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INTRODUCTION

Okra (Abelmoschus esculentus (L.) Moench) is commonly
known as ‘bhendi’ or lady’s finger in India. It is the choicest
vegetable grown extensively in the tropical, subtropical and
warm area of the temperate zones of the world. Itis a native of
tropical Africa and widely cultivated in India. In India, Uttar
Pradesh, Assam, Bihar, Orissa, Maharashtra, West Bengal and
Karnataka are important bhendi producing states. In India, it
is grown in an area of 0.49 million hectares with an annual
production of 5.80 million tonnes and productivity of 11.6
tonnes per hectare (Anon., 2011). Bhendi is valued for its
delicious tender fruits. It is the best source of iodine and
calcium. Bhendi accounts for 60 per cent of export of fresh
vegetables excluding potato, onion and garlic (Sharma and
Arora, 1993). Many insect pests incidence were recorded from
sowing upto harvest on bhendi plants in India and listed the
most destructive insect pests as leafhopper, Amrasca biguttula
biguttula (Ishida), aphid, Aphis gossypii (Glover), whiteflies,
Bemisia tabaci (Gennadius), fruit borer, Helicoverpa armigera
(Hubn.), spotted bollworm, Earias vittella (Fabricius) and Earias
insulana (Boisd.) (Kale et al., 2005; Kumar and Pathania, 2006
and Mane et al., 2010)

Arthropods are important components of ecosystems
occupying vital positions in food webs, dynamics of
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populations and communities. They play various roles in
ecosystems acting as herbivores, predators, decomposers,
parasitoids and pollinators. Population ecologists discussed
diversity of arthropods in two aspects, species richness i.e.,
the number of species in a set of sample and equitability e.g.,
the number of individuals of each species in a sample (Disney,
1999). There are evidences that species rich ecosystems are
more stable than species-poor ecosystems. It is now
established that arthropod predators suppress the pest
populations (Chang and Kareiva, 1999 and Synmondson et
al., 2002).

Although, several researchers published reports on pests of
bhendi elsewhere. The information about the major insects
community and their importance in the bhendi agroecosystem
is limited. Keeping this in view the present investigation was
carried out to calculate the biodiversity of insects in bhendi
ecosystem.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Two field experiments were conducted in 20 X 30 m? plots to
inventorize the arthropod fauna in bhendi during kharif, 2012
and rabi, 2012-13 at East farm of Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru
College of Agriculture and Research Institute (PAJANCOA and
RI), Karaikal, U. T. of Puducherry. The variety MH 10 was
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used. The agronomic practices were carried out as per the
crop production guide of TNAU, Coimbatore. The surveillance
of bhendi crop was initiated at the seedling emergence of the
crop and continued until the last picking. Insect fauna were
collected in the early hours of the day (6-8 hours) at weekly
intervals by using different methods of collection viz., insitu
and net sweeping (Hassan et al., 1995). The arthropod fauna
were recorded by Insitu counts from 24 plants per week of
middle rows, leaving the border row plants and a total of 288
plants from 12 weeks of crop duration were evaluated to
formulate an inventory of arthropod fauna in bhendi
ecosystem. The above ground arthropod insect pests and
predator species were trapped in sweep nets (32 cm dia and
70 cm long) and were monitored. Five sweeps was done and
weekly data on the number of individual of each species
obtained by net sweeping was used to formulate the inventory
of arthropod fauna. The population of sucking pests were
visually recorded on 3 leaves (top, middle and bottom leaves).
The insects collected by various methods were brought to the
laboratory and killed by placing a small cotton swab dipped
in ethyl acetate or chloroform inside the polythene bags. The
killed insects were stretched, pinned, labelled, preserved in
the wooden collection boxes and identified from different
institutes by renowned scientists (Devarassou, 2002). The
scientific names were updated by consulting Nair (1984) and
Lepindex of Natural History Museum, London.

