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Abstract Although lateral carbon (C) export from terrestrial to aquatic systems is known to be an
important component in landscape C balances, most existing global studies are lacking empirical data on
the soil C export. In this study, the concentration, character, and export of dissolved organic carbon (DOC)
were studied during 2 years in two hemiboreal headwater streams draining catchments with different soil
characteristics (mineral versus peat soils). The streams exposed surprisingly similar strong air temperature
controls on the temporal variability in DOC concentration in spite of draining such different catchments. The
temporal variability in DOC character (determined by absorbance metrics, specific ultraviolet absorbance 254
(SUVA,s4) as a proxy for aromaticity and a254/a365 ratio as a proxy for mean molecular weight) was more
complex but related to stream discharge. While the two streams showed similar ranges and patterns in
SUVA,s4, we found a significant difference in median a254/a354, suggesting differences in the DOC character.
Both streams responded similarly to hydrological changes with higher a254/a365 at higher discharge,
although with rather small differences in a254/a365 between base flow and high flow (<0.3). The DOC
exports (9.6-25.2gCm ™2 yr~') were among the highest reported so far for Scandinavia and displayed large
interannual and intraannual variability mainly driven by irregular precipitation/discharge patterns. Our results
show that air temperature and discharge affect the temporal variability in DOC quantity and character in
different ways. This will have implications for the design of representative sampling programs, which in turn
will affect the reliability of future estimates of landscape C budgets.

1. Introduction

Global estimates of the inland water carbon (C) balance are usually based on various approaches where the
terrestrial export of C to aquatic systems is the unknown term that is used to balance a steady state condition
[Cole et al., 2007; Tranvik et al., 2009; Aufdenkampe et al., 2011]. The magnitude of these indirect estimates on
the global C exports from soils (2-3 Gt Cyr") is close to the global terrestrial C uptake [Randerson et al., 2002;
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), 2013]. However, since the soil C export is indirectly
determined, such estimates will be associated with considerable uncertainty derived from the individual
uncertainty of all other included components in the aquatic mass balance. Hence, there is an urgent need
to produce empirical data on the terrestrial C export in order to improve future global C balance
estimates. Also, since the soil C export is highly dynamic, information about temporal variability is required
to make such estimates reliable.

Dissolved organic carbon (DOC) is one of the major C components contributing to the total C export from
soils to aquatic systems. On a temporal scale, discharge and temperature have been identified as main
drivers for DOC concentration variations in streams, either as single-variable control or by a combination of
these variables [Dawson et al, 2008; Raymond and Saiers, 2010; Winterdahl et al., 2014]. Hydrological
dynamics are known to affect the terrestrial-aquatic connectivity and hence the DOC mobility and
transport from different source areas within a catchment [Laudon et al., 2011; Grabs et al., 2012].
Temperature has been found to be tightly coupled to the terrestrial production of DOC [Christ and David,
1996] but also to affect the solubility of DOC within the soil and hence the mobility [Jardine et al., 1989]. In
areas where discharge has been shown to be positively correlated to the temporal variability in stream
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DOC concentration, these relationships have been attributed to a thin and shallow organic soil horizon, i.e., a
strong DOC concentration gradient in the catchment soil profile decreasing with depth [Boyer et al.,, 1997;
Hinton et al., 1998; Laudon et al., 2011]. At a high groundwater table, DOC is mobilized and exported from
the most superficial organic-rich soil layer. In contrast, results showing a strong temperature control on
stream DOC concentration with little hydrological influence have been explained by a homogenous soil
profile (often peatland dominated areas) with small differences in DOC concentration among different
hydrological flow paths [Schiff et al, 1998; Winterdahl et al, 2011, 2014]. To use a paired catchment
approach would be an option to better understand differences in the temporal control on stream DOC
among these commonly found soil features described above.

In addition to concentration dynamics and the amount of C being exported to aquatic systems, the character
of the DOC is central for the processing of C along the aquatic continuum, stretching from the terrestrial-
aquatic interface to the ocean [del Giorgio and Davis, 2003; Weyhenmeyer et al., 2012]. Whether the C will
be mineralized and transferred back to the atmosphere or be buried in lake or ocean sediments will have
large-scale implications for landscape C budgets. The bulk DOC pool found in streams is a complex
mixture reflecting the different sources within the catchment. Hence, the bioavailability of the stream DOC
varies both on a spatial and temporal scale depending on its origin [Berggren et al., 2007, 2009]. Spatial
patterns in stream DOC character are often attributed to the distribution and proportion of different land
cover elements in the catchment such as forests, mires, and lakes [Agren et al,, 2008; Temnerud et al., 2009].
The temporal variability in DOC character in northern boreal and temperate catchments has been found to
be related to variation in hydrology affecting the dominating source areas in the catchment [Hood et al.,
2006; Agren et al., 2008]. These discharge-DOC character relationships have been observed in catchments
where hydrology also has a strong influence on the stream DOC concentrations. However, it is less clear if
DOC concentration and character dynamics are interrelated and really underlie similar control
mechanisms, e.g., through variability in discharge and/or temperature.

Headwater streams typically represent a large portion of the total terrestrial-aquatic interface of the
landscape; they are therefore excellent systems for detailed studies on the terrestrial export of solutes,
including DOC, to aquatic systems [Gomi et al., 2002; Alexander et al., 2007; Kéhler et al., 2008]. Headwater
streams typically integrate a larger and more representative landscape unit (catchment) than detailed
terrestrial studies conducted at the plot scale but are small enough in size to make land cover-specific
studies possible. Such land cover-specific studies can give fundamental insights in how different landscape
features may differ in their control on stream DOC quantity and character. Compared to studying larger
aquatic systems, the small size of headwater streams is also characterized by short water residence times
(hours to days), which make in-stream processes modulating the DOC concentration/character generally
being of low importance [Kéhler et al., 2002; Berggren et al., 2009].

In this study we investigated the control on temporal variability in concentration, character (using
absorbance metrics), and export of DOC for two nearby hemiboreal headwater streams draining
catchments with distinctly different land cover (mineral versus peat soils). To our knowledge, such
headwater-based boreal studies that combine temporal dynamics of both concentration dynamics,
exports, and character of DOC are rare in the literature. The catchments were located in south-western
Sweden in an area where the annual precipitation could reach 1400 mm and with a mean annual air
temperature (MAT) of >6°C, i.e., hydrometeorological conditions that are poorly represented in existing
studies of stream DOC from boreal Scandinavia. Based on studies showing differences in the drivers
depending on land cover characteristics, we hypothesized that the temporal variability in stream DOC
concentration and character is controlled by hydrology in the mineral soil catchment and by air
temperature in the peat-dominated catchment. In addition, we quantified the DOC export from both
catchments and determined interannual as well as intraannual variability in DOC export rates.

