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e Activity in burrows with eggs is highest 2-3 weeks prior to lay date (Figure 5)

Little is known about nest activity of burrowing seabirds prior to incubation period
* Individuals make burrow choice decisions
* Adults attend and prepare the nest prior to egg laying
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Figure 2: Comparison of activity level between burrow subsets
throughout study period.

* Models predicting burrow arrival 19 or 20 days prior to egg best explain variation
in activity of burrows (Figure 6)
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Figure 4: Burrows that will have an egg are more active before the
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Burrows were categorized by egg status
* All Burrows, Never Has Egg, Has Egg Currently, Will Eventually Have Egg,

Figure 5: Activity level was highest in periods prior 2-3 weeks prior to
the lay date.

Figure 6: Models predicting arrival 19 or 20 days prior to lay date
best fit the data.

shearwater calonectris diornedea as revealed by a novel logging technique. /BIS 140 : 458,459-466.
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* We examined activity level as a function of egg status 50% Activity
75% Activity
 We analyzed activity level relative to the lay date for individual birds 100% Activity

Egg Status Key
Burrows without Eggs

* We created statistical models to determine timing of onset of activity at burrows
that receive an egg and to test effect of egg presence on activity level

Burrows with Eggs

Figure 7: Burrows without
eggs are clustered (p=.05,

High/Low Clustering — GIS)
and fall into areas of lower
activity.

* GIS programs were used for spatial analysis of these patterns
* Map depicts the level of activity throughout site in topographic form
* Burrows distinguished by presence of egg
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