Calibration and Validation of Abstract

Cover maps are being developed for selected tundra plant functional types (PFTs) across >500,000 sq. km of arctic and boreal Alaska and adjacent Canada at 30 m resolution. Training

FraCt|Ona| L|Chen Cover Mapp|ng and validation data include a field-based training dataset based on both point-intercept and ocular estimation sampling methods at thousands of plots spanning bioclimatic and
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Matthew J. Macander™ ,ZEFIC Palm ,feter R. Nelson”, Mark Hebblewhite ~, Jim Herriges®, Gerald V. Frost~, training and validation data for mapping Light Macrolichen cover in the range of the Fortymile Caribou Herd. The mosaics and associated surface and canopy height models were .
Christopher S. Swingley”, Emily Holt developed using a consumer drone and structure from motion processing. We summarized both the in situ measurements and drone imagery to determine cover of Light Macrolichens. P ——— 11C.
1. Corresponding author. Box 80410, Fairbanks, Alaska, 99708. 907.455.6777x112. mmacander@abrinc.com. We applied these data to train 2 m (limited extent) and 30 m (wall to wall) maps of fractional cover for lichen for c. 2015. Predictors for 2 m models were commercial satellite imagery e e environmenial research ¢ services
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Polygons were 5-439 Landsat pixels in A k I d t References Fractional cover of Light Macrolichens was mapped at 30 m resolution for the range of the Fortymile Caribou Herd. A
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