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Abstract  21 

Recent investigations proved that nitrogen (N) concentrations in mosses are primarily 22 

determined by atmospheric deposition. The correlations are country- and N compound-23 

specific and agree well with spatial patterns and temporal trends across Europe as a whole 24 

and in single European countries. This study investigates whether correlations between the 25 
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concentration of N in atmospheric deposition and mosses within the units of an ecological 26 

land classification of Europe can be established. To this end, N measurements from the 2005 27 

European moss survey and modelled N atmospheric deposition in 2005 were intersected with 28 

a map of European landscapes. Then, considering minimum numbers of sampling sites 29 

required across Europe, in single European countries and within the landscapes of Europe and 30 

accounting for spatial auto-correlation, the correlations between the N concentration in 31 

mosses and corresponding deposition were calculated and mapped for each of those 32 

landscape units containing moss sampling sites. Using an example of one landscape with 33 

positive correlation and one landscape with no correlation between N concentrations in 34 

deposition and in mosses, influencing factors were ranked based on investigating the 35 

multivariate interactions between moss concentrations and, amongst others, atmospheric 36 

deposition, land use, elevation or moss species by classification and regression trees. From 37 

this study it could be concluded that the numbers of sampling sites within Europe and most 38 

participating countries as well as within most of the landscapes covering Europe are 39 

sufficient. Spatial patterns of correlations between the atmospheric N deposition and N 40 

concentration in mosses could be proven to vary across the landscapes of Europe. Where 41 

clear positive correlations between N concentrations in deposition and mosses exist in 42 

landscapes, multivariate ranking identifies the deposition as main influencing factor. In cases 43 

with no correlation between deposition and N concentrations in mosses, other factors such as 44 

e.g. moss species collected may be of importance. Therefore, mosses were proved to serve as 45 

biological indicators for atmospheric depositions and ecologically defined land classes could 46 

be identified as more complex indicators which allow relating exposure monitoring with 47 

effects assessment. 48 

 49 
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 52 

1. Introduction 53 

Nitrogen (N) is an essential plant nutrient. The N cycling in ecosystems is derived from 54 

biological N fixation, mineralization, and atmospheric deposition. Atmospheric deposition 55 

was a relatively unimportant N source until the beginning of the agricultural and industrial 56 

revolution with an increasing population and demands for food and energy. Since 1860, 57 

atmospheric deposition got more and more an important N source for ecosystems and can 58 

also be the dominant source. The shape of the effects of atmospheric N deposition depends 59 

on: duration, total amount, and N form of the deposition; sensitivity of plant species exposed 60 

to deposition; abiotic conditions in the ecosystem which can be influenced significantly by 61 

both past and present land use. Therefore, sensitivity to N deposition can vary between 62 

ecosystems or landscapes, respectively, as reviewed for the Global 200 priority ecoregions 63 

for conservation (Bobbink et al., 2010): Changes in species composition; direct toxicity of N 64 

gases and aerosols; long-term negative effects of increased ammonium and ammonia 65 

availability; soil-mediated effects of acidification; susceptibility to secondary stress and 66 

disturbance. 67 

To avoid ecological damages due to atmospheric N deposition, the Gothenburg Protocol of 68 

the Convention on Long-range Transboundary Air Pollution (LRTAP) was developed with 69 

respect to the abatement of acidification, eutrophication and ground-level ozone. The 70 

implementation of the Gothenburg Protocol is monitored and evaluated by the European 71 

Monitoring and Evaluation Programme (EMEP), by collating emission data from parties, 72 

measuring air and precipitation quality and modelling atmospheric transport and deposition. 73 

Deposition of N is calculated from emission data compiled by EMEP by use of the EMEP 74 



chemistry and atmospheric transport model and then verified against concentrations in air and 75 

precipitation. In 2005, 53 EMEP stations measured the concentration of N compounds in 76 

precipitation and wet deposition, whereas up to 41 stations reported air concentrations of N 77 

compounds (Fagerli and Hjellbrekke, 2007). Finally, the EMEP modelling results are mapped 78 

on grids of 50 km by 50 km. 79 

Within the LRTAP Convention, the Working Group on Effects (WGE) provides information 80 

on the impacts of air pollutants on human health and the environment. The International 81 

Cooperative Programme on Effects of Air Pollution on Natural Vegetation and Crops (ICP 82 

Vegetation) has been coordinating the European moss survey since 2000. Within that survey, 83 

conducted every 5 years since 1990, naturally growing mosses are used as indicators of 84 

atmospheric deposition of pollutants. In 2005, mosses were sampled ca. 6000 sites in 28 85 

countries and analyzed for heavy metals (Harmens et al., 2010) and, for the first time for N 86 

concentrations at ca. 3000 sites in 16 countries (Harmens et al., 2011). Compared to the 87 

EMEP monitoring network, the spatial resolution of the European moss survey in terms of 88 

extent, i.e. area covered by sampling sites, and grain, i.e. number of sampling sites, is much 89 

higher.  90 

Although the N concentrations in mosses provide no direct quantitative measurement of 91 

atmospheric deposition, the moss survey data yield an indication of the spatial patterns and 92 

temporal trends of N deposition from the atmosphere to terrestrial systems (Harmens et al., 93 

2011; Schröder et al., 2010b, 2011, 2012). Thus, for environmental impact assessments the 94 

moss survey data could help characterizing the N exposure of large areas, especially if they 95 

could be related with information on ecological characteristics of the receiving environmental 96 

systems. Factors other than atmospheric depositions also contribute to the variation of 97 

elemental concentrations in mosses (Holy et al., 2010; Schröder et al., 2008, 2010a,b). For 98 

nitrogen, these factors were discussed in more detail in Harmens et al. (2011) and Schröder et 99 



al. (2010a). As these factors and their influence on the relationship between deposition and 100 

moss concentrations might be different for landscapes with different ecological 101 

characteristics, we hypothesise that the correlations between both N concentrations in 102 

depositions and mosses are landscape-specific. Therefore, the current study investigated the 103 

relationship between N concentrations in atmospheric deposition and in mosses for up to 40 104 

ecologically defined land classes covering Europe. Our approach for Europe provides further 105 

detail to the global approach presented by Bobbink et al. (2010) for the G 200 ecoregions 106 

(Olson and Dienerstein, 2002). 107 

 108 

2. Materials and methods 109 

2.1. Moss sampling and chemical analyses 110 

Mosses were sampled according to the guidelines described in the protocol for the 2005 111 

European survey (ICP Vegetation, 2005). Since the sampling sites cover a broad range of 112 

ecologically different habitats, several carpet-forming moss species were collected (Fig. 1).  113 

 114 

Figure 1: Geographical distribution of mosses sampled for N analyses. Other species 115 

containing those with each n < 20, i.e. Br - Brachythecium rutabulum  (n = 12); Brach sp. - 116 

mosses of the genus Brachythecium (n = 14); Hom sp.  mosses of the genus Homalothecium 117 

