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Abstract. Connections between vegetation and soil thermal
dynamics are critical for estimating the vulnerability of per-
mafrost to thaw with continued climate warming and vegeta-
tion changes. The interplay of complex biophysical processes
results in a highly heterogeneous soil temperature distribu-
tion on small spatial scales. Moreover, the link between top-
soil temperature and active layer thickness remains poorly
constrained. Sixty-eight temperature loggers were installed
at 1–3 cm depth to record the distribution of topsoil tempera-
tures at the Trail Valley Creek study site in the northwestern
Canadian Arctic. The measurements were distributed across
six different vegetation types characteristic for this land-
scape. Two years of topsoil temperature data were analysed
statistically to identify temporal and spatial characteristics
and their relationship to vegetation, snow cover, and active
layer thickness. The mean annual topsoil temperature var-
ied between −3.7 and 0.1 ◦C within 0.5 km2. The observed
variation can, to a large degree, be explained by variation in
snow cover. Differences in snow depth are strongly related
with vegetation type and show complex associations with
late-summer thaw depth. While cold winter soil temperature
is associated with deep active layers in the following summer
for lichen and dwarf shrub tundra, we observed the opposite
beneath tall shrubs and tussocks. In contrast to winter ob-
servations, summer topsoil temperature is similar below all
vegetation types with an average summer topsoil temperature
difference of less than 1 ◦C. Moreover, there is no significant
relationship between summer soil temperature or cumulative
positive degree days and active layer thickness. Altogether,
our results demonstrate the high spatial variability of topsoil
temperature and active layer thickness even within specific
vegetation types. Given that vegetation type defines the di-

rection of the relationship between topsoil temperature and
active layer thickness in winter and summer, estimates of per-
mafrost vulnerability based on remote sensing or model re-
sults will need to incorporate complex local feedback mech-
anisms of vegetation change and permafrost thaw.

1 Introduction

Arctic ecosystems are changing rapidly, with widespread re-
ports of air temperature increase (IPCC, 2013), decreasing
area and duration of snow cover (AMAP, 2017), and warm-
ing and degrading permafrost (Biskaborn et al., 2019). Per-
mafrost thaw depends on local influences on the transfer of
heat into the ground including soil physical properties, hy-
drology, and vegetation. Permafrost ecosystems are under-
going rapid vegetation change with increasing shrub abun-
dance, cover, and biomass in many regions (Tape et al.,
2006; Myers-Smith et al., 2011; Sturm et al., 2001b; Mc-
Manus et al., 2012; Lantz et al., 2013; Frost and Epstein,
2014). Yet, permafrost models and remote-sensing-driven
monitoring approaches are still limited in their representa-
tion of small-scale spatial variability of snow and vegetation
(Langer et al., 2013; Zhang et al., 2014; Park et al., 2016).

The interaction of vegetation and active layer thickness is
very complex if the energy balance and soil properties are
considered simultaneously (Loranty et al., 2018). In winter,
snow insulates the soil from the cold air temperature. The
resulting difference between the soil and air temperature is
important for the ground thermal regime and thus permafrost
temperatures (Zhang, 2005). Vegetation affects snow depth
and density because tall shrubs trap snow (Pomeroy et al.,
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2006; Sweet et al., 2014); some vegetation types also prefer-
entially grow in locations with deeper snow cover in order to
be protected from cold air temperatures and profit from ad-
ditional moisture in spring (Grippa et al., 2005; Sturm et al.,
2005b). This association leads to warm soil temperature in
winter below tall shrubs (Lantz et al., 2009; Frost et al., 2018)
and in tussock tundra found in poorly drained areas in our
study region (with long freeze-back periods) but also occurs
on mesic slopes elsewhere; in contrast, lichen tundra is usu-
ally associated with wind-exposed hilltops and ridges which
accumulate the least snow (Pomeroy et al., 1997; Burn and
Kokelj, 2009).

Snowmelt timing is considered to be one of the most im-
portant drivers of active layer thickness at the end of sum-
mer (Chapin et al., 2005; Wilcox et al., 2019). However, in
certain areas the strong association may also be an artefact
of the confounding relationship with other variables which
strongly affect the active layer thickness. For instance, wind-
blown ridges with thin snow cover and hence early snowmelt
also tend to store less organic matter and are therefore less
insulating (Michaelson et al., 1996) than more sheltered lo-
cations where more snow is deposited. Also, depressions and
tall shrub sites that accumulate deep snow cover and exhibit
late snowmelt are expected to be moister and to accumulate
more peat and organic soil compared to wind-exposed ridges
(Walker et al., 2008; Pajunen et al., 2011). Therefore, the
thicker moss and organic layer at tussock and tall shrub sites
may be the factor that helps to keep the active layer cooler
and shallower, rather than the late snowmelt (Walker et al.,
2008; Frost et al., 2013; Loranty et al., 2018).

Observational evidence indicates that increased shrub
cover reduces summer soil temperatures and decreases sea-
sonal permafrost thaw depths (Anisimov et al., 2002; Walker
et al., 2003, 2008; Blok et al., 2010), but tall shrub expan-
sion in the tundra warms soils on annual timescales (Loranty
and Goetz, 2012). Summer surface temperature is reduced
by tall vegetation through radiation shading, rainfall inter-
ception, and evapotranspiration (Loranty and Goetz, 2012;
Zwieback et al., 2019). Increased evapotranspiration may re-
duce summer soil warming as it is an energy sink and de-
creases soil moisture and thus soil thermal conductivity dur-
ing summer (Fisher et al., 2016). While these factors lead to
reduced summer warming underneath shrubs, the magnitude
and even the sign of this association varies in space and time.
To exploit vegetation cover as a proxy for permafrost soil
temperatures in summer, detailed observations of soil tem-
perature and vegetation cover are required. The influence of
all these factors on active layer thickness is complex and spa-
tially variable, highlighting the difficulty of attributing active
layer thickness trends to any one particular variable.

This study quantifies the complex relationship between
vegetation cover, snow, topsoil temperature, and active layer
thickness and explores the local seasonal variability of the
four components. We hypothesise that in winter the depen-
dence of topsoil temperatures on vegetation is largely shaped

Figure 1. (a) Location of the Trail Valley Creek research station,
Northwest Territories, Canada and Arctic tundra extent in orange
colour (data from Walker et al., 2005), (b) airborne orthophoto (Po-
lar 5 aeroplane, MACS camera, August 2018) of the site includ-
ing topsoil temperature measurement locations, (c–h) six vegetation
types used in this study.

by the association of vegetation with snow depth, owing to
the strong insulating effect of snow. We also hypothesise
that the timing of snowmelt is a dominant control on active
layer thickness. Moreover, we expect that active layer thick-
ness is reduced by tall vegetation through shading in sum-
mer. In the current study, we aim to improve our understand-
ing of the feedback mechanisms in the complex permafrost–
vegetation–atmosphere system across the four seasons. The
results provide a basis for upscaling and modelling attempts
and for assessing the potential of vegetation remote sensing
for permafrost applications.

2 Methods

2.1 Field site, soil, and vegetation

The Trail Valley Creek research site is located at the tree
line in the tundra–taiga transition zone 45 km north of In-
uvik, Northwest Territories, Canada, east of the Mackenzie
Delta (68.742◦ N, 133.499◦W, Fig. 1a).

The mean annual air temperature in the 1999–2018 period
was −7.9 ◦C (Environment and Climate Change Canada,
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2019). During this 20-year period, it rose by 1.1 ◦C per
decade, and the strongest warming trend was observed in
May with an increase of 2.8 ◦C per decade (Environment and
Climate Change Canada, 2019). Although the site is only
70 km south of the Arctic Ocean, the climate is continental
and summers can be quite warm (Fig. B1 in Appendix B).
The study site is underlain by continuous permafrost 100–
150 m thick (Marsh et al., 2008) and is characterised by
an active layer 25–100 cm deep at the end of summer. The
catchment is dominated by mineral–earth hummocks which
have a 5 cm thick organic layer and are underlain by fine-
grained material composed of roughly one-third sand, one-
third silt, and one-third clay (Quinton et al., 2000). Between
the hummocks is a several-decimetre-thick peat layer, known
as the inter-hummock zone (Quinton et al., 2000). The per-
mafrost is ice-rich and thus susceptible to warming and thaw-
ing (Burn and Kokelj, 2009).

Gently rolling hills structure the lowland landscape
(Marsh et al., 2010) and provide habitats for different tundra
vegetation types and, in favourable locations, forest patches.
The vegetation can be divided into six main types (Fig. 1c–h)
based on the classification by Walker et al. (2005):

1. Trees can be found in river channels and on adjacent
slopes as well as in isolated patches. While trees grow-
ing in the forest patches can reach 10 m height, trees
in isolated patches are usually 0.5–2.5 m tall (Anders
et al., 2018; Antonova et al., 2019). The tree species are
white and black spruce (Picea glauca and Picea mari-
ana) (Palmer et al., 2012). Forest patches cover roughly
2 % of the landscape (Grünberg and Boike, 2019).

2. Tall shrub tundra is characterised by sparse patches of
green alder (Alnus alnobetula) (Street et al., 2018); tall
shrubs on hill slopes grow 3–5 m apart. While the alder
shrubs are up to 2 m tall, the area between the shrubs is
covered by shorter shrub species such as dwarf birch
(Betula glandulosa) and by grasses and sedges. Tall
shrubs (class S2 (low-shrub tundra) in Walker et al.,
2005) cover at least 11 % of the wider Trail Valley Creek
area (Grünberg and Boike, 2019).

3. Riparian shrub tundra can be found next to streams and
at water tracks. Willow (Salix) species dominate these
areas and grow up to 2.1 m tall. Additional shrub species
include green alder and dwarf birch. Riparian shrubs
(class S2 (low-shrub tundra) in Walker et al., 2005)
cover about 14 % of the landscape (Grünberg and Boike,
2019).

