AE SBT Slidss

WY JL/¥ o e/

3883 (R 19 (595 SlG0s w9 W ol Ty | S RS © i ST
»% Aphidius matricariae Haliday (Hym.: Braconidae) wigs 15k

ARG 3T Lol g

¥ . - Y . (4 P | .
°ﬁLak5.a3.og & ol ¢ Gan durw Josxo ¢ Gtgd’gb)s‘* P T ARY
D 31sal Ol ez gt oKl (655 5LS 0aSCtils ¢ (S 30lE HLslial 5 skl Ll ¢ pwlido i (6 5575 (g gmils o 5 4 F oY Y )
4.'9\}5 a@.id‘: ‘LS)'))M oA iils ‘éﬁﬁel:? ajjf )L“..i.;\:

(QV/A/Y0 5 5y G QVVINE 128l 55 7 ,0)

°

Sy g BT (S U7 (slaaali 5 olinel g bt as adis OBl (6l g S8 S 55 51 SO

S 0ol (S SBT S (555 S0 2 3,8 s (g 1 bblgn Olijoe i oS5 55 0T (b
DS 53 e i ol 53 3K 56 ank Oliadis LIS (655 O Jlisas 5 (b S2ST5 ale 31 6,08, sla 25T
alises (sla ST 5 4 s Aphidius matricariae (Haliday) 45 s 504 555 (b 2575 <) P PR TN (g KW
e Dasb (b a3 YOEY (slos 53 a8 L5T Ll 5 5 Aphis gossypii (Glover) -« £ O 08
VYl S 4 03 S (6,8 i osle sladd g3k i andllas (glisig, 1 SS,0) Celu V8 1A (555 0y83 5 das > FOTD
dals Ol ey hie ST 5 5 S e gla 1570 i LCos Clile 4 2T o 5 1m0 55 Col YF Soe izl jor sl
s esls 15 OT Hlestl 53 585N 53 Obje #F YT AF A F Y GayST 5 e b S 15 cland sl gul s
ol SAS ko b 0 g 55 Sl e3litel b s eyl e 5 St 0 g 55 Sl 3Ll b s (1S5 ¢ 55 s
2 @ 8 i S8 03 g S0k 53 Glasled 5 Malh 3 (b ST o] sty il L Gollas
e ia (Th) glaws Oloj 5 Colu 5o 5L /o FOY 5 /o ¥VF (/0 8FD 5 5 & o)Shas 5 b slS Tl clals (cla Lo
SYVID @Y/ 8 a5 S e slosles )3 (TTh) dlam 5 ST il 035 e Csls +/PYAY 5 (/MY (/7Y
s Olej 655 G S e g Sl e Il b lin 53 )l8a g 47 515 DL gl i dslons Oljoe 05 YANF

Sl S5k

Aphis gossypii Aphidius matricariae «bb 5 (s 55 5 5% Sl (svo3l9

naminijam@gmail.CONU stus o kiws g3




30 IS 5 2 SG dal (Sl iSTe i S1OSen 5 o sl oY

A sbsibl Gl e g8 b ST
Lysiphlebus testaceipes (Cresson), colemani
515 Schizaphis granarium (Rondani)«s s,
.Jonest al., 2003 ol oz
Sol Jlaz=l b ST 1wy o eslinel dsa
505 3y W, 5wl slags ome 3 O e
o3 Ol ke 4 SausS 5 Sl Eel blg o el oyl
OS5 5,8 cewes (Brown, 1989 s.i sile
GBS 5 0ljn 6 5 s S5 ol (e olons
O o 05 5 b Oleiis b 28Ty alax I (o),
Abedi et al., ) was 13 56 Cou 1y LOT L,
oSy sy B ST Sl ) s ae s (2012
Sl w3 8 Sy Sllas BT glaasmill b
Abedi et al., 2012; Dashti, 2010; Desnewx )

al., 2005; Faal Mohammad Alet al., 2010;
Rafiee Dastjerdét al., 2009; Sabeet al., 2002;

