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ABSTRACT: Forest classification, made up by PLiva and PRUSA (PLiva 1971), has been using in the Czech Republic forestry
since 1970. This classification is based on ecological factors of the environment. Edaphic conditions are at the first position, then
climatic conditions follow (by their vertical [altitudinal] distribution mainly). These two factors form the basic construction called

ecological grid (Table 1).
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Ecosystem classification of the Czech Republic’s forests
belongs to classification systems based on ecological fac-
tors of the environment. Forest classification, as a disci-
pline used in practical forestry, was initially developed as
a part of forest sociology and forest tree ecology in former
Czechoslovakia. Pedological and climatological research-
ers study habitat factors and their relationships to forest
stands. Since an ideal combination of plant sociology and
ecology is rather difficult to make, classification of forests
has been connected either with the frame of phytocenol-
ogy or it has been built on a pedological basis into society
reconstructions as a “stand typology”. These two different
approaches have influenced forest classification.

TYPOLOGICAL SYSTEM

“Typological System of Forest Management Institute”
is the official name of recently established forest classi-
fication. Taking into consideration the extensive changes
of forest cover, resulting in changed phytocenoses and
soil humus properties, respectively (degradation stages),
the classification system proceeds, and methods alike,
from the permanent environmental conditions. Besides
humus form and phytocenosis, it also concentrates on de-
termination of potential production (quality yield class).
A forest site is the basic unit of growing conditions. Its
definition is according to ZLATNIK (1956) — “The forest
site is an aggregate of natural geobiocenoses and all geo-
biocenoses originating from them, from the viewpoint of
development, and partly geobiocenoses (geobiocenoids)
changed to a certain extent, including development
stages” (RANDUSKA 1982, p. 162).

This typological forest classification, established by
PLiva and PrRUSA (PLiva 1971), has been using in Czech
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forestry since 1970. As the main part of natural forests has
been changed to Norway spruce (Picea abies) monocul-
tures for about 200 years, ecological habitat factors have
been put in focus necessarily, firstly the soil properties and
secondly altitudinal climatic zonality expressed by forest
vegetation zones. These two dimensions make up so called
ecological grid (Table 1).

The first dimension is made up by so called ecological
series (groups). Each series is divided into several edaphic
categories. The series has only one characteristic category
— the basic category — the other are either secondary (in-
significant) or transitional ones. Series are grouped into
two big groups by their relation to soil water.

1. Edaphic series without significant soil water
influence

(B) series — nutrient-rich (mesotrophic)

basic category: B — nutrient-rich

secondary categories:
H -loamy; deep loamy soils and loess
F — slope-stony; soils with ferns in the herb layer
C — water-deficient; soils on basalts
W — limestone; similar to C, but only on limestone
transitional category: S — nutrient-medium; transitional
between (B) and (K) series

(K) series — acidic (oligotrophic)
basic category: K — acidic; grasses are abundant in the
herb layer across all zones
secondary categories:
I - compacted acid; Luvisols
N - stony-slope; nutrient-poor soils; similar to F ca-
tegory
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Table 1 to be continued
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Y see Appendix

transitional category: M — nutrient-poor; nutrient-very
poor soils; transitional to Z category

(Z) series — extreme

basic category: Z — scrub; mainly on shallow soils derived
from silicate rocks

secondary category: X — xerothermal

transitional category: Y — skeletal; transitions to all other
stony soils but with water deficit

(J) series — maple; enriched with humus (eutrophic)
basic category: J — talus

transitional categories: A — stony-colluvial; transitional
to F category

D — enriched-colluvial; transitional to H-category

2. Edaphic series with significant soil water
influence

(L) series — ash (enriched with water and humus)

basic category: L — alluvial soils of floodplains; stream-
edge sites

secondary category: U — soils of ravines and gulleys
transitional category: V — moist to wet; nitrophilous vari-
ant of O and G-categories

(P) series — gleyed (strongly fluctuating water tables)
basic category: P — acidic gleyed soils

secondary category: Q — nutrient-poor gleyed Podzols
transitional category: O — nutrient-medium gleyed soils;
transition to H and V categories