4. Dwarf shrub tundra is one of the most abundant veg-
etation types growing on hilltops and slopes. In gen-
eral, dwarf birch forms a dense canopy 20–50 cm high;
in extreme cases it can reach 1 m. Dwarf birch is of-
ten complemented by shorter dwarf shrubs such as
Labrador tea (Ledum palustre) and mountain cranberry

(Vaccinium vitis-idaea), forbs (e.g. sweet coltsfoot, Pet-
asites frigidus), graminoids, mosses, and lichen (Street
et al., 2018). Dwarf shrubs (class S1 (erect dwarf-shrub
tundra) in Walker et al., 2005) cover roughly 24 % of
the landscape (Grünberg and Boike, 2019).

5. Tussock tundra is mostly located in flat, poorly drained
areas in our study region. At our site specifically, 95 %
of the tussock patches have a slope of less than 4◦,
which is by far the lowest value of all vegetation
types. Tussock-forming sedges such as cotton grasses
(Eriophorum) and Carex species dominate. However,
a variety of dwarf shrubs such as dwarf birch, wil-
lows, Labrador tea, mountain cranberry, bilberry (Vac-
cinium uliginosum), crowberry (Empetrum nigrum),
bearberry (Arctostaphylos uva-ursi), and cloudberry
(Rubus chamaemorus) are also present, and mosses
can be found between the tussocks. The vegetation
height is 10–30 cm in general. Tussock tundra (class G4
(tussock-sedge, dwarf-shrub, moss tundra) in Walker
et al., 2005) is the most abundant vegetation type in the
study area with roughly 37 % coverage (Grünberg and
Boike, 2019).

6. Lichen tundra is dominated by lichen and dwarf shrubs
3–15 cm high, including mostly Labrador tea, mountain
cranberry, crowberry, bearberry, and cloudberry. Some
graminoids may also be present. Lichen tundra (class S1
(erect dwarf-shrub tundra) in Walker et al., 2005) cov-
ers about 10 % of the study area (Grünberg and Boike,
2019).

The approximate current spatial distribution of the six veg-
etation types and water is shown in Fig. 2. The extent of tall
shrub cover has expanded in the past and is likely to increase
in the future at the Trail Valley Creek study site (MacKay,
1995; Lantz et al., 2010).

2.2 Field measurements

Topsoil temperature was measured for 2 years at 68 locations
distributed below different vegetation types at a maximum
distance of 1200 m between the sensors in the study area
(Fig. 1b). We used iButton® temperature loggers (DS1922L)
at 11 bit (0.0625 ◦C) resolution with an accuracy of 0.5 ◦C
provided by the manufacturer. The sensors are 17 mm in di-
ameter and 6 mm thick. Before deployment, we coated them
with plastic to ensure water resistance. We tested all sensors
in an ice bath and verified the temperatures measured at the
zero curtain. As all sensors had zero-curtain temperatures be-
tween −0.12 and 0.30 ◦C, we assume that the accuracy pro-
vided by the manufacturer is realistic.

We installed all temperature loggers as close as possible
to the surface (soil, moss, or lichen) but deep enough to be
protected from solar radiation (typically 1–3 cm deep). The
measurement interval was every 3 h; the measurement peri-
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Figure 2. Vegetation map of the study region using the vegetation
types as described above (Grünberg and Boike, 2019); the map is
based on airborne orthophotos and vegetation height derived from
airborne laser scanning (Anders et al., 2018); the white square indi-
cates the study site extent including all sensor locations (white plus
signs) as shown in Fig. 1b.

ods were 27 August 2016, 17:00 (local time) to 3 Septem-
ber 2017, 08:00 and 4 September 2017, 05:00 to 22 Au-
gust 2018, 14:00. In between the two measurement periods,
the sensors had to be removed in order to obtain data records
and were reinstalled at the same positions. We peeled off the
coating, read out the data, and used tape as the new coating,
as the plastic could not be reapplied in the field setting. This
was done in the field to assure that each sensor was rein-
stalled as close as possible to the original location. However,
the coating was different and possibly the micro-location and
the contact to the surrounding moss, lichen, or soil also dif-
fered slightly. Thus, we treated the two periods separately in
our statistical analysis.

We classified the vegetation type into one of the six cate-
gories described above at each topsoil temperature location
based on observations in the field and pictures taken while
installing and removing the sensors. Maximum vegetation
height was measured from 4 to 6 August 2019 within 30 cm
around the sensor position.

Depth to the frozen soil was measured on 22 and 23 Au-
gust 2018 three times around each topsoil temperature lo-
cation within a 30 cm radius. We averaged the three val-
ues before continuing with the statistical analysis. Thawing

of the soil potentially continues until freeze-back starts in
October; thus, maximum active layer thicknesses were not
recorded. Snow depth was measured on 30 April 2017 ap-
proximately at the topsoil temperature locations based on a
handheld GPS because the flags marking each location were
buried below the snow. In 2018, snow depth was measured by
calculating the difference between a digital elevation model
(DEM) of the snow and a DEM of the bare ground. The snow
DEM was created using structure-from-motion photogram-
metry in the software Pix4Dmapper (Pix4D SA, 2019), us-
ing images taken by an eBee Plus RTK at 3.5 cm per pixel
resolution on 22 April 2018 (Mann, 2018). The 1 m resolu-
tion bare-ground DEM was created using airborne lidar ac-
quired in 2008 (Hopkinson et al., 2009). The resulting 1 m
resolution snow depth raster was calibrated using 1370 Mag-
naprobe (Sturm and Holmgren, 2018) snow depth measure-
ments taken between 19 and 25 April 2018.

2.3 Data analysis

We analysed the topsoil temperature data separately for the
four seasons. The definition of seasons used in our statistical
analysis is based on mean daily air temperatures of the last
20 years (1999–2018) at Trail Valley Creek (Environment
and Climate Change Canada, 2019). To obtain a complete
20-year record, we gap-filled the Trail Valley Creek data
using a piecewise linear regression with data from the cli-
mate stations in Inuvik, 45 km further south. Furthermore, we
smoothed the average annual cycle using a 7 d moving win-
dow (Fig. A2 in Appendix A). We defined winter as all days
with average air temperature below −15 ◦C (6 November–
10 April) while summer was defined as air temperature above
8 ◦C on average (10 June–25 August). The periods in be-
tween were defined as spring and autumn (Fig. A2).

Before analysis, we checked the quality of all time series
data during the two measurement periods and removed the
series if (a) the data record had more than 10 % data gaps
(four series); (b) the average summer topsoil temperature
was more than 5 ◦C colder than air temperature, indicating
that the sensor was either buried too deep and affected by
the permafrost or affected by running water (three series);
or (c) more than 5 % of the single summer measurements
were more than 7 ◦C above air temperature, indicating addi-
tional sensor warming by direct solar radiation (eight series)
(Fig. A1). We used air temperature measurements by Envi-
ronment and Climate Change Canada (2019) at Trail Valley
Creek for this comparison. The number of remaining data se-
ries in each measurement period per vegetation type is listed
in Table 1.

We calculated a variety of different characteristics for each
topsoil temperature series, namely (i) the mean value for the
whole year, each season, and each month; (ii) the range of
all three hourly values between the 10th and the 90th per-
centiles for the whole year, each season, and each month;
(iii) the slope of a linear regression of all daily average val-
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Table 1. Number of data series per vegetation type in each mea-
surement period; period 1: 27 August 2016, 17:00 (local time) to
3 September 2017, 08:00 and period 2: 4 September 2017, 05:00 to
22 August 2018, 14:00.

Vegetation type Number of data series
Period 1 Period 2

Tree 3 3
Tall shrub 17 15
Riparian shrub 2 2
Dwarf shrub 15 17
Tussock 14 14
Lichen 10 9

Total 61 60

ues within each season, i.e. the rate of warming or cooling;
(iv) the cumulative sum of positive degree days from the be-
ginning of the melt season until the end of August; (v) the
day of the year when the soil temperature first rose above
−0.5 ◦C, which indicates the beginning of the thawing pe-
riod; (vi) the day of the year when the soil temperature first
rose above 0.5 ◦C, which indicates the end of the thawing
period; and (vii) the day of the year when the soil temper-
ature first drops below −0.5 ◦C, which indicates the end of
the freezing period in autumn. We used −0.5 and 0.5 ◦C as
thresholds instead of 0 ◦C to account for sensor uncertainty.
We used Python 3.6 to analyse the topsoil temperature se-
ries. In box plots, we always show the absolute minimum
and maximum as whiskers, the 25th and 75th percentiles as
the box, and the median as a line within the box.

In terms of statistical analysis, we used linear models (lm
in R) to calculate Pearson’s correlation coefficients and lin-
ear regressions for all numerical variables and to determine
whether the variables were significantly related at α = 0.05.
In a first step, we used data of all vegetation types. In the sec-
ond step, we split the data into two subsets, one containing
the upland vegetation types lichen tundra and dwarf shrub
tundra and one containing all other vegetation types. To as-
sess the relationship of vegetation type to topsoil tempera-
ture characteristics, active layer thickness, and snow depth,
we used a linear model (lm in R) to estimate the adjusted
R2 and the fraction of variance explained by vegetation type.
Prior to the analysis, we excluded the vegetation types tree
and riparian shrub, as we do not have enough measurement
series for these types. We assessed the impact of vegetation
type on topsoil temperature characteristics based on all data
series from both measurement periods. By analysing the two
periods separately in the statistical model, we accounted for
the systematic differences between the years. For example,
the summer of 2017 was warmer and started earlier than the
summer of 2018. When we were interested in the impact of
vegetation type on active layer thickness and snow depth, we
used all sensor locations, even those for which we removed

Figure 3. Pearson’s correlation coefficients (R) of all topsoil tem-
perature characteristics (◦C), active layer thickness (cm), and snow
depth (cm) in the first period (September 2016 to August 2017).

the temperature record, for example due to missing data. We
used R version 3.4 for all statistical analyses.