2. Methods

2.1. Site Description
The study was conducted in two nearby headwater streams within the 750 ha Skogaryd research catchment

situated in south-western Sweden (58°23'N, 12°09'E) during 2012 and 2013 (Figure 1). The two headwater
streams are draining catchments with different dominating soil characteristics (peatland versus forested
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Figure 1. Location of the two hemiboreal catchments (stream mineral, SM and stream bog, SB) located within the Skogaryd
research catchment.

mineral soils). Based on the dominating soil conditions, the streams are here denoted stream bog (SB) and
stream mineral (SM), respectively. SB is draining a 57 ha large catchment, that is to ~40% dominated by an
open minerotrophic fen located toward the catchment outlet. The open fen is mainly covered by mosses
(Sphagnum sp.), whereas the upstream part of the catchment is mainly covered by coniferous forest. The
majority of the soils in the SB catchment consists of peat (<6 m deep) but with areas with postglacial
deposits on a shallow bedrock (soil depth, 0.5-1 m) located at higher elevations. The SM is draining a 48 ha
catchment, which is to >90% covered by forest. A large part (~50%) of the SM catchment is former
agricultural land, which was reforested about 45 years ago and hence on the first stand rotation. The soils
in SM are among the most productive for the area [Shendryk et al., 2014] and consist of a mixture of glacial
clay and postglacial silt or sand (Swedish Geological Survey). The organic content of the soil in SM is
generally >10% in the top 10-20cm and <7% below 20cm and with low vertical variability at deeper
horizons (O. Karlsson, University of Gothenburg, unpublished data, 2012). The soil in SM is classified as an
Umbirisol. Both catchments are underlined by acidic bedrock (granite) covered by a <10 m thick soil layer
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but with parts of bare rock outcrops at higher elevations. The main tree species for both catchments are
Norway spruce (Picea abies) and Scots pine (Pinus sylvestris). As in the majority of the Scandinavian boreal
or hemiboreal regions, both catchments are characterized by man-made ditching conducted 100-
150 years ago to improve forest and agricultural productivity.

The mean annual air temperature (MAT) at the closest monitoring station (Vanersborg) situated ~10 km east of
the Skogaryd research catchment was 6.7 and 6.9°C for 2012 and 2013, respectively. This was 0.5°C and 0.7°C
warmer than the long-term MAT (1961-1990) of 6.2°C according to the Swedish Meteorological and
Hydrological Institute (SMHI) [Raab and Vedin, 1995]. The annual precipitation in Skogaryd for 2012 and
2013 was 1167mm and 740 mm, respectively (according to average precipitation data for two SMHI
stations situated along a precipitation gradient with a west-east direction, for further information see Meyer
et al. [2013]). The annual precipitation was 49% higher (2012) and 6% lower (2013) than the long-term
(1961-1990) mean annual precipitation, which was estimated to be 785 mm according to the same method
described above.

The identification and delineation of the SB and SM headwater catchments were obtained using a high-
resolution (2 x2m) national digital elevation model (DEM). Land use distribution within each catchment
was based on the digital versions of the topographic map (1:50000). Both the DEM and topographic map
were provided by the Swedish Land Survey. The hydrology tool box in ArcGis 10.0 (Environmental Systems
Research Institute, Redlands, USA) was used for determination of flow direction in each grid cell, flow
accumulation, and catchment boundaries.

2.2. Sampling

The two headwater streams were manually sampled biweekly during the ice-free season, from April to
December, during the 2years. Samples were collected without headspace in 250mL high-density
polyethylene bottles. All samples were kept cold and dark during transport to the laboratory. In addition
to the manual sampling, the two catchment outlets were instrumented with ISCO 6712 automatic
samplers (Teledyne ISCO, USA) programmed to take a daily stream water sample during the 2 week period
between the manual samplings. Based on the hydrograph, 3 out of the 14 automatically taken samples
were selected (at maximum, mean, and minimum discharges) for further chemical analysis. Manual
sampling was conducted at 28 occasions for SB and at 24 occasions for SM. In addition, 87 (SB) and 73
(SM) automatically collected samples were analyzed. Thus, in total, data from 115 and 97 samples were
used in the study for SB and SM, respectively. Discharge measurements were made at each catchment
outlet for the full years of 2012 and 2013 using installed flumes, where stage height was recorded
continuously every 10 min by an ultrasound sensor (710, MJK Automation, Sweden) connected to the ISCO
station. Mean daily discharge (Q) was calculated from site-specific stage-height-discharge rating curves
(R*>0.90), which were based on a series of manual discharge measurements using a handheld Flow
Tracker device (SonTek, San Diego, USA). Specific discharge (g) was calculated by normalizing Q to the
catchment area in order to make the hydrographs comparable for the two catchments. Daily mean air
temperature from the closest monitoring station (Vanersborg, SMHI) situated ~10km east of the two
catchments was used in the analysis.

2.3. Analyses and Calculations

The samples were analyzed for DOC concentration, total iron concentration (Fe), and absorbance in
conjunction with other chemical and physical water variables that were not included in this study.
Samples were filtered in the laboratory through precombusted glass-fiber Whatman GF/F filters (0.7 pum)
prior to analysis for DOC and absorbance. DOC was measured after sample acidification using a Shimadzu
total organic carbon (TOC-L) analyzer connected to an ASI-L auto sampler, or by a Sievers 900 TOC
analyzer (GE Analytical Instruments, Boulder, USA). Absorbance spectra (200-600 nm, 1nm resolution)
were measured using a 0.5 cm quartz cuvette on a UV-visible spectrophotometer (PerkinElmer Lambda 40,
Waltham, USA). Total Fe was measured using a Nexion 300D inductively coupled plasma-mass
spectrometry (Perkin Elmer, Waltham, USA). Particulate bound Fe has previously been found to correspond
to ~5% of the total Fe in boreal headwaters [Bjérkvald et al., 2008], headwaters similar to the ones in this
study. Hence, we considered total Fe equivalent to dissolved Fe for the streams of this study. The influence
of Fe on the absorbance was investigated by conducting a laboratory experiment, where filtered (0.7 pm)
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lake water from the Skogaryd catchment with low Fe concentration (Fe < 1mgL™"; DOC=18mgL™") was
spiked with Fe covering a relevant concentration range (1-5mgL™"; n=27) (Peter et al. in preparation). By
using wavelength specific (254 and 365nm) regression models (absorbance as a function of Fe
concentration), we were able to subtract the Fe effect from all included absorbance measurements of the
study [Weishaar et al., 2003]. The absorbance data were converted to the decadic form of the absorbance
coefficient (a) according to

a=% (1

where a is expressed in m™', A is the dimensionless absorbance measure, and L is the path length of the
cuvette (0.5cm). Specific UV absorption (SUVAsss, LmgC ™ 'm™") as a proxy for aromaticity was
determined by dividing o at 254 nm with the DOC concentration [Weishaar et al., 2003]. In addition, the
absorbance ratio of a254/a365 has been shown to be negatively related to the mean molecular weight of
the DOC [De Haan and De Boer, 1987; Dahlén et al, 1996] and has been used for describing the DOC
character in various aquatic systems [Agren et al, 2008; Huotari et al, 2013; Miiller et al, 2014]. The
a254/a365 ratio has also been found to be strongly correlated with, and hence show, the same patterns as
measures of spectral slope for similar stream systems as presented in this study [Berggren et al., 2007;
Agren et al, 2008].

For the export calculations, daily time series of DOC concentration was constructed by linear interpolation
between sampling days in order to capture extreme values. On average, the interpolation time between
two sampling days was short, <5days during the sampling period April-December. Daily DOC
concentration for the unsampled period (mid-December-March) was modeled for each of the two streams
by using the stream-specific temperature-dependent regression models found in this study (see Figure 4).
Annual downstream export of DOC was estimated as the sum of daily export (daily concentrations times
mean daily discharge), which was then divided by the area of each catchment to obtain area specific
export. Annual flow-weighted concentrations of DOC were obtained by normalizing the annual export to
annual runoff. Uncertainty estimates for lateral export of DOC (12% standard deviation) were calculated
according to similar studies using Monte Carlo simulations for error propagation and where similar
sampling methods, sampling frequency, and analytical and hydrological methods have been used [Agren
et al., 2007; Nilsson et al., 2008].

