&953,%: UNIVERSITA
S v 13'”’1 DEGLI STUDI
| “ A]]Lr l O %ﬁ?ﬁﬁ% DI TORINO

AperTO - Archivio Istituzionale Open Access dell'Universita di Torino

Plant preference in the zoophytophagous generalist predator Macrolophus pygmaeus
(Heteroptera: Miridae)

This is the author's manuscript

Original Citation:

Availability:
This version is available http://hdl.handle.net/2318/128556 since 2016-01-13T16:21:40Z

Published version:
DOI:10.1016/j.biocontrol.2011.06.003
Terms of use:

Open Access

Anyone can freely access the full text of works made available as "Open Access". Works made available
under a Creative Commons license can be used according to the terms and conditions of said license. Use
of all other works requires consent of the right holder (author or publisher) if not exempted from copyright
protection by the applicable law.

(Article begins on next page)

02 May 2026



UNIVERSITA DEGLI STUDI DI TORINO

This Accepted Author Manuscript (AAM) is copyrigbtand published by Elsevier. It is posted
here by agreement between Elsevier and the Uniyafsirurin. Changes resulting from the
publishing process - such as editing, correctisttactural formatting, and other quality control
mechanisms - may not be reflected in this versidhetext. The definitive version of the text
was subsequently published in

Biological control, 58 (3), 174-181, June 2011, doi:10.1016/j.biocontrol.2011.06.003

You may download, copy and otherwise use the AAMhfmm-commercial purposes provided that
your license is limited by the following restriatis:

(1) You may use this AAM for non-commercial purpesaly under the terms of the CC-BY-NC-
ND license.

(2) The integrity of the work and identification thfe author, copyright owner, and publisher must
be preserved in any copy.

(3) You must attribute this AAM in the following fimat: Creative Commons BY-NC-ND license
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4&6flen),
[http: //Amww.sciencedir ect.comv/science/article/pii/S1049964411001551]



Plant preference in the zoophytophagous generaligredator Macrolophus pygmaeus

(Heteroptera: Miridae)

Barbara L. INGEGNO, Marco G. PANSA, Luciana TAVELLA

DIVAPRA, Entomologia e Zoologia applicate all’Ambite “Carlo Vidano”, University of

Torino, via Leonardo da Vinci, 44. 1-10095 GrugtagTO), Italy.

" Corresponding author: phone number: +39.011.67838%ax number: +39.011.670.85.35; e-mail address:
luciana.tavella@unito.it




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

Abstract

Macrolophus pygmaeus (Heteroptera: Miridae) is an omnivourus predat@du® control
several pests of horticultural greenhouses. Withathreto explore the relationship between
M. pygmaeus and different host plants compared with tomatanppreferences and bio-cycle
traits were studied usin@apsicum annuum, Calendula officinalis, Salvia officinalis,

Parietaria officinalis andSolanum nigrum. Species were selected among natural host crop
and wild plants. Plant preference was measuredudi-ohoice host plant selection and
olfactometric bioassays. Bio-cycle traits were ased on reproduction and on nymphal
development with and without animal diet supporndhg tested plant®. officinalis was the
least attractive under laboratory conditions. Femtiore the availability of prey was crucial
for the successful establishment\vfpygmaeus on tested plants, suggesting the inability of
nymphs to complete development to adulthood oniclgtphytophagous diet. Nevertheless

M. pygmaeus seemed to prefer plants where phytophagy proadésess benefit.

Key words
Dicyphini, olfactometer bioassay, host plant setegtoviposition preference, biological

control, tomato
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Introduction

Species oMacrolophus (Heteroptera: Miridae) belonging to the subfamity@orinae, tribe
Dicyphini, are generalist predators well-known tioeir role in the control of several pests
(e.g. aphids, mites, moths, thrips, whitefliesharticultural crops in Europe (Avilla et al.,
2004). In fact, starting from the end of the '80sit presence was reported in IPM vegetable
crops of different regions of southern Europe, asrssequence of the reduced insecticide
pressure (Tavella and Goula, 2001). In particwlalike other predatory bugs, such as
anthocorids of the gen@rius, that are hampered by glandular trichomes (CollRidgway,
1995), tomato plants represent a very suitable fooficyphini (Riudavets and Castarié
1998; Tavella and Goula, 2001).

