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Headlines
•	 Thriving marine coastal ecosystems which store carbon, known as blue carbon 

ecosystems (BCEs), are considered a significant sink of carbon within the 
discussion of climate change mitigation. 

•	 Our calculations, consistent with findings of the Special Report on the Ocean 
and Cryosphere in a Changing Climate (SROCC), find that BCEs have the 
potential to annually capture 0.5%-2% of the ~10 gigatons of carbon emitted 
globally each year. This range reflects the current coverage of BCEs and their 
potential for restoration, based on a subset of available data.

•	 The net carbon currently stored in these ecosystems below or above ground 
is of the order of a few years’ worth of global net emissions (i.e. a few tens of 
gigatons of carbon). 

•	 Therefore, BCEs need to be considered alongside a range of approaches to 
reduce the effects of climate change. Importantly, BCEs also provide a range 
of invaluable economic, health and ecological benefits to coastal communities 
e.g. protection against flooding induced by extreme sea level rise, and hosting 
the food web essential to sustainable fishing. 

•	 BCEs are at risk worldwide for a variety of reasons including damage from sea 
level rise, population growth and deforestation if not effectively managed.

•	 Restoration projects could increase the geographic area covered by these 
ecosystems from 100 million to 170 million hectares. Successful long-
term restoration relies on good management which can also help improve 
monitoring of carbon sequestration.
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Introduction

The average global temperature has already risen by around 1°C and sea level 
by around 20cm since 1880, which is 200 times faster than at any time in human 
history, and the effects are being felt around the world. Immediate, ambitious and 
coordinated action is required to prevent further human-induced climate change. 
If human activities continue to increase the amount of greenhouse gases, including 
carbon dioxide, in the atmosphere, the consequences include an increasing severity 
of droughts, fires, and floods, collapsing animal and plant life, the complete melting 
of Arctic sea-ice in the summer, sea level rising over one metre by 2100, and major 
reductions in agricultural productivity1–3. 

www.imperial.ac.uk/climatechange/publications
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Recent reports that explore natural ways to capture carbon 
dioxide from the atmosphere focus on ecosystems on land4,5, 
and international climate agreements give relatively little 
consideration to ocean and coastal ecosystems, despite their 
potential6. UNFCCC parties are asked to be “aware of the 
role and importance of terrestrial (land) and marine (ocean) 
ecosystems of sinks and reservoirs of greenhouse gases” and 
“promote and cooperate in the conservation... of coastal and 
marine ecosystems”7; however, ocean ecosystems are not 
specifically considered in the Paris Agreement8. 

Drastically reducing the emission of greenhouse gases from 
transport, heating, energy and agriculture as rapidly as 
possible, together with removing a significant proportion of 
carbon dioxide from the atmosphere, is vital to limit further 
warming and irreversible damage. This paper explores the 
potential for blue carbon ecosystems (BCEs) to contribute to 
limiting anthropogenic climate change (mitigation) and helping 
to cope with the impacts of climate change (adaptation) and 
makes recommendations for policy approaches.

Climate change policy
The United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change 
(UNFCCC), was established in 1992 as the basis for countries to 
work together to avoid dangerous climate change, with annual 
summits called the ‘Conference of the Parties’ (COP) to develop 
specific approaches. The Paris Agreement, negotiated at COP21 
in 2015 and signed by 175 parties, included the international 
commitment to limit global warming to “well below 2°C” above 
the pre-industrial average temperature, whilst also pursuing 
efforts to limit warming to 1.5°C. Countries aimed to achieve 
these goals through their Nationally Determined Contributions 
(NDCs), a set of actions that each country is capable of, and 
committed to, achieving, and which increase in ambition over 
time. Article 7 of the Paris Agreement also provides a global 
goal to adapt to climate change, to contribute to sustainable 
development and effective adaptation to global temperature 
rise and provide periodic communications about adapting to 
climate change to the UNFCCC. 

The 2018 Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) 
Special Report on Global Warming of 1.5°C, considered possible 
ways that warming could be limited to this amount, and what 
would be the associated consequences. In that year, it was 
estimated that a further 158 GtC (gigatons of carbon) is likely to 
cause this degree of warming – that estimate is known as the 
‘carbon budget’i. In 2019, approximately 11 GtC accumulated 
globally. If this rate continues, the carbon budget will be used-up 
within 15 years. The IPCC 1.5°C report concludes that, in addition 
to rapidly reducing the rate at which greenhouse gases are 
emitted, it is also necessary to remove and store carbon dioxide 
from the atmosphere to limit warming to 1.5°C2. This capture 
and storage may be achieved either by using natural processes 
– relying on the ability of plants to capture carbon (in the form 
of carbon dioxide) and, through photosynthesis, incorporate 
it into their biological matter (biomass) – or by developing and 
operating new technologies that perform an equivalent purpose.

BCEs and climate change policy 
BCEs (see Box 1 & 2) can potentially limit global warming in two 
ways. Firstly, by protecting natural stores of carbon to prevent 
the release of existing stores of carbon dioxide, and secondly, 
by actions to increase the amount of carbon dioxide they capture 
from the atmosphere and store for the long term. However, there 
is currently limited understanding, policy or legislation to support 
solutions in this area.

Box 1: Defining blue carbon ecosystems
The community of plants, animals and microbes that 
exchange and store carbon in a coastal marine ecosystem 
(see Figure 1) is defined as a blue carbon ecosystem (BCE) 
in this work3,14,15.

Mangrove forests, salt marshes and seagrass meadows 
are the best-known BCEs14; each with varying ability to 
capture carbon dioxide, potential for restoration, and other 
benefits that they bring to society (known as ‘co-benefits’)16. 
Other coastal ecosystems, such as kelp forests and warm-
water coral reefs, have also been considered as BCEs, 
and information on the latter is considered in this paper 
for comparison.

BCEs are amongst the most productive ecosystems on the 
planet, growing quickly and storing organic carbon in the 
biomass of living organisms, soil and sediments17. BCEs can 
‘lock in’ high density carbon, with seagrass meadows 
accumulating this carbon up to a depth of 10 m in their 
sediments18. As a result of very low oxygen levels, there 
is very slow decomposition of organic carbon to carbon 
dioxide, resulting in long-term carbon storage19 (Figure 2). 

Carbon is stored within plant biomass for the short term 
(seasons to decades), while, if undisturbed, carbon can be 
stored in sediments over geological time scales (decades to 
millennia)20. Actions taken to either increase this storage or 
prevent its loss could therefore help to limit global warming14. 
When BCEs are lost (e.g. through coastal development), 
this can release a high proportion of the stored carbon21. 
Estimates for the global carbon store for mangroves are 
within the range of 4-20 GtC22-24, while seagrass meadows 
estimates are between 4-8 GtC25. If these ecosystems were 
completely lost, the carbon released would equate to roughly 
two to three years’ worth of current global emissions.