Estimation of relative abundance

It measures the percentage of individuals over all the species.
It was measured by the formula,

R = 100 oo oo (Singh and Rai, 2000)
N

Where,

R = Relative abundance

a = Total population of a particular species/taxon
N = Total population of all the species/taxon

Note: It measures the percentage of individuals over all the
species
Estimation of biodiversity indices

Complete counts of organisms is not practicable and hence
indirect solution was adopted for practical purpose to measure
biodiversity of a community.

Simpson index

It is an index that focuses on the dominance aspect of a
community, for example communities where only one or few
species are dominant and most are very rare (Simpson, 1949).

- > n(n; = 1)

- Z n(n—1

Where, i=1

nb” = Number of individual of the i" species

n = Total number of individuals in the sample
Note

If the value of ‘A decreases, diversity will increase
Shannon-Wiener

In order to study the proportion of each species within the

local community, species diversity was computed based on
Shannon-Wiener formula, also been called the Shannon index
or Shannon Wiener index (Humphries et al., 1996). It is, also,
a nonparametric measure of heterogeneity. It is the most
popular measures of species diversity and it is based on
information theory. The main objective of information theory
is to try to measure the amount of order (or disorder) contained

=3[0

Where, i=1

n, = Number of individuals belonging to the i species
n = Total number of individuals in the sample

In = Natural logarithm

Species evenness (J)

How equally abundant the species are. There are many
measures of evenness proposed. One of the most common
approaches has been to scale one of the heterogeneity
measures such as the Shannon-Wiener Diversity measure
above, relative to its maximum theoretical value when each
species in the sample is represented by the same number of
individuals.

o e e (Pielou, 1969).

Where, H is the Shannon-Wiener biodiversity index; and S is
the number of species in the community.
Species richness (R)

In order to assess how the diversity of the population is
distributed or organised among the particular species, this
index was calculated.

R= S e (Margalef, 1958)

Where, S is the total number of species collected and N is the
total number of individuals in all the species.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Arthropods collected at weekly intervals during kharif, 2012
(Field experiment 1) and rabi, 2012-13 (Field experiment II)
seasons from the bhendi ecosystem were identified to the
extent of possible taxons (order, family, genus and species
levels) and are presented in Table 1 and Table 2 respectively.

A total of 26 herbivory and 23 predatory insect species were
recorded in the bhendi ecosystem. Among the herbivory insect
species, a total of 24 genera, 20 families and 5 orders and
among the predatory insect species, a total of 21 genera, 11
families and 7 orders were observed in the bhendi ecosystem.
Amongst the herbivores, the order hemiptera was the most
diversed with 9 species followed by coleoptera (7 species),
lepidoptera (6 species), orthoptera (3 species) and thysanoptera
(1 species). Amongst the insect families, the order hemiptera
consists of maximum 9 families followed by followed by
coleoptera (7 families), lepidoptera (6 families), orthoptera (3
families) and thysanoptera (1 family).

Amongst the predators, the order coleoptera was the most
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Table 1: Inventory of herbivory insect fauna in bhendi ecosystem

Order Family Species

Coleoptera  Cetonidae Oxycetonia versicolor Fabricius
Chrysomelidae Aulacophora foveicollis Lucas
Chrysomelidae Aulacophora intermedia Jacoby
Curculionidae  Alcidodes affaber Aurivillius
Meloidae Hycleus balteata Pallas
Meloidae Hycleus thunbergi Billberg
Meloidae Mylabris pustulata Thunberg

Hemiptera  Aleyrodidae Bemisia tabaci Gennadius
Aphididae Aphis gossypii Glover
Cicadellidae Amrasca biguttula biguttula Ishida
Coreidae Cletus punctiger Dallas
Lygaeidae Oxycaraenus hyalipennis Kirby

Membracidae  Tricentrus bicolor Distant
Pentatomidae  Nezara viridula Linnaeus
Pseudococcidae Ferrisia virgata Cockerell
Pyrrhocoridae  Dysdercus cingulatus Fabricius

