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TE. ELHEAMETWET R E LE BAEARFERE T LK SR RE, SREH. RERME
LA SRR 38 X430 22,5 ~30°C 125 ~30°C ; 3R IR 43 51 R 36. 12°C 1 36. 17°C 5 K4k BRI LU 46 LAY 2
REACHI R (BMR) 435182.99+0.48 ml 0,/g + h#l 4.24 £0.50 ml 0,/g- h; K Z% BRI L8 BLAGF- 35 d5e /3R
5% (C,) 2518 0.26 £0.038 ml 0,/g+ h- CHI0.32 £0.034 ml O,/g+ h- °C; KGEFAE LB %28 &2k K
i 5 Rk B B v N, R B FE & R K TE 30 C Ik mE(E, M10.32 mgH,0/g- h, 1Ll A6 BUFE 35°C 35 v 1A,
N 14.5Tmg Hy 0/g hy K EUEUFI S L 0 BRLUAY PR 7 07 P00 He 3R I 25 U B 189 s T d i, R 48 BRUAE 30 °C iA 3
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Abstract: The evaporative water loss (WEL) and energy metabolism were measured in different temperatures in Eotheno—
mys miletus and Apodemus cheuvrieri in laboratory. The thermal neutral zone (TNZ) of Eothenomys miletus was 22.5 —30C
and of Apodemus chevrieri was 25 —30°C. Mean body temperature were for two species were 36. 12°C and 36. 17°C. Basal
metabolic rates (BMR) were 2.99 +0. 48ml O,/¢g+ h and 4. 24 £0. 50ml O,/g+ h, respectively. Average minimum ther—
mal conductance (C,) was 0.26 £0.038 ml O,/g+ h+ °C and 0.32 +0.034 ml O0,/g+ h- °C. Evaporative water loss
in E. miletus and A. chevrieri increased when the temperature enhanced, the maximal evaporative water loss was 10. 32 mg
H,0/g+ hin30°C in E. miletus, and was 14. 57mg H,0/g+ h in 35%C in A. chewrieri. Percentage of evaporative heat loss
to total heat production ( EHL/HP) increased when the temperature enhanced, the maximal EHL/HP was 34. 6% in 30°C
in E. miletus, and in A. chevrieri was 37.5% in 35°C. The results may reflect features of small rodents in the Hengduan
mountains region: both Eothenomys miletus and Apodemus chevrieri have high levels of basal metabolic rate and high levels
of total thermal conductance, compared with the predicted values based on their body masses while their body temperatures

are relatively low. Evaporative water loss plays an important role in temperature regulation.
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RE AR X R R o3 A . B R BEAH A
EEEEREBEE R EEN (Bozinovic and Rosen—
mann, 1989; Bozinovic, 1992; FfEALFI F1H &,
2000) . /NEUIH L S0 4 B AT 7 BRCRE E A Y
HHABEREAM . 400, AR s R R H iR R 4
Ti R IAROG, B 1 Sl BRI i s I A X A
¥ I §8 ( McNab, 1997; Arends and MacNab,
2001; ARERIF EMEAE, 2002), &K KK Fh
Vhm ik E EFENAIEM (Ronald et al
1997), JoH X F W HE P AW B 314 ( Bozinovic
and Contreras, 1990; Tieleman et al. , 2003), £
K BE I3 %55 T A 3 TE T BB b 1 2l i i) AR A 3 B
HEERE X (Williams, 1980; Marilyn e al. |
2001; McNab, 2002; Tieleman et al. , 2003), &
T /NI FL 3 W 25 K oK B R 2 808 vh TV I
MG 3% ( Minnich, 1970; Crowe, 1972; Marilyn
et al. , 2001; Scantlebury et al. , 2003; Pablo et
al. , 2004; Terence et al., 2005;
Gallardo, 2006), FHNWA —LLkil (ZEKE M)
vk, 1973; FRIELFFIBSCIL, 19825 H HE4HFIH)
flivk, 1988; Tfl4%, 1993; Tilfef EiHH,
2000) ,

