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A review of the principles and application of spatial analysis by
distance indices (SADIE)
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Abstract SADIE (Spatial analysis by distance indices) is a methodology and software for the exploratory analysis of spatial
patterns. SADIE has been applied extensively since it was invented in 1995, especially in entomology. However, it has almost
never been presented in the Chinese literature. The cornerstone of SADIE is distance to regularity, which is the basis for spatial
randomness testing and association measurement. This article presents the algorithm for calculation of distance to regularity
and the principles of spatial randomness testing, association measurement, and the red-blue plot for visualization of patchiness
in detail. Methodologies for the diagnostics of aggregation, including IAF (initial and final) plot and EDF (empirical
distribution function) plot are also included. Comparisons between SADIE and other traditional methods, and a review of the
application of SADIE, are also provided.

Key words spatial pattern; distance to regularity; distance to crowding; aggregation index; cluster index; red-blue plot

DOI: 10.7679/j.issn.2095-1353.2026.052

g b, HT/MEJT (Quadrat ) THECEE
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Iwao Y M*-m [BIJH%: | Taylor %30 . Lo-m [9]
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2024 ). FE%H Echinocnemus squameus ( 2 1F &
4, 2024 ) SERHAAS [E)AE JRy o AR 2Ly 1 2
FREARYHS )7 2209 g (g iR C=S"/m,
Hoep S 2, m NYME), FEARMH/IMES Y
AEFRAE R, PRI HZE SR H R X A A0 = o
FER R, AR A A B, AT A
THOLT ZE M RAN 3, Perry 55 (1996) %%
o PR ] B 491 AR R 10 BH [ 8, 2k BIURE 1Y)
AL A B B R8O {0, 0, 1, 1, 2, 2,
2,2,3,3, 5, WERAIMER RS, w1s
SR MIARS A (BERLST A ) 458, (HNEDU
T DA e 3 T BH S A IR AT A
AT 6 AS/INEE TS THECEUIE {0, 1, 4, 56, 484,
4095}, FHAs [ RHES) AT RS2 o8 A BEALAY .
SADIE ( Spatial analysis by distance indices )
BT TR X /INEE 5 T BCE S T & 1 23 Al A% Jm) B2
W, Bk T ERR G A B . SADIE
LT 1995 44 (Perry, 1995), J&ok XIF R
T —3K R4 iy% 4 SADIE ® ( Perry et al., 1996 ),
Winder 4 (2019 ) %I SADIE Ff F 1% 52517
TE, 4R EW 1995-2017 4F, fli | SADIE
B SCEC R RO . R E N AE T

A SADIE( Dong et al., 2020; Jing et al., 2022 ),
{AFE TR SCSCER TR AR A I, AHSCECRH S il e iR
Mo HMRA LEXT SADIE HIEAE—N 4, Lh
£ B N WF 58 & 5 % . SADIE i F 45 3R 45 4K
( Index of aggregation ) >k & Hr 2 [ JAEM:, il
23 (8] BRFE 8 ( Spatial association index ) 3k
JE S (B DGR o A SCAEA A X A8 B A
2, RIG/4 SADIE WA R ZALLI K SADIE
HHA T LR . R A A5 R R FnT
SADIE 5| A T B 4% ( Distance to regularity )
MMES . BI5IFE B2 SADIE By, RiASe
MNE BRI EITEAT, KI5/ 41 SADIE
el A B A R B R R A AR R TR A, LA
Q)R 235 SR AT ] ARAR A0 fa] o 2 [R) AR =X R A 7
HENZWT, BG4 T SADIE 1R 13 SRR
B R IGEAR

