ECO-HYDROLOGY AT THE CZO: LINKING PLANTS, WATER AND GEOLOGY
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e Eco-hydrology is a broad and growing research area that investigates interactions between vegetation (its structure and
composition) and the cycling of water. The multi-disciplinary, multi-measurement CZO’s are well situated to support

advances in eco-hydrologic research. In particular, the strong geologic focus of the CZO’s offers a unique opportunity to
investigate how soil and landform development interact with eco-hydrologic processes and how these interactions

AN . influence responses to climate and land use change. Some examples from the Southern Sierra CZO demonstrate some

o important linkages between soil and landform properties and eco-hydrologic processes at diurnal to geologic temporal
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