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INTRODUCTIO:t~ 

Between January 1971 and August 1972 pit-fall traps were used to 
collect beetles attracted to various types of mammalian dung (Oppen
heimer, 1977). As would be expected, many other organisms occurred 
in the traps from spiders and harvestmen (Oppenheimer and Tikader, 
1976) to frogs and snakes. 

This paper will present data for Coeloptera, with emphasis on beetles 
other than scarabaeoid dung beetles, which are treated in detail else
where (Oppenheimer, 1977, in prep.). 

METHODS 

The study was done in two villages, Burasanti and Nasibpur (E 88° 
15' and N 22° 50'), 40 km NNW of Calcutta, West Bengal, India. Trapp
ing was done in tree-shrub (TS), bamboo (BB), banana (BN), and grassy 
(G) sites in each village. The villages were surrounded by extensive areas 
of agricultural fields. 

The study spanned all of 1971, which was a wetter year than average, 
and the first 8 months of 1972, which was a drier year than average 
(Table 1). Temperatures were higher in 1972 because of delay in forma
tion of the annual monsoon cloud cover. 

The number of trap-days varied per month depending on the number 
of weeks in the month, the number of villages traps were set it, and the 
number of traps set at each site. A "trap-day~' consisted of a single pit
fall trap set out between 1500 and 1600 hours and I?icked' up the follow
ing day between 0900 and 1000. Between 17 January and 8 June 1971 

1. Present address: Environmentral Science Program, The College of Staten Island, 
Oity- University of New York, 50 Bay Street, Staten Island, New York 10301 U,S.A. 
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traps were set twice a week in the TS, BB and BN habitats in Nasibpur, 
and in the G habitat in Burasanti. Between 14 June 1971 and 26 Febru
ary 1972 traps were set once a week in each of the four habitats in both 
.villages. Starting with 3 March 1972 traps were set only once a week 
in the four Burasanti habitats. Trapping in the grass habitats was 
suspended in Nasibpur between 20 November and 17 December, and in 
Burasanti from 23 June 1972 till the end of the study. 

TABLE 1. Weather data for Singur, Hooghly District West Bengal between 
Ja.nuary 1971 and August 1972 

1971 

Jan- l\iar- Jun- Sep- Dee- .l\iar-

Feb 1\1:ay Aug Nov Feb 1\1ay 

Total rainfall (OlD) 2.28 36.88 139.14 32.43 744· 4.42 

lVlax. temp CC) 25.9 34.4 32.3 32.5 24.2 39.0 

1\iin. temp (OC) 15.6 21.7 26.4 19.6 14.2 22.8 

'rVeather cool- hot- hot- mild- cool- hot-
dry moist wet Inoist dry dry 

.J an & Feb 1972-7.44 em 

1972 

Jnn-

Aug 

75.71 

36.9 
26.6 

hot-

wet 

Initially six pit-fall traps were used in each habitat and eacn was 
baited with a different mammalian dung type: human (H), monkey· 
Presby tis entellu8 (M), dog-Oanis familiaris (D), goat (0), cattle (C) 
and buffalo (B). Two additional traps (elephant dung and unbaited) 
were added as of 14 August 1971, for a total of eight traps. From 12 
May 1972 to the end of the study two of the traps were baited with 
human dung and six traps were unbaited at each trapping site. 

All beetles collected were pinned and labelled. Specimens were 
primarily deposited in the Zoological Survey of India, Calcutta, and in 
the U. S. Museum of Natural History, Washington, D. C. 

RESULTS 

Over 16,000 specimens from at least 22 families, 73 genera and 207 
species were ohtained from pit-fall traps during the study (Table 2). 
Though scarabs made up over 80% of the beetles in the collection, cara
bids contributed more genera and species. These two families, plus 
aphodids and tenebrionids, contributed 62% of the genera, 80% of the 
species and 99~~ of the beetles. The dominance of scarabs in the 
collection can be attributed to the use of baited traps. If one looks at 
just unbaited control traps (August 1971 to August 19i2, n = 104 beetles) 
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scarabs made up 17.3%, carabids 19.2%, and tenebrionids 40.4~~ (with 
aphodids they totaled 82.6% of the beetles). This differs significantly 
from the distribution in Table 2 (p<.OOl). However, the distribution 
of species from each family in the unbaited traps did not differ from 
that given in Table 2. 

TABLE 2. TaxonOlnic and nUlnerieal composition of beetle collection 
between January 1971 and August 1972 

Suborder 

Super family 

Adepbaga 
Caraboidea 

Polyphaga 
H ydrophiloidea 
His teroidea 
Sta phy linoidea 
Scarabaeoidea 

Byrrhoidae 
Elateroidea 
Dermestoidea 
Bostrychoidea 

Cucujoidea 
CIa vicornia 

Heteromera 

Chrysomeloidea. 

