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The bioinformatic such and selection of existing putative sequences of plant
NHX Na+/H+ exchangers were conducted. By application of wide range of
bioinformatic tools and online services the comparative analysis and sequence
alignment of selected amino acid sequences of NHX transporters with additional
confirmation of domain architecture were performed. As result of this study the
phylogenetic diversity of NHX family was summarized. After secondary analysis of
full sequences of putative NHX Na+/H+ exchangers the 403 amino acid sequences
of those transporters from different plant species were selected. According to
cladistical analysis of selected NHX transporter sequences these proteins are
distributed between 4 different clades. 3 clades from 4 belong to the type II NHX
transporters and 1 to the type II of Na+/H+ exchangers. The cladistical analysis
and further classification of NHX horologes indicate the mismatching of database
NHX transporters given names to the clade and group which they have belonged.
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The influence of various abiotic stress may affect and significantly inhibit the

plant growth, development and productivity. The main types of this kind of stress

are salinity, drought and high or low temperatures. It worth to note, that salt stress is

one of the most important environmental factors that can significantly reduce yields

of crops worldwide [1]. In order to grow crops on degraded or marginal lands the

urgent need for world agriculture and other economical areas is to improve the salt

tolerance of plants by molecular breeding or transgenic technology [1]. Salt stress

leads  to  inhibition  or  complete  disruption  of  plant  water  uptake  by  roots   and  to

significant changes in key metabolic reactions in cell due to osmotic stress and toxic

concentrations of sodium ions in the cytosol [2, 3]. In order to minimize the

negative impact of high salt concentrations the plants employ several mechanisms
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[3]. In particular, the plants are able to remove toxic sodium ions by sequestration

into vacuole or outside the cell through the plasma membrane [3, 4]. The removal of

cytotoxic sodium ions is mediated by work of proton-sodium (Na+/H+) antiporters.

The genome of Arabidopsis thaliana encodes more than 40 different types of

Na+/H+ antiporters  [5,  6].  The  Na+/H+ antiporters are divided into three families

SPA1 or NHX, NhaD and CPA2 (CHX and KEA) [7].

The first plant transport proteins of NHX family were described as tonoplast

transporters involved in vacuolar deposition of Na+ from cytosol. It has been shown

for many plant species that NHX transporte3rs are mane determinants of plant salt

tolerance [4, 8, 9, 10]. The NHX family of Na+/H+ exchangers NHX is divided into

two main  types  (see.  Table.  1)  [11].  First  type  of  transporters  are  similar  to  SOS1

(Salt overlay sensitive 1) proteins with plasma membrane localization. They had

evolved into functional transport proteins independently from other NHX

transporters [12]. The NHX transporters of the type I could play an important role in

the Na +transport over long distances, particularly in retranslocation of this toxic ion

from the stem to the roots [13]. The AtNHX7/SOS1 transporter from Araboidopsis

thaliana is homologue of yeast NHA1 Na+/H+ antiporter, which localized in the

plasma membrane. AtNHX8 is phylogeneticaly close to AtNHX7/SOS1, but

functions of this transport proteins are still not completely understood. However,

there are some experimental data suggest that this transport protein is involved in

toxic Li+ removal from cell (see. Table. 1) [14].

The Na+/H+ antiporters of type II or “true” NHX transporters, also divided into

two classes (see. Table. 1). The class 1 includes NHX isoforms of A thaliana

(AtNHX1-4), with strong vacuolar localization [15, 16]. However NHX proteins

belonging to the class 2, namely AtNHX5-6, exhibit endosomal localization in cells

[16, 17]. The first plant NHX transporter - AtNHX1, was identified by its sequence

similarity to the yeast SsNHX1 [18] (see. Table. 1). This protein has vacuolar

localization. It is responsible for the transport of K+ and Na+ sodium into vacuoles

[19]. Elevation of gene expression level of this transporter leads to improvement of



salt tolerance of plants [20]. The functional studies of the class II  antiporters were

conducted only for A. thaliana AtNHX5-6 and tomato LeNHX2 [11, 21].

NHX transporters play an important role in many important cellular and

physiological processes. They are responsible for cellular pH regulation, vesicular

traffic, cellular elongation and plant development in general [17, 22]. The main role

of most NHX, which have been so far, identified are Na+ transport and accumulation

in vacuoles or in other cellular compartments under conditions of salt stress, for the

minimizing of toxic effects of this ion in cell metabolism. [4]. Under normal

conditions, the low concentration of Na+ in  the  cytosol,  NHX  antiporters  are

responsible for transport of K+ into vacuoles or other membrane cellular

compartments. Thus they help to maintain the ion homeostasis and cell elongation

[23, 24, 25] (see. Table. 1). Despite that, exist some exceptions from the rule, when

NHX antiporter mediate transport of  Na+ from the vacuole into the cytoplasm [25].

Over the last decade the large number of NHX homologs has been identified in

different plant species [4]. Unfortunately, for the many of them the functions and

their phylogenetic position remain unknown.

1. The main physiological and functional features of Na+/H+

exchangers of NHX family Arabidopsis thaliana
Type Class Protein Reference

number TAIR
Cellular

localisation
Function Reference

AtNHX7/
SOS1 At2g01980 Plasma

membrane
Na+/Li+ removal

from cell 14

AtNHX8 At1g14660 Plasma
membrane

Li+ removal from
cell 14

1

AtNHX1 At5g27150 Vacuolar
tonoplast

Na+/K+
sequestration into

vacule
11, 15, 20

AtNHX2 At3g05030 Vacuolar
tonoplast

Na+/K+
sequestration into

vacule
15

AtNHX3 At5g55470 Vacuolar
tonoplast

K+ sequestration
into vacule 25

AtNHX4 At3g06370 Vacuolar
tonoplast

Na+  transport
from vacuole to

cytosol
25

AtNHX5 At1g54370 Na+/K+ transport
to endosomes 16,17

AtNHX6 At1g79610 Na+/K+ transport
to endosomes 21



The aim of study - selection and classification of known NHX transporters

sequences. Verification of these sequences by secondary check of domain

architecture of these transport proteins. Conducting multiple sequence alignment

and phylogenetic tree construction.

Material and methods. The  search  of  NHX  Na+/H+ exchangers plant

homologs were performed by keywords and on the basis of BLASTp-scanning

database UniProtKB (http://www.uniprot.org/, SIB BLAST Network Service) with

restriction only for plants and GenBank (www.blast .ncbi.nlm.nih.gov) [26, 27]. The

search of plant homologs was carried out by algorithm BLASTp with

«Viridiplantae» group restriction and application of the following parameters:

weight matrix - BLOSUM62, the number of matches in the expected random sample

of threshold E = 10, with the active filtering of low-konstructed sites and aligned

http://www.uniprot.org/


fragments containing haps [26, 27, 28]. The primary sequence selection of

Fig.1. The cladistical analysis results of consolidated group of putative plant
NHX sodium- proton exchangers. Notes: selected representatives of the NHX
transporters from A. thaliana are marked, cladistical algorithm - neighbor-joining
method (NJ).



