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Table 1. Comparasion of Procontarinia mangicola (Shi) body length and
width at different growth stages.

Length(mm) Width(mm)

n Mean S.D. n Mean S.D.
Egg 30 0.28 0.01 30 0.13 0.01
Larva 30 0.95 0.04 30 0.37 0.03
Pro-pupae 30 1.86 0.04 30 0.61 0.02
Pupa 30 1.38 0.03 30 0.59 0.01
Female 18 1.66 0.05 18 0.62 0.02
Male 15 1.48 0.05 15 0.60 0.02

Bl 145 5 M 4P Bl 2.4 % omix s B
Fig 1. Procontarinia mangicola (Shi) eggs.  Fig 2. Procontarinia mangicola (Shi) larvae

Bl 3.4 % ik - 84 Bl 4.5 % mix = d2 y

Fig 3. Procontarinia mangicola (Shi) 2" Fig 4. Procontarinia mangicola (Shi) 3™
instar instar
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B 5.5 % b o 43 ] 6.5 % mixii B

Fig 5. Procontarinia mangicola (Shi) pre-  Fig 6. Procontarinia mangicola (Shi) pupae
pupae stage stage

Lo

Bl 7.4 % mire A 4 B 8.4 % mixze S B
Fig7. Procontarinia mangicola (Shi) adult Fig8. Procontarinia mangicola (Shi) adult
(female) (male)
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Table 2. Comparasion of Procontarinia mangicola (Shi) body length, width
and width of gall at different larvae stages.
4 £ (body length, mm) %% % (body width, mm) & & % (gall width, mm)
Stage n Mean S.D. n Mean S.D. n Mean S.D.
-#% 88 059 011 52 0.20c 0.04 52 1.20b 0.47
-#% 22 088 005 16 0.39b 005 16 2.07a 0.25
—#% 41 120a 018 23 045a 007 23 2.04a 0.23
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Fig 9. Comparasion of development days for Procontarinia mangicola (Shi)
at various stages for life cycle in different temperature.
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Fig 10. Comparasion of female adult life span for Procontarinia mangicola
(Shi) under different temperature
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Fig 11. Comparasion of male adult life span for Procontarinia mangicola
(Shi) under different temperature
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Table 3. Results of antixenosis test for Procontarinia mangicola (Shi)
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Table 4. Comparasion of Effects for different RH% humidity treatments
on transferm to adult for Procontarinia mangicola (Shi).

IR R RH(%) it & #(*545.D)
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Table 5. Comparasion of Effects for three pesticide treatments on death
rate of Procontarinia mangicola (Shi).
0 R ER 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Tian

EH LA
2% = ;7 1500 90 84 73 91 80 70 79 97 61 81a
75%% = E 4000 & 49 70 70 84 66 66 72 62 90 70c
5% % ABEiA 1500 53 35 49 33 46 19 45 53 86 47b
C.K. 2 10 4 8 3 7 20 O 0 6¢c
Means with different letters within the same column differed significantly (p=0.05)
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Fig 12. Punctures on young leaves damaged by Procontarinia mangicola
(Shi).
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Fig 13. Ecological investigation on Procontarinia mangicola (Shi).
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