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d Under normal circumstances, mountain lions strongly avoid

urban areas

d Human mobility declined by more than 50% during the

COVID-19-associated lockdown

d Mountain lions relaxed their fear of the urban edge during the
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d Pandemics can alter ecological relationships because of

changes in human behavior
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In brief

The COVID-19 pandemic altered human

behavior, causing a more than 50%

reduction in humanmobility. This resulted

in mountain lions relaxing their aversion

to urban areas. Wilmers et al. reveal that

pandemic disease can partially mute the

ecological effects of humans, resulting in

rapid behavioral changes in wildlife.
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SUMMARY
Humans have outsized effects on ecosystems, in part by initiating trophic cascades that impact all levels of
the food chain.1,2 Theory suggests that disease outbreaks can reverse these impacts by modifying human
behavior,3,4 but this has not yet been tested. The COVID-19 pandemic provided a natural experiment to
test whether a virus could subordinate humans to an intermediate link in the trophic chain, releasing a top
carnivore from a landscape of fear. Shelter-in-place orders in the Bay Area of California led to a 50% decline
in human mobility, which resulted in a relaxation of mountain lion aversion to urban areas. Rapid changes in
humanmobility thus appear to act quickly on foodweb functions, suggesting an important pathway by which
emerging infectious diseases will impact not only human health but ecosystems as well.
RESULTS

Humans present a substantial source of mortality for many taxa

and are especially deadly to large carnivores, killing adults at

rates 9 times higher than any of their other predators.5 As

such, humans can initiate trophic cascades,6 whereby their

negative impacts on large carnivore density or behavior lead to

positive impacts on the carnivore’s prey such as increases in

density or changes in habitat use.1,2 These cascades of alter-

nating negative and positive effects, which often continue to

lower trophic levels, can impact public health7 and reshuffle

whole ecosystems.1,8 While there have been many examples

of trophic cascades where humans occupy the top level in the

food chain, it is unknown whether humans can be subordinated

to intermediate links in trophic cascades by other lifeforms,

reversing the sequence of positive and negative effects on

ecosystem functions. Theory suggests that infectious agents—

if powerful enough to cause widespread disruption in human

behavior or numbers—could initiate trophic cascades3,4 with hu-

mans relegated to an intermediate link. Despite regional disease

outbreaks (e.g., Ebola) and global pandemics (e.g., COVID-19)

impacting human behavior over large spatial scales, however,

this has not yet been tested. Here we test whether the coronavi-

rus SARS-CoV-2, which causes the disease COVID-19, can

subordinate humans to the second level in a trophic cascade,

impacting mountain lion habitat use (Figure 1).

In the Santa Cruz Mountains of California, two distinct types of

human development impact large carnivores: urban boundaries

where dense residential developmentmeets wildlands and lower

density exurban and rural residential development where houses

and wildland vegetation intermingle. Mountain lions (Puma con-

color) are the largest carnivore in this system and the majority of

their mortality is caused by humans (Table S1). As such, human

threat creates a landscape of fear whereby mountain lions
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generally avoid human voices9–11 and habitat close to human

infrastructure,12 resulting in increased energy expenditure by

mountain lions,13 reduced vagility, and smaller home ranges.14

This landscape of fear also has cascading impacts on mountain

lion kill rates of deer,15 plant architecture,16 and rodent space

use.17

On March 17, this region initiated a shelter-in-place order

(SIPO) in response to the COVID-19 pandemic. This lockdown

drastically changed human behavior, resulting in a more than

50% decline in human mobility as people confined themselves

to their homes and reduced driving and walking (Figure 2A).

This allowed us to test whether changes in human mobility in

response to the COVID-19 pandemic resulted in a relaxation of

the landscape of fear on mountain lions (Figure 1).

