Drivers of telling gap size and skidding impacts on canopy openness:

-
a UAV-based assessment of certified logging disturbance in Central Africa < <

€
Zoé ROUSSEAU', Jean-Francois BASTIN', Jean-Louis DOUCET!

TERRA Teaching and Research Centre (Forest is Life), Gembloux Agro-Bio Tech, Université de Liege, Passage des Déportés n°2, Gembloux 5030, Belgium
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