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Bo u3bexxanne pasBUTHS PE3UCTEHTHOCTH, aKapULUIpL, 3(PEeKTHBHOCTb KOTOPBIX HA
JaHHBIH MOMEHT coctaBjisier 90-99%, HeoOXoAMMO TpPUMEHSTHL He Oojiee OJHOrO pasza 3a
Ce30H. AKapULHMIHYIO 00pabOTKYy MOJKHO 3aMEHHUTb TOMOJIHHUTEIbHBIM BBITYCKOM XHIIHBIX
KIIe e - puTOCeHHI.

Coueranne mMeTona HaBOAHEHUS C METOAOM KOJIOHH3AIUU akapu(aroB Mo3BOJSIET B
TE€YEHUE MEePBOro rofa CHU3UTh YHCIEHHOCTh Kielnel-¢utodaros Ha 30%, Ha BTOpPOH rox -
1o 60-70% u Ha Tpetuii rox - 10 95-98%.

Coueranue NpUMEHEHNsI XU IIHBIX KIelel ¢ NCIOJb30BaHUEM aKapUIUA0B TOUEUHO, B
MeCTaxX MacCOBOTO Pa3MHOXKEHHsI KielneH - (puTodaros, mo3BoJsIET COKPATUTD KPATHOCTD C 3-
9 o 1-2 nokaapHBIX 00PabOTOK 32 CE30H.
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In the last decade, the acarocomplex of apple orchards in the plain-steppe zone of the Crimea was
dominated by two species of mites, fam. Tetranychidae - Amphitetranychus viennensis (Zacher) and Panonychus
ulmi (Koch). Their share in the complex of phytophagous mites was 52.5 and 32.0%, respectively. Against the
background of repeated acaricidal treatments during the season, the emergence of resistant races of
phytophagous mites was recorded. The proposed anti-resistant strategy for controlling the number of spider
mites on an apple tree involves the use of Phyroseiulus persimilis (Athias-Henriot), Neoseiulus californicus
(McGregor), and Amblyseius andersoni (Chant). The combination of methods of seasonal colonization by
phytoseiids serves as the building blocks of an anti-resistant defense systemResettlement in the spring, by
flooding, of two species of acariphages, P. persimilis and A. andersoni, contributes to the formation of
acarofauna, so that while the first species reduces the number of phytophagous mites (by 50-60%), the second
adapts and starts feeding later, and, at the expense of daughter individuals, it allows to reduce the number of
pests by the end of the second decade of June to 2-3 individuals / leaf. In summer, a double release of the
predatory mite N. californicus with a norm of 30 thousand individuals / ha (150-300 individuals / every 10 trees)
reduces the risk of mass reproduction of spider mites at high average daily temperatures and low humidity.
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