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Abstract

Summarize the medical insects’ distribution information of 76 families, 4544 genera. Divide land
in the world into 67 basic geographic units according to the topography, climate and other ecolog-
ical conditions. With Shen’s similarity general formula and diversity such as Xiao-cheng Shen nul-
tivariate similarity clustering analysis method for quantitative analysis, get seven big unit groups
and 20 small unit groups of clustering results, is superior to the traditional single linkage method,
average group linkage method and sum of squares method. The clustering result is the same as the
main plant feeding the world of insects, and has a bigger difference with Wallace’s mammals’ geo-
graphic area. To explain this seemingly contradictory result, in the same way for quantitative anal-
ysis to the world’s animals, plants, microorganisms, confirmed the medical insects and these dif-
ferent Kinds of creatures with the same distribution pattern, which not only account for the Ceno-
zoic Era of ecological environment on the influence of all kinds of biological distribution homo-
geneity, and put forward the possibilities of establishing unified world biological geographical re-
gionalization system.
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1. 518

TEXT N B B R AL B A B R 2 b, LR S PR A . R AT B, BRER A, BRI,
B, BUSRMES A . WIS EITR A TR ML R R X R (R A B 4 i ) B A
MPARNEZ —. FAE 19 thed, JeE p st A i RS St LLoe M7 vE s e 7 W FLahi K s S i)
IR X R T SR (1] [2], R U an MR S AR 3R T rp R A A R S B P ) 3 X R R
[3] [4], FRROREEH € & M k5] [6]90h e T H ] R H R th 5t B e frp s B DX K1 7 8 [ 7] [8] [9] [10], FF:48
R TR E RS AR WAL Ak R I R (L] AT T E R R RS DUt
B U HA AR R 0 A R [12], B4, T B2 R B A ER M Aiks R 2 SR RS sh. Y.
WA EAERNRR? KLSK, MMINESAEVR SRS EVERE. AR BURL
HL ARG WP R KA WA T EVE BRI, BN FRRE AR A Ta L S X
HX Rk Z RT3 0, DABORT et BLIRGE EAE . T N I BN R THT . ASHIE FOK F 22 e AR BA I 2R
Ko it T Lo frsiX[5] [10].

2. MMEHE
2.1. #H

9 HT76 B IAEERSRERY, FENEZERREELEREMZHEME B FEILEME. 216G
S[13] [14] [15], #etps R REdEFE, 3Lt 4544 J8 63,193 F(F 1). A5 ERE RER 4.35%, FiAY
6.11%.
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Table 1. Main groups of medical insect
1 EFRAMTELREH

H Orders %} Families
fii#gEF} Blaberidae
Wi Blattellidae
HUREL Blattidae
FEUERL Lamproblattidae
T %%l Tryonicidae
[ iRl Ceyptocercidae
Hi s R Polyphagidae
B WP Nocticolidae
R Y EF} Boopidae
2 AR Gyropidae
% H A Haematomyzidae
54 % E R} Menoponidae
£ H Mallophaga KM 9 HF} Philopteridae
5 5 Riconidae
15 5 A} Trichodectidae
K& EF} Laemobothridae

#4% H Blattodea

E 5 HF} Trimenoponidae
Enderleinellidae
I # A} Haematopinidae
Hamophthiriidae
F b 5B} Hoplopleuridae
Hybophthiridae
WiHEFE} Linognathidae
Microthoraciidae
il H Anoplura
#2EF} Neolinognathidae
Pacaroecidae
Pedicinidae
# & Pediculidae
Z ik ®F} Polyplacidae
B E A} Pthiridae
Ratemiidae
SR} Cimicidae

FW H Hemiptera
iR} Reduviidae

J&% No. of genera
165
220
46
3
7
1
39

76
169

¥ No. of species
1211
2295
615
10
32
12
221
32
48
90

1210
2801
44
345
23

52
30

157

76

16
18
190

74
163
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Continued

444 H Coleoptera LR} Meloidae 126 2480
1e4E AL Anthomyiidae 105 2463
PRI A} Calliphoridae 199 1931
i Al Fannidae 17 401

EHlEAl Glossinidae 1 24
H R} Hippoboscidae 102 917
A} Muscidae 382 6605
ki@ £l Nycteribiidae 5 112
S Diptera FEdEE} Oestridae 51 216
L2} Rhiniidae 54 527
J7 8 F} Richardidae 1 283
JRUEAl Sarcophagidae 613 4763
i} Tabanidae 293 6015
ICEL Culicidae 134 2975
5%} Ceratopogonidae 161 6359
Iyt Simuliidae 159 2134

