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Fig.2 a) Total herbaceous biomass and total biomass
of oak litter (leaves) in open grassland and under the
tree canopy; b) Percentage biomass of herb functional
groups (grasses, legumes and other species) in Open
grassland and under the tree canopy. Mean + s.e.

Open grassland Canopy

Open grassland

=» Cmic and Corg were higher under the canopy
than in the open grassland;

Corg Cmic qco, Cmic/Corg
(g-100g) (mgC.kg?) (mgCO,-C.mg’ (%)
1.Cmic.d?)

=>»Cmic/Corg ratio, ie, the microbial biomass-C
supported by organic carbon, was ca. 1.4 times
greater in the open grassland than under the
canopy:;

Open grassland 1.18* 493.85* 0.051 4.21*
(0.03) (16.68) (0.004)

0.058
(0.0037)

2.12
(0.064)

646.06
(22.65)

=2qC02 was not significantly different
between open grassland and free canopy




