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Provenance trials are used to study the effects of tree origin on climate-growth
relationships. Thereby, they potentially identify provenances which appear more resilient
to anticipated climate change. However, when studying between provenance variability
in growth behavior it becomes important to address potential effects related to
site marginality in the context of provenance trials. In our study we focus on
provenance-specific climate sensitivity manifested under marginal growth conditions.
We hypothesized that the provenance effects are masked if trials are located at
marginal environmental conditions of the natural species distribution. Under this
framework, we investigate 10 Norway spruce provenances growing at two contrasting
locations, i.e., a relatively drought-prone site in western Poland (at the climatic
margin of Norway spruce’s natural distribution) and a mild and moist site in north-
eastern Poland (within its natural range). Combining principal component analysis with
climate-growth relationships, we found distinguishable growth patterns and climate
correlations among provenances. That is, at the mild and moist north-eastern site, we
observed provenance-specific growth patterns and thus a varying drought susceptibility.
In contrast, at the dryer western site, provenance-specific growth patterns were
less pronounced and all provenances expressed a common and strong sensitivity
to drought. Our results indicate that the genetic specificity of growth reactions
diminishes toward the distributional margins of a given species. We conclude that
the climate conditions at the margins of a species’ distribution are constraining tree
growth independently of tree origin. Because of this, the marginality of a site has
to be considered when evaluating climate sensitivity of provenances within trials.
As a consequence, the yet different responses of provenances to adverse growing
conditions may synchronize under more extreme conditions in course of the anticipated
climate change.
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INTRODUCTION

Predicted climate change and increased frequency of extreme
weather events may result in sudden, large scale tree-dieback
(Allen et al., 2010; Anderegg et al., 2012, 2015; Choat et al.,
2012) rather than a gradual shift of species distribution. Sudden,
large scale tree dieback is especially relevant at the margins
of a species distributional range (Mátyás, 2006). This becomes
particularly important if predicted rates of evolutionary response
of sessile, long-living organisms (such as trees) are much
slower than the predicted rate of climate change (Etterson
et al., 2001). In this context, phenotypic plasticity is crucial
to survive under changing environmental conditions since it
results in a higher fitness of phenotypes which are better adapted
to prevailing conditions (Thompson, 1991; Dudley, 2004). In
recent years the frequency of drought and heat events has
been increasing, however expressing a large spatial heterogeneity
(Steinkamp and Hickler, 2015). Moreover, trees response to
drought stress also shows great diversity among forest types,
tree species, and provenances (Alberto et al., 2013; Vicente-
Serrano et al., 2014). Given this variability and the associated
uncertainty, forestry has to face the challenge to select tree species
and provenances which are able to cope with diverse climate
conditions (Bolte et al., 2009).

Although Norway spruce (Picea abies (L.) H. Karst) has
expressed drought-induced dieback since the 1970s it yet is
considered one of the key tree species for European forestry
(Roberts et al., 1989). Several hypotheses indicate different biotic
and abiotic environmental factors determining spruce decline
(Grodzki, 2010; Hentschel et al., 2014). According to recent
studies on climate adaptation of tree species in Europe, Norway
spruce is supposed to be more vulnerable to climate change
than other more drought-tolerant species e.g., Abies alba Mill.
and Pseudotsuga menziesii (Mirb.) Franco (Lévesque et al., 2013;
Zang et al., 2014; Vitali et al., 2018). Furthermore, water shortage
during the growing season considerably increased Norway spruce
vulnerability to bark beetle attack (Ips typographus L.) (Netherer
et al., 2015). In addition, a recent projection of European tree-
species distributions, indicates a large decline of Norway spruce
abundance in Central Europe (Buras and Menzel, 2019). Thus,
the risk of maladaptation to current and future climate is
likely, unless forest management strategies incorporate climate-
based seed transfer, thereby utilizing the phenotypically more
suitable provenances (Isaac-Renton et al., 2014; Frank et al.,
2017). In this context, soil properties may also significantly
influence Norway spruce growth performance (Lévesque et al.,
2013; Rehschuh et al., 2017).

The observed and projected negative effect of climate
change on the condition and productivity of forests justifies
incorporating an adaptation strategy into forest management.
The most powerful tool for studying the genotype and
environment interaction effect (G × E) in the context of
tree adaptation are provenance trials and common garden
experiments (Mátyás, 1994; Pâques, 2013). Although studying
between-provenance variation on replicant experiments may
provide useful simulation of environmental change over time
(Mátyás, 1997) the diminishing effect of marginal environmental

conditions can make it impossible to detect a provenance-
specific, climate-related adaptive response. Within this context,
marginal environmental conditions refer to climatic properties
that represent the climatic margins of a species distributional
range (Mellert et al., 2016). Differences in adaptive traits both
within and among populations are observed even at the climatic
margin of the species distribution (Skrøppa and Johnsen, 1999;
Savolainen et al., 2004). However, under optimal growing
conditions differences among provenances are pronounced,
whereas under more adverse growing conditions, differences
among phenotypes may diminish (Mátyás, 1994). These findings
suggest a tendency toward uniform growth reactions under
unfavorable (i.e., marginal) environmental conditions regardless
of the genotype. That is, depending on the marginality of
the trial or common garden site, phenotypic differences might
be reduced (at the margins) or pronounced (in the center
of the species distributional range). Consequently, site-specific
environmental conditions related to climate but also soil
properties and hydrology should be taken into consideration
(Mátyás and Yeatman, 1992). According to Liebig’s law of
the minimum (Liebig, 1840) plant productivity reflects the
variation of the limiting factor (e.g., growing season temperature
at high elevations and latitudes), which may cause between-
provenance adaptive variation to become negligible. Moreover,
if the adaptation process is modified by multiple environmental
factors, the rate and the course of the process of adaptation
is limited by the pace of the “slowest” factor, i.e., the factor
which features the slowest rate of change in relation to other
environmental factors (Blackman, 1905). This may be explained
by the effect of the relatively slower factor (with a slower growth
rate) to condition the influence of other factors. In this context,
a complex limiting factor is drought stress as a secondary effect
of different types of climate induced stress, e.g., heat waves, soil
water depletion, intensive solar radiation, and their combination
(Taiz and Zeiger, 2010). Consequently, when tracing phenotypic
adaptation of trees to drought not only intensity but also duration
of the prevailing stress factor should be considered.

Within this context, we here address a central question related
to the appropriate selection of tree provenances for climate-smart
forestry (Nabuurs et al., 2018):

Does species-specific marginality of a site affect provenance-
specific climate sensitivity within provenance trials and
if so, how?

Based on existing studies outlined above, we hypothesize that
provenance-specific growth reactions will diminish toward the
climatic marginality of the considered tree species. If so, this
would have important implications for provenance trials in the
context of adapting forestry to the anticipated climate change.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Study Sites and Sample Acquisition
The study material is part of the International Union of
Forest Research Organizations (IUFRO) Spruce provenance trial
established in 1972 within the framework of a cooperation
among research institutes from 10 European countries and
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Canada (Matras, 2009). 10 Polish provenances included in the
provenance trial series represent the southern, northern and
central range of Norway spruce in Poland (Figure 1) and the
highest possible genetic variation among Polish provenances
(Klisz et al., 2019). Out of altogether four provenance trials
located in Poland, two were selected: Kórnik (KR; N 52.237291◦
E 17.076364◦) and Knyszyn (KN; N 53.327119◦ E 23.060735◦).

