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Fig. 1 Seasonal occurrence of the citrus red mite on carambola
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Fig. 2 Seasonal occurrence of natural enemies of the citrus red mite on carambola
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Table 1. Chemical control of the citrus red mite on carambola (Nov.-Dec. 1985)
Avg. control (%)*
Treatment Tarva

Oxythioquinox 25% WP 1,500x 76.13ab 73.47d 6291de 70.84
Cyhexati‘n; 50% WP 3,000x 63.95ef 60.56e 47.85f - 57.47
Propargite 309, WP 2,000x 71,54bc 84.12a 59.99%e 71,74
Butocarboxim 50% EC 3,000x 65.55de 79.08ab 76.21bc 73.61
Propargite 57% EC 2,000x 58.56f 74.48cd 69.62cd 67.55
Dicofol 4295 EC 2,000x 78.38a 74.41cd 75.32bc 76.04
Fenbutatin 509 WP 1,500x 77.63ab 83.37ab 56.61e 72,53
Clofentejine 509 FP 2,000x 72.13bc 77.39bcd 62.36de 70.89
Smite 5595 EC 2,000x 66.08cde 73.72d 79.25b 73.02
Bromopropylate 259 EC 2,000x 74.77ab 86.52a 90.36a 83.88.
C. K. ‘

* Numebrs followed by the same letter are not significantly different at the 5% level (Duncan’s

multiple range test)
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- Seasonal occurrence and chemical control |
of the citrus red mite (Panonychus citri (McGregor))

~on carambola:
Hung-chich Wen?

Summary

~ Citrus red mite (Pc’z‘noﬂychus citri (McGregor)), is one of the destructive pests on
carambola in the southern part of Taiwan and occurs all year round, especially during
the dry seasons (From October to January and April to May). Five natural enemies
of{tAhe‘ citrus red _mite were recorded on carambola. Stethorus loi considered as the
dominant species for its of frequent occurrence. '

Ten mlthldes were tested in the field against citrus red mite. Results indicated that
Bromopropylate 25% EC was the most effective chemical to control this mite. Dicofol
429 EC, Butocarboxin 50% EC and Smite 55% EC were the effective ones.
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