Minutes of the RECIPE management meeting

held on Friday 30th of September 2005

at Frick (FiBL), Switzerland

Present:

Steve Chapman (MLURI) (Project Co-ordinator and Chair)

Anni Takko (UNHEL); Alexandre Buttler (UFC-CE, EPFL); Fatima Laggoun-Defarge (ISTO); Walter Rosselli (AR-WSL)
; André-Jean Francez (ECOBIO); Andreas Gattinger (TUM-BO); Philippe Grosvernier (LINECO); Gerald Schwarz (MLURI).
1) Brief report on progress from participants

(with focus on any difficulties in relation to completion)

André-Jean (WP 06)

CO2/CH4 ratio. CH4 measurement is difficult.  For WP 06 it is not a good indicator.

15N and 13C analysis still to be done.

Alexander (WP 03)

Estelle has finished field work. For WPII has done 3 pots; data to be analyzed. 2nd set of pots were set aside for biomass but decided to leave pots and use trenches in future for other experiments; e.g. spread Sphagnum on gradient.

3 papers in preparation:

(i) calibration

(ii) C balance

(iii) 13C (content not so clear).

Andy: WPI Protists not finished – partly due to changes in technicians doing DAPI. Peepers working well. Basal respiration being done in syringes. CARD-FISH underway. 

WPII/III other measurements + 13C being done.  

Andy will probably continue for another 6 months though strictly only 3 months allowed.

Emanuela (doing gas measurements at CH site) on diploma program but helps Andy.

Edward: Assisted by Enrique – doing molecular protists, finishes end October. Antonis is a “sink” for material just now but outcomes anticipated. Ed to finish at end of January and future is uncertain. Ed has money for student but needs own position to capitalize on this. 
There will be a WPIII meeting in Besançon on October 19 to discuss hypotheses and a synthesis of results.  

Fatima (WP 05)

WPI finished; WPII not yet. Paper on peat properties in preparation. Gogo working as PostDoc, doing tests on WPII – working on hot water extracts of labile sugars newly released from plants into the “soil”. Planning data exchange in Excel; number of  samples to be worked out. Contact between Fatima and Rebekka on peat chemical properties/FTIR paper.

Andreas (WP 04)

Problems with GCMS – needed new machine from Agilent Technology; doing isotope analysis. 2-3 weeks to complete WPI analysis. Also tRFLP being done by Brigette. Visit planned to MLURI by Michael and Andreas.

Gerald (WP 01)

Reuse options paper underway. Amadine finished.

Anni (WP 02)

Anni not in a position to report in Harri’s absence.

2) Environmental data

Question arose on how to correlate data? We should have a common Table for environmental data. All details are not required at this stage but analysis should be based on hypotheses, not by relating everything to everything (time is not available for this). Each group should give a table for each paper – what they need to complete their analysis.

3) Status of WP 07

An extended discussion took place on the implementation of WP 07 that was due to start in year 3 but to date had not been implemented. Steve outlined the objectives, deliverables and milestones from the Description of Work and stressed that, while he (MLURI) was the responsible partner, it also required input from UFC-CE, ISTO, ECOBIO, UNHEL, AR-WSL and LINECO.  

Indicators of change

What are the important factors? What to observe, i.e. what is the starting position?

What are the indicators of success of regeneration – we need to monitor these indicators.

What do we have from RECIPE? What are the key processes? (e.g. Carbon sequestration) Not all will be important and not just hydrology, though this is important.

We should identify gaps in current understanding.

Use of the experimental gradient should give added value.  

Age of peatland is a factor – any suggested guidelines will be within limits. We are looking at (1) diversity patterns and (2) key processes.

Two different scales operate for socioeconomics and experimental studies. Former is country-wide/all peatlands – can make specific recommendations for each site.

J. Combe: What are the chances for restoration? What can go to what option? Based on gas/microbial results.

Consider what is impossible or too expensive?

Socio-Economics shows a gradient
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Combe: Outlined matrix of possibilities
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Timescales:

2, 20, 200 years? 

Reference cases change?

Keystone species

Keystone processes

End user meeting 2007 (?) in France - for Site Managers; Philippe Grosvernier to act as 'relay'.

Discussed asking Commission for six months extension; is this possible? Steve to contact Project Officer.
Philippe Grosvernier: Compile questions from Users and Managers, however basic.

4) Future of RECIPE? – new initiatives

Alexander noted Nature paper on enhanced Sphagnum growth on CO2 from decomposing peat.

We should look further at initial hypothesis, e.g. companion plants.

Other funding possibilities:

1) Marie Curie Research Project-Training network, 2 level proposal, emphasis on training new researchers.

2) ESF (by Nov 1) for meetings only.
Continuation:

Steve: Rebekka’s area in new programme (to be approved) and Clare Trinder’s PhD work will continue restoration in peatlands theme.
Fatima: Laure will continue till end 2006; S. Gogo will also continue? ACCROTELM project – EC project (2003-2006) which focuses on continuous records of proxy-climate data from mires across Europe, particularly on episodes of past abrupt climate change – during the IMOG meeting in Sevilla, was discussed with Rich Pancost and Erin McClymont from Univ of Bristol who is involved in this project and who are interested to collaborate.
Alexander: to pursue Sphagnum farming economics on pasture land. Also landscape

Ecology - connectivity on small bogs.
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