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"~ Table 1. Results of chemical control of guava scab in the field
(%)

E § #
B ) 4 A B R + 34
I I m I

1.75% wg&EXeg WP. 500 3.70 1.25 1.25 5.00 2. 8la
2.79% B®EAHR W.P. 1000 8.75 2.50 1.25 7.50  5.00ab
3.03% Mt WP 1200 11.25 16.25 2.50 12.50 10.62bc
4.50% #FRIT W.P. 1500 12.50  3.75 12.50 7.50 9. 06bc
5. H# B (C.K.) 17.50 10.00 15.00 13.75 14.06¢

X Eﬁéﬁéﬁﬁﬁ(%)ﬁ%ﬁﬁi @i #r(P>0.05)  FHERFEMEERTAE

ko BEianm BRI L RRER
Table 2.Results of chemical control of guava phytﬂphthﬂra fruit rot

in the field |
W 55 B (%)

& L
2 A B AR B 234
| I 1| IV

1.68.8% %{nsesm%E W.P. 1000 5 10 11 13 9. 75b
2.25 9 4434 E.C 1500 1 1 4 3 2.925a

3.70 % £#sx L 400 2 3 D 3 3. 20a
4.63 Do sms¥&L7iwm W.P. 500 11 8 14 11 11.00b
0. H# R (C.K.) 14 11 17 19 15. 20¢

¥ P RRECOREHKS #8547 (P>0.05) > FHERFHAEEE
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Table 3.Results of chemical control of guava anthracnose in the field

* B K R X B B A (%)
B 2 7 B AR 8
0s 38 68  9A
1.93% E%'fﬁ%ﬁ? W.P. 1200 0. 25a 2.73b  4.75b 6. 50b
2.56% R4#m WP 1000 1.00a 3.20b  9.50b 7.75b
3.43% E#m A% WP 1000 0.00a  0.25a 1.00a 2.00a
4.80% 4%4n757% W.P. 400 0.50a 1.75ab 3.50b 6. 00b

b. %] (C. K.) 2.50b  T7.00c 11.25¢c 16.30c

% 3B E COREE K 5 %547 (P0, 05) » 3z =844
ATEBBEELEER -

A - FHMEAE{I GRS R

Table 4.Results of chemical control of guava grape-vine thrip in the field

. , 4 £ (%)
RELLBEeR 38 78 148 218 T
1. 2.89 % #%E. C. 1500 88.26 94.25 96.27 95.72 93.63
9. 95% #@AL#IE. C. 3000 85.71 96.12 90.34 90.12 90.57
3. 92.89% %% %E. C. 2000 84.93 90.22 91.21 89.17 88.71
4. 48.349% T % Aa4R#E. C. 1500 87.62 93.21 94.18 92.14 91.79
5. 4 83C. K. - - e -

2R % & M E o o B WL R R E R

Table 5.Results of chemical control of spiraling whitefly in the field

s % (%)
ol LA RIEIEE

3H 7H 148 T34
1.509% Ma#rs W.P. 1500 94.49  97.83  88.74  93.69
2.909% #7545 W.P. 2000 100.00 100.00  98.24  99.41
3.509 #mik E.C 1500 81.56 89.24  89.24  86.68
4.409% % x4 EC 1000 “92.76" “99. 27 = 98142 u 06,82
0. #8B(C.K.) 5 = = -
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Table 6.Results of chemical control of cotton aphid in the field

HBEER(%R)

5| 24 RN -

4B 108 208
1. 2.8 %% &%EE.C. 1000 0.12 143  14.82
2. 90 9% 7542V, P. 1800 0.02 098 7.58
3. 90 %#EF E.C. 5000 0.01 125  13.55
4 95 % T ASIRHW.P. 1000 0.42  2.42  17.26
5. % 58 (C. k. ) 207.48  35.26 39

Rt~ FBHMERTEHEARER |
Table 7. Resul ts of chemical control of guava black whitefly In the field

CANRTIE ¢
B8 0.5 96 B AR AR 18 2
3% TXR X FH

1. 46. 5% % A LA 80042 70.13 84.93 76.59 77.22
2. 2% 7R B 50048 80.99 92.41 90.24 87.88
3. 85%Ha AT RMAA 100048 7818 8351 75.30 78.99
4.2. 8% KF LA 10004 67.38  68.76 74.68 70.27
5. 40ho 3 TARE LA 15004 7499 69.72 83.63 76.11

6. ¥ (C.K.) - = = .

