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SHORT
COMMUNICATION

Short communication articles are short scientific entities often dealing with
methodologica l problems or with byproduc ts of larger researc h projects.
The style should the same as in original articles .

Biases in the analysis of the diet of the red fox Vulpes vulpes

Paolo Cavallini & Teresa Volpi

Cava llini, P. & Volpi, T. 1995: Biases in the analysis of the die t of the red fox Vulpes
vulpes . - Wildl. BioI. I : 243-248.

The diet of red foxes Vulpes vulpes from the prov ince of Pisa, Cen tral Italy, was com ­
pared on the basis of analys is of the co ntents of 320 guts (stom achs and intestines),
and of 2 1I faeca l samples. The faeces and guts were collected in the same area during
the same period . Mamma l rema ins (in partic ular of small mammals) were more abun­
dant in faeces than in stomachs and intestines, whereas invertebrates and grass were
more abundant in guts . This may be due to different samp ling methods which includ­
ed hunting (guts) which may lead to an ove rweight of young , inexperienced foxe s, eat­
ing less prefe rred food items, being represented in the samp le, and co llectio n of fae­
ces which might primarily Come from reside nt, domi nant individuals. Bird freque ncy,
but not volume, decreased significantly from stomachs to intest ines, and from intes­
tines to faeces . Studies based on stomach co ntents report a higher percentage of bird
remai ns than stud ies based on faeces (freq uency of occurrence: 19.4 ± 10.3% vs.
9. 1 ± 6.9%; P = 0.0 14). The bias presented may be related to the mechanics of diges­
tion and sugge stions to limit such biases are put forwar d.
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The diet of the red fox Vulpes vulpes is highly variable,
both in space and time, owing to the species' enormous
geogra phic range (Stains 1975) and adaptability to vari­
able food availability (Cavallini & Lovari 1991). Main
food items include rodents (e.g. Yoneda 1982), lago­
morphs (Reynolds 1979), fruits and insects (Ciampalini &
Lovari 1985), and earthworms (Macdonald 1980b). The
feeding ecology of the red fox has been widely studied,
especia lly because of the importance of the fox as a preda­
tor of small game (Pils & Martin 1978), and because of
the influence of food on the social organisation of cami-
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vores (Macdonald 1983), Analysing stomach contents and
faeces composition have been the primary methods em­
ployed in studies of fox diet. Each method has its advan­
tages : gut contents are more easily determined (Witt
1980), whereas faeces are more easy to collect and fur­
thermore minimise interference, i.e. destruction of indi­
viduals, with the population being studied. It is not clear
how the various techniques affect the estimation of die­
tary intake. Witt (1980) suggested that results based on
stomach contents are incomparable with those based on
investigations of excre ments, and that even the contents
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of stomachs and mtesnnes may diner considerably. No
data, however, have been reported to support his sugges­
tions. Therefore, we have tried to clarify interpretations
based on different techniques. The aims of the present
study were : I) to compare estimates of food habits of the
red fox obtained by different sampling methods; this will
be done by comparing a sample of guts with a sample of
faeces collected in the same area during the same period;
and 2) to identify food items systematically over- or under­
estimated in the analysis of stomach contents, intestines
and faeces .

Study area and methods

The study area covering 2,448 km2 was situated in the prov­
ince of Pisa , in Central Italy (43°N, 10-11°E), which con­
sists of flat and intensively cultivated land (mainly ce­
reals) in the north, becoming increasingly hilly (up to 800
m a.s.l.) and wooded towards the south. The climate is
Mediterranean, with mild winters and dry, hot summers.
In 1992, monthly averages of minimum temperatures
ranged from 3AoC to 19°C, and of maximum tempera­
tures from 12°C to 31°C. Monthly means were below
10°C for three months, and above 20°C for four months.
Rainfall is heaviest in autumn (35.9% of total rainfall), in
winter (28.9 %) and in spring (23.7%), whereas only
11 .5% of total rain occurs during summer. Interannual
variation is large: in 1992, the least rainy months «20
mm of rain per month) were January, February, March,
August, and May (in increasing order; Cavallini 1994).

