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[TpoBeneHo u3yueHne ocoOeHHOCTeW cTpoeHHs 40-IEeTHUX JECHBIX KYIbTYyp COCHbI OOBIKHOBEHHOW (Pinus
sylvestris L.), cO3IaHHBIX Pa3IMYHOW T'YCTOTOM MOCAJKH HA TEPPUTOPUU 30HBI XBOWHO-IIMPOKOJIUCTBEHHBIX JIECOB
Pycckoil paBHHHBI. AKTyaJIbHOCTh pabOThl 00YCIIOBJIEHA OTCYTCTBHEM IOJOOHBIX MCCIEIOBAHUMA ISl MCKYCCTBEHHBIX
JICH/IPOLIEHO30B. [IpoBeneH aHaau3 CTPYKTYpBI JIECHBIX KYIBTYp COCHBI, OCHOBaHHBIM Ha pe3ylibTaTax paHKUPOBAHHUS
HacaxieHui no kiaccam Kpagra. C yBennueHreM rycToThl HOCAIKU MPOUCXOISAT HE TOIBKO U3MEHEHHUS TAKCAIIMOHHBIX
THoKa3aTenei, Ho 1 Xapakrepa qud dpepeHnranuy KaaecTBEHHOTO IepepacipeieeHus AepeBbeB pa3HbIX knaccoB Kpadra:
yMeHbIIaeTcst 1o AepeBbeB Boicmux kinaccoB (I m II) u yBenmumBaercs mons aepeBbeB HM3IIUX kiaccoB (IV u V).
YeraHoBieHO, uTO B 40-7I€THUX KYJIBTypax COCHBI PEIYKLIMOHHBIE YHCIa KaK 10 BBICOTE, TaK M IO JUAMETPY, a TaKXkKe
OTHOCHUTENBHBIE BBICOTHI CTPOro AuddepeHupoBans! 1o kinaccam Kpadra. 3HaueHus BennuuH peRyKLMOHHBIX YHCEN He
3aBUCST OT I'YCTOTBI TOCAJIKH, HO MIMEIOT TEHICHLIUIO UX yMeHbleHus oT I k V knaccy. C yBenudeHHueM I'yCTOThI TOCA KU
11 AepeBbeB Bcex KkiaccoB Kpadra CBOMCTBEHHO yBeIMUEHHE OTHOCHTEIBHBIX BBICOT. [Ipruém Hambonee CHIBHO 3TO
MIPOSIBIISICTCA B KYJIBTYPaxX COCHBI, IPOM3PACTAIOIINX B CBEXEeM Oopy. PacusieHeHre Ha paHroBYIO CTPYKTYpY 110 Klaccam
pocra u pa3sutus Kpadra orpaxkaer GpyHKINOHANBHYIO HEPAPXHUIO B CTPOSHUH JIECHBIX KYIIBTYD.
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Abstract

This study examined the structural features of 40-year-old Scots pine (Pinus sylvestris L.) forest stands created at
varying planting densities in the mixed-coniferous-broadleaf forest zone of the Russian Plain. The relevance of this study
is due to the lack of similar studies for artificial dendrocenoses. An analysis of the pine forest stand structure was
conducted based on the results of ranking the stands according to Kraft classes. With increasing planting density, not only
changes in the taxation indicators but also in the nature of differentiation in the qualitative redistribution of trees of
different Kraft classes occur: the proportion of trees of higher classes (I and II) decreases, and the proportion of trees of
lower classes (IV and V) increases. It was found that in 40-year-old pine stands, reduction numbers for both height and
diameter, as well as relative heights, are strictly differentiated by Kraft classes. Reduction numbers are independent of
planting density but tend to decrease from class I to V. With increasing planting density, trees of all Kraft classes tend to
increase in relative height. This is most pronounced in pine stands growing in fresh pine forests. The rank structure of
Kraft growth and development classes reflects the functional hierarchy in the structure of forest stands.

