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FZE W E 2 el f) A AR A M 93 v kS B BRI, R T AR AN [ A 35 2 R RS 2 2 el R T VR S5 4 22 SR R 2 R
PEAEAR, T 2011 4F 3 73 43—2011 4F 10 H 0y, i FIAR I AR R Gtk s 3 FhoAS [] 24 28 256 Bl 1) Wi e 7 L5 2 AR PR 04T 1 3
A, FURRW (1) 3 TR el W v 2H B« 3 SIS 286 Pl R R AR P 7E R R i B B B A R i b 3 R B A LA
5, s TP R R, ELAEY R RO A RO e W 22 5, A BLORBE AR IR BL R 3 Fh ISR el i) I 35 e, Bk ik
BE BB SRR LR RS R T 10%, (2) SRR YR SRR 2T 0T 25 RS2 I A LS Bl SRR A % 1) 1
B R PR AR R YR A R BRI Y 50 B2 18 M0 R TG 7 2 D R 2 e 3 2 el e A, Lk B R K
(P<0.05) , (3) ZICKUE e RFEW A B Il SRV 2 155 5 308 25k el 22 S O, I 7 2% el 505 30 25 el W ok o 7 201 i
ZESEH/IN 33 BT Bl A9 255 DA BRI 75 A (AR50 Wy A B S Ay b 2 AR PR 0 PR O 2 ) BE R B v Tk LR BN HIL
AW Z  TCAFZRENZ il Ak b fe b, Wik 09 D RERERAE R B, 76 =i 2 bel 45 ) sk /b | T S BRI A sk . (4) AN
PR 2GR e, DGR A B 2 M 52 2% (AR /INHER S 2 ) RS R T 8 R 2 ol 80ae 1 23 Pl /NSO B3 3 17
el b A TG E T W] Sk B R 2 AR B A W ) M A BRI A R SRS DPTEA RAR I AR AR AR R T A HILS
el i gk R R R 2 RE T S R T R A RGO T Y i R
SRR R s A IR AR A O S Wk BT 2 R 2 REE

Effects of different habitats and management on the spider communities in

tea plantations

XING Shuwen,ZHU Hui,MA Ruijun,DU Yingqing,SUN Yanjie,ZHA Guangcai
School of Life Science and Food Technology ,Hanshan Normal University , Chaozhou 521041, China

Abstract: Spiders play an important role in ecological management and biological control in tea plantations. To better
understand differences in the community structure and species diversity in different tea plantations with different habitats
and management, three types of tea gardens, i.e., organic, pollution—free, and common gardens, were investigated using
vibration and sieving methods to collect falling spiders. A total of 16952 spider specimens that belong to 75 species, 68
genera, and 21 families were collected; 47.72% (20 families and 67 genera) of 8089 specimens were collected from the
organic tea garden; 29.60% (20 families and 54 genera) of 5017 specimens, pollution—free tea garden; and 18.10% (18
families and 47 genera) of 3068 specimens, common tea garden. The order of the spider community composition and
individuals, from high to low, was as follows: organic tea garden, pollution—free tea garden, and common tea garden. The

differences in species diversity and individual numbers were significant among the three types of tea gardens. Clubionidae
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and Lycosidae were the dominant taxa, and species dominance in Theridiidae, Salticidae, Lycosidae, and Linyphiidae was
greater than 10%. The multiple analysis results showed that individual number, species number, species diversity index,
species richness index, and evenness index of the spider community were higher in the organic tea garden than in the
pollution—free and common tea gardens; the common tea garden showed the lowest values ( P<0.05). Multivariate data
analysis showed that the obvious differences in spider community composition between the organic tea garden and common
tea garden were large; however, the differences between the pollution—free tea garden and common tea garden were few. In
the three types of tea gardens, individual number, species number, species diversity index, richness index, and evenness
index were higher in the tea bushes than on the surface, and the order was as follows; organic tea garden, pollution—free tea
garden, and common tea garden. Less netting spiders and more wandering spiders were found in the three types of tea
plantations. Without the use of chemical pesticides in tea gardens, the complex surrounding habitat and rich vegetation
(bamboo, small shrubs, and weeds) could increase species and individual numbers of hunting spiders in tea bushes and
the ground, forming an effective buffer zone to improve the microclimate environment and to increase soil surface coverage
significantly. In conclusion, the species number and community diversity in organic tea gardens with fine ecological
conditions and low human disturbance are obviously higher than those in common tea plantations with a damaged ecosystem

and high human disturbance.
Key Words: Tea plantation; Habitat condition; Management style; Spider; Community structure; Biodiversity

LA AN E SR G TR 4 v 2 77 AN i s el O ELIR S0t FH Ak 27 AR 25 | SR ) FAR AL, AR
SECE RS BEAY2E  A AR PR B 7 IR 0 HL | K 2 e PR T e MR R 24 5k B R AR, A BT
W AE S bl AR S R G AR 22 B R, 2 A 2R bl HORE, X Ak b 22 A R B B R IE R TR
BUAE 252 el 3 i Jy T R A EE B D) R, XA/ NS 88 ( Empoasca vitis ) EAARER I EE I X450
WG (Myllocerinus aurolineatus) 25 — X 5k ( Toxoptera aurantii ) BRI} B\ ( Aleurocanthus spiniferus ) J 25 gk
ARy st B Al BLAT R R TR T R, SR A T R o R DA ey ST TG T e f R A A
AR R S B AL A R K S R T TR L2 — . 24P, il S b B a3 dUlok i fa | [
P2 2 AL SR PR R BB AR P e S SR A T A A s i O R EA T T REEMBEGE . A
EAMHEZE 90 ARAR FRIEIAS X AL MR AN SS R 3R A3 A5 11 STl R AR S A5 A e bk R A R
P e e 2L R i e ik 22 R ST 0 A5 D T T K e SRR M AR S A R P ik R B T T e Y
SO SR E BEE 1B, RN (R PR BT A% AR Sy 0T 25k el W ik A 7 45 F S 2 R R SR IR A VR S
A5 P PRBE AR (Y DG 2R, W20 AL 8 7l ) 428 T 4 R 5% DX A 2 o A FL A o S R 1 SO S BN
B2 IX L6y T — B DORER G Z IR A RGEWETE . ASBFFELAT ZR 48 W0 M i RUBL L B AR IX 3 A [R] 26 28 1) 255 el
VEWTFERE D 47 235 el A 358 25 A4 A A8 By 2O ik 0 b 09 2 805 A REIS 400 S LR W Z2 e P 2, o3 B
2% el WA AR 7 A5 A 0 22 5, DR IR DU S DRAP SRR 5, 1) P ik S s o e 3 ) S LA B TG
L5 BT IR R 2 2% bl B BERE R O B 2 AR

