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L.S. Osadchuk – USUFWT 

Effect resin productivity on increase of a diameter at resin tapping of a pine 
usual in conditions of Male Polissja 

Is definite influence resin tapping of pine-tree on increase diameter in trees diverse resin 
productivity. Established, that by higher resin productivity of tree, that less intensive in them in-
crease diameter in exploitation period. 
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O.G. Polyakova –  

The influence of timber cutting on gray forest soils fertility in Holosiyiv Forest 

It was shown the question nutrients carry out from the forest biocoeosis which take place 
with forest cutting and timber take out. Timber cutting and further regeneration decrease forest 
soil fertility. There was proposed to compensate the nutrients carry out by fertilizations.  
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