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Abstract

The increasing use of bioenergy and therefore the expanding market for biomass have boosted interest in the
establishment of short rotation plantations, where biomass could be obtained either as a production goal or as a by-
product. Biomass equations are specific to species and growing conditions; however, their development takes resources
and is time consuming. In the Baltic states, several Populus hybrids differing by a number of traits are established in
small areas; therefore, interest in generalised biomass equations is increasing. The aim of our study is to develop above-
ground biomass equations for the hybrid aspen (Populus tremula x P. tremuloides) and the hybrid poplar (Populus
balsamifera x P. laurifolia) in Latvia and to test their robustness regarding tree age and stand density.

Sample trees were collected during the winter period in four stands located on mineral soil with normal moisture
regime and similar fertility (corresponding to the Oxalidosa forest type) in the central part of Latvia. In total, 82
hybrid aspen trees from 12 to 19 years of age and 16 hybrid poplar trees from 62 to 64 years of age were sampled.

Differences in the above-ground biomass in both Populus hybrids for trees with similar dimensions were non-
significant; however, a noticeable difference in biomass allocation was found. Stem biomass formed 69% and 90% of the
above-ground biomass (in leaf-less state) for hybrid aspens and hybrid poplars, respectively. Present biomass equations
for the hybrid aspen significantly underestimate the real above-ground biomass by 8% to 24%. All of the developed
biomass estimation models were statistically significant (p < 0.01), and the R-squared values ranged from 0.85 to 0.96
for hybrid poplars and from 0.96 to 0.98 for hybrid aspens, suggesting good explanatory power. The developed equation
based on the hybrid aspen might be applied to the hybrid poplar without significant error.

Key words: hybrid aspen, hybrid poplar, biomass allocation.

Introduction

Renewable energy is increasingly used to reduce the
impact on climate (replacing fossil materials) and to ensure
energy independence. The goal for the European Union is
to reach 20% of the total energy consumption produced
from renewable sources by 2020 (2009/28/EC), and more than
half of it could be produced from biomass (Beurskens and
Hekkenberg 2011). Notable areas of abandoned agricultural
lands are available in the Baltic states — in Latvia, approxi-
mately 340,000 ha or ca. 11% of the total area of agricultural
lands (Kviese 2013) is suitable for the establishment of short-
rotation plantations of Populus species and their hybrids.

The first trials to study the growth of Populus hybrids
in the Baltic States were established between the World Wars,
and then in the 1960s and 1990s (Zviedris 1948, Salins 1971,
Mangalis 1998). Research activities on hybrid aspens
(Populus tremula % P. tremuloides) have been revived at
the end of the previous century and the beginning of this

century (Tullus et al. 2012) followed by the establishment of
notable areas of new plantations, especially in Lithuania. In
order to predict the potential amount of energy wood (chips)
available from these plantations as well as to estimate the
financial return for the owner, it is important to estimate the
above-ground biomass of these plantations as well as the
plantations of other hybrids. Populus tremula x
P, tremuloides is the most common Populus hybrid in North-
ern Europe (Liesebach et al. 1999, Beuker 2000, Rytter and
Stener 2005, Stenvall 2006, Tullus et al. 2007, Tullus et al.
2012). It occupies ca. 4,500 ha from total of ca. 5,000 ha of
Populus plantations in this region (Rytter et al. 2013). Still,
there is a lack of biomass equations for mature stands even
for this hybrid, especially in Northern Europe (Hjelm and
Johansson 2012). Biomass accumulation and allocation is
influenced by species, hybrid, and even clones (Ketterings
etal. 2001, Fang et al. 2007, Somogyi et al. 2007, Afas et al.
2008); therefore, hybrid-specific biomass equations might
be needed to obtain precise estimates on the biomass of
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mature stands. Development of equations for every specific
circumstance (site, fertility and spacing) would be unrealis-
tically time- and resource- consuming; therefore, general-
ised biomass equations are a common practise. It might in-
clude trees with a wide range of diameter at breast height
(DBH), height, and age, corresponding to several species
and growth conditions (Wang et al. 1995, Clendenen 1996,
Scarascia-Mugnozza et al. 1997, Zabek and Prescott 2006,
Johansson and Karaci¢ 2011) and might be based on several
equations from different regions (Pastor et al. 1984).

