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The original version of this article unfortunately
contained a mistake. The x-axis in Figs. 4-6 in the orig-
inal version of this article should be replaced with the x-
axis shown in the improved figures below. This does not
change the calculations and conclusions.

The online version of the original article can be found at https://doi.org/
10.1007/s12080-017-0359-7
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Fig. 4 (color online) Analytical and simulated (candlestick) values of a
the presence mapped fraction (PM fraction) and b the fraction of individ-
uals covered within presence mapped patches (IC fraction) across map-
ping unit scales. x-axis is the area of mapping unit (m2). Each candlestick

shows, from the bottom, 5, 25, 50, 75, and 95 percentile values of 1000
simulation trials. The values of the sampling density and detectability are
α = 0.5 and β = 0.9, respectively. The other parameter values are the same
as in Fig. 1

Fig. 5 (color online) Analytical and simulated (only IC fraction of Thomas process) values of a the homogeneous Poisson process and b Thomas process.
All the values are the same as in Fig. 4 in the main text, but different presentation to facilitate the comparison of PM and IC fractions of each process
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Fig. 6 Effect of the intensity (λ; cλp) in the observation window,
W, on the theoretical presence mapped (PM) fraction, Eqs. 18 and
22. The intensity of the Thomas process is manipulated by changing
the parent intensity λp. Individual distribution patters are according
to the a homogeneous Poisson process and b Thomas process. For
the Thomas process, the curves for PM fraction converge as the

intensity becomes small, and come close to the corresponding curve
of the homogeneous Poisson process as the intensity of the Thomas
process increases. This is an effect that the increased parents inten-
sity decreases spatial heterogeneity over the concerned region. For
both panels, the order of the intensity monotonically decreases from
left to right

Theor Ecol (2018) 11:379–381 381


	Correction to: A theory for ecological survey methods to map �individual distributions