FAN HBMERFFH(RBASSFZ8F)E 6 4E £ 25 T4 4 05l

Table 8. Occurrence periods of main diseases of guava in kaoping areas
In different years (1994-1996)
1994
123456789101112
4R g KRR

1996
L2 & d o188 00 1) 12
Fkkkkk kool Rk

1995
1234567891011 12
S

R R

B A & R kRk Rk Fdokk ik EEF S S Fikk A ok
& o5 kokkk kkkxk ik Fkokkhor KRRELE  KRbbkRRk
Eo ¥ Fdkkk £ 3 - Fhtkikdokk kiR Rokkkdk ok
oo fkkk Fickok $okkk

RF S ook kR
AR A S ook R Rk
B  kkkkk Frdokkk

Fikockckckiooinckioobookiook
ke T3 EEE SIS LEIIIEIIEI I E LS 2
Fokkk Fakkak
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Table 8 Comparison of population density of guava pests between

integrated and general control areas

s

A E A % /2 % A
- A —
% 85/8 9 10 11 12 8/1 2 3 4 5 & P 4
WM mAMEE 0 0 0 36 54 72 22 3 0 0 0 17.00
—#BHE. 0 0 18 315 217 60 315 10 0 0 0 8500
ik HOmEE& 0 5 11 3% 19 9 6 0 0 0 0 773
— BB 0 18 22 56 72 14 0 5 0 0 0 17.00
BhBEs S4ms® 1 4 12 18 3 7 5 1 1 2 0 1.3
~#B%& 3 6 30 51 7T 22 6 9 15 8 3 90.97
Edirdk S4WEE 156 375 48 175 278 495 300 460 660 814 - 243 36400
—4xP55E 288 086 742 309 871 543 926 742 614 829 367 656.09
WS HAmBE 0 22 14 35 17 50 62 61 43 0 22 9964
—gmHE T 28 33 56 70 35105 147 39 18 69 55.73
2+~ E0BRELESHLGEH—BEFSE( 86F)

Table 10. CDmDHTISDH of incidence of guava diseases between
integrate and general control areas in 1997

wm F BBom F8/1008/ A
A - - '

i #] . Z 3. 4, 5. 6. I3

ROH B S4B E 0 0 0 2 3 5 1.67 a%
— R E & 3 6 T A2 45 18 10, 17b
H B E 5 8 17 15 18 24 14.50 b

" B/ EAMEE 3 2 2 6 f 9 4, 83a*
—#5E 12 24 31 38 40 4] 31.00b
# B B 14 48 52 34 43 AT 39. 67h

B e B HA5BEE 1T 13 11 O e i 0,33 ak
—fzre® 40 38 37 33 27 9 30.67h
H B E 43 41 39 36 34130 34083 b

X34, E%E(%)ﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ' %ﬁﬁ%‘#ﬁ(ﬁﬂ 05) %iﬁ}{&&ﬁ'—ﬁ
MEHFLRTEBEER -
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Fig. 1. Seasonal population dynamics of oriental fruit fly Bactrocera dorsalis in

guava orchard.
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Fig.2.Seasonal population dynamics of cotton aphid Aphis gossypii and leaf roller

Spilomota rhothia in guava orchard.
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Fig. 3. Seasonal population dynamics of smaller green leathopper Empoasca

boninensis and mealy bug Planococcus ninor in guava orchard.
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