(n = 12); Scler sp. - mosses of the genus Scleropodium other than Pp (n = 2); Ta - Thuidium 118 

abietinum, (n = 2); Tt  - Thuidium tamariscinum (n = 15). For full names cf. Fig. 6. 119 

 120 

Although participants of the European moss survey generally aimed to only use the last two 121 

to three years‟ growth of moss material for nitrogen analysis, variations in environmental 122 

conditions between countries and years sometimes made it hard to identify years of growth 123 

accurately (Harmens et al., 2011). Each sampling site was located at least 300 m from main 124 



roads and populated areas and at least 100 m from any road or single house. The majority of 125 

mosses were sampled in forests (coniferous, broad-leaved or mixed), followed by „moors and 126 

heathland‟ and natural grassland. In forests, samples were collected as far as possible in small 127 

open spaces to preclude any significant effect of canopy drip. Samples were generally dried 128 

at room temperature and stored under those conditions until N analysis, although some 129 

countries did refrigerate or deep-freeze the samples. For the determination of N, moss tissue 130 

was dried at 40 °C and concentrations were determined according to either the Kjeldahl 131 

method or via elemental analysis following the Dumas method; for details of methods used in 132 

each country see Harmens et al. (2011). N concentrations are expressed as percentage N 133 

based on dry weight and were only determined in the last 2-3 years‟ growth.  134 

In 2005/6, a quality control exercise was conducted for assessing the analytical performance 135 

of the participating laboratories (Harmens et al., 2011). Moss reference material M2 and M3 136 

(Harmens et al., 2010; Steinnes et al., 1997) were distributed amongst participating 137 

laboratories. In addition, some laboratories used other certified reference material for quality 138 

assurance. For determination of the total nitrogen concentration in the reference material, 139 

laboratories followed the same analytical procedure as used for the collected moss samples. 140 

Generally, data obtained indicated good agreement between laboratories: The recommended 141 

values for reference materials M2 and M3 showed a variation of 7.4 % and 7.6 % 142 

respectively (Harmens et al., 2010). Only for one laboratory a correction factor was applied 143 

to the total nitrogen concentration of the moss samples as the values for the moss standards 144 

were outside the range of two standard deviations from the mean recommended value for the 145 

reference material M2. 146 

For this investigation we used the data on N concentrations in mosses sampled in 2005 at 147 

2796 sites across Europe and spatially connected them with the modelled atmospheric 148 

depositions of N (section 2.2) and the ecological land classes of Europe (section 2.3) within a 149 



Geographic Information System (GIS). As the last two to three years of moss growth was 150 

selected for N determination, representing the accumulation of atmospheric depositions in 151 

mosses in up to three years previous to sampling (ICP Vegetation, 2005), average modelled N 152 

deposition data for the years 2003, 2004, and 2005 were included in the statistical analyses. 153 

 154 

2.2. Monitoring and modelling atmospheric deposition 155 

Using the EMEP transport model, atmospheric deposition of N (Simpson et al., 2012) was 156 

calculated from emission data compiled by EMEP. The modelled data were verified against 157 

measured concentrations in air and precipitation (Fagerli and Aas, 2008). In 2005, 53 EMEP 158 

stations measured the concentration of N compounds in precipitation and wet deposition, 159 

whereas up to 41 stations reported air concentrations of nitrogen compounds.  160 

The modelled deposition data comprise uncertainties of data collected from emission 161 

inventories as well as from monitoring and modelling:  162 

 The uncertainty of emission data is difficult to quantity since the national emission 163 

inventories do not provide respective information.  164 

 The uncertainty of modelling results includes intrinsic model uncertainties, the overall 165 

model uncertainty and the comparison of modelled values with field observations. 166 

According to Simpson et al. (2012), the model performance compared to EMEP and 167 

other measurements is presented annually in EMEP validation reports 168 

(www.emep.int) or in papers as for instance in those from Fagerli and Aas (2008) and 169 

Simpson et al. (2006a, b) dealing with nitrogen compounds.  170 

 To assure the quality of monitoring data measurements are validated through a quality 171 

assurance / quality control process involving the individual institutions responsible for 172 

the different sites and the EMEP-CCC as documented by the reports available in the 173 

Chemical Coordinating Centre EMEP series (www.emep.int). In addition to applied 174 

http://www.emep.int/
http://www.emep.int/


reference methods and standard operation procedures, EMEP conducts laboratory- 175 

and field inter-comparison of most components defined by the monitoring 176 

programme. Field inter-comparisons are an important part of the quality assurance 177 

programme in EMEP to document the overall uncertainty in the methods used 178 

(Tørseth et al., 2012). The uncertainty of monitoring data includes the estimation of 179 

the uncertainty caused by analytical methods. While laboratory comparisons provided 180 

estimations of the accuracy of analytical methods, overall measurement accuracy was 181 

estimated by field campaigns.  182 

From the above broad quality assurance framework could be concluded the difficulty to 183 

assess the uncertainty of atmospheric chemical transport models for deposition. This is 184 

mainly due to a lack of information about the quality of emission data and data on dry 185 

deposition. According to the EMEP data quality objective (EMEP / CCC 2001), the accuracy 186 

for the chemical analysis should be better than 10%, and that is met by most laboratories in 187 

the annual laboratory inter-comparison, often better than 5%. The uncertainty for the 188 

combined sampling and chemical analysis should be better than 15 -25%. There has been 189 

some field inter-comparison to assess the uncertainties in the overall measurements and they 190 

are in general within these objectives if the reference methods are used (wet only for 191 

precipitation and filterpack for air and aerosol). Notice that the above mentioned uncertainties 192 

refer to concentrations and not to deposition loads, because dry deposition is not measured in 193 

EMEP. 194 

For wet-deposition, Simpson et al. (2006b) found that the EMEP model's wet-deposition of 195 

NO3 and NH4 were within 20-30% of values measured at sites within the ICP-Forests Level 196 

II programme, or 10-23% lower when compared to the EMEP/CCC network. For dry-197 

deposition, Flechard et al. (2011) compared four different deposition-modules making use of 198 

data from 55 sites across Europe. This study found differences of the order of 2-3 between 199 



the models, with estimates for particle deposition over forests showing especially large 200 

differences. Estimates of total deposition should of course be more robust than those of dry 201 

deposition, and analysis of the results of the EURODELTA ensemble study (7 chemical 202 

transport models) showed standard deviations between models of about 50-200 mg N / m
2
 in 203 

regions where the ensemble mean was about 200-500 mg N /m 
2
 (Simpson et al., 2011). 204 