3 Results

We found complex spatial relationships between the differ-
ent topsoil temperature characteristics, snow depth, active
layer thickness, and vegetation. In general, the mean top-
soil temperatures of the months between December and April
were strongly correlated (Figs. 3 and 4). This implies that lo-
cations with relatively cold December topsoil temperatures
were generally still colder than average in April.

Locations which were colder in winter corresponded to
warmer topsoil temperatures in May; however, the correla-
tion of May temperatures with winter temperatures was much
stronger for the first period (September 2016–August 2017)
than for the second (September 2017–August 2018). The
summer temperatures between June and September were also
highly correlated. In the first period, November topsoil tem-
perature correlated well with October values and thus be-
longed to autumn, while November correlated more strongly
with the winter months in the second period. Due to the
long winter, the mean annual topsoil temperature correlated
strongly with the topsoil temperature of the winter months,
while it was almost uncorrelated with the summer topsoil
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Figure 4. Pearson’s correlation coefficients (R) of all topsoil tem-
perature characteristics (◦C), active layer thickness (cm), and snow
depth (cm) in the second period (September 2017 to August 2018).

temperature. The end date of the spring thawing period was
strongly related to winter temperatures, snow depth, and ac-
tive layer thickness. Contrary to this, the end of thawing
was not significantly related to summer topsoil temperature
(Figs. 3 and 4).

The annual mean topsoil temperature recorded by all sin-
gle sensors varied between −3.7 and −0.8 ◦C in the first pe-
riod and between −3.7 and 0.1 ◦C in the second period. In
both periods, we found both the warmest and the coldest
values in tussock tundra. The substantial variability within
single types contributed to the low fraction of variance ex-
plained by vegetation (Table 2). If all locations within each
vegetation type were averaged, lichen tundra had the cold-
est topsoil temperature with −2.6 and −2.3 ◦C in the first
and second periods, respectively. The warmest average top-
soil temperatures of−2.0 and−1.3 ◦C in the first and second
periods were measured below tall shrubs. If we considered
the approximate landscape fractions of each vegetation type
(Sect. 2.1), we estimated a mean annual topsoil temperature
of −2.3 and −1.7 ◦C in the first and second periods, respec-
tively.

3.1 Soil temperature and vegetation in autumn

The two years 2016 and 2017 had different meteorological
conditions in autumn. While air temperature dropped grad-

Table 2. Relationship of vegetation and topsoil temperature (T )
characteristics, active layer thickness, snow depth, and vegetation
height expressed by the fraction of variance explained by vegeta-
tion type in a statistical model (lm(response ∼ period+ vegetation
type)) and the adjusted R2; complete data set accounting for the
measurement period of topsoil temperature first; results which are
not significant at a level of 0.05 are shown in bold.

Response Fraction of Adjusted R2

variance

Mean annual T (◦C) 0.125 0.25
Date of first T > 0 ◦C 0.548 0.55
Cumulative degree days (◦C) 0.071 0.56

Mean T May (◦C) 0.543 0.53
Mean T July (◦C) 0.118 0.10
Mean T October (◦C) 0.035 0.51
Mean T March (◦C) 0.355 0.56

T slope spring (◦C d−1) 0.327 0.40
T slope summer (◦C d−1) 0.058 0.51
T slope autumn (◦C d−1) 0.053 0.09
T slope winter (◦C d−1) 0.432 0.56

Active layer thickness 2018 (cm) 0.342 0.31
Snow depth 2017 (cm) 0.699 0.68
Snow depth 2018 (cm) 0.584 0.56

Vegetation height (cm) 0.427 0.40

ually to −7 ◦C before the first snowfall in 2016 (Fig. B1a),
daily mean air temperature had only dropped to 0 ◦C by the
date of the start of the snow accumulation in autumn 2017.
Thus, the topsoil was significantly cooler in October 2016
compared to 2017 (Fig. 5d).

Autumn topsoil temperatures and cooling rates were not
significantly related to vegetation type (Fig. 5a–d, Table 2).
The same was true for the start of the frozen period, which
was almost identical at most sensor locations independent of
vegetation type (Fig. 5e). However, we observed consider-
able variability in the mean temperature within each vegeta-
tion type, at the landscape level, and between the different
years. Considering the complete autumn season (26 August–
5 November), the mean autumn temperatures varied between
−0.9 and 1.2 ◦C in 2016 and between 0.3 and 1.7 ◦C in 2017.
For October only, the range of mean topsoil temperatures
was even higher, between −5.3 and −1.0 ◦C for the coldest
and warmest locations in the first period and between −2.8
and 0.2 ◦C in the second period (Fig. 5d). Similar differences
could be observed in the cooling rates, which varied most
strongly within tussock tundra and tall shrubs. Some loca-
tions within these two types cooled down more than twice as
fast as other locations (Fig. 5c).
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Figure 5. Topsoil temperature series of (a) October 2016 and
(b) October 2017 representing autumn of the two different mea-
surement periods; mean of all measurements below four different
vegetation types in colour, the range of all single sensors in light
grey, and the range of all sensors between the 10th and 90th per-
centiles in darker grey; the beginning of snow accumulation was
derived from the Trail Valley Creek weather station albedo data;
box plots of all measurements per vegetation type with boxes of the
first period left and the second period right and dotted; for riparian
shrubs and trees all single observations are shown with filled sym-
bols for the first period and open symbols for the second; (c) rate of
cooling in autumn; (d) mean October topsoil temperature; (e) date
when the freezing is completed.

3.2 Soil temperature, snow, and vegetation in winter

There were significant differences in topsoil temperature be-
tween the two winter seasons (6 November–10 April). Av-
erage topsoil temperatures were roughly 2 ◦C colder beneath
all vegetation types in the winter 2016/2017 compared to the
following year. This observation agrees well with the differ-
ence in mean winter air temperature of −20.3 and −18.2 ◦C
in the first and second periods, respectively (Fig. B1a). The
extremely cold December of 2016 (6.5 ◦C colder than in the
second period) led to a much faster soil cooling in the first
winter compared to the second (Fig. B1a).

There was a strong relationship between vegetation type
and topsoil temperature in winter. Topsoil under tall shrub
tundra stayed warmest, followed by topsoil beneath tussock,
dwarf shrub, and lichen tundra (Fig. 6). Vegetation type ex-
plained 36 % of the topsoil temperature variations in the cold-
est month (March) in a single year and 43 % of the cooling
rate during winter (Table 2). The coldest mean temperatures
were associated with the highest temperature variations be-
low lichen tundra (Fig. 6).

Figure 6. Topsoil temperature series of (a) March 2017 and
(b) March 2018 representing the coldest topsoil temperatures in
winter of the two different measurement periods; the mean of all
measurements below four different vegetation types is shown in
colour, the range of all single sensors is shown in light grey, and
the range of all sensors between the 10th and 90th percentiles is
shown in darker grey; box plots of all measurements per vegetation
type are shown with boxes of the first period on the left and boxes
representing the second period on the right and dotted; all single
observations for riparian shrubs and trees are shown by filled sym-
bols for the first period and open symbols for the second; (c) rate of
cooling in winter; (d) mean March temperature; (e) snow depth end
of April.

Snow depth strongly mediated the association between
vegetation type and winter soil temperatures. Different
vegetation types showed characteristic snow depth values
(Fig. 6e). The deepest snow cover was associated with tall
shrubs, followed by tussock tundra and dwarf shrubs while
lichen tundra was characterised by the shallowest snow
cover. Vegetation explained 70 % and 58 % of the observed
snow depth variability in 2017 and 2018, respectively (Ta-
ble 2). The predictability of snow depth from vegetation type
is limited by the differences in snow cover in different years.
For example, the snow depth at the end of April 2017 reached
higher maximum and lower minimum values compared to
2018, indicating a stronger snow redistribution. The corre-
lation between snow depth values of the different years was
R2
= 0.49 (Fig. B2).

Several winter and spring topsoil temperature characteris-
tics were also very strongly related to snow cover, in particu-
lar the day of the year when the topsoil warmed above 0 ◦C,
the topsoil temperature slope during winter cooling, and the
mean temperature of the winter and spring months (Fig. 7).
In 2018, snow depth was less strongly related to vegetation
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Figure 7. The relationship between snow depth at the end of April
2017 (left column) and 2018 (right column) and (a, b) rate of cool-
ing in winter; (c, d) mean temperature in March; (e, f) day of year
when the topsoil warms above 0 ◦C; (g, h) mean temperature in
May; the symbol colours refer to different vegetation types (see e.g.
Fig. 6); the numbers indicate the Pearson’s correlation coefficient
R2; the thin lines are regression lines of significant (p < 0.05) rela-
tionships.

or topsoil temperature characteristics than in 2017 (Fig. 7,
right column, Table 2).

3.3 Soil temperature, snow, and vegetation in spring

Starting from the beginning of May, the relationship between
vegetation and topsoil temperature was opposite to that found
in winter (Fig. 8a, b). In general, topsoil temperatures be-
neath all vegetation types were very similar in the last few
days of April. The soil below lichen tundra warmed up first
and most strongly and showed the most pronounced diel
variation. Dwarf shrub tundra was still cooler in May and
warmed up a bit more slowly than lichen tundra. Tussock

Figure 8. Topsoil temperature series of (a) May 2017 and
(b) May 2018 representing spring of the two different measurement
periods; mean of all measurements below four different vegetation
types is shown in colour, the range of all single sensors is shown in
light grey, and the range of all sensors between the 10th and 90th
percentiles is shown in darker grey; box plots of all measurements
per vegetation type are represented by boxes of the first period on
the left and the second period on the right and dotted; for riparian
shrubs and trees all single observations are shown with filled sym-
bols for the first period and open symbols for the second; (c) rate
of warming in spring; (d) mean May temperature; (e) date when
thawing is complete.

tundra topsoil temperatures rose above 0 ◦C even later; tall
shrub temperatures were the last to reach positive temper-
atures in 2017 and were similar to tussock tundra in 2018.
This order became apparent in the slope of spring tempera-
tures, in the mean May temperatures, and in the day of the
year when the thawing period ended (Fig. 8c–e). Using a sta-
tistical model, we found that vegetation type explained 55 %
of the observed variability in the end of the thaw date and
the mean May temperature and 33 % of the variability in the
spring warming rate (Table 2).