2. Classification of NHX Na+/H+ antiporters homologues of Araboidopsis
thaliana

Organism /
Clade / Type

Type II Type I
Clade 1 Clade 2 Clade 3 Clade 4

group 4 group
 1 group 2 group

 3 group 5 group
 6 group 7 group

8
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Homo sapiens HsNHE6
HsNHE7

HsNHE1
HsNHE2
HsNHE3

Saccharomices
cerevisiae

ScNHX1

Arabidopsis
thaliana

AtNHX
4

AtNH
X1

AtNHX
2

AtNHX
3

AtNHX
5

AtNHX6 AtNHX
7

AtNHX
8

Aegilops tauschii AtNHX2
AtNHX2

Aeluropus
lagopoides

AlNHX1

Aeluropus
littoralis

AlNHX1

Amborella
trichopoda

AtNHX1
AtNHX1

AtNHX
4

AtNHX6 AtNHX8

Arabidopsis
lurata

AlNHX4 AlNHX
1

AlNHX
2
AlNHX
2

AlNHX
3

AlNHX5 AlNHX6 AlNHX
7

Arabis alpina AaNHX
6

AaNHX6 AaNHX
7

Arachis
hypogaea

AhNHX
1

Atriplex
dimorphostegia

AdNH
X1

Atriplex gmelini AgNH
X1

Atriplex halimus AhNH
X1

Atriplex patens ApNH
X1

Beta vulgaris BvNH
X1

BvNHX
4

BvNHX
6

BvNHX
8

Boechera
laevigata

BlNHX
7

Boechera stricta BsNHX
7

Brachypodium
distachyon

BdNHX
2
BdNHX
2
BdNHX
2

BdNHX
4

BdNHX
6

Brassica napus BnNHX BnNH BnNHX Bna- BnNHX



3 X
BnNH
X2
BnNH
X1
BnNH
X1
BnNH
X2

4 C06g3997
0D
BnNHX6
BnNHX6
BnNHX6

7

Brassica rapa BrNHX3 BrNHX
2
BrNHX
BrNHX
1

BrNHX
4

BrNHX6
BrNHX6

BoNHX
7

Brassica
oleracea

BoNHX6

Bruguiera
gymnorhiza

BgNHX
7

Camelina sativa CsNHX3 CsNHX
1

CsNHX
2
CsNHX
2

CsNHX
4

CsNHX5
CsNHX5

CsNHX6 CsNHX
7

Capsella rubella CrNHX4 CrNHX
1

CrNHX
2

CrNHX
3

CrNHX5
CrNHX5

CrNHX
7

Cardamine
hirsuta

ChNHX
7

Chalcanthus
renifolius

CrNHX
7

Chenopodium
quinoa

CqNHX
7

Chrysanthemum
x morifolium

CmNHX
1

Cichorium
intybus

CiNHX1

Cicer arietinum CaNHX
6
CaNHX
6

CaNHX
7

Citrus
clementina

CcNHX
1

CcNHX
1
CcNHX
2

CcNHX
4

Citrus sinensis CsNHX1
CsNHX2
CsNHX2

CsNHX
4

CsNHX6
CsNHX6

CsNHX
7

Citrus reticulata CrNHX
1

Citrus trifoliata CtNHX
1

Citrus x paradisi CpNH
X1

Cochlearia ChNH ChNHX



hollandica X1 7
Coffea
canephora

CcNHX
1

CcNHX
4

Cucumis melo CmNH
X4

CmNHX
8

Cucumis sativus CsNHX2 CsNHX
4

CcNHX
6

CsNHX8

Cymodocea
nodosa

CnNHX
8

Diplachne fusca DdNHX
1

Elaeis
guineensis

EgNHX
2
EgNHX
2

EgNHX
4

EgNHX
6

EgNHX6 EgNHX
8

Eucalyptus
grandis

EgNHX
3
EgNHX
2

EgNHX
4

EgNHX
6
1044457
88

EgNHX
8
EgNHX
8

Eutrema
salsugineum

EsNHX4 EsNHX
1

EsNHX
2

EsNHX
3

EsNHX5
EsNHX6

EsNHX6 EsNHX
7

Eutrema
halophilum

EhNH
X1

EhNHX
7

Eutrema
heterophyllum

EhNHX
7

Erythranthe
guttata

EgNHX
4

EgNHX
6
EgNHX
6

Festuca
arundinacea

FaNHX1

Fragaria vesca FvNNH
X2

FvNHX
4
FvNHX
4

FvNHX8

FvNHX2
Genlisea aurea GaNHX

4
Glehnia
littoralis

GlNHX1

Glycine max GmNHX
1
GmNHX
1

GmNH
X4

GmNHX
6
GmNHX
6
GmNHX
6

GmNHX
8

Glycine soja GsNHX
6

GsNHX
7

Gossypium
raimondii

GrNHX3
GrNHX1
GrNHX1

GrNHX
4

GrNHX6
GrNHX6

GrNHX8



Gossypium
hirsutum

GhNHX
1

Gossypiumar
boreum

GsNHX
6

Halostachys
caspica

HcNH
X1

Helianthus
tuberosus

HtNHX1 HtNHX7

Hordeum
brevisubulatum

HbNHX
1

Hordeum
vulgare

HvNHX
3
HvNHX
1
HvNHX
2

HvNHX
4

HvNHX
4
HvNHX
4

HvNHX6

Hesperis
matronalis

HmNH
X7

Ipomoea batatas IbNHX1
Ipomoea nil InNHX1

InNHX1
Ipomoea tricolor ItNHX1

ItNHX1
Iris lactea IlNHX2

IlNHX2
Jatropha curcas JcNHX3

JcNHX2
JcNHX
4

JcNHX6
JcNHX6

JcNHX8

Kalidium
foliatum

KfNHX
1

Kosteletzkya
virginica

KvNHX
7

Lilium
tenuifolium

LtNHX1

Limonium
gmelinii

LgNHX
1

LgNHX
8

Lolium perenne LpNHX
1

Lophopyrum
elongatum

LeNHX1
LeNHX2

Malus domestica MdNHX
2
MdNHX
1

MdNH
X4

MdNHX
6

MdNHX
8

Malus zumi MzNHX
1

Mesembryanthe
mum
crystallinum

McNH
X1

McNHX
6

McNHX
7

Medicago sativa MsNHX
4

Medicago
truncatula

MtNHX
1

MtNHX
6



MtNHX
6

Medicago
falcata

MfNHX
1

Morus notabilis MnNHX
2

MnNH
X4

MnNHX
7

MnNHX
1

Musa acuminata MaNHX
2
MaNHX
2
MaNHX
2

MaNH
X4

MaNHX
6

MaNHX6 1039947
80

Nelumbo
nucifera

NnNHX
1
1045889
31

NnNHX
4

NnNHX
6

1046110
75

Nicotiana
benthamiana

NbNHX
1

Nicotiana
tomentosiformis

NtNHX1
NtNHX2
NtNHX2
1041187
55

NtNHX
4

NtNHX6

Nicotiana
sylvestris

NsNHX
2
NsNHX
1
NsNHX
1

NsNHX
4
NsNHX
4

NsNHX
6

NsNHX
8

Nierembergia
caerulea

NcNHX
1

Nitraria
tangutorum

NtNHX
1

NtNHX

Olimarabidopsis
pumila

OpNH
X1
OpNH
X2

Oryza
brachyantha

ObNHX
2
ObNHX
2
ObNHX
2

ObNHX
6

ObNHX6 ObNHX
7

Oryza coarctata OcNHX
1

Oryza sativa
Indica

OsNHX
1



Continuation of table 2
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Oryza sativa
Japonica

