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Myotis daubentonii. Photo: Victoria Turner

Nights

Introduction
the Palaearctic over the whole of Europe, Russia, Central Asia and outer India.
Individuals feed almost exclusively over water, usually in the 0.3 – 1.0 m

Habitat type rotation

Materials & Methods

The small, (6-12g) Daubenton's bat has a wide distribution ranging throughout

Habitat mapping

airspace above the water by either aerial hawking insects from the air or
gaffing prey from the surface using their large feet or tail membranes (Fig. 1.).
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Table 2. Latin square design for habitat sampling, e.g. for one altitude.
Shaded cells show habitat rotations by two
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2000) till 1 hr after dawn
Î Recordings made on Sony Professional Walkman (WM-D6C)
Î Time expanded (x10) spectral analysis of calls made on PC (Fig. 3.)
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Figure 2. Radio-tagged Daubenton’s bat.
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ANOVA (d.f. = 4, F4, 3 = 170.01, P < 0.0001) (Fig. 4.)
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Figure 4. Change in temperature from sunset till the minimum
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Conclusions

Î Bats avoided rapid and cluttered water (Fig. 5a.)

Î No significant difference in insect numbers or

of young

families with habitat type (P >0.05) (Fig.5b.)
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echolocation system also possibly masking prey signals

and temperature (Pearson’s correlation r = 0.303,

ÎBats avoid cluttered water sections as it is more energetically costly to
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n = 400, P < 0.0001) (Fig. 6b)
NB: The correlation
between bat and insect activity is currently being investigated. Data will be
truncated as the insect
activity peak occurs
before the bat emergence. There is therefore a lag period between the activity of
bats and peak insect
activity
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