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Table 1. Parameter estimated by Holling's disk equation, indicating The functional response of female

and male adult and last instar larvae of S. gilvifrons to densities of T. urticae on 3 greenhouse cucumber
Hybrids

. Sl sl e E 591 g BRI £
R T/Ty X = SE Mean Parameter Plant hybrid Predator
0.834 30.11 8:8‘5‘2 : 8:82‘; ;h Fadia Lot o
£ T S R v
0.837 32.92 8:81; : 8:(1’82 i Sina L
0.832 31.25 8:8‘7‘? z 8:8(9)3 {i‘h Fadia LsLs .
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male
0.815 24.84 ?:83‘; : 8:821 ;h Sina Lo
. T S S
. + 0. .
0.852 21.71 194?322 : %ﬂoéz ;h Sina L
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Table 2. Logistic regression analyses of the proportion of 7. urticae fed by last instar larvae of S.
gilvifrons on 3 greenhouse cucumber hybrids.

‘ l . T l e ° e
P-value Chi-Square 2 hite! sl 29 Ak Ol oS “\)M
SE Estimate Parameter plant hybrid
0.022 523 0.6528 21.4933 P,
0.045 2.96 0.1025 0.1764 P, .
0.069 3.30 0.0044 -0.0080 P, Fadia Las
0.093 2.82 0.0000 0.0000 P,
0.018 1.74 0.6118 -0.8060 P,
0.016 175 0.0972 0.1285 P, .
0.116 2.47 0.0042 -0.0066 P, Sultan L.
0.136 222 0.0000 0.0000 P,
0.016 5.75 0.6643 -1.5942 P,
0.010 270 0.1037 0.1705 P, .
Sina L
0.105 2.62 0.0044 -0.0071 P, ina L
0.151 2.06 0.0000 0.0000 P,
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Table 3. Logistic regression analyses of the proportion of 7. urticae fed by females of S. gilvifrons on 3
greenhouse cucumber hybrids.

lasbew! clas | WA Lo olLS

P-value  Chi-Square s 252 s O O S
SE Estimate Parameter plant hybrid

0.025 128 0.6561 0.7415 P,
0.052 0.41 0.1028 0.0660 P, .
0.263 1.25 0.0043 -0.0048 P, Fadia Lo
0.253 131 0.0000 0.0000 P,
0.545 0.37 0.6369 -0.3853 P,
0.010 6.60 0.1032 0.2650 P, .
0.004 8.02 0.0044 -0.0126 P, Sultan ol
0.007 752 0.0000 0.0001 P,
0.0030 8.82 0.3439 1.0215 P,
0.5266 0.40 0.0281 -0.0178 P, o
0.405 0.69 0.0004 -0.0003 P, Sina ..
0.176 1.82 0.0000 0.0000 P,
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Table 4. Logistic regression analyses of the proportion of T. urticae fed by males of S. gilvifrons on 3
greenhouse cucumber hybrids.

losbew! (glas 1 “ol,b b o oLS
P-value Chi-Square R 29 Pl Ot o5 Sy
SE Estimate Parameter plant hybrid
0553 035 0.6242 20.3696 P,
0.021 532 0.1004 0.2314 P, o
0.009 6.69 0.0043 20.0112 P, Fadia Lo
0.013 6.06 0.0000 0.0001 P,
0.005 7.64 1.0657 2.9451 P,
0.713 0.14 0.1527 -0.0561 P,
1t - Ualw
0.661 0.19 0.0061 -0.0027 P, Sultan
0.499 0.46 0.0000 0.0000 P,
0.046 3.96 0.7499 1.4920 P,
0.798 0.07 0.1144 0.0292 P, .
0.328 0.95 0.0048 -0.0046 P, Sina ..
0.260 127 0.0000 0.0000 P,
3 : y

