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Supplementary material 2
List of coppice reintroduction sites in the Czech Republic
1. Pálava Protected Landscape Area (PLA)[footnoteRef:1] [1:  Protected Landscape Area (in Czech, Chráněná krajinná oblast) is a legal term in Czech nature protection that denotes a lower degree of protection than that in national parks. Protected Landscape Areas are usually larger contiguous areas often including settlements.] 

	1. Nature protection and the characteristics of the coppice restoration site
	Coppicing is carried out in the national nature reserve Děvín, which is the northernmost and highest part of the Pálava hills. Rather than a full-fledged management system, coppicing reintroduction so far entails thinning to let more light into the forest (but see below).

	2. Owner of property where coppicing is being reintroduced
	Czech Republic

	3. Managing institution
	Forests of the Czech Republic (FCR)[footnoteRef:2] [2:  Forests of the Czech Republic (in Czech, Lesy České republiky) is a state company that manages most forests owned by the Czech Republic (ca. half of all forests in the country).] 


	4. Type of property
	Forest

	5. Forest category

	Forest for special purposes[footnoteRef:3] [3:  ‘Forest for special purposes‘ (in Czech, les zvláštního určení) is a forest type defined by the Czech forest law. In such forests, some special function (e.g. nature protection, water protection, recreation) takes precedence over wood production.
] 


	6. Size of coppice forests
	Ca. 21 ha, where thinnings of various intensity took place. 19.57 ha are proposed in the management plan of Děvín for the reintroduction of coppicing.

	7. Form of coppicing

	Coppice-with-standards but not in its most typical form. Management should confirm to biological values.

	8. Planned coppice cycle
	15–18 years

	9. Beginning of coppice restoration
	Selected stands have been thinned since 2009.

	10. Historical occurrence of coppices
	The first mentions of coppicing with a 7-year cycle are from the 14th century.

	11. Abandonment of coppicing
	Approximately after World War II. The last complex harvests took place at the end of the 1930s.

	12. State of the site before coppice restoration
	Mainly closed high forests – singled-out coppices with remaining oak standards. Also many stands of abandoned and overgrown coppice.

	13. Current state of coppices
	The transformation of high forest stands into coppices-with-standards has begun but remains unfinished. The PLA does not favour coppices-with-standards because such stands are too dense. Coppice management was divided into low, middle and high intensity versions. It will probably be necessary to plant oaks to preserve their presence. In stands where only low intensity thinning takes place, oak planting will not be necessary. A new and independent coppicing rotation system of 24 compartments was launched in 2022.

	14. Dominant tree species
	Main tree species: broadleaved lime, hornbeam, pedunculate oak. There is also ash in large numbers, but it has the disease Chalara fraxinea and so it is disappearing.

	15. Standards and underwood
	Oak standards, lime, hornbeam and oak underwood, much of it eaten by grazing animals.

	16. Changes in biodiversity after coppice restoration
	Biodiversity increases. Species react most favourably in high intensity stands. 

	17. Monitoring of processes and changes
	There are 15 permanent plots on Děvín devoted to the monitoring of coppicing. Radim Hédl and his colleagues monitor vegetation (mainly vascular plants) changes after management. They also monitor spiders, beetles and ants. Institute of Botany of the Czech Academy of Sciences in cooperation with Mendel University.

	18. Motivation
	Protection of species and communities that used to be present but are disappearing because of the lack of sunlight. Also to stop the large-scale decay of the forest, to preserve biotopes. 

	19. Aims
	To help disappearing species to return to Děvín and, at the same time, to preserve biotopes and communities where such species live. To increase the intensity of management. In stands with the proper amount of light, it will be necessary to complement natural regeneration by planting, so that oak can remain a dominant component.

	20. Problems, obstacles or conflicts
	On Děvín, FCR has to right to manage the forests, which leads to numerous problems. The PLA authorities had to convince FCR, who are not in favour of coppicing, to introduce this management form. This had to be done through complicated legal manoeuvres. Further problems arose when the management plan had to be defended at the Ministry of the Environment, because national nature reserves are, by definition, zero management. In addition, colleagues at FCR often simply ignore the planned management. There are also worries concerning the invasive black locust and tree of heaven. Other problems include high game numbers as well as the initial negative reactions of the public.



2. Utinkův háj
	1. Nature protection and the characteristics of the coppice restoration site
	The area is not protected. However, it is included in regional biocenter no. 111 in the regional planning system of the South-Moravian region. On the owner’s request, the area was categorized as a forest for special purposes for the protection of biodiversity with significance in forestry research and education.

