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In the article the results of studying of efficiency of usage of flower-ornamental plants in the deco-

ration of Minsk squares within the First transport ring are given. Features of flower-decorative compo-

sitions of squares landscapes including the specifics of using the ornamental plants of different groups 

and vital forms are revealed. The data on the coloristic design of the flower beds is obtained. It is estab-

lished that among the nuanced color patterns in flower-decorative compositions of Minsk squares pre-

vail monocolored types, among the contrast patterns – compositions of three, four and more colors. The 

interrelation between the status of the object and the variety of assortment of decorative cultures in 

compositions, and also with the complexity of their landscape organization is revealed. The expediency 

of wider use of lianas, biannual and carpet plants, long-term cultures of spring and autumn flowering 

terms, and also inert materials and elements of lawn coverings for flower-decorative compositions of 

squares is proved. 
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