Given that airborne nitrogen species are usually reproduced within 30% though, and given 205 

the constraints of mass-balance, a first estimate of total deposition uncertainty might be 206 

around 30-50%. 207 

 208 

2.3 Ecological Landscape Classification of Europe (ELCE) 209 

The data on atmospheric deposition and their accumulation in mosses were linked to a map 210 

depicting the geographical distribution of ecological land classes across Europe. This map 211 

was calculated by means of Classification and Regression Trees (CART; Breimann et al., 212 

1984) from 48 digital maps each depicting the spatial pattern of one of 48 ecologically 213 

relevant landscape characteristics covering climate, altitude, soil, and potential natural 214 

vegetation in Europe (Hornsmann et al., 2008). ELCE subdivides Europe into spatial units 215 

mapped on grids of about 20 km x 20 km. Data used for calculating the ELCE unit are data 216 

on the potential natural vegetation (PNV; Bohn et al., 2005), on altitude (Hastings et al., 217 

1999) on soil texture (FAO, 1996) as well as on monthly averages on air temperature, 218 

sunshine duration, relative humidity and precipitation (New et al., 2002). The PNV was set as 219 

the target variable whereas the data on altitude, soil texture, and climate were chosen as 220 

predictors. CART allows the production of several levels of grain. In this investigation that is 221 

the numbers of ELCE units differentiated (Lam, 2004), depicting the spatial patterns of 200 222 

(ELCE200) to 40 (ELCE40) units. In this investigation ELCE40 was used. For further CART 223 

details we refer to section 2.6. 224 



 225 

2.4 Calculation of minimum number of sampling sites needed for reliable statistics 226 

Measurement values should be meaningful not only for one certain point in space and time. 227 

Measurements taken in a geographically specified area should rather allow for 228 

generalizations so that, e.g. their mean value is reliable with respect to variability and number 229 

of measurements covering that region. The number of samples required is to be based on a 230 

specified confidence interval of the mean of the variable considered (Nelson and Ward, 231 

1981). Therefore, in this investigation the minimum number of sampling sites needed for 232 

reliable statistics were calculated prior to the calculation of correlations between atmospheric 233 

deposition of N and in the N concentration in mosses. Hox (2010) provides an overview of 234 

sample size issues with regard to minimum sample sizes needed. our study, the minimum 235 

number was computed for a) Europe in terms of the sum of the territories of countries which 236 

participated in the moss survey 2005; b) each of the participating countries; c) each of the 40 237 

ecological land classes of Europe covered by the survey network. For the countries (b) and 238 

the land classes (c) both, the percentage countries and classes with missing monitoring sites 239 

and the percentage of area covered were calculated. In contrast to countries, ELCE units are 240 

not necessarily spatially contiguous. Therefore, the percentage was only calculated for those 241 

parts of land classes covered by moss survey sampling sites buffered by the minimum auto-242 

correlation range of N.  243 

 244 

2.5 Correlations between modelled N deposition and measured concentrations in mosses 245 

As a widespread phenomenon in environmental systems, auto-correlation of a random 246 

process is defined as the similarity of, or correlation between, values of a process at 247 

neighbouring points in time or space. Positive autocorrelation means that the individual 248 

observations contain information which is part of other temporal or spatial neighbouring 249 



observations. Subsequently, the effective sample size will be lower than the number of 250 

realized observations. Thus, positive spatial auto-correlation enhances type I errors, so that 251 

parametric statistics such as Pearson correlation coefficients are declared significant when 252 

they should not be (Nelson and Ward, 1981). Therefore, Schröder et al. (2012) calculated 253 

spatial auto-correlations of both EMEP deposition data and moss data across Europe 254 

according to Dutilleul (1993). 255 

Then, landscape-specific Spearman rank correlations between EMEP modelled atmospheric 256 

dry, wet and total deposition and concentrations in mosses for N were determined. In this 257 

investigation, Spearman rank correlation coefficients rs were calculated because the measured 258 

concentrations mostly proved not to be normally distributed. Although this non-parametric 259 

correlation method is less powerful than parametric methods if the assumptions underlying 260 

the latter are met, it is less likely to give distorted results when the assumptions fail. The 261 

strength of correlation were classified as follows: rs values <|0.2| are very low, between |0.2| 262 

and |0.49| low, from |0.5| to |0.69| moderate, between |0.7| and |0.89| high and ≥ |0.9| very 263 

high (Schröder et al., 2010).  264 

To assess the impact of using EMEP modelled data averaged over three years in comparison 265 

to modelled data for the year previous to moss sampling, correlations were also determined 266 

using only the EMEP modelled data for the year previous to moss sampling. Sampling-sites-267 

specific N concentrations in mosses were averaged for each of the 50 km x 50 km EMEP 268 

grids containing the atmospheric N deposition values (Fig. 2) before correlations were 269 

calculated (Harmens et al., 2011). Moss data outside the mean ± 3 standard deviations were 270 

eliminated from the analysis leading to exclusion of 2-3% of the moss data.  271 

 272 

Figure 2: Atmospheric N deposition modelled on a 50 km by 50 km grid (EMEP) and N 273 

concentrations in moss samples at individual sites 274 



 275 

2.6 Decision trees uncovering relations between N concentrations in mosses and potentially 276 

influencing factors  277 

In this investigation, CART (Breiman et al., 1984) was not only used to compute a map 278 

depicting the geographical distribution of ecologically defined land classes across Europe 279 

(section 2.3). Additionally, CART was applied to detect correlations between the N 280 

concentrations in mosses and sampling site-specific and regional characteristics, which 281 

potentially could influence the concentration in mosses (Table 1).  282 

CART does not make any assumptions regarding the distribution of the data and can use an 283 

explanatory variable more than once, so it can work with multiple interrelated data. CART 284 

can reveal hierarchical and nonlinear relationships among one dependent variable (N 285 

concentration in mosses) and several describing variables (sampling sites and regional 286 

characteristics) by subdividing a heterogeneous data set into more homogeneous subsets 287 

(classes, groups, nodes) by a series of nested binary “if-then-else” splits. Each split 288 

maximizes the homogeneity of the dependent variable. Each possible binary split for all 289 

variables is evaluated recursively for the best class separation until homogeneous end points 290 

(nodes) are reached. The predictor selected is the one for which the two new classes have the 291 

greatest within-group similarity for the response variable. The two new classes are then 292 

examined separately with respect to each of the predictor variables to see if they can be split 293 

again. The resulting dendrogram can have multiple branches each of which represents a path 294 

to a particular combination of independent variables defining variable subspaces. 295 