BT L DX R R 22K, IR ARZE, M
T R 2R il 297K 53 R EE B9 40T, A2 DX H A
W2 FEVEM S 2 FEVE R RE S (RATES, 1989;
FBIEILSE, 2001), XLETRE 2 T BUNYMEL 31
BRI 1 A B AR SRR, T G TR T L /N L 2L
BT Bz 75 % 5k K B9 983 4 it R DL

K ( Eothenomys miletus) 2 V. Y W7 1L ik
Hu XA A ZEHE R4, 1993) , 78 B R A
HARRER ML, SR E VS A R R R E S e
F, B FEFER, SR (Apodemus chevri-
eri) XAFRUIR, B TWERTE, &N AER
TEFRP S, AErh [ 2 A AR I 1L DX K S )
i, RN L IR AR R ) R B
— o ARSI R T ARG BRURT R L R i e 7% R R K
AR R IR A1
1 AR E T %

LH YT 2006 4F 11 4 A = A KB E %
IR MG B R K 2 590 m B4 H %
XA Fmie A (& Wrl), db 26015
~26°45", A% 99°4 ' ~99°5 ' BE IR g T

Bozinovic and

1.1

o (MK 4 295 m) ., PR I X 20 4k C7E
3000 mPA b, ik, ke At m . AR
9. 1C, 1 A P EALAIRE N -4.0C,
7 AV m IR S 24, 1°C, AR T R 26 B2 OF I 1
DX 5 AT A A o ) B SRR, b X T
BRI, WALE, R EBENESFENK
EERE (EBR A, 1999) .

HYIE R I K= AR (RW)
Y SR E SR, BT RN R E SR

(260 mm x 160 mm x 150 mm) , JTTHEE, G ERZEL
mFE4 H, ASOLH,; BHRDRIWE M ER, H

SEDR K, B H R gt g s s . KROR
Itae K (MEPE 26 H, MEPE 20 R, v il RIE
44 FU (MErE 23 2, MErE 21 B, SR R Y AR
A
1.2 A2

S5 % H Kalabukhov-Skvrtosov #t 4] 2 J& /7
WAL HEFTI E  (Gorecki, 1975) ., SLE i FEH i
TR B 45 A 7= 1 SPX - 300 # A TA fi A 45
Hl, MBI £0.5 C, LT L5 h (A
0.5 hffi S Wik i IF W = BR B8, sk 1 h), TERFIK
EH R A AR ORI U AR, IR IR E A I
BWEAN TR, SRR YRR E, HAsth
W2 A F AR T A P B R IR TR A B 2y
3 emiU SRR, IR LASEEE S IR VE A s 7E
ZRE T PR, BRI ST B R E 2
45 s ZEA R Sh ST — MLk 2 ~4 h, BRR
I w1k AR
1.3 Z€K KK (evaporative water loss, EWL)

TP 2 i i 4 e A (R IR U B A, 45
PR 2 By 2 SO T AR, B EUERRE ORI =
0.1 mg) JHEA TR “U” AU HAE 0PI %
JRT, MR & 35425 v A R /) A 7 1) TMP -
1500 BYR AR FEHLIEAT I, 1% 2200 %€ 30 min,
T W FE 0.5 ~ 1L/min, PF %K F0 A A1 4
M, By Lk Sl e S50 0 18] HE RO 92 56 i G e, S
RrfE TR M E B 2200y EWL, W (st

BB AES) (LR R R MR A oK 5
9, 1983),

1.4 #4EF (thermal conductance, C)

I 7E AR PRSI T sh W Y f% T, i McNab
(1980) A5 € =RMR/(T, -T,), {p
RMR O # (b AU B % (mlO,/g -+ h), T, 4 HLi
(C), T AMEIRE (C),



