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Table I Landing amounts of cotton aphid on different varieties
o g 5 % ' (K/) Landing amounts (heads/pot)
Varieties 1h 6h 121 18 h 2 b ) EAEE N
Average Difference significance
%M 142 Xuzhou 142 10 14 14 16 20 14.80 D
{4 6 5 E 'mian No.6 8 12 14 14 17 13.00 D
%45 10 2 Jimian No- 10 20 25 29 27 32 26. 60 C
ERH 1247 E 'mian 1247 24 22 28 36 40 30.00 C
{57 K 4313 Dezimian 4313 21 27 32 35 42 31.40 C
FEH 5 % Xingaokang No- 5 29 37 35 46 51 39.60 B
33B 34 39 47 45 58 44.60 A
SGK #LH A SGK 22 30 42 46 57 39.40 AB
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EEHBMZESR, EAX 5 AR & & =N G5
M. 8 ANFEAE dh Fh L 0oF B 22 R kR BB 3 K P (F =
39.33, Fo.o1, 7,28y = 3. 36), ¥ 1 h. 33B I & 5t
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Table 2 Population amounts of cotton aphid on different varieties

e B MO (B AKIF B ) Population amounts of cotton aphid

o

bt PG 5 ]

Varieties sjlei%?age 4712%?39.3 sf?ei%éage Medium Final Ajifge
budding budding

%M 142 Xuzhou 142 8 15 20 26 31 20.00¢
4 6 2 E mian No- 6 10 32 21 37 45 29.00¢
244 10 2 Jimian No- 10 6 48 80 116 135 75.00BC
w1247 E 'mian 1247 8 39 72 108 130 72.40BC
187 H 4313 Dezhimian4313 11 42 94 127 146 84.00BC
HEHE 5 2 Xingaokang No- 5 11 72 213 349 520 233.00A
338 5 84 236 365 492 236.40A
SGK 6 85 258 395 529 254.60A
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Table 3 Damage index of cotton aphid on different cotton varieties

W % 48 % Damage index of cotton aphid

b
v 3 nh441 Lt 5 i1 B B

3—leaf stage 4—leaf stage > leaf stage Medium budding Final budding
%M 142 Xuzhou 142 1.50 3.00 3.98 5.14 6.17
P 6 2 E ‘mian No-6 2.00 6.37 4.18 7.36 9.00
A5 10 2 Jimian No- 10 1.12 9.50 16.00 23.07 26.85
WA 1247 E 'mian 1247 1.58 7.76 14.30 21.46 23.60
fE 75 4313 Dezhimian 4313 2.16 8.36 18.70 24.39 29.04
HrEH 5 B Xingaokang No- 5 2.20 15.30 42.40 69.00 89.50
33B 0.99 16.72 46.95 72.60 87.10
SGK 1.18 18.20 51.00 78.58 91.58
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Landing amount and population
number of cotton aphid on different cotton varieties

. 1,2 . .1 .3
WANG Hongliang '*s WANG Bing1i »ZHOU Lin
(1. Henan Institute of Science and Technology, Xinxiang, He "nan 453003, China: 2. Northwest A & F
University, Yangling, Shaanxi 712100, Chinas 3. Forestry Tnstitute of He nan, Zhengzhou, He' nan 450008, China)

Abstract ; Population amounts and non-preference of cotton aphid (Aphis gossypii Glover) were investigated
in different cotton varieties- The data were analyzed using Duncan ‘s multiple test - The result showed that there
was obvious difference in nonpreference of the winged aphids to cotton varieties- The aphids weren 't attracted
evidently by Xuzhou 142 and E 'mian No-6, but were attracted strongly by Xingaokang No- 9. 33B and SGK
insect resistant cotton- The population amounts of aphid on the Xuzhoul42 and E 'mian No- 6 were lower than
those of on Xingaokang No- 9. 33B and SGK insect resistant cotton- The amounts of aphid on different varieties
were all increased with the growth of cotton during the investigated period, and they were increased more quick -
ly on Xingaokang No- 9. 33B and SGK insect —resistant cotton than other cotton varieties- Damage index on
33B. Xingaokang No- and SGK insect resistant cotton was higher than on other experimental cotton varieties
at the same growth stage of cotton-

Keywords . cotton aphid; cotton variety ; population amount ; landing amount ; damage index



