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Introduction Conclusion

» Plant diversity Is a key component In
ensuring the long-term resilience of
restored forest landscapes (FLR)

* However, measurable ecological
outcomes between land-use dynamics,
biodiversity, and carbon sequestration
remain poorly understood.

* Addressing this gap helps clarify how
land use shapes plant diversity and
carbon storage

The study highlights that :

*» Patches of dense dry forest
/gallery forests are critical for
biodiversity and carbon storage.

*» Crop/fallow mosaics are priority
targets for restoration.

*» Plantations alone are insufficient
for FLR goals.

** Prioritize the conservation of dry
dense, and gallery forests for
carbon storage, implement
regrowth planting in savannas,
and shift plantation strategies
toward species diversification and
the promotion of larger tree
growth.

Objective:

The objective of the study Is to :

» Analyse the floristic diversity of the
different land use

» Characterise the forest structure
within different land use

* Quantify different land use carbon
potential.

Picture 2. Patch of dense dry forest

Results and Discussion
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Figure . Distributions of the five most represented families
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Figure 1. Location of the study area Figure 2. Workflow Picture 3. Plot after Herbaceous harvesting
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