BEMEXHEEESEE T H

BhNE ' RFE - RE
' BEEEEEY RS
=
MIBlE R EY

R

EAERFABESRS  REAWNE U5 BB RS- AR -#amE
WaE FRENNBYBRNESENERS ) RS RNAMBE - £
BeoB  YEAE BRX HAARARHL WK -#TF B&F #HE - #
B BEEYERREBNGS - EALUEA KGR FRARERY - AAAL
T & ¥ (Chrysopa boninensis) W3 2 A & » £ T 5 % B 6 E X # 5F Myzus
persicae) » X ERRE S » 2EE W Mallada basalis)F G MAEEW » AR K -
CTEEFAEBHAMERAWLERRTIWMARY  BRIBKEBEREL  BRD
REGH BRELRBN  REIEZS R LA DIRGEZRREFL X2
fRig o

Wt kb BB TR -

—>HI&5

MEEIREMZERARFTRENT £ FEFTHEIERE HFP AN
WBEBRERARE  AHLERERHRNEYNEERG AV EEE - B2 EAL
BEAEREL  RAMHERES -HEK BEEHFLHA-

ERFCERA 0K 1,400 > FREHNE 1,200 EXHMEEE,1988) &
REARFBRAURS EHANE &2 BB A88 - AS - #30  ¥m
H FRERNUBRYBRNELENARS  RESHBNRBESR AW H
B PEAE - BE - BAAERAKLLingren ef al., 1968; Ridgway and Jones,
1968, 1969; Lopez et al., 1976; Radzivilovskaya, 1980; Gurbanov, 1984b) - #f /K
(Ushchekov, 1976; Gurbanov, 1984a) + # F (Hassan, 1978) + 5 44 ¥ (Shands and
Simpson, 1972a, 1972b; Shands ef al., 1972a, 1972b, 1972¢; Hassan, 1974; Shuvakhina,
1977) + # 4 (% M3, 1985) » 3 (Doutt and Hagen, 1949) - % # (Gurbanov, 1984a) »
E K (Hassan, 1974) « # ¥ (Tamaki and Weeks, 1973) » & #(Tulisalo and Tuovinen,
1975) 4 e EHREBHB & -

ERALREARG R ERLFWNY > AFEE09T)F A £ T &% (Chrysopa
boninensis) 8 2 A > R FE(BN)F F £ F E &% Bk E E B F Myzus
persicac) s WEBRAONUEL FEAG AL ERRES > ZTAHQO)UEGER
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(M. basalis) i i #t # 3E3% » BA KK -

BREGHENNL 19D S£EEZEXHT  ZIALEBERRAREERE
WEMBEER ML HERLRERARN FHERXARYS  6HBARH
#HEEESRWM. basalis (Walker)) & 4+ ¥ & #(Corcyra cephalonica Stainton)Z_ & J§
Bffites - A AR EHRENFABRRBR > FULHEATHELEERS
Bl AEHGHERE HREANEREHLAESERLBORARIR A
CERANREYHBZRBE MEVTEHEBEEREEARK -

= ESE - FEEEN

() EBEBREXIBHB(TAEEEANKRANEEE R BN ZAZELEH)(EN
%,1996) o
LEBESHWIOFFAR  K45AR £354R)
2. ERB8R2% -
(D EEKR202% > RA4SQA L B 1024 -
Q) ERLLEB(EE 170 24)
B) ZEEHEHS0N  HeEBRIF 3024 -
DELREETHREYER (R45AR R34 A% 8B 12 A9)6 .1
BESWHIOME  F_LEBTHRBAEHNGE 15200 AL 204
AN20ME > ZBARBEEL  —BTHEHREGERYN R -
3ARBR—E@~-6 TR ERE2C -
4. i B o
ShmEB—Z_6&XKA)-
6. ZBERFWER -

) YE2AZUUTAHEBAEANRINEEEFEER B —HEAEEMA)NEMN
%, 1994, 1995, 1996) o
LMK - BEAFESKRERIN 300450 =7 > 25 EBEANE
oTH(EREAELE 11H- 21H) AEEAWERLKE 100~150 &
FO KRB -
LHRAE—HEBRTHEERYEH 120~150 &> BEFERTHLEA
B— kBt DEAREME £ 25°CTF > 8~10 KL - 4 B3 £ ¥k
HEHA 10 ZEFANRERT > BEH 100~150 ZA WK ERTT A
10~5SBELY S ERELYBEAHEIOEANEREFNESLS -
REAYBNERE
H1RB1EFI KRG
FI3REIEFSKEHN
FSRESEFSKZHEN
FTRE1EFSREHI
F8AMBHEILE
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F 12 RUBRKE  RELEAERL  AERBEWERAL  BAT
BERCT—RAENERE 7T REEBRBERRAIKEE N UHERE
BV ERE TARBEIXRWEHE -

