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The Predation Functional Responses of Silerella vittata to Empoasca vitis (Gothe).

Tao Tao
Abstract

She Yuping

Hu Keming (Kunming Institute of Ecology, Academia Sinica, Kunming 650223).
The predation functional response of Silerella vittata to Em poasca vitis(Gothe) can be simu-

lated by Holling’s II equation: Na=1. 879 Nt¢/(1+0.157 Nt). The mutual interference among individual

predators can be described well by Hassell and Varley’s equation: a=9. 8065 Pr—0. 8127.
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The Deposit and Distribution of Droplets on Cauliflower Leaves by Two Kinds of Spraying Techniques.

Guo Shijian
ences, Hangzhou 310021).
Abstract

Song Huiming (Institute of Plant Proteéction, Zhejiang Academy of Agricultural Sci-

The deposit and distribution of droplets emmitted from low volume sprayer (LVS) and high

volume sprayer (HVS) on cauliflower leaves were determined at later rosette stage. The results showed

that both high deposit rat (zg/cm?)on the leaves at middle strata and low at inner and outer strata. The
droplets emmitted from LVS had compared with those emmitted from HVS. The deposit rate of LVS on
the leaves at inner and middle strata, were obviously higher and relatively easier than HVS’ deposited on

the back of the leaves at middle strata.
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