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Figure 1. The average annual changein ZB-index of foliation by ecoregion section for the period of record in each state.
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Figure2. Tree mortality expressed astheratio of annual mortality volume to annual gross growth volume (colored polygons).

The black circlesrepresent theratio of the average diameter of treesthat died to the aver age diameter of the surviving trees as
of the most recent measurement of each plot.
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Figure 3. Historic (pre-European Settlement) fire regimes (Source: Fire Sciences L ab.
http://www.fs.fed.us/fir e/fuelman/fir er eg2000/maps.html).
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Figure4. Currently forested area of the U.S. by fire Condition Class.
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Figure5. Percent of forested area in each ecoregion section in Current Condition Class 3.
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Figure 6. The percentage of plotsthat had aver age hardwood Damage Severity Index (DSI) values of 15 or greater (colored

polygons). The black circlesindicate the average Damage Severity Index (based on the type of damage, severity, and location
on thetree) value of softwood trees on each FHM plot.



Plot softwood DS Uy
u i ?4 g Ty
« T.5-149
« 15-24.9
« 26-499
e 50-130
% plots having mean plot DSI of 15 or greater
0-5
§1-10
101 -15
B 151 -25
B 251 -444
I Insufficient Data
Ecoregion section boundary

Figure7. The percentage of plotsthat had aver age softwood Damage Severity Index (DSI) values of 15 or greater (colored

polygons). The black circlesindicate the average Damage Severity Index (based on the type of damage, severity, and location
on thetree) value of softwood trees on each FHM plot.
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Figure 8. Ecoregion section lichen speciesrichness —the total number of lichen species found in each ecoregion section, based
on the most recent visit to each FHM plot (1994 through 1998). L abelson the map indicate the number of FHM lichen plotsin
each ecoregion section. Speciesrichness not calculated for sectionswith less than 5 lichen plots; lichen richness may be
underestimated for sectionswith lessthan 10 lichen plots.
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This map uses the 1997 remapping of Bailey's ecoregion sections (Freeoul 1997)

Figure9. Lichen air quality scoresfor Colorado (high values = better air quality). Data shown are from both regular FHM
plots and off-frame plotslocated near urban or industrialized areas.
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Figure 10. Lichen gradient model scoresfor FHM plotsin the southeastern US. Map A shows macr oclimate gradient scores

(high values = cooler and wetter). Map B showsair quality gradient scores (high values = better air quality). Circles= 1998
data; triangles = 1994 data.








