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Comparison of sweet potato yield by using pest management

program vs pesticide application
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Abstract

The experiment layout was CRD with 3 treatments ; the farmer’s normal
practice plot (P1) IPM plot (P2) and control (Po) with 4 replications. Treatment
plot size was 1,600 m’. It was found that the P2 gave the highest yield of 20.62
t/ha (3.3 ton/rai) while those of the P1 and Po were 15.62 and 11.25 t/ha (2.5 and
1.8 tons/rai) respectively. The highest non-infested tuber weight per 4 m’ of
harvest area was of P2 (10.72 kg) and decreased in P1 aod P2 which were 7.12 kg
and 3.18 kg respectively. The P2 had the highest profit of 10,201 B / rai and found
less in P1 and Po which were 5,996 and 3,861 B respectively. Hence, IPM
procedure as indicated in this experiment gave the best yield with the reduction of

chemical applications.
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Table 1

Table 2

Table 3

mIlymng

Comparison of sweet potato yield kg) 11
in famer’s normal practice plot (P1)

IPM plot (P2) and control (Po) in

Ayutthaya province, Feb ~ July, 2000

Comparison of infested and non-infested 11
Potato tuber weight from normal practice plot

(P1), IPM plot (P2) and control (Po) in

Ayutthaya province, Feb - July , 2000

Cost, income and benefit of the farmer’s normal >13
practice plot (P1), IPM plot (P2) and control (Po)

inAyutthaya province, Feb - July, 2000



S W

10
11
12
13
14

15

16

MIVYMN

mIMatsuazdnyusAAduToYsId193 e umer
A19aUYBIR 1N uImAT A ume

a 4 4
ms lauazimIsuiuiitgn

: [} P ' [ w o o o
M3 lviwulaanesh v, Mgounazdudyisues
Araiuma
voasume ldifudwvoeiuglumsilgn
AIgueniuumadsmniinea lnineansuilgn
modvaly dgeunaauidue lupmuudouaams
fuAIau nmanvrmaainIndniondy e ldvea
] e -
lnhauai
magniumauuduies
" o -t o
sauMuindanslyn
miefuanluanin’s
LY 4 4 o L.
AMsnaiumangniveglufiudn
RenauazITMIInuAn
[ ] b w & J » +

msdatyiviazaauin i uuuuAUT0g
X o - L 3 -‘ -~ Y W Y -’
manuiner laolsnTesdanan Aaioniung
s ldaznayaniaiv
anugiilaveanuasnsiilAnandngada 3.3 du/ls
Tauldmsndunasauiy IPM aaeaggign
droneams TuTadnmstlasdudiadesraiumeas iy
dninanunyaisanineyme Wudninauduaiy

MINHAT

15
16
17
17

18
19

20
20
21
21
22
23
24
24
25

26



1.1 anudngiinvesdymnisidanazminsiaenas

1.1.1  dusuiavesums

4 a o

fiumer §nogluaed (Family) Convolvulaceae S0 Inuimany fio Ipomoea batatas
Lamk. dnuaiznieiugnssudiufionlszian hexaploid 81 TasTulea (Chromosome) 2n
= 90 (3um? yau, 2533 UAY Salunkhe and Kadam, 1998) YoyiiuldTinmswaniiudiy
WYL pentaploids FeildwanTnsTulay 20 = 75 s:'muu'[m'[u'[mui":ugm (Basic
chromosome number) W 15 (Salunkhe and Kadam, 1998) NunAfutiau101n I, trifida “JIN
duiummsiandannlszmadngln #1950dsenn i1 fiodoudn Svu uezdoo
Wu dmﬁ'umrlﬁ'uﬁ’ﬁf“uﬂsxmu'l%fu wululszmeugoa Mannmaneuniugiznin
L trifida U0z 1. batatas $ai§menuTas TauTans 2n = 90 indlouu waz Idqawens fudt 1 Tidhy
wifu (e fuufh, 2540) ndsnmiude 8 iR ummmaeyiia sudadiuiug

L

Sumemanneuaznszaieliialan Sumedulngidudssian Self-incompatible uAfitiu

o od - 4
Wuiiidu Self-compatible UAY Cross-compatible (UTung yarfy, 2533)

