Walking the line: investigating ecological characteristics
relating to wildlife linear feature use
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Background Results

Chinchaga West-Central Vegetation
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Study area & sampliing design

Hypothesis Description Model covariates
Chinchaga 1)Ease of Trails, soil type, and on-line vegetation humanTrail + gameTrail + DrySoil +
movement characteristics that influence movement MoistSoil + SpongySoil + WetSoil +
along lines best explain wildlife use of Online_LateralVegCover +
linear features Online_VegHt

West-Central |

Management implications

2)Risk Surrounding forest characteristics and Offline_TreeHt +
avoidance presence of humans or predators best Offline_LateralVegCover + Human +
explain wildlife use of linear features Bear + Canine

3)Prey Presence of prey species best explain 1) Moose + Deer + Elk + Caribou
availability predator use of linear features 2) AllPrey

4)Forage Vegetation that provides forage subsidy Alnus + Betula + Carex + Forbs +
availability best explains ungulate and bear use of Graminoids + Rhododendron + Salix
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