(G) series — wet
basic category: G — nutrient-medium Gleysols
secondary category:

T — nutrient-poor Gleysols

R — peats; organic soils

Woody species dominants of the trophic series (see
Appendix) are the basic units for indirect expression
of forest vegetation zones, the second dimension of the
ecological grid (Table 1). The trophic phytocenoses have
a more clear differentiation to the altitudinal climate. In
the case of two or three co-dominants, the last mentioned
name indicates the main dominant tree species, and the
other are important woody species admixtures. Nine forest
vegetation zones have been established from lowlands to
mountains, generally. All Scotch pine (Pinus sylvestris)
forests are beyond the altitudinal zonality because of their
very specific sites that are dependent on soil properties
primarily. To emphasize this exceptionality, foresters
have used very unfortunate classification as the 0 forest
vegetation zone.

The ecological category and forest vegetation zone cre-
ate forest site complex (FSC); e.g. 3B (see Appendix). The
number 3 signifies forest vegetation zone 3 (Oak-Beech)
and B signifies the nutrient-rich B category. Besides these
codes, each forest site complex has a common Czech name
[e.g. ‘bohatd dubova bucina’ for the complex 3B which
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can be translated into English as a ‘nutrient-rich oak-beech
forest’ or into Latin as Querceto-Fagetum mesotrophicum
(Table 1 + Appendix)]. Each forest site complex contains
several forest sites that are usually called according to
a dominant, edaphic indicator plant (herb) species. Thus
the final code for forest site type includes three characters,
e.g. 3B2, which means ‘bohata dubova bu¢ina matinkova’
in Czech, a ‘nutrient-rich oak-beech forest with woodruft’
in English, or Querceto-Fagetum mesotrophicum — Ga-
lium odoratum in Latin (VIEWEGH 2000). As it may be
seen from Table 1, some of the categories are absent; for
example in high-elevation forest vegetation zones, acidi-

fication occurs even at nutrient-rich sites when climate is
cool and wet. Absence of some edaphic categories in low-
elevation zones means either their absence in the Czech
Republic’s forests or that the categories have features
characteristic of some other categories.

All details about forest site complexes (including sites)
are described by Priva (1971-1976), Priva (1991),
Priva et al. (1991), VIEWEGH (2000) and PrUSA (2001),
unfortunately in Czech only. But the authors prepare
a detail CD with English text and illustrated by many char-
acteristic pictures. This article could contribute to better
contacts of Czech foresters with EC foresters.

Appendix
FSC  LATIN NAME Forest site complex
SERIES EXTREMUM Extreme series
Categoria xerothermica Xerothermal category
0X Pinetum dealpinum (xerothermicum) Dealpine Pine
1X Corneto-Quercetum (xerothermicum) Cornelian Cherry-Oak
2X Corneto-Fagi-Quercetum (xerothermicum) Cornelian Cherry-(Beech)-Oak
3X Corneto-Fagetum (xerothermicum) Cornelian Cherry-Oak-Beech
4X Fagetum dealpinum (xerothermicum) Dealpine Beech
Categoria humilis Scrub category
0Z Pinetum relictum Relict Pine
1Z Quercetum humile Scrub Oak

27 Fageto-Quercetum humile
3Z Querceto-Fagetum humile
47 Fagetum humile

5Z Abieto-Fagetum humile
6Z Piceeto-Fagetum humile
72 Fageto-Piceetum humile
8Z Sorbeto-Piceetum (humile)
9Z Mughetum

Scrub Beech-Oak
Scrub Oak-Beech
Scrub Beech

Scrub Fir-Beech
Scrub Spruce-Beech
Scrub Beech-Spruce
Rowan-Spruce

Dwarf Pine

Categoria saxatilis

Skeletal category

(1) Pinetum saxatile
2Y Fageto-Quercetum saxatile
3Y Querceto-Fagetum saxatile

4Y Fagetum saxatile
5Y Abieto-Fagetum saxatile

6Y Piceeto-Fagetum saxatile
7Y Fageto-Piceetum saxatile
8Y Piceetum saxatile

9Y Arctoalpinum

Ravine Pine

Skeletal Beech-Oak
Skeletal Oak-Beech
Skeletal Beech
Skeletal Fir-Beech
Skeletal Spruce-Beech
Skeletal Beech-Spruce
Skeletal Spruce

