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Abstract: Ecological restoration with a multispecies and multifunctional approach can accelerate
the re-establishment of numerous ecosystem services. The challenges with land that is degraded,
damaged, or destroyed post-mining are the low productivity of soil and the high potential for contam-
inants. Herein, we evaluated the multispecies and multifunctional approach to restoration strategy
through a mixture of woody and herbaceous species, microsymbiont and biochar amendments,
and plant spacing. The experiments were conducted using greenhouse and field trials located in
Quebec, Canada. We used a mixture of tree species (Alnus viridis (Chaix) DC. ssp. crispa (Aiton)
Turrill, Picea glauca (Moench) Voss, Populus tremuloides Michx. and Salix arbusculoides Andersson) and
herbaceous species (Avena sativa L., Festuca rubra L. and Trifolium repens L.) on two types of gold-mine
waste materials (fine tailing and waste rock). The biochar amendment and microbial inoculation were
applied on both greenhouse and field trials. We found both positive and negative effects of plant
spacing, biochar amendment and inoculation depending on their interactions. The net positive effect
was shown by combining high plantation density, biochar, and inoculation factors on Alnus viridis ssp.
crispa. Overall, plantation density was shown to be the most important factor in generating the net
positive effect. We suggest that the mechanism was correlated with the improvement in microclimate
through soil plant water conservation and microbial activity enhancement over soil temperature
modification. Hence, we propose to put emphasis on microclimate improvement for accelerating
the restoration processes, along with other combined factors, including microbial inoculation and
biochar amendment.

Keywords: restoration; facilitation; post-mining; plantation spacing; biochar; inoculation

1. Introduction

Since the industrial era, land degradation, damage and destruction (3D) (hereafter,
collectively referred to as degradation), have become some of the most significant environ-
mental problems globally. These problems have diminished the biodiversity, functioning
and resilience of ecosystems, which in turn negatively affects the resilience and sustainabil-
ity of social–ecological systems [1]. The tradeoffs between economic benefits and the loss
of ecosystem functions seem to be unsustainable in terms of natural resources. The ecologi-
cal restoration paradigm, which focuses on enhancing ecosystem services and increasing
resilience, is believed to be the best environmentally sustainable practice [2]. Accelerating
land restoration with similar principles could be beneficial considering the expansion in
demand for land and food [3].

Multi-species mixtures of trees and crops in agroforestry bring about a unique set of
ecological interactions that can be positive, neutral or negative among different species [4–6].
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If the agroforestry system formed by different multi-species mixtures of trees and crops
makes it more resilient, eases recovery from disturbances and accelerates successional
processes [2,7,8], then this system may in total accrue ecosystem goods and services greater
than the output of those species if they were grown separately on an equal area of land [5].
The multi-species approach has been suggested in restoration practices [9–12]. However,
the mechanism by which the species diversity and the ecosystem function is sometimes
confusing [13], and most of the restoration experiments have used the trial-and-error
approach [10], which makes it difficult to predict the optimum method in various cases.
Therefore, understanding both the biophysical processes and the mechanisms involved
in the allocation of resources is essential for the development of ecologically sound agro-
forestry systems that are sustainable, economically viable, and socially acceptable [4].

The diversity of the soil ecosystem has the same role as the diversity of aboveground
species in providing ecosystem services. A healthy soil ecosystem is formed by various
species of microorganism with specific roles and functions [14]. While some plants are hosts
for other symbiotic microorganisms, their existence and diversity are highly correlated [15].
The introduction of inoculation with mixed microorganism species is expected to restore
the soil ecosystem and ameliorate the soil conditions. At the same time, some microor-
ganisms are also able to extract contaminants from soil, which are often used in phytobial
remediation technologies [16,17]. Degraded post-mining soil is not an ideal material for
plant growth. The physico-chemical and microbiological characteristics of the materials are
too poor for optimal plant growth [18,19]. Fertilization may help the plant to grow better,
but it can be costly and not sustainable in ecological restoration [20]. The introduction of
soil amendments could be a sustainable option supporting plant growth, as it has been
shown to improve soil properties and functions relevant to agronomic and environmental
performance [21,22]. Hypothesized mechanisms for such a potential improvement are
mainly enhanced water and nutrient retention (as well as improved soil structure and
drainage). Furthermore, there is experimental evidence that soil microbial communities
and their activity, which have key roles in sustaining soil health and functioning, are
directly affected by the addition of biochar to soils [23–26].

Here, we evaluated the mixture of woody and herbaceous plant species with the intro-
duction of microsymbionts through inoculation and the application of biochar amendments
for accelerating the restoration processes. The spacing effect was also tested to find out the
interaction mechanism between the plant species and their micro-environment. The aim of
the research is to find the best method for the restoration of post-mining sites.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Biochar and Hydrogel Amendments

The biochar used in this experiment was the commercial Award-Maple-700 made
through pyrolysis of maple bark at 700 ◦C for 20 min from the company Award Rub-
ber (Windsor, QC, Canada). The physicochemical properties of the biochar are pH
8.39 ± 0.75, cation exchange capacity (CEC) 26.3 ± 2.2 cmol+ kg−1, C total 65.4%, ash
content 14.2%, N 0.58 ± 0.01%, P 805 ± 22 mg kg−1, Kexchangeable 8.09 ± 0.4 cmol+ kg−1,
Naexchangeable 2.03 ± 0.05 cmol+ kg−1, Mgexchangeable 2.23 ± 0.22 cmol+ kg−1, Caexchangeable

13.9± 1.6 cmol+ kg−1, Electrical Conductivity (EC) 0.48 dS m−1, total porosity 0.8 m3 m−3,
and true specific density (ρs)1.76 ± 0.03 g cm−3.

The commercial hydrogel from Solid Rain Corp. (San Diego, CA 92101, USA) was
used in this experiment. This hydrogel is a soil amendment with the main component
(C3H3KO2)n (potassium polyacrylate). This polymeric material, with its hydrophilic struc-
ture, can hold a large amount of water in its three-dimensional networks. We used a dosage
of 15 kg per hectare as recommended by the usage instructions of the product.

