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networks, invasive alien species are crossing borders

worldwide at alarming rates (Haack 2006; Haack
and Rabaglia 2013; Hulme 2009; Kaluza et al. 2010; Koch
et al. 2011; Liebhold et al. 2006; Lodge et al. 2006; Per-
rings et al. 2005; PySek and Richardson 2010; Tatem 2009;
Westphal et al. 2008). An astonishing 50,000+ non-native
species have been introduced into the U.S. either acci-
dentally or purposefully, and approximately 4,500 of
those introductions have been arthropods (Pimentel et
al. 2005). Furthermore, new establishments of non-native
species (arthropods and others) continue to accumulate
rapidly, at an average of six per year in California and 15
per year in both Hawaii and Florida (Center for Invasive
Species Research 2014). In the mid-1990s, it was estimat-
ed that some 360 introduced insect species had become
established in U.S. forests (Liebhold et al. 1995; reviewed
by Moser et al. 2009). According to one estimate, about
30% of those introduced species have since become major
forest pests (Pimentel et al. 2005). In a more recent study,
Aukema et al. (2010) generated a list of 455 non-indige-
nous forest pests that had become established in the U.S.
as of 2006. A few examples of high-impact forest insect
pests include the beech scale [Cryptococcus fagisuga
Lindinger (Hemiptera: Eriococcidae)], which is associ-
ated with beech bark disease; the European gypsy moth
[Lymantria dispar Linnaeus (Lepidoptera: Erebidae)],
which feeds on hundreds of plant species, especially oak

E nabled by humans’ ever-expanding trade and travel

and aspen; the hemlock woolly adelgid [Adelges tsugae
Annand (Hemiptera: Adelgidae); HWA], which attacks all
age classes of both eastern hemlock [Tsuga canadensis
(L.)] and Carolina hemlock (Tsuga caroliniana Engelm);
and the balsam woolly adelgid [Adelges piceae (Ratz.)
(Hemiptera: Adelgidae); BWA], which kills firs (Abies sp.),
and in particular, has virtually eliminated mature firs in
Great Smoky Mountains National Park. Introduced to
North America between 1890 and 1954, these four insects
are now widespread in the eastern U.S. Newer threats
include the emerald ash borer (EAB), Agrilus planipennis
Fairmaire (Coleoptera: Buprestidae), which is believed
to have arrived in the Detroit, Michigan, area during or
even before the 1990s (Siegert et al. 2014), and the redbay
ambrosia beetle, Xyleborus glabratus Eichhoff (Coleoptera:
Curculionidae), the vector of laurel wilt disease, which
was first detected near Savannah, Georgia, in 2002 (Koch
and Smith 2008). Like the previous examples, these two
species are certain to dramatically alter the composition
of landscapes where their hosts occur.

The U.S. Forest Service conducts the longest-running,
most comprehensive survey of forested lands in the United
States via the Forest Inventory and Analysis (FIA) pro-
gram. The program collects data on status, trends, and
resource conditions for all forest lands in a consistent
fashion across the U.S. Researchers, regulatory officials,
and policy makers who deal with forest pests have found
these data invaluable for answering questions about
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past invasions and predicting the effects of current and
future invasions. The primary objective of this paper is
to illustrate some of the many ways in which FIA data
have been utilized for analysis and management of for-
est pest invasions.

Forest Inventory in the United States
Forest inventories have a long and colorful history in the
U.S. From the first statewide inventory of forest resources
in Massachusetts in 1830 to the 1998 Agriculture Research,
Extension, and Education Reform Act (Farm Bill), which
largely shaped the current FIA program, a wide variety of
stakeholders have demanded reliable, up-to-date informa-
tion on the status of U.S. forests. FIA continues to evolve
as stakeholder needs change and technology advances.
Among other things, the most recent Farm Bill (Agricultur-
al Act of 2014) emphasizes the role of FIA in biomass and
carbon reporting and calls for increased statistical preci-
sion at finer scales. A complete history of forest inventory
efforts in the U.S. is beyond the scope of this paper, but
the interested reader can find much of that information
in LaBau et al. (2007). The beginnings of the modern FIA
program can be traced to the McSweeney-McNary Act of
1928, which formally recognized a comprehensive Forest
Service research program, to include forest inventory. This
was amended and supplemented numerous times, and
eventually replaced by the Forest and Rangeland Renew-
able Resources Research Act of 1978. The 1978 law, like
the 1928 law, called for broad-scale resource inventory.
A prior law, the Organic Administrative Act of 1897, dealt
primarily with establishing the National Forests but also
contained provisions for their inventory and monitoring.
Forest inventory efforts began in earnest in the 1930s.
By the 1960s, the Forest Service had conducted region-
al survey projects on a state-by-state basis for all of the
lower 48 states. Some states with an abundance of forest-
ed land had already been re-surveyed by this time. These
initial surveys set the groundwork for reporting on tim-
ber resources, primarily area and volume of productive
timberland. This information is still central to FIA, but
by the late 1960s and 1970s, stakeholders began demand-
ing more current information on an expanded suite of
forest attributes. By the mid-1990s, expanded analyses
and access to data were primary stakeholder concerns.
Many of these concerns were addressed in the 1998 Farm
Bill referenced above. Several important changes and
enhancements were made to the FIA program in response
to the bill. Two major changes of particular relevance to
entomologists were the switch from periodic to annual
inventories and the integration of FIA measurements and
Forest Health Monitoring (FHM) measurements on a
systematic national sampling design. The FHM program,
established in 1990, was a national plot system designed
to measure specific forest attributes identified as forest
health indicators (e.g., crown characteristics, lichens, soil
properties, and others), primarily to detect the effects of
air pollution. Prior to the changes initiated because of

Figure 1. Schematic of a Forest Inventory and Analysis plot. From
Bechtold and Patterson (2005).
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the Farm Bill, field crews worked on one or sometimes
two states at a time until all plots were completed, with
intervals between inventories ranging from six to 18 years
(Gillespie 1999). Under the new or “enhanced” FIA pro-
gram (implemented after 1999), a proportion of plots
across each state are measured annually—including the
FHM forest health indicators—and a report for each state
is generated every five years, with ancillary publications
and periodic updates as needed (Smith 2002).

While a detailed explanation of FIA sampling design,
protocols, and estimators is not appropriate here, a basic
understanding of FIA data requires a brief explanation
and a few definitions. For a more comprehensive treat-
ment of the FIA sampling frame, plot design, estimation
methodology, and data analysis, the reader is referred to
Bechtold and Patterson (2005). The FIA program is con-
ducted in three phases. In Phase 1, land areas are strat-
ified using remotely sensed data. The primary strata are
“forest” and “non-forest,” although there is flexibility to
use additional strata regionally. In Phase 2, field crews
physically measure traditional FIA variables on individual
trees within sampling plots: species, diameter at breast
height (dbh), height, and status (alive or dead). They also
assess quality of marketable timber, document invasive
plant species, record condition classes present in the plot
(changes in land use or vegetation that occur along more
or less distinct boundaries), and determine forest type,
among other things such as disturbance and treatment
history. In Phase 3, additional observations and measure-
ments, carried over from the FHM program, are made
pertaining to forest ecosystem health.

A panel, or sub-cycle, refers to the plots measured
within a state in one inventory year. This is generally
1/5th, 1/7th, or 1/10th of the total plots within the state.
Thus, a full cycle of measurements for all plots in a state
is completed every 5, 7, or 10 years (depending on area
to be measured and funding). Each plot is comprised
of four fixed-radius subplots (Fig. 1) and is randomly
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Phase 3 hex

Phase 2 hex

Phase 1 hex

Figure 2. An example of the FIA hexagonal grid (Tennessee).

located within a hexagonal area of approximately 6,000
acres (2,428 ha). These adjoining hexagons are part of
a base hexagon that covers the continental U.S. (Fig. 2)
(White et al. 1992). Exact plot locations are kept confi-
dential to protect the privacy of landowners and to pre-
serve the integrity of the plots. Publicly available data
are perturbed (relocated to a random location within
approximately 1 mile of the actual plot) and swapped
(up to 20% of locations are swapped with another, simi-
lar plot within the same county) (Lister et al. 2005). This
maintains landowner confidentiality and protects the
integrity of the plots, but does not affect coarse-scale
estimates (McRoberts et al. 2005) or accuracy of spatial
interpolation models (Coulston et al. 2006).

