Figure 4.—Results of a MAXENT model predicting the distribution of (habitat suitability
for) Lasiurus borealis on the Monongahela National Forest
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Figure 5.—Results of a MAXENT model predicting the distribution of (habitat suitability for)
Lasiurus cinereus on the Monongahela National Forest
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Figure 6.—Results of a MAXENT model predicting the distribution of (habitat suitability for)
Myotis leibii on the Monongahela National Forest
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Figure 7.—Results of a MAXENT model predicting the distribution of (habitat suitability for)
Myotis lucifugus on the Monongahela National Forest
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Figure 8. —Results of a MAXENT model predicting the distribution of (habitat suitability for)
Myotis septentrionalis on the Monongahela National Forest
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Figure 9.—Results of a MAXENT model predicting the distribution of (habitat suitability for)
Myotis sodalis on the Monongahela National Forest
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Figure 10.—Results of a MAXENT model predicting the distribution of (habitat suitability
for) Perimyotis subflavus on the Monongahela National Forest
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Figure 11.—Response curve relating probability of presence to distance from nearest cave, for
the 10 species captured on the Monongahela National Forest between 1997 and 2012.
Abbreviations for species are as in Table 1.
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Figure 12.—Response curve relating probability of presence to elevation above sea level, for the
10 species captured on the Monongahela National Forest between 1997 and 2012. Abbreviations
for species are as in Table 1.
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Figure 13.—Response curve relating probability of presence to relative forest density, for the 10
species captured on the Monongahela National Forest between 1997 and 2012. Abbreviations for
species are as in Table 1.
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Appendix A

Accessory data on performance of the MAXENT models created for the 10 species of bats

captured on the Monongahela National Forest between 1997 and 2012.

. Number of Regularized Unregularized Number . Number of

Species training samples training gain training gain of Test | Test gain Background
samples points
COTO 98 1.91 2.58 24 2.80 10,098
EPFU 937 0.61 0.86 234 0.80 10,937
LANO 76 0.37 0.89 18 0.61 10,076
LABO 1080 0.64 0.88 269 0.87 11,080
LACI 156 0.89 1.52 38 0.97 10,156
MYLE 130 1.00 1.92 32 1.84 10,130
MYLU 1985 0.51 0.69 496 0.81 11,985
MYSE 3877 0.39 0.47 969 0.47 13,877
MYSO 40 1.11 2.16 10 2.20 10,040
PESU 538 0.82 1.14 134 0.94 10,538
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