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Caldu Ha daxax 8UKOHyOMb 6e3/1i4 KopUucHUX Orist MOOUHU QOYHKUU | € 0OHUM i3 Hallcy4yacHi-
wux criocobie cmeopeHHs 2apMOHIliHO20 U ecmemu4YHo20 cepedosuwia y micmax. ToMy eusdyeH-
Hs acopmumeHmy 0epe8HUX POC/IUH, SIKi YCMIWHO 3UMyrmb ma MepeHoCcsams MimHi KpUMmMuYHi
memnepamypu Ha daxax 3a MiHiManbHo20 002ssidy, € 8axnueum 3as0aHHSM 03€/1eHI8auYie.
LocnidxeHo makcoHOMIYHUU cknad 0eHOpoghriopu 24 MiocKUX 03eIeHeHUX MOKpPieerb eKCmeH-
cusHoeo murly 8 micmi Jlbeosi Ha sucomax 8i0 5 0o 40 m i nposedeHo ii cucmemMHO-cmpyKmyp-
Hul aHania. Bcma+osneHo, wo deHOpoghriopy obcmexeHux o6’ekmie cknadaompb 167 makcoHie
OepesHux pocnuH (i3 Hux 109 sudis, 76 kynbmueapis, 10 2ibpudig). HucenbHo domiHye poduHa
Rosaceae (13 podis (21,1 % 3azanbHoi Kinbkocmi podig), 32 eudu i 2ibpudu (26,9 %)), 3a Kinb-
Kicmio Kynbmusapie — poduHa Cupressaceae (32 kynbmueapu (42,7 %)). Y podosomy criekmpi
3a Kinbkicmio sudis, 2ibpudie ma Kynbmuseapie rnepesaxae pid Juniperus — 10 sudie (8,8 % 3a-
earnbHoi Kinbkocmi), 13 kynbmuseapie (17,1 %). [na o3eneHeHHs1 nokpigers sukopucmaHo 93 sudu
i Kynbmueapu nucmonadHux i 74 eid4Ho3eneHux ¢ghaHepogimis (28 mezogaHepoghimis, 69 mikpo-
gaHepogpimie, 60 HaHogaHepoghimie i 10 OepesHuUX riaH). 3a pe3ynbmamamu XOoposio2iYHO20
aHarizy ecmaHoerneHo, Wo Ha 0axax rpesasorms 8udu—8uxioyi 3i CXiOHOasilicbKo20 pezioHy ma
igHi4HOT AMepuKu, abopuzeHHUX sudie Malixxe He 8UKOPUCMOBYOMb. Y POCIUHHUX KOMMO3UU-
Ax Ha Oaxax rnepesaxaromp 8udu, patioHosaHi 0na 4 i 5 USDA-30H Mopo3socmitikocmi, modi sk
mepumopisi Jlbeosa nexxumsp y mexax 6 30HuU. Hawi 4-piyHi cnocmepexeHHs1 0osenu ycrniwHicms
iHMpoOdykuyii Ha daxax eudie suwoi USDA-30HU, aHix su3HadeHa 0t micma Jlbeoea. BugyeHHsi
OeHOporiopu 3eneHuUx 0axig € Oyxe 8axnugum 3 027190y Ha OeKiflbka MOMEeHMI8: He 3’1Co08aHO
00 KiHYsi cucmeMHO-CmpyKmypHi 3akoHoMipHocmi dobopy eudie Onsi 03eneHeHHs; He anpoboesa-
HO Memodu crnieyugidHoi iHmpoOyKuyii pocnuH Ha axax ma yMoeu ix aknimamu3auii, 8iOMiHHI 8i0
HaleMHux ob’ekmie; € MOX/ugicmb yrpoeadKeHHs1 aCopMUMEHMY POCIUH, SIKi He mparisgomb-
cs1 y cadoBo-napKosux KOMMo3uuyisix micma. KomMnosuyiliHi 8UpiueHHsI 03e/1eHeHUX oKpieesnb
3ymoerieHi pisHuMu criocobamu nocadku pocruH — 6e3rnocepedHbo y cybcmpam, y nidHsmi Had
riogepxHero 2psodu Yu koHmelHepu. Mo0ibHi docnidxeHHs1 sucgimame 0cobueocmi makco-
HoMi4HO20 cknady i cmpykmypu OeHOpoghriopu 3eneHux daxie, w0 dacmb 3MO2y Cymmeso CKO-
pueysamu aspomexHiky ympumaHHsi HacadxXeHb ma euokpemumu Halbinbw rnepcrekmusHy
epyry 0epesHuUX POCUH Orlsi 03€/1eHEeHHSI MOKpieerb.