CART results are easy to understand. Additionally, neither dependent nor independent 296 

variables are assumed to follow any kind of statistical distribution. The variables can be a 297 

mixture of categorical, interval, and continuous. CART is not at all affected by outliers, 298 

collinearities or heteroscedasticity that affect parametric procedures. Outliers are isolated into 299 



a node, and do not have any effect on splitting. CART is able to reveal interactions in the data 300 

set. The algorithm is invariant under monotone transformation of independent variables; that 301 

is, the transformation of explanatory variables to logarithms or squares or square roots has no 302 

effect on the tree produced. 303 

 304 

3. Results and discussion 305 

3.1 Minimum number of sampling sites 306 

Table 1 contains the results of calculated minimum number of moss sampling sites for each 307 

of those 40 ELCE units which were covered by the European moss survey network 2005. In 308 

most cases the number of sampled sites exceeds the number of sites required. The minimum 309 

number of sampling sites required had failed in three out of 27 ECLE units (11.1%) with N 310 

determined in mosses: In these three land classes, 27 sites instead of 12, 6 instead of 2, and 8 311 

instead of 4, should have been sampled, respectively.  312 

 313 

Table 1: Moss species and minimum sample size needed for Europe, participating countries 314 

and ELCE units covered by the survey network with regard to mean and standard deviation 315 

of N concentrations in mosses 2005. 316 

 N 

Number of sites missing for adequate 

coverage of Europe 
0 

Area of Europe covered by countries with 

missing sites [km
2
] 

0 

Number of ELCE units with missing sites 
3 / 27 

11.1% 



Area covered by ELCE units with missing 

sites [km
2
] 

78563.0 

3.3% 

Number of countries with missing sites 
0 / 16 

0.0% 

Area covered by countries with missing 

sites [km
2
] 

0 

0% 

 317 

The determination of minimum numbers of sampling sites needed for calculating reliable 318 

mean values for Europe as a whole and for each of the 16 countries participating in the 319 

nitrogen moss survey in 2005 revealed a similar picture as found for landscapes as spatial 320 

reference system. The number of sampling sites could be proved to be adequate to estimate 321 

reliable statistics on the N concentrations in mosses.  322 

The results for the minimum sample size needed give reason to discuss whether the network 323 

should be adjusted accordingly. Pesch and Schröder (2006) developed a methodology how to 324 

optimize the moss monitoring network by example of Germany without reduction of 325 

statistical power. Accordingly, the German moss survey network for 2005 was designed. 326 

Hornsmann et al. (2008) complemented that approach for Europe by use of ELCE. 327 

 328 

3.2 Landscape-specific correlations between concentrations in atmospheric depositions and 329 

in mosses  330 

Positive spatial auto-correlations could be proven and accounted for in the calculation of 331 

statistical correlations between atmospheric deposition and concentration in mosses within 332 

ELCE units (Fig.3). The results showed that the auto-correlation considerably reduces the 333 

degrees of freedom. Despite this, the correlations remained statistically significant (Schröder 334 

et al., 2012). Harmens et al. (2012) correlated metal deposition and concentrations in mosses 335 

for single European countries. This is reasonable in terms of environmental policies but 336 



should be added by correlation analyses within the spatial framework of ecologically defined 337 

land classes. Such spatial units are, contrary to species which are used to indicate single 338 

aspects of habitat quality including pollution, complex indicators comprehending the 339 

ecological coverage of land in terms of, e.g., soil, vegetation, elevation and climate (Aspinall 340 

and Pearson, 2000; Wallace et al., 2004). Figure 3 depicts the spatial structures of Spearman 341 

Rank correlations coefficients between concentrations of N in atmospheric deposition and 342 

mosses calculated and mapped for each of the ELCE40 units. 343 

 344 

Figure 3: Correlations of N concentrations in modelled atmospheric total deposition summed 345 

up for the years 2003-2005 and in mosses (2005) within ELCE units. 346 

 347 

The spatial pattern of correlations between N deposition and N concentration in mosses 348 

(Figure 3) is characterized by clear clusters of values from |0.5| to |0.69| (16.1% of total area) 349 

in Great Britain and the Alps as well as in parts of central Europe and northern Scandinavia, 350 

indicated in yellow. Correlations of rs > |0.7| (orange coloured) occur only to a small extent 351 

(0.9% of total area) in northern Europe, where N deposition was generally low. Rs values 352 

between |0.2| and |0.49| (27.7% of total area) were found in large areas of Finland and the 353 

Baltic States and to a lesser extent in parts of central Europe and Great Britain. Correlations < 354 

|0.2| (48.7% of total area) including negative values dominate landscapes in western, central 355 

and eastern Europe as well as parts of England, Scotland, southern Finland and the Baltic 356 

States. 357 

The N concentrations in mosses over the last three years of growth were compared with the 358 

average EMEP modelled annual deposition for the three years previous to moss sampling in 359 

2005, which provides a buffer for any annual variations that might occur. Considering the 360 

uncertainties in the EMEP modelled deposition data (section 2.2) and the potential limitations 361 



and confounding factors in the use of mosses as monitors of atmospheric deposition (Aboal et 362 

al., 2010; Harmens et al., 2011), the spatial patterns and temporal trends of both data sets 363 

agree reasonably well for N. The landscape-specific results confirm that metal and N 364 

concentrations in mosses can serve as a complementary method to determine spatial patterns 365 

and temporal trends of N deposition.  366 

 367 

3.3 Uncovering interrelations between N concentration in mosses and influencing factors in 368 

landscapes with strong and weak correlations between N deposition and N concentration in 369 

mosses 370 

Previous analyses had indicated that total atmospheric deposition of N is the main factor 371 

explaining the variation of N concentrations in mosses across Europe. However, other factors 372 

potentially might also contribute to the spatial variation of N concentrations in mosses, 373 

including, for example, the variation in moss species sampled, land use in the surrounding 374 

area, altitude and distance to the sea (Harmens et al., 2011; Schröder et al., 2010). CART 375 

calculations (section 2.6) were applied to explain quite different correlation values for N 376 

concentrations in deposition and mosses, for example for ELCE units F_1.2 (rs = 0.58) and 377 

F_4.2 (rs = 0.01) (Fig. 4), by uncovering the multivariate interactions between moss 378 

concentrations and potentially influencing factors.  379 

 380 

Figure 4: Geographical distribution of ELCE units F_1.2 and F_4.2 and moss sampling sites 381 

across Europe. 382 

 383 

The decision tree analysis identifies the following most powerful predictors for the N 384 

concentration in mosses collected in ELCE unit F_1.2, covering parts of Great Britain and 385 

France as well as several small areas across central Europe: total N deposition (Level 1), 386 



moss species and population density (Level 2), wet total N and wet NOx deposition, 387 

percentage of urban areas in a radius of 5 km around sampling sites (Level 3), and percentage 388 

of urban areas in 10 km and 25 km around sampling sites (Fig. 5). This CART model 389 

explains 62% of the variance in data on 236 N measurements in mosses and proved them to 390 

be mainly dominated by total N atmospheric deposition.  391 

 392 

Figure 5: Decision Tree Analysis for N concentrations in modelled atmospheric total N 393 

depositions summed up for the years 2003-2005 and mosses (2005) for ELCE unit F_1.2 (rs = 394 

