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L aboratory evaluation of pesticides on oviposition,
egg mortality and feeding deterrence on cashew stem
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Cashew stem and root borers namely,
Plocaederus ferrugenius L. and P. obesus Gahan
(Coleoptera: Cerambycidae) are major pests of
cashew (Anacardium occidentale L.) world wide.
Thelarvae of these pestsfeed onthevital bark tissues
of main stem, primary branches and primary roots
of cashew trees, thereby causing hindrance in the
flow of plant sap with reduced translocation of
nutrients, leading to premature canopy yellowing,
leaf fall and drying of thetwigsfollowed by gradual
death of infested cashew trees. (Ayyanna and
Ramadevi, 1986) Dueto death of pestinfested trees,
the density of yielding cashew trees reduces
drastically whichinturn causes substantial reduction
in cashew nut productivity. These pests are internal
feeders and their initial symptoms of damage are
generally inconspicuous. Hence, the pest evades
timely detection by the cashew farmers.

Several management strategies including
biological, cultural and mechanica methods were
tried against CSRB. Integrated pest management
(IPM) strategies (Ayyanna and Ramadevi, 1986;
Sundarargju, 2002; Mohapatra, 2004; NRCC, 2004),
prophylactic measures (Samiayyan et al., 1991;
Senguttuvan, 1999; Sundararaju et al., 1999,
Mohapatraand Jena, 2008) and syntheitic pesticides
(Rajapakshe, 1997) are some among them.

Due to the global concern about residual
effects of insecticides, pest management currently
focuses on use of safer pesticides and biopesticides.
Keeping this in view, the present study was aimed
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at comparative evaluation of two neem oil based
bio-pesticides, a cow urine derivative and three
syntheticinsecticidesfor their efficacy ininfluencing
various biological activities of CSRB.

Laboratory studies were done using
laboratory reared test insects during 2010-11 at the
Directorate of Cashew Research, Puttur, India
Straight cashew sticks of 30 cm length and 9 cm
diameter were collected from healthy cashew trees
in order to provide niche for oviposition by the
CSRB adults. A cotton tape (2 cmwide) wasspirally
wound onto these sticks as per the method
standardized by Raviprasad and Bhat (2007).
Freshly prepared test solutions of chlorpyriphos
(0.1% and 0.2%), carbaryl (0.1% and 0.2%),
monocrotophos (0.1% and 0.2%), as well as neem
oil based biopesticides, viz., Nimbecidine (3 ml I*
and 5 ml I'Y) and Multineem® (3 ml It and 5 ml | %),
‘arka (15 ml I'%) (acow urine derivative containing
carbolic acid and manganese, which possess
pesticidal activity - Mahurker, 2006) were used for
theevaluations. Thetest solutionswere sprayed with
hand sprayer onto cashew sticks prepared for egg
laying (oviposition sticks) which were air dried
under shade in separate trays and labeled suitably
for further evaluations. Oviposition sticks without
pesticide treatment were also prepared separately
for use as untreated check.

Two uniform aged mated femal e beetles and
one male beetle of P. ferrugenius were released
for free choice oviposition into aluminum cages



(25 x 15 x 15 cm LBH) having one treated
oviposition stick and an untreated oviposition stick
as control. Cotton dipped in 20 per cent honey was
provided as adult feed. The number of eggslaid after
24 hin treated and untreated sticks in each rearing
cage was recorded. The treated oviposition sticks
were collected from the main treated | ot on specified
intervalsi.e., 1, 3,5, 7, 10, 15, 20, and 25 day after
treatment (DAT) and looked for ovipositionin three
replications to evaluate oviposition repellence in
case of each treatment. Statistical analysis of data
was done by using SAS software and comparison
of efficacy of various treatments was done by
calculating the square root (Vx+0.1) for every
interval.