Sl ;)&u—&»ébpw )Oméby o..x...Sp.Ja...;ks..\...IS )5.‘5l3 ;)&w (5”[" u.u.us‘j

Sy O )‘ alises 6[.@@5‘,: PLI) | doxbo ..\_»‘54‘5‘0 )5) L) e as ‘) ‘_§‘>)a ‘ssula u,u.._ﬂﬁ (SOIOIHOH 1949)
STy .(Pervez and Omkar, 2005) oS oo (adriv dasb Cosex ol o1, 50 GJ)IS 1) g ool oylis
s OYYA) g ladl ol a8 5 )18 cw) 0,90 mbie 5l (5 beus jo Stethorus oz S jsuiaS b
&9y » L. turkestani o T. urticae Zosoz 3| 43355 L S. gilvifrons 4565 S ;90085 (59, p 995> o o)
Peterson and .0ge5 oMel YA L Joleo |y a2 plalil g By Sodsn g0 £05 511 ol STy o) sloS
sladgs 5, a8 Comex 0 S, punctum 5,55 L8 69, p 995 sloow,p ;o McGregor (2000)
> ol jo g ab oo ol 5180 0l jo Handling time  glows le) dexbs 1515 yiol38l b as aczdl o
oolgls LS, adss (L) a5 wd, S ased W ol e 00N dexb o Gy 3l 6505 lgioee
50 SO b STy a8l e Baisd ol ol ey cwl atily b o515 4 Coccinellidae
P90 5 5l Glabe %pe 59, 2 @l sloy 5 Lo Wy 5y 2 Hb osle LTS pgast o)lse (S
&.} TR G,..l;' oSy y Ql)}uo ol & e g )f)liw Cmnd> )_...L o..x.;.:wQL.i;s aS «Cewl 00 &.;.Jﬁm
Juliano, 2001) 0s-i ol e ;0 oo f‘,51).'; =bey b oojjsa ﬁ,_f oS3 &)‘)’J‘ L alo> &,
5oyl Ky base Lod g L ol ek g40 4 5 IKG b STy (Holling, 1959 Rogers, 1972
aalez e ol |ﬁl~o6u|.a DSl £33l 0925 Laore 10 desb G LS g ol Laore sles a5 ayl
ot 25y E5 L g il LB, peiese pd jsbas ‘)‘5"“’115 oS p Pl g oo Ol lalS g
Pl b peds cld p olS sl awsls o 3b 5K ks, ladies b g 00,108 L5t ol
b pleds gl aeslie oRaly wilys oo LS -V :(Cortesero ef al. 2000) silosges aodMs 15 o,l9e
‘;LD)}SB ] wlﬁ ula).uo oL.S &)5.'93)5.0 6&%57)-'5 L doxb L )5) @L..u..:é u‘)—o.b =Y oS p.b‘)ﬁ
S p e b cate Pl aillg oo ol S pletle 5 S Culis (ooge SloS p dlapsSe 5 (S whaw pla
psY oM (lalS -Y gl oo ol,5,80 L) o Pl cel el jls aile plS il asls 5188
wybiﬂmébps‘f)éwwkj]..;)d ‘)5) u;‘@‘)lSoMLmsJ)jmbfu_v‘ ‘;)ls...u
STy 55 (goaxie O5lge 10 g g0 (oL deab ST 4 T IS e (Suly l «aS' 5 sbay (Juliano, 2001)