The loss of BCEs can also adversely impact water quality, 
fisheries and biodiversity and increase the vulnerability 
of coastal communities to damage by storms and coastal 
erosion. The preservation and restoration of coastal BCEs 
therefore provides both climatic and non-climatic benefits 
to society and the economy.

i	 The remaining carbon budget of approximately 158 GtC (in 2018) was associated with a 50% chance of limiting warming to 1.5°C (114 GtC, for a 66% chance).
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Box 2: Blue carbon ecosystems
There are a range of BCEs, all have recently experienced 
significant levels of decline.

Mangrove forests

Mangrove plants are shrubs or small trees (genus Rhizophera) 
that have evolved to grow in saline conditions and are found 
at the interface between land and sea in the tropics and 
subtropics26 (See Figure 1 for global distribution of blue carbon 
ecosystems). Mangroves are found in around 123 countries27, 
where they currently cover around 140,000km2 28 and make 
up 1% of tropical forest area22. They are typically found in 
sheltered estuaries and riverbanks29 as well as other coastal 
locations. The coverage of mangrove forests, as measured 
from aerial images, has declined by an estimated 20-35% since 
the 1980s20,22,26-28.

Mangrove plants are well adapted to survive at the land-water 
interface. They have aerial roots that help the plants respire 
when they cannot access oxygen from the waterlogged soils, 
submerged roots that extract nutrients from seawater by 
ultrafiltration, and salt-excretion mechanisms. 

Mangroves absorb carbon dioxide, converting it through 
photosynthesis into living biomass. As with all plants, 
mangroves release some carbon dioxide back into the 
atmosphere when they respire. Additionally, dead biomass 
accumulates in the waterlogged soil where, without oxygen, 
decomposition is extremely slow29 and may take thousands 
of years30. Consequently, mangrove ecosystems have a 
higher below-ground/above-ground carbon mass ratio than 
terrestrial trees29. If the ground is not physically disturbed, 
mangrove forests provide a highly effective method of natural, 
long-term carbon capture and storage.

Seagrass meadows

Seagrasses grow in both temperate and tropical regions on 
all continents except Antarctica. There are over 70 species 
of seagrasses, all flowering plants, known as angiosperms, 
which have evolved to survive submerged in coastal waters 
at depths of 1-3m31. The highest diversity of seagrasses 
can be found in the Malay Archipelago and around the 
coast of Australia, with up to 14 species in some regions32 
(See Figure 1). However, since the first recording of seagrass 
in 1879 their distribution has decreased by around 30%33.

Seagrass leaves usually draw carbon dioxide out of the 
atmosphere in a greater quantity than the plants need to 
survive34. As a result, they have high biomass in their roots 
and rhizomes which also helps to trap organic debris from 
elsewhere35, accumulating carbon-rich sediment that is 
structurally-secured by their root systems25.

Salt marshes

Salt marshes are distributed globally, in temperate and 
subtropical regions36; they occur in 99 countries, covering 
approximately 55,000 km2 and make up 0.2% of coastal 
areas37 (see Figure 1). These ecosystems thrive along protected 
shorelines, estuaries and saline lagoons and develop on the 
upper portion of intertidal mudflats after they have been 
colonised by sediment stabilising plants38. Tidal inundation 
– when water covers otherwise dry ground during high tides 
and storm surges – is critical for the formation of salt marshes 
at elevations between the mean high water levels of neap and 
spring tides39 (Figure 2). This range of elevations results in high 
flora speciation and biodiversity40-42. It is estimated that global 
salt marsh area has decreased by at least 25% since the 1800s, 
with a current annual decline of 1-2%20. Some areas, such as 
the coastlines of China and Europe, have seen a reduction in 
salt marsh habitat of up to 50%39.

Salt marshes draw carbon dioxide out of the atmosphere and 
convert it into biomass relatively rapidly compared with other 
plants43. Up to 98% of the carbon stored in this ecosystem 
is found below-ground36. The topology, flora and dense root 
systems effectively trap both locally-derived biomass and that 
washed in from elsewhere as well as stabilising the carbon-
rich sediment17,44,45. Frequently submerged by tidal waters, 
very low oxygen levels result in extremely slow decomposition 
that favours the storage of carbon, but may increase the 
release of methane, into the atmosphere20. 

Coral reefs

Corals are marine invertebrates that live in colonies, 
where they form intricate calcium carbonate skeletons 
that build up into reefs in shallow waters. Coral reefs are 
distributed throughout tropical and subtropical oceans, 
covering around 284,000km2, which is less than 0.1% of the 
total ocean13 (see Figure 1). Despite this, coral reefs support an 
estimated 35% of all living ocean species46. It is believed that 
19% of existing coral reefs have been permanently damaged 
and lost globally, and 16% are currently severely damaged47.

Coral reef ecosystems both absorb carbon dioxide through 
photosynthesis and the dissolution of carbonate skeletons 
and release it through respiration and the building of coral 
skeletons48. The carbon source-sink behaviour of corals is set 
by the balance between these processes48-49. This balance 
can vary between reefs due to topography, physical and 
biological factors, human disturbance and other factors, 
and can vary also over time and space within individual reefs 
and habitats50. Some situations mean coral reefs can absorb 
more carbon dioxide than they release49, for that reason, 
they are included here as a BCE, although that grouping is 
not widely accepted15,20,51.

In comparison, conservation and deforestation on land are 
directly covered in the Paris Agreement, through REDD+ 
(Reducing Emissions from Deforestation and forest Degradation)8. 
Furthermore, compared to 114 parties that plan to use land-based 

approaches (for both mitigation and adaptation) in meeting their 
NDCs, only 59 of 161 parties plan to use the ocean9. Of these, 19 
parties plan on restoring and conserving mangrove forests and 
two parties opt for seagrass meadows9.
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BCEs and climate change 
There is some evidence that BCEs (see Box 1) could help to limit 
global warming using similar mechanisms to ecosystems on 
land3. The IPCC’s Special Report on the Ocean and Cryosphere 
in a Changing Climate (SROCC) assessed the role of mangrove 
forests, seagrass meadows and salt marshes for this purpose, 
through protection and restoration3. Importantly, 150 countries 
are home to at least one of these BCEs52. However, based on 
other studies53,54 and considerations regarding feasibility, SROCC 
concluded that the scope for reducing greenhouse gas emissions 
by restoring BCEs was relatively modest; with an upper limit of 
0.5% – 2.0% of current carbon emissions3,55. 

