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Table 1 Relationship between 3-Instar

Chrysopa sinica Tjede larvae

density and predation rate
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Predation of 3-Instar Chrysopa sinica Tjeder
Larvae Functional Response on Aphis glycines

LI He-peng

(Suihua Branch of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Suihua, Heilongjiang

152052)

Abstract: To clear the Chrysopa sinica Tjeder control effect on Aphis glycines. 3-Instar Chrysopa sinica Tjede

larvae functional response of Aphis glycines was tested,indicating that the functional response was holling I

type disc equation, through the 3* testing, the difference between theoretical and observation were not signifi-

cant. Chrysopa sinica Tjeder on Aphis glycines holling [I functional response equation was: Na = 0. 659 3
NT/(1+0.659 3X0.004 3 N),(R=0.994 2,P<C0. 01),calculating the maximum amount of predation were
230. 088 0 Aphis glycines each day,interference of its own density on predation Hassell-Varley equation was:
E=0.383 6 P~ %%2% search factor Q=0. 383 6,interference coefficient m=0. 602 3.
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