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Abstract

To persist in seasonal environments, animals track, exploit, and store energy

when food is plentiful. Seasonal changes in plant phenology that are predict-

able allow animals to track abundant food resources. However, little is known

about how animals use and benefit from ephemeral and unpredictable food

pulses during times when food is scarce. Climate change is altering the timing,

abundance, and spatial distribution of food releases, emphasizing the ongoing

need for understanding how unseasonal weather conditions influence access

to food. Using 12 years of GPS-location data and annual measures of body

mass in 72 adult female Svalbard reindeer (Rangifer tarandus platyrhynchus),

we tested whether individuals with greater use of nutritionally beneficial

resource pulses in autumn and early winter are heavier going into parturition

in spring. Additionally, we evaluated how stochastic weather conditions influ-

ence the use of food resources. Reindeer that foraged most in marshes during

autumn and early winter gained a positive carryover effect of up to 5 kg

heavier body mass in late winter, with previously demonstrated benefits to

both survival and reproduction. Marsh use was rare, brief, and intense, which

is the expected response to a pulsed resource. The extent to which marshes
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were used varied greatly among years and was associated with stochastic mild

spells that relaxed constraints of snow depth for a few days. Compared with

other habitats used, marshes offered superior quantity and quality of below-

ground plant biomass that may be accessed more easily under milder autumn

and winter conditions. Our findings demonstrate the individual benefits of

exploiting stochastic food pulses and showcase how resource tracking during

periods of food scarcity may be a behavioral trait that could enhance popula-

tion resilience in a rapidly warming climate.

KEYWORD S
Arctic, body mass, carryover effects, climate change, fitness-related trait, habitat selection,
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INTRODUCTION

To persist in environments of extreme seasonality,
long-lived animals must be able to exploit and store energy
from food resources when they are abundant (Barboza
et al., 2008). Across taxa, mobile consumers track seasonal
food resources of varying predictability in space, time, and
abundance (Yang et al., 2008). Recurring releases of sea-
sonal resources generate predictable patterns in resource
exploitation that are well documented—for example,
migratory cervids “surf the green wave” of emerging
vegetation in spring (Aikens et al., 2020; Albon &
Langvatn, 1992; Bischof et al., 2012), grizzly bears “ride
the crimson tide” of salmon spawning (Schindler
et al., 2013), and blue whales undergo trans-Pacific
migration following upwelling of phytoplankton blooms
(Abrahms et al., 2019). However, little attention has been
given to less predictable, fleeting resource pulses occur-
ring in seasons of food shortage, despite clear fitness
benefits for individuals capable of exploiting such ephem-
eral resource pulses (Bogdziewicz et al., 2016; Maute
et al., 2019; Touzot et al., 2020; Yang et al., 2008).

In general, reproductive cycles are timed such that ener-
getically costly aspects of reproduction (e.g., provisioning
newborn offspring) coincide with seasonally predictable
releases of food (Stearns, 1992). Yet, seasonal interactions
with carryover effects from previous foraging conditions,
including during food-limited seasons, can have signifi-
cant influence on reproductive success (Cook et al., 2004;
Merems et al., 2020; Monteith et al., 2014; Norris &
Marra, 2007; Rockwell et al., 2012). In times of dwindling
food supply, or overall food scarcity, such as during
autumn and winter, there are benefits of accessing pulses
of food during the brief times they are available (Yang
et al., 2008). This is because incremental increases in
access to nutritious food are likely to slow loss of fat
reserves (Dwinnell et al., 2021) in a similar way that

selective feeding has multiplicative effects on assimilation
of energy stores (White, 1983). Nonetheless, carryover
effects of use of ephemeral resource pulses during
food-limited seasons at the individual level are largely
unexplored.

Evidence is growing that current changes in climate
will not only alter the timing and length of seasons, but
also increase variability of weather patterns within sea-
sons, which may have ecological and evolutionary
impacts (V�azquez et al., 2017). In seasonally cold envi-
ronments, the use of foraging habitats during winter is
often constrained by climate-related factors, influencing
presence, depth, and hardness of snow and ice (Beumer
et al., 2019; Hansen et al., 2010; Mysterud et al., 1997;
Pedersen et al., 2021). Shifts in weather patterns in
autumn and winter that influence previously predictable
patterns of forage availability may have both negative
and positive effects on populations. For example, extreme
accumulation of snow or ground icing can limit access to
forage, impacting population dynamics by way of acceler-
ated loss of energy stores (Albon et al., 2017; Desforges
et al., 2020; Hurley et al., 2017; Simard et al., 2010).
Conversely, unusually warm conditions in autumn can
delay onset of winter, providing prolonged access to food
with positive carryover effects that promote population
growth (Loe et al., 2021). Less explored, however, is
the possibility of unseasonal and stochastic warm spells
during snow-covered seasons, temporarily releasing
resources with nutritional benefits that can be exploited
by animals, like the exploitation of stochastic food
pulses caused by rainfall in arid environments (Fryxell
et al., 2005; Maute et al., 2019). The ability of individuals
to exploit seasonally unexpected food is potentially an
important indicator of population resilience to climate
change (Yang et al., 2008).

We examined the nutritional benefits of individuals
exploiting food resources in times of overall food
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scarcity and how weather conditions in the seasonally
extreme environment of the High Arctic constrain use
of available resources in foraging habitats. Using
12 years of data combining GPS tracking and measure-
ments of a fitness-related trait (i.e., body mass) of female
Svalbard reindeer (Rangifer tarandus platyrhynchus), we
first evaluated seasonal patterns in habitat use, within
known key foraging habitats, to identify whether ani-
mals were preferentially cuing in on a specific resource
during the food-limited seasons of autumn and early
winter. Second, we evaluated whether there were nutri-
tional benefits for individuals exploiting specific
resources that carried over to body condition in late
winter. Third, we characterized the ephemerality and
stochasticity of use of key resources by quantifying the
frequency, duration, and magnitude of habitat use.
Finally, we evaluated the environmental conditions that
limit forage availability and thus regulate use of ephem-
eral food resources. This approach allowed us to test the
hypothesis that individuals with greater use of nutrition-
ally beneficial resource pulses in autumn and early
winter would have fitness benefits.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Study area

Our study area encompasses three main valleys, Colesdalen,
Semmeldalen, and Reindalen, in Nordenskiöld Land,
Svalbard (78� N, 15� E; 182 km2). Vegetated habitats are
typically found below 250 m. Mosses make up much of
the tundra with cover varying among habitats. Vascular
plants rarely cover >35% of the ground (Van der Wal &
Stien, 2014). The short growing season from snow melt in
June to peak biomass in late July/early August is immedi-
ately followed by rapid senescence (Van der Wal &
Stien, 2014), which limits the duration of access to
high-quality food.

Typical of High Arctic systems, summer temperatures
are cool (mean July temperature: 7.3 ± 1.8�C, 2009–2021),
while winters are much colder (mean January tempera-
ture: −11.6 ± 7.8�C, 2009–2021). Consistent snow cover
usually spans October–June, but the onset of snow in
autumn is increasingly delayed and spring melt-out is
increasingly advanced due to recent temperature increases
(Cooper, 2014). Mean snow depths were 54 ± 10 cm
(2009–2021) in our study area in March, predicted
from SnowModel (Liston & Elder, 2006). Although
rain-on-snow events resulting in accumulation of ground
ice are increasing in frequency (Peeters et al., 2019), these
events do not occur consistently across years (Hansen
et al., 2019; Loe et al., 2016).