1 SADIE £BEHEHE X
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Fig. 1 Study area and its Voronoi diagram
A, BIFEIXBIRFERATE, BT ECT R izt s BR8] SADIEShell V2.0 F 4 B8 22 1 5
B. X A (B R A1 deldir 2 IR 20 i O i 141
A. Sampling unit, digits represent counts built-in data in SADIEShell V2.0;
B. A voronoi diagram of the data in Fig. 1A, plotting with R package deldir.
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TrEHE, (ARSI T BE RGP ET  BEALE I 2T,
SADIE i A% I TRt , RO/
Jrh RN e E AT, doeT il
K%L (Incidence ) S RIRFEE ( Severity )o ik
KERBERIIA], SR/ Ve B O 45
BE, SR 7R O 2] 7 2 ) A S 2 A8 SR 58 4 R
(3%57), BRAE (o) RTFFFA/IMETR R
¥ () M/MER A RIT ( Donor unit ) ]
B R B 2 R BN TR /NRE [ 2 R B
JG (Receiver unit) o ARA N —HHA T H
1) & L B0RS B WIPLE A2 (K BT e 2 SADIE SR HUAY
RIS B BB B 2N, XA R/ RS SR
BIURUE B AIFE B P DL B A0 R B R e/ N
“BRSAT, WX AR R A, B
B A X R

1.2 BAESHITE

Perry (1995) DAZE#IEHL 6 146HE (2 ft)
FHBREY 6 A/ IEET5 A ke it B g AT BR B i 15
J ARTAEAS/IME DT I B 2, 1,
2, 4, 5, 10, WZGARLIHE, BA/METT
WSO I Ol 4 X AEAR A Sy S B A HE E
B D = {(1x4)+[(1x5)+ (3x4) +(2x3)]}x2 =54 ,
FE WL () /NRE Ty S B BE DL B HE, R HE—
W, HHE—IK DE, &J5R1 D W FHERY
BB B SRR FEAG T HA 6 MEJr
PITEOLT , A 719 FEHET 2, AAlREeHR
R, AESEBRR I, FEECE 2, iR E
HER B E I — S HOR I E . IN7E epiphy A7,
BOAFEHER BN 100 ¥,

FEWF ST LA AR Dl 2k S BRIRURE
M SE PR TR 1 B 5 24— 28 SADIE #R{4-fiff
#5583 ( Transportation algorithm ) 2145 55
Z~)#E B ( Kennington and Helgason, 1980 ), #f4k
FRIENLE (x;,p,),i=1,--,n AR, JEfE
R S BRI AT ST DX N 1 HA A, fof A IXCI
YIS PERG N T e Bk ] b 3 RN S A 1]
[ bR, AnAT A AT R T E R, S TAE
FIEH 4 AT ARER 53010 (0,0),(0, 4),(1, 4),
(1,0), Hrho<4<1., YHEEsirass, #

AT, DME s 5 i A5 RIS S TR
AEFR

MR — R TR oA
JSH VR B i EEER ( Voronoi tessellation, HLFRAE
R% it 1&l Voronoi diagram, #k F1] be 7 HE fix
Dirichlet tessellation ), 4~ 3CH' L SADIEShell
V2.0 T EA B A (B 1: A), [ R A
deldir IR Z iniEiRE (K 1: B), 728
IR 5 AT SR D RE, SADIE 84 H R H B &
Sugihara & Iri (%53 ( Sugihara and Iri, 1994 ), ¥
B HTTIIN EFRN—A “H A% ( Generator )7
KRB i T I XI5 B n D208,
BRI N — 2N . XHE—k, — P4
BLAR 19 22 308 T AT 7 B i AR S P B B A
B HAth AR R AR I S R

W E AR S B A E . — M E
B BT AL B T AR SE A E R BTG |, IFaE
XF A48 T DT HREEA T INACHE BAE R/ 2Z ) i 22
75 BEAE P, B SJE  BTRK B L SRS A AR
Z LRI R B Bian, a7 et g
AR IE BRI AR (x50, ) =10 q , RN
v AR IR B K R 1, =1,,q ,
LEA W AR T BN S BT AR AR R (L), e

