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Abstract: To provide a scientific basis for rodent control strategies in the three prefectures of southern
Xinjiang, a field survey was conducted in 2023 across Kezilesu Kirgiz Autonomous Prefecture, Hotan
(Hetian) Prefecture, and Kashgar (Kashi) Prefecture. A total of 910 survey points and 83 snap-trap quad-
rats were established to assess rodent infestation levels, dominant rodent species and their population

densities. The results showed that 766 of the 910 survey points exhibited low infestation levels (0-2),
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including 291 in Hotan Prefecture, 172 in Kashgar Prefecture and 303 in Kezilesu Kirgiz Autonomous
Prefecture. The remaining points displayed moderate-to-severe infestation levels (3-5). Areas with the
most severe rodent damage (levels 4-5) were concentrated in Pishan, Cele, Minfeng, Moyu, and Yutian
counties of Hotan Prefecture; Tashikuergan Tajik Autonomous County of Kashgar Prefecture, and
Aketao, Wugqia, Aheqi and Atushi in Kezilesu Kirgiz Autonomous Prefecture. Snap-trap data revealed
locally high rodent population densities in Pishan County (Hotan Prefecture), Maigaiti County and
Tashikuergan Tajik Autonomous County (Kashgar Prefecture), where trapping rates exceeded 10%.
Morphological identification and CO/ barcoding of 212 trapped rodents assigned them to seven species
belonging to seven genera in three families. Among these, the midday gerbil (Meriones meridianus
psammophilus) was the dominant species in Hotan and Kashgar prefectures, accounting for 74.70% and
51.30% of captures, respectively. Overall, rodent infestations in the three prefectures of southern Xinji-

ang were generally light but exhibited severe outbreaks in localized areas. Therefore, rodent control

efforts should prioritize regions experiencing high infestation levels.

Key words: southern Xinjiang; grassland; rodent; infestation level; DNA barcoding; survey

MERPEAERASRGE T —RELEWNAEY),
TEYESP R A ) Z2 R S A R G A T i A
B (XA, 2022) , {H Y RIS FIE 25 B 2 KA,
AT s B R Ay S R R S A, 1 B i
BRBE, B = AR, IR = iR A e Ah &8
O R AN = i HE S Marmota himalayana .
JK 58 Marmota baibacina ik % IR ¥ F Spermophi-
lus dauricus %5 231515 %% (Duan et al., 2024) , X A
AL B ISR . PRI, W TR RIS iy At |
KRR FEE LI R I 240 B 15 it , X T 447
R AR RGN R AR E kR A B

R YIFN A E FEER RS TB ., W
Wl EEMREFEINPIES S BEA T 5k,
MBS S ik AR A T I AR 5 (CE R A
FEIR,1983) . TERPAPNSE LA A TAE PRS2 % 2
SRS W) 8 58 114 1 %5 (Panti-May et al., 2023) . #Rifi
F T5B53 BRI T AR 2 AR (D B Ao 5 sl A AE B
% (Antil et al., 2023 ) (USRI 2P ARMERT HE A
YOE . TERS A SOE LR I, R DNA 0B HR
AT DL JOAS 7 b % 4 B 4T %5 5 (Hebert et al.,
2003) . ZRRIARANME 2R C ST IE 1(cytochrome
C oxidase subunit I, COI) JE P 5 51 & 85 FH A Wk 14 2
YIRS E 1) DNA S5TE RS (51555, 2018 it
T4F,2022) 38 H NN [ — A ) COLEEINFH A p-
FEEG AT 2.00% , I H ] i 152 4% i B8 e i KT
ol A (149388 14 1 25 (Hebert et al., 2004) . DA i3 ik 4y
BTN L AR S8 Wb 5 808 e TR [l F COI P4
) AFLARL P T 52 R 49 1) 48 28 (Kress & Erickson,
2012; #1545, 2018; Antil et al., 2023) ., 41, F)

