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FE A FEMRXBRBEEMXRFENRNE , BRI TFARRXBRXBFENXRARERSEUELFES
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Impacts of mass-flowering plants on the abundance of natural
enemies of arthropod pests in greenhouses in Northern China

FU Xue' YE Le-Fu?” HAN Xin-Hua' SHAO Hong-Tao' LV Jun'

(1. College of Agricultural Resource and Environment, HeiLongjiang University, Harbin 150086, China;
2. College of Agriculture, Northeast Agricultural University, Harbin 150030, China)

Abstract [Objectives] To determine whether mass-flowering plants in greenhouses in cold regions provide nutrition for
adult insects is an important issue related to the effective control of arthropod pests. [Methods] The planting structure,
species of flying adult insects captured on sticky card traps, influence of planting ratio (mass-flowering plants to other species)
on pest abundance and parasitoid abundance were investigated in three independent, large, glass greenhouses in a suburb of
Harbin city (Latitude 45°N) in 2010-2011. Predator abundance and the relationship between parasitoids and predators and
between pest abundance and diversity were analyzed using linear regression models. [Results] The results show that, at least
in Northern China, higher ratios of mass-flowering plants can increase the biodiversity of pests and suppress outbreaks of
specific pest species in greenhouses. Monocultures of specific mass-flowering plants can, however, also lead to serious pest
infestation, and fewer parasitoids and predators. Parasitoids and predators responded to environmental conditions in a similar
way, except that predators, which are typically larger than parasitoids, were more sensitive to crop management, especially

chemical spraying. [Conclusion] This study provides primary information to inform the choice of plants for “bio-control

* REWE  BRTIEBHETREBRMRIE (12511404 )
*BWAEE , E-mail: lefu.ye@gmail.com
W B : 2013-12-10 , BEZ BH : 2013-12-23
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engineering” of open fields. The methods used can also provide early warning of the invasion of exotic organisms and global

change in arthropod biodiversity.

Key words glass greenhouse, cold area, mass-flower plant, predator, parasitoid, bio-diversity

EER, EPESHE®RX (MEBRTIE
%), AEEE T ALEFEA T EETREIN
KAMARMCRBREEATRRANE> (A8
#2008 ), BIFIZBH A MBIZRIPHES
KU FEFHNRESF, BERFAETERHS
¥& . B 18 ( Dendranthema morifolium ), XTT
B8 2 ( Phalaenopsis
sp. v — @4 ( Euporbia pulcherrima ), R*=Z&

( Asparagus setaceus ).

( Pelargonium hortorum ), ¥& & 4 ( Petunia
hybrida ). #B% ( Malus spectabilis ) &, BERA
BES  EEKX,BRE/D, KBRS  BRZKHYE
TE AN RAREEENERTE  Bifte
NEAERREMRTEKEENRKR BERLF
BiRER ,BRUEAZTRSHEMEGE D B
Tr-NKRE  HEHR , ZENHE  BREK
R ; ARNETEEYZ  BEEEREBAENRR
RERQJISEBNEAERFEAEERK ( THR
% ,2002 ) FEIRE , KX, MEKR, HEZE
EXRNREASENRXRTEFTEH B
( Agromyzidae ), i, ¥t ( Pseudococcidae )
¥R ( Aphididae ). R ( Curculionidae ). &5
( Thripidae ) &, Lt XEFRBE R R E
B, ( Bemisia tabaci ). 16815 ( Frankliniella
intonsa ) FMREF ( Myzus persicae ) ; B S E K
FXKEEEFFEAERRBEXBNNKESR ;
EEHMXNEHE, X, BERE ( Opogona

sacchari Y& ( EAEE ,2006 ; futth DB R ,

2007 ; KBRS , 2007 ) BRIAMBERZL
%R BE (BEBWE Taeurodes
vaporariorum MM E ), BHiI8  E83%E 7

SREREEEAERE EREANTENTRE
B (BB AMEEEK , 2005 ; %, 2011 ).
AR ERHAERNERM T ERFEEIEE
( Integrated pest management ) B3, , BIBAK
WEAE., MEARMEMBIANE |, HWUMLER
B HPbZASEEEE MV  BRKEE
RE-Zilal, AF5EREERTERG
t, MR ELEBAMR ( EEZSR , 2008 )