0.58). 395 

 396 

At sampling sites with deposition lower than 3675.3 µg m
-2

 a
-1

 the N concentration in Ps, Hs 397 

and Pp is lower (0.83% of dry mass) than in Rs, Hc, Sp and Tt (1.09%) (full names of moss 398 

species are listed in Figure 6). Each of both these CART subgroups is further subdivided by 399 

the wet deposition of total N and NOx. Another split is established for sampling sites with wet 400 

deposition exceeding 194.39 µg m
-2

 a
-1

 NOx. This sample is, finally, split into nodes 13 and 401 

14 by the percentage of urban areas around the sampling sites. In mosses sampled at sites 402 

with total N deposition higher than 3675.3 µg m
-2

 a
-1

 and a population density above 37.5 403 

inhabitants per 1 sq km grid cell, the N concentrations (1.77%) are higher than mosses 404 

collected at sites with lower population densities (N = 1.32%). The latter sub-sample is 405 

further split by the percentage of urban areas in node 12 with a mean N concentration of 406 

1.11% and node 11 with a mean N concentration amounting for 1.38%. The latter sub-sample 407 

is split by the percentage of urban areas around the moss sampling sites into nodes 15 and 16 408 

with mean N concentrations of 1.19% and 1.45%, respectively. 409 

In ELCE unit F_4.2, mainly occurring in the Pyrenees, southern Great Britain and central 410 

Europe, especially in the Alps as well as in the Carpathians and the Balkans, the correlation 411 



between N concentrations in depositions and mosses is almost zero (rs = 0.01). The low 412 

correlation might be explained by the fact that the majority of sampling sites fall within 413 

Central Europe where N deposition rates are high and saturation occurs of the N 414 

concentration in mosses (Harmens et al., 2011). The CART model calculated (Fig. 6) only 415 

explains 10% of the variance amongst the 369 measurements and identifies the moss species 416 

(Level 1) and the dry deposition of NOx (Level 2) as the main predictors. In Hs, Rs, Ps and Br 417 

the N concentrations (1.24%) are lower than in Hc, Ta, Pp, Dicr sp, Aa, and Tt (1.45%). The 418 

latter sample is split by the dry deposition of NOx below / equal or exceeding 738.41 g / m
2
 419 

/ a , yielding two CART-subgroups with N concentrations of 1.39% and 1.71% respectively. 420 

 421 

Figure 6: Decision Tree Analysis for modelled atmospheric total N deposition averaged for 422 

the years 2003-2005 and mosses (2005) for ELCE unit F_4.2 (rs = 0.01). 423 

Aa Abietinella abietina, Br Brachythecium rutabulum, Dicr. Sp. Dicranum, Hc Hypnum 424 

cupressiforme, Hs Hylocomium splendens, Pp Pseudoscleropodium purum, Ps Pleurozium 425 

schreberi, Rs Rhytidiadelphus squarrosus, Sp Scleropodium purum, Ta Thuidium abietinum, 426 

Tt Thuidium tamariscinum 427 

 428 

 429 

4. Conclusions 430 

Substances emitted into the atmosphere such as N are removed at the Earth´s surface by 431 

atmospheric deposition and then accumulated in soils and plants. The partitioning between 432 

dry, occult and wet deposition depends on atmospheric concentrations of the respective 433 

element and landscape characteristics as for instance climate, land use, surface roughness. 434 

Unlike wet deposition, which is widely monitored in regional networks with wet-only or bulk 435 

precipitation collectors, measurements of dry N deposition are limited to some few sites and a 436 



few days to a few months. Dry deposition monitoring networks across large areas such as 437 

Europe are impracticable. Results from dry deposition modelling revealed that the differences 438 

between models reached a factor 2–3 and exceeded the differences between monitoring sites 439 

(Flechard et al., 2011. Thus, supplementary deposition monitoring techniques should be 440 

applied which enable to collect dry, occult and wet depositions (Knappe et al. 2008) and to 441 

cover large areas and different landscapes in a high spatial resolution.  442 

From this study it can be concluded that the requirements mentioned above can be reached by 443 

application of the moss technique. Mosses were proved to serve as biological indicators for 444 

atmospheric depositions and ecologically defined land classes could be identified as more 445 

complex indicators which allow relating exposure monitoring with effects assessment: For N 446 

the correlations between concentrations in mosses and the EMEP modelled total atmospheric 447 

deposition are landscape-specific and, in comparison with the landscape-specific correlations 448 

for Cd, Hg and Pb (Schröder et al., 2013), substance-specific. Significant positive 449 

correlations between atmospheric N deposition and the N concentration in mosses were found 450 

for 13 out of 25 (= 52%) ELCE units. Non-significant or significant, low negative 451 

correlations were found in landscapes where mosses were sampled in a relative small number 452 

of EMEP grid squares. Correlations were generally not affected by using EMEP modelled 453 

deposition data for the year previous to sampling or averaged over three years previous to 454 

sampling of the mosses. For the majority of landscapes across Europe, the moss bio--455 

monitoring could be corroborated as a valid, complementary method for assessing spatial 456 

patterns and temporal trends of atmospheric deposition of N across Europe. Atmospheric N 457 

deposition and  N concentration in mosses could be proven to differ considerably between 458 

natural landscapes across Europe. In a following investigation, these results should be used to 459 

detail estimations of critical loads of eutrophication exceedances which, in EU27, in 2000 460 

and 2020 amount to 74% and 61%, respectively, under current legislation (Baseline 461 



scenario). Under the Maximum Feasible Reduction scenario, the area at risk in EU27 could 462 

be 24% (Hettelingh et al., 2010). Thus, in parts of Europe, ecotoxicologically critical input 463 

levels are exceeded. Long-term exceedances of the critical N input rate can lead to an 464 

imbalance of nutrients and to changes in the species composition in sensitive ecosystems 465 

(Bobbink et al., 2010). For Natura2000 sites, 15% of the area in EU27 is at risk of significant 466 

change in bio-diversity in 2000 (Hettelingh et al., 2010) through high N inputs, which can 467 

increase the sensitivity of plants to climatic extremes and to biotic pests (Bobbink et al., 468 

2010). These areas should be assessed in more detail by applying the approach presented in 469 

this investigation.  470 

Furthermore, the first European N survey should be resumed and implemented as a long-term 471 

monitoring programme to enable detection of temporal trends. This would support the spatial 472 

modelling of atmospheric depositions and critical loads exceedances. Harmens et al. (2006) 473 

demonstrated the use of herbarium moss analyses for retrospective monitoring of long-term 474 

(ca. 1860 – ca. 2000) temporal trends of N concentration in mosses collected from Czech 475 

