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ABSTRACT: Soil organic carbon (SOC) stock assessment in Northern temperate forests of Kashmir
Himalaya is important to evaluate their contribution to national and global carbon stock. In this study, soil
physic-chemical properties were measured to estimate SOC stock at three soil depths (0-10, 10-20 and 20-30
cms) under five forest types: Pinus wallichiana (PW), Abies pindrow (AP), Cedrus deodara (CD), Picea
simithiana (PS) and Betula utilis (BU) in temperate forest of northern Kashmir Himalaya, India. Mean SOC
stock values ranged from 46.21±1.84 Mgha-1 to 67.09± 1.23 Mgha-1 in PS and BU forest types respectively at 0-
30 cm depth, respectively. Among the forest types, significantly greater SOC stock at three depths (0-10, 10-
20 and 20-30 cms) was observed in BU forest type (23.65, 22.25 and 21.19 Mgha-1, respectively) and the lowest
was observed in PS (17.22, 15.46 and 13.53 Mgha-1, respectively) forest type. Present study indicates that
variability of C stock is influenced by species composition and altitude and BU forest type is more significant
for carbon sequestration. Further, results of this study provides a baseline data for monitoring SOC stocks
and also emphasizes the role of Gulmarg forests in climate change.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Forests play vital role in the dynamics of regional and
global Carbon (C) cycles [1] as they hold large
proportion of the terrestrial C stock in biomass and soil
organic matter (SOM) and helps to stabilize rising
concentrations of atmospheric carbon dioxide (CO2)
[2]. About two-thirds of earths terrestrial C is retained
in standing forests, under storey vegetation, forest
debris and in forest soils [3]. Long-term fate of active C
in forest ecosystems rely on whether it is retained in
living biomass or soils. World soils hold significant
pool of active C that plays vital role in the global C
cycle [4]. It has been reported that, global forest carbon
pool is 3.8 times the size of biotic pools and 3 times the
amount of atmospheric C pool [5]. Moreover, residence
time of vegetation C is less than that of soil C.
Therefore, even a minute change in soil C pool could
have a major impact on global atmospheric
concentration [6]. Hence, it is pertinent to understand
the variation in forest SOC and furthermore, soil carbon
sequestration is considered to be viable option for
reducing the increasing concentration of atmospheric
CO2 [7]. Soil C stock is greatly influenced by the type
of forest, litter quality and litter production by
vegetation, soil properties, and climate [8, 9].
Out of the total world forest C stock, temperate forest
ecosystems accounts for a significant share of the SOC

contributing  14 % to world forest carbon stock [10,11].
Himalayan temperate forests represent nearly 19% of
India’s geographical area and holds 33% of SOC pool
of the country [12]. Northern temperate forests are
reported to accumulate SOC stock double as that in
aboveground vegetation biomass [13]. Several studies
have revealed that monitoring of SOC stock variation
using standard methodologies need to be accounted
periodically at regional and national levels in drawing
relation with CO2 balance and climate [14, 15]. In
context of huge data gaps for this region, it is important
to study the dynamics of SOC stock which will be
significantly important for India. Moreover, SOC stock
values generated in this study will increase the total
data pool values which can act as input parameters in,
and for validating, simulation models and will also be
helpful for better understanding the significance of
Gulmarg forest soil in climate change. In India,
particularly in Kashmir, to reduce the increasing
concentration of atmospheric CO2, only few studies
have been conducted in temperate forests of southern
Kashmir Himalayas on the potential of soil C
sequestration [11, 15]. But, work on SOC stock in
temperate forests of northern Kashmir Himalayas is not
still reported. The purpose of this study was to figure
out dynamics of SOC in five major temperate forest
types of northern region of Kashmir Himalaya, India.
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II. MATERIALS AND METHODS