A HAEA | HENYERNESH 1621 BRI REBYBHE 16021 X4
Ak BEREALD - 11 » 21 A EBBLNERS S 10~15 B E
A1 AU B 1,800~2,400 & > BEEL B S K T A KA 9,000~12,000 &
BB BRUL250 &5 ERTR 79 RS > ELAMAETR 3545 4
RE - BRRBENHEIEENNELH—ENE 152 @MAZH%S > B
BEAUTANZRETRRE—F > W ERUFAERRELAS -

S HERTHEEUUAEAM 0AEREE S NEABRABER Bk >

Ao AGrEBER AN

i ; P E %N
EHRLY S EH 1.5 B P4k B # T4 B 2 B
% —i 9.10 911 9.21 50
% 4 9.11 9.21 10.10 40
= 9.21 10.10 10.11 30
% i 10.10 10.11 10.21 20
# At 10.11 10.21 11.10 10
% 10.21 11.10 11.11 0

WREZIURENMETRA 35~45 HRE  EABRRBENLE &
—HAMHKBCSOKR EABRBTRENIFE » MEANKATAZ > W
WHEEABRRE =K FNKBREZ K- EH > JEHF 3545 B
B BHRR—KF > BAHTY 10 BHW > TXRBEZAK | AEE
10 2B % 20 RWIHER—K - EETXE S AEWE - FHELHAKK
MEAORERNAE  EEH10%K -

(2) RBFHEFEME,1994 ;5 1995 ; 1996) «

LERRS 250 % ENBEEMAK—%K 3,000 %5 » SEMESE 3545
MR E > EWATHIFED 100,000 fr bl E o

LHERREERS ] D ] > BEARFBESKOAEE ST R
2

ERREE RGN &S AL 0 £ 03~0.5 A% o
A XKGPUBLEBREB2A0E > 2B LB BILRA -
SHEWTEANBES REAKRENKEANE W -

(W) B EBX

LR /% 23 RITEREBE - LAHEHKEY  THNKTRAK
ONG L6 ARIMF - HYBRN > HHEMMEL » 2 HRIKAEHK
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2. BHCF X
EMEAMN D EANBEILY  EHRANEK 510 EFELTEY S HE
%o EH 2030 B4 REHERFENE ) dARLRME
MAMEE T8 3 RE— B8N REHEUTERKERN
ML UH A T
EE . ALEBHEIATATHEREBR  h3S5&48 - 21114
HEFWY > BALEA SHERRBETL2EBH - HENLRRE
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= DEHESIAEEEREN - SFMEERAR
(—) BREBERAT AR EEN X R

BARMMA 10~11 AHGESYESWEZRLE Ak EHEE L
BENEEMRRAEAZE NER 1 0L BRER - £EBHE T XW
BENMFEVNETE  BEXNEH 1N4BZE30  4BEHI16KE09 » 3
BHHBRENI2AZT0AM HBEX EWHAUFEHE  WEKHH 1 A
LARA  Z2ALAAKEHGE - REEFHET I AR2 AR FHEBERIE,
MEAREZBEZERAKR - EFEMU2 ARKSE212mm » H2 AHH#H2
A1-2F 20 HEE 10 RFERTH(EWME > BB R, 1995) « — 1 & £4h
BEZZERABWEATVHG  PENETAR EMNBEEHREY
%,1986) ) AETHHX A EBRES ¥R EWKRB2 M BEEZB#Z
BANE BERERS TR EAZHELN(TEL  BHETR, 1986 : #
FHE, ) MEERKRHAAE EBHEANERYBEH B EEHHE
R BRRETEEBHITE  BHARY XS RNNBRERERY
BERRBE  E3HHHE 1 UT > AR AREE BHbREYE
B0% AL » AUBEMEML T EREHA N Y UL BREAYBERH B
RUERTEBHTES  BHHERFE 60%UE  BEREERNEMUFTHH
AERBENZ G ERREEHN B ERSAEE  ZABRTELERY BEY
BEBRRREABREAN  ARRERANEASHREEBHNR AR B2 E
B 10 H EEMEUEHRERRELA 80 Y U (T4 BET,
1986 : %, 1986 : A%, 1983) BHYBERBN S ENRH B K
BHANEERFTE AR -