FIA data are available online from as early as 1968
(South Carolina), but dates of availability vary widely
among the states. Many southern states have data online
from the early 1970s to the present. In 2000, the state
of Washington completed the new annual inventory,
becoming the last state (with the exceptions of Hawaii
and interior Alaska) to make annual estimates available
through the FIA database. Earlier data can be found in
various state reports, using the USDA Forest Service
Research and Development “Treesearch” (http://www.
treesearch.fs.fed.us/). It is worth noting that as the FIA
program has evolved since its inception around 1930,
methods and definitions have changed, and sometimes
historic data may not meet current needs. Rudis (2003)
discussed some of these changes in the context of vary-
ing perspectives, data sources, and purposes.

FIA data can be accessed through several free online
tools (http://www.fia.fs.fed.us/tools-data/default.asp, last
accessed 4/6/2015). Tutorials are also available, and it
is wise for new users to familiarize themselves with the
tools by working through the tutorials and documenta-
tion. Forest Inventory Data Online (FIDO) is perhaps

the most intuitive, but least powerful, tool for generating
tables and maps using FIA data. FIA Data Mart contains
comma-delimited data by state (http://apps.fs.fed.us/
fiadb-downloads/datamart.html, last accessed 4/6/2015).
EVALIDator allows users to generate customized tables
or maps, either by state or using a circular area retrieval
tool (http://apps.fs.fed.us/Evalidator/evalidator.jsp, last
accessed 4/6/2014). More advanced users with knowl-
edge of Structured Query Language (SQL) can specify
polygon retrievals. FIA Spatial Data Services personnel
are also available to help users in a variety of ways. They
can help facilitate access to FIA data while protecting
plot confidentiality. As part of that function, they can
connect geographic information system (GIS) data layers
and other geospatial data with FIA plots (i.e., with actual
plot locations) on behalf of the user. They can also assist
with summarizing data over an area of interest or oth-
erwise provide information and expertise regarding the
FIA database. Across the four administrative regions of
FIA (Fig. 3), there were more than 800 significant user
consultations in 2013, comprising more than 8,000 per-
son-hours. The bulk of those consultations were with
customers in academia, but other frequent customers
included personnel from other government agencies,
commercial entities, and policy makers.

As with any sampling program, FIA has inherent
strengths and weaknesses that merit consideration. In
general, the FIA sampling design is extremely robust
and comprehensive, providing a statistically represen-
tative sample of forest conditions across the U.S. The
plot observations made by FIA are thoroughly dispersed
through space and time and are not conditioned on (or
optimized for) any of the underlying sub-populations of
interest. For these reasons, the FIA design is more readily
adaptable to observations of other (previously unintend-
ed) populations than previous forest inventory designs
have been. Another strength that resulted from the switch
to an annual inventory is re-measurement of individual
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trees over time, enabling researchers to track condition
of individual trees and quantify tree-to-tree variation.
One weakness of the FIA sampling design is the paucity
of information on the urban forest resource. The 2014
Farm Bill (referenced above) calls for additional sampling
in urban areas—welcome news to invasive species biol-
ogists, who recognize that new invaders often become
established in centers of commerce such as port cities.
So, while the lack of regular sampling in urban areas is
currently a weakness of FIA, that situation is changing.
A more detailed discussion of urban forest inventory is
presented later in this paper.

Invasive Species Strategies and Research

With the implementation of Executive Order 13112 in 1999,
which established the National Invasive Species Council,
federal agencies were directed to take a number of steps
aimed at prevention, detection, monitoring, restoration,
research, and education as they relate to invasive species
(Federal Register 1999). In 2004, the U.S. Forest Service
published the National Strategy and Implementation Plan
for Invasive Species Management (USDA Forest Service
2004). This was superseded by the Forest Service National
Strategic Framework for Invasive Species Management
(USDA Forest Service 2013), which incorporates the Inva-
sive Species Systems Approach (ISSA). This approach
specifies four key invasive species program elements: (1)
prevention, (2) detection, (3) control and management,
and (4) restoration and rehabilitation. Within each of
these elements are a number of actions, many of which
are directly supported by FIA data. Within prevention,
for example, the ability to “identify vulnerable ecosys-
tems” requires knowledge of host plant density. Within
detection, the ability to “survey aggressively to detect
new invasive species and monitor priority species” also
depends on FIA data, which enable regulatory agencies
and others to concentrate their efforts in areas where inva-
sive forest pests are likely to occur. It is

invasive species, their impacts, and the relative success
of control measures. Finally, restoration and rehabilita-
tion also require prioritization and monitoring, and FIA
data can yield useful information about invasive species
impacts, natural resources, fire susceptibility, and other
relevant forest attributes. With intensification (multipli-
cative increases in sampling accomplished by subdivid-
ing the hexagonal sampling grid), errors associated with
estimates decrease and FIA data are of greater utility for
monitoring in areas of special interest (e.g., national for-
ests and national parks).

Risk Assessment and Mapping
After Executive Order 13112 was implemented, the science
of invasive species risk assessment gained new recognition
in the U.S. Furthermore, certain international agreements,
especially the most recent (1997) revision of the Interna-
tional Plant Protection Convention (IPPC), coupled with
the establishment of some high-profile and destructive
invasive species in the last two decades, have brought
risk assessment activities to the forefront worldwide. (For
additional information, see www.invasivespecies.gov).
Besides the Forest Service, several other agencies, domes-
tic and international, have interests and responsibilities in
the risk assessment arena (Andersen et al. 2004a; Baker
et al. 2005; Burgman et al. 2014; McKenney et al. 2003).
All risk assessments for potential invaders seek answers
to a few common questions. First, what is the probabili-
ty of arrival, establishment, and spread (Bartell and Nair
2003; Liebhold and Tobin 2008; MacLeod et al. 2002)?
Second, what is the geographical extent of an organ-
ism'’s future range (Jiménez-Valverde et al. 2012; Venette
et al. 2010)? Finally, what are the likely ecological, eco-
nomic, and sociological impacts (Andersen et al. 2004a,
b; Morin et al. 2005; Yemshanov et al. 2009a, b)? Data
readily available from the FIA program in the U.S., and
strategic forest resource surveys in other nations (for

worth noting that FIA collects data on
invasive plant species, which address-
es another detection action: “report
invasive species detection findings in
standardized databases.” These data
may have relevance to entomologists
engaged in biological control efforts
or other research requiring knowledge
of invasive plant distributions. Within
the third element, control and man-
agement, host distribution data are of

tremendous value for actions involv- Pacific Northwest =
ing prioritization of treatment areas, Research Station

(includes other
Pacific islands)

rapid response to new infestations, and
monitoring success. Indeed, continuity
of FIA data collection and reporting
will be of increasing importance in
the future as entomologists, forest-
ers, and others monitor the status of c—.

Figure 3. Forest Inventory and Analysis
administrative units.

Rocky Mountain Research
Station

Northern Research Station

Virgin Islands)

Southern Research Station
(includes Puerto Rico and US
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Figure 4. Oak splendor beetle, Agrilus biguttatus Fab. Photo-

graph by Gyorgy Csoka, Hungary Forest Research Institute,
Bugwood.org.