1545 (2024) ] COTEER P9 X0 T AR A AR B2k
Yy E 4T DNA B A% %08, R ) R A KBS
Rattus = [R) FRAHE] ) p-BE 5 6.86%~11.43% , L1t
3 2.00%; Ojeda et al.(2022) 3 43 M1 g AE Tympa-
noctomys 2 Abrothrixhirta 5250 COIFH) LR,
Phyllotis xanthopygus PP Z A REIFI P Kimura 254
(Kimura-2-parameter, K2P) izt £ 15 25 BH i = T 0|
PIRHRI AL R  SRITZ IR ] REAFAEZ IR
BrEmAEE K AR X (R PRHTEE ) A PR AE I =
Wi, RIS I ARz s, fiid
B SRR H ShAT 19, LrPik SR 3, BURES 7,
O FURE8 b A U} 3 b (BRaHESC, 1965 T L HEFIAZ 5t
J5,1983;Cheng et al.,2018) . Bl EBRSMRATNE , 5T
Tk SR R A S oA AL T e R, HRST
T Bt = PN e i B 1) i A I OO v AN T, B (s A
TR B S5 U B A TR Bl = B S R, T
PRI R A 2 S B R AR I B0, X T 2l e
L EE BAA S S AW e 5 =
B R AR I, T 2023 4F 5—7 ) 7 g SRR HI M
DX Al DRI S AR R SE A5 IR (RIFR 5 )
BEE 910 M A fUFN 83 N Jeitihr Iy, Tl He Rl 2
SE T BUHE BRSSP SRS
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X R va I o SE M AS T 5 VG R, s K L ik
PR EB KR & R AR ER L B L b SRS R 2
PG b 2%, 4 O MR E R 7.25 5 km?, L HE
90.00%. W& f H X A7 F B 5 VG e &6, A AR
16.20 J3 km?, PUARMEAAK R i Jit , 2 i i B2 & 1
IREB R B S P F TRV A XA i A
R, B AL S L, AR ASE o B T VU 1
BT A 24.74 T km?, L H 5 33.33%, Vb K ORE |
63.00% , ZEMAN 15 3.70% , 4% V0 755 F1 5 BE 4351 B K
INASEEY 300 5,

T AN - A R 2 o [ =4y M4l Fast-
Pure 2l Jitl/2H 21 3 [ 2H DNA 32 UK 77 &5, 1 5T i e
B W R A BR A F)  Mastercycler® nexus X2 PCR
1%, 1% [ Eppendorf /3 & ; Y 600MCS-3 4 [l iz e i
Uk R4, 6 B AR 7 Bk & A RA A
ABI37301 74 , 3¢ [ Thermo Fisher Scientific 2\ ] .
1.2 Fi&

121 #HB=MERIALSEES5HFTRE

R = b PH R 55253 A AR SR B P S 3 1 0, A
BETT IS AT AR 101 55, 1055 910 I A o, 182 83 >
SRRy, oA e 4 991 A4, FHAT 4 I A s B 2
1~10 km, £ FEAF 2S5 E 3~4 45 500 m A2 A5 KR
2k FELZR B IE R 10~50 mo 5 MM L350 1 5 A i 2k
44 2% TR 15 370 A B A A, B LAY, 8
29007 5 A Hb X F e IS A 2R 21 4%, i35 1951
WA, T 3Ry, A e 1 801 4 T H
i DX BT B A 2 36 2%, 1 345 MBS A 0 I E
A1AIAHFE DT, HeATIE 2 2904,

1.2.2  #HB=HNERRERAEF BRI EH T Tk

X AR B 0 & L RO, i AT H IR A
TG S BRI TR SR I A BT 1A 20 5 X R %
JEE I IR A 3T PR 32 T A A58 11 48, B
TP T BRI SEHE, IR0 5 R 14k, 24 h S 4eiT
TR ES i B A A5G 85 A TR BRI B ] L
12425 m i Bl N AR B SO0, IEXT LUAR R A= 458 F T
B A DI, B TR S B MR A bt A
EAYIGTIETE BRI B R BER (7 1558, 2022)
A KR A S e it BRI A v B R AR S I
Jrik (ENEARSE, 2024)  ARWFREHIE T 6 R H & 4E
SEARE  BRUEADT - 0 9%, A WLE R ATAa] RS9 30
FUCR TR 5 1 %, 76 1 57 B, (ELJE BRI SR 5
2 9% A ULAT SRR, O<H M SR BREPR<10% 5 3 2%, vl Il
DRI B R 109%< B TS BEHR<20% , B2 H
F 4, n] LB R Sl U s B, 20%<75 15 BE