OsNHX
1
OsNHX
2
OsNHX
2
OsNHX
3
OsNHX
2

OsNHX
4

OsNHX
6

OsNHX
7

Oxybasis glauca OgNH
X1

Petunia x
hybrida

PhNHX1

Phaseolus
vulgaris

PvNHX1
PvNHX1

PvNHX
4

PvNHX6

Phoenix
dactylifera

PdNHX2
PdNHX2

PdNHX
4

PdNHX6 PdNHX6 PdNHX8

Phragmites
australis

PaNHX1
PaNHX2

PaNHX7

Phyllostachys
edulis

PeNHX1

Picea sitchensis PsNHX4 PsNHX6
Populus
euphratica

PeNHX1
PeNHX2
PeNHX2

PeNHX6 PeNHX8

Populus
tomentosa

PtNHX1 PtNHX6

Populus
trichocarpa

PtNHX1
PtNHX2
PtNHX1

PtNHX6 PtNHX7
PtMHX8

Prunus persica PpNHX1
PpNHX1

PpNHX
4

PpNHX8

Prunus mume PmNHX
1

PmNH
X4

PmNHX
6

PmNHX
8

Puccinellia
tenuiflora

PtNHX1

Pyrus betulifolia PbNHX1
PbNHX1

Pyrus
ussuriensis

PuNHX1

Pyrus x
bretschneideri

PbNHX2 PbNHX
4
PbNHX
4
PbNHX
4
PbNHX
4

PbNHX6 1039432
71

Reaumuria RtNHX7



trigyna
Ricinus
communis

RcNHX
3
RcNHX
1

RcNHX
4

RcNHX
8

Rosa hybrid RhNHX
1

Rosa rugosa RrNHX1
Sesamum
indicum

SiNHX1 SiNHX
4
SiNHX
4

SiNHX6
SiNHX6

SiNHX8

Salicornia
bigelovii

SbNHX
1

Salicornia
brachiata

SbNHX
1

Salicornia
europaea

SeNHX
1

Salicornia
dolichostachya

SdNHX8

Salsola
komarovii

SkNHX
1

Setaria italica SiNHX2
SiNHX2
SiNHX2

SiNHX
4

SiNHX6

Sesuvium
portulacastrum

SvNHX
1

SpNHX7

Schrenkiella
parvula

SpNHX
7

Solanum
lycopersicum

SlNHX3 SlNHX
4
SlNHX
4

SlNHX6 StNHX8

Solanum
tuberosum

StNHX2 StNHX
4

StNHX6 StNHX7

Sorghum bicolor SbNHX2
SbNHX3

SbNHX
4

SbNHX7

Spinacia
oleracea

SoNHX7

Suaeda
corniculata

ScNHX
1

Suaeda japonica SjNHX
1

SjNHX8

Suaeda pruinosa SpNHX
1

Suaeda salsa SsNHX8
Tarenaya
hassleriana

ThNHX
3

ThNHX
2

ThNHX
4

ThNHX6 ThNHX
7

Theobroma
cacao

TcNHX1
TcNHX1

TcNHX
3

TcNHX6 TcNHX7

Thellungiella
halophila

ThNH
X1

ThNHX
5



ThNH
X1

Thinopyrum
elongatum

TeNHX1
TeNHX2

Thinopyrum
intermedium

TiNHX1
TiNHX

Triticum
aestivum

TaNHX1
TaNHX1
TaNHX2

TaNHX
1
TaNHX
1

Triticum urartu TuNHX
2

Tetragonia
tetragonioides

TtNHX
1
TtNHX
1

Turritis glabra TgNHX
7

Vitis vinifera VvNHX
1
VvNHX
2

VvNHX
4

VvNHX
6

VvNHX
8

Vigna radiata VrNHX1
Vigna
unguiculata

ViNHX1

Zea mays ZmNHX
2
ZmNHX
1
ZmNHX
4
ZmNHX
1
ZmNHX
2
ZmNHX
3
ZmNHX
5

ZmNH
X4

ZmNHX
6
ZmNHX
5

ZmNHX6

plant homologs was performed by the weight alignment and identity values in

percentage of similarity and availability haps [26].

The potential protein specificity was estimated by analyzing domain

architecture using SMART7 network tool (www.smart.embl-heidelberg.de) [28].

Multiple  alignment  of  amino  acid  sequences  was   performed  using  ClustalX

(2.0.5) (www.clustal.org) using a series of BLOSSUM matrixes, cladistical analysis

of NHX Na+/H+  exchangers conducted by neighbor-joining method [29, 30].

http://www.smart.embl-heidelberg.de
http://www.clustal.org


Visualization and analysis of phylogenetic trees was performed using

Dendroscope 3.2.8 and MEGA5 programs [31, 32].

Results and discussion. Initially, the bioinformatic selection of full amino acid

sequences of NHX transporters from A. thaliana using UniProtKB databases and

GenBank were performed. The further BLASTp search of other plant homologs in

UniProtKB and GenBank databases  was performed against the complete amino

acid sequences with additional check of the catalytic domain Na+/H+ antiporters

(SMART- Na_H_Exchanger: PF00999). The cases of multiple depositions were

determined by comparing the gene loci coordinates of corresponding proteins.

In order to limit the size range of selected sequences the additional analysis of

domain architecture were performed. The sequences with Na+/H+ antiporter domain

were  selected.  The  analysis  was  conducted  by  SMART  tool  with  employment  of

additional scripts from other databases. As a result of sequences selection sequences

the 403 proteins containing functional domain defined by HMM-profile were

chosen.

The results of our multiple alignment of 403 NHX sequences exhibit high

heterogeneity degree of selected Na+/H+ antiporter homologues but clear  conserved

motifs allocation of the this group catalytic domain.

Despite of high level of heterogeneity within the selected group, the results of

neighbor-joining method of clustering NHX transporters complete amino acid frome

A. thaliana and other plant homologs indicate the existence of common clades,

which may indicate their evolutionary closeness. It was shown that all selected

putative sequences of Na+/H + antiporters form four clades (Fig. 1). The first clade

comprises  reference  NHX  transporter  -  AtNHX1  and  two  other  members  of  this

family - AtNHX2 and AtNHX4. Additionaly, this clade includes 219 homologs

from different plans species of this type (Fig. 1) (see. Table. 2). It worth to note that

cladistical analysis of NHX transporter revealed the existence of a small new clade

comprising reference protein - AtNHX3 of A. thaliana. According to the results of

our analysis, the appearance of novel NHX clade included AtNHX3 was shown for

the first  time.  As was noted earlier,  unlike other NHX transporters  of   Type II  the



AtNHX3 provides import Na+ from  the  vacuole  to  the   cytosol.  Perhaps  this

functional difference is the key element of appearance separate clade comprising

AtNHX3 like Na+/H+ antiporters (Fig. 1) (see. Table. 1, 2) [25]. According to our

study to this clade belong 58 known putative NHX3 plant homologues. The third

clade includes the NHX homologues of AtNHX5 and AtNHX6 belonging to Type II

of Na+/H+ antiporters. Unlike other NHX transporters the Na+/H+ antiporters of this

clade from A. thaliana have endosomal localization and play important role in

intracellular trafficking (Fig. 1) (see. Table. 1, 2) [21]. It should be noted, that in

addition to 81 plant homolog belonging to this clade, the yeast ScNHX1 and human

HsNHE6 and HsNHE7 connected to this group by separate branches. This

phylogenetic closeness of these transport proteins from yeast and human

homologues with plant homologues is one of possible evidence of early

evolutionary functionalization of this protein group (Fig. 1) (see. Table. 2).

To the last fourth clade of NHX transporters belong the group of Na+/H +

antiporters of type I with high homology to AtNHX7/SOS1 and AtNHX8. This

clade comprises the 28 known plant  proteins of  NHX family.  Moreover,  the NHX

transporters of this clade have high level of homology to human HsNHE1, HsNHE2

and HsNHE3.

It  should be noted that  by contrast  with NHX transporters  of  other clades the

transport proteins of fourth clade, particularly AtNHX7 / SOS1 and AtNHX8,

exhibit the differences in cellular and physiological functions. These Na+/H+

antiporters are responsible for removal of excess of Na+ and Li+ from the cell and

retrainslocation these toxic ions from the stem and photosynthetic tissues to the root

(Fig. 1) ( See. Table. 1, 2).

Conclusions
1.  The  selection  and  classification  of  403  putative  NHX  Na+/H+ antiporters

unique sequences the mismatches of database annotated names of these transport

proteins with the group to which they belong were revealed. The high level of

annotated name mismatches were observed for the proteins belonging to clade I. For

other clades the mismatches of annotated names with protein group were detected

also.



2. The result of multiple alignment indicates a high degree of sequence

divergence among potential Na+/H+ antiporters of NHX family.

3. The cladistical analysis exhibits existence of 4 different clades comprising

NHX - like sequences with clear features and united with more studied referent

proteins from A. thaliana.

4. The one of result of cladistical analysis is emergence of a new clade (clade

3) comprising AtNHX3 from A. thaliana and its homologues.

5. The results revealed the need to make our detailed systematization and

assigning appropriate and correct names of potential NHX conveyors.

