Yoy YRR Lo 093 8 yloud pinis sl ¢ Sd 390LS 45 s § 5lapo

i Al

oo o SBT S jus” 4o Oriusniger (WoIff) § 5ICH cow 4ol gor 5 9 (5 55 K0 Of w0 (20 51
SE9) Sdild

¢ S o mle (5306 59395 ¢ o gSBLy ho 4ilod (' (6 phan (B Moo (e S [ Aoy A ¢ 5 Ay gue
5 Jaslow!

1 08 8 655318 s 5 hiseT el Olajls (ObalS Ol acs wlin 5 (6553187 2550 5 Sliions S o -
Ot 01,8 «s355WS s 5 BjseT cladios Olojle ¢y 5287 S 5108 Siiond s g0 Y

Oyl ety (NS ol o6 5y 5LaS” o she ouSCiils o S ol 05 SF

01t D8 8 0ludS (5555158 slex Olejlo O S (55,518 sl oy ot ¥

mahboobehsharifi67@yah00.com : e ¢ i & 4 soee 1L J i

\f"/\'/'f:jﬂ"‘i@)u AY) Y V—VA ‘\‘\/W/\\:C.éli)s'culi

oy

25be s Slst p osdle 5 diS o Sl gy sl L5 55 4T At ege ST | B o 5 9 LSt
S s e Jolge 3 (S Oriusniger &IS58  diph oo (s aals A4S 5 4SS 4 e 5 ndtes 8
Ui slteds 353 o adalie 5 gya Ol Dbl 4y 035 4 5 sy Sl ol 53 4 ol eIl 5 oy 5
Gl iloiT 55 s osls g, AKalsT Ll s A5 (65T pear 4 gol50 5 o oa) O, niger <S8 Ll
00 3T e 0 Sl oy s ¥ Y GlagST 3 (esle) S8 sl 4 6 SIS Ol 4 b e
313 0L S tmand O g 85 gl s 0313 515 (6 n il 03) (6 BB S5 o 5 epm B 5T (Y0 5 oS
Aibige 053 £ 5 3l S oasy Sl s e 5 B ST 5 3 ST )5 5 o3 A e 93 8 (6l Al ESTls S
Al sl /WY 5 VAT /0 PAY i STt o5y 5 03 ¢ 03 S (@) gt ) T
FIVEY 5 YPAT o /AY yslie SSTbidn 01 5 038 ¢t 5 03t 42 8 IS8 e (Th) (pliZons 51 03V Ole ot
035 5 (1 588) e 5 ong (e patls b e e Jge 3 3l eslinad b dadb e 5 (BT el sy ol
T St /10 5 /A0 (1 HIK5) ESTbdds o) 90 5 (1 HIKE) o 5oy 510 5 0 /0A 5 /AY 5w (1 HIK8) ¢STbddu
o i ol (IS Hsba dns gn e 3 K05 henb 33 4 1 e sbar 1y e 5 055 O. iGN SIS e das e 0L S
Sy (S ay fOlm o594 5 $E 9y SIS £ol 50 03 e S e lee Jele Ol s Ll S e

dﬁb.&:a.w cum:._a'; ‘U’"ﬁJj‘ O ‘&L’ﬁ.ﬁ c_:?,? cdmu u,&.f‘j :6;:\&.‘{ LS'“°3‘5

s gl k;al:f 0l 9 ea; 4 A% UI&T vU)T

DU o b 3l s 4085 2 030 Ao 15 ki dddo
Slosgs Slag b iy 5 oShus s (S o8 Bemisia tabaci (Gennadius) Sl

Lyi £l ObLE o s )l e s )3 4 pge ST 51 (S (Hemiptera: Aleyrodidae)
(Touhidul & Shunxiang, 2009; Wraight et al., e ol & beSllaie Sl Wl £ e

