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Introduction
Results - continued

® The San Francisco Bay Estuary is of hemispheric importance due to the

« As far as habitat type, the highest mean bird density was found on islands
(54.90 birds/ha® % 7.35 SE), then on pond bottoms/open water (30.86
birds/ha * 4.22 SE), and finally on levees (19.24 birds/ha® * 5.67 SE).

high number of migrating and wintering shorebirds that it supports in
salt ponds, mudflats, and adjacent areas.
® The South Bay Salt Pond Restoration Project plans to convert 50 to 90%

USRI el uE A S lel R il ST « Generalized Linear Mixed Model results (Table 1) indicated that higher

* A primary challenge is to maintain the abundance of migratory and abundances of most foraging guilds were observed:

wintering birds in a smaller footprint of managed ponds. The Project is « when the island was more isolated

experimenting with pond enhancements such as island construction.

« at high tide
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® We surveyed the pond weekly from three locations using a 50 m gridcell : : : :
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e We recorded all birds observed within the pond noting bird behavior  Islands that are more isolated (farther nearest neighbor) supported higher
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(foraging or roosting) and habitat type (island, levee, water, pond bottom, e , 4 abundances of multiple guilds.
or man-made). . T __ =SS » Many guilds may have used the islands as a nocturnal roost.
® Using a generalized linear mixed model, we analyzed island characteristics Oct. Nov. Dec. Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May
to determine if certain variables supported higher abundances of birds. Figure 2. Mean Bird Abundance By Major Habitat Types Over Time
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