In order to estimate the post treatment egg
mortality in different insecticidal treatments, the
eggs collected from laboratory insect cultures of
CSRB beetles were placed beneath the cotton tape
wound around the treated oviposition sticks (@ 8
egos stickt) on 1, 3, 5, 7, 10, 15 and 20 DAT for
evaluating egg mortality. The number of CSRB eggs
which were unhatched (as indicated by blackening
of eggs) were recorded after 7-10 days of placing
eggs, while, the hatching of eggs were confirmed
by presence of chewed powdery frass produced on
the cashew sticks due to feeding of bark by nascent
CSRB larvae. Percentage of unhatched eggs was
determined. Untreated oviposition sticks were also
maintained as control and observations were
recorded in three replications. The percentage egg
mortality and its respective arc-sine value were
calculated and statistically analysed using SAS
software for each interval of treatment.

The nascent larvae of CSRB obtained from
laboratory cultures were used for thistrial. Cashew
bark obtained from the healthy cashew trees were
cut into pieces measuring approximately 1.5 x 1.5 x
1.5 cm. These were subsequently sprayed with
various concentrations of freshly prepared test
insecticide solutions and air dried under shade. For
testing the feeding deterrence, eight nascent larvae
were released individualy into small depression
made on the insecticide treated bark pieces. Eight
such bark pieces were placed per Petri plate and
prevented from drying by water mist spray on to
the lid of the Petri plate on aternate days.
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Trials were repeated by placing the nascent
CSRB larvae on 1, 3, 5, 7, 10, 15, 20 and 25 DAT
which were replicated thrice. Successful feeding by
the nascent larvae as indicated by exudation of
powdery frasswasrecorded daily. Statistical analysis
wasdonefor comparison of varioustreatmentsusing
SAS software after transforming the percentage
feeding by the larvae to arc-sine values.

Oviposition deterrence

One day after treatment (DAT), synthetic
pesticides such as chlorpyriphos (0.1 and 0.2%),
monocrotophos (0.2%), carbaryl (0.1%), Multineem
(5ml 1Y) and Nimbecidine (3ml and 5 ml I1) resulted
in least oviposition (0.32 eggs each), mutually on
par and were significantly different from the other
test insecticides. The maximum egg laying was
noticed in case of untreated control (4.13 eggs)
which was significantly different from all the other
treatments. The treatments viz., carbaryl (0.1%),
monocrotophos (0.2%), chlorpyriphos (0.1 and
0.2%), Multineem (5 ml 1Y) and Nimbecidine (3 ml
and 5 ml I'Y) were on par with minimum oviposition
(0.32 eggs) at 3 DAT. Multineem (3 ml I1),
monaocrotophos (0.1%), ‘arka (15 ml 1Y) showed
less efficacy, but were significantly different from
the control. On 5 DAT, chlorpyriphos (0.1% and
0.2%), monocrotophos (0.2%) and Nimbecidine
(3ml and 5 ml I') retained significantly consistent
efficacy whereas, Multineem (5 ml [?),
monocrotophos (0.1%), carbaryl (0.1%), and **arka’”
(15 ml 1Y) were on par but significantly different
from control. Multineem (3 ml I'Y) was on par with
untreated control.

The results at 7 DAT indicated that
chlorpyriphos (0.1 and 0.2%), monocrotophos
(0.2%), Nimbecidine (5 ml 1) retained effective
oviposition repellence, while Multineem (3 ml |2
and 5 ml IY), Nimbecidine (3 ml I'Y) and “‘arka”
(15 ml 1Y) were on par. Monocrotophos (0.1%),
carbaryl (0.1%) and Multineem (5 ml 1), showed
oviposition deterrence however, they were not
significantly different from the untreated control.
On 10 DAT, chlorpyriphos (0.1 and 0.2%),
monocrotophos (0.2%), Multineem (3 ml I** and
5 ml I'Y) and Nimbecidine (5 ml 1Y) were on par,
however with the exception of *‘arka’, the bio-
pesticides were significantly different from the
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untreated control with regard to oviposition
deterrence.

