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1. Summary 

In the UK, woodland grant schemes have facilitated planting in the Scottish uplands over the past 
20 – 30 years, but there is little information about the biodiversity responses to this. In this project 
we aimed to quantify the diversity and activity of medium to large mammals using new native 
woodlands. Across the two years of study, a total of 132 locations were surveyed in four woodland 
areas within the Loch Lomond and Trossachs National Park, and Glen Devon, for a total of 4680 
camera nights, resulting in 1040 observations of identified mammal species. 

The most commonly detected mammal was roe deer (Capreolus capreolus), observed at over 
60% of all camera trap locations. Red deer (Cervus elaphus), were less commonly observed at 
just over a third of all locations, and red fox (Vulpes vulpes) at just under 20% of locations. 
European badger (Meles meles) were observed at eight locations, and European pine marten 
(Martes martes) at five, with single sightings of red squirrel (Sciurus vulgaris), and stoat (Mustela 
erminea). 

Both roe and red deer were more likely to be observed in woodlands over 10 years old, and whilst 
roe deer were regularly detected in all habitats surveyed, they were more likely to be observed 
in woodland interiors than along woodland edges or moorland. We found no differences in red 
deer activity between habitats. In this study, fox activity did not appear to vary with woodland 
age, nor did combined carnivore activity, vary with habitat or distance to the nearest tree. This 
suggests a lack of strong edge-effects (i.e. higher activity/abundance at forest edges), however 
low encounter rates and low sample size in 2019 mean that further surveying is required before 
this can be confirmed. This study forms part of a wider research programme examining the 
responses of birds, mammals (including bats) and ground invertebrates to woodland planting in 
the uplands, and is expected to be completed in 2022. 

 

2. Introduction 

In the last few decades, efforts have been underway to reverse historic deforestation in parts of 
Europe, North America and Australia through woodland creation restoration schemes (e.g. 
(Forest Europe 2015). In 2012 the Scottish Government committed to creating 10,000 hectares 
of woodland per year. This has been increased to 15,000 hectares per year by 2024 in the new 
draft Climate Change Plan for Scotland (Scottish Parliament 2017; Forestry Commission 
Scotland 2018). Substantial tree planting on open upland moorland is therefore predicted over 
the coming decades, including native woodland creation. Whilst woodland grant schemes have 
facilitated planting in the Scottish uplands over the past 20 – 30 years, there is still relatively little 
information about the responses of different species to this. Woodland creation is predicted to 
benefit woodland birds and other woodland taxa, many of which are of conservation importance, 
but negatively impact moorland species, which are themselves of conservation importance. 
Negative impacts could occur through habitat replacement and potential edge effects on 
remaining open ground, including avoidance of trees and potential predation effects. However, 

 



much of our understanding of such woodland edge effects comes from work on non-native forests 
(Wilson et al. 2014, Burton et al. 2018); there is little ecological understanding of whether native 
woodlands will cause similar effects. This information is critical to inform woodland policy in the 
coming years. 

Mammals, particularly predatory species which are typically found at low densities, can be very 
hard to survey. Many mammals are largely nocturnal and can be easily disturbed, making it 
difficult to establish population numbers and distributions. Advances in camera trapping 
technology now mean that there is a reliable, minimally invasive, visual means of surveying 
multiple wildlife species at once, over long periods of time, substantially reducing survey effort in 
comparison to other methods. They can be employed in a wide range of habitats including the 
wooded and open habitats included in this project (e.g. Cusack et al. 2015). 
 

