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Densities, spatial distribution and community structure

of plankton of Odot Stream
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The plankton of Odot Stream, Niger Delta, Nigeria were investigated between June and August, (wet
season) and October - December, 2014 (dry season) using standard analytical procedures. The data
generated were subjected to descriptive statistics and community structure analysis. A total of 37
species of Phytoplankton belonging to four taxa were identified in ascending order as follows:
Xanthophyceae (4.7%), Baccillariophyceae (20.19%), Cyanophyceae (36.34%) and Chlorophyceae
(38.71%). Zooplankton belonging to 4 taxa were also identified in ascending order as follows; Cladocera
(11%), Copepoda (11%), Larvae (26%), Rotifera (52%). Higher seasonal abundance among the families
were recorded in dry season for Chlorophyceae (39.16+14.75), Cyanophyceae (21.83+6.50) and
Xanthophyceae (10.66+5.81) while higher wet seasonal abundance were recorded for
Baccillariophyceae (22.25+4.59) and Copepoda (0.58+ 0.34). Chlorophyceae and Rotifera were found as
the dominant group in this present study and indicated that Odot stream was highly productive
(eutrophic), which could be attributed to high temperature due to the shallowness of the stream and its
high exposure to sunlight. Excessive algal bloom should, therefore, be checked to prevent the stream

from anoxia and poor water quality and shift in species composition and fish kill.

Key words: Odot Stream, phytoplankton, zooplankton, abundance, Bacillariophyceae, Rotifera

INTRODUCTION

Streams and rivers are very important ecosystems for
socio-economic development and sustainability of the
environment providing a variety of valuable functions to
the environment, national economics and the com-
munities that depend on them (Mbuligwe and Kaseva,
2005; Yillia, 2008). The presence of an aquatic flora or
fauna species in an aquatic habitat readily reflects the
characteristics of the environment which they exist,
showing that one or more ecological variable is within its
tolerance range (Dokulil, 2003). The study of plankton

(phytoplankton and zooplankton) is very important
because they serve as basis upon which the aquatic
ecosystem is supported. The plankton community is a
dynamic system that responds quickly to environmental
changes; hence they act as indicators of water quality
(Wetzel, 2001). Due to several favourable features such
as small size, short generation time and a relatively
homogenous habitat, plankton organisms are ideal for
theoretical and experimental population ecology
(Esenowo and Ugwumba, 2010). Several studies have
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been carried out on various aspects of the aquatic
ecosystem in the Niger Delta (Ekpo, 2013; Akpan, 1991,
Abowei and George, 2009; Abowei, 2010; Etim et al.,
2013; Okiemute and Maduka, 2011). However, no work
has been carried out on streams with close proximity to
Ibom International Airport one of which is Odot Stream.
This study was, therefore, aimed at investigating the
plankton composition of Odot Stream as to contribute to
the existing knowledge on plankton ecology and
distribution and to form S line data for future research.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Description of study area

Odot stream is located in NsitAtai Local Government Area of Akwa
Ibom State, Nigeria. The local government has an area of about
17,000 square metres. It is approximately 50 km from Uyo, the
capital of Akwa Ibom State. It is bound in the north by Uruan, in the
east by Okobo, in the west by Ibesikpo Asutan and in the south by
Uyo L.G.A. with coordinates 4°51°0” N and 8°010 ‘O” E (Figure 1).

The bottom of the stream is predominantly sandy and muddy
while the edges are without mud. The topography of the
catchments is sloppy, making water current to be moderately fast
from the upstream to the downstream. Activities in the stream
include sand dredging, washing of clothes, bathing, and agricultural
activities around the stream banks. The climate of the area is
typically of tropical rainforests, comprising the dry season
(November -March) and wet season (April - October). The dry
season is characterized by a prevalence of dry tropical continental
winds from the Sahara desert and the wet season by moist tropical
maritime winds from the Atlantic Ocean (Ekpo, 2013).

Selection of sampling sites

Water samples were collected from three sampling stations:
IkotNyoho Edo - Station 1 (Upstream), IkotMbre- Station 2
(Midstream) and IkotMboho (Downstream) all in Odot, NsitAtai
L.G.A. The streams were selected on the basis of the fact that
despite its social, economic and ecological role, no published work
is available on it.

Sample collection, preservation, identification and analysis

Sampling was done monthly from the three established sites from
June-August and October-December, 2014. Since physico-
chemical and biological features of a lotic ecosystem could vary
with time, sampling was done at regular and specific time intervals
in the midmorning hours between the hours of 8 am and 12 noon.
Water samples were collected using plankton net with mesh size
of 55 mm. The plankton net was horizontally towed for about 3 mins
just below the water surface. The samples collected were fixed with
approximately 5 ml of 4% formaldehyde solutions in the field
immediately after collection and taken to Fisheries Laboratory,
University of Uyo for analysis. The preserved samples were allowed
to settle first in the sampling bottle, then about two-third of the water
sample was decanted into a beaker to concentrate the plankton
specimen. 1 ml of the water sample was placed in a Petri-dish and
mounted under the microscope for viewing (Egborge, 1973) and
appropriate keys (Needham and Needham, 1962; Jeje and
Fernando, 1986, 1991; APHA/AWWA/WEF, 2005 and Nwankwo,
2004) were used for identification of the plankton. The total number
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of species was recorded as number of cells per ml for phyto-
plankton; while zooplankton were recorded as number per ml.