Curculionoidea 

U niden tified 

Total 

Family (Code) 

Nunlber of 

Genera Species 

Oarabidae (A) 26+ 

Hydrophilidae (B) 2 
Histeridae (C) 4 

Staphylinidae (D) 2 
Scarabaeidae (E) 9 
Aphodiidae (F) 2 
Byrrhidae (G) 1 
Elateridae (H) 3 
Dermestidae (I) 1 
Ptinidae (J) 1 

Nitidulidae (K) 1 
Erotylidae (L) 1 
Coccinellidae (1\1:) 1 
Endomycbidae (N) 1 
Oolydiidae (0) 1 
Tenebrionidae (r) 8 
Anthicidae (Q) 1 
Cerambycidae (R) 1 
Chrysomelidae (8) 3 
Anthribidae (T) 1 ? 

Curculionidae (U) 2 ? 

Unidentified (V) 1 ? 

73+ 

67 

2 

4 

2 

53 
25 

1 
6 

1 

1 

1 
1 

1 

1 

1 

20 

1 

1 

10 
2 

5 ? 

I? 

207 

Indi viduals 

No. % 

614 

35 

67 
5 

13.485 

1,373 
1 

18 
1 
2 

2 

1 
5 

2 

1 

586 

1 
1 

28 

20 

39 

10 

16,192 

3.8 

.2 

.4 
<.1 
83.0 
8.5 

<.1 
.1 

<.1 
<.1 

<.1 
<.1 
<.1 
<.1 
<.1 

3.3 
<.1 
<.1 

.1 

.1 
.2 

<.1 

100.0 

The number of species contributed by each family varied with 
season, and to some extent by habitat (Table 3). Tertebrionids account
ed for one-quarter of the species during the winter months, but only 
a tenth of the species in the total study. Carabids accounted for over 
30% of the species during the monsoon months of June to August and 
in the total study. Scarabs accounted for an average of 39% of the 
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TABLE 3. Distribution of species across families by seasons, habitats, and 

study (in percent) 

1971 Seasons 1972 Habitats Total 

J-F ~i-:\r J-A S-N D-F l\I-l\i J-A TS BB BN G Study 

Scarabaeidao !i0 39 35 24 30 39 43 30 31 31 25 26 

Aphodiidae 9 16 16 14 11 11 6 15 17 15 15 12 
Histeridae 2 3 1 5 3 8 2 1 3 4 2 2 
Hydrophilidae 0 1 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 1 
Carabidae 23 29 34 29 17 16 32 31 28 22 35 32 
Tenebrionidae 26 12 3 11 23 16 9 13 7 11 10 10 
l\Iisc. families 9 16 8 16 17 11 9 11 15 16 12 17 

-----------

Total no. of 
species 43 90 H7 85 66 38 47 88 108 109 117 207 
families 8 14 12 14 13 9 9 13 17 15 15 22 
trap-days 2:>5 672 672 816 808 416 368 1033 1034 1032 908 4007 

species from March to August, though they accounted for only 26% of 
the species in the total study. The total number of species caught per 
season increased with the number of trap-days per season (r 2 =.782, n= 
7, p<.05); but such a correlation did not hold for any single famUy. 
The number of carabid species increased as the number of species of 
other families increased (r2 = .818, n = 7, p < .05). More species occurred 
in the grass habitat than in the other three habitats ~espite the smaller 
number of trap-days there, though this difference was not significant. 

The number of beetles obtained from the pit-fall traps per trap-day 
varied during the stu4y (Table 4). The smallest number of beetles was 
caught in January 1971 and April 1972, which were dry months, and the, 
largest number was caught in the months of June 1971 and August 1972, 
which were wet months. The number of beetles caught actually increas
ed with the increase in total monthly rainfall up to the point where 
the water table reached or -rose above the soil surface, as occurred in 
August 1971. This relationship between abundance and rainfall was app
arent in both 1971 (r2 =0.699, n= 11, p <.02) and 1972 (r2 =0.928, n=8, 
p<.OOl). This increase in abundance with increase in rainfall occurred 
in scarabs (102 = .807, n=19, p <.001), aphodids (r2 =.659, n=18, p < 
.005, months with over 47 cm of rainfall omitted), hydrophilids (r2 = 

.764, n=18, p<.001) and carabids (r 2 =.888, n=18, p<.OOl). Tene
brionids were most abundant during the cool dry months and increased 
in abundance with a decrease in temperature (19 = - .896, n=20,p<.OOl) 
and rainfall (12 = - .595, n=20, p<.Ol); multiple regression on tem
perature (y) and rainfall (x) was R2 -:-0.90 (n=20, 2=78.07 - 0.23x-



