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Objectives Vegetation structure and distribution across GSMNP

Patterns of vegetation across the park
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Figure 4: Vegetation canopy structure and their distribution
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on south facing regions.

Figure 5: Structure and distribution of understory vegetation (0-8m)

Figure 9: Forest canopies are taller at low to mid eleva- Figure 10: Dense understory and low height vegetations

tions, and shorter vegetation at higher elevations are dominant at higher elevations in the park
Airborne LiDAR for GSMNP

Forest at lower/mid elevation have taller canopies and lower understory vegetation, while the higher elevations exhibit shorter
canopies with denser understory vegetation.
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