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Fig. 1 The layout of tested plots
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Table 2 Population growth rate of Liocola brevitarsis
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Fig. 2 The adult population temporal dynamics of

Liocola brevitarsis Lewis in different habitats
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Table 1 Adult number of population of Liocola brevitarsis
Lewis in different habitats

b A 3% Habitat
Treatment A B C D
AR Number of population 2 523 6 605 13 082 11 368
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Lewis in different habitats

3 5H/6 A 6H/7TH TH/8A 8H/9A 9H/10 4
Habitat May/June June/ July July/ Aug. Avg. /Sep.  Sept. /Oct.
A 99. 10 0.01 —0. 33 —0.97 —1.00
B 25.13 —0.16 —0.52 —0.91 —0.95
C 76. 90 —0.26 —0. 34 —0.91 —0.99
D 42. 90 —0. 34 —0. 40 —0.94 —0. 90
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Table 3 Female and male ratio of Liocola brevitarsis

Lewis in different habitats

g WA L 28 i M Significance of difference
Habitat Fernale and male ratio 5% 1%

A 0.90:1 a A

B 0.77: 1 c C

C 0.88:1 a AB

D 0.85:1 b B
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Fig. 3 Dynamic change of female and male ratio of Liocola

brevitarsis Lewis in different time and different habitats
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Abstract: Liocola brevitarsis Lewis was used as research object, the comparative method was adopted to study the
influence of different habitats on population dynamics and female and male ratio of Liocola brevitarsis Lewis. The results
showed that different habitats had large impact on the population number,and population growth rate was positive only in
May/June,others were negative. The population dynamics all had two peaks except vineyard habitat; the average of
female and male ratio of Liocola brevitarsis Lewis was 0. 85 ¢ 1. Female and male ratio was not only affected by habitat,
but also by the population number.
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