Keywords: Scots pine, forest crops, planting density, Kraft classes, reduction numbers, relative height

Funding: The research was V.A. Bryntsev, A.A. Kozhenkova carried out within the framework of the state
assignment of Main Botanical Garden of the Russian Academy of Sciences on topic Ne 126020916823-0.

Acknowledgments: authors thank the reviewers for their contribution to the peer review.

Conflict of interest: the authors declares no conflict of interest.

For citation: Merzlenko M. D., Bryntsev V. A., Kozhenkova A. A. (2026). Structural features of pine forest crops
created at various planting densities. Forestry Engineering journal, Vol. 16, No. 1 (61), pp. 88-97 (in Russian).
DOI: https://doi.org/10.34220/issn.2222-7962/2026.1/6.

Received 23.12.2025. Revised 02.03.2026. Accepted 15.03.2026. Published online 27.03.2026.

BBenenne BCEM TIIPOTSXKCHMHU CBOCro apeaja, TCHETHYCCKOC

Cocna oOwvikHOBeHHAs (Pinus sylvestris L.)
nMeeT camblii Oompmioii apeanm B pome Pinus L.
TIpoCcTHparomuiics depe3 Bcio EBpasuro. OHa siBisieTcs
OCHOBOITONIATAIONINM BHIOM Pa3HOOOPA3HBIX JIECHBIX
9KOCHCTEM M JAEMOHCTPUPYET OOIBIIOE SKOIOTHYECKOE
u ¢opmoBoe pazHooOpaswue [1], coxpaHss mpu 3ToM, Ha
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ennHCTBO [2, 3, 4]. X034HCTBEHHOE 3HAUYCHUE COCHBI
OOBIKHOBEHHOW TPYIHO TIepeoleHnTs. Ha Bcei
TEPPUTOPUH CBOCTO apeajia OHa SBISACTCS ICHHEHITIM
necoobpasosareneM [5].

Bonpocel TycTOTBI TMOCAAKH JIECHBIX KYIBTYpP
HacyuThiBatOT 1modTH 300-JIeTHIO0 JaBHOCTh UX
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n3y4deHus [6], HO OCTAIOTCSl aKTyaIbHBIMH JUISl JIECHOTO
X0341CTBa U B HacTosee Bpems [7, 8, 9]. UucneHHOCTh
JPEBECHBIX PACTEHUH CYIIECTBEHHO BIHSET HA POCT H
MIPONU3BOJUTENLHOCTh  (DOPMUPYIOIIETOCsSl  IPEBOCTOS
[10, 11, 12], mopdonoruto aepeBbeB [13]. Ilpu sTom
TyCcTOTa MOCaJKH BIUSET HE TOJIBKO Ha TaKCAIIMOHHBIC
MOKA3aTeN! JIECHBIX KYIBTYpP, HO U Ha IIEHOTHYECKYIO
CTPYKTYpPY UCKYCCTBEHHBIX HacaxkieHuit [14, 15, 16] u
skocucteMy B 1enoMm [17, 18, 19]. B wactHoCTH, 3TO
4y€TKO OTpa)kaeTCcsi Ha pPAHIOBOM XapaKTepHCTUKE
HacaxaeHuit'®, a Takke xopomo QuKcHpyeMoit
KJlaccamu pocra u pazButus Kpagra.

Knaccuduxarma Kpadra®® Gasupyercs Ha
CBOMCTBEHHOW mpupone Jseca uddepeHnmanmm
JIEPEBBEB I10 CTETIEHN MX TOCIIOJICTBA M YTHETECHHS.

Omna HaxoaIuT MNPUMCHCHHUE HEC TOJIbBKO B
JIECOBEJIEHUM, HO U B IIPAKTUKE JIECHOTO Xo3siicTBa?l.
Hanpumep, ucrionb3yercs B XOzie BBINOIHEHHST PYOOK
yXofia 10 HU30BOMY METOY, KOI/ia YAAJSIOTCs AePEBbs
V u, wyactmuHo, IV kmaccoB, a cOOp ceMsH
ocymectBisiercs ¢ nepesbeB I, I u I1I knmaccos, narommx
MaKCHMAaJIbHOE KOJIMYECTBO CEMEHHOro Marepuasa?
[20].

