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Forage strategy of the Przewalski’'s gazelle ( Procapra przewalskii) under selenium

stress
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Abstract; We sampled soil and forage samples from the Hudong area of the Qinghai Lake watershed, China and determined
the mineral element contents in the samples. We found that concentrations of selenium in soil and forage samples were
significantly lower than normal levels. Thus, there is a plausible severe selenium deficiency in the life forms in the Hudong
area of the Qinghai Lake watershed, China. However, we did not discover any clinical sign of selenium deficiency in the
critically endangered Przewalski’ s gazelle which is living in the area. Presumably, the gazelles have adapted to
circumstances of the selenium deficiency. How do the gazelles cope with selenium deficiency? We hypothesized that the
selenium content of the forage may differ among forage plant species, which is a major factor affecting the foraging strategy
of the Przewalski’s gazelle in the Hudong area of the Qinghai Lake watershed ; the Przewalski’s gazelle selects forage with
rich selenium as food to cope with the selenium stress. We further sampled and analyzed contents of minerals in soils and
forage species from the Hudong area of the Qinghai Lake watershed during the summer grazing seasons of 2006 and 2007.
We also reanalyzed the previous results about diet study of Przewalski’s gazelle. We reached following conclusions: shining
speargrass ( Splendid achnatherum) is a plant with rich selenium and major forage of the Przewalski’s gazelle in the Hudong
area of the Qinghai Lake watershed, China. To balance the selenium content in diet, the Przewalski’s gazelle selects grazed

on shining speargrass steppe. But, shining speargrass is not a preferred and favored plant for Przewalski’s gazelle.

Key Words: Przewalski’s gazelle; shining speargrass; foraging strategy; alpine meadow; the Qinghai Lake watershed
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HEE X S B BA EEREM Y . SHESSIPRIR, A —E Y RERBEE RE RN . 319
TERBEZF RV RS R LA R Y RES, N TERESY, B ERMBEEMEE, K
BN R B E Yk B A2, A R Rs B W I BE R . I, SR S b — Rk,
IR A, R A

Wi (Se) ZTESN WA N KIEZ T EW RN, Se HIPUEAANE IR Se 4 2 AL {LAE A B Al Se 214 K
GSH-Px (£t H kst E AL B ) BT P 0 TG AR R RIS e H K (GSH) EBRMANE A 2" . Se ik
A BCE AR AR R TR, R S AR B IS AE o AILIARER Se B, 4 I 40 B0 149 184 58 7 AL 32 BRI, R 2
20 B D 194 9 2L R 2> , Mk A B W R AR K SRR B BB ) 32 B P B S e, MUASH TR BE O B AR, Rt
B Se W HXHUAG R EHME, FERIZAERK KT BRE EFH ST R IHE B LM R0 40 i B A 7
%, BASBEMENR, IEEEMIET,

T RJFEF (Procapra przewalskii) IR EFFA WPFP . E—HLLORE T A OB MEMIB A, & KA
AT EIRWTZ A R AR . B EE AT MK . 1994 457 U I X 3 FO R R3] 300
R R MBERAS R T A HAT, 2T ERSIY RN ERPI, CERWA R SR
6] R R WS UA R A B RGP R ER RSN RIS EE LSS T T T T Z BB
P, (EFREENE N R YR A AT — B T H . R X B TR KT
SR IR X R B R Se #bIX., SR T A 77T 0 X 9 3 QLR 1A L Bk Se RAE , 3 QR 7E K H i i A i
FEHTE R T Xk Se FREEIE N o PRI ISR BN SRAEIX Fd b e B 1A+ AVE R ?

1 HRMEAMARTE
1.1 WF5EHb S

TRIG b XA R M WA AR MK, M4K 3036 ~ 3226m, BT X TE AR 1000km® 247, A H 2500 AZe 47, Horp
A PR R R AR b o TR 75. 6% o R HLIX R S SRR T RAME, HIRZE R, TEHE. 2XAEE
# B (Achnatherum splendens) HHh JRE: (Stellera chamaejasme) FEHb Y07 (Artmisia desertorum) JEM Hifbst
% (Stipapenicillata) Ei#b . YPH413% (Stipa glareosa) ELHLFI LM (Iris lacteal) FMASEANR AR, KK
B E R QR A X R E AR R, MR KR B (Leymus secalinus) | JK 5L ( Agropyron
cristatum) FIFFE H (Carex mooscroftii) 5 X LEAEHW AR R MM . IRFEF R £ RS, DR
73 B85 (Artemisia anethifolia) F1ZEE5E (Potentilla chinensis) ZEAEY) N EBEFr, WEENFB AL FE#
B TEY R E LSS AL , U EE N Y R U8 . GBS R E MY A5 (Stipa spp) (B
- H#54E (Thermopsis lanceolata) Fl kR 3£ ( Clematis tangutica) %, WA FEM FENHAED LN,
WHHEY B FBE R (Carexmooscroftii) FIHWEEFH S (Deyeuxia kdconocia) . T HLA) FE /347 T &4
EMEY R DME . M, BE W HM (Sabina vulgaris) FEMNFIGFEHMG (Potentilla parrifolia) M
1.2 HRTE
1.2.1 Bk sratE:

