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Abstract
& Introduction The mortality of nursery-grown beech
(Fagus sylvatica L.) seedlings after out planting into the
field is usually high.
& Objectives The goal of this study was to characterize the
response of beech seedlings to planting stress and to test if
soil amendment with a mixture of hydrogel and the
ectomycorrhizal fungus Paxillus involutus could rescue
the establishment of stressed plants. For this purpose, bare-
rooted, dormant seedlings were exposed for 0, 2 and 6 h to
air before planting.
& Results Water loss in response to air exposure caused
increasing concentrations of soluble carbohydrates in buds
and fine roots suggesting only passive of osmoprotection.
Short-term exposure for 2 h delayed bud burst in spring,
whereas long-term stress for 6 h also increased mortality.
Growth of the seedlings in amended soil improved plant
performance compared with plant grown in untreated soil.
In particular, mycorrhizal colonization, plant water status
and biomass increased, whereas carbohydrate storage pools
were decreased. Total plant nitrogen allocated to leaves but

not the nitrogen or carbohydrate concentrations were
correlated with the degree of ectomycorrhizal colonization.
& Conclusion This suggests that soil amendment enhanced
nitrogen uptake via ectomycorrhizals, which in turn
stimulated growth, thereby, increasing carbon consumption
and preventing starch accumulation. In conclusion, soil
amendment with hydrogel and an ectomycorrhizal fungus
significantly improved the performance of both stressed and
unstressed young beech trees.
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1 Introduction

European beech (Fagus sylvatica L.) is the potentially
dominating tree species of the natural vegetation in Central
Europe (Ellenberg 1992). In the past, reforestation in many
European areas was mainly performed with conifers. One
of the most important aims of the current forest silvicultural
programs in Germany is to transform monocultures of
conifers into mixed forests with beech (Tarp et al. 2000).
When nursery-grown seedlings are out planted, the mortal-
ity can be as high as 60% in the first year (McKay 1997).
Growth of the surviving seedlings is often poor. Possible
reasons for these high losses and poor quality are frequently
related to inadequate treatment of the planting stock during
transfer from the nursery to the field site exposing the roots
to air, thereby imposing drought stress (McKay 1997). For
successful field establishment, seedlings have to overcome
the transplanting shock, which is primarily caused by
desiccation (Girard et al. 1997a, b; McKay et al. 1999;
Apostol et al. 2009). Beech seedlings were particularly
sensitive to air exposure of the roots after lifting the plants
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from the nursery bed showing increased mortality com-
pared with other European forest tree species (McKay et al.
1999).

Hydrogels have been successfully employed to increase
tree vitality and reduce mortality during drought (Metzger
and Hüttermann 2009). Hydrogels are water-retaining
polymers that can absorb water about 100 to 150 times
their own weight. A significant fraction of this absorbed
water is available to plants and thus, acts as an additional
water reservoir for the soil–plant–air system (Bhardwaj et
al. 2007). The ameliorative effect of hydrogels for
osmotically stressed tree seedlings is well documented in
Pinus (Hüttermann et al. 1999), Eucalyptus (Viero et al.
2002), Citrus (Arbona et al. 2005), Quercus (Apostol et al.
2009), and Populus (Chen et al. 2004; Luo et al. 2009a;
Beniwal et al. 2010; Shi et al. 2010).

Mycorrhizal fungi, which form mutualistic interactions
with plant roots, can also improve water availability to
plants (Smith and Read 2008). Inoculation with mycorrhizal
fungi improved seedling performance after out planting
(Pinior et al. 2005) and conferred higher desiccation
tolerance to the host plant (Beniwal et al. 2010). In a
controlled experiment, the inoculation with both hydrogel
and the ectomycorrhizal fungus (EMF) Paxillus involutus
was more efficient in preventing drought-induced injury than
single treatments with either the fungus or hydrogel (Beniwal
et al. 2010). However, it is unknown whether this mixture is
also suitable to ameliorate the performance of plants, which
are already drought-stressed as in the case of air-exposed
beech seedlings after lifting from the nursery bed.

In the present study, we examined the performance of
young beech trees (F. sylvatica L.) immediately and during
the following season after planting stress imposed by air
exposure of bare-rooted seedlings. The objective of this study
was to determine if soil amendment with a hydrogel–EMF
mixture might reduce plant mortality and enhance biomass
production. We hypothesized that soil amendment increases
soil water availability and facilitates mycorrhizal colonization,
thereby, improving plant nutrition and biomass production.

2 Materials and methods

2.1 Plant material and air exposure after root lifting

One-year-old bare-rooted beech seedlings obtained from a
nursery (Forstbaumschule Billen, Bösinghausen, Germany)
in October were transported within 20 min to the
experimental field in a common garden (Forest Botany,
Georg August University, Göttingen, Germany) and were
immediately planted. In the following spring before bud
break (8th and 9th of March), the seedlings were selected
on the basis of similar stem diameters and excavated

carefully. The soil from the roots was gently washed off and
drip water was removed. These bare-rooted seedlings were
exposed on a wire mesh to air in an acclimatized growth
room (20°C, 50% relative air humidity) for 0, 2, and 6 h
under full light illumination (250 μmol photons per square
meter per second).