AE-ELEYRY, EYWERANRA | R
RER  BEERREER , BIEWE  SFEF
AEEMXE ( B ( Chrysopidae ), HHR
( Coccinellidae ), B ¥F48( Syrphidae ), B#KZE ),
FEMRR ( FEE, FLERE ) REBRMEAR
REHITHE RBBETINFELERBEBAR
SAHBEKX, MEZ, ERAEE K EFTENEY
AR S EREEEN N (KERE 2007 )
ERLNTFEMEXREEE ( Ichneunmonidae ),

/N ( Chalcidoidea ), 8% ( Opius sp. ) Fo

EEFXOEHAE ., HAR, AR, EFE.
k#E, EREELTARERNYRMNE , =—
REEMzAR, THRE (2007) WHARKIAAA
TN 3 /N& ( Encarsia formosa ) B 15 &SR
BREABARREL 95.6%. B, ERHH
BEMXHRENR, RFR, Bin, H%EF. X¥
AEEHZE BN HENERTEFRT
P, NRBANSEEEER, MABERXR
BEAEREE TS HIIRM 0 F BN R
( Rodolia cardinalis ) MBHERLLER ( Rodolia
rufopilosa ) BF/AMB AN RR , tEHUR
( Coccinella septempunctate ) %) B fX BB 38
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BREEMT (ERE , 2004 ), ZHPIBEIHE,
FRERMEERFEISER (KEZ,1992) B
PFRHUYBRBERER HRERFEHER,
RH, BE., H# ( Cicadellidae ). %] E%E
B, WAERANKRHR  BLHR—ETH
& 100~1 000 3k ( BHTEK |, 2004 )} H{ARIIR
ENEARARRTEEXE WEHEEAREHER
ERARENEESBZ—.

BEBREENRALRS ,—REFELS
RELFNENTHFEY  EBHRIEYETH
BB ), 1675 HEY) 25 9 X0 16 HE ¥ K X0 - AE
PIF R (KEE , 2008 ) FRAEMEEER
MR RFERERELRAENER F—R
ERHRAMERELEFTIECELAEWEENE
HEENENEEE, EEDRRERENHE
REEDEBRBETCH REEENFTEENEY
FEHRMEXRBNERRY , ERNTELRME
E YA RLEREE  EREREYT , &
B TRCTREY IER ( RELE 2013 )

EBRETEVYNVEMBHEGEUNETE
ERGMEEENRRABN EXLERENREK
ERBEETRE  MUEREDREZSHER
SHTETAKBEMFRH|TERIAE (RK
#2002 ) BREEREFTIELEENES , #
MBEPRY LN KRERMBETE EERN
TERAZ-RXEREWAENRZIME
R BRITEFRHEYRIR BITEH I ER KR
Y ( KTCHEY ) XTRZ , RBREZRDWEE
EREARY Rt T RERENRBEST
T T AR KRR A B Zh B o

BIRGRE HHRBLIHXERLRER
. BAETR, TRREMMTE (XHE ) REY
D OMBREARCEYRENETENERRE

BRHFER A TRENE MmN ERERE
ERNITRHEMEEREHSERI

1 #MR5RE
11 BEEASHMRE

FERRED (db4 45° ) KRBREREKEER
ERARNIKHREAFEERE , ELBEE IEFK
SFERNBETERHAMNRANKE. CXFBEENE
MEVRE. BE. XBRRBRER.

12 BEAHFETHRXABSHMAE

FEIREHY 3 NMEAFIERE , TEEERMR
B 10~15 cm BREHRER , F 15m’ EE—HR,
EHREER SR TR ER L& E R
RANHE. BRBERRFMER I FERL
RBRREER SEW HERRRNFERE ,
HEMENAER , REARLECRBRHEEED
i ERTEREENEIN CRESCEMNNETE
NEY) EERR A SKGE,

13 BiEFH S

131 EESHMBEXEEMEASERILGHE
RICAEY LE R =R IEAEY B 3 & PR B/ £ 8

EF B EIRE,

(FTABHERRITZRTK Y 2mx15m)
132 EFHMEABELEMSH A Excel BRH
HEXTERHAERREXRROMERE | Fr8
HEE. BERTIQARNUTERFARFHERNY
MEZE (YR )( S ), Berger-Parker (LB E S
¥( D ),Shannon-Wiener Z# 4 1E%( H' ) ,Pielou
WSS (E ), Simpson SRR (C )

