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Abstract—Oak (Quercus) is difficult to naturally regenerate in many mature oak stands on productive sites
in the southeastern United States, and artificial regeneration alternatives should be considered. Artificial
regeneration can potentially restore or enrich the oak component at the stand level. We examined genetic
and silvicultural effects on artificially regenerated northern red oak (Quercus rubra) seedlings three years after
planting under three silvicultural prescriptions and a control. We used quality-grown seedlings from openpollinated families to improve probabilities of success. The seedlings averaged 101 cm in height and 11.2 mm
in root-collar diameter at the time of planting. Genetic differences were significant for survival and growth, but
these differences may have been due to a residual nursery effect. Families with large seedlings at the time of
planting were generally larger and had better survival after three years than families with smaller seedlings
at the time of planting. A commercial shelterwood harvest was the only successful silvicultural treatment for
artificial regeneration in this study. Trees planted in this treatment grew a total of 41 cm in height and 8.1 mm
in ground-line diameter in three years. Seedlings planted in uncut stands, whether stands had been burned,
treated with a midstory removal, or left untreated, had relatively poor survival (30 to 72 percent) and negligible
growth (≤15 cm height, ≤2 mm ground-line diameter).

INTRODUCTION

In the southern United States, upland oak (Quercus)
forests are an important resource, but have been
declining due to regeneration failures and mortality
of aging overstory trees over the last several decades
(Abrams 2003, McEwan and others 2011). The loss of
oak species can have drastic ecological and economic
effects, particularly in southeastern forests (Oswalt and
others 2009). Natural regeneration methods have been
tested, but often require a series of noncommercial
treatments and many years to increase the density of
large oak seedlings (i.e., advanced reproduction) (Arthur
and others 2012, Loftis 1990). Artificial regeneration can
be used to supplement natural oak regeneration, but
we currently have limited knowledge on how silvicultural
treatments affect planted oak seedlings.
The idea that larger seedlings will perform better than
smaller seedlings has been tested for many decades
(reviewed in Dey and others 2008). However, recent
developments in nursery technology to produce
seedlings with relatively large aboveground and

belowground systems (e.g., high-quality seedlings;
Kormanik and others 2002) have gone relatively
untested, particularly on productive upland sites in the
southeastern United States. Furthermore, testing of
genetic effects and interactions in silvicultural studies
is rare. The objective of this study was to test qualitygrown northern red oak (Quercus rubra) seedlings
planted in three silvicultural treatments and a control
while accounting for variation associated with genetics
of seedling seed source. Results will provide managers
with information on how to best use limited resources
to artificially regenerate oaks on productive sites in this
region.

METHODS

The study area was located in the Blue Ridge Mountain
physiographic region of North Carolina on Cold
Mountain Game Lands, owned and managed by the
North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission. Site
characteristics were described by Keyser and others
(in press). Experimental units consisted of 5-ha mature
hardwood forests. Stands were similar in structure
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and averaged 32 m2/ha in basal area in trees greater
than 15 cm diameter at breast height (dbh). Treatments
were implemented prior to planting and included a
prescribed burn (Rx burn), a midstory removal (MR),
and a commercial shelterwood harvest (SW). An
untreated control was also included. All treatments
were replicated three times using a completely
random design. Two replications of the Rx burns were
conducted in February 2009 and one was conducted in
April 2010 prior to planting. Rx burns were ignited using
drip torches and were set as backing fires with flanking
strip head fires. The MR was conducted according to
prescriptions described by Loftis (1990) in September
2008. With the exception of oak and hickory (Carya)
species, competing midstory trees ≥5.0 cm and <25.0
cm dbh were injected with herbicide Garlon® 3A. Basal
area in the control and in the Rx burn units decreased
5 percent, and basal area in the MR units decreased
15 percent. The SW basal area decreased 63 percent,
leaving mostly dominant and codominant oak stems.

