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P.Y. Slobodjan – UMFRI 

Center of Skolivsky Beskydy spruce drying up in different types of forest 

Skoly State Forestry Enterprise is cite as an example of drying up centers distribution ac-
cording to forest types of Beskydy. It point out that Spruce drying up is mass phenomena and its 
intensity doesn't relate to forest to types. As the same time, we determine spreading of up centers 
on depending on types of geographical conditions. 
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1 B3-C  49,7 11,6 9,1 78,5 
2 B3-  42,8 36,2 15,7 43,4 
3 C2-  173,3 1,8 1,8 100,0 
4 C2- -  15,9 0,9 0,2 22,2 
5 C2- -  38,7 23,9 10,8 45,2 
6 C3-  1526,7 255,5 195,3 76,4 
7 C3-  404,3 304,1 264,5 86,9 
8 C3- -  382,6 138,1 92,9 67,2 
9 C3- -  362,7 328,4 203,5 61,9 
10 C3-  10,0 10,0 10,0 100,0 
11 C3-  152,4 6,5 1,5 23,0 
12 C3-  91,7 7,8 2,4 30,8 
13 C3- -  3822,9 817,4 802,3 98,2 
14 C3- -  2768,0 2360,1 1864,1 78,9 
15 C3- -  2553,4 1709,6 1343,9 78,6 
16 C3- -  74,1 30,8 17,2 55,8 
17 D3- -  3743,1 3477,1 3353,7 96,4 
18 D3- -  5760,1 3215,7 2838,8 88,2 
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20 D3-  1016,3 28,7 22,2 77,4 
21 D3-  2702,0 57,2 46,6 81,5 
22 D3- -  4168,6 2242,9 2235,5 99,7 
23 D3- -  97,3 38,4 34,1 88,8 
24 D3- -  2,5 2,5 2,5 100,0 
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P.B. Khojesky – USUFWT 

Modern condition of a population of the wolf (Canis Lupus L.) in Ukraine 

State of the wolf's population in Ukraine, number of one is above 2500 individuals, is ana-
lysed. It was noted the number increasing of this prey, during last 20-yeana period, 2,5 times as 
much. The negative and positive influence of wolf on the animals population have been consid-
ered. 
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