Several studies have demonstrated the good fit of
biomass equations developed for different ranges of stand
parameters on empirical data. For instance, Johansson (2002)
developed a biomass equation for P. tremula, based on trees
with a DBH amplitude of more than 20 cm. Similarly, Wang et
al. (1995) proposed a biomass equation for P. tremuloides
with a 90-year age amplitude. Equations for poplar hybrid
families grown in contrasting edaphic and climatic condi-
tions in three sites in Europe were developed by Dillen et al.
(2007). Johansson and Karaci¢ (2011) found a model suit-
able to different soil conditions and locations of poplar hy-
brids grown in Sweden. Similarly, Rock (2007) and Afas et al.
(2008) found several biomass models that might be suitable
for application to another species within Populus genus.
Moreover, Jenkins et al. (2003) developed above-ground
biomass equations for groups of species merged from dif-
ferent genera. However, equations developed in a particular
set of conditions seldom can be generalised without signifi-
cant error (Ketterings et al. 2001, Zianis et al. 2005, Albaugh
et al. 2009) and testing is needed to establish the limits of
generalisation. To our knowledge, this is the first study con-
cerning generalisation of biomass equations for Populus
hybrids in the Baltic States.

The aim of our study is to develop above-ground
biomass equations of the hybrid aspen (Populus tremula
P, tremuloides) and the hybrid poplar (Populus balsamifera
x P. laurifolia) in Latvia and to test their robustness regard-
ing tree age and stand density. We hypothesised that devel-
oped biomass equations might be successfully applicable
within Populus hybrids.

Materials and Methods

Study site and sampling

Two stands of Populus tremula X P. tremuloides and
two stands of Populus balsamifera x P. laurifolia growing
in the central part of Latvia were studied (Figure 1). The
stands are located on mineral soil with normal moisture and
similar fertility (corresponding to the Oxalidosa forest type).
The climate in the studied sites is characterised as mild with
amean monthly temperature range from ca. - 3.5 °C and ca.
+ 15.4 °C in January and July, respectively. Mean annual
precipitation is ca. 620 mm. The highest monthly precipita-
tion occurs in the summer months (May—September). The

vegetation period usually extends from mid-April to mid-
October (Klavins and Rodinov 2010).

ASaIaspiIs

A Hybrid aspen
< Hybrid poplar © 100
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Figure 1. Location of the study sites

Parameters of selected stands are summarised in Table
1. No thinning has been carried out in the sites prior to
measurements.

Table 1. Description of stands and trees used in the study

Density, Mean of sample trees
Hybrid Location trees-ha'! N Age P
Initial Current DBH,cm H, m
Hybrid Auce 5000 489 9 62 376+35 265+05
poplar Skede 5000 519 15 64 403129 279+0.7
Hybrid Ukri 1100 898 67 12 139+0.3 158+0.2
aspen Salaspils 670 442 13 19 295+16 248+0.3

N = Number of sample trees; DBH = Diameter at breast height;
H = Height.

All sampling was done in the winter 0f2013/2014 (No-
vember—February). Trees were felled, cut into 0.5 m long
sections, and weighed. Regardless of the age of the hybrid
poplar, no wood damage caused by rot was observed for the
sampled trees. The living branches from each quarter of the
living crown and the dead branches were separately weighed.
Five sample disks (the first at 1.3 m and one more after each
fifth part from the rest of the tree height) from the stem as
well as four samples of branches from the mid-part of each
quarter of the living crown of the trees were taken for as-
sessment of relative humidity. In the laboratory, samples
from the wood and the respective bark sections were ana-
lysed together according to standard LVS CEN/TS 14774-2.

Statistical analysis

Dry biomass of the components (stem and living
branches) was calculated as a weighted average from the
acquired relative humidity values and the measured weights
of the respective parts (each fifth of the stem and quarter of
the living crown) using the sum of the measured weight of
the respective parts as weights. Very large variations both
in the relative humidity and the measured biomass of dry
branches were found; therefore, they were not used in fur-
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ther analyses to minimise the error of the estimates. Dry
biomass equations were derived by linear regression mod-
els (including logarithmic, exponential, and power functions)
using several independent variables: DBH, H, DBH"!, H',
DBH?, H?, DBH*H, DBH**H, DBH*H?, DBH**H?, H,, L
DBH*L_, where DBH is the diameter at breast height, H is
the height, H, is the height of the first living branch, and L
is the length of the living crown. Intercorrelated variables
(such as H, DBH, and their derivations) were not included
simultaneously to avoid multicollinearity. Fit and lack-of-fit
statistics were used to evaluate the regression models. Co-
efficient of determination (R?), adjusted coefficient of deter-
mination (adj. R?), standard error of the residuals, and Akaike
information criteria were used to assess the fit to the empiri-
cal data and model quality. The normality of residuals of
regression models were assessed visually and statistically
using Shapiro-Wilk’s normality test.

