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ABSTRACT

We conducted four experiments to evaluate the effects of different heights and times of pruning on the growth of
Eucalyptus grandis and E. grandis x E. camaldulensis GC INTA 8 in Concordia (Entre Rios, Argentina). During winter,
two experiments were carried out on 20 months old stands and, during spring, two more experiments were carried
out on 24 months old stands. Each experiment consisted of two treatments assigned under a completely randomi-
zed design with four replicates of 300 m? plots: T1= pruning to 2.5 m; T2= pruning to 4.5 m. Diameter at breast height
(DBH) and total height were measured before pruning and after 12 months to calculate height and DBH growth in
the first year following pruning. We used GLM and GLMM to modeling growth. Then, we compared the mean values
of height and DBH growth of T1 with T2 using Fisher’s LSD test. Finally, we calculated the resulting remaining crown
(RC) after pruning treatments. After winter pruning, we found no significant differences in the growth of the two ge-
netic materials. On the contrary, after spring pruning, the DBH growth of E. grandis was significantly lower (p=0.001)
in T2 (3.4 cm) than in T1 (3.9 cm), while the height growth of GC INTA 8 was significantly lower (p=0.011) in T2 (3.2
m) than in T1 (3.5 m). According to the results, winter pruning of Eucalyptus genetic materials does not affect their
growth in the first year, regardless of the height of pruning. However, spring pruning can affect DBH or height growth,
depending on the variety. The extremely dry conditions during the development of these experiments may have
affected growth responses differently. Further studies should focus on growth responses to pruning under normal
climate conditions and other factors that may also affect growth.

Keywords: eucalyptus, hybrid clone, silvicultural practice.

RESUMEN

Se establecieron cuatro experimentos para evaluar el efecto de la época y la altura de poda sobre el crecimiento
de Eucalyptus grandis y E. grandis x E. camaldulensis GC INTA 8 en Concordia (Entre Rios, Argentina). En invierno se
instalaron dos experimentos en rodales de 20 meses de edad, y en primavera se instalaron dos experimentos mas
en rodales de 24 meses. Con disefio completamente aleatorizado con 4 repeticiones se aplicaron dos tratamientos
en parcelas de 300 m? T1= poda a 2,5 m; T2= poda a 4,5 m. Se midié didmetro a la altura del pecho (DAP) y altura
total antes de la poda y 12 meses después de su aplicacion, y se calculd el crecimiento en DAP y altura y la copa re-
manente. Mediante MLG y MLGM y test LSD de Fisher se comparé el crecimiento en DAP y altura de T1 y T2 en cada
experimento. No se encontraron diferencias significativas entre T1 y T2 después de la poda en invierno en ninguno de
los dos materiales genéticos. En cambio, luego de la poda de primavera el crecimiento en DAP de E. grandis resulté
significativamente menor (p=0,001) en T2 (3,4 cm) que en T1 (3,9 cm) y el crecimiento en altura de GC INTA 8 fue sig-
nificativamente menor (p=0,0117) en T2 (3,2 m) que en T1 (3,5 m). En conclusidn, la poda en invierno no afecta el creci-
miento de estos Eucalyptus, mientras que la poda en primavera puede afectar el crecimiento en DAP o altura segun el
material genético. Las condiciones de extrema sequia ocurridas durante el desarrollo de estos experimentos pudieron
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haber afectado las respuestas de estos materiales genéticos. Se requieren nuevos estudios para evaluar el efecto de
las podas en condiciones climaticas normales y considerar otros factores que pueden también afectar el crecimiento.

Palabras clave: eucalipto, clon hibrido, practica silvicola.

INTRODUCTION

Pruning plantation forests is a silvicultural practice used to ob-
tain knot-free wood (Kurtz and Ferruchi, 2000; Aparicio and Cani-
za, 2009), which is valuable to industries that manufacture wood
parts with specific visual and structural requirements. However, in
the northeast of the province of Entre Rios (Argentina), log price
depends on the thinnest end diameter, and there is still little price
difference between pruned and unpruned logs (Garcia, 2019).

Pruning when branches begin to dry and fall will enlarge the
defect core, thereby decreasing clear wood production (Garcia
and Ramos, 2021). Although eucalyptus trees naturally lose
their branches, achieving acceptable defect cores requires
pruning to be done early (Reid, 2002; Nolan et al., 2005). Fre-
quent and progressive pruning will result in uniform knot-free
cores through the stem (Aparicio and Caniza, 2009; Resquin
et al., 2007). However, this practice is expensive and it will in-
crease log price (Garcia and Ramos, 2021). Intensive pruning
in young trees with green branches can lower costs, promote
wound closure, and increase clear wood production (Ferraz et
al.,, 2016). Ren et al. (2015) reported that pruning 50% of the
whole crown of E. grandis x E. urophylla improved veneer quality
and increased green knots per unit area.

