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Abstract: [ Objective ] Arthropod community composition structure and the diversity in the field of understory planted
Polygonatum kingianum in Pinus kesiya var. langbianensis forest were studied to provide reference for the integrated pest
control of P. kingianum and protection and utilization of natural enemy in P. kesiya forest. [Method] An investigation on
the arthropod community composition structure in the system of understory planted P. kingianum in P. kesiya forest was
carried out in Datangzi, Lancang, Pu’er, Yunnan from January of 2022 to November of 2022, by using the visual in-
spection, trap method, yellow and blue trap board, Malaise trap and nocturnal survey method. The diversity index, domi-
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nance concentration index, evenness index and richness index of arthropod community were analyzed. [Result] There
were 15423 arthropods in 192 species, 157 genera, 98 families, 23 orders, and 7 classes in P. kingianum field under
P. kesiya forest. The dominant taxon in the number of individuals was Acarina arthropod with 3899 insects and relative
abundance of 25.28%. In different functional groups, individual numbers presented as pest sub-communities>neutral
arthropod sub-communities>natural enemy sub-communities, and the number of individuals of pest sub-ommunities
accounted for 51.41% of the total arthropod community. The diversity index, dominance concentration index, evenness
index and richness index of arthropod community in P, kingianum field under P. kesiya forest were 3.488, 0.095, 0.663
and 19.806 respectively. In addition, the dominant pests were Tetranychus pueraricola, Thrips flavus, Mecopodidae and
Cicadellidae in P. kingianum field under P. kesiya forest. Among them, T pueraricola occurred during August and Decem-
ber, and September was the outbreak period; 7. flavus mainly occurred during March and June, and April was the out-
break period. The dominant natural enemies were Ichneumonidae, Braconidae and spiders. Population numbers of Ichneu-
monidae and spiders peaked in May. [ Conclusion] The arthropod community is rich in species and diversity on P. kingia-
num under the forest of P. kesiya in Lancang, Pu’er, Yunnan. The prevention and control of superior pests such as 7.
pueraricola should be strengthened, and the protection and utilization of natural enemies such as parasitic wasps and spi-
ders should be noticed.

Key words: Pinus kesiya var. langbianensis; under-forest planting; Polygonatum kingianum; arthropods; commu-
nity diversity
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Table 1 Composition of arthropod community in P. kingianum field under forest

