N E T 8
ASRIGULIURAE 4 it & 38 +.2006,21(2):132-134
H U R UL gl

R FREEABERMEPRIFLEE

ERFLE OB CHRE,EER

(. FERL K RESEPHEARER, LK 1000942, LFLRBBEWRARARLF . ILF 1000885
3. eRADFARREBHRAEE LT, 102211)

REMEAEABAETRE 1~ 10FNEGP S HIBEIARTHBFEARORTRELT THE SRR
B MR T AR ERE T RASE SRR ERERNBR SRR RS AL EEREERN M, K
EHHEES TFRE, BRRRREEER 20% ~80% ,BBEHEN 10% ~ 41% ; BW B HRE | B30 48 715 2 & f B
BB TFEROBRAEE FRAEHESIRK, GERARLUER—MRENRTRETEDFRNEANENEH
HEIABB TR 4FEE BRRER TR, ARSI LERENBERE.

XA FFEE ke AT RE TR
HEREES:5433.2 RERIRTE:A

3 M2 -1000-7091 (2006 )02-0132-03

Sustainable Infection of Nosema Locustae
in Main Grasshopper Population

WANG Zhen-ping''?, TA Na®, YAN Yu-hua', SHI Wang-peng'

(1. Institution of Agronomy and Biotechnology, China Agricultural University, Beijing
2. Beijing Beinong Kangdi Biotechnology Corporation, Beijing
3. Beijing Xiaotangshan Technological Demonstration Base of Modern Agriculture, Beijing

100094, China;
100088, China;
100021, China)

Abstract: In the regions of treatment using Nosema locustae in recent ten years, the percentages of infected

grasshoppers by Nosema locustae are 20% - 80% , the infection exponents are 10% —~41% . It was proved Nosema lo-

custae could spread in the population of grasshopper for a long time. After spraying, infection exponents showed stable

trend with extending time. The infection exponents of Angaracris barabensis, Bryodema luctuosum luctuosoma and Dasy-

hippus harbipes were unstable in different years, it is difficult to establish infected populations in shorter period. But the

propostion of Oedaleus asiaticus and Myrmeleotettix palpalis’ s infected population were stable relatively, after spraying

Nosema locustae for four years. It is important to improve controlling efficiency to grasshoppers using Nosema locustae

and control the grasshoppers below the level of economic damage .
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Fig.1 Infection exponents of Dasyhippus harbipes
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Fig.2 Infection exponents of Oedaleus asiaticus
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Fig.4 Infection exponents of Myrmeleotettix palpalis
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