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Abstract

Spatio-temporal modelling of tree defoliation dafathe German forest condition survey is
statistically challenging, particularly due to gréar grids. In the present study generalized
additive mixed models were used to estimate th&sspamporal trends of defoliation of the
main tree species from 1989 to 2015 and to exaihieesuitability of different monitoring
grid resolutions. Although data has been collesiade 1989, this is the first time the spatio-
temporal modelling for entire Germany has been i@driout. Besides the space-time
component, stand age showed a significant effectieioliation. The mean age and the
species-specific relation between defoliation amg aletermined the general level of
defoliation whereas fluctuations of defoliation wegrimarily related to weather conditions.
The study indicates a strong association betweengtit stress and defoliation of all four
main tree species. Intensity and duration of ineedadefoliation following drought stress was
tree species-specific. Besides direct effects ohtiner conditions, indirect effects seem to
play a further role. Defoliation of the comparablpught-tolerant species pine and oak was
primarily affected by insect infestations followirdyought whereas considerable time for
regeneration was required by beech following drouginess and recurring substantial
fructification. South-eastern Germany has emergetha region with the highest defoliation
since the drought year 2003. This region was chenaed by the strongest water deficits in
2003 compared to the long-term reference perio@. diesent study gives evidence that the
focus has moved from air pollution to climate chan&urthermore, the spatio-temporal
model was used to carry out a simulation studyoimmare different survey grid resolutions.
This grid examination indicated that an 8 x 8 knd gnstead of the standard 16 x 16 km grid
is necessary for spatio-temporal trend estimatimhfar detecting hot-spots in defoliation in

space and time, especially regarding oak.



1 Introduction

The forest condition survey represents a fundarhepdat of the Europe-wide forest
monitoring, which was initiated as consequencehef discussion on forest dieback in the
1980ies. Anthropogenic air pollution, in particulaf sulphur (S) and nitrogen (N)
compounds, was discussed as main cause of the ypewof forest damage (Schopfer &
Hradetzky 1984, Schiitt et al. 1983, Ulrich 1984gagures to mitigate air pollution as well as
the establishment of the “International Co-opertiProgramme on Assessment and
Monitoring of Air Pollution Effects on Forests” (RCForests) in 1985 were initiated under the
Convention on Long-Range Transboundary Air polltifCLRTAP) by the Economic
Commission for Europe of the United Nations (UNECHEthods for the forest condition
survey are widely harmonised and standardised ¢inamut Europe and are recorded in the
ICP Forests manual (Eichhorn et al. 2016), which ¢t@ntinuously been subject to updates
since its first publication in 1985. The surveyp&formed on the wide-scale monitoring plots
(Level I), which were established wherever foresincided with a 16 x 16 km grid over
Europe (Ferretti et al. 2010). The forest conditsamvey is primarily based on defoliation,
which denotes the loss of needles or leaves irctben of a tree compared to a local or
absolute reference tree with full foliage. Defabatrepresents the most widely used indicator
for the assessment of tree condition and vitalHiclthorn et al. 2016, Ferretti 1997, Innes
1993). The estimation of defoliation takes placugily using binoculars. A quality assurance
programme including e.g. national training courgEsckenscheidt & Wellbrock 2014;
Eichhorn et al. 2016) has been initiated in ordecdntrol consistency and reproducibility of

defoliation data.

In Germany, the condition of forest trees was reedrfirst in 1984 and has been carried out
annually throughout Germany since 1990. Grid desadibns in addition to the 16 x 16 km

grid are common within German federal states. Iditamh, changes of the grid over time
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occurred. Irregular grids and thus irregular tineeiess represent one of several characteristics
of the defoliation data which make the spatio-terapevaluation statistically challenging.
Geoadditive models (Fahrmeier & Lang 2001, Kammé&nkVand 2003) and generalized
additive mixed models (GAMMS) (Lin & Zhang 1999)Meabeen proposed for the evaluation
of defoliation data. Inference can be based eitdmefull Bayesian posterior analysis using
Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) techniques or onpémgal Bayesian posterior analysis
using mixed model techniques. Approaches were stiggdor binary data (Fahrmeir & Lang
2001, Musio et al. 2007, Musio et al. 2008) anddatinal data (Augustin et al. 2007, Kneib
& Fahrmeir 2011). Up to date, spatio-temporal minaglof continuous defoliation data has
only been published by Augustin et al. (2009) fadBn-Wuerttemberg. The authors used
GAMMs and inference was based on mixed model metlogg. These GAMMs are also
promising regarding spatio-temporal modelling ofotlation throughout Germany. One of
the most important aspects of spatio-temporal niogelis the handling of the spatio-
temporal trend and the interaction of space and.timthe proposed model this aspect can be
managed using the scale invariant tensor produeichnvs a three-dimensional smoothing
function of space and time (Wood 2006a, Wood 20Tfig tensor product allows modelling
of data derived from irregular grids as well (Augpuiset al. 2009). Models using the tensor
product are most likely superior compared to modeishich the spatial and temporal effects
enter the model additively, such as models propbgeldneib & Fahrmeir (2011), since it is
unlikely that the spatial trend of defoliation @ditive in time (Augustin et al. 2009). Another
advantage of GAMMs is that (non-)linear effects iofluencing parameters can also be
modelled by using smoothing functions (Augustinakt2009, Wood 2017). In the case of
defoliation it is well known that the level of déidion depends on tree age (Klap et al. 2000,
Seidling 2007). Thus, tree age can be considerdaeimmodel and trends solely based on tree
age can be separated from trends caused by oth@meiers (e.g. air pollution, weather

conditions). GAMMs further support a wide rangecofrelation structures (Wood 2017).
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Annual descriptions of the time trend of defoliaticonsidering the 16 x 16 km grid only, are
published by the Federal Ministry of Food and Agltere (BMEL; e.g. BMEL 2017).
Statistical evaluations of the spatio-temporal dgwaent of defoliation in Germany are
hitherto lacking. Age-adjusted spatio-temporal dare crucial for identifying regions with
high mean defoliation. In addition, the suitabildf/the 16 x 16 km grid as well as of denser
grid resolutions with respect to nationwide spagioyporal modelling have not been
examined for Germany up to date and generally nasttemd results of grid examinations
regarding the forest condition survey have rareBerb published (Kohl et al. 1994,
Saborowski et al. 1997). Therefore, the preserttystims to i) estimate the spatio-temporal
trends of defoliation of the main tree species Norwpruce Ricea abiegL.) Karst), Scots
pine Pinus sylvestrid..), European beechirégus sylvaticd..) and pedunculated and sessile
oak Quercus robui.. andQ. petraea(Matt.) Liebl., treated together) in Germany fra889

to 2015 using GAMMSs and all available grid densitzs well as to iii) examine the suitability
of different monitoring grid resolutions, which lealseen used in the past, for spatio-temporal

modelling using GAMMs by comparing the respectivediction errors.