q q q q
=203 I =Dy 1D, AR
j=l J=l j=1 =

UE T A LA B LA e () SR TR I 5 |, Sz B I 2
HAEGR AR IR, # 1 R DRSS Ja 1 “ 52 g
YERMBCE#E AT IMBLE 5 X BT A A A % 3l
SR HEAT, XAk, HA A AR IH A
M AR R AL E . B Bh)E, MR,
HERP I Z I ST .
o =0 R PO A U Y S AT HES) R A K F
T R4S (Degree of regularity ), FRifEfE
n 2 W TH R Z 8] A S AR S 2 NP AT 4
TE B — R fER B ARERT, ERAERT =2
[EJARZEHAT . — HARBHARIE, DS BRIk
S, SR B0 RO R, A AR
YA E R R AL E (Xps ¥ =leno
WA i MIMAR R ITTINLE R (0, ), EA n D
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T, B j A Z AR BITN E R (x, ), =
Loy . MRS BB dj =) (5 —x)* +0;—3,)° -
FB AR ), WA RRTT i BT 52
R B 5T 7 P 5 tH BE B ( Average distance of

j __b _
qu "oz WﬁD—Zi:Di
J
WA EAR B SRR
X2 AT j, BT AR TR d
5d M, HEMS AR,
1.3 FEEREBEYEREBEY

FEWF 5T XIS BE LI n A ST A 5, 2
FIX B S B SIME B Drango BFUMLt TR S
K, 13E] S Dianas HH R A/INF 1 ESE
{EIFRAR R D, WIAETERENLT Ho BT
BT, — SR RENMEN P =R/S o TR
HEHRAE P, < 0.025, MIAT IR 85 (ML
1), HEZ&RME (BERE ), WRMRMA
P, > 0975, WIATDHEAFREE, HHEZRIEH
i ZE I S 53 A B A BRI o X FROBUER A 36 FH 4
FE S R A S R AL 1 f2 2 R B ( Perry, 1998;
Huling and McGraw, 2025 ). 24 R=79, §= 80 i},
P,=0.988, MM e 5%KF LAF1E B 35 1
515340 o

WS A Drana WA N E,, W] 5E L—4~5E
RIS 1, =D/ E, o SRR LA K/ IRHE
REBRE, L=1, WL L<l, 55010,
L>1, RE M. T FER I, SADIE &1t
H—/ BT (Distance to crowding ) F5%%,
FRHA Jao

1.4 TEBRAMKNTT E

XL BAST, SADIE 53— MRk fL i o i

YT ( Clustering index ) vi:;ljio R

i‘c

outflow ) A d; =

m

2

[F]’ Yc _ k=1
m

, ARERAE m YCBENLE RS

>ldy |

A (o) B4 hEEE; Y, ="=lm , AR
m AL HE B TT (X, y0) B4R 3R
B, Y AR LI fE 0 - Y% R R, B/
Yo GXHERE, WS TIra RS ITH Y,
FF A . S5 XA RTT v, 1 AL, SADIE
X ZARBATTRE L vie v BIFF S HIE, 1 v, FFS
Rt REEE v, KT 1.5, ATHERIT i (VT
P (Patch ); v;/NF - 1.5, BWEYIC i i T
BEHZ [l 4ERE (Gap ); | v, |#E3E T 1 MR ERE
BEMLEIC, T ZE RN, XAEIE 1.5 AnTH
TXPREBRE W IEXKR (Perry ef al., 1999 ).
JRRA WA, H—, A v Ay AR I
AHII , K AN R F— s —fE b
v R vy P8R i 1L ) 300 2R R/ IR T 08 4 v
HITHEH o

BT MR B REX Z R T v R,
AR P e B A TR (18 20 A,
PR — B H LT i PR B e 2, B 2K A
( Red-blue plot ) ( Perry et al., 1999 ), £tk
R, W5 OACEREERR . i B HAhmy A, £rigiEl
P AT 22 A EE R (20 B ). SF{HZM A
S E S EmE—F, LB NH T NI
He, ZemnndH oM aIp .

