345 F4H B A K] Vol. 34, No.4
2013 10 H Journal of South China Agricultural University Oct. 2013

ZFEETEXBI4MERNZERBEX R

RAEE', B¥K, & #', AEE, S2R, wRW,
EIE-N 7R S S S S

(1 BRI K F WFLEMRFR, LM 423003652 2B REXF BFR,
L ARE 23003633 AR K F AR F R, 4 488 230036)

FEE O T AR RR T OREL, F R T8 L B2 R IR /NG Empoasca vitis B RO T Dialeurodes citri | 2% ¥ #i]
T Scirtothrips dorsalis FASWf Toxopetera aurantii 5H F B REZ (8] %5 [0 X RS, 8 A= G2 07k R
FOFN ¥ e s ) AR AR O R 68 DRI B 4307 0 1 4 A 3 R 5 R B R R IR B2 A5 10 DU 25 8L - IR IR /e e
V) PR Bt 26 22 B (BT 2 17 KBl /S BRIE 1k Theridion octomaculatum FIBEAS Ek Clubiona reichlini; 538 By Bl 28
(] BR B G R B DAY 2 A7 R FU /\ BRI I RN B (8] /N BBk Erigonidium graminicolum ; 5 23 v #ij By B 6 5C 2 25 1)
T 2 5 R TR B[] /N SR R\ s KR Ik 5 55 25 W R B G 2 4% U A T 2 82 SR 502 5= 6 3 . Harmonia axyridis 1
FE[A] /N R

R ORP ;s F AL Kl MG KRG 23 [ ERBE O 3R
HES %S :0968. 1 X HRFRERG A X EHS:1001-411X(2013)04-0489-10

Spatial Relationships Among Main Natural Enemies and Four Insect Pests
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Abstract ; To protect and utilize natural enemies reasonably, spatial relationships between natural enemies
and Empoasca vitis, Dialeurodes citri, Scirtothrips dorsalis and Toxopetera aurantii were investigated re-
spectively in tea plantations in Qianshan, Anhui. The ranges of spatial dependence ( RSDs) of these
pests and their natural enemies were calculated by GIS and the spatial relationships among natural ene-
mies and four pests were analyzed using grey relational analysis. The results showed that two main natural
enemies ( Theridion octomaculatum and Clubiona reichlini) had a close spatial following relationship with
Empoasca vitis. The synthetic results demonstrated that two natural enemies ( Theridion octomaculatum
and Erigonidium graminicolum) had a close sptial relationship with Dialeurodes citri, while two main nat-

ural enemies of Scirtothrips dorsalis were Erigonidium graminicolum and Theridion octomaculatum in spa-
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tial relationships. And the two close natural enemies of Toxopetera aurantii were Harmonia axyridis and

Erigonidium graminicolum in space.

Key words:tea plantation; insect pest; natural enemy; geostatistics; gray statistical analysis; spatial re-
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pus FIZSTHSL R H Myllocerinus aurolineatus 45 ; I ZE4H
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Tab.1 Dynamics of the number of main pests and their natural enemies in tea garden e

H #1 Y, Y, Y, Y, X, X, X, X, X X, X, X,
04-15 866 10 1 31 11 125 65 2 6 39 1 1
04-29 16 223 43 89 56 90 58 0 8 43 1 0
05-19 9 0 128 677 132 33 18 80 1 20 174 7
06-06 37 861 210 13 86 105 42 55 11 24 55 42
06-22 141 1097 3515 5 104 141 100 18 16 41 56 54
07-13 593 220 1196 6 120 167 122 58 26 63 41 2
08-03 313 100 1431 4 96 89 48 2 106 134 12 1
08-20 1 346 4 117 110 45 27 15 0 207 112 67 39
09-07 3 068 43 3 0 44 117 9 0 173 59 24 37
09-25 1912 0 19 4 13 45 3 3 110 83 3 3
10-28 3 236 1 8 9 9 59 6 2 19 67 11 12
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Tab.2 Experimental semivariogram R " (h) for Empoasca vitis and natural enemies in different periods

