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Review and Evaluation of Methods for Assessing Ungulate
Nutritional Condition
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Abstract : Nutritional condition is a key factor influencing the reproductive success and survival of ungulates. It is also
an important part of the information required to make management decisions for wild ungulate populations. Most of the
methods used in assessing the nuiritional condition of ungulates are briefly reviewed. The advantages, disadvantages,

prerequisites, theoretical models and applicability of each method is discussed. Ways to aveid common errors and im-
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prove the accurateness and precision of each method are evaluated.
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