
» 2012-2 (31) http://www.nbuv.gov.ua/e-journals/Nd/2012_2/12boi.pdf

1

 504.73.03:630*

 « » 

. ,  ,

:

,

, , 

.

: , , , ,

.

 ( ) ,

, . 

, 

, 

. 

,  i ,

 i i 

 [3, 4, 8]. 

, 

 ( ) .

, 

. , 

, 

http://www.nbuv.gov.ua/e-journals/Nd/2012_2/12boi.pdf


» 2012-2 (31) http://www.nbuv.gov.ua/e-journals/Nd/2012_2/12boi.pdf

2

,   

, , 

[3, 7–9, 11]. , 

, 

 « » ( . , ,

), 

.

. 

 « » (806,6 ),  2006 .,

 ( . , ,

).        – ,   

 [4]. 

 [9,

10] ( . .1).

, 

. 

 ( ):  ( 1); 

 100-200  ( 2)  ( 3).

 [1, 2, 6]. 

 [12]. 

,

.  ( ) 

 1-1,5,  ( ) – 1,51-2,50, 

) – 2,51-3,50, ,  ( V), – 3,51 – 4,50, “ ”

http://www.nbuv.gov.ua/e-journals/Nd/2012_2/12boi.pdf


» 2012-2 (31) http://www.nbuv.gov.ua/e-journals/Nd/2012_2/12boi.pdf

3

(V), – 4,51 – 5,50, “ ” (V ) – 5,51 – 6,50. 

-

 ( ) 

 ( -V), 

. 

.  Va  Vb  V , 

. 

, 

. 

 [5]. , , 

, 

.  (1983).

.   

. 

, ,

, 

, , 

. -

, 

. ,

.

3 ,

 0,6-0,8  200-300 ). 

http://www.nbuv.gov.ua/e-journals/Nd/2012_2/12boi.pdf


» 2012-2 (31) http://www.nbuv.gov.ua/e-journals/Nd/2012_2/12boi.pdf

4

, .

, 

. . -

. 

 1,0  1,5 . ,

. : 

 (35,5%)  (25,5%). 

,  10,5%. 

 –

Deschampsia caespitosa, Festuca pratensis, Poa pratensis, P. triviales, Dactylis

glomerata, Epilobium palustre, Juncus effusum, Ranunculus repens, Rumex

confertus.  

Calthion, Epilobio-Juncetum effuse. 
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, 

,  (Alnus glutinosa (L.)  Gaerth),  

,  (Bétula

verrucósa (L.) – 3-5 , (H  = 10–15 , D  = 15,5 ; N=95 ./ ; I =2,1;

 15-20 ). 

. 

, Vaccinium myrtellus L.,

Pleurozium Schreberi Mitt., Dicranum undulatum Ehrh., Pteridium aquilinum Kuhn.,

Rubus caesius L., Ledum palustre L., Eriophorum vaginatum L. .
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 50-100 

(I =2,4), 

 ( . .  2).

1.  150 

, 
, D, ,

3

40-50 10  14,1 16,0 0,6 77
50-60  15,2 17,5 0,4 105
60-70  18,3 22,4 0,6 150
70-80 10  20,0 25,0 0,5 146

80 10  22,5 27,0 0,5 241

2. 

 100-200  ( 2)  (

, H =  18,5  ,  D  = 22,5 ; N=180 ./ ;  0,6;

=1,9) ( . . 2) , 

.  (  0,6) 

. 

 ( 1,

 0,6, H = 20,5 , D  = 24,5 ; N=200 ./ ; I =1,4), 

,
V V

 %  % %  % %

3 50-100 2,0 15,2 2,0 22 3,4 33,3 3,5 20,5 3,2 9 2,4
2 100-200 2,2 20,5 2,3 40,5 2,8 23 2,4 10,5 3,0 5,5 1,9
1 200-300 1,3 23,5 1,8 41 2,0 22 2,2 9,5 2,8 4 1,4
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STATE OF VEGETATION LANDSCAPE RESERVE LOCAL LEVEL

"HRADIYIVSKYY" UNDER ANTHROPOGENIC IMPACT

Blinkova O.I, Institute of Agroecology and Environmental NAAS, Kyiv

Depending on the intensity of anthropogenic transformation of natural
conditions shows the main features of the degradation of vegetation reserve: change
of floral composition and structure phytocenosis, deterioration of health of tree
stand, xerophytization, the gradual loss of the characteristic features of marsh
vegetation.

Keywords: reserve, phytocenosis, sanitary condition, floristic composition,

drainage.
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