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Efficiency Camparison of Two Nev M ethods of Controlling Plateau Zokor
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Abstract: The actual effectsof controlling plateau zokor were compared with wo nev measures of choke bomb of
rodent control (CBRC) and mine of rodent control (MRC) in forests betveen ring and autumn in 2002 The re-
aults showed that the lethal efficiency of CBRC and MRC were 59, 64% and 86 65% regectively, Itwas obvious
that M RC was better method in controlling plateau zokor than CBRC with higher lethal efficiency with significant
differences in lethal efficiencies (F =96 47, P <Q 01). The lethal efficiency of CBRC and MRC in gring were
87 84 % and 60 39% higher than those in autumn (85 45 % and 58 89%) , aswell as average lethal efficiency
(66 30%) in grain for grass area, young forest area and secondary forestwere higher than the average value (49
65%) in shrub and wasteland It is suggested that theMRC had higher efficiency than CBRC.  The optimal using
£aon of these tvo methods should be slected in pring and the optimal forest type was young forest

Key words choke banb of rodent control (CBRC) ; mine of rodent control (MRC) ; prevention and cure; M yos
palax baileyi
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Fig 1 The efficiency of controlling plateau zokor
with CBRC in ring and autumn
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Fig 2 The efficiency of controlling plateau zokor
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Fig 4 The efficiency of controlling plateau zokor

Fig 3 The efficiency of controlling plateau zokor
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