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Lack of Reproduction in Muskoxen and Arctic Hares Caused by Early Winter?
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ABSTRACT. A lack of young muskoxen (Ovibos moschatus) and arctic hares (Lepus arcticus) in the Eureka area of Ellesmere
Island, Northwest Territories (now Nunavut), Canada, was observed during summer 1998, in contrast to most other years since
1986. Evidence of malnourished muskoxen was also found. Early winter weather and a consequent 50% reduction of the 1997
summer replenishment period appeared to be the most likely cause, giving rise to anew hypothesis about conditions that might
cause adverse demographic effects in arctic herbivores.
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RESUME. Durant I’ été 1998, et ce, aladifférence delaplupart des années depuis 1986, on arelevé un manque de jeunes boeufs
musgués (Ovibos moschatus) et deliévresarctiques (Lepusarcticus) danslarégion d’ Eurekadel’lle d’ Ellesmere (Territoiresdu
Nord-Ouest [maintenant Nunavut], au Canada). On aaussi découvert despreuves de mal nutrition chez le boeuf musqué. Lacause
la plus probable semble étre un hiver hétif et 1a baisse résultante de 50 p. cent de la période de restauration estivale en 1997, ce
qui donnelieu aune nouvelle hypothése sur les conditions qui pourraient avoir des répercussions démographiques nuisibles chez

les herbivores de I’ Arctique.

Mots clés: liévre arctique, Lepus arcticus, Tle d’ Ellesmere, malnutrition, boeuf musqué, Ovibos moschatus, population,

reproduction, neige, temps, rigueur de I’ hiver
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INTRODUCTION

Because of the remotenessand inaccessibility of Canada’'s
High Arctic islands, few details are known about their
wildlife populations and the factors that affect these
populations. For example, there appear to be only three
publicationstouching onarctic hareecology (Parker, 1977;
Klein and Bay, 1995; Schaefer et al., 1996) and, although
muskoxen have been well studied, “we have no idea why
periodic declines occur” (Theberge, 1972:28). Thomas et
al. (1981) saw extremewinter weather asalogical cause of
muskox declines, and Gunn et al. (1989) proposed a
hypothesisinvolving above-average snow depthsin spring.
Excessive snowfall andicecrust have al so been blamed for
muskox declines, yet the effects of these conditions vary
throughout muskox range (summarized by Forchhammer
and Boertmann, 1993).

Densitiesof arctic mammal stend to belower than those
of mammalsinhabiting lower latitudes, so population and
productivity declines are more serious and thus more
noteworthy. Thisarticlereportsevidence of such adecline
in muskox and arctic hare populationson part of Ellesmere
Island during winter 1997 —-98, when neither ice crustsnor
excessively deep snow prevailed. An alternative weather-
based hypothesisis offered.

STUDY AREA AND METHODS

Thestudy areaincluded a150 km?region of the Fosheim
Peninsulain a180° arc north of Eureka, Ellesmere Island,
Nunavut, Canada (all within about 9 km of 80°N, 86°W).
The area, extending from Eureka Sound to Remus Creek
and from Slidre Fiord to Eastwind Lake, included shore-
line, hills, lowlands, creek bottoms, and the west side of
Blacktop Ridge. An associate, Layne Adams, and | spent
1-11July 1998 inthisareaon all-terrain vehicles, fol low-
ing apair of wolves Canislupus (Mech, 1994). Adamsand
| also surveyed the surrounding area with binoculars for
prey animals, in much the same manner that my assistants
and | have practiced for one to six weeks each summer in
the same area since 1986 (Mech, 1995, 1997). Because
both muskoxen and arctic hareswere common resi dents of
the area during most years and were not the focus of our
studies, no standardized counts were made. However,
general field noteswere sufficient to document that during
most summers both species and their young were present.

Dataon temperatures, precipitation, and snow cover for
the study area, recorded at aweather station near sealevel
at Eureka, were obtai ned from Environment Canada(1998).
Because most of the study areais considerably higher than
the weather station, its temperature and snow conditions
were more severe than records from the weather station
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TABLE 1. Records of muskoxen and arctic hares observed during summers (1986-98) in the Eureka area of the Fosheim Peninsula,

Ellesmere Island, Nunavut, Canada.

Y ear Dates Muskox Arctic Hare Remarks?
Calves Leveretst
1986 4 July — 1 August X X 131 muskoxen seen from W side of Blacktop Mt. in one day
1987 23 June—10 August X X
1988 20 June — 4 August X X “16 young hares in one group”
1989 14 June — 10 August X X 151 muskoxen and 200+ hares seen from W. side of Blacktop Mt. in one day
1990 21 June — 9 August X 0 “very few muskoxen this year;” “no young hares seen”
1991 13 June — 8 August ? X
1992 2 July — 6 August X X 9 leverets seen in one group; muskox herds of up to 17 seen
1993 1 July — 6 August X X herd of 29 hares;, many leverets everywhere
1994 30 June — 26 July X X “many leverets seen”
1995 29 June — 7 July ? ?
1996 25 June — 1 August X X “‘cloud’ of 16 leverets;” “muskoxen seen daily everywhere”
1997 2-6Jdly X X “many adult hares and leverets;” “several small herds of muskoxen, some with calves’
1998 1-12 July 0 0 herds of 3, 3, 7, 7, and 10 muskoxen seen

1 x = present; 0 = absent (none seen despite extensive travel over long period); ? = travel too localized or too short to be certain.