The site selection aimed at representing the diversity of
climatic conditions and site conditions in relation to the
natural distribution area of Norway spruce. Although the
average annual climate parameters and climatic water balance
(CWB) of the growing season of both sites were similar, the
Walter–Lieth annual aridity index (WAI) indicates that KR
is a relatively drought-prone site while KN is mild and moist
(29.6 and 25.7, respectively). Data from weather stations
in Gorzów and Białystok, for the reference period 1973–
2015 [National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
agency (NOAA/NCEI/CWC1)] was used to determine the
climatic conditions of provenance trials (Figure 2). Climatic
conditions of KR can be considered more marginal/limiting
according to the ecological requirements of Norway spruce
(Tjoelker et al., 2007). To explore climate-growth relationships,

1http://www.noaa.gov/

total sum of monthly precipitation (P), and mean monthly
temperature (T) from Gorzów and Białystok meteorological
stations (years 1981–2014) were obtained from the European
Climate Assessment and Dataset (ECA&D) project (Klein
Tank et al., 2002) for KR and KN, respectively. Walter–
Lieth annual aridity index (WAI) was calculated for each
site to determine their relative water surplus or deficit.
To detect periods with negative water balance, we further
computed the standardized precipitation evapotranspiration
index (SPEI), while the Palmer drought severity index
(PDSI) was extracted from the Climate Explorer2. The
PDSI varies slowly underlining the accumulation effect of
long-term hydrological drought (Palmer, 1965). Integrated
over three and six month periods, SPEI (SPEI3 and SPEI6,
respectively) is defined as a standardized difference between
monthly precipitation and potential evapotranspiration (PET)
(Beguería and Vicente-Serrano, 2013; Beguería et al., 2014).
Moreover, for each site we computed the monthly CWB for
the period 1981–2014 (Figure 3). According to Thornthwaite
(1948), CWB is the difference between total precipitation
and PET. Due to the limited availability of meteorological
data, the Hargreaves equation was used to estimate PET,

2https://climexp.knmi.nl

FIGURE 1 | Location of study sites. Blue triangles – experimental sites, red circles – Norway spruce provenances. KR, KN – Kórnik and Knyszyn testing site; BA,
BO, PR, NR, IS, WS, RY, OR, WT, and ZL Norway spruce provenances; green area – natural distribution area of Norway spruce (European Forest Genetic Resources
Programme [EUFORGEN], 2009).
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FIGURE 2 | Walter and Lieth climatic diagram of study sites. Left panel – Knyszyn site, Right panel – Kórnik site.

FIGURE 3 | Temporal variations of main climatic parameters: Palmer Drought Severity Index (PDSI; A and G), standardized precipitation evapotranspiration index
integrated over three (SPEI3; B and H) and six months period (SPEI6; C and I), climatic water balance (CWB; D and J), monthly mean temperature (Tmean; E and K)
and monthly precipitation sum (Prec; F and L). Panels A–F: Knyszyn site, panels F–K: Kórnik site. Common pointer years (CPY, more than five provenances) are
indicated by light gray (positive) and dark gray (negative) poligons.
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which is an alternative for the FAO 56 Penman–Monteith
method (Hargreaves and Samani, 1985; Allen et al., 1998):

PET = 0.408× 0.0023 (Tmean + 17.8) (Tmax − Tmin)0.5 Ra (1)

where PET is the potential evapotranspiration, Tmean is the mean
of Tmax and Tmin, Ra is extraterrestrial radiation, and 0.408 being
a factor to convert units of MJ m−2 day−1 into mm day−1.

Regarding soil fertility, sites were relatively similar, i.e., a
Mollic Gleysol in KR and a Cambisol in KN (IUSS Working
Group, 2015). The provenance trials were designed according to
the scheme of a random block design with four replicates, with
3-year-old seedlings with 1.65 × 1.45 m spacing. For each of the
10 provenances, 15 trees were sampled at breast height (1.3 m)
for two increment cores at the end of the growing season in
2015, resulting in 150 trees from KN but only 134 from KR. The
lower sample size in KR is to be explained by the fact that for
three provenances (BO, NR, and RY) the number of trees suitable
for sampling was lower than ten since we avoided sampling of
suppressed trees, characterized by symptoms of fungal infection
as well as trees located near gaps.

Ring-Width Analyses
Sample Preparation
To prepare the sample material for tree-ring analysis, cores
were manually surfaced, polished with abrasive paper (grain size
up to 1000) and scanned (Epson Expression XL12000) at 1200
dpi resolution. Ring widths were measured with an accuracy
of 0.01 mm and then cross-dated with “CooRecorder” and
“CDendro” software (version 9.0, Cybis, 2017). The two series
per tree were averaged into one series resulting in altogether
274 ring-width series. Individual tree-ring series were detrended
using a cubic-smoothing spline with a 50% frequency cut-off
at 30 years (Cook and Peters, 1981; Speer, 2010). To remove
temporal autocorrelation and to emphasize the high-frequency
signal (year-to-year variability) of the tree-ring series, the first-
order autoregressive model (aka prewhitening) was applied to
each series (Cook and Kairiukstis, 1992) finally resulting in
indexed ring-width series (RWI). Using RWI, mean chronologies
were computed per provenance and site using a biweight robust
mean, resulting in altogether 20 provenance-chronologies.

Tree-Ring Data
To characterize and qualify site chronologies, Gleichläufigkeit
(glk aka coefficient of coherence, Eckstein and Bauch, 1969; Buras
and Wilmking, 2015); mean sensitivity (MS, indicator of general
climate sensitivity of growth) and mean inter-series correlation
(mean rbar, an indicator of the strength of the common signal
in growth series from individual trees within a stand) were
calculated on the basis of ring-width series (Douglass, 1920;
Wigley et al., 1984; Cook and Kairiukstis, 1992).

RW Variation Between Sites and Provenances
To determine the effects of site, provenance, and year on radial
growth variation, a generalized estimating equation (GEE) was
used (Liang and Zeger, 1986). The following model was applied:

g(µijk) = Si + Pj + Yk + S × Pij + Si × Y ik + Pj × Y jk (2)

where g(µijk) is the identity link function, µijk is the single-
tree ring-width index mean for the ijth site × provenance
combination in the kth year (k = 1,. . ., 31); Si is the effect of the
ith site (i = 1,2); Pj is the effect of the jth provenance (j = 1,...,10);
S × Pij is the site × provenance interaction effect; S × Yik is the
site × year interaction effect; Pj × Yjk is the provenance × year
interaction effect and Yik is the repeated measurements year
effect. We used GEE since it efficiently handles data with repeated
measurements as well as possible inter-correlations among data at
the tree level (285 trees – clusters).

To estimate model parameters, “sandwich” (empirical)
estimators were used, which are asymptotically unbiased even
if the correlation structure is unknown. However, choosing a
working correlation matrix that is closer to the truth improves
the efficiency of estimates. We assumed compound symmetry
for the data from the same tree. The analyses were done with
SAS/STAT 14.3 software, and the GLIMMIX procedure was
followed (Software suite developed [SAS] Institute, 2017).

Provenance Grouping
To group mean RWI provenance chronologies according to
their similarity, a hierarchical clustering using Euclidean distance
(root sum-of-squares of differences) as similarity measure and
Ward (1963) clustering method with the criterion proposed
by Murtagh and Legendre (2014) was applied. Four different
clustering methods, single and complete linkage, the unweighted
pair group method with arithmetic mean (UPGMA) and Ward’s
method were tested according to their clustering structure of
the dataset (Kaufman and Rousseeuw, 2008). Finally, Ward’s
method was chosen, since it expressed the highest value of the
agglomerative coefficient.

To investigate provenance-specific individualistic growth
reaction of trees, we for each site computed a refined version
of the principal component gradient analysis (PCGA, Buras
et al., 2016). That is, we performed a pairwise PCGA only
adding the RWI of two provenances for each of the possible
provenance combinations per site. In each pairwise PCGA,
Wilcoxon rank-sum test (Wilcoxon, 1945) was used to test
whether the polar coordinates of RWI-loadings express a
provenance-specific location shift which would indicate that
the considered provenances express provenance-specific growth
patterns in comparison to each other.

Provenance-Specific Climate Sensitivity
A pointer-year analysis was carried out using single-tree RWI
to test whether the growth reactions to extreme events varied
between provenances and sites (Schweingruber et al., 1990).
The “Neuwirth” method, a window size of 5 years, and
a series threshold of 65% were used as criteria for weak,
strong, and extreme events, where the intensity classes refer
to Cropper values of >1, >1.28 and >1.645, respectively
(Cropper, 1979; Neuwirth et al., 2007). Years in which at
least six of the ten provenances indicated a pointer year
at the specific site were defined as common pointer years
(CPY). Furthermore, to identify climatic drivers of growth
variability, indexed provenance chronologies were correlated
with previous year March through current year October
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temperature, precipitation, SPEI3, SPEI6, PDSI and CWB for
1981 through 2014.

Bioclimatic Variation Between Sites and Provenances
To characterize the climatic distance between the provenance
origins and the trial sites, a principal component analysis (PCA)
using 19 bioclimatic parameters, related to monthly and seasonal
precipitation and temperature, was performed (Tables 1, 2).
For this, climate data for the two trial sites KR and KN as
well as for the 10 Norway spruce origins were extracted from
BIOCLIM 1.4 (Hijmans et al., 2005) at a spatial resolution of
2.5 arcmin taken from the www.worldclim.org website. The
selected variables contained data concerning bioclimatic indices
calculated on the basis of monthly, seasonal (i.e., three-month
periods) and annual values of precipitation and temperatures

TABLE 1 | Pearson correlation coefficients between climatic variables and the first
three major components, eigenvalues and variation explained.

