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Fecundity of Anagrus nilaparvatae parasitizing two rice hopper and the evaluation

of its application potential
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Abstract; The experimental population of A. nilaparvatae was reared separately in the eggs of N. lugens and S. furcifera to
study the life table. Fecundity was estimated by the number of reddened parasitized eggs or progeny adults. It was followed
by the study of its parasitic ability to the eggs of rice hopper. Population rearing, characters were compared by experimental
population life tables on the eggs of N. lugens and S. furcifera. The parameters of the life table studied on the eggs of N.
lugens were as follows: R, =10.26,T=10.52(day), r, =0.2213, A =1.2477, P, =0.7065, R', =R,/ P, =14.52;
where as the values of different parameters of life table studied on the eggs of S. furcifera remained at; R, =8.78,T =
11.81(day), r, =0. 1840, A =1.2020, P, =0.7191, R’y =R,/ P, =12.2032. These results showed that the eggs of
N. lugens were suitable for the rearing of A. nilaparvatae as compared to the eggs of S. furcifera. This study also provides
adequate information about the application potential of A. nilaparvatae in the rice against rice pests that can be helpful in

the production of organic rice with better quality.
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FE KB #8 KE(N. lugens) FIEHH KE(S. furcifera) ] RLINFE X R F /™ B KK E R Z—, REH™
RE A o RS CECh & AR R T 5 | K BER AR = iR o BB NGB SR 2 Nk IR
(Anagrus Haliday) , 255 K EIP BB R £ PEREL, WA CE B AR A & B & MEHITEA, 20 4 60
R ZE 80 FAH, E o= 1 H (8] 98 25 45 R o f mVE /N A T ELP  AF A AR = AT IS 80% LA
P10 M. F. Claridge 25 () FH 8] 3236 7R 3iF B FS B\ 28 /)N (Anagrus nilaparvatae pang and wang) 2455 1 48 & B Fh
B EER T A NLIOKE A AR o A R K B SE PR P B o (B RS 2R/ 8 A FED i) A 30 00 A
TG H ()RR A R B B RO A S T R BB TE RS G EU B R WD, R RN ) B AR R E
FEEAN R AN R LA S R EG A AR HIE A

TEPE R R E BAEYBNG S, T2 KERNHFE RRES KA AR HEEAS 2 &L
FEo FAANTLAR AT E S RESHE B ERE, /A BRI — 70 & , X — 4 S 75 B 8 1) B i
A EAR TARGFAIER . A THEREESYNE, IR CEUR KB AT N TR A R iR CaE R 2L
B BRI BL A AR A PR e R s . A AR S HOR FhBE & PR A A BT AL A AR
X FREAZPNEATHEENEEFFAEEEENSEMME. b MEERG TRERZNEF 445 CEME
B CER LR R
1 #R5HEE
1.1 SE5bk
1.1.1 R ®

FEE B/ N Anagrus nalaparvatae Pang and Wang 3R H #E R fRV R 238 T T PG B S UK A H o

5 RE\ Nilaparvata lugens (Stal) R B HERER KGR T PG B FE KRG H

HH KE\ Sogatella furcifera (Horvath) R B ARG FRMY KA 3G IR T 75 Bp Ak g H

PR R A TN, A SR = A7

1.1.3 {U#si%s&
SCAR AR I BE (P8 ™ \WILD MB) @5 %5
1.2 SLHJidk

1.2.1  FEESY/)NEH R

TEHER AR R 2= G T T PG 2 B K A F SRR AL T2 BER K A, NGk, KA VO YR A i
FRARIRE N E IR, E IR N E TR AW P RS EV /N | T Bt 45 0 6 7 G LB 1k
Hr=oe . ERRFEFAAR)E HETAmRREIRR
1.2.2  FFREH HESRE K ZE N SR

PR R 2= G T T VG B B K R H PSR AL T 4r BERA K A, E N Gaker , KA CEVOR IR RS
FRARIRE N E W IEFR, & SR E N E TR R LR) CEE BRI TN K RSB 5 N 1R 5%
1.2.3 FEREUIHENIRE

