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Y cyuacHomy ceimi npobnemu 36epexeHHs biopisHomaHimms ma npomudii 3MiHaMm KniMamy € MiCHO 08 I3aHUMU MiX
cobor. BoHu nepedbayaroms U pearnizauito Komrnekcy 3axodie, CripssMogaHUX Ha HeQOMyWeHHS empamu 11ic08020 (hoHOY
SIK OKPEMUX PE2ioHi8, mak nnaHemu 3a2anoMm. Y 3a3Ha4eHOMy acriekmi Habygae eaxnueocmi po3ymiHHs ocobrusocmel
ma 3aKoHOMipHOCmeU byHKUIOHy8aHHs1 NoMynsayit f1icogux POCAUH, y moMy quchi nonynsayit mux eudie, siki hopmyoms
Apyc mpas. BidnosidHo, memotro nybnikauii 6yrno gusHayeHo ycmaHo8umu ma rnpoaHasnidysamu OHmo2eHemuyHy U gima-
nimemHy cmpykmypu nonynsuiti Lathyrus vernus (L.) Bernh y nicogux ¢himoueHosax FemmiH2eHCbKO20 flicy, po3matuo-
8aH020 Ha niedHi HuxHboi CakcoHii HimeyyuHu. BueyeHHsiM Byro oxorneHo wicmb nonynsayil, ski 3pocmanu y gimouye-
Ho3ax 8iOMIHHUX MiX CcOb0I0 3a 8IKOM, Xxapakmepom MeHedXMeHmy ma npupod00XOPOHHUM pexumom. OHmMoz2eHemuy4yHa
ma eimanimemHa cmpykmypa nonynsuit L. vernus 6ynu eug4eHi 8idnogidHo Ao 3azanbHornpuliHamux nidxodie. Bimarii-
memHuM aHanisoMm 3aceiduyeHo, wo yci docnidxysaHi nonynsauii L. vernus € apieHogaxeHumu 3 iHOekcom sikocmi (Q) 8id
0,2000 0o 0,3000. lNpu ybomy npanicu 8UPISHSANUCH HalMEHLWOK pernpe3eHmosaHicmio 0COOUH HallsuLo2o pigHs eimarii-
memy, Yacmka sikux 3HuxeHa 0o 20,0—-23,3%. Y cmapux nicax, de 8nposadKeHo n1ico2ocnodapcbKuli MEHEXMEeHM, iXHS
yacmka € y 1,4-2,4 pasu 6inbwor: Ha pigHi 33,3-56,7%. BcmaroeneHo, wjo yci 0ocnioxysari nonynsuji € HernosHUMU 3a
OHMO2EHEMUYHOK CMpyKmyporo. HYomupu monynsuii Matoms SIPKO 8UPaXeHi UeHMPOBaHi Crekmpu, siKi 8id3Ha4atombCsi
repesaxaHHsIM 2eHepamueHUX 0CObUH. 3a2arioM 8 03HaKax OHMO2eHEMUYHOI cmpyKmypu, MOPIGHSIHO i3 8imasimemHoro,
y nonynayit nposieunuck 3Ha4Ho binbwi 8IOMIHHOCMI NPU 8apito8aHHI 3Ha4YeHb iHOekcy gidHoenweaHocmi 6id 8,82 do 60,0%,
2eHepamuegHocmi— 8id 33,33 Ao 82,35%, iHOekcy cmapiHHs — 8i0 0 0o 38,24% (3a |.M. KosaneHkom). Ha mni 3acmocysaHHs
Jnlicoeocnodapcbko20 MeHedxXMeHmy 3apeecmposaHe cymmese 30inbuieHHs 0iana3oHy eapito8aHHS 3Ha4yeHb iHOeKcig 8io-
HOB/MI08aHOCMI ma eeHepamugHOCMi, ma y, niOCyMKy, penpe3eHmosaHicmb Monynauit pisHUX OHMO2EHEMUYHUX Murie:
monodux, nepexioHux, 3pinux. MMonynauii i3 npanicogux ¢imoueHosie 6ynu 8UKTHOYHO «3pinumMuy. BecmaHoeneHi hakmu
fpo 8imanimemHy ma OHMo2eHeMUYHy cmpykmypy 06°eKmugHO 3acgiddyroms me, wo L. vernus € sudom, 4ymnusum He
minbKu 00 3MIHU €KOI020-UeHOMUYHUX 03HaK (himoyeHoais, a Ui o cucmemMu sicoeocrnodapcbko2o MeHeAXMEHMY ma 0Co-
6riusocmel pexumie 0OXopOoHU, SKI 3arposadXyrombcs 8 nparicax. Pesynbmamu oyiHKU OHMo2eHemu4yHoi ma eimanimem-
HOI cmpyKkmypu, cgidyams, Wo yMosu [emmiHaeHCcbK020 Jlicy, po3mauiosaHo2o Ha niedHi HuxHeoi CakcoHii (Himeyduna),
€ cripusimugumu Or1si hopMy8aHHsI ma (OyHKUIOHy8aHHS monynsuit L. vernus.