1 MRFE

L1 5 IX IO

WEFEREHD AR T 2548 00 2 EL 15 9 0 JRUJBAEL V34K 250—1391 m, 4RSI 21.4°C | FEFR &0 2119.7
mm,, iR i il 39.6°C, iR AR AU -0.5C o ABFFERY A X3 A HLZR Bl | TG 2 35 2% bl 1K 25 el 3
PRI PE , BHARZY 1000 hm? LE - R BRAE AR i Bl O RUBVER AR FRABLAR BRTE 14—16 4F 2]

A B A= RUREE Y K TR, 4R 850m , 4% [l J& Fl 2 B AT ( Phylostach)@' cla) M @M IR AR
A, AR A ;E ( Gynura crepidioides) . 7 ( Dicranopteris dichotoma ( Thunb. th. ) JE R (Co E
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附注
括号内的名字更改为：Paeonia delavayi Franch.
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(Thunb.) Bernh. 斜体改为正体
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附注
革命菜，更改为：莲子草。
拉丁名更改为：Alternanthera sessilis (L.)R.Br.ex DC.


12 1] TR SC A5 AN [ A 358 4 55 A8 B NS 255 el R ATV 454 S 2 REE O 52 ) 3

melas toma) B 75 i ( Troeratum) 2R, AP RS 2, ASAATHE 2.0m, [B]EE 40em, A 55
& 51.3% AF -2 19.23°C PR (RH) 89.36, 4EFE M 0 1737.40mm, FAEHRFE 4 A N T RER 1
WG AN TR S R ARG AT HLAE 1 VK, A5 FE ANt FH A 25 S5 B R

/N2 N I VAS RYN B A B R IR 510m , 5 JE 10 o0 R TR A MR TR R A e
N ZR AR A 35 E_ ¥ ( Gold edyotis) , 7= T M AN EL ( Gnaphalium adnatum@%‘%ﬁ%*ﬁ
B, AR ECASE , A TR 2.0m, 5% 1.5m; 250 55 76.3% , -39S 24.46°C , P (RH) 86.47 ,4EF
KM N 1693.20mm , A5 FEAH4ER 4 H 6 A .8 AR 10 ARZK 4 K, JitiFH 2.5%BE 44451 35 ml 900 157
24% K Z oK 7] 35ml 900 15K ,4—6 /4%, FREH] 1 IR/4F

W AT A RURVEE R XUBE A TSR B Sk if, b 38 H e B MUY, T 4K 350m , B — 25 [l J&] [l 43 A
A0 m /N OR S e B JE T R P IR, 2% Tl A AR A D W8 R B ( Paederia scandens@%fﬂ‘%%%
(Alternanthera philoxeroides@’{ﬁ?ﬁo et AP, 28T HE 1.5m, A5 35 69.32% , 4534/l 26.18C
SEEREE (RH) 81.47 A VYRR o0 1748.20mm , S Pl BRAESRAS 10 WK, MEBRHEF] 1 W R 2.5% 3K 446 TR
35 ml 900 15 M 24% K 22 oK 3] 35ml 900 5% , 12— 14 W/ 4F  BREEF] 2 ¥,
1.2 HESSHIk
1.2.1  HUFERTE]

2011 4F 3—10 A4y % 3 i R A= 55 20 50 0 2% el e e v A7 0 2, g ) DL 1k, T A sl i) R B Y
20—25 H, FRACRAE T L IR VE AR R 7R AL Wk
1.2.2 FEHiZE

AT G SRR 2% Bl g A= B 28 R S B ORI, ZE 0 5% IX Bk sk 43 3 P AS [ A 455 28 10 4% #1245 el
(R HLAR B TG 3 25 el R0 38 25 el ) VR R F e X G 1> A 1 2 el 5% 6 JBCHE 4RI L 2 il A K 5 B el
Ve a A ke, 36 15 PR A kR . AR I FRAE 2 0.3—0.5hm® , BEHE]#E 25 478 350m DL b, 7R EEH
K APPATBRER T, BB 5 D EATEEB — N AATE N P A AR A, B AR A A 10 BRASAA, TR ke R, 5

A

MR A VE A 7 1% AR KUY 10 RS AT ] WS B 3 3 U 7 W RN J2 | SR R 7 19X o o H Aol 0 5 4 31
T H R Y Wk

AN TT 1 AR EE D SRAE KUAY 10 BRZR AR ZRAT P 0l LA SRR IR 122, T TR S FIFAFT 252\ 6 I,
W EE RSSO AY IR

1.2.3 ARARALBSG %EE

FEBEFE RUR A AR AT R MIRARAS | 23 W EE TR B AT 80% HITRIAG AR AL , 43 2 M 2, 4 1] S 4
TP S TR, TR A R bR A S B R 4k A BIRE () RS E BRI A A 2 58 ST .
1.2.4 RBIER>

