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| PAVLO A. TYMOSHENKO

ABSTRACT

Question: What is the biomorphological structure of flora of the classes of
the ruderal vegetation of Ukraine?

Locations: Ukraine.

Materials and methods: field research, comparative-structural analysis,
detailed route geobotanical.

Nomenclature: Mosyakin & Fedoronchuk 1999, Dubyna et al. 2019.
Results: The analyzed biomorphological structure of the coenoflora of the
ruderal vegetation of Ukraine according to Raunkier’s life form system,
represented by the classes Stellarietea mediae, Artemisietea vulgaris,
Bidentetea, Galio-Urticetea, Plantaginetea majoris, Polygono-Poétea
annuae, Robinietea, Epilobietea angustifolii, has 1475 species of vascular
plants belonging to 570 genera and 116 families, which includes
hemicryptophytes 705 species (47.8 %), therophytes 355 (24.1 %),
cryptophytes 253 (17.1 %), phanerophytes 135 (9.2 %), chamaephytes 28
(1.9 %). It was established, that ten leading families make up 60 % of the
entire flora of ruderal vegetation. They are represented by hemicryptophytes
— 478 species, or 55.8 % of their total number, therophytes — 346 (23.4 %),
cryptophytes — 126 (8.5 %), phanerophytes — 45 (3.1 %) and chamaephytes
— 12 (0.8 %). A comparison of the number of species of different life forms
in the classes of ruderal vegetation is given. The highest percentage of
phanerophytes was in the Robinietea class, chamaephytes — Stellarietea
mediae, hemicryptophytes — Plantaginetea majoris, cryptophytes -
Bidentetea, therophytes — Polygono-Poétea annuae. The dendrogram of the
similarity/dissimilarity of species of the considered classes by life forms
consists of 3 groups of clasters formed by ecotopes of coenoflora of the
classes Stellarietea mediae and Artemisietea vulgaris (first group), Galio-
Urticetea and Robinietea (second), Polygono-Poétea annuae and
Plantaginetea majoris, Bidentetea and Epilobietea angustifolii (form two
subgroups in the third group). Among the particularly dangerous invasive
alien species of plants found in the coenoflora of ruderal vegetation are
8 phanerophytes, 5 hemicryptophytes, 3 cryptophytes, and 15 therophytes.
The most widespread species of alien invasive plants in the ruderal
coenoflora include 8 phanerophytes, 3 hemicryptophytes, 1 cryptophyte,
and 6 therophytes. There are 12 rare species in the ruderal coenoflora,
among them one phanerophyte (Tamarix gracilis), eight hemicryptophytes
(Linaria biebersteinii, Vincetoxicum rossicum, Senecio borysthenicus,
Otites artemisetorum, Chrysopogon gryllus, Stipa capillata, S. lessingiana,
S. pulcherrima), two cryptophytes (Agropyron cimmericum, Orchis picta),
and one therophyte (Tragopogon borysthenicus).
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Bcrvn

[TyGOmikaris mpucBsueHa aHamizy O0i0MOPQOJOTidHOI CTPYKTypu I1eHO(IOop KIaciB
pyIepabHOI POCIMHHOCTI YKpaiHU 1 MPOJIOBXKYE 3aMIOYATKOBAHY CEpiro 31 3’ICyBaHHS IXHIX
cTpykTypHuX ocobmuBocteit (Dubyna et al. 2024).

Mopdosoriuna opraHizaiisi BHIB POCIHH € OIHIEI0 3 BH3HAYAJIbHUX XapaKTEPUCTUK
PI3HOMAHITTS (POPM KUTTS, BUPOOJEHOTO Y MPOIIECI EBOIOMIMHOTO PO3BUTKY 1 CIIPSIMOBAHO-
ro Ha TMOJOBXEHHS LIMKITYy IEPETBOPEHb COHSYHOI eHeprii Ha 3eMili Ta ralbMyBaHHS ii €HTpPO-
mii (Komarov 1921a, b). ¥ cBitai MiHimi3allii eHTpOIii COHAYHOI eHeprii 0COOIMBOrO 3Ha-
4yeHHs1 HaOyBalOTh NHUTaHHS OiomMopdosoriyHoi opraHizamii pocauHHOro nmokpuBy. Hanspu-
YailHy Ba)KJIMBICTh BOHO Ma€ JIs C1aboopraHizoBaHuX (DITOIEHOCUCTEM, 30KpeMa pyaepaib-
HUX, Y SKHX 3B’SI3KM HE BiJI3HAYAIOTHCA CTAOUIBHICTIO Yepe3 BUCOKY TPaHC(HOPMOBAHICTb 1
BapiabenbHICTh YMOB CEPENOBUIIA, HOTO 130JSIII0 Ta XapaKTepU3YIOThCS MiJBUIICHUM CTY-
nenem popmoytBopenns (Nechaeva et al. 1973).

biomopdonoriuna crpykTypa neHodiop KiaciB pyaepaibHOI POCIMHHOCTI 3alUIIanacs
J0Ci JOCIHIKEHOI0 HEeIOCTaTHBO. €BPOIEHCHKI JOCTIKEHHST 010MOP(HOIIOTIYHOT CTPYKTYpH
POCITMHHOCTI Y KOHTHHEHTAIbHOMY MacIiTadi 6a3zyBaiucs 3A€01IbIIOr0 Ha MPUPOJHUX YTPY-
noBaHHAX (JIicH, JYKH, YarapHUKU Ta BoaHO-00s10THI yrigas) (Leuschner & Ellenberg 2017,
Midolo et al. 2024). BpaxkaeTbcs, 1m0 KiaiMaMOp(OTHUIIH MPUPOAHOI (IIOPH MOPS/ 3 IHITMMH
dopmamu QyHKIIIOHATBHOT PI3HOMAHITHOCTI OepyTh y4acTh y crpaterisx 30epexxenns (Violle
et al. 2014, Conti et al. 2022, Taylor et al. 2023). Pa3zom 3 TuM icHy€e NPUIYIIEHHS, IO Mi0-
HEpHI 1 pyAepalibHi YrpyloOBaHHs, BHACTIIOK PO3BUTKY B €KCTPEMAJIbHUX €KOJIOTTYHUX YMO-
Bax Ta IIiJl TACKOM aHTPOMIYHUX YMHHHUKIB, MalOTh CHenu(iuyHi PUCU aJanTarliii, a TaKoxX
HIBULLIE pearyBaTUMYTh Ha TJ00anbHI 3MIHM KJIIMaTy, HDK NPEACTaBHUKU IHIIMX THUIIIB
opranizauii pocimaHOCTI (Svenning & Sandel 2013). Ls pi3HuIs 3ymMoBIIeHa OiIBIIOI0 BHPA-
3HICTIO &JIbTEPHATUBHUX MEXaHI3MIB PETyJIsllli Ce30HHUX LIUKIIIB Y IOHEPHUX 1 pyAepaIbHUX
BUJIIB, HIX Y MPEACTABHUKIB 1HIINX €KOJIIOrO-IeHOTHUHKX rpyn (Zozulin 1961).