Due to similar age, dimensions, and growth conditions,
both poplar stands were analysed together, but above-
ground biomass models for hybrid aspens were built sepa-
rately for each of the stands, differing by the tree age (12
and 19 years) and dimensions. Consequently, they were
applied to the other age group and fit to the empirical data
estimated. The equation based on young (12 years) hybrid
aspen trees showed a good fit to the empirical data of the
older trees. However, the generalised equation showed the
best fit if the small and large trees were pooled. Empirical
data of hybrid aspens were used to test the fit of already
published biomass equations for the hybrid aspen and both
of its parental species (Table 2). All tested equations con-
tained DBH as an independent variable, and DBH ranged
from the original data covering 66.2%, 82.3%, and 100% of
DBH of the sampled trees. A #-test was used to assess the
differences in the mean biomass between ages, hybrids, and
estimates of equations. Pearson’s correlation coefficient was
used as a measure of linear dependence between empirical
values and estimates of acquired models. Statistical analy-
ses were performed using R 3.0.2 (R Core Team 2013).

trees with like dimensions (D ranged 19.0 cm—37.9 cm, H ranged
18.0 m—30.1 m; Figure 2). A noticeable difference in biomass
allocation was found. The stem formed 69% of the above-
ground biomass for the hybrid aspen, while for the hybrid
poplar, it exceeded 90% (Figure 2). The proportion of stem
when comparing the hybrid aspen stands with spacing 3 [ 3
and 3 5 m was 77% and 70%, respectively (data not shown).
Larger trees of both hybrids tended to allocate higher propor-
tions of biomass in branches (Figure 3).

All the provided models as well as their coefficient es-
timates were statistically significant (P < 0.01, Table 3). For

700 -
Oliving branches

600 - @stem

Figure 2. Differences in
above-ground biomass for
trees with similar diame-
ter (range 19.0 cm— 37.9
cm) and height (range 200
18.0 m—-30.1 m). Error 100 -
bars represent 95% con-
fidence intervals
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Figure 3. Biomass allocation according to diameter groups
(cm) for the hybrid aspen and the hybrid poplar

Table 2. Biomass equations used to test

. DBH .
the fit to empirical data Reference Function a b R range, cm Species
Rock (2007) W=a*DP 0.0519 2.545 0.941 13.2-33.0 P. tremula x
P. tremuloides
Johansson (2002) W=a*e®'D) 8143108 0.012749 095 11.0-35.6 P.tremula
Pastor et al. W=eDP  4.4564 2.4486 0.992 1.0-39.6 P. tremuloides
(1984)

DBH = Diameter at breast height.

Results

Mean above-ground biomass of hybrids in leafless state
reached 56.9+ 6.5 kg,422.1 +104.0kg, and 893.9+ 198.8 kg per
tree for 12- and 19-year-old hybrid aspen and hybrid poplar
trees (62-64 years), respectively. However, regardless of the
uneven age, both Populus hybrids had similar biomass for

the hybrid aspen, the best models for estimation of dry
biomass of the stem and the total above-ground biomass
were linear models with DBH**H as an independent vari-
able. The mean biomass of 19-year-old trees, estimated with
the equation acquired from the 12-year-old trees, was similar
to the empirical data (P = 0.85), and the gradient of the re-
gression line was very close to that of the equation acquired
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from the 19-year-old trees (Figure 4, Table 4). In contrast,
the biomass equation acquired from the 19-year-old trees
significantly (P < 0.01) underestimated the mean biomass of
12-year-old (smaller dimension) trees (Figure 5). If estimates
of stem biomass were compared, the equation acquired from
19-year-old trees significantly (P <0.01) overestimated the
stem biomass of younger trees. Equations based on above-
ground biomass data from both stands together showed the
best fit for smaller and larger trees with acceptable (2.7%—
4.2%) deviation in the mid classes (Table 4). The biomass of
hybrid aspen branches was best described by the power
equation of the DBH (Table 3).