2.4. Statistical Analyses

In order to explore drivers for the temporal variability in DOC concentration, SUVA,s,4 and a254/a365 for the
two streams, we used partial least squares regressions (PLS) since it is suitable to use when explanatory
variables are interrelated [Wold et al., 2001]. Three PLS models per stream (one for each of the y variables,
DOC concentration, SUVA,s,4, and a254/a365) were constructed and where a set of specific discharge (q)
and air temperature (T) measures were used as explanatory variables. In addition to g and T for the day of
sampling, we also investigated the time lag in the terrestrial-aquatic connectivity as well as in the
mobilization of soil DOC by incorporating g and T measured x days prior to the sampling day (denoted g,
and T_,). In a similar way, average values of q and T for a certain time period y days prior to the sampling
day (denoted Gayg) and T,.qq)) Were used in the analysis. Eight different T measures and six g measures
were chosen to cover relevant time ranges found in the literature [Fréberg et al, 2006; McGuire and
McDonnell, 2010; Raymond and Saiers, 2010]. These were together with the number of the sampling month
(4-12) (in total 15 explanatory variables) used in each PLS analysis. The importance of each explanatory
variable for the PLS model was determined by the VIP (Variable Importance for the Projection) value. The
VIP value was calculated for each explanatory variable by summing the squares of the PLS loading
weights, which were weighted by the amount of sum of squares explained in each model component.
Explanatory variables with VIP values >1.0 were considered as important, while variables with VIP values
<1.0 were considered unimportant in explaining the variability in each of the three separate models for
DOC concentration, SUVA,s,4, and a254/a365. Linear regression analysis was used to explore and model
simple temporal relationships for the variables that were most strongly related to DOC concentration,
SUVA,s4, and a254/a365 according to the PLS. Explanatory variables were logarithmically transformed in
the PLS and linear regression analysis if nonnormal distribution was detected. Correlations between
different explanatory variables were tested using the nonparametric Spearman’s rank correlation test
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Figure 2. Time series of air temperature (T), precipitation (P), and specific discharge (g) for SB and SM during the study
period of 2012-2013. Tand P data derive from the closest monitoring station (SMHI, Vanersborg) situated ~10 km east
of the catchments.

(Spearman rho). Differences in DOC quantity and character between SB and SM and between the 2 years
were tested using the nonparametric Wilcoxon's test. Correlations as well as differences between the
streams or between the years were considered significant if p < 0.05. The coefficient of variation (CV) was
used to describe and compare variability differences between the two streams. JMP 11.0 (SAS Institute Inc.,
Cary, NC, USA) was used for all statistical analysis except for the PLS analysis where SIMCA-P 13.0
(Umetrics, Umed, Sweden) was used.

3. Results
3.1. Runoff Patterns

The annual runoff for SB was 792 mm in 2012 and 469 mm in 2013. Specific discharge (g) was ranging from 0
to 268mmd~" (median is 0.8 mm d™") during the 2year period (Figure 2). The annual runoff for SM was
583 mm in 2012 and 487 mm in 2013, with g ranging from 0 to 23.7mmd ™" (median is 0.6 mmd~"). The
discharge distribution was very similar between the two streams (p=0.94, p < 0.0001, n=730, Spearman
rho). According to frequency analysis (average g for both sites), 58% of the days had a g <1mmd™".
Despite the few days with g >5mm d™" (<9% of the entire period), those days accounted for on average
43% of the accumulated discharge. The majority (>70%) of these high-discharge days occurred during
autumn and early winter months (September-January).

3.2. DOC Concentrations

SB showed consistently higher DOC concentrations than SM (Wilcoxon'’s test, p < 0.0001). The annual median
and annual flow-weighted mean concentrations for SB were 38.8mg L™ and 30.5mgL ™", respectively, to be
compared with 27.7mgL™" and 22.0mgL ™" for SM. Both streams had a pronounced intraannual pattern in
DOC with maximum monthly mean concentrations occurring during summer months. Using data from both
years, maximum DOC concentrations occurred in July for SB and in August for SM (Figure 3). The December
DOC concentrations were in both streams similar to the median monthly DOC for April when the sampling
program started. The largest interannual variability in DOC concentration between the 2 years was in both
streams observed in October after a period of drought. The monthly median DOC concentration for
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Figure 3. Monthly distribution of DOC concentration, Fe/DOC concentration ratio, SUVA,54, and a254/365 for SB and SM.
Median value of all data is given by the grey dashed line. Data are based on the 2 years of the study (2012-2013).

October in SB was 52% higher in 2013 than in 2012 (47.8mgL™" and 31.5mgL™"). The corresponding
interannual difference for October in SM was 22% higher DOC in 2013 than in 2012 (31.6mgL™" and
26.0mgL™") (data not shown). The maximum October DOC concentrations in 2013 were for both streams
almost equal to the overall maximum observed during the summer.

According to the PLS analyses, temperature was generally the best predicting variable determining
temporal variability in stream DOC concentrations for both streams (Table 1). The temperature control
was stronger for SM than for SB (i.e., VIP was higher in the PLS analysis; Table 1). A set of variables
describing the average temperature for different time periods prior to sampling were most influential for
the explanatory power of the model. T,,g30 was the most influential variable explaining temporal
variability in DOC concentration for both SM and SB. In SM, T,yg60: Tavgsor Tavgeos and Tayg14 were all
influential having with VIP values ranging from 1.48 to 1.20. The two principal components that were
extracted in the model explained 87% of the temporal variability in DOC concentration for SM. Although
temperature variables were in majority among the influential variables explaining DOC for SB, the model
also contained discharge measures. T followed by g _ 14, Taygso and T,yg14 Were the most influential
variables ranging in VIP values from 1.27 to 1.19. The three principal components that were extracted in
the model explained 53% of the temporal variability in DOC concentration for SB. T,,g30 Was also related
to DOC for both streams when considered as a single explanatory variable in linear regression models
(Figure 4). The T,,430-DOC relationship was stronger for SM (R?=0.70, p < 0.0001) than for SB (R*=0.35,
p < 0.0001). The slope of the regression models was 1.06 for SB, to be compared with 0.91 for the SM
and with an intercept difference of 8.9mgL™". The residuals for both regression models where normally
distributed and uncorrelated with q. The explanatory power increased, especially for SB (SM, R*=0.80
and SB, R=0.62), if the sampling occasions in middle to late October 2013, just after the drought
period, were excluded (Figures 2 and 4).
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Table 1. Ranked Driver Variables (According to VIP Values), R? and 02 for the Temporal Variability Models of DOC, SUVA
and a254/a365 According to the PLS Analysis for Stream Mineral (SM) and Stream Bog (SB)?

SM
DOC SUVA,s4 a254/a365

Variable viP +/— Variable viP +/— Variable viP +/—
Tavg60 1.48 + q_14 1.87 + Month 1.81 +
Tavg30 1.36 + TangO 1.24 + q 1.68 +
TaV990 1.30 + Tavg30 1.16 + T_ 60 1.29 +
Tavg14 125 ¥ q_ 1.09 + T 1.24 -
T_ 30 1.22 + Tavggo 1.09 + Tan90 1.24 +
T_ 14 1.20 + Tavg'|4 1.04 Ir q_14 1.14 =

T_30 1.02 + Tavg14 1.01 —
R*=0.87,Q>=0.83 R*=0.26,Q>=0.17 R*=031,Q°=0.24

sB®
DOC SUVA254 a254/a365

Variable ViIP +/— Variable viP +/— Variable viP +/—
T 127 + Gavgl4 1.40 + Month 204 +
qd_14 1.26 — Gavg7 1.38 + T_60 1.47 +
Tavg30 1.21 ar q 1.30 T TangO 1.29 Tr
Tavg14 119 - q_ 1.30 + T 129 +
T 12 1.09 - q_s 1.29 + q 1.06 +
Tavg60 1.06 + q_1a 1.25 +
q_ 1.04 -

R?=053,Q*=0.45

R?=065, Q* =060

R?=051, Q*=0.49

%In addition to g and T for the day of sampling, g and T measured x days prior to the sampling day (denoted g _
and T _ ) and average values of g and T for a certain time period y days prior to the sampling day (denoted gayq(y) and

Tavg(y)) were used in the PLS-analysis.