One of the main reasons BCEs are less widely used in NDCs 
than ecosystems on land is because it is much more difficult to 
measure the amount of carbon they store (i.e. carbon stocks), 
particularly below ground, and how those stores are changing; 
i.e. the carbon fluxes into and out of the system56,57. There are 
also crucial uncertainties over associated emissions of the 
greenhouse gases methane and nitrous oxide58-59, and the 
likely losses of carbon in response to future warming and sea 
level rise. The limited number of studies of these processes 
show greatly varying results, depending on location3; a greater 
understanding of the role of BCEs in the climate system is 
therefore needed.

Moreover, a consistent mechanism to finance BCE restoration 
projects is lacking. Some projects have used a voluntary 
carbon market where polluters purchase credits from projects 
to offset their emissions, while others have operated through 
UNFCCC compliance market schemes such as REDD+ and the 
Clean Development Mechanism (CDM)56. Wider use of REDD+ in 
terrestrial settings has been criticised for potentially disrupting 
local peoples’ livelihoods, causing food insecurity, corruption 
introduced by powerful stakeholders, the illegal acquisition 
of land and the introduction of monoculture plantations60. 
In addition, other issues need addressing, such as land use 
change in areas adjacent to those where the carbon stores 
are protected (indirect land use change or carbon leakage), 
poor forest protection leading to plants dying and releasing 
carbon back into the atmosphere (permanence) and accurate 
accounting of the carbon stored. Smaller community-based 
projects may be better funded and credited through voluntary 
carbon markets, as UNFCCC projects may have a minimum 
threshold required for carbon credits and have more rigorous 
and costly carbon accounting processes. 

Figure 1: Map showing the global distribution of blue carbon ecosystems: mangrove forests (black)10, seagrass meadows (navy)11, 
salt marshes (yellow)12 and coral reefs (red)13. Bar charts indicate the current estimated global area and potential global estimated 
area after restoration covered by each ecosystem in Mega hectares (MHa). For up to date distributions of blue carbon ecosystems, 
refer to https://data.unep-wcmc.org/. This image masks the potential for several of these carbon stores to co-exist in one 
geographical location, which is often the case. 

https://data.unep-wcmc.org/
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ii	 A literature review was conducted to calculate the median global area (ha) for mangroves (29), seagrass (10), saltmarsh (7), and coral reefs (11) in addition to their 
potential for restoration (9, 2, 8 and 11 respectively). Numbers in brackets represent the numbers of estimates from the scientific literature, included in this analysis. 
This global area was then multiplied by a median carbon sequestration rate per hectare per year (tC ha-1 yr-1) that was collated from a subset of available data from 
mangroves (21), seagrass (20), saltmarshes (14) and coral reefs (2), to calculate a theoretical global uptake rate of carbon (tC yr-1) for each ecosystem once restored. 
This was not designed to be a comprehensive meta-analysis of all available estimates and no standardisation across methods was attempted. The global total presented 
is a combined value for each ecosystem discussed. See supplementary information attached.

iii	 The theoretical area identifies hypothetical potential before ecosystem losses. 

Figure 2: Mechanisms and quantity of carbon uptake by blue carbon ecosystems. Carbon dioxide (CO2) is removed from the 
atmosphere via photosynthesis and converted into organic compounds. Some of the carbon these compounds contain is released 
back to the atmosphere via plant respiration; the rest is either stored or re-cycled in other ecosystem components, in living and dead 
biological matter above or below ground.   

How much carbon could be stored by the 
restoration of BCEs?
Our own recent analysesii suggest that BCEs could help to 
limit global warming by removing up to 0.12 GtC per year 
from the atmosphere if their global extent was restored as 
per Figure 3. Note that methane and nitrogen oxides have 
not been accounted for in this work. This is equivalent to 
roughly 1.3 times the UK’s total annual carbon emissions61. 
Restored seagrasses would contribute approximately 80% 
of this total increase in carbon storage, mainly due to their 
large theoretical restoration area when compared to the other 
BCEsiii. The practicality of delivering the full carbon storage 
potential in these theoretical areas is a question for research 
and practitioners. Coral reefs have not been included in this 
calculation, since it seems unlikely that they can contribute 
significantly. Importantly, as with all BCE estimates, this 
calculation is based on limited data which are affected by 
a number of factors that still need exploration (see Box 3 
which explores a number of factors that affect the accuracy of 
estimates that are made in this paper).

The IPCC SROCC gives two potential values for the additional 
amount of carbon that BCE restoration could remove from the 
atmosphere: 0.05 GtC per year for cost-effective restoration 
and up to 0.2 GtC as the theoretical maximum3. This range 
represents uncertainty concerning the extent of historical BCE 
sites that can be restored due to coastal urban development 
and pollution, which in some cases would be costly (and socially 
unacceptable) to restore.

To meet the more ambitious target of the Paris Agreement 
and limit global warming to 1.5°C along with continuing global 
economic growth, some modelling scenarios indicate the 
need to remove 10 GtC from the atmosphere each year by 
the middle of the century2,5. BCE restoration may contribute 
towards this target, but that action will need to be implemented 
alongside a range of other methods for climate mitigation 
(both removals and emission reductions, to achieve net zero). 
Comparisons to more established methods (e.g. reforestation) 
need to be prioritised; global datasets need to be improved; 
issues of ecosystem stability (storage permanence) need to 
be investigated; and methods for reporting carbon stocks and 
greenhouse gas fluxes need to be standardised to provide more 
accurate estimates for policy makers (see Box 3).  

Carbon storage potential of blue carbon ecosystems
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Consideration should also be given to, and further research 
carried out on, other carbon dioxide removal methods. 

Other proposed methods for large-scale removal of carbon 
dioxide from the atmosphere include: artificially enhanced 
weathering of rocks, whereby carbon dioxide reacts with 
finely-ground minerals and becomes stored in soils or the 
ocean; direct air capture and storage (DACS) technologies 
that chemically remove carbon dioxide from the atmosphere; 
and bioenergy with carbon capture and storage (BECCS), 
which stores underground the carbon dioxide captured 
from power plants burning biomass crops62. However, these 
alternatives also come with technological, environmental or 
socio-economic drawbacks that are not explored in this paper.

Figure 3 illustrates how much carbon could be removed from 
the atmosphere by a large-scale global campaign to restore 
BCEs. However, it is important to note that each of the input 
values had large uncertainty ranges, leading to high uncertainty 
in the figures shown (see Box 3). 

For restoration projects to be effective and long lasting, 
it is necessary to carry out local and regional evaluation 
of the potential and actual amount of carbon stored. 
Such assessments should check the appropriateness of that 
approach in the local context as well as the carbon storage 
processes and this would improve the accuracy for estimates 
of the local and global restorable potential for each BCE.

