Journal of Environmental Studies [JES] 2015. 14: 59-66
Original Paper

(Burmeister) il s Anisops sardae H.- S. sl gobed dygadl dadlal) anis
Culex pipiens molestus L.oa gl Alalsll & ) gha¥) a& Orthetrum chrysostigma

T read el g ¢ Calia agd A Uae
(o sl Al (i yuall o slall A 3l 4S lal) o gle and’
Al 50 5 s s A il Aalall 4 ppaall”

Fe)O yiadgi Yy s Ve )0 painw ’f"ﬁ)ﬂu/

-

Aadal)
Anisops sardea ekl gzl O aag g L & sl ik plasinl e AldSiall J8) il AndlSa el o apen S5
ol (Libellulidae : Odonata) Orthetrum chrysostigma Jile )l 4,5~ 5 (Notonectidae:Hemiptera)
Canall Agllad g Gl YY) Alad a3 cpaliall D Ay ) Gl yite Laa s Jasall 3 £dall slial) Claaine b
A. sardea O. chrysostigma, cs il e dusd sl &y s el SISV il puedail) Jana s (ousd 8T Juail
.ol & Chironomus ninevah ois<lells Culex pipiens molestus ca sl ALSH el skl alasiuly
dele 24 s ¢l 3 535 il e Gy V148500 JeeY) (00 6.756.758.0 5 9.0 llgivy selall sl f 2a
el e 3.3 Q‘Jﬂ‘ e A )Y JleeVl (048 0 5.3 56.35 6.7 5 8.7l Lusd A Gile I Ay ) ea (i Lady
GOm0l il s Lmes Al ALKl e ) shaY) mues dgalsa die al jl) g GIEN | phall (Slady G yidall SIS
GdlAll aae o)) LS lae Waasa s 9617 daudy (el 58V Adld <l j5 O.chrysostigma, A.sardea s il
Uile ) il ysa il s jiaal) S ) Jalae alédil 5 G itall SLall auadl 8 LS 50 ) e Laa 53 AS1gndll
(s JS salell By o (i gad) Gl gy edal) b il Laiy (i gaall By e (3 saled) DS

Ministry of Education, University of Orethtrumy« Culex pipens molestuss Anisopssardea :Adlall cilalsl)
Ll Y1 & sl a8l Mosul, College of Education

(= «Caillouet et al (2008) 25 WS ( Burns,1999
Gillall e ile N cbpes o) oAl Aal
sl il ke JSI oo Aeshnidae s Libellulidae
Sl Gile 5l Gl ea e Aabid) &y b e gl
Ul pedl GBI (i el dliaadl ) sk am il jiaeS
pen iy ehall clsile gam;  (Mary, 2013)
abiaial i S dealgdl G jlaslly Lgiia y daal)
Laiy clualall 480G ) of jal Ao s Aliall iy ginll
& LB (e Lendl B ey Glle Nl Sl (5283
Dieguez ) “amadidl adl ¢l jal Ao g 4dal) oluall
.(Mandaet et al., 2008) «( and Gilbert, 2003

Ons oootiadl Al aaa on dolie Ll aa W
Scott and ) Lasdl il skl a5 Y
e ol Hshll Juadi sy WS «( Murdoch,1983
gl ol 2 S (Fischer et al., 2013) &l
5 (Ouda et al., 1986) 4l &) 3Ll & Sl yidal)
L Al A fg X (Saha et al., 2007)
Werling ) Sl asall A& Caadll 3o S e b yiddl)
(etal., 2012

A ) Cladias 4 Anisops ol glsl i
sl ol ause g (BB S SUES Coag
Tawfik (1986) 25 WS (Alahmed et al., 2009)
Osin e gl aa Jad A sardae o+ i) o et al
a8 Culex

cdadiall

Clssall o aall (g jba) Jils dage A1 (a pall
¢ .(Shaalan and Canyon, 2009) < jill 4z yall
Ghlidl A& iyl aul s Culex pipiens g=sll ¢ 5
Barr et al, 335 3305 (glaliall lac allall (he Aliaall
oo Lo (bl sl il g gl 18 225 (1967)
ol Slaall Qlgill g paaiall (o) ) en g cliall
Jan) aidds «(Samiduria et al., 2009) Jadll ¢la
Alad Ji gl el e 3kl o6 o g al Y
Gl yia aladid Vs 3o 28 oy gl AadSA) i
«(Mogi, 2007) sl i & siall Lgiaia (e dilide
gl &l Clading Gada age Gl il 35ay o
Aol Laal) s asdl Gl e o 3kl
i ALSH el kY ae il il @ jidal) aal gl
el iy JshY el ol G oLl Al e
Scheider and Frost, ) <lw il ¢l gl lagiul
; (1996

