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New records of Sorex cansulus Thomas, 1912 in Sichuan, Qinghai and

Shaanxi provinces
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Abstract: When examining the Sorex shrew samples collected between 2011 and 2018, we found 24 specimens from Si-
chuan (Shiqu, Jiuzhaigou, Pingwu, Heishui, Wenchuan, Maoxian, Kangding), Qinghai (Banma), and Shaanxi (Taibai
Mountain) suspected to be a Gansu shrew Sorex cansulus. Based on morphological characteristics, skull measurement
comparison, Kimura-2-parameter distance and Bayesian phylogenetic tree analysis, these specimens were confirmed to

be Sorex cansulus. This is the first time that Sorex cansulus has been discovered in Sichuan, Qinghai, and Shaanxi prov-

inces . This study further determines the distribution range and biological information of Sorex cansulus.
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FEFRIATE (Body weight, BW), FE R (K54 1 mm)
i & Sk {K K (Head-body length, HB), JE K (Tail
length, TL) FlJ5 /K (Hind foot length, HF), ¥ R4E
AIbRAAT [ SEg 2 e, BB e IR A A B
FrAs. FEEZ IR Hoffmann (1987) Fk5 % 2555 (2007)
I IEXT S BARA R 1L e dn ATl . ik
(Condyloincisor length, CIL), M [8] % (Interorbital

breadth, IOB). 3k & (Cranial breadth, CB). fiil &5
(Cranial height, CH). il ‘& %i (Maxillary breadth,
MB). &4 %1115 K (Palatoincisor length, PIL), f%
¥t K (Postpalatal length, PPL), [ 4 51 £ (Upper
tooth row length, UTRL). %% — FH 9% (M® to M?
breadth, M M?), "F#lii (Mandible length, ML) fI'F
WiFHK (Lower tooth row length, LTRL) (1),

F1 W, SHEMPESHERMBEMEMLBEELE FEAM: ¢; KESM: mm)

Table I Comparison of external and cranial measurements of Sorex cansulus in Sichuan, Qinghai and Shaanxi provinces (Body weight: g; measure: mm)

Pg)il Sichuan 1 Qinghai [ VE Shaanxi ‘Hil Gansu
2 J& Measurements (n=38) (n=2) (n=1) (n=1)
(AHF5E This study) (A5 This study) (AHF5E This study) (Thomas, 1912)
W
. 5.50+0.71 (5.00 ~ 6.00) 7.50+0.71 (7.00 ~ 8.00) 8. 00

Body weight
kIR 62.10+2.96 (57.00~65.00)  64.00+5.66 (60.00~ 68.00) 70. 00 64. 00
Head-body length
%k 43.47+1.58 (42.00~46.00)  42.50+3. 54 (40. 00 ~ 45. 00) 50. 00 38.00
Tail length
S NPRUNS
Tail length/Head-body length 0.70+0.04 (0. 64 ~0.76) 0.67+0.11 (0.59~0.75) 0.71 0.59
E.Ek 12.41+0.50 (12. 00~ 13.00) 12.00+0. 00 (12.00) 13.00 12. 00
Hind foot length
ﬁ |~
eSS . 19.20+0.30 (18.69 ~19.57) 18.49+0.23 (18.32~18.65) 20. 41 19.20
Condyloincisor length
HEE [1] 5%
Interorbital breadth 3.61+0.07 (3.50~3.71) 3.45+0.01 (3.44~3.46) 3.71
3)L L e
L 8.9240.23 (8.58~9.33) 8.85+0. 11 (8.77~8.92) 9.24 9. 00
Cranial breadth
i 5
}SJ"_’, . 5.73+0.15(5.52~5.89) 5.80+0.18 (5.67~5.92) 6. 14
Cranial height
AR BE
Maxillary breadth 4.84+0.15(4.63~5.05) 4.60+0.09 (4.53~4.66) 5.01
i, s .
}‘%ﬁﬁ.nﬁk 8.46+0.12(8.29~8.67) 8.06+0.05 (8.02~8.09) 8.92
Palatoincisor length
LS 8.23+0.09 (8.13 ~8.34) 7.91+0.28 (7.71 ~8.11) 8.82
Postpalatal length

