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Abstract

The alpine environment of the Andes encompasses a vast and continuous extension of regions above tree line, in which three
main ecoregions are identified: Paramo (north), Puna and Altiplano (center) and Southern Andes (South). Along this region,
200 species of mammals are found’; these belong to 10 orders and 27 families. Greater species richness is concentrated in two
different areas, one at the ecotone between the Puna and the Yungas Montane forest, and the other within the southern
portion of the Paramo. Both regions share species that are endemic or have their main distribution in the alpine or are
broadly distributed species that only marginally reach high elevations.

Rodent species represent almost 70% of all Andean mammals, followed by bats and carnivores, which account for 8%
and 5% respectively. Bats are only marginally present in the high Andes, whereas rodents encompass >40% of their range
along the high Andes.

Andean mammals face several conservation threats, related mainly with habitat loss or transformation, climate change
and invasive species introduction. Among Andean species, near 20% have some degree of conservation concern, while 15%
are considered data deficient.

Introduction

The South American Andes extend over a north-south length of 8500 km, and are the world’s longest mountain chain, with an eleva-
tion range from 700 to 7000 m asl. Within this region, three major geographical units can be identified: The Northern, the Central,
and the Southern Andes (Sempere et al., 2008). Between the NA and CA, there is a transition zone termed “Amotape-
Huancabamba”. Its geography and topography provide an excellent scenario for the study and understanding of species distribution
and biodiversity patterns.

The Andean uplift played an important role in the historical diversification of the Neotropical biota. It served as a source of new
high elevation habitats (Young et al., 2007). It acted as a vicariant barrier, by promoting isolation of lowland organisms on either
side of the mountains. It also represented a N–S corridor for several species (Patterson et al., 2012) and it generated a heterogeneous
mosaic of habitats and micro-habitats (montane and inter montane valleys) where colonization and differentiation could occur. All
these features contributed to the high diversity and endemicity of this region (Novillo and Ojeda, 2012; Ceballos and Ehrlich, 2006;
Maestri and Patterson, 2016).

The alpine environment of the Andes encompasses a vast and continuous extension of regions above tree line (Fig. 1A). To the
north, this environment tends to be wetter and fragmented (Peru to Venezuela), where they are called “páramos.” From southern
Peru to central Argentina, the high-elevation communities are termed “puna” and the portion that extends across western Bolivia is
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called “Altiplano”; both regions constitute a continuous arid province. The transitional communities above 3000 m in central Peru
are known as “jalca”. Finally, the Southern Andes include the remaining Andean zones south of 29�S. Here, elevations tend to
decrease from North to South (Pankhurst and Herve, 2007).

The Páramo comprises a number of neotropical high altitude grassland ecosystems, mainly in the upper parts of the Northern
Andes. Its vegetation is mainly dominated by tussock grasses, dwarf shrubs, cushion plants and other forms of vegetation adapted to
the cold, wind and intense ultra-violet radiation found at high altitudes. This region houses some rare and large species of
mammals, such as the spectacled bear (Tremarctos ornatus), the mountain tapir (Tapirus pinchaque) and the white-tailed deer

Fig. 1 (A) Alpine region along the Andes. (B) Alpine mammals richness. (C) Relationship between richness and latitude, using Alpine mammals
separated into three groups: (1) N_richnessdnorthern group (above the Amotape-Huancabamba depression); (2) C_richnessdcentral group;
(3) S_richnessdsouthern group (below 20�S).
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(Odocoileus virginianus) (Kattan et al., 2004). Several large mammals of the Paramos are susceptible of local extinction or are char-
acterized as endangered (Diaz et al., 1997). Additionally some studies have been done on Páramo rabbits (Sylvilagus brasiliensis andi-
nus), and on the diversity and distribution of small mammals (Kattan et al., 2004). The Northern Andes are considered a hotspot for
restricted-range species (those 25% of species with the smallest ranges), which places a high conservation status on this region
(Ceballos and Ehrlich, 2006). In general, the Paramos are inhabited by almost 25 mammal species, most of which are rodents
(Diaz et al., 1997).

Puna and Altiplano are the most arid portion of the alpine environment and they are also considered the oldest. These regions
are considered a mixture of heterogeneous habitats, with marked zonal vegetation.

The biogeographical history of several species supports the antiquity of the Altiplano. Among the South American Camelids, the
Vicugna shows a demographic expansion associated with the last major glacial event of the Pleistocene, an indication of former
refugia (Marín et al., 2008). Also, the Guanacos show that the Puna and Altiplano acted as a geographic barrier between populations
of the Northwest (Sechura and Atacama desert) and the Southeast (South from Bolivia) (Marín et al., 2008). Rodents also show the
same pattern; Phyllotine rodents exhibit ancestral character states and basal positions on phylogenies, whereas lowland taxa tend to
exhibit derived characters (Spotorno et al., 2001).

Several parallel ranges shape the Southern Andes: the Cordillera Principal, Cordillera Frontal and the Pre-cordillera. The highest
elevational limits of the vegetation in this area are found at approximately 5000 m asl in the north and 3000 m in the south. The
vertical relief is extremely abrupt and some of the highest peaks of the Andes occur in its northern portion. In the south, elevations
generally decrease to<3000 m, but high volcanoes are frequent. Permanent snow, ice caps and glaciers are found in the summits of
these elevations. The Southern Alpine Andes are rich in endemic plants (Luebert and Weigend, 2014), though this does not hold
true for mammals. Most mammal species have large geographic ranges, extending north into the Puna and eastward into the Monte
Desert and Patagonia (Novillo and Ojeda, 2012). Some endemic or near-endemic mammals are small ground living species, such as
the rodents of the genus Euneomys and Abrothrix andina (Ojeda et al., 2015b).

Although it is commonly considered that cold-adapted ecosystems such as high mountain ranges are robust and change slowly
compared to other ecosystems. However, they are especially sensitive to threats associated with climate change and land use changes
(Nogués-Bravo et al., 2007, 2008).

The purpose of this contribution is to characterize the composition, distribution and conservation of the high Andean range
mammal fauna.

Distribution Patterns

Along the Andes we registered 200 species of mammals, representing 10 orders and 27 families (Table 1). Species richness was
higher at the ecotone between the Puna and the Yungas Montane forest, and within the southern portion of the Paramo
(Fig. 1B). Below 20�S, there is a clear and sharp monotonic decreasing pattern, which also is shown in an East–West richness decline
(Fig. 1B). When richness is evaluated along a north south transect, it is clear that richness decreases with increasing latitude from the
Equator, both to the north and to the south from 20�S (Fig. 1C). The central and southern regions show an east to west decrease in
species richness; meanwhile the northern region shows the opposite trend.

Rodents represent almost 70% of all Andean mammals, followed by bats and carnivores, which account for 8 and 5% respec-
tively (Fig. 2A). Mean distributional range of all mammalian orders identified from the Andes accounted for less than half % of their
overall ranges as a whole (Fig. 2B). A total of 19% of species can be considered regionally restricted or endemic (alpine
range > 70%, 39 species). Indeed, most of the species have broad distributions that include the alpine environment to some extent,
in some cases just marginally (see section Order Accounts).

Andean environments are potentially threatened by several anthropogenic factors, such as climate change and land use change,
among others. Therefore, we expect that conservation concerns of several alpine species will increase in future. Among endangered
species are the emblematic species, mountain tapir (Tapirus pinchaque), the only alpine representative of the order Perissodactyla,
almost 20% carnivores, 5% of Chiroptera and 5% of Rodentia. If conservation categories such as ‘near threatened’ or ‘vulnerable’ are
included, 40% of carnivores, 15% of Chiroptera and Didelphimorphia, 50% of Paucituberculata and 15% of rodents found in the
alpine Andes are included as species of conservation concern (Fig. 2C). Additionally, several mammal orders have a high proportion
of species whose conservation status is poorly known, including almost 50% of Cingulata, 15% of Didelphimorphia and 20% of
rodents. These are categorized as “data deficient” (Fig. 2C).

Order Accounts

Ungulates (Order Cetartiodactyla)

The order is represented by two families (Camelidae and Cervidae), which encompass six genera and eight species (Fig. 3A). Among
them only three registered >50% of their ranges along the Alpine Andes, and the rest registered <30% (Fig. 3B). Of these, 30% of
camelids and 80% of the cervids are considered vulnerable of extinction (Fig. 3C).
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Table 1 Alpine mammal species.

