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2 BT B ¥ (Aphytis holoxanthus) B &
k4% 48 B -3 #&  (Chrysomphalus ficus) S

WER MR

WE: [FSENG  (Aphytis holoxanthus) BAEHHE » THRENBE (Chrysom-
phalus ficus) EEMIZEM (Ectoparasite) o 7E/NfigEpyia 2 MRS » HHEEMEH 1 ~ 2 3]
W SR » BIERENBBEE » FRHED » SRS LT d I RIS Z K
B o HA AT E 1% o 4 BARTER T » AGBEN BB LR L I - (RO A e 1B EATE
PRSP 2R o A SRS A TE A 2 BBLREU TR DR R E A B Z B

IF8s3NE  (Aphytis holoxanthus De Bach, Aphelinidae, Hymenoptera) R BEE °
BRI B/ ME (A. lingnanensis Compere, 1955) ' » (A& 2 %X THFRE N BER
(Aonidiella aurantii(Maskell)) TIIEHBEIMN R © SRR MR B AR B A N HEVE AR [ A B
o PLEFIH 1965 4 AR RE R MES R BEA RS > 2 > 3FERIEHT) G 1, 22, 29

EFR 1959 FHE L FIEAZE Florida MEFHREN B4 - REXD © 13,29 o DeBach
(1960) EE T e Ty — FrAG T IE S pa 6 Nk © o iR JUB AR I A 0 A2 B IR R 28 20
S IEPH B s FREGEY & 1 SR A LIS/ NE - BRFE 2 > 3 4F 1% BT R FAZE T SEB A R A 3
Bz A ‘

KEHAT N SRS RACE IR S A » JB1%HC Gressitt ~ HERAE ~ Flander F#RIRERA
SN > EIN R E A SRR o HORBHEH AN BTG TIRE © DAt 53— SRR D) » FFER
LIFRHAE M A R A A R » B R HA A B E A RS 62 R EHRER

RGHIFSH e T > RERTRTEE 1929 FAFHMRKL RABEMNEBECDE

(Aphytis chrysomphali (Mercet) ) (i Timberlake KEE) B AR TR 2 P (58
B1CS 23 Ko AR 3 Ko gl 13 R 7 Ko HEN BB BN d 1 EHER
e 1 ~ 4 S GBS A » Gl FAREEIS 5.4%  HM 1.3% Fiks 2.6% »
%% 0.1% » %8 0.4%)

VB (1946) BB &R B E A RHBBENHERR N » —ErhEEE T RRRERK > fr 1958
7R 1966 ETVEBE AT » KIRERSEBS T LUHE » BREHENHZHTER gz E
BEiR s o 1973 EIp S REEEWY » TN BRBFAEE Aphytis ZHIE > BEIABBEN B
Z B R B T AR ©

HEEAE

RE 62 £ fFESmE - A BRERERES ZAHEREN B » BERRIN AR
U5 NG 2 I BRI BRSNS - BTEE » FE 8 ARARFIREHLE
PR W H A A N KRR SRR B i R 0 48 DeBach FE-LEIE » RERR
BIFSR NG - .

wNEe (Aphytis) RESEMCN » DIRTAMEXBBEBEEAEE » RARBELTE » REEE

o WK sz Ere e st » S B VBB RBIEBETE  REFEES > S ZEABRUEREL
%A R B R EEE A MRS FREERE -

1. EFEEERBRITHRRES 650 3 o PRENEAZARGHIE (73-A11-A-2339C)
2. EWEREARITERDYAREMNER » BE-
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AYIEFT FRIBRSEUGRS DR AR LT B N =3k 30~60 548 » B R KEEEE+ 30~60
THE  IRFEARNEERNKEES  30~60 58 0 AR KSR ARG LA
Hoyer’s medium $1%3% A4 o Hoyer's medium B 77 B 55T R 4BIE 50 gr 781K 50 ml
o FITRAEIE 7 5 IR % ARG 200 gr > FIRAHH 20 ml o Rtk AIBEMRE ABIE
s BREM AL BB R g o '