(1) E—YE9 L5 E A Berger-Parker {8

BEREKR D RE,
D= Ni/ Nt
NP N AE YO NEKE |, v IETY



1 # I E% BEAATBEYNXBFERHEZIHENTE 117

*qJE"J/P'MS/E\@o
D=0.1 B, REEF ; 0.05<D<0.10 B ,
EREM ; 0.01<D<0.05 RER# ; D £ 0.001<

D<0.01 , R{BAFh :0.0001<D<0.001 , HFEDFH ;

D<0.0001 7 ZE WL fh,

( 2) Shannon-Wiener ZHMIER ( /')
H': -Z P,-lnPl-
Pi: i’li/N

X n, AETE i MM NEE ;N AP
B, PABRTE i IMESTRESRHILLHI,
(3) Pielou WIIEMER (E)
E=H/H,,=H'//InS
A : A Shannon-Wiener ZHMIERR |, .0
N HHWHRKE,
(4 ) Simpson 1EK

C=1-Y(P)"
NP CHEZHRZIHEMRER P ABEEFR Y
i MEFT & BB L5,

(5) BEDH : A Excel RERBSDHTE
HERMEFENXR FELEXBFESHR
HRHEMEEZRXR,

(6)HXHEEFM : 5 P<0.05 BIEE ;
P<0.01 AIREE,

2 ZERE59H
21 BEEAZHEMN

£2010F2011 FWPAELRBHPRBRETR
BEN=HAREBEZEhE Mt 157 RE

TBHISE. TEEH , TEAFETHRLEH
BHARRE : 2010 F , BEH ( Petunia hybrida ).
¥R ( Malus spectabilis ). 7BH B IKTE ( Pilea
nummulariifollia Y& FER B = ( Chlorophytum
comosum ) N 7 ARBRERFANRE T ; EFE
4. BE., BS ( Fragaria ananassa ) 1 8 B
BB BEEFFBENIABHNRLE T,
2011 7 AR M AL LB ( Neottopteris
nidus )\ 2B A ( Spathiphyllum floribundum ).
RES, BEERBZNBE ;10 AMEENR
BHMANESER. BFESF. FEA. —RLINF
ERERBZ; 12 ANBRENLBHM IR
( Rhododendron simsii ), —m4l. SEBKRHM
BEERBE(R1 ) HPREY( BHRK )
BEEES K REZ%  BX K EENKE®
( Anigozanthos flavidus ), et TETL BB 1T
BHRE,

BEFARBAENRBECHATEIAKEN
PEHRUE BIFRBFEFHNAGEETR
FHZSHEMBERIEK 2 FiR. 2011 7 AR
ZEMWTLFF Shannon-Wiener ZHMIEH. Pielou
I SIS Simpson ZHMEHRENES ;
2010 SN2 8 A MENIERES.

#1 BERHEFCRFAEHENYMHREERER (D
Table 1 Dominance index of flower plant species in green house at different investigating times

= ) ﬂ B

Flower scientific name Family Genus

VLB ERB(D)
2010 &

Dominance index of
plant species (D) 2010

MHREBEREKWD)
2011 &

Dominance index of
plant species (D) 2011
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78 8 A 9 A

