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Prey Consumption Rate of the Predatory Mite Typhlodromus athiasae
Porath and Swirski (Acari: Phytoseiidae) Feeding on Spider Mite,
Tetranychus urticae Koch.

D o 5302 @ aresusles @ iy dana (1 i3 D i juje mudd pal.s

l. sakker A. N. Basheer M. Mofleh H. dahiah

A g ¢ 5 Anala (el A el Bl3y @ (1)
g ¢ (Bad Aaala el M AUS Ll Al @3 (2)
A ygen Al dalall Gagom ) dalall 2l (3)

oadl

(2) 3905 ot Balons com Aadll 5,501 3L (ugn) (e aalims Aol 3 2 2 Bugont) BmblSHl i35 ipoms 3S 0 2 Jaall 253
Typhlodromus athiasae Porath and Swirski.1965 (Acari: L yiall 35456 dwlys I ceed! Caua 2014 ple caaiieg 2013 alas
Tetranychus urticae (KOCh) cxiaad! 63 yam 31 Gugs IS (olatlyy AlelS jud slslal (g ) dabisell ,lsb¥1 Ll yial le Phytoseiidae)
aleluBgegss delu 163;\4@\;5;&,‘%5165@@1@5?02125@\)}2\%; ) & yde s L Loy ,1s iy (Acari: Tetranychidae)
IS ssall il pgm 15 31 Ll pslall g mgally 2y Le B 3 Cyn AL i 515haW e 00501 By 351 Jpins il e (A
e Ay y il lglal (yag Ayl Gle (age/2un0 0.9144.8 50.84+5.4 5 0.87+4.1.0.8423.5) & yall ins (0 3ty g latlyg AL
5Lie e o pald &b ol 5l June o) das gt LeS gl e (pse/delS 52 sk 0.94+11.3 50.91413.8.0.9147.8.0.8446.6) aLal<!
Y1 S ¥ I 0058 3y y3al L]l 558l Joas O (3t 32 T by 15 AT yantl il ygm g S99 paall sy (pul ol Jnny
STOIS LY s Gl 8! Joawa ol

AL eadl (e iy yga  Tetranychus urticae (Al sl 52 LaS « uyida + Ao LiaL) SlalsH

Abstract

A study was conducted at the Biological Control Studies and Research Centre -BCSRS- at Damascus University (Syria)

during 2013 and 2014. The aim of the study was to evaluate the predacious ability of the mite, Typhlodromus athiasae
Porath and Swirski. 1965 (Phytoseiidae :Acari) on different stages (eggs, immature stages and adult) of the two

spotted red mite Tetranychus urticae (Koch, 1836 ((Acari: Tetranychidae) in laboratory experiments at a temperature
of 25+ 2C°, relative humidity of 65 + 5% and a light regime of 16L: 8D. Experimental results showed that the predator

consumed significantly more larvae than other stages. T.athiasae protonymphs, deutonymphs, adult male and female
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consumed 3.5+0.84, 4.1+£0.87 and 5.4+0.84 eggs/day, respectively, and 6.6+0.84, 7.8+£0.91, 13.8 £0.91 and 11.3£0.94
immature stages/day, respectively. The study suggested that consumption rate of the female predation is higher than
consumption rate of the protonymphs, deutonymphs. There is no significant difference between consumption rate of
the female predation and consumption rate of the male, so we cannot conclude that the predation rate among females
was greater.

KeyWords: Predator, Predation ability, Tetranychus urticae, Deutonymhs.
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