Strong evidence of a linear relationship between DBH
(also DBH?**H) and stem biomass was found for the hybrid
poplar; however, the residual statistics showed deviations
from the linear model assumptions. Therefore, the best model
for estimation of dry stem biomass was a power regression
model, using DBH as an independent variable (Table 3),
which showed just slightly worse results in the fit and lack-
of-fit statistics, but was noticeably improved in the residual
statistics. In the case of the dry biomass of living branches,
three outliers that had Cook’s distance > 0.5 were excluded
for the hybrid poplar; thus, the statistical properties of the
equations improved. Still, all the models violated the as-

Table 3. Summary of the ac-

; 5 Hybrid Biomass Equa- Independent DBH H
quired equations compo- tion variable a b RZ N range, ra:;ge,
nent cm

Hybrid ABL m=a+bx DBH?2*H, -2.173 189.372 098 62 9-37 10.8-27
aspen m?
Hybrid ST m=a+bx DBH2*H, 5.752 126.246 098 76  9-37 10.8-27
aspen m3
Hybrid LB m=ax® DBH, mm 0 3.074 096 63 9-37 10.8-27
aspen
Hybrid ST m=ax® DBH, m 3886 1.778 096 24 23-57 2249-31.70
poplar
Hybrid LB m=a+bx DBH2Le,md -17.2 58.66 0.85 21 23-57 22.49-30.60
poplar
Hybrid  ABL m=ax® DBH, m 5148.91 1.9367 096 24 23-57 22.49-31.70
poplar

Table 4. Differences between

N = Number of trees; DBH = Diameter at breast height; H = Height; ST = Stem; LB = Living
branches; ABL = Aboveground living; Lcr = Length of the crown.

DBH range, cm

real (empirical values) and es- Equation S
timated (equations) above- 9.0-13.9 14.0-18.9 19.0-23.9 24.0-289 29.0-33.9 34.0-38.9 9.0-38¢
. . (total)
ground biomass of the hybrid
aspen Based on
12-year-old 4.6 % -0.2% 1.5% 2.8% 11% -0.9 % 23%
trees
Based on
19-year-old -12.2% -7.3% 12% 3.8% 2.7 % 0.8 % 7.6 %
trees
Sasedonall 32%  -02%  27% 42% 26 % 06%  19%
DBH = Diameter at breast height.
800 - y 140 -
© empiricalvalues °
estimated from 12-year-old trees
700 . estimated from 19-year-old trees o 120
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g % 100
& £
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Figure 4. Above-ground biomass of 19-year-old hybrid aspens

N
o

estimated from 12-year-old trees

L estimated from 19-year-old trees
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DBH2*H, m?

Figure 5. Above-ground biomass of 12-year-old hybrid aspens
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sumption of constant error variance. Nevertheless, the best
model was a linear equation using DBH**L__ as an independ-
ent variable (Table 3). Despite variability in the dry biomass
of living branches, the relationship of total dry above-
ground biomass was similar to that of the stem. The power
regression model using DBH as the independent variable
was the best model in each step of the evaluation.

Equations developed for the hybrid aspen worked quite
well for the hybrid poplar, and no significant differences
were found for the mean above-ground biomass of the hy-
brid poplar between empirical and estimated values with the
equation of the hybrid aspen (P = 0.71, Figure 6). However,
when the equation developed for the hybrid poplar for the
above-ground biomass was applied to the hybrid aspen, the
result was overestimated (Figure 6). When only trees with
similar dimensions (DBH = 23 cm—36 cm; 12 trees from each
hybrid) were selected, the total above-ground biomass of
hybrids was similar (P-value > 0.05, Figure 2).

