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SUMMARY

1.) This study was carried out to investigate the abundance, distribution and habitat
selection of wood mice and bank voles in four woodlands in the coastal denes and
limestone gorges of County Durham.

2.) Field work was carried out between April 25th and June 18th at Horsleyhope Ravine,
Greta Gorge, Hawthorn Dene and Castle Eden Dene. Each site was visited twice, the
second visit taking place four weeks after the first.

3.) Small mammals were trapped for four nights in the first session and three nights in the
second session. Twenty-two habitat variables were recorded at each trap point in each
site in session one, repeat measurements of eight variables were taken in session two to
account for any seasonal changes. Point quadrat vegetation structure measurements
were recorded at each trap point in each site in session two.

4.) Both species of rodents had very variable distributions and abundances both within
(between sides) and between study sites. Bank voles tended to be captured
significantly more on the lower slopes of a site, while wood mice were captured
significantly more on the middle and upper slopes of a site. Both species were
significantly differently distributed within a side of a site with respect to slope,
although chi-square showed only one significant negative association.

5.) Significant trap site fidelity was shown by both species of rodent at each site, although
there was some change in use of traps between sessions. There were significant
changes in vegetational cover between sessions at all sites.

6.) Both wood mice and bank voles generally tended to avoid short dead and live
vegetation and show positive associations with medium and tall, dead and live
vegetation. No single habitat variable or group of variables could successfully explain
bank vole and wood mouse distribution using univariate statistics. Discriminant
analysis suggested that bank voles were found in areas of dense medium to tall
herbaceous vegetation, while wood mice were found in areas with an open ground
layer and cover from woody vegetation. |

7.) Certain plant species present in the study sites fitted the structural requirements of bank
voles and wood mice, and corresponded well with the discriminant analysis results and -
the actual distributions of the two species. It is suggested that small mammal
community structure within a site is dependent on the habitat structure and species

composition of that site.




INTRODUCTION

1.1 Habitat selection

The evolution of habitat preferences has been determined by and determines the
morphological structure and behavioural functions of an organism, and affects its ability to
obtain food and shelter successfully in the habitat. Factors causing habitat selection could
be structural features of the landscape, food abundance and foraging opportunities,
breeding site prevalence, or the presence of other species as competitors or predators.
The choice of suitable habitat affects the potential for survival and reproduction, and
therefore it must be a product of many generations of natural selection, such that natural
selection favours those individuals who will select and exploit the habitat patch or
combination of patches where the difference between costs and benefits is maximised
(Partridge 1978). Those factors that are important as cues in the process of habitat
selection are not necessarily important to individuals of a species at all time, nesting sites
for instance are not a priority out of the breeding season. Likewise these factors can vary
in space and time themselves, and their variations can be in different directions and on
different scales. This causes actual habitat selection by individuals to be dynamic, with
continual adjustment being made as the habitat changes. The combined effect of dynamic
habitat selection by individuals of a species in several areas or at several times can
therefore often lead to a variable picture of that species' optimal habitat.

Habitat selection is thought to be important in structuring populations and
communities. MacArthur (1958) first noted this during his study of five species of warbler
in relatively homogenedus conifer forests, which were able to coexist due to their using
different feeding habitats, allowing partitioning of resources. A study of rodents in second
growth mesic forest in eastern Tennessee by Dueser and Shugart (1978) concentrated on
variables of habitat structure and composition to ascertain each species' particular
microhabitat configuration and therefore the structure of the rodent community in that
forest. Theories of how habitat selection allows coexistence in a community have been
based around the effects of interspecific and intraspecific competition.

Interspecific competition is explained by Gause's theory (1934), more recently
termed 'competitive exclusion’, which states that when closely related species occur
together in one habitat they are ecologically separated, otherwise the better adapted
species for that habitat replaces the less well adapted species. A good example of this is
seen in the coexistence of five or six species of Parus (Tit) in many areas of deciduous
woodland in southern Britain and western Europe (Perrins, 1978). Competition between
them restricts each species to a certain foraging microhabitat, much like the warblers of
MacArthur (1958), in that blue tits (Parus caeruleus), for instance, search for food on

twigs and buds, while great tits (P. major) search for food on the ground and on thick




branches (Gibb 1954). Montgomery (1980) carried out various studies at Woodchester
Park, Gloucestershire, which have shown that interspecific competition from yellow-
necked mice (Apodemus flavicollis Melc.) can effect the habitat selection of wood mice
(A. sylvaticus L.). He studied the interactions between sympatric populations of wood
mice and yellow-necked mice, and found that wood mice occurred more frequently in
areas with sparse high canopy and dense ground cover, while yellow-necked mice avoided
dense ground cover, preferring a dense low canopy. Schroder and Rosenzweig (1975,)
through their work on North American desert rodent communities, suggested that species
actually avoid interspecific competition through habitat selection, and that the pressure of
natural selection should eliminate interspecific competition entirely. Interspecific
competition however, is always a threat in any community, and its continual presence
‘maintains each species' habitat specialisations. Other interspecific effects to be considered
are those between the habitat selector and its predators or parasites, since these can also
determine which habitat is finally selected.

Intraspecific competition or density-dependent population pressure, can affect the
inherent value of a habitat (Svéirdson 1949; Fretwell 1972; Grant 1975) when the
reproductive success and survivorship of a species declines with an increase in density, due
to increasing competition for limited resources. Fretwell (1972) proposed two models to
explain habitat selection in terms of density-dependence. One was the 'ideal-free'
distribution whereby a species will occupy an expanding number of habitats of decreasing
suitability as the population density increases, with the average fitness across all the
occupied habitats remaining equal. The second theory was the 'ideal-despotic' distribution
whereby aggressive behaviour amongst conspecifics becomes greater at higher densities or
in more favourable habitats. Socially dominant individuals occupy the highest quality
habitat preventing further density-dependent resource depletion through territoriality while
forcing subordinate individuals into lower quality habitats where they have a lower fitness
than in the good quality habitats. Several studies have been carried out to test these
models (Krebs 1971; Whitham 1978), and a recent study by Halama and Dueser (1994) on
the white-footed mouse (Peromyscus leucopus), which is commonly regarded as an
'ecological equivalent' of Apodemus spp. in the Nearctic (Monfgomery, 1989), suggested
that the ideal-despotic distribution model was exhibited in this species, with fitness being
highest in woodland and meadow areas and lowest in pasture.

In summary, habitat selection through partitioning of microhabitat space within a
Habitat allows for the coexistence of ecologically similar species, and has occurred through
many generations of natural selection, with inter- and intraspecific competition playing
important roles in its development and maintenance. Habitat selection in individuals can
vary spatio-temporally depending on the species' life strategy, and on the variation in the
habitats themselves in space and time. The scale at which habitat selection is investigated



can also lead to different interpretations of the habitat or microhabitat requirements of a
species, large scale studies can give generalised impressions of what variables are selected
for by individuals of a species, while small scale studies can elucidate the site specific or
time specific variables that are important in habitat selection. Ultimately, the fact that
habitat selection is dynamic, and that habitats are also dynamic and geographically

changeable, will make any characterisation of a species' optimal habitat open to variation.

1.2 Ecology of wood mice and bank voles

The wood mouse is one of the two Apodemus species found in Britain, the other
being the larger yellov&-necked mouse. It is distributed over the whole of Britain and
Ireland in a wide variéty of habitats, except exposed mountainous regions. They are
generally nocturnal, with peaks of activity at dawn and dusk in winter, changing to a single
peak in summer (Miller, 1955),and are most active on dark nights. They feed mainly on
seeds, fruits, nuts and arthropods, the first three food items being taken most often in the
autumn and winter, and arthropods forming a larger part of the diet in spring and early
summer (Watts, 1968).

The bank vole (Clethrionomys glareolus Schr.) is the only species of this genus to
occur in Britain and Ireland, there are fwo other species in northern Europe and several
others in North America. It is distributed throughout mainland Britain and on the islands
of Handa, Raasay, Mull, Bute, Anglesey, Ramsey, Skomer, Isle of Wight and Jersey, and
in south west Ireland. Théy are active throughout the 24 hour cycle, with noticeably more
diurnal activity in the presence of Apodemus spp. (Brown, 1956). Their diet is mainly
herbivorous, consisting of roots and leaves, fleshy fruits and seeds with soft testas.

The breeding season for both species lasts from March-April through to October,
and in both cases, females maintain exclusive home ranges, while males have larger home
ranges that overlap and can encompass several female home ranges (Wolton and
Flowerdew, 1985). Data from nine years of intensive study in an oak wood in southern
England (Gurnell, 1981, 1985) showed that the numbers of wood mice and bank voles
were positively associated. Both species have overwintering populations of young born
late in the previous year and a few parous adults, these populations experience a decline in
numbers during the late winter and spring, but with the onset of breeding, population size

increases to a peak in September or October and consists mainly of animals born that year.

1.3 Habitat selection by wood mice and bank voles

The wood mouse is a habitat generalist and opportunist, its preferred habitat being
very varied, ranging from deciduous and coniferous woodland, to heathland (Lance,
1973), arable land (Green, 1979) and sand-dunes (Gorman and Zubaid, 1993).



The bank vole, however, is more specific in its habitat requirements, showing a
definite preference for thick cover (Gurnell, 1985; Fernandez 1993; Southern and Lowe,
1968) and occupying deciduous and coniferous woodland, scrub, banks and hedges, and
are not infrequent on open ground with a high herb layer or cover from banks and walls.
Local distributions have been seen to change with seasonal alteration in ground cover
(Kikkawa, 1964).

Habitat selection studies of British rodents have tended to concentrate on rather
broad habitat categories. Some studies have shown that the wood mouse often has no
preference for dense cover in woodland as opposed to the bank vole (e.g. Southern and
Lowe, 1968), while others have shown that it does, for instance Corke (1971) showed it to
have a preference for habitats with Pteridium aquilinum (bracken) and Rubus fruticosus L.
(bramble) as opposed to deciduous trees with shrubs. However, further work showed that
when bank voles are present in high densities, wood mice then avoid P. aquilinum and R.
fruticosus (Corke, 1974). The work of Montgomery (1980) on interspecific competition
between wood mice and yellow-necked mice suggested that wood mice occurred more
frequently in dense ground cover. Other studies in Ireland where the bank vole is absent
indicate that wood mice prefer areas with good ground cover (Fairley, 1967), and in
Sweden where wood mice are subjected to more competition from yellow-necked mice
they also prefer ground cover (Hoffmeyer, 1973). However, when yellow-necked mice
are absent, and wood mice are found living with bank voles, it is the latter which is
restricted to dense ground cover while the wood mouse is distributed randomly with

respect to vegetation and cover (Evans, 1942; Kikkawa, 1964, Southern and Lowe, 1968).



1.4 Aims ,

Since few detailed studies of microhabitat selection on British woodland rodents
have been carried out, this project aims to study the abundance, distribution and
microhabitat preferences of wood mice and bank voles, in detail, using fine scale habitat
parameters. This will enable quantification of the specific factors of habitat structure that
are selected for by these two species, enabling the prediction of the distributions of wood
mice and bank voles in a woodland once the habitat structure is known.

" The main questions being asked in this project are:

1) What are the abundances and distributions of wood mice and bank voles at each study
site? Is there variation in abundance and distribution within sites and/or between sites? Is
there any variation with respect to seasonal changes?

2) What features of the habitat and its structure are selected for or against by wood mice
and bank voles? Do these features changes with respect to seasonal changes? Are these
features the same across the different sites? Do wood mice and bank voles use
microhabitats in similar ways?

3) Can the patterns described in 1) be interpreted using the information gathered on

microhabitat utilisation in 2)?



MATERIALS AND METHODS

2.1 Site descriptions

This study was undertaken in four natural Taxus baccata L. (yew) woodlands (all
Sites of Special Scientific Interest) in County Durham (Figure 1): two coastal denes,
Castle Eden Dene and Hawthorn Dene and two inland gorges, Greta Gorge and
Horsleyhope Ravine. A survey and description ot these woodlands in terms of past and

present patterns of regeneration have already been carried out by Hulme (1994).
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Figure 1. Map of Vice-county Durham to show the locations of the four study sites.

- Castle Eden Dene (NZ434396) is the largest and biologically the richest ot a series of
steep sided wooded denes, formed as ravines in the Magnesium Limestone and boulder
clay of the Durham coast. [t also has the highest density of Taxus baccaia of the four
study sites. The specific area of study was the east and west slopes of the North Blunts
Dene, this being a more comparable size to the other study sites. The site comprised areas
of dense Taxus baccata woodland, interspersed with a canopy of Quercus robur L.
(pedunculate oak) and Betula pubescens Ehrh. (birch) on the boulder clay soils of the
upper slopes. Areas of boulder clay landslip also occur in the study area which have been



colonised by a wide range of herbaceous ruderal and wetland plants, and also Salix sp. L.
(willow) in the later stages of succession.

Greta Gorge (NZ063113) is the most eastern part of the Brignall Banks SSSI, which
forms one of the largest expanses of semi-natural woodland in North East England.
Sandstone, shale and more locally limestone is exposed in a series of crags, cliffs and
boulder screes. The study area was situated on the east and west-facing slopes of Greta
Gorge, with the east slope consisting of mainly Acer pseudoplatanus L. (sycamore)
woodland with a Hyacinthoides non-scripta L. (bluebell) ground flora on the upper slopes,
and an area of conifer plantation on the valley bottom, with a strip of deciduous woodland
and areas of Mercurialis perennis L. (dog's mercury) and Urtica dioica L. (stinging nettle)
along the streams' edge. The west-facing slope comprised areas of Fagus sylvatica L.
(beech), Quercus petraea Matt. (sessile oak) and Taxus baccata woodland with Luzula
sylvatica Hudson. (great wood-rush) and grasses as the dominant ground flora.
Hawthorn Dene (NZ435458) is second only to Castle Eden Dene in the extent and
diversity of undisturbed semi-natural woodland that it supports on the Magnesium
Limestone of County Durham. The study area was situated on north and south-facing
slopes, with areas of Crataegus monogyna Jacq. (hawthorn) scrub on the upper slopes,
and areas of Fagus sylvatica, Acer pseudoplatanus and Taxus baccata woodland with a
ground flora dominated by Allium ursinum L. (wild garlic) and Mercurialis perennis, or
Anemone nemorosa L. (wood anemone) and Hyacinthoides non-scripta, on the middle
and lower slopes.

Horsleyhope Ravine (NZ063483) forms part of the Derwent Gorge SSSI which
comprises an extensive area of woodland on sheltered slopes. The study site was situated
on north and south-facing slopes of the ravine. Conifer plantation dominated the upper
and middle parts of the north-facing slope, with Salix sp. and Alnus glutinosa L. (alder) on
the lower slopes and Allium ursinum dominating the ground flora. The upper slopes of the
south-facing side consisted of ancient Quercus petraeca woodland with a ground flora of
Vaccinium myrtillus L. (bilberry), Calluna vulgaris L. (heather) and Deschampsia
cespitosa L. (tufted hair-grass). The middle and lower slopes were dominated by Fraxinus
excelsior L. (ash) and Acer pseudoplatanus and a more sparse ground flora of Luzula
sylvatica and Mercurialis perennis. Taxus baccata was very scarce at this site with only

three individuals present within the study area.