One batch of seedlings (n=10) was harvested for the
determination of biometric parameters and carbohydrate
concentrations in roots and buds after each treatment, and
the remaining plants (30 per treatment) were planted into
untreated or amended soil (preparation see below) outdoors
in replicated plots. During the growth season, weeds were
controlled manually.

No additional fertilization was applied to the seedlings.
The plants were irrigated as necessary. The elemental
composition and pH of the experimental plots were
determined at harvest by analyzing soil from amended
and untreated plots by inductively coupled plasma optical
emission spectrometry (Spectro Analytical Instrument,
GmbH, Boschstrasse, Kleve, Germany, as described by
Heinrichs et al. 1986). No differences were found. The pH
was 7.3±0.1, and the element concentrations were (grams
per kilogram dry soil): K, 5.9±0.1; Ca, 20.4±2.7; Mg, 4.7±
0.1; Fe, 16.6±0.7; P, 1.4±0.1; S, 0.96±0.26; and those of
trace elements (milligrams per kilogram dry soil): Mn, 462±3;
Zn, 120±3; Cd not detected; Co, 6.7±0.1; Cr, 37.0±0.7; Ni,
24.5±0.5; Pb, 32.5±1.0. The concentrations of heavy metals
(Cd, Cu, Ni, Pb, and Zn) in soil were below the threshold limit
set by the Council of the European Communities (1986).

2.2 Preparation of amended soil

P. involutus (Bartsch.) (strain MAJ in the Göttingen stock
collection) was grown on 0.5 modified Melin-Norkrans
agar medium [0.50 g KH2PO4, 0.25 g (NH4)2HPO4, 0.15 g
MgSO4·7H2O, 0.05 g CaCl2·2H2O, 0.025 g NaCl, 1 ml
thiamine HCl (0.1%), 1.2 ml FeCl3·6H2O (1%), 2.5 g
glucose, 5.0 g malt extract, 10.0 g agar per 1 L of distilled
water] on cellophane for 4 weeks (after Gafur et al. 2004).
For the liquid culture, agar and malt extract were omitted
from the medium. P. involutus mycelium taken from the
agar plates was incubated in an acclimatized room (22°C,
67% relative air humidity) for 2 weeks on a rotary shaker
(100 rpm) in 100 ml 0.5 modified Melin-Norkrans medium
with low sugar content (2 g glucose) without malt extract
and agar. The mycelium from the 100 ml 0.5 modified
Melin-Norkrans medium was collected in 500-ml flasks and
homogenized three times for 3 s at 8,000 rpm (Ultraturrax,
IKA, Jahnke & Kunkel, Staufen, Germany).

Amended soil was prepared by mixing 1 kg soil (32%
moisture) with 45 ml of the homogenized liquid culture of
fungal inoculum and 5 g of hydrogel (Stockosorb K400,
Stockhausen, Krefeld, Germany). Each seedling was
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planted with 1 kg of untreated or amended soil into the
field.

2.3 Biometric analyses

The length of the leader shoot, stem diameter at the root
collar, seedling mass, number of buds, and carbohydrates in
buds and fine roots were determined before planting (8th
and 9th of March) and at harvest (18th and 19th of August).
During air exposure of the bare-root seedlings, the relative
weight loss was determined as: weight loss (%)=(fresh
mass before air exposure−fresh mass after air exposure)×
100/fresh mass before air exposure.

After planting, the bud burst and mortality were scored
regularly. A tree was scored as flushed when the first leaf
appeared at the top of the bud. Trees were considered dead
when no leaves were formed within 3 months after
planting.

At harvest, leaves and buds were counted on all trees per
treatment. The trees were divided into different tissues (fine
roots, coarse roots, stem and branches, leaves). Aliquots of
fine roots and leaves were shock-frozen in liquid nitrogen
and stored at −80°C.

Fresh and dry biomass (after drying at 60°C) were
determined separately for each tissue. The actual water
content (percent) was calculated as follows: AWC=100×
[(fresh mass−dry mass)×fresh mass−1]. To determine the
whole plant leaf area, five leaves (sample leaves) of five
trees per treatment were weighed and scanned. The leaf
area was calculated as: (leaf area of sample leaves×fresh
mass of whole plant leaves)/fresh mass of sample leaves.

2.4 Chlorophyll fluorescence measurements

The potential quantum yield of photosystem II (PS II) was
measured in the first week of August in darkness predawn
using a portable pulse-amplified modulation fluorometer
MINI-PAM (Walz GmbH, Effeltrich, Germany). The
quantum yield of PS II was determined as Φ=(Fm−F0)/F0

(after Schreiber et al. 1986).