2.2. Plant-Microbial Organisms

The selected plant species were A. viridis subsp. crispa, P. glauca, P. tremuloides and
S. arbusculoides. These four species are native to North America region and are commonly
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found growing in the Abitibi-Témiscamingue region. Each of those species can be dominant
or codominant depending on the type of habitat [27]. The composition of the habitat may
change over time with the dynamics of the ecosystem and successional processes. In this
experiment, we combined all those four species at the initial stage and expected to obtain
the potential benefit of different species’ composition for accelerating restoration processes.
P. tremuloides and S. arbusculoides are the fastest-growing species, followed by A. viridis
subsp. crispa, which is also relatively fast-growing. The three species are light-demanding
species and are considered pioneer species, while P. glauca is slow-growing species and
is considered a mid- to late-successional species with shade-tolerant characteristics [28].
All the listed species are tolerant and adapted to poor soil and disturbed sites and are
often used for restoration and rehabilitation projects [19,28–31], especially A. viridis subsp.
crispa, which can grow well on poor soils because of its association with the nitrogen-fixing
actinobacterium Frankia spp. and mycorrhizal fungi [32]. Herbaceous species associations
were also included as one of the treatment factors. The herbaceous species included oat
(A. sativa), red fescue (F. rubra), and white clover (T. repens). A. sativa is a grass species that
is grown for its seeds for human consumption and as a livestock feed. The other grass
species F. rubra is known for its tolerance of heavy metal contamination and is often used
for phytoremediation in post-mining restoration [33]. T. repens is also quite tolerant of
heavy metal contamination and also has the ability to fix nitrogen with Rhizobia [34]. As a
legume species, T. repens can fix nitrogen up to 80 g N ha−1 h−1 in contaminated soil [34].
Apart from those benefits, herbaceous species have a faster turnover rate, which contributes
to soil organic accumulation, which can be advantageous for associated woody species.

Fine tailings and waste rocks have poor soil nutrients and organic matter, which may
limit microbial activity in these challenging materials. Therefore, we included microorganism
inoculation as part of the experimental factors. The microorganisms applied as inoculants
were Cadophora finlandia, Tricholoma scalptiratum, Azobacter chroococcum, Pseudomonas putida,
Frankia alni, and the commercial inoculum of arbuscular mycorrhizal fungus (AMF)
Rhizophagus irregularis produced by the Company Premier Tech Biotechnologies (Rivière-du-
Loup, QC, CA). The microorganisms were inoculated on tree seedlings based on their known
symbiotic associations as follows: C. finlandia, T. scalptiratum, A. chroococcum and P. putida
on P. glauca and S. arbusculoides; C. finlandia, P. putida, F. alni and R. irregularis on A. virdis;
T. scalptiratum, A. chroococcum, P. putida and R. irregularis on P. tremuloides. For the herbaceous
species, the inoculant was added to the hydroseeding mixture.

2.3. Greenhouse Mesocosm Experiment

The rectangular plastic containers of 34 cm× 54 cm× 18 cm were used as a mesocosm
experiment unit. They were filled with two types of waste gold mine materials (fine tailing
and waste rock). Biochar and Hydrogel amendments, a micro-symbiont inoculation, and
combination of tree and herbaceous crop species (HerbMix) were used. The experimental
design was a split–split plot with 3 blocks and 36 treatment combinations, resulting in a
total number of 108 experimental units. A mixture of woody species was randomly planted
in a Latin square arrangement, as shown in Figure 1, with 8 cm spacing. The purpose of
this arrangement was to give a balanced interaction for all 4 plants randomly allocated
amongst 16 plots, such that each species appears once in each of four column blocks and
once in each of four row blocks. For each species, we had 4 individual plants, where 3 were
planted on the border and another one inside the square.

The woody plants were first propagated for one week in small 10 × 20 mm pellets
Jiffy-7 Forestry (Stuewe & Sons, Inc., Tangent, ON 97389, USA). Half of the seedlings
were inoculated with specific microorganisms and planted in the designed containers.
The crops were planted using the hydro-seeding medium in which the specific symbiotic
microorganisms were mixed for the inoculation factor. Biochar was applied at a rate of
0.0075 m3/m2. The hydrogel was applied at 20 g/L of water mixed with soil.
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the interface of the soil surface and the flux chamber. The plant shoot and root biomass 
were harvested at the end of experiment, and the dry weight was measured. 
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Figure 1. Tree seedling plantation arrangements. The seedling positions are shown using colored
circles (gray shading), and the color legend shows different species.

Fertilization 20-8-20 (50 ppm) was applied once at the beginning of the experiment.
The temperature of the greenhouse was maintained at 23 ◦C (daytime) and 16 ◦C (night-
time), with an average humidity of 50%. The experiment was set up in June 2016 and lasted
for three months. After three months, soil respiration was measured using the LICOR
LI-6400XT Portable Photosynthesis, Fluorescence, Respiration System (Lincoln, NE 68504,
USA). The 6400-09 Soil CO2 Flux Chamber was installed on the LI-6400XT system for
measuring the CO2 flux from the soils. The soil core at a 6 cm depth was used as the
interface of the soil surface and the flux chamber. The plant shoot and root biomass were
harvested at the end of experiment, and the dry weight was measured.

2.4. Field Trials

The field trials were established on two mining sites, Sigma-Lamaque (now called
Eldorado Gold Lamaque, EGL) and Metanor Resources (now called BonTerra Resources,
BTR) in Abitibi-Témiscamingue region, Quebec, Canada. The location of these two mining
sites is shown in Figure 2. Two types of waste materials were selected: fine tailing and waste
rock. The field coordinates are 48◦06′38.4′′ N and 077◦44′44.74′′4 W (fine tailing—EGL),
48◦06′20.7′′ N and 077◦45′43.1′′ W (waste rock—EGL), 49◦29′40.1′′ N and 076◦08′49.9′′ W
(fine tailing—BTR), 48◦59′03.8′′ N and 075◦46′18.4′′ W (waste rock—BTR). The average
daily temperature at BTR site is 1 ◦C, with the temperature range between −23◦ and 23 ◦C.
The average precipitation is 702.3 mm and the snowfall 226.2 cm. The weather information
is based on data obtained between 1981 and 2010 from the Canada Environment and
Natural Resources website (http://climate.weather.gc.ca/climate_normals/index_e.html,
accessed on 1 March 2020). Our weather station installed in June 2016 at EGL site showed
the precipitation of 703.8 mm, with temperature range between −24.1◦C and 25.4 ◦C and a
mean annual temperature of 4.3 ◦C.

