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(1. ARAEAOl RAE B A S BT IR BE , /R EE 15004052, T RBZ I ER R A AR XAEBLR 4011 750021)

2008 45 7 —8 H B 22 1L %t Rl 43 7 A 3 A B BB ST R4, FI IS8 BTN B HE A #T THR. M 10
MG FR P —JRIEE T 297 A A1 305 HE D REZEAE , G E PR 2 RFER 4L 40 NE B HEABIT oM. SREW L ESES
FREW 19 B35 (B ) Y, 555 (29.74% ) RBKR (18.82% ) (S AR (10.30% ) (K1 (7.76% ) IKFE(7.47% ) 2
HEZEY 4 FREFESHAZEY; ASEDERER 11 R 18 F (&) Y, /NI (36.26% ) L 1L#5(23.10% ) \JKH
(16.84% ) FRHFZEY), /MUK DEEBWRZEY . EREFREEYT, oKL 8.67% AR L 3.97% , RAFFA
i 69.43% ,AERAFIEEAR 5 17.94% ; DEER Y P, TR G 89.61% ,HEAR (5 5.38% , RARIFEA 5 1.03% , ERAF A
1 3.99% . \NEVEZHEMEYESOTRERE , 5 F 1 Shannon-Wiener 8 E(H T 5 i , T 5 fEHY) Pielou ¥ A BME YA
SR EREE T AL, A XML ERLE I HEVES ESMNESIEHEN65.17%
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Summer diets of Sympatric Blue Sheep ( Pseudois nayaur) and Red Deer ( Cervus

elaphus alxaicus) in the Helan Mountains, China
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Abstract: We collected fresh fecal samples of sympatric blue sheep ( Pseudois nayaur, n = 297 dung piles) and red deer
( Cervus elaphus alxaicus, n = 305 dung piles) during summer between July and August 2008 in 10 drainages of the Helan
Mountains of Ningxia Muslem and Inner Mongolia municipalities. Two fecal pellets from each of 40 dung piles of both sheep
and deer were mixed to form a single, species-specific composite sample. Microhistological analyses indicated that blue
sheep consumed 35 plant species or genera from 19 families; Stipa spp. , Poa spp., Seseli intramongolicum, Ulmus
glaucescens , Agropyron cristatum were most common. Red deer fed on 18 plant species or genus from 11 families, and Salix
microtachya var. bordensis, Populus davidiana, Ulmus glaucescens, Agropyron cristatum were most common. Graminoids
comprised 69% of the diet of sheep, followed by forbs (18% ), browse (8% ) , and shrubs (4% ). Red deer fed mostly on
browse (90% browse, 5% shrubs, 4% forbs, 1% graminoids). The Shannon-Wiener diversity index for blue sheep was
higher than that for red deer. The Pielou uniformity index and food niche breadth of red deer were higher than those of blue

sheep. Nine of the 43 identified species were eaten by both species, and the niche overlap index was 65.17% .
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BRI EZ RN EER R, MR RYF Z E QST A ER " SYRBERSHY 535
A, BRI EZANR T . BRI RSV E =R R, W RN ESFR
RI4R, %t FE A S MR 3 JIR S AW B A BB RS . M TABESIYEREAS FRFE, L
WY EERY), AR RS A B Sh P 2 A 58 St BB o A 2 S A B XA A A Bl
WIRETE RS H RN AR BB R R I, T LA VR A R AL A R R S S R 1 o TR I R
A B BTSN T i [R5 B AP R R e S A EE MR

& (Pseudois nayaur) FIEs B ( Cervus elaphus) 238 2% 1 Rl 434 9 2 FhA BESE, ¥ vh E 0 E R R
B shy, b o R R AR A T S RERT R AP (C. e. alxaicus) BRI T T EMASH R
TR 22 1L By, TR E M — SR AE R R RN AR | R A R e 4 A 1 R B/ R R D B — 1 B
BFREEC S ARRECA R FIAE A 26 TR 2SR AR 24 Sl B A BRARAE , o2 R I R AR TG 1) 3 AL
Flam AR FHl, X EY M EEEHBENAEY RS KEshnEER T HK,E
X, EERABEGYEVREENEY, BV FRENTRE/D, BMESREZENRENT £T
I, 2008 4B XA 24 1L [R50 19 E 2 A S RE R B P BEAT TS, DU IR IE T .
1 FRXBE AR