R<30% , B EE N3 55 9%, ml L KB 3l B B
T, B BEA>30% , RIVE i 3 (7 1E45,2022;
ENE NG, 2024) o AR B R A bRt it B
NPT B A e ) B B R A R B A TP A I
ERERAEER, ERFLEABRE 3R X
BT 0.5~1.0 ho* (IR FE DT A5 TRIFER T 1 000 m,
BRI PSS RELR , (B HE 40 m, 7R A3 S RELR B
53 L2 (120 mmx65 mm) , DL 8E 46 4= fi7s
T, JeE 5 m, A5 50~100 1 (FEIE AN, 2024) . R
iR = 7 BB/ A A B < 100%
123 @B =M ERIAMAFRAKERTLEFERL

P 122 BT PR A T AR 0 RS B T -20°C 0K
FEORAT o TRIE BB 23 BU2E 1~2 em Y B 2H 41
BT 75% Wk P, T -20C K FE R AR, H T I 22
DNA & IE 538 . S% Chrimmi i Bk & R) (%
SCLAE,1995) KB SCAE (2025) 73 K R G, AR
IRBBFEARMSINE S| S T 82
1.2.4  $58 Z 30 3R RAF DNA 5 A5 508 Fa A7

SR R T 252 10 S 2 AR I e A R I )
R, >R F DNA SE 1 T 5 0 . RERIE S 4
ShHL | MWAS[FIARE T 3R 8 B b B4 B ATL Pk 328 1~2 H
VERREAR AT 07 %8 Lk T 29 AR Forp
12 BT V0 B Meriones meridianus .3 2 2 H1 /R 10 il
Apodemus uralensis .2 J 78 B VY §R Brachiones przew-
alskii 4 J WK R 1 B Microtus juldaschi (3 F 3% HL
A Bk B Dipus deasyi. 3 R B Bk R Euchoreutes
naso .2 KA B Cricetulus migratorius., WA, Jeii
AR HORAE T 3N ERIREA

FII FH FastPure™ 4l ifd/4H 2135 [ 41 DNA 2 B 5
EHE32 MFEA R L 4 DNA, B T TE 2% ik
(pH 8.0) 1, F-20C KA - AF & H . FIH B9
BatL5310 (5'-CCTACTCRGCCATTTTACCTATG-3" )/
R6036R (5'-ACTTCTGGGTGTCCAAAGAATCA-3")
(Robins et al.,2007) 4 14 A #E 5L 19 COTEEA 731,
Sl A TAY TR () B A BR A A A Rl .
25 uL PCR JZ W AR £ < 1E S 1 5197 4% 1.5 pL., 2x
Rapid Tag Master Mix 12.5 pL. B4 1 uL. ddH,0
8.5 L. PCRJZJW 4544295 CHiZEME 5 min; 95 CAF
T 45 5,54 CiE K 1 min, 72 ‘C#EfH 1 min, 35 M 1E
572 CASGEM 1 min (515 ,2018) . R 1%
TR AR UG I P DK ARG U 4™ 34 7 4 o, BRI 5 A 1)
PCR =¥ F H ABI3730 5 A 47 %)l 7y . fiff
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H Lasergene 7.0 4k {f: (Burland, 2000) # & COI J7-%]
P AT N TR IR DfE . BPHENT IS 2
NCBI#5 F¢ #h 32647 BLAST ¢ 8l Fu X, 35455 4k
5 2 v e 47 s s PRI ARLRLBE , AEARLEE KT 98% — A
Ry El— AP, LLBEARUC 5 52 Marmota olympus
F1 VA Lepus tibetanus “H 7N 258, K] F MEGA
11.0 #fF (Tamura et al., 2021 ) 77 Clustal W 25X} 7
FUHEAT U I, SR FHABHETE RS 32 4% COLEEIN 1747 i
TS, AT 1000 IR [ RIS (Fh 555 ,2024) ;
[, ) p-IE 4580 53 A A [ B S (] R A 1)
LS (Tomasco et al., 2024 ) .