1 4] RTT Je 55 - R L b/ 2R 0 7L sl g ) 2 i R K 5 AR A T 67

1.5 F{E

F{EIFE S % McNab (1970) AR, F =
( BMR/Kleiber 1] 22 BMR) / ( C/Bradly #132 C),
Hrr BMR i C 4351 by il AR5 25 R0 #4451 52
fd; W% BMR R C 43508 Kleiber (1961) K&
Bradly fil Deavers (1980) AY{A&H Fiili{E .
1.6 THE#IES (dry thermal conductance)

% F X T/ ( Deavers and Hudson, 1981):
Ci = (RMR-EWL) / (T, =T,), &t EWL #%
K1 mg KK 2.417 ) WHE, 1 ml 0, =20.09 J
MR A, T8N (C), T, W35 iR E
(C)e
1.7 AR = A 2% & 5 K L % ( metabolic water
production/ evaporative water loss, MWP/EWL)

MWP/EWL A2 X Wk 14 24 3l 9 7 53 #1380
TN — D EEIEPR (Arturo et al. , 2000) , MWP
FEZIHAEL ml 0, =0. 62 mg Ui 7K ( Schmidt-Nielsen
1979) #H5,
1.8 Hdn ik

B ¥5 R M Sigmaplotl0. 0, SPSS for Win—
dows15. 0 GEiTH /40 g7 AL 3, A48 By J7 22 70 #r
W R U7 22 S, SR UCEFYE + bR R
(mean = SE) FE7/~., BMR #2 {E i+ B & Kleiber
(1961) MREFHIAME . C A HIEE 550 Herried F1
Kessel (1967) M Bradly F1 Deavers (1980) 1A
U .

2 #X

2.1 IREMFEA R

FaSh, RERMMEE (T,) 5SH5EEE
(T,) WIXEFHR: T, (C) =34.53 +0.1T, (r =
-0.716, P <0.001, n =42); = Wt & Y 14 5
(T,) 5HHERE (T,) WRXR: T, (C) =
33.71 +0.1T, (r= -0.787, P <0.001, n =42)
(E1),

Fasi, ROEEAE 25°C LA T Bl T, F K& AE 4R
HE (B 2), HAEARS T RLMERR, KER
HYFES = TE 10 ~ 30°C 70 [l 8 P 2 19 1m0 13 7 2
RMR (mlO,/g- h) =7.88-0.17T, (r= -0.805, P
<0.001, n=6), KA W' HFIF {A&HE 25 % RMR
PSR I, #E 10 ~ 30°C i B P W5 3 1 [l 09 7 2 D
RMR (mlO,/g- h) =22.01 - 0.48T, (r = - 0.819,
P<0.001, n=6), W& S TEZN &I
BT 22 Wras SRR . 24 T, 78 22.5 ~30°C i, K4

BLRMR Z% A5 (P >0.05), K I KL
HPEIX R 22.5 ~30°C , PRI DAY, KGR 1Y 5
G R o 2.990 6 £0.476 6 ml 0,/g+ h, K
Kleiber (1961) AT 1l HI{E ) 226.8 £0.4% , fE
kX, Gt Pr 225087, KU BMR 51k HE B 2
#¢. BMR =19.868 3W 7 (r= -0.7383, P<

0.05, n=18),
39
—e— KB,  Eothenomys miletus
38 { —o— RIWHER. Apodemus chevrieri
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Fig. 1 The body temperature in different temperatures in Eotheno—

mys miletus and Apodemus chevrieri
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Fig. 2 The Metabolic rate (RMR) in different temperatures in Eo—

thenomys miletus and Apodemus chevrieri

Fas A, m I E RAE 25°C DL RRE T, T B
FEEEN M (K 2), HFEAES T, 24LMEX R,
v LU R B4R B TE 15 ~ 35°C 3 Bl 9 R & i [l 1
HH#EH: RMR (ml O,/g- h) =7.54 —0.11T, (r
= -0.759, P<0.001, n=6), RJH W " HiF#&k
H2EXF RMR 5205, 78 15 ~ 35°C Ju [N W
B )5 K. RMR (ml O0./g+ h) =19.45 —



i3

68 %

kL

28 &

0.28T, (r=-0.791, P<0.001, n=6), X &
TR AT E A M R O 25 e AR Y
T, 7E 25 ~30°C B, =1 RMR Z5 A% (P
>0.05), Pt i B #Aoh X5l 25 ~30°C
PP LI, L R 3 AR R R 4,236 2
+0.4957 ml 0,/g- h, A Kleiber (1961) /& & i
WIER 296.6 +0.3% , TEIMHPEIX, St 2
SN, Ll R BMR S5 AT 35 M &, BMR =
29.6487W "7 (r= -0.8986, P <0.001, n =
12)
2.2 LR K FAE