B 22 LA TR SR A B35 1 SR 2 1] (645 38°21'—39°22" , R 45 105°44'—106°42" ) , TR = JE—
2 000—3 000 m, %722 [ BTl 5K E R Z B A%, 25T 2O, F R K & 200—400 mm Z[H],
FEHZER B 2 000 mm , FEHTFHEH 170 d, B2 ISR E AR, NILEER FH 4 MEHEE
O EJFEHF , 4375 Tk 1 400—1 600 m, LASE L4 5 (Stipa breviflora) FIH#E AR .34 (Ajania fruticulosa) 2y
R MR R A, W B 10% 24y ; QI s AR B 7, A2 T 4K 1 600—2 000 m 2 [8], JK#i ( Ulmus
pumila) g /ME S KREZ I EIEX REYAHGE S £ KEKERE SRk ( Prunus mongolica) #E M ; @1l
MR, 4345 F 1 900—3 100m Fy LRI 5 LT , 457 A3 A BIAMAE AR , BIVMAR ( Pinus tabulaeformis )
PR (1 900—2 350m ) F1 ¥ ¥ = #2 ( Pinus crassifolia ) Ak W47 (2 350—3 100m) , {R 4 A i % ( Populus
davidiana ) FRFNIKAT FEHS (Juniperus rigida ) Bidk, LA Ko /N 4: 8% #§ ( Dasiphora parvifolia ) VE D\ FIAE VG 48 55 1§
(D. mandshurica) # M ; @IV LI AFIF M), LT 3 100—3 556 m () 3206 J&] Bl st nfy , S B A o B B AR AR
(Salix cupularis) F1 R &4 %9 JL( Caragana jubata) %)
2 MIRAE
2.1 HEYFFEEERLE

£ 2008 4E 7—8 H , A F ML B P /I 10 MR (3D 78 0 KK VK RS
LA AR FERNE FESF O EIE D) WEE THR LA &R EKE 2 000—3 000 m FEL, RIEEZE
B ANE AL BEFEAE TR KA B, IR R 1045 3d N ROBT B 3608 ( B B0, AR T A 1R I 06 # , B XA 2R
IKBDA Gy BT ELERAE o ) R AE (G B B, O RO I ) A AR S S A B AR AR S B . I — 3L R B 297 M
FF AN 305 HE D M RARIORL, B R I RIZEHE P B 2 RLVE N A AT, 20 3 ZH AR 20 A5 2 R E i
HEMA  FHEREAR R R

2004—2008 411y 7—8 A AESAT A F TN, FE AT S F WEE I [R] B, SRR HLTE 3l X8R i B B AR F 2K, B
BAMEYNE ZE A, BREYRACRE 2 (HEFRIR) , — R 7E 4 R ARG E N, PR =GR R
FAE BMAHA DTS BHEDEARTMET R, 55— B ThrAdeh  FE KM %E .
2.2 BRUTHH&

WS AEYTE 60 CHEFG AL 72 h IEE, FITH LA | mm FFEY FEHUB BE, SR 5 7E 40—100 H 73+
rhii i, B A, AR B O E o

BULBHEYIRITERE (A 1 g) A /INBEARH , i 10—15 mL %25 (NaClO) , jif B W% , WLEE i [B] HR 4 A [R]
HEYECHE R E . BER3 h A FRBUNFREYE THRA BB KNERI b, HERR K5, 1
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10 x 10 f5 Y ARG T SR, AnZEAETE M , LKL % B 200 H J3FE 0 b /K b R 3R B AR BS W, A 50 ml BEdR
W TR ALY B0 e 5 30 min, 5B ARETGH op LR E LS i H W, FnE R E . S HEY
FEAH 3 5K,

S B SEYAERE , BE S 10 5K,
2.3 BHRIBEK

ik B FERCK 100 £5 M BAYEE TR 2 10 NMLET , 10 R EF ib  ILR WI HHAAE Y 2R B fA R
K EMEYESF DR G EFEA P R IIR F(% ) KAK

F=100(1-¢7")

S LT R AT BHA R B A R A B BE D, D XA AR % BE RD

RD = (FFHEY) AT P BIR A R 7 % BT ) 7 (& A AT HEA AR LR B 2% BE Z ) x 100%

BRI , FIHOK 100 4% (5% 400 £%) B B0 BARYLY Bra B8R Fa 88, M PORHRAE

FIFH Shannon-Wiener 185t H' 5] BEFe 5L J' AESALTEETRE B tra FM S EER N EMHREHF
P R AR

S
H =-Y PlogP,
=1

Pielou ¥ 5 M35 %L
J =H/H,,
ARSI TEETR S
B=1/Y P;
K, PREBFEAEY R BAEFT AR B8P RG], H,, = InS, S 3Eeh R ILMHE L
15 ] Schoener AW EBIEH ™ A AL M EMNEYWESR, AR WTF -
D, =1-0.5(3 1P, -P,1)

