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Table . Developmental periods (Mei SE) of different stages Streblote siva reared ortwo host
plants under laboratory conditions

Paired bootstrap test (PBT pooled)
Confidence interval 95%

Stages Conocarpus erectus Ziziphus spina-christi . Lower Upper
Mean difference limi A
imit limit
Egg 8.02+0.12 8.80+0.08 0.78+0.15* 0.48 1.07
1s' Larvae 4.92+0.11 5.29+0.10 0.37+0.14* 0.08 0.66
2nd | arvae 3.73+0.10 4.84+0.10 1.11+0.14* 0.83 1.40
3" Larvae 3.82+0.11 4.9740.10 1.14+0.14* 0.86 1.42
4" Larvae 5.04+0.12 6.04+0.13 0.99+0.18* 0.64 1.34
5t Larvae 8.76+0.13 9.22+0.15 0.45+0.20* 0.06 0.85
6" Larvae 9.96+0.23 10.41+0.20 0.45+0.30* -0.14 1.04
Pupa 10.40+0.14 11.13+0.14 0.73+0.20* 0.33 1.13
Pre-adult 54.24+0.43 60.76+0.44 6.52+0.23* 4.27 7.67
Adult longevity 8.58+0.25 8.76+0.29 0.18+0.38¢ -0.57 0.93
TPOP 55.17+0.59 61.14+0.62 5.97+0.16* 4.27 7.67
APOP 0.08+0.03 0.29+0.08 0.20+0.09* 0.01 0.39
Oviposition days 2.88+0.11 3.43+0.12 0.54+0.15* 0.23 0.85

* Means in each row are significantly differentRat 0.05 by using paired bootstrap test.

APOP: Adult pre-oviposition period of female.
TPOP: Total pre-oviposition period of female.
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Figure 1. (A): The age-specific survival ratg &nd age-specific fecundity), (B): Age-stage specific
survival rate §;), (C): life expectancyg) of Sreblote siva on two host plants under laboratory
conditions
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Figure 2. (A): Age-specific reproductive valueg), (B): The stable age-stage distribution (SASD)); (
Stable age distribution (SAD) &reblote siva reared on two host plants under laboratory conatio
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Table 2 Population parameters (Mean = SE) based on aagge éife table oStreblote siva reared on
two host plants under laboratory conditions

Paired bootstrap test (PBT pooled)
Confidence interval 95

Parameter Conocarpus erectus Ziziphus spina-christi — Upper _ Upper
Upper limit S o
limit limit
Ro (offspring) 94.83+£12.11 62.91+9.67 31.95+15.49* 8.5 62.32
r (day?) 0.081+0.00 0.068+0.00 0.02+0.00* 0.01 0.02
A (day?) 1.08+0.00 1.06+0.00 0.02+0.00* 0.01 0.02
T (day) 56.24+0.59 62.74+0.60 6.49+0.85* 4.36 8.15
GRR (offspring) 130.94+16.65 104.43+14.87 26.59+22:35 -17.22 70.39

* Means in each row are significantly differentRat 0.05 by using paired bootstrap test.
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Abstract

Sreblote siva (Lefebvre) (Lepidoptera: Lasiocampidae) is onethed important potential pest of
Conocarpus erectus L., Ziziphus spina-christi (L.) Willd. and Acacia ampliceps Maslin at Bushehr,
Khuzestan and Hormozgan provinces. The life tableaupeters o8 siva was studied of. erectus and
Z. spina-christi based on the age-stage, two-sex life table at 2Z+55+5% RH, and a photoperiod of
12:12 (L:D) h under laboratory conditions using TVBEX-MS Chart program. The mean and standard
errors of the life table parameters were estimas#dg paired bootstrap method with 200,000 bogistra
Results showed th& siva completed its development on every two hosts. Titdnsic rate of increase
(r) of S siva on C. erectus andZ. spina-christi was 0.081 and 0.068". The finite rate of increasé)(
revealed that the population 8f siva increased as 1.08 and 1.06 times per day.oerectus andZ.
spina-chriti, respectively. The mean generation timg was 56.24 and 62.74 days Gnerectus andZ.
spina-christi, respectively and this difference was statisticalbynificant. The net reproductive rafgo)
of S siva was 94.83 and 62.93 offspring, respectively. Adoay to the results, it seems tl@terectusis
a more suitable host plant for this pest.
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