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Abstract: Plant phenology - timing of cyclical or seasonal biological events - has proven to be a very 

sensitive indicator for climate change impacts. The phenology of many plant species has been 

advanced by warming, with earlier spring species being more sensitive. To understand better the 

driving factors of the changing phenology we investigated the phenology of different wild growing 

geophytes in the Carpathian Basin for three consecutive years. The study has been carried out as an 

ex situ experiment in two different mesoclimatic sites, one in the Gödöllő Botanical Garden of the 

Hungarian University of Agriculture and Life Sciences (average temperature 11,35 °C), other in the 

Eötvös Loránd University Botanical Garden, Füvészkert in the central part of Budapest (average 

temperature 13,16 °C). During the experiment 5 replicates of 5 wild growing geophytes were 

examined. The results show an advance of 3.64 days in Budapest, with strong variation across species. 

The earliest flowering species didn’t bloom (Galanthus nivalis) or died (Eranthis hyemalis) by the 3rd 

year in the site Budapest. If global warming continues, this advance and negative effects on wild 

growing plant species might be more serious in the future. 

 
Keywords: Reproductive phenology, ex situ, climate change, heat island, botanical garden, temperate 

zone, early-spring. 

1. Introduction 

Climate change rises global temperatues, thus influencing ecosystem processes 

(Peñuelas 2017). On average, the world has already warmed 1.1 °C, affecting natural 

ecosystems in Europe and everywhere on Earth (IPCC, 2022). The observed trend 

of warming at a global or local scale can have serious implications on living 

organisms. Warming will decrease suitable habitat area for current terrestrial 

ecosystems and change their composition (IPCC, 2022). In Europe, more than half 

of the vascular plant flora may become endangered by the year 2080 as a result of 
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climatic changes (Thuiller et al. 2005). Based on current research it seems that 

climate change can no longer be stopped. Therefore, it is crucial to investigate 

possible adaptations (Li et al. 2019). 

Plant phenology, the timing of seasonally recurring phenomena in plants 

(Schwartz 2013) has proven to be a very sensitive indicator for climate change 

impacts (Sparks 2002, Cleland 2007). Climate can strongly influence phenology by 

speeding up or delaying events such as emergence, peak activity and reproduction 

(Sherry et al. 2007, Wolkovich 2021). Phenology of many plant species has been 

already advanced by warming (Sparks et al. 2000, Fitter and Fitter 2002, Parmesan 

and Yohe 2003, Elzinga et al. 2007, Bertin 2008, Szabó et al. 2016, Neumann & 

Czóbel 2021). Changes in the plant reproductive period also have important 

consequences on the reproductive success of populations, and thus on their dynamics 

(Sherry et al. 2007). For example, changes in flowering time may disrupt plant–

pollinator interactions, particularly when the pollinators are seasonal (e.g. insects), 

and reduce seed production of plants and food resources to the pollinators, thereby 

influencing the survival and success of both species (Fitter & Fitter, 2002). Many 

studies have reported species-specific phenological shifts in response to climate 

change (Forrest & Miller- Rushing, 2010; Renner & Zohner, 2018) and found that 

phenological timing in early-spring bloomers were more responsive to warming than 

mid- or late-spring bloomers (Fitter and Fitter 2002, Menzel et al., 2006; Miller-

Rushing & Primack, 2008, Kubov et al 2022). Insect-pollinated plants tended to have 

greater advancement of flowering than wind-pollinated plants (Fitter and Fitter, 

2002), annuals demonstrated greater advancement than perennials (Fitter and Fitter, 

2002).  

Many studies in middle and high latitudes demonstrate that the temperature is 

the main driving force and interannual modulator of phenological change, while 

other factors (e.g. photoperiod, precipitation etc.) only play a secondary role as 

limiting factors (Szabó et al. 2016, Wolkovich 2021). Among several environmental 

factors (light, moisture, temperature) that can affect bulb development, temperature 

has been established as playing a predominant role in controlling growth and 

flowering in bulbs (Khodorova and Boitel-Conti 2013). Besides that, for early spring 

geophytes the number of frosty days and snowmelt has an important effect on both 

leafing and flowering phenology, controlling spring soil temperature and moisture 

(Eppich et al 2009, Snopková & Hýrošová 2017, Bandoc et al. 2022). 

