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The evaluation of the current and future impact of climate change on viticulture requires an
integrated view on a complex interacting system within the soil-plant-atmospheric continuum
under continuous change. Aside of the globally observed increase in temperature in almost all
viticulture regions for at least four decades, we observe several clear trends at the regional level
in the ratio of precipitation to potential evapotranspiration. Additionally the recently published
6th assessment report of the IPCC (The physical science basis) shows case-dependent further
expected shifts in climate patterns which will have substantial impacts on the way we will
conduct viticulture in the decades to come.
Looking beyond climate developments, we observe rising temperatures in the upper soil layers
which will have an impact on the distribution of microbial populations, the decay rate of organic
matter or the storage capacity for soil organic carbon (SOC). All this influences the emission
of greenhouse gases (GHGs) and the viscosity of water in the soil-plant pathway, altering the
transport of water. Interactions between micro-organisms in the rhizosphere, the grapevine
root system, degradation and fixation processes of SOC are complex and poorly understood
but respond to environmental factors (such as increased soil temperatures), the plant material
(rootstock for instance), and the cultivation system (for example bio-organic versus conventional,
cover crop use versus open tillage). Increasing SOC stocks is discussed as a measure to reduce
soil GHG emissions with the potential to improve the balance between GHG emissions and
carbon removal from the atmosphere. Yet it is difficult to deduct the impact of climatic changes
and cultivation practices on patterns of carbon storage or losses from soils. This paper presents
a first attempt to quantify these potential impacts on SOC for a vineyard location using the
RothC-model (Coleman and Jenkinson, 2005) in combination with the Geisenheim long-term
(> 100-year) soil temperature record and climate predictions by the STAR II-model of the
Potsdam Institute of Climate Impact using a medium realization run (Orlowsky et al., 2008).
It is shown that retaining pruning wood and using a full cover crop yielded a SOC increase of
16.2 t C ha-1 over time. However, CO2 emissions over the simulated time span were only slightly
less than C-storage in the soil. It is concluded that cover crops in vineyards helps to achieve
CO2-neutrality but additional measures are required to make vineyards a significant C-sink.
KEYWORDS: regional climate evolution, soil temperature, water balance, soil organic carbon,
greenhouse gas emissions
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INTRODUCTION
The Paris Agreement as a legally binding international treaty
on climate change, which was adopted by 196 Parties on
12 December 2015, has at its core the aim to strengthen the
global response to the threat of climate change by keeping
a global temperature rise this century well below 2 degrees
Celsius (°C) above pre-industrial levels and to pursue efforts
to limit the temperature increase even further to 1.5 degrees
°C. The European Union (EU) responded to the challenges
implicit in such a goal by formulating the so-called “European
Green Deal” (EGD) which was first published in December
2019. On 14 July 2021, the European Commission adopted
a series of legislative proposals setting out how it intends to
achieve climate neutrality in the EU by 2050. The package
proposes to revise several pieces of EU climate legislation,
including the EU Emissions Trading System, Effort Sharing
Regulation, transport and land use legislation, setting out in
real terms the ways in which the Commission intends to reach
EU climate targets under the EGD. The main specifications
for agriculture are: 1. reduce the use of pesticides by 50 %
until 2030; 2. reduce fertilizer use by 20 %; 3. reduce nutrient
losses by a minimum of 50 %; 4. increase the percentage of
organic production to 25 % and at the same time implement
the defined biodiversity strategy (European Commission,
2020).
Directly after the Paris agreement, the French Ministry
of Agriculture launched the 4 per 1000 initiative to
demonstrate that agriculture, and in particular soils, plays
a crucial role where food security and climate change
are concerned. Increasing the carbon content of soils by
0.4 % or 4 per 1000 per year, could compensate for the
yearly anthropogenic release of CO2 into the atmosphere
(https://www.4p1000.org). The initiative was basically a
result of preceding publications proposing the sequestration
of carbon in soils as a win-win scenario to mitigate climate
change (Lal, 2004; Lal, 2010a). The initiative also referred to
the potential for GHG emission reductions through wise soil
management that increases SOC, tightens the soil nitrogen
(N) cycle which could enhance fertility and productivity,
increase soil biodiversity, reduce erosion, runoff and water
pollution and contribute to buffer crop and pasture systems
against the impacts of climate change (Smith, 2012). General
estimates assume that between 1,500 and 2,500 gigatons
(1 gigaton = 1,000,000,000 tons) of carbon are stored in soils
globally, more than in the atmosphere and vegetation on
earth combined (Batjes, 1996; Oertel et al., 2016; Paustian
et al., 2016). Thus, increasing net soil C storage by even a
few percent could represent a substantial C sink potential.
Stabilizing global mean temperature at levels below 2 °C
requires near-zero emissions of longer-lived GHGs such
as CO2 and N2O by mid-century (Hong et al., 2021).
Agricultural production and land-use changes are currently
estimated to contribute about 14.6 gigatons of CO2-equivalent
(CO2-eq.) (including GHG emissions such as methane and
nitrous oxide recalculated into CO2 equivalents) or 25 % of
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total anthropogenic GHG emissions. Global fruit production
contributes about 1 % of total (Hong et al., 2021).
The inclusion of soil-centric mitigation projects within
GHG offset markets (i.e. verified carbon standard (2022),
American carbon registry (1996-2022), EU-COWI carbon
farming initiative (2021)) and new initiatives to market “lowcarbon products” indicate a growing role for GHG mitigation
in agriculture (Kahiluoto et al., 2014). Therefore agriculture
in general is putting more attention to soils and cultivation
systems to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions and usage
of soils as carbon storage component. Some publications
have actually stated that under best practice management
equal or even higher sequestration rates than those implicit in
the 4 per 1000 initiative may be accomplished (i.e. Minasny
et al., 2017; Chenu et al., 2019), whereas others have
criticized the non-consideration of priming effects (addition
of organic matter may at first increase decay-rates), climate
induced changes in soil temperature and the equilibrium
point of maximum C-storage in these studies and estimated
that the C sequestration potential is much lower as strived
for by the 4 per 1000 initiative, very much depends on soil
status (degenerated soils have a higher potential, Flessa et al.,
2019) and thus will not provide a major offset for greenhouse
gas emissions (White, 2016; White et al., 2018; Baveye
et al., 2018; Baveye et al., 2020).
In the recent past various funding programs on soils have
been launched in different countries which can also be used
to support Viticulture, such as the Emissions Reduction Fund
in Australia or the Healthy Soils Program in California or
the European COWI-EU farming initiative (2021), which
has recently provided an outline about methods and sampling
frequency for the determination of SOC. Pellerin et al. (2019)
have calculated the costs and benefits additional carbon
storage would have for different agricultural commodities
to provide a baseline for financial carbon compensation.
Nevertheless, these programs have also been criticized as
being ineffective (White and Davidson, 2020).
Due to the uncertainty about the dimensions of the potential
storage capacity in soils, several studies have attempted to
quantify potential changes in C for vineyards. Depending on
the environmental conditions and the cultivation practices,
the estimates for C sequestration vary widely (see review
by Longbottom and Petrie, 2015). In most cases C storage
in above-ground biomass were found to be substantial
(Williams and Smith, 1991; Brunori et al., 2016; Scandellari
et al., 2016) with storage capacity below ground being highly
variable depending on soil and root respiration rates (Franck
et al., 2011; Scandellari et al., 2016) and induced by differences
in cultivation practices and the absence or presence of soil
amendments which consequently could result in a range from
net GHG emissions or C-loss (Novara et al., 2020) to C-gain
(Nistor et al., 2018; Novara et al., 2020; Marín-Matrínez
et al., 2021). The Minasny et al. (2017) study on the 4 per
1000 initiative identified vineyards and orchards in France as
areas with a high SOC sequestration potential. In agreement,
Pellerin et al. (2019) in a study on all soils in France also
estimated the potential of vineyards for a net CO2 extraction
OENO One | By the International Viticulture and Enology Society

