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~ Conclusion

BELOWGROUND CARBON STORAGE. storage? e Large, mature trees dominated aboveground carbon storage across all three years, more carbon than
e Can aresidential ecosystem meaningfully offset household greenhou shrubs, saplings, and herbaceous vegetation due to greater biomass and structurs lexity. —— \
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ATHERED AND EVALUATED USING THE 2 and 3, NPP increased by ~240 gC/m?, driven primarily by continued growth in large tre

e Shrubs and herbaceous vegetation exhibited negative NPP, likely due to pruning an
management practices influence net carbon gain.

e Belowground soil carbon constituted a major component of ecosystem carbon storage
48%o of total ecosystem carbon when measured across depth and mass.

¢ Soil organic carbon decreased with depth in concentration but increased in cum
importance of including deeper soil layers and bulk density in carbon assessme

e Despite measurable carbon storage in vegetation and soil, household greenhouse gz
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emission reductions alongside ecosystem carbon storage.
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