
Abstract

The cultivation of oil crops for biofuel production has often
been accused of not being environmentally sustainable due to the
high inputs needed. To explore the effect of reduced input on pro-
ductive and qualitative traits of camelina (Camelina sativa (L.)
Crantz), a trial was carried out over a two-year period. This study
analysed two different levels of input: a low input treatment (shal-
low non-inversion tillage and low fertilisation rate) and a high

input treatment (deeper tillage and high fertilisation rate).
Camelina was positively, even though to a limited extent, affected
by high input treatment as highlighted by the increase in seed yield
(from 1.8 to 2.0 t ha–1), crop residues (from 4.8 to 5.2 t ha–1), seed
protein content (from 26.5 to 28.9%), seed oil content (from 41.5
to 43.4%) and oil yield (from 0.75 to 0.88 t ha–1). So, from a sus-
tainable point of view, we must consider negligible the effect of
high input and satisfactory the performances of camelina in the
low input regime. Low input management resulted in satisfactory
yields in terms of both quantity and quality, results which were not
very different from high input, indicating promising potential for
conservation agriculture practices in camelina in a semi-arid envi-
ronment. 

Introduction
The increasing need for energy and the simultaneous demand

for energy less harmful to the environment has led policy and
research towards renewable sources of energy. Solomon et al.
(2007) in a technical report of the Intergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change include as ‘robust findings’ that ‘Fossil fuel use,
agriculture and land use have been the dominant cause of increas-
es in greenhouse gases over the last 250 years’. This process has
generated interest in fuel coming from plants as possible alterna-
tive sources of energy, having far less impact on the environment
than fossil fuel. Along with the well-known and most studied
biodiesel oilseed crops (soybean, rapeseed, canola, etc.), some
minor and less studied crops show potential for biofuel use.
Among these, Camelina sativa (L.) Crantz, commonly known as
camelina or false flax, is an interesting oilseed crop belonging to
the Brassicaceae family, considered a valuable oil crop for the
production of sustainable second-generation biofuel. It shows a
high oil content of 35%-45% (Moser, 2010; Zanetti et al., 2020),
which is almost double that of soybean. Moreover, due to its high
level of unsaturated fatty acids and the outstandingly high levels
of α-linolenic acid (32-40% of total oil content), camelina is an
interesting resource for animal feed too. Some authors (Fröhlich
and Rice, 2005; Pecchia et al., 2014) indicate that methyl ester
obtained from camelina oil has properties similar to methyl ester

Correspondence: Fabio Gresta, Department of Veterinary Sciences,
University of Messina, Polo Universitario Annunziata, 98168 Messina,
Italy. E-mail: fgresta@unime.it 

Key words: Camelina; grain yield; oil content; conservation agriculture
practices; tillage; fertilisation.

Funding: this research received a grant from the Ministry of University
and Research of Italy D.M. 28385/7815/2009 of the 02/12/2009 enti-
tled: ‘AGROSO - Valutazione di specie oleaginose ad alto erucico in
ambiente mediterraneo per impieghi nel settore energetico in alterna-
tive agli oli minerali ad elevato impatto ambientale’.

Conflict of interests: the authors declare no potential conflict of interests.

Data availability: data will be available on request. 

Received for publication: 27 August 2020.
Revision received: 29 December 2020.
Accepted for publication: 30 December 2020.

©Copyright: the Author(s), 2021
Licensee PAGEPress, Italy
Italian Journal of Agronomy 2021; 16:1728
doi:10.4081/ija.2021.1728

This article is distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons
Attribution Noncommercial License (by-nc 4.0) which permits any non-
commercial use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provid-
ed the original author(s) and source are credited.

Low-input cultivation of camelina (Camelina sativa (L.) Crantz) 
in a Mediterranean semi-arid environment
Giovanni Avola,1 Orazio Sortino,2 Fabio Gresta3

1Institute of BioEconomy, National Research Council of Italy (CNR - IBE), Catania; 2Department of
Agriculture, Food and Environment, University of Catania, Catania; 3Department of Veterinary Sciences,
University of Messina, Messina, Italy

[page 76]                                                    [Italian Journal of Agronomy 2021; 16:1728]                                         

                                Italian Journal of Agronomy 2021; volume 16:1728

Highlights
- Camelina showed high adaptability to conservation agriculture practices.
- Seed yield of 1.9 t ha–1 was obtained under reduced tillage and low fertilisation rate.
- High inputs (fertilisation and tillage) determined a 12-d longer crop cycle.
- α-linolenic, erucic and eicosenoic acids were affected by input levels.
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obtained from rapeseed and that the fuel properties (cold flow
properties, oxidative stability, kinematic viscosity, cetane number,
etc.) of camelina-based biodiesel can be considered similar to
those of soybean or canola-based biodiesel, which may suggest
blending camelina oil with other esters or with diesel. Some
authors consider camelina oil also suitable for jet fuel and high-
value industrial lubricants (Fröhlich and Rice, 2005; Moser and
Vaughn, 2010). 

