I Letter KOREAN JOURNAL OF APPLIED ENTOMOLOGY I

oI S8 S OIYK] (©) The Korean Society of Applied Entomology
Korean J. Appl. Entomol. 61(4): 657-658 (2022) pISSN  1225-0171, elSSN  2287-545X
DOl https://doi.org/10.5656/KSAE.2022.11.0.074

tH O 3518 SEALS 9]5
2C|%8 Lots St fch Aot
e - FsE - Otehat - FsY

NE

MEXIOTA, TR YIS, *2HLSY A ST}

=

o
re
-+
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I
ABSTRACT: This study was conducted to identify methods to improve the emergence rate of Aphidius spp. in agricultural fields. The
emergence rates of Aphidius colemani released into agricultural fields were 37.2%, 54.4% under ‘sun blind’ conditions, and 63.1% in the

group in which shade and moisture were provided. Provision of shade and moisture upon introduction of Aphidius spp., can increase
adult emergence 1.69 times more relative to a control group.
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Table 1. Mean temperature (°C) and relative humidity (%) by
different treatments

Treatments Temperature Relative
(°C) humidity (%)
Untreated 253+1.5a 67.8+5.6b
Sun blind 253+1.4a 647+390b
Sun blind + moisture supply 24.6+1.6a 82.0+109a’
307 o Untreated ()
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Fig. 1. The variation of temperature (A) and relative humidity (B)
conditions by different treatments.
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Fig. 2. Emergence rate (%) of Aphidius colemani by different
treatments in the greenhouse for 7 days. ¥, significant difference
at P < 0.05; **, significant difference at P < 0.005 by Tukey's
studentized range test.
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