2 BFRESMH

2.1 HAESHMNERERELZESR
211 AEBRFERRAELEFR

TE 345 NS A P, 0~2 9 BUE R A S50 i s A
A 2914, (5 N 84.35% 5 3~4 94 UE B AR S
AT A 540, 5 EE 15.65%, 5 9 RUE KAL)
WA S5 R 00 AE R H X 8 AN B (i) i 2Rz 1 o
R R 0 E £ B SR S, 5
413035 F1 754> s e 28 L 0 9 BUE & AR SR s
A 7 H IR s TRV B 2 G UE R A SR i A
ST et R s 7R T R O M 2 G FRUE R A SR
A AR A R AR R AT H B 344
B R A S R B A o AR R . FESR ) AR
E R I AT 4~5 90 B R AR SR s A
SR 6 2 L TR (FE ),
212 FEHMBEFERRAELEFR

TE 195 AN P, 0~2 20 BUE K A S 1 s A
JSAT 1724, 5 R 88.21% 3 3~5 Y3 R AR S5 40 )
AT A 234, R 11.79%, TRV HBIX 124
() 2 B AR T T AR E 3%
KU b B AR SR A S e 2, 430 1040
94 o BEATPER T3 vl FiR B0 U L AR,
4~5 P FRH R A F R A A 34 b 2 A
SRR E IS SO E O E (R 1),
213 AMERRAFRAEFR

FE = M s M A R i B R AR I R AR
o TE3T0MBEAT S, 3R L) RRE R AR E R
AT A 674, 15 HE R 18.11% ; HiA4y 303 4~ 4
BTN 02 R E R EH ., fErMaErp,
FERT A7 5L 3 G LA b BUE R A R B A aS A
W%, 264, 5N 27.95%; 765 v B 5 3 9% K L
R R A A A R LR R, M 36.36%(5R 1)

4~5 G B R A SR AT AR A B A 3
i BTG A B 130, S0 Bl v B R B P A B 5353
8 T2 (L),

2.2 ERE=HNEEHKREEMME

TErg i — i 83 MIedfike Iy, HeAide 4 9914,
HoGde 4 9594, Al R 212 H, S dliZh
4.17%(F 1),

FERTHIHBIX 8B (1) N B It 7 411>,
A de 2 2904, H I 2 283 4, IR ElE 83 H, 1
Sl bR Bl Bl R e m O 12.06%, 5 T
= HiH TR s Y B el R R, 0 1.67%,
HoAth 6 A~ 8 (7)) B Je 3 24 T 2.00%~5.00% Z [1]
(F 1) FH X M F B A A1 DR AR A%, 3
Sy LI EE AR 83 KRS Jm 2 B 4 )m 4 F, Forp
TR 62 H, 5 Hik 74.70% 78 74 B (1) H 1y
A M EHY R H 5 13.25%; = ik Bk
455 4.82%; KEBER 3 H, i H3.61%; D)
Piskh3 2, di 1 3.61% (1€ 1), 753 i DNA 50865
E— A TR A o

FERE AT B 124 B (D) PR BT 314,
A SA 1 8014, A I B 1 776 4, H AR ELE
115 5 35 i R 22 S f EORIB AT R R 355
5 A LAY I R A X B L 0 R 11.49% Al
12.55% , A B 38 5w A i A 4y B el Rk
2,534 9.00% . 8.00% . 6.12% F16.12% , = T =i
AR A B () B e KT 4.00%, T
HOEP E B A VD B Rmoh 0k 1) . wAT
i DX R A I DU ARt Jmy b b DX ™, Fifi 4R 1)
115 R @ 3R 7 J& 770, o+ r b R &2,
H959 2, b ik 51.30%, 76 8 4B (7)) 945 434 5
MK R R 24 2, & 16 20.87% , 1% BB AERS A /R
T e IR B KRB R4 H i 163.48%; 58
HYE2 2, Hk1.76%; =BEBEE 11 2, 5
9.57%; KH-BEFL 7 H., 5 EL 6.09%; S /R G 8 H.,
Hi . 6.96% (& 1),

FESEM 44 B L B iR 114, AR e
9001~ , A RLIE 900 1, iR BRIE 14 L, ¥ 4 | B
v M B R A DR AR BRI i B B (4.809% )
Ab, HoA 3 A B0 Il R BN T = MM B et %
(EE RN P S S N N GREN NP S B8 S 3=
4.80%(F 1), HHIRE 14 AW sh®5r)m 2 B2 )|,
HrpirR /R HE 12 5, 5 ik 85.71%; Hp 2 H
YIRIRG R, Ak 14.29%(E 1) .