Knro4voei criosa: sudosuli cknad, depesa, Ky, 03e/1eHEeHHS NOoKpigesib, CMPYKMypHUU aHarsi3.

* HaykoBwuii KepiBHUK — JOKTOp Gionoriunux Hayk, npodecop M. I. Copoka
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AKTyaJIbHICTh Ta aHAJIi3 OCTAHHIX J10-
caizkenb. [loceneHHs pociauH HA TOKpiB-
JISIX SIK MPUPOAHUM mpolec, BAAJIO BUKO-
PHUCTAaHUHN JIOAMHOIO [UIS BIACHUX MOTPED,
3apoAmiIocs y crerudiuHuX KIIMaTHIHUX
ymoBax CkanjuHaBii Ta ocTpoBiB OkeaHil,
a ChOTO[THI IIe OJMH 13 HaWCyYacHIIINX TPH-
HOMIB 0J1aroyCcTpOI0 MICHKOTO Cepe/IOBHIIA,
AKUN BUKOHYE HE TUTBKHM €CTETHUHY, a U
€KOJIOTIYHY Ta €KOHOMIYHY pOJIi Y MicCTi.
BopgHodac 03eIeHEHHS MOKPIBENb € Pi3HO-
BHUJIOM IHTPOIYKIIi1 POCIINH, 3aBASKH SIKOMY
B ypOoIIeHO3axX 3 SIBISIIOTHCS BUAH, HE MTPH-
TaMaHHI Ha3eMHHUM 3€JICHUM HaCaDKCHHSIM.
[Tinbopy acOPTUMEHTY POCIHUH ITPUCBSIUCHO
YUMaJo Mpalb, OCKUIBKH 1€ OJHMH 13 HaM-
BAKJIMBININX €TaIliB CTBOPEHHS 3EJIEHUX
JaxiB, TKAW 3a0e31euye X JOBTOBIYHICTH 1
¢yuknionanpuicTs (Thompson, 1998;
Kohler, 2006; Snodgrass & Snodgrass,
2006; Emilsson, 2008; Nagase & Dunnett,
2012; Thuring, Berghage & Beattie, 2010;
Maclvor & Lundholm, 2011; Susca, Gaffin
& Dell’Osso, 2011; Dyachenko, Klimenko,
2013; Caneva, Kumbaric, Savo & Casalini,
2015; Savi et al., 2016; Cao, Hu, Dong, Liu
& Wang, 2019). Ilpote 3 anaini3sy Jitepa-
TYPHUX JDKEpea MOMITHO, IO OiNbIIiCTh
JOCITITHUKIB MPHUAUIAIOTH YBary TpaB’si-
HUCTUM POCIIMHAM, 30KpeMa CYKyJeHTaM
(Monterusso, Rowe & Rugh, 2005; Villar-
real & Bengtsson, 2005; Blanusa, Mon-
teiro, Fantozzi, Vysini & Cameron, 2013).
Binomocrteit mpo aeHApodIopy 03eNeHEHNX
JaxiB y CBITOBIiil JiTeparypi ayxe maio,
OCKIJIBKH CaJi Ha J1aXy 3 BHKOPHCTAHHIM
JIEpEBHUX POCIMH — 1€ OJUH 13 HalWCKIIa/I-
HIIIUX NMPUHOMIB O3EJICHEHHs MOKPIiBElb,
SIKUH TOTpedye He TIMBKU METaThbHOTO iH-
YKEHEPHOTO pIllIeHHs, a i miadopy ocoonn-
BO CTIMKHX IO Pi3HWX YMHHUKIB BHIIB i3
HEBEJINKOI0 KOPEHEBOIO CHCTEMOIO, SIKHX
cepes JIGPEeBHHUX POCIIMH Habararo MeHIle,
aHix cepen tpaB (Catalog of standard
ZinCo solutions). Ockinbku Ha Jaxax Mi-
KpOKJIIMAT € 30BCIM IHIIMM, aHiX Ha I0-
BepxHi 3emi (Liu & Minor, 2005), 3Bu4aii-
Hi METOJIOJIOTIYHI ITiIXOH JI0 MiI00py poc-

JIMH JUIs1 03€JICHEHHS € Malloe()eKTUBHIMHU.
VY 3B’A3Ky i3 IIUM 1IeHTH(IKOBAHO Ta MPO-
aHaJII30BaHO BMJIOBUH CKJaJ JEPEBHUX
POCINH, BUKOPHUCTAHUX IJIs1 O3CJIICHCHHA
IUIOCKUX JaXiB €KCTEeHCHBHOTO THITY, SKi
MPOTATOM KiJIBKOX POKIB YCHIIIHO POCTYTb
Ha PI3HUX BUCOTax Ta LITYYHUX OCHOBAxX
PI3HOTO CKIay.