A. Study Area
The study area, Gulmarg forest Range lies in special
forest division, Tangmarg of Baramullah district and is
situated north and north - westerly part of Jammu and
Kashmir. Geographically, it lies between 34˚ 26' 99" to
34˚ 10' 95" N and 74˚ 75' 75" to 74˚ 51’ 07” E with an
elevation gradient of 2400-4300 m above mean sea
level (Fig. 1). The area in general is mountainous,
covered mostly by coniferous forests with sprinkled
broad leaved species. This area is having continental
climate with annual precipitation of 66-167 cm. The

area has moderate summer and severe cold winter
receiving heavy snowfall. The area is characterized by
forest types which include Group 12/C1 lower western
Himalayan temperate forest, Group 13/C3 Himalayan
dry temperate forest, Group 14/C1 Himalayan sub
alpine forests and Group 15/C3 Himalayan moist alpine
forests [16]. For the present study, five different forest
types were selected based on the dominant tree species:
Pinus wallichiana (PW), Abies pindrow (AP), Picea
simithiana (PS), Cedrus deodara (CD) and Betula utilis
(BU). A total of 50 plots of 1ha each were for the
detailed study.

Fig. 1. Study area.

B. Soil Sample Collection
Soil samples were collected during June and October of
2015 from each forest site by using soil core sampler.
Top organic matter was removed manually and soil
samples were taken from the depths (0-10 cm, 10-20
cm and 20-30 cm) from ten randomly selected points
and mixed together to form composite soil sample in
each forest type. Three replicate samples from collected
composite soil were then transferred to laboratory for
physic-chemical analysis after storing them in
polythene bags. The sampled soils were air dried,
mixed thoroughly and passed through 0.5 mm mesh
sized sieve for subsequent physic-chemical analysis
after storing powdered samples in well labeled bags.

C. Soil Analysis
Collected soil samples are analyzed for physico-
chemical parameters. pH and electrical conductivity
(EC) of the soil samples was estimated using a soil:
water ratio of 1:2 with pH meter Eutech PH 700 and
electric-conductivity meter Eutech CON 700
respectively by adopting the standard procedures as
outlined by Gliessman [17].
Percent moisture content for the fresh composite soil
samples at three different depths (0-10, 10-20 and 20-
30 cm) was calculated on oven dry weight basis as per
the method of Michael [18] with the help of the
following formula:

Moisture (%) = Wt. of fresh soil − Wt. of oven dry soilWt. of oven dry soil × 100
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Bulk density (BD) of the soil samples was estimated by following the method of Gupta [19] and was determined by
the formula: Bulk Density (g/cm ) = Dry weight of soil sample (g)Volume occupied by soil sample (cm ) × 100
Organic carbon (OC) was estimated by using Walkley
and Black’s method [20], which is most widely used
procedure [21, 22]. In Walkley and Black’s method, it
is assumed that about 60–86% of soil organic carbon
(SOC) is oxidized; therefore, correction factor of 1.58
are multiplied to the OC values in order to obtain
corrected SOC values [23, 24]. Soil carbon stock
(Mgha-1) was then calculated based on the results
obtained on bulk density, thickness of the soil layer and
SOC concentration for different soil depths by
following the method of IPCC [25]. Total C content of
30 cm depth was finally calculated by adding SOC
stock of all three layers [21].

SOC (Mgha−1) = [(soil bulk density (gcm−3) × soil
depth (cm) × C %)]

SOC CO2 mitigation density was calculated by
multiplying SOC for each forest type with a factor of
3.67 (C equivalent of CO2). The values acquired
exhibited the amount of CO2 mitigated by soil under
forest type [15].