Republic, Finland, France and Switzerland. The study corroborated that before 1960 there 476 

were no changes in the total N concentration in mosses. However, after 1960 the total N 477 

concentration in mosses was increased in all countries, although significantly (P < 0.05) only 478 

in Switzerland. Total N deposition rates estimated by EMEP/M SC-West using the EMEP 479 

Unified model show broadly a similar trend: not much change in total N deposition rates up 480 

to 1960 (apart from the Czech Republic) and a clear rise since 1960 (Harmens et al., 2006). 481 

 482 

Acknowledgements 483 

We thank the United Kingdom Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (Defra; 484 

contract AQ0810 and AQ0816), the UNECE (Trust Fund) and the Natural Environment 485 

Research Council (NERC) for funding the ICP Vegetation Programme Coordination Centre 486 



at CEH Bangor, UK. The contributions of many more scientists and all the funding bodies in 487 

each country are gratefully acknowledged. Special thanks are dedicated to Wenche Aas and 488 

Dave Simpson who supported section 2.2. Monitoring and modelling atmospheric deposition.  489 

 490 

References 491 

Aboal, J.R., Fernández, J.A., Boquete, T., Carballeira, A., 2010. Is it possible to estimate 492 

atmospheric deposition of heavy metals by analysis of terrestrial mosses? Sci. Total 493 

Environ. 408, 6291-6297. 494 

Aspinall, R., Pearson, D., 2000. Integrated geographical assessment of environmental 495 

condition in water catchments: Linking landscape ecology, environmental modelling 496 

and GIS. J. Environ. Manage. 59, 299-319. 497 

Bobbink, R., Hicks, K., Galloway, J., Spranger, T., Alkemade, R., Ashmore, M., Bustamante, 498 

M., Cinderby, S., Davidson, E., Dentener, F., Emmett, B., Erisman, J.-W. , Fenn, M., 499 

Gilliam, F., Nordin, A., Pardo, L. De Vries, W., 2010. Global assessment of nitrogen 500 

deposition effects on terrestrial plant diversity: a synthesis. Ecol. Appl. 20, 30–59. 501 

Bohn, U., Hettwer, C; Gollub, G., Ed., 2005. Application and Analysis of the Map of the 502 

Natural Vegetation of Europe. BfN-Scripten (Bundesamt für Naturschutz) 156, Bonn. 503 

Breiman, L., Friedman, J., Ohlsen, R., Stone, C., 1984. Classification and Regression Trees, 504 

Wadsworth, Belmont, CA. 505 

Dutilleul, P., 1993. Modifying the t-test for assessing the correlation between two spatial 506 

processes. Biometrics 49, 305–314. 507 

EMEP / CCC, 2001. Manual for sampling and chemical analysis, Norwegian Institute for Air 508 

Research, Kjeller, EMEP/CCC Report 1/95 (Last rev. 2001). 509 

FAO (Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations), 1996. The Digitized Soil 510 

Map of the World Including Derived Soil Properties CD-ROM. FAO, Rome. 511 



Fagerli, H., Aas, W., 2008. Trends of nitrogen in air and precipitation: Model results and 512 

observations at EMEP sites in Europe, 1980–2003. Environ. Poll., 154, 448–461. 513 

Fagerli, H., Hjellbrekke, A.-G., 2007. Acidification and eutrophication, status in 2005. EMEP 514 

status report 1/2007. Transboundary acidification, eutrophication and ground level 515 

ozone in Europe in 2005, Oslo. 516 

Flechard, C. R., Nemitz, E., Smith, R. I., Fowler, D., Vermeulen, A. T., Bleeker, A., Erisman, 517 

J. W., Simpson, D., Zhang, L., Tang, Y. S., and Sutton, M. A., 2011. Dry deposition 518 

of reactive nitrogen to European ecosystems: a comparison of inferential models 519 

across the NitroEurope network. Atmos. Chem. Phys., 11, 2703-2728.  520 

Harmens, H., Ilyin, I., Mills, G., Aboal, J.R., Alber, R., Blum, O., Coskun, M., De 521 

Temmerman, L., Fernandez, J.A., Figuera, R., Frontasyeva, M., Godzik, B., Goltsova, 522 

N., Jeran, Z., Korzekwa, S., Kubin, E., Kvietkus, K., Leblond, S., Liiv, S., 523 

Magnusson, S.H., Mankovska, B., Nikodemus, O., Pesch, R., Poikolainen, J., 524 

Radnovic, D., Rühling, A., Santamaria, J.M., Schröder, W., Spiric, Z., Stafilov, T., 525 

Steinnes, E., Suchara, I., Tabors, G., Thöni, L., Turcsanyi, G., Yurukova, L., 526 

Zechmeister, H.G., 2012. Country-specific correlations across Europe between 527 

modelled atmospheric cadmium and lead deposition and concentration in mosses. 528 

Environ. Pollut. 166, 1-9. 529 

Harmens, H., Mills, G., Hayes, F., Jones, L., Williams, P. and the participants of the ICP 530 

Vegetation, 2006. Air pollution and vegetation. ICP Vegetation annual report 531 

2005/2006, ICP Vegetation Coordination Centre, Centre for Ecology and Hydrology 532 

Bangor, UK 533 

Harmens, H., Norris, D. A., Cooper, D.M., Mills, G., Steinnes, E., Kubin, E., Thöni, L., 534 

Aboal, J.R., Alber, R., Carballeira, A., Coskun, M., De Temmerman, L., Frolova, M., 535 

GonzáLez-Miqueo, L., Jeran, Z., Leblond, S., Liiv, S., Mankovská, B., Pesch, R., 536 



Poikolainen, J., Rühling, Å., Santamaria, J.M., Simonèiè, P., Schröder, W., Suchara, 537 

I., Yurukova, L., Zechmeister, H.G., 2011. Nitrogen concentrations in mosses indicate 538 

the spatial distribution of atmospheric nitrogen deposition in Europe. Environ. Pollut. 539 

159, 2852-2860. 540 

Harmens, H., Norris, D. A., Steinnes, E. Kubin, E., Piispanen, J., Alber, R., Aleksiayenak, Y., 541 

Blum, O., Coskun, M., Dam, M., De Temmerman, L., Fernandez, J.A., Frolova, M., 542 

Frontasyeva, M., Gonzalez-Miqueo, L., Grodzinska, K., Jeran, Z., Korzekwa, S., 543 

Krmar, M., Kvietkus, K., Leblond, S., Liiv, S., Magnusson, S. H., Mankovska, B., 544 

Pesch, R., Ruhling, A., Santamaria, J. M., Schroder, W., Spiric, Z., Suchara, I., Thöni, 545 

L., Urumov, V., Yurukova, L., Zechmeister, H. G., 2010. Mosses as biomonitors of 546 

atmospheric heavy metal deposition: spatial and temporal trends in Europe. Environ. 547 