(D) BHEBEAG B B ER K E
HRABTEBEAG A B EREBIRREFAE RS AR
50~90%M(ZEmE ~ HHR, 1995) - hFHRESZ BHFRES — ML 15°C
UERBBREFET 1ISCTUTSERERR(ZEE, 1979 ; HF =,
1983) » EBHKEZBE 12 ARBTENE IS CUT —R2XPREEHS
57T °CH %W 1~2 ABBZESREARAYEBEZEEHR - hBEY
BL37 (1985) 5 # H 2 & ¥4 (Chrysopa sinica Tjeder)A8 f » B 2 2 4 & 3 {4 1
BERATHGHESE M oS ERBARERE 2 TAFE BB ETH
B REART HAAFRERBBRESR K%, 1984) » Mori (1961)# 4 %
BB R RS E R REES 67~13°C> ERBEBE 13~35C- T
ELRREF(RORE LR N BN N R LR TR EBE RS HE - £ — 5
BEEEN HARMEBEEATE N > P EEALE 0 CHARRERAS
RIE> B5CHREAISCZ TR EBRAISCHMRTE - RABRET
TL(1992)% W ¥ & & % (Chrysopa phyllochroma Wesmael) 3§ £ 1% 44 & (Heliothis
armigera (Huber) » £ £#% 10~30 CHBEH MW Ew > AR 15 CRAR
35 CRUAB TR - U B S S h e BREH - WEREESE(1984)
REEREMBER > HYBULRELRA  BEFE > UBRKEZRASF
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Y4 BRBEREANERZHAEZNRE - T EAH S RBAHR
BEBGERELE BARNZERFARRGE  WRR-BERAR
BRETRSEFLEAMNERRE, 1986 ; Mor, 1961) -

(D) FEHAE
1 E55p %

AL EHELLER W 2T %&F 90 E 45 £ 55 (Brevipalpus obovatus
Donnadiau) + 2 J\ £ 8§ (Schizotetranychus sp.) » # 45 ¥ ¥ (Panonychus citri
(Mcgregor)) * 7 ¥ 8§ (Tetranychus cinnabarinus Boud.) » # & ¥ #%5 (T
kanzawai Kishida) + — By 2 5(T. urticae (Koch))4 N E(B &K%, 1984) o &
RBRETHELAT A _BEW, A ENAkwEESgg BH > &
BERLE WA _HENRAGESNLERBHERES  E2RKES
T ZBESRLSES ENA24EZERU_BERLET > Bz xR
ErHEERE _EEs-

ZTEEHRRERERANBEZON R EEFXEL R BEBA
I0AR BEREL)ZE > 2 A%E—RA B-C>%-R%A&D  E -
For#ME04S AE - AEFSAAIRA2 » iik—Th Al BRIKE
%o A2 Z%k CEMNUWABEZABLFEN-—KREL DEBR-%KE
% ERFERBE=ZX -

HEBREZHE T A-B - CZERBE-XR(QA0B)ZHAEEH
FEENERBE 18698 ANAEFERE > BN CEHHNR
BoBEk ATETI AL RKES  2HXEBRIR T RENE
WEE BAAKRKEAZXR  EERKREAEIARBEFELG  d 1]
20BHEE AIRA2 M ASFPENERA20R 69 ERM - A2HH o
AEREBRFTERA A% EERKEAKREED > 212 A7 H %K
BREERZEA96 BERAENAR MAIEAMEEY > FHEWRT
EREGH > FREAREEMEREMBRAY  HURERKEERSE
Mo MBHZEFUWZHFTERNEE UL TEAFHEARRAH T 50
(F2£,1979) P EZRFAMAEHNL | 100~200 KA % > B

