<JFLnE>

2+ Plutella xylostella (Plate-0)IX7 7 7 T RHEM # B ET H RN EEERTH D
(Talekar and Shelton, 1993), A IR RANZ 3T A PUEDO R ENIEF ITH W=D
(Rushtapakornchai and Vattanatangum, 1986). #% RAMEH 2 DI 2 7= FEREBE S AT L
DOREEDBRNTND, &<, BERENRZ S ALFRBANTRAKFE L CE R M\ T V7
A HUIE CIERIBOR NS K & e WIREA 20T BT % (Lim, 1986), =1 4 O K& LT 54 M
M5 48 FENFLEK ST 5 (Thompson, 1946), H Tt Diadegma, Cotesia, Diadromus, M
W Oomyzus \Z BT HDEFEOFEK T T HOF N KEE LTER S, ZMNOEET 7
Z OOk TEIL D OB &R DTV S (Lim, 1986; Waterhouse,1992; Talekar
et al,1992; Poelking,1992; Talekar and Hu, 1996; {%,1997), F£7-. A T EEDOFE
MAER s, ZHERMatsuura,1976; (L - [L1H1,1985; [ [H,1989), Koy (bW - B L,
1984), EWE (HF 6, 1991) KOs FR (FFHS 1996) 72 & CHAEKRDIFIFHAENTH
TS, BAKRFUIR LT HEREIZBWTHZOXKEE LTORNZHSIZs &L, &F
HEBICRILTLHI20IZE, T bDERERROT TOEADEFRAXEZZEAL, ThHD
FHERIEMES D Z LIIARA R Th D, AFERETIXZ OBLE ., MIUNICBIT 22+ 7
DrERBOERE, & AERFBRBEZALNILE) L LEbDOTHS, HRROEFERLK
MR AR T RE BRI R RN DA T IR R e E S E S EREHER OB FIZH H720,
3 FEMOMFEHFICH ST 5 Z LB TETAFRIIMD TIREN7ZZHDTH LM, THET
DOIFFERR R E Z ZICE LD THET 2RETH D,

WFogE Kk
wrEREE - Mo F B CEYIRF A7 i d2)

AAHRES: (BL53 %) (BFEHAL . M)
[EREZEY ¢ [EEA T G
Rk 15 HRE 900,000 900,000
YRR 16 4E 200,000 200,000
Rk 17 400,000 400,000
woFk 1,500,000 0 1,500,000
WFoE3E

(1) PEaR*E
0 H. Uematsu, Population dynamics of the diamondback moth, Plutella xylostella
(Lepidoptera:Yponomeutidae) & its parasitoids in Kyusyu, southern part of Japan. Xxii
International Congress of Entomology, 16 August 2004, Brisbane Australia
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R U5k

B R (BT OGN 2 EETo Y (O & NEY) 2%z, mESGIC
BT, 200 0FMNE 20 0 54FKET 6 FRICH - TH ¥ XY & MEICREFERE L
aF 7 & DFEEOEEBOMEE Z#A LT,

1. AEERS

0 @& (Plate-0) : 2 T OGP TH HF v XY ZEFIIHERF L, BEO 7Y 7
BICT 5720, 10m x 1 OmOBSGZRED 2 SOXEIZHE L, EAZOXHEIC

ERERE A2 36 LCTHR v XY (ke 41 B, V0 ¥ QR Z4kEr L7, & XEICIT#EIeIC 5B

ZALC, Y720 2 SERZERE L7, MERIZ 7 Ocm, BRRIZ 3 5em & Lz, Al & PE{ BT R

DOmERFIZ9 Ocem & L7z,

N [# (Plate-©@) : KEIHIIFE~HIZEHKTIHEL v aT a voEEZIET 5729, 0
BOMEK 10 0mOBFTICHRELZMEE (12m x12m x 2. 5m) WNIZ#IT-, @EYA X
X9 x 9mm Th o7, KRG H PR T2 OOXENISEI LT, SAEONLE L RIFED LY X
B L TENZNO XA FR & AN E Lz, & XKEIZ 8 A4 HIHICNL T, MX729 3
OMRZ EME L7c, MM & BRMIZ 0 MIGZIZHE U T,

ERHOE LN BSGICHEE L =1 U A TE T, EMHO 30~50 HFl, FrvXYD
HraigEtRy b (V7 0—k7 ) 12 2~3 Ridoik&, RENHHEODHE, B5& LA
v N4 720 1 AREZER LT, EHEFRFOE O LIE 10~15cm TARELIL 5~8 K ThHh -7, IEEHZ
JHEE LT, 17— Y720 HEE 1 5 Okg, fbFAEE (A—/18) 2 Okg, = V3 2kg, #H#
1 Okg. AJK1 2kg Z ERERATIZH) Z A AT,

BHNE O [l & N S O ER ORI —HHIZ 5 Z LN TE o722y, 2 00 3 LRI
i 55 DAEI 2 I~ THI R 72, W #5236 1T D E~MEAF T EBITEL 72D 4 ~6RITH -7
(Table 1 & Table 2),

2. REHIE

TV T  REIFE~K (BH~11A) IZiFA 20 4 (1 2 A~2 H) IZIEA 1E],
FEhE U7z, AL O M3 E N BSOKN O 3A BIEA It Lz, 37ebb, 0 BN 6
X3 OBk, NS NOIT4 8¥RAHH L7z, FEERA MO TR LR TIX, £9, HIEED Ok
ERZGIEY | NS KT OUID ERY | BEOF LEE NEITHAN BREIZ a0 3
S, 4lmshi, a T o[, KOa T Y LT 4 a~wa23F (Plate-@) (L a~a T
LWEFRT D) OO ETSR LT, ZOLERAINTa T Tohbix, FAEKRICL > THAE
SNTVEINENEMERT D72, TRTEREIZRHOIRD . XMV IMOFTH v XY &L
LTHBEL, a7 THD0TTFAEEEIMEI T, 2 TOMICEE LT HAEDH M iR
L1290, VEETOREBRE AN, 2T HH D50 EFEENIET 5 E T2 5°C, 14L10D DA
VxR aRX—HNTEHE Lz,
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v aANRFOFERITa~vZRFRNFEL W a T Tz T L iiedknsd
SRR THE Ll R ZZ LS W THRL Tk, £/, & AXF Diadronus
subtilicornis (Plate-0) (L&t ANF EWERRT D) DFAEFIT e ANNTF NP Lz =
FH O A FRTE Uil ORED D SRIRE TR L7 BEER A 2 LW 5Tl L TR 72,
Fo. BERP CAHOFINTHL LI ERIZIRER & LTl - 7o, 5L RBRILHREE R K E
fAE LIoREEEN S a~va_XF L e ARFRIL L b DO EZ LW E TR L TR,



Table 1. Date of fix planting of cabbage seedling in O-field (Open culture)
Month
1 2 3 4 5 6 1 8 9 | 10 | 11 | 12
Year
2000 | E
W 24
2001 | E 19 3 10
W 5 26
2002 | E 25 1
W 3 15 14
2003 | E 10 27 12
W 22 25 18
2004 | E 1 15
W 1 25 27
2005 |E 30 8 4
W 28 9 25

Table 2. Date of fix planting of cabbage seedling in N-field (Net house culture)

Month
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 (11 |12

Year
2000 | N 6 13

S 28 28
2001 | N 14 26

S 16 3 8
2002 | N 21 15 14

S 25 19
2003 | N 22 18

S 10 26 12
2004 | N 1 25 15

S 1 27
2005 | N 30 8 4

) 28 9 25




1. DT AHBEEFEOZEEE)
[2001 4£]
O B35 : AiFE 11 AICEM L2 (1~5) OF v XY Tk, &% (1~2H) o=a54 (3
g i+ 4 fnsh B+if) OIS 720 1R ChoTo, 2T T OEEIX 3 A LA HHm
LA, A FANCIERYS 720 3580, S 6124 A MAICIZ 113 AT X, B —2IZ&E LTz, —
J. 2 H 19 BIZEM L7281 RE (6~10) OF ¥y XY ThaFHiE3 A LANLHEZED 5 A
FANCHEYS -0 101 BHOE — 272 LTz, 5 H 5 HEUY9 A 26 HIZEM L=k, KOV 6
A 3 HICEM LR DX v XY TiEa T HOEEITEEDL Z L72<, 12 HRE THYT
V1R CTHo7=, (Fig. 1A)
N B : 54 11 ACEM L2definE (1~8) OF v XY Tlxa T TOEEIT 2 AKE THY
720 1HHNANTH 7273 3 A BRI L B ZALFTD 4 H BRI Y720 22,5
SAIZE L7, 3 H 16 HICEM L7zmMIBED X v XY TliX, a7 TOEEIX 4 A TALD ER
ik 5 A BAICIZ 17.7 BEIZ72 W B — 27\ L7z, 5 H FAICIX 10 86, 6 H AT 2.2
BHEA LTz, 4 A 14 BIZEME L7CALIES v XY TO aF HOFEEIL 5 A% 2.7 BHE
THIIM L7228, 2RISR~ IR F L=, 6 H 3 B (FEfImE) ., RU'9 A 26 B (Acfile:) 12
EFE L7 v XY Clda b TOBEIZ12 HET28HE B2 5 2 Lid/ero7z, (Fig. 2A)
[2002 4£]
O [ : AifE 9 H 26 BIZEM L7 v~ (W) ToOaFHoRAT 1 AL D0
WREETHRER L, B AKRTHHRYZY 28R CTh o7, — 7, RifFE 12 A 10 HIZER L 72 % ¥
Y (HAEE) ToOaFAORAEL 1~2 AIXRVIRESF =2, 3 A EAIXvEmuILT
@\4HT@_E—7(ﬁék@%EJO£%)_Ebkobﬂb\5ﬂiﬁﬂﬁ66ﬁ\ﬁT
NI 1 ERm & e o7, 4 A 3 H (FEImE), 5 H 25 B CRMAIME) . 8 A 15 B (Vu{HIm:) |
10 H 1 B (CREE) | ﬁb%#?A/T@:%ﬁ@&finﬂ%2@$%T%oto
(Fig. 1B)
N B35 : 6itE 9 H 26 BIZEME L72AbfllESx v XY T 1~ 2 HO 3 HOEEITHRST-D 2
R Cho72m3, 3 ARPEICIE 3.8 BHE THIM L7z, Lav L, F ¥ XY MAEERINHERIZE L
3 HHRICH ZIAATE T2, ZOHINEHra -, #XiAH%ED 3 H 21 HIZ *ﬁu‘_ﬂ%ﬂ?
A (JRfHiRE) TiE 4 A%ED T AT L, 5 ARPEICIIR S 72 B 19.1
SAIZEE L7o, AfE 12 A 8 HIZEM L= v XY (M) TIX1~2 AORIZEA LT D
FAETRD SN2 - 7208, 3 HRPEND 4 A2/ TEBIICEIM L, 4 %0347
D 36.3FAICE LT, L»nL, 5 A EAE TAICIL, BRY7- 0 BEN 10.7 BHE 1.4 58~ & 0K
L7z, 5 H 25 HICEM L= v~ (FEIRE) Tk 7 ARPEICEED 3.4 BHE THIIN L7223,
ZNLEITRACEE U7z, 8 H 156 A (IbfieE) & 9 A 19 A (FEfilEE) IZEM L72F ¥ XY T
DOaFHOEEIL12 AR LET1HEARm TCH -7, (Fig. 2B)
[2003 4E]
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Fig. 1. Seasonal trends of diamondback moth in open cultur in 2001-2005. Arrows indicate

the days of fix planting in 1-5 rows. Solid arrows for 6—10 rows.
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2. Seasonal trends of diamondback moth in net house in 2001-2005. Arrows indicate

the day of fix planting in 1-8 rows. Solid arrows for 9—16 rows.



