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Study on the Control of the Lirimyza sativae ( Blanchard)
by Using the Inter-planting of Broad Bean with Wheat
at Different Row-ratio in Kunming
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Abstract; Study on the control of the Lirimyza sativae ( Blanchard) on broad bean by using the inter-
planting of broad bean with wheat at different row-ratio was carried out in Kunming, from November to
the next April in 2003 and 2004. Results showed that control effects at inter planting system of 1: 4 and
1: 6 for broad bean and wheat higher than 1:2, and attained the highest control efficacy for the L. sati-
vae (Blanchard). The pest index was 22.0% and 18.04% for 1:4 and 1: 6 inter planting system,
separately. The control efficacy and population decrease of the adult of L. sativae ( Blanchard) was
34.26% and 37.63% , 36.74% and 59.78% for the row-ratio of 1:4 and 1: 6, separately. So that,
the inter planting system with a row ratio of 1:4 or 1: 6 was the suitable planting system for the control
of the Lirimyza sativae ( Blanchard) on the broad bean.
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