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ABSTRACT

Repeated. applications of chemical insecticides lead to the occurrence of rcsistgot

genot,?es of plant pests and dise€6e. In this regar.d frye different \rarieties of chickPeas

(Cicer @ietin rn.L) l'fe.te tested to find the resistao! ones. To @nduct tbis invesliSatiffi,

50 couptes of (C. moculaiLt) have been releasDd on each experirnental uDits, (oach uoit

was compGed of a carton box of l2x3x4 rm, collairing 508r- of steri(ized chickPea).

After 7 daysi:the units trere evacsated aod the serds wilh eggs on.lhem wcre transferr€d

into cylindrical gass pois mcasuriDg l5x6cm. These pots w€re cor'ored.with fne clotb,

and kept in optimum coDdiiions (301l"C and fi! 5% R. H.) to let the Fl generation

adults to emcrge. According t o lhe average nu mbcr of Fl Seneration adulls emerged

from chickpea varieties from each experimeDtal unit, thefioal result is summerized a9

follow: . .

l2{O-31 >Kouroush>Djam>Xaka>Pirouz

To have ao idea of developmen I al specd ofFl generation on different chickpea

varieties, daily observations have also been carried out. Accordingly tbe number of dals

between the beginning of o!,,ifxxtilion aod lhe appearance of the first adults (A) and also

the length of adult appearaoce (B) arc indicated respectively for all five varietie,s:
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