Ilenpro HACTOSAIIUX MCCICIOBAHUU SBIISIIOCH
BBISIBJICHHE OCOOCHHOCTEH CTPOCHHSI KYIBTYpP COCHBI
pasHoil TYCTOTHI Ha NpeAMEeT crneuu(uKkn 3HaAUYCHUIH
PEeIyKIIMOHHBIX YUCET IO BBICOTE M AUAMETPY, a TaKxke
OTHOCHUTENIBHBIX BBICOT B pa3pe3e pas3HbIX KIacCOB
Kpadra.

O0beKThI M METObI UCCTAeT0BAHUS

B kauectBe OOBEKTOB HCCIEOBaHUS OBLTH
B3SATHl  SKCHEPUMEHTAIbHbIE  KYIBTYpPhl ~ COCHBI
0OBIKHOBEHHOM 40-nerHero BO3pacTa,
MIPOU3PACTAIOIIUE HA TEPPUTOpUN Pycckoil paBHUHEI B
CBEXEM 6opy  MypOMIIEBCKOTO  JIECHHYECTBa
(Bmagmmupckass 0o0ll.) W CBeXell CIOKHOW cybopu

Uctpunckoro necanmdyectBa (MockoBckas 001.). B

19 Macnakos E.JI. ®opMHUpPOBaHHE COCHOBBIX
MomnonHskoB. M.: JlecH. mpom-cTh, 1984. 168 c.

20 Kraft G. Beitréige zur Lehre von den
Durchforstungen, Schlagstellungen und
Lichtungshieben. Hannover: Klind worths Verlag,
1884. 144 s.

21 Moposos I.®. OcHoBaHus yueHHs O Jece: TeKLMH,
yuTaHHble B TaBpuueckoM YHuBepcutere. PenpruHtHOE
mganue. M.: TOY BITO MI'VJI, 2011. 330 c.; Burschel
P., Huss Jiir., Grundrifl des Waldbaus. Berlin: Parey
Buchverlag. 1997. 487 s.
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KOXIOM W3 OOBEKTOB OKCIEPHMEHTAJBHBIX KYIBETYP
CONIEPXKHUTCST 1O TPH YydacTKa C pa3HOM TyCTOTOU
mocagku: 5; 8 m 11 TeIC. cesaHmeB Ha Ira
(MypoMIieBckoe JIeCHU4ecTBO); 2; 4 U 8 THIC. CEsSHIIEB
Ha Ira (McrpuHckoe necHrmuecTBo). Bo Bcex yuacrkax
3aJIOKEHBI MPOoOHKIe iomamy cormacio OCT 56-69-
832, Hu pybok yxola, HH CAHUTAPHBIX PyOOK Ha
nporsbkeHnu  40-eTHEro mepuoma pocTa  JIECHBIX
KYJIBTYp HE ITPOBOAMIIOCE.

B xo7e mepeuncnuTenbHON TaKkcaluy Y KaxJ10ro
JepeBa  3aMepsUliCh  JMaMeTp M BBICOTa, W
(hukcupoBasics Kiacc pocta u pa3sutus 1o Kpadty. 910
MO3BOJIMJIO  PAcCUUTATh PEAYKIIMOHHBIE 4YHCIa IS
Kaxgoro kimacca Kpadra xak mo BbIcOTe, Tak W IO
nuametpy, B %.

Ry =h/H-100;

rie Ry — pEemayKIMOHHOE YHCIIO MO BBICOTE

KOHKpeTHOro kmacca; h, H — cpemHue BBICOTHI IS
KOHKPETHOT'O KJIacCa U HACAXKICHHUS COOTBETCTBEHHO.