\#



VA0 Jlo o) o)lads b ol (g0 9,15 (S 390l

U STy 595 p 995 slo o, yo Pervez and Omkar (2005) o ools aseid pow goi 51,5, K0 b
3 e m=b STy ge LSSl Gl 5o aS Woged lo S jeanas eolgils calize sladiss
5 sla Sy s oy 53 dea o515 5 olizae oS 5 dms sS4 Ay 5 g, i oo
31y Olaiz 8. gilvifrons ,s pgw £95 5 p90 €95 b (iiSTy €95 90 canlice g, (pl 5l lis 5.5 S595UeS
@ 5l s spSTy )0 pow g5 0l STy 28 adl «(Holling, 1959) 89 o ob; dasb o515 iul38l
(Pervez and OmKar, 2005) 548 oo o5U 50 Sw )8 5l a5 aoo oo lis o (Sily o515 iols8l
g Sl @l pB)l (g9, » O. sacchari g, n S. gilvifrons 4355 #, ow,p L (Darabi et al., 2013)
o T. turkestani | 43x5 L 5 K5 465 peodr oml j2iSls aslllas L Sohrabi and Shishehbor (2007)
pow E95 51 Poulmi oS5 Olposs ply o 1y SIS ol b (2aSTy (WYAY) JlS 5 ool ol (ioren
W3ged (955
Sylge plas jo oliiws loy o aS 00 T cdalin Ty olows lo) g a o> F5 lo sl sy 5o
Nilson and ) oS sloul Cosgaome 5 )IK0 L8, ;0 YU sbapSTy jo alg oo B 5 ol doab pin
Sidgn Jow b llae a5 (Jeschke et al., 2002) Steady State Satiation L SSS Joaw wlw! s .(Ruxton, 2004
ol o0, g ales (ool apaloe cgaine 1090 c0 SIS Al> e iy A G5, 4 > el ous @il
23,05 50 )18 (ss 2550 58S g0 Al e o o g WAl ead SIS R0yl Jolie (al 45 05800 (28 55k
ul s onl o ale gl ey Slp S8 Al e 5l SIS jse Jletal g al e s LeSS 6lp 0¥ Ol
Ot ek Jloo 4y |, [FIS0 gemmine Jlizl g aiils 13 Jolie ol sljgle a5 09 anles slang s
SUal 195 o 1A el L a8 S 01,3l 50 muad al> o o (e Sl Y ley e aS Ll 1S e
stpbie Lo jlade 5 0355055 (o, Uole ,o o> 558 SO alises o3l o ol ey a5 cuils
30 S oo oo Cadly ol 5l Galiee pB)]  Slhows ley ol jo jlo sre BB saalie pac g tall
slaba>de BB ol Lz oslivl 8590 slaoyyup pled (59, 2 65, Al ;0 5,0 alex 25 BuioS
chw 65y 2 S5 lp g, e SUls Lo 4 wilgige 45 0,05 aule @l sloosls 5 Loy I S
Sy e el )_..>L‘ Cod Dals 4 Stethorus gslag Y Coddse e adly (o all jLs S S sl
andss bolew 5, Sigaias b STy asdlas yes (Imani and Shishehbor, 2011) .o)ls 1,3 b3
b osle 01,8l (gl g <NYO L plp |y pilez cpw log,Y ales &5 ¢ sz Lugd S 0 (55, » E. orientalis
ale> #, 35 (Darabi et al., 2013) .o)ls calls ol G 5l Job mbo b as wols las «/-FF
li b aS Woges dewlore <[+ V-2 /Y Sics alizeo o)1 (59, 0 O. sacchari ) 4,355 by ol 3, S j90iaS
Slp des Fo b a Jlode Gdod cpl o swypm 3590 Gl ,me o 0 o) Slgdren Gis ol 5l ol
slaae (Darabi et al., 2013) 8,180 oliews Gloj gy 5o 00,5 cdalive oS by, sl 5l LS 0 e
3 0 dwlore polde 5l aS winged 5155 /YFE o VY Sis il s8] (g5, g 0s SIS slp | Ty
oLy Ol oLS Sl 0g> Slllas o> Karami and Shishehbor (2012) .04 5 yion jlows pol> udod
;&w élla 01)5‘ 9 Lmb}/ 6‘)4 ‘J,d}.?u U”‘ e 0 4....»[7{.9 Th )‘..\M ..\;Q)s ..\..JL ‘) ol.:.w ¥y J”M;:S ‘5>L-..u~)
Th Jlode cnl 5l ey 455 9kt 092 (et alie SlEESS I St (o) 2 3550 b5 Slady yo pled () 2
&b ol gl +/YYY (Imani and Shishehbor, 2011) b sl </+AY 5 g, ¥ slp «NYF L Ly
hews oy Jele aw S jo .cwl oals (5155 (Matin, 2008) &L o8l 1,5 -/\YA g (Mehrkhou, 2009)
Sl osds Gpo o) sk IS 5 caiias (gl ool Bro oy 3l ai e a5 W8 o b b leis

