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Obj ectives/Goals Abstract
We set out to determine the energetic cost for the Southern Sea Ottg 2
channel, alocation with increased boat disturbance. This entailed Ansm igns. 1. How do dive
times differ between sea otters that are foraging versus sea otters NJTTom a disturbance? 2.
What is the success rate of foraging? 3. What prey do sea ottergesi\ anding harbor channel.
Methods/Materials
We observed southern sea otters in the Moss Landin . We recorded the dive-surface
times of individual sea otters. With foraging sea otters, w N
not and what their prey consisted of. With otters escaping
and the type of disturbance.
Results

ccessful. Sea otters foraged on 55%

bivalves (clams and mussels) 37% fat innkeep RS, 2RJ 8% faI innkeeper worms and bivalves (in the
same dive). 27% of dive time was used to espajyd . S{{ers\gpend about 6 kcals diving to achieve one
food item.

Conclusions/Discussion %
The average calories gained for 1 cldm j e B8Qst to get this clam is 2.7 kcals for the successful

/+ foraging successful + foraging unsuccessful)
. The energetic cost of foraging in the channel is
god abundance decreases, the cost of foraging in this

foraging dive but since only 4
result in a clam the cost to gel
relatively low. However, as bo
channel may become too high. Fgiily
Elkhorn Slough. More informgfgnd
area.

apparent with kayakers.
and by noisy motors
down, movi ng

Summary t
Wefou th SeaOttersforaglng in Moss Landing Harbor channel spent about one quarter of
al divetim boats, costing about 6 kcal for each successful forage attempt.

Help Received

We consulted with Dr Terrie Williams about the energetic cost of diving in sea otters but designed and
performed the entire study ourselves.
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