We placed GPS collars on six animals, whose home ranges

encompassed a gradient of land uses from the urban boundary

to less developed areas. We modeled mountain lion habitat se-

lection in relation to land use to examine if mountain lions’ fear

of humans was impacted by changes in human mobility due to

COVID-19. The collars recorded location data throughout 2019

and the first 9 months of 2020, allowing us to test whether

changes in human mobility associated with the pandemic

impacted mountain lion responses to human development. The

landscape of fear created by humans was represented in our

models by the density of houses on the landscape,12,14 and by

the urban boundary line and those areas within it. Housing den-

sity captures the localized, fine-grained impacts of the physical

structure of a house and associated human activity around

that house, while our urban boundary covariate captures the

additional impacts of urban areas such as heightened vehicle

and pedestrian traffic. We hypothesized that during the

COVID-19-associated lockdown, mountain lions would remain

averse to housing density as activity by people in and around

their homes persisted, but that they would relax their otherwise
e Authors. Published by Elsevier Inc.
commons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).
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Figure 1. COVID-19 suppression of human mobility releases moun-

tain lions from a landscape of fear

Prior to the COVID-19 pandemic (left half), human mobility elicits a fear

response in mountain lions, causing them to strongly avoid urban areas. The

emergence of COVID-19 due to the SARS-CoV-2 virus depicted here leads to

shelter-in-place orders (SIPOs), which subordinate humans to an intermediate

link in this cascade of ecological interactions by reducing human mobility,

which in turn relaxes mountain lion aversion to urban areas.

ll
OPEN ACCESSReport
higher aversion to urban areas due to the reduction in people

driving and walking.

To test whether changes in human behavior resulting from the

COVID-19 pandemic impacted mountain lion habitat selection,

we carried out two step-selection analyses18 (STAR Methods).

In the first analysis, we included human mobility (measured as

the change in routing requests for driving trips from Apple) as a

continuous covariate and asked how human mobility interacted

with our housing density and urban boundary covariates to

impact mountain lion habitat selection. At pre-SIPO levels of hu-

man mobility, mountain lions displayed a strong aversion to the

urban edge with their preference for habitat increasing with the

distance from the urban edge (Figure 2B). However, at the lowest

levels of human mobility during the lockdown, mountain lions’

aversion to the urban edge disappeared (Figure 2B). These re-

sults were driven by a considerable impact of the interaction be-

tween human mobility and the urban edge on mountain lion

habitat selection (b = 0.241 ± 0.165, p = 0.008; Table S2). This ef-

fect was greater than that of all natural covariates and surpassed

only by the impact of housing density during the daytime (b =

�0.504 ± 0.055, p < 0.001; Table S2).

In order to rule out the possibility of seasonal effects underly-

ing our results, we performed a second analysis in which we

divided 2020 into SIPO and non-SIPO periods (Figure 2A) and

compared these to results for the same period from 2019.

Corroborating our previous analysis, we found that during the

SIPO period, mountain lions relaxed their otherwise strong aver-

sion to the urban edge (b = 0.271 ± 0.201, p = 0.038 during SIPO

compared to b = 0.020 ± 0.292, p = 0.917 outside SIPO; Figures

2C–2E; Table S3). We were also able to rule out seasonal effects

as no similar impact was observed over the same temporal win-

dow from 2019 (b = 0.211 ± 0.270, p = 0.551 during SIPO
equivalent time period compared to b = 0.022 ± 0.180, p =

0.875 outside SIPO equivalent time period; Table S3).

DISCUSSION

Our results provide evidence that the drastic change in human

behavior due to the COVID-19 pandemic had cascading effects

onmountain lion habitat selection. Our results show that humans

have been subordinated to the second rather than top level in a

trophic cascade or set of behaviorally mediated indirect interac-

tions. Anecdotal evidence of wildlife appearing in cities globally

during the COVID-19 pandemic, such as reports of mountain li-

ons walking into downtown Santiago, Chile, or golden jackals

foraging in broad daylight in urban Tel Aviv, Israel,19 provide sup-

port for the possible widespread nature of this phenomenon. The

indirect effects of COVID-19 on mountain lion habitat selection

happened within a time period of days to weeks, indicating rapid

behavioral plasticity in both humans and mountain lions. We did

not test whether such modifications to landscapes of fear by a

virus cascade to trophic levels below mountain lions, but such

an impact is likely to depend on the duration of time over which

human behavior is altered and whether the impacts at lower tro-

phic levels require a behavioral (faster) or demographic (slower)

response.