Community structure analysis

Three indices were analysed for community structure and include
species diversity (Shannon and Weinner, 1949); species equitability
or evenness (Pielou 1966) and species richness Margalef (1951).

RESULTS
Analysis of Plankton composition and abundance

A total of thirty seven (37) species of phytoplankton
belonging to four taxa were encountered and identified
during the study period. The most abundant taxa
observed were Chlorophyceae with a percentage compo-
sition of 38.79% while the least was Xanthophyceae with
percentage composition of 4.75% (Table 1 and Figure 2).

The green algal (Chlorophyceae) were the most
important group in terms of diversity with the centric
forms recording a high abundance. Genicularia sp.
dominated with a percentage abundance of 16.38% in
the group level and in total number of plankton organism,
while the least contributors in terms of number were
Gomphonema sphaeropharum, Closterium acerosum,
Cosmarium quadrum, Pediastrum duplex and Spirulina
sp., accounting for 0.07% respectively. Tribonema viridae
was the only species encountered belonging to
Xanthophyceae.

In terms of zooplankton, four taxa were identified
(Table 2). Rotifera was the most abundant contributing
52% of the composition followed by larvae which
contributed 26%, while Cladocera and Copepoda were
the least contributing (11% each) (Figure 3).

Seasonal variation among the plankton

The seasonal variation among the plankton was
observed and recorded in Table 3. The Baccillariophyceae
shows higher seasonal variation in wet season
(22.25£4.59) and a lower mean value in dry season
(7.66+2.67). Chlorophyceae was observed to be high in
dry season (39.16+14.75) and it reduced in wet season
(19.3346.15).

Cyanophyceae showed higher occurrence in dry
season (21.83+6.50) and lower occurrence in wet season
(20.58+5.44). The family Xanthophyceae showed
extremely low occurrence in wet season (3.00+£1.48) and
higher mean value in dry season (10.66+ 5.81). Amongst
the zooplankton, Rotifera showed high seasonal variation
in dry season (3.16+1.07) and no occurrence in wet
season.

Copepod showed high value in wet season (0.58+0.43)
and low value in dry season (0.166+0.16). Cladocera
showed seasonal variation with high mean value in wet
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Table 1. Percentage composition and abundance of phytoplankton encountered in Odot

Stream.
Plankton diversity No. of cells/ml  Percentage composition %
Baccilariophyceae
Coscinodiscus radiata 12 0.9
Cyclotella operculata 20 15
Diatoma sp. 11 0.85
Epithermia zebra 4 0.31
Gyrosigma atternuatum 43 3.3
Melosira listaus 2 0.15 20.19%
Navicula placentula 2 0.15
Pinnularia major 7 0.54
Stauroneis sp. 45 3.5
Tabellaria spp. 22 1.7
T. fenestra 26 2
T. fevar asterionelloides 27 21
Thallassiosiren sp. 22 1.7
Thallassiothrixnitz schioides 11 0.85
Gomphonema sphoeropharum 1 0.08
Chlorophyceae
Ankistrodesmus sp. 5 0.39
Closterium Cynthia 5 0.39
Closterium venus 17 13
C. moniliferum 4 0.31
C. acerosum 1 0.08
Cosmarum quadrum 1 0.08 38.71%
Dictyosphaerum planctonica 2 0.15
Dinobaton sp. 171 13.2
Genicularia sp. 207 15.9
Gonatozygona culeatum 12 0.92
Gymnozya moniliferum 26 2
Microsteria papillifera 2 0.15
Natrium digitus 2 0.15
Rediastrum duplex 1 0.08
Pleurotaenium coronatum 33 25
Cyanophyceae
Anabaena circinalis 57 4.4
Oscillatoria planctonica 58 4.5
O. sancta 173 13.3 36.34%
Phormidium foreolarum 32 2.5
Phormidium tenue 138 10.6
Spiruliria sp. 1 0.08
Xanthophyceae
Tribonema viridae 60 4.6 4.75%

season (0.50+0.28) and no occurrence in dry season.
Larvae were observed to show high value in dry season
(0.66+£0.33) and low mean value in wet season
(0.58+0.28).

Community structure

The community structure of plankton was computed as
shown in Table 4. The taxa with the highest occurrence
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Figure 2. Percentage proportion of the various phytoplankton families in Odot stream.

Table 2. Percentage composition and abundance of zooplankton
encountered in Odot Stream.