; S5V Sl e cesle oS oS 201 p
Js 2 02 55170 5l i ceale Sles 5 2017) S35 S 5,8 e g Wl St s ey Gk



w5 )0 G donb i 5 9 (65,500 Gl (25, 1] ) e g (B pui VoA

5 by Gl Gleddasls e lee Jelse
4,5 (Amo et al., 2008) WLy, o sledar aeSIL i
ol g ST T s S Orius insidiosus (Say)
»> Panonychus ulmi (Koch) ol s, 6 3 48 Conax
4,5 5 (Bhardwgj et al., 2010) Coul At s sl
G 53 b aS J S s Orius minutus (Say)
S onls 95 w9, Tetranychus urticae (Koc)
O. s« S (Toyoshima & Osakabe, 2005) .l
Olgea Orius pumilio (Champion) 5 insidiosus
Frankliniella  (Morgan) e ; ol sl $,5s
a3 s SGE SN gl s bispinosa
¢S O. insidiosus « 5 .(Shapiro et al., 2009) Llss
5 BEE 35 08 (Gl eds (ol Goge o) oo
ok (Thomas et al., 2012) ol S el 53 £y
Orius 5 O. insidiosus b o\ T 5 obsyl 455
ae S5 dem JS sl ol Ooysea laevigatus
Lsboge o3ls ysn baS 5 bad dae s
;5 O. laevigatus «,8 (Montserrat et al., 2000)
Foo B wf s i Sopde Gl
Ji gl s V80 550> occidentalis
4Jx (Sanchez & Lacasa, 2006) L4 esliws) Ll
LOT daly copoman 5 4t Slas I Orius &8 o
ol ot A1 a5 beSdbdin 55K Olsea
5 O. laevigatus & (Gerling et al., 2001)
JS s Jelse Olgeas Orius majusculus (Reuter)
Oljas sy 53 B o8 o 5 4y s LT
2 SN 055 03,8 JolS w536 50dks Syme 3T 43
Sborg 5 Slhbde SL5 Gl e i
55 30 b ey 5 Slrey gy sdm 55 o b ey S
i ety paeia o 5 S Jl O i
04 Gl ObL L3 Js s edalie £
(Ao s, - 51 Orius Al Sl b s eIl
o Sledis 5 S 093 Jsb 4> 51 et al., 2008)
(Riudavets & Castane, Ls s OLSS desb 55 2 (53,
b oeds o3y @SIblin oy s e osMea 1998)

VY BNY y dll s das e 13 Ol s L s,
(Mamn et al., <ol ol 315 48 cpl lp Jlu 5
(e BT alaz 5l 53 ey 5 .2008; Sihu et al., 2009)
9 e Soge 93 4 B ol e sleda 4k
Oyl S o 5yl Dol OV e 4 (o b
(Parella & ol AL Galdl 5l 4 Jols pites
o JE daulga 55 et 58 Ol Jones, 1987)
Fo P Gl msns der 5l A Gyl Jalse
oWl (Jones, 2005; Riley et al., 2011) 4as .
S, 6 £ F gaome 53 (IYAY) (ke (slaow)
Ol ol 53 &8 Lls Sl Okl Ol (gL gor gl 3
Frankliniella  (Thrips tabaci Lindeman (lss,S
4> F.intonsa (Trybom) 5 occidentalis (Pergande)
A s 5 Ll Llasl Gkl Okl bl ples
(Alavi, 2002) L5 0 s &
JAS b 2570 o Sl eslial b by 5 5 beSUlutin
I ol panar | (5 S g0 SRS Jsenn s oba S s
S g tpsar 5 Sl 0B S ST 2 0593 15
3T 5l Jus e Bk Sl s o s 1 55
S sy dalg mio 5L sy dlew Olds slaw
Aol G s 5 Ol Zadlr 5 65L0LS slaclaly
oo il o0 5 U S 0 (68,5 4 il
caw BT 2alS blae 53 5 C8T Camer EaS
(Wraight et al., 555 G jlaows 5 0Ll 5 b 2S7C6T

. 2017)
o3l gl 51 Orius spp. ) g Jf)&‘::‘ S

bl s Calies l)5 OV se>e 3 Anthocoridae
63,208 Jolse 31 K Olsiear 5 Llodds odalie ol
Lpd g ogurms LSk 5 B 5 ) g

