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Preference and performance of Bactrocera ( Tetradacus) minax on three host plants. ZHANG Xiao-Ya' ~, YU
FaJin’, HAN QingHa’, ZHOU XingMiao', IEI Chao-Liang' (1. Ingitude of Isect Resources Research,

Department of Plant Technologys Huahong Agricultural University, Wuhan 430070, China; 2. General Plant
Protection Station of Hubei Province, Wuhan 430070, Ching 3. Yiling Plant Protection Station of Yichang City,

Yichang 444100 China)

Abstract Based on the investigation of the damage of Bactrocera( Tetradacus) minax on different host plants, egg
quantity and the effect of host plants on the pupal size, the fit fly’ s selectivity for host plants was analyzed. The
results indicated that the pupae length and diameter of the pest fed with satsuma orange are significant larger than those
fed with navel orange, and no significant difference between hybrid orange and navel orange; the pupal weight is
sgnificant difference among the three host species; the egg quantity of female adults feeding with Satsuma orange is
sgnificant bigger than feeding with navel orange, and no significant difference between hybrid orange and navel
orange; the damage rates are in following order; navel orange™> hybrid orange™> satsuma orange.
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