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ANALYSIS OF STABILITY OF VARIOUS GROUPS 

OF SCOTS PINE CLIMATYPES BY BIOCHEMICAL PARAMETERS 

INDICATORS OF PINE NEEDLES 

 

Poplavskaya L.F., Lamotkin S.A., Rabko S.V., Tupik P.V. 

 

The paper analyzes the stability of various groups of climatypes of common pine in terms 

of the content of essential oils in the coniferous. The selected groups of climatypes-Northern 

(Leningrad, Vologda, and Arkhangelsk climatypes), southern (Khmelnitsky, Poltava, and Bel-

gorod climatypes), Eastern (Bashkir, Ulyanovsk, and Tomsk climatypes), Western (Latvian and 

Estonian climatypes), and local (Minsk, Grodno, and Vitebsk climatypes) differ in the biochemi-

cal composition of needles. 

 