Lepidoptera  Crambidae Sylepta derogata Fabricius
Gelechiidae Pectinophora gossypiella Saund.
Noctuidae Anomis flava Fabricius
Noctuidae Helicoverpa armigera Hubner
Noctuidae Spodoptera litura Fabricius
Nolidae Earias vittella Fabricius

Orthoptera  Acrididae Acrida exaltata exaltata Walker
Acrididae Atractomorpha crenulata Fabricius

Tettigoniidae
Thysanoptera Thripidae

Phaneroptera gracilis Burmeister
Thrips tabaci Linderman

Table 2: Inventory of predatory insect fauna in bhendi ecosystem

Order Family Species

Coleoptera  Coccinellidae  Brumoides suturalis Fabricius
Coccinellidae  Cheilomenes sexmaculata Fabricius
Coccinellidae  Coccinella transversalis Fabricius
Coccinellidae  Harmonia octomaculata Fabricius
Coccinellidae  Illeis cincta Fabricius
Coccinellidae  Micraspis discolor Fabricius
Coccinellidae  Propylea dissecta Mulsant
Carabidae Ophionea nigrofasciata Schimdt

Goebel

Staphylinidae  Paederus fuscipes Curtis

Hemiptera  Reduviidae Rhynocoris sp.

Hymenoptera Formicidae Camponotus sericeus Fabricius
Formicidae Camponotus compressus Fabricius
Formicidae Crematogaster sp.
Formicidae Paratrechinica longicornis Latreille

Mantodea Mantidae Mantis sp.

Neuroptera Chrysopidae  Chrysoperla carnea Stephens

Odonata Coenagrionidae Ischnura aurora Brauer
Libullelidae Crocothemis servillia Drury
Libullelidae Diplocodes trivialis Fabricius
Libullelidae Orthetrum sabina Drury

Orthoptera  Gryllidae Metioche sp.

Tettigoniidae
Tettigoniidae

Conocephalus longipennis de Haan
Conocephalus maculatus Le Gulliou

diversed with 9 species followed by hymenoptera and odonata
(4 species in each), orthoptera (3 species), hemiptera, mantodea
and neuropteran (1 species in each). Amongst the insect
families, the order coleoptera consists of maximum 9 families
followed by followed by hymenoptera and odonata (4 families
in each), orthoptera (3 families), hemiptera, mantodea and
neuropteran (1 family in each).

Relative abundance

A total number of 3940 individuals were recorded from the
survey comprising 22 taxons and 5 orders of herbivore and
22 taxons and 7 orders predators respectively from 288 plants
during 12 weeks of crop period, during kharif, 2012 (Table 4).

It was recorded that, the relative abundance (herbivores) of
hemiptera, lepidoptera, thysanoptera, coleoptera and
orthoptera were 79.27, 9.02, 6.44, 3.64 and 1.63 per cent
respectively and the relative abundance (predators) of
hymenoptera, coleoptera, odonata, orthoptera, neuroptera,
mantodea and hemiptera were 32.43, 28.52, 20.38, 13.7,
3.01, 1.22 and 0.67 per cent respectively. It was observed
that the herbivory order hemiptera and the predatory order
hymenoptera were relatively abundant followed by other
orders.

In rabi, 2012-13, a total number of 3473 individuals were
recorded from the survey comprising 22 taxons and 5 orders
of herbivore and 21 taxons and 7 orders of predator
respectively from 288 plants during 12 weeks of crop period,
during kharif, 2012 (Table 4).

It was recorded that, the relative abundance (herbivores) of
hemiptera, thysanoptera, lepidoptera, coleoptera and
orthoptera were 73.12, 10.50, 8.84, 5.31 and 2.23 per cent
respectively and the relative abundance (predators) of
coleopteran, hymenoptera, orthoptera, odonata, neuroptera
and mantodea were 37.28, 24.13, 19.67, 13.83, 4.80 and
0.22 per cent respectively. It was observed that the herbivory
order hemiptera and the predatory order coleoptera were
relatively abundant followed by other orders. It was found
that the herbivores (77.23 and 74.83%) were relatively
abundant followed by predators (22.77 and 25.17%) during
kharif and rabi respectively.