1.5 ZER KRS E S5 4T

Al 2 P22 ( Diagnostic plots ) e
Bhras A 5B —2KEFRN U4 (Initial
and final, IAF ) [, BIFHZ B okt & L% 5l
T WA A bR 07 55 e 2 R ok
(Bl 3: A) K3 (A) HREBERKERK,
AR, HAB Ty e, D B2 [ A R SR 4R
X5 1=1.122, P,=0.261 6 H—%, fnf ks
B, WA, BB, WU )
R

9 K N & 89 4 A %R 4 ( Empirical
distribution function, EDF ) K, EDF X414~ Y,
AAEINE HE R , S8 5 R HREHLAL S i 30 B LUAH
[ RRAEE, [RIBSAavT AR B L DA R A Rk
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BENLALIS Y, (619 95% i (A 2.5%F
97.5%43 i % ) (18 3. B ), EDF il it H e Ui
(B 2% 5 1A 2B (H 2ok X BEHORE BEAR R AR TE M .
SN2 M 3>k A BEMLAS S A 301284, FEAEAT AT
(B AT 95% 482k, W] 9720 2 o AEAE BE B

O3 o XA BT T4 Dk e 1o B G E
HRE A . IR, X B AT s

PR B 208 T BA SR E (Perry et al,
1999 ), XFF Y15, SINEAE G fE 7 ) Lok
T 5% L4 2 2 A [H] B 1) s 25 5 .

A . ) ® B
@ PIERUE
7500+ o ‘. Et Eabari 7500t /e Interpolated index
. . . Absolute index 20
o o w0
o 0O 15 o
5000 o O 20 5000}
~ ° 0o O s ~ R
° o .O SR Absolute index
g o oo.) . IJElldex threshold ° ?3
2500 + ° O O e >15 2500+ ® 15
® ©° Q. 0° | —1_.15~51.5 @ 20
% o °® N ®:;
ob o, ° . . . oL %" . . . .
0 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 0 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000
x X
B2 4I3EE (A) FnZEEZE (B), {5 SADIEShell V2.0 B##9%#E, M R & epiphy &%l
Fig. 2 Red-blue plot (A) and isocline plot (B), using the data built-in SADIEShell V2.0
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Fig. 3 IAF plot (A) and EDF plot (B)
Kl A S0 B R R BUARIT, 20 B SRR Z AR T
B T2l Y OIINE, AL N BEPLS AR (SFE1HE ).
In Fig. A, solid circles represent donor units while empty circles for receptor units; In Fig. B, solid lines
represent the observed Y; while dotted lines for expected values (means) after randomnization.
SRR, SADIEShell V2.0 FFARMEREHL  MERTHREME, X5 LKL 1 (=1.122), P,
IR 5% 95% MM K. A RE2 T 23 0.25 (=0.261 6 ) AH—2L. /4 SADIE [1f

SR K BEDLAL S 3508 (1 3. B), B AL
172 PATTIINE S50 B E AL (Fk<8), i
1/4 PRITHOLIIE /N FHAEEME, 3T 1/4 PAITAY

F [ 5 H TAF [ H1 EDF |80 8% 2% X ( Perry,
1995; Perry et al., 1999 ), (HIESZPRN HH, B>
AWFFEE XA
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2 SADIE g XEEEE

SADIE 4t 17—~ Jm B 2 ) Sk 1
TR RN B A 2 Perry T 1996 4F
TE5 20 Jm E R R AR 2 B4R Y (Perry,
1996 ), {1 SADIE f#I2R HI B9 ATk A IR K
JaiBRTE . 2002 4F Perry HEH T —ANH 7k, 15
FT)ZRH. SADIE 3T PR R 4G4
P e M ¥ e VA Sl Y =R (DL IS DR R
(B BBV D — A 42 JRy 25 (8] G5 % ( Overall
index of spatial association ) ( Perry and Dixon,
2002 ),

SADIE {75 [A] SR B 7 2 2 MR R,
XN S RAE L (AN XAy BEHCATE R ) 43531
via Ml vip, A BIEED AR g0 T go, WIFATT Kk
F18) Jo 8 2 TR IRy

