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Abstract: Invasive glossy buckthorn could reduce restoration potential for understory native forest
herbs by compromising their growth and biodiversity. Few studies of glossy buckthorn’s effects
on forest herbs exist, and none were done in early-successional, partially open hardwood forests.
This study was conducted in a mature hybrid poplar plantation invaded by buckthorn, located in
southeastern Québec. We tested the effect of buckthorn removal on the growth of three forest herb
species, whether this effect varied among species, and if canopy type (two poplar clones) influenced
this effect. Forest herbs were planted in herbicide (buckthorn removed) and control treatments
in the plantation understory, an environment similar to that of early-successional hardwood
forests. Over the first two growing seasons, species showed specific reactions to buckthorn cover.
Mean relative growth rate (RGR) for Asarum canadense and Polygonatum pubescens was increased in the
herbicide treatment (48% and 33%, respectively) and decreased in the control treatment (−35% and
−33%, respectively). Sanguinaria canadensis growth was the highest among species, with no difference
between treatments. No effects of canopy type were detected. Results suggest that planting forest
herbs for restoration purposes may be unsuccessful if buckthorn is present. Important changes in
understory flora biodiversity are likely to occur over the long term in forests invaded by buckthorn.

Keywords: Frangula alnus; introduced species; eastern North America; southeastern Québec; understory
biodiversity; early-successional forests; poplar plantation; bloodroot; wild ginger; Solomon’s seal

1. Introduction

Exotic species represent from a quarter to a third of the plant species of the eastern Canadian
provinces and American states [1]. Although most exotic plants have integrated into native ecosystems
without producing major changes [2,3], a small number have become invasive, resulting in losses in
biodiversity in native ecosystems and causing serious ecological and economic consequences [4,5].
However, the abundance of an exotic species is not necessarily indicative of its impact on native
species [6]. Furthermore, an exotic species can be a driver of change in its new environment, or it can
also be a “passenger” simply taking advantage of the current state of an ecosystem, such as following
a disturbance [7]. In the latter case, control efforts would not be justified because the opportunistic
species is not the primary source of the negative effects and its eradication will probably not restore the
ecosystem and its biodiversity. In addition, control efforts themselves risk resulting in negative impacts
on native species or even foster new invasions by other species [8]. Given that resources for control are
limited and that control actions are expensive, labour-intensive, and imply long term commitments,
prioritization of the invasive exotic species requiring control is essential. Therefore, it is necessary
to experimentally test the effects of invasive exotic plants to verify causal links between the effects
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observed and their presence and abundance, and then prioritize the monitoring and control of species
for which a causal link has been established [9].

One species of concern throughout eastern North America is glossy buckthorn (Frangula alnus
Miller, syn. Rhamnus frangula), an exotic shrub that is now naturalized and dominant in many
ecosystems. Buckthorn may be a threat to biodiversity because it is very efficient at outcompeting
native tree species in the colonization of canopy gaps, where it often forms a dense pure cover, reducing
light availability to the forest floor [10–12]. Following buckthorn invasion, native species biodiversity
may decline and forest productivity may be reduced [13,14].

Although most studies examining the effect of buckthorn have focused on the response of native
tree seedlings, only a few have included forest herbs. However, Mason et al. [15] observed that the
effect of woody invasive species is generally stronger on herbaceous plants than on other plant forms.
Moreover, buckthorn is capable of invading humid and low-nutrient sites, where it may adversely
affect the large number of endangered plant species that often occur in these environments [16].
The study of the herb stratum could therefore provide a more accurate and comprehensive assessment
of the effect of buckthorn on the entire forest understory. This stratum, which can include around fifty
species in southern Québec’s rich maple stands [17], is one of the most important components of plant
biodiversity in eastern North American hardwood forests. Buckthorn may threaten this biodiversity,
and perhaps other ecological processes essential to the sustainability of these forests.

Forests in eastern North America that were cut for agriculture, and allowed to recover
post-agriculture, showed very slow establishment of small-seeded ant-dispersed forest herbs, such as
Sanguinaria canadensis, Asarum canadense, Trillium and Viola species [18]. These forest herbs took
nearly a century to recolonize the second growth forests [18]. Sanguinaria canadensis (bloodroot) and
Asarum canadense (wild ginger) are two of the three experimental forest herbs used in this study. Along
with Polygonatum pubescens (Solomon’s seal, likely bird dispersed), these deciduous forest species are
wide ranging in eastern North America. They are typical of mature deciduous forests, growing on rich
soils of Eastern Canada and the US. Wild ginger (food and medicinal uses) and bloodroot (medicinal
uses) are known non-timber forest products (NTFPs). However, there is considerable evidence that
forest understory herbs cannot withstand any harvesting in natural forests because of slow population
growth, especially those species that are sought for their roots, thus killing the harvested plants [19].
In Québec, bloodroot and wild ginger are legally designated as “vulnerable” because they were
potential targets of harvesting to supply nurseries with native shade garden plants [20]. The cultivation
of wild ginger and bloodroot in forest farming systems, as an environmentally sound alternative to
harvesting in the wild, has been investigated in Québec [21].

Full restoration of the biodiversity of the forest herb layer of young forests will require active
restoration by transplantation. Natural second growth forests that are 50 years old are quite suitable
for this purpose [22], as are productive hybrid poplar plantations that are only 10 years old [22,23].
Such hybrid poplar plantations can be used to create forested corridors linking natural woodlots (which
are mostly second growth). Over time, native tree species will colonize these hybrid poplar corridors,
as was observed for several deciduous species within 10 years, whereas native forest herb species
will not colonize for perhaps a 100 years [18]. Forest herbs are planted for restoration purposes [15]
and some species are cultivated as NTFPs. Both activities often take place in disturbed or managed
forests, or in plantation understories [22], where buckthorn may be especially likely to invade. Whether
buckthorn affects the success of these practices is a question that also needs answering.