78 108 128

July Aug. Sep. July Oct. Dec.
S H-A = EER A
A Rk = A MR 0.125 009  / / 0.038  0.025
Pilea nummulariifollia Urticaceae Pilea
ALy N AL,
RER B#H RERR / 0.068 0093  / / /
Hedera nepalensis Araliaceae Hedera
woE BRH HETE ) o eoss
Coleus blumei Lamiaceae Coleus
(A KA o e S 1y
REM= SEEM SEER / 0.019  0.027 0.056 0.063 0.058
Ipomoea lobata Gesneriaceae Antirrhinum
=t Az
BFERMZ N B
Chlorophytum AHEM ZER 0.108 0.032  0.022 0.148 0.108 0.101
Araceae Chlorophytum
comosum
K S K
RER FILEM RERR 0.036 0.033  0.023 / / /
Pelargonium hortorum Geraniaceae Pelargonium
_oy 2
b <1 RER RHR / / / /0065 0277
Euporbia pulcherrima Euphorbiaceae Euphorbia
N X N -+
AR Gt FRE 0.323 0.299 0.205 0.108 / /
Malus spectabilis Rosaceae Malus
23 1 (Table 1 continued)
MR E (D) MRS ERERD)
2010 F 2011
RHEEWH ) B Dominance index of Dominance index of
Flower scientific name Family Genus plant species (D) 2010 plant species (D) 2011
7R 8 A 9A 7R 10R 12R
July Aug. Sep. July Oct. Dec.
55 a5 SER / 0112 0044 / /
Fragaria ananassa Rosaceae Fragaria
ARG HERSTER HETE 0.004 / / / /0326
Rhododendron simsii Ericaceae Rhododendron
S =
B i BRETR 0.404 0.340 0.583 0.19  0.213 /
Petunia hybrida Solanaceae Petunia
ol = N kg
aE PN BERRE / / 0.003 / / /
Sinocrassula indica Crassulaceae Echeveria
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5K HRATH LA / / /0205 023 0213
Neottopteris nidus Aspleniaceae Neottopteris
£
&EA AEEH BT / / /064 0184
Spathiphyllum Araceae Spathiphvilum ' ’
Sfloribundum pArpry
2359 B ER BEEE / / / 0.08 / /
Adiantum capillus Adiantaceae Adiantum

*2 ARIAEHREEEEFSHEEEY
Table 2 Diversity index of flower varieties in green house at different investigating times

2010 2011
7R 8 A 9A 7H 10 A 12 R
July Aug. Sep. July Oct. Dec.
NHERE (9 6 8 8 8 7 6
Species abundance (S)
. =
Shannon-Wiener %38 (H') 1374 1.681 1.284 1.970 1.814 1538
Shannon-Wiener index (H")
- .
Piclou fj9 GHEIEH (£) 0.767 0.808 0.617 0.948 0.932 0.859
Pielou’s evenness index (E)
s z.
Simpson ZREREE (O) 0.704 0.766 0.606 0.849 0.824 0.757
Simpson’s diversity index (C)
3 hrLra= < = [ N . N
22 BERFTHEINIE N B8 & Y% 48R ( Syrphidae ) B R ot &

mE IR, RELEPRRRTRME  (Aslidee ), HBREMIUR  KERNESD
WEEhRAEREETF 2MNOE , L3I B ( Chrysopidae ) AR KN Mk BER |

/m ==

7R, RERHEEEN ARSERER WE  HRIBHER,

*3 REUHFRHRETRAEHBEHORBERE (D
Table 3 Dominance index of insect family on green house flowers at different investigating times

WAL B EEH(D) 2010 F M ERB(D) 2011 £
N Dominance index of Dominance index of
B # plant species (D) 2010 plant species (D) 2011
Order Family
7H 8 A 9A 7R 10 A 12 A
July Aug. Sep. July Oct. Sep.
REH W o <0.0001 <0.0001 0.0001 / 0.0011 /
Hymenoptera Ichneumonidae

