An extract of Distribution of overall eco-system from http://www.pcug.org.au/~gianni/fieldreport1.html
	Site
	Pre-1750 Area (ha)
	Extant Area (ha)
	In Oolong Pre 1750 (ha)
	In Oolong Extent (ha)

	114
	202415
	95557
	400
	263

	122
	48100
	10758
	74
	21

	160
	335030
	12902
	89
	2

	161
	88499
	1918
	163
	8


For the aggregated areas of 4 ecosystems: only 17.97% of entire original ecosystem remains; while Oolong is relatively less effected by the clearing, 40.5% of Pre 1750 areas remain (see row-6 of 4EcoSys.xls).
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The pie charts below depict ecosystems’ distribution: how each of 4 sites adds to the whole (Top 2 pie charts for entire eco-system, while 2 bottom ones for Oolong).

The Clearing did not affect each site equally (Column-F, Column-J of 4EcoSys.xls shows % remain for each site individually), difference in pie charts on left and right reflect this: changes in ratios each site add to the whole are quit apparent except Site122; TL pie chart shows for pre 1750 Site116 add most to the overall eco-system, but TR pie chart for Current (after clearing) shows Site114, became the dominance, represent the most (more than ¾) of what’s left of entire ecosystem; BL and BR pie charts (for Oolong) shows Site 114 add most to the areas in Oolong but more so for Current (almost 90%)

Overall, as result of clearing, what Site160 add to the whole reduced the most as Site114 reduced the least. Making Site114 the most significant site of ecosystems. To emphasize, for Oolong, Site114 alone adds about 8 times as much to other 3 Site combined.
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Looking for any pattern of % of what have remained, the fore columns are of entire ecosystem and rear columns are of Oolong. General patterns are: more % of areas in Oolong remains, as most rear bars are higher than their counterparts; higher loss of area in entire ecosystem does means higher loss of areas in Oolong, as higher the fore columns almost means higher the rear columns.
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For each sites, areas belong to Oolong are less than 0.5% (see Column-L, Column-M of 4EcoSys.xls) of entire ecosystems, both current and pre 1750.  The following graphs Column-L and Column-M, within their little 0.5% scale the distinctions are visible enough. The overall pattern when looking at each sites individually suggest %wise: extent-areas (current) are higher than Pre 1750 (before the clearing). Aggregated are 0.11% for pre 1750 and 0.24% current, although still very small, it’s now more than 2 times as significant compare to before the clearing. It should be noted if Site160 adds very larger portion of whole areas of ecosystem the result of aggregated might not concur.

Remainder: The heights of columns actually mark the relative % of areas owe by Oolong and have nothing to do with the size of areas in each sites.
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