2.5 Analysis of ectomycorrhizal fungal colonization

Roots (eight plants per treatment) were spread in Petri
dishes with distilled water, and EMF colonization was
determined by counting a minimum of 300 lateral root tips
per plant under a dissecting microscope (Zeiss, Stemi,
Göttingen, Germany). EMF colonization of root tips was
detected by the formation of a hyphal mantle as reported
previously (Lang et al. 2010). EMF colonization was
calculated as EMF (%)=(number of EMF root tips/number
of total root tips)×100. Various morphotypes were detected
but not further analyzed.

The root tips of the young beech tree obtained from the
nursery were generally 29±4% colonized by EMF. EMF
was also analyzed in cross sections that were embedded and
analyzed as described previously (Langenfeld-Heyser et al.
2007).

2.6 Carbohydrate measurements

Frozen plant materials were ground with mortar and pestle in
liquid nitrogen and extracted in DMSO/25%HCl (80/20, v/v).
The concentrations of glucose, fructose, sucrose, and starch
were analyzed enzymatically (Schopfer 1989). Starch was
quantified after degradation by amylogucosidase (Fluka, art.
no. 10115, 125 U/mg, FLUKA BioChemika, Buchs, Swisse)
into glucose (Beutler 1978).

2.7 Nitrogen analysis

Dry leaf tissue was ground to a fine powder, weighed into
in 5×9-mm size tin cartridges (Hekatech, Wegberg,
Germany) and was analyzed in a CHNS–O elemental
analyzer (CHNS–O EA-1108 Elemental Analyzer, Carlo
Erba, Milano, Italy). The standard used was acetanilide
(71.09% C; 10.36% N; Carlo Erba, Milano, Italy).

2.8 Statistical analysis

Data are means (±SE). Data were tested for normality and
subjected to analysis of variance followed by Tukey’s HSD
test (P≤0.05) to determine significant effects of air
exposure and soil amendment. Statistical procedures were
carried out with the Software Package SAS (SAS Institute
Inc., Cary, NC, USA, ©1989–2003).

3 Results

3.1 Influence of air exposure on planting stock quality

We selected young trees of similar plant height, stem
diameter, root-to-shoot ratio, number of dormant buds, and
biomass in March for the experiment (Table 1). None of the
biometric parameters was affected by the exposure of the
bare-rooted seedlings to air for 2 h or 6 h (Table 1).
However, the simulated planting stress caused significant
losses of whole plant actual water content (AWC) (Table 1).

To find out if planting stress influenced root and bud
metabolism, we measured the AWC of these tissues and
their carbohydrate concentrations. In both tissues, strong
decreases in the AWCwere found (−30% in buds and −60% in
fine roots, Table 1), which caused significant accumulations
in the concentrations of soluble carbohydrates on a fresh
mass basis. The sum of fructose, glucose, and sucrose
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increased from 191 to 260 in the buds and from 60 to
99 μmol g−1 fresh mass in fine roots (P<0.01). However, the
soluble carbohydrates remained unaffected on a dry mass
basis (Table 1). The starch concentrations also remained
unaffected (means in buds, 49±7 μmol glucose equivalents
per gram dry mass (DM) and in roots, 53±6 μmol glucose
equivalents per gram DM). Therefore, we conclude that the
accumulation of sugars in the tissues was a passive process
and not due to active production of osmolytes.

3.2 Field performance of beech after planting stress
and ameliorative influence of a hydrogel–EMF mixture

To test the field performance of young beech trees after
planting stress and to find out if soil amendment by a
mixture of hydrogel–EMF can ameliorate negative effects
of extended air exposure of bare-rooted seedlings, we
determined the time point of bud burst, mortality, PS II
activity, and growth parameters. Bud burst in unstressed
beeches started about 6 weeks after planting, and all the
trees were flushed within 1 week regardless of the presence
or absence of amended soil (Fig. 1). Air exposure of 2 h
resulted in a delay of bud burst; all the plants were flushed
within 1 month (Fig. 1). After air exposure of 6 h, the
vitality was strongly reduced since the plants showed a
delay of almost 1 month compared with unstressed trees
before they started with bud burst; about 90% of plants
were flushed within 2.5 months (Fig. 1). Stressed beeches
grown in amended soil showed a delay in bud burst
compared with those grown in untreated soil (Fig. 1).