K, Py Py o 5 EE A AL FR Y ES BB EY P I E . DEN T O(RAES)
MI(ELES)ZE
3 &R
3.1 AFEMOEMEEEYAN

XF 10 NVEFR I 40 035 F A5 R & FE R AR FIZE 08 B ik b AT B, S5 SRR T, B 22 e 2 4
HEILWE 19 R 35 F (&) 1Y), 535 (Stipa spp. ) \FBR (Poa spp. ) N5 AR & ( Seseli intramongoli-
cum ) JRAGT KB (Agropyron cristatum ) SEAEYINE BUE - B AW A LK) 86.79% , Horp 41360 29. 74% , R#K
9 18.82% ,NEEH AR E 4 10.30% 41 F REFREENRFZEY . W2 SBEEEFHRE 11 R 18 F (&)
HEY) , /NI ( Salix microtachya var. bordensis) | 1147 KT 2 e A0 8 5 E B Z= 2 W) 4H L) 89. 60% , Hodr /)
ZIMI S 36.26% , 1114 (5 23.10% , JKAf 5 16.84% , Fig =125 10.08% , /NIMIH SRER FEH K FZEY (R
1), BHFMEBREILE I MEWES, 75 KM LG FRE (Zizyphus jujube var. spinosa) /N4 B 52
Ji Bk B B (Rosa xanthina) | &5 & ¥ ( Carex spp. ) F1 K # ( Rheum spp. ) , Schoener £ ¥) & & 15 $ N
65.17%
3.2 AHFMOEMEYHE

EBFTEEZEREMRSHEY T  EAHEY R EFENEERY, HEFEREEN 89.65% ., FFARMMER
X 8.67% F1 1. 68% ; 55 RER B MM , AT i ELl =53k 89.61% , M E AWML L 4.73% (B 1),

MNEYZAEEF B YA SALIEERTE , & F 1Y Shannon-Wiener T840/ T 5 i , T 5 1) Pielou ¥4 145
BHEYASMIEERER TEF(R2),
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F1 BEEFNOEZTSRWHEN
Table 1 Diet composition of blue sheep and red deer during summer in Helan Mountains
F (% RD (%
A} Family HIAIFIS ) ee - 2y HE = hEE
Plant species = ol
Blue sheep  Red deer Blue sheep Red deer
WPl Ephedraceae BEF WK Ephedra rhytidosperma T - 0.12 -
#A%B} Pinaceae HIF=AZ Picea crassifolia - 28.98 - 10.08
TS Pinus tabulaeformis - 10.29 - 3.20
IR} Salicaceae 11#; Populus davidiana 6.46 53.34 0.90 23.10
INALH Salix microtachya var. bordensis - 70.78 - 36.26
#i#l Ulmaceae WAy Ulmus glaucescens 43.75 43.52 7.76 16.84
#B} Polygonaceae K# Rheum spp. T 1.15 0.05 0.34
#EH} Chenopodiaceae WAMFEE3E Salsola laricifolia T - 0.10 -
/NBER} Berberidaceae JINEE Berberis spp. 1.22 - 0.17 -
H KB} Crassulaceae INNLT 5K Rhodiola dumulosa - T - 0.28
FEH-HiB} Saxifragaceae ZXHET Ribes spp. T - 0.04 -
Rl Rosaceae NN 581 Potentilla parvifolia 1.12 8.23 0.15 2.53
SRERHF Potentilla glabra - 5.34 - 1.62
Sl ek Amygdalus mongolica T 2.87 0.02 0.86
I Rosa xanthina T 1.27 0.00 0.38
54835 Spiraea spp. T - 0.00 -
& B} Leguminosae WMWiK S Oxytropis aciphylla 2.19 - 0.30 -
BT Lespedeza spp. 1.92 - 0.26 -
#3538 )L Caragana spp. T - 0.08 -
HHTE Astragalus spp. 15.62 - 2.29 -
BZ=#} Rhamnaceae A Zizyphus jujube var. spinosa T T 0.01 0.12
:FEF} Umbelliferae W52 B Seseli intramongolicum 53.42 - 10.3 -
1% 5} Plumbaginaceae FMfLFE Limonium spp. T - 0.01 -
JEIER} Polemoniaceae HIELE Conwolvulus tragacanthoides 1.1 - 0.15 -
PEELR} Rubiaceae NS HF T3 Leptodermis ordosica T - 0.00 -
P55 Rubia cordifolia 1.71 - 0.23 -
ZAF} Caprifoliaceae INH A Lonicera microphylla 2.1 - 0.29 -
3%} Compositae WEAR T34 Ajania fruticulosa T - 0.00 -
/R Z& ¥ AE Heteropappus altaicus T - 0.00 -
& Artemisia spp. - 5.11 - 1.55
/N1 34 Dendranthemum chanetii - 3.53 - 1.06
KGHL Leontopodium spp. - T - 0.06
AKAF} Gramineae %3 Stipa spp. 88.98 3.42 29.74 1.03
BEK Poa spp. 75.23 - 18.82 -
VKEL Agropyron cristatum 42.52 - 7.47 -
REWEL Roegneria spp. 37.73 - 6.39 -
R Chloris virgata 23.13 - 3.55 -
P23 Phragmites australis 20.81 - 3.15 -
HEBREL Elymus spp. 2.32 - 0.32 -
J B HE Setaria spp. T - 0.00 -
WHIB} Cyperaceae BEL Carex spp. 36.12 1.23 6.04 0.36
5 Kobresia spp. 1.08 - 0.15 -
BH4EF} Liliaceae & Alliums spp. 8.11 1.13 1.14 0.33

