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Abstract
The synergies between remote sensing technologies and ecological research have opened
new avenues for the study of alien plant invasions worldwide. Such scientiﬁc advances
have greatly improved our capacity to issue warnings, develop early-response systems and
assess the impacts of alien plant invasions on biodiversity and ecosystem functioning.
Hitherto, practical applications of remote sensing approaches to support nature
conservation actions are lagging far behind scientiﬁc advances. Yet, for some of these
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technologies, knowledge transfer is diﬃcult due to the complexity of the diﬀerent data
handling procedures and the huge amounts of data it involves per spatial unit.
In this context, the next logical step is to develop clear guidelines for the application of
remote sensing data to monitor and assess the impacts of alien plant invasions, that enable
scientists, landscape managers and policy makers to fully exploit the tools which are
currently available. It is desirable to have such guidelines accompanied by freely available
remote sensing data and generated in a free and open source environment that increases
the availability and aﬀordability of these new technologies.
Here we present a toolbox that provides an easy-to-use, ﬂexible, transparent and open
source set of tools to sample, map, model and assess the impact of alien plant invasions
using two high-resolution remote sensing products (hyperspectral and LiDAR images). This
online toolbox includes a real case dataset designed to facilitate testing and training in any
computer system and processing capacity.

Keywords
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Introduction
Biological invasions by non-native, exotic or “alien” species (hereafter IAS; invasive alien
species: http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/invasivealien/index_en.htm), often related
to other threats such as land use intensiﬁcation and environmental change (Turbelin et al.
2016), are considered one of the biggest threats for biodiversity (Vitousek et al. 1997).
Unfortunately, the number of alien species colonizing and impacting ecosystems is likely to
increase (Levine et al. 2003, Seebens et al. 2017) due to the increase in global trade with
dominant pathways for IAS being horticulture and nursery trade (Chapman et al. 2017). In
particular, invasive alien plants (hereafter IAPs) may have signiﬁcant impacts on ecosystem
functioning. Several studies have analyzed the impact of IAPs on ecosystem structure and
dynamics, including impacts on nutrient cycling, hydrology and ﬁre regimes (Ehrenfeld
2010, Weidenhamer and Callaway 2010), thereby highlighting the magnitude of the
problem and calling for urgent actions to control and manage the invaded as well as the
vulnerable ecosystems.
In this context, the development of thorough management actions requires accurate
assessments of IAS occurrences at ﬁne spatial resolutions and across large spatial
extents. Field surveys are crucial for this task but due to the exhaustive ﬁeldwork required
to monitor changes over time and across large spatial extents, this type of survey is
sometimes not feasible. Besides, ﬁeld surveys might be subject to biases in detection,
especially in cases of early colonization and in relation to the level of expertise of the
observer (Fitzpatrick et al. 2009).
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Noteworthy, ﬁeld observations of IAS’ distribution are often collected as presence-only,
despite the fact that accurate data on species absences is also crucial for monitoring and
for the development of models capturing the species distributions, also known as species
distribution models (SDMs) (Lobo et al. 2010). This fact is of paramount importance in the
case of IAS which usually are not in equilibrium with their environment within the invaded
range, that is, species would have already occupied all suitable habitats and is absent from
all unsuitable habitats: a key assumption of traditional SDMs. In the case of IAS, a careful
distinction between observed absences due to unsuitable environmental conditions, also
known as environmental absences, and those due to dispersal limitations to locations that
are environmentally suitable, known as contingent or dispersal-limited absences (Hattab et
al. 2017), is a key prerequisite to the SDM development. In this context, the availability of
spatially explicit data of high resolution and over large extents, in combination with ground
surveys, could provide the ingredients for the development of a framework for detection,
monitoring and assessment of IAPs that generate products that are relevant for
management at multiple spatial and temporal scales (He et al. 2011, Hattab et al. 2017)
Remote sensing provides continuous spatially explicit data at several temporal and spatial
resolutions ranging from hundreds of meters at high temporal resolution to few centimeters
at lower temporal resolutions and across a steadily increasing spatiotemporal extent. A
growing number of studies have demonstrated the applicability of remote sensing
technology, and speciﬁcally of hyperspectral and Light Detection And Ranging (cf. LiDAR)
sensors, to detect and monitor IAPs (Huang et al. 2013). This ﬂourishing literature ranges
from the diﬀerentiation of native vs. alien species (Somers and Asner 2013) to the
detection of single species including trees, sub canopy trees (Barbosa et al. 2016) and
even tiny moss species (Skowronek et al. 2016). The development of new platforms and
instruments are opening new research avenues that integrate remote sensing as a
standard tool to monitor IAPs. And along with these new technologies comes the need for
transparent and aﬀordable software tools as well as trained experts to process these large
datasets promptly and accurately.
Hyperspectral images are often described as a data cube with a spatial X- and Ydimension, and a third dimension containing information on the earth surface reﬂectance
across the electromagnetic spectrum. This information is provided for hundreds of spectral
bands in the wavelength range spanning from the visible to the mid-infrared part of the
spectrum. Such data set can be linked to biochemical and biophysical vegetation
properties via empirical models which can be used to:
1.
2.
3.
4.

