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Abstract ; Differences in soil mite communities among different vegetation restoration modes under rocky desertification
control reflect the ecosystem restoration status and ecological effects of different rocky desertification control strategies.
During January, April, August, and October 2014, a total of 1,372 soil mites belonging to 3 orders, 55 families, and 89
genera were captured from three kinds of vegetation restoration habitats, Chinese prickly ash ( Zanthoxylum planispinum var.
dingtanensi) , honeysuckle ( Lonicera japonica) , and Chinese prickly ash + honeysuckle, in an intense rocky desertification
area in the Dingtan small watershed in Huajiang Karst canyon, Guizhou Province. The number of genera, number of
individuals, individual density, diversity index, richness index, evenness index, similarity index, maturity index, and
oribatid mite community structure analysis were used to characterize the differences among soil mite communities. The

results showed that the mite genera of Chinese prickly ash forest were rich, the individual mite number and density in the
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honeysuckle forest were high, and the composition of families and genera were different among the three restoration modes.
The genera numbers and individual numbers were different at each sampling time; in particular, the number of mite genera
in Chinese prickly ash forests and the individual mite number and density in honeysuckle forests showed surface-
aggregations. The community diversity showed seasonal differences. Predatory mites ( Gamasina) were r-selected, whereas
oribatid mites were mainly O and M-type. In conclusion, the bio-ecological groups of soil mites were different among
different modes of vegetation restoration, and the soil ecosystem of the investigated area was still in the restoration process.
Meanwhile, the dominant genera of soil mites and groups of typical biological and ecological characteristics could indicate

the effect of ecological restoration in rocky desertification control.

Key Words: soil mites; community difference; ecological restoration; intense rocky desertification

A RGE A AR HE— 2D R (2 R DX AR A A PR 8 5 AR bR B i R R e, A A A S e R —
TLARAT AR BRI I A SCHEIL S F 21 e Rk R AR -5 A R Ay 1 M A T 25 e TR X A
TRALZEEIG TR S0 T “ AE ML ( TR I5 AEML, Zanthoxylum planispinum var. dingtanensi) >  “ 4538 4% ( Lonicera
Japonica)” “TEML+ G RAE” LM+ P (Amomum villosum)” | “ 1 M4 ( Punica granatum)” | “ 4L 5. ( Zenia
insignis) " S AN TR REAPAG S AR X ok S8 7R AV e A A0 Uk A A AR | R T Al s R S g A B AR
R 2010—2012 AR Y W 8 11X DA 38 4 S e i A AR T A3 R4 [ SR - S 2 4
PR RESREY

PN ST B AR Kobe R AR | 4075 YR - b ) FH A8 Ak 25 A% + 3096 25 10 A 4544, I
Pl =F e B R R i B2 A0 A A R G AR R S Af - A A [ R R 1 i, LA [ b 5 DX SR [ A
&5 7 3R B R AR A A T2 52 ARG e R BN AR TT e 28 X T0U s /N i duk ot 3 4 Ak L X
VERBESEIX. XIS DN “ ERAR” (G ARAEAR" |« FER+ B BRAE AR 3 FE A S AT 1 L S S e v A Ak
HEAT TN HEBESE , DA 7R A [ R B S AT 0 L S SRR 7 22 S 5 A AR A E e, Sy IX gl e A AT 3
R g W5 SLPPAG B A IR AE MR LE S8

1 #MR57EE

1.1 5T IXHENL

THZ/ NIRRT AR 1641.01 hm? , #3847 By 105°38748°—105°3977.98'E, 25°3822.08—25°39°50.88 N,
T 500—1200 m, B ZHFEEE R, IR 18.4°C AR /K & 1100 mm, JEFEH 300 d DL I, R A4
KA, FJRRE R 5—20 em, ARG FEFTA AL TTBGE 726.63 hm?, b B 4 A0 AR 5 A Ak B
T ALY 80.68% ', FE Bk A7 TR AL X, 32 BB AR A WA A1 A M ( Mallotus repandus ) . ¥ ¥4 ( Broussonetia
papyrifera) i % ( Artemisia sp.) JLE (Arthraxon hispidus) 55 , A 8% 2T A H o T B

SERAE AEMURZ X 8 s A W 2B, e S 2 D M s & b il R B2 R, 7%/ NI 52
Jiti () Z PP B AE G AR rh AR BARAET AR+ AR A BEC YRR (] AEARL 10 4F SR AL S 4F
1.2 R E SRR

DA BE A A AR B B AR ST RE X, FERE X N 20 IS B AL ABUMK | 42 SR AL AR AE AR + S ER AL PRAE R
i, 75 4% 1 A b 3 P28 DI 0 S (1—2m) x(1—2 m) BET7 , FERE % B RE DT 6 >, M [RIRE B I KL 7
LU AR AR DA T F 38 B b A AR X — S0Pk R M B 1 DARE R AL

