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The assessment of the herbal cover and natural regeneration of tree species 

underneath of oak stands and on the clearcuts of the Dnipro river Right Bank part of  
Forest-Steppe zone presented in the paper. 

Herbal cover, canopy, oak stands, natural regeneration of tree species. 
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Revealed a significant differentiation by content the plastid pigment in needles 
of trees of different categories resin productive. Based on the cluster analysis, the 
tendency to distance between a tree with low and high resin productive. In popula-
tions of pine indicators biosynthesis the plastid pigment can be used in diagnosing 
high resin productive forms of woody plants.  

Plastid pigment in needles, resin productive, Scots pine. 
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