Skeletal alpine tundra

SERIES ACIDOPHILUM

Acidic series

Categoria oligotrophica

Nutrient-very poor category

oM (Querceto)-Pinetum oligotrophicum

M Pineto-Quercetum oligotrophicum (arenosum)
2M Fageto-Quercetum oligotrophicum

M Querceto-Fagetum oligotrophicum

4M Fagetum oligotrophicum

Nutrient-very poor (Oak)-Pine
Nutrient-very poor Pine-Oak

Nutrient-very poor Beech-Oak
Nutrient-very poor Oak-Beech

Nutrient-very poor Beech
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M Abieto-Fagetum oligotrophicum Nutrient-very poor Fir-Beech
6M Piceeto-Fagetum oligotrophicum Nutrient-very poor Spruce-Beech
™ Fageto-Piceetum oligotrophicum Nutrient-very poor Beech-Spruce
M Piceetum oligotrophicum Nutrient-very poor Spruce
Categoria acidophila Acidic category

0K (Querceto-Fagi-) Pinetum acidophilum Acidic (Oak-Beech-) Pine

1K Quercetum acidophilum Acidic Oak

2K Fageto-Quercetum acidophilum Acidic Beech-Oak

3K Querceto-Fagetum acidophilum Acidic Oak-Beech

4K Fagetum acidophilum Acidic Beech

5K Abieto-Fagetum acidophilum Acidic Fir-Beech

6K Piceeto-Fagetum acidophilum Acidic Spruce-Beech

7K Fageto-Piceetum acidophilum Acidic Beech-Spruce

8K Piceetum acidophilum Acidic Spruce

9IK Mugheto-Piceetum (acidophilum) Acidic Dwarf Pine

Categoria lapidosa acidophila

Stony-acidic category

Piceeto-Pinetum (lapidosum acidophilum)

ON resp. Pineto-Piceetum (lapidosum acidophilum) Spruce-Pine and/or Pine-Spruce
1IN (Carpineto)-Quercetum lapidosum acidophilum Stony-acidic (Hornbeam-) Oak
2N Fageto-Quercetum lapidosum acidophilum Stony-acidic Beech-Oak

3N Querceto-Fagetum lapidosum acidophilum Stony-acidic Oak-Beech

4N Fagetum lapidosum acidophilum Stony-acidic Beech

5N Abieto-Fagetum lapidosum acidophilum Stony-acidic Fir-Beech

6N Piceeto-Fagetum lapidosum acidophilum Stony-acidic Spruce-Beech

7N Fageto-Piceetum lapidosum acidophilum Stony-acidic Beech-Spruce

8N Piceetum lapidosum acidophilum Stony-acidic Spruce

Categoria illimerosa acidophila Compacted-acid category

11 (Carpineto-) Quercetum illimerosum acidophilum Compacted-acid (Hornbeam-) Oak
21 Fageto-Quercetum illimerosum acidophilum Compacted-acid Beech-Oak

31 Querceto-Fagetum illimerosum acidophilum Compacted-acid Oak-Beech

41 Fagetum illimerosum acidophilum Compacted-acid Beech

51 Abieto-Fagetum illimerosum acidophilum Compacted-acid Fir-Beech

61 Piceeto-Fagetum illimerosum acidophilum Compacted-acid Spruce-Beech
SERIES MESOTROPHICUM Nutrient-rich series

Categoria oligo-mesotrophica Nutrient-medium category

1S (Carpineto-) Quercetum oligo-mesotrophicum Sandy (Hornbeam-) Oak

28 Fageto-Quercetum oligo-mesotrophicum Nutrient-medium Beech-Oak
3S Querceto-Fagetum oligo-mesotrophicum Nutrient-medium Oak-Beech
4S Fagetum oligo-mesotrophicum Nutrient-medium Beech

