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In the article the data on the heritabilities of quantitative and qualitative
stem and crown traits  of forest tree species are summarized. The variability
of stem form (straightness and forking) have been recorded in 23-year old
open-pollinated Quercus robur progeny trial in State Forest Enterprise
Chortkiv in Ternopil region. These data confirmed the genetic conditionality of



stem straightness and lack of genetic control for forking. The individual and
family mean narrow sense heritabilities for stem form and expected  genetic
gains by two possible methods of selection for this trait are estimated.

Progeny test, half-sibs, stem straightness, forking, heritability,
genetic gains.