Z: I8 Berger-Parker AEASPLHA AR 7 K R AL SRR R 3o 5 AN55E0, BARBRIES . 24 D=0.
1 B R EFFR  F D(Dominant) %78 ;0.05<D<0.1 B} & F k& F, ] A( Abundant) %75 ;0.01 <D<0.05 i M5
LA, FH F(Frequent) %75 ;0.001 <D<0.01 B A 4H WA, F O (Occasional ) 75 ; D<0.001 B Ry #fi 45 ok 2% UL
i, F R(Rare) &2,
1.3 Hriik

R el R T TS 1 W 22 B PE ( Diversity ) SRTIN T ik b2

1. Shannon-Wiener F8%%, A H' =- 2 P, xInP, ;

2. Pielou #5488, A E=H'/H' , Hp, H' _=InS

3. Simpson IEHFEFEE, AKX D =1-X P, Hr Pi=Ni / N

4. Margalef ¥) 45 BEF6 4. SR=(S-1) / InN
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5. Bray-Curtis HEB§ 2% Sg = (1/8) X, [1 - (| Xij- Xij 1 ) (1/Ri) ]
2, m B SERE M T SRR X SR AR SRR i ARG X, RS K ANESRE | AR
kA AR
1.4 FdRib

AR G B9 EIE R FH Microsoft office Excel (2007) Fil SPSS16.0 #EATARE

A 355 A A ] WHR Y 5 2 o KA T O3 AR T 7 ] — R ) ik b A A5 9T, RS 5 A FE b
ok B A BSORIAN KR, SR 5 K S A i A0 sk 20531 18, DA G0 1 e 1) SR B0 28 BE B0 (R B ) B,
DL BEVE R ZREEFE (1), MR E R EEHE B (SR) (Pielou YA 84 (E) Simpson (L EFEE(D) .
BOHEAT Duncan FrEWE L WEKE, B «=0.05, WERAREIESEES BEME, 2SI B0k 53 T 58
TAMRECYIANEL, e 13805 500 SRR I8 Wy Fh 240 1 45 T AR 252448 A7 1 Duncan £ 255

K AR L M 2 - 47 125 (non—metric multidimensional scaling, NMDS ) X = F1 4% [l i ik 6 % JE AT 1 4325 HE
¥, TEASCH NMDS HE7F BT i FH 5000 P2 2 A D7 ik 1) 16 3l 28 B HEJP 43 i B %6 F Sorensen ( Bray-—
Curtis ) FEECK LR MR BF IS S50 2255 0 HEF /BT 45 45 1 T Stress {H, Stress < 5, RN HEF 45 RARAS ; Stress
< 10, FIRHETF S5 FEL S ; Stress < 20, FnHEP 245 5K 14 1) ; Stress > 20, WIF R HEP 45 Fedi 22> FIAHAESH
ZICIT M A 3 P2k B MR VR S5 A 1 AR 22 52 BB BN £ 007 2 T AR 3 T B B 200 )y 22
43 M7 (Permutation based MANOVA | perMANOVA ) J&—Fh i i & 6 )7 vk K K 36 2 90 7 220 W AR S B0 17, &
HT W eSS 00T . A3 perMANOVA FH TG 3 FhAS W) 25 el ik v 6 0k | R B FEAE 2 5, IASH
HA Ry 43475 5, FH Sorensen ( Bray—Curtis) TR B perMANOVA B 25 SR DIAE 58 07 22 43 R B X
DA {6 P T il P B9 HE PP 42 PC—ORD 5.0 #4517

2 ERE5S

2.1 AFIASE 5 48 B 5K A% el e Fhf s 2 5 B0 AR

PGS T 1 iR, 3 Fh2s bl R S kAR A 15992 3k SRJE 18 Bl 62 J& 79 Fl, Horh A HLAS el
WRANMAKL 8076 3k, SR JE 18 Bl 58 J& 73 A, o5 BAMAEUN) 50.22% , i BRI B 92.41% ; To N T A% el Wik A4
Bao11 3k KR 17 B 49 J& 64 B 5 BB 30.88% , 5 AR AL 81.01% ;53 25 bl ik A % 3005
3R R 14 B 42 8 46 B, B AREN 18.90% , i BRI R 58.22% .,

FERHAKE I AR A Y 3 24 el G R S e 2 A SRR RUR IR R, 7 BB 11.11% , Hidh A
MLASHE 5 T FEARTE L SBR[, A FE Bkwk B Bk Bl |45 SRR B R B RUR SRR 43500 7 SRR 27.
78% Fll 29.41% ; 538 A5 el L 342 3 B 6% SRR RERBL AR R, (5 SURHEY 23.08% , PLEEHE E
BEETE W WA R A R A WIS 5.2.7 .4, TN EZER 5:3:6.3, Wil AEM 3:4.7.0, HLE
A HLASTE TG 2 5 A% el WA PR 7 1) 2 5 25 A 34T A T

FEJE K I BREREL  LERRL Bk BRI RH B B 2, J8 BB & T 10% 2L 1, A HLAS el ik
LA ERRZEZ 9 NE, s A £ 12 NE, AR S BRI 93.55% , oA FE X b7 B8 50 79.
03% , ¥iE A5 e 5 BB £ 67.74%

TEPIFR K I A AL T A FE A £ 9 F, s 2R e 2 27 b, 3 2RACHE BRIk R Bk Rl ARk
BRI R A Mk A i 22 WIRME A E X KT 10%, Hk SRR R OC 3B 4 i, A LR IR 9.59% , oy
FAE 9.38% FI i A5 e 8.70% , Wi A4 FRIE ULRF 2 . 7 ZR M XU LY 25% el e 9 05 44 5%

