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I 114, BRETAK 40, N22 Fl Nabeshi X8 KA AR BRBRREE, UK
B TR S (LAHT 852 AR X IR, = M Fh B A9 E0U4 91240. 5053, 0. 6522 #10.7322)
M 1) B b, HARBMMPIHES] A SCERYEE 10~ B (F 1), BB 60d .
1.2 ABRH

DA R T R G A4 C A, A RS LR CESN, 7E(2610.5)C
12L : 12D MMM, EHEBAS/NE,

1.3 MESEEHEREESHARTENE

&R A/NEER B RS, BOLAN RN B, M E 2 ~ 3om AMERY
R, ME (ERRE T AMMRUE, TH)SBEEN4EE REEE. THRBMEBRK
% lom MBS, 7£70% BERPBE 2~ 3d, AXERMEZEY, BRME LEUTN
MEE %, Baf 10 KEE.

1.4 kEERFTE A RRKA /IR

B anf LR, A0 ORBIANE AR, AR MR SRR R AT (D 1.8em
x18cm)H, BE 1 8. 2 kH, BOHYH, ET(2620.5)C . 12L : 12D HGREE
FEMN. 0 Id 5, AR AREE LOBURA, HENNKEL)RHPRREE
(W), HURBEERHEARELRBINBAHENKNSE V.V=a(WR)L.
1.5 KBRMNERR LT ZERKANKR

XE—: U5 L4 HRERKAERFE, KRBERMM2d NIFIRREE (BHE A5
20— 3040, MARE, BECREERE 24h NHRSE S/ B — Lk, FrNEE
DI 10% BHKER, FOH 100 Bk, BF(2610.5)C . 12L : 12D HLmIE%
MR, ERMI0KRER. Id FEY%. AAEILZ HiR, §HRELRE S EPML
MR, SRBEMIAIE. BREEBTK. AEAERMLS 2d , ENEES
TRNEY, CEAPER, FEN 852 BH L RENPILER.

EE T BOTRK 40 AT 852 ERYMR TCEMERR, 45158 AR U 852 FiHn
RRKAOBHOKXEN, 85 1H. 2%kH8, FH—XGE, ZRE R, B8, HRARL
B,

2 BRESH
2.1 KEERFMMH GRS E R 6 REEHRTE

Gt iR, MR EREI(F=4.72, df=9,90, P<0.01)fEE40 %
(F=3.08,df=9,90, P<0.01)¥fFERBEER (K 1). HP, Ll Nabeshi HEH
REERE, FK 11 HRA; HAREERITRK 40 BR5b, HR R E 2R RH
2.

2.2 KEBRFFHECABELA/NIKIE

R (X 2)RY, MAARFRKERAHE CAT R NERBEER (F=
4.67, df=17,148 ; P<0.01), A AR 852 FMFHK 11 LHH CEIIR BERPH
EFRHTR K 40 F1F5K 620 LK, BEBIAKRS A AR K /N R 5 H 3T 8
CRMTHA —E MR,
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®1 KERMETREE. FHATEILE

B ot PR AR HEREE (mm) BAMEE (MK /mm’)
#f 852 S gihpgil 0.247£0.009 abc AB 20.19%0.90 b B
%K 48 S BHxg — —

TNI s g Do 0.21740.008 de BC 22.27+1.55 b AB
I S -y e 0.227+0.008 bed ABC 21.02+0.94 b B
Mtk 10 2 MR ang i 0.248+0.009 abc AB © 22.41%1.41 b AB
EK 11 S Bk 13 0.201£0.007 ¢ C 23.51+1.41 b AB
Nabeshi MR TRER 0.261+0.010 a A 19.28%1.24 b B
IR64 R SE- el 0.252£0.011 ab AB 20.33%0.95 b B
%K 620 MR = e A 0.241+0.007 abed AB 21.30£1.51 b B
N22 MR KRR 0.244+0.006 abc AB 23.65%1.72 b AB
#HARK 40 MR TRER 0.222%0.009 cde BC 27.3911.01 a A

