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Cotesia Adal Jakiall Ligaal) pailadl) Ao ALl Jilad) il
cigilall (383 i Bda e (Hymenoptera: Braconidae) glomerata
Pieris brassicae (L) sl

4 il g hll e (Lepidoptera: Bieridae)
Waasa sl 5 @Dliag Jo 50 jon 4
A g ABD (oL ey Aol Aupta cabill) LBy s (1)
A yge ABI 0y daaly Aol AAS o) Al and .(2)
(Zenabadr80@gmail.com  : g ASY) dl) ¢ j98 4isj .o sdluifpall®)
2023/06/21 :Jsall fyls 2023 [03/30: 3wl )
: gadlal)
2l a (Hymenoptera: Braconidae) Cotesia glomerata sl Jakial) sy
Glimll Cues .Pieris brassicae (L) _aSl Gisildl iy o sda Ao oDl
S AADU) Alilae & Acad) dikie b Cagild) Join e dibiially Jilad) (e JSI il
M e gpiall Jilall e aing xe C. glomerata Jabiall Laslgull jailadl) duly
Gy el 853 Baa tlalis (Ao lly Jans i) ¢ ) Cagilall 1 a dalia dils Jilse
Ly Bowinl) L) ¢ anlall gl daws ¢ S Aigad rdibid) AN Digall @bl
ol cual LAY Lgad e LIS spaall Gilal) gl ADle ) dslaYl (Jakal)
& g L16:D8 ddign 585 % 5460 dusas Lighayg o 2425 Bla) Al gyl e
O Al @l ey 2202272021 puse DA dugall AailSd) 35l 4 chdall e
“dge il @ (C. glomerata Jaiall dipall cleall e Bl Sl il
il g Gl Jile e % 78.33 L ol dlid  Slall gall Tes dgeadl)
Bba 890 e ) Y Al (sl e A5l b @l e 69.24 575.66
Ll Casldl e a0 18.8 521,145 23.96 il s D Jilgal) e Jikaial
Gy Gun Sl Gigilall s o iy e il s capn WS sl e ISy 50
o2 bl Gy ¢ S5l il e % 70.35 ) sl anl) Gisildl e % 90.25
Gy o Gy o dabial) dul LDl ASKY) Sl el ) Cagilall aay Ayl
Aoyl Gyl ea sl Cagalall
Pieris  ,aS) Gisildl 382 o «Cotesia glomerata Jalid) :dalidall clal)
Aol Jilsal) cdaglandl ailadll (brassicae
:daadall
Pieris uSl) Cagalall (58a L}J s, endoparasitoid dualall clakidl aaf (e Cotesia glomerata Jiaall ae
(Kumar, 2011;Feltwell, 1982; Laing and &wlall dblall cilils e i) aal (o e s <brassicae

Bddour et al — Syrian Journal of Agricultural Research — SJAR 11(5):373- 384 October 2024


mailto:Zenabadr80@gmail.com

374 2024 w555l Jo¥) i 384-373 2(5) 11 Lol il isaall 4y sl Unall -9 3 5 sy
Jalull dilaie b vl Jilid) 0 C. glomerata Jikall of (2019) sl iy Asall awcall ai . Levin, 1982)
42 ) cliay i) Ly (1999) Gluals Oliasy o7 L 13ag % 73.91 28UI/Gs dilaia & 38ES el e (g9l

Bpdiall o3g] adlyal) Al Ay oY) a5 %
Jaaiall Gygnl) 5ol dagi il (el 8y cligine e Ll o lyshis bsal & Ldala) el e

(Gu et al. 2003; Dorn and Beckage 2007; 4iugisg syac g dana saaay (Al gail) Ao ((Jilall 83500 1l ks
Jsds cJilal) Aadle el algn ¢ilall & i a5 Clshd ol Jilall-Jaliiall d8)e ey <Caron et al. 2009)
52 sshall yuin Lain (Vinson, 1984) dilal) jlos) dlee sl Cijey Lo J5Y) EDA @lghall J<a, il
DE 3ok e Wl dald) cilgladll e gl Gle Sl Bl clia i Jiliiall Gualie Sl jrae Bl laeY

