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Figure 1- Population variation curve of the different biological stages of P. discrepans at different times in 2014
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Figure 2- Population variation curve of the different biological stages of P. discrepans at different times in 2015
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Table 1- The relationship between average density biological processes P. discrepans and the average temperature during
different days of sampling in 2015
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™:No significant difference ": significant difference at the level of 0.05 ™ : significant difference at the level of 0.01
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Table 2- The relationship between average density biological processes P. discrepans and average humidity during different
days of sampling in 2015
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™:No significant difference ": significant difference at the level of 0.05 ™ : significant difference at the level of 0.01
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Figure 8- The curve of Average population density of mature and immature stages P. discrepans and the average
humidity during different days of sampling in 2015
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Table 3- Taylor’s power law regression parameters for mean of the nymphal stages of P. discrepans

(o . Py wlad iy

Intercept+SE b+SE t,(dy a =’”0 ;' 5 R “: " Spatial
distribution

+ + - s

1393 0. %,%,;‘600190127 1'%21_19,'9223 0.444(16) 2.120 0.992 0 o
Cumulative

+ + - e

1394 0%5162200330344 l'll?i_l(_)z'gm 0.818(27) 2.052 0.971 0 .
Cumulative

o g 3 b ime gl T /o0 pras 53 I sime ool 1 35 dgg b ine coglis
™:No significant difference ": significant difference at the level of 0.05 ™ : significant difference at the level of 0.01
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Table 4- Iwao’s regression parameters for mean of the nymphal stages of P. discrepans

table 2 P s &”S

a+SE P=SE t,(dy a=0.05 R  alue Spatial
distribution

+ . 53las

1393 0.275+0.111 1.0200.015 0.050(16)  2.120 0.996 0 <
Accident

- =+ . 5

1394 0.011£0.248 1.308£0.028  g27007) 2052 0.987 0 S
Cumulative

o g 3 e gl T /oD pas 53 I sime ool 1 35 dgg e oglis
™:No significant difference ": significant difference at the level of 0.05 *: significant difference at the level of 0.01
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Table 5- Taylor’s power law regression parameters for mean of the different nymphal stages of P. discrepans in 2014

Lasd & 3549
o s Al ) « &Ly
G2 S22 nterceptSE bESE t,(d=16) 2‘;;";’5 R P Spatial
Life stages = distribution
YV oyg 0.048+0.029 1.010+0.030 - 35las
st % -0.013-0.109 0.946-1.074 0.086 2.120 0.986 0 uﬁ.
17 instar Accident
Y oy0 0.209+0.051 1.079+0.037 A xSl
nd o 0.102-0.316 1.001-1.157 0.453 2.120 0.981 0 .
2" instar Cumulative
Yo -0.010+0.024 0.98040.020 - 35las
d > -0.062-0.042 0.937-1.023 0.228 2.120 0.993 0 uﬁ.
3" instar Accident
¥o 0.073+0.048 1.0424+0.045 - 35las
th - > -0.028-0.174 0.947-1.138 0.230 2.120 0.970 0 uﬁ.
4™ instar Accident
O oye 0.016+0.026 0.995+0.019 - 35las
th % -0.039-0.070 0.955-1.036 0.065 2.120 0.994 0 uﬁ.
5™ instar Accident

o g 3 e gl T /o0 pas 53 I sine ol 1 35 dgg e cglis
™:No significant difference ": significant difference at the level of 0.05 ™ : significant difference at the level of 0.01
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Table 6- Taylor’s power law regression parameters for mean of the different nymphal stages of P. discrepans in 2015

Lasd & 3549
s | dls < <314
i;a; * Intercept:SE b+SE 2t R’ Praiue Spatial
ife stages distribution
Vo 0.238+0.060 1.145+0.054 o S
st % 0.114-0.362 1.034-1.255 0.506 2.052 0.943 0 .
17 instar Cumulative
Yo 0.24740.050 1.185+0.051 o o>
nd % 0.144-0.351 1.081-1.289 0.744 2.052 0.953 0 "
2"% instar Cumulative
Yo 0.18140.047 1.171+0.056 o xSl
od % 0.084-0.279 1.057-1.286 0.729 2.052 0.941 0 .
3" instar Cumulative
¥o 0.16940.048 1.156+0.064 o xSl
th - % 0.069-0.268 1.025-1.288 0.650 2.052 0.923 0 .
4" instar Cumulative
Do 0.183+0.052 1.1404+0.052 o xSl
th - % 0.075-0.290 1.033-1.248 0.580 2.052 0.946 0 .
5™ instar Cumulative

o g 3 e gl T /o8 pas 53 I sime ol 1 35 dgg b sie oglis
™:No significant difference ": significant difference at the level of 0.05 ™ : significant difference at the level of 0.01
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Table 7. Iwao’s regression parameters for mean of the different nymphal stages of P. discrepans in 2014

Lasd & 549

st Al s &Y

i:a;t » O+SE P£SE to(d=16) ai’;‘)‘flﬁs R? Prate Spatial
ife stages distribution
Y o9 0.276+0.111 1.020+0.015 s 33las
st % 0.041-0.511 0.989-1.051 0.051 2.120 0.996 0 u_a.

17 instar Accident
Yo 0.198+0.246 1.310+£0.113 o Pt
nd o -0.324-0.720 1.072-1.549 0.355 2.120 0.894 0 C.

2" instar Cumulative
Y o0 0.02240.054 1.004+0.019 - 35las
- > -0.092-0.136 0.963-1.046 0.019 2.120 0.994 0 u_a.

3™ instar Accident
¥ 0,0 -0.055+0.233 1.998+0.306 . o
th - > -0.549-0.440 1.349-2.646 1.135 2.120 0.727 0 .

4" instar Cumulative
O oye 0.028+0.053 1.322+0.238 - 33las
0 - > -0.084-0.140 0.818-1.826 1.641 2.120 0.658 0 u_a.

5™ instar Accident

o g 3 b e gl T /o8 pas 53 o sime ool 1 35 dgg e coglis
™:No significant difference ": significant difference at the level of 0.05 ™ : significant difference at the level of 0.01
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Table 8- Iwao’s regression parameters for mean of the different nymphal stages of P. discrepans in 2015

e e BiSE 2 el R By, | oees
Life stages =Y. Spatial distribution
Vo -0.344+0.545 2.7284+0.326 o e
st % -1.461-0.773 2.059-3.397 0.697 2.052 0.721 0 C.
17 instar Cumulative
Y oy0 0.049+0.278 1.646+0.102 o 2o
nd % -0.522-0.619 1437-1.855 0.513 2.052 0.905 0 .
2" instar Cumulative
Y o5 0.093+0.428 1.718+0.173 o 20
rd ; % -0.786-0.972 1362-2.073 0.342 2.052 0.784 0 .
3™ instar Cumulative
¥ 0,0 -0.025+0.197 2.356+0.154 o 2o
th ; % -0.430-0.381 2.070-2.702 1.439 2.052 0.898 0 .
4" instar Cumulative
Do -0.004+0.190 2.092+0.123 o 5
th . * -0.395-0.386 1.840-2.344 1.166 2.052 0.914 0 U'“:~”.
5™ instar Cumulative

o g )3 )b e Coglis 1 /o0 pas 53 I sine SgliS 1 35 Sy e coglis
™:No significant difference ": significant difference at the level of 0.05 ™ : significant difference at the level of 0.01
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