o Yy R*(h)
8T 2m 4 m 6 m 8 m 10 m 12 m 14 m 16 m 18 m
04-15 Y, 24.94 12.70 26.90 19.65 30. 34 27.81 32.14 42.34 33.25
X, 0.05 0.04 0.05 0.05 0.06 0.08 0.08 0.09 0.08
X, 0. 64 0.75 0.68 0.68 0.74 0.63 0.75 0. 66 0.63
X, 1.40 1.19 1.60 1.48 1.46 1.33 1.23 0.90 1.13
08-20 Y, 37.30 39.33 48.93 45.58 59.38 52.28 73.08 80.00  118.13
X; 3.07 2.94 4.01 3.36 3.60 3.32 3.45 4.66 7.60
X, 0.94 0.91 0.89 1.05 1.03 0.92 1.01 0.88 0.75
X, 0.26 0.22 0.25 0.27 0.24 0.29 0.36 0.44 0.33
09-07 Y, 100.59  130.73  128.32  171.70  171.32  189.31  227.83  218.94  191.95
X; 3.03 2.77 2.83 3.49 2.96 3.65 3.08 3.74 4.23
X, 0.61 0.54 0.63 0.59 0.56 0.52 0.67 0.65 0. 80
X, 3.52 3.77 3.27 3.67 3.93 4.35 5.83 4.43 2.98
09-25 Y, 80.95 89.30 99.39  100.40 95.87 98.63  100.58  118.51  119.55
X, 1.38 1.52 1.51 1.49 1.49 1.82 1.90 1.69 1.73
X 0.61 0.63 0.65 0.76 0.75 0.70 0.67 0.54 0.45
X, 0.43 0.49 0.48 0.45 0.55 0.58 0.59 0.48 1.00
10-28 Y, 113.36  132.75  139.34  152.40  141.05 125.62  129.38  120.65  190.28
X; 0.20 0.20 0.17 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.23 0.33 0.25
X, 0.55 0.62 0.69 0.68 0. 64 0. 64 0.53 0.44 0.68
X, 0.95 1.00 1.01 0.95 0.89 0.98 0.80 1.04 1.38

1) Y, BN ZEetse X, N ERIERE X, =R Bsk X, 528 Bk

200 a 035
’ 030F ° .
150 + 025 .
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= Y 0,489 143968 0151 3=.0.000 1x'+0.004 Ox*-
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Fig.1 Models of semivariogram of Empoasca vitis on October 28 and its natural enemies
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Tab.3 The theoretical semivariogram parameter of Empoasca vitis and natural enemies in different periods

i Y ¢ & & 2 AEF/m P AR
04-15 Y, -0.024 5 0.769 3 -5.7113 31.528 7 16.00 0.686 3
X -0.000 1 0.001 9 -0.012 6 0.066 3 15.42 0.970 8

X 0.000 0 -0.001 0 0.016 9 0.633 7 8.96 0.220 4

X, 0.000 5 -0.017 5 0.168 3 1.014 2 6.28 0.620 4

08-20 Y, 0.049 7 -1.1243 9.3850 20.582 0 10. 44 0.962 7
X; 0.006 2 -0.157 8 1.180 7 0.987 1 5.16 0.944 2

X -0.000 3 0.006 3 -0.0300 0.966 0 11.46 0.719 3

X, -0.000 2 0.007 9 -0.063 0 0.365 5 16.01 0.757 5

09-07 Y, -0.083 2 2.015 8 -4.3759 108.248 1 14.53 0.9333
X; 0.000 6 -0.011 0 0.098 2 2.725 6 10. 37 0.693 0

X 0.000 2 -0.004 4 0.022 3 0.564 7 4.20 0.779 7

X, -0.005 4 0.1500 -1.065 2 5.412 3 13.55 0.721 6

09-25 Y, 0.035 4 -1.016 5 10.061 6 64.775 9 10.98 0.905 6
X; -0.000 5 0.0131 -0.072 8 1.5329 14.83 0.7113

X -0.000 1 0.000 5 0.027 7 0.533 6 9.74 0.930 6

X, 0.000 6 -0.0150 0.117 5 0.228 5 5.28 0.728 8

10-28 Y, 0.161 2 -4.679 1 39.489 1 45.967 7 5.92 0.810 2
X -0.000 1 0.004 0 -0.036 6 0.270 3 18.00 0.679 8

Xs 0.000 6 -0.018 2 0.161 0 0.268 1 5.83 0.6459

X, 0.000 9 -0.022 2 0.154 8 0.702 3 4.55 0.879 2

1) Y IR S X, N BRI X = Rk X 3 E ok
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Tab.4 Experimental semivariogram R " (h) for Dialeurodes citri ( Ashmead) and natural enemies at different periods

