Enhancing the value of ecological data collected by MMOs

during seismic acquisition surveys:
assessing the effect of seismic surveys on cetacean occurrence.
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 Model | Covariate | Coefficient | SE__| Wald'sP _

m Seismic: Baleen whales Inactive -0.0991 0.2320 0.6696
m Seismic: Toothed whales  Inactive 0.5137 0.1533 0.0008
* Seismic models (airgun activit —
( & y) n Control: Baleen whales Active -0.5220 0.292 0.0736
. Inactive -0.5060 0.302 0.0937
Control: Toothed whales Active -7.093 1.082 <0.0001
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® Control models (su rvey type) and (b) — active vs inactive phases, ‘active’ was used as the baseline.
' \Yle d (d) — active and inactive phases vs control surveys, ‘control’ was used

Inactive -2.813 0.617 <0.0001
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-t P A ~AA . AL Using the results of this study we can now account for
* Alarge data set was available. : ———— p—
the differences in sightings rates from seismic vessels.
This valuable data source can then be used to fill
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