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Table 1. The effect of organic fertilizers and varieties on broad mite in chrysanthemum..

# b ob 1P A B ACAE A i # (%) P bk e e A,
T N 10 15.3¢
20 14.6¢
40 22.9b¢
i 5 37.0¢
10 6.9
15 25.8
¥ 5 26.2b
10 13.4¢
15 21.50¢
He — 16.3b<d
PN 4+ 4 0 17.5b
20 34,08
40 37.74
% 5 34.6%
10 41.4%
IS 2440
14 5 36,14
10 3874
15 42,19
HE — 48.9
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Table 2. The effect of chemicals on silver leaf whitefly in poinsettia.

i | 4% FA R IL T ok MARE SHARH  HARA HHB K AR

WA Y '95/5/5  '95/5/12 ‘95/5/19 ‘95/5/26 ‘05/6/01
AL R KESRA R
40 8% 1 42 EC 1000 4% 5.9 11.0 6.6 7.0 9.8
25%7% 35:F WP 1000 1% 7.1 2.7 0.8 55 6.0
#B (A ) 4.6 4.9 11.4 15.2 30.3

Bt A REHRGFRE

40.8%) 8 Az EC 1000 45 8.2 23 1373 427.0 437.8
25%#7 3 iF WP 1000 45 6.0 2.3 26.5 123.8 312.5
B 08 R 0.3 32 187.7 468.3 4483
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Tabel 3. The effect of methods on silver leaf whitefly in poinsettia.
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10%#@3542 G. 2 ¢/S*+ & 2k 85.7¢
2% Miral G. 2 ¢/5 =+ & 2 & 912.93
5% K@An G.2g/5 &2k 444 4b¢
B8 | (S 56 2 ) 356.7b¢
10%4@ 5542 G. 2g/S vt 1 ik 674.6%
$H I8 11556 3 4) 9272
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Table 4. Control of silver leaf whitefly with pesticides in poinsettia.

B AR S B/ R o 55 ¥R 2F:%: 05
REH * mfddk A RRER ARk BBk Raid wiRR BEk Kkiad
1995 12 B 18 & 1996 % 1 A 3 8 1996 %1 A 10 8

1.50%3% 222 160 956 287 2581 4.0%c 168 82 94.3
SP 1000 4 1

2.25% Chess 288 160 935 164 84  1459% 65 2.6 33.2
WP 1000 f&

3.9.6% % if i 265 278  38.6° 5.1 49  232¢ 1.4 5.2 23
EC 1000 42

42.8% B %% 132 17.1 486> 115 5.0 709> 7.5 4.1 25.9
EC 1000 4

5.2%M 0T 230 442 1139° 528 123 105.9%c 45 4.8 25.6

EC 2000 4=
6.¥ B 10.6 19.5 57.9° 20.7 19.4 23492 235 346 155.6
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