Hunters collected foxes in the whole province during
the main fox hunting season from January to the begin­
ning of May 1992. We collected foxes (N= 330 ; 125 fe­
males and 205 males) from hunters within six hours after
death and stored the carcasses in plastic bags at _2°C un­
til dissection which took place within 48 hours after re­
frigeration . We removed the entire gut (from oesophagus
to rectum) and stored it at -20 °C until processing. Stom­
achs and intestines were analysed separately. Their con­
tents were weighed, filtered, and macroscopically sorted
out into categories. We microscopically analysed hair and
feather fragments (Day 1966, Debrot et 'II. 1981), and
classified other items by comparison with reference ma­
terial.

During the same period (January to April inclusive), we
collected fresh red fox faeces (identified by smell, size
and shape; Bang & Dahlstrom 1974) monthly along fixed
transects in seven areas uniformly distributed in the study
area (see Cavallini 1994, for the location of areas) . The
sampling areas were part of the area in which foxes were
killed by hunters. To be able to compare techniques we
discarded faecal samples from two areas where no hunt­
ing occurred. The diet of the red fox in the seven study
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areas was homogeneous (Cavallini & Volpi, in press) and
therefore we pooled the material from these areas . We
stored faeces in a deep-freezer and later they were ana­
lysed in the same way as the digestive tracts.

Indices of diet based on occurrence usually overesti­
mate small items eaten often, but in small quantities (Put­
man 1984). We did not use conversion factors (Lockie
1959) due to the lack of published factors for many cate­
gories, and to the high variability between estimates of
different studies (Lockie 1959, Liberg 1982, Palomares
& Delibes 1990, Roger et 'II. 1990, Stahl 1990, Reynolds
& Aebischer 1991). We therefore used estimated volume
according to the method described by Kruuk & Parish
(1981) recently used to analyse the diet of the red fox and
other carnivores (e.g. Cavallini & Nel 1990, Cavallini &
Lovari 1991, Saunders et 'II. 1993, Serafini & Lovari
1993, Weber & Aubry 1994).

To estimate the relative volume, we counted (or esti­
mated from the number of remains) the total number of
each kind of prey in each sample; we multiplied the num­
ber of prey items by the bulk of each prey before inges­
tion (known from reference material), and the proportion
of each food category to the total bulk was estimated; the
average proportion across samples is therefore an esti­
mate of the volume of ingested food (Kruuk & Parish
1981).

To compare the relative volumes of the various catego­
ries , we used three tests : I) for the overall difference
between methods, we used the Kruskal-Wallis one-way
ANOVA (H); 2) when the ANOVA detected a significant
difference, we tested for the difference between stomachs
and intestines, matching pairs of samples (stomach and
intestine of the same individual) by use of the Wilcoxon

. test (Z); 3) for difference between intestines and faeces
(and for differences among published studies) we used
Mann-Whitney test (U). Differences between frequencies
were tested by use of chi-square test (Siegel & Castellan
1988) . Because of the large number of tests , we conser­
vatively used an a-level of 0.0 I instead of the conven­
tional 0.05 when analysing several tests involving the
same variables (Rice 1989). All tests were two-tailed.

Results and discussion

Study in the province of Pisa

Due to 10 damaged samples, we only analysed 320 guts
out of the 330 collected; 176 of these originated from the
northern parts of the study area, and 144 from the south­
ern parts. Of the 320 guts analysed, 266 stomachs and 310
intestines held measurable contents (:2: 6 g). The higher
number of empty stomachs than of empty intestines may
probably be ascribed to faster passage through the stom­
ach section.
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Table I. Comparison of diet composition (volume in percent) estimated by analysing the contents of stomachs (N =262), intestines (N =
304), and faeces (N =211) of red foxes from the province of Pisa. Central Italy. during January-May 1992. H =Kruskal-Wallis ANOYA;
Z =Wilcoxon test; U =Mann-Wh itney test.

