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2. Impact of land use change on C cycle
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5. Alternatives to revert the tendance

(A) (D) (G)

(B) (E) (H)

C stocks

(C) (F) (1)

Time

(A) Afforestation/reforestation (A/R), (B) Non-forest woody tree planting, (C) Grasslands and Grazing
Lands, (D) High carbon crop, (E) Forest Management, (F) Reduction in fire frequency, extent, or
intensity (G) Crop rotation/reduced tillage, (H) Reduction in forest degradation from small scale
harvesting (I) Reducing deforestation from land use change
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5. Alternatives to revert the tendance

839
BO* : #0 90 8;
8 <%t B+ x

type of impact (CMI;);ZE_ZS) min max SD SE pert(; etgr?r%?);)étthe
logging gaps 8.05 7.76 8.34 1.15 0.287 63.8
logging bays 079 0.76 082 011 0.028 6.3
roads 2.63 2.54 272 0.37 0.094 20.8
skid trails 1.15 1.11 1.19 0.17 0.042 9.1
total 12.62 12.17 13.07 1.80 0.451 100
C losses
type of impact (Mg.m'3 min max SD SE
extracted)
logging gaps 0.67 0.64 0.69 0.10 0.024
logging bays 0.07 0.06 0.07 0.01 0.002
roads 0.22 0.21 0.23 0.03 0.008
skid trails 0.10 0.09 0.10 0.01 0.003
total 1.05 1.01 1.08 0.15 0.037
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6. Main constraints to project development in Ghana

Ecological constraints
Adaptation

Undesirable trees: Musanga cecropoides, Cola
gigantia, Ceiba pentandra, Myrianthus arboreus,
etc.

Diseases:
Phytophthora megakarya

pod rot disease
Etc.









Conclusion: alternative options for
climate mitigation options in Ghana









