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The above plots generally confirm the hypothesis that higher levels of ecosystem services are
found In cities with more comprehensive forestry management and community involvement.

Evansville

SUSI inventories were

conducted for 23 Indiana cities. Here, we focus on 13:
four cities characterized by high levels of net ecosystem
services, five by medium levels and four by low levels.
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However this relationship is far from exact, particularly in the case of Gary, IN (represented in red Clark, J.R., Matheny, N.P., Cross, G. and Wake, V. (1997). A model of
and excluded from the scatter analysis). Clark’s (1997) urban forestry sustainability model helps urban forest sustainability. Journal of Arboriculture, 23(1): 17-30.
make sense of these non-linearities.
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