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AnnoTtanms. OcoOBlil HHTEpeC IPEeACTaBIsIeT BOCCTAHOBUTEIbHAS AUHAMHUKA (uTOIe-
HO30B Ha HAYaJbHBIX CTaAUAX UX (hopmupoBaHus. Ilocne npoBeneHus CIIOWHBIX pyOOK 3Ha-
YUTEJIEHO U3MEHSIOTCA SKoJIorudeckue yciaosus. O0cienoBaHme IByX BEIPYOOK Ha MECTE BET-
posana 2017 r. B reuerne tpex JeT (2020—2022 rT.) IO3BOIHIIO ONPESIIUTh HANIPaBICHUE pa3-
BUTHS uTOnIeHO3a. Pinus sylvestris L. ycTynaet B KOHKYPEHITUH JTMCTBEHHBIM ITOPOJ] Ha 00enX
BbIpyOKax, e€ qoieBoe ydacTue coctasisieT MeHee 50 %. Haubonbliee Konn4ecTBo ocodei
Pinus sylvestris L. Ha 00beKTax MCCIEIOBAaHUSI UMCIOT TPEXJICTHNH Bo3pacT: BEIpyOka Ne 1 —
55 % u BeIpyOKa Ne 2 — 47 %. OTMEUCH aKTUBHBIN POCT B BEICOTY COCHBI I MEJIKOJIUCTBEHHBIX
nopoza. Ha BeipyOke Nel oTMmeuaeTcs exerofHoe yBeJlIndeHue NpupoctoB Pinus sylvestris L.,
YTO CBUJICTENBCTBYET O OJAarONMpHATHBIX YCIOBHSAX, OJHAKO Ha BhIpyOke Ne 2 mpupocT 3a
2022 rox ycrymaert npeasiaymemMy Ha 4 cM. HarmodBeHHBIH MOKPOB SIBISIETCS] OTHAM M3 TIIaB-
HBIX 9KOJIOTHUECKHX (PAKTOPOB, 00YCIOBIUBAIOLINX BOCCTAHOBUTENBHYIO IUHAMUKY (huTOIE-
HO30B Ha CIIJIOHOIHBIX B])IpyGKaX. BoccranoButenbHas JAVUHaMMKa KUBOI'0 IMMOKpOBa OLICHUBA-
nack 1o 45 reobotannyeckuM omucanusM. Ha BeipyOkax oO6HapyskeHo 102 Buma COCYIUCTHIX
pacTeHuil, oTHocAIMXCSA K 72 ponaMm, HauOoJiee IpeAcTaBICHHbIE ceMENCTBa: Asteraceae —
12,7 %, Apiaceae — 10,8 %, Poaceae — 8,8 %. 3amMeTHOE NPUCYTCTBUE B PACTHTEIHHOM II0-
KpOBe IpeJICTaBUTENeH ceMelicTBa Poaceae PENATCTBYET yCIEITHOMY BO30OHOBJICHHUIO Pinus
sylvestris L. Jlonst HanOoee mpeacTaBICHHBIX TPaBIHUCTHIX PACTCHUI OT 00IIEero KOMHIecTBa
BUJIOB Ha BBIPYOKax 10 IKOJOTO-LIEHOTUYIECKUM IpYIIIaM: JIyroBble — 45 %, BBICOKOTpaBHBIE —
16 %, nemopanbable — 11 % u MenkoTpaBHbIe — 9 %. OOImee MPOEKTUBHOE MOKPBITUE KHUBOTO
HAIlOYBEHHOI'0 IIOKPOBa B CpellHEM cocTaBisieT 65—75 %. B yciioBusax BeHHUKOBO-pa3HOTpaB-
HBIX BBIpYOOK Pinus sylvestris L. WUCHBITBIBAET CHIBHYI) KOHKYPEHIMIO CO CTOPOHBI
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Abstract. Initial stages of restoration dynamics of phytocoenoses are of a special
interest. Ecological conditions change crucially after timber harvesting. The exploration of two
clearcut areas in the Moscow River valley in 3—5 years after felling allowed us to detect the
direction of phytocoenosis dynamics. Scotch pine (Pinus sylvestris L.) losses the competition
with deciduous species in both sites constituting less than 50 % of regeneration. The largest
number of individuals of Pinus sylvestris L. at the research sites, they have a three-year age:
clear cut area No. 1 — 55 % and clear cut area No. 2 — 47 %. An intensive height increment of
prevailing tree species was registered. In the site No. 1, an annual increase in height increment
was registered indicating favourable growth conditions, while in the site No. 2, the 4-centimeter
reduction of height increment was observed in the last year. The soil vegetation cover is an
important ecological factor regulating the restoration dynamics of phytocoenoses on clearcut
areas. To estimate the restoration dynamics of soil cover vegetation, 45 geobotanical
descriptions were made. Totally 102 species of vascular plants referred to 72 genera were found
on clearcut areas. The families with the highest frequency were Asteraceae — 12,7 %,
Apiaceae — 10,8 %, and Poaceae — 8,8 %. A noticeable presence of Poaceae in the vegetation
cover limits successful reforestation. The percentage of the most widespread ecologo-coenotic
groups is 45% of the total number of registered species for meadow herbs, 16 % for tall herbs,
11 % for nemoral species, and 9% for forbs. Summary average projective coverage of herbage
is 65—75 %. Under the conditions of reed-grass — herbal type of clearcut areas, Scotch pine is
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suppressed by both deciduous species and herbal vegetation, which makes the perspectives of
its predomination in the future stand doubtful.

Keywords: Scotch pine, Silver birch, Aspen, clear cut area, soil vegetation cover, natural
reforestation, phytocenoses dynamics, ecologo-coenotic groups, Moscow.
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BeepneHue

JlecHbie GUTOIICHO3BI (GOPMHUPYIOTCS B TOM YHUCIIE TOCIIE KaTaCTPOPHIECKUX
HapyUICHU; X OOJIHK OIMpeessieTCs] XapaKTepOM MPOTEKAIOIINX CYKIIECCUOHHBIX
mpoueccoB. M3yueHue AaHHbIX NPOLIECCOB MO3BOJIAET OLIEHUTH IEPCIEKTUBbI BO3-
oOHoBIeHus neca [1-6].

ITocne mpoBeieHUs CIUIOLIHBIX PyOOK 3HAUUTEIBHO U3MEHSIOTCS IKOJIOTHYE-
CKHE yCIIOBHS. YBEIWYEHHE CBETOBOTO MOTOKA MPUBOAMUT K OBICTPOMl CMEHE XKH-
Boro HamouBeHHoro mnokposa (JKHII). Kak mpaBuiio, mpoucxoauT paspacTaHue
371aKOB, MPEMSATCTBYIOIIEE MOABICHUIO BCXOJA0B OCHOBHBIX JIECOOOPA3YIOIIUX IO-
pox [3; 7-9].

