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Phytoseiid Mites (Acari: Phytoseiidae) from Korean Apple Orchards and
Their Ecological Notes

Chuleui Jung*, Siyong Kim', Soon Won Lee” and Joon-Ho Lee'

School of Bioresource Sciences, Andong National University, Andong, Republic of Korea

'Entomology Program, School of Agricultural Biotechnology, Seoul National University, Seoul, Republic of Korea
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ABSTRACT : Phytoseiid mites are important predators of spider mites, rust mites and many of insect
pests as well. From two-year (2001-2002) survey of apple orchards in Kyoungbuk and Suwon area, 13
species of phytoseiids, 12 species of the genus Amblyseius and one species of the genus Typhlodromus
were found. Among them, Amblyseius womersleyi was the most dominant followed by A.
rademacheri, A. orientalis, and A. makuwa. Amblyseius rademacheri and A. makuwa were mainly
found from ground vegetation. Keys to genera and species were presented with some pictorial details
and ecological notes of each species. Further discussion on systematics of the family Phytoseiidae and
use in apple IPM were suggested.

KEY WORDS : IPM, Biological control, A. rademacheri, A. orientalis, A. makuwa

= 5 o)gLelFe YolF B ol Hol R 2 ¥ B HEEY £23 AR
otk & 2x37H2001-2002) A5} £=UAXF Alajdol] M Alsh= °]ﬂ—o*°ﬂ 78 218 A, $0o
2ol &2 1253 HFol2Sol4e] 15 5 2 1359 ZAA og]$elFrl &A= $A=
= 71" o)g) Lo (Amblyseius womersleyi), E¥lo|2|-&-oN(A. rademacheri), EFo]|8]-2-o)(A. orien-
talis), ol e]-goll(A. makuwa) ol o, Z1Folg]-S-olj 9} F-oFolu] gl Alal 3lol|A], Eubo)
2ol e} dete]g] gl FE AHAZRANA LARAT. A} IPMA EAA o]g]-Soll {2 o]
ol At o7 o 7} Fo] Fo MAX e} 7|2A A ARE AFEH vlEe], 13Fd0 Wt A
AMEZE A Astdct

HAO] 2 1PM, AA kA, Hagpole] ol ool 2] gol, Setelel Sl

o] 2]-g-of ¥ (Phytoseiids)E F7]#-&of(Mesostig- 32 FA P} (Chant and McMurtry, 1994). o]2]-g-<f
mata) FolA FU3HA FAESL d& FAXAME FHPhytoseiidae)ol] &3 ol 7] A= S A3}
o] 4-3}= IF O Z(McMurtry and Rodriguez, 1987), ¢ 7% whs3le] Wlsko 2 A= glon o|F F
Ascidae 53 T2 NA o 8HRRd AE £33N ¥R FL 5Aoz AMgstn eH(Chant and
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McMurtry, 1994). o]2]gofjz}2] BFEA 929 =
Qo0 BT Be rdelE wrem AAAHes o
1600% o]Ato] B 7% ¢ T (Chant and Yoshida-Shaul,
1989), do oF 77Fo0] ®7% ¢l cHEhara and
Amano, 1998).

W, FuiellME olE]SellF R Aleje] =3t
AT Al AdiH ez w9 vk Han (1969)9]
Amblyseius americanus3 B 13 Ho| glor}) BAA
gl o]g]gellel 3 A= Ryu and Ehara (1991,
1992) %-2] olzg] Lol F E5F2) Lee (1990)9] £J3F A}
A - 71" 0|2} 3ol (Amblyseius womersleyi
Schicha)ell gt ety A7 APdz £} o &
Ryu (1992, 1993, 1995, 1996), Ryu et al. (1997) 5-2]
A7z A 2013} 54 38%0] 7]5He] gleh
el gl FE 17h e 2o (200-500 um), 2
= BRE Wls AT Be 297} eolR