Knrovosi cnoea: nonynauitiHut aHania, bykosi nicu, Géttinger Wald, eimanimemHul aHanis.

DOI https://doi.org/10.32782/agrobio.2023.4.10

Beryn. Y cyvacHomy cBiTi npobrnemn 3bepexerHsi Gio-
PI3BHOMAHITTA Ta MpoTMAii 3MiHam kriMaTty € TiCHO MoB's-
3aHMMKM Mix coboto (Hamann et al., 2015; Thomas Shuai
Ma et al., 2022; Regionale..., 2023). Bouun nepenbavatotb
peanisaLito  KOMMeKcy 3axofjiB, CNpsMOBaHWX Ha Hepjo-
MyLeHHs BTpaTW NiCOBOro (HOHAY $K OKPeMUX PEriOHIB,
Tak i nnaHetu 3aranom (Mette et al., 2021; Kdlling & Mette,
2022; Nordwestdeutsche..., 2023; Terhi Koskela et al., 2023;
Kimengsi et al., 2023; Vaclav Zumr et al., 2023). Npu ubomy
3HayyLwocTi HabyBae 3abe3neveHHs OXOPOHM YCiX KOMMO-
HEHTIB MICOBMX EKOCUCTEM Ta [OCArHEHHS IXHBOMO CTasoro,
pauioHanbHoro BukopucTaHHs (Pretzsch et al., 2019; Albert
et al., 2021; Buresch et al., 2023; Glatthorn et al., 2023;
Lieven et al., 2023). Y 3a3Ha4eHOMy acnekTi HabyBae Bax-
NBOCTI N PO3yMiHHS OCOBMMBOCTEW Ta 3aKOHOMIPHOCTEN
(byHKuioHyBaHHA monynsuin nicosux pocnuH (Skliar, 2013;
Skliar & Sherstuk, 2016, Skliar et al., 2016; Skliar et al., 2019;
Skliar et al., 2020), a came nonynsauin TMx BUAIB, Ski ¢op-
MYIOTb SipyC TpaB. PYHKLIOHYBaHHS SpYyCy TpaB € OfHI€et0 i3
CKNafoBmx hOPMyBaHHS KOMMMEKCY eKOCUCTEMHUX MOCHYT,
nputamanHux nicam (Didukh, 2018; Havrylenko, 2019;

Zhezhkun, 2021), 3okpema: JOCATHEHHS cTabinisavji rpyHTy,
MiATPUMaHHSA Kpyroobir MOXMBHMX PEYOBWH i 3a0e3ne4eHHs
3anuneHHs. Y CBOIO Yepry, aHani3 cTaHy nonynsuin suais,
Wo hopMytoTb ApYC Tpas, [O3BOMNSE OLHATU AKICTb cepe-
JOBULLA iCHYBaHHS LMx opraHiamis (Sherstuk, 2016, 2017),
a 3MiHM B iXHiX NOMyNALisX MOXYTb ByTW paHHIM MOKa3HUKOM
€KOMOriYHUX NOPYLLIEHb, TPAHCGOpPMALlii eKOCUCTEMM.

3asHayeHi (hakTu BKasytoTb i Ha aKkTyarbHICTb BUBYEHHS
nonynsuin Lathyrus vernus (L.) Bernh, ska nowwpera Ha
TepuTopii €Bponu, KaBkasy Ta Cubipy Ta € TMnoBot Ans
Apycy TpaB LUMPOKONUCTAHMX niciB. BoHa € uiHHOW edi-
PO-OMiNHOK, KOPMOBOW, MEOOHOCHOH, fiKapCbKOK poc-
nuHoto (Ostergard et al., 2007; Iskender et al., 2009; Zoric
et al., 2011; Valdés & Ehrlén, 2021). Okpim Toro L. vernus
€ BWOOM, YYTIIMBMM [O 3MiH €eKOMNoro-LeHOTUYHMX O3HaK
¢iTouerosie Ta knimaty (Ehrlén & Munzbergova, 2009;
Ehrlén & Valdés, 2020, Greise et al., 2020), w0, BignosigHo,
[103BONSIE PO3IMSAAATM NOTO K iHOPMATUMBHOTO iHAMKaTOpa
LLOZO CTaHy MiCOBUX EKCOCUCTEM.