Study species

Svalbard reindeer are distributed across non-glaciated
land of the archipelago, and their numbers have doubled
since the early 1980s (Le Moullec et al., 2019). Despite
the increase, effects of density dependence are only
apparent in years with significant rain-on-snow events
(Hansen et al., 2019). Foraging behavior of Svalbard rein-
deer is not influenced by predation because of few natu-
ral predators; however, there are rare incidents of polar
bear predation (Derocher et al., 2000; Stempniewicz
et al., 2021) and limited hunting (Peeters et al., 2022).
Svalbard reindeer are mostly found in small groups of
two to five individuals with low group cohesion
(Loe et al., 2006). They are mostly nonmigratory but have
been observed to move distances of 20–60 km to
seek out better foraging conditions in severe winters
(Loe et al., 2016).

Reindeer life-history and GPS location data

Female reindeer were initially captured as 9- to
10-month-old calves marked with unique collar bands in
late winter and therefore of known age. When recaptured
as adults each subsequent late winter (March–April), we
measured body mass to the nearest 0.5 kg using a spring
scale (Salter Industries, West Bromwich, UK). Starting in
2009, a subset of marked adult females was fitted with
GPS collars (n = 20; Vectronic Aerospace GmbH), and
we maintained a sample of up to 46 animals equipped
with GPS collars in the following years, amounting to a
total of 72 different individuals (ages 3–13, mean = 7.6,
2009–2021). GPS collars remained on individuals for 1–7
consecutive years, recording locations at rates ranging
between 2 and 10 h, depending on the year. Additionally,
collars were equipped with activity sensors recording
mean values of acceleration along two axes every 5 min.

Vegetation data

Using the best available vegetation-classification map of
Svalbard, derived from Landsat data at 30 m resolution
(Johansen et al., 2012), we extracted vegetation data for
each reindeer GPS-location and randomly selected loca-
tions at home range and landscape scale. We reclassified
the original 37 spectral classes into five groups
(Appendix S1: Table S1): (1) grass swards dominated by
Poa sp., Festuca rubra ssp. richardsonii, Alopecurus
ovatus, and various forb species; (2) Luzula heaths domi-
nated by Luzula confusa and Salix polaris; (3) marshes
dominated by Dupontia fisheri and Eriophorum
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scheuchzeri; (4) ridges characterized by sparse vegetation,
primarily of S. polaris and Dryas octopetala; and (5) all
other habitats, largely moss-dominated but also including
sparsely vegetated gravel and polar desert (see Van der
Wal & Stien, 2014 for further detail). Vegetation classes
1–3 are largely composed of plant species known to be
prevalent in early-winter diets of Svalbard reindeer
(Bjørkvoll et al., 2009), while class 4 (ridges) is used when
more biomass-rich classes are covered under deep snow.
All vegetation classes of interest are geographically avail-
able to reindeer throughout the year and all our study
animals had GPS locations in each of the vegetation clas-
ses in most months.

To characterize quantity and quality of forage in
autumn and winter, we sampled live and dead plant bio-
mass above and below ground in three focal habitats—
grass sward, Luzula heath, and marsh—during peak pro-
duction in August (2–8) and after full senescence in
October (6–8) 2022. We were particularly interested
in evaluating belowground parts of plants, because this is
where nutrients are stored in autumn and winter
(Chapin et al., 1980), and reindeer have been observed to
target roots following senescence (Staaland, 1986;
unpublished field observations by SPH Dwinnell in
autumn 2022). Within each focal habitat, we collected
whole plants by digging up 20–30 individual plants (with
all connected ramets), to include aboveground foliage
and belowground roots, from three sites <100 m from
known GPS locations of reindeer. We collected samples
of graminoid species most abundant in reindeer diets in
autumn and early winter (Bjørkvoll et al., 2009), includ-
ing D. fisheri and E. scheuchzeri in marshes, Poa arctica,
F. rubra ssp. richardsonii, and A. ovatus in grass swards,
and L. confusa in Luzula heaths.

Live plant material from August was dried at 60�C
and subsequently weighed for mean above and below-
ground biomass of each species during peak plant pro-
duction in summer. Next, using samples collected in
October, we measured the percentage of dry matter of
acid-detergent fiber (% ADF), neutral-detergent fiber
(% NDF), and the ratio of percent carbon relative to
nitrogen (C:N ratio; an inverse measure of diet quality)
per species and separated by above and belowground
plant parts to capture nutrition following senescence (see
Appendix S1 for methods). When material mass allowed,
we used three subsamples to calculate means of metrics
of plant quality.

Weather, snow, and ice data

At each reindeer GPS location, we extracted ambient air
temperature (in degrees Celsius), snow depth (in meters),

and snow density (in kilograms per cubic meter) from a
spatially explicit and temporally dynamic snow-evolution
model, available at daily temporal and 100-m spatial reso-
lution (SnowModel; Liston & Elder, 2006). Using these
data, we calculated three additional indices: (1) snow
water equivalent (SWE = snow density × snow depth,
in millimeters); (2) daily difference in snow depth
(in meters) to estimate snow accumulation and depletion;
and (3) cumulative degree days above freezing, derived
by summing the mean daily temperature for all previous
days above 0�C, starting from October 1. Also, we defined
onset of snow as the day-of-year when SWE exceeded
15 mm (Loe et al., 2021).

Precipitation and ground temperature were not avail-
able as outputs from SnowModel. Measures of precipita-
tion were provided by the Norwegian Centre for Climate
Services (https://seklima.met.no/) from an automated
weather station 20 km from our study area (Svalbard
Airport, station number SN99840). Precipitation was clas-
sified as rain when falling at mean daily ambient temper-
atures >0�C, and we calculated the daily cumulative
amount of rain from October 1, because rain accumula-
tion during seasons with consistently below-freezing tem-
peratures can lead to ground icing (Loe et al., 2021).
Ground temperature was represented by mean daily tem-
peratures recorded by 128 iButtons (DS1921G; Maxim
Integrated, San Jose, California, USA) in winter foraging
habitats distributed across all main valleys. Each year in
March or April, using an axe and ruler, we measured
ground ice thickness to the nearest 5 mm at each iButton
location and calculated annual mean thickness for each
main valley. As it is possible that habitat use is influenced
by previous environmental conditions, we also calculated
the maximum ambient and ground temperatures, snow
depth difference, and cumulative rain (in millimeters)
across the 3 days prior to the date of the GPS location.

Statistical analyses

All analyses were done in R version 4.1.3. We used GPS
data from 72 females to evaluate seasonal shifts in
population-level habitat selection by comparing habitat
composition within monthly ranges in each year (for
347 animal-years, 2009–2021) to habitat composition across
the landscape (second-order selection; Johnson, 1980). We
evaluated second-order habitat selection to capture the
higher order selection process, identifying which habitats
reindeer prefer at different times of the year, including
rarer habitats that only occur in parts of the landscape. We
used the animal’s range estimation (i.e., utilization distribu-
tion) as the sample unit to best evaluate second-order habi-
tat selection when using varying fix rates that include
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coarse temporal scales (Northrup et al., 2022). We delin-
eated monthly ranges for each animal in each year using
95% autocorrelated kernel density estimators (AKDE;
Fleming et al., 2015) using the package “ctmm” (Calabrese
et al., 2016). This method in home range estimation
accounts for pseudoreplication and bias in parameter esti-
mates of resource selection functions by applying a likeli-
hood weight to animal locations based on autocorrelation
among GPS positions (Alston et al., 2023). To represent
available habitat composition at the landscape level, we
randomly sampled 7000 locations from a composite
range boundary, delineated by the perimeter of the aggre-
gated monthly ranges of all individuals across years
(Appendix S1: Figure S1). Glaciers, moraines, ice, and open
water were excluded from available habitat types. To iden-
tify habitat compositions of monthly ranges, we randomly
sampled 1400 locations within each monthly range and
extracted habitat type at each location, thus maintaining a
sample ratio of 1:5 home range to landscape locations. We
estimated habitat selection by fitting generalized linear
regression models (function “glm”) with a binomial error
distribution. Covariates included habitat type, month, and
their interaction. We opted to run separate models for each
year to allow for unconstrained annual variation in
monthly habitat selection.