(Gerling et al., 2001; Zandi—-Sohani et al., 2018;
S p Caliies slawi S Shahpouri et al., 2019)

S Al Sl 5 ey g o3 5l A 536 Orius
(Arno et vl 4 oa b s 5 B Jtie 5 L
al., 2008; Yamada et al., 2016; Zhao et al., 2017)

5 Lzawa Olgl 3 4y CJ‘}& 53 Orius Lg\.mu'; =y



Y+

1FAQ JUo 95 8 )lowd o Al ¢ Sudj30LS )3 uans g0

a4 Ol Sl 53 g 15m ) ok e ST 1 oS

M&”Jf@&“;’ll")—"ki‘f;)a cv\..vj‘)‘sd

b 599 3Mg0
IS S (S59T e

i B Sl B 8 F plaks e
(s as-loaw y3) dikie gl 3 ey gl Orius
0isb JS5 b alE ole Sl (a8 5 ok
 (Sain 5 olite jsba bl pese s ()15 24 sed
(zhou s plosl o (535 3 OBISS 5 035 45 )
ke O, niger 68 &l 4 a5 L et al., 2006)
ol 3 ety sasissTanr Sl Obe 3 1y sl
TS5 S LS Gl s Sase slp &S
s oslate!l dasb
SIS 9 SO o9y

o5 by GO g5, O. niger
Gl (Sl A o 5 K Gl b 0955 Sldaed
Ephestia 5,7 4o lapss s els oos 4
(Arno et Wi oslazul aasb Ol sea kuehniella (Zeller)
o3linl LoKa (5ld Ol gew 55 <5055 51 al., 2008)
5l b & sen B tabac 4y ¢Shs cbbanes A2
(A a5 en oBaleT 53 5 GosTrer 43y 53
(Arno et al., 2008) A& o3l )5, sl w69,
gy AU 5 s, dl> e > T tabaci 4y e 5
Fa3s e ) O 555 5 SosTper gl Sl o slT
ssbtedy 5 ods CiS WS 55 L g Lok . Ldd o3l
oslizul badash 1 &S a0 65, S8 SUST ),
s & Sl eslinal b G g 5 T plas o
YO S 4 ek s b Al by, sladls SIS,
Jf)\.(,i, Ll ST 53 8 Oljae | tAS (ilqr.;‘ S sl
ples b o3l S § el YF Sew s5lala 1 LS
ary3 YO (Glos) ol 257 Ll 55 s sl il ;T
Celw VEA (6H8 0593 5 IV e Susby (wseds

(Tomar et al., 2017) i plox! (Sl iy,

s ok (e Slaoy g slual aliv i o fol
ol s e Ol S gy Sde Slea Jsb s S o8
Cher el S K Wlg e S 58
35 ol kb Jole b 53 8 o8 en s Slress,
(Arno et al., 2008) 5 4&  gumes S IS5
Jolpe aer 3l Wlg e Orius Calies glaw &
Y gz I s (655 5 03500 4diS b e 5 (5S
(Ramakers, 1990; Villevieille & Millot, & 4o saliv
PR NG I PPy Bl Sl e, 1991)
wdis 93 a L s F Ll s 5 &S ol OT I S
Orius 5 (Salas-Aguillar & Ehler, 1977) .S
Bge J S 5u Jole ¢S 0l s albidipennis (Reuter)
Slolp 5 ST A o S ns g s bag gl )
sV S QU5 chanb pams b o3 28
Cool ok Bome L8 545 5 g Sleedi) Oy
51 S Orius niger (Wolff) « & (Salim et al., 1987)
Aphis gossypii GlOVer azy juw 4 vgs J 25 5 Jal oo
Ola S 0,5 OWLE ple 5 Ol 53y 4y S
Orius 8 ,Ka (sls o (Akramovsakaya, 1978) .|
SN F e S 5 Wiy o &S At Ghiite Ol Ll
5l S O e ehan ay folie e ST
.(Darvish Mojeni, 2013) 4l 5 se aaS
0. S, v &5 m= OYA) Jux
5 O. minutus (O. niger (O. insidiosus <albidipennis
Ol Ol 4y @UA 311, Orius bulgaconus Ghauri
e 1 Y8/0Y L O, albidipennis «,8 58 i1
a5y 53 1 Y10 L O. niger 4,8 5 cals 1y iyl
K5 lasdls 53 (Khormali, 2008) sls LI 5 (i
L plonil Ol 4y ¢l 30 S glaiw 0 59, oS
0. B sbs S J 95 b S 4s osie
Iy Slsl 2 o i O. albidipennis 5 O. niger aninutus
o) s el sl (Darvish Mojeni, 2013) Lsls ol
8 Olygea O niger 65 5,88 L Liayy