Junamuka GuTOLEHO30B 00YyCI0BIEeHAa 0COOCHHOCTSIMH Pa3BUTHUS PA3INYHBIX
BUJIOB, a TaKX€ HW3MEHEHUSMHU DSKOJOIMYECKHUX YCIOBUI Cpelbl OOuTaHMs,
UX H3Y4YCHHE TMO3BOJSET MPOTHO3UPOBATH POCT M Pa3BUTHE PACTUTEIBLHOCTU
B Pa3JIMYHBIX YCIOBHUAX U MOXKET OBITh HCIIOIB30BAHO ISl PEIICHUS MTPAKTUYECKIX
3aga4 [10—12]. HamouBeHHBIN MOKPOB SIBJISIETCA OJHUM U3 TJIaBHBIX SKOJIOTHYE-
CKUX (PaKTOPOB, 00YCIOBIMBAIOIIMX BOCCTAHOBUTEIBHYIO TUHAMUKY (DUTOLECHO-
30B Ha CIUTOIIHBIX BbIpyOKax. [Ipu 3TOM pacTuTenbHOCTh BBIPYOOK Kak JIeCOBO300-
HOBUTEIIbHAS CPENla U €€ CIO0XKHbIE JUHAMUYECKHNE B3aUMOOTHOLIEHUS C JIpeBEC-
HBIMHU MMOPOJAaMH U3yUYEHbI HeloCcTaTouHO [13—-17].

V3MeHeHHs cpeibl U HAallOYBEHHOTO TTOKPOBA BHIPYOOK OKa3bIBAIOT OOJIBIIOE
BIMSHHE Ha XapakTep M HalpaBieHHE JIECOBOCCTAHOBUTEIBLHOTO IpoIlecca.
B Gounbmieii creneHu 3To BEIPaKEHO Ha CIUIOIIHBIX BBIPYOKax, Iie yacTo Habmroaa-
€TCs CMEHa XBOMHBIX MOPO/1 Ha MeKkoaucTBeHHbIE [ 18—20]. U3MeHeHue TpaBsHOro
MOKpOBa Ha BBIPYOKax OOBSACHSIETCS OBICTPOW CMEHOM YCIOBHH NpOW3pacTaHUs
(M3MeHeHue TeMIepaTypbl MPHU3EMHOTO0 BO3AyXa W BEPXHEr0 IOYBEHHOIO
ropuzonTa). Tpancopmanus ¥ CHHKEHHE YCTOMYMBOCTH TPaBSHBIX 1IEHO30B HA
BbIpYyOKax BBI3bIBAIOTCSA, BEPOSITHO, TAKKE aKTUBHOM KOHKYpPEHIIUEH B HOBBIX yCIIO-
BUAX [21]. CTOUT OTMETUTD, YTO B YCIOBUSX YJIYUIIEHHOTO IOYBEHHOIO MUTAHUS
Haubonee akTuBHO mposiBisiercs BiausHue JKHII nHa Bo300HOBIEHHE ApeBEeCHO-
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KyCTapHHUKOBOM pactutenbHocTH [14, 22]. Bee atu 06cTosTenbcTBa HEOOX0IUMO
[PUHUMATh BO BHUMaHHE MPU OLICHKE BIUSHMSA TPABSIHOIO MOKPOBA Ha MpOLECC
BO300HOBNIEHHsS Jieca. VI3ydyeHHWE BOCCTAHOBUTEIBHOW IHHAMUKH IKHBOTO
HANOYBEHHOTO IOKPOBA CIUIOUIHBIX BBIPYOOK IO3BOJISIET MPOTHO3UPOBATH XO[
JIECOBO30OHOBUTEIBHOIO MIpOLECCa.

B cBs3u c Bbleyka3aHHBIME (DAaKTOpaMu LEJIbIO JTAHHOTO HCCIEIOBAHUS
CTaJI0 M3yYeHHE BOCCTAHOBHUTEIBHON TUHAMHUKH COCHOBBIX (DHTOIIEHO30B Ha BBI-
pyOkax B JOJMHE peKHM MOCKBBI C yYETOM BIMSHHUS Ha 3TOT HPOILECC KUBOIO
HaIMOYBEHHOTO MOKpoBa. [[j1st 3TOro penanucey clieayomue 3a1aun:

— MIPOBEJICHUE yYeTa U OLICHKHU KOJUYECTBEHHBIX XapaKTEPUCTUK JPEBECHBIX
MOpPO/1 Ha BhIpyOKax;

— CpaBHEHME YCIIEIIHOCTU Pa3BUTHUSI OCHOBHBIX JIECOOOpa3yOIUX MOPO/I;

— OIIEHKa BHJIOBOTO COCTaBa, MPOCKTHBHOTO IMOKPHITHSA M OOWIHS >KUBOTO
HAINOYBEHHOTO MOKPOBA;

— aHaJM3 pacrpeesieHus )KUBOTO HallOUBEHHOTO MTOKPOBA 110 3KOJIOr0-1[€HO-
TUYECKUM TpYyIIIaMm;

— M3y4YCHHE B3aUMOJICHCTBUS MEKIY PACTCHUAMHU (PUTOIICHO3a Ha BEIpYOKax;

— pa3paboTka peKoMeHAaluu i (GOPMHUPOBAHUS YCTOWYMBOIO COCHOBOTO
coo011ecTBa.

B MockoBCKOM pernone, Kak npaBuilo, Mociie IpoBeIeH s CIUIOMIHBIX pyOoK
OCYIIECTBIISIIOT UCKYCCTBEHHOE JIECOBOCCTAHOBJIEHUE, OJIHAKO B JAHHOM Cllydae
ucclieayemMble 00bEKThI OCTaBJIEHBI 1101 €CTECTBEHHOE 3apallluBaHue, 4To A1 Moc-
KOBCKOM 00J1aCTH CKOpee UCKIIIOUCHHE, HeXKenu paBuio. OcoOblil MHTEpeC mpe-
CTaBJIsieT BOCCTAHOBUTEbHAS JUHAMUKA (DUTOLICHO30B Ha HAYAJIbHBIX CTAAUAX UX
(dbopMHUpOBaHHUs, TaK KaK UMEHHO Ha JJaHHOM 3TaIle 3aKJIaJbIBAcTCs HAlpaBIICHUE
pa3BUTHA (PUTOLIEHO3a MOCIIE IPOBEACHUS CIIOUIHOM pyOKu.