general linear mixed model (LM) to determine the
effects of silvicultural treatment, year since planting,
and genetic family on height and GLD. A generalized
linear mixed model (GLMM) was used to analyze the
effects of treatments on survival (alive=1, dead=0) for
each year after planting. We specified a binary response
distribution with a logit link function, and GLMMs were
modelled on event=1. If main effects of treatments
were significant in the LMs and GLMMs, we computed
comparisons using Tukey’s mean separation method.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Silvicultural treatment and family affected survival,
height, and GLD after three growing seasons (table 1
and 2). The interactions between family and silvicultural
treatment for survival were significant probably because
one family (NRO11) had higher survival than other
families in the SW treatment each year after planting.
Families had similar survival in all other silvicultural
treatments. The two-way interactions between
treatment and family were not significant for height or
GLD (table 2). The three-way interaction among year,
treatment, and family was significant for height because
some families performed better in some treatments in
some years and performed similarly in some treatments
in other years.

Northern red oak acorns were collected from six openpollinated mother trees located in stands of the Pisgah
National Forest in the Blue Ridge physiographic region
in autumn 2008. Acorns were sown at a density of 65/m2
separately by family, and the resulting seedlings were
grown as 1-0 bare-root seedlings at the East Tennessee
Nursery in Delano, TN, using prescriptions developed
to produce high-quality seedlings (Kormanik and others
2002). Trees were lifted in March 2010 by family and
visually graded to select the largest 30 percent from
each seed lot (based primarily on root-collar diameter)
to improve seedling quality (Clark and others 2000).

When averaged across treatments, NRO11 generally
had higher survival than other families each year after
planting (fig. 1). This family also exhibited relatively
large height and GLD in all years, including at the time
of planting (fig. 2). Families maintained similar height
and GLD growth rankings over time (fig. 2). These
results indicate that larger seedlings at planting will
maintain size advantages over smaller seedlings and
will have improved survival, which has been shown in
other studies (reviewed in Dey and others 2008 and
2012). Family effects in this study, therefore, may be
confounded with a nursery effect because seedling size
attributes from the nursery could mask true genetic
differences after planting (Pinto and others 2011). Our
family seed lots were not replicated at the nursery, and

We used a randomized complete block design with
single tree plots, and 14 blocks were planted in each
experimental unit (84 trees). A total of 168 trees per
family (1008 seedlings total) were planted using 3 by
3 m spacing. We collected survival, stem height, and
ground-line diameter (GLD) data just after planting
(April 2010) and for three years after planting (growing
seasons 2010-2012). Data were analyzed using a

Table 1—Generalized linear mixed model for survival for the ﬁrst three years after planting
northern red oak
Treatment
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Family

Treatment*Family

Year

F

P

F

P

F

P

1

69.57

<0.0001

67.05

<0.0001

139.45

<0.0001

2

94.51

<0.0001

82.33

<0.0001

130.84

<0.0001

3

78.39

<0.0001

68.61

<0.0001

112.4

<0.0001
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initial size advantages exhibited by certain families
could be due to nursery growing conditions for that
family seed lot (e.g., distance to nearest watering riser
and elevation of bed). However, the size advantages
could also be related to acorn size at sowing, which is
an inherited trait (Kormanik and others 1998, Korstian
1927). Genetic differences in early field performance
of northern red oak in the nursery and after planting is
a well-known phenomenon (Kriebel 1965), and family
rankings can change over time (Schlarbaum and Bagley
1981, Kriebel and others 1988). Managers should use
a genetically diverse seed mix to avoid the chance

of planting only one or two families that produce
small seedlings in the nursery or poor performing
families in the field. Families had similar survival in the
noncommercial treatments (Rx burn, MR, and control)
for each year after planting, indicating genetic and/or
seedling size differences could not be discerned in low
light environments where growth was negligible.
Seedlings in the SW treatment had the highest survival
and had the largest height and diameter after three
growing seasons (fig. 3 and table 3). In fact, the SW
treatment was the only treatment to have significant