Stomachs Intestines Faeces Overall Stomach vs. Intestines vs. faeces
intestines

H P Z P U P

Total mammals 56.8 53.9 68.0 23.0 <0.00 \ 0.973 0.33 1 396 18 <0.00 1

Small mammals 19.2 18.7 30.5 10.4 0.006 1.080 0.280 36692.5 0.002

Large mammals (wild) 8.6 8.8 4.1 5.8 0.05

Large mammals (domestic) 29.1 26.3 33.5 3.5 0.17

Total birds 20.5 11.8 7.8 29.8 <0.00 1 5.837 <0.00 1 28669.5 0.010

Wild birds 9.5 5.0 4.2 8.9 0.0 12 4.189 <0.001 3 1563 0.60

Domestic birds 10.9 6.8 3.5 21.4 <0.00 1 4.083 <0.00 1 28707 0.001

Invertebrates 6.6 7.0 2.8 35.9 <0.00 1 0.618 0.537 24 169.5 <0.001

Total plants 10.5 16.2 13.1 4.9 0.08

Wild fruits 0.5 1.0 1.8 0.7 0.70

Cultivated fruits 4.4 7.9 6.9 2. 1 0.34

Other vegetable matter 5.7 7.3 4.4 16.0 <0.00 1 2.250 0.024 27420.5 <0.00 1

Refuse 5.5 11 .2 8.2 5.8 0.05

Figure I. Relative frequency of occurrence of birds (i.e. percentage
of samples with remains of birds) according to differe nt sampling
methods in red foxes from the province of Pisa, Central Italy. dur­
ing January-May 1992.

sample types; it was similar in stomachs and intestines ,
but significantly lower in faeces. The volume of plant
matter and fruits (both wild and cultivated) were similar
acro ss methods, but grass, leaves and other vege table
matter of uncertain trophi c value were less represented in
faeces than in intestine s, with little difference between
stomachs and intestine s.

Our results caution against directly co mparing the diet
of the red fox as shown by different studies, employing
different sampling methods (stomachs, intestines, faeces) .
Several of the differences found in our study may be due
to sampling bias. Hunting and trapping are used to col­
lect digestive tract s, and the animals killed are often
young, inexperienced foxe s (Lindstrom 1983). Converse-

We collected 22 I faece s in the seven sampling areas
averaging 30 faeces ± 23 (SO) per area; 124 originated
from the northern and 97 from the southern parts of the
study area.

The diet was predominated by mammals, whereas
bird s, invertebrates, fruit s and refuse were volumetrical­
ly less important (Table I). Several food items were found
in statistically different percentages in stomachs, intes­
tines and faeces. The volume of small mammals (mostly
rode nts) differed between sample types. Volumes in
stomachs and intestine s were similar, but the volume in
faeces was higher than in intestine s. As a con sequence,
the total volume of mammals also differed between sam­
ple types and was higher in faece s, but occurred in simi­
lar quantities in stomachs and intestines. Large mammals
(both wild and domestic) were equally represented in the
three sample types.

Total bird volume (including egg s) differed between
sample types, and decreased progres sively from stom­
achs to intestines, and from intestines to faece s. Similar
result s were obtained when con sidering separately do­
mestic birds, and wild bird s, but the difference between
intestine s and faece s was not significant for wild birds.
When present , the average volume did not differ between
sample types (all birds: N = 261 , H = 3.1, df = 2, P < 0.208;
wild bird s: N = 120, H = 1.2, df = 2, P < 0.539; dome stic
birds: N = 143, H = 2.6, df = 2, P < 0.276), but frequen­
cy of occ urrence decreased from stomachs to intestines
to faeces (all birds : X2 = 28.75, P < 0.001 ; wild birds:
X2 = 8.34, P<0.015 ; domestic birds: X2 =21 .94, P<O.OOI,
all N's =777, df =2; Fig . I).