Order Family Genus Species IUCN % alpine range

Carnivora Canidae Lycalopex Pseudalopex culpaeus LC 34
Felidae Leopardus Leopardus colocolo NT 19

Leopardus jacobita EN 74
Puma Puma concolor LC 5

Mephitidae Conepatus Conepatus chinga LC 14
Mustelidae Galictis Galictis cuja LC 6

Mustela Mustela frenata LC 5
Procyonidae Nasua Nasua narica LC 11

Nasuella Nasuella meridensis EN 16
Nasuella olivacea NT 21

Ursidae Tremarctos Tremarctos ornatus VU 19
Cetartiodactyla Camelidae Lama Lama guanicoe LC 19

Vicugna Vicugna vicugna LC 87
Cervidae Hippocamelus Hippocamelus antisensis VU 96

Mazama Mazama bricenii VU 18
Mazama chunyi VU 20
Mazama rufina VU 25

Odocoileus Odocoileus virginianus LC 4
Pudu Pudu mephistopheles VU 51

Chiroptera Molossidae Mormopterus Mormopterus kalinowskii LC 39
Mormopterus phrudus VU 75

Tadarida Tadarida brasiliensis LC 12
Phyllostomidae Anoura Anoura geoffroyi LC 6

Artibeus Artibeus fraterculus LC 27
Chiroderma Chiroderma salvini LC 14
Lonchophylla Lonchophylla hesperia NT 23
Platyrrhinus Platyrrhinus dorsalis LC 7

Platyrrhinus nigellus LC 44
Sturnira Sturnira aratathomasi LC 9

Sturnira luisi LC 10
Sturnira magna LC 16

Vespertilionidae Eptesicus Eptesicus andinus LC 16
Histiotus Histiotus macrotus LC 44

Histiotus montanus LC 12
Myotis Myotis atacamensis EN 20

Myotis dinellii LC 9
Myotis keaysi LC 12
Myotis oxyotus LC 19

Cingulata Dasypodidae Chaetophractus Chaetophractus vellerosus LC 21
Dasypus Dasypus pilosus DD 46

Didelphimorphia Didelphidae Didelphis Didelphis pernigra LC 32
Gracilinanus Gracilinanus aceramarcae LC 54

Gracilinanus dryas LC 12
Marmosops Marmosops juninensis VU 22
Monodelphis Monodelphis osgoodi LC 29
Thylamys Thylamys pallidior LC 30

Thylamys venustus DD 18
Eulipotyphla Soricidae Cryptotis Cryptotis brachyonyx DD 6

Cryptotis equatoris LC 58
Cryptotis meridensis LC 18
Cryptotis montivaga LC 61
Cryptotis peruviensis DD 20
Cryptotis squamipes LC 26
Cryptotis tamensis LC 30
Cryptotis thomasi LC 26

Lagomorpha Leporidae Sylvilagus Sylvilagus brasiliensis LC 1
Paucituberculata Caenolestidae Caenolestes Caenolestes caniventer NT 34

Caenolestes convelatus VU 16
Caenolestes fuliginosus LC 28

Lestoros Lestoros inca LC 21
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Table 1 Alpine mammal species.dcont'd

Order Family Genus Species IUCN % alpine range

Perissodactyla Tapiridae Tapirus Tapirus pinchaque EN 41
Rodentia Abrocomidae Abrocoma Abrocoma bennettii LC 19

Abrocoma cinerea LC 83
Abrocoma famatina DD 46
Abrocoma shistacea LC 16
Abrocoma vaccarum DD 100

Cuscomys Cuscomys ashaninka DD 77
Caviidae Cavia Cavia patzelti DD 43

Cavia tschudii LC 56
Galea Galea comes DD 66
Microcavia Microcavia niata LC 98

Microcavia shiptoni NT 65
Chinchillidae Chinchilla Chinchilla chinchilla EN 89

Lagidium Lagidium ahuacaense DD 7
Lagidium viscacia LC 46

Cricetidae Abrothrix Abrothrix andina LC 89
Abrothrix illutea NT 24
Abrothrix jelskii LC 94

Aegialomys Aegialomys xanthaeolus LC 15
Aepeomys Aepeomys lugens LC 26
Akodon Akodon affinis LC 20

Akodon albiventer LC 96
Akodon boliviensis LC 84
Akodon fumeus LC 27
Akodon kofordi LC 34
Akodon lutescens LC 56
Akodon mimus LC 69
Akodon mollis LC 33
Akodon siberiae NT 27
Akodon simulator LC 6
Akodon spegazzinii LC 21
Akodon subfuscus LC 79
Akodon surdus VU 43
Akodon torques LC 37
Akodon varius DD 16

Andinomys Andinomys edax LC 68
Anotomys Anotomys leander VU 68
Auliscomys Auliscomys boliviensis LC 88

Auliscomys pictus LC 95
Auliscomys sublimis LC 98

Calomys Calomys boliviae LC 9
Calomys lepidus LC 91
Calomys musculinus LC 7
Calomys sorellus LC 92

Chibchanomys Chibchanomys orcesi DD 54
Chilomys Chilomys instans LC 29
Chinchillula Chinchillula sahamae LC 99
Eligmodontia Eligmodontia puerulus LC 93
Euneomys Euneomys mordax LC 17
Galenomys Galenomys garleppi DD 100
Graomys Graomys edithae DD 16
Ichthyomys Ichthyomys hydrobates NT 19

Ichthyomys stolzmanni DD 39
Microryzomys Microryzomys altissimus LC 54

Microryzomys minutus LC 27
Necromys Necromys amoenus LC 83

Necromys lactens LC 21
Necromys punctulatus DD 39

(Continued)
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Table 1 Alpine mammal species.dcont'd

Order Family Genus Species IUCN % alpine range

Neomicroxus Akodon bogotensis LC 30
Akodon latebricola VU 68

Neotomys Neotomys ebriosus LC 92
Nephelomys Nephelomys albigularis LC 20

Nephelomys levipes LC 38
Nephelomys meridensis LC 19

Neusticomys Neusticomys monticolus LC 40
Neusticomys mussoi EN 12

Oligoryzomys Oligoryzomys andinus LC 76
Oligoryzomys arenalis LC 11
Oligoryzomys destructor LC 29
Oligoryzomys griseolus LC 29

Oxymycterus Oxymycterus hiska LC 13
Oxymycterus paramensis LC 38

Phyllotis Phyllotis andium LC 42
Phyllotis anitae DD 30
Phyllotis caprinus LC 63
Phyllotis definitus EN 80
Phyllotis haggardi LC 61
Phyllotis limatus LC 10
Phyllotis magister LC 79
Phyllotis osgoodi DD 84
Phyllotis osilae LC 88
Phyllotis wolffsohni LC 29
Phyllotis xanthopygus LC 50

Punomys Punomys kofordi VU 100
Punomys lemminus VU 100

Reithrodontomys Reithrodontomys mexicanus LC 24
Rhipidomys Rhipidomys caucensis DD 12

Rhipidomys fulviventer LC 24
Rhipidomys venustus LC 30

Sigmodon Sigmodon inopinatus VU 76
Thomasomys Thomasomys apeco VU 52

Thomasomys aureus LC 28
Thomasomys baeops LC 43
Thomasomys caudivarius LC 32
Thomasomys cinereiventer LC 24
Thomasomys cinereus LC 28
Thomasomys cinnameus LC 70
Thomasomys daphne LC 26
Thomasomys eleusis LC 14
Thomasomys erro LC 78
Thomasomys gracilis NT 25
Thomasomys hudsoni DD 44
Thomasomys hylophilus EN 8
Thomasomys incanus VU 58
Thomasomys ischyrus VU 31
Thomasomys kalinowskii VU 46
Thomasomys ladewi LC 52
Thomasomys laniger LC 21
Thomasomys macrotis VU 57
Thomasomys monochromos EN 38
Thomasomys niveipes LC 35
Thomasomys notatus LC 41
Thomasomys onkiro VU 12
Thomasomys oreas LC 31
Thomasomys paramorum LC 57
Thomasomys praetor DD 46
Thomasomys pyrrhonotus VU 10
Thomasomys rosalinda DD 40
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Family Camelidae
South American Camelids encompass four species “Llama and Alpaca” (both domestic) and “Guanaco and Vicuña” (wild), all
widely distributed in South America. Wild camelids form social groups that alive in family groups, groups of bachelors and solitary
individuals (Young and Franklin, 2004). Their mating system is polygynous for defense of resources, in which adult males defend
territories of high forage quality and low predator density (Young and Franklin, 2004).

Camelids are intimately connected with Andean culture. At present, human use activities such as live capture and shearing could
play an important role in the conservation of these species and their habitat (Carmanchahi et al., 2014).

The Guanaco (Lama guanicoe) ranges from northern Peru (8�300 S) to southern Tierra del Fuego (55�S), and from sea level up to
4857 m asl (Baldi et al., 2016). Historically, this species experienced significant population decline (Wheeler, 2012), and now its
populations can be considered stable, mainly along its southern distribution (Schroeder et al., 2014). Guanaco habitat is charac-
terized by seasonal climates in regions with low plant productivity. They are considered the largest (widely distributed) endemic
herbivore of South-America, due to their anatomy, behavior and physiology (Puig et al., 2014; Ovejero et al., 2016).

Vicuñas (Vicugna vicugna) are restricted to fragmented areas of high elevation between 9�S and 29�S latitude in the Andes
(Wheeler, 2012; and reference therein). DNA data suggest that their current distribution is the result of a westward expansion asso-
ciated with glacial events during the Late Pleistocene 14–12,000 years ago (Wheeler, 2012).

Vicuña habitats include shallow wetlands “Vegas”, halophytic plant communities, steppes, prairies, and rolling shrub steppes
(tolares) (Arzamendia and Vila, 2014). Vegas are intensively used by Vicuñas, given that they are obligate drinkers (Franklin,
2011). Water availability influences daily activity patterns, while in the night Vicuñas move to hillsides to avoid predation from
pumas (Donadio and Buskirk, 2016). The Vicuña is considered a generalist herbivore that behaves as a facultative grazer that
can also include shrubs in its diet (Mosca Torres and Puig, 2012; Mosca Torres et al., 2015).

Family Cervidae
Latin America has largest deer diversity in the world, with seven genera and 18 species thus far described (Wemmer, 1998). The
alpine environment has 7 species in 4 genera (Hippocamelus, Mazama, Odoecoileus and Pudu).

