Tropical forests post-logging are a persistent net
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[Carbon balance in logged forests ]
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[Is this landscape representative? ]
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[Eddy Covariance and Biometric ]
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“EC and BM provide different estimates of NEE,
< but comparable ecosystem respiration and

gross primary production for forest ecosystems
— globally” Campioli et al (2016)




Summary of findings

1. Logged forests are as productive as old-growth forests, but...

2. Logged are a persistent net source of carbon due to losses from R,

3. EC and biometric estimates have good agreement for GPP and R,
but less so for NEE, as expected
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