IR

example, Canada’s National Forest Inventory, https://
nfi.nfis.org/home.php?lang=en; last accessed 4/6/2015)
are directly applicable to all three questions, and in par-
ticular, are the primary source of information on current
host distributions for broad-scale risk-mapping activities
for invasive alien forest pests.

Risk maps, which are the geographic representations of
underlying risk assessments, are powerful tools for con-
veying the potential for invasive species to expand their

range nationally and globally (Venette et al. 2010). One
extensive collection of invasive species risk maps that uti-
lizes FIA data to depict host distribution and abundance
was constructed to support the Cooperative Agricultural
Pest Survey (CAPS), a joint Federal and State program
supporting surveillance for non-native plant pests (http://
www.nappfast.org, last accessed 4/6/2015). These maps
address risk for 50 species identified as significant threats
to forest and agricultural resources in the U.S. For the for-
est pests on the CAPS Top 50 list, a team of researchers
(see Magarey et al. 2011) utilized county-level host data
from the FIA FIDO tool, along with climate matching
techniques and the known world distribution of each
pest, to map relative risk of growth and establishment
across the U.S. Similarly, the U.S. Forest Service’s Forest
Health Technology Enterprise Team (FHTET) has devel-
oped a suite of national-scale risk map products that
address both potential pest threats (i.e., species that have
not been detected in the U.S., but are commonly inter-
cepted at U.S. ports of entry) as well as pests, such as the
sirex woodwasp [Sirex noctilio Fabricius (Hymenoptera:

Figure 5. Pareto risk map for oak splendour beetle, Agrilus
biguttatus F. (courtesy USDA Animal and Plant Health Inspec-
tion Service).
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Figure 6. Susceptibility potential (equally weighted overlay of introduction potential and establishment potential) for oak splendor
beetle, Agrilus biguttatus. Available online at http://www.fs.fed.us/ foresthealth/technology/pdfs/agrilus_biguttatus_susceptibility.

pdf (last accessed 06/03/2014).

Siricidae)], that were recently discovered in the U.S. and
are anticipated to become widespread (see http://www.
fs.fed.us/foresthealth/technology/invasive_species.sht-
ml#InvasiveSpeciesRiskMaps, last accessed 4/6/2015).
The approach typically employed by FHTET follows a
multi-criteria framework in which different geospatial
data sets (Marsden et al. 2005), or “criteria,” representing
factors that affect the invasion process are weighted and
combined based on expert opinion.

The oak splendor beetle [Agrilus biguttatus] (Cole-
optera: Buprestidae) (Fig. 4) serves as a good example
of risk model development using FIA data as the major
determinant of host distribution. Although this European
species has never been detected in the U.S,, it is seen as
a potential threat for several reasons: it is closely relat-
ed to the emerald ash borer (EAB), is a relatively strong
flier, and populations of this beetle have been linked to
oak decline in its native range (Moraal and Hilszczanski
2000). Both FHTET and CAPS have produced risk maps
for the oak splendor beetle. A “Pareto” risk map created
for the CAPS program (Fig. 5) aggregates host abundance
(based on county-level estimates from FIA), climatic suit-
ability, and human-mediated pathways risk into a single
product based on the Pareto dominance principle, which
serves as the foundation of an objective, quantitative
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method for combining multiple risk criteria (Magarey
et al. 2011; Yemshanov et al. 2013). This map is targeted
specifically toward decision makers, for whom a single
product representing all major risk factors is a useful
tool. The FHTET approach, on the other hand, results in
three map products: introduction potential, establishment
potential, and an equal-weighted overlay of both, termed
susceptibility potential (Fig. 6). In particular, the estab-
lishment potential for the oak splendor beetle is largely
based on a map of host abundance, developed through
spatial interpolation of FIA plot data.

Generally, pest risk maps depict a species’ fundamental
niche (the extent of the environments that are broadly
suitable for its persistence) rather than the species’ real-
ized niche, which is a subset of the fundamental niche
defined by other important constraints such as predation,
competition, and host availability (Venette et al. 2010).
This is especially true for pest risk maps produced out-
side North America, which is a comparatively data-rich
region. Despite their differing analytical approaches, the
fact that both the CAPS and FHTET risk maps describe
host distributions based on FIA data brings them closer
to characterizing the realized niches of the target pest
species. Arguably, this makes the maps more efficient
and useful for decision-makers, who should have much
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less at-risk area to consider when developing strategies
to respond to these pests.

Quantifying Impacts of Invasive Pests

Forest inventory data are useful for predicting the eco-
logical and economic impacts of invasive pests prior to
their arrival as well as quantifying their impacts after
introduction. For example, a look forward at potential
spread and impact of the redbay ambrosia beetle and its
fungal symbiont (Raffaelea lauricola), which is the causal
agent of laurel wilt disease (LWD), paints a grim picture
for southern coastal populations of redbay [Persia borbo-
nia (L.)] and sassafras [Sassafras albidum (Nutt.)] (Koch
and Smith 2008), the beetle’s two primary host species in
the U.S. Redbay lumber is used locally in areas where it
is common, but the primary importance of this species
(as is also true of sassafras) is to wildlife, with the fruits,
leaves, and seeds all being consumed by various species
(Goodrum 1977). The redbay ambrosia beetle has proven
capable of attacking healthy trees (Mayfield and Thom-
as 2006), and upon inoculation, the laurel wilt fungus
spreads quickly through a tree’s vascular system, inducing

Figure 7. Predicted extent of redbay ambrosia beetle, Xyleborus
glabratus Eichhoff, spread in the eastern U.S. through time, based
on cost-weighted distance modeling from three points of origin,
and overlaid on a map of host density. Cost-weighting was an
inverse function of host density (redbay and sassafras); spread
was faster in areas of high density. (Originally published in Koch
and Smith 2008; reproduced with permission.)

>75% tree mortality in many affected areas (Fraedrich et
al. 2007). In their analysis, Koch and Smith (2008) used
FIA data, along with climate and historical county-level
infestation data, to predict the movement of the beetle;
both the rate and pattern of spread were shaped by the
amount of available host, as estimated from FIA measure-
ments. All coastal populations of redbay are predicted to
be infested by 2040 (Fig. 7). More recently, Shearman
et al. (2015) fitted a quadratic model to FIA-estimated
redbay populations range-wide from 2003 through 2011,
demonstrating the slowing and potential reversal of red-
bay population growth. On a smaller scale, individual FIA
plots had significantly fewer redbay stems/ha after arrival
of LWD than before LWD, whereas plots that remained
LWD-free had no differences between years.

Another example of a recently arrived invasive for which
FIA data have played a key role in predicting impact and
addressing some ecological questions is the emerald ash
borer (EAB). Ash species are of tremendous economic
importance. Black ash (Fraxinus nigra Marshall) is used
for paneling, furniture, and basketry (Ward et al. 2009,
and references therein). White ash (F americana L.) is
used for a variety of applications, including bows, baseball
bats, tool handles, guitars, veneers, and joinery. Green
ash (F pennsylvanica Marshall) has been widely planted
along urban streets in the U.S. In fact, the popularity of
green ash as an urban forest tree in the wake of devas-
tating losses of American elms [Ulmus Americana (L.)]
from Dutch elm disease (Ophiostoma spp.) is thought to

I Redbay

% 1/ | == Spread contours
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Figure 8. Emerald ash borer, Agrilus planipennis, distribution in the U.S. and Canada as of 1 May 2014. Available online at http://
www.emeraldashborer.info/files/MultiState_EABpos.pdf (last accessed 06/03/2014).

have exacerbated the establishment and spread of EAB in
the greater Detroit, Michigan, area (Marché 2012). EAB is
capable of developing in and killing all North American
ash species, although questions remain as to the order
of preference among these hosts (Anulewicz et al. 2008).
Larvae feed in the inner bark and outer cambium of host
trees, disrupting nutrient flow and eventually girdling the
tree. Death of infested trees can occur within 3-4 years
of initial infestation (McCullough and Katovich 2004).
Currently, EAB has been detected in 24 U.S. states and
two Canadian provinces (Fig. 8). This incredibly rapid
spread since the initial detection in Michigan’s Lower
Peninsula roughly 12 years ago is thought to be due in
part to movement of infested firewood (e.g., Haack et al.
2010), nursery stock, and logs.