Planting stress imposed by exposure of bare-rooted
seedlings to air exposure for 6 h had significant negative

effects on subsequent growth. The increment in stem
diameter and leader shoot growth as well as the total plant
leaf area, the number of leaves, and the number of newly
formed dormant buds were about two- to threefold lower
than those of unstressed plants (Table 2). After severe
planting stress, biomass production was also severely
impaired (Fig. 2). These reductions were not caused by
the impairment of photosynthesis since the PS II activity of
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Fig. 1 Effect of planting stress on bud burst of young beech trees (F.
sylvatica). The trees were planted on the 8th or 9th of March after
exposure of the bare-rooted seedlings to air for 0, 2, or 6 h,
respectively. Half of the seedlings were planted into the soil amended
with a hydrogel–EMF mixture (+A). A tree was scored as flushed,
when the first leaf was visible at the top of the bud

Table 1 Planting stock quality of beech after exposure of bare-rooted seedlings to air

Parameter Time of air exposure before planting P value

0 h 2 h 6 h

Shoot length (cm) 24.4±4.0a 25.6±5.5a 23.8±5.0a 0.3804

Stem diameter (mm) 5.3±0.8a 5.2±0.9a 5.3±0.5a 0.7850

Total fresh biomass (g plant−1) 9.6±3.8a 11.0±4.0a 10.4±3.1a 0.1475

No. of leaf buds on main shoot 16±1.0a 16±1.0a 16+1.0a 0.9604

Root/shoot ratio 1.6±0.3a 1.51±0.3a 1.39±0.3a 0.1241

Whole plant weight loss (%) 0.0±0.0a 14.8±1.2b 19.5±1.5 0.0000

AWC of buds (%) 59±2c 49±1b 41±1a 0.0000

AWC of fine roots (%) 51±3c 35±2b 20±5a 0.0005

Leaf bud soluble carbohydrates (μmol g−1 DM) 478±53a 437±22a 443±25a 0.6968

Fine root soluble carbohydrates (μmol g−1 DM) 121±13a 127±12a 126±13a 0.9405

Planting stress was imposed by exposing the bare-rooted seedlings to air for the indicated time periods. Biometric data are means of n=10 (±SE).
Carbohydrates were measured immediately after air exposure and determined as the sum of glucose, fructose, and sucrose. Glucose accounted
69% to 72% and 65% to 68% in buds and fine roots, respectively. Sucrose was not detected. Carbohydrate data show means of n=5 (±SE).
Different letters in rows indicate significant differences at P≤0.05 (Tukey’s HSD test following ANOVA)
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the leaves was unaffected by all treatments (quantum yield
of dark-adapted leaves, 0.778±0.007). The effects of short-
term air exposure of 2 h were generally insignificant
(Table 2; Fig. 2). The presence of amended soil caused
significant growth stimulations of all parameters analyzed,
despite delayed bud burst (Table 2; Fig. 2). Regression
analysis revealed a tight correlation between the biomass of
fine roots and leaf area (Fig. 3).

3.3 Soil amendment has beneficial effects on roots
and influences plant nutrition and water relations

To characterize the ameliorative influence of soil amendments
on unstressed and stressed beeches, mycorrhizal colonization
as well as the plants’ levels of nitrogen and carbohydrates
were investigated. The soil amendment resulted in significant

increases in mycorrhizal colonization of the root tips (Fig. 4a).
As various morphotypes were observed (not documented),
the effect was not specific for P. involutus. Soil amendment
also improved the water status of the fine roots compared
with beech grown without soil amendment in controls and
in short-term stressed plants (Fig. 4b). At the whole plant
level, trees grown in amended soil also displayed higher
AWC (60.5% versus 57.0%, P=0.012).

Notably, planting stress also had long-term effects on EM
colonization since the relative abundance of EM on root tips of
6-h-stressed plants was still lower than on those of unstressed
plants (Fig. 4a). Anatomical analyses showed that EMF root
tips were structurally intact, whereas non-EMF had a distorted
appearance. These anatomical differences were observed
regardless of preceding planting stress or not (not shown).

Preceding planting stress had no influence on the
carbohydrate status of fine roots in fall (Table 3). However,
growth in amended soil caused significant reductions in
both soluble carbohydrates and starch (Table 3). Leaves of
these plants also contained less soluble carbohydrates and
starch than leaves of plants grown in untreated soil
(Table 3). The overall starch concentrations in leaves were
much lower than those of fine roots.

Table 2 Influence of planting stress and soil amendment with a hydrogel–EMF mixture on growth and leaf formation of young beech trees

Parameter 0 h 0 h+A 2 h 2 h+A 6 h 6 h+A P values

Planting
stress

Soil
amendment

Interaction

Diameter increment (mm) 2.3±0.8ab 3.1±1.0a 2.4±1.0ab 2.9±0.7a 1.3±1.2b 1.6±1.5b 0.000 0.014 0.729

Leader shoot increment (mm) 70±4ab 94±16b 47±5a 75±7ab 42±9a 70±15ab 0.048 0.004 0.976

Leaf area (cm2 plant−1) 266±124bc 537±253a 215±105c 501±230ab 178±137c 311±295abc 0.076 0.000 0.491