estimate key traits such as speciﬁc leaf area or leaf chlorophyll content (Ghiyamat
and Shafri 2010, Homolová et al. 2013);
assess plant diversity (Nagendra 2001);
classify plant or plant functional types, e.g. to separate native and alien species
(Asner et al. 2008); or
identify single species (Bradley 2013, Skowronek et al. 2016).
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LiDAR sensors use the light emitted from a laser pulse to measure the travel time of the
pulse from the source to the target and back. Using this procedure, the instrument provides
information on the surface and the vegetation 3D structure at high spatial resolution (Lim et
al. 2003). The data collected is distributed in point clouds with varying density depending
on the sensor speciﬁcations, ﬂight height and velocity. The higher the point density the
higher the accuracy in the products derived from it. For example, digital elevation models
(DEMs) can be derived from low density point clouds (1 point per m2) while vegetation
studies require higher point density (from 8 point per m2 onwards) (Wu et al. 2016). The
LiDAR-derived 3D structure of the terrain and the vegetation can be used as surrogates for
physiographic and biophysical properties (e.g. Lenoir et al. 2016), respectively, both being
potential determinants of the distribution and spread of IAPs. For this reason, LiDAR
images are very complementary to hyperspectral images when the aim is to understand
the determinants of IAPs’ distribution within the invaded range and subsequently model the
potential spread.
The aim of this paper is to provide an open source toolbox to face the challenge of
detecting, monitoring and assessing the impact of IAPs on ecosystem functioning through
remote sensing, this work is based on the results and knowledge gained from an interdisciplinary BiodivERsA project (DIARS, http://diars.vgt.vito.be/).
The toolbox (http://diarsproject.github.io/DIARS/HomeDIARS.html) features clear
guidelines to process and analyze ground and remote sensing data to map, model and
assess the impact on ecosystem functioning of IAPs. A dataset specially designed to allow
computation even at small processing power as well as the “iSDM” R package (https://
cran.r-project.org/web/packages/iSDM/) to help inform the sampling of IASs as well the
mapping and modelling of IASs are also provided together with the toolbox.

Overview of the toolbox
The toolbox is designed as an easy-to-use, free and open-source solution for the detection,
monitoring and impact assessment of IAPs through remote sensing (Fig. 1). It consists of a
series of tutorials that include exemplary datasets of ground surveys, LiDAR point cloud
data, hyperspectral images and several R functions to:
•
•
•

implement an optimal sampling design for ground surveys;
map and model the realized and potential distributions of IAPs within the invaded
range, respectively; and
assess the impact of IAPs on some ecosystem functions.

The toolbox tutorials are organized into two main sections:
•
•

data preparation and
applications (Fig. 1).
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Figure 1.
DIARS toolbox workﬂow. The green gears correspond to the sections of the toolbox and are
accompanied by boxes stating its main goal. The gray gears describe the advantages of the
DIARS toolbox.

The ﬁrst section contains three tutorials on hyperspectral data, LiDAR data processing and
the implementation of the method and R functions to generate an optimized systemic
sampling design. The second section presents the three main applications of the toolbox:
mapping, modeling and impact assessment.