2100 7 _ = hybrid aspen estimates by hybrid poplar equation

~~~~~~ hybrid poplar estimates by hybrid aspen equation
@ empirical values, hybrid aspen
4 empirical values, hybrid poplar
——estimate of hybrid aspen
——-estimate of hybrid poplar

1800 - a

kg

1500

N
N
[=3
o

Above-ground biomass
©
o
o

DBH?*H, m®

Figure 6. Fit of biomass equations of the hybrid aspen and
the hybrid poplar

None of the previously published equations fit our
hybrid aspen data (Figure 7). The equation by Rock (2007)
significantly underestimated the biomass in all DBH ranges
(P <0.01) by 24% on average. In addition, the equation by
Pastor et al. (1984) underestimated it significantly (P <0.01);
however, the difference was observed mainly for the largest
trees (DBH > 18 cm), where the biomass was underestimated
by 14%. Values obtained from the equation by Johansson
(2002) did not differ significantly from the empirical ones
(P =0.77). However, this estimate deviated from the real val-
ues noticeably (Figure 7), underestimating the biomass by
8% in total, while overestimating the biomass of larger trees
(> 32 cm) by 24%.

Discussion and Conclusions

The living crown components have been reported to
have high variation, in comparison to stem and whole tree

1800 .
o empirical values

1600 | ——equation by Rock (2000)
------ equation by Johansson (2002) °
— — equation by Pastor et al. (1984) ° 5

1400
1200
1000

Stem biomass, kg

0.22 0.32 0.42 0.52
DBH, m

Figure 7. Accuracy of existing equations (Table 2) to pre-
dict the above-ground biomass of the hybrid aspen

biomass (Johnstone and Peterson 1980), as confirmed by
our study. Therefore, the equation for the estimation of dry
biomass of living branches should be used cautiously. The
great variability in the dry biomass of living branches could
be explained by the weaker relation to tree DBH compared to
the diameter at the crown base (Johnstone and Peterson
1980) and the local conditions (i.e., competition index) (Wang
et al. 2002, Zabek and Prescott 2006), affecting both the
amount of branches produced as well as their diameters and,
consequently, time of death. However, none of the least char-
acteristics can be readily measured, and thus are not likely
to be applied in practise.

The proportion of stem and total above-ground biomass
of the hybrid aspen in Latvia was similar to that reported in
Sweden (83%—85% at the age of 25 years) and Estonia (58%—
86%, mean 73%) (Rytter 2006, Tullus et al. 2009). Similarly,
the smallest hybrid poplars (DBH 19 cm—28 cm) had signifi-
cantly higher proportions of stem biomass than the largest
(DBH 49 cm—58 cm) at 95% and 83%, respectively (Figure 3).
The proportion of the stem from the biomass of a tree for the
hybrid poplar was slightly higher in our study than the range
of values reported from 41 stands at the mean age of 20
years (oldest: 73 years, second-oldest: 41 years) in Sweden,
where the stem accounted for 51% to 90%, with a mean
value of 75%, from the total biomass (with leaves) (Johansson
and Karaci¢ 2011). However, the biomass of the stem and
branches might be inversely and compensatorily related
(Bickelhaupt et al. 1973), thus resulting in a similar above-
ground biomass, which is different in its allocation, as also
shown in our study of trees of both hybrids with similar
dimensions (Figure 2).

Genotype has a major influence on crown architecture
(Ceulemans et al. 1990), and the hybrid aspen showed a
higher share of branches than the hybrid poplar. Similarly,
differences in biomass allocation between Populus hybrids
have been found in studies by Wu and Stettler (1998) and
Waullschleger et al. (2005). Alternatively, the age of the trees
might play a role. The proportion of branches decreases as
a stand ages (Wang et al. 2002), and a noticeable contrast in
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the age of the hybrid aspen and the hybrid poplar might be
the reason for differences in the stem-to-branches ratio for
trees with the same dimensions (Figure 2). Moreover, wood
density increases with age (Yanchuk et al. 1983, Yanchuk et
al. 1984, Fang et al. 2004), suggesting higher biomass for
older trees of the same size (Figure 2).

The proportion of branches was related to the size of
the tree; both hybrids showed increasing proportions of
branches for trees with larger DBH (Figure 3), in contrast to
the results reported by Tullus et al. (2009) for young (7-year-
old) hybrid aspens. A rapid increase in the proportion of
living branches was observed from the DBH group 19 cm—