Intensive pruning can reduce tree growth (Pinkard 2002; La-
rocca et al., 2005) and promote epicormic sprouting (Seitz,
1995; Methol et al, 2005). However, pruning and thinning
applied together can minimize these effects on tree growth
(Pinkard y Beadle, 1998). Alcorn et al. (2008) indicate there may
be up-regulation of photosynthesis in the remaining foliage af-
ter pruning, resulting in physiological mechanisms for compen-
satory growth.

The effect of pruning on growth reduction depends on species
and site conditions at the time of pruning (Forrester et al., 2010).
To adequately plan pruning, each genetic material’s growth cha-
racteristics and branch persistence should be considered (Couto,
1995; Methol et al., 2005; Resquin et al., 2007; Garcia and Ramos,
2021; Ramos and Garcia, 2022; Garcia et al., 2023) to achieve
a balance between temporary growth reduction and knot-free
wood production (Kurtz and Ferruchi, 2000; Reid, 2002).

There is evidence of differences in productivity between Euca-
lyptus grandis and Eucalyptus clones growing in Entre Rios (Ha-
rrand et al., 2022). Differences in branch longevity among va-
rious genetic materials of Eucalyptus are also observed (Garcia
et al., 2023). Under similar environmental conditions, different
Eucalyptus varieties have different growth patterns and respon-
ses to disturbing events (Chauke, 2009; Eksteen, 2012). Then,
applying pruning treatments to different Eucalyptus varieties is
likely to result in different growth responses.

When referring to the height of pruning, some authors suggest
following a schedule where interventions do not remove more
than 50 % of the green crown in order not to reduce growth

(Larocca et al., 2005; Nolan et al., 2005). Aparicio and Caniza
(2009) propose pruning Eucalyptus to 2-2.5 m when they are
1-2 years old and lifting to 5.5 m when they are 2-3 years old,
while Kurtz and Ferruchi (2000) recommend pruning to 3 m
when trees reach a full height of 7-8 m. Results of pruning in-
tensity trials show that severe pruning can reduce the growth
of DBH and can have an effect on height growth. However, the
effects of severe pruning can disappear after a few years or
persist (Pinkard and Beadle, 1998; Resquin, 2007; Lisboa, 2012;
Ferraz et al., 2016).

A convenient alternative when there are homogeneous stands
is to prune only once to a height that will allow for a basal-pruned
log to be obtained from each tree (Garcia and Ramos, 2021).
However, it is important to note that for a fixed pruning height,
the growth of the trees within a stand may be affected differently
even if they are all pruned to the same height.

Pruning guides suggest that the best seasons to prune are
fall and winter before the onset of vegetative activity (Kurtz and
Ferruchi, 2000; Aparicio and Caniza, 2009). In contrast, Gar-
cia and Ramos (2021) mention that wounds heal faster after
spring pruning.

This study aimed to evaluate the growth response of two
different Eucalyptus genetic materials to two pruning heights
applied in winter and spring after twelve months of the applica-
tion of the treatments.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

We conducted this study in Campo El Alambrado (Concor-
dia, Entre Rios, Argentina 31°16'8.86" S, 57°58'51.86"0) of the
Instituto Nacional de Tecnologia Agropecuaria (INTA), where
soil belongs to Oxic Udifluvents, characterized by sandy over
sandy-clay materials at 65-85 cm depth, with rolling stones,
well to excessively drained, with reduced fertility and low wa-
ter retention capacity (Plan Mapa de Suelos de la Provincia de
Entre Rios, 1993). Forest plantations in Entre Rios stretch for
20 km parallel to the riverbank. Eucalyptus grandis is the com-
monly planted species in commercial plantations, with an ave-
rage yield of 25-30 m®ha™ in sandy soils (Bedendo, 2020) and
clear-cut at about ages 8-13 (Larocca et al., 2005). The climate
is warm temperate (subtropical) without a dry season, mean
annual temperature of 18.7 °C, mean annual precipitation of
1372.9 mm, and a frost-free period of ten months (Ramos et al.,
2018). The study took place through a period strongly influen-
ced by the ENSO phenomenon (El Nifio-Southern Oscillation),
with a prolonged drought where the water deficit concerning
normal annual precipitation ranged from -409.2mm in 2021 to
-217mm in 2022 (Ramos, 2021; Ramos and Garin, 2022).