VIP = Variable Importance of the Projection. Only important driver variables for the model performance (VIP > 1)

are shown.
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Figure 4. DOC concentration as a function of average air temperature 30 days prior to sampling (Tavg30) separated for the
two streams SB and SM. Highlighted data within boxes represent October 2013 samples taken after the period of drought.
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Figure 5. (top) SUVA554 and (bottom) a254/365 as functions of In-transformed specific discharge (g) for the two streams SB
and SM.

3.3. DOC Character

In contrast to the DOC concentration, the median SUVA;s,4 (as a measure of aromaticity) was not statistically
different between the two streams (4.2L mgC 'm~'and 43LmgC 'm™' for the SM and SB, respectively)
(p=0.97, Wilcoxon's test) (Figure 3). Also, the seasonal variability in SUVA,s, showed a similar pattern in the
two streams with a relatively low initial SUVA,s4 (<3.9Lmg C'm™") in April, reaching a first maximum
during early summer (June/July), deceasing until early autumn and then increasing again to reach an
almost annual maximum (close to 5.0LmgC~'m™") in December (Figures 5). The seasonal pattern in
SUVA,54 was similar also when treating the data separately for the 2 years (data not shown). Despite the
similar seasonal pattern for the two different years, annual median SUVA,s4 was significantly higher during
2012 than 2013 for both streams (SM, 2012=4.3Lmg C'm™", 2013=41 Lmg C'm™"; SB,
2012=45LmgC 'm~',2013=39LmgC 'm ', both p < 0.0001, Wilcoxon’s test).

While temporal variability in SUVA,s4 was mostly explained by different discharge measures for SB, a
combination of discharge and temperature measures yielded the best model for SM (Table 1). The six
different discharge variables explaining temporal variability in SUVA;,s4 for SB had very similar VIP values
(1.40-1.25). For SM, g _ 14 (VIP = 1.87) was much more important than the remaining variables (VIP =1.24-1.02)
explaining temporal variability in SUVA,s4. The two principal components that were extracted for both
SM and SB explained 26% and 65% of the temporal variability in SUVA,s, for, respectively, stream. For
SB, SUVA;s,4 was also related to g when considered as a single explanatory variable in a linear regression
model (Figure 5).

The absorbance ratio, a254/a365 (as a measure of mean molecular weight) was in contrast to SUVA;s4
significantly different between the two streams with a higher median ratio observed for SM (4.5) than for
SB (4.1) (p < 0.0001, Wilcoxon'’s test) (Figure 3). SUVA,s4 and a254/a365 were negatively correlated in SM
(p=—-0.28, p=0.01 Spearman rho) but showed no correlation for SB (p =0.97, Spearman rho). The median
monthly a254/a365 ratio was relatively stable in both streams but tended to increase toward the autumn.
As observed for the SUVA,s4 SB showed a higher intermonthly variability in a254/a365 than SM. In
contrast to SUVA;s4, only SB showed a significant difference in annual median a254/a365 ratio between
the 2years (SM, 2012=4.5, 2013=4.5; p=0.48; SB, 2012=4.1, 2013=3.9, p=0.0005, Wilcoxon’s test). The
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Figure 6. Monthly distribution of the annual DOC export (in percent) for the two streams SB and SM separated by the two
different years of the study (2012 and 2013).

most influential variable for explaining temporal variability in a254/a365 was month for both SB and SM
according to the PLS analysis (Table 1). Whereas g was the second most important for SM, T_ ¢, was the
second most important variable for SB. The two components that were extracted for SM and SB explained
31% and 51% of the temporal variability in a254/a365, respectively. SB and SM had similar slopes (0.041
and 0.039, respectively) of the linear regression models of a254/a365 as a function of In-transformed g
(Figure 5). The explanatory power of the regression models was low but slightly higher for SB (18%) than
for SM (14%).

3.4. DOC Export

The mean annual DOC exports (based on the 2 years) were 10.7 (+1.3)t C or 18.8 (+2.3)gCm2yr~' for SB
and 5.7 (+0.7)t C or 11.9 (¥1.4)gCm~2yr~' for SM. The interannual variability was high with monthly
export rates ranging from 0 to 4.5 (+0.5)gCm~2 for SB and from 0 to 3.2 (+0.4) gCm ™2 for SM (Table 2).
There were, however, large differences in exports between the 2years, with significantly higher rates
determined for both streams in 2012. Year 2012 had a much higher annual precipitation (58%) and runoff
(on average 44% based on the two streams) than 2013. As a consequence of both streams drying out
completely during late summer 2013 (August and September), no DOC export occurred during those
months (Figure 6 and Table 2). The highest export rates were determined during October 2012 coinciding
with a high-precipitation period. SM had a higher intraannual variability in the DOC export (CV =57%) than
SB (CV=39%). The relative export contribution of single months like October 2012 and December 2013
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Table 2. Stream Export of DOC (g Cm ™) for Stream Bog (SB)  were higher for SM, showing that more than
and Stream Mineral (SM) Separated by Month and With the 25% of the annual export can occur during

Total Annual Export . K
single months in these types of catchments

SB SM .
(Figure 6).

2012 2013 2012 2013

Jan 2,1 1,6 1,2 1 4. Di .
. DIscussion

Feb 0,6 0,5 0,3 04
March 0,7 2,0 03 13 4.1. Control on Stream DOC Concentrations
April 1,6 1,8 0,6 1,5 .
May 16 07 09 06 The strong air .temperatu.re control on the
e 1,9 09 09 05 DOC concentration was, in contrast to our
July 2,0 0,1 0,6 0,1 hypothesis, surprisingly similar between the two
Aug 1.6 0,0 0,6 0 catchments despite their distinctly different soil
sep 3,9 00 22 0 and land use properties. A positive discharge-
oct o 06 32 0> DOC concentration relationship has commonl
Nov 3,0 1,5 2,1 13 . P Y
Dec 1,7 26 13 25 been observed for various catchments across
Annual 25,2 12,4 14,1 9,6 boreal and temperate regions [Hinton et al,

1998; Raymond and Saiers, 2010; Laudon et al,
2011]. But a strong temperature control on
stream DOC concentration has previously only been suggested for catchments with a homogenous soil
DOC profile typically found in peatland dominated areas [Winterdahl et al., 2014]. This study showed,
however, that a strong temperature control could also be found for a hemiboreal catchment draining
mineral soils. Forest soils, in general, and boreal and hemiboreal mineral soils, in particular, often show a
clear organic content profile decreasing with depth [Jobbdgy and Jackson, 2000]. But since the SM
catchment consists of reforested agricultural land, which historically has been managed for more than
100years, the soil profile has, expect from the top moor layer, relatively small differences in the vertical
organic matter distribution (O. Karlsson, University of Gothenburg, unpublished data, 2012). This results in
that stream DOC concentration in SM was relatively unaffected to changes in the groundwater table position
something that is manifested by the absence of any discharge-DOC concentration relationships (Table 1).

