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\Why mitigation-adaptation measures
should be linked?

3 Mitigation of climate change (reducing the
sources or enhancing the sinks of GHGS) IS
petter known and may be used as an entry point

3 Mitigation measures would increase the adaptive
capacity of forest ecosystems and forest-
dependant community.

3 Adaptation to CC Is a dynamic development
Process, that requires continuous Improvement i
the vulnerability should be diminished over time



Mitigation

Opportunity for synergies

Adaptation

Population and location vulnerable
to climate change and suitable for
mitigation coincide.

Mitigation activities increase
resilience of production systems.

Mitigation activities increase the
resilience of social systems through
the provision of insurance, incorme
diversification, market stabilisation.

Population and location are
vulnerable to climate change but
notvery efficient mitigators (e.g.,
either sequestration or emissions
reductions).

Adaptation strategy requires
activities that increase greenhouse

gas emissions (energy development,

livestock production, land
conversion).

Population and location with greatest
mitigation potential are not vulnerable
to climate change.

In cases where population and location
of climate change vulnerability and
mitigation coincide, the mitigation
strateqy adopted is highly risky or
highly capital intensive and is unlikely
to produce significant adaptation
benefits.

Populations and locations vulnerable
to climate change and suitable for
mitigation may or may not be the
same.

Environmentally degrading
agricultural production and energy
systems are adopted leading to
increased ecological and social
vulnerability as well as emissions.

Source: Murdiyarso et al., 2005




Our approach

Databases: Web of Science (1986-2005), BIOSIS Previews (1989-2003), CAB
Abstracts (1973-2005))

Search date: 30-11-2005

Search string: topic={(hydraulic conductivit® or Infiltra* or permeabilit* ) and soll* and
vater and {forest® or afforest® or reforest” or deforest* or agro$forest* or oil palm* or
palm oll* or rubber* or tree* or shiftingScultivat*® or slash$burn or shiftingScultivat® or

slash* or logQing* or dear$telling or clearing™® or skid* or burn™ ar haulng* or
woodland® or savan*})

T'otal search hits

Title LOutsacle irapics
-Not a compariscn between ay of the
specified land uses
-Not a feld treatment

LOutside tropics
-Not a companson between any of the
specified land uses
-Nol a field treatment
Articles from library

-Artickes not avalable

LOuisicde ropics

-Not a companson between any of the
specified land nses

Not a ficld treatment

-Means. N and SD not passible 1o estimase
Flawed or improperty described design

Meita Analysis




A/R CDM:
mandatory mitigation measures