2 Quoted material is verbatim from field notes.

indicate. For example, fresh snow often covered upland
parts of the study area but not the shore area where the
weather station was located.

RESULTS

During most years, muskoxen and arctic hares and
their young wereseenregularly each summer (Table 1).
During summer 1998, however, | observed only 30
muskoxen, in herds of 3, 3, 7, 7, and 10. Most of these
herds were seen in the Eastwind Lake area from the
west side of Blacktop Mountain, where in previous
years up to 151 muskoxen had been counted. In 1998,
the herds contained no calves.

Similarly, fewer arctic hares were seen in 1998 thanin
any previous summer, and not one leveret (young hare)
was observed, even when my colleague and | werefollow-
ing apair of wolves hunting leverets. In 1996, in contrast,
| had watched a single wolf kill six leveretsin one night.
During every other summer except 1990, leverets were
common (Table 1). | also interviewed personnel from a
weather station and a military base at Eureka and a scien-
tist who had been on foot in the area for several weeksin
1997 and 1998. Although all had seen leverets in 1997,
none had observed any in 1998.

The third difference between my 1998 prey observa-
tionsandthose of previousyearswasthat in 1998 wefound
the remains of nine muskoxen that had died over winter.
All had hollow long bones with no indication of fat, and
only afew had been fed on by wolves. Two such remains
were the most | had found in any previous summer. In
addition, in July 1998 we watched two wolves kill an old
cow muskox and found that themarrow fat initsfemur was
mostly depleted (Mech and Adams, 1999). During the
summersof 1986, 1987, 1989, 1992, and 1994, | had found
fresh wolf-killed muskoxen, but their femur marrow had
been fully fat.

Unusually severeweather conditions might cause nutri-
tional stress (Thomaset al., 1981; Gunn et al., 1989). But
conditionsfor most of the previousfall, winter, and spring
had fallen within long-term norms: that is, daily mean
temperatures, monthly precipitation, monthly snowfall, and
month-end snow cover for October 1997 through April
1998 were all within the normsfor the study areaor, for a
few months, morefavorable. No abnormally deep snow or
snow crusts were recorded (Environment Canada, 1998).

However, winter weather began especially early. Au-
gust and September 1997 were wetter and colder than
long-term norms (Table 2). They were also wetter and
colder than in 1996, after which reproduction in both
muskoxen and hares was recorded in summer 1997
(Tables 1 and 2). Usually temperatures do not remain
below freezing until about 5 September, and there is not
more than 6 cm of snow cover until October; however, in
1997, temperaturesremained bel ow freezing or only slightly
above after 17 August, and there was as much as 9 cm of
snow cover by 27 August (Environment Canada, 1998).
(Although 9 cm of snow is not deep, the wind distributes
the snow in driftsthat are much deeper inlowlands, where
much of the vegetation grows.)

DISCUSSION

Together, these data strongly indicated that some per-
vasive factor had negatively affected both muskoxen and
arctic hare populations during winter 1997-98. The fact
that numbers, condition, and reproductionwereaffectedin
both species implies that the factor was related to nutri-
tion: probably it was adverse weather conditions.

Theonly weather datathat appeared extremewerethose
indicating that winter began considerably earlier than
usual. Temperatures, precipitation, and snow cover inlate
August and September brought winter conditions five to
six weeks earlier than the norm. Because daily minimum
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TABLE 2. Weather parameters in study area during months preceding winter 199798 compared to long-term norms and to the same

months preceding winter 1996—97 (Environment Canada, 1998).

Daily Mean Temperature (C)

Monthly Precipitation (mm)

Monthly Snowfall (cm) Month-end Snow Cover (cm)

Month 1997 Normal? 1996 1997 Normal? 1996 1997 Normal® 1996 1997 Normal® 1996
August 0.7 29 1.0 25.6 11.8 1.7 12.6 4.0 11.6 4.0 0.0 trace
September -10.4 -8.3 -9.0 15.6 9.7 15.0 234 10.9 19.2 13.0 6.0 8.0

! During October 1997 through April 1998, these parameters were normal or more favorable.

21961-90.
31947-90.

temperatures do not usually rise above freezing until mid-
June (Environment Canada, 1998), most vegetation does
not begin growing until late June. Thus, the usual summer
replenishment period for herbivoresisapproximately from
1 July to 1 October, or three months.

However, the early onset of winter conditions in 1997
would have ended the replenishment period in mid-
August, reducing it by about 50%. This shortened feeding
period appears to be the best explanation for the demo-
graphic problems observed in muskoxen and arctic hares
during summer 1998.

Conceivably the relative dearth of these animals in
1998 might be attributable to some unusual distribution
pattern. However, thereislittlereason to believe that both
specieswould show such apattern, for thereisno evidence
that the two are regularly associated (Schaefer et al.,
1996). Furthermore, the lack of young of both species,
when at |east some adults were seen, evinces apopulation
phenomenon that is real and bolsters the conclusion that
the low numbers of adults seen reflected a reduction in
population.

Because there was no evidence of either ice crusts or
abnormally deep snow in spring, the population phenom-
enon | observed fit none of the usual hypotheses about
muskox population declines (Thomaset al ., 1981; Gunn et
al., 1989, Forchhammer and Boertmann, 1993). Therefore
| present anew hypothesis: that early onset of winter might
cause adverse demographic effectsin arctic herbivores by
shortening their summer replenishment period.
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