28 cm to 29 cm—38 cm (Figure 3) that suits other studies
(Johansson 2002, Wang et al. 2002, Zabek and Prescott 2006).
Trees grown in higher densities allocate higher proportions
of biomass in the stem (DeBell et al. 1996, Karaci¢ 2005, Fang
et al. 2007, Christersson 2010); therefore, it might be the
reason for the above-ground biomass underestimation of
12-year-old hybrid aspen trees, when the equation devel-
oped for older trees was applied (Figure 4). Thus, biomass
equations based on older trees calculate more weight on the
proportion of stem, resulting in an underestimation of the
total above-ground biomass.

In contrast, the equation based on young (12 years)
hybrid aspen trees showed a good fit to the empirical data of
older trees (Figure 5). Similarly, Pastor et al. (1984) found
more accurate predictions based on equations developed
for smaller trees. However, the small sample size used to
develop the biomass equations might be the cause for the
bias, thus generalised equations might provide more reli-
able results (Clendenen 1996), as confirmed in our study
(Table 4).

Biomass equations based on hybrid aspen trees showed
good fit to the empirical data of the hybrid poplar (Figure 6).
In contrast, the equation for the hybrid poplar overestimated
the biomass when applied to the empirical data of the hybrid
aspen (Figure 6). The medium and large trees contribute most
in the development of biomass equations in old stands
(Wang et al. 2002), and this effect is specially facilitated by
the power form of DBH as an independent variable. Thus,
the equation was less precise in the estimation of small trees
conforming to dimensions of the hybrid aspen. Use of the
independent variable DBH?*H provides more reliable results
for stem biomass than most commonly used DBH, since it
represents volume (Freedman et al. 1982). However, the tree
height obtained is closely related to DBH, thus non-signifi-
cantly affecting the precision of estimates (Niklas 1994), and
all applied equations contain DBH as the only variable (Ta-
ble 2). Nonlinear functions used in the equation by Rock
(2007) and Pastor et al. (1984) are strongly determined by
medium and large sample trees (Wang et al. 2002), which
also contained larger proportions of branches (Figure 3).
Thus, the application of these equations to data with a lin-
ear structure resulted in underestimation. In contrast, the

equation by Johansson (2002) underestimated small and
medium trees and substantially overestimated the biomass
of large trees, most probably due to its exponential form. In
contrast to our results (Figure 7), in the study by Rock (2007),
equations by Johansson (2002) and Pastor et al. (1984) and
equations based on his empirical data (Equation 1 in this
study) overestimated the total above-ground biomass.

The study resulted in equations describing the above-
ground biomass of the hybrid aspen (Populus tremula [ P.
tremuloides) and the hybrid poplar (Populus balsamifera [
P, laurifolia) in Latvia. Our hypothesis was partly confirmed,
and the equation based on the hybrid aspen might be ap-
plied to the hybrid poplar without significant error. How-
ever, they cannot be applied vice versa.

Acknowledgements

This research was conducted as a part of the Euro-
pean Regional Development Funds Project “Fast-grow-
ing tree plantations: Development of methods of establish-
ment and management and assessment of suitability of wood
for production of pellets” (No 2DP/2.1.1.1/13/APIA/
VIAA/031).

References

Afas, N.A., Marron, N., Van Dongen, S., Laureysens, I.
and Ceulemans, R. 2008. Dynamics of biomass pro-
duction in a poplar coppice culture over three rotations
(11 years). Forest Ecology and Management 255: 1883—
1891.

Albaugh, T., Bergh, J., Lundmark, T., Nilsson, U., Stape,
J. L., Allen, L. H. and Linder, S. 2009. Do biological
expansion factors adequately estimate stand-scale above-
ground component biomass for Norway spruce? Forest
Ecology and Management 258: 2628-2637.

Beuker, E. 2000. Aspen breeding in Finland, New challenges.
Baltic Forestry 6(2): 81-84.

Beurskens, L.W.M. and Hekkenberg, M. 2011. Renewable
energy projections as published in the national renewable
energy action plans of the European member states: Sum-
mary report. European Environment Agency, 244 pp.

Bickelhaupt, D.H., Leaf, A.L. and Richards, N.A. 1973.
Effect of branching habit on aboveground dry weight es-
timates of Acer saccharum stands. In: Young, H.E. (Ed.):
IUFRO Biomass Studies. University of Maine, Orono,
MN, p. 221-230.

Ceulemans, R., Stettler, R.F., Hinckley, T.M., Isebrands,