By taking advantage of the natural experiment provided by

the SIPO, this study also highlights the importance of human

mobility on the habitat preferences of a large carnivore. The

SIPO allowed us to separate the influence of human mobility

(e.g., vehicle and pedestrian traffic) from the human footprint

(e.g., the locations of houses and roads) on mountain lions,

revealing that aside from, and in addition to, humans’ static im-

pacts, human mobility itself strongly drives wildlife behavior.

Human mobility has increased dramatically over the last cen-

tury with improvements in vehicle technology, infrastructure,

and accessibility. This rise in mobility is likely correlated with

an increasing human footprint but has its own unique impacts

on animal ecology20 and requires more research to fully appre-

ciate how it impacts ecosystems independently and in conjunc-

tion with the other impacts of humans. As this study reveals,

human mobility can change rapidly whereas other types of hu-

man impacts on the environment, such as those of the built

environment, usually change over much longer timescales. As

such, we expect future rapid reversals of human-driven trophic

cascades to operate primarily through changes in human

mobility.

Subordination of humans to intermediate links in trophic cas-

cades may occur in circumstances other than global pan-

demics19,21 such as during regional disease outbreaks that

impact human behavior or numbers on a large scale such as

occurred in response to the Ebola or Zika viruses in West Africa

and Brazil, respectively. As such, our results indicate that

regional or global disease outbreaks in humans have the poten-

tial to impact not only human health but the ecology of the

affected region as well. The timescale of such trophic cascade

reversals may be short in many cases as disease outbreaks

are controlled by public health measures, but could also persist

when such actions fail to control disease spread (e.g., malaria).

As emerging infectious diseases such as COVID-19 are ex-

pected to increase in the future,22 the subordination of humans
Current Biology 31, 3952–3955, September 13, 2021 3953



Figure 2. COVID-19 impacts humanmobility

and mountain lion habitat selection

(A) Human mobility (walking and driving) prior to,

during, and after the shelter-in-place order (SIPO).

Mobility values are expressed in percentages

relative to the values from January 13, 2020.

(B) The impacts of human mobility (measured by

driving trips) on mountain lion response to the ur-

ban edge (± SE) at pre-SIPO levels of mobility

(calculated as mean change in driving trips over

the 6 weeks from January 13 toMarch 1) and at the

nadir of mobility during the SIPO (the minimum

driving mobility during the SIPO period). Rug plots

show housing density at used locations from two

4-week periods corresponding to these pre- and

during-SIPO mobility levels: January 13–February

13 and March 17–April 17, 2020.

(C–E) GPS locations of mountain lions during the

pre-, during, and post-SIPO periods in relation to

urban areas (delineated by the black line).
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to intermediate links in trophic cascades and their consequent

environmental impacts may become more commonplace.

STAR+METHODS

Detailed methods are provided in the online version of this paper

and include the following:

d KEY RESOURCES TABLE

d RESOURCE AVAILABILITY
B Lead contact

B Materials Availability

B Data and code availability

d EXPERIMENTAL MODEL AND SUBJECT DETAILS

d METHOD DETAILS

B Study Area

B Data collection

d QUANTIFICATION AND STATISTICAL ANALYSIS

B Resource Selection Analysis

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION

Supplemental information can be found online at https://doi.org/10.1016/j.

cub.2021.06.050.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank Jim Estes, Marm Kilpatrick, and Chris Darimont for reviewing early

drafts of the manuscript and making valuable suggestions for improvement;

Yiwei Wang for the illustrations of mountain lions in Figure 1; and Richie King

and Dan Tichenor for their help in collaring animals. We are grateful to Briana

Abrahms and two anonymous reviewers for their constructive feedback on this

manuscript. Funding was provided by the National Science Foundation

(#1255913) and the Peninsula Open Space Trust.
3954 Current Biology 31, 3952–3955, September 13, 2021
AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

C.C.W. conceived of the idea and wrote the paper. A.C.N. performed the anal-

ysis and contributed to drafts of the paper. N.R. contributed to the analysis and

drafts of the paper.
DECLARATION OF INTERESTS

The authors declare no competing interests.

Received: February 4, 2021

Revised: April 22, 2021

Accepted: June 17, 2021

Published: June 22, 2021
REFERENCES

1. Ripple, W.J., Estes, J.A., Beschta, R.L., Wilmers, C.C., Ritchie, E.G.,

Hebblewhite, M., Berger, J., Elmhagen, B., Letnic, M., Nelson, M.P.,

et al. (2014). Status and ecological effects of the world’s largest carni-

vores. Science 343, 1241484.

