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Abstract: In this paper, the species composition, richness, abundance and diversity of flower-visiting
hoverfly (Diptera: Syrphidae) communities in habitats with various degrees of disturbance and altitudes in
Changbai Mountain, N. E. China, were investigated using transect sampling method in two sample sites.
One site located at a low elevation of 800 —1 100 m, and the other located at a high elevation of 1 750 —
2 150 m. In each sample site, three types of habitats were selected, with an area of 20 m X20 m for each
transect (habitat). A total of 2 540 individuals of 42 Syrphidae species in 252 sets of data were collected.
The differences in flower-visiting hoverfly composition, species richness, abundance and diversity in
different habitat types and altitudes were analyzed. The results showed that the similarities among different
habitats at the low site are higher than those of the high site. The flower-visiting hoverfly abundance at the
low site is higher than that of the high site, while the species richness is lower than that at the high site.
The diversity indexes of flower-visiting hoverfly are significantly different among different habitats, but
diversity shows no significant differences between the low and high altitude sites. In different habitats, the
highest diversity of flower-visiting hoverfly occurred in the transition forest habitat ( Betula ermanii forest
belt) , as well as in the secondary forest habitats with slight disturbance ( coniferous-deciduous mixed forest
belt Il ). The diversity flower-visiting hoverfly in Botanical Garden for valuable plant species conservation is

second only to that in the above two habitats, which indicates its remarkable effect on conservation.
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Table 1 The character and vegetation of different habitats
L% R MR BREE mE FHBE Vegetation
Altitude ~ Cover
Name Code  (m) (%) Slope HAHEY) Herbaceous plants WEK Shrubs T Trees
o FRH
ATH  BG 800 5 S Astilbe chinensis Kalimeris indica Spiraea spp.
Lythrum salicaria Comnyza canadensis Sorbaria kirilowti
Botanical T e S S
Hemerocallis lilioasphodelus Hemistepta lyrata Potentilla fruticosa
- PN}
Garden Hemerocallis middendorfii Herba Cirsii Aralia continentalis
295 E W
Allium thunbergii Lactuca indica
RIEEST 5
Lilium leichtlinii Doellingeria scaber
L
Chamaemelum nobile Syneilesis aconitifolia
Chamaenerion _;.ngustéfolium Sedum spectabile
ZN\E
Hylotelephium spectabile Chelidonium majus
Sedum aizoon Agrimonia pilosa
KE2#E Ly
Geranium baishanens Polygonum thunbergii
IeRkE
Inula japonica
IeRkE SWBPL gz ] EAR/N
TH#K DF 800-850 40 8 Inula japonica Lonicera maackii Spiraea spp. Pinus koraiensis
HE NEFE ficygr-27 2] B /N
Comnyza canadensis Veronica spuria Sorbaria kirilowti Abies holophylla
Distusbd A B THTH KT
Radix Asteris Filipendula palmata Syringa wolfii Larix olgensts
coond N LHHT T %15
ary Taraxacum mongolicum Vicia ulticaulis Viburnum sargentii Quercus mongolica
ore TR TIE K
Hemerocallis lilioasphodelus Lythrum salicaria Aralia continentalis Fraxinus mandshurica
WIEAE BH s
Thalictrum tuberiferum Ranunculus spp. Phellodendron amurense
A RIEBIRKE B
Valeriana offeinalis Lychnis fulgens Tilia amurensis

Chelidonium majus

Geranium wilfordii

JLEIER 3R gz ]
WEM SF 1050-1100 60 HS Hemerocallis lilioasphodelus Sonchus arvensis Spiraea spp.
RAEE B BH 529
Secondery Hemerocallis middendorfii R ulus spp. Sorba;a kirilowti
forest LIk SRR
Lilium leichtlinii Ranunculus chinensis Potentilla fruticosa
WIEAE RIEBIRKE URTHE
Thalictrum tuberiferum Lychnis fulgens Syringa wolfii
KA S ey XA IE K
Trollius macropetalus Dianthus barbatus Viburnum sargentii
H-EEFT
Chamaemelum nobile Cicuat virosa Aralia continentalis
KZGFK IR
Sedum spectabile Aegopodium alpestre