Composition (%)

Zooplankton taxa No. of cells/ml -

Species Taxa
Rotifera
Asplanchna periodontal 5 0.38
Philodina sp. 12 0.92 52%
Trichocera tophoessa 1 0.08
Cladocera
Daphnia magnus 2 0.15
Alonadia phnia 2 0.15 11%
Copepoda
Temora longisornis 4 0.31 11%
Larvae
Egg larvae 2 0.15 26%

Nauplii 7 0.54
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Figure 3. Percentage proportion of the various zooplankton families in Odot stream.

Table 3. Seasonal variation of plankton encountered in Odot stream.

Imaobong et al.

Mean+ S. E. (min-max)

Meanz S. E. (min-max)

Plankton Wet season Dry season
Phytoplankton
Baccillariophyceae 22.25+4.59 7.66+2.67
e (0-59) (2 - 20)
Chlorophyceae 19.336.15 39.16+14.75
P (0-75) (4 - 84)
Cvanophvceae 20.58+5.44 21.8+36.50
ynoe (0-62) (2 -39)
Xanthophyceae 3.00+1.48 10.66+5.81
Pny (0 - 16) (0-36)
Zooplankton
Rotifera 0.00+0.00 3.16+£1.07
(0.0 - 0.00) (0 -7.00)
Cladocera 0.50+0.28 0.00+0.00
(0-0.00) (0-0.00)
Copepoda 0.58+0.43 0.166+0.166
PP (0.0-5.00) (0.0 - 1.00)
Larvae 0.58+0.28 0.66+0.33
(0.0 -3.00) (0.0 - 3.00)

185



186 J. Ecol. Nat. Environ.

Table 4. Community structure of plankton.

June July August October November December
Parameter ; i ;
1 2 3 1 2 3 1 2 3 1 2 3 1 2 3 Station 1  Station 2  Station 3

Taxa_S 11 6 5 12 12 9 11 4 6 10 10 11 12 9 9 12 9 7

Individuals 112 62 54 150 117 82 74 26 56 26 34 24 142 40 39 106 113 53
Dominance_D 038 0.27 024 017 0.19 048 0.18 039 041 025 0.25 0.18 0.24 0.26 0.23 0.17 0.24 0.49
Simpson_1-D 061 073 076 082 080 051 081 060 059 075 0.74 084 0.76 0.74 0.77 0.82 0.76 0.51
Shannon_H 149 147 149 196 189 122 195 104 119 182 179 203 177 169 1.83 1.96 1.65 1.12
Evenness_e"H/S 040 0.72 0.89 059 054 037 063 070 054 062 061 069 049 061 0.69 0.59 0.58 0.43
Margalef 212 121 101 213 231 181 232 092 124 276 255 314 222 216 218 2.35 1.69 1.52
Equitability J 062 082 093 079 075 055 081 075 066 0.79 0.77 084 0.72 0.77 0.83 0.79 0.75 0.56

(12) was observed during the months of
November in Station 1, December in Station 1 and
July in Station 1 and 2. The lowest occurrence in
taxa was observed in August, Station 2 being 4.
Individual index showed the highest occurrence in
July, Station 1 being 150 followed by 142 which
occurred in November, Station 1.The lowest
individual index was observed in October, Station
3 (24). Dominance index showed high value in
December, Station 3 followed by Simpson which
showed highest in October, Station 3 (0.84) and
lowest in December and July, Station 3 respec-
tively. Shannon- weaver index was observed to be
higher in October, Station 3 being 2.03 and lowest
in August, Station 2 (1.04).Evenness-e"H/S index
was observed with high value in June, Station 3
(0.89) and lowest in June, Stationl (0.40).
Equitability index showed higher value in June,
Station 3 (0.95) and a lower value in December,
Station 3 (0.56).

DISCUSSION
Phytoplankton composition of Odot Stream

The abundance of Chlorophyceae (green algae)

in this present study corresponds with the report
of Kemdirim (1990) and Subhashree and Patra,
(2013). It shows contrast with those of Essien-
Ibok et al. (2010), Onyema (2010) and Esenowo
and Ugwumba  (2010)  which reported
Bacillariophyceae as highest. Among the
chlorophyceae, Genicularia sp. was the most
abundant species contributing 16.38% of the total
plankton species. This was evidenced most in dry
season. As observed in the phytoplankton
community structure, Dominanice-D index showed
high value in December (0.49). Simpson index
revealed highest value in December, station 1 and
lowest in July, and Station 3. Individual
occurrence ranged from 4-12.

Shannon-H index ranged from 1.04 (August
Stationl) to 2.03 (October, Station 3). Evenness
ranged from 0.37 (July, Station 3) to 0.89 (June,
Station 3). The abundance of Chlorophyceae is
attributed to high water temperature which would
cause high photosynthesis and bloom.