112 anudfgmanIyghoveuiume
P, P - v e vl .
mmoghmwqnmu‘mnuumr{'lﬁuﬂmm}n Ipomoea, Convolvulus, Evolvulus Wag

' e v o - 4 o " - &

Cuscuta wAToRdWyiqe Ao Jpomoea Naguszuna 400 ¥iia Fulumeviniunil

anudigmaasughe dumaduivemisdszionmilulamse qaune suuds, 2540)

4 L 4

Bumelguamnemsgaiiuazly  dudrmsmihumlpemimisnuaznnula

‘ ] Q‘l . o L J L hd L 1 . L]

U unAAeY, unIna, Junea, Sumsdey, Sumasun, Sumalyuanszm wazsirldvuy

a1 q Fadus InmeetlonwuiumeiiilSunanimags Sund wain uazaay, 2538) 10

o o ' - o o < o > -
vosfumaduiluumdudulendaylumsdesdasldamu qns, Tn, nszde, une, ung,
1 ¥ ' - 4 -

nszaw, e, 10 uazdar dudu qmur duuka, 2540 uazuFund yariy nazaae, 2538)
yw LY - - - L4

vennniifsaunsowlsyunieduiagaviuganmassuudsgdidnanesiia (3und yo

a 1 4 4 o [y as 1

(N3 UaTAME, 2538) 19U (ATBsANLBAnBERn (mAuaz 1), 1andag, Tunea, ldund, udls

[ » 1 4 1 4
~wil, vhmanglaa, uoanoged, hduwIensaihdu (cirric acid), visynsziles, weygsa

(monosodium glutamate), dextrin, A1 (gum) (Salunkhe and Kadam, 1998) Weanniuns



dufviitidnsnmgelumsnfoundsounmeiadliazaegluglveadls -+ (Komaki
et al, 1998) SadmifiuiifiniTulemsags uSund Wil unzAmY, 2538) AMITANAR
uflalg 15-28% uazutleszansaidou WidhuimagTasal (Salunkhe and Kadam, 1998)
fogiu dszmalnefimsiududlaiudfinndelszma Worhumhomnsiszamemns
Merfiade q sz 50 #uAl Andhdmaeduum S wdudaiumed
quaudalndifvsfuudlatudds aunselfudaumenaunuld Saialutszmeinedy &
Tsasomdauflaliudidznds wie gaamassumsulspliudnlendanmneg  winlins
daulaunteaflonnTsenudindnuds fezannsondaudatumelBuiu dafu dwes
Tunwsuuds Sumsiordautlaftomsgammasaniuhdlidnonmwgdniamils
u3un$ wani, 2533) Sumeilse Tosmifusemeuyudinnune f5oamdme carotene ga
9 10 ¥n./100 ASY wazdmfiwe gade 1,025 U100 Py awsotleaiulinld Hawld
sumonigydvladuled  Tiduilhede uazhuﬁuamum (nealawuins, 2530)
uenvniidimmnsnansedy plasma 983 lipid peroxide |ADNAIY (Okuno et al., 1998,
Salunkhe and Kadam, 1998) sumeilunae’ 75100 ndu lulszmafinuasnsiisie1d
ansoldiumeiiuemamdndszs il (@nune fuuda, 2540)

oamlrznouveiume (Salunkhe and Kadam, 1998)

L ufle (stach) aveuumafiudldszanm 1528% @erimanudousinms
yomautleazn/Aouihnhnte matose

2. e (sugars) wAsmnduAvudnh Bl lsady udahoiatumens
tﬂ?;uu'lﬂt'i'luﬁywm sucrose ,

3. Ul (enzymes) OL-amylase uaz [-amylase finammanudanies 1Afunau
$ou wnzivfnaiudefuaun By Trady

4. N3ABUNTE (organic acid) Hunguarsithiszme TnadesamAvesiummiss
Laﬂﬁ'ﬂu ¥y succinic, malic, citric, quinic, fructose, galactose, glucose, sucrose, maltose (S
inositol BafiUTaumnameiuluusozmowug