MeTa pocaifzkeHHs Tonsirana B iJieH-
Tudikamii Ta AiarHOCTYBaHHI TaKCOHIB,
aHaJi3l TAKCOHOMIYHOTO CKIIaxy, OiomMop-
(hOJIOTIYHMX, EKOJIOTTYHHUX Ta XOPOJIOTTUHUX
0CcOOJIMBOCTEH KyIBTHBOBAHOI IeHIPOQIIO-
PH TUIOCKUX 3€JI€HUX J1aXiB €KCTEHCHBHOTO
Tuy B ymMoBax wmicta JIpBoBa. O0’€KTOM
JOCIIDKeHHS Oyina TeHapodIopa 3eIeHUX
JaxiB B ymoBax micta JIpBoBa.

Marepianau i MeToaM T0CHiAKEHHS.
JlocniKkeHHsT BUAOBOTO CKIIATy JACPEBHHUX
POCIMH MJIOCKHUX 3C€JICHUX }:[aXiB B YMOBax
MicTa JIbBOBa TIpoBOAIITH BIIPOIoBK 2016—
2020 pp. MeTonoM OOJIIKOBUX JiJISTHOK.
O6cTexeno 24 00’ ekt pi3HUX GHOpM Biac-
HOCTi. BU3HA4YeHHs JepeBHUX BHIIB Ta iX
KYJIbTUBapiB NMPOBOAMIIH 32 JOIOMOTOIO
crmemnianizoBanux mkepen (Kolesnikov,
1974; Kokhno, 2001; Kokhno, 2002;
Cheers, 2003; Krussmann, 1995; American
Conifer Society; Trees and bushes of the
USSR (1949-1962). JlarnuHChbKi Ha3BH poc-
JIMH HaBEJICHO 32 TAKCOHOMIYHOIO €JIEKTPO-
HHOIO0 Oa3oro manux The Plant List. s
YKIagaHHd CUCTEMAaTUYHUX CHI/ICKiB BHUKO-
pUCTaHO JiHiIHI KIacu(piKamiiHI CHCTEMU:
nns rononacinHux (Christenhusz et al.,
2011), noxpuronacinaux — APG IV (Chase
et al., 2016). XKurreBi hopmMu pocinuH BU-
okpemiteno 3a: C. Raunkiaer (1934), 30uu
MOPO30CTIMKOCTI HABEACHO 32 KaTerOpisiMU
USDA — 3onyBanus €sponu (Heinze &
Schreiber, 1984; Find Plants by Hardiness
Zone). JInst 00CTeXEeHHS BUCOTHUX 00’ €KTIB
3aCTOCOBYBAJIM OC3MIJIOTHUH JiTadbHUN
anmapar — kBaapokonrep DJI Mavic 2 Pro
(CP.MA.00000013.01).

PesyabTaTn AociieHHs Ta ix o0ro-
BOpeHHs. 32 pe3yIbTaTaMH 1HBEHTapH3arii
JeHpodopu 24 03eNeHeHHUX MIOCKHUX Ja-
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1. OcHOBHi cHcTeMATHYHI NOKAa3HUKHU JeHAPOJIOPHU 3eJIeHHX AaxiB
Biin (xnac) Ponnuu Ponu Bunu 1 ribpuan Kynsrusapu
Kinbkicte | % | Kimpkicts | % | Kinbkicts | % | Kinmbkicts | %
PINOPHYTA 3 10,3 9 14,5 27 22,7 42 55,3
MAGNOLIOPHYTA 26 89,7 53 85,5 92 77,3 34 44,77
Bceworo 29 100,0 62 100,0 119 100,0 76 100,0