One of the first challenges facing entomologists, mod-
elers, GIS specialists, and others following EAB establish-
ment in the U.S. was to assess the current state of the
ash resource and develop reliable models to predict the
movement and impact of the insect. Haack (2002) esti-
mated that approximately 692 million ash trees (timber-
land only, not including urban trees) were at risk from
EAB in Michigan. Poland and McCullough (2006) utilized
FIA data to estimate that nearly 850 million ash trees in
Michigan’s forests and riparian areas were threatened
by EAB. MacFarlane and Meyer (2005) used FIA data to
look at recent trends in the ash population in Michigan,
concluding that ash populations in the area of the initial
outbreak were not in general decline prior to the arrival of
EAB. This finding was contrary to popular belief in light
of long-time concerns about “ash decline” (Woodcock
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et al. 1993; Ward 1997) and, as the authors point out,
has implications for risk as it relates to the status of ash:
widespread decimation of the ash population in the Great
Lakes region since the early 2000s, initially thought to
be the result of other biotic or abiotic factors, is almost
certainly the result of EAB activity (Haack et al. 2002).
DeSantis et al. (2013) utilized FIA data as the starting point
for modeling the impact of EAB on forest composition
over time in the Midwest and Northeast United States.
As the authors pointed out, there is likely a disconnect
between EAB effects in urban areas and effects across
the broader landscape, due to the higher value of urban
trees, preemptive harvest, and insecticide applications.

The European gypsy moth (Lymantria dispar L.) offers
some other examples of how FIA data lend themselves
to entomological inquiry—in this case, for an insect that
has been in the U.S. for some time. May and Kauffman
(1990) generated hazard ratings for potential gypsy moth
defoliation across Tennessee using individual tree, stand,
and site conditions from individual FIA plots, followed
by an examination of dispersal potential as assessed
using distance to the nearest road. They pointed out the
difficulties in making inferences about small geographic
areas based on the FIA sampling design. Gansner et al.
(1993) used FIA data along with components of a pre-
viously developed defoliation potential model (Herrick
and Gansner 1986) to generate a map of susceptibility
potential across a seven-state region. They presented a
discussion of the drawbacks of county estimates (primarily
very high sampling errors) and examined shifts in suscep-
tibility potential over time. A more broad-scale study was
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completed by Liebhold et al. (1997), considering forest
conditions across the U.S. as determined by FIA plots in
the east, and FIA plots plus National Forest inventories
in the west, where FIA did not inventory National Forest
lands at the time of the study. They looked at historical
defoliation in four northeastern states, and found the
highest correlation between defoliation and proportion
of land with >20 percent of stand basal area in species
preferred by gypsy moth. Other variables that were highly
correlated with defoliation included basal area of preferred
species per acre, and proportion of land with >50 percent
of stand basal area in preferred species. This was likely
the first peer reviewed work to assess forest susceptibility
to an invasive pest on a nationwide scale using FIA data.

Beech bark disease (BBD), caused by at least two spe-
cies of Neonectria fungi in North America and facilitat-
ed by the feeding activity of the introduced beech scale,
Cryptococcus fagisuga Lindinger, has been the subject of
some interesting studies utilizing FIA data. As the exot-
ic scale moves into new areas, its feeding activity alters
the bark of beech trees, making it susceptible to entry
by Neonectria fungi, which colonize the bark and kill it.
Shigo (1972) described the progression of the disease as a
series of three stages: the advance front (insects are found,
but signs of fungal infection are scarce); the killing front
(insects are obvious, and signs of disease widespread);
and the aftermath stage (resistant trees remain, and
microorganisms and insects may be attacking weakened
trees). In the absence of other stressors such as drought
and additional insect attacks, trees may live for many
years; otherwise, mortality as high as 50% may be seen
in as few as five years after infestation. Morin et al. (2007)
used recent FIA data to examine potential relationships
between beech basal area and rate of BBD spread, as well
as relationships between standing dead beech and year
of initial or predicted infestation with BBD. They also
utilized historical FIA survey data to look for changes in
forest composition resulting from BBD. No significant
relationship was observed between beech density and
the rate of beech scale spread, but there was a significant
negative correlation between proportional beech mortal-
ity and timing of BBD. They observed a slight decrease in
the relative abundance of beech as compared to associ-
ated species (sugar maple, Acer saccharum Marsh, and
eastern hemlock, Tsuga canadensis L.), but an overall
increase in volume in all but a few states as smaller beech
stems made up for the volume lost to mortality of larger
trees. Busby and Canham (2011) examined remeasured
tree-level data in three states (Maine, Pennsylvania, and
Michigan) representing a gradient of time since arrival
of BBD (Maine being the earliest arrival, well over 50
years ago). They demonstrated current differences in
size structure among the three states, demonstrating
that left-skewedness of size distributions increased with
disease severity: where BBD was present longest, there
were more small trees and large trees were essentially
eliminated. As one might expect, the data also revealed
lower beech growth and survival in Maine. The authors
went on to discuss overall loss of above-ground biomass
due to BBD and the failure of sprouts and seedlings to

replace the biomass lost via death of mature trees. On a
broader scale, encompassing the entire range of beech
throughout the eastern U.S. deciduous forest, Garnas et
al. (2011) clearly demonstrated size-specific mortality
of larger beech and compensatory recruitment of small
beech. To the authors’ surprise, species that co-occur with
beech did not exhibit compensatory recruitment in the
wake of BBD. In a novel study examining the combined
effects of two introduced pests on forest composition
and succession, Morin and Liebhold (2015) used annu-
alized FIA data to look at mortality and growth rates of
beech and hemlock across a 22-state region where the
distribution of BBD and HWA overlap. In an improve-
ment over prior studies, they directly quantified mortality
rates using re-measured plot data rather than using esti-
mates of standing dead tree volume to quantify impacts
(e.g., Morin et al 2007; Trotter et al. 2013). They found
that annual beech mortality rates increase rapidly with
increasing duration of BBD infestation up to about 15
years, then level off. Additionally, beech mortality rates
were negatively associated with the interaction between
BBD and HWA establishment duration. In other words,
HWA establishment and subsequent hemlock mortali-
ty were beneficial to beech survival. Likewise, hemlock
growth rates decreased with increasing duration of HWA
invasion, and hemlock benefitted from beech mortality
due to BBD. In the future, FIA data will shed light on the
ultimate fate of forests where changes in stand dynamics
due to BBD have not yet been fully realized.

While our intent in this paper is not to present an
exhaustive list of works that have linked FIA or FIA-related
data to entomological questions, some other studies bear
mentioning. Morin et al. (2004, 2006) used FIA and FHM
plot data in combination with aerial survey to address
questions of defoliation frequency and its relationship
with on-the-ground measurements of stand composition,
tree health, and other variables. They developed maps of
defoliation caused by a suite of three Lepidoptera, includ-
ing gypsy moth, on the Allegheny Plateau in northwestern
Pennsylvania using polygons from aerial survey, ultimately
demonstrating that area-wide impacts of defoliation are
generally less severe than impacts as measured in select-
ed stands. In another study that contrasted stand-level
impacts with regional impacts as demonstrated through
broad-scale inventory, Trotter and others (2013) used FIA
data from >400 eastern counties to characterize hemlock
(Tsuga spp.) basal area (live and dead) over the course
of about 20 years. They found that hemlock volume is
generally still accumulating throughout the east, likely
due to combined long-term effects of reforestation and
succession surpassing the negative effects of HWA. In
Massachusetts and Connecticut, however, where HWA
has been present for an extended period, state-level data
indicate that hemlock accumulation is either slowing
or has stopped and hemlock may be in decline. Both of
these studies effectively highlight the capability of FIA
to capture broad-scale trends in forests, over wide gradi-
ents of temperature and other environmental conditions.
Such broad-scale trends may differ markedly from more
localized studies, such as Elliott and Vose (2011), who
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noted rapid spread of HWA within an entire watershed
in the southern Appalachians, resulting in >80% crown
loss in four years following initial infestation, and Ford
et al. (2012), who discovered >85% mortality of hem-
lock seven years after initial HWA infestation in western
North Carolina.

