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(R2)

1 M =0,293·10-2 D1,207 H -0,902 P1,288 0,72
2 M =8,700·10-4 A1,100 H 0,984 P0,719 0,77
3 M =8,610·10-4 A0,935 D0,340 H 0,784 0,75
4 M =2,614·10-3 A0,979 D0,725 0,74
5 M =3,135 ·10-3· A1,552 B-0,194 0,71
6 M =3,949 ·10-3· A1,490 P0,806 0,75
7 M =3,473·10-3· A0,969 D0,780 P1,021 0,79
8 III =1,100 ·10-5 · A0,951 H 2,244 0,67
9 IV = 5,520·10-4 · D2,437 P 3,585 0,60
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MODELING OF ROUGH MORTMASS BRANCHES IN BIRCH
FORESTS OF CHERNIHIV

Y. V. Kovbasa
Worked out the theoretical foundations of separation of mortmass components

of birch stands by class destruction. Methodical approaches of complex research of

mortmass rough branches (>1 cm) in birch stands are shown. Presented the

experimental characteristics of rough branches litter mortmass according to class



destruction. Introduced the methodical peculiarities of mortmass components forest

estimation of birch groves to establish its quantitative and qualitative parameters.

Performed the experimental evaluation branches mortmass, demonstratted statistical

and graphical analysis of research data depending on the major taxation indices.

Developed the mathematical models for estimating of  rough branches litter in a

completely dry state for 1 ha of forest plantations.

Keywords: Silver birch (Betula pendula Roth.), mortmass, average diameter,

average height, the relative completeness, rough branches, destruction, basic density,

model.


