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Fig.1, Nymphal development of the green rice
leafhopper reared individually on rice
seedlings of Aichi 42 (A), Aichi 49 (B).
and Nipponbare (C) at 28°C, Column graph
indicates the period and percentage of
adult emergence on Nipponbare seedlings,
Twenty nymphs were tested for each va-

riety.
0 P
Q “,.,»'-'g: """""" v
e g
S &
- B. Rl 4
E 40 N
o
g .'..« .'... \A
= 20p & c
N { ]
—e
3 4 ]

Days

Fig.2. Mortality trend of 3rd inster nymphs of
the green rice leafhopper on rice leaf
blades detached from Aichi 42 (A), Aichi
49 (B), and Nipponbare (C) at maxmum
tillering stage. The experiments consisted
of 5 replications, and 10 nymphs were
used for each replication,
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Eig. 3‘.:hHoneydevxt excreted by adult females of
© green rice leafhopper on Aichi 42 (A)

Aichi 49 (B), and Nipponbare (C)
Upper : Honeydew detected by w;xter—blue
filter paper, indicating the total
i) a_mI_cI:unt of honeydew excreted,
r : Honeydew detected by treating

the ﬁlter' papers with ninhydrin
;eagent, indicating that the honey-—
ew resulted from phloem sucking,
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Table 1. Number of progeny produced by 2 pairs
of adult green rice leafhoppers on rice
varieties Aichi 42, Aichi 49, and Nip-
ponbare at tillering stage.

Replication Aichi 42 Aichi 49 Nipponbare
1 9 9 233
2 4 6 193
3 3 5 183
4 2 2 126
5 0 0 115
TMean Tae 4 170.0
S 3.4 3.5 49.1
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