Gold mining operations produce waste materials such as soil, rock, and fine tailing
during gold extraction. Waste rock is often stored in heaps or dumps on the mine site.
Tailings are finely ground and can contain leftover processing chemicals such as arsenic (As).
These tailings are usually deposited in the form of a water-based slurry in tailings ponds that
are left to evaporate over time [35,36]. The tailings are often stored underwater to reduce
contact with the atmosphere and prevents oxidation [36]. In a dry climate, evaporation
from ponded tailings water and wet tailings can lead to a salinity concentration. The
tailings in our field sites are mainly composed of biotite and Fe (Taner et al., 1986). The
chemical analyses [37] are as follows: sulfur (0.48 to 0.51%), Al (5500 to 6100 mg kg−1), Ca
(21,000 to 23,000 mg kg−1), Fe (14,000 to 16,000 mg kg−1), Mg (4000 to 4500 mg kg−1), P (0
to 560 mg kg−1), and K (86 to 100 mg kg−1). Zn, Mn, Cu, Mo, and Na were found in low
concentrations and there was no N in the tailings. The pH of tailings was between 8.55
and 8.68. The arsenic (As) and cyanide concentrations were quite high (8 to 9 mg/kg and
3.7 to 6.3 mg/kg, respectively). Fine tailings have very low hydraulic conductivity in the
range of 10−4 to 10−5 cm/sec, with a grain size <74 µm [35], while waste rock has very high
hydraulic conductivity ranging from 10−1 to 102 cm/sec, with particles’ grain size ranging
from sand (625 µm–2 mm) to gravel-free particles (<2 mm) [36]. Soil material with large
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particle size and high hydraulic conductivity such as waste rock is not suitable for plant
growth. This material has a low water holding capacity and may lack water in dry periods.
Silty clay soil such as fine tailing with very low hydraulic conductivity is also not good
for plant growth. This silty clay can be sticky and plastic when wet and prone to drainage
problems but hard when dry [38]. Both materials have very extreme physico-chemical
properties that are not suitable for plant growth, and the ideal soil texture is between loam
and silt, with a pH between 5.8–6.5 [38].
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Figure 2. The site location at the gold mine in Quebec, Canada.

Set up of Experimental Design Field Trials

The field trial was set up as a split–split plot design arrangement. The trial had
12 combinations of factors and 4 replication blocks in each waste rock and fine tailing
sites on two mining sites, with a total of 192 plots. The treatment factors were biochar
amendment, micro-symbiont inoculation, and a combination of tree and herbaceous crop
species. The plot dimensions were 5 m × 8 m, and the tree plantation arrangement is
shown in Figure 3. The plant seedling position was arranged in a patch with different inner
spacings. Each patch contained 4 seedlings of different species: P. tremuloides, A. viridis
subsp. crispa, S. arbusculoides and P. glauca. The inner spacings were 20 cm × 20 cm,
40 cm × 40 cm and 60 cm × 60 cm with 4 replicates in each plot. Each block consisted of
8 plots with tree seedlings and 4 plots with herbaceous crops. The block was arranged from
the North (block 1) to the South (block 4) direction, and the distance between blocks was
4 m.

The seeds were germinated on 20 × 32 mm pellets Jiffy-7 Forestry in the greenhouse.
The pellet was made from peat and coir. After 3 months, half of the seedlings were
inoculated with specific microorganisms. The seedlings were then grown in the greenhouse
for 4 months. The seedlings were moved outside the greenhouse for one week before being
transported to the planting site. The planting took place in June 2016 and was monitored
for two growing sessions in September each year.
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The herbaceous crops were planted using hydro-seeding method with commercial
mulch Beno-Vert made from recycled paper (Soprema-Quebec, Quebec, QC, Canada). The
seedling rate ratio was based on the common seedling rate of oats (A. sativa) as a companion
crop, which is 50 to 75 kg/ha [39]. However, here, we increased the seedling rate ratio for
10% (84 kg/ha) to compensate for the higher mortality rate on degraded soil. For the other
herbaceous species, the weight ratio was adjusted for the same number of seeds as oats,
8 kg/ha for red fescue (F. rubra) and 4 kg/ha for white clover (T. repens). The application
used Beno-Vert and additional Beno-Tack, a vegetal adhesive for the complement binder.
The Beno-Vert application was 1500 kg/ha and Beno-Tack 60 kg/ha mixed with 250 g/ha
of 15-30-15 fertilizer in water (40,000 L/ha). Therefore, the crop seed composition was
8 kg/ha of red fescue seed, 4 kg/ha of white clover, and 84 kg/ha of oat seeds, mixed
with Beno-Vert solution. Biochar application was 75 m3/ha or about 20 ton/ha, mixed
with the soil on the surface down to 5 cm depth in fine tailing. The tilling machine was
used for mixing the biochar. On the waste rock site, the biochar was spread on the surface
without mixing.

Soil moisture sensors were installed in two blocks of fine-tailing material at the EGL
site. The probes were installed at 15 cm and 30 cm depths on each experiment plot within
the two blocks. Lysimeters were also installed on the same blocks at a 15 and 30 cm
depth, and water was sampled weekly. A weather station was also installed on this site to
measure daily precipitation rate, air temperature, relative humidity, and soil moisture (at
15 cm depth).

2.5. Statistical and Data Analyses

The data collected in the field trials were stem diameter and height increments for
tree species. The herbaceous plants were not measured because they only grew during the
first growing season. The plant diameter was measured at the ground surface level. The
measurement was performed at the beginning of the experiment (June 2016), in September
2016 for the first growing season, and in September 2017 for the second growing season.
Since data were collected in a shorter time range (4 months) during the first growing season
and could have been biased due to the adaptation factors, we decided to use only growth
data from the second growing season (one-year growth). Apart from that, we also excluded
the height increment data because we found bias on some plants that were broken and/or
re-sprouting, resulting in negative increments and high variabilities.

For all statistical analyses, we used the general linear mixed-effects regression model
for a split–split plot design [40,41]. The fitting uses the restricted maximum likelihood
(REML) method from the lme4 package [42] in R Statistic software (version 4.2.1, Vienna,
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Austria) [43] for both greenhouse experiments and field trials with unbalanced data. A
general statistical term with the assumption of fixed-effect (α, β) and split–split plot factors
(∅, ρ, δ) is as follows [40]:

ydhijqrt = µ + θh + αi + (∅2)q2
+ (ρ2)r2

+ εW
d(h) + β j + αβij + (∅3)q3

+ (∅2∅3)q2q3

+(ρ3)r3
+ (ρ2ρ3)r2r3

+ εSS
ijq3r3(dhq2r2)

+ δt + (βδ)jt + εSS
t(dhijqr) ,

θh ∼ N
(
0, σ2

θ

)
, εW

d(h) ∼ N
(
0, σ2

W
)
, εS

ijq3r3(dhq2r2)
∼ N

(
0, σ2

S
)

, εSS
t(dhijqr) ∼ N

(
0, σ2

SS
) (1)

θh’s, εW
d(h)’s, εSS

ijq3r3(dhq2r2)
’s, εSS

t(dhijqr)’s are mutually independent.
d, h, i, j, q, r, t are the observation levels for each corresponding factor.
The dependent variable for greenhouse experiments are dry plant biomass and

root:shoot ratio. The fixed effects are tailings, soil supplement, inoculation, and herbaceous
mixture (HerbMix). The random effects on a split–split plot design are inoculation nested
under supplements, under tailings, and under blocks. The statistical term for lmer method
on R software is as follows [40,41]:

Y = Tailings * Supplement * Inoculation * HerbMix + (1|Block/Tailings/Supplement/Inoculation) + ε (2)

where Y is a dependent variable for plant biomass and the shoot:root ratio.
The field trial data analyses excluded the spacing factor on the waste rock site because

the planted seedlings had a mortality of up to 80%, which made the spacing arrangement
no longer consistent. The analysis was then split into two regression models, with the
spacing factor (fine tailing only) and without the spacing factor (fine tailing and waste rock).