ekl alsle alile glel e el cudl ad
Libllulidae 4le 5 (iaaYl 4éai) Notonectidae
Mogi, ) U=l (e gl sl el 81 e L a8 (Uile )
algis (Shaalan and Canyon, 2009)s (2007
sball il Wil 8 Notonectidae aliadl ¢l sif
QB e e gl (S g QY oA Alaall
Gilbert and ) oS 385 SV a e

*  Corresponding author:
Dr. Atallah F. M. 59
5= dr_atallah1957@yahoo.com



mailto:Zohriassuit@yahoo.com
mailto:Zohriassuit@yahoo.com
mailto:Zohriassuit@yahoo.com

ey il Lt K000 Ao 5l A Cu el a5 ol e
ouadll CBllaall (0wl sles S b aumy N
@R s 4535251 Bl el e 4y 30 Y
e sl e e C.pipiens molestus o= sl
B Al jead) @iy il Ay psa 5 kel il cilally
oS &8 ) asilal Ji dels 24 G il gsad
@Sal Ao 1 clag culel My Luedll D llaall
Abilis Ao genaS (s yile O s Aualad) Aldrall < i
24 2y Cyan o pdall Ay 4856 gyl cand O
Cuns o Se OS] g3l ClE L del
A Gile I Ay sy edall mlas (e JST Al Y1 A0adl)
sl s lke 5 48 e Yl
:Clearance rate (CR) skl Jira i

e b e IS e aaly 28 pay
QA sk lle I 4)m Asardeasekl
30 il 385 <ol il daws sle 5 & O.chrysotinma
Ladll cyoal sle s JST a0 s sk (B (a4
L daaal) g S O S ANy COlre EON
‘fm Gl 2ae elias) \,}A}:\eﬁ:\u\_ﬁ} ¢ddalin dc ganaS
45 30 ) sles IS 3 aaall Gl (g g5 Lgasd il i
O @dsidl Y IV asdl el i calaal L dxs 3adl
o) U8 Loss Lemygad €0 ae cilu jiaall KB
kil Jasa ypasd :\.\.&\ alaal) il g 40 il
CR=V xPe/NT :( Gilbert and Burns,1999)
Jose | paall 3aa g 8 Al gisall ) @) 23e -CR Jiad 1)
O e
as [ A saal) )l e Pe
ol Al 23 N QYL e W T el sld) aas 2V
‘ g i £ 939 ) shal G i) Jall
CON gl s csle il 4 sle s b olie Ve L)) ddl)
Go S ) Gl e e IS ) S G5 CDLalas
Loy A sardea el mibe Jb ol Y Cpildadl)
&3 3 oS 0. chrysostigma S jeall e (ile )l
S Aalis L) Aldaall S i el YE Legaygad
eV (e Agiiall Sl ASlgiuall il ) ae a3 s e
A il el gal e dele 24 2y g ))2all 548 )

e oSy Al ANOVA ol Jilas aladsl
o ) Jradi A8 ad (P>0.005 ) Allaisl (s giue
G ey gilel) s S ekl bl gl il
C. pipiens asll o ISl Sl peall S 5y gl 8
2 mag s «Coninevahuisled) 5 molestus
Bl b Al e aals 08 ae e sl e gl
el 4 )
silea iball Cp 3 g (E) Gnd) Aglad s

el Assardea ekl pmbad Cosll Alled < a8
Aleal) Ay Hll CUES A3 olaasuls O. chrysostigma
JA Ve on Ver Ay gl dag ) A lee YL
Sl 0 A Lo g b Camngy o Ke AN Aldlae
cilS e I 5l edall gl e (usibe Lgie JS Canal