Box 3: Considerations when calculating blue 
carbon uptake 
In order to present the figures in this paper, several 
assumptions have been made, based on a wide range of 
background data from scientific literature, such as geographic 
area of BCEs and rates and current values of carbon storage.

Geographic coverage. Our data, especially the historic 
data, contains estimates calculated using different data 
collection methods. There are generally two methods to 
scale up to global estimates; one using published literature63 
and another modelling data using geographic information 
systems (GIS)10,30. Values from published literature vary across 
time and space10,28,29. Additionally, global scale mapping of 
ecosystems using remote sensing has only been achieved 
with high resolution since 2010, because of the associated 
costs and a lack of computing facilities10. Previous estimates 
of the geographic coverage of each BCE were inconsistent 
and unreliable because of the compilation of disparate and 
incompatible geospatial and statistical data sources10,64. 
For example, the most recent and largest estimate of global 
seagrass coverage was over twice the area of the previous 
largest estimation65. This was due to the use of a modelled 
distribution method as opposed to the previously used 
sampling. Accurate geographical data of BCEs is imperative 
to gain accurate global carbon stock estimates.  

Restoration estimates. Our calculations make the wholly 
unrealistic assumption that all historic BCEs can hypothetically 
be restored to ‘theoretical’ levels. However, many locations 
are now unsuitable for restoration due to the rising sea 
level, coastal erosion and increased urban development. 
For example, since 1996, 0.2% of mangrove forest area has 
been converted to urban landscapes and 16% of the ecosystem 
has been permanently lost due to sea level changes30. 

The paper also does not consider any areas that might 
accommodate new BCEs, either naturally or through novel 
engineering approaches. 

Many studies assume that factors causing the original 
loss (e.g. coastal pollution, conversion to agriculture and 
aquaculture, and hydrodynamic changes) can be properly 
rectified. Furthermore, they do not take account of the effects 
of future climate change. Climate change could jeopardise 
or, in some cases, enhance restoration efforts. Areas of 
potential BCE restoration may be lost due to both warming 
and rising sea level, especially due to impacts expected in 
the global warming range of 1.5-2.0°C3. However, certain 
species (e.g. seagrass) may thrive in warmer conditions in 
some regions. Most restoration efforts are currently small 
in scale, not implemented to primarily enhance carbon 
sequestration and are often poorly planned or managed. 
This means that while values cited in this paper could be 
overestimated, with the correct management current BCE 
carbon sequestration could also potentially be enhanced. 

The capacity to capture and store carbon varies across 
time and location because of several factors including 
temperature, light intensity, nutrient availability, salinity and 
tidal movement. For example, seagrass meadows of a single 
species have been measured to capture and store carbon 
three to four times faster at shallower depths of 2-4m than 
they do at 6-8m66. Moreover, methods of measuring this 
rate often vary, for example, sampling the carbon content 
of soil to different depths, giving different results67. Further, 
calculations often do not include post-depositional processes 
such a remineralisation and biomixing. Sampling methods 
need to be standardised and the environmental factors that 
promote carbon storage need to be better defined to provide 
more accurate global estimates and information to enhance 
restoration efforts.
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Figure 3: Annual median amount of carbon removed from the atmosphere by BCEs at present (blue) and following extensive 
restoration (green). 1MtC = 1,000,000 tonnes of carbon.

Mobilising finance for blue carbon 	
The UNFCCC has developed international schemes whereby 
carbon dioxide that has been captured and stored by an 
ecosystem – such as a rainforest or a mangrove forest – can be 
quantified as a ‘carbon credit’ and bought by another party, 
supposedly cancelling out, or ‘offsetting’ the purchasers’ 
emissions in other areas. Such schemes include REDD+ and 
the clean development mechanisms. REDD+, which was 
introduced in 2013, creates financial value for the carbon 
dioxide permanently stored in the forests of developing 
countries. Forest owners, or project developers can receive 
payments for reducing emissions from forested lands and 
investing in low carbon paths to sustainable development68. 
The CDM, which began in 2005, allowed carbon credits to 
be sold on the compliance market, allowing companies to 
buy credits to meet their international emission reduction 
commitments. This market allowed industrialised countries to 
invest in emission reduction projects in developing countries69. 
Even voluntary carbon markets, which sell credits to any buyers 
who wish to be more sustainable, can create the financial 
incentive required to reduce deforestation and promote 
the sustainable management of ecosystems. Such financial 
mechanisms will need to be adapted for BCE approaches.

Co-benefits of restoring BCEs 
Beyond helping to limit global warming by reducing greenhouse 
gases in the atmosphere (climate change mitigation), 
restoring and protecting BCEs bring many well-documented 
social and economic benefits, as well as helping to adapt 
local communities to the growing effects of climate change 
(climate change adaptation).

A major co-benefit in many regions of the world is the protection 
from coastal erosion and flooding, which comes in two forms. 
Firstly, BCEs can act as a natural coastal defensive wall, 
reducing the velocity of water flowing inland and dissipating 
the energy of storm waves that threaten to inundate the land. 
BCEs can reduce wave heights by 35–71%70, and seagrasses 
and corals are shown to reduce wave energy by up to 50% and 
98% respectively71-72. Secondly, the tightly woven network of 
roots that are a feature of many BCE plants lock in soils and 
sediments, protecting them from the eroding action of waves 
by a factor of up to three29,73-74. By stabilising this sediment, 
it is estimated that mangrove forests could save $82 billion 
each year in flood damage costs30. As climate change causes 
the sea level to rise, the protective effect of BCEs from storms 
and flooding will become increasingly important, especially for 
densely populated coastal areas.
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BCEs support exceptionally high biodiversity and provide 
habitats, nurseries and feeding grounds for aquatic life, 
providing great ecological benefits29,74-75. This is partly due 
to their ability to act as a natural filter of pollutants and so 
improving water quality72. BCEs offer the opportunity for 
ecotourism, often providing income that can surpass that from 
fisheries and promoting awareness for locals and visitors of 
the importance of these ecosystems. Mangrove forests alone 
contribute as much as $40-50 billion per year in benefits 
associated with fisheries, forestry and recreation77.

The total economic value of BCEs can be as high as $34,000 
per hectare per year with the global net worth of coral reefs37, 
seagrass meadows and mangrove forests estimated at 
$0.6 trillion, $6.7 trillion and $2.9 trillion per year respectively. 
These benefits should be considered alongside the restoration 
cost of BCEs, and when selecting the most beneficial locations 
for restoration.

