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Where do | put my carbon?

2 How long do | keep it?
3 How old am I?
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Woody turnover time in
models
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How long do | keep it? (and what does this imply?)
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Summary...

Allocation of extra resources is a big driver of differences in
model responses

Lack of woody dynamics benchmarking leaves too many
degrees of freedom

Age structure is hugely influential, but uncertainty in it is
underconsidered