5. TusAu (proteins) Tuaiumedidlszine 1.0-2.5% nisdszunat 5% yoarimin
wh unaAmienlfensziivinaiidudu q nquves exlilueda (amino acid) fid iy
1aun threonine, methionine, halfcystine, tyrosine, phenylalanine, proline, glycine, alanine,
histidine, lysine, tryptophan, serine, valine, leucine, isolucine, arginine (0¥ lysine

6. My uaziI519 (vitamins and minerals) {3miiu A qafla 7100 1U/100 g uaz
Sa1iiu B (Salunkhe and Kadam, 1998) Safinnaiilurineiiadu Sumeitidedmiemie

&y sxfitiaues unlsiu (carotene) qaita 10 un/100 niu daulugiegluglves PB-



carotene Fuudimedulumsnandaiu A uaziihuumases ascorbic acid utifia 20-
30 ¥A./100 ATY uanmnf‘:ﬁwmﬂ'umﬂﬁ'aﬁus’mmniﬂsmm%uu (potassium) @Y
Woawnosa (phosphorus) TutTumundnd e

7. ™M352MY (volatile compounds) {Inseardrafiuraumau (phenol) munsnada-
sonnInAldonvesiumed mﬂuﬂduf:'lé'ufi aldehydes, alcohols, ketone, aromatic
hydrocarbons, heterocyclic compounds (pyridine and furan derivatives) 9% palmitic acid
dmviumafruanudouniamsiemudeenuasddlniiuiy Ao limonene,
cineole, terpineol, B-cyclocitral, Ol -cadinene 422 palmitic acid h

8. 39n3nq (pigments) Tutiumed [ -carotene TulSunaunn Taumwiziumeaiiide
ﬁﬁun?amﬁew1ﬂﬂ:iﬂuﬁumﬁﬁﬁu‘fn'ﬁﬂni'huﬁuMﬂﬁﬁtﬁaﬁumn;mﬁﬁaq%zﬁ

anthocyanin 1WUTauge

113 unaandndiuma

lanamnsondatumald 131,707,000 #u FandheFoaunsondaldgeqad
121,885,000 #u Taorszimaiunialdqedls 112,220,000 U (Salunkhe and Kadam, 1998)
nioUszann 80% vowwanAnfiautsondn1diaTan (Amenyenu et al., 1998) gl wan'ld
Yiouiiqa fle 77,000 #u (Salunkhe and Kadam, 1998) Yszmea iy wazRAUTud dnilex
Ugnndag@ i (Anselo et al., 1998) ﬁms"u“lu1J1zmﬂ'lnuﬁt&eﬁﬂqﬂﬁ‘umﬂluﬂmwﬂqn
2538-2539 $1u7M 36,919 13 nanAnYszI 90,913 fu unsHanAmR AT 2,462 A0/
15 denSeudousumsdgniumeluilimelgn 25372537 °‘§aﬁn1faﬁ'ﬂqn 39,652 13
woildionas  689%  rieswnTmwandnnans  sunmlgnnnfigaluwana.
azTusonifvanile Tﬂuﬁnfaﬁmwﬂqn‘luﬂ 2538-2539 Yszuar 12,959 19 wandnszuin

32,434 AU uazHarAAIMAY 2,502 nn.Aols Tesaaie maaziuan  mald mumile ain

o Y o @ ’ ' io o ' - : 1 1 a
nane uazmanzSusenadWy unadalgaiidiglaun qussays fiflefiugn 7,710 1 fia

¥ ] y P

({u 20.88% vasRuNUgniaszima wandnilszans 25,195 Ay Al 26.50% vosHanaR
4 . ] k [] .
walszine uazwandamaedsls 3,267 an. (gmune suuda, 2540) dumendgnlutlszmst

d- LY 4 o ° n’: .
Inefogdufonlszia 4-6 Wou sndulumaiivgnndsgginn selioryduiiios 3 e

y . 1 - [] s

wintu @usarl Woutiqu uaz evfud Tmufynssy, 2531) invaTnidnlngjssigniume
o 4 3 a o { o v 3 v o - ]
Wufiuiflesweudaziesiu niowufiidunondulsamaunndy Fugniidedia
' ' Y a o 1t ' o 4 ad d o & a -
dlngezMWnandnd ualinmganiiumaileddu uazaunsaiuinel1ddeliongiivs

