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SUPPLEMENTARY TABLES
Table S1. Number of Monte Carlo sparse cloud iterations and accuracy values used as seeds in Agisoft Photoscan for each dataset. Marker and tie point accuracy set as the same values within each processing set. This process is part of the workflow presented in (James et al., 2017).
	Survey
	No. of Monte Carlo iterations
	Marker accuracy (pix)
	Tie point accuracy (pix)

	1
	1500
	0.726856
	0.726856

	2
	3000
	0.909417
	0.909417

	3
	1900
	0.696732
	0.696732

	4
	1800
	1.21223
	1.21223

	5
	1800
	1.23705
	1.23705

	6
	1800
	1.14533
	1.14533

	Drone
	2500
	1.16428
	1.16428


[bookmark: _GoBack]Table S2. Check point (n=4) errors for each survey. Check points were a subset of GCPs positioned within the SfM-MVS model, but excluded from the point cloud creation stages in the photogrammetry workflow.
	Survey ID
	Check Point
	Error (mm)
	RMSE (mm)

	
	
	Easting
	Northing
	Altitude
	

	[bookmark: _Hlk508820476]1
	1
	9.02
	31.25
	26.92
	18.88

	
	2
	40.57
	0.83
	-3.94
	

	
	3
	1.22
	-13.49
	14.43
	

	
	4
	-5.06
	6.13
	-19.47
	

	2
	1 
	3.72
	-24.13
	9.53
	15.90

	
	2
	10.15
	22.46
	-3.36
	

	
	3
	-8.22
	-11.93
	4.18
	

	
	4
	18.47
	2.71
	-33.95
	

	3
	1
	-0.14
	-15.45
	-3.37
	16.84

	
	2
	-2.93
	4.21
	-14.45
	

	
	3
	15.21
	-13.15
	-28.21
	

	
	4
	24.67
	0.13
	33.31
	

	4
	1
	9.37
	-0.74
	-10.01
	39.66

	
	2
	-56.85
	29.34
	117.43
	

	
	3
	-3
	-21.07
	6.27
	

	
	4
	-8.78
	6.84
	-13.54
	

	5
	1
	-9.69
	15.01
	-45.88
	43.99

	
	2
	-16.8
	3.33
	-46.81
	

	
	3
	-14.03
	52.25
	41.13
	

	
	4
	11.75
	-44.18
	-107.71
	

	6
	1
	-29.09
	-9.04
	-13.31
	
16.64

	
	2
	-10.46
	-15.35
	10.82
	

	
	3
	-3.85
	2.44
	-14.19
	

	
	4
	31.07
	1.28
	-23.76
	