Zooplankton

The abundant group among the zooplankton was
rotifer. This corresponds with the findings of Ekpo

(2013), and Arimoro et al. (2007). The abundance
of rotifer in the stream would be attributed to their
ability to undergo vertical migration, which
minimizes competition through niche exploitation
and food utilization. Also, rotifer richness in the
stream probably could be attributed to their
pathenogenetic reproductive pattern and short
development rates under favorable conditions in
most fresh water system (Akin-Oriola, 2003). The
author further reported that the rotifers have the
shortest life cycle with peak reproductive period of
12 days at 20°C and 5 days at 25°C are normally
considered as good indicators of good water
quality. Vladimir (1983) suggested that high
occurrence of rotifers in any water body indicates
an aerobic condition. The result of this study
suggests that the rotifer philodinids were more
tolerant to environmental stress and that makes it
the most occurring organism. This also
corresponds with the documentation of Ogbeibu
(1998) and Ovie (1997).

Conclusion

Plankton has been used as an indicator to
observe and understand changes in the ecosystem.



The high relative abundance of chlorophyceae and
rotifers indicate that Odot stream is highly productive
(eutrophic), which could be attributed to high temperature
due to the shallowness of the stream and its high
exposure to sunlight. Excessive algal bloom should,
therefore, be checked to prevent the stream from anoxia
and poor water quality and shift in species composition
and fish kill.

A holistic approach to the management of this stream
would be to integrate fish production into its water quality
management programme as this would enable the
evaluation of the present and future conditions of the
stream and its ability to sustain present and future needs.
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A study on reproductive and feeding ecology of rodents was conducted in agricultural areas of some
selected kebeles (the smallest administrative unit in Ethiopia) of Sekoru district from February 2014 to
December 2014. Rodents were captured by snap trapping using rat traps. During the whole study
period, four rodent species, namely, Rattus rattus, Mastomys natalensis, Arvicanthis dembeensis and
Lemniscomys barbarus were identified from a total of 326 rodents captured in 1320 trap nights. The
proportion of male and female individuals captured was not different from a 1:1 ratio. Scrotal males and
perforate females were captured throughout the study period though reproduction was seasonal.
Breeding started in the later part of the rainy season and declined at the beginning of the dry season.
The average number of embryo counted per pregnant females was 5.57+1.09, 8.65+1.80, 6.38.+1.70 and
4.00 £ 1.41 for R. rattus, M. natalensis, L. barbarus and A. dembeensis, respectively. The food items
identified during the stomach content analysis were grouped into leaves, seeds, animal matter and
unrecognized food item. There was no variation in the type of food item identified among the four rodent
species. Some variations were observed in the proportion of the different food items consumed by the
four rodent species in different trapping sessions. Awareness creation and the need of rodent pest
control in all growth stage of crops and after harvest were recommended.

Key words: Arvicanthis, breeding, feeding, Lemniscomys, Mastomys, Rattus, Sekoru.

INTRODUCTION

Pest animals cause a considerable yield loss throughout
the world. Among the crop pests, vertebrate pests
especially rodents are responsible for much of the loss
and farmers often list rodents as one of the most
significant pests to their crops (Singleton et al., 1999;
Makundi et al., 2005; Sudarmaiji et al., 2003; Tuan et al.,
2003). Rodents are regarded as the number one group of
mammals in terms of the problems they create in
agriculture, horticulture, forestry and public health
(Makundi et al., 1999; Brown et al., 1999).

In East Africa, pest rodents cause considerable loss of
agricultural crops. In Tanzania, for example, they cause
an estimated pre-harvest loss of 15% in maize per
annum (Mulungu et al.,, 2003). Mwanjabe and Leirs
(1997) reported the damage to be more than 80% in
certain cropping seasons and locations during rodent
outbreaks. Taylor (1968) reported 20% damage to maize
plantation, 34-100% loss of young wheat in some fields
and 34% loss of barely after outbreak of rodents in
western Kenya in 1962. Earlier studies in Ethiopia have

*Corresponding author. E-mail: tsegayegad@yahoo.com.

Author(s) agree that this article remain permanently open access under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License

4.0International License



http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/deed.en_US
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/deed.en_US

300000 310000 320000
1 1

Tsegaye and Kitessa 189

330000 350000

920000
f

T'\,

920000

910000
f

Z )\—
‘/C"_/—_/

vy, )
.4

‘\\r-«
| | Jima Zon:l

900000
|

890000

mbi

900000

4
Katri

890000

830000

880000

870000

860000
|

Legend =
@ Town i

A Study Kebele i
——— River w7

870000

I
860000

850000

——— Road T

[: Sokoru district
O= Unquuree
1= Ganda Chala
2= Liben

850000

840000

3= Bore
T

|
f
840000

TP Km

T
300000 310000 320000

Figure 1. Map of the study area

indicated crop loss of about 20% per annum (Bekele and
Leirs, 1997). Later, Bekele et al. (2003) reported an
annual yield loss of 26.4% of maize by pest rodents in
experimental fields at Zeway (eastern Showa Zone,
central Ethiopia) which was even higher than the earlier
reports.