XiB €KCTEHCHBHOTO THUITy mpoTsrom 2016—
2020 pp. BCTAaHOBJIEHO, 11O JIsl CTBOPEHHS
KOMIIO3HI[i Ha JaxaX BUKOPHUCTAHO
167 taxcoHiB aepeBHHX pociuH (109 Bu-
niB, 76 kyneTuBapis, 10 BUIiB TiOpUIHOTO
MOXOJDKCHHS ), SIKI HallexkKaTh 10 29 poAuH
i 62 poniB. Iy BECBITICHHS 0COOIUBOC-
Tell geHapodUIopU 3eJICHUX aXiB MpOBeEe-
HO i1 CHCTEMHO-CTPYKTYpHHI aHai3. 3a
pu3HaueHHAM O. TommauoBa (Tolmachev,
1974), cuctremaTiu4Ha CTPYKTypa — 1€ BakK-
JMUBHAN TOKAa3HUK (PIOpPHU, IKUH BHCBITIIOE
BIIACTUBUH Ti PO3IOMALT BUIIB MiXK KaTero-
pisimu Buioro panry. /st nenoduop, yrBo-
peHUX KyJbTHBOBAHHMH BHIAMH, IIEH IO-
Ka3HUK € BXJIMBUM 3 OIVISIIY Ha HETHIIO-
BUH miabGip BUMIIB, IS CYKYMHOCTI SKHUX
HEOOXiTHO BCTAHOBHUTH CHUCTEMHO-CTPYK-
TYPHI 3aKOHOMIPHOCTI, BIIMIHHI BiJl Xapak-
TEePUCTUK TpuponHux ¢mop (tabdm. 1).
Y poauHHOMY CIHeKTpi aeHnpodiopu 3a
KUIBKICTIO POAIB MOMIHYIOTh POIHHHU
Rosaceae — 13 poxi (21,1 % 3arampHO1
kinpkocTi poxis), Cupressaceae — 5 (8,0 %),

Fabaceae, Oleaceae, Caprifoliaceae — mo 4
(6,5 %), Pinaceae, Hydrangeaceae — no 3
(4,8 %), Buxaceae, Vitaceae, Betulaceae,
Bignoniaceae — o 2 (3,2 %). 3a KUTBKICTIO
BHJIIB Ta TiOPHIIB MEPEeBaKAIOTh POJHHU
Rosaceae — 32 Buau (26,9 % 3aranbHOi
KiThKOCTI BHAIB Ta Tibpunis), Cupressa-
ceae — 15 (12,6 %), Pinaceae — 9 (7,6 %),
Caprifoliaceae — 6 (5,1 %), Fabaceae, Sap-
indaceae, Hydrangeaceae, Cornaceae, Olea-
ceac — o 5 (4,2 %), Taxaceae, Berberida-
ceae, Vitaceae, Betulaceae — mo 3 (2,6 %).
3a KUIBKICTIO KYJIBTHBApPIB JIOMIHYIOTH PO-
nuHu  Cupressaceae — 32 KylnbTHUBapu
(42,7 % 3aranpHOI KiIBKOCTI KyJIbTHUBApIB),
Rosaceae — 11 (13,3 %), Pinaceaec — 8
(10,7 %), Cornaceae — 5 (6,7 %), Berberi-
daceae — 4 (5,3 %), Hydrangeaceae, Cap-
rifoliaceae — o 3 (4,0 %), Taxaceae, Vita-
ceae, Celastraceae — o 2 (2,7 %). Sk mo-
MITHO i3 CHCTEMAaTHYHOTrO aHali3y,
HAHOUTBIIMME MaiKe 3a BCiMa MOKa3HHKa-
mu € ponuHu Rosacea, Cupressaceae, Pina-
ceae (tabu. 2).

2. PonunHmii cnekTp AeHapodaopu

Fo— Poman Bunn, ridpunu Kynbrusapu
KinpkicTb % KinpkicTb % Kinpkicth %
Pinaceae Spreng. ex F.Rudolphi 3 4,8 9 7,6 8 10,7
Cupressaceae Gray 5 8,0 15 12,6 32 42,7
Taxaceae Gray 1 1,6 3 2,6 2 2,7
Schisandraceae Blume 1 1,6 1 0,8 - -
Lardizabalacea R.Br. 1 1,6 1 0.8 - -
Berberidaceae Juss. 1 1,6 3 2,6 4 5,3
Buxaceae Dumort. 2 32 2 1,7 - -
Hamamelidaceae R.Br 1 1,6 1 0,8 - -
Grossulariaceae DC. 1 1,6 2 1,7 - -
Vitaceae Juss. 2 33 3 2,6 2 2,7
Fabaceae Lindl. 4 6,5 5 4,2 - -
Rosaceae Juss. 13 21,1 32 26,9 11 13,3
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IIpooosacenns mabn. 2