3. Aims and Objectives 

The original objectives of this project were to quantify the diversity and activity of mammalian 
predators using new native woodlands. We have now expanded these objectives to encompass 
any medium to large mammal suitable for detection by camera traps, and in particular 
mammalian herbivores. We wanted to identify how often mammals frequent newly planted areas, 
how this changes as woodlands mature, and patterns of movement of different species in the 
surrounding open habitats (e.g. whether they are predominately observed at woodland edge vs. 
interior habitats). Specifically our objectives were to: 

1. Assess how patterns of woodland use by mammals changes as woodlands mature; 

2. Identify how patterns of woodland use by mammals is influenced by woodland characteristics 
(e.g. extent of edge habitats, shape) or the surrounding landscape (e.g. proximity to mature 
woodland, water); 

3. Quantify how far out mammalian predators travel into open moorland habitats from woodland 
edges, and how often. This is important to identify potential predation impacts on open moorland 
bird species, due to the presence of new planting. 

 

4. Methods 

4.1. Field sites  

Surveying for the project took place in 2018 (12th June – 10th November) and 2019 (6th May – 
19th June) across the Trossachs and Loch Lomond National Park (Inversnaid, Loch Katrine and 
Glen Finglas, managed by Royal Society for the Protection of Birds, Forest and Land Scotland 
(formerly Forest Commission Scotland) and Woodland Trust respectively) and Glen Devon 
(managed by the Woodland Trust) to the north-east of Stirling (Figure 1). Woodland areas were 
chosen to provide a range of ages, from 4 – 21 years old, as well as areas of mature oak and 
birch woodland (120+ years). Neighbouring land uses range from coniferous plantations and 
sheep grazing to recreational and leisure activities. 

 



 

Figure 1. Locations of woodland areas surveyed for large mammals: Loch Katrine (56.263077, -4.510546), 
Inversnaid RSPB Reserve (56.267336, -4.5616049), Glen Finglas (56.257734, -4.379378) and Glen 
Devon (56.222016, -3.631403). 

4.2. Surveying design  

Browning trail cameras (model BTC-8A) with infrared flash, were used for mammal observations 
across all sites. In 2018, sampling locations were all within woodlands (objective 1). For logistical 
reasons two or three cameras were deployed in relatively close proximity (minimum 100 m apart), 
with a total of 35 cameras deployed across the four woodland areas for an average of 33 days 
(range: 4 – 68 days; 92% of cameras were deployed for over 20 days but for a few traps, batteries 
were exhausted quickly due to excess triggers and the camera had to be moved to a more 
suitable location). In 2019, camera traps were deployed in transects of five (in one case four) 
cameras from the woodland interior to the woodland edge, and out into surrounding moorland 
areas (objectives 2 and 3). The minimum distance between camera traps within a transect was 
200 m and between transects was 500 m.  

Locations for camera traps (in 2019, transect starting points) were chosen randomly in advance 
using ArcMap 10.3.1, and assessed for suitability in the field, making minor adjustments. 
Cameras were equipped with 8 x AA Alkaline batteries and a 16 GB memory card. These were 
checked every 2-3 weeks, batteries replaced where necessary and images downloaded.  

Camera traps within woodland were mounted on trees where possible, or stakes in the absence 
of suitable trees. All camera traps in the moorland were mounted on stakes, driven into the 
ground with a sledgehammer. Camera traps were positioned approximately 100 centimetres from 
the ground, and those along the transect (in 2019) faced the direction of open moorland. As such, 
the cameras were most likely to detect larger mammals, which in the area of study are roe deer 
(Capreolus capreolus), red deer (Cervus elaphus), red fox (Vulpes vulpes), European badger 
(Meles meles), and European pine marten(Martes martes). The positioning of the camera traps 
is less suitable for smaller terrestrial mammals such as red squirrel (Sciurus vulgaris), the smaller 
mustelids, mice and voles. 



Cameras were active 24 hours a day and were programmed to take a set of three successive 
still images when triggered by heat and movement, with a five minute delay between possible 
trigger events. Figure 2 shows a range of locations traps were deployed in by students 
undertaking undergraduate and Master’s dissertations in 2018 and 2019.  

 

 

Figure 2. Students at the University of Stirling deploying camera traps (and in one case, a bat detector - 
bottom right, see discussion) with woodlands as part of the mammal surveying project. 