No. of leaves 64±19ab 77±27a 71±28ab 76±27a 36±25b 60±31ab 0.019 0.065 0.596

No. of new buds 30±14ab 36±12a 28±10ab 33±12ab 11±9c 20±13bc 0.000 0.034 0.881

Growth was determined as increment in leader shoot height and increment in stem diameter from the 10th March to the 18th of August. Data show
means (n=15±SE). Different letters in rows indicate significant difference at P≤0.05 (Tukey’s HSD test following ANOVA). +A=soil
amendment; 0, 2, and 6 h indicate the time of air exposure of bare-rooted seedlings before planting

0h 0h+A 2h 2h+A 6h 6h+A
0

10

20

30

40

50

60
c

bc

abc
abc

ab

B
io

m
as

s 
(g

 p
la

nt
-1
)

Treatment

 FR
 CR 
 L 
 SB

a

Fig. 2 Effect of planting stress on biomass production (FR fine root,
CR coarse root, L leaf, SB stem+branches) of young beech trees (F.
sylvatica). Biomass was determined in mid-August (160 days after out
planting). Data are means (±SE, n=10). Different letters indicate
significant differences at P≤0.05 for whole plant biomass (Tukey’s
HSD test)

0 2 4 6 8
0

200

400

600

800

Le
af

 a
re

a 
(c

m
2  p

la
nt

-1
)

Fine root (g plant-1)

y = 62x, R = 0.757, P = 0.05

Fig. 3 Relationship between fine root biomass and leaf area of young
beech trees (F. sylvatica)

Planting stress amelioration in beech 807



Since EMFs are also known for their beneficial effects
on plant nutrition, we determined the nitrogen concentra-
tion of the leaves. However, no significant effect of any of
the treatments was found (21.4±1.8 mg N g−1 DM). Soil
amendment stimulated leaf formation (Table 2; Fig. 2), and
as a consequence, the whole nitrogen content in total leaf
biomass increased. This increase was strongly correlated
with EMF colonization (Fig. 5).

4 Discussion

The main objective of this study was to test if soil
amendment improved the performance of young beech
seedlings after plant stress. We observed in line with
previous studies (Girard et al. 1997a; McKay et al. 1999;
Yu et al. 2003; Jacobs et al. 2009) that air exposure
immediately caused significant water loss of the plants
although they were still in the dormant stage with fully
closed buds. Bare-rooted beech plants are very sensitive to
desiccation (McKay et al. 1999). Still, our study indicates
that water loss of about 14% is tolerated without a major
decline in biomass production. However, the timing of root
lifting is also critical and makes it difficult to compare
different studies directly (Lindqvist 2001; Goodman et al.
2009). Our data indicate that beech was not able to actively
increase carbohydrates since the tissue concentrations were
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Table 3 Influence of planting stress and soil amendment with a hydrogel–EMF mixture on SC and starch concentrations in leaves and fine roots
of young beech trees

Parameter 0 h 0 h+A 2 h 2 h+A 6 h 6 h+A P values

Planting
stress

Soil
amendment

Interaction

Fine roots

SC (μmol g−1 DM) 86.5±6.1b 84.2±4.7b 104.8±11.6c 85.3±6.9b 83.7±19.6b 44.9±15.8a 0.054 0.057 0.352

Starch (μmol g−1 DM) 53.6±10.2c 19.1±6.1a 68.0±14.4c 55.1±15.9b 40.0±11.3b 28.4±8.5ab 0.046 0.045 0.551

Leaves

SC (μmol g−1 DM) 28.3±4.0bc 18.9±1.2ab 30.9±6.7c 14.6±1.9a 31.3±8.5c 16.5±3.2a 0.976 0.004 0.778

Starch (μmol g−1 DM) 0.48±0.35a 0.53±0.17a 2.75±0.57b 0.54±0.15a 4.92±1.03c 2.07±0.40b 0.000 0.000 0.033

Measurements were conducted in tissues collected on the 18th of August. Starch was expressed in glucose equivalents. Data show means (n=5±
SE). Different letters in rows indicate significant difference at P≤0.05 (Tukey’s HSD test following ANOVA). +A=soil amendment; 0, 2, and 6 h
indicate the time of air exposure of bare-rooted seedlings before planting
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stable on a dry mass basis. Nevertheless, the concentrations
of solutes in the liquid phase increased because of the initial
massive water loss. As solutes act as osmoprotectants
limiting water loss (Rennenberg et al. 2006; Fischer and
Polle 2010), the increasing concentrations on fresh mass
basis might have decelerated water loss. Indeed, on the
whole plant level, trees initially lost about 7.4% of their
weight per hour, whereas the weight loss leveled down to
1.2% per hour in the time period between 2 and 6 h of air
exposure. Although the mortality of 6-h-stressed plants was
low (about 10% after 6 h of air exposure), their productivity
was strongly diminished. One reason was severely delayed
bud burst, which has also been observed for other tree
species stored with bare roots (Girard et al. 1997b) and
which may be the result of increased carbohydrate
consumption and depletion of storage pools during recovery
from air exposure. Furthermore, the number of leaves that
emerged and the number of buds formed for the next season
was much lower than in unstressed plants. It is, therefore,
unlikely that stressed plants with low vitality would survive in
the long run under field conditions in competition with other
plants.