Data processing
There are three main types of data used in the toolbox: hyperspectral data; LiDAR data;
and ﬁeld data. Each type of data requires a speciﬁc processing that is explained in a
dedicated tutorial. The ﬁrst tutorial, hyperspectral data processing guidelines, includes a
procedure to ﬁlter speciﬁc bands with values that might add noise to the analysis (e.g.
water vapor) and the steps recommended to have the data ready to use in R (R Core Team
2015).
The LiDAR guidelines include instructions on how to import the data (in LAS format) into R
and extract a high-resolution digital terrain model (DTM), as well as various canopy height
metrics and statistics. This part of the tutorial is based on an interface between GRASS
GIS 7.0 (GRASS Development Team 2015) and the R environment, which oﬀers the
possibility to ecologists (who are more familiar with R) to use GRASS GIS commands from
the R command line via rgrass7 package (Bivand 2016).
Finally, in the third part of this section, highlights an approach that optimizes the sampling
of observed presence-absence data of IAS in the ﬁeld and the handling of absence data for
subsequent analyses. The tools are presented as part of the “iSDM” R package (Hattab et
al. 2017), that provides functions to facilitate the setup of ground surveys that optimally
capture the environmental variation available within the studied area through a systematic
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sampling design within the environmental space and, to assess the probability that
observed ﬁeld absences are contingent and thus should only be used for mapping the
realized distribution but not for modeling the potential distribution (Fig. 2, Hattab et al.
2017).

Figure 2.
Overlook of the “iSDM” R package functions presented in the toolbox.

Applications
The applications part of the toolbox is based on three main pillars: mapping; distribution
modeling; and impact assessment. Early detection and monitoring of IAPs is key to track
and minimize its negative impacts on natural ecosystems, while ground surveys are of
crucial importance to ensure early detection and monitoring of IAS. Yet, the logistical
barriers to reach remote areas and organize periodic surveys limit its success. The
potential of hyperspectral images has already proven useful to face the challenge of
detecting even relatively low cover fractions of a small and inconspicuous moss species
(Skowronek et al. 2016). This particularly challenging example is presented in the tutorial
(Fig. 3).
Projecting species’ future distributions has become an important tool to manage alien plant
invasions (Rocchini et al. 2017). These models (cf. SDMs) produce maps depicting the
areas of potential invasion risk, the areas that require close surveillance and those that
require mitigation actions (Guisan et al. 2013). In this section, guidelines to run SDMs are
provided as well as a set of observations to run SDMs for IAS in a “best practices”
framework. This section also combines the outcomes from the LiDAR data processing with
those derived from the systematic sampling design proposed in the toolbox.
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Figure 3.
Example of the workﬂow used for the mapping of alien plants. The same approach was used
for all the tutorials.

The last part in the applications’ section deals with the assessment of the impact of plant
invasions on the ecosystem functioning. The approach focuses on the impact of IAP
species establishment on the nutrient status of the native plant communities (Aerts et al.
2017). In a ﬁrst step, a combination of LiDAR and hyperspectral data is used to predict
measurements of chemical leaf traits into space. In a second step, information from the
resulting prediction maps is used to compare canopy nutrient concentrations between
invaded and non-invaded sites.

Data resources
The demonstration dataset was generated to provide an easy-to-download and easy-to-use
real-world data set including ground surveys, hyperspectral and LiDAR data of actual alien
plant invasion cases. One initial challenge when using LiDAR and hyperspectral data is the
large size of the ﬁles that often require high computer power. For example, the original
hyperspectral data ﬁle of one of our study site was 27 Gb and the raw point cloud LiDAR
ﬁle was 413 Gb, which are typical dataset sizes for airborne imagery. To overcome this
high demand of computational power, we developed a checkerboard approach (Fig. 4) that
reconstructs a hyperspectral/LiDAR image using only information from areas relevant for
model calibration and validation, together with information from a set of background areas.
This way we derived snippets from the original images that were in a second step
rearranged to an image mosaic (Fig. 5). The resulting reconstructed image is similar to a
checkerboard where each cell consists of the extracted hyperspectral/LiDAR values for a
speciﬁc plot. After the reconstruction, plot ﬁeld data were relocated to match the spatial
locations in the reconstructed image and provide a complete but much lighter dataset with
real hyperspectral and LiDAR data, and ground data.
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Figure 4.
Image reconstruction process work ﬂow. This process is done using GRASS GIS.

Figure 5.
Some examples of reconstructed images: A. Sylt island reconstructed image and plot locations
(wavelengths: 170R, 65G, 17B). B. Compiègne Forest reconstructed image and plot locations
(wavelengths: 207R, 65G, 10B).