H 2 il FeH¥ B (k) AEXT 221 (%)
Order Family Species name Category Number(insect)  Relative abundance
H#H WRIERL Gryllidae B T Teleogryllus emma iEREN S 142 0.92
Orthoptera WEBRRL Gryllidae JE Ik Gryllodes sigillatus LisREY 188 1.22
%R} Phalangopsidae Bh% Homoeogryllus guerin ENEY 14 0.09
% &R Gryllacrididae K EONTWRE: Phryganogrylllacris unicolor HEYE 14 0.09
HEZ5 Rl Mimenermidae R IRILBE R Preranabropsis carli e 2 0.01
W BER} Trygoniidae SR ISR Trigonidium cicindeloides FHEYE 1 0.01
WE LB} Tetrigoidea LA YE Eucriotettix sp. ENEYE 11 0.07
ZUEF} Mecopodidae Y4 Mecopoda elongata T 36 0.23
ZURAL Mecopodidae 2R sp. Mecopoda sp. JiREY 68 0.44
7% @} Phaneropteridae W28 Paraducetia paraucruciata Tk 169 1.10
PERR IR Catantopidae rRAERERE Oxya chinensis HEYE 2 0.01
PR} Grylloidea YR Gryllotalpa sp. FaEPE 1 0.01
W EH AL H B} Tenebrionidae W B H Opatrum subaratum T 61 0.40
Coleoptera #H B} Carabidae IR Scalidion xanthophanum EiNEN e 83 0.54
A H R} Carabidae HH W Chlaenius costiger EiNEN ks 27 0.18
#:HB} Carabidae B sp. Orthogonius sp. e 1 0.01
% H B Curculionidae KEH Sympiezomias velatus FETE 1 0.01
KA4-F} Cerambycidae iz R4 Oplatocera oberthiiri Gahan ENEY 1 0.01
KA4-Rl Cerambycidae WSS R4+ Pharsalia subgemmata e 1 0.01
48, R} Scarabaeoidae ZRIF 466, Aphoclius variabilis R 20 0.13
40 BBl Scarabaeoidae MG Scarabaeus sacer e 10 0.06
14> £, Melolonthidae 214: %8 sp. Ochodaeus sp. ENEY 24 0.16
8.4 faFt Melolonthidae RYUR4 0, Serica orientalis iENEg i 10 0.06
R+ Lampyridae W5 K W Watasenia scintillans RN s 7 0.05
M &L Pleonomus VHLRFAWIF Pleonomus canaliculatus FHEYE 20 0.13
HIEH A} Pleonomus VA EA W Chiagosnius sulcicollis iENEX R 31 0.20
B 41 #} Coccinellidae SR Harmonia axyridis ek 70 0.45
o d1 R} Coccinellidae [EBEELd H. obscurosignata Eliipoy 4 0.03
T HR} Coccinellidae AT Halyzia hauseri EiNEN S 2 0.01
IR} Coccinellidae WS Nlleis koebelei JE e 1 0.01
I+ HIAL Chrysomelidae F5F R Aulacophora indica (Gmelin) itNENds 4 0.03
IF-FBl Chrysomelidae MR SFIR Aulacophora nigripennis T 5 0.03
I-FAl Chrysomelidae WM Clytrasoma plliatum ENEY 7 0.05
it} Chrysomelidae WINPT H Agasta fromosa e 8 0.05
I FL Coccinellidae INBELR Scymnus sp. EliNEN LR 21 0.14
[es# Rl Staphylinidae B L Oxytelus batiuculus e 58 0.38
HZEH R} Silphidae JeZER Nicrophorus nepalensis R 17 0.11
i HE} Biphyllidae /NEEH Typhea stercorea iEREN S 8 0.05
JE#H H 1} Formicidae ZE ML Crematogaster sp. ks 105 0.68
Hymenoptera R Formicidae WS G Odontoponera transversa EiNEN S 512 3.32
R} Formicidae I 2) WL Camponotus mutilarius Rk 69 0.45
B} Formicidae KRFEWL Anoplolepis gracilipes £ §Ex 178 1.15
WRL Formicidae F R Pheidole yeensis el 41 0.27
MR} Formicidae Wk ZHIML Polyrhachis dives SRt 1 0.01
R} Formicidae W BB L Myrmicaria brunnea etk 3 0.02
W} Formicidae T Sk R Pachycondyla astuta etk 3 0.02
MR} Formicidae S sp. Dolichoderus sp. FEM 3 0.02
