e 2007, 27 (2) . 203 -205

Acta Theriologica Sinica

IHAEFBHICEK —4 R HIiE
YT IvERE Bl ki

(1 RAMPER AR 5THRR, K& 130024)
(2 HMARA K ES Y RL2E FH RSB, K4 130118)

VTAEA

KGR . Wil BCa WA EA

hESEE. (959 XEfARIRED . A XEHS . 1000 - 1050 (2007) 02 -0203 -03

A new record of the chiroptera in Jiangxi Province— Myotis formosus
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Abstract: Two specimens of Myotis formosus were collected at the Shiyan cave in Liping village of Jinggangshan Nature Re—
serve in Jiangxi Province. The findings shows Jiangxi is a new locality records of this species. The two bats were described

detailedly and compared with specimens of other regions. In addition, according as the characteristics of echolocation calls,

it is speculated that M. formosus may prey upon medium-sized insects in relative open space.
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Table 1

KERMERR (Bfi. K

Characteristic comparison of morphology and skull of M. formosus in three areas ( Length in mm,

¥
E mm,

TEy)

Weight in g)

JE 25 A0 3k B I 4k

Measurements of morphology and skull
TVEREA 1 -2 sy ) CEBHARE)
Sample 1 =2 of Fauna of Zhejiang The mammal fauna
Jiangxi Mammalia of Anhui
K H Weight of body 8. 80 - 10. 40 18 10
Jefk K Length of head and body 47.00 —49. 00 65.5 56.5
ik Forea m len th 48.50 47.00 48 49.4
1 3rd metacarpal length 41.50 —43. 00
M (1) #8 1st digit length of 3rd metacarpal 18.00 - 18. 00
1M (2) 48 2nd digit length of 3rd metacarpal 14.00 - 13. 00
%IV 4th metacarpal length 39.00 -40. 50
%V 5th metacarpal length 39.50 -41. 00
# K Wing length 150.00 - 150.00
HJ® Wingspan 325.00 - 324.00
F 9% Wing width 68.00 - 68. 00
Ik Tibia length 24.50 -24. 50 23
Ji & K Length of hind feet 11.00 - 11. 50 12
FEK Tail length 49.00 -54. 00 57.5 48.5
ik Calcar length 16.00 - 17. 00
H-K Ear length 15.50 - 16. 00
H Bt K Tragus length 10.00 -9. 00
fiil 4 K Greatest length of skull 17.46 - 17. 66 23.1 17.7
3K Condylobasal length 15.30 - 14. 20 20. 3 15.7
& £ Length of nasal bone 4.82 -4.84
B 5% Breadth of nasal bone 4.28 —4.42
98 Zygomatic width 11.2 - 11. 06 14. 8 11.5
Wrid & Length of bulla 2.70 -2.68
WT i % Breadth of bulla 2.30 -2.50
Jii 3k 58 Mastoid width 7.16 -7.66
145314 Length of upper tooth row 6.78 -7.26 11.9 .1
T 514 Length of lower tooth row 7.16 -7.78 11.7 .9
W1 9% Rostral width 4.82 -4.80 4.3
flEE [8] %€ Interorbital breadth 2.34-2.78 5.2 4.2
Bk - K ¥4 Condylo-Canine length 14.02 -13.50
i Mandibular length 13.54 - 13.20
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(top) of M. formosus



2 1 VAR5 . VU7 4 3T FOBT 0 sk — Ak - 0@ 205

rtilionidae ) H B§ V. #} ( Vespertilioninae) ( # 5%,
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