from the atmosphere using models developed for corn, wheat,
perennial plants and permanent pastures (STICS and PaSim)
to be significant. In a recent meta-analysis of data on soil
amendment practices to increase SOC, Payen et al. (2021)
reported a positive effect irrespective of the amendment used
but with large variations between amendments (for example
prunings retained in the vineyard versus organic amendments
such as manure, compost, sludge or biochar). The effects on
SOC of the same amendment differed between climate zones
and decreased with the duration of the experiment.
Based on the difficulties and uncertainties in estimating SOC
and the potential effects of climate change and soil cultivation,
the present study had three objectives. (1) Use an established
soil carbon and CO2-emission model and compare the results
to measured values of SOC over time. (2) Estimate the
effect of already observed long-term average changes in soil
temperature on SOC with two different cultivation practices,
one using a permanent cover crop and one with a six month
autumn-winter cover crop. (3) Use output data from a climate
simulation model to predict future changes in SOC if the two
cultivation practices are permanently retained.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
1. Vineyard description
The vineyard chosen for SOC monitoring is located at
Rüdesheim, Germany, 49.98 °North, and 7.91 °East
and consists of an array of ancient terraces with soils
ranging from loamy sand to loam to shallow stony patches
primarily determined by quartzite (Löhnertz et al., 2004;
https://bodenviewer.hessen.de/mapapps/resources/apps/
bodenviewer/index.html?lang=de).

The vineyard terraces were not cultivated for many years
and re-established natural vegetation had to be removed. The
terraces were planted starting in 2006 as part of a student
project of Geisenheim University. In total 20 different
Riesling clones were planted on 6 different rootstocks on a
1.35 m (between rows) by 1.0 m (between vines) spacing.
Mechanisation of vineyard cultivation steps is not possible
due to restricted access and the small structured terrace plots.
The soil is covered with a permanent natural cover consisting
mainly of different grass species with some legumes that
slowly established. Depending on precipitation rates and thus
cover crop growth, the floor is mowed between 1-3 times
during the growing season. In infrequent intervals (not every
year) and only when soil conditions permitted, a small inter
row strip of about 20 cm was loosened with backhoes.
2. SOC determination
Every year (2008 to 2021) soil samples were taken with a
Pürckhauer soil sampler in April/May randomly within and
between rows and analysed for two depth layers (0-30 cm,
30-60 cm) for the main nutrient components and pH. The
pH varied over time and depending on the terrace sampled
between 6.7 and 7.6. Samples were collected on 5-10
different spots per terrace (depending on the size) and pooled
into one sample for analyses. Between 4 and 5 terraces were
sampled independently each year. Carbon and nitrogen were
analysed in duplicate (300 mg) from the upper 30 cm soil
samples according to the Dumas dry combustion method
where the samples are burned at about 950 °C under oxygen
dosage in an elementary analyser (Vario MAX CNS) being
corrected for carbonate carbon following the FAO protocol
on the standard operating procedure for soil total carbon
(FAO, 2019). Soil bulk density was taken from Hendgen
et al. (2020).

FIGURE 1. Development of soil temperature since 1919 at 50 cm depth at the Geisenheim measurement sites.
Data are seasonal means for summer (June, July, August; JJA) and autumn (September, October, November; SON)
from daily measurements at 2 pm. Lines show the 10-year running-mean.
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3. Soil temperature measurements
Soil temperature measurements started in Geisenheim on
the University campus (49.9836 °North, 7.9602 °East) being
serviced through the German Weather Service (Deutscher
Wetterdienst, DWD) on April 1st 1919 at four depths (10 cm,
20 cm, 50 cm, 100 cm), three times per day (7 am, 2 pm,
9 pm) with the exception for the 100 cm depth, which was
only measured at 2 pm until January 1st 1997. From then on,
it was also measured three times per day. Starting July 1st
1947, measurements at 5 cm depth were added three times
per day. The measurement field was changed three times
during history. On April 1st 1936 it was moved to a vineyard
location just outside the campus (49.9856 °North, 7.9563
°East), then again closer to the DWD station on August 1st
1983 (49.9866 °North, 7.9548 °East) and finally to its current
position with an automatized system on December 1st 2006
(49.9859 °North, 7.9548 °East). Largest distance between
sites is less than 300 m. Soil on all sites was described as
deep, sandy loam to loamy with a very small stone fraction
and a neutral pH (Löhnertz et al., 2004). Since no immediate
differences in soil temperature data were noted each time the
measurement location was changed, it was assumed that soil
temperature values were unaffected. The observation that
changes in the long-term soil temperature record occurred
outside the near time-vicinity of changes in measurement
sites (compare Figure 1) may serve as an additional indicator
for the absence of a location effect.
The time series is not continuous. Missing values comprise
the periods 21st March 1945 – 1st May 1945 for the 10 and
20 cm depths and from 1st of May 1945 – 17th January
1946 for all depths except at 50 cm. Periods with missing
measurement values thereafter occurred for all depth during
10 days in February 1969, 7 days in February 1977 and on
several individual days between 1st January 1996 and 31st
December 2006 for the measurement depth at 5 cm, 10 cm,
20 cm, and 50 cm. To estimate missing values during this
time period, linear extrapolation was used between the values
of the neighbouring days.
Temperature measurements were conducted with standard
mercury thermometers until December 1997 and with
electronic resistance thermometers (Pt100) thereafter.
Measurement plots were kept free of vegetation. Temperature
data shown are those from the 2 pm measurements.
4. Weather data
A weather data station is located on campus and in the
past has been serviced by the DWD and the University.
The climate in Geisenheim can be categorised as humid
temperate. Annual precipitation is 544 mm (1981-2010)
(DWD) and is approximately equally distributed throughout
the year (maximum in July with 60 mm, minimum in April
with 35 mm). Light precipitation events (< 10 mm/day)
dominate and contribute 65 % of total precipitation, whereas
daily precipitation events larger than 20 mm contribute only
9 %, respectively. Mean potential evapo-transpiration (ETp)
between April 1 and September 30 is on average 605 mm but
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has been observed to increase over the last approximately
40 years (Schultz and Hofmann, 2016).
5. The Rothamsted RothC-26.3 model for the
turnover of carbon in soil
The model has been developed by Coleman and Jenkinson
(2005) based on several earlier versions and original data
from the Rothamsted classic experiment (Jenkinson and
Rayner, 1977) and is freely available as a Windows version.
The model has previously been used in studies on climate
change effects on a large array of soils and climate conditions
across German croplands (Riggers et al., 2019; Riggers
et al., 2020) and also on conversion scenarios from cork oak
forest to vineyards with different follow-up management
systems (Francaviglia et al., 2012). It has also been included
in global C cycling models (i.e. King et al., 1997). The model
calculates the turnover of organic carbon and allows for the
effects of soil type, temperature, moisture content and degree
of plant cover on the turnover process. It consists of five
different pools: decomposable and resistant plant material,
microbial biomass, humified organic matter and inert carbon.
It uses a monthly time step to calculate total organic carbon
(t ha-1) and CO2-emissions (t ha-1). The required climate data
as input comprise monthly average air temperature (°C) with
the argument that soil temperatures are not readily available
and soil temperature values follow air temperature values.
For the Geisenheim site this has been shown as a valid
assumption (Schultz, 2019), although some deviations may
occur (see Results and Discussion section). Due to the lack of
sufficient data, likely differences in soil temperature for bare
soil as compared to temperatures below cover crops (Yang
et al., 2021) were ignored and model runs were performed
for all scenarios with the same set of temperature data. For
the prediction of GHG emissions, soil and air temperature
data have been judged equally useful (i.e. Lopes de Gerenyu
et al., 2005). Additionally monthly precipitation rates and
ETp values are required where care needs to be taken to
apply a correction factor for the conversion of ETp values
into open-pan evaporation (Coleman and Jenkinson, 2005).
The model allows two types of simulations: “direct” that uses
the known input of organic carbon to the soil to calculate
SOC, and “inverse” that evaluates the input of organic carbon
required to maintain the stock of SOC.
Inputs are also required on the clay content of the soil (in our
case 24 % was used) since this adjusts the partitioning between
CO2 evolved and the microbial biomass and humified organic
matter during decomposition and the depth of the soil layer
in question (25 cm). For the type of soil cultivation, it is only
possible to distinguish between 100 % cover crop and bare
soil. The addition of plant residues per month (t C ha-1) is also
required. In this study, rates of 0.3 t C ha-1 for pruning wood
in January and February and 0.15 t C ha-1 for March were
used based on estimates from the vineyard site and data from
a literature review of Carlisle et al. (2010). The only other
additional input was on C from leaf drop in autumn, with
0.36 t C ha-1 for October and November estimated from
spacing and canopy height and based on cited values of
Carlisle et al. (2010). An estimate of the decomposability of
OENO One | By the International Viticulture and Enology Society