2.2 Methodology

At each site, the area of study comprised two opposite facing slopes which were
divided into upper, middle and lower zones. A linear transect was run along each zone
which comprised ten sample points spaced at approximately 10m intervals, such that there

were 60 sample points at each site. Small mammal trapping and vegetation surveys were



carried out at each site once every four weeks from April 25th to June 18th so that two
sessions were carried out at each site.

One Longworth live trap was placed at each point, with trapping periods lasting
four days in the first session and three days in the second. Rodents caught were identified,
aged, sexed, breeding condition noted, weighed and individually marked by fur clipping
before being released near their point of capture. Marking the rodents allowed an
assessment of habitat use by individuals that were subsequently recaptured.

At each trap point the following environmental variables were measured during the
first session:

a) Trap position, for example, base of tree or next to fallen log.

b) Slope of the sampling point.

¢) Percentage canopy cover within radius of 2m - vertical cover provided by woody
vegetation over 7m in height. _

d) Percentage shrub/understorey cover within radius of 2m - vertical cover provided by all
woody vegetation under 7m in height.

e) Percentage herb cover within radius of 2m - vertical cover given by herbaceous, non-
woody vegetation.

f) Percentage moss cover within radius of 2m - ground cover given by mosses or
bryophytes.

g) Percentage litter cover within radius of 2m - ground cover given by leaf litter.

h) Percentage brash cover within radius of 2m - vertical cover given by twigs and small
branches less than 2cm diameter.

i) Percentage soil cover within radius of 2m - proportion of bare soil exposed.

j) Percentage rock cover within radius of 2m - proportion of bare rock exposed.

k) Percentage fallen log/branch cover within radius of 2m - ground cover given by
logs/branches greater than 2cm in diameter.

1) Percentage of herbs between 0-10cm in height, within radius of 2m.

m) Percentage of herbs between 10-20cm in height, within radius of 2m.

n) Percentage of herbs between 20-30cm in height, within radius of 2m.

0) Percentage of herbs between 30-40cm in height, within radius of 2m.

p) Percentage of herbs over 40cm in height, within radius of 2m.

q) Number of tree stumps within radius of 2m.

r) Number of trees within radius of Sm - individuals with greater than 10cm diameter at
breast height (DBH) and over 7m. Thus some species considered as shrub or understorey
species which had been able to grow uninhibited were included in this variable.

s) Number of saplings within radius of 5m - individuals with a DBH less than 10cm, but

which were greater than 1.5m in height.



t) Number of shrubs within radius of 5m - shrub/understorey species under 7m in height.
One bramble plant was taken as having a diameter of 1m.

u) Nearest tree species.

v) Dominant herb species within radius of 2m.

During the second session, variables c), d), e), 1), m), n), o) and p) were measured
again to account for any changes in vegetation cover due to spring growth.

During the second session, ten point quadrats were also taken at each sampling
point, within a radius of 2m, so as to gain an estimate of vegetation structure. The point
quadrat was randomly placed vertical to the direction of growth of the vegetation, which
was categorised into dead or living plant material, and the heights of all touches for both

categories were recorded.

2.3 Analysis

Rodent abundance and distribution within sites was examined using two-way
analyéis of variance (anova). Capture data, which consisted of counts was transformed to
a normal distribution using the log;o(x+1) transformation. Three two-way anovas were
carried out, the independent variables in each case were:

a) Side of study site captured on (north, south, east or west-facing) versus position
captured on the slopes (upper, middle or lower) for each species of rodent at each site and
for each session.

b) Time period (either session one or two) versus position captured on the slopes, for
each species of rodent on each facing slope of each site.

¢) Species (wood mice or bank voles) versus position captured on the slopes. for each
facing slope of each site, in both time periods.

To investigate whether there was any association between bank voles and wood
mice at each site and for each session, chi-square analysis, with Yate's correction for one
degree of freedom, on two-way contingency tables of the numbers of traps catching mice
only; voles only; both; or neither was carried out.

The Pearson product moment correlation was applied to log;o(x+1) transformed
data of the counts of mice and voles at each trap site for each session to assess the trap site
fidelity of the rodents between trapping sessions.

When the seasonal change in vegetation cover between the first and second
trapping session was tested, a paired t-test was used on percentage cover data that had
been transformed to normal using the arcsine transformation. This is because when data
sample sizes greatly exceed 40, in this case they numbered 60, parametric tests are more
appropriate than nonparametric tests.

Vegetation structure associations of mice and voles were examined using chi-

square analysis of contingency tables on the dead and live vegetation structure data,

10



obtained from the point quadrats taken in session two, between traps catching mice
compared to those catching no mice; between traps catching voles and those catching no
voles; and between those traps catching mice and those catching voles.

Further analysis to assess habitat selection by rodents was carried out using the
Mann-Whitney U-test on habitat variables c) to t), to determine which of these
distinguished between the microhabitats of mice and voles when the capture sites of each
species were tested against those sites where they were not captured, and when the
capture sites of each species were tested against each other. This nonparametric test was
used instead of a parametric test because habitat variable data tends to deviate from a
normal distribution, and because the sample sizes in many cases were less than 20.

Discriminant function analysis was used as a multivariate technique which would
provide a better means of characterising and quantifying the differences in habitat selection
between mice and voles, if it were the case that no single variable or group of variables
could be found to explain the phenomenon successfully. The aim of discriminant function
analysis is to find linear combinations of the variables (discriminant functions) that separate
the sample groups, in this case: a) traps catching no rodents; b) traps catching only voles;
c) traps catching only mice; d) traps catching both mice and voles. The correlation of each
variable with the discriminant functions produced provides an indication of the importance
of a variable in a function, and this then allows interpretation of the group separations
along discriminant function axes. Group membership can also be predicted from the data,
a high percentage of correctly classified cases being an indicator of effective discriminant
functions. Discriminant analysis requires data to be multivariate normal, therefore habitat
variable data needs transformation, and standardisation so that equal weighting on the

variables is attained.

11



RESULTS

3.1 Summary of trapping data

Table 1 summarises the number of individuals, number of recaptures and total
number of captures (including escapes) of wood mice and bank voles per night at each
site for each session. At Horsleyhope Ravine similar numbers of wood mice and bank
voles were caught during each session, with the ratio of wood mice versus bank voles
being very similar at approximately 1.3, whereas at Greta Gorge more wood mice than
bank voles were caught in the first session (mouse:vole ratio = 0.53) and more bank
voles were caught in the second session (mouse:vole ratio = 1.71). Bank voles
dominated captures at Hawthorn Dene during both sessions, their ratios were 4.69 and
12 for the first and second sessions respectively, and although wood mice were
dominant at Castle Eden Dene in the first session, (mouse:vole ratio = 0.35) equal
numbers of wood mice and bank voles were captured there in session two. The
number of recaptures per individual was very similar for both wood mice and bank
voles, showing that neither species was more trap happy or trap shy than the other,
although within sites wood mice tended to be recaptured more often per individual than

bank voles.

3.2 Spatial distribution of rodents

Histograms were plotted of mean abundance of wood mice and bank voles
against slope at each site and for each session (Figs 2-5). Two-way analysis of
variance showed that at Horsleyhope Ravine, bank voles were found significantly more
often on the lower slopes than the upper slopes (F(;s4=10.71; p<0.001), and
significantly more were distributed on the north-facing slope (F(1’54)=7.07; p<0.05) in
session one (Fig. 2b). In session two (Fig. 2d), bank voles again showed a significant
preference for the lower slopes (F(2’54‘)=7.47; p<0.005), but there was no significant
difference in their distribution between the north- and south-facing slopes of the site.
When an analysis was carried out on time period versus slope, it showed that
differences in distribution of bank voles with respect to slope were more highly
significant for the north-facing slope (F(3 54)=12.47; p<0.001) than they were for the
south-facing slope (F; 54=5.25; p<0.01). Wood mice appeared to be more variable in
their distribution, showing no significant differences with respect to slope or side of the
study site in session one (Fig. 2a), while in session two (Fig. 2c) they showed highly
significant differences with respect to slope position, preferring the middle slopes
(Fa,54=7-27; p<0.005), and with respect to side of the study site, preferring the north-
facing side (F(y 54y=13.77; p<0.001). Further analysis showed that it was the significant
difference in the distribution of wood mice with respect to slope on the north-facing

12



00'T 060 | €€€T €€'9 L 060 | €€°€T €€°9 L T aua(
SE0 YT S'L v X3 0T | s12 SL'TT 6 T uspy a[ised
01 20'T 43 €E°ST ST 090 | L97C I L9'T T sua(
69'F 00T | $'81 ST'6 ST'6 vT'T v T SL'T T woymey
L1 IL0 | L96 b LIS 00T | L9S L9T L9T T
€5°0 ¥9°0 Sy SL'T SLT 79'T S8 ST's STe T ad109 €101
8E'T Ul 4 €€'9 L9'S LZT | L98 L9V L€ T sulAey
€T LET | STT $'9 SL'y 69T | SL'8 'S ST'E T adoy4ajsioy

safoA:ddIW | “Alpul/ | Jyswu | jysiu/ sy | cAlpul/ | ysiu | yysiu/ 31/

Jooney | sdessy | /jejol, | sdedax-oN | sarpur ‘oN | sdesdy | /jerol, | sdedax -oN | sarpui ‘oN | uoissag IS
sajoA yueyq 3dNW POOAA

‘ejep 21n)ded 9]0A JUeq PUB ISNOW POOM JO AleWWNS T 9|qe],

13



Mean rodent sbundance
° o Iy I [
g 4 8 & 3
| IS SOV AT U RN SRS NS SR NS S |
g
._1

upper middle lower upper middle lower
Slope Slope

Meas rodent abundance
° o o o =
8 b & 3 2
| - PR SRR IR S n
(Y
! ~
%—1

upper middle lower upper middile lower
Slope Slope

Figure 2. Distribution and abundance of rodents at Horsleyhope Ravine: a) Wood mice during session 1; b)
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side (F(3,54=5.00; p<0.05) which contributed to the overall preference for the middle
slopes. In session one (Figs 2a-b), analysis of rodent species versus slope showed a
significant interaction between slope and the distribution of wood mice and bank voles
on the north-facing side of the study site (F, 54y=10.44; p<0.001), while in session two
(Figs 2c-d), significant interactions between slope and the distribution of rodents was
ag;}in seen on the north-facing slope (F(2’54)=6.17; p<0.005) and to a lesser extent on
the south-facing slope (F(, 54=3.19; p<0.05).

At Greta Gorge two-way anovas showed that wood mice exhibited no
significant differences in distribution in session one (Fig. 3a), but in session two (Fig.
3c) there was a significant interaction between the part of the slope and the side of the
study site that wood mice were distributed on (F(y 54y=4.57; p<0.05). An analysis of
time period versus slope revealed that on the east-facing slope there was a significant
difference in distribution of wood mice with respect to slope (F(2,54=6.55; p<0.005).
Bank voles were found to show significant differences in their distribution with respect
to slope (F(5 54=3.91; p<0.05), and with respect to side of the site preferring the east-
facing slope (F; 54=5.02; p<0.05) in session one (Fig. 3b). In session two (Fig. 3d),
bank voles showed a highly significant preference for the lower slopes (F(; 54)=11.68;
p<0.001), and for the east-facing slope (F(; 54y=34.59; p<0.001), since no bank voles
were caught on the west-facing side of the site, and there was a highly significant
interaction between slope and side because of this fact (F(; 54=11.67; p<0.001). When
rodent species versus slope were analysed for session one (Figs 3a-b), there was a
significant interaction between slope and the distribution of wood mice and bank voles
on the east-facing slope (F(; 54=6.17; p<0.005). In session two (Figs 3c-d) there was a
significant difference between wood mouse and bank vole distributions on the east
slope (F(; 54=4.61; p<0.05) and a significant interaction between slope and the rodent
distributions (F(, 54y=12.79; p<0.001).

At Hawthorn Dene during session one, wood mice (Fig. 4a) showed a
significant difference in distribution with respect to slope, preferring the upper slopes
(F(2,54=3.94; p<0.05), and with respect to the side of the study site, preferring the
south-facing side (F(; 54=4.72; p<0.05). There was also a significant interaction
between slope and side (F(2’54)=4.72; p<0.05). Conversely, in session two there were
no significant differences between slope or side for wood mice (Fig. 4c). Analysis of
time period versus slope showed that over both time periods there was a significant
difference in wood mice distribution with respect to slope on the south-facing side of
the site (F(354y=7.09; p<0.005). Bank voles showed significant differences in
distribution with respect to slope (F(2’54)=4.04; p<0.05), and with respect to the
interaction between slope and side of the study site (F(2,54)=4.l4; p<0.05) in session
one (Fig. 4b). During session two (Fig. 4d), only the interaction was significant
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(F2,54=3.47; p<0.05). Over both time periods there was a significant difference in the
distribution of bank voles with respect to slope on the north-facing side of Hawthom
Dene (F; 54=10.24; p<0.001). When rodent species versus slope was analysed for
session one (Figs 4a-b), there was a significant difference in the distribution of rodents
with respect to slope on the south-facing side (F, 54y=4.76; p<0.05), and a significant
difference in the distribution of wood mice and bank voles (F(; 54=11.95; p<0.005).
On the north-facing side, there was a significant difference in the use of the slope
(F(2,54y=8.88; p<0.001), a significant difference in wood mouse and bank vole
distributions (F(; 54y=13.75; p<0.001), and a significant interaction between the two
(F(2,54y=3.32; p<0.05). In session two (Figs 4c-d), on the south side there was no
longer a significant difference in the use of the slope, but still a significant difference in
the distribution of wood mice and bank voles (F(, 54=18.44; p<0.001). On the north
side in session two, there were significant differences in the use of the slope
(F(2,54y=4.48; p<0.05) and in the distribution of wood mice and bank voles
(F(1,54y=33.50; p<0.001), but no longer a significant interaction between the two.