Invertebrate (mainly insects) volume differed between
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ly, faece s of dominant, resident foxes might be more easi­
ly visible, due to their territ orial functions (Macdonald
1980a), and thus collected more often . Therefore, we pre­
dict that food items which are less valuable or easier to
catch would be overrepresented in guts (without differ­
ence between stomachs and intestine s), whereas preferred
food items would be more abundant in faeces. Our
data are consistent with this hypothesis: mammals and in
particular small mammals, a preferred food item accord­
ing to Macdonald ( 1977 ), are more abundant in faeces,
whereas invertebrates, which are easy to catch, and veg­
etable matte r (excluding fruit s, and therefo re of dubious
troph ic value ) are more abundant in guts (see Table I).

Sampling biases, however , cannot expl ain the signifi­
cant decrease in volume and frequency of bird remains

from stomachs to intestine s to faece s (see Table I and Fig.
I). Differential passage throu gh the pyloric sphincter may
explain this pattern, as large fragments of feathers may
remain trapped in the stomach, whe reas small fragments
that are usually overlooked in food anal yses pass more
rapidly (Reynolds & Aebi scher 1991 ). Stomach analysis
may therefo re overestimate bird con sumption, whereas
intestine and especially excrement anal yses may system­
atically underestimate it.

Literature review
We then rev iewed the literature on the diet of the red fox ,
excluding the following studies: those with N < 100, those
lasting less than one year, and those not reporting annual

Table 2. Com pariso n of red fox diet composition (frequency of occ urrence in percent, recalculat ed when necessary) according to reference
and study area. Due to different methodolo gies, figures are approx imations only.

Reference Area N' Mammal s Birds Invertebrates Plants Fruits

Artois & Stahl 199 1' N France 203f 87 5 6

Borkowski 1994 S Poland 144f 45 5 15 29 2 1

Cava llini & Volpi , in press C Italy 1261f 32 10 22 32 27

Coman 1973 VIC, Australia 967s 40 9 20 26 0

Doncaster et al. 1990 Oxford , UK 1160f 19 II 33 9

Fairley 19701 Ireland 340s 65 35

Goszczynski 1986' Poland 1139f 67 26 I 6

Green & Flinders 198 1 Idaho, USA 125f 67 6 10 17

Harris 19814 London, UK 571s 16 20 21 8
Hewson & Kolb 19751 Sco tland, UK 523f 93 5

Hockm an & Chapman 1983 Maryland , USA 128s 53 21 7 20

Jedrzejewski & Jedrzejewska 1992 E Poland 389f 70 10 5 12

Jensen & Sequeira 19781 Danmark 169s 52 31 12 5

Jones & Theb erge 1983 Canada >200f 52 5 0 12

Korschgen 1959 Missouri , USA 1006s 17 4 13

Leinati et al. 1961 N Italy 5280f 38 2 6 46 13

Lucherini & Crema 1994 N Italy 270f 33 4 39 24 15

Major & Sherburn e 1987 Maine, USA 186f 6 3 13

Mcintosh 1963 ACT, Australi a 267s 33 4 48 14

Papageorgiou et al. 1988 Greece 165s 3 1 18 21 26

Pils & Martin 1978 Wisconsin, USA 1020f 19 6 17

Pozio & Gradoni 1981 C Italy 257s 49 30 6 12

Prigioni & Tacchi 1991 N Italy 223f 47 2 1 7 20

Richards 1977 England, UK 186f 24 6 25 3

Robert son & Whelan 1987 Ireland , UK 2lOf 27 14 28 29 II
Saunders et al. 1993' Bristol, UK 749s 6 9 16 5

Scott 1943 Iowa. USA 1220f 44 15 23 18

Theberge & Wedeles 1989 Canada 204f 94 0 0 3

von Schantz 1980 S Sweden 1028f 7 1 10 10 5

Weber & Aubry 1993 Switzerland 1213f 62 2 10 6

I f = faeces; s = stomachs
'% bioma ss
1 excluding minor food items
4 % importance
5 % volume
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averages . We reported (or reca lculated, when necessary )
the rela tive frequency of occurrence (i.e. the percentage
of samples conta ining the item). In a few cases, we re­
ported other methods (estimated volum e or biomass) to
increase sample size . Due to differences in the methods
used (some studies excluded "minor items", some aggre ­
gated result s in different categories), it was not possible
to ca lculate exac t figures for each study, and therefore the
results show n in Ta ble 2 sho uld be regarded as approx i­
mations only.