4 Olg o LOT a5 & ( Sohrabi,et al., 2012
Wil b ST sy Sk Ay O]
Dashti,) > S .,z Diaeretiella rapae (M’Intosh)
.(2010; De-Jitet al.,1991; Desneurt al., 2005

5 NS el (Sl 2T h Sl a3 0STG Ll
o2 A matricariag b (iSTs gss oK
Gl Sk 55 ol Sl eslimal Ll 43 K Oy s
Aol 5 Sl sl 528 55 Gl olS (5, sl b J S
0355 pl Ol g eslinl OISl a5 opl ml &8 395 00
SBT il o e sl &K B s 1y sl
S oal b
b g g Mg
Ol pa 9395

A S Sl pladisel Gl ai IS g
5 Soslper gl Skl L sLalS 5l gossypii
SIS Sl olE 51 skt oyl 4 b il ST |3
-+ Cucumis sativus L. cultivar Negin. .5 5,
i 0953 AE GOl b eslinl Olje Ol

oS ) i S 15 e e VY exFexFe skl 4 gy

ddo

wa 4,5 ¢S Aphis gossypii (Glover) ;-
5 en S o ren Gl 3 &S ol 3B 5 S5
4 i ol (Krestinget al., 1999 s,ls (287, Jdzxe
b poiin s 3 (AL 0,8 ) 4 L s Spge 5
NV gams 4 (A (o g s Jlisl b Shoe b5
(Chanetal., 199D &; . &l

51 S Aphidius matricariae (Haliday) 5.5
) RS Gl S el il o e
Sls 555 ol s e SIS DY s
Juine gocldl )2 > o gy 5 Sl Sler 28
(Hagvar and Hofsvang, 1991t . Jlé L
A wsdler 5l es 68 e 65 )5S e L5504
FIF 5 09T e Ol 5 Caliies Gbla 51 JOSSYPI
S5l eslizul 4> ST (Mossadegtet al., 201D ol sus
Slp sled o 250 ke 5,5 Osds b Oliados
osa SBT 51 5 JaS Ll Gl Ogllas SBT lge
s oS 3l eslizal L VL leads £ s et
S ESTe i 3 eslil (63,050 55 5 03 i (xS
o A Y (Fes oS ST alse Lol pen gl
9 Olsea S 5 bt S5 ol ) 5 )
35800 3L ST il Cy pde slaaali 3 ge 5 S,
(Stark and Rangus, 1994

Sl b s & Dbl e 8 S35 Ao
orlie (Al ST O3l QL G 5 I ST slasal
Jervis and Kidd) cof 0l b aesb oS5 i 4
3 edes jsba baad gladd sl b 2S5 (1996
S5 4 Ol Jle (gl ok B8 e g
A. ;5 Aphidius colemani (Viereck) s s 5,4
A gossypii i oS5 Olk 4 matricariae
A Ly aS1y 5 (Zamani et al,, 2006
Aphis fabae wi oS5 ol.x 4 matricariae

wr S\ .34 o,lal (Tahriri et al., 2007) (Scopoli)

! Integrated Pest Management



oY

WY Jle o oyles Yl ¢ ALE ST Soliions

UJ\?) aml Loy wlgal a by g ol S
oS lp &S s 4l sk 4 b sy
Ad ealanal ..LA):Y" M}UTJ;&AMWTG&})
YO glos Lol 5 b, 5L sSST 4 JialejT ) 50 (sl gl
LSJ}'; 09> 9 J.JJJ 9°:|:° L;wd C_A}Jﬁ) cud}:.wl.ﬂ 4> >
Celo YF L o> Jlasl (sl gy S ,0) Sl VPA
Laosls 5 ijlad e 5 8 0 slin clay g} (B me 3l du
A& e (ADDOL, 1925 & gl J5e b Lo 5