oW R 2E W 523

1552

LTV [4r4 656 ¥ 166 ¢ €8 S6v 81 9¢ 001 STl €6 8¢ 016 [B10L 45y
SS'1 4! 006 006 T 06 LT €1 LE 99 8¢ 0¢€T 0LE [2101qng [ 1]/
000 0 00T 002 z 0T 8 0 11 4 S1 L8 €€l Kyuno)) erbnpp 5 L& SIIBLIENS |
000 0 00€  00€ 3 0'€ 6 ¥ €1 €1 9 8P €6 funo) thoyy F ey _STOWOUANY
ZI31TY] NSI[IZAY]
08'v 1! 0ST 0S¢C [ (4 0 L S ¢ I L1 €€ Ayuno) oeNY - fi 24 fug WENED7as
€€l 4 0ST 0S1 € 'l 0 4 8 L 91 8L 111 Aunod sy F- sl ST EIEOFE
LY'9 Sl OLL 1 108 1 §3 081 I 4 0C 144 Y4 eCl Sol [e101qng 11 [/
Auno) snowouojny yife] ueSionyiyse],
szl 0€ 65T 0T ¥ $T I z 9 I z 9% 8¢S FULH R Gl ) 8y
L9T 1% 0ST 0SI € Sl 0 0 0 I € 8 Tl Ayuno) nyoeq F ol
00°6 81 00T 00¢ 4 0'C 0 0 0 0 0 4! 14! Aymo)) ryserf 5 (il
00'C I 0S 0S I S0 0 0 0 0 0 € € Auno) nyndong F [ 75
At 143 96¢C 00¢ S 0'¢ 0 0 0 9 4 14 Cl Aymo)) nreSteN 5 T 5L ¢
8C°¢ €1 96¢ 10¥ L (184 0 0 01 9 L 144 LY Ayuno) SuoyddX F -t
000 0 001 001 [4 0’1 0 0 0 I 14 8 el Apmo)) aydeys -, it
008 ¥ 0$ 0S I $0 0 0 0 0 14 4 9 Anunod ndoz St
000 0 s 0S I S0 0 0 0 0 0 S S £uno) eystBuI F g2 520
9 9 86 001 C 0’1 0 0 € 14 [4 I 01 Ayuno) oy i [ g
¥0°C 4 86 001 4 0’1 0 0 0 4 1 L 01 Apumo) nynys F Uy 90051 TYse
zr9 € 6 0S I $0 0 0 I € 0 I S KD wyse t|) XH-H
£9°¢ €8 €80T 06TC 4% ST 0 T 34 99 0¢ so1 949 210390 [11[/
60t Il 69¢C ILC L 94 0 I L Cl 9 L1 (3% Ayuno) uennk ¥ [f] £
90°C1 ¥T 661 00T 1 0T 0 I I 1 I 0¢ 4% Aunop ueysid i 17127
00°¢ 6 00¢€ 00¢ S 0¢ 0 C I 0 0 L 01 Ayuno) nko F E 5y
10C 9 66T 66T 1 0¢ 0 I 4! ¢ 6 SL 0¢I Ayuno) Suoyurin =N
L9] 4 0cl 0cl 3 01 0 0 4 3 0 4 L Ayuno) ndon'T 5 ke
9L’e €1 o€ 0S¢ S e 0 0 L 14 S ST 8% ApunoD) uenoH i [ [
00t 14 001 001 4 0’1 0 0 1 0 I 14 9 KD uendy Ity 2IM399Ja1d UBIOH
S1'C P1 059 059 1 $9 0 9 01 S 8 93 ¥9 Auno) o[o)) F I T HH
Jwyyeore S [9AYT ¢ [9AYT ¢ [PAXT T [PAT [ [PAYT (O [PAYT  syurod
M%A Hommho m\m@mw%wo% M%wmw m%wb mwm%.vmmu J%MM@ S ey . i 7 w1 %0 Woo»%m (A19) Luno) 2INJ09J21d
JO "ON QAAJH  JO 'ON s [9A9] uonjE)sajul (t)F e
sl TN EORD ey Bl wi P01 JuR1YIP Je sjutod AAINS Jo “ON M\aw
R TR B R0 2 2 s

