Alcids . less common Stage | x II: Relative Abundance Predictive Model
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Alcids, less common

Stage |: Presence Probability Predictive Model
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CO aSta.I WaterfOWI Stage | x II: Relative Abundance Predictive Model
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Coastal Waterfowl
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Jaegers
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Jaegers

Annual Presence Probability
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Phalaropes
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Phalaro pes Stage I: Presence Probability Predictive Model

Annual Presence Probability Annual Presence Relative Uncertainty
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Shearwaters , less common Stage | x II: Relative Abundance Predictive Model

Annual Predicted SPUE Map Annual SPUE Relative Uncertainty Map
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Shearwaters . less common Stage I: Presence Probability Predictive Model
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©F Sm all Gulls, less common Stage | x II: Relative Abundance Predictive Model
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Small Gulls . less common Stage I: Presence Probability Predictive Model
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Storm-Petrels , eSS COMMON  stage I x Ii: Relative Abundance Predictive Model
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Storm-Petrels , less common Stage |: Presence Probability Predictive Model

Annual Presence Probability Annual Presence Relative Uncertainty
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Terns, less common Stage | x II: Relative Abundance Predictive Model
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Terns, less common

Annual Presence Probability

Stage |: Presence Probability Predictive Model
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Unidentified Gulls Stage |: Presence Probability Predictive Model
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