Chlorpyriphos (0.1 and 0.2%) showed
significant oviposition deterrence at 15 DAT which
was on par with monocrotophos (0.2%) and also
with the bio-pesticides; Nimbecidine (5 ml |%),
Multineem (5 ml I'Y). Further, monocrotophos
(0.1%), Nimbecidine (3 ml I'Y), Multineem (3 ml | %)
and carbaryl (0.1%) were on par with each other.
“arka’ (15 ml 1Y) and carbaryl (0.1%) were on
par with control. At 20 DAT, chlorpyriphos (0.1%
and 0.2%) monocrotophos (0.2%) and Multineem
(5 ml I'Y) and Nimbecidine (5 ml I't) showed on par
supremacy with efficient oviposition deterrence
(<1.33 eggs). Carbaryl (0.1%) and Nimbecidine
(3 ml I'Y) showed least oviposition and were on par
with control. The observations at 25 DAT revealed
that, efficacy of the insecticides was not consistent
in comparison to the previous trend displayed by
both synthetic insecticides and bio-pesticides. All
the insecticides at any particular concentration
showed a considerable decrease over a period of
time, due to loss of repellence activity (Table 1).

Egg mortality induction

The treatment with synthetic insecticides,
chlorpyriphos (0.1% and 0.2%) and monaocrotophos
(0.1% and 0.2%) prevented egg hatching
significantly up to 3 DAT, chlorpyriphos (0.1% and
0.2%) treated sticks revealed 100 per cent egg
mortality up to 7 DAT. On 1 DAT, monocrotophos
(0.1% and 0.2%) chlorpyriphos (0.1% and 0.2%)

Multineem (3 ml I'* and 5 ml I'Y) were on par.
Carbaryl (0.1% and 0.2%) and Nimbecidine (3 ml I
and 5 ml I'1) were not statistically different. *‘arka’
(15 ml 1Y) was on par with carbaryl (0.1%) and
Nimbecidine (3 ml I'1). However, “‘arka’ (15 ml I%)
did not differ statistically from the untreated control
in inducing egg mortality.

Among the synthetic insecticides,
chlorpyriphos (0.1% and 0.2%), monocrotophos
(0.1% and 0.2%) showed maximum egg mortality.
Carbaryl (0.2%) was on par with Multineem (3 ml |
and 5 ml I'Y) and Nimbecidine (5 ml ) which were
significantly different from the control.

At 5 DAT, chlorpyriphos (0.1% and 0.2%),
monocrotophos (0.2%) and carbaryl (0.2%) were
consistent in their effect and were on par with each
other. Further, monocrotophos (0.1%), Nimbecidine
(3ml I*and 5 ml I'%), carbaryl (0.1%) “arka’ (15
ml %), Multineem (5 ml %) were on par with carbaryl
(0.2%). “arka” (15 ml I'), Nimbecidine (3 ml 1)
and Multineem (3 ml I'* and 5 ml I'*) were not
statistically different from the untreated control.
During the further interval of 7 DAT, chlorpyriphos
(0.1% and 0.2%) showed consistently highest
efficacy on egg mortality, which was significantly
different from all the other treatments.
Monocrotophos (0.2%), carbaryl (0.1% and 0.2%)
Nimbecidine (3 ml I* and 5ml IY), Multineem 5 ml |+
and “‘arka’ (15 ml 1Y) were found to be on par with
each other. Chlorpyriphos (0.1% and 0.2%) could
retain their superiority in egg mortality upto 15 DAT,

Table 1. Compar ative efficacy of various insecticides on oviposition by P. ferrugenius

Pesticides evaluated Mean number of eggslaid

1DAT 3DAT 5DAT 7DAT 10 DAT 15 DAT 20DAT  25DAT
Carbaryl (0.1%) 032a 032 a 144 b 1.76 cd 333 de 266 cd 318d 424 de
Monocrotophos (0.1%) 144 e 144 be 144 e 1.44 bed 2.66 bcde 194 be 144bc 490 e
Monocrotophos (0.2%) 032a 032 a 032a 032a 032a 104 &b 12 a 202 a
Chlorpyriphos (0.1%) 032a 032 a 032a 032a 032a 032 a 032 a 393 de
Chlorpyriphos (0.2%) 032a 032 a 032a 032a 032a 032 a 032 a 156 a
Multi-neem ® (3ml %) 210¢ 246 d 1.85 cd 104 b 1.32 abc 1.66 hc 176 bc 273 abed
Multi-neem® (5ml 1) 104 ab 0.87 a 104 b 1.55 bed 115 & 104 ab 133a 210 &
Nimbecidine (3ml 1) 032a 032 a 032a 12 be 2.02 bed 155 be 237 bed 357 bede
Nimbecidine(5ml I 032a 032a 032a 032a 1.20 ahc 132 & 133a 237 ac
"arka' (15ml 17) 144 be 1.85 bed 1.55 bed 1.44 bed 2.46 hed 270 cd 166 bc 391 cde
Control 413d 266 d 202 cd 202d 384e 380 d 158 bc  3.05 abed
CD (0.05) 0.7777 0.9932 05175 0.6634 15136 1.1805 1.0691 1.54061

