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Effects of diapause and diapause termination on predatory functional response of Orius sauteri
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Fig. 1 Effects of different treatments on the predation of Orius sauteri females of Thrips palmi (A), Tetranychus urticae (B) and

Rhopalosiphu mmaidis (C)
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SE. Different letters indicate significant difference among different treatments at the same prey density at P<0.05 level by Tukey’s test.
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Table 1 Functional response of Orius sauteri to preys under different treatments

ix7) Ak THEIRE RN T , . & EBR (Sk/K) Maximal P
Prey Treatment Model of functional response “ ! predation (Number/d)
FazhE i L 1 1/N=0.9102/N+0.0187 0.992 1.099 0.019 53.476 0.225
Thrips palmi 2 1/N.=1.0450/N+0.0251 0.995 0.957  0.025 39.841 0.109
3 1/N=1.2446/N+0.0091 0.997 0.804 0.009 109.890 0.177
B 1 1/N.=0.8842/N+0.0369 0.991 1.131  0.037 27.100 0.143
Tetranychus urticae 2 1/N.=2.4158/N+0.3570 0.993 0414 0.357 2.801 0.006
3 1/N.=0.8909/N+0.0963 0.993 1.123  0.096 10.384 0.030
E ok 1 1/N,=0.7142/N+0.0584 0.991 1.400 0.058 17.123 0.087
Rhopalosiphum maidis 2 1/N,;=3.3216/N+0.0885 0.988 0.301 0.089 11.299 0.092
3 1/N,;=3.1907/N+0.0654 0.993 0.313  0.065 15.291 0.102

1: IEWAE; 2: WH; 3: M E . 1: Normal development; 2: diapause; 3: diapause termination.
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