Next, we compared the effects of habitat selection and
habitat use on body mass. We evaluated both habitat
selection and use at the monthly and season (combining
October–February) scales, because search for and utiliza-
tion of resources can manifest at multiple spatiotemporal
scales in selection and use (Gaillard et al., 2010;
Johnson, 1980). We focused on selection and use in
October–February to capture animal behavior after full
senescence of vegetation, marking the onset of the
food-limited season (Loe et al., 2021) and before animals
were recaptured in late winter (March–April). To obtain
estimates for individual habitat selection, we extracted
selection coefficients from month and season models
fitted for each individual, separately. Similarly, month
and season estimates of habitat use at the individual level
were calculated as proportion of GPS locations recorded
in each of the focal habitats. Since we were most inter-
ested in understanding the forage benefits of habitat use,
we used only GPS locations of individuals deemed to be
active. Here, we used activity data collected from GPS
collars and censored all locations with mean acceleration
values less than 50 m/s2 at the 5-min interval matching
the GPS location, because those are known to be associ-
ated with “resting” behavior (Trondrud et al., 2021).

We used generalized linear mixed-effects regression
models (GLMM) and the Akaike information criterion
(AICc) corrected for small sample sizes to evaluate the
influence of habitat selection and use on the adjusted

late-winter body mass. We adjusted the response
variable, body mass in late winter (March and April), to
account for date of capture, effects of reproduction, and
age using a generalized additive model (following Loe
et al., 2021). All competing models included animal ID
as a random effect to account for dependency in body
mass over time (n = 64, because not all animals with
GPS data were successfully recaptured, nor were all
monthly selection coefficients available). Included fixed
effects were annual onset of snow, ground ice thickness,
and population size, because of their known influence
on late-winter body mass of Svalbard reindeer (Hansen
et al., 2019; Loe et al., 2021). Population size was esti-
mated using an integrated population model, combining
individual mark–recapture data with population counts
and harvest data (Lee et al., 2015). All models
containing selection coefficients derived from individual
resource selection models were weighted by the inverse
variance of the selection coefficient to account for errors
in model estimates (Dwinnell et al., 2021). We used
ΔAICc for selecting the variables that most influenced
body mass in late winter. We standardized all covariates
to allow for direct comparisons of effect size and consid-
ered the simplest model within 2.0 ΔAICc of the top
model to be the best model (Arnold, 2010).

We used ANOVA to compare the nutritional value of
vegetation within each focal habitat, including biomass
at peak production (August) and quality of below and
aboveground plant material after complete senescence
(October). We used % ADF to compare the digestibility
of above and belowground plant material (Danell
et al., 1994), noting that it was highly correlated with
% NDF (r = 0.96). We used C:N ratios as a proxy for
nutritional quality of species (Leslie & Starkey, 1985),
because low sample quantities limited our ability for rep-
licate measures of the digestibility indicators of % ADF
and % NDF for all plant parts sampled. C:N ratios were
highly correlated with % ADF (r = 0.73) and % NDF
(r = 0.65) affirming use of C:N ratios as a sufficient proxy
for nutrition in this analysis.

Our evaluation of the ephemerality and stochasticity
of resource use was guided by the definition of a pulsed
resource as low frequency, short duration, and high mag-
nitude, sensu Yang et al. (2008). We calculated the fre-
quency, duration, and magnitude of focal habitat use, as
well as the interval between use, for each individual.
To diminish the effect of differing positioning frequency
of collars and vegetation map misclassifications, we
assumed that a focal habitat was used on a given day if at
least one GPS location classified as “active” was recorded
in that habitat and day. For each individual and year, we
calculated frequency as the number of days individuals
used each focal habitat. We calculated duration as mean
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bout length, where bouts are defined as a string of days
with consecutive use (including single days), and interval
as the mean number of days between bouts. We quanti-
fied magnitude of use as the proportion of points that fell
within each focal habitat during a bout divided by overall
use of the respective habitat throughout the season
(i.e., magnitude = mean proportion of use in bouts/mean
proportion of overall use in a season).

Finally, we used mixed-effects multinomial logistic
regression to determine the weather and snow variables
that most influenced the probability of reindeer moving
into and staying in the focal habitat for which selection
or use affected body mass (according to AICc ranking
from GLMM analysis outlined above). We used all GPS
locations, reflecting accessibility of habitat regardless of
foraging, to determine transitions between moving into
the focal habitat and staying in the focal habitat. We
used animal ID as a random effect, and fixed effects
included all weather and snow metrics described
above (see Weather, snow, and ice data) and days since
October 1 (i.e., day of season). GPS location rates varied
widely among individuals and years, so locations with
greater than 24 h between acquisition times were consid-
ered a break in the movement step. All models were
fit with quasi-likelihood maximization (using the
“mblogit” function; “mclogit” package). Like our model-
ing approach above, all covariates were standardized to
allow for direct comparisons of effect size and ΔAICc

was used to select the final model. Many weather and
snow variables were strongly correlated with day of sea-
son, including all metrics related to ground temperature,
snow, accumulated rain, and degree days above freezing
(Appendix S1: Table S2), potentially giving spurious
effects if included in the same model. Thus, we evaluated
day of season, weather, and snow variables in univariate
model comparisons, and compared their ability to pre-
dict probabilities of animals moving into and staying in
the focal habitat.

RESULTS

Monthly habitat selection

At the population level, monthly ranges of female
Svalbard reindeer always contained more Luzula heath
and grass sward habitat than expected based on avail-
ability at the landscape scale (Figure 1; Appendix S1:
Table S3). Luzula heath was consistently selected for
throughout the year. Similarly, grass sward was selected
throughout the year, but with relative peaks in June,
and again in November and December. Seasonal selec-
tion for ridge habitats indicated some avoidance in

summer and autumn but relatively strong selection in
late winter (March–April). Small confidence limits for
Luzula heath, grass sward, and ridge habitats across all
months suggest that seasonal trends are consistent
among years (Figure 1). In contrast, the selection of
marsh habitat was much more variable throughout the
year, with seasonal trends in both avoidance and selec-
tion but a marked peak in selection in November and
December, along with a weaker increase in June. Also,
large confidence limits of marsh selection suggest vari-
ability in selection among years—especially in autumn
and early winter (October–December).

Carryover effects of marsh use

Late-winter body mass increased 0.38 kg for every
1% increase in marsh use throughout a season
(October–February; Figure 2a; βmarshuse: 38.3; 95% CI:
17.5, 59.7). Marsh use in February had the greatest effect
on body mass, increasing the mass by 0.50 kg for every
1% increase in February use (βFeb.marshuse: 49.9; 95% CI:
23.8, 76.5). The use of marsh habitat (both throughout
the season and in February) was included in the
best-ranked models explaining variation in late-winter
body mass, together with onset of snow, ground ice
accumulation, and population size, but the influence
of population size was not significant (Figure 2b;
Appendix S1: Table S4). The selection or use of no other
habitats was included in the top ranked models
(ΔAICc > 3.5).

