
,   . – 2016. – .1(40) 
 

6 

Ь    ЬИИИИ___________ 
 
 
 

 λ11.2+631.4 
 

 . .,  . . 
      

 
    

   
 

К  : , , , , 
, -   

 
.  ,       

      , 
  ,     

,       
  ,   ,     , 
       .  

   ,       
/     ,    є    

 є    ,  , 
   ,  . .     

   -    
 ,    ,   

 .   , Є   є  (Д115Ж, 2000) 
,    є   є   

      ,     
   є    . 

        
 .  є       

.  (Д1, 2Ж, 1λλ3, 2014), .  (S. Winter) (Д3Ж, 2012)  .   
.  (U. Walz, C. Stein) (Д4Ж, 2014),   (    

)     , - , ,  
      ,    

"   / ", "   / 
", "   / ", "  

 / ", "   / , " " ( , 
   Д5Ж, " "), " " ( . hemeroby) ( ,  

    . , . , .   . (J.  Peterseil, T. Wrbka, 
C. Plutzar et al.) ([6], 2004), "  ", . hemerobiotic state) 

 ,          
"  ( )" ( . naturalness), "   " ( . 
closeness to nature) ,     .   . (C. Plutzar et al., [7], 
2013) , " " ( . wilderness) . - , , 

,  Д4Ж,      .  (I. Kowarik, [8], 2006), 
  ,  . . ,     

(      ,      ) 
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   ,  є    μ    
 (  )   . .  (Д3Ж)  є, 

     ,  ,  
  є    ( ),   є  -  

. 
,        є 
       ,  μ 
         

   ,      
    ,       
 ;     

є    (  /  ) 
      ,   

        
,    є     

 . ,      
     

є         
   -    ,   

     ґ      
         

 ,     є  
. 

   .   ,  
        

. 
  ,       
 (   Д3Ж      Д4, 8Ж) є 

          
     (  , ) 

  (        
  ).  ,     

,  . .   ,   , 
   ,     ( . primeval 

forests) , ,   ( . original, primary)  , 
 ,       ( ,    

) .       
,      є   

  ,      
, ,        

 ( . native)   ,     
    ( .  Д3Ж).  

-         
      (    . є  

(P. Angermeier, Д11Ж, 2000),       
(    .   . ( . CШХКФ ОЭ КХ., Д12Ж, 2003),   є  

    ,    є    
   . є   .  (Д3Ж) 

        
 . 



,   . – 2016. – .1(40) 
 

8 

       є   
    ,     

 , ,   Д7Ж  .   . (C. Wehenkel et al., 
Д13Ж, 200λ). ,        

   – .   .  .   . (R. Lesslie et al., 
B. Mackey et al., [14, 15], 1993, 1998) –    ,  

    ,     ( , 
 ),   ( ) ( . apparent naturalness, 
  "     " 

Д14Ж)    ( ) ( . biophysical naturalness, 
 "   ,    

 " Д14Ж,  є    
 ).       

 ( . undisturbed natural)  (     ) 
  Є    (European 

Environmental Agency, EEA)  /    
 (Д16Ж, 2005).  ,      є  

-    ,  
є        

( . wilderness quality index), є   ,  
є      (   ),  

є , ,   ,  . .    
є   "Wild Europe 2012" (Д17Ж).    

     ,       "  " 
 "   "  ( . true wilderness  true pristine 

wilderness)      ( . wild) 
,       
   ,      

     "  "   
     ( . Д7Ж). 

   Є  є      
 ,  ґ є       

         
    .    .  

(J. Jalas)  1λ40-  – 1950-         Д18Ж (1λ55) , 
- ,    "      

   ( . habitats)".       
   μ hemeros ( , , , 

)  bios ( ). - ,    
  ( , , ) ,    

  ,     ,   -, 
-, -, -, -   . - є,     . 

    " " ( . hemerochor ),    
    (Д2Ж)    

  ,     . 
   є     

   ,  "   
( )  ( )" ( . potential natural vegetation, PNV), 

   1λ56 . .  (R. Tüxen, Д1λЖ)  " ,   
 ,     ".  .  
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        .   .- . 
 (H. Sukopp, H.-P. Blume, Д20, 21, 22Ж, 1λ72, 1λ76).    

    1λ76 .     
  ,       

 (  , ,  , 
 ),       (" " 

    -  - , . Д27Ж).   
       

( , ,   ,  . Д34Ж),     
   ( )    -

       .    
   ( ) ( . natural),   , 

,    ,   ,   
   .     