Urban forest inventories are of tremendous interest
to entomologists and others who work on invasive for-
est pests that are often introduced via transcontinental
commerce into urban areas, where resource availabil-
ity is critical to their establishment and initial spread.
Urban forests also provide many unique functions to
urban inhabitants, such as temperature modification,
pollution mitigation, and aesthetic benefits. There may
even be a direct link between trees and human health,
as evidenced by a study that relied heavily on FIA data
for deriving estimates of ash canopy cover (Donovan
et al. 2013). Inventory data for Chicago’s urban forest
(Nowak 1994) were integral to estimates of ash density
in BenDor et al’s (2006) study on spatial dynamic mod-
eling of EAB spread. Such work is important for assess-
ing policies aimed at slowing the spread of EAB, and is
valuable for estimating economic impacts. Sydnor et al.
(2007) relied primarily on ash density estimates from a
number of urban foresters and others with responsibility
for urban forest resources in their work estimating poten-
tial impact of EAB in Ohio communities. Aukema et al.
(2011) used FIA data along with additional data compiled
from websites, publications, and city foresters to model
economic impacts of multiple invasive forest pests in the
continental U.S. Other authors (e.g., Kovacs et al. 2010)
have utilized urban inventory data from multiple sourc-
es outside of FIA to estimate abundance of host trees
(in their case, ash) in an effort to better understand the
potential effects of EAB. They estimated the discounted
cost of treatment, removal, and replacement of ash on
developed land within communities at $10.7 billion. The
Forest Service has conducted pilot urban inventories in
Indiana, Wisconsin, New Jersey, Tennessee, and Colora-
do through collaborative efforts between FHM and FIA
(Cumming et al. 2008). A recent urban forest inventory
has been completed for Tennessee (Nowak et al. 2012)
and an inventory of urban forests across Texas is under-
way as part of a planned expansion of FIA activities in
the urban arena. Other states for which urban invento-
ries have been completed include Alaska, Washington,
Oregon, California, and Hawaii. More work is needed,
however, to increase coverage and integrate urban inven-
tory into ongoing inventory efforts. For more informa-
tion on national efforts to assess urban forest resources,
see the USDA Forest Service’s website on urban natural
resources stewardship: http://www.nrs.fs.fed.us/urban/
(last accessed 4/6/2015).

Scientists are finding other, novel ways to apply FIA
data to questions about invasive species. Crocker and
Meneguzzo (2009) examined relationships between EAB
presence, host density, and landscape metrics derived
from FIA data (forest proportion, edge length, and edge
density). They found EAB presence to be associated with
a low forest proportion, high percentage of ash, and high
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relative edge density (essentially, highly fragmented areas
of ash), demonstrating the utility of landscape variables
collected by FIA in addressing questions about invasive
pests. This is an area that merits further investigation
and application. FIA data also support testing of broad
hypotheses regarding invasions of forest pests. For exam-
ple, Liebhold et al. (2013) examined geographical variation
in invasive forest insects and pathogens, and observed
that the majority of invasives are concentrated in the
northeastern U.S. They attributed this spatial variation
to propagule pressure and habitat invasibility. Increas-
ingly, FIA data are also being used to address a num-
ber of questions around biogeochemical cycling. Some
recent efforts have centered on carbon flux as it relates
to large-scale disturbances from insects. For instance,
Flower et al. (2013) described the potential effects of EAB
disturbance on carbon mass and primary production in
the midwestern U.S. In another study, Renninger et al.
(2014) examined the effects of gypsy moth activity on
mass of snags and coarse woody debris and subsequent
changes in ecosystem respiration, using “FIA-like” plots
in the Forest Service’s Silas Little Experimental Forest in
southern New Jersey.

In addition to predicting impacts, FIA data gathered
under the newer annual inventory protocols are increas-
ingly useful for assessing regional-level impacts during
the course of invasions. Pugh et al. (2011) used 2009 FIA
data to establish baseline ash distribution in the region
surrounding the epicenter of the EAB invasion (Michi-
gan, Wisconsin, Illinois, and Indiana). They then analyzed
ash mortality, harvest, net growth, and several tempo-
ral trends in concentric zones of 50 km width radiating
out from the epicenter. They were able to demonstrate
elevated mortality (above baseline) and decreased net
growth at varying distance from the invasion epicenter,
as well as increased ratio of recently dead to live trees.
Beyond 200 km from the invasion epicenter, the cause of
death was indeterminate for most (77%) of the dead trees.
Within 200 km, ash death was attributed to insects for 8%
(150-200 km), 15% (100-150 km), 69% (50-100 km), and
80% (0-50 km) of dead trees. Volume, number of trees,
and net growth decreased from the 2004 inventory to the
2009 inventory. Another ongoing research project has
used multiple inventory cycles of FIA data to estimate
the amount of redbay mortality across the southeast-
ern U.S. since the arrival of the redbay ambrosia beetle.
Preliminary estimates (Koch, unpublished data) suggest
that nearly half a billion redbay trees, roughly 35% of all
redbay in the Southeast, had died as of 2014, with Geor-
gia (50% mortality) and South Carolina (46% mortality)
impacted especially severely. As researchers look for
ways to increase the utility of annualized inventory data
for finer-scale estimates, it would not be surprising to
see the data utilized in additional studies of this nature.

Forests are dynamic. In some areas, forests are aging,
with potential impacts on host distributions as forest
types change (as a result of succession) and, in some
cases, increased susceptibility of older trees to various
pests. Climate change is anticipated to have impacts on
host distributions as well as survival and reproduction
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of pests. As pests decimate populations of some tree
species (e.g., Fraxinus spp. due to emerald ash borer)
other species will increase in abundance. While rates of
change vary greatly for different types of disturbance, it
is evident that continued forest inventory will be needed
to characterize our forest resources. Pests that invade U.S.
forests are particularly vexing in light of heavy reductions
over the past few decades in the number of pathologists,
entomologists, and invasive plant scientists employed by
federal agencies and universities, a trend pointed out by
Moser et al. (2009) along with a call for increased inven-
tory and monitoring efforts. Our intent in this paper was
to provide a very limited sampling of research, regulato-
ry, and policy-making efforts that are supported by FIA;
there are many additional studies in the literature that
have relied on FIA data in some way. The FIA program
will continue to explore novel ways to help stakeholders
answer questions about invasive insects and other biot-
ic and abiotic forces affecting U.S. forests, just as users
will continue to develop creative ways to maximize the
utility of FIA data.

Acknowledgments

We thank Andrew M. Liebhold, Robert A. Haack, and
anonymous reviewers for their comments and sugges-
tions, which greatly improved this manuscript. Our thanks
go out to the many federal and state personnel “on the
ground” across the United States and her territories, who
face a host of challenges and adverse conditions to col-
lect and ensure the quality of FIA data.

References Cited

Andersen, M.C., H. Adams, B. Hope, and M. Powell. 2004a.
Risk assessment for invasive species. Risk Anal. 24: 787-793.

Andersen, M.C., H. Adams, B. Hope, and M. Powell. 2004b.
Risk analysis for invasive species: general framework and
research needs. Risk Anal. 24: 893-900.