RIGTEBI R M X T o REEMIR XN E WAEY ¥ ith_E#43, 60 ~80°C LT Z4E T J5 Mis , # SCHR A ik
AR VERE F 7R AR PR o ARYRAE AN AT AR AR/, AL A 54 B A A 440 D B A TG 5 A S
YR, B LAY AR B MM RE, B FEIIE 20 20 N RIFE R FERE, J64 60 ~80C
BET 30h JFRTE. BINALF e, U 3 Rith R & 360 P B AL 36, B AR 10 MR,
AN R AR R S kAR AR T OK 100 £ 1T WRE% , X 43 50 MHRET , 5 Y b o) 40 i A SE R R R
MR, 10 R FRJE A FERE T A A o
1.2.2 HEAEYT YRITER & BT

PITE 2006 4F 6 A FFRF] 2007 4F 9 A 455, ZEIRBIF IR 1565 30 K, 43 25 D& R4 0 ~30em HRE
TIEREAK S A, B AAEIFE 100m, 7E 60 ~80°C {y= iR T4 T 245, IF LA 10mm H i ¥R L4090,
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JEF WO TE 4 BT i TR T W BT R S &' 7E 2006 4F 7 HORE M) EEME: BE (Asrgalus
tanguticus) VP B8 (Artemisis frigida) JRTE 1 J 5 M EE (Carex stenophylla) FIEEHE (Carex
scabrirosfris) 2 E4T 5 (Stipa purpurei) | JRFEVKEL (Agropyron cristatum) (IR (Poa pratensis) | i 15 &
UE (Orinus kokonorica) FEFEBIREL (Elymus nutans) Y524 G A i RRER RS M3t 3850
FAEY)ERE 10 D (1m x 1m) FETT, B AEJTIEIFE 100m, - HEDTRAEAS 1A, BREYIRE 10 MEA 18
60 ~80C Wy E IR At T R fEE , AR FRIOGIE s AT MR T R 7o [RIB 2 Bt 28 AL 4 R SR IR 5
B, Ve VEE DN (YA e L B, O B R, B AR S, VD AR B 5P R S TR A 5 R TR A U
Mo EERSY, AP EHEAIESE S > (1m x 1m) FAETT , BAET7 [E]B% 100m, - MEITRIEA 2 4>, SR R b 255
FAEAS 10 4>, 7E 60 ~80°C R IR LT ZIEE , ARG HATH W RITER 4017 [RI B AS 23 F b S AU AL R 42 TR
B B T R I FAEA & 50 S, 7E 10 A (1m x 1m) FIFETT HREE , & HEJ7 [E]F% 100m, &M%
T REREWEH EF T T F M EEREARL S A, 760 ~80CHWRIRTHT RIEE, AFEFRIBOLIE
SITERATH YRR T .
1.2.3 164 Se & B UERTEE

Y Se SRR TEHETIRA BT Se & B MWHEY N Se HHY ;1) Se & B/D TR EGWEF T Se &
BRAHEY K Se 1) .
1.2.4 BEESH

SEEEE R 5 A SPSS13. 0 Geit iR #EAT AT , ML B R A D IEZS A 5, R R R 7 22 0 Ak o i
AN [R) i o R R SRS R R 2R AR B O T W U R & B E S S R R 7 200k HrBCE A RIER AL
ZEF YIRS BINES . BIELIFHE () hfEE (S) R RAEFEMIEE Ei BT5RE RIER X
R B B AR e o AR R rh G L R AREARZE BEE P A B RZAE R 1 B O AR
o
2 #R
2.1 BEFTYRERNEE