Although stream DOC concentrations followed air temperature patterns, the time lag in the temperature
response on DOC was slightly different between the streams, with a more rapid response observed in SB
than in SM. In SB, T and T,,g30 were the most influential temperature variables controlling the temporal
variability in stream DOC concentration, while for SM, T,,g60 and T,,g30 Were the most influential
temperature variables. A time lag of 60 days in SM is identical to findings from a small forested catchment
in Norway [Futter and de Wit, 2006] and similar to the findings of DOC leaching from the O-horizon in
forest podzol soils across Sweden where a time lag of two months was observed [Fréberg et al., 2006]. The
authors of that study attributed the delay in temperature response to sorption-desorption mechanisms
rather than to an effect coupled to DOC production. It has further been found that before a significant
increase of DOC in the soil solution could be observed, a buildup of “sorbed” DOC is needed [Michalzik
et al., 2003]. We cannot separate the temperature control on sorption processes from the control on
processes related to production/degradation of stream DOC in this study. However, because the
temperature response on stream DOC concentration was very similar (the slopes of the regressions in
Figure 4) between the two distinct different systems in terms of soil type, we believe that the temperature
control on the production rather than the mobilization of DOC was the major explanation to the observed
pattern. This is further supported by findings of soil organic matter (OM) content, being a fundamental
regulator for DOC adsorption rates in soils, with less adsorption potential at higher OM content [Moore
et al., 1992]. Furthermore, the temperature control on the stream DOC concentration in SM fits into the
conceptualization of terrestrial production/mineralization, being the regulator for DOC available for stream
runoff in forested catchments with a MAT > 3°C [e.g., Laudon et al., 2012]. However, the observed DOC
concentrations found for SM are more than 300% higher than projected by the DOC concentration-MAT
trajectory suggested by Laudon et al. [2012]. Our finding highlights the need for expanding the
hydrometeorologial/geographical coverage of stream DOC studies in boreal and hemiboreal Scandinavia.

On a spatial scale, stream DOC concentrations are known to be tightly coupled to the amount of organic-rich
soils in the catchment [Eckhardt and Moore, 1990; Mattsson et al., 2005; Wallin et al., 2010]; hence, the
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significantly higher DOC concentrations observed in SB than in SM were expected. The flow-weighted annual
mean DOC concentration for SB (30.5mg L~") was similar to annual mean or flow-weighted mean
concentrations found for mire-dominated catchments in northern Sweden (28.0-32.3mgL™") [Nilsson
et al, 2008; Wallin et al,, 2013]. The flow-weighted annual mean DOC for SM (22.0mgL™") was slightly
higher than the range in flow-weighted mean found for a 4 year study of a forested headwater catchment
in northern Sweden (16.1-23.2mgL™") [Wallin et al,, 2013]. For comparison on a spatial scale, measured
base flow concentrations of total organic carbon (TOC) for 99 randomly selected forested headwater
catchments along the west coast of Sweden (with a similar MAT and precipitation as observed for this
study) were ranging from 16.6 to 423 mgL™~" [Wallin et al., 2014]. To summarize, we believe that the SM
and SB catchments are representative in their DOC concentrations for a large part of the boreal and
hemiboreal regions of Scandinavia.

After the period of drought during summer/early autumn 2013, in congruence with the first increase in
stream discharge, both streams showed an increase in DOC concentrations. These October DOC
concentrations were falling outside the strong DOC-T,g30 relationship, which was observed for the rest of
the sampled year (Figure 3). Fenner and Freeman [2011] have described similar drought-induced C losses
(including DOC) after rewetting peatland systems. They suggested that increased anaerobic conditions
due to rewetting after a period of drought and high oxygen availability decreased the enzymatic activity
and hence slowed down the mineralization process. As indicated by the difference in mean October
concentration between the two years, the largest drought-induced effect on the DOC concentration was
observed for SB, but still, the effect was significant for SM as well with on average 22% higher October
DOC during 2013 than 2012. However, based on this study, we cannot determine if the enzymatic activity
is the main control or whether DOC could for example be simply accumulated in the soil profile upon
production and then being mobilized during the rewetting period as suggested by Raymond and
Saiers [2010].

4.2. Control on DOC Character

Despite draining two such distinctly different catchments in terms of land cover, the median, total range, and
seasonal pattern in SUVA,s4 (3.4-5.0LmgC~ " m™") as a proxy for aromaticity were all very similar between
the two streams (Figure 3). However, SB showed a much higher intermonthly variability in SUVA,s,4 than
SM, which we suggest is a result of the higher overall hydrological influence on SUVA,s,4 for the mire-
dominated area of SB (Table 1). The similarity in SUVA,s54 between the two systems was unexpected and in
contrast to findings from other studies. Agren et al. [2008] found, for example, in a study of boreal streams
a very similar overall range in SUVA,s,4 (3.8-5.6 L mg C "m™"), but with clear differences in mean SUVA,s4
between streams draining wetland and forested dominated catchments. They generally found higher
SUVA,s4 (or higher aromaticity) in wetland-dominated streams. Similar findings concerning differences in
SUVA,5, with more aromatic C observed for peatland than forest-derived DOC have been found in
laboratory studies [Kalbitz et al., 2003]. Our study indicates that such differences are not always clear and
that upland forested mineral soils can export DOC with similar SUVA,s4 as peatland systems.

Even though the two streams in our study showed similarities in SUVA,s4, there was a significant difference in
the a254/a365 ratio (Figure 3). Despite that the difference in a254/a365 between the two streams was
relatively small (difference in median a254/a365=0.3), it still indicates that the two streams on average
export DOC of different quality. The median a254/a365 ratio in SB was lower than in SM, suggesting that
the mire provides DOC of higher mean molecular weight compared to the forested mineral catchment.
This is in congruence with findings from boreal streams in northern Sweden, where a clear negative
a254/a365 versus wetland percentage relationship was observed [Agren et al, 2008]. The a254/a365
tended to increase toward the autumn for both streams, suggesting an increased contribution of low
molecular weight compounds to the bulk DOC pool. Although we found high DOC concentrations at
rewetting after a period of drought, no statistical difference in either SUVA,s, or a254/a365 was observed
compared to prior or after the rewetting period, suggesting no difference in character of this high DOC pulse.

The temporal control on the optical properties of DOC (SUVA,s4 and a254/a365) was rather complex, with
generally weak influence of any of the included g or T measures. However, it is indicated that a higher
groundwater table at higher stream discharge mobilize soil C sources with a different character (higher
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SUVA,s54) compared to at base flow. Also, the slight increase in a254/a365 toward the autumn was
predominately related to absorbance changes at the 365 nm wavelength since SUVA;s4 showed no such
seasonal influence. The a254/a365 ratio has previously been linked to the metabolism in boreal streams,
where a positive correlation between bacterial growth efficiency and a254/a365 has been shown [Berggren
et al.,, 2007]. However, Berggren et al. [2007] did not find any correlation between bacterial respiration rates
and the a254/a365 ratio, so whether the DOC being exported from SM will be more easily respired than
DOC from SB remains unclear.