In several New Hampshire pine-mixed hardwood forests and plantations, high basal areas of
glossy buckthorn have been associated with a lower herb cover and a lower ground level plant species
biodiversity [24]. In contrast, no effect of buckthorn removal on herb cover and herb species richness
was detected in two experimental manipulations done in the same region and forest types, one of
them testing results five years after buckthorn removal [11,25]. In riparian savannahs in Pennsylvania,
Possessky et al. [14] observed a reduced percent herb cover in plots invaded by buckthorn compared to
control savannah plots, but no effect on herb species richness. A causal link between glossy buckthorn
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presence and a reduction in forest herb growth has therefore not yet been clearly established. Moreover,
the observation of a reduction in understory species richness by Frappier et al. [24] suggests that
different forest herb species may be differently affected by buckthorn. Information on differences in
susceptibility to buckthorn among forest herb species would help conservationists identify species that
are more at risk, as well as guide the choice of less sensitive species to be transplanted in biodiversity
restoration projects.

Another consideration is that regional and ecosystem-specific studies are often necessary to
evaluate the effects of invasive species, which can vary depending on these factors [6,8,11,12].
Susceptibility to invasion by buckthorn was observed to vary depending on the forest type [25]
and the effect of buckthorn on the forest understory may vary depending on the composition of the
canopy. In Canada, southern Québec is a region that is particularly vulnerable to invasive species
because of its relatively warm climate and fertile soils, and because of its location near sources of new
invasive species (Ontario and USA). In southern Québec, early-successional, partially open hardwood
forests seem to be especially susceptible to invasion by buckthorn, but no research on how buckthorn
affects forest herbs has been conducted in that region and forest type. This type of forest covers a vast
area in the region, where human settlements and agricultural activities have highly fragmented the
landscape and modified ecosystems. Baeten et al. [26] observed that environmental constraints can
amplify the delay in colonization of forest herbs when these are slow-dispersers. Knowing if buckthorn
is a threat to forest herb biodiversity, especially in fragmented landscapes where colonization is more
difficult, and if it interferes with their growth in early-successional, partially open hardwood forests
in southern Québec (Canada), is important for answering the question of whether the control of
buckthorn is necessary.

To verify the presumed negative effect of buckthorn on forest herbs, we planted three species
of forest herbs in the understory of a mature hybrid poplar plantation invaded by buckthorn.
The objectives of this study are: (1) to test the effect of glossy buckthorn on the growth of three
forest herb species; (2) to determine if this effect varies among the species tested; and (3) to determine
if the overhead tree canopy type (two hybrid poplar clones tested) influences the effect of buckthorn.
This experiment was done under two different hybrid poplar clones than the five clones used in a
similar experiment, within the same plantation, in which we conducted an experiment on transplanted
tree seedlings [27]. Increased knowledge of the effects of buckthorn on forest herbs will help include
glossy buckthorn control in management, restoration or cultivation plans if justified, in order to
preserve biodiversity, ecosystem services and sustainable forest use.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Study Site

The study site is a mature experimental hybrid poplar plantation, planted in 2000 and located
at Sainte-Catherine-de-Hatley, in southeastern Québec (Lat. 45.27 N, Long. 72.05 W). The plantation
covers approximately 0.5 ha and is surrounded by a buffer row of hybrid poplars to reduce the edge
effect. It has a randomized block design, with three blocks each containing nine 12 m × 12 m main plots,
randomly attributed to 9 different hybrid poplar clones. Each main plot had 12 planted hybrid poplars,
for an initial density of 833 stems/ha [28]. Two of the 9 clones were selected for this experiment because
of their greatest differences in parentage. These two clones (DxN-3333 and MxB-915303) have dissimilar
ecology, yield, physiology, structure and biomass allocation (stem, branches and roots) which may
influence light availability, and possibly available soil nutrients after many growing seasons. Following
the plantation’s establishment in May 2000, buckthorn has naturally invaded the plantation understory
(Figure 1), most likely from large buckthorn thickets located in the adjacent open abandoned field.
Buckthorn was the only woody vegetation present in the plantation understory, except for a few small
tree seedlings (mostly white ash). A layer of low herbaceous vegetation, mostly continuous throughout,
was also present. See Results Section for buckthorn density and biomass data from control plots.
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Figure 1. Untreated plot (control) of the hybrid poplar plantation, showing several 2- to 3-m-high 
stems of glossy buckthorn (40,000 stems/ha) and the understory vegetation (June 2014). 

The plantation used for this experiment offers an experimental design that reduces confounding 
factors because the tree stem sizes and distribution (structure), as well the nature of the canopy 
(species composition) are uniform, especially because the trees are all hybrid poplar clones 
(genetically identical individuals). In addition, the understory conditions of the studied plantation 
are comparable to those of natural early-successional forests that are common throughout the 
Northern Hardwoods forest region. The understory environment is also comparable to that of 
partially open forests regenerated by under-planting and of tree plantations on abandoned farmland 
[22], two practices which are becoming more widespread in the region.  

Each main plot of the experiment (3 blocks × 2 hybrid poplar clones = 6 plots) was split in two 
(1st split-plot level), an herbicide treatment was randomly attributed to one half (9 m × 4 m) and the 
other half remained untreated (control) (9 m × 4 m) (12 subplots; 6 for each treatment). In October 
2013, double the minimal dose (7.52 kg a.i. ha−1) of glyphosate (“Round-up” by Monsanto) was 
applied in the herbicide subplots using a backpack sprayer, with its nozzle aimed (1–2 m above 
ground) at the leaves of buckthorn stems. In late April 2014, dead buckthorn stems were cut and 
removed from herbicide subplots. No soil disturbance, weeding or additional herbicide treatments 
were done afterwards during the whole duration of the experiment. In spring 2014, a 2.4 m plastic 
mesh fence was attached to the hybrid poplar buffer row to exclude deer. 