TABLE 4. l\{onthly catch of beetles of several families ca.ught during 4:007 pit-fa.U trap-days between January 1971 and August 
1972 (mean number of beetles per trap-days x 100) 

1971 1972 
:Bee~le 

families Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Ja.n Feb )\iar Apr ~fa.y Jun Jul 

Bcarabaeidae 9 42 180 388 968 1290 863 222 245 359 185 20 15 123 79 21 70 161 804 
Aphodiidae 0 5 2 32 97 234 105 IS 2 34 13 7 5 7 1 1 3 11 105 
Histeridae 0 2 8 4 2 1 0 0 0 1 <1 0 1 2 8 4 1 1 0 
Hydrophilidae 0 0 0 0 1 5 5 2 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
Carabidae 2 7 2 9 85 47 80 27 12 14 7 4: 1 5 4 1 8 9 19 
Tenebrionidae 29 28 19 2 2 1 0 1 <1 5 86 85 87 23 16 6 2 3 0 
Misc. families 0 4 6 2 5 8 1 1 2 5 8 3 3 2 6 2 2 9 2 
Total beetles 89 88 168 481 1106 1586 1058 272 262 419 250 69 62 162 114 85 82 193 930 

.No. of trap days 66 189 240 192 240 192 192 288 256 820 240 296 -256 256 160 128 12& 152 96 

Aug l\fean 

1090 358.7 
52 36.7 

0 1.8 
0 0.9 
9 14.9 
0 12.8 
2 3.7 

1152 423.7 

120 4007 
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2. 31y). Histerids were most abundant during warm dry months, and 
showed no association with rainfail (r2 = - .360, 11= 19, n. s.) or tem
perature (r 2 =.056, n=20, n. s.); this is emphasized by their consis
tent pattern of abundance in both years (Table 4), despite weather 
differences (Table 1). 8. jrontistriu8 peaked in March, B. malabaricu8 
in April and O. pulchellu8 in May of both years (Text-fig 1). All three 
of these species occurred in October at a very low level, which indicated 
it was a suitable but nonoptimum time for them. October was the only 
month in which A. coelestris appeared. 

I 
Atholus coelestris (N=l) 

_' .J.. I -, 
Chalcionellus p-ulchellus (N=9) 

H~cacculus malabaricus (N=8) 

Saprinus frootistrius (N = 49) 

.11 -I I I , , , , 
~ A M J J A S 0 

1971 
MONTHS 

I 

• 1 I .. 
6, ~ 

, , I , , , 
M A M J J 

1972 

Text-fig. 1. ::\ionthly djstribution of four species of histerids between January 1971 
and August 1972 (total number ca.ught in parentheses). Note that each 
species had its peak activity in a different month and that the pattern is 
the same in both years. 

, 
A 

More beetles pccurred per trap day in the bamboo habitat than in 
the other three habitats, and the least occurred in the grass habitat 
(Table 5). Scarabs and aphodids were most abundant in the bamboo 
habitats, whereas hydrophilids and carabids were most abundant in the 
grass h~bitats, and tepebt:ionids In the banana groves. 

I 
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TABLE 5. Habitat and iZap abundanoe of several beetle families caught beflween January 1971 and April 1972 (mean number of beetles per- s: 
rlf 

trap-day X 100) ~ 

I 

Beetle Habitats ~iean Proba- Tra ps and bai t type ~iean Probab- ~~ 

famines Tree-shrub Bamboo Ba.nana Grass bility* Human' Monkey Dog Goat Cattle Buffalo bility* ~ .. 
2 
~. 
~ 
~. 

Scarabaeidae 258 589 281 115 310.8 <.001 979 849 454 211 181 76 866.7 <.001 c 
~ 

Aphodiidae 16 61 36 23 34.0 <.001 61 62 10 58 26 19 39.3 <.001 Q: 
;2 

Histeridae 1 8 2 1 1.8 <.001 6 <1 2 1 1 1 1.8 <.001 ~ 

<.001 1 1 2 >.100 
~ 

Hydrophilidae 0 a <1 4 1.0 1 1 1 1.2 ~ c 
Carabidae 8 8 22 28 16.5 <.001 19 18 21 14 18 18 18.0 >.500 cf4 
Tenebrionidae 17 8 28 12 15.0 <",001 14 ,12 15 13 17 15 14.3 >.700 ~ 

l\iisc. families 2 6 3 4 3.S 6 4: 4 3 2 8 3.7 ~ 
~ 

Total beetles 302 669 371 186 882.0 <.001 1086 446 508 302 196 ISS 445.5 <.001 ~-
~ 
~ 
~ 