2014 4E 1 H 4 A 8 A0 H FEME)r NI (%) R LAERE S 0 AL SR T 10 emx6.4 em 1[5 &
TEAGEN IR I 2L F(0—6.4 cm) | F (6.4—12.8 cm) JZRAE FIERES 2 4, L RERES 136 41>, AL
an o S AR A 485086 0T g5 Je it [0l 28 N 40 2 58 B0
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1.3 WSEARA RIS 5 5 e
I SEARAS AU - (I R Tullgren 553 B T 3B S , 70 B IR ORFF7E 35°C LATR , 2 St 4% 48 h,
SNIE R RS RS SR LS T AT /N B2 AR B Ry 1 33l 5 DN 3 Sh ) v 438, JF X432 i
KBRS HT 709 RS [ € FG Uk , T6 Ve J5 AU AR A RAE T AT FLIR VA IR )/ NIEDRLAE Th A T B
WERBRA S B B B S B AR A RIVE SR R R T A 35%72‘%<<A Manual of Acarology )
(Thind Ediion) "™ (S14525) ™t 5-E RSB 4E) ™ (e AL ) o ) ™
HEATSEE A AR A K€ B R P A TT (A B AR BN SEBARABR AL ) o SCH 2893 28 B 0 2R HICA Manual
of Acarology) ( Third Edition) (19 WK RS,
1.4 Hmitp
BO A3 FEBRE A Y i AT R 4, BRSBTS H, > 10% AR SERE (++4)
1%—10% A% WERE(++) , <1% AFAZERE(+) .
Shannon-Winner ZFEVEIEE(H') Margalef F- 5 BEFE U (SR) F1 Pielou 5] BEFE K () @',
H ==Y (P,x InP,)
PR JE AR b AR AR ]
SR = (S-1) / InN
2, NV O SR IR A TR AR S
J =H'/ InS
A ,H'ﬂ{] Shannon-Winner gﬁ@?ﬁﬁ,s NIEEL.
Bray-Curtis FHEMETEH(C, ) .
Cy=2/N/ (N,+N,)
N, N HIIRER A, B SNMAE 2 N SR RS R TE T AR AR AE R A AR A, AR o
WE 1,

R1 BEEEMEXS

Table 1 Community similarity assigned to predatory soil mites ( Gamasina)

Bray-Curtis AL 1435 50 (E Bray-Curtis FH{LPEH8 £ (E
AL B Coris AR B Conis i
Similarit ray-Lurtis similarity Similarit ray-Lurtis similarity
Surarty Index value (C)) ¥ Index value (C))
e AL Much similar 0.75<C,<1.00 FEEARH, Medium dissimilar 0.25=<Cy<0.50
Fr 22401l Medium similar 0.5=<Cy<0.75 P AL Much dissimilar 0.00<Cy<0.25
AR AR B (M)
2K
=1
Ml =———
Z K + Z T
i=1 i=1

s S SRR VA SR B A KON | B B RN KB, r A i BT E R - (L

FE MGP 437252 .M, KL AR 25 F i ( Macropylina) 3 G, JG 3 % 75 F i ( Gymnonota ) ; P, 45 #4175 F 156
(Poronota) o 43 W E SRR ZEET 43 LU AT MGP T 23 M PN 28BN E 0 e EAT MGP 11 20 #r, BEVR
FIR oy W 2,

5 AT 7E Excel 2007 F1 SPSS 19 H58 i, #f & 22 Sl i 7 22 00T (ANOV ) | 25 57 1o 27K B P<0.05

2 HR55%H

2.1 WERAA 2R
X 3 AR T A0 SRR A R R R 1372 L S RE 3 H 55 B89 JB, HiA R AITTH

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



4 A E = 38 &

( Mesostigmata) 13 B 21 J& , 204 H ( Trombidiformes) 6 £l 6 J& , #r i H ( Sarcoptiformes ) 36 £ 62 J&, TS
TEA S A M AEAUAR 3 H 44 Bl 66 J& , &8 AEM 2 B 31 B 50 J& , fEM+ 48R EMK 3 H 41 L 56 J8@ (£ 3) .
W62 T K5 i 22 B /0 1 HE R S AEAURR AER+ S R AE AR B ERAEAK

F2 FIFHBELEBYS
Table 2 Community types assigned to soil mites ( Oribatida)

REVE Y S I R B (A 2 ) HETE A A (A 2 1)
Community types Value range of oribatid mite groups Community types Value range of oribatid mite groups
M % M type M>50% MG % MG type M, G=20%—50% ,P<20%

G B G type G>50% GP % GP type G,P=20%—50% ,M<20%

P &I P type P>50% MP %! MP type M, P=20%—50% ,G<20%

0 % 0 type 20%<M,G,P<50%

M ; KFLAREEF 1, Macropylina; G : TG 3 H i, Gymnonota; P & #FL 1 H & , Poronota; O ; 28, Overall; MG ; K FL IG5 —JC 3 U 75 F i,
Macropylina-Gymnonota ; GP ; TCIH IR A — A WAL T s , Gymnonota-Poronota ; MP ; RALEEE—A ALY s , Macropylina-Poronota

Bt U TT I, AEARAT 3 D PE R - T 3958 ( Nothrus ) | 55 Sk W 395 )& ( Tectocepheus ) 155 75 H i )
(Zygoribatula) (% 3) WEHJE H ULIEFIH ULJE B T 73 ALSCR 4.55% 24.24% F1 71.21% ; 4R AEMAT 2 AL
Wi B )8 (Lohmannia) FNH T I8 , LR | LI FIRG UL B9 73 RN 4.009% ,36.00%F11 60.00% ; 4E
B+ R AEAR B DL 3 a8 A i i s, DS DL A UL 19 43 2N 1.79% 41.07% 1 57.14% . B,
B g 3 AP S F B DL s AN [RBECT A D0 JE 2R A A AE 25 5 AR E s UL 1) ¥ 43 2 LA
AEREURR B R AR AR+ 2 R AL MR S T2, T DL TR #4973 L S DO L P 1
22 ZEPE HEFH 2

AT BRBHE By 22 580, I 5 4> 2 @ BRI DT 55} ( Laelapidae ) % H#F} ( Lohmanniidae ) | 5 1§
Bl (Oppiidae) B3 B} ( Haplozetidae ) Fl AR HL H IRl ( Galumnidae ) 4 iR 5 &, (MK A 21 J&, &
BRAEMII AT 19 J&  AE+ SRAER A A 15 )8, s TARBAN ZRPHE RSN FrER (R 3) . 18
BHAAMERECE [, 553k R (Tectocepheidae ) i FH 5B ( Nothridae ) F15 H 8 R} ( Oribatulidae ) S A6 HUMK AT
FRL, 2 PR RN P R S AR AEARI UL SR BRI P R R P LR AL S ARAEAR I PL AR, R T
AR AR 2 5
23 EWMER