2\E
Hylotelephium spectabile

a2z

Chamaenerion anustéfolium

Valeriana offeinalis

Sedum aizoon

P4 10
Geranium wilfordii Chelidonium majus
SEP-E A LT SWBPL

Geranium eriostemon

Lonicera maackii

AL/N

Pinus koraiensts
/N
Abies holophylla

Rt
Abies nephrolepis

K&
Larix olgensts
DINiEL/N

Taxus cuspidata

A

Thuja koraiensts

ELT

Quercus mongolica

7K g

Fraxinus mandshurica

HEE
Phellodendron amurense
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#F3% 1 Table 1 continued

MR BRHIE FHBE Vegetation
f\lgafi éﬁg% Altitude ~ Cover é%) ri
(m) (%) P FLAHEY) Herbaceous plants WEZK Shrubs TR Trees
IeRkE ficygr-27 2]
Inula japonica Veronica spuria
B OBFE
Kalimeris indica Filipendula palmata
NRE ZEHBT
Comnyza canadensis Vicia ulticaulis
&S E Lactuca indica Astilbe chinensis
IRHE TJE3R
Radix Asteris Lythrum salicaria
AR
Taraxacum mongolicum
: IS ] KERE : -
HHBK  CF1750-180082-84 S Clintonia udensis Paceonia japonica Daphne koreanum L4 Pinus koraiensis
Closed Bt A KA
Veratrum stenophyllum Equisetum hyemale Vaccinium uliginosum Pinus syluestriformis
orest o P KEa KR A
Pyrola rotundifolia Trollius chinensts Daphne koreanum Abies nephrolepis
Bk HEORDA il N
Aconitum kusnezoffii Parnassia palustris Lonicera caerulea Picea jezoensis
SEP-E A LT K&
Geranium eriostemon Cimicifuga simplex Larix olgensis
gy TR

Cacalia komaroviana

Trollius chinensis Bunge

Actaea asiatica

- _ FER ERESE 4 B ptEY
AP TF 1900 -1950 > 30 HS Aquilega japonica Maianthemum bifolium Rhododendron aureum Betula ermanii
Transition BIEA KELRE EAHE
Campanula glomeraea Rhodiola angusta ndron confertissimum
oret Kl L e
Coelopleurum nakaianum Trientalis europaea Rhododendron redowskianum
KBEREBIH B
Saussurea tenerifolia Oxalis acetosella Vaccinium uliginosum
KEAEE WER
Hedysarum ussuriensis Rhyllodoce caerulea
_ ~ BRI 4 B ptEY
JRgE OF 2100-2150 ~0 S Campanula glomeraea ~ Maianthemum bifolium Rhododendron aureum
MK /NEAEHIAT [l BHIFLRY
Sanguisorba parviflora Papaver alpinum Rhododendron confertissimum
Oreinal KA KR AR
&l Sanguisorba stipulata Aquilega japonica Rhododendron redowskianum
. KEnaE h
Hedysarum ussuriensis Vaccinium uliginosum
KBEREBH /SRS
forest s
Saussurea tenerifolia Rhyllodoce caerulea
Fertli A
Dryas octopetala

S: PHIK Sunny slope; HS: 4H3 Half sunny slope.