Cepen OaraTb0oX NHOKa3HUKIB O010MOPQOJIOTIYHOI CTPYKTYpPH J10OCI HAWIMOBHILIOW JUIS
BCTaHOBJICHHSI MPOIECIB €BOJIIOLII Ta 3°sCyBaHHS YCKJIAAHEHHsS Mopdosoriunoi OynoBU
3aJIUIIAETHCSA CHCTEMa OpraHi3alii KUTTEBUX (opM pociuH, po3pobineHa Kpictenom PayH-
kiepom (Raunkiaer 1937). Lls cucrema Oa3yeThcs Ha Teopii, IO CTpATETisl 3aXUCTy OpPraHiB
0aratopiuyHUX POCIUH BigoOpakae aganTallifo pocivuH A0 (MIKpO)KIIMAaTUYHUX YMOB, 30Kpe-
Ma eKCTpeMaJlbHUX, TaKMX SIK 3aMOpO3KH Ta IMocyxa. Buxonsuu 3 po3BUTKY pyAepabHUX
(bITOLIEHO31B Y €eKCTpeMaIbHUX YMOBaxX — SIK O10KJIIIMAaTUYHMX, TaK 1 aHTPOIOTEHHOTO HABaH-
Ta)XeHH$, TOPIBHIBHUM aHani3 010MOP(OIOTiyHOI CTPYKTYpH LieHO(IOp pyaepaiIbHOi poc-
JIMHHOCTI CTaHOBUTHh HAayKoBUH iHTepec. [IpoBeneHHs aHai3y MOBHOTO CIHUCKY BUIIB LIEHO-
¢op, Ha MPOTUBAry aHaji3y KOHCTAHTIB 1 JIOMIHAHTIB YTPYyNOBaHb, IPU JAOCUTHh 3HAYHHX
MacuBax (paKTUYHHUX JaHUX JO3BOJISE€ BUSABUTU Oy/IOBY (PITOLEHO31B HA OCHOBI CTATUCTUYHUX
y3arajibHEHb.

MATEPIAJIM TA METOJU JOCJIUKEHD

OcHOBHMM MatepianoM OyJIM OpUTiHANIBbHI OMKUCH PyIepalibHOT POCIMHHOCTI YKpaiHu,
BUKOHaHI aBTOpaMu npotsirom 1984-2024 pokiB, a TaKOXX 1HIIUX JOCIIJAHUKIB, HABEJCHI Y
nyomikamisx (Gutte 1973, Levon 1996 a, b, ¢, 1997, Osypenko & Shevchyk 2001, Smetana
2002, Bahrykova 2004, Chokha 2005, Tokaryuk et al. 2018, Davydov 2020, Goncharenko &
Yatsenko 2020 Ta in.). IloBuuit crimcok myb6mikamii goctynauii y GIVD (Global Index of
Vegetation-Plot Databases) (Dengler et al. 2011) y 6a3i qaHuX «AHTPOTNOT€HHA POCIUHHICTD
VYkpaiany (EU-UA-11). AnanizyBanu GropucTudHUi cKial GiTOCOIIONOTIYHUX OINHUCIB BKa-
3aHO1 0a3u JaHuX. Bukopucranu 3aralbHOHAYKOBI METOU (CIIOCTEPEKECHHS, aHalli3, CHHTES,
MOPIBHSHHS, CUCTEMHHUN Mmiaxin); Oi0miorpadiyHUi TMOIIYK; TOCHIIKEHHS XapaKTePUCTUK
YrpYNOBaHb Ta PI3HOMAHITTS CYJUHHUX POCIIHH.
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Ilenodopu KnaciB pyaepanbHOI POCIUHHOCTI MOPIBHIOBAIM MK COOOI0 3 BUKOPHC-
TaHHSAM MateMaTHuyHuX MeToxiiB (Schmidt 1984) i koM IOTepHHX CTATHCTHYHHX IMPOTrpaM
(STATISTICA 10.0, MS Excel). Llenodiopu OKpeMHX KIIaciB pO3IJISAalOTHCS K KOHKPETHI
dopu (Tolmachev 1986), 3 orssiy Ha KUTBKICTh 3aIiTHUX T€000TaHIYHUX ONMUCIB (OlIbIIe 8
THUCSY), IO JI03BOJISIE TIPUITYCKATH IMOBHOTY IXHBOTO BHSIBIICHHSI.

HasBu cunrtakcoHiB HaBeseHi 3rigHo «[Ipoapomycy pociaunaHocTi Ykpainu» (Dubyna
et al. 2019); Homenkiarypa TakcoHiB — 3a «Vascular plants of Ukraine. A nomenclatural
cheklist» (Mosyakin & Fedoronchuk 1999).

PE3YJABTATH JOCIIJKEHB TA OB OBOPEHHSA

Pynepanbna pocnuHHICTh YKpaiHu mpenctaBieHa 165 acomiarmisiMu, siki 00’ e€qHaH1 y
41 coro3, 16 mopszakis Ta Bicim kiacis (Stellarietea mediae, Artemisietea vulgaris, Bidentetea,
Galio-Urticetea, Plantaginetea majoris, Polygono-Poétea annuae, Robinietea, Epilobietea
angustifolii). Ixni nenodnopu HapaxoByioTs 1475 BUIB CYIMHHUX POCIHMH, IO HANEXATh JI0
570 poniB i 116 ponun (Dubyna et al. 2024).