ZAE7] w el o5& AEHHHA =:
grale)el| o)L speAe] k3 dB= AFAHo=z o
L= 31 9lv} Jeppson et al. (1975)2 AAA Ao =2 A)
EAA ) d2] AREE 28-S ANER o, 98
vetll = 2845l 719 o2l E vFdld =30F
ql A o|e]-&o)(Phytoseiulus persimilis Athias-
Henrio) & -5l 72 AJEZ wkAlo)] o]43}x )3,
Bpr) 2ol 2] Lol (Neoseiulus fallacis (Garman)),
Typhlodromus pyri Scheuten 58 == w33}3 g}
o W, Sehtet 34l BN S22l ol o
g Ak, Ryu et al. (2001)ol) 2|8k }5x]] vj=p¢d
A 632 o|eleolE wwd A olslelE A9 %
o 4 ook AN Am G4 ALelelSohst A%
e olel Selol FH o] alch maF o] el &
Fe S8 Qe AR 97, 4 @ 2o, el 7
= A% =), AAdel 2o 58 Fo SHes
7] Wl HEAIAL A olele Aol
aeme R AKE AME s AEA
A AFEFR A QAN TS e
29 Zoloh web] & ERAAE ek A
AN ZAFR ZAY o2 gele] F FAE nush,
ARE AT AAEYG 0B AHE 2ARD
A A3k

mlm e

s
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Table 1. Composition of Hoyer’s solution (Gutierrez, 1986)

Component Amount

Distilled water 50ml

Gum arabic 30g

Chioral hydrate 200g

Glycerol 16 ml
4, oF5, 97 5 190 ARl =9k, Fz) 4}
ol APeteder AHD o) Lol i 70% d=

<o 348k Fol Hoyer Zrjdjozg REG ulso]
(Table 1) FA3IHo. & 542 Ryu (1996)F 7]&o
2. &}e] Ehara (1980), Chant and Yoshida-Shaul (1989),
Chant (1993), Chant and McMurtry (1994), Ehara and
Amano (1998) & Fv3slgct HAF 2o xe
Wt 23St naela

7 3= Chant and McMurtry (1994), Ryu (1996) %}
Ehara and Amano (1998)5 Ed2 3}, v]AErl=
A AT 5 =S AR 7 Fell H3t 2
D 72 QAR E FEE RSl Ao

Atzilol g4ist= of2|Sol 4t

Atgplell A AR ol Sl {i & 135024 &
olg]gel& 12%3 o Fole]Solld 1% o]%lcKTable
2). A olE]-gollF F 68370 FollA 42.3%7}
Adolg)gel 24 HAFoldrt 1 oz i
o] -LoN(A. rademacheri)®} EFo|e]-2-ol(A. orien-
talis)7} 247+ 12.5%4 A3 d=tele] Sol(A.
makuwa) 2} 33 o)) 2ol (A. obtuserellus)= z}+z+
57%% 3.0%% AAgFE o™, YA 1052 d=r}
vl wgkeh. A A1A 2 Bod(Table 2), 718 o] 2] &<l
A} 93 Azel| A wsdh vgR W E, Fx
o I o] Fo] B Aoz Aztgeh A o
ol ZAME FE52 1w olg]oll, solg]-goll, 2
olg]goll, Zxol2]goll, Fokole] Sl et HFolels
o5, Hubele]-gef o} Afole]gof T Fxo =
FollAl v @ol ZAMH. A o)) Sof A2 H)
A A 2A ARG 8 deksiA el Ryu
et al. (2001)2 A0} wj oA 659 o]g] 5ol
2 ¥ sy o, vlo)a]-Lo(Proprioseiopsis nemotoi
(Eharai))& w|7|&F o2 HI3HT wiolg]Soll &
A 25hd, o] Eo] B8 5352 BF Al = W
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ZAF gJrHTable 2). Z12]31 Lee (1998)= ZAE-x|¥} A}
9 39 Aol 9% o]e)Solr} LS
B ek, o] 9% % AT Table 2). w}
T B =RelA BIels 13F Fol Yol F=z
DAY 7% A=r)l Ao} AP d@BAS} Qe

Table 2. List of phytosediids found from Korean apple orchards,
2002

Speices Note
Amblyseius womersleyi ©, a b ¢

Schicha A= el 3l " L” LR
Amblyseius barkeri (Hughes)  v}Zejz]$e] - W R
Amblyseius eharai o _

Amitai et Swirski Auelzsl - L R
Amblyseius finlandicus

(Oudemans) &0l 7] Lol - L
Amblyseius kokufuensis o o, _

Ehara et Kato Fg ol 3l L
Amblyseius makuwa Ehara detolE] o] 4 L.R
Amblyseius neofirmus o, _