2.2. Transplantation of Forest Herbaceous Plants 

Three understory herbaceous species (2nd split-plot level) were planted in this experimental 
design (Sanguinaria canadensis, Asarum canadense, Polygonatum pubescens). Transplants of Sanguinaria 
canadensis and Asarum canadense were studied previously in a hybrid poplar plantation network (that 
includes the plantation used in this study) and both species showed good potential for cultivation or 
conservation in plantation understories [23]. The cultivation of these species under a canopy could 
provide a sustainable alternative supply of NTFPs, and they could serve as well for biodiversity 
restoration purposes [22].  

This experiment used nursery-produced forest herbs to simulate large plants, which has never 
been done previously in field studies of glossy buckthorn. Using transplants removes part of the 
heterogeneity in age and development that exists in natural forest understory herbs, because 
transplants all had a similar age and cultivation history at the time of plantation. The use of more 
mature herbaceous plants, rather than seedlings, can better reflect the effect of glossy buckthorn than 
a response measured at earlier growth stages, where environmental variables have a greater effect 

Figure 1. Untreated plot (control) of the hybrid poplar plantation, showing several 2- to 3-m-high
stems of glossy buckthorn (40,000 stems/ha) and the understory vegetation (June 2014).

The plantation used for this experiment offers an experimental design that reduces confounding
factors because the tree stem sizes and distribution (structure), as well the nature of the canopy (species
composition) are uniform, especially because the trees are all hybrid poplar clones (genetically identical
individuals). In addition, the understory conditions of the studied plantation are comparable to those
of natural early-successional forests that are common throughout the Northern Hardwoods forest
region. The understory environment is also comparable to that of partially open forests regenerated by
under-planting and of tree plantations on abandoned farmland [22], two practices which are becoming
more widespread in the region.

Each main plot of the experiment (3 blocks × 2 hybrid poplar clones = 6 plots) was split in two
(1st split-plot level), an herbicide treatment was randomly attributed to one half (9 m × 4 m) and the
other half remained untreated (control) (9 m × 4 m) (12 subplots; 6 for each treatment). In October 2013,
double the minimal dose (7.52 kg a.i. ha−1) of glyphosate (“Round-up” by Monsanto) was applied
in the herbicide subplots using a backpack sprayer, with its nozzle aimed (1–2 m above ground)
at the leaves of buckthorn stems. In late April 2014, dead buckthorn stems were cut and removed
from herbicide subplots. No soil disturbance, weeding or additional herbicide treatments were done
afterwards during the whole duration of the experiment. In spring 2014, a 2.4 m plastic mesh fence
was attached to the hybrid poplar buffer row to exclude deer.

2.2. Transplantation of Forest Herbaceous Plants

Three understory herbaceous species (2nd split-plot level) were planted in this
experimental design (Sanguinaria canadensis, Asarum canadense, Polygonatum pubescens). Transplants of
Sanguinaria canadensis and Asarum canadense were studied previously in a hybrid poplar plantation
network (that includes the plantation used in this study) and both species showed good potential for
cultivation or conservation in plantation understories [23]. The cultivation of these species under a
canopy could provide a sustainable alternative supply of NTFPs, and they could serve as well for
biodiversity restoration purposes [22].

This experiment used nursery-produced forest herbs to simulate large plants, which has never
been done previously in field studies of glossy buckthorn. Using transplants removes part of
the heterogeneity in age and development that exists in natural forest understory herbs, because
transplants all had a similar age and cultivation history at the time of plantation. The use of more
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mature herbaceous plants, rather than seedlings, can better reflect the effect of glossy buckthorn than
a response measured at earlier growth stages, where environmental variables have a greater effect
on plant growth [29]. Using transplants allowed us to measure the response to buckthorn directly
on individual plants, which is a more sensitive measurement than overall understory herb cover.
The transplants also more accurately represent a biodiversity restoration or cultivation reality.

The plants we used were obtained from Horticulture Indigo, a local nursery (Melbourne, QC,
Canada) producing native plants from seed, with no harvesting impacts on native forests. All plants
were planted on 8 and 9 May 2014. A screening based on plant size was done prior to plantation
to ensure that the distribution of plants differing in size was as homogeneous as possible among
subplots, main plots and blocks. A central area of 3 m by 4 m in each subplot (herbicide and control)
was amended with lime (calcium hydroxide) in October 2013, in order to increase the soil pH and
improve soil conditions for the calcicolous species [23]. An amount of 166 g of lime per m2 was added
to this area (2 kg for 12 m2) of each subplot.

This experimental design is a split-split-plot design [30] with 36 experimental units (3 blocks
× 2 clones × 2 treatments × 3 species = 36 sub-subplots). In each experimental unit, the content of
20 pots of each species, which included a varying number of plants, were planted 30 cm apart along
two rows that were spaced 20 cm apart. Each pot contained on average from 2 to 6 plants, depending
on species. Two rows of the transplanted content of 10 pots for each species formed a rectangular
species unit, and 3 such species units (one sub-subplot for each species) were placed side by side in a
random order in each subplot (Figure 2).
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Figure 2. View of an herbicide treatment subplot after one growing season (June 2015). Transplants
of wild ginger are located on the left side (bottom of photo), with Solomon’s seal in the middle, and
bloodroot located on the right. Control treatments, containing buckthorn, are visible in background.

2.3. Measurements of Transplanted Forest Herbs

Initial measurements (time 1; data collected 27 May–13 June 2014), taken shortly after planting,
after full plant stem and leaf development, and measurements taken two years later (time 2;
data collected 13–16 June 2016) were used to calculate relative growth rates (RGR) based on percent
biomass gain for each experimental unit, all individual plants/ramets combined. RGRs were calculated
using the following formula: RGR = (LnW2 − LnW1)/(t2 − t1), and were expressed in g/g/year [31].
Data at time 1 represent growth produced from the resources stocked in the rhizomes of the plants
during the previous growing season, that is to say the last one in the nursery. Data taken at time 2
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represent growth from resources stocked after transplantation, during the plant’s first two growing
seasons (2014 and 2015) in the plantation understory.

