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. P M AT Howard County, MO. | | pattern due to the regular human activity at HARC. Although common In
B T natural areas, their limited use of open and pastured areas at HARC may be
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* Placed 15 camera traps across a grid of five natural || QOrchards may offer easy access to food such as tree nuts for deer and
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Research Center (HARC; Figure 1) for . : : .
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each deer and coyote image captured (Figures 4 and || ©Ongoing surveys spanning multiple years and seasons will shed more light

5. on the Interactions we observed. We expect these patterns may shift
» Estimated and compared activity patterns of deer and seasonally In response to tree nut availability in orchards during fall and deer
coyote using R statistical software and packages fawning season In Spring- Figures 4 and 5 (right). A coyote moves through a pecan orchard (top) p\"'

‘overlap’ and ‘activity’. and a deer notices the camera trap in a naturally wooded area (bottom). |7
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