Cewdds o 9 i?‘,a J.lJUu S5 LC50 M\;u G‘JZ
)‘ oalazul L’ C..._:.:)J; 4-_1;"1-3 cle}.:a.lﬂ S gl 748 9 a..\.ﬂT
(SAS Institute, 2008 4z el SAS 9.1,
@S i s s gme Sloj LCoso sldie 93 o Codst!
L:M)JQO CEMJJ odld M\;u QLi.....o.Io‘ J)J:-ﬂ‘fv\.ﬁ:
(Al Antary et al, 2010 dzsls Sl sen K

95 Wl 4 (T Pow w Gi e
S 5 e

LSl 655 Jb 2 615,50 Fb ad sue Ve ssu
S claeSais gg,s oS (o Sle & Jbd) L= ;J-g
w3 VY JBT-OT (gl (o oo Ve gl 54 ki)
VY1 da L it Cele VY oo 4 (s g azils LI 3
o S e Slre) sy 4 5 s Ol Wl glaans sl
'Q.&L«Jﬁ);)ﬁrywib-ﬁu&wbe)'\e-‘cf.u
A o )3 e (5 SIS A B pd S ks ) shite
el L3y ok guams |FE 1 (55 L &S e la V/Y
wdd S5 Lld b ogbSl a6 et el s
Jodd esls Jlas!
R0 19 b3l

Sl iSTe i LCys clle J;.:\.n)T EANBL
el FIY 5 /7 i 8 olSns g 5 sl 1!
@ i OT 5l dals jls 55 () Jds) Ab eslizal g
U;EJMJ;”E;J@.&::L&;#H“ L}"S}}'(k;_&;_.a" a|Jo.=s
St o o 2STs i (SLlay b s 5L o3 5 18

Cond 53 ok S5 oIl L gladns algul a

4 95% Cofidence limits

Cosby (wgmnbon 4y YOV (los s iy GBI s
(bl k) VA 6y 085 5 Lo yd POED i
) Lg)\:‘\ij

A oks gl slaad ) IS S o,
Ao sl e el el 5o sl ol I goSSypi
osbe 5 5 slay s A matricariae 4 & olulis 5w
55 5 S T s sl per 55T S
03l il Calises Jol e (g5l Sl b d 5 655 S
ilelay el Voo xPexFe slal 4 LBy, gla i
ESBU1 33 5 ) gama 1FE ) o5 Lwy eds ol il
A lseSS s S i a3 45 As
ool 3390 (S pS 0 pi>

Sl ke Gaiss ol o eslitel 3,40 (sla i b
5 (01wl o5 ,2) (SC™ i ) ST
(ol P 28,8 WP ™) T
(ol 4!

(ST )

S slahle syue o gl Sledie sl tleT
Y5 Sl OT ol 5 28 5 plasil o iSTe 2
N B IRC SN T DIPRTINGE J P g
Lcble g ol Jobus glacble ud jasin (il
P03 B0 § geme 53 5 e ot )T Aol alns
IS Cogam o bl a i el I SOF clle
LY oy oliS et ool Ll 51 e a4 s
4 ke OT 5 aal jlag 53 s Ll pl g g 00 Sl
ol plsl (sl s eslizal Yo g el g g 00 ol e
O 5 oS stws Lo g ol @11 pg) lae Lole3T
Y0 ki) glais slaal a5l (Desnewet al., 2009
Wl gl ol ot peda . oslizal (o 5la Ve b
S kd wabT 35 ke hle a2y e Yer L
osle y g e Vo sliws (og b Odd it dm Sl

Golola,y @l gl a 55 cdzdls ee Colu VY I S oS

! Imidacloprid
2 Pirimicarb
3 Tween 20



30 DI 5 2 SG dal (Sl ESTe i S1OSen 5 o sl of

rjs C‘y LgLak;v.'vLT ufl.ifb okasOlis g_,.;.'v'jd.v s> kflﬁ"
Juliano, 20015 s p 5 5

LS‘)’. ‘_guU &f‘) C}a m&? )‘ o c(a}: 41>J.A BE]
b b O B s e Sl bl 5T,
Ol o 385 43 0kd 423l SAOL jpo 3libs Sl o [t
ab » ;3 NLIN 25,) Quliano, 20014 eslizal 4l
SAS Institute,) (SAS Version 9.1¢,LT 4t
Sl solin Je g g8 b ST ol (2003
oL 55l beesls L s 31,0 sl » (ROgers, 1972
<,le (Rogers, 19725 o1, g2slal (¢ ot dslae
Dl Sl