Biodiversity indices

Based on the primary arthropod data, four different indices
namely Simpson index (&), Shannon-Wiener (H), Species
evenness (J), Species richness (R) had been calculated for
herbivores and predators during kharif, 2012 and rabi, 2012-
13 and are presented in Table 4.

Species richness index R (Margalef) included total number of
individuals apart from number of species. According to this
index, species richness of herbivores and predators were 2.62
and 3.08 and 2.67 and 2.95 during kharif and rabi respectively.
It was found that, the species richness of predators were more

Table 3: Relative abundance of major herbivory and predatory insect
orders

Order Relative abundance Relative abundance
of herbivores (%) of predators (%)
Kharif Rabi Kharif Rabi
Coleoptera 3.64 5.31 28.52 37.28
Hemiptera 79.27 73.12 0.67 0
Lepidoptera 9.02 8.84 0 0
Orthoptera 1.63 2.23 13.7 19.67
Thysanoptera 6.44 10.50 0 0
Hymenoptera 0 0 32.43 24.13
Mantodea 0 0 1.22 0.22
Neuroptera 0 0 3.01 4.80
Odonata 0 0 20.38 13.83
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Table 4: Comparison of diversity, evenness and richness of major insects in bhendi

Season Taxon S N RA (%) ] R H A

Kharif Herbivores 22 3043 77.23 0.74 2.62 2.286 0.155
Predators 22 897 22.77 0.93 3.08 2.882 0.063

Rabi Herbivores 22 2599 74.83 0.74 2.67 2.294 0.154
Predators 21 874 25.17 0.90 2.95 2.757 0.076

S-No. of species, N- Total no. of individuals in all species, RA- Relative abundance, J- Species Evennes, R- Species Richness, H- Shannon-Wiener index, €- Simpson’s Index

than herbivore during both the seasons.

The evenness index (J) of herbivore (0.74 and 0.74) and
predators (0.93 and 0.90) during kharif and rabi respectively
indicating the decreasing trend of evenness in predators.

Shannon and Wiener diversity index (H’) is the most popular
and widely used index in community ecology. It is the average
degree of ‘uncertainity’ and if this average ‘uncertainity’
increases as the number of species increase and distribution
of individuals among the species also become even. It was
observed that the Shannon and Wiener diversity index (H’)
of herbivores and predators was 2.286 and 2.882 and 2.294
and 2.757 respectively, indicating the more or less similar
diversification of both categories in both the seasons.

Simpson index (8) measures the strength of dominance,
because it weighs towards the abundance of the most common
species and varies inversely with species diversity (Whittaker,
1972). A value of this index ranges from 0 to 1; zero represents
no dominance and 1 for maximum dominance viz., only one
species in the sample (Berger and Parker, 1970). The diversity
values (&) of herbivores and predators were (0.155 and 0.063)
and (0.154 and 0.076) respectively, indicated that the diversity
was more or less equal.

Mishra and Mishra (2002), Ravikumar et al. (2003) and Rajpal
and Joshi (2003) reported that, the spiders and beetles were
the main defenders in bhendi ecosystem. It was also reported
that, 6 species and 4 genera of coccinellids occurred in bhendi
ecosystem (Vasconcelos et al., 2008). Coccinellids have great
importance, since they have proved their value in checking
pest populations viz; mealybugs, scales, aphids, coccids, etc
(Siddhapara et al., 2013).

