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Figure S1. A priori structural equation model used in this study. We built the structural equation model by taking into account all these relationships, as explained in the text. There are some differences between the a-priori model and the final model structures owing to removal of paths with non-significant coefficients.
Figure S2 a)CO2-induced soil water savings at each watering time, calculated as the percentage difference between means (n=8). Negative values indicate lower soil moisture in pots under elevated CO2 levels. b) Treatment effects on mean soil water content (SWC). Measurements of SWC took place before watering events. Asterisks denote significant differences between CO2 levels at P<0.05. wp = low water and low P, Wp = high water and low P, wP= low water and high P, WP = high water and high P. Error bars indicate ±1 SE (n=8).[image: ]

[bookmark: _GoBack]
image1.emf
P

Water

CO

2

AbvBiomass BlwBiomass

Resp

LeafN%

Enzymeactivity

GPP


image2.emf
a)

6

12

18

SWC (%)

*

*

wp wP WP Wp

-10

0.0

10

20

30

40

wp

Wp

WP

wP

Days after water treatment started

1 7 14 21 28 35 42 49 56 63

Difference between  CO

2

levels (%)

CO

2 

–induced soilwater savings

b)



S


upplementary 


I


nformation


 


 


Figure S


1


. 


A priori structural equation model used in this study. 


We built the structural equation model 


by taking into account all these relationships, as explained in the text. There are some differences 


between the a


-


priori model and the final model structures owi


ng to removal of paths with 


non
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significant


 


coefficients.
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induced soil water savings at each watering time, calculated as the percentage 


difference between means (n=8). Negative values indicate 


lower soil moisture in pots under 


elevated CO2 


levels. b) Treatment effects on mean soil water co


ntent (SWC). Measurements of SWC took place before 


watering events. Asterisks denote significant differences between CO


2


 


levels at P<0.05. wp = low water 


and low P, Wp = high water and low P, wP= low water and high P, WP = high water and high P. Error 


bars


 


indicate ±1 SE (n=8).
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S upplementary  I nformation     Figure S 1 .  A priori structural equation model used in this study.  We built the structural equation model  by taking into account all these relationships, as explained in the text. There are some differences  between the a - priori model and the final model structures owi ng to removal of paths with  non - significant   coefficients.   Figure S 2   a) CO 2 - induced soil water savings at each watering time, calculated as the percentage  difference between means (n=8). Negative values indicate  lower soil moisture in pots under  elevated CO2  levels. b) Treatment effects on mean soil water co ntent (SWC). Measurements of SWC took place before  watering events. Asterisks denote significant differences between CO 2   levels at P<0.05. wp = low water  and low P, Wp = high water and low P, wP= low water and high P, WP = high water and high P. Error  bars   indicate ±1 SE (n=8).      
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