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Abstract – Several studies have discussed the growth of poplar short rotation coppices (SRC). Soil 

characteristics have a large effect on the yields of sites with no access to surplus water sources – 

especially on their physical and chemical properties contributing to water storage, all of which limit 

growth. We conducted our research on a fourth rotation plantation established with two different 

poplar clones (‘AF2’ and ‘Kopecky’) on a site without groundwater in the rooting zone to describe the 

influence of topography and soil parameters on biomass production. For both hybrids, 5–5 sample 

areas were planted. Systematic soil sampling, a tree inventory, and a destructive tree survey were 

completed to provide an equation of site and clone specific biomass estimation. Our results revealed 

that the shallower, eroded areas presented low-yield patches, particularly when compared to the parts 

with deeper rooting zones and soil richer in mineral and organic colloids. The amount of the plant 

available water, pH value, organic matter content, and CaCO3 content have the most significant effect 

on growth. No meaningful growth difference emerged between the two clones. The previously 

mentioned soil properties greatly influence tree growth on sites with no direct access to the 

groundwater; therefore, a detailed site description is indispensable for plantation planting. 

short rotation coppice (SRC) plantation / hybrid poplar / soil characteristics / Hungary  
 

Kivonat – Talajtulajdonságok hatása nemesnyáras rövid vágásfordulójú ültetvények 

növekedésére kedvezőtlen termőhelyen. A nemesnyár rövid vágásfordulójú sarjaztatásos 

ültetvények növekedését számos korábbi munka vizsgálta. Többletvízhatásól független termőhelyeken 

felerősödnek a talaj fizikai és kémiai adottságainak vízgazdálkodáson keresztül a növedékre gyakorolt 

korlátozó hatásai. Egy többletvízhatástól független termőhelyen két nemesnyár fajtán (’AF2’ és 

’Kopecky’) vizsgáltuk, hogy a domborzat és talajtulajdonságok miként befolyásolják a 

biomasszahozamot. Fajtánként 5–5 mintaterületen végeztünk talajvizsgálatot és faállományfelmérést, 

hogy az adott területre jellemző becslőfüggvényt szerkeszthessünk. Eredményeink szerint a sekélyebb 

termőrétegű, erodáltabb területek gyengébb növekedésű termőhelyi foltokat jelentettek, mint a 

mélyebb termőrétegű, ásványi– és szerves kolloidokban gazdagabb részek. A növekedést leginkább 

befolyásoló tényező a diszponibilis vízkészlet, pH, illetve a szervesanyag– és mésztartalom. Nincs 

szignifikáns különbség a fajták növekedése között. Megállapítottuk, hogy – többletvízhatástól 

független termőhelyen – fenti talajtulajdonságok jelentős hatással bírnak a növekedésre, így a részletes 

termőhelyfeltárás megkerülhetetlen az ültetvények létesítésének. 

rövid vágásfordulójú sarjaztatásos ültetvény / nemesnyár / talajtulajdonságok / Magyarország 
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1 INTRODUCTION 
 
The use of renewable energy has risen in Europe in recent decades (IEA 2010, Eurostat 2020). 

Nevertheless, further steps are required to achieve the ambitious goals set in 2021 (Sikkema et 

al. 2021). Plantations containing fast-growing tree varieties exist across Europe to provide 

renewable raw materials for the energy industry. The planted species include mainly poplars 

(Populus spp.) on warmer and less humid sites; willows (Salix spp.) on cooler and more 

humid sites; and black locust (Robinia pseudoacacia) on warm and dry sites (Dickmann 2006, 

Rae et al. 2009, Fischer et al. 2010, Lindegaard et al. 2016, Camia et al. 2018, Oliveira et al. 

2020). The shift from fossil fuels to woody energy crops in the power industry is favourable 

since it can contribute to lowering net CO2 emissions, which is an important tool to mitigate 

the effects of climate change.  

In addition to biomass production, short rotation coppice (SRC) plantations provide 

several environmental services (Dimitriou et al. 2011, Zitzmann – Rode 2021) because they 

create diverse habitats in agricultural systems, filter water, protect soils against erosion, and 

accumulate carbon below ground over the long term (Meyer et al. 2021). Compared to 

intensive agricultural use, fast-growing trees – such as poplar or willow hybrids – require 

little effort to cultivate. In most cases, mechanical weed control is used instead of herbicides; 

moreover, only in the first years after the establishment or coppicing. Pesticides are used only 

in insect gradations. Therefore, the plantations are relatively permanent systems that provide 

undisturbed shelter for animals and suitable habitats for a variety of plant species (Zitzmann – 

Rode 2021). Compared to agricultural systems, plantations can have a higher effect on the 

groundwater level with their intense transpiration and interception (Fischer et al. 2013). 

In optimal cases, poplar SRC plantations are established on sites with groundwater 

accessibility or an irrigation system (Bergante et al. 2010) where the trees can use the surplus 

water during their growth. Precipitation is the only source of water for poplar plantations on 

suboptimal sites. The water stored in the soil – mostly determined by soil organic matter and 

soil physical properties – is a crucial factor in determining the potential yields (Salehi – 

Maleki 2012, Ferré et al. 2021, Heilig et al. 2021). The soil’s chemical parameters and 

nutrient levels also play significant roles (Tufekcioglu et al. 2005, Paris et al. 2011, Netzer et 

al. 2018). Meteorological conditions greatly affect actual growth (Al Afas et al. 2008), 

especially with deficient soil water.  

Experimental poplar SRC established on irrigated sites or non-irrigated sites affected by 

groundwater offer excellent opportunities to compare the clonal differences in terms of 

survival and productivity or to explore the effects of nutrient levels on the growth of the trees 

(Tufekcioglu et al. 2005, Szabó et al. 2016, González–González 2017, Schlepphorst et al. 

2017, Ferré et al. 2021). The studies based on suboptimal sites (Hauk et al. 2014, González–

González 2017, Schlepphorst et al. 2017, Niemczyk et al. 2018, Oliveira et al. 2018) can 

show the performance of the hybrids under stress and help decision-making of plantation 

management. Most poplar SRC plantations are established on suboptimal sites in Hungary 

(Kovács et al. 2020). According to our hypothesis, the most important soil characteristics 

affecting yields on sites with no access to groundwater are those that describe the soil’s water 

retention and the amount of water available to plants. 

In addition to site characteristics that affect the survival and the growth of different 

poplar varieties, the adaptation abilities and growth potential of hybrids can make one more 

suitable than the others under given conditions and management. Clone comparison trials are 

a frequent means to choose optimal clone hybrids for different regions, which aids SRC 

management (Dillen et al. 2013, Nerlich et al. 2016, Shifflett et al. 2016, Landgraf et al. 

2020). 
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This study aims to answer the following research questions: (I) Which soil characteristics 

define the biomass yield of a poplar SRC established on a site with no groundwater 

availability? (II) Is there any site gradient that can cause growth heterogeneity over the 

research area? (III) Which of the two poplar clones shows better growth on a site not 

connected to the groundwater table? To answer these questions, a digital surface model was 

analysed, soil auger profile description and sampling were performed in 10 sample areas, and 

tree parameters were measured after the growing season of 2020.  

 

 

2 MATERIALS AND METHODS 

 

2.1 Study area and site survey methods  

The research plantation was located in the Marcal Basin, in the southern outskirts of the 

Pápa–Devecser Plain microregion, near the village of Gógánfa (N47°02'03.0", E17°10'38.1"). 