Furthermore, snowmelt timing was different between the
years. Our observations of topsoil temperature indicated that
the snowmelt period of the entire landscape was 20 and 40 d
long in 2017 and 2018, respectively (Fig. 8e). This observa-
tion was in contrast to the more spatially variable snow dis-
tribution observed in 2017 (Fig. B2). The long melt period in
2018 was associated with a 3.4 ◦C colder mean May air tem-
perature and more cold spells compared to May 2017 (Envi-
ronment and Climate Change Canada, 2019) (Fig. B1). How-
ever, due to the differences in snowmelt timing, the cold May
air temperatures in 2018 did not necessarily translate into
cold topsoil temperatures. While lichen tundra measurements
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Figure 9. Topsoil temperature series of (a) July 2017
and (b) July 2018 representing summer of the two different
measurement periods; mean of all measurements below the four
different vegetation types is shown in colour, the range of all single
sensors is shown in light grey, and the range of all sensors between
the 10th and 90th percentiles is shown in darker grey; box plots
show all measurements per vegetation type with boxes of the first
period on the left and the second period on the right and dotted;
for riparian shrubs and trees all single observations are shown
with filled symbols for the first period and open symbols for the
second; (c) rate of warming in summer; (d) mean July temperature;
(e) cumulative sum of positive degree days until the end of August.

indeed revealed colder May topsoil temperatures in 2018,
both years were similar for dwarf shrub soil, and May 2018
was associated with warmer topsoil temperatures below tus-
sock tundra and tall shrubs.

3.4 Soil temperature, active layer thickness, and
vegetation in summer

Topsoil temperatures in summer were more similar for all
vegetation types than spring or winter temperatures (Fig. 9a,
b).

In summer 2017, dwarf shrub tundra had the coolest sum-
mer temperatures. The other three vegetation types (exclud-
ing tree/riparian shrub) had almost identical mean values,
and the distributions largely overlapped (Fig. 9c, d). In 2018,
the difference between dwarf shrubs and the other vegetation
types was much smaller and the mean summer slope was
almost equal for lichen, dwarf shrub, and tall shrub tundra,
while tussock tundra warmed at a slightly lower rate. Some
locations had negative summer slopes in 2018 as the end of
summer was relatively cool. The temperature difference be-
tween the two years was much larger than the variability be-
tween vegetation types. The 2018 mean summer air temper-

ature was 2.7 ◦C cooler than in 2017. This difference trans-
lated into topsoil temperatures which were, on average per
vegetation type, 1.3–2.2 ◦C colder in 2018, with the smallest
difference for dwarf shrubs. The small difference between
vegetation types was also reflected in the low fraction of July
mean temperature variance (12 %) that could be explained by
the vegetation type (Table 2). Lichen tundra featured slightly
higher cumulative degree days than the other three vegetation
types, which all showed similar values on average (Fig. 9e).
Even though the influence of vegetation type on cumulative
degree days was statistically significant, vegetation only ex-
plained 7 % of the observed variability (Table 2).

There was a weak association between active layer thick-
ness and vegetation type. On average, we found deeper active
layers below lichen and dwarf shrub tundra compared to tus-
sock and tall shrub tundra (Fig. 10i). The variability in active
layer thickness within each vegetation type was substantial.
Correspondingly, vegetation was only weakly related to ac-
tive layer thickness at the end of summer as it explained only
34 % of the variability between different locations (Table 2).

The relationship between active layer thickness and topsoil
temperature characteristics depended on vegetation type. If
we considered all vegetation types jointly, active layer thick-
ness was most strongly related to the date when the topsoil
temperature first rose above 0 ◦C in spring (Fig. 10l). While
a moderate association existed with other spring, autumn,
and winter characteristics, such as the cooling rate in winter
(Fig. 10k), summer characteristics did not show a significant
correlation with active layer thickness when all vegetation
types were considered (Fig. 10m). If we split the data in two
subsets, lichen and dwarf shrub tundra revealed very differ-
ent winter characteristics compared to the other vegetation
types. While cold winter temperatures were associated with
deeper active layers in the following summer for lichen and
dwarf shrub tundra (Fig. 10a), tall shrub and tussock loca-
tions with cold winter temperatures developed shallow ac-
tive layers (Fig. 10e). The spring temperature characteristics
were not significantly related to active layer thickness for tall
shrub and tussock locations (Fig. 10g). Conversely, the date
of the first T > 0 ◦C also apparently explained a moderate
fraction of the active layer thickness variance within lichen
and dwarf shrub tundra (Fig. 10c). Higher positive degree
days were associated with deeper active layers below dwarf
shrub and lichen tundra (Fig. 10d); however, this relationship
was not statistically significant (p = 0.08). We observed sig-
nificantly higher topsoil temperatures in October at locations
with deep active layers (Figs. 3, 4).

4 Discussion

In this study, we analysed how local variability of vegetation
cover relates to topsoil temperature, active layer thickness,
and snow depth at one site at the Arctic forest–tundra transi-
tion. We found distinct vegetation effects in the four seasons,
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Figure 10. The relationship between active layer thickness at the end of August 2018 and (i) vegetation type; (a, e, j) mean topsoil winter
temperature; (b, f, k) rate of topsoil cooling in winter; (c, g, l) day of the year when the topsoil warms above 0 ◦C; (d, h, m) cumulative sum
of positive degree days until the end of August of the same year; top row: lichen and dwarf shrub tundra; middle row: tussock, tall shrub,
riparian shrub, and tree; bottom row: all vegetation types; the numbers indicate the Pearson’s correlation coefficient R2; the thin grey lines
are regression lines of significant (p < 0.05) relationships.

which were partly counteracting each other in terms of the
overall topsoil temperature and active layer thickness vari-
ability. In particular, low vegetation led to an inverse rela-
tionship between winter temperature and active layer thick-
ness, and summer topsoil temperature did not influence ac-
tive layer thickness significantly.

In agreement with Kropp et al. (2020), we found that win-
ter topsoil temperatures controlled annual mean temperatures
and that topsoil below tussocks and tall shrub tundra was
generally warmer than topsoil below short-statured vegeta-
tion. Furthermore, we found that topsoil temperature was
most variable in space under the snow cover in winter and
during snowmelt in May, while the spatial variability was less
pronounced in summer and autumn, which agrees well with
Gisnås et al. (2014).

4.1 Vegetation and soil temperature in relation to
autumn processes

Vegetation type did not play a significant part in the autumn
topsoil temperature variation (Fig. 5), which agrees well with
Romanovsky and Osterkamp (1995), who observed very sim-
ilar dates of the start of ground freezing across three sites up

to 63 km apart. On the other hand, Frost et al. (2018) found
that tall shrubs experienced a delayed start of freezing by al-
most 1 month compared to other vegetation types. We found
that at all locations the topsoil temperature signal was dom-
inated by air temperature and snowfall timing. The impor-
tance of snow cover onset for soil temperature was high-
lighted by many authors, including Ling and Zhang (2003)
and Zhang (2005).

While all vegetation types had similar average autumn
temperatures and cooling rates, we observed considerable
variability within single types as well as between years. The
temporal variability of the start of freezing was described by
Romanovsky and Osterkamp (1995), who found up to 18 d
difference in the start of freezing date at a single location
between 1987 and 1992. In their study, the temporal vari-
ability was higher than the spatial variability, although the
stations were up to 63 km apart. On the other hand, we ob-
served considerable local variability of up to 39 d difference
in the timing of the first below-zero topsoil temperatures in
a single year (Fig. 5e). This variability is potentially driven
by the soil cover of mosses or lichen, soil moisture, and mi-
crotopography rather than vascular plants. The importance of
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soil moisture in the freezing period was highlighted by Morse
et al. (2016). We observed the largest range of mean October
topsoil temperatures in tussock tundra (Fig. 5d), which may
be caused by a large range of moisture conditions depending
on the microtopography in this vegetation type. However, it
should be noted that variations in the sensor depth will play
a major role in autumn when steep temperature gradients can
be expected.

4.2 Vegetation and soil temperature in relation to
winter snow processes

In winter, warm soil temperatures can be expected at lo-
cations with more snow such as below tall shrubs and in
poorly drained and somewhat sheltered tussock-dominated
areas (Lantz et al., 2009; Frost et al., 2018). The snow ob-
served at our measurement locations was indeed deepest in
tall-shrub areas, where soils were also the warmest in winter
(Fig. 6d, e). Across all vegetation types, the differences in
snow depth influenced the winter topsoil temperatures, tem-
perature variability, and cooling rates. Winter temperatures
were coldest and most variable at vegetation types associ-
ated with low snow, in particular below lichen tundra and, to
a lesser extent, below dwarf shrubs (Fig. 6a, b, d).

The variability of snow depth within vegetation types
(Fig. 6e) is likely due to (i) topography and microtopog-
raphy influencing the deposition of blowing snow (Essery
and Pomeroy, 2004; Morse et al., 2012), (ii) vegetation
height and density differences within one vegetation type
(Sturm et al., 2001a, 2005a; Essery and Pomeroy, 2004), and
(iii) factors other than snow limiting shrub growth such as
poor soil, too much or too little soil moisture, disturbances,
and slow colonisation (Swanson, 2015).