We studied two genetic materials of Eucalyptus that were

planted in October 2019: Eucalyptus grandis Hill ex Maiden
from the commercial seed orchard of INTA Concordia, and E.
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grandis x E. camaldulensis GC INTA 8 commercial clone (hereaf-
ter GC INTA 8). We conducted four experiments as follows: 1) E.
grandis stand, aged 20 months, pruned in June 2021, during win-
ter season; 2) E. grandis stand, aged 24 months, pruned in Nov-
ember 2021, during spring season; 3) GC INTA 8 stand, aged 20
months, pruned in June 2021, during winter season, and 4) GC
INTA 8 stand, aged 24 months, pruned in November 2021, during
spring season. Each experiment involved two pruning heights:
T1) 2.5m, called low pruning and widely implemented in Eucalyp-
tus plantations in Entre Rios, and T2) 4.5 m, the usually second
pruning, that permits to obtain a basal pruned log of commercial
length. In each experiment, pruning treatments, T1 and T2, were
conducted in 300 square meters plots with four replicates, using
a completely randomized design.

On average, the density of the stands after an early thinning to
waste operation -which occurred just before pruning- was 565
trees per hectare. For experiment 1, the average number of trees
per plot was 14, for experiments 2 and 3 it was 17, and for expe-
riment 4 it was 20. At the time of the experiments establishment
and after 12 months of each pruning application, we measured
the diameter at breast height (DBH) and the total height of all
trees within each plot using a measuring tape (accuracy 0.1 cm)
and a telescopic pole (accuracy 0.05 m). We observed differen-
ces in average DBH and height values of the stands before pru-
ning treatments application, as shown in table 1.

After applying pruning treatments, we measured the percent-
age of the remaining crown (RC) for each tree, which was calcu-
lated by subtracting the height of pruning from the initial total
height of the tree. Our study involved recording the growth in
DBH and height of 250 Eucalyptus grandis trees as well as 296
GC INTA 8 trees.

With InfoSTAT statistical software (Di Rienzo et al., 2020) we
analyzed the growth in DBH and height in each experiment using
GLM (for modeling data sets with homogeneous variance) and
GLMM (for modeling data sets with heterogeneous variance).
We included initial DBH and initial height as covariables in the
analysis of DBH growth and height growth, respectively. For
each experiment and variable of interest, we selected the best
model based on the Akaike criterion (AIC): smallest AIC values
indicate better adjustment. We used a one-way GLM model
with height of pruning as the fixed effect for the DBH growth in
experiments 1 and 2, and for the height growth in experiments
1, 3, and 4. For the DBH growth in experiments 3 and 4, and for
the height growth in experiment 2, we opted for GLMM: we se-
lected the height of pruning as the fixed effect, and the function
of variance g(d) = d with plot as the grouping factor to indicate
that the residual variance is distinct for each plot. We compared
DBH and height growth mean values using Fisher's LSD test.
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RESULTS

Twelve months after winter pruning -applied in experiments
1 and 3- we found no significant differences in either DBH (fi-
gure 1) or height growth (figure 2) between the two pruning
heights. The p-values were higher than 0.05. DBH growth of E.
grandis was 4.0 cm in T1 and 3.9 cm in T2, while DBH growth
of GC INTA 8 was 3.9 cm in both T1 and T2 treatments. Height
growth of E. grandis was 4.1 m in T1 and 4.0 m in T2, while
height growth of GC INTA 8 was 3.9 min T1 and 3.8 m in T2.
In contrast, twelve months after spring pruning -applied in ex-
periments 2 and 4- the results were different depending on the
Eucalyptus variety. The growth in DBH of E. grandis (figure 1)
was 13 % lower in T2 (3.4 cm) than in T1 (3.9 cm), with a p-
value of 0.001, while DBH growth of GC INTA 8 presented no
significant differences (p-value=0.263) between T1 (3.6 cm)
and T2 (3.6 cm). Height growth of GC INTA 8 (figure 2) was 9%
lowerin T2 (3.2 m) than in T1 (3.5 m), with a p-value of 0.011. In
comparison, height growth of E. grandis showed no significant
differences (p-value=0.938) between T1 (4.1 m) and T2 (4.0 m)
twelve months after spring pruning.