Dicyphini are characterized by zoophytophagous Wela thus they are strictly related to
the plant besides the prey. Zoophytophagy is pesiiecause predators can survive in the
crop even when prey are scarce or totally absartigiks and Denno, 1999). The plant can
provide not only water essential for predation (&igti al., 2004), but also nutrients. In fact,
some species can develop and reproduce in the@beéprey by feeding on plants, but only
on some plant species or even on some parts of flhecas and Alomar, 2001). For example,
in previous laboratory trialslacrolophus species proved to develop on various crop plants,
i.e. leaves of tomato, eggplant, pepper, cucumbelon and broad bean (Perdikis and
Lykouressis, 1997, 1999, 2000), and French bean plalella and Arzone, 1996), whereas
they are unable to reach adulthood feeding on Gkigabbage, cabbage and Brussel sprouts
(Hatherly et al., 2009). Anyway, the developmetitak on a plant diet is often considerably
longer, while emergence rate and adult size ardemas a further confirmation of their
improved performance in the presence of prey.

Plants release volatile compounds varying quavéit and qualitatively depending on plant

species and attacks of specific pests, and alaltraxct predators (Paré and Tumlinson, 1999;
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Dudareva et al., 2006). The tritrophic interactioegulating the plant-prey-predator
relationships are very complicated in these zoag#tyagous mirid bugs. In spring, predatory
bugs, especially fertile females, migrate from winefuges onto tomato where, if not
disturbed by chemicals, they establish and congiletficiently to control pest outbreaks
(Tavella et al., 1997). An earlier colonizationtofato seems to be affected by the presence
and abundance of natural host plants, rather thhdhdir abundance in the agroecosystem
(Alomar et al., 2002; Ingegno et al., 2009). ThiEnsity within crops in fact can be related to
composition and abundance of the surrounding vigetand to topographic characteristics,
suggesting the importance of host plant proxinmotgmhance early movement of these
predators into the fields (Alomar et al., 1994; &ah et al., 2004). Concerning host range,
Dicyphini show a preference for glandular and stiplants; in fact, most of the northwestern
Italian species have been collected on hairy @paties belonging to Solanaceae, Lamiaceae
and Geraniaceae (Ingegno et al., 2008; Tavella anuia32001).

Among the Dicyphini species colonizing tomato cropthe Mediterranean region, the
species initially identified asl. caliginosus Wagner seemed to be the most promising: in fact,
it is now reared by several commercial producerslargly used in programmes of
biological control and IPM. Recent studies on molactaxonomy ofMacrolophus species
revealed that species marketed for several yedvk ealiginosus is actuallyM. pygmaeus
(Rambur) (Martinez-Cascales et al., 2006 a, b).

Due to their effectiveness as pest control agémsethological studies alacrolophus

species have been carried out to assess theirtprga@ativity in different conditions
(temperature, humidity, photoperiod) and on diffengrey (whiteflies, aphids, thrips, mites),
and their functional response (Montserrat et 802 Enkegaard et al., 2001; Perdikis 2002;
Perdikis and Lykouressis 2002; Montserrat et 8l042 Lykouressis et al., 2007). Artificial

diets have also been tested and developed fongeafipredatory bugs to improve their



77 massive production (Castafné and Zapata, 2005; Zapai., 2005). Furthermore, laboratory
78 trials were carried out to evaluate the side-effectthe most widely used pesticides in

79 horticulture (Figuls et al., 1999; Tedeschi et2001; Tedeschi et al., 2002). Recently, studies
80 on responses of some Dicyphini species to volatifepounds produced by plants and prey
81 were carried out above all in laboratory conditigMsGregor and Gillespie, 2004; Moayeri
82 etal.,, 2006a, b; Moayeri et al., 2007a, b).

83 To enhance the presence and activity of Dicypmihe crops, the factors stimulating

84 predatory bugs to leave the natural host plantscatahize the crop should be investigated
85 thoroughly for an economically and ecologicallytairsable farming. Thus the present

86 research has been aimed at assessing preferenbeagttiological responses of the

87 zoophytophagouBl. pygmaeus on different plant species in comparison with team¢he crop
88 plant where it is more frequently and abundantlyni.

