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Con
lusion
◮ Potential of isotopi
 measurements to evaluate a broad rangeof pro
esses in land surfa
e models
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Evaluation of soil and biosphere isotopes
◮ 2 MIBA sites: Le Bray (Fran
e) and Yatir (Israel, shown here)
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Diurnal 
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Diurnal 
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les in leaves: Germany
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Evaluation against SCIAMACHY
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Evaluation against TES
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