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Large-scale animal migrations influence population and community dynamics along 
with ecosystem functioning. The migratory coupling concept posits that movement of 
migrant prey can lead to large-scale movements of predators. In northern ecosystems, 
spatial patterns and behavioral responses of grey wolf to spatio-temporal changes in its 
primary prey distribution, the migratory caribou, remain poorly documented. We used 
a long-term GPS dataset (2011–2021) of 59 wolves and 431 migratory caribou from 
the declining Rivière-aux-Feuilles herd (QC, Canada) to investigate movement patterns 
and space use of wolves related to caribou seasonal distribution. Wolves home ranges 
overlapped with areas used by caribou year-round, especially in May and winter. Wolves 
exhibited three annual tactics: sedentary (17%), long-distance migration (> 700 km) 
between wintering areas and the tundra (36%), and a medium-distance migration, 
stopping their northward movement near the treeline (47%). Migratory wolves started 
spring migration northward earlier than caribou, intercepting their prey on their way to 
calving grounds, but departed southward for fall migration later than caribou, tracking 
them on their way back to wintering areas. Wolves near or overlapping areas used by 
caribou exhibited lower monthly movement rates compared to wolves located further 
away. Overlap of home range among wolves was higher during migrations and winter 
but decreased in summer when wolves rear pups and caribou are dispersed on summer 
grounds. We provide evidence of migratory coupling between grey wolves and migra-
tory caribou, with most wolves adjusting their space use patterns to match their primary 
prey distribution. Although predation pressure may affect the dynamics of declining 
caribou herds, the global decline of that prey may in turn impact predators on the long-
term, potentially enhancing intraspecific competition for new resources. Highlighting 
this migratory coupling is a key step to develop appropriate conservation and manage-
ment measures for both guilds in the context of large-scale migratory prey decline.
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Introduction

Long-distance animal migration is among the most spec-
tacular and biologically significant phenomena in nature and 
is widespread in many taxa and systems (Joly et al. 2019, 
Teitelbaum and Mueller 2019). Migration is thought to 
maximize fitness by increasing the probability of encoun-
tering suitable seasonal habitat for reproduction or foraging 
activities, enabling animals to reduce intra- and inter-spe-
cific competition as well as predation risk, and tracking 
vegetation green-up in some species (Fryxell and Sinclair 
1988, Hebblewhite and Merrill 2009, Avgar et al. 2014, 
Buchan et al. 2020). Many studies have focused on the 
movement patterns and space use of long-distance migratory 
prey species (Furey et al. 2018, Joly et al. 2019), but there is 
little information about the behavioral responses of preda-
tors to the migration of their main prey (Walton et al. 2001, 
Gelin et al. 2017, Walton et al. 2017, Furey et al. 2018).

Large carnivores exploiting long-distance migratory 
prey can exhibit several behavioral tactics. Some preda-
tors perform long-distance movements following their prey 
along their migratory routes, defined as migratory coupling 
(Pierce et al. 1999, Walton et al. 2001, Furey et al. 2018). 
Others can be sedentary and switch to alternative prey spe-
cies when their primary prey migrates (Danell et al. 2006, 
Walton et al. 2017). The tactics used by large carnivores can 
also vary among individuals within the same population 
(Ballard et al. 1997, Musiani et al. 2007) leading to difficul-
ties to fully grasp their spatial responses to changing distribu-
tion of resources and their potential impact on the migratory 
prey. Nevertheless, evaluating interactions between predators 
and their migratory prey is essential to fully understand the 
factors influencing the population dynamics and distribution 
of both guilds, and ensure efficient conservation and manage-
ment planning.

The grey wolf Canis lupus is one of the most spatially 
widespread large mammalian carnivores (Mech and Boitani 
2004). Its feeding ecology, social behavior, and spatial dis-
tribution have been studied extensively in North America 
and Europe (Mech and Boitani 2003, Newsome et al. 2016, 
Martin et al. 2018, Ordiz et al. 2020, Orning et al. 2021). In 
North America, the grey wolf is mostly considered a highly 
territorial (Mech 1994, 1970) generalist species (Mech 
and Boitani 2004, Newsome et al. 2016). Its distribution 
closely reflects the availability of large prey such as ungu-
lates (Metz et al. 2012, Newsome et al. 2016, Kittle et al. 
2017, Martin et al. 2018). Wolf ecology is, however, not 
as well documented at the northernmost limit of the spe-
cies distribution range compared to wolves in other regions. 
Nonetheless, a few studies have shown that wolves do not 
defend a stable annual territory in the tundra and may face 
great variation in the availability of their primary prey leading 
to seasonal variations in their home range size (Walton et al. 
2001, Hansen et al. 2013).

In northern Québec (Canada), the migratory caribou 
Rangifer tarandus of the Rivière-aux-Feuilles herd (RFH) 
perform some of the longest terrestrial migrations worldwide 

(Furey et al. 2018, Joly et al. 2019). Their wintering areas are 
located at the southern limit of their distribution range in the 
boreal forest (Taillon et al. 2012a, b, Le Corre et al. 2017). 
They perform a synchronized northward spring migration (ca 
700 km) to reach their calving grounds in the arctic tundra 
between mid-April and mid-June (Fig. 1; Taillon et al. 2012a, 
b, Leclerc et al. 2021). During summer, migratory caribou 
remain in the arctic tundra seeking a productive habitat to 
forage (Couturier et al. 2009, Taillon et al. 2012a, b, Le 
Corre et al. 2017). Afterwards, caribou perform a southward 
fall migration from the end of September to early December, 
during which the rut occurs (Le Corre et al. 2017). During 
migrations, the extent and phenology of caribou movements 
are negatively influenced by higher precipitations, lower ice 
availability and increased snow depth (Leblond et al. 2016, 
Le Corre et al. 2017, Leclerc et al. 2021). During the last 
decades, the RFH has experienced a population decline 
from ca 628 000 individuals in 2001 to ca 199 000 in 2016 
(Taillon et al. 2016). The processes explaining the observed 
population decline are still poorly understood but preda-
tion by grey wolves could be involved, in addition to cli-
mate changes, habitat loss and human activity (Plante et al. 
2018). Moreover, some studies suggest that behavioral tactics 
of wolves could increase their efficiency and allow them to 
maintain a high predation rate even when their main prey 
declines (Mech and Boitani 2003).

Most studies investigating the movements of grey wolves 
in relation to their prey have been conducted in the boreal 
forest during winter when tracks and carcasses are easier to 
monitor, and when wolves hunt larger prey species (Mech 
and Boitani 2003, Kuzyk et al. 2006, Mumma et al. 2017, 
Droghini and Boutin 2018). The movement ecology of wolves 
outside the winter period is less documented although this 
information is key to fully understand the spatial and tem-
poral dynamics of predator–prey interactions, especially for 
migratory prey species. Our general objective was to quantify 
year-round movement behavior and space use of grey wolves 
in northern Québec and evaluate the relationships between 
wolf movements and access to their main prey, the migratory 
caribou (Fig. 2). Knowing that several behavioral tactics can 
be expressed within a population, we first expected to observe 
variable behavioral tactics, from sedentary to migratory wolves 
(Fig. 2H1; Pierce et al. 1999, Walton et al. 2001, Hansen et al. 
2013, Gelin et al. 2017). Given the key role of migratory 
caribou in the feeding ecology of wolves (Bonin et al. 2020, 
2023), we predicted that most grey wolves would be moving 
with migratory caribou herds and remain highly associated 
with them year-round (Furey et al. 2018). Because migra-
tory movements of predators and their prey may be asynchro-
nous when constrained by their specific phenological cycle 
(Hansen et al. 2013, Klaczek et al. 2015), we then hypoth-
esized that seasonal variation would drive the spatial inter-
actions between wolves and caribou (Fig. 2H2). We expected 
asynchronous migration departure times between wolves and 
caribou, predicting that grey wolves would leave their winter-
ing ranges earlier than migratory caribou to establish their 
den because pups are usually born in early May while caribou 
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calving occurs in June (Walton et al. 2001). We also predicted 
that wolves would start their fall migration later than migra-
tory caribou, to benefit from late migrants which could be 
alone and potentially more vulnerable. In addition, we pre-
dicted that wolf home ranges would have greater overlap with 
the area used by caribou during winter when the availability 
of alternative prey species is limited and caribou are more 
vulnerable to predation because their movements are con-
strained by snow (Le Corre et al. 2017, Droghini and Boutin 
2018, Gable et al. 2018). We also hypothesized that predator 
movement rate would vary depending on the availability of 
their main prey in their ranges (Fig. 2H3; Whittington et al. 
2011, Martin et al. 2018, Ordiz et al. 2020). Therefore, we 
evaluated variations in grey wolf movement rate in relation to 
the proximity of caribou. We expected grey wolves to increase 
their hunting effort when they are closer to areas used by cari-
bou, traveling shorter distances with less straight movement 
paths compared to wolves located further away from caribou. 
Finally, we hypothesized that territoriality behavior and terri-
tory size of wolves would vary during periods of reduced prey 
availability (Fig. 2H4; Kauffman et al. 2007, Elbroch et al. 
2016). We consequently predicted that wolf home ranges 
would be smaller during the denning period when they 
take care of pups and stay close to the den (Walton et al. 