(Vinson and Barbosa, 4w Jilall D e 8l DA e o calgdy anlges Jilall (o Jabid) Gaay e
oailads (Lganag lally @Y1 J<E) Lial Ll Jie clal) (atbad Jalam o (Ko Jal Juse e <1987)
Okl vie Gl dile ae dle <G splaidl ASLSH dsally (flmhadl Lisds LY gag) mdad
(Nordlung et al.,, Jikiall Jlall clall Lodls e Ji 5 05 o oSe ¢us (Obrycki and Tauber, 1984)
Ghs¥ el mhandl ) 48,0 Slael) Juaii Cua Pieris rapae crucivora <y xie laaly sl 1325 <1988)
GhsN (gslal) mhacd) Jumin Al 8ald) Jlee VL iyl e abledls Jaiall Liape B Lleasle 1305 Cagildl) il

.(Tagawa et al, 2008)
ilsall ae Liadd s dpdial) Lelilse po Jalh (ad dugaad) ehae¥1 cDlelis o digaally Al Cluhall (e daall <3 LS
Al die miy (gdall Jilall Al dslall Jlsal) COBAL LA gl e & DAY ) Cus (Al
Lgead ¢ Sl Y] Bla 5ae (AL Chdiall (g tdie V) Augas B ydlie U ddasipe Uil 4 jalll) Lol

.(Barbosa et al., 1991; Blackburn 1991) skl 5345 ¢ )

Ly xie C. glomerata Jakiall dssall sol€l) e £l Jilgall (he it gl 80 Ay ) Cnd) 13a Caa
oaibadll 550 e i) (3laia e cdupaall Cagylll e P.brassicae uSl casild) 38y i (gdall Lelile e
Ayl Lgllad (he i Lee Jilaiall Cida 8 il 2Ly G
radiphy Caal) dga

4 il A,

40k Jigad) 4ns1.1.2

degydall (daldl) Al Qs (e Jlgall oday Sy ylly Jasijal) cmal) Casalall DN Anlall Jileall losl
selials S3aa pms 50XT0XT70 (el (234 (pdia A dosunge LS Gaal Gara delyll . dudall dahaie Gaia
‘e 2622 s die s delw 12 :8elia) Aol 12 Ligin 58 ek W) Cise ) Alsase (150 watt) 4l
Bydall @l 30 Clie s (33)5 12710 (sl gsandl) aulad 6 sams il ol ia (%65+5 dusa dish)s
Al dale goes PIA aliiieg (590 IS8 QUL dands i aa

Sl Cgalall 38y A Bydal J¥) il Jall.2.1.2

Bddour et al — Syrian Journal of Agricultural Research — SJAR 11(5):373- 384 October 2024



375 2024 w555l Jo¥) i 384-373 2(5) 11 Lol il isaall 4y sl Unall -9 3 5 sy
Jiladl aldl) Gsriall Gaca AES (S Ciningy cisilall Jgin (o Sl Cagilall 383 Byda (an SIS E pan
Baall jsha ) Jeeasll S L2l datiad oKiig cAlid) 2B Cag plall ana (NS 0 cdasi B ccasile) (g paall L)
& Gy Sl Jlal) G e lgests Aald) Jagyall dina Gl ) iy el sda e Slab) pes g (ALISH

A Colaal) ade Casal (s3lg ALSH spiall sl ) Jgeasll (in gl

C. glomerata Jakiall Jg¥) (guiall Jiall.3.1.2

Wia lgle Jilid) €l Cagildl (383 o <l e C. glomerata Jakiall Rl A e Clegena die 2o
oA Baad (0 G ol 6-1 () S5 ISV A8l HleeY) ma Gegpral) Sl Bilad) (Boria ) degane IS i
Aot Ghll (e dakis Bgne culil o Bl as BaY matu ) ekl L35 jrae gualis ¢ Sl Cagildl) g
35ag pe Glecal Ll ol lgie daall glow Aol 48 2an claliall cin il L(1:1) Aty Sadly sl (e Chite Jla
Gl 5 LS 2Dl sl Lgle (gt Ally ikl (g))ie oels in lgale Jabiial) i) 38)5e cass ¢Jaliia (gl
il syl B @hdall pia A (Goulet and Huber, 1993) il ~tid) olaaiul C. glomerata Jakiall
s/ AADU) Aliblae & Lgnl)