The genusHippocamelus comprises two species, the “Taruka” (Hippocamelus antisensis), and the “Huemul” (Hippocamelus bisulcus).
Taruka distribution extends though the highlands of the Andes from Peru to NE Chile (Barrio, 2013; Barrio et al., 2017), while the
Huemul is endemic to Chile and Argentina (Vila et al., 2006). Both species’ distributions are fragmented with populations isolated
from each other (Corti et al., 2011) and there is evidence of a decreasing population trend (Barrio et al., 2017; Flueck and Smith-
Flueck, 2006). Tarukas are found between 2000 and 5000 m asl in rock outcrops within grassland vegetation and nearby water sour-
ces. Meanwhile, Huemul ranges from sea level up to 3000 m elevation, and is found mainly at the forest edge (Nothofagus spp.).
Predation can be a major limiting factor and may even threaten species population viability (Elbroch and Wittmer, 2013). Several

Table 1 Alpine mammal species.dcont'd

Order Family Genus Species IUCN % alpine range

Thomasomys silvestris LC 68
Thomasomys taczanowskii LC 29
Thomasomys ucucha VU 84
Thomasomys vestitus LC 38
Thomasomys vulcani DD 52

Ctenomyidae Ctenomys Ctenomys frater LC 29
Ctenomys fulvus LC 83
Ctenomys knighti DD 34
Ctenomys leucodon LC 100
Ctenomys lewisi LC 63
Ctenomys opimus LC 99
Ctenomys peruanus LC 100
Ctenomys saltarius DD 33
Ctenomys scagliai DD 22
Ctenomys tulduco DD 22

Cuniculidae Cuniculus Cuniculus taczanowskii NT 14
Echimyidae Dactylomys Dactylomys peruanus DD 9

Olallamys Olallamys albicauda DD 16
Erethizontidae Coendou Coendou quichua DD 8

Coendou rufescens LC 11
Octodontidae Octodontomys Octodontomys gliroides LC 66
Sciuridae Sciurus Sciurus pucheranii DD 13

Taxonomy, conservation status and % of their total range along the high Andes.
EN, endangered; LC, least concern; NT, near threaten; VU, vulnerable. IUCN red list categories. DD, data deficient.
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factors have been hypothesized to explain these species’ populations failure to recover (cattle, exotic trees, irrational forestry, exotic
animals, illegal hunting, diseases, dogs, reduced numbers, loss of winter range) (Flueck and Smith-Flueck, 2006).

The genusMazama has been the focus of a broad taxonomic debate. DNA studies suggest that this genus is polyphyletic (Gutiér-
rez et al., 2017). Three species of Mazama are found in the alpine Andes: Mazama bricenii, Mazama chunyi and Mazama rufina. The
ecology and general biology of the genus Mazama is unknown, although they seem to be solitary, active day and night, and with
a browser/frugivore diet. In general, these species exhibit a decreasing population trend and are in need of further research.

Mazama bricenii “Mérida Brocket” is patchily distributed along the high Andes (1000–3500 m asl) in northern Colombia and
western Venezuela, mainly along montane forests and in the Paramo (Lizcano and Alvarez, 2016).Mazama chunyi “Peruvian Dwarf
Brocket” inhabits the highlands of southern Peru and northern Bolivia. Its current distribution and abundance need to be further
assessed (Rumíz and Pardo, 2010). Mazama rufina “Dwarf Red Brocket” is found along the montane forest and the Paramos of
Colombia, Ecuador and Peru, between 1500 and 3500 m asl.

Odoecoileus virginianus “White tailed Deer” is a broadly distributed species that extends along the North and South American
continents (Smith, 1991). In South America eight subspecies have been described, (Smith, 1991; Moscarella et al., 2003), among
which 3 are present at the high Andes: (1)O. v. goudotii (Highlands Andes of Venezuela, Colombia, Ecuador and Northern Peru); (2)
O. v. ustus (Andean region of Ecuador and Colombia); (3) andO. v. peruvianus (Peru and Bolivia, excluding amazon region) (Smith,
1991). South American populations are declining (Gallina and López-Arevalo, 2016), and conservation of the Andean subspecies is
strongly suggested (Moscarella et al., 2003). White tailed deer diet is seasonal, and it can be considered as an opportunistic forager in
the Paramos.

Pudu mephistopheles “Northern Pudu” is the only species of the genus present in the high Andes. Its range is fragmented, and it
inhabits the montane forests and Paramos of Colombia, Ecuador and Peru. There is evidence of a high degree of isolation between

Fig. 2 (A) Percentage of High Andean mammals by Order. (B) Conservation status, percentage of species in each IUCN red list category. (C)
Percentage of the species range encompass along the alpine region.
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populations (Loyola et al., 2010). Northern Pudu was intensively exploited from the 1950s to early 1980s. However, the current
threats are mainly habitat conversion and predation by domestic dogs.

Carnivores (Order Carnivora)

Six carnivore families are found along the high Andes, comprising 10 genera and 11 species (Fig. 4A). Among them, Felidae (28% of
the species) and Procyonidae (27%) are the best-represented. The Andean cat is the only carnivore that can be considered as
endemic to the high Andes, with most of its range confined to high elevations (Fig. 4B). In general, most carnivores have only
15 to 20% of their ranges in the Andes (Fig. 4B). The families Felidae and Procyonidae have 30% of their species categorized as
endangered, with another 30% considered vulnerable (Fig. 4C). The only bear (family Ursidae) found in the high Andes is the
Andean Bear (Tremarctos ornatus); this species is categorized as vulnerable.

The family Canidae is represented by the “Culpeo” (Lycalopex culpaeus), which have a broad distribution throughout South Amer-
ica, from sea level to 4800 m asl (Ramírez-Chaves et al., 2013). Its population trend is stable, but culpeos are been persecuted
throughout their range due to human conflicts (Lucherini and Merino, 2008). Also there is evidence for negative effects with coex-
istence with the puma (Travaini et al., 2007).

The family Felidae is represented in the Andes only by the “Pampas cat” (Leopardus colocolo), the “Andean cat” (Leopardus jacobita)
and the “Puma or cougar” (Puma concolor). The pampas cat has a broad distribution in South America. Along the Andes, populations
seem to be stable and may even reach high densities (0.74–0.78 individuals/km2), mainly along productive habitat patches
(Lucherini et al., 2016). In the high Andes this cat’s diet is includes mountain viscacha and small rodents (Napolitano et al.,
2008; Fajardo et al., 2014).

Fig. 3 (A) Percentage of High Andean carnivores by family. (B) Conservation status, percentage of species in each IUCN red list category. (C)
Percentage of the species range encompass along the alpine region.
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The Andean cat has a patchy distribution in the Andes, restricted to rocky habitats above 3600 m (Argentina, Bolivia, Chile and
Peru) (Cossios and Angers, 2007; Novaro et al., 2010; Reppucci et al., 2011). Genetic studies confirm two isolated populations that
can be considered as “Evolutionary Significant Units” (ESUs); also these studies confirm that the species has very low genetic diver-
sity (Cossíos et al., 2012). The Andes cat may be considered as a habitat and diet specialist, with high proportions of rodents and
mountain viscachas (Lagidium spp.) in its diet (Napolitano et al., 2008; Marino et al., 2010).

The puma is the largest carnivore of the region, with a broad distribution throughout the Americas. Due to conflicts with
humans, pumas can be considered near threatened in specific places and have been categorized as least concern with a decreasing
population trend by IUCN (Nielsen et al., 2015).

Ranges of several of these species overlap along the Andes (Lucherini et al., 2009), which may be leading to intraguild compe-
tition and a high degree of dietary overlap (Lucherini et al., 2008; Donadio and Buskirk, 2016). Evidence suggests a negative effect of
competition among carnivores that may impact the most endangered species (Lucherini and Luengos Vidal, 2003; Napolitano et al.,
2008). This competition among predators leads to ecological segregation by temporal partitioning (Lucherini et al., 2009).

The Procyonid family, “Coatis” extend along the northern Andes, from Northern Peru to Venezuela and display restricted or
limited distributions (Helgen et al., 2009; González-Maya et al., 2011). The two species of Nasuella (olivacea and meridensis)
were previously considered to be one, and the genus Nasua seems not to be monophyletic (Helgen et al., 2009). All three species
of alpine procyonids exhibit decreasing population trends, mainly due to habitat loss (Helgen et al., 2009). There is little reliable
information about their distribution, ecology, and biology (Balaguera-Reina et al., 2009). In general, the species are omnivorous,
eating predominantly invertebrates and fruit (Rodríguez-Bolaños et al., 2000). Coatis are gregarious, with a complex social organi-
zation (Rodríguez-Bolaños et al., 2000).

Fig. 4 (A) Percentage of High Andean ungulates by family. (B) Conservation status, percentage of species in each IUCN red list category. (C)
Percentage of the species range encompass along the alpine region.
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The Molinas hog-nosed skunk, the only representative of Mephitidae family, has a broad distribution, from southern Peru to
Chile and Argentina (Emmons et al., 2016). In general it is a common species with average densities of 3 individuals/km. It is
a nocturnal and solitary, with a generalist diet (Donadio et al., 2004). It is categorized as least concern by IUCN, but is currently
showing a decreasing population trend (Emmons et al., 2016).