The dependent variable for field trials was the plant diameter growth. The fixed effects
are species, tailings, initial diameter (InitDiameter), biochar, inoculation, and herbaceous
mixture (HerbMix). The random effects on the split–split plot design were herbaceous
mixture nested under inoculation under biochar, under blocks, under tailings, and under
site location. The statistical term for the lmer method on R software is as follows:

Growth = Species * Tailings * InitDiameter * Biochar * Inoculation * HerbMix + (1|Location/Tailings/Block/Biochar/Inoculation/HerbMix) + ε (3)

The statistical term for field trials with the inclusion of spacing effect on fine tailing
only (removing the tailings factor) is as follows:

Growth = Species * InitDiameter * Biochar * Inoculation * HerbMix * Spacing+ (1| Location/Block/Biochar/Inoculation/HerbMix) + ε (4)

The plot of marginal effects interaction terms is displayed with error bars showing the
95% confidence intervals, unless mentioned otherwise in the captions.

3. Results
3.1. Greenhouse Experiment

The woody species were not grown in the greenhouse experiment, and the average
survival rate was only about 10% in the mesocosms. Thus, species-specific aboveground
biomass data analysis was only applied to herbaceous crop species, but the total above-
and below-ground biomass was for all species, including the woody species.

The total biomass was dominated by A. sativa and seemed to be higher in fine tailing
than in waste rock material, as shown in Figure 4. Waste rock material has low water
retention and high hydraulic conductivity, which may lead to nutrient leaching with
daily watering. On the other hand, fine tailing has high water retention, which allows he
conservation of nutrients, but the retention was too high to permit penetration of the water
deeper in the soil. This fact seems only beneficial for herbaceous crop species with shallow
fibrous root characteristics.
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Figure 4. (a) Dry weight biomass and shoot:root ratio of herbaceous and woody species, compared
between fine tailing and waste rock growth materials after 3 months of growth. The loess regression
curve shows a tendency of constant shoot:root ratio on bigger plants. (b) The biomass yield of
herbaceous species on fine tailing material tends to be higher compared to that on waste rock material.

The statistical analysis is shown for fixed effects in Table S1 and for random effects
in Table S2. The total biomass has a significant interaction between herbaceous mixing
with tailings as well as herbaceous mixing and amendments. The shoot:root ratio was
shown to be lower on waste rock material (Figure 4), which could be an indicator of higher
limitations of nutrients compared to fine tailing material. However, statistically, we found
no correlation between the shoot:root ratio with all treatment factors in our experiment
(Table S1), although in Figure 3, we can see some differences between tailing materials.
The stunted seedlings of the tree treatment (perennial species) with a low survival rate,
caused a high variability in the shoot:root ratio, and thus the statistical results for the tree
treatment should be interpreted cautiously.

Figure 5 shows that some interaction effects of the main factors on the total biomass
were significant, but we could not find other slightly significant effects on the interactions
between some main effects at p < 0.05 (see Table S1). Herein, the biochar amendment had a
negative effect on total biomass, while hydrogel showed a slightly positive effect but as not
significant at p < 0.05.
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The measured soil temperature using the LICOR temperature sensor showed that the
biochar treatment has a slightly higher temperature. Our assumption is that biochar might
increase the soil surface temperature (by lowering the soil albedo), which may accelerate
the evaporation and limit the available water for the plant.

The inoculation showed a positive effect on biomass yield (p < 0.01). The consistent
effect between fine tailing and waste rock materials showed that microbial inoculation
helped accelerate plant growth in both tailing materials. The positive effect of tree species
inclusion on total biomass could be more due to the additional biomass from tree species.
However, the analysis of the aboveground biomass of herbaceous species also showed
the same positive effect on the inclusion of tree species, suggesting that there could be an
indication of facilitative effects from tree species. In a separate analysis, we found that the
benefits of the addition of tree species are higher with biochar treatment, thus suggesting
that the inclusion of tree species might help in reducing the negative effect of biochar on
soil surface temperature. Since we did not observe this specific effect of biochar on this
aspect, this hypothesis might need to be verified with another experiment.

3.2. The Field Trials

The plant mortality was high at the waste rock site (60% at Sigma and 80% at Metanor),
while fine tiling showed a better survival rate (2% and 10% mortality on the Sigma and
Metanor sites, respectively) during the first month after initial planting. Surprisingly, the
rest of the plants on the waste rock were able to survive until the second growing session
with a mortality of less than 10%. Thus, we assumed that the cause of high mortality (up to
80%) was only during the initial adaptation to the transplant shock, which could be due
to the harsh climate and worse soil conditions on the waste rock material. The spacing
analysis was then excluded for the waste rock materials as it no longer had the proper
spacing arrangement.

We analyzed plant diameter increment as dependent variable, and the factors of
species, initial diameter, time of measurement, soil material, biochar, inoculation, and
species mixing. The analysis of the variance table is shown in Tables S3 and S5, while
the standard deviation for random effect is shown in Tables S4 and S6. Table S3 is the
analysis of variance for all data on waste rock and fine tailing but without the spacing
factor, while Table S5 is the analysis of variance for fine tailing only with the inclusion of
the spacing factor.

We found interactions between all factors (p < 0.01) and that it is difficult to interpret
all the interactions at once. Thus, we used the marginal interaction effect from the model
analysis. The interaction was mostly consistent between fine tailing and waste rock tailings.
Figure 6 shows the marginal interaction effect for each plant species and tailings with
biochar treatment on plant diameter increments.

The marginal interaction effect in Figure 6 shows that A. viridis subsp. crispa has the
biggest diameter increment compared to the other tree species (P. glauca, P. tremuloides and
S. arbusculoides). The inoculation treatment had a positive effect on A. viridis subsp. crispa
but showed no significant effect on P. glauca or S. arbusculoides. The inoculation effect was
the opposite between fine tailing and waste rock on P. tremuloides.