the incoming plant material is also required. This needs to
be estimated by the ratio of Decomposable Plant Material
(DPM) to Resistant Plant Material (RPM). The model
provides four choices since in most cases these data are not
known, agricultural crops and improved grassland (DPM/
RPM 1.44), unimproved grassland and scrub (DPM/RPM
0.67), and deciduous and tropical woodland (DPM/RPM
0.25). For the initial model runs in this study a ratio of 0.25
was used assuming pruning wood consists of a large amount
of relatively resistant plant material.
6. Constructing a climate change scenario
In order to estimate future changes in SOC and CO2 emissions
from the study vineyard, a data file on the required inputs
previously constructed for the estimation of future changes in
ETp (Schultz and Hofmann, 2016; Schultz, 2017) was used
that also contained temperature and precipitation data. This
file is based on model-outputs of a regionalized version of
the STARII model of the Potsdam Institute of Climate Impact
(Orlowsky et al., 2008). The STARII model constructed time
series from 2007-2060 by resampling of observed weather
data according to trend information of the Global climate
model ECHAM5/OM with the A1B scenario (SRES, Special
Report on Emission Scenario) (Jacob, 2005). This scenario
is roughly equivalent to the RCP 6.0 (Representative
Concentration Pathways) currently used to simulate different
scenarios
(see
https://www.globalchange.gov/browse/
multimedia/emissions-concentrations-and-temperatureprojections) with an estimated CO2-concentration of
650 ppm by 2100 (IPCC, 2021). This approach provides
physical consistency of the combination of the weather
variables and is in close agreement compared to the statistics
of observed climatology (Orlowsky et al., 2008).

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
1. Soil temperature and precipitation
observations
Figure 1 shows a 102-year time series of average summer
(June, July, August, JJA) and autumn (September, October,
November, SON) soil temperatures at a depth of 50 cm.
Summer soil temperatures were about 6 °C warmer than
autumn temperatures over most part of the last century until
about 1985. After this, JJA temperatures increased faster than
SON temperatures and reached average values around 22 °C
today as compared to 18 °C about 40-years ago (Figure 1)
and about 8 °C warmer than SON temperatures (Figure 1).
When the average seasonal temperatures, adding also winter
(December, January, February (DJF)), and spring (March,
April, May (MAM)) of the last 22 years (2000-2021) were
compared to the long-term mean (1961-1990), the increase
in temperature was evident at all measurement depths and
for all seasons, but most pronounced in spring and summer
(Figure 2). Average observed temperature increases in the
soil were similar to those observed over the same time span
in the air for winter and autumn, but slightly larger for the
spring and summer seasons (Figure 2).
Long-term records on soil temperature are not very common,
but increasing temperatures have been reported for different
parts of the world (for example Eastern Australia, (Knight
et al., 2018), Canada, (Zhang et al., 2005), China, (Zhang
et al., 2016; Fang et al., 2019), Turkey, (Yeşilırmak, 2014), or
Russia, (Reshotkin and Khudyakov, 2019; Kudeyarov et al.,
2009). Observed warming rates were larger in the northern,
cooler regions, than in the warmer southern regions for China

FIGURE 2. Average soil temperature profiles for winter (December, January, February; DJF), spring (March, April,
May; MAM), summer (June, July, August; JJA) and autumn (September, October, November; SON) for the period
2000-2021 as compared to 1961-1990 at the Geisenheim measurement sites.
Data were compiled from daily measurements at 2 pm. Measurement depths were 5 cm, 10 cm, 20 cm, 50 cm, and
100 cm. For clarity, average air temperatures for the different seasons and different time periods are also shown.
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and Russia (Zhang et al., 2016; Reshotkin and Khudyakov,
2019); however, the trend was less clear for Canada.

period. The warmest years (artificially drawn above 18 °C)
include 19 of the 21 years of the current century.

For the whole of Canada, the annual mean soil temperature
increased by 0.6 °C during the last century (1901-1995) at
a depth of 20 cm, which is less than in the current study
(1.3 °C) but also represented a huge study area. Data from
four Russian measurement series (ranging from 1950 to
1966) in different soil types and covering a latitudinal range
from 46.31 °N to 65.52 °N showed a gradual warming on all
sites down to a measurement depth of 320 cm (Reshotkin
and Khudyakov, 2019). At 20 cm depth, the average annual
soil temperature increase was between 0.21 °C-0.29 °C per
decade depending on location and soil type as compared to
0.45 °C in the present study compared to the long-term mean
1961-1990. Irrespective of the pattern and extend of the
increase in soil temperatures, they are likely to have already
profound effects on microbial-community characteristics,
activity and thus C turn-over rates (Lal, 2010b).

However, there was no clear correlation of high temperatures
with low precipitation rates. Since both temperature and
moisture play a role in soil respiration and the decay rates
of organic matter and thus GHG emissions from soils
(Steenwerth et al., 2010), considering both factors in
approaches to model changes in SOC is important (Lloyd and
Taylor, 1994; Zhang et al., 2005; Coleman and Jenkinson,
2005). However, the importance may depend on the time of
the year (Lopes de Gerenyu et al., 2005) or the immediate
past of a precipitation event (Carlisle et al., 2006), or may
depend on specific conditions of the site (Joffre et al., 2003;
Carlisle et al., 2006). In a meta-analysis of the effects of
experimental soil warming on soil respiration in different
global biomes, Carey et al. (2016) observed a reduction
in moisture in all sites, but only a weak correlation to soil
respiration changes. Corneo et al. (2014) found no effect
of warming on the diversity of microbial communities in
temperate vineyard soils which might point to some adaptive
responses to changes in the environment.