Lyl uylaall. 2.2

C. glomerata Jakiall ghill 514.1.2.2

Clady slaie auw 5 Sl Gyl iaid jeae eladdl (aw 4.5%11.5%18.5) alef il dilas K000l Lo i
s ) Cagill) s o spdial il 10 lgsles Gugpaall bl e dall dyy o Dulall (goads can 1 il pols
Jhas 9ag g Aalall L (Aele 1 jes) C. glomerata Jabsiall ALISH cilyial) (e ) Jadl (ol 6-1) ams i)
25 &l s dap o Ljpde dials e Cuagy Caady Gus Apaall (e EDB Craadind ccDlikiall K0 4
il ey (e dele 24 2o Jikiall AN cihiall Gaegul (s tsslal) 8:16 sslaly % 60 A digh)y (s
c i JST JalSH Jually ehyaall jshag (A8 ully dcandl) Bl lsha¥) 5aas dalal) cilibul) cilaug

Gl 10 5 <3 10 Ja &8 Sl gg8 IS e dxslll C. glomerata Jasiall SUYy s (e IS Bl 50 ddydly
Aoy Jesally Sall e 23a0 Jolaas dandie A1k e Blie) £Su BT jlan Beae RS il ) e IS8
bl g ydl) o dpdae didals ana Cuaagy Cuad)y & (111

C. glomerata Jakiall dua gl gl ofpdizal).2.2.2

Lpadl).1.2.2.2

B @liy 10 dde S Gan Cimay Cun Sl gs3 JS dalad) dapphall ey Bigae LSadl e ED6 aladia)
zo) Jaal & cagynall Slall il (e dajla A8)9 e (a2 671) Lexo (Sile U1 385, 30) dilad) ydall iy (ga il
cball ) L3l jaae gag ae dde S ) (el 1) e C. glomerata Jilidl (0, Q) ALl lyial) o
dibidl A dagall dugeedd) b Ly il byl Qe dpde dials ges Gl Gy

Llg A cliay A dilal) i (e 4By IS culs ) cpela ) Jaliall (g))3e 230 Glus B (e C. glomerata
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376 2024 w535V Jg¥I i 384373 +(5) 11 e L i) Cpasll Ly pudl) Alsall -9 3T 5 s
(b)) ) Sall el Lacssial s D o eyt 3k £95 IS Epeatll i) T giall lasns ¢ il iulee
DA dslall Jlgall G g3 )lRay
ALalst) ALY 05 dnedaldl dai).2.2.2.2
Sl Jilidl (e g san o Jilal) dilee Al ) ilas Sl Casilal) 383 o e iy e By IS Jie &
Oasa hall iy & Jaliiall (glasl ASH axal) Qs g cciplaiy abrae (G Gab Gasn (DA ) Sall g 2 A
3l Janesiy GLY) e s8N ey Jabuiall ALl cpiad) gedal daasll Alyal) ae dilid) Jag pill Guis e dicalal)
0sSH) ALl ALK cpdal) Chuind & WS ol s IS e pSe Sl Ay IS Aalall Jglaad) e Ll el
olen oSN (e e (538 U< Lghys 8 A b 08 il Aol 24 Badl dagie dap 65 da) de (&Y
.0.0001 4ax
kTl duasiy (adal) Cisal.3.2.2.2
ps2 (671) sero liyy 10 e ddde JS (geiad Cumy bl daplall iy Sl god U< AS0DL Gile 6 jygad &S
C. Jikuidll (T ¢ Q) ALlSH hpdall o zg) I o o3 g5 S5 30) Gospaall Skl g5l (po Anjla 45 e
Lyt Lidals Gada lall Cuaagy (il LK L3l jaiae dsag ae dile S ) (dele 1) yem glomerata
Gldle ek ol Al &l Gliyll) oadal) Cagally Jilaill dolee e Ul Cigall Gy sy diladl Jag )l (aa
(ks
lgale Jalaiall cald pll sae
100 x = Jalall 4o giall Zoeeil
iyl IS aael)

aliball Julas.3

Ligina g5iee 2= ONe Way ANOVA sl ki DA e SPSS. V 22 maliyy alasials Za P cililall Jilas 3
o Skl el gg il s Jal e Duncan slial slasial ) 28LaYL LSD (ssine (358 Bl da Cluny % 1
e el aladinly ChLaadl Lasa gl JKAY) Crany WS dusind) (g5ine Gl vie Jilaiall Ligaal) <yidizal)
- Gald)