Camelina also shows valuable agronomic traits due to its min-
imal input requirements, its high compatibility with reduced tillage
systems and its wide adaptability to marginal land with limited fer-
tility and water availability (Putnam et al., 1993; Vollmann et al.,
1996; Zubr and Matthaus, 2002; Iskandarov et al., 2014). For these
reasons, camelina can be easily included in crop rotation systems,
being available both winter and spring types. Both types, having
exceptionally low temperature tolerance, can be grown with
autumn cycle (Masella et al., 2014; Berti et al., 2016; Righini et
al., 2019) under diverse climatic and soil conditions (Zubr, 2003),
representing a valuable option from both economic and environ-
mental points of view compared to other oilseed crops. In fact, in
a multiyear and multi oilseed species trial including sunflower, saf-
flower, soybean, rapeseed, mustard, flax, crambe, canola and
camelina, this last emerged as the most economical crop and as the
lowest input crop (Pilgeram et al., 2007).

In this context, conservation agriculture practices with low
energy inputs such as no-tillage or minimum tillage could furtherly
optimise the energy and economic performance of camelina pro-
duction in semi-arid areas of the Mediterranean environment
(Chen et al., 2015). Anyway, limited information is available
regarding the performance of camelina grown under limited tillage
practices (minimum tillage or no-tillage) (Gesch and Cermak,
2011; Berti et al., 2016) and no literature, to our knowledge, is
reported for semi-arid environments. 

With this in mind, the present research analyses the combined
effects of two different levels of input: a low input treatment with
shallow tillage and low fertilisation rate, and a high input treatment
with deeper tillage, plowing and high fertilisation rate.

Materials and methods

Plant material and field experimental design 
The trial was conducted during the growing seasons 2007-

2008 and 2008-2009 at the experimental farm of the University of
Catania (Ispica, Southern Italy, 46 m a.s.l., 36°46’ Lat N, 14°54’
Long E). The soil is classified as a clay loam soil and contained
high percentages of clay (38%) and sand (37%) with 0.91 g kg–1 of
N, 42.5 mg kg–1 of available P2O5, and 363 mg kg–1 exchangeable
K. The variety ‘Calena’ of camelina was sown in a silty-loam soil
as an autumn crop under rotation with wheat on 13th and 10th

November in 2007 and 2008, respectively. The seeding rate was
400 seeds per m2 in rows 20 cm apart with a plot size of 200 m2

(10×20 m) surface area. In a randomised complete block design
with three replicates, we compared the effects of two levels of
inputs on camelina: low (L) and high (H) inputs, differing in the
intensity of soil tillage and fertiliser rates. Low input includes shal-
low non-inversion tillage with a ripping machine followed by har-
rowing and fertilisation with a low rate (32 kg N ha–1, 40 kg P2O5

ha–1 and 35 kg K2O ha–1); High input includes conventional deeper
tillage with plowing followed by harrowing and higher fertilisation
rate (64 kg N ha–1, 80 kg P2O5 ha–1 and 70 kg K2O ha–1). Nitrogen

was applied as ammonium nitrate, phosphorus as super-phosphate
and potassium as potassium sulphate. Plowing at the depth of 40
cm was conducted during summer in plots with high inputs.
Ripping was carried out at a depth of 25 cm in low input plots.
Harrowing was performed before sowing in both treatments.
Phosphorus and potassium fertilisers were applied immediately
before sowing, while nitrogen was applied both before sowing and
during the vegetative stage. Weed management was carried out by
hand and no irrigation was applied. 