Anulewicz, A.C., D.G. Mccullough, D.L. Cappaert, and T.M.
Poland. 2008. Host range of the emerald ash borer (Agrilus
planipennis Fairmaire) (Coleoptera: Buprestidae) in North
America: results of multiple-choice field experiments. En-
viron. Entomol. 37: 230-241.

Aukema, J.E., B. Leung, K. Kovacs, C. Chivers, K.O. Britton,
J. Englin, S.J. Frankel, R.G. Haight, T.P. Holmes, A.M. Lieb-
hold, D.G. McCullough, and B. Von Holle. 2011. Econom-
ic impacts of non-native forest insects in the continental
United States. PLoS ONE 6(9): €24587. D0i:10.1371/jour-
nal.pone.0024587.

Aukema, J.E., D.G. McCullough, B. Von Holle, A.M. Lieb-
hold, K. Britton, and S.]J. Frankel. 2010. Historical accu-
mulation of nonindigenous forest pests in the continental
United States. BioScience 60: 886-897.

Baker, R., R. Cannon, P. Bartlett, and I. Barker. 2005. Novel
strategies for assessing and managing the risks posed by
invasive alien species to global crop production and bio-
diversity. Ann. Appl. Biol. 146: 177-191.

Bartell, S.M., and S.K. Nair. 2003. Establishment risks for
invasive species. Risk Anal. 24: 833-845.

Bechtold, W.A. and P.L. Patterson. 2005. The enhanced forest
inventory and analysis program - national sampling de-
sign and estimation procedures. US Department of Agri-
culture, Forest Service, Southern Research Station General
Technical Report SRS-80. 98 pp.

BenDor, T.K., S.S. Metcalf, L.E. Fontenot, B. Sangunett, and
B. Hannon. 2006. Modeling the spread of the emerald ash
borer. Ecol. Model. 197: 221-236.

Burgman, M., R, Roberts, C. Sansford, R. Griffin, and K.
Mengerson 2014. The role of pest risk analysis in plant
biosecurity, pp. 235-267. In Gordh, G., and McKirdy, S.
(eds.). The Handbook of Plant Biosecurity. Springer, Dor-
drecht, Netherlands.

Busby, P.E., and C.D. Canham. 2011. An exotic insect and
pathogen disease complex reduced aboveground tree bio-
mass in temperate forests of eastern North America. Can.
J. For. Res. 41: 401-411.

Center for Invasive Species Research. 2014. Frequently
asked questions about invasive species. Center for Inva-
sive Species Research, University of California. Available
at: http://cisr.ucr.edu/invasive_species_faqgs.html; last ac-
cessed 10/22/2013.

Coulston, J.W., K.H. Riitters, R.E. McRoberts, G.A. Reams,
and W.D. Smith. 2006. True versus perturbed forest in-
ventory plot locations for modeling: a simulation study.
Can. J. Forest Res. 36: 801-807.

Crocker, S.J., and D.M. Meneguzzo. 2008. An assessment of
the relationship between emerald ash borer presence and
landscape pattern. Proceedings of the Forest Inventory and
Analysis (FIA) Symposium, Oct. 21-23, Park City, UT. Rocky
Mountain Research Station Proceedings RMRS-P-56CD.

Cumming, A.B., D.B. Twardus, and D.J. Nowak. 2008. Urban
forest health monitoring: large-scale assessments in the
United States. Arboriculture and Urban Forestry 34: 341-346.

DeSantis, R.D., W.K. Moser, R.J. Huggett, Jr., R. Li, D.N.
Wear, and P.D. Miles. 2013. Modeling the effects of em-
erald ash borer on forest composition in the Midwest and
Northeast United States. USDA Forest Service, Northern
Research Station, General Technical Report NRS-112. 28 p.

Donovan, G.H., D.T. Butry, Y.L. Michael, J.P. Prestemon,
A.M. Liebhold, D. Gatziolis, and M.Y. Mao. 2013. The re-
lationship between trees and human health: evidence
from the spread of the emerald ash borer. Am. J. Prev.
Med. 44: 139-145.

Elliott, K.J., and J.M. Vose. 2011. The contribution of the
Coweeta Hydrologic Laboratory to developing an under-
standing of long-term changes in managed and unman-
aged forests. For. Ecol. Manage. 261: 900-910.

Federal Register. 1999. Executive Order 13112 of February
3, 1999. Invasive species. Federal Register 64: 6183-6186.
Flower, C.E., K.S. Knight, and M.A. Gonzales-Meler. 2013.
Impacts of the emerald ash borer (Agrilus planipennis
Fairmaire) induced ash (Fraxinus spp.) mortality on forest
carbon cycling and successional dynamics in the eastern

United States. Biol. Invasions 15: 931-944.

Ford, C.R., K.J. Elliott, B.D. Clinton, B.D. Kloeppel, and J.M.
Vose. 2012. Forest dynamics following eastern hemlock
mortality in the southern Appalachians. Oikos 121: 523-536.

Fraedrich, S.W., T.C. Harrington, and R.]. Rabaglia. 2007.
Laurel wilt: a new and devastating disease of redbay caused
by a fungal symbiont of the exotic redbay ambrosia beetle.
Newsletter of the Michigan Entomological Society 52: 15-16.

Gansner, D.A., D.A. Drake, S.L. Arner, R.R. Hershey, and
S.L. King. 1993. Defoliation potential of gypsy moth. USDA
Forest Service, Northeastern Forest Experiment Station,
Research Note NE-354. 4 p.

Garnas, J.R., M.P. Ayers, A.M. Liebhold, and C. Evans. 2011.
Subcontinental impacts of an invasive tree disease on for-
est structure and dynamics. J. Ecol. 99: 532-541.

Gillespie, A.J.R. 1999. Rationale for a National Annual Forest
Inventory Program. J. Forest. 97: 16-20.

Goodrum, P.D. 1977. Redbay/Persea borbonia (L.) Spreng,

American Entomologist  Spring 2016

9T0Z ‘2 Yol \ uo uoswioy ] uod e /B10'sjeuinolpioxo'ae)/:dny wouy papeoumoq


http://cisr.ucr.edu/invasive_species_faqs.html
http://ae.oxfordjournals.org/

p. 65. In Southern fruit-producing, woody plants used by
wildlife. USDA Forest Service, General Technical Report SO-
16. Southern Forest Experiment Station, New Orleans, LA.

Haack, R.A., E. Jendek, H. Liu, K.R. Marchant, T.R. Petrice,
T.M. Poland, and H. Ye. 2002. The emerald ash borer: a
new exotic pest in North America. Newsletter of the Mich-
igan Entomological Society 47: 1-5.

Haack, R.A. 2006. Exotic bark- and wood-boring Coleoptera
in the United States: recent establishments and intercep-
tions. Can. J. Forest Res. 36: 269-288.

Haack, R.A., E. Jendek, H. Liu, K.R. Marchant, T.R. Petrice,
T.M. Poland, and H. Ye. 2002. The emerald ash borer: a
new exotic pest in North America. Newsletter of the Mich-
igan Entomological Society 47: 1-5.

Haack, R.A., T.R. Petrice, and A.C. Wiedenhoeft. 2010. In-
cidence of bark- and wood-boring insects in firewood: a
survey at Michigan’s Mackinac Bridge. J. Econ. Entomol.
103: 1682-1692.

Haack, R.A., and R.J. Rabaglia. 2013. Exotic bark and am-
brosia beetles in the USA: Potential and current invaders,
pp. 48-74. In Pefia, ].E. (ed.) Potential Invasive Pests of
Agricultural Crops. CAB International, Wallingford, UK.

Herrick, O.W., and D.A. Gansner. 1986. Rating forest stands
for gypsy moth defoliation. USDA Forest Service, Northeast-
ern Forest Experiment Station Research Paper NE-583. 4 p.

