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Abstract

Wetlands are important natural resources and vital for human survival on the earth. They are
one of the most productive environments and cradles for biological diversity. They are
considered as wealth of carbon storage and provide a potential sink for global atmospheric
carbon, but the role of the wetlands in carbon sequestration storage has been under estimated.
The recent increase in the atmospheric carbon dioxide has led to growing concern among the
public and scientific community to identify the potential of various ecosystem to sequester more
carbon. There is growing interest among researchers to adhere to the Kyoto Protocol to
stabilize the increase in atmospheric carbon dioxide and global warming through managing
wetland restoration and conservation projects to exploit the carbon sequestration potential.
The objective of the present study is to assess the soil organic carbon (SOC) in different sites of
Loktak Lake to estimate the carbon stock and provide their potential of carbon sequestration
capacity. The result from the analysis of SOC density ranges from 0.70kg/n? to 6.57kg/n? at a
depth of 0...10 cm and density varies during the season with maximum SOC of 5.18kg/n?
during post monsoon and 3.19kg/n? during winter. The total carbon sequestration potential of
the Loktak Lake is 204181 tones year ™. The outcome from the study will help in formulation of
efficient strategies to mitigate the increase in carbon dioxide and reduction of the GHG
emissions from wetlands in the Indo-Burma (Myanmar) Biodiversity Hotspot.
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Introduction

Wetlands play an important role in the global carbon dynamics due to its large soil
carbon pools, high methane emissions and potential for carbon sequestration. They occupy only
5% of earth’s terrestrial surface but play a significant role in terrestrial carbon pool. Their soils
have the largest carbon pool of 1400 picograms of carbon [1], which account for one third of
the total global carbon cycle. Wetlands have the single largest estimation of carbon with 18-
30% of the total soil carbon, and represent the largest carbon pool with a capacity of 770
gigatons of carbon more than the total carbon storage of farms, temperate and rain forest [2]. It
was also found that some of the wetlands have been sequestrating as carbon sinks continuously
for the last 4000-5000 years [3]. Wetlands are one of the most undervalued ecosystems that
provide a wide range of ecosystem services including regulation of flood protection, nutrient
retention, climate regulation, provisioning food and support biodiversity, nutrient cycling and
cultural services [4, 5]. Among them, the regulation of climate has been considered the most
important ecosystem service [6]. Compared with other ecosystems, the high carbon storage
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provides wetlands a high contributing value for mitigation and climate regulation service [7] in
the global carbon cycle[8].

Developmental activities around the globe are releasing a huge amount of greenhouse
gases, which is a mgjor concern for the atmospheric CO, that increases the rate of global
warming [9]. The increase in anthropogenic activities has resulted in the increase in
concentration of carbon dioxide from the pre-industrial level of 280 ppm to the current level of
398.55 ppm, which exceed the permissible limit of 350 ppm [10]. Thisis the highest value seen
in the last 650,000 years [11]. This increase in the atmospheric carbon dioxide has resulted in
the rise of sea level as well as changes in carbon cycling [12]. Despite the huge potential for
carbon sequestration, wetlands around the worlds are rapidly decreasing in size [13-15].
Significant tracts of wetland have been reportedly lost from various countries, including USA,
China, Netherland and along the deltas of Nile River [16]. In India, the loss of wetland is
mainly due to urbanization, land use changes, runoff from agriculture, infrastructure
development and pollution from industrial effluent and climate change variability [17]. This
loss in wetland has resulted in adverse impact on key functions performed by wetlands [18].
This decrease in wetlands has a negative impact on the climate mitigation as significant
amounts of greenhouse gases are released [19]. The most convenient approaches for mitigation
of this impact are through the capture and storage of atmospheric CO, in long-lived carbon
pools [20]. In India, wetlands in the coastal area play a major role in carbon sequestration, and
mangrove wetlands located in eastern India sequent more carbon than in the west due to larger
area, higher diversity and network of canals[21].