Bioclimatic variables Abbreviation PC 1 PC 2 PC 3

Annual Mean
Temperature

bio1 −0.25 0.14 0.04

Mean Monthly
Temperature Range

bio2 −0.14 0.44 0.21

Isothermality (bio2/bio7)
(∗ 100)

bio3 0.08 0.51 −0.22

Temperature
Seasonality (STD ∗ 100)

bio4 −0.23 −0.23 0.30

Max Temperature of
Warmest Month

bio5 −0.26 0.09 0.12

Min Temperature of
Coldest Month

bio6 −0.21 0.25 −0.38

Temperature Annual
Range (bio5-bio6)

bio7 −0.24 −0.03 0.42

Mean Temperature of
Wettest Quarter

bio8 −0.26 0.04 0.08

Mean Temperature of
Driest Quarter

bio9 −0.22 −0.14 0.27

Mean Temperature of
Warmest Quarter

bio10 −0.26 0.04 0.08

Mean Temperature of
Coldest Quarter

bio11 −0.20 0.32 −0.24

Annual Precipitation bio12 0.26 0.06 0.16

Precipitation of Wettest
Month

bio13 0.25 0.14 0.18

Precipitation of Driest
Month

bio14 0.26 0.05 0.04

Precipitation
Seasonality (CV)

bio15 0.00 0.47 0.43

Precipitation of Wettest
Quarter

bio16 0.25 0.12 0.21

Precipitation of Driest
Quarter

bio17 0.26 0.02 0.04

Precipitation of
Warmest Quarter

bio18 0.25 0.12 0.21

Precipitation of Coldest
Quarter

bio19 0.26 −0.01 0.05

Eigenvalue 14.32 3.16 0.82

Variance explained 75.35 16.63 4.34

for the period 1970–2000. Tables 1 and 2 provide a simplified
overview on the bioclimatic variables. For a detailed description
of the bioclimatic variables, we refer to Hijmans et al. (2005).
The variables with the strongest impact on the distribution
of the provenances and sites along the principal components
was identified on the basis of Pearson correlation coefficients.
Clustering of provenances according to their locations on the
PCA biplot were determined visually.

All analyses were computed in “R” (R Core Team, 2015).
Extraction of climatic data values for spruce sites was done with
biovars function in the R package “dismo” 1.1-4 (Hijmans et al.,
2017). PCA analyses as well as the biplot were created with
fviz_pca_biplot functions from the “FactoMineR” 1.41 package
(Husson et al., 2015). Detrending, chronology building, and
calculation of chronology statistics were performed using the
“dplR” package 1.6.4 (Bunn, 2008). Clustering analyses were
calculated using “cluster” 2.0.7-1 package (Rousseeuw et al.,
2018). Pointer-year analysis was done by the “pointRes” 1.1.3
package (van der Maaten-Theunissen et al., 2015). Integrated
over three and six month periods, SPEI were calculated using
“SPEI” 1.7 package (Beguería and Vicente-Serrano, 2013).

RESULTS

Characteristics of RW Chronologies
The mean sensitivity, and mean inter-series correlation varied
between provenance chronologies, however, they generally
featured higher values for the chronologies from KR than from
the KN site (Table 3). In KR, a strong growth depression between
2003 and 2006 highlighted a bark beetle (I. typographus L.)
outbreak (Figure 4). The results of GEE analysis (Eq. 2) for
RWI confirmed the significant effect of site, provenance, and year
(P = 0.001, P < 0.001, P < 0.001, respectively). Moreover, the
interaction effects between site and provenance, site and year,
as well as provenance and year were significant (Table 4; in all
cases P ≤ 0.001).

Provenance Grouping
The results of the cluster analysis confirmed grouping
of provenance chronologies mainly by site. However, the
provenance grouping patterns within the sites were different
(Figure 5). That is, at KN provenance WT took a special
position relative to the remaining provenances. Moreover,
the eastern provenances BA and ZL took a distinct position
within the largest sub-cluster. In contrast, at KR four of the
five southern provenances (WS, RY, WT, and IS) indicated a
separate cluster (Figure 5). The pairwise PCGA distinguished
pairs of provenances differing in terms of high-frequency growth
patterns. That is, at KR the provenances WS and WT were
highlighted as significantly different from the other provenances
(Figure 6A and Supplementary Figure S1). The outstanding
position of the provenance WT was also present at KN, although
here the other, clearly distinguishable provenance was BA
(Figure 6B and Supplementary Figure S2). In general, site
KN expressed a higher diversity among provenances according
to pairwise PCGA in comparison to KR. In other words, the
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TABLE 2 | Mathematical definition of bioclimatic indices.

Bioclimatic variables Definition

Annual Mean Temperature The annual mean temperature

Mean Monthly Temperature Range The mean of the monthly temperature ranges (monthly maximum minus monthly minimum).

Isothermality (bio2/bio7) (∗ 100) The ratio of the mean diurnal range (bio 2) to the annual temperature range (bio 7), multiplying by 100.

Temperature Seasonality (STD ∗ 100) The standard deviation of the 12 mean monthly temperature values, multiplying by 100.

Max Temperature of Warmest Month The maximum monthly temperature occurrence over a given year.

Min Temperature of Coldest Month The minimum monthly temperature occurrence over a given year.

Temperature Annual Range (bio5-bio6) Temperature variation over a given year, difference between maximum and minimum monthly temperature.

Mean Temperature of Wettest Quarter The mean temperatures during the wettest three months of the year.

Mean Temperature of Driest Quarter The mean temperatures during the driest three months of the year.

Mean Temperature of Warmest Quarter The mean temperatures during the warmest three months of the year.

Mean Temperature of Coldest Quarter The mean temperatures during the coldest three months of the year.

Annual Precipitation The sum of all total monthly precipitation values.

Precipitation of Wettest Month The total precipitation of the wettest month.

Precipitation of Driest Month The total precipitation of the driest month.

Precipitation Seasonality (CV) The ratio of the standard deviation of the monthly total precipitation to the mean monthly total precipitation expressed
as a percentage.

Precipitation of Wettest Quarter The total precipitation during the wettest three months of the year.

Precipitation of Driest Quarter The total precipitation during the driest three months of the year.

Precipitation of Warmest Quarter The total precipitation during the warmest three months of the year.

Precipitation of Coldest Quarter The total precipitation during the coldest three months of the year.

TABLE 3 | Chronology statistics of Norway spruce provenances.

Site Provenance ID N TRW glk MS rbt

KN BA 15 3.30 0.74 0.62 0.537

PR 15 2.98 0.75 0.72 0.560

BO 15 2.97 0.74 0.70 0.564

NR 15 3.33 0.71 0.61 0.452

WS 15 3.50 0.72 0.59 0.490

IS 15 3.46 0.74 0.54 0.417

RY 15 2.84 0.70 0.62 0.414

OR 15 2.89 0.73 0.58 0.500

WT 15 2.93 0.73 0.67 0.486

ZL 15 3.43 0.72 0.55 0.484

KR BA 15 2.57 0.79 0.78 0.759

PR 15 2.73 0.77 0.69 0.605

BO 8 4.14 0.71 0.67 0.620

NR 11 2.66 0.77 0.82 0.759

WS 15 3.61 0.75 0.82 0.748

IS 15 3.37 0.76 0.75 0.609

RY 10 2.78 0.77 0.77 0.718

OR 15 2.98 0.78 0.81 0.761

WT 15 2.55 0.81 0.80 0.797

ZL 15 3.40 0.72 0.76 0.684

N – number of trees, TRW – mean tree-ring width, glk – Gleichläufigkei, MS – mean
sensitivity, rbt – mean inter-series correlation.

differentiation between provenances was much stronger in KN
compared to KR, where provenances featured more similar
growth patterns.