When compa ring published studies conducted with dif­
ferent sampling methods, birds were more co mmon
in stomachs (frequency of occurre nce: 19.4 ± 10.3%;
N = 10) than in faeces (9.1 ± 6.9 %; N = 20; U = 44,
P = 0.0 14). Other categories were similarly represented
in the two types of samples (mammals: N = 27; U = 109,
P = 0.150, inver tebra tes: N = 27; U = 67.5, P = 0.487,
plants: N = 2 1; U = 65, P = 0.345, fruits: N = 13; U = 2 1,
P = 0.047, see Tab le 2). These results sugges t that the
underestimation of bird co nsumption in faeces analysis is
a general phenomenon, which should be expecte d if it is
a conseq uence of the physiology of digestion (Rey nolds
& Aebischer 1991 , this study) . Similar biases may be ex­
pected in other carnivores. We therefore reco mmend that
the contents of both stomachs and intestines should be an­
alysed whe n studying guts, and that the ave rage of the two
should be ca lculated. Furthermore , when studyi ng fae­
ces , the underestim ation of bird consumption may be
avo ided by the exa mination and quantification of micro­
sco pic frac tions of faeces as described by Reynolds &
Aebischer ( 1991).

Acknowledgements - funding for this study was provided by the Am­
ministrazio ne Prov incia le di Pisa (M. Franceschini). Game wardens
and hunters cooperated in the co llection of carcasses. S. Santini
greatly helped during sample co llec tion and laboratory analyses.
Prof. A. Poli and his staff assisted with dis sections and laboratory
fac ilities. The guidance and support of the late Prof. R. Nob ili, Prof.
S. Lovari and Prof. R. Dallai made this study possi ble. The Museum
of Natural History of the Univer sity of Pisa and the Museum of Nat­
ural History of Livorno also provided logistic support . Dr. V. Hauki­
salmi made usefu l comme nts to the manu script. All these people and
institutions are gratefully acknowledged.

References
Artois, M. & Stah l, P. 1991: Absence of dietary respon se in the fox

Vulpes vulpes to variat ions in the abundance of rodents in Lor­
raine. - In: Bobek. B" Perzanowsk i, K. & Regelin, W. L. (eds.);
Globa l trends in wildlife management. Transactions of the 18th
IUG B Co ngre ss, 1987. Swia t Press. Krakow -War szawa, pp. 103­
106.

Bang, P. & Dahlstrom. P. 1974: Animal tracks and signs. - Co llins.
London , United Kingdom, 235 pp.

Borkowski , J. 1994: Food composit ion of red fox in the Tatra Na­
tiona l Park . - Acta Theriologica 39: 209-214.

W ILDLI FE B IOLO GY 1:4 ( 1995)

Cavallini, P. 1994: Faece s cou nt as an index of fox abu ndance. - Ac­
ta Theriologica 39: 4 17-424.

Ca vallini, P. & Lovari, S. 1991 : Environmental facto rs influencing
the use of habitat in the red fox, Vulpes vulpes (L. . 1758). - Jour­
nal of Zoo logy (London) 223: 323-339.

Ca vallini, P. & Nel, J. A. J. 1990: The feeding eco logy of the Cape
grey mongoose Ga lere lla pulverulenta (Wag ner. 1839) in a coas t­
al area . - African Journal of Ecology 28: 123- 130.

Cavallini , P. & Volpi, T. in press: Variation in the diet of the red fox
in a Med iterranean area . - Revue d'Ecologie (La Terra et la Vie) .