X (thermal neutral zone, TNZ) (25°C)
IR, RBMET (C) AR E, 5 T.8
K, PN 0.258 7 £0.037 6 ml 0,/g+ h+ C
(& 3), & Herried 5 (1967 ) {4 & ] 2 {H 1)
174.4 £24.4% , 4 Bradly 1 Deavers (1980) K
WIBE(E 173. 01 £23.81 (% 1), MEEE T 25%C,
C Pl PRI A il s B #E 10 ~30°C,
RGBT (C) SHEE (T,) BREIHXR
J: R=0.06+0.01 T. (R= -0.603 4, P<
0.001, n=6).

TNZ (25°C) AR, mifi e s (C) %

RYGEFERE, 5 T.AMK, FHHER 0.318 7 +
0.0339 ml 0,/g+ h- C (K 3), & Herried 5§
(1967 ) 1AH WIE{E K 181.2 £20.3% , N Bradlyt
Fl Deavers (1980) 1A & M H{H 184.3 = 20.2%
(32 2), MBS T 25°C, C W& IR EE 09 FH s
MGk FIb, AE 15 ~35C, Eil R g S
WEREMRIHEERN: R= -0.48 +0.05 T, (R
= -0.7593, P <0.001, n=6),

25

—e— KW, Eothenomys miletus
—o— EIER Apodemus chevrieri
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The thermal conductance (C) in different temperatures in

Fig. 3

Eothenomys miletus and Apodemus chevrieri

R KERMEFHE

Table 1 Energetic parameters in Eothenomys miletus
24 S I SR I ERAE 0 43 L
Parameter Measured Predicted * Percent of predicted
A BM (g) 44.93
JERIR I A BMR (ml 0,/g. h) 2. 9906 1. 3254 226.77
P T C (ml 0,/g. h.C) 0. 2587 0. 1494 174.35
KR T, (C) 35.84

M ITE AR BMR=3.42W "% (Kleiber, 1961) ;

C=1.0W

-9 (Herried et al. , 1967)

F2 BWLERKNEFFE

Table 2 Energetic parameters in Apodemus chevrieri
24 S WM SR I ERAE 0 43 L
Parameter Measured Predicted * Percent of predicted
KT BM (g) 32.61
JERIR I A BMR (ml 0,/g. h) 4.2362 1. 4262 296.6
MAEFC (ml 0,/g- h- ) 0.3187 0. 1732 181.2
| T, (°C) 36.01

« W E AR BMR=3.42W "% (Kleiber, 1961); C=1.0W %% (Herried et al. , 1967)

PP PEX N, R M FEHR0.9879
0.3094 (N=18), 7£10 ~30°C LN, KILEM
FEBEEE FTHm R, FMES TR EME. F=

3.87-0.1T, (r=-0.989 8, P<0.001, n=6);
PPN, SRR F{ER 1,099 1 £0.326 5
(N=12), fE 15 ~35Cy B A, &ibdEm FE
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BEIEEE MR RE, FIHS T, M. F=4.04
0. 11T, (r=-0.9873, P<0.001, n=6);
2.3 RGERURT & LA FRAS (R R 28 & 2K