F— UEBERF R _BEHRERY
Table 1. Releasing frequency of M.hasalis for control of T.urticaeon strawberry
Arca  Factor of treatment Application of miticide  Releasing of M.basalis
Al M. basalis 0 5
A2 M. basalis 0 3
B Abamectin 1.8 % EC 3 0
_C ___M basalistAbamection  __ _______ LS 3
D M. basalis 0 2
E Abamectin 3 0
F Abamectin 3 0
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BRHEIINF R - & C B3 H 38 %5 % 17 B 3T (Abamectin) » 4 = f
LEARKEL  DRARKELERSTEEENE | EUT s n
ERERENTEA MBENSSEREE 2HBAMBET=% > 3 3
ABBEFRNENMRACI ERBZTE(ENT - £B A, 1995) -
%R DEF ZCEEMEBATEHUE —RAK EALTE—BENE
RESTEIE 1 ERMUREE  Z 1A 0N ENABRER RN
R-Z1A200RMTEZE 1€ DEBSBKESERR -_KES E
BRFERE=ZR > —HHZA L4 HRENZHEERR > BRAE= A
LEERUEAZ | EUL AUBEEL ERH AN ERHEZLES
BERKE MHEE4 AR EERFE_BEWEBTEEEEM  HY
BREE T590%H > RUENNESNBL AT R4 FERTEMYT
B ERHEEERRATOUENAT EHASER - HE AT B4
o m b RRTROTE REEEBAA SR E(ENE S
1995) o
2 EERGE
BRERG  EETH RV EBRENEL - R AEEHES
EEO0BT AT  BBEEBEZ 075 AF#EE 160%: ME-KD EE
BH 096 ATBFARZLERFEH 092 AFR 077 AFAS i
44-247% > WEEBHBRERTMRE 4.4-247%,F3 150% : C B A&
EHBEEEEHRA OT3 AN - HEBABRE A - 2H - BHLEYE
RIEREERY  ULBABY  EEEREWLENEEY SS%USZ HEK
ﬁ%’Wé%ﬁﬁ%@*%ﬁﬁ%ﬁé%ﬁﬁ%%%%&lﬁéwmmm
and Oldroyd, 1988) » B R AR BRARHEXEA B A BB S L B
EEBEE 15%HMB o

R-CBEEEBARRLEH
Table 2. Comparison of quantity and quality of strawberry between the plots treated
with M. basalis and miticide

Area Yield Percentage of fruits
(kg/plant) Gradel Grade2 Grade3 Grade4 "
A 087 +022a” 675+45a 162+21a 11.1+ 1.2b 51+ Oé/b/
B 075+ 0.1lc  53.0+38 168+ 19a 229+38 72 + 1.8a
C 073 £ 0.19p 698+ 56a 13.6+34b 102+ 2.1b 64 + 2.1ab
D 096 £ 0282 683 +39a 195+ 28b 854+ 19 3.7+ 009
E 092 + 0.16c 61.8+21b 223 +38s 103+28 56 + 1.7a
F 077 £ 0070  66.1 +46a 19.7 + 4.4b 92+£30a 49+ 1.8ab

") Represented processing fruits.

% Means in the same column followed by the same letter are not significantly different at
5% level (Duncan’s multiple range test).
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£z  EEWAREALY
Table 3. Comparison of percentage of deformed fruits of strawberry and number of
honeybees between the plots treated with Mallada basalis and miticide on

strawberry
Area Percent deformumed fruits No. of honeybees/25 m’
A 9.0+ 12b" 57x1la
B 143+ 3.1a 35+ 0.8b
C 13.1 = 2.8a 58+ 1.7a
D 114 £ 2.1b 49 +0.7a
E 18.5 = 34a 30+ 1.1b
F 173 £ 2.9a 47 + 0.9a
! Refer to Table 2.

EERBYUFE BRENE AE—REE 675% B B EREE
53.0%5% > % 145%; DEFRKE - FE®H 22~65%H > FEBKER
MG —HE 2T~145%E » FH 17% Ti CEAREGHBRE—RRLT&E
# 69.8% o

HECZHFAEKEAEABHAREE90%  DE 4% BRREN B
EBE: EERFEZ 143% > 18.5% > 173%A & FHBREAE R
BEELE BRERS > B RTEKS3~T.1%E > F3§61% > M&EEH
BECHERL BI%FRBEAK  SERBFEE  wZFEARER
HABAEABEARS LENFRRERTIRE  MEmELEHWR
& EEER BB ZOIHRBR R E Pinzauti (1987)8 & - EHHFELEE
27 {5 B 2 20%E [l o 5 3% Blasse and Haufe (1989)7F % W Rk &4 4 oy
REeAELEERRE Y 30% -

ERRYFT BHK AEL 24 REEEYNZEH > 5 25m° 57
£ AN ERRERSEABARABG  NEHNBERERZELRBHE
AR B9t Rz NEhEREe MoULBLEEXHREE
BRELPY > BEERAWRARZRY  EEEWERERYRE -