Ciampalini, B. & Lovari, S. 1985: Food hab its and trophic niche
ove rlap of the badge r (Meles meles L.) and the red fox (Vulpes
vulpes L.) in a Medi terranean coastal area . - Ze itschr ift fur
Stiuge tierkunde 50: 226-234.

Coman, B. J. 1973: The die t of red foxes, Vulpes vulpes L. , in Vic­
toria . - Australian Journa l of Zoology 21: 39 1-40 I.

Day, M. G. 1966: Identi fication of hai r and feather remain s in the
gut and faeces of stoats and wease ls. - Journal of Zoology (Lon­
don) 148: 20 1-217.

Debrot, S.. Fivaz , G.. Merrnod, C. & Weber, J.-M. 1981: Atlas des
poils de mamm iferes d'Europe. - Universite de Neuc hatel,
Neuchatel, Sw itzer land, 406 pp. (In French).

Donca ster, C. P., Dickman. C. R. & Macdonald, D. W. 1990: Feed ­
ing eco logy of red foxes (Vulpes vulpes) in the city of Oxford.
Engla nd. - Journa l of Marnrna logy 7 1: 188- 194.

Fair ley, J. S. 1970: The food , reproduction, form, growth and devel­
opment of the fox Vulpes vulpes (L.) in north-east Ireland. - Pro­
ceedings of the Royal Irish Acade my 69B: 103- 137.

Goszc zynski , J. 1986: Diet of foxes and marte ns in ce ntra l Poland.
- Acta Therio logica 3 1: 49 1-506.

Green, J. S. & Flinders, J. T. 1981: Diets ofsyrnpatric red foxes and
coyotes in Southeastern Idaho. - Great Basin Naturalist 4 I: 251-254.

Harris, S. 1981: The food of suburban foxes (Vulpes vulpes) , with
special reference to London . - Mammal Review I I : 151-168.

Hewson . R. & Kolb, H. H. 1975: The food of foxes (Vulpes vulpes)
in Scotti sh forests . - Journal of Zoo logy (London) 176: 287 - 292.

Hockman, J. G. & Chapman, J. A. 1983: Com para tive feeding hab­
its of red foxe s (Vu lpes vulpes) and gray foxes (Urocyon cinere­
oargenteus) in Mary land . - American Midland Natura list 110:
276-285.

Jedrzejewski, W. & Jed rzejewska, B. 1992 : Foraging and diet of the
red fox Vulpes vulpes in relat ion to variab le food resources in Bi­
alowieza Nationa l Park , Poland . - Ecography 15: 212-220.

Jensen. B. & Sequeira, D. M. 1978: The diet of the red fox (Vulpes
vulpes L.) in Denmark. - Danish Review of Game Biology 10: 2- 16.

Jone s, D. M. & Theberge , J. B. 1983: Variation in red fox , Vulpes
vulpes. summer diets in Northwest British Co lumb ia and South­
west Yuko n. - Canadian Fie ld Natura list 97 : 3 11-3 14.

Korschgen, L. J. 1959: Food habits of the red fox in Missouri. - Jour ­
nal of Wildlife Ma nage ment 23: 168-175.

Kruuk , H. & Parish, T. 1981: Feeding spec ializatio n of the Europe­
an badge r Meles rneles in Scot land. - Journal of Animal Eco logy
50: 773-788.

Leinat i, L. , Ma ndelli, G., Videsott , R. & Grimaldi. E. 1961 : Indagi­
ni sulle abitud ini alimentari de lla volpe (Vu lpes vulpe s L.) del
Parco Naziona le de l Gra n Paradiso. - La clinica veter inaria 83:
305-328 . (In Italian).

Liber g, O. 1982: Correction factors for important prey categories in
the diet of domestic cat s. - Acta Therio logica 27 : 115-122.

Linds trom, E. 1983: Condition and growth of red foxes (Vulpes
vulpes) in relat ion to food supply. - Journal of Zoo logy (London )
199: 117- 122.