s R (h)
HH s 2 m 4 m 6 m 8 m 10 m 12 m 14 m 16 m 18 m
04-29 Y, 10.94 15.22 18.69 16.18 19.27 20.76 12.49 10. 69 11.40
X, 0.93 0.88 1.00 1.05 0.77 0.93 0.73 0.80 1.30
X, 1.46 1.37 1.27 1.38 1.11 0.91 0.93 0.85 0.75
06-06 Y, 49.57 61.75 60.31 57.75 58.33 64.94 60. 83 69.26 95.60
X 0.46 0.48 0.45 0.39 0.41 0.51 0.63 0.41 0.35
X, 1.32 1.02 1.28 1.31 1.01 1.73 1.19 1.89 1.58
X, 1.18 1.33 1.21 1.00 1.33 1.17 1.06 0.99 1.53
06-22 Y, 149. 84 160. 38 147.06 133.32 162. 66 254.74 245.67 169. 83 241.70
Xg 0.54 0.55 0.53 0.51 0.51 0.53 0.46 0.55 0.45
X, 1.20 1.16 1.41 1.16 1.40 1.14 1.10 0.88 1.13
X, 1.50 1.35 1.30 1.38 1.37 1.45 1.28 1.38 1.20
07-13 Y, 6.07 6.37 6.84 6.54 6.61 6.29 5.43 6.24 2.10
X 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.05
X, 2.14 1.62 2.37 1.88 2.44 2.11 2.19 2.03 1.83
X, 9.63 9.29 11.98 10.41 9.38 6.91 1.12 0.88 0.95
08-03 Y, 3.48 2.60 3.28 2.37 3.41 2.94 3.97 2.21 3.75
X 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0
X, 3.06 3.19 2.85 2.90 3.03 1.96 2.44 1.64 0.78
X, 1.02 0.86 0.94 0.76 0.97 1.09 1.13 0.58 0.65

1) Y, @3, X,  E A Ekk X, N BRI X B AU R
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2.2.3 REHLBEARHKAFEF DA ZEE S WORE R AT D R KE R R 26 A 22
B B—FERREE DR AR ZE S A 19 B, H A5 eR K000 B S AR R 22 1 il 28 1 (& 2¢ ~
6 H6 H.6 H22H.7 A 13 HMS8 A3 HEyZuia] 2f),6 J 22 HIZ s o8 12. 83 m, Fifa]/\ &
I Je H R BRFLA S A R BB R (h) FF 3R SRR 5.79 m, /S BRIE R 1A A0 13.21 m,
6, B P A SR BRI SO 3R 7, 25 W8 5 S L HERE H WS AR FE R 7. 44 m, /s BRIE R 5 2% i
FERBI B A BRI BRIY , B R EN . AR R
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Tab.5 The theoretical semivariogram parameter of Dialeurodes citri and natural enemies in different periods

H Py ¢ ¢ < 2 AEFE/m HLE R
04-29 Y, 0.008 2 -0.368 1 4.366 4 3.346 2 7.68 0.724 4
X, 0.001 1 -0.029 7 0.2199 0.528 4 4.98 0.663 7

X, 0.000 2 -0.007 9 0.024 3 1.414 8 2.00 0.933 9

06-06 Y, 0.054 7 -1.436 8 11.517 2 32.5319 5.23 0.937 8
Xy -0.000 5 0.013 4 -0.104 6 0.658 8 14.39 0.445 5

X, -0.000 5 0.019 1 -0.159 1 1.5277 17.31 0.425 8

X, 0.000 8 -0.0217 0.1519 0.957 7 4.89 0.405 9

06-22 Y, -0.1215 3.721 9 -26.294 4 195.255 1 15.63 0.5359
Xy —-0.000 1 0.001 6 -0.016 2 0.575 2 8.95 0.373 4

X, 0.000 5 -0.018 3 0.164 9 0.8777 5.79 0.496 8

X, -0.000 5 0.014 6 -0.127 2 1.6813 13.21 0.6850

07-13 Y, -0.003 6 0.071 9 -0.356 1 6.7313 10. 81 0.806 0
X 0.000 0 —-0.000 1 0.000 6 0.0159 18.00 0.828 5

X, -0.000 7 0.017 7 -0.098 5 2.138 6 12. 46 0.273 5

X, 0.011 6 —-0.406 8 3.405 7 3.3537 5.22 0.927 5

08-03 Y, -0.000 8 0.029 4 -0.294 9 3.776 6 17.05 0.084 7
X 0.000 0 0.000 2 -0.001 7 0.0137 11.28 0.4859

X, -0.000 8 0.0110 -0.083 5 3.247 1 5.72 0.900 8

X, -0.000 9 0.024 9 -0.190 0 1.300 9 12.63 0.5362

1) Y, il 38X, 3 Bk, X, N B RATER, X, ;B 20K .