BT o AT ARLLLNS Pinus koraiensis K ¥,
HEEHRIFD Ry A Abies holophylla FIH H ¥ A4
Larix olgensis %,

WK 4= bR A 5% (Secondary Forest, SF) : FRAKFE 55
KL 60% ¥ FHYE, MR EE 1050 ~1 100 m,
HYMRFEE RS E R, AL 545 DF
A, S AE R B2 5 o

$f P MR 4 5% (Closed Forest, CF): ¥k & &

1750 ~1 800 m, fHI AR B KN 82% ~84% ,
AR DI 8% 75 k2 Picea jezoensis R F , FR AL HA
Pinus koraiensis 1< [ #5 Pinus syluestriformis . £ 5 %
¥4 Larix olgensis F1R ¥ K2 Abies nephrolepis %, #k
PRI BRI BEHE R, AR AE M P2 i 21478 A PR A2 bR
T B ARAE YT ] T A AR AR R, AT HEAR—
A L 2 T HOIR 7347, I AEBE 23 A FEAAEY) o
MR AE 1S (Transition Forest, TF) : FRAE HHR
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AADIRZS 2% R i 22 B B VA 4R T 8 K, 7E
HEAERERK ARRES, BBIEN & L RS,
FE TR T AR XU k8, WA —, RN A
Betula ermanii, MRTFHERFGD, Lha- LRG3, K
PCORTBHFLRG RS B, AR YRR
HET, BHEEFE 0% LI, REREAHEAHER
YD, SR AR SRR AL B

JE A TE AR A= 3% (Original Shrub Forest, OF) :
TR R FEAE 2 100 ~2 150 m, BH3E . FRME 35 R &
&, LT RF . ARESA T A AR | B3, L
MEARMBEAEY b E, SR T RIS EIH:
FERS B EEAR K, JLERKFEM ; K5, W H £,
FE 5> AR R LB W B, RSB,
BARSKREHEY . BRKHFTAREELE, (F
TRIR I EDRFE AR B AFE Y b T B BEAE, TE AR
T TR RS RARE, ¥4 BURRER I SRR A
1.2 R#EFZE

Vi A6 B W R A BT B TR AR IR AR S I AR A
Yy b B, 2005 % 2007 4FH9 6 -9 A, BIRCE
FE6 d, A RFE 42 d,3 4FIE4} 126 d; BIRCRFEE
ANAESRE 2 NER 6 NMEBIREE 84 K, 3 4Lt
WCEEEEE 252 4, B 1 DR EAEIE R 3 ME
BEGE S, E1 NMERBRCRHR2ANEL, &
1 ANKAREHD 3 AR R 42 40,2 N RREsb it 84 40
B

JEAE 1] AR BE R 10. 8 ~ 38 8°C, JEA SR
Pollard %5 (1975) F1 Pollard (1977) i FHI F .
AETE 20 m x20 m x 10 m {3 il 4 A — % 7 B B
MUATAE B2 B R A s 3, R T

Vi lRIAE ) ) 24 FR o 413 B0 AR 35 N SR A I () 72
50 ~60 min, F73E BEFEAE 600 m U N, BN ES
BRFRAE 2 WK, 53 51 24 b i ] i B4 8: 30 -
11: O0OFI 4 2: 00 —4: 30,
1.3 HEHWHE

(DAER F B

P,=N,/N

K, N, 5§ WIRAMARE, N TR SRR

QUBEVE AR 737 : AR HE Jaccard AH UM R 5K
JEH: X g {54 0.00 ~0.25 B, BETE J AR A AL 5
2 g fH# 0.25 ~0.50 B, B ALY ¢
B4 0.50 ~0.75 if, BEVE A HH S5 AHML 2 g (EA
0.75 ~1.00, B AR AHL . Jaccard AHME R AL
KaF:

g=c/(a+b-c)

K, e I REEILAWFE o R b 235 AR IE
A MR B IR AL,

(B)BEIE ZREM 4 #T . % Shannon-Wiener Z4£
PEFEEL

H= -3P,InP,
(4) ¢ K60 A B AT R BEAE Hb 1 76 B i deR

K H SPSS13. 0 GE it 8 th ML HE A T K
(Independent-Samples T test) 4T ¢ K56

2 £R

2.1 AR
HOREBN VAL PFIE 2 540 3k, KB T 42 F,
21 & (£ 2),

F2 KALGEHERFRFMERZEERRDEENIH
Table 2 Distribution, species and abundance of flower-visiting hoverflies among different habitats
of North Slope of Changbai Mountain