O E¥ : A 10 A 1 HIZEME L7oF v~ (BAIE:) TiX 1 H~2 HE:, 2 7 T ORAT
FLAERD NIRRT, EDK%, 2 A% ~3 HITIFRNETZD 1.5 256 4.6 HHORAENR &
0 BIIMEASERD ST, FEERFROS & AR L 0 2 OBINTRE SNz, —J7, BiI4E 12
H 14 B ﬁbt@%%@%%ﬂ/fiSﬂ%##%%iﬂ D HAUI U, AR
MMk »> T4 ABNATIIE G720 282 8HICFE LT-, LA L, 5 HREPEICIIRRY 72 0 BN 12.8
SHERLT-, 4 A 10 HIZEM L72F v~ (H1IRE) Ti:%ﬁ@%ﬁf#tﬁf‘bmi‘@‘WZFﬂ%ﬁé
S, 4 ABYICIE 1.6 38, £ LT 5 ARPEICITA 1050 12.8 BAIZE L -, LaL, 3<I
BEORDPHE RAZRBITITRS TV EBEIL 398 eo7c, 5 H 22 A (W{HIRE), 7 H
25 0 (FEMIEE), 7 H 27 B CRMAIEED) ., 9 A 18 B (W) . K OV11 H 12 B GiRAIE) 12@E
FE L7235 v XY CTOaF HOREBTFENONTNOMRAERS 1 BRI TX DD TRN-oT72,
(Fig. 1C)
N B35 : 1~3 A, BEEERO T TOKY -0 B 1 RN CRAERITE DD TORD -
72o L22L., HifE 12 A 14 BIZER L 72 AbRIRED % ¢ > Clk 4 A RPEN B EE OIS &5
AR, 5 ARTHEICITR Y720 28 BHICE CHENL 7=, £72, 4 H 10 AIZ ﬁbtﬁmwf%
4 AN ORI Z 0 | 5 ARTEICHRY 2 0 BT 20 BH53IC#E LT, £ L TZ
D=5 FEIRRED 5 H ?‘ﬁﬁéi THEFFS N7z, L L. 6 ARPEICZITAI =50 D — 0 6.3 BRIZIRE L |
FH % EERIIEEeic=’ L, 5 A 22 0 (e, 7 A 26 B (Bfle:) |
185(%%%)2ﬂ»uﬂ12a($ww) ﬁbh%ym/fwzfﬁw%éiiﬁmm
wfmmﬁﬁﬁ%lﬁkﬁf%b@fﬁﬁotomgam
[2004 4£]
O B35 : A 9 AIZEM L7 v XY (W) T 1 HORERITIHRYTZY 35 TH- T2
23, 2 AIIER TR L, 28.7T8HE e oo, 3 HIC A THRO0MIN L, [FH A &%
DEEITZNEI 2930 269 BHTH -7, BI4E 11 AIZEM L?‘:ﬁﬁﬂ%f“@:ﬁ‘ﬁ@%‘fﬁ
%Miﬁﬂﬁi@%*7ﬂLhkoﬁMF®2ﬂ%¥®%Wi11@T%okﬁ D% ]
RAHIEEIN DY 4 AR £ Thix . R 72 BELT 100.7 BAIC Lto4ﬂ&#%ﬁgfwh%
DX, BTV EEIZ T3 TH -T2, 4 A 1 HIZEM LIZHERIEEO X ¥ XY TOaF A0
BREIIREIIMT 22 L7e<, 5~6 HITHHTY 45~6 BHFiE 2B L7z, 5 H 1 H OR
). 6 A 25 B (FEMIME) ., XOV10 A 15 B CGRIAIEE) (2R L7-F v XY TO T I D%
EEM$W®mfﬂ®%Eﬁ%1@$%@%bwfﬁ#oto@glm
N % : §ifE 9 A 18 BIZEM LcdbiliEicksiF 5 1 A & 2 HoaF TR ERITENLEN 2
GH& 6.8EHT, A& %#ﬁb%ﬁﬁMﬂ Wbz, LnL, 3 HOBERINE ikh&ﬁ
gINR»olz, B 11 A 12 BIZER L72F v (M) Tk, 18 & 2 A,
TOREITNFEE L ERBD LN oT2D, 2 AB IRV b4 BENBIE SN, £ LT, 3
AR SRR B ERINMNE Z 0 . 4 HI21% 40 BELL EOEEBEEIRREN iV =, 4 H 1 BIZE
FE U 72 AIE D % v XY TiE A OBEIL 5 % E TROISHM A Beld . 6 ARk
W= FEEIX 11.8 3R /e o7, 5 A 1 HICER LZFIE: T = T OEEIL 6 AR
SHE CHIIN L7228, Z LA I Zlikisi L, 8 A I3 EAREX i&hkﬁubkﬂﬂﬂ%ﬁ(%



flEE) & 10 A 15 B (el ICEM L72F v XY TIX 12 AE TaF TOREIRIZEALE
ganienoiz, 7z, (Fig. 2D)
[2005 4£]
O B35 : Ai4E 10 A 156 RIZEM L7 v~ CGRfE) TIX1 A26 3 HirtrEcoaF i
DEFEIX 0.4 0L 1.6 HTE L R0 o 72h, 3 HIZA- THEEITHN 5 fFIc#mL, 38 Ak Fo
RS 7= 0 X 7.7 80 72 » 72, — 5, BIAE 11 A RICEM L2 | To 1~2 HiZBiT 5 =
FHOFA R 1R CTh o 7o, FEHIRETOBERML 3 ARND 4 AIZhT THETH-
2o 4 A EORRYS7Z 0 %1 359 H TH 72, 3 H LAICHEiAZ, 3 A 10 HICER LT
HRIETIE 4 AR EDDEEBMMAEE Y, 5 AR I 37.8 O —ZIZE LT, Lo,
Z OHITE R U 7 AR 1SR & e o7z, 5, 4 H 28 HIZER L 72l RImETIE 5
H#BHIZ 7.8380, 6 HAPEIZ 213 A LN L7223, £ D H & Bfm: & [RARICE RSO L 7T AT
ANZIIR L -V B IX 1R & /oo, THS8HE 10 A 4 HICEM LA MIE:E 8 H9H
L 10 A 25 HICTEM L7-EAIBEOWT Y 12 A K E T F T OEEIX 1AM CTh -7, (Fig.
1E)
N B : 5i4F 10 A 15 BICEM L2dbfmED 11 A 27 BICEM L-mEimE s Itz 3 ARE ©
2 HOKY TV FEE I 1@$ﬁﬁ&otobﬁb FAAIE Tk 4 B L. A &2
N9Ek&oko —J4. & (3 A 30 H) ITEM LM TIX, 4 HITIZE L - 2B EZE
P BT ﬁaﬁ@%ﬁﬁmmtm 5 HICA Y BIICEEN LR U, FH B ECIIY
twm*iwoﬁ L7z, M, 4 A 28 HIZER L7=mEHIRED v~ Tl 5 A%
GH, 6 HATPIZIZ 122 BHE B IR E o 72md, £ D1k %ﬁﬁwbko7ﬂsak1oﬂ4a
WERE L7-dbfimE S 8 H 9 H & 10 A 25 HICER LIzl oWy 12 HRETa D
BET 1EARM CTH o=, (Fig. 2E)

2. OBERENBRICRIFIIFHDEREEBOLLEK
OLo0lSGE L, TIIEMEZTL L TRy XU ERIETL L&, REERBEORL D
ZODTN—TIFIKRORE S LRI FTOBEEIZHE DB EL D, LT, 2 ToRAE
BENEL, D, —HDOF XY OREFEMEPEMEM S R ORI T oD 7 v — T ORI
L3 T HOBEEDZEIVIRIKREL D, D7D, Xy bEESTWRWAKRODEED O
I%OD:W“?J DOFEREE Ry Naiko7o N B O 37 T ORAEZR KT 5121, EfEO R
T > TV D b DR L THAZRITIUTNT 7220, Fig. 3 (X =D O ;0 ERERE T I i
OTWKW@@?~§%QWT\%%EE@OH%@ﬁ%kbﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁwNH%®%%%
fitiic e v, ey FLELOTH D, KPOAEL 1 OEHR T [ 05 2V LW RFOHRE
fEERL, ZOEMLY EOoTry MIXRy ERkoBSGOBEENOBB LI mWNI &%,
T, BREY FTo7 ey MIZOWERT, 2001 4£~2005 2557 10 i< ToT
—Z T O ¥ L N B0 BEORIZIEDHBEBEMGATE O b7z, 2000 40 11 A, 2001 4
2~3 A, 2001 4= 12 A, 2003 4= 4 A, K* 20004 4 4 HIZEM L7=F v XY Tl s x
v hERSTZBSGO T RAEX (O L0 LEENE» -2 (Fig. 3-A,B,C,FH), —



N
(331

; 20
b0 |®i 2001
~ H 15 -
o™ B —~
NER A e
- i 10
AL e g
o [}
c e
% r?=0.366 % r2=0.850
0 T - 0 5 . .
0 5 10 15 20 25
0 5 10 15 20
open(11/24) open(2/19)
25
20
@ =
S " D
=1 10
E 2
5 r?=0.456
0 -
0 0 0 30 40 0 5 10 15 20 25
open(12/10) open(4/3)
30 30
2003 £ 2003
.
&\20 , E 520 1 o L 4
S < F
3 ¢ \"3 10 -
510 2
® 7
2— ) r?=0.598
. r2=0,601 . |
0 L L
0 10 20
0 1o?)en(1 2/12‘% 30 open(4/10)
20
15
N =
S 31 0
et ©
£,

0
0 20 120 0 5 10 15 20
open(1 1/81%) open(4/1)
100
2005 30
75 ¢ s 2005
3 I 20
o~
S 50 & J
2 5.0 T e
25 ':.- r2=0.960 c 1 0 1 o
> Y 2=0.805
0 0o & ¢ r
0 25 50 75 100
0 10 2 30
open(3/10) open(4/28?