2.4. Forest Herbs Allometric Relationships

To calculate forest herb biomass using non-destructive measurements, predictive equations of
total dry biomass were built for each species using specific size measurements as predictor variables.
Because the species planted have different vegetative propagation modes, our equations for Asarum
and Sanguinaria were built for each leaf, in order to represent a proportion of the total biomass of
a ramet. We regressed the dry weight of one ramet, or part of a ramet (one leaf and its associated
rhizome and root material) on various single leaf metrics, such as leaf width. To estimate the total
weight of one of these species in one replicate, we then used the regression equation to estimate
biomass of each ramet, or part of a ramet, in the replicate and then summed up these estimates of
ramet biomass. Asarum produces each year several new rhizomes producing new ramets, which may
remain connected for several years, creating expanding patches. Sanguinaria can also produce some
new ramets from dividing rhizomes, but in far less abundance than Asarum. In the case of Polygonatum,
biomass estimation was simpler because each stem is a ramet attached to a single rhizome, growing a
few cm each year, and producing at its end a new larger aerial stem each year. The method used was
aimed at measuring the total biomass produced by all the plants transplanted in each experimental
unit through non-destructive methods. Total biomass estimates for all plants/ramets within each
individual replicate plots were made using individual measurements of all Polygonatum stem lengths
in the individual plots, and of all leaves of Asarum and Sanguinaria in the individual plots.

To obtain these allometric relationships a destructive subsample, consisting of the planted
content of 12 initial pots per species, each pot containing several individual plants, was harvested in
2014 (from 27 May to 13 June) to determine total dry biomass (aboveground and belowground).
These harvested subsamples were distributed over the entire experimental design. Plant size
measurements depended on individual species’ morphology (e.g., length and width of leaves, stem
length, number of flowers, etc.), and the size measurements that were the best predictors of dry
biomass were determined by regression analyses (single variable regression using the R program
package [32]). Regression model selection was based on the Akaike Information Criterion (AIC) and
on the fit of the model (R2). All regression models are power functions.

Table 1 provides information on the allometric equations developed for each forest herb species.
Three outlier data points were removed from the Polygonatum pubescens dataset in order to meet the
requirements for a reliable model.

Table 1. Allometric relationships between leaf and stem size measurements, as predictor variables (x),
and total dry biomass, as response variable (Y), for three forest herb species planted in the understory
of a mature hybrid poplar plantation.

Species Size Variable Plants/Ramets
Harvested (n)

Model x = Size
Measurement (cm)

Y = Dry Biomass (g)
R2

Asarum canadense
(biomass of part of a ramet) Leaf width (cm) 76 Y = 0.0236x1.3282 0.80

Sanguinaria canadensis
(biomass of part of a ramet) Leaf width (cm) 25 Y = 0.01819x1.7095 0.88

Polygonatum pubescens
(biomass of one plant)

Stem length,
first to last leaf (cm) 56 Y = 0.1181x1.1091 0.77

2.5. Measurement of Environmental Variables

Canopy openness (proxy for light availability), soil humidity, soil nutrient availability, buckthorn
stem and seedling density, buckthorn biomass, understory vegetation biomass (other than buckthorn)
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and canopy poplar biomass and volume were measured. Canopy openness, a proxy for light availability,
was estimated through the analysis of two hemispherical photographs per treatment plot (at 1 m
above ground level, below most of the buckthorn cover and above planted forest herbs height, and at
3 m, above most of the buckthorn cover), using the Gap Light Analyzer software v.2.0 (Simon Fraser
University, Burnaby, BC, Canada). To determine soil nutrient availability, four sets of soil Plant Root
Simulator probes (developed by Western Ag Innovations, Saskatchewan) were buried in each of the
12 treatment plots during 40 days (from 2 June 2014 to 11 July 2014). Soil was collected in metal
containers for gravimetric measurements in each treatment plot (sub-subplots), on a single day in
July 2014 (no rain 48 h prior to sampling), to measure soil humidity. All glossy buckthorn stems were
counted and their basal diameters measured in each treatment plot for subsequent conversion into
biomass values using an allometric relationship developed for this experiment (described in another
publication) [33]. Buckthorn seedlings were counted in four 50 cm × 50 cm microplots located within
each treatment plot. All understory vegetation besides buckthorn was harvested in the same four
50 cm × 50 cm microplots used for buckthorn seedlings, to obtain biomass data. DBH of hybrid poplars
included in plots were measured for conversion to aboveground biomass and volume, using predictive
equations developed in the plantation network for 13-year-old hybrid poplars [34].

3. Results

3.1. Results of the Forest Herb Experiment

Over the two first growing seasons in the plantation understory, the mean relative growth rate
for the three forest herb species combined was higher in the herbicide subplots than in the control
subplots (Table 2). Although it was not detected as statistically significant at p = 0.05, the treatment
was significant at p = 0.097. In addition, confidence intervals for the two treatments did not overlap.
We consider this result to be biologically significant, providing some support to the hypothesis of an
overall negative effect of buckthorn on forest herb growth.

Table 2. Relative growth rates expressed in terms of total biomass (g/g/year or %) of three forest herb
species planted in herbicide and control treatments in the understory of a hybrid poplar plantation
(SAC: Sanguinaria canadensis, ASC: Asarum canadense, POP: Polygonatum pubescens).

SAC ASC POP Treatment
Mean

Treatment
Standard Error

Treatment
p Value

Herbicide 66% 48% 33% 49%
15% 0.097Control 79% −35% −33% 4%

Species mean 72% 6% 0%

Species standard error 19%

Species p value 0.029 *

* Significant at p < 0.05.