\Y



e S0 el STy e oS 5T

2SS YL ST Jdo a4 lgs oo 1) .(Hassel, 1978) ool 00,55 doxb man sl p3¥ loj g denb 0,55
3lged dpzrgs Slindon plo b anglie jo ) 5,10 5 SYsb oliws gloj 5 o5 ahex 25 LS sbbS 2 9)
wile iz SzeS ladesb (o Cuigac Glp (93 oBaly wilg e olS S mhaw GlapsSs 5 GRS Som
|y 55 mbas sloS )5 WL o515 b s slacS ; 4zt ;o «(Bayoumi ef al., 2014) aisly 5,6 slaass
WS (oo JSoie Lz dasb 4 (o 50

6 o 4 Jy sl 5,6 sleasS JS Gl o93 Jlom S5,58 lgiigo S, gilvifrons a1 uésale
S8 13 o 3 ISl 0,5 0 liee olS S sl oo 05lgen 5SS 5 liee ol el
Jb e 5 05dos Cgmime Sufglsn SIS Jole CoksS Giomis Glp 255 e (23l (b ST
Lulys o o1 5l Job @l jeds plomes 9 9,5 H13 (wyp Syse 35 o oaiws LS5 ozl canl o
RUIUWIE I WA KT S JE

References P
oole e a&iolosl Ll i o Panonychus ulmi Sbg)| 0,8 &S 5| ads5 b Orius minutus 5 S

Coroz Olpsd 5 138 135, «855)gm axlllas g Stethorus iz sloS js0idS cwyp AYYA 5.8 (5 LS
Sleal ez gl olRadls ol | gwlis IS ael LG L lawser bl (Sias g )l5e jo 8. gilvifrons 4545
Asas VOA
YY-0- (V) alS sla o g BT, oo LS sy, Tetranychus cinnabarinus

3,5 (6 darwgi o Lioled regu (slaililS Sl js <l il o o sla Sl AYAY ‘Gﬁbgs"".’
FEY amian .(65,0liS 10 g 995 3l dige ooliwl 5 SU5elgm dlge

P CH PRV RV CO3 L DY R FY PR ' BC g O Pl VG S PR WA SR RIVE T | 16 Y PRV VOWE Sy SUv)
Asio Ve LS

(599 adllae g ol 45 oliwl jo Stethorus Weise > S jgacas ool VYYF .z wolj ol
el i caasi 6,58 4Ll S, gilvifrons (Mulsant) S 590085 0gul (3,9 el 5 ol
Ao 1A . e y0e Gy olBiils

SyeaiaS (69,Y ad) 90 Jsb g 4ndm e o desb (ST STAVYAY .S (IS 9.7 00l S
YYD asao oyl ) (SKo50lS 0 S pens by Stethorus gilvifrons )ls>aS

lion iy i JU 4std 5 kol i e 5] oS S5 5 SIS LS VA g )5

ode als L le S sl slaSjgaunas 98 I sisu AYYY L e (Buan 9 .0y (Sleol solja L eS
FE-YO N F g5,5leS

Olyez gl ol8asls wl )l cwlid )5 aebpbl asS g 5,5 clis sl S aanas (58 NYVYY Lo (g e
Ao VFY lsal

slbdo pio bl sl IS asbbl L liows Ll glacSjsanas 98 5l cise AYVH g ol Sy
Azas AP LS olSils

YA



VA0 Jlo o) o)lads b ol (g0 9,15 (S 390l

azmao VFO 5l olRiils

Bayoumi, M. H., Osman, M. A. and Michaud, J. P. 2014. Host plant mediates foraging behavior and
mutual interference among adult Stethorus gilvifrons preying on Tetranychus urticae.
Environmental Entomology 43(5): 1309-1318.