2001), but that their size would increase during the migra-
tion periods. We also expected wolves to be more tolerant of 
conspecifics during these long-distance movements and con-
sequently have higher home range overlap with conspecifics 
during migration (Elbroch et al. 2016). 

Material and methods

Study area

We collected data on grey wolf movements in northern Québec 
in the annual range of the Rivière-aux-Feuilles migratory cari-
bou herd (RFH; Fig. 1). The north of the study area is located 
in the arctic tundra and is composed of polar and sub-polar 
tundra, grasslands and shrublands dominated by lichens and 
mosses. The boreal forest covering the southern portion of the 
study area is composed of temperate and sub-polar shrublands 
and coniferous forests (Leboeuf et al. 2018). The elevation in 
the tundra ranges from 0 to 682 m (mean = 206 m) while it 
ranges from 0 to 1500 m (mean = 356 m) in the southern 
boreal portion (Berteaux et al. 2018). The mean tempera-
ture during the coldest and warmest trimesters in northern 
Québec are respectively on average –19.5 and 11.0°C, with 

Figure 1. Study area in northern Québec, Canada. The map background represents the boreal zone (boreal forest and forest tundra south, 
in green) and the tundra (north, in beige), with the delineation of the treeline around 58°N between the two zones. The two-colored poly-
gons with dashed contours are the seasonal ranges of migratory caribou (winter in green, south; summer in yellow, north) and the large grey 
polygon stands for the annual range of the Rivière-aux-Feuilles migratory caribou herd. The colored locations correspond to the first loca-
tion of each individual wolf after capture, with a color code corresponding to the year of capture. We delimited the seasonal and annual 
ranges of migratory caribou using the maximum convex polygon 90% based on GPS locations of females and males in 2011–2019 between 
December and February for the winter range and mid-May to mid-July for summer (MFFP unpubl.). The limit of the treeline at 58°N was 
used in subsequent analyses to determine wolf movement tactics.
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an annual average of 3.6°C (Berteaux et al. 2018). In addition 
to the migratory caribou, muskoxen Ovibos moschatus, moose 
Alces alces, beaver Castor canadensis and other small mammals 
inhabit the study area and are part of the diet of grey wolves 
(Bonin et al. 2023). Grey wolf population size is unknown 
but expected to be stable in the RFH range (Ministère de 
l’Environnement, de la Lutte aux changements climatiques, 
de la Faune et des Parcs, MELCCFP unpubl.).

Data collection

In February and March of 2011–2019, we captured 59 
adult grey wolves within the RFH range from a helicopter 
and using either a net gun or a tranquilizer dart gun with 
Telazol (10 mg kg−1). We equipped grey wolves with GPS 
collars (Lotek, Vectronic, Telonics) programmed to record a 
location every 1:00–5:00 h depending on the collar model 
and year (Supporting information). Individual grey wolves 
monitoring lasted on average 419 + 227 days (mean + SD). 
We defined each wolf-year as 1 April–31 March of the fol-
lowing year. 

We captured caribou in the RFH range between December 
and March each year as part of the long-term population 
monitoring conducted by the MELCCFP and Caribou 
Ungava. We captured caribou from a helicopter with a net 
gun and equipped them with GPS collars (Vectronic). GPS 
collars were set to record a location every 1:00–13:00 h. A 
total of 431 females from the RFH were monitored for 741.5 
days on average. 

For both caribou and wolves, we avoided to capture sev-
eral individuals in the same group, and we distributed the 

capture effort over a large spatial extent (thousands of km²). 
Therefore, and as supported by the visual examination of 
movement patterns, we consider each grey wolf as indepen-
dent and not belonging to the same wolf pack. Animal cap-
ture and handling procedures complied with the Canadian 
Council on Animal Care guidelines and were approved by 
the MELCCFP and Laval University Animal Care commit-
tees (Certificate no. 2011-039, 2014-011, 2019-242; CPA-
FAUNE 16-01, 17-04, 18-24, 19-06, 19-17).

GPS data cleaning and processing

All data cleaning, processing and analyses were conducted 
in R ver. 4.1.1 (www.r-project.org). We processed GPS loca-
tions of wolves and caribou to remove points corresponding 
to duplicated date-time and locations, as well as outlier date-
time or locations based on unlikely movement rates (speed 
between two consecutive locations > 30 km h−1). We fur-
ther manually investigated all wolf movements faster than 
10 km h−1 to evaluate unrealistic locations, leading us to 
remove three locations that showed unusual trajectory and 
speed compared to the previous and subsequent locations. 
We used caribou GPS data (Leclerc et al. 2021 for further 
details on GPS data processing) to assess large-scale space use 
patterns. We randomly selected one location per day per cari-
bou to standardize the influence of individuals with differ-
ent collar schedules. Because most of the wolves GPS collars 
were programmed to record one location every four hours 
(Supporting information), we resampled wolf locations every 
four hours for collars with one and two hours schedules. We 
could not, however, resample locations at four hour intervals 

Figure 2. Conceptual figure representing the different hypotheses and predictions tested to explain wolf movements in relation to migratory 
caribou space use. ‘HR‘ stands for ‘home-range‘, ‘AU‘ for ‘area used‘.
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for individuals with a GPS collar programmed to record one 
location every five hours (n = 2 wolves). Therefore, we used 
data from six randomly selected individuals with one hour 
relocations, resampled their track every four and five hours 
and found a very high correlation (R2 = 0.99) between total 
distances travelled computed with both resampled subsets 
(Supporting information). Consequently, we kept the data 
of the two wolves with five hours location intervals in the 
analyses and included the number of locations recorded as a 
control variable in the models.

Annual tactics, monthly home ranges and movement 
metrics

We evaluated the movement patterns and space use of wolves 
in relation to the space use of caribou at the monthly and 
annual scales. To ensure analysed data were representative 
of wolf behavior despite missing wolf locations, we used all 
months for which a wolf track contained at least 50% of 
the expected GPS locations within the month. This thresh-
old was determined based on the data analysis detailed in 
the Supporting information, and allows to represent at least 
90% of the total home-range area expected using all locations 
(Girard et al. 2002). 

Using the kernelUD functions in ‘adehabitat‘ R package 
ver. 0.4.19 (Calenge and Fortmann-Roe 2021), we com-
puted the monthly 95% kernel individual home range (HR) 
of wolves and the area used by the caribou population (AU, 
kernel 95%) by pooling all daily GPS locations of caribou 
within a month. To detect the different tactics exhibited by 
wolves and the variations in the spatial interactions between 
wolves and caribou (Fig. 2H1–H2), we calculated the propor-
tion of overlap between wolf monthly HRs and the monthly 
AU by migratory caribou (Supporting information). We fur-
ther derived the proportion of wolves overlapping with the 
AU by caribou in each month (Supporting information).

To assess if wolves exhibited different space use tactics in 
relation to caribou migration at an annual scale (Fig. 2H1), 
we evaluated the annual movements displayed by each wolf 
with ≥ 10 consecutive months (each month having more 
than 15 days of monitoring) of GPS monitoring. We visu-
ally inspected the spatial distribution of each GPS track and 
metric of wolf movements described above to assign a tactic 
to each wolf. As we expected some wolves to perform a long 
migration and others to remain sedentary, we discriminated 
migratory versus sedentary wolves looking at obvious and 
long north-south movements along with an increase in the 
monthly proportion of overlap between wolves’ home-ranges 
(HRs) and the area used (AU) by caribou. Sedentary wolves 
were expected to remain in a restricted range throughout the 
year and therefore their HR should not overlap with migra-
tory caribou year-round. As most of the wolves were captured 
during winter in the south of the study area, within or near 
RFH wintering range (Fig. 1), they could thus exhibit either 
a sedentary or migratory tactic. We calculated the straight-
line distance between the most distant latitudes of each wolf-
track to assess the latitudinal distance travelled in each tactic.

