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Abstract: This paper established a statespace simulation model of the monthly fluctuation pattemns between the Nosopsyl-
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lus laeviceps kuzenkovi and Meriones unguiculatus . It consisted of the following formulas: x
sity of M. wnguiculotus, y, and z, are respectively related to the burrow nest and the body flea index of V. [.

at ¢ month. The simulation results exhibited satisfactory agreement with field data. The population density of M. unguic-
kuzenkovi .

Meriones unguiculatuss rat burrow nest flea index: rat body flea index;

ulatus was the main factor affecting the burrow nest flea index of N. [.
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