H &} Phlebotomidae 60 869

22 %R} Ancistropsyllidae 1 3

2% %} Ceratophyllidae 45 428

73 % Bl Chimaeropsyllidae 7 29

V))& &%} Coptopsyllidae 1 19

% £ % F} Hystrichopsyllidae 45 624

15 & A Ischnopsyllidae 20 126

4% Al Leptopsyllidae 31 263

Lycopsyllidae 4 8

E %%l Macropsyllidae 2 3

% H Siphonaptera Z %A} Malacopsyllidae 2 2
F AL Pulicidae 22 173

&% %} Pypsyllidae 10 49

¥ f8 %%} Rhopalopsyllidae 10 127

2% 5 %k} Stephanocireidae 9 51

THkE R Stivaliidae 23 117

%l Tungidae 4 24

G FL Vermipsyllidae 3 42

#1182 %A} Xiphiopsyllidae 1 8

WA} Liuopsyllidae 1 3
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SHIH Lepidoptera FIR AL Lymantriidae 256 4212
FllikFl Limacodidae 288 1757

1B Eumenidae 239 4044

% TR Sapygidae 3 10

i B Hymenoptera + 1%} Scoliidae 20 99

#) L% F} Tiphiidae 59 167

#HI%FR} Vespidae 119 1948
&1t 9 76 4544 63193

AR Z R PR E TR W, FEE S, AR 7 596 1] 352 4N 1466 H, £ 280 Jifh
[16]. HEBRIFAEFZE. (AL, MAEFERT /32, RO KN AEY R ARSI . mY. Yt
8 5t 115 7] 356 4¥ 1352 H 8715 &} 180,661 J& 2,195,562 Fii(# 2). Fh2srAifE B FEKIE T GBIF,
N EREARAEF AL TC ) BT BV 70 A5 15 R [15] o A $ i 230 BRI P 38 B 20 it & 2R 5 Wl
&, AW CLE R o N 23 b 1 SRtk AR 4 5 G (basic biological units, BBU).

Table 2. The living things groups in the World for compared
= 2. A R B E YA

Ft Il ek H# B JBH Tl
Kingdom No of Phylums  No. ofclasses  No. oforders  No. offamilies  No. ofgenera  No. ofspecies
I Animalia 20 63 373 4628 141,814 1,334,834
Y F Platae 15 41 215 1010 17,526 544,887
T At Archaea 2 9 15 35 134 528
41 1 7t Bacteria 29 49 112 443 2893 16,634
Ci%fﬁ " 13 68 291 1280 5577 79,122
H A Fungi 9 47 211 855 10,454 208,207
Jﬁiﬁ;‘i‘; O?j 11 43 80 295 831 4809
JREE S Viruses 16 36 55 169 1432 6539
Mt 8 115 356 1352 8715 180,661 2,195,562

2.2. ETkpEih E AL TE 88 TR 55

FEIRHTE . SRS A SR RED) A0 GBI VERR RIS, AHIF 04t A 1R i Hh (5% e AR ) Rl 20y 67 A
FEAilith BE 57t (basic geographical unit, BGU) (I 1), 1EARE i SHb B X R ) FEAR[10]. H PP RN
FMBGU A 214, DLERENEM BGU A 114, BLLHNER BGU A 12 4>, PAmlsNE M BGU H
114, DAFEECNER BGU A 54, BISEE BGU A 7 /1~ A 27 4 BGU Ab7E#i, A 34 4~ BGU Ht
Wb, H 64~ BGU [FHIREs A3€4r. %4> BGU A FR L 3.
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Figure 1. BGUs of the World
1. R Pt Y E At R 8 T

VA LB PR 40 A5 B AN BGU 315 B, FITHER access 73 AR BZE 27 B B 4 A B s
PEAN RRBEHIEFE[10]. #54 BGU 1EAES, #&A BBU MEARAT. H—DMEBHAMEER, FA
Bl b, A A “17 , oA AL . 4544 JE R BLIE 67 D BGU A 15,510 AM3Fil 73417 i % (basic
distributional records, BDR), “F¥J3- & J& (average richness, AR)} 231 J&/BGU, “F-14% il (average dis-
tributional territory, ADT)4 3.41 BGUs/J& . (i 7 (113X Be Be AR S 40 m] LA 7 i 45 SR PE e Ak o, #5 ADT
KT 15, BB RENL R, POZFEREEYN te> BGU #i&E. %1 BGU ME¥EXR
O 3, BELLRAYIRBR AL 4.

