Imp acts of Invasive Background & Motivation Mapping Invasive Alien Trees (IATs) with Hyperspectral Imagery
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Methods Estimating Effects of Invasion Using a Casual Inference Framework
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Next Steps

We will use the layers created in this workflow to estimate the
causal effects on invasion on water use, both directly and via
changes to diversity and functional form.

Figure 2: Reflectance of mapped taxa (n = 300 per class) from AVIRIS-NG.
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