247

Downloaded From: https://complete.bioone.org/journals/Wildlife-Biology on 02 May 2024
Terms of Use: https://complete.bioone.org/terms-of-use



Lockie, J. D. 1959: The estimation of the food of foxes. - Jou rnal of
Wi ldlife Management 23: 224-227.

Lucherini, M. & Crema, G. 1994: Seasonal variation in diet and
trop hic niche of the red fox in an Alpine habitat. - Zei tschrift fur
Sa ugetierkunde 59 : 1-8.

Macdonald, D. W. 1977 : On food pre fere nce in the red fox . - Mam ­

mal Rev iew 7: 7-23 .
Macdonald, D. W. 1980a: Patterns of scent mark ing wit h urine and

faeces amongst carnivore co mmunities . - Sy mpos ia of the Zoo lo­
gical Soc iety of Londo n 45 : 107-139.

Macdonald, D. W. 1980b : The red fox , Vulpes vulpes , as a preda­
tor upon eart hwo rms, Lumb ricus terrestris . - Zeitschrift fur Tier­
psyc hologie 52: 171-200 .

Macdonald, D. W. 1983: The eco logy of carnivore social behaviou r.
- Nature 30 I: 379-384.

Major, J. T. & Sherburne, J. A. 1987: Interspec ific relationshi ps of
coyotes, bobcats, and red foxes in Western Mai ne. - Journ al of
Wi ldlife Management 5 1: 606 -6 16.

McIntosh, D. L. 1963: Food of the red fox in the Ca nberra distr ict.
- W ildlife Research 8: 1-20 .

Palomares, F. & Delibes, M. 1990: Factores de transformacion para
el calculo de la biomasa cons um ida por gineta (Ge netta genetta)
y meloncillo (Herpestes ichneumon) (Carn ivora , Mam malia) . (In
Spa nish wit h English summary: Correction facto rs to est imate
cons umed biomass by genets (Ge netta genetta) and Egyptian
mongooses (Herpes tes ichneumon) (Carnivora, Mammalia) ­
Misce llania Zoo logica 14: 233-236.

Papageorgiou , N. K., Sepougaris, A., Chris topou lou, O. G., Vlachos.
C. G. & Petarnidis, J. S. 1988: Food habits of the red fox in Greece .
- Acta Therio logica 33: 3 13-324 .

Pils, C. M. & Ma rtin , M. A. 1978: Populat ion dynamics, predator­
prey relationsh ips and ma nagement of the red fox in Wisconsin .
- Departme nt of Natural Resou rces , Mad ison. Wiscon sin, Tec h­
nical Bulleti n 105: I-56.

Poz io, E. & Gradoni, L. 198 1: Spettro trofico de lla volpe (Vu lpes
vulpe s L. ) e della faina (Manes foina Erxlebe n) in prov incia di
Grosseto. (In Ital ian with Engl ish summary: Trophic spec trum of
the fox (Vu lpes vulpes L. ) and beech marten (Martes foina Erx­
leben ) from the province of Grosseto) . - Natura (Mi lano) 72: 185­

196.
Prigioni , C. & Tacchi , F. 1991 : Nicchia trofica della volpe Vulpes

vulpes nella valle del Ticino (In Ital ian with English sum mary:
Trophic niche of the fox Vulpes vulpes in the Ticino valley (Nor­
thern Italy)). - Hystrix 3: 65-75.

Putman. R. J. 1984: Fact s fro m faece s. - Mamma l Review 14: 79­

97.
Reynolds , J. C. & Aebischer, N. J. 1991: Comparison and quantifi­

cat ion of ca rnivore diet by faecal ana lysis: a critique, with recom ­
mendations, based on a study of the fox Vulpes vulpes . - Ma m­
mal Rev iew 21: 97- 122.

Reynolds, P. 1979: Pre liminary observations on the food of the fox
(Vu lpes vulpes L.) in the Camargue, with special refere nce to rab­
bit (Oryc tolagus cuniculus L.) predation. - Mammalia 43: 295­

307 .