Table 3. The number of genera of medical insect of BGUs in the World
#3. &£ BCUHEX¥EHEBEH

BGU JE %k BGU JE%x
01 JtRK Northern Europe 253 44 NI G4 Congo river basin 207
02 PGl Western Europe 316 45 ZEM LML X Ethiopia region 131
03 #'EX Central Europe 245 46 3 Jé W [X Tanzania region 241
04 X Southern Europe 271 47 ZEHHLIX Angola region 251
05 Z:KX Eastern Europe 99 48 F93E South Africa 292
06 %% #7RKIM 4 European Russia 143 49 Dok in Madagascar 180
11 1 & Middle East 208 51 VE#HKFI I Western Australia 116
12 YWRFRTRiAA Saudi Arabia 81 52 4L IFIE Northern Territory 101

DOI: 10.12677/ije.2021.104064 563 AR


https://doi.org/10.12677/ije.2021.104064

L %%

Continued
13 171 57 & Yemen and Oman 75 53 K FE South Australia 79
14 5 J5 Plateau of Iran 211 54 E.4->= Queensland 239
15 H1F Central Asia 246 55 ¥ e Jgk /K 1 New South Wales 232
16 778 {HF)F Western Siberia 165 56 4i: % F . Victoria 135
17 ZRPE{AF]IE Eastern Siberia 315 57 ¥ 5 J8 . Tasmania 151
18 75 Bl [X Ussuri region 124 58 H714 == New Zealand 71
19 2%7 Mongolia 103 61 Z %= K Eastern Canada 205
20 WK /R = )5 Plateau of Pamir 127 62 P52k Western Canada 256
21 "1 [E 7=k Northeastern China 446 63 2= [E 7311 Hh Mts. Eastern USA 300
22 " [E Pk Northwestern China 314 64 3% [ {5~ )5 Plain Central USA 234
23 8= i Qinghai-Xizang plateau 319 65 3% [F % Hills Central USA 243
24 R [E PR Southwestern China 457 66 3 [ PG 1L Mts. Western US 325
25 H1[E K74 Southern China 474 67 %74 EF Mexico 330
26 1 [E 1 %< 5 Centre-eastern China 614 68 13511 [X Central America region 465
27 F1[E 47 Taiwan region of China 419 69 AN LL i 55 Caribbean Islands 134
28 mAf > I Korea Peninsula 125 71 N Ei$i Venezuela 182
29 HZ Japan 300 72 £ WA H A Plateau Guyana 176
31 E 5 f X Himalayan region 161 73 2 WLt B Northern Mt. Andes 381
32 EIEHLX Indian region 311 74 7.5 P J5i Amazon Plain 267
33 4fifa] Myanmar 214 75 B = )5 Plateau Brazil 242
34 #1525 Indochina Peninsula 284 76 B F4EE Bolivia 151
35 JEM: 5% Philippines 202 77 PR %E Argentina 237
36 B JE PE I Indonesia 343 78 = WriliFg B Southern Mt. Andes 74
37 #JLWIE New Guinea 179 BBU it 91 5156 basic biological unit 4544
38 AP B 05 Pacific Islands 168 BGU H:fifith ¥E B T, basic geograp. unit 67
41 JtAE Northern Africa 209 BDR At 4 A7 it 3% basic distrib. records 15510
42 #54E Western Africa 222 AR “F#5) %% F BDR/BGU 231
43 19k Central Africa 139 ADT “-# ) Aii 4% BDR/BBU 3.41

Table 4. The number of animalia (not including insects), plantae and microorganism of BGUs