Biochar showed positive interactions with inoculation treatment on fine tailing for
A. viridis subsp. crispa and P. tremuloides (Figure 6). However, the effect was the opposite on
waste rock for A. viridis subsp. crispa. The interaction of biochar and inoculation seems to
have no significant effect on the rest of the species.

The effect of biochar was found to be negative in a greenhouse experiment on herba-
ceous biomass in both fine tailing and waste rock tailings (Figure 5). Thus, the biochar effect
varies depending on the plant species and environment. Figure 6 showed that the biochar
effect also differed for various plant spacings. The various effect also applies to inoculation
treatment on different plant species, the environment, and plant spacings. Hence, the
interaction cannot be interpreted easily because of the ecophysiological complexity of plant
responses to the different amendments and plant spacings.
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The spacing treatment showed unexpected results, as shown in Figure 7. The plant
mixing with the highest density or the smallest inner spacing did not necessarily show the
lowest growth rate because of higher competition. Only S. arbusculoides without biochar
and P. tremuloides without biochar and inoculation showed the positive linear trend with
the spacing. For most other interactions, the growth rate was shown to be decreasing from
the largest spacing (60 × 60 cm) to the middle spacing (40 × 40 cm) and increasing again
with the smallest spacing (20 × 20 cm), except for S. arbusculoides.

Different responses were also shown by A. viridis subsp. crispa and P. tremuloides with
biochar and inoculation treatments, with an increasing growth rate from the largest spacing
to the intermediate spacing and a decreasing effect for the smallest spacing. The greatest
soil water loss was observed with the smallest spacing, where competition dominated,
while facilitation was observed at the intermediate spacing and little to no interactions for
the largest plant spacing.

The positive balance between competitive and facilitative effects was also amplified
by the addition of biochar and inoculation treatments (Figure 7). The positive response of
A. viridis subsp. crispa and P. tremuloides with the biochar and inoculation treatments at
40 × 40 cm spacing showed the impact of density or spacing configuration on the inter-
action of the treatments (Figure 7). The 40 × 40 cm spacing was the optimum spacing for
A. viridis subsp. crispa and P. tremuloides, where a balance is achieved between competition
and facilitation.

The addition of herbaceous crop plants did not show a significant effect on woody
plant growth (Figure 8), except one noted interaction shown on herbaceous crops and
inoculation treatment on A. viridis subsp. crispa. Without inoculation, the herbaceous plants
tend to improve the growth rate of A. viridis subsp. crispa. The herbaceous plants may
perform as a cover crop in this case, which maintains the evaporation and soil surface
temperature around the woody plants. However, the plant response changed when the
inoculation was added, thereby improving the herbaceous growth and the competitive
effect on the perennial woody plant.
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4. Discussion

The physical characteristics of the fine tailing with very high moisture retention [44]
and very low hydraulic conductivity [35] were not ideal for plant growth. The particle size
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was between that of clay and silt, which has a high water content at permanent wilting
point (±27%) [45]. The soil moisture content at 15 cm below the surface was always below
30% for the whole year based on our measurements. Although the site had a mean rainfall
of 700 mm, the soil moisture never reached the field capacity level (±40%), suggesting that
the water was unable to infiltrate the soil.

Fine tailing and waste rock soil tailing had inadequate characteristics for plant growth
in both greenhouse and field trials. The tree species exhibited better survival than herba-
ceous species in the field trial after two growing sessions, and better survival in the field
trial than in the greenhouse trial. This can be explained by the fact that the woody perennial
species used in the field trials are native and ecologically well adapted to the boreal Forest
of Abitibi-Témiscamingue region, while the herbaceous species were species that were
allochthonous to the region. These results corroborate those of [19,46], who showed the
importance of using ecologically well-adapted native mycorrhizal fungi with their host
plants for a successful long-term revegetation program. On the other hand, the herbaceous
species showed better growth in the greenhouse experiment. Indeed, because of the over-
growth of the herbaceous species, the perennial woody plant species were suppressed in
our greenhouse mesocosm experiment since the first month of plantation, although these
annual herbaceous crop species started dying after 3 months of experiment time. Plant
seedling size was shown to be important for the survivability and adaptability of tree
species. While the biochar and inoculation treatments did not influence plant survivability,
they did have an effect on the biomass yield productivity.

4.1. Biochar Amendment

Biochar is a highly stable and rich source of carbon and is a potential carbon sink in
relation to climate change mitigation [47]. Biochar is also known as a soil amendment for
improving the soil’s properties and functions in agronomic applications [47–49]. It has
the capacity to enhance the water and nutrient retention and improves soil structure and
drainage [47]. There is evidence of an effect of biochar on microbial activity and plant
symbiosis, which improve crop productivity [47,49]. The possible mechanisms involved
include the immobilization of plant-available N, and the mineralization of labile, high-C-
to-N fractions of biochar into microbial biomass [48]. Other possible mechanisms are the
alteration of soil physico-chemical properties, mycorrhiza helper bacteria, plant–fungus
signaling interference and detoxification of allelochemicals on biochar, and provision of
refugia from fungal grazers [26,50].

In opposite to those reports above, our greenhouse experiment with biochar amend-
ments showed a negative effect on total biomass yield (Figure 4). In fact, the plants did
not benefit from the improvement in soil water retention physical characteristics by the
biochar, while the control plants grew better with only daily watering treatment. The field
trials also showed a negative effect of biochar without the inoculation treatment. However,
when combined with inoculation in the field trial, the biochar showed a positive effect,
especially on A. viridis subsp. Crispa and P. tremuloides (Figure 6). However, surprisingly,
the effect became negative with bigger spacing (60 × 60 cm), when the plant competition
was lower. This could mean that the biochar and inoculation effect was less strong than
the effect of density. At the same time, we also noted the positive effect of density in
our trials, which could be due to an improvement in the microclimate condition due to
higher density [51–53].

There was another effect of biochar amendment on soil, which was the reduction in
soil albedo [54]. The lower albedo of biochar can make the soil warmer, which can result in
more soil water evaporation compared to the higher albedo, resulting in a negative effect
on plant growth. Some interesting results on the effect of biochar on soil temperature in the
temperate zone have shown that it can increase the average soil temperature, but it has a
lower temperature on the hottest day of the year [55]. This means that biochar was also
able to stabilize the soil temperature in an extreme zone. The stable soil temperature was
favorable for the plant and also for the soil microbial activity [56]. The improvement in
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microbial activity in warmer soil could be another interaction mechanism between biochar
and microbial inoculation in our field trial experiments.