Ehara et Okada Ezo]#5o L
Amblyseius obtuserellus o s _

Wainstein et Begljarov i o] 25l >
Amblyseius oguroi Ehara Eolz]-gof -

Amblyseius oki
rgha);;ems oKmawaenus ‘E]_HJ_O]E]%OH _

Amblyseius orientalis Ehara FoFe)E]Sl

Anﬁ%lsyss:zus rademacheri Bujo))Se) 2
o] 2]l

rgrcgzgg CzCC
o

Typhlodromus vulgaris Ehara

* Abundance ranking above 3% of total number found.
® Habitat types: L: Leaf, and W: Weeds.
¢ Previous reports: L: Lee (1998) in apple , and R: Ryu ef a/.(2001) in pear.

a)

100 um

Aow z7d

A ol gl e Belgt A2, ul= AN Al
oA YLellFe Fo HHow delR Typhlodromus
(= Galendromus) occidentalis Nesbit7} ZUWolA = R
259l o1 HRyu and Lee, 1992), £ ZA A= LA
2 goket. o] Foll & 717} e, AY F FHE
o] 4] A HeA] o] Foif 7] wj#el(Ryu and Lee,
1992), A|GAd o] HZol| FF& wAE Ae FF A
Selol Beshch. w3 3] FA4Uoln $Helw]
Lo 5o Fo xAr}el Fo)E]-2o|(A. finlandicus)
4A) 2 AFLeAE st o it

ol2iSohFel HME By

deigelel ¥HE WA A3E NFon s
=3 7}z =A% Chant and McMurtry (1994), Ryu
(1996)%} Ehara and Amano (1998) o] A&3}:=
Rowell ef al. (1978)¢) Wit} =, Sute] 7}g-4H g
e}Z o j-setae, 5| Z-2 J-setae, Yol s-, S-setae, F
Azt FdAatele] z-, Z-setaer} UL, FE wpRFL
2 33 Rle] glol(Fig. ).

olziSoiRel o ¥ & HAME

L5% 9% Zuo 3,22, 24, 54, 442 Furt 9o

MS

Fig. 1. Dorsum of female phytoseiid mites: dorsal setae of a) Amblyseius (4 pairs on lateral area of podoscutum), and b) Typhlodromus (6
pairs on lateral area of podoscutum), ¢) dorsum image of Amblyseius womerselyi with a macroseta (MS) on leg I'V.
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o, 5% 3% 3| Z1, 2, S4, 5, 25, 549 7%
_E!J}. alr:}.(Flg la’ C) ...................................................
.................................. —E—O]E]—%—OH O]—:{L}- Amblyseiinae,

.......... _{_,:-o]a].g—o]]é% Amblysejus
- 59 ¢F S 649 TrE(3, 22, 23, 74, s4,
S6)7]’ 9‘)\];]. ................................................................ 2

(EW 2 2o 71,52, 84, S57F Qe e
........................................ o] E]%—OH 0]-37,]- Phytoseiinae’

............ o]g] Lol & Phytoseius

- =3 & 294 ZI1, S2, 84, S5%¢] 3= vk

(Fig. 1b) - b)Z=o]g}-2-of o}3} Typhlodrominae,

-------- | Fo]2] 3o 4 Typhlodromus
#0|2| 205(Amblyseius Berlese)d| & HME

. B3 gFo] 7k 3] A9 v glow, 7]

B7)o] u] g Fo} z47}x]4t o] Er}(Fig. 3e) -

........................................... _{f-o] 11] %OH A. ﬁnlandicus
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- 2 9me) AR o] v gov, J1E

73] A27]12 o] A} Wl o] 5= ST 2
2.25% w|§ o], S F2] uk o] Fole} 3
—75= S5 Zol ulao}t Ao 7
3. %9 wepe 7hedsl 28ske] Y m ko)

(Fig. 3F) oeeermemeoriern 4
— 53 S0 lulehe 344y wE SAYFI -

..................................... 329 o] 2] Lol A. kokufuensis
o] SFREANAY F7e] BT,
AQde 2% Aoz vehis, Axe Fus)
ALA o g .E[‘:_E}ig}s].(Fig. 28) e
......................................... 71712 o)8] 2o A. eharai