	2. Owner of property where coppicing is being reintroduced
	Dušan Utinek

	3. Managing institution
	None (private property)

	4. Type of property
	Forest

	5. Forest category

	Forest for special purposes

	6. Size of coppice forests
	2 ha

	7. Form of coppicing

	The original aim was coppice-with-standards. Because of recent droughts, this may change to simple coppice. Two canopy cutting intensities were applied: light and heavy.

	8. Planned coppice cycle
	40 years

	9. Beginning of coppice restoration
	The first cuttings took place in the winters of 2011 and 2012.

	10. Historical occurrence of coppices
	There did not use to be coppices at the location. The forest was planted after WWII on an unproductive pasture site.

	11. Abandonment of coppicing
	-

	12. State of the site before coppice restoration
	Closed and relatively young (ca. 50 years) oak and lime high forest

	13. Current state of coppices
	The stand is being transformed from high forest into coppice-with-standards. It has two canopy thinning intensities – light and heavy. However, because of current climatic extremes in which many standards dried out, this process may not be completed and a simple coppice may arise instead. There are only a few standards left but these are also drying out. So far harvesting is the main activity. The first coppice cuts are expected in ca. 30 years. 

	14. Dominant tree species
	Lime and oak, in separate stands. Outside the re-coppiced stands, there are also elm, fruit trees, walnut and black locust. Management tries to eliminate these on the coppice plots.

	15. Standards and underwood
	Oaks should be the standards but they are drying out. Oak and lime underwood.

	16. Changes in biodiversity after coppice restoration
	Significant increase of species richness in lime-dominated stands, but not in oak-dominated stands. The increase correlated with canopy thinning intensity. Many new plants species were recorded, although they are mostly annuals from the surrounding arable landscape. Whether any increases may be happening for other types of organisms (for example for beetles) will need to be investigated. Stag beetles were recorded several times. 

	17. Monitoring of processes and changes
	The Institute of Botany of the Czech Academy of Sciences carried out research at the site in 2012-2016. In addition, colleagues from Mendel University have experimental plots, in which they measure soil characteristics and the growth of coppice shoots.

	18. Motivation
	Science and research. Utinek wanted to show, publish and prove that this type of management is possible and meaningful, also in an economic sense.

	19. Aims
	To increase the area of coppices to include all forests owned by Utinek (ca. 4 ha). This area would then be divided into 4 parts to create a mosaic.

	20. Problems, obstacles or conflicts
	Droughts in 2018 and 2019 caused major damage. Many standards started to dry out in their crowns; Utinek had to cut these trees down so that they can be saved at least as coppice stools. A further degrading effect for soil moisture was the construction of a new road in the close vicinity of the stand. Because of the dry conditions, cuts had to be made earlier than planned. 



3. Český kras PLA
	1. Nature protection and the characteristics of the coppice restoration site
	There are so far two strips of coppices in the nature reserve Na Voskopě, protected since 2012. The area belongs to a mining site, which is why gaining protection took a long time. The second location is in the national nature reserve Koda in the area called Za Lípou. Coppice reintroduction is in a similar stage as in Na Voskopě: there are two strips where cutting took place and further strips are planned to be cut in the future. The third location is in the national nature reserve Karlštejn in the area called Na Pláních. In addition, in the area called Vysoká stráň, in the same reserve, experimental coppice plots were established within a LIFE project. All locations have similar natural characteristics and are on limestone bedrock.

	2. Owner of property where coppicing is being reintroduced
	Na Voskopě: Velkolom Čertovy schody, a.s.; Za Lípou: Velkostatek Tetín spol. s.r.o.; Na Pláních and Vysoká stráň: Czech Republic

	3. Managing institution
	Na Voskopě: Czech University of Life Sciences; Za Lípou: Velkostatek Tetín spol. s.r.o.; Na Pláních: FCR; Vysoká stráň: Nature Conservation Agency of the Czech Republic (NCA CR)[footnoteRef:4] [4:  The Nature Conservation Agency of the Czech Republic (in Czech, Agentura ochrany přírody a krajiny České republiky) is a state agency in charge of the management of protected areas outside National Parks.] 