Although treatments consisted of fixed pruning heights, in ex-
periments 1 and 2, which involved E. grandis, we observed re-
markable differences in remaining crown (RC) ranges after prun-
ing application (table 2). In experiment 1, only 5% of the trees
in T1 had less than 50% of RC, while in T2, 90% of the trees had
less than 50% of RC. Similarly, in experiment 2, only 2% of the
trees in T1 had an RC lower than 50%, whereas in T2, 46% of the
trees had an RC lower than 50%. On the contrary, in experiments
3 and 4, which involved GC INTA 8, only T2 caused some trees to
have RC values lower than 50%: in experiment 3, 4 % of the trees,
and in experiment 4, only 1 %. In both experiments, all the trees
pruned to 2.5 m (T1) had an RC equal to or higher than 50%.

DISCUSSION

Pruning trials mainly consider the species and the age and
size of the trees, rather than the season. Lund et al. (2023) high-
light that there is a significant gap in knowledge regarding the
optimal pruning times for specific species. Our results indicate
that pruning to fixed heights had different effects regarding the
season and the variety of Eucalyptus. After 12 months of the
pruning intervention in winter, the trees of both genetic mate-
rials pruned to 4.5 m were able to reach the same growths as
the trees pruned to 2.5 m, although the ranges of the remaining
crown after pruning differed for E. grandis in comparison to GC
INTA 8. The compensatory response to pruning may explain our
results. This response involves an increase in the photosynthe-
tic rate of the remaining crown, which allows the removal of

Experiment Time of pruning Stand age Genetic material DBH (cm) height (m)
1 winter 20 months E. grandis 8.111.6 7.7 1.3
3 winter 20 months GCINTA 8 8.8 +0.9 10.3 0.7
2 spring 24 months E. grandis 9.1 1.7 8914
4 spring 24 months GCINTA 8 8.9+1.2 11.1 0.8

Table 1. Average and standard deviation of diameter at breast height (DBH) and height of the stands before the implementation of pruning

trials.
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Trees with an RC lower than 50%

Experiment . mn 3 12
(pruning to 2.5 m) (pruning to 4.5 m) R T2
1 40-78% 22-55% 5% 90%
2 49-79% 23-62% 2% 46%
3 69-78% 43-61% 0% 4%
4 62-81% 48-64% 0% 1%

Table 2. Range of remaining crown (RC) and percentage of trees having an RC lower than 50 % after the implementation of pruning

treatments.

Experiment 1
E. grandis - winter pruning

7,0
6,0 A A
5,0
4,0
3,0
2,0 .

DBH growth (cm)

1,0

0,0
2,5 4,5

Experiment 3
GC INTA 8 - winter pruning
7,0

6,0 A A
5,0 :

4,0
3,0
2,0 .

DBH growth (cm)

1,0

Experiment 2
E. grandis - winter pruning

2,5 4,5

Experiment 4
GC INTA 8 - spring pruning

0,0
2,5 4,5

2,5 4,5

Figure 1. DBH growth twelve months after pruning treatments application. Different letters indicate significant differences between pru-

ning treatments within each experiment (Fisher’s LSD test, p<0.05).

some foliage without negatively affecting tree growth (Lisboa
etal., 2014). In coincidence, Ferraz et al. (2008) report that pru-
ning in fall 16 months old E. grandis to 4.5 m or below when
trees were 11 m tall presented similar DBH and height growth
after nine months of the intervention. Other study concludes
that pruning Eucalyptus to 2.4 m at 18, 21 and 24 months old
does not affect the growth in volume (Larocca et al., 2005).

Pruning experiments applied in spring caused different re-
sponses of trees. While E. grandis presented lower DBH growth
after 12 months, smaller height increments were observed in

GC INTA 8, when pruning to 4.5 m in comparison to the less in-
tensive treatment. In contrast, Maurin and DesRochers (2013)
observed that pruning had no effect on DBH growth for trees
pruned in fall or spring, while pruning to 2/3 of the crown length
decreased DBH of trees pruned during summer compared to
unpruned trees. Additionally, when referring to growth pat-
terns, Ferraz et al. (2016) point out that tree height was less
affected by pruning than the diameter growth response.

According to Harrand et al. (2022), during their early stages,
E. grandis x E. camaldulensis clones tend to exhibit higher
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Experiment 1
E. grandis - winter pruning

7,0
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4,0 X Zay
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Height growth (m)

0,0

Experiment 2
E. grandis - winter pruning

A A

f 1

2,5 4,5

Experiment 3
GC INTA 8 - winter pruning
7,0
6,0 __ A

5,0

4,0

o

3,0

Height growth (m)

2,0 1
1,0

0,0

2,5 4,5

Experiment 4

GC INTA 8- spring pruning
A

2,5 4,5

2,5 4,5

Figure 2. Height growth twelve months after pruning treatments application. Different letters indicate significant differences between

pruning treatments within each experiment (Fisher’s LSD test, p<0.05).

mean height and equal or greater DBH values than E. grandis.
The authors also note that these initial differences can persist
for a longer time under site conditions that limit growth. In this
study, E. grandis trees were shorter and more heterogeneous
than the hybrid clone trees. As a result, the RC percentages
after pruning had a wider range in E. grandis than in the hybrid
clone. While some research papers refer to the importance of
leaving at least 50 % of the green crown when pruning Eucalyp-
tus in order not to reduce tree growth (Larocca et al., 2005; No-
lan et al., 2005; Forrester et al., 2010), others indicate variable
recovery times when trees are treated with intensive pruning
(Ferraz et al., 2016; Alcorn et al., 2008).