4.2. Microbial Inoculation

A healthy soil ecosystem is formed by various microbial species with specific roles
and functions [14]. We believe that soil ecosystem biodiversity is as important as above-
ground biodiversity. We also believe that above- and belowground biodiversity is highly
correlated, as some microorganisms may require specific host plants [15]. Thus, provid-
ing the mixture of root inoculants for the plants is expected to introduce and increase
below-ground biodiversity. The mixture of microbial processes is expected to regulate the
nutrient mineralization, biological nitrogen fixation, and other functions that can improve
soil physico-chemical and microbiological properties [57–59].

The inoculation treatment showed a positive effect on plant growth in the green-
house experiment. It had a slightly positive interaction with biochar, although it was
not significant. The inoculation was beneficial for plant growth in both fine tailings and
waste rock tailings. Since the mining waste tailings are mostly deprived of beneficial
microorganisms [18], the inoculation with beneficial microbes was shown to be a good
way of introducing beneficial symbiotic microorganisms into these challenging reclamation
tailings, as reported in other studies [19].

The field trials showed a similar positive effect of microbial inoculation on A. viridis
subsp. crispa and P. tremuloides, but not for P. glauca and S. arbusculoides. The different
responses could be due to the specificity and efficiency of different microsymbionts [19].
The symbiotic relationship can range from parasitism to true mutualism depending on the
microsymbiont, the plant host, and the soil fertility [59–61]. Alnus viridis subsp. crispa as an
ectomycorrhizal plant benefits symbiotic mutualism due to both nitrogen-fixing Frankia
actinomycete and mycorrhizal fungi [32]. P. tremuloides is not a nitrogen-fixing plant but
can form both ectomycorrhizal and arbuscular mycorrhizal [62] and benefit from the co-
occurrence of the mycorrhizal network with A. viridis subsp. crispa [63–65]. This hypothesis
can be explored by another specific experiment involving P. tremuloides, A. viridis subsp.
crispa and their interaction with mycorrhiza.

The benefit of inoculation on A. viridis subsp. crispa and P. tremuloides was shown to be
enhanced by the addition of biochar. Biochar is known as a soil amendment that provides a
good environment for mycorrhiza colonization [49,66,67]. However, the direct mechanism
of how it affects mycorrhizal dynamics is still unclear [49]. The known mechanism in corre-
lation with mycorrhiza is through soil chemical and physical alteration [48,49]. Another
possible mechanism is through the soil temperature stabilization by the reduction in soil
albedo, as discussed above. In fact, the microorganisms are known to be sensitive to soil
temperature and microclimate conditions [56,68–71].

4.3. Mixed System Interactions

The field trials showed a positive effect of the herbaceous crop on tree species without
inoculation treatment. One of the reasons for this finding is the well-known role of cover
crops in reducing the evapotranspiration [72]. The herbaceous crops became disadvanta-
geous and competitive to the woody perennial species when the inoculation treatment was
applied (Figure 8). The literature on the use of bioinoculants in agroforestry systems is very
scanty [73]. We conducted the first test on the use of bioinoculants in boreal agroforestry
in the context of ecological restoration of post-mining areas with the aim of improving
nutrient availability for plants while reducing the use of inorganic or organic fertilizers,
pesticides, and water. More research is needed in that area to develop a broad conceptual
framework and methodology that is supported by robust scientific data for the large-scale
use of bioinoculants in the ecological restoration industry.

In general, we also found the positive effect of density which is supported by the
principles of “Allee” effect in ecological theory [52,74,75]. The positive effect on higher
density could be explained by the below-ground facilitative mechanism or aboveground
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microclimate improvement. The improved microclimate could be an important factor on
spacing configuration, which correlates with the sensitivity of microorganisms on soil
temperature and the effect of biochar on soil albedo [55,56].

We found that the interactions between components in mixed systems were not
straightforward and required a comprehensive scenario for the intervention of the system.
Figure 9 shows the ecophysiological complexity of plant responses to the different inter-
actions between the factors that we studied in our experiment. The addition of biochar,
inoculation treatment, and herbaceous crops could improve plant growth, and at the same
time, it can have negative effect. The planting density treatment not only affects the plant
competition, but also alters the microclimate around the plants. These conditions may
change as the plants grow and yield different outcomes in the long term. The modeling
effort can help estimate the growth dynamics in this restoration processes at the later stages.
Some aspects that need to be considered in the long-term stages are the nutrient cycle
and phytoremediation processes. The species mixing and planting configuration are other
elements that need to be considered in the modeling scenario.
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Soil temperature, soil cover, evaporation, and evapotranspiration affect soil water
availability. Therefore, the comparison of volumetric water content between biochar-
amended and control soils in field experiments may be confounded by indirect effects, that
is, on plant growth and soil thermal properties. In addition to the chemical stabilization of
nutrients, the modification of the physical structure of the bulk soil may result in biochar not
simply increasing the capacity of soil to retain water, but also nutrients in the soil solution.
The multispecies approach has shown some advantages in our restoration experiment.
Mixing species at the early stage of planting proved to have no significant effect on spacing
competition, although the outcome can differ in the later stages, when the plant is growing
and both aboveground and below-ground competition occurs. At the early stage, we
found a positive balance between plant competition and microclimate improvement on
high-density plantation. Another facilitative effect was shown on the inoculation treatment
between A. viridis subsp. crispa and P. tremuloides. Alnus viridis subsp. crispa may have
served as a nurse species for P. tremuloides through mycorrhizal network associations.
The addition of herbaceous crop species showed a positive effect on the perennial plant
growth rate through their function as cover crops. In the long term, we expect to find
more interactions between the species through their functions on nutrient cycling and
successional dynamics.

The positive effect of plant density confirms the “Allee” effect, which showed the
benefit of living in groups for inducing the facilitation within individuals [52]. The practical
implementation of high-density planting can be very costly. The proposed “Nucleation”
method introduced by [51] could be a low-cost alternative. The seedlings are planted
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in patches or “islands” to facilitate forest recovery that is less expensive than planting
large areas. However, a study in tropical forest restoration in Costa Rica highlighted the
importance of broad spatial replicated studies to account for high variability and make
generalizable restoration recommendations [76]. The improvement in microclimate on high-
density cluster planting is known to increase the survivability of the seedlings [51,77,78].
The combination with other enabling biotechniques such as microbial inoculation and
biochar amendment may improve the whole successional process. Reinstalling the biologi-
cal life through microbial inoculation of seedlings planted in reconstructed anthroposols
after mining operations has shown successful plant growth and health and improved
soil quality [19,32].

