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STATEMENT OF ORIGINALITY

1. Although much research has been done on carbon sequestration in mature forests
and in plantations particularly with regard to above ground carbon, little attention
has been paid to the potential for forest restoration to sequester carbon,
particularly in the soils.

2. Soil organic matter is a major contribution to the soil nutrient pool required for
maintaining soil fertility, plant growth and ultimately the capacity for forest
regeneration.

3. Increased understanding of the dynamics of litterfall and accumulation of soil

organic matter can ultimately lead to better forest restoration strategies.



