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LABORATORY STUDY TO DETERMINE THE EFFICIENCY
OF PREDATION OF Chrysoperla mutata MACL. TO DUBAS
NYMPHS Ommatissus lybicus .DeBberg.

Abstract
The results of this study indicated that the the average number of 2" and 3™
instars of dubas.
nymphs Ommatissus lybicus DeBerg. were consumed by Chrysoperla mutata
MacL. larvae were 291.4 . The percentage of consumption were 9.13,29.34 and
61.53% for 1% ;2" and 3" instar larvae respectively.
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