Castle Eden Dene data showed that there were no significant differences with
respect to slope or side of study site that wood mice were captured on for either time
period (Figs 5a & 5c), although wood mice did show a significant change in
distribution with respect to time period on both the east-facing slope (F; 54)=5.66;
p<0.05) and on the west-facing slope (F(; 54y=6.35; p<0.05). Bank voles during
session one (Fig. 5b), were captured significantly more often on the east-facing side of
the study site (F(; 54y=6.84; p<0.05). In session two (Fig. 5d), bank voles showed a
significant preference for the lower slopes (Fy 54y=4.01; p<0.05), and an even stronger
preference for the east-facing side than in session one (F(; 54y=11.79; p<0.005). When
the two-way anova of time period versus slope was carried out for bank voles, it
revealed that significant differences with respect to slope were found only on the east-
facing slope (F(y 54y=4.56; p<0.05). Two-way anovas of rodent species versus slope
showed that in session one (Figs 5a-b) there was a significant difference in the
distributions of wood mice and bank voles on the west-facing slope (F(; 54y=27.61;
p<0.001). In session two (Figs 5c-d), on the east-facing slope there was a significant
difference in the use of the slope by all rodents (F, 54=3.31; p<0.05), and a significant
interaction between slope and species (F; 54=3.47; p<0.05). On the west-facing slope
there was a significant difference in the distribution of wood mice and bank voles
(F(1,54y=4-83; p<0.05) with many more wood mice than bank voles being captured on
that side.

In general, the distribution and abundance of wood mice and bank voles was
very variable between sites. Bank voles tended to be captured significantly more often

during one or both sessions on the lower slopes of a site, often with a significant
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preference for a particular side of the site. For instance, bank voles were captured
significantly more often on the lower north-facing slope of Horsleyhope Ravine, on the
lower east-facing slope of Greta Gorge, on the lower north-facing slope of Hawthorn
Dene, and on the lower east-facing slope of Castle Eden Dene. Wood mice tended to
be distributed more randomly, with no significant differences with respect to slope or
side of the study site at Horsleyhope Ravine and Greta Gorge in session one, at Castle
Eden Dene in both sessions and at Hawthorn Dene in session two. During the
remainder of sessions wood mice tended to significantly prefer the upper or middle
slopes of a particular side of a site, such that at Horsleyhope Ravine wood mice
preferred the middle north-facing slope, at Greta Gorge the upper and middle east-
facing side, and at Hawthorn Dene the upper south-facing side. At all sites there were
significant test results to indicate that wood mice and bank voles differed in their
distributions within a side with respect to slope, in one or both sessions. The possibility
of negative association between wood mice and bank voles was tested using chi-square

(see section 3.3).

3.3 Rodent associations

Only the north-facing side of Horsleyhope Ravine, in session one, showed a
significant association (x2 = 3.967, df = 1, p < 0.05) indicating that there was a
negative association between wood mice and bank voles i.e. wood mice and bank voles
were caught at different trap sites more frequently than expected by chance. In all
other cases the null hypothesis was retained, whereby there were no associations,

positive or negative, between wood mice and bank voles.

3.4 Trap site fidelity between trapping sessions

Table 2. Values of r and their significance levels for Pearson correlation between traps
catching wood mice and bank voles in the first and second sessions. p<0.05; p<0.01;
p<0.001. Degrees of freedom = 58 in all cases.

Site Species r
Horsleyhope Ravine wood mouse 0.27
bank vole 0.47
Greta Gorge wood mouse 0.78
bank vole 0.45
Hawthorn Dene wood mouse | 0.66
bank vole 0.47
Castle Eden Dene wood mouse 0.39
bank vole 0.58
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Pearson correlations carried out to investigate trap site fidelity were all
significant (see Table 2.), indicating that rodents were using similar traps in the second
session to those that were used in the first session. This result could lead one to
suggest amalgamating the data for the first and second sessions, but was thought to be
unwise since although the correlation coefficients are significant, they are not equal to
1. Therefore, data amalgamation, which could result in the loss of variation of the
habitat variables that could explain these small differences in wood mouse and bank

vole distribution, was not carried out.

3.5 Seasonal change in vegetation cover

Paired t-tests (Table 3) showed that % canopy cover, % shrub cover and %
herbs >40cm changed significantly, and in a positive direction, at all sites between the
first and second trapping sessions. Percentage herb cover changed significantly at
Horsleyhope Ravine and Castle Eden Dene, while % herbs 0-10cm changed
significantly at Horsleyhope Ravine and Hawthorn Dene. Percentage herbs 10-20cm
changed significantly only at Hawthorn Dene, and % herbs 20-30cm only at
Horsleyhope Ravine. Percentage herbs 30-40cm changed significantly at Horsleyhope
Ravine and Greta Gorge. Seven out of eight variables changed significantly at
Horsleyhope Ravine, four at Greta Gorge and Castle Eden Dene and five at Hawthorn

Dene.

Table 3. Significant differences between first and second session vegetation cover.
Values of t and significance levels for paired t-tests, p<0.05; p<0.01; p<0.005;
p<0.001. Degrees of freedom = 59 in all cases.

Site % % % herb | % herb | % herb| % herb | % herb | % herb
canopy | shrub 0-10cm | 10-20cm | 20-30cm | 30-d0cm | >40cm

Horsleyhope | 5.60 7.20 4.78 2.27 - 3.70 7.43 3.46

Ravine

Greta Gorge | 4.38 3.51 - - - - 2.40 6.77

Hawthorn 2.06 5.66 - 2.16 2.95 - - 3.77

Dene

Castle Eden| 4.45 4.20 4.40 - - - - 3.30

Dene

3.6 Habitat selection by rodents - Vegetation structure

Graphs of the total number of touches of dead and live vegetation against
height class for each study site as a whole, for sample points where wood mice were
captured at each site and for where bank voles were captured at each site, are
presented in Figures 6-9. Wood mice showed significant differences in their choice of
dead and live vegetation at all sites (Table 4). At Horsleyhope Ravine (Fig. 6b), Greta
Gorge (Fig 7b) and Castle Eden Dene (Fig. 9b) wood mice tended to avoid low dead
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vegetation up to a height of 10-15cm, and preferred dead vegetation above 15-20cm in
height. At Hawthorn Dene (Fig. 8b) however, wood mice showed no strong avoidance
of any dead vegetation seemingly preferring most heights above 10cm. Wood mice
tended to avoid low level live vegetation below 15cm and prefer medium and high live
vegetation above 20cm at Horsleyhope Ravine and Hawthorn Dene, while they
preferred short live vegetation at Greta Gorge and Castle Eden Dene, and avoided

medium and high level live vegetation.
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Figure 6. Total number of touches for dead and live vegetation at different height classes for a) the
total study site; b) for trap sites' where wood mice were captured and c) for trap sites where bank voles

were captured at Horlseyhope Ravine. B - dead vegetation; @ - live vegetation.

Bank voles also showed significant associations with vegetation at all sites,
except at Castle Eden Dene where they showed no significant association with dead
vegetation (Table 4). At Horsleyhope Ravine (Fig. 6¢), Greta Gorge (Fig. 7c) and
Hawthorn Dene (Fig. 8c), bank vole habitats were characterised by an avoidance of
low level dead and live vegetation below 10-20cm, and a preference for medium and
high level vegetation above 20-30cm in height. At Castle Eden Dene (Fig. 9c) bank
vole habitat was characterised by a preference for low level live vegetation below 8cm,
and for vegetation above 45cm, while live vegetation between 10-25cm was avoided.

When the habitats of wood mice and bank voles were compared using chi-
square, they were shown to be selecting similar habitats in most cases, except at
Horsleyhope Ravine where wood mice were shown to avoid and bank voles to prefer
low level dead vegetation, while medium height dead vegetation was preferred by
wood mice and avoided by bank voles. At Greta Gorge wood mice and bank voles
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were also shown to be associated with different aspects of the habitat, wood mice
avoided medium height live vegetation and preferred short live vegetation, while bank
voles did the reverse. A different but significant association was seen for live
vegetation at Hawthorn Dene, where wood mice preferred and bank voles avoided very

short vegetation, and wood mice avoided, while bank voles preferred short and tall

vegetation.
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Figure 9. Total number of touches for dead and live vegetation at different height classes for a) the
total study site; b) for trap sites where wood mice were captured and c) for trap sites where bank voles
were captured at Castle Eden Dene. B - dead vegetation; B - live vegetation.

Table 4. Significant chi-square values for dead and live vegetation and the structure
associations with rodents. p<0.05; p<0.01, - indicates an insignificant test.

wood mice vs | bank voles vs | bank voles vs
no wood mice | no bank voles | wood mice
Site Vegetation x2 df x2 df x? df
Horsleyhope Ravine | dead 63.02 7 43.95 8 24.97 7
live 41.27 11 72.72 11 - -
Greta Gorge dead 68.73 8 40.63 8 - -
live 35.57 11 48.68 16 22.93 11
Hawthorn Dene dead 15.44 7 25.70 10 - -
live 38.59 9 39.13 14 43.02 10
Castle Eden Dene dead 19.12 17 - - - -
live 27.94 17 54.87 18 - -
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A summary of the associations that wood mice and bank voles have with
particular height classes of vegetation is given in Table 5, and, as has been seen these
associations are very variable between sites although the overall tendency is for both
wood mice and bank voles to avoid low level vegetation and prefer medium or tall

vegetation.

Table 5. Summary table of height classes with strongest associations to wood mice and
bank voles for dead and live vegetation.

wood mice vs no | bank voles vs no | wood mice vs bank voles
wood mice bank voles
Site Vegetation | Avoid Prefer Avoid Prefer wood mice | wood mice
avoid/bank . | prefer/bank
voles prefer | voles avoid
Horsleyhope | dead low medium | low medium | low medium
Ravine & high & high
live low medium | low medium | none none
, & high
Greta Gorge | dead low medium | low medium | none none
& high & high
live medium | low low high medium low
Hawthorn dead none low, low medium | none none
Dene medium & high
& high
live low & | medium | low medium | low & high | v. low
high & high & high
Castle Eden | dead low medium | none none none none
Dene & high
live high low low & [low & |none none
medium | high

3.7 Habitat selection by rodents - Habitat variables

When the Mann-Whitney U-test was carried out on the habitat variables c)-t)
for each site and each session, sixteen variables were found to distinguish between the
microhabitats of wood mice and bank voles (Table 6.), while two variables, % rock
cover and number of tree stumps showed no significant differences at all. By
examining the number of variables showing significant resuits across the sites, it was
seen that the four most important variables for wood mice (numbers in italics) was %
herb cover, % soil cover, % brash cover and the number of trees. The four most
important variables for bank voles (numbers underlined) however, were % moss cover,
% herb cover, % herbs 30-40cm and % herbs >40cm. When wood mice habitat
variables were compared to those of bank voles, the four variables showing the most
significant differences between the two species' habitats were (numbers in bold) % herb
cover, % soil cover, % brash cover, % herbs >40cm. Many of the variables changed in
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their relative significances within sites, with respect to the time period, for example
wood mice showed a positive significant relationship to % canopy cover at Greta
Gorge in session one, but no relationship in session two. A more striking example is
shown by bank voles at Greta Gorge who showed no relationship with % herb cover in
session one, but a very highly significant positive relationship with it in session two. By
examining the columns of data, it can be seen that not only do the total numbers of
significant variables change between time periods at a site, but those variables which
show significance can also change. Horsleyhope Ravine in session two only had five
significant variables, whereas in session one it had ten. Hawthorn Dene also had a
reduced number of significant variables in session two, but Castle Eden Dene showed
an increase and Greta Gorge had the same number of significant variables although they
were different between the sessions. This data again shows that wood mice and bank
voles are preferentially selecting or avoiding many variables depending on the particular
habitat structure of the site which they inhabit, no single variable stands out as being

the main factor determining wood mice and vole distribution.

3.8 Habitat selection by rodents - Multivariate analysis

In order to assess the main factors important in rodent habitat selection from
such multivariate data, the 16 variables which showed significant differences in the
Mann-Whitney U-test (Table 6), forall sites and for both time periods, were pooled

Table 7. Wilks' Lambda (U-statistic) and univariate F-ratio with 3 and 476 degrees of
freedom for pooled data discriminant analysis.

Variable Wilks' F Significance
Lambda .
% brash cover 0.948 8.710 0.000
% canopy cover 0.968 -5.372 0.001
% herbs 0-10cm 0.987 2.133 0.095
% herbs 10-20cm 0.991 1.392 0.245
% herbs 20-30cm 0.981 3.121 0.026
% herbs 30-40cm 0.873 23.069 0.000
% herbs >40cm 0.904 16.832 0.000
% herb cover 0.846 28.803 0.000
% litter cover 0.969 5.028 0.002
% log cover 0.970 4.920 - 0.002
% moss cover 0.980 3.252 0.022
No. of saplings 0.982 2.913 0.034
No. of shrubs 0.945 9.171 0.000
No. of trees 0.926 12.680 0.000
% shrub cover 0.941 9,966 0.000
% soil cover , 0.891 19.336 0.000
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and analysed using discriminant analysis. From these 16 variables, only those which
have significant values of Wilks' Lambda and the F-ratio are entered into the analysis, in
this case all variables except % herbs 0-10cm and % herbs 10-20cm were significant
(Table 7).

Three canonical discriminant functions were produced, the first two of which
comprised 93.39% of the total variance (Table 8). The significance of the discriminant
functions was tested using Wilks' Lambda, first on all three functions, and then with the
first discriminant function removed. The significance levels associated with the first
and second function were highly significant, indicating that they both contribute
substantially to sample group differences, and that the means of each function are
significantly different for each sample group. Discriminant function three only
explained 6.61% of the total variance, and did not have a significant Wilks' Lambda or
Chi-square value, therefore it was not used to explain rodent microhabitats.

Table 8. Summary information on canonical discriminant functions for pooled data
discriminant analysis.

Fnctn | Eigenv. | Percent of | Cum. Canonical | After | Wilks' Chi- df | Signif

Variance | Percent | Correlation | Fnetn | Lambda | square

4
1 0.348 | 57.72 57.72 0.508 1 0.791 109.77 | 30 | 0.000
2 0.215 | 35.68 93.39 0.421 2 0.962 18.337 14 | 0.192

3 0.040 | 6.61 100.00 | 0.196

Classification of the sample groups with respect to the discriminant functions,
placed 51.25% of cases in the correct sample group (Table 9). Bank voles were most
successfully classified with 56.3% being correctly placed, while wood mice, with only
49% correctly placed, were least successfully classified. = Examination of the
correlations between the habitat variables and the discriminant functions (Table 10)
showed what the most important variables in each function are. Function one describes
the amount of herbaceous cover available, ranging from open ground (% cover of soil)
to areas of high level herb cover (% herb cover, % herbs 30-40cm, and % herbs
>40cm). Function two described a more complex type of vegetative cover, ranging
from low level cover (% litter cover, % herbs 0-10cm and % herbs 10-20cm) to higher
level woody cover (% canopy cover, % shrub cover and % brash). The separation of
the four sample groups and the sites along these two functions is shown in Figure 10.
A highly significant amount of separation was found between wood mice and bank
voles along the first function axis (F; 5;0y=174.13; p<0.0001), with bank voles being
found in more herbaceous areas, and wood mice in the more open areas. Along the
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second axis, wood mice and bank voles were still significantly separated (F(; 5,0)=4.23;
p<0.05), bank voles being found in more herbaceous areas, and wood mice in areas
with more shrubs and brash. Traps catching both species of rodent or neither were
found between bank voles and wood mice along function one in areas with equal
contributions from soil cover and herb cover. They were separated mostly by function
two, where traps catching both rodent species were found in areas with more cover
being contributed by shrubs and brash. Those traps catching no rodents were
characterised by being in areas of intermediate herbaceous cover, with low growing
herbs and litter.