Table 2—General linear mixed models with repeated measures for height and ground-line diameter (GLD)
three years after planting northern red oak
Height
Eﬀect

GLD

Denominator DF

F

P

F

P

8

6.85

0.0134

11.24

0.0031

Family

818

18.78

<0.0001

9.52

<0.0001

Treatment*Family

818

1.45

0.1163

1.01

0.4371

3

90.98

<0.0001

330.17

<0.0001

Year*Treatment

1893

27.09

<0.0001

126.75

<0.0001

Year*Family

1893

1.65

0.0539

1.58

0.0723

Year*Treatment*Family

1893

1.50

0.0179

0.67

0.9575

Treatment

Year

Figure 1—Survival least-squares means three years after planting six genetic families of
northern red oak.
PROCEEDINGS OF THE 18 TH BIENNIAL SOUTHERN SILVICULTURAL RESEARCH CONFERENCE

459

Figure 2—Height and ground-line diameter least-squares means three years after planting six
genetic families of northern red oak.
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Figure 3—Survival least-squares means for three silvicultural treatments and a control three years
after planting northern red oak. SW = commercial shelterwood harvest, Rx burn = prescribed burn,
and MR = midstory removal.

Table 3—Height and ground-line diameter (GLD) least-square means at the time of planting and for the ﬁrst
three years after planting northern red oak. Means followed by the same letter are not signiﬁcantly diﬀerent
Year 0