89

90 Material and methods

91 Insect mass rearing and plant growing

92 M. pygmaeus used in the experiments came from a laboratoryngotierived from Bioplanet,

93 Iltaly, and reared in insect cages (MegaView, Taiweamtobacco plants\icotiana tabacum

94 L. (Solanaceae)], supplemented with eggEpfestia kuehniella (Zeller) (Lepidoptera:

95 Pyralidae). Identity oM. pygmaeus was further assessed by molecular analyses asluigsc

96 in Martinez-Cascales et al. (2006 a, b). Mass mgasias maintained at 24°C, RH 65£5%

97 and L16:D8.

98 Among crop (vegetable and garden) and wild plaefsonted as host plants for Dicyphini

99 species in NW ltaly (Ingegno et al., 2008, 2009speal observation), the following six plant
100 species were selected: tomatgdopersicon esculentum Miller, cv Marmande (Solanaceae)],

101 pepper Capsicumannuum L., cv Quadrato d’Asti giallo (Solanaceae)], parigold
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[Calendula officinalis L. (Asteraceae)], sag&dlvia officinalis L. (Lamiaceae)], pellitory-of-
the-wall [Parietaria officinalis L. (Urticaceae)], and European black nightsh&bahum
nigrum L. (Solanaceae)]. To obtain plants of similar agd size (approximately 20cm high),
they were periodically seeded, and afterwards jpanged in plastic pots{ 12cm), and
maintained in a heated greenhouse without anyqi@éstiise.

Reproduction and development on different plantisse

Reproduction oM. pygmaeus was studied on single plants of the six specigsplemented
with eggs ofE. kuehniella. Each plant was isolated in a Plexiglas cylindeight 195mml[]
110mm), wedged in the pot soil, and enclosed atifiper extremity by net. Three females
and two males 1-week-old df. pygmaeus were introduced in each cylinder and removed
after one weekk. kuehniella eggs glued on a paper strip with a honey solutierew
periodically supplied as food source. Egg hatclaind nymph emergence were monitored
every 48 hours until no nymphs were seen for faysdall newly-emerged nymphs were
removed and counted. Five replications (i. e. @iynders) were performed for each plant
species.

The survival rate and time of nymphal developmeatteastudied on the six plant species in
presence and absencetokuehniella eggs. Freshly hatched nymphs (<1-day-old) fronheac
plant species were placed individually on leaf slistthe same plant in cells of 2t@4-well
tissue culture plate, Sarstedt, Germany). For et species 24 nymphs, 12 wigh

kuehniella eggs (directly supplied on leaf discs) and 12 wittte kuehniella eggs, were
observed during their life span. Moulting, evidéoin the presence of the exuvia, or death of
each nymph were daily recorded and used to detertimre and survival at each nymphal
instar. All the emerged adults were examined ustiFeo-microscope to determine their sex,
and to measure their length (from vertex to the@rtemielytra).

All the assays were carried out in climatic charslsr241°C, RH 65+5%, and L16:D8.
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After performing tests of homogeneity of varianteyene) and normality (Kolmogorov-
Smirnov), data of reproduction and development,@ndeasures of the adults emerged on
each plant species were analyzed with one-way ANQOYX@ans were then separated by
Tukey's test (P<0.05) (SPSS version12.0; SPSS@itcago, IL, USA).

Host plant selection experiments

The host plant selection experiments were set upudis-choice assays where whole plants or
single leaves of the six plant species were simattasly offered td1. pygmaeus.

Whole plant choice

To assess the adult preference for the six plamtg lbe be tested, one potted plant of each
species was placed inside a 44%.5x93cm net insect cage (MegaView, Taiwan). Five cages
as five replications were set up. The positiorhefplant species in &3 matrix was assigned
randomly, taking care that the plants did not toeabh other. Five 1-week-old females and
two males were released on each plant (for a tbtad females and 12 males per cage). After
one week, each plant was wrapped in a net bag,uweaifoom the cage, and inspected to
count the adults dfl. pygmaeus. Then the plants were singly isolated in Plexigigsders
(height 195mm[J 110mm), and checked to observe egg hatching amghimgmergence

every 48 hours until no nymphs were seen for faysdAll emergent nymphs were removed
and counted.