D. Statistical analysis
The data obtained for all physic-chemical properties
and SOC density was examined with statistical analysis
using analysis of variance (ANOVA). Soil property
values were considered significant that differed at p
≤/0.05. The statistical analysis were examined by using
Graph Pad Prism software.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Soil pH
Values of soil pH differed significantly (p<0.0001) at
different forest types in present study with highest value
for BU forest (6.8±0.22) and lowest for PW forest
(5.54±0.34) (Table 1). Lower pH value of PW forest
soil may be attributed to availability of high organic
matter in addition to litter decomposition (vegetation,
leaves etc.). The pH value indicates lightly acidic nature
of soil which is the characteristics of coniferous soils
and is most suitable condition for availability of
nutrients [26]. With the increase in depth pH values
increased, this may be due to the reason of
corresponding decrease in organic matter with depth
[27]. pH value of present study show harmony with the
results recorded by Wani et al., [15] in temperate
coniferous forest soils of southern Kashmir Himalaya

(6.64±0.39) and Jehangir et al., [28] in soils of north
western Himalaya.Tangmarg, J & K (6.33±0.05).

B. Electrical conductivity
Electrical conductivity (EC) is relative measure of
concentration of soluble salts in the soil sample. In
present study soil EC values varied significantly
(p<0.0001) in different forest types with highest
EC248.48±17.91μS/cm for BU forest type and lowest
EC 148.88±7.02 for PW forest type (Table 1). EC
values exhibited may be attributed to mineral under
different regimes of moisture and temperature, thus
releasing different ions [29]. With increase in depth EC
values decreased which may be related to nutrient
leaching from soil surfaces, consequently their
concentration increases in lower layers of soil. Soluble
salt accumulation in mountainous regions is unlike due
to regional climatic conditions e.g. heavy snowfall and
rainfall. Wani et al., [15] have reported electric
conductivity values of (218.63±41.71μS/cm) for
coniferous temperate forest soils in southern region of
Kashmir Himalaya which is similar to the present
study.

C. Moisture content
Moisture content, tabulated in table 1 shows significant
variation (p<0.0023) from one forest type to another.
Moisture content can be correlated with high forest
density as soil moisture is conserved both by litter and
forest cover. Prevalence of shady conditions in the
forest floor due to forest canopy and overlying litter
covers slows down transpiration and evaporation, thus
results in the less loss of moisture [30].

D. Bulk density
In present study, bulk density values differed
significantly (p<0.0277) across all forest types (PW,
AP, CD, PS and BU) as given in Fig. 2. Variation of
bulk density across all forest types is due to presence of
high concentration of organic matter as soil bulk
density is mainly effected by organic matter [31]. With
increasing depth bulk density values increased, which
may be attributed to the corresponding decrease in
organic matter with depth and mixing with mineral
material in the profile [32]. Wani et al., [15] reported
bulk density value of 1.01±0.08 gcm−3 for temperate
coniferous forests soils in southern region of Kashmir
Himalaya which is in harmony with present result.



Dar and Sahu 89

Table 1: Depth wise variation of physical and chemical characteristics of soil of five forest types of Northern
Kashmir Himalayas.

Parameters studied
PW AP CD PS BU ANOVA

Mean± S.D. Mean± S.D. Mean± S.D. Mean± S.D. Mean± S.D. P- value Sign.
pH
0-10 cm
10-20 cm
20-30 cm