R AZGE
EFHEBABET s REAEHEE 10 RNZBHE  EAHHA
. 40,000 A% HWHK WL ERN - REBHARHFAE 1 EAMDIKZAKIT
255 1 EFTHET S 14 EEAGRBEY) (RENS, 1999) - F4E
W EE IR 500 et (T4, 1994 ¢ B E %, 1993) B 1 EAMET
3500 57 c BRINE 0007 5o mEREEERBAEAFARIRNELARE
4,000 7 0 B3t E A E B % A 4% % M B T (Abamectin 1.8% EC ) » &
1800 75 » B AHE 35 RAABABRERER AR - WRTERARKE
W1 AE TRRA 20007 HEEIXREEZERE 11,050 TCrE)
HHA LR K 6,100 T(EMH, 1995) » B E 2 b > W R KT E K
B BAARABRREASEK UDEWME  AHA-% WEMEE
EwB ERFE -HETZKRE-
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Table 4. Cost evaluation for different control methods against two-spotted spider mite

Control methods Items Cost(NTS)

Releasing 1. Egg cost of M. basalis 2,800

M. basalis 2. Rearing equipment 100

3. Rearing wages 750

4. Electricity and water 300

5. Releasing wages 1,000

) Total 4,950

Application 1. Chemicals cost 7,050
of Chemicals Abamectin 1.8% EC 1,800/bottle (3.5 bottles)
Methomyl 24% SC 500/bottle (1.5 bottles)

2. Application wages 4,000

Total 11,050

CEHENALINEEATAERRENESNE NG RERL
2hR ERFERNSERNADAEN B THH2ERAE 54
ERAE - HARBRTEE - RUELBEF > A ST EREERER B E
BUWFERBRAY BB ES TN kR 2yt
7 "“’Egiﬁﬁﬁz%&ﬁ/ﬁ%xéiﬁiﬁﬁﬁ-r%ﬁf%%?iﬁﬁﬁ*g 1 EEE
“TAWJ‘JL‘ HEELE I ANNMERTRK ARy AL MES84 )
B‘%’%%Fﬁ TURRAETRAREAER PR A1 AUAEZEE—Htn

BRRUH  BIHBHES WS EEHAUBKEDZ WL E
E-HMAKRARERER  BUABRIBBABAE— PSS REE
FHVBK - AT ARHEENSTE  BABHECEE0HREE - #
MEZFHA - B HELTAF LS - 7 HEE BRI LR
H i F & th > Tulisalo and Tuovinen (1975)%% H B ¥ F M M L @ & &
(Chrysopa carnea) W5 #% # 8 (Myzus persicae) fu & 4 % 3f (Macrosiphum
cuphorbiae) £ b 1 % /13 ¥ » FAF FEA 100 & /%84 %
Radzivilovskaya (1980) Ll & B E A B HFBR Y EA 1 © 5K 1 : 10 >
W& 1 . 1 o Shuvakhina (1977) 4 4 BER R ER SR RELFARE
th & 1 : 10 ; Ushchkov (1976) #£ & = # X A K & & (Chrysopa
seplempunctata) iy i 55 & » % E 50 % 100 ﬁ/ M L1 D51 10
BR-BYBE 23 RETE2HHE 2L L) UETFEBH &4
AL 50 0 BUM98S) L E é"f%‘r’*/ﬂf#%i&ul : 100~200 %2
RE - BHENTESAELEREH  TH AR REE  BEEigs
FE-RKTPH—ERY > BFERES > UHEd— »‘E%éﬁ@uﬁ(ﬁﬁ?&ﬁ?’iﬁ
2 e

B B éi%i—gi%ﬂ(ﬁ?ﬁﬁzmﬁ’?ﬁ FEREMBE LK
AHRELREREERAMEILBEET RS R ENLSEAERR &
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ABSTRACT

The richness of the species of green lacewing is clearly proved by the existence of
over 1,200 species recorded in the world. Besides, green lacewing plays an important
role in ecosystems. The green lacewing can attack many important pests such as: of
which are aphids, mites, scales, thrips, mealybugs, plant lice, whiteflies and eggs or
larvae of Lepidoptera. They will also attack Homoptera and Coleoptera on strawberry,
pepper.tomato, papaya, ornaments and many other crops grown outdoors,in gardens, in
greenhouses and in other areas. There are three parts to be discussed in this article,
including the mass rearing, utilization and a field demonstration of green lacewing against
mites on strawberry.
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