Year 1

Year 2

Year 3

Height (cm)
Control

99

fgh

105

cdefg

102

defg

104

cdefg

MR

101

gh

113

bcdef

113

bcdef

113

bcdef

Rx burn

101

fgh

118

bcd

119

bc

116

bcde

SW

103

eh

112

cdfg

123

b

144

a

GLD (mm)
Control

11.2

gjkl

12.6

cdefhi

12.5

cdefhi

13.2

cdef

MR

11.4

fkl

12.1

dij

12.2

cdeghi

12.9

cegh

Rx burn

11.0

il

12.4

cdefgh

11.9

ejk

12.7

cdfgh

SW

11.2

hijk

12.7

cdefg

15.4

b

19.3

a

MR = midstory removal, Rx burn = prescribed burn and SW = commercial shelterwood harvest.
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yearly height growth after the first year (table 3). Threeyear survival was 99 percent in the SW stands, and
trees grew an average of 41 cm and 8.1 mm in height
and GLD, respectively. The improved survival and
growth in the SW treatment over other treatments was
expected because growth rates increase as canopy
openness increases from relatively low levels (Johnson
1984, Lhotka and Loewenstein 2009, Morrissey and
others 2010, Spetich and others 2002).
The Rx burn and MR treatments had statistically similar
survival rates in years 1 and 3 after planting despite a
20-percent higher survival rate in the Rx burn stands.
The control had the lowest survival rates, averaging
30 percent in year 3; however, this was not statistically
different than the MR treatment (52 percent). The lack
of statistical differences in survival among treatment
means was due to high variation among replications,
and indicates more replications of treatments were
needed. Variation among experimental units with the
same treatment could be due to differences in timing
of treatments for the Rx burn units, or it could be
related to site differences among replications of the
same treatment (e.g., aspect, elevation, soil moisture
availability, and nutrient availability). Exploratory
analysis using potential explanatory variables should
be conducted to elucidate explanation for the relatively
high variation in survival.
Despite the low power of the study, the low survival in
the MR treatment would be considered unacceptable
for most commercial planting operations. We suspect
that the slight increases in survival in the Rx burn
treatment over the control and MR treatments could
be related to nutrient increases from burning organic
matter prior to planting (Blankenship and Arthur 1999).
In contrast to this study, other studies have found oak
seedlings had adequate survive in noncommercially
treated underplantings up to seven years after planting
with slight increases in light availability (Buckley and
others 1998, Lhotka and Loewenstein 2009, Parrott and
others 2012, Schweitzer and others 2006). However,
seedlings planted in this study were larger than these
previous studies, which may have reduced their ability
to maintain proper root/shoot ratios under a low light
environment (Struve and others 2000). Oswalt and
others (2006) also found reduced survival (58 percent)
in uncut stands after two years compared to harvested
stands (>80 percent) for seedlings sized similarly to
those in our study.
Seedlings in the noncommercial treatments had
relatively poor growth rates compared to the SW
treatment (table 3). The MR, the Rx burn, and the
control treatments did not grow in height from year
1 to year 3, and the MR treatment was the only
noncommercial treatment that had significant GLD
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growth during this time. The poor growth in the control
was similar to previous studies that found oak seedlings
did not grow under full canopy conditions (Buckley and
others 1998, Parrott and others 2012). In contrast to
our study, large oak seedlings (~100 cm height) grew 26
cm in height in control stands after two years in a study
in western Tennessee (Oswalt and others 2006). The
height growth reported by Oswalt and others (2006),
however, could have been from new sprouts originating
after stem dieback, and may not represent increases
in total height (as we measured). The slightly improved
GLD growth found in the MR treatment compared to
the control treatment was expected because removal
of midstory or understory competition above natural
or planted seedlings improves growth, particularly of
the root system (Lhotka and Loewenstein 2009, Loftis
1990, Parrott and others 2012, Paquette and others
2006). The relatively poor growth of seedlings in the Rx
burn was probably due to low available light. The burns
were highly variable and were of relatively low intensity
overall. Additionally, midstory stems deadened by the
fire produced understory sprouts within a year of the
burns, which probably increased understory shade to
planted seedlings.
If we use GLD as a surrogate for root growth
(Grossnickle 2012), trees had more relative growth
in the root system compared to stem growth in the
SW and control treatments. For example, trees had
a 40-percent increase in relative stem height and a
72-percent increase in relative GLD in the SW stands
from the time of planting until year 3. The seedlings in
the control grew 5 percent in height and 18 percent in
GLD over three years. In contrast, the MR and the Rx
burn treatments had GLD-relative growth rates similar
to their height-relative growth rates (approximately 12
and 15 percent for the MR and Rx burn treatments,
respectively). Oak seedlings rebuild root systems
damaged during lifting and planting at the expense of
stem growth, a process known as transplant shock
(Struve and others 2000). Results suggest that at the
two extremes of disturbance in this study, with the
most extreme in the SW and the least extreme in the
control, seedlings built root systems at the expense
of aboveground biomass during the early years when
undergoing planting shock. Seedlings planted under
the intermediate disturbance regimes of the MR and
Rx burn treatments recovered their root systems while
simultaneously building aboveground biomass in similar
proportions. Unfortunately, information comparing
growth of oak seedlings planted under a gradient of
disturbance regimes is limited. Kolb and Steiner (1990)
found direct-seeded northern red oak had relatively
balanced root/shoot ratios when grown with an
intermediate light intensity and relatively high root/shoot
ratios when grown in full sun.

MANAGEMENT IMPLICATIONS

We propose that the MR and control treatments as
applied in this study are not viable treatments for
artificial regeneration of northern red oak due to low
survival and growth rates after the first three growing
seasons. The Rx burn was marginally successful in
terms of survival, but growth was negligible. The most
efficacious treatment was the SW treatment; seedlings
were able to recover from transplant shock and grow
significantly each year, resulting in a 14-cm gain in
height and a 2.7-mm gain in GLD per growing season.
We expect height and GLD growth to improve in the SW
stands as trees age and root systems fully recover from
transplant shock, assuming no major future stress to
the trees (Struve and others 2000).
Family differences in survival and growth were
significant, but genetic differences may have been
confounded with a nursery effect. Regardless, results
indicate managers should use a genetically diverse
seed mix from locally adapted sources to avoid the
possibility of planting only poor-performing families.
A portion of the SW and the Rx burn treatments
were recently burned again as part of management
prescriptions for this study. Recovery from burning
will be important to follow because managers are
increasingly using fire to improve oak regeneration
(Arthur and others 2012). Predictions that survival and
growth after burning will depend on seedling size at
planting are currently being tested.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors thank the University of Tennessee (UT)
Tennessee Agricultural Experiment Station for partial
support of this study. We greatly appreciate field
assistance from the UT Tree Improvement Program:
Stephen Grayson, David Griffin, Brian Hughett, John
Johnson, Tracy Powers, and Ami Sharp; and USDA
Forest Service Southern Research Station: Jacqui
Adams, Kenny Frick, and Tracy Roof. Dr. David Buckley,
the University of Tennessee; and Dr. Patrick Keyser,
USDA Forest Service; provided early reviews of this
manuscript.