No. of trap days 889 888 890 844 498 495 496 496 497 497 ~ 

·Chi-square test done on actual number caught with expected values a~sumed equal-
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Traps baited with human feces attracted the largest number of 
beetles, whereas those baited with cattle and buffalo dung attracted the 
smallest number (Table 5). Scarab, aphodid, and hister~d families 
followed this pattern, whereas hydrophilid, carabid and tenebrionid 
families occurred with essentially equal frequency in all traps. An 
exception were two carabid (A) species (Table 6): p. catoirai was 
most abundant on dog dung (46%, p<.005) and A. nr pallipes was 
more abundant on human and buffalo dung than on monkey and goat 
dung (p<.Ol). The two species of hydrophilids (B) were slightly 
more abundant on dog dung (Table 6), but this was not significant. 
Only one species of hi sterid (C), S. jrontistrius, was abundant enough 
for selectivity to be detectable; it occurred primarily in the bamboo 
habitat (Table 7) and was attracted most frequently to human dung 
(Table 6). The other thr ee species of histerids showed different 
patterns. 

TABLE 6. Distribution of non-dung beetle species (between January 
1971 and Apri11972). which showed selectivity for dung 

tfpe or might be expected to show selectivity (mean ~~ 
beetles per trap-day :x: 500) 

T. 

Family Dung ~p~ Total 

Code· Species H ~I D G C B 

A. Pheropsophus catoira.a 8 1 19 4 3 6 41 
Abacetus nr pallipes 36 19 25 15 24 31 150 

13, Ooelostoma sp. 4 3 10 4 0 3 24 

8phaeridium sp. 4 4 12 4 4 6 34 

C. Sajlrinus frontistrius 25 1 5 7 2 2 42 

Hypocacculus malabaricus 2 0 1 0 1 3 7 
OhalcioneZZus' pulcheZlus 1 1 2 0 1 0 5 
AthoZus coelestris 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 

b. Anot1Jlus foetidus 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
Philonthus sp_ 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
Zyras sp. 2 0 1 0 0 1 4 

·See Table 2 

I 

As seen in the histerids in terms of dung selectivity (Table 6), where 
one species accounted for 76% of the beetles, the ecologi~al distribution 
patterns for the families presented above were establishe~ by one or 
a ~ew species that were represented by a large number of individuals 
(Table 7). Four of the 67' carabid species ~ccounted 'for· 52% of the 
carabid beetles, and five of the 20 tenebrionid species accounted for 
~3% of the tenebrionid beetles. Similar dominance of a few species 



,TA·:aLE 7. Mean number of beetles per trap day (x 1000) for each season and habita~ for all non-scarahaeoid species and eJ 
nonL-Coprophagons scarabs collected between January 1971 and August 1972 (based on 4007 pit-fall trap days) :3 

~ 
Family Gen us and species 

~ 
lit 

Code* Seasons and number of trap days Habitats & ~~ trap days Total 
,2 
lit 

" and J-F M-M J-A S-N D-F ~{-l\{ J-A TS BB BN G ~~ of .. 
subfamily 255 672 672 816 808 416 368 1038 10S4 1032 908 beetles ~ 

~ 
Bembidiini A. 0 

QQ 

Bsmbid.jon sp, 1 
~ ... 

4 1 ~ -. ........ - .. Q 

Elaph(rO!'¥8 poZ'itus l\{otch. 10 19 5 1 3 4: 12 11 26 ~ 

Elf?:phf:~f.~8 .~p. 3 2 2 Q-

L :Fi ... ~Z:Ugi ~ie~. 1 1 2 2 ~' 

01 

Brachin~D:i 
c.. 
~ 

Mastax sp'. 4 1 2 8 ~ 
~hero:p80:phus catoirai Dej 12 28 15 7 4: 11 1 3 35 6 45 ~ 
P. b1.macuia,tu8 L. 8 2 2 R 

Q4 

P. 8obrinu8~ Dej 'vat"'Mlaris F. '1 1 1 a. 
~ 
~ 

Ohalaenini 
~ 

., 
OallistomimU8 chalcoce:phalu8 Wied. 1 3 3 3: 

Chlaertilin/us' gutulri,:plagiatus Chand. 3 18 4: 2 20 ~(JI 

C~~s chllYfody'YIIUs Dej 6 3 8 3 6-

1). cyanics,i8 Bates 1 7 5 6 'I 2 9 

O. kamifwa Ohand. ~, .......,. - 1 ~ ..... ' , , 

O. floecilinus Bates - 6 .~ a 1 r~., 

o. (Danthosjlilus Wied. 1 1 -1 

Ohlaenws sp. ~~2 4 1 1 N 
0"-

Ohlaeniu8 sp.~~S 4 'I 8 1 4 \0 



TABLE 7. (Oontinued) N' 
-..:l 
0. 

