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Results and Conclusions

Following the ban:

A Mature forest loss decreased from 2.2% to 1.2% per
year (Fig. 2).
The proportion of pineapple and other export-oriented
cropland derived from mature forest declined from
16.4% to 1.9% (Fig. 3).
All  agricultural land covers decreased their
proportional expansion into mature forest (Fig. 4).

Overall, there was a small net gain in forest cover due to a
shifting mosaic of regrowth and clearing In pastures
(Figs. 5 and 6).

We conclude that forest protection efforts in northern
Costa Rica likely have slowed mature forest loss
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Table 1: Classification accuracy of individual image-dates
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Table 2: Forest/Open change accuracy (1986-1996-2011)
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