2.2 AN[AAEBE S5 Oy 2R 2% el Wk LS A S 2
ia YD ZAREPE T WA RIS B 2% el Wik i 7 B b B, W36 2 iR, 5 RSk . 3 AN R 2 AU 2% el
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12 1] TR SC A5 AN [ A 358 4 55 A8 B NS 255 el R ATV 454 S 2 REE O 52 ) 5

WRAAMAREL DR R I S FEFR AL AR TR O = & R R R B RPN A DR Bl T A4S E IR
Z B AR PER, 225 IR B B KO (P<0.05) o A LS Bel Wik AR R 3 2% bl A AR U 22 IR BOR, 5
TCA FH AR Pe ZEFE AN U B A BIL 23k el ik 1) 010 340 B AR i SR vy 1 a2 el 5 DG 3 i O T R i A
—F, ZAASFE R SRR = U B 2 el ek 2 25 el S PR IE . AHLZFE Shannon—Wiener 2 #£1:
FEEGE TICA TR 1.5 A%, & 10 FUAE BRLAY 38 25 1Y 2.40 S A HILAS Fel Wk 7 v 46 A e M4, 383
AP AR 2%

R1 THRRELTERBZEE & H N

Table 1 Composition of spider community from different kinds of tea plantation in Fenghuang Mountain , Guangdong

AR P/ ¥R ERiE N
Organic tea plantation Pollution-free tea plantation Common tea plantation
P Famiy S O A O B il T Z I ¥ 1 2
Species 1) ninance UL D nance P Dominance " nance P Dominance MEp  nance
number Number number Number number Number

ERFBL Theridiidae 10 1370 1091 13.66 9 14.06 553 11.26 7 15.22 198 6.59
Fel A} Araneidae 3 4.11 565 7.07 3 4.69 233 4.74 2 435 126 4.19
4B Linyphiidae 8 10.96 228 2.85 7 10.94 212 4.32 5 10.87 193 6.42
¥ 8} Tetragnathidae 3 4.11 377 4.72 3 4.69 390 7.94 2 4.35 131 4.36
Y%A} Hexathelidae 1 1.37 136 1.70 1 1.56 144 2.93 0 0.00 0 0.00
IHRE Agelenidae 2 2.74 301 3.77 2 3.13 265 5.40 1 2.17 132 4.39
WAL Hahniidae 1 1.37 495 6.20 1 1.56 367 7.47 1 2.17 406 13.51
BRI Salticidae 12 16.44 1102 13.80 10 15.63 513 10.45 9 19.57 263 8.75
JH7E A} Philodromidae 1 1.37 81 1.01 1 1.56 30 0.61 0 0.00 0 0.00
& JIKF} Clubionidae 3 4.11 1129 14.14 2 3.13 511 10.41 1 2.17 452 15.04
kA Oxyopidae 2 2.74 213 2.67 2 3.13 214 4.36 1 2.17 123 4.09
BEWRRL Thomisidae 7 9.59 1058 13.25 6 9.38 529 10.77 4 8.70 215 7.15
FHEWREL Gnaphosidae 2 2.74 154 1.93 2 3.13 124 2.52 2 4.35 136 4.53
TR Lycosidae 10 13.70 935 11.70 9 14.06 641 13.05 8 17.39 438 14.58
[ %} Corinnidae 3 4.11 4 0.05 2 3.13 2 0.04 0 0.00 0 0.00
KR} Miturgidae 2 2.74 61 0.76 2 313 13 0.26 1 2.17 51 1.70
K YRl Hersiliidae 1 1.37 6 0.8 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00
I kA Oonopidae 2 2.74 4 0.51 2 3.13 170 3.46 2 4.35 141 4.69
At 73 100.00 8076 100.00 64 100.00 4911 100.00 46 100.00 3005 100

M B9 %043 - %2 HE ( Dominant Order) ;>10.0%;$§§§E¥( Rich groups) :5%— 10%;'&‘%;’1J1L%E$(Frequent Order) :1%— 5% A 248 (Rare Order) :<1%

R2 AEFEMSFEZFFERY

Table 2 Community character index of spider from different plantations

SR P /A N L3 2 el

Tea plantation Organic tea plantation P()Hutlon_f,ree tea Common, tea
plantation plantation

AMA%K Individual number 1615.20+95.04a 982.20 +80.03h 601.00+54.90¢

BIFhEL Species number 57.80+3.90a 48.20+4.49h 34.00+2.74¢

ZREPEHE S Shannon—Wiener diversity index 3.51 +0.20a 2.30+0.13b 1.46+0.09¢

Y51 BE 8 BL Pielou evenness index 0.86 +0.04a 0.60+0.034b 0.42+0.03¢

e FE L Simpson dominance index 0.99+0.02a 0.98 +0.03b 0.92+0.01¢

F2 5 R Magarlef richness index 7.72+0.56a 6.83+0.68b 5.23+0.54¢

[F]—17 AR ING FRER IR 3 22 5% (P<0.05)
2.3 ARAE &AM ‘ﬁﬁﬁfiﬁfﬁﬁ/«ﬂﬂ%ﬂ%kﬁ 23 (8] 53 A ARFAE
AP ARG R A 5 A R T A8 By O R R 7 () AR R A A A AR R, AR YR
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XoF A% PARIT b 2 WA 2 11 () B3 S , A MILAS Tl | G 5 5% el RISt 3 5% el 11 s 3% 5 A5 DAk P o L0 A6 0 53108 1
1.24,1:1.27,1:1.02 , MEECHUAE R 1:1.74,1:1.43 ,1:1.29,, HHILE W, MR 09K D0 Fh B0 AR X =F B 1 R it
RN T A LA, TOA TR ., 3 A5 P ; B el kB | 1 Rt U kB 1 ke 7R S - 4
RSN, BRIER SRR A ELRRL kA S MR ) K 2 B0k WA T AR AR B R, A BT e A
JIT AZS AR () = 5 B 2 B T, P I R (40305 sha BB, FEAS AR 36 1 A I vkt
VPSR AE A5 e i DB A BE 2 T 3 IR A N b R ik 11 22 5 0055 2% el 1) SR A B A Tl
B ERIREANSE, A S A B RIS AR DS FE 6 B 250 AR S (0 Mk SR R 7, AR
PRI A 25 (10305 308 % el e %) 450 AN A2 ik 2>