Journal of Environmental Studies [JES] 2015. 14: 59-66

gl ) 81 3elil) apl Alall A5l Craana
0. 8l Gle)ll 4,5 Asarden ekl
C. Uasll ALl e JishY 2= chrysostigma
e S duadl s 4w i pipiens molestus
& Logi Jalaill 5 Al Jlee W1y ) shY) (G yidall
e @AY 5 sl Gn deadill Gaes Sl adiaall
C. Uisdell iy Shdie OISy Cadgiua e A
aca X5 ¢(2009) Alahmed (Diptera)¢ninevah,
B (o el AndlSa) Guemlall clacY) aladial 3 S8
o Jalan Lllla lly 4 glesl Glaall iy jlasls
il Al ¢ 55 e Ul % Lae ddagiual ye clal)
48 el Al Al 8 oldls gleyidl gl of )
.( Derwesh,1965)
:dand) 43y 5k 5 3 gal)
:Culex pipiens molestus o g 4 59 aas

C. pipiens yasdl Al je kYl Cees
8 el ele byl SlsE mmy e molestus
5 i il Lgie S5 call DA Juasdl) dadls
Gl nectarim @l dall Ay i A e B el
2%80-70 A dysha 55 .02+ 27 5 s da 0 oyl
ol A 5 m pal s 22U () 6 5m 8016 3ol 3
el pithdl 3le (e de glas alal Cuaadial
Calay B ) A0 Gl o VO GBee s Sl O daugs
Gl ey Cu Sl Geaiay il )Y
Leidad gn e Sl ¢ 55 an (el Ay 5 (alddl
SO (ib A sun ge aihaly qadie due %15 Jslaa
A A all G de e ddlea an e e
¥ e ddsiall GLY) e el Gl e Jgeanl)
el A1 de gumge daly il drw ela sl 3Gl Y
A

G g8 (e Camea 38 C, ninevah Uiseled) il L
DA 4 381 dgal) slaall Claands jUaeYl Ciy juad
AT iy JemdlS SE) 08 ales s el

:QMJM‘@%

A.sardea eball mile Gl by ysa s el pea o
sl sl ey ot Ales Apall Uaa¥) &y (e
Aol Gl W)l dahiey Jeagall daalas
s aatisdl b jlelis O. chrysostigma  uile )
XY sl 8 sl el e Apaily AS 5 (ge Caran
ol o Ak leeld (8 dnla ) (alal 8 G
ey be B (ile Hll il ysa QS (mid (e 5 )5 (sl
iy e il sl Lda8 5 JSIA Gl Y ol
AgSLall Ald ladly s Sy Al (il A&l iS5 (gl
cil€s ile Sl i sal bl S a all il Jilay Ll
Cul y pddind 8 sy 48Ul by (seled) S
.Daphnia spp W
:Predatary efficacy 4! @Y slst) yaii

Db e B o) jals Al V) Aladl) < a8
G e e 2aly IS OsShy (papll AldSl e

60



Journal of Environmental Studies [JES] 2015. 14: 59-66

e YTl - Ps
23 ey jedall b Lews 38l ) ld i dae -P]
L3 iy Gile I Ay ) e Lews ) Al Gl ) 2ae P2
el mle Lewdl 3 Gl se Y P1P2
b ile Jll 5
- g
:Predatary efficacy 4wl _s@Y) solisl) ik

U Lgiae Gl By e il Al 20 il
O. chrysostima 5 A. sardagcs- yiall S Lew 53l
@\)!\ )A:d‘ o) d}‘}“ %) C_:GJ...J\ Sl ] (:.\33 &
NS Lgw iy A gl e B ssiee (38 |y N
G ek als ol ead) Gl B e &5l (e il
LSO &8 Al Sl dae (8 G el G (g giaa
OV 8 (A Lsine S @A) (S Ly delu YE DA
O yiall (5 )13al)

Oile 0 &) gad A s8N 3elist)
S50 p g gl sandil 4 g AN Jaali3L 5 AN saadl] 29 ¥ pandl-L 1 o Cua

ekl Jlaal OS5 e [AE YL TY YA G
el Jare s &5 cly i 5 s LS e saus)
laa) ssiwe de K ) Hadady
Al (i gadl S Gige <Y Jaid ol (>0.005)

Al A o A A il 5 5

S dbalall e gead) Gy dele YE Lagsad
Searching efficiency sl Adlad a0 e
Beddingtan et al, ) Lvlevsindeaeaaiuh(E)
(1975

E =% dapall Cus g

p

& ASlgiuall (il 8l dae -Na ¢ yitall Sl dllad -E
(0 il RS Py Hal) B N e W 5 aanall B2a