6. Despite of the distribution of Na+/H + antiporters into 4 different homology

groups, the physiological and cellular functions of these transport proteins might be

different.
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PLANTS THAT RESERVE CRUCIFEROUS FLEA BEETLES

S. Stankevych, L.  Kava

In Kharkiv region Kharkiv district we found 5 plant species that reserve
cruciferous flea beetles: field mustard (Sinapis arvensis), Shepherd's purse
(Capsella bursa-pastoris), Descurainia Sophia (Sisymbrium Sophia), wild turnip
(Barbaréa vulgáris) and Sisymbrium Loeselii that occur along the perimeter of
fields and on the roadsides. Wild turnip (Barbaréa vulgáris) has the highest
population density of cruciferous flea beetles – from 17,4 to 23,6 individuals per
plant. Population density of cruciferous flea beetles on Sisymbrium Loeselii,
Descurainia Sophia (Sisymbrium Sophia) and wild mustard (Sinapis arvensis) in
the studied habitats ranged from 5,4 to 20,1 individuals per plant depending upon
plant species and habitats. Shepherd's purse (Capsella bursa-pastoris) were found
with the highest density among all the studied weeds – from 12 to 18 plants/m²,
which is 4–5 times more as compared to other weeds from the cabbage family.
Shepherd's purse (Capsella bursa-pastoris) had the lowest population density of
cruciferous flea beetles – from 0,1 to 0,6 individuals per plant.

Key words: plants that reserve, cruciferous flea beetles, Sisymbrium
Loeselii, wild turnip (Barbaréa vulgáris), Descurainia Sophia (Sisymbrium
Sophia), wild mustard (Sinapis arvensis), Shepherd's purse (Capsella bursa-
pastoris)
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THE MASS REPRODUCTION OF HARMFUL INSECTS AND
PROGNOSISOF OF THEIR SPREADING IN UKRAINE

M. M. Dolia, R. O. Kordulian
As the result of literature and personal observations, the research on the

solar activity effect upon quarantine pests spreading in Ukraine was conducted for
the first time. The dependence of areas settled by quarantine pests on solar activity
that confirms Koppen theory was revealed.

Key words: Hyphantria unea Drury, solar Activity, distribution area,
survival of herbivores, development, reproduction, population dynamics, forecast
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THE METHODOLOGY OF CREATION AND THE ECONOMIC AND
BIOLOGICAL PROPERTIES OF THE NEW VARIETIES OF SPRING

TRITICALE DARKHLIBA KHARKIVS'KYI
V. K. Ryabchun, T. B. Kapustina, V. S. Melnyk, O. Ye. Schechenko

The article describes a method for creating and economic traits of spring
triticale variety Darkhliba kharkivs'kyi of Plant Production Institute
n.a.V.Ya.Yuriev of NAAS. The variety listed in the State Register of varieties
suitable for distribution in Ukraine in 2015. The new variety of spring triticale
created by double individual selection of the interline hybrid population. The
variety Darkhliba kharkivs'kyi combines high yield potential with enhanced baking
and mixing properties of flour. It is characterized by high resistance to brown leaf
rust and septoria leaf spot, resistance to lodging.

Keywords: spring triticale breeding, variety, yield capacity, adaptability,
baking properties
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THE ACTIVITY OF ENZYMES CATALASE AND PEROXIDASE IN

LEAVES AND ROOTS OF PLANTLETS MAIZE GENOTYPES UNDER

THE INFLUENCE OF SOIL HERBICIDES AND DROUGHT

A. S. Rossikhina-Galicha, Yu. V. Lykholat, O. I. Serha, I. P. Hrygoryuk

The response of catalase and peroxidase of leaves and roots of corn plants
seedlings of hybrids Dnipro 310MV, Belozerskiy 295SV on the combined effect of
soil herbicides (Frontier, Merlin) and soil drought was studied. It was found that
the adaptive capacity of a plant organism's resistance to stress factors is realized
by increasing the activity of the studied enzymes.

Keywords: maize, herbicides, drought, catalase, peroxidase, antioxidant
system, stress factors
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DISTRIBUTION OF ENDOPHYTIC MYCOBIOTA IN SPHAGNUM BOG

PLANTS OF UKRAINIAN POLISSYA

I. M. Kurchenko

It was shown that endophytic micromycetes in plants are permanent
component of sphagnum bogs of Ukrainian Polissya. In every species of sphagnum
bog plants the own complex of endophytic micromycetes is formed, 3–4 of them are
found constantly. By distribution in different plants and their organs isolated
endophytes belong to 2nd and 3rd classes of NC-type. Endophyte classification was
added by data on significant biodiversity in bog plants of NC-type endophytic
micromycetes of 2nd class.

Key words: sphagnum bogs, micromycetes, NC-endophytes
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2010 2011 
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N30P60K60 104 130 117
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2. 
, %

2010 2011

64 12,8 56 11,8 60 12,3
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 1,2 .
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05 0,8 0,9

 4  ( ,
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.
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.
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3.  / . .
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INFLUENCE OF MINERAL FERTILIZERS IN THE SPRING RAPE

PROTECTION AGAINST PHOMOSIS

V. N. Manishewskiy

The harmfulness of superficial necrosis is manifested in premature withering
leaves and stem breakage, which adversely affects the productivity of spring rape.
Given the threat of rape phomosis, we performed experiments to demonstrate how the
different backgrounds of fertilizers in order to limit the development of  disease. As a
result of these experiments it was set optimum rate of fertilizer N60 P60 K60, thanks to
which the distribution and development of the disease compared to the control
decreased by 32 and 9.3%.

To protect the plants of spring rape against phomosis recommended mineral
fertilizers on the background of N60 P60 K60, which is the reason for the reduction in
the progression of the disease 4 times and an increase of 1.5 t / ha yield.

Key words: Spring rape, phomosis, different backgrounds fertilizers
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EFFICIENCY OF ROCKET SALAD VARIETIES AT THE RIGHT

BANK FOREST STEPPE

L. V. Soroka

At the Right Bank Forest Steppe of Ukraine on the podzolized black soils
examined and selected the most effective varieties of rocket salad with the purpose
of productivity increasing and undemanding to the soil-climatic conditions.

Key words: rocket salad, variety, leaf, mass, yield
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1
 ( )

0 52,2
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1,19
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58,2
52,8

24,7
22,5

6,92
5,52

47,8
46,5

31,5
29,0

1 52,0
48,5

1,22
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57,7
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25,1
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6,88
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48,4
47,7

30,7
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50,5

1,21
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59,1
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49,2
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)
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50,3

1,18
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1,20
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1,19
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48,6
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3 52,4
53,4

1,18
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24,7
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7,02
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31,5
31,6

0 51,5
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1,20
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57,9
55,4

24,2
22,6

6,87
6,04

48,9
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31,5
31,6

1 53,0
51,8

1,21
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58,4
57,1

25,2
24,4

6,93
6,48

47,9
47,4

31,5
30,05

2 52,4
52,2

1,22
1,25

58,2
58,7

24,3
24,7
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7,19

48,5
48,5

31,8
31,3

3 53,2
55,0

1,19
1,22

59,1
61,4

25,3
26,6

7,07
7,63

49,0
49,6

30,9
31,4

HIP0,05 1,0 0,06 1,8 1,2 1,10 0,6 0,7
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8

. 

, 

, , 

. 

, , ,

, 

, .

, , , 

, 

.

.

, 

, 

, , , ,

.

. 

, 

. 

, ,

. 

, , 

.

 10 

: 

 0,15 3,  -  0,06 3. 



9

 4  + N26P44K44.

. ,  2014 ,

 2004 ,  0,08
3,  12  + N83P116K116 –  0,03 3 .

 (10-20, 20-30 ). , 

 0-10, 10-20  20-30 

 1,19; 1,21  1,26 3,  - 1,22;

1,30  1,39 3,  - 1,19; 1,28  1,37 3,  - 1,16;

1,20  1,28 3.  (0-10

)  (1,16 3) 

.