# R Braconidae 0.0001 0.0005 0.0003 0.0010 0.0017 /
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/N8Bl Chalalcididae 0.0022 0.00936  0.0043 0.0478 0.0405 0.0299
/88 Rl Aphelinidae  0.0018 0.0246 0.0212 0.0235 0.0645 <0.0001
B &} Formicidae / / / <0.0001 <0.0001 /
48R} Calliphoridae <0.0001 0.0006 0.0004 0.0006 0.0016 0.0003
38 8 Muscidae 0.0001 0.0011 0.0003 0.1035 0.0055 0.0021
1% Culicidae <0.0001 0.0011 0.0009 0.0003 0.0019 <0.0001
?}.E B i8R Agromyzidae 0.0066 0.0478 0.0419 0.0134 0.0153 0.0017
1ptera
AREE MRl Sciaridae 0.0198 0.2015 0.1115 0.3462 0.0798 0.2499
R UFER} Syrphidae / / / <0.0001 0.0005 /
BHICH Aslidae / / / / <0.0001 /
R Aphididae 0.0006 0.0028 0.0049 0.0045 0.0354 0.0004
FE I #87 Cicadellidae <0.0001 / / 0.0008 0.0006 <0.0001
Homoptera ¥ AR Aleyrodidae 0.9303 0.5423 0.6692 0.4086 0.6439 0.6313
k&R Delphacidae / / / / <0.0001 /
4
28H 0.0379 0.1629 0.1433 0.0432 0.0997 0.0834
Thysanoptera
B3R 0.0001 0.0035 0.0008 0.0048 0.0028 0.0007
Lepidoptera
#EH 0.00010 0.0017 0.0002 0.0010 0.0034 <0.0001
Coleoptera
¥EH <0.0001 0 0 0.0002 0.0004 /
Hemiptera
MR R Chrysopidae / / / / 0.0002 /
Neuroptera
¥k B <0.0001 0.0002 0.0008 0.0004 0.0010 0.0002
Araneida

ERENIED EHERNLBERBEE
FHNABTRMAETL. SHEEXR  FER
H ¥ BB ( Aleyrodidae ) ERNBERFHEBRM
EHER , BEENE D ARNEAR W ENR
( Cecidomyiidae ) EREBE LRSS, KREHR
RHEEENBRE AFEERREDE N/NER
( Chalalcididae ) F4F/N#& %} ( Aphelinidae ) &
NER LR RAEPRERHEEMBERS
WEl 4 NEAREE . REE RZENEAE
XN BN MEEBSBE MRS B 90% A
E (&3

BREFTEFOHFIEAGRERFERNT

KNHBENAERREITE BEFEBAEREER
EAETRMRARNSHEMER , 2010 F 7 B
B 2011 F 10 AORIXEA Shannon-Wiener
ZHMERSRS | 2010 F 7 BH XK Pielou
FI M IEEA Simpson ZHMIERES ;2011
F 7 AHBERHERM Shannon-Wiener ZH#
M Simpson ZHEMEFHIIRNES , 2010
FEHM Pielou WIIIHERERS (K4 )
E=HRENEAETRIBEVIANRER
FIERERRERHEEN , EE—XAEF ,
2010 F 7 AOBERS , HEKER 2 000 ZR
R REET 9000 Z2R/EMR LEBERE
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FeE EBEMARENNAEBHER, REQNE
HEFRBREPEERFINHEENEESE
RRFHHERA , ERFRETLFR (B 1:
A EXHEDRYP , FEMRHUAGTEERE
H/ph Bl N ERER SN 2010
FNLRAEPEREBERK (<5 L/ER),
2011 5 2 RFEXRIY , NEE (DR ) M
g (T NER ) ERTIESE (Y 25K/

B, 2REERERL 235 L/8E R ), 2BED
B ERFERD( <l k/ER ) KB EER)
Mg (SR ) BEE/LURBEEPIL TR
BAkFE(E1:B) EREIRP , BXBEY
ABEFENENIBPHERIRK( <1 L/ER)
2011 5% 2 RAEHERS , UHKIE , &
w7ig, A, EnAKtRrmXRAERESE X
MW(E1:C)

F 4 AREIAEREIRELFAERNKEEZ FFIERE
Table 4 Diversity indices of arthropod pests and natural enemies on green house flowers at different investigating times

2010 2011
;) 8 A 9A 7R 10 A 12 A
July Aug. Sep. July Oct. Dec.
Shannon-Wiener $&3 (') 0.884 0699  0.663 0746 0883  0.043
Shannon-Wiener index (H")
. = =
R Pielouw IHERH (£) 0550 0434 0412 0416 0402  0.039
Pielou evenness index (E)
Natural enemy
Simpson SRR (O) 0.538 0425 0345 0465 0518  0.014
Simpson’s diversity index (C)
Shannon-Wiener &3 (H') 0308  1.160 0970 1256  1.061  0.933
Shannon-Wiener index (H')
, o
=g Piclou S9GMHEB () 0.120 0508 0421 0464 0374  0.364
Pielou evenness index (E)
Pest
Simpson SRAEIRH (O) 0.125 0610 0491  0.651 0458  0.510