 

4.3. Statistical analysis 

Preliminary analyses are presented in this report; the full analysis will be completed as part of a 
PhD thesis on the biodiversity consequences of woodland creation in upland landscapes being 
conducted at the University of Stirling.  

In this study, the measure of activity used for analytical purposes is the number of observations 
of a particular species where a period of at least five minutes has passed between two 
consecutive sets of images (similar to other studies, e.g. Negroes et al. 2010, Driessen and 
Jarman 2014). If more than one individual was seen at the same picture, each animal was 
considered as a separate observation. Because of low numbers of observations for many 
species, analyses here focus on roe deer, red deer, fox and combined carnivore species.  

To assess how patterns of woodland use by mammals changes as woodlands mature (objective 
1), a General Linear Model (GLM) for each species was employed, using a negative binomial 
distribution to account for over-dispersion. In these models, species activity per location (using 
data collected in 2018) was used as the response variable, with the number of days (24 h periods) 
as an offset to account for variation in sampling effort. Woodland age was included as a three-



level categorical variable (young: up to 10 years, n = 26; medium 10-21 years, n = 42; old 120+ 
years, n = 30); this approach was used, rather than age as a continuous variable because of the 
large gap in woodland ages available to survey between 21 and 120 years old. The eastings of 
each camera trap location was used as a covariate to account for spatial autocorrelation 
(exploratory analyses showed that eastings and northings were very highly correlated, and since 
the spread of eastings was greater, this was the spatial measure used).  

Data collected in 2019 was used to assess patterns of deer and carnivore activity in woodland 
interior, woodland edge and moorland (objective 2). In 2019, red fox were only detected in 6 / 34 
locations, so activity data were pooled across carnivore species (fox, badger, pine marten, stoat). 
Similarly to above, GLMs for each species were employed using a negative binomial distribution 
with habitat type as a three-level categorical variable, and eastings as a covariate. For carnivores, 
an additional model using the distance measure from the camera trap location to the nearest tree 
(over 3 m in height) was used to how far out mammalian predators travel into open moorland 
habitats from woodland edges (objective 3).  

 

5. Preliminary Results 

5.1. Summary results 

Across the two years of study, a total of 132 locations were surveyed in the four woodland areas 
(98 in 2018, 34 in 2019), for a total of 4680 camera nights, resulting in 1040 observations of 
known mammal species (Table 1, Figure 3). 

The most commonly observed mammal was roe deer, which were observed at over 60% of all 
camera trap locations. Red deer, were less commonly observed at just over a third of all locations, 
and red fox at just under 20% of locations. European badger, European pine marten, red squirrel, 
and stoat were more rarely observed (< 10% locations). 

 

Table 1. Mammal observations across the 132 sampling locations in 2018 and 2019  

Species  
 

Number of 
observations 

Number of 
locations 
detected at 

% of 
locations 
detected at 

Red deer 288 47 35.6 
Roe deer 683 81 61.4 
Fox 36 24 18.2 
Badger 25 8 6.0 
Pine Marten 6 5 3.8 
Stoat 1 1 0.7 
Red squirrel 1 1 0.7 



 

Figure 3. Example images of mammals observed throughout the project; A) roe deer hind with fawn, B) 
red deer stag, C) pine marten (circled), D) red squirrel (circled), E) red fox, E) badger. 
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There was considerable variation in relative mammal activity between the four woodland areas 
surveyed in this study. Whilst roe deer activity was higher in most areas, in Inversnaid relatively 
more red deer were observed (Figure 4). The highest number of mammal species were observed 
at Loch Katrine although the number of observations was low. Across the areas, badger 
observations were highest at Inversnaid, and fox at Glen Devon (Figure 5). 

 

 

Figure 4. Deer activity in the four woodland areas surveyed. For the purposes of presentation, activity is 
the number of observations at each location per 100 camera trap days. 

 

 

Figure 5. Mammal activity (excluding deer) in the four woodland areas surveyed. For the purposes of 
presentation, activity is the number of observations at each location per 100 camera trap days. 