MR 3 BF AR B E B T LR 25 40,3 R TN LA B A 29 J& ; BN 4 AR
TEMA LA R 35 & , LKA+ ARG AR 40 & , S BRAERFIEMR+ S RAMA AR 35 |8, T
Wi 3 P S P PSR L, AT & 14 L B340 <50% , s AS [l B TR 2 Jm B i i 22 Sk . oA
HECR — A BN R ZEAT 35 )@, G LAY 18 J& | AR AEARAY 8 J& AL+ & AR AL AR 9 J& , Horh 4k
FEUMR G 28 JR B8R AR B8 1 L TG0 R 75 il A 320 L FH 096 1 55 85 ( Gamasina ) (5 P03 SR ALK B9 RALIR S
FEY gl | G320 MR P i 15096 5 R 0 o (0 95125 T R 255 A8 K, A AR50 ) I R FLARR A5 HEY ol o DA 355 AR+ 4
BRAE AR 525 o B L) Al 1R A2 395 ( Uropodina ) W o D03 AR B DLl L3

®3 TIEEEBEAM

Table 3 Community compositions of soil mites under different vegetation modes

i Z. L. Z. + L A1 Total

Coms B (EFE) ML) AL B ()
Ind.( Dom.) Ind. ( Dom.) Ind. ( Dom.) Ind.( Dom.)

K& R JE Trachyuropoda 1(+) 1(+)

PRI )& Nenteria L(+) 1(+)

4% JE Dinychus 1(+) 1(+)

BT R Neogamasus 8(++) 8(+)

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



WRiF A% SiRE A AL DO R R B 2 A TR g D 22 5

Z. L. Z + L. A3 Total

Ems AR (B AR AMAEE(EFHEE) AL (B

Ind.( Dom.) Ind. ( Dom.) Ind. ( Dom.) Ind.(Dom.)
IR Parasitus 3(+) 1(+) 15(++) 19(++)
W LR Vulgarogamasus 2(+) 2(+)
A JE Veigaia 2(+) 2(+)
JIR 5 )& Rhodacarus 1(+) 1(+)
HAFE IR Gamasiphis 4(+) 8(++) 12(+)
RIGIEE Krantzholaspis 3(+) 3(+)
IR{E W8 Parholaspulus 1(+) 2(+) 17(++) 20( ++)
JE 5 W58 Pachylaelaps 1(+) 2(+) 3(+)
PEWS I Asca 3(+) 3(+) 6(+)
Bl AU I Amblyseius 23(++) 1(+) 3(+) 27(++)
T2 Cheiroseius 1(+) 2(+) 1(+) 4(+)
TR Lasioseius 1(+) 1(+)
#5577 5 )8 Coleolaelops 1(+) 1(+)
BE 5 U5 I8 Geolaelaps 1(+) 2(+) 16(++) 19(++)
I3 W5 )8 Gosmolaelaps 1(+) 1(+)
JE )& Laelaspis 4(+) 4(+)
+ 5% )8 Ololaelaps 1(+) 2(+) 2(+) 5(+)
W, 455 )8 Bdella 1(+) 1(+) 2(+)
21 IR U R Leptus 1(+) 1(+)
+ W55 I8 Ledermuelleria 5(+) 39(++) 44(++)
B/NE A8 JE Paraeupalopsellus 1(+) 1(+)
SR Brevipalpus 1(+) 1(+)
N EW5JE Cheyletus 1(+) 1(+)
i Alycus 2(+) 1(+) 3(+)
Ze PR Hypochthonius 1(+) 1(+)
[ B IR Crypracarus T(++) 16 (++) 5(++) 28(++)
1% B 055 S Lepidacarus 9(++) 9(+)
% B8 Lohmannia 86( +++) 14(++) 100( ++)
S 5 Meristacarus 8(++) 1(+) 9(+)
B2 B Vepracarus 19(++) 9(++) 20( ++) 48(++)
I8 R Cosmochthonius 1(+) 1(+)
BR4E 58 Sphaerochthonius 9(++) 1(+) 3(+) 13(+)
L% IS Perlohmannia 2(+) 1(+) 3(4)
% HiEJE Epilohmannia 24(++) 15(++) 23(++) 62(++)
FE W58 Euphthiracarus 1(+) 2(+) 3(+)
Z4H R Rhysotritia 1(+) 1(+) 2(+)
/N FH 5 )@ Hoplophorella 2(+) 6(++) 2(+) 10(+)
5 355 S8 Nothrus T4(+++) 121(+++) 48(+++) 243 (+++)
B 5 8 Novonothrus T(++) 6(++) 2(+) 15(++)
FEDUH 58 Nanhermannia 1(+) 2(+) 3(+)
M 88 Allonothrus 5(+) 2(+) 7(+)
AL F 458 Trhypochthonius 1(+) 1(4)
058 FR 58 Plateremaceus 3(+) 1(+) 4(+)
IR E IS Gymnodamaeus T(++) 7(+)
V-5t )8 Palatyloides 2(+) 2(+)
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Z. L. Z + L A1t Total
EMS AR (B MR AMAEE(EFHEE) AL (B
Ind.( Dom.) Ind. ( Dom.) Ind. ( Dom.) Ind.(Dom.)