Fig. 3. Relationship between the densities of diamondback moth on cabbage plants (no.
per plnt) in open culture and them in net house. Figures in parentheless show the date
of fix planting of cabbage plants. Solid line indicate the same density size in both fields.
Fine lines indicate the regression fitted on plots by eye.
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Fig. 4. Comparison of DBM densities between the cabbage open
cultivated and one planted in net house with 9 mm nylon mesh. The data
of the highest densities in each field were used for comparison. P show

Mann—Whitney Utest.
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Fig. 5. Population dynamics of the diamondback moth on cabbage of the open culture from
2001 to 2005. Top is data for 1-5 rows of the field. Bottom for 6—10 rows. Reference marks
in figures indicate the date of fix planting of the cabbage.
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figures indicate the date of fix plant ing of cabbage.

13



2003 4F 11 A & 2005 4= 4 A IZER U723 v~ TSI K RIX O T 53 25 OB E D D> >
7= (Fig. 3-G,J), F7=. 2002 4 12 AIZEM L7=F v XY Tl m v MO ERO ETFIo#L
TEY., mEGOMICHABZRZN 2N LR LT (Fig. 3-E),

Fig. 4 3EFORERERDO O B, THENOESETaF HOBERERK ThoTc L EDa)
HOEEZNEYEOMMBOMTHELZLDTHD, 2001 £ TITOMMBORKEEIL 4 A
21 HOWEMMETHR 6, Z2D & ED 13 FROEHEHEIL 113 B TH -7, —FH, ZDHEDN
W35 O REEIL 4 A 7 B Ol CRigk S L, T DL XD 18 RO EEIL 224 TH TH -
720 NIEY; O VLB IO MG D Z DX 25 Th o123, £ DOEITHRE Tldle -7, 2002
FETITOBMBORREEIT 4 H 20 HOFRMETR.HAL, £0 L &0 15 BROFEEEREIT 17.7
BHThHoTe, —Ji. ZOFONBISOREKEES 4 A 20 A OFEMEETIRD Hiv, 23 kDY
BRI 36.3HTH Y, OFIGOEHEE LY KED o7 (P=0.0170), 2003 4 TILOIMEGD
RREEIT4H 26 A2, ETENESGORKREEIZS A 9 BICENENBILE ST h MmO
FEREIT & BT 20 BHA NP LA DR TEITR® b o 7o, 2004 4 TIX O M35 0 i K5 L
X4 H 9 BICRER I, BRYS -0 EHEEIL 100.7 B CH - 72, — . NEBORKEED 4
H 9 BiZiddkSn=n, NESOFEHEET 45.7 BEHCOMIBO Y- LL T T, WE OEITHE
THo7z, 2005 FETIXOMBORRBFEEIL 5 A 22 IS, FHEEIT3T8HETH-
Teo —J . NEGORKEES 5 A 22 BICBIE I, NEBYOYEE 1T 80.0 BHCO
GOEEDOK 25T, TOETAETH-T,

3. D HEEEOFRES

Fig. 5 132+ HORABOFEREE % L5728, 2001 7525 2005 4FF TOO MG ORAE R
ZPEMRIRE (1-5 rows) & HAIBEG-10 rows)IZ0 T CTRLZZBDTH D, FHIZEOIE Ciiah L
LT HEREEORERIIE~HEOKE R —7 L EFEOWIIC X > TR T 5
NTW5, OB TRARBIGEVDAE L TWVDA, ZHUIWT OO EHERF A =
HDOEZHM L ER T L ZITKREN-TZ, T I T, BEICERAR S ZOEICTES SN R KEE
DO OBBGOFAEROIFIE L LTI A S &, 2001 4£, 2002 4, 2003 4, 2004 4F & U 2005
FEOaFHORY T KB IXENZ ., 11.3 88, 17.7 84, 23.2 84, 100.7 86, K TN 37.8
e D, T7205, 2001 FFOFED e bK< 2004 FOBEN KT, I KRITHRNDK 9
FCTholz, —H. NEZIZOWTHRBEICAS &, 2001 4, 2002 4, 2003 4, 2004 4 &
O 2005 4D 3T ORYE 7-  BEIXZ LA, 22.4 B, 36.3 81, 23.0 81, 45.7 81, K T* 80.0
SHCTH S (Fig. 6), T78bb, NEETYH 2001 FEOBEN K HIEN-T208, I KBEEIL 2005
ETRE SN, TNOOFEOROZEEET 3.6 5 Th o7, 7od, O H NS 6 2004 4
& 2005 FDFEA EIE 2001~2003 F- DA E LY ZUVMEHIZH -T2,

4. SEEEFEFTEDOEEHEE

AW TIE T TOFAEE L Tat T AT A a~a3F Cotesia plutellae, Diadromus
subtilicornis, Oomyzus sokolowskii, Diadegma sp., Itoplectis sp. KO8, KAE DHHE
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D—WEFEWE L “IRFEMPRDO LN, 2056, aF WY LT A a~va/3F & Diadronus
subtilicornis ® “FENFEFH/EK L L CTEWVEE CHEINT-OT, AT —HiC
DNWTEORAERRME & 2T Tt T 2 FEROFHEHZFE L < FLibT 5,

(1) YRJIEEIFT AT ASA IVIANFEEBEDOEEEED

BHAMBEUED 2 HETaF HONBOMAEENRE L DR, a~vannFoFETITEA
EROONRNoTe, 2O, a~va T OELEOHERIL 3 A~7T Az o0 To AR LT (Fig.
7. Fig.8), a~aNXFOFHMRIEAE NS — L0 B E N ESLOMTIEE A EEITRD S
IR T2, AT K O FAE R L IR E R — I IRES L LTEDT, LUF, £2&
(ZFAETH R OB 2 5l 3 5,

[2001 4£]
O : a~van"FOFESHA 24 HICHRE LT HOGRN LD TGRS, 4 AT
B E CEEBEOEIMINE D>, 5 4 BOV T AL YST20 2.2 FHD a3~ 2 3F )
MLz, Z0%, BEEIIR~ I L, 6 A EAIC 038, R FAICIX08AE 72 -7z, (Fig.
7A)
N @S : a~va"FOFAIT 4 A BA~T7 A TaICEO b, BEOE—2135 A BAIT,
ZDOLEOEEIIRYT-Y 34 TH T, (Fig. 8A)

[2002 4]
O[S : a~an"TFOHEAE 3 H 23 HICRELTZa T TSN GiED THERILTZ, 4 Ak
ROFEEEIIR S T2V 0.3 BT o 7236 PRSI SR B N 580 b, 3.4 BHIZEL
7o LU, 5 A AT 0.7 BHERAD L, ZORIRAITHEENME TN L, 7H EOETHOT
MTIEbH TN a~va"FoPHbiZBiLE N (Fig.7B)
N @ : 3 A TANL a~van_XTFOHFENRO LAUT LD, 4 A EAICIE 0.7 BHIZIE X 720y
S 723 B FANCIE 8.9 BRICHIIN LT, 0%, ik L7223, 7 H R £ TR b7z, (Fig. 8B),
[2003 4£]
O [ : 3 H AN a~va"nFOFENHR SN, 4 A TAETHEEOHEMIIZEALE
Rhole, b A BRGEITIEIML, BRY7-VEBE 388 o7z, FTHICHEL 2.1 HEE
FERHEFFS LT, 6 A EAIIiRZE A E R o2 o7 (Fig.7C),
N B4 : 4 H FAIZZ OFYO THERSIL, B4V BEEIL04H ThH o7z, T ITHEDH
masttEY . 5 H EANCIX 3.7, A PRSI 9.4 B THNM L=, 6 H Efich 3.3 BEEILS
XA, B FA~T B 1 SRR IS Lz, (Fig. 8C).,

[2004 4]
O @ : 3 A LANCKRYS -0 BT 0.6 B, Al FAICIX L8 BHE ML, BHEIZ/ZR< v
FOIEENDR R D OIaE -T2, 4 H EAI~TRICIT THRY 720 X 9.5~12.3 BHCREE
OIRFENR LN, Lo L, b H AT AR B R Bls S, g 6 A Lk T 28N
ShofRREN K = (Fig. 7D),
N B4 : 3 A b bElsEsniz, 3 HOBEIX 1 FRMCHER L7223, 4 A s sn
L., BRETZVBEIT 5.6 L oTlz, TOBROHETHML, 4 A TAIIZ 7.1 8HERoT,
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No. Cotesia per plant

2001 1-5rows A
®6-10rows

3/31 4/30 5/30 6/29

1/29

2002
B

3/31 4/30 5/30 6/29

1/29

2003 C

3/31 4/30 5/30 6/29

1/29

2004 D

3/1

20

3/31 4/30 5/30 6/29

1/29

15 A

10 A

2005 E

3/1

3/31 4/30 5/30 6/29

Fig. 7. Population dynamics of the Cotesia plutellae on the cabbage of the
open culture (O—field) from 2001 to 2005.