+#4F} Scoliidae 4 BRIE % Campsomeris prismatica A 32 0.21
2 /NEFRL Mymaridae LMW/ N Lymaenon sp. A 70 0.45
kiRl Pompilidae ki sp. Cyphononyx sp. A 19 0.12
H{%F] Braconidae ¥ sp.1 Braconidae sp.1 A 92 0.60
H{%F} Braconidae {84 sp.2 Braconidae sp.2 A 106 0.69
H{J%F} Braconidae {04 sp.3 Braconidae sp.3 Ak 19 0.12
H{ 14 F} Braconidae {6 sp.4 Braconidae sp.4 A 17 0.11
%P} Braconidae ¥ sp.5 Braconidae sp.5 A 33 0.21
Jed B R} Sphecoidea ¥4 sp. Sceliphron sp. M 1 0.01
iR Mutillidae JE W% Trogaspidia oculata A 41 0.27
R} Mutillidae WY sp. Mutillidae sp. A 14 0.09
R} Vespidae 1 sp. Vespa sp. e 6 0.04
ARl Vespidae 2 Vespa velutina EliNEYen 3 0.02
IR} Vespidae SN Vespa mandarinia etk 4 0.03
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Continued Table 1 Composition of arthropod community in P. kingianum field under forest
H #F A P Bt (k) FHXT 2 HE (%)
Order Family Species name Category Number(insect) Relative abundance
9% &} Ichneumonidae ¥4 sp.1 Ichneumon sp.1 A 29 0.19
i #%F} Ichneumonidae i ¥ sp.2 Ichneumon sp.2 A 8 0.05
9% &} Ichneumonidae U4 sp.3 Ichneumon sp.3 A 2 0.01
i %A} Ichneumonidae i ¥ sp.4 Ichneumon sp.4 A 7 0.05
i 9% %} Ichneumonidae il sp.5 Ichneumon sp.5 T 8 0.05
i #%F} Ichneumonidae i ¥ sp.6 Ichneumon sp.6 Tt 6 0.04
i #%A} Ichneumonidae Wil sp.7 Ichneumon sp.7 e 7 0.05
i #4 R} Ichneumonidae i ¥ sp.8 Ichneumon sp.8 Tt 3 0.02
i #4 R} Ichneumonidae Wi ¥4 sp.9 Ichneumon sp.9 A 2 0.01
i #% A} Ichneumonidae ¥4 sp.10 Ichneumon sp.10 AL 1 0.01
9% %} Ichneumonidae Ui¥% sp. 11 Ichneumon sp.11 A 10 0.06
9% &} Ichneumonidae ¥ sp.12 Ichneumon sp.12 A 104 0.67
144 F} Ichneumonidae ¥ sp.13 Ichneumon sp.13 e 140 0.91
9% &} Ichneumonidae Ui 4 sp. 14 Ichneumon sp.14 e 27 0.18
i %A} Ichneumonidae ¥ sp.15 Ichneumon sp.15 A 55 0.36
iR} Ichneumonidae ¥ sp.16 Ichneumon sp.16 T 18 0.12
i #%F} Ichneumonidae ¥ sp.17 Ichneumon sp.17 Tt 5 0.03
i #4A} Ichneumonidae i sp.18 Ichneumon sp.18 A 8 0.05
i #% A} Ichneumonidae i sp.19 Ichneumon sp.19 Tt 1 0.01
i #% R} Ichneumonidae ¥4 sp.20 Ichneumon sp.20 A 4 0.03
i #% R} Ichneumonidae ¥4 sp.21 Ichneumon sp.21 AL 1 0.01
i #4 R} Ichneumonidae Wi Charops brachypterum A 9 0.06
WPl Apidae LW Pithitis smaragdula A 7 0.05
B WERL Apidae HIREE W Apis cerana g 1 0.01
k%Rl Pompilidae ki sp.1 Pompilidae sp.1 EliNEYis 7 0.05
iRl Pompilidae Wk sp.2 Pompilidae sp.2 et 3 0.02
SR} Cynipidae JBLI Cynipidae sp. FSENin 1 0.01
W&} Siricidae Wi Tremex sp. Stk 7 0.05
fifH H R} Geometridae R Buasra suppressaria T 29 0.19
Lepidoptera JUkRL Geometridae RN R Luxiaria mitorrhaphes iENEYS 38 0.25
PR} Geometridae W2 Rk Pelagodes antiquadraria FEEE 10 0.06
Rkl Geometridae H ALk Rk Berta chrysolineata A 4 0.03
PIEAl Noctuidae RIS Mk Spodoptera litura Fabricius £ 1 0.01
PLIEF} Noctuidae KRR sp. Spodoptera sp. FH 20 0.13
MR HER) Satyridae Kt BEIRME Lethe christophi JieNEis 10 0.06
IR Nymphalidae W sp. Heliconius sp. HHEE 6 0.04