AHani3 XKUTTeBUX (opM 1HEHO(DIOp BUSBUB B LIJIOMY MEepeBaKaHHS FeMIKpUOTO(DITiB
— 704 Buam (47,8 % 3aranpHOI 1X KUIBKOCTI), IO 32 UM MOKa3HUKOM HaOJMXKae 1X 10 Mio-
HepHOi (47,2 %), a TakoX € XapakrepHuMm s ¢(iaop mnomipHoi oOjacti €Bponu
(Midolo et al. 2024).

[IpencraBnenicty TepoditiB (355 Bunis, 24,1 % Big 3aranbHOI KibKOCTI) (y MioOHEp-
Hiit 31,04 %) Bka3ye Ha iXHIO OJM3BKICTH /10 LieHO(IIOop apuaHux ekoromiB (FIGURE 1).

Tpere micue 3aiimMatots kpunrodita 253 Buais (17,1 %). @anepodiTi HapaxoOBYIOTH
135 (9,2 %) Bunis i 3aiimaroTh ueTBepTe Micue. Xameditu npeacrasieni 28 (1,9 %) Bugamu i
3HAXOMATHCA Ha I’ ITOMY MICIII.

B daHepodiTy
mXamedpiTm
B l'eMmikpunTodi

™
B KpunrtodpiTm

PUCYHOK 1. Cnektp 6ioMmopd nenodJiop kiaciB pyaepaabHOi POCIHHHOCTI YKpaiHm.
FIGURE 1. Spectrum of biomorphs of the classes' coenofloras of the ruderal vegetation of Ukraine.
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Cepen ABOMONBHUX POCIHH NepeBaxaroTh remikpuntodita (582 Buam, 49,0 %), Tepo-
¢itiB — 304 (25,6 %), kpunrodirtie — 149 (12 %), panepodiris — 127 (10,7 %), xamediriB —
26 (2,2 %). OpnomonsHux, Bimmosimuo, — 352 (37,1 %); 345 (36,4 %); 250 (26,3 %); 2
(0,2 %); dpanepodit cepes 0OJHOAOIBLHUX PO3IIISIHYTOI POCIMHHOCTI BiJICYTHI.

3HavHMI 1HTEepec I 3’ scyBaHHs 610MOPQOJIOTTYHIX 0COOIMBOCTEH 1IeHO(IOp CKIIa-
Jla€ aHaji3 po3MOJUTY BUIIB 32 KHUTTEBUMH (hOopMaMH y TIPOBIAHUX poAuHAaxX. SIK BxKe 3a3Ha-
qayiocs y MornepeAaHii myOJikarii, 1ecaTh MPOBIIHUX POAWH ckianaroTk 60 % Bciei diopu
pyaepansHOi pocIMHHOCTI. BoHM mpencTasieni remikpuntoditamu — 478 BuaiB (67,8 % ix
3arajibHOI KilbKOCTi), Tepoditamu — 346 (97,5 %), kpunroditamu — 126 (49,8 %), dhanepodi-
tamu — 45 (33,3 %) i xameditamu — 12 (42,9 %) (TABLE 1). CTpyKTypa iHIIUX POJUH LIEHO-
¢rop Big3HAYAECTHCA HEBEMKUM 4YncIoM TepodiTiB. [xHsa GioMopdomoriyaa cTpyKkTypa npe-
craiieHa remikpunrodiramu — 227 Bunis (32,2 %), repoditamu — 9 (2,5 %), kpunroditamu —
127 (50,2 %), dpanepodiramu — 90 (66,7 %), xamediramu — 16 (57,1 %).

VY Asteraceae nepeBaxatoTh remikpuntodita. Ha npyromy micui 3Haxoaatscst Tepodi-
ti. Ha tperboMy — kpunrtoditu. YerBepTe Mmicie 3aiiMaioTh xamediT, sfKi IpeICcTaBlIeHI
omuuM BujgoM. @anepoditu BincytHi. Y Poaceae Ha mepmoMmy Micli TaKOX 3HAXOISTHCS
remikpunroditu. [pyre nanexuts Tepodiram. Kpunroditu 3aitmarots Tpete micue. [pen-
CTaBHHUKH pemTH )uTTeBux (hopm (panepoditu i xameditu) BiacyrHi. ¥ Fabaceae kinbkicHO
nepeBakaroTh reMikpuntoditi. Ha apyromy wmicii 3Haxoaatbcsa Tepoditu. @anepoditu 3aii-
MaloTh TpeTe, Kpunrodith — yerBepre. Ha m’sromy Micmi 3HaxomsTeess xameditu. Y
Brassicaceae, Ha BiaqMiHy BiJ IONEPEIHIX POANH, MEPIIIE Miclie MOAUISIOTE TePODITH Ta remi-
kpunrodita. Kpunrodita 3HaX01AThCSI HA TPEThOMY. [IpeICTaBHUKHU PEIITH KUTTEBUX (HopM
(panepoditu i xameditn) BiacyTri. Y Lamiaceae nepiie Miciie 3aiiMarOTh TeMIKpUTITODITH.
Hpyre — Hanexuth kpuntoditam. Tepoditu 1 xameditu 3aiimaroTs Tpete Micue. PaHepodiTi
— BiAcyTHI. Y Rosaceae, Ha BiAMiHY Bij| 1HIIMX, (paHepodiTH Ha nepimoMy Micui. ['emikpur-
TOQITH — Ha JIPyroMmy, KpuntodiTu — Ha TPETbOMY, Tepo(iTH 3aliMalOTh YETBEPTE MICIIE.
danepoditu — BincytHi. Y Apiaceae nepiie micie 3aiiMarots remikpunrtoditu. pyre micie
Hanexuth Tepoditam. Tpere — kpunrtoditam. danepoditu 1 xameditu BiACYTHI. Y
Caryophyllaceae kinbkicHO mepeBaxkaroTh remikpuntoditu. Ha apyromy miciii 3HaX0oIsaThCst
tepoditu. Tpere Hanexuth kpunroditam. Uersepre — xameditam. Y Scrophulariaceae nep-
e Miclle TakoXX 3aiiMaroTe remikpuntoditu. Jpyre — tepoditu, Tpere — KpunTogiTy,
yerBepTe — Xamedith, m’sare — ¢anepoditu. Y Cyperaceae, sk i y monepeaHix poauH, Ha
NepUIOMY MICI 3HaXOAAThCS reMikpunToditu. Jpyre Micie HaleXuTh KpunToditam, TpeTe —
tepoditam. IlpencraBHuku 1HIMX OloMopdororiunux rpyn (xameditn 1 danepoditn)
BiJICYTHI.