We also observed variability in the relationship between
snow depth and winter topsoil temperature characteristics
such as the soil cooling rate and the mean and range of tem-
perature values in the winter months (Fig. 7a–d). The to-
pography of the site is gentle and cannot account for major
differences in cold-season insolation; therefore, the variabil-
ity is likely largely due to differences in autumn soil mois-
ture, snow density, and snow texture. Differences in snow
density and texture across the landscape can be caused by
snow compaction at wind-exposed sites, by loose snow ac-
cumulating within shrub canopies, and by the formation of
depth hoar. We do not have detailed snow observations at our
measurement locations to analyse such differences in detail.
However, our results suggest that, for the same snow depth,
topsoil temperatures in March are colder at lichen sites com-
pared to dwarf shrub sites (Fig. 7c, d). This agrees very well
with the observation that lichen tundra can be found at the
most wind-exposed ridges. While historical surveys of snow
density did not find differences between lichen and dwarf
shrub tundra at the site (0.22 g cm−3; Wilcox et al., 2019),
snow texture and depth hoar formation likely differed be-
tween shrub and shrub-free areas (Belke-Brea et al., 2020),

leading to differences in the heat conductivity of each snow-
pack.

4.3 Vegetation and soil temperature in relation to
spring processes

In spring, a thick snow cover delays soil warming and thus re-
sults in a reversal of the topsoil temperature–vegetation type
relationship. We observed similar topsoil temperatures be-
neath all vegetation types in the last few days of April. The
soil below tall shrubs was coldest in May, followed by the
temperatures below tussocks and dwarf shrubs, while lichen
tundra topsoil was already the warmest (Fig. 8d).

We found that the date when the topsoil warmed above
0 ◦C was strongly related to vegetation type in 2017, and
less so in 2018 (Fig. 8e). A strong relationship can be ex-
pected due to the influence of vegetation on snow depth,
snow density, and snowmelt energetics (Pomeroy et al., 2006;
Wilcox et al., 2019). The weaker relationship in 2018 is
likely due to the more complex spring weather patterns in-
cluding multiple periods of warming and subsequent freezing
periods. The colder May air temperature in 2018 was asso-
ciated with colder topsoil temperatures below lichen tundra
and warmer topsoil temperatures below tall shrubs, where the
snow melted later compared to May 2017 (Fig. 8d). This in-
dicates a first-order control of snow depth as a buffer between
air and topsoil temperature.

In general the presence of shrubs enhances snowmelt as
soon as branches stick out of the snow, thus reducing surface
albedo and increasing long-wave emissions (Pomeroy et al.,
2006; Marsh et al., 2010). Wilcox et al. (2019) made exten-
sive measurements of snow-free dates with a drone at the
same study site in 2016 and showed that dwarf shrub areas
become snow free earlier than non-shrub areas, regardless
of snow depth and hillslope aspect. However, we did not ob-
serve this relationship at our locations, likely due to the small
number of points we measured compared to Wilcox et al.
(2019). Instead, we found that topsoil warmed above 0 ◦C
slightly earlier at the lichen tundra locations, even though
they were similar in snow depth to the dwarf shrub locations
(Fig. 7e, f).

4.4 Vegetation and soil temperature in relation to
summer processes and active layer thickness

Although shrubs may reduce summer soil warming through
shading and evapotranspiration (Pearson et al., 2013; Frost
et al., 2018), in our study, the summer difference between all
vegetation types is very small, and shrub tundra is compara-
ble to tussock tundra in terms of topsoil temperature (Figs. 9
and B3). Lichen tundra topsoil warms up slightly more, in
particular during midday, but the average difference is less
than 1 ◦C. These generally small differences in topsoil tem-
perature likely contribute to the weak relation between vege-

https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-17-4261-2020 Biogeosciences, 17, 4261–4279, 2020



4272 I. Grünberg et al.: Tundra vegetation, snow, soil temperature, and permafrost

tation type and summer temperature characteristics (Fig. 10i,
m, Table 2).

On the other hand, winter and spring temperature charac-
teristics such as the date when the topsoil warmed above 0 ◦C
are strongly related to active layer thickness (Fig. 10). At first
glance, our data suggest that the snow-free date and thus the
length of the summer period are the most important drivers
for active layer thickness (Fig. 10l). The strong influence of
snow-free date on active layer thickness has been highlighted
in several other studies (Chapin et al., 2005; Wilcox et al.,
2019). However, if we consider single vegetation types, the
importance of snowmelt timing is strongly reduced. In par-
ticular, for tall vegetation (tall shrubs, riparian shrubs, trees)
and tussock tundra we did not observe any correlation be-
tween snow-free date and active layer thickness at the end of
summer (Fig. 10g).

While mean winter temperature is not significantly related
to active layer thickness at the landscape scale, we found op-
posite effects for upland vegetation (lichen and dwarf shrubs)
compared to tall vegetation and tussocks (Fig. 10a, e, j).
Warm winter temperature is unexpectedly associated with a
shallow active layer in upland areas, while warm winter tem-
perature is related to deep active layers below tall vegetation
and tussocks (Fig. 10a, e). This agrees well with results by
Morse et al. (2012) from the outer Mackenzie Delta. They
found that deep snow was associated with thick active lay-
ers in alluvial sites whereas it was associated with thin active
layers in upland terrain. The opposite response of active layer
thickness to mean winter temperature (and other winter and
spring characteristics) below different vegetation types may
be an artefact of the spatial correlation between snow depth
and soil properties (Loranty et al., 2018). For instance, both
snow depth and organic layer thickness tend to be shallow on
exposed lichen-covered ridges, and the latter favours deeper
active layers. As organic and moss layer thicknesses are im-
portant controls of active layer thickness (Fisher et al., 2016),
the positive relationship between organic layer thickness and
snow depth masks the actual effects of snow on the active
layer thickness. Similarly, correlations between soil mois-
ture, ice content, and snow depth may be different across the
landscape, with variable effects on active layer development
(Guan et al., 2010). It should also be noted that it was not
recorded whether active layer thickness measurements were
taken in a hummock or inter-hummock zone, which due to
their vastly different soil properties have a stronger effect on
active layer thickness than any other variable (Wilcox et al.,
2019). This reduces our ability to draw inferences from our
active layer thickness measurements.

Summer topsoil temperature is only weakly related with
vegetation type, which agrees well with Paradis et al. (2016).
Vegetation type explains 12 % of the variability of the sum-
mer topsoil temperature and 34 % of the variability of active
layer thickness in our study (Table 2), likely through its ef-
fects on snow depth. The generally weak relationships hinder
upscaling approaches based on vegetation such as in Nelson

et al. (1997) and Widhalm et al. (2017). We found that thaw-
ing degree days are not correlated with active layer thickness
(Fig. 10m) at the landscape scale, echoing previous findings
by Nelson et al. (1997). This is likely related to variable soil
thermal properties and soil moisture. Within dwarf shrub and
lichen tundra, where more uniform soil conditions may be
expected, larger cumulative positive degree days are indeed
associated with deeper active layers. In summary, our obser-
vations suggest that vegetation type is a better predictor of the
near-surface thermal regime in winter than in summer in the
Low Arctic. Furthermore, the soil temperature – active layer
thickness relationship differs between dwarf shrubs and tall
shrubs. Both vegetation types are currently expanding in the
Arctic (Ropars and Boudreau, 2012; Tape et al., 2012) and
our results indicate that their future distribution will govern
the importance of summer versus winter processes for active
layer thickness.

5 Conclusions

Based on topsoil temperature data from 68 sensors at a
Low Arctic tundra site, we found large small-scale variabil-
ity within and between vegetation types as well as between
years and seasons. The spatial variation in the mean annual
soil temperature was dominated by the winter signal. Au-
tumn topsoil temperatures were dominated by atmospheric
forcing and only weakly related to vegetation type. Con-
versely, vegetation type explained approximately one-half
of the variability in winter and spring soil temperature. An
even stronger relation was observed between vegetation type
and end-of-winter snow depth. Snow depth and, most likely,
snow structural differences in space lead to pronounced dif-
ferences in topsoil mean temperature and temperature vari-
ability in the winter and spring months and in snowmelt tim-
ing, all of which were strongly related to vegetation type.
At the landscape scale, we found that active layer thickness
was most strongly related to snowmelt timing. However, if
we considered only specific vegetation types with presum-
ably more similar soil conditions, mean winter temperature
played a more important part. Unexpectedly, warm winter
topsoil temperature was associated with shallow active lay-
ers below lichen and dwarf shrub tundra, whereas we found
the opposite beneath other vegetation types. Summer top-
soil temperatures were similar below all vegetation types and
not significantly related to active layer thickness at the end
of August. To conclude, vegetation can, with limitations, be
used as a proxy for snow depth variability at the local scale,
but it is a poor proxy for summer and autumn topsoil temper-
ature or active layer thickness.
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Appendix A: Methods

Figure A1. Histograms of the deviation of topsoil temperature minus air temperature in summer; (a) mean and (b) 95th percentile of the
deviations for each sensor in each measurement period; data series coloured in red were removed from the analysis because (a) the average
deviation was less than −5 ◦C, indicating that the sensor was either buried too deep and affected by the permafrost or affected by running
water (three series) or (b) more than 5 % of the single summer measurements were more than 7 ◦C above air temperature, indicating additional
sensor warming by direct solar radiation (eight series); air temperature data by Environment and Climate Change Canada (2019).

Figure A2. Mean annual cycle of air temperature at Trail Valley Creek for 1999–2018, gap-filled data series; daily values and values smoothed
with a 7 d moving window as used for definition of the seasons; data by Environment and Climate Change Canada (2019).
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Appendix B: Results

Figure B1. Meteorological conditions at the Trail Valley Creek weather station during the two study periods including snow cover estimated
from daily albedo > 0.4 indicated as shaded area. (a) Air temperature by Environment and Climate Change Canada (2019) and median
topsoil temperature of each vegetation type; (b) daily mean values of four-component radiation.

