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» Oaks generated higher carbon
Inputs via stemflow in fall, but red
maple produced more organic
carbon in winter.

Red maples funneled more precipitation and generated greater stemflow volumes.
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* Tree species identity

reflected litter inputs, e.qg.,

red maple received the Carbon
most red maple litter.

Red maples often deposited more inorganic and organic nitrogen via stemflow.
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Oaks funneled more carbon via stemflow in fall, but red maples generated more in winter.
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* Error bars are + Standard Error. n = 10.