Climate-Growth Relationships
The CPY clearly separated the two sites from each other
since there was no similar CPY for both sites. Interestingly,

the two CPY at the KN site were negative (2000 and 2003)
while those at the KR site were positive (1987, 1991, and
1997) (Figures 3, 7). However, it is noteworthy, that despite
no CPY in 2003 at KR, all chronologies were characterized
by a growth depression beginning in 2003 (Figure 4).
Climate correlations mainly differentiated provenance trials,
indicating a high diversity of the sites in terms of climatic
conditions. However, some climatic drivers seemed to be
common for most provenances at both sites (e.g., SPEI3,
SPEI6 and PDSI for July for RWI or T of previous April,
P and SPEI3; Figure 8 and Supplementary Figure S3A).
Namely, RWI chronologies were mainly influenced by drought
conditions of summer and autumn months, in particular
over the period May – August (Figures 8C,D). However,
for the generally drier KR site an additional sensitivity to
September – October drought-indices was apparent (Figure 8D
and Supplementary Figure S3A). Moreover, T, P, and CWB
appeared as climate parameters mainly responsible for the
growth of provenances in KR site. In particular, T, P and
CWB of previous August and September as well as P and
the CWB of May and June, were significantly correlated
with RWI (Figures 8A,B and Supplementary Figure S3B).
Among the correlations with drought indices (mainly SPEI3
and SPEI6 but also PDSI and CWB), the provenance WT
was clearly separated from the other provenances in KN.
The SPEI3 and SPEI6 indices, and to a lesser extent PDSI
and CWB for the months of the preceding growing season,
correlated negatively with RWI. In comparison, climate
correlations revealed a more homogeneous growth response
of provenances in KR compared to KN, underlining the
impression derived from PCGA that between-provenance
growth patterns are more similar in KR and more heterogeneous
in KN (Figure 8).
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FIGURE 4 | RWI provenance chronologies for KN site (upper plot) and KR site (lower plot). Black bold line: RWI mean site chronologies.

TABLE 4 | Results of the GEE analysis to test for differences in ring width due to
sites, provenances, years and interactions analyzed with F test for type 3 analysis.

Source of variation Num Df Den Df F P

Site (S) 1 265 11.68 0.001

Prov (P) 9 265 80.38 <0.001

Year (Y) 30 8090 147.42 <0.001

Site × Prov (S × P) 9 265 48.27 <0.001

Site × Year (S × Y ) 30 8090 62.56 <0.001

Prov × Year (P × Y ) 270 8090 1.83 <0.001

Num Df – nominator degrees of freedom; Den Df – denominator degrees of
freedom; F – test statistic; Site – experimental site effect; Prov – provenace effect;
Year – year effect.

Climate-Shift Effect
The PCA of the 19 bioclimatic variables representing the two
trial sites as well as the 10 Norway spruce provenance origins
successfully allowed for reducing the multidimensionality to two
dimensions. That is, the first two principal components (PC)
were able to explain 91.98% of the overall variance (Figure 9
and Table 1). The first PC explained 75.35% of variance and
was positively correlated (r > 0.25) with precipitation (bio12-
14, bio16-19) and negatively correlated (-0.26 < r < -0.20)

with annual mean temperature and mean temperature of the
growing season (bio1, bio4-11). The second component (PC2)
explained 16.63% of variance (Table 1) and was positively
correlated (0.32 < r < 0.51) with the mean monthly temperature
range, isothermality, mean temperature of the coldest quarter
and precipitation seasonality (bio2, bio3, bio11, and bio15,
respectively). Furthermore, PC2 was negatively correlated with
temperature seasonality (bio4, r < -0.23).

The northern provenances (BO, PR, and NR) formed a cluster,
indicating their similarity in terms of their climate origin, while
another cluster was formed by the southern provenances (IS,
RY, WS and OR) (Figure 9). However, the observed spread of
southern provenances was much wider compared to northern
provenances. Only the eastern provenances (BA and ZL) and the
provenance from the Tatry Mountains (WT) were not included
in any cluster. WT was located on the periphery of the PC biplot,
which resembles that it originates from the highest location above
sea level. It is important to highlight the mutual location of
the provenances and the two sites. The distance between the
sites and the provenances in relation to the PC axes provides
information about the effect of the climatic shift associated with
the change of the climate at the trial sites in comparison to the
respective provenance origin. For instance, the distance between
the scores of the two sites to the provenance WT depicts that
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FIGURE 5 | Hierarchical clustering of the RWI provenance mean chronologies, using the Euclidean distance and Ward’s minimum variance clustering method. The
letters KN and KR refer to Knyszyn and Kórnik site, letters BA, BO, PR, NR, IS, WS, RY, OR, WT, and ZL refers to Norway spruce provenances.

FIGURE 6 | Probability value of Wilcoxon rank-sum test used to demarcate a significant difference in PCGA-ranks between provenances. Colors represent
significance level of Wilcoxon rank-sum test (orange: p < 0.05, red p < 0.01, gray non-significant). Panel A – Knyszyn (KN) site, panel B – Kórnik (KR) site.

it experienced the greatest climatic shift. Moreover, bioclimatic
conditions differentiating the origin of the WT provenance to the
KN site were mostly related to PC1 while at the KR site they were
related to both PC1 and PC2.

DISCUSSION

Our study confirmed the importance of site marginality for
provenance-specific climate sensitivity within provenance trials,
showing that optimal climate conditions enhance provenance
differentiation (Knyszyn site) while adverse growing conditions

resulting from a negative water balance may reduce the
effect of provenance-specific growth patterns (Kórnik site).
In particular the higher homogeneity of growth patterns
between provenances as indicated by the PCGA as well as
the more homogeneous climate correlations point toward a
weaker differentiation between provenances at KR, i.e., the site
with marginal climate conditions. These findings indicate, that
provenance-specific growth reactions likely diminish toward the
climatic marginality of the considered tree species. This has two
important implications in the context of adapting forestry to
climate change. First of all, based on our study, site marginality
seems to be an important factor to consider when evaluating
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FIGURE 7 | Common pointer years (CPY) for provenances, indicated by upper (positive) and inverted (negative) triangles. Panel A – Knyszyn (KN) site, panel B –
Kórnik (KR) site.

data from provenance trials. Secondly, even though provenances
may express contrasting responses to adverse climate conditions
nowadays, their response to anticipated climate conditions may
be less diverse. Nonetheless, foresters should aim at selecting
provenances which currently cope best with adverse conditions,
but it seems noteworthy that even for those provenances, species-
specific climatic margins cannot be surpassed. To study the
extent to which these provenances can cope with anticipated
climate change, marginal sites might be considered candidates of
particular interest.

Individualistic Growth Response and
Provenance Clustering
According to the pairwise principal component gradient analysis
of provenances, two provenances were characterized by a distinct
growth behavior: WT and WS in Kórnik and WT and BA
in Knyszyn (Supplementary Figures S1, S2, respectively). The
uniform individualistic growth reaction of trees representing
the provenance WT indicates relatively low within-population
variability and therefore confirms the long-term effect of the
selection pressure (Dudley, 2004). Moreover, in case of WT
Liebig’s law of the minimum can be applied both at the level
of provenance chronologies as well as at the individual tree
level (Stine and Huybers, 2017). This suggests that almost all
trees of WT responded to a common growth factor and not as
in case of other provenances to different local growth factors
(Chapin et al., 2011). In turn, WS and BA provenances were
only characterized by a homogeneous single-tree reaction under
specific environmental conditions. As for WT, this likely relates
to their bioclimatic distance to the trial Knyszyn in the case of
BA and the bioclimatic distance to the trial Kórnik in the case of
WS (Figure 9). This observation may be interpreted as an effect
of artificially transferred populations (Eriksson et al., 1980).

The cluster analyses clearly separated the two experimental
sites from each other (Figure 5). This confirms results of previous
studies that covered a much larger series of provenance trials

and which observed a site-specific clustering, too (Karlsson et al.,
2001; Suvanto et al., 2016). If we assume that one of the main
drivers of Norway spruce growth behavior is water balance –
which remarkably differs between Kórnik and Knyszyn – then
site-related provenance grouping seems reasonable (Lévesque
et al., 2013; Rehschuh et al., 2017). The special position of WT in
the cluster analysis likely relates to the special bioclimatic position
of this provenance which originates from the highest elevation
with the highest annual precipitation sums, hence seems to
be determined by the ecological distance between climatic
conditions at the location of origin and location of planting,
i.e., the Knyszyn site (Figure 9 and Table 1). Surprisingly, in
the sub-cluster representing Kórnik the provenance WT formed
a small cluster with the southern provenances WS, RY and IS
(Figure 5). This however is in line with Koprowski and Zielski
(2006) who found that Norway spruce provenances from the
so-called “spruceless area” have more similar climate-growth
relationships compared to those from southern Poland.

However, another reason for the observed grouping pattern
may be the distribution of genetic diversity in Norway spruce
related to migration events (Chen et al., 2019). A recent study
on Norway spruce pollen distribution in sediments confirmed
that the recolonization of Poland by spruce occurred from both
the north-west and the south-east (Kupryjanowicz et al., 2018).
Moreover, during the last two centuries a massive import of tree
seeds in Europe and a shift from natural regeneration to manual
seeding significantly affected the genetic structure of Norway
spruce populations (Myking et al., 2016).