The stronger warming response of the soil during summer
as compared to autumn (Figure 1) might be related to
progressively lower soil water content of the top-soil layer
during the last 40-years during that particular time of the
season. The less soil water, the more solar radiation is
converted into sensible heat (measurable as temperature),
whereas with higher soil moisture some of the incoming
energy is used to vaporize water (Heilman et al., 1994).
Figure 3 shows the relationship of average summer soil
temperature (JJA) from the dataset shown in figure 1 in
relation to the average precipitation rate over the same time

Anticipating yet unknown effects of increases in sub-soil
temperature on organic matter degradation and mineralization,
the increase in temperature may also influence the hydraulic
conductance of roots and thus plant transpiration, assuming
that root temperature resides close to soil temperature
at the root-soil interface. This is because increasing
temperatures decrease the viscosity of water, thus increasing
the hydraulic conductance with potential changes in whole
plant transpiration rate (Cochard et al., 2000; Schultz, 2019).

FIGURE 3. Relationship of average soil temperature in summer (June, July, August; JJA) to summer precipitation rates
over the period 1919 – 2021. The lines were drawn artificially to roughly distinguish between warm and cool and
dry and moist summer seasons. Exceptional years are marked.
256 | volume 56–2 | 2022
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FIGURE 4. Measured SOC values in an experimental vineyard on terraces since 2008. Data are mean values ± SD
from 4-5 terraces. The year 2008 was the post-planting year when soil was manually kept mostly free of vegetation.
Since 2009 a natural cover crop was left to develop achieving 100 % cover by 2010. Dashed lines represent runs
with the RothC-model (soil organic carbon (t ha-1)). The green line shows a simulation with open soil in 2008-2009
and 100 % cover thereafter. The blue line shows a simulation with open soil in 2008-2009, a cover crop from
October to March and open soil for the remaining year. Yearly input of carbon through pruning wood and leaves
were equal for both treatments. Continuous lines show soil temperatures (bare soil) from the Geisenheim site for
summer (June, July, August; JJA) and autumn (September, October, November; SON).
2. Measured and simulated SOC changes
using the RothC-26.3 model
Figure 4 shows a comparison of measured SOC in the
experimental vineyard and a prediction of total organic
carbon (t ha-1) with the RothC-model. As the starting point,
SOC values from the post-planting year were taken when
the soil was kept free of vegetation (2008). Since 2010, a
natural cover crop was established. Soil temperature data
for the summer and autumn seasons from the Geisenheim
measurement site are also shown. Due to planting and partly
cultivating the soil (removal of natural vegetation which
had established during the fallow period), SOC values
dropped by about 15-20 % from 2008 to 2010 (Figure 4) but
recovered thereafter. This response is typical for land-use
changes in general (Arrouays et al., 2002) but SOC losses
can be more severe (i.e. Flessa et al., 2019; 30-40 %) and
usually persist for longer periods of time. They also depend
on the type of vegetation converted and the persisting
climatic conditions (West and Post, 2002). The change in
soil organic carbon described for the examined vineyard
in Rüdesheim, Germany, is much different (only surface
vegetation removed, no deep-ploughing before planting)
from those observed when natural oak vegetation was cleared
and vineyards planted in California with an estimated C loss
of 33 t ha-1 over a period of 30-32 years (Carlisle et al., 2006)
or in the simulation study with the RothC-model from cork
OENO One | By the International Viticulture and Enology Society

oak forest to vineyard (with deep ploughing to 40 cm) with
a loss of 13.1-14.1 t C ha-1 (25-27 % of initial value)
depending on subsequent management (Francaviglia et al.,
2012). Measured SOC values show a highly variable but
slow increase from 2010 on, which the model was capable
of tracing when run in a complete vegetation cover mode
and with the parameters listed as inputs (pruning wood and
leaf mass, see Materials and Methods). The variation in SOC
content seemed to be related to soil temperature because
SOC was lower following seasons with warmer temperatures
and vice versa (Figure 4). When the model was run with
the same input conditions but with bare soil (tillage mode)
from April to September, simulated SOC decreased slowly,
thus did not match the observed development. Open soil or
tillage has been shown to decrease SOC under conditions
of no or low C-input from other sources in many crops
including vineyards (Longbottom and Petrie, 2015; Wolff
et al., 2018; Tezza et al., 2019; Payen et al., 2021). The rate of
increase in SOC (about 0.75 t C ha-1 y-1) (Figure 4) observed
in the trial is comparable to the rates with similar treatments
(crushed prunings and cover crop) in the review of literature
conducted by Longbottom and Petrie (2015), such as Morlat
and Jacquet (2003) and Morlat and Chaussod (2008) with
a range of 0.5 t C ha-1 y-1to about 0.69 t C ha-1 y-1. Reasons
for the natural-cover induced increase in SOC are diverse:
roots and above-ground biomass (i.e. litter, pruning wood)
enrich organic pools in soil, and soil and root respiration can
2022 | volume 56–2 | 257
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lower oxygen concentration in the soil which slows down
mineralisation.

1 t C ha-1 with additional SOC losses in the partly bare soil
version of the same order of magnitude (Figure 5A).

3. Simulations of climate change effects

Changes in CO2-emission rates were inverse to those in
C-storage (Figure 5B). Accumulated CO2-emissions over
13 years were nearly twice as high in the partly bare soil
treatment as with a complete cover crop irrespective of
the soil temperature effect (Figure 5B). Differences in
soil temperature of bare as compared to covered soil (not
considered in this study) may have modified these values.
Yang et al. (2021) in a study comparing soil temperature
below various clover mixtures to bare soil in a humid clay
soil in Canada found no differences in average temperature
at soil depths between 15 to 60 cm between August and May
over two consecutive seasons. However, season-specific

In order to quantify the effects of already observed changes
in soil temperature on SOC development and CO2-emissions,
the difference of the seasonal values at a depth of 20 cm
shown in Figure 2 for the time span 2000-2021 as compared
to 1961-1990 (DJF + 1.25 °C; MAM + 1.42 °C; JJA +
1.51 °C; SON + 1.19 °C) were added to the input data to run
the model over the time span from 2009 to 2021 (Figure 5).
The effects of differences in cultivation practices remained
much larger than the effects induced by changes in temperature.
With cover crop, SOC build-up was reduced by only about