Mustelids are represented by the Lesser grison and Long-tailed weasel. Both are considered as least concern for conservation
(Helgen and Schiaffini, 2016; Helgen and Reid, 2016). The former is a broadly distributed species (from Southern Peru to Argentina
and Chile), which is frequently found near water and open habitats (Poo-Muñoz et al., 2014). It is relatively rare in most habitats. Its
diet consists of small and medium-sized vertebrates, with a predominance of introduced lagomorphs and native rodents. Lesser
grisons are active during the day, but also at dusk and may also be nocturnal. The long-tailed weasel tends to be solitary or to
live in small groups. It has the greatest geographical range among mustelids of the Western Hemisphere and inhabits a wide array
of habitats and elevations (Sheffield and Thomas, 1997). Mismatch analyses suggest a longer genetic stability of long-tailed weasel
lineages in southern versus northern habitats (Harding and Dragoo, 2012).

The spectacled or Andean bear is the only extant representative of the Ursidae in South America (Kattan et al., 2004). Its
geographic distribution extends along the tropical Andes from Venezuela to Bolivia-Argentina and it occupies a variety of
ecosystems (García-Rangel, 2012). Its range is severely fragmented (mostly in the northern part); this entails conservation
problems for the species, including isolated and small populations, habitat loss, altitudinal movement limitations, etc. (Troya
et al., 2004). Andean bears are omnivorous, though the meat proportion of their diet is rather low (Troya et al., 2004).
Populations are on the decline mainly due to habitat loss and fragmentation (Kattan et al., 2004; García-Rangel, 2012).
Conservation actions are mainly focused on the preservation or development of habitat corridors for the species (Yerena
and García-Rangel, 2010).

Bats (Order Chiroptera)

Chiroptera are the secondmost speciose order of mammals. Along the high Andes we registered 3 families, 11 genera and 19 species
of bats (Fig. 5A), which in general encompass <20% of their ranges along the high Andes (Fig. 5B). Little information about
habitat, activity patterns and general ecology is available for Andean bats. The Incan mastiff bat (Mormopterus phrudus) has most
of its range (75%) in the high Andes, although this species is only known from the type locality in Cusco, Peru. There are few records
of bat species above 3500 m, with the probable exception of Histiotus montanus (Handley Jr. and Gardner, 2008). Conservation
status among Andean bats reveals that, among the family Vespertilionidae, 12% of the species are considered endangered, 10%
of Phyllostomidae are near threatened and 30% of Molossidae are categorized as vulnerable (Fig. 5C). The Andean bat community
is characterized by reduced species richness and little endemism (Mena et al., 2011).

Armadillos (Order Cingulata)

This order includes only the family Dasypodidae, commonly known as “armadillos or quirquinchos”. We found two genera that
reach the high Andes region, each represented by a single species. The screaming hairy armadillo (Chaetophractus vellerosus) is distrib-
uted in the center and south of Bolivia (Tarifa and Romero-Muñoz, 2009), west of Paraguay and north of Argentina (Abba and
Superina, 2010), generally in arid and semi-arid environments. The subspecies C. v. vellerosus, present in the Puna of Bolivia and
Argentina, occurs at altitudes from sea level to 4600 m asl, and almost 20% of its distribution falls within the high Andes. It is
considered, as least concern for conservation and its population trend is stable. However, this species is heavily hunted and its
habitat has been intensively transformed (Superina et al., 2014). Its diet is omnivorous and it constructs burrows for refuge
(Abba and Cassini, 2008). The hairy long-nosed armadillo (Dasypus pilosus) has been recorded only from the southwestern Peruvian
Andes, and its distribution probably reaches the high Andean environment (Superina et al., 2014). Both morphology and inverte-
brate ecology support the hypothesis thatDasypus pilosus likely bases its diet on soft-bodied invertebrates. More studies are necessary
to clarify its ecology and distribution (Superina and Loughry, 2015).

Opossums (Order Didelphimorphia)

This order includes the majority of the living American marsupials (Gardner, 2008). All of them are included in the family Didel-
phinae. Six species occur in the Andes, representing four genera. Most of them reach the margins of high elevations, mainly due to its
arboreal habits and ecophysiological aspects (Fig. 6A) The Andean white eared opossum (Didelphis pernigra) is found along the
Andes from northwestern Venezuela and Colombia to the north of Argentina (rare along the Puna and Paramo environment).
Gracilinanus aceramarcae has a narrow distributional range, with a significant proportion of its range in the high Andes (Fig. 6B).
It has been found in the Cordillera Vilcabamba at 3350 m, in a mixed habitat consisting of pajonales, sphagnum bogs, mixed-
species forest, and Polylepis forest on a “blocky” limestone substrate (Voss et al., 2005). The Wood-sprite Opossum (Gracilinanus
dryas) is known from the Andes of Venezuela and Colombia, mainly in montane wet forest at elevations from 2300 to 4000 m asl.
This species is not endangered but its population trend is decreasing (Pérez-Hernandez et al., 2016). Osgood’s Short-tailed
Opossum (Monodelphis osgoodi) is found in the eastern Andes in Perú and Bolivia from 1400 to 3500 m asl. Most records are
from the montane forest; its presence on alpine regions is peripheral. This species is the least arboreal; its diet consists of insects,
seeds and fruits (Nowak, 1999). Two species in the genus Thylamys, T. venustus and T. pallidior range into the high Andes. Both
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species have broad ranges in Argentina, Chile, Bolivia and Peru (Solari, 2003). The genus is in need of extensive taxonomic revision
(Braun et al., 2005). Little information is available about T. venustus, so it is considered as data deficient in terms of conservation
(Fig. 6B).

Shrews (Order Eulipothyphla)

Andean shrews are represented by the family Soricidae and the genus Cryptotis, which encompass 8 species. Their range extends from
Venezuela to Peru north of the Huancabamba depression (Woodman and Péfaur, 2008). Cryptotis is known only from elevations
above 1200 m in a variety of habitat types (Lower and Montane Forest, Paramo, and in disturbed forest and pasture lands). Taxo-
nomic treatments of the genus Cryptotis partition the species among four informal species groups. Most South American shrews are
members of the C. thomasi-group, which is distinguished by a number of derived characters. Among this group, C. equatorius and
C. motivaga comprise>50% of their ranges along high Andes (Fig. 7). In general, most of the species are distributed along the lower
and montane forests and extend only marginally over the Paramo (Woodman and Díaz de Pascual, 2004). There is no clear conser-
vation concern among shrews, although there is little information about their natural history. C. peruvensis is considered as data
deficient, mainly as it is only known from two specimens (Vivar et al., 1997).

Fig. 5 (A) Percentage of High Andean bats by family. (B) Conservation status, percentage of species in each IUCN red list category. (C) Percentage
of the species range encompass along the alpine region.
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Shrew Opossums (Order Paucituberculata)

This order is represented by one family (Caenolestidae), which comprises 3 genera, known only from South America. We list only
two genera (Caenolestes and Lestoros) and 4 species that reaches high Andes elevations, and whose geographic range extends discon-
tinuously from western Venezuela to Bolivia (Timm and Patterson, 2008; Patterson, 2015). All species registered <40% of their
ranges along the Andes (Fig. 8A), generally they inhabit montane forest, near streams or water courses, and may reach the high
elevations only marginally (Timm and Patterson, 2008; Patterson, 2015). Shrew opossums are mostly nocturnal, feeding on earth-
worms, flatworms, and several arthropods, both as larvae and adults (Patterson, 2015). C. caniventer and C. convelatus registered
some conservation concerns, meanwhile C. fuliginosus and Lestoros inca are considered of least concern (Fig. 8B). Land transforma-
tion for agricultural purposes is among the mayor threats (Solari and Martínez-Cerón, 2015).

Páramo Rabbit (Order Lagomorpha)

The Páramo Rabbit, Sylvilagus brasiliensis has been classified as the subspecies S b. meridensis, which inhabits all Venezuelan and
Colombian páramos (Durant, 1983); and S B. andinus is present at high elevations in Ecuador (Diersing and Wilson, 2017).

Fig. 6 Order Cingulata. (A) Conservation status, percentage of species in each IUCN red list category. (B) Percentage of the species range
encompass along the alpine region.

Fig. 7 Order Eulipothyphla. Percentage of the species range encompass along the alpine region.
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Population density along Venezuela Páramos was estimated at 2.85 rabbits per ha. (Durant, 1983) and in Ecuador it ranged from 23
to 92 individuals/ha. Abundance is strongly associated with vegetation structure (García et al., 2016), since higher complexity and
higher diversity of the vegetation leads to more possible refuges for rabbits to avoid predators and greater diversity of diet items. The
size and abundance of rabbits make them an important Páramo prey species (García et al., 2016), therefore its presence and abun-
dance are important for community structure (Durant, 1983). The Páramo rabbit has several adaptations that improve its survival at
high elevations. It has a set of morpho-physiological specializations, including heavier fur with longer hairs, a longer gestation
period, a reduction in the number of teats and in the number of offspring per litter, and strong territoriality (Diaz et al., 1997).