Table 9. Predicted sample group membership for pooled data discriminant analysis.

Predicted Group Membershi
Actual No. of None Bank voles | Wood mice Both
Group Cases
None 230 115 50 44 21
50.0% 21.7% 19.1% 9.1%
Bank voles 112 20 63 5 24
17.9% 56.3% 4.5% 21.4%
Wood mice 100 22 10 49 19
22.0% 10.0% 49.0% 19.0%
Both 38 2 7 10 19
5.3% 18.4% 26.3% 50.0%

A one-way analysis of variance on the discriminant functions for each site
showed that there was a highly significant difference between all four sites for function
one (F 3 476)=23.67; p<0.0001) and for function two (F 3 476)=49.92; p<0.0001). Site
centroids were calculated using the means of functions one and two for each site, and
these were plotted onto Figure 10. Both Horsleyhope Ravine and Greta Gorge had
their function means near to the group centroid for traps catching no rodents, the
Hawthorn Dene function means placed it near to the vole group centroid and Castle
Eden Dene functions means placed it near to the wood mice group centroids.

Discriminant analysis at each site for each session, using the same habitat
variables, produced higher percentages of correctly classified groups (Table 11), in all
cases, they were over 20% higher than the percentage of correctly classified groups
from the discriminant analysis on the pooled data set. Whereas only 50.0% of traps
catching no rodents were corréctly classified for the pooled data set, all the single site
percentages were above 62.50% (CED session 1), with the largest number correctly
classified at Hawthorn Dene in session one (84.00%). Several classifications for bank
voles were 100% correct, at Horsleyhope Ravine session two, Greta Gorge session
one, and Castle Eden Dene session one, this was also true for wood mice at

Horsleyhope Ravine session two, and Hawthorn Dene sessions one and two, and for
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traps catching both rodents at Greta Gorge sessions one and two, and Hawthorn Dene

session two.

Table 10. Pooled within-groups correlations between discriminating variables and
canonical discriminant functions for pooled data discriminant analysis. Bold denotes
the largest absolute correlation between each variable and any discriminant function.

Function 1 | Function 2 | Function 3
% herb cover 0.714 -0.093 -0.224
% herbs 30-40cm 0.635 0.142 0.117
% herbs >40cm 0.550 0.060 -0.003
% soil cover -0.490 0.417 0.135
% shrub cover 0.096 0.500 -0.379
% brash cover -0.281 0.348 . 0.183
% litter cover -0.134 -0.341 0.099
% canopy cover -0.162 -0.325 0.223
% moss cover 0.145 0.240 -0.141
% herbs 0-10cm -0.068 -0.234 -0.034
% herbs 10-20cm 0.029 -0.197 -0.066
% log cover 0.008 0.306 0.522
No. of shrubs 0.214 0.384 -0.504
No. of trees -0.411 -0.234 0.486
No. of saplings 0.190 -0.076 0.337
% herbs 20-30cm 0.164 0.198 -0.218

Table 11. Summary of sample group classification results for individual site/time

discriminant analyses

HR GG HD CED

1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
None 7590 |68.60 ]66.70 |[71.10 |84.00 | 7830 |62.50 |76.00

Bank voles | 61.50 | 100 100 91.70 ]62.50 | 83.90 | 100 80.00

Wood mice | 75.00 | 100 90.90 [ 88.90 | 100 100 83.30 | 83.30

Both 50.00 |80.00 | 100 100 85.70 | 100 54.50 | 85.70

% correctly | 71.67 | 80.00 | 76.67 | 78.33 |76.67 | 83.33 |73.33 |80.00
classified

A summary of the percentage variance explained by each function, the habitat
gradient and the F values for a one-way anova between wood mice and bank voles for
each function, for all sites, is presented in Table 12. The cumulative percentage
variance for functions one and two for each analysis never exceeded the 93.39% of the
pooled data analysis, with the largest cumulative percentage being 88.95% at
Hawthorn Dene session one, and the smallest being 84.84% at Castle Eden Dene
session one. The habitat gradients for all functions vary considerably between and
within sites, and tend to be more complex than the habitat gradients for the pooled data

set (see Appendix 2, for correlations between variables and functions). The overall
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trend was for the habitat gradients to be ones of cover, ranging either from open to
closed cover or vice versa. Closed vegetative cover was either herbaceous or woody
or a combination of the two.. Interpretation of habitat gradients became problematical
when they consisted of a structural component, such as the number of trees, shrubs or
saplings, at one end of the gradient to cover components at the other, since this mixture
does not lend itself to simple biological interpretation.

Wood mice and bank voles were significantly separated by function one at all
sites except Greta Gorge session one, and by function two at all sites except Greta
Gorge session two, Hawthorn Dene session two and Castle Eden Dene session one.
Function three significantly separated wood mice and bank voles at all sites except
Horsleyhope Ravine session two, Greta Gorge sessions one and two and Castle Eden
Dene session two. At Greta Gorge, wood mice and bank voles were separated
'signiﬁcantly only by function two in session one, and only by function one in session
two. At all the other sites wood mice and bank voles were separated significantly
either by all three discriminant functions, or by two of the functions.

Examination of the discriminant function plots (Appendix 3) for the individual
analyses showed that wood mice and bank voles were still being separated in habitat
space by factors of cover, openness and herbaceousness or woodiness of the

vegetation, despite the discriminant functions being so variable.
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DISCUSSION

4.1 Habitat selection

4.1.1 Discriminant analysis

The discriminant analysis of the pooled data set and the single site/time data
sets showed that wood mice and bank voles exploited habitats which differed in
structure and composition. Wood mice occurred in areas of open soil with low
densities of herbaceous cover, and high incidences of shrub or brash cover, while bank
voles were associated with dense herbaceous ground cover and lower incidences of
shrub and brash cover. These habitat preferences agree with several previous studies of
habitat selection by these two species (Evans 1942; Kikkawa 1964; Southern and Lowe
1968; Gurnell 1985). '

There were, however, several anomalies between the two groups of
discriminant analysis. Firstly, there was the variability of the discriminant functions in
the single site/time analyses. This could be caused by the difference in habitat
composition between the sites and by the seasonal change in vegetation structure
causing a real difference in the habitat variables selected for or against by wood mice
and bank voles. Conversely, the variability could be an artefact of discriminant function
analysis, because the linear functions that are calculated from the habitat variables
maximise the differences between sample groups, such that the variables that describe
the function gradient are certainly statistically significant, but not necessarily
biologically significant (Rexstaad et al. 1988). This second explanation is more likely
to happen with small sample sizes since there is more variation within the data set than
there would be with a large data set.

Two other anomalies between the pooled data analysis and the single site/time
analyses were differences in the percentage of correctly classified cases and the
cumulative percentage of variance being explained by the first two discriminant
functions. The percentage of correctly classified cases in the single site/time analyses
were high, because the habitat configurations of the traps catching wood mice, bank
voles, both or neither were site and/or time specific. This specificity was unable to be
expressed in the pooled data analysis, because the data had become generalised and this
caused the low percentage of correctly classified cases. However, the pooled data
analysis had a larger value for the percentage of variance explained by the first two
discriminant functions because the large number of samples was able to reduce the
standard deviation of the mean for each variable and therefore decrease the variation in
the data. In the single site/time analyses the sample size was smaller, creating greater
variability in the data which then decreased the percentage of variation which was

successfully explained by the first two functions.
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Further errors which may influence the accuracy of optimal habitat prediction
for a species, especially on a small scale, occur when individuals of a species become
trapped in an inappropriate habitat patch as they move through it to reach an
appropriate patch (Schroder and Rosenzweig 1975).

4.1.2 Vegetation structure

Wood mice and bank voles were seen to be selecting similar habitats from that
which was available at each site with respect to the structure of the vegetation. The
pattern of a general preference for medium to tall vegetation be it dead or alive, and a
general avoidance of short vegetation, was more rigorously adhered to by bank voles
than wood mice, which showed more random choices of habitat structure. However,
wood mice and bank voles showed no positive associations, and although they show
similar preferences for medium and tall live vegetation, the discriminant function
analysis indicated that bank voles preferred dense herbaceous vegetation, and wood
mice preferred higher densities of woody vegetation. In this way the live vegetation
structure preferences of wood mice and bank voles become segregated despite them
seeming similar. In some cases, the preferred vegetation structure for wood mice and
bank voles did differ. The only preferences for different heights of dead vegetation by
wood mice and bank voles was at Horsleyhope Ravine, and can be interpreted as wood
mice being trapped in areas of medium height brash with little leaf litter, while bank
voles were trapped in areas with more leaf litter and no brash. Both at Greta Gorge
and Hawthorn Dene, medium and tall live vegetation was avoided by wood mice and
preferred by bank voles, vice versa for very low vegetation, and this could be due to
populations of bank voles at these sites monopolising the areas of medium and tall
vegetation which provides them with essential cover, while wood mice are restricted to
the more open areas with sparse and short vegetation, this situation having been
observed in a number of studies (e.g. Southern & Lowe 1968). At Castle Eden Dene,
wood mice also avoided tall live vegetation, preferring the short vegetation, but this
was not shown to significantly differ from the choice of vegetation structure by bank
voles at this site. In this case, the abundance of open or sparse short vegetation under
dense shrubby cover which occurred at heights above the point quadrat, meant that
wood mice were more likely to have been caught in such habitat here rather than at any
of the other sites. |

The habitat preferences of both species would seem to suggest that some
element of cover, whether it be dense herbaceous cover or woody cover at a short
distance off the ground is needed. This is likely to be a strategy for predator avoidance
since by having open space under dense cover rodents can move uninhibited and
without noise, whereas short dense vegetation can hamper their movements (Simonetti
1989). This phenomenon was observed by Healing et al. (1983) on Skomer island
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where bank voles were trapped more often in dense Pteridium aquilinum with a sparse
understorey of Hyacinthoides non-scripta and Oxalis acetosella L. (wood sorrel)
through which they could move easily, and avoided areas with extensive mats of
grasses especially Holcus lanatus L. (yorkshire fog) which created an impenetrable
barrier to the bank voles.

4.2 Abundance and distribution

4.2.1 Relationship between rodent distributions and plant species present

With the knowledge of the preferred habitats of wood mice and bank voles, an
attempt to explain their distribution and abundance at the four study sites can take
place. Both distribution and abundance can be explained to some extent by the
'vegetation present, and the structure of that vegetation. As has already been
discovered, bank voles were trapped more often in areas with a high percentage of
medium-tall herbaceous cover which had an open structure at ground level. Species of
plant present in the study sites that fit this structural description were most commonly
Mercurialis perennis, Allium ursinum and Urtica dioica, plus some other less common
species. These species have very small basal areas, but large leaf surface areas and
provide the ideal structure for bank voles to move around without creating noise or
movement of the vegetation which could attract predators. It is also interesting that
these species of plant which appear to be so important structurally for bank vole
habitats are thought to be unpalatable to rodents because of the toxins they contain to
prevent grazing damage seed predation (Hulme, pers. comm.). A study by Fernandez
(1993) also showed that bank voles were trapped in large numbers under Calluna
vulgaris, because of it's ideal structure rather than because of its use as a food plant.
Inevitably, plants species of the types just described formed the major part of the
vegetation in areas of high bank vole captures at the study sites, with significant results
most notably on the lower north-facing slope of Horsleyhope Ravine, the lower east-
facing slope of Greta Gorge, the north-facing lower slope of Hawthorn Dene, and the
lower east-facing slope of Castle Eden Dene. These areas are all in the valley bottoms
of the study sites and on the slopes that receive the least sunlight. These shady
conditions are preferred by Allium ursinum and Mercurialis perennis and show how
climatic conditions can determine what plant species can grow and how these in turn
can determine the composition of the small mammal community.

Wood mice were trapped more frequently in areas of more medium and tall
woody cover, with the ground layer being fairly open with only sparse cover given by
short herbaceous plant species. Live woody cover was given by shrub species such as
Crataegus monogyna under which herb growth was limited because of a lack of light,

those herbs which could survive included Viola riviniana Reich. (common violet) and
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Hedera helix L. (ivy). This vegetation type was seen on parts of the upper south-
facing slope of Hawthorn Dene, where wood mice were trapped significantly more
often than by chance. Other cover which was categorised as being shrub cover was
given by low branches from canopy trees, particularly Taxus baccata, often when they
have fallen over but are still living. Taxus baccata has a very dense canopy, under
which very little else grows, with the ground cover often being bare soil. Wood mice
were trapped in large numbers at Castle Eden Dene with no significant preferences for
slope or side of the site in either session, this being the site with the highest densities of
Taxus baccata which cover much of the west-facing slope and parts of the upper and
middle east-facing slope. Dead woody cover was comprised of brash, which was
recorded most often in the areas of coniferous plantation on the upper and middle,
north and east-facing slopes of Horsleyhope Ravine and Greta Gorge respectively.
Herbaceous ground vegetation is also scarce under closed canopy conifers, except for
species such as Oxalis acetosella and various species of Pteridophyte, due to a lack of
light, and increased soil acidity from the coniferous leaf litter. Wood mice were most
significantly associated with this vegetation type on the middle slopes of both sites in
session two.

The discriminant function plot indicated that traps catching both species were
characterised by a greater amount of shrub or brash cover, than for traps catching each
species separately, and intermediate levels of herb cover. This habitat structure is
difficult to quantify in terms of plant species because traps catching both species were
relatively rare and no continuous blocks of vegetation emerged as being typical habitat
for both species. Furthermore, no positive associations between wood mice and bank
voles were detected, and it should not be considered as a normal occurrence.

There were two main types of area that caught neither species in the traps, both
were typified by a very open woodland structure with well spaced mature trees, and
very little or no understorey or shrub layer. One type consisted of a ground layer with
leaf litter and short herbs such as Anemone nemorosa, Oxalis acetosella, and Hedera
helix, or Vaccinium myrtillus and short grasses, seen on parts of the upper and middle
north-facing slope of Hawthorn Dene and the upper south-facing slope of Horsleyhope
Ravine respectively. The other type was in areas of dense almost continuous areas of
Luzula sylvatica, with large accumulations of leaf litter which, in contrast to the species
Mercurialis perennis and Allium ursinum, has a very large basal area and a lower leaf
surface area, the opposite of the preferred vegetation structure of wood mice and bank
voles. Luzula sylvatica therefore, provided little medium-tall cover while the dense
growth at ground level prevented easy and secretive movements of both wood mice
and bank voles. This second vegetation type was seen most obviously on the upper

west-facing slope of Greta Gorge. It is possible that rodents may have been present in
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this vegetation type, and constructed runways through litter, with the only chance of
capture being if a trap was placed in a runway. This is however unlikely since it has
been shown that bank voles avoid areas of dense cover at ground level (Healing et al.
1983).