Simpson’s diversity index (C)
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3000 - A —&— i Leaf miner —0O— 51 Mushroom fly
—&— MM EL Tobacco whitefly —>¢— #ij T Thrip
2000 | —¥— Igf 1 Aphid
1000
g 0
-
”Jé 1 2 3 4 5 6
—ﬂé 12 - B —e— M} Ladybird —O— &k Spider
=
= —&— FBFHE Hover fly —X— Hil% Lacewing fly
g 08 | —x— friud Robber fly
£
S
o
2
£ o4t
=
=
£
<
- 0.0
X 1 2 3 4 5 6
it
H
60 ~C —— A% Large wasp
—0— 1 KI#% Medium wasp
40 —&— /NS4 Small wasp
—>¢— #/NEE Tiny wasp
20
0 0
1 2 3 4 5 6
JEFFYCBL Observation times

1 EERERAFHRERE (M) (A, FEMXH (B) RERMRE (C) #E;S

Fig. 1 Population dynamics of major arthropod pest groups (or species) (A), parasitoid natural enemy (B)

and predator natural enemy (C)

JURBRERERBLEERA , 1 BREKRE
EYEREHRE (D 10% ), 2 SERELHEF
R (A30%),3 5BELHES (& 50% )( B
2:A); EREFERN32:19:1(BE2:B),
FEMRREFEER 44151 (B 2:C),

HRMRHREFEERT7:33:1(B2:D), H
E=HBENDAEREL , | SFEES 3
EXERK , 25FEEF.

4 MEEERE=HRBEENFEHHE
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¥

b (%)

RO (HAR)
Abundance of insect (number / trap)
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0.3
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. 4 o

s404  lesed bobe
I 2 3

il % ¥ 5 Greenhouse number

2 ZREMEXREEYERLS (A, FERFEE
(B). HEMXE (C) MFEMEXEEE (D)
Fig. 2 Ratio of planting acreage for mass flower plants
(A), pest abundance (B), abundance of parasitoid
natural enemies (C) and abundance of predator
natural enemies (D) in all green houses for
both years (2010-2011)

2100 ¢ W B Leaf miner
§ 1800 B 4K E Tobacco whitefly
% B #ij Thrip
21500 -
s O %1 Aphid
=35
o g 1200 G
— 23
P
: i 900 |
H s
o 600
2
3
2 300 |
=}
<
0 S 1 ]

i35 ¥ 5 Greenhouse number

3 REJLM () MBERNTEHFEE
Fig. 3 Average abundance of several dominant
arthropod pests in green house

23 mERAF. FR. XBHEXES R

231 HEHX RAVES/IHNETEERK
ENHEXMEINORSR RABEBESERE
WEFEMX (P<005), SRVEANKEEE
IEABR ( P<0.05 ), 5&H18HY Pearson FHXIEE
7 0337 ( P<0.05 ), SELIBH Kendall }HXIE
B Spearman HXIEE D 517 0.218 ( P<0.05)
F0.313 ( P<0.05 )
BHAETEEREFEERRBENHEMS
RBBENEXESTOR IR EFRBE ,
FTRAENEAXETE , KSBHIFHMEX
NERBESFTEAXBBENEEEX , RF
2011 £ 10 ANERBESHRMRRIEEM
X (P<0.05)% 1 5REZE 2010 F 8 AR 9 AKX
® 2011 FHW7 AN 10 A RENERBESTE
HRBHBBEZFIEMEX 2 5RBEE2010F 8 A
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M2011 89 10 FRAENZRABEEFEURY ENMENRCHBTEZRX EREFEMRHK
HEEZIEMEX 3SRERE 2011 F£7 A RAEN WESHEUECEANMEXMELRS ( Spearman X
ERHESTFEMRRBEBEZFERX, BB 0355 )

232 ZHMERHEX RBHASHMEEREE

B, RHSHUEHNEIEITOR TR,

#5 HAUESNHEIEZTHREMEXSN
Table 5 Correlation analysis between abundances of flower and several major insect pests

C’fﬁ*ﬁ?ﬂ ERHH 'E*L”*f B T’@:* 2 g R

orrelation €a obacco . .

coefficient Pest abundance miner Mushroom fly whitefly Thrip Aphid

wHAHE Pearson 0.706" 0.337" 0.076 0.702" 0.207 -0.073
Flower . . .

abundance Kendall 0.351 0.139 0218 0.445 0.06 0.06

T RTHEXEE , P<0.05, FTRAL
* indicate significant difference at 0.05 levels. The same below.