Pouru Ponu Buau, ridbpunn Kynbsrusapu
KinpkicTb % KinpkicTh % KinpkicTh %
Elaeagnaceae Juss. 1 1,6 1 0,8 - -
Nothofagaceae Kuprian 1 1,6 1 0,8 - -
Betulaceae Gray 2 32 3 2,6 1 1,3
Celastraceae R.Br 1 1,6 1 0,8 2 2,7
Hypericaceae Juss. 1 1,6 1 0,8 - -
Anacardiaceae R.Br. 1 1,6 1 0.8 1 1,3
Sapindaceae Juss. 1 1,6 5 472 1 1,3
Tamaricaceae Link 1 1,6 1 0.8 - -
Hydrangeaceae Dumort. 3 4,8 5 4,2 3 4,0
Cornaceae Bercht. & J.Presl 1 1,6 5 4,2 5 6,7
Ericaceae Juss 1 1,6 1 0.8 - -
Oleaceae Hoffmanns. & Link 4 6,6 5 42 - -
Bignoniaceae Juss. 2 32 2 1,7 1 1,3
Aquifoliaceae Bercht. & J.Presl 1 1,6 1 0,8 - -
Adoxaceae E.Mey 1 1,6 2 1,7 - -
Caprifoliaceae Juss. 4 6,5 6 5,1 3 4.0
Araliaceae Juss. 1 1,6 1 0,8 - -
Pazom 62 100 119 100 76 100

VY pomoBomy criekTpi aeHapodiaopu 3a
KIJTBKICTIO BUAIB 1 TIOPUAIB JOMIHYIOTh
pomu Juniperus — 10 Bunais (8,8 % 3arans-
HOI KUTBKOCTI BUAIB), Spiraea — 6 (5,3 %),
Pinus, Acer, Cornus — 1o 5 (4,2 %), Rosa —
4 (3,5 %), Picea, Taxus, Berberis,
Hydrangea, Lonicera — o 3 (2,6 %). 3a
KUTBKICTIO KyJIbTUBApiB MEPEBAKAIOTh POJIU
Juniperus — 13 xynasrusapis (17,1 % 3a-
rajbHOI KUTbKOCTI KynbTHBapiB), Thuja — 12
(15,9 %), Chamaecyparis — 6 (7,9 %),
Pinus, Cornus — no 5 (6,7 %), Berberis,
Spiraea — o 4 (5,3 %), Picea, Cotoneaster —
mo 3 (3,9 %) (tabm. 3).

Amnaniz 6iomopdonoriunoi cTpyKTypHu
JeHApOQIIOpH 3aCBiIUUB, L0 JJIsI O3elie-
HEHHsI TIOKPIiBEJIb BUKOPUCTAHO 93 BHIH i
KyJbTUBApH JINCTONAJHUX 1 74 BiUHO3eINe-
Hux (anepoditiB. Cepen Hux 28 me3oda-
HepodiTiB (BUCOTOIO Oinblne HIX 8 M),
69 mikpodanepodiris (2—-8 M), 60 HaHODa-
HepodiTiB (mo 2 M) i 10 mepeBHUX niaH
(puc. 1). IlepeBakatoTb BUAM—BHUXIILI 3
[MiBnenHo-Cxiguoi A3ii Ta 1X Ky/JIbTHBapH:
Akebia quinata (Houtt.) Decne., Berberis
thunbergii DC., Chamaecyparis pisifera

(Siebold & Zucc.) Endl, Chaenomeles ja-
ponica (Thunb.) Lindl. ex Spach, Coto-
neaster adpressus Bois, C. bullatus Bois,
Juniperus chinensis L., J. procumbens
(Siebold ex Endl.) Migq., Taxus cuspidata
Siebold & Zucc., Parthenocissus tricuspi-
data (Siebold & Zucc.) Planch.

Jpyry 3a BEJIWYHHOIO T'PyHy CTaHOB-
JATHh MiBHIYHOAMEPHUKAHCHKI BHAM Ta iX
coptu: Amelanchier canadensis (L.)
Medik., A. lamarckii F.G.Schroed., Aronia
melanocarpa (Michx.) Elliott, Cupressus
nootkatensis D.Don., Juniperus squamata
Buch.-Ham. ex D.Don, Parthenocissus
quinquefolia (L.) Planch., Picea glauca
(Moench) Voss., Thuja occidentalis L.,
Tsuga canadensis (L.) Carriere. (puc. 2).
VY o3eneHeHHI MOKPiBeIb MaiKe HEe BUKO-
PHUCTOBYIOTH a0OPUTEHHUX BHUIIB I€HAPOD-
JIOpH, BUHATOK — BUTPHUBAJi €BPOIMEHUCHKI
Bunu (Pinus cembra L., Genista radiata
(L.) Scop., G. tinctoria L., Rosa canina L.,
Acer campestre L., Cornus mas L.,
C. sanguinea L., Hedera helix L, Acer
tataricum SSP. ginnala (Maxim.) Wesm.) Ta
ix kyneruBapu — Picea abies (L.) H.Karst.
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3. PopoBuii cnekTp aeHapodaopu

