Severe decline in Cantabrian Capercaillie Tetrao urogallus cantabricus habitat use after construction of a wind farm
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Table S1. Raw data on droppings and direct sightings obtained at the three studied sites in each survey.


[image: image4.emf]Year Survey *

Nº of 

droppings

Direct 

sightings

Wind farm 

presence

Wind Farm

2009

1 22 1 female

No

2 31 1 male

No

3 25 1 female

No

4 46 1 male

No

5 37 1 male

No

2010

1 34 -

Yes

2 - -

Yes

3 - -

Yes

4 - -

Yes

5 - -

Yes

2011

1 - -

Yes

2 - -

Yes

3 - -

Yes

4 4 -

Yes

5 - -

Yes

2012

1 - -

Yes

2 - -

Yes

3 2 -

Yes

4 - -

Yes

5 - -

Yes

2013

1 - -

Yes

2 4 -

Yes

3 - -

Yes

4 - -

Yes

5 - -

Yes

Supplementary Table S1.

 Raw data on droppings and direct 

sightings obtained at the three studied sites in each survey.
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Year Survey *

Nº of 

droppings

Direct 

sightings

Wind farm 

presence

Control 1

2009

1 6 -

No

2 3 -

No

3 9 -

No

4 11 1 male

No

5 8 -

No

2010

1 7 1 male

No

2 5 -

No

3 23 1 female

No

4 3 -

No

5 16 -

No

2011

1 2 -

No

2 9 -

No

3 - -

No

4 7 -

No

5 - -

No

Control 1

2012

1 12 -

No

2 17 -

No

3 21 -

No

4 12 -

No

5 15 -

No

2013

1 - -

No

2 5 -

No

3 17 1 male

No

4 - -

No

5 12 -

No

Control 2

2009

1 28 -

No

2 31 -

No

3 11 -

No

4 3 -

No

5 19 -

No

2010

1 12 -

No

2 17 1 female

No

3 21 -

No

4 12 -

No

5 15 -

No
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Year Survey *

Nº of 

droppings

Direct 

sightings

Wind farm 

presence

Control 2

2011

1 22 -

No

2 41 -

No

3 - -

No

4 - -

No

5 5 -

No

2012

1 2 -

No

2 5 -

No

3 23 -

No

4 3 -

No

5 3 -

No

2013

1 9 -

No

2 5 -

No

3 27 -

No

4 7 -

No

5 - -

No

* Only data from surveys 2 to 5 were included in the analysis and in Fig. 2
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