NFE 3 TTLIE Y, 3 Fh ALK [l 25 DRI 1 2 Wk 1 A R 50 0 R B4 R B A ML [l i, T8 5 45 el vk
2B R R, A E K (P<0.05) A N BIRIEE O Fh 2 REPEFR B0 2 50 BE R B A B HR SO 3=
B AR BRI NIIRGE F , TO A FERRE Rl A A, H 25 5 3535 5 B & K (P<0.05) 53 2875 [l il
FEUHRAEI5 1 ARBORN Z R AR 025 R 8 B KV (P<0.05) |, 35538 A5 Fel i P R8O = 5 BE 8 805 oA %
A5V (8] TG 35 25 5 A ALAS T RN JE A AR (W 3 5] BE AR B0 B 25 57 (0 5 53l A5 el 25 57 1 3 3 2R Il i
PR 225 Bk b B MR R T4 S5 A Fh Z AR P T b R R R 7%, G LAS I 1 3 5 55 A i
WRAE % S5 M AR 22K, O T AS T 538 30 A% el 2 5 25 DAk AH 25 5518

R3I MBGKEENHEARS SHEESETREREFENZAER

Table 3 Spatial differences of spiders in the number of individuals and diversity with different tea plantations( mean+SE)

%5\ Tea bush HiZ% Ground surface
T R RAWER R HIEE RATEE WaARE
Organic Pollution-free Common Organic Pollution-free Common
tea plantation tea plantation tea plantation tea plantation tea plantation tea plantation
AMAZL Individual number 1025.60+45.90a  578.40+65.05b  307.40+63.018¢  589.60+101.94a  403.80+50.52b 292.20+33.83¢
PIFP %L Species number 41.80+2.39a 33.00+2.45b 23.40x1.14c 33.80+3.27a 26.00+2.83b 22.80+3.49b
ZHEPEFEEL Diversity index 3.37+0.062a 3.14+0.07b 2.73+0.07¢ 2.58+0.15a 2.36+0.10b 2.19+0.23¢
5] BEFEHL Evenness index 0.90+0.01a 0.89+0.01a 0.79+0.02b 0.79+0.02a 0.78+0.04a 0.73+0.03b
P38 %L Dominance index 0.96+0.04a 0.94+0.04b 0.92+0.01¢ 0.88+0.02a 0.88+0.02a 0.86+0.04a
F 5 BEFEEL Richness index 5.89+0.35a 5.04+0.43b 3.81+0.27¢ 5.15£0.49a 4.37+0.45b 3.79+0.59b

2.4 AN[FE AR S A By XY 25k Bl WAk R HE 43 B

3 FhAS el Wk A 75 NMDS HEFF 20 25 R B, HEP b 1 R 2 A6 BB 0 IE 28 1 (84.3% ,r=—-0.40) , iX
ANHER 5 BB T 95.7% B EHEAS S (HEFSh 1.R” = 0.888; HEF 4 2. R =0.069 ) , 156 BH Al W4~ HE 7 il 4 4
b SR T 28 AR T T 2848 ( UL IRL 1), AR T2 DA ARV 1) I AR R BCRN 2R PR R4 3 B R GR T
#, 3 FhIK B Wk R V& NMDS HER 20413153 ) Stress (B4 4.81, 2B NMDS HEF /0145 23019, MAHE
JP IR LA HY 3 sk el ik A 7 2E 80 B AN [] A B3 el Wl i 2 i 5 530 2% el A 22 0K, TR 35 5%
Pl 15 0530 25 el A AR Ve 2 A 22850/ . 3 g el IR AR V% 11 5 22 (PerMANOVA ) 3 B 45 5 5 NMDS HE¥ 4%
— 3, 3 Pl el TR 7 AR RO AR S H R B AP E R & 25 5% (F, .= 12.46, P < 0.001) , ZH AL
(25 A | 3 T A% e (] ok AF 74 1040 AR B8 0 o B0RT Wk B 75 A S A 8 B AP R 3 25 57 (1=2.95, P=0.
011;: =4.91, P=0.010; 1=2.53,P=0.008) ,

3 it

3.1 PREARPE AR AT MR A AR RORE DG haly Bk B Bl | BE B vog WHIR AN 7 2 e
AW RPN D A AR Vi 2L F B BB A, REAS S Wi Vs N A 2 D AR 28 R BTN AR FE I, AT
S WA S 1] AR B 22 S 72 AR IREVE R REVE AR S AR R B 22— ORI 2 [ BIF Y R 0
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AR B BEMIRTE S SR ™0 1 0sp pieiior  padmErr M O
ST 2P S 2R LSS REURIA B SRS R RSL 0]

AR LRSS PR e SN B B I Y
JAIEISRSERE 6 I 510 JFELOMRAL ™ . % o)

ARPER A S P SO R R TR ]

(925 5 LR ik 55 2 ot S R, R SRR N |

MRS AR 2 R R B R Y MR A o8k S L .