 

5.2.  Effects of woodland age on mammal activity 

Badgers were observed in woodlands of all ages (3/26 young, 1/42 medium and 3/30 old 
woodlands), whereas pine marten (0/26 young, 1/42 medium, 2/30 old woodlands) and red 
squirrel (1/30 old woodland only) were only observed in woodlands over 10 years old.  



Very few roe or red deer were observed in young woodlands, with both species significantly more 
likely to be observed in woodlands of 10 years old or more (Table 2, Figures 6 & 7). On average, 
cameras located in woodlands aged 10-21 years recorded just over 2 more deer observations 
than young woodlands, and there was no difference in observations between medium and older 
woodlands. Fox activity did not vary between woodlands of different ages (Table 2, Figure 8). 

Table 2. Statistical results for GLMs examining the effect of woodland age on activity levels of roe deer, 
red deer and red fox. Results for young (up to 10 years) and old woodlands (120+ years) are in comparison 
to medium aged woodlands (10-21 years). Variables significant at α 0.05 are highlighted in bold. 

Species Variable Estimate Std. Error Z value P value 
Roe deer Intercept -10.070  2.521   -4.246 < 0.0001 
 Woodland age: young  -2.101   0.583  -3.605 < 0.0001 
 Woodland age: old  0.293   0.428    0.683 0.495   
 East 0.00003 0.000009  3.547 0.0004 
      
Red deer Intercept -1.584  3.587 -0.442   0.659  
 Woodland age: young  -2.389 0.755 -3.165   0.0016 
 Woodland age: old  0.208   0.593    0.351   0.726   
 East -0.000004 0.00001 -0.303   0.762    
      
Fox Intercept -9.653  3.459  -2.791   0.0053  
 Woodland age: young  -0.702 0.790 -0.889   0.374    
 Woodland age: old  -0.444 0.696 -0.638   0.524    
 East 0.00002 0.00001  1.568   0.117    

 

 

Figure 6. Roe deer activity in woodland of different age categories (young: up to 10 years, n = 26; medium 
10-21 years, n = 42; old 120+ years, n = 30). For the purposes of presentation, activity is the number of 
observations at each location per 100 camera trap days. 

 



 

Figure 7. Red deer activity in woodland of different age categories (young: up to 10 years, n = 26; medium 
10-21 years, n = 42; old 120+ years, n = 30). For the purposes of presentation, activity is the number of 
observations at each location per 100 camera trap days. 

 

 

Figure 8. Fox activity in woodland of different age categories (young: up to 10 years, n = 26; medium 10-
21 years, n = 42; old 120+ years, n = 30). For the purposes of presentation, activity is the number of 
observations at each location per 100 camera trap days. 

 

  



5.3.  Effects of habitat and distance to trees on deer activity 

Roe deer were more commonly observed in woodland interior than at the edges of woodland, 
with an average of 1.5 more observations per camera trap location (Table 3, Figure 9). There 
was no significant difference between woodland edge and moorland. There was no difference in 
the levels of activity between habitats for red deer (Table 3, Figure 10).   

Table 3. Statistical results for GLMs examining the effect of habitat on activity levels of roe and red deer. 
Results for moorland and woodland (interior) are in comparison to woodland edge habitats. Variables 
significant at α 0.05 are highlighted in bold. 

Species Variable Estimate Std. Error Z value P value 
Roe deer Intercept -5.784 2.293 - 2.523 0.012* 
 Habitat: moorland -0.131 0.502 -0.261 0.794 
 Habitat: woodland 1.497 0.524 2.856 0.004 
 East 0.00003 0.000009 3.093 0.002** 
      
Red deer Intercept 24.245 8.584 2.824 0.005** 
 Habitat: moorland -0.731 0.980 -0.746 0.456 
 Habitat: woodland -0.039 1.076 -0.036 0.971 
 East 0.00009 0.00003 -2.670 0.008** 
      

 

 

Figure 9. Roe deer activity observed by cameras located in moorland, and woodland (edge and interior). 
For the purposes of presentation, activity is the number of observations at each location per 100 camera 
trap days. 