1
LR 8.28+0.15(8.05~8.51) 7.85+0.18 (7.72~7.98) 8.75 8. 00
Upper tooth row length
A L
M? to M? breadth 4.55+0.07 (4.42~4.62) 4.40+0.04 (4.37~4.43) 4.78
IS
Mandible length 11.88+0.26 (11.54~12.21) 11.54+0.32 (11.31 ~ 11. 76) 12. 83

misy ‘l 2.
RS 7.68+0.13(7.48~7.78) 7.27+0.28 (7.07~7.47) 8.16
Lower tooth row length

1.2 wtfEaHr 5. MH332340, MH332337), DI} 5 H A & i1 rh

) B X 4H DNA i 7] & (FOREGENE, h{#R
i PR AR )R HCA R 2 ) 4R 24 5 AR AR Y R
DNA, i A 6% =0 N (PCR) ¥4 H Cyr b
K475 (1 140 bp). BT H 51494 L14724_hk3
A H15915 hk3 (He et al., 2010). M GenBank F %k
2 55K HHR KT L HOR RS Cyr b 1751 (751

W R (Sorex caecutiens, F A 5 . AB119191,
AB119192 ), Ui 5 (Sorex minutissimus, J¥ %5 :
AB668150, AB668151). il kE (Sorex gracillimus,
J¥ 5045 . AB175131). Jml Fii i K (Sorex roboratus,
JP95 . MK410317, GQ374411), SRR (Sorex
daphaenodon, J¥3'5 . GUS564733, GU564734), &
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50 85 (Sorex tundrensis, J¥ ¥ 5 . AB244645, clock model), % —Kiz 5 b {di A Birth-death ¥

AB244646), K i i (Sorex mirabilis, J¥ 5 %5 .
AB062737) FI/NGLTE RIS (Sorex bedfordiae, T %)
51 KI547341, KI547342) ) Cyt b)7513E 16 550 53
T 4R B ES (Blarinella quadraticauda, J¥ 515 :
MN199120, JF719721) iR (Anourosorex squa-
mipes, J¥ 55 : KT032945, KT032946) () Cyt b )T
I 4 Z AR AN . A P 5T MEGA 5. 0 #1474
S X, IR A AR R RS T A R i ) K2P 5t
1% I B (Tamura et al., 2011)., F] i IModelTest
2. 1. 3 B o A R 1) i R 48 i AL AU (Daar-
riba et al., 2012), HLAUfHH AIC 5 B AR (Akaike
information criterion) #f 17 ¥4l (Luo et al. , 2010),
1 2 A% IR 1Y o 4 e ALYy GTR . A1 ]
BEAST vl1. 6. 1 ¥ {4 347 V-3 & 48 Y 1 2
(Drummond et al. , 2012), iZ4T 100 000 000 1% ,
5 000 fRHEAT—UCHIAE, fd AR AH OC I X BOE 542
HL 4> 1 Bh BE Y (Relaxed uncorrelated lognormal

OB BB B ] Tracer v1. 4.1 B4 47 42 it
(Drummond and Rambaut, 2007), A %511+
A (Effective Sample Sizes, ESSs) K200, H Tree-
Annotator v1. 6. 1 F s B W SCF, &5 H Fig-
Tree v1. 4. 3 AT I OB S5 i .

2 &%

2.1 JEAFHIE

PRAS PR B 4 (K 5.00 ~8.00 g, kik
K 57.00 ~ 70.00 mm, J&{ 40.00 ~ 50. 00 mm,
JF K 12,00 ~ 13.00 mm; 5B KEEG, TFERE
HH&L; MRS AR R, BEEERKA
o, O RA, REhEE; mrRME R R
R, REmEEEE; BN LIEKN 59% ~
76%, RBERKEA, BEmSAR% (& 1), F
Wik gegiar s, WAk 1.5.1.3/1.1.1.3 =
32; B S EARYE, IR, S AR

B HRRIEE I R KRR AR B AR A . A FlEARA, IR 5 9 SAF13364; B: JUJIksA, W4IHS SN SAFI81413; C: Bkifits

A, TEYEGS N SAF19553

Fig. 1 Skin and skull of Sorex cansulus. A: Sorex cansulus from Qinghai Province, the museum number is SAF13364; B: Sorex cansulus from Si-

chuan Province, the museum number is SAF181413; C: Sorex cansulus from Shaanxi Province, the museum number is SAF19553