Temperature sensitivity or phenological sensitivity, which is expressed as the 

date of phenological event change for per degree Celsius change of temperature 

(days /°C), has been widely used to characterize the plants’ responses to changed 

temperature (Wang et. al 2015, Zhang et al. 2015). Since the temperature sensitivity 

of plant phenological stages determines the magnitude of phenological shifts in 

response to future climate warming, more attention has been paid to it, both in 

observational records and warming experiment studies (Wolkovich et al. 2012). 

Slow-colonizing forest understorey plants are probably not able to rapidly adjust 

their distribution range following largescale climate change. Therefore, the 

acclimation potential to climate change within their actual occupied habitats will 
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likely be key for their short- and long-term persistence (deFrenne et al. 2010). This 

makes it particularly important to study the responses of these species to climate 

change. Nevertheless, relatively few studies have addressed the phenological events 

of geophytes as a life form (Tarasjev 1997, Turisova et al. 2007, Eppich et al 2009, 

Thomson 2010, Khodorova and Boitel-Conti 2013, Szabó et al. 2016, Snopková & 

Hýrošová 2017, Crișan et al. 2018, Puchałka et al. 2022). 

Shifts in the phenological events of geophytes in the Carpathian Basin (Central 

Europe) are particularly poorly documented, with a few exceptions coming from the 

works of Eppich 2009, Szabó et al 2016, Neumann & Czóbel 2021). 

Urban climate conditions are considered similar to the changing global climate 

conditions; therefore, many researchers study urbanized areas as small-scale 

experiments, or models, of global climate change (Ziska et al., 2003). Thus the urban 

environment is suitable for the application of the Space for Time substitution 

method. Which method encompasses analyses in which contemporary spatial 

phenomena are used to understand and model temporal processes that are otherwise 

unobservable, most notably past and future events. This method is used to predict 

the effects of climate change on biodiversity, identifying general trends, therefore its 

application saves time and money compared to long-term studies. (Pickett 1989, 

Blous et al. 2013) Thus, it is key to examine the patterns and shifts in the patterns of 

flowering phenology in urban areas compared with rural ones. Cities are strongly 

affected by climate change. 

As part of the research, we examined the phenology of 5 geophyte species wild 

growing in the Carpathian Basin in two areas with different mesoclimates, in an ex 

situ experiment. We assumed (i) that first flowering, and the end of flowering will 

occur earlier at the site with a higher average temperature, while (ii) the lenght of 

flowering will longer the in the area with a higher average temperature. Furthermore, 

we examined to what temperature and other climatic factors besides the average 

annual temperature influence the time of occurrence of the different phenophases. 

2. Materials and methods 

2.1. Study sites 

The study was carried out in two different mesoclimatic sites, one of which 

located in the Gödöllő Botanical Garden of Hungarian University of Agriculture and 

Life Sciences (47°35’36.2"N 19°22’06.2"E, 250 m elevation) (Szirmai et al. 2014), 

while the other in the Eötvös Loránd University Botanical Garden in the central part 

of Budapest (Budapest 47°29’05.6"N 19°05’05.7"E, 114 m elevation) (Orlóci et al 

2019). Within a radius of 250 m around the two botanical gardens, the following 

local climate zones (LCZ) are present. In Budapest: LCZ 5 - Open mid-rise 60%, 

LCZ 6 - Open low rise 20% LCZ 2 - Compact mid-rise 20%. In Gödöllő: LCZ A - 

dense trees 40%, LCZ D - low plants 50%, LCZ 6 - Open low-rise 10% (Stewart & 

Oke 2012, http1). The Gödöllő site is next to a natural forest fragment, part of the 

4.5 hectar botanical garden. The Budapest site is located in the 3,1 hectar Füvészkert. 

During the three-year experiment the average air temperature was 11.35 °C and 

the average annual precipitation was 475.1 mm in Gödöllő Botanical Garden, while 
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in the Eötvös Loránd University Botanical Garden the average air temperature was 

13.16 °C and an average annual precipitation was 527.4 mm. There was therefore a 

difference of 1.81 °C between the three-year average temperature of the two 

botanical gardens. We used this value to calculate the phenological sensitivity. A 

homogeneous patch was created for each selected species in the two sites. 

 

2.2. Methods 

To examine the effect of the different mesoclimatic environments on the 

phenology of geophyte species. We selected 5 different, (in the Carpathian Basin 

wild growing geophyte species: two early-spring bloomers Galanthus nivalis L., 

Eranthis hyemalis L., and three mid- and late spring bloomers Iris pumila L., 

Convallaria majalis L., and Polygonatum multiflorum L. To maximize genetic 

conformity, vegetatively propagated specimens from the same location were used. 

