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position, and slope on
the landscape. Mortality and canopy “re damage were calculated for each individual. In lowland loca-canopy
tions Tc/F2 1 Tf6.3761 0 0 6.3761 562.7609 431.8.632 1 Tf6.3761 0 0 6.3761 2land
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Fig. 4. Species-speci“c probability of survival from “re asa function of stem height (m) and location on the landscape (topographic position). Probability values of 0 indicates
no /F81T732951 357.5311 Tm [( )] TJ 0.0004 Tc /F311 lues
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Devine et al. 2017; Skowno et
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ing herbivores or by cutting treatments that reduce the number
of woody stems (O<Connor et al. 2020; Capozzelli et al. 2020).
As
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