Summary for policymakers

BCEs have the potential to contribute to limiting climate 
change (mitigation) and adaptation to the impacts of climate 
change. This work has identified that BCE contribution to 
climate change mitigation through the anthropogenic carbon 
uptake needs to be implemented alongside a range of methods 
for removing carbon from the atmosphere and considered 
in the wider context of greenhouse gas fluxes. To enhance 
BCE carbon storage, global datasets, reporting methods and 
local management need to be improved. BCEs should not be 
considered only in the context of a primary sink of carbon. 
The restoration and preservation of BCEs can also provide a 
range of social, economic and environmental benefits, which 
can help to adapt to future climate change. The role of BCEs 
in sustainable fishing and protection against sea level rise are 
two significant examples. 

In areas where habitat loss is currently a major issue the 
focus should be on the protection of BCE habitats to prevent 
further carbon emissions. In regions where ecosystems 
are not currently being destroyed, the focus should be on 
enhancing natural carbon capture, firstly through habitat 
restoration, and secondly through maximising carbon storage 
of existing systems. 

The broader economic benefits of retaining BCEs, as well as the 
protection that they provide against climate change, amongst 
other hazards, are key drivers in choosing to restore BCEs. 
Detailed regional analysis of the monetary value that these 
ecosystems provide would provide further evidence to support 
the case for their restoration. This analysis should be conducted 
on local scales as the feasibility of restoration and magnitude 
of co-benefits will vary from location to location.

References

1.	 IPCC. Summary for Policy Makers. Pachauri RK, Meyer LA 
(eds.) Climate Change 2014: Synthesis Report. Contribution 
of Working Groups I, II and III to the Fifth Assessment 
Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. 
Geneva, Switzerland; 2014. Available from: doi:10.1017/ 
CBO9781107415324 

2.	 IPCC. Summary for Policymakers. Masson-Delmotte V, Zhai P, 
Pörtner H-O, Roberts D, Skea J, Shukla PR, et al. (eds.) Global 
Warming of 1.5°C. An IPCC Special Report on the impacts 
of global warming of 1.5°C above pre-industrial levels and 
related global greenhouse gas emission pathways, in the 
context of strengthening the global response to the threat of 
climate change, World Meteorological Organization, 2018. 

3.	 IPCC. Summary for Policymakers. In: Pörtner H-O, Roberts 
DC, Masson-Delmotte V, Zhai P, Tignor M, Poloczanska E, et 
al. (eds.) IPCC Special Report on the Ocean and Cryosphere in 
a Changing Climate. 2019. Available from: doi:https://www. 
ipcc.ch/report/srocc/ 

4.	 The Royal Society. Greenhouse gas removal. 2018

5.	 National Academies of Sciences Engineering and Medicine 
(NASEM). Negative Emissions Technologies and Reliable 
Sequestration: A Research Agenda. National Academies 
Press. Washington, DC: The National Academies Press; 2019. 
Available from: www.nap.edu/catalog/25259/negative- 
emissions-technologiesand-reliable-sequestration-a- 
research-agenda 

6.	 IPCC. Summary for Policy Makers. In: Metz B, Davidson O, 
de Coninck H, Loos M, Meyer L (eds.) IPCC Special Report on 
Carbon Dioxide Capture and Storage. Cambridge, UK; 2005. 
Available from: doi:10.1002/anie.201000431 

7.	 Sands P. The United Nations Framework Convention 
on Climate Change. Review of European Community & 
International Environmental Law. 1992; Available from: 
doi:10.1111/j.1467-9388.1992.tb00046.x.

8.	 Paris Agreement. Conference of the Parties on its twenty-first 
session. 2015. Available from: https://unfccc.int/process/ 
conferences/pastconferences/paris-climate-change- 
conference-november-2015/paris-agreement 

9.	 Gallo ND, Victor DG, Levin LA. Ocean commitments under the 
Paris Agreement. Nature Climate Change. 2017;7: 833–838. 
Available from: doi:10.1038/nclimate3422 

10.	 Giri C, Ochieng E, Tieszen LL, Zhu Z, Singh A, Loveland T, 
et al. Status and distribution of mangrove forests of the 
world using earth observation satellite data. Global Ecology 
and Biogeography. 2011;20(1): 154–159. Available from: 
doi:10.1111/j.1466-8238.2010.00584.x 

11.	 UNEP-WCMC, Short F. Global distribution of seagrasses 
(version 6.0). Sixth update to the data layer used in Green 
and Short (2003). 2018. Available from: http://data.unep- 
wcmc.org/datasets/7 

http://www.nap.edu/catalog/25259/negative- emissions-technologiesand-reliable-sequestration-a- research-agenda
http://www.nap.edu/catalog/25259/negative- emissions-technologiesand-reliable-sequestration-a- research-agenda
http://www.nap.edu/catalog/25259/negative- emissions-technologiesand-reliable-sequestration-a- research-agenda
https://unfccc.int/process/ conferences/pastconferences/paris-climate-change- conference-november-2015/paris-agreement
https://unfccc.int/process/ conferences/pastconferences/paris-climate-change- conference-november-2015/paris-agreement
https://unfccc.int/process/ conferences/pastconferences/paris-climate-change- conference-november-2015/paris-agreement
http://data.unep- wcmc.org/datasets/7
http://data.unep- wcmc.org/datasets/7


Grantham Institute      Imperial College London 

9The contribution of coastal blue carbon ecosystems to climate change mitigation and adaptation Briefing paper   No 34    December 2020

12.	 Mcowen CJ, Weatherdon L v., van Bochove JW, Sullivan 
E, Blyth S, Zockler C, et al. A global map of saltmarshes. 
Biodiversity Data Journal. 2017;5: e11764. Available from: 
doi:10.3897/BDJ.5.e11764 

13.	 UNEP-WCMC, Worldfish Center, WRI, TNC. Global distribution 
of warm-water coral reefs, compiled from multiple sources 
including the Millennium Coral Reef Mapping Project. Version 
4.0. Includes contributions from IMaRS-USF and IRD (2005), 
IMaRS-USF (2005) and Spalding et al. (2001). World Wide 
Web electronic Publication,. 2018. 