MeTta poboTn — yCTaHOBWTM Ta MpoaHani3yBaTu OHTO-
FEHETWYHY W BiTaniTETHY CTPYKTYpW nonynsuin L. vernus

BicHuk CymcbKoro HauioHanbHOro arpapHoro yHiBepcureTty

68

Cepisi «ArpoHomist i Gionorist», Bunyck 4 (54), 2023



O3Haku nicoBux hiToLEHO3IB, OXONNEHUX BUBYEHHSAM

Tabnuug 1

diToueHo3
- iaui Bik nepeBocTaHy. Pexum kopuctyBaHHa/
Ne nonynsuji . acouiauis 3a . ’
ynau acouéauamH:’:aEﬁ:ﬁ"r(gmow AOMIHaHTHOKO CHCTEMOIO pokis OXOPOHM
pay (3a B. AnboxiHuM)
Flagtyus s%lvatiza +Acer o .
L g ; platanoides -Anemone HasIBHUIA NicOrocrnofapChbKuii
1 Carici pilosae-Carpinetum nemorosa + Euphorbia 55 MEHEIKMEHT
amygdaloides
o Fagus sylvatica - Asarum . o
Polygonato multiflori- ; _ nparic, aHTPOmnoreHHni
2 Quercetum petraeae eur opaﬁglrgs;regtellarla 100-110 BMNAUB BIACYTHIN
. Fagus sylvatica + Fraxinus o 3
3 Dentario glandulosae- excelsior - Anemone 150-160 HasBHWI nicorocrnogapcbKuii
Fagetum nemorosa + Dentaria MEHe)KMEHT
glandulosa
4 Brachypodio sylvaticae- Fagus sylvatica - Asarum 140-150 npanic, aHTPOMoreHHNi
Quercetum petraeae europaeum BMNAUB BIACYTHIN
) Fagus sylvatica + Acer o 3
5 Galeobdoloni luteae- pseudoplatanus - Anemone 140-150 HasiBHUIA ficorocnogapchKum
Carpinetum nemorosa + Asarum MEHeKMEHT
europaeum
Fagus S)Zv%ica + Prunus
cerasus - Lathyrus vernus + - .
6 Lamio-Quercetum Anemone 100-110 HaﬂBH””MJ;:fg r;ﬁg@apcwmm
nemorosa + Viola A
reichenbachiana
y nicoBMx dpiToLleH03ax [eTTiHreHChKoro Jicy, po3TalloBa- Tabnuus 2

Horo Ha niBaHi HuxkHboT CakcoHii HimevynHu.
MaTepianu i MeToam gocniaxeHHb. BueyeHHaM 6yno
OXOMNMEHO WicTb nonynauin L. vernus. OiTOLEHO3M, Y AKUX