Mandal et al. (2006) and Loknath et al. (2011) reported that,
the jassids, A. biguttula biguttula was found to be relatively
abundant in occurrence in bhendi. The whitefly Bemisia tabaci
(Gennadius) (Hemiptera: Aleyrodidae) is currently recognized
as a species complex with 28 genetic groups or
morphologically indistinguishable species (Asha Thomas and
Asha Gaur, 2014). Latif et al. (2009) reported that, the relative
abundance of jassids, A. biguttula biguttula (58.37%) was
ranked first in respect to the frequency followed by white flies
B. tabaci and aphids A. gossypii in brinjal. It was also stated
that coleopteran was the most important predatory insects
(42.44%) followed by spiders (30.23%), hymenoptera,
hemiptera, neuroptera, diptera, dictyoptera which was about
27.33 per cent of the total arthropods. The present findings
are in corroborate with the above findings.

It was concluded that species richness of predators were found
to be abundant compared to the herbivores during kharif,
2012 and rabi, 2012-13. Considering the species diversity
indices and species evenness indices, it was found that the
predators and herbivores were more or less equal and

exhibited a similar diversification in both the seasons.

The biodiversity indices in bhendi was not reported earlier
and henceforth the present findings stand as a base for further
research in the biodiversity of arthropods in bhendi ecosystem.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

We are indebted to Dr. K. Gunathilagaraj, Professor, Tamil
Nadu Agricultural University (TNAU), Coimbatore, Dr. K.
Samiayyan, Professor, TNAU, Coimbatore, Dr. R. Arul Prakash,
Assistant Professor, State Agricultural Extension Management
Institute (STAMIN), TNAU, Kudimiyanmalai, Tamil Nadu and
Dr. ). Poorani, Senior Scientist, National Bureau of
Agriculturally Important Insects (NBAII), Bangalore, Karnataka,
India for identifying arthropod fauna.

REFERENCES

Anonymous 2011. Indian horticulture database. National horticulture
board, Ministry of Agriculture, Government of India, Gurgaon, India,
p. 157.

Asha Thomas and Asha Gaur 2014. Morphometrics of Bemisia tabaci
(Gennadius) (Hemiptera: Aleyrodidae) species complex from cotton.
The Bioscan. 9(3): 969-971.

Berger, W. H. and Parker, F. L. 1970. Diversity of planktonic Forminifera
in deep-sea sediments. Science. 168: 1345-1347.

Chang, G. C. and Kareiva, P. 1999. The case for indigenous generalists
in biological control. In: Theoretical approaches to biological control,
(Eds.) Hawkins, B.A. and H.V.Cornell. Cambridge University Press,
Cambridge, United Kingdom. pp. 103-115.

Disney, R. H. L. 1999. Insect biodiversity and demise of alpha
taxonomy. Antenna: Bull. R. Entomol. Soc. 23: 84-88.

Devarassou, K. 2002. Biodiversity of arthropods in rice ecosystem.
M.Sc. thesis. Tamil Nadu Agricultural University, India. p. 98.

Hassan, K., Kauaujia, K. R. and Kanaujia, S. 1995. Role of plant
density and abiotic factors on population dynamics of Helicoverpa
armigera in chick pea. Ann. PI. Protec. Sci. 15: 303-306.

Humphries, C. )., Williams, P. H. and Vane-Wright, R. K. 1996.
Measuring biodiversity value for conservation. Ann. Rev. Ecol. Sys.
26: 93-111.

Kale, ). V., Wadnerker, D. W., Zanwar, P. R. and Sangle, P. D. 2005.
Bioefficacy of newer insecticides against insect pests of okra. Pestology.
29(8): 9-12.

Kumar, N. and Pathania, P. 2006. Evaluation of promising molecules

against insect pests of okra. Annals of Plant Protection Sciences. 16:
29-32.

Latif, M. A., Rahman, M. M., Islam, M. R. and Nuruddin, M. M.
2009. Survey of arthropod biodiversity in the brinjal field. J.
Entomology. 6(1): 28-34.

Lok Nath, C. S. Prasad, G. N. Tiwari and Amit, K. 2011. Impact of
weather parameters on major insect pests of okra prevailing western
Uttar Pradesh. Pestology. 24(2): 152-156.




