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NII) Materials and methods "IV A Hydro-geochemical mosaic?
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: ) A vertical mosaic? A mosaic of water origins and fates?
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‘m} Take Home Messages: Synthesis - Perspective

"D Preliminary results from 1,5 year of Eddy Covariance monitoring
Potentlal links with hydrology NEE = R, +GPP
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8 y e szThreshold WTD: -0,20 m? period. Lack of hindsight of restoration impact. = Need to integrate the interaction between the C, water,
Low activity biodiversity pillars: CH, and CO, flux measurements combined with hydro-ecological conditions across the
Atmospheric co, fluxes Outlet flow monitoring mosaic (WTD, peat T°, water quality, snow cover, vegetation type) starting in 2020 (See you next year? ;-)).
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