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• Strong spatial pattern for primates

~ 8 distinct districts 

• A transition area

Réjou-Méchain et al. (2021)
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Environmental determinants 

• Important influence 
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Zoogeographical districts 
& indicator species

• Highly congruent 
distribution patterns 
between primates and 
artiodactyls but not for 
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• Highly congruent distribution 
patterns between primates and 
artiodactyls

• Major split located on the 
Ubangui-Congo river system

Zoogeographical districts 
& indicator species
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Order Total area in km² 
(proportion in 
protected area, in %)  

DI    FLI      

District     

Primates     
South Nigeria 40,740 (16.2) 0.16 0.44 

Cameroonian Highlands 83,577 (17) 0.24 0.79 
Bioko 1,474 (66.7) 0.53 0.62 

Atlantic  250,319 (12.7) 0.47 0.80 
Inland  521,576 (18.6) 0.59 0.88 

Congo-Kasaï  640,134 (12.5) 0.61 0.75 
East Congo 549,079 (11.2) 0.61 0.75 

Albertine Rift 18,181 (37.2) 0.42 0.63 
     

Artiodactyls     
South Nigeria 40,862 (16.5) 0.16 0.44 

Cameroonian High. + Bioko 84,929 (17.7) 0.24 0.79 
Inland  771,895 (16.7) 0.55 0.85 

Congo-Kasaï  649,928 (12.4) 0.61 0.75 
East Congo 550,211 (11.5) 0.60 0.75 

Albertine Rift 7,255 (62.7) 0.37 0.53 
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