2 Materials and methods

2.1 Data of the forest condition survey

Annual data of the forest condition survey of Gemgnegs available from 1989 to 2015. Tree
defoliation represents the main parameter of theeyuand is given in 5% classes from 0%
(no defoliation) to 100% (dead tree). Further paetars such as fructification and abiotic and
biotic damage causes are also recorded. The igaésdi trees have to belong to Kraft class 1
(dominant) to 3 (subdominant), hence no suppretseed are considered. The federal states
are responsible for data collection, which is maomgafor the 16 x 16 km grid throughout
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Germany. From 2006 to 2008 during the second natifmmest soil inventory (NFSI 1), the
forest condition survey was conducted nationwideanr8 x 8 km grid with exception of the
federal states Rhineland-Palatinate (4 x 12 km % 16 km), Saarland (2 x 4 km) and
Schleswig-Holstein (8 x 4 km), which had densedgriData of the corresponding denser
grids are further available for Baden-Wuerttembdfigsse, Lower Saxony and Saxony-
Anhalt from 2005 to 2015, for Mecklenburg-Westeronterania from 1991 to 2015, for
Rhineland-Palatinate additionally from 2009 to 2@t@ for Saarland from 2009 to 2015. A
partial data set of the denser grid is further mted by Bavaria from 2009 to 2015. Two
federal states changed their initial grid to cadeciwith the grid of the national forest
inventory (Bavaria in 2006 and Brandenburg in 200®}he following evaluations GAMMs
were only used for the four main tree species. Mgrapruce represented the most frequent
tree species of Germany with 32.0% of all treeshen16 x 16 km grid, followed by Scots
pine with 29.1%, European beech with 16.2% and widlk 6.2%. The two oak specié€3.
robur and Q. petraeawere regarded together due to occurrence of higlatidn. It needs
however to be kept in mind that 16% of the treab ribt belong to the main tree species.
Evaluations were carried out on plot level. The mstand age for one tree species of one plot
was estimated from the ages of single trees. la sd®re the youngest or oldest tree of a plot
deviated more than 20 years from the plot meanstiled age was classified as ‘irregular’.
For plots without single tree age specification %2%f the plots, e.g. systematically for
Bavaria from 1989 to 2005), the non-species-spedfand age of the plot given in the
database was used. Hence, for 98% of the plots avitbast one tree belonging to the main
tree species, a stand age (other than ‘irregueay available. The mean stand age (median
weighted according to the number of trees per plegarding the 16 x 16 km grid differed
among the species and this was primarily due teemery old trees in the deciduous species.
In 2015 (1989-2015) the mean stand ages of sppiree, beech and oak amounted to 73 (70),

86 (70), 104 (90) and 110 (103) years, respectiviedy all species the increase in age from
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1989 to 2015 was notably lower than 26 years. Beges growing in the Northern Lowland
were on average slightly younger than pine treethénremainder of Germany. Each plot
having at least one tree belonging to the maindpseies and having a stand age was used for
the statistical evaluations. Therefore, the totamnhber of unique plots ranged from 290 in
1989 (only 16 x 16 km grid without former Easterar@any) and 392 in 1990, respectively
(only 16 x 16 km grid and entire Germany), to 18072008 (16 x 16 km grid and grid

densifications in all federal states).

2.2 Spatio-temporal model for mean defoliation

We modelled the spatio-temporal defoliation momitgrdata by species using a GAMM (Lin
& Zhang 1999, Wood 2006a, Wood 2017). This spatiogoral model was based on the one

developed in Augustin et al. (2009):

1
logit E(y;) = logit(u;r) = f1(stand age;;) + f,(easting;, northing;, yeary) 1)

wherey; is the mean defoliation of one of Norway spruagsgtS pine, European beech or oak
for sample plof =1, ..., n and for year=1, ..., 27, averaged over all trees of the reppect

species at sample plotBefore averaging, the defoliation class of a leingee was converted

into a continuous variable by using the midpointteé class. The logit link was used since
defoliation represents an estimated percentagetladogit link ensured that fitted values
were bounded in (0,1). The functidnis a one-dimensional smooth function of stand;age
using a penalized cubic regression spline basis.flihctionf; is a three-dimensional smooth
function of the year and of the coordinates (egstamd northing of the Gaul3-Krliger
coordinate system, GK4), which is a tensor prodsrobother constructed from a two-
dimensional marginal smooth for space and a mdrgmeoth for time (Augustin et al.

2009). The marginal bases are a two-dimensionalglate regression spline basis for easting
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and northing and a cubic regression spline basisyéar. The tensor product of the two
marginal smooths is used so that different persaloe space (meter) and time (years) are
used (Wood 2006a, Wood 2017). For the error temmultivariate Normal distribution was
assumed as M( 6° A). The covariance matri is a block diagonal matrix with théd' i
subvectore; having covariance matriA;, which is related to the residuals of one ploter
time. The covariance matrix; further contains on the diagonal the weights;,JWherea;; is

the number of trees assessed at partd yeat. The temporal correlation was modelled by a
first order autoregressive-moving average procaBVA(1,1)) (Pinheiro & Bates 2000), i.e.
€t = Q€1 + PG-1 + Gt wheree and p represented correlation parameters arfdllows a
Normal distribution with an expected value of zeithe ARMA(L1,1) process was most

suitable for all four tree species according to ela@lection.

Parameter estimation can be carried out as forM&lusing penalized quasi-likelihood with
standard mixed modelling software (Augustin 200@, & Zhang 1999, Wood 2004, Wood
2017). This is possible since the GAMM in equatf{@h corresponds to a generalized linear

mixed model (GLMM) because the smooth functibrendf, can be rewritten as:

. (2)
logit(E (yit)) = X;e3+ Zyb

The matricesX and Z are the design matrices containing the basis ilmgtevaluated for
each observation at ploand yeat. The matrixX contains the parts of the basis function to
which the unpenalized coefficien®sapply, e.g. foif; this is a straight line and the mat#x
contains all parts of the basis functions to whibh penalized coefficients apply. The
vectorb is a vector of random effects following a Normatdbution with mean zero and an

unknown positive-definite covariance matyix

For variance and trend estimation we used the Bayagpresentation of the GLMM in
equation (2). This is done by interpreting the cbaf smoother and penalty as making prior

assumptions about the smoothness of the true mc8o the penalties can be expressed as
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prior distributions on the functiong andf,. Then by using Bayes theorem, a posterior
distribution of the model parameters is obtainedigéstin et al. 2009, Silverman 1985,
Wahba 1983, Wood 2006b, Wood 2017) and this is &iwariate Normal distribution.
Hence by sampling from the multi-variate Normal teasr distribution of the model
parameters the predictive distributions of any dityaief interest can be obtained; the lower
and upper 95% quantiles constitute the crediblerwal for the quantity of interest. We use
these type of intervals because in the contextAl¥i@ls the Bayesian credible intervals have
been shown to have good coverage properties (8iber1985). All evaluations were
performed using R 3.2.2 (R Development Core Teartt5R0For the spatio-temporal
modelling of defoliation the R package mgcv (Vensin8 10; Wood 2015) was utilized. In

the appendix we give example R code for the desdrémalysis.

Residual correlation was examined by using diagngsots in which normalized residuals
were investigated in space and time (see August@h €009). This included empirical semi-
variograms (R package geoR by Ribeiro & Diggle &0las well as empirical (partial)
autocorrelation functions (R package nime by Pirthet al. (2015)). Although stand age is
confounded with space and time, collinearity betwt®e parameters stand age and year did
not occur as the correlation between stand ageyeadwas low. The Bayesian information
criterion (BIC) was used for model comparison aetedion (Schwarz 1978) due to its
suitability for data having a high sample numbempared to the number of model

parameters. Further details on the statistical auglogy are given in Augustin et al. (2009).