5.34±0.34
5.64±0.32
5.84±0.15

6.09±0.07
6.17±0.09
6.27±0.08

6.46±0.28
6.58±0.27
6.66±0.27

6.49±0.06
6.54±0.02
6.59±0.02

6.53±0.26
6.75±0.03
6.80±0.02

0.0001 ***

Conductivity (μS/cm)
0-10 cm
10-20 cm
20-30 cm

161.32±7.06
155.44±7.43
148.88±7.02

192.69±5.07
182.69±2.48
178.84±4.74

210.76±18.46
190.07±7.38
189.42±13.29

181.03±3.51
173.17±5.15
166.19±6.35

248.48±17.91
242.49±17.16
238.87±15.54

0.0001 ***

Moisture content (%)
0-10 cm
10-20 cm
20-30 cm

61.07±14.02
48.96±14.12
40.67±15.46

42.75±3.65
32.73±4.41
23.22±5.84

25.7±8.14
20.28±3.32
16.86±0.68

36.11±5.92
31.35±7.45
23.25±6.27

19.63±1.49
17.74±1.88
16.21±1.61

0.0023 **

Organic carbon (%)
0-10 cm
10-20 cm
20-30 cm

1.89±0.02
1.68±0.03
1.38±0.06

1.88±0.07
1.67±0.04
1.42±0.08

1.88±0.06
1.67±0.05
1.42±0.04

1.52±0.09
1.32±0.03
1.19±0.13

2.13±0.01
1.94±0.13
1.79±0.17

0.0692 ns

*** P<0.001; ** P<0.01; * P< 0.05; ns = not significant; Mean ± SD, Sig= Significance Where BU = Betula utilis, CD = Cedrus
deodara, AP = Abies pindrow, PS = Picea smithiana and PW = Pinus wallichiana.

Fig. 2. Soil bulk densitydepth wise in five forest types of Northern Kashmir Himalayas.

E. SOC stock and SOC CO2 mitigation density
Mean SOC stock values varied from 46.21±1.84
Mgha-1 to 67.09±1.23 Mgha-1 in temperate forest of
Northern Kashmir Himalaya in 0-30 cm depth (Table
2). The highest SOC stock value in 0-30 cm depth was
observed in BU (67.09 Mgha-1) forest type whereas the
lowest was observed in PS (46.21 Mgha-1) forest type.
Mean range of SOC stock values in different soil depths
of five different forest types was 17.22 to 23.65

MgCha-1 at 0-10 cm, 15.46 to 22.25 MgCha-1 at 10-20
cm and 15.07 to 21.19 MgCha-1 at 20-30 cm. A
negative correlation was observed between SOC and
bulk density across all forest types (Fig. 3). SOC
concentration and spatial variation of soil bulk density
are the main factors responsible for variation in total
SOC [33]. Plant litter production as well as its
decomposition determines SOC content in forest
ecosystem [34].
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BU forest type being present at highest altitude was
having highest SOC stock because decomposition
mainly determines C stock, which generally goes on
decreasing with increase in altitude [22]. Lower values
of SOC stock values of other coniferous forest types
being situated at lower altitudes where sharp increase in
temperature raises decomposition rate and other

biological activity, ultimately reducing C accumulation
in soil. In acidic soils of coniferous forests, forest floor
is having more materials due to slow activity of soil
fauna which decreases the mixing amount of humus
with mineral soil [35]. Further, owing to shallower
rooting systems of conifers, more organic C is
accumulated in forest floor [36].

Table 2: Soil organic carbon (SOC) stock at different depths in five forest types of Northern Kashmir
Himalayas.

Fig. 3. Correlation between SOC and bulk density in five forest types of Northern Kashmir Himalayas.

In present study, at all forest types significant
differences in SOC stock values (p<0.0079) were found
in three different depths, which could be attributed to
the forest type changes, quantity and quality of litter
produced and biomass of vegetation. In addition to this,
change in climate, vegetation, mean annual change in
temperature and precipitation also plays a significant
role in controlling distribution of SOC values vertically
in different forest types. Similar results i.e. trend of
deceasing SOC values with increase in depth have also
been reported by Dar and Somaiah [11] and Jobbagy
and Jackson [37].
Values of SOC stock in present study are in conformity
with other studies. For temperate forests soils of
Western Himalaya of J & K, SOC stock values of 50.37
MgCha-1 to 55.38 MgCha-1 were reported [11]. Another

study conducted in temperate coniferous forests of
southern Kashmir Himalaya reported a mean SOC
density value of 39.74±5.63 Mgha-1 [15], which is in
accordance with present study. Present study values of
SOC stock is well within the range (12.1-184.3 Mgha-1)
obtained for temperate montane forests of India [38].
CO2 mitigation density values calculated on the basis of
SOC density for different forest types varied
significantly (p<0.05) from 169.6±6.77 Mgha-1 to
246.2±4.53 Mgha-1 in temperate forest of Northern
Kashmir Himalaya (Fig. 4). CO2 mitigation density
values of (70.16-210.72 Mgha-1) in temperate
coniferous forest soils in southern region of Kashmir
Himalaya by Wani et al., [15] shows harmony with
CO2 mitigation density results of present study.