MeToauka nccnegosaHms

OObeKThl ucciienoBaHus — JBE BbIpyOKM Ha Mecte BerpoBasa 2017 r. Ha
HaAnoiMeHHo Teppace p. MockBbl. BeipyOku 00cieioBaIich B T€UEHUE TPEX JIET
(2020-2022 rr.). O6€e BbIpyOKHM pacroiararoTcs NpUMEpPHO B 4 KM K 3amajay oT
MOCKOBCKO# KOJIBIIEBOM aBTOJOPOTH M OTHOCATCS K OAMHIIOBCKOMY T'OPOJICKOMY
okpyry MockoBckoit obnactu. [lonuHa peku MOCKBBI UMEET 0COOBIN XapakTep
pactutenbHOCTH. Ha HaamoNMEHHBIX Teppacax COXPAHSIOTCS BEKOBBIE COCHSKHU,
4acTo CJIOXKHBIE — C IIUPOKOIMCTBEHHbIMU mopojamu [23]. IlepBas BbipyOka
(55°44'30"c.w., 37°18'46" 6.0.) uMeeT BHITAHYTYIO (OPMY, IJIOLIA](b COCTABISAET
7,76 ra (puc. 1), 10 BeTpoBasia Ha JAHHOM Y4acTKEe B HACAXKJACHUSIX JTOMHUHUPOBAJIA
Pinus sylvestris L. ¢ yuactuem Betula pendula Roth. u Populus tremula L.,
a take mpumeckto Tilia cordata Mill. u Quercus robur L. Bropas BeipyOKa
(55°44'15" c.w., 37°19'09" 6.0.): nnunHa coctasisgeT npuMepHo 300 M, mupuHa —
250 M, a momaab — 7,79 ra, Ha 3HAUUTEITLHON YaCTH IPOU3PACTAIIA HACAKICHUS C
npeobnananueMm Betula pendula Roth. u Pinus sylvestris L., a Takxke B IpuMecu
Populus tremula L., Quercus robur L. u Alnus incana (L.) Moench. Tun ycrnoBuit
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MEeCTOIpou3pacTaHusi Ha BeIpyOKkax — cBexkue cybopu (B2). [TouBel — mepHOBO-
MO/I30JIUCTHIE CYTIECYAHBIE MU JIETKOCYTIMHUCTHIE.

Puc. 1. KoHTypbl 06CneaoBaHHbIX BbIPYOOK
HcTOYHMK: COCTaBNEHO aBTOpamm /
Figure 1. Contours of examined clearcut areas
Source: compiled by the authors.

Jlns yuera 4YMCIEHHOCTH MOJIPOCTa Ha BBIPYOKaxX OBbLIN 3aJI0)KEHBI KPYTOBbIE
yueTHble IIomaaku miomaasio 10 M2, Ha BeipyOke Ne 1 yueTHble IIOMAAKK pac-
T0JIaraJIuch 1o Bcel IMHe Ha paccTossHUM 30 M ApYT OT Apyra v Ha pacCTOSTHUMU
10 M ot creHsl Jeca, Beero 3anoxeHo 21 miomazaka. Ha BeipyOke Ne 2 3amoxeHbl
JIBE TIapaJuleIbHbIC JTUHUU JUTHHOU 270 M, Ha KaXI0W U3 KOTOPOUW PACITOIOKUITH
ydeTHBIE IIomaaky depe3 30 M, a rpaHUYHBIC IUIOMIAIKHA HAXOIMINCh HA PaccTo-
staud oT 10 10 20 M OT cTeHsI Jieca, Bcero — 24 momaaku (puc. 1).

Y4YuThBadM KU3HECMOCOOHBIA MOJPOCT, MOJpA3felisis €ro Ha KaTeropuu
KpyHHOCTH. {715 ompeseneHuss YUCIEHHOCTH MOAPOCTa B MEPEBOJE Ha KPYIHBIM
MPUMEHSUTA KO3((OULIMEHTHI epecueTa MEIKOro, CPEAHET0 U KPYITHOTO MOApOCTa
(0,5; 0,8; 1,0) coorBeTcTBEeHHO [24—26]. JIOTIOMHUTENBHO Y KAXKIOTO IK3EMILTIIpA
COCHBI H3MEPSUTUCH TOAUYHBIEC IPUPOCTHI OCEBOT0 TT0OEra B BHICOTY IO MYTOBKAM.

Ha xaxxmoi y4eTHOM MJIOIIAAKE YUYUTHIBAJIA KOJIMYECTBO U BBICOTY BCEX JIpe-
BECHBIX M KYCTapHHUKOBBIX PACTCHUH, a TaKXkKe OMPENENIsId BHIOBOM COCTaB
YKUBOTO HAIMIOYBEHHOT'O NMOKPOBA U 00MIJINE BUJOB, 0011lee MPOEKTUBHOE MOKPBITHE
TPaBSHO-KYCTAPHUYKOBOTO M MOXOBO-JUIIAMHUKOBOTO SIPYCOB M MPOECKTHUBHOE
MOKpBITUE Kaxaoro Buaa. [Ipum XapakTepuCTUKE KOJMYECTBEHHOTO YYacTHs
BUJIOB B (DUTOIIEHO3E HCIIOJIb30BaNlach OalibHasl IKana oOuius BuAOB bpayH-
bnanxke [5; 27].
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Jnst pacnipeneneHusi TPaBSIHUCTON PACTUTENBHOCTH MO 3KOJOrO-IIEHOTHYE-
ckuM rpynnam (OLI') B nanHO#i padore ucnonb3oBanu kiaccuuxanmuu A.A. Hu-
nenko [28], .M. 3o3ynuna [29] u O.B. CmupHoBoit u ap. [30],

Jlist u3ydeHus: BBICOTHOM CTPYKTYPBl OCHOBHBIX JIECOOOPA3yIOIIUX MOPOa Ha
CIUIOIIHBIX BBIPYOKax MPOU3BOIMIN pacueT pelyKIMOHHbIX uuceln (Rx) 1o cieny-
IOLEH METOAUKE:

— IOCTPOCHHUE PAH)XKUPOBAHHOIO psifa MO BHICOTaM OT MHUHHMAJBHOHN 110
MaKCHMAaJIbHOM;

— paszesieHHe MNOoJIydeHHOro psna Ha 10 kiaccoB ¢ OJMHAKOBBIM YHCIOM
9K3EMILIIPOB B KJIACCE;

— ONPEJIETIEHUE CPETHEN BBICOTBI KAKIOTO Knacca: he,(n);

— OIIpECACICHUEC OTHOCHUTEIHLHOM BBICOTHI KaXXJ0ro Kjaacca.

hep (1)
Rp(n) = —Ecp s

(1)

rie he,(n) — Cpemusis BbICOTA KaKIOTO Kinacca; Mg, — CPENHss BBICOTA BCEX

KJIaCCOB;
— pacuer mnokazarens ARpkak pa3HHMIBI OTHOCUTEIBHOW  BBICOTHI
1 u 10 xyaccos:

ARy, = Rp(10) — Ry (1), ()

rae R, (10) — penykumoHHOE 4MCIIO aecsaToro kimacca; Ry (1) — peayKiuoHHOE
YHCIIO0 MIEPBOTO KJacca.

