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Abstract: Year-round diet of coyotes (Canis latrans) was assessed from 292 fecal
samples using frequency of occurrence of prey types and relative percent volume of
prey types. By both measures, the most important food item for each season was
rodents, except in the fall when volume of white-tailed deer (Odocoileus virginianust
in scats exceeded the volume of rodents. In most cases the 2 methods ranked prey
groups identically. Five of the 7 differences between adjacent seasons identified by
frequency of occurrence were corroborated by differences in volume. Lagomorphs also
were important, and their remains occurred in > 16% of each season's samples. Coyotes
utilized rodents, lagomorphs, white-tailed deer, and fruit most often, consistent with
other southeastern studies of coyote food habits, although the composite annual average
for white-tailed deer (37.6%) exceed all reported levels from southeastern studies.
Identifiable remains of eastern wild turkey (Meleagris gallopavo) and northern bobwhite
(Colinus virginianus) were detected in 3 coyote scats during the study period.
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Scat analysis is an important technique for describing carnivore food habits,
but several methods may be used to report results. Primary among these is reporting
relative frequency of occurrence of prey remains or food items in samples (Lee 1986,
Parker 1986). As only presence/absence is recorded with this method, incidental and
smaller prey items that may be of lesser importance in the diet are given equal weight
relative to items that are substantive (Wise et al. 1981). As a check, Wise et al.
(1981) used a bulk estimate and reported relative volumes. A third method estimates
the relative biomass consumed (Floyd et al. 1978, Corbett 1989). Our study loosely
follows the methods of Corbett (1989) in comparing importance of prey items as
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