58 Abieto-Fagetum oligo-mesotrophicum Nutrient-medium Fir-Beech

6S Piceeto-Fagetum oligo-mesotrophicum Nutrient-medium Spruce-Beech
7S Fageto-Piceetum oligo-mesotrophicum Nutrient-medium Beech-Spruce
8S Piceetum oligo-mesotrophicum Nutrient-medium Spruce

Categoria lapidosa mesotrophica

Slope-stony nutrient-medium category

3F Querceto-Fagetum lapidosum mesotrophicum Slope-stony nutrient-medium Oak-Beech
4F Fagetum lapidosum mesotrophicum Slope-stony nutrient-medium Beech
SF Abieto-Fagetum lapidosum mesotrophicum Slope-stony nutrient-medium Fir-Beech
6F Piceeto-Fagetum lapidosum mesotrophicum Slope-stony nutrient-medium Spruce-Beech
7F Fageto-Piceetum lapidosum mesotrophicum Slope-stony nutrient-medium Beech-Spruce
8F Piceetum lapidosum mesotrophicum Slope-stony nutrient-medium Spruce
78 J. FOR. SCI,, 49, 2003 (2): 74-82



Categoria subxerothermica

Water-deficient category

0C Pinetum serpentinicum

1C Carpineto-Quercetum subxerothermicum
2C Fageto-Quercetum subxerothermicum
3C Querceto-Fagetum subxerothermicum
4C Fagetum subxerothermicum

5C Abieto-Fagetum subxerothermicum

Serpentine Pine
Water-deficient Hornbeam-Oak
Water-deficient Beech-Oak
Water-deficient Oak-Beech
Water-deficient Beech
Water-deficient Fir-Beech

Categoria mesotrophica

Nutrient-rich category

1B Carpineto-Quercetum mesotrophicum
2B Fageto-Quercetum mesotrophicum
3B Querceto-Fagetum mesotrophicum
4B Fagetum mesotrophicum

5B Abieto-Fagetum mesotrophicum

6B Piceeto-Fagetum mesotrophicum

7B Fageto-Piceetum mesotrophicum

Nutrient-rich Hornbeam-Oak
Nutrient-rich Beech-Oak
Nutrient-rich Oak-Beech
Nutrient-rich Beech
Nutrient-rich Fir-Beech
Nutrient-rich Spruce-Beech

Nutrient-rich Beech-Spruce

Categoria calcaria

Limestone category

1w (Fagi-) Carpineto-Quercetum calcarium
2W  Fageto-Quercetum calcarium

3w Querceto-Fagetum calcarium

4W  Fagetum calcarium

SW  Abieto-Fagetum calcarium

Limestone Hornbeam (-Beech)-Oak
Limestone Beech-Oak

Limestone Oak-Beech

Limestone Beech

Limestone Fir-Beech

Categoria illimerosa mesotrophica

Loamy category

1H Carpineto-Quercetum illimerosum mesotrophicum Loess Hornbeam-Oak

2H Fageto-Quercetum illimerosum mesotrophicum Loamy Beech-Oak

3H Querceto-Fagetum illimerosum mesotrophicum Loamy Oak-Beech

4H Fagetum illimerosum mesotrophicum Loamy Beech

SH Abieto-Fagetum illimerosum mesotrophicum Loamy Fir-Beech

6H Piceeto-Fagetum illimerosum mesotrophicum Loamy Spruce-Beech

SERIES ACEROSA Maple series

Categoria deluvia Enriched-colluvial category

1D Carpineto-Quercetum acerosum deluvium Enriched-colluvial Hornbeam-Oak
2D Fageto-Quercetum acerosum deluvium Enriched-colluvial Beech-Oak
3D Querceto-Fagetum acerosum deluvium Enriched-colluvial Oak-Beech
4D Fagetum acerosum deluvium Enriched-colluvial Beech

5D Abieto-Fagetum acerosum deluvium Enriched-colluvial Fir-Beech

6D Piceeto-Fagetum acerosum deluvium Enriched-colluvial Spruce-Beech

Categoria acerosa lapidosa

Stony-colluvial category

1A Aceri-Carpineto-Quercetum lapidosum

2A Aceri-Fageto-Quercetum lapidosum

3A Tilii-Querceto-Fagetum acerosum lapidosum
4A Tilieto-Fagetum acerosum lapidosum