Pe3ynbTaTbl U UX 00CYXAEHME

[To pe3ynbpTaTaM HpOBEIEHHOIO MCCIEAOBAHMS ONpEeNeHO olIiee Kouude-
CTBO JIPEBECHO-KYCTApPHUKOBOH PaCTUTEILHOCTH Ha MATHIA TO/1 TIOCIIE IPOBEICHUS
CIUIOLIHOW CAaHUTapHOM pyOKH Ha JABYX BbIpyOKax (puc. 2-3).

OO111ee KOJIMYECTBO APEBECHO-KYCTAPHUKOBOW PacTUTEIBHOCTH Ha BBIpYOKe
Ne 1 cocraBnsier 24 407 wit./ra, u3 Hux Pinus sylvestris L. — 9908 mt./ra (40,6 %).
JlaHHBIE TTOKA3aTENN CBUICTEIECTBYIOT O TOM, YTO KOJIMIECTBO IK3EMILISIPOB Pinus
sylvestris L. MeHbl1Ie, 4eM JTUCTBEHHBIX IOPOJ] B COBOKYITHOCTHU. Taxxe Ha BbIpyOKe
obHapyxeHsl Acer platanoides L., Quercus robur L., Pyrus communis L., Padus
racemosa L. u Corylus avellana L., xomuuecTBO KaXJ10i MOPOABI HE MPEBBIIIAET
100 wT./ra.

OO11ee KOJIMYECTBO JPEBECHO-KYCTAPHUKOBOM PacTUTENLHOCTH Ha BBIPYOKE
Ne 2 cocraBnsier 17 835 wit./ra, u3 uux Pinus sylvestris L. — 4917 mt./ra (27,6 %).
Pinus sylvestris L. 3HaunTeNIbHO yCTyNaeT B KOHKYPEHLUH JTUCTBEHHBIM IOPOJaM.
Taxxe Ha naHHON BeIpyOKe oOHapyxkeHbl Sambucus racemosa L. n Alnus incana
(L.) Moench B konuyectBe menee 100 mr./ra.
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Puc. 2. O6GLaa YMCNEHHOCTb APEBECHbIX M KYCTapPHUKOBBIX NOPOA Ha BbipyOke Ne 1 /
Figure 2. Total number of tree and shrub species on the clearcut area No. 1
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Puc. 3. O6w,ag YMCneHHOCTb APEBECHbIX U KYCTAPHUKOBbIX NOPOA Ha Bbipyoke Ne 2 /
Figure 3. Total number of tree and shrub species at the clearcut area No. 2

BaxxupiMMu mokazaTeNnsIMH aanTaldy PacTeHUN SIBISIIOTCS OMOMETpHYECKHe
MapaMeTpsl: BEICOTA U MPUPOCT. ITU JaHHBIC XapAKTEPU3YIOT COCTOSTHHE PACTEHUI
Ha MOMEHT UCCIIEJIOBaHUS, a B JUHAMHKE [0 HUM MOKHO BBISIBUTH 3aKOHOMEPHO-
CTH pa3BHUTHUS COCHBI BO BpeMeHH [24]. CtocoOOHOCTh pacTu ¢ pa3IuIHON CKOPO-
CTBIO SABIIETCS aJaNTHUBHBIM MEXAaHU3MOM, MO3BOJISIOLIUM JPEBECHBIM MOPOAaM
(hopMHPOBATH B Pa3IMYHBIX YCIOBUSAX POCTA YCTONYMBHIE IOJTOBEYHBIC HACAKIC-
Hus [31].

[Tpoananu3upoBaHbl JaHHBIE PACTIPEICICHUS IO KATETOPHSIM KPYITHOCTH OC-
HOBHBIX JiecooOpa3yromux nopoa Ha BeipyOkax Ne 1 u 2 (puc. 4).
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Puc. 4. BoicOoTHas CTpPyKTypa siecoobpa3yloLwmx nopoa Ha Bbipyokax Ne 1 (A) n Ne 2 (B) /
Figure 4. Altitude structure of forest-forming species at the clearcut areas No. 1 (A), No. 2 (B)

Pinus sylvestris L. npeoOnanatot B Menkoi kateropuu (59 %), a Menkonuct-
BeHHbIe mopoasl (Betula pendula Roth. m Populus tremula 1.) B cpemneit —
49 u 68 % cooTBeTcTBeHHO. [Ipeobnaganue MEIKOTO OAPOCTa COCHBI CBUETEb-
CTBYET O MPOJIOJDKEHUH €CTECTBEHHOTO BO30OHOBIICHWS HA TISTHIA TOJ IOCIHE
Hayalla BOCCTAaHOBHMTEIbHOrO mporecca. Hanuwume kpymnHoro moapocta Betula
pendula Roth. (33 %) u Populus tremula L. (29 %) yBenuuuBaeT BEpOSITHOCTh
(hopMUPOBaHHS COMKHYTOTO IMOJIOTA U3 MEJIKOJIMCTBEHHBIX MOPOJ B Onvkaiiiien
MEPCTICKTHUBE.

Ha BeipyOke Ne 2 B coctaBe Monoforo nokonenus Pinus sylvestris L. npeo6-
JAAI0T 3K3EMIUISIpEI cpeaneil kareropuu (86 %). Y NUCTBEHHBIX MOPOJ 3HAYU-
TeJbHAs YaCTh HK3EMILUIPOB MPEACTaBIIEHA KPYIHBIM NoJipocToM: Betula pendula
Roth. — 77 % u Populus tremula L. — 76 %, 4T0 NOATBEPKIAET UX TOMUHUPOBAHUE.

AHaMM3UPYys BEICOTHYIO CTPYKTYPY, CIEIYET OTMETUTH O0IBIION pa30dpocC BbI-
COT MOJIOJIBIX JiepeBbeB. KaTteropusi KpymHbIX U CPEIHUX IK3EMILISIPOB JTUCTBEH-
HBIX TTOPOJI O BBICOTE HAa 00X BBIPYOKax Mpeo0dIiaiaeT, 9To CBUACTEIBCTBYET 00
WX YCIEIIHOM BO300HOBJICHMH K MATOMY ToAy mocie BeipyOku. CocHa cyiie-
CTBEHHO OTCTAET B POCTE I10 BBICOTE.

[Tpoananu3upoBaHa Bo3pacTHasi CTpyKTypa Pinus sylvestris L. Ha oObexTax
uccnenoanus (puc. 5).

