DIPTERAN ABUNDANCE AND FAMILY RICHNESS IN DIFFERENT OLIVE LANDSCAPE CONTEXTS
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RELATIONSHIP FLY ABUNDANCE-LANDSCAPE STRUCTURE

Identical response both seasons studied. No significant with most landscape indices.
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CONCLUSIONS
* Dipteran populations as a whole are quite stable in different landscape contexts, without a strong dependence on resources outside the olive groves
* This ensures the presence of alternative prey for predators, contributing to the biological control of pests and the resilience of the olive grove agroecosystem.
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