AR Low site EWFHRAEHE High site
WyFh Species (800-1100 m a.s.l.) (1750 -2150 m a.s.1)
BG DF SF CF TF OF
KR BB AF B Cheilosia nebulosa ( Verrall) St
R BAF W Cheilosia illustrate (Harris) r
KR BRI Cheilosia kunashirica (Violovitsh) +
IR BT Dasysyrphus bilineatus ( Matsumura ) +
W2 B Wi Dasysyrphus venustus ( Meigen) +
KM BT Epistrophe griseofasciata ( Matsumura) +

LB B I UR Epistrophe nigroepistomata Shirake et Edashige
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435 2 Table 2 continued

fEMFIRFEHE Low site Bk EEHL High site
MFh Species (800 -1100 m a.s.l.) (1750-2150 m a.s.1)

BG DF SF CF TF OF
BTN AU UR Epistrophe grossulariae (Meigen) + +
AWM Episyrphus balteatus (De Geer) ++ F4+ St + + +
5 % BB IFHR Eriozona nigroscutellata Schiraki +
KRG Eristalis tenax (Linnaeus) +Ht +H+ +H+ 4+ 4+ ++
4G MR Eristalis arbustorum (Linnaeus) +
RS S8R Eristalis cerealis Fabricius + —
E RIS ST Eristalis himalayensis Brunetti + + ++
PO E IR Eupeodes lapponicus (Zettertedt) +
LRI MR Helophilus lineatus (Fabricius) +
B S5 W& I 88 Helophilus virgatus ( Coquillett) +
G H-E YT Ischryosyrphus glaucius ( Linnaeus) — .
SBEH- R Ischyosyrphus laternarius ( Muller) ++ S+
EIE W A iR Melangyna labiatarum (Verrall) +
1% 351 36 W5 B U 8 Melangyna lasiophthalma (Zetterstedt) +
KR BB AF B Cheilosia nebulosa ( Verrall) it
35 E 15 AT Melangyna compositarum (Verrall ) +
KI5 BAF MR Melanostoma orientale (Wiedemann ) +
WP B I HR Meliscaeva cinctella ( Zetterstedt) + et .
AP YT Parasyrphus kirgizorum (Peck) + + +
EEE UM Syrphus ribesii (Linnaeus) ++ +++ + + ++
PFEWF MR Syrphus torvus Osten sacken + + ++ + - e
R B FER Syrphus vitripennis Meigen + +
RBEG R i Scaeva albomaculata (Macquart) + + +
FIPES BB YT Scaeva pyrastri ( Linnaeus) +
ARSI IF IR Scaeva selenitica (Meigen) "
EI B 40 i & i5F 88 Sphaerophoria Indiana Bigot +
M40 E A SR8 Sphaerophoria taeniata (Meigen) +
Y BEN £ 48R Spilomyia maxima Sack +
IR IF 08 Syritta orientalis Macquart +
LR IR Syritta pipiens ( Linnaeus) 44+ 4+ 4+ +
BRI BT Temnostoma vespiforme ( Linnaeus) + + + +
PIMEF i Temnostoma bombylans( Fabricius ) +
G M IF 88 Volucella pellucens tabanoides Motschulsk + + + + +
45 JiE B W Volucella jeddona Bigot + + +
DM REAF IR Volucella zonaria Poda +
[RIBE F i B U B8 Xanthandrus comtus (Harris) "
FORH AR 11(2) 12(3) 19(4) 10(1) 22(4)  12(2)

Species number ( dominant species number)

