHUX
rOJUIaHJChKOIO  XBOpoOoro  (Tabm. 2). IlecumicTMUHUI TPOrHO3  MIJICHIIIOE  MPUCYTHICTH
y Haca/DKEHHSX OCHOBHOT'O BEKTOpa rOJUIaHIChKOT XBOopoOu — 3a0onoHHMKa Scolytus multistriatus.

3Baxkarouu Ha HEOJIHAKOBE MPEJCTABHUIITBO BHUJIIB B’SI31B Y Pi3HUX (hparMeHTax 0OCTEKEHOTO
Haca/DKEHHST B OKpeMux myOmikamisx Oyae mpoaHalli30BaHO OCOOTMBOCTI CE30HHOI AMHAMIKU
MMOKA3HUKIB CaHITAPHOTO CTaHy JIEPEB, a TAKOXK YaCTOTY OJJHOYACHOTO YPaKCHHSI JIEPEB PI3HUMHU 3
BUSIBIICHUX YNHHUKIB.

BucnoBku. B o0cTexeHnx JCOBUX CMyTax y3J0BXK aBTONUIAXY KuiB — XapkiB mpeacTaBieHO
tpu Buau poay Ulmus. Tlpencrapaunrso U. glabra 3menmryBanocs Bin KuiBcbkoi 10 XapKiBChbKOi
obnacreit. U. laevis Haiibinbmio Miporo mpencraieHuii y IlonTaBewkiii obmacti, a U. pumila —
y XapkiBcbKid. OCHOBHUMH YHHHHKAMH oOclla0iieHHs B’si3iB Oynu Oaktepio3 (y cepeaHbOMY
3a mpoboHuMU 1wiomamu 10,6-13,4 % nepeB) i romranackka xpopoba (4,0-10,2 % nepeB), MEHIIIOO
MipOI0 — OKOpeHKOBi THu (2,5-4,5 % nepeB). Ynepiue B perioHi JOCTIIKEHHS MOJIEKYJISPHUMU
METOAaMHU MiATBEPKCHO HAsIBHICTh BUAY aMEpPHKaHCHKOro moxospkeHas Ophiostoma novo-ulmi
subsp. americana Ta iioro arpecuBHoro riopuaa Ophiostoma novo-ulmi subsp. americana x novo-
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ulmi — 30ymHUKIB TOJUIAaHACHKOI XBOpPOOM B’s3iB. Y Mekax JOCTYIHOI Ui OIJISAY BHCOTH
cTOBOYpIB MoceneHHs: kopoiniB BusiBieHo Ha 4,5-9,9 % nepes. UacTka ypakeHUX JepeB 3ajexana
BiJl BUy B’si3a Ta po3TallyBaHHs (parMeHTa HacajkeHb. Hailypasnusimum BusiBuBcs U. pumila,
CTOCOBHO SIKOT0 BU3Ha4YeHo 47,2; 32 1 33 % nepeB 13 HasBHICTIO BCIX TUIIIB ypaXXeHb y (parMeHTax
Haca/pKkeHHsT B Mekax KwuiBcbkoi, [lonTaBchkoi Ta XapkiBChKOi oOiacTed BIiAMOBITHO, 30KpeMa
ypaxxeHo roJutanckkoro xBopoboro 11,3; 10,7 19,3 % BianosinHo. bakrepio3 ycix BuaiB B’s131B OyB
HAOIIBIIOI MIpOI0 MOWIMPEHUH y QparMeHTi HacamkeHb y Mexax KwuiBcbkoi o06nacri,
HaWMEHIIIOIO — y MeKax XapKiBChbKOi 00J1acTi.
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PEST AND DISEASE INCIDENCE OF ULMUS SP. IN FOREST SHELTER BELTS ALONG THE KYIV -
KHARKIV HIGHWAY

YUkrainian Research Institute of Forestry and Forest Melioration named after G. M. Vysotsky
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*Sumy National Agrarian University

In June — September 2023, 2,250 trees of the genus Ulmus were examined in 96 test plots in forest belts along the
M 03 highway, passing through the territory of Kyiv, Poltava, and Kharkiv regions. The part of U. glabra decreased
from Kyiv to Kharkiv regions. U. laevis was more represented in Poltava region and U. pumila — in Kharkiv region. The
main factors for the weakening of elms were bacteriosis (on average 10.6-13.4 % of trees) and Dutch elm disease
(4-10.2% of trees), to a lesser extent — butt rot (2.5-4.5 % of trees). Within the observable height of the trunks, bark
beetle exit holes and galleries were found on 4.5-9.9 % of trees. The proportion of damaged trees depended on elm
species and the location of shelter belt fragments. U. pumila was the most affected with 47.2, 32 and 33 % of trees with
the presence of different types of damage in the fragments of shelter belt within the Kyiv, Poltava, and Kharkiv regions,
respectively, are particularly affected by Dutch disease 11.3; 10.7 and 9.3% respectively. For the first time in the study
region, the presence of Ophiostoma novo-ulmi subsp. americana and its aggressive hybrid Ophiostoma novo-ulmi
subsp. americana x novo-ulmi (pathogens of Dutch elm disease) was confirmed by molecular methods. Bacteriosis of
all elm species was most widespread in a fragment of shelter belt within Kyiv region, and least widespread within
Kharkiv region.

Key words: elm, bacteriosis, Dutch elm disease, bark beetles, butt rot.
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