During the fieldwork and the subsequent data analysis, it became apparent that
several trap sites which appeared to be ideal in structure and species composition for
one or other of the two species, had no captures. Fleming (1979) concluded from a
survey of published data on small rodent habitat choice, that the important cues appear
to be food or foraging areas and/or shelter. One can assume from the vegetation
structure of the trap sites in question that they are adequate with respect to the
provision of shelter, and therefore maybe they are lacking in available food resources.
Another explanation could be the proximity of these traps to predators or abnormal
amounts of disturbance.

4.2.2 Relationship between rodent distributions and habitat structure of
sites

The discussion of the previous paragraphs and the data from the analysis of
spatial distribution highlight the fact that at all sites there are significant differences in
the distributions of wood mice and bank voles with respect to slope. On the north-
facing side of Horsleyhope Ravine and the east-facing side of Greta Gorge the highly
significant separation of wood mice on the upper and middle slopes and bank voles on
the lower slope could be due to the marked change in habitat from the mixed
coniferous plantation with little herb layer on the upper and middle slopes to a distinctly
deciduous strip of woodland along the stream bank with lush dense herbaceous
vegetation. The two discrete habitats enhanced the microhabitat differences of wood
mice and bank voles. The significant difference in distribution of wood mice and bank
voles on the north-facing side of Horsleyhope Ravine was reinforced by the significant
negative association shown in the tests of association with chi-square.

At Hawthorn Dene, both wood mice and bank voles showed significantly
different distributions over the whole site in both sessions. Bank vole captures
consistently outnumbered those of wood mice, and they dominated the whole site.
There were no obvious shifts in gross habitat types as there was at Horsleyhope Ravine
and Greta Gorge, with the whole site consisting of deciduous tree species, except for
several Taxus baccata on the lower north slope, and large continuous expanses of
suitable herbaceous and shrubby cover in the form of Rubus fruticosus for bank voles.
The fact that the site consists of so much typical bank vole habitat explains their large
abundance here. It appeared that wood mice lived where they were able, and work by
Ashby (1967) in Houghall Wood suggested that there was no tendency for the density
of wood mice to be locally reduced by high concentrations of bank voles, and
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concluded that the local anomalies in density were usually caused independently in the
two species.

Castle Eden Dene, in contrast to Hawthorn Dene had larger abundances of
wood mice than bank voles over the whole site except on the lower east-facing slope in
session two. In this case the high coverage given by Taxus baccata determined much
of the wood mouse distribution, while bank voles were found in well vegetated (by
herbs) areas between stands of Taxus baccata.

4.2.3 Seasonal variation in vegetation and rodent distributions

The seasonal changes in vegetation structure were due to ongoing spring
growth, with the emergence of leaves on trees and shrubs, and the increased coverage
and height of herbs. Species contributing most to the overall increase in herb height
over 40cm at all sites were mostly Pteridium aquilinum and Urtica dioica. The largest
and most significant amounts of change in vegetational cover between the first and
second trapping sessions, were seen at Horsleyhope Ravine. This is most likely to be
because the site was first trapped in the last week of April when very little woody
vegetation had come into leaf, excepting the evergreen species (Picea abies L. (norway
spruce), Taxus baccata, llex aquifolium L. (holly)) and the growing season was just
commencing.

The changes in vegetation cover could have caused some of the recorded
changes in wood mouse and bank vole distribution and abundance. Trap site fidelity
correlation coefficients for wood mice at Horsleyhope Ravine and Castle Eden Dene
were relatively low, and may be linked to the overall increase in percentage herb cover
at these sites causing them to change their distributions. Significant changes in their
distributions were actually recorded in the spatial distribution data at these sites. Wood
mice at the remaining two sites, Greta Gorge and Hawthorn Dene showed the highest
trap site fidelities between sessions. An explanation for this is that they are restricted in
the habitat available to them at these sites, limiting the amount of distributional change
that is possible. The relatively similar correlations for bank voles at all sites indicates
that once herbaceous cover is available, they are less likely to move away from it.
Since bank voles are so reliant on vegetative cover, it would be interesting to know
how their distributions change once species such as Allium ursinum and Mercurialis
perennis die down at these sites. It has been suggested that changes in bank vole
distribution are likely to happen as the vegetation changes with the seasons, such that
the highest abundances of bank voles will be found in the areas of densest cover at the
time of year concerned (Ashby 1967; Kikkawa 1964). Other reasons for changes in
distribution, of wood mice or bank voles, at this time of year could be due to changes

in the availability and distribution of food resources, and to the onset of the breeding
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season, when male wood mice especially tend to move large distances in search of

mates.

4.3 Concluding remarks

Wood mice and bank voles are ecologically similar species with respect to body
size and general ecology, and regularly co-occur in various types of woodland. Their
coexistence is possible due to differences in their times of activity, and in their preferred
choice of food and their habitat selection (Gurnell 1985). I conclude however, that
their main source of separation is due to habitat selection, with their relative habitat
configurations being significantly different. This kind of time, dietary and habitat
separation means that interspecific competition is unlikely to occur for the majority of
the time, although intraspecific competition may occur at high densities. The habitat
selection of both species was similar at all sites, despite the discriminant analysis
misleadingly suggesting that different cues were being used in the selection procedure.
Shifts in distribution of rodents were seen with respect to time and seasonal habitat
change at some sites, and as mentioned earlier, it would be interesting to see how bank
vole distributions change once herbaceous cover becomes scarce in the autumn and
winter. Finally, I would suggest that small mammal community structure within a site
is dependent on the habitat structure and species composition of that site, and
knowledge of these factors could enable predictions of the estimated abundances and

distributions of wood mice and bank voles.

39



REFERENCES

Ashby, K. R. (1967) Studies on the ecology of field mice and voles (Apodemus sylvaticus,
Clethrionomys glareolus and Microtus agrestis) in Houghall Wood, Durham.
Journal of Zoology, London 152, 389-513.

Brown, L. E. (1956) Field experiments on the activity of the small mammals (Apodemus,
Clethrionomys and Microtus). Proceedings of the Zoological Society of London
126, 549-564.

Corke, D. (1971) The local distribution of the yellow-necked mouse (Apodemus
flavicollis). Mammal Review 1, 62-66.

Corke, D. (1974) The comparative ecology of the two British species of Apodemus
(Rodentia: Muridae). Ph.D. thesis, University of London.

Dueser, R. D. & Shugart, H. H. (1978) Microhabitats in a forest-floor small mammal
fauna. Ecology 59, 89-98.

Evans, F. C. (1942) Studies of a small mammal opulation in Bagley Wood, Berkshire.
Journal of Animal Ecology 11, 182-97.

Fairley, J. S. (1967) A woodland population of Apodemus sylvaticus (L.) at Seaforde, Co.
Down. Proceedings of the Royal Irish Academy 65 B, 407-424.

Fernandez, F. A. S. (1993) Responses of rodent populations to spatial heterogeneity and
successional changes within Sitka spruce (Picea sitchensis) plantations at
Hamsterley Forest, County Durham. Ph.D. thesis, University of Durham.

Fleming, T. H. (1979) Life history strategies. In: Ecology of small mammals (ed.
Stoddart, D. M.), pp. 1-61. Chapman and Hall, London.

Fretweli, S. D. (1972) Populations in a seasonal environment. Princeton University
Press, Princeton, N.J.

Gause, G. F. (1934) The struggle for existence. Hafner, New York.

Gibb, J. (1954) The feeding ecology of tits, with notes on the treecreeper and goldcrest.
Ibis 96, 513-543. »

Grant, P. R. (1975) Population performance of Microtus pennsylvanicus confined to
woodland habitat, and a model of habitat occupancy. Canadian Journal of
Zoology 53, 1447-1465.

Green, R. (1979) The ecology of wood mice (Apodemus sylvaticus) on arable farmland.
Journal of Zoology, London 188, 357-377.

Gorman, M. L. & Zubaid, A. (1993) A comparative study of the ecology of woodmice
Apodemus sylvaticus in two contrasting habitats: deciduous woodland and
maritime sand-dunes. Journal of Zoology, London 229, 385-396.

Gurnell, J. (1981) Woodland rodents and tree seed supplies. In: The worldwide fur-
bearer conference proceedings (eds Chapman, J. A. & Pursley, D.), pp. 1191-
1214. R. R. Donnelly and Sons Co., Falls Chard, Virginia, U.S.A.

40



Gurnell, J. (1985) Woodland rodent communities. Symposium of the Zoological Society
of London 55, 377-411.

Halama, K. J., and Dueser, R. D. (1994) - Of mice and habitats: tests for density-dependent
habitat selection. Otkos 69, 107-114.

Healing, T. D., Jewell, V. T., Jewell, P. A., Rowlands, I. W. & Gipps, J. W. (1983)
Populations of bank vole (Clethrionomys glareolus) and long-tailed field mouse
(Apodemus sylvaticus) on Skomer Island, Dyfed. Journal of Zoology (London)
199, 447-460.

Hoffmeyer, I. (1973) Interaction and habitat selection in the mice Apodemus flavicollis
and A. sylvaticus. Oikos 24, 108-116.

Hulme, P. E. (1994) Survey and description of natural yew woodlands (Taxus baccata) in
terms of past and present patterns of regeneration in the coastal denes and
limestone gorges of County Durham. Bulletin of the British Ecological Society
25, 28-34.

Kikkawa, J. (1964) Movement, activity and distribution of the small rodents
Clethrionomys glareolus and Apodemus sylvaticus in woodland. Journal of
Animal Ecology 33, 259-299.

Krebs, J. R. (1971) Territory and breeding density in the great tit Parus m;zjor L.
Ecology 52, 2-22.

Lance, A. N. (1973) Numbers of wood mice (Apodemus sylvaticus) on improved and
unimproved blanket bog. Journal of Zoology, London 171, 471-473.

MacArthur, R. H. (1958) Population ecology of some warblers of northeastern coniferous
forests. Ecology 39, 599-619.

Miller, R. S. (1955) Activity thythms in the wood mouse Apodemus sylvaticus and the
bank vole Clethrionomys glareolus. Proceedings of the Zoological Society of
London 125, 505-519.

Montgomery, W. I. (1980) Spatial organisation in sympatric populations of Apodemus
sylvaticus and A. flavicollis (Rodentia: Muridae). Journal of Zoology, London
192, 379-401.

Montgomery, W. 1. (1989) Peromyscus and Apodemus: patterns of similarity in ecological
equivalents. In: Biology of Peromyscus (eds Kirkland, G. L. & Layne, J. L.), pp.
293-366. Texas Technical Press, Austin, Texas.

Partridge, L. (1978) Habitat selection. In: Behavioural ecology: an evolutionary
approach (eds Krebs, J. R. & Davies, N. B.), pp. 351-376. Blackwell, Oxford.

Perrins, C. (1978) British tits. New Naturalist.

Rexstaad, E. A., Miller, D. D., Flather, C. H., Anderson, E. M., Hupp, J. W. & Anderson,
D. R. (1988) Questionable multivariate statistical inference in wildlife habitat and

community studies. Journal of Wildlife Management 52, 794-798.

41



Schroder, G. D. & Rosenzweig, M. L. (1975) Perturbation analysis of competition and
overlap in habitat utilisation between Dipodomys ordii and Dipodomys merriami.
Oecologia 19, 9-28.

Simonetti, J. A. (1989) Microhabitat use by small mammals in central Chile. Oikos 56,
309-318.

Southern, H. N. & Lowe, V. P. W. (1968) The pattern of distribution of prey and
predation in tawny owl territories. Journal of Animal Ecology 37, 75-97.

Svérdson, G. (1949) Competition and habitat selection in birds. Oikos 1,157-174.

Watts, C. H. S. (1968) The foods eaten by the wood mouse (Apodemus sylvaticus) and
the bank vole (Clethrionomys glareolus) in Wytham Woods, Berkshire. Journal of
Animal Ecology 37, 25-41.

Wolton, R. J. & Flowerdew, J. R. (1985) Spatial distribution and movements of wood
mice, yellow-necked mice and bank voles. Symposia of the Zoological Society of
London 55, 249-275.

Whitham, T. G. (1978) Habitat selection by Pemphigus aphids in response to resource
limitation and competition. Ecology 59, 1164-1176.

42



L669TTP| chETIT'0| 61ETO0'0[ S8Y0V6°0| TT6CLS S| TOTSO'LL| SS96E0°0| ES6T89°€| 88VLTI'v| TIIST'T] 6LTLSS 1| T8TSTS'T| 619996'C wns
LLOTEY' 6] €OTLED Q| TOE000'0| bP6PTTOf L99ELT T TITL68 €} £90600°0| ETLIYS 0| T6SLSO'T| EVLI6V 0| 6065S€°0| LS8YLS 0| 8008L9°0| 9dMu-uou
6LE8'TE| PTSTI'0| 8TOTO00| IPSSTL'O| PST66TH| ¥8YST ET| T6S0E00| ETIPYT| 968695 €| LLS6SY T| LETOT Y| STYOV6'T| 11988C°C o
Wwns| wog6-0p| Wodp-6¢| WOGE-0g| WI0E-GT| WISZ-OT| WOOZ-ST| WOST-0F| WOQI-§| wWdg-9| W9-p[ Wdp-7| ung-0
3/2,(3-0)
6000°LT| 60ST6°€T| TLYYPS'SS| TLOEO'PO| €9V T HOT| SECOT0L| STEO'8LT| 680EY 69| ES0E£9'8S| 66T10F 65| 86ELE9LL  6T'LTY| 2dmu-uou
L60666'L| vT6V80°L| BTSSY 91| 67696'8T| 99€S8°0€| SIL6L°0T| 8¥LIGYE| TT695°0T| L¥69€ LT| 10865 LT| TO9TI'TT| E00TL LE 0T
Asuanbary pajoadxa
LOT1 32 1€ [43 £8 gel 16 £ST 06 9L LL 66 $91 mns
PS8 9 14 65 SS b8 TL 8C1 8L ¥9 v9 £8 8L} 9domuuou
£5¢C 6 L £l 8¢ 16 0C Y4 4! [4! £l 91 Ly Jonu
WNS| W06-0f| WO0P-G€| WOSE-0E| WI0E-GT| WICT-0T| WOOZ-CT| WOST-0T| WOQL-§| WI0g-9| Wdg-p| Wdp-z| woz-Q
Asuanbary paarasqo
UOIJBJ259A JAI] IO DTUI-UOU SNSIOA DI T
6SYTO'EY| SOPTS6[ 8808’ LL| PTTOVT| PITELY L] TLS8LY 8| 6629£9'9| LBTIIIS S| SPTT06'S uns
6TCPTTL| S666V8L| PII8SH €[ 98STET0| TEITSY'T| 99L589 1| S9068T 1| €9L6TT° 1| 9929+ T'T| 9dMu-uou
YT8L'0S| SSOVLI'L| LLYYE VL] ¥59096'0| €BS1TO 9| 908266'9| CETLYE'S| ¥THIRI' V| 6L8VSL'Y oru
wns| woQ6-6¢| WoQE-S1| WOIGT-0T| WS-8 WOg-g| UWO9-p|  Udp-Z|  UOZ-Q
9/2,(2-0)
COVTL LT PPV IE| YSSLTIT| TP8LO'YT| 61L00°6C| 6L0TS €V | CLOOT'OL| ¥961°60C| 2omu-uou
I8CELTY| PSSLS'L| YOOYPYT S| €8STTO 9| 9082669 LT68Y"01| 82668 91| 9€05°0S onu
Aduanbary pajoodxa
9s¢ [44 6¢ LT 1€ 9¢ 145 L8 09¢ . wns
2144 [4! 1c 1£4 1€ 9¢ 1S 6L P61} 9domu-uou
801 01 81 £ 0 0 € 8 99 o
was| Wwo0e-6¢| WoQg-S1 WOGT-0T| WIQI-8 WIR-9| UG-y  UWdp-7| WOZ-0
(A103910 148127 YB3 JB SIYONO0} IaquInu [e10})Kouanbaly pasrasqo

