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Table 1. The survival rate (%) of various development stage of Papilio protenor
amaura reared with semi-synthetic artificial diet and pomelo leaves

Survival rate (%) ()"

Life Stage
Artificial diet Pomelo leaves

Ist instar larva 100 (60) 100 (23)
2nd instar larva 26.7 (16) 95.5 (22)
3rd instar larva 100 (16) 100 (22)
4th instar larva 100 (16) 95.0 (21)
5th instar larva 100 (16) 90.0 (19)
Larval 26.7 (16) 82.6 (19)
Pupa 81.3 (13) 89.5 (17)
Larva to Pupa 20.0 (12) 69.5 (16)

1) n in parentheses is the number of observed.
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Fig 1. The second instar larvae of Papilio protenor amaura feed with semi-synthetic

artificial diet.

S ~FT Rk
LA A e B E A B A AL ABE T P B
%2 FRie- %Gy p#ki: 900 0 P AR¥MEESAL36 P
Fl- e By il RL s A Fla R

ot

(dm

2 BrIF o5 T

A frE L E RS RIS T RAANE TP EOF R ERA L 487

o

5147201000 p > $pEef % 324-490-575-989 p » 7wy
Sele LS BT P BIORHREL T E B AP P % e S 3515
P HPE 2983 PG5 P 5 A i A N E 1377 p fc 14.69
P WM B EFTINME AP T P B R %R T 48230 o
HREEF 44750 > 3 KpLH94p -



22 Led 1P LR TR ERET P K
Table 2. The developmental periods of various development stage of Papilio
protenor amaura reared with semi-synthetic artificial diet and pomelo

leaves
Developmental period (days) (n)”
Life Stage
Artificial diet Pomelo leaves
1st instar larva 9.00 (16) 4.36 (22)
2nd instar larva 4.87 (16) 3.24 (21)
3rd instar larva 5.14 (16) 4.90 (21)
4th instar larva 7.20 (16) 5.75 (20)
5th instar larva 10.00 (16) 9.89 (18)
Larval 35.15 (16) 29.83 (18)
Pupa 13.77 (13) 14.69 (16)
Larva to Pupa 48.23 (12) 44.75 (16)

1) n in parentheses is the number of observed.
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Table 3. The head capsule width of each instar larva of Papilio protenor amaura
reared with semi-synthetic artificial diet and pomelo leaves

Head capsule width (mm) (n)”

Larval stage

Artificial diet Pomelo leaves
Ist instar larva 1.05 (16) 0.86 (22)
2nd instar larva 1.56 (16) 1.23 (21)
3rd instar larva 2.22 (16) 1.86 (21)
4th instar larva 3.28 (16) 2.70(20)
5th instar larva 5.19 (16) 4.27 (18)

1) n in parentheses is the number of observed.
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Table 4. The average ratio of head capsule width of the subsequent divided by this
instar larva of Papilio protenor amaura reared with semi-synthetic
artificial diet and pomelo leaves

Average ratio of head capsule width of next instar

Larval stage divided by this instar
Artificial diet Pomelo leaves
2nd / 1st instar 1.49 1.43
3rd / 2nd instar 1.42 1.51
4th / 3rd instat 1.48 1.45
5th / 4th instar 1.58 1.58
Average 1.49+0.05 1.49+0.06
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Fig. 2. The relationship between the common logarithms of head capsule width of
larval stage and each instar of Papilio protenor amaura reared with
semi-synthetic artificial diet and pomelo leaves ( —e— semi-synthetic
artificial diet; :--o--- pomelo leaves).
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Table 5. The body length of each instar larva of Papilio protenor amaura reared
with semi-synthetic artificial diet and pomelo leaves

Body length (mm) ()"

Life Stage
Artificial diet Pomelo leaves
1st instar larva 3.49 (16) 3.55 (22)
2nd instar larva 6.23 (16) 6.52 (21)
3rd instar larva 10.03 (16) 9.75 (21)
4th instar larva 15.76 (16) 14.81 (20)
5th instar larva 26.70 (16) 22.52 (18)

1) n in parentheses is the number of observed.
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