The specimens were grown in standardized pots with a diameter of 14 cm, and were 

signed individually. All selected species were pollinated by insects. 5 repetitions 

were used for each species at both sites. 

The ex situ experiment were set-up between December 2019 and February 2020 

The Galanthus nivalis and Eranthis hyemalis specimens were introduced in autumn 

2020, so we have data from 2021. The same soil mixture and irrigation protocol was 

used for every specimen at both sites. The plants were watered twice a week in spring 

and autumn and daily in summer to keep them well hydrated. 

Measurements were taken for each specimens on the same day and weekly basis 

at both sites for 3 consecutive years. The experiment period covers the interval 

between March of 2020 and December of 2022. 

We used the average temperature difference (1.81 °C) between the two locations, 

mesured during the three years of the experiment, to calculate the phenological 

sensitivity. It means the difference in the appearance of a phenophase (the time 

interval) was divided by 1.81 to get the phenologycal sensitivity. For example in case 

of one day difference the phenologycal sensitivity is 1 day/1.81 °C = 0.55 day/°C. 

 

2.3. Measurements of biotic data 

The species used for the experiment all have solitary flower. We recorded the 

number of buds, flowers and fruits by every uniqly signed plant specimen (numbered 

pots), at both site on a weekly basis. 

 

2.4 Measurements of abiotic data (environmental parameters) 

The meteorological data were collected by AgroSense base weather station (Sys-

Control Kft, Budapest, Hungary) installed at both sites at the end of 2020 (Figure 1). 

For the year 2020 the data (daily mean temperature and daily sum of precipitation) 

of the nearest station of the Hungarian Meteorological Service (Lágymányos for 

Budapest and Aszód for Gödöllő) were used. 
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Figure 1: Climatic conditions of the sites during the duration of the experiment 

(March 2020 – Dec. 2022): monthly variation of mean air temperature (a) and sum 

of precipitation (b) 

2.5. Statistical analysis 

Data recording and basic data compilation was carried out in Microsoft Excel 

365 online version and all statistical analyses were performed using freely available 

software R, version 4.2.2. (R Core Team R 2022), together with RStudio script editor 

(RStudio Team 2015). For advanced data processing, the additional packages 

“tidyverse” (Wickham et al. 2019), “dplyr” (Wickham et al. 2023) and “scales” 
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(Wickham et al. 2022)were also used.Package “ggplot2” (Wickham et al. 2016) was 

used for creating advanced statistical graphs. 

3. Results 

The relatively short flowering period of the species, and occasional non-

flowering or mortality, resulted in relatively low element counts. 

Figure 2: Date of beginning of flowering (first flower) at both sites. The letters a 

and b are for the mean values (green numbers), differing letters indicate a statistical 

significance difference at 5% significance level. The letter n is for the sample size. 

Standard deviation is shown on the top of the columns. 

 

The appearanace of the first flower (Figure 2) occurred earlier for 4 of the 5 

species in all three years at the warmer Budapest site. The difference is significant 

in 2 species. One species, Eranthis hyemalis, showed the opposite effect, the 

beginning of flowering was earlier at the Gödöllő site, but the difference is not 

significant. In the case of this species, the result is influenced by the fact that the 

individuals of the species died at the Budapest site by 2022, so they did not bloom 

here that year at all, while they did in Gödöllő. On average, the time of the 

appearanace of the first flower at the Budapest location is day of year (DOY) 95.20, 

while at the Gödöllő location DOY 98.84, the difference is 3.64 days. A virágzás 

hossza átlagosan 10.52 nap volt a budapesti helyszínen, míg 8.22 a gödöllői 

helyszínen, the difference is 2.3 days. Phenological sensitivity: 2.01 day/°C. 
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Figure 3: End of flowering. The letters a and b are for the mean values (green 

numbers), differing letters indicate a statistical significance difference at 5% 

significance level. The letter n is for the sample size. Standard deviation is shown 

on the top of the columns. 

 

The end of flowering (Figure 3) occurred earlier for 3 of the 5 species in all three 

years at the warmer Budapest site. The difference is significant in 2 species – with 

earlier end of flowerint at the Budapest site, and in one species with earlier end of 

flowerint at the Gödöllő site. 

On average, the time of the end of the flowering at the Budapest location is DOY 

105.72 while at the Gödöllő location DOY 107.06, the difference is 1.34 days. 