According to the Köppen–Geiger classification system, the dominant macroclimate of the 

region was a warm temperate, fully humid, and hot summer climate (Cfa). Halász (2006) 

reported 10.4 °C as the mean annual air temperature for the microregion in the 1971–2000 

period and 17.0 °C for the growing season, while the sum of precipitation was 601 mm 

throughout the year and 364 in the growing season. The Hungarian National Meteorological 

Service (Országos Meteorológiai Szolgálat) provided the meteorological data for the last 

decade (2011–2020). The data originated from the Sümeg meteorological station (N46.96°, 

E17.29°). The distance between the station and the plantation was 12 km. The annual mean 

temperature was 11.4 °C and the total precipitation 701 mm, while in the growing season it 

was 16.4 °C with 445 mm respectively. Spring drought occurred five times during this period, 

with the last one occurring in 2020 (Figure 1). Between 7 March and 27 April 2020 (51 days), 

11.1 mm of precipitation was measured; 8.2 mm on 12 April and under 1.5 mm per day for 

the remaining days. The mean daily temperature increased from 6.5 °C to 11.6 °C (9 days had 

a lower mean temperature than 5.0 °C). The forestry aridity index (FAI) – introduced by 

Führer et al. (2011) – over the last 10 years was 6.59, while in 2020 it was 4.77. Lower FAI 

values represented a colder and more humid climate. 

 

 
Figure 1. Monthly averages of air temperature (T) and sums of precipitation (P) measured at 

Sümeg between 2016 and 2020 
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The research area was on an elevated hillside close to Marcal River, which in recent 

history has not been affected by floods. The groundwater level lies several meters below the 

surface. The soils were mostly formed on alluvial sand deposits and partly on sandy loess. 

There were Fluvic Cambisols and Endocalcaric Luvisols (IUSS Working Group WRB 2015) 

found with different grades of erosion and with different amounts of gravel across their 

profiles. Fluvic Cambisols were located in the deeper area of the site and on the top of the hill, 

where, due to the erosion, loess and other fluvic material were transported and older fluvic 

material appeared on the surface. Loess could accumulate mixed up with the eroded material 

on the gentle slopes of the hill.  

Ten auger profiles were opened in 2020. The samples were collected systematically from 

every 30 cm thick layer to a depth of 120 cm or to the heavily compacted gravel deposit layer 

which is impermeable for poplar roots. The maximum rooting depth was 120 cm, as no roots 

were found below that depth.  

We analysed the soil samples in the laboratory of the University of Sopron. We measured 

the soil pH in a 1:2.5 soil–distilled water suspension (Motsara – Roy 2008). The 

determination of soil organic matter content (OM) was based on the Walkley–Black (1934) 

method. Soil particle size determination was done according to the Köhn pipette method 

(Motsara – Roy 2008). Gravel was quantified as coarse fragments (CF) in weight percentages 

(particle size >2.0 mm). Sand (Sa) fraction was between 2.0 mm and 0.05 mm, while the clay 

fraction (Cl) was under 0.002 mm. Silt (Si) was between the Sa and Cl. We collected 

undisturbed soil samples with 100 cm3 cylinder samplers from each layer to measure their 

bulk density (BD). The layer thicknesses were reduced by the proportion of the CF to obtain 

the rooting zone depth (RZ). To measure the total CaCO3 content, we employed the Scheibler 

apparatus and expressed the contents in percentages. Plant available phosphorus content 

(PAP) was extracted with acidic ammonium lactate solution and the determination of its 

amount was based on UV/VIS spectrophotometry (Egnér et al. 1960).  

To evaluate the soil nutrient levels, we compared them to the categories set up by Buzás 

(1983). The soils with sand dominated texture were poor in phosphorus when their PAP level 

was lower than 60 mg kg-1, between 60 mg kg-1 and 100 mg kg-1 medium and above 100 mg 

kg-1 it was well–supplied.  

The further comparisons and analyses were based on the summarised data of the profiles. 

The reduced layer thicknesses were used as weights to calculate average values of pH and the 

proportion of soil particle grades (Sa, Si, Cl). Secondly, the total weights of the layers were 

determined with the use of BD. From these, the absolute amount of nutrients were calculated 

for every soil profile.  

 

2.2  Description of the SRC plantation and tree measurement methods 

The plantation was established on arable land in 2011 in a 3.0 × 0.5 m grid (6 667 trees ha-1). 

Twenty cm-long cuttings were pushed into the soil with pneumatic machinery after tilling and 

disc harrowing the soil. Two clones were planted in separate blocks: ‘AF2’ on 13.5 ha and 

‘Kopecky’ on 7.9 ha. Mechanical weed control (disc harrowing) was done between the rows 

twice for each growing season. 

‘Kopecky’ was planted on sample areas 1, 2, 3, 5, 8, and ‘AF2’ was used on sample areas 

4, 6, 7, 9, 10. ‘Kopecky’ (Populus x canadensis (Moench) ‘Kopecky’) was selected as a male 

clone with straight stems that showed good initial growth. Nevertheless, after 6–8 years, 

growth decreased. This clone had a medium wood density, and its timber was used for both 

industry and as an energy source. Halupa – Tóth (1988) recommended it even on suboptimal 

sites. ‘AF2’ (P. x canadensis (Moench) ‘AF2’) – a male selection – grew a straight stem. Its 

growth was good in the initial years, which made this clone suitable for use as energy. It had a 
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low density timber. This clone adapted well to different site conditions, and Vágvölgyi (2014) 

recommended it for clayey soils and sandy soils. 

The harvest cycle was three years long. No harvest data was gathered in 2013. The 

average yield of ‘AF2’ was 8.3 dry Mg ha-1 in 2016 and 8.0 dry Mg ha-1 in 2019 while 

‘Kopecky’ showed lower values: 7.2 dry Mg ha-1 in 2016 and 7.1 dry Mg ha-1 in 2019. The 

results of this paper are based on the first growing season of the fourth rotation – measured in 

November 2020. 

Two rows 20 m long were surveyed – with a maximum of 80 stumps close to the soil 

profiles. Altogether, we evaluated 10 plots. Using a measuring tape with mm accuracy, we 

measured the breast height circumference (CBH) of every shoot. For measurements under 30 

mm CBH, we only recorded the number of shoots. The CBH values were calculated to 

diameter at breast height (DBH) with a division by π. We paired these values to stumps in 

every case. The height of the tallest shoot was obtained with a telescopic rod, rounded to10 

cm. 

To achieve higher precision, we established yield estimation functions for both clones. 

We sampled trees along the whole DBH distribution – class intervals were 0.318 cm (1.0 cm 

in CBH) wide. Two trees were felled from the smallest DBH class, two trees from the largest, 

and one from each class in between. After felling, we measured circumferences along the 

stem, length (h), and shoot weight (TBM). After drying at 105 °C for three days, samples 

were weighed (absolute dry weight) and the volume of the samples was determined by 

submerging them in water. Based on these data, we calculated the density, moisture content, 

and total dry weight of the sample trees. 

 

2.3 Data procession and statistical analyses 

During the preparation of the site survey, we analysed the European digital elevation model 

(EU–DEM). Version 1.1 had a 25 m by 25 m pixel resolution (Bashfeld – Keim 2011). This 

raster model was processed in QGIS v 3.14 software (QGIS.org 2020). The contour lines, 

aspect and slope were determined via built-in functions, and this software also helped 

visualise the thematic maps.  