Figure B2. Snow depth measured at the end of April in 2017 and 2018 at approximately the same locations; the number indicates the
Pearson’s correlation coefficient R2; the grey line is the 1:1 line.
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Figure B3. Cumulative positive degree days of topsoil temperature below different vegetation types; the lines indicate the mean of all series
per type, and the shaded areas represent the mean plus or minus the standard deviation; (a) 2017 and (b) 2018.

https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-17-4261-2020 Biogeosciences, 17, 4261–4279, 2020



4276 I. Grünberg et al.: Tundra vegetation, snow, soil temperature, and permafrost

Data availability. The topsoil temperature data
used in this study are published in Pangaea
(https://doi.org/10.1594/PANGAEA.918615, Grünberg et al., 2020).

Author contributions. JB and IG conceived the study. JB, SZ, EJW,
IG, and several helpers carried out the field measurements. IG anal-
ysed the data with input from JB, EJW, and SZ. IG prepared the
manuscript with contributions from all co-authors.

Competing interests. The authors declare that they have no conflict
of interest.

Acknowledgements. This contribution was financially supported by
Geo.X, the Research Network for Geosciences in Berlin and Pots-
dam (grant number SO 087 GeoX), and funding from the Helmholtz
Association in the framework of MOSES (Modular Observation
Solutions for Earth Systems). We thank Cory Wallace, Branden
Walker, Bill Cable, and Stephan Lange for helping with the data
collection in the field.

Financial support. The article processing charges for this open-
access publication were covered by a Research Centre of the
Helmholtz Association.

Review statement. This paper was edited by David Bowling and re-
viewed by two anonymous referees.

References

AMAP: Snow, Water, Ice and Permafrost in the Arctic (SWIPA)
2017, available at: https://www.amap.no/documents/download/
2987/inline (23 June 2020), 2017.

Anders, K., Antonova, S., Boike, J., Gehrmann, M., Hartmann, J.,
Helm, V., Höfle, B., Marsh, P., Marx, S., and Sachs, T.: Airborne
Laser Scanning (ALS) Point Clouds of Trail Valley Creek, NWT,
Canada, PANGEA, https://doi.org/10.1594/PANGAEA.894884,
2018.

Anisimov, O. A., Shiklomanov, N. I., and Nelson, F. E.: Vari-
ability of seasonal thaw depth in permafrost regions: a
stochastic modeling approach, Ecol. Model., 153, 217–227,
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-3800(02)00016-9, 2002.

Antonova, S., Thiel, C., Höfle, B., Anders, K., Helm, V., Zwieback,
S., Marx, S., and Boike, J.: Estimating tree height from TanDEM-
X data at the northwestern Canadian treeline, Remote Sens. En-
viron., 231, 111251, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2019.111251,
2019.

Belke-Brea, M., Domine, F., Barrere, M., Picard, G., and
Arnaud, L.: Impact of Shrubs on Winter Surface Albedo
and Snow Specific Surface Area at a Low Arctic Site: In
Situ Measurements and Simulations, J. Clim., 33, 597–609,
https://doi.org/10.1175/JCLI-D-19-0318.1, 2020.

Biskaborn, B. K., Smith, S. L., Noetzli, J., Matthes, H., Vieira, G.,
Streletskiy, D. A., Schoeneich, P., Romanovsky, V. E., Lewkow-
icz, A. G., Abramov, A., Allard, M., Boike, J., Cable, W. L.,
Christiansen, H. H., Delaloye, R., Diekmann, B., Drozdov, D.,
Etzelmüller, B., Grosse, G., Guglielmin, M., Ingeman-Nielsen,
T., Isaksen, K., Ishikawa, M., Johansson, M., Johannsson, H.,
Joo, A., Kaverin, D., Kholodov, A., Konstantinov, P., Kröger, T.,
Lambiel, C., Lanckman, J.-P., Luo, D., Malkova, G., Meiklejohn,
I., Moskalenko, N., Oliva, M., Phillips, M., Ramos, M., Sannel,
A. B. K., Sergeev, D., Seybold, C., Skryabin, P., Vasiliev, A.,
Wu, Q., Yoshikawa, K., Zheleznyak, M., and Lantuit, H.: Per-
mafrost is warming at a global scale, Nat. Commun., 10, 2041–
1723, https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-08240-4, 2019.

Blok, D., Heijmans, M. M. P. D., Schaepman-Strub, G., Kononov,
A. V., Maximov, T. C., and Berendse, F.: Shrub expansion
may reduce summer permafrost thaw in Siberian tundra, Glob.
Change Biol., 16, 1296–1305, https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-
2486.2009.02110.x, 2010.

Burn, C. R. and Kokelj, S. V.: The environment and permafrost
of the Mackenzie Delta area, Permafrost Periglac., 20, 83–105,
https://doi.org/10.1002/ppp.655, 2009.

Chapin III, F. S., Sturm, M., Serreze, M. C., McFadden, J. P., Key,
J. R., Lloyd, A. H., McGuire, A. D., Rupp, T. S., Lynch, A. H.,
Schimel, J. P., Beringer, J., Chapman, W. L., Epstein, H. E., Eu-
skirchen, E. S., Hinzman, L. D., Jia, G., Ping, C.-L., Tape, K. D.,
Thompson, C. D. C., Walker, D. A., and Welker, J. M.: Role of
land-surface changes in Arctic summer warming, Science, 310,
657–660, https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1117368, 2005.

Environment and Climate Change Canada: Historical data Trail Val-
ley, Northwest Territories, available at: http://climate.weather.gc.
ca/historical_data/search_historic_data_e.html, last access: 10
January 2019.

Essery, R. and Pomeroy, J.: Vegetation and Topographic
Control of Wind-Blown Snow Distributions in Distributed
and Aggregated Simulations for an Arctic Tundra Basin,
J. Hydrometeorol., 5, 735–744, https://doi.org/10.1175/1525-
7541(2004)005<0735:VATCOW>2.0.CO;2, 2004.

Fisher, J. P., Estop-Aragonés, C., Thierry, A., Charman, D. J.,
Wolfe, S. A., Hartley, I. P., Murton, J. B., Williams,
M., and Phoenix, G. K.: The influence of vegetation and
soil characteristics on active-layer thickness of permafrost
soils in boreal forest, Glob. Change Biol., 22, 3127–3140,
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.13248, 2016.

Frost, G. V. and Epstein, H. E.: Tall shrub and tree expansion in
Siberian tundra ecotones since the 1960s, Glob. Change Biol.,
20, 1264–1277, https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12406, 2014.

Frost, G. V., Epstein, H. E., Walker, D. A., Matyshak, G.,
and Ermokhina, K.: Patterned-ground facilitates shrub expan-
sion in Low Arctic tundra, Environ. Res. Lett., 8, 015035,
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/8/1/015035, 2013.

Frost, G. V., Epstein, H. E., Walker, D. A., Matyshak, G.,
and Ermokhina, K.: Seasonal and Long-Term Changes to
Active-Layer Temperatures after Tall Shrubland Expansion
and Succession in Arctic Tundra, Ecosystems, 21, 507–520,
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10021-017-0165-5, 2018.

Gisnås, K., Westermann, S., Schuler, T. V., Litherland, T., Isak-
sen, K., Boike, J., and Etzelmüller, B.: A statistical ap-
proach to represent small-scale variability of permafrost tem-

Biogeosciences, 17, 4261–4279, 2020 https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-17-4261-2020

https://doi.org/10.1594/PANGAEA.918615
https://www.amap.no/documents/download/2987/inline
https://www.amap.no/documents/download/2987/inline
https://doi.org/10.1594/PANGAEA.894884
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-3800(02)00016-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2019.111251
https://doi.org/10.1175/JCLI-D-19-0318.1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-08240-4
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2009.02110.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2009.02110.x
https://doi.org/10.1002/ppp.655
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1117368
http://climate.weather.gc.ca/historical_data/search_historic_data_e.html
http://climate.weather.gc.ca/historical_data/search_historic_data_e.html
https://doi.org/10.1175/1525-7541(2004)005<0735:VATCOW>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1175/1525-7541(2004)005<0735:VATCOW>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.13248
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12406
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/8/1/015035
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10021-017-0165-5


I. Grünberg et al.: Tundra vegetation, snow, soil temperature, and permafrost 4277

peratures due to snow cover, The Cryosphere, 8, 2063–2074,
https://doi.org/10.5194/tc-8-2063-2014, 2014.

Grippa, M., Kergoat, L., Le Toan, T., Mognard, N. M., Del-
bart, N., L’Hermitte, J., and Vicente-Serrano, S. M.: The im-
pact of snow depth and snowmelt on the vegetation vari-
ability over central Siberia, Geophys. Res. Lett., 32, L21412,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2005GL024286, 2005.

Grünberg, I. and Boike, J.: Vegetation map of Trail Val-
ley Creek, Northwest Territories, Canada, PANGEA,
https://doi.org/10.1594/PANGAEA.904270, 2019.

Grünberg, I., Anders, K., Marx, S., Lange, S., and Boike,
J.: Topsoil temperature data below different vegetation types
at Trail Valley Creek, Canada, 2016–2018, PANGAEA,
https://doi.org/10.1594/PANGAEA.918615, 2020.

Guan, X. J., Westbrook, C. J., and Spence, C.: Shallow soil moisture
– ground thaw interactions and controls – Part 1: Spatiotempo-
ral patterns and correlations over a subarctic landscape, Hydrol.
Earth Syst. Sci., 14, 1375–1386, https://doi.org/10.5194/hess-14-
1375-2010, 2010.

Hopkinson, C., Fox, A., Monette, S., Churchill, J., Crasto, N., and
Chasmer, L.: Mackenzie Delta LiDAR collaborative research
data report, Applied Geomatics Research Group, Dartmouth,
Nova Scotia, Canada, Revised 03/2011, 2009.

