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Fig S1(a-o): Hydro-environmental variables from high-resolution remote-sensing data and land uses as landscape scale covariates for modelling smooth-coated otter site use  in Tungabhadra Otter Conservation Reserve. 
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Fig S2: Pearson correlation matrix among local-scale and landscape-scale site covariates for modelling smooth-coated otter site use 
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Fig S3(a-c): The varimax rotation from Principal Component Analysis of high resolution hydro-environmental variables along Tungabhadra Otter Conservation Reserve 
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Fig S4a-c: High-resolution hydro-environmental variables in building a dendrogram and factor plot showing the nine clusters along 60 sampled sites from the Hierarchical Agglomerative Clustering method in Tungabhadra Otter Conservation Reserve
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