14.	 Duarte CM, Middelburg JJ, Caraco N. Major role of marine 
vegetation on the oceanic carbon cycle. Biogeosciences 
Discussions. 2004;1(1): 659–679. Available from: doi:10.5194/
bgd-1-659-2004 

15.	 Crooks S, Windham-Myers L, Troxler TG. Defining Blue 
Carbon. A Blue Carbon Primer. 2018. p. 1–8. Available from: 
doi:10.1201/9780429435362-1 

16.	 Barnuevo AP, Sadaba RB. Comparative study of mangrove 
recruitment in oil deforested areas in Guimaras, Philippines. 
International Oil Spill Conference Proceedings. 2017. p. 2369– 
2388. Available from: doi:10.7901/2169-3358-2017.1.2369 

17.	 Ford H, Garbutt A, Ladd C, Malarkey J, Skov MW. Soil 
stabilization linked to plant diversity and environmental 
context in coastal wetlands. Journal of Vegetation Science. 
2016;27(2): 259–268. Available from: doi:10.1111/jvs.12367 

18.	 Lo Iocano C, Mateo MA, Gràcia E, Guasch L, Carbonell 
R, Serrano L, et al. Very high-resolution seismo-acoustic 
imaging of seagrass meadows (Mediterranean Sea): 
Implications for carbon sink estimates. Geophysical 
Research Letters. 2008;35(18): L.18601 (1-5). Available from: 
doi:10.1029/2008GL034773 

19.	 Mateo MA, Romero J. Detritus dynamics in the seagrass 
Posidonia oceanica: Elements for an ecosystem carbon and 
nutrient budget. Marine Ecology Progress Series. 1997; 
Available from: doi:10.3354/meps151043 

20.	 McLeod E, Chmura GL, Bouillon S, Salm R, Björk M, Duarte 
CM, et al. A blueprint for blue carbon: Toward an improved 
understanding of the role of vegetated coastal habitats in 
sequestering CO

2
. Frontiers in Ecology and the Environment. 

2011. Available from: doi:10.1890/110004 

21.	 Ewers Lewis CJ, Young MA, Ierodiaconou D, Baldock JA, Hawke 
B, Sanderman J, et al. Drivers and modelling of blue carbon 
stock variability. Biogeosciences Discussions. 2019;2019: 
1–25. Available from: doi:10.5194/bg-2019-294 

22.	 Donato DC, Kauffman JB, Murdiyarso D, Kurnianto S, Stidham 
M, Kanninen M. Mangroves among the most carbon-rich 
forests in the tropics. Nature Geoscience. 2011; Available 
from: doi:10.1038/ngeo1123 

23.	 Howard J, Sutton-Grier A, Herr D, Kleypas J, Landis E, Mcleod 
E, Pidgeon E, Simpson S. Clarifying the role of coastal and 
marine systems in climate mitigation. Frontiers in Ecology and 
the Environment. 2017.15:42–50. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1002/fee.1451 

24.	 Hamilton SE, Friess DA. Global carbon stocks and potential 
emissions due to mangrove deforestation from 2000 to 2012. 
Nature Clim Change 8, 240–244 (2018). Available at: https://
doi.org/10.1038/s41558-0180090-4 

25.	 Fourqurean JW, Duarte CM, Kennedy H, Marbà N, Holmer 
M, Mateo MA, et al. Seagrass ecosystems as a globally 
significant carbon stock. Nature Geoscience. 2012;5(7): 
505–509. Available from: doi:10.1038/ngeo1477 

26.	 Bayraktarov E, Saunders MI, Abdullah S, Mills M, Beher 
J, Possingham HP, et al. The cost and feasibility of marine 
coastal restoration. Ecological Applications. 2016; Available 
from: doi:10.1890/15-1077 

27.	 Murray B, Pendleton L, Jenkins W, Sifleet S. Green payments 
for blue carbon: Economic incentives for protecting 
threatened coastal habitats. Nicholas Institute for 
Environmental Policy Solutions, 2011. 

28.	 Valiela I, Bowen JL, York JK. MangroveForests:One of the 
World’s Threatened Major Tropical Environments.BioScience. 
2001; Available from: doi:10.1641/00063568(2001)051[0807:
mfootw]2.0.co;2 

29.	 Alongi DM. Carbon sequestration in mangrove forests. 
Carbon Management. 2012;3(3): 313–322. Available from: 
doi:10.4155/cmt.12.20 

30.	 Worthington T, Spalding M. Mangrove Restoration Potential 
A global map highlighting a critical opportunity. The 
International Union for the Conservation of Nature (IUCN) and 
the Nature Conservancy (TNC). 2019. 

31.	 Duarte CM. Seagrass depth limits. Aquatic Botany. 
1991;40(4): 363–377. Available from: doi:https://doi.
org/10.1016/0304-3770(91)90081-F 

32.	 Short F, Carruthers T, Dennison W, Waycott M. Global seagrass 
distribution and diversity: A bioregional model. Journal of 
Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology. 2007;350(1–2): 
3–20. Available from:doi:10.1016/j.jembe.2007.06.012 

33.	 Waycott M, Duarte CM, Caruthers TJB, Orth RJ, Dennison 
WC, Olyarnik S, et al. Accelerating loss of seagrasses across 
the globe threatens coastal ecosystems. Proceedings of the 
National Academy of Sciences. 2009;106(30): 12377–12381. 
Available from: doi:10.1073/pnas.0905620106 

34.	 Duarte CM, Cebrián J. The fate of marine autotrophic 
production. Limnology and Oceanography. 1996;41(8):1758–
1766. Available from: doi:10.4319/lo.1996.41.8.1758 

35.	 Ricart, A. M., York, P. H., Bryant, C. V., Rasheed, M. A., 
Ierodiaconou, D., & Macreadie, P. I. (2020). High variability 
of Blue Carbon storage in seagrass meadows at the estuary 
scale. Scientific Reports, 10(1), 5865 

36.	 Howard J, Hoyt S, Isensee K, Pidgeon E, Telszewski M. 
Coastal Blue Carbon: Methods for Assessing Carbon Stocks 
and Emissions Factors in Mangroves, Tidal Salt Marshes, 
and Seagrass Meadows. Conservation International, 
Intergovernmental Oceanographic Commission of UNESCO, 
International Union for Conservation of Nature. Arlington, 
Virginia, USA. 2014. 



 Imperial College London      Grantham Institute 

10 The contribution of coastal blue carbon ecosystems to climate change mitigation and adaptation Briefing paper   No 34   December 2020

37.	 Costanza R, D’Arge R, de Groot R, Farber S, Grasso M, Hannon 
B, et al. The value of the world’s ecosystem services and 
natural capital. Nature. 1997;387: 253–260. Available from: 
doi:10.1038/387253a0 

38.	 Miles R, Richardson N. Sustainable Shores (Technical report). 
Royal Society for the Protection of Birds. 2018. 

39.	 Chirol C, Haigh ID, Pontee N, Thompson CE, Gallop SL. 
Parametrizing tidal creek morphology in mature saltmarshes 
using semi-automated extraction from lidar. Remote 
Sensing of Environment. 2018;209: 291–311. Available from: 
doi:10.1016/j.rse.2017.11.012 

40.	 Pennings SC, Bertness MD. Salt Marsh Communities. Marine 
Community Ecology. 2001. p. 289–308. 

41.	 Bertness MD, Gough L, Shumway SW. Salt tolerances and the 
distribution of fugitive salt marsh plants. Ecology. 1992;73(5): 
1842–1851. Available from: doi:10.2307/1940035 