MapameTpu, 3a AKMMM NpoBOAMNACA OLiHKA
citononynsuin Lathyrus vernus

YMOBHe No3Ha4YeHHsA

b . , Ne | HanmeHyBaHHsA Lo
BOHM 3pOCTalTh, BIAPI3HSIOTECS MK COBOW 3a BikOM, | | 3/n | napamertpy Ta p&%%aéyﬁgosa PoamipHicTb
XapaKkTepoM MeHEMKMEHTY Ta MPUPOLOOXOPOHHUM PEXM- Crmamusni MempudHi Mopchorapamempu
Mom (Tabn. 1). 3aranbHa
Y nicax, OXOnneHnX BUBYEHHSIM, MPOBOAMIINCE NOBHI reobo- 1 ¢iTomaca w r
- . poCnuHU
TaHiyHi onuem (Yakubenko et al., 2020). Y mexax gocnigpxysa- diTomaca
HUX (PITOLIEHO3IB 3@ BUNaKOBOK CUCTEMOIO PO3TALLOBYBAMCh 2 NINCTKIB wi r
00nikosi AinsHkK nnoLueto 0,25 M2 Ha KOXHIl i3 AKX BU3HaYarnm 3 | Bucota pocnntu h cM
3ararnbHy KinbKiCTb 0COBWH L. vernus Ta KinbKicTb POCIIH Pi3HUX ditomaca
. L . 4 reHepaTUBHUX Wg r
OHTOrEHETUYHWX CTaHIB: P — MPOPOCTKIB, | — OBEHINbHUX POC- opraHis
THW, im — iMaTypHIX, V — BIPriHiNbHX, g, — MOJIOANX reHepaTyB- 5 | KinbkicTb nucTkiB NI wT
HIX, g, — CEPeaHbOreHePaTUBHMX, g, — CTapuX reHepaTUBHIX, 6 | KinbkicTb kBiTok Nfl wT
_ . _ . ; Mnowa
ss. CyBCeHINbHUX, S ~ CEHIbHIX. Y3:§raaneHHﬂ pesynbrartis 7 ool A o
OLHK/A OHTOrEHETUYHOI CTPYKTYPU 3A4IMCHIOBANOCh Ha OCHOBW MOBEPXHi
3aranbHONPUIHATMX NigXoaiB, Npy peanisaLlii AKX B1U3HavaBcs g | Cepeans nowa al oM
OHTOTEHETUYHMIA CMIEKTP Ta 0r0 MPOBIAHI XapaKTEPUCTUKM OKPEMOTO NNCTKa
(noBHOTA, CMMETPUYHICTB), PO3PAXOBYBANMUCh OHTOMEHETUYHI 9_| Hiawerp crebna d il
) ’ p » PO3p ,y - CmamuyHi anomempuyHi mopchornapamempu
iHOEKCY Ta BCTAHOBMOBANaCh HaNeXHICTb KOXHOI nonynsuii 4o Mnolua nucTkis
MEBHOI OHTOreHeTNYHOI Kateropii (Zlobin et al., 2022). 10 | Ha oguHuuio LAR=A/W cm?r
Okpim TOro, y KOXHOMY i3 ¢hiToleHo3iB Byno BigibpaHo thitomack
. 11 | PoTOCUHTETUHE LWR = WI /W tr
50-30 ocobuH L. vernus, siki 3HaXOAUNNCSA B OLHAKOBOMY 3ycunns
OHTOrEHETUYHOMY CTaHi, a came — y cTafii cepeaHix reHe- 12 BinHocHwii hWR =h/W omir
PaTUBHIX POCIIMH g,, T4 MPOBEEHO iXHiil MOPHOMETPUYHMIA 5 MpNpICT
. . |AHOLLEeHHSA
aHanis i3 ypaxysaHHaM 16 MopconapameTpis (tabn. 2). 13 nﬁlncwoso'f
3 0Mopoto Ha pesyrnsTaTit MOPGOMETPUYHOTO aHanisy Oys _ NOBEPXHi .Elg AdR=A/10d cM?/MM
30iMiCHEHUI BITANITETHWUIA aHanis. BiH peani3oByBaBCs Y MOBHiIN gﬁgg::soﬂ;ﬂﬂa
BignosigHocTi 4o anroputmy, BusHadeHomy HO.A. 3n06iHMM MDK BUCOTOIO
(Zlobin et al., 2022). Hacamnepez, Ha OCHOBI KOpensLiAHOMO 14 1 %?gﬂg;‘;‘w hdR = h/d cm/cm
Ta (haKTOPHOro aHanisie, Ans KOXHOI i3 monynsauin L. vernus, crebra
Byno BUSIBNEHO KITHOYOBI (BU3HAYarbHI LLIOAO PIBHS XXUTTEBOCTI) 15 Penpo,uyKTm1BHe RE1 = (Wg / W) x 100 %
MopdonapameTpy (Tabn. 3). Ha ocHoBi Lx MopodnapameTpis SyCUnna
. . . . N 6 16 PenpogykTueHe RE2 = (Wg / A) x 100 %
OLiHIOBABCS piBEHb BITANTETY (KMTTEBOCTI) KOXHOI OCOOMHM aycnnns 2 g
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L. vernus. 3a penpe3eHTOBaHICTIO POCINH BULLOrO (knacy a),
MPOMDKHOTO (Kracy b), HKYOro (Knacy C) XUTTEBOCTI, BU3HaYa-
niacb BiTaniTeETHa CTPYKTYpa NOMynsLii, po3paxoByBaBCs iHAEKC
AKOCTi Q Ta BCTAHOBMIOBaNach HanexHicTb NonynsLin 4o nes-
HUX SIKICHWUX Tpyn (MPOLBITAtOYMX, BPIBHOBAXEHWX, AENpecmB-
HUX).

Tabnuus 3
Mepenik knroyoBUX MopdonapameTpiB Ans nonynsawin
Lathyrus vernus

TUBHMX pocnnH pocsrae 60%, 3 akux BipriHinbHUX —53,33%.
Monynsuis Ne 1 piHoto mipoto (no 50%) cchopmoBaHa i3 Bip-
MHINBHUX Ta MOMOAMX reHEPaTUBHUX OCOOWH. IHLWI YoTUpK
nonynsuii MaroTb SPKO BUPAXKEHi LLIEHTPOBAHI CMEKTPU, SKi
Bi3HAYalOTbCA MNepeBaXaHHsM reHepaTUBHUX OCOOWH:
B nonynsuii Ne 2 ixHa yacTka ctaHoBUTb 64,0%, B nonynswii
Ne 3 - 61,9%, Ne 4 — 82,35% i N2 5 — 89,71% (1abn. 4).

