W B B 4] Chinese Journal of Applied Entomology 2012,49(3) :605—609

5 B 43 B 2 6D 43 7 B R LA

By HEE XALAT

(R B-EBE R PP ITTE BT MG R LY R B LR % 100193)

# E 20092010 4FFJ[AL 4 Yy % I 4% 1 4% Apolygus lucorum (Meyer-Diir) 175 1) 53415 7 K FCA AR A
BT THIFSE . S5RFRI], 5 ih  H 25 () 4340 AL 5 RN B O, MM R T E AR 1.6 ki R REHLI 1,
UNTEMR L 6 B — M S IR0 s G 5 i B AR N [RIRI R 25 B N S R IR AR A0 5 % R B 5 Possion 43
fii o I Twao (¥)4H1 REASR 37 1 ) FH 4 1 6 A B AR B0 A 3V = (1.35/2) /D7,

KEIR GEE, TR, R, R

Spatial distribution of Apolygus lucorum in cotton fields
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Abstract We studied the spatial distribution of Apolygus lucorum ( Meyer-Diir) in cotton fields in Langfang, Hebei
Province in 2009 and 2010. The results show that the spatial distribution of adult A. lucorum usually fitted a uniform
distribution when population density was higher than 1. 6 individuals per 100 cotton plants, and changed to a clumped
distribution if the density was lower than this. The spatial distribution of A. [ucorum nymphs was clumped, whereas that of

the population as a whole approximated the Possion distribution. The formula of the optimum theoretical sampling model

