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3 CONTEXT "
. Global changes impact ecosystem functioning and services —What are the underlying mechanisms ? How biodiversity control ecosystem response to global changes ? ;‘9
\ Trait based approach offer a mechanlstlc framework Highly developed in pIant ecology, tralt based approach is still at its lnfancy in mlcroblal ecology — How moving forward ?
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\ Plants modulate fertilization effect (composition, trait and the processes) /

(Pimm 1984, Grlgu/ls & al. 2013 de Vries & Shade 2014)
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