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Abstract. Morphometric characteristics of M 1 of Microtus thomasi show significant 
differences from other Mediterranean ground voles (M. lusitanicus, M. duodecimcosta- 
tus, M. pyrenaicus, M. savii). 'The morphological and chromosomal data may indicate 
that M. thomasi should be distinguished as a separate species group of the subgenus 
Terricola.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Thom as’ vole Microtus thomasi ( B a r r e t t - H a m i l t o n ,  1903) is a relatively poorly 
known species and its taxonomic status is still controversial. It was described on the basis 
of a male specim en collected from Vranici, Montenegro. Further data obtained from 
Macedonia and Greece showed som e morphological variation, which led MILLER (1912) 
to distinguish two species: M. thomasi (Montenegro) and M. atticus MILLER, 1910  
(Greece). This opinion was also held by KRATOCHVIL (1971). ELLERMANN &  MORRI- 
SON-SCOTT (1951) referred this vole to Microtus duodecimcostatus (DE SELYS-LONG­
CHAMPS, 1839) as a subspecies. Most authors suggest that M. thomasi and M. atticus are 
conspecific (CORBET 1978; PETROV & ZIVKOVIC 1979; NIETHAMMER, 1982; MUSSER
& C a r l e t o n  1993). This view  is supported by biochemical studies and the lack o f  
reproductive isolation between the two forms (NlKOLETOPOULOS et al. 1992), although 
particular populations show som e karyological differences ( G ia g i a  1985).

Thomas’ ground vole was traditionally included in the Nearctic taxon Pitymys McMUR- 
TRIE, 1831. However, the Nearctic and Palaearctic pitymyine forms evolved independently