+ AR, MEEUE BRI 0 ~5% 5 ++ « W IR, MEKUE BB 5% ~10% 5 +++ : RHWIFD, F—ERAEREED G Y
FHELE) 10% , BREFEAEST PN 42 YJORMET, FWRHEANMEER T 12, S#E KX —ERPRRRAER A RES ZER SRR 0.3% U b +:
Occurrence species: individuals recorded amount to 0 —5% of the total number of individuals; ++ : Common species: individuals recorded amount to
5% —10% of the total number of individuals. +++ : Dominant species: individuals recorded in the habitat amount to at least 10% of the total number
of individuals for the particular species recorded in all habitats, or the total number of individuals for the species recorded during the total 42 times of
survey for each transect was more than 12 individuals, or more than 0.3% individuals for one time of survey for each habitat. BG: A T &%) 4L
Botanical Garden; DF: T4k 4= #hEHE Disturbed secondary forest; SF: YR M35 Secondary forest; CF: P15 Closed forest; TF: jF Ak
H:3% Transition forest; OF ; JRIAHE AFKA=3E Original shrub forest. F[i] THe same below.
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R2HMTEMERMYFH BRI EE
BLBEES +++ " R RS T, A YRR
23 Mo E A B RFRB T 2 WAL 15 B (MF
1655 ,2006) . K H LAtk 42 Fhyi e B, 2o A
o NTAEYAER 11 Ff, TR 12 5, RAE
19 B, SF P AR 10 Fif, ik JEAK 22 B, SR 46 HE AR 12
o UL SRR FITE 6 MR 6 703
2.,3,4,1,4 02 Fbh,

2.2 RBMHEHREDH

KB ILHb A R B A S DL S A
B A sE (3R 2) R AN TAEY AL ) L 35
Yoih K R WU Eristalis tenax 1B FORLAR £ WF I
Syritta pipiens, +FBE M50 T HTA BFTHEHL, 1T
B PO B M e A 3 A 7 R 3R ) £ TR S b
(TR AEMN) . RFENTHE Y I 73156
MR A VI IE BB A 2 B, o8 2R 7 ML R & I5F 0
Syritta orientalis F1 A WEWF 1 Volucella zonaria , 5%
H BEIFP R 18. 18% | BRI R 4.76%

TR A AR B DL 30 U5 76 1 05 e g PR B M
Episyrphus balteatus .1 25 ¥F 48 Eristalis tenax F1E
PRI B T Syritta pipiens, MWAESETRA VLR
LIE R/ E i

M B W W Episyrphus balteatus | K P& & BF 1
Eristalis tenax . 35 B & WF 18 Syrphus ribesii F13 38
Jie B F U8 Syritta pipiens Sy UK A AR B L B Vs 7E £ %
g, RAEWRAEAR (SRR 1) 2045 W R A Ui
TEEIFEA 7 7, Szt Fh L 36. 84% S F
i 16. 67% , 43 5y 5% B3 31 B BF W8 Epistrophe
nigroepistomata . %5 I & Wf W8 Eristalis arbustorum , 2%
45 %% W W8 Helophilus lineatus . P& H7 5% ) £ Wf 8
Helophilus virgatus | B[} & 20 i £ W5 W8 Sphaerophoria
Indiana &0 B k& F W8 Spilomyia maxima F140, 4
WFiE Temnostoma bombylans ,

BB AKE S TR
Eristalis tenax, RTEMASE (5HHMAT ) 2016 R A
Vith & WF 08 S Xt 40 12 & W B8 Sphaerophoria
taeniata , 5 % A 35 W) Fh 8 10. 00% . B4 Fh B
2.38% ,