134 BRSNS DU IR TS A A B H R R 121
W/, LS R Wm 2.2 gLt
A, H— LRSS T AR EA SRR W R AWFTEY 3G 1 22 5% Cye b EEN P51 (2 5 h5A

gk, S EW RN 2B — B R A
R, L TFEOL., THE TR ITIR,
A 3IMEERR (E 1), XA SFRES H
IR ) B IE S AR A 1 D G 4 1 3 AR A A (Thomas,
1912), 5 H i 0 BE A 2 7 H 4% 4 (Hoffmann,
1987) FIH N RS = Mbn A CRSCTAE, 2021) A4
WL, WA UE X AR A HOR RRE (B 1)

X BT R B BR AR (1 SN B 4550 3k e JE R AT HE
B(ERD, RAANFEMIEFREAIESHE L. B
BRI FIE A B OME; By fE G
é%$%%iﬁﬁ?@Mé;%Eé%$%%%
KABRK Y B K TSRS Bvh .
MEBERARN S K RS, ka9, L
B9 Wﬂiﬂuﬁ B . BRI
EEWETE . UK AT 15 81K 5 F H4{E 2 AR R s
M,W&Eé>mMé>ﬁ@é;@m¥ﬂ@,
BEviE > FHiEE > V)4 s PRI S 48 An A Y
RBRKSLKZW CFOHE) R THEE; 3EIRA
Mfa KT R 225

[X 2 DNA ™ 8 [ fig A9 35 11 ok). FH BLAST # 47
JEHILEXT, SR BT #R SRR A Cye b )75 51
IR LR AS (14 7 SRR BLEE 24124 99. 00% LA L it
JHMEGA 5. 03155 i HLK2P B R B (% 2), 453
TR E A S HOR K F IR A 1 K2P 15t % #E
B 0.4% ~ 1. 0%, fFAMZLSY Cyr b RPN 1)
K2P it f& #E 25 /N T 2. 0% [ bR i (Bradley and Bak-
er, 2001) Hrh U I A8 bR A 5 H Ol K - bR A 1Y
K2P B E IR B 0. 4%; A brA 5 Hl K+ 1L
FRA Y K2P AL HE B M 0. 5% B &b A 5 Hilr
KFIARAH K2P AL BB N 1. 0% B RAEFRA
SR @ L e K2P LB N 6. 7% ~ 15. 5%,
Hv H R W RS 5 B RS Y K2P st L RE B B/l
(6. 7% ~ 6. 8%) (£ 2). DM RGE iR (& 2) &
INHT R R A 5 H M KT ILAs A — i IE e i
HLZME (PP = 1.00), HAS[A] b 3R 2 8] 1 R TE
B ST VAL TE 2R, A R SRR R AR A A

Fifr Ei
EEL/”] H o

F2 HRRMEEARE R EE E FEIREE &9 #E B Kimura-2-parameter =15 B 5

Table 2 Kimura-2-parameter distances between different populations of Sorex cansulus and several Sorex species based on Cyt b gene

Si%efis S(.Sr):(a)n ?Q(:;l S(‘Séa)n S(.Gcsa)n S. cae S. min S. gra S. rob S. dap S. tun S. mir

S. can

(SX)

fQ;a;‘ 0.008

. gan 0. 008 0. 003

(SC)

S<'G°Sa)n 0.010 0.005 0. 004

S. cae 0. 068 0. 067 0. 067 0. 068

S. min 0.126 0. 124 0. 124 0. 124 0.134

S. gra 0.117 0.117 0.118 0.121 0.110 0.134

S. rob 0.108 0. 106 0. 104 0.108 0.120 0.128 0.120

S. dap 0.125 0. 126 0. 126 0. 127 0. 142 0. 147 0.124 0.114

S. tun 0.127 0. 130 0. 129 0.133 0. 137 0. 152 0.136 0.119 0. 063

S. mir 0.155 0. 155 0. 155 0.158 0. 161 0. 155 0.152 0.152 0.158 0. 156

S. bed 0. 143 0. 145 0. 144 0. 145 0. 150 0. 140 0.123 0.123 0. 142 0. 146 0. 146
S. can: HINHIRE: S. cae: RIS Wi: S. min: WEREG; S. gra: ZMEURE; S. rob: JmMIEAEE; S. dap: ZERGRUES: S. twn: HIEEIES; S
mir: KEIRE: S. bed: NSCERIRE. SX: BRiG: QH: FHifg: SC: MW)Il; GS: Hil