, 

, 

. 

, 

, 

.

.

 10 

;  - 

;  - 

 4  + N26P44K44;  - 

.



10

 2014 , 

2004 ., 

 1 

 4  + N26P44K44,   

.

 2014 .,  2004 , 

, : 

 –  1,40; 0,80  0,41 2, 

 – 1,63;1,12  0,63,  –

1,13;0,62  0,32 2.

, 

 3,0; 3,3  7,9 %)  (  3,2 %) 

.

,  4

+N26 44 44 – , 

,  8  + N58 80 80 –  

. 

 2014 ,  2004 , 

 1  12 +N83 116 116.

, 

 2,5; 1,8  1,2 % ; 2,2; 1,5 

0,7 % - ; 2,0; 1,2  0,6 % - 

 HIP0,5 0,7 %. 

.

,  –



11

.  5-7 , 

 ( . 3)

 3. ,

 2004-2014 .)

1
,

)

0 33,0 28,7 2,52
1 50,1 45,2 3,51
2 65,0 57,1 4,86
3 78,2 68,2 5,78

2
 )

0 27,5 24,2 2,06
1 43,8 38,6 3,24
2 57,7 50,4 4,31
3 70,8 60,5 5,30

3
 (  )

0 32,6 28,4 2,45
1 48,8 42,5 3,60
2 64,8 56,7 4,85
3 77,9 67,9 5,76

4
)

0 34,2 28,2 2,54
1 51,7 45,5 3,76
2 66,4 58,1 4,92
3 79,0 68,8 5,86

HIP0,05 3,2 2,3

,  12 

+N83P116K116

 1 : 

 – 33,0  78,2 ,  – 32,6

 77,9,  – 34,2  79,0 . 

 5,5  7,4

, .

.

 1  8 +N58P80K80

 10 

. ,



12

, ,  0,10; 0,06  0,04
3. 

 12 +N83P116K116.

, . 

, 

.

1 . .  / . .

, . .  // . – 2013. -  10. – .19-

21.

2.  .  .   /  .  .  ,  .  .  ,

. . , . . //. - . :  “3 ”, 2004.-398 .

3. . . 

 / . . , . . //. - ,

2007. - 395 .

4. . .  / . . ,

. . .// - .: , 2007. - 44 .

5 . . 

. / . .  // . –

2013. – . 37. – .45 – 50.

6. . .   

 / . . , . . , . .

; . . . . - , 2007. -157 .

7. . . 

/ . . , . .  // . – 2013. - 7 – . 27-29.

8. . . 

 / . . ,

. . .// - , 2008. - 68 .



13

9. . .  /

. . , . .  // - .: , 1986. - 416 .

PRODUCTIVITY CHANGE OF TYPICAL BLACK SOILS

METHODS OF CULTIVATION AND FERTILIZING IN THE CENTRAL

FOREST-STEPPE OF UKRAINE

I. Prymak, . Panchenko

We have investigated the influence of longitude effect of different systems
of the main treatment of soil and different fertilization levels. On changes in
agrophysical and agrochemical properties of typical chernozem and
productivity of grass and grain plowed crop rotation. We can observe higher
indexes of soil productivity of soil in typical chernozem of Ukraine Lisosteppe
after its decades use in the duration of shallow treatment compared to
subsurface tillage and longitude surface tillage. We recommend deep (30-32 sm)
tillage in one part and a shallow one (10-12 sm) in the rest harts in a five-part
crop rotation.

Key words: soil, structure, composition, moisture, humus, acidity,
nutrition element, productivity
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INTEGRAL ASSESSMENT FITNESS SOIL ORGANIC FARMS

REQUIREMENTS OF CROP PRODUCTION

N. Makarenko, A. Salnikova

Shows the scientific and methodological approaches to integrated
assessment of soil farms against requirements for organic agricultural crop
production. Submitted the testing techniques for integrated assessment of soil on
example of NUBiP of Ukraine "Agronomy Research Station".

Keywords: organic production, agricultural products, evaluation, soil
suitability
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THE PRODUCTIVITY OF STRAWBERRIES DEPENDING ON THE

TYPE PLANTING STOCK IN THE RIGHT-BANK FOREST-STEPPE OF

UKRAINE

R. N. Butsyk

Using the container seedlings of high-quality for establishing industrial
plantations of strawberries promotes the increase of the vegetative mass and
generative capacity of a plant. The positive yield response compensates for extra
cost of production and aids to profitability increase.

Key words: strawberries, variety, planting stock, productivity, crop
productivity, profitability
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DYNAMICS OF THE CONTENT OF MAJOR NUTRIENTS OF

POTATO PLANTS WITH DIFFERENT DOSES OF MINERAL

FERTILIZERS

R. Mialkovskyi

In the article there are represented the results of researches and dynamics of
growth of potato foliage and tubers of Galychanka and Oksamyt cultivars
depending on using mineral fertilizers in the conditions of western forest and
steppe region of Ukraine.

Key words: potato, cultivar, foliage, tuber, mineral fertilizers
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GROWTH POTENCY OF AN APPLE-TREE DEPENDING ON

PRUNING TYPE AND TERM

A. M. Chaploutskyy , . V. Melnik

The paper deals with studying the effect of different types and terms of
pruning on growth indicators of apple trees (cultivars Golden Delicious and
Jonaveld) on rootstock M.9 T337 in the irrigated orchard. It has been established
that more intensive growth potency of above-ground part is typical for cultivar
Jonaveld. Under mechanical pruning tree girth and number of shoots increase
considerably, but mechanical and hand pruning decreases shoot length. Early
summer pruning reduces girth increase and resultant shoot length to a great
extent.

Key word: apple, trunk, shot, contour pruning
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THE INFLUENCE OF PLANT PROTECTION APPLICATION ON

DIFFERENT SPECIES OF WEEDS IN SOY BEAN FIELDS

T. O. Chernega

The article deals with influence of soy bean protection measures on different
kinds of weeds. The Raundap, 36% a.s. application caused the decreasing of
number of rhizome species weeds (coach-grass) and of rhizome shoot species weeds
(sonchus etc.).The Lontrell, 30%  a.s application lead to decreasing of just only
rhizome shoot species weeds. Once application of even such efficiently herbicides as
Raundap, 36% a.s. and Lontrell, 30%  a.s. didn’t ensuring the utterly killing  of
perennial weeds and finally releasing of weeds presence in soy beans fields.



Key words : soybean, herbicides, Raundap, Lontrell,  weeds species, weed
harmfulness
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OTODE TES OFCATS. MODERN APPROACHES OF DIAGNOSIS AND
TREATMENT

O. K. Halchinska, A. V. Kozlovska

The paper presents the results of a study of the propagation of, course,
diagnosis and comparative efficiency drugs Advokat® spot-on for cats and
Brovermektin at otodektoz cats.

Use of the drug for the treatment of otodektoz Advokat® spot-on  has a
100% curative effect after a single application of the drug. Use of the drug
brovermektin provides high efficiency when treating otodektoza 2 single
application.

Keywords: todektoz, cats, treatment, Advokat® spot-on for cats,
brovermektin
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CRYOPRESERVATION OF PATHOGENIC LEPTOSPIRES –
LEPTOSPIRA INTERROGANS
V. V. Kulykova, V. V. Ukhovskyi



The article submitted data from a study of cryopreserved cultures of
Leptospira small number of diagnostic different cryoprotectants. Optimal
concentration for cryopreservation agents were choosen.

Keywords: cryopreservation, strain, serogroup, Leptospira, liquid nitrogen
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CHARACTERISTICS OF COLLOID SYSTEM OF BILE IN THE

TREATMENT OF DYSPEPSIA OF CALVES  BY ENTEROSORBENTS

V.A. Tomchuk

It has been found that in newborn calves suffering from acute indigestion,
there are significantly decreased deteriorating properties of colloidal systems of
produced bile by the liver, basing on changes of holate - cholesterol factor and the
level of cholesterol esterification, and given the significant shift in the ratio of the
free conjugated bile acids in this bioliquids.