Field measurements 
The main phenological phases of camelina were determined

and are here reported for clarity according to the codes described
by Martinelli and Galasso (2011): emergence of cotyledons
(BBCH 09), beginning (BBCH 62) and end of flowering (BBCH
69), and seed maturation (BBCH 89). At seed maturity, when aver-
age seed moisture was lower than 10%, three sampling areas of 10
m2 per plot were manually harvested, excluding outer-rows, to
assess harvestable crop yield. The following parameters were sur-
veyed: seed yield (t ha–1), 1000 seed-weight (g), crop residues (t
ha–1), oil content (%). Oil yield (t ha–1) was calculated by multiply-
ing seed yield (t ha–1) by oil content (%). Harvest was carried out
in both years in the last ten days of May. 

Daily precipitation and average, minimum, and maximum air
temperatures were recorded in each growing season through an in-
field meteorological station equipped with CR10X data logger
(Campbell Scientific Inc., UT, USA).

Laboratory analysis
The protein content of camelina seed samples was determined

adopting the Kjeldahl procedure, as described by AOAC Official
Method 988.05 (AOAC, 1990). Crude protein was calculated by
multiplying N content x 6.25. The oil was obtained by solvent
extraction of camelina seeds, with n-hexane using the Soxhlet
apparatus according to the procedure described by UNI EN ISO
659-2009.

The fatty acid composition was determined by gas chromatog-
raphy (GC) of fatty acid methyl esters (FAMEs). The ester analysis
was performed with an HRGC; Ega 2 (Carlo Erba Instruments)
equipped with a flame ionization detector. FAMEs were identified
adopting standards (Sigma-Aldrich GmbH, Steinheim, Germany)
as a comparison and were quantified by measuring the area per-
centage of each peak.

Statistical analysis
Analysis of variance was performed to determine the effects of

input level, year, and their interactions, using the excel statistical
package DSAASTAT (Onofri, 2007). Means were compared by the
Tuckey HSD test at 5% probability level.

Results and discussion
The main meteorological parameters are shown in Figure 1. In

the 1st year, the mean temperature ((T min + T max)/2) was about
11.3°C, while the minimum and maximum values ranged from
1.8°C (in February) to 20.0°C (in May). Precipitation, recorded
during the crop growing cycle, was 505 mm, mainly concentrated
in November, December and March. The 2nd growing season
resulted, on average, slightly warmer than the previous one
(+1°C), with minimum and maximum equal to 2.8°C (in February)
and 22.3°C (in May). Precipitation was 770 mm, an amount signif-
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icantly higher than in the first year and higher than the long-term
precipitation (405 mm), well distributed throughout the growing
season.

The different thermal trends of the two studied years did not
lead to differences in the growth of plants. The type of manage-
ment techniques did not determine any difference in emergence,
but affected the cycle duration (Figure 1). In both years the high
input increased the length of the crop cycle when compared with
low input treatment. On average of the two years, high input pro-
longed the development of camelina plants from sowing to flower-
ing (+5 days), delayed the pod setting (+3 days) and
maturation/harvest period (+4 days), effects that could be ascribed
to the higher N rate (Leghari et al., 2016).

The influence of agricultural management techniques on the
productive performance of camelina was ascertained in each of the
parameters investigated (Table 1). Seed yield (from 1.8 to 2.0 t ha–1),
1000-seed weight (from 1.3 to 1.5 g), and crop residues (from 4.8
to 5.2 t ha–1) were positively, even though to a limited extent,
affected by high inputs. Seed yield was also affected by the year of
cultivation, the second year being more productive, even though
producing seeds less rich in oil. This difference might be ascribed
to the greater amount of precipitation that occurred in the second
year. Seed yields agree with those obtained in other autumn sowing
trials in the cooler environment: Masella et al. (2014) in a 2-year
experiment a trial carried out in northern Italy found values rang-
ing from 0.6 t ha–1 to 2.3 t ha–1. Righini et al. (2019) obtained
results ranged from 1.59 t ha–1 to 2.58 t ha–1. Also, Campbell et al.
(2013) in a multiyear and multisite experiment in Western
Australia on camelina, found an average yield of 1.0 t ha–1, with a
peak of 2.4 t ha–1. On the other hand, seed yield resulted higher
compared to what was reported by Royo-Esnal and Valencia-
Gredilla (2018) in a semi-arid Mediterranean environment and by
Matteo et al. (2020) in the Po valley (Northern Italy). Contrasting
pieces of information are reported in the literature for N effect on
yield in camelina. Some studies indicated that camelina has a low
response to N with requirements from 75 to 100 kg N ha–1 for max-
imum seed yield (Budin et al., 1995; Zubr, 2003; Imbrea et al.,
2011), while other authors reported significative yield increment as
the nitrogen increases up to 200 kg N ha–1 (Jiang et al., 2013; Solis
et al., 2013; Jankowski et al., 2019; Stolarski et al., 2019). Afshar
et al. (2016) reported that the yield response to N application fur-
ther than 45 kg ha−1 was negligible in growing camelina, whereas
Urbaniak et al. (2008), in a study on the effect of N rate on seed
yields and oil quality on the cultivar Calena, showed how the yield
increase was significant only at 60 kg N ha–1 and no further yield
increase was found when the N application rate was increased to