5. 447 AR Adws} 7\nde) Adwud @,
Mg 737} e 38 oS Fig. 2b)
.................................... & o)e}-Lof) A. obtuserellus

|
Y
N
=
lo
4
B

Fig. 2. Spermathecae a) Amblyseius eharai; b) A. obtuserellus, c) A. orientalis; d) A. rademacheri; €) A. barkeri and f) A. makuwa.
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— A4z AR AdEs} )3 Azt A

6. AR ARIt Foiujo] HBE Qe
........................................ E_Eo]g]%oﬁ A. neoﬁrmus

— AAge] ZARIF A3, =3e] AA ek 3t (Fig.

2C) .................................. _‘_g_oc]:olgl%OH A. orientalis
7.04,15,16, 127k 2t mEe] 7%z} Aeinct Ao
(Flg 1b) oo ZlFéo]ﬂ%oH A. womerselyi

—j4, 5,36, 127} 4 7kmEe] 7187 A-wet A,
il,j3, 54, Z4, 257} 538 & 7R FoEA

Al ZVEH e 8
8. Z4%= 759] 71874x] AR B A 9
—74%= 759) 713712 AglRo Bop o 10

9.542] Zol7} s4¢} 257187 AR}l A5, Al4LH
A9 AdEE A471349) Avrng gon 5
o] 4t gAboln], 4, Z5% ozt ARk A
3 7127} 92 VAF 3 o|th(Fig. 2d, 3b) e
................................... Hulolg]-g-ofl A. rademacheri
— s49] ZHo|7} s4g} 257|177t AgjEet Fa, Alds
2 3lsl AvEE 471 3RS Admuct gGon
52 aelT AT 2BAlw I Puct F
-5—] ZT} %o]ﬂ%o]} A. oguroi
10. 7H5e] 2o} Exch =A] o, A4z 7]
FA T 1749 ARRI} Q3L 255 A9 T
9] ey A Aelrt vlssty, AAEE ER

kol th(Fig. 2€) o gola]-g-ol A. barkeri
- 7] Zolrt Fun FA] ¢growy, A4zt 37)
9] AEIE QITh 11

11 A4z 71846l 2708 Adzrt 9lan AAelE
ARNZL 5t Bl o3 R 53, s4, 24, 257}
FEB AL, Z5% Z4 Aol 2u) o]d}elt} A A
o mepE g 558t f4A 7EE 5 U
(Fig. 20) - ofeto)e]-2-of A. makuwa

—- A4z <4, 74, 719del A4 Ad 2ot Sla, 75
74 7o) 2Rt HR Zo};
.................................... JFulo|g] Lol A. okinawanus

t=0|2| 200 &(Typhlodromus Scheuten)2)

E dM=
W] FFel S2, 54, 857} 9lew, Alazte] A
2E FRI Bl $HSL <48 Ades A

‘o/] 7}-15]—\:]_ Z‘%;}(Flgs lb, 3d) ......................................

........................................... T.:H %—o] E] %OH T vulgaris

Z olE]gef o] HME A A Ryu (1996)F
ol2]-gel g 27H2] ofzK<ol#]-&-of o} Amblyseii-
nae)¢} o]2]-g-off o}k (Phytoseiinae)) 2 ik 18
1}, Chant and McMurtry (1994)ef] €]3}H  o]e]-g-of %
2] 7|B FA o= Zo|T]-Lol & (Amblyseius Bersele),
tf F o) 2] Lol &(Typhlodromus Scheuten)s} o] 2]-g-ol
2(Phytoseius Ribaga)& Z{EE Holx @ 2o
skl o] $2q ARFolo], 7] Zel ol}-golo}st
el subgroupo 2 ZF=w Phytoseiini¢} Typhlo-
dromini¥= Z}7} o] 2]-g-of okil(Phytoseiinae)} HF-o]
2]-&-of o}7(Typhlodrominae) 2 A ] AR w} 3l
o} o] Aeke AMAAHeo=z B TFH o]y LofolaE
AT 59252 ¥R WA ASRA AT A
& wigtoz o|fe] A ARolrt. e]e] wlel Ehara
and Amano (1998)%= UEAL o]g]|ZefaE 3o}=
LRAG Selbe o2 ge) R o AAg
Mg Fel7k G Ao AmEel, & ARFEE ol

Bgelne 309 otz BReA.