BeipyOkaNe 1 |
Clearcut area No. 1

BripyOxa Ne 2 |
Clearcut area No. 2

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Bospacr | Age
Olrox|lyear DO2roma|2years B3ronmal3years B4ronal4 years

Puc. 5. Bo3pacTHas cTpykTypa Pinus sylvestris L. Ha BbipyOkax N2 1 n Ne 2 /
Figure 5. Ages structure of Scotch pine at the clearcut areas No. 1 and No. 2
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Bospact nonynsiuun Pinus sylvestris L. na BeipyOke Ne 1 Bappupyer ot 1
70 4 J1eT, YTO CBUJIETENILCTBYET O JIUTEIBHOM NEPHO/IE NOSABICHHUS HOBBIX 0c0o0ei
(BCxoAbl M caMOCEB), MOCIIE MPOBEACHUS CIUIOIIHON CAHUTAPHOU pyOKH, B HACTOSI-
LM MOMEHT €CTeCTBEHHOE BO300OHOBIIEHHE ellie npoonkaeTcs. Ha BeipyOke Ne 2
OTCYTCTBYIOT OJIHOJIETHUE 0c00U Pinus sylvestris L., 4T0 TOBOPUT O MpeKpalieHuu
€CTECTBEHHOT'O BO300HOBJIECHMS TIJIABHOW MOPOJBI Ha MSATHIM TroJ BBIPYOKH.
Haubonpmiee komuvecTBo ocobeii Pinus sylvestris L. Ha 00beKTax MUCCIEI0BAHUS
UMEIOT TPEXJIETHUH Bo3pacT: BbpyOka Ne 1 — 55 % u BoipyOka Ne 2 — 47 %. Taxxke
ompeneneH cpemHuii Bo3pact Pinus sylvestris L. Ha 00beKTaxX HCCIEIOBAHUS:
BbIpyOKka Ne 1 —2,5 4+ 0,3 rona; BeipyOka Ne 2 — 3,2 + 0,4 rona. Bo3pact Ha BeIpyOKe
Ne 1 Huke, Tak Kak TaM MPOJIOJIKAETCS IPOLIECC JIECOBO30OHOBIICHUS M CHUKAETCS
3a CYET MOSBJICHMSI HOBBIX BCXOJ0B U CaMOCEBa.

[Tokazarenem )KkM3HECTIOCOOHOCTH APEBECHBIX PACTEHUH SIBIISIETCS PUPOCT IO
BbIcoTe. Ha HauabHBIX CTAAUAX OHTOTCHE3a MPHU OJaroNpHUsTHBIX YCIOBHUIX CPEIbl
OHU CO BPEMEHEM YBEJIMYUBAIOTCS, a TIPU HEOIAronpusITHBIX — CHIDKatoTcst. Hamu
Ha o0eux BbIpyOKax NMpOaHAIM3UPOBAHBI CPEJHHE MPHUPOCTHI MO BBICOTE Pinus
sylvestris L. 3a nepuox 2019-2022 rr. (puc. 6).
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Puc. 6. NMpupocTsl Pinus sylvestris L. Ha o6bekTax uccnepnoeaHus, B 2019-2022 rr. /
Figure 6. Growth in height of Scots Pine on the objects of research, 2019-2022

Ha BeipyOke Ne 1 oTMeuaeTcst €KeroJHOe YBEIMUECHNUE TPUPOCTOB, YTO CBHJIC-
TEJIbCTBYET O OJIATONPUATHBIX YCIOBUSX JAJS INIaBHOW mopoabl. Ha BeipyOke Ne 2
npupoct 3a 2022 rox ycrynaet npenapiayiemy Ha 4 cm (32 cm), 4To 00yCII0BIIEHO,
10 MHEHHUIO aBTOPOB, MEXBHUI0BOM KOHKYPEHIIMEH.

3a uccneayeMblil mepuo] HabIt01aeTCsl UHTEHCUBHBIN pocT Pinus sylvestris
L., Betula pendula Roth., Salix caprea L. n Sorbus aucuparia L. Bmecte ¢ Tem Ha
IATBHIM TOJl OTMEYaeTcsl yMEHbIlIeHUe cpelHell BbICOThl Y Populus tremula L. Ha
10 cm (128 cm). DTO MOKET OOBICHITHCS MOSBICHUEM HOBBIX HK3EMILISPOB JaH-
Horo Buza (puc. 7).
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Puc. 7. CpeaHssa BbicOTa APEBECHbIX NOpoA, Ha Bbipyoke Ne 1 /
Figure 7. Average height of tree species in clearcut area No. 1

[TpocnexxuBaeTcst MOCTENEHHBIN POCT BCEX ApeBeCHBIX opoa. OaHako Sorbus
aucuparia L. MeeT HECYLIECTBEHHOE CHU)KEHUE KOJIMYECTBEHHOT'O I0Ka3aTels Ha
nAThid oM. BeicoTa Ha nsaThIi roa Pinus sylvestris L. Ha BeipyOke Ne 2 cocras-
asieT — 103 ¢cM, 9TO CyIIECTBEHHO HHMKE JTUCTBEHHBIX MOpo (puc. §).
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Puc. 8. CpeaHsa BbicOoTa ApeBeCHbIX NOpopA, Ha Bbipyoke Ne 2 /
Figure 8. Average height of tree species in clearcut area No. 2

Pe3ynbTaThl, MOTy4YEeHHBIC B XOJI€ UCCICIOBAHUS PA3IUUHBIX TaKCAIMOHHBIX
MOKa3aTelieii, MoIBepraluch MaTeMaTHKO-CTATUCTUIECKOI 00pabOTKe U aHAIU3Y
(tabm. 1).
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Tabnuuya 1. CTaTucTUYECKMe nokasaTenu yyeta eCTeCTBeHHOro BO300HOBIEHUS OCHOBHbIX
necoo6pa3yioLmx NoOpPoA Ha NATbIN rog, nocre pyoku
Table 1. Statistical processing for the natural renewal of the main forest-forming species

for the fifth year
Mopopa / Species
- Pinus . Betula pendula Populus
CraTtuctuyeckmii nokasarenb / sylvestris tremula
Statistic Bbipy6ka / BbipyGka / BbipyOka /
Clearcut area Clearcut area Clearcut area
Ne 1 Ne 2 Ne 1 Ne 2 Ne 1 Ne 2

Y1CcneHHOCTb B NepeBoe Ha KPYNHbIN, WT./ra /
Number, converted to high, pcs / ha
KoadpduumeHT BCTpevaemoctn, % /
Occurrence, %

CpefHsis YCNEHHOCTb Ha YHeTHO nnowanke,
wT. / Average number per accounting plot, pcs.
Owwnbka cpegHero /

