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Table 1. The average control rate (C) of varroa
mite in winter season of 2015

Treatment Control rate (%)
13 DAT® 21 DAT
Fluvalinate -102.41 £61.36" -91.40 + 54.31
Amtraz 58.30 £23.60  88.90 + 4.07
)4 0.0501 0.0162

y Means + standard error (n=4).

z Days after treatment.
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Evaluation of the control rate of amitraz strip
for Varroa destructor in Taiwan

Chang-Chang Chen, Chiu-Hsun Liao, and Mei-Chun Lu*

Miaoli District Agricultural Research and Extension Station, Council of
Agriculture, Executive Yuan, Miaoli, Taiwan, R. O. C.

ABSTRACT

Varroa mite (Varroa destructor) is the main pest of apiculture in Taiwan. In this study, the
efficacy of amitraz strip in mite control was evaluated as preliminary study for miticide
introducing in the future. According to the results of fallen mites, the difference between the
un-renewed and renewed amitraz strip per 7 days during therapy is not significant. These
results reveal that amitraz strip performs high persistence. Furthermore, the efficacy of
amitraz strip showed 88.90%. This result suggested that the mite infestation of colony would
be suppressed effectively by amitraz treated. In conclusion, amitraz strip would be one
candidate for varroa mite control in the future.

Keywords: Varroa destructor, amitraz, control rate
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