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Figure 1 — a) Badgers per km? taken in all culls and b) badgers per trapping
opportunity taken in culls in 2002 or later in 500m rings from the treatment area
boundary summarised across triplets. Note — operation 7 (M4) is based on a single
cull in triplet B.
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Figure 2 — a) Ratio of the density of ‘outer’ ring badgers (<1000m from the treatment
area) to ‘inner’ ring badgers where the inner ring was defined as either >1000m,
>2000m or >3000m from the treatment area boundary for each cull summarised
across triplets. b) ratio of badger densities in outer (<1000m) to inner (>1000m)
rings by triplet and cull