The statistical analyses such as the calculation of averages, standard error (SE), t-test, 

correlation analysis, regression analysis, the performance of principal component analysis 

(PCA), and the creation of graphs were done in R (R Core Team 2014). 

The physical measurements of soils were analysed via the Rosetta Lite v. 1.1 software 

(Schaap et al. 2001) to calculate the soil’s hydraulic parameters to determine its volumetric 

water content with the van Genuchten (1980) equation. The plant available water content 

(PAW) was the difference of the water content values at pF4.2 (wilting point) and pF2.5 (field 

capacity). Two topographical parameters (elevation and aspect) and six soil variables (pH, 

OM, CaCO3, PAP, PAW, and Sa) were used in PCA to explore environmental gradients. CF, 

RZ, and BD were not added separately, since they were used in the calculation of the total 

amount or weighted average of the variables we used. The finer texture fractions (Si+Cl) are 

omitted since they are complementary classes of sand. The significant axes were used in 

Pearson’s correlation analysis along with the stand parameters to find the relation between 

soil characteristics and the growth of the stands. The significance values of the multiple 

comparisons were adjusted via a Bonferroni correction. 

Based on the field measurements, logarithmic curves were fitted to the DBH-height data 

pairs separately for every plot. We calculated the mean DBH as a quadratic mean of the DBH 

values. The mean height (H) was represented as a weighted average of the height values, and 

weights were the basal area (G) of the given shoot. The number of trees (N) and their total 

amount of oven-dry aboveground biomass (DBM) were calculated at hectare levels. To 

describe the average growing space of a tree (S), the area of the sample areas was divided by 
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the number of stems. The reduction stem numbers (RS) was determined as the difference 

between the current and planted stumps divided by the number of planted cuttings expressed 

in percentages. Resprouting capacity (RC) is given as the average number of shoots per 

stump. The descriptive parameters of the two clones were compared with independent 

samples t-test.  

Among tree parameters, DBH had the closest relationship with weight. Therefore, we 

expected an allometric relationship between DBH and the total dry weight of a tree in the 

following form: 

 TBM = a × DBHb, (1) 

Where: 

 TBM::  biomass of a single tree (absolute dry g), 

 DBH:  diameter at breast height (cm), 

 a, b:  parameters. 

 

The results of the destructive sample collecting were used in model building. The fitting 

of the equations – least squares method – and calculations were made in R software (R Core 

Team 2014). To evaluate the model performance coefficient of determination (R2), we 

calculated root mean square error (RMSE) and normalized mean bias (NMB). The small 

shoots (under 30 mm CBH) were put to the equation as stems with DBH = 0.6 cm which is 

CBH = 1.9 cm, the quadratic mean of the 0.1–3.0 cm CBH range. The H, DBH, and DBM 

data were relativised to eliminate the clonal differences in the final comparisons. The values 

were divided by the maximum of the given clone to get the relative H, DBH, and DBM.  

 
 

3 RESULTS  
 

3.1 Results of site survey 

Figure 2 shows the topography of the research site. According to the EU–DEM, the 

maximum elevation difference was 15 m. The dominant aspect was southwest; it covered 

more than half of the area. Proportions of the south and west aspects were roughly equal, and 

together they accounted for about a third of the total area. The rest was southeast aspect with 

6% of coverage. Sixty per cent of the area had flat or very gentle slopes (under 2°) and gentle 

slopes dominated the remaining area (2–5°). Altogether these values represented a gentle 

hillside pointing mostly to the south; it varied in flat areas. 

The soil profiles were aggregated according to their soil group. Endocalcaric Luvisol was 

found in five cases (profiles: 2, 3, 4, 8, 10). Sandy clay loam texture was dominant within 

these profiles. The rest (profiles: 1, 5, 6, 7, 9) were described as Fluvic Cambisol. In these 

cases, the texture was coarser. Altogether it could be characterized as sandy loam (Table 1). 

The fluvic characteristic was shown by the appearance of gravel-rich (ca. 30%) layers 

between 30 and 90 cm below the surface.  

Table 1 contains the average topographical, soil physical and chemical properties of the 

two soil groups. Generally, the two groups were similar in their suitability for poplar 

cultivation. However, the Endocalcaric Luvisols showed a slightly better picture. The higher 

OM and PAW in the soils were more favourable on sites with no groundwater in the RZ. The 

neutral pH and the low CaCO3 levels were within the optimal range. Both soil groups were 

medium- or well-supplied in PAP. The soil’s physical properties were similar, but Fluvic 

Cambisols had more Sa and CF; therefore, their BD was higher. Endocalcaric Luvisols were 

deeper in the sense of RZ and they could store more PAW than the Fluvic Cambisols, but the 

difference between the groups in the average PAW was small.  



Influence of soil characteristics on the growth of poplar short rotation coppice 77 
 

 

Acta Silv. Lign. Hung. 18 (1), 2022 

 

 

Figure 2. Maps of the research area (A – location of the samples areas, B – elevation map, 

C – Aspect map, and D – slope map) 

 

Table 1. Means and standard errors (SE) of the topographical, soil physical and chemical 

properties for the two soil groups (OM – organic matter, PAP – plant available 

phosphorus, RZ – rooting zone, CF – coarse fragments, BD – soil bulk density, and 

PAW – plant available water)  

Variable 
Endocalcaric Luvisol Fluvic Cambisol 

 Mean      SE     Mean  SE 

Elevation (m) 142 0.840 145 2.083 

Slope (°) 2.4 0.354 2.4 0.530 

pH(H2O) 7.3 0.108 6.9 0.150 

CaCO3 (%) 3.6 0.848 1.3 0.601 

OM (%) 0.8 0.070 0.6 0.049 

PAP (mg kg-1) 132 36.259 130 27.667 

RZ (cm) 100 5.757 73 9.088 

CF (%) 11 0.713 13 2.145 

Sand (%) 61 6.174 73 2.664 

Silt (%) 15 3.431 11 0.991 

Clay (%) 24 2.820 16 2.542 

BD (g cm-3) 1.53 0.034 1.72 0.019 

PAW (mm dm-1) 11 0.762 10 1.562 
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3.2 Results of the biomass estimation 

Nine ‘Kopecky’ clone trees were felled. Their DBH range was 1.1–3.2 cm, and their heights 

were between 2.5 and 4.9 m. Their average density was 391 kg m-3. Their moisture content 

was 48%. Eleven ‘AF2’ trees were felled. Their DBH ranged from 1.0 to 3.7 cm, and their 

height was between 2.4 and 5.0 m. Their density was lower, 331 kg m-3, and the average 

moisture content was 53%.  

The functions we developed had high scores of R2, above 0.98 (Table 2). The RMSE 

levels were low, and the ‘Kopecky’ models fitted better to the dataset, than ‘AF2’ ones. The 

NMB of height estimation was low and negative for both clones. For TBM models, their NMB 

values were low negative. This indicated a small underestimation in both height and TBM 

models. 