IR Nymphalidae NI sp. Morpho sp. e 2 0.01
JHEF} Notodontidae HE S sp. Phalera sp. T 1 0.01
# 1B} Gelechiidae T2 1 sp. Dictomeris sp. T 25 0.16
E4# H Trichoptera 411 F} Stenopsychidae 411 Stenopsyche sp. T 41 0.27
¥ H Lepidoptera PR Zygaenidae BABENk Histia rhodope FH A 10 0.06
KAl Sphingidae H YRR There nessus T 7 0.05
KA Geometridae 5 H 41 Geometridae spp. FH 157 1.02
X## H Diptera R} Culicidae JEBL Anopheles sp. g 334 2.17
IRl Culicidae U sp. Boletina sp. bk 204 1.32
PR} Cecidomyiidae 8L Diarthronomyia chrysanthemi el 308 2.00
FEICF} Chironomidae FEWL Chironomus sp. TR 20 0.13
KR Ptychopteridae FEWL sp. Ptychopthera sp. g 47 0.30
KAl Tipulidae MK Angarotipula sp. bk 54 0.35
TR} Bibionidae B sp. Bibio sp. LRl 22 0.14
&R Scathophagidae AW Scathophaga sp. bk 494 3.20
JRIER] Sarcophagidae J¥RWE sp. Sarcophaga sp. Ealis 58 0.38
TRl Calliphoridae 2308 sp. Lucilia sp. o 30 0.19
iR} Muscidae FM sp. Musca sp. alis 29 0.19
1R} Muscidae JE§ 1 sp. Muscina sp. g 26 0.17
25 Al Lauxaniidae [Rl Ik %8 Homoneura sp. el 39 0.25
ZFUERL Tachinidae BB 270 Carcelia sp. AN 117 0.76
27 1R} Tachinidae KL 270 Dexia sp. AT 8 0.05
FFUERL Tachinidae EY 3G Eophyllophila sp. A 1 0.01
2 UHIER} Syrphidae K45 Eristalis tenax ek 15 0.10
I HE Rl Syrphidae IR B WS Sphaerophoria sp. Ei Rexca 5 0.03
iRl Syrphidae JR: SR 48 Allograpta javana e 1 0.01
£ /2 iR} Dolichopodidae WK Lt Sciapodinae sp. e 163 1.06
1 it Bl Asilidae Ui Asilidae sp. Ik 21 0.14
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Continued Table 1 Composition of arthropod community in P. kingianum field under forest
H #F i B B (k) AEXT 22 (%)
Order Family Species name Category Number(insect) Relative abundance
ik B Araneida ERIEF} Theridiidae WZEBRIE R Nesticus odontus e 43 0.28
H %A} Phalangidae KJE W Leiobunum species e 96 0.62
H A} Phalangidae Hk Leiobunum sp. EiiipEYca 4 0.03
LR} Dictynidae Lk Archaedictyna consecuta sp. e pExca 1 0.01
TRIERL Lycosidae TRWE Lycosa sp. EliNEY ks 195 1.26
BrikA} Salticidae WA BEBkIk Plexippus paylulli ek 74 0.48
144 7 1} Pholcidae Feif by Rk Pholcus crypticolenss e 85 0.55
|5 & 15kBl Heteropodidae F gtk Heteropodidae sp. e 44 0.29
[l kAl Araneidae [l sp. Araneus sp. EiN=N s 37 0.24
P 14} Tetragnathidae 1 Itk sp. Tetragnatha sp. EiiipEYca 23 0.15
A Linyphiidae [1L8% sp. Agyneta sp. e 25 0.16
PEWRA} Pisauridae YW sp. Pisaura sp. e 27 0.18
KBkdH Bk R} Tomoceridae Bk B Tomoceridae sp. g 2197 14.24
Entomobryomorpha KAk A Entomobryidae KB Entomobrya griseoolivata Rk 14 0.09
#4# H Dermaptera MR Labiduridae WU Labidura riparia ek 68 0.44
dyfi#E H Scutigeromopha  ifi#iER} Scutigeridae WHIAE Scutigera coleoptrata e 30 0.19
H Wk H Blattaria WEWEFRL Blattellidae WG EME Hemithyrsocera lateralis Walker ik 37 0.24
R} Blattellidae Ik Margattea sp. H 45 0.29
R} Blattellidae WL/ Blattella bisignata g 28 0.18