Suerfury uoyInos ur sarnjodjard 921y} Ay JO SPUB[SSBIS AU} Ul SJUIPOI SUI[[OMP-PUNOIS JO SINISUIP PUB S[IAJ] UONBISIJUI JUIPOY [ 2qel

HZEFRYTHYGEF WA T WH =8 12



E

BHTCAF = N R A LR A DO SRS R A 8 £ M e 1553

35
- B Tissue of unknown species

I = BARBE R, Dipus deasyi
I 12K 2R B, Microtus juldaschi

30

25 1

20 4

Hb_E A FEEE Number of overground rodents captured

I KEBLR Euchoreutes naso
RER Cricetulus migratorius
B 55 B9 8, Brachiones przewalskii
] = h REE R Apodemus uralensis I 729 B Meriones meridianus

HT1 HT2 HT3 HT4 HT5 HT6 HT7 HT8 KS1 KS2 KS3 KS4 KS5 KS6 KS7 KS8 KS9 KS10 KZ1 KZ2

HT1: FE8) B HT2: A AT s HT3 : A1 L HT4 38 B HTS : [RFE B HT6: B2 K B HT7: B EL s HTS: T B KST: g £ 5
KS2: Hibff L s KS3: i 2 s KS4: P85 B KSS: MHEL s KS6: &2 di 4 8 s KS T 58] B KS8 il £ s KS9: I AE L s KS10: 35 AT
FEIR T w HIA B KZ1: PR B KZ2 . BT 52 B B . HT1: Cele County; HT2: Hetian City; HT3: Hetian County; HT4: Luopu
County; HTS: Minfeng County; HT6: Moyu County; HT7: Pishan County; HT8: Yutian County; KS1: Kashi City; KS2: Shufu
County; KS3: Shule County; KS4: Zepu County; KS5: Yecheng County; KS6: Magaiti County; KS7: Yuepuhu County; KS8: Jiashi
County; KS9: Bachu County; KS10: Tashikuergan Tajik Autonomous County; KZ1: Atushi County; KZ2: Aketao County.

E1 mECZNSETREHRYE

Fig. 1 Number of rodents captured in different counties and cities of the three prefectures in southern Xinjiang

2.3 BESMMERRT DNAFZHBEE

BLAST H X455 7R 32 45 7 90 /S 2 4
99.35% . JEAF U NI BURBK B FEAFE NCBI
B 2 v 5 = BEEk B AR DL R AR 5 L Y97 99.00% LA
o BBk RUR 3 UK BE RS, HoAth 28 P8I S
NCBI £ % v col Jy 51 1 e i AL R 35 K F
98.00% , H BLAST X455 F S e 45 R —34
BLAST ## & 45 § B /5 M H i X 5% B FE A
XJ2023072503 5 = BBk AR B, o4 99.23%,
FEZR XJ2023072518 H1XJ2023072519 5 F-2F 70 BN
5ty N Meriones meridianus psammophilus W AH{PL
Rirm, B0 99.57% TAHTLE R BoR R — P
PIREAR S35 R R — 32, SRR R TF 99.00% . ARIK
VA ISR B F2F V0 B COLIF 1), A0 45 1T Ml X 2 4
BRI COLTF AN A>T/ BN Sty W2l B
AR, RN 99.00% (K 2) .
2.4 HE=SHMNERRMIEEES

M 2K R T B AR PN S A HE B o 0~0.17% , B B K
Bk B PN AL B S M 0.519%~1.02% , T-2F 1D BN 52
T S AR AR N AL B BN 0.17%~2.56% , Ho i RE AR
XJ2023072104 5 HAMFEA A AH L ARAI , 2 B B 58
B VD B S AR ] T BEAE A —

TR 38t A% o A o FRU Rl B) %) SF- 357 8t 1% 1 B o
19.72% , Forb /110 RN S AN R BV BR = ]
a8 A% BE B /N, K 15.10% ; %8 B vb BRURIE >K 2K H
S E] B R B ek, M 23.42% . B TP IR
PR S oty S i D RO i R i ) e ) gt A
BN 15.10%~20.17% ;€ BURF KA BURTIA K ZR H B
(R ] S A I S R 19.79% 5 Bk BRBHK FEBk SRS BL
ARk B A B35 A B A 17.22%

