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o In Indla, more. than 20 specms of
£ 77 insect pests. have, ‘been recorded in black
/.. pepper, out of which ‘pollu’ beetle,

oA Loﬁglfarsus Rnigripennis’ Motschulsky, top-'

- shoot borer, Cydia (Laspeyresia) hemidoxa.
. Meyrick "and. marginal gall -forming
. thrips, - Liothrips * (Gynaikothrips) karnyi
~ Bagnall “are - the - three. ‘major pests.

“ab ut their dlstnbutlon and act1v1ty in

R ?'-’-':_i_hlg' altltude pepper growmg tracts of .

Kérala, A survey was carried out from

_.:July 1979 1o Jurie 1980 to .observe the’

.. incidence. .of these thrée’ ma]or pests’ in".
* Pulpally aréa of - South Wynad (more than
900 m.aboye MSL). A total of 16 gardens

~(Panniyur-I,. Karimunda, -~ Kalluvally.
"+ Arakkulam munda and’ Almperlan) were
_. covered “under the -survey. = It was

* “the leaves. :The incidence of top:shoot
" ‘borer was also neghglble throughout
-._the penod of observatlon “However, :

* consisting -of ‘five cultlvars of ‘pepper. -

" observed that there was'no incidence of .
ollu* beetle in the spikes-as.well as on.

Decen.q'b.ér, 1981

Inmdence of Marglnal Gall Formlng Thnps on Pepper in South Wynad

;the 1nc1dence of margmal gall formmg
“thrips was high in the area. Obser-"
vations on the incidence of this pest
“during different seasons of the year were "
‘carried - out.” In each cultivar, 5o vines

were cons1dered for recording obset-
vation, = To record the incidence of the

“thrips; total and. 1nfested leaves were
. -causing. considerable crop loss. - Though .-
.. these pests are found activeé in plains of -
" Kerala, - information - is -mnot ~available

counted -in 30 .cm. area around ‘the

‘botton, m1ddle and top portxon of
-1nd1v1dua1 vines.  The data -on mean : -

percentage of - damaged leaves -is - pre-
sented in Table I,

Authors are thankful to Mr R

Baiakrishnan, Scientist S1 (Slaustu:s) for

analysmg the data.

L Table; I Percenmge of leaves damaged by rhraps in dyf}"erent cult:vars of pepper -

Percentage of damaged leaves

s ‘_‘_"Cul'tivars—-' R ']u_n_e'_19_7_9 October 1979 February, 1980- July-1980-.- . ~Medn .

" Panpiyur-1. . . . 2L7(21.8) '94(1?8) 1 18.8(23.4) © 8.9(1T4)  1398(2Le)
7 Aimperian - B0(12:9)°  80(l00) | 228 (28.5) . 14.4(228) 113 (18.4)
.0 Araklulam munda . 8.4.(168). ¢ 91 (I7.6)  144.(22.8) 72 (18.6) . 9.8(181)

. Karimunda - . © - 6.4 (146)  B.4(18.4) . 142 (23.]) 6.7 (15.0) 82(18:3)

%" Kalluvally S 3l 00)y o 2.3080) - 30(10.0) - 22(85) - 2.6(9.3) -
oMean 0. 089(168) - 88(138)  140(@L8) . TeASD

RS (I—‘:gures ‘in parentheses are transformed values)
1 C V/=81 o . .

- ._"C‘ehtml PJaniatwn Craps Rnsea.rch !nstziute. :
i -.-Regicmal Statzon calecui 873 012, Kem o, Ind.a

e D. at 17 for comparing cultwars —16

- C. D. at 1/ for- comparmg months = 1 4
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‘From. the Table it =
- can be seen that the cultivar Kalluvally
“has significantly less damaged leaves and
is'least: susceptlble among the cultivars

~and Panniyur-I-is highly suscepnble -
In general, the leaves of the middle

portion of the vines were most preferred. o
by thrips compared to the top portion. -
Incidence of this: pest ‘was significantly .
minimum in- October 1979 and maxi--
mum 1n February 1980." :
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