Phenological sensitivity: 0.74 day/°C. On average, the lenght of flowering at the 

Budapest location was 10.52 days, while at the Gödöllő location 8.22 days, the 

difference is 2.3 days. Phenological sensitivity: 1.27 day/°C. 

4. Discussion 

Considering all species, the first flower appeared at the Budapest location on 

DOY 95.20, while at the Gödöllő location on DOY 98.84. The difference is 3.64 

days which indicates a phenological sensitivity of 2.01 days/°C. On average, the end 

of the flowering occured at the Budapest site on DOY 105.72 while at the Gödöllő 

site on DOY 107.06. The difference is 1.34 days, which indicates a phenological 

sensitivity of 0.74 days/°C. The difference between the sensitivity of the beginning 

and the end of flowering amounts to a difference of 2.72 times, where the srtonger 

one is the sensitivity of the beginning of the flowering. It means, that the lenght of 

flowering was in Budapest 10,52 days long, while in Gödöllő 8,22 days long. The 

difference between the phenologycal sensitivity of the beginning and the end of 
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flowering results in a longer flowering period at the site with a higher average 

temperature. This is in contrast to previous research (Miller-Rushing et al. 2009, 

Sherry et al. 2011, Bock et al. 2014, Nagahama et al. 2018), which found that higher 

temperatures shorten flowering time. 

However, it is worth examining the early bloomer species (Galanthus nivalis 

and Eranthis hyemalis) and the mid- and late-bloomer species (Iris pumila, 

Convallaria majalis and Polygonatum multiflorum) separately. Regarding the early 

bloomer geophytes, the first flower appeared on average on DOY 62.75 in Gödöllő 

and on DOY 64.9 in Budapest. It means, the flowering advanced 2.15 days at the site 

with the lower average temperature, in contrary to previous researches (Sparks et al. 

2000, Fitter and Fitter 2002, Parmesan and Yohe 2003, Elzinga et al. 2007, Bertin 

2008, Szabó et al. 2016, Neumann & Czóbel 2021). There are several reasons for 

this. On the one hand, there was little data available, as the early geophytes only 

arrived in the second year of the experiment, and on the other hand, the fact that the 

early geophyte specimens at the Budapest site were dead by 2022 may have put a 

damper on the data. If we consider only the year 2021, when both early species 

flowered at both sites, the onset of flowering is DOY 54 and 47.5 in Budapest, values 

that are consistent with the general trend of earlier flowering in areas with higher 

average temperatures (Sparks et al. 2000, Fitter and Fitter 2002, Parmesan and Yohe 

2003, Elzinga et al. 2007, Bertin 2008, Szabó et al. 2016, Neumann & Czóbel 2021). 

Fitter et al. (1995) found that early-flowering species are very variable, regarding 

the flowering onset dates. The early bloomers showed the end of flowering on DOY 

79.35 in Gödöllő and on 73.5 in Budapest. It results in a lenght of flowering of 16.6 

days in Gödöllő and 8.6 days in Budapest. It means that the flowering period was 

shorter at the site with the higher average temperature which is In line with the 

previous research (Miller-Rushing et al. 2009, Sherry et al. 2011, Bock et al. 2014, 

Nagahama et al. 2018). It means a phenological sensitivity of 4,42 days/°C.  

Regarding the mid- and late bloomer geophytes, the first flower appeared on 

average on DOY 122.9 in Gödöllő and on DOY 115.4 in Budapest. The difference 

is 7.5 days, which indicates a phenological sensitivity of 4.14 days/°C. It is line with 

previous research, Fitter et al. (1995) found that high spring temperatures advanced 

flowering by a mean of 4 days per degree. The end of flowering occured on DOY 

125.5 in Gödöllő and on DOY 127.2 in Budapest. The difference is 1,7 days, 

surprisingly with earlier occurance at the Gödöllő site with the lower average 

temperature. This indicates a phenological sensitivity of -0,94 days/°C. The lenght 

of flowering was in Budapest 11,8 days long, while in Gödöllő 2,6 days long. This 

is in contrast to previous research (Miller-Rushing et al. 2009, Sherry et al. 2011, 

Bock et al. 2014, Nagahama et al. 2018), which found that higher temperatures 

shorten flowering time. 