0.6r b 1.6
300 a . 0.5 '\'*‘—v—v-—"\“ i c . .
o[ R=0.5359 * 04 12 L
g 150 * ¢ 031 3 =.0.000 1x+0.001 6x- 0.8 [ y=0.000 5x-0.018 3x+ *
100 y=-0.121 5x™+3.721 9 0.2F 7 0016 2x+0.5752 0.6[ 0.1649x+0.8777
50 26.294x+195.26 0.1} R=03734 0.4 [ R=0.496 8
1 1 1 J 1 1 1 J 0.2 1 1 1 J
0 5 0 15 20 0 5 10 15 20 0 5 0 15 20
h/m h/m
16d 1000 2.0
14 .\N.—-'—*'_.\\ 800 1.6
< 12 * .
W—._’“
= 09 5=-0.000 5+0.014 6x- 600 1.2 .
06F ~ 0.1272x+1.6813 400 | y=-1.163 4x'"+30.874x 08F y=0. 000 2x-0.008+
04F R=0.6850 200 212.95x+1 049.3 0.4 0.081 3x+1.082 3
02 ! ! ! J Rz:o'l923 0 1 1 ) . R=0. 050 8 1 1 J
0 5 10 15 20 0 5 0 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
h/m h/m h/m

a: R A AU e TER/NRIR d: /R s e 2R TR S 5 f . HERS 1 1.
B2 6 22 H i Foky S R EOMIZE 80 2 M R R~ e R O 1Y B #0172

Fig.2 Models of semivariogram of Dialeurodes citri, Scirtothrips dorsalis and their natural enemies on June 22
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Tab.6 Experimental semivariogram R " (k) for Scirtothrips dorsalis (Hood) and natural enemies at different periods
B Pyl R" (h)
Bim 2 m 4 m 6 m 8 m 10 m 12 m 14 m 16 m 18 m
05-19 Y, 7.25 6.13 9.16 6.00 7.60 5.53 8.30 8.43 14.33
X, 1.17 1.24 1.20 1.16 1.25 1.09 1.41 1.50 2.00
X, 0.27 0.32 0.31 0.33 0.33 0.32 0.33 0.25 0.18
X, 0.17 0.17 0.16 0.15 0.12 0.20 0.16 0.23 0.23
06-06 Y, 4.56 3.96 5.06 4.70 5.74 5.71 6.28 5.88 8.08
X, 1.32 1.02 1.28 1.31 1.01 1.73 1.19 1.89 1.58
X, 1.18 1.33 1.21 1.00 1.33 1.17 1.06 0.99 1.53
X, 0.44 0.53 0.42 0.41 0.54 0.61 0.57 0.54 0.70
06-22 Y, 755.59 550.66  723.06 678.42 829.69 953.36 938.08 754.88 444.33
X, 1.20 1.16 1.41 1.16 1.40 1.14 1.10 0.88 1.13
X, 1.50 1.35 1.30 1.38 1.37 1.45 1.28 1.38 1.20
X, 1.26 1.30 1.07 1.62 1.29 1.27 1.39 1.08 1.38
07-13 Y, 67.56 49.32 56.86 70.98 70.50 76.39 92.13 95.88 64.70
X, 14 1.62 2.37 1.88 2.44 2.11 2.19 2.03 1.83
X, 9.63 9.29 11.98 10.41 9.38 6.91 1.12 0.88 0.95
X, 0.91 0.98 1.13 1.01 1.08 0.91 0.93 0.66 0.98
08-03 Y, 135.50 170. 46 178. 81 155.79 183.64  203.98 170. 10 175.30 32.88
X, 3.06 3.19 .85 2.90 3.03 1.96 2.44 1.64 0.78
X, .02 0.86 .94 0.76 0.97 1.09 1.13 0.58 0.65
X, 0.34 0.34 0.33 0.35 0.33 0.38 0.41 0.31 0.53
1) Ve 50 8 5 X, S0 Bk, X o AN B R MLSR, XG - SR .
®7 TEARYPFHEIADSHXEMHBYENRLLTRAHER S
Tab.7 The theoretical semivariogram parameter of Scirtothrips dorsalis and natural enemies in different periods
B OFhdice € €y C3 Cy AR/ m PLE R
05-19 Y, 0.010 4 -0.2517 1.7123 4.191 2 4.40 0.807 5
X, 0.000 8 -0.017 9 0.113 5 1.005 1 4.36 0.947 2
X, -0.000 1 0.001 4 0.003 4 0.268 3 10.03 0.928 0
X, 0.000 0 0.000 9 -0.0129 0.198 3 18.00 0.6310
06-06 Y, 0.001 1 -0.0233 0.263 8 3.8132 5.42 0.840 7
X, -0.000 5 0.019 1 -0.159 1 1.527 7 17.31 0.425 8
X, 0.000 8 -0.0217 0.1519 0.957 7 4.89 0.4059
X, 0.000 0 0.001 0 -0.006 2 0.466 5 18.00 0.633 5
06-22 Y, -1.163 4 30.874 4 -212.947 17 1049.303 6 12.83 0.923 0
X, 0.000 5 -0.018 3 0.164 9 0.877 7 5.79 0.496 8
X, -0.000 5 0.014 6 -0.127 2 1.681 3 13.21 0.6850
X, 0.000 2 -0.008 0 0.0813 1.0823 7.44 0.050 8
07-13 Y, -0.1015 2.928 7 -21.5856 99.468 4 14.13 0.863 8
X, —-0.000 7 0.017 7 -0.098 5 2.1386 12.46 0.273 5
X, 0.011 6 -0.406 8 3.405 7 3.3537 5.22 0.927 5
X, 0.000 7 -0.0229 0.202 9 0.5522 5.96 0.598 1
08-03 Y, -0.188 5 4.180 6 -21.2210 178.174 2 12.39 0.810 2
X, -0.000 8 0.0110 -0.083 5 3.247 1 5.72 0.900 8
X, -0.000 9 0.024 9 -0.1900 1.300 9 12.63 0.536 2
X, 0.000 2 -0.004 1 0.029 6 0.282 8 5.81 0.583 7