Figures are x + 0.1 transformed values; Figures followed by the same alphabetsin a column are statigtically on par
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however, the other synthetic and bio-pesticides
showed varying levels of egg mortality. During the
observations of 20 DAT, influence of chlorpyriphos
(0.1% and 0.2%) on egg mortality had receded,
resulting in only 50 per cent efficacy in inducing
egg mortality in comparison to its earlier
effectiveness. The treatments involving carbaryl
(0.1% and 0.2%). monocrotophos (0.1%),
Multineem (3 ml I'*) and Nimbecidine (3 ml ) were
on par with each other and with the control on 20
DAT (Table 2).
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chlorpyriphos (0.1% and 0.2%), all the other
treatments were found to be on par with each other
and with the untreated control at 25 DAT. Feeding
deterrencetrialsindicated that chlorpyriphos (0.2%)
could effectively deter feeding up to 25 DAT with
minimum percentage of grub feeding thetreated bark
(12.02) without feeding up to 7 DAT. Among the
biopesticides tested, Multineem was on par with
chlorpyriphos and monocrotophos up to 5DAT.
However, in comparison with the synthetic
organophosphate insecticides, biopesticides could

Table 2. Compar ative efficacy of various insecticides on egg morality of P. ferrugenius

Pesticide evaluated Mean percentage egg mortality

1DAT 3DAT 5DAT 7DAT 10 DAT 15 DAT 20 DAT
Carbaryl (0.1%) 53.65 hc 40.75 cd 42.88 hc 26.38 bed 1529 ¢ 22.02 de 18.63 de
Carbaryl (0.2%) 59.44 b 59.44 b 61.04 ab 4181 b 4181 b 3091 bed 1948 cde
Monocrotophos (0.1%) 90.00 a 90.00 a 49.81 bc 1450 d 3185 b 271.27 de 24.62 bcde
Monocrotophos (0.2%) 90.00 a 90.00 a 90.00 a 27.28 bcd 42.28 bhe 2462 cd 29.08 bc
Chlorpyriphos (0.1%) 90.00 a 90.00 a 90.00 a 90.00 a 7340 a 62.73 a 51.05 a
Chlorpyriphos (0.2%) 90.00 a 90.00 a 90.00 a 90.00 a 8043 a 62.73 a 51.05 a
Multi-neem® (3ml I 90.00 a 46.54 bed 2550 cd 1779 d 29.08 bc 22.88 de 22.02 bede
Multi-neem® (5ml I 90.00 a 56.44 bc 36.68 hed 26.38 bed 30.92 be 2375 de 28.18 hc
Nimbecidine (3ml I%) 53.65 hc 3471 de 38.68 hed 30.92 bed 3868 b 39.71 he 22.89 bede
Nimbecidine (5ml I%) 6452 b 43.97 bed 46.24 e 40.75 bc 4283 b 4398 b 3092 b
"arkad" (15ml 1) 3971 cd 4181 cd 39.71 bed 2550 bed 17.04 ¢ 1612 e 24.62 bcde
Control 1863 d 1863 e 1448 d 1947 d 1530 ¢ 1530 e 17.04 e
LSD (0.05) 17.953 17.336 27.368 20.199 16.377 14.498 10.446

Figures are arc sine transformed values; Figures followed by the same alphabets in a column are statistically on par