The ANOVA did not detect a significant Treatment × Species interaction (p = 0.1951), However,
the results do show a trend towards a differential effect of the herbicide treatment which removed
buckthorn from the understory vegetation. Buckthorn shrubs alone represented 88% of total understory
biomass, the other 12% consisting of herbaceous plants. In the herbicide treatment, the three species had
positive growth (biomass gain) with overlapping confidence intervals between species. In the control
treatment, both Polygonatum pubescens and Asarum canadense had markedly reduced and negative RGRs
(biomass loss) (Table 2). These negative RGRs were of the same order of magnitude as the positive
RGRs observed in the herbicide treatment, representing a completely opposite growth trend between
treatments. In contrast, Sanguinaria canadensis had marked positive RGRs under both treatments, with
overlapping confidence intervals. Sanguinaria canadensis had the highest growth of the three species in
both treatments and the smallest difference between treatments. Differences in RGR between the three
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species (treatments combined) were significant (Table 2), probably because of the diverging responses to
buckthorn. After two growing seasons, Sanguinaria canadensis had the highest RGR of the three species
by far, Polygonatum pubescens had the lowest RGR, and Asarum canadense had an intermediate RGR.
Confidence intervals around RGRs for Polygonatum pubescens and Asarum canadense were overlapping.
The superior growth of Sanguinaria canadensis in the herbicide treatment is amplified when looking at
overall growth (treatments combined), because the growth of Sanguinaria canadensis remained similar
under both treatments, while the other two species had similar, marked growth reductions under
the control treatment, resulting in an overall RGR close to zero for both Polygonatum pubescens and
Asarum canadense.

3.2. Environmental Variations between Clone Types and between Treatments

Hybrid poplar clone type canopy did not significantly differ in biomass or volume between clone
types (Table 3). It also did not have a significant effect on any environmental variable, except on canopy
openness at 1 m above ground level, under most of the buckthorn cover. This appears to be a spurious
effect, because clone type canopy did not have an effect on canopy openness at 3 m above ground
level, above most of the buckthorn cover, and no other related variable, such as buckthorn density
or biomass, followed a similar trend. Because no effects of canopy type on forest herb growth were
detected, the poplar canopy type does not seem to influence buckthorn or its effect on forest herbs.
The hypothesis for our third research question about the potential of hybrid poplar clone canopy
influencing buckthorn or its effect on forest herbs is therefore rejected. At the time the experiment
was conducted, hybrid poplar density was 691 stems/ha (2 of 12 stems/plot initially planted were
harvested to build allometric equations), volume was 170 m3/ha, and dry biomass was 70,000 kg/ha
(or 7000 g/m2 for comparing with buckthorn biomass).

Table 3. Results from ANOVAs (F and p values) comparing environmental and vegetation variables of
two canopy hybrid poplar clone types (DxN-3333 and MxB-915303) and two treatments (herbicide and
control) of a mature hybrid poplar plantation.

Variable
Clone Types Treatments

F p Value F p Value

Glossy buckthorn
Stem density 0.93 0.437 31.68 <0.001 ***

Seedling density 0.38 0.600 1.46 0.294
Total aboveground biomass 1.91 0.301 9.64 0.0361 *

Soil nutrients
NO3 1.67 0.325 0.00 0.978

P 0.67 0.500 0.57 0.493
K 1.35 0.365 0.62 0.475
Ca 0.37 0.607 0.02 0.905
Mg 0.46 0.566 1.45 0.295

Soil humidity 1.49 0.347 0.24 0.651
Canopy openness
1 m aboveground 26.05 0.0363 * 0.35 0.584
3 m aboveground 1.09 0.405 0.72 0.445

Understory vegetation biomass
(without buckthorn) 0.51 0.549 16.5 0.0154 *

Hybrid poplar
Volume 3.17 0.217
Biomass 7.89 0.107

*** Significant at p < 0.001. * Significant at p < 0.05.

Unsurprisingly, buckthorn stem density (stems >50 cm in height) and total biomass were
significantly higher in control treatment subplots than in herbicide subplots (Table 4). Understory
vegetation (biomass) was also significantly more abundant in control subplots than in herbicide



Sustainability 2017, 9, 249 9 of 13

subplots. However, in all control subplots, where both buckthorn and other understory vegetation are
present, buckthorn biomass was much higher than that of the other understory vegetation (mean per
block). The non-buckthorn understory vegetation biomass represented 24% of the total understory
biomass (non-buckthorn vegetation + buckthorn) in block 1, 7% in block 2 and only 4% in block 3.
On average, over all blocks, the non-buckthorn understory vegetation biomass was 12% of the total
understory biomass (understory vegetation + buckthorn), while buckthorn biomass accounted for
88% of it (Table 4). Differences in canopy openness or soil conditions between treatments were not
significant, nor were all possible interactions between clone types, treatments and species.

Table 4. Results from ANOVAs (p values) comparing environmental and vegetation variables between
herbicide and control treatments in the understory of a mature hybrid poplar plantation.

Variable Unit Herbicide Control Standard Error p Value

Glossy buckthorn
Stem density n/m2 0 4 1 0.0049 **

Seedling density n/m2 66 127 36 0.294
Total aboveground biomass g/m2 2 503 114 0.0361 *

Soil humidity % 20 20 1 0.651
Canopy openness
1 m aboveground % 31 32 1 0.584

Understory vegetation biomass
(without buckthorn) g/m2 6 68 11 0.0154 *

* Significant at p < 0.05. ** Significant at p < 0.01.

4. Discussion

The most important effect of the herbicide treatment was buckthorn removal (reduced from 503 to
2 g/m2; 99.6% removal). Buckthorn biomass in the control plots, at an average of 503 g/m2, made up
88% of total understory biomass (571 g/m2 = 503 + 68) (Table 4). Herbicide effects can thus be viewed
primarily as buckthorn effects. However, other understory species were also reduced by herbicide,
although not quite to the same extent (91% removal), and they initially represented only 12% of the
total understory biomass. Their loss may also have had effects, but if so, they were slight.