4.3. DOC Export Rates

The ranges in DOC export (based on 2 years of data) for the two distinct different headwater catchments of this
study (13.5-26.2gC m~2 yr’1 for SBand 10.7-148gCm ™2 yr’1 for SM) were among the highest determined in
boreal and hemiboreal Scandinavia. For comparison, TOC export rates typically found for small boreal
catchments with various forest/mire land cover mixtures in northern Sweden (3.6-9.3gCm™2yr™") [Laudon
et al, 2004; Wallin et al, 2013] and in Finland (2.3-148gCm~2yr~") [Rantakari et al, 2010; Huotari et al.,
2013] were generally lower. Also, the range for SB was typically higher than TOC exports reported for a small
stream draining a peatland systems in northern Sweden (11.9-140gCm™2yr™") [Nilsson et al., 2008], but
within the same DOC export range observed for streams draining peatland systems in Canada (13.2-
21.0gCm2yr ") [Roulet et al, 2007] and in Scotland (18.6-32.2gCm~2yr~") [Dinsmore et al, 2010]. In
addition, the DOC export rates were significant in comparison to net ecosystem exchange (NEE) estimates of
Swedish forest stands, which usually range from —300 to 100gCm™2yr~" [Lindroth et al, 2008], indicating a
substantial lateral loss of C from the studied types of catchments.

The calculated annual DOC export rates are dependent on DOC concentrations and stream discharge. Since
the DOC concentrations found in our study were similar to concentrations found for other streams in boreal
Scandinavia, the higher export rates are a result of higher stream discharge, i.e., higher precipitation.
Furthermore, variability in precipitation has been shown to have a first-order control on the C balance of
boreal forests for duplicate reasons; higher precipitation increases the lateral export of C but also reduces
the terrestrial net ecosystem exchange (NEE), leading to an overall reduced net ecosystem carbon balance
[Oquist et al,, 2014]. Although stream discharge is the major control for the DOC export in our catchments,
the timing of the precipitation and generated stream discharge during the year influence the amount of
DOC being exported. This is especially true for our (and similar) catchments due to the pronounced
seasonal DOC concentration pattern driven by temperature and with little influence of variability in
discharge. Furthermore, the distribution of annual precipitation is important for the intraannual as well as
interannual variability in DOC export. Whether the DOC export occurs during spring/summer or during
autumn/winter will likely have implications for the processing potential in downstream aquatic systems.
Since sunlight and temperature are major controls for the photochemical and biological mineralization of
the organic C, it is reasonable to assume that DOC, being exported during autumn/winter, will to a higher
degree be exported to downstream aquatic systems upon mineralization than DOC, being exported
during spring/summer.

5. Conclusions

We conclude that the temporal variability in DOC concentrations for these two hemiboreal streams is to a
large extent driven by air temperature in spite of different soil characteristics, probably via regulation of
the production/degradation of DOC available for stream runoff. Although no substantial hydrological
influence on the DOC concentration was observed, the increasing a254/a365 ratio with increasing stream
discharge indicates a mobilization of soil C with different character (and possibly bioavailability) at
different discharge conditions. We suggest that these findings of a different control on DOC concentration
and character need to be considered in the future design of sampling programs of similar headwater
systems. The very high DOC export rates largely driven by precipitation, together with the combined
hydrometeorological control on stream DOC quantity and character, are central information, which needs
to be considered in improved landscape C models including a temporal dimension. Also, since northern
latitudes are projected to undergo climatic changes including changes in temperature and/or precipitation
[IPCC, 2013], our findings need to be considered to make future projections of C fluxes and sequestration
more reliable.

WALLIN ET AL.

TEMPORAL CONTROL ON STREAM DOC 13



@AG U Journal of Geophysical Research: Biogeosciences

10.1002/2014JG002814

Acknowledgments

The study is a part of the project
Landscape Greenhouse Gas Exchange -
Integration of Terrestrial and Freshwater
sources and sinks financed by the
Swedish Research Council for
Environment, Agricultural Sciences and
Spatial planning (Formas). Additional
funding was provided by the Swedish
Research Council, and the study did also
profit from the networks financed by
Nordforsk (DOMQUA and CRAICC) and
the Formas financed project Color of
Water. Raw hydrochemical data are
available upon request from the corre-
sponding author. We would like to
thank all samplers, especially David
Allbrand, and laboratories for their
excellent work. David Brobéck is
acknowledged for GIS work.

References

Agren, A, 1. Buffam, M. Jansson, and H. Laudon (2007), Importance of seasonality and small streams for the landscape regulation of dissolved
organic carbon export, J. Geophys. Res., 112, G03003, doi:10.1029/2006JG000381.
Agren, A, |. Buffam, M. Berggren, K. Bishop, M. Jansson, and H. Laudon (2008), Dissolved organic carbon characteristics in boreal streams in a
forest-wetland gradient during the transition between winter and summer, J. Geophys. Res., 113, G03031, doi:10.1029/2007JG000674.
Alexander, R. B., E. W. Boyer, R. A. Smith, G. E. Schwarz, and R. B. Moore (2007), The role of headwater streams in downstream water quality,
J. Am. Water Res. Assoc., 43(1), 41-59.

Aufdenkampe, A. K., E. Mayorga, P. A. Raymond, J. M. Melack, S. C. Doney, S. R. Alin, R. E. Aalto, and K. Yoo (2011), Riverine coupling of
biogeochemical cycles between land, oceans, and atmosphere, Front. Ecol. Environ., 9(1), 53-60, doi:10.1890/100014.

Berggren, M., H. Laudon, and M. Jansson (2007), Landscape regulation of bacterial growth efficiency in boreal freshwaters, Global
Biogeochem. Cycles, 21, GB4002, doi:10.1029/2006GB002844.

Berggren, M., H. Laudon, and M. Jansson (2009), Hydrological control of organic carbon support for bacterial growth in boreal headwater
streams, Microb. Ecol., 57(1), 170-178, doi:10.1007/500248-008-9423-6.

Bjorkvald, L., I. Buffam, H. Laudon, and C.-M. Mérth (2008), Hydrogeochemistry of Fe and Mn in small boreal streams: The role of seasonality,
landscape and scale, Geochim. Cosmochim. Acta, 72, 2789-2804, doi:10.1016/j.9ca.2008.03.024.

Boyer, E. W., G. M. Hornberger, K. E. Bencala, and D. M. McKnight (1997), Response characteristics of DOC flushing in an alpine catchment,
Hydrol. Process., 11(12), 1635-1647.

Christ, M. J,, and M. B. David (1996), Temperature and moisture effects on the production of dissolved organic carbon in a Spodosol, Soil Biol.
Biochem., 28(9), 1191-1199, doi:10.1016/0038-0717(96)00120-4.

Cole, J. J,, et al. (2007), Plumbing the global carbon cycle: Integrating inland waters into the terrestrial carbon budget, Ecosystems, 10(1),
171-184, doi:10.1007/510021-006-9013-8.

Dahlén, J., S. Bertilsson, and C. Pettersson (1996), Effects of UV-A irradiation on dissolved organic matter in humic surface waters, Environ. Int.,
22(5), 501-506, doi:10.1016/0160-4120(96)00038-4.

Dawson, J. J. C,, C. Soulsby, D. Tetzlaff, M. Hrachowitz, S. M. Dunn, and I. A. Malcolm (2008), Influence of hydrology and seasonality on DOC
exports from three contrasting upland catchments, Biogeochemistry, 90(1), 93-113, doi:10.1007/510533-008-9234-3.