A physiological approach to pruning may help interpreting
growth responses after pruning interventions. On one hand,
during winter, respiration costs are much lower for intensively
pruned trees than for other treatments (Pinkard et al., 1999).
Additionally, as a result of a loss of leaf area, a compensation in
growth occurs (Alcorn et al., 2008; Ramos and Licata, 2013; Lis-
boa et al., 2014). Under the same environmental conditions, di-
fferent Eucalyptus varieties show different growth patterns and
responses to disturbing events (Chauke, 2009; Eksteen, 2012).
Although hybrid Eucalyptus clones have shown better behavior
than E. grandis trees in sites with limiting growth conditions
(Harrand et al., 2022), prolonged drought periods seem to affect
both Eucalyptus genetic materials. According to Beadle's re-

search in 1997, responses to pruning depend, among other fac-
tors, on water availability. Therefore, the differences in growth
responses recorded in this study could be attributed to the ex-
tremely dry period during the establishment and evaluation of
the experiments. Under such unfavorable conditions, a greater
stomatal conductance in pruned trees suggests greater drought
stress resistance (Maurin and DesRochers, 2013) of trees when
pruned in winter, whereas a higher water demand for transpira-
tion in spring may have caused growth reduction.

CONCLUSIONS

Winter pruning to two different heights has no impact on the
growth of Eucalyptus trees. E. grandis and the hybrid clone GC
INTA 8 show similar responses. It means it is possible to prune
20 months old stands to 4.5 m in a one-time operation without
significant growth reduction. Therefore, a pruned basal log of
commercial length of 4.15 m can be obtained from each indi-
vidual tree.

Spring pruning effects on growth depend on the genetic ma-
terial. DBH growth of E. grandis and height growth of GC INTA 8
are lower when pruned to 4.5 m during spring. However, further
studies should investigate other factors that could also impact
growth and knot-free wood formation.
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Although statistically significant, differences of 0.5 cm in
DBH growth and 0.3 m in height growth may eventually disap-
pear and have no economic impact or influence on manage-
ment decisions. Forest managers can maximize the amount of
clear wood obtained from each basal log by developing pruning
plans based on the benefits of a one-time pruning approach. To
make these plans effective, it is important to consider factors
such as species’ branch longevity, resource availability, accept-
able growth loss, and the expected recovery rate of growth.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank the Asociacién Cooperadora (Estacion Experimen-
tal Concordia, Instituto Nacional de Tecnologia Agropecuaria)
and the Project PEIO16 of the Instituto Nacional de Tecnologia
Agropecuaria) for supporting this study. We also thank the au-
xiliary personnel of the Estacidon Experimental Concordia, Insti-
tuto Nacional de Tecnologia Agropecuaria for helping with field
measurements.

REFERENCES

ALCORN, PJ.; BAUHUS, J.; THOMAS, D.S.; JAMES, R.N.; SMITH, G.; NI-
COTRA, A.B. 2008. Photosynthetic response to green crown pruning in
young plantation-grown Eucalyptus pilularis and E. cloeziana. Forest Eco-
logy and Management, 255, 3827-3838. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fore-
€0.2008.03.030

APARICIO, J.; CANIZA, F. 2009. Pautas para la produccién de madera libre
de nudos de Pinus sp. y Eucalyptus grandis. (Available at: https:/forestoin-
dustria.magyp.gob.ar/archivos/procedimiento-requerido-en-plantaciones/
poda-de-pino-y-eucalyptus-inta.pdf verified on April 03, 2023).

BEDENDO, D. 2020. Indicadores de calidad de sitio para el cultivo del
eucalipto. In: GARCIA, M.A; DE LA PENA, C.; BEDENDO, D.; LUPI, A.M.
(ed.). Tecnologias para el establecimiento de plantaciones de eucalipto
en Entre Rios. Ediciones INTA https://repositorio.inta. gob.ar/handle/
20.500.12123/8148

BEADLE, C.L. 1997. Dynamics of leaf and canopy development. In: NAMBI-
AR, E.K.S; BROWN, A.G. (Eds.). Management of Soil, Nutrients and Water in
Tropical Plantation Forests. Australian Centre for International Agricultural
Research, Canberra. 169-212 pp.