S. can: S. cansulus; S. cae: S. caecutiens; S. min: S. minutissimus; S. gra: S. gracillimus; S. rob: S. roboratus; S. dap: S. daphaenodon; S. tun:
S. tundrensis; S. mir: S. mirabilis; S. bed: S. bedfordiae. SX: Shaanxi; QH: Qinghai; SC: Sichuan; GS: Gansu
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Fig. 2 Bayesian phylogenetic tree of Sorex based on Cyt b gene. The solid circles represent the specimens from Sichuan Province, the hollow trian-

e

gles represent the specimens from Qinghai Province, the hollow circles represent the specimens from Shaanxi Province, the hollow squares represent

the specimens from Gansu Province

3 Wk AR o8, BB T H N RS AR LI 7 i R
POA B A e sk, & TR (s S,

AR ETAIMNERAE . kBB, Crd WA B TIRHZ YR s B2 ) . 5,

FE A A9 Kimura-2-parameter 35 1% [ 25 F1 D1 037 R 40 HNRIRS M TE = CRICTFSE, 2021). Hulr. 14



14 BORESE PUNIL L AR A K B H A R R 123

NI T FIBRVE T4 o 33X 5 R SCT4F (2021) HET
(8 H A BB 20 A M R < H R R A — P AR AR (]
PO —= F P L ER” KRBT . H 320 A i
#2650 ~ 4332 m A FEMAR, BRI SSHR ALASHE
P A RS HE DAY v D e o) RN A W A B v

H B RETE 325 I — HAA7E 4 1L . Thomas
(1912) FEFERFTFP I IA N H 528 B 7518 A1) R Y
Sorex centralis 1K H 8L 1] Soex annexus TEIL 4 I
AL, B J5 Ellerman Fl1 Morrison-Scott (1951) 1A &
H A R B A v R B Y b 5 [R5+ 44 o )5 Hoff-
mann (1987) A HINRIRE T e 5 & RIS . =/
Wl (Sorex excelsus) FIK LLIHIRG (Sorex asper) %%
KRB, MAREERILA T RIS . Sheftel 5
(2018) Ff—HttR A HIR R iy H i R bR A 40
S B VG B (Sorex sinalis Thomas, 1912), Ji Ban-
nikova 55 (2018) SURFixX AR A H BT S Ry < BEML
HINHIEE (S. cf cansulus)”, F£H)HAZHE R L ki
RILRBIEIESL T S, of. cansulus 5 W H 5 T
RS KR

AR R s, A A X H R B RS A
KRS MK BRSO RS B iR A 2
K 38. 00 mm (Thomas, 1912), H i K F Ll FIRE A
= B9 H R RS B9 2 KA 35. 00 ~ 42. 00 mm (Sheftel
etal.,2018), XPHLARA B AHIT, A SCHR
EFRA R (40. 00 ~ 50. 00 mm) F1 2z g Hb X H
BB (1 R K (43,00 ~ 54. 00 mm) (4 3C T4,
2021) ¥R K. B 7E M D R RS Y Sk iR K R
70.00 mm , = B b XOH R R RE 09 Sk 7R K R
(72.05 + 1. 36) mm (R3CF4E, 2021), XM HEAH
IR B TE AR A B T g T, T AR T R DX
P, ELRPY . W01 T4 i H R R RS Y Sk
KOMRYGE S, BIREpE4 > W)I4E > FilEE R
2; & F WO RS B L A5 A (BMNH
12.8.5.13), K IH 5 W b I B ETAR U],
{H Thomas (1912) il Hoffmann (1987) Jf- %A 7 3CH
XFEIC . BRI B IR U /N XA RRIERR
TOH N R RS b, 3k AT o A A 2R b B I R R RS
(Sorex isodon) F1 VY 55 Hb X 1) B VG i i (Sorex sina-
lis), X 7] BEJ& Wang %5 (2018) Al Sheftel 55 (2018)
1530 SR [ B VG A L R H R R L A
PRA R R S E S “BRPERIRS " B9

HhE RS R (Sorex) WIFMAE R &, 2404 a1

TR R A SRR 14, BEES T ZRVEFLA B R
PR B B IX AR o TR 2 ) o 18] 902 265 22 e A
W, PRASER R M AE, MR IR, I A FE IR
TR DRI A, SRR, 2 E WL s
P 5E LE R 55 Y — 2 . [ R RS s 3 A A
AARA R A [ SMEP A, 3 25 W R A9 23 6 2
FEa ok T IRXE . SRS RN i IR A A — L
W) B 73 2& 27 F 3 A AN T 2 B89 [ B (Chen er al.
2015) H A RS B 201 QL fd R 5 B 225G
WIRE IS B AN AR IR A . AR AR L 2R
Yyl PR IERR AT HT