Pou Buu, ribpuan Kynsrusapu
KinbkicTh % KinbkicTh %
Pinus 5 42 5 6,7
Picea 3 2,6 3 39
Tsuga 1 0,8 - -
Thuja 1 0,8 12 15,9
Chamaecyparis 2 1,7 6 7,9
Cupressus 1 0,8 1 1,3
Juniperus 10 8,8 13 17,1
Platycladus 1 0,8 - -
Taxus 3 2,6 2 2,6
Schisandra 1 0,8 - -
Akebia 1 0,8 - -
Berberis 3 2,6 4 5,3
Buxus 1 0,8 - -
Pachysandra 1 0,8 - -
Corylopsis 1 0,8 - -
Ribes 2 1,7 - -
Parthenocissus 2 1,7 1 1,3
Vitis 1 0,8 1 1,3
Cytisus 1 0,8 - -
Genista 3 2,6 - -
Robinia 1 0,8 - -
Amelanchier 3 2,6 1 1,3
Aronia 1 0,8 - -
Chaenomeles 1 0,8 - -
Cotoneaster 7 6,0 3 39
Crataegus 1 0,8 - -
Dasiphora 1 0,8 1 1,3
Kerria 1 0,8 - -
Physocarpus 1 0,8 1 1,3
Prunus 2 1,7 - -
Pyracantha 1 0,8 - -
Rosa 4 3,5 - -
Sorbus 2 1,7 - -
Spiraca 6 5,3 4 5,3
Stephanandra 1 0,8 1 1,3
Elaeagnus 1 0,8 - -
Nothofagus 1 0,8 - -
Betula 2 1,7 1 1,3
Corylus 1 0,8 - -
Euonymus 1 0,8 2 2,6
Hypericum 1 0,8 - -
Cotinus 1 0,8 1 1,3
Acer 5 4,2 1 1,3
Tamarix 1 0,8 - -
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IIpooosacenns mabn. 3
Pou . BH;{I/I, ribpuan - KynsruBapu
Kinbkictb % Kinbkicts %
Deutzia 1 0,8 - -
Hydrangea 3 2,6 2 2,6
Philadelphus 1 0,8 1 1,3
Cornus 5 4,2 5 6,7
Rhododendron 1 0,8 - -
Forsythia 1 0,8 - -
Jasminum 1 0,8 - -
Ligustrum 1 0,8 - -
Syringa 2 1,7 - -
Campsis 1 0,8 - -
Catalpa 1 0,8 1 1,3
Ilex 1 0,8 - -
Viburnum 2 1,7 - -
Kolkwitzia 1 0,8 - -
Lonicera 3 2,6 1 1,3
Weigela 1 0,8 2 2,6
Symphoricarpos 1 0,8 - -
Hedera 1 0,8 - -
Pazom 119 100 76 100
6%
B Mikpodanepoditu
41% O Hanodanepodiru
OMesodanepoditu
O JlepeBHi Jiann
36%
Puc. 1. biomopdonoriuna crpykrypa aeaapodiopu
3% 2% 1%
BIIx-Cx. Azig
O1Tn. AMepuka
O €pomna
11% O EBpazis
B Ti6pun
M 1. miBKysIs

Puc. 2. ApeanoriuHa cTpykTypa JIeHapodaopu
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1%

4% 4%

14%

14%

24%

B 30Ha 5
O30Ha 4
O30Ha 6
O3ona 3
E30Ha 2
E30Ha 7
B 30Ha 8

39%

Puc. 3. Posnonin nepeBuux Buui 32 USDA-30HaMH MOPO30CTIHKOCTI

‘Little Gem’, Picea omorika ‘Nana’, Acer
platanoides L. ‘Crimson King’.

Po3smonin BumoBoro ckiaxy aeHaApodIo-
pu 3a USDA-30HaMu 1okasas, 110 HaiO11b-
e BUKOPHUCTOBYIOTH NepeBHI BUAU 4 i
5 30H. Ockinbku Tepuropis Micta JIbBoBa
HAJIEKUTh 40 6 30HM, IS 3€JE€HUX JaXiB
HEOOXiTHO BHKOPHCTOBYBAaTH BHIHM BHIIOI
30HH, IO 1 3acBigumino obctexenHs. He-
6arato BUKOPUCTAHO TEIIONIOOHUX BHUIIB 7
i 8 30H (puc. 3). Jleski 3 eK30THUYHUX BUJIB
Ha 3UMYy YTeIunowoTh (Lonicera acuminata

Wall, L. ligustrina ssp. pileata (Oliv.)
Franch. ‘Variegata’, Tamarix chinensis
Lour.), iHIIi 3aHOCSTH Y 3aKpUTi MPUMIIICH-
Hsl B KOHTelHepax (Prunus laurocerasus L.,
Nothofagus antarctica (G.Forst.) Oerst.,
Hypericum polyphyllum Boiss. & Balansa).