LITERATURE CITED
Abrams, M.D. 2003. Where Has All the White Oak Gone?
BioScience. 53: 927-939.
Arthur, M.A.; Alexander, H.D.; Dey, D.C [and others]. 2012.
Refining the oak-fire hypothesis for management of oakdominated forests of the eastern United States. Journal of
Forestry. 110: 257-266.
Blankenship, B.A.; Arthur, M.A. 1999. Soil nutrient and microbial
response to prescribed fire in an oak-pine ecosystem
in eastern Kentucky. In: Stringer, J.W.; Loftis, D.L. eds.,
Proceedings of the 12th central hardwood forest conference.
Gen. Tech. Rep. SRS-24. Asheville, NC: U.S. Department of
Agriculture Forest Service, Southern Research Station: 39-47.

Buckley, D.S.; Sharik, T.L.; Isebrands, J.G. 1998. Regeneration of
northern red oak: positive and negative effects of competitor
removal. Ecology. 79(1) 65-78.
Clark, S.L.; Schlarbaum, S.E.; Kormanik, P.P. 2000. Visual
grading and quality of 1-0 northern red oak seedlings.
Southern Journal of Applied Forestry. 24: 93-97.
Dey, D.C.; Gardiner, E.S.; Schweitzer, C.J. [and others]. 2012.
Underplanting to sustain future stocking of oak (Quercus) in
temperate deciduous forests. New Forests. 43: 955-978.
Dey, D.C.; Jacobs, D.F.; McNabb, K [and others]. 2008. Artificial
regeneration of major oak (Quercus) species in the eastern
United States - a review of the literature. Forest Science.
54: 77-106.
Grossnickle, S.C. 2012. Why seedlings survive: influence of plant
attributes. New Forests. 43: 711-738.
Johnson, P.S. 1984. Responses of planted northern red oak
to three overstory treatments. Canadian Journal of Forest
Research. 14: 536-542.
Keyser, T.L.; Greenberg, C.H.; Simon, D.; Warburton, G. [In
press]. Assessing the regeneration potential of productive
mixed-hardwood stands following single and repeated
prescribed fire. In: Proceedings of the 18th biennial southern
silvicultural research conference. Gen. Tech. Rep. Asheville,
NC: U.S. Department of Agriculture Forest Service Southern
Research Station.
Kolb, T.E.; Steiner, K.C. 1990. Growth and biomass partitioning
of northern red oak and yellow poplar seedlings: effects of
shading and grass root competition. Forest Science. 6: 34-44.
Kormanik, P.P.; Sung, S.J.S.; Kormanik, T.L. [and others].
1998. Effect of acorn size on development of northern red
oak 1-0 seedlings. Canadian Journal of Forest Research.
28: 1805-1813.
Kormanik, P.P.; Sung, S.J.S.; Zarnoch, S.J.; Tibbs T. 2002.
Artificial regeneration of northern red oak and white oak on
high-quality sites: effect of root morphology and relevant
biological characteristics. In: Sambeek, J.W.; Dawson J.O.;
Ponder F. Jr. [and others] eds. Proceedings of the 2001
national silviculture workshop. Gen. Tech. Rep. PNW-546.
St. Paul, MN: U.S. Department of Agriculture Forest Service,
North Central Forest Experiment Station: 83-91.
Korstian, C.F. 1927. Factors controlling germination and early
survival in oaks. New Haven, CT: Yale University School
Forestry Bulletin. 115 p.
Kriebel, H.B. 1965. Parental and provenance effects on growth
of red oak seedlings. In: Proceedings of the 4th central states
forest tree improvement conference: 19-25.
Kriebel, H.B.; Merritt, C.; Stadt, T. 1988. Genetics of growth
rate in Quercus rubra: provenance and family effects by the
early third decade in the north central USA. Silvae Genetica.
37: 193-198.
Lhotka, J.M.; Loewenstein, E.F. 2009. Effects of midstory
removal on understory light availability and the 2-year
response of underplanted cherrybark oak seedlings. Southern
Journal of Applied Forestry. 33: 171-177.
Loftis, D.L. 1990. A shelterwood method for regenerating
red oak in the Southern Appalachians. Forest Science.
36: 917-929.
McEwan, R.W.; Dyer, J.M; Pederson, N. 2011. Multiple interacting
ecosystem drivers: toward an encompassing hypothesis
of oak forest dynamics across eastern North America.
Ecography. 34: 244-256.