  .   .- . ,     .  
(K. Billwitz),     " "   

  ( . Д5Ж),  1λ80     
 ,           

  ,      -  
  ( . Д1, 2Ж). 

         
     Є ,   
  ,         .  

,      є  -  
   ,   , є  

  ,  є,    
    ,     

   (  )  
,         

(   ) (Д4Ж).   ,      
є        

     -  .  
  ,   є    (  . .   

   ),    . 
- ,        

   "   ". ,  
 . .  (H.S. Fischer), .   . (Д23Ж, 2013) є ,   

 є   , ,   , є  
 ,   є   є ,     
є      ( . pre-human vegetation)  

-  ,   .   ,   
   ,     ,  ,  

 ,  '       
,     .    

   , ,   Є    
 .  (U. Bohn)  . (Д24Ж, 2007),    . .  

(J.M. Matuszkiewicz) (Д25Ж, 2008)  ( .   EEA [26], 2014). 
 - ,       ,  . .  

  ,     , 
   ,  . .,    'є   
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        ,    , 
      .  

,   є  .   . (U. Steinhardt et al., [27], 
1λλλ)        

 (  ,   75 2).    
  (   1λ44  1λ8λ ),     

    ,     
  ( )    /  

 ( ) ( . land use / land cover types (LT)).     Д27Ж  
"        "   

     ,    
    .   є   

          
  .  ,     

 .   .- .  (Д21, 22Ж)    
  ,  -  

  ,     
(   ,   2λ).  ,      

 , " є ", ,    
     -     

   . ,   
   ,      

,     (     
  )      14,3 

 100            
 " "   .   ,  

    є    
    ,    

  ,       
.  

 є   .  (G. Grabherr)    
    (Д28Ж, 1λλ8).    є  

    .   .- .  (Д22Ж)   . 
 (  Д2λЖ, 1λ88)       

 .    18    , 
 , ,   ,  ,  

 ,      
.  -      Д28Ж   

     .  ,   
, є  '    (   " " 

       ( -  -),  
 –    ( -, -  -)).   , 

     ,   . 
  .- . , '    ( )  (  

-  -    ),    
( ) –  –   –  – . 

   SINUS ("Spatial  Indices  for  Land  Use  Sustainability", 
 "    ") 'є    

  Є   ,  . , . , .   . 
( .    Д6Ж, 2004).  ,     , 
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є      -     
       

"  "      
   (   .   .- . ).   

  ,       
  Д6Ж     16000   

, 'є   12    43   
 .      , -

,        
     є ,     . - , 
    ,    

   ( )    1 2   
       є  .   

         
,      є   ,   

  Д6Ж  ,     є 
є       . 

  є  .  (T. Wrbka)   (Д30Ж, 2004), 
         
    ( . human appropriation of  net  primary 

production, HANPP)    ,   
,     .   

      .   .- . 
        

'  (         )  
  HANPP    . 

       ( ),  
є         

  .     
( )   Д30Ж  . .  ,    

      ( , 
 , . strongly human-altered systems, )  

  ( )  (  , -   
, . natural areas, ).      

      HANPP ( , ,   
)         '  

HANPP        , 
  . 

 є       
  -  .  ,   .- .  (Y.-M. 

Kim),   .  (S. Zerbe)  .  (Д31Ж, 2002),  
        

( . habitats),         
.      є,   " " 

 Д22Ж, ,       ,  
    ( -  -),    

    є     
 .   " "   -   

,  . .    ,      μ 
  ґ , є     
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   ґ . , ,   
      (   

  ),  "  +  + "  " є + 
є + "  .      Д31Ж   

         
,     .     -

 ,    ,    (?!)   
   є  є   (    

. .   ). 
        

 .  (P. Csorba)  .  (S. Szabó) ([32Ж, 200λ)  12  
-        -

 ,   " "    є   
  ( , )    є  CORINE Land 

Cover (CLC) ( .    Д2Ж   .   . (M. Bossard 
et.al.) Д33Ж).     є        

  (   "  ") " "  
           

      (  ,   
,   ).        
 ґ ,   ,    ,   

   ,     
,   ,      -  , 

       "    
      ". ,     , 

   ,  ,      
( )      ( ,   

    ), .   .   
  є  ("  "),  є  1, 2, 

4, 8, 10, 15.  є    є    Д32Ж    
-  μ     є  

    (?)   ,     
  ,     

  .  
    -     

     . ,   .  (M. 
Kiedrzynski)   (Д34Ж, 2014)     

    (    )     
   200       " " 
  (Д22Ж),  є   ,    

     .   .- .  
(B.-J. Fu)   (Д35Ж, 2006)   (  ),  

       ,  
        

     .   .  (E. 
Tasser)   (Д36Ж, 2008)       

 .   . (Д27Ж)   є     
   ( ).  