F* 4. & BCGU HIEMI(TABIERR). EY. MEVREH

BGU :ﬁiﬁal H) Plant Miclfc%g?lism BGU Az:fiq:?al H) Plant Mic?fc%g?\ism
01 3072 3556 6342 44 1584 2256 615
02 4390 3342 6752 45 1381 1703 613
03 3301 2941 5627 46 1749 2623 901
04 4631 3498 6386 47 1702 2567 1970
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Continued
05 1213 1407 2506 48 2850 3444 2619
06 1038 1684 2518 49 1771 2903 1361
11 2177 2028 2595 51 2959 2410 2060
12 1307 911 1322 52 1984 1690 2055
13 1237 1018 922 53 1720 2041 4070
14 1260 1459 1356 54 3919 3123 4540
15 738 1102 1030 55 3603 3209 3008
16 487 826 875 56 2515 2674 3107
17 1239 1259 1611 57 1818 1817 5241
18 702 1045 602 58 2405 2918 2933
19 439 697 247 61 2501 1772 4459
20 398 1216 665 62 2952 2565 3891
21 806 1004 1495 63 4926 4081 6267
22 564 732 450 64 3713 2796 4859
23 934 788 1087 65 2779 2465 3954
24 1168 2212 932 66 4075 4144 5411
25 1878 2745 2661 67 4498 4547 3984
26 2057 2989 3899 68 3381 3863 3167
27 1360 2210 2462 69 2448 2880 2516
28 926 1248 2338 71 2557 3163 2051
29 2847 2582 4672 72 1422 2243 1254
31 1439 2057 1501 73 3380 4772 2907
32 2571 2970 3529 74 2400 3727 2747
33 1658 1913 912 75 3221 4073 3027
34 1757 3012 1922 76 1517 3233 784
35 2441 2206 1600 77 2576 2615 2382
36 3446 3583 3568 78 1901 2039 2913
37 2259 2800 1283 BBU 37,470 17,526 21,321
38 2763 3294 3643 BGU 67 67 67
41 2552 2124 2839 BDR 143,596 163,933 184,685
42 1981 3026 2175 AR 2143 2447 2756
43 877 2092 295 ADT 3.83 9.35 8.89

Es AR R

2.3. FHHE

PeFE HHIH 0 3 Fh R 48 %35 J5 1 (hierarchical clustering method) Az 341 135142 H 1) MSCA y:E47

o
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gL (Single linkage method, SLM), X AR iE 257% nearest neighbor, FtE{# F Jaccard (1901))
AR B AN[17] SI =C/(A+B-C), XRRIEARMEIT ;s

25 F-1473:(Average group linkage method, AGL), 3% UPGMA %(Unweighted pair group means algorithm)
[18], fdiF Szymkiewicz (1934) AR R LA [19], SFR Simpson (1943)A3X[20]:  SI =C/min(A,B),
X2 HRTRAT IR EIT

B 2575 F13: (Sum of squares method, SSM), SUFK Ward’s method (1963) [21], 14 i Czekanowski (1913)
IARIE RACA R [22], SRR Serensen (1948) A [23]: Sl =2C/(A+B), XRMBELFHIT7E, HIFH
R 2 .

X 3 FOTIERT I 3 AN A AR & KB T E B /N HB X [A] AR R EL, A, B 43 il 1 N B X R F 2 4,
C M LA T2, FARIZ S H SPSS 5E k.

PR SO A5 B L (R RR DL 38 FH > 2 (similarity general formula, SGF) I TE SUJe: 25N Hb X 7] (R AR AL 2 3
Fe 2 N3 BT I 3% A 10 X ) LA TSR K~ 2880 5 S A S I el [24] o AHAESR (0384 AH PR A X AR B 5T
BRFEANR MR IETTIR R A

FAEAR: SI =D H;/nS = 3(S,-T,)/ns,

MSEEAR: DI, =1-81, =1-3(S,=T,)/nS, =[nT +>_(H - H,)]/ns

HEMETTIRE AR CSI, =H, /D H,

HSFHETTRFE AR: CDI, =(nT,+H -H,)/(nS-X_H,)

3, Sy J& n AU TR A ALE 2R3 S; H A T3 2030l 02 § PR B8 e g A S8 A 2 (common species)
. MR (unique species)$, HIHAL H, =S, —T., Sy n ANWHE P ICHUSFERE THER BT 54
AR AT AR 7 {5 KR e () A DT B 3R75 . BT Db s SALER A sl AR+ Oy ddk

55 SGF B A8 FH 192 e MLl PE T8 2520 M ik (multivariate similarity clustering analysis, MSCA) 1% s &
“ERsh. EERX. ERAIE. SERST TR REER T DL E ST, AR
FERIRR S, FEEAR T RUEATIHE 67 4> BGU HLEAHIIE: R % e AR REOK/NHEFEE R E[5] [25].
SARAE R SR REL S BGU MAHBIETTEREE . AH 5 14 DT R 2 A 2 A% G o A 7 V2 BB Mk
SANTCVETH L AR RE o