TEA P, RBRMWZELKKK (EWL) 1E
TNZ DLF 36 A% 45 76 A R e 1K (B 4), F
14 6.684 6 mg H,0/g- h, TNZ AN I i TNZ,
EWL % @ # i, 30 °C ik, 4 10.320 9 mg
H.0/g+ h, SRR RKET I 32, LTI 0L,
10 ~30CEE N, EWL 5 T, B FIEM K, XHRK
HN: EWL (mg H, O/g + h) = 3.49 + 0.20T,
(r=-0.808, P<0.001, n=6),

TR, mili R M ZEE KK (EWL) £
TNZ DLF 36 A% 45 76 A R e 1K (B 4), F
14 7.965 9 mg H,0/g- h, TNZ AN I i TNZ,
EWL 2 @ 8 in, 35 °C ik & UE{E, H14.573 9 mg
H,0/g+ h, ZIWARERKIHH A2, LT HE N,
10 ~35 CHEH M, EWL 5 T, B FIEMHX, &RK
H: EWL (mg H,0/g+ h) =1.11 +0.37T, (r =
-0.972, P<0.001, n=6),
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Fig. 4 EWL in different temperatures in Eothenomys miletus and

Apodemus chevrieri

2.4 RYUFURTE L R 28 & 2Rk 5 7 #m) 56 &
TP, R R KRR 5 R R
( Ratio of evaporative water loss to metabolic rate,
EWL/RMR) B T8 hnimisgm (K 5), RHEXN:
EWL/RMR (mgH, O/mlO, ) = -0.40 + 0. 11T, (r
=0.963, P <0.001, n=6); &l REHEKK
KEACHRB AR (EWL/RMR) Bl T, 58 i 38 Jin
(K'5), %2%:XN: EWL/RMR (mg H,0/ml0,) =
-0.39 +0. 10T, (r=-0.991, P<0.001, n=6),

35
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—o— B Apodemus chevrieri
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.

N
1

FERIIKGREERMLE

EWL/RMR (mgH,0/ml0,)
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0.5 T T T v T T
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5 ol RS LA BT AN TR 3l B A 28 2 K AR 2Ry L

Fig. 5 EWL/RMR in different temperatures in Eothenomys miletus

and Apodemus chevrieri

TS, RERTEBEAELES (C,) Bk
TE22.5 ~30 CHE N, THHRALZHE T, 50 img
m (Ee6), & N: C,, (mlO,/g+ h- C) =
-0.48 +0. 03T, (r=-0.949, P>0.05, n=6).,
w Ll BRI S (C,,) BIARFRTE 20 ~ 30 C
RN, TSR T i m (Ke), X
Z&X H: C,, (mlO,/g+ h+ C) =-1.11 +0.06T,
(r=-0.886, P<0.05, n=6),

14

—eo— KR, Eothenomys miletus
121 —o— HiloEsl Apodemus chevrieri

Tl
Dry thermal conductance (ml0O,/gh.C)
=
o

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
IR EEIE B Ambient temperature (c)

Bl6 ROE BRI L BUZEAS [ BE R i T 4 A% 5
Fig. 6 Dry C in different temperatures in Eothenomys miletus and

Apodemus chevrieri

TR, KRR A A ™ A f 28 &k K
F® MWP/EWL B E (T.) FhembkEaL (E
7), PIEREIATFE N, MWP/EWL (%) =1.05
—0.027T, (r=-0.961, P<0.001, n=6); il
i B A K = A 2R R G K #E MWP/EWL [A]
FERAIRE (T,) Fhesmsgm, Wi e mE g7 # oy .
MWP/EWL (%) =1.03-0.026T, (r=0.991, P
<0.01, n=6),
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Fig. 7 MWP/EWL in different temperatures in Eothenomys miletus

and Apodemus chevrieri

TE T2, RO Z8 & R S B
I (Percentage of evaporative heat loss to total heat
production, EHL/HP) B&EREE (T,) F& mmsgmn
(K8), MiHEIAJ N EHL/HP (%) =
-0.05+0.01T, (r=-0.963, P<0.001, n=6);
e LA BB 2 e RO BT VR LR (EHL/
HP) [FIFEREIEE (T,) Fhemisghn, iz amEiA
J#EN . EHL/HP (%) = -0.05+0.01 T. (r=
0.916, P<0.01, n=6),