y = -22.11x + 42.16
R² = 0.257

5

10

15

20

25

30

0 . 9 0 . 9 5 1 1 . 0 5 1 . 1 1 . 1 5 1 . 2 1 . 2 5 1 . 3

S
O

C
 (

M
gC

ha
-1

)

Bulk density (gcm−3)

Forest type C Mg ha-1

(0-10 cm)
C Mg ha-1

(10-20) cm
C Mg ha-1

(20-30 cm)
Total  C Mg ha-1

(0-30 cm)
PW 19.14±0.79 17.65±0.97 15.07±0.4 51.86±2.05
AP 17.92±0.94 17.36±0.3 15.34±0.17 50.62±1.35
CD 20.72±0.34 18.52±0.19 16.18±0.15 55.42±2.27
PS 17.22±0.7 15.46±1.29 13.53±1.44 46.21±1.84
BU 23.65±0.46 22.25±0.39 21.19±1.02 67.09±1.23



Dar and Sahu 91

Fig. 4. Soil CO2 mitigation density (Mgha-1) at different depths in five forest types of   Northern Kashmir
Himalayas.

IV. CONCLUSION

Soil organic carbon stock were different for different
forest types and SOC density decreased with increase in
depth of soil. Present results reveal that BU forest type
soil of Northern Kashmir Himalaya has high C
sequestration potential. Forest type quality is indicated
by the variation in SOC density. Higher carbon storage
in soil of BU forest emphasizes the significance of
maintaining or managing these type of forests for
reducing atmospheric CO2 as such areas act as major
sinks.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The first author is thankful to University Grants
Commission (UGC), Government of India for
providing financial assistance to carry out this research
work. We convey our sincere thanks to Prof. S.A. Bari,
Vice-Chancellor, Central University of Gujarat (CUG)
and Prof. M. H. Fulekar, Dean, School of Environment
and Sustainable Development, CUG for providing
necessary infrastructure and encouragement for the
research work.

REFERENCES

[1]. Kirschbaum, M. U. F. (2006). The temperature
dependence of organic-matter decomposition—still a topic of
debate. Soil Biology and Biochemistry, 38(9), 2510-2518.
[2]. Zhou, G., Liu, S., Li, Z., Zhang, D., Tang, X., Zhou, C.,
Yan, J., & Mo, J. (2006). Old-growth forests can accumulate
carbon in soils. Science, 314(5804), 1417-1417.
[3]. IPCC. (2007). The physical science basis. Contribution of
Working Group I to the Fourth Assessment Report of the

