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Abstract The behavior of alpine musk deer (M oschus sifanicus) has been poorly docum en ted
and the captive breedingm anagemen t of the deer has been prinarily based on trial and error The
mai am of this studywas to record and canpare he behavioral pattems ofw ild-caught and cap-
tve-born adultmak alpine musk deer to explore their poten tial d ifferences  During A ugust 2004
to January 2005 the behavbral patterns of he deerwere recorded at theM usk Deer Breed Cen-
ter in X nglongshan N ational N ature Reserve Gansu Povince of China Focal sanpling and al+
occurrence record ng were used to observe the behaviors of 17w ild-caught (WC) and 6 captive-
born (CB) adultmales The frequencies of 12 behaviors such as resting and stand ng-alertw ere
recorded and the behavioral frequencies nmating and nomm ating seasonswere canpared The
resu lts show ed thatmost of the behav bral patterns betw een WC and CB malemusk deerw ere not
sgnificantly different because of the sane encbsure environment and managan entmodel H ow—
ever due to the effects of artificial lactation on their behavbral development in nfancy the WC
males expressed sgn ificantly more frequent conflict nteractions than the CB males (P < 0. 05) n
both norrm atng and matng seasons while the CB males exh bited more frequent an cable inter
actons than theW C males (P < 0.01) nmatng season Furthemorg themales expressed se
nificantly less frequent resting behavior but more stand ng-alert beanotion envirorm ent sn iff
ng and conflict nteractbn h mating season han in non-matng season (P < 0. 01).
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Fig 1 Behavioral frequency of will-caught and cap tive-
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Fig.2 Behavioral frequencies of wild-caught and captive-
bred males during mating season
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