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Abstract: The habitat of forest musk deer ( Moschus berezovskii) in Fengxian County, Shaanxi Province, was
analyzed using remote sensing ( RS) , geographic information system ( GIS) and Fragstats. With the model of
landscape connectivity, constructed on the fuzzy evaluation of connectivity, several aspects such as the
connectivity level, suitability assessment and fragmentation status of the musk deer habitat in the area were
analyzed, and a habitat model of forest musk deer was built up. The results showed that the most suitable
areas for the forest musk deer covered 168 km”, only 5.28% of all the research area (3 187 km®). The most
suitable areas were extremely fragmentized. According to the related landscape index, the most suitable areas
were all small in the region, narrow and long in figure and separated from each other. All the results showed
that the habitat was not suitable for the further development of the musk deer population. [ Ch, 4 tab. 27 ref. ]
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“ LAWY TR, AL DIty AN - N STUMERAES! 4 675 0.228 8 375.26 0.528
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