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Overview of the reciprocal litter transplant studies included in the meta-analysis with their location, identification number as used in Fig 1, number of
observations (i.e. number of pairs of home—away transplants), study duration (months) and ecosystem type.

Observations

Study ID Location Field (no.) Duration  Ecosystem type
Aponte et al. 2012 1 Spain yes 2 24 temperate forest
Ayres et al. 2006 NA United Kingdom no 3 3 temperate forest
Ayres et al. 2009 2 Colorado USA yes 3 24 temperate forest
Baptist et al. 2010 3 France yes 2 24 temperate grassland
Barlow et al. 2007 4 Brasil yes 3 12 tropical forest
Bocock et al. 1960 5 United Kingdom yes 1 14 temperate forest
Classen et al. 2007 6 Arizona USA yes 2 24 temperate forest
Castanho and Oliviera 2008 7 Brasil yes 6 9 tropical forest
Elliot et al. 1993 8 New York USA yes 6 12 temperate forest
Gartner and Cardon 2006 9 Connecticut USA yes 6 12 temperate forest
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