e R Blaberidae KOGWE Rhabdoblatta takahashii Asahina ZR ) 5 0.03
FIF} Termitidae HLH - W Odontotermes formosanus ik 38 0.25
4775 B H Phasmida &} Phylliidae R IE Oxyartes yunnanus e 28 0.18
&%} Phylliidae & Phyllium sp. T 27 0.18
[ H Hemiptera e R Aphidoidea WRF Myzus persicae et 156 1.01
ugf 1 5B} Aphidoidea KAGF Aphidoidea sp. JitREY K 60 0.39
IR} Cicadellidae INE M Tettigonieua viridis T 138 0.89
A} Cicadellidae {02 KW Atkinsoniella opponens JiREY 77 0.50
L Cicadellidae KM Cicadella viridis TP 8 0.05
W%} Cicadellidae IR ARIMBE Phlogotettix luridus T 634 4.11
%} Cicadellidae AR K BE Atkinsoniella heiyuanna FHEYE 2 0.01
AL Cicadellidae J 3k Macropsis sp. e 13 0.08
I} Cicadellidae MR AT K I Cofana yasumatsui iENEY 10 0.06
IR} Cicadellidae MKW Bothrogonia ferruginea T 20 0.13
IRl Cicadellidae TRt sp. Processina sp. JiREY 6 0.04
i} Cicadellidae KW sp. Cicadella sp. THEYE 26 0.17
-} Cicadellidae Z K- sp. Multinervis sp. T 80 0.52
-} Cicadellidae JINSK I sp. Placidus sp. FHEYE 64 0.41
AL Cicadellidae Fa Mgt sp. Tituria sp. FHEYE 45 0.29
I} Cicadellidae B3 M-8 sp. Hecalus sp. iENEY 29 0.19
IR} Cicadellidae IR sp. Empoasca sp. T 38 0.25
IRl Cicadellidae BKE/NH-W sp. Maculosus sp. Ji-REY 51 0.33
i} Cicadellidae B sp. Sorhoanus sp. THEYE 177 1.15
W%} Cicadellidae [ k48 sp. Dryodurgades sp. e 98 0.64
iR} Fulgoridae LW sp. Pseudothaia sp. FHEYE 7 0.05
BEAARL Fulgoridae HAE R sp. Lycorma sp. iENEY 34 0.22
2445 R} Lygaeidae TeJH kG Dalader planiventris T 5 0.03
2445 F) Lygaeidae WA i Notobitus meleagris T 3 0.02
%55} Pentatomidae BYE Cletus sp. T 1 0.01
%R} Pentatomidae WK EZ W5 Erthesina fullo FH A 4 0.03
K AERl Lygaeidae 215K W% Tropidothorax elegans T 17 0.11
185} Anthocoridae INIESE Orius similis e 23 0.15
%%} Pentatomidae FHTE G Poecilocoris dissimilis iENEY 2 0.01
HrEE Aleyrodidae IRy E\ Trialeurodes vaporariorum T 19 0.12
4 ] Mantodea R} Mantodea WA SR EE I Creobroter apicalis i YA 12 0.08
A} Mantodea ke Statilia maculata I YA 2 0.01
2% H Thysanoptera i o AR} Thripoidea W] Thrips flavus THEYE 913 5.92
i T 2R} Thripoidea KB Thrips hawa T 21 0.14
Jik## H Neuroptera FS Rl Chrysopidae rhAEREWS Chrysoperla sinica Tjeder e 7 0.05
SR Myrmeleontidae FRAEZRIY Euroleon sinicus Y 1 0.01
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Continued Table 1 Composition of arthropod community in P. kingianum field under forest
F i W TR B RZE(%)
Order Family Species name Category Number(insect) Relative abundance
i H Scolopendromorpha WRAFL Scolopendridae WA Scolopendridae spp. e pExca 4 0.03
5 H Acarina 48l Tetranychidae LU Tetranychus pueraricola  FHEE 3899 25.28
Tl H Acariformes JEI5 R} Trombiculidae Rl Leptotrombidium sp. e pEYca 4 0.03
111#H Spirobolida 11728 Spirobolidae Ik Millipede el 93 0.60
4% H Odonata {6l Calopterygidae LRI Mnais gregonyi Fraser i &1k 4 0.03
i H H Corrodentia % Bl Psocidae Hh G Sigmatoneura sp. £ pExca 62 0.40