F I GURE 1 Mean and SE of odds ratios of monthly (May

[5] through April [4]) population-level habitat selection of grass

sward, marsh, Luzula heath, ridge, and all other habitats by

Svalbard reindeer 2009–2021. Ratios of used to available locations

was 1:5; thus, all odds ratios above 0.17 (dashed line) indicate

selection for the habitat type. Habitat selection is assessed for the

second-order scale (i.e., habitat composition of the used range

relative to habitat composition in the available landscape;

Johnson, 1980).
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Frequency, duration, interval, and
magnitude of use

Grass sward, Luzula heath, and marsh habitats were
selected for in autumn and early winter and, thus,
were the focus for evaluating ephemerality of resource
use. Among focal habitats, marsh had the lowest
frequency of use (mean 9.3 ± 1.8 days in the period
October–February; Figure 3a). Luzula heath had the
greatest frequency of use (77.0 ± 5.5 days), followed by
grass sward (57.5 ± 5.4 days; Figure 3a). Correspondingly,
mean bout length (duration) was shortest for marsh
(1.76 ± 0.1 consecutive days) with the longest intervals

between bouts (24.9 ± 2.1 days). Conversely, the duration
of use was longest (5.0 ± 0.4 days) and intervals shortest
(3.5 ± 0.2 days) for Luzula heath, followed by grass
sward (2.9 ± 0.1; 3.4 ± 0.3, respectively; Figure 3b). The
magnitude of use was the greatest in marsh habitat, with a
26.2-fold increase in use during bouts relative to overall
use throughout autumn and early winter (47.2 ± 2.0% and
1.8 ± 0.4% of locations, respectively), compared with other
habitats (Luzula heath = 1.2-fold increase [43.7 ± 4.6%
vs. 35.9 ± 1.4%]; grass sward = 2.9-fold increase
[53.7 ± 2.4% vs. 18.4 ± 0.8%]; Figure 3c). Mean daily
proportions of marsh use of all individuals from
October to February were variable within and between

F I GURE 2 (a) Adjusted late-winter body mass of adult female Svalbard reindeer as a function of marsh use (proportion of locations in

marsh habitat, October–February 2009–2021), and (b) effect sizes with 95% CIs of scaled fixed variables in the generalized linear mixed

model of adjusted body mass, including marsh use, ground ice thickness, timing of onset of snow, and population size. Late-winter body

mass was adjusted using a generalized additive model to account for date of capture, effects of reproduction, and age.

F I GURE 3 Characterization of use of resource pulses (sensu Yang et al., 2008) in three focal habitats (marsh, Luzula heath, and grass

sward) used by GPS-collared female Svalbard reindeer (2009–2021), including (a) mean frequency of use in a season (October–February),
(b) mean duration of habitat use during a bout (dark hue) and interval between bouts (light hue), and (c) magnitude of use (mean proportion

of GPS locations in each habitat during a bout divided by mean proportion of locations during the entire October–February season).
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years—considerably more so than use of other habitats
(Figure 4; Appendix S1: Figures S2 and S3). This was
also the case at the individual level (range 0%–14%
of GPS locations were in marshes; Appendix S1:
Figure S4), with 10% of individuals never using
marshes and several individuals using marshes
frequently in some years but not in others.

Biomass and quality of forage among key
habitats

In October, aboveground plant material among all habi-
tats was mostly dead and of low quality, but the quality
of live belowground plant material was considerably bet-
ter (mean C:N ratios belowground were 34.8 ± 5.0
vs. 52.9 ± 3.6 aboveground; F1,34 = 12.7, p = 0.001)
and with lower fiber content (% ADF; F1,10 = 5.09,
p = 0.048). Belowground material of graminoid species
in marshes had greater quality (Appendix S1: Table S5),
especially E. scheuchzeri, compared to all other species,
except for P. arctica (F5,12 = 22.97, p < 0.001; Figure 5).
The belowground biomass of our samples was signifi-
cantly greater than aboveground biomass already from
summer (F1,62 = 12.61, p < 0.001; Figure 5), with
D. fisheri in marshes having the greatest proportions of

belowground biomass (i.e., greater root and rhizome
mass available per individual plant; illustrated in
Appendix S1: Figure S5). In combination, belowground
plant material in marshes stands out by being of high
quality and high biomass.

Constraints on marsh use

Since marsh use in autumn and early winter had the
greatest effect on body mass in late winter, we were
most interested in environmental constraints on move-
ments into and continuous stays within marshes
(e.g., Appendix S1: Figure S6). Snow depth was the most
influential variable for explaining variation in the proba-
bility of reindeer moving into and staying in marshes
(Appendix S1: Table S6) and had substantially more sup-
port than the second highest ranking model, including
SWE; ΔAICc: 67.1. Snow depth and SWE were the only
variables that outperformed the effect of day of season.
The probability of entering and remaining in marsh
habitat decreased as snow depth increased (βintomarsh:
−1.90; 95% CI: −2.07, −1.72 and βstay in marsh: −1.98;
95% CI: −2.11, −1.84). Although overall movements into
marshes, and stays in marshes, were few (1.1% and 1.8%
of all movement steps, respectively), the probability of

F I GURE 4 (a) Mean daily use of marshes (percent of locations in marsh habitat) for each season 2009–2021, with color gradient across

all 12 years and ordered by years of high cumulative (sum October–February) use (light blue) to low cumulative use (dark blue). (b–e)
Individual years are highlighted, including (b) the year with greatest overall use (2009–2010), (c) the year with greatest peak in use

(2015–2016), (d) the year with median overall use (2018–2019), and (e) the year with minimum overall use (2010–2011).
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staying in marshes was two times greater where there
was no snow (0 m snow depth) when compared to mean
snow depth at a location used by reindeer (0.36 m;

Figure 6a,b), and marsh use typically occurred when
and where snow depth was lower than the predicted
mean throughout the season (Figure 6c). When fitted

F I GURE 5 Biomass (bars; mean ± SE) during peak production (August) of above- (light hue; increasing values upward) and

belowground (dark hue; increasing values downward) plant materials per shoot of graminoid species dominating marsh, Luzula heath, and

grass sward habitats in 2022, and mean C:N ratios (black dots) of belowground plant material following complete senescence (October).

F I GURE 6 (a) The influence of local snow depth on the probability of an adult female Svalbard reindeer moving into a marsh from any

other habitat and staying in marsh habitat and (b) the seasonal predicted mean of snow depth (black line; derived from a generalized

additive model) with the mean snow depth of GPS locations for an individual in each week (blue and gray dots; October–February,
2009–2021). The proportional use of marsh habitat by an individual in a week is ordered by light blue hues indicating low proportion of use

and dark blue indicating high proportions of use; weekly proportions with zero marsh use are marked in gray. Thus, points below the black

line indicate weekly snow depth values of used locations below the predicted average snow depth among all locations of that week.
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alone, ground temperature, especially maximum ground
temperature in the previous 3 days, also significantly
influenced marsh use, with animals more likely to move
into, and stay within, marshes at warmer temperatures
(βintomarsh: 0.06; 95% CI: 0.05, 0.07 and βstayinmarsh: 0.06;
95% CI: 0.05, 0.07), but due to collinearity, the effect was
reduced when including snow and day of season
(Appendix S1: Table S6, Figure S7).