Designing and applying effective pest management
strategy such as integrated pest management (IPM) can
reduce the amount of yield loss caused by pest rodents.
Experiences of rodent pest control practices in different
countries and research findings to devise appropriate
rodent management strategies have showed that
successful management of rodent problems depends
upon correct identification of the rodent species causing
the problem, and obtaining sufficient information on the
biology, ecology and behavior of species in the ecological
setting where the problem occurs (Tubin and Fall, 2004).
Though such ecological studies are essential to devise
control strategies of pest species of a particular region,
few of such studies were conducted in agricultural areas
of Ethiopia (Bekele et al., 1993; Bekele and Leirs, 1997,
Lavrenchenko et al., 1998; Gadisa and Bekele, 2006;
Bekele et al.,, 2003; Gebresilassie et al., 2004, 2005,
2006). In spite of serious problems faced by the farmers
and many reports on agricultural damages on crops by
rodent pests (personal communication with the head of

330000 340000 350000

crop protection clinic of the zone), no serious attempts
were made in the Jimma zone of southwest Ethiopia to
devise rodent control strategy.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Study area

A study on reproductive and feeding ecology of rodent pests was
conducted in some selected kebeles (the smallest administrative
units in Ethiopia) of Sekoru district, Jimma Zone, southwest
Ethiopia from February 2014 to December 2014 (Figure 1). The
altitude of the district ranges from 900 - 2300 m a.s.I. The mean
annual temperature of the district is 25°C and the mean annual rain
fall is 1500 mm. The wet season is long and ranges from May to
October and the dry season ranges from December to April.

Trapping and identification of rodents

Monthly snap trapping was carried out using rat traps for 11
consecutive months (February, 2014 to December, 2014). A total of
30 rat traps were used each day for four consecutive days every
month throughout the study period. Traps were set in lines with 10-
15 m trap space (Montgomery, 1985; Sutherland, 1996) and peanut
butter was used as bait. To increase the trap success, the traps
were set along the edges of cultivated fields or in cultivated fields
where possible rodent refugia were available or where there were
visible runways as rodents use specific paths (Kingdon, 1974;
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Table 1. Species composition and the number of rodents captured by snap trapping at different trapping sessions.

Trapping R. rattus L. brbarus A. dembeensis M. natalensis
session Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female
Feb. 14 1 2 2 1 0 0 1 1
Mar. 14 2 1 1 2 0 0 1 2
Apr. 13 2 3 2 3 1 2 2 4
May 14 1 2 3 4 2 2 1 1
June 14 3 3 2 3 2 1 1 2
July 14 2 3 3 4 2 1 1 1
Aug. 14 6 5 7 6 3 2 3 3
Sep. 14 8 7 13 11 5 3 6 5
Oct. 14 10 9 17 14 7 5 7 8
Nov. 14 6 7 7 6 3 4 5 6
Dec. 14 4 5 6 5 0 1 3 2
Total 45 47 63 59 25 21 31 35

Aplin et al., 2003). After collecting the captured animals, they were
identified and standard external measurements were taken.
Captured rodents were identified following taxonomic charac-
teristics described by Aplin et al. (2003), Yalden et al. (1996) and
Kingdon (1997).

Reproductive conditions

In males, sexual maturity or immaturity was assessed from the
conditions of the testes and the scrotal sacs (Aplin et al., 2003;
Bekele and Leirs, 1997; Gebresilassie et al., 2006). Captured
rodents were considered juveniles if their testes are non-descended
or have undeveloped scrotal sacs and sub-adults, if testes were
partially descended. Rodents with fully descended testes were
considered as adults. In females, the external signs of sexual
maturity were assessed from the condition of the vagina and the
teats (Aplin et al., 2003, Bekele and Leirs, 1997; Gebresilassie et
al., 2006). Females with an open vagina and enlarged teats were
considered as adults. A female rodent was considered as currently
lactating if the teats are enlarged and the mammary glands are
producing milk. Reproductive activities from internal characteristics
were assessed after the animals were dissected. A male rodent
was considered sexually mature when it possessed large testes,
each with prominent blood supply and enlarged epididymis. In a
female, features of the uterine horns that can be observed by naked
eye or with dissecting microscope was used to determine sexual
maturity. Slightly thicker and more elongated uterine horns with a
more obvious blood supply but without embryos or placental scars
characterize an individual that is entering its first breeding season.
Thicker uterine horns with embryo in one or both uterine horns
indicate pregnancy (Aplin et al., 2003). The number of embryo in
each uterine horn was counted and recorded for pregnant females.

Diet analysis

Out of the snap trapped rodents, 150 were dissected and their
stomachs were removed for identifying the diet of rodents in the
laboratory following the methods of Leirs (1994). Stomachs were
preserved in container containing 10% formalin after identification
tag was attached to each stomach until microscopic examination of
the stomach samples in the laboratory. In the laboratory, the
samples were washed with distilled water to remove fine particles
and sieved with sieve of mesh size 0.2 mm for proper identification

and mixed thoroughly. Four slides were prepared for each stomach
sample and observed under light microscope to identify the type as
well as the proportion of the diet in the sample under study. To
guantify the food items of the stomach samples, light microscope
with 60x magnification was used. The proportion of different food
fragments (leaves of monocots and dicots, seed coats and
exoskeleton of arthropods) in the diet was determined by counting
the fragments from the entire slide. The presence of food items was
recorded in all the prepared slides and was grouped into different
types: leaves, seeds, animal matter and unrecognized food item.
Chi-square test (x?) was used to test the 1:1 ratio of male and
female rodents captured at 0.05 levels of significance.

