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h; the total expected time spent handling (pursuit and processing) the zth item

@ Animal encounter rates were reduced by the probability that pursuit resulted in failure. ® This is a low estimate for rabbit drive encounters. € All
analyses were run in the R environment (12) using spatial libraries (2; 3; 4). @ This work is part of an ongoing interdisciplinary research project
examining human-fire dynamics across the Great Basin. Thanks to Doug Bird, Joan Coltrain, Jim O'Connell, Chris Parker for advice and guidance, and
to Steve Simms and David Zeanah for providing the foundations for this work. Support for this research comes from the University of Utah Research
Foundation and the Global Change and Sustainability Center.

p; the probability that a forager will take the 7th item on encounter

Methods: Resources, Patches and Ranges
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