16

7/29



No. Cotesia per plant

2001 1-8rows
6 1 ®9—16rows A
4 -
2 -
0 T | r r I L r | r
3/1 3/31 4/30 5/30 6/29 7/29
8 -
2002
6 B
4
2 -
0 T I T T T I 1 T
3/1 3/31 4/30 5/30 6/29 7/29
10 -
g {4 2003 C
6 -
4 .
2 .
0 T l T T T
3/1 3/31 4/30 5/30 6/29 7/29
0 -
g {1 2004 D
6 -
4 -
2 -
0 ; . . S .
3/1 3/31 4/30 5/30 6/29 7/29
0 -
8 1 2005 4
33.3 E
6 -
4 -
. |
0 T I T T l T T
3/1 3/31 4/30 5/30 6/29 7/29

Fig. 8. Population dynamics of the Cotesia plutellae on the cabbage planted in
net house from 2001 to 2005.
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No. Cotesia per Plant

60

p = 0.015*
Onet
OOpen
40 A
N.S
p = 0.0023**
20 A
p = 0.0081** N.S
0 | I } | | | } | } }
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005

Fig. 9. Comparison of Cotesia densities between the Open field and the Net house field.
The highest densities of the Cotesia in each habitat in each year were used for
comparison. P shows Mann—Whitney U test.
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DI S 72 0 2 BRI OMRREA 7 A £ TV /=, (Fig. 8D),

[2005 4E]

O[S 4 H LAETRAEZMRTERDN ST, 4 A THNLEEDOHMAHY 5 A 22 H O

HECTIIRRY -V BE L 159 BECE — 2 ICE L, U, 6 A LAIC 7 B8R, R FaIic)

SEATFE & Wi L 7=, (Fig. TE),

N @ : 4 A TarbBIEIED, TSIBETESE-T, 5 H LA 3.1 HICmE o7

2N R TFAINCIZ 33.3BEE THIMML7-,6 A LA)D 4,558, 7 A EA)o 2.3 §H & Wik L= (Fig.

8E).

Fig. 91X N EHE L O B O a~anNTFo v — 7 OBEZFIICHKR LI-bDTHD, F
P N BB ONTHD &, BRY720 T 2001 40 3.5 88225 2005 40> 33.3 B E TR &
KEBHLTRY, ZEEIX 9.7 5 ThHo7=, O AL THLR/ME 2.2 (2001 4) LR AMHE 15.9
(2005 ) OEEMRIZIRE L, 735 Th o7z, WITNEGE 0 BSO 3~ 2 FOREZ I
B9 % &, 2001 45, 2003 4F, K TN 2005 4E00 N B OB T 0 D 1.5 %5~2. 75T, A&
ZENRO LT,

(2) W®BEYE Diadromus subtilicornis ([BIREEDEENZ &)

8 AMBEED 2 AEF THETH D 3T TOMOMEERENE L Vs> 7=D T, Fig. 10
& FiIg.11 121X 3 A~7 AR O AR %R LTZ, E ANTOFRMiINRHEA 2 —2 0 B & N
GO TIEE A EZITBO NPT, L L FICEDBEROEEBIREI -T2D T,
LUF. 4ERI, BSEBNCRATY E OB 2 k3 5,

[2001 4£]

OB : 41X 4 H Ewb 6 H EAIZHT TRO bz, 4HL/775>6WT/7 T TR

725 FE DR DT w6hto4ﬂiﬁ@ﬁwwwﬁétwafi01@ 8 X 72 o T D3 E R

ROEEIL2.8FHTH Y, Z OB OHERIT 28 5 Th o7, BMEEDIREX 5 A LA E Tt

W23 b H FTAINCITRI o —ICBEMNME T L7z (Fig. 10A),

NEH : 3 A Tanb 7H ERETRAENEO G, Ml (9—168:) @ 4 A TN,

iﬁx5ﬂ?@®%ék@%gi%h%m0&La24ﬁf%oko4ﬂT@m%5ﬂT@_

T TOEMFIL 3 ETH -7 (Fig. 11A)

[2002 4]

O : 4 A THICKESTZY 1O TFENBIEIND E T ARNTFOFEITEIFED LR

ST, B H FAOBEIIMRYSZY 1.98HT, ZOFEIIINNRREETCH-7-, THEAET

BRI o e 3w A T Et s - (Fig.10B)

N &% : 3 H Mo 7TH TRE TRERREO N, 3 H Tﬁﬁ% 5 A ERIC)HT TIEATR
ABEINL, 5 H B — 7%@&#1%%%@35@ HELl, £0%, BHICEEDKT
DAROH BTz, 6 A AL TAIZITFA2EBO ol o/, THAICAYBEBREINT, 7

ﬂL@kT@@%ﬁﬁ%%k@OBﬁkOﬁﬁf%ok(Egnmo

[2003 4E]

O 3 : E ANRNTFORAIT 4 HFAE 5 H FTRICHT CoARBIEINZ, 4 H TR~ A L
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4 -
2001 1-5rows
3 1 ®6-10rows A
2 -
1
0 T T —L T T
3/1 3/31 4/30 5/30 6/29 7/29
4
2002
3 1 B
2 -
1 4
0 T T T T 1 T
3/1 3/31 4/30 5/30 6/29 7/29
4
g
T:. 3 2003 C
o
a
5 2
€
I
S 1 1
.o
o |
g 0 T T T T T
3/1 3/31 4/30 5/30 6/29 7/29
30 -
2004 D
20 -
10 A
0 T T T T T
3/1 3/31 4/30 5/30 6/29 7/29
8 -
6 - 2005 E
4
2
O T T | T 1 T T
3/1 3/31 4/30 5/30 6/29 7/29

Fig. 10. Population dynamics of the Diadromus subtilicornus on the Open cabbage fields from
2001 to 2005.
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2001

B1-8rows
B9-16rows

A

5/30

6/29

1/29

2002

3/1 3/31

4/30

5/30

6/29

7/29

2003

No. Diadromus per plant

3/1 3/31

4/30

5/30

6/29

1/29

2004

3/1 3/31

15

4/30

5/30

6/29

1/29

2005
10

3/1 3/31

4/30

5/30

6/29

1/29

Fig. 11. Population dynamics of the Diadromus subtilicornus on the cabbage fields in the net

house from 2001 to 2005.
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No. Diadromus per Plant

40
p = 0.0101*
Onet
30 A OOpen
20 - p = 0.0548
N.S p=00351"  Ng
10 -
0 | | + | | I t | | | t t
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005

Fig. 12. Comparison of Diadromus densities between the Open field and
the net house field. The highest density in each habitat in each year
were used to compare the Diadromus densities. P shows Mann—
Whitney U test.
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BB EOE—27 THY | KUV EEIT2~3H TH -7 (Fig.10C),

NEE: 4 A LAETIELALBESN P>, 4 ATANS 5 A LAICHT TR 9510
MU, BRY7Z0 BRI 5 BHIC o7z, 5 A THE CREBEDIRENFVZA, 6 H AT
W L7 (Fig.11C),

[2004 4£]

OB :3 ALans 7H ERFTCRAENREDLNTZ, 3 HTFTaUND 4 A EAIZH)HTTH 15
EOHMMPRD BNz, 4 ADOMT > L BBEOREN X, Y720 BT 22.9~25.3 6T
bole, TDO%, b5 HITIX, BRE7ZYD 1TEEWIMIEAD L2y, 6 AIZIZD T Rmysio b
- (Fig. 10D),

NESH: 3 A TG T7THTMIETHRENRBD LNz, O @G EFEKIZ3 A TaNrG 4HE
BINCNT TEEORMRENNRB O bz, 4 A EmUBELHEIML, 4 A TRICITHRYS 7= 0 %5
FEDS 15.8 BHIZEE L7z, b HITIXAMAREBE O IR b/ A, 7T ARE TSV 1 BH#T
"% OIEEN T2 (Fig. 11D),

[2005 4]

OB : 3 ATaNDL TH ERETRAENRD LNz, 4 AT, FEAIBE (1—5%]) TIIHY
720 LTHEHOE ANRNTFRPULLIZR, 4 AROWZ X D720, 5 A LANCHIR L7, S
(6—10%1) <TiE5 A B IE FAIZT CRMREEORMARD Hiv, Y4720 5.7
WZE#ELT, 20k, 6 A LA, [ATFAICT T, B AXNTFOEE T L 72 (Fig.10E),
N@EF:4 A TR0 7H EAETCRENRBD N FEOY—2 135 A ThA~6 A LAIT,
ZTOLEOBEEIIMHYSTZD 9150 758 CTh-7- (Fig. 11E),

Fig. 12 /1IN @H L OB DO ANFOE— 7 ROEEZFFNH LT b DO TH L, £7,
N B ONWTH D &, Y720 EEEIX 2001 400 2.3 BHM D 2004 40D 155 BHE TEH L T
BO., KKRKERDD %@@i67ﬁf%oko*ﬁ 0 ¥ To/IME 1.8 (2002 4F) &K
fiE 24.9 (2004 %) O EREIL 13.8 fiFICFE L7, &KIZ Nl%&Ol%@th%@aﬁ%m@
T 5L, 2002 XN @I O T E Do 7208, 2004 FITIC 0 BSOS A E o 7z, 2001 4
2003 4} U 2005 4RI B L CIEA B R 2 m@%hﬁ#oa

5. RERBDFHIZEE)

SORBEITEG L, BT AR E Lz, E<ICat ToBEREL o724 A
A~ HI2£< @B biz, Fig. 13 & Fig.14 (X0 @5 L N @G D, 3ﬂ~7ﬁ@F%%T
L7ebDTh D, WIELROFABEDOFHIHRIL 0 MG E NBSLOMTIZE A EZIT
Wiehodz, LUF. AR, BRI AR OB & 5k 4 5,

[2001 4£]

OFE : BEFT4HTHE S HEACER Lz, 2T TOEBEENMIN-T-2720, Y70 ELT
EA%L 2 B ChH -7 (Fig. 13A),
NEH:5 A L& T <RBO N Y7 O THEEEIL5HE 4.1 A TH - 7= (Fig.
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2001

1-5rows
®6-10rows

A

2002

4/30

5/30

6/29

7/29

3/31

4/30

5/30

6/29

7/29

No. disease per plant

2003

3/31

4/30

5/30

6/29

7/29

2004

3/31

4/30

5/30

6/29

7/29

2005

0
3/1

3/31

4/30

5/30

6/29

7/29

Fig. 13. Seasonal occurrence of the DBM infected by fungus disease on cabbage of the

open culture from 2001 to 2005.
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15
2001 5 1-8rows
Wo-—
10 - 9-16rows
5 -
0 I T I T || L I. L L
3/1 3/31 4/30 5/30 6/29 7/29
15
2002
10 A
5 -
0 T T | I T T ' T
3/1 3/31 4/30 5/30 6/29 7/29
15
g
a 2003
qg 10 4
a
S 51
N2
o
S . L . I . .
3/1 3/31 4/30 5/30 6/29 7/29
15
2004
10 A
5 -
0 M | ; " ; I | ; |I I ; ;
3/1 3/31 4/30 5/30 6/29 7/29
20
2005
15 A
10 A
5 -
0 . —L ' | . .
3/1 3/31 4/30 5/30 6/29 7/29

