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In each area two
parallel
chronosequvences

each consists of 3
sites:

2-5 year old
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Fig. 2. Cluster analysis of soil nematodes in coal post-mining sites subjected to assisted
reclamation (TAR, TBR), left to natural succession (TAN, TBN) and in climax forests FAF,
TBF) in Tennessee.
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canopy cover %
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Establishment of late succession species
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Reclaimed alder plantations
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Unreclaimed succession
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Reclamation - 23 years old plot
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Spontaneous succession - 23 years old plot

Frouz et al. 2007.
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Spontaneous succession - 40 years old plot
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Seven types of forest on one large post mining heap
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Carbon in wood
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microbial respiration

microbial biomass
soil C stock

Frouz et al. 2013 Forest ecology management
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