1) Yy 25k 81 3, X, R Bk X, N R MR X R A K.
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K8 AREIRIAZGESEXBH LML TR EH

Tab.8 Experimental semivariogram R* (h) for Toxopetera aurantii and natural enemies in different periods

Yywh R™ (h)
H 9 i
Bt 2 m 4 m 6 m 8 m 10 m 12 m 14 m 16 m 18 m
04-15 Y, 0.33 0.49 0.57 0.66 0.67 0.84 0.93 0.93 1.78
X; 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.03
X, 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0 0
X, 0.06 0.07 0.06 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.10 0.09 0.08
04-29 Y, 1.62 1.61 1.67 1.47 1.59 1.77 1.84 2.23 1.88
X, 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0 0
X, 0.93 0.88 1.00 1.05 0.77 0.93 0.73 0.80 1.30
05-19 Y, 30.34 26.57 33.33 29.46 36.24 33.65 38.64 43.54 74.08
X, 1.86 2.20 2.38 2.16 2.13 2.36 2.54 2.90 1.95
X, 0.74 0.80 0.65 0.72 0.87 0.96 0.96 1.09 0.93
X, 1.17 1.24 1.20 1.16 1.25 1.09 1.41 1.50 2.00
06-06 Y, 0.30 0.32 0.25 0.25 0.29 0.34 0.38 0.16 0.05
X, 0.58 0.40 0.71 0.48 0.72 0.51 0.57 0.51 0.45
X, 0.56 0.48 0.68 0.64 0.75 0.56 0.70 0.49 0.60
X, 1.32 1.02 1.28 1.31 1.01 1.73 1.19 1.89 1.58
08-20 Y, 2.46 2.65 2.27 2.55 2.69 2.21 2.69 3.48 2.60
X 0.81 0.63 0.89 0.82 0.96 0.84 1.13 1.11 1.50
X, 0.46 0.40 0.43 0.40 0.44 0.34 0.40 0.29 0.30
1) Y, 83, X, A Bk X, BRSRESR X, . F B X
a _
L %=0040 70093895+  # ;2 b *
60 6.657x+17.547 Sok —= * v N
5 WL R=09208 s b »=-0.0008x+0.019 5x-
30 ok 7 oosser21227
%8 1 1 1 J 0.5 i R2:|0380 6 L L J
0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
h/m
12 R 2504 5,=0.000 8x-0.017 9x*+
. 1.0 ‘\_/_\. 20F 0.113 5x+1.005 1
< 08 2_
= 15t M
061" 3=10.000 6x'+0.017 5x* 1ok +
0.4 0.129 7x+0.971 7 05k
0.2 R= 0 847 6 ) | . | | ) ,
0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
h/m h/m
s 20 b 52 FLACRIR ;5 1SR
B3 5 H 19 HAIF B R F 18 5 s BRI R 4l i 2k
Fig.3 Models of semivariogram of Toxopetera aurantii on May 19 and its natural enemies
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Tab.9 The theoretical semivariogram parameter of Toxopetera aurantii and natural enemies in different periods
H Py € 2 < ¢ A FE/m e AR
04-15 Y, 0.001 2 -0.029 8 0.262 1 -0.1237 11.30 0.933 1
X, 0.000 0O -0.000 5 0.004 0 0.001 5 4.97 0.854 8

