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Methodology of zoning hydroecosystems of Nature-Conservation Fund according to 

their abiotic and biotic characteristics 
S herbakV.I., Maistrova N.V., Semeniuk N.Ie. 
Zoning the water-area of the National Park “Nyzhniosulskyi” according to abiotic and biotic 

characteristics made it possible to distinguish the following aqualandscapes: the river, river-
estuary and estuary. From the river aqualandscape to the river-estuary and estuary the water 
transparence decreases, the dissolved oxygen concentration rises, the algal assemblages increase 
in species diversity and change their structure. 

Keywords: the river Sula, estuarine areas of the rivers, the National Natural Park 
“Nyzhniosulskyi”, ecological state, biological variety. 
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Seasonal dynamics of the major groups of dissolved organic matters in different water 

objects 
Osypenko V.P., Vasylchuk T.O., Evtuch T.V. 
The  results of investigations of the seasonal dynamics of dissolved organic matters in water 

of the Desna river, Centralne lake and Gorichovatsky pond in Kyiv are presented. The some 
hydrochemical  characters, also humic acid, fulvo acid, protein and carbohydrate concentrations 
in these water objects are considered.   

Keywords: humic acids; fulvic acids; carbohydrates; proteins; seasonal  dynamics; water 
objects. 
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