Alad o e G il aal g 580 e (el o
el e Ay Ve ge Wty (e sill (e G B e
Ao sanall ) Ailia) e O Ay i) cy jal al )
el YT pasl A5V Asladl) Cidagiin) 5 ddaylall
:Predatory synergism(Ps)

@\L
> oYL
1 D“'L

oL
mpP

AN el A i) 5o S

102 90) 0a (Al gl Jana
Opes JS On dasie G548 25 ) dsall s
LANe Gl eda (Sl cdanud) 4 jadll L Al ulliia
(CR) _nehill Jare dad cyglii M85 ladill g 30l 3l
J A 5 Y,V 5 Y, 6A Gu O.chrysostima os_idall
s Asardae  oeiall dedll el Wl Ly

[ obaall GOlAdY) & Jaus giall | jgdal) clagbas [ [ g kenal) il ad¥) + Ja gial) | ile 0 4 sa il idal)

Aol pb
20.3+1.0c¢b 21.0£0.57 cb Js¥ agsll
16.6x 1.0 ef 15.0+ 0.57 efg A 2 gall

21.3+0.58 cb 21.3+0.58 cb G gal)
19.6+ 0.57 cod 16.4+ 0.57 ef &I Al
25.3+153a 22.3+1.53 ¢cb ouddl) o gall
19.3+0.57 ed 17.0+0.58 ef ulal) o gal)
24.3+1.53a 22.6+1.53b ) a sl

L bnd) Gl i)+ L i} ile N 4y a5 sedall cladbad o a1 (8 Jass gia 1(V)J 92>

61



uﬁ}qu aﬁﬁ 2,1‘5 U 4\3‘):3 \‘,V el V¢ d).;

(Ydsx)
bugiadl Jpile A e | ] 8 clagle | clidal
[l Gl £ | Gl £ bl
[ golaalt il ) g gl
2.70£057 ¢ 6.50+ 1,53 a Gaged) il
4.60+0.57b 1.25+0.58 d Ul galgd) i

() by Il el Lo man (2) s
(p>0.005) Zlaial (5 siua die Ki0 5L Coun

aa) gl glaill 3 ddea (S ddlise (o jal Jead ) 66 ,Y)
(%5)%‘6}\.“4.\;14}“@_.4”&@
o glall (gaall daxiall (Sia LA Cas g
s 81 ARy (pu yilal) iy A8

3L ae Lisine agmll (o) skl Gl o)
Allad (il ) gl iy g%y @A) duy @l A8US
Al e YU Aladdl ol 8 A giall Apudlly sl
2 S )+ e A died celall aaa Gl pa Ly sas dag YY)
(il 5 A8y 7O, jelall b g B I (Al
ST Gl 8 J& WS¢0 v A8 wie 8,y Yo, ¢ ) daal)
Gl LS el ALY ) RSy ) e ABESY die i
L).'Z:LC)S\ 3{)}; L}"‘)“B‘ "E;usggcuay_\j\ &L\ﬁﬁ PE{IKS
Al 3ol ) () A ydll AU (alads) ol ad (Y san)
DA Ve A die L e edal b ol Canl)
Jiay @ (¥ JS8) s ) e A e 4,4 )
e i) Ul

Journal of Environmental Studies [JES] 2015. 14: 59-66

A;\)X\&Lbﬂ\géﬁmgﬁaﬂ&q);\w‘;ﬂ\e\ﬁjﬂ\
(% 5 ) Juinl (ssne sie Lgine lowians (o cilia
U_:Lka..u)l«ﬂ sl 2axidl) oSaa B EE W)
s 1) £ 59 paa Gy o sikal) Juuadl

el ey Gl Gm O gsine 5 2
Doy N1 Al el el el
Tl On S Qi ol il (A L e g sall Ay )
Do LSy 1 gl ol (el 5o g
Ay QI jeall lan Ligiee Juadll oS, SG) jpeal)
A el jdall jghal G pe B N A c@bﬂ\
s yiall)

