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SUPPLEMENTARY FIGURES
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[bookmark: _GoBack]Figure S1. (A) The KAP equipment in the field, with the picavet mount (containing camera) suspended from the single kite line using two carabiners. (B) 3D model of the picavet mount that can be produced with a 3D printer.  .
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Figure S2. The subset area of interest (AOI) used for the drone and kite comparison analysis. Dark grey shaded area shows whole study system AOI.
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Figure S3. Orthomosaics constructed with images from each of the six KAP surveys. Products from surveys 1-6 represented by A-F respectively. All mosaics cropped to the study area of interest (Fig. 1).
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Figure S4. Digital elevation models (DEMs) for each of the six KAP surveys. Products from surveys 1-6 represented by A-F respectively. All models colour scaled to the minimum and maximum found across models. All rasters cropped to the study area of interest (Fig. 1).
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Figure S5. The distribution of estimated altitudes of the camera when images were captured for each of the six surveys. Additional drone survey altitude included with KAP survey six. Altitude estimates calculated in Agisoft Photoscan after sparse cloud construction. Darker grey bars show each surveys bins, whereas distribution incorporating all six surveys is shown in lighter grey.
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Figure S6. Pitch estimations for each camera position as calculated by Photoscan for both the drone and KAP survey 6 data.
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Figure S7. Roll estimations for each camera position as calculated by Photoscan for both the drone and KAP survey 6 data.
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