The high relative rate of growth and the small differences between treatments observed for
Sanguinaria canadensis are consistent with the observations of this species as particularly successful
in transplantation experiments, and capable of coping with competition. In Massachusetts, in
a transplantation experiment including eight perennial plant species, Sanguinaria canadensis was
one of only two species which remained after 15 growing seasons, and it was the only species
which had succeeded in the establishment of reproducing populations [35]. In our experiment, we
observed Sanguinaria canadensis seedlings in June 2016, from seeds produced in situ. In another study,
Sanguinaria canadensis was observed to have certain competitive abilities against Alliaria petiolata, an
invasive biennial plant [36]. Sanguinaria canadensis does not seem to be as substantially affected as the
other two species by the herbicide treatment, the major effect of which was to remove buckthorn.

The responses of the two other species (Asarum canadense and Polygonatum pubescens) may
accurately represent the reaction to buckthorn that most eastern North American forest herb species
are more likely to have. Non-significant differences between all three species in the herbicide treatment
could be due to specific growth patterns or differences in transplantation success. Uncontrolled factors,
such as micro-topography (small depressions in two herbicide treatments in block 1 were often
waterlogged), could be responsible in part for the large variations observed in transplant growth.
The differences in the results for the three species in the control treatment, in turn, seem to show
specific reactions to buckthorn cover.

From a conservation and restoration perspective, it is expected that buckthorn will strain forest
herb populations in natural habitats, and negatively affect their growth and biodiversity. The lack
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of significant differences in relative growth rate between species in this study may be due in part
to the fact that only two years have passed since transplantation. With additional growing seasons,
differences could become more pronounced.

The two hybrid poplar clone types tested did not result in significantly different understory
environments, and no effect on any buckthorn or forest herb growth variables was detected. Similarly,
differences among clones were also not observed in a study on buckthorn effects on tree seedlings
conducted under five other hybrid poplar clone canopies within the same plantation used in this
study [27]. Likewise, Boothroyd-Roberts et al. [22] also did not detect significant differences in
environmental variables between 10-year-old hybrid poplar clone type canopies.

The environments in the herbicide and control treatments were significantly different in terms
of vegetation. Light, soil nutrient and soil humidity conditions were similar between treatments,
but vegetation (buckthorn and other understory vegetation) was significantly more abundant in
control plots than in herbicide plots. The soil probes were inserted for a month at the beginning of
the spring, which is likely to be the moment when the nutrients would have been released in the
herbicide treatment, but not captured by the removed buckthorns. Moreover, four replicate pairs of
soil probes were distributed in each subplot, which exceeds the recommended quantity. The absence
of a difference in soil nutrient availability and soil humidity between treatments, after the removal in
the herbicide plots of 500 g of buckthorn per m2 on average, perhaps indicates that buckthorn does not
take up large amounts of nutrients and water. Eliminating buckthorn had no significant impact on
soil nutrients and water. These results would be consistent with the description of glossy buckthorn
as a generalist species with low edaphic requirements. Another hypothesis would be that the hybrid
poplars, which are known to have high soil water and nutrient uptakes [37,38], and which represent
94% of the biomass of the plantation (all vegetation strata included) collected most of the soil resources
made available by the removal of buckthorn.

However, although no differences between treatments were observed in this experimental design
for canopy openness, light seems to be the resource that is limited by buckthorn according to the results
obtained from a larger experimental design (including five clone types) within the same plantation [27].
Because buckthorn is far more abundant than the other understory vegetation in terms of biomass
(representing on average 88% of total understory biomass), and because other environmental variables
are quite constant between treatments, treatment effects on transplanted forest herb growth can
plausibly be mainly attributed to buckthorn abundance. This hypothesis of buckthorn’s main effect
being through reduced light availability is also supported by previous studies [24].

The results of this study are probably generally applicable to early-successional, partially open,
hardwood forests dominated mostly by intolerant hardwoods (poplars, birches, ashes, etc.). Support
for this generalization comes from a study by Boothroyd-Roberts et al. [22], who observed that 10-year
old productive hybrid poplar plantations had many environmental conditions similar to young second
growth woodlots (31 to 58 years in age), such as basal area, canopy closure and leaf litter accumulation.
The 15-year-old hybrid poplar plantation used for the experimental design probably has environmental
conditions that are comparable to those of early-successional forests found throughout southeastern
Canada and the Northeastern United States.

5. Conclusions

Our results indicate that buckthorn appears to be interfering with forest herb growth, and the
different species tested seem to be differently affected. If this trend of a differential effect of buckthorn
on forest herb species is confirmed in the future, important changes in understory herbaceous flora
biodiversity will likely occur over the long term.

Considering that transplantation studies have yielded contradictory results [29,35,39], and that
success rate seems to decline when observed over a period which is closer to the long life expectancy of
forest herbs [35], our results bring support for a removal of buckthorn prior to establishing transplanted
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forest herb populations, for a choice of species with ecological requirements matching those of planting
sites, and of transplants that are larger in size to maximize the potential for success.

Although our results are short-term, they may have important implications considering the
bottleneck pattern of forest herb population establishment [26]. The lag in growth that buckthorn may
cause could significantly reduce the future development capacity of forest herb populations in eastern
North America and thus reduce hardwood forest understory biodiversity.

Many eastern North American forest herb species are slow dispersers, such as Asarum canadense
and Sanguinaria canadensis, the seeds of which are dispersed by ants [40]. Therefore, this additional
constraint by buckthorn may further increase their already lengthy time lag in colonizing new
habitats, which can exceed a 100 years [18]. Although some slowly-dispersed species such as
Sanguinaria canadensis could be transplanted to overcome dispersal issues and establish successful
populations under buckthorn (this needs to be confirmed over a longer period of time), other species,
such as Asarum canadense and Polygonatum pubescens may not be able to succeed in establishing a
population when buckthorn is present. These results have important implications for the planting
of these two forest herb species, for biodiversity restoration purposes or for non-timber forest
products, because it appears unproductive to plant them when buckthorn is present in the forest
or plantation understory.