% B} Ectopsocidae S Ectopsocus setulosus etk 22 0.14
W H Diplura PRl Tapygidae W Atlatsjapyx atlas JE P 1 0.01
xR 2 WTEBEVRINMEESEMAN
Table 2 Composition of arthropod community in P. kingianum field under forest
BEVEZ F Order £l Family J& Genus F Species /MA Individual
Community category  FBL (%) BB (%) R M) K A% AE A

Order  Proportion Family Proportion Genus Proportion Species Proportion Individual Proportion
number number number number number

2 HL4H Insecta 15 65.22 79 80.61 138 87.90 172 89.58 8527 55.29
I 40 Arachnida 3 13.04 13 13.27 13 8.28 14 7.29 4557 29.55
i 24K Collembola 1 4.35 2 2.04 1.27 2 1.04 2211 14.34
4 J 40 Myriapoda 1 435 1 1.02 1 0.64 1 0.52 4 0.03
RUE M Diplura 1 4.35 1 1.02 1 0.64 1 0.52 1 0.01
J& S 44 Chilopoda 1 435 1 1.02 1 0.64 1 0.52 30 0.19
5 /£ 44 Diplopoda 1 4.35 1 1.02 1 0.64 1 0.52 93 0.60

2.2 WTEHBHTENMEENERS

MR B sh i e P v A B 6715 e sh 4 3
H P RTREL 3 SRR (£ 3) . EHREREA
2409 H 38FL 70 & 76 7 7929 3k, IMAKL L Y s
REIE W) T AR BB 51.41%; 3 du A 3R g 210
W, AXF 22 B A 25.28% 5 H WLFPAG AR A | B i
I kEE g ORGSRk E . KEOUREEA
44913 H 398} 52 J& 81 #3109 3k , AMA%k & 15 e zh
YIREVE MR AR BB 20.16% , Pl Bt KA
13 H 31839 J& 44 #2077 3k , MRS 5 sh Wit
KPR B 13.47% , T B R SE R S0k
WL AR R ORI R S 5 AR M R RS
A2 HORM3JE 37 R0 1032 3k, AMAE 5 5 B sh iR
TEDFIA R BB 6.69% , T FERR Ay 0 i e Al
P ar s, P S a 4T H 24 R 358
35814385 3k, AMAREL G 1 BS RETE AP B2
(1) 28.43% , F- LR A W Bk oy | FS g BRI S ISORD
PRI 5
2.3 MTERBHTHIMEEZSHEESTER

FH 2% 4 AT, AR BRSBTS R sh ) B R TE i £
FEPERE S PL AL T H R 2 3 5) BE R B = 5 R
B9 3.488.0.095.0.663 F119.806., AN [FZfHEM]
FHEh , RECERETE (YRR 2 i O REYE 1Y)
MMERUR Z |, eI A 5 HO R I8 > v v i sh 4 T

TR >RBOERET . TR R B B3R BN RO
T > U ARV > TP Y R S P Ak s LS o
PEFR R R BN 5 2RV ESR O S, R B ey
IS A V> B v > X B 5 50 3R
BRI RO A& > 1Y I sh W A > HOIE
VS ;R R BRI KO AR >3 HU >
HETS IS R

2.4 MTHEBHEZFASRYEEFOMENE

2041 MEEBFRARTEHWEILE XMNEHLS
Zh A EZEAT TR T 32 23 d g 2r g | i

] b 5 W SR S AR an A 1 R £
g ) % AR e 8—12 1, A 8 F &R K B
T&, F 9 H B KA, B 5 R BN % i o i) &
HEMTE3—6 1,3 IR &AM, 4 H ik i mlE, 2 %W
KA, 6 A TFRERE; i dH HeFE Ak
A R R IR RIS, T 2%, Fi i sh 552
FE 5 IR E dUL AR AR 3—11 A L3 A MR A I, A
3 AHRZEL LT 7 H ki, bis R I T