IPCC. Chapter 2, section 2.3.1.Cambridge University Press,
Cambridge, UK.
[4]. Prentice, I. C., Farquhar, G. D., Fasham, M. J. R.,
Goulden, M. L., Heimann, M., Jaramillo, V. J., Kheshgi, H.S.,
LeQuéré, C., Scholes, R.J., & Wallace, D. W. (2001). The
carbon cycle and atmospheric carbon dioxide. Cambridge
University Press.
[5]. Lal, R. (2001). Potential of desertification control to
sequester carbon and mitigate the greenhouse effect. Climatic
change, 51(1), 35-72.
[6]. Medlyn, B. E., Berbigier, P., Clement, R., Grelle, A.,
Loustau, D., Linder, S., Wingate, L., Jarvis, P.G., Sigurdsson,
B.D. & McMurtrie, R. E. (2005). Carbon balance of
coniferous forests growing in contrasting climates: Model-
based analysis. Agricultural and Forest Meteorology, 131(1),
97-124.
[7]. Powlson, D. S., Whitmore, A. P., & Goulding, K. W. T.
(2011). Soil carbon sequestration to mitigate climate change:
a critical re-examination to identify the true and the false.
European Journal of Soil Science, 62(1), 42-55.
[8]. Lal, R. (2005). Forest soils and carbon sequestration.
Forest ecology and management, 220(1), 242-258.
[9]. Zhang, Y., Gu, F., Liu, S., Liu, Y., & Li, C. (2013).
Variations of carbon stock with forest types in subalpine
region of southwestern China. Forest Ecology and
Management, 300, 88-95.
[10]. Pan, Y., Birdsey, R. A., Fang, J., Houghton, R., Kauppi,
P. E., Kurz, W. A., Phillips, O. L., Shvidenko, A., Lewis, S.
L., Canadell, J. G. & Ciais, P. (2011). A large and persistent
carbon sink in the world’s forests. Science, 333(6045), 988-
993.
[11]. Dar, J. A., & Somaiah, S. (2013). Soil Organic Carbon
Stock Assessment in Two Temperate Forest Types of Western
Himalaya of Jammu and Kashmir. India. Forest Res, 3(114),
2.

0

50

100

150

200

250

300

PW AP CD PS BU

So
il 

C
O

2
m

it
ig

at
io

n 
de

ns
it

y 
(M

gh
a-

1)

FOREST TYPE



Dar and Sahu 92

[12]. Bhattacharyya, T., Pal, D. K., Mandal, C., &
Velayutham, M. (2000). Organic carbon stock in Indian soils
and their geographical distribution. Current Science, 655-660.
[13]. Schlesinger, W.H., (1997). Biogeochemistry, an
Analysis of Global Climate Change. San Diego, London,
Boston, New York, Sydney, Tokyo, Toronto. Academic Press.
[14]. Olsson, M. T., Erlandsson, M., Lundin, L., Nilsson, T.,
Nilsson, A., & Stendahl, J. (2009). Organic carbon stocks in
Swedish Podzol soils in relation to soil hydrology and other
site characteristics. Silva Fennica, 43(2), 209-222.
[15]. Wani, A. A., Joshi, P. K., & Singh, O. (2015).
Estimating biomass and carbon mitigation of temperate
coniferous forests using spectral modeling and field inventory
data. Ecological Informatics, 25, 63-70.
[16]. Champion, S. H., & Seth, S. K. (1968). A revised survey
of the forest types of India. A revised survey of the forest types
of India. The Manager of Publications, Delhi.
[17]. Gliessman R. S. (2000). Field and laboratory
Investigations in Agro Ecology.: (Eric W. Engles, ed.) Lewis
Publishers, New York.
[18]. Michael, P. (1984). Ecological Methods for Field and
Laboratory Investigations. Tata Mc Graw-Hill publishing
Company Ltd. New Delhi.
[19]. Gupta, P. K., & Gupta, P. (1999). Soil, plant, water and
fertilizer analysis. Agro Botanica.
[20]. Walkley, A., & Black, I. A. (1934). An examination of
the method for determining soil organic matter, and a
proposed modification of the chromic acid titration method.
Soil science, 37(1), 29-38.
[21]. Pearson, T., Walker, S., Brown, S. (2005). Source book
for land use, land-use change and forestry. Projects Winrock
International, VA, USA.
[22]. Dar, J. A., & Somaiah, S. (2015). Altitudinal variation of
soil organic carbon stocks in temperate forests of Kashmir
Himalayas, India. Environmental monitoring and assessment,
187(2), 11.
[23]. De Vos, B., Lettens, S., Muys, B., & Deckers, J. A.
(2007). Walkley–Black analysis of forest soil organic carbon:
recovery, limitations and uncertainty. Soil Use and
Management, 23(3), 221-229.
[24]. Latte, N., Colinet, G., Fayolle, A., Lejeune, P., Hebert,
J., Claessens, H., & Bauwens, S. (2013). Description of a new
procedure to estimate the carbon stocks of all forest pools and
impact assessment of methodological choices on the
estimates. European journal of forest research, 132(4), 565-
577.
[25]. IPCC (2006). Guidelines for national greenhouse gas
inventories. Hayana, Japan: Vol. 4. Agriculture, forestry and
other landuse (AFLOLU), Institute for Global Environmental
Strategies.
[26]. De Vries, W., Van Grinsven, J. J. M., Van Breemen, N.,
Leeters, E. E. J. M., & Jansen, P. C. (1995). Impacts of acid

