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To. invest igate tho.effeo^tlvenees of Monocrcrfeophos for con t ro l -
l i n g He_terpj3y_ojnis _lio.as when applied to wet so i l immediately
after harvest. • • • ,

• •

• HLppo Valley Es t a t e s , -'Section 3 H e l d 3B. - , • ' .

PE«1 -sandy clay loam derived from gneiss, . ' ' " .

Randomised fbloeks," 4 replecationsy N e t t . p l o t xpLze ..
' 3 TOWS ac 55m,.-. • ; ? . t . ; . : , ' : ' ... • ' " r ; ' '

' i t wna planned 'to" oompare . r a t ios of i jOj ,2 t0j \on<l 3»6' l i ' t r e s
\p ro&ic t per, ha, us ing Nitmoron'60j£ a* i , Hovreyer, the .operator

walked s l i g h t l y slov/or than scheflulod, with the r e s u l t - t h a t '
< the iamounts applied were as

1, - / 1 . 35 X - ' product/ha i n .282 1/ha Tw&ter . • -
2 , 2,70 » .*/ «• » » " ' ' '
3 , 4,05 ' *• - " Jl " : " ' " .. "-' ' ' "'^
!•-• A £Leld of ratoon cane" was chosen where I t wasexpected
• , •, t h a t bee t le damage.would be severe be1 causa adjacent f i e l d s

TThioh had been out earlier-all ' -showed signs of extensive
; d a m a g e . : j ; • _ •• .. > ; ] . . • ' , - " ^ ' • ' • * . ' * . / - . * > • : ,

2. V The" f i e l d was harvested on 26th November, 1978, and"'. ;'-••'
, - treatments" were applied on 5th December .when the oane'rWas

^actively f lushing with the most vigorous shoots + 10 om '

3# TTrea1ments.were'appli-ed'to wet s o i l a f t e r 45 Tmm'rairi^iiad' .
f a l l e n H^e^night .before., .\\'\iK .. - :.\ >:, ./•-•"- *. y •;'.-C;-*..

-y Insect populaiiona {were bheoked hy soreenlng
within 'the cane rows, each sample being 60 cm x";30 cm x 15 JKI deep. ( <:!]

• ^samples were/taken a t random-over the t r i a l a r e a b e f o r e treatments were - . •
_ .applied i n order to provide an estimate of t h e " i n i t i a l -popula'iion l e v e l . :̂ . '.

Thereafter the p l o t s were sampled a t weekly interytxLs by taking.3-• Bamples per;,
p lo t ond. 12 .samples as ' 'controls .from surroundi-hg unsprayed a reas , "',.' ' • • ;'."•!.

V In addi t ion, weekly 'records were taken of "dea^-^hearts" per p l o t "by counting
" in a "50m length of the centre row only, . ;' ' . *. • - ' " , _ . •, •* *•''' • ,:
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vV - ; Jhe ( tr ial :Btte proved to belc'poor (ohoiee; and:the resu l t s ;fromsoil .
' j ^sampling revealed extremely low i&seet populationlevels, even in.;theun-- "

. - trea(ted>oontrol.e. ' I n s e c t collection records- showed that the few beetles v,
. present were errat ical ly distributed over 4he t r i a l arej^i end Iftiere was.no

¥ .... relationship be^een insect numbers and applied treatments* Similarly, \'^
ootdts of ?T dead-hear te" normally *o igood measure of beeiae^aotiviiy and' ', i '• '

-response to insecticide treatment, did not show -cny major diiffaranoes betvreen
/ , treated plots and con"ta?olB» '• - {'i-J- • ,"-; •* • •• \ . r.- • . ' .\ . :

... . : .''• J f 5!he;'taridl'was-abandoned ,in'Md^anuary, y6 wgek's'.ofter :the ixeatments .had
,. • ; ' >̂ 4>eeh ̂ applied, i.when i t iwasobv ious . ^ t ^ t r ^eec t^ i ^
• r* .' ' V « p ^ t r e G - b a e n t e f f e c t s , • ' ' • < ' ' ? ; •'-•'' • •'•'', •.•-••'•%",.• •'•*•.'.' :."v • ' ' - > ' " . ; • :

' • ' • " • ^ - . ' - v 1 / . K c ; / ' . . " • ' • . . • ' • ; v ; . ' , ; . . . " • ' . • ? • • - . % . ' ' • . " . ' • v - * ^ 1 - ' ^ • " " ' • ' - . v ' . - . ' • ' • • • , . - v - r " "•• •

' ° ' r Note'; "JS^e jpes i i l i e of 3500/6 ioT more meaningful d a t a Von tthe e f f e c t of;
' - Monocrbtpphos i n c o n t r o l l i n g H, l i o a s » : ' i , ^ '• ,' •'_•- ' " r \ ? . •. •' '*;,-. -\

* • ^ • . ! ' • , ' . .»

^ k^ Mh$$
* ' ' • • • • • > :


	1191
	1191