N
2,42 MEEBFRRTEHE I ERAHFEHRE
Zh A AR B0 ) RO eSS

ST , HBh 2 AN TR 2 s |, s 2R K
H 3 A IR B, WA 2 NG, 5 SR B4 10
(6,7 AIREER 2N E(E , BB SRR R s B IR
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Table 3 Composition of functional groups of arthropod community in P. kingianum field under forest
=l £ H B & il M Individual
Community category Classes Order Family Genus Species ANEEL FEXT B (%)
Individual number Relative abundance
A5 B A VR Total arthropod community 7 23 98 157 192 15423 100.00
FE U FEJK Pest sub-communiy 2 9 38 70 76 7929 51.41
KO REY% Natural enemy sub-community 4 13 39 52 81 3109 20.16
R IS B Neutral arthropod sub-community 4 7 24 35 35 4385 28.43
x4 WTEBAVRINMEZENFEREH
Table 4 Characteristics index of arthropod community in P. kingianum field under forest
FHIETREL I BT &R KEOWHE PR IS AR
Characteristics index Total arthropod Pest Natural enemy Neutral arthropod
community sub-community sub-community sub-community
ZFEMEAEEL Diversity index 3.488 2.285 3.530 2.006
e AE P45 %8 Dominant concentration index 0.095 0.265 0.051 0.279
Y51 F8 %0 Evenness index 0.663 0.528 0.803 0.564
F B J#5% Richness index 19.806 8.353 9.948 4.054
6000070 - srupigs 7 icol A
N . pueraricoia
=B T flavus 3 1“1--]'[{'
g 300.00 #0128 Phaneropteridae VN N ey , e L EH 2
2 400,001 M Cicadellidae Ve B TP, A R RSP R
El : VN e s e N o
% E X, AR, iR 2GR AR R BN Y e ()
s 300.00 3 N s
bl [ 45,2022) A TR 2 B8 B BT v 242
‘2 A (13
5 20000 P TA R A (AR, 2023) O HIN R £
100.00 PEVE R AR SR A I, AR AR T FiAE rh 2444 fiE
000 be st é T ARG b AT R 3 1) R A (R AR A, 2022 R 43 2E
5 7 1

A ZATIE (A ) Survey time(month)
HTHEBATEZTHMBEEENS
Population dynamics of main pests in P. kingianum field
under forest
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Fig.2 Populations dynamics of main natural enemies in P,
kingianum field under forest

a4 AJFE L, A 4 A aEp EIF 7 H ik sl
e, B R, 9 H JE BT P28 5 ik S R
JEA IR KB, 5 A ik RAE, AR 206
FHE N LG R LR

45,2022) 0 AHEFE T 2022 4F 1—12 A 7E1# 6 BA7T Y%
Z PRI A A, AR SRS S i sh A 7 4N
23 H 98B} 157 J& 192 15423 3k , HepMAKc AR
P W 5 2R BEh Y . IRARGE A% ST R i
P28 T 52 2 I W 0gF e e | R R s |
FETR SR I B HRIE S, 1) 15 3 (FIMEAT , 2007 F 4R
F4F, 2017 ST, 2021 XIBEAF ,2021) o AHFSE
R ARTT B 3 HURR S S L0 | B T |
s TS RN WA | 5 05 8 SRS bR 2 A —
225, 3% ] B 1 T AR R REA I AR A R A
P HFI DA o5 AR T R O AR K i &
FAEY) SEGEMEE A RRE R, MARKRAESR
g8 SR A R GE PN [F] B RE 2R B A] XS T HUA
KEEAAF B ZIRE , AR P A= g, v e 24
ARG B TR D B R A R X S R L
A H UL AR R K FEY e GBOK 8 ,2020) . H:
U EEI—h M G RGN T REA A5, #a
ARAT ARSI = & (AR o, AN ) )
WL ) I ) 55 (Ye et al., 2019, 20215 Li et al.,
2023) , AT SRk L 0 5 | K E 5% (Shahsavan et al.,
2022 ;Frensch et al., 2023 ; Shepherd et al.,2023) .
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R RS AR BUR Y S W T A
IO BRI CF 7745, 2019) , 55 2 Hhu 19 i BEIA
BE R TR & R O 5 BB A € (Trotter et
al., 2010; Zhang et al., 2013 ; Morente et al., 2018) .
VB PRV 2 RS2 R S R AE DT
MRTE 2540 AR BT S B s A7 A AR RIS A S5 1) 5
] (da Silva et al.,2019;Habel et al., 2021 ; F B5m 45,
2022) . AASIE]AT s ) e B S BH A AN ] A
B R E AR AE S R G R AR AR . AHE
FELE TIPS BORE R AE B 01 s B IE 1 2
FEPEFR B AR AR TP AR 5 B R RO = AR
B354 3.488.0.095.0.663 F119.806, HilANF7T 5
B,2017 4E PR T =B L RAE BN AY T B sh 9
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B X 5] AR HOM B S B AR B0 B ol 40, 1642
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FIRE S8, 76 HELTRRIAELIBR] 15 s 25 R R
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SRR Z R T IERE . I ARBIFGER Y
BT A (2019) 2% FH RS2 H IS AR
L ARWERAE T BIE BEBRE AR LD
FG R RN (] i At S Ao vk
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