Climate-Driven Between-Provenance
Variation
Based on the performed climate correlations, drought appeared
as the main growth-limiting factor for all provenances (Figure 8
and Supplementary Figure S3). Nevertheless, a site-related
variation in the sensitivity to drought stress was indicated by
different CPYs in Kórnik compared to Knyszyn (Figure 3).
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FIGURE 8 | Correlations of the RWI provenance chronologies with monthly climatic parameters, previous year March through current year October: temperature
(panel A), precipitation (panel B), SPEI3 (panel C), SPEI6 (panel D) over the period 1981–2014 at the two sites: KR, KN. Colors represent correlation coefficient,
non-significant correlations are not represented (white), ∗, ∗∗ and ∗∗∗ demarcate a significance level of correlation (p < 0.05, p < 0.01 and p < 0.001, respectively).

Two negative CPYs in Knyszyn likely relate to severe drought
events in 2000 and 2003 widely reported throughout Europe
(e.g., Rebetez et al., 2006; He et al., 2018). In contrast, in Kórnik
three positive CPYs were recorded in 1987, 1991, and 1997,
of which at least one (1997) may have been the result of high
precipitation sums in western and southern Poland (Knight
and Le Comte, 1998; Kundzewicz et al., 1999). However, based
on the inspection of indexed ring-width series (Figure 4) it is
obvious that Norway spruce in Kórnik also reacted negatively
to the heat wave of 2003. That is, all provenance chronologies
in KR showed a growth decline in 2003 which was followed
by a growth depression that lasted until 2006. Evidently, the
metric on which pointer year analysis is based (Cropper values

of a moving window spanning five years) was unable to identify
2003 as a pointer year because the values after 2003 also were
comparably low. From this we conclude that the effect of the
2003 heat wave was even more pronounced in Kórnik and
eventually resulted in a bark-beetle outbreak which underlines
the drought susceptibility and affectedness of trees in Kórnik.
Thus, the widely known effect of the cumulative impact of
stress load may effectively diminish the genetic variability of
provenance-specific growth patterns (Rolland and Lempérière,
2004; Netherer et al., 2015). According to Marini et al. (2012),
Norway spruce is more prone to bark beetle outbreaks when
growing under climate conditions warmer than those of its
historical climatic range.
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FIGURE 9 | Climate-related variability between provenances and experimental sites based on bioclimatic indexes. Explanations: KR, KN – Kórnik and Knyszyn
testing site; BO, PR, NR – northern provenance group, BA, ZL – eastern provenance group, IS, WS, RY, OR, WT – southern provenance group. Variables vector
color according to their contribution in total variance: orange – low, blue – high.

Among provenances in Knyszyn which did not reduce growth
in response to 2003 drought year were WT and WS, both
characterized by a long ecological distance to Knyszyn site
conditions (Figures 7A, 9). In contrast, provenances BO, PR, and
RY did not react to the less severe drought in 2000. Hence the
susceptibility of provenances to extreme weather events under
moderate climate conditions (as in Knyszyn) appears to be a
more complex process, related to adaptation to local conditions in
relation to their climate origin – a phenomenon which is known
as the transfer effect (Mátyás, 1994).

While exploring between-provenance variation in climate
sensitivity the effect of mortality has to be considered
since according to Mátyás and Bozic (2009) the genetic
tolerance limit of adaptation to adverse climatic conditions
may end up in mass mortality. That is, initial effects
of climatic extremes such as drought may increase the
population’s sensitivity to other abiotic and biotic threats
eventually leading to increased rates of mortality (Mátyás et al.,
2010). In course of the growth depression observed in KR
following the hot and dry summer of 2003 (Figure 4), an
increased mortality of Norway spruce was observed, which
underlines the importance of mortality at marginal sites.
Unfortunately, we lack detailed data to assess whether specific
provenances were particularly affected by drought-triggered

bark-beetle infestation and eventual die-back. However, it
provenance-specific tree vulnerability to bark-beetle infestation
seems possible, wherefore future investigations should consider
obtaining according information when evaluating data from
provenance trials.

Regarding the climate correlations, a detailed analysis of the
provenance susceptibility to drought conditions (mainly visible
in the SPEI integrated over three and six month periods but
also temperature) demonstrates a relatively uniform response of
all provenances on the Kórnik site and, in turn, a differentiated
reaction on Knyszyn site (Figures 8A,C,D). In the case of
Knyszyn site, the distinct climate reaction of the WT provenance
is clearly visible, but interestingly, unlike in case of the principal
component gradient analysis, is not observable in Kórnik. Thus,
a significant effect of provenance and site interaction as obtained
with the generalized linear model (Table 4) is supported by the
climate correlations, however most likely due to the separate
reaction of the WT provenance. In conclusion, it seems that
provenances expressed more diverse growth patterns and climate
correlations in Knyszyn, while growth patterns and climate
correlations were more homogeneous in Kórnik. The higher
homogeneity of growth patterns and correlations in Kórnik we
interpret as a common reaction to more adverse – in this case
dryer – growing conditions.
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Site and Provenance Interaction and
Phenotypic Plasticity
Significant effects of the site, provenance and year, and
their interactions in the generalized linear model suggest
different climate and site-related adaptive responses of the
provenances (Table 4). Significant effects of site and provenance
interaction may indicate between-provenances variation in
plasticity (Dudley, 2004). The site and provenance interaction
was mainly found to be significant in studies covering a
wide range of environmental conditions (Karlsson et al.,
2001; Stojnic et al., 2015; Suvanto et al., 2016), however it
generally appears when in one environment genetic variation
is almost unnoticeable while it is high in another one
(Windig et al., 2004). This is confirmed by our study, where
at the site of adverse growing conditions (Kórnik) genetic
variation was barely noticeable while under optimal conditions
(Knyszyn) between-provenance variation was pronounced. This
is consistent with results of Androsiuk and Urbaniak (2014)
who stated that the location of a provenance trial influences
the level of genetic polymorphism and the patterns of
inter-population differentiation.

CONCLUSION

Although common garden experiments are considered one of the
best tools to simulate the response of trees to anticipated climatic
conditions, interpreting the results requires acknowledging the
complexity of the phenotypic adaptation process. Besides the
intra- and inter-population genetic variation, it is essential
to consider the transfer effect expressed in the phenotypic
reaction in dependence of the bioclimatic distance between
the climate of provenance origin and the climate of the
trial site. Moreover, the climatically determined site potential
defines the match between actual environmental conditions and
ecological needs of the species. That is, the limiting climate
conditions of the experimental site may diminish differences
of climate-growth responses among provenances which in
turn may hamper the appropriate selection of phenotypically
stable populations. Consequently, some provenances may better
cope with extreme weather under moderate climate conditions,
while all provenances homogeneously will respond with growth
depression to adverse conditions. In view of the above, it seems
reasonable to select sites with moderate climate conditions for
provenance trials when aiming at identifying phenotypes which
cope best with single extreme events. On the other hand, when
seeking to explore the general performance of a species under

extreme climate conditions (thus prevailing over several years),
sites with more adverse climatic conditions should be considered.

DATA AVAILABILITY

All datasets generated for this study are included in the
manuscript and/or the Supplementary Files.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

MKl and AB performed ring width analyses and PCGA analyses.
JU was in charge of the generalized linear model. MKl, MKo, and
RP performed the climatic analyses. MKl and RP performed the
bioclimatic analyses. MKl wrote the first draft of the manuscript.
All authors gave a substantial contribution to the conception and
design of the study, wrote specific sections of the manuscript,
and contributed to manuscript revision, read and approved the
submitted version.

FUNDING

AB was supported by the German Academic Exchange Service
(DAAD). MKo and RP was supported by a grant from the
Polish National Science Centre (2017/27/B/NZ8/00316). MK was
supported by the Forest Research Institute statutory aid No.
24.02.38 of the Ministry of Science and Higher Education in
Poland and Science.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We are grateful for the valuable comments provided by the
reviewers. This research was performed under the Forest
Research Institute statutory aid No. 24.02.38 of the Ministry
of Science and Higher Education in Poland and Science. This
research was linked to activities conducted within the COST
FP1106 “STReESS” network and SUSTREE – Interreg project
“Conservation and sustainable utilization of forest tree diversity
in climate change.”