283, olg]gel el F A A, Ryu (1996)

B 5 R A AR 7|EE T -l %

=

ek B mplAE A8 2w e W)
Aol we} sole]SelE A el w3, 5% 2
Wz5)9) Relel mek 249 TFoz Lhrgish o)
Ehara and Amano (1998)2] v}Al-S w}E 7oz &
< FolESel7t B Z1ES Amblyseius (Eu-
seius) of&ro 2 Be3ly JWR|E T3 71w 7o)
ol wke} 2709) L, Amblyseius (Amblyseius) o}<-3}
Amblyseius (Neoseiulus)ot4r0 2 o] Aelslgvh
dHAME FelElFelrt &3 Ue 1FE S(Eu-
seius) 0 2 2Rl AlL-3l7)| = K Moraes et al.,
1986). o] -5 WA olE]SolFe] ey FA ¥
ohizt e Ao w2t gD 1FEe U
&= 7A3k2 HeltiChant and McMurtry, 1994; Mc-
Murtry and Croft, 1997). 3% o] & o]&]-go) 3= YAt
o2 $YEF =2 TANETH A% A7 AN
e, 5 P B ohdet 2 1gael A 915
£ W3t b =gl @ Aok
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c) H d)

i *

f)

Fig. 3. Macrosetae on leg IV (a-d), and ventrianal setae on ventrianal plate (e-f). a) Amblyseius obtuserellus; b) A. rademacheri; c) A.
makuwa;, d) Typhlodromus vulgaris; e) A. finlandicus and f) A. kokufuensis.

A

ojzlsof & =& X 4eiy 54

Jm

1) ==0|2| 20 Amblyseius finlandicus (Oudemans)
Seiulus finlandicus Oudemans, 1915, p. 183.
Typhlodromus finlandicus: Nesbitt, 1951, p. 25, Figs. 5,

12. '

Amblyseius finlandicus: Athias-Henriot, 1958, p.34;
Ryu and Ehara, 1990 (&4 3z 7]=), p. 147, Figs.
15-22.

Euseius finlandicus : Karg, 1971, p. 178, Fig. 125c¢;
Moraes et al., 1983, p. 41.

Amblyseius (Amblyseius) finlandicus (Oudemans): hara
and Amano, 1998, p. 42, Fig. 19.

Me) FHE o] £ Ah ZE Sl SR A
A wAldez dg] 49A glem(Amano and
Chant, 1986; Tuovinen, 1994; Koveos and Broufas,
2000; Broufas, 2002), A &84 g7} @2 Fol},
Tl QAT o) mlER Foloh mR ] %]
AN noR W) s, B ZAAE AHS
7 wlg s e, wekelt selel b e
S o) AN HAlo] Hepd Aow vl
ool F A8 BFUFelA He| Jelrt §
o= F3] £ 4 & Folvt w3 Hulo] g7} vt
o] Wl 2 el o3 g2 AtE 2] 9
Fol|(Jung and Croft, 2001), A}#}-2-of, F-2of, =-2-of
T HE WA 4 SlFE Asske ez o

24 i McMurtry and Rodrigues, 1987). McMurtry
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and Croft (1997)%= ©] 2& FWIEE F Hol= 313,
St Zlet 22w 2SR A4y dukEAde
Fastodeh A4 DT Soe ol Lo
s3] AN olgsted, 2 2 oA =
U] AzHe Fslo] ool F) AARA AM
2 A o] A Fr Fo] a7H

2) 280|2|20§ Amblyseius kokufuensis Ehara and
Okada
Amblyseius kokufuensis Ehara and Okada, 1994, p. 128,
Figs. 8-15; Ryu, 1995 (Y] #x 7]%), p. 80, Figs.
16-25.

Aef B Q1w ol ol ok ol ol FEem
7158 4U7F W2 FolvHRyu er al., 1997), 534 E A
A Ext G AT AsE v FS B Al
A AHSol7E B el A EAF SIS 21w o]
et Hejgoz wlg kst 5§l AA
g Fo7F 87"

3) Z1122|0|2| S0 Amblyseius eharai Amitai et
Swirski

Amblyseius eharai Amitai et Swirski, 1981, p. 60, Figs.
1-3, 6-8; Ryu, 1996, p. 60.