# =R

—~  Aphytis BREFERBENRBE Chrysomphalus ZEEILE
NGB L AR B R TR » B o EIEEEBAL 0 AT (HABEERAZREE 1RTZE
EE o 59 R 10 SRS LMK ARSI (syntergum) o EIVERINER » HEmEEL -
M 52X 6 i o $hEFAENE RN F#FL Diaspidae Z#E5} o
KB BEERN Aphelinus B » (ALIH 10 SIS 9 I IR 7 8 » TR Aphelinus B2
BERFE o KBEHL#EE 50 il » Chrysomphalus [FHE19ME » FFERBEN B C. ficus
H 5 MU g BIRHE R 54 9920 o RN ¢
(=) FEWFE & A, africanus Quednau 1964 : S HEEIE o R LFREN ik Aonidiella
aurantii %1516, 10 o
(=) EZBRHE/NE A, costalimai (Gomes 1914) : S 4EH o
() \WEF/ME A chrysomphali (Mercet 1912) * 7€ (MDD ~ H:E > A~ DL
BFl s BEm > A > BRE S BB RESE o ’EE Aonidiella  aurantii, Chrysomphalus
dictyospermi, Selanaspidis articulatus o W FH G IKEAG » BN » EILFIBIEE o
() FRENE A diaspis (Howard 1881) @ faseBl (hudll ~ HHD ~ BB~ ME - H
&K BB~ BE - B4 o IRE 4 Aonidiella aurantii, Aulacaspis rosae, Chrysomphalus
bi fasciatus, Lepidosaphes beckii, Phenacaspis pinifoliae, Quadraspidiotus pernicious o
REEBRERE » WX - HRALEEN » BRELE -
(B) iF8#E & A. holoxanthus DeBach 1960 : 7iEE (D ~ &FE » LEF] > 12
W~ BPEE > BIEREE o ARG L Aonidiella aurantii Bl Chrysom phalus dictyospermi
o WHEE MOET K E ERAE I (kg o :
= S EMER SRR/ NEZER .
IFEEE/NEZ IR (B 1) RE R IETEE AN » BARZHE R
o SR/ NMET MG R ALY b2 AREN BREk o oA EERE ~
FRE > AR o HIBRE 6 SIS NEESHEE » BHEER
Y BEE I o
TP NG s TR IR B e A SO R RN g AR
ZE (H2) » HAOWBETEEED o LTRSS EZ @igEL » AR
BER N » MG A M T 30N » BV BRI o 1853/
2 E LT ERR R E A Bk o TR R/ NE RIS AR R IRE A B8R o
= FEFENMNESNHBEN REEEZEER
AUZERAE AAN EERE AR S HELHHREAR » RRE 62 4
7T RN 2 ERERREN RS ZIER 5 ~10 K AESENET '
DR~ R > RE TR RIS S AR L PR SR

P ig. 1.
P fERMmE1L holoxanthus, ventral

view,
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R 1. HHERINERHBEANRBZHEEY (REH62~634)

Table 1. Record of parasitism of Aphytis holoxanthus on Chrysomphalus ficus (1973-74)

‘ l
WoEE R WAoo O O X O B F 4 K F (%)
Sampling date g;hgﬁugh;%;i— N%'ogtf sllzalel:t;hy No. of dead ;parasil\rﬁ(z).ed fhost Percentage of
observed ‘ ‘i host scales ‘ scales parasitism
11/VII 172 €5 92 15 8.72
25/VI1 141 64 62 15 10.64
8/VIII 280 94 156 30 i 10.72
22/VIIL 131 19 83 29 22.13
5/1X 251 61 164 26 10.40
19/1X 190 62 96 32 16.84
3/X 256 Y 186 16 . 1797
17/X 235 30 199 6 | 2.55
31/X 147 10 135 2 1.36
14/X1 192 115 72 §) 2.60
28/X1 285 159 94 32 11.23
12/X1I 129 - 38 69 22 17.06
26/X11 219 J 83 122 14 6.39
9/1 167 67 83 17 10.18
26/1 197 56 127 14 711
6/1L 156 35 108 13 8.33
20/]I 135 30 ; 95 10 7.46
6/111 142 17 114 11 174
20/111 153 88 ; 59 6 3.92
3/1IV 82 66 13 3 3.66
17/1V 127 16 42 9 7.08
/v 132 45 34 53 40.15
15/V 84 15 65 4 4.76
29/V 6 10 66 — —
12/VI 330 220 91 19 5.75
26/V1 109 47 | 48 14 12.84