F SRR £ D RS AR b BB RD - (R E S L T:RD <1%

http ://www. ecologica. cn



1490

HF
Bt
i
b

30 &

4 g
4.1 HBHEMAWIHIE

P2 0 AU AT 25 3K 18 1O 45 3R R B A4 2
HEEFMEERY (E 1), Hds 3 RER K,
ROV B R AR BA T 4 2 H 2 MR 70% , 1
fbAE TRATR A, o A 78 9 Ho B, TFE TR AR A
BRIRMIST, 9 5 B L BIAR A (35 1 1) o X BRIELE 5
5 Liu 250 B B SR e X 7 — M [X 2526 () B PR 52
R, T B BB BT . AR TIZEAS KB e o
TR R LB VKA AR P A e R HOIH Forage category
T R FAE R AR ep , phy FHA RS 2 0, T L
RARHE OB, BRI VK B35 S H s R A 2 Bl SFREEXTRENRARRLANLR
Zlgo J,l:[f. 57|‘ — %H—Y ﬁ’ [:[: {ﬁﬂ 1«52 //l\ E(J ﬁ% E 2 ﬁm% 73_& EF‘ Fig. 1 Relative percentage of forage categories in the diets of
BRI LS AL —E 20, AR BT 345 1 A 2 BT
REFA T MR RS 4R X SR RIMBIS A 2, — S BAR/ P B2 5 1AL H R
FASSE B TR R R B

EHRE RSB AL IR EERTT .
EWELBEBREZNEPERNEERNEE " e der

O
S
I

A H¥
— 9

N ®
S O
I T

N W s U
S O O O O
I I I I I

M) E 4y b Percentage in diet/%

(=}
I

(=}

blue sheep and red deer

P A A X IE A AR XA I EE R A5/ #% Blue sheep  Thjf Red deer
LB AERENREE N R ZRI(P. bifurca) | Y Species 35 18
EEMB T EENEF Y Trans-Himalaya X, HZ& 7 2.79 2.64
HEIE 80% FRAFIRA, JUREFF 24 1% W™ e 0
20.7% 2E3F (Festuca spp. )17.2% ,16% W AE R KT 5 4:49 4:74

EEAH 4% B ;76 JE IH /K i Mustang #i X H %
EER YR RARIEAR 5 51. 1% , FEA 5 F R
PRE A EERE—F BN (P. fruticosa) , 5 20% 2457, T4 JEIH/R H9 Manang Hb X B 24426 H &4
HRABIEA (5 41.5% , FEAFEHFE RER BB LS, AMEEUE 33.2% WA . @i ARG
FEAT LA Y, AR I 437 2 B AR R SR WA A AR ), (B R K2 B, A 22 L B B R M R
— P, X B A SRR R SRR O EERRABINER, R EEA B,
4.2 EZDRENEYRIT

ThREN 2 A0 FRRM B IR HBIX | R T PG A R 3 58 oy K 19 R R AP b X B
FEHX AEMNFGILEE R ALt K ) (U R Bk A 8 MR . BFEA 221 DRI ECR 18 FiEdy, /N 1
W JRAEETT AN B RE 2 W2 R ) 89. 60% , Forh /NI A i 36.26% , 117 (5 23. 10% , JR#i (5 16.84% ,
FWF T4 10.08% (£ 1), RHFAKE B2 DEEZHEERY, #L2HED RASAPMHF
7 B AR T 22 1L SRR AT Ak, 2B 26 A (JB) M4, PR M (27.37% ) (15 (11.75% ) B8 1
BE(9.83% ) /N 4B (8. 12% ) FHERBIR(7.51% ) FsEA5)L(6.52% ) REHFERY . S54FMIL,
HZ 0 R R Y R TR X BARE &I 7 Hu X & S IR =, T 2 A0 Y MR B =8 10
S, PR A — U R R A B ) A K 2 ) A R R 6