We used four movement metrics to evaluate the variation 
in movement rate and spatial interactions between the two 
species (Fig. 2H2–H3). We calculated the mean daily distance 
travelled by wolves every month by dividing the total dis-
tance travelled in the month (Supporting information) by the 
number of days in the month. We calculated the monthly 
straightness (Supporting information) as the ratio between 
the straight-line distance between the first and last location in 
the month and the total distance travelled during the month. 
We computed a monthly ‘delta-distance‘ of each wolf to the 
AU by migratory caribou as the difference in the distance to 
the AU by migratory caribou between the final and initial 
monthly locations for each wolf (Supporting information). 
This variable allowed us to determine whether individuals 
tended to move further away (delta-distance > 0), closer 
(delta-distance < 0) or if they remained at a similar distance 
(delta-distance around 0) to the AU by caribou within the 
course of a month (Fig. 2H2). In addition, we calculated the 
mean monthly distance of wolves to the AU by migratory 
caribou (Supporting information) by determining the nearest 
distance between each location of a wolf during the month 
and the monthly AU by caribou, and then dividing the sum 
of all distances by the number of locations recorded during 
that month. If a location was within the monthly AU by 
migratory caribou, the distance was set to 0. We used this 
explanatory variable to determine at which distance wolves 
overlapping (or not) with the AU by migratory caribou were 
on average from the AU by migratory caribou (Fig. 2H2). We 
then investigated the relationships between the two move-
ment rate metrics (mean daily distance and straightness) and 
1) a binomial factor of overlap or not with the AU by cari-
bou, 2) the proportion of overlap between wolf HRs and the 
AU by caribou and 3) the mean distance to AU by caribou 
to assess variations in wolves’ movements according to their 
spatial interactions with caribou (Fig. 2H2-H3). 

Finally, to explore variations in territoriality of wolves 
throughout the year (Fig. 2H4), we calculated the area of over-
lap among the monthly HRs of wolves monitored during 
the same month (Supporting information). We subsequently 
derived the mean proportion of wolves with their HR over-
lapping with at least one other wolf during each month of the 
year (Supporting information). As we only included wolves 
with at least 10 consecutive months of data in the analysis, 
changes in the area of overlap between neighbors within a 
year could be interpreted with confidence. We did not, how-
ever, monitored all neighboring wolves such that the results 
do not represent the absolute value of overlap and should be 
interpreted with caution. 

Statistical analyses

All models were performed using Bayesian mixed models 
with the brm function from the 'brms' package ver. 2.16.3 
(Bürkner 2021). For each model, we ran three Markov chains 
of 24 000 iterations each. In each chain, the first 4000 itera-
tions were discarded as burn-in and we used a thinning rate 
of four for the remaining 20 000 iterations, which gave us 
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5000 values for posterior distributions per chain. We checked 
for the convergence of each parameter with the Gelman and 
Rubin (1992) diagnostics (Rhat < 1.1) and the Pareto k 
diagnostic. Finally, we conducted posterior predictive checks 
drawing simulated values from the joint posterior predictive 
distribution of replicated data and comparing these samples 
to the observed data for each parameter of the models using 
the pp_check function, and by checking that the credible 
interval (CI) of the fit of the models was each time included 
within the limits of the posterior predictive distribution 
(Gelman et al. 2013). 

We modelled the 1) delta-distance to AU by migratory 
caribou, 2) proportion of overlap between wolf HRs and AU 
by migratory caribou and 3) proportion of overlap among 
individual wolf HRs (Supporting information) using their 
monthly values, according to sex and month as factors (Table 
1). Sex was used to investigate potential differences in move-
ment rate of wolves especially in spring and summer after 
the pups are born and when females might spend more time 
near the den while the rest of the pack is more likely to hunt 
farther from the den (Theuerkauf et al. 2003, Schmidt et al. 
2008). To assess variation in movement behavior according 
to space use and interactions between wolves and migratory 
caribou, we tested if the mean daily distance and straightness 
of wolf movements (Table 1) was influenced by the month, 
sex, proportion of overlap between wolf HRs and AU by cari-
bou. We also added the interaction between the mean dis-
tance to AU by caribou and a dummy variable indicating the 
overlap or not between a wolf and the AU by migratory cari-
bou. We found no correlation between the different move-
ment variables tested and no collinearity among explanatory 
variables with all variance inflation factors < 2 (VIF function 
from the 'usdm' package ver. 1.1-18, Naimi 2017). 

We used beta-regressions for modeling the proportion of 
HR overlap and straightness as they are bounded between 
0 and 1. We used the method of Smithson and Verkuilen 
(2006) to transform the [0,1] values into ]0,1[ interval to 
respect one of the beta-regression assumptions. We modelled 
the mean daily distance and the delta-distance to AU by cari-
bou using a gaussian family distribution, and we log-trans-
formed wolf HRs.

In all models, we added the number of locations recorded 
in the month as a covariable to account for potential biases 
due to gaps in the GPS recordings. We ran all models with 
wolf IDs and year as random intercepts (Table 1). For the HR 
overlap among wolves, we added the number of wolves moni-
tored during the month in the model to account for varying 
sample size. Unless otherwise indicated, results of the models 
are reported as the mean and the 95% credible interval (95 
% CI). The final dataset used to run all models are available 
in the Supporting information.

Results

The final dataset included 59 unique wolf IDs for 98 wolf-
years and 765 wolf-months (Supporting information). Among Ta
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them, 47 wolf-years (from 33 unique IDs) were monitored for 
at least 10 months and were used to determine the annual tac-
tics exhibited by grey wolves (Results section ‘Determination 
of annual space use tactics’). For all the models, > 99.9% of 
the Pareto k estimates were smaller than 0.7, indicating that 
models were not misspecified (Vehtari et al. 2017).

Determination of annual space use tactics

Among the wolves monitored over the entire year (47 wolf-
years [20 female-years, 27 male-years] from 33 unique IDs 
[13 unique females, 20 unique males]), we detected eight 
sedentary wolves that did not exhibit long north-south move-
ments but instead remained in a geographically restricted 
range all year long. The latitudinal straight-line distance they 
traveled was on average 276.0 ± 98.8 km (mean ± SD; Fig. 3, 
Supporting information). We observed 39 migratory wolves 
performing large north-south movements, but we detected 
two different tactics among them: a long-distance (n = 17) 
and a medium-distance (n = 22) migratory tactics based 
on the northernmost or the southernmost wolf locations. 
Wolves departing from the winter range of migratory cari-
bou and reaching caribou summer range in the tundra (north 
of 58°N; Fig. 1) were categorized as long-distance migratory 
wolves (mean latitudinal straight-line distance = 700.1 ± 
117.5 km; Fig. 3, Supporting information). Wolves perform-
ing north-south movements, but stopping their northward 
movement near the treeline (at ca 58°N; Fig. 1) or stopping 
their southward movement and staying north of the core 

caribou winter range (56°N) were categorized as medium-
distance migratory wolves (mean latitudinal straight-line dis-
tance = 551.4 ± 109.5 km; Fig. 3, Supporting information).

The proportion of female-years exhibiting each of the 
three tactics was similar (35.0% for the mid- and long-dis-
tance tactics and 30.0% for the sedentary tactic; Fig. 3b), 
while more variability was detected in male-years which 
mainly exhibited the medium-distance tactic (55.6%) or the 
long-distance tactic (37.0%) with only 7.4% being sedentary. 
We monitored 11 wolves (unique IDs) for two years or more 
and six of these wolves used the same tactic throughout the 
monitoring period while five of them changed their tactic 
(Supporting information). All wolves that changed tactic ini-
tially showed a long-distance migratory tactic and switch to 
a medium-distance migratory tactic or a sedentary tactic in 
the following years.