J-F M-M J-A S-N D-F M:-l\1 J-A TS BB BN G Total 
255 672 672 816 808 416 868 1083 1034 1032 908 ~ ~of beetles 

Cicindelini 

9ioindela nr oorttcata 3 2 ·2 

Harpalini 

AmbZllstomus bivittatus Andrl 8 3 4 1 1 -1 1 5 8 

Amblrstamm SPI ~~2': 1 1 1 1 2 

Amblystomw SPI ~~25 1 1 
I 

1 

Dioryoke sp. 6 1 10 2 1 11 6 17 
Egadromo. Bpi ~~1 3 1 1 ~ 

EgiMllroma Bp. 4~2 16 
(\\ 

6 9 a 
Ega,d1'01174 Bp. ~~3 4: 3 1 

"'it 
1 2 ~ 

Egad,,()'I1I!J sp. 4~4 1 3 1 11 2 ~ 
Egad,rf?"'tl mise. 1 1 1 3 3 1 4 t 
E'I!I'fJlJJtu8 sp. 3 2 2 

~ 
Species~~34 1 3 1 2 1 1 4 ~ 

Q 

Lebiini i 
[ Aprutus sp. 12 1 7 14· 1 1 5 11 17 

.AjJrutus sp. ~~2 7 7 1 5 8 1 1 1 14 16 
~, 

i Apristus {?} Bpi 4~4 1· 1 1 
~ 

~~cinini ~ 
DijJZocheila laet:ig(Jta' BateS. 1 1" 2 3 3 { D. latifronB Dej 3 - 1 1 2 



T~LE v. (Oontinwd) 
~ 
'" til 

J-F }{-l\i j-A S-N D-F l\{-~I J-A TS BB BN G Tota,l~~of i 
255 672 672 816 ~8 4..16 -368 10B8 1034 1082 908 beetles tid 

5 
l\raso~e\ui " .. 

..4.~tHtliU8 ad6Z~88 Macl. 1 1 1 C 
Q 

4 ... OjJ(J(;IUZUB Zimm. 4: 1 4: 7 2 6 3 11 ~ 
~1!qra htwnrilis Sch~.~eb. S 5 1 1 4 6 C> 

00 
~. 

p._4fl~s not~fhtotd68 !\iots 4 1 2 ·7 1 2 4 7 ~. 
Q 

Tpo,gonoaerus ap. 1. .2 2 2 
;S 

T~~"'/J,gOf&Qderus (?) sp. 4 1 ] t 
~ 

Oodbrl 01 
Q -8imom ttigrics,s Wied. 1 7 16 5 2 2 ;3 12 
Q 

~ 
Pa,n8jg,,~nini ~ 

~ 

~sp.~~l B 12 4 - 9 4 18 Q-I 
Cb 

Dischissus sp. ~~2 4: 3 3 ~ 
~ -. 
~ 

Pterostiohini 

Alfp.cefuB wat'Us Dej 1 1 1 

A~~ nr an,Ugu,us 4: 100 9 - 2 4 4: 74 77 
.A,"ACltus nr :paJZiles 25 186 12 5 10 92 46 152 
Abacstus (?) sp. ~~35 1 1 1 

Abacetus (?) sp. ~~36 1 1 1 

Caelostomous nr inermis Ba.tes 1 .-;... 1 1 
Lesttc'US Bp. . - 4: 3 3 

Prigonotoma indica Brulle 
N 

3 1 1 2 -..J 
t-



TABLE 7. ( OcmttftUld) ~ 
-.] 

N 

J-F M-M J-A S-N D-F M-M J-A TS BB BN G Total~~of 

255 672 672 816 808 416 368 1033 1034 1032 908 beetles 

Scaritini 

OZWina "attenuata," Herbst spp. ? 12 12 1 8 1 1 3 17 20 

O. "sagittaria" Bates spp. ? 19 49 10 11 16 14 16 11 58 

OZwina sp. ~~3 1 1 1 

Unknown subfamily 

Spec~es ~~20 1 1 1 
Species ~~21 1 1 1 
Species ~~22 1 1 

~ 
Galerita MtMta.Zis Sch. Gobb (?) 4 3 2 3 4 3 1 8 ~ 

~ 

Species ~~52 to 60 (lost in mail) 4: 5 11 1 3 2 3 9 
0 

a.. 
~ B. OoeZostoma sp. 4: 22 7 1 26 25 ~ '8pha.ertdium sp. 15 2 9 10 ~ 

~ 

Sa.p1'tnu8 jrontistri",,:s Mars 
~ C. 12 33 1 6 41 3 10 23 12 3 49 ~ 

BflPocacculus malabaricus Reich t 6 2 1 2 7 1 8 0 
0 

OkalcioneZlus :pulchelZus (Fa b.) 4 1 1 10~ 1 5 3 9 s-a 
I:Q 

AthoZu8 coelestr1,s (Mars) ~. 

