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8.0 Appendixes 1000 

Table S1. Footprint density and distance between field plot and footprint centroids 1001 

for each plot at Corcovado National Park and La Selva Biological Station. 1002 

  1003 

Site plot nb footprints min max mean stdev

Corcovado 6 4 12.34 21.86 16.67 4.82

Corcovado 7 3 13.92 25.04 18.05 6.08

Corcovado 8 3 3.86 24.00 13.93 14.24

Corcovado 9 3 11.96 20.84 17.85 5.10

Corcovado 10 3 10.11 25.51 18.20 7.73

Corcovado 11 2 13.10 25.19 17.63 6.59

Corcovado 12 4 9.30 21.53 15.57 5.62

Corcovado 13 3 12.06 17.64 14.19 3.01

Corcovado 14 2 15.69 23.32 19.70 3.29

Corcovado 15 4 8.50 25.43 17.77 8.58

Corcovado 16 3 15.49 23.78 19.77 3.68

Corcovado 17 3 16.36 18.30 17.23 0.82

Corcovado 18 5 10.72 23.96 18.05 6.06

Corcovado 19 4 13.08 23.64 18.23 5.29

Corcovado 20 2 12.70 15.17 13.93 1.75

Corcovado 21 1 5.37 27.04 16.20 15.33

Corcovado 22 3 7.92 24.27 19.87 7.97

Average - 3 11.32 22.74 17.23 6.23

La Selva A1 65 3.47 56.79 38.61 13.32

La Selva A2 70 4.99 58.00 37.99 13.00

La Selva A3 45 6.46 61.52 41.68 14.10

La Selva A4 51 7.45 61.94 40.68 14.91

La Selva A5 46 3.21 61.91 40.91 15.27

La Selva A6 20 5.88 61.16 40.27 15.33

La Selva L1 37 8.55 61.53 40.15 15.12

La Selva L2 45 1.18 61.88 40.52 15.18

La Selva L3 24 6.35 60.85 40.14 14.60

La Selva L4 41 9.77 60.47 39.72 14.78

La Selva L5 29 4.36 61.02 41.54 14.81

La Selva L6 37 7.86 61.03 40.66 14.84

La Selva P1 47 5.76 61.83 40.25 14.52

La Selva P2 36 2.91 61.95 43.94 12.53

La Selva P3 41 2.75 61.62 41.29 16.01

La Selva P4 22 5.88 61.87 44.32 14.32

La Selva P5 49 2.28 61.78 41.14 16.09

La Selva P6 34 1.68 60.68 40.07 17.26

Average - 41.06 5.04 60.99 40.77 14.78

Distance between centroids (m)
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Figure S2. Regression plots between field (heights and biomass) and LiDAR metrics 1004 

for the Corcovado plots alone (a – e), the La Selva plots alone (f – j), all Costa Rican 1005 

plots combined (k – o) and the Sonoma plots alone (p – q). 1006 

 1007 
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Figure S2 (continuation). Regression plots between field (heights and biomass) and 1008 

LiDAR metrics for the Corcovado plots alone (a – e), the La Selva plots alone (f – g), 1009 

all Costa Rican plots combined (h – n) and the Sonoma plots alone (o – p). 1010 

1011 

 1012 

 1013 

 1014 

 1015 

 1016 

 1017 

 1018 

 1019 

 1020 

 1021 
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Figure S3. Regression plots using field metrics to predict plot-aggregated biomass 1022 

for the Corcovado plots alone (a – e), the La Selva plots alone (f – i), all Costa Rican 1023 

plots combined (j – m) and the Sonoma plots alone (n).1024 

 1025 
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Figure S3 (continuation). Regression plots using field metrics to predict plot-1026 

aggregated biomass for the Corcovado plots alone (a – e), the La Selva plots alone (f 1027 

– i), all Costa Rican plots combined (j – m) and the Sonoma plots alone (n). 1028 

 1029 

 1030 

Figure S4. Correlation between RH100 and BA for the La Selva site. The assumption 1031 

underlying the modeling approach of Asner and Mascaro (2014) is that there is a 1032 

linear relationship between both metrics. 1033 

 1034 


