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Abstract ; A systematical investigation on arthropod community was carried out in sugarcane field in Zhan-
jiang, Guangdong Province. The results showed that the arthropod species were abundant in sugarcane
field. There were totally 117 species of arthropod , which belong to 2 classes,15 orders and 62 families. A-
mong them, fifty-four species of insect pests belonging to 8 orders and 28 families,43 species of natural
enemies belonging to 9 orders and 23 families, and 20 species of neutral insects belonging to 4 orders and
11 families were identified. It was found that sub-community of the neutral insects had the highest indices
of diversity and evenness but the lowest index of dominance,and indicated that the individuals of neutral
insect were evenly distributed in almost species. However, the pest sub-community and natural enemy sub-

community on the contrary, their individuals were unevenly distributed in various species.
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Tab.1 Species structure and their dominance of arthropod community in sugarcane field

MRS nRm Bt RRE Rk 5 A aE REE
TR Hymenopters A | mEE R
FRIR A Trichogrammatidae 4% H&} Aphididae
M AR % Trichorgamma confusum Viggiani  ZFA R HRER YT Melanaphis sacchari Zehntner HaEt 0
H ! Braconidae HRER Y Ceratovacuna longigiera Zehntner ¥ F
YR R 4 {3 Apanteles flavipes Cameron FH 0 BRI B Tetraneura hirsuta Baker e R
B IR1EH} Telenomus : iRl Euscellinae
RN (FrEM) M R HAEM 4 Exitianus indicus Distant A R
W B Formicidae I ER 1 HEH R
H 25 & Camponotus japonicus Mayr eelid 0 44 B Hemiptera
EHH S FHU C. lasiselene Wang et Wu ol R 1E85%L Anthocoridae
MR T HF W C. pseudolendus Wu et Wang B 0 B ih % Montandoniola maragnesi Puton HEH 0
B IKELEY, Euprenolepis emmae Forel il 3 0 iRl Reduviidae
13 5L BB Paratrechina bourbonica Forel g F PR R HEM R
1M B P FL Pseudomyrmecinae EsEEm2 WEtE R
VAR WY Tetraponera microcarpa Wu et Wang i F %%} Pentatomidae
A (FrER) 1 A R F54&4% Nezara virdula Linnaeus Vich=gc R
P TR Myrmica Latreille T#EH} Colobathristidae
YInt R E R 1 allc R K Phaenacantha bicolor Distant HEM D
INRBFFER 1 Rl R % i5Pl Coreidae
INENEEMI ik R T Riptortus pedestris Fabricius HEH R
KBIEEF 1 3l R ERGIE Aeschyntelus notatus Hsiao HEMH R
XA H Diptera S b Riptortus lineatis Fabricius #Eﬁ'fék R
BHRATA Aslidae KFEG W% Leptocorisa acuta Thunberg e R
Bl EER1 HeEk R TEIRSYE Cletus punctiger Dallas HEHE R
iiE#} Calliphoridae #1%#} Pyrrhocoridae
AR E R 1 Hk R REPLL Y% Physopelia gutta Burmeister el R
K Tipulidae + 1% Cydnidae
REAFER 1 i R TIETRER 1 i R
#2408 Empididae E%#] Miridae
I fFEM I Hk 0 FBEED1 i R
IR} Chironomidae #EE H Odonata
ERAER 1 i R #5% Libellulidae
SR fEER I il 0 B IRYE Orthetrum sabinum Drury WEH R
¥ H Coleoptera 414 Crocothemis servilia Drury HWEH R
H-H F} Chrysomelidae KIS Rhyothemis variegate Drury R R
YUBE Bt it 2238 H Thysanoptera
Monolpepta hieroglyphica Motschulsky HEH R #] ) Thripidae
- B A 1 HaH R HRERT L Fulmekiola serrats Kobus HEH D
B R A MRB Donacia frontalis Jacoby PN =gea R #3 H Dermaptera ’
1 1 F} Coccinellidae i8Rl Chelisochidae
7SEBEA Bl H Menochilus sexmaculatus fabricius HEhk R EEM-1858 Proreus simulans Stal R A
fa, 208 Propylaea japonica Thunberg HEk R FEAERL Anisolabididae
B AW Coelophora biplagiaia Swarta HWEE R R EM Eubotellia pallipes Shiraki HWEM R
PeBBE[ & Coccinella transversalis Fabricius HEh R HE# H Orthoptera
% 1 B} Curculionidae IR Gryllidae
REMRS Episomoides albinus Matsumura pichgea F PRI RN 1 HEH F
545 Hypomeces squamosus Fabricius e R AT RURIR Brachytrupes portentosus Lichtenstein #H & 14 F
YASEB Trochorhpalus humeralis Chevrolat HEN R KRR Gryllus bimaculaus De Geer HEMN
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&gkl Continue Tab. 1
MR G AL B hREE R 5L ' R
HEEIER Otidognathus rubriceps Chevrolat HEH R 185 Acrididae
BABFEMI HEN R KW FES Prernoscirta longipennis Xin. HEN R
f53% di Bl Staphylionidae AN Atractomorpha sinensis 1. Boliver A R
FRBIE M A Paederus fuscipes Curtis ek R - || BIAE#EE} Oedipodidae k
M3k fi %} Elateridae N2 5B 88 Aiolopus tamulus Fabricius A R
RERETINSK 8t Melanotus tamsuyensis Bates ek R KRR Xenocatantops brachycerus Willemse  FE A R
FHIB KB Aphanobius alaomorphus Candeze  FHEH R H4eREIE Onya chinensis Thunberg HEH R
TR BRI BRI Anathesis laconoides Candeze HEHE R BE# 2R Oedipodinae
NI E 3l Elateridae Leach PR TEE R ] HMEN R
BB 5T i Melanotus caudex Lewis HE R @ JTRl Tettigoniidae
B El Carabidae KRB Conocephalus gladiatus Redtenbacher FH & R
WHEE W Chlaenius bioculatus Motschulsky HEH R A E B % Euconocephalus varius Walker HEM R
FBEHH Trichotichnus Moraw HEH R B HF 5 Mantodea
KB A B Desera geniculata Klug el R i 858} Mantidae
BEHH Anisodactylus signatus Panzer et R IR MR Hierodula patellifera Serville HWEHE R
#14 H B} Tenebrionidae 40 H Blattaria
80+ ¥ Gonocephalum bilineatum Walker e R B Termitidae
W HEEM B39+ F8 Odontotermes formosanus Skiraki & R
4% % Melolonthidae F K I Macrotermes barneyi Lihgt HEH R
/NERE 48 Maladera ovatula Faimmaire e R B Rhinotermitidae
ZRIBHE2 8 Lepidiota stigma Fabricius AR R K E B Coptotermes formosanus Shiraki e R
&P Rutelidae 3£ H Blattaria
R4 18 Anomala heydeni Frivaldszky N R {iEHERL Phyllodromiidae
EHE Cicindelidae fEE{E Yk Blattella germanica Linnaeus HEN 0
LH R Cicindela aurulenta Fabricius e R Btk H Araneida
WIEBE Anthicidae Latreille B85 F} Tetragnathidae
W B R E R ] mWEtt R JE FERBEYR Leucauge blanda L. Koch wWaEH 0
# T 5%} Buprestidae H IR ER 1 wWEMH R
HFTHEFERM1 L 0 & H4kH Clubionidae
#5 B Lepidoptera P& Sk Clubiona reichlini Schenkel e 0
iRl Psychidae O &Rk Castianeira tiuna R 0
KE#; Clania variegata Snellen Heh R J#ikAL Oxyopidae
Ki%F Sphingidae BB YR Oxyopes sertatus L. Koch e 0
HHEX Y Leucophlebia lineate Westwood HEM R MBH B Oxyopes macilentus L. Koch A R
LR Pieridae ' [F#E} Araneidae
K ERE Pieris canidia Linnaeus e R A& Mk Aranoa altornidens Sehenkel HWEH 0
WEEE AL Pyralididae KIELBk Cyclosa ginnaga Yaginuma HeaH R
2518 Proceras venosatus Walker HEH 0 N Cyclosa laticauda Bose. et Str HEh R
R Chilo infuscatellus Snellen HEH R Rk EER 1 WEH R
/N EF} Olethreutinae KL% Wk Argiope bruennichi Scopoli HEMH R
I Tetramoera schistaceana Snellen HEH R /I B 4% Argiope ocula Fox e R
Jki## H Neuroptera RO E Rk Neoscona theisi Walckenae wWEH R
E 4%} Chrysopidae JRUEE} Lycosidae
KA Chrysspa septempunctata Wesmael ek 0 E S Pardosa astrigera L. Koch HEHE R
[5)# B Homoptera T L4y Pardosa T-insignata Bose. et Str HE R
WAl Pseudococcidae 7K ARk Pirata subpiraticus Boesenberg e 0
BB Saccharicoceus sacchari Cockerell R 0 BRIE bk} Theridiidae
K& B} Delphacidae BRIESRFEM 1 mWEH R
H R RR A KE\ Perkinsiella saccharicida Kirkaldy & D M #kFL Fam. Linyphiidae
He 4 s 8 K B Perkinsiella sinensis Kirkaldy e R Fja]/NEYK Erigonodiun graminicola Sundvall  H & {4 R
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Tab.2 Species structure and percentage of arthropod in sugarcane field