Application such enterosorbents as enterosgel and polysorb  under the
treatment of dyspepsia in calves makes significant adjustments to normalize
optimum respond exocrine function of the liver and quality of received.

Keywords: indigestion, chelators, bile, helatoholesterolovyy ratio,
cholesterol, holaty
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ALTERNATIVE WAYS OF ANTISEPTIC THERAPY BY  RUNNING EAR

WITH TAKING INTO ACCOUNT OF FACTORS OF CELLULAR

IMMUNITY OF SICK ANIMALS

M. A. Kulida

Use of nanoclusters in the treatment of otitis different etiology predominates
over other antibacterial drugs, due to the lack of adaptation of microorganisms to
them. They enhance the effect each other and intensify reparative processes in the
auditory course. Unlike antibiotics, exhibit less toxic and allergic effects on the
body. As for the acute and chronic otitis media for therapeutic effect reaches 90 %
cured patients.

Key words: otitis, nanoclusters
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2. Rice C.C. Genetic characterization of 2 novel feline caliciviruses

isolated from cats with idiopathic lower urinary tract disease / C.C. Rice, J.M.

Kruger, P.J. Venta // Veterinari Internal Medicine. – 2002. – Vol. 16. – P. 293-302.
3. . . 

 / . . , . .  // 

. – 2001. –  3 – 4. – . 16-24.

4. Gillespie J.H. Feline viral infections / J.H. Gillespie, F.W. Scott //

Advanced Veterinary Science. – 1973. – Vol. 17. – . 163-200.

5.

 / [ . . , . . ,

. . , . . ] //  XVIII 

 (24  2010 ). –  :

, 2010. – . 20-30.

6. . . 

:

. . . .  : .03.00.06 « » / 

. – , 2000. – 115 .



7. . .   

,  / . . ,

. .  // . – 2001. –  2. – . 32 - 40.

. 

. . , . . 

. 
.

 – 26,8 %. 

.
: , , , ,

FEATURES OF CLINICAL MANIFESTATIONS OF CALICIVIRUS
INFECTION IN CATS IN KIEV

T. Kozlenko, O. Martiniuk

The article contains results of studies on the features of the clinical
manifestations of feline calicivirus infection in cats with acute and chronic form of
the disease. The analysis of the clinical signs of Calicivirus infection has been
conducted in group and individual animal welfare. It was found widespread
Calicivirus infection in cats with respiratory symptoms - 26.8%. The main clinical
signs of the disease were conjunctivitis and respiratory lesions.

Keywords: feline calicivirus, cats, dissemination, infection, virus
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 Ulmus L., .
, 

 Ulmus L.
.

: Ulmus L., , 

 50 % 

, , 

 [9]. 

.

: U. laevis Pall.,

U. pumila L. U. glabra Huds.,   – U. carpinifolia Rupp. ex Suckow,

U. minor Mill., U. davidiana var. japonica (Rehder) Nakai U. androssowii Litv.

, Ulmus L., 

,  4

:  –  40  2  (U. laevis Pall.,

Ulmus davidiana var. japonica (Rehder) Nakai),  –  20–30 

(U. glabra Huds., U. laciniata (Trautv.) Mayr),  –  15–20  (U.

androssowii Litv.),  –  8–15  (U. macrocarpa

Hance.) [1].

Ulmus L.

,

 – , . . 

mailto:svetlana_maslovataya@meta.ua


, 

. , 

.

 –

Ulmus L. .

.

Ulmus L.: U. laevis Pall., U. pumila L., U. minor

Mill., U. glabra Huds., U. g. 'Crispa Pyramidalis', U. g. 'Pendula', U. g. 'Pyramidalis',

U. g. 'Rubra', U. g. 'SVF–Victoria , U. g. 'Albo–Variegata , U. ×hollandica

'Jacqueline Hillier'.

 « » .

. . . .  [5] . . ,

. .  [10], 

, , , , 

, , , .  ( .) 

:

,

:  1 – ; 2 – 

; 3 – , , ; 4 –

; 1 – 

,  4; 2 –

,  3; 3 – 

, , ,  2; 4 – 

,  1.



, 

. 

 5– . , , 

20 . . –  (3 ), 21–40 –  (4 ), 41 

 –  (5 ).

5– . .  [3], : 1 –

 – 

; 2 –  – ; 3 –  –

, 

; 4 –  – , 

; 5 –  – 

, 

, .

.

, 

-

. ,

, , . 

Ulmus L. 

, 

U. minor Mill.  U. g. 'Pendula'

 ( 1=5),  U. glabra Huds. – 4 ,

 3 .

 ( 1=5) :

U. minor Mill., U. g. 'Crispa Pyramidalis', U. g. 'Pendula', U. g. 'Pyramidalis',

U. g. 'Rubra', U. g. 'SVF–Victoria', U. g. 'Albo–Variegata' U. ×hollandica

'Jacqueline Hillier', U. laevis Pall., U. pumila L. U. glabra Huds. 

4 .



, , , , ,

. 

, 

. ,

. 

U. g. 'Rubra', U. g. 'SVF–Victoria', U.

g. 'Albo–Variegata' U. ×hollandica 'Jacqueline Hillier' 

 ( 2=5),  – 4 . 

. 

U. laevis Pall. ( 2=5), 

.  ( 2=4),

. , 

Ulmus L. ,  3  2 

 0.

Ulmus L. , 

, . 

, .  – , 

. , 

 ( 3=1).

. , , ,

 ( 4=3), U. minor Mill., 

, 

4=5).

Ulmus L. 

. , 

 1, .



1. Ulmus L. 

, 

Ulmus L. I II III IV V VI VII VIII IX X XI XII
U. laevis Pall. 1,5 1,5 1,5 1,6 2,9 2,9 2,9 2,9 2,9 3,0 1,5 1,5
U. pumila L. 1,5 1,5 1,5 1,6 2,9 2,9 2,9 2,9 2,9 2,9 1,5 1,5
U. minor Mill. 2,5 2,5 2,5 2,6 3,9 3,9 3,9 3,9 3,9 3,9 2,5 2,5
U. glabra Huds. 1,5 1,5 1,5 1,6 2,9 2,9 2,9 2,9 2,9 2,9 1,5 1,5
U. g. 'Crispa
Pyramidalis' 1,9 1,9 1,9 2,0 3,3 3,3 3,3 3,3 3,3 3,3 1,9 1,9

U. g. 'Pendula' 2,3 2,3 2,3 2,4 2,7 2,7 2,7 2,7 2,7 2,7 2,3 2,3
U. g. 'Pyramidalis' 1,9 1,9 1,9 2,0 3,3 3,3 3,3 3,3 3,3 3,3 1,9 1,9
U. g. 'Rubra' 1,9 1,9 1,9 2,0 3,6 3,6 3,6 3,6 3,6 3,6 1,9 1,9
U. g. 'SVF–Victoria' 1,9 1,9 1,9 2,0 3,6 3,6 3,6 3,6 3,6 3,6 1,9 1,9
U. g. 'Albo–Variegata' 1,9 1,9 1,9 2,0 3,6 3,6 3,6 3,6 3,6 3,6 1,9 1,9
U. ×hollandica
'Jacqueline Hillier' 1,9 1,9 1,9 2,0 3,6 3,6 3,6 3,6 3,6 3,6 1,9 1,9

 1 

Ulmus L. 

 1,6  3,9 . 

U. minor Mill. (2,5–3,9 ) U. g. 'Pendula' (2,3–

2,7 ).

Ulmus L.

 5-

. . . 

 U. laevis Pall., U. pumila L. U. glabra Huds.  3 

) – , 

. U. minor Mill., U. g. 'Crispa Pyramidalis',

U. g. 'Pyramidalis' U. ×hollandica 'Jacqueline Hillier'  4  ( )

– , 

. U. g. 'Pendula', U. g. 'Rubra', U. g. 'SVF–

Victoria' U. g. 'Albo–Variegata'  5  ( ) –

, 

.



