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Protecting more forest
with NVK (nature value map)
what happens?
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SweFor forest sector model
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Two alternatives for protecting the forest: BAU and NVK
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If we change from BAU to NVK -

would that make a difference? I Today: 9.5% ~ 2.2 mill. ha

Increase: 50%, 100%
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The economics — cost of increased protection
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Sawmill production
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Harvest
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Age of final fellling
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Forest area older than 120 years
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Mill tC/y

Net carbon emissions

Product NCE

0.0 Forest NCE 0.0
5.0 2.0
-4.0
-10.0
S 6.0
-15.0 § - -_/,\
-20.0

— A - e« BAU+100% - e o NVK+100% — AU = = «BAU+100% = = = NVK+100%

-15.0
Better climate effect

-20.0

Mill tC/y

-25.0

-30.0

-35.0

-40.0

— 5 AU = = «BAU+100% = = =NVK+100%

Linnaeus University 8



Where does protection go?
(Areas in mill. ha)

Alternative

Alternative

NVK: Forest history; legacy?




A paradigm shift?

« Will NVK offer a more efficient approach?
« Will the biodiversity value be the same?
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Thank
you!




Data - not to be shown

Already protected (Naturvard): 2.5%

Enl. NFI formel) = 9.4% - 2.5%
Additions according to NFI formula or NVK
Last area for set aside and 50% more setasides: 68

Last area for set aside and 100% more setasides: 54

Region BAU BAU+100% [NVK+100%
Sweden 2.24 4.42 4.43
SAcompA[SATotAre[NgMN@IEhern 1.15 2.14 2.39
MgMArealrea a OSA 1: 1 IObL
nvk 50% [23525888] 2211433 3341419 1747335l 8307238 0.49 0.90 0.80
nvk 100%] 23525888 2211433 4425933 IMIHd2S111.051 0.31 0.69 0.49
9.4{23525888] 2211433 2244849 IZTTZ3N BATI543
141] 23525888 3317150 3348028 PRAIERMIS h0oa 0.30 0.69 0.75
188] 23525888 4422867 4454158 2540142 747.0655
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