AHanornaHo PacCUnUTBIBAJINCE PEAYKIHUOHHBIC
Jrcia 1o BceM Kinaccam Kpadra u mo guamerpy.

[ToMMMO pEOYKLMOHHBIX HYHCEl B paspese
kaxgoro kimacca Kpadra Ttaxke QukcupoBanuch
orHocuTenbHbie BoicoThl (H/D) no S.C.Menseneny?*.

Ha Bcex mpOOHBIX IUIOMIAZAX MO KKAOMY U3
BAPHUAHTOB 'YCTOTHI TOCAJIKU PACCUHTHIBAIOCH JIOTICBOE
ydactue (%) mepeBbeB Kaxzoro kiacca Kpagdra B
HACaKICHUHL.

3amac CTBOJOBOM JpeBecHHBl — M Mm>/ra,
paccumThiBaics 1o Gopmyse:

M=HF-G;

re:
H — cpenHss BbICOTa HACAKIEHUS, M;
F — BuyoBoe umcio;

G — cymMMa IIomazieil cedeHuii, m%/ra.

22 Coboner A.H. ITnofoHOIICHNE IECHBIX HACAXKICHUH
// TInononomenne necHeIx Hacaxaeanit. CI10.: Tumo-
murpadus M.IT. @pomosoit, 1908. C. 1-62.

23 OCT 56-69-83. ITpo6HbIe MIOAaH
JIECOYCTPOUTENBHBIE, METONIBI 3aKIaaku. — M.: M3a-Bo
cra"mapros, 1983. — 59 c.

24 Mensenes $1.C. K yuenuto o BIMSAHUM CBETa HA
pa3BHUTHE OPEBECHBIX CTBOIOB. // JIecHOM xKypHAT
1884. Beim. 5u 6. C. 326-373.

Jlecorexuuueckmii :xxypHaJ 1/2026



EcTecTBeHHBIC HAVKH M JIeC

Pe3ysibTaThl U 00Cy:KIEHHE TaKCAIMOHHbIE TOKA3aTeId HACAXKICHUS M KaK HTOT
C yBenu4yeHHEM 3HAYECHHsI TYCTOTHI MOCAJKU HA MPOU3BOIAUTENHHOCTD, T.€. 3amac (tadm. 1 u 2)
IKCIIEPUMEHTANBHBIX ydacTkax 40-JTeTHUX JIECHBIX
KYIBTYp COCHBI OOBIKHOBEHHOH CHIIKAIOTCS BCE
Tabmura 1
TaxkcaronHast XapakrepucTuka 40-JeTHUX KYJIbTYP COCHBI OOBIKHOBEHHOW Pa3HOM I'yCTOTHI B YCIIOBUSX
cBexxero oopa (As)

Table 1
Inventory characteristics of 40-year-old Scots pine stands of varying density in fresh pine forest conditions
(A2)
Toxasaremu | Indicators ls“yCTOTa MTOCAJIKH, THIC. HgT./ra | Planting density, tlhlousand pcs/ha
Cpennsis BeicoTa, M | Average height, m 15,1 13,2 10,9
Snp;ezumn nuaMmerp, cM | Average diameter, 13.6 10,3 8.4
Kiacc 6onurera | Bonitet class I 11 111
CyMMa 1uiomaziell cedeHui 1epeBbeB, M%/ra
| Sum of tree cross-sectional areas, m*ha
KUBBIX | alive 35,6 36,5 28,5
cyxocrost | dead wood 1,5 2,1 1,2
FyCTgra CTOSIHUS JiepeBbeB, 1T/Ta | Tree 2230 3950 4367
density, pcs/ha
CoxpanHoctb, % | Preservation, % 44,6 49,4 39,7
3amac CTBOJIOBOM JIPEBECUHBI, M>/Ta |
Volume of stem wood, m*/ha
KKMBLIX /ICDCBLCB | 289 260 181
living trees
cyxocrost | dead wood 10 12 7
Tabnuua 2

