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Abstract. The soil of former farmland greatly differs from forest soil, and significantly influences tree growth and
development compared with other site factors. The effect may also be reflected indirectly in radial variability of wood.
This study compared radial variation of wood density, compressive strength along the grain and static bending strength
of wood of Scots pine trees growing on former farmland and forest soils. The analyses were conducted in eight mature
pine stands. On the basis of the stand description, four stands were classified as growing on forest soil (L) and four as
growing on former farmland soil (P). A total of 24 model trees were selected, twelve on each soil type. Analyses of
wood properties were conducted along four axes from the cross sectional radius of the treesat breast height. Our
analyses showed that radial variation in wood properties of Scots pine (from selected locations in Poland) growing on
former farmland is similar to the variation among the control trees growing on forest soils. In both groups of trees, the
lowest density and the lowest strength were in the pith (juvenile) zone. Wood with the highest density and greatest
strength was located in the central part of the radius. Wood of Scots pine trees growing on former farmland soils in
comparison to that of trees growing on forest soil was characterised by a statistically lower basic density, lower
compressive strength along the grain and static bending strength.
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1. Wstêp

Gatunki iglaste cechuje charakterystyczna zmien-
noœæ w³aœciwoœci drewna. Generalnie na przekroju po-
przecznym pnia gêstoœæ oraz wytrzyma³oœæ mechanicz-
na drewna roœnie wraz z wiekiem kambialnym
(Kärenlampi, Riekkinen 2004). Zjawisko to ma zwi¹zek
miêdzy innymi ze zmianami zachodz¹cymi w makro-
strukturze drewna i jest to g³ównie wyraz dojrzewania
drzewa. Poza wiekiem drzewa na proces wykszta³cania
tkanki drzewnej wp³yw maj¹ ró¿norodne czynniki œro-
dowiskowe. Grunty porolne s¹ ekosystemem prze-
kszta³conym, w którym szczególnie nieleœnym elemen-
tem jest gleba (Michalski et al. 2006). Pod wp³ywem
zalesienia ulega ona przemianom (Alriksson, Olsson
1995; Ritter et. al. 2003; Hagen-Thorn et. al. 2004),

zw³aszcza pod wzglêdem porowatoœci, pH oraz zawar-
toœci podstawowych pierwiastków (Olszewska, Smal
2008; Smal, Olszewska 2008).

Gleba jest wa¿nym elementem siedliska wp³ywa-
j¹cym na warunki wzrostu i rozwoju drzew, a tym sa-
mym na budowê i w³aœciwoœci drewna. Typ siedliskowy
lasu ma wp³yw na udzia³ w pniach drzew drewna bie-
lastego i twardzielowego oraz m³odocianego i dojrza-
³ego (Jakubowski 2004). Pazdrowski i Sp³awa-Neyman
(1996) stwierdzili, ¿e drewno sosny zwyczajnej wyros³ej
na ró¿nych typach siedliskowych lasu ró¿ni siê istotnie
pod wzglêdem gêstoœci, wytrzyma³oœci na œciskanie
wzd³u¿ w³ókien oraz wytrzyma³oœci na zginanie sta-
tyczne. Porównaniem w³aœciwoœci drewna sosny po-
chodz¹cej z gruntów porolnych i leœnych zajmowali siê
miêdzy innymi Jelonek i inni (2005, 2008b, 2009).
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Zaobserwowali oni, ¿e drewno z drzewostanów po-
wsta³ych z zalesieñ (porolnych) w porównaniu do
drewna drzew wyros³ych na gruntach typowo leœnych
charakteryzowa³o siê przy wy¿szej gêstoœci umownej
ni¿sz¹ wytrzyma³oœci¹ na zginanie statyczne oraz œcis-
kanie wzd³u¿ w³ókien. Natomiast sosny wyros³e w
warunkach gleb leœnych charakteryzuj¹ siê drewnem o
znacznie wy¿szym wzmocnieniu desorpcyjnym œciska-
nia wzd³u¿ w³ókien oraz zginania statycznego (Jelonek
et al. 2010).

W praktyce leœnej dojrza³oœæ techniczna drzewosta-
nów równa jest dojrza³oœci rêbnej. Drzewostan, który
osi¹gn¹³ dojrza³oœæ rêbn¹ cechuje odpowiednia jakoœæ
oraz zdrowotnoœæ. Dalszy jego wzrost to okres
obumierania i stopniowej deprecjacji drewna. Tomczak
i inni (2009) obserwuj¹c zmiany iloœciowe w budowie
makrostrukturalnej drewna, zachodz¹ce z wiekiem
drzew, stwierdzili, ¿e sosna wyros³a warunkach gruntów
porolnych mo¿e wczeœniej osi¹gaæ dojrza³oœæ technicz-
n¹. Podobny wniosek przytoczyæ mo¿na na podstawie
badañ Jelonka i innych (2008a), w których obiektem
analizy by³o drewno twardzielowe. Z uwagi na fakt, ¿e
w³aœciwoœci drewna s¹ dobrym wskaŸnikiem zmian,
jakie zachodz¹ z wiekiem drzew oraz pod wp³ywem
dzia³ania czynników zewnêtrznych, mo¿na je wykorzys-
taæ do analogicznych porównañ.

Celem pracy by³o porównanie zmiennoœci promie-
niowej gêstoœci umownej, wytrzyma³oœci na œciskanie
wzd³u¿ w³ókien i zginanie statyczne drewna sosny zwy-
czajnej wyros³ej w zró¿nicowanych warunkach, okreœ-
lonych typem gruntu lub te¿ sposobem jego u¿ytkowania
przed wprowadzeniem obecnego pokolenia drzew.

2. Metodyka badañ

Badania przeprowadzono w oœmiu dojrza³ych mono-
kulturach sosnowych, V i VI klasy wieku, wyros³ych
w optymalnych dla tego gatunku warunkach siedlisko-
wych. Wybrano po dwie powierzchnie z terenu Nad-
leœnictw Drawsko Pomorskie, Trzebielino, Warcino
(RDLP Szczecinek) i Olesno (RDLP Katowice). Na
podstawie opisu taksacyjnego cztery z nich zaliczono do
grupy wyros³ych na gruntach leœnych (L) i cztery do
grupy wyros³ych w warunkach gruntów porolnych (P)
(tab. 1). Za zalesienia porolne uznaje siê drzewostany
rosn¹ce na tych gruntach w pierwszym pokoleniu, a
tak¿e w drugim, je¿eli pierwsze z powodu chorób grzy-
bowych nie dotrwa³o do wieku dojrza³oœci rêbnej (Ins-
trukcja Urz¹dzania Lasu 2012). Przy wyborze drzewo-
stanów z poszczególnych lokalizacji kierowano siê kry-
teriami siedliskowego typu lasu oraz bonitacji, zak³a-
daj¹c, ¿e bêd¹ to identyczne cechy zarówno dla drzewo-
stanu z gruntu porolnego, jak i leœnego.