Sngle leaf choice

The plant preference by ovipositing females waketeby offering a single leaf or, in the case
of the plants with small leaves (iR. officinalis), a piece of stem with some leaves, of the six
plant species simultaneously in ax20x30cm net cage (MegaView, Taiwan). Ten cages as
ten replications were set up. The single leaf ergdiece of stem with some leaves were put
into a 1.5mL plastic tube filled with water, androduced through equidistant hole in a

polystyrene support randomly in a2matrix. Leaf areas were about equivalent forsike
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plant species. Oviposition preference was test@udasence of pre¥. kuehniella eggs,
supplied in the centre of the matrix on paper ghyed with a honey solution. Two 1-week-
old females and one male were released for each gpe@cies (for a total of 12 females and
six males per cage). The adultdwbfpygmaeus were removed after 48 hours. The number of
eggs laid on each plant species was counted uratere-microscope five days later. The
plant preference by ovipositing females was exgess the proportion of eggs laid on each
plant species in the cage as described by Thom{i£&8).

All the multi-choice assays were carried out atPL, RH 65+5%, and L16:D8.

In the whole plant multi-choice experiment the tielaship between percentage of recaptured
adults and number of emerged nymphs was estimatedP&arson’s correlation (SPSS
version 12.0). In the leaf multi-choice experimehg percentages of eggs laid on each plant
species in the cages were compared, after arogusgesroot transformation, using ANOVA,
and means were separated by Tukey'’s test (P<(BF5$ version 12.0).

Olfactometric bioassays

In the bioassays, 1-week-old females, kept witlppay and plant in a glass tube (length
120mm,J 23mm) for 18 hours, were used to assess olfactsponses dfl. pygmaeus to

the odours of tomato compared with those of therdadsted plants. The bioassays were
carried out in a Y-shaped Pyrex tube (internal @28 formed by an entry arm, 250mm
long, and two side arms, 200mm long (70°angle),@xitioned vertically as in other studies
with Dicyphini (McGregor and Gillespie, 2004; Moalet al., 2006a, b; Moayeri et al.,
2007a, b). Each side arm was connected to a gyéisdrical chamber (height 500mm, @
130mm) as an odour-source container. Airflow wasoled by an air pump (Air 275R, Sera,
Germany). Before reaching the odour-source chambgrgassed in an activated ¢fidter,

in a flow meter (EK-2NRK, Comer, Italy) to set theflow, and in a 1-L water bubbler half-
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filled with deionized water. The odour-source chamshbwere held behind a black panel, so
thatM. pygmaeus females could not see the plants during the bayass the Y-tube.

In all experiments, the flow rate through flow ntei@s set at 2.5L mihand measured at the
downwind end with a digital anemometer (TA-410, P@Bup, Italy) to control any flow
leak. Before each trial, an air flow was establisinetie Y-tube by adjusting the flow rate
using the air pump knob and the flow meter. Afterflbvr was established, a sindgie
pygmaeus female was introduced into the tube. Each female @bserved until she had
walked at least 6¢cm up one of the side arms ol 2@tin had elapsed. Females that did not
choose a side arm within 20min were considerechashoice” and were not counted in the
subsequent data analysis. Each female was teslidrare. The odour sources chosen by
females that responded were recorded. Twenty-&gpanses were recorded for each pair of
odour sources.

After testing a batch of five females, the odowrses were switched between the left-hand
and right-hand side arms to minimize any spatig@at on choices, whereas after testing two

batches (i.e. after 10 insect responses) the Yaudsecleaned with neutral soap and alcohol
(70%,). Chambers were washed after each trial with akatrap and alcohol (7Q%@&and
sterilised in autoclave at 120°C for 20 min. Thiacometric bioassays were conducted at
24+1°C, RH 25-30%, and 540£30lux.

Two experiments were carried out to assess: iptaerence oM. pygmaeus to tomato and
the other five plants; ii) the responsesvbfpygmaeus to the odours of tomato plants
uninfested, presently infested and previously i@y the whiteflylrialeurodes
vaporariorum Westwood (Hemiptera: Aleyrodidae) (Table 1). Tlewr sources consisted of
one entire potted plant. The infested plants weogvg separately from uninfested plants.
Moreover, to evaluate an eventual systemic effeettofefly infestation, about 50 individuals

of T. vaporariorumwere introduced into a fine mesh net covering texaof the plant. After
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15 days, the apex was cut to remove the parts tsath the pest. Also the apex of the
uninfested tomato plants used in comparison witedlmmes was cut to prevent any influence
due to the mechanic damage.