:ABlially galail

C. glomerata Jakiall dsbal) jjghl) 5a.

ilaye b dualss C. glomerata dakid) sk 5ae o Bilad) ade oy 63 AL Jilell b llia o il sy
Cumidil gon A oaw 15.74 Gigld) Jile e 385ll5 dcanll ekl AaPU) sadl) Jasgio gl Cus (Al jshig dcandl
Aasiuls ANOVA dibas (s S5l dile e Tagy 11.56 ) Dol Jass @) ile e Tagy 14,42 ) 5adll 020
L Sl e dlie Jajally Cagilall (ge JS AU disina 338 3539 % 1 Aagiaddl (ggie e LSD lza)
Lsima Bgpd dawd ol G o gl e NS pllg i@l ccagalddl e asn 7.12 5 7.24 891 ehdall 5ae Jausic
o= C. glomerata Jalial) skl doDU saal) cudlia) Jallg clayols sae o spdall dalall Jilsall il daal
L@l cCagilall (e IS e ag 18.8 521,14 23.96 sadl) Jasic by Cam AL spial) zg A Jng sl g
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377 2024 w535V ¥ i 384-373 2(5) 11 ey i) Cisasll Ly pul) Alnall -5 3T 5 g
(ANOVA: P=0.03, %1 isiaall (s5ise 3ic LSD laal alasiuly Leis gine (58 35ns go sl e S5l
Schoonhoven 5 Karowe lede duas Al i) e dal5ie g8l s2a Celag (1 Jsas) F= 25, LSD= 6.58)
C. Jiully P. brassicae .Sl casilall 38y o Bpda ol o Sl Jladl sl ib Cus e (1992)
o an 17 om zsbis Sl dilll s C. glomerata Jakiall 3l ol 50 Jagia (i) Cus cglomerata
«(Brassica napus var. blauwkop) gusadl calll Jile e a5 15.83 5 (B. napus var. jet neuf) rape Jile
Jilall T Lagy 8.64 5 8.42 (o cngliig Ligiaa calian o1 ehydall jskat sl Zuctlly Aslall Jilgall e gl of LS
Bl ase 25.7 B. napus Jile e gl dad el dady Jilall g5t Tas Jaluiall £ kall 5ae Calianl ¢ yiaall sl
ke (2003) Harvey s Sznajder o JS ST LS .a5 24.8 (Tropaeolum majus) cisiull 503 dile e dad
lele s ) Aslal sl sy bes C. glomerata Jakiall digal) cilyisally skl 5aa 3 S 35as
als of Fl casl (2012) o558y Firake Whal 4u)s 35 .P. brassicae Sl cagdldl 3y o 5yda cliy
s Be il G ) Cagilall 3 ) iy e Hyposoter ebeninus Jakiall du il Juad) Jilall sa Casilal)
Ol Jaaiall (g3l e sl (ol ) ALYl canatlly ddal) o3 Jon Camall il (AT daiil) o3y ¢ peadl Jakaial)

S oally Lo TS Al b derieaall @AY Anlall Jlsall e 5lie ST Jakail) dansi
Jaiall Jalst) Jaally &aball skl 5aa o (A0 ully Jansh ) cdgilall) (AL Jilad) 5 50 1(1)dsaad
Apdall Cig Bl it ) Cigilall (383 o @l e dupdall Al sie C. glomerata

[LsDi% [ el e el daa

0.57 2.78+11.56 b 1.62 +14.42 a 2.45+15.74 a 48 ) gl + duanll
0.06 247+7.12a 2.1+7.24a 1.1+891a £ )
6.58 2.3+18.8¢ 2.1+21.14b 1.47 +23.96 a ALalsl) | ghail) 32a

