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Tab. 1 The egg period and the nymph period of E. flavescens on different tea cultivars reared in

isolation (days)

- bp 7 k) #FoR oM
zits PUgSE 3 zHt+5 Ktz

9 24 20 — i 2.64(2,5.28)" 2.42(1,4.19)
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Tab. 3 Distribution rates of the eggs of E. flevescens on tips of different tea cultivars (%)
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Fig. 1 The natural population levels of E. Fig. 2 The egg levels of E. flavescens on differ-
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Tab. 4 Aggregated indices of E. flavescens on different tea cultivars
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THE DEVELOPMENT. REPRODUCTION AND SPA-
TIAL DISTRIBUTION OF LESSER GREEN LEAF-
HOPPER (Empoasca flavescens ) ON DIFFERENT

TEA CULTIVARS

Zhu Jianguo Kuang Rongping
(Kunmung Institute of  Zoology. Academia Sinica 650223)
Hu Keming Tao Tao
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Studies showed great differences in development. survival rate, natural popula-
tion level, natural egg density of the lesser green leathopper ( Empoasca flavescens
Fabricius.) reared on different tea { Camellia sinensis) cultivars (YK10, YK]14,
CYBH, RF) . These results revealed that there were differences of resistance to the
lesser green leafhopper among the four cultivars . In our study the tea cultivar EF
has the strongest resistance to lesser green leafhopper, the YK10 has the lowest resist-
ance. All the spatial distributions of the Empoasca flavescens over the four different
tea cultivars belongs to Poisson’s Distribution. The results of the different tea cultivars
resistance to Camellia sinensiscan could be used in practice.

Key words: Empoasca flavescens,  Biological traits, Spatial distribution,
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