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Fig. 1 Comparison of consuming leaf areas with
and without 50,-fumigagion by Mexican bean

bpeetles
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Fig. 2 Cemparison of feeding preference for differ-
ent sugar eontent leaves by Mexican baen beetles
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EFFECTS OF SO: ON MEXICAN BEAN BEETLE
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In order to exame the responses of Mexican Bean Beetle (Epila-chna varivestis)
to SO,-polluted plants, the following studies were conducted: (1) direet and
indirect fumigation (80,;0,3ppm} 5 (2) feeding preferences and (0 ) changes of
feeding habits, The results showed that the pupal weighis of Mexican Bean Beetles
were havier when the larvae fed on SO,-fumigated leaves than when they fed on
unfumigated leaves (p<C0,05) . It was still true as compared with female pupae or
male pupae alone between different treatments in direct effects, But in indirect
one, there were no significant differences of pupal weights of the insects feeding
on fumigated leaves than those feeding on unfumigated leaves, However, accorfing
to feeding preference, the adults of Mexican Bean Beetl econsumed more leaf areas
of fumigated leaves than those of unfumigaied leaves (p<<0,01, especially the
adults grown up in SO,-fumigated air (p<(0,01) ., Furthermore, the adults from
both sources had a preference of the host plants containing more sugar,
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