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Summary 
O. I.   Vasilova,  N. M. Romanishyn  

Ecological college of Lviv national agricultural university 
INDICATION OF ATMOSPHERIC POLLUTION IN THE CENTRAL  

DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF LVIV BY THE HELP OF LICHENS 
It has been researched the projection covering and the frequency of occurring 

eristose, foliose and fruticose lichens on the trunks of chestnuts in the central district 
of the city of Lviv. A named characteristic has been estimated for 5-point scale and 
there has been counted the index of relative of Air Purity. . Given results witnessed 
that after the level of air pollution the researched territory belongs to moderate 
polluted lichenoindication area, as like 20 years ago.. This fact agrees with results of 
physic-chemical analysis of samples of air on the state net of monitoring, but argues 
with information for decrease emissions of harmful substances from stationary and 
movable sources in Lviv during 20 years as folded as 2,9 times.   

Key words:  atmospheric pollution, lichen indication, epiphyte lichens,     
projection covering, frequency of happening, index of relative of Air Purity. 
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