BusiBneHo 0cCOGMMBOCTI TpAaIUISIHHS BUAIB PI3HUX JKUTTEBUX (GOpM y LeHodIopax
kiaciB (TABLE 2).

I'eMikpunTOdiTH NEepeBaXaroTh y HEeHO(DIOpax ycix KiIaciB. 3HaYEHHS BHIIE CEPEIHbO-
ro BusBieHo y Artemisietea vulgaris. CepenniMu 3HaueHHsMH Bin3HaudaroTbes Stellarietea
mediae, Galio-Urticetea. Huxue cepennboro — Robinietea, Plantaginetea majoris, Polygono-
Poétea annuae, Bidentetea i Epilobietea angustifolii.

Buau kpunroditi Takoxk NpeACTaBiIeHI Y BCIX Kiacax pyAepalibHOi POCIMHHOCTI. 3Ha-
YeHHs BHIIEC CepelHbOro BHsBiIeHO y Artemisietea vulgaris, cepemnsoro — Galio-Urticetea,
Stellarietea mediae, Hmx4e cepeauboro — y Robinietea, Bidentetea, Plantaginetea majoris,
Epilobietea angustifolii. Haiinmkue — Polygono-Poétea annuae.

Bunu tepodiTi Takoxk MpeacTaBieH] B YCIX Kiacax pyJepalbHOI pOCIMHHOCTI YKpai-
uu. Ll 6iomopda 3a yrcenbHICTIO BHIIB mepeBaxae y neHodopax Artemisietea vulgaris i
Stellarietea mediae. Cepenne 3nauennss — y Galio-Urticetea, Polygono-Poétea annuae,
Robinietea. Hmxue cepennboro — y Plantaginetea majoris, Bidentetea, Epilobietea
angustifolii.
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TABJINLA 1. Po3noais BuaiB 3a :kuTTeBUMH opMaMul y MPOBiTHUX poauHax HeHoduIop KiIaciB pyaepain-
HOI POCTHHHOCTI YKpaiHu

TABLE 1. The distribution by the species of life forms in the leading families of the classes' coenofloras of the
ruderal vegetation of Ukraine

Poaunu

=

g

g AST POA FAB BRA LAM ROS API CAR SCR CYP
=}

2

E

=y ) ) 11 ) i 33 ) i 1 i
2 (12,5 %) (50 %) (1,9 %)

5

]

E 1 ] 1 ) 8 ) ) 1 1 )
T | 05%) (1,1 %) (11,4 %) 18%) | (1.9%)

z

=

i

T | 136 70 42 36 39 27 37 31 32 29
E (60,7 %) |(47.9%) | (47.7%) | (444 %) | (557 %) | (40,9 %) | (63,8 %) | (54,4 %) | (60,4 %) | (72,5 %)
Z

=

(]

—

E

= 30 32 7 9 15 5 5 6 7 10
E (13,4 %) [(22,2%) | (80%) | (111%) | (21,4%) | (7.6%) | (86%) | (105%) | (132%) | (250 %)
&

é 57 43 27 36 8 1 16 19 12 1
S |(255%) [(29.9%) | (30.7%) | (444%) | (114%) | (1,5%) | (27.6%) | (333 %) | (226 %) | (2.5 %)
g

% 224 145 88 81 70 66 58 57 53 40
g
Ipumitku: MHemokomu poxun: APl — Apiaceae, AST — Asteraceae, BRA - Brassicaceae, CAR -

Caryophyllaceae, CYP — Cyperaceae, FAB — Fabaceae, LAM — Lamiaceae, POA — Poaceae, ROS — Rosaceae,
SCR — Scrophulariaceae.

Buau xameditu Bigcyrtri aume y Bidentetea. HaiiOinbImow KijbKICTIO BiJI3HAYAIOTHCS
Artemisietea vulgaris i Stellarietea mediae, menmioro — Robinietea i naiimenmor — Galio-
Urticetea, Epilobietea angustifolii, Polygono-Poétea annuae, Plantaginetea majoris.

CriBBiTHOIIIEHHS KUIBKOCTI BHJIIB 610MOP(OJIOTIYHUX TPy y Kilacax y BiJICOTKOBOMY
BIJIHOIIICHHI TaKOXX BUSIBHJIO crierudiuni ocodnmuBocti (FIGURE 2).

Jliarpama Bka3ye Ha MOXIIUBI 3MiHM YHMCEJIBHOCTI 010MOpP(OJIOriYHUX TPYIN 32 YMOBHU
3aMillleHHs YTPYIOBaHb OJTHOTO KJIACy PyAepalbHOI POCIMHHOCTI HIIHMM 1 SIKa 9acTka 6ioMopd
3aIMIIATECS TIPU [IbOMY He3MiHHOM0. Hampuknan, skmo yrpynoBanHs kiaacy Stellarietea
mediae BHACNIIZIOK TOCWJICHHS aHTPOINOreHHOI TpaHcdopmarii 3amictsatbess Polygono-Poétea
annuae, To vactka TepodiTiB, KpUNTO(DITIB 1 TeMIKpUNTOPITIB 3aTUIIUTHECS HE3MIHHOIO, a
(anepodiTiB MPHOIU3HO yaBIYI 3MEHIIHUTHCS, 1 XamediTiB — y Kinbka pasiB (FIGURE 2).
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TABJIULA 2. Po3noain BuaiB 3a xkuTTEBUMHU opMaMu y neHoduiopax KJaciB pyaepajbHOI POCTUHHOCTI
Ykpainu
TABLE 2. Distribution of species by life forms of coenofloras classes of the ruderal vegetation of Ukraine