FIGURE 5. Simulated changes in SOC values (A) and concomitant CO2-emissions (B) for a vineyard with full cover
crop throughout the year and part time cover crop (October to March) using the RothC-model. Simulations were based
on real climate data for that particular period (continuous lines) and a second run adding the observed temperature
changes for the four seasons 2000-2021 as compared to 1961-1990 (see Figure 2) at a depth of 20 cm.
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FIGURE 6. Simulated changes in SOC values for a vineyard with full cover crop throughout the year and part time
cover crop (October to March) from 2009 until 2060 combining the RothC-model with a STAR II model prediction
of air temperature, rainfall and ETp based on an A1B/RCP 6.0 scenario (dashed lines). Continuous lines represent
simulations based on real climate data as input between 2009 and 2021.
differences were apparent with below cover crop temperature
being cooler in spring (up to 3 °C at 15 cm, and 1.8 °C at
60 cm depth) and warmer in winter (not quantified over longer
periods) (Yang et al., 2021). Since temperature response of
decay rates or organic matter are non-linear in the Roth-C
model (Coleman and Jenkinson, 2005), these differences
need to be incorporated in future studies.
Using a RCP 6.0 equivalent scenario with the STAR II model
for the two cultivation practices to predict SOC changes from
2009 up to 2060 for the permanent cover crop showed very
good agreement between the simulation based on real data
input (2009 until 2021) and the one based on the STAR II
predictions (Figure 6). SOC values approached an equilibrium
stage towards the end of the simulation period with a total
gain in SOC of 18 t C ha-1 over a 61 year period (average
0.3 t C ha-1 y-1). Estimates show that it will take between 20
and 200 years for a soil to reach a new equilibrium depending
on the initial conditions and the treatments applied (Poeplau
et al., 2011). Morlat & Chaussod (2008) have demonstrated
how SOC is affected in vineyards when different amendments
were used in a long-term study (30 years). Irrespective of
the treatment, a plateau of maximum SOC was reached after
about 22 years despite continuous addition of external C
indicating the finite storage capacity of soils.
For the partly open soil (tillage) scenario, simulations based
on the real weather data showed a much faster decrease in
SOC stock, than the one predicted by the STAR II scenario.
Nevertheless, keeping the soil part of the season bare will
OENO One | By the International Viticulture and Enology Society

inevitably lead to C-losses, albeit small over the time span
considered (-2 t C ha-1, Figure 6). The concurrent accumulated
CO2 emission rates reveal the dilemma in devising the
correct strategy for soil management. Overall CO2 emissions
(59 t CO2 ha-1 = 16.1 t C ha-1 cover crop treatment) over the
simulated time span were only slightly less than C-storage in
the soil (18 t C ha-1) in the permanent cover crop treatment
(Figure 7) and the difference between storage capacity and
emission rates would need to be “over” compensated in the
storage of C in permanent vine structures in order to make
vineyards a significant C-sink instead of a source. As with
SOC development, CO2 emissions from observed weather
data input as compared to STAR II predictions were very
similar, with deviations to higher values for the input of real
weather data for the part time tillage treatment (Figure 7).
The C-balance of this treatment over the 61 year time span
was strongly negative. SOC losses and CO2-emissions
combined accounted for 23.4 t C ha-1 lost until 2060.
Running the RothC-model with the two different cultivation
practices, showed the importance on SOC development in
a climate change scenario. Previous uses of Roth-C for the
estimation of SOC have mostly shown substantial decreases
(i.e. Wan et al., 2011; Riggers et al. 2019, Riggers et al.,
2020) over time. To evaluate these results, it is necessary to
take the base conditions under consideration. For example,
in the study by Wan et al. (2011) for 626 original grids
(50 x 50 km) on agricultural soils across China, using A2
and B2 climate change scenarios, SOC losses by 2050 were
estimated to be 12 % in northern China (A2) and 7.7 %
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FIGURE 7. Simulated changes in CO2-emissions for a vineyard with full cover crop throughout the year and
part time cover crop (October to March) from 2009 until 2060 combining the RothC-model with a STAR II model
prediction of air temperature, rainfall and ETp based on an A1B/RCP 6.0 scenario (dashed lines). Continuous lines
represent simulations based on real climate data as input between 2009 and 2021.
(A2) and 4.5 % (B2), respectively, in southern China.
For the stronger warming scenario, this resulted on average
in a SOC decrease of 6.8 t C ha-1 compared to the baseline
values of the 1980s. In these simulations, the pre-conditions
were no addition of manure or crop residuals and open
tillage. As a comparison, the part-time tillage simulation
with some crop residues added of the present study resulted
in a loss of 5.5 % by 2050, thus an accumulated SOC loss
of 1.5 t C ha-1 (Figure 6). Estimates for the development of
SOC in German croplands are actually on the same order
of magnitude (-0.59 t C ha-1 over the next 30 years) (Flessa
et al., 2019). Running the RothC and other models in inverse
mode, thus estimating what would be necessary to add in
terms of organic carbon in order to maintain current stocks,
Riggers et al. (2021) estimated between 1.3 t C ha-1 and
2.3 t C ha-1 depending on the climate change scenario for the
same croplands (991 sites) by 2099. To achieve the goals of
the 4 per 1000 initiative, organic carbon additions in the order
of +5.5 t C ha-1 to 7.1 t C ha-1 would be required (Riggers et
al., 2021).
In cases when the RothC-model or a further refined
version (CarboSOIL) were used for the simulation of
SOC developments in vineyards with different cultivation
practices in the Mediterranean (Sardinia, Italy), different
outcomes were predicted (Francaviglia et al., 2012;
Muñoz-Rojas et al., 2015). Comparing a grassed vineyard
(drip irrigated) with pruning residues remaining in the
vineyard to a 40 cm deep tilled vineyard with pruning wood
260 | volume 56–2 | 2022

removed, earlier predictions showed a decrease in SOC
stock for both treatments in the range of 8.3-9.5 % (grassed
vineyard) and 13.3-13.6 % (tilled vineyard) of initial stock
(36.3-37.5 t C ha-1) over 90 years irrespective of the climate
scenario (A2 or B2) and climate model used after a previous
conversion from a cork forest (Francaviglia et al., 2012).
Muñoz-Rojas et al. (2015), for the same sites simulated
slight increases in SOC in the soil layer 0-25 cm (0.2-1 %
by 2050), but a slight decrease (0.2-0.5 %) in the tilled and
grassed (0.4-1 %) vineyard in the soil layer between 25 and
50 cm.
In the present study retaining pruning wood and using
a full cover crop yielded a SOC increase of 16.2 t C ha-1,
thus an average increase of 0.32 t C ha-1 y-1 by 2050 slowly
approaching an equilibrium stage. Keeping the soil bare for
the April to September period yielded C-losses. If all model
assumptions are correct and without consideration of the
concomitant CO2-emissions and an original SOC content
of 27 t C ha-1, the 4 per 1000 goal would be met on first
sight. Considering CO2-emissions, which proceed more or
less linearly over the time span studied, the net gain in the
system C falls short of the 4 per 1000 goal. Thus, depending
on the soil type and the cultivation practices the question on
the real potential of vineyard soils as C-sink remains open.
Additionally, the use of cover crops may be critical when
water resources are scarce (Celette et al., 2008; Longbottom
and Petrie, 2015). Wolff et al. (2018) in a detailed study on the
effects of soil management on the global warming potential
OENO One | By the International Viticulture and Enology Society

(including GHG emissions from fuel for management) in
a Californian vineyard found that the environmentally best
treatment (net negative global warming potential) had a 32 %
reduced yield as compared to the treatment with a positive
global warming potential, probably due to increased water
deficit by the permanent cover crop.

Batjes, N.H. (1996). Total carbon and nitrogen in the soils of the
world. European Journal of Soil Science, 47, 151-163. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1365-2389.1996.tb01386.x

Pellerin et al. (2019) estimated the C-sink potential for French
vineyards. They concluded that a permanent cover crop
(2/3 cover) should be applicable on about 150.000 ha
vineyards which would lead to an additional sequestration
of 246 kg C ha-1 y-1 (tot. of 36,900 tons C y-1) and a part-time
cover crop (winter) could be used on 410,000 ha and would
sequester about 159 kg C ha-1 y-1 (tot. of 65,190 tons C y-1).