40

—e— KZK.  Eothenomys miletus
354 —©°o— B, Apodemus chevrieri

¢

ZER PG G B R
EHL/HP (%)
8 B

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
IEIREE Ambient temperature (°C)

B8 R BRI R Ll B R S [R] T BE R R 28 e RO B

R

Fig. 8 EHL/HP (% ) in different temperature in Eothenomys mile—

tus and Apodemus chevrieri

3 itk

R Z B b 5w 5 2 9 0y AR R o 37°C SR T
37°C, 1K 2 ARV W 15 S Y R IR 2 T 37°C
(Wang et al. , 2000), Bradly Fll Deavers (1980)

MEET 36 FAE R KWK, A
37.3°C, i 6 Fp H ERCF B4R R 38.4C, KEHL
MRS R IR R R, IF HAE 2 ~ 34°C 3 [ P9 4 R34
IRPEE (Wunder, 1985), fn# i M ( Macro-
tus guentheri ) 38.3C | M B ( M. agrestis )
37.6°C ( Lovegerove, 2005). K 2% R ) 1K &
(36.1C) BRZHEW LYWL (Gordon, 1993),
RIRTE 17.5 ~30°C Z A 4 F5ie g, dEFF IR IER &
ONEZN A - A = 2= T = AL iU NS
(36.17°C) WHAL, KR 17.5 ~30°C Z [0 4t +F
fEAE X AT BB XA T L DX — FhadE Ry, PR A
WX SR 2N, HiRZE K, UL mFlsh ¥
PR IR AT RRLR B T 5 > AR I N B RRAE, BIAIR
(AR L mT DL A 5 R bR 2 ) IR 2%, T A ARR
(EEAEREAME, 2000; EHEZ, 2006), [FH},
e L B AR IR R B RS R, S5 AT S
(2006 ) HRIEAFF, J34h, KGR A L BRAE
30CE B AI T, BB M 32.5C Ik, X
AR SE TR P ERAL, TR, K
Gy BRI Ll BRAE SR AR T R R R K,
T WD BIRMZE R IR, SEUE SR AR
PRIE PRI R 2 BRURD 5 1L 4 BRCZE 30°C R H LA BE
T,

Y BMR 5 o B oA 00 A L R R
B4 % Y] M & ( McNab, 1986; Lovegrove, 2000;
2004 ; Karasov and McWilliams,
2005) , Corp % (1996) BT 5% A& BLAG 8 Hb 4 HE
15 km B9 MR B ( Apodemus sylvaticus) B & 1-AT 5
R ER, — BP0 BMR LR s
BB, WA 60 BMR L ZE4 s A%, 2B T
FEFER M, R AR AR M A i R 2 8 Wy B
) BMR (McNab, 1987); 7 i i Jit i 58 Hi X 1Y
/NWTFL 3N 1 5 S RN BT Hl DX N R 2L 30 4 A
Fe, BMR KRR ( EEm EAHE, 2000), &
TR 52 56 235 TR Jd s o T L b DX R R s 1 A LA
PRI R A, KGR BUR L R A BMR 4 R
Kleiber (1961) {4 & i #i i () 226.8 = 0.4% #
296.6 + 0.3% , o F & T H X 1 T8 4 A R
(Apodemus mystacinus) (92% ) (Haim, 1982) , BMx i
Bl (A flavicollis) (105% ) (Haim et al, 1986) . #iILIAH
F. (A. hermonensis) (136% ) (Haim et al, 1993) . [A]H}
i FARZ AT R X A A, ansi i B (Micro—
(H: BMR 4 Kleiber (1961) A9
141%) . #EMEH . (M. ochrogaster) (129%) . H [ H