In the olfactometric bioassays, responselsl gbygmaeus females were analyzed by Chi-
square test with significance levels of 90% and $5%SS version 12.0). The null hypothesis
was that predatory females had 50:50 distributmoss the two odour sources. Females that

did not make a choice were excluded from the stedgisanalysis.

Results

Reproduction and development on different plantigse

Nymphal hatching from the tested plant species sumpghted with eggs &. kuehniella was
significantly different only betwee@. officinalis andP. officinalis (ANOVA: df=29,
F=2.844, P=0.037), with on average 2642 and 2.80.7 nymphs emerged, respectively
(Figure 1).

The development times from egg-hatching to adulihmothe six plant species with prey
were significantly different (ANOVA: df=53, F=4.18P=0.003), the longest @ officinalis
(19.3 days) and the shortest©@nofficinalis andC. annuum (14.4 and 15.5 days,
respectively) (Table 2). The percentage of indialduhat reached adulthood ranged from
58% on tomato an8 officinalisto 100% orsS nigrum, (Table 2). The sex ratio was variable
on the tested plants, ranging from 0.30Rowfficinalis to 0.75 onC. annuum andS. nigrum;
however we could analyze only the measures of fesratcause we did not obtain males
enough on all tested plants. The length of femdidta was significantly different betweén
officinalis (3.144+0.045 mm) an#. officinalis (3.367+0.035 mm) (ANOVA: df=31,

F=2.673, P=0.045).
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M. pygmaeus was able to complete development on all the tgatatts when supplemented
with E. kuehniella eggs, whereas no nymphs reached adulthood wheafptant alone of
the different species without prey (Table 2). Mafyinstar nymphs could reach th® thstar,
but after only orC. officinalis andS. nigrum very few nymphs reached th star whereas
on P. officinalis andS. officinalis no nymphs got over théd%nstar (Table 2).

Host plant selection and oviposition multi-choicmeriments

In the whole plant multi-choice experiment, no #igant differences were found between
numbers of nymphs emerged on the tested plantesp@sNOVA: df=29, F=0.794, P=0.565),
ranging on average from 27.0 bnesculentumto 12.6 orP. officinalis (Table 3). As
surveyed for the emerged nymphs, also the numbexgulfs recaptured on each plant at end
of experiment were not significantly different be®wn the six plant species. However, the
lowest percentage ®f. pygmaeus adults was recaptured énofficinalis, on which the

lowest number of nymphs was also observed (TablEwjhermore, a positive correlation
was found between the percentage of recapturedsaghd the number of emerged nymphs
on the same plant species (Pearson’s correlati6@#0P=0.004; n=30) (Figure 2).

In the leaf multi-choice experiment, the percentafyeggs laid per plant in each cage was
significantly higher on tomato compared to sage QAM\: df=59, F=2.946, P=0.020), on
which on average 30.8% and 2.5% of eggs were éaipactively (Table 4).

Olfactometric bioassays

In the first experiment (Table 1), no significaméference was detected between healthy
tomato and the following plants (Figure 8):officinalis (3°=0.04, P=0.84)C. annuum
(x¥*=0.04, P=0.84)S officinalis (x*=0.36, P=0.55) an8 nigrum (x°=0.36, P=0.55). By
contrastp. officinalis resulted unattractive in comparison with tomagft;4.84, P=0.03) as

well as the empty chambef?£3.24, P=0.07). The females that did not chooseoalour
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sources were always very few; at the most threerasponding females were observed in the
comparison withC. officinalis, C. annuum andS. officinalis.

In the second experiment (Table W), pygmaeus females proved to be more attracted by the
whitefly infested tomato compared to the uninfestedato {*=3.24, P=0.07) and by the
uninfested tomato compared to the whitefligs8.24, P=0.07) (Figure 4). No significant
differences in responses Mt pygmaeus females were found comparing the healthy tomato
with the previously infested ong’€1.00, P=0.32), as well as comparing whitefly odowith
the empty chambeyi=0.36, P=0.55) (Figure 4). As in the first expenpehe females non-
responding to the compared odorous source wereyalway few, at the maximum two

females in the comparison with whitefly alone arfdtefly infested tomato.

