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Gap crossing ability
Longevity

Target patch

Biological flux

Patch isolation

Nearest neighbour measure
Metapopulation indices
Probability of colonisation
10. Probability of Dispersal
11. Cost of movement

12. Bandicoot

13. Resistance of the landscape
14. species perceptual ranges
15. species habitat selection behaviour
16. Mortality risk

17. Resistance layer

18. Raster

19. Value

20. Uncertainty

21. Multivariate surfaces

22. Attribute layer

23. Spatial relationship

24. Adjacency

25. Traversability

26. Centrality metrics

27. Pair-wise matrices

28. Vector-based methods

29. Deceptive paradox

30. Intra-patch connectivity
31. Inter-patch connectivity
32. Radio-telemetry

33. Mark-release-recapture
34. Genetic variation of biological population
35. Functional corridor

36. Land cover

37. Effective distance

38. Random walk theory

39. Least-cost modelling

40. Short paths

41. Circuit theory

42. Cost-weighted distance
43. Least-cost modelling

44. Optimisation
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