       -
       . 
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, .  (F. Brentrup)   (Д37Ж, 2002)   
           

 є       
Є  . 

. .  (M.L. Paracchini)  .  (C. Capitani) ([38], 2011) 
   .   .- .  (Д21, 22Ж)   
 .   . (Д27Ж  .   . (M. Zebisch et al. [39], 2004) 

     ( )  
(  ),  є ,    

,          
  .  ,    Д27Ж,   '  

 (   -  -      ),  
 є  ,    .   .- . ,   

 ( )  (   ( )   
),   , -    " " 

 .     -  
,    '     є   

    є  CLC,      
-        

.     /  , 
 ,       

 Є   (Joint Research Centre of European Commission, JRC 
EC)  ,    Є  (   
Є  , . Statistical office of the European Union, Eurostat), . . 

     "    " ( . 
agri-environmental indicator (AEI) – landscape state and diversity) (Д40Ж, 2012).  

   ,     є  ,   
 –    . .   ( . societal awareness) 

,  .          
 Є    є  CORINE Land Cover (CLC) 2000 

 (CLC 2000) ( . Д2, 85Ж)      
        є   

(Д40Ж)μ    (      
)       (    

    ).  , ,    
 ( ), -     

,      . 
.  (R. Glawion) (Д41Ж, 2002),    CLC 2000,   

     .  , ,   
       

    ,  -  . 
      .   .  (Д4Ж, 2014)  

    є   ,  . .  
   -   (  

 ).  , - ,     
 .- .   .  (Д22Ж, 1λ76), .  (Д41Ж, 2002), . 

  .  (R. Marks & W. Schulte, Д42Ж, 1λ88)  .    
(J. Rüdisser et al., Д43Ж, 2012). - ,     ( ) 

   ,    CLC 2006  (CLC 2006),  
      (ATKIS Basis-DLM, 
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2012,  DLM-DE, 200λ, .  Д4Ж),      
 ( ) .  ,    

   ,     ,  є  
, ,      

  ,    Д4Ж   
     є   (   

   )     
  ( .1,     ,  

,       ,      
          CLC  

     ). - є, .   .   Д4Ж 
,     ,   

, ,  . .   ,   
, , ,   -   -

 (    -  
       ).   ,   

        
 ( S).  є      

     .   . (Д27Ж) 
( ., ,  .- .   . Д35Ж, .   . Д36Ж )  

  .     
    (Д14,3 … 100Ж),    

є          
 (Д1 … 7Ж , . .1).     S , 

   , є     1  7     
      (    ) 

 
                                                                                    nh 

S = ∑  f i  h i  ,                                                  (1) 
                                                                                   i=1 

 
 f i –          

  h i  .1; nh –   ,   
є  . 

  ,     Д4Ж є    
 ,  "    " 

( . proportion of certain natural areas),  є  . .   
  ( . nature-accentuated areas)     

 .   -     
,   1-3    .1,   ,   .  

 . , є 'є      .  
    .  (S. Frank, Д44Ж, 2014),  ,  , 

є     Д22Ж     
 ,  'є   "    " 

( . near-to-nature areas) ( .       
( )      Д30Ж  ). 
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 1.      (  .   
.  (Д4Ж, 2014)    (Д22Ж, Д41Ж, Д42Ж, Д43Ж    

  ,   Д33Ж) 

  
(h i)    

 

 

  

      
  є  CLC (  . . .) 

1 –   
  

3.3.2.   (Bare rocks); 3.3.5.  
   (Glaciers and perpetual snow) 

2 – 
 

  3.1.1.   (Broad-leaved forest); 
3.1.2.   (  ,   

) (Coniferous forest (PNV))*; 3.1.3.   
(  ,   ) (Mixed forest 
(PNV))*; 3.3.1. ,     
(Beaches, dunes, and sand plains); 4.1.1. 

 ( )  (Inland marshes); 
4.1.2. ( ) '   (Peat bogs); 
4.2.1. ( )  (Salt marshes); 
4.2.3. ( )   

 (Intertidal flats); 5.2.1. ( )  
 (Coastal lagoons); 5.2.2.  