1 1 1 2 
~ 

D. .A. JoeUdus (Cameron) a ] 1 i PMlonthu8 sp. 4 1 1 
ZfJf'4S sp. 12 1 1 3 4 ~ 

E. Non-coprophagous ~ 
.AlogOtKa sp. 1 1 1 ~ 
A'Uto,ertcti sp. a 2 2 !: 

Q 



TABLE 7. ( Oontinued) r 
J-F M-M J-A S-N D-F l\I-M J-A TS BB BN G Tota~~f ~ i5 
~55 672 672 816 808 416 868 1083 1084 r032 908 beetles i 

tJhizofIJgchtJ Sp. 1 - 1 1 .! 

unidentified spp. 1 6 1 7 a 3 8 10 0 
0 

~. Bgrr"fl,'IJ,8 m'lJ,rinus (F.) ? 1 - 1 1 ~ 
H. Ca,t'driopho'rUS Spa ~~1 1 1 1 i =: 

O(]lfo,'iophOt'us sp. ~~2 2 2 2 
~. 

~ 
Oonoa8r'Us sp. (1) 4 1 1 ~ 

Drasterius ap. ~~l 1 13 1 1 11 12 
;S 
Q. 

Drast8rius s p. ~ ~2 1 1 1 ~ 

~ Dra~terius (?) sp. 1 1 1 

I. Evorin8Q, indica (Arlow) 1 1 1 
~ 

.J. Gibbium psylloid88 (Czenpinski) 2 3 1 1 
~ 

2 ~ 

K. Oarpofhilu3 sp. I 1 1 1 
0' 

2 ~ 

\l. 
e... 

L. Amblyo!u8 sp-. - - a 1 ) ('b 

M. uniden tided sp. 1 1 1 2 2 1 ~ 5 
N. Beccaria cardoni Gorh. 2 1 1 2 

o. -.unid~n.tified sp. 1 - 1 1 

P. Vaedius (ndicu8 ]"airmaire 12 3 3 15 162 63 5 1 -- 153 21 178 
Gonocephalum bilineatum Walker 7.5 a 11 82 10 3 20 6 25 9 61 

G. birmtJnicum Kaszab 1 1 1 
G. "hoffmanseggi" 4: 5 16 2 12 8 19 
G. mimsculum Fairmaire 1 1 1 ~ 

.~ 



TABLE 7. _ (Oontinued,) t...) 
-.J 
~ 

J-JI l\I-M J-A S-N D-F ~I-M J-A TS BB BN G Total~~of 
255 672 672 816 808 416 368 1083 1084 1032 903 beetleS 

G. oculars Kaszab 1 10 1 9 9 

G. spinicoZle Fairmaire 4 1 1 1 2 

G. subspinosum Fairmaire -,:- 1 4: 3 1 4: 

G. 8zekessyi Kaszab 94 24 28 21 68 4 6 SO 

G. tuberculatum Hope 8 7 1 43 50 10 35 9 8 37 87 
G. 'Vag'Um Steven 81 3 1 7 2 3 1 2 19 20 

G. Bp. aft. crassepunctum Kaazab 1 10 2 4 2 3 1 10 

HetwotarsU8 ap. 1 1 1 

Leichenum canaliculatu'm, Fab. 1 1 1 

Mesomorphu8 latiusCulus chatanay - 4 5- 7 'T !;.lj 

M. villiger Blanchard 4 10 !) 2 10 11 ~ 

Pocad,iopsis marginicollis l 
Fairmaire 8 9 8 8 

(b 

~ 
Scleron ferrugineum Fab. 31 22 12 2 ~9 1 33 C!'to 

~ 

S. rsitteri Gebien 8 1 2 1 8 ~ 

unidentified Bp. ~~18 2 1 1 ~ 
0 
Q 

Q.- .Anthicus Bp. 1 1 1 ~ 
(Q 
ea. 