1 XIANdddV

uonEB)aBaA PRIP I0] DMI-UOU SNSIIA I T
auiaey 2doy4As[sioH 'V
"SJUBPOI Y31s SUOIJRIDOSSE 21N3ON)S UOIB)2FaA UO $3$9) a1enbs-1yo Jued1JIuSIS [[B 10] SUOIB[NO[BD PUR BIEp MBY

43



8SSIL'TL| 9S0T0°0| 90L9VT LI TTTO6'ET| 1¥899°6| 86¥SEOT| SO-HLE T| SO9T6T 1| LOZ6Y0°0| TE6YSO 6| SPBEYY 9| SE6ST ET| 8S89¢h'T wns

6LYPY €| SOPE00'0| LEIEET| SLLISY Y| BETLTIT €| TOPSEC'E| 90-AIY b| TOSPBE 0} S98STO'0| SE616°C| SOOTYT T| TEITPT ¥| 6VTEIP O]  30A-uoU

6LELT 6| SSTLOO0| LEEOT6'Y| 6TE6TY 6| TLTISS 9| TO6PITO'L| 90-A9T 6| POTSO8 0| EPEEED 0| TRSSET'9| P8IOS Y| LILIT6'8| 609€L6°0 IroAa
Wns| wo6-0b| WoQp-S€ WISE-0g| WIQE-CZ| WOGZ-0Z| WOQZ-ST| WOCT-0T| WOQI-8 urng-9 wog-f wp-7 woz-0
3/2,(3-0)

S8STL€C| 9S00 1T| 6898L 8V | YYOPT 9S| IVSLY 16| T19€86°09| L1968°96| T9E86°09] LI6GTR 0S| LTL6Y TS| SET6L 69| €C08'TTT J[oA-uoU

SIPRT'TT| 9ESP66'6| ITETT ET| 9565L°9T] 6SHTS €| 6€910°6T| €8E0T 9P| 6€9T0°6C| €E08TPT| £L20S Y| SOLOT EE| TLIGT €S Ioa
Aouanbary paroadxa

8601 Se 1e L €8 SET 06 1341 06 SL 9L €01 S91 uns

L L4 14! 142 134 YL 19 €01 09 €9 79 L8 611 I[oAuou

1453 TT LT 8¢ ov T9 67 oy o€ [4! 14! 9T o I[oa
wums} wdxp6-0f | WoQp-S¢| WISE-0g( WIQE-SZ| WOCT-07| WOQZ-CT| WOGT-0T| WdQT-8 urng-9 ung-f wap-g uz-0
Adouanbaij paAIasqo

UO0I18}F9A 9AI] 10 SI[OA-UOU SNSIIA SI[OA ‘b

I88V6°EY| TTH0S6'E| 9S9L59 €| ETHIBE 1| 90V690°Y| SLO68T T} 8ELTBL'T| 189LS6°S| T8LITT S| S9TEI VT . wns

810S6'1€| 66V9PL 0| 6¥Y0L6°0| 669EVE T| 6V069T 1| 6680V6'T| SPIYIE | LVSLSI €| 96T9L0'S| 6ETEI VT J[oA-uou

P9866'11| 126£0C €| LOTLBIT| PTLTYO 0| LSE008Z| LLIBYE 0] 685891°0] £€866T°C| 98S9PT1°0{ LSTT000 Jroa
wns| wa)6-0p| Woge-67| WdQZ-ST| WIST-0T| wWoQI-8| WIg-9 wa9-f wdp-T woaz-0
3/7.(2-0)

8SOST9L| 9S€006°6| 6T80L €T| T99v6°CT| TLOOS 61| ¥S809 €| €ELITE LE| 8YIBLIS| 699C 6V1 J[oA-uou

STI8T6T Y| TSSSYT S| 986E8Y'S| LST9L9°9) €686T79°L| 86Y090'6| SLO6S €T LLEVYL 0| 8SLLT T9 Joa
Aouanbary pajoadxo

29§ 81 (44 €C 8T [43 8¢ LS L8 LST uns

1374 4 o1 el 8T L1 9T 1€ 6v 89 961 9[0A-uou

bel 8 6 S 1T 9 L 8 61 19 J[oa
Wwns| Wd(6-0b| WoSe-ST| WIQZ-STi WOST-0T} WIQI-Y wog-9 wd9-f uny-z wz-0

Aouanbary paarasqo
oNEe)a5aA PEIP 10J SI[OA-UOU SNSIJA SI[OA °E

44



ESPEL'89| 1696805 | SLE666'9| SSO00°0| vry8YT 0| 6190PF T| TTLTIL'T| €S109VZ| STI9 €| 81SH9P'0 uns
CS61TOT| 90vL9S'L| SLOOPO'T| SO-HLT'8[ 6£69£0°0| #L879¢°0) TBOTIT 0| 8LLSIE 0| TIOVIS 0] S90690°0| 3d1wu-uou
SIS'8S| S6TE'eh| TOLBSE'S| 89¥000°0| SOSTIT'0| 9¥LLLO'T| 6T900S 1| SLEP60'T| 8TI96T| £SPS6E0 onu
WIns| WdQ6-0€) WIET-07| WOOZ-ST| WOGT-OT wWIQI-8| Wdg-9| W9-p| udp-g| WdZ-Q
9/2.(3-0)
9LTSO'VE| 8YLPI0E| 9LTSOVE| B9T06'L6]| 6098 €0 | 96T YTT| THTL'YP1T| 860L°L9T| 8LSL'LTE| 2dt-uUOU
CPTLY6'S| BISTSC' S| THTLY6'S| TEBBO'LT| 606E1'BY| EVLOL'TT| BLSLT ST| L106T 6C| 1TTVT'LS 200
Aouanbary pajoadxs
1621 ti4 9¢ OF SI1 (44} vl 0L1 L61 §8¢ uns
§901 1 14 143 96 0Ll 0cl 7Sl LLT £¢¢| 9dmu-uou
981 [£4 11 9 61 [4} 91 81 1[4 9 Jomu
WINS| Wd)6-0¢| WIGT-0T| WOQZ-ST| WOST-0T| WOQ]-§| WR-9| WO9-p| WdH-7| WIZ-)
Aouanbarj paarasqo
uone)a3oa peap 10 I0TUI-UOU SNSIIA DA T
33100 1010 g
£996'7| 972ST0°0| 661017°0| 1ETIE Y| 8TT6VO'E| TILLY'OT| 96L0VE 1| SLBLSY'T| 9P169L'T urns
661v1T'T1| 8STIT0°0] 808£60°0| T90690'T| 80809€ 1| 6565L9'V| TLESES 0| £06960°'T| LIBSET'T 3[oA
CEPTYET[ 896€T0°0| T6E9TT'0| 691L9S°T| TH88I'T| £59108'S| YTHTHL 0| TLE09E'T| 6CEEES'T 0w
wns| WoQ9-0p| WIGE-G7| WI0Z-GT| WISGT-0T| W0g-9| WDg-p|  Wdp-Z|  WOZ-)
3/2,(3-0)
S8LS0E 8| TV6996'6| £TTETY 6| 990CSL'L| LPE86T L] 606060'9] TPOS6'VT| TETTE OL 3oA
STTP69'9[ 8SOEEO™B| LLLIBS'L| ¥E6LYT 9] £59T08°S| T160606'F| 656¥0°CL| 69LL9 95 Jonu
Aouanbary pajoadxa
(444 ST 81 L1 14! €1 11 LT LT1 uns
pel 8 6 S 11 ! 8 61 19 3joa
801 L 6 [4} € 0 € 8 99 Jonu
winsy woQ9-Qp| WOGE-67| WOQZ-CT| WAGT-0I| WIg-9f  UDg-p|  wdp-gf  wdZ-Q

Kouanbary paarasqo
U0Ne}239A PEIP I0J SI[OA SNSIAA DIA '

45



978T9°0F| SO0TSY'L| 6¥T890°C| SOOTRY'L| TSILYL 0| 90T6S6°E| 9P 888 T| S866VY°S| £0PT90°€| TCSBRO'Y uns
9PLOT6' S| Q09LTT T| CEELELO[ 909LTT T} TLLBOT'O| S86SLS 0| TTOTY Of €8VT6L 0} 6TSSHY 0| E18P6S'0|  2[0A-UOU
CSLILYE] 66EP9S°9| LISOEE Y| 66EV95 9| I888EY'0| TTTERE €| 91T 'T| TOTLSI V| PLBITIT| 60LE6Y € I[oA
wns| wo)6-0g| WOgZ-0Z| WoQ¢-ST WoST-0F| woQI-8 wog-9 w9~ wdp-7 waz-0
3/¢,(3-0)
9908T'¥€| 65T9L°0€| 99081 'vc| 8669786 TISTHOT|F6SL YTL| 8LIT SPT| L6EE 89T| 8886'8CE|  d[oa-UoU
SPEOIS'S| TPLET S| SPE6TIS S| TO0EL 9| 6FLLT| T90PT 1T TTCEL' YT LT099°8T] 6TTTO9S 3[0A
Kouanbary pajoadxa
16T1 ov 9¢ oy STT (44" id! 0LT L61 8¢ wuns
6901 8¢ 9T 8¢ S6 (49" el 9¢T LLT ST€| 9loa-uou
781 [41 01 (45 0¢ o1 148 14! (114 0oL Joa
Wwns| wa)6-0¢| WIST-0¢| WoQZ-S1] WOST-01] wWodQL-8 wog-9| wog- ug-7 woZ-0
Aouanbory paarasqo
uone}a8oa peap I0] SI[OA-UOU SNSIIA SI[OA '€
§Y695°SE| 608590°0] L60TH00| 8L66T0°0| LTS0S T| TO6TE 0| 98S£9T Y| 80-HTE S| £S86L8 T | 680610°0( T9TOLO0| TITIT'LT| 9069¥1°0 wns
9616V'C| 119¥00°0| 6¥6200°0] TZ00'0| 8PS90T°0| SETTO'0| €0L86T 0| 60-ATL €] TOLTET 0| LECTO0'0| ST6+00°0| ¥SPO06°T| T6C0T0O'0| QdMu-uou
6VLLOEE] 661T90°0| 8Y16E0°0| 8L8LTO0| 6LTPIV' T} L9967 0| €88F96'€| 80-AY6'¥| TSISYL 1| TSLLTO 0| 9¥TS90°0| L9SOE ST| P199€T°0 oM
wuns| wn06-05| WoQS-Si| WoSh-0p| WoQp-CE| WISE-0g| WOQE-CT| WOCT-0T| WOOZ-CT| WoST-0T| wWo0Q1-8 wo9-7 -0
O\N<A®|Ov
EOPTOVR| LILEO VY| 8TS6E VLI POSTT 8L TTITEPT|SLELS 86| LO0O'OPT| bTLL SET| S6TS SOT| 8TLSO6EPL| I8EYIL6| STOT'8TT| SoMuu-uou
69ESLE 9| TEBTIC E| TLYO9' S| 9S6v88°S| T68LOT|PSTITY L] 9T666°0T| T98TTOT| SOLVP'CL| TLPO9'S| S619SE'L| €6VL68'8 IdMu
Kouanbary pojoadxa
96¢l 16 114 08 123} ST 901 LST 91 8LT 08 <ot LTT urns
T19¢1 8 St pL 18 941 ¥01 91 ovl 991 SL 1£°] LTT| 9omu-uou
S6 L € 9 € 6 4 11 9 (48 S 1T 01 onu
wns| wo6-05| WIQS-Sp| WIGH-0b| WO0P-GE| WICE-0g| WOQE-GT| WIGT-07| WOQZ-ST| WOGT-QT| wWd0I-8 wog-g wdZ-0

Kouanbarj pasrasqo
UONEJISIA IAI] I0] IOMUI-UOU SNSISA IO '

46



T98L9'8Y| PSIOT IT| 86S00V 1| TELSLT| TLEGET'T wns

CTLOS'ST| SHOP9 €| LESISH 0] 69L868°0| 88ETLE Q] 210A-uoU

PIISTE| 686LCS L] 190VY6°0| THSSS] T| £86L9L°0 Jroa

umns| wra06-0L| Wog9-09| Wo(9-gS| WISS-08

C9TRIY'E| THTBR0'B 6L3C10'S| LTO6T0'0] SLECOT 0| 6V9T6Y T TLETYE | 969L0% L[ SSSSES'0| 9TI00T0| 9STH 0| €92840°0| TLSSOT0 wns

SS8LYT'T| €EP9E9T| LIEYEI 1| 2OT900°0| 969€€0°0| THSO8Y'0| €890T9' T} €OSP IV T| LPSSLT'O| $€92€0°0| 8TLIET 0| TELSTO'0| SOTL0'0|  9[oa-uou

LOPO8S T] 608TSH S| T9S6LE €| STRCTO 0| 6L9690°0| LOTI00 T| 8890£€ €| €60€66'Y| 800E9E 0| TRYLI0 0| TLBIST 0| TESTED 0| SILYET 0 910A
WOQG-Cp| WOSH-0F| WOOP-SE| WISE-0g| WIQE-CT| WIGT-07| WdQT-GT| WIST-0T| WIQT-8 wog-9|  wog-p wp-g wag-0
9/2,(3-0)

L8SY' T} €808V €T| €808V ET| PLI6TT| loA-uou

86CIYS S| PLIGIS 9| PLI6TIS 9| 9T8O'TT droa

86ESECE] €ETOH'ES] LVOL9'95] TOS COT| BE/YY TL| SPTR'SOT| €00TH 86| ¥6L6°61T| €ETH'ES| 6S00°1E| 9EEPTTT| LOSTS LT| PTEQT S| doA-uou

