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Table SI 1. Land cover classes and percent area within the central Panama study area in 2020 as determined by the PVCTS land cover map.
	PVCTS Class Name
	Simulation Reclassification
	% of Study Area
	% of Forest Class

	Gallery in Mature Forest
	Forest
	0.25%
	0.44%

	Mature Forest
	Forest
	26.67%
	46.55%

	Water and Wetland Forest Mixed
	Forest
	0.01%
	0.02%

	Wetland Forest
	Forest
	0.68%
	1.19%

	Evergreen Plantation
	Forest
	0.04%
	0.07%

	Forest Gallery
	Forest
	0.68%
	1.18%

	Disturbed Forest
	Forest
	13.39%
	23.37%

	Deciduous Plantation
	Forest
	0.26%
	0.46%

	High Gallery Veg
	Forest
	0.08%
	0.13%

	High Veg
	Forest
	15.23%
	26.58%

	High Crops
	Non-Forest in RT, AD, and GO
	0.10%
	

	Med Gallery Veg
	Non-Forest in RT, AD, and GO
	0.31%
	

	Med Veg
	Non-Forest in RT, AD, and GO
	7.15%
	

	Edge Veg – Gallery
	Non-Forest in RT, AD, and GO
	0.29%
	

	Edge Veg - Dry
	Non-Forest in RT, AD, and GO
	3.19%
	

	Low Crops, Irrigated
	Non-Forest in RT, AD, and GO
	0.01%
	

	Low Wetland Veg
	Non-Forest in RT, AD, and GO
	0.55%
	

	Low Veg
	Non-Forest in RT, AD, and GO
	8.87%
	

	Low Crops, Rainfed
	Non-Forest in RT, AD, and GO
	1.94%
	

	Very Low Veg
	Non-Forest in RT, AD, and GO
	13.38%
	

	Water and Bare Mixed
	Non-Forest in RT, AD, GO, and GE
	0.32%
	

	Built/Bare
	Non-Forest in RT, AD, GO, and GE
	1.79%
	

	Water
	Non-Forest in RT, AD, GO, and GE
	3.30%
	

	No Data
	Non-Forest in RT, AD, GO, and GE
	1.52%
	






	[bookmark: _Hlk19620703]Table SI 2. Figure of Merit components for simulated 2016-2020 deforestation based on 2011-2016 calibration period.

		Component
	Number of Cells
	Percent

	Hits
	305
	0.04

	Misses
	9940
	1.21

	False Alarms
	13404
	1.63

	Correct Rejections
	799692
	97.13

	Total
	823341
	100.00