Xk =1V =)V, —43) /

\/Z(Vkl _‘11)22(‘%2 _‘12)2 ’
k k
LIRS X =Y 7 /0

ALE A BRI X 1 5 M T
i, BV 45 LK AR KB TAR A3 144 45 2 2
T, AEIBEHLICE X IF SO IS, H0%0
S 471 W T 7 DA S 1 R R
{26 P T BRI 1 Xoana 195 BOR A
PR ST BT E R R I
VI 7, BRGS0, 502 R
ST AR T 5, SRR BT
T 190 o -2 AT REIE, Horl M WAL
BEARHY /N I S T A B TR F
1/ =3)/(1—3) KM, BEHLACK 0 b e
LB 7

3 SADIE £REHHAES TS

SADIE fBGE T SE XA | A I E R
FORBIBESE IR, SRAVET RE S o 7EIX il
TROL T, Pl N 25 VK B DR A, n
M 0.050 Jdi/NA 0.025 ( Corley et al., 2007 ),

IR g g B ARG, R3S SADIE J7

PATEAARNN 1L, Ay, AR H A2 AR B0 a) AH Xt
B SE I, 34857 B TR0 4 X e 07 19 52 1)
( Xu and Madden, 2003, 2004 ), Hi15& v; )51k
TR X TR 98500 B AL A B 1 500
H% ( Xu and Madden, 2005 )., Kk, —14~ v,
A BN R LA Hh A — e O B AT O
A B 5Tk, BE4h, SADIE tRXf v,
ORI B WU ES R 2 L e D B8
BORJEZ AL, LiZE (2012) 42 T—ASH R
FEH

Xof A —ANHURE s, , TG R A LIS A2 Ik
Bt , AT om WEHE, SRR b BE ALk
( Randomization ), TERFIRKENLILHT, ELPRER
FHwhG R (28, A - 1 A
HUHAEIR T HE - 1 ANERE S . ARG TR m ik
BEMLIL G B S B ¥ E, & X D=

[Di +§:Di,kJ/(m +1), Hr Dy Rk RBENLE

i
JE RIS IR AR T E R, S b
THEUER BRI v, = D,/ Dy 0wy 9 X
w, R TIBE, AT RATHEESS k IRBEMLAL)S i 1Y
B R CHHEER A T H IR A ):

i =Dy I Do wp Cuy ) Sy, (v ) —FERYHE
TITET XS A BATTIN S 1, X 1 A2 A BT oy
T o AR ZAAET X T —A e BB s E BT A
BEHLAL (LRI B ) 1)~ F- X (E 1 LR 1.0,

m m
u; +Zui,k D, +2Di,k
Bla, =—2=L—=— =L -1 RBKE
m+1 (m+1)D;

GEit 2 I E A BENLAL RN . ke, XA
O RO IR T AR X AR T RO 22 18] 25 (8] 4k S7
PRI B AL I B RS, — 420 R L A
A b — AR b TR SRy 780 1 ] BT sl
B ok .

XHEE— AU L, FRATAT RUHSAR R mt
ANREARE: 1 A WIE Cu, ), m AN
BEDLALEEHE Cuyp Do X m+1 ASFISERFEENK
FUNER, ST XIS m+1 B
HE o MPELRSSE, WERIIN A D; HEES &
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B, ALk /(m+1) R BEWKT, w B3
KFAE Ho LA T IR X B Hy A
AR R AR o R, Wi mT AKX w; 1) 18 25 Mkt
TTRESS o Xy A 56 5 B[] B

4 SADIE 5HfFxrItbE:

A A X ) ik T A3 PR, R
ST RIGETHHEWT . SRR, SRR BSE
T, s m Sz mIE (50) /. “me5]” CHE
7)) BEKER . AR TR, BUE
AR EE: . BUER I B S e — 1 —1
EEHIAZS A, XU (EFR A FE4L (Index ).
PRSI SR FH A 22 ) 2 ) bR 50K 3R 7 25 [ i A
Ko GETHE W FH 25 8] 5 R ok 4 A 25 ) s X
SADIE J& T#REMES M ik h i EUE L S5
ks

