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Parhomenko O.V. 

 
VITAL CYCLES OF DEVELOPMENT BEETLES  

(COLEOPTERA, SILPHIDAE) OF THE FAUNA OF UKRAINE 
 

Experimental data on peculiarities of beetles (Silphidae), their daily and seasonal activity, fertility of 
females, periods of laying the eggs, development of preimaginal stages are investigated. 

The terms of awaking of the beetles form winter diapause are determined. 
Peculiarities of  burying beetles’ behaviour in different stages of their life cycle are examined. 
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Ruzhilenko N. S. 
 

FAUNA OF PREDATORY MAMMALS OF SHORE LOT VALLEY RIVER ROSS 
 

The results of current research of species, the spatial placing and number of the predatory mammals 
shore of lot valley near mouth of a river were lay out in the work first. The original methods of accounting 
mammals was used  at current of the predatory mammals. They allow determine age and sex of mammals for 
size of tracks. 

The predatory mammal spatial distribution on the territories of research are heterogeneous. Some 
species of the predatory mammals reside in shore of lot Ross are constantly (raccoon dog, stone marten, 
weasel, stoat, European otter and American mink), other species call only for feeding (red fox, European 
badger). The majority species of the predatory mammals put on the valley Ross fragmentary. The American 
mink and European otter were registration during almost everyone of the shore-water biotop. Among of land 
species of the predatory mammals the red fox was registration constantly along of the shores of the river. 
Fragmentary isolated the settling of the weasel are connected with very low number of the species. The 
raccoon dog live solely on the island Plavuchiy. 

The facts of density population of the predatory mammals on the line routes and on the separate 
areas were quite. The stone marten number depended on area and type placing of the group trees. The more 
density population of this species was in line type group trees compare with island condensing type. The 
predatory mammal number was more on the right shore. This explain are different the stock of food. The 
very number of stoat, stone marten, American mink and European otter was mark on the separate of line 
piece or areas. 

For the first time the different periods activity of animals-residence and the transit animals were 
displayed  on identify of the tracks by common use the shore areas. That fact taking into consideration 
necessary in the period accounting of mammals. 

The particular attention was allotted possible consequence on the populations antropogeny influence 
with the purpose of security grouping of the predatory mammals. 
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