


Our review is based on an investigation of habitat use

by 31 radio-col lared, black-tai led deer thatwere located

weekly (n-7 623 re-locations) in a 225 km2 area of the

Nanaimo River watershed on southeastern Vancouver

ls land (McNay and Doy le  1987) .  Once en t i re ly  o ld

growth,  th is area is present ly a mixture of  o ld growth,

second growth, and recent clear-cuts. Steep U-shaped

valleys are oriented east to west providing favorable to-

pography for deer winter range.

The main components of  the model were the avai labi l -

i ty  of  nutr i t ious forage ( in al l  seasons) and the proximity

of  winter cover.  That emphasis was der ived from the

knowledge that deer survival  is  l imi ted by their  abi l i ty  to

over-winter in a heal thy state (Harestad 1979, Bunnel l

1985).  ln winter,  forest  cover provides snow intercep-

t ion,  which maintains both forage avai labi l i ty  and ther-

mal protect ion.  The accessibi l i ty  and quant i ty of  winter

cover becomes cr i t ical  dur ing severe winters when the

energetic costs of movement escalate (Parker etal. 1984),

and the  qua l i t y  o f  fo rage dec l ines  (Roche l le  1980) .

The value of food and cover varies with season and to-
pography fol lowing seasonal  t rends in soi l  moisture and

nutr ients and as modif ied by elevat ion and aspect.  The

need for food and cover also varies seasonally, and with

sex and age (Parker et  a l .  1993).  The seasonal  var iat ions

are compl icated because winter weather in coastal  Br i t -

ish Columbia is unpredictable,  wi th severe winters oc-

curr ing approximately every 1B years.  As a resul t ,  the

sui tabi l i ty  of  a part icular s i te var ies between years,  de-

pending on winter condi t ions.  Expansion of  s i te-speci f ic

habi tat  character ist ics into temporal ly dynamic condi-

tions has led to the need to model summer habitats and

both mild and severe-winter habitats. Also, three differ-

ent migration tactics have been associated with these

seasonal habitats, each with its own specific patterns for.

use of  space (McNay 1995).  Hence, spat ia l  constraints

at two scales (i.e., between seasonal ranges, and between

food and cover within a seasonal range) have been rec-

ognized as important aspects of black-tailed deer ecol-

ogy.

Models of  wi ld l i fe habi tat  are an at tempt to explain the

spat ia l  and temporal  var iat ions in animal behavior in

terms of  b iot ic and abiot ic components.  Some model ing

diff iculties arise because processes occur at a variety of

temporal and spatial scales. Also, habitat use is affected

by several  behavioral  and populat ion regulat ing factors

such as inter-  and intra-speci f ic  compet i t ion,  populat ion

structure,  recrui tment,  d ispersal ,  predat ion,  and si te f i -

del i ty.  Lags in responses to habi tat  changes may hide

evolutionary stable habitat-use tactics through a variety

of  c l imat ic f luctuat ions such as cycl ical  severe winters.

Simpl i f icat ion of  these complex relat ionships that  af fect

black-taited deer are necessary to understand and inte-

grate their habitat needs into the management of forested

lands .

Model History
Binary Models
An expert  system cal led Prospector l l  (Campbel l  et  a l .

1gB2) was used to quantify, in a binary format, word

model rules that  had been developed over t ime by wi ld-

l i fe managers.  Five character ist ics of  winter habi tat  for

deer were considered: food, cover, suitable aspect, prox-

imity to food, and proximity to cover. Habitat types were

assigned a 1 or 0 based on whether or not they were

sui table for  deer.  spat ia l  needs of  b lack-tai led deer were

incorporated in the model by including the proximity-

to-food and proximity-to-cover variables thus altering the

value of  a habi tat  uni t  based on proximity of  a habi tat

patch to food or cover (McNay et al. 1987). For each

habitat patch a final score was generated by summing

up the binary var iables for  the f ive habi tat  categor ies.

GIS Models
With ever-increasing computer power, a more rigorous

approach to habi tat  interspersion could be pursued to

better represent the relat ionships among indiv idual  habi-

tat  polygons. ClS-based models expanded the binary

var iab le  techn ique (Eng e t  a l .  1989)  by  ass ign ing  exper t -

derived habitat scores to the habitat categories.

Food and cover are required on a dai ly basis and must

be avai lable in c lose proximity.  The closer together these

habi tat  types are,  the higher qual i ty that  area is for  b lack-

tai led deer.  The abi l i ty  of  a speci f ic  s i te to provide qual-

ity food and cover is constrained by elevation and as-

pect.  Higher al t i tude northern s lopes retain snow for

ionget per iods,  and at  greater depths,  decreasing the

qual i ty of  those si tes.

Polygons representing different €cosystem typel were

classified according to the successional stage of the veg-

etation. A scoring system, based on expert knowledge,

between 0.0 and 1.0 was appl ied to the s i tes to descr ibe

forage and cover qual i t ies under di f ferent weather con-

di t ions.  The resul t ing map contained the scores of  mi ld

winter food and cover, and severe winter food and Cover

for each polygon. Maps of distance buffers were gener-

ated around favorable food and cover polygons. The

quality ratings of these buffers was related to the l ikeli-

hood ihut u d""t would move a certain distance under

di f ferent seasonal  condi t ions as indicated by 
-previous

research (Kremsater and Bunnel l  1992).

Aspect and etevation polySons for the study area were

manua l ly  de l ineated  on  1 :50  000 topograph ic  maps.