0.01 Jldial (s5ima e LSD las) Jlesials Usine (iS5 Y (lpall ) 2algll hdl (e dgiblitie 5yiea Caals degiall 2l
C. glomerata Jakiall 4lalst) o 39) sl 520.2.4

Jassie alad ¢ gl e S5l T @l cCastlall e S e as 20.245 19.72 20.41 ) sl 520 Jassie il
ANOVA diss G (2 Jsa) sl e dsladl dslal)l Bsadl e a5 16.365 1633 ¢17.36 Sall sla 520
C. Jikiiall LSl sial) sl 530 o (ginn e 5l bl Bilell o % 1 dsinall (s5ie xic LSD lid) alasialy
5 e maaly il e dgls Jilse dlla of (1992) Schoonhoven s Karowe mibs iy coa & -glomerata
Castldl 38y o Byda iy Lup 53 Skl gl s C. glomerata Jakaall (5Y)y SHI) ALISH 5ydal) s
e 26.3 dad Jil s cpa 3 Tropaeolum majus Jilall e s 35.1 S sla 530 Jausgio by 33 cadde jul)
L Sl Jilall g3 L C. glomerata Jakial) A sl 330 Jawsie cilid) WS <B. napus var. jet neuf il e

- B. napus var. blauwkop Jile Jte a5 23.1 5 T. majus Jile te a5 31.8 oy

&2 ‘f,i Bpda cliy Ao 4wl sie C. glomerata Jakiall jSig o e S Bls Baa e S Jilad) g Ll (2 )dseal
Apdall Gig B a3 P, brassicae sl cisla

[LsD196 [ ol [ Bl [  cld ] ALdiisda) |

0.06

2.6 £20.24 a

1.34 £19.72 ab

3.65+20.41 b

oY)

0.02

+16.39 ¢ 3.3

2.41+16.33 b

3.1+17.36 a

S
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378 2024 s s5S)/ Jo¥) Gy sdid 384-373 2(5) 11 e Lyl & pall 4y pud) Ulnall -5 53 5 s
Juial (ssiuse 2ie LSD ,lid) Jlasialy Lgine (ahias ¥ (Blsadl ) aalsll Shall faca dgliie i Cijaly degidl 2l
.0.01

C. glomerata Jakiall dygall cyéigall.3.4

Laidal) dygadl).1.3.4

shic 8.64+78.33 Liseadll Laugia al Cun ¢ ALl Jilall 1) Lo igal) Lseadd) Jacssia sl (3) Jsaall
) Sl Bile o Ll o2 (st ehie 4.21£75.66 Ll Jile e a8 o) Gl e
oRliaN) b % 1 gl g e LSD jloal alaaiuls ANOVA dias DA (g ehie 11.78+69.24
Aty il ) ey sl s cnn s cdassnally Casilal) e dlae Lsine G ISl dile e geadl) b Jealsl
Lydliy 8,00l (pe Spldaiall algal) DA (g cJibiiall A o (gpiinll ilall 5l johall adde aalgs () Jilad) 138
(Kester and Barbosa, 1991; 4~ sda Juiil baii 48,00 (paa dcgemgall anl) S Gun e Jiksial) 5 e
Jedll 8 5ol elld e i Aulad¥) dalill (e (g8 A3 Sl (<€ 13l «Van Driesche and Bellows, 1996)
cayehai Al blall Ll guall algall dxly Juaiti cDlaliall (e w241l ¢(Caillaud and Via, 2000) pusia (uSally gl
.(Kester and Barbosa 1991; Bogahawatte and van Emden, 1996) \gle