	4. Official land use
	Na Voskopě: non-forest; other locations: forest

	5. Forest category
	Forest for special purposes

	6. Size of coppice forests
	Na Voskopě: 1.88 ha; Za Lípou: 5.58 ha (further 10.98 ha in preparation); Na Pláních: 1.98 ha

	7. Form of coppicing

	Coppice-with-standards

	8. Planned coppice cycle
	30 years in richer stands, 40 years in poorer stands

	9. Beginning of coppice restoration
	First attempts took place in 2010

	10. Historical occurrence of coppices
	Coppices were most widespread in the 18th century, when they covered practically the entire area

	11. Abandonment of coppicing
	After the end of World War II

	12. State of the site before coppice restoration
	Oak-hornbeam high forests, mainly singled-out coppices

	13. Current state of coppices
	So far only first attempts to show that coppicing is possible. Areas for coppice restoration are planned several years in advance (so that a mosaic of all growth stages emerges).

	14. Dominant tree species
	Oak, hornbeam

	15. Standards and underwood
	Standards are mainly oak (but also some service). Hornbeam dominates the underwood but other species also coppice.

	16. Changes in biodiversity after coppice restoration
	Some herb species flowered after cutting (e.g. Cephalanthera rubra) and important animal species moved into the coppiced plots (e.g. Hipparchia semele). Further conclusions about changes in biodiversity must be based on longer-term observations.	

	17. Monitoring of processes and changes
	Partly by the Czech University of Life Sciences in Prague and partly by the Institute of Botany of the Czech Academy of Sciences.

	18. Motivation
	Nature protection, in particular the protection of communities dependent on coppicing. This should then be connected to increasing biodiversity.

	19. Aims
	To increase the number of locations for example in the national nature reserve Karlštejn. In the forests owned by FCR, yearly coups are laid out up to 2045 so that a mosaic of all coppicing stages develops. At Na Voskopě, there are so far two strips and altogether six strips are planned. At Za lípou, the situation is similar but more strips are planned. A further coppice reintroduction location will be in the national nature reserve Koda, at U Ivana. 

	20. Problems, obstacles or conflicts
	Firsts attempts were problematic because forest management planning is a lengthy process. Furthermore, young shoots often dried out in the exceptionally dry years of 2015 and 2016. Planning on FCR property was also tedious because the PLA had to convince FCR to decide to use coppicing as a management form. A further problem was the conservative interpretation of nature protection by FCR. The biggest problem, however, is animals, in particular mouflons, which are very common in the area. So far they have always found the small coppice restoration plots and grazed off the young shoots. These plots therefore need to be fenced off.



4. Školní lesní podnik Masarykův les Křtiny
	1. Nature protection and the characteristics of the coppice restoration site

	Školní lesní podnik Masarykův les Křtiny (ŠLP) is a university forest designated for research and teaching. Locations where coppicing is being reintroduced are in Soběšice (conversion to coppice as well as coppice-with-standards) and at Hády (conversion to coppice-with-standards). Some of the Hády location is in the Moravský kras PLA. Stand conditions at the two locations differ, which is meant to foster comparative studies. The Hády location is on limestone and is richer in nutrients, whereas the Soběšice location is typically more acidic and has less favourable qualities for wood production. 

	2. Owner of property where coppicing is being reintroduced
	Mendel University in Brno

	3. Managing institution
	Mendel University in Brno

	4. Official land use
	Forest

	5. Forest category
	Forest for special purposes

	6. Size of coppice forests
	Plans for conversion to coppice: 61 ha; conversion to coppice-with-standards: 164 ha

	7. Form of coppicing

	Coppice-with-standards

	8. Planned coppice cycle
	Coppice: 70 years but 30 years in younger stands; coppice-with-standards: 90 years but 30 years in younger stands and 60 years in middle-aged stands

	9. Beginning of coppice restoration
	Larger areas started to be coppiced in 2013. Experimental research sites were established already in 2008.

	10. Historical occurrence of coppices
	The first extant forest management plans from 1841 show that the largest area of coppices could be found on the Adamov estate, which belonged to the Lichtenstein family.

	11. Abandonment of coppicing
	Conversion of coppices into high forest began in the middle of the 19th century.

	12. State of the site before coppice restoration
	Mainly high forests of pine with some oak, hornbeam, larch and spruce. Some of the oaks were singled-out coppice stools.

	13. Current state of coppices
	High forests are currently in a transition phase towards coppices, i.e. the coppice cycle and the mosaic of different growth stages are not yet complete. In Soběšice, some new stools and standards of pine and oak are visible. 