 

Table 2. Parameters of the height and biomass estimation models (h – tree height (m), DBH 

– diameter at breast height (cm), a and b – fitted parameters, ln – natural 

logarithm, R2 – coefficient of determination, RMSE – root mean square error, NMB 

– normalized mean bias, and TBM – biomass of a single tree (dry g)) 

Height model:  h = a × ln(DBH) + b                                                                             (2) 

Clone a b R2 RMSE NMB 

‘Kopecky’ 2.0727 2.0327 0.9877 0.0907 -0.0008 

‘AF2’ 2.0560 2.2864 0.9898 0.0919 -0.0018 

Biomass model: TBM = a × DBHb                                                                             (1) 

Clone a b R2 RMSE NMB 

‘Kopecky’ 119.6937 2.2797 0.9884 64.1922 -0.0427 

‘AF2’ 89.3915 2.3642 0.9749 114.2968 -1.2769 

 

The variables in Table 3 were calculated on level sample areas. The average height of 

‘Kopecky’ ranged between 3.8 and 4.2 m. Similar results were shown by ‘AF2’, which were 

between 3.8 and 4.1 m. The DBH distribution was the opposite of the H distribution. ‘AF2’ 

had higher values of average DBH (1.7 – 2.2 cm) while ‘Kopecky’ ranged only between 1.1 

and 1.7 cm. S showed a similar pattern as DBH, as did N. The overall average of the S and N 

were almost equal (‘Kopecky’ – 3.7 m2 tree-1 and 2 933 trees ha-1, ‘AF2’ – 3.8 m2 tree-1 and 

3 167 trees ha-1). The basal area of ‘Kopecky’ was between 2.7 and 4.1 m2 ha-1 and for ‘AF2’ 

was 4.1 and 5.7 m2 ha-1. This predicted higher values of DBM for ‘AF2’, which was 8.0 Mg 

ha-1 on average, and for ‘Kopecky’, it was 7.3 Mg ha-1. The average RS after three harvest 

cycles was rather high at 54%. The two clones showed similar values; the mean of ‘AF2’ was 

53% and for ‘Kopecky’ it was 56%. Both extreme values were found at ‘AF2’ where the 

minimum RS was 36% while the maximum was 79%. The RC was 5.3 shoots stump-1 on 

average; ‘AF2’ had a peak of 12 shoots stump-1. ‘Kopecky had higher values; the average was 

5.9, and the highest value was16 shoot stump-1.  

There is no significant difference between the two clones in most parameters (H, S, N, 

RS, RC, and DBM). Significant difference is observed in the case of DBH (t(7.980) = 3.127, p = 

0.014) and G (t(7.465) = 3.950, p = 0.005).  
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Table 3. Stand parameters of the sample areas. (H – mean height, DBH – mean diameter at 

breast height, N – trees over ha, S – growing space of a tree, G – basal area, DBM 

– oven–dry biomass, RS – Reduction of the number of stems, and RC – resprouting 

capacity) 

Sample 

area 

H DBH N S G DBM RS RC 

(m) (cm) (trees ha-1) (m2 tree-1) (m2 ha-1) (Mg ha-1) (%) (shoot stump-1) 

1 3.8 1.1 4 167 2.4 2.7 6.3 38 3.4 

2 4.2 1.5 3 583 2.8 4.1 8.8 46 6.6 

3 4.1 1.5 2 417 4.1 3.4 7.2 64 5.9 

4 3.8 1.8 3 917 2.6 5.7 9.5 41 6.5 

5 4.1 1.6 2 000 5.0 3.3 6.8 70 6.6 

6 3.9 2.2 1 417 4.1 4.1 6.6 79 3.7 

7 4.1 2.1 2 167 4.9 4.9 8.1 68 4.6 

8 4.1 1.7 2 500 4.0 3.6 7.5 63 8.7 

9 3.8 1.7 4 250 2.4 4.4 7.1 36 4.0 

10 3.8 1.8 4 083 2.4 5.4 8.7 39 5.6 

 

3.3  Effects of site parameters on tree growth 

The geographical and soil parameters were analysed by PCA. Altogether, we analysed eight 

selected variables, which resulted in two significant axes. These new variables together 

accounted for 81.2% of the total variance (Table 4). PCA1 was positively correlated with pH, 

CaCO3, OM, and PAW. The higher amount of OM represented more organic colloids that 

could retain more nutrients and water, which aligned with the growth of PAW. The negative 

correlation between the first axis and the proportion of sand had similar effects. More mineral 

colloids and less sand meant a higher proportion of silt and clay, which were accompanied by 

higher amounts of PAW. Therefore, water and nutrient availability characterised this axis. 

The second component (PCA2) was negatively correlated to the elevation and slope and 

positively correlated to PAP and sand fraction. This axis displayed an erosion gradient. The 

higher and/or steeper areas were more eroded, and the sand accumulated on the lower and flat 

areas along with the soluble phosphorus.  

 

Table 4. Results of the principal component analysis (OM – organic matter, PAP – plant 

available phosphorus, and PAW – plant available water) 

Axes: PCA1 PCA2 

Importance of components 

Eigenvalue 2.078 1.475 

Explained variance 54.0% 27.2% 

Cumulative proportion 54.0% 81.2% 

Eigenvectors of environmental variables 

Elevation -0.292 -0.449 

Slope -0.157 -0.473 

pH(H2O) 0.436 -0.127 

CaCO3 0.404 0.041 

OM 0.465 -0.126 

PAP 0.209 0.580 

Sand fraction -0.331 0.366 

PAW 0.409 -0.264 
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Figure 3 illustrates the plain determined by the first two components and the scatter of 

the soil profiles. Soil profiles 1, 6, 7, and 9 grouped close to each other. All of these were 

Fluvic Cambisols. Profile 5 was in the same soil group; however, it separated from all the 

profiles. The rest of the profiles (2, 3, 4, 8, and 10) were Endocalcaric Luvisols and there was 

a larger distance between them than in the Fluvic Cambisols, excluding profile 5. 

 

 
Figure 3. Ordination diagram of the PCA (Elev – elevation, Slope – slope, OM – organic 

matter, PAP – plant available phosphorus, Sa – sand fraction, and PAW – plant available 

water) 

 

The stand parameters and the PCA axes were compared with correlation analysis. Table 5 

displays the results. PCA1 was strongly positively correlated with DBM, relative DBM, and 

RC. Other variables (S, RS) showed moderate negative correlations, while N and G had 

medium positive connections, and DBH had weak negative relations. Both H and relative H 

had weak positive correlations with PCA2. The DBM, relative DBM, and G showed weak 

negative relationships. Moderate negative connections were found in relative DBH and S, 

while RC showed a medium positive correlation. Strong relation appeared between PCA2 and 

N (-) and RS (+).  
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Table 5. Correlation coefficients between PCA and stand parameters (H – mean height, 

DBH – mean diameter at breast height, N – number of trees, S – growing space, G 

– basal area, DBM – oven–dry aboveground biomass, RS – Reduction of the 

number of stems, and RC – resprouting capacity), significance level of the 

correlation is signed by asterisks (0 < *** ≤ 0.001 < ** ≤ 0.01 < * ≤ 0.05 < not 

significant) 

Variable PCA1 PCA2 

H (m) 0.17       0.28* 

Relative H (–) 0.12       0.23* 

DBH (cm) -0.22*     -0.01   

Relative DBH (–) 0.01       0.39* 

DBM (Mg ha-1) 0.72**   -0.28* 

Relative DBM (–) 0.82*** -0.23* 

N (tree ha-1) 0.30*     -0.50* 

S (m2 tree-1) -0.40*     0.38* 

G (m2 ha-1) 0.33*     -0.28* 

RS (%) -0.30*     0.50* 

RC (shoot stump-1) 0.66**   0.39* 

 

 

4  DISCUSSION 

 

This study demonstrates the site characteristics and soil properties on marginal arable land 

affect the growth of hybrid poplars in SRC. Since the yield of an SRC is a key factor for the 

establishment of these plantations, the site factors must always be considered. Mostly 

marginal arable lands are used for woody biomass production in Europe, which is expected to 

produce – in practice – 2 to 10 Mg ha-1 yr-1 dry matter (Rae et al. 2009, Niemczyk et al. 