aiy Shes 5 055 g S0 Okl 4y ol 53 I



w5 )0 G donb i 5 9 (65,500 Gl (25, 1] ) e g (B pui AAN

Lpss g5 b STy Kol e Ko S 5o
(Trexler etal., 1988) sl oo p s ¢ 5
(B S g o o ped A e o
g5 b STy ss5e 53 @) g F 5 Sleeminl
sl gy b 28T 55 s ) ot s i
93 by O S5 3 eslizal b (Th) plhcws Ol
L 5 (Juliano, 1993) sU o low s s &1, ol se 3
(SAS Indtitute, 45 awsls SAS i30Sl eslizl
.2002)
e sl e la Sl eladss a5 o 5 4 2 S
il Jsb s (Manly et al., 1974) 1 oslizad (B)
L o Kl B e o 5 05 e ladenls
talaly opl s
log =L
ﬁl:log%:-i- Eog%i
sl g5 deb & s B8 5 =1
olesTOLL 53 elile oy J g5 dasb oldai =)
S 4 ods 4yl sl g5 daab sl =My
SolesTOLL 53 eile ok £33 ¢85 darb 2lux =€
Jf)&,:m.\,:ai\,tpa g5 danb slaxs =Ny
el s Ky e n B b el
5 dsl g5 deb gl SIS oS w5 bdiasOlis
Slp SIS o ol e S0l i el
(Malkeshi et al., 2017) Coul p 35 ¢ 55 dosbs

Pl
O. niger ;yw QLRSI e (& 5 IS
%60}})@03&8\{&#&&0‘}:&3}}»):
S vUJﬁ e.’; J.o&b-; ‘J L.S"“Jf Celw )LR- 9
Ol 055 pow om rtf oos Silne lagSTl 5
O @ eSS o a5 S e G &S Sl sl
bga ssbe S35 5 s ey B ¥
FRRATA = VOR NN 74 = =LV} 4 uiA'//0 = slVA sUA A = oE WA B

5 S ,Ka ey YO/ /A

SRS s 61?)&3 gs.o)T

6 s sl e o S 4 by e gl ilesT
Gl a e JiolT ol s s plsil ab oSy el
ST Gl sl Wb e i S
N AR CIADN IR SUeC S INW VS PYR £
Jsffﬂwwj AJ‘,;_.\C' )Y" AREAK Lb}égjl{v\.:iw
aJ‘J‘)\}Hﬁ&j&b&d)))‘bﬁ}éduw
ol » (Deligeorgidis, 2002; Arno et al., 2008) ..
i{;L'ML‘L)LQ?TM‘JﬁbjTﬁ)bﬁbﬁ)‘ﬁﬂb&‘)‘}
R N S NP ST B -V S I PR PV
Sladasb Colu YF 51 i (6,585 ab Ll s
Gleys 5 Shdin Glaoyp dagsy Jold odbads
S (8 5 HICH g0l