2.3 Trend estimation

As described above we generated predicted valueseah defoliatiorfi;, = 9., from the

posterior predictive distribution gf, and averaging overthen yieldsthe mean defoliation in

yeart

n 3)

for the p™ draw from the posterior predictive distributiofhe median and the 2.5% and

97.5% quantiles were calculated for the spdfial,) and temporal trendﬁtp). For the trend

estimation plots were not weighted by number oédreer plot because on the one hand
weighting would down-weight plots without pure sdan which would be an undesirable
characteristic of the estimator (Augustin et aD2Q and on the other hand we were interested
in a statement for the entire area of Germany paoameter estimation of the spatio-temporal
model shown in equation (1) and (2) available a@tall grid resolutions were used. For time
trend estimation we generated a predictive distioibnuas described above using an area- and
species-representative grid. We used the 16 x 1§tanof the forest condition survey i) of
2015 (grid 1) and ii) of the corresponding yeaidd). In the first case (grid 1), the grid of
2015 was transferred to all other years (1989-20d4)ch offers the possibility to exclude
the age and grid effect. In the second case (grith2 actual observed stand age of each plot

was considered as well as changes in the 16 x 1@rkh{shift, elimination/addition of plots).

2.4 Simulation study for the grid examination

In Germany, the federal states are obliged to pewhe forest condition data of the
16 x 16 km grid for the annual nationwide time ttevaluation by the BMEL. However, it is

yet unclear if this grid is sufficient for natiomié spatio-temporal trend modelling of
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defoliation. Therefore, the mean prediction errdPE) of the defoliation estimates was
estimated i) for the 16 x 16 km grid and the 8kn8 grid (the federal states having denser
grids than 8 x 8 km (Rhineland-Palatinate, Saarlamdl Schleswig-Holstein) were not
included for MPE estimations for the 16 x 16 kndgaind the 8 x 8 km grid) (approach I) and
i) for the 16 x 16 km grid and for all grid restiins available, which corresponded to the
highest available grid density (all federal statese included for MPE estimations for the
16 x 16 km grid and for all grid resolutions avhlig) (approach Il). The parameters of the
spatio-temporal model described in equation (1) @&)dwere estimated using all available
data of all federal states. For the simulation ttie estimates of the model fitted to the
observed defoliation data were assumed to be thie. tAs described above (section 2.2 and
2.3) data were simulated from the multivariate Nalrnposterior distribution of these
parameters. We draw= 1, ...,nsim(nsim= 40) set of parameters and #fedraw yields a
realisation of the predictive distribution of thesponse for all possible grid points and all

years:

(4)

Vites = lOgit_l (Xitfgs + ZitBs) = logit_l(ﬁits)
where 1j;;s IS the linear predictor simulated from the pradetdistribution and thus the

simulated data value of defoliatigr at ploti and yeat is:

5
__ exp(ies) ©)

Yits = T+ exp(iiee) + Eits
For the generation of the error term, the paramestimates relating to the ARMA error
model ¢;,~N(0,5%A;) were used. Moreover, the weightsydivere included. Under this
simulation scheme, defoliation values lower thaan@ higher than 1 were possible and were
truncated to 0 and 1, respectively. Exploratorytplshowed that the simulated defoliation
data reflected the actual observed data well. \Wwrilsited data for all sample plots available

in 2008 (year with most plots) (for approach | tfesleral states Rhineland-Palatinate,
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Saarland and Schleswig-Holstein were excluded). Sthed age of each plot was set to the
stand age of 2008 since the mean age stayed sdationstant over the whole period from
1989 to 2015. In the next step, a survey sampletalken from the simulated data and the
GAMM was fitted to the survey sample data. The dantpken was either the sample
obtained from the 16 x 16 km grid or from the 8 k8 grid of approach | or from the
16 x 16 km grid or from the denser grid of appro#ciSubsequently, the time trermgl for
Germany was estimated from the simulated sample dsing equation (3). This was then
compared with the assumed trug as estimated from the original data in equat®y 0

estimate the MPE per yetr

(6)

nsim

1
MPE; = m Z Des — Ut)z
S=

Finally, the MPE per plot and yeart was estimated by comparing the estimated mean
defoliation y,,; with the assumed trye, (from equation (1) where the parameters were

replaced by their estimates from the model fitthe actual data):

(7)

nsim

1 5 2
nsim Z Dies — Wir)
s=1

In the following the square root of the MPE is ug&MPE). The RMPE >5% was

MPE;, =

considered for the years 2006 to 2015 since westton the suitability of the present grid.
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3 Results

3.1 Age-adjusted spatio-temporal trend of defoliation

The best fit of the spatio-temporal model was otedifor spruce (adjusted? Rf 0.54, n

10182), followed by beech (adjusted & 0.47, n = 9283), oak (adjusted Bf 0.47, n
6098) and pine (adjusted? Rf 0.41, n = 9252) (Table 1). Both, the stand age the space-
time component, showed a highly significant eff@etdefoliation p < 0.0001) (Table 1). For
comparison, adjusted’Rof models not including the stand age and space-tomponent
ranged between 0.009 (spruce) and 0.031 (beecl®).effect of stand age on defoliation
differed among the tree species (Fig.1). A nedmear increase of defoliation with
increasing stand age was observed for spruce awhbEor pine, defoliation increased until
a stand age of approximately 40 years and hardyyd@pendency did occur for older pine
trees. For oak, likewise as for pine, defoliatideady increased until a stand age of
approximately 60 years whereas defoliation onlghdly increased with further increasing

stand age.

Defoliation of spruce remained more or less theesénom 1989 to 2015 (Fig. 2). The mean
defoliation was 20.2% (grid 1) and 18.9% (gridr@gpectively. Highest mean defoliation was
observed in 1992 and in the two following yearsvali as after 2003 (grid 1: 23.3% in 2004).
Lowest defoliation occurred in 1989 (grid 1: 17.9%) the beginning of the observations, the
defoliation estimated for the grid and median age@l5 (grid 1) was higher than the
defoliation estimated for the actual observed gmd age (grid 2) due to differences in the
grids and especially due to a lower actual stareladghe beginning of the time series. Over
time both time trends overlapped. According to d@issociation of defoliation in spruce and
stand age (Fig. 1), defoliation of 150 years oldusp was significantly higher than of

50 years old spruce (Fig. 2). The course of the tirand was the same for both ages but it
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was more pronounced in the older spruce treesciiduible interval for the time trend of the
150 years old trees was wider than that of youmges because trees of 150 years are less

common in spruce.

Pine showed the lowest mean defoliation regardnggfour main tree species with 18.2%
(grid 1; 16.6% for grid 2). Highest defoliation wabserved at the beginning of the 1990ies
(1991: 25.1% for grid 1) (Fig. 2). Defoliation deesed until the mid 1990ies and stayed
more or less unchanged up to 2015. A slight inereaas observed in the years following
2003. Due to the weak association of defoliatiopiime with stand age compared to the other
species (Fig. 1), differences between the timedti@l50 years old and of 50 years old pine

were low compared to the other tree species (Fig. 2

Defoliation of beech was higher than those of the toniferous tree species (grid 1: 24.6%,
grid 2: 21.3%). Defoliation on average showed reacltrend but pronounced fluctuations
were observed (Fig. 2). Peaks of defoliation oamlin 1992, 2000, 2004-2006, 2010-2011,
2014) with highest defoliation in the years 2004 2005 (grid 1: both years 29.1%). Other
than for spruce, pine and oak, highest defoliatbeech was observed in years with high
fructification, so called mast years. Beech trek45® years had notably higher defoliation

than beech trees of 50 years (Fig. 2).