Gigall dad.2.3.4

Ao i CulS s 8% 10.24231.24 @il Cun IS0 Jile o Jiliall andall Cogal) daadl Jasgia ef o
sty ANOVA Uidss Gy cdasigall Jile e % 5.18219.24 ciabig % 7.4216.21 Gan) Gsilddl Jile e
sie Ugine 3l OIS Cpn (8 Ausine ANV @3 (685 ol Lasi@lly Castll Jlile o cagall duss 3 3 LSD 1% sl
il ade (s 3 Skl Bl o (2003) Harvey s Sznadjer S3 s (3) Jsaall ool Jile e duyl)
Legiy jiln Cotesia marginiventris Jikidl yie cigall Luid cslall 28 e cDlakiall slig e e 1yl gydall
Al chaall e % 50 e Sl Spodoptera exigua Hibner (sl Jiladl ade sy 63 sball il
gl e %9 ae Ajlie dgulaall AL e Gy crest Slo @rdal) Llile s laxie bk PDla cise Jalaall
Jéé e daslll C. glomerata Jikiall vie askll cusall 5aUa 39235 .Brassicae oleracea Kale cagall bl
zoAl e Hul s cJakaill hp eVl el gitall tlgie sane by ehiall sl e Jibiiall ALK clpiall #9580
Lyt s dishally shally aBle sl dall § Slall Blall e LD e &l Cagylal) ) ALYl diall o
.(Sznadjer and Harvey, 2003; Hirsaar, 2004)

dowial) duwil).3.3.4

(1:2.17) b Cum cdalaal) paine 3 (LS5 1 000) Ausinll ol Jagia o ol T8l L) Jalell o il s
Bty Sl e Ll Al i ol (1:1.58) ) ol dile o dunsdl ot s o 6 ecigildl Jile e
Ao 5 sl el DAl Laiall dawil) & CDEAY) o % 1 digiadl (gsiwe die LSD Lad) gy (1:1.36)
GY) e IS das DR o gl Jaliial) adine (b deiall dall o sl Slall Bl jaball ER o) L dgiae

S skl e % 31,46 (e oSl das pling) Gl Jsaadl G Gan bl Jilall beg adinall e s
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379 2024 w535V Jg¥I i 384373 +(5) 11 e L i) Cpasll Ly pudl) Alsall -9 3T 5 s
Lows (B pealy paliddl oS Do B Galed) g U] e dawidl) e % 4232 ) Jeatl as@ll e % 38.65
ANOVA Uias s «(3) dsaall Kol e % 57.68 I cagdledl e % 68.54 (o pinall (yaun LY
Al ilsad) YD L b aliaiVly oS A 3 g UnY) (0) % 1 Diginad) (g5ise dic LSD sl alasiuly
Da e @l i Koy (ANOVA: P= 0.012, F= 67.58, LSD= 3.18) daals sies ANa 53 OIS 5584l
& iy e Gl 0e 58 GleS piay ) Leadag S e elld by Jiliall Ll Jilad) Juain G o)l
JS ils ¢us (Hasan et al., 2001; Hasan and Ansari, 2010)<isila) sa5 Jumiall Jilall o 50SN) Cagaldd) 30
(e dipaad) LS OIS LSS (ilall 38y pon o gouagall andl daed o Aaslll 2DAY) aany dossial) Locil) (e
(Hasan et al., 2001; Karowe and 4l o< dows caaisy) Ji o LlSy el danlill culy) Lo el WS

.Schoonhoven, 1992)

Jakail) dui4.3.4

o dad Ji Jaedl cdas@l) e % 88.65 () caait) g 8 «% 90.25 Casilll il e Jakat duas el s
Lot Sl Cagill (8 o iyl Alunds dea dllyy C. glomerata Jakidl of (51 ¢(3) dsaall % 70.23 IS5 54
O (Ssine (B dgag pe e %] Aigine (ggime die LSD lid) phaiinls ANOVA (s axSi L 1y bl Jilall
ol dile o sl Dgie Gl wilS g G hasdlly Gl lle e dial)l dus
Hasan lede dias ) mibil) ae délsie miil oda cielas .(ANOVA: P= 0.034, F= 16.47, LSD= 1.14)
il Jile e %13 o g 8 % 96.7 dawy sl Jile e Jikall L el cilas Gum (2001) 5045
ideadll dacall DA e Aol el b (aSh 3 Aligarh dikie & sl G DA o0l e % 79.45
GAY) Blgall ae d3lie Cagilall Bile Llo gham ) Sl Gasildl 38y iyl C. glomerata Jakiall £l
Causliall Jilally ) aay e \giyaiy Jabiial) i dgead G Jangl) DA (1 (2005) Medina e Lo 13a s ¢3yadl)
P. Lsall Cagilall 38y o wliy e C. glomerata Jakiall Jakall daws cuiid) LS cadde Jalay (631 (gydall Jilal
g3 g5l ae 4)lae LUNaria annua il gl e das el cliay a8 sl Sl Bl gsd Les rapae
et i€y .(Benrey et al., 1997) Cleome spinosa s Tropaeolum majus w3l ¢lsifs Brassicae oleracea
Jilally 8paall Al Axihll PR e (gpdall Jiladl @yl C. glomerata Jaksiall b lass)h Pla (e dailidl) bl
Geervliet et al., ) &UyY) ol lgie ciaja Al il spaall ciliy adde cidas Al clall gol Gl agay 3y ¢ Sl
-(1996