Acknowledgments: Research funding to the Eastern Townships Forest Research Trust by the Ministère des
Forêts, de la Faune et des Parcs du Québec (“Chantier sur la forêt feuillue” Program) is gratefully acknowledged.
We thank A. Lacroix-Dehours, D. Hamelin, P. Vollering, O. Dubuc, M.-A. Pétrin, J. Lemelin and F. Lambert for
their assistance in the field. We also thank land owners C. Iannuzzi and F. Nadeau for allowing this research
project to occur on their property. We also wish to thank H. Isbrucker for providing us with ample space for
sample preparation and drying. C. Hamelin gratefully acknowledges graduate scholarships received from the
Fonds de recherche du Québec—Nature et technologies, from the Eastern Townships Forest Research Trust,
and from the Faculty of Graduate Studies and Research of the University of Regina. We are also grateful for
the constructive comments and suggestions made by two anonymous reviewers, which have contributed in
improving this manuscript.

Author Contributions: D. Gagnon and B. Truax designed the experiment; C. Hamelin made all data measurements
and did all data analyses; and C. Hamelin wrote the initial draft of the paper, to which D. Gagnon and B. Truax
added contributions.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Lavoie, C.; Saint-Louis, A.; Guay, G.; Groeneveld, E. Les plantes vasculaires exotiques naturalisées: Une
nouvelle liste pour le Québec. Le Nat. Can. 2012, 136, 6–32. [CrossRef]

2. Mills, J.E.; Reinartz, J.A.; Meyer, G.A.; Young, E.B. Exotic shrub invasion in an undisturbed wetland has little
community-level effect over a 15-year period. Biol. Invasions 2009, 11, 1803–1820. [CrossRef]

3. Stohlgren, T.J.; Jarnevich, C.; Chong, G.W.; Evangelista, P.H. Scale and plant invasions: A theory of biotic
acceptance. Preslia 2006, 78, 405–426.

4. Gordon, D.R. Effects of invasive, non-indigenous plant species on ecosystem processes: Lessons from Florida.
Ecol. Appl. 1998, 8, 975–989. [CrossRef]

5. Mack, R.N.; Simberloff, D.; Lonsdale, W.M.; Evans, H.; Clout, M.; Bazzaz, F.A. Biotic invasions: Causes,
epidemiology, global consequences, and control. Ecol. Appl. 2000, 10, 689–710. [CrossRef]

6. Ricciardi, A.; Cohen, J. The invasiveness of an introduced species does not predict its impact. Biol. Invasions
2007, 9, 309–315. [CrossRef]

7. Macdougall, A.S.; Turkington, R. Are invasive species the drivers or passengers of change in degraded
ecosystems? Ecology 2005, 86, 42–55. [CrossRef]

8. Westman, W.E. Park management of exotic plant species: Problems and issues. Conserv. Biol. 1990, 4, 251–260.
[CrossRef]

9. Macdonald, I.A.W.; Loope, L.L.; Usher, M.B.; Hamann, O. Wildlife conservation and the invasion of nature
reserves by introduced species: A global perspective. In Biological Invasions: A Global Perspective; Drake, J.A.,
Ed.; John Wiley Sons Ltd.: New York, NY, USA, 1989; pp. 215–255.

http://dx.doi.org/10.7202/1009237ar
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10530-008-9359-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1890/1051-0761(1998)008[0975:EOINIP]2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1890/1051-0761(2000)010[0689:BICEGC]2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10530-006-9034-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1890/04-0669
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.1990.tb00286.x


Sustainability 2017, 9, 249 12 of 13

10. Converse, C.K. Element Stewardship Abstract for Rhamnus Cathartica and Rhamnus Frangula (syn. Frangula alnus);
The Nature Conservancy: Arlington, VA, USA, 1984.

11. Frappier, B.; Eckert, R.T.; Lee, T.D. Experimental removal of the non-indigenous shrub Rhamnus frangula
(glossy buckthorn): Effects on native herbs and woody seedlings. Northeast. Nat. 2004, 11, 333–342. [CrossRef]

12. Nagel, L.M.; Corace, R.G., III; Storer, A.J. An experimental approach to testing the efficacy of management
treatments for glossy buckthorn at Seney National Wildlife Refuge, Upper Michigan. Ecol. Restor. 2008, 26,
136–142. [CrossRef]

13. Fagan, M.E.; Peart, D.R. Impact of the invasive shrub glossy buckthorn (Rhamnus frangula L.) on juvenile
recruitment by canopy trees. For. Ecol. Manag. 2004, 194, 95–107. [CrossRef]

14. Possessky, S.L.; Williams, C.E.; Moriarity, W.J. Glossy buckthorn, Rhamnus frangula L.: A threat to riparian
plant communities of the northern Allegheny Plateau (USA). Nat. Areas J. 2000, 20, 290–292.

15. Mason, T.J.; French, K.; Lonsdale, W.M. Do graminoid and woody invaders have different effects on native
plant functional groups? J. Appl. Ecol. 2009, 46, 426–433. [CrossRef]

16. Catling, P.M.; Porebski, Z.S. The history of invasion and current status of glossy buckthorn, Rhamnus frangula,
in southern Ontario. Can. Field Nat. 1994, 108, 305–310.

17. Gagnon, D.; Bouchard, A. La vegetation de l’escarpement d’Eardley, parc de la Gatineau, Québec. Can. J. Bot.
1981, 59, 2667–2691. [CrossRef]

18. Flinn, K.M.; Vellend, M. Recovery of forest plant communities in post-agricultural landscapes. Front. Ecol. Environ.
2005, 3, 243–250. [CrossRef]

19. Nantel, P.; Gagnon, D.; Nault, A. Population viability analysis of American ginseng and wild leek harvested
in stochastic environments. Conserv. Biol. 1996, 10, 608–621. [CrossRef]

20. MDEL (Ministère du Développement Durable, de L’environnement et de la Lutte Contre les Changements
Climatiques). Espèces Menacées ou Vulnérables au Québec. 2014. Available online: http://www.mddelcc.
gouv.qc.ca/biodiversite/especes/ (accessed on 16 December 2014).