Baveye, P.C., Schnee, L.S., Boivin, P., Laba, M., & Radulovich,
R. (2020). Soil organic matter research and climate change:
Merely re-storing carbon versus restoring soil functions. Frontiers
of Environmental Science, 8, 579904. https://doi.org/10.3389/
fenvs.2020.579904

Despite the fact that their study did not include possible effects
of climate change and could only give a rough average across
many different regions with vastly different conditions,
the results are in line with the simulations presented in the
present study or data such as those presented in the review of
Longbottom and Petrie (2015). Wolff et al. (2018) also found
comparable C-storage values in the soil of 306 kg C ha-1 y-1 in
the least invasive minimum tillage and cover crop treatment
and only 47 kg C ha-1 y-1 in the treatment with 2 tillage and
one mulch passes.
The model also offers the possibility to add different forms of
organic carbon and calculate the response of SOC and GHG
emissions. This feature has so far not been used but should
be extended in order to increase the efforts to determine best
practice scenarios for regions and individual vineyards for
the future. Since many amendment practices have a positive
effect on SOC and can reduce GHG emissions (MarinMartinez et al., 2021; Longbottom and Petrie, 2015; Payen
et al., 2021), this feature needs to be considered for a wide
range of vineyard situations across different climatic regions
in order to evaluate if a 4 per 1000 goal is realistic and for
what time span.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
Without many “generations” of students working that
particular experimental vineyard described and taking the soil
samples, this study would not have happened. Thanks is due
to the laboratory crew of the Department of Soil Science and
Plant Nutrition for analysing soil C. I greatly appreciate the
many colleagues of the German Weather Service, DWD, who
over more than a century have measured soil temperature,
in particular Andreas Ehlig, the “gatekeeper” of the data
and currently observing the measurements at the University.
Comments on the manuscript by my soil science and plant
nutrition colleagues Otmar Löhnertz and Christoph-Martin
Geilfus are also very much appreciated.

REFERENCES
Arrouays, D., Balesdent, J., Germon, J.C., Joyet, P.A., Soussana,
J.F., & Stengel, P. (2002). Stocker du carbone dans les sols agricoles
de France ? Rapport d’expertise réalisé par l`INRA, 332 p.
OENO One | By the International Viticulture and Enology Society

Baveye, P.C., Berthelin, J., Tessier, D., & Lemaire, G. (2018).
The «4 per 1000» initiative: A credibility issue for the soil science
community? Geoderma, 309, 118-123. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
geoderma.2017.05.005

Brunori, E., Farina, R., & Biasi, R. (2016). Sustainable viticulture:
The carbon-sink function of the vineyard agro-ecosystem.
Agriculture, Ecosystems and Environment, 223, 10-21. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.agee.2016.02.012
Carey, J.C., Tang, J., Templer, P.H., Kroeger, K.D., Crowther, T.W.,
Burton, A.J., Dukes, J.S., Emmett, B., Frey, S.D., Heskel, M.A.,
Jiang, L., Machmuller, M.B., Mohan, J., Panetta, A.M., Reich, P.B.,
Rensch, S., Wang, X., Allison, S.D., Bamminger, C., Bridgham,
S., Collins, S.L., de Dato, G., Eddy, W.C., Enquist, B.J., Estiarte,
M., Harte, J., Henderson, A., Johnson, B.R., Steenberg Larsen, K.,
Luo, Y., Marhan, S., Mellilo, J.M., Penuelas,, J., Pfeifer-Meister, L.,
Poll, C., Rastetter, E., Reinmann, A.B., Reynolds, L.L., Schmidt,
I.K., Shaver, G.R., Strong, A.L., Suseela, V., & Tietema, A. (2016).
Temperature response of soil respiration largely unaltered with
experimental warming. PNAS, 113, 13797-13802. https://doi.
org/10.1073/pnas.1605365113
Carlisle, E.A., Steenwerth, K.L., & Smart, D.R. (2006). Effects
of land use on soil respiration: conversion of oak woodlands to
vineyards. Journal of Environmental Quality, 35, 1396-1404.
https://doi.org/10.2134/jeq2005.0155
Carlisle, E., Smart, D., Williams, L.E., & Summers, M. (2010).
California Vineyard Greenhouse Gas Emissions: Assessment of the
Available Literature and Determination of Research Needs. Final
Report – California Sustainable Winegrowing Alliance. www.
sustainablewinegrowing.org
Celette, F., Gaudin, R., & Gary, C. (2008). Spatial and temporal
changes to the water regime of a Mediterranean vineyard due to to
the adoption of cover cropping. European Journal of Agronomy, 29,
153-162. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eja.2008.04.007
Chenu, C., Klumpp, K., Bispo, A., Angers, D., Colnenne, C., &
Metay, M.A. (2019). Increasing organic stocks in agricultural soils:
Knowledge gaps and potential innovations. Soil Tillage Research,
188, 41-52. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2018.04.011
Cochard, H., Martin, R., Gross, P., & Bogeat-Triboulot, M. B.
(2000). Temperature effects on hydraulic conductance and water
relations of Quercus robur L. Journal of Experimental Botany, 51,
1255-1259. https://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/51.348.1255
Coleman, K., & Jenkinson, D.S. (2005). ROTHC-26.3: A model for
the turnover of carbon in soil: Model description and windows user
guide. IACR Rothhamsted, Harpenden.
Corneo, P.E., Pellegrini, A., Capellin, L., Gessler, C., & Pertot,
A. (2014). Moderate warming in microcosm experiment does not
affect microbial communities in temperate vineyard soils. Microbial
Ecology, 67, 659-670. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00248-013-0357-2
European Commission (2020). Communication from the
Commission to the European Parliament, the Council, the European
Economic and Social Committee and the Committee of the Regions
EU Biodiversity Strategy for 2030. COM(2020) 380 final, 22pp.
Fang, X., Luo, S., & Lyu, S. (2019). Observed soil temperature
trends associated with climate change in the Tibetan Plateau, 19602022 | volume 56–2 | 261