BRI JE Damaeus 1(+) 1(+)
KRR Epidamaeus 2(+) 1(+) 3(+)
DU G HU 8 Berlesezetes 1(+) 1(+) 2(+)
VoK E Eremulus T(++) 6(++) 5(++) 18(++)
w5 Wk 8 Fosseremus 10( ++) 6(++) 18(++) 34(++)
KI5 I8 Megeremaeus 1(+) 1(+)
BEFRUEJE Zetorchestes 1(+) 1(+)
WP A% JE Birnsteinius 2(+) 1(+) 1(+) 4(+)
T T A& Liacarus 3(+) 1(+) 4(+)
2 % 5t WL PR )8 Macquarioppia 4(+) 1(+) 5(+)
INEER B Suctobelbella 1(+) 1(+) 2(+)
5 WP HEE Arcoppia 3(+) 3(+)
K% B0 )& Lanceoppia 9(++) 3(+) 7(++) 19(++)
% W W 8 Multioppia 8(++) 5(++) 1(+) 14(++)
W E Oppia 8(++) 1(+) 9(+)
B I JE Ramusella 1(+) 1(+)
B WL H I J8 Trapezoppia 25(++) 23(++) 11(++) 59(++)
H % P& Autogneta 2(+) 2(+)
53k R Tectocepheus 111(+++) 9(++) 8(++) 128(++)
TG H I8 Scutovertex 3(+) 1(+) 4(+)
B LB IR Lucoppia 1(+) 2(+) 3(+)
FH IR Oribatula 3(+) 3(+)
EE TR Zygoribatula 58(+++) 8(++) 19(++) 85(++)
JRZEH I8 Prinodus 1(+) 1(+)
W7 6 8 Truncopes 1(+) 6(++) 10( ++) 17(++)
V& F 858 Scheloribates 1(+) 1(+)
SR8 Podoribates 8(++) 4(+) 12(+)
KRS Caloppia 2(+) 3(+) 7(++) 12(+)
LR Haplozetes 3(+) 1(+) 1(+) 5(+)
5] B3 P 5 J& - Peloribates 1(+) 1(+) 8(++) 10(+)
423 B IR Pilobatella 1(+) 1(+)
EIBASR HGEJR Setoxylobates 15(++) 13(++) 35(++) 63(++)
B HFE R Vilhenabates 5(++) 9(++) 14(++)
ARFEI IR Xylobates 3(+) 14(++) 8(++) 25(++)
SR )R Punctoribates 4(+) 4(+)
To3E H 858 Acrogaluma 1(+) 1(+)
KIHIE Galumna 8(++) 3(+) 1(+) 12(+)
ERKBEHUEE Pergalumna 1(+) 1(+)
JRK IR Protokagalumna 1(+) 2(+) 3(+)
B RIEH R Trichogalumna 1(+) 9(++) 11(++) 21(++)

7. AEMUIK | Zanthoxylum planispinum var. dingtanensi forests; L. 4 4R 76 MK, Lonicera japonica forests; Z. + L. : TE Ml + 4 B T WK, Zanthoxylum

planispinum var. dingtanensi + Lonicera japonica forests; Ind. ; MAZUE: Individual numbers ; Dom. ; {33 , dominance ; +++ ; fE#J5 7, Dominant groups;

++: B ILZEHE, Common groups; +: Fi 5 248, Rare groups

2.4 WEOKPRIEE A 2

HIHTIAE 2.1, 952 o KR 7 AEAUbR S AEAR+ S SR AE > B AR, e 3R Mk b B B AE AU T 2 A4
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W+ L2 EAEENE, 18 L, SRR E T AR+ AR MR kR A & W
J&(E 1), AT R E S L LT 220 DA RZ 7 22 2R B3 (P>0.05) |, i fk 2243 3
H5REBMAZZ RN 25 B3 (P<0.05) ,

AMRBCR I A AR AEAR (529 ) STEHUMK (526 k) >EM+ AR EMR (418 3k) . HIRZARML B, Ak
B A o i BT R B A ARAEMR Y )2 BKEEERUMR A AE A+ & AR L2 Ak b, &R E I
7 ACHUMRFIAEA+ A SR AE AR R ZE 3 A e i 1 AR (BT 1) o AR Wi 28 R gl i 22 A8k 5
WH5 23S T BRI 25 SR AR A R AH R I I I

AR EHET N AL (6072.19 k/m*) > LM+ & 4R AEAR (5324.84 Sk/m?*) > EHUAR (4467.09 &/
m®) , HHRAM b IR S SR AR R AL L TR B R R | R AL 2
TATE JEMN+ 42 AR AL PR 0 BK 25 A4 2 90 55 v 1 ISR 2, e vb 4 SR AE AR I 4 R 30 A B v 1 A 1R %
(15668.79 3/m*) (Kl 1), BT BAMRS B AE 221 22 57 LA (P>0.05) .

T H AL (B 1), BREKZR N4 200 A0 AU 21 S8 503 B e85 A0 o A 1, LAt Y 3 Ry R R Mk ( 322
RENGT L (FR) J2N BRI F R SR8 5040 ) 3 MARCE [, BRA T 10 S AR LR 336 43 A5 A
FERUR L T IZRAEAN, A R BN R B MRS L BR A T SR AR 43 A oh, Hf 3 R Bk %

60 r 300 —
50 250
=X
2 40 2 200
K=}
g I 2
K2 30 ﬁg 150
B s 7 2=
] % % 7 <3
5208 NQ 2 T 100
S ORbs lnb 1R 4
AP p
AN 707078, 70707 Z
., AAUA HWHUA HNAY o /
FEEKEL [FEKL |BEEHKL
z L. Z.+L Z.
18000 -
16000 |
& 14000
£ 12000 [
A 10000 L
=3 8000
®¥Z 6000 [ )
ﬁ_g 4000 | H Soil 0—64 cm
<—§ 2000 & Soil 6.4—12.8 cm
3 0 2
5 7 7
: 5 M 7
% 7 7 17
AlVm ARAAY BBAY
Iﬁﬁ?}(% EEKEX [FEEMKL
Z. L Z.+L