The dataset consists of two such reconstructed hyperspectral images with 248 spectral
bands and spatial resolutions of 1.8 m x 1.8 m (Fig. 5A) and 3 m x 3 m (Fig. 5B) for the
island of Sylt (Germany) and for the forest of Compiègne (France), respectively. A set of
LiDAR-derived rasters with the same spatial resolutions and, a corresponding table of plotbased ﬁeld. The ﬁeld data include repositioned geographical coordinates (in the
reconstructed image space), grid categories (i.e. calibration, validation, background) and
the percentage cover of the invasive alien moss species Campylopus introﬂexus (Hedw.)
Brid., 1819 (Sylt island) and the invasive alien tree species Prunus serotina Ehrh., 1788
(forest of Compiègne). Additional ﬁeld data are provided for the forest of Compiègne on the
community weighted mean of leaf phosphorus and nitrogen concentration for plots with
varying native and alien invasive species abundance. The original remote sensing data
were acquired in two ﬂights and ﬁeld campaigns within the DIARS project. For Sylt island,
an APEX (Airborne Prism Experiment) sensor covering a spectral range between 412 and
2432 nm was used by The Flemish Institute for Technological Research (VITO) to acquire
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the hyperspectral images during July 2014. VITO also preprocessed the hyperspectral
images with geometric calibration, correction of spectral smile eﬀects and atmospheric
correction (Schaepman et al. 2015). Aerodata France acquired and preprocessed airborne
discrete return LiDAR data across the island of Sylt with an average point density of 23
points/m2 across the island of Sylt, also in July 2014. For the forest of Compiègne, an
APEX sensor covering a spectral range between 380 nm and 2500 nm was used by VITO
to acquire the hyperspectral images during July 2014. Aerodata France acquired and
preprocessed airborne discrete return LiDAR data across the forest of Compiègne with an
average point density of 14 points/m² in February 2014.
The toolbox is transparent and open, allowing for changes and customizations to ﬁt other
datasets and sources, and also presents the method to create training data, via the
“virtualspecies” R package (Leroy et al. 2015), for SDMs (Hattab et al. 2017) and other
applications.

Accesing the toolbox
The toolbox can be accessed at http://diarsproject.github.io/DIARS/HomeDIARS.html. The
dataset can be downloaded from the site and all the tutorials have been developed using
the following free and open source software (FOSS): R and GRASS GIS (Neteler et al.
2012).

Acknowledgements
This study is part of the project DIARS (Detection of invasive plant species and
assessment of their impact on ecosystem properties through remote sensing) funded by
the ERA-Net BiodivERsA, with the national funders: ANR; BelSPO; and DFG. The authors
would like to thank the Oﬃce National des Forêts (ONF) for granting permission for leaf
sampling and for providing the airborne LiDAR data.

References
•

•

•

Aerts R, Ewald M, Nicolas M, Piat J, Skowronek S, Lenoir J, Hattab T, Garzón-López C,
Feilhauer H, Schmidtlein S, Rocchini D, Decocq G, Somers B, De Kerchove RV, Denef
K, Honnay O (2017) Invasion by the Alien Tree Prunus serotina Alters Ecosystem
Functions in a Temperate Deciduous Forest. Frontiers in Plant Science 8 https://
doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2017.00179
Asner G, Jones M, Martin R, Knapp D, Hughes RF (2008) Remote sensing of native
and invasive species in Hawaiian forests. Remote Sensing of Environment 112 (5):
1912‑1926. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2007.02.043
Barbosa J, Asner G, Martin R, Baldeck C, Hughes F, Johnson T (2016) Determining
Subcanopy Psidium cattleianum Invasion in Hawaiian Forests Using Imaging
Spectroscopy. Remote Sensing 8 (12): 33. https://doi.org/10.3390/rs8010033