F

Glaglad Gl Y Jia & jsal Gul 8 Jaa
B el

\ i
L L

A )Y A8 Jlee S il yikall Juadi (530 aa gy (Y JSE)
M\@wh)m}d\@)ﬂ\gbm}
Sia e e g ging ele g A G idall SIS 43080 die
B 2y 2 (hpalelly pmgll Gl eall iy e
6.5 (e e sl sl Jina (053 13) ¢ palgll My e
Lsine Cliad Lty (ligala 48 ),V0 5 (asny &
gy CilSd ((hgalgll Bl 381 ile ) 4y

Ay gall Apal) Agllad 8 ) Jaus gia 4y gal) Al Allad 8 ) o gia ETEPRITS
Jile Ay el | dally Ay 9ad Agtiall B Gl Tl 0 (e Al | Aardiiecall
+ Jaw giall | Gike Y + o giall ] gdal
[ obeall Gl ady) [ kaall Gl )
% 30.6 0.31 30.6+0.58 b % 35.3 0.40 35.3+057a 100
% 40.0 0.40 20.0+ 1.53d % 50.8 0.50 25.4+0.57 c 50
% 76.6 0.80 7.6+ 0.58 eh % 86.6 0.90 8.6+ 0.57 e 10
e S ) selall i ¢l 5O Candl Allad g 4 sial Al o el Jans gl 8 i pal) iy nSall ol (3) Jgaa
S_l_p1+p2><100 glaill 8 daa S0 ddlite Copal Jead ) A6 LY)
PS = TS p1p2 % 5) Jucial (s siuse ie U sina Lgaans (e Calidd 2al )

=1 142><100
PS=217183

PS=1-0.83x100

PS=17%

(e siall (gaall daaiall (K52 UEAS s g (

sl yilal) U A Ji8Y) 3ol ad

s Asardae (e yisdl

S8y ol il 8 LagieliS 833l ) Lee O.Chrysostima
Lo il & sana S Lot AT () Gased ol S esll
A YNE AY fe Laaaal Jeatie J<G (i gl Cild pll
Aoy ol BY) (A 1,00 Lee G il sy o
.%17.0

REN P T

62




Jeell aen el die Al Aul ol 8 e
Ml sbuda daeliy b sl 2 ) A
dsrg el g GBI o perdl Gl 81 Bliady s yidal)
Jotill 5 lusall sl Cppenl) pda aaa ol ) el
oo dan W dgliia dagml) oday dgle dad VI
C.quniquifasciatuscases GG el pul i)
(e Gulie aaal Juiadi G yide JSI ()5 <Aalbopictuss
Kesavaraju ) s (Scott and Murdoch,1983) (! all
.(Manda et al., 2008) ;(et al., 2008

LS e LgBUS Bl J Ll ) &3 (31 8 ) dae 2l )
MM&\ﬁ‘M\q})&QJJ\jgw\P
CE ) A L) ae Ly caalll D) Caad) dllad
Sl clidl s 8 sl iy ay cCalaa) bk
Sy Gele 24 Pl Glecal Gl e ST Lo
e oSall Ay Al S (s Adlitya et al(2006)s)
e 2 S Radius sikkimensis sluwdiall () yiél 3 )28
.C. quinquifasciatus u= sl &

sl S Aagiuall g B G il Juail
) ol & s AY) Qi Bl e g ds Jla
Juadl Cun g o gl As8ISAl) ‘f el (ya cﬂ):\ 4314
iy e pmsadl @iyl Asardae el b
568 «(Mogi, 2007) ;(Eitam et al., 2002) 5 sa's!
O Las omddl 3 ile )l Gl (e bl K]
& Ylad il A slal) (5 saled) A A Ghamy Y (ile Sl
cﬂ)ﬁ.&d\ .A;\}\X\ ) cUAJz_J\ &_ltﬁ).l L@L}uu G\S\ Ay
Aukema ) ol _i8Y) 3l (e ad 5y 38 4dld Sl il
A el on Gl ol (et al, 2004
& Al ae ) 2 O. chrysostignassardae
lilas dagill oda (yha gall g Arlall Cim (alagudlss Jlase
(Alta et al., 2009) s Slu jida aa
salaliiay)
e oh Aulall sda b deddieal) il il gl -
555 5y G pndl (5 e il Al b e 1l
Ll JaSe ) Ailesll dadlsall iy
) S8 il M Ay el s o i - Y
& oSSl o prd ALISH e ) skl Bl e )80
) i gl el Al jaall Zad )l
e i) o) Lul i il jisall g Gialadl) o a5 Y
sl (5o 5 i ] 4 all AxdSAl) (5 gan
1Sl i)
ebiim\ 8% aal 34‘5.\3]\ dadlall G.A\):i ?\'\ii""\ @\M.\ 2
uelal) Al s il e W jad) 5 ol
Ge oA Glial ge Gl sana iy el sa) Y
Sle bl o L jad ddyeay cliliaidl o il jdall
sl ALK e ) shaY)
g A sl Al 8 (o jibe (e ST aladiind die Y
@ 5 il yiaall oda (s Giladl) (sae e )l 33Y)
gl Al (g 50a el 5 ili Al

