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Description automatically generated]
Summary table of the models used to assess the effects of various factors on the magnitude of the difference between the scales of effect of flux and percent forest cover
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Description automatically generated]
Summary table of the models used to assess the effects of various factors on the magnitude of the difference between the scales of effect of patch density and percent forest cover
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Flux_For

Coeffcient Estimates_CI(95%) _P-alue
Overall 020 -036-0.76 0480
mass 017 -024-057 0414

habitatgeneralist 026 -0.06-059 0.112

dietherbivore 013 -063-036 0.594
dietomnivore 004 -035-043 0826
volant 028 -062-1.19 0536
‘homerange 015 -042-012 0284

latitudetropical 023 -0.19-0.64 0281

landscape_forest  -0.00  -0.02-0.01 0.404
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Coeffcient Estimates_CI(95%) _P-alue
Overall 000 -0.56-056 0997
mass 021 -020-063 0313

habitatgeneralist 019 -0.15-052 0272

dietherbivore 007 -044-057 0797
dietomnivore -003 -043-037 0880
volant 040 -052-133 0388
‘homerange 013 -040-0.15 0.369

latitudetropical 022 -0.19-0.64 0289

landscape_forest  -0.00  -0.01-0.01 0.748