Brodsgoard, H. F. and Albajes, R. 2000. Insect and mite pests. Pp: 48-60. In: Albajes, R. Integrated
pest and disease management in greenhouse crops. Kluwer Academic Publication.

Cedola, C. V., Sanchez, N. E. and Liljesthrom, G. C. 2001. Effect of tomato leaf hairiness on
functional and numerical response of Neoseiuluscalifornicus. Experimental and Applied Acarology
25: 819-831

Chazeau, J. 1974. Evaluation de ['action predatrice de Stethorus madecassus sur Tetranychus
neocaledonicus. Entomophaga 19: 183-193.

Cortesero, A. M., Stapel, J. O. and Lewis, W. J. 2000. Understanding and manipulating plant
attributes to enhance biological control. Biological Control 17: 35-49.

Darabi, A., Haghani, M., Jamshidnia, A., Zamani, A. A. and Farrar, N. 2013. Functional response
of Stethorus gilvifrons prey on adult females of the sugar cane mite Oligonychus sacchari. Journal
of Entomological Research 5(4): 341-352.

Egas, M., Norde, D. J. and Sabelis. 2003. Adaptive learning in arthropods: spider mites learn to
distinguish food quality. Experimental and Applied Acarology 30: 233-247.

Gullino, M. L., Albajes, R. and van Lenteren, J. C. 2000. Setting the stage: characteristics of
protected cultivation and tools for sustainable crop protection. Pp. 1-15. In: Albajes, R. Integrated
pest and disease management in green house crops. Kluwer Academic Publication.

Hassel, M. P. 1978. The dynamics of arthropod predator-prey systems. Princeton University Press.

Holling, C. S. 1959. Some characteristics of simple types of predation and parasitism. Canadian
Entomologists 91: 385-398.

Hull, L. A., Asquith, D. and Mowery. P. D. 1977. The mite searching ability of Stethorus punctum
within an apple orchard. Environmental Entomology 6: 684-688.

Imani, Z. and Shishehbor, P. 2011. Functional response of Stethorus gilvifrons to different densities
of Eutetranychus orientalis in laboratory. Journal of Entomological Society of Iran b31(1): 29-40.

Jeschke, J. M., Kopp, M. and Tollrian, R. 2002. Predator functional response: discriminating
between handling and digesting prey. Ecological Monographs 72(1): 95-112.

Julliano, S. A. 2001. Non-linear curve fitting: predation and functional response curve. Pp. 178-196.
In: Scheiner, S. M. and Gurevitch, J. Design and analysis of ecological experiments. 2" ed. New
York, Chapman and Hall

Karami Jamour, T. and Shishehbor, P. 2012. Host plant effects on the functional response of
Stethorus gilvifrons to strawberry spider mites. Biocontrol Science and Technology 22(1): 101-110.

Koveos, D. S. and Broufas, G. D. 2000. Functional response of Euseius finlandicus and Amblyseius
andersoni to Panonychus ulmi on apple and peach leaves in the laboratory. Experimental and
Applied Acarology 24: 247-256.

Lester, P. J. and Harmsen, R. 2002. Functional and numerical responses do not always indicate the
most effective predator for biological control: an analysis of two predators in a two prey system.
Journal of Applied Ecology 39: 455-468.

Lester, P. J., Thistlewood, H. M. A. and Harmsen, R. 2000. Some effects of pre-release host plant
on the biological control of Panonychus ulmi by the predatory mite Amblyseius fallacies.
Experimental and Applied Acarology 24: 247-256.