2. Hebblewhite, M., White, C.A., Nietvelt, C.G., McKenzie, J.A., Hurd, T.E.,

Fryxell, J.M., Bayley, S.E., and Paquet, P.C. (2005). Human activity medi-

ates a trophic cascade caused by wolves. Ecology 86, 2135–2144.

3. Buck, J.C., and Ripple, W.J. (2017). Infectious agents trigger trophic cas-

cades. Trends Ecol. Evol. 32, 681–694.

4. Wilmers, C.C., Post, E., Peterson, R.O., and Vucetich, J.A. (2006).

Predator disease out-break modulates top-down, bottom-up and climatic

effects on herbivore population dynamics. Ecol. Lett. 9, 383–389.

5. Darimont, C.T., Fox, C.H., Bryan, H.M., and Reimchen, T.E. (2015). Human

impacts. The unique ecology of human predators. Science 349, 858–860.

6. Worm, B., and Paine, R.T. (2016). Humans as a hyperkeystone species.

Trends Ecol. Evol. 31, 600–607.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2021.06.050
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2021.06.050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref6


ll
OPEN ACCESSReport
7. Levi, T., Kilpatrick, A.M., Mangel, M., and Wilmers, C.C. (2012). Deer,

predators, and the emergence of Lyme disease. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci.

USA 109, 10942–10947.

8. Estes, J.A., Terborgh, J., Brashares, J.S., Power, M.E., Berger, J., Bond,

W.J., Carpenter, S.R., Essington, T.E., Holt, R.D., Jackson, J.B.C., et al.

(2011). Trophic downgrading of planet Earth. Science 333, 301–306.

9. Smith, J.A., Suraci, J.P., Clinchy, M., Crawford, A., Roberts, D., Zanette,

L.Y., and Wilmers, C.C. (2017). Fear of the human ‘super predator’ re-

duces feeding time in large carnivores. Proc. Biol. Sci. 284, 20170433.

10. Suraci, J.P., Frank, L.G., Oriol-Cotterill, A., Ekwanga, S., Williams, T.M.,

and Wilmers, C.C. (2019). Behavior-specific habitat selection by African li-

ons may promote their persistence in a human-dominated landscape.

Ecology 100, e02644.

11. Suraci, J.P., Smith, J.A., Clinchy, M., Zanette, L.Y., and Wilmers, C.C.

(2019). Humans, but not their dogs, displace pumas from their kills: An

experimental approach. Sci. Rep. 9, 12214.

12. Wilmers, C.C., Wang, Y., Nickel, B., Houghtaling, P., Shakeri, Y., Allen,

M.L., Kermish-Wells, J., Yovovich, V., and Williams, T. (2013). Scale

dependent behavioral responses to human development by a large pred-

ator, the puma. PLoS ONE 8, e60590.

13. Wang, Y., Smith, J.A., and Wilmers, C.C. (2017). Residential development

alters behavior, movement, and energetics in an apex predator, the puma.

PLoS ONE 12, e0184687.

14. Nickel, B.A., Suraci, J.P., Nisi, A.C., and Wilmers, C.C. (2021). Energetics

and fear of humans constrain the spatial ecology of pumas. Proc. Natl.

Acad. Sci. USA 118, e2004592118.

15. Smith, J.A., Wang, Y., and Wilmers, C.C. (2015). Top carnivores increase

their kill rates on prey as a response to human-induced fear. Proc. Biol.

Sci. 282, 20142711.

16. Yovovich, V., Thomsen, M., and Wilmers, C.C. (2021). Pumas’ fear of hu-

mans precipitates changes in plant architecture. Ecosphere 12, e03309.

17. Suraci, J.P., Clinchy, M., Zanette, L.Y., and Wilmers, C.C. (2019). Fear of

humans as apex predators has landscape-scale impacts from mountain

lions to mice. Ecol. Lett. 22, 1578–1586.