Pollut. 158, 3144-3156. 548 

Hastings, D. A., Dunbar, P. K., Elphingstone, G. M., Bootz, M., Murakami, H., Maruyama, 549 

H., Masaharu, H., Holland, P., Payne, J., Bryant, N. A., Logan, T.L., Muller, J.-P, 550 

Schreier, G., Macdonald, J. S, 1999. The Global Land One-kilometer Base Elevation 551 

(GLOBE) Digital Elevation Model, Version 1.0, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 552 

Administration, National Geophysical Data Center, U.S.A, 553 

http://www.ngdc.noaa.gov/mgg/topo/globe.html.  554 

Hettelingh, J.-P., Posch, M., Slootweg, J., Le Gall, A.-C. , 2010. Analysis of environmental 555 

impacts caused by the Baseline and Maximum Feasible Reduction scenarios, in: 556 

Slootweg, J., Posch, M., Hettelingh, J.-P. (Eds.), Progress in the Modelling of Critical 557 

Thresholds and Dynamic Modelling, including Impacts on Vegetation in Europe, 558 

Progress CCE Status Report 2010, Coordination Centre for Effects, pp. 13-26. 559 

Holy, M., Schröder, W., Pesch, R., Harmens, H., Ilyin, I., Steinnes, E., Alber, R., 560 

Aleksiayenak, Y., Blum, O., Cos,Kun, M., Dam, M., De Temmerman, L., Frolova, 561 

http://www.ngdc.noaa.gov/mgg/topo/globe.html


M., Frontasyeva, M., Gonzalez Miqueo,L., Grodzinska, K., Jeran, Z., Korzekwa, S., 562 

Krmar, M., Kubin, E., Kvietkus K., Leblond S., Liiv, S., Magnusson, S., Mankovska, 563 

B., Piispanen, J., Rühling, Å., Santamaria, J., Spiric, Z., Suchara, I., Thöni, L., 564 

Urumov, V., Yurukova, L., Zechmeister, H.G., 2010. First thorough identification of 565 

factors associated with Cd, Hg and Pb concentrations in mosses sampled in the 566 

European Surveys 1990, 1995, 2000 and 2005. J. Atmos. Chem. 63, 109-124. 567 

Hornsmann, I., Pesch, R., Schmidt, G., Schröder, W., 2008. Calculation of an Ecological 568 

Land Classification of Europe (ELCE) and its application for optimising 569 

environmental monitoring networks, in: Car, A., Griesebner, G., Strobl, J. (Eds.), 570 

Geospatial Crossroads @ GI_Forum '08. Proceedings of the Geoinformatics Forum 571 

Salzburg, Wichmann, Heidelberg, pp. 140-151. 572 

Hox, J., 2010. Multilevel Analysis: Techniques and Applications, 2
nd

 ed. Routledge, New 573 

York. 574 

ICP Vegetation, 2005. Heavy Metals in European Mosses: 2005/2006 Survey. Monitoring 575 

Manual, ICP Vegetation Programme Coordination Centre, CEH Bangor, UK. 576 

Knappe, F., Möhler, S., Ostermayer, A., Lazar, S., Kaufmann, C., 2008. Vergleichende 577 

Auswertung von Stoffeinträgen in Böden über verschiedene Eintragspfade, UBA-578 

Texte 36/08, Dessau, 2008. 579 

Lam, N. S.-N., 2004. Fractals and scale in environmental assessment and monitoring, in: 580 

Sheppard, E., McMaster, R.B. (Eds.), Scale and Geographic Inquiry: Nature, Society, 581 

and Method. Blackwell, Oxford, pp. 23-40. 582 

Nelson, J.D., Ward, R.C., 1981. Statistical consideration and sampling techniques for ground-583 

water quality monitoring. GROUND WATER 19, 617-625. 584 

New, M., Lister, D., Hulme, M., Makin, I., 2002. A high-resolution data set of surface 585 

climate over global land areas. Climate Res. 21, 1-25. 586 



Olson, D. M., Dinerstein, E., 2002. The Global 200: priority ecoregions for global 587 

conservation. Ann. Mo. Bot. Gard. 89, 199–224. 588 

Pesch, R., Schröder, W., 2006. Statistical and geoinformatical instruments for the 589 

optimisation of the German moss-monitoring network, in: Tochtermann, K., Scharl, 590 

A. (Eds.), Managing Environmental Knowledge. Proceedings 20th International 591 

Conference on Informatics for Environmental Protection, September 6-8, 2006 Graz, 592 

Austria, pp. 191–198. 593 

Schröder, W., Holy, M., Pesch, R., Harmens, H., Fagerli, H., 2011. Mapping background 594 

values of atmospheric nitrogen total depositions in Germany based on EMEP 595 

deposition modelling and the European Moss Survey 2005. Environ. Sci. Eur. 2011, 596 

23:18 (9 pp.). 597 

Schröder, W., Holy, M., Pesch, R., Harmens, H.,
 
Fagerli, H., Alber, R., Coşkun, M., De 598 

Temmerman, L., Frolova, M., González-Miqueo, L., Jeran, Z., Kubin, E., Leblond, S., 599 

Liiv, S., Maňkovská, B., Piispanen, J., Santamaría, J.M., Simonèiè, P., Suchara, I., 600 

Yurukova, L., Thöni. L., Zechmeister, H.G., 2010a. First Europe-wide correlation 601 

analysis identifying factors best explaining the total nitrogen concentration in mosses. 602 

Atmospheric Environment 44: 3485-3491.  603 

Schröder, W., Holy, M., Pesch, R., Harmens, H., Ilyin, I., Steinnes, E., Alber, R., 604 

Aleksiayenak, Y., Blum, O., Cos,Kun, M., Dam, M., DE Temmerman, L., Frolova, 605 

M., Frontasyeva, M., Gonzalez Miqueo,L., Grodzinska, K., Jeran, Z., Korzekwa, S., 606 

Krmar, M., Kubin, E., Kvietkus K., Leblond S., Liiv, S., Magnusson, S., Mankovska, 607 

B., Piispanen, J., Rühling, Å., Santamaria, J., Spiric, Z., Suchara, I., Thöni, L., 608 

Urumov, V., Yurukova, L., Zechmeister, H.G., 2010b. Are cadmium, lead and 609 

mercury concentrations in mosses across Europe primarily determined by atmospheric 610 

deposition of these metals? J. Soils Sediment. 10, 1572-1584. 611 



Schröder, W., Pesch, R., Englert, C., Harmens, H., Suchara, I., Zechmeister, H., Thöni, L., 612 

Magkovská, B., Jeran, Z., Grodzinska, K., Alber, R., 2008. Metal accumulation in 613 

mosses across national boundaries: uncovering and ranking causes of spatial 614 

variation. Environ. Pollut., 151:377-388. 615 

Schröder, W., Pesch, R., Harmens, H., Fagerli, H., Ilyin, I., 2012. Does spatial auto-616 

correlation call for a revision of latest heavy metal and nitrogen deposition maps? 617 