CHAUKE, M. 2009. Modeling environmental factors affecting the growth
of Eucalypt clones. Thesis for the degree of Master of Science in Statis-
tics. School of Statistics and Actuarial Science, University of Kwazulu-Na-
tal, Pietermaritzburg. https://researchspace.ukzn.ac.za/bitstream/han-
dle/10413/685/Chauke_M_2009.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y

DI RIENZO, J.A.; CASANOVES, F,; BALZARINI, M.G.; GONZALEZ, L.; TABLA-
DA, M.; ROBLEDO, C.W. 2020. InfoSTAT version 2020. Centro de Transferen-
cia InfoSTAT, FCA, Universidad Nacional de Cérdoba, Argentina.

DO COUTO, H.T.Z. 1995. Manejo de florestas e sua utilizagdo em serraria.
Anais: Semindrio Internacional de Utilizagdo da Madeira de Eucalipto para
Serraria, 21-30.

EKSTEEN, A. 2012. Growth characteristics of three Eucalyptus clonal hy-
brids in response to drought stress: the underlying physiology. Thesis for the
degree of Doctor of Science. School of Biological and Conservation Scien-
ces, University of KwaZulu-Natal, Westville, Durban. https://researchspace.
ukzn.ac.za/xmlui/bitstream/handle/10413/11691/Eksteen_Alana_2012.
pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y

FERRAZ FILHO, A.C.; MOLA-YUDEGO, B.; GONZALEZ-OLABARRIA, J.R;
SOARES SCOLFORO, J.R. 2016. Pruning effect in Eucalyptus grandis x Euca-
lyptus urophylla clone growth. Scientia Forestalis 44, 111, 729-738. https://
doi.org/10.18671/scifor.v44n111.19

FORRESTER, D.; MEDHURST, J.; WOOD, M.; BEADLE, C. L.; VALENCIA, J.C.
2010. Growth and physiological responses to silviculture for producing so-
lid-wood products from Eucalyptus plantations: An Australian perspective.
Forest Ecology and Management, 259, 1819-1835.

GARCIA, M.A. 2019. Informe Jornada Técnica Forestal y Taller de dis-
cusién técnica Manejo de plantaciones de eucalipto para madera de cali-
dad. EEA Concordia, Estacion Yuqueri (Concordia, Entre Rios). https://doi.
org/10.13140/RG.2.2.25822.61767

RIA

GARCIA, M.A;; RAMOS, S. 2021. Efecto de la época y la intensidad de poda
temprana sobre la cicatrizacion de las heridas en dos clones de eucalipto. Acta
de disertaciones y contribuciones voluntarias de las xxxv Jornadas Forestales
de Entre Rios, 76-80. (Available at: https://www.jornadasforestales.com.ar/
book/revista/revista19-10-2021a.pdf verified on July 11, 2023).

GARCIA, M.; RAMOS, S.; INGARAMO, L.; ALEJANDRO, J. 2023. Herramien-
tas para estimar oportunidad de poda en diferentes materiales de eucalipto.
Actas del vl Congreso Forestal Latinoamericano y V Congreso Forestal Ar-
gentino, Ciudad de Mendoza, 552-554. (Available at: https://congresofores-
tal2023.org.ar/papers/ verified on July 11, 2023).

HARRAND, L.; OBERSCHELP, G.PJ.; SALTO, C. 2022. Ensayo de clones
hibridos pre-comerciales de INTA. Acta de disertaciones y contribuciones
voluntarias de las xxxvI Jornadas Forestales de Entre Rios, 78-76. (Available
at: https://www.jornadasforestales.com.ar/book/revista/REVISTA-FOREST-
AL-2022.pdf verified on July 11, 2023).

KURTZ, V.; FERRUCHI, R. 2000. La poda como parte de la estrategia
para la obtencién de madera de calidad. (Available at: https:/docplayer.
es/32426322-La-poda-como-parte-de-la-estrategia-para-la-obtencion-de-
madera-de-calidad.html verified on April 03, 2023).

LAROCCA, F.; APARICIO, J.; DALLA TEA, F. 2005. Manejo intensivo de fores-
taciones de eucaliptos. IDIA xxI, Revista de informacion sobre investigacion
y desarrollo agropecuario, afio 5, vol. 8, 70-73.