Knacu
)
— §
S 2 g 2
= @ S S 2
3 S =) S I
=)} 2 = Y IS ©
c S ' [<5]
] IS o Q? g §
g £ g £ 5 2 £ g
: D 2 2 ‘D c i) D @
biomopdnu = g 5 = S g S =
o = 5 i) = < T 3
o o QL C o — © 2
o L wn < o o (O] m
®anepoditu 95 (20,7 %) |32 (16,6 %) |40 (5,6 %) |70 (6,6 %) |8 (2,7%) [9(3,2%) [54(9,5%) [6(2,7 %)
Xameditu 5(11%) [2(1,0%) [12(1,8%) |15(1,4%) |1(0,3%) [1(0,4%) [3(0,5%) [0(0%)
Temikpuntoditu 212 104 346 524 150 162 303 110
(46,1 %) [(53,9%) |(48,2%) |(49,7%) |(51,6%) [(56,6 %) [(53,3%) |(48,7 %)
Kpunroditn 62 (13,5 %) |42 (21,8 %)[90 (12,5 %) [153 37 (12,7 %) [44 (15,4 %) 108 60 (26,6 %)
(14,5 %) (19,0 %)
Tepodiru 86 (18,7 %) |13 (6,7 %) (230 292 95 (32,7 %) (70 (24,5 %) [101 50 (22,1 %)
(32,0 %) |(27,7 %) (17,8 %)
Besoro 460 193 718 1054 291 286 569 226
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PUCYHOK 2. CniBBigHomeHHs1 6ioMopdoioriyHuX rpyn y Kjaacax pyaepaibHoi pocauHHocTi (%0).
FIGURE 2. Ratio of biomorphological groups in classes of ruderal vegetation (%6).
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HaiiBumuii Bigcorok kpunroditis (26,6 %) Bigmivenuii y kiaaci Bidentetea, xoua ioro
JMIarHOCTUYHUMU 1 TOMIHAHTHUMHU BuUJamu € tepoditu. e 3ymoBieHo TuMm, mo ms 6iomop-
dosioriyHa rpyna € XapakTepHOK JUIS TIISHOK 3 TIEPEMIHHOIO 3BOJIOKEHICTIO, 10 SIKUX Haje-
KaTh Micle3pocTanHs kinacy. Haitbineima gactka tepoditi (32,7 %) 3adikcoBaHa HaMH IS
kiacy Polygono-Poétea annuae. Ha Haty aymKy, 1ie MOSICHIOETBCSI THM, 1[0 Y miporieci dop-
MYBaHHS TepO]iTH IHTEHCHBHO 3aHOCAThCS 110 (itoneHo3iB Polygono-Poétea annuae, xoua B
MOJJAJIBIIIOMY 1 HE BUTPHUMYIOTh IHTCHCUBHUX HaBaHTA)XCHb BUTONTYBAHHUX JTUISHOK, IO SIKHUX
NPUYpPOUYEHI YTPYHMOBAHHS IILOTO KJIACy.

Tree Diagram for 8 Variables
Ward's method
Euclidean distances
120

100 1

80 -
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[*2]
o

40 | :
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PACYHOK 3. lenaporpama noaioHocTi meHodJiop KJjaciB pyaepajbHOi POCJAMHHOCTI 3a KUTTEBUMH (pop-
MaMH BUJiB.

FIGURE 3. Dendrogram of similarity of coenofloras classes of ruderal vegetation by life forms of species.

Hami nocnigkeHHs MATBEPAKYIOTh BUCHOBOK €BPONEHCHKUX (DITOIIEHOJIOTIB MPO TE,
10 TUN CepelOBUINA ICHYBaHHS Ta OlOKIIMAaTHYHI YMOBU € KJIFOUOBMMH JUIS PEryJIIOBAHHS
pi3HOMaHITHOCTI Ta moukpenHs xutreBux ¢popm pocaud (Irl et al. 2020, Midolo et al. 2024).
st pynepanbHOi pOCIHHHOCTI, OCOOIMBO 11 aIBEHTUBHOI CKJIAJIOBOi, TAKOK 3HAYHHI BILJIUB
Mmae antpomiunuil unHaEK (Hulme 2009, Marini et al. 2012).

CriopiiHeHICTh IIeHO(IIOp KiIaciB 3a 6ioMOp(OJIOTIYHMMHU NapaMeTpamMHu JEeMOHCTPYE
kiaactepra giarpama (FIGURE 3). Jlenaporpama moaiOHOCTI-BIAMIHHOCTI BUIIB KJIaciB 3a JKUT-
TEBUMH (hOpMaMH BHUJIB IXHIX YrpyHOBaHb BKa3y€ Ha PO3MOJLI 32 TPhOMA IpylaMH KiacTe-
piB. Ilepma rpyna yTBopena Bugamu riesodnop kiacis Galio-Urticetea i Robinietea. Ix mogi-
OHicTh 3yMOBJIeHa popMyBaHHsIM yrpymnoBanb Galio-Urticetea y 3aTiHeHuX MicIe3pOCTaHHIX
Ta y4acTiO IOBEHIIbHHUX JEepeBHO-4yarapHukoBux (opm. [Ipyra — noainserscs Ha J1B1 NIATPY-
IY: TIeplia BKazye Ha moaiOHICTh 1ieHoduiop kiaciB Polygono-Poétea annuae i Plantaginetea
majoris, 4ui >kuTTeBI (HOpPMHU amanToOBaHi O AHTPOIOICHHO VIIMUIBHCHHX TPYHTIB, Apyra
00’eqnye Bidentetea i Epilobietea angustifolii, siki cBoeto yeproro momioHi Mik coOO0 BHa-
CIIIOK PO3BUTKY Yy CXOXKHX €KOJOTIYHUX YMOBAX BOJIOTHX HITPU(IKOBAHKUX IIJISHOK Ta MPUY-
poYeHOCTI 10 OlOKJIIMAaTHYHUX YMOB JICOBOi Ta JICOCTENOBOi 30H. TpeTs rpyma Kiactepis
npezcrasisie meHoduiopu kiaciB Stellarietea mediae i Artemisietea vulgaris, siki 3aiimaroTh
AQHTPOIIOT€HHO MOPYIIEH1 610TOMH BIIKPUTHX MiCLIE3POCTaHb 3 PI3HUMH THUIIAMU TPYHTIB.
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TAsIULA 3. Posnmoxin BuaiB aGopureHHoi i agBeHTHBHOI (pakuiii menodguop kJaciB pyaepanbHOL
POCJIMHHOCTI 32 JKUTTEBUMH (popMamu

