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ACTIVITIES TO PROMOTE THE NATURAL REGENERATION  
OF PINE FORESTS IN THE TERRITORY  

OF KOPYL EXPERIMENTAL FOREST MANAGEMENT ENTERPRISE 

In article results of study of natural regeneration features under a canopy of stands, on uncovered 

with forest lands in the territory of Kopyl Experimental Forest Management Enterprise. Analyzed 

Belarussian and foreign experience of carrying out measures to promote pine natural regeneration.  

12 indicator plots have been laid on the areas of upland forest types. Produced enumeration of 

undergrowth on indicator plots with subsequent transfer of the accounting amount to 1 hectare. 

Lighting, soil fertility, the presence of seed-trees at a distance of not more than 50 m, time of promoting 

and low degree of soil turfing are the factors which affects the most on the success of natural 

regeneration. Technology of renewal cutting with windows creating with soil mineralization gave a 

positive dynamic to natural regeneration under the canopy. Analyzed the effectiveness of forest plough 

PKL-70A and its versatility. Also revealed appropriateness of introduction of forest mills and ploughs 

of new generation for use when carrying out measures to promote natural regeneration. There is a 

relatively high quality of the investigated pine undergrowth. Damage by wild animals is the main cause 

of harm to the undergrowth. A negative impact of close location of agricultural lands to indicator plots 

with carrying out of measures to promote the natural regeneration was revealed. This is due to the 

harmful effects of chemicals used in agriculture. Distribution of investigated undergrowth on height and 

location also researched. A large part of the pine undergrowth appeared on the top of the plast (more 

than 50%), at the bottom of the furrow appearance of pine undergrowth wasn’t noted. 

Key words: pine, natural regeneration, activities to promote natural regeneration of forests. 
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