Rezende et al. ,

tus pennsylvanicus )
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Sl (M. richardsoni)  (131% ) . R4 H Bl ( M. breweri )
(110.4%) % ( Wunder, 1985; Kurta and Ferkin,
1991), m T ZEMmX MR Bl (214% ) ( EEERM
FAHEE, 2000) ., X A] g5 K G EURT R Ll ER Y 38
FRAEA 56, BRI Y SR Ll A B2 A il 4 S IR T
RS, H R 5 A I RS L5 R 2R A
U, BEE M G, R A R W, X
PRG0N A 2 T 26 B A3 ( B4, 2006), KL
Wi FR S BT S AR RRAE L AN, R PRI X
HO 22 5K, R gl BRI g L 0 R/ R 48 5 e iR TG
TG SRR H NST P2 BE AR RHE (E B
B4, 1999), R T ENMNERAT TR T &
T 1 6T SR o I Xof AV T B R 8 BRURI s L i BRUAE
WEEARTKGES, BYRBEFENHESD, X
JEANTE AR R AR AL T &M, eI DR A H
AR TR A BE A X R L

A, RGN L R AR K e, i
RFZRIIIE (FHEAFE, 2006), XAl g5 5Lk
RIS SIREA O, TR RBL, A T R
s, AT EYHZ, Wikies ., KoWAwxTT
XEE S YA A= A7 AR B B E ( Marilyn et al. , 2001)
R AT B Atk A 131 238 T B 2 f e B o RK A A7 i 1 — A
WKW (French, 1993; Haim and Izhaki, 1995; I-
2003), — WAL T, EZhY Y BMR
FLAE VD BESh W ZE MK, W Goyal 1 Gosh (1983)
A8 VP 5 2 () BMR i K (A 248 4 51 e
BAEAR 37% F1 16% , T EE V> Wk %5 2% BMR 43 5]
F I B 7 88 % M1 34% ( Degen, 1997) ., iX W] fig
Wi B A5 S B X B R sh ) B AR R — R R R

FE 10 ~ 25°C K 45 BRI & Ll B oY $ups e A
PRAEEARAS 40 58 Herried 1 Kessel (1967) A&
HIBA (B Y 174.4 £24.4% F1181.2 £20.3% , W i
Fb B b g BRI R, R PG AR S KO,
AR A 199.9% (EECERAE, 1994), — i
UL B AR AR M B RGEOR RE, — T T
B AT B M R 25 B R G, T L DX R Y
PRRNAAR S, A5 G RRURT /&7 Ll R 28 52 1 IR
a2, XF e A Az AL, TR T A A
)T B ER AL 5 S BN Y IR BR R B K (B
45 2006)

McNab (1970) DA U Fb 044 A% 5 10 0] L
ZEE e E (F ) RERR B AKRHE Y 6
(McNab , 1970), AT LAVE R fi i A AR B2 T s 4
7 A5 O (B R X RN o R 8 BRI s L 0 R AR

rene et al. |

HME X F B 435 0. 987 9 £0.309 4711. 099 1
+0.3265, Ik TF 240 R, g | R
(1.57), ®HEHE (1.58, 1.43) F1H [KH KR
(1.54) %5, (HIL—SHEFF2EE (Kurta and Fer-
kin, 1991; FBEA, 1999), X B W Fh sh ) 2
R AR E W RE ) AR, 7R IR A TR T A IR AR
FEPEZE