DISCUSSION

Our findings demonstrate how fleeting use of a resource
in times of food scarcity can influence a fitness-related
trait in a grazing large herbivore through the nutritional
benefits it provides. Although marsh use was generally
rare and brief, we revealed strong positive carryover
effects from exploiting this resource. Reindeer that used
marshes in autumn and early winter were up to 5 kg
heavier in late winter than individuals that did not use
this habitat—despite the resource being used with low
frequency and short duration, but with high magnitude
of use when accessible (characteristic of a resource pulse;
Yang et al., 2008). The use of marshes was limited by
snow but occasionally facilitated by stochastic mild spells
that relieved constraints of snow conditions. Since
late-winter body mass influences survival (Albon
et al., 2017) and successful calving (Veiberg et al., 2017),
our findings emphasize the importance of considering
nutritional benefits of ephemeral food resources across
stages of the reproductive cycle when evaluating mecha-
nisms driving population dynamics.

The timing of marsh use within seasons was highly
variable among years, and some years had overall low
use compared to others, suggesting that the timing of
marsh use is less predictable, compared with other habi-
tats with consistent seasonal use. Indeed, this is expected
of a resource where accessibility is dependent on weather
conditions. In our study, we did not have measurements
of the resource availability that were independent of the
consumer. Even so, in our food-limited and predator-free
system, it is extremely likely that variation in marsh use
was driven by variation in accessibility of the resource.
There is some evidence of large-bodied, long-lived
mammals exploiting weather-constrained resource pulses
with variable predictability (Fryxell et al., 2005; Ryan
et al., 2022), but these behavioral observations can rarely
be tied to fitness (but see Touzot et al., 2020). For other
taxa, however, the importance of resource pulses for
population abundance in times of constraint is well
documented, such as short-lived invertebrate responses
to intensive rain in warm deserts (Maute et al., 2019)
or responses of small mammals to seed masting

(Bogdziewicz et al., 2016; Wolff, 1996). Our study
provides a critical link between pulsed exploitation of a
rare resource and a fitness-related trait of a large-bodied,
long-lived mammal—reinforcing the multiplicative
effects of incremental advantages that come with selec-
tive feeding (White, 1983).

Some individuals apparently never used marsh habi-
tat, even when conditions were conducive for exploita-
tion. This finding was surprising given the observed
benefits of using marshes, and the ability of Svalbard
reindeer to undergo larger movements (>20 km) to reach
better forage following rain-on-snow events that inhibit
access to vegetation locally (Loe et al., 2016). Such varied
use of marshes suggests that some individuals may be
limited by knowledge of the locale or occurrence of the
resource pulse. With rapid warming in the High Arctic
(Hanssen-Bauer et al., 2019), it is possible that marsh
availability has become a relatively new resource in
autumn and winter and some animals have learned to
exploit this novel resource, while others have not.
Cultural knowledge, memory, and familiarity with bene-
fits of resources are recognized as playing an important
role in resource use of large herbivores (Jesmer
et al., 2018; Merkle et al., 2019; Ranc et al., 2020).
Knowing where and when to find ephemeral food pulses
is a possible mechanism driving varied use of marshes by
reindeer that warrants more explicit evaluation.

In the absence of external constraints, the use of food
resources should be shaped by the quality and abundance
of that resource. For most vertebrate herbivores, the
prime food supply is located aboveground, but our study
points to belowground resources of marshes to be a
potential treasure trove for reindeer during autumn and
winter. The quality of dead aboveground vegetation was
low among habitats, but live belowground vegetation in
marshes did differ from other habitats by having both
higher quality and biomass. It is possible that reduced
snow density and depth, prompted by warm spells, allow
reindeer to access extensive food resources in the form of
belowground plant parts, located in moss and soil layers
(e.g., Bardgett et al., 2007) that are otherwise inaccessible.
Nutrients of deciduous plants in Arctic systems typically
shift into stem bases, rhizomes, and roots in autumn
and remain there until spring (Chapin et al., 1980), and
other herbivores, such as pink-footed geese (Anser
brachyrhynchus), exploit these belowground nutrients
through grubbing in spring—primarily in marsh habitat
while live aboveground biomass is still very low
(Anderson et al., 2012; Speed et al., 2009). Reindeer dig
for food throughout winter by cratering in patches with
snow conditions that allow for easier digging (Beumer
et al., 2017) and use their olfactory sense to select for
patches with vascular plants (Hansen et al., 2010).
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Although it is unknown whether they are accessing
belowground food while cratering in winter, Svalbard
reindeer have been observed selecting for roots following
senescence in early autumn (Staaland, 1986; SPH
Dwinnell, unpublished observations). Long-standing
notions of belowground forage being inaccessible in the
frozen soil over winter may be challenged under
warming Arctic conditions that increase the frequency of
temporary thawing and release of such resources.
Further exploration into the ability of Svalbard reindeer
to access nutritious, belowground food resources in win-
ter is needed.

A primary prediction of climate change is that
extreme weather events will occur more frequently, and
seasonal patterns will likely be less predictable (Walsh
et al., 2020). Predictability of food availability may there-
fore decrease with climate change, making it harder for
animals to track food pulses. At the same time, it is possi-
ble that shifts in frequency or duration of food releases,
associated with both temperature increases and longer
snow-free seasons, may make nutritionally beneficial
habitats more available. As such, increases in marsh
accessibility may have contributed to the recent phase of
increased numbers of Svalbard reindeer (Le Moullec
et al., 2019) and could carry on to do so into the future.
In the High Arctic, herbivores will continue to be affected
by shifts in food available to them, with population-level
consequences. Behavioral traits of individuals, exploiting
largely unpredictable food resources with nutritional ben-
efits, may increase population resilience to the effects of
climate change.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
Samantha P. H. Dwinnell, Leif Egil Loe, René van der
Wal, Åshild Ø. Pedersen, and Steve D. Albon developed
and designed the study. Leif Egil Loe, Steve D. Albon,
Åshild Ø. Pedersen, and Brage B. Hansen secured
funding. Samantha P. H. Dwinnell performed statistical
analysis with assistance from Larissa T. Beumer and Leif
Egil Loe. Øystein Holand facilitated and conducted lab
analyses. Samantha P. H. Dwinnell, Leif Egil Loe, René
van der Wal, Steve D. Albon, R. Justin Irvine, Erik
Ropstad, Vebjørn Veiberg, Åshild Ø. Pedersen, and
Larissa T. Beumer collected data, and Leif Egil Loe
and Samantha P. H. Dwinnell managed data. Samantha
P. H. Dwinnell wrote the manuscript and all coauthors
provided revisions.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
This long-term study was possible with combined
funding from the Research Council of Norway (RCN;
grant numbers 267613, 315454, and 343398), Svalbard
Environmental Fund (grants 12/115, 13/49, and 18/19),

US Norway Fulbright Foundation for Educational
Exchange, Svalbard Science Forum (Arctic Field Grant
RIS-ID 2909, 322516), and the Climate-Ecological
Observatory for Arctic Tundra (COAT; www.coat.no).
We thank the Governor of Svalbard and the Norwegian
Food Safety Authority for permission to conduct our
research. A special thanks to Stein Tore Pedersen and
other technical staff at the Norwegian Polar Institute
and the University Centre in Svalbard for supporting
fieldwork. Thanks to numerous field assistants for help
with capture of reindeer and other data collection from
the field and to Hanne Kolsrud Hustoft at NMBU for
assistance with plant analyses. We thank Glen E. Liston
and Adele K. Reinking for providing needed technical
support in using SnowModel and Atle Mysterud for pro-
viding the first 20 GPS collars used in the project.
Finally, a very special thanks to the late Mads
Forchhammer for his many contributions to the field of
Arctic biology, support in this research, and excellent
cooking in the field.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST STATEMENT
The authors declare no conflicts of interest.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT
GPS location data (Dwinnell et al., 2024) are available
from Dryad: https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.4qrfj6qkx.
Svalbard reindeer capture data (Dwinnell, 2024) are avail-
able from the NIRD Research Data Archive: 10.11582/2024.
00158.

