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Fuzzy cluster analysis on the dynamics of Tetranyschus cinnabarinus population in 1986 —
1993 shows that the population dynamics is differed in years, areas and plot sizes, and
there exists a significant difference between those of immature and adult T'. cinnabarinus.
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Table 1. Dynamics of T. cinnabarinus population on eggplant from different areas in 1986— 1993
Eo'.% Loig;aﬁon ‘?::e{ﬁ' 1 z 3 4 s 6 7 8
1 BT 1987 (B - B) 6.27 7.4 T7.11 7.18 17.25 8.1 8.8 8.15
Gaohang FHEE%( « B -'(Average®) 2.2 32.6 54.9 92.1 114.9 373.6 156.2 4.9
2 =T33 1988 §£(H - H) 5.21 5.28 6.4 6.11 6.18 6.25 7.2 7.9
Gaohang M &E¥ » Bk -'(Average) 1.0 3.6 10.4 42.5 44.3 75.3 117.0 274.8
3 BT 19894E(H - H)** 6.17 6.2¢4 7.1 7.8 7.15 7.22 7.29 8.5
Gaohang MY » Bk '(Average) 1092 1427 2237 1575 522 323 134.0  16.2
4 "7 19904 (H - HD 5.26 6.2 6.9 6.16 6.23 6. 30 7.7 7.14
Gaohang B ¥ « BE1(Average) 3.5 5.0 8.6 174.7 449 351 774.3  1447.1
5 -1 1991 #£(H « H) 6.22 6.20 7.6 7.13 7.20 7.27 8.3 8.10
Gaohang MEE¥L - B '(Average) 1.0 19.7 23.4 175.2 991 3622  712.0 480.2
6 AT 1992 4£(H - @) 6.13 6.20 6.27 7.4 7.11 7.18 7.25 8.1
Gaohang M- &% « £k (Average) 5.5 0.8 1.6 3.3 4.7 173 1348 238.3
7 L 1986 #£(H - H) 5.30 6.4 6.9 6.14 6.19 6. 24 6. 30 7.5
Jangwan PFFERYC - Bk (Average) 9.7  27.5 44.4 314.4 803 2266 2498.3 2310
8 23 1989 4E(H « B) 6.6 6.13 6.20 6.27 7.4 7.11 7.18 7.25
Yangiao Bf %% « B! (Average) 1.2 3.9 25.1 29.2 33. 4 76. 4 108.7 169.5
9 b= 1991 £(H - B 6.18 6.25 7.2 7.9 7.16 7.23 7.30 8.6
Fudan B &E%C « Bk-1(Average) 0.55 16.2 27.8 220.2 1430 865 448.8 131.5
10 B 1992 4£(H - B) 6.6 6.13 6.20 6.27 7.4 7.11 7.18 7.25
Fudan RS « B '(Average) 2.65 9.65 11.6 27.5 136 478  444.85 358.6
11 XE 19924 (H « B) 6.6 6.13 6.20 3.27 7.4 7.11 7.18 7.25
Fudan  M-¥ - B '(Average) 2.65 9.65 11.6 37.5 136 478  444.85 358.6
12 b4} 1992 #£(H - B) 6.6 6.13 6.20 6.27 7.4 7.11 7.18 7.25
Fudan P& « Bk'(Average) 94.3 204 639.0 840.7 2873 5882 1630  543.5
13 b N=1 1993 E(H - H) 6.7 6.10 6.13 6.16 6.19 6.22 6.22 6. 25
Fudan W 4% « Bk '(Average) 6.20 12.7 22.7 51.1 37.9 51 68.60 233.3
14 HH 1993 4£(H « H) 6.7 6.10 6.13 6.16 6.19 6.22 6. 25
Fudan 4hH AP - B'(Average) 4.5 13. 3 30 4.8 7.3 10. 8 279.7 223.2
gf L:‘i’ﬁm Yieajr 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 19
1 F-% 53 1987 4E(H » H) 8.22 8.29 9.5 9.12 9.19 9.26 10.2 10.9 10.16 10.2310. 30
Gaohang ¥l « Bk '(Average- ) 1.0 0.8 0.4 0.8 2.8 5.9 10.0 18.6 19.3 20.7 27.4
2 HiT 1988 4£(H - H) 7.16 7.23 7.30 8.6 8.13 8.20 8.27 9.3 9.10 9.17 9.24
Gaohang M ¥ » Bk '(Average® ) 329.0 26.8 1.3 1.0 0.8 0.5 0.2 1.1 35 53 6.2
3 ®/iT 19894E(H - HY** 8.12
Gaohang W #% « B '(Average) 7.2
4 b1 53 1990 4£(H « H) 7.21 7.28 8.4 8.11 8.18 8.25
Gaohang M ¥ » Bk '(Average) 1274 277.3399.4277.3 11.6 0.6
5 -2 53 1991 5£(H « B) 8.17 8.24 8.31 9.7
Gaohang P53 » B '(Average) 157.7 365.6326.0 10.5
6 =% 3 1992 4E(H - H) 8.8 8.15 8.22 8.29 9.5
Gaohang M #8¥K - Bk (Average) 37.2 46.5 16.5 2.8 1.5
7 b4 1986 4£(R « B) 7.10 7.15 7.21 7.26 7.31 8.5 8.10
Jangwan AR « Bk ' (Average) 2117.31600 1272 102 10 ()
8 fad .2 19894 (H - B)
Yangiao M ¥ - Bk'(Average)
9 XB 1991 4£(H - H) 8.13
Fudan H S » Bk'(Average) O
10 p.- 4= 19924 (H - A 8.1 8.8 8.15
Fudan &% « Bk (Average) 0
11 b -4 1992 4£(H « B) 8.1 8.8 8.15
Fudan H % ¥ - B ' (Average) 61.5 1.6
12 ®H 1992 % (H « H) 8.1 8.8 8.15
Fudan M-SR - Bk '(Average) 12.55 .2
13 b= 1993 4E(H - H) 6.28 7.1 7.4 7.7 7.10 7.13 7.16
Fudan M #K¥E - Bk ' (Average) 181.1145.3 61.2 85.0 47.9 1.8
14 -3z} 1993 4£(H - H) 6.28 7.1 7.4 7.7 7.10 7.13 7.16
Fudan Zh#& ¥ - BL-'(Average)108.8181.7139.3 76.1 9.3 2

* Average; Mean of individual number of the mite per host plant.
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Table 2 Characteristic indices of population dynamics of
T. cinnabarinus

Ef' s B n t2— r
1 706.0920 13.6046 371.9080 1.4136 0.9013
2 819.6370 12.4323 351.6488 1.7435 0.8410
3 7676.3750 8.0093 2075.6770 2. 8484 O0.3898
4 4591.4490 10.5101 1445, 2860 2.3997 0.5804
5  5590.5960 12.1102 3752.2620 1.1161 1.3681
6  1912.1400 12.6457 1609.5410 0. 8879 2.2510
7 13917.130 4.2386 2594.8490 3.1629 2.3292
8  9283.3020 4.8433 B856.2996 8.7915 0.7328
9  2553.6050 6.6112 1748.4750 1.1440 1.9184
10 1577.8350 9.0783 509.1915 2.3639 1.5446
11 10723.110010.8263 6253.1780 1.2929 1. 2087
12 11391.0300 10. 8259 5822.5680 1.4751 1.0631
13 926.4808 9.7578 184.9215 1.6298 0.7615
14 1133.3030 9.2539 200.0569 1.8495 3.2053
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Fig. 1 Dendromgram of population dynamics of T.

cinnabarinus in different years.
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