2018). Several authors presented a much wider range of production rates (0–23 Mg ha-1 yr-1) 

in poplar plantations from Europe (Rédei et al. 2009, Paris et al. 2011, Dillen et al. 2013, 

Röhle et al. 2015, Szabó et al. 2016, Kovács 2020) and these levels coincide with yields 

reported from North America (Shifflett et al. 2016). The economic threshold of the yields is 

highly dependent on the infrastructure of the countries. In Europe, 8 Mg ha-1 yr-1 is sufficient 

(Landgraf et al. 2020), while Posza – Borbély (2018) determined it as 12 Mg ha-1 yr-1 under 

Hungarian conditions. A poplar SRC network was established in Northern Italy along a soil 

quality gradient and its yields ranged between 5 and 15 Mg ha-1 yr-1 (with irrigation and 

fertilization). In comparison, our results – without fertilization and irrigation – show slightly 

betters yields than the poor-quality sites investigated by Paris et al. (2011), while 

Schlepphorst et al. (2017) had much higher yields (13–14 Mg ha-1 yr-1) for ‘AF2’ on sites 

with no groundwater (i.e. groundwater level is deeper than 2 m from the soil surface). Di 

Matteo et al. (2015) reports 7 Mg ha-1 yr-1 average over Italy for poplar SRC, which is close to 

our results. Since our observation is based only on data from one growing season, it is a 

possibility that the average yield can reach an economically sound level over a 3–4 year 

rotation. 

Higher yields in poplars can be achieved only where the site conditions are optimal for 

poplar cultivation, (i.e. groundwater is available as a surplus water resource for the trees, the 

soil is well aerated, and there is no lack of nutrients). Suboptimal areas produce lower yields, 

and the most important factors are nutrient levels, water, and the availability of these. 

Meteorological conditions also have a significant effect on the rates of biomass production 

(Ferré et al. 2021), especially where the groundwater is below the root zone and rain is the 

only water source for the plants (Heilig et al. 2021). The average FAI of the region is higher 
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with more than one category range (1.27) than in the year of our survey (2020). The humid 

years provide better conditions for poplar SRC on sites where the groundwater level is not in 

the rooting zone. The former yields of the research plantation were 7–8 Mg ha-1 yr-1. In 2020, 

similar average yields were observed, which is promising, especially if the severe spring 

drought – 11.1 mm under 51 days – is taken into consideration which happened in that year. 

This is because the older trees have more developed root systems which can compensate for 

drought. 

The differences in growth show a close relationship with soil heterogeneity in the 

research area. The site conditions are suboptimal for poplar SRC, and this statement is 

validated by their relatively low yields compared to the economic threshold. The DBM 

production relates to the PCA1, which can be characterised as a nutrient and water availability 

gradient. This gradient indicates that the amount of biomass grown over the area is mostly 

determined by nutrient levels and their availability, and PAW in the soil. Better site 

parameters – higher values on PCA1 – provided more suitable conditions for hybrid poplars, 

along the higher values on this axis, there are higher DBM and lower RS. Since the RS was 

lower, the S is smaller, and the N is higher. Those areas where the soil is richer in fine 

particles and organic matter, with a more developed colloidal system, have higher nutrient 

levels and more stored water in the soil. This results in higher productivity of biomass above 

ground, which is in agreement with Bergante et al. (2010) and Schlepphorst et al. (2017); 

yields are determined by the water stored in the soil on marginal sites with no access to the 

groundwater (research questions I and II). However, Paris et al. (2011), found that clay 

percentage above 30% limits the growth of poplars. Nutrient levels are also important. PCA2 

is represented as soil accumulation and erosion gradient. The lower areas are dominated by 

deposits richer in sand, while the higher and steeper areas have a clayey or loamy texture and 

a smaller amount of PAP. The gradient has a low correlation with most of the stand 

parameters. Height shows a positive connection. Salehei – Maleki (2012) reported a high 

correlation between height growth and clay fraction, PAP content of the soil, which is close to 

our findings. On a plantation with a groundwater table level close to the surface (<50 cm), 

Tufekcioglu et al. (2005) described a similar correlation in PAP, but they found that clay 

content has a negative correlation with mean height growth, which can be explained by the 

poor aeration of the soil. There is a moderate positive relation between PCA2 and RS, which 

explains the disadvantages of sandy soils. The higher proportions of macropores and the 

poorer colloidal systems – therefore the lack of both mineral and organic colloids – provide 

smaller pools of available nutrients and water, which makes these sites more sensitive to 

drought. 

We set up clone specific equations to estimate biomass. However, Al Afas et al. (2008) 

found that most of the poplar clones can be described with one generalized model even over 

more rotations. Fortier et al. (2017) observed a similar trajectory of allometric equations over 

different sites and concluded that most of the poplar clones have a stronger genetic control 

than site effects on the relation between DBH and aboveground biomass. Further 

investigation of the models and a united dataset could give a more reliable model with 

broader usability, especially if former datasets – e.g. Vágvölgyi’s (2014) – are incorporated. 

The two clones show similar growth (research question III). Landgraf et al. (2020) 

reported similar results on ‘AF2’ and ‘Kopecky’ in the means of average biomass yield; 

however, the experienced RC was lower in their study, which can be explained by the higher 

RS and the enlarged growing space of the fourth rotation compared to the first and second. 

The two clones have similar traits and growth, which also supports the conclusions of Al Afas 

et al. (2008) and Fortier et al. (2017). In our findings ‘AF2’ has the higher average DBH and 

G, which is balanced by its lower timber density compared to the ‘Kopecky’. These together 

resulted in insignificant differences between yields. 
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5  CONCLUSIONS 

 

This study aimed to measure and explain the growth of a fourth rotation, heterogeneous SRC, 

planted with two poplar clones. To describe the soil diversity, we investigated soil pits and 

determined the most important physical and chemical parameters of the soil. This resulted in 

two different soil groups with different properties that can explain the difference in their 

growth. The most important soil characteristics proved to be the plant available water, soil 

reaction (pH), soil organic matter, and CaCO3 content. To obtain more evidence, the soil 

characteristics were summarised in a nutrient and water availability gradient and an erosion–

accumulation gradient. The nutrient–water availability is closely related to biomass yields 

which indicated that on a site with no access to the groundwater, the plant available water 

stored in the soil and the nutrient reservoir are dominant in determining the yields, while the 

erosion-accumulation gradient showed a weak correlation with most of the stand parameters. 

Our results demonstrate that the two clones, ‘AF2’ and ‘Kopecky’, show quite similar 

aboveground biomass production. Both clones react in the same way to marginal site and soil 

conditions. This multidisciplinary approach helps to describe the growth of an SRC 

established under suboptimal conditions, which can provide a basis for further studies and 

practice. Our results show that the site conditions are the key factors for the establishment and 

cultivation of SRC. 