* XABIE . TEMET HERQ0NER). A-APHHATFEERTER A B ¥ (Duncan’s HIEMREE,
INEFER P<0.05 . KEFE P<0.01); T&R

£2 RATFRABRMAECEIRK N

- § B OB Kb

ot K (mm) % (mm) Y KADABH (mm?)
#r 852 21 0.89110.010 ¢ B 0.17710.005 a A 0.022410.0026 a A
TN1 16 0.902+0.008 abc AB 0.16910.046 abc AB 0.020510.0028 abc AB
Ak 10 5 20 0.920£0.011 ab AB 0.165+£0.004 bcd AB 0.0199+0.0025 abc ABC
K 11 20 0.892+0.007 ¢ B 0.173£0.005 ab A 0.0213£0.0026 ab AB
abeshi 20 0.89610.009 bc B 0.1681£0.003 abc AB 0.0199£0.0023 abc ABC
%K 620 21 0.90310.006 abc AB 0.15910.003 c¢d B 0.018010.0023 cd BC
N22 18 0.92710.010 a A 0.159+0.004 ¢cd B 0.0186 £ 0.0026 bed BC
LK 40 20 0.85110.006 d C 0.1571£0.003 d B 0.0165%0.0023 d C

2.3 KERMMEIARNELE. FEREANED

2.3.1 WRAS/NELZFHHAKER: ARFEKBRMH LS CERTHFHLOFERED
%, HAEHPGEERBEEER (2 F=6.70, df=10,751, P<0.01; &: F= 2.96,
df=10,379, P<0.01, &3). 7£ [R64. FK 11 FIAfk 10 EEHF L, HAL/ &
MR B AR, TFE Nabeshi FIN22 EREHHRE. BERE, XFHP 5K R
PR 1), BRI R DES (RSB LHBHXE. BEBNEETHNERE
IEAAR(r=0.6028, df=9, P<0.05, & S), ZUBEE R EEFEEKEEEHN
B

2.3.2 XHEAS/NMNEPRKEN . REAZ/NENPARRKERHTGR(F=2.16,
df=10,58 , P<0.05, & 3), £ N22 iR K 40 L HIFIL 3R 4 51 B 5 M1k B % X
FTHEMMP LR, 2R, BaS/NEWPLRSHARN SR B8RS KR RS
BEEHBERMEL(r=—0.8301, df=8, P<0.01, F£5), ii5H B84 H 4%
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£3 KERMEEALIEEEHE . AERORR

u EEHH(d)
P FHEE (%)

W .3
i 852 9.171£0.07 (99) def CD 9.34+0.10 (44) abcde AB  93.09%4.18 (8) a ABC
FEK 48 9.47%0.13 (32) bed BC 9.50%0.13 (11) abed AB 97.2242.77 (3) a A
TNI 9.73£0.06 (97) ab AB 9.25%0.10 (53) cde AB 86.91+3.45 (9) abc ABC
| 9.3610.08 (105)cde BCD  9.5910.14 (44) abc AB 91.94+2.50 (7) a ABC
Wik 10 5 9.6210.07 (118)abc AB 9.78%+0.13 (49) a A 94.19%2.62 (7) a AB
FK 11 9.85+0.16 (34) a A 9.5010.23 (14) abcde AB  87.8915.05 (5) ab ABC
Nabeshi 9.06+£0.14 31) f D 9.13%0.11 (49) de B 93.05+2.30 (6) a ABC
IR64 9.7110.10 (34) ab AB 9.71+0.14 (24) ab A 89.40+4.13 (5) ab ABC
%K 620 9.47£0.08 (96) bc BC 9.5910.10 (63) abc AB 90.41%3.46 (9) a ABC
N22 9.12£0.07 (64) ef CD 9.071£0.14 (14) ¢ B 75.70%7.89 (5) be BC
MR KX 40 9.4210.14 (52) ¢d BCD  9.3110.13 (27) bede AB 73.571£7.11 (5) ¢ C