3 it

AT 45 53 IH g 58 = M L S AR AR
e RIS E AR L 3 G M L B R AR SR
P 55 R 11.79%~18.11% , e rf 1 FH Hb X A0 5
PN B AR TR o LU s 4 ) R R AR
KA R (13.77% ) (FES7 RFNSESFAL, 2022) .
AHIFSE 45 5 R AE BB o BRUE R A X A T IR
D7 JEAR 0 P A A5 A — S, i, A b IX
LB At DX L RN s N B e B EL AT A7 A 4~5 2
AT T FVRE 7 e i vk i PR A 2 AT e 22 . ol
R HH b X A SRy AR L BEEE R B K v s X
) Bl e Bl EL I AE TR 4~5 g B A X (HL Il AN
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7o 5 WA B DX B 22 o 1 B A Il A o (L Ak 1Y
PR R U R A SF R . ST LA AT BE
JE , P £ 7 1 DAAS ] 48 J32 B e B 28 Al g R
D, A AN DX 3 R AR T R B, A O T
A3 N ] SRR 0 52 I DL, 2 DR THT AR B8 DR 1
i, TRE 5 e Al 05 i S R 4 i RS Mh R L
WA /NG RO R A . B Ak LR B 0
AR LA R I B R B, AT R R
R T W ABIRRA AT A7 A, S BUE AL A ] & T
AR A (B A0SR BURE IE AL T PR 3% K03 (B AT

62

100

83

100

FHYRAZEE LR Meriones meridianus psammophilus (XJ2023072303) |
FHYRAZFE L IR Meriones meridianus psammophilus (XJ2023072512)
FHIRAZEE IR Meriones meridianus psammophilus (XJ2023072301)
FHYRAZFE LM Meriones meridianus psammophilus (XJ2023072519)
FHYRAZEE LR Meriones meridianus psammophilus (XJ2023072518)
FHRAZFEIEFP Meriones meridianus psammophilus (XJ23073102)
——— FFWRAZEE IR Meriones meridianus psammophilus (XJ2023072201)
FHIRAFEEIEFP Meriones meridianus psammophilus (XJ2023072506)
_E FHYRAZEE M Meriones meridianus psammophilus (XJ2023072611)
FHRAFEIEF Meriones meridianus psammophilus (XJ2023072105) R
FHYRAZF LI Meriones meridianus psammophilus (XJ23072907)
FHYRANFEEILR Meriones meridianus psammophilus (XJ2023072210)
——— TR A8 R Meriones meridianus psammophilus (XJ2023072104)
60 FHRURAFEELS Meriones meridianus psammophilus (XJ2023071909)
_E TFHWRAFEEF Meriones meridianus psammophilus (XJ2023072110)
BV R Brachiones przewalskii (XJ2023072109)
——— SR RWE R Apodemus uralensis (XJ2023071403)

mEEﬁﬂUKﬁiﬁ Apodemus uralensis (XJ2023072102)
50| R IREE B, Apodemus uralensis (XJ2023071404)

KEBER Euchoreutes naso (XJ2023072119) 7
100 {&E%a Euchoreutes naso (XJ2023072120)
84 L KHEBER Euchoreutes naso (X12023072609)
BEABR Dipus deasyi (XJ2023072113)
— ——— B EABLR Dipus deasyi (XJ2023072206)
54 B EABR Dipus deasyi (XJ2023072503)
{ﬁiﬂ;ﬁa Dipus deasyi (XJ2023072205)
100 KRB Nothocricetulus migratorius (XJ2023071905)
KRR, Nothocricetulus migratorius (XJ2023071908)
IFK IR H B Microtus juldaschi (XJ2023071501)
WK /R B B, Microtus juldaschi (X12023071607)
61 IFK /R B B Microtus juldaschi (XJ2023071002)
WK /R F B, Microtus juldaschi (XJ2023071608)
BAARIC ST RH Marmota olympus (XJ23071314) :| HhREE
P4 Lepus tibetanus (XJ2023072001)

X AL A BBEIR i A IR B 7 O T RO TSR
WP S RN EREE 42 o2 & A )
FET 3t DX 14 B 1 B e - DX A 85 L0 g ) Bl o
L R L SRR LI 5
A, 1 3 AT AR AR . 25 T g R T X e
i3 X A5 e M B B SRR B R R B LR
N T B R R AR S A DX, IO L
o R BB, G R BB 5 R AN e A A A X
W, Xof Bz Ll B B EL e B v Bl B A5 BT R X
HR B