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

The Supplementary Material for this article can be found online
at: https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpls.2019.00306/
full#supplementary-material

REFERENCES
Alberto, F. J., Aitken, S. N., Alía, R., González-Martínez, S. C., Hänninen, H.,

Kremer, A., et al. (2013). Potential for evolutionary responses to climate change
evidence from tree populations. Glob. Chang. Biol. 19, 1645–1661. doi: 10.1111/
gcb.12181

Allen, C. D., Macalady, A. K., Chenchouni, H., Bachelet, D., McDowell, N.,
Vennetier, M., et al. (2010). A global overview of drought and heat-induced tree

mortality reveals emerging climate change risks for forests. For. Ecol. Manag.
259, 660–684. doi: 10.1016/j.foreco.2009.09.001

Allen, R. G., Pereira, L. S., Raes, D., and Smith, M. (1998). Crop
evapotranspiration–guidelines for computing crop water requirements.
FAO Irrigation Drainage Paper 56 300:D05109. doi: 10.1016/j.eja.2010.12.001

Anderegg, W. R. L., Hicke, J. A., Fisher, R. A., Allen, C. D., Aukema, J., Bentz, B.,
et al. (2015). Tree mortality from drought, insects, and their interactions in a
changing climate. New Phytol. 208, 674–683. doi: 10.1111/nph.13477

Frontiers in Plant Science | www.frontiersin.org 13 March 2019 | Volume 10 | Article 306

https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpls.2019.00306/full#supplementary-material
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpls.2019.00306/full#supplementary-material
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12181
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12181
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2009.09.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eja.2010.12.001
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.13477
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/plant-science/
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/plant-science#articles


fpls-10-00306 March 13, 2019 Time: 13:44 # 14

Klisz et al. Limitations at the Limit

Anderegg, W. R. L., Kane, J. M., and Anderegg, L. D. L. (2012). Consequences
of widespread tree mortality triggered by drought and temperature stress. Nat.
Clim. Chang. 3, 30–36. doi: 10.1038/nclimate1635

Androsiuk, P., and Urbaniak, L. (2014). Genetic variability of Pinus sylvestris
populations from IUFRO 1982 provenance trial. Dendrobiology 71, 23–33.
doi: 10.12657/denbio.071.003

Beguería, S., and Vicente-Serrano, S. M. (2013). SPEI: Calculation of the
Standardized Precipitation-Evapotranspiration Index R Package Version 1.6.
Available at: http://CRAN.R- project.org/package = SPEI

Beguería, S., Vicente-Serrano, S. M., Reig, F., and Latorre, B. (2014). Standardized
precipitation evapotranspiration index (SPEI) revisited: parameter fitting,
evapotranspiration models, tools, datasets and drought monitoring. Int. J.
Climatol. 34, 3001–3023. doi: 10.1002/joc.3887

Blackman, F. F. (1905). Optima and limiting factors. Ann. Bot. 19, 281–295.
doi: 10.1093/oxfordjournals.aob.a089000

Bolte, A., Ammer, C., Löf, M., Madsen, P., Nabuurs, G. J., Schall, P., et al.
(2009). Adaptive forest management in central Europe: climate change impacts,
strategies and integrative concept. Scand. J. For. Res. 24, 473–482. doi: 10.1080/
02827580903418224

Bunn, A. G. (2008). A dendrochronology program library in R (dplR).
Dendrochronologia 26, 115–124. doi: 10.1016/j.dendro.2008.01.002

Buras, A., Maaten-theunissen, M., and Van Der Maaten, E. (2016). Tuning the
voices of a choir: detecting ecological gradients in time-series populations. PLoS
One 11:e0158346. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0158346

Buras, A., and Menzel, A. (2019). Projecting tree-species composition changes of
European forests for 2061-2090 under RCP 4.5 and RCP 8.5 scenarios. Front.
Plant Sci. 9:1986. doi: 10.3389/fpls.2018.01986

Buras, A., and Wilmking, M. (2015). Correcting the calculation of Gleichläufigkeit.
Dendrochronologia 34, 29–30. doi: 10.1016/j.dendro.2015.03.003

Chapin, F. S. III, Matson, P. A., and Vitousek, P. M. (2011). Principles of Terrestrial
Ecosystem Ecology. Second Edition. Berlin: Springer Science+Business Media.
doi: 10.1007/978-1-4419-9504-9

Chen, J., Li, L., Milesi, P., Jansson, G., Berlin, M., and Karlsson, B. (2019). Genomic
data provides new insights on the demographic history and the extent of recent
material transfers in Norway spruce. bioRxiv doi: 10.1101/402016

Choat, B., Jansen, S., Brodribb, T. J., Cochard, H., Delzon, S., Bhaskar, R., et al.
(2012). Global convergence in the vulnerability of forests to drought. Nature
491, 752–755. doi: 10.1038/nature11688

Cook, E. R., and Kairiukstis, L. A. (eds) (1992). Methods of Dendrochronology
Applications in the Environmental Sciences. Berlin: Springer Science+Business
Media.

Cook, E. R., and Peters, K. (1981). The smoothing spline: a new approach to
standardizing forest interior tree-ring width series for dendroclimatic studies.
Tree Ring Bull. 41, 45–53.

Cropper, J. P. (1979). Tree-ring skeleton plotting by computer. Tree Ring Bull. 39,
47–59.

Cybis, E. (2017). CDendro and CooRecorder. Available at: http://www.cybis.se/
forfun/ dendro/index.htm

Douglass, A. E. (1920). Evidence of climatic effects in the annual rings of trees.
Ecology 1, 24–32. doi: 10.2307/1929253

Dudley, S. E. (2004). “The functional ecology of phenotypic plasticity in
plants,” in Phenotypic Plasticity: Functional and Conceptual Approaches,
eds T. J. DeWitt and S. M. Scheiner (Oxford: Oxford University Press),
151–172.

Eckstein, D., and Bauch, J. (1969). Beitrag zur Rationalisierung eines
dendrochronologischen Verfahrens und zur analyse seiner Aussagesicherheit.
Forstwiss. Zentralbl. 88, 230–250. doi: 10.1007/BF02741777

Eriksson, G., Andersson, S., Eiche, V., Ifver, J., and Persson, A. (1980). Severity
index and transfer effects on survival and volume production of Pinus sylvestris
in Northern Sweden. Stud. For. Suecia 156, 1–32.

Etterson, J. R., Shaw, R. G., Etterson, J. R., and Shaw, R. G. (2001). Constraint
to adaptive evolution in response to global warming. Science 294, 151–154.
doi: 10.1126/science.1063656

European Forest Genetic Resources Programme [EUFORGEN] (2009).
Distribution Map of Norway Spruce. Available at: www.euforgen.org

Frank, A., Howe, G. T., Sperisen, C., Brang, P., Schmatz, D. R., and Heiri, C. (2017).
Risk of genetic maladaptation due to climate change in three major European
tree species. Glob. Chang. Biol. 23, 5358–5371. doi: 10.1111/ijlh.12426

Grodzki, W. (2010). The decline of Norway spruce Picea abies (L.) Karst. stands in
Beskid Śla̧ski and Żywiecki: theoretical concept and reality. Beskydy 3, 19–26.

Hargreaves, G. H., and Samani, Z. A. (1985). Reference crop evapotranspiration
from temperature. Appl. Eng. Agric. 1, 96–99. doi: 10.13031/2013.26773

He, B., Liu, J., Guo, L., Wu, X., Xie, X., Zhang, Y., et al. (2018). Recovery of
ecosystem carbon and energy fluxes from the 2003 drought in Europe and
the 2012 drought in the United States. Geophys. Res. Lett. 45, 4879–4888. doi:
10.1029/2018GL077518

Hentschel, R., Rosner, S., Kayler, Z. E., Andreassen, K., Børja, I., Solberg, S., et al.
(2014). Norway spruce physiological and anatomical predisposition to dieback.
For. Ecol. Manag. 322, 27–36. doi: 10.1016/j.foreco.2014.03.007

Hijmans, R. J., Cameron, S. E., Parra, J. L., Jones, P. G., and Jarvis, A. (2005).
Very high resolution interpolated climate surfaces for global land areas. Int. J.
Climatol. 25, 1965–1978. doi: 10.1002/joc.1276

Hijmans, R. J., Phillips, S., Leathwick, J., and Elith, J. (2017). Dismo. R Package
Version 1.1-4. Available at: https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/dismo.

Husson, F., Josse, J., Le, S., and Mazet, J. (2015). Factominer: Multivariate
Exploratory Data Analysis and Data Mining. R Package Version 1.29. Available
at: http://cran.r-project.org/package=FactoMineR

Isaac-Renton, M. G., Roberts, D. R., Hamann, A., and Spiecker, H. (2014). Douglas-
fir plantations in Europe: a retrospective test of assisted migration to address
climate change. Glob. Chang. Biol. 20, 2607–2617. doi: 10.1111/gcb.12604

IUSS Working Group (2015). World Reference Base for Soil Resources 2014. (Update
697 2015). International Soil Classification System for Naming Soils and Creating
Legends for 698 Soil Maps. World Soil Resources Reports No. 106. Rome, FAO.

