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Rationale - Methodology \

Peatlands ~ are  powerhouse carbon  gnecific Yield (S,) — rate of water table change per unit volume
warehouses but little 1s known about their  aqgition of water to the saturated zone: quantified through water

response to climate warming. Carbon and  ape fluctuation method (Bourgault et al., 2017)
water budgets are closely linked, with

peatlands having a strong ability to General Process:
moderate water table response outside
external forcings (Waddington et al., ([ ..
2015). Here, we examine water table precipitation
depth (WTD)-specific yield feedback in & s
response to a multi-year and Increasing
soll and atmospheric heating.
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