WIZR 3 X 3P 4R (Cu) B B2 (5. 87 £ 1.75) pg/g, Bk(Fe) BSFI&ERZ (7438 £1697) pg/s,
PE(Zn) WP & B2 (27 +8) pg/g, fli(Se) T3 & &2 (0.033 £0.006) ng/g, 4H(Mo) P& &2
(0.091 £0.076) ng/g, % (Mn) P& 82 (217 £38) pg/g.
2.2 WETYREFRNEE

REWEM A TR REENT YR TR ERE(R) ZREBE(Cu, F,,, =5.456, P =0.021;
Mn, F,,, =1.726, P=0.017;Fe, F, , =0.827, P =0.031;Zn, F,,, =0.957, P=0.012;Se, F, , = 1. 934,
P =0.006; Mo, F,,, =2.897, P =0.030).,

F1 BEBRBUETUREFHSE(pg/s)
Table 1 Mineral contents of forage in the Hudong area

HFEFBAL Location of forage Cu Fe Zn Se Mo Mn

BB b, |5 4) Forage above ground 4,12 £0.78%* 779 £459* 35+16*  0.032 +£0.007* 0.259 +0.046* 67 £24°
W b F 38 43 Forage under ground 5.31£0.67% 1549 £397" 51 +23b 0.039 £0.008> 0.354 £0.119" 91 +22°
R4 4% Composite whole grass 4.25+0.32° 1337 £459" 49 +14° 0.035 +0.006* 0.362 0. 106" 67 £24°

* [[A]—FEE EARF AR R R ERAEE (P>0.05), FF  *In the same lines, same letters mean no significant differences( P >0. 05) , the

same below

2.3 AR HXAS [R] RO R 2 R
WU R N D R S R RS RIS R B R R OR R IR E Y
B TERER R B B AR R R T R ERLGE ) Se SRR BEMESR (Fy, 5 =4.402, P =0.003,
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x2),
%2 WFHETEARMEE Se 28
Table 2 Content of Se in variable forages in the Hudong area

(54,7 Forage name Cmi;’:ii% o) || BOWAT Forage name (S;Z:tif ii e/e)
P TE Astrgalus spp. 0.018 +0. 0076 JH 7 Stellera chamaejasme 0. 015 +0. 0065
¥ 5 Artemisia frigida 0.023 + 0.0075 %} Achnatherum splendens 0. 042 +0. 0097
L Iris lacteal 0. 020 +0. 0092 MAE R Carex scabrirosfris 0. 031 +0. 0087
B ¥ Carex stenophylla 0. 028 +0. 0065 Ji B VK 5 Agropyron cristatum 0. 028 +0. 0066
S5 Stipa purpurei 0. 027 +0. 0039 T ¥ YD EE Orinus kokonorica 0. 041 +0. 0075
FH B BOR Poa pratensis 0.018 +0. 0043 ikt 348 Thermopsis Lanceolata 0.012 +0. 0031
FEFEPPR A Elymus nutans 0. 014 +0. 0057 JE R Clematis tangutica 0. 038 +0. 0057
Wi Artemisia anethifolia 0. 018 +0. 0065 Y Artemisia desertorum 0.039 +0.0097
Vb5 Artemisia desertorum 0. 039 +0. 0097

2.4 AREBEMREGVENTYWRTR S =

AR E I Z [A] CuMn Zn F1 Mo JLR M & & (K 3) THEMESR (Cu,F,, =1.141, P =0.382;Mn,
F,, =0.975, P =0.789;7n,F, ,, =2.863, P =0.235;Mo,F, ,, =2.232, P =0.816,% 2.3), /|a| 237
Z[6] Se Fl Fe TTE W& RAAEH BIIER (Se,F,,, =2.572, P=0.032;Fe,F,,, =9.571, P=0.01),

R3 TRAABEHRESRETURTESE (uy/s)

Table 3 Mineral content in composite forages from different grasslands

H 2R Type of grassland Cu Mn Fe Zn Se Mo

TR FEH MY Stellera chamaeiasme grassland 3.87 £0. 89 64 £18 720 +383a 25+13 0. 0236 +0.0076“ 0.230 £0.074
Y EHE M\ Artemisia desertorum shrubland 4.10 £0. 68 58 £16 709 £314¢ 34 +11 0. 0246 +0. 0094 0.184 +0.061
Y H Bl Artemisia frigida grassland 4.53£1.17 56 +23 769 +270* 38 +14 0. 0228 +0. 0050“ 0.212 +0. 067
I, Kb, Iris lactea grassland 4.33+0.72 66 +17 806 +296% 3210 0. 0238 +0. 0096* 0.238 +0. 059
% BB Hb Achnatherum splendens grassland 4. 55 +0.76 66 +19 748 £399° 35+15 0. 0388 +0. 0048° 0.236 +0.079
AL S 3F B Hy Stipa penicillata grassland 4.46 +0. 87 54 £11 874 +105° 29 +6 0.0196 +0. 072 0.258 +0. 042
YA TS H, Stips glareosa grassland 3.92 +£1.00 53 +11 817 £269% 30 £9 0.0218 +0. 0081 0.262 +0. 040
S5 SFHiHh Stipa purpursa grassland 3.83£0.63 64 +18 765 £165% 39 +14 0. 0256 +0. 0097 0. 294 +0. 0230