18. Fortin, D., Beyer, H.L., Boyce, M.S., Smith, D.W., Duchesne, T., and Mao,

J.S. (2005). Wolves influence elk movements: behavior shapes a trophic

cascade in Yellowstone National Park. Ecology 86, 1320–1330.

19. Rutz, C., Loretto, M.-C., Bates, A.E., Davidson, S.C., Duarte, C.M., Jetz,

W., Johnson, M., Kato, A., Kays, R., Mueller, T., et al. (2020). COVID-19

lockdown allows researchers to quantify the effects of human activity on

wildlife. Nat. Ecol. Evol. 4, 1156–1159.

20. Corradini, A., Randles, M., Pedrotti, L., Loon, E.v., Passoni, G., Oberosler,

V., Rovero, F., Tattoni, C., Ciolli, M., and Cagnacci, F. (2020). Effects of
cumulated outdoor activity on wildlife habitat use. Biol. Conserv. 253,

108818.

21. Silva-Rodrı́guez, E.A., Gálvez, N., Swan, G.J.F., Cusack, J.J., and

Moreira-Arce, D. (2021). Urban wildlife in times of COVID-19: what can

we infer from novel carnivore records in urban areas? Sci. Total Environ.

765, 142713.

22. Jones, K.E., Patel, N.G., Levy, M.A., Storeygard, A., Balk, D., Gittleman,

J.L., and Daszak, P. (2008). Global trends in emerging infectious diseases.

Nature 451, 990–993.

23. Smith, J.A., Wang, Y., and Wilmers, C.C. (2016). Spatial characteristics of

residential development shift large carnivore prey habits. J.Wildl. Manage.

80, 1040–1048.

24. Manly, B.F.J., McDonald, L.L., Thomas, D.L., McDonald, T.L., and

Erickson, W.P. (2002). Resource Selection by Animals: Statistical Design

and Analysis for Field Studies, Second Edition (Kluwer Academic

Publishers).

25. Forester, J.D., Im, H.K., and Rathouz, P.J. (2009). Accounting for animal

movement in estimation of resource selection functions: sampling and

data analysis. Ecology 90, 3554–3565.

26. Therneau, T.M. (2015). A package for survival analysis in S. https://www.

mayo.edu/research/documents/tr53pdf/doc-10027379.

27. Apple (2020). Mobility Trends Report. https://covid19.apple.com/mobility.

28. County of Santa Clara (2021). Santa Clara County Planning Office GIS

Data. https://www.sccgov.org/sites/dpd/gis/Pages/home.aspx.

29. County of Santa Cruz (2021). County of Santa Cruz Geographic

Information Services. https://gis.santacruzcounty.us/gisweb/.

30. SanMateo County (2021). Open SanMateo County. https://www.smcgov.

org/smc-reopening.

31. Smith, J.A., Duane, T.P., and Wilmers, C.C. (2019). Moving through the

matrix: promoting permeability for large carnivores in a human-dominated

landscape. Landsc. Urban Plan. 183, 50–58.

32. Suraci, J.P., Nickel, B.A., and Wilmers, C.C. (2020). Fine-scale movement

decisions by a large carnivore inform conservation planning in human-

dominated landscapes. Landsc. Ecol. 35, 1635–1649.

33. Duchesne, T., Fortin, D., and Rivest, L.P. (2015). Equivalence between

step selection functions and biased correlated randomwalks for statistical

inference on animal movement. PLoS ONE 10, e0122947.

34. Prima, M.C., Duchesne, T., and Fortin, D. (2017). Robust inference from

conditional logistic regression applied to movement and habitat selection

analysis. PLoS ONE 12, e0169779.
Current Biology 31, 3952–3955, September 13, 2021 3955

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref25
https://www.mayo.edu/research/documents/tr53pdf/doc-10027379
https://www.mayo.edu/research/documents/tr53pdf/doc-10027379
https://covid19.apple.com/mobility
https://www.sccgov.org/sites/dpd/gis/Pages/home.aspx
https://gis.santacruzcounty.us/gisweb/
https://www.smcgov.org/smc-reopening
https://www.smcgov.org/smc-reopening
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-9822(21)00879-4/sref35


ll
OPEN ACCESS Report
STAR+METHODS
KEY RESOURCES TABLE
REAGENT or RESOURCE SOURCE IDENTIFIER

Deposited data

Data and code Zenodo: https://zenodo.org/record/4940189#.