TakcarmonHas xapakrepuctuka 40-IeTHUX KyIbTYp COCHBI OOBIKHOBEHHOW Pa3HOH T'YCTOTHI B YCIOBHAX
cBexel ciokHo# cyoopu (C»)
Table 2
Inventory characteristics of 40-year-old Scots pine stands of varying densities in fresh complex subforest
conditions (C2)
I'ycrora nocajku, Teic. mt./ra | Planting density, thousand pcs/ha

[Mokazarenu | Indicators

2 4 8
Cpennsist Belcota, M | Average height, m 21,0 21,4 20,8
Sé)lezmnn auamerp, cM | Average diameter, 22 20,0 19,7
Knacc bonnrera | Bonitet class Ia Ia Ia
CymMa miommazieit ceueHnii JepeBbeB, m%/ra
| Sum of tree cross-sectional areas, m*ha
KUBBIX | alive 31,4 30,8 29,9
cyxocrost | dead wood 3.8 8,0 5,0
I'ycrora crosiHus aepeBbeB, mr/ra | Tree 731 930 941

density, pcs/ha
CoxpanHocTb, % | Preservation, % 39,1 24,5 11,8
3amac CTBOJIOBOM APEBECUHEI, M*/T4a |
Volume of stem wood, m’/ha
JKUBBIX JICPEBBEB |

living trees

cyxoctos | dead wood 36 74 43

308 302 291
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Kak BumHO 13 Tabmui 1 1 2, OueHb CYIIeCTBEHHO
CHIDKAIOTCSI 3HAUCHHS CPEIHETO JUaMeTpa, a TaKke
cpemHel BBICOTHL. To, 9TO CHIKAETCS CPEeIHSS BRICOTA C
YBEIIMYCHHUEM TYCTOTHI JICCHBIX KYIBTYp, SIBISCTCS
HpU3HAHHEIM (GAKTOM?®, A 3TO NPUBOIUT U K CHIKEHUIO
Kjacca OOHHUTETa, NMPHYEM HaWOONee CYHIECTBEHHO B
OCIHBIX JIECOPACTUTEIBHBIX YCIOBUAX — A,. OTmanm k
40-neTHEMY BO3pacTy JIECHBIX  KYJIBTYp HMEET
TEH/ICHITUIO YBEIUYUBATHCS C IOBBIIICHUEM TyCTOTHI
mocamku. Camas HU3Kas BEIMYHMHA COXPaHHOCTH
HaOmoaeTcsi B CBEXUX CIOXKHBIX cyoopsix (Ci). Tak

IIPYU OAHOM M TOM K€ I'yCTOTE MOCAAKH PaBHOH & ThIC.
mT/Ta cCOXpaHHOCTh B C) B 4 pa3a MEHBIIIE, YEM B Aj.

B menom necoBoxcTBeHHBIN AddekT (3amac
JIPEBECUHBI pacTylled YaCTU HACaKJICHUS B COUCTAHUU
C KJIacCOM OOHHMTETa M 3HAUCHWEM CPEIHETrO IUaMeTpa)
B 40-nmeTHeM Bo3pacTe Aajl CIEAYIOIIUE HaWIydIlIne
pe3ynbTaTel UCXOAS M3 TYCTOTHI MOCAIKU: A Ar —
5 teic. mT. Ha 1 Ta; B C; — 2 1 4 ThIC. T Ha 1 Ta.

Juddepennmanmss [21] 3aBHCHT OT TYCTOTHI
MOCAJIKH JICCHBIX KYIBTYp (Taom. 3).