(Estuaries); 5.2.3.    (Sea and ocean) 
3 – 

 
  3.1.2.   (  ,  

) (Coniferous forest (not PNV))*; 3.1.3.  
 (  ,  ) (Mixed 

forest (not PNV))*; 3.2.1.    
 (Natural grasslands); 3.2.2.   

'      (Moors 
and heathland); 3.2.4.  -

- '   (Transitional 
woodland-shrub); 3.3.3.    
( )  (Sparsely vegetated 
areas); 3.3.4.  (Burnt areas) 

4 – -
 

-
  

1.4.1.    (Green urban areas); 2.3.1. 
 (Pastures); 2.4.3.   
    (Land 

principally occupied by agriculture, with significant 
areas of natural vegetation); 5.1.1.  (Water 
courses); 5.1.2. ( )  (Water 
bodies) 

5 – -
 

  1.4.2. 'є     (Sport and leisure 
facilities); 2.1.1.   (Non-irrigated 
arable land); 2.2.1.  (Vineyards); 
2.2.2.    (Fruit trees and berry 
plantations); 2.4.2.   
(Complex cultivation patterns) 

6 – 
 

 
  

1.1.2.   (Discontinuous urban 
fabric); 1.3.1.     
(Mineral extraction sites); 1.3.2.  (Dump 
sites); 1.3.3.  'є  (Construction sites) 

7 – 
 

 
  

1.1.1.   (Continuous urban 
fabric); 1.2.1.    'є  
(Industrial or commercial units); 1.2.2.  

      
є     (Road and rail networks and 

associated land); 1.2.3.   (Port areas); 
1.2.4.  (Airports) 
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- ,   -   Д4Ж  
        

(  , ),     , 
    ( )    

( )    1, 5  10 2.       
 -  IOER-Monitor (   . Monitor of Settlement and 

Open Space Development –      ) 
        

 ( . Leibniz Institute of Ecological Urban and Regional Development ( . 
IOER)) ([45]). IOER-Monitor       

,  є       є 
       (1)   

   ,      
  .  ,   Д4Ж  ,  

  "  ",       
     ( .    Д32Ж), 
   -    

  . 
    –    

(   )     –     . 
- , .   Д3Ж є      

 /   ' ,  ,    , 
      .      

" "  "  ( )" є  ( ,   
.  (J. Anderson, Д46Ж, 1λλ1),    Д30Ж,   

 .  (B. Petriccione, [50], 2006),     , 
,      .   

        
          

" "  "   " ( ,    
 Д18Ж,    Д27Ж, Д6Ж, Д31Ж, Д32Ж, Д34Ж ).     

   ( )   -  
  ( ., ,    Д21, 22Ж, Д28Ж, Д38Ж, 

Д40Ж,    .   .  (S. Klotz & I. Kühn, Д47Ж, 2002)).   
     є  (    

    .  (Д3Ж),      
  .   .  (F. Hornschuch, W. Riek, Д48Ж, 200λ) ). 

,   ,       
 .   .  Д4Ж,    .  (Д8Ж),  

 . Є  (E. Jedicke, Д4λЖ, 2003)   . 
  - ,       

  є   -    
 (    " "    

 " "  " "). ,   .  
(Д51Ж, 2012)      . '  (Д52Ж, 2007),    . 

  .   .- . ,     ,  
  " "   ,  18-   

  (     -  
).           

,    ,     ,  
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       Д51, 52Ж .   . 
 (Д53Ж, 2001) є       
           

       .   
. , .   . -  (Д54Ж, 2013)    

       
      

( ) .   .  (D. Frank, S. Klotz, [55], 1990). 
    -    

є  -    
 .   є  ,   'є  

    є ,  , 
,  μ  ,  .  

(Д56Ж, 1λ86), .  (H. Richter, Д57Ж, 1λ7λ), .  (G. Haase, Д58Ж, 1λ8λ)  . 
 (Д5λ, 60Ж, 2001, 2012);   ,  . 

 (Д61Ж, 1λλ1);  ,  .  (H. Leser, [62], 1991), 
.   .  (A. Richling, J. Solon, Д63Ж, 2011)  .  (Д1, 

64, 65, 2Ж, 1λλ3, 1λλ5, 2005, 2014);    , 
 . ,  . .   (Д66-70Ж, 1λ88, 1λλλ, 2014, 2015), .  