Ulmus L.,  2.

2. Ulmus L.

Ulmus L. , . . , 

U. laevis Pall. 26,6 4
U. pumila L. 26,5 4
U. minor Mill. 38,5 4
U. glabra Huds. 26,5 4
U. g. 'Crispa Pyramidalis' 31,3 4
U. g. 'Pendula' 30,1 4
U. g. 'Pyramidalis' 31,3 4
U. g. 'Rubra' 33,1 4
U. g. 'SVF–Victoria' 33,1 4
U. g. 'Albo–Variegata' 33,1 4
U. ×hollandica 'Jacqueline Hillier' 33,1 4

 2 

Ulmus L., 

,  4  (26,5–

38,5 . .).

Ulmus L.

, , 

. , , 

, . 

,  – .

1. , 

Ulmus L. 

,  4 .

2. Ulmus L. 

 1,6  3,9 .

U. minor Mill. (2,5–3,9

) U. g. 'Pendula' (2,3–2,7 ).
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: Ulmus L., , 

ASSESSMENT OF DECORATIVENESS OF SPECIES ULMUS L.

GENUS AND THEIR FORMS IN THE RIGHT BANK FOREST STEPPE

OF UKRAINE

S. A. Maslovata

The description of decorative peculiarities of Ulmus L. genus representatives
that grow in conditions of forest-steppe of Right-Bank Ukraine. Dynamics of
decorativeness throughout the year as well as complex decorativeness with the aim of
using species and forms of Ulmus L. genus in landscape gardening are defined.

Keywords: Ulmus L., ornamental value, landscaping
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 Quercus robur
 „ ” ( . ). , 

.  Querceta roboris 
, , ,  Quercus robur  1 

, , , , 
, .

: , Querceta roboris , , 
, ,  1 , , 

Querceta roboris. , , 

, , 

. 

Quercus robur.
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, 

 „ ” . 
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2

Quercus robur  „ ”, 

. .

 –   Querceta roboris

.

. Querceta roboris

 2013-2014 . . 

,  12  (

 4 ). 

. Quercus robur

. 

 [2].

Quercus robur

, 

 –

. 

, 

.

ArcView GIS  1:2000  0,1 .

,  1 , Quercus robur – 

, 

 [2].

.

Quercus robur [2], Quercus robur, 

 1 . 

Quercus robur .
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, , , 

 1 % . 

 „ ”.

.  „ ”, 

, , 

,  [1].

Quercus robur

 „ ”,  1.  

 13,8  (9,6 %  143,3 ). 

 1 , 

 (  1 ), , 

 (  1 ) .

Quercus robur

,  10 Quercus robur

 (  6  5);  9  –  (  6

 6  11); 8 –  (  2  3, 4;  5

 3;  6  4); 7  –  (  1  2;

 2  5); 6   –  (  4  9); 5  –

 ( 5  10). , 

Quercus robur  (9  11, 

Quercus robur 0,6 ). , , 

Querceta roboris

 9  110  [2]), 

.

, Quercus robur

 1 ,  [2] . 2. 

Quercus robur

Quercus robur
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1. , 
Quercus robur  „ ”

,
.

 1 ,
.

% ,
3

 1 ,
3

%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
 1

 2 (S= 2,4  )
Quercus robur 635 265 40,8 639,68 266,53 73,0
Acer platanoides 361 150 23,2 83,12 34,63 9,5
Tilia cordata 208 87 13,4 53,12 22,13 6,0
Carpinus betulus 200 83 12,9 47,53 19,80 5,4
Ulmus scabra 107 45 6,9 33,15 13,81 3,8
Populus nigra 2 1 0,1 8,94 3,72 1,0
Pyrus communis 24 10 1,5 5,93 2,47 0,7

18 8 1,2 5,27 2,20 0,6
1555 649 100 876,74 365,29 100

 2 – 7  + , 
 2

 3 (S= 0,4 )
Quercus robur 83 208 52,9 64,94 162,35 82,4
Carpinus betulus 35 88 22,3 7,20 18,00 9,1
Acer platanoides 38 95 24,2 6,63 16,58 8,4
Tilia cordata 1 2 0,6 0,07 0,18 0,1

157 393 100 78,84 197,11 100
 3 – 8

 4 (S= 0,3 )
Quercus robur 81 270 56,2 58,24 194,13 83,1
Carpinus betulus 37 123 25,7 6,20 20,67 8,8
Acer platanoides 20 67 13,9 4,62 15,40 6,6
Tilia cordata 5 17 3,5 0,81 2,70 1,2
Ulmus scabra 1 3 0,7 0,22 0,73 0,3

144 480 100 70,09 233,63 100
 4 – 8 , 

 5 (S= 0,3 )
Quercus robur 88 293 40,6 71,91 239,70 62,1
Carpinus betulus 66 220 30,4 18,41 61,37 15,9
Acer platanoides 43 143 19,8 15,45 51,50 13,4
Tilia cordata 9 30 4,2 4,98 16,60 4,3
Cerasus avium 3 10 1,4 3,80 12,67 3,3
Ulmus scabra 5 17 2,3 0,94 3,13 0,8
Fraxinus lanceolata 2 7 0,9 0,22 0,73 0,2
Pyrus communis 1 3 0,4 0,04 0,13 01

217 723 100 115,75 385,83 100
 5 – 7  + , , 

 4
 9 (S=0,4 )

Quercus robur 99 248 31,9 94,87 237,18 53,2
Acer platanoides 129 322 41,6 39,70 99,25 22,3
Fraxinus excelsior 18 45 5,8 19,01 47,52 10,7



5

. . 1

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Tilia cordata 17 42 5,5 9,69 24,22 5,4
Populus tremula 17 42 5,5 6,24 15,60 3,5
Carpinus betulus 20 50 6,5 5,68 14,20 3,2
Acer negundo 2 5 0,6 1,70 4,25 0,9
Ulmus scabra 8 20 2,6 1,42 3,55 0,8

310 774 100 178,31 445,77 100
 9 – 6  + , , , 

 5
 3 (S=1,7 )

Quercus robur 241 142 42,2 244,72 143,95 73,8
Tilia cordata 130 76 22,8 38,62 22,72 11,6
Acer platanoides 83 48 14,5 23,84 14,02 7,2
Ulmus scabra 47 28 8,2 7,64 4,49 2,3
Carpinus betulus 27 16 4,7 6,74 3,96 2,0
Robinia pseudoacacia 17 10 3,0 4,52 2,66 1,4
Cerasus avium 12 7 2,1 4,28 2,52 1,3

13 8 2,5 1,30 0,76 0,4
570 335 100 331,66 195,08 100

 3 – 8  + , , 
 10 (S= 0,5 )

Quercus robur 59 118 21,3 54,82 109,64 50,9
Acer platanoides 133 266 48,0 40,31 80,62 37,5
Carpinus betulus 31 62 11,2 6,49 12,98 6,0
Acer campestre 34 68 12,3 3,76 7,52 3,5
Pyrus communis 5 10 1,8 0,98 1,96 0,9
Ulmus scabra 8 16 2,9 0,87 1,74 0,8
Tilia cordata 4 8 1,4 0,36 0,72 0,3
Crataegus monogyna 3 6 1,1 0,11 0,22 0,1

277 554 100 107,70 215,40 100
 10 – 5  + , 

 6
 4 (S= 0,6 )

Quercus robur 131 218 57,7 92,10 153,50 80,6
Tilia cordata 27 45 11,9 7,54 12,57 6,6
Carpinus betulus 29 48 12,8 6,65 11,08 5,8
Acer platanoides 9 15 4,0 3,57 5,95 3,1
Ulmus scabra 28 47 12,4 2,87 4,78 2,5

3 5 1,2 1,60 2,67 1,4
227 378 100 114,33 190,55 100

 4 – 8 , 
 5 (S= 0,8 )