TABLE 3. Distribution of species of aboriginal and allien fractions of the classes' coenofloras of the ruderal
vegetation by life forms

Buau AOopurenHi AJIBEeHTUBHI
Biomoppu Ingurenogiru Amnogitu Apxeoditu Kenodirn
Danepoditu 107 2 2 24
Xameditu 26 0 1 1
lemikpunroditu 498 131 25 50
Kpunrodiru 186 29 16 22
Tepoditu 116 94 71 76

PynepanbHi BuAM CTaHOBIATH OUbIIe TPETHMHU Y LEHOQIIOPI PO3TIISIHYTHUX KJaciB.
[opiBusuibHUI  aHami3  GioMOp(OJIOTIYHOT  CTPYKTYpH aOOpPUTeHHOiI 1  aJBEHTHUBHOI
(Protopopova 1991) ¢pakiiit HaBeaeno B Tadmuili (TABLE 3). ITopiBHSHHS YKCEIBHOCTI BHIIB
CHUTBHHUX KUTTEBUX (OpM aJBEHTHBHOI 1 abopureHHOi (pakmiii y meHodaopax kiaciB Ta
3arajbHOTO iXHBOT'O PO3MOJLTY BHUSBUJIO MEBHI ocoOnuBocTi. Hacammepen, abopureHHa i
anBeHTHBHA (pakiii GopMyrOTh BiOKpEMIIEH]I CTPYKTYpH. ['eMikpunTodiTn nepeBaxaroTs y
abopurenHiit gpaxuii guopu, y aaBeHTUBHIN — Tepoditu. Ha npyromy micui y abopureHHin
KpunTodiTH, y aABEHTUBHIN — reMikpuntoditi. Tepoditu Ha TpeThOMy MicLl y aDOpUTreHH1I
¢pakuii, y aaBeHTUBHIN — Kpuntoditu. YerBepre Micie y abOpUreHHii 1 aiBeHTUBHIN ppak-
ifx 3aiimaroTh panepoditu, m’are — xameditu. MoxHa CTBEpKYBaTH, 110 BIIMIHHICTH Y
PO3MOALT BUIIB 32 )KUTTEBUMHU (popMamu B abopUreHHii ¢pakuii BiJ aBEHTUBHOI 3yMOBJIE-
Ha IX BUILOIO a/IalTAI[IITHOIO0 CIIPOMO>KHICTIO JI0 3MIHHUX €KOJIOTTYHUX YMOB.

CriBBiHOIIEHHS] M)XK BUJAAMH CIUTBHUX JKUTTEBUX (HOPM aOOPUTEHHOI 1 aJBEHTHUBHOL
¢bpaxuiit ¢paopu pynepaibHOI POCIMHHOCTI ckianae: ¢panepoditu — 1:0,26, remikpuntodita —
1:0,14, xpunroditu — 1:0,27, Tepoditu — 1:0,71, xameditu — 1:0,08.

Crnin Bi3HAYWTH, 1m0 adopureHHa ¢pakiis neHodIopu pyJAepaibHOI POCIUHHOCTI 3a
BIJICOTKOBOIO YYacTIO BUJIB IeMiKpUNTO)ITIB Mae OUIbIIY MOAIOHICT 10 IEeHO(IIOp MoMip-
HUX IIUPOT, 8 A[BEHTUBHA (3a MepeBakaHHsIM TepodiTiB) — apuanHux (TABLE 3).

Cepen oco0nMBO HeOe3NMEYHUX I1HBA3IMHMX UYYKOpIAHMX BHJIB POCIHH, SIKI OepyTh
y4acTh y IeHO(IOpI pyaepaibHOI POCIMHHOCTI, HamivyeThes: (anepoditiB — 11 (Acer
negundo, Ailanthus altissima, Amorpha fruticosa, Elaeagnus angustifolia, Fraxinus
pennsylvanica, Gleditsia triacanthos, Parthenocissus quinquefolia, Physocarpus opulifolius,
Salix fragilis, Sarothamnus scoparius, Ulmus pumila); remikpunroditis — xes’stb (Asclepias
syriaca, Heracleum mantegazzianum, H. sosnowskyi, Lupinus polyphyllus, Oenothera
biennis, O. rubricaulis, Rudbeckia laciniata, Sedum rupestre, Solidago canadensis); kpumnTo-
¢itiB — tpu (Helianthus tuberosus, Hylotelephium argutum, Cyclachaena xanthifolia); tepo-
oitie — 15 (Amaranthus retroflexus, Ambrosia artemisiifolia, Artemisia annua, Bromus
sterilis, B. tectorum, Bidens connata, B. frondosa, Cenchrus longispinus, Cuscuta campestris,
Echinocystis lobata, Erechtites hieracifolia, Grindelia squarrosa, Impatiens glandulifera,
I. parviflora, Xanthium albinum).

Bumn 4gyxopimHMX 1HBa3lHUX POCIWH, IO MAaOTh HAWOUIbIIE TMOMUPEHHS
(Kuzemko 2023) naniuytoth y pynepaibHiii neHoduiopi: ¢panepoditis — Bicim (Acer negundo,
Ailanthus altissima, Amorpha fruticosa, Elaeagnus angustifolia, Juglans regia,
Parthenocissus inserta, Quercus rubra, Robinia pseudoacacia); remikpuntoditiB — Tpu
(Asclepias syriaca, Diplotaxis tenuifolia, Solidago canadensis); kpunroditie — oauH
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(Erigeron canadensis); tepodiris — micts (Amaranthus retroflexus, Ambrosia artemisiifolia,
Bidens frondosa, Echinocystis lobata, Grindelia squarrosa, Impatiens parviflora).