Hulme, P.E. 2009. Trade, transport and trouble: managing
invasive species pathways in an era of globalization. J.
Appl. Ecol. 46: 10-18.

Jiménez-Valverde, A., A.T. Peterson, J. Sober6n, J.M. Over-
ton, P. Aragon, and J.M. Lobo. 2011. Use of niche mod-
els in invasive species risk assessments. Biol. Invasions
13: 2785-2797.

Kaluza, P., A. Kolzsch, M.T. Gastner, and B. Blasius. 2010.
The complex network of global cargo ship movements. J.
R. Soc. Interface 7: 1093-1103.

Koch, E.H., D. Yemshanov, M. Colunga-Garcia, R.D. Magarey,
and W.D. Smith. 2011. Potential establishment of alien-in-
vasive forest insect species in the United States: where and
how many? Biol. Invasions 13: 969-985.

Koch, F.H., and W.D. Smith. 2008. Spatio-temporal anal-
ysis of Xyleborus glabratus (Coleoptera: Circulionidae:
Scolytinae) invasion in eastern U.S. forests. Environ. En-
tomol. 37: 442-452.

Kovacs, K.F., R.G. Haight, D.G. McCullough, R.J. Mercader,
N.W. Siegert, and A.M. Liebhold. 2010. Cost of potential
emerald ash borer damage in U.S. communities, 2009-2019.
Ecol. Econ. 69: 569-578.

LaBau, V.J., J.T. Bones, N.P. Kingsley, H.G. Lund, and W.B.
Smith. 2007. A history of the forest survey in the United
States: 1830-2004. USDA Forest Service General Technical
Report FS-877. 98 pp.

Liebhold, A.M., K.W. Gottschalk, D.A. Mason, and R.R.
Bush. 1997. Forest susceptibility to the gypsy moth. J. For-
est. 95(5): 20-24.

Liebhold, A.M., W.L. MacDonald, D. Bergdahl, and V.C.
Maestro. 1995. Invasion by exotic forest pests: a threat to
forest ecosystems. Forest Sci. 41: 1-49.

Liebhold, A.M., T.I. Work, D.G. McCullough, and J.F. Cavey.
2006. Airline baggage as a pathway for alien insect spe-
cies invading the United States. American Entomologist
52: 48-54.

Liebhold, A.M., and P.C. Tobin. 2008. Population ecology of
insect invasions and their management. Annu. Rev. Ento-
mol. 53: 387-408.

Liebhold, A.M., D.G. McCullough, L.M. Blackburn, S.J. Fran-
kel, BVon Holle, and J.E. Aukema. 2013. A highly aggre-
gated geographical distribution of forest pest invasions in

American Entomologist « Volume 62, Number 1

the USA. Divers. Distrib. 19: 1208-1216.

Lister, A., C. Scott, S. King, M. Hoppus, B. Butler, and D.
Griffith. 2005. Strategies for preserving owner privacy in
the National Information Management System of the USDA
Forest Service’s Forest Inventory and Analysis Unit, pp.
163-166. In Proceedings of the 4th Annual Forest Inventory
and Analysis symposium. Gen. Tech. Rep. NC-GTR-252. St.
Paul, MN: US Department of Agriculture, Forest Service,
North Central Research Station.

Lodge, D. M., S. Williams, H.J. MacIsaac, K.R. Hayes, B.
Leung, S. Reichard, R.N. Mack, P.B. Moyle, M. Smith, D.A.
Andow, J.T. Carlton, and A. McMichael. 2006. Biological
invasions: recommendations for US policy and manage-
ment. Ecol. Appl. 16: 2035-2054.

MacFarlane, D.W., and S.P. Meyer. 2005. Characteristics
and distribution of potential ash tree hosts for emerald
ash borer. Forest Ecol. Manag. 213: 15-24.

MacLeod, A., H.F. Evans, and R.H.A. Baker. 2002. An anal-
ysis of pest risk from an Asian longhorn beetle (Anoplo-
phora glabripennis) to hardwood trees in the European
community. Crop Prot. 21: 635-645.

Magarey, R.D., D.M. Borchert, J.S. Engle, M. Colunga-Gar-
cia, EH. Koch, and D. Yemshanov. 2011. Risk maps for tar-
geting exotic plant pest detection programs in the United
States. EPPO Bulletin 41: 46-56.

Marché, J.D. 2012. Fool me twice, shame on me: the emer-
ald ash borer in southeastern Michigan. Forest History
Today 18: 5-15.

Marsden, M., M. Downing, and M. Riffe. 2005. Workshop
proceedings: Quantitative techniques for deriving nation-
al-scale data. Publ. FHTET-2005-12. Fort Collins, CO: U.S.
Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Forest Health
Technology Enterprise Team. [Pages unknown].

May, D.M., and B.W. Kauffman. 1990. Status and trends in
gypsy moth defoliation hazard in Tennessee. USDA For-
est Service, Southern Forest Experiment Station Research
Note SO-361. 7 p.

Mayfield, A.E., and M.C. Thomas. 2006. Pest alert: redbay
ambrosia beetle, Xyleborus glabratus Eichhoff (Scolytinae:
Curculionidae). Florida Department of Agriculture and Hu-
man Services, Division of Plant Industry, Gainesville, FL.

McCullough, D.G., and S.A. Katovich. 2004. Pest alert: em-
erald ash borer. United States Forest Service, Northeastern
Area. NA-PR-02-04.

McKenney, D.W., A.A. Hopkin, K.L. Campbell, B.G. Mack-
ey, and R. Foottit. 2003. Opportunities for improved risk
assessments of exotic species in Canada using bioclimatic
modeling. Environ. Monit. and Assess. 88: 445-461.

McRoberts, R.E., G.R. Holden, M.D. Nelson, G.C. Liknes,
W.K. Moser, A.J. Lister, S.L. King, E.B. LaPoint, J.W. Coul-
ston, W.B. Smith, and G.A. Reams. 2005. Estimating and
circumventing the effects of perturbing and swapping in-
ventory plot locations. J. Forest 103: 275-279.

Moraal, L.G., and J. Hilszczanski. 2000. The oak buprestid
beetle, Agrilus biguttatus (E.) (Col., Buprestidae), a recent
factor in oak decline in Europe. J. Pest Sci. 73: 134-138.

Morin, R.S., and A.M. Liebhold. 2015. Invasions by two
non-native insects alter forest species composition and
successional trajectories. For. Ecol. Manage. 341: 67-74.

Morin, R.S., A.M. Liebhold, and K.W. Gottschalk. 2004.
Area-wide analysis of hardwood defoliator effects on tree
conditions in the Allegheny Plateau. North. J. Appl. For.
21: 31-39.

Morin, R.S., A.M. Liebhold, K.W. Gottschalk, C.W. Woodall,
D.B. Twardus, R.L. White, S.B. Horsley, and T.E. Ristau.
2006. Analysis of forest health monitoring surveys on the
Allegheny National Forest (1998-2001). General Technical

57

9T0Z ‘2 Yol \ uo uoswioy ] uod e /B10'sjeuinolpioxo'ae)/:dny wouy papeoumoq


http://ae.oxfordjournals.org/

58

Report NE-339. Newtown Square, PA: U.S. Department of
Agriculture, Forest Service, Northeastern Research Sta-
tion. 104 p.

Morin, R.S., A.M. Liebhold, E.R. Luzader, A.]. Lister, K.W.
Gottschalk, and D.B. Twardus. 2005. Mapping host-species
abundance of three major exotic forest pests. Research Paper
NE-726. Newtown Square, PA: U.S. Department of Agricul-
ture, Forest Service, Northeastern Research Station. 11 p.