Tabnuus 4
OHTOreHeTUYHi cnekTpu nonynauiv Lathyrus vernus

Ne nonynsuii Mepenik kno4yoBUX MopdhonapameTpis!
1 A, AdR, al
2 W, WI, A
3 W, WI, h
4 W, Wg, WI
5 LAR, al, AdR
6 LAR, al, AdR
lMpumimka: ~ ymoeHi  no3HayeHHs  Mopghbornapamempis

gidrnosidatomb mabnuuj 2

Y npoueci KOMMMEKCHOI OUiHKM cTaHy nonynauin L.
vernus po3paxyHKoBi npoLeaypy 34iiCHIOBaNIMCh Ha OCHOBI
LUMPOKOrO 3aCTOCYBaHHA KOMM'IOTEPHUX MpOrpam: nakeTy
SPSS Ta aBtopchkux po3pobok HO.A. 3nobiHa (ANONS,
VITAL) (Tsarenko et al., 2000; Zlobin et al., 2022).

Pesynbrati. Yci pocnigxysani nonynauii L. vernus
BUSIBUMNCb HEMOBHUMW 33 OHTOTEHETUYHOK  CTPYKTY-
poto. MNpu upoMmy B nonynsauii Ne 4 BigcyTHi nuwe npo-
POCTKM | HOBEHINbHI pocnuHK, y cknadi nonynauii Ne 1
penpe3eHToBaHO nuLe BIpriHifbHI Ta MONoAi reHepaTuBHi
0COOUHN.

NiBOCTOPOHHI OHTOreHETUYHUIA CMEKTP, SIKUIA BKa3ye Ha
CMPUSATANBI YMOBW ANS1 BiJHOBIIOBANBHOIO NPOLECy, NpuTa-
MaHHUIA BUKIYHO nonynsuii Ne 6: y Hiii yacTka goreHepa-

Monynsuii Ta yacTka (%) pocnuH pisHnx
OH'rpreHe- OHTOreHeTUYHUX CTaHIB Y IXHbOMY cknapi
TUYHI CTaHU

Ne1 | Ne2 | Ne3 | Ne4 | Ne5 | Ne6

p 0,00 | 0,00 | 0,00 | 0,00 | 0,00 | 0,00

j 0,00 | 0,00 | 0,00 | 0,00 | 0,00 | 0,00

im 0,00 | 8,00 | 952 | 588 | 0,00 | 6,67
v 50,00 | 12,00 | 9,52 | 2,94 | 10,29 | 53,33
g' 50,00 | 16,00 | 19,05 | 8,82 | 20,59 | 33,33

g? 0,00 | 48,00 | 42,86 | 44,13 | 4412 | 0,00

g 0,00 | 0,00 | 0,00 | 29,41 | 25,00 | 0,00

ss 0,00 | 400 | 4,76 | 294 | 0,00 | 6,67

s 0,00 | 12,00 | 14,29 | 5,88 | 0,00 | 0,00
Pazom 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 100

AHani3  y3aranbHIOKYMX OHTOTEHETUYHUX  iHOEKCIB

nigTBEPMKYE, WO came nonynauis Ne 6 mMae HamBuLLmMii
iHoekc BigHoemoBaHocTi (60,00%), wo B 1,8 pasu nepe-
BULLYE iHOEKC reHepatusHoCTi (3a |. M. Koanenkom). Lis
X NOMynslis Mae HanBWLL iHOEKCU BIiQHOBMIOBAHOCTI 3a
1. O. XKykosoto — M.B.I'motosum (0,64) Ta 3a J1.I. Bopoh-
uosoto (180,0%) (tabn. 5). BoHa HanexuTb 4O MOMOAWX
(3a J1. A. XXMBOTOBCbKMM) 3 HU3bKUMU iHAEKCAMMW CTapiHHS
Ta BikoBOCTi (Tabn. 6). [loCUTb BUCOKMMM NOKa3HUKaMW iHOEKCY

BiZAHOBMIOBAHOCTI BUPI3HAETLCA 1 nonynsuis Ne 1.