Fig. 14. Seasonal occurrence of the DBM killed by fungus disease on cabbage in the net
house from 2001 to 2005.
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No. DBM killed by fungi per Plant

30

Bt p = 0.0109*
[m]
Open N.S
20 1 p =0.0000%
= 0.0008** p = 0.0007*
10 1°
0 |, | : 1 :
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005

Fig. 15. Comparison of no. of the DBM killed by fungus disease between the
Open field and the net house field. The highest density in each habitat in each
year were used to compare them.
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14A)

[2002 4E]

O[S :4 H AL SHLAITHKTHETT HEENZBO LI, Ll BEEITHKY
v 2EEAI% TH 7= (Fig. 13B)

N B35 : misthus 4 A bbb Ldo8mL., 5 H BN 0 10 8RR & eo7-, L
2L, ZEO%IT 1 RN CHER L. (Fig. 14B),

[2003 4F]

O B : WsEHIL 3 H EAIND 6 H BRI CRO LI, ZORERE K> 72, 5
HERoOE—27RTH 1 8% ThH -7 (Fig.13C),

N@%:3 H T b 6 ARAE TRAENRD G703, 0 @ & RIS AFEITIK) - 72,
E— 27X 5 H THIT, 20 L EDORAEEIT4HTH TH -7 (Fig. 14C),

[2004 4]

OBE%:3 A Lt 6 A LAIE TRAENED LN, 4 A b TRORELR ERbE L,
R 72 0 AR AR IE 11.8 8H & 152 B CTH - 7= (Fig. 13D),

NE&EE: 3A AL 7THTHETHRENRDOOLNTZ, OFGLFERRIC4 A EAE 4 ATH
(ZIRFEHREIT & <2 ot 4 ARDOKEYS -V HEEIX 10.8 BHTH - 7= (Fig. 14D),

[2005 4]

OM@B:3 A LAMNS T7THERETRAENREDLNTZ, 5 HTFAIE 6 A LRAICHIZEL, 5 HA
AitE DIFFE R FEAE LT (Fig. 13E),

N &% : 3 A LA G 7H FAETRENRO NN, 5 H ML 6 A LALISoRsEEIT
Kotz 5 A FTRAIORKAERITRICEL , BRL7-VEEIX 1498 TH -7, 51&%Ki< 6 H LA
DIEEIT 4.8 TH -7 (Fig. 14E),

Fig. 15 1% N ¥ & O BB OIRFE RO V' — 7 B DB EZERNIC B L7 D Th D, T
N HZHZDONWTH D & HRY 720 B 2003 40 3.8 BHA B 2005 400 14.9 SHE TEH L T
B, HRERNOEEFRILAETHo72, —FH., O @S TOR/IMAE 1.0 (2003 4) & HKIHE
15.2 (2004 4F) OZBRIL 15.2 f5IZ#E Lz, WIZN B L 0 B DORFE R DI A % g9
% &L 2004 FEBREVTIOF S N BI5IE 0 W% Elalo7-, 2004 4% 0 [l D5 3k 7=
VPEFEAERUIZ o 1o D, AEETRD b h o7z,

6. SLEENURRBEDTEID ST HICAIDHFLERK
(1) DFATALASA IVIANTFOSERDEEZE)
FTTICHRAREZE I8 ANSRED 2 A TaF ToMEENE L DRV d T, Fig. 16~
Fig.20 (121X 3 H~7 AIZBIT D2 a T HOEE L HAEROEE L /R Lz, LR, F5l, BHHIC
AFHOBEE L 2~ 2 NFOFAEROFEHER Z7ERT 5,
[2001 4£]
O BEE A0 1 1 HICEMLZF ¥y XY ClEa VoM hEE T4 A FTRICE—212E#EL,
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FRM7-0 SEERE CHIM L= FAERIT 1 %R THo7-, 5 H LA, a2+ TOEE TS
V3L DLTNME T LA, 20 L XD a~wa2 T OFEERIT 50%I2 7 L7 (Fig. 16-A),
2H19BICEMLEF YRV T, a7 TOBEIX4 A 2 1 B £ T2HARNMCTIEL- 7228,
sﬂiﬁ ABHETHIM U=, FAEFRITZL 1 HEMOX v XY O%5 LAEERICS A EAIICE E
D 61%IZE#E LT, 5 A MALRIZ = T HOBEIFMET L, FAEFRIL0~100% & K& kv
(Fig.16-B)

N B : fifEDO 1 1 HICEM L 72Xy XY Tl o HoshEE T4 A Balice—2I12#EL,
BRM 720 16 BHSRE TN L =N FAERIT 1 %R Th 7=, 5 A LAILIKE, Y4700 2 BER
D HZx LT HB0~60%DAER%E R LT (Fig. 16-C), 3 A 16 HIZTH L7-% ¥
TIE, AT HOBET 4 A BAE TERVIREED e 7225, 4 H 21 A2 484, 5 H 3 HIZ 1280
EWINLTe, a~<annFoOEERITA4H 21 HIZ15% ThoTein, a T TEEOLY— 7K TH
%55 H 3HICIE39%F T LA L (Fig. 16-D),

[2002 4]

O B35 Al 9 AICEM LI-X v XY TiXa T TOEEIT 3 A TN 7= 15HE THML
Teh, FERITO0NDEETHo7o, 4 H 3 HITEM L72F ¥ XY Tlda o hEE T
LPFoWz 50 FAICIEERE CELZ, 20T HO Y — 7D a~ 2 XFOHEARIL50%
Thote (Fig. 17-A), BIHED 12 AIZEME L72F v XY Tk 3 HifD 6 2 O EILD
LT obHL, 4 HFAIZE—ZIZE#EL, Y4720 9FHRE TN L7, ZORAERE — 7K
@%ﬁ%ﬁ&%?%ok.mgiwmo

N@%-3ﬂz1a’*ﬁbk ¥ARY T T HOREEIL4 A EALLHEIETS 5 A A
ICE—ZIZEEL, BRM47-0 138 IeoTz, a~a T OFAERIT 4 H 7 HIZ 20%., A FAIC
42% L LR L, a b ismBEOY— Ko 5 A BA)ICiE 38% Th - 7= (Fig. 17-C), BI4ED
12 HICER L%+ XY Tlid, T HOBEIL 3 H A LEBRICHML, 4 H20 ik
—Z\ZEL, BRY7D 19 BEICE T AT, Z0LXDavanFOHFAERIT 19% ThH- 7,
5 H A, o W OBET 1EICEI LZ2, 0L & D%ERIT 83% Th - 7= (Fig. 17-D),
[2003 4£]

O B4 : AitE 12 AICEM L7-F v XY Tl a A OEEIL 3 A TA LN LD 4 A TA)
~5 H EANCEEY T T~8 BHICE T L7223, FHAERIL 6% REE LI ENG o7z
(Fig18A), — ., 4 A1l HICEM LI=F v XY T3 <ica - Aosm»sthEn, 5 A 11
AIZIZE—2ZIZZE L, BRYE720 108HE RoTc, ZOatHOBEY — 7 KEDOFAERIT 26% T
bole, FERITZEOHRIBIZEF L, 5 H FHIZ TB%IZRoTeh, ZDLEDaFIOEE
TG 720 18 E Tl LTz (Fig. 18-B).

N B3 : 5 12 AICEM L7-X v XY Clidar HoEEIL 3 A T LEIN LA 5 A L4A)
IHRY 72D 1IBEHETHMLE—2I0ZE LT, a~van"TFOFRAETIOL ZHD THE SN,
FHERIT 16.6% TH-7= (Fig. 18-C), —FH, 4 A 1L HIZEML7=F+vXYTH 5 A 11 B
IFHOBEEFRYTZY 16 HE E—JI0E L, ZOLEOFERIT 2% THo72, 5 HTF
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WX T HOBEEITHRET2Y 6 BHE FEHLU TR T L2, a~vanFoFERT 61%%
~L7- (Fig18-D),

[2004 4F]

OB : AiE I HICEM LS Y XY ClEaF ToBEEN 3 A LAY 1456, [~

TIX 16 BHE mUVREEMN DD e, a~a T OHFRAET 3 H LAICHOTNIRD bz, [H
?ﬁ XN %OFERPBESINT, 4 AIXULDIZEM L7F v XY TlX, 2T TOEEIT 4
FARMOIRVVIREED 6 A FAIE THOOWERN, ZOMOa~va A XFOEFEARIT 20~50%TH
->7-(Fig. 19-A), —JF., 11 AIZEM L7=F v XY Tid 4 A ERICa T T OBEE I S7-9 63
SHERMRICIN LT, a~an"TFoRERIT 4 A EAICIE 16%, R TAICIEK 28% £ TRE-T-
(Fig. 19-B),
NEE : 4 AZUDICEM L= vy XY Tk 6 A LA E THY7ZY 3~6 BEDIREEDFEV 2,
avanNFOFERIT 4 A Ta~6 A LA E T 22%~34% CTLE L T\ (Fig. 19-C), R4
11 AIZERE L7 v XY ClE 3 A M 2 H OB E LT Tl %%k@9@&ﬁofwkﬁ
AvIANTFOHFEIFTIZEAERBD NIRRT, I T TOEEIT4H A, ©—7I1TEL, £
W20 S1EHICHIN L, TDdH & 4 A TFAIC 1TEHLE OB LR, Zofoa~aF0
FAEFRIL 20 % ThH-72 (Fig. 19-D),