B1 tEEWERH MBS BEENKENEESS
Fig.1 Horizontal and vertical distribution of genera numbers, individual numbers and individual density on soil mites under different

vegetation modes
7. AEBWUIK | Zanthoxylum planispinum var. dingtanensi forests; L. 4z #R 1€ MK, Lonicera japonica forests; Z. + L. . 6 #{ + 42 8RR TE MK, Zanthoxylum

planispinum var. dingtanensi + Lonicera japonica forests

2.5 fEEZAEIEZES SHLE
AFRHAE BT | S HRAEMNA B 9 Z RV B, A+ S SRAE AR A s i i B 2, 9 201
TR AT (K 2) .
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FEZET AR L R 2 AEUMA A A 1 A T B 8 FE AR A & B B S MR B AR e AN K (A
2) . ST, FEEMN S EENAE B 5MEZHME2ZS B3E (P<0.05) , F & BRI EE
BENEFEIALEE (P>0.05),

3 PR AR ST T 132 A Bray-Curtis FHLPESS B0 C ) (735018 « ALK -G HRAEAR . 0.45 ; FERUR—FEHR
MR+E AN . 0.47 ; SR AER—AEMUIR+ S ARIEAR 0.4, WA 355 1]+ HEAE ISR VR A0 AR PR A4, LI R
AL

4.00
oz
350 | L
" | 7 Z+L.
E 3.00 Eé
S 250 | |
5 7
2 2.00 Z
= .
< 150 %
5 .
£ 1.00 .
.
0.50
7

B2 TEBEHESHME FEEMHSEN—FESETEL
Fig.2 Consistency and seasons change of diversity (H'), richness (SR) and evenness (J) on soil mites under different vegetation modes
H'.Shannon-Winner 2854 , Shannon—Winner diversity index ;SR : Margalef FE R , Margalef richness index;.J: Pielou o) EFEEL , Pielou

evenness index

2.6 ETEEIEK LI 2 5

AP ( Gamasina ) K Al r YIRS I Ruf ™ SAHE ) Hrh MR RHR S Karg ™ fH 2205 5325 2 LU
ZZWEHATIRAA (3R 4) , & A Pl MI BB LR 5, 48R oK, S BRAE MR RIS LL K R EN 32,
AERBUARS AR AE MR B RK T4 T2 0 v R 10 A DL v BN

Fx4 WEMLEER(Gamasina) B K-EF r-E

Table 4 K- values or r- values assigned to predatory soil mites ( Gamasina)

i K-fH r-{H P KA r-{H
Family K-value r-value Family K-value r-value
IR Parasitidae 4 JE 7 L Pachylaelapidae 1

HEERL Veigaiaidae 2 PP} Ascidae 1
JIH AL Rhodacaridae 2 HEZEERL Phytoseiidae 2

+ #8F} Ologamasidae 1 WA R} Blattisociidae 2
JREHERL Parholaspididae 2 D7 R Laelapidae 1

£S5 HEMTESEE(Gamasina) R RERS (M) BN EEESERH

Table 5 MI values and main ecological groups of predatory soil mites ( Gamasina) under different vegetation modes

He g % Spring X Summer K Autumn 4 Winter
Habitat MI ¥ Groups MI ¥ Groups MI ¥ Groups M1 J5H¥ Groups
Z. 0.14 r 0.17 r 0.00 r 0.00 r
L. 0.15 r 0.67 K 0.00 r 0.00 r
Z.+L. 0.38 r 0.33 r 0.40 r 0.17 r

MI AR PR S B 48 %5, Maturity index of predatory mites; K: 4 F T 38 4+HE Jy 1 INAY %4, The choice that is advantageous to enhancement of

competition ability ;v 48 Fl| T34 I P LG K R Y35 FE Tt is beneficial to increase the choice of intrinsic growth rate

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



19 ] WRiF A% SiRE A AL DO R R B 2 A TR g D 22 5 9

27 WAKIFEALEHIN 225

IR SR 0 MOP 4TI 6 2550 R JFIR ML 3 FRBIID O 1, AMHCET 57
He EAER O 0, G BUEH M L JEH SHUE AR MP T WBCI T8 R AEAURREL G B 40 KAl
FIERIILL M BERE

RIS U RE 24 0 5% AU 2SR B8 L0100 MG 1 MP 28 B 4500 O 8, £/
KOt E N O 8 BB EC 1A B A8 ML B 0 ARSI 1 B B 0, 4 5
MR AR G AR PR O T, B ANA 405 PR ML AR R RIS 0
T EF MP (7). O DFEBCAR TR 20 O A M7,

R6 AREXTRHEBEEN

Table 6 Community structure of soil mites ( Oribatida) under different vegetation modes

. KBB4 Genera percent/ % il FPEEE 53 . Genera percent/ % REVE
Habitat B G #E P i Community B G P B Community
Macropylina Gymnonota Poronota type Macropylina Gymnonota Poronota type
Z. 27.66+5.56 34.04+6.72 38.30+3.15 0 32.55+1.18 42.98+1.43 24.47+0.67 0
36.58+9.12 31.71£1.66 31.71£1.25 0 68.35+2.20 15.22+0.40 16.43+0.30 M
Z. + L. 28.95+4.39 36.84+1.39 34.21£2.52 0 41.36+1.49 19.67+0.47 38.97+0.85 MP
®7 FRABEXTAEZET RFHEEEN
Table 7 Community structure of soil mites ( Oribatida) in different seasons under different vegetation modes
He g S JERPRAEESHL Genera percent/ % it KHEEECH 7 H Genera percent/% |
Habitat Season M G P Community M G P Community
Macropylina Gymnonota Poronota type Macropylina Gymnonota Poronota type
Z. & 41.01£1.87 45.32+2.77 13.670.24 MG 31.03+0.18 24.14£0.40 44.83+0.40 0
)= 42.31+1.89 17.31£0.58 40.38+2.65 MP 42.86+0.20 35.71+0.25 21.43+0.50 0
Fk 26.22+5.18 47.1926.26 26.59+4.48 0 27.27+0.22 42.42+0.40 30.30£0.25 0
% 25.00+0.50 41.670.25 33.33£0.33 0 22.22+1.00 33.33+0.00 31.03+0.00 0
L. # 73.53+12.49 15.13£1.20 11.34£1.95 M 34.78+0.33 39.13+0.50 26.09+0.50 0
)= 42.86+1.17 21.43£1.00 35.71£1.20 0 50.00+1.50 20.00£1.00 30.00£0.50 0
78 55.34+1.32 19.42+0.65 25.24+0.56 M 38.46+0.49 30.77£0.14 30.77£0.40 0
% 82.22+4.99 6.67+0.50 11.11£0.67 M 82.22+0.25 6.67+0.00 11.11£0.00 M
Z. + L #H 43.33+3.33 20.00+0.00 36.67£1.75 0 33.33+0.00 22.22+0.00 44.44+0.33 0
)=l 30.00£0.71 6.67+0.00 63.33+2.78 P 45.45+0.33 18.18+1.00 36.36+0.00 MP
k 39.69+2.68 22.16£1.55 38.14£1.85 0 34.38+0.60 34.38+0.22 31.25£0.30 0
S 56.10+4.11 14.63+0.50 29.27+1.00 M 28.57+0.00 28.57+0.00 42.86+0.20
3 iig