Mountain Tapir (Order Perissodactyla)

The mountain tapir is known from Andean region of Colombia, Ecuador and Northern Peru, above 1400–4700 m asl. Its popula-
tion is heavily fragmented, therefore leading to a genetic bottleneck effect (Downer, 1997, 2001). Also this species displays several
attributes (slow reproduction rate, large home range, solitary nature) that make it particularly vulnerable (Downer, 1997). Human
activities, such as hunting, farming, mining and habitat conversion are among the major conservation threats (Lizcano et al., 2002).
Also there is a great concern about the effects of climate change on mountain tapir populations (Ortega-Andrade et al., 2015).

Rodents (Order Rodentia)

Rodents comprise more than half of all Neotropical mammal species (Maestri and Patterson, 2016), and occupy most terrestrial
environments (Lacher et al., 2016). They are separated into two groups: “caviomorphs or sigmodontines”, which have greater diver-
sity (Patton et al., 2015; Upham and Patterson, 2015; Ojeda et al., 2015a, 2016). Previous studies showed that the Andes support
high levels of species richness and turnover of rodents (Amori et al., 2013; Maestri and Patterson, 2016). Rodents encompass almost
70% of the mammals present at the Andes (Fig. 1A) and are the only small mammals that inhabit elevations above 4000 m. The
family Cricetidae embraces almost 80% of all the Andean rodents (108 species); meanwhile the other families are represented by no
>10% (Fig. 9A). Fifteen out of 44 genera are considered endemic to the Andean region, with >70% of their ranges constrained to
this region (Fig. 9B). Around 50% of the species in the Andes are categorized as least concern, 15% are considered data deficient and
14% conveyed some conservation issue.

Among families, Chinchillidae constitute a high proportion of endangered species, while Caviidae and Cuniculidae contain
species categorized as near threatened (Fig. 9C). Most families contain species for which conservation information is scarce; there
are therefore categorized as data deficient. Among the family Cricetidae almost 5% of the species are considered endangered and
almost 10% are considered vulnerable (Fig. 9C).

Caviomorph rodents radiated in the Neotropics and now occupy a wide spectrum of landscapes, elevations, and habitats here
(Ojeda et al., 2016; Upham and Patterson, 2015). The Ctenomyidae and Chinchillidae are mostly distributed in temperate regions.
Tuco-tucos (Ctenomyidae) have a wide distribution from southern Peru to Tierra del Fuego, and from Andean Puna to the Atlantic
coast (Upham and Patterson, 2015), several species show restricted distributional ranges and some are known only from the type
locality (Ojeda et al., 2016). On the other hand Chinchillas extend from the central Andes to southern Patagonia. Specifically, the
genera Chinchilla and Lagidim are restricted to Altiplano and Puna environments (Valladares et al., 2014; Ojeda et al., 2015a, 2016).
The main threats for Chinchilla populations are mining exploitation and commercial hunting for the fur trade (Valladares et al.,
2014).

Fig. 8 Order Paucituberculata. (A) Conservation status, percentage of species in each IUCN red list category. (B) Percentage of the species range
encompass along the alpine region.
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The distribution patterns of the families Octodontidae and Abrocomidae extend along the arid Andes (Upham and Patterson,
2015). Among Octodontids, the mountain degu (Octodontomys gliroides) lives in dry Andean zones of northern Chile, Bolivia and
northwest Argentina, mostly in rocky areas with herbaceous vegetation (Verzi et al., 2015). On the other hand, the chinchilla rats
(Abrocomidae) show restricted and non- overlapping ranges along the southern Andes (Woods and Kilpatrick, 2005). The family
Caviidae shows the broadest distribution among caviomorphs and includes most major biomes. The highest species density occurs
in the dry south-central Andes, in the Cerrado and Caatinga ecoregions (Ojeda et al., 2015a).

The Echimydae, Erethizontidae and Sciuridae are mainly found in tropical forests, with high diversity along the Yungas and in
Amazonia. Most species occupy arboreal habits and may reach the Alpine region marginally, mostly in the Páramos of Colombia
and Venezuela (Ojeda et al., 2016; Upham and Patterson, 2015).

The geographic distribution of the family Cuniculidae extends from central Mexico to northern Argentina (Ojeda et al., 2015a).
Species density is highest in the tropical Andes region (Ojeda et al., 2015a; Upham and Patterson, 2015). Only the Mountain Paca
(C. taczanowskii) is found in the high Andes of Peru, Ecuador, Colombia, and Venezuela (Woods and Kilpatrick, 2005), between
elevations of 2000 and 3500 m asl. This species is considered as near- threatened due to habitat destruction, invasive species
and hunting pressure (Zapata-Ríos and Branch, 2016).

Fig. 9 (A) Percentage of High Andean rodents by family. (B) Conservation status, percentage of species in each IUCN red list category. (C)
Percentage of the species range encompass along the alpine region.
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Fig. 10 Cricetidae family. (A) Percentage of the species range encompass along the alpine region. (B) Conservation status among each species and among all cricetidae. (C) Species ranges along the alpine
environment.
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Among cricetid rodents, some genera are mainly Andean in distribution (Chinchillula, Auliscomys, Punomys, among others) and
others with broad distributions in other ecoregions that extend into the Andes (Akodon, Oligoryzomys, Oxymycterus, etc.) (Patton
et al., 2015). Half of the genera present in the high Andes area have >50% of their ranges in this region (Fig. 10A). Almost
70% of these species are considered as least concern, while 10% are poorly known and categorized as data deficient, plus 20%
that have some level of conservation issues (Fig. 10B).

Alpine rats and mice’s ranges confirm that the Huancabamba depression separates two different groups: a northern and
a southern one (Fig. 10C). The Central Andes was recognized as an important area for sigmodontines differentiation (Novillo
and Ojeda, 2012; Maestri and Patterson, 2016; and reference therein). Therefore the Puna and the Altiplano are considered to
harbor high species endemism (Ojeda et al., 2000).

Concluding Remarks

One of South-America’s most vexing and polarizing challenges is how best to manage public lands established for multiple uses
such as natural resource extraction, wildlife, and recreation. The intersection between energy development and biological conser-
vation affords opportunities both to gather knowledge and to implement findings about how to mitigate impacts to wildlife,
without neglecting local and regional development. Among all species registered in the Andes, 32% of rodents, 25% of ungulates
and 5% of bats and carnivores can be considered endemics, with >70% of their ranges found in the Alpine region. Most of these
species show adaptations to harsh climate (low temperatures and oxygen pressure) (Ostojic et al., 2002); and are habitat specialists
confined to a specific habitat type (Andean cats, mountain vizcachas, vicuñas, among others).

As the footprint of human development continues to expand globally into regions that have historically supported abundant
wildlife resources, there will be even more pressing needs for long-term data collection, in conjunction with baseline data, to
examine changes in life history parameters and behavioral processes. Mountains are fragile environments (Diaz et al., 2003),
which are strongly affected by climate change and several anthropogenic pressures (Young, 2009). Mountain regions are highly
sensitive to climate change, and show above average warming, in comparison to global means during the 20th century (IPCC,
2014; Nogués-Bravo et al., 2007). Therefore, under this scenario elevational shifting of climatic belts is expected to occur, with
concomitant effects on biodiversity. Species are expected to shift their distributions upslope in response to warming; however,
there may no longer be appropriate habitat on mountain summits, leading to a high likelihood of Alpine species extinction
(Oppenheimer et al., 2014). For example, regions of highest mammals richness (southern Paramo and the Puna/Altiplano,
Fig. 1) will experience a temperatures rise up to 5�C (IPCC, 2014; Baez et al., 2016). This future scenario may lead to an upward
shift of tree limit, reducing the alpine environment area, and constraining the suitable environment of several species. There is
evidence of mountain species extinctions due to severe range contraction among endemic species (Parmesan, 2006) and that
species from tropical latitudes are unlikely to evolve physiological tolerances to heat increase, being more affected by climate
change (Araújo et al., 2013.). Among rodents, high Andean species show that animals from mid- and high elevations reduced
their activity under high temperatures; this behavior decreases animal foraging and reproducing time, leading to fitness reduction
(Sassi et al., 2015).

Conflicts between humans and wildlife occur when the interests and objectives of human activities, such as extensive and inten-
sive livestock farming, agriculture and extractive activities do not take into account the native flora or fauna of the landscape, much
less its functional diversity in a perspective of conservation of ecosystem services. Anthropogenic activities such as land change use
for farming (small and large scale agriculture), oil and gas prospecting, invasive species introduction (feral dogs), and city expan-
sion, are among the major threats to biodiversity (Zapata-Ríos and Branch, 2016; Salvador et al., 2014). Such unplanned activities
represent a key challenge for society because their negative impacts can affect food security (wildlife damaging crops), the sustain-
ability of ecosystems (over-exploitation of available resources) and biodiversity (human dimension as an agent of stress, loss of
habitat and functional diversity, displacement of native species by exotic species). Thus, the sum of the effects of human activities
can threaten the integrity of e ecosystems on which both biodiversity (fauna and flora) and agriculture and livestock depend, i.e.
whether the species that provide key ecosystem services (nutrient cycling, pollination, etc.)

In summary Alpine environments are fragile, vulnerable and lack the required resilience to withstand future changes (Gonzalez
et al., 2010). They are inhabited by cold adapted species in most cases with restrictions to migrate, or adapt to new scenarios. There-
fore these regions should be a top priority when studying the effects of climate change (Dirnböck et al., 2011; Laurance et al., 2011)
and among conservation actions.

Appendix: Supplementary Material

Supplementary material related to this chapter can be found online at https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-409548-9.11907-4.