Hans Reiner Schultz

2014. Theoretical and Applied Climatology, 135, 169-181. https://
doi.org/10.1007/s00704-017-2337-9
FAO (2019). Standard operating procedure for soil total carbon –
Dumas dry combustion method. 8p.
Flessa, H., Don, A., Jacobs, A., Dechow, R., Tiemeyer,
B., & Poeplau, C. (2019). Humus in landwirtschaftlich
genutzten Böden Deutschlands – Ausgewählte Ergebnisse der
Bodenzustandserhebung. Bericht des Thünen-Instituts, 49p.
Francaviglia, R., Coleman, K., Whitmore, A.P., Doro, L., Urracci,
G., Rubino, M., & Ledda, L. (2012). Changes in soil organic carbon
and climate change – Application of the RothC model in agro-silvopastoral Mediterranean systems. Agricultural Systems, 112, 48-54.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agsy.2012.07.0201
Franck, N., Morales, J., Arancibia-Avendaño, Garcia de Cortázar,
V., Perez-Quezada, J.F., Zurita-Silva, A., Pastenes, C. (2011).
Seasonal fluctuations in Vitis vinifera root respiration in the field.
New Phytologist, 192, 939-951. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.14698137.2011.03860.x
Heilman, J.L., McInnes, K.J., Savage, M.J., Gesh, R.W., &
Lascano, R.J. (1994). Soil and canopy energy balances in a west
Texas vineyard. Agricultural and Forest Meteorology, 71, 99-114.
https://doi.org/10.1016/0168-1923(94)90102-3
Hendgen, M., Döring, J., Störer, V., Schulze, F., Lehnart, R., &
Kauer, R. (2020). Spatial differentiation of physical and chemical
soil parameters under integrated, organic, and biodynamic
Viticulture. Plants, 9, 1361. https://doi.org/10.3390/plants9101361
Hong, C., Burney, J.A., Pongratz, J., Nabel, J.E.M.S., Mueller, N.D.,
Jackson, R.B., & Davis, S.J. (2021). Global and regional drivers of
land-use emissions in 1961-2017. Nature, 589:554-561. https://doi.
org/10.1038/s41586-020-03138-y
IPCC (2021). Climate Change 2021. The Physical Science Basis.
Contribution of Working Group I to the Sixth Assessment Report
of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change [(MassonDelmotte, V., Zhai, P., Pirani, A., Connors, S.L., Péan, C., Berger, S.,
Caud, N., Chen, Y., Goldfarb, L., Gomis, M.I., Huang, M., Leitzell,
K., Lonnoy, E., Matthews, J.B.R., Maycock, T.K., Waterfield, T.,
Yelekci, O., Yu., R., & Zhou, B. (eds.)], Cambridge University Press
Jacob, D. (2005). REMO A1B scenario run, UBA project, 0.088
degree resolution, run no. 006211, 1H data. World Data Center for
Climate. CERA-DB "REMO_UBA_A1B_1_R006211_1H. http://
cera-www.dkrz.de/WDCC/ui/Compact.jsp?acronym=REMO_
UBA_A1B_1_R006211_1H
Jenkinson, D.S., Rayner, J.H. (1977). The turnover of soil organic
matter in some of the Rothamsted classical experiments. Soil Science,
123, 298-305. https://doi.org/10.1097/00010694-197705000-00005
Joffre, R., Ourcival, J., Rambal, S., & Rocheteau, A. (2003). The
key role of topsoil moisture on CO2 efflux from a Mediterranean
Quercus ilex forest. Annals of Forest Sciences, 60, 519-526. https://
doi.org/10.1051/forest:2003045
Kahiluoto, H., Smith, P., Moran, D., & Olesen, J.E. (2014). Enabling
food security by verifying agricultural carbon sequestration. Nature
Climate Change, 4, 309-311. https://doi.org/10.1038/nclimate2209
Knight, J.H., Minasny, B., McBratney, A.B., Koen, T.B., & Murphy,
B.W. (2018). Soil temperature increase in eastern Australia for the
past 50 years. Geoderma, 313, 214-249. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
geoderma.2017.11.015
King, A.W., Post, W.M., & Wullschleger, S.D. (1997). The potential
response of terrestrial carbon storage to changes in climate and
atmospheric CO2. Climate Change, 35, 199-227. https://doi.
org/10.1023/A:1005317530770
262 | volume 56–2 | 2022

Lal, R. (2004). Soil carbon sequestration to mitigate climate
change. Geoderma, 123, 1-22. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
geoderma.2004.01.032
Lal, R. (2010a). Beyond Copenhagen: mitigating climate change
and achieving food security through soil carbon sequestration. Food
Security, 2, 169-177. https://doi.org/x10.1007/s12571-010-0060-9
Lal, R. (2010b). Managing Soils and Ecosystems for Mitigating
Anthropogenic Carbon Emissions and Advancing Global Food
Security. BioScience, 60.9, 708-721. https://doi.org/10.1525/
bio.2010.60.9.8
Lloyd, J., & Taylor, J.A. (1994). On the temperature dependence
of soil respiration. Functional Ecology, 8, 315-323. https://doi.
org/10.2307/2389824
Longbottom, M.L., & Petrie, P.R. (2015). Role of vineyard practices
in generating and mitigating greenhouse gas emissions. Australian
Journal of Grape and Wine Research, 21, 522-536. https://doi.
org/10.1111/ajgw.12197
Lopes de Gerenyu, V.O., Kurganova, I.N., Rozanova, L.N., &
Kudeyarov, V.N. (2005). Effect of soil temperature and moisture on
CO2 evolution rate of cultivated Phaeozem: analysis of a long-term
field experiment. Plant Soil Environment, 51, 213-219. https://doi.
org/10.17221/3576-PSE
Löhnertz, O., Hoppmann, D., Emde, K., Friedrich, K., Schmanke,
M., & Zimmer, T. (2004). Die Standortkartierung der hessischen
Weinbaugebiete. Geologische Abhandlungen Hessen, 114, edited
by: Becker, R. E., Hessisches Landesamt für Umwelt und Geologie,
Wiesbaden, 2004, 48p.
Marin-Martinez, A., Sanz-Cobena, A., Bustamante, M.A., Agulló,
E., & Paredes, C. (2021). Effect of organic amendment addition on
soil properties, greenhouse gas emissions and grape yield in semiarid vineyard agroecosystems. Agronomy, 11, 1477. https://doi.
org/10.3390/agronomy11081477
Minasny, B., Malone, B.P., McBratney, A.B., Angers, D.A.,
Arrouays, D., Chambers, A., Chaplot, V., Chen, Z.-S., Cheng,
K., Das, B.S., Field, D.J., Gimona, A., Hedley, C.B., Hong, S.Y.,
Mandal, B., Marchant, B.P., Martin, M., McConkey, B.G., Mulder,
V.L., O`Rourke, S., Richer-de-Forges, A.C., Odeh, I., Padarian, J.,
Paustian, K., Pan, G., Poggio, L.,Savin, I., Stolbovoy, V., Stockmann,
U., Sulaeman, Y., Tsui, C.-C., Vagen, T.-G., van Wesemael, B., &
Winowiecki, L. (2017). Soil carbon 4 per mille. Geoderma, 292,
59-86. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2017.01.002.
Morlat, R. & Jacquet, A. (2003). Grapevine root system and soil
characteristics in a vineyard maintained long-term with or without
interrow sward. American Journal of Enology and Viticulture, 54,
1-7.
Morlat, R. & Chaussod, R. (2008). Long-term additions of organic
amendments in a Loire Valley vineyard. I. Effects on properties of a
calcareous sandy soil. American Journal of Enology and Viticulture,
59, 353-363.
Muñoz-Rojas, M., Doro, L., Ledda, L., Francaviglia, R. (2015).
Application of CarboSOIL modelt to predict the effects of climate
change on soil organic carbon stocks in agro-silvo-pastoral
Mediterranean management systems. Agriculture, Ecosystems and
Environment, 202, 8-16. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2014.12.014
Nistor, E., Dobrei, A.G., Dobrei, A., Camen, D., Sala, F., &
Prundeanu, H. (2018). N2O, CO2 production and C sequestration in
vineyards: a review. Water Air and Soil Pollution, 229, 299. https://
doi.org/10.1007/s11270-018-3942-7
Novara, A., Favara, V., Novara, A., Francesca, N., Santangelo,
T., Columba, P., Chironi, S., Ingrassia, M., & Gristina, L. (2020).
Soil carbon budget account for the sustainability improvement of
a Mediterranean vineyard area. Agronomy, 10, 336. https://doi.
org/10.3390/agronomy10030336
OENO One | By the International Viticulture and Enology Society