Gsil) WS L e Psyttalia concolor Jakiiall duais gl cadl (2021) (sudls o) hal dglie duhy i
Jilal) iyl Jadaial) Juads Baagly (il 8y ama oy LS Lailin Jalaill dud il Cum ot (90 5y il
o L el calS Ly paniilly ygeall ia o Diste s S Citliy aaall Ba sl ld Gara 525354l
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380 2024 _wsiS oY) i 384-373 :(5) 11 Lo Ll Cipanll Ly geudl Al -9 AT 5 sov
4l sie C. glomerata Jakiall digaal) ciydigall Ao (cASaslly Jasipdl) , cigalall) (Slail) Jilad) gos G HREBIXN]
Al Gig ol cad sl digilal) 38y o @l o i)

| : l l

1.17 11.78 +69.24b 4.21 +75.66a 8.64 +78.33a 4 guadl)

2.45 10.24 +31.24b 5.18 +19.24a 7.4 £16.21a Vo < gall Ay
0.24 0.12 +1.36¢ 0.71 +1.58b 0.89+2.17a | (USY: Ail)dmmdal) Lol
3.19 6.2 +42.32¢ 4.4 +38.65h 5.17 +31.46a Yo S9SY) dpud
3.19 4.69 +57.68¢C 7.64 +61.35h 7.14 +68.54a %% Y dpud
1.14 6.2 +70.23b 10.73 +88.65a 7.54 +90.25a %% Jakail) A

0.01 Jlaia) (ggiuse vic LSD i) Jlaaiasls Lgine calian Y (Uilsal) () aalgll Slaud) eun dgiliia 5piim Caals desiall ail
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Abstract

The endoparasitoid Cotesia glomerata (Hymenoptera: Braconidae) is one of
the most important parasites that attack Cabbage Large Butterfly Pieris
brassicae (L.) The samples of both parasitoid and insects were collected
from cabbage fields in AL-Bassa region in Lattakia Governorate. Biological
characteristics of C. glomerata were studied on the larval stage of
P. brassicae which reared on three different host plants: White cabbage,
Cauliflower and Broccoli. These characteristics included: duration of life
cycle, adult fitness: fertility, mortality, longevity, Sex ratio and percentage
of parasitism, in addition to the relationship of dry weight of adults with
fertility. Experiments were carried out under laboratory conditions
(temperature 25+2°C, relative humidity 60+5%, light period (day: night)
16:8 h), in Insects Laboratory of the Department of biological Control in
Lattakia Directorate Agriculture during the 2021-2022 season. The results
showed that the host plant has a direct impact on the biological
characteristics of C. glomerata. Fertility varied depending on the plant
species, recording the highest percentage 78.33 % on the white cabbage
comparing to 75.66 and 69.24 on Cauliflower and Broccoli. In addition to
the difference in the duration of life cycle on the three hosts 23.96, 21.14
and 18.8 on White cabbage, Cauliflower and Broccoli respectively, the rates
of parasitization were changed to 70.35% on the broccoli host compared to
90.25 % on white cabbage, and therefore according to the results of this
study, white cabbage is the most suitable host plant for rearing the C.
glomerata on larvae of P. brassicae under laboratory conditions.

Keywords: Cotesia glomerata. Pieris brassicae. Biological characters. Host
plant.
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