(Y) dsles

No=No[1=exp (- i)
B P 02 Olpe 5 s & Sl JST Ty
bies 0b3 Thos s5bl 6 8 i &5 @ (s
Al
22 A shl b ST sl pelily awlis sl
Juliano,) & eslizal (¥) dolee I Calides (slajles
(2001
(¥)adslee

[a+D,(NIT N,
1+ [a + Dy (DI[Ty + Dr, (D] Noz)]
sde Jol s gl 8 Cal Lesls i oKL

N, =N, [1 — exp <—

psbp S ) e gl Dl sl s e
ol olae js sl e sa Doy Do la all
) Camex 95 o (Th) glaws 0L 5 @ ngffw
L5l gl Ol s Soles e aste
o> TiEDm 3870 i Sles 53 5 Th dals Hles s
GOl cw ls gne Sl Ladeis gl 3sh e 4B S
Ao L Dm & 550 Sl Al Comer 5 Gl (glies
Sagne sl Lio L Dm 51 sls (gylsbae sl

i TrEDrn 5 Ty a5 55 dal s o) aoes AaL azills

wael ) S0 glachle 5 2y Sea Yoo b ot o
osle 5 Vsl (O Sl da el & LS
A3 kil jee Celu VY I 2SS 6 S (S e
Slaid algal Vo jlas a gl il gilela,y al gl
8 4ok s o b a 6las c s (gl i osliza
S S g S8 b adi bt b pas
Al oslial o3 Y e 5 OF slows 4 42T 229,
o o3l 555 3de #0 las a ol Cele Y 1w
S50 A Sppen 5 DIl Balas sba okl
OF AR Y asia slanSTi Lok (S, e
-sSais O, S AL gossypii oo o ooz 3 PF 5 TY
Silulay sy okd e JET-OT 5l 54 sla
Yo des 5 O Jolous Sl baysd wdis shten s
ESais Sl Cele YF 1 dm oy eds odd eslizal Lo s
SSS e 53 Lal i b sL STl s bk g Cde g 8
ok a3 35k (claazd sluw b sl ge JSKE5 LA (gl
Dl 2 6l oS5 2 03 SIS s S led
W23 8 5 eslinal 5y ge dals 5 [2STo ke
R 1 Sodld o 9 4 jou

35 Sy 3 OT e byl 5 b STy o )
d> e 53 Al eslizwl (Juliano, 2001 sU o (glal> e
il () dslas) (glabemrdiz b 1 eslizal L Laosls Ul
.(Juliano, 2001 x4z

(V) dslre

Na/ —_ ©xP(R+PNy+PNZ+PN?)
%\lo " 1+exp(P, + RNO+P,N2 +P,N2)

w3 S P (s s Py e 51 s e Po

3Ll Lol slaw Np Saw 4> 3 s P3 (s
ol s WS en L Sl 5 Olje sl Npo el
bl ab ;3 CATMOD w3, Sl eslizal b s gyl
Juliano, 2001;) was s,57, SAS Version 9.1
Coad ol 033 Coie b 2t (SAS Institute, 2003

! Constant
2 Linear

% Quadratic
4 Cubic



oo

WY Jle o oyles Yl ¢ ALE ST Soliions

Sy 5 (6,15 sme oDt 4ST ol ol odias QLIS 05 5
23 305 s sl 93 G gl Ol s 6 S e
Solsgme Dol 555 Jali |y jao Slabl s gus oS -
) gl sy sled g3 e 5SS Sla el o
S 53 glaes Ol 5 e D58 Olge (bl
23 Azils (Gyls pae D8 dald & Lol SIS ]
b S )Sms 1 Sles )3 S e sl byl 7 Jl-
hsia (Y ko) L3I OLES 1y (6,13 sme st Aals
55 B S ke glasles 5 gliws O 5 mtea Oy
4 Cad bp Sl Hs slaws Ol &8 sl Ol
Salis o I 53 Sl i (6yl3 sme st o)
Sy oled 93 iear Dpd8 Olpe 5o (S)ls g
(Y Jsu) Cils