10

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
•

•

•

•

•

•

Garzon-Lopez CX et al

Bivand R (2016) rgrass7: Interface Between GRASS 7 Geographical Information
System and R. R package version 0.1-8. URL: https://CRAN.R-project.org/
package=rgrass7
Bradley B (2013) Remote detection of invasive plants: a review of spectral, textural and
phenological approaches. Biological Invasions 16 (7): 1411‑1425. https://
doi.org/10.1007/s10530-013-0578-9
Chapman D, Purse B, Roy H, Bullock J (2017) Global trade networks determine the
distribution of invasive non-native species. Global Ecology and Biogeography 26 (8):
907‑917. https://doi.org/10.1111/geb.12599
Ehrenfeld J (2010) Ecosystem Consequences of Biological Invasions. Annual Review of
Ecology, Evolution, and Systematics 41 (1): 59‑80. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurevecolsys-102209-144650
Fitzpatrick M, Preisser E, Ellison A, Elkinton J (2009) Observer bias and the detection of
low-density populations. Ecological Applications 19 (7): 1673‑1679. https://
doi.org/10.1890/09-0265.1
Ghiyamat A, Shafri HM (2010) A review on hyperspectral remote sensing for
homogeneous and heterogeneous forest biodiversity assessment. International Journal
of Remote Sensing 31 (7): 1837‑1856. https://doi.org/10.1080/01431160902926681
GRASS Development Team (2015) Geographic Resources Analysis Support System
(GRASS GIS) Software. Open Source Geospatial Foundation.
Guisan A, Tingley R, Baumgartner J, Naujokaitis-Lewis I, Sutcliﬀe P, Tulloch AT, Regan
T, Brotons L, McDonald-Madden E, Mantyka-Pringle C, Martin T, Rhodes J, Maggini R,
Setterﬁeld S, Elith J, Schwartz M, Wintle B, Broennimann O, Austin M, Ferrier S,
Kearney M, Possingham H, Buckley Y (2013) Predicting species distributions for
conservation decisions. Ecology Letters 16 (12): 1424‑1435. https://doi.org/10.1111/
ele.12189
Hattab T, Garzón-López C, Ewald M, Skowronek S, Aerts R, Horen H, Brasseur B,
Gallet-Moron E, Spicher F, Decocq G, Feilhauer H, Honnay O, Kempeneers P,
Schmidtlein S, Somers B, De Kerchove RV, Rocchini D, Lenoir J (2017) A uniﬁed
framework to model the potential and realized distributions of invasive species within the
invaded range. Diversity and Distributions 23 (7): 806‑819. https://doi.org/10.1111/
ddi.12566
He K, Rocchini D, Neteler M, Nagendra H (2011) Beneﬁts of hyperspectral remote
sensing for tracking plant invasions. Diversity and Distributions 17 (3): 381‑392. https://
doi.org/10.1111/j.1472-4642.2011.00761.x
Homolová L, Malenovský Z, Clevers JP, García-Santos G, Schaepman M (2013)
Review of optical-based remote sensing for plant trait mapping. Ecological Complexity
15: 1‑16. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecocom.2013.06.003
Huang ZX, de Boer W, Langevelde Fv, Olson V, Blackburn T, Prins HT (2013) Species'
Life-History Traits Explain Interspeciﬁc Variation in Reservoir Competence: A Possible
Mechanism Underlying the Dilution Eﬀect. PLoS ONE 8 (1): e54341. https://
doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0054341
Lenoir J, Hattab T, Pierre G (2016) Climatic microrefugia under anthropogenic climate
change: implications for species redistribution. Ecography 40 (2): 253‑266. https://
doi.org/10.1111/ecog.02788

The DIARS toolbox: a spatially explicit approach to monitor alien plant ...