Oak showed the highest mean defoliation of all gsewith 26.9% (grid 1; 23.0% for grid 2)
(Fig. 2). Defoliation of oak was lowest in 1989i@t: 19.3%) and subsequently increased
until 1993 (28.8%). In the following years defolat remained on a high level with a peak in
2004 (30.5%) but a slight decrease could be obderv002 and in the last years (Fig. 2).
The credible intervals were wider as compared & dther main species since oak is less
frequent. Differences between the time trend of&érs old and 150 years old oak trees were

evident but slightly lower than for spruce and le@€g. 2).
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Defoliation varied spatially in Germany between 998nd 2015 (Fig. 3-6). For spruce,
defoliation was high in north-eastern Germany atlibginning of the 1990ies (Fig. 3). It was
further slightly higher in south-eastern Germanyl892. From 1994 to 2002 defoliation of
spruce was comparably low everywhere in Germang2008 defoliation slightly increased in
southern Germany. Beginning in 2005 highest ddfoliawas found in south-western
Germany with highest defoliation in 2006 and 20Q7particular in south-western Baden-
Wouerttemberg (e.g. Black Forest). Between 2005281 defoliation was generally lower in
the eastern part of Germany (Mecklenburg-West Pam&rto Bavaria) than in the western

part (Schleswig-Holstein to Baden-Wuerttemberg).

For pine, high defoliation >25% occurred in nortdstern Germany as well as in parts of the
border region of southern Germany at the beginmhghe 1990ies (Fig. 4). In the mid
1990ies a difference between the Northern Lowlaith low defoliation and the remainder of
Germany with slightly higher defoliation showed aipd remained until 2015. Regarding the
remainder of Germany, again south-western Germapeaed as region with highest

defoliation beginning in 2003.

For beech, at the beginning of the time series kigioliation was found in north-eastern
Germany (Fig. 5). In 1992 defoliation > 25% occdrie central and southern Germany and
in 2000 in north-western Germany. After 2003 higifiodlation was observed in large areas of
central and southern Germany. South-western Gerragain emerged as region of partly
very high defoliation but comparably high defolatialso extended to Hesse and up to the

south of Lower Saxony.

For oak, at the beginning of the 1990ies defolrativas also highest in north-eastern
Germany but it was also high in south-eastern Geym@ig. 6). Beginning in the mid
1990ies, besides south-western Germany, the lowtaorth of the low mountain ranges

(especially in North Rhine-Westphalia) emergedraa af recurring high defoliation.
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Summing up, a shift of high defoliation was demaattstd for all species with high defoliation
in north-eastern Germany at the beginning of theetseries and high defoliation in south-

western Germany as from 2003.

3.2 Grid examination

The RMPE of the 16 x 16 km grid was lowest for pine witR% (approach | and II)
followed by spruce with 1.0% (approach | and IN,deech with 1.6% (approach I) and 1.3%
(approach 1), respectively, and was highest fok eéth 1.9% (approachl) and 1.8%
(approach 1), respectively (Table 1 and TableT2)}e RMPE of the 8 x 8 km grid (approach
) and of the grid densification (approach Il) wésever in all cases and ranged from 0.5% to
1.1% (Table 1 and Table 2). Through the years endttwas observed for the RMR#E the

16 x 16 km grid whereas the RMR#& the denser grids slightly decreased from 1982015
for all tree species. Although the mean RMRE well as the mean RMPETable 1 and
Table 2) was low for the four main tree species alh@rids (16 x 16 km grid and 8 x 8 km
grid/grid densification), single sample plots ogims showed RMPE> 5% (Table 1 and
Table 2). No or only two plots with a RMRE 5% were found for spruce, pine and beech for
the 8 x 8 km grid and the grid densification, respely (Table 1 and Table 2). Moreover
only few oak plots had RMRE 5% regarding these densified grids. Howeveramigg the
16 x 16 km grid in particular many oak plots had RE1 > 5% (Table 1 and Table 2). Spruce
showed the lowest number of plots having RMPES%. Regional differences among tree
species occurred regarding the RMRE the 16 x 16 km. For spruce highest uncertantie
existed in the Eifel region, in the Alpine regiondain the north of the Black Forest (Fig. 7).
These uncertainties did not occur if denser gricsewused. For pine different regions
showing uncertainties were found regarding the 16 km grid. Weak points were

particularly the southern and also northern paftsGermany (Fig. 8). For beech high
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uncertainties did especially occur at the borddr&Germany (northern and north-eastern
Germany, Saarland, south-western Baden-Wuerttembie@AIpine region and the Bavarian
Forest) (Fig. 9). In case of the denser grids, higtertainties did not exist for pine and beech.
For oak high uncertainties were found scattered almost entire Germany regarding the
16 x 16 km grid (Fig. 10). The RMRB®Bf oak plots frequently amounted to even more than
10%. In case of the denser grids, only single momsved RMPE> 5% as well as the region
of and around the Bavarian Forest. In conclusiba,16 x 16 km grid was sufficient for the
time trend calculation for the four main tree spscialthough a higher uncertainty was
observed for oak. The most frequent species spradepine showed the lowest prediction
error and the least frequent main tree speciesshakved the highest error. For spatio-

temporal trends deficiencies occurred for all specegarding the 16 x 16 km grid.

4 Discussion

4.1 Spatio-temporal modelling of defoliation

GAMMs proved to be a good choice for spatio-tempanadelling of defoliation data.
Statistically sound estimates of mean defoliatiorspace and time with appropriate credible
intervals could be produced. Use of a three-dineradismoothing function of space and time
allowed for high flexibility regarding changes ihet grid and thus, defoliation data of all
available grid densifications could be includedr ®Guudy revealed that stand age explained
up to half of the observed variability in defol@ti Adjustment for stand age was possible
using GAMMs and carried out in order to identifyt lspots of high defoliation not merely
resulting from the age effect. The age effect prilmadetermined the general level of
defoliation whereas fluctuations in the time senéslefoliation were most likely associated
with weather conditions.
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4.1.1 Age effect: determinant of the defoliation level

A pronounced effect of age on defoliation was comrtwall investigated tree species. This
effect has frequently been mentioned in the liteain particular for spruce (Eichhorn et al.
2005, Riek & Wolff 1999, Seidling & Mues 2005, &vagen et al. 2007). The species-
specific age effects mostly corroborated resultslipied by Augustin et al. (2009), Klap et
al. (2000) and Seidling (2001). The species-speea$isociation between defoliation and age
might be primarily attributed to the demand of figlihe stand situation, the stand
development and the forest management (thinnintindeunder mature canopy) typically
found for the corresponding species. Beech is kntavbe shade-tolerant and the almost
linear increase in defoliation with age might refléehe comparably slow but continuous
vertical growth of beech (Pretzsch et al. 2015)edbecrowns shadowed by neighbouring
trees or beech trees with lower social status whovn to have lower defoliation (Seidling
2004). This finding is in line with observation®in the federal states Rhineland-Palatinate
and Saarland where old trees growing in canopyedastands were found to have lower
defoliation than old trees growing in cleared s&afMULEWF 2015). Additionally, old
beech trees usually were found in cleared stands matural rejuvenation in Rhineland-
Palatinate (MULEWF 2015), which is also the case dther federal states. The higher
defoliation of these old beech trees might be #seilt of being more exposed to wind, being
more susceptible to drought stress due to highéernvemnsumption and especially of having
more intensive fructification than beech treesanapy-closed stands. Oak and pine belong to
the light-demanding tree species. Unlike for bee8eidling (2004) reported higher
defoliation for oak and pine trees with lower sb@tatus. For both tree species a similar
asymptotic association between defoliation andvege found. Light-demanding tree species