ORCID
Samantha P. H. Dwinnell https://orcid.org/0000-0002-
7043-3202
Larissa T. Beumer https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5255-
1889
René van der Wal https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9175-
0266
Steve D. Albon https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0811-1333
Åshild Ø. Pedersen https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9388-
7402
Øystein Holand https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8830-4310
Brage B. Hansen https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8763-4361
R. Justin Irvine https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0411-6217
Erik Ropstad https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3884-0705
Vebjørn Veiberg https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1037-5183
Leif Egil Loe https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4804-2253

REFERENCES
Abrahms, B., E. L. Hazen, E. O. Aikens, M. S. Savoca, J. A.

Goldbogen, S. J. Bograd, M. G. Jacox, L. M. Irvine, D. M.
Palacios, and B. R. Mate. 2019. “Memory and Resource
Tracking Drive Blue Whale Migrations.” Proceedings of the

ECOSPHERE 11 of 14

 21508925, 2024, 12, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://esajournals.onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/ecs2.70080 by Sw

edish U
niversity O

f, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [09/01/2025]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

http://www.coat.no
https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.4qrfj6qkx
https://doi.org/10.11582/2024.00158
https://doi.org/10.11582/2024.00158
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7043-3202
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7043-3202
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7043-3202
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5255-1889
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5255-1889
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5255-1889
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9175-0266
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9175-0266
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9175-0266
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0811-1333
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0811-1333
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9388-7402
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9388-7402
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9388-7402
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8830-4310
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8830-4310
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8763-4361
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8763-4361
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0411-6217
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0411-6217
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3884-0705
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3884-0705
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1037-5183
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1037-5183
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4804-2253
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4804-2253


National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America
116: 5582–87.

Aikens, E. O., A. Mysterud, J. A. Merkle, F. Cagnacci, I. M. Rivrud,
M. Hebblewhite, M. A. Hurley, et al. 2020. “Wave-Like
Patterns of Plant Phenology Determine Ungulate Movement
Tactics.” Current Biology 30: 3444–49.

Albon, S. D., R. J. Irvine, O. Halvorsen, R. Langvatn, L. E. Loe,
E. Ropstad, V. Veiberg, et al. 2017. “Contrasting Effects of
Summer and Winter Warming on Body Mass Explain
Population Dynamics in a Food-Limited Arctic Herbivore.”
Global Change Biology 23: 1374–89.

Albon, S. D., and R. Langvatn. 1992. “Plant Phenology and the
Benefits of Migration in a Temperate Ungulate.” Oikos 65:
502–513.

Alston, J. M., C. H. Fleming, R. Kays, J. P. Streicher, C. T. Downs, T.
Ramesh, B. Reineking, and J. M. Calabrese. 2023. “Mitigating
Pseudoreplication and Bias in Resource Selection Functions
with Autocorrelation-Informed Weighting.” Methods in Ecology
and Evolution 14: 643–654.

Anderson, H. B., T. G. Godfrey, S. J. Woodin, and R. Van der Wal.
2012. “Finding Food in a Highly Seasonal Landscape: Where
and How Pink Footed Geese Anser brachyrhynchus Forage dur-
ing the Arctic Spring.” Journal of Avian Biology 43: 415–422.

Arnold, T. W. 2010. “Uninformative Parameters and Model
Selection Using Akaike’s Information Criterion.” The Journal
of Wildlife Management 74: 1175–78.

Barboza, P. S., K. L. Parker, and I. D. Hume. 2008. Integrative
Wildlife Nutrition. Berlin: Springer.

Bardgett, R. D., R. Van der Wal, I. S. J�onsd�ottir, H. Quirk, and
S. Dutton. 2007. “Temporal Variability in Plant and Soil
Nitrogen Pools in a High-Arctic Ecosystem.” Soil Biology and
Biochemistry 39: 2129–37.

Beumer, L. T., F. M. Van Beest, M. Stelvig, and N. M. Schmidt.
2019. “Spatiotemporal Dynamics in Habitat Suitability of a
Large Arctic Herbivore: Environmental Heterogeneity Is Key
to a Sedentary Lifestyle.” Global Ecology and Conservation 18:
e00647.

Beumer, L. T., O. Varpe, and B. B. Hansen. 2017. “Cratering
Behaviour and Faecal C:N Ratio in Relation to Seasonal
Snowpack Characteristics in a High-Arctic Ungulate.” Polar
Research 36: 1286121.

Bischof, R., L. E. Loe, E. L. Meisingset, B. Zimmermann, B. Van
Moorter, and A. Mysterud. 2012. “A Migratory Northern
Ungulate in the Pursuit of Spring: Jumping or Surfing the
Green Wave?” American Naturalist 180: 407–424.

Bjørkvoll, E., B. Pedersen, H. Hytteborn, I. S. Jònsdòttir, and R.
Langvatn. 2009. “Seasonal and Interannual Dietary Variation
during Winter in Female Svalbard Reindeer (Rangifer tarandus
platyrhynchus).” Arctic Antarctic and Alpine Research 41: 88–96.

Bogdziewicz, M., R. Zwolak, and E. E. Crone. 2016. “How Do
Vertebrates Respond to Mast Seeding?” Oikos 125: 300–307.

Calabrese, J. M., C. H. Fleming, and E. Gurarie. 2016. “Ctmm: An r
Package for Analyzing Animal Relocation Data as a
Continuous-Time Stochastic Process.” Methods in Ecology and
Evolution 7: 1124–32.

Chapin, F. S., D. A. Johnson, and J. D. McKendrick. 1980.
“Seasonal Movement of Nutrients in Plants of Differing
Growth Form in an Alaskan Tundra Ecosystem: Implications
for Herbivory.” Journal of Ecology 68: 189–209.

Cook, J. G., B. K. Johnson, R. C. Cook, R. A. Riggs, T. Delcurto,
L. D. Bryant, and L. L. Irwin. 2004. “Effects of
Summer-Autumn Nutrition and Parturition Date on
Reproduction and Survival of Elk.” Wildlife Monographs
155: 1–61.

Cooper, E. J. 2014. “Warmer Shorter Winters Disrupt Arctic
Terrestrial Ecosystems.” Annual Review of Ecology, Evolution,
and Systematics 45: 271–295.

Danell, K., P. Mikael Utsi, R. Thomas Palo, and O. Eriksson. 1994.
“Food Plant Selection by Reindeer during Winter in Relation
to Plant Quality.” Ecography 17: 153–58.

Derocher, A. E., O. Wiig, and G. Bangjord. 2000. “Predation
of Svalbard Reindeer by Polar Bears.” Polar Biology 23:
675–78.

Desforges, J.-P., G. Marques, L. Beumer, M. Chimienti, L. Hansen,
S. Pedersen, N. Schmidt, and F. van Beest. 2020.
“Environment and Physiology Shape Arctic Ungulate
Population Dynamics.” Global Change Biology 27: 1755.

Dwinnell, S., L. E. Loe, I. Köhn, S. Albon, L. Buemer, and R. Van
der Wal. 2024. “Data From: Greater Biomass from Arctic
Greening Absorbs Increased Grazing Pressure from a Large
Herbivore [Dataset].” Dryad. https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.
4qrfj6qkx.

