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y E::gtrgser;tstlgr;]ggirtl;tsural habitats, such as forests, S « There was no significant difference in number of innovations
J — between species that use or do not use edge habitats,
« Previous literature suggests that more cognitively capable ”:'-’ N according to a t-test (t = 0.34, df = 359, p-value = 0.74).
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« One measure of cognitive capabillity is innovativeness E 0 ¢ regressed on edge habitat use and research effort showed that
(Lefebvre et al 2004) Q o I edge habitat use was not a significant predictor of number of
» Hypothesis: birds that use edge habitats have more E . . sl (t=0.05, di=3344, p=0.96). This can be seen In
recorded innovations O - ’ _ -igure 1.
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| | | | | was not a significant predictor of number of innovations (t=1.55,
0 500 1000 1500 2000 df=776, p=0.12). This can be seen in Figure 2.
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Figure 1. Jittered number of innovations as a function of
jittered research effort for all species in the database.
Edge habitat-using species are in blue, species that do . We found no relationship between number of innovations and
not use edge habitats are in red. edge habitat use

« Next steps would include accounting for phylogeny and using a
more precise measure of edge habitat use (for example, as in
Desrochers et al 2010)
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