Feeding repellence

Efficacy of insecticides in deterring feeding
by the nascent larvae of CSRB which were rel eased
on treated bark pieces was observed to be 100 per
cent up to 7 DAT in case of chlorpyriphos (0.2%)
only. Chlorpyriphos (0.1%) showed 100 per cent
efficacy up to 3 DAT, and carbaryl (0.1%),
monocrotophos (0.1% and 0.2%), Nimbecidine
(B3 mlI*tand 5 ml ), Multineem (3 ml I and 5 ml
I1) and “arka’ (15 ml 1Y) were on par and all these
treatmentswere significantly different from control.
On 5 DAT, chlorpyriphos (0.1% and 0.2%) were on
par with monocrotophos (0.2% and 0.1%) and
Multineem (5 ml 1Y) while the other insecticidal
treatments were significantly different from the
control. A similar trend of chlorpyriphos (0.1% and
0.2%) and monocrotophos (0.2%) being most
effective continued till 20 DAT. Treatment with
“arka” (15 ml 1Y) was on par with the untreated
control on 15 DAT. With the exception of
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not cause significant feeding deterrence to the
nascent larvae of CSRB (Table 3).

The present investigations revealed
chlorpyriphoswas efficient in repelling oviposition,
in preventing egg hatching and deterring feeding by
the CSRB larvae. Higher durations (20 DAT) of
oviposition repellence in chlorpyriphos and
monaocrotophostreatmentswere observed which are
higher than reported earlier for these chemicals
(NRCC, 2004). Mohapatraet al. (2004) reported that
chlorpyriphos (0.2%) was the most effective
pesticide in protecting 88.13 per cent of treated
CSRB infested cashew trees from further re-
infestation in Orissa. Mohapatra and Jena (2007)
reported application of monocrotophos,
chlorpyriphos and neem oil (crude) to effectively
manage the CSRB. They reported that cow urine at
25, 50 and 75 per cent concentration and
chlorpyriphos treated trees have displayed
significantly higher yield than control. Field efficacy
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Table 3. Compar ative efficacy of various insecticides on feeding by the larvae of P. ferrugenius

Pesticide Evaluated Mean percentage feeding

1DAT 3DAT 5DAT 7DAT 10DAT 15DAT 20 DAT 25DAT
Carbaryl (0.1%) 19.47 hc 2728 bc 3568 b 27.28 hc 2202 & 4181 d 35.68 hc 56.44 ¢
Carbaryl (0.2%) 22.02 hc 3280 ¢ 30.00 b 27.28 hc 2202 & 4181 d 35.68 hc 56.44 ¢
Monocrotophos ( 0.1%) 16.96 bc 27.28 hc 718 a 9.60 & 2202 &b 1696 abc 2202 abc 5644 ¢
Monoacrotophos (0.2%) 12.02 &b 27.28 hc 718 a 478 a 1448 ab 9.60 & 2202 abc 3868 abc
Chlorpyriphos (0.1%) 0.00 a 000 a 239 a 9.60 a 1448 ab 1202 &b 1448 &b 17.26 &b
Chlorpyriphos (0.2%) 0.00 a 0.00 a 0.00 a 0.00 a 478 a 478 a 478 a 12.02 a
Multineem® (3ml I 16.96 hc 718 b 4181 b 3280 cd 4181 ¢ 4181 d 38.78 hc 35.68 ahc
Multineem® (5ml/ 1) 2463 bc 30.00 hc 960 a 35.68 cd 30.00 be 3280 bed 1947 abc 3568 abc
Nimbecidine (3ml I%) 24.63 bc 2728 bc 3000 b 38.68 cd 32.80 b 4181 d 38.68 hc 4859 ¢
Nimbecidine (5ml I %) 3280 ¢ 2728 bc 3000 b 27.28 hc 24.63 bc 38.68 cd 32.80 hc 4181 hc
"arka' (15ml 1) 27.28 b 2463 bc 4510 b 35.68 cd 30.00 bc 52.34 de 4510 ¢ 56.43 ¢
Control 61.04 d 90.00 d 90.00 ¢ 90.00 e 56.43 d 7340 e 7340 d 5234 ¢
LSD (0.05) 16.340 23.736 20.390 19.703 18.658 24.695 27.326 28.889

Figures are arcsine transformed values; Figures followed by the same alphabets in a column are statistically on par

of chlorpyriphos (0.2%) and monocrotophos (0.2%)
as post extraction prophylaxis, involving removal
of pest stages from infested cashew trees followed
by insecticidal treatment; under IPM of CSRB was
reported by Raviprasad et al. (2009). Samiayyan
et al. (1991) reported that field treatment with
carbaryl did not show significant effect against
cashew stem and root borer. The results of the
present study agreed with this report.