show a notable vertical growth in young stands wasrthe growth rate decreases with
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increasing age (Pretzsch et al. 2015). Pine trem8 faster than oak trees but the time point
of decrease of growth rate is also reached eaAigsessed pine trees mainly grew in pure
stands (in particular in the Northern Lowland) wdees oak trees were mainly found in mixed
stands. In Rhineland-Palatinate, old trees of kBp#ties were mainly found in canopy-closed
stands (MULEWF 2015), which is also true for otfexteral states like Baden-Wuerttemberg.
Spruce belongs to the semi-shade tree specieshendge effect is similar to the curve
progression of beech. Very old trees of spruce vadten found at sites having extreme
climatic conditions or being very poor, e.g. sprtrees growing in the Bavarian Alps. Hence,
confounding between age and site conditions cafreotexcluded and may partly be
responsible for the linear increase of defoliatooserved for very old trees of this species.
The estimated effects of age on defoliation represssociations as they were found on
average for the tree species. However, old tredspéwts having several old trees of one
species for which low defoliation was observedhea long term could be found for each tree
species. Natural senescence plays a role for tiseredd age effect. Changes in crown
morphology, i.a. because of sexual maturity andomg@nied recurring fructification,
represent one aspect of natural senescence. Howeses do probably not age in close
relation to time but the social status and strastofs determine their senescence (de Vries et
al. 2014, Pretsch & Rais 2016). Several authorpgeed an accumulating effect of multiple
stress factors with age resulting in an enhancediteaty of older than of younger trees
(Klap et al. 2000, Seidling & Mues 2005, Solberg@9p This assumption underlines that
occurrence of healthy old trees is possible as aglthat old trees can regenerate under
favourable conditions (MULEWF 2015). However, thelestive vulnerability to a certain
stress factor does presumably not increase in tldes compared to younger trees (Klap et

al. 2000).

In a Europe-wide evaluation of defoliation, sigcéint effects of age on defoliation were

found for all four main tree species only in Germamd France, whereas no age effect was
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observed for these tree species in several otheapEan countries (Seidling & Mues 2005).
The observation was corroborated by Vitale et2014) for spruce. First, a possible reason
for this observation might be that countries liker@any and France have a large range of
ages and a sufficient high sample size for each(@gss), which together build the basis for
exploration of existingelationships. Second, defoliation of senescem tr®@wns might be
assessed differently since senescence might bedeoed in the reference system of some
countries (Klap et al. 2000, Seidling & Mues 200B)nally, the age effect may be an
apparent effect which reflects the stand structom@nagement practices and the mean long-
term stress level found in the respective courngsumably all three reasons contribute to

the explanation of the observed differences amongtries.

In the present study it was shown that the genknadl of defoliation was primarily
determined by the mean age and the species-spasfiaciation between defoliation and age.
Hence, pine had the lowest and oak the highest miefafiation. The age adjustment for time
trend estimation using a stand age of 50 yearsl&Adyears, respectively, underlined that the
differences in the mean level of defoliation amaing tree species was primarily a result of
the age effect. Oak, beech and spruce trees ofd&@ on average showed the same level of
defoliation whereas old pine trees had a notablyetolevel of defoliation, which could be
attributed to the species-specific association age. Oak trees having a stand age of 50
years, however, exhibit a higher level of defobatcompared to spruce, pine and beech trees,
which in turn had similar defoliation. Comparisohthe actually existing time trend that
arose using the true stand age of trees on the 16 km grid that was monitored in the
respective year (grid 2) with the age- and gridiatjd time trend (grid 1) further
corroborated the effect of age on the defoliatmrel. Differences in the time course between
both time series mainly derived due to differentigrwhereas differences in the level of
defoliation could be attributed to the differentestand age. Both effects were strongest at

the beginning of the time series since grids dediahost from the grid in 2015 (e.g. shift of
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grids) and trees on average were younger and thwear [defoliated than in 2015. Thus, the
present study underlines that an age adjustmenedsssary for time trend as well as for
spatio-temporal trend estimation in order to obtame trends which do not mirror increasing
defoliation as consequence of aging and to ideméfjons with longer-term high defoliation

that could not primarily be ascribed to the ageff

4.1.2 Weather conditions: drivers of spatio-temporal defoliation trends

In summer 2003 an extreme heat wave and droughirrectin large parts of Europe, which
had a strong impact on forest ecosystems (Allead.e2010, Lindner et al. 2010). The severe
drought stress in 2003 climaxed after the forestddmn survey. Notably increased mean
defoliation was observed in 2004 for all investaghtree species. For spruce, beech and oak,
highest mean defoliation was even found in thig.yiea2004, highest defoliation occurred in
south-western Germany regarding all species argl région continued to be the area of
highest defoliation until the end of the monitorpdriod. Though entire Germany was
affected by drought stress in 2003, the strongedemdeficits compared to the long-term
reference period (1961-1990) were found in soutbtera Germany and particularly in the
area of the Black Forest (Anders et al. 2004, Hiskbeidt et al. submitted). This region was
further on characterized by the most distinct dhdugyents in the following years compared
to the remainder of Germany (Eickenscheidt et abnstted). Investigations regarding
associations between influencing parameters andliaédn were simultaneously conducted
in another study by us using the same data and GANEtkenscheidt et al. submitted). The
study revealed strong statistical associations éetvwveather conditions and defoliation of all
four tree species. An increase in defoliation appty occurred for all species at positive
temperature deviations from the long-term mean 11B®0) of more than 1°C particularly in

combination with negative precipitation deviatiorfor the German 16 x 16 km grid,
21



associations between defoliation and deviationsffong-term means of temperature and
precipitation have already been published previowusinsidering the years 1990 to 2004
(Seidling 2007). Moreover, a significant influenoé climatic factors and an increase in
defoliation with drought in Europe have been repayrte.g. for France by Ferretti et al.
(2014), for Spain by Carnicer et al. (2011), foriRerland by Zierl (2004) and Europe-wide
by Klap et al. (2000). Lagged effects, especialiyught of the previous year, and cumulated
drought of several preceding years show a majduente on defoliation in the following

year (Ferretti et al. 2014, Klap et al. 2000, SeglP007, Zierl 2004), which was corroborated

by our findings.

In general, defoliation of the investigated fowgetrspecies developed differently in time and
space over the monitored period. Differences in dbegraphical distribution, in drought
tolerance as well as in further species-specifitu@mcing factors might be reasons for this
observation. Norway spruce represents the most aomimee species of Germany, which
predominantly grows in moist and cooler regionshaf low mountain ranges and the Alpine
foreland but which is rarely found in the Northéxmwland. The sensitivity of spruce to water
stress is commonly known and mostly ascribed teshaiow root system (BLAG-FGR 2014,
Ellenberg 1996). This tree species showed comparll mean defoliation with low
temporal changes between 1989 and 2015 as wetivaspatial variation within Germany.
The highest mean defoliation occurred in 2004, defoliation remained elevated in 2005,
2006 and 2007. In 2009 the defoliation level ptmrithe drought event was reached again.
Jonard et al. (2012) also reported an increaseefalidtion of spruce in the Ardennes until
2009 subsequently to the drought in 2003. In génttra needle loss is still visible years after
the event because spruce trees keep up severalensets. Cumulated drought was
demonstrated to be most important for spruce tie&witzerland (Zierl 2004), which could