TG 53 AT J7 12 SOAT AR 48 LA s S A R Bk
PN =R TR BT/ R T A T
o BT AN TN HAEE F W ( Szmyt,
2014), W WHSRETPIZRIT . fER BUEEsE T,
FET/NE W AR RN T T N TR
TREE W EN D, X 5 B Ui rh g =3
() 2 R B DA OC o X BRAR T BOREA | H - 1Y
WL, AT AL ARSE X3 i RS AR IR — > Ak b

(xpy yi), RXEBLIAG 2 A7 [ 5 s . (A
B R (B2 ) EMERR, RS
MK—A~ A, HRRE T/ IME D7 R Ge i Hoh B He iy
4 (Count ), R HIE G/ IMEIT THHEUE 51T 1
SkeAiliid 2z 6] AR, SADIE J& Tk k.

ST A HEA 2R (x, y) %S
&, H UL A Clark-Evan #5844 ( Clark
and Evans, 1954 ) . Hopkins-Skellam #§ #{

( Hopkins and Skellam, 1954 ), #iIT4BE Y
M EREL (G R (Diggle, 1979). ZSBRER%L

( F BR%0) (Hansen et al., 1999 ) F1 J pR%X ( van
Lieshout and Baddeley, 1996 ) %5, X265 :0164
AR EIE RS, S 12 ) o5 =z H) % a) B AR =X

( Spacing pattern ) ( Baddeley et al., 2016 ), 73—
FEEL TR B 1Y 7 R T A ONE E bR 22 ] Y R
B, O X SE B B Y R AR 5341 pR BOR A A AR

=, % WA K PR Ripley’s K-function X Ripley,
1976 ) FIBCXAHCPREL (O-ring GEitHt ), EAT]
AT LR Bl e PR B s i R ey IR AR
TRA 2 ( Wiegand and Moloney, 2004 ), /N7
T AN BE ] T2 TRE R B Al i .
4825 B 7 R A R N T AR S SR R AR

( Liebhold et al., 1993 ). {HA5 5 bk £l fiff % 2L 1
At , HEO R — R XN AR T 254
FARGRE A5 o XEF/NEE T TR, e AR
S E AL TR 0 B9EE , Hge T2 i s
RIFAL . MG Moran’s 1 ( Moran,
1950 ). Geary’s ¢ ( Geary, 1954 ) b &fdi FHZE2E
PEEE . A8 5 pRECRN Moran’s T 4347 19 /2 T 2P
B2 XA B i, X A A Iy 23 8] B 2 A
IEREAS 2Z [0) 1 J 1 LU AR AR 22 ] B AR o HE e
T R g — A R 2 25 A A . 4/
TR 0, HEUERCRES, ] 48
St PRAICRN 25 (8] 3 AH GBI SE o (HACR LT AN
SADIE, #i41, Sciarretta 2 (2010 ) fiff 53R ZEMH
Ll P b i 1 25 TR 2C i IA Ry, 78 K BRI AL S
PR 0 REBR TR AN RN |« HERRAI 2 JEE X
771, SADIE [WRCREAR T HUGE 1210 7 o
AR, AT E R S B R e A s 2L, RS
i} SADIE #43#7 ( Winder et al., 2019), 4N
Reay-Jones 55 (2019 ) WFFEARALHE - i 15 1 %5 ]
FECHT, IR AR AR 4G 0 R S, THA AT B
FREUNDVIL AR5 15 H DL 100, U4, ¥ NDVI
¥ BT ERORE, S TS M. Jing 5§