In spite of its importance in the global carbon sequestration, there is limited research on
wetlands due to lack of fundamental knowledge and limited information of carbon turnover and
temporal dynamics in the global carbon cycle. Recently, there is an increased interest among
researchers in linking carbon storage potential of wetland ecosystem [22] with the ongoing
management efforts through the scale of carbon credits on carbon markets [23, 24]. But so far
there is no report of previous study on carbon sequestration by wetlands located in North-East
India, a mega biodiversity hotspot. In this paper we assess the distribution of soil organic
carbon (SOC) in different areas of the Loktak Lake, their spatia distribution, and finally the
role of Loktak Lake in soil carbon sequestration and contribution to societal benefits.

M ethodology

Study site

The Loktak Lake located in the valley region of the north eastern state of Manipur
(Fig.1). It is one of the important wetland under the Ramsar site and also one of the 48 wetlands
around the world which is under the Montreux record of Ramsar. The lake is the largest fresh
water lake in North East India covering an area of 246.72km? [25], located between 93°46' —
93°55'E and 24°25' — 24°42'N. The lake occupies about 1.10% of the total state area. The lakeis
of oval shape, with a maximum length of 32km and width of 13km. The depth varies from 0.5
to 4.6m, with an average depth of 2.7m. The lake is divided into three zones, the northern zones
which extend from Nambol River near Ngaikhong Khunou to Phabakchao. The central zone is
the main open water area which was relatively free from floating island, but due to the local
people using floating island locally known as Phumdi (heterogeneous masses of vegetation, soil
and organic matters in various stages of decomposition and has been thickened into a solid
form) for fish cultivation, Phumdis number has increased considerably which result in a
decrease in the open water area. The Keibul Lamjao National Park (KLNP) covering an area of
40km? located in the southern part of the wetland is the world’s only floating national park and
last natural habitat of Manipur brow antlered deer Rucervus €eldii eldii, locally known as the
Sangai, hasits habitat in floating wetlands.
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Fig. 1. Map of Loktak lake Location and sampling sites.

Soil sampling

Soil samples for the analysis were collected from various part of the Loktak lake
including Sendra, Thanga Karang, Ningthoukhong, Keibul Lamjao National Park and Ithai.
These sites were seasonally sampled during June 2013-May 2014. Three replicate cores were
collected from each site. Samples were collected by following the IPCC 1997 [26] guidelines
meaning that only the upper 30cm layer of the soil, which contains the actively changing carbon
soil, was used for the present study. The soil samples were collected by inserting a 15cm long
and 5cm diameter steel tube equipped with a sharpened bottom edge approximately 10cm into
the soil, with minimal compaction. After extraction, each ring was sealed using tight-fitting end
caps and frozen for later laboratory analysis. For the laboratory analysis, the soil cores were
removed and allowed to defrost. Water was drained away and vegetation present was removed.

Sample analysis

Analysis of soil bulk density

The soil bulk density is an important parameter for the assessment of soil organic content
[27]. The soil samples were determined by oven drying a known weight of the samples at 105°C
for 72 hours. Dry bulk density (g/cm®) was estimated as the ration between dry mass (g) and
wet sample volume (cm®) by following Wilke method (2005) [28].

. mj
Psj = —
v] (1)
where py is soil bulk density (g cm™) of the jth horizon, m; is mass of soil sample in (g) of the
jth horizon dried at 105°C and v; is volume of soil sample (cm?®) of the jth horizon. The dry
samples were ground and sieve to get a 2mm particle size.

Soil organic carbon
The collected soil samples were analyzed for soil organic carbon content with dight
modification using Walkey and Black’s method [29]. In a conical flask of 250mL, 1g of the soil
samples was taken, and 2mL of K,Cr,O; was added. This was followed by adding 4mL of conc.
H,S0, and the content was mixed by gentle mixing. The flask was kept in room temperature for
30 minutes for the reaction to complete. Then the content was diluted with 40mL of distilled
water and 2mL of phosphoric acid was added to remove the inorganic carbon and 1ml of
diphenylamine indicator was added. This content was titrated against 0.2N ferrous ammonium
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sulfate until the color changed to brilliant green. Blank titration of the acidic dichromate with
ferrous ammonium sulfate solution was performed at the beginning of the batch analysis using
the same procedure with no soil samples.