deposition on concentrations and fluxes of solutes in acid
sandy forest soils in the Netherlands. Geoderma, 67(1-2), 17-
43.
[27]. Dar, D. A., Pathak, B., & Fulekar, M. H.
(2015).Assessment of Soil Organic Carbon Stock of
Temperate Coniferous Forests in Northern Kashmir.
International Journal of Environment, 4(1), 161-178.
[28]. Jehangir, A., Yousuf, A. R., Reshi, Z. A., Tanveer, A., &
Ahmad, A. (2012). Comparison of Physical, Chemical and
Microbial Properties of Soils in a Clear-cut and Adjacent
Intact Forest in North Western Himalaya, India. International
Journal of Soil Science, 7(3), 71-78.
[29]. Kaushal, R., Bhandari, A. R., Sharma, J. C., & Tripathi,
D. (1997). Soil fertility status under natural deodar (Cedrus
deodara) forest ecosystem of north-west Himalayas. Indian
Journal of Forestry, 20(2), 105-111.
[30]. Palviainen, M., Finer, L., Kurka, A. M., Mannerkoski,
H., Piirainen, S., & Starr, M. (2004). Decomposition and
nutrient release from logging residues after clear-cutting of
mixed boreal forest. Plant and soil, 263(1), 53-67.
[31]. Handayani, I. P., Prawiton, P., & Ihsan, M. (2012). Soil
changes associated with Imperata cylindrica grassland
conversion in Indonesia. International Journal of Soil
Science, 7(2), 61-70.
[32]. Schulp, C. J., Nabuurs, G. J., Verburg, P. H., & de Waal,
R. W. (2008). Effect of tree species on carbon stocks in forest
floor and mineral soil and implications for soil carbon
inventories. Forest ecology and management, 256(3), 482-
490.
[33]. Li, P., Wang, Q., Endo, T., Zhao, X., & Kakubari, Y.
(2010). Soil organic carbon stock is closely related to
aboveground vegetation properties in cold-temperate
mountainous forests. Geoderma, 154(3), 407-415.
[34]. Blair, G. J., Lefroy, R. D., & Lisle, L. (1995). Soil
carbon fractions based on their degree of oxidation, and the
development of a carbon management index for agricultural
systems. Australian journal of agricultural research, 46(7),
1459-1466.
[35]. Thuille, A., & Schulze, E. D. (2006). Carbon dynamics
in successional and afforested spruce stands in Thuringia and
the Alps. Global change biology, 12(2), 325-342.
[36]. Jandl, R., Lindner, M., Vesterdal, L., Bauwens, B.,
Baritz, R., Hagedorn, F., Johnson, D, W., Minkkinen, K., &
Byrne, K. A. (2007). How strongly can forest management
influence soil carbon sequestration?. Geoderma, 137(3), 253-
268.
[37]. Jobbagy, E. G., & Jackson, R. B. (2000). The vertical
distribution of soil organic carbon and its relation to climate
and vegetation. Ecological applications, 10(2), 423-436.
[38]. Chhabra, A., Palria, S., & Dadhwal, V. K. (2003). Soil
organic carbon pool in Indian forests. Forest Ecology and
Management, 173(1), 187-199.