J.G. and Heilman, P.E. 1990. Crown architecture of
Populus clones as determined by branch orientation and
branch characteristics. Tree Physiology 7: 157-167.

Christersson, L. 2010. Wood production potential in poplar
plantations in Sweden. Biomass and Bioenergy 34: 1289—
1299.

Clendenen, G.W. 1996. Use of harmonized equations to es-
timate above-ground woody biomass of two hybrid pop-
lar clones in the Pacific Northwest. Biomass and Bioen-
ergy 11: 475-482.

DeBell, D.S., Clendenen, G.W., Harrington, C.A and
Zasada, J.C.1996. Tree growth and stand development
in short-rotation Populus plantings: 7-year results for two

[N 2017, Vol. 23, No. 2 (45) I IssN 2029-2230

512



BALTIC FORESTRY

I ABOVE-GROUND BIOMASS EQUATIONS OF POPULUS HYBRIDS IN LATVIA [N A. JANSONS ET AL. I

clones at three spacings. Biomass and Bioenergy 11:
253-269.

Dillen, S.Y., Marrona, N., Bastien, C., Ricciotti, L., Salani,
F., Sabatti, M., Pinel, M.P.C., Rae, A. M., Taylor, G.
and Ceulemans, R. 2007. Effects of environment and
progeny on biomass estimations of Give hybrid poplar fami-
lies grown at three contrasting sites across Europe. Forest
Ecology and Management 252: 12-23.

Fang, S., Xue, J. and Tang, L. 2007. Biomass production and
carbon sequestration potential in poplar plantations with
different management patterns. Journal of Environmen-
tal Management 85: 672-679.

Fang, S., Yang, W. and Fu, X. 2004. Variation of microfibril
angle and its correlation to wood properties in poplars.
Journal of Forestry Research 15(4): 261-267.

Freedman, B., Duinker, P.N., Barclay, H., Morash, R. and
Prager, U. 1982. Forest biomass and nutrient studies in
central Nova Scotia. Information Report MX-134, Mar-
itimes Forest Research Centre, Canada, 100 pp.

Hjelm, B. and Johansson T. 2012. Volume equations for
poplars growing on farmland in Sweden. Scandinavian
Journal of Forest Research 27: 561-566.

Jenkins, J.C., Chojnacky, D.C., Heath, L.S. and Birdsey
R.A. 2003. National-scale biomass estimators for United
States tree species. Forest Science 49(1): 12-35.

Johansson, T. 2002. Increment and biomass in 26- to 91-year-
old European aspen and some practical implications. Bi-
omass and Bioenergy 23(4): 245-55.

Johansson, T. and Karacdié, A. 2011. Increment and biomass
in hybrid poplar and some practical implications. Biomass
and Bioenergy 35: 1925-1934.

Johnstone, W.D. and Peterson, E.B. 1980. Above-ground
component weights in Alberta Populus stands. Environ-
ment Canada, Canadian Forestry Service, Northern For-
est Research Centre, Edmonton, Alberta. Information
Report NOR-X-226, 23 p.

Karacié, A. 2005. Production and ecological aspects of short
rotation poplars in Sweden. Doctoral thesis. Sveriges lan-
tbruksuniv., Acta Universitatis agriculturae Sueciae, Upp-
sala, 42 pp.

Ketterings, Q.M., Coe, R., van Noordwijk, M., Ambagau,
Y. and Palm, A. 2001. Reducing uncertainty in the use
of allometric biomass equations for predicting above-
ground tree biomass in mixed secondary forests. Forest
Ecology and Management 146: 199-209.

Klavins, M. and Rodinov, V. (2010). Influence of large-scale
atmospheric circulation on climate in Latvia. Boreal
Environment Research 15: 533-543.

Kviese, R. 2013. Lauksaimniecibas situacijas apraksts un no-
zares vajadzibu analize Latvijas Lauku attistibas plana
2014.-2020. gadam izstradei [Description of the agricul-
tural situation and analysis of the sector needs for Rural
Development Plan 2014-2020]. Valsts Lauku tikla, Riga,
57 pp. (in Latvian). Available online at: http:/www.
laukutikls.lv/nozares/raksti/lauksaimniecibas-situacijas-
apraksts-un-nozares-vajadzibu-analize-lap-2014-2020-gad-
am.

Liesebach, M., von Wuehlisch, G. and Muhs, H.J. 1999.
Aspen for short-rotation coppice plantations on agricul-
tural sites in Germany: Effect of spacing and rotation time
on growth and biomass production of aspens progenies.
Forest Ecology and Management 121: 25-39.

Mangalis I. 1998. Vai audz€sim papeles? [Should we grow
poplars?] Praktiskais Latvietis 5: 10. (in Latvian)

Niklas, K.J. 1994. Plant allometry. The scaling of form and
process. University of Chicago Press, Chicago, USA,
412 pp.

Pastor, J., Aber, J.D. and Melillo, J.M. 1984. Biomass pre-
diction using generalized allometric regressions for some
northeast tree species. Forest Ecology and Management
7(4): 265-274.

R Core Team. 2013. R: A4 language and environment for sta-
tistical computing. R Foundation for Statistical Comput-
ing, Vienna, Austria. Available online at: http://www.R-
project.org/.