Morin, R.S., A.M. Liebhold, P.C. Tobin, K.W. Gottschalk,
and E. Luzader. 2007. Spread of beech bark disease in the
eastern United States and its relationship to regional forest
composition. Can. J. For. Res. 37: 726-736.

Moser, W.K., E.L. Barnard, R.F. Billings, S.J. Crocker, M.E.
Dix, A.N. Gray, G.G. Ice, M.-S. Kim, R. Reid, S.U. Rod-
man, and W.H. McWilliams. 2009. Impacts of nonnative
invasive species on US forests and recommendations for
policy and management. J. Forest. 107: 320-327.

Nowak, D.]J. 1994. Urban forest structure: the state of Chi-
cago’s urban forest, pp. 3-18. In McPherson, Nowak, and
Rowntree (eds.). Chicago’s Urban Forest Ecosystem: Re-
sults of the Chicago Urban Forest Climate Project. USDA
Forest Service, Northeast Forest Experiment Station GTR
NE-186. 202 p.

Nowak, D.J., A.B. Cumming, D. Twardus, R.E. Hoehn III,
C.M. Oswalt, and T.J. Brandeis. 2012. Urban forests of
Tennessee, 2009. USDA Forest Service, Southern Research
Station, GTR SRS-149. 60 p.

Perrings, C., K. Dehnen-Schmutz, J. Touza, and M. William-
son. 2005. How to manage biological invasions under glo-
balization. Trends. Ecol. Evol. 20(5): 212-215.

Pimentel, D., R. Zuniga, and D. Morrison. 2005. Update on
the environmental and economic costs associated with
alien-invasive species in the United States. Ecol. Econ.
52: 273-288.

Poland, T.M., and D.G. McCullough. 2006. Emerald ash bor-
er: invasion of the urban forest and the threat to North
America’s ash resource. J. Forest. 104: 118-124.

Pugh, S.A., A.M. Liebhold, and R.S. Morin. 2011. Changes in
ash tree demography associated with emerald ash borer
invasion, indicated by regional forest inventory data from
the Great Lakes States. Can. J. Forest Res. 41: 2165-2175.

Pysek, P., and D.M. Richardson. 2010. Invasive species, en-
vironmental change and management, and health. Ann.
Rev. Environ. Resour. 35: 25-55.

Renninger, H.J., N. Carlo, K.L. Clark, and K.V. Schifer. 2014.
Modeling respiration from snags and coarse woody debris
before and after an invasive gypsy moth disturbance. J.
Geophys. Res.: Biogeosciences 119: 630-644.

Rudis, V.A. 2003. Comprehensive regional resource assess-
ments and multipurpose uses of forest inventory and
analysis data, 1976 to 2001: a review. Gen Tech Rep SRS-
70. Asheville, NC: US Department of Agriculture, Forest
Service, Southern Research Station. 129 p.

Shearman, T.M., G.G. Wang, and W.C. Bridges. 2015. Pop-
ulation dynamics of redbay (Persea borbonia) after laurel
wilt disease: an assessment based on forest inventory and
analysis data. Biol. Invasions. 17: 1371-1382.

Shigo, A.L. 1972. The beech bark disease today in the north-
eastern US. J. Forest. 70: 286-289.

Siegert, N.W., D.G. McCullough, A.M. Liebhold, and FEW.
Telewski. 2014. Dendrochronological reconstruction of the
epicentre and early spread of emerald ash borer in North
America. Divers. Distrib. 20: 847-858.

Smith, W. B. 2002. Forest inventory and analysis: a nation-
al inventory and monitoring program. Environ. Pollut. 116
(Suppl. 1): $233-S242.

Sydnor, T.D., M. Bumgardner, and A. Todd. 2007. The potential

economic impacts of emerald ash borer (Agrilus planipen-
nis) on Ohio, U.S., communities. Arboriculture and Urban
Forestry 33: 48-54.

Tatem, A.J. 2009. The worldwide airline network and the dis-
persal of exotic species: 2007-2010. Ecography 32: 94-102.

Trotter III, R.T., R.S. Morin, S.N. Oswalt, and A.L. Liebhold.
2013. Changes in the regional abundance of hemlock asso-
ciated with the invasion of hemlock wooly adelgid (Adelges
tsugae Annand). Biol. Invasions 15: 2667-2679.

USDA Forest Service. 2004. National strategy and implemen-
tation plan for invasive species management. FS-805. 24 p.

USDA Forest Service. 2013. Forest Service national strategic
framework for invasive species management. FS-1017. 36 p.

Venette, R.C., D.J. Kriticos, R.D. Magarey, F.H. Koch, R.H.A.
Baker, S.P. Worner, N.N. G6mez Raboteaux, D.W. McK-
enney, E.J. Dobesberger, D. Yemshanov, P.J. De Barro,
W.D. Hutchinson, G. Fowler, T.M. Kalaris, and J. Pedlar.
2010. Pest risk maps for invasive alien species: a roadmap
for improvement. BioScience 60: 349-362.

Ward, J.S., 1997. White ash (Fraxinus americana L.) survival
and growth in unmanaged upland forests, pp. 220-230. In
Pallardy, S.G., Cecich, R.A., Garrett, H.G. (Eds.). Proceed-
ings of the 11th Central Hardwood Forest Conference. Co-
lumbia, MO. USDA Forest Service General Technical Report
No. NC-188: 220-230.

Ward, K., O. Ostry, R. Venette, B. Palik, M. Hansen, and M.
Hatfield. 2009. In R.E. McRoberts, G.A. Reams, P.C. van
Deusen, and W.H. McWilliams [eds.], Proceedings of the
Eighth Annual Forest Inventory and Analysis Symposium,
October 16-19, Monterey, CA, 2006. Gen. Tech. Report
WO-79. United States Department of Agriculture, Forest
Service, Washington, DC, pp. 115-120.

Westphal, M. L., M. Browne, K. MacKinnon, and I. Noble.
2008. The link between international trade and the glob-
al distribution of invasive alien species. Biol. Invasions
10: 391-398.

White, D., A.J. Kimmerling, and W.S. Overton. 1992. Carto-
graphic and geometric components of a global sampling
design for environmental monitoring. Cartogr. Geogr. In-
form. 19: 5-22.

Woodcock, H., W.A. Patterson III, and K.M. Davies Jr. 1993.
The relationship between site factors and white ash (Frax-
inus Americana L.) decline in Massachusetts. Forest Ecol.
Manag. 60: 271-290.

Yemshanov, D., F.H. Koch, D.W. McKenney, M.C. Downing,
and F. Sapio. 2009a. Mapping invasive species risks with
stochastic models: A cross-border United States-Canada ap-
plication for Sirex noctilio Fabricius. Risk Anal. 29: 868-884.

Yemshanov, D., D.W. McKenney, P. de Groot, D. Haugen,
D. Sidders, and B. Joss. 2009b. A bioeconomic approach
to assess the impact of an alien invasive insect on timber
supply and harvesting: a case study with Sirex noctilio in
eastern Canada. Can. J. Forest Res. 39: 154-168.

Yemshanov, D., EH. Koch, Y. Ben-Haim, M. Downing, F.
Sapio, and M. Siltanen. 2013. A new multicriteria risk map-
ping approach based on a multiattribute frontier concept.
Risk Anal. 33: 1694-1709.

James T. (JT) Vogt is a Deputy Program Manager with the USDA
Forest Service, Southern Research Station, Forest Inventory and
Analysis program in Knoxville, TN.

Frank H. Koch is a Research Ecologist with the USDA For-
est Service, Southern Research Station, Eastern Forest Environ-

mental Threat Assessment Center in Research Triangle Park,
North Carolina.

DOI: 10.1093/ae/tmv072

American Entomologist  Spring 2016

9T0Z ‘2 Yol \ uo uoswioy ] uod e /B10'sjeuinolpioxo'ae)/:dny wouy papeoumoq


http://ae.oxfordjournals.org/



