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The structure and dynamics of the predatory arthropod communi-

ties in different resistant variety rice fields

ZHOU Qiang,ZHANG Gu-Ren.ZHANG Wen-Qing,GU De-Xiang «institute of Entomology &
State Aey Laboratory for Bioconirol . Zhongshan University . Guangehon  510273.Ching)

Abstract: The structure and dynamics of the predatory arthroped communities were analyzed,.in the paddy
fields of varicus resistant rice varieties. The dominant predator spectes were massed when the resistance of
variety was increased. Resistance of vanewy gave hitle effects to the siructure of predatory commumities. In
paddy fields of medial resistant rice varieties,the coordination effects between resistant rice varieties and
predator communtties were found. Not only were the mitial and total densities of predators higher than
those of strong or susceptible varieties.but also the species diversity,abundance .and evennesses of preda-
tory arthroped communities were tended to rise.
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Table 4 Diversities and evennesses of predatory arthroped communltles in different time at three samples { Dinghu
19953
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