* RNEE  PHEL FER EZR), TR

®4 KiBaM AR EAHBEX/DOKE

m R MM (%) R K/ 2) JERBK (um)
# 82 67.49£5.08 (7) bc ABC 42.49%0.81 (39) a A 214.31%£1.77 (39) a A
EK 48 74.0713.03(3) ab AB 42.1111.98 (28) a A 204.79+1.25(28) cde CD
TN1 62.8917.00 (6) bed BC 41.90+1.29 (52) a AB 209.33%1.04 (52) bc ABC
I 74.2415.41 (6) ab AB 40.8311.64 (42) a AB 202.40%t1.41 (42) de D
ik 10 8 71.3414.07 (8) abc AB 39.98+1.32 (47) ab AB 205.25%1.23 (47) cde CD
EFK11 70.87+3.43 (4) bc AB 39.6611.35(29) ab AB 212.91+2.61 (29) ab AB
Nabeshi 54.78+6.44 (4) d C 39.19+1.55 (27) ab AB 206.9011.95 (27) c¢d CD
IR64 60.2816.60(4) cd BC 39.00%1.34 (33) ab AB 206.7811.70 (33) cde CD
%X 620 63.1014.48 (7) bed BC 36.481+1.23 (46) bc BC 207.32+1.21 (46) ¢ BCD
N22 82.21+£2.09 (5) a A 33.83%1.55 (40) cd CD 205.64%1.01 (40) cde CD
HRK 40 66.88+7.85 (5) bc ABC 31.31%+1.28 (42) d D 201.71%1.54 (43) e D
%5 HSHEAXRIER

1} iy N —-0.6186

¥ 0.2158 0.1235

3 357 —0.1555 0.0677 0.6028*

RaTIg: o —0.8301%*  0.6645 0.1040 0.4966

3:3:4 0.4268 —0.0650 —0.0810 —0.0114  —0.2532

BREWE -0.3320 0.8914**  0.1541  —0.1403 0.2326 —0.1879

N ~0.7192* 0.9106**  0.2127 0.2905 0.8520%* —0.1328  0.4415

HEWRME -0.5763 —0.0269  —0.5923  —0.0168 0.3172  —0.2886 —0.1319  0.0234

HAREE SR/ HEHE BEHS PdE Btk ERBYEK FE

¥ RRZBEEHXEER, +: BF, P<0.05; **: REE, P<0.01
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BEHARPR(ES). X5REFEKBHE LRI ST A X, 40 0E &5
SR AR, NTAFZEN L. ETHERAEASRERAEZWER, T
5 SR A R EE (3% 1) B AR RS/ NE M PIEFLE A (0.16510.003 ) mm
(36)KFAX., EZRPHFUESD, BABIEILFHTEAERIREERZBIRILA
i

2.3.3 HBEAS/NEAEAHEW: BAS/NENHEKEARKBRMRELEDEE
R (F=2.09, df=10,48, P<0.05, %4), A HMP, N2 ERHHEERE,
i% 82.25%, Nabeshi FAIRIE, X 54.78%. HMFEBHHAFETFHHRETE
BEFEHFE. KPAER Y, BES/MERHHE L 58 KRR IR/ MIXA B F
(%5), EEPTRPELH, HEKSFEBERHXAAE (r=0.1816, df=103,
P>0.05). B, ATLUAKRMEFAS EREHEREEREHBRERRERFOE
RESTIRR AR ARG ER,

KFEmFA RS NER N B AREELW (F=6.89, df=10, 44, P<0.01,
#4), NBIRK 40, N22 F1FEK 620 %M F0 LA KESIFF B ERE/NER &,
AHBEFBREEHMTHALF LN, BEB/NEMFEEE S HE4 M8 AR K
INERBEFEME (r=0.9106, df=6, P<0.01, £5), MEBARFEELE R ERM
K (r=-0.7192, df=8, P<0.05, X5), XE\R[IABNERNTBEEMEANGH
FENEFRYENEEAX, MARSHFEMESMHOHBASEREARA X, FHHY
MR X REPAEEEZHNER,. R, BAZ/NMNEKTRESHPACEERE
EREMAEE (r=0.8520, df=9, P<0.01, %5), HHARMELERMENZLERS
#.
2.3.4 SIREEAS/NMEREA/DNEW . FHERE/NER SRR KB N %% kK
N RRER (R4EY, ZENERERBTKEZBZ KB Z N (F=6.81,
df=10, 415, P<0.01), 7E#7 852 F1FK 11 L HREEAS/NES ERY B ESKE E i
KFEREMF BN, BRE/NENEERTHEHFENS CANNHEKTIEK, #
EZEEWMBENTAHE (r=0.8914, df=6, P<0.01, £5).