X, 0.000 0 0.000 2 -0.001 0 0.013 1 5.32 0.808 6

X, -0.000 1 0.001 3 -0.007 6 0.071 2 14.28 0.773 5

04-29 Y, -0.000 6 0.020 5 -0.173 9 1.956 6 17.74 0.686 1
X; 0.000 0O -0.000 1 0.001 2 0.009 2 4.94 0.8899

X, 0.001 1 -0.029 7 0.2199 0.528 4 4.98 0.663 7

05-19 Y, 0.040 7 -0.9389 6.657 0 17.546 8 2.55 0.920 8
X; -0.000 8 0.0195 -0.088 0 2.1227 13.97 0.380 6

X, -0.000 6 0.017 5 -0.129 7 0.9717 16.20 0.847 6

X, 0.000 8 -0.017 9 0.1135 1.005 1 4.36 0.947 2

06-06 Y, -0.000 5 0.0129 -0.094 2 0.466 8 12.34 0.8327
X; -0.000 1 0.001 7 0.000 7 0.5251 11.37 0.185 7

X, 0.000 1 -0.005 0 0.064 9 0.402 3 8.58 0.273 9

X, -0.000 5 0.019 1 -0.159 1 1.527 7 17.31 0.425 8

08-20 Y, -0.000 6 0.022 1 -0.1877 2.864 7 16.85 0.266 2
X; 0.000 3 -0.006 1 0.049 5 0.664 5 9.73 0.863 2

X, -0.000 1 0.001 5 -0.014 5 0.462 2 5.48 0.728 7

1) Y, 258F X, 3R Bk X, B RIS, X, . F &I k.

2.3 FRAXEMBERERZERBRXEZNREE
24273

N T MR TR 25 0] B XS 4 Fh 3 duBR Bl OC 2
WOIREREBIAS , X e bl v 4 R 5 3 R
WA R AR 2R AT K 6 R G200, SRR E 8] T3 10,
PP DR IR B (LB K, R ok H b 3 1R 25 1) L R
KABEY). 4R R, R FE 5 EIR /) 2 - i
2 [ BR B O 28 BV R 2 437 K SR U /\ i BRI

WO BEE R 0.673 6, F [Al) . BE % 4 ik
(0. 661 2) ; 5 Hpy AL 25 [ B2 Bl 56 28 % V) (4 ATy 2
A7 RELAR IR E: /\ i BRI ok (0. 807 8) Fl FL 1] /N
W (0. 646 0) ;15 7% 8 #i] b 243 ) B Fifi 5 28 2 1 64 i
2 R B UK B JR] /N Rk (0. 720 9) FHN AR 3K
JEWE (0. 679 6) ; 5 451 23 [H) BR Fifi 5¢ 2 %5 U (% | 2
7 R FLAR IR SR 578 B AL (0. 775 7)) Fl i [a] /)N B Wk
(0.746 4).

K10 4FMERSHI MABHXEE"

Tab.10 The respective correlation degree of the four insect pests and three natural enemies

YidhEE X, X, X, X, X, X X, X
Y, 0.673 6 0.646 3 0.661 2
Y, 0.646 0 0.807 8 0.634 9
Y, 0.720 9 0.679 6 0.546 2
Y, 0.746 4 0.683 1 0.775 7

1) Y, ARBR A Ert it Y, B B Y R B YV, RS X D Bk X, N X I B X, B R ER IR

Xs: ZRAC IR X 525 S0, X, F B30, X B ST K.

3 Wit54iE

B ARG A L Mo G 2 07 ik K (8 5 ik
JEII AT T X L B el 4 b R B R R OHER s

(8] 5 R AT AT 5, 20 A 76 23 1] b x4 Fif 5 HOBR Bl G
RN RGPS, 45 R R 4 P S H 3 M
BER TGS RIS SR 14 00 SR B 70 A, e~ A2 S5 R KA 7Y
BRI 55 BHR /] 2o i 25 i) R i 5 2% % D) O R 2
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