Quercus robur 299 374 68,1 269,48 336,85 90,0
Acer platanoides 46 58 10,5 7,71 9,64 2,6
Pyrus communis 24 30 5,5 7,63 9,54 2,5
Tilia cordata 11 14 2,5 5,72 7,15 1,9
Cerasus avium 35 44 8,0 3,96 4,95 1,3
Ulmus scabra 7 9 1,6 3,91 4,89 1,3
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. . 1

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Crataegus monogyna 10 12 2,3 0,46 0,58 0,2

7 9 1,5 0,57 0,71 0,2
439 550 100 299,44 374,31 100

 5 – 10  + , , , 
 6 (S= 4,1 )

Quercus robur 1234 301 54,5 1116,65 272,35 81,7
Acer platanoides 580 141 25,6 148,69 36,27 10,9
Robinia pseudoacacia 43 10 1,9 35,95 8,77 2,6
Tilia cordata 99 24 4,4 17,48 4,26 1,3
Cerasus avium 115 28 5,1 14,93 3,64 1,1
Fraxinus lanceolata 72 18 3,2 8,28 2,02 0,6
Carpinus betulus 45 11 2,0 6,92 1,69 0,5

78 19 3,3 17,81 4,34 1,3
2266 552 100 1366,71 333,34 100

 6 – 9  + , 
 11 (S= 2,3 )

Quercus robur 494 215 48,2 663,70 288,56 77,6
Acer platanoides 198 86 19,3 94,57 41,12 11,1
Carpinus betulus 121 53 11,8 28,13 12,23 3,3
Ulmus scabra 118 51 11,6 27,69 12,04 3,2
Tilia cordata 48 21 4,7 24,01 10,44 2,8
Cerasus avium 25 11 2,4 2,21 0,96 0,3

20 9 2,0 14,71 6,4 1,7
1024 446 100 855,02 371,75 100

 11 – 9  + , , 
:  0,1 

 2. Quercus robur,  1 
Quercus robur  „ ”, 

 1 
, , Quercus robur

 1 , . 
% 

-

1 2 1,4 60 1 266,53 305 87,4
2 3 0,4 60 1 162,35 305 53,2

4 0,3 64 1 194,13 325 59,7
5 0,3 70 1 239,70 356 67,3

4 9 0,4 75 1 237,18 378 62,7
5 3 1,7 68 1 143,95 346 41,6

10 0,5 56 1 109,64 277 39,6
6 4 0,6 62 1 153,50 305 50,3

5 0,8 70 1 336,95 356 94,6
6 4,1 70 1 272,35 356 76,5

11 2,3 70 1 288,56 356 81,1
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1    1,0  ( . 3).

3. , Quercus robur, 
Quercus robur

”
- -

Quercus robur  1 

- Quercus
robur  1 , 

% -

-
- -

1 2 16,3 29,5 0,55 265 736 36,0
2 3 14,7 29,5 0,50 208 736 28,3

4 19,1 30,3 0,63 270 689 39,2
5 20,7 31,6 0,66 293 619 47,3

4 9 15,3 30,6 0,50 248 575 43,1
5 3 9,4 31,2 0,30 142 619 22,9

10 6,3 28,2 0,22 118 823 14,3
6 4 17,5 29,0 0,60 218 736 29,6

5 26,4 31,6 0,84 374 619 60,4
6 24,2 31,6 0,77 301 619 48,6
11 13,2 31,6 0,42 215 619 34,7

, 

, . 

, Quercus robur  5 .

Quercus robur

, Quercus robur,  (0,22

– 0,84),  – .

 11 Quercus robur  9

Quercus robur , 

 –  .  ,  Quercus robur  50 %

 21,3 %, 

 40,8 % – 48,2 %),  5 –  50 % (  – 68,1 %).

.  1 Quercus robur

 118 – 322. .,  (15,6 – 60, 4 %) 

 (  1,0).



8

1. , Quercus robur,

, Quercus robur

, Quercus robur  1 

Quercus robur  „ ”

.

2.  (  9  4  10 

 5) , , 

. , 

,

 „ ”. 

Quercus robur .

3. Querceta roboris

, , 

 IV ), 

. , 

.

4.

, . 

, , 

Quercus robur .

1. . 

 „ ” Querceta roboris

  [ ] / . . ,

. . , . . , . .  // 

. – 2015. – 4 (53). – 14 . – :

http://nd.nubip.edu.ua/2015_4/27.pdf

2.

. – .: , 1987. – 560 .

http://nd.nubip.edu.ua/2015_4/27.pdf
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QUERCETA ROBORIS

” ( . )

. . , . . , . . , . . 

 Quercus
robur  „ ” ( . ). 

, , 
.  Querceta roboris 

, , , 
Quercus robur  1 . , , ,

, , 
) .

: , Querceta roboris , ,
, ,  1 , ,

CONDITION OF MIDDLE-AGED QUERCETA ROBORIS IN PARK
„THEOPHANIYA” (KYIV CITY)

Yu.O. Klymenko, V.V. Moroz, N.N. Druzhyna, V.V. Kondratyev

A total tree counting in plots with middle-aged Quercus robur in park
„Theophaniya” (Kyiv city) has been performed. Timber stock stored in trunks of
every tree species has been calculated, taxation formulas for plots have been
composed. Middle-aged Querceta roboris condition has been estimated by taxation
formula, timber stock, trunk fullness and number of trunks per one hectare. It has
been shown that on such areas, even though it is park and not forest territory, it is
necessary to perform maintenance (periodical cuttings) in accordance with forestry
norms.

Keywords: park, middle-aged Querceta roboris, timber stock, taxation
formula, trunk fullness, number of trunks per one hectare, condition, maintenance
cuttings
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,  10,7 %, 

. , 

. ,

, ,

.

.

. 

, . 

, 

 ( , , 

, , ), 

 10-20 . 

.

45,6 % , 53,4 %  1 %  ( . 1).

 (1:10), , , 

 1:0,3  1:3,5  1:1,2 ( . 2).



. 1. 

. , %

. 2.   

. , %

, 

 36  78 %. 

 11  36 %, 

 67 %  45 %, 

. 

 22 % , .

 95  (  53  142). 

 8,3  85,7 % 



 45,1 % ( . 3). 

 7,1 %  2,4 –

15,6 %.  28,4 % 

 3,8  38,6 %, 

 55,8 % 

 28,9  88,0 % ( . 4).

. 3. 

, %

. 4. 

, %



 (r = - 0,831) 

 (r =

0,494).

: 

 60 .  (  60 )

. 

, 

.  (83,3 %)  50, 40, 30  20

.  10 

.

1. ,   

,   

,  10-20 .

.

2. 

45,6 % , 53,4 %  1 % . 

 1:0,3  1:3,5 

 1:1,2, .

3. 

 28,4 % 

 3,8  38,6 %,  

– 55,8 %  28,9  88,0 %. 

 7,1 %.

1. : .2.2-5:2011. – [  2012–09–01]. –

. : , 2012. – 44 .
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3. . . 
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1968. – . 5. – . 93-96.

. 

. . 

. 
. , 

.
: , ,

GREEN PLANTATIONS OF TERRITORIES ADJACENT TO HOUSES IN

TH  VYSHGOROD DOWNTOWN

O. V. Zibtseva

The condition of tree and shrub plantings on territories adjacent to houses in
the Vyshgorod downtown of Kyiv region has been analyzed. The variety of tree
species present in the plantations, ratio of trees and shrubs occurrence and its
compliance to regulatory indicators were defined.

Key words: adjacent house territory, green spaces, tree species
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THE CONDITIONS OF PINE PLANTATIONS CHERNOBYL

EXCLUSION ZONE IN THE REMOTE PERIOD

Yu. O. Bondar

Cytogenetic effects have been identified and their quantitative dependencies on

the level of the radioactive contamination of the trees have been stated for the

material obtained from the seeds of pine plantations growing under the chronic

irradiation conditions.

Keywords: radioactive contamination, pine plantations, Chernobyl exclusion

zone, chromosome aberration
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