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Table 2. Stomach Sample Compasition of the Main Prey Groups Consumed by Macaroni Penguins during
Chick-rearing (Based on Total Wet Mass of Prey Components in All Samples Combined).

Total (n=53) * Guard (n=35) Créche (n=18)

() (%) (9 (%) (9 (%)
Euphausiids 27603 69 2169.7 83 5906 43
Fish 8842 22 4245 16 4597 33
Amphipods 3274 8 68 <1 3206 23
Cephalopods 109 <1 1.0 <1 99 1
Total 39828 100 26020 100 13808 100

“Data on the mass and composition of stomach contents from individual birds
is given in Table 52
doi10.1371/journal.pone.0000831.1002