80, 100, or 120 kg ha–1. Bronson et al. (2019) reported that the
optimum N rate for the highest seed production in camelina is 150
kg ha–1.

The 1000-seed weight was negatively affected by low input
treatment. Previous research concerning both camelina and other
oilseed crops have demonstrated that the seed weight is genetically
dependent, and much less influenced by the variation of nitrogen
supply (Solis et al., 2013; Agegnehu and Honermeier, 1997). This
could be ascribed to the fact that the rate of nitrogen applied in the
low input treatment (32 kg N ha–1) was lower than the satisfactory

                   Article

Table 1. Agronomic and chemical parameters and P value of camelina in relation to year of cultivation and management regime.

                                             Yield               1000 seed weight           Straw yield                  Protein                   Oil                   Oil yield
                                                                                                                  P-value

Year (Y)                                             0.010                                   0.012                                     0.002                                  0.056                          0.002                            0.115
Input (I)                                             0.014                                   0.000                                     0.015                                  0.000                          0.001                            0.004
Y×I                                                      0.759                                   0.283                                     0.640                                  0.880                          0.414                            0.938
                                            (t ha–1)                         (g)                          (t ha–1)                        (%)                     (%)                   (t ha–1)

Y                        I                                   1.8b                                     1.4b                                       4.8b                                   27.3a                          43.3a                              0.8a

                          II                                  2.0a                                      1.5a                                       5.2a                                    28.1a                          41.6b                              0.8a

I                         Linput                            1.8b                                     1.3b                                       4.8b                                   26.5b                          41.5b                             0.8b

                          Hinput                            2.0a                                      1.5a                                       5.2a                                    28.9a                          43.4a                              0.9a
a,bDifferent superscript letters in column indicate statistical significant difference (P<0.05).

Figure 1. Meteorological trend and phenological growth stages of
camelina recorded in the two-year trial Description of phenolog-
ical growth stages according to the extended BBCH scale
(Martinelli and Galasso, 2011): 00: Dry seed; 09: Emergence of
cotyledons; 62: Flowering (20% of flowers open); 69: End of
flowering/fruit set visible; 99: Harvested product.
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nutrients threshold and consequently in a range that potentially
could affect seed yield for nutritional stress. Anyway, it must also
be stated that lower seed yield could also be related to the reduced
tillage intensity. In fact, even though the magnitude of this effect
can vary with climate, crop rotation, and soil type (Soane et al.,
2012). Cooper et al. (2016) and Pittelkow et al. (2014) proved how
conservative agricultural practices could result in yield reductions
of up to 10%, across several types of climate. Also, Afshar et al.
(2016) found yield reduction up to 26% in no-till compared to con-
ventional treatment. Moreover, the type of management signifi-
cantly affected seed protein content. In the average of the two stud-
ied combined factors (nitrogen and tillage), the higher N supply
resulted in higher protein content from 26.5 to 28.9%. The protein
content was in the range of values reported by the literature
(Ubraniak et al., 2008; Campbell et al., 2013), and in agreement
with Malhi et al. (2014) and Jiang et al. (2013) who stated that the
application of N increased the seed yield, protein content and pro-
tein yield. Also, oil content was affected by high input (+4%, from
41.5 to 43.4%) and year of cultivation, whereas the oil yield
reached 0.87 t ha–1 when high input agronomic management was
practiced. The oil content agreed with that found by Righini et al.
(2019) and similar to the level reported by Zubr (1997) for winter-
sown camelina, but higher than that reported by several authors for
camelina grown in Northern Italy (Pecchia et al., 2014; Matteo et
al., 2020) and for spring-sown crops (Budin et al., 1995; Agegnehu
and Honermeier, 1997; Zubr, 2003). Righini et al. (2016) reported
that camelina seed oil content can vary from 26% to 43% moving
from south to north Europe. Oil yields agreed with the values
reported by Vollmann et al. (2007) (values ranged from 641 to 983
kg ha–1). 