 

Acknowledgements: This research was supported by the ÚNKP-19-3 New National 

Excellence Program of the Ministry for Innovation and Technology from the source of the 

National Research, Development and Innovation Fund. 
 

 

REFERENCES 
 
AL AFAS, N. – MARRON, N. – VAN DONGEN, S. – LAUREYSENS, I. – CEULEMANS, R. (2008): Dynamics 

of biomass production in a poplar coppice culture over three rotations (11 years). Forest Ecology 

and Management 255(5):1883–1891. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2007.12.010 

BASHFELD, A. – KEIM, A. (2011): Continent–wide DEM Creation for the European Union. 34th 

International Symposium of Remote Sensing of Environment. The GEOSS Era: Towards 

Operational Environmental Monitoring. Sydney, Australia, 10–15 April 2011. 

https://www.isprs.org/proceedings/2011/isrse-34/211104015Final00143.pdf (Last accessed: 

2022.03.24) 

BERGANTE, S. – FACCIOTT, G. – MINOTTA, G. (2010): Identification of the main site factors and 

management intensity affecting the establishment of Short–Rotation–Coppices (SRC) in Northern 

Italy through Stepwise regression analysis. Central European Journal of Biology 5 (4):522–530. 

https://doi.org/10.2478/s11535-010-0028-y 

BUZÁS, I. (1983): A növénytáplálás zsebkönyve. [Handbook of Plant Nutrition.] Mezőgazdasági 

Kiadó, Budapest. 232 p. (in Hungarian) 

CAMIA, A. – ROBERT, N. – JONSSON, R. – PILLI, R. – GARCÍA–CONDADO, S. – LÓPEZ–LOZANO, R. – 

VAN DER VELDE, M. – RONZON, T. – GURRÍA, P. – M’BAREK, R. – TAMOSIUNAS, S. – FIORE, G. – 

ARAUJO, R. – HOEPFFNER, N. – MARELLI, L. – GIUNTOLI, J. (2018): Biomass production, supply, 

uses and flows in the European Union. First results from an integrated assessment. Office of the 

European Union, Luxembourg 122 p. https://doi.org/10.2760/539520 

DICKMANN, D. I. (2006): Silviculture and biology of short–rotation woody crops in temperate regions: 

Then and now. Biomass and Bioenergy 30:696–705. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biombioe.2005.02.008 

DILLEN, S. Y. – DJOMO, S. N. – AL AFAS, N. – VANBEVEREN, S. – CEULEMANS, R. (2013) Biomass 

yield and energy balance of a short–rotation poplar coppice with multiple clones on degraded 

land during 16 years. Biomass and Bioenergy 56:157-165. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biombioe.2013.04.019 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2007.12.010
https://www.isprs.org/proceedings/2011/isrse-34/211104015Final00143.pdf
https://doi.org/10.2478/s11535-010-0028-y
https://doi.org/10.2760/539520
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biombioe.2005.02.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biombioe.2013.04.019


84 Heilig, D. et al. 
 

 

Acta Silv. Lign. Hung. 18 (1), 2022 

DI MATTEO, G. – NARDI, P. – VERANI, S. – SPERANDIO, G. (2015): Physiological adaptability of 

Poplar clones selected for bioenergy purposes under non–irrigated and suboptimal site conditions: 

a case study in Central Italy. Biomass and Bioneregy 81:183–189 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biombioe.2015.06.023 

DIMITRIOU, I. – BAUM, C. – BAUM, S. – BUSCH, G. – SCHULZ, U. – KÖHN, J. – LAMERSDORF, N. – 

LEINWEBER, P. – ARONSSON, P. – WEIH, M. – BERNDES, G. – BOLTE, A. (2011): Quantifying 

environmental effects of short rotation coppice (SRC) on biodiversity, soil and water. In: IEA 

Bioenergy: Task 43: Biomass Feedstock for Energy Markets. 33 p. 

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/249657008_Quantifying_environmental_effects_of_Sh

ort_Rotation_Coppice_SRC_on_biodiversity_soil_and_water (Last accessed: 2022.03.24) 

EGNÉR, H. – RIEHM, H. – DOMINGO, W.R. (1960): Untersuchungen über die chemische Bodenanalyse 

als Grundlage für die Beurteilung des Nährstoffzustandes der Böden. II. Chemische 

Extraktionsmethoden zur Phosphor– und Kaliumbestimmung. [Investigations of the chemical soil 

analysis as a basis for the assessment of the nutrient status of the soil. II. Methods of chemical 

extraction for phosphor– and potassiumdetermination.] Kungliga Lantbrukshögskolans Annaler 

26:199–215. (in German) 

EUROSTAT (2020): Renewable energy statistics. https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-

explained/index.php?title=Renewable_energy_statistics (Last accessed: 2022.03.24) 

FERRÉ, C. – MASCETTI, G. – COMOLLI, R. (2021): High–Density Poplar SRC Accumulates More Soil 

Organic Carbon Than Very–High–Density SRC. Agronomy 11 (3):584. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy11030584 

FISCHER, G. – PRIELER, S. – VAN VELTHUIZEN, H. – LENSINK, S. M. – LONDO, M. – DE WIT, M. 

(2010): Biofuel production potentials in Europe: Sustainable use of cultivated land and pastures. 

Part I: Land productivity potentials. Biomass and Bioenergy 34:159–172. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biombioe.2009.07.008 

FISCHER, M. – TRNKA, M. – KUČERA, J. – DECKMYN G. –ORSÁG, M. –SEDLÁK, P. –ŽALUD, Z. –

CEULEMANS R. (2013): Evapotranspiration of a high–density poplar stand in comparison with a 

reference grass cover in the Czech–Moravian Highlands. Agricultural and Forest Meteorology 

181:43–60. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agrformet.2013.07.004 

FORTIER, J. – TRUAX, B. – GAGNON, D. – LAMBERT, F. (2017): Allometric Equations for Estimating 

Compartment Biomass and Stem Volume in Mature Hybrid Poplars: General or Site–Specific? 

Forests 8 (9):309. https://doi.org/10.3390/f8090309 

FÜHRER, E. – HORVÁTH, L. – JAGODICS, A. – MACHON, A. – SZABADOS, I. (2011): Application of new 

aridity index in Hungarian forestry practise. Időjárás Quarterly Journal of Hungarian 

Meteorological Service 115:205–216. 

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/269099675_Application_of_a_new_aridity_index_in_H

ungarian_forestry_practice (Last accessed: 2022.03.24) 

GONZÁLEZ-GONZÁLEZ, B. D. – OLIVIERA, N. – GONZÁLEZ, I. – CANELLAS, I. – SIXTO, H. (2017): 

Poplar biomass production in short rotation under irrigation: A case study in the Mediterranean. 