Amblyseius largoensis Muma, Ehara, 1959, p. 293, Figs.
17-18.

Amblyseius deleoni Muma and Denmark, Ehara 1977, p.
34, Figs. 1-2.

Amblyseius (Amblyseius) eharai : Ehara et al., 1994, p.
127, Figs. 1-7.

Melff HHE : ejveles Bagl o)2)ofl F A4
A8 197 78 W2 F2ZRyu et al,, 1997), 2t
FollA] 2}-g-ofl (Kim and Lee, 1996), A3}, viel| A Ak}
2o, o] Loll(Lee, 1998; Ryu er al., 2001)s} 3
LA G5l FY A ERA EA o] 7l
FE71E Austa, 2] 2 d3l&(,
Tetranychus)ol W3t EA]L Fntslx] ¢rr(Ehara and
Shinkaji, 1996). o] &2 7|2 A&X}7} Amblyseius
andersoni Chant¥} 815 Ao F2Fv, McMurtry
and Croft (1997)= A. andersoni®} 72 A 18
QA3 kMRt TRt A3Y dUEA A
% dgolF B oheh wgolF, Aleh SolF o
u) =

& TFF FH 58 Helz 3o F83] QAT

Ae) ddo] 7Fsdt EAAES Witk weps 7 E
Hojatl e} FA = o7t gl A uA|d e
2 ALE AS S A 29 AF7] ofE$-
i}, A B} o)Fo] A1 Helrl BEF FANAE A
A o)E-o] @A ¢rolJung and Croft, 2001) X473

o AL A &8 & 5 U

4) I2{0|2| S0 Amblyseius obtuserellus Wainstein
and Begljarov
Amblyseius obutuserellus Wainstein and Begljarov,
1971, p. 1806, Fig. 3; Ryu and Lee, 1992 (Z:\] =
71), p. 27, Figs. 16-21.

Mel HE 33004 F8o] S A0 33
o)2) gl 7} Qlom(Wu, 1984), FehH ozt A
g A%l el Fsheh abw, 3T, 9o
U4, 9% ol BasglotkRyn e al, 1997),
o] 5 Qe W) AAA] A A woks)
o & 2L $AEE wlwd A vehdo,
AN A 2ALEA] g el 2
of, Fza} Aol MAlshe mla FBF B BF),
rhrg Moz s % s

5) I 0|2|20] Amblyseius neofirmus Ehara and
Okada
Amblyseius neofirmus Ehara and Okada, 1994, p. 133,
Figs. 31-38; Ryu, 1995 (2] #& 7]3), p. 83, Figs.
26-31.

Me| HE : seluelollbe 223 ABoA% 3
AP 20 Z(Ryu et al., 1997), AL Exo =
A B AN Aoz dFls Tk
ZA A B W= w29k A &
24 3 ZAR2A ) 75l H A7t 275
Folot.

6) =2+0|2| 20§ Amblyseius orientalis Ehara
Amblyseius orientalis Ehara, 1959, p. 291, Figs. 14-16,

6-8, 12-13; Ryu, 1996 (=] Hx 7)), p. 60.

fr e ol

Yl "E: wopo] AHEHA g Fdeyt
AN Fa ARASEE Foz, Y AR A2 W
ZAN A= B]48A Yebstek(Kishimoto, 2002). 414
AExE ¥lw3 ¥ Ryueral. 1997). & 2 543
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= Js3ow RE=w(Ehara and Amano, 1994),
ofol] W3t Bt =r} ot Hulbo] S Hh Alhg-
ot H-goo} dFe] ] P& oz Mo, E =
Aol A Sz AR 2AM F FME Z1EelE
o, Fabelg]$oll oz Rorom, oA FE
FA F FoME 71" elg]Sel] Hgoz go] W
AR Sl 8] Z2 oA o] Fo A
e 5A Ao g Fge] Fasj

7) ZIE0|2| 200 Amblyseius womersleyi Schicha

Amblyseius womersleyi Schicha, 1975, p. 101, Figs. 1-9:
Ryu, 1996, p. 58, Figs. 1-4.

