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with remote sensing time series data
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Overall aim Mountain tundra responses to climate change by mainly increasing of forest cover and altitudinal position of uppermost trees.
Using very high-resolution satellite imagery of 1952, 1979 and 2015 we compared the position and abundance of five main
vegetation types of the Agashashok river valley Alaska, USA: closed forest, open woodland, shrubs, tundra and unvegetated
areas for these dates and then used the generalized linear models to predict tree abundance in tundra depending on
morphometric variables and temperature changes.

Changes in different tundra types as observed from remote sensing data
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open . The acceleration of tree and
— shrub occurrence after 1979
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Modelling of tree presence In tundra
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