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camtrapviz is an application and R package to visualize camera trap data. It is intended for data where species have already
been annotated and compiled in tables.

Analysis modules

The different modules allow to import, filter and analyze camera trap data. First, you must choose data with the import
module. All other modules are optional and can be run in any order. To launch the modules, navigate the sidebar on the left.

import (8 Filter Y Overview 0 All species B3 One species .

example | species, cameras [—> syntheticinformation [>| abundanceand  [—*] activity pattern

or own file or date range on the data diversity and detections
Select data Analyze data

First, you must import data from the included example files or from your own dataset. Then, you can filter data based on
species, cameras of date range. The overview module provides general information about the data, such as the number of
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Science ouverte et code ouvert

Enjeu scientifique Transparence

e Vérifiabilité Rendre la science accessible a tout le

« Efficacité (ne pas « réinventer la roue »)
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objet d'étude modeles
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= Lawton (1999) : « il est temps de passer a autre chose »
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