W ab T4 BERI KR R B B, BY 2 8em K (TRIFRREZR) A BRAE EFRWMT O . BIRAERECE S
SEECEA 1 S CEL, BEEFEUN 24h,
1.2.4 AR5

(1) T B e R P FE T

2 R A g AR IR SRR Ay R W 1d 40 3 AN B, X FORRE AN R B R, X
A 8h Ay BT g ] — Bsf 1] 3 PR 2 0 1) 27 S DR AR L1 I, BB 100 Shr, Bk B A /N A, O RS AR BRBE VK PRI o
TCIF R IEIAE N X T s . R BBV INEPIL G | ST BN s BE S| R 540 T M L 0 | 24 4K Mt i 2 5 9%
Fofs 1 Skt A e Fe Xt AL AT O AR B o %o 4 S e DA 3ot 8 O BT 6 R LD , 45 8h B — ik ff
E\BP , 00 5 [RGB P A BB T O o
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(2) FHEZR/MESAE R Rt

TERIAE P TG I RIS K4Sk MR 2 5, TC 28 — Sk HE S TR /N R, 3R 100 REZE A I 3T 8 6
BN, L5771 (Y M 8h TEHR— YR LI Ak o TERAF A DAL LT )5 SN GE T 37 AR AR L1 SORLE, AR A ik e e
B SR T, e RRME ™ IR ARG K A MESETEAR [R) X i BE PN (9 35 AR AR LT R B o VR R 7E % X
WIEIR . ERRSBIH RS RER L MR s, RS EE SR M ¥ B .

L3 ot
K FH SAS B Ab BRAR PR REAT AL B
2 H#RESH

2.1 THEE/NET A CEIN RS R R AR
2.1.1 FEEEYNE AT CEUP I SCRR P A ar R

F1 BRENEFEECEAMMBETL. ETHER
Table 1 The emergence and death of the adult of A. rnilaparvatae parasitized the eggs of N. lugens

H 31 i} B )L I%%L Emergence FET-14% Dead %5 J71 Fecundity
Date Period Q 3 M B Q 3 ME Bt 7= e e
06-30 1 25 14 39 39 3 - 3 3 - -
I 3 7 46 1 - 1 4 402 284.02
mn - - - 46 - - - 4 113 79.84
07-01 1 29 5 34 80 5 2 7 11 196 138.48
I - 3 3 83 - 1 1 12 47 32.21
mn - - - 83 - - - 12 45 31.79
07-02 1 5 2 7 90 17 4 21 33 39 27.55
I - - - 90 5 5 10 43 23 16.25
! - - - 90 3 4 7 50 - -
07-03 1 - - 92 3 5 8 58 19 13.42
I - - - 92 18 3 21 79 14 9.89
! - - - 92 - 5 84 - -
07-04 1 - - - 92 - 3 3 87 - -
I - - - 92 - - - 87 - -
mn - - - 92 5 - - 922 - -
41t 65 27 92 65 27 92 898 634. 46

/Nt Subtotal ; i Cumulative ; 327 Real output; 3757 @ Female; F[f] the same below

*2 WEAENEEE RN LLEEANERNE
Table 2 Reproductive properties of A. nilaparvatae in eggs of N. lugens
15 9 (%) } BHFE  HAT R

X . e m, l,m, Xl m,
Survival Oviposotion Female
1 1.0000 0
28 65 1.0000 0 0 0 0 0
29 62 0.9538 0 0 0 0 0
30 61 0.9384 402 284.02 4.6561 4.3693 131.08
31 61 0.9384 113 79.84 1.8525 1.7384 53.89
32 56 0.8615 196 138.48 2.4729 2.1304 68.17
33 56 0.8615 47 32.21 0.5752 0.4955 16.35
34 56 0.8615 45 31.49 0.5677 0.4891 16. 63
35 39 0. 6000 39 27.55 0.7064 0.4238 14.83
36 34 0.5231 23 16.25 0.4780 0.2500 9.00
37 31 0.4769 0 0 0 0 0
38 28 0.4308 19 13.42 0.4793 0.2065 7.85
39 10 0.1538 14 9.89 0.9890 0.1521 5.93
40 5 0.0769 0 0 0 0 0
41 5 0.0769 0 0 0 0 0
42 5 0.0769 0 0 0 0 0
43 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