(1- S/B) x 10 x 0.68 = organic matter (%) of sample ()]

where, S = volume of Ferrous Sulfate solution required to titrate the sample, in mL, B = average
volume of ferrous sulfate solution required to titrate the blanks, in mL, 10 = conversion factor
for units and 0.68 = a factor derived from the conversion of % organic carbon to % organic
matter

Soil organic carbon sequestration rate was estimated using the bulk density, soil organic
carbon (SOC) content of soil and height of the soil layer following the method of Yu et al.,
2012 [30].

SOCD=SOC x BD x Hx 0.01 ©)]

where SOCD is soil organic carbon density (kg-m™), SOC is soil organic carbon content (g-kg
1), BD is soil bulk density (g-cm™®), H is soil layer height (cm).

Based on the SOC per unit surface area, SOC stock at a depth of 10cm was cal cul ated
using Eq. (3) by SOC mass per unit surface area (kg-m ). The total SODS stock in Loktak
Lake was calculated by multiplying the total area (hectare using the formula (4).

SODS=A x SOCD (4)
where SODS is soil carbon storage (tones), A isthe total area of the Loktak wetland (hectare)
Results and discussion
The bulk density in 0...10cm of soil layer was calculated for the five sites of the Loktak

Lake. The distribution of bulk density varies in different landscape and season, as shown in
Table 1 and Figure 2.
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Fig. 2. Seasonal variation in the average bulk density.
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During monsoon, KLNP (1.13g/cm®) recorded the highest, follow by Ithai (0.85g/cm®)
and minimum is recorded in Sendra (0.62g/cm?). In post monsoon, highest bulk density was
recorded in Sendra (0.95g/cm® and KLNP (0.95g/cm® and minimum in Ningthoukhong
(0.71g/cm®). Similarly, in winter, KLNP recorded the highest (1.15g/cm®) and minimum at
Sendra (0.65g/cm®). Lastly in pre monsoon KLNP recorded highest (1.17g/cm?) and minimum
at Thanga (0.71g/cm®). The high bulk density in Keibul Lamjao National park is due to the low
temperature thereby maintaining high moisture content and the low BD in Sendra and
Ningthoukhong is due to frequent disturbance of the soil. The low bulk density in
Ningthoukhong during monsoon is due to the drainage of water from Loktak for a hydro-power
project and for fish farming, activities that disturb the soil regularly.

Table 1. Average seasonal variation of bulk density and Soil organic composition

Pre Monsoon
Location Height of thesoil (cm) TOC % Bulk Density (g/cm®)  SOC (kg/m?)
Sendra 10 5.8 113 6.57
Thanga 10 5.39 0.71 3.81
Keibul Lamjao National Park 10 5.48 117 6.41
Ningthoukhong 10 4.8 0.95 457
Ithai 10 5.16 0.78 4.04
Monsoon
Location Height of thesoil (cm) TOC % Bulk Density (g/cm®)  SOC (kg/m?)
Sendra 10 4.71 0.62 2.90
Thanga 10 57 0.71 4.03
Keibul Lamjao National Park 10 3.77 1.13 4.27
Ningthoukhong 10 0.94 0.75 0.70
Ithai 10 4.81 0.85 4.08
Post monsoon
Location Height of thesoil (cm) TOC %  Bulk Density (g/lem®) SOC (kg/m?)
Sendra 10 0.95 6.07 5.79
Thanga 10 0.91 6.31 5.75
Keibul Lamjao National Park 10 0.95 5.64 5.36
Ningthoukhong 10 0.71 5.7 4.03
Ithai 10 0.78 6.36 493
Winter
Location Height of thesoil (cm) TOC%  Bulk Density (g/cm®)  SOC (kg/n)
Sendra 10 0.65 5.6 3.66
Thanga 10 0.81 6.24 5.05
Keibul Lamjao National Park 10 115 4.64 534
Ningthoukhong 10 0.93 4.6 4.25
Ithai 10 0.82 5.65 4.64