5A Acereto-Fagetum lapidosum

6A Aceri-Piceeto-Fagetum lapidosum

TA Aceri-Fageto-Piceetum lapidosum

8A Acereto-Piceetum lapidosum

Stony-colluvial Maple-Hornbeam-Oak
Stony-colluvial Maple-Beech-Oak
Stony-colluvial Lime-Oak-Beech
Stony-colluvial Lime-Beech
Stony-colluvial Sycamore-Beech
Stony-colluvial Sycamore-Spruce-Beech
Stony-colluvial Sycamore-Beech-Spruce

Stony-colluvial Sycamore-Spruce

Categoria saxatilis acerosa

Talus category

1J Carpineto-Aceretum saxatile

3J Tilieto-Aceretum saxatile

Hornbeam-Maple
Lime-Maple
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5J Ulmi-Fraxineto-Aceretum saxatile Talus (Elm-Ash)-Sycamore
6J Ulmi-Piceeto-Aceretum saxatile Talus (Elm-Spruce)-Sycamore
SERIES FRAXINOSA Ash series

Categoria alluvialis Floodplain category

1L Ulmeto-Quercetum alluviale Elm floodplain

2L Fraxineto-Quercetum alluviale Stream floodplain

3L Fraxineto-Alnetum alluviale Ash-Alder

5L Fraxineto-Alnetum montanum Montane Ash-Alder

6L Alnetum incanae Speckled Alder floodplain
Categoria vallidosa Ravine category

1U Querceto-Populetum vallidosum Poplar floodplain

3U Acereto-Fraxinetum vallidosum Maple-Ash

5U Fraxineto-Aceretum vallidosum Moist Ash-Maple

Categoria humida Moist to wet category

1v Carpineto-Quercetum fraxinosum humidum Moist to wet Hornbeam-Oak
2V Fageto-Quercetum fraxinosum humidum Moist to wet Beech-Oak

3v Querceto-Fagetum fraxinosum humidum Moist to wet Oak-Beech

4V Fagetum fraxinosum humidum Moist to wet Beech

5V Abieto-Fagetum fraxinosum humidum Moist to wet Fir-Beech

6V Piceeto-Fagetum fraxinosum humidum Moist to wet Spruce-Beech
v Fageto-Piceetum acerosum humidum Moist to wet Beech-Spruce
8V Acereto-Piceetum humidum Moist to wet Sycamore-Spruce

SERIES VARIOHUMIDA

Gleyed series

Categoria variohumida mesotrophica

Nutrient-medium category

00
10
20
30
40
50
60
70
80

Pinetum quercino-abietinum variohumidum mesotrophicum
Tilieto-Quercetum variohumidum mesotrophicum
Abieto-Fagi-Quercetum variohumidum mesotrophicum
Abieti-Querceto-Fagetum variohumidum mesotrophicum
Querceto-Abietum variohumidum mesotrophicum
(Fageto-) Abietum variohumidum mesotrophicum
Piceeto-Abietum variohumidum mesotrophicum
Abieto-Piceetum variohumidum mesotrophicum

Piceetum variohumidum mesotrophicum

Nutrient-medium Fir-Oak-Pine
Nutrient-medium Lime-Oak
Nutrient-medium Fir-(Beech)-Oak
Nutrient-medium Fir-Oak-Beech
Nutrient-medium Oak-Fir
Nutrient-medium (Beech-) Fir
Nutrient-medium Spruce-Fir
Nutrient-medium Fir-Spruce

Nutrient-medium Spruce

Categoria variohumida acidophila

Acidic category

0P
1P
2P
3p
4P
5P
6P
7P
8P

Pinetum quercino-abietinum variohumidum acidophilum
Betuleto-Quercetum variohumidum acidophilum
Quercetum abietinum variohumidum acidophilum
Abieto-Quercetum variohumidum acidophilum
Querceto-Abietum variohumidum acidophilum

Abietum piceosum variohumidum acidophilum
Piceeto-Abietum variohumidum acidophilum
Abieto-Piceetum variohumidum acidophilum