be corroborated by our results.
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Scots pine is the main tree species growing irNtbghern Lowland but it can also be found
in the remainder of Germany. This tree specieeimeal showed the lowest mean defoliation
and hardly any temporal changes in defoliation wdrgerved between the mid 1990ies and
2015. However, since the mid 1990ies, spatial difiees between the Northern Lowland
with low defoliation and the remainder of Germangtwmhigher defoliation were prominent.
The nationwide mean defoliation was only slightigher between 2004 and 2006. This
increase was solely obvious in central to soutl@&mmany. Pine trees are generally known to
be relatively drought-tolerant (Ellenberg 1996),ietlhcan be ascribed to several mechanisms
like a deep taprooting system and early and rafmcthata closure (e.g. Seidling 2007 and
references therein). However, notable temperatumpliss and precipitation deficits as
observed in 2003 particularly in southern Germambgably caused visible drought stress
even in pine trees. The high defoliation which wasserved in parts of north-eastern
Germany (Mecklenburg-West Pomerania, Brandenbudy $axony-Anhalt) particularly in
1991 was probably caused by severe insect infestgttickenscheidt et al. submitted).
Seidling 2001 and Seidling & Mues 2005 also denrateti the importance of insect
infestations on defoliation of pine in Germanynlorth-eastern Germany pure pine stands are
common, which probably further promoted insect stdion. Methodological differences in
defoliation assessment after the introduction effthrest condition survey in former Eastern
Germany especially in Mecklenburg-West Pomeraniadwver cannot be ruled out as reason

for particular high defoliation (Riek & Wolff 1999)

European beech is the most common deciduous temgespn Germany and similar to spruce
is mainly distributed in the moist mountainous &g and comparably rarely represented in
the Northern Lowland. Sensitivity of beech to drougs well known, however drought
resistance varies among beech populations (Bolé. &016). Beech usually develops from
natural rejuvenation and thus is adapted to the ainditions (BLAG-FGR 2014). Mean

defoliation of beech was higher than those of tbaeiferous species and showed clear
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fluctuations, which were primarily coincided by acence of common to abundant
fructification of beech trees. The years 1992, 20004, 2006, 2009, 2011 and 2014
represented pronounced mast years for beech awndsalswed high mean defoliation.
Findings were in line with observations by e.g.Hbiorn et al. (2005) and Seidling (2007).
Weather conditions in the previous early summeerdene the production of flower buds and
leaf buds, respectively. Hence, fructification itosely linked to higher defoliation.
Furthermore, small leaves are common due to thie dgnand of nutrients for fructification
(MULEWEF 2011). Mast years are frequently observiédraa warm and dry summer in the
previous year, which had repeatedly been fulfilteding the investigated time period. A
literature review by Paar et al. (2011) further destrated an increase in mast years since
1988. Regional differences in annual fructificatiatensity were found. For example in 2000
common to abundant fructification occurred in westand north-western Germany, where
highest temperatures combined with lowest predipitavas found in the previous year, and
was accompanied by high defoliation in this parfGefmany (Eickenscheidt et al. submitted).
Highest mean defoliation regarding entire Germamg wbserved in 2004 and 2005 after the
drought. Not before 2008 defoliation again reaclieel level of defoliation immediately
before the drought, although annual leave fallutuen eliminates direct carry-over effects
from year to year unlike in coniferous trees. Thebination of drought stress particularly in
2003 but also to a lesser extent in 2006 and softsitanast behaviour in 2004 and 2006

obviously required considerable time for regeneratf beech.

Pedunculate and sessile oak together represel@stheommon of the main tree species. Oaks
grow from the Northern Lowland to the low mountaenges but rarely in pronounced
mountainous and cooler regions. Oak tolerates & wadge of climatic conditions and soil
water availability. It can be found on soils wittagnant soil water but it is also known to be
drought-tolerant due to its taproot system andgasnatic response. Oaks showed the highest

mean defoliation regarding the main tree speciescdntrast to the other tree species, a
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recurrent pattern of defoliation possibly occurrédwest defoliation was observed at the
beginning of the time series, in 2002 and in 204d a015. Hence, starting with relatively
low defoliation, defoliation increased, remainedaohigh level for some years, decreased and
reached the low level again after 12 years befoeesame course started once more. Insect
infestation was reported to be strongly associatéiul defoliation of oak trees (Eichhorn et al.
2005, Eickenscheidt et al. submitted, Seidling &8€2005). In how far development cycles
of insects may be important for the observed regkaiattern needs further investigation.
High defoliation was recurrently observed in thelend adjacent to the low mountain ranges
in particular in North Rhine-Westphalia (Westphallsowland). This area was also regularly
affected by insect infestation. Highest defoliatmecurred in 2004 after the drought. In this
year insect infestation was widely observed in Gerynand in particular in the lowland north
of the low mountain ranges. Other than for beeahthe coniferous tree species, defoliation

significantly increased only in the year after tieught.

In conclusion, although the four tree species redpd differently in time and space, drought
stress seemed to be an apparent trigger of dedoliaf all four species. It is further likely
that weather conditions not only influenced flutcioias of defoliation directly (e.g. drought
stress) but also indirectly by controlling fruatdition and propagation of insects. According
to IPCC (2014), ‘the period from 1983 to 2012 wilslly the warmest 30-year period of the
last 1400 years in the Northern Hemisphere'. Int@rEurope, a further increase in the
frequency of summer drought (high temperature caethiwith low precipitation), in
precipitation in winter and spring, in early andeldrost, in wind storms and in hail is
expected as result of global warming (Lindner eR@lL0). An adaption of forest stands to the
long-term average of the local water balance ity supposed (Zierl 2004 and literature
therein). However, forest trees show a particutarsgivity to climatic changes since their

long life-span does not allow for rapid adaptiom{ner et al. 2010).
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4.2 Model-based approach for grid examination

In Germany, annual nationwide time trend evaluatibdefoliation by the BMEL is based on
the data of the 16 x 16 km grid, which is part lné Europe-wide Level | grid. The federal
states are obliged to deliver data of this gridr &udy revealed that the 16 x 16 km grid is in
general sufficient to make a nationwide statementime trends of defoliation for the four
main tree species. A higher uncertainty existsomk mainly due to being the less common
main tree species. Spatio-temporal modelling istexhdlly necessary to identify hot spots of
high mean defoliation at an early stage. For natide spatio-temporal trend estimation of
defoliation using GAMMSs, grids denser than 16 xki® (at least 8 x 8 km) are required for
some regions for spruce, pine and beech and faree@ermany for oak. Mostly since the
start of the NFSI II, several federal states haveady provided defoliation data of their
denser grids for the nationwide evaluations. In phesent study spatio-temporal modelling
was based on data of all available grids. It neéedse considered that statements concerning
the prediction error of defoliation trends can obly made regarding the four main tree

species as other tree species were not investigated

Although grid examinations were carried out by fadlestates, results and methods were
rarely published. For Lower Saxony it was shown rbgans of sample error and 90%
confidence intervals that a 4 x 4 km grid is suéiit for this federal state (Saborowski et al.
1998). For Baden-Wuerttemberg a simulation stud33@6 revealed that the 16 x 16 km grid
was not sufficient for spatio-temporal trend estioras (N. H. Augustin, personal

communication). An 8 x 8 km grid including the 14&km grid points as fixed points

whereas the remaining points would be alternatirizgsts of the 4 x 4 km grid was suggested.
For Switzerland, Kohl et al. (1994) estimated sangpkerrors and reported that the loss of