Haiinomupenimri micist Jyisi CTBOPEHHS
caJiB Ha JaXy — MOKPIBIi BHCOTHHUX JXKHUT-
J0BUX OyniBenb (45 %) Ta NepeKpuTTs mij-
3eMHHX MNapkiHriB i1 rapaxis (11 %)
(puc. 4). Pinme ix cTBOPIOIOTH Ha Tepacax
i 1axax oQiCHUX NMPUMILIEHb.

Puc. 4. Can Ha maxy BUCOTHOT OyaiBii (311iBa) Ta Ha MEPEKPUTTI MiA3EMHOTO MAPKiHTY
(gpomo O. I'anesuu)
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Puc. 5. CenymHuii 1ax i3 BUKOPUCTAHHSAM XBOWHHUX pociiuH (pomo O. [anesuy)

Cepen 24 oOCTeXEHUX 3CJICHUX JaxiB
OLTBIIICTh CTBOPEHA BHCAIKOIO POCIHH y
CHeIiabHII CyOCTpar Ha BIAMOBIIHI TEX-
HOJIOT1YHI IIapH, SK, HAPHUKJIaL, Ta30HHI
Ta CEAYMHI Jax¥ 3 BUKOPUCTAHHSIM JIEPEB-
HUX pociuH (puc. 5).

Jpyry rpyIy 3a MomyJsipHICTIO CTaHOB-
JIATh CaJu Ha Jaxy, CTBOPEHi i3 POCIIHUH,
BHUCAJDKEHUX Yy MIJIHATI Ha Pi3HY BHUCOTY
TPsIIH, a TAKOK TEPacHi cajad, AKi 4acTo €
PI3HOBHIOM TpsiioBUX (pHC. 6).

Jlo miHHKUX TPEICTaBHUKIB ACHIPOQIIO-
PH, BHSBJICHUX Ha O3CJICHEHHX MOKPIBIAX,
Hanexarb Cornus controversa Hemsl.,
Corylopsis pauciflora Siebold & Zucc.,
Cotoneaster divaricatus Rehder &
E.H.Wilson, Cytisus * kewensis Bean, Ilex
crenata Thunb., Pachysandra terminalis
Siebold & Zucc., Prunus nigra Aiton,
Taxus x media Rehder. Cepen kynbTuBapis
0COOIMBOIO IEKOPATHBHICTIO BHPI3HAIOTHCS
Amelanchier arborea (F.Michx.) Fernald

Puc. 6. Cax Ha 1axy 3 BUCAAKOIO POCIHH Y Tpsiid (311iBa) 1 TepacHUil caj
(gpomo O. I'anesuu)
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Puc. 7. KonreiinepHuii cax MoayabHOTO THUILY Ha naxy (¢omo O. Ianesuu)

‘Robin Hil” Berberis x frikartii C.K.Schneid.
ex Vandel. ‘Verrucandii’, Betula utilis
D.Don. ‘Doorenbos’, Cornus kousa
F.Buerger ex Hanse ‘Milky Way’, Pinus
heldreichii Christ ‘Compact Gem’.

VY o3eneHeHHI AaxXiB OQiCHUX MPUMi-
LIIEHb Ta MOKPIBEJb i3 MOEJHAHHIM €KCTEeH-
CHUBHOI Ta IHTEHCHUBHOI 30H MOITYISIPHUMH
€ KOHTEIHepHi cajau, sKi Jaf0Th MOKJIH-
BICTh HE TUIBKU 3aHOCHUTH YaCTHHY POCIIHH
Ha 3UMY B yTeIUICHI MPUMIIICHHS, a i 3Mi-
HIOBaTH KOMIIO3HIIIO caxy 3a MOJYJIbHUM
npuHIUnoM (puc. 7).

BucHoBKH i nepcneKTUBHU. 3arajioM Ha
24 o0CTeXEeHHX IUIOCKHUX 3EJICHHX Jaxax
eKCTEeHCUBHOTO THITY Y MicTi JIbBOBI i/ieH-
TU(IKOBaHO 167 TaKCOHIB IEPEeBHUX POCIHH
(109 BunaiB, 76 kynpruBapis, 10 BuiB ri-
OpUIHOTO TTOXOMKEHHS), SKi HalleXkKaTh 10
29 ponuu i 62 ponis. Haiibararmumu 3a
KUTBKICTIO TAKCOHIB € pomauHH: Rosaceae,
Cupressaceae, Hydrangeaceae, Oleaceae,
Caprifoliaceae; pogu Juniperus, Cotoneas-
ter, Chamaecyparis, Berberis. Jlna o3ene-
HEHHsI TIOKpiBeJIb BHUKOPUCTaHO 93 BHIM i
KyJbTUBApH JIMCTONAHUX 1 74 BiyHO3ENe-