EFE 2 B TEC BRI R A PSS ETCALZ TN > BB BRI S5 e 2 A B A AR
PRASEAEALTRRL > TEBLTE o B3 5EME— B IR AT 45 30 NG A BRI A Bl 2 W6 » RI4E10 331 A A
Z[EHE 152 PR8I N B S E VIR R > b R EA BB EE % 93 8 » 15 61.8% » (A3t
PREREIFHALR, > FRE AU > RS A RIS » SREREFRIE 3055 » Tk RIERE
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TRAREN R 7 5 E 3 -

2. RFSTH IR

Fig. 2. Adult of Aphytis holoxanthus
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3. HHRERAERD - EARASEERRE L FONATEREN B
Fig. 3. Number of irfested leaves with C. ficus Fig. 4. Percentag of parasitism caused
in without spraying citrus grove. by A. holoxanthus on C. ficus.

I 853 N B AR RR N R EA Y B R B B BRI ID ~ Sha ~ R A BB ML IR Z B Rk o AR
1B 305 BMIEZWAEMT » 2ARWAEEN 14.85% » FIHFAEERE 57% > Mg 4 :
M~ PSR/ NE R A SR R R E R IR

MHEKE BB EE NG (Aphytis chrysomphali) ZFEE > RUTNEALEER 2 (BR1
FEENFSE 2 BEINMER L » WATALET) T 100 » FERIMBEIN BB - SOLBERE
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BR2 A AR o (R SRR A 2 18 [ A B 2 B B N A2k SRR 0 - R SRR OB T O SRR K
P FEORILAFE AR o SOL I E B R AR B A K > PZEC SRR P A 0 N A A T AL 2 SR R e
o Wz ERFNERMALZ SBE B— I FIAGH I HALRRIBBIERE - RE 62 4117 24 Az
AR » BURHAFERRE 56.99% » MENFA—F RS INA S NERLILBGHE » RIS Ar 4588
H 2.6% > MEMERHK o Az Cilliers (1971) JRALEEFE P o

BELE

I 85 3R/ N R ZE AT RO SRR IRV HR R B8 € AR /N EE AR AR L » SPfife R KRB —Fk ©
ERERE 30 F2W R BT RN BEREER R BRNERS W » FIEHA  BRFE
Ho

TP A5 3/ B B BN 2 T 1) > AR 2 M B OR o 2 R DA SRR R 5 » SRR A I
B ST R U DI R AR o

BENBRBEREHRHEZHE  DEMERAENE ) EREEEEE - PHEIRFBEE

7.06 £ 5 DUITSSE/NEE R PRIE N BRI BB RE 56.99% » HOBANTT E NN B BE E
T > R T LLTE 0 BEHE AR R TATRE ©

TP BB W E BB R B R 0 SBRW DL Yo FAEMIR 100 0 BREE N B B E R HIRRE
BB HATE  RUAREEFFSENEALZBEAN ZBIEBERN » [ETEHA - naRE
BE ATERREERY (13—ALl—A—2339C) METHZ » RIGGBRFHREIES IR » ARZFIR
B EEEAMEEE DeBach HEABHKY » 2 NRAREMEHRBHEER MBS » L
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Natural control of Chrysomphalus ficus by Aphytis holoxanthus
in Taiwan'
Shu-jen Lin and Charles Chia-chu Tao?
Summary

Aphytis holoxanthus DeBach (Aphelinidae, Hymenoptera) is a first report from
Taiwan. It has been found effectively in checking population of Chrysomphalus ficus
Ashmead (Diaspidae, Homoptera) on this island. The field observation of its parasitism
indicated 57% at Taipei citrus groves. When the density of Chrysomphalus scale was
about 7.06 individuals per infested leaf thus no actual damage was observed on citrus
trees. Apparently the low damage possibly under economic injury level could be main—

tained by this parasitoid.

1. Contribution No. 650 from the Tajwan Agricultural Research Institute.

2. Research assistant and Senior entomologist, Department of Applied Zoology, TARI.
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