2.5 FERFRIAEP S SHE Se SRIKR
T R BT B e R TR S R 3 Se S BRI RBUE R =0. 864, A REUA & PR K
- P =0. 006, 2% BEHIEMRK (K4),

F4 EREARMEBENIZEFRKE Se FBHNXR
Table 4 Relationship between selection of feeding habitat and content of Se in the forages from those habitats in the Przewalski’'s gazelle

B4 2R PR R TRAPE Se it (ne/s)
Category Selected index Content of Se in forage
% 7 W R Hb, Achnatherum splendens grassland 0.423 0.0388 + 0.0048
Hitb&l 3 il Stipa penicillata grassland -0.207 0.0196 + 0.0072

VD EHE M\ Artemisia desertorum shrubland -0.208 0.0246 = 0.0094
A5 SFFiHb Stipa purpursa grassland -0.276 0.0256 + 0.0097
T, Bl Iris lactea grassland -0. 289 0.0238 + 0.0096
WA EHY Artemisia frigida grassland ~0.311 0.0212 = 0.0067
TRFEHLHY Stellera chamaciasme grassland -0.313 0.0236 = 0.0076
VoA 555 B MY, Stips glareosa grassland -0.478 0.0218 + 0.0081
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6 H5 B /NZ AR E T RS R B TR 2779

2.6 ERERMEYEERME Se SRIKR

T FRJFA IR AR BRI Se S RAMHK AL R = - 0.390, ML R KUK BEMEMAOKF P =
0.299 , LIS BRIIEY) Se ST RAMR(FKS) o M UL AT I FRJFR X R e £ AR Se & B 8A NTE
HIIRER R o

®5 EREAMNBENEEZERRERSEHXR
Table 5 Relationship between Selected forage and content of Se in forage in the Przewalski’s gazelle

K BHY) Foraging plant HPEFE B Selected index Se 5 Content of Se( pg/g)
T TE Astrgalus spp. 0. 286 0.018 +0. 0076
AH-E E Carex stenophylla 0.263 0. 028 +0. 0065
W Artemisia frigida 0. 208 0. 023 +0. 0075
J B VKB Agropyron cristatum 0.171 0. 028 +0. 0066
MBIBH C. scabrirosfris 0.075 0.031 +0. 0087
2164 Stipa purpursa 0. 037 0. 029 +0. 0039
T E VDB Orinus kokonorica -0.043 0. 041 +£0. 0075
Y4B 42 Thermopsis lanceolata -0.328 0. 012 +0. 0031
¥ HL Achnatherum splendens -0.886 0.042 +0.0097

2.7 FEHELERYP G KON Se FRIXR
EEWEERYF & B LR Se & BAHKEBE (R=0.655, P=0.041, 5£6),

x6 HEUERVPHILHIRAKERIERHXER
Table 6 Relationship between proportion of plant in feed and Se content of the plants

KB HY) Foraging plant HEYI H ] Proportion of plant( % ) Se ¥ Content of Se( pg/g)
¥ HL Achnatherum splendens 7.287 0. 042 +0. 0097
4L Stipa purpursa 5.398 0. 029 +0. 0039
Y5 Artemisia frigida 3.205 0.023 +0. 0075
U5 E YD B Orinus kokonorica 1.623 0. 041 £0. 0075
HFEE E C. Scabrirosfris 0. 636 0. 031 +0. 0087
Y4B 42 Thermopsis lanceolata 0.574 0. 012 +0. 0031
J B VKB Agropyron cristatum 0.561 0. 028 +0. 0066
B B Carex stenophylla 0. 538 0. 028 +0. 0065
T TE Astrgalus spp. 0.072 0.018 +0.0076
3 i