Discussion

The obtained results confirmed that host plantctiele in M. pygmaeus has a substantial
influence on survival and development, and thabieefits of particular host plants vary in
the presence or absence of prey. Wiklepygmaeus nymphs were provided with both plant
and prey, they were able to complete developmeratigiant species showing similar
survival rates between plants, whereas without pcegymphs reached adulthood in the same
experimental conditions. Nevertheless, our reslitaved that the absence of prey could be
tolerated longer of. nigrum, C. officinalis, C. annuum and tomato than o officinalis and

P. officinalis. Development times on tested plants without piayed greatly from the second
instar, probably due to the various nutritionalues of the plants or to the presence of
inhibitor compounds. The availability of prey seetm$e crucial for successful establishment
of M. pygmaeus on tested plants in our experimental conditiorswveler, even if in other
laboratory experiments (Perdikis and Lykoures$#99]1 2000; Tavella and Arzone, 1998)

pygmaeus could reach the adulthood on prey-free plantssediological traits (i.e. longer
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development time and higher mortality) observeglamts without prey than with prey
suggest the difficulty of the species to compteelopment to adulthood on a strictly
phytophagous diet. This need was observed alsther omnivorous mirid bugs as
Nesidiocoris tenuis (Reuter) (Heteroptera: Miridae) (Urbaneja et2005),Dicyphus errans
(Wolff) (Guidone et al., 2005) arfd. hesperus Knight (Sanchez et al., 2004) that did not
complete development when feeding on tomato alBhgtophagy mainly provides the water
necessary for vital functions and although plapizear to be a much poorer food resource
than prey foM. pygmaeus, nutrients collected from them may greatly imprtve survival of
individuals as prey become scarce.

Among the host plants tested in laboratory expanis)®. officinalis was the least attractive,
even if during field surveys in NW ltaly individusabf M. pygmaeus were often collected on
this plant (Tavella and Goula, 2001). Althoughhie tvhole plant selection experiment no
significant differences were found, an obvious saji@n emerged in positive relationship
amongpercentages of recaptured adults and emerged nyofphgpygmaeus betweerP.
officinalis and the other tested plants. The colonizatio. afficinalis in natural conditions
by Dicyphini (Alomar et al., 1994; Gabarra et ab02; Tavella and Goula, 2001), in contrast
with the unattractiveness in laboratory assaygtabably due both to the location of this
plant, usually grown on walls in sheltered site®] 80 the concurrent presence of prey,
possible source of food. These facts mRkefficinalis a suitable refuge favl. pygmaeus,
especially during winter in absence of tomato ctogact, a previous study showed that
abundance and vicinity of this plant to the tonmatup facilitate the early entrance of
predatory bugs (Gabarra et al., 2004).

Other plant species confirming their important ra¢enatural hosts also in laboratory
experiments wer8. nigrum andcC. officinalis. S. nigrumis one of the most common weeds in

the vegetable agroecosystems of NW lItaly, and &lsaorost favourite host for another



299 predatory bug widespread in the af@agrrans (Tavella and Goula, 2001; Ingegno et al.,
300 2008). In the development experimer@syigrum supported the highest survival ratevbf

301 pygmaeus nymphs with prey and, even if no nymphs could cetepthe development to

302 adulthood, also without prey. This weed theref@me contribute to the conservation of

303 predatory bugs in the field as suggested alsoathan recent study (Lykourressis et al.,

304 2008) On the other hand. officinalisis a common garden plant, now widely naturalized
305 throughout NW ltaly, where it represents one thetnf@vourite natural host ®f. pygmaeus
306 (Tavella and Goula, 2001). Like nigrum, C. officinalis supported a longer nymphal

307 development in absence of prey; moreover, in theodiction experiments the highest

308 numbers of nymphs emerged on this plant species.