Dwinnell, S. P. 2024. “Svalbard Reindeer Capture Data [Data Set].”
Norstore. https://doi.org/10.11582/2024.00158.

Dwinnell, S. P. H., H. Sawyer, M. J. Kauffman, J. E. Randall, R. C.
Kaiser, M. A. Thonhoff, G. L. Fralick, and K. L. Monteith.
2021. “Short-Term Responses to a Human-Altered Landscape
Do Not Affect Fat Dynamics of a Migratory Ungulate.”
Functional Ecology 35: 1512–23.

Fleming, C. H., W. F. Fagan, T. Mueller, K. A. Olson,
P. Leimgruber, and J. M. Calabrese. 2015. “Rigorous
Home Range Estimation with Movement Data: A New
Autocorrelated Kernel Density Estimator.” Ecology 96:
1182–88.

Fryxell, J. M., J. F. Wilmshurst, A. R. E. Sinclair, D. T. Haydon,
R. D. Holt, and P. A. Abrams. 2005. “Landscape Scale,
Heterogeneity, and the Viability of Serengeti Grazers.” Ecology
Letters 8: 328–335.

Gaillard, J. M., M. Hebblewhite, A. Loison, M. Fuller, R. Powell, M.
Basille, and B. Van Moorter. 2010. “Habitat-Performance
Relationships: Finding the Right Metric at a Given Spatial
Scale.” Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society B:
Biological Sciences 365: 2255–65.

Hansen, B. B., R. Aanes, and B.-E. Sæther. 2010. “Feeding-Crater
Selection by High-Arctic Reindeer Facing Ice-Blocked
Pastures.” Canadian Journal of Zoology 88: 170–77.

Hansen, B. B., M. Gamelon, S. D. Albon, A. M. Lee, A. Stien, R. J.
Irvine, B.-E. Sæther, et al. 2019. “More Frequent Extreme
Climate Events Stabilize Reindeer Population Dynamics.”
Nature Communications 10: 1616.

Hanssen-Bauer, I., E. J. Førland, H. Hisdal, S. Mayer, A. B. Sandø,
and A. Sorteberg. 2019. Climate in Svalbard 2100 – A
Knowledge Base for Climate Adaptation. Oslo: Norwegian
Environment Agency (Miljødirektoratet).

Hurley, M. A., M. Hebblewhite, P. M. Lukacs, J. J. Nowak, J. M.
Gaillard, and C. Bonenfant. 2017. “Regional-Scale Models for
Predicting Overwinter Survival of Juvenile Ungulates.”
Journal of Wildlife Management 81: 364–378.

12 of 14 DWINNELL ET AL.

 21508925, 2024, 12, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://esajournals.onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/ecs2.70080 by Sw

edish U
niversity O

f, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [09/01/2025]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.4qrfj6qkx
https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.4qrfj6qkx
https://doi.org/10.11582/2024.00158


Jesmer, B. R., J. A. Merkle, J. R. Goheen, E. O. Aikens, J. L.
Beck, A. B. Courtemanch, M. A. Hurley, et al. 2018.
“Is Ungulate Migration Culturally Transmitted? Evidence of
Social Learning from Translocated Animals.” Science 361:
1023–25.

Johansen, B., S. R. Karlsen, and H. Tømmervik. 2012. “Vegetation
Mapping of Svalbard Utilising Landsat TM/ETM+ Data.”
Polar Record 48: 47–63.

Johnson, D. H. 1980. “The Comparison of Usage and Availability
Measurements for Evaluating Resource Preference.” Ecology
61: 65–71.

Le Moullec, M., Å. Ø. Pedersen, A. Stien, J. Rosvold, and B. B.
Hansen. 2019. “A Century of Conservation: The Ongoing
Recovery of Svalbard Reindeer.” The Journal of Wildlife
Management 83: 1676–86.

Lee, A. M., E. M. Bjørkvoll, B. B. Hansen, S. D. Albon, A. Stien,
B. E. Sæther, S. Engen, V. Veiberg, L. E. Loe, and V. Grøtan.
2015. “An Integrated Population Model for a Long-Lived
Ungulate: More Efficient Data Use with Bayesian Methods.”
Oikos 124: 806–816.

Leslie, D. M., and E. E. Starkey. 1985. “Fecal Indices to Dietary
Quality of Cervids in Old-Growth Forests.” The Journal of
Wildlife Management 49: 142–46.

Liston, G. E., and K. Elder. 2006. “A Meteorological Distribution
System for High-Resolution Terrestrial Modeling (MicroMet).”
Journal of Hydrometeorology 7: 217–234.

Loe, L. E., Irvine, R. J., Bonenfant, C., Stien, A., Langvatn, R.,
Albon, S. D., Mysterud, A., and Stenseth, N. C. 2006. “Testing
Five Hypotheses of Sexual Segregation in an Arctic Ungulate.”
Journal of Animal Ecology 75: 485–496.

Loe, L. E., B. B. Hansen, A. Stien, S. D. Albon, R. Bischof,
A. Carlsson, R. J. Irvine, et al. 2016. “Behavioral Buffering of
Extreme Weather Events in a High Arctic Herbivore.”
Ecosphere 7: e01374.

Loe, L. E., G. E. Liston, G. Pigeon, K. Barker, N. Horvitz, A. Stien,
M. Forchhammer, et al. 2021. “The Neglected Season: Warmer
Autumns Counteract Harsher Winters and Promote
Population Growth in Arctic Reindeer.” Global Change Biology
27: 993–1002.

Maute, K., G. C. Hose, P. Story, C. M. Bull, and K. French. 2019.
“Surviving Drought: A Framework for Understanding Animal
Responses to Small Rain Events in the Arid Zone.” Ecology
100: e02884.

Merems, J. L., L. A. Shipley, T. Levi, J. Ruprecht, D. A. Clark, M. J.
Wisdom, N. J. Jackson, K. M. Stewart, and R. A. Long. 2020.
“Nutritional-Landscape Models Link Habitat Use to Condition
of Mule Deer (Odocoileus hemionus).” Frontiers in Ecology and
Evolution 8: 98.

Merkle, J. A., H. Sawyer, K. L. Monteith, S. P. H. Dwinnell, G. L.
Fralick, and M. J. Kauffman. 2019. “Spatial Memory Shapes
Migration and Its Benefits: Evidence from a Large Herbivore.”
Ecology Letters 22: 1797–1805.

Monteith, K. L., V. C. Bleich, T. R. Stephenson, B. M. Pierce,
M. M. Conner, J. G. Kie, J. G. Kie, and R. T. Bowyer. 2014.
“Life-History Characteristics of Mule Deer: Effects of
Nutrition in a Variable Environment.” Wildlife Monographs
186: 1–62.

Mysterud, A., B. H. Bjørnsen, and E. Østbye. 1997. “Effects of Snow
Depth on Food and Habitat Selection by Roe Deer Capreolus

capreolus along an Altitudinal Gradient in South-Central
Norway.” Wildlife Biology 3: 27–33.

Norris, D. R., and P. P. Marra. 2007. “Seasonal Interactions, Habitat
Quality, and Population Dynamics in Migratory Birds.”
Condor 109: 535–547.

Northrup, J. M., E. Vander Wal, M. Bonar, J. Fieberg, M. P.
Laforge, M. Leclerc, C. M. Prokopenko, and B. D. Gerber.
2022. “Conceptual and Methodological Advances in
Habitat-Selection Modeling: Guidelines for Ecology and
Evolution.” Ecological Applications 32(1): e02470.