AR HTTAE B BT RRA 4 Fh, 535 R S
M f 88 Cheilosia nebulosa. ¥ B & W ¥8  Eristalis
tenax R R IE B 08 Meliscaeva cinctella F1EF £ 15
W Syrphus torvus . HTE I MR (FEHERRAT ) 4370 B 4F
B Ui E e A 3 B W 1 Cheilosia nebulosa (276
Mt 88 Cheilosia illustrate . K% M 22 WF %8 Cheilosia

kunashirica XU £% T £ WF W8 Dasysyrphus bilineatus | i
RERWFIE Dasysyrphus venustus |, JKHy T i1 £ 47 i
Epistrophe griseofasciata ., B 31 % & & W W Eriozona
nigroscutellata P B WF 1 Eupeodes lapponicus 3§ 3
Ui Melangyna compositarum | #3555 40 £ 1f b
Scaeva pyrastri F B BE T8 ks & B ¥ Xanthandrus
comtus , it 11 Fh, 5iZ AW A E 50. 00% | 5.4
¥ 26. 19% ,

BIENEUF M8 Ischyosyrphus laternarius F1 87 &
UGFHE Syrphus torvus iy JE R TE MARI DL U5 76 & %
e, MAEE (CE W) R MR A 4 B, SR
Tl 33.33% SR 9. 52% ; A BB IE R
Wt W8 Melangyna labiatarum . B 33 £ ¥ & B 13
Melangyna lasiophthalma . 7R J5 28 i 48 Melanostoma
orientale 1 7 BESE 40 & WF I8 Scaeva selenitica ,

2.3 YpFhiEfElE

T 3 0 A [ A B2 A DT AR B R R AV B AR LM 2R
Bt ZRI(R 3) , BESEAE UM B = IS AR B AL
TR MEARE L, AR DL B AR B T A A 858 40 S 6 TR
MR (SF) 5k e (OF) . (R¥IRA45 BGC 5
DF 71 SF PI7 Hr 45 R AH L ; B 4R M A2 455 CF L\ TF Al
OF ./ W 55 A AHMRL, A=3% DF 5 OF fh 45 AR 4H
ol 445 BG.SF 43515 TF \OF & ARAEAL, T4 5% DF
5 TF A AE

AN [F) A= 58 2 B 1 7 A6 B I R A 9 2 AR AE 22
S AR b H 7 [R] A BT BV A AR (L1 HL e T 4k
FEHLT . FEVE AR DL R B = i 2 AR 8% TF il OF
4 0.4667 , LR &A= 3% DF il SF 25 0. 4545 55 =&
A:3% BG FI1 DF 37 0. 4118, g3k if b T AR BE
R A S5 £ & B

R S ARG R g — 8 Ui 1 B BT iR A
AU A Episyrphus (1. 0000 ) | Eristalis (0. 2500)
1 Parasyrphus (1. 0000) , B b 1 7] J& #F 7% 52 240
2l ; Syritta (0. 5000 ) F1 Temnostoma (0. 5000 ) [ [&] J&@
BT 7 A b rp 55 R 48 6L Syrphus (0. 6667 ) Fil
Volucella (0. 6667 ) , B A #ib, (¥ [ J& #¥ v& H S AH 1o
Cheilosia .,
Melangyna . Melanostoma ., Meliscaeva . Xanthandrus {X
Sy AR AE S ME IR X, 1 Helophilus 11 Spilomyia {X 4y
AR FEARIEIRH X, Bt LA A 3 1) ) JB8 7 7 A DL PR 3R
o 0, B9 58 2 Ao Epistrophe Eupeodes |
Scaeva F1 Sphaerophori B 7 18 M5 5 1K 1 4 X 5
A7 BN A B L FE R, A 0,
R E AL,

Dasysyrphus .  Eriozona . Ischryosyrphus
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x3 KAWLLEARESHERTFWREE
) Jaccard fA{LE REL
Table 3 Jaccard similarity index of flower-visiting hoverfly

species compositions among different habitats

PR

A bl T DFSECF T OF
IR o, 1628
BG 0.4118 0.3043 0.3125 0.1786 0.2352
DF 0.4545 0.3529 0.2069 0.2500
SF 0.3182 0.1714 0. 1600
CF 0.2800 0.3333
TF 0.4667