PaputeTHux BuAIB y pyAepaibHii neHodsopi 12, cepen Hux: (anepodiTiB — OJUH
(Tamarix gracilis); remikpunrodirie — Bicim (Linaria biebersteinii, Vincetoxicum rossicum,
Senecio borysthenicus, Otites artemisetorum, Chrysopogon gryllus, Stipa capillata,
S. lessingiana, S. pulcherrima); kpunroditie — nBa (Agropyron cimmericum, Orchis picta);
tepoditiB — ogun (Tragopogon borysthenicus).

BUCHOBKH

BcranoBneno, mo y ckiazgi neHodaop pyaepanbHOI pOCIMHHOCTI YKpaiHU B LIJIOMY
nepeBakaroTh remikpuntodita — 705 Bunis (47,8 %) ta tepoditu — 355 (24,1 %). Memniie
kpunroditie 253 Buau (17,1 %), danepoditis 135 (9,2 %) i xamediris — 28 (1,9 %). decsarb
NPOBIAHAX POJAMH BiOOpa)xaroTh MOAIOHE CHIBBIAHOIIEHHS: TeMIKpUNTO(ITH MpeACTaBICHI
478 Bunamu, abo 55,8 % ix 3aranbHOI KibKOCTI, Tepoditu — 346 (23,4 %), kpuntoditu — 126
(8,5 %), dpanepoditu — 45 (3,1 %) i xameditu — 12 (0,8 %). ITopiBHAHHSA YHUCETBLHOCTI BHIIB
PI3HUX JKUTTEBUX (OpM y KiIacax BUSBUJIO HAWBUIIMKA BicOTOK (anepodiTiB y Kiaci
Robinietea, xameditie — y Stellarietea mediae, remikpunrodiris — Plantaginetea majoris,
kpuntoditiB — Bidentetea, repodiris — Polygono-Poétea annuae.

Jenaporpama nmoaiOHOCTI-BiIMIHHOCTI BH/IIB IEHO(IIOpP KIIAciB 3a KUTTEBUMH (popma-
mu BusBHiIa noxaionicTe Stellarietea mediae i Artemisietea vulgaris, Galio-Urticetea i
Robinietea; Polygono-Poétea annuae i Plantaginetea majoris ta Bidentetea i Epilobietea
angustifolii, mo cBiTYUTH MPO aJaNTaIli0 KUTTEBUX (HOPM (DIOPUCTHYHOTO CKIATY IICHO3IB
JI0 YMOB MiCLI€3pOCTaHb T AHTPOIOT€HHOTO HABAaHTAKEHHS.

CrniBBIJHOLIEHHS MK BUAAMU CIUIBHUX JKUTTEBUX (OPM aOOPUTE€HHOI 1 aABEHTHUBHOL
dpaxkuiit ¢iaopu pyaepaibHOI pOCIMHHOCTI BKa3ye Ha MEpeBaKaHHS y aboOpureHHin (pakiii
¢opu reMikpunTodiTiB, Y aABEHTUBHIN — TepodiTiB. BiAMIHHOCTI y pO3MOALII BU/IIB 32 JKUT-
TEBUMH (opMaMu B aOOpUreHH1N (pakiii BiJ] aIBEHTUBHOI 3yMOBJIEH] iX BHUIIIOIO ajanTariii-
HOIO CIIPOMOJKHICTIO 10 3MIHHUX €KOJIOT1yHUX yMOB. Cepes; 0coOaMBO HeOe3MeUHuX 1HBa3i1i-
HUX YYKOPITHUX BUJIIB POCIMH HaiOu1bie TepoditiB (15) ta dpanepodiris (11). I'emikpun-
TOQITIB — A€B’ T, KpUNTOPITIB — Tpu. HasgBHICTD y pynaepanbHiii nieHoGuopi 12 piakicHUX
BU/IIB, cepel] )KUTTEBUX (POPM SKHX MEPEBAKAIOTh FeMIKPUOTO(DITH, CBIAYUTH MPO Te, IO Il
¢biToLEHO3U MOXKYTh OYTH OCepesIKaMu iX 30epeKeHHs.

PynepanbHa neHodiopa 3a 610MOp(OJIOTIYHOIO CTPYKTYpOIO (IEpeBa)KaHHSAM IeMi-
KpUNTOQITIB) B LIJIOMY MOJIOHA 1O IEHO(DIOP POCIMHHOCTI MOMIPHOI 30HU. € BUCOKOIO HMO-
BIpHICTh (DOPMYBaHHS Ha iXHIN OCHOBI1, BHACIIJOK IJI00AJbHOTO MOTEIUTIHHS, SIKICHO HOBHUX
MPUPOJHO-ICTOPUYHUX O0’€KTIB y HANpPSIMKYy pyAepalbHUX apuan3oBaHux. Lle 3ymoBieHo
HAsBHICTIO Y PyJIEpaJIbHUX BUIIB aJbTEPHATUBHUX MEXaHI3MIB PETYISAIIi )KUTTEBUX IUKIIB,
Ha BIIMIiHY BiJl MPEACTaBHUKIB 1HIINX €KOJOTr0-IIEHOTUYHHX T'PYIl, Ta HAsIBHOCTI PUC, B TOMY
qrcii 610MOp(OTOTIYHUX, 10 CIIPUSIOTH aJATUBHUM €BOJOIIMHUM PEakIlisiM A0 3MiH KIli-
mary. OCTaHHE CKJIajga€ CyTTEBY TepeBary Ui MPOIECIB MPOXOPKEHHS IMPHPOJIHO-
ICTOPHYHOTO PO3BUTKY PyAEpPaIbHOI POCIMHHOCTI, SIKa B1JI3HAYAETHCS aHTPOIOTOJICPAHTHI-
CTIO, Ta CTAaBUTh aKTyaJIbHUMH 3aBJIaHHSA 3 ICYBaHHS MEXaHI3MiB CTIHKOCTI 11 YIrpylOBaHb JUIst
PO3B’sI3aHHS MUTaHb PECTPYKTYPU3ALIHHOT ONTUMI3AILi].

