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* Phytophthora symptoms were noted and a subset of symptomatic plant oak trees in positive plots is 2527, 360 and 707, respectively.

tissue was collected and cultured to confirm presence of the pathogen. In
some cases we conducted ELISA testing to further analyze samples.

e Percent cover of all tree, shrub and herbaceous species were recorded * Mortality in positive plots was 13% for tanoak, 19% for coast live oak
based on Braun-Blanquet cover classes. and 12% for Shreve’s oak. However, much higher levels of mortality are

occurring in certain stem size classes. For example, in tanoak, over 3 times
the mortality is occurring in the larger size classes as compared to the
smallest stem size class.

Fig. 9 - Example of high volumes of standing dead stems in an infected
redwood-tanoak forest.

* Number and species of all tree seedlings and seedlings >50cm were
censused.

* Species and volume of coarse woody debris (logs on the ground

>20cm diameter) were measured. * Downed woody debris accumulation is higher in diseased plots. There

are almost 3 times the amount of tanoak down woody debris and 1.4x’s for
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