LISBOA, M.; ACUNA, E.; CANCINO, J.; MUNOZ, F; RODRIGUEZ-SOAL-
LEIRO, R.; VOLKER, P. 2012. Primeros resultados de un ensayo de severi-
dad de poda en Eucalyptus regnans: efectos en el crecimiento y respuesta
fisiolégica. Congreso latinoamericano de eucaliptos, Pucén, Chile. (Avai-
lable at: https://www.researchgate.net/publication/268871851_Primer-
os_resultados_de_un_ensayo_de_severidad_de_poda_en_Eucalyptus_reg-
nans_efectos_en_el_crecimiento_y_respuesta_fisiologica  verified on
August 03, 2022).

LUND, A; LEVINSSON, A.; OSTBERG, J.; WISTROM, B. 2023. Pruning re-
visited — effect of pruning season on wood discoloration and occlusion in
four temperate broadleaved tree species. Forestry, 96, 605-617. https://doi.
org/10.1093/forestry/cpac065

MAURIN, V.; DESROCHERS, A. 2013. Physiological and growth respon-
ses to pruning season and intensity of hybrid poplar. Forest Ecology and
Management, 304, 399-406. (Available at: https://www.researchgate.net/
publication/259693940_Physiological_and_growth_responses_to_pruning_
season_and_intensity_of_hybrid_poplar/link/5df8f74692851c8364852f8c/
download verified on March 01, 2023).

METHOL, R.; BALMELLI, G.; RESQUIN, F. 2005. Evaluacién de la intensidad
de poda en Eucalyptus grandis al tercer afio de crecimiento. INIA Serie Activ-
idades de Difusion, 416, 11-14. (Available at: http://www.ainfo.inia.uy/digital/
bitstream/item/12399/1/Sad-416P11-14.pdf verified on March 28, 2022).

NOLAN, G.; GREAVES, B.; WASHUSEN, R.; PARSONS, M.; JENNINGS, S.
2005. Eucalypt plantations for solid wood products in Australia - A Review.
(Available at: https://eprints.utas.edu.au/7045/1/FWP-8_PN04.3002.pdf ve-
rified on April 03, 2023).

PINKARD, E.; BATTAGLIA, M.; BEADLE, C.L.; SANDS, P.J. 1999. Modeling
the effect of physiological responses to green pruning on net biomass pro-
duction of Eucalyptus nitens. Tree Physiology 19, 1-12. (Available at: https:/
www.researchgate.net/publication/10844040_Modeling_the_effect_of_
physiological_res ponses_to_green_pruning_on_net_biomass_production_
of_Eucalyptus_nitens verified on March 28, 2022).

PINKARD, E.; BEADLE, C. 1998. Effects of green pruning on growth and
stem shape of Eucalyptus nitens (Deane and Maiden) Maiden. New Forests,
15,107-126.

PINKARD, E. 2002. Effects of pattern and severity of pruning on growth and
branch development of pre-canopy closure Eucalyptus nitens. Forest Ecolo-
gy and Management, 157, 217-230.

PLAN MAPA DE SUELOS DE LA PROVINCIA DE ENTRE RIiOS. 1993. Carta
de Suelos de la Republica Argentina. Departamento Concordia, Provincia de
Entre Rios. Acuerdo Complementario del Convenio INTA-Gobierno de Entre
Rios, EEA Paran3, Serie Relevamiento de Recursos Naturales N.° 10, 197 p.

RAMOS, S.; DE RUYVER, R.; GATTINONI, N.; GARIN, R.; GARRAN, S. 2018.
Estacion agrometeorolégica del INTA Concordia: 50 afios de servicio a la co-
munidad. Serie de extension 16. Ediciones INTA. (Available at: https://inta.
gob.ar/sites/default/files/inta_concordia_50_anos_estacion_agrometeoro-
logica_eea_concordia_inta.pdf verified on March 28, 2022).

RAMOS, S.; GARCIA, M.A. 2022. Caracterizacion de las ramas de dos
clones de eucalipto y su relacién con el manejo del rodal. Acta de disert-
aciones y contribuciones voluntarias de las xxxvi Jornadas Forestales de