Piceetum variohumidum acidophilum

Acidic Fir-Oak-Pine
Acidic Birch-Oak
Acidic Oak

Acidic Fir-Oak
Acidic Oak-Fir
Acidic Fir

Acidic Spruce-Fir
Acidic Fir-Spruce
Acidic Spruce

Categoria variohumida oligotrophica

Nutrient-poor category

0Q Pinetum quercino-abietinum variohumidum oligotrophicum ~ Nutrient-poor Fir-Oak-Pine
1Q Betuleto-Quercetum variohumidum oligotrophicum Nutrient-poor Birch-Oak
2Q Quercetum abietinum variohumidum oligotrophicum Nutrient-poor Oak
3Q Abieto-Quercetum variohumidum oligotrophicum Nutrient-poor Fir-Oak
4Q Querceto-Abietum variohumidum oligotrophicum Nutrient-poor Oak-Fir
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5Q

Abietum piceosum variohumidum oligotrophicum

Nutrient-poor Fir

6Q Piceeto-Abietum variohumidum oligotrophicum Nutrient-poor Spruce-Fir

7Q Abieto-Piceetum variohumidum oligotrophicum Nutrient-poor Fir-Spruce

8Q Piceetum variohumidum oligotrophicum Nutrient-poor Spruce

SERIES PALUDOSA Wet series

Categoria paludosa oligotrophica Nutrient-poor wet category

0T Betuleto-Pinetum (paludosum oligotrophicum) Nutrient-poor wet Birch-Pine

1T Betuleto-Alnetum (paludosum oligotrophicum) Nutrient-poor wet Birch-Alder
2T Abieto-Quercetum paludosum oligotrophicum Nutrient-poor wet Fir-Oak

3T Abieto-Quercetum piceosum paludosum oligotrophicum Nutrient-poor wet Fir-Spruce-Oak
4T Querceto-Abietum piceosum paludosum oligotrophicum Nutrient-poor wet Oak-Fir

5T Abietum quercino-piceosum paludosum oligotrophicum Nutrient-poor wet Oak-Spruce-Fir
6T Piceeto-Abietum paludosum oligotrophicum Nutrient-poor wet Spruce-Fir

7T Abieto-Piceetum paludosum oligotrophicum Nutrient-poor wet Fir-Spruce

8T Piceetum paludosum oligotrophicum (humilis) Nutrient-poor wet Scrub Spruce
Categoria paludosa mesotrophica Nutrient-medium wet category
0G Piceeto-Pinetum paludosum (mesotrophicum) Nutrient-medium wet Spruce-Pine
1G Saliceto-Alnetum Willow-Alder

2G Quercetum abietinum paludosum mesotrophicum Nutrient-medium wet Fir-Oak

3G Abieto-Quercetum piceosum paludosum mesotrophicum Nutrient-medium wet Fir (-Spruce)-Oak
4G Querceto-Abietum piceosum paludosum mesotrophicum Nutrient-medium wet Oak-Fir

5G Abietum quercino-piceosum paludosum mesotrophicum Nutrient-medium wet Fir

6G Piceeto-Abietum paludosum mesotrophicum Nutrient medium wet Spruce-Fir
7G Abieto-Piceetum paludosum mesotrophicum Nutrient-medium wet Fir-Spruce
8G Piceetum paludosum mesotrophicum Nutrient-medium wet Spruce
Categoria turfosa Peat category

0R Pinetum turfosum Peat Pine

3R Piceetum relictum turfosum acidophilum Acidic Relict Spruce

4R Piceetum relictum turfosum mesotrophicum Nutrient-medium Relict Spruce
5R Pineto-Piceetum turfosum acidophilum Peat Pine-Spruce

6R Piceetum turfosum mesotrophicum Nutrient-medium Peat Spruce

7R Piceetum turfosum acidophilum Acidic Peat Spruce

SR Piceetum turfosum montanum Raised Bog Spruce

IR Mughetum turfosum Raised Bog Dwarf Pine
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ABSTRAKT: Lesnicka klasifikace, sestavend PLivou a PrROSoU (PLiva 1971), je v lesnictvi Ceské republiky pouzivana od
r. 1970. Tato klasifikace je zalozena na ekologickych faktorech prostfedi. Na prvnim misté to jsou pidni poméry, nasledovany
podminkami klimatickymi (ve smyslu jejich vertikalni pasmovitosti). Tyto dva faktory tvofi zakladni kostru, nazyvanou také

ekologicka sit’ (tab. 1).