odias 0L (T/Th) plws Olej 4 (2 be3T Oley s
o) S il dem 5 S L el ST
4 o) 5 L ST als (slales 5o s
O 59 Objes 0 YANE 5 YV/00 OY/4 4 s 5
s A 5 AY AT LS S S e slales 5 (FF)
X

A bl JolS Ol Cosleo b)) b
@S ool ol Wb aSesT 4 caws matricariae
S50 SAte Come C)Smr 4 Cod IS e
Al ) 0L 5 @Eldl (Y Jsds) syls LSl
) 1) plS gl iy Coew (Antary et al., 2010
D. 5Lk ) (ol 5355 55555 5o 257s 2
5 s g les S B (0)l8a 4 s TEPAE
O Sl ey 53 (Kheradmandet al., 2012 of, s
ol D rapae jsi; JolS Ol i g5, A ah Lo
S iS e ke Glas e i an s slacble S Lsls
S a3l Aoy Ve Ola 5 sl T
Chlae fags opl glaasl bedd S5 mln e o
2yl

o U STy ) L AS ST DI la o
5 BT Al Sy pde glaaly S > Al
Csty gl ol Bl g b Oletis giluls,

33 0 gbis Ol ams 5o 5 il KuSS b (65l e
Juliano,) als wal s oa L g)ls (fme sl Conex
(2001
el
(ST S

5 wnSliwl LCoo 5 LCsp dCps slis
A il s Sl St s oS
aoMs ) Jgds 53 Ose 5, b2 i 5 Matricariae
355 atia Al opl Glresls 4 4z 5 LSl 0
4 o Gihm o hpslSiaal 2S5k oS
Sys Ao matricariae a5t gy LS o
R g

Cows A, MALTICANAE 555 b 2S5 Sla soeia
Gali glasles 5o Olje wd (S15 OlN 4
okd ools 0LV S s a5 g IS e
aw am s o (P (b ced i polie Lo
5 LS el cals (slajles 3 ESCiand O S
= Y P =1 55 e ol
o8 (P =AY P =) ooy
e T Cowsay =+ /N o 08 (3F = ¥4 P =R
Bl (o0 03§ (ST eias DL o O
D)3 4355 Olijen Caliies Glae ST 5 4 S A5 53500k
b Cands cpl 53 Sl 0357 Jos oS5 oS 4 atuly
4 ok a5l SOb e slad Lo Olijn o515 1531
e 5 Al SR b adsl Gl sl
() US2) T 53 Cilees Sy g0 0 Sl )3 dlol>

@ odd 4l ks Comd) prtear S ol
Olej 5 (e Ol Aty 53 s sn SO sluw
4 )8 5 b S e cals gl e 3 glaws
S /NAK) g /YWY (/B /YY) /0 FFD S 5
GV s Csle o3 L /e FBY  (/9FD
JEYAY (/FF NV NFAD) 5 /AAVY (L /FP V4 /FYEF)
S gl alie bl (Y Jpda) s el
23 Sl okl 03l OLES Y g 55 (F) dolas Lo 5 a0