Seasonal variation in space use and association of 
grey wolves with migratory caribou

We observed seasonal variation in the proportion of grey 
wolves with their home range (HR) overlapping the area 
used (AU) by migratory caribou with the maximum num-
ber of wolves overlapping AU by caribou during winter and 
spring, and the minimum in summer (Fig. 4a). More than 
74% of wolves were overlapping AU by migratory caribou 
in all months outside June and July. The proportion of over-
lap between wolf HRs and the AU by migratory caribou fol-
lowed a similar pattern (Fig. 4b, Supporting information), 

Figure 3. (a) Examples of annual GPS tracks of grey wolves in the Rivière-aux-Feuilles caribou range, exhibiting one of the three tactics: 
sedentary (bottom-left map), medium-distance migration (bottom-middle map) and long-distance migration (bottom-right map). The 
GPS locations are colored by month. The map background represents the boreal zone (boreal forest and forest tundra south, in green) and 
the tundra (north, in beige), with the delineation of the treeline around 58°N between the two zones. The two colored polygons are the 
seasonal ranges of migratory caribou (winter in green, south; summer in yellow, north); and (b) proportion of wolves of both sexes (13 
unique females representing 20 female-years, and 20 unique males representing 27 male-years) exhibiting each of the three tactics (from 
light blue to dark blue): sedentary, medium-distance migration and long-distance migration. 
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with the highest overlap in May (mean = 71.4, 95% credible 
interval [CI] = [64.2, 77.9]; Fig. 4b) and the lowest in July 
(mean = 35.0%, CI = [27.2, 43.3]).

Grey wolves tended to move north and away from migra-
tory caribou in April (Fig. 4c, Supporting information), 
when the delta-distance was the greatest (mean = 27.3 km, 
CI = [10.9, 43.9]), and generally moved towards caribou 
in June, July, November and December with the minimal 
delta-distance reached in November (mean = −94.2 km, 
CI = [−113.3, −75.8]; Fig. 4c). The number of locations 
recorded and sex had no effect on the proportion of overlap 
between wolf HRs and the AU of migratory caribou, or the 
delta-distance (Supporting information).

Seasonal movement rate according to the degree of 
interaction with migratory caribou

On average, wolves that did not have their monthly HR 
overlapping with the AU by caribou traveled shorter mean 
daily distance (β = −4.6 km day−1, CI = [−7.2, −2.0]) and 
exhibited lower monthly straightness (β = −0.6, CI = [−1.0, 
−0.2]) compared to wolves overlapping with AU by cari-
bou (Fig. 5a–b; Supporting information). Wolves whose 
monthly HR overlapped with the AU by caribou showed 

higher (although not significant) daily distance and 
monthly straightness as their mean monthly distance to 
AU by caribou increased (Fig. 5c–d). Wolves with their HR 
overlapping the AU by caribou travelled shorter distances 
with increasing HR overlap (β = −0.03 km, CI = [−0.05, 
−0.01]; Supporting information). The proportion of HR 
overlap did not have any effect on the monthly straight-
ness of wolves’ movements (Supporting information). In 
addition, wolves that were on average closer to the monthly 
AU by caribou covered less daily distance and had lower 
straightness than wolves that were further away during 
that month (Fig. 5c–d; Supporting information). The 
mean daily distance covered by wolves was highest in July 
(mean = 23.9 km day−1, CI = [17.7, 30.2]; Fig. 5a), lowest 
in January (mean = 11.5 km day−1, CI = [6.0, 16.3]), and 
remained low until March. The mean distance traveled 
daily was comparable during the spring and fall migra-
tions (mean of April and May = 17.6 km day−1, CI = [12.2, 
22.2]; mean of September and November = 17.0 km day−1, 
CI = [11.4, 22.7]). The monthly straightness was low in 
spring, late summer and winter (Fig. 5b), but it was high 
in July (mean = 0.4, CI = [0.3, 0.5]), and reached a peak  
during the fall migration (mean in November = 0.5, 
CI = [0.4, 0.6]).

Figure 4. (a) Monthly proportion of wolves with home-range (HR) overlapping the area used (AU) by migratory caribou in green, or not 
overlapping in yellow (in %); (b) posterior predictions from April of the yeary to March of the next yeary+1 of the proportion of overlap 
between wolf HR and the AU by migratory caribou (in %); and (c) posterior predictions from April of the yeary to March of the next yeary+1 
of the delta-distance (i.e. the difference in the distance to the AU by migratory caribou between the final and initial monthly locations for 
each wolf, in km; see the Supporting information, and section ‘Annual tactics, monthly home ranges and movement metrics’ in Material 
and methods), with the two arrows at the top representing whether wolves moved closer (delta-distance < 0) or further (delta-distance > 
0) or if they remained at a similar distance (delta-distance near 0) from the AU by caribou during the month. In (b) and (c), the color codes 
for the posterior predictions correspond to females (orange) and males (purple).
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Variation of territoriality behavior

Wolf HRs were larger in November (Fig. 6a, Supporting 
information) and smaller in June with stable values dur-
ing summer. Home ranges of males were larger than those 
of females (β = 0.4 [on log-transformed scale, Supporting 
information], CI = [0.01, 0.9]). Monthly HRs overlapped 
with the home ranges of other wolves more than 60% of 
the time (Fig. 6b). The highest proportion of overlap among 
wolves was in April (92.0%; Fig. 6b) and the lowest propor-
tion in June (60.5%; Fig. 6b). The monthly proportion of 
HR area overlap among wolves did not differ between sexes 
(Supporting information), nor according to the number of 
wolves monitored within the same month. The proportion 
of the HR of wolves overlapping was high during spring, late 
fall, and winter (April: mean = 61.6%, CI = [42.0, 79.0]; 

November: mean = 65.7%, CI = [44.3, 83.9]; Fig. 6c), but 
remained low between June and October (Fig. 6c).

Discussion

Our study sought to improve the understanding of seasonal 
space use and movement patterns of grey wolves in response 
to the space use of their main prey in subarctic and arctic 
environments. Wolves exhibited variations in their behavioral 
tactics and movement patterns in response to the seasonal 
variation of migratory caribou availability. We highlighted 
a gradient of annual tactics used by wolves (Fig. 2H1, 3, 
Supporting information) from sedentary individuals to 
wolves that migrate with caribou (Fig. 3, Supporting infor-
mation). As we expected, the movement patterns of wolves 

Figure 5. Posterior predictions of wolves’ (a) mean daily distance per month (in km) and (b) monthly straightness, from April of the yeary 
to March of the next yeary+1, and relationship between (c) the mean daily distance (in km) and (d) the monthly straightness of wolves’ move-
ments with the monthly mean distance to the area used (AU) by migratory caribou (in km). The color code represents the prediction for 
grey wolves having their home-range (HR) overlapping the AU by migratory caribou in a given month (in green), and grey wolves that did 
not overlap the AU by migratory caribou (in yellow).
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varied monthly and seemed to be related to spatial interac-
tions with caribou and conspecifics (Fig. 2H2–H3). 

Migratory coupling between grey wolves and 
migratory caribou

Our results revealed migratory coupling between migra-
tory caribou and grey wolves. The migratory caribou of 
the Rivière-aux-Feuilles herd (RFH) move back and forth 
between their winter and summer ranges located more than 
700 km apart (Taillon et al. 2012a, b, 2016, Leclerc et al. 
2021). Our study highlighted the influence of the spatial 
dynamics of this migrant prey on large-scale movements of 
its main predator, the grey wolf. Migratory coupling sug-
gests that grey wolves can take advantage of high prey avail-
ability year-round, as suggested by Bonin et al. (2023) who 
recently confirmed the annual presence of migratory caribou 
in the diet of wolves. During winter, migratory caribou are 
concentrated at the southern limit of their annual range 
(Taillon et al. 2016, Le Corre et al. 2020). The larger pro-
portion of migratory caribou found in the diet of wolves in 
winter compared to other species (Bonin et al. 2023) support 
our results, with grey wolves sharing large wintering grounds 
with migratory caribou between January and March (Fig. 4b) 
and remaining spatially close to their main prey (Fig. 4c). 
During that period, the large number of wolves with overlap-
ping home-ranges (HRs) and the large proportion of the HR 
area overlapping among them (Fig. 6) suggest that wolves 

exhibit a high tolerance to conspecifics, potentially because of 
the high abundance and vulnerability of prey. During winter, 
grey wolves had relatively large HRs, traveled short daily dis-
tances and performed less straight movement paths (Fig. 5). 
Similar movement patterns of wolves were also observed in 
the Białowieża Primeval Forest (Jedrzejewski et al. 2001) 
and in the western Arctic (Walton et al. 2001), and might be 
explained by movements of prey within their wintering habi-
tats (Jakes et al. 2018, Le Corre et al. 2020). In our study, the 
movements of caribou would therefore lead wolves to cover 
large areas during winter while travelling short distances at a 
daily scale because of constraining environmental conditions, 
particularly snow.