	14. Dominant tree species
	Oak, hornbeam, lime and maple are the four main tree species with good coppice ability. In addition, there is a wide range of other tree species present.

	15. Standards and underwood
	Standards of pine, oak and larch are left over from the original high forest. Oak, hornbeam, lime, maple, ash, cherry, service and other trees form the underwood.

	16. Changes in biodiversity after coppice restoration
	Under investigation.

	17. Monitoring of processes and changes
	Mendel University in Brno

	18. Motivation
	The main motivation is maintaining canopy cover and to some extent firewood production in extreme stands. A secondary and positive consequence is that open forests support biodiversity, which is otherwise disappearing from the landscape.

	19. Aims
	To create a mosaic of all growth stages of a coppice forest.

	20. Problems, obstacles or conflicts
	At the Soběšice location, problems arose with the public perception of coppicing.



5. Bílé Karpaty PLA I
	1. Nature protection and the characteristics of the coppice restoration site
	Coppice restoration occurs in the national nature reserve Zahrady pod Hájem. One location is 0.6 ha, the other is 0.75 ha.

	2. Owner of property where coppicing is being reintroduced
	Czech Republic

	3. Managing institution
	NCA CR

	4. Official land use
	Permanent grassland

	5. Forest category
	-

	6. Size of coppice forests
	1.35 ha

	7. Form of coppicing

	Coppice-with-standards

	8. Planned coppice cycle
	10-15 years

	9. Beginning of coppice restoration
	2014

	10. Historical occurrence of coppices
	Coppicing became widespread in the White Carpathians in the 18th century at the latest.

	11. Abandonment of coppicing
	Approximately after World War II.

	12. State of the site before coppice restoration
	Lapsed coppices mainly singled out. Coppice stools are larger, shoots are about 70 years old.

	13. Current state of coppices
	Beginning of coppice restoration. Many herb species appeared (possibly from the seed bank and by immigration) and also some animal species.

	14. Dominant tree species
	Lime, hornbeam, oak and cherry.

	15. Standards and underwood
	Standards mainly oak but also ash. Lime, hornbeam and oak in the underwood.

	16. Changes in biodiversity after coppice restoration
	Massive increase of biodiversity of vascular plants – from ca. 15 species per plot of 100 m2 to 70-90 species within a few years. Some animal species were also found, mainly insects.

	17. Monitoring of processes and changes
	The Institute of Botany of the Czech Academy of Sciences monitors plants – 10 monitoring plots, and there is also zoological research by colleagues at the Masaryk University. Their activities started in 2013 (before coppice reintroduction).

	18. Motivation
	To restore the complexity and diversity of the landscape, including coppices.

	19. Aims
	There are several properties – mainly abandoned coppices – at the site that their owners are selling off to the state. Coppice restoration could be expanded to these locations (at least 10 ha). If coppice forests are larger, a mosaic of all growth stages could be formed. 

	20. Problems, obstacles or conflicts
	At the beginning, it was problematic to move the harvested wood out of the forests because of the restrictions imposed by the management of national nature reserves. Invasive and expansive plants are moving in from the neighbouring clearings and they are starting to suppress the herb layer.



6. Bílé Karpaty PLA II
	1. Nature protection and the characteristics of the coppice restoration site
	Coppice reintroduction is being carried out within the LIFE for Insects project, which aims at restoring habitats for the stag beetle and the clouded Apollo. Locations:
Paličky: this location looks like a coppice-with-standards, however, it will be transformed into a wooded pasture
Petrušská dolina: restored pasture, formerly very thick stand of hawthorn. Because the planned management is not being carried out, the stand is becoming a hawthorn coppice. Therefore, at the moment the location functions as a coppice, however, later on a return to pasturing is planned
Přední louky: wooded pasture, where higher coppice stools (effectively low pollards) are left. It is not a classical coppice but rather a forest with enough deadwood 

	2. Owner of property where coppicing is being reintroduced
	Private owners

	3. Managing institution
	Private owners

	4. Type of property
	Mainly pasture or ‘other’ land use

	5. Forest category

	-

	6. Size of coppice forests
	Ca. 28 ha

	7. Form of coppicing

	Originally coppices-with-standards were planned but later on open wooded pastures were preferred. At the moment, the locations mainly resemble coppices.

	8. Planned coppice cycle
	At the beginning of the project, the planned cycle was 20 years. This was later abandoned in favour of pasture with no planned cycle.