precision remained acceptable using an 8 x 8 kwh fgri nationwide evaluations whereas a
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strong deterioration was observed when using alPxk and 16 x 16 km grid, respectively.
Design-based approaches (e.g. Kohl et al. 1994prBaiski et al. 1998) as well as model-
based approaches (N. H. Augustin (personal comratiarg, Riek & Wolff 1997) were used
for grid examinations. In the design-based apprdaehobserved values are regarded as a
sample from a fixed population, that is the observalues are regarded as fixed and the
sample locations are regarded as the random quaBstimates and inference is based on a
probability sample and is obtained from the remgltsampling distribution. The approach
requires data to be derived from random samplind) tanbe independent from each other
(Brus & Gruijter 1997, Lark & Cullis 2004). In caast, in the model-based approach the
population is regarded as random and the sampitagibns are fixed (Brus & Gruijter 1997).
Thus, random sampling and independence is not netjlout instead a spatial dependence
needs to be modelled if present. Estimates andeinfe are based on the model and the
model should mimic the data generating processa Détthe forest condition survey are
obtained by systematic sampling on grids, which imndom sampling design and both the
design-based and model-based approaches can bdouggt examination. Advantages of
the model-based approach are that we can estimateftects of explanatory variables on
defoliation, we obtain spatio-temporal point estiasaand we can predict, which makes it
possible to estimate bias and prediction errorpeaesvely, by means of simulation.
Therefore, we applied the model-based approacly BAMMSs. Since the simulation of the
data and the prediction on basis of the simulatgd dere based on the same model (which is
believed to be the true model), the prediction rerestimated by us would rather

underestimate the true prediction error than ovienese it.
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5 Conclusions

In the present study generalized additive mixed etodGAMMS) were used for spatio-
temporal modelling of defoliation data of the fonain tree species of Germany from 1989 to
2015 as well as for examination of the suitabitifythe 16 x 16 km grid, which represents the
basis grid of Germany. This is the first time tpatg-temporal modelling for entire Germany
has been carried out although data has been @alsatce 1989. The model-based approach
for grid examination turned out to be well apprafeifor the given data and sample design.
Weak points occurred for all four tree species migg spatio-temporal trend estimation
based on the standard 16 x 16 km grid. For oakrewemmend using at least an 8 x 8 km
grid. However, the standard grid was generally icwifit for nationwide time trend
estimation. GAMMSs proved to be a statistically sowand highly flexible choice for spatio-
temporal modelling of defoliation data. Stand aggl&ned up to half of the observed
variability in defoliation. The association betweeeafoliation and age was species-specific
but defoliation in principal increased with incrempage. Thus, the mean age and the species-
specific relationship were mostly responsible fog general level of defoliation of the four
tree species. The age effect was attributed tor@atenescence, accumulation of stress with
age and natural stand development as well as farestagement. However, further
investigations are necessary in order to undersidmat is behind the age effect and how it
should be handled for evaluations of defoliatiotad@&djustment for stand age was carried
out in order to identify hot spots of high defaloat not merely resulting from the age effect.
Spatio-temporal fluctuations were primarily the ulesof weather conditions. The present
study demonstrated that the focus is moved fronp@lution to the consequences of climate
change. Exceptional drought stress occurred in 2863 was associated with a notable
increase in mean defoliation in the following yedrgensity and duration of the increase in

defoliation were species-specific. Besides dirdfetces of weather conditions, indirect effects
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like increased fructification and mass propagatbmsects are likely to play a major role for
defoliation. The latter was especially of importarfor the relatively drought-tolerant tree
species pine and oak, whereas the combinationooigtit stress and substantial mast behavior
probably led to considerable time for regeneratbribeech. In recent years, south-western
Germany turned out to be the region of highest nm@afoliation regarding the four tree
species. This region was affected by the strongesér deficit in 2003 compared to the
reference period (1961-1990). Future measures dhauh for a further reduction of soll
acidification and mitigation of air pollution as llvas for adapted forest management in order
to reduce stress factors for forest trees andit@eila higher ability for regeneration and

adaption to climate change.
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Appendix

library(mgcv)
library(Hmisc) #for wtd.quantile()

library(MASS) #for mvrnorm()

# 1) fit spatio-temporal model

#def is defoliation [%]/100; 0 and 1 need to besskitle bit higher and lower, respectively
#x,y are the coordinates

#n_tree is the number of spruce trees per samjaoagdion

data$xy <- factor(paste(data$x, data$y,sep="")} épdactor for sampling location

mod <- gamm(def~te(y,x,year,bs=c("tp","cr"),d=c(@k¥c(25,20))+s(age,bs="cr",k=10),data=data,
correlation=corARMA(form=~year|xy,p=1,g=1),familyagssian(link="logit"),

weights=data$n_tree, method="REML")

# 2) plot of age effect

int<-mod$gam$coefficient[1]

max_age<-max(data$age)
plot(mod$gam,residuals=FALSE,shade=TRUE,shiftaimt$=function(x)exp(x)/(1+exp(x))*100,

xlim=c(0,max_age),ylim=c(-2,2),las=1,ylab=""xlab¥"

# 3) map

mod$gam$data<-data

med_age<-wtd.quantile(data$age[data$year==2015jhistdata$n_tree[data$year==2015],probs=0.5)
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par(mfrow=c(5,3),oma=c(3,2,0.5,2),mar=c(0.5,1,2,1))

for(i in 1989:2003){

vis.gam(mod$gam,view=c("x","y"),zlim=range(0,0. ®)nd=list(year=i,age=med_age),

n.grid = 60,plot.type="contour",type="responsed,far=0.02,nCol=12,color="terrain",

main=i,xaxt="n",yaxt="n",ylim=c(5200000,610000«1)m=c(4000000,4800000))}

# 4) plot of timetrend (age and grid adjusted)

n.sim<- 1000

gobject<- mod$gam

backt <- gobject$family$linkinv
dat <- gobject$data

indi <- order(dat$year)

dat <- dat[indi, ]

pred_age<-med_age

uniqg.loc <- unique(dat$xy)

years <- unique(dat$year)

nx <- rep(as.numeric(substring(uniq.loc, 1, 7)hgin(years))
ny <- rep(as.numeric(substring(uniq.loc, 9, 19hdth(years))
nyear <- rep(years, rep(length(unig.loc), length(gg)

nage <- rep(pred_age, length(nyear))

ndat <- list(nx, ny, nyear, nage)

names(ndat) <- c("x", "y", "year", "age")

ndat <- data.frame(ndat)

M <- predict(gobject, newdata = ndat, type = "Iprixd}

# is x coordinate

# is y coordinate

# re-evaluate smoother basis for new data

# and use this as design matrix
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simcoef <- mvrnorm(n = n.sim, coef(gobject), golfdp) # simulate from predictive distribution

simfit <- as.matrix(M) %*% t(simcoef)

simfit2 <- backt(simfit) * 100 #backtransforim response scale
simfit3 <- aggregate(simfit2, by = list(ndat$yearnean)

simfit <- simfit3][, -1]

simquant <- apply(simfit, 1, quantile, p = ¢(0.00%, 0.975)) #2.5, 50% und 97.5% quantiles

plot(years, simquant[2, ], type = "p", pch = 19s@%,col = 1, ylim = c¢(0, 40), xlab =",
ylab = "Defoliation[%]", axes = F)

axis(2,las=1); axis(1, at = years, labels = asadtar(sort(unique(data$year))))
lines(years, simquant[2, ], Ity = 4, col = 1)

lines(years, simquant[1, |, Ity = 1, col = 1)

lines(years, simquant[3, ], Ity = 1, col = 1)
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Table

Table 1 Results of the spatio-temporal modelling and of gimulation study for the grid examination

(approach I) presented for the four main tree ggedihep-value of the spatio-temporal model is valid fotho

the space-time component (coordinates, year) amdstand age. The federal states Rhineland-Pakatinat

Saarland and Schleswig-Holstein were not considéoedapproach | of the simulation study. RMPE 5%

indicates the number of sample plots (counted codg) that had a root mean prediction error of > 5%

defoliation between 2006 and 2015. The numberachats shows the underlying total number of grichiso

Tree
species

Space-time model

RMPE ; > 5 %

Spruce

Pine

Beech

Oak

0 (745)
22 (745)
0 (662)
76 (662)
2 (604)
60 (604)
14 (381)
142 (381)
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Table 2 Results of the simulation study for the grid exaation (approach Il) presented for the four maaetr

species. All federal states were considered foraamh Il of the simulation study. RMRE 5% indicates the

number of sample plots (counted once only) thatdadot mean prediction error of > 5% defoliatiatvieeen

2006 and 2015. The number in brackets shows therlyinly total number of grid points. Results of 8patio-

temporal modelling are identical to approach | (Eable 1).