Pedersen, S. H., T. W. Bentzen, A. K. Reinking, G. E. Liston, K. Elder,
E. A. Lenart, A. K. Prichard, and J. M. Welker. 2021. “Quantifying
Effects of Snow Depth on Caribou Winter Range Selection and
Movement in Arctic Alaska.”Movement Ecology 9: 48.

Peeters, B., Å. Pedersen, V. Veiberg, and B. B. Hansen. 2022.
“Hunting Quotas, Selectivity and Stochastic Population
Dynamics Challenge the Management of Wild Reindeer.”
Climate Research 86: 93–111.

Peeters, B., A. O. Pedersen, L. E. Loe, K. Isaksen, V. Veiberg, A.
Stien, J. Kohler, J. C. Gallet, R. Aanes, and B. B. Hansen. 2019.
“Spatiotemporal Patterns of Rain-on-Snow and Basal Ice in
High-Arctic Svalbard: Detection of a Climate-Cryosphere
Regime Shift.” Environmental Research Letters 14: e015002.

Ranc, N., P. R. Moorcroft, K. W. Hansen, F. Ossi, T. Sforna,
E. Ferraro, A. Brugnoli, and F. Cagnacci. 2020. “Preference
and Familiarity Mediate Spatial Responses of a Large
Herbivore to Experimental Manipulation of Resource
Availability.” Scientific Reports 10: 11946.

Rockwell, S. M., C. I. Bocetti, and P. P. Marra. 2012. “Carry-Over
Effects of Winter Climate on Spring Arrival Date and
Reproductive Success in an Endangered Migratory Bird,
Kirtland’s Warbler (Setophaga kirtlandii).” Auk 129: 744–752.

Ryan, J. P., K. J. Benoit-Bird, W. K. Oestreich, P. Leary, K. B. Smith,
C. M. Waluk, D. E. Cade, et al. 2022. “Oceanic Giants Dance
to Atmospheric Rhythms: Ephemeral Wind-Driven Resource
Tracking by Blue Whales.” Ecology Letters 25: 2435–47.

Schindler, D. E., J. B. Armstrong, K. T. Bentley, K. Jankowski, P. J.
Lisi, and L. X. Payne. 2013. “Riding the Crimson Tide: Mobile
Terrestrial Consumers Track Phenological Variation in
Spawning of an Anadromous Fish.” Biology Letters 9: 4.

Simard, M. A., T. Coulson, A. Gingras, and S. D. Côté. 2010.
“Influence of Density and Climate on Population Dynamics of
a Large Herbivore under Harsh Environmental Conditions.”
Journal of Wildlife Management 74: 1671–85.

Speed, J. D. M., S. J. Woodin, H. Tømmervik, M. P. Tamstorf, and
R. Van der Wal. 2009. “Predicting Habitat Utilization
and Extent of Ecosystem Disturbance by an Increasing
Herbivore Population.” Ecosystems 12: 349–359.

Staaland, H. 1986. “Svalbardreinens ernæring.” In Svalbardreinen
og dens livsgrunnlag, edited by N. A. Øritsland, 72–91. Norway:
Universitesforlaget Oslo.

Stearns, S. C. 1992. The Evolution of Life Histories. Oxford;
New York: Oxford University Press.

Stempniewicz, L., I. Kulaszewicz, and J. Aars. 2021. “Yes, they Can:
Polar Bears Ursus maritimus Successfully Hunt Svalbard
Reindeer Rangifer tarandus platyrhynchus.” Polar Biology 44:
2199–2206.

Touzot, L., E. Schermer, S. Venner, S. Delzon, C. Rousset,
E. Baubet, J.-M. Gaillard, and M. Gamelon. 2020. “How Does

ECOSPHERE 13 of 14

 21508925, 2024, 12, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://esajournals.onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/ecs2.70080 by Sw

edish U
niversity O

f, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [09/01/2025]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense



Increasing Mast Seeding Frequency Affect Population
Dynamics of Seed Consumers? Wild Boar as a Case Study.”
Ecological Applications 30: e02134.

Trondrud, L. M., G. Pigeon, S. Albon, W. Arnold, A. L. Evans, R. J.
Irvine, E. Kr�ol, et al. 2021. “Determinants of Heart Rate in
Svalbard Reindeer Reveal Mechanisms of Seasonal Energy
Management.” Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society
B: Biological Sciences 376: 20200215.

Van der Wal, R., and A. Stien. 2014. “High-Arctic Plants like it Hot:
A Long-Term Investigation of between-Year Variability in
Plant Biomass.” Ecology 95: 3414–27.

V�azquez, D. P., E. Gianoli, W. F. Morris, and F. Bozinovic. 2017.
“Ecological and Evolutionary Impacts of Changing Climatic
Variability.” Biological Reviews 92: 22–42.

Veiberg, V., L. E. Loe, S. D. Albon, R. J. Irvine, T. Tveraa,
E. Ropstad, and A. Stien. 2017. “Maternal Winter Body Mass
and Not Spring Phenology Determine Annual Calf Production
in an Arctic Herbivore.” Oikos 126: 980–87.

Walsh, J. E., T. J. Ballinger, E. S. Euskirchen, E. Hanna, J. Mård,
J. E. Overland, H. Tangen, and T. Vihma. 2020. “Extreme
Weather and Climate Events in Northern Areas: A Review.”
Earth-Science Reviews 209: 103324.

White, R. G. 1983. “Foraging Patterns and Their Multiplier Effects
on Productivity of Northern Ungulates.” Oikos 40: 377–384.

Wolff, J. O. 1996. “Population Fluctuations of Mast-Eating Rodents
Are Correlated with Production of Acorns.” Journal of
Mammalogy 77: 850–56.

Yang, L. H., J. L. Bastow, K. O. Spence, and A. N. Wright. 2008. “What
Can We Learn from Resource Pulses.” Ecology 89: 621–634.

SUPPORTING INFORMATION
Additional supporting information can be found online
in the Supporting Information section at the end of this
article.

How to cite this article: Dwinnell, Samantha
P. H., Larissa T. Beumer, René van der Wal, Steve
D. Albon, Åshild Ø. Pedersen, Øystein Holand,
Brage B. Hansen, et al. 2024. “Get it while It’s Hot:
Benefits of a Large Herbivore Exploiting Stochastic
Resource Pulses in a Time of Food Scarcity.”
Ecosphere 15(12): e70080. https://doi.org/10.1002/
ecs2.70080

14 of 14 DWINNELL ET AL.

 21508925, 2024, 12, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://esajournals.onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/ecs2.70080 by Sw

edish U
niversity O

f, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [09/01/2025]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://doi.org/10.1002/ecs2.70080
https://doi.org/10.1002/ecs2.70080

	Get it while it's hot: Benefits of a large herbivore exploiting stochastic resource pulses in a time of food scarcity
	Abstract
	INTRODUCTION
	MATERIALS AND METHODS
	Study area
	Study species
	Reindeer life‐history and GPS location data
	Vegetation data
	Weather, snow, and ice data
	Statistical analyses

	RESULTS
	Monthly habitat selection
	Carryover effects of marsh use
	Frequency, duration, interval, and magnitude of use
	Biomass and quality of forage among key habitats
	Constraints on marsh use

	DISCUSSION
	AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	CONFLICT OF INTEREST STATEMENT
	DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT
	ORCID
	REFERENCES
	SUPPORTING INFORMATION


