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Recent advances on phytoseiid mass rearing and conservation in China. ZHANG Fan'', TANG Bin"?, TAO Shu-
Xia's XIONG JiWen®, GENG Xiac-1i' ( L Ingitute of Plant and Envionment Protection, Beijing Academy of
Agricultural and Forestry Sciences, Beijing 100089, China; 2 Department of Plant Pratection, College of Agriculture,

Guizhou University, Guiyang 550025, China)

Abstract Phytoseiid mites were reared by tetrany chus, pollen or artificial diet according to their different feeding
habit. They may be reared in-mass by using additional food and injurious mites that had been reared before hand on
their host plants. A new mass rearing method was desgned by Zhang Yan-Xuan that phytoseiid mites and spider mites
were reared by cultivated host plants in plastic bags. The phytoseiid mites could be preserved over 50 days by lowing
their development in 5~ 10 ‘C. The phytoseiid mites resistant to pesticides could be released to control Tetranychus
urticae and other injurious mites in the field efficiently. Cover crops and weeds could provide additional food for
phytoseiid mites so they are important in ecological contmwl.
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