B. DorysthenB sp. 3 1 1 t 
S. Oha6tocnema Bp. ~~1 7 4 1 4 2 1 S OJ 

Chaetocnema Bp.~~2 3 2 -g ~ - R 
Baltica coerulea Olivo ? ~ 8 2 '2 ~ 

unidentified Bpp. 5, 6, 8-14 1 S 1 6 5 5 5 1 11 
.Q - ~ 

T. 'Unidentified Bp. ~~1 6 12 2 1 18 2 16 t unidentified ap. ~~2 2 1 S 1 1 1 1 4 Gt 



TABLE '1. (OtmCJuded) Q 
,'U 

J-F M-~i. J-A B-N D-F I\I-M: J-A TS BB BN G Tota1~~of' i u: 
255 672 672 816 808 416 868 lOSS 1084: 1082 908 beetletl tid 

~g: 
U. aosrrw:polt~es ~,.tU4u8 Germ. 4: 4: 1 6 " 1 7 

I 

unidentified sp. ~~l 1 1 1 ~ J. 
II sp. ~~8 14 27 2 14 - 16 ~ II 
" sp. ~r. group 1 8 1, 2 4 S 2 2 2 9 2 " " Spa ~~5 group ,8 1 1 1 4 2 -. 6 ~. 

c)' 

V. unidentified sp. -- 10 1 1 2 1 5 1 3 10 
;!-

L 
·See Table 2 for family ~ 

~ 
Q 
~ 
~ 
~ 
~ 
0" 
~ 
~ 

~ 
~ 
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also occurred in the scarab (5 spp=76% of the beetles) and aphodid 
(2 spp=74% of the beetles) families. 

In addition to the species that occurred in the systematic pit-fall 
trapping (Table 7), other species were obtained in infrequent sporadic 
collections by hand. Three staphylinid species were, found on fresh 
monkey (langur) dung collected in a nearby village on 20 February 
1971: Anotylus cameroni (Scheerpeltz), .A. latiu8culu8 (Kraatz), and 
Tinotus sp. One species of tenebrionid, 008syphus depressu8 Olivier, 
was collected at a inca,ndescent light at night on 8 November 1971. 

DISCUSSION 

The number of individuals caught per family was distorted by the 
use of bait at the traps. Scarabs and some of the other dung seeking 
beetles were attracted to the traps by odor of the bait, and may have 
been drawn in from a much larger area than, for example, carabids 
who, if drawn to the traps, would have been attracted visually by the 
activity of other insects. However, the composition in terms of number 
of species per family seemed to be unaffected by baiting. The commu
nity as seen here was primarily made up of ground active species, as 
only pit-fall traps were used. Comparison can thus be made with 
other studies that used baited pit-fall traps, and thus were looking 
at the same segment of the beetle community. 

The composition of four such communities are presented here for 
comparison (Table 8). Two of the studies used only cattle dung (Hanski 
and Koskela, 1977 ; Merritt and Anderson, 1977), one used dung from 
six species of ungulates, including cattle (Hafez, 1939), and one used 
decomposing fish and fruit (Pirone and Sullivan, 1981). 

In the current study carabid spacies made up a much larger propor
tion of the community and staphylinid species a much smaller propor
tion than occurred in the other studies (Kolmogorov-Smirnov, p <.001). 
These two families are primarily predaceous and may in part compete 
for similar resources, though this does not explain why such a shift 
should occur in West Bengal. There may be a gradual change in commu
nity composition with change in latitude. Staphylinids and hydrophilids 
seem to make up a larger proportion of the 'species at higher latitudes, 
whereas scarabs and tenebrionids se~m to contribute larger proportions 
of species at lower latitudes (Table 8). This trend was only significant for 
staphylinids (r 2 =.880, n=5, p < .05), and this was brought about 
primarily by its low representation in the West Bengal collection. In 
the other studies baited traps were usually set out for 2 or more days, 
whereas in this study they were out for less than 24 hrs. In Egypt 
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(Hafet, 1.939) and Finland (Koskela, 1972) staphylinid·s reached·. their 
greatest abundance in terms of numbers of beetles after the third or 
fourth day, when the number of dipteran larvae was high (Hafez, 1939). 
However, in terms of species the Finish study showed that 71 species· 
occurred by end of the first day and that the number of staphylinid 

TABLE 8. Percent of species contributed by each family to the overall 
collection (all families presented that con~ributed at least 
5% of the spacies to a collection) 

Location Finland 1 

N. latitude 61 ° 
Families Rainfall 

(cm) 

Oarabidae 2.8 

Hydrop bilidae 8.9 
Histeridae 2.2 

Staphylinidae 74.9 

Scarabaeidae' 0 
Aphodiidae (+Geo~ropidae). 10.6 

Nitidnlidae 0 

Tenebrionidae 0 

Other families .6 

Total number of: families 6 
species 1-79 

beetles 62,500 

New York 2 Californ.ias 

41° 40° 

112 61 

10.6 0 
.5+* 13.9 

7.8 5.6 
28.4 61.1 

7.8 0 
o 16.7 

11.0 0 

o 0 

33.9 2.7 

83 

218+ 
19,992 

5 

86+ 
') 

Egypt· West Benga16 

20° 22° 

1.9 

5.6 
9.3 

31.5 

16.7 
20.4 

3.7 
8.7 
7.2 

12 

54 
.) 