®6 A TETHHESFTEUXRBESNMHAEXRBBEMHEXSHN
Table 6 Correlation analysis between abundances of several major insect pests and parasitoid natural enemies
(or predator natural enemies)

HXRE ERRESTFEMERBHBE ERHEEHAMRBENE
BESH Correlation Abundances of insect pests and Abundances of insect pests and
Greenhouse coefficient parasitoid natural enemies predator natural enemies
number
2010-2011 7 B July 8 A Aug. 9 A Sep. 7 A July 8 A Aug. 9 A Sep.
Pearson —-0.263 0.402° 0.275 —0.101 0.037 -0.12
! Kendall —-0.166 0.212 0.296" 0.066 0.027 —0.109
Spearman -0.229 0.253 0.406" 0.079 0.033 —-0.143
Pearson -0.06 0.677" 0.228 -0.269 -0.168 0.145
2 Kendall —-0.022 0.532" 0.246 —0.218 —0.146 0.105
Spearman -0.04 0.729" 0.316 -0.262 —0.184 0.133
Pearson 0.251 -0.276 -0.074 —0.112 / —0.244
3 Kendall 0.224 -0.207 —-0.08 —0.056 / —0.231
Spearman 0.32 -0.296 -0.097 -0.067 / -0.278
2010-2011 7 B July 10 A Oct. 12 A Dec. 7 B Jul. 10 A Oct. 12 A Dec.
Pearson 0.799" 0.768" 0.251 0.038 0.307 —-0.107
1 Kendall 0.684" 0.559" -0.027 0.122 0.346 ~0.006
Spearman 0.824" 0.749" -0.046 0.146 0.458" -0.011

2 Pearson 0.184 0.428" 0.053 —0.058 -0.035 —0.204
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Kendall 0.038 0.277" 0.142 —-0.027 0.082 -0.205

Spearman 0.046 0.385" 0.199 —-0.032 0.097 —-0.247
Pearson 0.483" 0.133 0.01 0.164 0.346 /
3 Kendall 0.402" 0.223 0.028 0.169 0.112 /
Spearman 0.599" 0.332 0.029 0.203 0.136 /

RT EHASHMEER. XS HEEHREXST

Table 7 Correlation analysis between diversity indices of flower and pest (or natural enemy)

HXRHK EHEER =hExH EREHFEMREY EREHBEMRE
Correlation Flower and Pest and parasitoid natural ~ Pest and predator natural
. Pest and natural enemy . .
coefficient pest enemies enemies
Pearson 0.329 0.273 0.271 0.144
Kendall 0.175 0.242 0.29 0.099
Spearman 0.27 0.292 0.355 0.124

233 AEAXBEFHXRE MHXITHRA ( re KT o B B AT BB
4), & 18 RBUAEHR , FEMRKAFESH

BAMAHEE GRS —E2 NS M EMRE
(»=0.0165x - 0.0148 , P<0.01 )

KARRERE | SEEERROEERE
2853 SREROEEME ; RO NBEYH
BE (M1 SEE), ERNSHEERERE
XA EENEE (W3 S8BT ) EAL
(%8) REBEAE , £ 18 RMIFEH
IV | SREWE 4 XML S RBESR 228
T S RAET 3 SRENE S KBERR
MANGUANBRER  FERRREER
 EHREISEREEIRNREE (&Y A1 SR
0 50 1000 150200250 e s g (§ %), =& (RABEARND

AAEERTCERE (FUH) ) fE LTI

Abundance of parasitoid natural enemies
(number / sticky trap)

FHEHERBCERE (R4
Abundance of predator natural

enemies (number / sticky trap)

B4 FEUXBEHEMRBFEXR
Fig. 4 Regression analysis between abundances of
parasitoid and predator

234 EHEHMEREEMNXRE MEXINX
B(EAS), 18X AEF , ERFESN
EHEIHMERRE FESSHEMCZAZNE
EZM AR (y=- 3891.4x+5207.1 , P<0.01 )
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TR R R