	9. Beginning of coppice restoration
	2017

	10. Historical occurrence of coppices
	The locations were mainly arable fields or wooded pastures.

	11. Abandonment of coppicing
	-

	12. State of the site before coppice restoration
	The stands were originally overgrown fields or pastures with 50-100-year-old trees. Occasionally large pollard beeches (ca. 200 years old) occur, which are surrounded by oak, hornbeam and cherry.

	13. Current state of coppices
	At the moment, some locations resemble coppices.

	14. Dominant tree species
	Each location is different.

	15. Standards and underwood
	-

	16. Changes in biodiversity after coppice restoration
	Research is in an initial phase, so far no results are available. 

	17. Monitoring of processes and changes
	-

	18. Motivation
	Restoring and increasing biodiversity dependent on open forests. Such forests are absent in the White Carpathians, therefore the site also serves as an experiment. Management confirms to biodiversity priorities. For the goals of the project, wood pasture seems to be a better option. However, as a form of compromise, higher coppice stools are created.

	19. Aims
	The original aim was to create 100 ha of coppices. However, because the goal of the project is supporting biodiversity and it is not easy to find a compromise between the main goal and the financial gains from harvests for property owners, there will be probably only 30 ha.

	20. Problems, obstacles or conflicts
	To create coppices, the managers need to find larger contiguous pieces of land, which is difficult because of the structure of land ownership. Individual plots are small and scattered. Furthermore, land owners are not interested in coppicing. Workforce is also a problem, many people left mainly for the Vysočina region in connection with the bark beetle outbreak there.


7. Křivoklátsko PLA
	1. Nature protection and the characteristics of the coppice restoration site

	The locations where coppicing is being reintroduced are in Křivoklátsko PLA and in the so-called Lesnický park (forestry park) Křivoklátsko, which is part of Křivoklátsko PLA and was established by the owners of the local forests: FCR, Colloredo-Mannsfeld and the Czech Forestry Society (Česká lesnická společnost). Coppices in this area were established in the framework of a research project funded by the Grant Agency of FCR. The project was designed and led by Jan Kadavý from the Faculty of Forestry and Wood Technology at Mendel University, Brno. Coppices are being created at two locations. The one on Colloredo-Mannsfeld property has richer soils; the other, owned by FCR, is extremely dry. The locations also function as experimental sites.

	2. Owner of property where coppicing is being reintroduced
	Forest district Pustá seč: FCR
Forest district Vlastec: Colloredo-Mannsfeld

	3. Managing institution
	FCR, Colloredo-Mannsfeld


	4. Official land use
	Forest

	5. Forest category

	FCR: commercial forest, Colloredo-Mannsfeld: forest for special purposes

	6. Size of coppice forests
	ca. 2 ha (4 squares of 50x50m at both locations)


	7. Form of coppicing

	Coppice-with-standards: during harvests, a set number of standard trees are left standing. These trees reduce the negative effects connected to clear-cuts. It will depend on future managers whether they leave these trees, effectively whether they will aim for simple coppices or coppices-with-standards.

	8. Planned coppice cycle
	30 years are usually given but it is eventually up to the managers to decide.

	9. Beginning of coppice restoration
	The project itself started in 2017, harvests were carried out in late 2018 and early 2019.

	10. Historical occurrence of coppices
	First mentions of local coppices in historical documents already from the 13th and 14th centuries.


	11. Abandonment of coppicing
	Gradually after World War II, mostly after 1950.


	12. State of the site before coppice restoration

	Forest district Pustá Seč: high forest (lapsed coppices), oak stands with an admixture of larch, hornbeam, pine and beech. Forest district Vlastec: high forest, mixed stand with dominant sessile oak, admixture of beech, larch, lime, hornbeam, pine and spruce. 

	13. Current state of coppices

	Approximately 80 standards per hectare, the underwood is gradually forming from coppice shoots and generative regrowth. Both locations are fenced against grazing animals.

	14. Dominant tree species
	Sessile oak, hornbeam, small-leaved lime


	15. Standards and underwood
	Oak standards; lime, hornbeam and oak underwood


	16. Changes in biodiversity after coppice restoration

	Pustá seč: reintroduction was followed by good coppice regrowth by small-leaved lime, hornbeam and sessile oak. Species numbers grew but so did the number of archaeophytes and neophytes. At the same time, the number of rare species decreased. Coppicing led to a sharp increase in species diversity as a result of the overall growth in species numbers and also of similar values in tree and herb-layer cover. However, mainly dominants increased their cover in the herb-layer, which has led to decreasing diversity.
Colloredo-Mannsfeld: coppice regrowth was worse but the number of species grew more sharply than in Pustá seč. The number of archaeophytes and neophytes increased here as well. At the same time, some rare, red-listed species newly occurred both on the managed and the control plots. Coppicing led to a sharp increase in species diversity in the whole plant community as well as in the herb layer.

