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Figure 2. Map of study area of adult female
mule deer winter (Dec-Mar, n =148) and
summer ranges ((Jun-Aug), migratory (n=94),
resident (n=34)) in the Blue Mountain
ecoregion Oregon, USA during 2015-2017.The
cross-hatched polygon in the center is the
Phillip Schneider Wildlife Area.

INTRO

* Fire suppression has drastically altered ecosystems
across the western United States, resulting in more
frequent, larger, high-intensity wildfires.

 Mule deer are considered a landscape species because
they require a mosaic of habitat types, shift habitat
requirements based on season or movement behavior,
are vulnerable to land use changes, and are of socio-
economic value to local communities.

e Understanding how mule deer in a mixed-migration
population respond to wildfire can aid in determining
conservation or restoration opportunities that are
coordinated at a landscape scale.
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RESULTS
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	A landscape with a mosaic of different-aged burns is beneficial to wildlife across seasons. 

