Lophodytes cucullatus (K

Selection of Nest Boxes by Cavity Nesting Waterfowl Based on Diameter at Breast Height in Mead Wildlife Area

Casey Kroening®, Elianne Heilhecker”, Aiden Gehrke*, Victoria Fasbender®, Ben Sedinger PhD ™ Undergraduate Students

Introduction:
Cavity nesting birds suc

In areas where natural cavitie

specifically the Geo

'ge Meac

h as Aix sponsa (Wood duck) and

ooded merganser) rely on nest boxes

s are not available. In Wisconsin,
State Wildlife Area in Marathon

County, cavity nesting birds have the option to use nest boxes

species.

mounted on poles or to trees
use by these species has varied over time, managers have
Inquired which, If any, tree size class Is favored by either

of various sizes. While nest box

Our study aims to evaluate if the diameter at breast
height (DBH) of trees that are
selection. This study will also

by DBH of trees to
Beginning

in 2008 c

est succes

University of Wisco

the last three years.

mounted with nest boxes effects
compare nest success separated
s of boxes mounted on poles.

ata has been collected by tr

nsin Steve

e
e
Wildlife Society by checking 78-129 boxes annually in January
and February. The DBH of trees has only been measured during

1s Point Student Chapter of tf

Our study aims to evaluate if the diameter at breast

neight (DBH) of trees that are mounted with nest boxes effects
nest success and selection. This study will also compare nest

success separated by DBH of trees to nest success of boxes

mounted
Data Collection:

on poles.
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Data Analysis:
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Table Showing P-values on Selected vs Not Selected Trees
Selected Nest Box Tree DEH  Not Selected Nest Box Tree DBH

Table showing P-values on Successful vs Unsuccessful Trees

P-value Successful Nest Box Tree DEH Unsuccessful Nest Box Tree DBH P-value

14 593 0043 Community 15.431 16.568 0.147
14.598 0.138 Wood Duck 14.607 17.019 0.165
14593 0.074

Hooded Meganser 15.432 16.515 0.249
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Discussion:
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Future Research/Directions:
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e The materials or age of the nest

pressure by the female wood c
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Management Considerations:
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more successful.
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