Typhlodromus longispinosus Evans, Ehara, 1958, p. 55,
Figs. 4-6.

Amblyseius longispinosus: Ehara, 1961, p. 95, Fig. 5.;
Lee and Ryu, 1989, p. 219, Fig. 3A-G.

Neoseiulus longispinosus: Moraes et al., 1986, p. 85.

Amblyseius (Amblyseius) womersleyi: Ehara et al.,
1994, p. 123.

AEf B Syl M 18 o)) -of=1990
Zul7AR g A= A longispinosus® Se]x ko,
Ho et al. (1995)e)] 230 A. longispinosus®} A. womer-
sleyi 7tell BAA A7t o] FoiA| 1, HeH oz
= S5oA} & x}o]r} 1A= o], A. womersleyiZ A&
2% Zo|clEhara et al., 1994; Ho et al., 1995, Ryu
1996). $-elLbebE HlEstel U, Ak 55 D A
= Ex]o|A] B1% ) 31(Schicha, 1975, 1987; Ho et
al., 1995), &3t olg]go] Foll f-8Ae] /M Fob
A, g el A7) 883 AL )
t}. Lee (1990)ell &jall Abahslel]l $4 o]e]-gol=2A
Aol golel AEH WAL= ol §7ksHe] A7
5 o] Fo|, Auto]goel W 7eukE @ ANk
(Kim and Lee, 1993, 1994), x}-2-ofjel] ©3t 7]%HFHE
w wAlA2A]¢] HaHShih, 1984, 1985; Shih and
Huang, 1991; Kim and Lee, 1996; Kim et al., 1996), &
ool W3t ZAINFS(Kim er al., 2002), £x2] e
o] P]x]= %d3KLee and Ahn, 2000) ¥ F AHS A
2Hlo] gstel] B3 oI F4(Shih, 2001)E F3te 2
Hol2] 2ol FgANAWHAN AEA A A=
AH237] $13F H o] o] Fe] X1 et A, FFH
2dolME 4% F99 AY AFZH Abo|(Kishimoto
and Takafuji, 1994), 773 F(Tsunoda, 1990), ¥ -2
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o) Aol Sfala Age) Waeh kel
o8 ¥ A]A}e] w¥l-2(Maeda and Takabayashi, 2001,
Maeda ez al., 2000, 2001)o)] =3t A7} Qv o= &
7|Z2 Qe A ofolAM ¥MHALE Fil =& FA
27 =48 53l dSoFel d=s AEA A
E3 Ao sl Al AT 114
12]-5-0E o] 83t ofsjolld AEH iAol A7 AT
= @7)o|A] Aule]-of ulA|(Waite, 1988; Goodwin,
1990) 2 ZWellA] AtH(Jung et al., 2003)2} w7
(Han et al., 2003)el]4] Au}o]-g-ofe] AEZ w47}
7Psdhe Blvh AA d AAT AEHeE B
UE= 3 Y AN AL o] &3 ULl Fe
Ux zAo| AlsEH HAd A oAl
Ak gl w3 o FE £3F oAl Ax 34 |
F95ke) #avt AR ez Fesicl 718w gol
o tigh FoFY wlEA &a 3 Ay Foke] A
o gt A% A&Aoz AP 1 glvKKim et al.,
1997; Mochizuki, 1994; Park et al., 1996; Kim and
Paik, 1996a, b; Paik and Kim, 1996a, b; Kim er al.,
2000). =3t 71 o)2]-goff wut opie} XpAuhx] e} wl
FellA 94 1 me] o] Gofell Szt Al o3l
3 JdF= AR 23] =9 (Kim and Seo, 2001).

¢

al

[«

8) £810|2| 20§ Amblyseius rademacheri Dosse

Amblyseius rademacheri Dosse, 1958, p. 44, Figs. 1-5;
Ryu and Ehara, 1992 (3] #x 7]%), p. 727, Figs.
15-23.

F- SolM dLolFe] AEA WAoo ALSigE
B.517} g)ekJeppson et al., 1975). B ZAPIAME F2
A gzolA HRAHNS =T ApshdlA zAbg)
oJe)gel it FAA ARolelgo] oz $HEs)
ok 2% o] ol T QY A7t AP
A2EqTe) Zeadade 44 R Bekel
g Aelet
9) S0|2|80§ Amblyseius oguroi Ehara

Amblyseius oguroi Ehara, 1964, p. 384, Figs. 17-23;
Ryu and Lee, 1992 (Y] = 7]8), p. 23, Figs. 1-9.

