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In the area surrounding Manhattan, Kansas, agriculture areas are similar. Ma恑t
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biodiversity fields used for agriculture (Middleton et al. 2021). This study, though short, would

support that trend.

The agriculture area selected for this study was located near, if not inside,
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had the same number of pollinators (Table 2). However, pollinators account for a much greater

percentage of total invertebrates in the urban location than in the agroforestry study area (Fig 12

& 13). It is of note that more nymph stage pollinators
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