Journal of Environmental Studies [JES] 2015. 14: 59-66

\K}
YA
AR gl clagla
AE
AR
" [ S RN
A
A
£
Y nh.-u\.«j;.id!

e g1 a5 (el ) Jna

Ao s Asardea el gl Cme el o U (Y) JS&
C. sasall gl )l skl 48 5 s O, chrysohigma uile Ll
.pipens molestus

- g

P RCERY

C. pipiens gased) <ild yy ol 8l o ghliil) < jelil
A. sardea _ehl mbu lew e J8 e molestus
el 228 e Le i O, chrysostigma il )l
Se Y Gl Y1 5o lS ul€s ¢ pidall Cog ks caad Bl
&) 5 sine IS5 midi) 8 (S J Y1 (F ) seal) 2
R uas;.\\ LS c)@_H\ C_LA:\_\“.\.\@\)]\} Al JA:J\
Jall g lee Jil oK1 Gile Ay ) el ASlghuall CE
4 slaal) 2513800 Al () ) Candl 2 g5 ¢ el s aae
e 5 Gl oy penlly A5 laa U 5 S5V o penll JI
il o3 iS5 (Woodward and Warren, 2007)
5 (Streams (1992) Aale bl Al
«Fischer et al (2012) 5 Alahmed et al(2009)
ag By ol YN 558 o S Sin Laall e G
CGA}:\S‘ u,u\):ﬁy‘ &f ),3.\5 )-\-\Ll J}Jﬂﬂ u\ fm\);]\ a..JA Qf
Dbl e A3 Ee (g)l0all Apudlly las L sie (midie (S8
Oe Aline ASa Ak dgle el o Y (A
or Jum elal mha Bllsas Al B A8
Gy oldll o WS (Gile )l Lagad s Chlu jidal)
b Al aud 29550 Can 3,00 e 0 lae 38l
Ialaie | 5 (e il (45 laally g ‘(lea 2002) leiles
A Allad 8 Legie JS Aapla 8 GORY) e
C. sasall el 3l Bl o) shall A anlissardea
.pipiens molestus

Ay opeitall Ao o sl Gl Y D Cudy N
el Jana el Sty o ganl) Aleis Al n JE
Ge S 3l Gl LLE 8 o sl il (CR)
4 aaly (Sl 4w 8l O.chrysostima s A.sardae
el a ol el @D OIS Gyl (g
.0.chrysostima lcA.sardae (s Wasys Callil)
(5 Shsa o GA Le—'c‘ﬁs & d)ﬂ‘ @ 255
Gy o s «(Zuharahand and Iester,2010)
2ol alaai Al plall lSle e Gile )l
Oo Ap B pagll iy S8 Cdy JAmbushing
B Ay il s G i 4y i Y1 e ) 3 o)
¢ yelall ol W Aaay Al Hunting 2 Uaall 4 Lea
On J8 ke 1 e Lgaliad () A8 (o ) Al
.Habitates liznh A& COERY) G Hedall il

63



selection and consumption of prey. J.
Piankton Res. 25: 759-769.
A., Blaustien, L. and Mangel, M.
(2002). Effects of Anisops sardae
(Hemiptera:Notonectidae) on
community slructure in artificial
pools.Hydrobiologia 485: 183-189.
Fisher, S. and Pereyra, D. and Frnade, L.
(2012). Predation abifity and non-
consamptivehect of  (Heteroptera:

Eitam,

Notonectae) sellata and immature
stages of Culex pipiens
(Diptera;Culicidae) T. vec. Eco. 37
245-251.

Gilbert, J.J. and Bums, C.W. (1999). Some
observation on the diet of
thebackswimmer, Anisopswakefieldi
(Hemipter:Notonectidae) Hydro-
biologia 412-118.