Previous research found that ephemerals, early-spring bloomers, and insect-

pollinated plants in these environments tend to be more sensitive and show a greater 

advancement than perennials, mid- or late-spring bloomers, and wind-pollinated 

plants. It is line with other reserches (Fitter and Fitter 2002, Nail and Wu 2006). To 

find out, a longer-term, multi-species study would be needed.  
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Changes in the phenology of different native geophyte species due to climate 

change will bring about various other changes and will challenge native 

conservation. De Frenne et al. (2011) found that understorey species will probably 

advance with increasing temperatures in the future, the effects on growth and 

reproductive performance are species-dependent. It is in line with our findings. de 

Frenne et al. (2011) conlcluded that these divergent responses of understorey plants 

could alter future forest understorey dynamics inculded community assembly. The 

phenological shift can cause several problems, some also related to the nature 

conservation. Zettlemoyer et al. (2019) found that warming-led non-native species 

were likely to flower earlier and more plastic to temperature than the natives. 

Phenology will alter temporal overlap between plants and pollinators. can cause 

mismatches between plants and their pollinators (Forrest 2015). Warming caused 

shortened winter periods, alongside decreasing snow cover duration, increase late 

spring frosts frequency (Liu et al., 2018; Zohner et al., 2020), which can negatively 

afect plant growing conditions in spring. 

Acknowledgments 

The research was supported by the Doctoral School of Environmental Sciences 

of the Hungarian University of Agriculture and Life Sciences. We are grateful Ildikó 

Pándy, the Hungarian University of Agriculture and Life Sciences’ head of Gödöllő 

Botanical Garden, and László Papp, botanist in ELTE Botanical Garden, for the 

professional and technical help during experimental set-up. Special thank goes to 

Enikő Szentpéteri and Márk Pozsonyi for the enormous help by taking care of the 

plants during the experiment. 

 

 

References 
Bandoc G., Piticar A., Patriche C., Roșca B., Dragomir E.(2022): Climate Warming-Induced Changes 

in Plant Phenology in the Most Important Agricultural Region of Romania. Sustainability. 14: 

2776. https://doi.org/10.3390/su14052776 
Bertin Robert I. (2008): “Plant Phenology and Distribution in Relation to Recent Climate Change.” 

The Journal of the Torrey Botanical Society. 135 (1): 126–46. JSTOR, 

http://www.jstor.org/stable/20063966. 
Blois J.L.,Williams J.W., Fitzpatrick M.C., Jackson S.T., Ferrier S. (2013): Space can substitute for 

time in predicting climate-change effects on biodiversity. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 110, 9374–

9379. 1220228110 https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1220228110 

Bock A., Sparks T. H., Estrella N., Jee N., Casebow A., Schunk C., Menzel A. (2014): Changes in 

first flowering dates and flowering duration of 232 plant species on the island of Guernsey. 

Global Change Biology. 20(11): 3508–3519. doi:10.1111/gcb.12579  

Cleland EE., Chuine I., Menzel A., Mooney HA., Schwartz MD.(2007): Shifting plant phenology in 

response to global change. Trends Ecol Evol. 22 (7):357-65. doi: 10.1016/j.tree.2007.04.003. 

Crișan I., Stoie A., Buta E., Cantor M.(2018): Flowering phenology of some Iris species in the 

UASVM Cluj agrobotanical garden, Romanian Biotechnological Letters, 2018, Vol. 23, No. 

3, 2018 

De Frenne P., Brunet J., Shevtsova A., Kolb A., J Graae B., Chabrerie O., Ao Cousins S., Decocq G., 

De Schrijver A., Diekmann M., Gruwez R., Heinken T., Hermy M., Nilsson C., Stanton S., 

Tack W., Willaert J., Verheyen K. (2011): Temperature effects on forest herbs assessed by 

https://doi.org/10.3390/su14052776


Review on Agriculture and Rural Development 2023 vol. 12 (1-2) 

warming and transplant experiments along a latitudinal gradient, Global Change Biology, vol. 

17, issue 10, pp. 3240-3253, 2011, doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2486.2011.02449.x 

Elzinga J.A., Atlan A., Biere A., Gigord L., Weis A.E., Bernasconi G. (2007): Time after time: 

flowering phenology and biotic interactions. Trends Ecol Evol. 22 (8): 432-9. doi: 

10.1016/j.tree.2007.05.006. Epub 2007 Jun 15. PMID: 17573151. 

Eppich B., Dede L., Ferenczy A., Garamvölgyi Á., Horváth L., Isépy I., Priszter Sz, Hufnagel L. 