YMa0bjZKiCg

Zeonodo: https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4940189

Software and algorithms

Rstudio R Code Team https://www.r-project.org/

Survival package CRAN https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/

survival/index.html

Raster package CRAN https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/

raster/index.html
RESOURCE AVAILABILITY

Lead contact
Further information and requests for resources and reagents should be directed to and will be fulfilled by the lead contact, Christo-

pher Wilmers (cwilmers@ucsc.edu)

Materials Availability
This study did not generate new unique reagents.

Data and code availability
The data and code generated during this study are available at Zenodo: https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4940189

EXPERIMENTAL MODEL AND SUBJECT DETAILS

We conducted our study on 6 adult wild pumas (Puma concolor) consisting of 4 females and 2 males. We captured pumas using

trained hounds or box traps and anaesthetized them with Telazol following Animal Use Protocol WilmC1612 issued by UC Santa

Cruz to C. C. Wilmers. Pumas were fitted with GPS Vertex collars produced by Vectronics Aerospace (Vectronics Aerospace

GPS Plus, Berlin, Germany) equipped with a remote drop off and were released at the capture site.

METHOD DETAILS

Study Area
We conducted our study in the Santa CruzMountains of California. The study area is roughly 2800 km2 and is bounded to the north by

Silicon Valley and the cities of San Francisco and San Jose, to the east and south by farmland, residential development, amajor inter-

state highway, and the city of Santa Cruz, and to the west by the Pacific Ocean. The Santa Cruz Mountains is a fragmented and

variegated mosaic containing different levels of human influence, ranging from urban to heterogeneous levels of exurban and rural

residential development intermixed with tracts of relatively intact habitat in open space preserves, state and county parks, and un-

developed privately held properties. The study area is comprised of coastal mountains ranging from sea level to 1154 m. Dominant

vegetation types consist of coastal chaparral and grassland, oak woodland and redwood. Mountain lions (Puma concolor) are the

largest carnivore in this system and themajority of their mortality is caused by humans (Table S1). Black-tailed deer (Odocoileus hem-

ionus columbianus) are the preferred food item of pumas in this area.23 For further detail about the study system see Wilmers et al.12

Data collection
GPS collars recorded locations every 4 h. Data were retrieved via either an Iridium satellite uplink or direct download from the collar.

QUANTIFICATION AND STATISTICAL ANALYSIS

Resource Selection Analysis
We used step selection functions (SSFs) to quantify puma habitat selection.18 We used SSFs, a type of resource selection function

(RSF) where availability is defined based on observed animal movement behavior,24 so that we could properly sample available
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locations from the movement paths of each animal.25 Specifically, we generated available locations from simulated steps, and con-

trasted these with observed used points in a conditional logistic regressionmodel.18 In our analysis, we first excluded non-movement

points by filtering out all 4 h GPS locations that were < 20 m from the previous location. With this dataset of movement locations, we

generated 20 available locations for each used movement location using the following equations,

xt = xt�1 + Dt; � cosðqtÞ
yt = yt�1 + Dt � sinðqtÞ
where (xt, yt) are the longitude and latitude locations of each point at time t, D is a vector of step distances, and q is a vector of

turning angles. For each puma, step distances were randomly drawn from empirical distributions of the step lengths of other

individuals of the same sex,18 and turning angles were drawn from a [0, 2p] circular uniform distribution.25 The relative prob-

ability of use, w(x), takes the exponential form, w(x) = exp(bx). In this equation, x is a vector of covariates associated with

each GPS location. We estimated covariate effects (b) using conditional logistic regression through the clogit function from

the survival package26 in R.