Tabnuma 3

Juddepennmanust B YUCTHIX 110 cocTaBy 40-JIETHUX KYIBTYypax COCHbI OOBIKHOBEHHOH B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT
T'YCTOTHI TIOCAAKH

Table 3
Differentiation in pure 40-year-old Scots pine stands depending on planting density
T'ycrora Pacnipenenenue nepebeB no kiaccam Kpadra, % |
TOCaIliH, THIC. Distribution of trees by Kraft classes, %
wt./ra | Planting
density,
thousand pcs/ha ! 1 Ml v v
JlecopacturenbHble yciaoBus cBexero 6opa (A») |
Forest growth conditions of fresh pine forest (A,)
5 16 20 22 22 20
8 11 17 21 27 24
11 9 14 19 28 30
JlecopacrurenbHble yCI0BUsI CBEXei crioxHol cyoopu (C») |
Forest growth conditions of fresh complex subori (C,)
2 15 21 38 18 8
4 10 25 31 23 11
8 8 19 27 28 18

Kak BugHo u3 Ttabmumpsl 3, ¢ yBeIMYCHHEM
TYCTOTBI ~ IIOCAAKH  IPOUCXOJMT  KaueCTBEHHOE
nepepacipenieHie  JEpeBbEB  pa3HbIX  KJIAacCOB,
BBIpQXAIOIIEE B YMEHBIICHHH YHCJIAa 0COOEH BBICIIHMX
ximaccoB (I u II) m yBemmuenne nusmmx (IV u V)
ki1accoB Kpadra. B Hammx 3KcHepUMeEHTaIBHBIX
KYJAbTYpax COCHBl C pPa3HOW TYCTOTOH MOCagKH 3TO
OTMEYaeTcs JUIl CBEXEro Oopa HauWHAs C TYCTOTHI
MOCaJKH 8 ThIC. IIT/Ta, a B OOraThIX JIeCOPaCTHUTENbHBIX
YCIIOBUSIX CBEXEH CIOMKHOI cy0opu — ¢ 4-X ThIC. IIT/TA.
OTta O0COOCHHOCTh CBHICTEIHCTBYET O TOM, YTO B
OoraTelx JIECOPAaCTUTENBHBIX YCIOBHAX IIPOIECCHI
pocTa M Pa3BUTHS JPEBECHOTO COOOIIECTBA HIYT
ObicTpee  (MHTEHCHBHEe). OJTO  TONTBEPIKIACTCA
MEHBLIEH COXPAHHOCTBIO JIEPEBHEB COCHBI B CBEKEH
CIIOKHOU CyOOpH TIO CPaBHEHHIO CO CBEXHM OOpOM
(tabm. 1 u2).

SIBHOe mpeBanupoBaHue nepeBbeB IV u V
KJIacCcoB, T.€. KOIAa OHHM B JIONEBOM OTHOIICHUH

% Py6uos B.U., Hopocensuesa A.H., TTonos B.K.,
Py6uos B.B. bronornieckast mpoayKTHBHOCTb COCHBI
B JecocTerHoH 30He. M.: Hayka, 1976. 223 c.

92

npeBbimaioT 50% epeBbeB HACAKACHHUS, CO3IAeT
pe3epB ornana. ITo PUKCHPYETCsl B CBEXEM OOpy Juis
JIECHBIX KYJIBTYp, CO3IaHHBIX I'yCTOTON mocanku 8 u 11
TBIC. IUT/Ta, TAE COBOKYIMHOCTH JEpPEBHEB HHU3IIHX
kiaccoB Kpadra cocraBnsier coorBeTcTBeHHO 51 U
58%.

Hamy4mee cocTostHUE JIECHBIX KYJIBTYp HMEeT
MECTO B CBEXEH CIIOKHOI CyOOpH TP TYCTOTE TTOCAIKHI
4 pu 2 TeIc. T/Ta. B 3THX 40-I€THUX HACAKICHUAX
MaKCHMYM JIepPEBbEB NPHXOMUTCS HA TPETbUH Kiacc
(tabm. 3), a ogomeBoe pacmpemeNieHHe — BCEH
COBOKYIIHOCTH  [JIepeBbEB 10  IATH  Kiaccam
COOTBETCTBYET KPUBOI HOPMAJIBHOTO PACIIPEeTICHHS.