Oertel, C., Matschullat, J., Zurba, K., Zimmermann, F., & Erasmi, S.
(2016). Greenhouse gas emissions from soils – A review. Chemie der
Erde, 76, 327-352. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemer.2016.04.002
Orlowsky, B., Gerstengarbe, F. W., & Werner, P. C. (2008).
A resampling scheme for regional climate simulations and its
performance compared to a dynamical RCM. Theoretical and
Applied Climatology 92, 209-223. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00704007-0352-y
Paustian, K., Lehmann, J., Ogle, S., Reay, D., Robertson, G.P., &
Smith, P. (2016). Climate-smart soils. Nature, 532, 49-57. https://
doi.org/10.1038/nature17174
Payen, F.T., Sykes, A., Aitkenhead, M., Alexander, P., Moran, D.,
& MacLeod, M. (2021). Soil organic carbon sequestration rates
in vineyard agroecosystems under different soil management
practices: A meta-analysis. Journal of Cleaner Production, 290,
1-5. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2020.125736
Pellerin, S., Barnière, L., Launay, C., Martin, R., Schiavo, M.,
Angers, D., Augusto, L., Balesdent, J., Basile-Doelsch, I., Belassen,
V., Cardinael, R., Cécillon, L., Ceschia, E., Chenu, C., Constantin,
J., Dorroussin, J., Delacote, P., Delame, N., Gastal, F., Gilbert, D.,
Graux, A.-I., Guenet, B., Houot, S. Klumpp, K., Letort, E., Litrico,
I., Martin, M., Menasseri, S., Mézière, D., Morvan, T., Mosnier, C.,
Roger-Estrade, J., Saint-André, L., Sierra, J., Thérond, O., Viaud,
V., Grateau, R., Le Perchec, S., Savini, I., Réchauchère, O. (2019).
Stocker du carbone dans les sols francois, Quel potential au regard
de l’objectif 4 pour 1000 et à quell coût? Synthese due rapport
d’étude INRAe (France), 114 p.
Poeplau, C., Don, A., Vesterdal, L., Leitfeld, J., Van Wesemael, B.,
Schumacher, J., & Gensior, A. (2011). Temporal dynamics of soil
organic carbon after land-use change in the temperate zone – carbon
response functions as a model approach. Global Change Biology,
17, 2415-2427. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2011.02408.x
Reshotkin, O.V. & Khudyakov, O.I. (2019). Soil temperature
response in modern climate change at four sites of different latitude
in the European part of Russia. IOP Conference Series: Earth and
Environmental Science, 368, 012040 https://doi.org/10.1088/17551315/368/1/012040

Schultz, H.R. (2017). Issues to be considered for strategic
adaptation to climate evolution: Is atmospheric evaporative demand
changing? OenoOne, 51, 107-114. https://doi.org/10.20870/oenoone.2017.51.2.1619
Smith, P. (2012). Soils and climate change. Current Opinion in
Environmental Sustainability, 4, 539-544. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
cosust.2012.06.005
Steenwerth, K., Pierce, D.L., Carlisle, E.A., Spencer, R.G.M., &
Smart, D.R. (2010). A vineyard agroecosystem: disturbance and
precipitation affect soil respiration under Mediterranean conditions.
Soil Science Society of America Journal, 74, 231-239. https://doi.
org/10.2136/sssaj2008.0346
Tezza, L., Vendrame, N., & Pitacco, A. (2019). Disentangling
the carbon budget of a vineyard: The role of soil management.
Agriculture, Ecosystems and Environment, 272, 52-62. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.agee.2018.11.002
Wan, Y., Lin, E., Xiong, W., Li, Y., & Guo, L. (2011). Modeling
the impact of climate change on soil organic carbon stock in
upland soils in the 21st century in China. Agriculture, Ecosystems
and Environment, 141, 23-31. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
agee.2011.02.0204
West, T.O., & Post, W.M. (2002). Soil organic carbon sequestration
rates by tillage and crop rotation. A global data analysis. Soil Science
Society of America Journal, 66, 1930-1946. https://doi.org/10.2136/
sssaj2002.1930
White, R.E. (2016). Myths about carbon storage in soil. Australasian
Science, 37 https://www.researchgate.net/publication/303487443_
Myths_about_carbon_storage_in_soil
White, R.E., & Davidson, B. (2020). Is carbon farming an efficient
means of offsetting Australia`s greenhouse gas emissions? Farm
Policy Journal, Autumn, 16-21.
White, R.E., Davidson, B., Lam, S.K., & Chen, D. (2018). A
critique of the paper “soil carbon 4 per mille” by Minasny et
al. (2017). Geoderma, 309, 115-117. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
geoderma.2017.05.025

Riggers, C., Poeplau, C., Don, A., Bamminger, C., Höper, H., &
Dechow, R. (2019). Multi-model ensemble impoved the prediction of
trends in soil organic carbon stocks in German croplands. Geoderma,
345, 17-30. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2019.03.014

Williams, L.E., & Smith, R.J. (1991). Effect of rootstock on the
partitioning of dry weight, nitrogen and potassium, and root
distribution in Cabernet Sauvignon grapevines. American Journal
of Enology and Viticulture, 42, 118-122.

Riggers, C., Poeplau, C., Don, A., Frühauf, C., & Dechow, R.
(2021). How much carbon input is required to preserve or increase
projected soil organic carbon stocks in German croplands under
climate change? Plant Soil, 460, 417-433. https://doi.org/10.1007
/s.11104-020-04806-8

Wolff, M.W., Alsina, M.M., Stockert, C.M., Khalsa, S.D.S., &
Smart, D. (2018). Minimum tillage of a cover crop lowers net GWP
and sequesters soil carbon in a California vineyard. Soil & Tillage
Research, 175, 244-254. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2017.06.003

Scandellari, F., Caruso, G., Liguori, G., Meggio, F., Palese Assunta,
M., Zanotelli, D., Celano, G., Gucci, R., Inglese, P., Pitacco, A.,
Tagliavini, M. (2016). A survey of carbon sequestration potential of
orchards and vineyards in Italy. European Journal of Horticultural
Sciences, 81, 106-114. https://doi.org/10.17660/eJHS.2016/81.2.4
Schultz, H.R. (2019). The soil as an important part in the interaction
with plant functioning and fruit quality under climate change – an
integrated view on a moving target. In: Proc. Oenoviti International
Symposium and General Assembly, Athens, Greece, 12-14th May,
4p.
Schultz, H.R., & Hofmann, M. (2016). The ups and downs of
environmental impact on grapevines: future challenges in temperate
viticulture. Grapevine and environmental stress [Géros, H.; Medrano,
H.; Delrot, S.; Chaves, M.M. (eds)]. John Wiley & Sons Ltd.
Chichester, UK: 18-37. https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118735985.ch2

OENO One | By the International Viticulture and Enology Society

Yang, X.M., Reynolds, W.D., Drury, C.F. & Reeb, M.D. (2021).
Cover crop effects on soil temperature in a clay loam soil in
southwestern Ontario. Canadian Journal of Soil Science, 110, 761770. https://doi.org/10.1139/ciss-2021-0070
Yeşilırmak, E. (2014). Soil temperature trends in Büyük Menderes
Basin. Turkey, Journal of Meteorological Application, 21, 859-866.
https://doi.org/10.1002/met.1421
Zhang, H., Wang, E., Zhou, D., Luo, Z., & Zhang, Z. (2016). Rising
soil temperature in China and its potential ecological impact.
Scientific Reports, 6, 35530. https://doi.org/10.1038/srep35530
Zhang, Y., Chen, W., Smith, S.L., Riseborough, D.W., & Cihlar,
J. (2005). Soil temperature in Canada during the twentieth
century: Complex responses to atmospheric climate change.
Journal of Geophysical Research, 110(D3). https://doi.
org/10.1029/2004JD004910.

2022 | volume 56–2 | 263