Kesavaraju, B. and Juliano, S.A. (2008).
Behovioral responses of
Aedesalbipictus to a prodator are
correlated with size-dependent rick of
predator. ANN, Entomol, 101:1150-
1153.

Kettle, D.S. (1995). Medical and Veterinary
Entomology, CAB International, 2nd
Ed., 658 pp.

Lima, S.L. (2002). Putting predators back into

behavioral predator-prey iteraction,

Trends Ecol. Evol. 17:70-75.

S.K., Ghosh, A., Bhattacharjee,

I., Chandra, G. Biocontrol efficiency

of Odonata nymphs against larvae of

the mosquito, Culex quinquefasciatus

(2008), ActaTrop. 2008 May; 106(2):

109-114.

Mary, R. (2013). Ecology and predataory
efficiency of aquatui (odanate) Insecta
over the developmeutal stages of
mosquiloes  (Diptera:Culicidae). J.
Aca. Ind. Res. 247: 429-436.

Mogi, M. (2007). Inesect and other
invertebrate predators. Hn, T.G,,
floore (ed.) Biological control of
mosquitoes, J.A.M. Mosg. Contr.
Assoc. 23: 93-109.

Ouda, N.A., AL-Faisal, A.H. and Zaya H.H.
(1986). Laboratery observations on the
efficiency of seven mosquito larvae

Manda,

Journal of Environmental Studies [JES] 2015. 14: 59-66

Qujﬁd\aﬁjﬁﬁjiﬁj‘gz%é)bdpuﬂ“ J) -
et B Lealakind Jal G al) sadl) e sl

References:
Aditya, g., Bhatlacharryga, S., Kundu, N. and
Saha, G.K. (2006). Ferque-ncy

dependent prey selection of predacous
water bugs on Armgeres subalbatus
immaturs. J. Vector Borne Dis. 42:9-
14,

Alahmed, A.M. & Alamr, S.A. and Kbheir,
S.M. (2009). Seasonal activity and
prelatary efficacy of the water bug

Sigarahoggarica Poisson
(Hemiptera:Corixidae) againstthe
mosquila larvar Culex
guinguefasciatas (Diptera:Culiciae) in
Riyadh City. Sanda Arabia. J.

Entomale. 6 (2): 90-95.

Alta, B.W., kesavaraja, B., Juliano, S.A. and
Lounibos, P. (2009). Stage dependent
predation on competiton:
consequences for the outcome of a
mosquito invasion. I. Anim. Eed.
78(5): 928-936.

Aukema, B.H., Clayton, M.K. and Raffa, K.F.
(2004). Density-dependent effects of
multiple predators sharing a common
prey in an endophytic habitate.
Oecologia 139:418-426.

Barr, R.A. (1667). Occarrence and distribution

of the Culex pipiens Complex. Bull Wid

Hth Org. 37.293-296.

Beddington, J.R. (1975). Mutual interference
between parasites and predators and
its effect on searching efficiency. J.
Animal Ecol. 44(1): 331-340.

Caillouet, K.A., Carlson. J.C., Wesson, D. and
Jordan, F. (2008). Colonization of
abandoned swimming pools by larval
mosquitoes and  ther  predators
following Hurricane katrnina. J.
Vecter Ecology 33(1) 166-172.

Derwesh, A.l. (1965). A preliminary list of
identified insects and some arachids of
Irag. Ministry of Agriculture. Bulletin
no. 112.

Dieguez, M.G. and Gilbert, J.J. (2003).
Predation by Buoeamacreotibialis
(Insecta:Hemiptera) on
Zooplankton:effect of light on

64


http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed?term=Mandal%20SK%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=18378207
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed?term=Ghosh%20A%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=18378207
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed?term=Bhattacharjee%20I%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=18378207
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed?term=Bhattacharjee%20I%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=18378207
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed?term=Chandra%20G%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=18378207
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18378207

Shaalan, E.A. Canyon, D.V. (2009). Aquatic
insect predators and mosquitoes
contral. Trop-Biomed. 26: 223-261.

Streams, A.F. (1992), Intragenic predation by
Notonecta (Hemiptera: Notonectidae)
in the laboratory and in Nature,
Entomological Society of America, 85
(3), (1992), 265- 273.