Growth response of two genetic materials of Eucalyptus to different height and time of pruning 19


https://forestoindustria.magyp.gob.ar/archivos/procedimiento-requerido-en-plantaciones/poda-de-pino-y-eucalyptus-inta.pdf
https://forestoindustria.magyp.gob.ar/archivos/procedimiento-requerido-en-plantaciones/poda-de-pino-y-eucalyptus-inta.pdf
https://forestoindustria.magyp.gob.ar/archivos/procedimiento-requerido-en-plantaciones/poda-de-pino-y-eucalyptus-inta.pdf
https://doi.org/10.18671/scifor.v44n111.19
https://doi.org/10.18671/scifor.v44n111.19
https://doi.org/10.13140/RG.2.2.25822.61767
https://doi.org/10.13140/RG.2.2.25822.61767
https://www.jornadasforestales.com.ar/book/revista/revista19-10-2021a.pdf
https://www.jornadasforestales.com.ar/book/revista/revista19-10-2021a.pdf
https://www.jornadasforestales.com.ar/book/revista/REVISTA-FORESTAL-2022.pdf
https://www.jornadasforestales.com.ar/book/revista/REVISTA-FORESTAL-2022.pdf
https://docplayer.es/32426322-La-poda-como-parte-de-la-estrategia-para-la-obtencion-de-madera-de-calidad.html
https://docplayer.es/32426322-La-poda-como-parte-de-la-estrategia-para-la-obtencion-de-madera-de-calidad.html
https://docplayer.es/32426322-La-poda-como-parte-de-la-estrategia-para-la-obtencion-de-madera-de-calidad.html
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/268871851_Primeros_resultados_de_un_ensayo_de_severidad_de_poda_en_Eucalyptus_regnans_efectos_en_el_crecimiento_y_respuesta_fisiologica
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/268871851_Primeros_resultados_de_un_ensayo_de_severidad_de_poda_en_Eucalyptus_regnans_efectos_en_el_crecimiento_y_respuesta_fisiologica
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/268871851_Primeros_resultados_de_un_ensayo_de_severidad_de_poda_en_Eucalyptus_regnans_efectos_en_el_crecimiento_y_respuesta_fisiologica
https://doi.org/10.1093/forestry/cpac065
https://doi.org/10.1093/forestry/cpac065
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/10844040_Modeling_the_effect_of_physiological_res
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/10844040_Modeling_the_effect_of_physiological_res
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/10844040_Modeling_the_effect_of_physiological_res

Entre Rios: 96-100. (Available at: https://www.jornadasforestales.com.ar/
book/revista/ REVISTA-FORESTAL-2022.pdf verified on July 11, 2023).

RAMOS, S.; GARIN, R. 2021. Informe agrocliméatico afio 2021 EEA INTA
Concordia Entre Rios. (Inédito).

RAMOS, S.; GARIN, R. 2022. Informe agroclimético afio 2022 EEA INTA
Concordia Entre Rios. (Inédito).

RAMOS, S.; GARIN, R. 2023. Informe agroclimético afio 2023 EEA INTA
Concordia Entre Rios. (Inédito).

RAMOS, S.; LICATA, J. 2013. Respuestas en el crecimiento y en la actividad
estomatica de Eucalyptus grandis defoliado. | Jornadas Argentinas de Sanidad
Forestal. Bariloche. (Available at: https://www.magyp.gob.ar/sitio/areas/pro-
yectos_forestales/JASAFO_libro_resumenes.pdf verified on July 11,2023).

REID, R. 2002. The principles and practice of pruning. Special Liftout N° 2, 60, 25.

RIA

REN, SHI-QI; CHEN, JIAN-BO; DENG, ZI-YU; GUO, DONG-QIANG; LIU, YUAN;
HUANG, MING-JUN; MENG, JIANG-LONG; XIAO, WEN-FA; XIANG, DONG-YUN.
2015. Effects of pruning on growth dynamic and veneer quality of Eucalyptus
urophylla x E. grandis. Journal of Beijing Forestry University, 37 (3), 126-132.

RESQUIN, F; RACHID, C.; BENNADJI, Z. 2007. Efecto de la intensidad de
la poda en E. grandis al séptimo afio de crecimiento. Jornada Forestal Sil-
vicultura para madera sélida en eucaliptos y pinos. Serie Actividades de Di-
fusién, 508, 27-34. Programa Nacional de Investigacion en Produccién For-
estal-INIA. (Available at: http://www.inia.org.uy/publicaciones/documentos/
ad/ad_508.pdf verified on March 28,2022).

SEITZ, R.A. 1995. Manual de poda de Espécies Arbdreas Florestais. 1.°
Curso em Treinamento sobre Poda em Espécies Arbdreas Florestais e de
Arborizagdo Urbana. Manual editado pela FUPEF — Fundagéo de Pesquisas
Florestais do Parang, Curitiba.

Garcia, M.A.; Ramos, S.O.; Alejandro, J.D. 20


https://www.jornadasforestales.com.ar/book/revista/
https://www.jornadasforestales.com.ar/book/revista/