PROCEEDINGS OF THE 18 TH BIENNIAL SOUTHERN SILVICULTURAL RESEARCH CONFERENCE

463

Morrissey, R.C.; Jacobs, D.F.; Davis, A.S.; Rathfon, R.A. 2010.
Survival and competitiveness of Quercus rubra regeneration
associated with planting stocktype and harvest opening
intensity. New Forests. 40: 273-287.
Oswalt, C.M.; Clatterbuck, W.K.; Houston, A.E. 2006. Impacts of
deer herbivory and visual grading on the early performance
of high-quality oak planting stock in Tennessee, USA. Forest
Ecology and Management. 229: 128-135.
Oswalt, C.M.; Oswalt, S.N.; Johnson, T.G. [and others] 2009.
Tennessee’s Forests, 2009. Res. Bull. SRS-189. Asheville,
NC: U.S. Department of Agriculture Forest Service, Southern
Research Station. 136p.
Paquette, A.; Bouchard A.; Cogliastro A. 2006. Successful
under-planting of red oak and black cherry in earlysuccessional deciduous shelterwoods of North America.
Annals of Forest Science. 63: 823-831.
Parrott, D.L.; Lhotka J.M.; Stringer J.W.; Dillaway D.N. 2012.
Seven-year effects of midstory removal on natural and
underplanted oak reproduction. North Journal of Applied
Forestry. 29: 182-189.

464

HARDWOOD REGENERATION

Pinto, J.R.; Dumroese R.K.; Davis A.S.; Landis T.D. 2011.
Conducting seedling stocktype trials: a new approach to an
old question. Journal of Forestry. 109: 293-299.
Schlarbaum, S. E.; Bagley, W.T. 1981. Intraspecific genetic
variation in Quercus rubra L., northern red oak. Silvae
Genetica. 30:5056.
Schweitzer, C. J.; Gardiner, E. S.; Loftis D. L. (2006). Response
of sun-grown and shade-grown northern red oak seedlings to
outplanting in clearcuts and shelterwoods in North Alabama.
In: Conner, K.F., ed. Proceedings of the 13th biennial southern
silvicultural research conference. Gen. Tech. Rep. SRS-92.
Asheville, NC: U.S. Department of Agriculture Forest Service,
Southern Research Station: 269-274.
Spetich, M.A.; Dey, D.C.; Johnson, P.S.; Graney, D.L. 2002.
Competitive capacity of Quercus rubra L. planted in Arkansas
Boston Mountains. Forest Science. 48: 504-517.
Struve, D.K.; Burchfield, L.; Maupin, C. 2000. Survival and
growth of transplanted large- and small-caliper red oaks.
Journal of Arboriculture. 26: 162-169.