References

Abba, A.M., Cassini, M.H., 2008. Ecology and conservation of three species of armadillos in the Pampas region, Argentina. In: Vizcaíno, S.F., Loughry, J.W. (Eds.), The biology of the
Xenarthra. University Press of Florida, Florida, pp. 300–305.

Alpine Mammals of South America 457

Encyclopedia of the World’s Biomes, 2020, 441–460

Author's personal copy

https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-409548-9.11907-4


Abba, A.M., Superina, M., 2010. The 2009/2010 Armadillo Red List Assessment. Edentata 11, 135–184.
Amori, G., Chiozza, F., Patterson, B.D., et al., 2013. Species richness and distribution of Neotropical rodents, with conservation implications. Mammalia 77, 1–19.
Araújo, M.B., Ferri-Yáñez, F., Bozinovicw, F., et al., 2013. Heat freezes niche evolution. Ecology Letters 16, 1206–1219.
Arzamendia, Y., Vila, B., 2014. Vicugna habitat use and interactions with domestic ungulates in Jujuy, Northwest Argentina. Mammalia 79, 267–278.
Baez, S., Jaramillo, L., Cuesta, F., Donoso, D.A., 2016. Effects of climate change on Andean biodiversity: A synthesis of studies published until 2015. Neotropical Biodiversity 2,

181–194.
Balaguera-Reina, S.A., Cepeda, A., Zárrate-Charry, D., González-Maya, J.F., 2009. The state of knowledge of Western Mountain Coati Nasuella olivacea in Colombia, and extent of

occurrence in the northern Andes. Small Carnivore Conservation 41, 35–40.
Baldi, R.B., Acebes, P., Cuéllar, E., et al., 2016. Lama guanicoe. The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species 2016. https://doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2016-1.RLTS.

T11186A18540211.en.
Barrio, J., 2013. Hippocamelus antisensis (Artiodactyla: Cervidae). Mammalian Species 45 (901), 45–59.
Barrio J, Nuñez A, Pacheco L, Regidor HA, and Fuentes-Allende N (2017) Hippocamelus antisensis. The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species 2017: e.T10053A22158621. https://

doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2017-2.RLTS.T10053A22158621.en.
Braun, J.K., Van den Bussche, R.A., Morton, P.K., Mares, M.A., 2005. Phylogenetic and biogeographic relationships of mouse opossums Thylamys (Didelphimorphia, Didelphidae) in

southern South America. Journal of Mammalogy 86, 147–159.
Carmanchahi, P.D., Schroeder, N.M., Bolgeri, M.J., et al., 2014. Live-shearing effects on population parameters and movements in sedentary and migratory populations of

guanacos. Oryx 49, 51–59.
Ceballos, G., Ehrlich, P.R., 2006. Global mammal distributions, biodiversity hotspots, and conservation. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences USA 103, 19374–19379.
Corti, P., Shafer, A.B., Coltman, D.W., Festa-Bianchet, M., 2011. Past bottlenecks and current population fragmentation of endangered huemul deer (Hippocamelus bisulcus):

Implications for preservation of genetic diversity. Conservation Genetics 12, 119–128.
Cossíos, D.E., Walker, R.S., Lucherini, M., et al., 2012. Population structure and conservation of a high-altitude specialist, the Andean cat Leopardus jacobita. Endangered Species

Research 16, 283–294.
Cossios, E.D., Angers, B., 2007. Phylogeography and conservation of small cats from the high Andes. In: Hughes, J., Mercer, R. (Eds.), Felid Biology and Conservation Conference.

WildCRU, Oxford, UK, p. 79.
Diaz, A.L., Pefaur, J.E., Durant, P., 1997. Ecology of south American páramos with emphasis on the fauna of the Venezuelan páramos. In: Ecosystems of the world. Elsevier,

pp. 263–310.
Diaz, H.F., Grosjean, M., Graumlich, L., 2003. Climate variability and change in high elevation regions: Past, present and future. In: Diaz, H.F. (Ed.), Advances in global change

research. Klumer Academic Publishers, 282 pp.
Diersing, V.E., Wilson, D.E., 2017. Systematic status of the rabbits Sylvilagus brasiliensis and S. sanctaemartae from northwestern South America with comparisons to Central

American populations. Journal of Mammalogy 98, 1641–1656.
Dirnböck, T., Essl, F., Rabitsch, W., 2011. Disproportional risk for habitat loss of high-altitude endemic species under climate change. Global Change Biology 17, 990–996.
Donadio, E., Buskirk, S.W., 2016. Linking predation risk, ungulate antipredator responses, and patterns of vegetation in the high Andes. Journal of Mammalogy 97, 966–977.
Donadio, E., Di Martino, S., Aubone, M., Novaro, A.J., 2004. Feeding ecology of the Andean hog-nosed skunk (Conepatus chinga) in areas under different land use in North-Western

Patagonia. Journal of Arid Environments 56, 709–718.
Downer, C.C., 1997. Status and action plan of the mountain tapir (Tapirus pinchaque). In: Brooks, D.M., Bodmer, R.E., Matola, S. (Eds.), Tapirs, status survey and conservation

action plan. IUCN/SSC Tapir Specialist Group, Gland, Switzerland and Cambridge, UK, pp. 10–22.
Downer, C.C., 2001. Observations on the diet and habitat of the mountain tapir (Tapirus pinchaque). Journal of Zoology 254, 279–291.
Durant, P., 1983. Ecological study of the hare Sylvilagus brasiliensis meridensis Lagomorpha Leporidae in the plateau of the Venezuelan Andes. Caribbean Journal of Science 19,

21–30.
Elbroch, L.M., Wittmer, H.U., 2013. The effects of puma prey selection and specialization on less abundant prey in Patagonia. Journal of Mammalogy 94, 259–268.
Emmons, L., Schiaffini, M., Schipper, J., 2016. Conepatus chinga. The IUCN Red List of Treatened Species 2016. e.T41630A45210528. Consulted: November 26, 2018.
Fajardo, U., Cossios, D., Pacheco, V., 2014. Dieta de Leopardus colocolo (Carnivora: Felidae) en la Reserva Nacional de Junín, Junín, Perú. Revista Peruana de Biología 21,

61–70.
Flueck, W.T., Smith-Flueck, J.M., 2006. Predicaments of endangered huemul deer, Hippocamelus bisulcus, in Argentina: A review. European Journal of Wildlife Research 52,

69–80.
Franklin, W.L., 2011. Family Camelidae (camels). In: Wilson, D.E., Mittermeier, R.A. (Eds.), Handbook of the mammals of the world, vol. 2. Lynx editions, Barcelona, pp. 206–246.

Hoofed mammals.
Gallina, S., López-Arevalo, H., 2016. Odocoileus virginianus. The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species 2016 (Internet). Disponible en: https://doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.20162.

RLTS.T42394A22162580.en.
García, J., Suárez, E., Zapata-Ríos, G., 2016. An assessment of the populations of Sylvilagus brasiliensis andinus in Páramos with different vegetation structures in the northeastern

Andes of Ecuador. Neotropical Biodiversity 2, 72–80.
García-Rangel, S., 2012. Andean bear Tremarctos ornatus natural history and conservation. Mammal Review 42, 85–119.
Gardner, A.L., 2008. Order Didelphimorphia. In: Gardner, A.L. (Ed.), Mammals of South America. University of Chicago Press, Chicago, USA, p. 669.
Gonzalez, P., Neilson, R.P., Lenihan, J.M., Drapek, R.J., 2010. Global patterns in the vulnerability of ecosystems to vegetation shifts due to climate change. Global Ecology and

Biogeography 19, 755–768.
González-Maya, J.F., Rodríguez-Bolaños, A., Pinto, D., Jiménez-Ortega, A.M., 2011. Recent confirmed records and distribution of the white-nosed Coati Nasua narica in Colombia.

Small Carnivore Conservation 45, 26–30.
Gutiérrez, E.E., Helgen, K.M., McDonough, M.M., et al., 2017. A gene-tree test of the traditional taxonomy of American deer: The importance of voucher specimens, geographic

data, and dense sampling. Zookeys 697, 87.
Handley Jr., C.O., Gardner, A.L., 2008. Genus Histiotus P. Gervais, 1856. In: Gardner, A.L. (Ed.), Mammals of South America, vol. 1. University of Chicago Press, Chicago,

pp. 450–457.
Harding, L.E., Dragoo, J.W., 2012. Out of the tropics: A phylogeographic history of the long-tailed weasel, Mustela frenata. Journal of Mammalogy 93, 1178–1194.
Helgen, K., Reid, F., 2016. Mustela frenata. The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species 2016: e.T41654A45213820. https://doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2016-1.RLTS.

