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Fig. 3 The age composition and percentage of Apodemus agrarius
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Fig. 4 The age composition and percentage of Apodemus agrarius from 2014 to 2015
, [5-6] s [16] .
) C D,
C D. , \ N . 4 ,
] 17- 3 % ] H [}
50% . . 2L 7%, ,
0. 5%, , , [18-20]
. . 98 7%, . ,
78 1% .16, 1%, 1958—1959 , 263, 962,
, 93. 3%,
1988—2013 N s
b b . 60
[23]
s [14]
[} 0~ 2
C 2, ,
4. 2
N ] N |
69. 4%6.63. 8% C  2). ) 69. 4%, 10
2 RN | 70%~90% SR 9.10

, 30d, 30~90 dt'?, 12 ,



4 : (Asio otus) —

21

11, , 2011 11
) ¢ 5,2 s
’ L24] ’

[1] KONIG C, WEICK F. Owls of the world[M]. 2 ed. New Haven and London: Yale University Press,
2008, 479-481.

(2] . [M]. : ,2004; 163-164.

[3] . [J1. ,1996(6) : 30.

[ 4] . [Jl. ( ),1990(1): 63-68.

[5] , . . 0l ,2007,42(2) ; 52-55.

[6] . . .o 0. ,2010,46(5); 109-112.
[7] , . . L. ,2012,47(4) ; 36-40.

[8] LOVARIS, RENZONI A, FONDI R. The predatory habits of the barn owl(Tyto alba . scopoli) in
relation to the vegetation cover[]]. Boll Zool, 1976,43. 173-191.

[9] , , .o [M]. : ,2005.
[10] , . .o (M]1 . : ,2007 ; 316-333.
[11] , . Lyl ,1982,2(2); 211-217.

[12] MARTIC D. A review of prey selection by long-eared owl[J]. Condor, 1976,78(3): 331-336.

[13] . . 0l ,1995,14(3): 134-135.

[14] BERTOLINO S, GHIBERTI E, PREEONE A. Feeding ecology of long-eared owl(Asio otus) in northern
Ttaly: Is it a dietary specialist[J]. Canadian Journal of Zoology, 2001,79(12): 2192-2198.
[15] TIAN L, ZHOU X W, SHI Y, et al. Bats as the main prey of wintering long-eared owl(Asio otus) in

Beijing: Integrating biodiversity protection and urban management [ J]. Integrative Zoology. 2015,10;

216-226.

[16] . , .o Ly ,2009,28(8) ;
1664-1667.

[17] , , . [J1. ,1981(3); 38-42.

[18] , . [J. ,1989(1): 27-28.

[19] . , . [Ccly

1996 1030,

[20] . 0. ,2009,28(1); 140-144.

[21] . . L. ,1983,4(4) : 339-344.

[22] . . .o LJl. ,1959(5)
189-192.

[23] ; , .o 0Jl.

,2015,26(2); 579-587.
[24] , , .. LJl. ,2012,32(48) ; 5918-5923.



22 ( ) 56

Analysis of Food Composition of Wintering Long-eared
Owl(Asio otus )—A Case Study Based on Two Localities of
Shanghai and Jiangsu Province in China

WANG Junfu' , LI Bicheng', BO Shungi*, HE Xin', YANG Gang', YUAN Xiao*, TANG Sixian’
(1. Natural History Research Center , Shanghai Science & Technology Museum , Shanghai 200127, China;
2. Shanghai Wildlife Conservation and Management Center , Shanghai 200023, China;

3. School of Life Sciences, East China Normal University, Shanghai 200062, China)

Abstract: During 2010—2012 and 2014—2015, pellets of wintering Long-eared owls in Chongming county
(Shanghai) and Yancheng City(Jiangsu Province) were collected and the composition of the food were analyzed.
Totally, 717 intact pellets were collected which include bones of 804 individuals from 7 species, 4 species were
small mammals, such as rodents and musk shrews, accounting for 93. 7% of the total pellet samples, and the
other 3 species were small birds of Passeriformes. The results showed that the amount of the predation on
Apodemus agrarius was the largest, accounting for 89. 2%. And. the predation on adult group [ of the Apodemus
agrarius was taken by the highest percent, accounting for 40. 2% in numbers. Moreover, the proportion of
predation amount of different age group is the same as that of native population. We supposed that the predation
targets of wintering Long-eared Owl changed according to the surroundings of local prey and the compositon.
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