Mohapatra (2004) reported that, eco-friendly
management of CSRB in Orissausing acombination
of pesticides with neem ail led to highest recovery
of treated trees. In the present study, chlorpyriphos
and neem based bio-pesticides indicated on par
efficacy, with less number of oviposition (<1.33)
on 20 DAT. Neem based pesticides and ‘arka are
recognized asbio-pesticidesin India. It wasreported
that neem seed extract, neem leaf extract and cow
urine in alternate combination with pesticide
formulations could effectively deter incidence of
mustard aphid, Lipaphiserysimi Kal. (Gupta, 2005)
Nimbecidine was reported to be effective against
ricepestsin Sikkim (Kalitaet al., 2009). Theresults
of the present study agree with this report.

Sahu and Sharma (2008) reported the usage
of neem cake in IPM schedule against CSRB. The
results of the present study revealed that
Nimbecidine was a better oviposition deterrent
rather than afeeding repellent of the CSRB larvae.
Murugesan and Murugesan, (2009) reported that
field application of Nimbecidine (2 ml 1Y) was able
to reduce the shoot damage by brinja fruit borer,

Leucinodes orbonalis Guenee (Lepidoptera:
Pyrallidae) by more than 50 per cent. They also
reported that, consistent effect was observed only
for neem oil (57.29%) and Nimbecidine (52.67%).
Neem based biopesticides were used against cotton
pests (Gahukar, 2000). Gahukar (2010) reported the
bio efficacy of natural products derived from neem
and other tropical trees on insect pests and diseases
attacking forest treesin India.

The application of botanicalsincluding neem
extracts and cow urine for the management trialson
stem borer, Chilo partellus Swinhoe in sweet
sorghum; was reported by Jose et al. (2008), in
which, Nimbecidine 5 ml I (12.8% azadiractin) was
found to be on par with the standard check;
endosulfan 35 EC (12.83%). Garima and Ram
(2006) evaluated the efficacy of cow urine against
stem borers and cost benefit in soybean production
in comparison to conventional insecticide
(chlorpyriphos) and biopesticide (Dipel).

All the synthetic pesticides evaluated in this
study displayed higher levels of oviposition
repellence, egg mortality and feeding deterrence of
the CSRB than the neem oil based and cow urine
based bio-pesticides. Nimbecidine (5ml 1Y) could
exhibit oviposition repellence up to 15 DAT which
was on par with that of monocrotophos (0.2%),
chlorpyriphos (0.1% and 0.2%) and need to be
confirmed for field efficacy. Among all the pesticides
tested, chlorpyriphos (0.2%) exhibited significantly
higher efficacy in oviposition repellence, egg
mortality induction and feeding deterrence.

231



Acknowledgement

The first author isindebted to the University
Grants Commission for providing teacher fellowship
under Faculty Development Programme for Ph.D
studiesand to the Director, D.C.R., Puttur, Karnataka
for providing the necessary facilities to carry out
this work.

References

Ayyanna, T. and Ramadevi, M. 1986. A study of distribution
and status of stem and root borer (Plocaederus
ferrugineusL.) adreadful pest on cashew in the coastal
districts of Andhra Pradesh and its control. Cashew
causerie 8(1): 6-8.

Gahukar, R.T. 2000. Use of neem products/pesticidesin cotton
pest management. International Journal of Pest
Management 46(2): 149-160.

Gahukar, R.T. 2010. Biocefficacy of indigenous plant products
against pests and diseases of Indian forest trees:
A review. Journal of Forestry Research 21(2):
231-238.