3ifou (W3uni yailin unzAne, 2540)



114 Yymlumsgniuma

flymveamsdgniume Ao msidvihatevesdraiume (Cylas formicarius F.)
mawiasyiadiaed enzyme 1umsfiu ¥o Pectolytic enzyme @eayvhliumeadrams
Terpene phytoalexin W3ofiouEend1 pomeamarone Fudiuasiisavy fndumiu nely
24 $2Tue M ldSumedonesinan @osadl @ouiiqy ez eviud Jaudygynssy, 2534)
1uﬁw‘s”§am?mﬁn15ﬁﬂy13‘?';1]sz’J’ﬁuaxuuzﬁ1miﬂanﬂuﬁaqmwﬁﬂfﬁﬁﬂ%ﬂﬁmﬁuaﬁ%
{WANSTY (Sherman and Tamashiro, 1954) fIMsANMINISUNINTENILVEIRIIIYTIATTu
Ussnadilu Taold Pheromone temsmvguivamssznauazntsdestuvenuasns
(Yasuda et 4l.,, 1992; Yusuda, 1995 1as Moriya, 1997) a@2ulutszme lnowudl wennndiu
meuddaifslunszgaiumaiidasnaiumea munseldithioms1d wu dusendnd ¢
obscura) Rna3U (I aquatica) ﬁnﬁwl%"a (I carnea) ONITER (I grandifior) wazluaz

N . ﬁl’v 1] LY v o v o JJ o ] -
UMM (Igryreia speciosa) uanmnuquu'Jﬂuuumwmqwuq YU W‘LIQEN'U"JUN&"JNNGQ

Y ¥ | o LV 4 ]
87.9 dunn. G indende, 25300 Tl 2542 FidulATusudszanauiesmsuninszany

. ¥ o o o L
LTI ILYIAYE9A 199y AT lunanz Susenifivaniie Taslddudnasine dunamiud
ns M fusnmsmarunsedniudnnanedldlulSunamnuasmuifivua Tufiernh
i lumsflestudiiald ;
- o J 1 o - 4 ) 1
ﬁamnuluﬂszmmyﬂuuaz?msgamsm'nﬁnmﬁwummzmmwsnszmwmﬁqq
Tumaluiaaig ﬁlﬂu'l‘]’f’ﬁ'llﬁ'ﬂﬁ’limﬂ (Mason et al.; 1990; Yasuda et al., 1992; Yasuda, 1995;
. v
Miyatake et-al, 1995 1ag Moriya, 1997) TauMIMsAnMIvEfITuBe (Quilszuadl 2542)
4 d Yo u- [ - "o - o (0 - < -y
uaziitesnntumsl¥fudnmanrediufor ilema TuladifissdaudorNinuasning
»
o o [ -4 o - o a A
Wlumslgnifums asezldfudnmamatisudumuimstanmsmslgmiumadu q
[ ~ o . & . ' - as
iU mamToueanug, mawounyas 1a4 FasauEoni MIUINISAAGNY (Integrated Pest
' 4 . : . 4 .
Management, IPM) 349¢@fiqa uaz3ims IPM e hiradfigalussezonnasiiiesnn’
I a o aaq ¥ - - [ ] 1 Y Yo o
nusrwaunsfoufvusaniavesiumalasdi lnsuimsdagyswdums 1edudn
A - . = ° v [
e TuTeawanda uazdunumskaa Jamnhimsfnyunsizmunsanigneaginuasns
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Comparison of sweet potato yleld by using pest management
program vs pesticide application
mimd  av309198nd
Jutharat Attajarusit
é1ﬁ'q":mmnfufaﬁmnnsm amineamnaluladasus

Instltute'of Agricultural Technology Suranaree University of Technology

Abstract

The experiment layout was CRD with 3 treatments ; the farmer’s normal practice plot (P1) IPM
plot (P2) and control (Po) with 4 replications. Treatment piot size was 1,600 m°. it was found that the
P2 gave the hiéhest yield of 20.62 ton/ha (3.3 ton/rai) while those of the P1 and Po were 15.62 and
11.25 tons/ha (2.5 and 1.8 tons/rai) respectively. The highest non-infested tuber weight per 4 m° of
harvest area was of P2 (10.72 kg) and decreased in P1 and P2 which were 7.12 and 3.18 kg.
respectively. The P2 had the highest profit of 10,201 8 /rai and found less in P1 and Po which were
5,996 and 3,861 8 respectively. Hence, IPM procedure as indicated in this experiment was aof the best
yield with the reduction of chemical application.