[2005 4]
O B35 : AiIAE 11 AICER L7 v XY TlEaF W OBEEIT 3 AR E THY7-Y 1 5AHRI% CHE
BLeA, 4 HICAY 7TE, RITFIZIE 1 BHEEMARD Nz, L, ZbDaF i
DA ANRFOFEFIIIEFIT Doz, 4 H FAICEM L7F v XY Clida T OB EIX
5 HTHA7THE, 6 H LA 15 BEEHMLIZA, oD arHicsd b a~vaFoRAERT
55% & 50% T ->7= (Fig. 20-A), 3 A 30 HIZEM L7=F v XY TOaF TOEEILS A |
)10 BH, [AITNA 19 BHEMI LT, ZOBE EAMOaF Hioxd 2 a~va XFoFEFIT
40% & 55% Tdh - 7= (Fig. 20-B),
N @ :3 A 30 HIZ WLK%VAJTQZTWQﬁVWmi5H IASTHRD B,
FROEEIT 7T, RITAOEEIXS0HICELE, ZRb0a T HIcxtdTda~va FoEH
EFIT 45% & 66% Th 7= (Fig. 20-C), 11 HIZEM L7z v~ Tld a7 H OB O
X4 A LAETIELEALBOONRD -T2, 4 A TAICEENRSE VY=Y 118EE o
e ZOATHIHTDHavaNTFOHFEERILI% TH-7= (Fig. 20-D), 4 H 28 HIZEM L
Xy XY TOaFTHOREILS HTAE 6 A EAICERO b, 3R, Y70 BT 75
Thole, TNHDaFHITRT 5 FAERILT2%E 63% Th -7 (Fig. 20-D),

(2) WwFEEE XINTF Diadromus subtilicornis NDEERDZEMEE)
Fig. 21~Fig.25 (21X 3 A~7 BT D a T TOMEE L 2T D b AT OHRERD
HEZ R U, LUF, 5], BSEAINZ 2T T OEE L v AT OFEEOFHNEE Z ik
%o

[2001 4£]
OB :AitFD 1 1 HICEM L= v XY CTlE 3 A THICa T HOMWMBENKY7-Y 258 T
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No. Larvae per Plant

No. Larvae per Plant

Cotesia % parasitism (1-5) 2001 open

8 100
E=DBM larva A
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4 50

2 25

0 T 0

8 ) 100

/ ;

Cotesia % parasitism (1-8) 2001 net

20 100
C
15 75
11/13
10 50
v 4/14
5 25
v
0 - -0
Cotesia % parasitism (9-16) 2001 net
20 100
D
15 75
9/28 M
10 - 50
v 3/16
5 25
v »/i v
o ool 1 = == [ — [
N N N " N N
Q Q ™ Q A% Q G- \) A Q
DI S S S S S U
v Vv v Vv

Fig. 16. Seasonal changes of host density and percent parasitism of Cotesia in 2001.
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Fig. 17. Seasonal changes of host density and percent parasitism of Cotesia in 2002.
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Fig. 18. Seasonal changes of host density and percent parasitism of Cotesia in 2003.
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Fig. 19. Seasonal changes of host density and percent parasitism of Cotesia in 2004.
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Fig. 20. Seasonal changes of host density and percent parasitism of Cotesia in 2005.
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o7z, FlEKEL 5 A EAICITROE BT T La, FAERIZSIHIZER L, 61.4%I05E
L7 (Fig. 21-A), 2 H 19 BICEM L7 F ¥ XY TIXMOZE X 3 H~4 H fRx 8L,
5H EANCHRYS -0 BTHEO B — 7 IZE LT, E ANRNFORFRAIT4 A LANSBIEINEDT-,
WOEEDOE— I {H, ©—27 kK, KO — 7 BEHROFERITENEI 31.0%, 53.2% & 90.0%
Th -7 (Fig. 21-B),

N B : mE@llﬂ EME L7eF v XY ClIda - ToOMmEEIL 3 A TRICIX 3780, 4 H |
e —71c L,%éﬁ@66@ifﬁmtﬁﬁE%A?®#$i3ﬂTﬁ#6ﬁﬂéh
RIRFH O A ERIT 4.9% TH -7, 4 H BAOFERIT 22.0%C EF- L7 (Fig. 21-C), 4
14 HIZEM LI v XY TlEa T TOEEILS H~6 A LA ﬁ>oﬁf&bfo%iof:75‘i1§k&b
720 1TEHETLIM Uo7, 5 HTHE 6 H LD ARFOFARIZ 62% Th-o7-
(Fig. 21-C), 3 A 16 HIZEM L7=F v XY Tlk, 2+ TOEEIL 4 A LA F TIERVIRIED i
Wed, 4 A 21 HIC1.88H, 5 A3 HIZ60FHEIINL, B —27IZ#E LT, B AT OFHFER
X4 HTRHIZ16.7% Th o723 4 A THI~5H TRIDO 2 F HEED Y — 7 REDFAEFRIT47.5%,
32.7%. &1 80.6% Th -7z (Fig. 21-D),
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Lt#\txﬂ%mﬁiﬁ 0% Toh-oT-, 4 H 3 HIZEM L% v XY Tlda VO

TFEAEEEDL D72, =2 o726 A THTOHLMRY TV EEIX 0.7 THH- T,
#$4i5ﬂiﬁ 50% CdH -7 (Fig. 22-A), BIED 12 HIZEMLIZF v XY T3 A F
NS AT HOEEITIHMEILIC O 4 A TAICE—ZIZEL RS20 7.7 8HE THINLE,
ZD% 5 A FAER FAIZIZEN TN 455HE 0.8FHE B Lz, EANTFORFAIT4HTH
DY TN BITESBOONRNST28 4 H 20 HOE ANRTFOHFERIT129% ThH -7,
FERIIZO®EEY, 5 LA R FTHICIE 41.8% & 66.7%IC EF- L7- (Fig. 22-B),
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25, b H EANCHRYS -0 48 FHO Y —ZICELT-, UL, B FaICIE 1.2 B & HFOMREBE &
Ieole, ZOATHOE—IREEZDEZLDE ANTFOFERITA47T.1% & 94.7% Th - 7= (Fig.
22-C), AIFED 12 AIZEM L7eF v XY Tk, 2+ VOEEIT3 A LanrbEZICEmL, 4
A 20 HiZE—ZIZ#EL, R4 171 BEICH 272, EANTOFAEILZ A 28 HOH 7 v
MORO BIERDTEA 4 H BA) & TRIOFAFIT10.6% & 18.4% THIMDFEEIT/ NS o T,
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IS TOFEN T H PAICHRSETZY 2.1 81, [ NAICIE 1.0 B E 2o 72if, 47.5%~63.2%~
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Fig. 21. Seasonal changes of host density and percent parasitism of Diadromus in 2001.
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Fig. 22. Seasonal changes of host density and percent parasitism of Diadromus in 2002.
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A B2 38H, MITRAIC 15 BHE AT LT, EANRTIZ 4 ADII LD OEIEI NN 4
HOFAERIZ18% L 14% Th-o7-, L L., 5 A LAICHFAERIIBEE 2N E /R L 58% & 7¢
72 (Fig. 23-A), AIFEO 10 AICEM L72F ¥~ Tl 3 A E TR S T OMHIFK 4720 3
%&2@ftﬂn%®#£iﬁf IFEL TV, B ARTFOFREITELBEIN 21T,

R L72F v XY TIEa T oL 4 A TRETIZEALRBO AR T2, 5 A 11

_%étw5£#ﬁ%éhko_h%®ﬁm%%ﬁtxﬂ%_;ofﬁééhfwk(Hg
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22 HIZEM L7 ¥ XY TlkaF Aolfii 8 AE Tl A lBEIN -7 (Fig. 23-C),
4 A 11 BIZEM L7=F v XY CTIIFE FRIC 2 Ao EEN 186, 5 A BA) 488, A PRI T
FHERECMITHEIN LTz, ZOFEOHEIMEEIL T ANNFHHML, FAERIT 0%, 47%.
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TAINCIE 16% DFAERNBIE SN, 4 HIZUDICEM L72F v XY T, a4
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S (Fig. 24-A),

AR 11 AICEM L7+ XY Tlid, 8 HDE ANRTFOHFRERIT 5% E 2% K-> 7208 4 A
ANV FEMOBEEN 3SFHICHMLTZ & &, ZOFAERIL 69% 28I LﬂLtO4HTﬁ
HHEMWMOKL -V EEIL 41 BHTEWREETH o720, ZORIOFERIT 7T7T%ICE L
(Fig. 24'B).,
NBEE: x>y bATATIE3H BT, 7 HTORYS70 55 1L 3 BN CHIMMmITLE LT
FELTWENR, EANTFOFARIZEAERD LN -T2, LL, 4 AIZAY, FEhH
DRG0 14.6 B E 21.0 81 & HINT 2 DITHIIES L THAETRIZ60.1% & 92.7% & BHIZ ES-L
7= (Fig. 24-D), 4 AIZUOITEM L72F v XY TIEFEOWIED 72D & A RFOERIT—IK
w2 T2, 5 H~6 H LAlZa Wik X7- 0 5@%;?&216#( EETHINT2&, BEAN
FILFEOINELONT S Uy AERIT 22%~40.9%12:% L 7= (Fig. 25-C), £7-. 5 A
1HICEMELIEZF Y XYTH, I XVOHEIBRZICEID aFHE v ANFIE5 AL
2.6 HICAY a T OEEN 2 BaT#ICHE T L5 & FAEERD 61.8~T1.8% LHUEE -7

(Fig. 24-D),
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Fig. 23. Seasonal changes of host density and percent parasitism of Diadromus in 2003.
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Fig. 24. Seasonal changes of host density and percent parasitism of Diadromus in 2004.
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Fig. 25. Seasonal changes of host density and percent parasitism of Diadromus in 2005.