21. Naud, J.; Olivier, A.; Bélanger, A.; Lapointe, L. Medicinal understory herbaceous species cultivated under
different light and soil conditions in maple forests in southern Québec, Canada. Agrofor. Syst. 2010, 79,
303–326. [CrossRef]

22. Boothroyd-Roberts, K.; Gagnon, D.; Truax, B. Can hybrid poplar plantations accelerate the restoration of
forest understory attributes on abandoned fields? For. Ecol. Manag. 2013, 287, 77–89. [CrossRef]

23. Boothroyd-Roberts, K.; Gagnon, D.; Truax, B. Hybrid poplar plantations are suitable habitat for reintroduced
forest herbs with conservation status. SpringerPlus 2013, 2, 507. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Frappier, B.; Eckert, R.T.; Lee, T.D. Potential impacts of the invasive exotic shrub Rhamnus frangula L. (glossy
buckthorn) on forests of southern New Hampshire. Northeast. Nat. 2003, 10, 277–296. [CrossRef]

25. Owen Koning, C.; Singleton, R. Effects of moderate densities of glossy buckthorn on forested plant
communities in southwest New Hampshire, USA. Nat. Areas J. 2013, 33, 256–262. [CrossRef]

26. Baeten, L.; Hermy, M.; Verheyen, K. Environmental limitation contributes to the differential colonization
capacity of two forest herbs. J. Veg. Sci. 2009, 20, 209–223. [CrossRef]

27. Hamelin, C.; Truax, B.; Gagnon, D. Invasive glossy buckthorn impedes growth of red oak and sugar maple
under-planted in a mature hybrid poplar plantation. New For. 2016, 47, 897–911. [CrossRef]

28. Truax, B.; Gagnon, D.; Fortier, J.; Lambert, F. Yield in 8 year-old hybrid poplar plantations on abandoned
farmland along climatic and soil fertility gradients. For. Ecol. Manag. 2012, 267, 228–239. [CrossRef]

29. Drayton, B.; Primack, R.B. Rates of success in the reintroduction by four methods of several perennial plant
species in Eastern Massachussets. Rhodora 2000, 102, 299–331.

30. Petersen, R.G. Design and Analysis of Experiments; Marcel Dekker Inc.: New York, NY, USA, 1985.
31. Hunt, R. Basic Growth Analysis. Plant Growh Analysis for Beginners; Unwin Hyman Inc.: Boston, MA,

USA, 1990.
32. R Core Team. R: A Language and Environment for Statistical Computing; R Foundation for Statistical Computing:

Vienna, Austria, 2014; Available online: http://www.R-project.org/ (accessed on 15 December 2015).
33. Hamelin, C.; Gagnon, D.; Truax, B. Aboveground biomass of glossy buckthorn is similar in open and

understory environments but architectural strategy differs. Forests 2015, 6, 1083–1093. [CrossRef]
34. Truax, B.; Gagnon, D.; Fortier, J.; Lambert, F. Biomass and volume yield in mature hybrid poplar plantations

on temperate abandoned farmland. Forests 2014, 5, 3107–3130. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1656/1092-6194(2004)011[0333:EROTNS]2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.3368/er.26.2.136
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2004.02.015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2664.2009.01607.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1139/b81-318
http://dx.doi.org/10.1890/1540-9295(2005)003[0243:ROFPCI]2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1523-1739.1996.10020608.x
http://www.mddelcc.gouv.qc.ca/biodiversite/especes/
http://www.mddelcc.gouv.qc.ca/biodiversite/especes/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10457-009-9262-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2012.09.021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/2193-1801-2-507
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24156089
http://dx.doi.org/10.1656/1092-6194(2003)010[0277:PIOTIE]2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.3375/043.033.0304
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1654-1103.2009.05595.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11056-016-9551-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2011.12.012
http://www.R-project.org/
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/f6041083
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/f5123107


Sustainability 2017, 9, 249 13 of 13

35. Drayton, B.; Primack, R.B. Success rates for reintroductions of eight perennial plant species after 15 years.
Restor. Ecol. 2012, 20, 299–303. [CrossRef]

36. Murphy, S.D. Concurrent management of an exotic species and initial restoration efforts in forests. Restor. Ecol.
2005, 13, 584–593. [CrossRef]

37. Vance, E.; Loehle, C.; Wigley, T.; Weatherford, P. Scientific basis for sustainable management of Eucalyptus
and Populus as short-rotation woody crops in the U.S. Forests 2014, 5, 901–918. [CrossRef]

38. Fortier, J.; Truax, B.; Gagnon, D.; Lambert, F. Biomass carbon, nitrogen and phosphorus stocks in
hybrid poplar buffers, herbaceous buffers and natural woodlots in the riparian zone on agricultural land.
J. Environ. Manag. 2015, 154, 333–345. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

39. Mottl, L.M.; Mabry, C.M.; Farrar, D.R. Seven-year survival of perennial herbaceous transplants in temperate
woodland restoration. Restor. Ecol. 2006, 14, 330–338. [CrossRef]

40. Heithaus, E.R. Seed predation by rodents on three ant-dispersed plants. Ecology 1981, 62, 136–145. [CrossRef]

© 2017 by the authors; licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1526-100X.2011.00860.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1526-100X.2005.00075.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/f5050901
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2015.02.039
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25753395
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1526-100X.2006.00141.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/1936677
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Study Site 
	Transplantation of Forest Herbaceous Plants 
	Measurements of Transplanted Forest Herbs 
	Forest Herbs Allometric Relationships 
	Measurement of Environmental Variables 

	Results 
	Results of the Forest Herb Experiment 
	Environmental Variations between Clone Types and between Treatments 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 