Error of average

CpepHekBagpaTnieckoe OTKIOHeHune /
Standard deviation

KoadppuumeHt sapnaumn, % /

Coefficient of variation , %

To4HOCTb uccneposanus, % /

Research accuracy, %

KoadppurumeHT romoreHHocTu /

Coefficient of homogeneity

6154 3938 2941 2554 3077 2317

95,5 54,0 81,0 79,0 72,7 70,8

9,46 4,92 3,64 2,71 3,64 2,46

+1,93 | 1,44 +1,60 +0,58 | +0,42 | 0,33

9,03 7,04 3,73 2,86 1,98 1,60

143,2 105,5
5 6

19,61 | 29,24 21,86 21,55 11,59 | 13,30

91,99 102,54 54,34 | 65,15

8,31 10,26 3,82 3,02 1,07 1,04

Momnosioe MOKOJIEHHE OCHOBHBIX JIECOOOPA3YIOLIUX MOPOJ UMEET CPETHIO0
T'YCTOTY, Tak Kak Haxoautcs B quana3one 2000—-8000 mir./ra. Koaddumment Berpe-
YaeMOCTU CBHUJIETEILCTBYET O PAaBHOMEPHOM pPa3MEIIEHUU MOPOJ MO BCed IIo-
a1 BEIOpAaHHBIX 00BEKTOB, OJIHAKO Ha BRIpYyOKe Ne 2 Pinus sylvestris L. pacnpo-
CTpaHeHa ciy4aitHo (Bctpeuaemocth 54,0 %). Ha BeipyOke Ne 1 cpenHss uncieH-
HOCTb nosipocta Pinus sylvestris L. Ha y4eTHOH mnomanke — 9,45 mt., Ha BRIpyOKe
Ne 2 — 4,92 mit. coorBeTcTBeHHO. PaccenBanue Ha 00enx BBIpyOKax 1o BCEM IOPO-
JlaM BBICOKOE, TaK Kak Kod(uiueHT Bapuanuu npepbimaet 31 % [32]. Bennaunaa
K03 GuIIEeHTa TOMOTEHHOCTH TOBOPUT O IPYIIIIOBOM pa3MeIleHUN 0coOeil Ha Bcex
BeIpyOKkax (KI™>1), 3T 06cTosiTebcTBa 00YCIOBICHBI OHOJIOT0-3KOJIOTHYECKUMU
CBOICTBaMH UCCIEAYEMBIX TOPO/I.

Takxe JOMOJIHUTENBHO IMPOAHAIU3UPOBAIN BEPTUKAIBHYIO CTPYKTYpY Ha
o0eux BbIpyOKax, g Ooyiee [ETaNbHOTO HW3Yy4YeHHs pacrpeaencHus Pinus
sylvestris L. o Beicote ¢ marom 20 cm (puc. 9).

Ha BeipyOke Ne 1 HanGosnbmas yacte Pinus sylvestris L. CKOHIIEGHTpUpOBaHa B
nuanaszone 21-60 cm (60 %), makcumanibHast Bbicota — 135 cm. Bmecte ¢ tem
OTMEUEHO HaJM4He IK3EMIUISIPOB BBICOTOM 10 20 cM, YTO MOKET yKa3bIBaTh Ha
Pa3HOBO3PACTHOTH BO30OHOBIIEHUS COCHBI.

Ha BeipyOke Ne 2 ipeobmanaroT nepeBbs Pinus sylvestris L. BeicoToit oT 61 10
120 cm (62 % ot obmero konudectsa). Pactenwmii Hike 20 cM He 0OHAPYKEHO,
BEPOSITHO, BCXO/Ibl TIOCJIEIHUX JIET Ha 3TOH BhIpYOKe OTCYTCTBYIOT. COOTHOLIEHHE
BBICOT COCHBI U TUCTBEHHBIX MOPOJ Ha BeIpyOKe Ne 2 mo3Bounsietr Pinus sylvestris L.
JIOMUHUPOBATh B KOHKYPEHTHOI 00pb0e ¢ IpyruMH MOpoJgamH.
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BBICOTHYIO CTPYKTYpPY HEHONOITYJISIIIAA MOYXHO XapaKTepH30BaTh depe3 pe-
MYKIIMOHHBIE YKcia 1o Beicote (Rr) [25; 33]. PanroBasi cTpyKTypa OCHOBHBIX Jie-
c000pa3yIouX MOpoI Ha BEIpyOKax OTpakeHa B Ta0. 2.
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JloneBoe yuacTtre oT obmero konudecTsa, % | Percentage of the total, %
OBeipyoka Ne 1 | Clearcut area No. 1
Puc. 9. Pacnpeaenenue Pinus sylvestris L. no BbicoTe Ha BbIpyGkax /
Figure 9. Distribution of Scotch Pine by height in clear cut areas
Tabnuvua 2. PaHroeasi CTpykTypa 1ecoo0pa3yioLux nopoa, Ha MCC/ie0BaHHbIX BbIPyOKax
Table 2. Rank structure of forest-forming species on studied clearcut areas

Mopopa / BbipyGka Ne 1 / Clearcut area No. 1 BbipyGka Ne 2 / Clearcut area No. 2

Species R.(1) R.(10) AR, R.(1) R.(10) AR,
Pinus sylvestris 0,21 2,25 2,04 0,44 1,67 1,23
Betula pendula 0,30 2,13 1,83 0,37 1,64 1,27
popultis 0,39 1,89 1,50 0,16 1,91 1,75

[Tomy4eHHBIH MOKa3aTenb YKa3bIBaeT HA CHIIBHOE BapbUPOBAHHE BBICOT Pinus
sylvestris L. Ha BeipyOKe Ne 1, 94TO OOBSCHAETCS MPOIOJKAIOIINMCS TIOSBICHHEM
BCXOJIOB M CAMOCEBA, a TAaK)Ke OJIarOonpUATHBIMH YCIOBUSMH IS POCTA.

BoccranoBurenbHasi TuHaMUKa )KMBOTO TOKPOBA U €T0 POJIb B MOCIEIYIOIIEM
BO300HOBNEHUH Pinus sylvestris L. uzydanach mo 45 reo00TaHUYECKUM OIUCA-
HUSM, TIOJTy4E€HHBIM B XOJI€ TIOJICBBIX padoT.

Ha BpIpyOKax B KMBOM HallOYBEHHOM MOKpoBe oOHapyxkeHo 102 Buma cocy-
JTUCTBIX PACTeHHM, OTHOCAIIUXCS K 72 ponam u 32 cemeiictBam. Hanbonee npen-
CTaBJICHHBIMU CEMEUCTBaMHU SIBISIIOTCA Asteraceae — 12,7 %, Apiaceae — 10,8 %,
Poaceae — 8,8 % (Tabu. 3).

AHanu3 (HIOpUCTHYECKOrO COCTaBa MOKas3all, 4YTo Ha BbIpyOke Ne 1 oOHapy-
xeHo 11 BumoB aepeBneB (73 % oT 00111ero KoJTu4ecTBa BUIOB IEPEBBEB U KyCTap-
HUKOB) U 5 — KycTapHHUKOB (27 %). Cpeau JOMUHUPYIOIIUX BUJOB TPABIHUCTON
PacTUTENBLHOCTH OTMEYAINCH (IPOEKTUBHOE MOKpBITUE): Fragaria vesca L. —9 %
Calamagrostis arundinacea (L.) Roth. — 7%; Luzula pilosa (L.) Willd — 7 %; Carex
digitata L. — 6 %; Chamaenerion angustifolium (L.) Scop. — 6 %; Deschampsia
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cespitosa (L.) P. Beauv. — 6 %; Hypericum perforatum L. — 5 %; Solidago
canadensis L. — 5 %; Convallaria majalis L. —4 %.

