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	Factor name
	Description of factor

	Continuous variables

	Detectability
	Variation in detectability can bias wildlife surveys (Reid et al. 2013), affecting research and management of taxa that are difficult to detect. Taxa were scored against a ten point scale based on the survey effort required to be 90% sure of absence at a 10 ha site in usual habitat, using the best available technique and at a time of day/year when the bird can be expected to be present in the region (data from Garnett and Geyle 2018). Scores ranged from exceedingly difficult to confirm presence or absence (1) to detectable within five minutes (10) (Supplementary Table 2). A 10 ha area was chosen as a standard scale as being large enough for large timid taxa to remain despite the presence of an observer (e.g. bustards in open grassland), but not too large to search for nocturnal taxa or reclusive taxa in dense undergrowth. Because it was rarely possible to place a taxon exactly in any category, a score was derived using triangular fuzzy numbers (Zadeh 1965) by estimating the lowest (Smin) and highest (Smax) likely detectability, as well as the most likely level. This was then converted to a single figure (S), assuming conceptual similarity between steps in the ten point scale, by averaging the mean of the lowest and most likely score and the mean of the highest and most likely score as per .

	Generation time 
	Generation time (best estimate; years) were derived from Garnett and Baker (2021).

	Monitoring score
	Cumulative score against 10 variables, each assessed on a scale of 0-5 so maximum score of 100 (see Verdon et al. (submitted)).

	Population size
	Population size estimates (best estimate; no. mature individuals) were derived from Garnett and Baker (2021).

	Range size
	Estimates of Area of Occupation (best estimate; km2) were derived from Garnett and Baker (2021).

	Site accessibility
	Taxa occurring close to population centres at sites with unrestricted access are potentially easier to study and manage than taxa occurring in areas that are either physically or legally difficult to access. A ten point scale was used to assess accessibility varying from there being legal and/or physical access to <10% of the area occupied by the taxon (1) to >90% (10) (Supplementary Table 2). 

	Taxonomic distinctiveness
	Garnett et al. (2003) estimated that more resources had been invested in taxa with higher levels of taxonomic distinctiveness. We therefore tested whether any of the metrics were correlated with the measure of taxon distinctiveness in Garnett et al. (2015) based on Daniels et al. (1991) that counts the number of close relatives at each taxonomic level up to order: i.e., ssp./sp., spp./genus, genera/family, families/order, see Garnett and Baker (2021).

	Variability
	Stability, the ‘natural’ change in the number of mature individuals and/or Area of Occupancy in three generations, using the median as a baseline was assessed against ten criteria ranging from <5% to >100% (see Garnett et al. 2018, Supplementary Table 2). 

	Weight
	Body Weight (g) affects the probability of a bird being threatened (Garnett 1992), with larger birds having a greater likelihood of being threatened. Data were derived from Garnett et al. (2015). Where taxon weight data were missing, the weight of the nearest relative of similar size was used.

	Categorical variables

	Conservation planning 
	Conservation planning implies a greater degree of attention is being given to the taxa for which they are written. Under the EPBC Act, two levels of planning are possible - Recovery plans which have detailed analyses of actions required and some legislative obligations and Conservation Advices which have a brief summary of threats and possible management actions, without legislative obligation. The existence of either an endorsed Recovery Plan or a Conservation Advice by 2010 was noted to allow enough time for a plan to have an impact on conservation trajectories.

	Geography
	Taxa grouped into four categories: mainland (if breeding on continental Australia); continental islands (if breeding only on islands on Australia’s continental shelf); oceanic islands (if breeding only on oceanic islands); and nonbreeding migrants. Continental islands refer to Tasmania, King, Flinders, Bathurst, Melville, Kangaroo, Archipelago of the Recherche, Houtman Abrolhos, Dorre, Bernier, Dirk Hartog, Barrow, Boigu, Saibai, all of which have distinctive subspecies of land birds not found on mainland Australia, and a small proportion of the 8,000 small islands off Australia used by threatened seabirds for nesting. Oceanic islands refer to Heard, Macquarie, Christmas, Cocos (Keeling), Lord Howe and Norfolk Islands. Seabird taxa with some populations breeding in Australia and some visiting from elsewhere were analysed as separate entities.

	Legislative status
	Threatened taxa are more likely to be monitored (Garnett and Geyle 2018) and thus more likely to be the focus of research and management efforts (Sanderson et al. 2016). EPBC Act status was used in the analysis as a threatened listing under the EPBC Act triggers policy-related action for threatened species conservation as Matters of National Environmental Significance (Australian Government 2017). The variable was categorical, listed or not, and only used for taxa listed by 2010.

	Taxonomic group
	Five taxonomic groupings (seabirds, shorebirds, parrots, other non-passerines, and passerines) were identified and analysed as factors as some taxonomic groups (largely due to their ecological, morphological or life history characteristics) are more likely to be threatened than others or generally have more severe status trajectories (Szabo et al. 2012).

	[bookmark: _Hlk139056323]Ultrataxon classification
	Whether a taxon is a species or subspecies based on BirdLife Australia (2022).
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