3.1 HIARMX LERHET Y RE TR SR

2006 4701 2007 AEFEFRF A 30 X X 1A AT M FOT R P SE R B - AR X 1303 Se R A
(0.033 £0.0062) g/, BIARHIX IR S HE 1 Se &8 A (0.032 £0.0070) pg/g. X BHHPRUL, T 3F13
Se FH/NT 0. 04pg/g; IRABE T Se FRNT 0.05pg/s HEEZ" 0 F WA KR ™ FE bk Se
HIX,

LARTEI BT R A R & TR Se MNTERE N 2231 AR Ko BIVBEZE ] — &l 9 AS A1) & R SRl X Se TG
EWMERATRAERY: LWEEER  EWPRBE X EE P A8 RS D R A ER,
MRS T RAEE 5 R B FO R BOR TR E VD 5 R ARG | BB B e A T R SR
YIH) Se T RIAT T REHIBIFAGI T FIFEHEIE (Fi6 5 =4.402, P=0.003) . [AHZIX LAY Se FE
B EHRTEF 0. 1pg/g) " o FEMIARIL XA B R 2 R A Se Al Fe TLEK (& BAFFAE
HERER. ERFEIRGWER Se SENARR THERMARA, K ERFREEEFE SRR BT
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st AR 34.7% " o [ AR ROR IR X B Se 4, Se ArEK (0. 042 £0.0097) pg/go
3.2 MEFYWREFRNTEFRREMNKNEXR

AV ERFESZHRRA X, QB TREEY LN Z D R RIEK FEE YK 216 E
DL N TR BE MR B E . MAEY R, AL TE AR 38 2 2 AR T B4R AIE 0 M 20
BE A AT A P P BRI R T B S AR B AT (EL R B SR B SR M B PR R R A B
DT B B R AT o 24 AR 7732 B PR b aft i 4R 7= A AL L % SRR R ER B Se k2
HHRXSHPPUAT R ERIRE . ek Se X, 3 FRJFR IR BN SRR ZE Se MBI LLRTHIHF
FEAERF AEWAR X, e R R R U A X A BB, R R G R R T w st b AR R
34.7% . XFERERFRHEARY), HEM KEESERFERRYE 10% Z£f . Wi, & KRR
BEREHRERANEREYIN2 4. Bk, BRAEERAYRFEAOEYh SARROLH . BAEEF
R R B , 3 PRJRUR N 2 3 B s B R BN T B . ZEFRNTHIBTFE i, 3 RO X 0 2% B B e 4 4
BOEFTA Y R IR H , LERF TSR - 0. 886, fH PRIR A B oy 2 3 o B b MC R ot | A W ) EL AP X, IR
KR EE YR LLBITIR IR 7. 287% , 8 R B LUl R MY . B DGR R S R R &
AR I Se MM B R FAERY P IILE], SEINEY) Se &, RN, & RIFRX F R 5 M 7k F Rk
BRI R GEIRR H o

WM R R RIR BB T Se S BB E R THEFMARR ¥ [R5 0HE g2 i)
FEBFIR S HE T2 Se S BMHXRLUR R =0. 864, HISE REU & TEB R KT P =0. 006, 4% 8. K IE
FHE o Fl T L3 FR SR 4R 5 B 38 2 e st A D S s AR B . A E R PP B LB R Se 5
BUREBEIEMAI(R=0.655,P=0.041) . Hitw Se HYWERYW I G ABRHI L], ¥ R XY Fi
REEEVEIS BRI Se FREMIMRRER = - 0. 390 MR RLH) BEVEBERKF P =0.299, fidbnl W&
FRJFH XA FP S B BE RO Se & BB NTE B ARICR , HAh 18 - 3 FRJFUR U #E 2 3 B R A D 2 3t
TSR HL, YERE % 3% B /R EE AR RN & Se A i FE R . % RSN Se il iR B F B £
BUAEXS A S A R B R YRR, WA REREE B RS Se Y.
3.3 REXKSRIPERE
3.3.1 M RER R EARY

AR PR TR 5 b 7 O SR, 2 o G 1A 3 S5 LA ok 0 7 Rl 7 3l e PR TR B ) W TR O 9
Feo PREREEIAS, BESLAESEE R, R FRIFHR SR B IR, R i IR M R IR B S H A F T QR
PRI B B
3.3.2 EHHE Se AEYRE FRJFR HIWLE

AR i DX P B AR Se 31X, 45 F bt Se ARG N[ Se 8, (i FRFR DA [R] S Y 5 4t (g B e
FIREFRAT R H Se LA R A KK T MEFAMTTE . XARBY K T 3 RS BTLE M, 38 T 3 [RJFER A
BYHFIE IR HE Se AL MR AR REUR MEZEHEZ —.
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