Me| HE: 9950 AFuTE @95, 22RO
A o] o] BuR Fo&(Ryu et al., 1997), A2
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Azl F2 BAHG M, o] 2ol gt e
e 39 Aol

10) LIZ0|2|S0) Amblyseius barkeri (Hughes)
Neoseiulus barkeri Hughes, 1948, p. 141, Figs. 200-
206.
Amblyseius (Amblyseius) barkeri (Hughes) Ehara 1972,
p. 147, Figs. 42-48.
Neoseiulus barkeri, Moraes et al., 1986. p. 70.
Amblyseius (Amblyseius) barkeri (Hughes) Ehara and
Amano, 1998,

el HE  golg)ele HAAR 223 X
H, 4l Fe B2 4AEHY, B2F 2 2449
€ ZAFs FoEM, SolFroE A YE
A Al ez o gel 429yt McMurtry and
Croft (1997)2 ©] &2 =elW9 9 718 s
vigto 2 A3% dukzAlxtz {3 vl 3ok Fuel
M= FAEE ARozA o]f7lsAle] HE A3}
el Hel vk £ 2AlME F2 ghzex] B4
of, Zkzell le 2AEE 9 7)EF Lol 2% TEHF
F ZA 3 ez ueleh

11) L240|2| S0 Amblyseius makuwa Ehara
Amblyseius makuwa Ehara, 1972, p. 154, Figs. 70-74;
Ryu, 1993, p. 109, Figs. 77-81.

Mel| "E: 2ejgele)l QB wisidelA Ao B
F=3(Ryu et al., 2001; Kishimoto, 2002), & A}
JME F2 AW el B3t Wi Thel M =
FaolH F2 WAHE Aoz el Ahiras
o] "¢ AFA R 2o} FFAAE FHo
A 697 F-&ol(Panonychus citri (McGregor)$} 2o
WS, B R ubgel Asse. s
V5= L20|(Cucumis sativas), vfH z3}9] 2teh}
(Lantana camara), Jasminum sumbad S-o| ¥ 2%}
(Puetal, 1991). =3 =3} vloj| A 3a]-goff Fol tfst
A &3 B o ¥}l QIckWu et al., 1991).

12) Heto|2| S0 Amblyseius okinawanus Ehara

Amblyseius okinawanus Ehara, 1967, p. 72, Figs. 17-24;
Ryu and Lee, 1992 (2] #x 7)), p. 27, Figs. 22-
30.

Mell HE: o] 22 g2vel AdoMe Heoz
BIHE Folth ARANE b Lo} A4S w3}
EsHolA $-HF o2 H7EHAmano, 2001).
ol9lel A AmE F¥A Bouk 3 Holxel
Fool £ WFURCR %3oht Feo) £33
sshelol A gel W7 9lek Amano, 2001). 5ol 4
t BARE o8 Alfel Zhssm A E o 3
FoA Q2ohF YA e BIE uh YekWu
et al, 1991). =2 NAH7} Aw AFzz, Qoo ry
e BhRsh ERIRE F Holz ol Ao
2. &# % HEhara and Shinkaji, 1996).

13) LHZ0|2| 200 Typhlodromus vulgaris Ehara

Typhlodromus vulgaris Ehara, 1959, pp. 286-288, Figs.
1-5; Lee, 1961, p. 64; Ryu, 1991, pp. 63-66, Figs. 92-
100.

Mel] HE : A Atzs) AT Fo) T2 wA
BRaL, uto] S b Aot} 207} w2 9o
A BAFH A Flell e ARl =309} §H
5 A= 33, PN FLo)9 Zo] 1}
= FAsHA ke d&olFet Qo) 1, o) A
ZHA] gAY H el | Yol F2 By Ao
2 13 7389 Amano, 2001; Kishimoto, 2002). 3}<4=]
M= M= F2 JXE &% Jdoz gns)
= Aoz 4 *] glckEhara and Shinkaji, 1996).

AP A

£ 9A7E ENA wpeleaM2in Meddtm
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