De Haan, H., and T. De Boer (1987), Applicability of light absorbance and fluorescence as measures of concentration and molecular size of
dissolved organic carbon in humic Lake Tjeukemeer, Water Res., 21(6), 731-734, doi:10.1016/0043-1354(87)90086-8.

del Giorgio, P., and J. Davis (2003), Patterns in dissolved organic matter lability and consumption across aquatic ecosystems, in Aquatic
Ecosystems: Interactivity of Dissolved Organic Matter, edited by S. E. G. Findlay and R. L. Sinsabaugh, pp. 399-424, Academic Press,
San Diego, Calif.

Dinsmore, K. J., M. F. Billett, U. M. Skiba, R. M. Rees, J. Drewer, and C. Helfter (2010), Role of the aquatic pathway in the carbon and greenhouse
gas budgets of a peatland catchment, Global Change Biol., 16(10), 2750-2762, d0i:10.1111/j.1365-2486.2009.02119.x.

Eckhardt, B. W.,and T. R. Moore (1990), Controls on dissolved organic carbon concentrations in streams, Southern Québec, Can. J. Fish. Aquat.
Sci., 47(8), 1537-1544, doi:10.1139/f90-173.

Fenner, N., and C. Freeman (2011), Drought-induced carbon loss in peatlands, Nat. Geosci., 4(12), 895-900, doi:10.1038/ngeo1323.

Froberg, M., D. Berggren, B. Bergkvist, C. Bryant, and J. Mulder (2006), Concentration and fluxes of dissolved organic carbon (DOC) in three
Norway spruce stands along a climatic gradient in Sweden, Biogeochemistry, 77(1), 1-23, doi:10.1007/s10533-004-0564-5.

Futter, M. N., and H. A. de Wit (2006), Testing seasonal and long-term controls of streamwater DOC using empirical and process-based
models, Sci. Total Environ., 407(1), 698-707, doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv.2008.10.002.

Gomi, T, R. C. Sidle, and J. S. Richardson (2002), Understanding processes and downstream linkages of headwater systems, BioScience, 52(10),
905-916.

Grabs, T, K. Bishop, H. Laudon, S. W. Lyon, and J. Seibert (2012), Riparian zone hydrology and soil water total organic carbon (TOC):
Implications for spatial variability and upscaling of lateral riparian TOC exports, Biogeosciences, 9, 3901-3916.

Hinton, M. J,, S. L. Schiff, and M. C. English (1998), Sources and flowpaths of dissolved organic carbon during storms in two forested
watersheds of the Precambrian shield, Biogeochemistry, 41(2), 175-197, doi:10.2307/1469533.

Hood, E., M. N. Gooseff, and S. L. Johnson (2006), Changes in the character of stream water dissolved organic carbon during flushing in three
small watersheds, Oregon, J. Geophys. Res., 111, G01007, doi:10.1029/2005JG000082.

Huotari, J., H. Nykanen, M. Forsius, and L. Arvola (2013), Effect of catchment characteristics on aquatic carbon export from a boreal
catchment and its importance in regional carbon cycling, Global Change Biol., 19(12), 3607-3620, doi:10.1111/gcb.12333.

Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) (2013), IPCC Fifth Assessment Report: Climate Change 2013: The physical science basis.
Working group |, Contribution to the Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, 1515 pp.,
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, Univ. Press, Cambridge and New York.

Jardine, P. M., J. F. McCarthy, and N. L. Weber (1989), Mechanisms of dissolved organic carbon adsorption on soil, Soil Sci. Soc. Am. J., 53(5),
1378-1385, doi:10.2136/555aj1989.03615995005300050013x.

Jobbagy, E. G., and R. B. Jackson (2000), The vertical distribution of soil organic carbon and its relation to climate and vegetation, Ecol. Appl.,
10(2), 423-436, doi:10.1890/1051-0761(2000)010[0423:tvd050]2.0.c0;2.

Kalbitz, K., J. Schmerwitz, D. Schwesig, and E. Matzner (2003), Biodegradation of soil-derived dissolved organic matter as related to its
properties, Geoderma, 113(3-4), 273-291, doi:10.1016/S0016-7061(02)00365-8.

Kohler, S. J., I. Buffam, H. Laudon, and K. H. Bishop (2008), Climate’s control of intra-annual and interannual variability of total organic carbon
concentration and flux in two contrasting boreal landscape elements, J. Geophys. Res., 113, G03012, doi:10.1029/2007JG000629.

Kohler, S., I. Buffam, A. Jonsson, and K. Bishop (2002), Photochemical and microbial processing of stream and soilwater dissolved organic
matter in a boreal forested catchment in northern Sweden, Aquat. Sci., 64(3), 269-281, doi:10.1007/s00027-002-8071-z.

Laudon, H., S. Kéhler, and I. Buffam (2004), Seasonal TOC export from seven boreal catchments in northern Sweden, Aquat. Sci., 66, 223-230,
doi:10.1007/500027-004-0700-2.

Laudon, H,, M. Berggren, A. Agren, . Buffam, K. Bishop, T. Grabs, M. Jansson, and S. Kohler (2011), Patterns and dynamics of dissolved organic
carbon (DOC) in boreal streams: The role of processes, connectivity, and scaling, Ecosystems, 14(6), 880-893, doi:10.1007/s10021-011-9452-8.

Laudon, H., J. Buttle, S. K. Carey, J. McDonnell, K. McGuire, J. Seibert, J. Shanley, C. Soulsby, and D. Tetzlaff (2012), Cross-regional prediction of
long-term trajectory of stream water DOC response to climate change, Geophys. Res. Lett., 39, L18404, doi:10.1029/2012GL053033.

Lindroth, A, L. Klemedtsson, A. Grelle, P. Weslien, and O. Langvall (2008), Measurement of net ecosystem exchange, productivity and
respiration in three spruce forests in Sweden shows unexpectedly large soil carbon losses, Biogeochemistry, 89(1), 43-60, doi:10.1007/
$10533-007-9137-8.

WALLIN ET AL.

TEMPORAL CONTROL ON STREAM DOC 14


http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2006JG000381
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2007JG000674
http://dx.doi.org/10.1890/100014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2006GB002844
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00248-008-9423-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gca.2008.03.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0038-0717(96)00120-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10021-006-9013-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0160-4120(96)00038-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10533-008-9234-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0043-1354(87)90086-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2009.02119.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1139/f90-173
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ngeo1323
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10533-004-0564-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2008.10.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/1469533
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2005JG000082
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12333
http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/sssaj1989.03615995005300050013x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1890/1051-0761(2000)010[0423:tvdoso]2.0.co;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0016-7061(02)00365-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2007JG000629
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00027-002-8071-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00027-004-0700-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10021-011-9452-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2012GL053033
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10533-007-9137-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10533-007-9137-8

@AGU Journal of Geophysical Research: Biogeosciences  10.1002/2014JG002814

Mattsson, T., P. Kortelainen, and A. Raike (2005), Export of DOM from boreal catchments: Impacts of land use cover and climate,
Biogeochemistry, 76(2), 373-394, doi:10.1007/s10533-005-6897-x.

McGuire, K. J., and J. J. McDonnell (2010), Hydrological connectivity of hillslopes and streams: Characteristic time scales and nonlinearities,
Water Resour. Res., 46, W10543, doi:10.1029/2010WR009341.

Meyer, A, et al. (2013), A fertile peatland forest does not constitute a major greenhouse gas sink, Biogeosciences, 10(11), 7739-7758,
doi:10.5194/bg-10-7739-2013.

Michalzik, B., E. Tipping, J. Mulder, J. G. Lancho, E. Matzner, C. Bryant, N. Clarke, S. Lofts, and M. V. Esteban (2003), Modelling the production
and transport of dissolved organic carbon in forest soils, Biogeochemistry, 66(3), 241-264.