W ka¿dym drzewostanie na 0,5 hektarowej powierz-
chni próbnej zmierzono i uszeregowano w dwucentyme-
trowych stopniach gruboœci pierœnicê wszystkich drzew
rosn¹cych. Grupie drzew wybranej proporcjonalnie do
liczby osobników w stopniu gruboœci zmierzono tak¿e
wysokoœæ. Wymiary drzew modelowych okreœlono
metod¹ Uricha I. Ka¿dy drzewostan reprezentowa³y 3
drzewa (³¹cznie wybrano 24 drzewa). Œrednia wysokoœæ
drzew modelowych w drzewostanach okreœlanych jako
porolne wynosi³a 24,7±2,6 m, a pierœnica – 34,3±8,5 cm.
¯ywa korona cechowa³a siê œredni¹ œrednic¹ równ¹
5,6±1,4 m i d³ugoœci¹ 7,4±1,5 m. Natomiast wymiary
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Tabela 1. Wybrane dane taksacyjne drzewostanów wytypowanych do badañ

Table 1. Selected taxation characteristics of stands with established mean sample plots
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Drawsko Pom. BMœw 88 0,9 30 22 II Prz L RDb

BMœw 88 0,8 32 23 II Prz P RDb

Trzebielino BMœw 100 0,9 32 22 II Prz L RDb

BMœw 86 0,9 33 23 II Prz P RDb

Warcino Bœw 97 0,9 30 22 II Um L RDb

Bœw 102 0,9 35 23 II Um P RDb

Olesno LMœw 101 1,0 34 27 I Prz L RDw

LMœw 91 1,0 33 28 I Prz P RDw

L – leœna; P – porolna; Bœw – bór œwie¿y; BMœw – bór mieszany œwie¿y; LMœw – las mieszany œwie¿y; RDb – gleba rdzawa bielicowa;

RDw – gleba rdzawa w³aœciwa;Prz – przerywane; Um - umiarkowane

L – forest soil; P – former farm land soil; Bœw – fresh coniferous forest; BMœw – mixed fresh coniferous forest; LMœw – mixed fresh
broadleaved forest; RDb – rusty podzolic soil; RDw – rusty soil; Prz – dashed; Um - moderate



drzew w drzewostanach okreœlanych jako leœne wy-
nosi³y: wysokoœæ 25,3±6,5 m, pierœnica 34,2±6,5 cm,
œrednica korony 5,8±1,4 m, d³ugoœæ korony 7,2±1,4 m.

W kolejnym etapie prac pobrano z poziomu
pierœnicy materia³ do badañ laboratoryjnych. Przeciêtny
wiek kambialny (d1,3) drzew L wynosi³ 93 lata, drzew P –
90 lat. Œrednia szerokoœæ s³oja rocznego w grupie L
równa³a siê 1,5 mm, a w grupie P – 1,7 mm. Œredni udzia³
drewna póŸnego w s³oju rocznym kszta³towa³ siê na
poziomie 36% w obu badanych grupach.

Z pobranego materia³u wykonano znormalizowane
próbki. Nastêpnie, zgodnie z normami przedmiotowymi,
okreœlono gêstoœæ umown¹ (Qu), wytrzyma³oœæ na œcis-
kanie wzd³u¿ w³ókien (CS), wytrzyma³oœæ na zginanie
statyczne (BS) (PN-77/D-04101; PN-77/D-04103; PN-
79/D-04102). Ka¿dy przekrój by³ reprezentowany przez
próby, wyznaczone wzd³u¿ czterech promieni, zoriento-
wanych zgodnie z g³ównymi kierunkami geograficz-
nymi. Dla ka¿dej próbki obliczono wzglêdn¹ odleg³oœæ
jej po³o¿enia od rdzenia i przydzielono do jednej z piêciu
stref, po³o¿onych wzd³u¿ promienia: I (0,00–0,20),
II (0,21–0,40), III (0,41–0,60), IV (0,61–0,80),
V (0,81–0,10). Otrzymano w ten sposób zbiory danych,
które nastêpnie poddano analizie statystycznej, wykona-
nej za pomoc¹ aplikacji Statistica. Badanie zgodnoœci
rozk³adu cechy z rozk³adem normalnym przeprowadzo-
no testem Shapiro-Wilka. Natomiast testem U Manna-
Whitneya sprawdzono czy wartoœci opisuj¹ce populacje
s¹ jednakowo du¿e.

3. Wyniki badañ

Ogó³em gêstoœæ umowna drewna sosen wyros³ych
w warunkach gruntów porolnych (QuP) wynosi³a 435
kg/m3 i w porównaniu do gêstoœci drewna sosen rosn¹-
cych na gruntach leœnych (QuL), wynosz¹cej 478 kg/m3,

by³a istotnie ni¿sza. Wartoœci uzyskane dla poszcze-
gólnych stref, obejmuj¹cych wybrane fragmenty prze-
kroju pierœnicowego pnia, wskazuj¹, ¿e pod wzglêdem
gêstoœci umownej najbardziej ró¿ni³o siê drewno przy-
rdzeniowe (I strefa). Stwierdzona ró¿nica wynosi³a
73 kg/m3 (21,0%). Najmniej zró¿nicowane by³o nato-
miast drewno po³o¿one w strefie IV – ró¿nica 21 kg/m3

(4,6%). W pozosta³ych strefach stwierdzono nastêpuj¹ce
dysproporcje: II – 72 kg/m3 (17,6%), III – 34 kg/m3

(7,3%), V – 32 kg/m3 (7,1%). We wszystkich strefach
QuL by³a statystycznie istotnie wy¿sza ni¿ QuP (tab. 2).

Promieniowa zmiennoœæ Qu jest bardzo podobna w
czêœci przyrdzeniowej (I i II strefa). Kulminacja wzrostu
wartoœci tego parametru nastêpuje w strefie III (QuL

wczeœniej – bli¿ej rdzenia). Nastêpnie zaobserwowaæ
mo¿na wyraŸny spadek, przy czym QuP maleje propor-
cjonalnie do wzrostu odleg³oœci od rdzenia, a QuL w
pewnym momencie ponownie zaczyna wzrastaæ. Miê-
dzy stref¹ I a II QuP roœnie przeciêtnie o 64 kg/m3, miêdzy
II a III o 47 kg/m3, ale ju¿ miêdzy stref¹ III i IV spada
o 4 kg/m3 i miêdzy IV i V o kolejne 4 kg/m3. W przy-
padku QuL ró¿nice wynios³y, kolejno: 63, 9, 17, 7 kg/m3

(tab. 2).
Porównanie wielokrotne Qu wykaza³o, ¿e u drzew P

i L przyrdzeniowa strefa przekroju poprzecznego (I)
ró¿ni³a siê statystycznie od pozosta³ych czêœci. W odró¿-
nieniu od L u P statystyczne ró¿nice stwierdzono rów-
nie¿ miêdzy stref¹ II i III, II i IV, III i V oraz IV i V
(tab. 3). Analizuj¹c ró¿nice wy³¹cznie miêdzy s¹sied-
nimi strefami, stwierdzono, ¿e u P istotnie statystyczna
dysproporcja wystêpuje miêdzy strefami I i II, II i
III oraz IV i V natomiast u L tylko miêdzy strefami I
i II (tab. 3).