42.	 Crooks S, Schutten J, Sheern GD, Pye K, Davy AJ. Drainage and 
elevation as factors in the restoration of salt marsh in Britain. 
Restoration Ecology. 2002;10(3): 591–602. Available from: 
doi:10.1046/j.1526-100X.2002.t01-1-02036.x 

43.	 Banerjee K, Sappal SM, Ramachandran P, Ramesh R. Salt 
Marsh: Ecologically Important, Yet Least Studied Blue Carbon 
Ecosystems in India. Journal of Climate Change. 2017;3(2): 
59–72. Available from: doi:10.3233/jcc-170014 

44.	 Duarte CM. Reviews and syntheses: Hidden forests, the 
role of vegetated coastal habitats in the ocean carbon 
budget. Biogeosciences. 2017;14: 301–310. Available from: 
doi:10.5194/bg-14-301-2017 

45.	 Mueller P, Granse D, Nolte S, Do HT, Weingartner M, Hoth S, et 
al. Top-down control of carbon sequestration: Grazing affects 
microbial structure and function in salt marsh soils: Grazing. 
Ecological Applications. 2017;27(5): 1435–1450. Available 
from: doi:10.1002/eap.1534 

46.	 Knowlton N, Brainard RE, Fisher R, Moews M, Plaisance L, 
Caley MJ. Coral Reef Biodiversity. In: McIntyre AD (ed.) Life in 
the World’s Oceans: Diversity, Distribution, and Abundance. 
2010. Available from: doi:10.1002/9781444325508.ch4 

47.	 Wilkinson C. Status of Coral Reefs of the World: 2008. Coral 
Reefs. 2008. Available from: doi:10.1002/ss 

48.	 Frankignoulle M, Canon C, Gattuso J ‐P. Marine calcification 
as a source of carbon dioxide: Positive feedback of increasing 
atmospheric CO

2
. Limnology and Oceanography. 1994;39(2): 

458–462. Available from: doi:10.4319/lo.1994.39.2.0458 

49.	 Suzuki A, Kawahata H. Carbon budget of coral reef systems: 
An overview of observations in fringing reefs, barrier reefs 
and atolls in the Indo-Pacific regions. Tellus, Series B: 
Chemical and Physical Meteorology. 2002;55(2): 428–444. 
Available from: doi:10.1034/j.1600-0889.2003.01442.x 

50.	 Cyronak T, Andersson AJ, Langdon C, Albright R, Bates NR, 
Caldeira K, et al. Taking the metabolic pulse of the world’s 
coral reefs. PLoS ONE. 2018;13(1): e0190872. Available from: 
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0190872 

51.	 Lovelock CE, Duarte CM. Dimensions of blue carbon and 
emerging perspectives. Biology Letters. 2019;15(3):1–5. 
Available from: doi:10.1098/rsbl.2018.0781 

52.	 Herr D, Landis E. Coastal blue carbon ecosystems. 
Opportunities for Nationally Determined Contributions. 
Habitat Conservation. 2016;28. 

53.	 Griscom BW, Adams J, Ellis PW, Houghton RA, Lomax G, 
Miteva DA, et al. Natural climate solutions. Proceedings of 
the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of 
America. 2017. p. 11645–11650. Available from: doi:10.1073/ 
pnas.1710465114 

54.	 Gattuso JP, Magnan AK, Bopp L, Cheung WWL, Duarte CM, 
Hinkel J, et al. Ocean solutions to address climate change and 
its effects on marine ecosystems. Frontiers in Marine Science. 
2018;5: 337. Available from: doi:10.3389/fmars.2018.00337 

55.	 Le Quéré C, Andrew RM, Canadell JG, Sitch S, Korsbakken JI, 
et al. Global carbon budget 2016. Earth System Science Data 
8:605–649. Available from: doi:10.5194/essd-8-605-2016 

56.	 Wylie L, Sutton-Grier AE, Moore A. Keys to successful blue 
carbon projects: Lessons learned from global case studies. 
Marine Policy. 2016;65: 76–84. Available from: doi:10.1016/j. 
marpol.2015.12.020 

57.	 Troxler TG, Kennedy HA, Crooks S, Sutton-Grier 
AE. Introduction of Coastal Wetlands into the IPCC 
Greenhouse Gas Inventory Methodological Guidance. 
A Blue Carbon Primer. 2018. p. 217–234. Available from: 
doi:10.1201/9780429435362-16 

58.	 Al‐Haj, A.N. and Fulweiler, R.W., 2020. A synthesis of methane 
emissions from shallow vegetated coastal ecosystems. 
Global Change Biology, 26, 2988-3005. 

59.	 Rosentreter, J.A. and Williamson, P., 2020. Concerns and 
uncertainties relating to methane emissions synthesis for 
vegetated coastal ecosystems. Global Change Biology, 26, 
5351-5352. 

60.	 Bayraktarov E, Saunders MI, Abdullah S, Mills M, Beher 
J, Possingham HP, et al. The cost and feasibility of marine 
coastal restoration. Ecological Applications. 2016; Available 
from: doi:10.1890/15-1077 

61.	 BEIS. 2019 UK greenhouse gas emissions, provisional figures. 
2020. Available from: www.gov.uk/government/collections/ 
provisional-ukgreenhouse-gas-emissions-national-statistics 

62.	 Fajardy M, Koberle A, Dowell N mac, Fantuzzi A. BECCS 
deployment: a reality check. Grantham Institute Briefing 
paper. 2019; 28: 1–14. 

63.	 Tang J, Ye S, Chen X, Yang H, Sun X, Wang F, et al. Coastal 
blue carbon: Concept, study method, and the application to 
ecological restoration. Science China Earth Sciences. 2018;61: 
637–646. Available from: doi:10.1007/s11430-017-9181-x 

64.	 FAO. The world’s mangroves 1980-2005. FAO Forestry Paper. 
2007; Available from: doi:978-92-5-105856-5 

http://www.gov.uk/government/collections/ provisional-ukgreenhouse-gas-emissions-national-statistics
http://www.gov.uk/government/collections/ provisional-ukgreenhouse-gas-emissions-national-statistics


Grantham Institute      Imperial College London 

11The contribution of coastal blue carbon ecosystems to climate change mitigation and adaptation Briefing paper   No 34    December 2020

65.	 Jayathilake DRM, Costello MJ. A modelled global distribution 
of the seagrass biome. Biological Conservation. 2018;226: 
120–126. Available from: doi:10.1016/j.biocon.2018.07.009 