Bbiomopdororiuna cTpykrypa 1eHo¢uIop KIaciB pyAepalbHOI POCIMHHOCTI YKpaiHu
BiJJoOpaxkae Cy4acHUH cTaH IXHBOTO €KOJIOTO-ICTOPUYHOIO PO3BUTKY 1 MOXKE OyTH BHKOpHC-
TaHa JUIs TIOPIBHAHHSA 1 BU3HAUEHHS CTYNEHs MOJaNbIIoi TpaHcdopmalii yrpynoBaHb IiJ
JII€0 TIPUPOJTHUX 1 aHTPOIIIYHUX (HaKTOPIB.

OTtpumaHi pe3yibTaTH € JIHIIE MOYaTKOM O010MOp(OJOTIYHUX JOCHIHKEHb 1 MaroTh
HaOyTH MMOJANBIIOrO PO3BUTKY, HACAMIIEpE]] y MiCcLIAX IpoBeneHHs O6oiioBux aiid. CKiIagaoTh
3HaYHUI HAyKOBUH 1HTEpEC MPOTHO3H, 30KpeMa 1010 010MOp(OIOTIYHOI CTPYKTYPH MOCTMi-
JITapHUX, B TOMY YUCII pyJAepaIbHUX (DITOIEHO3IB.
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PE3IOME

Jy6una, /1.B), [I3106a,T.I1., Emenbsrona, C.M., Tumomenko, I1.A. (2025). ITopiBHAIBHO-CTPYKTYPHUI aHai3
ueHoduop pynepansHoi pocianHHocTi Ykpainu. I1. Biomopdonoriuna crpykrypa. Yopromopcokuti 6omaniunuii

arcypran 21 (2): 123-133. https://doi.org/10.32999/ksu1990-553X/2025-21-2-2

IIpoanamnizoBana GiomopdoJoriuda CTPyKTypa eHO(MIOp KIIaciB pyaepalbHOI POCIHHHOCTI YKpaiuu (Kiacu
Stellarietea mediae, Artemisietea vulgaris, Bidentetea, Galio-Urticetea, Plantaginetea majoris, Polygono-Poétea
annuae, Robinietea, Epilobietea angustifolii) 3a cucremoro opranizarii xurreBux ¢popm Payrkiepa. Ilenodnopa
Hayiuye 1475 BuniB CyAMHHHUX POCIUH, 1110 Hanexarthb a0 570 poxis i 116 poaun. HapaxoBye: reMikpuntodiTiB —
705 Bunis (47,8 %), Tepoditis — 355 (24,1 %), xpunroditie — 253 (17,1 %), banepodiris — 135 (9,2 %), xame-
¢itis — 28 (1,9 %). BeranoBieHo, 110 [ecATh MPOBIAHAUX POMHMH MpencTaBieHi remikpuntoditamu — 478 Busis,
a60 55,8 % ix 3araynbHOT KibKOCTI, Tepoditamu — 346 (23,4 %), kpunrodiramu — 126 (8,5 %), hanepodiramu —
45 (3,1 %) i xameditamu — 12 (0,8 %). JlaeThesi OPIBHSIHHS YUCETBHOCTI BUJIB PI3HUX KUTTEBUX HOPM y Kiia-
cax pyzaepaibHOi pociuuHOCTI. HaliBunmii Bincotok danepoditis y xinaci Robinietea, xameditis — Stellarietea
mediae, remixpunrodirie — Plantaginetea majoris, kpunrodiris — Bidentetea, tepodiris — Polygono-Poétea
annuae. [lernporpaMa moIiOHOCTI-BIIMIHHOCTI BHJIIB PO3TJISIHYTHX KJIACiB 32 KUTTEBUMH (POPMAMHU CKIIAA€Th-
cst 3 TpROX Tpym KiactepiB: mepma — Stellarietea mediae i Artemisietea vulgaris, apyra — Galio-Urticetea i
Robinietea; tperto rpymy yrtBoprorots Polygono-Poétea annuae i Plantaginetea majoris ta Bidentetea i
Epilobietea angustifolii. CriBBigHOIIEHHS M)XK BHAaMH CIIBHHUX XKUTTEBUX (HOpM aGOPUTEHHOI i aJIBEHTHBHOT
(pakmiif meHodIop pyAepaIbHOi pOCIMHHOCTI ckianae: dpanepoditu — 1:0,26, remixkpuntodita — 1:0,14, xpun-
toditu — 1:0,27, repoditu — 1:0,71, xameditu — 1:0,08. Cepen oco61mBO HEOE3MEUHUX iHBA3IMHUX TYKOPiTHUX
BUJIIB POCTIHH, 5IKi 6epYyTh y4dacTh y eHo(hIopax KiIaciB pydepabHOI POCIMHHOCTI, HAMiuyeThCs: (paHepodiTiB —
BiCiM; reMikpunTodiTiB — I1’sITh; KpUNTODITIB — TpHU; TepoditiB — 15. Buiis uyxopiaHnx iHBa3iMHUX POCIHH,
1110 MalOTh HaOLIbIIE MOMMPEHHS, Y pylepasibHIi neHodIIopi HaTiuyeThes: haHepodiTiB — BiCiM; reMiKpHIITO-
¢iTiB — TpH; KpUNTO(DITIB — OJMH, Tepo(iTiB — mIicTh. PiAKiCHMX BUAIB HANIYYETHCS Y pyJepaibHild HeHO(IOpi
12, cepen Hux: ¢anepoditiB — omun (Tamarix gracilis), remikpunroditie — Bicim (Linaria biebersteinii,
Vincetoxicum rossicum, Senecio borysthenicus, Otites artemisetorum, Chrysopogon gryllus, Stipa capillata,
S. lessingiana, S. pulcherrima); xpunrtodiris — aa (Agropyron cimmericum, Orchis picta), Tepoditis — oauH
(Tragopogon borysthenicus).

Kouoei cnosa: 6iomopda, pyaepaibHa pOCIUHHICTh, IEHOGIIOpa, TOPIBHAIBHO-CTPYKTYPHUN aHAIi3, POBiIHI
ponuHH, GIOPUCTHYHI TPOTIOPITi.
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