JﬁuprTh)Daé‘jqa%Qw‘bjbf&)y



S35 28 5 ISl Gl 250 o 0L 5 o el o7

(Jos Calizes lro o b e S [iST0 i Lo 5 Sl
(Desnewet al., 2004 &5 ;) 5 56 Cou

i 1 Sl o7 5l Ol G ol s
wils Ao matricariae b STy sl zal)l (o5
i D58 ) 38 (B s ST
Aald Loyl gae O S L glees Ol
Faal-Mohammad-ol,Sas 5 e deme Jlab .21k
5 st pb IS5 o8 s Wsls Ol 5 (Al et al. 2010
Dby PRIl 5 gt o8 alS Sl ¢ Sl 5 0p
Habrobracon hebetor (Say) s 51, ) olbaws
Sl 2 3 Al gy il OV Sl el
Sohrabiet al., ) oK 5 olgw oS!
iS55 chle I esliul & Ws S 5,18 (2012
slws Ol 5 gt ol Gl bl b S !
e sba Wl les 4 e 1) Bl inAron w il
b STy b el awlie Ll el i (g )ls
o3l Olis Calies layls > AL matricariae .5
Sed v Wil 8 e Dy S Sl
b el o355 il Hlad 51 2eS™ (6)la sinn ) sbas oy 5l
Ol Sl @l (ol e D3l e e
G S LSl Dl s Wil olaes
035 it S5 gme sba e s 5 el slajles
Wil eSS A Sl Sl Sde olaws Ol LSl
535 035 el Dlje &5 038 w3bh 5 oL Gl
o ol (Holling, 1959 us™ . O o ol 2l
o) b s Wlg o0 b sl T a ! Hles 53 0L ke
Hodks S5 Jol o 5SS a0 Vb g5 SSTe
e Lolg 5o 65 Wl (g et Ole) Dke Rl 31 akear
355 Oy 035 a3l 5 guibl oUly tals o
Py

Ve p ol 1a b gl 53 o )lCas 4 51T |
s Ol b e (k5 S S s Sa) 8 S s
Ol 55 on Ol pls .ol xils AL matricariae . s 5,4 s
ol S bl s e wd JaS Gl 1y oK

sy g o s gai 4o gyl s AL

5 LSl b iSe ke LCos chle el
i S Wl S Sk gy oS
4 S 1y b 2S5 75 () i) 25 el F/Y 5
5 @l oed ) mB L alie S ok dale s
S oy s3> 55 (Sohrabiet al., 2012 o, Kes
A1y S5 Foax 9 LSl Gl 1S e
Encarsia inaron (Walker) .5l 505 a6
g5 > i el S de AT ke 5o 65 sls Ol
et Ll i dald 4 o W 5L (B ST
g5 s> s (Saberet al., 2002 AL 5 o
Ll A ST
505 a0 sla 1S CaTL as S 15 5% > (Nees)
S J 53 sl odalin dald Hles 4 Cd 2l
Lsls ol (De-Jiuet. al., 199D o, Kea 5 s — (53

Trissolcus semistriatus

Slgtars 5 el 0oy 8n oS 55 lajs
&P D.rapae b STy cals Hjlas b oawslis s
53 o (Dashti, 2010 o5 .Lsls o Py 4 s
D. rapae b STy g9y ASad L OIS gu)
S 55 58S graminum euS Jpems 5 )
S iSe i Glasyp edd 4wy bl
g5 eald & o Slstard 5 ool b IS I
old Hlas glase glas 51481y olaysss b 2STy
G N R 93 @ pgw g Ol sy odd 2l
U STy g s e Sl e iS5
28 pol hag 5o o8 Jom g el arils A5 51k
A sl b GRSy e 5o i B ESTe ke
Ll s adl s S oslul dals Hlas 4 S Matricariae
b igmhl s sl €8 AR LT Cals
b ATl & s mhl Solite Cowla Ol
o oo 2o BB e glackle
4l Sl 5 Wl (oslizul 550 o9 1) iolosT
s L S Calibee Gl p 53 ele] s
ssba (b Oleds 8 e 5 bl bl

¢§M S dies wiwly ges lrodias Jlal 4 J.e\f



oV

WY Jle o oyles Yl ¢ ALE ST Soliions

mo i sl (g lil 2y ) guds  OLBT 335 0 6,15
550N 55 85 Al o ESas ) sper bt
o\if;.}‘: d“l; C..f-:h r,.“:u: }.,49 L_:.v...\:.&.«:» Q)L.n)‘ J:§.>

LS)L"T ¢.>L.A BE Q\.&a-\.’))‘ LgLA‘_g_’_LM‘) JEBAJ U‘ﬂ.?