CO9P9'ST| LILO9T| £SO08E LT YILOT 0S| TOTSSPE| TESLT' TS| L668S L[ S90TO'8S| L9L0'9T| TH66'vT| P99SL 01| 9T6VLY 8| 9L96E T oA
Kouanbary pajoadxa

9¢¢eT LT} 0c 07 143 wns

v16 S T1 01 0¢| s[oa-uou

(4744 (4! 6 0]} 14! Joa

wns|( urn(6-0L| WIS9-09| Wo(9-¢S| WISS-0S

114 08 1] 123" 901 LST 91 8LT 08 9 €€ 97 Lel uns

9¢ (44 Ly €01 €L €11 111 LET LS 113 ¥C LT 88 9doA-uou

[44 8¢ LE 1¢ €e 144 S¢ 84 £€C 91 6 6 6¢ Jroa
UD0S-C| WISH-0f | WI0P-SE| WISE-0E| WIXQE-GC| WOCT-0T| WIOZ-ST| WOST-0T| WOQI-gf WOg-9|  WIg-} udg-7 wog-0
Kouanbaxy paarasqo

O BJITIA JAI] JOJ SI[OA-UOU SNSIIA SI[OA ‘b

47



LITPY'ST| LITTOP|9TL668'9| SSEITE 1| PCTIYY 0| YOELL6'0| T6VIST 0| 189T8C 0| TETLYIO wns
I9Tvby 1| LOTTEY 0| PPTSH90| TOTETT 0| T9ZTPO0| S6ET60°0| L86ECO0f 9EF9T0 0| 8CTSO90°0 9dru-uou
T1S866'ET| TOP68T Y| TLYPST 9| €STEGT T| T9666E°0| 6065880 90STET 0 SPTIST 0| POLIBS O 0mu
wns| wog9-gy| WOSE-ST| WOGT-0T| WIQT-8 wog-9 wa9-4 wap-7 woz-0
, 9/Z.(2-0)
CLEOSPI| TOTSO'LL| €EVEL09| POSET SL| SE60T 8| STEY TOT| IS8T PTT| 6THI E€TE| dNU-uou
182961 1| 668V6°L| SLISIT 9| SSOTIL'L| 8Y906L 8| 8PLISOT| 61I8CI|LOLSETE Ionu
Aouanbarg pajoadxa
16 91 S8 L9 €8 ¥6 €11 LET obe wns
€58 4\ 0L 8¢S LL 88 128) 8 9T 81¢| Ionu-uou
88 14 ST 6 9 9 6 11 8¢ o
wns| uogy-Of| Woge-¢T WogT-0f| WoQr-8 Hg-9 wa9-f wp-7 woz-0
Aduanbarj paarasqo
UOo118)ITOA PEIP 10] JOMU-UOU SNSIJA IO °T
aua( uloyimeH D
£87E6°TT| LLELSE 0| SEVOSS 0| YPLI6Y 0| ¥68TSS'T| 9€86T0] 9LLYV'El HI0T0|880€9T°0| €L0T680| TEE0LL'T| 6€ESTOL| 89¥8HT 0 wns
8T0LSO'P| €22€90°0| 6¥P0ST 0| 8L8L800| TOLYOS 0| €8L7S0°0| 6£6609°0| 629S€0°0| EVSIP0°0| STSLST 0| 96006+°0| #OOFIS T{ 9S6E£H0°0 Joa
I8SLR'8L| PSTH6T 0] $86669°0f S9880Y°0 TOHTSYET| 8LSSYT 0| TTSLES T TLLSOT 0| SYSITT O] LSTYEL 0| SETOVTT| ¥686EY 8] T1SHOT0 Qomu
wns| woQ6-SS| WI0S-S| WISH-0p| WdQP-CE| WOSE-0g] WdQE-GT| WIGT-07| WOQZ-ST| WIST-0T wdR-9 Wdy-7 woz-0
9/7.(2-0)
CIEI6C| YLIYL €E| TO9TT 9E| SIETH'TE| LYSBE 61| 61808'8T| TOOLT S| VLIV L €E| ¥BETY €F| PBETY EV| PLT69 VT LPTEE O Joa
STL8IE'9| 6STEST'L| SBOESL'L| SEILO'L| €SPIOOT| 908T6T1°9| T866CL 6| 6STEST LI ¥9T9LE 6| PIT9LE 6| €9TLOE S| 6TSRI9' Iomu
Aouanbary pajoadxo
LES 9¢ 1 144 oy 09 (93 SS 84 13 139 o€ 6y wns
wr 1€ 9¢ 8S€ LE 1s €e 1474 SE 187 6¢ 81 6¢ QoA
S6 S S 9 € 6 4 1T 9 4! 14! 4! 01 oM
ums| wo(6-6S1 WI(S-Sp| WISH-0b| WIOP-SE| WISE-0E| WOQE-$T| WIGT-07| WOOT-ST| WIGT-0T woag-9 up-g woz-0

Aduanbary pasrasqo
"o e)a82A A 10J SI[OA SNSIIA VYA '

48



9569°ST| OPE9L9'8| L6966°C| 9EL6E6'S| LTSPEE T| ESTHTT'T| 6ELIFE 0| €9TS080| 60F6LT 0 6L9°0| S61609' 1| 6526000 umns
CTLESO'EL| LO6STTL' Y| TISOLL'T| TSSCTE| PLLOTT| PISOT9 0| 8LSSST 0| SETLEY 0| 9TYL60'0| PTLBIE 0| 9SRELS 0| 8TOSO0'0|  2[oA-uou
8BIVL'IL| 6PLP96°E| 8SYIT8'T| 9TTPIL T} LBLIVO T| 6ELETS O] TOTIST 0| 8T6LIE 0| €86180°0] LLTOTE O] 6£ESEL 0| TETHO0'0 Joa
Wns| woey-cg| WOCE-0¢ WIQE-CT| WIGZ-0T( WIQZ-GT| WogT-0T| WIOT-8 wd3-9 W9-4 udy-¢ waZ-0
9/Z.(3-0)
C6TSTT'8| TOTSTT'B| LISITO'S| 86088 IT| 6V6LTT| LEQLYOE| PLLTE'LE| E€PS6TH| 9S9E9 TS| T9€09°T9| #8OT'8ST| dloa-uou
BOLPLL 6| SOLYLL 6| EEVELE'S| TOGTTVT| TSOT' S| €9€8€9€| 9TCLOSY| LSPOIS| YPEIE 19| 6£96€ | 9T68°L]T Jroa
Aouanbary patoadxa
16 81 81 11 9C 8¢ L9 €8 1} €rT LET 5143 wns
oty 4 14 1 8 o1 €€ w |8 4 98 oL 6ST| 3Joa-uou
T1¢ 91 14! 01 8T ST ve 874 6t LS L9 L8T 3[oAa
WIns| wdgg-gel WICE-0E| WIQE-CT| WIGT-07| WOQZ-GT| WOCT-QT| WIQL-8 urng-9 wa9- wdp-g woz-0
Kouanbarny paarasqo
UOI119T3A PRIp I0] SI[OA-UOU SNSIDA SI[OA '€
IPP6S 8| 30LE6ET| 9L856S 0| 8EYSHO 0] TEPT6E T} S9ETOP 0| 8TOHTST 0] 8YP9ISTO'0| ¥6TLR0'E| STOT6S° 0| 8916'6C wns
OTSTEY'T| LBOST'O| LSSLED'O| ¥98T00°0] 669L80°0] 9€STO'0| 9LS600°0{ SLIT00'0| 6LSY61°0| ISTLEDO| P6SSSR'T| doTwu-uou
88191°9¢| LESTYTT| 61E8SS 0| YLSTHO 0| EELEOL T| POOLLE O} ESETYT 0] ELVLTIOO) STOTH68T) LOLESS 0| TTTEQ ST Ionu
WAs| WIGQ9-Cp| WOGH-0f| WIOP-CE| WICE-0¢| WINE-CT| [WOST-07| WoQZ-CTf WICT-0T ug-7 wdZ-0
9/2.(2-0)
€089°€CT | ¥698°0CT | LTS OTL| LT96'SLY| T9LT'TET| 9995 HTIT| ELTOPTT| TLTR S6T| 6VEL'LET| 6E00POT| SorUI-UOU
8R961¢ 8| YO0ET 8] LO6TLEY L| PESEOTL| TI6ETY' 8| YEEY PT| 9TLTZRE S| ¥STLT ET( LOTS9T 6| 1019669 DM
} Aouanbary pajoadxa
6€£S1 (431 6C1 8T1 161 ort 6CC €€l 60C LY1 ITT wns
(444! 8C1 €t 011 SLT et 91¢ Y4 0T ovl 06 2omu-uou
L6 14 9 8 91 L €1 8 L L 1¢ onu
UIns| wog9-gp| WOSH-0Of| WOQP-C¢| WICE-0g] WIQE-CT | [WIGT-0T7| WOQZ-CT| WdST-0T ug-z waz-0

Kouanbary paarasqo
UOIIBIITIA JAI] JOJ IOTUI-UOU SNSIIA DIN T

49



EOPET'68| 19TT9V°0 BESEET'T wns

TrOP0'LE| 1SS68T°0( LZOOTL 0| 2l0a-uou

1 19€60°TC| TLTLT'O| TISETH O 2104

wns| wog9-09| wopg-sg

PS9909°T| 125820°0) ISPLP0'0| 660LE6'D| SEOEYI 0| 69¥6T9 1| TEBITH 9| £8S006'1| 9SSELT 0| 6¥Y6T 01| €68S6'TT| LSTILI'8| 9ESTIT €L urns

LLEYOOL| S98LT10'0) TTL6TO 0| T8698S°0) SBLTOY'0) 8990TO'T| €¥9ST0°F| 88P0O6T° 1| TILOT 0| LT8KY'9| SPSO6Y'L| YIVEY'S| SYBLLT'8]  3[0A-uou

LLT009°0| 959010°0| 6TLLTO0[ 8TTOSE'0| STOYT0) T08809°0) 88TT0F C| +600TL 0| b¥8F90°0[ 6129¥8° €| L808IY ¥| 9TITHT €| TISLEGY 2J0A
UI6S-0S| WI0S-Gp| WOGH-0p| WI0H-G€) WOGE-0¢| WO0E-ST| WOST-0T| WIOT-ST| WOST-QT| WOQL-8| WAg-9)  Udp-7| WdZ-)
3/2.(2-0)

6990€T'S| SOLS8p| dloA-uou

T€€69L'8] S6TPI'8 oA

€6699°1¢C| T09S'LT) 88961°8Y| LOLBO'YY| LTTIE'TL| 6990€°TS| 88SS S8| 9ET69 6% | THI80'SL| TLYY'LT| 16€TS €T| 6T0SY EL| ELILY TY|  S]oa-uou

800€L™9E| 66£1'6C| TI€08'08| E6TT6'EL| LBEIGTIT| TEC69 L8| TIVP EVL| POBOE €8] 9ET6°0ET | 8TTSE 9| 609L1°€T| TL6VS TT| LT8TS 69 d[0A
. Kouonbaiy pajoadxs

6£ST 14! €l wns

SLS P ¢| s[oa-uou

¥96 01 0t 3[oa

WInS| Wd6¢9-09| Wo)9-6¢

85 Ly 6C1 811 161 ovt 6CC eel 60¢ vL LE 9¢ 111 uns

LT L1 Ly 6¢ 99 94 L9 [44 18 b ve [44 09| 3[oa-uou

84 0¢ 78 6L 4! $6 91 16 8T1 £¢ €l 14} 1s d[0A
WAES-0S| WI0S-Sp| WISH-0p| WOQp-CE| WOGE-0¢| WOE-ST| WOCT-0T| WI0Z-ST| WICT-0T| WOQ-8[ Wog-9| Wdp-g| WIZ-Q

Aouanbary pasrssqo _
0N 2J283A JAI] 10J SI[OA-UOU SNSIIA SI[OA b

50



LSSTT'6L| LTOLT'TL| SOYOES'T| ¥9T8Y]'T| #8S60F T| ETEE00°0[ S6TZTTO'0[ 8921200 691H1T°0 wns
S0LPSE 9] L6ESTL €] 8611H8°0| 9989¥6°0| £€0T08°0| TOLT00°0| L30¥00'0| LOLOO'0| #S6LE0°0| 9IdtuI-ucu
L809LTT| 8L809Y'L{ LOT68I 1| 66ET06'1| TSSB09'T| T1ZZ00°0| LOZR00 0| 861+10°0| SITSLO0 Jonu
wns| WwdQG-6Tf WoQZ-S1| WOST-QT| wWdQI-8| WOR-9| WRg-f|  wdp-Z|  WIZ-0
3/Z.(3-0)
1€€8L9'8| 8CISEEL| TBLE EE| TT6SOYP| €9SKL'8S| ChLEY' LL| TEEBL'98{ 9995 €LT| 9dOrul-uou
16991CE Y| TTL8YY' 9| 8ICTI'9T| 8LOVE'1T| LEPST 6T| 8STIS'8E| 6991 T EY| BEEEY 98 somu
Aouanbary pajoadxa
£€pL €l 0T 0§ 99 88 911 0¢1 09¢ wns
961 € 0] 6€ 0s 65 8L 98 [L1| 9dormu-uou
LyC 01 01 i1 91 62 8¢ 144 68 o
wns| woQg-67| WoQT-CI| WOST-Qf| WOQI-8| WOG-9| UDg-p|  uRp-gf  Uog-Q
Aouanbaij paarssqo
UOIB)aT5IA PBIp JO] IDMUI-UOU SNSIdA DI "]
aua(q uapg apsed ‘d
LT610°EY| 1S8V°0f 86V90€C| £STTLS 0| S6TO00°0] TIPST8 0| TOTEY"0| 8YL8T9'0| L6TYET 0| 8E6PYS T| 6SHLET 0| TIISL'PE uns
6560E6'C| 6VEVP0'0| L98OTT0| LIETSO'0| SO-3L'T| 99PSLO0| LEERSO'0| 89S9S0°0| 8LZTTO0| 999TET 0| LISTIOO| SISLLY'E S9[0A
1€980°6€| 1SLOVY 0| 1£9560°C| 9£6615°0| 89T000'0| S6664L°0| ¥9L6LS 0| 81C95°0| 610ZC1°0| TLTCTIET| T68PTT'0| 98LS'TIE Jonu
Wns| Wogg-5G| WINS-Sp| WIGH-0p| WIS0p-6¢| WIGE-0¢| WOQE-ST| WOST-07| WOQZ-GT| WOST-Q1| wdg-g|  wWdZ-Q
3/2,(3-0)
TT080°6T| 8OPET' L9} 9LYS6'6L| 819P0'6L| €601°8CL| 8L T6| 6000°6ST| 16668 6,59'TTL| S9PLB 09| £SLIY'S9 S9[oA
L886T6'T| 9TESOL'9] PTSPO'8| LIBESH L] L9068 CL| SOISTE 6| 90666'ST| S68050°6| CITHETT| £SESTL'9| 69¥C8S™9 ot
Kouanbary pajoadxa
1901 1¢C vL 88 L8 114} <01 SLT 66 Gel L9 L wns
96 0¢ 1L 8 6L Y48 S6 91 16 8C1 09 1S S9foA
L6 1 € 9 8 91 L €l 8 L L 12 20m
uIns| WoG9-6G| WIC-Sp| WIGH-0p| WIp-6¢) WICE-0¢| WOQE-ST| WOST-07( WOQZ-CT| WOST-QT| WOg-7| wWdZ-Q