Positive effects of both hydrogels and EMF on plants
exposed to drought stress are well documented (Hüttermann et
al. 1999; Viero et al. 2002; Chen et al. 2004; Arbona et al.
2005; Pinior et al. 2005; Luo et al.. 2009a, b; Beniwal et al.
2010). Recently, it was shown that root dipping into
hydrogels after root lifting also improved the performance
of plants during an extended period of air exposure (Apostol
et al. 2009). Our present data document that soil amendment
with a hydrogel–EMF mixture significantly improves seed-
ling establishment. Although the plants in our study were
watered, daily fluctuations in soil water content usually
cannot be avoided. Hydrogels increase the water retention
capacity of the substrate, thereby, alleviating fluctuations in
water availability (Bhardwaj et al. 2007). Overall, soil
amendment increased the plant water status, and this may
have facilitated plant establishment.

EMFs increase plant nutrient availability and protect root
tips from various stresses but consume plant-derived
carbohydrates (Nehls et al. 2010). The beneficial effect of
soil amendment may also have been caused by an increased
EMF colonization since the cortex cells of nonmycorrhizal
beech roots were distorted (not shown), which has been
reported to affect their physiological activity (Winkler et al.
2010), while the intrinsic structures of EMF root tips had a
healthy appearance. As some EMFs are very sensitive to
drought (Querejeta et al. 2009), we cannot exclude direct
negative effects of air exposure on EMF vitality. It is,
therefore, possible that soil amendment containing EMF
inoculum compensated direct negative effects of air
exposure on the preexisting EMF. Since the EMF coloni-
zation of beech roots depends on recent carbohydrate

supply (Druebert et al. 2009; Pena et al. 2010), it is also
possible that the reduction of EMF colonization of stressed
plants was a consequence of impaired belowground
carbohydrate allocation. When beech was limited in growth
by shading, EMF colonization was low, despite the
presence of carbohydrate storage in roots (Druebert et al.
2009). Similarly, we found here normal starch and soluble
carbohydrates in fine roots regardless of whether the plant
had experienced preceding planting stress or not, but
growth in amended soil caused significant decreases in
carbohydrates, probably because of sink stimulation due to
increased plant biomass production and because of the
carbon consumption of root-associated EMFs. In return,
these fungi increase the surface for nutrient absorption,
thereby, enhancing total N uptake.

In conclusion, our study supports that beech is sensitive
to extended exposure of bare-rooted seedlings to air. We
showed that desiccation caused passive carbohydrate
accumulation because of water loss. Nevertheless, this
might have afforded protection of the tissues since water
loss slowed down and subsequent plant mortality was low,
however, at the expense of delayed bud burst and decreased
numbers of leaves formed. This resulted in low biomass
production. Soil amendment with a hydrogel–EMF mixture
partially compensated the negative effects of desiccation
and stimulated biomass production of unstressed plants.
This was most likely the result of structural protection of
root tips ensheathed by EMF, improved plant water status,
and enhanced nutrient uptake. Collectively, our data
suggest that EMF and improved fine root water relations
afforded improved nitrogen uptake from the soil and
allocation to leaves, which in turn may have stimulated
the formation of a larger photosynthetic area. Therefore,
soil amendment may have trigged a self-enhancing cycle in
which nutrient uptake from soil, photosynthesis at the
whole plant level and below productivity positively affect
each other. Overall, our results support our initial hypotheses
since we found that soil amendment improved the plant water
status and facilitated EMF colonization, thereby, improving N
allocation and biomass production.

Acknowledgments We are grateful to the Bundesland Rheinland-
Pfalz and to KLIFF (Klimafolgenforschung, Federal Government of
Lower Saxony via the VW Stiftung) for providing financial support to
the beech project and to the Deutscher Akademischer Austauschdienst
(DAAD) for funding the doctoral research for R.S. Beniwal in the
program “Integrated Environmental Engineering.” We thank C.
Kettner, M. Fastenrath, M. Franke-Klein, and G. Langer-Kettner for
the excellent technical assistance and the two anonymous reviewers
for their help in amending this manuscript.

Open Access This article is distributed under the terms of the Creative
Commons Attribution Noncommercial License which permits any
noncommercial use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium,
provided the original author(s) and source are credited.

