Appendix B: Dataset Inclusion Criteria
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Diagram of criteria used to filter suitable datasets and species. Because many datasets report information on multiple species, we were often able to make multiple scale of effect comparisons within a dataset. Thus, the final sample size refers to the number of scale of effect comparisons made in our study (i.e., one per species per dataset). Boxes in grey represent dataset level criteria, yellow represents species level criteria. Because we analyzed datasets ourselves rather than extract pre-produced effect sizes, the filtering process was sometimes iterative (i.e., a dataset appeared to be suitable at a given step, but then proved unsuitable for that criteria at a later step or during analysis). Thus, a step-by-step reduction in total pool is not possible to report. 

image1.tif
Dataset Search

“wildlife”, “mammal”, “cameratrap”,
“habitat fragmentation”

Dryad WOs KNB
1,811 268 50

)

Reports distribution data

¥

Contains >= 1 forest associated
species

¥

Contains >10 sample locations

+

Coordinates are available

i

Occurs in fragmented
landscape

¥

Final Datasets

33

]

Forest associated species

]

Non-migratory species

¥

Present or absent in >1
sampling location

{

Species per dataset
163