Moore, T. R, W. de Souza, and J.-F. Koprivjak (1992), Controls on the sorption of dissolved organic carbon by soils, Soil Sci., 154(2), 120-129.

Miiller, R. A, D. N. Kothawala, E. Podgrajsek, E. Sahlée, B. Koehler, L. J. Tranvik, and G. A. Weyhenmeyer (2014), Hourly, daily and seasonal
variability in the absorption spectra of chromophoric dissolved organic matter in a eutrophic, humic lake, J. Geophys. Res. Biogeosci., 119,
1985-1998, doi:10.1002/2014JG002719.

Nilsson, M., J. Sagerfors, I. Buffam, H. Laudon, T. Eriksson, A. Grelle, L. Klemedtsson, P. Weslien, and A. Lindroth (2008), Contemporary carbon
accumulation in a boreal oligotrophic minerogenic mire - a significant sink after accounting for all C-fluxes, Global Change Biol., 14(10),
2317-2332, doi:10.1111/j.1365-2486.2008.01654.x.

Oquist, M. G,, K. Bishop, A. Grelle, L. Klemedtsson, S. J. Kéhler, H. Laudon, A. Lindroth, M. Ottosson Léfvenius, M. B. Wallin, and M. B. Nilsson
(2014), The full annual carbon balance of boreal forests is highly sensitive to precipitation, Environ. Sci. Technol. Lett., 1(7), 315-319,
doi:10.1021/ez500169j.

Raab, B., and H. Vedin (1995), National Atlas of Sweden—Climate, Lakes and Rivers, 176 pp., Kartférlaget, Gavle, Sweden.

Randerson, J. T., F. S. Chapin, J. W. Harden, J. C. Neff, and M. E. Harmon (2002), Net ecosystem production: A comprehensive measure of net
carbon accumulation by ecosystems, Ecol. Appl., 12(4), 937-947.

Rantakari, M., T. Mattsson, P. Kortelainen, S. Piirainen, L. Finer, and M. Ahtiainen (2010), Organic and inorganic carbon concentrations and fluxes
from managed and unmanaged boreal first-order catchments, Sci. Total Environ., 408(7), 1649-1658, doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv.2009.12.025.
Raymond, P., and J. Saiers (2010), Event controlled DOC export from forested watersheds, Biogeochemistry, 100(1-3), 197-209, doi:10.1007/

510533-010-9416-7.

Roulet, N. T,, P. M. Lafleur, P. J. H. Richard, T. R. Moore, E. R. Humphreys, and J. Bubier (2007), Contemporary carbon balance and late Holocene
carbon accumulation in a northern peatland, Global Change Biol., 13(2), 397-411, doi:10.1111/j.1365-2486.2006.01292.x.

Schiff, S., R. Aravena, E. Mewhinney, R. Elgood, B. Warner, P. Dillon, and S. Trumbore (1998), Precambrian shield wetlands: Hydrologic control
of the sources and export of dissolved organic matter, Clim. Change, 40(2), 167-188, doi:10.1023/a:1005496331593.

Shendryk, I, M. Hellstrom, L. Klemedtsson, and N. Kljun (2014), Low-density LiDAR and optical imagery for biomass estimation over boreal
forest in Sweden, Forests, 5(5), 992-1010, doi:10.3390/f5050992.

Temnerud, J., A. Diiker, S. Karlsson, B. Allard, S. Kohler, and K. Bishop (2009), Landscape scale patterns in the character of natural organic
matter in a Swedish boreal stream network, Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci., 13(9), 1567-1582.

Tranvik, L. J., et al. (2009), Lakes and reservoirs as regulators of carbon cycling and climate, Limnol. Oceanogr., 54(6), 2298-2314, doi:10.4319/
10.2009.54.6_part_2.2298.

Wallin, M. B., T. Grabs, |. Buffam, H. Laudon, A. Agren, M. G. Oquist, and K. Bishop (2013), Evasion of CO2 from streams — The dominant
component of the carbon export through the aquatic conduit in a boreal landscape, Global Change Biol., 19(3), 785-797, doi:10.1111/
gcb.12083.

Wallin, M. B, S. Léfgren, M. Erlandsson, and K. Bishop (2014), Representative regional sampling of carbon dioxide and methane concentrations in
hemiboreal headwater streams reveal underestimates in less systematic approaches, Global Biogeochem. Cycles, 28, 465-479, doi:10.1002/
2013gb004715.

Wallin, M., . Buffam, M. Oquist, H. Laudon, and K. Bishop (2010), Temporal and spatial variability of dissolved inorganic carbon in a boreal
stream network: Concentrations and downstream fluxes, J. Geophys. Res., 115, G02014, doi:10.1029/2009JG001100.

Weishaar, J. L, G. R. Aiken, B. A. Bergamaschi, M. S. Fram, R. Fujii, and K. Mopper (2003), Evaluation of specific ultraviolet absorbance as an
indicator of the chemical composition and reactivity of dissolved organic carbon, Environ. Sci. Technol., 37(20), 4702-4708, doi:10.1021/
es030360x.

Weyhenmeyer, G. A, M. Fréberg, E. Karltun, M. Khalili, D. Kothawala, J. Temnerud, and L. J. Tranvik (2012), Selective decay of terrestrial organic
carbon during transport from land to sea, Global Change Biol., 18(1), 349-355, doi:10.1111/j.1365-2486.2011.02544.x.

Winterdahl, M., J. Temnerud, M. Futter, S. Lofgren, F. Moldan, and K. Bishop (2011), Riparian zone influence on stream water dissolved organic
carbon concentrations at the Swedish integrated monitoring sites, Ambio, 40(8), 920-930, doi:10.1007/513280-011-0199-4.

Winterdahl, M., M. Erlandsson, M. N. Futter, G. A. Weyhenmeyer, and K. Bishop (2014), Intra-annual variability of organic carbon concentrations in
running waters: Drivers along a climatic gradient, Global Biogeochem. Cycles, 28, 451-464, doi:10.1002/2013gb004770.

Wold, S., M. Sj6strom, and L. Eriksson (2001), PLS-regression: A basic tool of chemometrics, Chemom. Intell. Lab. Syst., 58(2), 109-130,
doi:10.1016/50169-7439(01)00155-1.

WALLIN ET AL.

TEMPORAL CONTROL ON STREAM DOC 15


http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10533-005-6897-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2010WR009341
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/bg-10-7739-2013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2014JG002719
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2008.01654.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ez500169j
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2009.12.025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10533-010-9416-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10533-010-9416-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2006.01292.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/a:1005496331593
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/f5050992
http://dx.doi.org/10.4319/lo.2009.54.6_part_2.2298
http://dx.doi.org/10.4319/lo.2009.54.6_part_2.2298
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12083
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12083
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2013gb004715
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2013gb004715
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2009JG001100
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/es030360x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/es030360x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2011.02544.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s13280-011-0199-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2013gb004770
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0169-7439(01)00155-1


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (ECI-RGB.icc)
  /CalCMYKProfile (Photoshop 5 Default CMYK)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.6
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends false
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Preserve
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
    /Courier
    /Courier-Bold
    /Courier-BoldOblique
    /Courier-Oblique
    /Helvetica
    /Helvetica-Bold
    /Helvetica-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-Oblique
    /Symbol
    /Times-Bold
    /Times-BoldItalic
    /Times-Italic
    /Times-Roman
    /ZapfDingbats
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 400
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects true
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /ENU ()
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements true
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