Wytrzyma³oœæ drewna na œciskanie wzd³u¿ w³ókien
sosen pochodz¹cych z gruntów porolnych (CSP) by³a
statystycznie istotnie ni¿sza ni¿ drewna drzew rosn¹cych
na gruntach leœnych (CSL). Analizuj¹c ró¿nice w po-
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Tabela 2. Podstawowa charakterystyka statystyczna gêstoœci umownej (Qu) oraz wyniki testu U Manna-Whitneya

Table 2. Characteristics of the basic density (Qu) and U Mann-Whitney test results

Strefa

Zone

Warunki wzrostu – grunty porolne

Growth conditions – farmland soil
Warunki wzrostu – grunty leœne

Growth conditions – forest soil p

Qu [kg/m3] n SD [kg/m3] VC [%] Qu [kg/m3] n SD [kg/m3] VC [%]

I 348 26 45 12,9 421 27 55 13,1 0,000017*

II 412 63 48 11,6 484 59 57 11,7 0,000000*

III 459 68 45 9,8 493 64 35 7,2 0,000007*

IV 455 68 45 10,0 476 60 35 7,4 0,001048*

V 451 44 39 8,7 483 43 31 6,3 0,000120*

Ogó³em / Total 435 269 56 12,9 478 253 47 9,9 0,000000*

n – liczebnoœæ próby / sample size
SD – odchylenie standardowe / standard deviation
VC – wspó³czynnik zmiennoœci / variation coefficient
* zaznaczone efekty s¹ istotne z p<0,01 / marked effects are significant at p<0,01
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Tabela 3. Wartoœci p dla porównañ wielokrotnych gêstoœci umownej

Table 3. P values for multiple comparisons of basic density

Warunki wzrostu – grunty porolne

Growth conditions – farmland soil
Warunki wzrostu – grunty leœne

Growth conditions – forest soil

Strefa / Zone I II III IV V Strefa / Zone I II III IV V

I --- I ---

II 0,0004 --- II 0,0000 ---

III 0,0000 0,0000 --- III 0,0000 1,0000 ---

IV 0,0000 0,0000 1,0000 --- IV 0,0000 1,0000 0,2685 ---

V 0,0000 1,0000 0,0000 0,0001 --- V 0,0000 0,0401 0,0000 0,2229 ---

Tabela 4. Podstawowa charakterystyka statystyczna wytrzyma³oœci na œciskanie wzd³u¿ w³ókien (CS) oraz wyniki testu

U Manna-Whitneya

Table 4. Characteristics of the compressive strength along the fiber (CS) and U Mann-Whitney test results

Strefa / Zone
Warunki wzrostu – grunty porolne

Growth conditions – farmland soil
Warunki wzrostu – grunty leœne

Growth conditions – forest soil p

CS [MPa] n SD [MPa] VC [%] CS [MPa] n SD [MPa] VC [%]

I 14,91 22 4,12 27,67 19,71 26 4,59 23,31 0,000436*

II 18,70 63 4,67 24,98 22,61 59 4,52 19,97 0,000009*

III 21,07 64 3,82 18,11 22,78 62 3,97 17,42 0,010148**

IV 20,86 66 4,48 21,49 21,77 60 3,65 16,78 0,131432

V 19,97 41 4,17 20,88 20,88 42 3,30 15,79 0,153494

Ogó³em / Total 19,73 256 4,61 23,35 21,85 249 4,09 18,72 0,000000*

* zaznaczone efekty s¹ istotne z p<0,01 / marked effects are significant at p<0,01
** zaznaczone efekty s¹ istotne z p<0,05 / marked effects are significant at p<0,05
Pozosta³e oznaczenia jak w tabeli 2 / Other designations as in Table 2

Tabela 5. Wartoœci p dla porównañ wielokrotnych wytrzyma³oœci na œciskanie wzd³u¿ w³ókien

Table 5. P values for multiple comparisons of compressive strength along the fiber

Warunki wzrostu – grunty porolne

Growth conditions – farmland soil
Warunki wzrostu – grunty leœne

Growth conditions – forest soil

Strefa / Zone I II III IV V Strefa / Zone I II III IV V

I --- I ---

II 0,0000 --- II 0,0000 ---

III 0,0000 0,2323 --- III 0,0000 1,0000 ---

IV 0,0000 0,5727 1,0000 --- IV 0,0000 1,0000 1,0000 ---

V 0,0000 1,0000 0,0000 0,0000 --- V 0,0007 0,0000 0,0000 0,0030 ---

Tabela 6. Podstawowa charakterystyka statystyczna wytrzyma³oœci na zginanie statyczne (BS) oraz wyniki testu U

Manna-Whitneya

Table 6. Characteristics of the static bending strength (BS) and U Mann-Whitney test results

Strefa / Zone
Warunki wzrostu – grunty porolne

Growth conditions – farmland soil
Warunki wzrostu – grunty leœne

Growth conditions – forest soil p

BS [MPa] n SD [MPa] VC [%] BS [MPa] n SD [MPa] VC [%]

I 31,75 22 10,30 32,45 42,67 24 15,53 36,38 0,010747**

II 45,55 56 13,56 29,76 55,57 57 11,78 21,20 0,000011*

III 54,04 60 14,47 26,77 59,18 63 12,43 21,00 0,015799**

IV 51,55 65 11,35 22,01 55,95 52 11,46 20,48 0,108554
V 51,25 37 8,32 16,24 56,52 38 12,77 22,59 0,081735

Ogó³em / Total 48,91 240 13,69 27,98 55,46 234 13,18 23,77 0,000000*

* zaznaczone efekty s¹ istotne z p<0,01 / marked effects are significant at p<0,01
** zaznaczone efekty s¹ istotne z p<0,05 / marked effects are significant at p<0,05
Pozosta³e oznaczenia jak w tabeli 2 / Other designations as in Table 2



szczególnych strefach, najwy¿sze stwierdzono w I i II,
kolejno 4,80 i 3,91 (MPa) – 32,2 i 20,9%, istotne statys-
tycznie (p<0,01). W strefie III ró¿nica wynios³a 1,71
MPa (8,1%) i by³a statystycznie istotna przy p<0,05.
W strefie IV i V stwierdzone dysproporcje wynios³y
0,91 MPa, tj. oko³o 4% i nie by³y statystycznie istotne
(tab. 4).