2.3.5 BRALFHHAFREHOARAEGN ZELE. FELEHAEW: &1
(% 6)FW, MLWIERK 40 HFEREAIE KA HF HNBAL/ Mg, HPk
. HBPERGERTKYBESR BEMMT IHRK 40 AFELRE. 7= T HF 852
FMILLHT 852 AFERE. FHREMF—RKFA LW =HE, MEAEENEETHMEL
HERARE, X—ZRIEHAFIE CEAMNE T RAHELE CESEZ WA BRE/hE,
1 HLA8 CEIR A 5 Bk i) R AR BEXT B 7= AR R,

2.4 XESMIBR I/ NEFEHIRICE KR

KBRS ENYHEAR MY EEYFE SR (R I, F), HHLEE R
BAB/PMEAEARFKBSF LMK RIS FENBERESN. A TEF S
Fop oot A5 B2/ N b BV A 3 B AE RS B BRI DS, BIDARE BUR/INER [ R B 38
#6713 ¥ (index of capacity for population increase, ICPI) R4 G #HE : ICPI=
KEBEE x PULE x BEHEHE x FRE,
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F6 BEABTRMNEBRNNTRESHELRI%EE. FAREENER

B

AR/ %

RE R 75 &

REHM (d)

#

%

PEE (%)

i 852 #7852 9.17£0.07 (99) a 9.3410.10 (44) a 93.09+4.18 (8) a AB
#7 852 Wik k40  9.22+0.11 (57) a 9.5240.23 31) a 89.6614.86 (5) a AB
#ARK 40 #7 852 9.34+0.06 (97) a 9.5410.10 (35) a 95.71+2.86 (5) a A
Wik K 40 #RK 40 9.42+0.14 (52) a 9.3130.13 27) a 73.57£7.11 5) b B
BKE FEB N

RE MR g Y B (%) PRERE (B / 2) ERBWE (um)

#i 852 #7852 67.4915.08 (9) a  42.4910.80 (39) aA  214.31£1.77 (39) aA
#i 852 R K 40 70.19£11.00(5) a  39.00+1.10 (38) bA  207.6311.29 (38) bB

R K 40 #7 852
HRK 40 &K 40

72.22% 4.78 (7) a
66.88% 7.85(5) a

42.37%£0.62 (53) aA
31.31+£1.28 (42) ¢B

209.71£1.52 (53) bAB
201.25%1.67 (43 ) cC

H R A5 & b L RS VAN R P BSE KRE 1R S (B 1),

GREY, FmF LS

AB/NERRBKENIEEEAEREER (F=12.67, d=10,58, P<0.01). %&F
K 48, 77U, #7 852 ALK 10 5% S F LB KRR I BEE S, MEHRK 40 &
B, oE, BaZ/NEEARR/KRESM LXK ENBESEKBRFTHR T
AMHHAE —EXE (B 1), —&, ERESM OB KENIERER, MEPH
MLt SR DB, BRAERS, ik 105, XRFABFNBFIREINERE. F
BERERAMN, HHA—-EWEMKRBRR, UREAEDHIHESEYIG U R E

HRAREM.
4
aA
—— ab ABap AB
3 bc ABC
& ﬁ ‘T“cd BCD 4 CD
d CD
ﬁ T i 4D dD dD
ﬁz—‘ ek
"
3
&
1.—
e N N
am @ S P ‘\rs°°f}\ _\_56‘9 ¢ 13\0“0
it s S MR s $ MRS MR MR R MR
1 KSR A/ DR R K RE

HEHRTHERFERAEE (Duncan’s FEHRER, MNEFH, P<0.05; KEFEHE, P<0.01)
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B L ¥ #H

9%

AT R R AR/ MR M E SR MR WX K A &
B, URBEKENEEERSHRMEK 48 HER, 47085 EMA XS EK
REHEE, PR, BHEEMTNBINFZENSIA, FEBRLE Y FETESESH

X} R BRI K BE T4 BUE AR X BB AR K

Heb iy

R ERY, MHES/DNEF KBS W BRI B F 7K R & i 8 47 72 B
BE5. fEHT 852, TN1. FK 620. IR64 Fi Nabeshi % 5 i Fi b, FWBKKETF
B 70, Fk 11 N2 EEREKET RPMME ) WHTRK 40 ML 10 5