IPCC: Climate Change 2013: The Physical Science Basis. Contri-
bution of Working Group I to the Fifth Assessment Report of the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, Cambridge Uni-
versity Press, Cambridge, United Kingdom and New York, NY,
USA, https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781107415324, 2013.

Kropp, H., Loranty, M. M., Natali, S. M., Kholodov, A. L., , Rocha,
A., Myers-Smith, I., Abermann, J., , Blanc-Betes, E., Blok, D.,
Blume-Werry, G., Boike, J., , Breen, A. L., Cahoon, S. M.,
Christiansen, C. T., Douglas, T. A., Epstein, H. E., Frost, G. V.,
Goeckede, M., Høye, T. T., Mamet, S. D., O’Donnell, J. A.,
Olefeldt, D., Phoenix, G. K., Salmon, V. G., Sannel, B., Smith,
S. L., Sonnentag, O., Vaughn, L. S., Williams, M., Elberling, B.,
Gough, L., Hjort, J., Lafleur, P. M., Euskirchen, E. S., Heijmans,
M. M. P. D., Humphreys, E. R., Iwata, H., Jones, B. M., Jor-
genson, M. T., Grünberg, I., Kim, Y., Laundre, J., Mauritz, M.,
Michelsen, A., Schaepman-Strub, G., Tape, K. D., Ueyama, M.,
Lee, B.-Y., Langley, K., and Lund, M.: Shallow soils are warmer
under trees and tall shrubs across Arctic and Boreal ecosystems,
in review, 2020.

Langer, M., Westermann, S., Heikenfeld, M., Dorn, W., and Boike,
J.: Satellite-based modeling of permafrost temperatures in a
tundra lowland landscape, Remote Sens. Environ., 135, 12–24,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2013.03.011, 2013.

Lantz, T. C., Kokelj, S. V., Gergel, S. E., and Henry, G.
H. R.: Relative impacts of disturbance and temperature: per-
sistent changes in microenvironment and vegetation in retro-
gressive thaw slumps, Glob. Change Biol., 15, 1664–1675,
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2009.01917.x, 2009.

Lantz, T. C., Gergel, S. E., and Henry, G. H. R.: Response of
green alder (Alnus viridis subsp. fruticosa) patch dynamics
and plant community composition to fire and regional temper-
ature in north-western Canada, J. Biogeogr., 37, 1597–1610,
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2699.2010.02317.x, 2010.

Lantz, T. C., Marsh, P., and Kokelj, S. V.: Recent shrub prolifer-
ation in the Mackenzie Delta uplands and microclimatic impli-

cations, Ecosystems, 16, 47–59, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10021-
012-9595-2, 2013.

Ling, F. and Zhang, T.: Impact of the timing and duration
of seasonal snow cover on the active layer and permafrost
in the Alaskan Arctic, Permafrost Periglac., 14, 141–150,
https://doi.org/10.1002/ppp.445, 2003.

Loranty, M. M. and Goetz, S. J.: Shrub expansion and climate
feedbacks in Arctic tundra, Environ. Res. Lett., 7, 011005,
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/7/1/011005, 2012.

Loranty, M. M., Abbott, B. W., Blok, D., Douglas, T. A., Epstein,
H. E., Forbes, B. C., Jones, B. M., Kholodov, A. L., Kropp,
H., Malhotra, A., Mamet, S. D., Myers-Smith, I. H., Natali,
S. M., O’Donnell, J. A., Phoenix, G. K., Rocha, A. V., Sonnen-
tag, O., Tape, K. D., and Walker, D. A.: Reviews and syntheses:
Changing ecosystem influences on soil thermal regimes in north-
ern high-latitude permafrost regions, Biogeosciences, 15, 5287–
5313, https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-15-5287-2018, 2018.

MacKay, J. R.: Active Layer Changes (1968 to 1993) following the
Forest-Tundra Fire near Inuvik, N.W.T., Canada, Arctic Alpine
Res., 27, 323–336, 1995.

Mann, P. C.: Spatial and temporal variability of the snow environ-
ment in the Western Canadian Arctic, Master’s thesis, Wilfrid
Laurier University, available at: https://scholars.wlu.ca/etd/2011/
(last access: 19 August 2019), 2018.

Marsh, P., Pomeroy, J., Pohl, S., Quinton, W., Onclin, C., Rus-
sell, M., Neumann, N., Pietroniro, A., Davison, B., and Mc-
Cartney, S.: Snowmelt Processes and Runoff at the Arctic Tree-
line: Ten Years of MAGS Research, Springer Berlin Heidelberg,
Berlin, Heidelberg, 97–123, https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-
75136-6_6, 2008.

Marsh, P., Bartlett, P., MacKay, M., Pohl, S., and Lantz,
T.: Snowmelt energetics at a shrub tundra site in the
western Canadian Arctic, Hydrol. Process., 24, 3603–3620,
https://doi.org/10.1002/hyp.7786, 2010.

McManus, K. M., Morton, D. C., Masek, J. G., Wang, D., Sexton,
J. O., Nagol, J. R., Ropars, P., and Boudreau, S.: Satellite-based
evidence for shrub and graminoid tundra expansion in northern
Quebec from 1986 to 2010, Glob. Change Biol., 18, 2313–2323,
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2012.02708.x, 2012.

Michaelson, G. J., Ping, C. L., and Kimble, J. M.: Carbon Storage
and Distribution in Tundra Soils of Arctic Alaska, USA, Arctic
Alpine Res., 28, 414–424, 1996.

Morse, P., Burn, C., and Kokelj, S.: Influence of snow on near-
surface ground temperatures in upland and alluvial environ-
ments of the outer Mackenzie Delta, Northwest Territories, Can.
J. Earth Sci., 49, 895–913, https://doi.org/10.1139/e2012-012,
2012.

Morse, P. D., Wolfe, S. A., Kokelj, S. V., and Gaanderse, A.
J. R.: The Occurrence and Thermal Disequilibrium State of Per-
mafrost in Forest Ecotopes of the Great Slave Region, North-
west Territories, Canada, Permafrost Periglac., 27, 145–162,
https://doi.org/10.1002/ppp.1858, 2016.

Myers-Smith, I. H., Forbes, B. C., Wilmking, M., Hallinger, M.,
Lantz, T., Blok, D., Tape, K. D., Macias-Fauria, M., Sass-
Klaassen, U., Lévesque, E., Boudreau, S., Ropars, P., Hermanutz,
L., Trant, A., Collier, L. S., Weijers, S., Rozema, J., Rayback,
S. A., Schmidt, N. M., Schaepman-Strub, G., Wipf, S., Rixen, C.,
Ménard, C. B., Venn, S., Goetz, S., Andreu-Hayles, L., Elmen-
dorf, S., Ravolainen, V., Welker, J., Grogan, P., Epstein, H. E.,

https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-17-4261-2020 Biogeosciences, 17, 4261–4279, 2020

https://doi.org/10.5194/tc-8-2063-2014
https://doi.org/10.1029/2005GL024286
https://doi.org/10.1594/PANGAEA.904270
https://doi.org/10.1594/PANGAEA.918615
https://doi.org/10.5194/hess-14-1375-2010
https://doi.org/10.5194/hess-14-1375-2010
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781107415324
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2013.03.011
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2009.01917.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2699.2010.02317.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10021-012-9595-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10021-012-9595-2
https://doi.org/10.1002/ppp.445
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/7/1/011005
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-15-5287-2018
https://scholars.wlu.ca/etd/2011/
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-75136-6_6
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-75136-6_6
https://doi.org/10.1002/hyp.7786
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2012.02708.x
https://doi.org/10.1139/e2012-012
https://doi.org/10.1002/ppp.1858


4278 I. Grünberg et al.: Tundra vegetation, snow, soil temperature, and permafrost

and Hik, D. S.: Shrub expansion in tundra ecosystems: dynamics,
impacts and research priorities, Environ. Res. Lett., 6, 045509,
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/6/4/045509, 2011.

Nelson, F. E., Shiklomanov, N. I., Mueller, G. R., Hinkel,
K. M., Walker, D. A., and Bockheim, J. G.: Estimat-
ing Active-Layer Thickness over a Large Region: Kuparuk
River Basin, Alaska, USA, Arctic Alpine Res., 29, 367–378,
https://doi.org/10.2307/1551985, 1997.

Pajunen, A. M., Oksanen, J., and Virtanen, R.: Impact of shrub
canopies on understorey vegetation in western Eurasian tun-
dra, J. Veg. Sci., 22, 837–846, https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1654-
1103.2011.01285.x, 2011.

Palmer, M. J., Burn, C. R., and Kokelj, S. V.: Factors influencing
permafrost temperatures across tree line in the uplands east of
the Mackenzie Delta, 2004–2010, Can. J. Earth Sci., 49, 877–
894, https://doi.org/10.1139/e2012-002, 2012.

Paradis, M., Lévesque, E., and Boudreau, S.: Greater effect of in-
creasing shrub height on winter versus summer soil temperature,
Environ. Res. Lett., 11, 085005, https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-
9326/11/8/085005, 2016.

Park, H., Kim, Y., and Kimball, J. S.: Widespread permafrost vul-
nerability and soil active layer increases over the high north-
ern latitudes inferred from satellite remote sensing and pro-
cess model assessments, Remote Sens. Environ., 175, 349–358,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2015.12.046, 2016.

Pearson, R. G., Phillips, S. J., Loranty, M. M., Beck, P.
S. A., Damoulas, T., Knight, S. J., and Goetz, S. J.:
Shifts in Arctic vegetation and associated feedbacks un-
der climate change, Nat. Clim. Change, 3, 673–677,
https://doi.org/10.1038/nclimate1858, 2013.

Pix4D SA: Pix4Dmapper, available at:
https://support.pix4d.com/hc/en-us/articles/
204272989-Offline-Getting-Started-and-Manual-pdf (last
access: 14 August 2020) 2019.