Zmiennoœæ promieniowa CSP i CSL jest porówny-
walna, przy czym zmiany CSP wygl¹daj¹ na bardziej
dynamiczne (strefa I, II). W obu przypadkach kulmi-
nacja wzrostu wartoœci analizowanego parametru mieœci
siê w po³owie d³ugoœci promienia (strefa III). Po prze-
kroczeniu punktu kulminacyjnego przeciêtna wartoœæ
CS obni¿a siê, przy czym wiêksz¹ dynamikê zmian
wykazuj¹ z kolei wartoœci CSL. Przeciêtna wartoœæ CSP

strefy II jest wy¿sza od wartoœci charakteryzuj¹cej strefê
I o 3,8 MPa, III w porównaniu do II o 2,4 MPa. Wartoœæ
strefy IV w stosunku do wartoœci III jest ni¿sza o 0,2
MPa, a strefy V w stosunku do IV o 0,9 MPa. W
odniesieniu do CSL ró¿nice miêdzy strefami wynosz¹
kolejno, w kierunku od rdzenia do obwodu: 2,9; 0,2; 1,0;
0,9 MPa (tab. 4).

Porównanie wielokrotne œrednich CS dla poszcze-
gólnych stref wykaza³o bardzo podobne zró¿nicowanie
w³aœciwoœci u L i P. Wyj¹tek stanowi³ brak ró¿nicy
miêdzy strefami II i V u P. Po porównaniu stref bez-
poœrednio ze sob¹ s¹siaduj¹cych zauwa¿ono, ¿e u P i L
istotne statystycznie ró¿nice wystêpuj¹ tylko miêdzy
strefami I i II oraz IV i V (tab. 5).

Podobnie jak w przypadku Qu oraz CS wy¿sz¹ wy-
trzyma³oœci¹ drewna na zginanie statyczne charaktery-
zowa³o siê drewno drzew z gruntów leœnych (BSL).
Stwierdzona ró¿nica wynios³a 6,55 MPa (13,4%) i by³a
statystycznie istotna. Pod wzglêdem BS najbardziej
ró¿ni³o siê drewno strefy I (10,9 MPa), najmniej strefy
IV (4,4 MPa). W strefie II ró¿nice by³y istotne sta-
tystycznie na poziomie p<0,01, natomiast w strefie I
i III – p<0,05. W strefach IV i V statystycznych ró¿nic
nie stwierdzono (tab. 6).

Analizowane grupy drzew charakteryzowa³y siê
zbli¿onym rozk³adem wartoœci wytrzyma³oœci na zgina-
nie statyczne (BS) na promieniu. W strefie przyrdze-

niowej BS roœnie bardzo dynamicznie, a ró¿nice miêdzy
stref¹ I i II wynosz¹ 13,8 MPa dla grupy drzew z gruntów
porolnych i 12,9 MPa dla drzew z gruntów leœnych.
Ró¿nice miêdzy stref¹ II i III s¹ nieco ni¿sze i wynosz¹
kolejno: 8,5 i 3,6 MPa. W strefie trzeciej, tj. w po³owie
d³ugoœci promienia, wartoœæ BS osi¹ga maksimum i w
porównaniu do niej w strefie IV jest ni¿sza o 2,5 MPa
(porolne) i 3,2 MPa (leœne). Miêdzy strefami przyobwo-
dowymi (IV i V) stwierdzone ró¿nice by³y niewielkie,
rzêdu 0,3 u drzew z gruntów porolnych i 0,6 MPa w
przypadku drzew z gruntów leœnych (tab. 6).

Zró¿nicowanie parametru BS by³o podobne do Qu.
Stref¹ najbardziej ró¿ni¹c¹ siê od pozosta³ych by³a strefa
przyrdzeniowa (I), i to zarówno w przypadku grupy
drzew z gruntów porolnych, jak i leœnych. Pozosta³e
statystycznie istotne ró¿nice miêdzy strefami zaprezen-
towano w tabeli 7.

4. Dyskusja

O aktywnoœci kambium i tym samym o strukturze
drewna decyduj¹ geny i warunki wzrostu i rozwoju
drzewa. W³aœciwoœci drewna s¹ wiêc efektem kombi-
nacji czynników genetycznych i œrodowiskowych, czyli
odzwierciedleniem zmian zachodz¹cych w drzewie oraz
jego otoczeniu.

W pracy przedstawiono wyniki dotycz¹ce zmien-
noœci promieniowej wybranych parametrów technicz-
nych drewna sosny zwyczajnej, zak³adaj¹c ¿e czynni-
kiem ró¿nicuj¹cym bêd¹ warunki wzrostu i rozwoju
okreœlone typem gruntu lub te¿ sposobem jego u¿ytko-
wania przed wprowadzeniem obecnego pokolenia
drzew. Analizie poddano dwie grupy drzew, z wybra-
nych krajowych lokalizacji, z których jedna wyros³a na
gruntach porolnych, a druga – na gruntach okreœlonych
jako leœne. Wartoœci œrednie dla gêstoœci umownej
badanego drewna, tj. 435 kg/m3 dla drzew z gruntów
porolnych oraz 478 kg/m3 w przypadku drzew
wyros³ych na gruntach leœnych, zbli¿one s¹ do gêstoœci
drewna tego gatunku w tym po³o¿eniu geograficznym
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Tabela 7. Wartoœci p dla porównañ wielokrotnych wytrzyma³oœci na zginanie statyczne

Table 7. P values for multiple comparisons of static bending strength

Warunki wzrostu – grunty porolne

Growth conditions – farmland soil
Warunki wzrostu – grunty leœne

Growth conditions – forest soil

Strefa / Zone I II III IV V Strefa / Zone I II III IV V

I --- I ---

II 0,0000 --- II 0,0000 ---

III 0,0000 0,0069 --- III 0,0000 0,7864 ---

IV 0,0000 0,0173 1,0000 --- IV 0,0000 1,0000 0,0010 ---

V 0,0000 1,0000 0,0000 0,0000 --- V 0,0000 0,0015 0,0000 0,9125 ---



(Paschalis 1980; Witkowska 1997). Podobnie wartoœci
wytrzyma³oœci na œciskanie wzd³u¿ w³ókien (P – 19,73
MPa, L – 21,85 MPa) oraz wytrzyma³oœci na zginanie
statyczne (P – 48,91 MPa, L – 55,46 MPa) kszta³tuj¹ siê
na poziomie porównywalnym do wartoœci podawanych
miêdzy innymi przez Pazdrowskiego (1992, 2004).