Our central question was whether changes in human behavior during the COVID-19 pandemic impacted how pumas re-

sponded to human landscape features. As such we fit models that included interactions between anthropogenic covariates

and two metrics of human behavior - human travel behavior (continuous covariate) and shelter-in-place order periods (SIPO;

categorical covariate). We first considered human travel behavior, which changed drastically over January-August 2020 with

the onset of the COVID-19 pandemic and the SIPO order. Continuous travel data for Santa Cruz County were obtained from

Apple mobility trends data27 Jan 16 2020 – July 17 2020, which shows the percent relative daily routing requests of people

driving compared to January 13th 2020. Both driving and walking data were available but were tightly correlated (shown in Fig-

ure 2A), so only driving data was modeled for our analysis. We then fit models with defined discrete periods of time based on

public health policy for Santa Cruz County – pre-SIPO (January 16- March 16), during SIPO (March 17 - May 17), and post-SIPO

(May 18 - August 17). Note that severe wildfires burned in Santa Cruz and San Mateo Counties in August 2020, so we truncated

the post-SIPO data to before the fires started.

The anthropogenic covariates considered were (i) housing density and (ii) distance to urban edge. Housing density has been shown

to be an important driver of puma movement in our study system,12,14 and impacts movement differently between the day and night

(unpublished data). We calculated housing density using Epanechnikov kernels with a 150 m radius [in houses per sq.km], which is

the scale at which housing most strongly impacts puma movement.12 Housing density was cube root transformed to improve

normality and was always interacted with day/night to account for diel behavioral differences. The urban edge was defined by urban

service area boundaries for Santa Clara,28 and Santa Cruz Counties,29 and city boundaries for San Mateo County.30 Distance to the

urban edge was calculated by computing the Euclidian distance [in m] between each GPS location to the nearest urban edge, with

locations inside of urban areas assigned negative distances from the urban edge.

We analyzed the data in two steps. First, we considered whether any changes observed across SIPO periods could be ex-

plained by human travel behavior. Using the travel data described above, we fit models that contained interactions between

our two anthropogenic covariates, housing density and urban edge, with change in driving trips. For these models only data in

2020 were considered, as travel data from Apple was only available after 1/13/2020. The models we considered were: 1) housing

density; 2) housing density and distance to urban edge; 3) housing density and distance to urban edge interacted with travel; and

4) housing density interacted with travel and distance to urban edge interacted with travel, and we performed model selection

using Quasi Information Criteria (QIC). We report all models (Tables S2 and S3) and based our inferences in the main text on

the best fitting model. In all models, we also included topographic and landscape covariates that previous analyses have shown

to be important for puma habitat selection in the Santa Cruz Mountains.12,14,31,32 Specifically, we included topographic slope,

topographic position index (TPI, indicating whether a point is mid-slope or on a valley or ridge), the interaction between slope

and TPI, distance to nearest perennial river or stream (National Hydrography Dataset, USGS available at https://www.usgs.

gov/core-science-systems/ngp/national-hydrography), and percent vegetation cover. Percent cover was calculated from Califor-

nia GAP data (Gap Analysis Project, USGS available at https://www.usgs.gov/core-science-systems/science-analytics-and-

synthesis/gap) using a focal analysis over a 90 m x 90 m window using the raster package in R available at https://CRAN.

R-project.org/package=raster.

We also included step distance (log transformed) and directional persistence (cos[qt - qt-1], with qt - qt-1 representing the change in

cardinal direction across the two previous steps), as has been recommended in previous studies.25,33 All covariates were standard-

ized, andwe used generalized estimating equations (GEE) for robust standard error estimation.34 For GEE, each pumawas treated as

a separate cluster. We checked for potential collinearity using Pearson’s correlations, and all pairs of covariates had |r| < 0.4.

Second, we considered a discrete characterization of the SIPO to control for potential seasonal variation in puma movement

behavior. We fit separate models for 2019 and 2020 that included housing density and distance to urban edge. We chose to compare

2020 with 2019, rather than all previous years for which we have mountain lion monitoring data, because we wanted to restrict our

analysis to a consistent sample of individuals (i.e., the same cats monitored in 2019-2020). This analysis design controls for the con-

founding effects linked to sample composition (individual identity, age, sex). We then used model selection to see whether
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interactions with distance to urban edge and the SIPO periods (non-SIPO and during SIPO) improvedmodel fit in each year, by fitting

two models: 1) with no interaction between distance to urban edge and SIPO period and 2) including that interaction. If puma

response to the urban edge was a result of the SIPO and not a result of seasonal change, we would expect to see significant differ-

ences between SIPO periods during 2020, but not for the corresponding periods in 2019.
e3 Current Biology 31, 3952–3955.e1–e3, September 13, 2021
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