The ANOVA ascribed significant variations to α-linolenic and
eicosenoic acid content in relation to both growing season and
input, whereas erucic acid was affected only by input. The remain-
ing fatty acids did not show any difference in relation to the differ-
ent management techniques applied. 

The fatty acid profile showed a clear prevalence of α-linolenic
acid (31.3-34.1%), followed by linoleic acid (16.4-17.4%), oleic
acid (16.7-17.1%), eicosenoic acid (15.2-15.9%) and a limited
amount of palmitic acid (6.1-6.4%), erucic acid (2.9-3.9%) and
stearic acid (2.6-2.9%) (Table 2). The poly-unsaturated fatty acids
(linoleic and α-linolenic acid) were present up to 49%, the mono-

unsaturated oleic, eicosenoic acid and erucic acid up to 36%, and
the saturated fatty acid up to 9% of total fatty acids. The high con-
tent recorded for the unsaturated fatty acids (85% of total fatty
acids) agreed with values reported by several authors (Zubr, 1997;
Zadernowski et al., 1999; Abramovic and Abram, 2005). The fatty
acid profile resulted similar to that reported by Righini et al.
(2019) for autumn sowing, except for the oleic acid, which had
higher content in our trial (16.9% vs 12.9%).

The α-linolenic acid content in the first year (31.3%) was
found to be lower than the second year (34.1%). On the contrary,
the eicosenoic acid showed a higher level in the first year (15.9%)
than in the second year (15.3%). Low input treatment showed, in
both years, the highest content of eicosenoic and erucic acid. High
input showed the highest content of α-linoleic acid. Similar results
were reported in studies investigating the effect of N fertilisation
on oil profile (Jiang et al., 2013; Jankowski et al., 2019). They
showed that N fertilisation determined a significant increase in the
proportion of linoleic acid and linolenic acid and a decrease in the
proportion of oleic acid and eicosenoic acid.

The effect of agronomic management on oil profiles of B. cari-
nata was reported by Zanetti et al. (2009) for oleic and linoleic fatty
acids, which increased and decreased, respectively, with low input.

The main source of variations on fatty acid among all environ-
mental factors is generally considered to be temperature. Some
authors (Rodríguez-Rodríguez et al., 2016; Zanetti et al., 2017)
reported that temperature during the seed filling stage has a primary
role in determining the final FA composition in oilseed crops.
Vollmann et al. (2007) partly explained the high levels of linolenic
acid with low temperatures and high precipitations during the seed
filling period. Results obtained by Righini et al. (2019) indicate that
the kinetics of principal fatty acids in camelina seeds were signifi-
cantly affected by temperature. They showed that high temperature
affected positively linoleic acid and negatively linolenic acid. In our
experiment, the thermal trend experienced by the plant from pod fill-
ing to ripening in both years can be considered comparable (0.5°C
difference in the mean temperature), consequently some other vari-
ables could have affected the content of unsaturated fatty acid.
Regarding this, it must be mentioned that management practices and
other environmental factors (solar radiation, N availability and water
supply) also act on the fatty acid synthesis pathway, and consequent-
ly on the final fatty acid content (Aguirrezábal et al., 2009). 
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Table 2. Fatty acid profile (%) and P-value of camelina in relation to year of cultivation and management regime.

                   Saturated fatty acids                        Mono-unsaturated fatty acids  Poly-unsaturated fatty acids
                                     Palmitic      Stearic                     Oleic           Eicosenoic             Erucic                        Linoleic         a-linolenic
                                        acid            acid                         acid                  acid                     acid                             acid                  acid 
                                      (C16:0)      (C18:0)                  (C18:1)           (C20:1)            (C22:1)                  (C18:2, n-6)   � (C18:3, n-3)
                                                                                                                   P-value

Year (Y)                                     0.160                 0.052                                0.482                       0.031                          0.975                                     0.104                        0.000
Input (I)                                    0.165                 0.389                                0.424                       0.038                          0.000                                     0.418                        0.001
Y×I                                             0.966                 0.807                                0.554                       0.034                          0.734                                     0.684                        0.128
                                                                                                                        %