Rock, J. 2007. Suitability of published biomass equations for
aspen in Central Europe — Results from a case study. Bi-
omass and Bioenergy 31: 299-307.

Rytter, L. 2006. A management regime for hybrid aspen stands
combining conventional forestry techniques with early
biomass harvests to exploit their rapid early growth.
Forest Ecology and Management 236: 422-426.

Rytter, L. and Stener, L.G. 2005. Productivity and thinning
effects in hybrid aspen (Populus tremula L x P. tremu-
loides Michx.) stands in southern Sweden. Forestry 78:
285-295.

Rytter, L., Johansson, K., Karlsson, B. and Stener, L.G.
2013. Tree species, genetics and regeneration for bio-
energy feedstock in Northern Europe. In: Kellomiki, S.,
Kilpeldinen, A. and Alam, A. (Eds.): Forest BioEnergy
Production. Management, Carbon Sequestration and Adap-
tion. Springer, New York, p. 7-39.

Salin§, S. 1971. Specialo kultiru veidi [Special forest planta-
tions]. In: Bu$s, M. and Mangalis, 1. (Eds.): Meza kultiras
[Forest plantations]. Zvaigzne, Riga, p. 379-4009.

Scarascia-Mugnozza, G.E., Ceulemans, R., Heilman,
P.E., Isebrands, J.G., Stettler, R.F. and Hinckley T.M.
1997. Production physiology and morphology of Popu-
lus species and their hybrids grown under short rotation.
II. Biomass components and harvest index of hybrid and
parental species clones. Canadian Journal of Forest Re-
search 27: 285-294.

Somogyi, Z., Cienciala, E., Mikipidi, R., Muukkonen, P.,
Lehtonen, A. and Weiss, P. 2007. Indirect methods of
large — scale forest biomass estimation. European Jour-
nal of Forest Research 126: 197-207.

Stenvall, N. 2006. Multiplication of hybrid aspen (Populus
tremula L. x P. tremuloides Michx.) from cuttings. Aca-
demic Dissertation, University of Helsinki, Faculty of
Agriculture and Forestry, 33 pp.

Tullus, A., Tullus, H., Vares, A. and Kanal, A. 2007. Early
growth of hybrid aspen (Populus wettsteinii Hamet-Ahti)
plantations on former agricultural lands in Estonia. For-
est Ecology and Management 245: 118-129.

Tullus, A., Tullus, H., Soo, T. and Péarn, L. 2009. Above-
ground biomass characteristics of young hybrid aspen
(Populus tremula L. x P. tremuloides Michx.) plantations
on former agricultural land in Estonia. Biomass and
Bioenergy 33: 1617-1625.

Tullus, A., Rytter, L., Tullus, T., Weih, M. and Tullus, H.
2012. Short-rotation forestry with hybrid aspen (Popu-
lus tremula L. x P. tremuloides Michx.) in Northern Eu-
rope. Scandinavian Journal of Forest Research 27:
10-29.

Wang, J.R., Zhong, A.L., Comeau, P., Tsze, M. and Kim-
mins, J.P. 1995. Aboveground biomass and nutrient ac-
cumulation in an age sequence of aspen (Populus tremu-
loides) stands in the Boreal White and Black Spruce Zone,
British Columbia. Forest Ecology and Management 78:
127-138.

Wang, J.R., Zhong, A.L and Kimmins, J.P. 2002. Biomass
estimation errors associated with the use of published
regression equations of paper birch and trembling aspen.
Northern Journal of Applied Forestry 19(3): 128-136.

[N 2017, Vol. 23, No. 2 (45) I IsSN 2029-2230

513



BALTIC FORESTRY

[ ABOVE-GROUND BIOMASS EQUATIONS OF POPULUS HYBRIDS IN LATVIA [ A. JANSONS ET AL.

Wu, R. and Stettler, R.F. 1998. Quantitative genetics of
growth and development of Populus. 1II. Phenotypic
plasticity of crown structure and function. Heredity 81:
299-310.

Waullschleger, S.D., Yin, T.M., DiFazio, S.P., Tschaplin-
ski, T.J., Gunter, L.E., Davis, M.F. and Tuskan, G.A.
2005. Phenotypic variation in growth and biomass dis-
tribution for two advanced-generation pedigrees of hy-
brid poplar. Canadian Journal of Forest Research 35(8):
1779-1789.

Yanchuk, A.D., Dancik, B.P. and Micko, M.M. 1983. In-
traclonal variation in wood density of trembling aspen in
Alberta. Wood and Fibre Science 15(4): 387-394.

Yanchuk, A.D., Dancik, B.P. and Micko, M.M. 1984. Varia-
tion and heritability of wood density and fibre lenght of
trembling aspen in Alberta, Canada. Silvae Genetica
33(1): 11-16.

Zabek, L.M. and Prescott, C.E. 2006. Biomass equations and
carbon content of aboveground leafless biomass of hy-
brid poplar in Coastal British Columbia. Forest Ecology
and Management 223: 291-302.

Zianis, D., Muukkonen, P., Makipaa, R. and Mencucci-
ni, M. 2005. Biomass and stem volume equations for tree
species in Europe. Silva Fennica Monographs 4: 1-63.

Zviedris, A. 1948. Papelu stadijumi Latvijas PSR mezos [Pop-
lar plantations in Latvia]. Latvijas PSR Zinatyu Akadeé-
mijas Vestis 10(15): 117-122. (in Latvian).

Received 10 July 2014
Accepted 14 February 2016

[N 2017, Vol. 23, No. 2 (45) I IssN 2029-2230

514



