Missing the obvious
Biomass, density and carbon of shrubs
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Introduction
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Thanks for reading! This research is currently under peer-review in Scientific Reports.
Once published, you may find it af www.humax-projekt.de or at www.agroforst-info.de/modema.

potential applications

storage potential

inter- & intfraspecific heterogeneity of biomass allometries,
dry density & carbon content — generic parameters are
inadequate for carbon stock estimation

strengthening empirical basis for shrubs is important for
evidence-based sustainable land management — more
research on further species & sites is required

blueprint for
further research
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