 

Figure 10. Red deer activity observed by cameras located in moorland, and woodland (edge and interior). 
For the purposes of presentation, activity is the number of observations at each location per 100 camera 
trap days. 

 

5.4.  Effects of habitat and distance to trees on carnivore activity 

Badgers (one site), pine marten (two sites) and stoat (one site) were only observed within 
woodland locations during the 2019 camera trapping study. Foxes were observed by cameras 
located in moorland sites (n= 4), woodland (n=1) and woodland edge (n=1). 

Combining observations across all carnivores, two separate models were constructed, one 
containing distance to the nearest tree (over 3 m in height), one containing habitat types. It was 
not possible to combine both predictor variables into one model, since there was necessarily a 
strong association between them. Whilst the highest levels of carnivore activity occurred in 
locations within or close to woodland, there was no effect of either distance to trees or habitat on 
carnivore activity (Table 4, Figures 11 & 12). 

Table 4. Statistical results for two separate GLMs examining the effect of distance from trees (model 1), 
and habitat (model 2) on carnivore activity. Results for moorland and woodland (interior) are in comparison 
to woodland edge habitats. 

Model  Variable Estimate Std. Error Z value P value 
#1  Intercept 2.696   5.086    0.530     0.596 
 Distance to nearest tree 0.002 0.005 0.480     0.631 
 Easting 0.00001 0.00002 -0.738     0.460 
 AIC 60.203    
      
#2  Intercept 1.235 4.390 0.281 0.778 
 Habitat: moorland 0.576 1.141 0.505 0.614 
 Habitat: woodland 1.664 1.101 1.511 0.131 
 Easting -0.00001 0.00002 -0.742 0.458 
 AIC 58.585    

 

 

 



 

Figure 11. Combined carnivore activity per camera trap location as a function of distance to the nearest 
tree (> 3 m in height). For the purposes of presentation, activity is the number of observations at each 
location per 100 camera trap days. 

 

 

Figure 12. Combined carnivore activity observed per camera trap located in moorland, and woodland (edge 
and interior). For the purposes of presentation, activity is the number of observations at each location per 
100 camera trap days. 

 

6. Preliminary Conclusions 

This study demonstrates that a range of medium and large mammals are using secondary 
woodlands planted within the last 20 years in the uplands of central Scotland. As expected, 
observations during the camera trapping study confirmed the presence of red deer, roe deer, 
foxes, badgers and pine martens across upland woodlands planted within Loch Lomond and 
Trossachs National Park, and Glen Devon.  

The most recent population estimates suggest there are between 360,000-400,000 red deer and 
200,000-350,000 roe deer in Scotland (Edwards and Kenyon 2013). In this study, however, 70% 
of the deer observed (which were identified to species) were roe deer, which reflects the stronger 
association with woodland by roe deer, and where the cameras were placed.  



There are around 23,000 adult red foxes in Scotland (Harris et al. 1995, Webbon et al. 2004), 
and they comprised 3.5% of observations. There was a similar number of observations of 
Badgers (accounting for 2.4% of observations), but these were seen at a much smaller number 
of sites (8 in comparison to 24 for foxes). According to the Scottish Badger Distribution Survey 
(Rainey et al. 2009), there are between 7300 and 11200 badger setts in Scotland, which indicates 
a healthy but moderate population. The pine marten population is currently under recovery from 
a historical decline due to persecution and woodland clearance. They are known to be found in 
the Loch Lomond and Trossachs National Park (Croose et al. 2013), but no previous sightings 
at these locations have been recorded in the National Biodiversity Network Atlas. These data will 
be passed on to woodland managers and local recorders. In addition to the taxa the camera trap 
placement was designed to detect, there were single observations of red squirrel and stoat.   