Tabnuus 5
3Ha4yeHHs1 OHTOreHeTUYHMUX iHAeKciB nonynsauin Lathyrus vernus
.. Og. Monynsuii
OnTorenetuHi inaexcu BAMIDY | Ne 1 Ne 2 Ne 3 Ne 4 Ne 5 Ne 6
|Haeke BioHOB-
nIOBaHOCTI % 50,00 20,00 19,05 8,82 10,29 60,00
IHAeKc cTa- % 0,00 16,00 19,05 38,24 25,00 6,67
PiHHSA
23 .M. KoBaneHkom 'gg?;g;ggﬁ % 50,00 64,00 61,90 82,35 89,71 33,33
0,00 0,80 1,00 1,33 2,43 0,11
IHIeKe Biko- (nepeBa- (nepeBa- (nepeBa- (nepeBa- (nepeBa- (nepeBa-
A BOCTI - XakTb XKakTb XakTb XakTb XakTb XakTb
iHBa3iHi iHBa3ilHi iHBa3ilHi npoLecu npouecu iHBa3iNHi
npouecu) npouecu) npouecy) | derpagauii) | gerpagauii) | npouecw)
|HOekc BigHOB-
NoBaHOCT] - 0,50 0,24 0.24 0,10 0,10 0,64
3a Jl. O. XykoBoto — | IHpekc cTa-
M. B. FnoTosAM DiHHs - 0,00 0,16 0,19 0,09 0,00 0,07
IHOekc 3ami-
LLieHHS - 1,00 0,25 0,24 0,10 0,11 150
3a IHOekc BiaHOB-
1. 1. BopoHLoBOlo |  MloBaHoCTI % 100,00 31,25 30,77 10,71 11,48 180,00
3a A.O. YpaHosum '””eB'é"cﬁ”‘o' A 0,19 0,45 0,46 0,54 0,47 0,22
3a IHoekc
JILA. XKnBOTOBCLKMM | €heKTUBHOCTI w 0,60 0.71 0.68 0.79 0,84 0,53
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Tabnuus 6

PizHomaHiTHiCTb nonynsuin Lathyrus vernus 3a OHTOreHeTUYHMMU TUNAMM

Tuvn nonynsauii MonynAui
Ne 1 Ne 2 Ne 3 Ne 4 Ne 5 Ne 6
3a T.0. PabotHoBUM iHBa3ilHa HOPM. HOPM. HOPM. HOPM. iHBa3.
3a J1. O. XXykoBoto HopMarnbHa HOPM. HOPM. HOPM. HOPM. HOPM.
3a J1.A. 2)KnBoTOBCbKIM monoga 3pina nepexigHa 3pina 3pina mosoga
Tabnuugsa 7
BitaniteTHa cTpykTypa nonynsuin Lathyrus vernus
BigHocHa 4acTka pocnuH nNeBHOro knacy IHaveHHS o ) Cratnctnyxa
Ne nonynsuii BlTaaneTy innexcy BitanitetHuit Tun AOCTOBIPHICTb
BULLOTO npoMikHOro HUKYOro KNacy |  gyocri (Q) nonynaun OulHKn
knacy (a) knacy (b) (c) (%)
Ne 1 0,3667 0,1333 0,5000 0,2500 BpiBHOBaXKeHa 80
Ne 2 0,2000 0,3333 0,4667 0,2667 BpiBHOBaXeHa 80
Ne 3 0,3333 0,1111 0,5556 0,2222 BpiBHOBaXeHa 70
Ne 4 0,2333 0,1667 0,6000 0,2000 BpiBHOBaXeHa 60
Ne 5 0,5667 0,0333 0,4000 0,3000 BpiBHOBaXeHa 97
Ne 6 0,4194 0,0645 0,5161 0,2419 BpiBHOBaXeHa 80

[HWi YoTupKM nonynswii MarTb IHOEKCW BIZHOBMOBAHOCTI
Habarato Hwkui Big iHAekciB reHepaTuHocTi (3a |.M. Kosa-
nexHkom): B nonynsuii Ne 2 —y 3,2 pasu, Ne 3 —y 3,2 pasw,
Ne 4 —y 9,3 pa3u, Ne 5 —y 8,7 pa3u. Ll nonynsiuii Takox MatoTb
HarHWxui iHOeken BigHoBnoBaHocTi 3a J1.O. Xykosowo —
M.B. moToBuMm Ta 3a J1.I. BopoHLoBoto. AHani3 nokasas, Lo
nonynsauis L. vernus Ne 3 € nepexigHoto, a Ne Ne 2, 4 i 5 — 3pi-
mumm (3a J1A. 2KNBOTOBCBKIM), 3 BUCOKMMM iHOEKCAMM CTa-
PiHHS | BIKOBOCTI.