Muridae

BB
Dipodidae

ERA

Cricetidae

Outgroup

TS N R2EREA SR 5. Sample identification numbers are shown in parentheses.
2 BT COIEAFYIRAMEFMEmB N ERREEANERE

Fig. 2 Neighbor-joining clustering tree of rodent samples from the three prefectures

in southern Xinjiang based on COI gene sequences

AHIFFT 45 5 57 T 9 = M e A 1% 7 Feb s U, B
I ] 3 A% B 25 R 17.509%~28.60% , 116 K T30 7 4>

TN 2.00% Fh ] 3544 15 25 (Hebert et al., 2004) , 7E
EERTVE A 10 20 F, Hod i 4 740 F,
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TE P 55 = M PHASL 34T PSSR, 53500 /1 70 Bt
WA FR M. m. cryptorhinus -5~/ ¥0 FRUIE BRI A
M. m. lepturus (CERFHE S, 1965 ; ¥ W JLE5,1995) , X
Z2W] (2013 )35 3B -8 U0 SRS [RLIE A A SR AL A
fi At A S A S i AR R A T
T BRSO AR R /1 70 BRURS BRI A N 52 1 A
M) 5744 o ASBFFEIR A SRAS 1+ F b BRI R
A5 FIDNA KIS YE B R TP RN S R,
(BIZ A P 353 4% 1 15 B KR 2.56% , i o0 38 23N
149 2.009% Rl A it A% B B, 3% 1 g i = N 1) 171 0
R ] AT BEAEAE — R B At L ok . 35 HLRBE
BRI AF R N =k BRL o S 1 e . 5 =k k
B LG, 35 LR B BRUA TS B A 55— E R IE L
AR (R4 e 55, 20215 FEBRE S, 2022) o ASBESTEF
SRR Bk Bl B S o A I KRBk R, H
BLAST Fxb 45 2R 8 7 ik Bl 55 3 40 — ik Bk L i AH
LA Ay, 36 7T BB DR oy NCBI & 2 h ik 43 =
Sk Bk BT 9 b AR T BRIk R A ST R
(Cheng et al.,2018) , 2 BLAST X 25 50K 1 B
AR E O = REBE R £ b, COTEE N RERL LT 1
X7 T e — N 1 7 A S B R I H A et
PSR B BRIBGHA T 1Y ST T Il R
HERRE

LERTEAF M DNA SIE M E AR AR5 AE
T B = IR B R sh i 212 R W 3R TR
7R, o IR E R e 22 1N TR R, UG R K
R FH B g 56 DX A b DX o M 0 8
ARG RS 19, A e R X A5 1A 17 Fh
(ERMESC, 1965 ; T A% #5 U5 , 1983 ; Cheng et al.,
2018) o ABFFE I A Y T2 H A PEAL e i — M
B BRI AR AL, T LA S b AR I A 3, b
B0 BN b B, Nesokia indica K5 BB K B0 =
LR A S AR BB 5208 Marmota caudata VL A R,
Bl 1 K & Bl Cricetulus kamensis. %% /i H 5
Lasiopodomys gregalis .11 FE¥AH E Neodon leucurus .
R A0 5 LU BT Alticola argentatus /N E 2§ Phodopus
roborovskii FI1Et 5. Ondatra zibethicus. X 1] B8 &
SRy IV Ml S A 1R A B 3B A R DT O
A IR SR AR R R AR R
FRIAREAARXE AR, JS 22 ] ML 8 07k

AWFFE IR A TR M B R AR, R
FHIE 577 DNA SIS EAR RS & 107 kB 1
FEEH BN B K A O S Ry T B DI, X
B Sy T R 1Y) DX IR . AR T

AR AIATIE , X A7 75 A AN TR 1t 53
PGS RAFAE—E 225, I HIX PR 5 I5 AR 24
AR NI By St a], Ak nl LAgS & JC AN
T FER AT X5 AN [ A 257 B 14 22 e A s
PRZR , AT S PR O 4 M I A AN [) BRURH G
FAHOL
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