X FHE\ /N % B 72 Development time of A. nilaparvatae; [, 3% H 17152 Percent of daily surviving A. nilaparvatae; m,, : 7735 f5 S\ 22/ N H
SEH 7= MEAFEX Average daily progeny females laid by surviving adults
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2.1.2 EGRSPHIHE

AT Ry = Y l.,m, =10.26

A T=(Y Xlym,/Y lm,) +3 =10.52(d)
PR AR R r, =InR,/T = In10.26/10.52 = 0.2213
JARRIGAF A=e™=1.2477

WEPE PR P, =0.7065

S 25 B P A B R'y=R,/ P, =14.52

2.2 THEZUNEFERR CEIPRSRAR AR
2.2.1 FEEBUNEFERT CEINRLRFRE MR

*3 WERAMEFEOECERBEIL.ETER
Table 3 The emergence and death of the adult of A. nilaparvatae parasitized the eggs of S. furcifera

H lingcte P4k % Emergence BET-WE % Dead 5 71 Fecundity
Date Period Q ) Mt Bt Q 8 NE Bt %= amee
4.23 1 34 14 48 48 4 - 4 4 - -
I 5 3 8 56 1 2 3 7 387 278.29
mn - - - 56 - - - 7 95 68.31
4.24 1 20 6 26 82 2 3 5 12 34 24.45
I - 1 1 83 - - - 12 198 142.38
I} - - - 83 7 - 7 19 19 13.66
4.25 1 4 - 4 87 18 9 27 46 32 23.01
I - - - 87 14 7 21 67 7 5.03
! . . - 87 8 2 10 77 2 1.44
4.26 1 1 2 89 7 1 8 85 6 4.31
I - - - 89 2 2 87 1 0.72
I} - - - 89 - - - 87 - -
4.27 I - - - 89 - - - 87 - -
I - - - 89 1 1 2 89 - -
I - - - 89 - - 89 - -
it 64 25 - 89 64 25 - 89 781 561.62

F4 B[RAMEEOTCENEEENEERNIR
Table 4 Reproductive properties of A. nilaparvatae in eggs of S. furcifera

L (R L BHFOE A 8 n m, Xim,
Survival Oviposition female
1 1. 0000 0

32 64 1. 0000 0 0 0 0 0

33 60 0.9375 0 0 0 0 0

34 59 0.9219 387 278.29 4.7168 4.3484 147.85
35 59 0.9219 95 68.31 1.1578 1.0673 37.36
36 57 0. 8906 34 24.45 0.4289 0.3820 13.75
37 57 0. 8906 198 142.38 2.4978 2.2245 82.31
38 50 0.7813 19 13.66 0.2732 0.2135 8.11
39 32 0.5000 32 23.01 0.7191 0.3599 14.04
40 18 0.2813 7 5.03 0.2794 0.0786 3.14
41 10 0.1563 2 1.44 0.1438 0.0225 0.92
42 3 0. 0469 6 4.31 1.4367 0.0674 2.83
43 1 0.0156 1 0.72 0.7200 0..112 0.48
44 1 0.0156 0 0 0 0 0

45 1 0.0156 0 0 0 0 0

46 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

X FHE\ /N % B 72 Development time of A. nilaparvatae; [, 3% H 17152 Percent of daily surviving A. nilaparvatae; m,, : 7735 f5 S\ 22/ N H
SEH 7= MEAFEX Average daily progeny females laid by surviving adults
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2.2.2 EGRSEPHIIHE

AT Ry = Y l,m, =8.78

B HAR A T=(YXlm,/ Y lm,) +3 =11.81(d)
P B K R r, =InR,/T = In8.78/11.81 = 0. 1840
JEIBR A A 2 A=e™=1.2020