93 u.pjsu BE QLAJ‘».& 039 O osle é\: O di..v'
)&Mo)xkjﬂjo)ﬁ)&«;r&dcgw\
380 ct;w):.ua:b)l}wo\j;ogm;o)ﬁ
38 e bgw 5 oSy 6 65 4 denb a
Joowi 1y (Kew § el YF I i 8 TG oK
Sl sled i osls 5l 3 ladasb 5 e 53 g 03 S
i 6l SoKs Oak LSS R s LSS0
Gldasb s Jlsl ab Ll s )3 desb e 5 5 s
5 oled by gore 3 Solu YF Sl g ol s
(Arno et al., 2008) i =5
yodls fudxi 9 4 33

j%ﬁjb}é@h’ﬁb&hﬂbd&ﬁjqﬁ
pl=il SAS (SAS Intitute, 2002) S lp 5 1 eslizul L
¢85 % &y Jol a>, ,5 (Juliano, 2001) .
Stank s St 05w 85 1l 2ST
W Cbu\ (No) PO 4.:))‘ {,5‘]7 “ (Na) ol aJJ‘,S-
b1y Wosls 0w S5 ol (Trexler & Travis, 1993)
23 5 s e Sl Glaler dnr Sread Je
e LT o Cawday (Glazmys L iowie S e

CBle 4§ Ogy (gl (et Cd e L S



ARR

1FAQ JUo 95 8 )lowd o Al ¢ Sudj30LS )3 uans g0

Gols DL ias cpl 53 ookl Sl )
Csle 5 /0 FAY Ol b e o8 o YL &S
Sads gP e 3 oske éb O ny sy S 4 by
Dby Sla o b 5 D38 L e sleen
P s3> o3l (b g A Jole Gl s gl
(Y Jpder) S35 )5 sy oSl slagss

dbodk pw Jbiwe Ty 9 LRI 5 I
O. niger
4 lasd a5 Baesb S Sl mer 5 0503 52

g BB 5 Sbdiw oS e ey OB Dse
52 Oles 5 Ljzmn ssba plaS p SIbikd 055 2 5
Gy e esle i osls 513 5K esle s
4 (1588) St o35 5 (LK) 055 s
ol Cpmen 5y f/PAEN/8 5 VAYERGAYY (S
Soi 0y 5 (1 J8E) 055 s @l o5l
donlows CNNYE /0D 5 METE (e (114K)
5 SO el e Gl e 5 1 0L ST
Stiin @3 5 S L 035 cmm S orm Sy

(Y JK8) sl

Average of feeding prey /one predator on 24 H

Ao 035 5055 59, 0. niger ;5 5,8 Ol 5
ol (5laeST 5 b 3ls O s s gb5,l 55 eSJL
hanb Olgea an Shas oy Frog ¥ e O 0
ole Al o by ki I O sl (S
MO E /O FNEFE IXEF VRN S e
e 0> Se K S Slej Ll e VY F/54
D5 4 Shas (35548 00 5 ¥ 0 e s ST
5 Y/FEUA ONEOY G INEYE G VRN s S
Cole Hler 5 Gy <808 51 G i WA E/54
o 0. niger osle Al o &8 51 0L AT Cws @
G G bl olsgme ssba (e b wn
allbee a0 93 (ropan 5315 OL ey 5 Glae s
s i gl ST ol o35 ) beey g cany oShes
O UK aas

:ijawdabu&dﬁg%@W
b STy Rl Rl g Cte oS L (35 5 0y
Slp adle ol & Sl 55 6l pgu g 5 OT
3 B S5 g s A S Sl
() Jgu) il e £33

a

14
12
. b
)
4
C
a -

eggs of Bemisia
tabaci

nymphs of Bemisia
tabaci

Iy

pes

larvae of Thrips
tabaci

ol prey

Bemisia tabaci «Sbdin o) 5 5 o35 TrpStabaCc .. 5 o) 5 5 Oriusniger osle AL o 4 s ool Y S

Fig. 1. Average of feeding of Orius niger females from Thripstabaci larvae, eggs and nymphs of Bemisia

tabaci.
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Table 1. Parameters obtained from logistic regression in the experimental reaction test of Orius niger females to
different densities of Thrips tabaci larvae, eggs and nymphs of Bemisia tabaci in 24 hours