RESULTS
Species composition

From a total of 326 rodents captured in 1320 trap nights,
four rodent species were identified: namely, Rattus rattus,
Lemniscomys barbarus, Mastomus natalensis and
Arvicanthis dembeensis. Out of the total capture,
Lemniscomys barbarus comprised the largest proportion
of the capture with 123 individuals (37.73%) followed by
R. rattus with 92 individuals (28.22%). M. natalensis and
A. dembeensis comprised 20.25 and 17.69% of the total
capture with 66 and 46 individuals, respectively (Table 1).
Among snap trapped species, 164 (50.31%) were males
and 162 (49. 69%) were females and this proportion was
not significantly different from a 1:1 sex ratio (P = 0.856).

Reproduction

Reproductively active males (scrotal males) and females
(perforate females) were captured throughout the whole
study period. But, variations were observed in the
proportion of scrotal males and perforate females
captured in different trapping sessions. For most rodent
species identified, the male individuals captured from
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Table 2. Reproductive conditions of the four rodent species captured during the study period.

Month R. rattus L. barbarus M. natalensis A. dembeensis
ont SM  AM IF PF SM AM IF PF SM  AM IF PF SM AM IF  PF
Feb. 14 1 0 0 2 2 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
Mar. 14 2 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 0
Apr. 14 2 0 0 3 2 0 0 3 2 0 0 4 1 0 0 2
May 14 1 0 0 2 3 0 0 4 1 0 0 1 2 0 0 2
June 14 3 0 0 3 2 0 0 3 1 0 0 2 2 0 0 1
July 14 2 0 0 3 3 0 0 4 1 0 0 1 2 0 0 1
Aug. 14 6 0 0 5 6 1 0 6 3 0 1 2 3 0 0 2
Sep. 14 6 2 2 5 10 3 3 8 4 2 1 4 4 1 0 3
Oct. 14 6 4 3 6 11 6 5 9 4 3 3 5 5 2 1 4
Nov. 14 4 2 2 5 4 3 2 4 3 2 2 4 2 1 1 3
Dec. 14 3 1 1 4 4 2 2 3 2 1 0 2 0 0 0 1
Total 36 9 8 39 48 15 12 47 23 8 7 28 21 4 2 19

SM = Scrotal males, AM = abdominal males, IF = imperforate females, PM = perforate females.

Table 3. Pregnancy rates of adult females of the four rodent species identified at different trapping sessions.
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P.F = perforate females, Pr.F = pregnant females.

February to August were scrotal and all females were
perforate. From September to December, the proportion
of scrotal males and perforate females was reduced due
to introduction of abdominal males and imperforate
females to the population for all the species identified
(Table 2). The maximum proportion of abdominal males
and imperforate females was recorded in October when
more than 30% of the males and females were
abdominal and imperforate males and females,
respectively.

Among 164 males captured throughout the study
period, 128 (78.05%) were scrotal and 133 (82.10%) of
162 females were perforate. In addition, all rodents
captured from February to September were scrotal males
and perforate females, but, pregnant females were not
captured until June for most of the rodent species

identified. The rate of pregnancy was high in August and
September for almost all the four species and the rate of
pregnancy declined after October (Table 3).

Litter size

Among the 39 perforate females of R. rattus, 14 were
pregnant. The average number of embryo counted for
this species was 5.57+1.09. The number of embryo
counted per pregnant female ranged between four and
eight. Embryo counts of five and six were more common
while that of eight was the least frequent embryo count
(Figure 2). Among 47 L. barbarus adult females captured
during this study, 16 were pregnant. The maximum
number of embryo counted for this species was 10 and
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Figure 2. Litter size distributions of the four rodent species identified in the study area.

Table 4. The percentage of food items identified in the wet and dry seasons during the study period.

Percentage of food items identified

Season Species Number of stomachs - -
Leaves Seeds Animal matter Unrecognized food
R. rattus 23 4528 27.88 16.75 10.08
Wet M. natalensis 16 44.95 25.23 18.13 11.63
A. dembeensis 23 66.55 18.23 8.88 6,17
L. barbarous 32 65.40 18.92 9.20 6.32
R. rattus 17 4496  30.90 14.80 9.52
Dry M. natalensis. 14 43.60 30.80 17.00 8.60
A. dembeensis 7 61.17 22.43 6.93 9.77
L. barbarous 18 60.36 22.88 7.32 9.68

the minimum count was four. The most frequently
counted embryo number was six (Figure 2). The average
litter size for the species was 6.38+1.70 For M. natalensis
and A. dembeensis, 17 and 5 pregnant females were
captured from 47 and 17 perforate females captured,
respectively. The number of embryo counted ranged from
6 to 12 for M. natalensis and from two to six for A.
dembeensis (Figure 2). The average litter size recorded
for M. natalensis in this study was 8.65+1.80. For A.
dembeensis, the mean number of embryo counted per
pregnant female was 4.00+1.41.

