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Chemical Control of Erinose Mite of Litchi
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Fig. 1. Profile of the erinose mite of litchi

Eriophves Iitchii Keifer.
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Fig. 2. Litchi twigs. A, scund cne; B. damaged one.
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Fig. 3. Litchi leaves injured by erincse mite. A, B and C are the upper
surfaces cof slightly, moderately and severely damaged leaves, and

of which the lower surfaces are D, E and F, respectively.
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Fig. 4. Longan leaves. A and B are the upper and lower surfaces of
sound leaves; C and D are the same of damaged leaves.
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Tab. 1. Chemical control of the erinose mite of litchi.
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Tab. 2. Analvsis of variance of effectiveness among treatments.
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Tab 2. Difference in effectiveness among the treatments.
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Chemical Control of Erinose Mite of Litchi'
by
Tsan Huang,* Ho Sun Chien® and Chin Chu Huang?®

Summary

. Erincse mite of litchi, Eriophyes litchii Keifer, is one of the most serious pests in

cenirc-southern Taiwan. As an affected leaf sometimes contracting and swelling,
many orchardists mistake the erincse for a kind of diseases and name it leaf-
dwarf or leaf-hypertrophy of litchi.

. In our former works in 1950-1952, the best result of control is given by Lime-

sulphur at 0.3-0.5 Bg, but owing to its phytotoxicity, it is unsatisfactory to apply.

. Control of erinose mite of litchi with low toxic chemicals has been carried out in

Jan.-Mar., 1966, at Zen-mei village, Niau-song couniry, Kaohsiung district.

. Among 6 kinds of chemicals, the best result was shown by Chlorcbenzilate at

1:1,000. Sulton (wettable sulphur) at 1:300 and Pestan at 1:1,000 were also
very excellent. The remained 3 kinds of chemicals, arranged according to the
order of the effectiveness were Karathane, Dithane Z-78 and Tedion all that were
diluted at the ratio of 1:1,000.

- Tedion was not efficient, for which has been used many times throughout the years

by erchardists, and thus might gradually cause the mite in getting resistance.
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Contribution No. 43 from Fengshan Tropical Horticultural Experiment Station, T.A.R.L.
Senior Specialist and Head, Department of Plant Protection, Fengshan Tropical
Horticultural Experiment Station, T.A.R.L.

Junior Specialists of the Same Station.

(171)