(2009): Climatic effects on the phenology of geophytes. Applied Ecology and Environmental 

Research. 7. 253-266. https://doi.org/10.15666/aeer/0703_253266 

Fitter AH., Fitter RS.(2002): Rapid changes in flowering time in British plants. Science. 31: 

296(5573):1689-91. doi: 10.1126/science.1071617. PMID: 12040195. 

Fitter A.H., Fitter R. S. R., Harris I. T. B., Williamson M. H. (1995): Relationships Between First 

Flowering Date and Temperature in the Flora of a Locality in Central England. Functional 

Ecology. 9 (1): 55–60. JSTOR, https://doi.org/10.2307/2390090. 

Forrest J., Miller-Rushing AJ.(2010): Toward a synthetic understanding of the role of phenology in 

ecology and evolution. Philos Trans R Soc Lond B Biol Sci. 2010 Oct 12;365(1555):3101-12. 

doi: 10.1098/rstb.2010.0145. PMID: 20819806; PMCID: PMC2981948. 

Forrest J.R.K. (2015): Plant–pollinator interactions and phenological change: what can we learn about 

climate impacts from experiments and observations?. Oikos, 2015, 124: 4-13. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/oik.01386 

IPCC 2022: Climate Change 2022: Impacts, Adaptation and Vulnerability. Contribution of Working 

Group II to the Sixth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change 

[H.-O. Pörtner, D.C. Roberts, M. Tignor, E.S. Poloczanska, K. Mintenbeck, A. Alegría, M. 

Craig, S. Langsdorf, S. Löschke, V. Möller, A. Okem, B. Rama (eds.)]. Cambridge University 

Press. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, UK and New York, NY, USA, 3056 pp., 

doi:10.1017/9781009325844. 

Khodorova NV., Boitel-Conti M. (2013): The Role of Temperature in the Growth and Flowering of 

Geophytes. Plants (Basel). 2(4):699-711. doi: 10.3390/plants2040699. PMID: 27137399; 

PMCID: PMC4844387. 

Kubov M., Schieber B. Janík R.(2022): Effect of Selected Meteorological Variables on Full 

Flowering of Some Forest Herbs in the Western Carpathians. Atmosphere 195. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/atmos13020195 

Liu Q., Piao S., Janssens I.A., Fu Y., Peng S., Lian X., Ciais P., Myneni R.B.,, Pe˜nuelas J., Wang T.: 

(2018): Extension of the growing season increases vegetation exposure to frost. Nat. 

Commun., 9: 426. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017- 02690-y. 

Menzel A., Sparks T. H., Estrella N., Koch E., Aasa A., Ahas R., Almkübler K., Bissolli P., 

Braslavská O., Briede A., Chmielewski F. M., Crepinsek Z., Curnel Y., Dahl Å., Defila C., 

Donnelly A., Filella Y., Jatczak K., Måge F., Mestre A., Nordli Ø., Peñuelas J., Pirinen P., 

Remišová V., Scheifinger H., Striz M., Susnik A., van Vliet AJH., Wielgolaski FE., Zach S., 

Zust A. (2006): European phenological response to climate change matches the warming 

pattern. Global Change Biology, 12, 1969–1976. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486. 

2006.01193.x  

Miller-Rushing A. J., & Primack R. B. (2008): Global warming and flowering times in Thoreau's 

concord: A community perspective. Ecology, 89: 332–341. https://doi.org/10.1890/07-0068.1 

Miller-Rushing A.J. & Inouye D.W. (2009): Variation in the impact of climate change on flowering 

phenology and abundance: An examination of two pairs of closely related wildflower species. 

American Journal of Botany, 96: 1821-1829. https://doi.org/10.3732/ajb.0800411  

Nagahama A., Kubota Y. & Satake A. (2018): Climate warming shortens flowering duration: a 

comprehensive assessment of plant phenological responses based on gene expression analyses 

and mathematical modeling. Ecological Research, 33: 1059–1068. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11284-018-1625-x 

Neil K., Wu J. (2006): Effects of urbanization on plant flowering phenology: A review. Urban 

Ecosystem, 9: 243–257. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11252-006-9354-2 

https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/link_gateway/2011GCBio..17.3240D/doi:10.1111/j.1365-2486.2011.02449.x
https://doi.org/10.15666/aeer/0703_253266
https://doi.org/10.2307/2390090
https://doi.org/10.1111/oik.01386
https://doi.org/10.3390/atmos13020195
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486
https://doi.org/10.3732/ajb.0800411
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11284-018-1625-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11252-006-9354-2


Review on Agriculture and Rural Development 2023 vol. 12 (1-2) 

Orlóci L.; Kiszel P.; Solymosiné László I.; Papp L. (2019): Delectus Seminum Sporarum 

Plantarumque Horti Botanici Universitatis Hungariae. Eötvös Lórand Tudományegyetem. 