Y                       I                            6.4                     2.9                                   17.1                         15.9a                             3.4                                         17.4                         31.3b

                         II                           6.1                     2.6                                   16.7                         15.3b                             3.4                                         16.4                         34.1a

I                        Linput                     6.1                     2.8                                   17.1                         15.9a                            3.9a                                        17.1                         31.5b

                         Hinput                     6.4                     2.7                                   16.7                         15.3b                            2.9b                                        16.7                         34.0a
a,bDifferent superscript letters in column indicate statistical significant difference (P<0.05).
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Conclusions
Good productive performances in camelina could be substan-

tially maintained with low input management techniques. It should
be noted that even when we planned the ‘high’ input treatment, in
terms of tillage or fertilisation level, they were below the thresh-
olds for conventional tillage or fertilisation intensity recommended
as a standard for this crop. High input exhibited a slightly positive
influence on the agronomic and, to a lesser extent, on the qualita-
tive characteristics of camelina, although the lengthening of the
crop cycle could represent a risk in environments characterised by
an end-of-season drought, such as the Mediterranean environment. 

On the other hand, low input management allowed yields close
to high input in terms of both quantity and quality, indicating
promising performances for conservation agriculture practices in
camelina in semi-arid climates. When taking into account the envi-
ronmental impact that the high input involves and its negligible
effect, we should consider the low input as a sustainable effective
management technique for producing camelina oil. 

References
AOAC, 1990. In: K. Helrich (Ed), Official Methods of Analysis

(15th ed.). The Association of Official Analytical Chemists,
Inc., Arlington, USA.

Abramovic H, Abram V, 2005. Properties of Camelina sativa oil.
Food Technol. Biotechnol. 43:63-70.

Afshar RK, Mohammed YA, Chen C, 2016. Enhanced efficiency
nitrogen fertiliser effect on camelina production under conven-
tional and conservation tillage practices. Ind. Crops Prod.
94:783-9. 

Agegnehu M, Honermeier B, 1997. Effects of seeding rates and
nitrogen fertilisation on seed yield, seed quality and yield com-
ponents of false flax (Camelina sativa Crtz.). Bodenkultur
48:15-21.

Aguirrezábal L, Martre P, Pereyra Irujo G, Izquierdo N, Allard V.
2009. Management and breeding strategies for the improve-
ment of grain and oil quality, pp 387-421 in V. Sadras, D.
Calderini (Eds.), Crop physiology. Applications for genetic
improvement and agronomy. Vol. 16. Academic Press, San
Diego, CA, USA.

Berti M, Gesch R, Eynck C, Anderson J, Cermak S. 2016.
Camelina uses, genetics, genomics, production, and manage-
ment. Ind. Crops Prod. 94:690-710.

Bronson KF, Hunsaker DJ, Thorp KR, 2019. Nitrogen fertiliser
and irrigation effects on seed yield and oil in Camelina. Agron.
J. 111:1712-9.

Budin JT, Breene WM, Putnam DH, 1995. Some compositional
properties of Camelina (Camelina sativa L. Crantz) seeds and
oils. J Am Oil Chem Soc 72:309-15. 

Campbell MC, Rossi AF, Erskine W, 2013. Camelina (Camelina
sativa (L.) Crantz): agronomic potential in Mediterranean
environments and diversity for biofuel and food uses. Crop
Pasture Sci. 64:388-98. 

Chen C, Bekkerman A, Afshar KR, Neil K, 2015. Intensification of
dryland cropping systems for bio-feedstock production: evalu-
ation of agronomic and economic benefits of Camelina sativa.
Ind. Crops Prod. 71:114-21. 

Cooper J, Baranski M, Stewart G, 2016. Shallow non-inversion
tillage in organic farming maintains crop yields and increases

soil C stocks: a meta-analysis. Agron. Sustain. Dev. 36:22.
Fröhlich A, Rice B, 2005. Evaluation of Camelina sativa oil as a

feedstock for biodiesel production. Ind. Crops Prod. 21:25-31. 
Gesch R, Cermak S, 2011. Sowing date and tillage effects on fall-

seeded camelinain the northern Corn Belt. Agron. J. 103:980-
7.

Imbrea F, Jurcoane S, Halmajan HV, Duda ML, 2011. Camelina
sativa: a new source of vegetal oils. Rom. Biotechnol. Lett.
16:6263-70.