Environ. Sci. Eur., 24:20 (15 pp.). 618 

Schröder, W., Pesch, R., Hertel, A., Schönrock, S., Harmens, H., Fagerli, H., Ilyin, I., 2013. 619 

Landscape-specific correlation between atmospheric depositions of Cd, Hg and Pb 620 

and their concentrations in mosses across Europe. Atmos. Pollut. Res. (accepted 621 

28.04.2013)  622 

Simpson, D., Benedictow, A., Berge, H., Bergström, R., Emberson, L. D., Fagerli, H., 623 

Flechard, C. R., Hayman, G. D., Gauss, M., Jonson, J. E., Jenkin, M. E., Nyíri, A., 624 

Richter, C., Semeena, V. S., Tsyro, S., Tuovinen, J.-P., Valdebenito, Á., Wind, P., 625 

2012. The EMEP MSC-W chemical transport model – technical description. Atmos. 626 

Chem. Phys., 12, 7825-7865. 627 

Simpson, D., Butterbach-Bahl, K., Fagerli, H., Kesik, M., Skiba, U., Tang, S., 2006a. 628 

Deposition and emissions of reactive nitrogen over European forests: a modelling 629 

study. Atmos. Environ. 40, 5712–5726. 630 

Simpson, D., Fagerli, H., Hellsten, S., Knulst, J. C., Westling, O., 2006b. Comparison of 631 

modelled and monitored deposition fluxes of sulphur and nitrogen to ICP-forest sites 632 

in Europe. Biogeosci. 3, 337–355. 633 

Simpson, D., Aas, W., Bartnicki, J., Berge, H., Bleeker, A., Cuvelier, K., Dentener, F., Dore, 634 

T., Erisman, J. W., Fagerli, H., Flechard, C., Hertel, O., van Jaarsveld, H., Jenkin, M., 635 

Schaap, M., Semeena, V. S., Thunis, P., Vautard, R., Vieno, M. Sutton, M., Howard, 636 



C., Erisman, J., Billen, G., Bleeker, A., Grennfelt, P., van Grinsven, H., Grizetti, B. 637 

(Eds.), 2011, Atmospheric Transport and Deposition of Nitrogen in Europe. 638 

Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, pp. 298-316. 639 

Steinnes, E., Rühling, Å., Lippo, H., Mäkinen, A., 1997. Reference material for large-scale 640 

metal deposition surveys. Accredit. Qual. Assur. 2, 243-249. 641 

Tørseth, K., Aas, W., Breivik, K., Fjæraa, A. M., Fiebig, M., Hjellbrekke, A. G., Lund 642 

Myhre, C., Solberg, S., Yttri, K. E., 2012. Introduction to the European Monitoring 643 

and Evaluation Programme (EMEP) and observed atmospheric composition change 644 

during 1972–2009. Atmos. Chem. Phys. 12, 5447–5481. 645 

Wallace, J. F., Caccetta, P. A., Kiiveri, H.T., 2004. Recent developments in analysis of 646 

spatial and temporal data for landscape qualities and monitoring. Aust. J. Ecol. 29, 647 

100-107. 648 

 649 

Figure 1: Geographical distribution of mosses sampled for N analyses. Other species 650 

containing those with n < 20, i.e. Br - Brachythecium rutabulum  (n = 12); Brach sp. - mosses 651 

of the genus Brachythecium (n = 14); Hom sp.  mosses of the genus Homalothecium (n = 12); 652 

Scler sp. - mosses of the genus Scleropodium other than Pp (n = 2); Ta - Thuidium abietinum, 653 

(n = 2); Tt  - Thuidium tamariscinum (n = 15). For full names cf. Fig. 6. 654 

 655 

Figure 2: Atmospheric N deposition modelled on a 50 km by 50 km grid (EMEP) and N 656 

concentrations in moss samples at individual sites 657 

 658 

Figure 3: Correlations of N concentrations in modelled atmospheric total deposition summed 659 

up for the years 2003-2005 and in mosses (2005) within ELCE units. 660 

 661 



Figure 4: Geographical distribution of ELCE units F_1.2 and F_4.2 and moss sampling sites 662 

across Europe. 663 

 664 

Figure 5: Decision Tree Analysis for N concentrations in modelled atmospheric total N 665 

depositions summed up for the years 2003-2005 and mosses (2005) for ELCE unit F_1.2 (rs = 666 

0.58). 667 

 668 

Figure 6: Decision Tree Analysis for modelled atmospheric total N deposition averaged for 669 

the years 2003-2005 and mosses (2005) for ELCE unit F_4.2 (rs = 0.01). 670 

Aa Abietinella abietina (Hedw.) Fleisch., Br Brachythecium rutabulum (Hedw.) Schimp., 671 

Dicr. Sp. Dicranum species, Hc Hypnum cupressiforme Hedw., Hs Hylocomium splendens 672 

(Hedw.) Schimp., Pp Pseudoscleropodium purum (Hedw.) Fleisch., Ps Pleurozium schreberi 673 

(Brid.) Mitt., Rs Rhytidiadelphus squarrosus (Hedw.) Warnst., Ta Thuidium abietinum 674 

(Hedw.) Schimp., Tt Thuidium tamariscinum (Hedw.) Schimp. 675 
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Figure 2: Atmospheric N concentrations in mosses samples at individual sites and N deposition modelled on a 50 km by 50 km grid (EMEP) 



 

Figure 3: Correlations of N concentrations in modelled atmospheric total deposition summed 

up for the years 2003-2005 and in mosses (2005) within ELCE units.



 

Figure 4: Geographical distribution of ELCE units F_1.2 and F_4.2 and moss sampling sites across Europe. 

 



 

Figure 5: Decision Tree Analysis for N concentrations in modelled atmospheric total N depositions summed up for the years 2003-2005 and 

mosses (2005) for ELCE unit F_1.2 (rs = 0.58). 



 

Figure 6: Decision Tree Analysis for modelled atmospheric total N deposition averaged for the years 2003-2005 and mosses (2005) for ELCE 

unit F_4.2 (rs = 0.01) Aa Abietinella abietina (Hedw.) Fleisch., Br Brachythecium rutabulum (Hedw.) Schimp., Dicr. Sp. Dicranum species, Hc 

Hypnum cupressiforme Hedw., Hs Hylocomium splendens (Hedw.) Schimp., Pp Pseudoscleropodium purum (Hedw.) Fleisch., Ps Pleurozium 

schreberi (Brid.) Mitt., Rs Rhytidiadelphus squarrosus (Hedw.) Warnst., Ta Thuidium abietinum (Hedw.) Schimp., Tt Thuidium tamariscinum 

(Hedw.) Schimp. 
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