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Figure 1. Spectrum of three experimental materials.
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Figure 2. Population dynamic of whiteflies in summer.
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Figure 3. TYLCV infection rate of tomato in summer.
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Figure 4. Population dynamic of whiteflies in winter.
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Figure 5. TYLCV infection rate of tomato in winter.

B 2E S R ERAPICEP R ATIE2ER > B AP I AR H K TS
FHEERGATIOOLRE  BE BT R HEATEHEFFL L TR AKER
TLoRpETFLERER > LEFFET A p T AR TR PR RET
BREIc FREEFIHS BT RLAE BA BT P LT RN

REHRBERF RO THIF S E T F o RBEES SRR A RIEC ~
ZoAPHARELIEAL A EL[ET  cwBZBEARAIBREELT S B
FEX TV i A LA T AR B BT N TR o d AR R R
WA Finde o FAMEE eER IR B FET

BIEE R BE T B E P OB TY B A LI ki RS ES
T [P FHERE FF T AR R p RREe o RBHEHL T AR
WREPF LSRG TR FArn L R E B T A Ns 2T 0 Bl kA
TR RE BT AP EE N E RIS N NR 0 TR P R TR R T s g
BEFHICLEDLRTIP IO RE G0 DT RS RS R T B 2 e
HEBEA T 0 BRI L AR RO SR AT RF P ST E E R

o

P

Ry



SRR R A S Bk 79

‘5

V- BRERBERF RSB T I kB RL PR HI KA

T s
B bl R ?ﬁ‘iﬂ‘#ﬂl‘fmp’ﬁ ;ﬁF’Li Wy R PP e T g3

o A

f

L

BELMRETALPHEF  CHBRRERL S SRAT AL BY1E 0
éﬁfi*ﬂﬁ'@? PR B G e YRR AR 0 30 METE ST TE
SRS AL

d T AR bR TR T o MEFH O B AT TR R

o
G

o Pt fd ‘\ZIVFI@?%:‘ A Ao s PRI g Ay B RAEAERETSREA
?ﬂﬁ“"%ig\ B ahick FaPRrpmt °",ﬁ€tb7‘ s FF A B
g pn #B@E‘-@mfpm"?’IVEBI’%%pﬁﬂ’ipﬁ?%iﬁwmm@pf’fmFI
RoAPFPURZE AP LTt paBRSAERTRR B Hivcap s L ¥
GECEN /S A

40

1.Antignus, Y., M. Lapidot, D. Hadar, Y. Messika and S. Cohen. 1998. Ultraviolet-
absorbing screens serve as optical barriers to protect crops from virus and insect pests. J.
Econ. Entomol. 91: 1401-1405.

2.Beatriz, M. and F. Alberto. 2007. Ultraviolet-blocking materials as a physical barrier to
control insect pests and plant pathogens in protected crops. Pest Tech. 1: 85-89.

3.Chiel, E., Y. Messika, S. Steinberg and Y. Antignus. 2006. The effect of UV-absorbing
plastic sheet on the attraction and host location ability of three parasitoids: Aphidius
colemani, Diglyphus isaea and Eretmocerus mundus. Biocontrol 51: 65-78.

4.Doukas, D. and C. C. Payne. 2007. Effects of UV-blocking films on the dispersal
behaviour of Encarsia Formosa (Hymenoptera: Aphelinidae). J. Econ. Entomol. 100:
110-116.

5.Gessler, C. and Kuc J. 1982. Induction of resistance to Fusarium wilt in cucumber by
root and foliar pathogens. Phytopathology 72: 1439-1441.