Diet

Stomach samples of 40 R.rattus (20 males and 20

females), 30 A. dembeensis (15 males and 15 females)
and 30 M. natalensis (15 males and 15 females) and 50
L. barbarus (25 males and 25 females) were analyzed
thought-out the study period. Some variations were
observed in the proportion of food items the four different
rodent species consumed during dry (November to April)
and wet (May to October) seasons (Table 4). For R.
rattus, the consumption of leaves was generally high in
both seasons but it consumed relatively more leaves in
the wet season than the dry seasons. Seed consumption
of this species was high in the dry season and the
consumption of animal matter was relatively more in the
wet season. M. natalensis consumed more leaves in the
wet season and its seed consumption was relatively high
in the dry season. The consumption of animal matter was
more in the wet season. The consumption of leaves by A.



dembeensis and L. barbarous was more as compared to
the consumption of leaves by the other two species.
Leaves comprised more than 60% of the food items
consumed by these species in both seasons.

DISCUSSION

Among the four rodent species identified in the present
study area, M. natalensis and A. dembeensis were
recognized as the major pest species in agricultural fields
by different researchers in other parts of Ethiopia (Bekele
et al., 1993; Bekele and Leirs, 1997; Bekele et al., 2003;
Lavrenchenko et al., 1998). The presence of these
important pest species in the study area suggests the
potential of serious crop damages and losses by them
and should be major concerns to the farmers in the area.
In addition, all Mastomys species in Africa are reported to
cause problems in agriculture and public health (Leirs et
al.,, 1996; Fiedler, 1988a, b; Odhiambo and Oguge,
2003). This underlines the need of controlling these
species in the study area though their number in the
present investigation was low.

The other important species identified in this study are
R. rattus and L. barbarous. In many literatures, R. rattus
species is mentioned as one of the major pest species
that causes a worldwide problem by damaging coconuts
and food crops (Fiedler and Fall, 1994; Buckle, 1999).
However, R. rattuswas not reported as a major pest
problem in agricultural fields in Ethiopia in reports of
earlier research works (Bekele and Leirs, 1997; Bekele et
al., 2003).

Many individuals of this species were captured in
farmlands with serious damages that were closer to
human dwellings. Thus, this species could be a serious
problem for farmers who have farmlands closer to their
house. L. barbarus, though not reported as an important
pest species in other parts of Ethiopia, was the dominant
pest species in the present study area. Due to its diurnal
behaviour, even farmers in the study area were able to
see this species climbing the stem of maize and causing
serious damage especially during the ripening stage.

Generally, scrotal males and perforate females were
captured throughout the study period. But, the proportion
of scrotal males and perforate females was lowered in
some trapping sessions because of introduction of
abdominal males and imperforate females to the
population. From the variation in the proportion of scrotal
males and perforate females observed, one could say
that these species must have started reproduction before
the months when reduction in proportion was observed
and the new born individuals of both sexes have reached
a trappable size at this month and the high proportion of
scrotal males perforate females after December suggests
that all the new born individuals that entered the
population have reached the age of maturity (became
adults) and reproduction have ceased to produce more

Tsegaye and Kitessa 193

young individuals of both sexes (Makundi et al., 2007). If
breeding has continued, the addition of juveniles into the
population continues but this did not happen. In general,
it is possible to say that breeding for these four species is
restricted to the wet season, especially to the later part of
the rainy season and ceases in the dry season. This
finding is in agreement with many research results
obtained in many rodent pest species in other areas
(Bekele and Leirs, 1997; Gadisa and Bekele, 2006;
Odhiambo et al., 2005; Leirs, 1994; Lima et al., 2003).

Although the percentage of scrotal males and perforate
females was very high in most of the months during the
study period, pregnancy for the four snapped species
was detected only from May to December. The first
pregnant females were captured in May for M. natalensis
and May and June for all the four species. Rate of
pregnancy has reached peak in July and August and
declined towards the dry season and the last pregnhant
females were captured in December. From this, it is
possible to say that breeding commences from the
middle of the rainy season and continues up to the early
dry season. Such restrictions of breeding to the wet
season for many rodent species have been observed by
different workers in many different areas (Bekele and
Leirs, 1997; Gadisa and Bekele, 2006; Odhiambo et al.,
2005; Leirs, 1994; Lima et al., 2003).

The high percentage of scrotal males and perforate
females before September and after December can be
explained differently. The high percentages obtained
before September were because breeding has started in
June and the highest percentage of pregnant females
was captured in August, and thus, the number of
juveniles that could enter the population before
September would be very small so that the percentage of
scrotal males perforate females in the population would
be very high. Although, the high percentage after
December would have a different reason. In a month
before December, the percentage of scrotal males and
perforate females was relatively lower because of the
presence of juveniles in the population. The high
percentage after December could be because the
juveniles that were present in the population have
become adults and no juveniles could enter the
population as breeding has ceased in the early dry
season.