(2022 ) 3 EROR R MFE U, AR K/
14 25 [ 4 Jay LA BB AR /N5 32 78 7 i 22 () 1Y) 3
(] SR

ER, XS MBS UL, B —Fh I IA AR

A HARFRRYE, K Lss & 27 kit rmss
JE—NAHEERE (Perry er al, 2006 ). 4N
Ghahramani 55 (2019 ) WP B 15 i i | %
Je KT 25 o34 B ORI R, A AR S5 ROk
WF5E s (8] [ AH G, SR X GE T2 A 45 2R Ad
SADIE %, le Roux il McGeoch (2008 ) F
ANKEJ5 TR YRR ) I o B B 61T SADIE 3
Br, #RJ5VL SADIE F84CH N AR 5, IR T
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RFRREAS L, N LA MR R B 3 A
{4 ( Stress-gradident hypothesis, SGH ), SADIE
] L5 23 (0] 5% SR 40 #r ( Spatial point pattern
analysis, SPPA ) 455 li]. SADIE #2{t4)mR
JE FRZSAkS )R, T SPPA RN [A]#E B R |
M zs A% Ry, 8 PSS & A AT 8 I RUR
(Jing et al, 2022; S KRB, 2023), R4
SADIE 24t 4 JJ R (28 (a8 ey, (HaX Fp 4
SRR SE AR TS X e i e, B RO AR
F o e SoULR B b A28 SR S R4 RO B Y
gERE AR (Jing et al., 2022),

T SADIE SEBr Lt & ROEMKHEIAY, Shi
S5 (2024 ) LAIBARER A BLG, DIASIREA R 18O
R 5E IR, G55 SCEMA A 5EAN A R
JE T BRRAROR (1) 52 TR 5 2 ROR T Ak X355 1Y)
23 (A1 Jmy (SRAEISI/ERL ) DL B AR B b 7
B AR B (BEBR/AB ) Z AL AR

5 SADIE 89

SADIE JA7ER AR RPRE T2
M o PR A FE R . R, DL BEA
IE R PR R . ok F LR 102 4~ B s
R, WM EKEE Ostrinia furnacalis FIHkEEEE
Conogethes punctiferalis /)7 2016 1 2017
EHRPERRIA (Dong et al., 2020 ), Park 5

(2018) 5T THEE 5 Fpad b3 dUi 23 [l
A, 458 R Cnaphalocrocis medinalis Fl
Mythimma separata 3% 8 H A [F] 1) 0 AL,
Laodelphax striatellus FIFHALEL B4 4R 25 18] 43
A13 BEFHAE M o5RT B ] AN TR AN [R) o 30 4k
SADIE #{ H T3S ¥ Anthonomus eugenii

( Adeleye et al., 2024 ), SIFRRH Scyphophorus
acupunctatus ( Acosta- Guadarrama et al., 2024 )
FIMNR . Endoclita excrescens ( Jing et al., 2022 )
235 [A)A% Jm 5

SADIE 3 FH B S A THE B 7 4, T
Tillman 4% (2009 ) e JH BB AIALE X AR
AT THG{E, SRS 1] SADIE BF9Y T R
W% Nezara viridula F1¥8Y% Euschistus servus 1F 6
Hpp A - AeAe SOl by s A=, R AVES

T, B R LR A E N — AT .
Shayestehmehr 2§ ( 2021 ) XJ3E R &M, Cydia
pomonella 75 [5G, FIH T UMEGER
R es ) Delta JEARER 4% HMERK )4k, BT
SADIE J&4T/INETFEdiE 1y, R /INRE Ty i )
M B AT A A o X RRAR R B gk U, AT
DLB BRI AVE— /M (ATARAEA B iC i)
BE ), WA X ) o3 A% . s L
IINEET B A oy RIS T R4, H/E Rl 4y
PR A, g S B (R AR, 2023 ),
FEIFFE X830 o3 B/ INEE T B, 7 AR S 3 B AN B
AR5 X S 0] 43 o an SRR B AR RN A /MR
TR Gy, s 2R ERRTE . B R
spatstat ] X AR BT IR AR 525 1 .