(Д71Ж, 2006), .  (Д72Ж, 1λλλ), .  (Д73Ж, 1λλ3), .  (Д74Ж, 1λλ7) 
 .  (Д75Ж, 2004);  . ,  . .   

([76-82], 2003, 2005, 2006, 2007, 2012, 2014, 2015).     
      . 
, .  (Д57Ж, Д2Ж)      

         . . 
  .  .  є   

   (Д2Ж),   -  
 ( . Д61Ж)    (  . , Д83Ж, 1λ78,   

.  Д1, 64Ж),    ,   ,    
Д2Ж,    - .  ,   

        
,        

   Д2Ж    "  " ( .  
.  (Д58Ж).     ,  . .  

 ,        .  
 .  (Д63Ж). 

. ,    .  (Д56Ж)  
  , є  Д60Ж    

  ,       
 .    є    . 

    -  
 ( . , Д84Ж, 2015),       

 (  ) ,     є  
   ( ) . 

      , .  (Д61Ж) 
      ( ),  

,  (  )   ( ),  .  (Д62Ж) – 
 , ,   ,   , 

   ( .       Д2Ж   .  
([85Ж, 2014)  .  (Д86Ж, 2014)). 
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  .  (Д1, 64, 65, 2Ж),   , ґ  
   ,     

 ( ,   )     
        

.   ,      
 (Д64, 2Ж),  , ,   
,          

,           
       

     (     ) 
( . Д64Ж).  , . ,   Д2Ж    

      (    
   . , Д5, 1, 2Ж,  .   . , Д32Ж)   

,   ,   (    . , 
(Д66, 67Ж, .   ), є     ,    

 . ,  є . , є  ,   
 є        ,   
  ,  "   " (Д2Ж, 

.420).           
     ,  

  ,  є  (     ),   
   ( )    

     (     
   є  ). 

. ,   .  (Д87Ж, 1λ77)    (Д88Ж, 
1λ82),       

  (Д66, 67Ж, 1λ82, 1λλλ).   є   
     ,       

        (  
),    ,  є   

 .  є     
(      ) є  

   ( ,     (1)),  
є  /     –  1/1   

  10/1,5    .    
є  '   ,      

    (2,0-3,8),  (3,81-5,3),  
 (5,31-6,5),   (6,51-7,4)     

(7,41-8,0) .     Д66Ж    
  ,         

    -   .   
 .   .   .  (Д68-70Ж)    

   є   .  ,  Д68Ж   
      ,  є 

      ,     
 .       

       
      . , .  

 .  (Д8λЖ, 1λλ8)       . 
   Д68Ж       
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  (   Дλ0Ж), , ,   
    .  Д6λЖ  -  

       "  
–  – "       є  

    .  Д70Ж    
   (    ),   

    .  ,  
 .  (Д66, 67Ж)   2000 . .   

      ( . Д60Ж) 
  2011 . .   .- .  (Дλ1Ж) –    

 -  ,    .   . 
 (Дλ2Ж, 2013)      

     .  (Дλ3Ж, 2013)     
         
 . 

    є   .  ґ  
   (Д76, 77, 80Ж)   

         (  
       

 , ).   є ,  , -
 ,  є  " ",   ,  

   .     
  є  ,  .    -

    ( , , ) (Д78, 7λ, 80, 
81, 82Ж), -       '  

   .  ,     
 .   .  (Д87, 88, 66, 67Ж)       

   ,  є   
   (І ,k,  %),     є   

 
                                                                                                         n rq ,k 

І ,Ф = 100 – І ,Ф = 100 – ∑  (rk,i)qj pk,i,j   ,                         (2) 
                                                                                                    i=1, j=1 

 
 І ,Ф –  (    )   

k-    (  %); pk,i,j  –      (   
  ’є )  -      j-  

    (   ); rk,i –  -  
 (  %),  є    ( )  -

   ( , , 
, ,  ); q j –   j-  

,  є  ri       ; nrq ,k – 
  -    j-  . 
    (2)   .   
      (   

(rk,i)qj)   -      
     .  , - ,    

   'є  (" "  (2))   
,   Д82Ж   . .  -  
. - ,  Д82Ж ґ       
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-  ,     
  -    .   

.   ( . ),      . . ( ) -
 ,      . 

  Д76-82Ж    ,     
  ,    ,  . .  

     . 
         

,         
 . ,  є    .   .  

(Дλ4, 60Ж, 1λ88), , ,  є    
 ( ,   – 0,68,   – 0,14 ). 