WEMEEL 3R P, =0.7191

- 257 B 7 S R R’y =R,/ P, =12.2032

2.3 FEEABUNETEA R EF 3290 P EFE I SL IR A A R S8 LL B i B v
2.3.1 AmRSEHLB T

P B/ N A7 AR R EVIR B A FE ) Ry 9 10,26, NEUEK A r, 0. 2213, F- X Bl A7 4 14. 52
S FAEAH CEUPMFAE T R, R 8.78, NEIEK A r, O 0. 1840 , PR MEF= 14k 112.20 3k, P&
Fo, I RO BT A BB NS AT ) N B R R LA RO B P O I L B AR
R BN
2.3.2 HE@RSEWNLA

IR R NEFAETEARF T E L EHENLRAH MR, BTN ENEET E5E S ERNAERER
A AT RSB T e 2 N B A R T IR AT, v A FE ) OR, AR R, Y B K R R 1A GE
BRkREANEEE, WAL MRSEETLIE WL, DA CEEE b 47 3 S5 A 820N g, HE KR E
Bm , A A BRI RR , TEV R ) (AR | Y B K SR O 2 B A e B A DT T L B TR EL R B
7 , R/ M 25 A 4 LA 17 U P 2R B R EVRE R, X —BF SR 458 SR AR L o6t w5t
Z5b—B, B REGN B E CEUREE S /E A E AN L E MRS NMER R A E.
3 g
3.1 FEEEYPNER BTN IR

il BB/ R A CELE B DA A 0 RS R EV RN & B B R ERIER . A XA R N B
FER G AP BL. 20 40 90 4RARLART, 322 LARE BN e i) FH [E) R AR A 52 o 3, I R SR E FHVL B 1Y
JAELE R BN, R A NES R KA I AR A R AT 3K 75% LA EQ, B e XA E AN ) A= 425 A
AR T R AR AT Y . PR RS X BRI ) 4 A HRR A BB/ (Anagrus
nilaparvatae pang and wang) \IFEE\ 2L/ N (Anagrus Paranilaparvatae pang and wang) | fhFE EZE/N & (Anagrus
toyae pang and wang ) FIHK & R A 2L/ N (Anagrus longitubulosus pang and wang) i T IEZCHE IR, #5577 22/ N g
FERS CEVEIB G T A A S o R E R X R AN I AR A S T B . X — R B
PR R LUG #E—2B RIBESEAT T T R SE R AL

20 42 90 ALK, FERF BB NERI B SIS , (W AESF T H IR TR KM HRE, AR AFES
IS, E RN TRV o ZRMEIESE TKREZ M CECHE G, /A E R A=Y RS S a2
AR ARG GBI o ZidiE 10a MBS, AE N REEEWE TR SR LR A R 248 CE
WP B-HIEE T, (R RS BB N L RS T ST R T R R R . BR A RV N
T 5 0 () R ik 5 SE B bt 9T S8 AR Il AR AR TE . R R\ N R Al R EVE Y R L5 4 ), JT R
BBUNER N TE B, AR A E BN (1 I A 4058 i R T
3.2 FEEBUNER N IR T
3.2.1 HEmRSEAEEYIBIG R

