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Abstract The North-South Transection of Eastern China is used as a working platform for the study on the emissions and
removals of greenhouse gases from forest, grassland and farmland ecosystems.
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Tab.1 Comparison of soil N;O emission from natural grassland, revegetation grassland and farmland
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1999-04 0.86 1.38 2.45 2000-10 0.18 2.01 2.80
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2000-01 0.69 1.04 1.37 2001-07 0.42 2.34 2.93
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