AouanbaIj paalasqo
uonE1a83A JAI] 10J SI[OA SNSIZA DN G

51



86£V6°LT| TIYTOY'T| 8T90ET'T| LOETO'OT| €91H9°0f 990809°0 utns

86999°T1| S86600'T| VLILYV0|68CC8T'Y| SILLITO| TLESTOf3dwu-uou

669LT 9T LTYTOL'T| LL8BSY 0| 6LETPS'S| ST6ELE'O[ SSEPSED Jomu

Wns| Wag6-08| WIC/-69| WIGH-09| W(Q9-GS| WISS-0S

8TPLLLT[ SECTOTT| vPerIT'0| 6LTHOV' 0| TTHITT'O| THTEP 0| SP6L00°0| LI8E90'0] L9TOTO'0| SE66L'El 9LY68°0| 6L9196'T| BELG6ET O uins

PSEIST'T| I8PEP6'0) TLSBO0'0| ¥9891°0| 9L58V0°0| ¥TH081'0| STEE00°0| LTI9TO'0]| 95¥800°0| 9¥TS8S'T| TEEELE 'Ol #6¥818°0| 8ZO00T'Q] ddMU-UouU

ELOSTO T PSLLIET| ELLS60'0) 6£SSETO| SYPBLI0'0| 9661ST°0| €9¥00°0| 61LE0°0| 1181T10°0| YOIPITT| 6C¥TTS 0} 98TELT T 60L6ET0 Jonu
WOS-6| WIGSH-0F) WoQp-6¢| WOGE-0¢| WIQE-GT| WIOGT-OT| WOQZ-ST| WOGT-QT| WoQl-gf Wog-9| Wog-p|  Wdp-gj  WIZ-Q
3/¢,(3-0)

690€C'ET| LISSO'TT| TCIBST'8| TO8SLS'L| €6L£T'TT| 2otUl-UoU

S0E699°6| 8TBYPE 8| 6LEIYR'S| BETYTH'S| 690TIL'8 9o

SPYEL ST PEOLE €T| L68IV'TE| THTLL'TY| 6LETIES]| 98GL0T6| 690SLL S'P8| 8TBYS'SE| 9LT8EYE| TIBSO'ST| 98SLY'¥T| 690TS €G] Sotwu-uou

CSSOTIT] 99689°91) £0TES'TT| 6SLLT VY| 1T98E'8E| VIVT6'S9| LE6V'SS S'09| TLISY'ST| YTLIOVT| BETVO'LL| VIPTS'LT| TE6LY 'SP onu
Aouanbary pajadxa

LETT £ 0c 141 £l 1¢ wns

659 Ll 14 14 6 1| doru-uou

8LY 9 9 0 14 L 0T

WINS| W366-08| WIG/-69| WICH-09| WINY-¢G| WISS-0S

Le 0y 145 901 6 8ST £el 948 19 65 (34 [44 601 wns

0¢ 8¢ 0¢ $9 [45 88 LL £8 33 LT [44 4[4 [9| 9oru-uou

L (4} 14 1 oy 0L 9¢ 79 9 [43 1C (44 8P 301w
WIQS-Sp| WOSH-0p| WId0P-GE| WIGE-0E| WOPE-G7| WIGT-0T| WOQT-ST| WOGT-0T] WOQI-§| Wog-9[ umg9-p| unp-gj udg-Q
Aouonbaxy paarasqo

UOoNE}I53A JAI[ I0J IDMU-UOU SNSIIA I T

52



60EL8PS| TLOTOT 0] TOSLOL'T| LYO0ED €] 9L60TT 0] S09T6°S| 6EV06E'S urns

SH606'LT| 6£0L60°0| 898TTY' 1| SPIPS 1| €6ETTT 0| TITHIO €| 689THL'T| 2[0A-uOU

€9€96'9C| 7Te0P60'0] SEIPLE T| L6T68P 1| €8S80T°0| 6€6116C| SL8PI'T oA

wns| wog6-S8| WO(Q8-SL| WOQL-S9| WIGH-(9| WD()9-$G| WISS-0S

61VITL' V| ¥68IT00| 1S9ST6°0{ 86V9L6°0| 9T666°0| 6SLOLL T| LOO9Y 0T | 9T18S8Y Y| LOTES0 1| 8LS689°T| 8LLS6Y €| P6T80T L| ¥8PSIT 0 wns

€STI60'T| S0900°0| SO80LP 0| L9996F'0| £61805°0| SH9006°0( LOZOTE'S| 6LST8TT| STLOYS 0| ¥SE6SS'0| STOSLL T| SLESTIE| STITIT 0] 2loA-uou

992020'C| SP8S00°0| 98V SH 0| T1E86LY 0| 996061°0| FTT0L8 0| T986ET°S| LETHOT T} 68ETTS 0| $TTOES 0| ESLLILT| T]T6Y €| 8SELOT O oA
WDQG-Sp| WOSH-Op| WOH-SE| WOSE-0E| WIQE-CZ| WOCZ-0T| WIQZ-ST| WIST-0T| WIQL-8 urdg-9 wo9-f woEp-g woz-0
9/7,(3-0)

ITTIPLY L] TSSI68°S| 690LE'L] TEOLS 9| TE6LBE 9| L6STEOT| 0A-uocu

PLESTT S| 8FPEOT 9| TE6TI'L| 690TT L|690TT9°9| €OT89°0T Joa

YTLIOT ET| LISSO' 61| 8PPES9T| TTI9B0'TS| 6907 SY| €6LEF LL| SPESE ST STILIVIPLE'6T| SET66'ST| TE6TTIT| €6LE9°0T| PE09S ES|  2l0A-uou

9LTEL ET| €YY E OT| TSSIV'LT| 6LET6°ES| TE6L 9P| LOTIC 08| SSH9°LI SL'EL{98STOTE]| TI800°0€| 690L8 TT| LOTIETT| 996EY°SS Ioa
Kouanbary pajoadxa

12741 91 (48 ST 14" €1 1T wns

€98 L € 14 9 4 S| dloa-uou

18¢ 6 6 11 8 It 91 d[0A

wns) wWogh-¢8| WOQR-SL| WIQL-S9| WDEY-09| WI(9-CC{ WICC-0OS

LT ov 123 901 76 8¢1 cer SHl 19 6§ 134 (44 601 wns

8 0t €T LY 0s 98 ¥8 1] 123 vT ST (45 9¢| doa-uou

61 07 1€ 6S (44 L 6v 19 LT S¢ 8¢ To0g 139 I[0A
WSQG-Cp| WOSH-OF| WIQH-CE| WIGE-0¢| WIQE-G7| WICT-07| WO0Z-ST| WOGST-0T| WdQI-8 ung-9 ung- unEp-7 waz-Q
Aouanbary paarasqo

UONE)ITIA JAI] 10] SIOA-UOU SNSIIA SI[OA '€

53



APPENDIX 2

Pooled within-groups correlations between discriminating variables and
canonical discriminant functions obtained from the discriminant analyses carried out on
each site for each session. Bold denotes the largest absolute correlation between each
variable and any discriminant function.

a) Horsleyhope Ravine, session 1

Function 1 | Function 2 | Function 3
% moss cover 39517 .04243 -.11342
% herb cover 38625 11107 -.05358
% herbs 20-30cm 36571 .33108 -.22874
% log cover 30969 -.23378 -.08499
% litter cover -.23529 -.14709 .10284
% soil cover -.08841 -.00057 .01871
% herbs 30-40cm .34080 .77538 -.18048
% canopy cover -.06276 09101 .08101
% brash cover -.04848 -.14531 56053
No. of trees 01166 -.07765 35532
No. of shrubs -.22117 -.26153 -32470
% shrub cover -.20992 -.12662 -.23986
% herbs 0-10cm .08350 -.06994 .21093
% herbs 10-20cm .10883 .16532 .16585
No. of saplings .00409 -.15999 .16364
b) Horsleyhope Ravine, session 2
Function 1 | Function 2 | Function 3

No. of trees 49178 .08145 32400
No. of shrubs .24099 -.08482 -.04534
% herb cover -.00278 42152 -.38080
% mOoss cover -.02094 36127 .05764
% herbs 30-40cm -.18143 .28186 .00078
% herbs 10-20cm .07884 -.19700 .05132
% herbs >40cm -.09954 15157 01773
% soil cover -.01275 -.12800 -.10584
% herbs 20-30cm .23577 .31539 -.46611
% litter cover -.08259 -.14358 .42143
% shrub cover 13185 12256 38209
% canopy cover -.16452 15274 35218
% brash cover .03463 .02152 31885
% herbs 0-10cm -.11266 -.08447 .16857
No. of saplings - .05301 .06067 -.15355
% log cover -.09614 07759 -.11456
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c) Greta Gorge, session 1

Function 1 | Function 2 | Function 3
% soil cover -.34999 -.23554 -.03763
% shrub cover -.33320 .28272 -.17588
% brash cover -.17280 -.09040 10738
% herbs 10-20cm .09888 -.01546 -.06787
% herbs 30-40cm .17833 .74347 -.04804
% herb cover 31724 49409 -.16327
No. of shrubs -.18397 30393 13711
% herbs >40cm .15158 29670 -.13058
% canopy cover -.21996 -.24938 -.01734
No. of saplings .02522 21326 .16686
% herbs 0-10cm .02359 .03308 -.00086
% herbs 20-30cm .28020 .34529 -.36530
No. of trees -.10477 -.11558 33255
% log cover -.22385 -.22385 33219
% moss cover -.04172 .00579 22747
% litter cover .19848 -.21944 .22568
d) Greta Gorge, session 2
Function 1 | Function 2 | Function 3

% herb cover 55822 06977 .13946
% herbs >40cm 34505 .19128 .17033
% canopy cover -.10684 -.04819 .02816
% herbs 10-20cm .15957 -44747 .19504
% brash cover -.11679 42378 .12353
% log cover -.08466 37416 -.27100
No. of shrubs -.01680 22292 13534
% herbs 0-10cm -.23853 .05993 -.50671
% herbs 20-30cm .04017 -.06459 42116
% litter cover -.24429 -.03089 40296
% soil cover -.17754 15778 -.35290
No. of saplings 24165 -.07657 -.34798
No. of trees -.00211 -.03476 -.28137
% herbs 30-40cm .26324 .05592 .28032
% shrub cover -.15533 -.19552 -.26212
% mOoSss cover .08837 -.12976

.00410
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e) Hawthorn Dene, session 1

Function 1 | Function 2 | Function 3
No. of trees -.48371 16115 21444
% herbs 10-20cm -.31535 -.22691 .08718
% herb cover -30518 < | -.18967 -.21163
% canopy cover -.29618 -.05405 .14165
% herbs 20-30cm .18993 .05138 .04248
% herbs 30-40cm .07976 -.39651 -.32410
% brash cover .31318 39130 .01426
% soil cover 21563 35189 22966
No. of shrubs -.08481 25526 -.25290
% moss cover .18974 23417 -.13661
% herbs 0-10cm -.29620 22214 .54825
% shrub cover .17070 .30787 -.41204
% herbs >40cm .14922 -.13986 -.32321
% log cover .08978 -.31087 31200
No. of saplings 16218 -.22843 27828
% litter cover .06092 .02016 19786
f) Hawthorn Dene, session 2
Function 1 { Function 2 | Function 3
No. of trees -.48371 16115 21444
% herbs 10-20cm -.31535 -.22691 .08718
% herb cover -.30518 -.18967 -.21163
% canopy cover -.29618 -.05405 .14165
% herbs 20-30cm .18993 .05138 .04248
% herbs 30-40cm 07976 -.39651 -.32410
% brash cover 31318 39130 .01426
% soil cover 21563 35189 22966
| No. of shrubs -.08481 .25526 -.25290
% moss cover .18974 23417 -.13661
% herbs 0-10cm -.29620 22214 .54825
% shrub cover .17070 .30787 -.41204
% herbs >40cm .14922 -.13986 -.32321
% log cover .08978 -.31087 31200
No. of saplings 16218 -.22843 27828
% litter cover .06092 .02016 19786
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g) Castle Eden Dene

session 1

Function 1 | Function 2 | Function 3
% soil cover .50893 -.04154 -.03164
No. of trees 40564 -.15223 21413
% herb cover -.36244 .19432 -.20644
% herbs >40cm -.35614 27652 .08416
% brash cover 30317 -.01985 -.04975
% shrub cover 27719 .16865 -.17922
% herbs 10-20cm -.25087 .10119 .02373
% moss cover -.23699 .14955 -.01623
No. of shrubs -.24277 50782 -.02052
% herbs 30-40cm -.31800 40905 .13569
% herbs 0-10cm -.22178 -.30554 -.24422
% log cover 11744 -.17304 .14644
No. of saplings -.00810 -.24209 .51363
% litter cover -.16972 -.11435 25571
% herbs 20-30cm .12469 .05404 13312
% canopy cover .07807 .02202 -.08859
h) Castle Eden Dene, session 2

Function 1 | Function 2 | Function 3
% shrub cover 37792 12554 .05333
% litter cover -.23277 -.07870 -.20192
No. of shrubs 23812 .63746 -.19031
% soil cover .15253 -.60695 .32080
% herbs >40cm -.13035 .54823 -.21127
% herb cover .03442 46974 -.30431
% herbs 30-40cm -.00350 42196 .26606
% moss cover .00858 36977 .24138
% herbs 20-30cm .09890 13542 -.02996
% brash cover .04718 -.09113 40274
No. of trees -.16883 -.16824 36713
% log cover .07554 -.14627 30828
% canopy cover .03895 -.17851 24221
% herbs 10-20cm .06247 .02893 -.21216
% herbs 0-10cm .03084 .14751 -.17647
No. of saplings -.08757 .11873 -.13434
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APPENDIX 3

Canonical discriminant function plots, obtained after discriminant analysis was
carried out on each site for each session. Symbols used in the plots are defined as
follows: O Group centroids; o No rodents trapped; * Voles only trapped; « Mice only
trapped; s Both species trapped.
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Hawthorn Dene, session 1
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Castle Eden Dene, session 1
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