Iskandarov U, Kim HJ, Cahoon E, 2014. Camelina: an emerging
oilseed platform for advanced biofuels and bio-based materi-
als. In: McCann M., Buckeridge M., Carpita N. (Eds.), Plants
and BioEnergy. Springer-Verlag, New York, USA, pp. 131-40.

Jiang Y, Caldwell CD, Falk KC, Lada RR, MacDonald D, 2013.
Camelina yield and quality response to combined nitrogen and
sulfur. Agron. J. 105:1847-52. 

Jankowski KJ, Sokólskia M, Kordan B, 2019. Camelina: Yield and
quality response to nitrogen and sulfur fertilisation in Poland.
Ind. Crops Prod. 141:111776. 

Leghari SJ, Wahocho NA, Laghari GM, Laghari AH, Bhabham
GM, Talpur KH, Bhutto TA, Wahocho SA, Lashari AA, 2016.
Role of nitrogen for plant growth and development: a review.
Adv. Environ. Biol. 10: 209-18.

Malhi SS, Johnson EN, Hall LM, May WE, Phelps S, Nybo B,
2014. Effect of nitrogen fertiliser application on seed yield, N
uptake, and seed quality of Camelina sativa. Can. J. Soil Sci.
94:35-47.

Martinelli T, Galasso I, 2011. Phenological growth stages of
Camelina sativa according to the extended BBCH scale. Ann.
App. Biol. 158:87-94.

Masella P, Martinelli T, Galasso I, 2014. Agronomic evaluation
and phenotypic plasticity of Camelina sativa growing in
Lombardia, Italy. Crop Pasture Sci. 65:453-60.

Matteo R, D’Avino L, Ramirez-Cando LJ, Pagnotta E, Angelini
LG, Spugnoli P, Ugolini L, Foschi L, Lazzeri L, 2020.
Camelina (Camelina sativa L. Crantz) under low-input man-
agement systems in northern Italy: Yields, chemical character-
isation and environmental sustainability. Ital. J. Agron.
15:1519.

Moser BR, 2010. Camelina (Camelina sativa L.) oil as a biofuels
feedstock: Golden opportunity or false hope? Lipid Technol.
22:270-3. 

Moser BR, Vaughn SF, 2010. Evaluation of alkyl esters from
Camelina sativa oil as biodiesel and as blend components in
ultra-low-sulfur diesel fuel. Bioresour Technol. 101:646-53. 

Onofri A, 2007. Routine statistical analyses of field experiments
by using an Excel extension. pp 93-99 in Proceedings 6th
National Conference Italian Biometric Society: La statistica
nelle scienze della vita e dell’ambiente, Pisa; Italy. 

Pecchia P, Russo R, Brambilla I, Reggiani R, Mapelli S, 2014.
Biochemical seed traits of Camelina sativa - An emerging
oilseed crop for biofuel: environmental and genetic influences.
J. Crop Improv. 28:465-83. 

Pilgeram AL, Sands DC, Boss D, Dale N, Wichman D, Lamb P, Lu
C, Barrows R, Kirkpatrick M, Thompson B, Johnson DL,
2007. Camelina sativa, A Montana omega-3 and fuel crop. In:
J. Janick and A. Whipkey (Eds.), Issues in new crops and new
uses. ASHS Press, Alexandria, VA, USA.

Pittelkow CM, Liang X, Linquist BA, Groenigen KJV, Lee J,
Lundy ME, Gestel NV, Six J, Venterea RT, Kessel CV, 2014.
Productivity limits and potentials of the principles of conserva-
tion agriculture. Nature 517:365-8. 

Putnam DH, Budin JT, Field LA, Breene WM, 1993. Camelina: a

                   Article

IJA-2021_1.qxp_Hrev_master  16/03/21  20:36  Pagina 80

Non
-co

mmerc
ial

 us
e o

nly



promising low-input oilseed. In: J. Janick and J.E. Simon
(Eds.), New crops. Wiley, New York, USA, pp 314-322.

Royo-Esnal A, Valencia-Gredilla F, 2018. Camelina as a rotation
crop for weed control in organic farming in a semiarid
Mediterranean climate. Agricult. 8:156.

Righini D, Zanetti F, Martínez-Force E, Mandrioli M, Gallina
Toschi T, Monti A, 2019. Shifting sowing of camelina from
spring to autumn enhances the oil quality for bio-based appli-
cations in response to temperature and seed carbon stock. Ind.
Crops Prod. 137:66-73.

