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Parasitism of different Trichogramma species and strains on eggs of
Asian corn borer, Ostrinia furnacalis under semi-field condition
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Abstract The host-searching and parasitism ability of different Trichogramma species and strains on eggs of Asian com
borer, Ostrinia furnacalis were studied under semi-field condition. The results showed that the parasitism ability of Iran
strain of T. evanescens was significantly better than that of other tested strains, but concentrated in the 1st day. No sig-
nificant difference in egg parasitization by Btx strain of T. ostrinae has been observed during the 1st, 2nd and 3rd day.
The parasitization of egg masses by Iran strain of T. ewanescens increased with the increase of egg masses. Nevertheless,

the other strains have no difference.
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Inhibitory action of Pseudomonas fluorescens P,_ s strain to

Gaeumannomyces graminis var. tritici
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Abstract Inhibitory action of Pseudomonas fluorescens P;_ 5 strain to Gaeumannomyces graminis var. tritici 9826 strain
was tested in the laboratory. The results showed that the inhibitory action and control efficacy were 67% and 59%, re-
spectively. They were better than those of commonly used fungicide, diniconazole. The antifungal mechanism was that the
cells of the hypha were deformed. The colonization of P,_s was studied with dual-resistant label, which suggested that
P, _ s strain could colonize in the root systems of wheat.
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