The mating season of grey wolf occurs between February 
and March and females give birth to pups between the end 
of April and mid-May (Mech 1970, Hénault and Jolicoeur 
2003, Villemure 2003). In the Arctic, wolves have been shown 
to move from their winter ranges to their denning areas near 
the treeline where they restrict their movements around the 
den by late April (Walton et al. 2001, Klaczek et al. 2015). 
Our results support these observations, as wolves in the 
range of the RFH using medium-distance or long-distance 
migratory tactics started to move northward in April. The 
increased distance between wolves and caribou observed in 
April (Fig. 4c) indicates that wolves started their migration 
before the caribou. In addition, the highest proportion of 
wolves and the overlap of HRs among wolves (Fig. 6b–c) 
observed in April suggest that wolves may be more tolerant 

Figure 6. (a) Predicted posteriors of the monthly home range (HR) area (in km²) of wolves from April of the yeary to March of the next 
yeary+1, with females in orange and males in purple; (b) proportion of wolves (in %) with their HR overlapping the HR of other wolves in 
the same month (in green) or not (in yellow); and (c) predicted posteriors of the proportion of monthly HR overlap among wolves (in %) 
for males and females (same color code as a).
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to conspecifics during that period of large-scale movements 
where large territory would be nearly impossible to defend 
(Ballard et al. 1997, Walton et al. 2001, Kauffman et al. 
2007, Elbroch et al. 2016). The timing of these move-
ments highlights a lag between the onset of the migration 
by wolves and caribou, as caribou do not initiate migration 
before mid-April and arrive on calving grounds in early June 
(Leclerc et al. 2021). 

While sedentary wolves remained south during summer, 
in the vicinity of the caribou wintering range, we found two 
tactics among migratory wolves in spring and summer: those 
remaining near the treeline all summer long (the medium-
distance migration) and those that migrated further north 
(long-distance migration, Fig. 3, Supporting information). 
Den site selection near treeline may highlight a tradeoff 
between benefiting from favourable den sites supported by 
roots and shrubs (Heard and Williams 1992) and offering 
protection for pups, and remaining in the vicinity of the cari-
bou summer range and migration routes to maintain poten-
tial access to their main prey during the pup rearing period 
(Heard and Williams 1992, Hansen et al. 2013, Klaczek et al. 
2015, Furey et al. 2018). We observed that most migratory 
wolves (medium- or long-distance) seemed to reach the 
northernmost part of their range in May (Supporting infor-
mation) when they settled for the denning and summer sea-
sons. The mean overlap between wolves’ HR area and the 
AU by migratory caribou also increased in May (Fig. 4b), 
revealing that migratory wolves regain access to caribou while 
the prey migrate north to reach the calving grounds. The 
decrease of wolves’ HR size and overlap with conspecifics 
in May (Fig. 6) is consistent with the restriction of move-
ments around the den sites during the pup rearing season 
(Jedrzejewski et al. 2001, Walton et al. 2001). The migra-
tory caribou calving peak occurs between 6 and 14 June 
(Taillon et al. 2012a,  Vuillaume 2023). Between the arrival 
of wolves at the den in May and the caribou calving peak in 
June, wolves may benefit from alternative prey such as moose 
or small mammals (Bonin et al. 2023) or from patches of 
caribou that arrived earlier than the rest of the population or 
remained north year-round (MELCFFP unpubl.). Caribou 
calving peak can act as a pulsed resource for wolves rearing 
pups (Bastille-Rousseau et al. 2016), offering a sudden abun-
dance of vulnerable prey during a season of high energetic 
demands. After the calving peak, migratory caribou disperse 
further north in their summer range (Taillon et al. 2012a, 
b). In July, we observed an increase in the movement rate of 
wolves (Fig. 5a–b) which are also travelling closer to the AU 
by migratory caribou (Fig. 4c). These results support studies 
in western Alaska (USA), in the Northwest Territories and 
western Nunavut, Canada (Ballard et al. 1997, Walton et al. 
2001), that reported dispersal of wolves during summer 
once pups are more mobile. These movements may enable 
wolves to get closer to ungulate summer ranges. Wolves then 
remained close to caribou summer ranges from August to 
October, as suggested by the low and stable distance to AU by 
migratory caribou (Fig. 4c) and the increase of the HR over-
lap with AU by caribou (Fig. 4b), along with the decrease in 

the mean daily distance traveled and straightness (Fig. 5a–b). 
Bonin et al. (2023) reported a decrease in the proportion of 
migratory caribou and an increase of other species in the diet 
of wolves during summer, suggesting reduced use of caribou 
at that time. Our results suggest that during summer, most 
wolves remained associated with their migratory prey, but 
this association was not as strong as during other times of 
the year (i.e. December–May, Fig. 4b), which may indicate a 
greater use of alternative prey species.

The fall migration of caribou can be divided into two 
phases: the pre-migration when caribou start to leave their 
summer ranges moving southward before making a pause for 
the rut (peaking around 23 October (Boulet et al. 2007), and 
the fall migration after the rutting period to reach their winter 
range (Le Corre et al. 2017, 2020). The onset of southward 
movements by caribou resulted in an increase of overlap with 
the home ranges of wolves in September (Fig. 4b). This over-
lap later decreased in October and November when migra-
tory caribou moved further south. Wolves started to migrate 
south in November, when they travelled greater distances 
to get closer to migratory caribou, as suggested by the high 
negative delta-distance (Fig. 4c), the increase in straightness, 
the length of daily movements (Fig. 5a–b), and the increase 
of their HR size and proportion of overlap with conspecif-
ics (Fig. 6). This delay between the departure of caribou and 
wolves during fall suggests that grey wolves tracked migrant 
prey, instead of intercepting them as observed during the 
spring migration, highlighting two distinct tactics of migra-
tory coupling (Furey et al. 2018). 

We found that wolves that were on average far from the 
AU by caribou but had their HR overlapping the AU by cari-
bou exhibited higher movement rates than individuals that 
were closer to the caribou, regardless of whether their HR 
overlapped or not with the AU by caribou (Fig. 5b–c). These 
results may suggest that wolves at the vicinity of the AU by 
caribou benefited from the availability of their main prey and 
adopted a hunting behavior, traveling shorter distances but 
in a more sinuous way. Wolves with their monthly HR not 
overlapping the AU by caribou but remaining close to it may 
still consume caribou, benefitting from more isolated, and 
possibly more vulnerable, prey patches at the periphery of 
the main AU by caribou (Bergman et al. 2006, Kittle et al. 
2017, Schlägel et al. 2017). Wolves with their monthly HR 
not overlapping the AU by caribou and remaining far from 
caribou may exhibit higher movement rates due to lower 
availability of prey, searching for alternative prey species or 
small caribou groups at the periphery of the core area used 
by caribou.

Sedentary tactic and reduced interactions with 
migratory caribou

We observed that even if some wolves migrated with their 
prey, a smaller proportion of wolves displayed less frequent 
spatial interactions with caribou or even adopted an annual 
sedentary tactic (Fig. 3, 4a, Supporting information). Other 
studies highlighted sedentary behavior of large carnivores even 
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if their primary prey migrate, such as for the Eurasian lynx 
Lynx lynx in Norway (Walton et al. 2017), cougar Puma con-
color in Patagonia (Gelin et al. 2017), or grey wolf in Alaska, 
USA, and forested regions of Canada (Ballard et al. 1997, 
Musiani et al. 2007). In these systems, predators switched 
their diet and consumed more alternative prey species when 
the main prey migrated. Bonin et al. (2023) reported differ-
ences in the diet of grey wolves in Nunavik (northern portion 
of our study area) and Eeyou Istchee (southern portion of our 
study area). The diet of wolves in Eeyou Istchee was mostly 
composed of small mammals such as beavers Castor canaden-
sis, lemmings Lemmus spp., and hares Lepus sp., as well as car-
ibou in summer and fall, while they mostly consumed moose 
Alces alces during winter, in contrast to wolves in Nunavik 
which mostly relied on caribou year-round. We found that 
grey wolves not associated with migratory caribou exhibited 
lower movement rates during all seasons (Fig. 5, Supporting 
information). This result, combined with the known dietary 
niche (Bonin et al. 2023), suggests that grey wolves remain-
ing sedentary year-round in southern areas relied on alterna-
tive prey species when caribou migrated north (Ballard et al. 
1997, Bonin et al. 2023). The sedentary tactic was the least 
observed, but it can allow wolves to maintain a territory 
throughout the year (Ballard et al. 1997, Mosser and Packer 
2009), although it may not support a large population den-
sity during periods of lower prey availability. Contrastingly, 
the migratory tactic is probably more energetically costly, but 
likely enables the persistence of a larger population density.