Garima, G. and Ram, V.S. 2006. Cow urine efficacy against
stem borers and cost benefit in soybean production.
International Journal of Cow Science 2(2): 15-17.

Gupta, M.P. 2005. Efficacy of neem in combination with cow
urine against mustard aphid Lipaphis erysimi and its
effect on coccinellid predators. Natural Product
Radiance 4(2): 102-106.

Kalita, H., Ramesh, K., Rahman, H. and Panda, PK. 2009.
Bioefficacy of some biopesticides against insect pests
of ricein Sikkim. Indian Journal of Entomology 71(2):
168-1609.

Mahurker, N.Y. 2006. Cows urine as an antimicrobial agent:
MSc Microbiology Dessertation 2006, Shri Shivaji
Education Society / Amaravti’s Science College,

Nagpur.

Mohapatra, L.N. 2004. Management of cashew stem and root
borer Plocaederus ferrugenius L. Indian Journal of
Plant Protection 32(1): 149-150.

Mohapatra, R.N. and Jena, B.C. 2007. Evaluation of granular
and spray formulations of insecticides against cashew
stem and root borer PlocaederusferrugeniusL. Journal
of Entomological Research 31(3): 205-207.

Directorate of Cashew Research,
(Indian Council of Agricultural Research)
Puttur-574202, Dakshina Kannada, Karnataka

Vasanthi and Raviprasad

Mohapatra, R.N., Jena, B.C. 2008. Effect of prophylactic
measuresin management of cashew stem and root borer
(P. ferrugenius L) Journal of Plantation Crops 36(2):
140-141.

Mohapatra, R.N., Jena, B.C. and Panda, D. 2004. Effect of
insecticides and phytosanitation in management of
cashew stem and root borer. Journal of Plantation Crops
32: 349-350.

Murugesan, N. and Murugesan, T. 2009. Bioefficacy of some
plant products against brinjal fruit borer, Leucinodes
orbonalis Guenee (Lepidoptera: Pyralidae). Journal of
Biopesticides 2(1): 60-63.

NRCC, 2004. Annual Report. 2003-04. National Research
Centre for Cashew pp. 31-32.

Rajapakshe, R. 1997. The integrated management of important
cashew insect pests of Sri Lanka- a case study.
Proceedings of International cashew and Coconut
Conference, Dar Es salaam, Tanzania, pp. 165-169.

Raviprasad, T.N. Bhat, PS. and Sundararaju, D. 2009. Integrated
pest management approaches to minimize incidence of
cashew stem and root borers (Plocaederus spp.) Journal
of Plantation Crops 37(3): 185-189.

Raviprasad, T.N. and Bhat, P.S. 2007. Standardisation of egg
collection technique and laboratory rearing of young
grub of cashew stem and root borers (CSRB). National
Seminar on Research, Development and Marketing of
Cashew. Nov. 20-21. pp. 76-77.

Sahu, K.R and. Sharma, D. 2008. Management of cashew stem
and root borer, PlocaederusferrugeniusL. by microbial
and plant products, IPM in CSRB management. Journal
of Biopesticides 1(2): 121-123.

Samiayyan, K., Palaniswamy, K.P, Ahmed Shah, H. and
Manivannan, K. 1991. Effect of prophylactic measures
against cashew stem and root borer, Plocaederus
ferrugenius L. The Cashew 5(1): 16-17.

Senguttuvan, T. 1999. Prophylactic control of stem and root
borer in cashew. The Indian Journal of Agriculural
Science 69(2): 163-165.

Sundarargju, D., Raviprasad, T.N. and Bhat, PS. 1999. Pests of
cashew and their integrated management. In: IPM
System in Agriculure (Eds.) R.K. Upadhyaya, K.G.
Mukherji and O.P. Dubey, AdithyaBooksPvt. Ltd. New
Delhi, India. pp. 525-544.

Sundarargju, D. 2002. Pest and disease management of cashew
in India. The Cashew 16(4): 32-38.

P. Vasanthi*
T.N. Raviprasad

*Corresponding Author: vasan_gsch@yahoo.co.in

232