Botanikus Kertje Universitatis Scientiarum Hungariae de Lorand Eoetvoes Nuncupatae, 165th 

ed.; Füvészkert Alapítvány (Foundation): Budapest, Hungary, 36p. 

Peñuelas J., Ciais P., Canadell J.G. et al. (2017): Shifting from a fertilization-dominated to a warming-

dominated period. Nature Ecology and Evolution, 1: 1438–1445, 

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41559-017-0274-8  

Pickett S.T.A. (1989): Space-for-Time Substitution as an Alternative to Long-Term Studies. In: 

Likens G.E. (eds) Long-Term Studies in Ecology. Springer, New York, NY. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4615-7358-6_5 

R Core Team R. A Language and Environment for Statistical Computing; R Foundation for Statistical 

Computing: Vienna, Austria, (2022); Available online: http://www.R-project.org/ (accessed 

on 15 March 2023). 

Puchałka R., Klisz M., Koniakin S., Czortek P., Dylewski Ł., Paź-Dyderska S., Vítková M., Sádlo J., 

Rašomavičius V., Čarni A., De Sanctis M., Dyderski M. K., (2022): Citizen science helps 

predictions of climate change impact on flowering phenology: A study on Anemone nemorosa, 

Agricultural and Forest Meteorology, 325: (2022) 109133, ISSN 0168-1923, 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agrformet.2022.109133. 

Renner S. S., & Zohner C. M. (2018). Climate change and phenological mismatch in trophic 

interactions among plants, insects, and vertebrates. Annual Review of Ecology, Evolution, and 

Systematics, 49, 165– 182. https://doi.org/10.1146/annur ev-ecols ys-11061 7-062535  

RStudio Team. RStudio: Integrated Development for R; RStudio Inc.: Boston, FL, USA, 2015; 

Available online: http://www.rstudio.com/ (accessed on 15 March 2023). 

Sherry Rebecca A. et al. (2007) Divergence of reproductive phenology under climate warming, J 

Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, P 198-202, V 104, N 1, 

doi:10.1073/pnas.0605642104 

Sherry R. A., Zhou X., Gu S., Arnone J. A. III, Johnson D. W., Schimel D. S., Verburg P. S.J., Wallace 

L. L. & Luo Y. (2011): Changes in duration of reproductive phases and lagged phenological 

response to experimental climate warming, Plant Ecology & Diversity, 4:(1) 23-35, DOI: 

10.1080/17550874.2011.557669  

Snopková Z., Hýrošová T. (2017): Snow cover and its influence on the beginning of flowering of 

snowdrop (Galanthus nivalis L.) at the international phenological station (gpm) in Banská 

Bystrica over the period from 2003 to 2017 In Snow an ecological phenomenon, Smolenice, 

Slovakia, 19th – 21st September 2017. 

Sparks T., Jeffree E. & Jeffree C. (2000): An examination of the relationship between flowering times 

and temperature at the national scale using long-term phenological records from the UK. Int J 

Biometeorol 44: 82–87. https://doi.org/10.1007/s004840000049 

Sparks T.H. and Menzel A. (2002): Observed changes in seasons: an overview. Int. J. Climatol., 22: 

1715-1725. https://doi.org/10.1002/joc.821 

Stewart D., Oke T.R. (2012) Local Climate Zones for Urban Temperature Studies :Bulletin of the 

American Meteorological Society Volume 93, Issue 12: 1879–1900 https://doi.org/10.1175/ 

BAMS-D-11-00019.1 

Szabó B., Vincze E., Czúcz B. (2016): Flowering phenological changes in relation to climate change 

in Hungary. Int J Biometeorol. 60(9):1347-56. doi: 10.1007/s00484-015-1128-1. Epub 2016 

Jan 14. PMID: 26768142. 

Szirmai O., Horel J., Neményi A., Pándi I., Gyuricza C.S., Czóbel Sz. (2014): Overview of the 

collections of the first agrobotanical garden of Hungary. Hung. Agric. Res. 23: 19–25. 