AR T s 728 K ROKAN R, KT 28Kk
KEREWNXRWMHMTREEARE MRiE
(Greogry and Snyder, 1975 ; Williams, 1980; Chessman,
1984 ; Ganey et al. ,1993 ;Amey and Grigg,1995; Wolf and
Walsberg,1996; Gilead and Berry,2001; Buttermer and
Thomas ,2003; Tirado et al. ,2007) , TEASLE F, K5
R P g L A0 B ) 7% 2 R UK B Il BE 1) T s g b T
RYRTE 10°C I Y78 K RKEH 6.275 0 mg H, 0/
g+ h, ZJE BEHE W ERT S WG, 30°C 3k F) e K fE
9 10.320 9 mg H,0/g. h, J& 10°CH) 1.64 {5, &
AR T 20T Z LB, 10 ~22. 5°C 7 KR K
ZRAEE, 22.5~30CH5ZREREE; &0
1 FRAE 10°C I A 28 & KK 5 7.164 7 mg H, 0/g
- h, ZJE BEE RN — B, 35°C kB ok
4 14.5739 mg H,0/g+ h, J& 10°C K 2.03 1%,
SN B2 Hm I, RS RGN
ERFIAKATE, B 20°C F 22.5C 2 57 A W % 5h,
HERESZRBE, EX KN R ( Meriones
unguiculatus) 14 8 i B ( Mesocricetus auratus )
(25 K IR I BE v & BIAE 10 ~ 30°C LRI, KR
0 B 4 B 3 B ) Il B 2 Ok R K B | TR 4
BIg o (H A RPN K, 1988) o FE MR H ELAY
W W R B, — s i BE Y Rl AR ) il B 2
oK i A IR R B B g Ok (EfEAe A EAH
2000) ,

MZERFRKESEEN LR BWAT A, 7
7 A i 2 T e A R 8 A v L0 B P v T — A
TR X LA B R W5 2583 ) (Arturo et al.
2000) , &5 &K B (Hinds and MacMillen, 1985;
Arturo et al. , 2000) , T4 X DL FP+ Sk & H) W64
KW mzELERKESEENLRN: EWL =
5.968M " Ay a2 2 A A8 BRI R oL I R A
R IR K EAS BN 1.264 5mg H, 0/g - h Al
1.643 9 mg H,0/g+ h, RTSLIMAGE, X0l g
SRR I X B | AU SR A G, BIVRE BT L X M AR
R4 B mifE o X, HIR 280K, [N, W T4
AR, R B S 45 [ 26 BE AR 4kt IX g (S
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FE R R KAESh W 1 5 7= $oh & o T A LA
(EfEAF T A, 2000), MWP/EWL & & 1
VRS WK FIH RPN B — A EZ SR (Arturo
et al. , 2000), 45 MWP/EWL =1 Hl MWP = EWL
Bf, AIEREXN TP ERFZE XEZE (Mac-
Millen and Hinds, 1983). K&k B A Ll B (1Y)
MWP/EWL tLR5EEZNAHCKR, AEHEIHR
A 2RI (MacMillen and Hinds, 1983; Ar-
turo et al. , 2000) ., K4 A1 1L W6 B A EWL/
RMR 3B % I8 0 T AR K, WA sh ¥ i1+
oA e I SRR Ny 1 1 B N7 A o 2 N
FEBEY HEFRAE 10 ~30°C 2Z 18] T 5 G B3] bR i K
F)| 30°C I A K 34, 6% ;5 & L BRLAG 28 R R
B2k 5 B B B RAE 15 ~ 35°C T i 110 L 1 ok
MR, B 35°CHTIL B R RN 37.5 %, "W KK
IR INHL S 7 W5 sh By 1) B #oh B AR A
7, AR B A A 90 rh 28 kRGO o B B L R
RN 48.3% (FAEAEF T E, 2000)

A, B 7 LR, M 15°C E] 30°C 1Y
T B TR P, R I RRURN & L 4 BRI 25 ke BRI
PRI LA, i H SRR AR, XS
AT A N A O, BT I AR Sl AR A T A
Wrili DX, AT GE A 2 [m] 0% A= A2k W R AE PRI 7 T 6T
T S E s AR AR 5 A AR ALY X BIL

GERRM, THRIREE T 0N [ R 1 S5 5 e K
S8 BRI ey LA BRI 28 & SR K S RTELR Y, R RE Sk
TR L IR B TR . HOR 2R R R BHER I
B[R 2 AR AR DR (SCAE T, 1989)  IARRAE
A 8 BRI &5 Ly 40 BR 1% 28 T 2 7K R4 I 9] 15 7T g
S BT BT L DX /N TR R 28 Sl P R R AR R AR AR
XA AR P8 s . Pl Sl . 2R RIK
TESh ) = o 5 A T A ML
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