2.4 YMEEESEE

ARAESERFEERZERFEZER (KL, F
SRR AR R, AR BT SF M TF M EE R
(5351 19 F022) , HZ E&wE (4358 142 F
90) o fRIMFIIEHL I 2 BE 5 T R M AR e L, ZE 35 SF
MR, A3 CF il OF £ 5 K, 4 3% SF
FITF 25 BERG o AR 3 B 90 o A A 1A K oy
B 22 F1 250, IR 29 TN 182, Wi
BN B R R 42. 13% o R EIREE
WS RAE R A E B AR B E 2 57 (1 =2. 140,
df=82,P =0.038 <0.05) , 1=k EEH S5KIEE
HH ZEEZF AR E (1 =0.640,df =82, P =
0.526 >0.05) ,,

F4 PEERFERFBRUHB NMEBER ZEEENR
Table 4 The number of species, mean number of
individuals and diversity index of flower-visiting
hoverflies in surveyed habitats

Habitats of species of individuals  PeCeS dversity
BG 11 42 1.8435
DF 12 66 1.7610
SF 19 142 2.1550
CF 10 21 1.7225
TF 2 90 2.4953
OF 10 71 1.7488
ﬁfiiﬂ 2 250 2.1183
%ff:‘:& 29 182 2.4790
2.5 Yl

7 [ 2 BT A 5 B 1 7R R S R H R RO TR

ZH(R4), £ TF WSS &S, £5 CF
2RI UK. RIFRAE SRR £
HMAFEREEZR (1= -0.246,P =0.822 >
0.001) , fRMFHFEHLA AR A5, 458 BG F1 DF
GhEDEZR(r=-2.281, P=0.042 <0.05) ; &
3% BG f1SF(¢t= -1.851,P=0.90 >0.05) ,43% DF
MSF(t=-1.851, P=0.90>0.05) ZR A B &,
R AR BE CF F TF, A2 358 CF 1 OF, A2 3%
TF 1 OF iR Z [ Z R A B3 .

3 itig

KE WA R TR E T Ui B i i
YRR FEEREHNAEES . HEARBUITE
UG 22 A PR T R 2R TE APR T IR0 T il AR
V& , 31X 5 AR o R U 2 AR PR 1 45 SRR TR
(Humphrey et al.,1999;Vu and Yuan, 2003) ,{H 5%}
A HMBE R YR FEE RSN RME -
(Barlow and Woiwod 1989 ; Vu and Yuan,2003) , itk
BTN S BN A SR RS2, [R]B 32 BN G ) 5%
ek A B 2 B 39 32 1 ( Branquart and Hemptinne ,
2000) , ESRE MR T AEAE Y BRI A R, B IEA
BRI R AR, 7T LA 2 A & i i I & AL
XA R B — 2 BT B T E S HRY .

ViItE B IR 2 FEETE RIS R N A 7E
b5 TIRRAEMER BE EHMER P ERGAR
2 53X RN [RIAE S5 A 2 A W7 46 B AR e U 4 B R PR AR
FEAEAEY BT U5 % BE K m] A F AR Btk € (Frank, 1999
Golden and Crist,1999 ; Schweiger et al.,2007) , {HZ,
ANHEBRAS ) A= S5l TR ARG /N AR T 4 B 0 e 9 T
YRR XG5 R B, Vu F1 Yuan (2003 ) B 57 8
PR ZRETERT , R IR A AR TR ER A=
W H R ) AR . ASBESE D IR A AR
HEMTTEE RS H R, X5 R SGRAE—
o WAFHIEREE R/, 4370 T IR GG VE ARFNES P AR
HIFF A E M A S AR, AR 2%, FFAEAE
VRPN IRER 22, V5 46 B F i ) Fp IS 7 I AR 38 T
o WA AEB R ZRA WA YR, E
T E SRR A s a) B A TR S5 . TR, A
AESE ARV 2SR WO U5 16 B 07 R o 20 AR S0 DL
Cheilosia nebulosa 2% 7 B WF 8 Cheilosia illustrate Kz
Mt B2 W W8 Cheilosia kunashirica, S 2% & & B 1§
Dasysyrphus bilineatus . B € & & Wf W8 Dasysyrphus
venustus | JR 'y ZE 31 B 18 Epistrophe griseofasciata | 5
BT WF W Eriozona nigroscutellata . 17 A £ 45 i
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Eupeodes lapponicus . 3§ % W5 & W W8 Melangyna
compositarum FIBESE 50 & WF 1 Scaeva pyrastri F B BE
Fi B WF M Xanthandrus comtus .