Karlsson, B., Wellendorf, H., Roulund, H., and Werner, M. (2001). Genotype ×
trial interaction and stability across sites in 11 combined provenance and clone
experiments with Picea abies in Denmark and Sweden. Can. J. For. Res. 31,
1826–1836. doi: 10.1139/x01-113

Kaufman, L., and Rousseeuw, P. J. (2008). Finding Groups in Data: An Introduction
to Cluster Analysis. Hoboken, NJ: John Wiley & Sons, Inc.

Klein Tank, A. M. G., Wijngaard, J. B., Können, G. P., Böhm, R., Demarée, G.,
Gocheva, A., et al. (2002). Daily dataset of 20th-century surface air temperature
and precipitation series for the European Climate Assessment. Int. J. Climatol.
22, 1441–1453. doi: 10.1002/joc.773

Klisz, M., Ukalska, J., Koprowski, M., Tereba, A., Puchałka, R., Przybylski, P., et al.
(2019). Effect of provenance and climate on intra-annual density fluctuations of
Norway spruce (Picea abies (L.) Karst.) in Poland. Agric. For. Meteorol. 269–270,
145–156. doi: 10.1016/j.agrformet.2019.02.013

Knight, P., and Le Comte, D. (1998). The weather of 1997: the year of the floods.
Weatherwise 51, 14–21. doi: 10.1080/00431672.1998.9927177

Koprowski, M., and Zielski, A. (2006). Dendrochronology of Norway spruce (Picea
abies (L.) Karst.) from two range centres in lowland Poland. Trees Struct. Funct.
20, 383–390. doi: 10.1007/s00468-006-0051-9

Kundzewicz, Z. W., Szamałek, K., and Kowalczak, P. (1999). The great flood of
1997 in Poland. Hydrol. Sci. J. 44, 855–870. doi: 10.1080/02626669909492285

Kupryjanowicz, M., Nalepka, D., Pidek, I. A., Walanus, A., Balwierz, Z., Biñka, K.,
et al. (2018). The east-west migration of trees during the eemian interglacial
registered on isopollen maps of Poland. Quat. Int. 467, 178–191. doi: 10.1016/j.
quaint.2017.08.034

Lévesque, M., Saurer, M., Siegwolf, R., Eilmann, B., Brang, P., Bugmann, H.,
et al. (2013). Drought response of five conifer species under contrasting water
availability suggests high vulnerability of Norway spruce and European larch.
Glob. Chang. Biol. 19, 3184–3199. doi: 10.1111/gcb.12268

Liang, K.-Y., and Zeger, S. L. (1986). Longitudinal data analysis using generalized
linear models. Biometrika 73, 13–22. doi: 10.1093/biomet/73.1.13

Liebig, J. (1840). Die Organische Chemie in Ihrer Anwendung Auf Agricultur Und
Physiologie. Braunschweig: F. Vieweg und Sohn.

Marini, L., Ayres, M. P., Battisti, A., and Faccoli, M. (2012). Climate affects severity
and altitudinal distribution of outbreaks in an eruptive bark beetle. Clim. Chang.
115, 327–341. doi: 10.1007/s10584-012-0463-z

Matras, J. (2009). Growth and development of Polish provenances of Norway
spruce (Picea abies Karst.) in the IUFRO 1972 experiment. Dendrobiology 61,
145–158.

Mátyás, C. (1994). Modelling climate change effects with provenance test data. Tree
Physiol. 14, 797–804. doi: 10.1093/treephys/14.7-8-9.797

Mátyás, C. (1997). “Genetics and adaptation to climate change: a case study of
trees,” in Past and Future Rapid Environmental Changes, eds B. Huntley, W.

Frontiers in Plant Science | www.frontiersin.org 14 March 2019 | Volume 10 | Article 306

https://doi.org/10.1038/nclimate1635
https://doi.org/10.12657/denbio.071.003
http://CRAN.R-
https://doi.org/10.1002/joc.3887
https://doi.org/10.1093/oxfordjournals.aob.a089000
https://doi.org/10.1080/02827580903418224
https://doi.org/10.1080/02827580903418224
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dendro.2008.01.002
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0158346
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2018.01986
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dendro.2015.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4419-9504-9
https://doi.org/10.1101/402016
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature11688
http://www.cybis.se/forfun/
http://www.cybis.se/forfun/
https://doi.org/10.2307/1929253
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02741777
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1063656
http://www.euforgen.org
https://doi.org/10.1111/ijlh.12426
https://doi.org/10.13031/2013.26773
https://doi.org/10.1029/2018GL077518
https://doi.org/10.1029/2018GL077518
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2014.03.007
https://doi.org/10.1002/joc.1276
https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/dismo
http://cran.r-project.org/package =FactoMineR
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12604
https://doi.org/10.1139/x01-113
https://doi.org/10.1002/joc.773
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agrformet.2019.02.013
https://doi.org/10.1080/00431672.1998.9927177
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00468-006-0051-9
https://doi.org/10.1080/02626669909492285
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.quaint.2017.08.034
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.quaint.2017.08.034
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12268
https://doi.org/10.1093/biomet/73.1.13
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-012-0463-z
https://doi.org/10.1093/treephys/14.7-8-9.797
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/plant-science/
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/plant-science#articles


fpls-10-00306 March 13, 2019 Time: 13:44 # 15

Klisz et al. Limitations at the Limit

Cramer, A. V. Morgan, H. C. Prentice, and J. R. M. Allen (Berlin: Springer-
Verlag), 357–370. doi: 10.1007/978-3-642-60599-4

Mátyás, C. (2006). Migratory, genetic and phenetic response potential of forest tree
populations facing climate change. Acta Silv. Lign. Hung. 2, 33–46.

Mátyás, C., Berki, I., Czucz, B., Galos, B., Moricz, N., and Rasztovits, E. (2010).
Future of beech in southeast europe from the perspective of evolutionary
ecology. Acta Silv. Lignaria Hungarica 6, 91–110.

Mátyás, C., and Bozic, G. (2009). Juvenile growth response of European beech
(Fagus sylvatica L.) to sudden change of climatic environment in SE European
trials. iForest 2, 213–220. doi: 10.3832/ifor0519-002

Mátyás, C., and Yeatman, W. (1992). Effect of geographical transfer on growth and
survival of Jack pine (Pinus banksiana Lamb.) populations. Silvae Genet. 41,
370–376.

Mellert, K. H., Ewald, J., Hornstein, D., Dorado-Linán, I., Jantsch, M., Taeger, S.,
et al. (2016). Climatic marginality: a new metric for the susceptibility of tree
species to warming exemplified by Fagus sylvatica (L.) and Ellenberg’s quotient.
Eur. J. For. Res. 135, 137–152. doi: 10.1007/s10342-015-0924-9

Murtagh, F., and Legendre, P. (2014). Ward’s hierarchical agglomerative clustering
method: which algorithms implement Ward’s criterion? J. Classif. 31, 274–295.
doi: 10.1007/s00357-014-9161-z

Myking, T., Rusanen, M., Steffenrem, A., Kjær, E. D., and Jansson, G. (2016).
Historic transfer of forest reproductive material in the Nordic region: drivers,
scale and implications. Int. J. For. Res. 89, 325–337. doi: 10.1093/forestry/
cpw020

Nabuurs, G.-J., Verkerk, P. J., Schelhaas, M.-J., González Olabarria, J. R.,
Trasobares, A., and Cienciala, E. (2018). Climate-Smart Forestry: Mitigation
Impacts in Three European Regions. Available at: https://www.efi.int/sites/
default/files/files/publication-bank/2018/efi_fstp_6_2018.pdf

Netherer, S., Matthews, B., Katzensteiner, K., Blackwell, E., Henschke, P., Hietz, P.,
et al. (2015). Do water-limiting conditions predispose Norway spruce to bark
beetle attack? New Phytol. 205, 1128–1141. doi: 10.1111/nph.13166

Neuwirth, B., Schweingruber, F. H., and Winiger, M. (2007). Spatial patterns
of central European pointer years from 1901 to 1971. Dendrochronologia 24,
79–89. doi: 10.1016/j.dendro.2006.05.004

Palmer, W. C. (1965). Meteorological Drought. Washington, DC: US Weather
Bureau.

Pâques, L. E. (2013). Forest Tree Breeding in Europe. Current State-of-the-Art and
Perspectives. Dordrecht: Springer Science+Business Media Dordrecht. doi: 10.
1007/978-94-007-6146-9

R Core Team (2015). R: A Language and Environment for Statistical Computing.
Vienna, VA: R Foundation for Statistical Computing.

