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Figure 1. Daily consumption rate of the different instars of C. carnea on nymphal population of
T. vaporarium
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Table 1. Life table of green lacewing (C. carnea) on nymphs of T. vaporarium

X Ix dx Lx TX ex
Egg 100 15 91.5 165 1.65

st
1 85 59 55.5 725 0.86

instar L
2I’1d
instar L
3I’d
instar L 4 4 2 2 0.5
Pupa 0 0 0 0 0.0

Adults 0 0

26 21 15 17 0.65
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Convert to next stage (%)
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T T T T v T b 1

Egg « 1%Larva + 2%Larva » 3%Larva Puparium Adult

Predator life stage
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Figure 2. Survival percent of biological stages of C. carnea on nymphs of
T. vaporarium
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