T41654A45213820.en.
Helgen, K., Schiaffini, M., 2016. Galictis cuja. The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species 2016: e.T41639A45211832. https://doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2016-1.
Helgen, K.M., Kays, R.W., Helgen, L.E., et al., 2009. Taxonomic boundaries and geographic distributions revealed by an integrative systematic overview of the mountain coatis,

Nasuella (Carnivora: Procyonidae). Small Carnivore Conservation 41, 65–74.
IPCC, 2014. Contribution of Working Groups I, II and III to the Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. In: Core Writing Team, Pachauri, R.K.,

Meyer, L.A., (Eds.), Climate change 2014: Synthesis report, 151 pp. IPCC, Geneva, Switzerland.
Kattan, G., Hernandez, O.L., Goldstein, I., et al., 2004. Range fragmentation in the spectacled bear Tremarctos ornatus in the northern Andes. Oryx 38, 155–163.
Lacher, T.E., Murphy, W.J., Rogan, J., Smith, A.T., Upham, N.S., 2016. Evolution, phylogeny, ecology, and conservation of the Clade Glires: Lagomorpha and Rodentia. In:

Wilson, D.E., Lacher, J.T.E., Mittermeier, R.A. (Eds.), Handbook of mammals of the world, Lagomorphs and Rodents, vol. 6. Lynx Ediciones, Barcelona.
Laurance, W.F., Useche, D.C., Shoo, L.P., et al., 2011. Global warming, elevational ranges and the vulnerability of tropical biota. Biological Conservation 144, 548–557.

458 Alpine Mammals of South America

Encyclopedia of the World’s Biomes, 2020, 441–460

Author's personal copy

https://doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2016-1.RLTS.T11186A18540211.en
https://doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2016-1.RLTS.T11186A18540211.en
https://doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2017-2.RLTS.T10053A22158621.en
https://doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2017-2.RLTS.T10053A22158621.en
https://doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.20162.RLTS.T42394A22162580.en
https://doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.20162.RLTS.T42394A22162580.en
https://doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2016-1.RLTS.T41654A45213820.en
https://doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2016-1.RLTS.T41654A45213820.en
https://doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2016-1


Lizcano, D., Pizarro, V., Cavelier, J., Carmona, J., 2002. Geographic distribution and population size of the mountain tapir (Tapirus pinchaque) in Colombia. Journal of Biogeography
29, 7–15.

Lizcano, D.J., Alvarez, S.J., 2016. Mazama bricenii. The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species 2016: e.T136301A22165039. https://doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2016-2.RLTS.
T136301A22165039.en.

Loyola, E., Barrio, J., Benavides, J., Tirira, D., 2010. Northern Pudu Pudu mephistophiles. In: Barbanti Duarte, J., González, S. (Eds.), Neotropical cervidology. Funep Brazil & IUCN,
Brasil.

Lucherini, M., Luengos Vidal, E., 2003. Intraguild competition as a potential factor affecting the conservation of two endangered cats in Argentina. Endangered Species Updates 2,
211–220.

Lucherini, M., Merino, M.J., 2008. Human–carnivore conflicts in the high-altitude Andes of Argentina. Mountain Research and Development 28, 81–85.
Lucherini, M., Luengos Vidal, E., Merino, M.J., 2008. How rare is the rare Andean cat? Mammalia 72, 95–101.
Lucherini, M., Reppucci, J.I., Walker, R.S., et al., 2009. Activity pattern segregation of carnivores in the high Andes. Journal of Mammalogy 90, 1404–1409.
Lucherini, M., Eizirik, E., de Oliveira, T., Pereira, J., Williams, R.S.R., 2016. Leopardus colocolo. The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species 2016: https://doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.

2016-1.RLTS.T15309A97204446.en.
Luebert, F., Weigend, M., 2014. Phylogenetic insights into Andean plant diversification. Frontiers in Ecology and Evolution 2, 27.
Maestri, R., Patterson, B.D., 2016. Patterns of species richness and turnover for the south American rodent fauna. PLoS One 11, e0151895.
Marín, J.C., Spotorno, A.E., González, B.A., et al., 2008. Mitochondrial DNA variation and systematics of the guanaco (Lama guanicoe, Artiodactyla: Camelidae). Journal of

Mammalogy 89, 172–184.
Marino, J., Lucherini, M., Villalba, M.L., et al., 2010. Highland cats: Ecology and conservation of the rare and elusive Andean cat. In: Macdonald, D.W., Loveridge, A.J. (Eds.),

Biology and conservation of wild felids. Oxford University Press, UK.
Mena, J.L., Solari, S., Carrera, J.P., Aguirre, L.F., Gómez, H., 2011. Small mammal diversity in the tropical Andes: An overview. In: Herzog, S.K., Martínez, R., Jørgensen, P.M.,

Tiessen, H. (Eds.), Climate change and biodiversity in the tropical Andes. Inter-American Institute of Global Change Research and Scientific Committee on Problems of the
Environment, São José dos Campos, pp. 260–275.

Mosca Torres, M.E., Puig, S., 2012. Habitat use and selection by the vicuña (Vicugna vicugna, Camelidae) during summer and winter in the High Andean Puna of Argentina. Small
Ruminant Research 104, 17–27.

Mosca Torres, M.E., Puig, S., Novillo, A., Ovejero, R., 2015. Vigilance behavior of the year-round territorial vicuña (Vicugna vicugna) outside the breeding season: Influence of group
size, social factors and distance to a water source. Behavioural Processes 113, 163–171.

Moscarella, R.A., Aguilera, M., Escalante, A.A., 2003. Phylogeography, population structure, and implications for conservation of white-tailed deer (Odocoileus virginianus) in
Venezuela. Journal of Mammalogy 84, 1300–1315.

Napolitano, C., Bennett, M., Johnson, W.E., et al., 2008. Ecological and biogeographical inferences on two sympatric and enigmatic Andean cat species using genetic identifi- cation
of faecal samples. Molecular Ecology 17, 678–690.

Nielsen C, Thompson D, Kelly M, and Lopez-Gonzalez CA (2015) Puma concolor (errata version published in 2016). The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species 2015:
e.T18868A97216466. https://doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2015-4.RLTS.T18868A50663436.en.

Nogués-Bravo, D., Araújo, M.B., Errea, M.P., Martinez-Rica, J.P., 2007. Exposure of global mountain systems to climate warming during the 21st century. Global Environmental
Change 17, 420–428.

Nogués-Bravo, D., Araújo, M.B., Romdal, T., Rahbek, C., 2008. Scale effects and human impact on the elevational species richness gradients. Nature 453, 216.
Novaro, A., Waker, S., Palacios, R., et al., 2010. Endangered Andean cat distribution beyond the Andes in Patagonia. Cat News 53, 8–10.
Novillo, A., Ojeda, R.A., 2012. Diversity and distribution of small mammals in the south American dry Andes. Austral Ecology 37, 758–766.
Nowak, R.M., 1999. Walker’s mammals of the world. The Johns Hopkins University Press, Baltimore, USA and London, UK.
Ojeda, A.A., Novillo, A., Ovejero, R.J., et al., 2015b. A cytogenetic, molecular genetic and morphological study of Patagonian chinchilla mice Euneomys (Rodentia, Cricetidae) in the

Southern Central Andes. Mammal Research 60, 61–69.
Ojeda, R.A., Blendinger, P.G., Brandl, R., 2000. Mammals in south American drylands: Faunal similarity and trophic structure. Global Ecology and Biogeography 9, 115–123.
Ojeda, R.A., Novillo, A., Ojeda, A.A., 2015a. Large-scale richness patterns, biogeography and ecological diversification in Caviomorph rodents. In: Vassallo, A.I., Antenucci, D. (Eds.),

Biology of caviomorph rodents: Diversity and evolution. Sarem Serias A, Mendoza, Argentina.
Ojeda, R.A., Ojeda, A.A., Novillo, A., 2016. The caviomorph rodents: Distribution and ecological diversification. In: Ebensperger, L.A., Hayes, L.D. (Eds.), Sociobiology of Caviomorph

rodents: An integrative approach. Wiley Blackwell, UK.
Oppenheimer, M., Campos, M., Warren, R., et al., 2014. Emergent risks and key vulnerabilities. In: Field, C.B., Barros, V.R., Dokken, D.J., et al. (Eds.), Climate change 2014:

Impacts, adaptation, and vulnerability. Part A: Global and sectoral aspects. Contribution of Working Group II to the Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel of
Climate Change. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge.

Ortega-Andrade, H.M., Prieto-Torres, D.A., Gómez-Lora, I., Lizcano, D.J., 2015. Ecological and geographical analysis of the distribution of the mountain tapir (Tapirus pinchaque) in
Ecuador: Importance of protected areas in future scenarios of global warming. PLoS One 10, 1–20.

Ostojic, H., Cifuentes, V., Monge, C., 2002. Hemoglobin affinity in Andean rodents. Biological Research 35, 27–30.
Ovejero, R.J.A., Jahn, G.A., Soto-Gamboa, M., Novaro, A.J., Carmanchahi, P., 2016. The ecology of stress: Linking life-history traits with physiological control mechanisms in free-

living guanacos. PeerJ 4, e2640.
Pankhurst, R.J., Herve, F., 2007. Introduction and overview. In: Moreno, T., Gibbons, W. (Eds.), The geology of Chile. Geological Society of London, London, pp. 1–4.
Parmesan, C., 2006. Ecological and evolutionary responses to recent climate change. The Annual Review of Ecology, Evolution, and Systematics 37, 637–669.
Patterson, B.D., 2015. Family Caenolestidae (Shrew-opossums). In: Wilson, D.E., Mittermeier, R.A. (Eds.), Handbook of the mammals of the world, Monotremes and Marsupials, vol.