•

•

•

•

•
•

•
•

•

•

•

•

11

Leroy B, Meynard C, Bellard C, Courchamp F (2015) virtualspecies, an R package to
generate virtual species distributions. Ecography 39 (6): 599‑607. https://
doi.org/10.1111/ecog.01388
Levine JM, Vila M, Antonio CMD, Dukes JS, Grigulis K, Lavorel S (2003) Mechanisms
underlying the impacts of exotic plant invasions. Proceedings of the Royal Society B:
Biological Sciences 270 (1517): 775‑781. https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2003.2327
Lim K, Treitz P, Wulder M, St-Onge B, Flood M (2003) LiDAR remote sensing of forest
structure. Progress in Physical Geography 27 (1): 88‑106. https://
doi.org/10.1191/0309133303pp360ra
Lobo J, Jiménez-Valverde A, Hortal J (2010) The uncertain nature of absences and
their importance in species distribution modelling. Ecography 33 (1): 103‑114. https://
doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0587.2009.06039.x
Nagendra H (2001) Using remote sensing to assess biodiversity. International Journal of
Remote Sensing 22 (12): 2377‑2400. https://doi.org/10.1080/01431160117096
Neteler M, Bowman MH, Landa M, Metz M (2012) GRASS GIS: A multi-purpose open
source GIS. Environmental Modelling & Software 31: 124‑130. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.envsoft.2011.11.014
R Core Team (2015) R: A language and environment for statistical computing. R
Foundation for Statistical Computing.
Rocchini D, Garzon-Lopez C, Marcantonio M, Amici V, Bacaro G, Bastin L, Brummitt N,
Chiarucci A, Foody G, Hauﬀe H, He K, Ricotta C, Rizzoli A, Rosà R (2017) Anticipating
species distributions: Handling sampling eﬀort bias under a Bayesian framework.
Science of The Total Environment 282‑290. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.scitotenv.2016.12.038
Schaepman M, Jehle M, Hueni A, D'Odorico P, Damm A, Weyermann J, Schneider F,
Laurent V, Popp C, Seidel F, Lenhard K, Gege P, Küchler C, Brazile J, Kohler P, Vos LD,
Meuleman K, Meynart R, Schläpfer D, Kneubühler M, Itten K (2015) Advanced
radiometry measurements and Earth science applications with the Airborne Prism
Experiment (APEX). Remote Sensing of Environment 158: 207‑219. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2014.11.014
Seebens H, Blackburn T, Dyer E, Genovesi P, Hulme P, Jeschke J, Pagad S, Pyšek P,
Winter M, Arianoutsou M, Bacher S, Blasius B, Brundu G, Capinha C, Celesti-Grapow
L, Dawson W, Dullinger S, Fuentes N, Jäger H, Kartesz J, Kenis M, Kreft H, Kühn I,
Lenzner B, Liebhold A, Mosena A, Moser D, Nishino M, Pearman D, Pergl J, Rabitsch
W, Rojas-Sandoval J, Roques A, Rorke S, Rossinelli S, Roy H, Scalera R, Schindler S,
Štajerová K, Tokarska-Guzik B, Kleunen Mv, Walker K, Weigelt P, Yamanaka T, Essl F
(2017) No saturation in the accumulation of alien species worldwide. Nature
Communications 8: 14435. https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms14435
Skowronek S, Ewald M, Isermann M, De Kerchove RV, Lenoir J, Aerts R, Warrie J,
Hattab T, Honnay O, Schmidtlein S, Rocchini D, Somers B, Feilhauer H (2016) Mapping
an invasive bryophyte species using hyperspectral remote sensing data. Biological
Invasions 19 (1): 239‑254. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-016-1276-1
Somers B, Asner G (2013) Invasive Species Mapping in Hawaiian Rainforests Using
Multi-Temporal Hyperion Spaceborne Imaging Spectroscopy. IEEE Journal of Selected
Topics in Applied Earth Observations and Remote Sensing 6 (2): 351‑359. https://
doi.org/10.1109/jstars.2012.2203796

12

•

•

•

•

Garzon-Lopez CX et al

Turbelin A, Malamud B, Francis R (2016) Mapping the global state of invasive alien
species: patterns of invasion and policy responses. Global Ecology and Biogeography
26 (1): 78‑92. https://doi.org/10.1111/geb.12517
Vitousek P, D'Antonio C, Loope L, Rejmanek M, Westbrooks R (1997) Introduced
species: A signiﬁcant component of human-caused global change. New Zealand
Journal of Ecology 21: 1‑16.
Weidenhamer J, Callaway R (2010) Direct and Indirect Eﬀects of Invasive Plants on Soil
Chemistry and Ecosystem Function. Journal of Chemical Ecology 36 (1): 59‑69. https://
doi.org/10.1007/s10886-009-9735-0
Wu Z, Survey UG, Science Center WG, States U, Dye D, Stoker J, Vogel J, Velasco M,
Middleton B, Survey UG, Science Center WG, States U, Program NG, Survey UG,
States U, Survey UG, Science Center WG, States U (2016) Evaluating Lidar Point
Densities for Eﬀective Estimation of Aboveground Biomass. International Journal of
Advanced Remote Sensing and GIS 5 (1): 1483‑1499. https://doi.org/10.23953/
cloud.ijarsg.40