TEFRIRMR, T IR 5, MASHR 2 B W 2 REVESE 0K BHE TR EL0 A R R PRI B A
RIS [RI R 9 F- P 00 %k - SR 2 e v S A A AN TR AR S« AR AR, 28 i A i | 3 1 M &2
FEERRAG , J5A BER AP 06 R e, R TRl i KR PR B8 A - S A7 e 22 5 100 s ZRMARL Bl R 1R, 6
F0 8 FE ARG, PP 0T TR T 28 A RBc o i Ab  E R BOR & A B AL e R R i - s R T
T AR SR AR B VR 2R SRR, AT B F s H W2 T H e R
[YSI0 [ 2 06F - SR 1 S i B Ay %)/ A S Bk B A M) T S 2K T v 4 P O B 1 S R
TR 4 B Y5 Y e A K 1R 2 5309 ik ( Chamobates cuspidatus ) BHE (BE) (U862 s eesfp 5
RS0 T P95 P IR SR B R BE ARk As s A o130
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TERERAE S RET , A S e 20 S s i AP R AR B, BRIl |5y LA ) 31 35 6 = A2 K 35 48
PIREREIR S TP AR VLR A LTI X AR RO Wi B AR B AR RN E R TR AR 4 i e 52, 2y i il
W b DU DXRIAE A PR AZ R A T AR b4 i LA R B D v R o B R A R MR (77 | IR B 7 R A
BB R R PR A b, - S S A e B R A A 285 B S O TR B 386 o ] i A 20 S0 ey B2 28 SR B o
i 35 AEAE IR A o, SRR I 4 A B 1R S % R BRI RIAE R A W0 LU 3 A0, TR 2 R b T 4 B
T REE TR A B RN MR AR . A OCHIFIE R W], RIS VR 25 A0 1) 22 S AR RIS Y RE AR
PSRRI | R HERRAE S A R A L A AR R R T B R T A P R R R | R
JE SRR BT 22 Rk BT 1, A8 ) T - SR S e 25 M B R AR v, DAIR R 31 45 K B A6 UMK R
FEAR+ S R AR I - w n i SR EIOR i i, 1 52 0 5 ot 1 4 AR A AR - 38 DU A 2 vy ) AR5 i T4
B B TSR X S SRV R R BB AR AR, ELAE REUMR 14156 288 Ja 250 <6 B A8 A 180 i A8 A B
SR BEATAE— € B3 3 A, R WA DAY -3l e A Ak TS 8k

PSS 2 A 35 17 PR S RN /s R AR (R B i B2 A, ok B A b A B I 8 5 LA A= BB 5 3R
B IABEAEAE IR 22 5 o A D b B R A s 1) R 35 8 2B 358 AW 8 ( Bdlella) o5 DR 5, FhAE B 16 LA
B W8 (Hypoaspis) o b ; H1 2R A0 B b Y R 0 7 A B8 ARG s | T i Jes o A8, AR LA 3
15 1% ( Protokalumna) W& A5 & ( Cheylteus ) A LT A VTP A VT AR A 1 X Y AS [ AR # 1B E E
b | SR A PR B LA 3R 85 R ( Haplozeidae ) 5 B 3 &L ( Oribatulidae ) F1%8& 7 H 85 1 ( Nanhermanniidae ) A {1
MG AT bR LA B 38 TR g R R DU g R S LA, BE AR DA 5 Sk B R ( Tectocepheidae ) | B g )
(Oppiidae ) FEICH R A UL £ FTRACHR LS 58} ( Terpnacaridae ) (2R 2 H &7} ( Belbidae ) FlZ I H i}
AR MAEARHIFSE DX, FEABCRR LA s S | 5 Sk BP0 i R O O A R, A AR AR AR DL H 0 A
B b o S DL I, AR+ RAE AR LA P i J Sy 3 . b 20 F g i it Y o s S R LIRS i, BT
I SIS/ RS . TR I T BE 5 A B S P R I W B B A OC T Sk TR I R T2
FHRO R RIS X A A5 R CAF B K (R AEABUMR I -+ R Bk 2 1

3 P A g RS B — AR B3 AR 1 35 J& AN [a] eSS ) OO SIS 0 45 5 6 e | R A2 il JBE L L AR AR TR
W | TG0 e A LT G0 — L8 . AR TR R A DI B — e AR A AR 22 R Hoh R
W B R AR 2200 ok R TR L PRI R A T SR R TS RS A HLBR U TS A £
PRBE A LRSS P = T R TR RA A A R A A A 56 5 TGS A PR i e R R R PR
K e i Ja 2034 T T 5 EREE, 18 2 H i Jas 7 1 RN T S ERBE P A o A R T T S A T
BE TR T P PR A AL H ol e P Ol i | TS R gl g R 4 D HE Ol S A B T 2 PR B A g
FEG | ot 0y PP Ol S = A T AR SRR VR M R T PRI DT B B R R i R o
DX ) A — 6 T SR IE 0 A A S SRR, 12 X R K A2 Sl B 0 | LAAE UMK B A B 4