£ K THER At

g # # B # B # N

#E &W% HE A% BE % WE GWn BE Ge RE swa ok S
wimg 7 25 16 29635 5 2173 11 2558 1 9.09 1 500 28 23.93
B 3 1304 3 698 3 2727 11 5500 14 1197
Tk H 1 435 1 233 I 0.8
HEH 5 17.86 11 20.37 1 9.40
HEHE 1 435 3 6.98 3256
B 1 435 1 2.3 I 0.8
BAE 5 17.86 6 1111 6 513
W H 1 435 1 233 4 3637 5 2500 6  5.13
R@ B 4 1429 9 16.67 9 7.69
W H 2 8.70 2 4.65 2 L7l
SHH 2 7.14 3 5.56 3 2.56
19 1 3.57 1 / 1 0.8
EiH 1 3.57 1 1.85 1 0.85
ESURE 3 1071 7 1296 2 870 3 69 3 2727 3 1500 13 111
ik E 7 3043 18 41.86 18 15.38

it 28 54 23 43 1 20 117
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H A B sh W EEE Bk R &AW 24 #3 EEPEDYEESY
HAGIESER(FEI)FH, P HEBE R THENEL Tab.3 Arthropod community parameters of sugarcane
MR EM S BRI E T ORE, LA ET T - SREMERRS WoOMEEE RBETHEK
BB T B AR K T, 28 B o o B AR e (H) (E) (©)

ST AR A1) B MR B RS ety FRILERR 18043 0.3150 0.3800
B P SIS BUR T K S, L P R B KL R 2.286 0 0.353 9 0.4385
TRAOKT, R 2 AR AR R THERREIRE 2551 0530 02507
TR RS, A AR R et 2T 2852 0360 0256
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