=15 -1.0 -0.5 0 0.5 1.0 15

A28 ZR G WK B A7 )30 A 35 SR R S M R, X AN [ A= 5 14l Aixs 1 (88.8%)
BE ELAT M Bl 2 A BT 00 B AR KD | B NMDS
ARBIFFELAAT LA e JE 23 A el RIS 5 el Mk ) 1> Fig.1 NMDS plots_indi;;lting 2-dinllensi0nal distances of the spider
ECZ N 2.69:1.64: 1, WFIEE LR 1.59:1.14: 1,8 o nmunities among three habitats
B el Ak 1) 2 R B PSR, TR T 2R Rk =2, Tl
T e R AR AR E M2 . FEA IR H— ARSIl A A EAEE A 1 AR S AP AR AR R 22 5%
A LS Tl A A R RS AR bR A2 B BT /NEE AR RN, 3= 6 DR IO 12 e Jl i 2 2% (4 A S A
B K RS el 5 A 2 e 1) R T 800 ) o AR R B /NS R e M B DGR o % el 3 =
T o AR A B 03 119 TR Bl P 0 A 2V 05 ] 43 AT A% Ry, ANy ik B 38 T R (9 JEE 371 3 i, /N TS R
P18 L R Ay e S B R A A BRI T BRI I8 1) A R Y DR L2 5 el o o 25 R A B 2 1, 4
Pt Z R A T s, 25 el A S A M SIS o TS 5 Bl i B AR A e, ) i A 25 PR B 3 R A R
Ze el R B A — 2SI, Wk TR Z i A, AR (7 AR 8 ) JE LR R, B EE (9 A FRIE 11
H 1)) PR RE REARTE BT A, LA S 2% 23 A0 X 11 0k P 4 0 R 8 A AR DK 19 52 T, 5 550 0 e A v o
WD ZREERRAR RN R 2 b A B O IR, A LSRR A T2 A B Bl A fif T AR~ A 28 s
B EEER 4 ] PAE S HTARS L IR, A 1R a2 E Ay T Z UL EE 4 5 AR6
AR 25 AL 3 28 FE LR | T LA £ A8 FE R Y 2l IR AU/ ek F) R 0 3 S5 3 4 P i
Wk FRP IS A LR A R BRI = Gl A B VAR A SR A IR R | T
SEAR SRR R S EOS I Wk A 7 M 22 R BB N R A LA DGR =, AR S IR A 52 e, W T e 4
2 Z SN, 25 Ve TS 0 AR RII BE , S o A , A ) T e 11 S A A A B v 4% D ek 1 A e
SRR ORI R I R R AR AE S RGN E R E EEMEM, MIeA F AR EE SR AT, LR
3 A5 e A 350m , 245 el i AR 45 7™ B RBEUR B2 2 00 v T K R ) R LA B A A T £ R A 25 el i ik
PR 2t O 34 Tl Rl it BT R A B 40, AR S AR JHE AR DA 248 0 56 = 3 R AR B o0 A
TEHRAS Pl (4 /NG 5, 23 SR AR T 2 RIS RIAICE F ANk , B2 55 R R % 1) b 2 R (L s a2 Bl i T Ak 2
AR FIBR R , 23 75 HE 3 B EEF 73 WAk 39k 158 255 e, 5% I o el 288 RS PR BSCHR 23 Ul 2L | DRI, T2 35 2% el
WRTHE T 1) 20 R S AR ARV 5 40 A B e RS IR T A HLAS I, 8 T s el
3.2 P g R AR B AR R A B 2K B NS DRI b R W e 14 e S RIS, A OO A A E S
INFIHLZR 118 & B3, B2 o 25 el kAL 4

W P 4 £ 0 AR A 2R AR ERE RO A5 SR | AR IR A AR U RN A B Th e 4 A A7 s [ PR Y b B . AR
FAFRISS 3o ik AR R B 5 A AT 25 R R R AR B A R IRV E S R G
PRI A= 0 b SR A 285 2R 0 R X AR P 5 L 0 e IR 9 1) 2L BRI A3 A % AR R A 11 3 RS 2%
el 5 A e () o 28 RS AR B0 o T bR 9 1.5 AR5 LA L 1T L% DA b R B 4 1) = 8 B R b 2 B 38R
LA T IO F A, m A bel fe I, 2B 5% A% PR RV By 2 A% el G 8 1 e 7 2 [ 4 A 17 2 2 R
B DA BRI SRR PELE A AR v B LS W R B IR B R, R T AR 1Ay
R PRI, R T A LR, Gn 22 €5 G Wbk SRS S0k B IR ViR JEBRBEER AR | BRIk R G
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RS AT T R A f 2T B k| TR AR R R RIS SR RSO R S R AE R TR L, S ECE A
WRIE T RO Al R RO, 2R T R A LS DR 2 AT AN v W) 22, Ml B 5 38 vy, T EL 2 el A e
WEHARPIIIRTE F &, IR AR A Ak AN BRI |19 PR 18 ok 45 3t 2R T 40 R R SR 3 T S A R
JIt , TRVRE S O R 0 A8 B Wk A S RS 3, 2RI o D3 A0, A HILZE Bl O DG 7 A B, AN A 28 RS
BRI 6 2 B I A T AR R 45 o T R R R 2 R AR T T A B Pl Wk A, DA 2
FHAASWEOER] T CBEIERERT . JOAE R BAA W B R A9 e s 3R B 25 SR e 79 i 4, AR
RARSE FHISS T SRA RERCR, FEIR T ki vs A Sk . JRIDRRER | BOA A B 1 R A B R
SFAREE RN AP 2o R B/ D | th TR B 2 /0 KA R ER B R S5 A B W)k AT A
RET AL MR WA ) A A7 oK, DR TS BB R Wk P o 5 B el D IR AP . o, 35 3 25 el 91 B0 1
A A FBR FER  SRASUBEE NN TG Sh 22, 2Rt 3073 A9 205 0 Wik , n/\ BEF R ek 20 R ke 6 I
Wk TUBRE SR | F AR SR OPIBRE I RIOAT S BRA S SRRATL S S R R S R A [R]  EOA eAE
YA B SRR R IRRE A (AN 14 LSRR o R 5 R Dl | DRI TR R R EE L IR 1 IR Fr) A 1

