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MONITORING OF FORESTS IN THE CHERNOBYL NPP EXCLUSION

ZONE

S.V. ZIBTSEV, V.G. GAVRILEY, A.V. BUDNIK, S.V. PANIMATCHENKO,

V.P. PROTSENKO, M.M. PETRENKO

The results of monitoring of forests in the Chornobyl exclusion zone based on

index defoliation crowns are presented. The results of study show that the crown

condition of forests in the exclusion zone determined by the influence of the

complex of environmental, forestry and stand level factors, including age, fertile

level of forest soils, species composition. The greatest level of damage of forests in

the zone is characterized European oak and Aspen. In the paper an analysis

causes degradation of forests in the exclusion zone done.
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