IS, SADIE 7EAEYN % i1 (Xu and
Madden, 2004 ). tH¥ L% ( Maestre et al.,
2003 ). sh¥A:52% ( Spiridonov et al., 2007 ).
DL R H A 19 A58 S5l &R 47 1 HH ( Winder ez al.,
2019 )., TEREWAEWI5E E, SADIE ZHT 5
PSR 5 | FEAE ] F/NRE D7 TR 3R 1 25 Tl 4
Y5 o Wk b KE Brahea armata S SL Y A=

( Wehncke et al., 2009 ), FEEEM 27 A Tristerix sp.
e | SRR DL B SR TR
( Vilches-Gomez et al., 2025 ), TEAEYIIR FE AT
SO, WA LLERI T DA, e Ak SCR
J%#¢ ( Tomato brown rugose fruit virus, TOBRFV )
A ARAE IR AT 0 A S R TR E A e
i MR THRBUE R BB, BT, 0 TR
F I PEBFIARER s B TR A BB, Bk L
%Y ( Gonzalez-Concha ef al., 2021 ), A4 HB)E
i Thecaphora frezzii 1955 258 5 KRR K-
(>20% ) s, A5 m] F 2 BUBEHLMEZS (8] 50 A 4% ) 5
M AEBAR R (<6% ) B, W2 I RS
RAEVE AR (Paredes et al., 2026 ), AJ4ft
SADIE #75# R f3——epiphy, Bt EAHYIHT TG
2EO7 T BE L . TES Y AR O T
SADIE £ FH >k B 5¢ 55 #th /N #F 5 vh 1y 48
( Spiridonov et al., 2007 ). H F 3515
( Wehncke et al., 2009 ) FIfEEL | ag4E /N T

Oligonychus punicae ( Gonzéalez-Davila et al.,
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2024 ) W RAS AR, R RS T T
SADIE #{HIRIETERIZ LR (AW
YIEZE A )E . mIEE . IR A ) AYZS [a]
#5520 ( Maestre and Cortina, 2002 ),

SADIE AME T B s [\ SR A, ik i
JEE F 2 (R DI o P D i 2 ) A7 A 2 Y 28
[&] 1F [7] B4 ( Sciarretta ef al., 2010 ), F#HORZ
B Listronotus maculicollis F) %)) HURI R HUZEBF 5
DX 355 ) S 2 DX B %) 5 ] 3 A 5 W 35 1Y) 5 () DG K
P ( McGraw and Koppenhéfer, 2010 ), JF #5515
Uilh 27 R] TF %) 25 8] JCER A 52 ) 1 3% TR i 0 g
2550 ( Huling and McGraw, 2025 ),

6 ERHIREX

SADIE #5471 &l FORTAN 5 75 4 5 11 .
HETR) AR AR MEFR ] . 72 Winder 45 (2019) &
# T (Rethinking Ecology ) i I3, LIAk
FSAFHIE R A% T 0217 T Windows F- 519 7
AAFAL, S350

SADIEShell V2.0, FJTHHEERIEEL 1, L1
FEE v vy, DLROCHR IR AR . B BEAE L —1
Al TR AT SO “cluster.data”

N_AShell V1.0, XJ x0T 9 0 SR G KA
FIFHEOCHAE R X

AssocBatchSetup01, 481t 2 MEHEERT,
AL YA BT A R B =2 1 Y DI o

AssocExtractor060 V0.6, 7 #2H0f1 5 el o
WEHE U SCfF, T SadieShell FEk i
cluster.dat SCf4 .

ClusterShell V1.0, J# i SADIE £L /34
T A BEHAE T RN ] B AR AR AR . L H AR E
T A BT E Dy SR AR B SR A IX 0Ok 2 1)
0T A B SESR BT AR B AR T o 1A 7 i AR R ]
AL TRk A I ERT, SRR, K
AR 0 Z 8] DL B SRR 5 2 [ e /MR S

Red-Blue Batch Runner V1.0, &% ] A#fT
KB )2 [ o Hr i i H I RR T o — ey oMl
FH SADIEShell.,

Results Collector V0.61, $2Hf & 84T
AR X A A

XK R ETFHMIREE R, H R @
epiphy A BESE Jyfli—2L, % R ALA{HAT IR
SADIE #5%k, A LIH5E Li 55 (2012) 42110
Li-Madden-Xu $840, LI S22l 215 .

T ] SADIE if /2 epiphy, fii AK(E
ST AT AL bR A g, ATl FH BRI S B, 5 AERA
AT E
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