Tawfik, M.F.S., EL-Husseini, M.M. and
Abou-Baker, H. (1986). Ecological
observations an aquatic  insects
attaking mosquitoes in Egypt .Bull.de-
.Entomol gyique-d. Egypt, 66: 117-
126.

Werling, B.P., Lowenstein, D.M., Straub, C.S.
and Gratton, C. (2012). Multipredatar
effects produced by functionally
distinct species vary with prey density
J.Insect.sci.12: Article 30.

WHO. (2009). Management of serven malaria
Apractical handbook. 2nd edition.
Geneva. World health organization.

Woodward, G. and Warren, P. (2007). Body
size and predatory interwctions in
freshwates: scaling from individuals to
communities. In, A.G. Hildrew, D.C.
Raffalli and R. Edmonds-Brown (eds).
Body size: The structure and Function
of Agquatic Ecosustems. pp.98-117.
new Yyourk Cambridge University
Press 343 pp.

Zuharah, W.F. and Lester, P.J. (2010). The
influence of aquatic Predator on
Masquito abundance in animal
drinking troughs in New Zealanl, J.
Vector Eecol 35 (2) 347-353.

Journal of Environmental Studies [JES] 2015. 14: 59-66

predators, J. Biol. sci. Res. 17(2):245-
252.

Schneider, D.W. and Frost, T.M. (1996).
Habitat duration and community
structure in  temporary ponds, J. N.
Am. Benthal. Soc. 15: 61-86.

Saha, N., Aditya, G., Bal, A. and Saha, G.K.
(2007). A. comparative study of
predation of three aquatic heteropteran
bugs on Culex quinquifasciatus larvae.
Limnology 8: 73-80.

Samidurai, K., Jebanesan, A., Saravanakumar,

A, Govindarajan, M. and

Pushpanathan, T. (2009). Larvicidal,

Ovicidal and Repellent Activities of

PemphisacidulaForst. (Lythraceae)

Against Filarial and

DengueVectorMosquitoes. Academic

J. of Entomology, 2 (2): 62-66.

M.A. and Murdoch, W.W. (1983).

Selecctiue predation by the back

swimmer, Notonecta. Limmol.

Oceanorg. 28: 352-366.

Service, M.W. (1977). Hartali lies of the
immature stages of species B of the
Anopheles gambiae comparison betwn
rice fields and temporary
pools,identification of predator and
effects of insecticidal spraying, J.
Med. Entomol 13: 535-545.

Shaalan, E.A., Canyon, D.V. Aguatic insect
predators and mosquito control,
(2009). Trop Biomed. 2009 Dec;
26(3): 23-64.

Scott,

65


http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed?term=Shaalan%20EA%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=20237438
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed?term=Canyon%20DV%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=20237438
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20237438

Journal of Environmental Studies [JES] 2015. 14: 59-66

Assess the biological control of swimming back Anisops sardae H.-s. And Dragonfly
(Burmeister) Orthetrum chrysostigma against immature stages of mosquitoes. Culex pipiens
molestus L

Atallah F.M., Ghazwan Th. Kh.
Dept. of Biol., Coll. of Education / Univ. of Mosul. Irag.

Abstract

All integrated vector management program mainly emphasis on application of biological agents.
In the present study, the back swimmer, Anisops sardae H.-S.(Hemiptera: Notonectidae)and naid
of Orthertrum chrysostigma (Burmeister) (Odonata: libellulidae) are common aquatic insects of
the freshwater fauna communities in Mosul City. These insects are predators of dipteran larvae.
Predation efficacy and selectivity, searching efficiency and predatory clearance rate were asessed.
Stages of Culex pipiens melestus (Culicidae) and Chironomus minevah (Chironomidae) in the
laboratory. It was found that single adult of A.sardea consumed 9.0,8.0,6.7and 6.7 of the four
instars and pupae 5.3 of C. pipiens molestus and one of third O.chrysoslihma naid predated
8.7,6.7,6.3, and 5.3 of the mosquites larvae instars and pupae 3.3. Both applied predators were
preferred. 3rd and 4rd mosquito larva linters when they were exposed the immature stages
collectively. Also the predation efficiency increases up to 17% when the two predator species put
together, which synergic each others in predation the prey. On the other hand, it was revealed
that Odonate naids preferred chironomid larvae over culicid larvae. In the laboratory condition,
the prey density effected inversely on searching efficiency.

66



