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A review of studies on habitat selection by small
and solitary forest ruminants

PAN Shixiu's MEN Xiu-xiang” >, FENG Jin-chao's ZHOU Yi-jun', XU Hongfa’
(1. College of Life and Envionmental Sciences Central University for Nationalities Beijing 100081, Chinag 2.
College of Life Science, FEast China Normal University, Shanghai 200062, China)

Abstract: Habitat selection of wildlife is one of the most important ecological pwocesses. However, it is difficult to
study the habitat utilization of small and solitaty forest ruminants (SSFR) because of their secretive nature and their
relatively closed habitat. Thus, there are few reports in the literature. Nevertheless, because these studies can
contribute to the understanding of evolutionary processes in the life style of ruminants and even ungulates, the
habitat preferences of small and solitary forest runinants has become an important topic. This review summarized the
general characteristics of small and solitary forest ruminant habitats and the influence of developmental stages on
their habitat utilization. The status of advances in research on habitat selection at different scales were also
discussed. Furthermore, integrated study methods using multi-scales in habitat selection were emphasized, and
impacts of habitat fragmentation on small and solitary forest ruminants were explored. [Ch, 60 ref.]
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