248

Rice, W. R. 1989: Analyzing tables of statistica l tests. - Evo lution
43 : 223-225.

Ric hards . D. F. 1977: Observatio ns on the diet of the red fox (Vulpes
vulpes) in So uth Devo n. - Journal of Zoo logy (Lo ndon) 183: 495­
504 .

Robertson , P. A. & Whelan, J. 1987: The food of the red fox (Vulpes
vulpes) in Co. Kildare, Ireland. - Journ al of Zoo logy (Londo n)
2 13: 740-743 .

Roger, M., Pasc al, M. & Pru niere, P. 1990 : Facteur correc tifs de
quantification du regime alime ntaire du putoi s (Mustela putoriu s
L.) . (In Frenc h with English summary: Cor rec tion factors to quan­
tify polecat (M uste la putoris L.) diets) . - Gibier Faun e Sauvage
7: 343-357.

Sau nders , G. , White, C. L. , Harr is, S. & Rayner, M. V. 1993: Urban
foxes (Vu lpes vulpes) : food acquisition, time and energy bud get­
ing of a gene ralized predator. - Symposia of the Zoo logica l Soci­
ety of Londo n 65: 2 15-234.

Sco tt, T. G. 1943: So me food coac tio ns of the Northern plains red
fox . - Eco logical Monographs 13: 427- 479 .

Serafini , P. & Lovari , S. 1993: Food habit s and trophi c niche ove r­
lap of the red fox and the stone marten in a Mediterranean rural
area . - Ac ta Theriologica 38 : 233 -244 .

Siegel, S. & Cas tellan, N. J., Jr. 1988: Nonparametric statistics for
the behavioral sciences. Second editio n. - McGraw-Hill, New
York, 399 pp.

Stahl, P. 1990: Influence of age -re lated changes in prey consump­
tion on correction factors established for important prey of the red
fox (Vu lpes vulpes). - Gibier Faune Sauvage 7: 107-125.

Stains, H. J. 1975: Distribution and taxonomy of the Ca nidae. - In:
Fox, M. W. (ed.); The wi ld canids . Their sys tema tics , behaviour ­
al eco logy and evo lutio n. Van Nos trand Reinhold Co ., New York ,
pp .3-26.

Theberge , J. B. & Wedeles, C. H. R. 1989: Prey selection and hab­
itat partitioning in sy mpat ric coyote and red fox popul ations,
southwest Yuko n. - Ca nadia n Jo urna l of Zoo logy 67: 1285-1290 .

von Schantz, T. 1980: Prey co nsumption of a red fox populat ion in
Sout hern Sweden. - In: Zime n, E. (ed.); Biogeographi ca - The red
fox . W. Junk B.V. Publishers. The Hague, The Netherlands , pp.
53-63 .

Weber, J. M. & Au bry, S. 1993: Predation by foxes, Vulpes vulpes ,
on the fossoria l form of the water vole, Arv icola terrestris scher­
man , in western Swi tzerla nd. - Jou rnal of Zoo logy (Lo ndo n) 229 :
553 -559 .

Weber, J. M. & Aubry , S. 1994: Dieta ry response of the Europea n
badger, Me les rneles, during a populatio n outbreak of water voles ,
Arvico la terrestris. - Jo urnal of Zoo logy (Lo ndo n) 234: 687 -690.

Witt , H. von, 1980: The die t of the red fox . Questions abo ut meth­
od . - In: Zimen, E. (ed.); Biogeographica - The red fox . W. Junk
B.V. Pub lishers , The Hague, The Netherlands, pp. 65-69.

Yoneda, M. 1982: Influence of red fox predation on a local popul a­
tion of small rode nts. II. Food habit s of the red fox. - Applied En­
tomological Zoo logy 17: 308-3 18.

W ILD LIFE B IOLOGY · 1:4 ( 1995)

Downloaded From: https://complete.bioone.org/journals/Wildlife-Biology on 02 May 2024
Terms of Use: https://complete.bioone.org/terms-of-use