The role of migratory coupling for conservation and 
management

Our results provide evidence that most grey wolves adjusted 
their space use and movement behavior to match the spa-
tio-temporal distribution and availability of their main prey, 
the migratory caribou. Wolf behaviors, however, were not 
homogenous. Some wolves remained sedentary while others 
migrated with caribou. Future studies should further inves-
tigate whether and how sex, age, breeding status and pack 
size influence the relationships between wolves and their 
main prey. In addition, assessing interannual variations in the 
space use and movement behavior of grey wolves is a first 
step to better understand the response of wolves to long-term 
fluctuations in the availability of their primary prey. The ben-
efit of migratory coupling for predators may vary with prey 
abundance and may push predators to alter their behavior 
to maintain interactions with their migratory prey. Most of 
the wolves we monitored adjusted their space use to main-
tain access to caribou all year-long. Variations in the abun-
dance of migratory caribou might also have consequences 
for grey wolf abundance in northern Québec, as observed 
in the Northwest Territories and Nunavut (Canada) where 
wolf densities decreased with the decline of the Bathurst cari-
bou herd (Klaczek et al. 2016). It is crucial to investigate the 
potential ecological consequences of environmental changes 
and declines of prey populations on the movement behavior 
and spatial patterns of wolves, and on the migratory coupling 

dynamics. To adopt efficient management and conservation 
measures on migratory caribou, it is necessary to understand 
to which extent migratory coupling supports the predator 
populations and their potential impact on declining migra-
tory prey. 

Speculations

In our study, we could not quantify the effect of prey density 
on space use or movement rates of wolves. Yet, while studying 
a declining migratory caribou herd, caribou density would be 
necessary to assess to which extent the predator population 
may be supported by the remaining availability of prey, but 
also to quantify the effect of predation pressure on the prey 
population dynamics. Grey wolves are associated with a type 
II functional response, suggesting that encounter rate limits 
kill rate at low prey densities, while kill rate is limited by han-
dling time at high prey densities (Holling 1959, Martin et al. 
2018). Few studies highlighted that wolves could maintain 
a high capture rate in presence of low prey density and can 
even preferentially select areas with low rather than high prey 
densities (Bergman et al. 2006, Schlägel et al. 2017). We thus 
speculate that predation pressure may affect migratory cari-
bou population dynamics, even at low caribou density, while 
wolves may switch to alternative prey. The energetical cost of 
finding alternative prey, that may not be highly available in 
our study area, may, however, lead to intra-specific competi-
tion and thus result in a decline of the predator population.

Acknowledgements – We thank V. Brodeur, S. Rivard, C. Jutras, D. 
Grenier, and N. Trudel from the Ministère de l’Environnement, 
de la Lutte aux changements climatiques, de la Faune et des Parcs 
for their contribution with caribou and wolves captures and 
monitoring.
Funding – Caribou Ungava was funded by the Natural Sciences and 
Engineering Research Council of Canada, Ministère des Forêts, de 
la Faune et des Parcs du Québec, Hydro-Québec, GlenCore-Mine 
Raglan, Tata Steel, ArcticNet, Labrador and Newfoundland Wildlife 
Division, Azimut exploration, Minière Osisko, Torngat Wildlife Plants 
and Fisheries Secretariat, Centre d’Études Nordiques, Grand Council 
of the Crees, Fédération des Pourvoiries du Québec, CircumArctic 
Rangifer Monitoring and Assessment network, International 
Polar Year, Makivvik Corporation, Fédération québécoise des 
chasseurs et pêcheurs, Fondation de la Faune du Québec, Institute 
for Environmental Monitoring and Research, Canadian Wildlife 
Federation, Environment and Climate Change Canada, and Canada 
Foundation for Innovation. M. Leclerc was a Banting postdoctoral 
fellow 2020–2022 (201909BPF-431281-74641).

Author contributions

Candice Michelot: Conceptualization (equal); Data cura-
tion (lead); Formal analysis (lead); Investigation (lead); 
Methodology (lead); Software (lead); Validation (equal); 
Visualization (lead); Writing – original draft (lead); Writing – 
review and editing (lead); Martin Leclerc: Conceptualization 
(equal); Data curation (supporting); Investigation (sup-
porting); Methodology (supporting); Validation (equal); 

 16000706, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/oik.10150 by C

ochrane C
anada Provision, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [17/10/2023]. 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



Page 13 of 15

Visualization (supporting); Writing – original draft (sup-
porting); Writing – review and editing (supporting); Joëlle 
Taillon: Conceptualization (equal); Data curation (support-
ing); Funding acquisition (lead); Investigation (supporting); 
Methodology (supporting); Project administration (lead); 
Resources (lead); Validation (supporting); Visualization 
(supporting); Writing – original draft (supporting); Writing 
– review and editing (supporting). Christian Dussault: 
Conceptualization (equal); Funding acquisition (lead); 
Investigation (supporting); Methodology (supporting); 
Project administration (lead); Resources (lead); Visualization 
(supporting); Writing – original draft (supporting); Writing 
– review and editing (supporting). Julien Hénault Richard: 
Conceptualization (equal); Data curation (supporting); 
Investigation (supporting); Methodology (supporting); 
Project administration (lead); Validation (supporting); 
Visualization (supporting); Writing – original draft (support-
ing); Writing – review and editing (supporting). Steeve D. 
Côté: Conceptualization (lead); Funding acquisition (lead); 
Investigation (supporting); Methodology (supporting); 
Project administration (lead); Resources (lead); Supervision 
(lead); Visualization (supporting); Writing – original draft 
(supporting); Writing – review and editing (supporting).

Data availability statement

Data are available from the Dryad Digital Repository: https://
doi.org/10.5061/dryad.63xsj3v81 (Michelot et al. 2023).

Supporting information

The Supporting information associated with this article is 
available with the online version.

References

Avgar, T., Street, G. and Fryxell, J. M. 2014. On the adaptive ben-
efits of mammal migration. – Can. J. Zool. 92: 481–490. 

Ballard, W. B., Ayres, L. A., Krausman, P. R., Reed, D. J. and Fancy, 
S. G. 1997. Ecology of wolves in relation to a migratory caribou 
herd in Northwest Alaska. – Wildl. Monogr. 135: 3–47.

Bastille-Rousseau, G., Potts, J. R., Yackulic, C. B., Frair, J. L., 
Ellington, E. H. and Blake, S. 2016. Flexible characterization 
of animal movement pattern using net squared displacement 
and a latent state model. – Movement Ecol. 4: 15. 

Bergman, E. J., Garrott, R. A., Creel, S., Borkowski, J. J., Jaffe, R. 
and Watson, F. G. R. 2006. Assessment of prey vulnerability 
through analysis of wolf movements and kill sites. – Ecol. Appl. 
16: 273–284. 

Berteaux, D., Casajus, N. and Ropars, P. 2018. Portrait du climat 
du nord du Québec et du Labrador pour la période 1981–2010. 
Rapport présenté au Consortium Ouranos sur la climatologie 
régionale et les changements climatiques. – Univ. du Québec à 
Rimouski, p. 33.

Bonin, M., Dussault, C., Taillon, J., Lecomte, N. and Côté, S. D. 
2020. Combining stable isotopes, morphological, and molecu-
lar analyses to reconstruct the diet of free‐ranging consumers. 
– Ecol. Evol. 10: 6664–6676. 