Jelonek i inni (2005, 2010) twierdz¹, ¿e gêstoœæ
drewna drzew wyros³ych w warunkach porolnych jest
wy¿sza, a wytrzyma³oœæ na zginanie statyczne i œcis-
kanie wzd³u¿ w³ókien ni¿sza (przy wilgotnoœci drewna
powy¿ej punktu nasycenia w³ókien) w stosunku do
gêstoœci i w³aœciwoœci mechanicznych drewna drzew
pochodz¹cych z gruntów leœnych. Zdaniem autorów
przyczyna takiego zjawiska tkwi prawdopodobnie we
w³aœciwoœciach tkanki drzewnej na poziomie œciany ko-
mórkowej. Wyniki uzyskane w omawianym badaniu s¹
analogiczne wzglêdem parametrów mechanicznych,
natomiast wynik uzyskany w odniesieniu do gêstoœci
drewna jest odwrotny. Sosna zwyczajna na gruncie po-
rolnym przyrasta na gruboœæ dynamiczniej ni¿ w œrodo-
wisku gruntów typowo leœnych, zw³aszcza w m³odym
wieku (Tomczak et al. 2009). Ma to wiêc wp³yw na
w³aœciwoœci drewna, poniewa¿ u drzew iglastych kore-
luj¹ one negatywnie z wielkoœci¹ przyrostu rocznego
gruboœci (Lindström 1996; Aleinikovas 2007). Szcze-
góln¹ dla porównania stref¹ na przekroju poprzecznym
pnia jest wiêc czêœæ przyrdzeniowa. W³aœnie w tej czêœci
ró¿nice miêdzy gêstoœci¹ i wytrzyma³oœci¹ drewna P i L
by³y istotne statystycznie. W strefie przyobwodowej
drewno ró¿ni³o siê wy³¹cznie pod wzglêdem gêstoœci
umownej.

Drewno po³o¿one w centralnej czêœci przekroju po-
przecznego pnia jest szczególnym typem tkanki drzew-
nej. Charakterystyczne pod wzglêdem makro jak i mi-
kroskopowym drewno m³odociane ró¿ni siê budow¹
i w³aœciwoœciami od otaczaj¹cego go drewna dojrza³ego
(Tomczak et al. 2010; Gryc et al. 2011; Tomczak, Jelo-
nek 2012). Odmiennoœæ ta jest cech¹ naturaln¹ ka¿dego
gatunku, stwierdzan¹ niezale¿nie od czynnika ró¿nicu-
j¹cego grupy badanych drzew (Abdel-Gadir, Krahmer
1993; Guler et al. 2007). Gêstoœæ i wytrzyma³oœæ drewna
sosny zwyczajnej generalnie roœnie w kierunku od rdze-
nia do obwodu, pocz¹tkowo bardzo dynamicznie, co jest
powszechnie znan¹ prawid³owoœci¹ (Kärenlampi, Riek-
kinen 2004). Na podstawie uzyskanych wyników stwier-
dzono, ¿e tylko strefa I (po³o¿ona najbli¿ej rdzenia)
ró¿ni³a siê statystycznie od wszystkich pozosta³ych stref
i to zarówno pod wzglêdem gêstoœci umownej, jak
i wytrzyma³oœci na zginanie statyczne oraz œciskanie
wzd³u¿ w³ókien. Stref¹ zdecydowanie ró¿ni¹c¹ siê od
pozosta³ych by³a równie¿ czêœæ przekroju poprzecznego
pnia po³o¿ona na jego obwodzie. Zaobserwowano bo-
wiem, ¿e przeciêtna gêstoœæ i wytrzyma³oœæ drewna
roœnie, po czym obni¿a siê. W przypadku jednak gêstoœci

i wytrzyma³oœci drewna drzew wyros³ych w warunkach
gruntów leœnych, w strefie przyobwodowej, odnotowa-
no ponowny wzrost ich wartoœci.

Wed³ug Klisza (2011) budowa drewna (cechy bio-
metryczne cewek) pozostaje pod silnym wp³ywem czyn-
nika genetycznego, natomiast cechy s³oja pod dominu-
j¹cym wp³ywem czynnika œrodowiskowego (œrednimi
temperaturami wybranych miesiêcy okresu wegetacyj-
nego). Porównuj¹c zmiennoœæ promieniow¹ analizowa-
nych parametrów technicznych drewna, przypuszczaæ
mo¿na, ¿e kszta³tuje siê ona przede wszystkim pod
wp³ywem czynnika genetycznego. Natomiast uzyskane
wartoœci charakteryzuj¹ce analizowane w³aœciwoœci
sugeruj¹, ¿e jest to wp³yw czynnika œrodowiskowego
(typu gruntu).

Przyjêty w badaniu czynnik – typ gruntu – ró¿nicuje
grupy drzew przede wszystkim pod wzglêdem wartoœci
charakteryzuj¹cych analizowane w³aœciwoœci drewna.
Zmiennoœæ promieniowa gêstoœci umownej oraz wy-
trzyma³oœci na œciskanie wzd³u¿ w³ókien i zginanie sta-
tyczne jest u sosen pochodz¹cych z gruntów porolnych i
leœnych bardzo podobna, przy czym zauwa¿yæ mo¿na,
¿e u sosen wyros³ych w warunkach gruntów porolnych
zmiany s¹ bardziej dynamiczne. Drewno takie jest wo-
bec tego bardziej niejednorodne.

5. Wnioski

1. Promieniowa zmiennoœæ w³aœciwoœci drewna sos-
ny zwyczajnej wyros³ej w warunkach gruntów porol-
nych jest zbli¿ona do zmiennoœci charakteryzuj¹cej
drzewa kontrolne – rosn¹ce w warunkach gruntów
leœnych.

2. W obu grupach drzew najni¿sz¹ gêstoœæ i wytrzy-
ma³oœæ zaobserwowano w strefie przyrdzeniowej (m³o-
docianej). Drewno o najwy¿szej gêstoœci i wytrzyma-
³oœci po³o¿one by³o w centralnej czêœci promienia.

3. Drewno pochodz¹ce z czêœci przyobwodowej
przekroju poprzecznego pnia obu porównywanych grup
ró¿ni siê istotnie jedynie pod wzglêdem gêstoœci umow-
nej.

4. Drewno sosny zwyczajnej na gruncie porolnym w
porównaniu do drewna drzew na gruncie leœnym charak-
teryzuje siê istotnie ni¿sz¹ gêstoœci¹ umown¹, wytrzy-
ma³oœci¹ na œciskanie wzd³u¿ w³ókien oraz na zginanie
statyczne.
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Abstract. The soil of former farmland greatly differs from forest soil, and significantly influences tree growth and 
development compared with other site factors. The effect may also be reflected indirectly in radial variability of wood. 
This study compared radial variation of wood density, compressive strength along the grain and static bending strength 
of wood of Scots pine trees growing on former farmland and forest soils. The analyses were conducted in eight mature 
pine stands. On the basis of the stand description, four stands were classified as growing on forest soil (L) and four 
as growing on former farmland soil (P). A total of 24 model trees were selected, twelve on each soil type. Analyses 
of wood properties were conducted along four axes from the cross sectional radius of the trees at breast height. Our 
analyses showed that radial variation in wood properties of Scots pine (from selected locations in Poland) growing 
on former farmland is similar to the variation among the control trees growing on forest soils. In both groups of trees, 
the lowest density and the lowest strength were in the pith (juvenile) zone. Wood with the highest density and greatest 
strength was located in the central part of the radius. Wood of Scots pine trees growing on former farmland soils 
in comparison to that of trees growing on forest soil was characterised by a statistically lower basic density, lower 
compressive strength along the grain and static bending strength.