BUs: V)1 MOl B 24305 Be BB S AR 2 S hR A
RAE s DR [ SR YT 392 1Y Paula Jen-
kins ZLAZ R M H R R AR A Y ki IR, Rrlt
Fi!
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Appendix 1 Basic information of specimen of Sorex cansulus in Sichuan, Qinghai and Shaanxi provinces
W g > 1 G 5 PRSI % i K
Study number ~ Museum number Sample localities Longitude (E) Latitude (N)  Altitude (m)
¢sd1962 SCNU01454 P48 A R B £ 3 Eduoma, Shiqu, Sichuan 97°62'93.3"  33°18'14.8" 4332
csd1987 SCNU01479 79148 A7 2 Ak 23 Eduoma, Shiqu, Sichuan 97°62'93.3"”  33°18'14. 8" 4332
csd3543 SAF20018b PuJi145 JLZEB E Jiuzhaigou, Sichuan 103°83'59. 8" 33°04'64. 0" 3360
csd3544 SAF20019b Ui 45 JLZEBE Jiuzhaigou, Sichuan 103°83'59. 8" 33°04'64. 0" 3360
¢sd2059 SAF181394 VU4 - B T ) Wanglang, Pingwu, Sichuan 103°99'15.2"  32°9365.2" 3200
¢sd2065 SAF181413 91145 - £ F B Wanglang, Pingwu, Sichuan 103°9833.2"  32°90'87.9" 3526
¢sd2066 SAF181414 VY1145 5% B F 1 Wanglang , Pingwu , Sichuan 103°98'33.2"  32°90'87. 9" 3526
¢sd2068 SAF181430 Y145 -8 B T 1Y) Wanglang, Pingwu, Sichuan 103°98'33.2"  32°90'87.9" 3526
¢sd2069 SAF181431 DU 45 - £ B Wanglang, Pingwu,, Sichuan 103°98'33.2"  32°90'87. 9" 3526
csd2280 SAF181705 Pu 148 -k B F B Wanglang, Pingwu, Sichuan 104°06'61. 8"  32°98'48. 8" 2 650
¢sd2307 SAF181463 VU4 i B T [ Wanglang, Pingwu, Sichuan 103°99'91. 17 32°95'97. 1" 3004
¢sd2308 SAF181464 DU 1145 -5 £ £ B Wanglang, Pingwu, Sichuan 103°99'91. 1" 32°95'97. 1" 3004
csd238 SAF16147 P48 Bk B =4T 7 Sandagu, Heishui, Sichuan 102°78'41. 0" 32°23'73.1" 3650
csd289 SAF14252 P 1148 1)1 £ Wenchuan , Sichuan 102°96'52. 4" 30°88'65. 2" 3500
csd319 SAF12186 VY JI145 17 S EL 5K % Zhenda, Shiqu, Sichuan 97°56'19.9”  32°85'40. 2" 3939
csd323 SAF11022 U148 1B RUAE Fengyi, Maoxian, Sichuan 103°82'40. 2"  31°58'69. 7" 3540
csd734 SAF05304 Y145 Aok B =], Sandagu, Heishui, Sichuan 102°75'96. 5" 32°33'62. 6" 3820
csd943 SAF11713 P48 HEE B ELER Y4 Balanggou, Kangding, Sichuan 101°83'12. 17 30°38'15. 2" 3870
csd944 SAF11663 VU148 BE s EL L RV Balanggou , Kangding, Sichuan 101°83'36. 4" 30°38'80. 4" 3670
csd1039 SAF13364 FE44 YIRS EL Banma, Qinghai 100°8122. 4" 32°66'83. 4" 3950
csd1048 SAF13338 51545 Y135 £ Banma, Qinghai 100°94'34. 4" 32°80'48. 5" 3650
csd321 SAF12573 BPE45 K 1L Taibai Mountain, Shaanxi 107°77'69. 4" 33°92'68. 8" 3120
csd322 SAF12596 B 7445 K 1 11 Taibai Mountain, Shaanxi 107°77'62. 2" 33°92'87. 4" 3150
csd1529 SAF19553 7445 K A 1L Taibai Mountain , Shaanxi 107°76'87. 7" 33°97'85. 3" 3290




