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Fig. 2. Plots and linear regression analysis of length of leaf scars by rice water weevils against number of feeding scars on hill-based

sampling unit in 2004, Each datum point represents the average from a sample of a plant hill.
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Fig. 3. Plots and linear regression analysis of length of leaf scars by rice water weevils against number of feeding scars based on hill-
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based sampling unit in 2005, Each datum point represents the average from a sample of a plant hill.
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