Tree Survey RMPE [%] RMPE j [%] RMPE ; >5 %

species grid Median Range Median Range

Spruce Densification 0.5 0.5-0.8 1.4 0.5-6.9 0 {869
16 x 16 km 1.0 0.8-1.3 1.9 0.6-8.8 20 (869)

Pine Densification 0.6 0.4-1.0 1.7 0.6-7.0 0 (733)
16 x 16 km 0.9 0.7-1.2 23 0.7-133 72 (733)

Beech Densification 0.8 0.6-1.0 1.7 0.7-12.7 0 (775)
16 x 16 km 1.3 0.9-1.7 23 0.8-11.9 90 (775)

Oak Densification 1.1 0.7-1.5 2.4 0.7-9.5 12 (519)
16 x 16 km 1.9 1.3-25 3.3 1.3-149 166 (519)
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Figure legends
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Figure 1 Effect of the stand age on defoliation of sprygiae, beech and oak. The lines at the x-axis reftec
observed age values. The grey shaded area indib&t@®5% credible interval. Please note that tieesscaling

was used for the x-axis for reasons of compargbilit
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Figure 2 Estimated mean defoliation and credible inter2ab% and 97.5% quantiles) for the four main tree
species in Germany from 1989 to 2015. In black:eDed 16 x 16 km grid and observed stand age par ye
(grid 2), in blue: 16 x 16 km grid of 2015 and waigd median stand age of 2015 (spruce: 73 yeans; pi
86 years, beech: 104 years, oak: 110 years) (grith Xed: 16 x 16 km grid of 2015 and assumeddsizge of

150 years, in green: 16 x 16 km grid of 2015 arsiaed stand age of 50 years.
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< 25 % defoliation

[}
O 25-45 % defoliation
O > 45 % defoliation

® < 25 9% defoliation
® > 25 % defoliation

Figure 3a,b Results of spatio-temporal modelling of defoliatifor spruce from 1989 to 2015 using a
nationwide consistent stand age of 73 years. Medeflefoliation is indicated in colour (see legeadyl the
isolines further reflect the modelled defoliationg. 0.2 is 20%). The sample plots of the respecgiear are

shown as points. Black points indicate plot defaia < 25% and red points indicate plot defoliat®25%

(observed defoliation at given actual stand age).
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< 25 % defoliation

[}
O 25-45 % defoliation
O > 45 % defoliation

® < 25 9% defoliation
® > 25 % defoliation

Figure 4a,b Results of spatio-temporal modelling of defoliatimr pine from 1989 to 2015 using a nationwide
consistent stand age of 86 years. Modelled deiotidas indicated in colour (see legend) and thériss further
reflect the modelled defoliation (e.g. 0.2 is 20%fHe sample plots of the respective year are shasvpoints.

Black points indicate plot defoliation < 25% and gints indicate plot defoliation 25% (observed defoliation

at given actual stand age).
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< 25 % defoliation

[}
O 25-45 % defoliation
O > 45 % defoliation

® < 25 9% defoliation
® > 25 % defoliation

Figure 5a,b Results of spatio-temporal modelling of defoliatfor beech from 1989 to 2015 using a nationwide
consistent stand age of 104 years. Modelled déifmiias indicated in colour (see legend) and tiodings further
reflect the modelled defoliation (e.g. 0.2 is 20%fHe sample plots of the respective year are shasvpoints.

Black points indicate plot defoliation < 25% and gints indicate plot defoliation 25% (observed defoliation

at given actual stand age).
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< 25 % defoliation

(]
O 25-45 % defoliation
O > 45 % defoliation

® < 25 9% defoliation
® > 25 % defoliation

Figure 6a,b Results of spatio-temporal modelling of defoliatior oak from 1989 to 2015 using a nationwide
consistent stand age of 110 years. Modelled déifmiias indicated in colour (see legend) and tlodings further
reflect the modelled defoliation (e.g. 0.2 is 20%fHe sample plots of the respective year are shasvpoints.

Black points indicate plot defoliation < 25% and gints indicate plot defoliation 25% (observed defoliation

at given actual stand age).
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Figure 7 Highest estimated root mean prediction error (RMP& defoliation of spruce for the grid
densification (at least 8 x 8 km grid) and 16 xkb® grid (approach II) for the years 2006 to 201E&cR points
indicate all possible sample plots (correspondbig¢ogrid densification). The grey circles show slagnple plots
considered for the estimation of the RMPE (gridsifécation and 16 x 16 km grid, respectively). Blo®sses
indicate RMPE > 5% and red triangles RMRE 10%. The federal states Rhineland-Palatinatarl&zd and

Schleswig-Holstein have deviating grid densitiesfr8 x 8 km (denser grids).
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Grid densification 16 x 16 km
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Figure 8 Highest estimated root mean prediction error (R)RIE defoliation of pine for the grid densification
(at least 8 x 8 km grid) and 16 x 16 km grid (ammto 1) for the years 2006 to 2015. Black pointdi¢ate all
possible sample plots (corresponds to the gridifieaison). The grey circles show the sample ploassidered
for the estimation of the RMPE (grid densificatiand 16 x 16 km grid, respectively). Blue crossediciate
RMPE; > 5% and red triangles RMRE 10%. The federal states Rhineland-Palatinatal&sd and Schleswig-

Holstein have deviating grid densities from 8 xr8 {denser grids).
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Grid densification 16 x 16 km
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Figure 9 Highest estimated root mean prediction error (R)RE defoliation of beech for the grid densificatio
(at least 8 x 8 km grid) and 16 x 16 km grid (ammto 1) for the years 2006 to 2015. Black pointdi¢ate all
possible sample plots (corresponds to the gridifieaison). The grey circles show the sample ploassidered
for the estimation of the RMPE (grid densificatiand 16 x 16 km grid, respectively). Blue crossediciate
RMPE; > 5% and red triangles RMRE 10%. The federal states Rhineland-Palatinatatl&sd and Schleswig-

Holstein have deviating grid densities from 8 xr8 {denser grids).
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Grid densification 16 x 16 km
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Figure 10 Highest estimated root mean prediction error (R))RIE defoliation of oak for the grid densification
(at least 8 x 8 km grid) and 16 x 16 km grid (ammto 1) for the years 2006 to 2015. Black pointdi¢ate all
possible sample plots (corresponds to the gridifieaison). The grey circles show the sample ploassidered
for the estimation of the RMPE (grid densificatiand 16 x 16 km grid, respectively). Blue crosseficiate
RMPE; > 5% and red triangles RMRE 10%. The federal states Rhineland-Palatinatal&sd and Schleswig-

Holstein have deviating grid densities from 8 xr8 {denser grids).
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