The effects of timber harvesting on tick
densities and small mammal foraging
behavior and abundance
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Ixodes scapularis Borrelia burgdorferi
Most commonly occurring vector-borne disease: 30,000 cases/year! °

“Data and Surveillance | Lyme Disease | CDC.” Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, 2022
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What drives tick densities?

RANDOM
FOREST
MODEL

M.O. Rabin, Randomized byzantine generals, in 24th Annual Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science (IEEE, 1983), pp. 403—409
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