Functional responses of marine birds to local and global
changes in climate and small pelagic fish availability
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Mechanisms of bottom-up control?

1. NRJ expenditure using accelerometers
2. Spatial distribution of fish using acoustic survey

Aggregated | Dispersed
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Interindividual differences & plasticity

M = 0 BS = fi(prey biomass)
— \Survjy, = f3 (prey biomass) Survggy; = fo(prey biomass)

Needs:

* Incorporate individual heterogeneity

* Incorporate plasticity
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