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Post-Fire Changes to Watershed

Sediment erosion & deposition
*compare DEM layers

Runoff analysis
*compare flow grids
*compare stream polylines

Data Compared
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(2005) 7.5 Minute Enhanced 10m DEM, GeoTIFF
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(2014) 1-ft LiDAR (light detection and ranging)

Resampling to compare different resolutions:
One 10 meter pixel = ~ 1076 1-ft. pixels

Differential layer = resampled LiDAR - DEM



Hillshade layer created with 1-ft LiDAR




resampled LiDAR elevation
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Areas with little to no change:
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differential along road surface
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Error in LiDAR data due to tree cover
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differential across watershed
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New Vegetation Growth

! differential uphill at CdV Spring 5.0
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—— 10 m DEM stream pohyfine
—— 1-it LiDAR stream pohy/ine
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Conclusions

Observations

Future Work
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