(6 AT B A SR R AL R TR U B A R R AL ERSE  £R BRR F3E d 3h 0 T AL S 1 /A
eoh A B R B M R . I RL R, B RN 2 R A 5 4 A% B A, DR LB AR U 38 P R
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T AL B F R F I AR BS54 , 7T 8 Sh AT B R B A2 %) 2608 BT s R 2 T 388 v T B ML e
Fr et i B LA, (EL7E SEPRBIR IS AR RV PO 30 A SR A7 70 b 18] 22 53, R IRV ) £ R RO AR RD A
RN IR WAETEF ] 25 5, SB— SR L R R B RAG, B E R E], Hesh, hi T
AFRMZET S ESYNEEBEAR, B2 LD EE AR EAY MR R T et S AR ZET TR
X EWEE EURAFETEFRTRE L,

BRI ALGHRE D R 2R E MY, (BRI B SENRERY, X 5L FHAERKE
Blo FERZ I D REAETEZ T G , B 270 I RO X 35 S T A& 2 N AEAR RO K 3% 30 i T/ e
W E B TE B IR X, BT DL 2442 I T A B g 4 b IX A Ly vh B /NLO W, T 24 3 2 T g Rl 3
TR ALK B, /NI S E R WHEY KR BY .

H X SERHERR EEEPENRICERE(C. e xanthopygus) FIBFFE , ANTET A H X A H IR )
AAAEYIHIAL S5 7 98. 8% , FE 4% HE(Betula spp. ) WIHIZEHE ( Tilia amurensis) ¥ % 5 172630 75 1 X HLHR
BARAHYIHIRSE 5 82.09% , T2 pi#fy 2848 Bk ( Corylus mandshurica) & Th T % (Syringa amurensis) 4% i
5 BE ( Phellodendron amurense) 4" ; 7E B Z BF A 7R b T - BEBUR AR A M40 B9 I DA B 0 B, A6 4% 141 LG4
5 11.31% P s MZE SR &4 , @ AR IR0 5 25 I R BUR 26 L 85 il , 5 BFAMITSE 348 45 AT FEAR
KEFD . MTHIR MK 2SS, 322 10 D ER S MR S R D EEER RN ZE S, (A REE—1
FIRLE, BV ARAH Y R DR B,

4.3 HEFHENMLENEPES

TRER ZMATE B IR X (Rt T 2 B 22 I R R, BT LA IE SR 1 400 m (0 1113 B2 S5 T
H—HEHEER 3 000 m & ILEN A SFEN 060, DA F NS EEEN AN ESAESR
B . BARRBMRNAEEMDEEESAH 9 HEYWES, Schoener BYEBIEHUIKE T 65.17% , Bn
AR ENEYEERAEENES , HRKA, Ry ESHERD (K1), EESZHXFER
BHEHAEY (89.65% ) , T REFERE T AL I (89.61% ) (B 1) , RUIAF D BERCE MHEYF7ER
KIIZES . X—L5RE T H, EEYEENESRBM AN A EN D ENRYERE —ENES,H
WHFZEYRARK, BREEMDEESYREESNRRREAE , 7T 5 E 2525 RS 3h i A 55 R R
R, EZEAFRIT FBCE AL TR R B 1 600—2 000 m ) Ll HBRAREL AT , HTE 0 ST e AR () 3% | BH B
Mg AR , UK AL IR ETTAR TR, FeAR S /NMas BB, B RER AR R RER, &Y
B AT <30°F0 >35° B4 B A T3 fr, HLEE KRS 5 T B4 FAR 22 1L b Beiig k2 000 mbd |
BRI DR AT S L AT P bR T 25 L DA A, 76 1L M b B S A A A % TE RS AR [l A 2
RNHEYFHEN AR SR T AL D EESNRERKER .

]3804 A 0 B4 A A AEAR Ry AR B g — AR B AMEML I, 4 SR A Z 18] LA — PR {l i 5 =X A [R) e U
i, 2% e A FAEL S WEUR I 280 B B A 22 B, IR BRAE B ) (25 Ja) RIS (] BSR40 o 3R 22 1 R4 A
HEMDERFAENPIRER TR, “EERYWRIE N A _E X ML, I8 4 7E H b4
1T BB 7E R R R B 1 b R T A e MRS LR, 7262 i) A0 B [ Y U 22 0 T B UMK H B RE AR LR
il B BT
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