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URBAN ECOSYSTEMS BASED ON EU EXPERIENCE  
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 Yakovyshyna T.F., Ph.D. (agricultural science) 

Pridniprovska state academy of civil engineering and architecture, Dnipro 
The general principles of green building have been determined according to the 
analysis of the EU experience. When restarting the Ukrainian economy, it will provide 
an opportunity to create comfortable living conditions for persons with observance of 
the ecological safety standards against the background of sustainable development of 
urban ecosystems. The most successful design solutions for choosing the location of 
the green building, green design, the using of environmentally safe building materials,  
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energy-efficient technologies, rational using of the water, landscape design and other 
principles of green building have been presented in this article. The need to train 
qualified specialists in this field has been noted, their well-coordinated work will 
facilitate the adoption of competent solutions for the design of specific construction 
projects, taking into account the existing natural resource potential and the latest 
technologies for the resource and energy conservation. The expediency of the 
proceedings to the green building in Ukraine has been substantiated by highlighting 
the benefits to the ecological, economic and social levels. 
 
Keywords: green building, sustainable development, urban ecosystem, ecological 
safety, EU. 
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