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Abstract

The predatory bug, Orius laevigatus (Fibber), and the predatory midge, Aphidoletes aphidimyza
Rondani, belong to an aphidophagous guild, feeding on the cotton aphid Aphis gossypii Glover. In this
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study some avoidance behavior of the predatory midge such as dropping from the plant and choosing an
oviposition ste in the face of interaguild (IG) predator O. laevigatus are investigated. The resultsindicate
that A. aphidimyza females prefer not to lay eggs when they discover that their offspring would be at risk
of being attacked by the IG predator. The experiment also shows that the dropping behavior of predatory
midge larva, upon being spotted by the predatory bug (44.5%), is significantly higher than the control
(6.5%). Both the dropping behavior and mortality of IG prey are found to be influenced by all
developmental stages of the cotton aphid. The percentage of mortality and dropping rates of A.
aphidimyza larvae in the presence of 2™ instar nymphs of aphids were 10% and 12.5% and for 4™ instar
nymphs were 31% and 44.5%, respectively. These findings confirm the correlation between habitat
choice of A. aphidimyza, in relation to predation risk for its offspring, and also underscore the population
structure of prey for avoidance behavior strategy of the aphidophagous midge in an interaguild predation
system.
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Fig. 1. Oviposition percentage (+ SE) of the predatory midge females, A. aphidimyza, in the
presence and absence of the predatory bug, O. laevigatus. Means with different letters
are significantly different (t test, o = 0.05).
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Table 1. Analysis of variance results for the effects of different aphid nymph stages (2™ and
4" instar nymphs) and the predatory bug presence and their interaction on the
percentage of the predatory midge larvae dropping off from cucumber plant.

Sour ce of variation df M SE F P
Aphid 1 0.72 19.07 0.00
Predator 1 1.60 42.65 0.00
Aphid x Predator 1 0.77 20.48 0.00
Error 76 0.04 - -
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Table 2. Analysis of variance results for the effects of different aphid nymph stages (2™ and
4" instar nymphs) and the predatory bug presence and their interaction on the
percentage of the predatory midge larvae mortdity.

Sour ce of variation df MSE F P
Aphid 1 2.02 101.71 0.00
Predator 1 0.33 16.72 0.00
Aphid x Predator 1 0.39 19.95 0.00
Error 76 0.20 - -
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Table 3. Average percentage (= SE) of the dropping predatory midge larvae, in the presence
of the predatory bug from the plant, and being lost to predation or present on the

plant.
Response C1l T1 c2 T2
Dropped off 65+1.1b 445+ 10.1a 71+19b 125+3.8b
Logt to predation 1+04c 3l+72a 12+03c 10+14b
Present on |eaf 925+5a 245+27¢ 91.7+45a 775+47b

C1, the predatory midge larvae + 4" instar nymphs of aphid.

C2, the predatory midge larvae + 2™ instar nymphs of gphid.

T1, the predatory midge larvae + 4™ instar nymphs of aphid + the predatory bug.

T2, the predatory midge larvae + 2™ instar nymphs of aphid + the predatory bug.

Means followed by the same letter in each row are not significantly different (LSD test, a = 0.05).
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Fig. 2. Comparison of mortality percentage (+ SE) of the predatory midge larvae inflicted by
interaguild predator, O. laevigatus in the presence of 4™ (N4) and 2™ (N2) instar
nymphs of aphid on the leaf disks or whole plant. Means with similar |Ietters are not
significantly different (t test, o. = 0.05).
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