Field biologists scored combined aspect/elevation poly-

gons from 0 to 1.0 based on expected heat loading for

each polygon. Maps of each of the scored habitat cat-

egor ies were combined in the CIS to generate a com-

posi te map.The resul t ing data was rated in each habi tat
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polygon for severe [1]  and mi ld t2 l  winter scenar ios:

Qsev= t l l
( ( (1  - (1  -F )1  (1  -C)1  )  

s )1  s *SFD '75xSCD.75) .333xAE

Qmi ld= t2 l
( ( (1  - (1  -F)1.6*(1  -C)  4)  s)1  5*MFD.75xMCD.7s) .333*AE s

where:

Qsev 
-  hab i ta t  qua l i ty  va lue in  severe win ter  condi t ions;

Qmi ld  = habi ta t  qua l i ty  va lue in  mi ld  win ter  condi t ions;
f = the winter food quali ty rat ing;
C - the winter cover qual i ty rat ing;
SFD = the rat ing for proximity to qual i ty food severe winter

ra t ing;
SCD = the proximity to qual i ty cover severe winter rat ing

(C>0.7);
MFD = proximity to qual i ty food mi ld winter rat ing;
MCD = proximity to quality cover mild winter rating (G0.1 );

and,
AE = the combined aspecVelevation rating.

The exponents used to weight the equat ion components
are based on expert knowledge.

To clarify the model equation, if both the food and cover
rating for a habitat polygon are high, then the location
has the potent ia l  to be of  h igh qual i ty to black-tai led
deer, as expressed by the inverse geometric mean of the
food score and the cover score. Alternatively, if a habitat
polygon has high qual i ty black-tai led deer cover and is
in proximity to a polygon with qual i ty food, then i t  too
would be scored as high qual i ty deer habi tat .  Simi lar ly,
a habi tat  polygon would be scored high i f  i t  has high
qual i ty food and is c lose to qual i ty cover.  This compen-
satory relat ionship is calculated in the model ing equa-
t ion by using the weighted geometr ic mean of  scores
for: a) the value for food and cover, b) the distance to
food, and c) the distance to cover. Aspect and elevation
are l imiting factors, therefore, we multiplied the weighted
geometric mean of food and cover and their intersper-
s ion by a combined aspect and elevat ion score to gener-
ate the f inal  score.  The model of  b lack-tai led deer mi ld
winter habitat use weighted food as more important than
cover, allowed greater distances between habitats, and
weighted topography less than the model of severe win-
ter habi tat  use.

Modet Limitations
In t ry ing to val idate the habi tat  model,  we encountered
several  problems that l imi ted the potent ia l  usefulness of
the model.  For example,  the radio-col lared black-tai led
deer that  we studied did not exper ience the extreme win-
te r  cond i t ions  tha t  can  k i l l  adu l t  deer ,  mak ing  i t  imposs i -
ble to proper ly val idate our predicted habi tat  use under
severe winter condi t ions.  Furthermore, t ime lags in re-
sponses to habi tat  or  c l imat ic change can hamper val i -
dat ion by indiv iduals surviv ing wi th poor habi tat  choices

when not all biotic/abiotic effects act against them dur-
ing the time of the study.

A synthesis in a CIS of landscape factors affecting deer,
produces a mosaic of data that is diff icult to interpret.
The detail must be reduced to generate a product more
readily understandable to a manager. However, arbitrary
decis ions made to s impl i fy the data,  and the thresholds
between simplif ied classes can affect the interpretation
of the results. Another confounding factor is that pre-
dicted future habi tats may not exist  in the present (e.9. ,
60-year-old second-growth).  This makes i t  impossible to
evaluate black-tailed deer habitat response to projected
forests.

When conduct ing use/avai labi l i ty  analysis of  te lemetry
data to validate the model in our study, we partit ioned
the data into different categories. Each of the deer were
classi f ied into one of  three behavioral  groups: obl iga-
tory migrators, facultative migrators, and residents. We
did comparisons of  use parameters and their  re lat ion to
factors of  interest  including behavior,  season, and sex
(McNay 1995).  For example,  we looked at  how habi tat
use patterns shifted seasonally for the different behavioral
groups of deer. Resident deer stay in moderate quality
summer habi tat  that  is  a lso moderate qual i ty winter habi-
tat .  Whereas migrators move from high qual i ty summer
to high quality winter habitat. However, the reduced sam-
ple s ize in some categor ies caused instabi l i ty  in the data
analysis.  A model wi th a lot  of  noise may not fa i l  a test  of
val idat ion,  or  conversely i t  may not reveal  habi tat  selec-
tion or avoidance. lf the telemetry data had not been
ini t ia l ly  part i t ioned, the sample s ize problem could have
been overcome. By using an indiv idual-based model,
the  var ia t ion  be tween ind iv idua ls  and among groups
could have been more r igorously evaluated.

Further ref inement of  the model may be possible by
adopt ing an empir ical ly based model of  habi tat  use. The
Mahalanobis distance stat ist ic could be used to develop
a habi tat  model.  This stat ist ic measures the dissimi lar i ty,
based on the standard squared distances, between an
ideal  habi tat ,  as determined by te lemetry locat ions,  and
the habi tat  that  is  avai lable in each map cel l  (Clark et  a l .
1 9 9 3 ) .  T h i s  t e c h n i q u e  w o u l d  g e n e r a t e  a  m a p  o f
Mahalanobis distances that can be recoded to probabi l i -
t ies that reflect the habitat selection of deer. -The results
of  th is analysis could then be compared and incorpo-
rated with the expert-based habitat scoring.

Some unfortunate l imi tat ions became obvious with the
standard CIS approach to wi ld l i fe model ing.  A lot  of  ef-
fort was required to modify the model to respond to
changes in any of  the input data.  For example,  i f  a habi-
tat score needed adjustment, new maps had to be gener-
ated, over lavs re-done, and new evaluat ions made, re-
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