K=In(ICPI,/ICPL,,)
FIAZEA KL

EHRRRE,
%7 KESKIEIS/EFBRICRE IR ENES T
BoOM fbE» ICPI K B Jis: o ICPI K
7 852 0 3.2022 N22 0 3.2022
1 3.3070 ~0.0332 1 3.3251 -0.0377
2 3.1665 0.0433 2 2.5891 0.2502
3 2.8852 0.0930 3 2.8735 -0.1042
4 2.9112 —0.0090 4 2.3085 0.2189
I ] 3.2022 %K 620 0 3.2022
1 3.2398 —-0.0117 1 3.2022 0.0000
2 3.0638 0:0559 2 2.9779 0.0726
3 3.0708 -0.0023 3 2.5369 0.1603
4 2.9774 0.0309 4 2.1977 0.1435
4L 10 0 3.2022 IR64 0 3.2022
1 3.1523 0.0157 1 3.1230 0.0250
2 3.0541 0.0316 2 2.8718 0.0839
3 2.9415 0.0376 3 2.3371 0.2060
4 2.7927 0.0519 4 2.1645 0.0767
K1 0 3.2022 Nabeshi 0 3.2022
1 3.0787 0.0393 1 3.3471 —0.0443
2 2.7832 0.1009 2 3.2035 0.0439
3 2.6630 0.0441 3 2.3692 0.3017
4 2.5081 0.0599 4 2.2049 0.0719
TNI 0 3.2022 #HiRK 40 0 3.2022
1 3.1166 0.0271 1 3.2192 -0.0053
2 2.7861 0.1085 2 2.4361 0.2787
3 2.3656 0.1636 3 2.1996 0.1021
4 2.3538 0.0050 4 1.6355 0.2963
*0: HEK B IHERSH; 1: UBREHLHETEERBEK 48
2: UERMERETER ., HEEAREEK 4
3: UESBEMETRR . PR, SHEHAERK 48
4: DESE#H LRETSHGT
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3 Wit

BRGREZY, KBS EENEYESH (ST RARER), TaeR#E
OB BOUEE CESIRE R R E S/ N R T, AR MEH, il R m AR
BUNER BB TR K RE N TR HIRE . AR/ NER T RAEY FSRE M
BB ARRLSHE (K3, £4), URGFMNBAE/MNEMEMKENEWHEERT
REI(FET), R T KRS REES N R NS H TR,

FEEMNFEEEN, WFEFEENFER, RFER, MEAH D0
B N8l gy B8 p R DT, RHEFRERNEW, SAHRE
PREFTHGEMITR., GEOTREHRSRTUNR, FEEYNFEEFEEHENE
RERNEEEIMRMER : O XRFLERNRNE ; @ ZmEFENITK LA
B (222 DT S A A M R A U A7 E N ER B B LRI A BE 7 7). RSO R R K RS A
WA NERMBSEMBRIET o, BRHE—P PR EHEIKTE SR EE CER
FRBEERA/NERT. FiE REEY WA EREANH, DOVR TR RIS/ EF
EERRTUE AR EAERE S,

Bt AOURFEKEE. MRE PIE BEER AWESELHRITE, 2R 9%
FHK—BS AL T, FIHBA.
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INFLUENCE OF RICE VARIETIES ON DEVELOPMENT,
SURVIVAL AND FECUNDITY OF ANAGRUS
NILAPARVATAE PANG ET WANG

Lou Yonggen  Cheng Jiaan
(Department of Plant Protection . Zhejiang Agricultural University Hangzhou 310029)

Abstract Rice variety could influence the develpment, survival and fecundity of
the parasitoid Anagrus nilaparvatae directly through the physical structure of the
plant or indirectly through the eggs of the parasitoid’s host, i.e. the brown
planthopper, Nilaparvata lugens (Stdl). There was a highly significant negative
correlation between the emergence rate and fecundity of the parasitoid and the
silicious cell density on the back of leaf sheath of rice, and the fecundity and
body size were very significantly positively correlated with the egg size of N. lugens
which was influenced by rice variety . The component analysis of the index of capaci-
ty for population increase of the parasitoid showed that the main factors affecting
the capacity for population increase of the parasitoid were different among rice vari -
eties. This implies that the effects of rice varieties on the parasitoid are resulted
from multi — factors .

- Key words rice varieties , Nilaparvata lugens (Stdl), Anagrus nilaparvatae , capacity
for population increase .