Planting stress amelioration in beech 809



References

Apostol KG, Jacobs DF, Dumroese RK (2009) Root desiccation and
drought stress responses of bare-root Quercus rubura seedlings
treated with a hydrophilic polymer root dip. Plant Soil 315:229–
240. doi:10.1007/s11104-008-9746-6

Arbona V, Iglesias DJ, Jacas J, Primo-Millo E, Talon M, Gomez-
Cadenas A (2005) Hydrogel substrate amendment alleviates
drought effects on young citrus plants. Plant Soil 270:73–82

Beniwal RS, Langenfeld-Heyser R, Polle A (2010) Ectomycorrhiza
and hydrogel protect hybrid poplar from water deficit and unravel
plastic responses of xylem anatomy. Environ Exp Bot 69:189–197

Beutler HO (1978) Enzymatische Bestimmung von Stärke in
Lebensmitteln mit Hilfe der Hexokinase Methode. Starch/Staerke
30:309–312

Bhardwaj AK, Shainberg I, Goldstein D, Warrington DN, Levy GJ
(2007) Water retention and hydraulic of cross-linked polyacryla-
mides in sandy soils. Soil Sci Soc Am J 71:406–412

Chen SL, Zommorodi M, Fritz E, Wang S, Hüttermann A (2004)
Hydrogel modified uptake of salt ions and calcium in Populus
euphratica under saline conditions. Trees 18:175–183

Council of the European Communities (1986) Council directive of 12
June 1986 on the protection of the environment, and in particular
of the soil, when sewage sludge is used in agriculture. Off J
Europ Comm L 181:6–12

Druebert C, Lang C, Valtanen K, Polle A (2009) Beech carbon
productivity as driver of ectomycorrhizal abundance and diversity.
Plant Cell Environ 32:992–1003

Ellenberg H (1992) Vegetation Mitteleuropas mit den Alpen. Eugen
Ulmer, Stuttgart

Fischer U, Polle A (2010) Populus responses to abiotic stress. In:
Jansson S, Bhalerao R, Groover A (eds) Genetics and genomics
of Populus. Springer Verlag, Berlin, pp 225–247

Gafur A, Schützendübel A, Langenfeld-Heyser R, Fritz E, Polle A
(2004) Compatible and incompetent Paxillus involutus isolates
for ectomycorrhiza formation in vitro with poplar (Populus x
canescens) differ in H2O2 production. Plant Biol 6:91–99

Girard S, Clement A, Boulet-Gercourt B, Guehl JM (1997a) Effects of
exposure to air on planting stress in red oak seedlings. Ann For
Sci 54:395–401

Girard S, Clement A, Cochard H, Boulet-Gercourt B, Guehl JM
(1997b) Effects of desiccation on post planting stress bare-root
Corsican pine seedlings. Tree Physiol 17:429–435

Goodman RC, Jacobs DF, Apostol KG, Wilson BC, Gardiner ES
(2009) Winter variation in physiological status of cold stored and
freshly lifted semi-evergreen Quercus nigra seedlings. Ann For
Sci 66:103. doi:10.1051/forest/2008081

Heinrichs H, Brumsack HJ, Loftfield N, König N (1986) Verbessertes
Druckaufschlussystem für biologische und anorganischeMaterialien.
Z Pflanzenernahr Bodenkd 149:350–353

Hüttermann A, Zommorodi M, Kim R (1999) Addition of hydrogels
to soil for prolonging the survival of Pinus halepensis seedlings
subjected to drought. Soil Tillage Res 50:295–304

Jacobs DF, Salifu KF, Davis AS (2009) Drought susceptibility and
recovery of transplanted Quercus rubra seedlings in relation to
root system morphology. Ann For Sci 66:504. doi:10.1051/forest/
2009029

Lang C, Seven J, Polle A (2010) Host preferences and differential
contributions of deciduous tree species shape mycorrhizal species
richness in a mixed Central European forest. Mycorrhiza.
21:297–308

Langenfeld-Heyser R, Gao J, Ducic T, Tachd Ph, Lu CF, Fritz E,
Gafur A, Polle A (2007) Paxillus involutus mycorrhiza attenuate
NaCl-stress responses in the salt-sensitive hybrid poplar Populus
x canescens. Mycorrhiza 17:221–231

Lindqvist H (2001) Effect of different lifting dates and different
lengths of cold storage on plant vitality of silver birch and
common oak. Sci Hort 88:147–161

Luo ZB, Li K, Jiang X, Polle A (2009a) Ectomycorrhizal fungus
(Paxillus involutus) and hydrogels affect performance of Populus
eupharatica exposed to drought stress. Ann For Sci 66:106.
doi:10.1051/forest:2008073

Luo ZB, Janz D, Jiang XN, Göbel C, Wildhagen H, Tan YP,
Rennenberg H, Feussner I, Polle A (2009b) Upgrading root
physiology for stress tolerance by ectomycorrhizas: insights from
metabolite and transcriptional profiling into reprogramming for
stress anticipation. Plant Physiol 151:1902–1917

McKay HM (1997) A review of the effect of stresses between lifting
and planting on nursery stock quality and performance. New For
13:369–399

McKay HM, Jinks R, McEvoy C (1999) The effect of desiccation and
rough handling on the survival and early growth of ash, beech,
birch and oak seedlings. Ann For Sci 56:391–402