	17. Monitoring of processes and changes
	Thanks to a follow-up project funded by the Grant Agency of FCR, the site will be monitored by Kadavý and his colleagues.

	18. Motivation

	FCR wanted to reintroduce coppicing in order to have a site for demonstration and excursions, where they could show local methods of traditional forest management. Kadavý and colleagues saw the site as a significant opportunity to form coppices on FCR property and also to add a site with more extreme conditions to the existing ones.

	19. Aims
	To create a mosaic of different forest developmental phases.

	20. Problems, obstacles or conflicts

	No significant ones apparent. The biggest problem is grazing animals, because of which all plots need to be fenced in. But because plots are not too big and there are no plans to enlarge them, fencing is not a major problem.



8. Podyjí National Park 
	1. Nature protection and the characteristics of the coppice restoration site

	The two locations where coppicing is being reintroduced are in the Podyjí National Park: one at the village of Popice, the other, at Hnanice. They have different stand conditions, chosen partly so that they can be compared and contrasted. Popice: dry, nutrient-poor and acidic bedrock; relatively species poor; terrain not too rugged. Hnanice: nutrient-richer, more lime, larger trees of more species, more diverse terrain.

	2. Owner of property where coppicing is being reintroduced
	Czech Republic


	3. Managing institution
	Podyjí National Park


	4. Official land use 
	Forest

	5. Forest category
	Forest for special purposes

	6. Size of coppice forests

	48.3 ha


	7. Form of coppicing

	Coppice with standards. Tall trees are left standing mainly as hollow trees. In addition, the managers do not want the coups to receive full sunlight, therefore taller trees are left standing to create some shade.

	8. Planned coppice cycle

	20 or 40 years, decision to be made based on the growth rate of young shoots. So far 20 years appear to be favoured (but 40 years are included in the current forest management plan).

	9. Beginning of coppice restoration
	Winter of 2015/2016


	10. Historical occurrence of coppices
	The oldest documents are from the end of the 18th century. However, when an entire coppice stool was experimentally dug up, its age was estimated to be 800 years.

	11. Abandonment of coppicing
	Gradually from the end of the 19th century onwards. Active coppicing disappeared by the beginning of World War II.

	12. State of the site before coppice restoration

	Both locations were lapsed coppices. Popice: almost pure oak stand, old oak stools with large and twisted shoots. Hnanice: after several waves of singling out, the stand looks more like a high forest with more tree species. 

	13. Current state of coppices

	The oldest coups are rather closed, shoots may be 3 or 4 metres tall. New species, such as birch, pine, aspen, rowan, cherry, privet, wild rose, hawthorn and buckthorn, have appeared and usually strongly coppice. As a whole, there already exists a mosaic because each year a different part is cut.

	14. Dominant tree species
	Oaks at both locations.


	15. Standards and underwood

	Mostly oaks are left as standards but, if present, other tree species are left as well: pine, larch, birch, aspen, cherry. Most tree species present grow well as underwood.

	16. Changes in biodiversity after coppice restoration
	The biodiversity of herbs and possibly woody species rapidly increases after harvests. At the same time, beetle biodiversity (in most groups) also increased including several red-listed species. Some beetle groups, however, became less frequent.

	17. Monitoring of processes and changes

	Institutions involved: Institute of Botany of the Czech Academy of Sciences (vascular plants, site conditions), Mendel University (invertebrates, spiders, coppice regrowth ability), Masaryk University (saproxylic beetles). In addition, Robert Stejskal monitored butterflies and Orthoptera.

	18. Motivation

	To reestablish traditional management. In addition, to preserve and support biodiversity and introduce diversity into forest stands.

	19. Aims

	To create a mosaic-like spatial structure, where stands of various openness, height and age develop, which in turn support forest biodiversity. Because experiences are so far positive, the managers want to extend coppicing to include further locations.

	20. Problems, obstacles or conflicts

	At the beginning, coppicing was made difficult by ownership relations. A further problem is the appearance of invasive and ruderal species after cutting. In addition, lack of manpower.
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