Righini D, Zanetti F, Monti A, 2016. The bio-based economy can
serve as the springboard for camelina and crambe to quit the
limbo. OCL 23:1-9. 

Rodríguez-Rodríguez MF, Salas JJ, Venegas-Calerón M, Garcés R,
Martínez-Force E, 2016. Molecular cloning and characterisa-
tion of the genes encoding a microsomal oleate Δ12 desaturase
(CsFAD2) and linoleate Δ15 desaturase (CsFAD3) from
Camelina sativa. Ind. Crops Prod. 89:405-15. 

Soane BD, Ball BC, Arvidsson J, Basch G, Moreno F, Roger-
Estrade J, 2012. No-till in northern, western and south-western
Europe: a review of problems and opportunities for crop pro-
duction and the environment. Soil Tillage Res. 118:66-87.

Solis A, Vidal I, Paulino L, Johnson BL, Berti MT, 2013. Camelina
seed yield response to nitrogen, sulfur, and phosphorus fertilis-
er in South Central Chile. Ind. Crops Prod. 44:132-8.

Solomon S, Qin D, Manning M, et al, 2007. Technical Summary.
In: Climate Change 2007: The physical science basis.
Contribution of Working Group I to the Fourth Assessment
Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change.
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, United Kingdom and
New York, NY, USA. 

Stolarski MJ, Krzyżaniak M, Tworkowski J, Załuski D,
Kwiatkowski J, Szczukowski S, 2019. Camelina and crambe
production - Energy efficiency indices depending on nitrogen
fertiliser application. Ind. Crops Prod. 137:386-95.

Urbaniak SD, Caldwell CD, Zheljazkov VD, Lada R, Luan L,

2008. The effect of cultivar and applied nitrogen on the perfor-
mance of Camelina sativa L. in the Maritime Provinces of
Canada. Can. J. Plant Sci. 8:111-9. 

Vollmann J, Damboeck A, Eckl A, Schrems H, Ruckenbauer P,
1996. Improvement of Camelina sativa, an underexploited
oilseed. In: J. Janick (Ed.), Progress in new crops. ASHS Press,
Alexandria, VA, USA, pp. 357-362.

Vollmann J, Moritz T, Kargl C, Baumgartner S, Wagentristl H,
2007. Agronomic evaluation of camelina genotypes selected
for seed quality characteristics. Ind. Crops Prod. 26:270-7. 

Zadernowski R, Budzynski W, Nowak-Polakowska H, Rashed AA,
Jankowski K, 1999. Effect of fertilisation on the composition of
lipids from false flax (Camelina sativa L. Cr.) and crambe
(Crambe abissinica Hochst.). Oilseed Crops (Poland) 20:503-10. 

Zanetti F, Eynck C, Christou M, Krzyżaniak M, Righini D,
Alexopoulou E, Stolarski MJ, Van Loo EN, Puttick D, Monti
A, 2017. Agronomic performance and seed quality attributes of
Camelina (Camelina sativa L. Crantz) in multi-environment
trials across Europe and Canada. Ind. Crops Prod. 107:602-8.

Zanetti F, Gesch RW, Walia MK, Johnson JMF, Monti A, 2020.
Winter camelina root characteristics and yield performance
under contrasting environmental conditions. Field Crops Res.
252:107794.

Zanetti F, Vamerali T, Mosca G, 2009. Yield and oil variability in
modern varieties of high-erucic winter oilseed rape (Brassica
napus L. var. oleifera) and Ethiopian mustard (Brassica carina-
ta A. Braun) under reduced agricultural inputs. Ind. Crops
Prod. 30:265-70. 

Zubr J, 1997. Oil-seed crop: Camelina sativa. Ind. Crops Prod.
6:113-9. 

Zubr J, 2003. Qualitative variation of Camelina sativa seed from
different locations. Ind. Crops Prod. 17:161-9. 

Zubr J, Matthaus B, 2002. Effects of growth conditions on fatty
acids and tocopherols in Camelina sativa oil. Ind. Crops Prod.
15:155-62.

                                 [Italian Journal of Agronomy 2021; 16:1728]                                                   [page 81]

                                                                                                                                 Article

IJA-2021_1.qxp_Hrev_master  16/03/21  20:36  Pagina 81

Non
-co

mmerc
ial

 us
e o

nly




