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2.  MSA 

M
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29 3,2 0,55
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21 3,6 0,38
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SYSTEM ASSESSMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL STATUS OF AGRICULTURAL

LANDSCAPES IN UKRAINE (case study of Ternopil region)

T. Cherlinka, V. Chaika, N. Bilyera,

It has been studying that MSA index(MeanSpeciesAbandance).could be taking

into account for agrolandscapes environmental status assessment and modeling the

methods of improvement. It was found, melioration activities based on aforestation

and meadowing of low-productive and degradated lands allows achieving slight

(2 %) improvement of environmental status. This is the evidence of the fact, that

significant improvements are possible only by decreasing the rate of arable lands.

Key words: biodiversity, anthropogenic influence, antropogenous load, ecological

stability.


