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Study site — Majadas del Tietar
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‘Wet’ study site — Majadas del Tietar
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Surface properties and fluxes
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Pre-fertilization Benchmarking (Spring)
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Post-fertilization (Spring)
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Spatial Heterogeneity
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Spatial Heterogeneity
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North - South
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LRC - MTCI
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LRC - MTCI
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LRC - Nitrogen content
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Flux-Precipitation-Relation




Flux-Precipitation-Relation




Thanks for your attention

Thank you for your attention




Phenocam season estimation
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Drying out
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Phenocam analysis




Seasonal cycle GPP 2015/2016
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MDC 2014 Spring
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MDC 2015 Spring
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MDC 2016 Spring
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Histogram and median 2014 Spring
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Histogram and median 2015 Spring
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Histogram and median 2016 Spring
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