5. Lynx Edition, Barcelona, pp. 188–197. Order Paucituberculata.
Patterson, B.D., Solari, S., Velazco, P.M., 2012. The role of the Andes in the diversification and biogeography of Neotropical mamals. In: Patterson, B.D., Costa, L.P. (Eds.), Bones,

clones and biomes. The history and geography of recent neotropical mammals. The University of Chicago Press, Chicago, pp. 351–378.
Patton, J.L., Pardiñas, U.F., D’Elía, G. (Eds.), 2015. Mammals of South America. Rodents, vol. 2. University of Chicago Press.
Pérez-Hernandez, R., Ventura, J. and López Fuster, M. (2016). Gracilinanus dryas. The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species 2016: e.T9418A22169714. https://doi.org/10.2305/

IUCN.UK.2016-1.RLTS.T9418A22169714.en.
Poo-Muñoz, D.A., Escobar, L.E., Peterson, A.T., et al., 2014. Galictis cuja (Mammalia): An update of current knowledge and geographic distribution. Iheringia. Série Zoologia 104,

341–346.
Puig, S., Rosi, M.I., Videla, F., Mendez, E., 2014. Food selection by the guanaco (Lama guanicoe) along an altitudinal gradient in the southern Andean Precordillera (Argentina). Acta

Theriologica 59, 541–551.
Ramírez-Chaves, H.E., Chaves-Salazar, J.M., Mendoza-Escobar, R.H., 2013. Nuevo registro del Lobo de Páramo Lycalopex culpaeus (Mammalia: Canidae) en el Suroccidente de

Colombia con notas sobre su distribución en el país. Acta Zoologica Mexicana 29, 412–422.
Reppucci, J., Gardner, B., Lucherini, M., 2011. Estimating detection and density of the Andean cat in the high Andes. Journal of Mammalogy 92, 140–147.
Rodríguez-Bolaños, A., Cadena, A., Sánchez, P., 2000. Trophic characteristics in social groups of the mountain coati, Nasuella olivacea (Carnivora: Procyonidae). Small Carnivore

Conservation 23, 1–6.
Rumíz, D.I., Pardo, E., 2010. In: Duarte, M.B., Gonzales, S. (Eds.), Neotropical cervidology: Biology and medicine of Latin American deer. Gland, Jaboticabal, pp. 185–189. Peruvian

Dwarf Brocket Deer Mazama chunyi (Hershkovitz 1959).

Alpine Mammals of South America 459

Encyclopedia of the World’s Biomes, 2020, 441–460

Author's personal copy

https://doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2016-2.RLTS.T136301A22165039.en
https://doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2016-2.RLTS.T136301A22165039.en
https://doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2016-1.RLTS.T15309A97204446.en
https://doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2016-1.RLTS.T15309A97204446.en
https://doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2015-4.RLTS.T18868A50663436.en
https://doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2016-1.RLTS.T9418A22169714.en
https://doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2016-1.RLTS.T9418A22169714.en


Salvador, F., Monerris, J., Rochefort, L., 2014. Peatlands of the Peruvian Puna ecoregion: Types, characteristics and disturbance. Mires and Peat 15, 1–17.
Sassi, P.L., Taraborelli, P., Albanese, S., Gutierrez, A., 2015. Effect of temperature on activity patterns in a small Andean rodent: Behavioral plasticity and intraspecific variation.

Ethology 121, 840–849.
Schroeder, N.M., Matteucci, S.D., Moreno, P.G., et al., 2014. Spatial and seasonal dynamic of abundance and distribution of guanaco and livestock: Insights from using density

surface and null models. PLoS One 9, e85960.
Sempere, T., Folguera, A., Gerbault, M., 2008. New insights into Andean evolution: An introduction to contributions from the 6th ISAG symposium (Barcelona, 2005). Tecto-

nophysics 459, 1–13.
Sheffield, S.R., Thomas, H.H., 1997. Mustela frenata. Mammalian Species (570), 1–9.
Smith, W.P., 1991. Odocoileus virginianus. Mammalian Species (388), 1–13.
Solari, S., 2003. Diversity and distribution of Thylamys (Didelphidae) in South America, with emphasis on species from the western side of the Andes. In: Jones, M., Dickman, C.,

Archer, M. (Eds.), Predators with pouchesdThe biology of carnivorous marsupials. CSIRO Publishing, Melbourne, pp. 82–101.
Solari, S., Martínez-Cerón, J., 2015. Caenolestes caniventer. The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species 2015: e.T40521A22180055. https://doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2015-4.

RLTS.T40521A22180055.en.
Spotorno, A.E., Walker, L.I., Flores, S.V., et al., 2001. Evolución de los filotinos (Rodentia, Muridae) en los Andes del Sur. Revista Chilena de Historia Natural 74, 151–166.
Superina, M., Loughry, W.J., 2015. Why do xenarthrans matter? Journal of Mammalogy 96, 617–621.
Superina, M., Pagnutti, N., Abba, A.M., 2014. What do we know about armadillos? An analysis of four centuries of knowledge about a group of South American mammals, with

emphasis on their conservation. Mammal Review 44, 69–80.
Tarifa, T., Romero-Muñoz, A., 2009. Chaetophractus vellerosus. In: Aguirre, L.F., Aguayo, R., Balderrama, J.A., Cortez, C., Tarifa, T., Rocha, O. (Eds.), Libro rojo de la fauna silvestre

de vertebrados de Bolivia. Ministerio de Medio Ambiente y Agua, La Paz, Bolivia, pp. 131–134.
Timm, R., Patterson, B., 2008. Genus Caenolestes. In: Gardner, A. (Ed.), Mammals of South America: Marsupials, xenarthrans, shrews, and bats. University of Chicago Press,

Chicago, pp. 120–124.
Travaini, A., Bustamante, J., Rodríguez, A., et al., 2007. An integrated framework to map animal distributions in large and remote regions. Diversity and Distributions 13, 289–298.
Troya, V., Cuesta, F., Peralvo, M., 2004. Food habits of Andean bears in the Oyacachi River Basin, Ecuador. Ursus 15, 57–61.
Upham, N.S., Patterson, B.D., 2015. Evolution of caviomorph rodents: A complete phylogeny and timetree for living genera. In: Vasallo, I., Antenucci, D. (Eds.), Biology of caviomorph

rodents: Diversity and evolution, Buenos Aires: SAREM Series A. SAREM.
Valladares, P., Spotorno, A., Zuleta Ramos, R., 2014. Natural history of the Chinchilla genus (Bennett 1829). Considerations of their ecology, taxonomy and conservation status.

Gayana 78, 135–143.
Verzi, D.H., Morgan, C.C., Olivares, A.I., 2015. The history of South American octodontoid rodents and its contribution to evolutionary generalisations. In: Cox, P.G., Hautier, L. (Eds.),

Evolution of the rodents. Advances in phylogeny, functional morphology and development. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge.
Vila, A.R., López, R., Pastore, H., Faúndez, R., Serret, A., 2006. Current distribution and conservation of the huemul (Hippocamelus bisulcus) in Argentina and Chile. Mastozoología

Neotropical 13 (2).
Vivar, E., Pacheco, P., Valqui, M., 1997. A new species of Cryptotis (Insectivora: Soricidae) from northern Peru. American Museum Novitates 3202, 1–15.
Voss, R.S., Lunde, D.P., Jansa, S.A., 2005. On the contents of Gracilinanus Gardner and Creighton 1989, with the description of a previously unrecognized clade of small didelphid

marsupials. American Museum Novitates 3482, 1–34.
Wemmer, C., 1998. Deer: Status survey and conservation action plan. IUCN, The World Conservation Union, Publications Services Unit.
Wheeler, J.C., 2012. South American camelidsdPast, present and future. Journal of Camelid Science 5, 1–24.
Woodman, N., Díaz de Pascual, A., 2004. Cryptotis meridensis. Mammalian Species 63, 1–5.
Woodman, N., Péfaur, J.E., 2008. Order Soricomorpha Gregory, 1910. In: Gardner, A.L. (Ed.), Mammals of South America. Marsupials, xenarthrans, shrews, and bats, volume I.

University of Chicago Press, Chicago.
Woods, C.A., Kilpatrick, C.W., 2005. Infraorder Hystricognathi Brandt, 1855. In: Wilson, D.E., Reeder, D.M. (Eds.), Mammal species of the world. Johns Hopkins University Press,

Baltimore.
Yerena, E., García-Rangel, S., 2010. The implementation of an interconnected system of protected areas in the Venezuelan Andes. In: Worboys, G.L., Francis, W., Lockwood, W.

(Eds.), Connectivity conservation management: A global guide. Earthscan, London.
Young, J.K., Franklin, W.L., 2004. Activity budget patterns in family-group and solitary territorial male guanacos. Revista Chilena de Historia Natural 77, 617–625.
Young, K.R., 2009. Andean land use and biodiversity: Humanized landscapes in a time of change. Annals of the Missouri Botanical Garden 96, 492–507.
Young, K.R., León, B., Jørgensen, P.M., Ulloa Ulloa, C., 2007. Tropical and subtropical landscapes of the Andes Mountains. In: Veblen, T.T., Young, K.R., Orme, A.R. (Eds.), The

physical geography of South America. Oxford University Press, Oxford.
Zapata-Ríos, G., Branch, L.C., 2016. Altered activity patterns and reduced abundance of native mammals in sites with feral dogs in the high Andes. Biological Conservation 193,

9–16.

460 Alpine Mammals of South America

Encyclopedia of the World’s Biomes, 2020, 441–460

Author's personal copy

https://doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2015-4.RLTS.T40521A22180055.en
https://doi.org/10.2305/IUCN.UK.2015-4.RLTS.T40521A22180055.en