BitaniteTHm aHanisomM BCTAHOBEHO, LLO YCi AOCHImKY-
BaHi nonynsuii L. vernus € BpiBHOBaXeHUMU 3 iHAEKCOM SKOCTi
(Q) Big 0,2000 go 0,3000 (Tabn. 7). BctaHoBNEHO, LU0 HalBK-
LW iHgeke skocTi Mae nonynauii L. vernus Ne 5 (Q = 0,3000).
Ha gpyrom micui s3Haxogutees nonynsuis Ne 2, 3 iHgekcom sko-
cTi nonynauii Q = 0,2667, ska mae Habarato GinbLly YacTky
POCIIMH MPOMIKHOrO Knacy BiTaniteTy. HaiHuwxyi NokasHUKM
iHaexcy sikocTi Q (Ha pieHi 0,2000) 3apeecTpoBaHi B nonynsLji
Ne 4, y cknagi sKoi YacTka pOCNMH HaMHWXYOrO PIBHS KUTTE-
BocTi csrae 60%.

O6roBopeHHsi. Pesynbratv NpoBeneHOro aHaniay CBid-
yatb, Wo nonynsuiji L. vernus B BykoBux dhitoLieHo3ax ['eTTiH-
FEHCBKOrO JiCy € AOCUTb MOAIOHMMU 3@ 03HaKaMW BITamiTETHOI
CTPYKTYpY. lpy UbOMY Mpanicn BUPIHAMUCL HAUMEHLLIO
PEnpe3eHTOBaHICTI0O OCOOWMH HaWBWLLIOTO PIBHS BIiTaniTeTY,
yacTka skux 3HmkeHa go 20,0-23,3%. Y crapux nicax, ge
BMPOBaXEHO NICOrOCMOAAPCHKMA MEHEKMEHT, IXHS YacTka
€y 1,4-2,4 pa3u GinbLuot: Ha piBHi 33,3-56,7%. BuiieHase-
JeHi JaHi NigTBEpoKYOTh KOPENALito MK eKororo-LeHoTHY-
HYMM YUHHUKaMW Ta CTAHOM TPaB'SHUCTUX NOMNYnALn NiCOBUX
Buais (Sherstuk, 2016, 2017).

B o03Hakax OHTOrEHETWYHOI CTPYKTYpW MNpOSIBUNUCH
3HayHO GinbLUi BiAMIHHOCTI NMpW BapitoBaHHI 3HAYEHb iHOEKCY
BigHoBnoBaHocTi Big 8,82 no 60,0%, reHepaTMBHOCTI — Bifg
33,33 po 82,35%, iHoekcy ctapiHHs — Big 0 fo 38,24% (3a
I.M. KoBanexkom). Y npanicax 3HaueHHs iHOEKCy BiaHOB-
noBaHocTi gopisHioBamn 8,82-20,0% (po3max BapitoBaHHS
craHoBuTb 11,18%), reHepatusHocTi — 64,00-82,35% (pos-
max BapitoBaHHs 18,35%), crapiHHa — 16,00-38,24% (pos3-
Max BapitoBaHHs 22,24%). Y ctapux nicax, fe BNpoBapKEHO
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NiCOrocnofapCbkUn MEHEMKMEHT, 3HAYEHHS LMX MOKa3HUKIB,
Bigno.igHo, gopisHioBanu: 10,29-60,0% (po3max BapitoBaHHS
49,71%), reHepatuBHocTi — 33,33-89,71% (po3max Bapito-
BaHHS 56,38%), cTapiHHs — 6,67—25,00% (po3max BapitoBaHHs
18,33%). OTxe, Ha Tni NiCOrOCNOAAPCHKOT0 MEHEMKMEHTY
PEeECTpyeTbCs CyTTEBE 30iMblUEHHS [iana3oHy BapitoBaHHS
3HayeHb iHOEKCIB BiJHOBMOBAHOCTI Ta reHepaTuBHOCTI, Ta Y,
MigCYMKY, NPOSIB PENPE3eHTOBAHOCTI NMONYNALIN Pi3HUX OHTO-
FEHETUYHNX TUMIB: MOMOAMX, NEPEXIaHMX, 3pinux. Monynsuii i3
npanicoBMx iTOLIEHO3IB € BUKMKOYHO «3PinvMmy.

HaseneHi dhaktvi Npo BiTaniTETHY Ta OHTOrEHETUYHY CTPYK-
TYpy BKa3yloTb Ha Te, WO L. vernus € BUOOM, YyTIIMBUM He
TiNbKM OO0 3MIHM €KOMNOro-LeHOTUYHNX O03HaK (ITOLEHO3IB,
Hag uuMm bokycyBanmmes nonepegHi gocnimkeHHs (Ehrlén
& Miinzbergova, 2009; Ehrlén & Valdés, 2020, Greise et al.,
2020), a n 0o cuCTEMU ICOrOCNOAAPCHKOr0 MEHEMKMEHTY
Ta 0COBNMBOCTEN PEXMMIB OXOPOHM, SIKi 3anpOBaKYHOTLCS
B npanicax.

