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ANALYSIS OF LINDEN TREE STANDS PRODUCTIVITY OF UKRAINE

O. M. Soshenskyi, O. A. Girs, Dr.hab, V. A. Svynchuk

Using the inventory data base with characteristics of Ukrainian forests was

performed statistical analysis of productivity of the linden stands. The analysis of

taxational forest indexes was conducted on the basis of regulatory reference

materials of linden stands. It was substantiated the necessity of developing standards

for forest mensuration of studied tree species.

Key words: linden forest stands, data base, productivity, site index, stand

density, volume, mean forest mensuration values, forest mensuration normatives.