COMPUTATION OF INSECTS BIODIVERSITY IN BHENDI

Mandal, S. K., Sah, S. B. and Gupta, S. C. 2006. Screening of okra
cultivars against Farias vittella. Ann. Pl. Protec. Sci. 14: 471-472.
Mane, S. A., Waghmare, U. M. and Yadav, G. A. 2010. Bioefficacy
and economics of some newer insecticides against fruit borer, Farias
vittella (Fab.) of okra. Pestology. 34(5): 39-42.

Margalef, R. 1958. Information theory in ecology. General systematics,
3: 36-71.

Mishra, N. C. and Mishra, S. N. 2002. Impact of biopesticides on
insect pests and defenders of okra. Indian J. Plant Prot. 30: 99-101.

Nair, M. R. G. K. 1984. Insects and mites of crops in India. Indian
Council of Agricultural Research, New Delhi. pp. 384-388.

Pielou, E. C. 1969. Mathematical Ecology. Wiley, New York. pp 374.
Rajpal, S. and Joshi, A. K. 2003. Pests of okra Abelmoschus esculentus

(L.) Moench in paonta valley, Himachal Pradesh. Insect Environment.
9: 173-174.

Ravi Kumar, S. S., Chhillar, B. S. and Rohilla, H. R. 2003. Toxicity of
nitroguanidines/neonicotinoids and conventional insecticides against
leafthopper, Amrasca devastanson okra under screen house. Indian J.
Entomol. 65: 268-272.

Shannon, C. E. and Wiener, W. 1949. The mathematical theory of

communication. University lllinois press. Urban. pp. 324.

Sharma, D. R. and Arora, S. K. 1993. Improvement of okra. In:
Advances in horticulture vegetable Partl, (Eds.) Chadha, K. and G.
Kalloo. Malahotra Publishing House, New Delhi, India. pp. 343-
364.

Siddhapara, M. R., Dumaniya, S. G., Patel, M. B. and Patel, N. V.
2013. Biology of lady bird beetle, Cryptolaemus montrouzieri
(Mulsant) on cotton mealy bug, Phenacoccus solenopsis (Tinsley).
The Bioscan. 8(2): 523-527.

Simpson, E. H. 1949. Measurement of diversity. Nature. 163: 688.

Singh, N. N. and Rai, S. 2000. Relative abundance of different
coccinellids in mustard ecosystem. Indian J. Ent. 62(4): 422-426.

Synmondson, W.O.C., Sunderland, K.D. and Greenstone, M.H. 2002.
Can generalist predators be effective biocontrol agents. Annual Review
of Entomology. 47: 561-594.

Vasconcelos, D., Debora Suzuki, Barbosa, R. and Luciana, L. 2008. A
short term survey of coccinellidae (coleoptera) on okra in the semi
arid region of Pernambuco. Biociencias. 16(2): 154-156.

Whittaker, R. H. 1972. Evolution and measurement of species diversity.
Taxon. 21: 213-251.




NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTALISTS ASSOCIATION

APPLICATION FORM
NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTALISTS ASSOCIATION (N.E.A.)

To,

The Secretary,

National Environmentalists Association,
D-13, H.H.Colony,

Ranchi - 834 002, Jharkhand, India

Sir,
| wish to become an Annual / Life member and Fellow* of the association and will abide by the rules and

regulations of the association

Name

Mailing Address

Official Address

E-mail Ph. No. (R) O)
Date of Birth Mobile No.
Qualification

Field of specialization & research

Extension work (if done)

Please find enclosed a D/D Of RS........ooviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeinnens NO. cviiieiiiiieeieeeea, Dated ......cccovvvvennnnnn. as an
Annual / Life membership fee.

*Attach Bio-data and some recent publications along with the application form when applying for the Fellowship of
the association.

Correspondance for membership and/ or Fellowship should be done on the following address :

SECRETARY,

National Environmentalists Association,

D-13, H.H.Colony,

Ranchi - 834002

Jharkhand, India

E-mails :  m_psinha@yahoo.com Cell : 9431360645
dr.mp.sinha@gmail.com Ph. : 0651-2244071