Rebetez, M., Mayer, H., and Dupont, O. (2006). Heat and drought 2003 in Europe:
a climate synthesis. Ann. For. Sci. 63, 569–577. doi: 10.1051/forest

Rehschuh, R., Mette, T., Menzel, A., and Buras, A. (2017). Soil properties affect
the drought susceptibility of Norway spruce. Dendrochronologia 45, 81–89.
doi: 10.1016/j.dendro.2017.07.003

Roberts, T. M., Skeffington, R. A., and Blank, L. W. (1989). Causes of type 1 spruce
decline in europe. Forestry 62, 179–222. doi: 10.1093/forestry/62.3.179

Rolland, C., and Lempérière, G. (2004). Effects of climate on radial growth of
Norway spruce and interactions with attacks by the bark beetle Dendroctonus
micans (Kug., Coleoptera: Scolytidae): a dendroecological study in the French
Massif Central. For. Ecol. Manag. 201, 89–104. doi: 10.1016/j.foreco.2004.05.059

Rousseeuw, P., Struyf, A., Hubert, M., Studer, M., Roudier, P., and Gonzalez, J.
(2018). Package ‘cluster’. Available at: https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/
cluster/index.html.

Savolainen, O., Bokma, F., García-Gil, R., Komulainen, P., and Repo, T. (2004).
Genetic variation in cessation of growth and frost hardiness and consequences
for adaptation of Pinus sylvestris to climatic changes. For. Ecol. Manag. 197,
79–89. doi: 10.1016/j.foreco.2004.05.006

Schweingruber, F. H., Eckstein, D., Serre-Bachet, F., and Bräker, O. U. (1990).
Identification, presentation and interpretation of event years and pointer years
in dendrochronology. Dendrochronologia 8, 9–38.

Skrøppa, T., and Johnsen, Ø (1999). “Patterns of adaptive genetic variation in forest
tree species; the reproductive enviroment as an evolutionary force in Picea

abies,” in Forest Genetics and Sustainability, ed. C. Mátyás (Dordrecht: Springer),
49–58.

Software suite developed [SAS] Institute (2017). Inc. SAS/STAT 14.3 User’s Guide.
Cary, NC: SAS Institute Inc.

Speer, B. J. H. (2010). Fundamentals of Tree-Ring Research. Tucson, AZ: The
University of Arizona Press.

Steinkamp, J., and Hickler, T. (2015). Is drought-induced forest dieback globally
increasing? J. Ecol. 103, 31–43. doi: 10.1111/1365-2745.12335

Stine, A. R., and Huybers, P. (2017). Implications of Liebig’s law of the minimum
for tree-ring reconstructions of climate. Environ. Res. Lett. 12:114018.
doi: 10.1088/1748-9326/aa8cd6

Stojnic, S., Orlovic, S., Ballian, D., Ivankovic, M., Šijacic-Nikolic, M., Pilipovic, A.,
et al. (2015). Provenance by site interaction and stability analysis of European
beech (Fagus sylvatica L.) provenances. Silvae Genet. 64, 133–147. doi: 10.1515/
sg-2015-0013

Suvanto, S., Nöjd, P., Henttonen, H. M., Beuker, E., and Mäkinen, H. (2016).
Geographical patterns in the radial growth response of Norway spruce
provenances to climatic variation. Agric. For. Meteorol. 222, 10–20. doi: 10.1016/
j.agrformet.2016.03.003

Taiz, L., and Zeiger, E. (2010). Plant Physiology. Fifth Edition. Massachusetts:
Sinauer Associates Inc.

Thompson, J. D. (1991). Phenotypic plasticity as a coponent of evolutionary
change. Trends Ecol. Evol. 6, 246–249. doi: 10.1016/0169-5347(91)90070-E

Thornthwaite, C. W. (1948). An approach toward a rational classification of
climate. Geogr. Rev. 38, 55–94. doi: 10.2307/210739

Tjoelker, M. G., Boratyñski, A., and Bugała, W. (2007). Biology and Ecology of
Norway Spruce. Dordrecht: Springer. doi: 10.1007/978-1-4020-4841-8

van der Maaten-Theunissen, M., van der Maaten, E., and Bouriaud, O. (2015).
PointRes: an R package to analyze pointer years and components of resilience.
Dendrochronologia 35, 34–38. doi: 10.1016/j.dendro.2015.05.006

Vicente-Serrano, S. M., Camarero, J. J., and Azorin-Molina, C. (2014). Diverse
responses of forest growth to drought time-scales in the Northern Hemisphere.
Glob. Ecol. Biogeogr. 23, 1019–1030. doi: 10.1111/geb.12183

Vitali, V., Buntegen, U., and Bauhus, J. (2018). Seasonality matters. The effects of
past and projected seasonal climate change on the growth of native and exotic
conifer species in Central Europe. Dendrochronologia 48, 1–9. doi: 10.1016/j.
dendro.2018.01.001

Ward, J. H. (1963). Hierarchical grouping to optimize an objective function. J. Am.
Stat. Assoc. 58, 236–244. doi: 10.1080/01621459.1963.10500845

Wigley, T. M. L., Briffa, K. R., and Jones, P. D. (1984). On the average
value of correlated time series, with applications in dendroclimatology
and hydrometeorology. J. Appl. Meteorol. 23, 201–213. doi: 10.1175/1520-
0450(1984)023<0201:OTAVOC>2.0.CO;2

Wilcoxon, F. (1945). Individual comparisons by ranking methods. Biometrics Bull.
1, 80–83. doi: 10.2307/3001968

Windig, J. J., De Kovel, C. G. F., and De Jong, G. (2004). “Genetics and mechanics
of plasticity,” in Phenotypic Plasticity: Functional and Conceptual Approaches,
eds T. J. DeWitt and S. M. Scheiner (Oxford: Oxford University Press), 31–49.

Zang, C., Hartl-Meier, C., Dittmar, C., Rothe, A., and Menzel, A. (2014). Patterns
of drought tolerance in major European temperate forest trees: climatic drivers
and levels of variability. Glob. Chang. Biol. 20, 3767–3779. doi: 10.1111/gcb.
12637

Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was
conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could
be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2019 Klisz, Buras, Sass-Klaassen, Puchałka, Koprowski and Ukalska.
This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons
Attribution License (CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums
is permitted, provided the original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited
and that the original publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted
academic practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not
comply with these terms.

Frontiers in Plant Science | www.frontiersin.org 15 March 2019 | Volume 10 | Article 306

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-60599-4
https://doi.org/10.3832/ifor0519-002
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10342-015-0924-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00357-014-9161-z
https://doi.org/10.1093/forestry/cpw020
https://doi.org/10.1093/forestry/cpw020
https://www.efi.int/sites/default/files/files/publication-bank/2018/efi_fstp_6_2018.pdf
https://www.efi.int/sites/default/files/files/publication-bank/2018/efi_fstp_6_2018.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.13166
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dendro.2006.05.004
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-007-6146-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-007-6146-9
https://doi.org/10.1051/forest
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dendro.2017.07.003
https://doi.org/10.1093/forestry/62.3.179
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2004.05.059
https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/cluster/index.html
https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/cluster/index.html
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2004.05.006
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2745.12335
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/aa8cd6
https://doi.org/10.1515/sg-2015-0013
https://doi.org/10.1515/sg-2015-0013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agrformet.2016.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agrformet.2016.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/0169-5347(91)90070-E
https://doi.org/10.2307/210739
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4020-4841-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dendro.2015.05.006
https://doi.org/10.1111/geb.12183
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dendro.2018.01.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dendro.2018.01.001
https://doi.org/10.1080/01621459.1963.10500845
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0450(1984)023<0201:OTAVOC>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0450(1984)023<0201:OTAVOC>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.2307/3001968
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12637
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12637
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/plant-science/
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/plant-science#articles

	Limitations at the Limit? Diminishing of Genetic Effects in Norway Spruce Provenance Trials
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Study Sites and Sample Acquisition
	Ring-Width Analyses
	Sample Preparation
	Tree-Ring Data
	RW Variation Between Sites and Provenances
	Provenance Grouping
	Provenance-Specific Climate Sensitivity
	Bioclimatic Variation Between Sites and Provenances


	Results
	Characteristics of RW Chronologies
	Provenance Grouping
	Climate-Growth Relationships
	Climate-Shift Effect

	Discussion
	Individualistic Growth Response and Provenance Clustering
	Climate-Driven Between-Provenance Variation
	Site and Provenance Interaction and Phenotypic Plasticity

	Conclusion
	Data Availability
	Author Contributions
	Funding
	Acknowledgments
	Supplementary Material
	References