41

24 O 100
C3DBM pupa —— / A

% Parasitism

% Parasitism



Fungi % parasitism (1-5) 2001 open

16 100
A
C—/IDBM larva
12 1 =0y parasitism — 75
8 50
11/24
e 4 / — 25
s v v\
o Q——S\G('d
B 0 T T T T T T 0 E
a Rz
= B
g 16 Fungi % parasitism (6—10) 2001 open 100 g
X a
o B -
=2 =S
12 75
8 50
4 2/19 25
e ~ I o v 93
0 T T T T T 0
N N A\ N > N £V N “ N
Q Q - Q % Q Q- Q A° Q
DS S I S S S S
Vv Vv Vv Vv
Fungi % parasitism (1-8) 2001 net
24 — - 100
C
18 75
11/13 /
12 _ A 50
! // \ /
ekl /oo NL
S
o 0 . N — P ‘_‘ : I_I /| : 0 g
o 2
o [7)]
= 5
g Fungi % parasitism (9—-16) 2001 net a
S 24 100 =
z D
18 — 75

12 ,/\ - 50
9/28 ﬁ — Y‘%/3 f
/ 25
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in 2001.
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EiX5ANbmEmEY, 5 LA 28, WTFA118H, 6 H FRISHHEHB LI, ZOMDE AN
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Ho7= (Fig. 25°A),
N B : §i4E 11 A RICERE L2 % ¥ XY TRIAFEOM a T T OBEHEIMNIIZE A ERO LR
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AEHRIL 27% Th o 7= (Fig. 25-D), 3 A 30 HIZEM L7 ¥ XY TO 2T HOEEEINIL 5 A
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6 H AR E MK T L7225k Y 72 0 B 51T 10 38 CHBpm U REED e\ o, ) i
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W18, 6 H EAIC3FHE RO LN, ZHODHE~DE ANFOHFAERIL 25% & 64% Th
- 7= (Fig. 25-D),

(3) RIABRREDOEZE)
Fig. 26~Fig. 30123 H~7 HIZBIT 2 2 HOEE L RRFHIZE
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e, ZOBREKL 7 H FAICIZ 18 E e o7, RIRE ORGSR 5 A TR L 6 H BAIZ E5-
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DT 4 A FA)E TIRVIREES eV 7223, 4 A 21 HIZ 68, 5 H 3 HIC 18FH &ML, ¥
— 72 UTe, SRR FIT 5 A BRI BRI FAICNT T EA L.38% & 61%IC k- 7= (Fig.
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Fig. 27. Seasonal changes of host density (pupae + larvae) and percent parasitism of disease

in 2002.
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in 2003.
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Fig. 29. Seasonal changes of host density and percent parasitism of disease in 2004.
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oo 2D 5 H LA LR FTAICIZENZIL 5.2 8L 1BHE A Lis, SRRERERIT =TT O
BENE—7 ZBE TR T LIt 5 H EAns ER Lz, 5 A B TAOSRRERGRIX
52% & 80% T ~7- (Fig. 27-B),
NESE:3H 21 HIZEM LSy XY TE4 H LANSD LI OBERSEVIZLD, 54
FANCERYS -0 1T O — 2 ICE L, ZOE— 7KL Z0EEORREBRERIIELZEN
’%%kﬂ%f%ot(ﬂg27®owﬁmﬂ2ﬂ TR L7-F v XY TlE, aF TOEET 3
A ERADDERIZEML, 4 A 20 HIZE—Z7IZZEL, B4 Y 36 I 272, 2O — 7K
DRIRFERERIT 14% L &Ko7z, ©—2%0 5 A LAIOaF TOBE IS -0 9 H LW
L7223, 2D & & ORIRFEEIEERIT 70%122 5 Lz (Fig. 27-D),
[2003 4£]
O B : BI4E 12 HICER LZ2F v XY Tld =T 413 3 A T E CIREE THR L2, 4 1
AN TE, RTFAIC 28 BHE SBICHIIN L2, 2L C, 5 A RANCIFHR Y720 1380 & L
W7z, Z O, SKRIREEGERIT 10% AR ThH-7- (Fig. 28-A), 4 A 11 HIZEM L% v
ANYTFaF AT 4 A TANGHENZIZCD, 5 A 11 BITKEYS7ZY 15 BHOE— 7 IZi#E LT,
ZOE— 7 REORREELERIL 10% Tho7c, LL, FTH, 2T TOKHZ Y EET 3
FHA TR o 72 AR IR YL =1 87% T - 7= (Fig. 28-B),
N B35 : A 12 AICEM L72F v XY Cida b P oBEIT 3 A TAIE T 1ERETH -2,
4 B ERNDEMMICHE 2D 4 H TRE 5 A LAIOKY -0 BT 1480 E 23 BHIZ LR/ LT,
IO FHIZEBIT B RREEGEIL 10%H1% TR - 72 (Fig. 28-C), 4 A 11 HIZEH
L7F Y XY CIRHRITAIC 2 TOEEN 38, £ LT, 5 A EMIC 2082, B—27 1T
HLm, T0%, 5 H TH, R4S EEIX 1280 L 22 0 B EINC 2 > T2, SRIRBEIRGRIT 5
ATAICEEY., Vo7 VHD 66% 03 H5 T L= (Fig. 28-D),
[2004 4F]
OFE : fiE 9 HICER LK v Y Tl T HOBEN 3 A LAickk7-0 2958, [T
21X 27 BHE @mUVREED DD, RIREEEFEITE % ThH o7, 4 AIFUDICEM LI ¥ ¥
XY T, T HORY TV BEEIL6FHEZEB X D 2 LN h o), SRIRFEEYFEIL 5 H M)
&6 H AT 48% & 41% M itsk s (Fig. 29-A), B 11 AICEM L7=F v XY TlE, 3
ADIZECDNE 2T HOEEEMPIEED 4 A FAICIIRYS 720 101 BHO K EICE LT, €
D%, 4 H FRIZIE 66 B L, AREERERIT 4 A TRICEE D 46% DK HK T
L7z (Fig. 29°B), 5 H 1 HIZEM L7Z2F ¥ XY T T TOBEEEMIIZTEALERD S
IR Tehy, b A TR E 6 H RAIOARIRERGLHIL 50% & 656% ThH-7= (Fig. 29-B),
NES: 4 HIUDIZEM LI=F v XY Tlidar AN 4 H TALDESHITEML, 5 H TA
ZHEYS 720 11 BHIC 72 o T SRR OIEGe313 5 A Efi~6 H THIOM 30%~40% ToH - 7= (Fig.
29-C), BIED 11 HICEM L7 v XY Tk 3 ANDEERINNMEEY 4 A TS
46 BHOSEEIRRE L oo T, 2OV =7 RFORREEEEIL 17% Tho7en, =2 %D 4
H 24 B OPFE TITRRERGEEIL 57%I2 LA Lz (Fig. 29-D),
[2005 4£]
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Fig. 30. Seasonal changes of host density and percent parasitism of disease in 2005.
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O @ : Bi4E 11 AT LIS v XY Tlda P ToBEEIT 4 A BA~4 A FaICHT TEAK
WZHI U R 72 0 BRI 36 FHIC /e o T, Z D & Z ORISR 1T 2% TH - 7= (Fig. 30-A),
4 A TANZEM LT F v XY Tlixa - Hid 6 A LR E TN LT Y720 19 BHIZE LTz,
SRR Z ORF S EF L, 6 H RA) & TAIOKEEEIX 41% & 68% Th -7 (Fig.
30-A). B HRICEMLI-F ¥ XY TiX 4 HTANL a T HTOBEREEVIZL® 5 H FHIC
FRM720 30 BHICELT-, RRERRERITIZOE—7ENLEEVIZLD, 5 A THE 6 AL
RIDIEYHRIT 33% & 68% TH - 7= (Fig. 30-B),

N B35 /iE0 10 A & 11 ARICEME L2 % ¥ XY CIEAFOMa T T oOBEHEINTITE AL
BOLNT ., SRIREOFEILIZE A LFRO L) > 72 (Fig. 30-C&D), 3 A 30 HIZER L7z
Xy XY T T HOEEREML S AICA->THHRO LI, 5 A LAOBEE X 1286, AT
HOZFUL 71 B E BN o7, £ Dtk 6 A LRIZEENKES O —ITIK T L2k
W70 B 10 B CHIEBMEVIRIED W o, a P W BEO Y — 7R ebb 5 A FAO%
WHERYERIT 40% TH Y . 6 A LAIOKYERIL 68% CTh-7- (Fig. 30-C), 4 A 28 HIZEM
L7ex ¥ XY COaFHORAETS H TAICHKSTZD THH, 6 A LAIC 9RO Hiv, K&ER
BB SN2 o7, L L, SRIREORKERFILZ 6 A FAICRD b, T3%IC=#E LT
(Fig. 30-D),

(4) BEBEARRBICK > THRTCUIEZ DT OB ERDOEENEE)
Fig. 31~Fig. 35123 H~7 AIZBIT 2 aF HOEE (2O 3, 4, #ilf, SR
DR L KL (2~ F | B AT SRRE) Lo THE Lz HoElE (LLFZ oF
BDOZ LT REMNES) OWHEER LI, LUTF, FRL BIESHNC 25 0 OFE L RFET R

ZHIMHE &l 7 5,

[2001£ﬁ1
OBE : iifED 1 1 HIZEM LIz ¥ XY Tid 4 H FAIZ :%ﬁwafﬂ%étw11@ft
—Z\ZE LT, MIETRIT 4 H EAIE T 10% AR TH-722, RAZENG 5 H EAIC
T 30~68%ic@mE~7-, (Fig.31-A), —FK. 2H 19 HIZ ﬁbt%v«/fi:%ﬁ@&
R 4 A B E TS D 2RI OIREBOHN TN L ORI LIRYD, 4 A TRAIC4H, 5
AEAIC1I08EEE—2ZIZELE, ZOE— ORI RIL 64.2% Th-o72, 5 HHFLIKE
2T OB LT L7223, MR RIXE 61 EAH L7 (Fig. 31-B),
N@%-%ﬁwlLﬁ’*ﬁbk%&&yfi:%ﬁmﬁﬁi3ﬂﬁﬁ# BmEDIFLD, 4
A EAIZIZE =22 L, BR4720 23 BHE TN L7-, Z DL X DMIETRIT 15% 5 TH -
7= (Fig. 31-C), 4 A 14 HIZEM L=F ¥ XY Tl aF TOBEEIL 5 A Tackd -0 38EE
T U=, Z0%EL 7 H EAICIZ 18 ER -7, 5 T~ 6H Lo EIX
63.4~69.4% CTh->7- (Fig.31-C), 3 A 16 HIZEM L7=F v XY TlX, =+ TOEEIZ4 A
A E TIRVIREED W23 4 A 21 AT 6ﬁi5ﬂ3a’18@kﬁML E—JIZ#E L,
WAL HIT 4 AL EN MR EA L 5 A TIE T4.2% I LUKZ IO LU 7T HRET
HeFs sz (Fig. 31-D),
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Fig. 31. Seasonal changes of host density (pupae + larvae) and percent parasitism of natural

enemies in 2001.
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Fig. 32. Seasonal changes of host density and percent parasitism of natural enemies in 2002.
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Fig. 33. Seasonal changes of host density and percent parasitism of natural enemies in 2003.
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Fig. 34. Seasonal changes of host density (pupae + larvae) and percent parasitism of natural

enemies in 2004.
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[2002 4£]