The soil organic carbon density in 0...10cm soil layer was calculated using the values of
SOC and soil bulk density. The distribution of the SOC in different land use classes are shown
in Table 1 and Fig. 3. The SOC varies seasonally. During monsoon, KLNP recorded the highest
(4.28kg/m?) and minimum at Ningthoukhong (0.70kg/m?). In pre-monsoon the highest was
recorded in Sendra (5.80kg/m?) and minimum a Ningthoukhong. Similarly during winter,
KLNP recorded the highest (5.35kg/m?) and minimum at Sendra (3.66kg/m?). Lastly in Pre
monsoon, SOC was recorded highest in Sendra (6.57kg/m?) and minimum at Thanga
(3.81kg/m?). The low SOC in Sendra and Ningthoukhong is due to the disturbance of the soil by
boat and runoff for generation of hydro power. It is well know that soil bulk density plays an
important role in the assessment of SOC contents [31] and that it can vary according to the
different land use and soil types. The bulk density of the present study shows a seasonal
variation among the selected sites with highest was recorded in Keibul Lamjao National Park
and minimum in Thanga and Ningthoukhong. Keibul Lamjao Nationa park has high SOC
content compared with other non-vegetated sites which is due to high organic matter from the
macrophytes.
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Fig.3. Seasonal variation in average soil organic content.

There is a strong correlation between the climate and soil organic contents, whereby
organic carbon content decreases with increasing temperatures as decomposition rate doubles
with every rise of 10° C in temperature [32]. It follows that wetlands in cooler region have
higher net sink of carbon cycle than the wetlands present in temperate regions. The SOC of
Loktak Lake could provide the baseline information for multi scale estimation of other
important lakes located in North East India. The carbon sequestration potential of the Loktak
Lake is also influenced by various factors including natural and human activities [33]. The soil
erosion caused due to Jhum cultivation in the upper hilly region and the sediments bought down
by important rivers discharging into the Loktak has caused an increase in sedimentation,
thereby decreasing the depth of the lake. Also, eutrophication from Nambul and Nambol rivers
and agricultural activitiesin the vicinity increase the level of organic carbon in the lake through
sediment inflow. The human settlement on the Loktak Lake also increases carbon sequestration
through the increase in nutrients from pollution [34]. The next approach for development of
process base models is to understand the relationships between carbon dynamics and
environmental factors including temperature, precipitation and hydrology [35].

Conclusions

The Loktak Lake is one of the important wetlands in the Indo-Burma hotspot. Rapid
urbanization has resulted in a change of land-use pattern, which has degraded the wetland
ecosystem. The estimation of SOC density of Loktak Lake could provide the baseline data for
large scale estimation of other important wetland in North east India, a major biodiversity
hotspot. From our study, the SOC density ranges between 6.57kg/m? and 0.70kg/m® The
present study has provided the basic data for SOC estimation of one of the important wetland
located in the Indo-Burma Biodiversity Hotspot, which will provide the scientific guidelines for
policy makers and government agencies to check the CO, emission in the region. The Loktak
lake needs to be conserved, as further destruction of the wetland will lead to large scale
emission of carbon dioxide and loss of important natural resources including the world’s only
floating national park, The Keibul Lamjao National Park.

Acknowledgements
The first author would like to thank the financial support from Society of Wetland

Scientists, USA through Ramsar Research Grant and Ocean Park Conservation Foundation,
Hong Kong for financial assistance.

1150 INT JCONSERV SCI 7, 4, OCT-DEC 2016: 1145-1152



ASSESSMENT OF CARBON SEQUESTRATION POTENTIAL OF LOKTAK LAKE IN MANIPUR

References

[1] W.J. Mitsch, J.G. Gosselink, Wetlands (third edition), John Wiley & Sons, New Y ork,
2000, p. 920.

[2] B. Han, X.K. Wang, Z.Y. Ouyang, Saturation levels and carbon sequestration potentials
of soil carbon pools in farmland ecosystems of China, Rural Eco-Environment, 21(4),
2005, pp. 6-11.

[3] D. Mauquoy, T. Engelkes, M.H.M. Groot, F. Markesteijn, M.G. Oudgjans, J. van der
Plicht, B. van Geel, High-resolution records of late-Holocene climate change and carbon
accumulation in two north-west European ombrotrophic peat bogs, Palaeogeography,
Palaeoclimatology, Palaeoecology, 186(3), 2002, pp. 275-310.