Key words: basic density, static bending strength, compressive strength along fibers

1. Introduction 

Coniferous species are characterised by variability 
of wood properties. In general, basic density and tree 
strength increase together with cambial age in the cross-
section of a tree trunk (Kärenlampi, Riekkinen 2004). 
The phenomenon is connected with - inter alia - changes 
that occur in a macrostructure of wood. It is mainly  
a symptom of the maturation of the tree. Apart from tree 
age, varied environmental factors influence the process 
of forming wood tissue.

Former agricultural soil is a transformed ecosystem 
in which soil is exceptionally the non-forest element 
(Michalski et al. 2006). The soil changes under the 
influence of afforestation (Alriksson, Olsson 1995; Ritter 

et. al. 2003; Hagen-Thorn et. al. 2004), in particular its 
properties such as porosity, pH, and element content 
(Olszewska, Smal 2008; Smal, Olszewska 2008).

Soil is an important element of forest habitat that 
influences tree growth and development conditions; 
therefore, it has an influence on wood structure and 
properties. Forest site-type influences the amount of 
sapwood and heartwood, as well as mature and juvenile 
wood in a tree trunk (Jakubowski 2004). Pazdrowski  
i Spława-Neyman (1996) have observed that Scots 
pine wood, grown on varied forest site types, differs 
significantly on the basis of wood density, compressive 
strength along the grain, and static bending strength. 
Jelonek et al. (2005, 2008b, 2009) have worked on 
comparing wood properties of the Scots pine grown on 



Forest Research Papers172

former agricultural soil and those grown on forest soil. 
They have observed that comparing to wood obtained 
from trees grown on typical forest soil, wood obtained 
from the forest stand grown on former agricultural soil 
has been characterised by lower static bending strength 
and compressive strength along the grain at higher basic 
density. However, pines grown on forest soil have been 
characterised by wood of higher compressive strength 
along the grain and static bending strength (Jelonek et 
al. 2010).

In forestry practices, technical maturity of forest 
stands is equal to forest maturity. The forest stand, 
which reaches maturity, is characterised by proper 
quality and forest health. Its further growth is a time of 
its decay and progressive wood depreciation. Tomczak 
et al. (2009) have observed, analysing quantity changes 
in macrostructure of the tree that occurred during trees’ 
aging, that Scots pine grown on former agricultural soil 
can reach technical wood maturity earlier. Jelonek et al. 
(2008a) had a similar observation while analysing the 
heartwood. Based on the fact that wood properties are  
a good indicator of changes that occur during trees’ 
aging and under the influence of external factors, they 
can be used to make parallel comparisons.

Aim of the paper was to compare radial variation 
of basic density, compressive strength along the grain, 
and static bending strength of the Scots pine grown on 
varied conditions determined by a soil type or by a way 
of soil exploitation before introducing current trees.

2. Research methods

The analyses were conducted in eight mature 
monoculture pine stands, V and VI age class, grown in 
optimal habitat conditions for the species. Two fields 
were chosen from each forest division: Drawsko-
Pomorskie Forest Division, Trzebielino Forest Division, 
Warcino Forest Division (RDSF Szczecinek), and 
Olesno Forest Division (RDSF Katowice). On the basis 
of the stand description, four stands were classified as 
growing on forest soil (L) and four as growing on former 
agricultural soil (P) (Table 1). Afforestation on former 
agricultural soil is defined as forest stands grown on the 
area in the first generation, as well as in the second if the 
first generation did not reach maturity because of tree 
fungal diseases (Forest Management Instruction 2012). 
Selection of stands from each location was done based 
on two criteria: a forest site type and stand quality index. 
We assumed that these would be identical features both 
for forest stand grown on former agricultural soil, and 
for forest stand grown on forest soil.

In each forest stand, on the 0,5 ha test field, diameter 
at breast height of all growing trees was measured 
and classified in 2-centimeter levels of thickness. Tree 
height was also measured in the group of trees selected 
in proportion to the number of trees within the same 
level of thickness. Measurements of model trees were 
done using the Urich I method. Three trees represented 
each stand (a total of 24 trees were selected). Average 

Table 1. Selected taxation characteristics of stands with established mean sample plots
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Drawsko Pom.
BMśw 88 0,9 30 22 II Prz L RDb
BMśw 88 0,8 32 23 II Prz P RDb

Trzebielino
BMśw 100 0,9 32 22 II Prz L RDb
BMśw 86 0,9 33 23 II Prz P RDb

Warcino
Bśw 97 0,9 30 22 II Um L RDb
Bśw 102 0,9 35 23 II Um P RDb

Olesno
LMśw 101 1,0 34 27 I Prz L RDw
LMśw 91 1,0 33 28 I Prz P RDw

L – forest soil; P – former farm land soil; Bśw – fresh coniferous forest; BMśw – mixed fresh coniferous forest; LMśw – mixed fresh broadleaved 
forest; RDb – rusty podzolic soil; RDw – rusty soil; Prz – dashed; Um – moderate
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height of model trees in the stand described as grown on 
former agricultural soil was 24,7±2,6 m, and diameter 
at breast height was 34,3±8,5 cm. The tree crown was 
characterised by average diameter of 5,6±1,4 m and 
average length of 7,4±1,5 m. Measurements of trees in 
stands described as grown on forest soil were: height 
25,3±6,5 m, diameter at breast height 34,2±6,5 cm, 
diameter of tree crown 5,8±1,4 m, length of tree crown 
7,2±1,4 m.

Samples from the level of diameter of breast height 
were collected for laboratory analyses towards further 
research. Average cambial age (d1,3) of trees L was 93 
years, and 90 years for trees P. Average breadth of the  
one-year-old ring in the group L was 1,5 mm, and that in 
the group P was 1,7 mm. Average contribution of late wood 
in the one-year-old ring was 36% in both analysed groups.

Normalised sampling was done from the collected 
material. Subsequently, according to standard speci- 
fications, basic density (Qu), compressive strength 
along the grain (CS), and static bending strength (BS) 
were specified (PN-77/D-04101; PN-77/D-04103; 
PN-79/D-04102). Each section was represented by 
samples selected along four axes oriented according to 
four geographical directions. For each sample, relative 
distance of its location from the pith was measured. 
It was assigned to one of the five zones located along 
radius: I (0,00–0,20), II (0,21–0,40), III (0,41–0,60), 
IV (0,61–0,80), V (0,81–0,10). Therefore, data set 
was obtained and analysed using Statistica program. 
Normality of the distribution was tested using the 
Shapiro-Wilk test. Using the U Mann-Whitney test, 
values describing population were tested if they were 
equally high.