constructed using Twao’ s method was N = (1.35/x)/D".
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Table 1 Spatial distribution pattern parameters of Apolygus lucorum adults in cotton fields
0 18] T (36100 £k) P S P o P PRI R R4
v ]j. Survey Population density R ) £ il eIy B izt ¥
o date  (individuals per 100 plants) x S C k I m” m”/x A
2009  7-04 1.20 0.01 0.01 0.92 -0.15 0.00 -0.07 -5.60 -0.02
7-11 1.05 0.01 0.01 0.99 -1.16  0.00 0.00 0.14 -0.01
7-18 1.26 0.01 0.02 1.49 0.03 130.36  0.50 39.96 0.11
7-25 0.98 0.01 0.01 1.24 0.04 145.00 0.25 25.53 0.17
8-03 1.30 0. 06 0.07 1.00 16.28 4.71 0.07 1. 06 0. 06
8-08 1. 65 0. 08 0.09 1.04 2.00 1.52 0.12 1.50 0. 05
8-15 1. 64 0. 08 0.08 0.92 -1.06 0.00 0. 00 0. 05 -0.05
8-22 1.33 0. 07 0.06 0.94 -1.07 0.00 0. 00 0. 06 -0.01
8-29 1. 89 0.09 0.10 1.03 3.55 1.24 0.12 1.28 0. 08
9-05 1.49 0. 07 0.08 1.07 1. 00 2.07 0.15 2.00 0.05
2010  6-28 2.20 0.11 0.13 1.16 0.71 0.87 0.27 2.41 0.04
7-10 1.62 0.08 0.10 1.27 0.30 1.79 0.35 4.36 0. 06
7-16 2.80 0.14 0.13 0.94 -2.19 0.53 0.08 0.54 -0.11
722 3.60 0.18 0.19 1.05 3.79 1.27 0.23 1.26 0.15
728 14. 50 0.73 0.73 1.01 65. 37 1.02 0.74 1.02 0.72
8-03 28.10 1.41 1.85 1.32 4.43 1.23 1.72 1.23 1. 16
8-09 18. 60 0.93 1.06 1.14 6.63 1.15 1.07 1.15 0. 87
8-18 11. 30 0.57 0.63 1.11 4.99 1.20 0.68 1.20 0. 47
8-25 7.10 0.36 0.36 1.02 21. 81 1. 05 0.37 1. 05 0.34
9-02 3.70 0.19 0.20 1.09 1.99 1.20 0.28 1. 50 0.11
907 4.20 0.21 0.19 0.90 -2.01 0.23 0.11 0. 50 -0.18
R2 REAKEBRERZEASHESHY
Table 2 Spatial distribution pattern parameters of Apolygus lucorum nymphs in cotton fields
P 8] T (36100 £k) P P o P PRI R R4
¥ & Survey Population density /7 - ) £ Vawiitl eIy B izt ¥
o date  (individuals per 100 plants) S C k I m” m”/x A
2009 704 1. 00 0.01 0.04 3.83 0.00 50. 00 2. 84 284.30 0. 64
7-11 0.90 0.01 0.01 1.33 0.03 44.33 0.34 37.17 0. 07
7-18 0 0 — — — — — — -
7-25 0.74 0.01 0.01 1.66 0.01 270.67 0.67 90. 50 0.15
8-03 1. 60 0.08 0.08 1.00 49.18 3.43 0.08 1.02 0.08
8-08 2.55 0.13 0.17 1.31 0.42 3.45 0.43 3.41 0.07
8-15 19. 81 0.99 1.18 1.20 5.05 1.20 1.19 1.20 0.92
822 2.92 0.15 0.17 1.16 0.90 2.14 0.31 2.11 0.04
8-29 1.37 0.07 0.09 1.25 0.27 4.85 0.32 4. 68 0. 06
9-05 1.81 0.09 0.10 1.15 0. 60 2.76 0.24 2.67 0.03
2010  6-28 3.50 0.18 0.29 1.63 0.28 4.7 0.81 4.62 0.14
7-10 3.15 0.16 0.20 1.26 0.62 1.07 0.41 2.62 0. 06
7-16 4.90 0.25 0.47 1.91 0.27 4.76 1. 15 4.70 0.21
722 42.80 2.14 3.40 1.59 3.64 1.27 2.73 1.27 0.13
728 63.40 3.17 5.34 1.68 4. 64 1.21 3.85 1.22 2.85
8-03 35.40 1.77 1.91 1.08 22.93 1.04 1.85 1.04 0.02
8-09 28.20 1.41 1.15 0.81 -7.58 0.87 1.22 0.87 -1.33
8-18 31.00 1.55 2.37 1.53 2.93 1.34 2.08 1.34 1.15
825 16.90 0.85 0.90 1.06 14.15 1.07 0.90 1.07 0.82
902 8. 00 0.40 0.55 1.37 1.10 1.77 0.77 1.91 0.25
9.7 4.70 0.24 0.41 1.76 0.31 3.89 1.00 4.25 0.17
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Table 3 Spatial distribution pattern parameters of Apolygus lucorum ( adults and nymphs) in cotton fields
0 18] U (/100 #£) VA P o P PRI R R4
Year Survey Population density - ¢ EX04 At ET2 AN B Ei= 7 B
date  (individuals per 100 plants) C k I m” m”/x A
2009  7-04 2.20 0.02 0.05 2.22 0.02 9.09 1.24 56.29 0.28
7-11 1. 95 0.02 0.02 1.14 0.14 8.53 0.16 7.96 0.03
7-18 1.26 0.01 0.02 1.49 0.03 130.36  0.50 39.96 0.11
725 1.72 0.02 0.02 1.41 0.04 89.23 0.43 24.96 0. 093
8-03 2.89 0.14 0.16 1.12 1.21 2.81 0.26 1.82 0.08
8-08 4.20 0.21 0.25 1.17 1.21 1. 84 0.38 1.83 0.12
8-15 21.45 1.07 1.25 1.17 6.41 1.16 1.24 1.16 0.95
822 4.25 0.21 0.24 1.13 1.69 1. 60 0.34 1.59 0.15
8-29 3.26 0.16 0.19 1.17 0.95 2.03 0.33 2.05 0.04
9-05 3.30 0.16 0.17 1.03 4.83 1.21 0.20 1.21 0.14
2010  6-28 5.70 0.29 0.43 1.49 0.58 2.76 0.78 2.73 0.36
7-10 4.717 0.24 0.30 1.27 0. 87 0. 87 0.51 2.14 0. 06
7-16 7.70 0.39 0.60 1.56 0. 69 2.46 0.94 2.45 0.13
722 46. 40 2.32 3.72  1.60 3.86 1.26 2.92 1.26 1.91
728 77.90 3.90 5.87 1.51 7.67 1.13 4.40 1.13 3.64
8-03 63.50 3.18 4.16 1.31 10. 28 1.10 3.48 1.10 0.07
8-09 46. 80 2.34 2.36 1.01 338.40 1.00 2.35 1. 00 2.33
8-18 42.30 2.12 2.87 1.36 5.96 1.17 2.47 1.17 1. 84
8-25 24.00 1.20 1.30 1.08 14.93 1.07 1.28 1.07 1. 14
9-02 11.70 0.59 1.11  1.90 0.65 2.42 1.48 2.54 0.20
9-07 8.90 0.45 0.56 1.26 1. 68 1.48 0.71 1.59 0.31
x4 HEKEBRMEESHELY
Table 4 The optimum sampling number of Apolygus lucorum in cotton fields
FoVFiRZE LEEWEF R E (AR HE) Population density of A. lucorum (individuals per 100 plants)
Allowable
error 1 5 10 15 20 25 30 40 50 100
0.05 54 000 10 800 5 400 3 600 2 700 2 160 1 800 1350 1 080 540
0.1 13 500 2 700 1350 900 675 540 450 338 270 135
0.15 6 000 1200 600 400 300 240 200 150 120 60
0.2 3375 675 338 225 169 135 113 84 68 34
0.3 1 500 300 150 100 75 60 50 38 30 15
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