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sparrows. Behavioral Ecology, 2022, 33, 288-297. 2.2 6
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Anti-bat ultrasound production in moths is globally and phylogenetically widespread. Proceedings of

the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America, 2022, 119, . 71 13
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Assessing the Vulnerabilities of Vertebrate Species to Light and Noise Pollution: Expert Surveys
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Natural noise affects conspecific signal detection and territorial defense behaviors in songbirds.
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Bio-acoustic tracking and localization using heterogeneous, scalable microphone arrays.
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Sensory pollutants alter bird phenology and fitness across a continent. Nature, 2020, 587, 605-6009.
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Phylogenomics reveals the evolutionary timing and pattern of butterflies and moths. Proceedings of
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Natural sounds alter California ground squirrel, Otospermophilus beecheyi, foraging, vigilance and
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Phylogenomics resolves major relationships and reveals significant diversification rate shifts in the
evolution of silk moths and relatives. BMC Evolutionary Biology, 2019, 19, 182.
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Experimental exclusion of insectivorous predators results in no responses across multiple trophic
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The evolution of anti-bat sensory illusions in moths. Science Advances, 2018, 4, eaar7428.
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Anthropogenic noise changes arthropod abundances. Ecology and Evolution, 2017, 7, 2977-2985. 1.9 52

Acoustic environments matter: Synergistic benefits to humans and ecological communities. Journal

of Environmental Management, 2017, 203, 245-254.

Noise from a phantom road experiment alters the age structure of a community of migrating birds. 9.9 44
Animal Conservation, 2017, 20, 164-172. :
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Anthropogenic noise impairs owl hunting behavior. Biological Conservation, 2016, 199, 29-32.

The ecological implications of visitor transportation in parks and protected areas: Examples from
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Anthropogenic noise alters bat activity levels and echolocation calls. Global Ecology and
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and Conservation, 2015, 4, 291-310. :
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Tempo and mode of antibat ultrasound production and sonar jamming in the diverse hawkmoth
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