Shannon-Wiener diversity index

5 BENERMERE (FH) HNESHMESFEEMXER
Fig. 5 Regression analysis between diversity index and
abundance of herbivore insects (pests) in green houses

*8 BLREFHBERBMNSHMIEL
Table 8 Shannon Wiener index of arthropod pests in
greenhouses

;B % F 5 Greenhouse number

BRERK

Shannon
Wiener index 1 2 3

SEE
Range

0.13-1.77  0.40-1.41  0.55-1.50

BEREE
Mean+SD

1.10+£0.54  0.98+0.39  0.97+0.33

3 i it
31 EMHEEEEASEEES

FIAEMEMFBEBEER LA RIEEH
MEFEE—ET  BEALRFHED , BN
HiEY M S EES KA B ER— B
BEAREIRRAIS UNHEN I ENEE
MM MERPUEEINERE , AT
BENTEEmRM KTCEDHLE —ELBFER
BKF,

LS BB RT THER EYRZEEE
RE—BXDO , BEEAEEKENERR
B, NEHANERTH LA , EEANHZFIZE
BT ORMIEFHFETREIER LEYE

RENEBHZBAKRNARE L ERIEN
EQNZENEEFRENE BRBEENNGE
RERARRSE T KAAEEZBELEE EEKH
H1EMD .
32 EMWHEERERREMNEES
BERAESRFERNBMNTRBEESRY
RERIZUKRD BXENERMERENERHN
A RAERIAWBERFATRBERAE
BE, EE, ERRER X/LFERERHN
RENRBE , EEHE , ZTEERHY  BF
FHEYSZ REANERERATHNEIEZT R
K (KERE 6 2007 ; HiZ , 2008 ) BRER
BHEXNEA KRN TEE BEERARE ,
BEFERENER. A LFHHEHRETEES
BXMERRREN YRR ERLASTRY
R, BH  ARAELRINEH R - ERRETR
FERPHEST HABEEHRZZELH
EH.REARNAEXLEEREECLT2HEY
ARFEAR TREEHIACLZRXEBHNESH
NAMREBUXRN, XUBTRBERHELE
ETeeS —KELERAPAEZR,
33 EHWFBEEAYHRELENER
BENRBFERD UEZBNTFEEN
E (PMERTFNERZAER ), BREANR
PERIERINRRLHN  HEBHR  kEE
BRI R KNG E BEREHREMERE A
HHENSEERBRRBNEHEELIE BHR
MRBBEBRALBRIEKTE XAESREER
EWIHBREEX  fINBRERBINMMRK ,
SZEIB R R , #HHBREENTE , ATEER
e B b 2 B A B HR A9 REBGE IR R RE R B iR &
B BRI FTNMEAN T T R E AL

2
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BMRBORMEESTNFEEREK (r K
EMBMELEFR )

3.4 FMFEHEEXEEWNERZERTIE

AN KB ERMNERNERSE
BR AR RAVESTHEBREEE
Mx  RABELS  EREHMES Hpx
EhENABESIEN, ERBBEFEMERK
MBBEEEEX K MEHRMERHELMX
ROXAEEH — SR ERBRENFELERHK
MEBEEERARRABREN TR NE, IER#HE
ENEEFHXLEREBRERG(BEARR
3 XN EEMERBHOEIEERSX BREMEXBN
ERARELUMN N FEERREFNRERM
XN HERMERRER ;X H P — R R
BXRBEFRFH, EREOFENRELENE
1 BBE (&RX)M3ISRE (&), XthE
BEACENRS LA —REREEREOF
EHBEERLRE -3

ETREBENRCEDLLEAREL M4
BR(NE )FHIASEEXRRNEFEN , &
MR AW EYZFNEEX S ( LI HHE
) ALERAB AR RS NERRAES ),
EREENREZSIRFNES BEXBZX
MEIHEERRE7TXMEE BX L WI0H
EYNERELCERABRRESESMLRE
EX-H AENFTERENRRBEEREN
EREURARAFENEYTEHRERZNE
FIERN .

Bugh: BERRETRMERE  BETERS
BEZo RERERBBERSA TR,
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