145 

32.4 

1.0 

1.9 
1.0 

25.6 

12.1 
.5 

9.7 
15.8 

22 
207 

16,192 

1. Hanski and Koskela (1977). ~. Pirone and Bulli van (1981). 3. l\{erritt and Anderson 
(1977). 4. Hafez {1939}. 5. This study. 

·Species were unidentified, but beetles made up 7.1 % of the collection. 

species on the dung remained essentially the same for the next 9 days 
(see Table 3 in Koskela, 1972). Thus the staphylinid species present 
in the West Bengal community should have been adequately sampled 
despite the shorter trap period. 

Tenebrionids occupy the same microhabitats (under stones, leaf 
litter, etc.) that carabids do) but in the United States they occur in 
more arid regions than do carabids (Borror and Delong, 1954, p. 377). 
In West Bengal these two families were most abundant in the open 
habitats, but tenebrionids were most abundant during the dry cool 
months and carabids during the wet hot months. During cola winters, 
as in Quebec, adult carabids hibernate in the soil (Larochelle, 1974) 
and thus would not appear in traps. These two families had similar 
population si%es as indicated by the number of individuals caught, but 
Qarabids were represented by three times as many genera and species. 
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This suggests that either ca~abids exploit a much wider niche ,~pace. 
as a family, or that each species is more specialized and occupies .' 
narrower niche than do tenebrionids. Since carabids prey on other 
insects (Hengeveld, 1980) and were most abundant when other insect 
species were most numerous in the traps, it seems likely that greater 
food specialization may explain why carabids were represented by 
more species than were tenebrionids. 

In addition to the possible change in community compositon with 
latitude discussed above, it appears that the environmental cues the 
species are sensitive to change with latitude. In France, at 48°N latitude, 
seasonal change in carabid activity was positively correlated with 
temperature for most species ; a correlation between activity and rainfall 
was lacking (Benest and Cancela da Fonseca, 1980). In this study 
carabid activity was positively correlated with monthly rainfall and not 
with 'mean monthly temperature. Of the six families tested only 
tenebrionid activity showed a correlation with temperature, but it was 
also correlated at a lpwer level of significance with rainfall. Histerid 
activity lacked correlation with either rainfall or temperature. They 
seemed most sensitive to competition, at least with related species, as 
indicated by their activity across months. Interspecific competition lIiay 
explain the activity patterns of other species in the study, hut more 
information would be needed about their feeding habits. 

Histerids, scarabs and aphodids were primarily attracted to traps 
baited with human dung, which was the most abundant dung type 
available (Oppenheime~, 1977) and which probably attracted the greatest 
number of prey for the histerid. The carabids, tenebrionids and 
hydrophilids, as family groups, seemed to be falling into the traps at 
random as they occurred in all traps equally, including the unbaited 
trap. 

SUMMARY 

Eight pit-fall traps were set one day a week in each of four different 
habitats between January 1971 and August 1972, in two villages 40 km 
,NNW of Calcutta in West Bengal, India. Seven traps were baited with 
mammalian dung and one trap was unbaited. Twenty-one identified 
families, 73 genera and 207 species were represented in the 16, 192 
beetles trapped. Carabibs accounted for 36% of the genera, ,32% of the 
species, but only 4% of the individ~als. Scarab dung beetles' accotint~d 
for 12% of the genera, 26% of the species, and 83% of the individuals. 
Aphodids made up 12% of the species and 8% of the individuals. The 
abundance of these three families, and that of hydrophilids, was posi-
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tive1v correlated with rainfall. Tenebrionids accounted for 11% of the 
genera, 1"0% .of the species, -and 3% of the individuals; their abundance 
was negatively correlated with rainfall and temperature. The remaining 
families, including histerids and staphylinids, each made up less than 1% 
of the beetlies. Scarabs and aphodids were most abundant on human 
dung and in bamboo groves. Hydrophilids and carabids were most 
abundant in grass habitats, and tenebrionids in banana groves; all three 
families occurred with equal frequency in all traps. Detailed information 
is included for all species, except scarabs and aphodids. 
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