Matin, M. 2008. Biology and predation of Stethorus gilvifrons Mulsant fed on date dust mite
Oligonychus afrasiaticus McGregor. M.Sc. Thesis. Mohaghegh Ardebili University, 73 pp.

Mehrkhou, F. 2009. Foraging behaviour of Stethorus gilvifrons (Coleoptera: Coccinellidae) on
Tetranychus urticae (Acari: Tetranychidae). M.Sc. Thesis, Tarbiat Modarres University, 81 pp.

Mersino, E. 2002. Mites on ornamentals: Miscellaneous pests. Dec. 2002: MP-2. Hawaii University
Cooperative Extension. 3 pp.

Nilsson, P. A. and Ruxton, G. D. 2004. Temporally fluctuating prey and interfering predators: A
positive feedback. Animal Behavior 68: 159-165.

Osman, M. A. 2010. Functional response of the coccinellid predator Stethorus gilvifrons Mulsant
feeding on the two spotted spider mite, Tetranychus urticae Koch: the effect of different prey
stages. Journal of Plant Protection and Pathology, Mansoura University 1(9): 753-765.

Peterson, P. G. and McGregor, P. G. 2000. Density dependent prey feeding mite of Stethorus bifidus
on Tetranychus linearius. New Zealand Journal of Zoology 27:41-44.

'4



e S0 el STy e oS 5T

Pervez, A. and Omkar, B. R. B. 2005. Functional response of Coccinellid predators: an illustration of
a logistic approach. Journal of Insect Science 5(5): 1-6.

Ramaker, P. M. J. and O neill, T. M. 2000. Cucurbits. Pp. 435-352. In: Albajes, R. Integrated pest
and disease management in greenhouse crops. Kluwer Academic Publisher.

Riddick, E. W. and Wu, Z. 2011. Lime bean-lade beetle interactions: hooked trichomes affect
survival of Stethorus punctillum larvae. BioControl 56(1): 55-63.

Rogers. 1972. Random search and insect population models. Journal of Animal Ecology 41: 369-383.

Roy, M., Brodeur, T. and Cloutier, C. 2002. Relationship between temperature and developmental
rate of Stethorus punctillum (Col.: Coccinellidae) and its Prey Tetranychus mcdanielli (Acari:
Tetranychidae). Environmental Entomology 31(1): 177-187.

Sobhani, M., Madadi, H. and Gharali, B. 2013. Host plant effect on functional response and
consumption rate of Episyrphus balteatus (Diptera: Syrphidae) feeding on different densities of
Sphis gossypii (Hemiptera: Aphididae). Journal of Crop Protection 2(3): 375-385.

Sohrabi, F. and Shishehbor, P. 2007. Functional and numerical response of Stethorus gilvifrons
Mulsant feeding on strawberry spider mite Tetranychus turkestani Ugarov and Nikolski. Pakistan
Journal of Biological Science 19(24): 4563-4566.

Solomon, M. E. 1949. The natural control of animal populations. Journal of Animal Ecology 18: 1-35.

Takabayashi, T., Shimoda, T., Dicke, M., Ashihara, W. and Takafuji, A. 2000. Induced response of
tomato plants to injury by green and red strains of Tetranychus urticae. Experimental and Applied
Acarology 24: 377-383.

van den Boom, C. E. M., van Beek, T. A. and Dicke, M. 2003. Differences among plant species in
acceptance by the spider mite Tetranychus urticae. Journal of Applied Entomology 127: 177-183.

Yano, S. 2004. Does Tetranychus urticae use flying insects as vectors for phoretic dispersal?
Experimental and Applied Acarology 32: 243-248.

Yoder, J. A., Pollock, D. A. and Benoit, J. B. 2003. Moisture requirements of the ladybird beetle
Stethorus nigripes in relation to habitat preference and biological control. Entomologia
Experimentaliset Applicata 109: 83-87.

Zhang, Z. Q. 2003. Mites of greenhouses: identification, biology and control, CABI Publishing. 244

Pp-