Biochar has the capacity to increase the hydraulic conductivity on the soil or tailings
with very fine grain size, such fine tailing waste tailings, and at the same time, it is also
able to reduce the hydraulic conductivity on the tailings with large particle size such
as waste rock [48,49,79]. Biochar also reduces the soil albedo, which may increase the
average soil surface temperature [54,55]. Warmer soil temperature can have negative
effects on some ecosystems, but it seems to be advantageous for colder climate zones, as
warmer soil temperature may increase the soil microbial activity and accelerate the plant
recovery processes [56].

To improve the microclimate, it is suggested focus be placed on the initial planting,
along with planting configuration and multispecies approach. In the long term, the nutrient
cycle, phytoremediation processes and successional dynamics are some other aspects that
are also important. The combination of annual and perennial plants in agroforestry systems
can be applied to accelerate the nutrient cycle and successional processes for forest recovery
of severely disturbed ecosystems [3]. The herbaceous crops serve as cover crops for sup-
porting other woody plants [72,80]. We believe that this multispecies and multifunctional
approach can be advantageous for ecological restoration projects of mining sites.

5. Conclusions

There were both positive and negative effects on plant spacing, biochar amendment
and inoculation, depending on their interactions. The net positive effect was shown by
combining high plantation density, biochar and inoculation factors on Alnus viridis ssp.
crispa. Overall, planting density was shown to be the most important factor in generating
a net positive effect. We suggest that the mechanism was correlated with microclimate im-
provement through soil plant water conservation and microbial activity enhancement over
soil temperature modification. Hence, we propose emphasizing microclimate improvement
for accelerating the restoration processes, along with other combined factors, including
microbial inoculation and biochar amendment.
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spacing effect. The total observation data is 2795; Table S5: Type III Analysis of Variance Table with
Satterthwaite’s method on diameter growth of tree species on fine tailing only with the inclusion of
spacing factor; Table S6: The standard deviation of random effect factors on split-split plot design for
regression model on data group of fine tailing with spacing effect. The total observation data is 2132.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization and methodology, D.H.A., S.A. and D.P.K.; formal analysis,
D.H.A. and M.v.N.; writing—original draft preparation, D.H.A.; writing—review and editing, all
authors. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/f14040856/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/f14040856/s1


Forests 2023, 14, 856 16 of 19

Funding: This research was funded by Fonds de recherche du Québec—Nature et technologies
(FRQNT). Project number: MI-193447.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: Not applicable.

Acknowledgments: We thank Marie-Eve Beaulieu, Marie R. Coyea, Francois Larochelle and Marie-
Andrée Paré for their lab and greenhouse work. We thank Martin Beaudoin Nadeau, Sébastien Lange,
Marc Guimont, Roudy Jean, Stephen Fredrick Omondi, Chantal Giroux, Léonie Côté, Catherine Ruest,
Gabriel Grenier, André Gagné and Ira Ratna Sari for their fieldwork. This research was supported
by a joint research program on sustainable development in the mining sector developed by Fonds
de recherche du Québec—Nature et technologies (FRQNT) in collaboration with Quebec’s Ministry
of Natural Resources and Forests. We thank the mining companies Bonterra (formerly Ressources
Métanor), Eldorado Gold (formerly Integra Gold), and Fournier et Fils for their logistical support.
NSERC Discovery Grant (DPK) and GECA Environnement (SA) supports are also acknowledged.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Gann, G.D.; McDonald, T.; Walder, B.; Aronson, J.; Nelson, C.R.; Jonson, J.; Hallett, J.G.; Eisenberg, C.; Guariguata, M.R.; Liu,

J.; et al. International Principles and Standards for the Practice of Ecological Restoration. Second Edition. Restor. Ecol. 2019,
27, S1–S46. [CrossRef]

2. Choi, Y.D.; Temperton, V.M.; Allen, E.B.; Grootjans, A.P.; Halassy, M.; Hobbs, R.J.; Naeth, M.A.; Torok, K. Ecological Restoration
for Future Sustainability in a Changing Environment. Ecoscience 2008, 15, 53–64. [CrossRef]

3. Vieira, D.L.M.; Holl, K.D.; Peneireiro, F.M. Agro-Successional Restoration as a Strategy to Facilitate Tropical Forest Recovery.
Restor. Ecol. 2009, 17, 451–459. [CrossRef]

4. Jose, S.; Holzmueller, E.J.; Gillespie, A.R. Tree–Crop Interactions in Temperate Agroforestry. In North American Agroforestry: An
Integrated Science and Practice; American Society of Agronomy, Inc.: Madison, WI, USA, 2009; pp. 57–74.

5. Atangana, A.; Khasa, D.; Chang, S.; Degrande, A. Tropical Agroforestry; Springer: Dordrecht, The Netherlands, 2014; ISBN 978-94-007-7722-4.
6. Ong, C.K.; Black, C.R.; Wilson, J. (Eds.) Tree-Crop Interactions: Agroforestry in a Changing Climate, 2nd ed.; CAB International:

Wallingford, UK; Boston, MA, USA, 2015; ISBN 978-1-78064-511-7.
7. Solbrig, O.T. Plant Traits and Adaptive Strategies: Their Role in Ecosystem Function. In Biodiversity and Ecosystem Function;

Schulze, E.-D., Mooney, H.A., Eds.; Ecological Studies; Springer: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany; New York, NY, USA, 1994;
ISBN 978-3-540-55804-0.

8. Leakey, R. Environmental Resilience and Agroforestry. In Agroforestry-The Future of Global Land Use; Springer: Berlin/Heidelberg,
Germany, 2012; pp. 11–12.

9. Palmer, M.A.; Ambrose, R.F.; Poff, N.L. Ecological Theory and Community Restoration Ecology. Restor. Ecol. 1997, 5, 291–300.
[CrossRef]

10. Palmer, M.A.; Zedler, J.B.; Falk, D.A. Ecological Theory and Restoration Ecology. In Foundations of Restoration Ecology; Springer:
Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 2006; pp. 3–26.

11. Martínez-Garza, C.; Howe, H.F. Restoring Tropical Diversity: Beating the Time Tax on Species Loss. J. Appl. Ecol. 2003, 40, 423–429.
[CrossRef]

12. Lamb, D. Regreening the Bare Hills; World Forests; Springer: Dordrecht, The Netherlands, 2011; Volume 8, ISBN 978-90-481-9869-6.
13. Swift, M.J.; Izac, A.-M.N.; van Noordwijk, M. Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services in Agricultural Landscapes—Are We Asking

the Right Questions? Agric. Ecosyst. Environ. 2004, 104, 113–134. [CrossRef]
14. Paul, E.A. Soil Microbiology, Ecology and Biochemistry; Academic Press: Cambridge, MA, USA, 2014; ISBN 0-12-391411-6.
15. van der Heijden, M.G.A.; Klironomos, J.N.; Ursic, M.; Moutoglis, P.; Streitwolf-Engel, R.; Boller, T.; Wiemken, A.; Sanders, I.R.