A A RS HOR DI B AR S AL AN R BN L i — R B B, T EBRCR B

© R ARFR B R AT
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A A RS RORT AT K 7 3 SR 2 i v A 3t o, S S T PR R 2 T AR 8, 1 ST 280 ) A B e o
RBFEHPTI SR BN, 48 CEE AR Ry 24 3177, WEBE KA r, 0y 0. 150, F 3 AR 7 O 22. 34d;
FH AR AT R, 27,47, BT KSR r, 2 0. 122, PR HEAR T T 24 27. 134 LR AE A
BUNE W5 AL A CE=E MR AR SEOT IR, BARTEESNE KA T Ry LB TCE
B CEME, BB TS CEM BT CEEE, AEBE KR BB, mREHIF
PR, BRI T A CE SR — 0, R RN mT LSRR 2 ~ 3 X, R RV Mg O B0 e 206 i A R L
HRPRERCER , XA RERh R B S MR R A o B ATE B AR T A EVA/ N O P A R S TR G
AR R SR AT B, AR BREE” . FH A A BREE” USRI N 3 R B B 2 BT AR A2
/N W CE R B TR T B o AR AE K RSUCE G 2= T —ZoK RSB a] , 8] 9 AR S R Gl 2
IR, RECHNAT 25 B AR AT B 2 SO PRI , R RN Y H (R R R ECR BT AR B R R, A R TERS
REKET AR ZIARES RS AR R . WS T A B2/ N ) i QPR AP B TR ]
R, R B2/ Nk P i) GV PR RERCR AR RS D I RIAE R BRIt , AR i RSB ELB I W R 7B R V2R
/NEETERE REHIZR G DA AR BRI R VSRR o (E A0y fif R g V28 e i W AP A R R SR IR AL
JEXF LN PSR o X Al IR/ IV N AR SR , SR B A A T A DRI, K A8 280 DR A L2/ 8 £ )
WG FRE R R E IR R, SE AR B XA EVRI R A R /5 1, IR B RS R EAE MBI B E
3.2.2 TEEBVNER N THRIFPIT

A/ NE N TR IR e 2L PR R AT S P A 2 R R TR . 16 CEURAS BV /N 1 [ i F
=, LI TCEIRAE 2 P ] S — K R AR VRN, AT /N LAY (R RO SE B o (EURI A R LR B
B R A 7 BE /K RS A B A L, B i) s [ ) R ) 1 B ABER, AR BE R, B AR 7 , A BE R ALAR
BIHET B o AN TARDRERA BUAI , ST 8, A 32 [ 2 [ B PR B S D0 Ao P PR B 2 3 2 B 78 3 A 2 D A
Bl 25 A e BN AL AT AT A9, X — R E PR IR TR BT S R B iE B o 48 GBI A T2 /) e
R IE M BARAT I, LAE CESR HE IR B A , ki A EV /N 9 N TARDRE i L2 N e g N TR 57
BB T AU, E 2R AT UG R IR ARG B S B MR O HET, A R 7K A A B s ] ok o
3.2.3 MEESYMER N TR T

NTReCE MR ARG AN TFBZ —, ERAHE R AR AR 8B RUE B Al
W B AP BG T T , 75 2 AR e PR B b EL AR B E I A BB , 15 T SR MR I rk) FE R R OR R
MR EL, AT RAXHE R B M BRIE R . EX MBI 2 AR R BRI SRBORSCRF . B TR RV
AN TR FRAUAE TR R LG B B, Tk MBI R IR A TR SR BRI B ATASE & 1E 0 A EE Mg Y
75 o

B AR CE R SR U 76 H R B B 4E R R G, T AR 55 BT RPSRA SR R o SRR
AR E M — MRS E N AT Y) (bank plant) , Ay E RPN, LAETE HARE SR
BRI AT kSR (R4 P B KR M B . 40 Brook C. Murphy, Jay A. Rosenheim'™ 475 3 E fin #48 /&
M A % B A, RN B & A G B B 753, (281N Anagrus epos ( Girault) it %) - # Erythroneura
elegantula (Osborn) BR )25 A SR KRG , % 4 - MAP BE R B A R eI FE T o AT/ FH ] A 4R
FEWEZ , BREILAE CE L AHE CESMEA KSR K B R AR E R R E R CEL RN
A N A 38 I A5 S AT 3 A A AR D PEAE R , DS A B N e (i B R BRI, R
SR T BN I — P B RO R 5K

A /NI RS T B A B AT A 8, X FH SR EUR) B AR PP RERCR B W B AR IR . ME— R
FEREEVEYINE ) B AR FHERCEXT T REREA R K EA RSP, 7ERS CEUR 2 9 R Hk B A%
ARV A o BIFSE N AR SRE AT (8RR B AR T S fRX — ikl , B Al BV M FE A LR 9 A7 B B
A SEPRRLRBHE , A HUIOR B A P R R S0
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