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EA a0a—)b P
SIKE (%) 74.0 76.0 NS
223 (mg g DW) 29 8 322 NS
kk
B (0) 90.9 130.7
*k
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2= (no. of 9 0 3k

caterpillars)

Psychotria horizontalis (Rubiaceae) 7 7<%} Sagers (1992)
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Table 1. Number and proportion of each occupant found in sampled leaf-shelters
( Number of sampled leaf-shelters =1300 )

Order Species Number Proportion (%)
Homoptera Aphid 7481 94.44
Chaitophorpus saliniger
Hymenoptera  Ant 394 0.05
Camponotus japonicus
Lasius hayashi
Myrmica jessensis
Hemiptera Stinkbug 17 <0.01
Coleoptera Weevil 15 <0.01
Dermaptera Earwig 4 <001
Neuroptera Lace-winged fly 2 <0.01
Arachnida Spider 14 <001
Total 7927

Nakamura and Ohgushi (2004)
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CZT7DHBEICEZ 5222 (1)

White oak, Quercus alba

Leafroller, Pseudotelphusa sp.

(Gelechiidae)
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Lill and Marquis (2003)



NIV FE, Populus fremontii x P. angustifolia Leafrolls by Anacampsis niveopulvella

(Gelechiidae)
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Martinsen et al. (2000)



INNFDT—)b, Phyllocolpa bozemanii
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Bailey and Whitham (2003)
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HONSBEROIEFEBENR

Distance moved (cm)

Grasshopper density (no./cage)
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Grasshoppers
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Control Risk Predation Fake
spider spider spider

Control Risk spider Predation
spider

Plant biomass (g)

-
o

Grasses

@

One-level Two-level Three-level Three-level
risk predation

Three
levels
One Two (Risk
level levels spiders)

Two levels 001
Three levels (Risk spiders) 010 0.08
Three levels (Predation spiders) 080 005 045

T Treatment differences are due to random chance.

Schmitz et al. (1997)
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(Parasite manipulation)

Lefevre et al. (2009)



