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Host preference of Phaedon brassicae for different vegetables
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Abstract: The preference of Phaedon brassicae for 4 cruciferous vegetable hosts, including Brassica campesiris,
B. parachinensis, B. juncea and B. oleracea were studied in laboratory through comparing their feeding and
oviposition preference. The results indicated that P. brassicae had significantly different preference of the 4
host plants. The oviposition preference performed in the same pattern as that of the feeding preference. When
there were 4 plants available, P. brassicae preferred B. juncea most and B. oleracea least, which exhibited
significant difference (P<<0.05). Similar results were achieved by analyzing the number of the adults or the
feeding areas on the plant, between which significant correlation (P<<0.05) was observed. [Ch, 2 fig. 2 tabh. 12
ref. ]
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Table 1  Host preference of Phaedon brassicae to different host plant

B AR 1 TEFE RIS
B H A Gk - R A H AR /mm? B H A Gk R TR i B mm?
2% Brassica juncea 8.80 + 0.37 a 572.40 + 10.01 a 10.80 + 1.83 a 629.20 + 86.61 a
/INH 2 Brassica campestris 8.40 + 0.60 a 566.00 + 17.09 a 8.20 = 1.16 ab 468.00 + 81.68 b
SR AL Brassica parachinensis 6.60 + 0.93 a 512.00 + 48.76 a 540 + 1.69 b 409.60 + 56.26 ¢
H 5 Brassica oleracea 6.60 + 0.25 a 25520 + 17.60 b 0.80 + 0.37 b 66.00 + 825 d

Y 3R Bl P 3 B bR R s R ARG TR R OR AR A R 2 8] 25 5 2 3 (P<<0.05).
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Figure 1  Relationship between number of adults and feeding Figure 2 Relationship between feeding preference and oviposition
area of Phaedon brassicae on different host plants preference of Phaedon brassicae for different host plants
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