Kli¢ova slova: lesnicka klasifikace; Ceské republika; ekologické faktory

Cesky lesnicky klasifikaéni systém je pouzivan od
r. 1970. Vychazi ze ZLATNIKOVY (1956) definice lesniho
typu: ,,Lesni typ je soubor lesnich biocendz, ptivodnich
i zménénych a jejich vyvojovych stadii véetné prostiedi,
tedy geobiocen6z vyvojové k sobé patficich.” Je jed-
notkou s izkym ekologickym rozpétim pro rlst dfevin,
jejich produkci a obnovu a v dtsledku toho i pro Zadouci
druhové a prostorové sloZeni porostii s podobnou péstebni
technikou.

Lesni typ je tedy cast lesa, zahrnujici vSe, co se nachazi
na plose jedné piivodni geobiocendzy, s jednotnymi eko-
logickymi ¢i ristovymi podminkami a s ur¢itym rozpétim
potencialni produkce difevin pivodnich i neptivodnich.
Patfi sem se svym prostfedim fytocendzy piirodni (dnes jiz
vétsinou hypotetické), pfirozené, hospodarenim zménéné
i fytocendzy vékovych stadii véetné paseéného.

V praxi UHUL je lesni typ charakterizovan vyznagnou
druhovou kombinaci ptislusné fytocendzy, piidnimi vlast-
nostmi, vyskytem v terénu a potencialni bonitou dfevin.
Charakteristiku dopliiuji poznatky o proménlivosti ve
vyvoji fytocendzy a degradacnich stadiich, poznatky
o rustovych zakonitostech, vyjadiené ristovymi kiivkami
drevin podle lesnich typi, a nékteré praktické zavéry vy-
plyvajici z provozniho cile a jeho realizace.

Pro oznaceni lesnich typd se pouzivaji symboly (napf.
4F1 nebo n¢kdy 4F ), z nichZ vychéazi i pojmenovani
lesniho typu (svahova bucina kapradinova), které se
u oblastni varianty rozsifuje o jeji vyznacny nebo dife-
rencialni znak stanovisté (roklinova). Vyssi typologickou
jednotkou je soubor lesnich typi, ktery spojuje lesni typy
podle ekologické pribuznosti, vyjadiené¢ hospodaisky
vyznamnymi vlastnostmi stanovisté (svahova bucina
— 4F). Soubory lesnich typt jsou vymezeny ptidnimi
kategoriemi (horizontaln€) a lesnimi vegeta¢nimi stupni
(vertikalng).

I kdyz je Typologicky systém UHUL pouzivan tak
dlouhou dobu, konéi jeho znalost za hranicemi CR.
V soucasné dob¢, kdy se neustale vypracovavaji nové
elaboraty pro pottebu EU, je nemyslitelné pouzivat ceské
syntaxonomické jednotky. Proto se objevuji neustale
nové obmény téchto jednotek (vétSinou v anglicting).
Casto jsou vysledkem doslovnych piekladi, kterym
cizinec — pfijemce — obsahové nerozumi. Proto se autofi
¢lanku ptiklonili k verzi latinské, kterd by byla pro vétSinu
odbornikil srozumitelnd. Anglické vytvorené syntaxono-
mickeé jednotky jsou jen jejich dopliikem. Takto vytvoiené
syntaxonomické jednotky by mély sjednotit pisemné ma-
terialy vypracovavané pro zahranici.

Corresponding author:

Doc. Ing. Jiki VIEWEGH, CSc., Ceska zemé&dé&lska univerzita v Praze, Lesnické fakulta, 165 21 Praha 6-Suchdol,

Ceska republika

tel.: + 420 224 383 401, fax: +420 220 923 132, e-mail: viewegh@If.czu.cz

82

J. FOR. SCI., 49, 2003 (2): 74-82