BucHoBkW. Pe3ynsrati OLiHKM OHTOreHETUYHOI Ta BiTani-
TETHOI CTPYKTYpW, CBigYaTh, LLO YMOBM ['eTTiHreHCbKOro nicy,
poaTalloBaHoro Ha niBaHi HwkHboi CakcoHii (HimeyunHa),
3aranoM € CrpusTIMBUMU Ans OopMyBaHHS Ta (OYHKLIOHY-
BaHHs nonynauin L. vernus. Lle TBepmXeHHs I'pyHTYETbCS Ha
TOMY, LU0 Y MEXaX 3a3Ha4eHOro NICOBOrO MacuBy He BUSIBMEHI
nonynsuii L. vernus y cknagi OHTOreHETUYHUX CMEKTPIB SKMUX
HambinbLLy YacTKy cknaganmu 6 nocTreHepaTuBHI POCIMHM
Ta nonynsuii, siki 6 3a 03Hakamu BITaNITETHOI CTPYKTYpW Hane-
Xanmu OO OEnpecvBHMX. Y CBOKO Yepry, 3aKOHOMIpHa 3MiHa
nonynAUiNHAX 03HaK L. vernus 3anexHo Big cuctemu nico-
rOCMOAAPCHKOTO MEHEKMEHTY, OCOBNMBOCTEN PEXMMIB OXO-
POHU, Y NoAanbLLIOMY pobuTh akTyanbHUM po3pobky crcTemMm
KepyBaHHs (hiToLieHO3aMN [ eTTIHFeHCbKOro flicy, CrpsiMoBa-
HOI Ha 3pPOCTaHHS PIBHS XKUTTEBOCTI POCAWH Ta hOPMYBaHHS
«MpouBiTalYMX» NONynAWin L. vernus, siki penpeseHTyoTb
HaWBWLLYY SKICHY KaTeropito 3a O3HakaMu BIiTaniTETHOI CTPYK-
Typu Ta 3a3BuYall BUPISHAKOTLCS HANMIMWMMK NMOKa3HUKaMU
NPOAYKTMBHOCTI, 34aTHOCTI [0 peanisauii agantauiiHoro
noTeHLjany, cTanoro W AOBrOTPUBANONO iCHYBaHHSA Y CKNafi
(hiToLLEHOSIB.
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Yaroshenko N. P., PhD student, Sumy National Agrarian University, Sumy, Ukraine

The assessment of ontogenetic and vitality structures of populations of Lathyrus vernus (L.) Bernh in
the Goéttingen forest (Lower Saxony, Germany)

In today's world, the issues of biodiversity conservation and climate change mitigation are closely interconnected. They
involve the implementation of a set of measures aimed at preventing the loss of forest resources in individual regions
and the planet as a whole. In this context, understanding the characteristics and patterns of populations of forest plants,
including those forming the herbaceous layer, becomes crucial. The purpose of this publication was to establish and analyze
the ontogenetic and vitality structures of populations of Lathyrus vernus (L.) Bernh in the forest phytocenoses of the Géttingen
Forest, located in southern Lower Saxony, Germany. Six populations were studied, which grew in phytocenoses differing
in age, management practices, and nature conservation regimes. The ontogenetic and vitality structures of L. vernus
populations were studied according to commonly accepted approaches. Vitality analysis indicated that all studied
populations of L. vernus are balanced, with a quality index (Q) ranging from 0.2000 to 0.3000. Primary forests showed
the least representation of individuals with the highest vitality level, accounting for 20.0-23.3%. In old forests under forest
management, their share is 1.4-2.4 times higher, ranging from 33.3% to 56.7%. It was found that all studied populations have
incomplete ontogenetic structures. Four populations have well-defined centered spectra, characterized by the predominance
of generative individuals. In general, in terms of ontogenetic structure, populations showed significantly greater differences
compared to vitality structure, with variations in the values of the regeneration index from 8.82% to 60.0%, generativity
from 33.33% to 82.35%, and aging index from 0 to 38.24% (according to .M. Kovalenko). Against the background of forest
management application, a significant increase in the range of values for regeneration and generativity indices was recorded,
and, as a result, the representation of populations of different ontogenetic types: young, transitional, mature. Populations
from primeval phytocenoses were exclusively "mature.” The objectively established facts about the vitality and ontogenetic
structure confirm that L. vernus is a species sensitive not only to changes in ecologo-cenotic features of phytocenoses
but also to the forest management system and the peculiarities of protection regimes implemented in primeval forests.
The results of the assessment of ontogenetic and vitality structures indicate that the conditions of the Géttingen Forest,
located in southern Lower Saxony, Germany, are favorable for the formation and functioning of L. vernus populations.

Key words: population analysis, beech forests, Géttinger Wald, vitality analysis.
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