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Introduction

Six pitfall traps per treatment.
Six samplings were performed, and arthropods were collected from the pitfall traps.
Taxonomic identification: Formicidade, Diptera, Coleoptera and Arachnida.

Results and Discussion
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Figure 2. Arachnida abundance (mean * standard error) (A), Coleoptera abundance (mean * standard error) (B),
Formicidae abundance (mean * standard error) (C) and Diptera abundance (mean * standard error) (D) in plots
treated with Compost, Dunkey-Manure, Wood-chip, and Control (no treatment) during the autumn, winter, and
spring periods. Different letters indicate significant differences between treatments within each period (P < 0.05).
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Diversity and Abundance rates are driven by seasonal fluctuations.
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