
[bookmark: _Toc99543908]Table S2.  Models of the AICc top set (AICc<4) which were averaged to represent the relationship of stork response (Y) to prey choice and hydrological condition of marsh foraging locations. For those models which included the potential uninformative parameter ‘Trash’, the model was re-run without the parameter (bold rows) for comparison; ‘Trash’ was deemed uninformative if the intercept, logLik, and AICc values were identical between the pair of models.
	Rank
	(Intercept)
	ColonyType
	Non-natives
	HydroYr
	Trash
	ColonyType x Non-natives
	ColonyType x HydroYr
	df
	logLik
	AICc
	delta
	weight
	CumWt

	1
	1.710
	NA
	NA
	+
	+
	NA
	NA
	7
	-212.905
	440.532
	0.000
	0.245
	0.245

	2
	1.749
	NA
	+
	+
	+
	NA
	NA
	9
	-211.157
	441.491
	0.959
	0.152
	0.397

	(2)
	1.843
	NA
	+
	+
	NA
	NA
	NA
	7
	-214.261
	443.246
	
	
	

	3
	1.731
	-0.284
	NA
	+
	+
	NA
	NA
	8
	-212.452
	441.839
	1.307
	0.127
	0.524

	(3)
	1.841
	-0.360
	NA
	+
	NA
	NA
	NA
	6
	-215.839
	444.217
	
	
	

	4
	1.760
	-0.294
	+
	+
	+
	NA
	NA
	10
	-210.599
	442.645
	2.114
	0.085
	0.609

	(4)
	1.857
	-0.364
	+
	+
	NA
	NA
	NA
	8
	-213.509
	443.952
	
	
	

	5
	1.695
	-0.538
	+
	+
	+
	+
	NA
	12
	-208.456
	442.991
	2.459
	0.072
	0.681

	 (5)
	1.785
	-0.604
	+
	+
	NA
	+
	NA
	10
	-211.236
	443.919
	
	
	

	6
	1.843
	NA
	+
	+
	NA
	NA
	NA
	7
	-214.261
	443.246
	2.714
	0.063
	0.744

	7
	1.815
	NA
	NA
	+
	NA
	NA
	NA
	5
	-216.470
	443.323
	2.791
	0.061
	0.805

	(7)
	1.815
	NA
	NA
	+
	NA
	NA
	NA
	5
	-216.470
	443.323
	
	
	

	8
	1.785
	-0.604
	+
	+
	NA
	+
	NA
	10
	-211.236
	443.919
	3.387
	0.045
	0.850

	9
	1.857
	-0.364
	+
	+
	NA
	NA
	NA
	8
	-213.509
	443.952
	3.420
	0.044
	0.894

	10
	1.841
	-0.360
	NA
	+
	NA
	NA
	NA
	6
	-215.839
	444.217
	3.685
	0.039
	0.933
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