O BB A9 AICEMULIEZX YRy CldaF TOBE L3 A TS0 288F THINL
o, T RITEN -T2, 4 H3HIZEMLIZF v XY TlEa T TOBEITIZFEAEGE D
e BRYTS Y 1HERIR THER L2y, IETHIT 4 A% LI 60% N0 E KT
Thot- (Fig. 32-A), BIED 12 AICEW L7 v XY Tl 3 A TR D a4 ORI
MEF LD, 4 A FAICE—ZIZ#EL, HKY7-0 1TEETHEMLEZ, T0% 5 A LAERT
INTIFENEN6FHE 1FHE D LT, AT RIZa T HOEENEE Va7 4 A EAIZIX
F7210%RTFHETHoT=M, a T TOEELY — 7D 4 ABY21E 31.6% & LR L7Z, &51C
LT RITZDOH% S EH L, 5 H LA &L TRICIEENZEIN 67T% & 93% CTh - 7= (Fig. 32-B),

NESE:3H 21 HZEM LSy XY TIE4 H LANSD LI OBEERSEVIZLD, 54
FANCHRS -0 1TEHO Y — 7 IZE LT, BIETHEIT 4 A THIZ 46.2%., 2+ HOE—TBIC

iimﬁ%&kﬁb\5ﬂTﬁiiSMé_ibt(Eg32®owﬁﬁﬂ2ﬂ TERE L 72 v X
VTR, AT TOBEEIT3H LR GEFEITHEIML, 4 H 20 HIZE—2I1TEL, R4 36
SEICHA 2 7=, SETRIT 4 A BRI SHIN LD 723, 4ﬂTﬁ@:%ﬁ@t—7ﬁ TER
30% A CThoTe, LL, b H EAICITEMAREMNAH Y | 84.3%DEmVKEIZEL, £D
IREEN 5 At ¥F THWz (Fig. 32-D),

[2003 4E]

O B3 : AitE 12 AICEM L7=2F v XY Cida 41X 38 A TR E CIREE CTHR L7723, 4 A
A 7T EA, RIFANC 28 BAE RIRICHEIN L7, MAELERIT 4 HITA-TROREE 7208, 4
HTROarHOBEEL—IIFTH 11% CThoTz, 5 A LA, a - TOBEEIIHKYST-Y 13 88
EWD LARD T2, 2D L EORIETFIL 34%~ & EH L7=(Fig. 33-A), 4 A 11 HIZEM L
Xy XY TClEa it 4 H FTANSEMZIZTD, 5 A 11 HIZkY7ZY 15O B — 7 (T3
L7c, ZOE—7RFORIETHIT :w%f&oko%@% S T OB IR T L7k
HThoTel, BIEERIXSIDHIZERA L, 93.8%I1CE L (Fig. 33-B),

N E3E : A4 12 AICEM L72F v XY CiEa - HoOBEIT 3 A TAIE T 1ERB CH -2,
4 7 FRNSEBICHE X 06 4 A TRIE 5 A ERIOMYS - BT 1488 & 23881 EF L7z,
ZIH D F KT HIIE LT ZIL 10%55~40% CThH 7= (Fig. 33-C), 4 H 10 HIZEM L
TeFdy XY IR NI a ST AOEEN 38, LT, 5 A LAIZ 208D, B — 715
Lz, 20, 5 H AL, BRYET-VEEIT 12 HE 20 BB -7, #IETHEITS A L
WANSRITAICEEY, 31.4%05 83.7%~& EH L7z (Fig. 33-D),

[2004 4]

OB : A9 HICEM L7-F ¥y XY Tl a - AOEEN 3 H LAICHYS7-0 2954, A T4
ZIX 2T HH E EVREEMN DD\ e, Z ORI ORIE T FRIL 9.8% & 17.9% CTh-7-, 4 H 1 HIZ
EMLTEF v XY T, 2T TOMRYET-VEEIX6BHAMR D Z &Moo 7o), MIETHEIX
4 A EAINC 40% £ TENY, ZOHDTNICTR-7228, 6 H BRI 65%~69%I2 E5F L
7= (Fig. 834-A), HI4FE 11 HIZEM Ltﬂﬂﬂ\/’( . 3 AR U b 3 O EHEINI G
FU 4 H EAICIIEYS =0 101 BHOEEEIZE LT, £ Dk, 4 A TAICIX 66 BEIZHED LT,
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AT HRIL3 HRETH%RRETH 720, 4 H AT 43.6%. A FAIZIX 72.8% ~& E&
L7- (Fig. 34'B), 5 H 1 HICEHE LI=F ¥ XY TlEaF HOEEHINTIZE A ERD LR
MoT=N, MFELCHRIL 50~80% D i\ Ik #EN >3- (Fig. 34-B),
NEF: 4 AZUDITEM LY XY TlEaF 2084 H FaALVESeHITHEML, 5 A T4

WZERY 720 11 BHIC 72 o 72, MRAETHEIT 4 H EAIE T 10% R CTH 7223, 4 H TRILIE 44%
~67% TZELTW= (Fig. 34-C), BIED 11 AIZER L7723 ¥~ Tl 3 H 2B &N
WIRED 4 A ERICHRYETZY 46 O mEEIRREL 2o T, ZDE— 7 IFOIETHRIL 42% T
Hol, fAﬁEti ITZDHRIBICER L, a T TOBEENIKRYT-V 37T9HThH-7- 4 HTH
21X 78.4%IZ7E L2, 5 A 1 HICEM L72F ¥ XY TO I+ HOHBEIL 5 HININETLIEE
B2 WMo TN, ML RIL 50~T0% T2 E LTz (Fig. 34-D),

[2005 4£]
O B35 : Ai4E 11 AICEM L7-F v XY Tlxa+ W OEEIL 4 A LA)~4 A FRICHT TRIK
[HEIN L, BRM 72 0 BEEIL 36 HHIC 72 o T2, 2D & & £ TOMIT RIT 10% AT TH - 7= (Fig.
35°A), 4 H FAINCEM LI=F ¥ XY Tlda S 716 Hiﬁiftﬁébu LT, #R¥M 7= 19 BHIC
L7, ML A EAICAMIZEE Y 80%IZiE L, ZNLIkIE 60%~90% D &\ IRHE
o3 (Fig. 35A), BI4E 10 H 15 AICEHE L 72 % v Tld 3 H R £ THIETEHRIT 10% K
WChole, SARICEM L7+ XY TIT4 A TN I T TOBENEHEVIZILOS5HAT
AIZHEY -0 80 BHICHE L7z, MAET=RIT 5 A FAMSLRIRICEE Y 44.9%. [FH FTHIZIE
63.6% & 720 . FHLIEIE 64.3~85.7% DV IREEN S-S = (Fig. 35-B),

N B35 fiE0 10 A & 11 ARICEME L2 % ¥ XY CIEAFOMa T T oOBEHEINTITE AL

R LT, KECHDIFEE /N & 52> 7= (Fig. 35-C&D), 3 H 30 HIZE L7 v XY Tl =
T HOFEEIEINL S HIZ A>T L@RO LIV, 5 H FAIOEEIT 12 86, [F FAIOZ i 71 87
RN D 5T, D% 6 A ERICEESNLSO—ITKT Lz, MIETHIL 5 AR
MHEEVIZLD, aF HEEOE—7 R 26 5 A MIZIL 68.1%ICE L, ZhliEd S
HIZEH L (Fig. 35-C), 4 A 28 HICEM LT1=F ¥ XY TOaFHD¥RA1X 5 A FaIHKED
720 TH, 6 A FEIC 9FRED HiL, K& ARMIIBZE I oT, LnL, RIETHRIL6
H THILARE 70%H#% O mVREECHER L 7= (Fig. 35-D),
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% £

Xy MEES TV O BICRIT 5 2 - EERET 2~3 ADDEEOHMMBHEED | 4
H&HZHWE5 I —7IZE L, TOBRAERBEERTLZRL, £O%, E~HKITITIFLAE
HERBEHERTE 220 B WITEEEAED L (Fig. 1), FEEOMEEIZET SR HEE SN
5T HRD LT (Fig.2), 2o OFEFIZFEIINO 2+ T OLRMPE~PE THDH L)
WD T+ BT B LRI, 2 T OE~FKOE KT ORI DGR OfEYE T
ZEERLTWD LY IS,

N B OREAR L O BEORAEROMICITEWIEDOHBBRFED b7, EW O EBBRIX
X v N DOIFAEN 2T H OFEE LI E T — ANTHBE Lo 2 L2 RBE LTS, Z LT,
10 Bl 7 B CiE N B OEE X O B % EElo7228, 2 fllEiic O BIGOFEEN N @HiEo
BEA Llalo7 (Fig. 8). £7o. BHEOZIEND MBSO R 2 el L7356 121, 2002
L 2005 1% N B OBEN O [#hZ2 LE - 7228, 2004 £ TlxZ oM ch-7- (Fig. 4),
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W OEE 2 it L2\, O BIEICET 5 2001 4-~2005 4E00 =) 1 ORE Y 72 0 5 B O K%
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N BB 5T 22.4 (2001), 36.3 (2002). 23.0 (2003), 45.7 (2004). 80.0 (2005)
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B35 Dz ERl> TEANICREWVDIE O BIGICEBWTEREOZEN —BRENI & &R
L TWDDNS LIVRY, 2D 0O 5 FEFOFRMEB DR E LT, 2004 4 & 2005
FEOFAERIT 2001~2003 FE L0 N Zholo b 52 K9,
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Tayal)—EDT 7T TREMORKE: E—EELAeERE VXD,

SHEDOERFRBEREORE) : AW Clia T o h Lo EAEk L U TERENED b7
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OBMERWEIZL TR, Xy NOFEL b AT OEE L ORI EOBRE D Z L3 T
7o io(Fig. 12), I NFIHARKOE ARFIZHLTH 9ImmDO Ry hD A v =l
A EREN 2o T b D EEbiD,
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ﬂﬁf%ﬁ@iﬁ#%ﬁ’>7Tﬁ$$ﬁhﬁb'ﬂﬁﬁ?ﬂ’o%uﬁ®#$$ﬂﬁ$én
THY (FHE, 1989 : BFH 5, 1996). ffHRRE F CamWEHAERNHRF SN FHFERTH D
ELEZXED,

FRRBRBRROZEEE) ORI LWL L5 B OFIA 1 UIE LIE 50% 12 3E L7228,
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2E®TEﬁC%K%L&DTa3tLénT%%ti@éﬁgﬁ A ANRNFROE AT
78 & ORBEFIIA S @Wikh&@ﬁﬁ 4 HIZUOENOIEEINhE -T2, 2072, 4 A
KETORBEIZ X D aF HORTHITEE 30% A5 T, TOME=5X135995<, 200144 A 7
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