66.	 Serrano O, Ricart AM, Lavery PS, Mateo MA, Arias-Ortiz A, 
Masque P, et al. Key biogeochemical factors affecting soil 
carbon storage in Posidonia meadows. Biogeosciences. 
2016;13: 4581–4594. Available from: doi:10.5194/bg-13-4581- 
2016 

67.	 Pendleton L, Donato DC, Murray BC, Crooks S, Jenkins WA, 
Sifleet S, et al. Estimating Global “Blue Carbon” Emissions 
from Conversion and Degradation of Vegetated Coastal 
Ecosystems. PLoS ONE. 2012;7(9):e43542. Available from: 
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0043542 

68.	 Corbera E, Schroeder H. Governing and implementing REDD+. 
Environmental Science and Policy. 2011; Available from: 
doi:10.1016/j.envsci.2010.11.002 

69.	 Olsen KH. The clean development mechanism’s contribution 
to sustainable development: A review of the literature. 
Climatic Change. 2007;84: 59–73. Available from: 
doi:10.1007/s10584-007-9267-y 

70.	 Narayan S, Beck MW, Reguero BG, Losada IJ, van Wesenbeeck 
B, Pontee N, et al. The effectiveness, costs and coastal 
protection benefits of natural and nature-based defences. 
PLoS ONE. 2016; Available from: doi:10.1371/journal. 
pone.0154735 

71.	 John BM, Shirlal KG, Rao S. Effect of artificial vegetation 
on wave attenuation – An experimental investigation. 
Procedia Engineering. 2015;116: 600–606. Available from: 
doi:10.1016/j.proeng.2015.08.331 

72.	 Ferrario F, Beck MW, Storlazzi CD, Micheli F, Shepard CC, 
Airoldi L. The effectiveness of coral reefs for coastal hazard 
risk reduction and adaptation. Nature Communications. 
2014;5: 3794. Available from: doi:10.1038/ncomms4794 

73.	 Christianen MJA, van Belzen J, Herman PMJ, van Katwijk MM, 
Lamers LPM, van Leent PJM, et al. Low-Canopy Seagrass Beds 
Still Provide Important Coastal Protection Services. PLoS 
ONE. 2013;8(5): e62413. Available from: doi:10.1371/journal. 
pone.0062413 

74.	 Teas HJ. Ecology and Restoration of Mangrove Shorelines 
in Florida. Environmental Conservation. 1977;4: 51–58. 
Available from: doi:10.1017/S0376892900025042 

75.	 Ghosh S, Bakshi M, Bhattacharyya S, Nath B, Chaudhuri P. A 
Review of Threats and Vulnerabilities to Mangrove Habitats: 
With Special Emphasis on East Coast of India. J Earth Sci Clim 
Change. 2015;6(4): 1–9. Available from: doi:10.4172/2157- 
7617.1000270 

76.	 Nelson JL, Zavaleta ES. Salt marsh as a coastal filter for the 
oceans: Changes in function with experimental increases in 
nitrogen loading and sea-level rise. PLoS ONE. 2012;7(8): 
e38558. Available from: doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0038558 

77.	 Global Commission on Adaptation. Adapt now: A global call 
for leadership on climate resilience. 2019. Available from: 
https://gca.org/global-commission-on-adaptation/report 

https://gca.org/global-commission-on-adaptation/report


 Imperial College London      Grantham Institute 

About the Grantham Institute and 
Imperial College London
In 2007, the Grantham Foundation for the Protection of the 
Environment made the visionary decision to support an 
Institute at Imperial College London to provide a vital global 
centre of excellence for research and education on climate 
change. Ten years on, the Grantham Institute is established 
as an authority on climate and environmental science.

The Grantham Institute is Imperial’s hub for climate change 
and the environment, and one of six Global Institutes 
established to promote inter-disciplinary working and to 
meet some of the greatest challenges faced by society. 
We drive forward discovery, convert innovations into 
applications, train future leaders and communicate academic 
knowledge to businesses, industry and policymakers to help 
shape their decisions.

Imperial College London is a global university with a 
world-class reputation in science, engineering, business 
and medicine, and excellence in teaching and research. 
Consistently rated amongst the world’s best universities, 
Imperial is committed to developing the next generation of 
researchers, innovators and leaders through collaboration 
across disciplines. 

www.imperial.ac.uk/grantham

Contact us
For more information about this subject, to discuss how the 
issues covered affect you and your work, or to contact the 
authors, please email us at: grantham@imperial.ac.uk

Acknowledgements
We would like to thank Barney Shanks and Professor 
Chris Cheeseman and the Center for Doctoral Training in 
Sustainable Civil Engineering at Imperial College for support 
during initial phase of work done towards this paper.  
We also thank Simon Levey and Emma Cavan for insightful 
comments on the manuscript. 

We would like to give credit to Matthew Tse Ming Hin for 
preliminary research and insightful suggestions during the 
progress of this paper.

About the authors
Nick Reynard is a PhD student in sustainable engineering 
and climate science at Imperial College London. 

Elizabeth Ellison is a PhD student in sustainable 
engineering and climate science at Imperial College London.

Amy Wilson is a PhD student in sustainable engineering 
at Imperial College London.

Dr Ali Mashayek is a lecturer in environmental engineering 
and climate science at Imperial College London. He led the 
efforts leading to this article and is the point of contact 
regarding the technical aspects of the paper.

Phillip Williamson is an Honorary Reader at the 
University of East Anglia and was the first science 
coordinator (2016-19) of the UK Greenhouse Gas Removal 
research programme.

John O-Niles is the Senior Manager of Natural Climate 
Solutions at Salesforce and is the former director of the 
Carbon Institute.

Dr Emma Ransome is a lecturer in microbial ecology at 
Imperial College and Co-Secretary of the British Ecological 
Society Aquatic Group.

Please cite this paper as:  
Reynard, N., Ellison, E., Wilson, A., Williamson, P., O’Niles, 
J., Ransome, E. and Mashayek, A. (2020), The contribution 
of coastal blue carbon ecosystems to climate change 
mitigation and adaptation, Grantham Institute, 
Imperial College London. 
Doi: https://doi.org/10.25561/84458

mailto:grantham@imperial.ac.uk
https://doi.org/10.25561/84458

	Headlines
	Introduction
	Climate change policy
	BCEs and climate change policy 
	Box 1: Defining blue carbon ecosystems
	Box 2: Blue carbon ecosystems
	BCEs and climate change 
	How much carbon could be stored by the restoration of BCEs?
	Carbon storage potential of blue carbon ecosystems
	Box 3: Considerations when calculating blue carbon uptake 
	Mobilising finance for blue carbon 	
	Co-benefits of restoring BCEs 

	Summary for policymakers
	References
	Acknowledgements
	About the authors