3. &R
3.1 HAEZERHA MSCA &R

3.1.1. RAER

{H S B 2 B L) MSCA 3 M4k S 4n 14 2, 67 A BGU [ =AU 240 0.089, Ak 71 Z%0H 0.911.
TEARBAE K262 0.370 BF, 43 5l SR AR a~t 3% 20 AN/NELIGHE; 7E 0.250 B SRR A~G 3t 7 AN KEITHE
R % HE I 2H R A TR AR AR A, R G M T s & RS AR AR ST R Bl e, % /NELE R
PR TR ARSI, FF AR RN SR PAR LR FR S v TR A AR, R & Gt
IEN . FEESE H CRRE RACEEE, AR EEN.

ARG G TR R g RO, RIS B 0 — 50, K. NRoTBE S e AR, &K
AN R AR — B, B RREAR . FIAFRZ, S R BRI 5 KN B IGBE IARBL I 7K
PG T RS R, R H T AT E R R R GE, A BRSNS IR R E
AET#E), 2550 g /MR f/NEE, 37 ST h /N RN i /N, 74 S0 r /NEERE B s /)
B, XER B ERRAHALEE 2 AR Bh, AN T Hh 3 2 SR )
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BRAERGER LM AN XRATLE[], Bk D KBS AMAMF S, #E D). AL B K
S TR AL 82, PP s Co B PURHEA 2 RN A A LN T & . AP S U5 RIA 25 7

Frs By G PR 2 T A 1 b SE X R A B AL 5

BRI G Cox SWMPBATHFAE X RIAHLE[26], C. D E Z KBFHEIRE - RFPEFR. RIS,
W FARE, AFEZ AL By F = KB THEZ AL A 0 AE =870, G MR 25 T vy k) e v 3
HIX 4 FOH .

FRERGHATBA KL R EERAX R R, B H AR RHE S IR — 08 ik
B[27][28]; CHF& BB B HH LA & RO BIERIEARFE SR B E[29] [30]: SCRPAEEL. B
S HURE KA B RS AT B U B R S (2 [28] [31] [32]: SIS MENE H ANIORRRE ] i 2 5%
HRIA AL S0 VR R [33] [34], SCRPISCRRHE 22 PE EFRINAHT AL A AR B [34] 0 ASSCREXBIE 25, Bk
FA AR I A

i BT O 2 AR Qe SRR IR AR Bt e . R JIBUNSE R, BERE (A 3) Mg R ELI,
DA, AHUNEENBERICRA T E, B “ME” o KPRNE(E 4) A B R o,
FEARTHGR TR, 7F 0.63 BE B KT AT 6 N ochEE, Hi s ANEBFHIEER N, il iEs
Vel 3 FEAAH R IX 3, HH 26 ASHOFE SR T B K — B IR AL, ARSI, Y2 XLl
S TIER R G . B2 RNE(E B) KRB EKE N, 1E L3 BERIK b, JoN 8 ANHICHE, il
TP, &JE LN REAT R TRES, Y T B, EAE RN
PR A

3.1.2. &% BGU HUHIN ST E SHER T E

TEFRE MR, A BGU S AHALE AR 7 14 v k2 AV F R ASHHAE I (56 ) BEAS KBFIR iy, 45
BEAMNZOMX, &R S IR LW G S — A, U2 PR A R T 5 e B
PR o PAMAZ OB X W 5| AR S (R 1 7 2 PN B 7, AL T 54 BGU 5 BRI I 51 77 (/) 22 S 1
Fe i tEsh . oL IX SR ) KOSTAYE R AP o0 An XTE UL . 248, 04, 26, 36. 48. 54, 66. 67.
68. 73 5 BGU & k¥ /& T1EHK.