HUX (aHepoQiTiB, MPUPOAHUIT apeai OiIb-
mrocTi i3 HuX oxorutoe IliBaeHHO-CXinHy
Agziro. [Ipyry 3a BeIMYHUHOIO TPYyITy CTAHOB-
JATh MiIBHIYHOAMCPHKAHCHKI BHAHM Ta iX
KynbTUBapu. J[0 MIHHUX MPEACTABHHUKIB
JeHIpoIIOpH, BUSBICHUX HA 03EJICHEHHX
NOKPIBISIX, CIil BigHecTH Berberis X frikar-
tii “Verrucandii’, Betula utilis ‘Doorenbos’,
Cornus controversa ,Corylopsis pauciflora,
Cotoneaster divaricatus, Cytisus X kewen-
sis, Ilex crenata, Pachysandra terminalis,
Pinus heldreichii, Prunus nigra, Stephanan-
dra incisa ‘Crispa’, Taxus X media. Po3no-
JIT BUJOBOTO CKIaay AeHapoduopu 3a
USDA-30HyBaHHAM €BponH Moka3as, IO
HaWO1IbIIe A1 03€TICHEHHS IMOKPIBENb BU-
KOPUCTOBYIOTh JICPEBHI BUIH 4 1 5 30H, 10
3YMOBJIIO€ BHUIIY XKUTTE3JATHICTh CaJiB Ha
Jlaxax, OCKIIBKH TepHuTopis micta JIbBoBa
HAJICKUTH 10 6 30HU. 3arayioM JeHapodio-
pa eKCIIyaTOBaHUX TOKPIBEIb € TyXKe pi3-
HOMaHITHOIO, CKJIQJICHOIO BHJIAMH, SKi Pil-
KO 3aCTOCOBYIOTh Y Ha3€MHHUX POCIHHHUX
KOMITO3HMIIISIX, @ TOMY CTAHOBUTH 3HAUHY
LIHHICTB IS MiATPUMAHHS BUCOKOTO PIBHS
6i10pi3HOMaHITTS ypOOdiTOIIEHO3IB.
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Roof gardens, which perform many useful functions for humans, are one of the most modern
ways to create a harmonious and aesthetic environment in cities. Therefore, the study of the list of
woody plants that successfully overwinter and tolerate critical summer temperatures on the roofs with
minimal tending, is an important task for green space workers. The taxonomic composition of the
dendroflora of 24 flat of extensive type in the city of Lviv at heights from 5 to 40 m was studied and
its system-structural analysis was performed. It was found that the dendroflora of the examined
objects was composed of 167 taxonomic units of woody plants (of which 109 species, 76 cultivars,
10 hybrids). The family Rosaceae Juss is numerically superior (13 genera (21.1% of the total number
of genera), 32 species and hybrids (26.9%), by the number of cultivars, the Cupressaceae family
dominates - 32 cultivars (42.7%). The genus Juniperus dominates in the genus spectrum in terms
of the number of species, hybrids and cultivars — 10 species (8.8% of the total number), 13 cultivars
(17.1%). For greening the roofs, 93 species and cultivars of deciduous plants, 74 evergreen
phanerophytes (28 mesophanerophytes, 69 microfanerophytes, 60 nanophanerophytes and 10 woody
lianas) were used. According to the results of the chorological analysis, it was found that species
from the East Asian region and North America predominate on the roofs, indigenous species are
practically not used. The plant compositions on the roofs are dominated by species regionalized for
USDA-frost resistance zones 4 and 5, while the territory of Lviv lies within zone 6. Our 4-year
observations proved the success of the introduction on roofs of species of a higher USDA zone than
that defined for Lviv. Further study of the dendroflora of green roofs is very important, taking into
account several points: the system-structural patterns of species selection for greenery have not
been fully clarified; methods of specific introduction of plants on roofs and the possibility of their
acclimatization, which is different from terrestrial objects, have not been tested; the possibilities of
introducing a list of plants that are not found in garden and park compositions of the city have not
been fully studied. Compositional solutions of green roofs are determined by various ways of planting
plants - directly into the substrate, in beds or containers raised above the surface. Such studies
highlight the peculiarities of the taxonomic composition and structure of the dendroflora of green
roofs, which will make it possible to significantly adjust the agronomic techniques of plant maintenance
and identify the most promising group of woody plants for greening roofs.

Keywords: species composition, trees, bushes, roof greening, structural analysis.
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