Db Slay8 5 Sis

5 Sl GlonliT elul (ARLT sl
Sl iSe e SIS FGEs o ssba e
iy gl el s gode (Al gl STy g5y LS e

250 0 S\gi AL MALricariae . s ik Cures

Sl Rl
Ll oK ils B9 R £ ro Shss 5 Ciglas

Sl b e a Sl i el bl sl Ol e

Aphidius matricariae JolS" ol i 655 o8 o 5 b slS T heas) S =Y Jsdl
Table 1. Toxicity of imidacloprid and pirimicarb &mlult wasps of\phidius matricariae

The total Lethal concentration (ppm)
Pesticide nu;r:jbu?{ of Slope + SE 7 (df) LCys LCso LCyo
wasps (95% FL®) (95% FL)  (95% FL)
imidacloprid 720 083%0.1 43(3) o 5 o ) @ e 3
Pirimicarb 720 1.6+01 76(3) .2 108 065

(3.4-5) (9.2-12.9)  (49.2-98.1)

2 Fiducial limits or Confidence limits

s Aphidius matricariag b [STs 1o slize (bs 0315 6w 61 () Jgo 3 Jans 5 0k 03 e gl el =Y s
Calkizee glasles

Table 2. Parameters estimated by the equatioro(3)ifierent data set: functional responsé\phidius
matricariae, in different treatments

Parameter Estimate Asymptotic Asymptotic 95% CI
SE Lower Upper
Control and Imidacloprid

Attack rate(a) 0.0645 0.0089 0.0469 0.0822
Handling time T}) 0.4607 0.0454 0.3708 0.5507
D, -0.0272 0.0109 -0.0487 -0.0057

D’ 0.4266 0.1137 0.2015 0.6517

Control and Pirimicarb

Attack rate(a) 0.0645 0.0102 0.0444 0.0847
Handling time T}) 0.4607 0.0518 0.3581 0.5633

D, -0.0193 0.0126 -0.0442 0.0056

Dm 0.1685 0.0952 -0.0200 0.3571

Imidacloprid and Pirimicarb

Attack rate(a) 0.0374 0.0060 0.0255 0.0493
Handling time T}) 0.8873 0.1015 0.6863 1.0884
D, 0.00787 0.00871 -0.00938 0.0251

D, -0.2581 0.1223 -0.5002 -0.0159

4D, indicator variable estimates the differences leetwthe treatments in the value of the paranaeter
D indicator variable estimates the differences etwthe treatments in the value of the paranigter
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Figure 1. Functional responsesAghidius matricariae at different densities of third instar nymphsAphis
gossypii in control, imidaclporid and pirimicarb treatmenteft: number of hosts parasitized. Right: projoort
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Abstract

Study of natural enemies responses to differensites of hosts, is one of the most important
criteria that can be used to select a suitableralagémemy in biological control programs. On thiesst
hand, application of insecticides to pest's costrolay affect the behavioral responses such as
functional response as well as efficiency of ndtareemy. In this research, effect of imidaclopmala
pirimicarb was studied on functional responséyatfidius matricariae (Haliday) to densities of 2, 4, 8,
16, 32 and 64 of third instar nymphsAghis gossypii (Glover) under laboratory conditions (25%2,
6515% R.H. and 16:8 (L:D) h). Mated females (< 12ld) were exposed to L€ of mentioned
insecticides and distilled water as control in glages. Experiments were conducted in 10 repBcate
Functional response type was determined usingtlogisgression and the parameters, were estimated
by non-linear regression using SAS program. Funatioresponse on control and insecticides
treatments fitted the type Il. Attack rata) (n control and insecticides treatments were esth
0.0645, 0.0373 and 0.0452 &nd handling timeT,) were 0.4607, 0.8873 and 0.6292 h, respectively.
The maximum attach ratdl/{T;) was calculated 52.09, 27.05 and 38.14, respdgtivdie results
indicated that pirimicarb had the lowest effecth@mdling time ofA. matricariae in comparison with
imidacloprid.
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