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Introduction Meteorological conditions

Conservation of grasslands carbon
storage characteristics is desirable in _ ]
times of climate change. But ecosystem
function and species composition of
temperate grasslands are likely to
respond to precipitation change (IPCC).
As long-time climate measurements
suggest precipitation deficits in Southern
German low mountain ranges mainly “°
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The labelling experiment  was
accompanied by several meteorological
measurements. Decreasing tempera-
ture and rainfall events during third day
of sampling have to be considered

while analysing tracer translocation.
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rain-out-shelters the plots have
been labelled with stable
isotope tracer (see Fig. 3 and

4). Fig. 3: 3CO, pulse labelling chambers with thermal
packs, fans and carbon/acid-reservoirs inside.

can not provide separate fluxes from
normal and drought plots, but a site
specific background flux (Fig.6). After
analysing all soil and plant samples we
will make efforts to evaluate the
influences those fluxes have on tracer
translocation in biosphere and soil.
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