[4] * * *, http://www.teebweb.org/publication/the-economi csof -ecosystems-and-biodiversity-
teeb-for-water-and-wetlands/

[5] B. Clarkson, A.G.E. Ausseil, P. Gerbeaux, Wetland ecosystem services. In: Dymond JR
(ed) Ecosystem Services in New Zealand—Conditions and Trends, Manaaki Whenua
Press, Lincoln, 2013, p. 192-202.

[6] * * *, Valuing wetlands. Guidance for valuing the benefits derived from wetland
cosystem services, Ramsar Technical Reports,

http://www.ramsar.org/sites/defaul t/files/documents/pdf/lib/lib_rtr03.pdf

[71 K.J. Anderson-Teixeira, E.H. Del.ucia, The greenhouse gas value of ecosystems, Global
Change Biology, 17, 2011, pp. 425-438.

[8] Z. Yu, D.W. Beilman, S. Frolking, G.M. Macdonald, N.T. Roulet, P. Camill, D.J.
Charman, Peatlands and their role in the global carbon cycle, Eos (Transactions
American Geophysical Union - Agu), 92(12), 2011, pp. 97-98.

[9] ***, Climate Change 2013. The Physical Science Basis. Summary for Policymakers,
https://www.ipcc.ch/pdf/assessment-report/ar5/wgl/WGIAR5_SPM _brochure_en.pdf

[10] * * *, CO, Earth, https.//www.co2.earth/

[11] E. Jansen, J. Overpeck, K.R. Briffa, J.C. Duplessy, F. Joos, V. Masson-Delmotte, D.
Olago, B. Otto-Bliesner, W.R. Pdltier, S. Rahmstorf, R. Ramesh, D. Raynaud, D. Rind, O.
Solomina, R. Villalba, D. Zhang, Paleoclimate. Climate Change: The Physical Science
Basis, Contribution of Working Group | to the Fourth Assessment Report of the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (Editors: S. Solomon, D. Qin, M.
Manning, Z. Chen, M. Marquis, K.B. Averyt, M. Tignor and H.L. Miller), Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge and New Y ork, 2007, p. 434-497.

[12] K. Denman (Coordinating Lead Authors), Couplings Between Changes in the Climate
System and Biogeochemistry in IPCC, Climate Change 2007 (Chapter 7), The Physical
Science Basis, Contribution of Working Group | to the Fourth Assessment Report of
the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (Editors: S. Solomon, D. Qin, M.
Manning, Z. Chen, M. Marquis, K. Averyt, M. Tignor and H. Miller), Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge and New Y ork, p. 2007.

[13] E.C. Brevik, J.A. Homburg, A 5000 year record of carbon sequestration from a coastal
lagoon and wetland complex, southern California, USA, Catena, 57(3), 2004, pp. 221-
232.

[14] A.l. Petrisor, Assessment of the long-term effects of global changes within the Romanian
natural protected areas, International Journal of Conservation Science, 7(3), 2016, pp.
759-770.

[15] A.l. Petrisor, R. Petre, V. Meita, Difficulties in achieving social sustainability in a
biosphere reserve, International Journal of Conservation Science, 7(1), 2016, pp. 123-
136.

[16] J.G. Titus, Greenhouse effect and coastal wetland policy: how Americans could abandon
an area the size of Massachusetts at minimum cost, Environment M anagement, 15(1),
1991, pp. 39-58.

http://www.ijcs.uaic.ro 1151



R.D. KANGABAM et a.

[17] N. Bassi, M. Dinesh Kumar, A. Sharma, P. Pardha-Saradhi, Status of wetlands in India: A
review of extent, ecosystem benefits, threats and management strategies, Journal of
Hydrology: Regional Studies, 2, 2014, pp. 1-19.

[18] J.B. Zedler, S. Kercher, 2005. Wetland resources. Status, trends, ecosystem services, and
restorability, Annual Review of Environment and Resour ces, 30(1), 2005, pp. 39-74.