Tarasjev A. (1997), Flowering phenology in natural populations of Iris pumila. Ecography, 20: 48-

54. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0587.1997.tb00346.x 

Thomson JD. (2010): Flowering phenology, fruiting success and progressive deterioration of 

pollination in an early-flowering geophyte. Philos Trans R Soc Lond B Biol Sci. 2010 Oct 

12;365(1555):3187-99. doi: 10.1098/rstb.2010.0115. PMID: 20819812; PMCID: 

PMC2981941. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4615-7358-6_5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agrformet.2022.109133
https://doi.org/10.1080/17550874.2011.557669
https://doi.org/10.1007/s004840000049
https://doi.org/10.1002/joc.821
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0587.1997.tb00346.x


Review on Agriculture and Rural Development 2023 vol. 12 (1-2) 

Turisova I., Snopková Z., Škvareninová J. (2007). Priestorová Analýza Nástupu Začiatku Kvitnutia 

Convallaria Majalis L. Na Strednom Slovensku. 114. 978-80. 

Verbényiné Neumann, K.; Czóbel Sz. (2021): Comparative study of flowering phenology of selected 

plant life forms in urban and rural environments. Preliminary results, pp. 25-36 Columella — 

Journal of Agricultural and Environmental Sciences Vol. 8. No.1 (2021) p. 65, DOI: 

10.18380/SZIE.COLUM.2021.8.1.25 

Wickham H. Ggplot2: Elegant Graphics for Data Analysis; Springer: New York, NY, USA, 2016; 

213p. 

Wickham H., Averick M., Bryan J., ChangW., McGowan L., François R., Grolemund G., Hayes A., 

Henry L., Hester J. et al. (2019): Welcome to the tidyverse. J. Open Source Softw, 4: 1686. 

Wickham H., Francois R., Henry L., Müller K., Vaughan D. Dplyr (2023): A Grammar of Data 

Manipulation. R Package Version 1.1.0. 2023. Available online: https://CRAN.R-

project.org/package=dplyr (accessed on 15 March 2023). 

Wickham H., Seidel D. Scales (2022): Scale Functions for Visualization. R Package Version 1.2.1. 

2022. Available online: http://CRAN.R-project.org/package=scales (accessed on 15 March 

2023). 

Wolkovich E., Donahue MJ. (2021): How phenological tracking shapes species and communities in 

nonstationary environments., Biol. Rev., 96: 2810–2827. doi:10.1111/brv.12781 

Zettlemoyer MA., Schultheis EH., Lau JA. (2019): Phenology in a warming world: differences 

between native and non-native plant species. Ecol Lett. 2019, xxx, 

https://doi.org/10.1111/ele.13290 

Ziska LH., Gebhard DE., Frenz DA., Faulkner S., Singer BD., Straka J.: (2003) Cities as harbingers 

of climate change: Common ragweed, urbanization, and public health. J Allergy Clini Immun 

111:290–295 https://doi.org/10.1067/mai.2003.53  

Zohner C.M., Mo, L., Renner S.S., Svenning J.C., Vitasse Y., Benito B.M., Ordonez A., Baumgarten 

F., Bastin J.F., Sebald V., Reich P.B., Liang J., Nabuurs G.J., De- Migueln S., Alberti G., 

Ant´on-Fern´andez C., Balazy R., Br¨andli U.B., Chen H.Y.H., Chisholm C., Cienciala E., 

Dayanandan S., Fayle T.M., Frizzera L., Gianelle D., Jagodzinski A.M., Jaroszewicz B., 

Jucker T., Kepfer-Rojas S., Khan M.L., Kim H. S., Korjus H., Johannsen V.K., Laarmann D., 

Langn M., Zawila-Niedzwiecki T., Niklaus P.A., Paquette A., Pretzsch H., Saikia P., Schall 

P., Seben V., Svoboda M., Tikhonova E., Viana H., Zhang C., Zhao X., Crowther T.W. (2020): 

Late-spring frost risk between 1959 and 2017 decreased in North America but increased in 

Europe and Asia. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 117, 12192–12200. https://doi.org/ 

10.1073/pnas.1920816117. 

 
Electronic reference: 

http1:https://geopedia.world/#T4_L107_x2124674.6907575_y6021482.165878462_s16_b2345 

(downloaded 26 April 2021) 

 

https://doi.org/10.1111/ele.13290
https://doi.org/10.1067/mai.2003.53
https://geopedia.world/#T4_L107_x2124674.6907575_y6021482.165878462_s16_b2345