32. HEEWRRKLER

[FFEFH MSCA J5iEx M) (AN EdE B ) T T o0 #r, 453214 6~8. tFHUEI 17526
JE I TC AR IYE R BN 0.141, EAIYE R % 0.400 IF, 67 4> BGU % 20 N/INIGEE, #F 0.270 I,
BT A REBITER( 6). SN 34,740 | T S AR RECH 0.060, FEARLIE Z % 0.340 B,
67 /> BGU % 20 /N/INLIGHE, 7E 0.200 B, FRAL 7 ANKHICHE(E 7). FIEMAELL, X 31 5 BGU M B
KB R C e, Ay B2 A REYIR 21321 R Jo B EUE 250 0.171, EFIME R
#0.190 I5F, 67 4> BGU Z ¥k 7 AN Ko RE(% 8). FIAEMIARLL, 1Y C KFEM) 25, 38 5 BGU 77 # 5] B,
E KHE, AT M2 50
33. EEXERHSHEEYSHREELE

Kl 2 5 6~8 Lb#k, MR EA KE/NFRDAARAE AOUHRRRN BT B A, 10 H &8
MR AR J LTI, Ay Dy By G KEFIALRGE2AHF, By Cv E KEFIZOEA R, [URTEILST

N BGU, i 25, 31. 38 5, A SAAFEE, HEAASEETHEEEE, i AEZERES
AT R A A EE
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Figure 2. Dendrography of distribution of 4544 genera of the medical important insects in the World
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Figure 3. Dendrography of medical insects by SLM
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Figure 4. Dendrography of medical insects by AGL

B 4. KF1Y

el i o o e T

- -
o -

SMEFEHRHIFEAHE

7

Figure 5. Dendrography of medical inscts by SSM
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Table 5. The rate of contribution of similarity and difference of every BGU

5. & BGU RIMRINIMESTAk R MR F M sTmk %

ma mm SR g om0 ome TER SR g e

BGU No.of endemic mon sikE TR 7 No.of demic mon TTkEE  DTERE

genera  genera genera CSI(%) CDI(%) genera genera  genera CSI(%) CDI(%)
01 253 2 251 1.69 1.12 42 222 12 210 142 1.59
02 316 5 311 2.10 1.12 43 139 4 135 0.91 1.28
03 245 1 244 1.64 1.08 44 207 12 195 131 1.60
04 271 15 256 1.73 1.69 45 131 1 130 0.88 1.15
05 99 99 0.67 1.13 46 241 15 226 1.52 1.71
06 143 143 0.96 1.10 47 251 9 242 1.63 1.43
11 208 6 202 1.36 1.32 48 292 42 250 1.69 2.89
12 81 81 0.55 1.14 49 180 42 138 0.93 2.96
13 75 1 74 0.50 1.19 51 116 5 111 0.75 1.34
14 211 3 208 1.40 1.19 52 101 3 98 0.66 1.26
15 246 1 245 1.65 1.07 53 79 1 78 0.53 1.19
16 165 165 111 1.08 54 239 15 224 151 171
17 315 315 2.12 0.98 55 232 17 215 1.45 1.80
18 124 2 122 0.82 1.20 56 135 4 131 0.88 1.28
19 103 103 0.69 1.12 57 151 18 133 0.90 1.90
20 127 127 0.86 111 58 71 12 59 0.40 1.69
21 446 12 434 2.93 1.44 61 205 2 203 1.37 1.15
22 314 8 306 2.06 1.34 62 256 9 247 1.66 143
23 319 5 314 2.12 1.21 63 300 7 293 1.98 1.31
24 457 6 451 3.04 1.16 64 234 3 231 1.56 1.17
25 474 8 466 3.14 1.24 65 243 4 239 1.61 1.21
26 614 25 589 3.97 191 66 325 21 304 2.05 1.92
27 419 16 403 2.72 1.63 67 330 17 313 211 1.74
28 125 125 0.84 111 68 465 68 397 2.68 3.94
29 300 6 294 1.98 1.26 69 134 12 122 0.82 1.64
31 161 4 157 1.06 1.27 71 182 5 177 1.19 1.30
32 311 13 298 2.001 157 72 176 7 169 1.14 1.39
33 214 2 212 143 1.14 73 381 34 347 2.34 247
34 284 8 276 1.86 1.36 74 267 9 258 1.74 1.42
35 202 8 194 1.31 1.42 75 242 5 237 1.60 1.26
36 343 33 310 2.09 2.45 76 151 2 149 1.00 1.18
37 179 13 166 1.12 1.66 77 237 15 222 1.50 1.71
38 168 21 147 0.99 2.03 78 74 12 62 0.42 1.68

41 209 7 202 1.36 1.37 A1 15510 675 14835 100.00  100.00
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Figure 6. Dendrography of distribution of plant in the world
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Figure 7. Dendrography of distribution of animal in the world
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Figure 8. Dendrography of distribution of Microorganism in the world
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