Bonin, M., Dussault, C., Taillon, J., Pisapio, J., Lecomte, N. and 
Côté, S. D. 2023. Diet flexibility of wolves and black bears 
in the range of migratory caribou. – J. Mammal. 104: 
252–264.

Boulet, M., Couturier, S., Côté, S. D., Otto, R. D. and Bernatchez, 
L. 2007. Integrative use of spatial, genetic, and demographic 
analyses for investigating genetic connectivity between migra-
tory, montane, and sedentary caribou herds. – Mol. Ecol. 16: 
4223–4240. 

Buchan, C., Gilroy, J. J., Catry, I. and Franco, A. M. A. 2020. 
Fitness consequences of different migratory strategies in par-
tially migratory populations: a multi‐taxa meta‐analysis. – J. 
Anim. Ecol. 89: 678–690. 

Bürkner, P. 2021. Bayesian item response modeling in R with brms 
and Stan. – J. Stat. Soft. 1–54.

Calenge, C. and Fortmann-Roe, S. 2021. adehabitatHR: home 
range estimation. – R package ver. 0.4, 19. R foundation for 
statistical computing, https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/
adehabitatHR/adehabitatHR.pdf.

Couturier, S., Côté, S. D., Otto, R. D., Weladji, R. B. and Huot, J. 
2009. Variation in calf body mass in migratory caribou: the role 
of habitat, climate, and movements. – J. Mammal. 90: 442–452. 

Danell, A. C., Andrén, H., Segerström, P. and Franzén, R. 2006. 
Space use by Eurasian lynx in relation to reindeer migration. 
– Can. J. Zool. 84: 546–555. 

Droghini, A. and Boutin, S. 2018. The calm during the storm: 
snowfall events decrease the movement rates of grey wolves 
(Canis lupus). – PLoS One 13: e0205742. 

Elbroch, L. M., Lendrum, P. E., Quigley, H. and Caragiulo, A. 
2016. Spatial overlap in a solitary carnivore: support for the 
land tenure, kinship or resource dispersion hypotheses? – J. 
Anim. Ecol. 85: 487–496. 

Fryxell, J. M. and Sinclair, A. R. E. 1988. Causes and consequences 
of migration by large herbivores. – Trends Ecol. Evol. 3: 
237–241. 

Furey, N. B., Armstrong, J. B., Beauchamp, D. A. and Hinch, S. 
G. 2018. Migratory coupling between predators and prey. – 
Nat. Ecol. Evol. 2: 1846–1853. 

Gable, T. D., Windels, S. K., Romanski, M. C. and Rosell, F. 2018. 
The forgotten prey of an iconic predator: a review of interac-
tions between grey wolves Canis lupus and beavers Castor spp. 
– Mamm. Rev. 48: 123–138. 

Gelin, M. L., Branch, L. C., Thornton, D. H., Novaro, A. J., 
Gould, M. J. and Caragiulo, A. 2017. Response of pumas 
(Puma concolor) to migration of their primary prey in Patagonia. 
– PLoS One 12: e0188877. 

Gelman, A. and Rubin, B. D. 1992. Inference from iterative simu-
lation using multiple sequences. – Stat. Sci. 7: 457–472.

Gelman, A., Carlin, J. B., Stern, H. S., Dunson, D. B., Vehtari, A. 
and Rubin, D. B. 2013. Bayesian data analysis. – CRC Press.

Girard, I., Ouellet, J.-P., Courtois, R., Dussault, C. and Breton, L. 
2002. Effects of sampling effort based on GPS telemetry on 
home-range size estimations. – J. Wildl. Manage. 66: 1290. 

Hansen, I. J., Johnson, C. J. and Cluff, H. D. 2013. Synchronicity 
of movement paths of barren-ground caribou and tundra 
wolves. – Polar Biol. 36: 1363–1371. 

Heard, D. C. and Williams, T. M. 1992. Distribution of wolf dens 
on migratory caribou ranges in the Northwest Territories, Can-
ada. – Can. J. Zool. 70: 1504–1510. 

Hebblewhite, M. and Merrill, E. H. 2009. Trade-offs between pre-
dation risk and forage differ between migrant strategies in a 
migratory ungulate. – Ecology 90: 3445–3454. 

 16000706, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/oik.10150 by C

ochrane C
anada Provision, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [17/10/2023]. 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.63xsj3v81
https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.63xsj3v81
https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/adehabitatHR/adehabitatHR.pdf
https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/adehabitatHR/adehabitatHR.pdf


Page 14 of 15

Hénault, M. and Jolicoeur, H. 2003. Les loups au Québec: meutes 
et mystères, synthèse. – Société de la Faune et des Parcs du 
Québec, Direction de l’aménagement de la Faune des Lauren-
tides et Direction du Développement de la Faune.

Holling, C. S. 1965. The functional response of predators to prey 
density and its role in mimicry and population regulation. –  
Mem. Entomol. Soc. Can. 97(S45): 5–60.

Jakes, A. F., Gates, C. C., DeCesare, N. J., Jones, P. F., Goldberg, J. 
F., Kunkel, K. E. and Hebblewhite, M. 2018. Classifying the 
migration behaviors of pronghorn on their northern range: migra-
tion behaviors of pronghorn. – J. Wildl. Manage. 82: 1229–1242. 

Jedrzejewski, W., Schmidt, K., Theuerkauf, J., Jedrzejewska, B. and 
Okarma, H. 2001. Daily movements and territory use by radio-
collared wolves (Canis lupus) in Bialowieza Primeval Forest in 
Poland. – Can. J. Zool. 79: 1993–2004. 

Joly, K., Gurarie, E., Sorum, M. S., Kaczensky, P., Cameron, M. 
D., Jakes, A. F., Borg, B. L., Nandintsetseg, D., Hopcraft, J. G. 
C., Buuveibaatar, B., Jones, P. F., Mueller, T., Walzer, C., Olson, 
K. A., Payne, J. C., Yadamsuren, A. and Hebblewhite, M. 2019. 
Longest terrestrial migrations and movements around the 
world. – Sci. Rep. 9: 15333. 

Kauffman, M. J., Varley, N., Smith, D. W., Stahler, D. R., Mac-
Nulty, D. R. and Boyce, M. S. 2007. Landscape heterogeneity 
shapes predation in a newly restored predator–prey system. – 
Ecol. Lett. 10: 690–700. 

Kittle, A. M., Anderson, M., Avgar, T., Baker, J. A., Brown, G. S., 
Hagens, J., Iwachewski, E., Moffatt, S., Mosser, A., Patterson, 
B. R., Reid, D. E. B., Rodgers, A. R., Shuter, J., Street, G. M., 
Thompson, I. D., Vander Vennen, L. M. and Fryxell, J. M. 
2017. Landscape‐level wolf space use is correlated with prey 
abundance, ease of mobility, and the distribution of prey habi-
tat. – Ecosphere 8: e01783.

Klaczek, M. R., Johnson, C. J. and Cluff, H. D. 2015. Den site 
selection of wolves (Canis lupus) in response to declining cari-
bou (Rangifer tarandus groenlandicus) density in the central 
Canadian Arctic. – Polar Biol. 38: 2007–2019. 

Klaczek, M. R., Johnson, C. J. and Cluff, H. D. 2016. Wolf-cari-
bou dynamics within the central Canadian Arctic: wolf-caribou 
dynamics. – J. Wildl. Manage. 80: 837–849. 

Kuzyk, G. W., Kneteman, J. and Schmiegelow, F. K. A. 2006. Pack 
size of wolves, Canis lupus, on caribou, Rangifer tarandus, win-
ter ranges in westcentral Alberta. – Can. Field Nat. 120: 313. 

Le Corre, M., Dussault, C. and Côté, S. D. 2017. Weather condi-
tions and variation in timing of spring and fall migrations of 
migratory caribou. – J. Mammal. 98: 260–271. 

Le Corre, M., Dussault, C. and Côté, S. D. 2020. Where to spend 
the winter? The role of intraspecific competition and climate in 
determining the selection of wintering areas by migratory cari-
bou. – Oikos 129: 512–525.

Leblond, M., St-Laurent, M.-H. and Côté, S. D. 2016. Caribou, 
water, and ice – Fine-scale movements of a migratory arctic 
ungulate in the context of climate change. – Mov. Ecol. 4: 14. 