   Дλ4Ж, - , Є.   .   
     (Дλ5Ж, 1λλ5).  

, , .     
     (Дλ6Ж, 2006)  .  (Дλ7Ж, 

2012)       ' . 
  Дλ5Ж    (Дλ6, λ7Ж ) є  

    є  . .  
 ,   1  2. 1  є 

    ,  ( , , 
 )   ( , ,   .)   
.   2   –     
  (  )  . . є   

   (  1,0    0  )  . . є  
  є ,    –    

.     1  2   -
      , ,   

 ,  .  ,   Дλ7Ж  
   '      

 .   .  (Дλ8Ж, 1λ87). 
- ,   Дλ4Ж .   . (ДλλЖ, 2001)   

       
,   є     

 є     є    
       

.   Дλ4Ж, Дλ5Ж  ДλλЖ      . 
 (Д100Ж, 2012)         

,      . 
 , "         

 " (Д101Ж, 2007) є . .   
    ,     

   ґ ,    (   ) 
   є    ,   

 –    -  .  
        ,   

-  – , , , ,  , 
   ,      .  

     є  
     (    ).  
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  , - ,  .  (Д102Ж, 2014),   
  -   є   . .  
,   " "   ,   

 " "  30%,  31  60%   60%     
є          . 

- , .  (Д103Ж, 2013)   -  
 -   . 

- є,   .  (Д104Ж, 2008)    
      . ,   , 
        ( . Д105Ж),    

     1λ ,    μ 
 ;    ; -

    ;  ; 
 ; -  ;  ; 

 ,    , , ' , , 
   .    (Д104Ж),    

є    (     )  , 
 ,        
  (  )    -

 .    μ   (   
       );   

   ;  ;   ;   
    ;       

   ,    (    
). 
- ,   .  (E.C. Ellis)   (Д106Ж, 2013) 

       Є   
 ,          

   .   є    20%  
        

  ,        
     250-500  ,  

    є .  ,  
 є       (Д107Ж, 

2011),          
,   " ", "  ", "  
", "    "  " ",   

 .  (Д114Ж, 2011)      
     . 

- ' ,       є   ( . , Д108-
110Ж, 2014, 2015)      ,   

  , ,  ,   ,  . 
   -    

 (Д111Ж, 1λλ8),  .   .  (A. Reif & H. 
Walentowski, Д112Ж, 2008)       

    .   .  (C. Schleupner, U. 
Schneider, Д113Ж, 2012)     -
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Classification of conceptions for identification of landscapes' anthropization extent 
Samoylenko V.M., Plaskalnyi V.V. 
There was implemented classified retrospective analytic survey of differentiated four European and 

home conceptions for identification of landscapes' anthropization extent. This survey is based on more than 
110 representative primary sources and mentioned conceptions are conceptions of archiretrospective 
(naturalness), sozological-idealized (wilderness), actual-potential (hemeroby) and geoecological-nature-
management analysis. Considering proper actual geoinformation basis, which is available for verification 
and realization, conceptions of hemeroby (actual-potential) and geoecological-nature-management 
analysis are for the present the most applicable and opened for their further improving modification including 
possible integration of these conceptions concerning the landscape and land use peculiarities of Ukraine. 
There were defined principles and/or approaches to foundation and future realization of procedure for 
analysis of Ukrainian landscapes' anthropization extent, which will have all-European interoperability. The 
first of such principles is synergetic combination of all useful achievements of mentioned two conceptions 
including interoperable aspect. The second approach expects application of such model-parametric tool for 
anthropization assessment as classified scheme of landscapes' anthropization extent depending on 
anthropogenic impact' extent of land use systems and corresponding to this scheme average-weighted by 
proper areas index of anthropization. The tool of the third approach is index of proportion for geoecological 
favorable land use systems (nature-accentuated or near-to-nature systems) and opposite to them 
geoecological unfavorable systems. Both the second and the third approaches identify landscape 
anthropization as the process of their generation and/or transformation through anthropogenic impact with 
specific intensity and consequences of this process as existence of different level anthropizated 
landscapes. The fourth principle expects the creation of new scale of anthropization extent for Ukraine 
based on comparative analysis of foreign and home experience for connection of anthropogenic impact's 
definite intensity with determined land use systems or land cover systems as systems of land use 
consequences. This scale has to be nonlinear parameterized. 

Keywords:  landscapes, anthropization, naturalness, wilderness, hemeroby, geoecological-nature-
management analysis 
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