B JiecHBIX KynbTypax COCHBI OIHOTO M TOTO XK€
BO3pACTa PeAyKIIMOHHBIE YHCIIa [T BBICOTE U JUAMETPY
crporo muddepeHmpoBansl o kKiaccaM Kpadra
(Tabm.4).
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Tabmuua 4
3HaueHus peyKIMOHHBIX yrcen no Beicore (Ry) 1 mo quamerpy (Rq) B paspese kiaccoB Kpagra B 40-1eTHnx

KYJIbTypax COCHBI

Table 4

The values of reduction numbers for height (Ry) and diameter (Rqg) in the context of Kraft classes in 40-year-

old pine stands

average value

[Nokazareny | I'ycrora
Indicators THocazky, Knaccrr Kpadra | Kraft classes
TBIC. IIIT./TA |
Planting
density,
thousand I II 11 v v
pcs/ha
JlecopacturenbHble ycaoBus cBexero 6opa (As) |
Forest growth conditions of fresh pine forest (A»)
5 123 115 106 99 77
8 120 114 110 101 80
Ry 11 129 119 114 98 73
Cpennee | 124 116 110 99 77
average value
5 152 134 110 90 57
8 161 140 120 94 63
Rq 11 170 139 117 87 60
Cpennee | 161 138 116 90 60

JlecopacrurenbHble yciaoBusl cBexeid crnoxHol cybopu (Co) |
Forest growth conditions of fresh complex subori (C,)

2 107 102 98 95 85
4 107 100 99 91 85
Ry 8 110 103 100 96 80
Cpenmnee | 108 102 99 94 83
average value
2 132 113 96 83 68
4 128 112 98 86 73
R4 8 136 118 103 88 73
Cpenmnee | 132 114 99 86 71
average value
IMpuvem, Kak BHOHO ©3 TaOIHUIBI BHE paccMatpuBaTh KaK 3aKOH CTPOCHUS HACAXKICHHS,

3aBHCHMOCTH OT TYCTOTHI IIOCAJKH PEeIyKIHMOHHEIE
Yrcia, KaK 10 BBICOTE, TaK U MO JHAMETPY, B Ipenenax
Ka)KJIOTro KJlacca MMEIOT OUCHb OJNIM3KHE 3HAYCHUI. DTO
yKa3blBa€T Ha OOLIHOCTH TPOIECCOB PAHTOBOTO
CTPOCHHS B HCKYCCTBEHHBIX HACWKICHUAX, HE
3aBUCAIINX HE TOJIBKO OT TYCTOTHI ITOCAIKH M TYCTOTHI
CTOSHHSA, HO W OT YCIOBHH MECTOIPOU3PACTAHUS.
PamxupoBanme mo wmaccam  Kpapra  MoxHO
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obecrieunBaronii  (QHYHKIMOHUPOBAHHE IPEBECHOTO
coobmiecTBa. PaHroBas wuepapxusi — 53TO OCHOBa
CYILIECTBOBAaHHS YHCTOIO MO COCTAaBY HCKYCCTBEHHOT'O
HAaCaKICHUSL.

3Ha4yeHHs] OTHOCHTEIBHBIX BBICOT B paspese
kiaccoB Kpadra mpencrasnenst B Tabmuie 5.
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Tabmmna 5
3Ha4YeHHs1 OTHOCHTENBHBIX BBICOT Y pa3HbIX KiaccoB Kpadra
Table 5
Relative height values for different Kraft classes

I'ycrora
ITOCAJIKH, THIC. Knaccer Kpadra | Kraft classes
mr./ra | Planting
density,
thousand pcs/ha ! Il 1 v v
JlecopacturenbHble yciaoBus cBexero 6opa (Ay) |
Forest growth conditions of fresh pine forest (A2)
5 89 95 107 122 152
8 96 105 117 137 163
11 99 111 126 146 170
JlecopacrurenbHble yCIoBUsI CBEXe croxHol cyoopu (Co) |
Forest growth conditions of fresh complex subori (C,)
2 77 86 96 108 129
4 87 96 108 114 125
8 90 99 103 116 119