3. Research results

In total, basic density of pines grown on former 
agricultural soil (QuP) was 435 kg/m3. It was significantly 
lower than the basic density of pines grown on forest 
soil (QuL), which was 478 kg/m3. Values for each zone, 
containing selected fragments of diameter at breast 
height section, indicate that regarding basic density 
it was pith wood (zone I) that differed the most. The 
difference was 73 kg/m3 (21,0%). Wood in the zone 
IV was the least differential. The difference was 21 
kg/m3 (4,6%). In the remaining zones, the following 
disproportions were observed: II 72 kg/m3 (17,6%), III 
34 kg/m3 (7,3%), V 32 kg/m3 (7,1%.) In all zones QuL 
was statistically significantly higher than QuP (Table 2). 

Radial variation Qu was very similar in the pith part (zone 
I and II). Maximum of the parameter value increase was in 
zone III (QuL earlier was closer to the pith). Then, significant 
decrease could be observed. However, QuP decreased in 
proportion to the increase of the distance from the pith, and 
QuL started to increase again at some point. Between zones I 
and II, QuP increased by 64 kg/m3 on average, and between 
zones II and III by 47 kg/m3. However, between zones III 
and IV it decreased by 4 kg/m3, and between IV and V by 
another 4 kg/m3. Regarding QuL, differences were in the 
following order: 63,9, 17,7 kg/m3 (Table 2).

Multiple testing of Qu proved that in trees P and L the 
pith zone of cross-section (I) differed statistically from 
the remaining zones. As distinct from tree L, in tree P 
statistical differences were also observed between zones 
II and III, III and IV, and IV and V (Table 3). Analysing 
differences strictly between neighbouring zones, it was 
observed that in P statistical significant disproportion was 

Table 2. Characteristics of the basic density (Qu) and U Mann-Whitney test results

Zone
Growth conditions – farmland soil Growth conditions – forest soil

p
Qu [kg/m3] n SD [kg/m3] VC [%] Qu [kg/m3] n SD [kg/m3] VC [%]

I 348 26 45 12,9 421 27 55 13,1 0,000017*
II 412 63 48 11,6 484 59 57 11,7 0,000000*
III 459 68 45 9,8 493 64 35 7,2 0,000007*
IV 455 68 45 10,0 476 60 35 7,4 0,001048*
V 451 44 39 8,7 483 43 31 6,3 0,000120*

Total 435 269 56 12,9 478 253 47 9,9 0,000000*

n – sample size
SD – standard deviation
VC – variation coefficient
* marked effects are significant at p<0,01
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Table 3. P values for multiple comparisons of basic density

Growth conditions – farmland soil Growth conditions – forest soil
Zone I II III IV V Zone I II III IV V

I – I –
II 0,0004 – II 0,0000 –
III 0,0000 0,0000 – III 0,0000 1,0000 –
IV 0,0000 0,0000 1,0000 – IV 0,0000 1,0000 0,2685 –
V 0,0000 1,0000 0,0000 0,0001 – V 0,0000 0,0401 0,0000 0,2229 –

Table 4. Characteristics of the compressive strength along fibre (CS) and U Mann-Whitney test results

Zone
Growth conditions – farmland soil Growth conditions – forest soil

p
CS [MPa] n SD [MPa] VC [%] CS [MPa] n SD [MPa] VC [%]

I 14,91 22 4,12 27,67 19,71 26 4,59 23,31 0,000436*
II 18,70 63 4,67 24,98 22,61 59 4,52 19,97 0,000009*
III 21,07 64 3,82 18,11 22,78 62 3,97 17,42 0,010148**
IV 20,86 66 4,48 21,49 21,77 60 3,65 16,78 0,131432
V 19,97 41 4,17 20,88 20,88 42 3,30 15,79 0,153494

Total 19,73 256 4,61 23,35 21,85 249 4,09 18,72 0,000000*

  * marked effects are significant at p<0,01
** marked effects are significant at p<0,05
other designations as in Table 2

Table 5. P values for multiple comparisons of the compressive strength along fibre

Growth conditions – farmland soil Growth conditions – forest soil
Zone I II III IV V Zone I II III IV V

I – I –
II 0,0000 – II 0,0000 –
III 0,0000 0,2323 – III 0,0000 1,0000 –
IV 0,0000 0,5727 1,0000 – IV 0,0000 1,0000 1,0000 –
V 0,0000 1,0000 0,0000 0,0000 – V 0,0007 0,0000 0,0000 0,0030 –

Table 6. Characteristics of the static bending strength (BS) and U Mann-Whitney test results

Zone
Growth conditions – farmland soil Growth conditions – forest soil

p
BS [MPa] n SD [MPa] VC [%] BS [MPa] n SD [MPa] VC [%]

I 31,75 22 10,30 32,45 42,67 24 15,53 36,38 0,010747**
II 45,55 56 13,56 29,76 55,57 57 11,78 21,20 0,000011*
III 54,04 60 14,47 26,77 59,18 63 12,43 21,00 0,015799**
IV 51,55 65 11,35 22,01 55,95 52 11,46 20,48 0,108554
V 51,25 37 8,32 16,24 56,52 38 12,77 22,59 0,081735

Total 48,91 240 13,69 27,98 55,46 234 13,18 23,77 0,000000*

  * Marked effects are significant at p<0,01
** Marked effects are significant at p<0,05
 other designations as in Table 2
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between zones I and II, II and III, IV and V; otherwise, it 
was only between zones I and II in L (Table 3).

Compressive strength along fibres of Scots pines 
grown on former agricultural soil (CSP) was statistically 
significantly lower than wood of pines grown on forest 
soil (CSL). Analysing differences in each zone, the 
highest differences were observed in zones I and II in 
the following order: 4,80 and 3,91 (MPa), i.e. 32,2% 
and 20,9%, respectively, statistical significant at p<0,01. 
In zone III, the difference was 1,71 MPa (8,1%) and it 
was statistical significant at p<0,05. In zones IV and V, 
observed disproportions numbered 0,91 MPa, viz. about 
4% and they were not statistical significant (Table 4).

Radial variation CSP and CSL was comparable, 
however CSP changes seemed to be more dynamic 
(zones I, II). In both analysed cases, the maximum of 
the parameter value increase was located at the mid-
length of the radius (the zone III). When it crossed the 
maximum, the average value of CS decreased, although 
changes in CSL values were of greater dynamics. Average 
value CSP of zone II was higher than the value of zone I 
by 3,8 MPa, and of zone III by 2,4 MPa than of zone II. 
The value of zone IV compared to that of zone III was 
lower by 0,2 MPa, and of zone V compared to zone IV 
by 0,9 MPa. The CSL differences between zones were 
in the following order (from the pith to circumference 
direction): 2,9; 0,2; 1,0; 0,9 MPa (Table 4).

