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Fig. 1: Fire damages on a tree, Namibia 2019
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Introduction ’w
Carbon storage in trees ... (o
* ... has long been a neglected ecosystem service in global drylands though it may be substantial
* ... could play an economic role in the future, if carbon certificates were sold and people
benefitted from conserving trees
* ... but rates of carbon gains & losses need to be quantified accurately.
Methodological challenges in doing so are biggest for highly disturbed dryland ecosystems.

This is to the disadvantage of those regions in particular which are likely to be impacted by global
climate change most severely while their inhabitants depend on natural resources most urgently.

Key Questions
* How much carbon is stored in savannas and dry woodlands?

* How can measuring protocols be attuned to better meet methodological challenges in disturbed ecosystems?

* How much carbon is going to be lost to disturbances (fires, elephant damage, or human impact) under future
pathways of nature conservation and agricultural intensification, respectively?
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