Linking Landscape-scale Carbon Monitoring with Forest Management
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1. Augment coverage of the land surface by intensive monitoring sites
2. Facilitate scaling from intensive sites to landscapes
3. Model parameterization and validation

Objectives of landscape monitoring in
the North American Carbon Program:

Northern Peatlands — Bogs, Fens, Managed Forests
Marcell Experimental Forest

Northern Hardwoods, New Hampshire
Bartlett Experimental Forest
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Landscape Carbon Monitoring at a Network of .
Rocky Mountains — 3 Sites Experimental sts and other Research Sites Pine Barrens - New Jersey

Sampling Design at Frazer Silas Little Experimental Forest

Alpine and Subalpine Vegetation
Glacier Lakes Ecosystems
Experiment Site and AmeriFlux Site
Wyoming

Two major goals in ing “natural” f
» Carbon sequestration

» Wildfire prevention

Fuel reduction treatments
mandated by the Healthy
Forest Initiative of 2003.
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Intensive Pine Management, North Carolina
] Weyerhauser, The Parker Tract

» 65 transects spaced a 1 km

» Tower sites with 6 transects at
200m

Managed Subalpine Forest
Frazer Experimental Forest,
Colorado
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