Both roe and red deer were more likely to be observed in woodlands over 10 years old, and whilst 
roe deer were regularly detected in all habitats surveyed, they were more likely to be observed 
in woodland interiors than along woodland edges or moorland. Roe deer are strongly associated 
with broadleaf woodland (Hansson 2002), and findings from this study mirrors that of previous 
work in Norway (Hewison et al. 2007) where the density of roe deer in interior woodland was four 
to nine times higher than in fragmented woodland (with higher amounts of edge habitat). Whilst 
also a woodland species, the red deer has adapted to open-hill habitats (Hansson 2002; Crawley 
et al. 2020), and here we found no differences in activity between habitats.  

The most commonly encountered predator observed in this study, the red fox is a highly 
adaptable habitat generalist (Crawley et al. 2020), whose home ranges have been shown to vary 
in response to landscape productivity (typically increasing in size with elevation, and decreasing 
in productive agricultural landscapes; Walton et al. 2017). In this study, fox activity did not appear 
to vary with woodland age, nor did combined carnivore activity, vary with habitat or distance to 
the nearest tree. This suggests a lack of strong edge-effects which have been detected for 
mammalian meso-predators in coniferous and mixed forests (Cěrvinka et al. 2011). However, the 
relatively low encounter rates, and low sample size in 2019 in the current study, mean we should 
be cautious about drawing firm conclusions from this. 

Camera traps reportedly capture 75 – 86 % of medium to large mammal species, however, 1,034 
to 3,400 trap nights are necessary to achieve these rates (Zlatanova & Popova, 2018). In this 
study, this level of sampling intensity was achieved for Glen Finglas (n=1751) and Loch Katrine 
(n=1296), but not for Glen Devon (n=892) or Inversnaid (n=741), suggesting that further camera 
trapping is required in these woodland areas to fully sample the existing mammal communities. 
In this study, we have not attempted to estimate population densities or numbers of each species. 
However, the measure of activity used here is arguably as relevant when assessing potential 
impacts of deer browsing on trees, or predators on ground-nesting birds. Future analyses with 
these data will explore the use of recent developments for camera trap data, which now provide 
a means of estimating abundance from animals which are not individually identifiable (Sollman 
2018). Additionally, information on local vegetation characteristics and surrounding landscape 
features will be incorporated to identify important drivers of mammalian activity in these 
woodlands. Parallel projects, conducted just prior to, or at the same time as, the camera trap 
project, will provide information on the responses of birds, bats and ground invertebrates to 
upland woodland creation.  

 

7. References 

Burton V, Moseley D, Brown C, Metzger MJ, & Bellamy P (2018). Reviewing the evidence base 
for the effects of woodland expansion on biodiversity and ecosystem services in the United 
Kingdom. Forest Ecology and Management, 430, 366-379.  



Cěrvinka, J, Šalek M, Pavluvčik P & Kreisinger J (2011). The fine-scale utilization of forest edges 
by mammalian mesopredators related to patch size and conservation issues in Central European 
farmland. Biodiversity & Conservation 20, 3459–3475.  

Crawley D, Coomber F, Kubasiewicz L, Harrower C , Evans P, Waggitt J, Smith B & Matthews F 
(2020). Atlas of the Mammals of Great Britain and Northern Ireland. Pp. 192. Pelagic Publishing.  

Croose E, Birks JDS & Schofield HW (2013). Expansion zone survey of pine marten (Martes 
martes) distribution in Scotland. Scottish Natural Heritage Commissioned Report No. 520. 

Cusack, Swanson A, Coulson T, Packer C, Carbone C, Dickman AJ, Kosmala M, Lintott C, 
Rowcliffe JM (2015). Applying a random encounter model to estimate lion density from camera 
traps in Serengeti National Park, Tanzania. The Journal of Wildlife Management, 79, 1014-1021. 

Driessen MM & Jarman PJ (2014) Comparison of camera trapping and live trapping of mammals 
in Tasmanian coastal woodland and heathland. In: Meek P. et al., eds. Camera Trapping: Wildlife 
Management and Research. CSIRO Publishing, Collingwood, Australia. 