Mycorrhizal Fungal Diversity Determines Plant Biodiversity, Ecosystem Variability and Productivity. Nature 1998, 396, 69–72.
[CrossRef]

16. Weyens, N.; van der Lelie, D.; Taghavi, S.; Vangronsveld, J. Phytoremediation: Plant–Endophyte Partnerships Take the Challenge.
Curr. Opin. Biotechnol. 2009, 20, 248–254. [CrossRef]

17. Ali, H.; Khan, E.; Sajad, M.A. Phytoremediation of Heavy Metals—Concepts and Applications. Chemosphere 2013, 91, 869–881.
[CrossRef]

18. Bois, G.; Piché, Y.; Fung, M.Y.P.; Khasa, D.P. Mycorrhizal Inoculum Potentials of Pure Reclamation Materials and Revegetated
Tailing Sands from the Canadian Oil Sand Industry. Mycorrhiza 2005, 15, 149–158. [CrossRef]

19. Nadeau, M.B.; Laur, J.; Khasa, D.P. Mycorrhizae and Rhizobacteria on Precambrian Rocky Gold Mine Tailings: I. Mine-Adapted
Symbionts Promote White Spruce Health and Growth. Front. Plant Sci. 2018, 9, 1267. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1111/rec.13035
https://doi.org/10.2980/1195-6860(2008)15[53:ERFFSI]2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1526-100X.2009.00570.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1526-100X.1997.00543.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2664.2003.00819.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2004.01.013
https://doi.org/10.1038/23932
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.copbio.2009.02.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2013.01.075
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00572-004-0315-4
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2018.01267


Forests 2023, 14, 856 17 of 19

20. Nadeau, M.B.; Quoreshi, A.; Khasa, D.P. Ecological Restoration and Bioremediation of Canadian Mining Boreal Ecosystems. In
Microbes for Restoration of Degraded Ecosystems; Bagyaraj, D.J., Jamaluddin, Eds.; New India Publishing Agency: Delhi, India, 2016;
pp. 259–284. ISBN 978-93-85516-66-5.

21. Joseph, S.; Lehmann, J. Biochar for Environmental Management: Science and Technology; Earthscan: London, UK, 2009; ISBN 1-84407-658-X.
22. Woolf, D.; Amonette, J.E.; Street-Perrott, F.A.; Lehmann, J.; Joseph, S. Sustainable Biochar to Mitigate Global Climate Change. Nat.

Commun. 2010, 1, 56. [CrossRef]
23. Ogawa, M. Symbiosis of People and Nature in the Tropics. III. Trop. Agric. Using Charcoal. Farming Jpn. 1994, 28, 21–35.
24. Rondon, M.A.; Lehmann, J.; Ramírez, J.; Hurtado, M. Biological Nitrogen Fixation by Common Beans (Phaseolus vulgaris L.)

Increases with Bio-Char Additions. Biol. Fertil. Soils 2007, 43, 699–708. [CrossRef]
25. Steiner, C. Biochar Carbon Sequestration; University of Georgia, Biorefining and Carbon Cycling Program: Athens, Greece, 2008;

p. 30602.
26. Warnock, D.D.; Lehmann, J.; Kuyper, T.W.; Rillig, M.C. Mycorrhizal Responses to Biochar in Soil–Concepts and Mechanisms.

Plant Soil 2007, 300, 9–20. [CrossRef]
27. Barbour, M.G.; Billings, W.D. (Eds.) North American Terrestrial Vegetation, 2nd ed.; Cambridge University Press: Cambridge, UK,

2000; ISBN 978-0-521-55027-7.
28. Abrahamson, I. Picea Glauca, White Spruce. In Fire Effects Information System; USDA, Forest Service, Rocky Mountain Research

Station, Fire Sciences Laboratory: Ft. Collins, CO, USA, 2015.
29. Esser, L.L. Salix Arbusculoides. In Fire Effects Information System; USDA Forest Service, Rocky Mountain Research Station, Fire

Sciences Laboratory: Ft. Collins, CO, USA, 1992.
30. Howard, J.L. Populus Tremuloides. In Fire Effects Information System; USDA Forest Service, Rocky Mountain Research Station,

Fire Sciences Laboratory: Ft. Collins, CO, USA, 1996.
31. Matthews, R.F. Alnus Viridis Subsp. Crispa. In Fire Effects Information System; USDA Forest Service, Rocky Mountain Research

Station, Fire Sciences Laboratory: Ft. Collins, CO, USA, 1992.
32. Roy, S.; Khasa, D.P.; Greer, C.W. Combining Alders, Frankiae, and Mycorrhizae for the Revegetation and Remediation of

Contaminated Ecosystems. Can. J. Bot. 2007, 85, 237–251. [CrossRef]
33. Wong, M.H. Metal Cotolerance to Cooper, Lead, and Zinc in Festuca Rubra. Environ. Res. 1982, 29, 42–47. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
34. Rother, J.A.; Millbank, J.W.; Thornton, I. Nitrogen Fixation by White Clover (Trifolium repens) in Grasslands on Soils Contaminated

with Cadmium, Lead and Zinc. J. Soil Sci. 1983, 34, 127–136. [CrossRef]
35. Aubertin, M.; Bussiere, B.; Chapuis, R.P. Hydraulic Conductivity of Homogenized Tailings from Hard Rock Mines. Can. Geotech. J.

1996, 33, 470–482. [CrossRef]
36. Kossoff, D.; Dubbin, W.E.; Alfredsson, M.; Edwards, S.J.; Macklin, M.G.; Hudson-Edwards, K.A. Mine Tailings Dams: Characteris-

tics, Failure, Environmental Impacts, and Remediation. Appl. Geochem. 2014, 51, 229–245. [CrossRef]
37. Nadeau, M.B. Development of a New Green Technology for the Revegetation of Abandoned Gold Mine Tailings Using Specific Symbionts

Associated with Picea Glauca; Mémoire de Maîtrise, Département des Sciences du Bois et de la Forêt, Université Laval: Québec, QC,
Canada, 2015.

38. Gardner, C.M.; Laryea, K.B.; Unger, P.W. Soil Physical Constraints to Plant Growth and Crop Production; Land and Water Development
Division, Food and Agriculture Organization: Rome, Italy, 1999.

39. Lanini, W.T.; Orloff, S.B.; Vargas, R.N.; Orr, J.P.; Marble, V.L.; Grattan, S.R. Oat Companion Crop Seeding Rate Effect on Alfalfa
Establishment, Yield, and Weed Control. Agron. J. 1991, 83, 330. [CrossRef]
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