The average number of embryos counted (8.65+ 1.80)
in this study for M. natalensis was lower than the average
number of embryos obtained (10.21 + 4.32 for grass land
M. erythroleucus and 12.84 + 3.26 for maize field) by
Bekele and Leirs (1997) at Koka (central Ethiopia). It was
also lower than the average number of embryos obtained
(11.80 * 3.40) for the same species by Duplantier et al.
(1996) in Senegal. On the other hand, the average
number of embryos counted for A. dembeensis in this
study (4.00 £1.41) is in line with those (4.20t 2.20)
obtained by Gadisa and Bekele (2006) at Bilalo
(southeast Ethiopia) for the same species but lower than
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the ones obtained (5.74+2.65) by Bekele and Leirs
(1997) for grassland at Koka. But in the same study,
Bekele and Leirs (1997) obtained a higher number of
embryos (7.42+ 2.63) for maize field. The average litter
size (5.85+0.34) obtained by Massawe et al. (2007) for A.
neumanni (a related species) in central Tanzania is also
higher than with the average litter of A. dembeensis in
this study. The variations could be due to differences in
environmental conditions such as availability of food.

Most species of rodents appears to be opportunistic
feeders (Johnson, 1961). The result of the present study
also confirms this. Regardless of the proportional
difference, all rodents consumed plant and animal
matters. For instance, the stomach contents of M.
natalensis and A. Dembeensis included monocot seeds;
monocot leaves and animal matters. However, the
stomachs of A. dembeensis contained high percentage of
grass in addition to other ingredients. This is in line with
the finding by Gebresilassie et al. (2004), which have
recorded higher percentage of grass and monocot seeds
in the stomachs of A. dembeensis.

The food items identified in the stomach contents of the
four rodent species were the same: all stomach contents
consisted of leaves (monocot leaves, dicot leaves and
grass), seeds and animal matter (Table 4). One probable
reason for this could be less heterogeneity of vegetation
in agricultural areas. However, the proportion of the
various food items consumed by the different species
showed some variations among the species and in the
different trapping sessions. Compared the other two
species (R. rattus and M. natalensis), the stomach
contents of A. dembeensis and L. barbarous consisted of
high percentage of leaves. In addition, the percentage of
leaves was higher in the wet season as compared to the
dry season. This finding is in agreement with the results
obtained by Gebresilasie et al. (2004) in Myngus
irrigation field, northern Ethiopia, who recorded more
grass in the stomach content of A. dembeensis than the
stomach content of M. erythroleucus. The percentage of
the leaves consumed by the other two species was also
higher during the wet season than the dry season. One
probable reason for the high consumption of leaves in the
wet season could be their relative high abundance than
seeds and other plant matters.

Although, starting the latter part of the wet season (the
time when crops start maturing) the relative consumption
of leaves decreased and the consumption of seeds
increased (Table 4). A similar shifting of diet composition
was observed by Gebresilasie et al. (2004) by pest
rodents of Myngus irrigation field, northern Ethiopia.
Similarly, Oguge (1995) found M. natalensis to have
eaten more grass and dicotyledonous shoots until the
development of their preferred cereals and seeds. Leirs
(1994) also found M. natalensis to consume more grass
and arthropods at the beginning of the rainy season and
more cereals during the late rainy season and during the
early dry season. This shifting of diets of rodents observed

in this study in different seasons indicates that the crops
grown in the study area are under the attack of these
pest rodents at their different stages of development.

In this study, variation in the consumption of animal
matter was observed between the species and between
trapping sessions for a species. The percentage of
animal matter consumed by R. rattus and M. natalensis
was relatively higher than the animal matter consumed by
A. dembeensis.

In addition, all the four species consumed more
percentage of animal matter during the wet season than
the dry season. This variation may be related to the
fulfillment of their protein requirement during the seasons
of reproduction. The results of this study are comparable
with the results of other workers. For example, Leirs
(1994) reported that M. natalensis consume more grass
and arthropods at the beginning of the rainy season and
more cereals during the late rainy season and during the
early dry season. Gebresilasie et al. (2004) also reported
that reproductively active females consumed more
arthropods, monocot shoots and wild herbs than other
females. Similarly, Rabiu and Fisher (1989) have
revealed that the scrotal males of Arvicanthis sp. have
consumed more of monocotyledons and animal matter
than the abdominal males.

Most rodents are small, secretive and nocturnal, so are
rarely seen even when present in a given area in large
numbers (Williams, 1993; Witmer, 2007). They also have
a high reproductive potential and short period to reach
sexual maturity, thus, can invade large area in a short
period of time and cause serious damage (Aplin et al.,
2003). Thus, farmers should be aware of the presence of
these important pest species and advised to monitor their
farmland regularly and carry out rodent control activities
in all growth stages of their crops.
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