Metzger JO, Hüttermann A (2009) Sustainable global energy supply
based on lignocellulosic biomass from afforestation of degraded
areas. Naturwissenschaften 96:279–288

Nehls U, Göhringer F, Wittulsky S, Dietz S (2010) Fungal
carbohydrate support in the ectomycorrhizal symbiosis: a review.
Plant Biol 12:292–301

Pena R, Offermann C, Simon J, Naumann PS, Geßler A, Holst J,
Dannenmann M, Mayer H, Kögel-Knabner I, Rennenberg H,
Polle A (2010) Carbon limitations after girdling affect ectomy-
corrhizal diversity and reveal functional differences of EM
community composition in a mature beech forest (Fagus
sylvatica). Appl Environm Microbiol 76:1831–1841

Pinior A, Grunewaldt-Stöcker G, von Alten H, Strasser RJ (2005)
Mycorrhizal impact on drought stress tolerance of rose plants
probed by chlorophyll a fluorescence, proline content and visual
scoring. Mycorrhiza 15:596–605

Querejeta JI, Egerton-Warburton LM, Allen MF (2009) Topographic
position modulates the mycorrhizal response of oak trees to
interannual rainfall variability. Ecology 90:649–662

Rennenberg H, Loreto L, Polle A, Brilli F, Fares S, Beniwal RS,
Geßler A (2006) Physiological responses of forest trees to heat
and drought. Plant Biol 8:556–571

Schopfer P (1989) Experimentelle Pflanzenphysiologie. Band 2. Einfüh-
rung in die Anwendungen. Springer Verlag, Berlin, pp 39–50

Schreiber U, Schliwa U, Bilger W (1986) Continuous recording of
photochemical and non-photochemical chlorophyll fluorescence
quenching with a new type of modulation fluorometer. Photosyn
Res 10:51–62

Shi Y, Li J, Shao J, Deng S, Wang RG, Li N, Sun J, Zhang H, Zhu HJ,
Zhang YX, Zheng XJ, Zhou DZ, Hüttermann A, Chen SL (2010)
Effects of stockosorb and luquasorb polymers on salt and drought
tolerance of populus popularis. Sci Hort 124:268–273

Smith SE, Read D (2008) Mycorrhizal symbiosis. Academic, New York
Tarp P, Helles F, Holten-Andersen P, Larsen JB, Strange N (2000)

Modelling near natural silvicultural regimes for beech—an
economic sensitivity analysis. For Ecol Manag 130:187–198

Viero PWM, Chiswell KEA, Theron JM (2002) The effect of soil-
amended hydrogel on the establishment of a Eucalyptus grandis
clone a sandy clay loam soil in Zululand during winter. Southern
African For J 193:65–76

Winkler JB, Dannenmann M, Simon J, Pena R, Offermann C, Sternad
W, Clemenz C, Naumann PS, Gasche R, Kögel-Knabner I,
Gessler A, Rennenberg H, Polle A (2010) Carbon and nitrogen
balance in beech roots under competitive pressure of soil-borne
microorganisms induced by girdling, drought and glucose
application. Func Plant Biol 37:879–889

Yu FY, Guo XB, Xu XZ (2003) Water status of bare-root seedlings of
Chinese fir and Masson pine. J For Res 14:51–55

810 R.S. Beniwal et al.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11104-008-9746-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/forest/2008081
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/forest/2009029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/forest/2009029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/forest:2008073

	Amelioration...
	Abstract
	Abstract
	Abstract
	Abstract
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Plant material and air exposure after root lifting
	Preparation of amended soil
	Biometric analyses
	Chlorophyll fluorescence measurements
	Analysis of ectomycorrhizal fungal colonization
	Carbohydrate measurements
	Nitrogen analysis
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Influence of air exposure on planting stock quality
	Field performance of beech after planting stress and ameliorative influence of a hydrogel–EMF mixture
	Soil amendment has beneficial effects on roots and influences plant nutrition and water relations

	Discussion
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e5c4f5e55663e793a3001901a8fc775355b5090ae4ef653d190014ee553ca901a8fc756e072797f5153d15e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc87a25e55986f793a3001901a904e96fb5b5090f54ef650b390014ee553ca57287db2969b7db28def4e0a767c5e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020d654ba740020d45cc2dc002c0020c804c7900020ba54c77c002c0020c778d130b137c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor weergave op een beeldscherm, e-mail en internet. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for on-screen display, e-mail, and the Internet.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /DEU <FEFF004a006f0062006f007000740069006f006e007300200066006f00720020004100630072006f006200610074002000440069007300740069006c006c0065007200200037000d00500072006f006400750063006500730020005000440046002000660069006c0065007300200077006800690063006800200061007200650020007500730065006400200066006f00720020006f006e006c0069006e0065002e000d0028006300290020003200300031003000200053007000720069006e006700650072002d005600650072006c0061006700200047006d006200480020>
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing false
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