Type of prey Coefficient Estimate SE Chi-square P

Intercept 24772 0.7920 9.78 0.0018

T. tabaci Linear 0.1763- 0.1254 1.98 0.0159
larvae Quadratic 0.00639 0.00570 1.26 0.2625
Cubic 0.00008- 0.000077 1.07 0.3004
Intercept 2.6664— 0.5074 27.61 <0.0001

B. tabaci Linear 0.0668 0.0401 2.76 0.0096
nymphs Quadratic 0.00050- 0.000735 0.47 0.4931
Cubic 0.00019- 0.000088 4,52 0.0335
Intercept 3.4393- 0.5839 34.70 <0.0001

B. tabaci eggs Linear 0.0919 0.0391 5.52 0.0188
Quadratic 0.00139- 0.000581 5.74 0.0165

Cubic 0.00008- 0.000073 1.20 0.2733

5 55 5 Thripstabac e 5 oy s Calises SaeST 5 4 o OTIUS NIGEN o3be A o (b 2S5 sla byl =Y gt
Cele YF Sols 3 Bemisiatabaci an ¢Shs o5

Table 2. Parameter of functional response of Orius niger females to different densities of Thripstabaci larvae,
eggs and nymphs of Bemisia tabaci in 24 hours

Type of Approximate 95%

prey FR type Estimate SE Confidence Limits
L ower Upper
T. tabaci I a 0.0697 0.0101 0.0493 0.0901
larvae T, 0.3802 0.1016 0.1760 0.5845
B. tabaci i a 0.01193 0.0041 0.0039 0.0199
nymphs T 0.2686 0.3072 0.3491- 0.8863
B. tabaci " a 0.01072 0.0037 0.0035 0.0179
€gas Th 4.1042 0.9600 2.1739 6.0344

a. Searching Efficiency, The Handling Time
2 0.4 é'
0.2 ' b
0 - uympimfﬂm tabaci larvae of Thrips tabaci

larvae of Thrips tabaci eggs of Bemisia tabaci
Types of prey Types of prey

505 Thripstabaci .. e, 5l 4dss ;3 Oriusniger esbe o sl SU e e O30T 5o e sl els —YJi.z

Bemisia tabaci ¢SJb i s ) 5

Fig. 2. Manley beta test host preference index for Orius niger females when feed on of Thripstabaci larvae, eggs
and nymphs of Bemisia tabaci.
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Abstract

Whiteflies and thrips are important pests that active in cotton fields and in addition to direct damage, they also
indirectly reduce quantity and quality of oilseeds. Orius niger (Wolff) (Hem.: Anthocoridae) is one of the
optimal biocontrol agents for thrips and whiteflies, which is abundant in oilseed fields, especially cotton fields of
Golestan province. In order to evaluate the predatory efficiency of O. niger, thisinsect was collected from cotton
fields and grown in laboratory conditions. In experiments related to the study of predatory; for each predator
(female), whitefly densities of 5, 10, 20, 30 and 40 nymphs, 5, 10, 20, 30 and 50 eggs and 5, 10, 20, 30 and 40
thrips nymphs were placed in the Petri dish. The results of logistic regression showed that the functional
response model istype I11 for both egg and nymph stages of whitefly and type Il for nymphs of thrips. For thrips
nymphs, eggs and nymphs of whitefly, according to Roger's equation, calculated searching efficiency parameter
(@) was 0.0697, 0.01193 and 0.01072 /h, and handling time (T;) was 0.3802, 0.2686 and 4.1042 hours,
respectively. Prey preference experiments were calculated using the Manley's formula. Manley index of thrips
larvae (prey I) and whitefly eggs (prey 11) were 0.92 and 0.08, respectively, and for thrips larvae (prey 1) and
whitefly nymphs (prey 11) were 0.85 and 0.15 which shows that this predator significantly prefers thripslarvaeto
the other two preys. In general, the results showed that O. niger can be used as a favorable biological control
agent for thripsin cotton fields.
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