Multiple testing of average CS for each zone indicated 
that there were similar diversity of values in L and P. 
Absence of differences between zones II and V in P was 
an exception. When neighbouring zones were compared, 
statistical significant differences in P and L were found 
only between zones I and II, besides IV and V (Table 5). 

Similar to case Qu and CS, wood of trees grown on 
forest soil (BSL) was of higher static bending strength. 
The observed difference was 6,55 MPa (13,4%) and it 
was statistical significant. Regarding BS, wood of zone 
I (10,9 MPa) differed the most, and wood of zone IV  

(4,4 MPa) the least. In zone II, differences were statistical 
significant at the level p<0,01, but in zones I and III at 
p<0,05. In zones IV and V, statistical differences were 
not observed (Table 6).

The analysed groups of trees were characterised by 
similar value distribution of static bending strength (BS) 
on the radius. In the pith zone the value of BS increased 
dynamically. Differences between zones I and II were 13,8 
MPa for the group of trees grown on former agricultural 
soil, and 12,9 MPa for the group of trees grown on forest 
soil. Differences between zones II and III were slightly 
lower and were in the following order: 8,5 and 3,6 MPa. In 
the zone III, viz. at the mid-length of the radius, the value 
of BS reached maximum and when compared, in zone IV 
it was significantly lower by 2,5 MPa (former agricultural 
soil) and 3,2 MPa (forest soil). Between zones close to the 
circumference (IV and V), the observed differences were 
small: about 0,3 for trees grown on former agricultural soil 
and 0,6 MPa for trees grown on forest soil (Table 6).

Parameter diversity BS was similar to Qu. The pith 
zone (I) differed the most from other zones. It was ob-
served both in case of trees grown on former agricultural 
soil and trees grown on forest soil. Remaining statistical 
significant differences are presented in Table 7.

4. Discussion

Genes and tree growth and development conditions 
influence cambium activity and – ipso facto – wood 
structure. Hence, wood properties are affected by  
a combination genetic and environmental factors, i.e. 
reflection of changes in tree and its environment.

The paper presents results of radial variation in 
selected technical wood parameters of Scots pines. 
We assumed that growth and development conditions, 
specified by soil type or the way of using it before 
introducing the current tree generation, are the 
differentiation factor.

Table 7. P values for multiple comparisons of static bending strength

Growth conditions – farmland soil Growth conditions – forest soil
Zone I II III IV V Zone I II III IV V

I – I –
II 0,0000 – II 0,0000 –
III 0,0000 0,0069 – III 0,0000 0,7864 –
IV 0,0000 0,0173 1,0000 – IV 0,0000 1,0000 0,0010 –
V 0,0000 1,0000 0,0000 0,0000 – V 0,0000 0,0015 0,0000 0,9125 –
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Average values for basic density of analysed wood, 
viz. 435 kg/m3 for trees grown on former agricultural soil 
and 478 kg/m3 for trees grown on forest soil, are similar to 
wood density of the species in this geographical location 
(Paschalis 1980; Witkowska 1997). Likewise values of 
compressive strength along fibres (P – 19,73 MPa, L – 
21,85 MPa) and static bending strength (P – 48,91 MPa, 
L – 55,46 MPa) are similar, for instance, to values in the 
Pazdrowski (1992) and Pazdrowski (2004) research.

Jelonek et al. (2005, 2010) claim that wood density of 
trees grown on former agricultural soil is higher, and that 
the static bending strength and compressive strength along 
fibres are lower (by wood humidity over fibre saturation 
point) than wood density and wood mechanical properties 
of trees grown on forest soil. In our opinion, tree tissue 
properties at the level of cell-wall are the reason of the 
aforementioned phenomenon. Results obtained from our 
research are analogous to mechanical parameters. However, 
the result obtained in regard to basic density is opposite. 
Scots pine grown on former agricultural soil increases its 
thickness more dynamically than on the forest soil, in the 
juvenile age particularly (Tomczak et al. 2009). Hence, it 
influences wood properties, because in regard to conifers 
it negatively correlates with the amount of annual growth 
increment thickness (Lindström 1996; Aleinikovas 2007). 
Hence, the pith zone is significant for comparison in the 
trunk cross-section. In the pith zone, differences between 
basic density and wood strength of P and L were statistically 
significant. In the zone close to circumference, wood differs 
only on the basis of basic density.

Wood located in the central part of a trunk cross 
section is a distinctive type of tree tissue. Regarding 
structure and properties, juvenile wood, that is distinctive 
in regard to macro- and microscopic properties, differs 
from mature wood that surrounds it (Tomczak et al. 
2010; Gryc et al. 2011, Tomczak, Jelonek 2012). Such 
distinctness is a feature natural for every species, and 
is observed regardless of the factor that differentiates  
a group of researched trees (Abdel-Gadir, Krahmer 1993; 
Guler et al. 2007). Basic density and wood strength of Scots 
pine increase from the pith to circumference direction. 
It increases very dynamically at the beginning, what is a 
commonly known as regularity (Kärenlampi, Riekkinen 
2004). On the basis of the obtained results, it was observed 
that only zone I (located closest to the pith) differs statistically 
from all the remaining zones with regard to both basic density 
and static bending strength, including compressive strength 
along the fibres. The zone that differed significantly from 
other zones was also a part of trunk’s cross section and was 
located on the circumference. It was observed that the basic 

density and wood strength first increase and then decrease. 
However, regarding wood density and strength of trees 
grown on forest soil in the zone close to the circumference, 
a re-increase of values was observed.

According to Klisz (2011), wood structure (biometrical 
properties of tracheid) remains influenced strongly by 
genetic factors, whereas growth rings’ properties are 
influenced by the dominating environmental factors 
(average temperature in selected months of the growing 
season). Comparing radial variation in analysed technical 
wood parameters, it can be assumed that it is influenced 
by genetic factors mostly. However, the obtained values 
of analysed properties indicate that it is rather an influence 
of environmental factor (soil type). 

The factor included in the research (soil type) 
differentiates groups of trees based on the values of 
analysed wood properties mostly. Radial variation of 
basic density and static bending strength, as well as 
compressive strength along the fibres of Scots pines 
grown on former agricultural soil and forest soil is 
very similar. However, changes are more dynamic 
with regard to pines grown on former agricultural soil. 
Hence, such wood is more heterogeneous.

5. Conclusions
1) Radial variation in wood properties of Scots pine 

grown on former agricultural soil is similar to variability that 
is characteristic for the control trees grown on forest soil.

2) In both groups of trees, the lowest basic density 
and strength were observed in the pith (juvenile) zone. 
Wood of highest basic density and strength was located 
in the central part of radius.

3) Wood from the cross-section part close to 
the circumference in both groups of trunk differs 
significantly only in regard to basic density.

4) Wood of Scots pine grown on former agricultural 
soil compared to wood of trees grown on forest soil is 
characterised by significantly lower basic density, static 
bending strength, and compressive strength along fibres.
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