F @ ¥ 2012009):133~134

- YR -

T4 /1N 35 88 X FH A 7 2 B 2 M

Fz W, B =&, U R, ¥

7, B A k', KAl P

(L RIS T A A , #TVT IR 31750052, & M TTAEHY) PRI ALBERS , Wi 540 318000)

B ERAFHREHOTNTHEM, T 2009~2011 # 47 & [H 8 &, BF XA D L8t g
R ERRFENY o, EREAP MBI ERSHBEO Y mELL LT EMALLEFTRN
AHEE, 2010 FRAEKB, ATMBREE0.25%,ME =& 3.0kg/667m*;2009 & ApE,H

TR E 10.63%,4 % = F 252. 6 kg/667m’,
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THAE/INSLME (Bactrocera dorsalis) J& X8 B L F},
M /NS08 S AR A , B A4 AR A SR SE N e,
FEORLARBSCE B SN RS F 2007 F£EH K
KA AR 83.6 hm, R T RGN L i XAt
War= BRI, F 2009~2011 #E47 T Ha] A iR
1 #MBS5SF*

L1 RGNS A & A

2475 el A A7 /0N S 5 ) LI 45 B 5 2009 4F- A EE
RH4~12 A A THFRE/NSDbE () LR 3 883. 0 H/Hf,
2010 4E 42 B & A4, 7.3 K/, 2011 4R o R 52 K A,
300.5 H /¥,

1.2 HElFEA %

VAR TEWTVL A RIS T B BERE 5 R 1T G
FiR R BB BN KL 5] W8 18 a, &
FREAG T P9 B AR 3 A AN 5 Bk 3T 15 Bk
MG AR 1. 2 he® . DAAAR /1N SIZ 08 g AR ARG SR SE R F
(BN 8 A 9 A%, MHE SR ST i i 6 B ARk =
RG-SR, 0% 7 d AR BRI 4 51 O 3 SR 4
At bV SR HR I 2T RBRA b 3 R SO b |
TR UM EoE AR e B RO B RN
A, 2009 4F AL M AF SR SE T 35 566. 2 H/ B, 2010 4
237.6 H/kk,2011 4F 246.5 H/#k.

2 HBREHMH
2.1 PR bR AR R

AR /NSy AR AR SR SE O T R S AR /NS R
AREIMI, HR 1A, 2009 AR /) ST W B A

E—EE®MN:EFHA953), 5. BB RET. AL EZNEHY
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rfs HH#A:2012—01—29

A ERBERN 5.7%;2010 i LA, EHRER
0. 08% ;2011 4= iz % , I EHIRF 0.49%,
x1 HESZEIHEN TERHOAEER

2009 4F 2010 4 2011 4F
WEEH  AFER O BRE BFER O BREER AFER EXR
JReHmTY /% /R /% /R /%

98 7H 2.3 0.41 0 0 0 0
9H 14 H 0.7 0.12 0 0 0 0
9H 21 H 2.3 0.41 0 0 0 0
9H 28 H 1.7 0.3 0 0 0 0
10A5H 3 0.52 0 0 1 0.39
10H12A8 9.3 1. 64 0 0 0 0
105198 47 0.83 0 0 0.25 0.1
1082 H 2 0.35 0.2 0.08 0 0
11H2A 1.3 0.23 0 0 0 0
11H9H 4 0.71 0 0 0 0
11A16H 1 0.18 0 0 0 0

&it 32.3 5.7 0.2 0.08 1.25 0.49

U TR 3 AP, LRI,
2.2 XTMHE SR B

M AR SR 52 M A /DN SE W S, 2 IR U T SRR
Hn. 2 AIA1,2009 4ETERFN 4.93%,2010 4K
0.17%,2011 464 0. 58 %,

*2 g E IR HEE R RN

2009 4F 2010 4F 2011 4
WEAY  VERE O HRE O BRAE O BRE O BRE BER
/R BT /% /R e Rl /% /R e 1 /%
9A7H 6.3 L11 0 0 0 0
9H 14 H 3.7 0.65 0 0 0.25 0.1
9821 H 2.3 0.41 0 0 0 0
9H 28 H 2.3 0.41 0 0 0 0
100H5H 4.7 0.83 0 0 0.5 0.19
10H12A8 3 0.53 0 0 0 0
0A19A 4 0.71 0.4 0.17 0.5 0.19
10H26H 0.3 0.05 0 0 0.25 0.1
11H2H 0.3 0.05 0 0 0 0
11A9H 0.3 0. 05 0 0 0 0
1MAHA 0.7 0.12 0 0 0 0
it 27.9 4.93 0.4 0.17 L5 0.58
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R 3 NGAW EHR R EF R M IE SRR MR/
ST AR R LB RM A ER, RI KW, NEEM
2009 4E, R EZRAT 1k 10. 63%4;2010~2011 £EH 0. 25 %6 ~
1.07%,

2.4 XM B R

R 7= B A7y ) 25 S 488 K, FH () R ARG /1N SE 88 kA=
BENCHERE, 2009 FHAE/INCMWE KA MG
B 252. 6 kg/667n ;2010 442 KA 58 3.0 kg/667nd ;
2011 SR kAR R T & 13. 2 kg/667m’,

R 3 HEDZBXHERT SR AER 3 &g

-3 F F 8 NN o
wann v v wam ww wEm S e JLAF i) T 0 A 0 47/ 52 o 6 R SR
2 — DR 52 € B AL TR BT A PR

JH e B /% /R /% /R /%

SR7E a6 L@ o 0 oo Wi H RS BT SRR A, 5
9H14H 4.4 0.77 0 0 0.25 0.1 . N N
9);] 21 E' 4.6 0. 81 0 0 0 0 ﬁ%lj\iﬁkiﬁgw*ﬁi? EE] lﬂki%j‘?%%%ﬁ
9H2A 4 om0 0 0 0 fin. o E B, 40 2010 4F 9% K AL Sk E N AG R R
10H5H 7.7 1.36 0 0 1.5 0.58 0 = ;. S N
R H 193 )1 . . . . 0. 25% , #R =8 3. 0 kg/667m’ ;2009 FEfRE K4, HF
0A19H 87 1. 54 0.6 0.25 0.75 0.29 HER AR 10, 63% ML= 8 252. 6 kg/667m?,
10 A 26 H 2.3 0. 41 0 0 0.25 0.1
1182H 1.6 0.28 0 0 0 0
11A9H 4.3 0.76 0 0 0 0
11 A16H 1.7 0.3 0 0 0 0

Ait 60. 2 10. 63 0.6 0.25 2.75 1.07

Effect of Bactrocera dorsalis to the Production of Citrus

LI Yun-ming' ,GU Yun-qin' , XIANG Shun-yao' , MING Ke* ,QU Bo-you' ,ZHANG Xian-ping’
(1. Wenling Plant Quarantine Station, Wenling, Zhejiang 31750032, Taizhou Plant Production and Quarantine Station, Taizhou ,Zhejiang 318000)

Abstract; With Citrus unshiu Marc. cv. Miyagawa wase was used as test material, through the field surveys in 2009 ~
2011,the fluence of Citrus unshiu Marc. cv. Miyagawa wase to orchard hangs, fruit drop and yield were studied. The
results showed that the damage of Citrus unshiu Marc. were closely related to the population of Bactrocera dorsalis
(Hendel). Its population remained low in 2010,and average rate of insect damage in orange was 0. 25%7 ,s0 yield loss were
3.0 kg/667m?’. Its population occured seriously in 2009, afterward the rate of insect damage in orange was 10. 63%,so
yield loss were 252. 6 kg/667m?’.
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