4 B

AHFFEIEXS T AR RV AAS DA 1 PRI, o 17 24 el e 79 b, b 3 ) 2R 25% el 42 5% 61 b
Fer A ML e o 2RI Y 98.53% , HEZ D\ AR 3t 22 WAL 3R A ACKI b A= W) 22 e 25 A 2SR B 2 R
TIAFEZRGEFEEA ) w I A B R A B A I A B e A A R e 1A HLAS I AR
IR TRV S5 A8 A RS PN AR | 5 PR 2 el JoT 0 A B 0 X AT R A T Ol A o 24 R 2 iy 52
PR PIARRT 2 5 ) LR BE G2 vhy | RESE N OSSR A Vs 22 RN, 2 AR S ER I R R A T AT R 2%
BRI AG , Bhr BT AU PRIEZR R TR TR I A M 7 Z RV SR PER BRI R . b
2 bl A 85 /0 23 Bl B D FHIE , BE RIS R e 25k el AL ol AR 2 58, = WA R 288 (00 A RIS R 3% el IR AP v
BRI S IR bl T A 2SR A RO AR

BrER TR UL L 2% sk R R 2 R (7R, 2016)
Attached Table. Resource list of spiders in tea plantations at Fenghuang Mountain in Chaozhou, Guangdong, 2011
op pp cp
PN - N .- N | £