Edwards T & Kenyon W (2013). Scottish Parliament Information Centre (SPICe) Briefing: Wild 
Deer in Scotland. The Scottish Parliament, Edinburgh. 

Forest Europe. (2015). State of Europe’s Forests 2015. Available at: 
http://www.foresteurope.org/docs/fullsoef2015.pdf 

Forestry Commission Scotland (2018) Strategy for Woodland Creation on the National Forest 
Estate. Available at:https://scotland.forestry.gov.uk/images/corporate/pdf/Strategy-for-
Woodland-Creation-on-the-National-Forest-Estate.pdf  

Hansson L (2002). Mammal movements and foraging at remnant woodlands inside coniferous 
forest landscapes. Forest Ecology and Management, 160, 109-114.  

Harris S, Morris P, Wray S & Yalden D (1995). A review of British mammals: population estimates 
and conservation status of British mammals other than cetaceans. Joint Nature Conservation 
Committee, Peterborough. 

Hewison AJ, Angibault J, Cargnelutti B, Coulon A, Rames J, Serrano E, Morellet N (2007). Using 
Radio-tracking and Direct Observation to Estimate Roe Deer Capreolus capreolus Density in a 
Fragmented Landscape: A Pilot Study. Wildlife Biology, 13, 313-320.  

Negroes N, Sarmento P, Cruz J, Eira C, Revilla E, Fonseca C, Sollmann R, Torres NM, Furtado 
MM, Jacomo ATA & Silveira L (2010). Use of Camera-Trapping to Estimate Puma Density and 
Influencing Factors in Central Brazil. The Journal of Wildlife Management, 74, 1195-1203. 

Rainey E, Butler A, Bierman S & Roberts AMI (2009). Scottish Badger Distribution Survey 2006 
– 2009: estimating the distribution and density of badger main setts in Scotland. Report prepared 
by Scottish Badgers and Biomathematics and Statistics Scotland. 

Scottish Parliament 2017. Draft climate change bill for Scotland. Available at: 
https://www.gov.scot/publications/draft-climate-change-plan-draft-third-report-policies-
proposals-2017/ 

Sollman R (2018). A gentle introduction to camera-trap data analysis. African Journal of Ecology 
56, 740-749. 

Walton Z, Samelius G, Odden M & Willebrand T (2017). Variation in home range size of red foxes 
Vulpes vulpes along a gradient of productivity and human landscape alteration. PLoS ONE 12(4): 
e0175291. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0175291. 



Webbon CC, Baker PJ & Harris S (2004). Faecal density counts for monitoring changes in red 
fox numbers in rural Britain. Journal of Applied Ecology, 41, 768-779. 

Wilson JD, Anderson R, Bailey S, Chetcuti J Cowie, NR, Hancock MH & Thompson DBA (2014). 
Modelling edge effects of mature forest plantations on peatland waders informs landscape-scale 
conservation. Journal of Applied Ecology, 51, 204-213.  

Zlatanova DP & Popova ED (2018). Biodiversity estimates from different camera trap surveys: A 
case study from Osogovo Mt., Bulgaria. Nature Conservation Research, 3, 13-25.  

 

8. Acknowledgements 

Nora Kerecsenyi, Danial Gallagher, Veronica Dandzo-Adzagudu and Devin Fitzpatrick collected 
the data for this project, and were assisted by a large number of other students and friends who 
assisted with fieldwork and image processing, including Ariana Chiti, Rose McKeon Caroline Lee, 
Rachele Stoppoloni, Katalin Varga, Csaba Nagy, Marika Svobodova, Hanna Partoft, Ben Price, 
Emily Hopkin and Talia Vilalta Capdevila. Eilidh McNab and David Douglas contributed to survey 
design and fieldwork. We thank all the landowners and managers, the Woodland Trust, Forestry 
and Land Scotland and the Royal Society for the Protection of Birds, for allowing access to the 
study sites, and to Future Woodlands Scotland for providing the funding. 

 

 

 

 