Kak BugHO u3 Tabmuiel 5, B 00OMX THIAX
ycnoBuit  Mectompom3pactanus (A, u (G ¢
YBCJIIMYCHUEM T'YCTOTBI NOCAAKU Is1 NEPEBLEB BCEX
KJIaCCOB Kpadra CBOWCTBEHHO YBENUYEHHE
OTHOCHTENBHBIX BBICOT. [IprueM HamOonee CHILHO 3TO
MPOABIIIETCA B KYJIbTYpax COCHBI IPOU3PACTAIOIIUX B
CBEXKEM OOpY.

Cuuraercsa?®, 4To B JIECHBIX KyIbTYpaX COCHBI
OTHOCUTENBHBIE BBICOTBI  JEPEBHEB HE  JOIKHBI
mpeBbimate 115. HWmuaye gepeBbs, Yy KOTOPBIX
OTHOCHTENbHas BbicoTa Oonbiie 115, B cuiy cBoeid
OCNa0IeHHOCTH  SIBJIAIOTCS KaHIWAATaMH  Ha
OTMHpPaHHUE, YTO OCOOCHHO CBOWCTBEHHO NIEpEBbSIM V
KJacca, Kak B KyJIbTYpax CBeXero 00pa, Tak 1 B CBEXeH
clnoxHOW cybopu (tabn. 5). [ducnpomopuusi B
COOTHOLIEHHH BBICOT W OUAMETPOB, NPUBOISIIAS K
0cJ1a0NIeHUIO IepeBbeB HAanOOIee OTYETIIMBO BhIPAXKEHA
B OEIHBIX JIECOPACTUTEIBHBIX YCIOBUAX CBEXEro Oopa.
Tak HeOmaronpusATHbIE BEIWYUHBI OTHOCHTEIBHBIX
BBICOT B Ay MO BCEM 3HAUECHUAM DKCIIEPHMEHTAIBHBIX
TyCTOT MMEIOT HE TOIbKO AepeBbs IV m V kiaccoB

26 Py6uos B.W. Poct u 6uonoruyeckas
HPOLYKTUBHOCTD 18-JIETHUX KYILTYp COCHBI Pa3HOM
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Kpadra, Ho u nepeBbs 111 kinacca ¢ rycroroit nocaaku
necHbIX KynbTyp 11 1 gaxe 8 Thic. mwT/ra.
BroiBoab1

1. JlecHble KyIBTYpBHI, CO3IaHHbBIC pPa3IMYHOIM
l"yCTOTOﬁ mocaakv, HMCKOT pasjindudgd HE TOJIBKO B
TaKCAallMOHHBIX TOKa3aTelsX, HO U B OCOOEHHOCTSIX
CTPOEHUS HaCaXICHUM.

2. PacuneHeHue Ha pPaHIOBYIO CTPYKTYpy IO
K1accaM pocra W pasButus Kpadra orpakaer
(YHKLIMOHAIBHYIO HEpapXui0 B CTPOCHHH JICCHBIX
KYIbTYp.

3. B 40-metHux = KyIpTypax  COCHBI
PEIYKIMOHHBIE YHCIA, KaK 0 BBICOTE, TaK W IO
JUaMeTpy, a TaKKe OTHOCHTENIbHBIE BBICOTHI, CTPOrO
muddepeHnMpoBaHbl O KiaccaM PocTa W pPa3BUTHS
Kpadra.

4. 3HaueHue BENWYHMH PEAYKIIMOHHBIX YHCEN He
3aBHCST OT T'yCTOTHI IOCAIKH, HO UMEIOT TEHACHIIHIO UX
ymenblueHus ot [ k V knaccey.

ryctotsl. // Dkenpece napopmarmsa LIBHTUnecxo3a.
1977. Bemn. 3. 27 c.
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