Leboeuf, A., Morneau, C., Robitaille, A., Dufour, E. and Grondin, 
P. 2018. In: Forêts, dl F. (eds), Ecological mapping of the veg-
etation of northern Québec.

Leclerc, M., Leblond, M., Le Corre, M., Dussault, C. and Côté, S. D. 
2021. Determinants of migration trajectory and movement rate in 
a long-distance terrestrial mammal. – J. Mammal. 102: 1342–1352. 

Martin, H. W., Mech, L. D., Fieberg, J., Metz, M. C., MacNulty, 
D. R., Stahler, D. R. and Smith, D. W. 2018. Factors affecting 
gray wolf (Canis lupus) encounter rate with elk (Cervus elaphus) 
in Yellowstone National Park. – Can. J. Zool. 96: 1032–1042. 

Mech, L. D. 1970. The wolf: the ecology and behavior of an endan-
gered species, 1st edtn. – Published for the American Museum 
of Natural History by the Natural History Press.

Mech, L. D. 1994. Buffer zones of territories of gray wolves as 
regions of intraspecific strife. – J. Mammal. 75: 199–202. 

Mech, L. D. and Boitani, L. (eds). 2003. Wolves: behavior, ecology, 
and conservation, Repr. edn. – University of Chicago Press.

Mech, L. D. and Boitani, L. 2004. Wolf social ecology.
Metz, M. C., Smith, D. W., Vucetich, J. A., Stahler, D. R. and Peter-

son, R. O. 2012. Seasonal patterns of predation for gray wolves 
in the multi-prey system of Yellowstone National Park: seasonal 
wolf predation in Yellowstone. – J. Anim. Ecol. 81: 553–563. 

Michelot, C., Leclerc, M., Taillon, J., Dussault, C., Richard, J. H. 
and Côté, S. D. 2023. Data from: Evidence of migratory cou-
pling between grey wolves and migratory caribou. – Dryad 
Digital Repository, https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.63xsj3v81.

Mosser, A. and Packer, C. 2009. Group territoriality and the ben-
efits of sociality in the African lion, Panthera leo. – Anim. Behav. 
78: 359–370. 

Mumma, M. A., Gillingham, M. P., Johnson, C. J. and Parker, K. 
L. 2017. Understanding predation risk and individual variation 
in risk avoidance for threatened boreal caribou. – Ecol. Evol. 7: 
10266–10277. 

Musiani, M., Leonard, J. A., Cluff, H. D., Gates, C. C., Mariani, S., 
Paquet, P. C., Vilà, C. and Wayne, R. K. 2007. Differentiation 
of tundra/taiga and boreal coniferous forest wolves: genetics, coat 
colour and association with migratory caribou: wolf genetic and 
ecological differentiation. – Mol. Ecol. 16: 4149–4170. 

Naimi, B. 2017. Usdm: uncertainty analysis for species distribution 
models. – R package ver. 1, pp. 1–15, https://cran.r-project.org/
web/packages/usdm/usdm.pdf.

Newsome, T. M., Boitani, L., Chapron, G., Ciucci, P., Dickman, 
C. R., Dellinger, J. A., López‐Bao, J. V., Peterson, R. O., Shores, 
C. R., Wirsing, A. J. and Ripple, W. J. 2016. Food habits of 
the world’s grey wolves. – Mamm. Rev. 46: 255–269. 

Ordiz, A., Milleret, C., Uzal, A., Zimmermann, B., Wabakken, P., 
Wikenros, C., Sand, H., Swenson, J. E. and Kindberg, J. 2020. 
Individual variation in predatory behavior, scavenging and sea-
sonal prey availability as potential drivers of coexistence between 
wolves and bears. – Diversity 12: 356. 

Orning, E. K., Dugger, K. M. and Clark, D. A. 2021. Gray wolf 
(Canis lupus) predation patterns following recent recolonization 
in a multi-predator, multi-prey system. – Can. J. Zool. 99: 
902–911. 

Pierce, B. M., Bleich, V. C., Wehausen, J. D. and Bowyer, R. T. 
1999. Migratory patterns of mountain lions: implications for 
social regulation and conservation. – J. Mammal. 80: 986–992. 

Plante, S., Dussault, C., Richard, J. H. and Côté, S. D. 2018. 
Human disturbance effects and cumulative habitat loss in 
endangered migratory caribou. – Biol. Conserv. 224: 129–143.

Schlägel, U. E., Merrill, E. H. and Lewis, M. A. 2017. Territory 
surveillance and prey management: wolves keep track of space 
and time. – Ecol. Evol. 7: 8388–8405. 

Schmidt, K., Jędrzejewski, W., Theuerkauf, J., Kowalczyk, R., 
Okarma, H. and Jędrzejewska, B. 2008. Reproductive behav-
iour of wild-living wolves in Białowieża Primeval Forest 
(Poland). – J. Ethol. 26: 69–78.

Smithson, M. and Verkuilen, J. 2006. A better lemon squeezer? 
Maximum-likelihood regression with beta-distributed depend-
ent variables. – Psychol. Methods 11: 54–71. 

Taillon, J., Brodeur, V., Festa-Bianchet, M. and Côté, S. D. 2012a. 
Is mother condition related to offspring condition in migratory 

 16000706, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/oik.10150 by C

ochrane C
anada Provision, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [17/10/2023]. 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.63xsj3v81
https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/usdm/usdm.pdf
https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/usdm/usdm.pdf


Page 15 of 15

caribou (Rangifer tarandus) at calving and weaning? – Can. J. 
Zool. 90: 393–402. 

Taillon, J., Festa-Bianchet, M. and Côté, S. D. 2012b. Shifting 
targets in the tundra: protection of migratory caribou calving 
grounds must account for spatial changes over time. – Biol. 
Conserv. 147: 163–173. 

Taillon, J., Brodeur, V. and Rivard, S. 2016. Biological status of 
migratory caribou, Leaf River herd. – Ministère des Forêts, de 
la Faune et des Parcs.

Teitelbaum, C. S. and Mueller, T. 2019. Beyond migration: causes 
and consequences of nomadic animal movements. – Trends 
Ecol. Evol. 34: 569–581. 

Theuerkauf, J., Rouys, S. and Jedrzejewski, W. 2003. Selection of 
den, rendezvous, and resting sites by wolves in the Bialowieza 
Forest, Poland. – Can. J. Zool. 81: 163–167.

Vehtari, A., Gelman, A. and Gabry, J. 2017. Practical Bayesian 
model evaluation using leave-one-out cross-validation and 
WAIC. – Stat. Comput. 27: 1413–1432. 

Villemure, M. 2003. Écologie et conservation du loup dans la 
région du Parc National de la Mauricie. – Faculté des Sciences, 
Université de Sherbrooke.

Vuillaume, B. 2023. Les déterminants environnementaux de la 
survie et la démographie des caribous migrateurs. – Univer-
sité Laval.

Walton, L. R., Cluff, H. D., Paquet, P. C. and Ramsay, M. A. 2001. 
Movement patterns of barren-ground wolves in the central 
Canadian Arctic. – J. Mammal. 82: 10.

Walton, Z., Samelius, G., Odden, M. and Willebrand, T. 2017. 
Variation in home range size of red foxes Vulpes vulpes along a 
gradient of productivity and human landscape alteration. – 
PLoS One 12: e0175291. 

Whittington, J., Hebblewhite, M., DeCesare, N. J., Neufeld, L., 
Bradley, M., Wilmshurst, J. and Musiani, M. 2011. Caribou 
encounters with wolves increase near roads and trails: a time-
to-event approach: wolf-caribou encounter rates. – J. Appl. 
Ecol. 48: 1535–1542. 

 16000706, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/oik.10150 by C

ochrane C
anada Provision, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [17/10/2023]. 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


	Introduction
	Material and methods
	Study area
	Data collection
	GPS data cleaning and processing
	Annual tactics, monthly home ranges and movement metrics
	Statistical analyses

	Results
	Determination of annual space use tactics
	Seasonal variation in space use and association of grey wolves with migratory caribou
	Seasonal movement rate according to the degree of interaction with migratory caribou
	Variation of territoriality behavior

	Discussion
	Migratory coupling between grey wolves and migratory caribou
	Sedentary tactic and reduced interactions with migratory caribou
	The role of migratory coupling for conservation and management
	Speculations

	References

