Patterns and correlates of claims for brown bear damage on a continental scale
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conservation. Many large carnivores populations are
transboundary, and while the same animals roam free at different
sides of the borders, conflict management varies among
countries. Improving our knowledge about the mechanisms Bear abundance
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countries in Europe and analyzed 18,300 compensated claims for
damages caused by brown bears across 18 European
management units with different socio-ecological conditions.
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management units in 2005-2012. We (b) delimited the management units (blue

lines) based on the distribution of each bear population or subpopulation overlaying
national, regional or county borders (distributions after Chapron et al., 2014).
Qountries with grey color had no data on bear distribution. /

compensated claims for bear damage each year in Europe in 2005-2012. We analyzed

the total number of claims and the number of claims for livestock and apiary damage.

We (a) averaged the standardized coefficients across GLMMs with the management unit
QS a random effect. We (b) compared the relative weights of each hypothesis using AICJ
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