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Behaviors D ifference of Pére David’ s Deer H aran M aster B etween
theW ild D eer and the Captive D eer During Rut

D ing Yuhua Ren Yiun Xu Anhong Xie Shengbing Hou Lbing

(Dafeng Pére David s Deer Natonal Nature Reserve D afeng 224136 China)

Abstract During thePéreDavid’ s deerrui we carried outbehavbral obsewvations on the Pere David s deer( E hphus
davidianus) haren master o nvestizate he difference between the cap tive deer and thew ild deer n DafengM iu NNR
Resulis exhbited the frequency dstrbution of the behavior-tin e segmentwere very significant There was sin ifican tly
different in the harem master belbw ing tine duraton (9. 49556 070s). And differences appeared i tin e-bellow ing
tm es duration during 06 00~ 0& 00, 08 00~ 10 0Q 1¢ 00~ 12 00 and 12 00~ 14 00 And n the behavosbello-
w Ing tim es duratbn therew ere significantw ih the resting and the galloping and the chasing fanales but not with the
walking and the chasingmalks Allexplained that the behaviors and the habits of the will Pere David’ s deerw ere going
to suit for he bcalnatural enviroom ent and the wild Pere David’ s deer were recovering the natural habits gradually
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Fig.1 The distribution of the harem master resting Fig.2 The distrbution of the harem master
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Fig.3 The distribution of the harem master galoping Fig4 The distribution of the harem master chasing
frequency behavior female deer behavior frequency
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Table1l The difference of hie haran m aster bellow ing tin e duration betw een the wild deer and the captive deer

(I +11) (I+ IV) v
n M /s E /s n M /s SE /s
06 00~ 08 00 63 10. 05 7.38 29 7. 66 5. 14 7.345° "
08 00~ 10: 00 19 6. 47 5. 04 56 11. 89 8. 60 - 7.345""
10 00~ 12 00 52 9. 65 6.75 34 8. 07 4.53 4. 691"
12 00~ 14 00 47 9.13 3.85 27 8. 07 5.70 3.393"
14 00~ 16 00 58 10. 14 5.02 25 10. 2 5.71 - 0.207
16 00~ 18& 00 58 9. 34 3.83 46 9. 85 7. 07 - 1. 669

* P<0.03 ** P<OOL
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Fig.6 The distribation of the harem master bellowing time duration
2
Table2 The difference of e haran m aster belbwing tin e duration betwv een the wild deer
and the captive deer while hie behavior taking phce
(I+ IV)
U
n M /s E /s n M /s SE /s
105 9.971 4. 421 59 7. 085 2. 762 16. 194" *
20 12. 500 6. 597 43 15. 727 8. 188 - 4.58"°"
79 7. 544 4. 082 59 8. 000 5. 041 - 1. 41
53 11. 132 7. 679 28 8. 107 4. 969 7.95 "
8 11. 375 7. 070 15 9. 867 8. 717 1. 146
#* P<0.05 ** P<0.0L
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