[19] I. Fung, J. John, J. Lerner, E. Matthews, M. Prather, L.P. Steele, P.J. Fraser, Three
dimensional model synthesis of the global methane cycle, Journal of Geophysical
Research, 96, 1991, pp. 13033-13065.

[20] B. Metz, O.R. Davidson, P.R. Bosch, R. Dave, L.A. Meyer, Climate Change 2007:
Mitigation. Contribution of Working Group |1l to the Fourth Assessment Report of
the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, Cambridge University Press,
Cambridge and New Y ork, 2007, pp. 862.

[21] K. Kathiresan, S. Thakur, Mangroves for the Future: National Strategy and Action
Plan, India, Ministry of Environment and Forests, New Delhi, 2008 [Revised Draft]

[22] M.E. Ebrahem, H.S. Kamal, Evaluation of carbon sequestration potentiality of Lake
Burullus, Egypt to mitigate climate change, Egyptian Journal of Aquatic Research 39
(2), 2013, pp. 31-38.

[23] S.M. Galatowitsch, Carbon offsets as ecological restorations, Restoration Ecology,
17(5), 2009, pp. 563-570.

[24] L.T. Hansen, The viability of creating wetlands for the sale of carbon offsets, Journal of
Agricultural and Resour ce Economics, 34, 2009, pp. 350-365.

[25] * * * National Wetland Atlas: Manipur, SAC/RESA/AFEG/NWIA ATLAS/03/2009,
Space Applications Centre (1SRO), Ahmedabad, India, 2009, pp. 96

[26] * * *, Landuse change and forestry, Revised |PCC Guidelinesfor National Greenhouse
Gas Inventories: Reference Manual (Editors: J.T. Houghton, L.G. Meira Filho, B. Lim,
K. Treanton, I. Mamaty, Y. Bonduki, D.J. Griggs and B.A. Calander), Vol. 3.
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, 1997.

[27] * * *, Revised 1996 IPCC Guidelines for National Greenhouse Gas Inventories,
http://www.ipcc-nggip.iges.or.jp/public/gl/invséd.html

[28] P.JA. Howard, P.J. Loveland, R.l. Bradley, F.T. Dry, D.M. Howard, D.C. Howard, The
carbon content of soil and its geographical-distribution in Great-Britain, Soil Use
Manage. 11(1), 1995, pp. 9-15.

[29] B.M. Wilke, Determination of chemical and physical soil properties, Manual for Soil
Analysis— Monitoring and Assessing Soil Bioremediation (Editors: R. Margesin and F.
Schinner), Springer-Verlag, Heidelberg, 2005, p. 47-95.

[30] A. Walkley, I.A. Black, An examination of the Degtjareff method for determining soil
organic matter, and a proposed modification of the chromic acid titration method, Soil
Science, 37(1), 1934, pp. 29-38.

[31] J. Yu, Y. Wang, Y. Li, H. Dong, D. Zhou, G. Han, H. Wu, G. Wang, P. Mao, Y. Gao, Soil
organic carbon storage changes in coastal wetlands of the modern Yellow River Delta
from 2000 to 2009, Biogeosciences, 9, 2012, pp. 2325-2331.

[32] W.H. Schlesinger, Biogeochemistry: An Analysis of Global Change. Academic Press,
San Diego, CA. 1997.

[33] D. Xiaonan, W. Xiaoke, F. Lu, O. Zhiyun, Primary evaluation of carbon sequestration
potential of wetlandsin China, Acta Ecologica Sinica, 28(2), 2008,pp. 463-469.

[34] M. E. Ebrahem, H. S. Kamal, Evaluation of carbon sequestration potentiality of Lake
Burullus, Egypt to mitigate climate change, Egyptian Journal of Aquatic Research,
39(1), 2013, pp.31-38.

[35] Z.C. Yu, Northern peatland carbon stocks and dynamics: a review, Biogeosciences, 9(10),
2012, pp. 4071-4085.

Received: April, 08, 2016
Accepted: December, 03, 2016

1152 INT JCONSERV SCI 7, 4, OCT-DEC 2016: 1145-1152



