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Table 1 Age composition of Brandt’s vole in 1985
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Table 2 The variation of the average daily growth rate of young vole’s body weight®*
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Fig.1 The curve of the average daily growth
rate of the young vole’s weight
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Tahle 4 Migratory tendency of Brandt’s vole inside and outside the ditch
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S ScE (Abstract)

A STUDY ON THE POPULATION ECOLOGY OF
BRANDT'’S VOLES

WU Xiacdong
(Grasslgnd Department, Inner Mongolia College of Animal Husbandry and Agriculture)

This work ¢n Brandt’s vole, Microtus brandti , was carried out at Amuguleng ,
Xintarhuznoqi, Inner Meongelia from April to October in 1985, The daia were collected
mainly by mark and release trapping, A total of 2786 individuals were marked,

The analysing results were as follows:

1, There are apparent seasonal changes in population age cempositien, In early
spring most individuals of the population are overwintering adults , weighting 21—30
gfams,

2, The average daily growth rate of the young vole decreased with time from
spring to autumn, its regression equation is Lg§=0.9312—0.331?LgX,

3, The =zeaconal migfation of the vole is apparent, The ditch is its optimal habi-
tat, The voles emigrate from the ditch outwards after reproduction in spring and pmmi-

grated backwards in autumn,
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