Al Family—J& genus A Species

BRiRA} Theridiidae

B IE Coleosoma 1. WY * Coleosoma blandum O. P. -Cambridge D — A — A —
2. W BRI * Coleosoma floridanum Banks (0] — 0 — — —
3. J\BEEEIE L * Coleosoma octomaculatum ( Boesenberg & Strand ) A — A — F —
BHRJE Chrysso 4. ST " Chrysso nigra (0. P. —Cambridge) F — F — —
¥k @ Coscinida 5. WYk * Coscinida asiatica Zhu & Zhang Rs 0 R — R —
BRIKJE Theridion 6. Is=l-ERWk ™ Theridion chonetum Zhu i 0 0 — F —
J& EEW )& Dipoenura 7. WERs JG ek * Dipoenura cyclosoides ( Simon, ) F — 0 — — —
Fe)E Episinus 8. Lpy LMk ™ Episinus gibbus Zhu & Wang A — A — A —
[ k)& Phycosoma 9. fEIFIE Wk * Phycosoma hana (Zhu) F 0 F — F —
10. 35 T B * Phycosoma martinae ( Roberts) 0 - - - = —
Bk Stemmops 11. HrHYE * Stemmops nipponicus Yaginuma F R F — 0 R
A} Thomisidae
TR WRJE Thomisus 12. FALTIEME Thomisus labefactus Karsch F 0 F 0 F 0
13. &Rk + Thomisus okinawensis Strand F 0 R 0 0 0
YRR Lysiteles 14. MBI * Lysiteles maius Ono A 0 F 0 F 0
ACIE R E Xysticus 15. FEGAEBEWR * Xysticus kurilensis Strand F 0 F 0 F 0
16. 9 BAEIEER Xysticus croceus Fox A 0 A — A —
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Bl Family—J& genus M Species or rr cr
AN MR A MR BN ik
5 LR JE Runcinia 17. JEEHE LU Runcinia affinis Simon F — 0 0 0 —
=1 BYE Pharta 18. ¥BEC =188k * Pharta brevipalpus (Simon) R 0 R 0 R —
T IEIRAL Philodromidae
SYIE WIS Philodromus 19. ARG IELE * Philodromus hui Yang & Mao — F — F — 0
Mgk A} Hahniidae
WHk & Hahnia 20. ek Hahnia corticiola Boesenberg et strand D 0 A - = A
Y5 Bl Hexathelidae
KPEWJE Macrothele 21. filJERPEW * Macrothel palpator Pocock R — 0 - = —
¥ U R} Tetragnathidae
EREEIRE Leucauge 22 JH BRIk Leucauge blanda 1.koch A — A — A —
Y U8 Tetragnatha 23, BBEH U * Tetragnatha pinicola L. Koch — — A —
24. Atk MUY Tetragnatha praedonia 1..Koch R — R — (0] —
- AL Gnaphosidae
FHZWKJE Gnaphosa 25. G LB * Gnaphosa kompirensis Boesenberg & Strand — — —
FEUKJE Zelotes 26. WIEFELE * Zelotes tongdao Yin, Bao & Zhang — R — —
5] ik #} Corinnidae
BELWRIE Oracilia 27. RGNS BEEWE * Oracilia jianfengling Fu, Zhang & Zhu 0 — - = —
JEERRJE Orthobula 28. fREGERY * Orthobula fujian sp.nov. R — 0 — 0 —
H Wk Echinax 29. ARk Echinax Oxyopoides Deeleman—Reinhold R — — 0] —
K ik Pl Hersiliidae
K Y50k IE Hersilia 30. WLUK Lk Hersilia diriata Wang & Yin 0 — 0 — —
LKA} Linyphiidae
TTRKJE Gongylidioides 31. /NEF 5T BRI * Gongylidioides onoi Tazoe 0 0 — 0 — —
IR IR Ummeliata 32, AN * Ummeliata insecticeps ( Boesemberg & Strand ) A 0 A 0 A —
RS Erigone 33. [ETFIHWE * Erigone prominens (Boesenberg & Strand) F R R 0 0 R
FATRRJE Ceratinella 34. EICHA K * Ceratinella plancyi ( Simon) 0 R 0 R 0 0
HBUKE Caviphantes 35. BB Cariphantes samensis Oi 0 R 0 — 0 —
Wk Prosoponoides 36. HHAETHIE * Prosoponoides sinensis ( Chen) R — R — R —
k& Parameionetat 37. 38k * Parameioneta bilobata Li & Zhu R — R — R —
TGWR I Neriene 38. Rk Neriene cavaleriei (Schenkel) F 0 F 0 F —
Wk & Paranasoona 39. W%k * Paranasoona cirrifrons ( Heimer) 0 — 0 — 0 —
Bk Rl Salticidae
SWALK R Phintella 40. Z (04 Wikk Phintella versicolor ( C.L.Koch) A A F A A F
YOBkIR R Procasius 41. EVRIUBRER * Procasius strupifer Simon A F A F F F
BELRJE Euophrys 42. BBEYE * Euophrys frontalis ( Walckenaer) F 0 F 0 F 0
VY35 L kA Sibianor 43, BTG 2E KWk * Sibianor aurocinctus ( Ohlert) A F A F F 0
W BLWR I Harmochirus 44. WEIS LM * Harmochirus brachiatus ( Thorell) 0 — R — R —
45. ELSET7 gk * Thiania bhamoensis Thorell F F F F 0 0
46. #1157 Bk * Thiania suboppressa Strand A F F F 0 0
73 FC k)& Bristowia 47. FEUfilAE Wk * Bristowia heterospinosa Reimoser 0 R 0 R 0 0
TEWRJE Chinattus 48. IR 548k * Chinattus tibialis (Zabka) 0 0 — 0 — 0
W Vi JE Hasarius 49. FEM Yk Hasarius adansoni ( Audouin ) 0 F 0 F F 0
HHBkERIE Chrysilla 50. HEMHBkIE * Chrysilla lauta Thorell F F F F 0 0
WBZ® Hyllus 51. BEMEMES MR * Hyllus diardi ( Walckenaer) 0 R 0 R — R
AR R Pseudicius 52. PUJIAVBRER * Pseudicius szechuanensis Logunov — 0 — R — —
FRIKEL Lycosidae
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Bl Family—J& genus M Species or rr cp
AN MR A MR BN ik
$IkJE Pardosa 53. IIRFIE Pardosa laura Karsch (0] D (0] D [0} A
54 WIRLFIk Pardosa pseudoannulata ( Boesenberg et Strand ) 0 D 0 D — A
55. 5k * Pardosa pusiola ( Thorell ) 0 F — F 0 F
WIkJE Wadicosa 56. Bk * Wadicosa fidelis (0. P. —Cambridge) — 0 — 0 — 0
KRB Ocyale 57. MBI * Pirata tenuisetacea ( Chai) 0 F — F — 0
58. $UKIREK Pirata subpiraticus ( Boesenberg et strand ) 0 D 0 Ds 0 F
JXARIKJE Venonia 59. JEEENKARYK Venonia spirocysta Chai 0 F — F — F
IRERJE Lycosa 60. #% AR * Lycosa grahami Fox 0 F 0 F — F
REWRJE Arctosa indicus 61. EDREWE * Arctosa indica Tikader & Malhotra 0 A 0 A — F
WEWKJE Trochosa 62. WRANREWE * Trochosa bannaensis Yin & Chen 0 A 0 A — 0
k)@ Hippasa 63. A% H Dyltk * Hippasa greenalliae (Blackwall) — 0 — 0 — 0
YRI5 Oonopidae
F gk JE Opopaea 64. B R * Opopaea cornuta Yin & Wang — F — —
65. FIE R * Opopaea plumula Yin & Wang — F — 0 — 0
W) Orchestina 66. UGB * Orchestina thoracica Xu — R — R — —
T Hik B Agelenidae
StlEF k)& Allagelena 67. WG 3k Allagelena difficilis (Fox) F — F — F —
i F ik JE Agelena 68. ZRAWN |-k * Agelena silvatica Oliger i 0 F — F —
HiwkE Oxyopidae 69. B Oxyopes sertatus 1..Koch F 0 F 0 F 0
UK IR Oxyopes 70. JRIEARER Oxyopes javanus Thorell F 0 F — F 0
71, BB Oxyopes sertatoides Xie & Kim F — F — F —
KPR Miturgidae
LIHWR R Cheiracanthium 72. JEPELTENE * Cheiracanthium Brevicalcaratum L. Koch F F F
73. BLLENR Cheiracanthium unicum (Boesenberg et strand ) F
& HEBL Clubionidae
EHIRIR Clubiona 74, PIBEAS 0% * Clubiona Jucunda (Karsch) i — 0 — F 0
75. RNEEM* Clubiona tanikawai Ono F 0 F 0 0 —
76. ZEHBIK * Xantharia galea Zhang & Fu R — R — — —
[l kRl Araneidae
YRR Cyclosa 77. {BE UK Cyclosa confusa (Boesenberg & Strand ) F — F — F —
78. HAILWE * Cyclosa japonica (Boesenberg & Strand ) F — F — F —
INIRIKJE Yaginumia 79. MBENKWE * Yaginumia sia (Strand) F — F — 0 —

w RN ARZR KRB SRR D AL ( Dominnant) 5 A ; F B F ( Abundant) 5 F. % LA ( Frequent) ; O UL ( Occational ) ; R ; #5 7 Fft
(Rare) ;OP : A HLASFE ( Organic tea platation) ; PP ; T\ FE 45 ( Non-Pollution tea platation) ; CP ; i 4% il ( Commen tea platation )
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