Biomass and Bioenergy 107:198-206. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biombioe.2017.10.004 

HALÁSZ, G. (2006): Magyarország Erdészeti Tájai [Forestry Regions of Hungary]. Hungarian National 

Forestry Service. Budapest, Hungary. 153 p. (in Hungarian) 

HALUPA, L. – TÓTH, B. (1988): A nyár termesztése és hasznosítása. [The cultivation and utilization of 

poplar] Mezőgazda Kiadó, Budapest, Hungary, 274 p. (in Hungarian) 

HAUK, S. – WITTKOPF, S. – KNOKE, T. (2014): Analysis of commercial short rotation coppices in 

Bavaria, southern Germany. Biomass and Bioenergy, 67:401–412. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biombioe.2014.05.027 

HEILIG, D. – HEIL, B. – LEIBING, C. – RÖHLE, H. – KOVÁCS, G. (2021): Comparison of the Initial 

Growth of Different Poplar Clones on Four Sites in Western Slovakia—Preliminary Results. 

Bioenergy Research 14:374–384. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12155-020-10227-3 

IEA (2009): Energy Technology Perspectives 2010: Scenarios and Strategies to 2050. OECD 

Publishing, Paris. 708 p. https://doi.org/10.1787/energy_tech-2010-en 

IUSS WORKING GROUP WRB (2015): World Reference Soil Base for Soil Resources 2014, update 

2015 International soil classification system for naming soils and creating legends for maps 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biombioe.2015.06.023
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/249657008_Quantifying_environmental_effects_of_Short_Rotation_Coppice_SRC_on_biodiversity_soil_and_water
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/249657008_Quantifying_environmental_effects_of_Short_Rotation_Coppice_SRC_on_biodiversity_soil_and_water
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php?title=Renewable_energy_statistics
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php?title=Renewable_energy_statistics
https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy11030584
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biombioe.2009.07.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agrformet.2013.07.004
https://doi.org/10.3390/f8090309
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/269099675_Application_of_a_new_aridity_index_in_Hungarian_forestry_practice
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/269099675_Application_of_a_new_aridity_index_in_Hungarian_forestry_practice
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biombioe.2017.10.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biombioe.2014.05.027
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12155-020-10227-3
https://doi.org/10.1787/energy_tech-2010-en


Influence of soil characteristics on the growth of poplar short rotation coppice 85 
 

 

Acta Silv. Lign. Hung. 18 (1), 2022 

(English). World Soil Resources Report No. 106. FAO, Rome, Italy. 192 p. 

https://www.fao.org/3/i3794en/I3794EN.pdf (Last accessed: 2022.03.24) 

KOVÁCS, G. – HEILIG, D. – HEIL, B. (2020): Fás szárú energetikai ületvények technológiáját és 

ökonómiáját befolyásoló tényezők a gyakorlatban, [Factors influencing the technology and 

economics of short trotation coppice in practice] In: FACSKÓ, F. – KIRÁLY, G. (eds.) Soproni 

Egyetem Erdőmérnöki Kar: Tudományos közlemények, Soproni Egyetem Kiadó (2020) pp. 187–

194. (in Hungarian) http://publicatio.uni-sopron.hu/2036/1/28-TudomanyosKozlemenyek2020-

Kovacs_G-Heilig-Heil.pdf (Last accessed: 2022.03.24) 

LANDGRAF, D. – CARL, C. – NEUPERT, M. (2020): Biomass Yield of 37 Different SRC Poplar 

Varieties Grown on a Typical Site in North Eastern Germany. Forests 11 (10): 1048. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/f11101048 

LINDEGAARD, K. N. – ADAMS, P. W. R. – HOLLEY, M. – LAMLEY, A. – HENRIKSSON, A. – LARSSON, 

S. – VON ENGELBRECHTEN, H–G. – LOPEZ, G. E. – PISAREK, M. (2016): Short rotation plantations 

policy history in Europe: lessons from the past and recommendations for the future. Food and 

Energy Security 5(3):125–152. https://doi.org/10.1002/fes3.86 

MEYER, M. – TAVARES WAHREN, F. – WEBER, N. – ZALESNY, R. S. –WEIH, M. (2021): Sustainable 

Biomass Value Chains Based on Poplar Plantations in European Rural Areas. BioEnergy 

Research 14:355–356. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12155-021-10275-3 

MOTSARA, M. – ROY, R.N. (2008): Guide to laboratory establishment for plant nutrient analysis. FAO, 

Rome, Italy. 220 p. https://www.fao.org/3/i0131e/i0131e00.htm (Last accessed: 2022.03.24) 

NETZER, F. – MUELLER, C. W. – SCHEERER, U. – GRÜNER, J. – KÖGEL–KNABNER, I. – HERSCHBACH, 

C. – RENNENBERG, H. (2018): Phosphorus nutrition of Populus × canescens reflects adaptation to 

high P–availability in the soil. Tree Physiology 38 (1):6–24. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/treephys/tpx126 

NERLICH, K. – GAUDER, M. – SEIDL, F. – MASTEL, K. – MÖHRING, J. – CLAUPEIN, W. GRAEFF–

HÖNNINGER, S. (2016): Site-growth relationship of different short-rotation coppice tree species in 

southwestern Germany four years after establishment. Acta Universitatis Agriculturae et 

Silviculturae Mendelianae Brunensis 64 (4): 1219-1232. 

https://doi.org/10.11118/actaun201664041219 

NIEMCZYK, M. – KALISZEWSKI, A. – JEWIARZ, M. – WRÓBEL, M. – MUDRYK, K. (2018): Productivity 

and biomass characteristics of selected poplar (Populus spp.) cultivars under the climatic 

conditions of Northern Poland. Biomass and Bioenergy, 111:46–51. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biombioe.2018.02.002 

OLIVEIRA, N. – PERÉZ–CRUZADO, C. – CANELLAS, I. – RODRÍGUEZ–SOALLEIRO R. – SIXTO, H. 

(2020): Poplar Short Rotation Coppice Plantations under Mediterranean Conditions: The Case of 

Spain. Forests 11(5): 1352. https://doi.org/10.3390/f11121352 

OLIVEIRA, N. – RODRÍGUEZ–SOALLEIRO, R. – PERÉZ–CRUZADO, C. – CANELLAS, L. – SIXTO, H. – 

CEULEMANS, R. (2018): Above- and below-ground carbon accumulation and biomass allocation 

in poplar short rotation plantations under Mediterranean conditions. Forest Ecology and 

Management. 428:57-65. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2018.06.031 

PARIS, P. – MARESCHI, L. – SABATTI, M. – PISANELLI, A. – ECOSSE, A. – NARDIN, F. – SCARASCIA. – 

MUGNOZZA, G. (2011): Comparing hybrid Populus clones for SRF across Northern Italy after two 

biennial rotations: Survival, Growth and yield. Biomass and Bioenergy 35 (4):1524–1532. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biombioe.2010.12.050 

POSZA, B. – BORBÉLY, CS. (2018): Sustainability examination of the short rotation coppices. Acta 

Agronomica Óváriensis 59(1): 44–61. https://mek.sze.hu/images/acta/2018/59_1_2018.pdf (Last 

accessed: 2022.03.24) 

QGIS.ORG (2020): QGIS Geographic Information System. Open Source Geospatial Foundation 

Project. 

R CORE TEAM (2014): R: A language and environment for statistical computing. R Foundation for 

Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria. 

