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Fig.1 location of the study area and distribution points of wild yaks
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Fig.2 Habitat distribution of wild yaks in Qiangtang plateau at present
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Fig.3 Contribution values of environmental factors to the habitat distribution of wild yak at present
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Fig.4 Response curve of wild yak habitats selection to environmental factors at present
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Fig.5 Distance between the wildlife occurrence point and the residential area and the road, and the wild yak habitat disturbance by human

activities
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Fig.6 Management zones of Qiangtang nature reserve and distribution of wild yak habitats
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Fig.7 Ecosystem type simulation in the future scenario
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Fig.8 Abitat distribution of wild yaks under different scenarios in 2020 and 2050
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Fig.9 Contribution value of environmental factors to wild yak habitat under three climate scenarios in 2050
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