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Rodent Community Diversity in Forest Lands of North Shaanxi
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Abstract . 3 types of radent communities were classified in forest lands of North Sheaanxi by clustering and
principal components analyzing. The Wugi community is the representative community in dune area of the
Loess Plateau area, There were more species and different densities. The dominant species were Chinese
zokor and jerboa. The key species damaging the forests were Chinese zokor and grass rabbit. The forest
community returned from farmland retained the characteristics of original farmland. Its dominant species
was Gansu zokor in Qiaoshan,and Chinese zokor in Wuqgi, The species and biomass of community in
Qiaoshan forest land have bigger variety because of the vegetation condition. The species in the natural
secondary forest were fewer and the density was lower, the dominant species were yellow mouse and squir-
rel. The community in shrub forest owned both the characteristics of natural secondary forest and farm-
land, its dominant species were yellow mouse and squirrel toco. In clear cutting forest, the dominant
species was Gansu zokor.
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Table 1 The rodent species composition of sample plots

HWEH S FEE O RR/E O RR BR BR BR YH HE R& FH  HEW

Qs-1 8 48 10 5 21 1 3 1 6 1 o E
Qs-2 8 51 7 11 15 2 4 3 7 2 R
Q5-3 7 42 5 20 9 0 2 1 2 3 IEIEHh
QPB-1 7 13 o 3 4 1 1 1 2 1 WTEH
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Fig1 The clustering analysis of the rodent community
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Fig. 2 The principal components taxis of the rodent

community in forest lands of North Shaanxi
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Table 2 The principal components analysis of the rodent community in forest lands of North Shaanxi
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