RAE, A. M. – STREET, N. R. – ROBINSON, K. M. – HARRIS, N. – TAYLOR, G. (2009): Five QTL hotspot 

for yield in short rotation coppice bioenergy poplar: The poplar Biomass Loci. BMC Plant 

Biology 9:23. https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2229-9-23 

https://www.fao.org/3/i3794en/I3794EN.pdf
http://publicatio.uni-sopron.hu/2036/1/28-TudomanyosKozlemenyek2020-Kovacs_G-Heilig-Heil.pdf
http://publicatio.uni-sopron.hu/2036/1/28-TudomanyosKozlemenyek2020-Kovacs_G-Heilig-Heil.pdf
https://doi.org/10.3390/f11101048
https://doi.org/10.1002/fes3.86
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12155-021-10275-3
https://www.fao.org/3/i0131e/i0131e00.htm
https://doi.org/10.1093/treephys/tpx126
https://doi.org/10.11118/actaun201664041219
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biombioe.2018.02.002
https://doi.org/10.3390/f11121352
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2018.06.031
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biombioe.2010.12.050
https://mek.sze.hu/images/acta/2018/59_1_2018.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2229-9-23


86 Heilig, D. et al. 
 

 

Acta Silv. Lign. Hung. 18 (1), 2022 

RÉDEI, K. – CSIHA, I. – VEPERDI, I. (2009): Energiaerdők, faültetvények új területhasznosítási 

lehetőségek. [Energy forests, woody plantations, a new land–use possibility] Magyar Tudomány 

170(2):179–184 (in Hungarian) https://www.epa.hu/00600/00691/00062/pdf/179-184.pdf (Last 

accessed: 2022.03.24) 

RÖHLE. H. – HORN, H. – MÜLLER, M. – SKIBBE, K. (2015): Site–based yield estimation and biomass 

calculation in short rotation coppice plantations. In: BUTLER MANNING, D. – BEMMANN, D. – 

BREDEMEIER, M. – LAMERSDORF, N. – AMMER, C. (eds.) Bioenergy from Dendromass for the 

Sustainable Development of Rural Areas. Wiley–VCH. Weinheim, Germany. pp. 173–186. 

https://books.google.hu/books?hl=hu&lr=&id=VhMcCQAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA173&ots=y1

OBM_S1kV&sig=czMJFNu6zF3hXS6oJ-Pq_zVMTE0&redir_esc=y#v=onepage&q&f=false 

(Last accessed: 2022.03.24) 

SALEHI, A. – MALEKI, M. (2012): Evaluation of Soil Physical and Chemical Properties in Poplar 

plantations of North of Iran. Ecologica Balkanica 4 (2): 69–76. http://web.uni-

plovdiv.bg/mollov/EB/2012_vol4_iss2/09_eb.12123.pdf (Last accessed: 2022.03.24) 

SCHAAP, M.G. – LEIJ, F.J. – VAN GENUCHTEN, M.TH. (2001): Rosetta: a computer program for 

estimating soil hydraulic parameters with hierarchical pedotransfer functions. Journal of 

Hydrology 251:163–176 https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-1694(01)00466-8 

SCHLEPPHORST, R. – HARTMANN, H. – MURACH, D. (2017): Versuchsflächen mit schnellwachsenden 

Baumarten in Brandenburg – Ertragskundliche Ergebnisse für 2006 bis 2015. [Yield of fast-

growing tree species in northeast Germany: results of research with experimental plots (2006 to 

2015)]. Landbaufroschung 67(2):93–110. (in German) 

https://doi.org/10.3220/LBF1503914261000 

SHIFFLETT, S. D. – HAZEL, D. W. – NICHOLS, E. G. (2016): Sub–soiling and Genotype Selection 

Improves Populus Productivity Grown on a North Carolina Sandy Soil. Forests 7:74. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/f7040074 

SIKKEMA, R. – PROSKURINA, S. – BANJA, M. – VAKKILAINEN, E (2021): How can solid biomass 

contribute to the EU’s renewable energy targets in 2020, 2030 and what are the GHG drivers and 

safeguards in energy– and forestry sectors? Renewable Energy 165:758–772. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2020.11.047 

SZABÓ, O. – HEIL, B. – KOVÁCS, G. (2016): Effects of nutrient supply and planting material quality on 

yield and survival rate of a short rotation coppice culture in Hungary. Agronomy Research 14 (4): 

1494–1504. http://real.mtak.hu/42954/1/Vol14_nr4_Szabo.pdf (Last accessed: 2022.03.24) 

TUFEKCIOGLU, A. – ALTUN, L. – KALAY, H. Z. – YILMAZ, M. (2005): Effects of Some Soil Properties 

on the growth of Hybrid Poplar in the Terme–Gölradi Region of Turkey. Turkish Journal of 

Agriculture and Forestry (Turkey) 29 (3):221–226. https://dergipark.org.tr/tr/download/article-

file/119935 (Last accessed: 2022.03.24) 

VÁGVÖLGYI A. (2014): Fás szárú energetikai ültetvények helyzete Magyarországon napjainkig, 

üzemeltetésük, hasznosításuk, alternatívái. [The present situation of energy forest plantations in 

Hungary– alternatives of operation and exploitation.] Doctoral thesis. Faculty of Forestry, 

University of West–Hungary, Sopron, Hungary. 195 p. (in Hungarian) http://doktori.uni-

sopron.hu/id/eprint/438/19/Vagvolgyi_DOI.pdf (Last accessed: 2022.03.24) 

VAN GENUCHTEN, M.T. (1980): A Closed–form Equation for Predicting the Hydraulic Conductivity of 

unsaturated Soils. Soil Science Society of America Journal 44:892–898 

https://doi.org/10.2136/sssaj1980.03615995004400050002x 

WALKLEY, A.J. – BLACK, I.A. (1934): An Examination of the Degtjareff Method for Determining Soil 

Organic Matter, and a Proposed Modification of the Chromic Acid Titration Method. Soil 

Science 37:29–38. https://doi.org/10.1097/00010694-193401000-00003 

ZITZMANN, F. – RODE, M. (2021): Short-Rotation Coppice Managed According to Ecological 

Guidelines—What Are the Benefits for Phytodiversity? Forests 12 (5):646. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/f12050646 

https://www.epa.hu/00600/00691/00062/pdf/179-184.pdf
https://books.google.hu/books?hl=hu&lr=&id=VhMcCQAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA173&ots=y1OBM_S1kV&sig=czMJFNu6zF3hXS6oJ-Pq_zVMTE0&redir_esc=y%23v=onepage&q&f=false
https://books.google.hu/books?hl=hu&lr=&id=VhMcCQAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA173&ots=y1OBM_S1kV&sig=czMJFNu6zF3hXS6oJ-Pq_zVMTE0&redir_esc=y%23v=onepage&q&f=false
http://web.uni-plovdiv.bg/mollov/EB/2012_vol4_iss2/09_eb.12123.pdf
http://web.uni-plovdiv.bg/mollov/EB/2012_vol4_iss2/09_eb.12123.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-1694(01)00466-8
https://doi.org/10.3220/LBF1503914261000
https://doi.org/10.3390/f7040074
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2020.11.047
http://real.mtak.hu/42954/1/Vol14_nr4_Szabo.pdf
https://dergipark.org.tr/tr/download/article-file/119935
https://dergipark.org.tr/tr/download/article-file/119935
http://doktori.uni-sopron.hu/id/eprint/438/19/Vagvolgyi_DOI.pdf
http://doktori.uni-sopron.hu/id/eprint/438/19/Vagvolgyi_DOI.pdf
https://doi.org/10.2136/sssaj1980.03615995004400050002x
https://doi.org/10.1097/00010694-193401000-00003
https://doi.org/10.3390/f12050646