R IR SRR BT 53 1 U A 2 W e ) ) b 21
BRANTR) o AR SR b Hh A ) A 5 U 4 £ M W 2 )
AR o T A s, W) PP B AN [R] . 4[R]3
o B BRI TR L O (R A B B D B R U R
B, THRAMR (A5 SF) Fld EEAR (A5 TF) )
FhEE B E (4508 19 F122) , KR Z4 5 BG
MA:35% DF, £ 5% CF 1 OF &/, YR FEEME
VR B AR AL AN B . ST R B
BEE B 3R R B R TR A 2 2 B K (Rahbek,
1995) , MKRHFEFBRYFHEZSENTRES¥H
SRARSE (TR Al FIR R AR B2 56 (Krebs et al.,
1999; Robinson and Sutherland, 2002 ; Hendrickx et
al., 2007) ,{H i & UFME M PP R LR BE e 3 HICRE )
LN P 5 (Golden and Crist, 1999 ) . i AR L& 4 Fib
PR RIS ShRe iR KB Fh £ B 2R
AL RN 25 [6] § R Y R i #82/1N (Schweiger et al.,
2007) , —Leiy b B b SRR, X5 AR 5 b A A
YEW (HEH ) Z2REME AR M 505 , T 25 b A 58 45 A
BT EEAE A% /N (Schweiger et al.,2007) , 46 BF G
Yo F B B M S A R Y W R e S AR B
Y-8 Ee 1Pt E (Wratten et al., 2003) , #3k&, 7] gf
1 6 MESE P UIERSHIE MR R R ESY
RE I WF IR T F & B BARE

M AT TIE, B B LA — 26 %
ERTFZRAYAIEL TG, AUEEE LK
(Vu and Yuan, 2003) , 43R0 Rl F U776 B 4F g
A BRE S5 , S AR T PR BE AT A X 0 I e
FE RS 3X 5 IR 5T 45 R — 3 (Vu
and Yuanr, 2003) ., A T E B ST R AR TE
FEE ARPRAE S5 T, 3 5 WX A [R) AR B B
AARVAE S/ IV N TR AR BBk ) 5 SR AH 2 81 ( Spitzer
et al.,1997) , TATHBIR LI, LB EEEAS
WA WUAE B ST F, BN R ESR, FE
K H R & e, AR5 2 B R R W T, &
HASEER, SBUMEE IR K4, KREEHER
JER RIS B g ah ., TR iR B BO B AR
e K58 B AL ( Gittings et al.,2006) o 5T
TEAE W) %5 B2 F] O B MF 0 4R 14 B A A BE (Frank,
1999) , (Rt , Vi B SR B ) F O OR3P B 5 FFAEAE
YRR R R R 22347

Vite B IR TE b Y M T A PR E &

M. —SA BT Y A4 TR E A
Bio —HAESH T BT 76 8 WFi K 26 , ks =
BOTHEHEYIR K 240 Ah, AMTIETE R 25 2K
TFRRKE I BRAARBT I . FER IR LS e
BT R ITEAEY) , K B LAY S8 B DR 4 U BE
HE, NTAEYIAE b BRI FEAE ) Ui 7 5 57
B BRI B — 2B T BOR B
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