Ha BoipyOke Ne 2 cpenu apeBecHO-KYCTapHUKOBOW pacTUTEIbHOCTH OOHApYy-
XKEHO 8 BUJIOB JiepeBbeB (66 % oT oluiero 4yuciaa BUJOB) U 4 BHJIa KyCTapHUKOB
(34 %). Cpenu AOMUHHPYIOMIUX BHIOB TPABIHUCTON PACTUTEIHHOCTH OTMEYAITUCH
Calamagrostis arundinacea (L.) Roth. — npoextuBHoe nokpeitue 14 %; Fragaria
vesca L. — 8 %; Chamaenerium angustifolium (L.) Scop. — 8 %; Carex pilosa
Scop. — 8 %; Solidago canadensis L. — 6 %; Dryopteris carthusiana (Vill.)
H.P. Fuchs — 4 %; Bidens frondosa L. — 3 % (ta6m. 3).

Tabnmua 3. PasHooOGpa3ue ¢pnopbl Ha UCCNeAyeMbIX y4acTKax
Table 3. Flora diversity on studied areas

. Yucno Bugos % OT 00Lero yncna
Ne Cenlgem_:_TBo / Hucno ponos / Number of / Bnaos / % of total
amilia Number of genera N .

species number of species
1 Asteraceae 8 13 12,7
2 Apiaceae 8 11 10,8
3 Poaceae 8 9 8,8
4 Lamiaceae 7 7 6,9
5 Rosaceae 4 6 5,9
6 Onagraceae 3 5 4,9
7 Scrophulariaceae 3 5 4,9
8 Fabaceae 2 5 4,9
9 Cyperales 1 5 4,9
10 Caryophyllaceae 3 3 2,9
11 Polygonaceae 2 3 2,9
12 Campanulales 1 3 2,9
13 Dryopteridaceae 1 3 2,9
14 Ericaceae 2 2 2,0
15 Dipsacaceae 2 2 2,0
16 Hypericaceae 1 2 2,0
17 Convallariaceae 1 2 2,0
18 Juncales 1 2 2,0
19 Balsaminaceae 1 1 1,0
20 Woodsiaceae 1 1 1,0
21 Convolvulaceae 1 1 1,0
22 Dennstaedtiaceae 1 1 1,0
23 Aristolochiales 1 1 1,0
24 Oxalidaceae 1 1 1,0
25 Urticaceae 1 1 1,0
26 Papaveraceae 1 1 1,0
27 Rubiaceae 1 1 1,0
28 Euphorbiaceae 1 1 1,0
29 Plantaginaceae 1 1 1,0
30 Typhaceae 1 1 1,0
31 Crassulaceae 1 1 1,0
32 Violales 1 1 1,0
WUTtoro 72 102 100

Oxonoro-ueHotTnueckue rpynns!l (OLI') BUIOB cocyAMCTBIX pacTeHMH ILIu-
POKO HCTIONB3YIOTCSI B COBPEMEHHBIX SKOJIOTMYECKHX HCCIEIOBAHUAX IS
pelleHns 3aJa4 OLIEHKH CTPYKTYPHOI'O pa3HOoOpa3usi pacTUTENIBHOIO IMOKpPOBa
o reoboTtaHnueckuM onucanusam [34; 35]. Becero Ha BeIpyOKax ObLIO BBIJCICHO
9 3K0J10r0-1IEHOTUYECKUX IPYIII, 10JIsl BUAOB, OTHECEHHBIX K onpeaeneHHbM DL,
nokasana Ha puc. 10.
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Ha navanbHOM cTagny BOCCTAHOBUTEIHLHON TUHAMHUKHU (DPUTOIICHO3a UMEETCS
3HAYUTENbHOE (IIOPUCTHUYECKOE pPa3HOOOpa3ue 3a cyeT OOOoralieHus >XKUBOTO
HallOYBEHHOTO TOKPOBA CBETOJIOOMBBIMU pacTeHHsMH. OjHako HaOOp BHIOB,
CBOMCTBEHHBIX HCXOJHOMY THIy Jieca, coxpaHuics. [loneBoe ydactue
npeobIagaronux TPy COCYIMCTRIX pacTeHnu Ha BeIpyOKax mo DI : myroBeie —
45 %, BeicokoTpaBHble — 16 %, HEMopasbHble — 11 % 1 MenkoTpaBHbIE — 9 %.

BricoTa TpaBSHUCTBIX pacTeHuil Ha BbIpyOke Ne 1 comocTaBuMa ¢ BBICOTOM
Pinus sylvestris L. unyu He3HAUNTENIBHO MIPEBOCXOIUT €€, OJTHAKO Ha BeIpyOKe No 2
Bbicota JKHII BapeupoBana B nuanazone 0,4—1,5 M u B cpeiHeM cocrasisieT 1,2 m,
YTO 3HAYUTEIHHO MPEBBIIIAET BBICOTY IUIAaBHOW mopoisl (49 cMm) Ha mATHIM roj
rocJse pyoxwu.

3% 2%

O/lyroeble | Meadow grasses

W BbicokoTpaBHblie | Herbs

45% B HemopanbHbili | Nemoral

EMenkoTpasHble | Ferbs forbs
9%
B vrpodunbHble | Hygrophilic

W Goposble | Xerophytes

11% W GopeanbHble | Boreal
(]

W HupoounbHbie | Nirophilic

OMpouve | Other
16%

Puc. 10. npOLl,eHT BUAOOB, OTHECEHHbIX K 3KOJIOro-u4eHOTUu4eCKUm rpynnam Ha obGbeKkTax unccnegoBaHua /
Figure 10. Percent of species referred to ecologo-cenotic groups on studied areas

