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Objectives

To build a decision-support
tool that quantifies
economic and ecological
tradeoffs

Aims

“To get informed on
stakeholder needs

+Select desirable & feasible
outputs

To model outputs at
regional scale

+To tailor results to
individual properties

Expected

Riparian
Quantification
Model

Tailor Results to
Individual
Properties

Analysis of
Stakeholder
Needs

Model Outputs at S&Egﬂﬁg §f
Regional Scale Desirable Outputs

Outcomes
Economic cost Ecological
 Production gain
% Revegetation || % Carbon

/7

< Fencing s Habitat

Yy < Water

YsBirdCast i Hele]e ¢
InVEST FullCAM

integrated valuation of
ecosystem services
and tradeoffs




Agricultural
output
(ALSA) x 3

e e G IR

o

Carbon
Sequestration

S\

Habitat
Distribution
L Models x 17

4 I

Revegetation | User Inputs

Costs
L J

e D\ Q
G N

Fencing Costs S

: = ' N X 15,906

Estimated
Impact on
Water Quality

Unique properties

\ {

Y



Address Search Bar
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Climate & Habitat
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Revegetation
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Select a desired species

Growling Grassfrog

Estimated cost of fencing $/m
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Estimated cost of revegetation
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Go

Find your Local Vegetation Class:
Maturekit
Vegetation class planting list: EVC

Planting list

Dry Sheep
Equivalents

Car Emissions

74

Total area (Ha)

12.81

Buffer area (Ha)

21

Habitat distribution model
value out of 100

Erosion control (3m min)
Sediment filteration (3m min)

E.coli management (10m min)

1998

Tons of carbon sequestered owver 100
years: Equivilent to driving a car for
10406 kms

84.55

Pasture dry matter (tons/year):
Equivilent to 153.7 DSE

130886

Estimated total fencing
costs (5)

115290

Estimated total
revegetation cost ($)

Nitrogen & Phosphorus mitigation (29m min)

Stream temperature regulation (46m min)
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