309 Natural presence of predatory bugs in vegetablecagystems of NW Italy seems to be

310 strictly related to the environmental conditionsfact, Dicyphini are found mainly in

311 agroecosystems characterized by a high environtnesraplexity, i.e. patchy landscape

312 where vegetable crops are surrounded by naturatioss wasteland and woodland (Ingegno
313 etal., 2009). Therefore, since abundance of niatast plants acting as source affects greatly
314 the presence of predatory bugs, plants speciesSlikigrum andC. officinalis, can carry out
315 animportant role in conserving and augmenthgygmaeus in agroecosystems. To

316 implement natural control augmentation strategiegegetable crops these plants should be
317 conserved and, if scarcely present, increased.&Peaison of natural host plant, such as
318 Dittrichiaviscosa L. (Asteraceae) fov. melanotoma (Costa) (Perdikis et al., 2007), or their
319 use as banker plants in vegetable greenhouseleagco foMMacrolophus sp. (Arno et al.,
320 2000) and mulleinYerbascum thapsus L. (Scrophulariaceae)] f@. hesperus (Sanchez et al.,
321 2003a), have been already proposed to favour tiye establishment of native predators on

322 tomato crops in other geographic areas.



323 Concerning the two vegetables compared in our éxjeats, besides tomato also pepper
324 appeared rather attractive ¥dr pygmaeus, especially in leaf multi-choice experiments. By
325 contrast, in the field this mirid species was syedeon pepper (Goula and Alomar, 1994), but
326 only occasionally (Tavella and Goula, 2001), anteverywhere (Sanchez et al., 2003b). In
327 fact,M. pygmaeus is found on various vegetable crops in southemojgibut it is primarily
328 used in conservative and inoculative biologicaltoarstrategies, sometimes in combination
329 with parasitoids, to control whiteflies and othestsen tomato greenhouses, as documented
330 by arich literature (Avilla et al., 2004; Casta#iéal. 2004). Therefore, some producers

331 suggest to release the species as control agetdsnao and egg-plant. Moreovéd,

332 pygmaeus also shows potential for the control of whiteflisggreenhouse melons (Alomar et
333 al., 2006).

334 The differences in plant preference between fialdesys and laboratory experiments are
335 probably due to several environmental factors vy influence the zoophytophagous

336 behaviour of these omnivorous mirid bugs. In faeereif Dicyphini are abundant and

337 widespread in the Mediterranean Basin, the specilesizing vegetable crops vary from
338 region to region, probably in relation to the preseand abundance of natural host plants
339 growing in the agroecosystem. Various species maialonging to the geneMacrolophus,
340 Dicyphus andNesidiocoris were reported in different areas of Europe (Aloetaal., 1994;
341 Carnero-Hernandez et al., 2000; Gabarra et al8;1P&rdikis and Lykouressis, 1996;

342 Sanchez et al., 2003b; Sanchez et al., 2006; Eagtll., 1997; Tavella and Goula, 2001).
343 Therefore, results obtained under laboratory cambtshould be validated in the field in
344  specific situation in order to suggest successiatrol augmentation strategies.

345 Besides the plant, the prey and above all theantem plant-prey are fundamental (Dicke
346 and Loon, 2000). In olfactometric bioassays pygmaeus females were attracted from

347 whitefly infested tomato as previously observedDohesperus (McGregor and Gillespie,



348 2004), while no differences emerged between theiqusly infested tomato and the healthy
349 one, likely excluding a systemic effect of whiteiihfestation on plant. The actual presence of
350 the prey on tomato is important for attractmMgpygmaeus, consistent with the results of
351 another study conducted in Y-tube olfactometer whiee predatory specipseferred spider
352 mite infested green bean plants to uninfested pl@vibayeri et al., 2006b). However, the
353 only presence of the whitefly, without host plamés not sufficient for attractinigl.

354 pygmaeus, as observed with other potential prey, the apydus persicae (Sulzer) and the
355 spider miteTetranychus urticae Koch (Moayeri et al., 2006a, b). Although in thedssays
356 the infested plants after prey removal were notisagmtly attractive, further research on
357 responses dfl. pygmaeus is needed to investigate thoroughly a possibléeesyis effect due
358 to prey feeding on tomato, and to identify plantatites that, acting as indirect defences,
359 constitutive and/or induced, can affect adverdegyterbivorous victim by attracting the
360 predatory bug.
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