Takast BBICOTHasi CTPYKTypa FOBOPUT O HEONTHUMAJIbHBIX YCIOBHSIX AJIsl pa3BH-
THS XBOWHOM nopobl. Pinus sylvestris L. He ciocoOHa BeIIEPKUBATH BIUSHUS HE-
OnaronpusaTHBIX (PAKTOPOB B BHJI€ KOHKYPEHIUH C IPYTUMH MTOPOAAMHU U 3ariylie-
HUEM CO CTOPOHBI TPABSIHUCTOW PACTUTEIHLHOCTH, YTO HE TIO3BOJISET i MOTydarh
B HEOOXOJUMOM KOJIMYECTBE MUHEPAJIbHbIE AIIEMEHTHI, CBET U BOJY.
OO61Iee MPOEKTUBHOE MOKPBHITHE KUBOTO HAMIOYBEHHOTO TTOKPOBA Ha BRIPYOKE
No 1 uzmensiercst ot 30 10 80 % Ha OTACNBHBIX IJIOMIAAKAX U B CPETHEM PABHSETCS
60—65 %, Ha BeIpyOKe Ne 2 — o1 30 10 90 % Ha OTACIBHBIX IIOMAAKAX U B CPETHEM
cocrasiseT 70-75 %.
CXOJICTBO BUIOBOTO COCTaBa COOOIIECTB HA BRIPYOKAX OMPEEISIIOCHh IO KO-
s durmenty duopuctudeckoit odmHocT XKakkapa (KJ), KOTOPBIN BBIYUCIACTCS
o gopmyie [36; 37]
Na4B
3)

(Ng+Ng —Ngyp)’
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rae N4+ — 9uCio OOIMX BHUJIOB B CpaBHUBAeMbIX omucaHusix A u B; N4 u Np —
YHCIIO BUIOB B KAXKIOM M3 OIMCAHUH.

K;=37,3 %.

HeBbicokoe cX0CTBO BUJJOBOTO COCTaBa COOOIIECTB HAa BBIPYOKaX CBUETENb-
CTBYET O Pa3JIMYHbIX YCIOBHUSAX MPOU3PACTAHUS, YTO O0YCIOBIEHO HECKOJIbKUMU
¢akTopamu: (hopMoii BEIpyOOK U OPOJHBIM COCTABOM CTEHBI Jieca.

N.C. MenexoBbiM [38] peKOMEeHIyeTCSl BBIACIATH THIT BEIPYOKH, TTOCIIE TOTO
KaK Ha HEH «yCTosTCs» ycaoBus cpeapl, a pazsurue JKHII nocturuer ceoero mak-
CUMaJpHOTO Tpesena. Hazpanue TumoB BBIPYOOK II€1€cO00pa3HoO aaBaTh MO 00-
LIEMY CTPOECHHIO )KMBOT'O IIOKpOBa B Bo3pacte 4—5 ner. B aToT nmepuon B cocrase
TpaBsIHOTO MOKpOBa Mpeo0sasaoT Haubosiee XapaKTepHbIE KOMILIEKChl MHAMKA-
TOPHBIX pacTeHH. THIUKAaTOPOM THIIA BBIPYOKH MOXKET CIYKHUTh HE TOJIBKO TEMIT
W3MEHEHUs BUJOBOrO cocTaBa u creneHu paszpactanus JKHII, a Taxke nuHamuka
YHCJICHHOCTH, CMEHA COCTaBa U CKOPOCTH MOCIEAYIOIIEr0 BO30OHOBICHUS JIpeBec-
HbIX nopoz. 1o pesynbraram obcneaoBanus (IOPUCTUYECKOTO COCTaBa UCCIEAY-
€MBIX BBIPYOOK MX MOXKHO OTHECTH K BEHHUKOBO-Pa3HOTPABHOMY THITY BBIPYOKH.

3aknuyeHue

1. OOmee KOIMYECTBO JPEBECHO-KYCTAPHUKOBOM pACTUTEIBLHOCTH Ha
BbIpyOKke Ne 1 coctaBnsier 24 407 wmr./ra, u3 Hux Pinus sylvestris L. — 9908 wt./ra
(40,6 %). Ha BeipyOke No2 — 17 835 mit./ra, u3 Hux Pinus sylvestris L. —
4917 wt./ra (27,6 %). 'naBHast nopojia ycTynaeT B KOHKYPEHIIUH JINCTBEHHBIM O~
poaam Ha 00eux BRIpyOKax, €€ J0JIeBOe ydacTe coctapiseT Mmenee S0 %.

2. Ha BoipyOke Ne 1 Pinus sylvestris L. npeo0Onagaer B MEIKONH KaTeropuu —
59 %, a Betula pendula Roth. u Populus tremula L. B cpenneii — 49 u 68 % coot-
BETCTBEHHO. [IpeoOiagaHue MENKOro MOJAPOCTa COCHBI CBUJAETENIBCTBYET
0 MPOJOJKEHUH E€CTECTBEHHOI'O BO300HOBJIEHMS Ha MATHIM roj Iocie Havyaia
BOCCTAHOBUTENBbHOro mporuecca. Ha BeipyOke Ne 2 monomoe nokonenue Pinus
sylvestris ipeoOnagaeT B CpeAHEH KaTerOpuu U cocTaBisieT 86 %, a Betula pendula
Roth. u Populus tremula L. B xpynHo#t — 77 u 76 %, 4T0 OATBEPKIAET JOMUHU-
POBaHUE MEIKOJIMCTBEHHBIX ITOPO/I.

3. Ha BeipyOKax B ’KMBOM HaIllOYBEHHOM IOKpoBe oOHapy:xeHo 102 Buaa co-
CYIMCTBIX pAaCTeHUU, OTHOCAIMUXCA K 32 cemeiictBam. Hambonee mpencraBiieH-
HBIMU CeMeMcTBaMU sIBIsitoTCA Asteraceae — 12,7 %, Apiaceae — 10,8 %, Poaceae —
8,8 %. OOmee NpoeKTUBHOE MOKPHITHE Ha 00euX BBIPYOKaX NPAaKTUYECKU
OJIMHAKOBOE, BapbUPYETCs B CPEeIHEM B JuanazoHe 65—75 %.

4. Ha wnHavyasbHOW CTaAWMM BOCCTAHOBHUTEIBHOW NMHAMHUKUA (UTOIEHO3a
uMeeTcs 3HauuTeNnbHoe GopucTUYecKoe pazHoodpasue. [{ons TpaBIHUCTHIX pac-
TEHUH, HamOoJee MpeICTaBICHHBIX Ha BBIpyOkax mo JDLII: myroseie — 45 %,
BBICOKOTpaBHbIE — 16 %, HeMopasibHble — 11 % u MenkoTpaBHbIe — 9 %.
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5. J)KuBoii HamMOYBEHHBIN MMOKPOB HEOJATONPHUITHO BIMSAET HA MOSABIECHUE U
pasButue noapocra Pinus sylvestris L. Hanuune B pacTUTEIbHOM TOKPOBE MpeEj-
cTaBuTelNel ceMelicTBa Poaceae pensiTCTBYET YCIEIITHOMY BO30OHOBJICHHIO I1aB-
HOM MOPOABI 3a CUET 3aI€PHEHUSI I10UBBI.

6. lnsa hbopMupoBaHHs YCTOMYMBBIX COCHOBBIX (DUTOIIEHO30B Ha BBIPYOKaxX
HEOO0XO/MMO MPOBEACHUE arpOTEeXHUUYECKUX U JIECOBOACTBEHHBIX YXOJOB, a B
nanpHeneM — pyook yxosa.
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