S P G A X SR S AR PR i AR SR AT D) S e+ A2 IR B IR AL, 7E T BN R B B v
g DL K SRR B TE TR SRR HAR | B SRBR RN B 476, R Sl O A0 MO R R T 11
Tl £ PR I R R 6 2B SR TP R VLR A 2T X A A A2, B Rl TR S RO LA AR 3R 35 K 8828
FERIAEAE, TSy P AL O AN M ALY AR IR e R SR b et 4 0 5 A B A M R DL K R R A T
R T R T AT A SR TS BT ACR . ASHIE S X A P 2y - R P A4
TR R 2 20 K BERERY, FHE A= 2528 2 O 7RI M AU | R BHAF SR X 19 - 382 + 38R B Pk &2 2
B —ERCR

4 it

eSS BE R X AR BB SRR T e e R P AU 5 M 2 R B — e iy 22 5%, ml A
FHOLHAJE FLEAT B R AR 2 5 2R 2 2 R P 22 e 1) - S 5 2 o) Ay YA AR S ) i R B AT 00 A 4R
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PR 0 DX - SRR A RN JRERE B I 45 S R R T A W e R M T R

N SR A5 B VDA OG , HAT SR ARG S 7 3 DX 2 3 S0 A 5 i DX 56 24 11 B 5 AH

XHERZ , L, ZERATN A A XA [ AR B8 52 PRI - eI S i 2 M 1) 22 e B LS R IR B S A R

AT PR IN 22 5 BT 25 M R AR B oT (W ) S 5 AR Sl PR A T IR IR ABIESE
B0 B L WIS BB A IR AS B S AR IS AR L B/ INE SRR LR AR A B

22 3L Hf ( References)

[ 1] ReRET, 299, WL, SOUmIRe fr A A B XK i IR S S0 s TR AL S BE2A41, 2012, 67(7) : 878-888.
[2] BEEE, TEE, 22080, GKY. FEHRUE— BB f—TUR LU SR 7326058, SEMIARR:, 2001, 19(1) : 77-80.

]
]
[ 3] Eflpr, M €, RERET. WA BALLE A IR B AR M) 5 T —— DAV ). iRl A 253, 2005, 24(3) » 233-238.
1 AR XNEE YR, ZEME, SR, REER AR X LR A IR R FE R R R A S I —— DS S0 - T AT
ANV XA . E AR AR, 2012, 28(17) ; 187-194.
[ 5] RERRT, Mok, BRiF, 225, B SANE—RMNABLIABE AR S8 B, StNBHLH AL, 2011, 57-172.
[6] Mk, BERRT, HETE, IR, BOnLL. AEMUMRAEE IrRe A BALIR B P A BRI RS . K L ORFFE T, 2016, 36(1) : 292-297.
[ 7] BEZde, WRir, BERET, 2R, Sha k. AEMUMH 38 504 2 Rk K 00 8 9% 400 43 ek ) A FH—— LA SR AE T e 45 Sy 9. bk 5 3R 555
2010, 38 (3) : 314-319.
[ 8] EAUEE, Brir, RERRET, 258, &&, ¥, PIT WA Bt X 3D o s R R BB S, TR XIS, 2012, 26
(12): 191-195.

[ 9] Camann M A, Gillette N E, Lamoncha K L, Mori S R. Response of forest soil Acari to prescribed fire following stand structure manipulation in the
southern Cascade Range. Canadian Journal of Forest Research, 2008, 38(5) : 956-968.

[10] Jung C, Kim J W, Marquardt T, Kaczmarek S. Species richness of soil gamasid mites ( Acari: Mesostigmata) in fire-damaged mountain sites.
Journal of Asia-Pacific Entomology, 2010, 13(3) : 233-237.

[11] Lindo Z, Visser S. Forest floor microarthropod abundance and oribatid mite ( Acari: Oribatida) composition following partial and clear-cut
harvesting in the mixedwood boreal forest. Canadian Journal of Forest Research, 2004, 34(5) : 998-1006.

[12] Eeva T, Penttinen R. Leg deformities of oribatid mites as an indicator of environmental pollution. Science of the Total Environment, 2009, 407
(16) ; 4771-4776.

[13] A, skia, DR, BRMS. K& A LR AR 0 L S B v 45 A R IE. ZE752% 40, 2006, 26(1) ; 16-25.

[14] Ryabinin N A, Pan’kov A N. Successions of oribatid mites ( Acariformes; Oribatida) on disturbed areas. Biology Bulletin, 2009, 36(5) : 510-515.

[15] Minor M A, Norton R A.Effects of weed and erosion control on communities of soil mites ( Oribatida and Gamasina) in short-rotation willow
plantings in central New York. Canadian Journal of Forest Research, 2008, 38(5) : 1061-1070.

[16] TR, WAEHL, BRGEE, 2905(E, XIWER, bz, e, skol, 518 B ILL0Er gk s x LS RE TR 25 i 52 . ZE 52440,
2008, 28(10) . 4771-4781.

[17]  RERME, FFIC3E, IR AR b BER AL R AN IR Bk 52 75 2R S S PR AR AR Y 22 5. BhW0~43ik, 2007, 53(4) : 607-615.

(18] RARME, FF3CHE, il H 7. AR AR B Jit o S b e i 0 A S TR IR 52 Ak 380y S T) - SR i R VR AR 1R L3R, B2 05T, 2007, 28
(5): 519-525.

[19] Krantz G W, Walter D E. A manual of Acarology. 3rd ed. Texas; Texas Tech University Press, 2009 1-807.

[20] ZRBEAR, Ak M. FpR: RN, 1988: 1-520.