Pomeroy, J. W., Marsh, P., and Gray, D. M.: Application of
a distributed blowing snow model to the Arctic, Hydrol.
Process., 11, 1451–1464, https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1099-
1085(199709)11:11<1451::AID-HYP449>3.0.CO;2-Q, 1997.

Pomeroy, J. W., Bewley, D. S., Essery, R. L. H., Hedstrom, N. R.,
Link, T., Granger, R. J., Sicart, J. E., Ellis, C. R., and Janow-
icz, J. R.: Shrub tundra snowmelt, Hydrol. Process., 20, 923–941,
https://doi.org/10.1002/hyp.6124, 2006.

Quinton, W., Gray, D., and Marsh, P.: Subsurface drainage from
hummock-covered hillslopes in the Arctic tundra, J. Hydrol.,
237, 113–125, https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-1694(00)00304-8,
2000.

Romanovsky, V. E. and Osterkamp, T. E.: Interannual variations
of the thermal regime of the active layer and near-surface per-
mafrost in northern Alaska, Permafrost Periglac., 6, 313–335,
https://doi.org/10.1002/ppp.3430060404, 1995.

Ropars, P. and Boudreau, S.: Shrub expansion at the forest–
tundra ecotone: spatial heterogeneity linked to local topography,
Environ. Res. Lett., 7, 015501, https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-
9326/7/1/015501, 2012.

Street, L. E., Subke, J.-A., Baxter, R., Dinsmore, K. J., Knoblauch,
C., and Wookey, P. A.: Ecosystem carbon dynamics differ
between tundra shrub types in the western Canadian Arctic,
Environ. Res. Lett., 13, 084014, https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-
9326/aad363, 2018.

Sturm, M. and Holmgren, J.: An Automatic Snow Depth Probe for
Field Validation Campaigns, Water Resour. Res., 54, 9695–9701,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2018WR023559, 2018.

Sturm, M., McFadden, J. P., Liston, G. E., Chapin, III,
F. S., Racine, C. H., and Holmgren, J.: Snow-Shrub Inter-
actions in Arctic Tundra: A Hypothesis with Climatic Impli-
cations, J. Clim., 14, 336–344, https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-
0442(2001)014<0336:SSIIAT>2.0.CO;2, 2001a.

Sturm, M., Racine, C., and Tape, K.: Increasing shrub
abundance in the Arctic, Nature, 411, 546–547,
https://doi.org/10.1038/35079180, 2001b.

Sturm, M., Douglas, T., Racine, C., and Liston, G. E.:
Changing snow and shrub conditions affect albedo with
global implications, J. Geophys. Res.-Biogeo., 110, G01004,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2005JG000013, 2005a.

Sturm, M., Schimel, J., Michaelson, G., Welker, J., Oberbauer, S.,
Liston, G., Fahnestock, J., and Romanovsky, V.: Winter Biolog-
ical Processes Could Help Convert Arctic Tundra to Shrubland,
BioScience, 55, 17–26, 2005b.

Swanson, D. K.: Environmental Limits of Tall Shrubs in
Alaska’s Arctic National Parks, PLOS ONE, 10, 1–34,
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0138387, 2015.

Sweet, S. K., Gough, L., Griffin, K. L., and Boelman, N. T.: Tall De-
ciduous Shrubs Offset Delayed Start of Growing Season Through
Rapid Leaf Development in the Alaskan Arctic Tundra, Arct.
Antarctic Alp. Res., 46, 682–697, https://doi.org/10.1657/1938-
4246-46.3.682, 2014.

Tape, K., Sturm, M., and Racine, C.: The evidence for shrub expan-
sion in Northern Alaska and the Pan-Arctic, Glob. Change Biol.,
12, 686–702, https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2006.01128.x,
2006.

Tape, K. D., Hallinger, M., Welker, J. M., and Ruess, R. W.:
Landscape Heterogeneity of Shrub Expansion in Arctic Alaska,
Ecosystems, 15, 711–724, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10021-012-
9540-4, 2012.

Walker, D. A., Jia, G. J., Epstein, H. E., Raynolds, M. K., Chapin,
III, F. S., Copass, C., Hinzman, L. D., Knudson, J. A., Maier,
H. A., Michaelson, G. J., Nelson, F., Ping, C. L., Romanovsky,
V. E., and Shiklomanov, N.: Vegetation – soil-thaw-depth rela-
tionships along a low-arctic bioclimate gradient, Alaska: synthe-
sis of information from the ATLAS studies, Permafrost Periglac.,
14, 103–123, https://doi.org/10.1002/ppp.452, 2003.

Walker, D. A., Raynolds, M. K., Daniëls, F. J. A., Einarsson, E.,
Elvebakk, A., Gould, W. A., Katenin, A. E., Kholod, S. S.,
Markon, C. J., Melnikov, E. S., Moskalenko, N. G., Talbot, S. S.,
Yurtsev, B. A., and The other members of the CAVM Team: The
Circumpolar Arctic vegetation map, J. Veg. Sci., 16, 267–282,
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1654-1103.2005.tb02365.x, 2005.

Walker, D. A., Epstein, H. E., Romanovsky, V. E., Ping, C. L.,
Michaelson, G. J., Daanen, R. P., Shur, Y., Peterson, R. A.,
Krantz, W. B., Raynolds, M. K., Gould, W. A., Gonzalez, G.,
Nicolsky, D. J., Vonlanthen, C. M., Kade, A. N., Kuss, P., Kel-
ley, A. M., Munger, C. A., Tarnocai, C. T., Matveyeva, N. V.,
and Daniëls, F. J. A.: Arctic patterned-ground ecosystems: A
synthesis of field studies and models along a North Ameri-
can Arctic Transect, J. Geophys. Res.-Biogeo., 113, G03S01,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2007JG000504, 2008.

Widhalm, B., Bartsch, A., Leibman, M., and Khomutov, A.: Active-
layer thickness estimation from X-band SAR backscatter inten-

Biogeosciences, 17, 4261–4279, 2020 https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-17-4261-2020

https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/6/4/045509
https://doi.org/10.2307/1551985
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1654-1103.2011.01285.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1654-1103.2011.01285.x
https://doi.org/10.1139/e2012-002
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/11/8/085005
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/11/8/085005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2015.12.046
https://doi.org/10.1038/nclimate1858
https://support.pix4d.com/hc/en-us/articles/204272989-Offline-Getting-Started-and-Manual-pdf
https://support.pix4d.com/hc/en-us/articles/204272989-Offline-Getting-Started-and-Manual-pdf
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1099-1085(199709)11:11<1451::AID-HYP449>3.0.CO;2-Q
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1099-1085(199709)11:11<1451::AID-HYP449>3.0.CO;2-Q
https://doi.org/10.1002/hyp.6124
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-1694(00)00304-8
https://doi.org/10.1002/ppp.3430060404
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/7/1/015501
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/7/1/015501
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/aad363
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/aad363
https://doi.org/10.1029/2018WR023559
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0442(2001)014<0336:SSIIAT>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0442(2001)014<0336:SSIIAT>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1038/35079180
https://doi.org/10.1029/2005JG000013
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0138387
https://doi.org/10.1657/1938-4246-46.3.682
https://doi.org/10.1657/1938-4246-46.3.682
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2006.01128.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10021-012-9540-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10021-012-9540-4
https://doi.org/10.1002/ppp.452
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1654-1103.2005.tb02365.x
https://doi.org/10.1029/2007JG000504


I. Grünberg et al.: Tundra vegetation, snow, soil temperature, and permafrost 4279

sity, The Cryosphere, 11, 483–496, https://doi.org/10.5194/tc-
11-483-2017, 2017.

Wilcox, E. J., Keim, D., de Jong, T., Walker, B., Sonnentag, O.,
Sniderhan, A. E., Mann, P., and Marsh, P.: Tundra shrub ex-
pansion may amplify permafrost thaw by advancing snowmelt
timing, Arctic Sci., 5, 202–217, https://doi.org/10.1139/as-2018-
0028, 2019.

Zhang, T.: Influence of the seasonal snow cover on the ground
thermal regime: An overview, Rev. Geophys., 43, RG4002,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2004RG000157, 2005.

Zhang, Y., Olthof, I., Fraser, R., and Wolfe, S. A.: A new approach
to mapping permafrost and change incorporating uncertainties in
ground conditions and climate projections, The Cryosphere, 8,
2177–2194, https://doi.org/10.5194/tc-8-2177-2014, 2014.

Zwieback, S., Chang, Q., Marsh, P., and Berg, A.: Shrub tun-
dra ecohydrology: rainfall interception is a major compo-
nent of the water balance, Environ. Res. Lett., 14, 055005,
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/ab1049, 2019.

https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-17-4261-2020 Biogeosciences, 17, 4261–4279, 2020

https://doi.org/10.5194/tc-11-483-2017
https://doi.org/10.5194/tc-11-483-2017
https://doi.org/10.1139/as-2018-0028
https://doi.org/10.1139/as-2018-0028
https://doi.org/10.1029/2004RG000157
https://doi.org/10.5194/tc-8-2177-2014
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/ab1049

	Abstract
	Introduction
	Methods
	Field site, soil, and vegetation
	Field measurements
	Data analysis

	Results
	Soil temperature and vegetation in autumn
	Soil temperature, snow, and vegetation in winter
	Soil temperature, snow, and vegetation in spring
	Soil temperature, active layer thickness, and vegetation in summer

	Discussion
	Vegetation and soil temperature in relation to autumn processes
	Vegetation and soil temperature in relation to winter snow processes
	Vegetation and soil temperature in relation to spring processes
	Vegetation and soil temperature in relation to summer processes and active layer thickness

	Conclusions
	Appendix A: Methods
	Appendix B: Results
	Data availability
	Author contributions
	Competing interests
	Acknowledgements
	Financial support
	Review statement
	References