[21] JF3cde, WA2E5E, SR, T, MVivik, RaE, e, ka3, Bl BRale, Rllm, Rz, FUtiE, i, BKRES, RER,
KRR, PRZE, BERZE, BRI, R, skGN, BN, BRIE S, BSLZE, ok, skiR, XIEM, #idert, BHEe, ¥ T4F, IR
P SR R I, JEaT Bes iR, 1998 163-242, 527-562.

[22]  FRZsy, DI, BT, dr AR e, Jbat, gl ik, 2013 1-360.

[23] Z=wlih, LIRS, rhEBSEALIE. Jbnt. B4R, 2016: 1-568.

[24] A, #OBOHT, FLA50, B Sfdbiliimm MORE LS RIS R0 5E. 13, 2005, 37(5) : 545-550.

[25] Yeates G W, Bongers T. Nematode diversity in agroecosystems. Agriculture, Ecosystems & Environment, 1999, 74(1/3); 113-135.

[26] Magura A E. Ecological diversity and its measurements. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1988.

[27] Ruf A. A maturity index for predatory soil mites ( Mesostigmata; Gamasina) as an indicator of environmental impacts of pollution on forest soils.

Applied Soil Ecology, 1998, 9(1/3) . 447-452.

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



12 SR 38 &
[28] Aoki J I. Analysis of oribatid communities by relative abundance in the species and individual numbers of the three major groups ( MGP-analysis ) .

[29]
[30]
[31]
[32]

[33]

[34]
[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

[40]
[41]

[42]

[43]

[44]

[45]

[46]

[47]

[48]

Bulletin, Institute of Environmental Science and technology, Yokohama National University, 1983, 10(1): 171-176.

WEERK, (SRR, XUHERN, B, KSARZE. WrR S} be e R RIS, AR, 2004, 24(4) : 693-699.

Karg W. To the knowledge of the superfamily Phytoseioidea Karg, 1965. Zoologische Jahrbiicher, Abteilung fiir Systematik, 1976, 103: 505-546.
BIIN/R - W54, EHER - B9, HEOTER - 5 7103, BRSNS S R SR, AR, 2017, 37(24) : 8385-8396.
Zhang Y, Jin D C, Zhou Y F, Yang G P, Liang W Q. Community composition and diversity of soil oribatid mites ( Acari: Oribatida) in karst
forests in Shibing, Guizhou, Southwestern China. Acta Entomologica Sinica, 2015, 58(7) : 791-799.

Bedano J C, Cantd M P, Doucet M E. Influence of three different land management practices on soil mite ( Arachnida: Acari) densities in relation
to a natural soil. Applied Soil Ecology, 2006, 32(3) : 293-304.

AT, VPR, TR, B, BN, FEAE. BT RO L R Ah *ﬁﬂﬁ?ﬁﬂﬂ HrEE SO, 2013, 21(5) : 598-605.
R, XA, SRR, SRR, ST RUR I R A T A e 2 = BT I 2 1] R . AR AR SRR, 2016, 36(6):
1782-1792.

Nielsen U N, Osler G H R, Campbell C D, Burslem D F R P, van der Wal R. The influence of vegetation type, soil properties and precipitation on
the composition of soil mite and microbial communities at the landscape scale. Journal of Biogeography, 2010, 37(7) : 1317-1328.

Hasegawa M, Okabe K, Fukuyama K, Makino S, Okochi I, Tanaka H, Goto H, Mizoguchi T, Sakata T. Community structures of Mesostigmata,
Prostigmata and Oribatida in broad-leaved regeneration forests and conifer plantations of various ages. Experimental and Applied Acarology, 2013,
59(4) : 391-408.

T, bkt , Tk, PRSI, WEsE, T, ML, vk, R, M, BERIR, BRI RERE, i, SRR
R, RSEN, TRAERE, B3R, XL, REBE, S, MM, SRS, SRR, S, ML, SEs, R, ERIK, URE,
BEEAE, ke, XIZEME, HeIde, ARG, A, 25 PEWRA H3EY). JUat. BB, 1992 30-39.

Badieritakis E G, Fantinou A A, Emmanouel N G. A qualitative and quantitative study of mites in similar alfalfa fields in Greece. Experimental and
Applied Acarology, 2014, 62(2) :195-214.

MERE, LR, oS, TR0, R, 20 P EPEEE. Junt. Blegdimit, 1989 25-27.

Athias-Binche F. Ecologie des uropodides édaphiques ( Arachnides: Parasitiformes) de trois écosystemes forestiers. 1. Introduction, matérial,
biologie. Vie Milieu, 1981, 31 137-147.

Karg W. Vorkommen und ernshrung der milbencohors Uropodina ( Scgildkrotenmilben) sowie ihre eignung als indikatoren in agroskosystemen.
Pedobiologia, 1986, 29 285-295.

Paschoal A D. Recharacterization of Gymnodamaeoidea and erection of Plateremaeoidea ( Acari, Oribatei) , with key to families and genera. Revista
Brasileira de Zoologia, 1989, 6(2): 191-200.

Labandeira C C, Phillips T L, Norton R A. Oribatid mites and the decomposition of plant tissues in Paleozoic coalswamp forests. Palaios, 1997, 12
(4):319-353.

Ermilov S G, Winchester N N, Lowman M M, Wassie A. Two new species of oribatid mites (Acari: Oribatida) from Ethiopia, including a key to
species of Pilobatella. Systematic and Applied Acarology, 2012, 17( 3) . 301-317.

ARARPA - BTEA, FIHIRK - BT, BIAGHRAGRS] - ki, SAAR. HENE IR 4 M 7 i 2% 2
FXPHRSIREE, 2013, 27(8) : 164-170.

Erepk, SRS, BET, PRubth, HAR. R R IR A S R LR S REROE B R TS Al BURALBTSE , 2008, 29(6)
641-645.

JHiE#E, EHA, SO WEE A A AR R A [ . HiER S ER, 2010, 38(1): 17

e AL Al S REVE A5, T

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