unAnte

MTIVUEUNTINARBILUY CRD # 4 41 3 n1saidAe 38USURUNATanwAINT AawnanAdl
(P1), 38 IPM (P2) uasidujURundnaainuatniiilivuainai uasldld IPm (Po) Wunimnifriuan
swauazudamannanssaidas 1,600 a1, (1 14) wudwas P2 ldnandniadugegade 20.62 dn/
wanuad (3.3 dw/ld) 19neanAe P1 uaz Po il 15.62 uas 11.25 Auaanuad (2.5 uas 1.8 #w/
1)mwddu utlse P2 Idalegegadn 10.72 nn./4 ALN. 10980NA P1 uas P2 WAy 7.12 uas
3.18 nn./4 AL, Ay was P2 ldfunarligegada 10,201 um/li seensnnAaudas P1 uas
Po 1 5,996 uaz 3,681 I/l Awddy aguin mald iPM anzunImesssiliuadian
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JWNA  (Ipmoea batatus Lamk.) Lﬂuﬁuﬁﬂqndwuazﬂgn'ls‘r‘luﬁmnds:mn‘lmnms"au Uuiy
8uiu 7 sedlan (Wiund wauis | 2537) wanfuomamdnoacuieseng ww UnthiaAd NaUTwd
dun uazldnin (ymanA sauda , 2540) tﬁmmnﬁamﬁwmammsqe Ae ulh 10 - 20% Tusdu
0.5 - 2.4% ¥1m1a 0.5 - 2.5% nfaud 0.9 - 1.4% ualafin, Indin, lsluwanin, uasreitn uadn, K,
P, Ca, S, Mg, Na, Fe, Zn, Cu uaz Mn. wuSunaifigesiodmini 100 n3n (Salunke and Kadam, 1998)
SwnAdufizengdu Aa 3 - 5 How uatliuanSadamizerousnege Ae 2,586 - 7,019 v i T
agiugitazaniug (lrRsensienszuamnmaimhin, 2531) dgminglunisedsiunadenistlasiuden
AI0NEWNA (Sweet potato weevil, SPW, Cylas formicarius) #evinAaadenslWiiune 5 - 97% uas
84 100% lwuneviaedt (Tedan \Bouilge, 2528, Usdni (dauliqe usz owwd JmudgniTw, 2534)

frenunnsnsznaludeinisiiasiuiida sPw nane3dnns ww nsldamaisnusae, neld
#2738, nsldwuddimnu vae uazludsznAlneinwasnifioaldmaed wasldluudnnnge fudalhiie
AMNFUNTeaas  Anansenussdiiadenuscguilnalasess dnquizaedaensiSeadil iAsesm
HMININIAWANIRT  TasawizmauimadagRefansoaanienaumnsldmaed Sidlaewiey
\WeunandauazAlsiefiAneinidnimases

WHRIRRINWINAN O #fA (Wongsir, 1991) uazﬁmﬁmﬁqn A AINIHWINA (SPW) #9180
WedasiEnisllesiuddnunaednginng lasamizdnonedunanaeisne wedanaldanafiznuna
dwiffealdindgs smanussmenunaldsmaailunisdgniunanndlan wuiidde so e
dofiviangueniniiluanedu, sedmlunesine afurfinm  unsngalamsvin  (Sutheriand, 1986) 1n
Jegiudlusneuazmaiidmatissiuidadensiumamasid wu ulssmaliniu WiEnsgueeniu
afezugndrwanaaiarilugse 40% F A ai 0.05% wuhidansnlasiunisieeldde 6 §uans
(Talekar, 1995) AmaldfefiAerauRuuszaing (Dowes et al 1985 uaz Sharp, 1995) n1sfdnunies
uwlinzasnaldiudimnu  Taswudufenananszgunsneld  (Oviposition  stimulant)  fid1afi
(Wilson et ai, 1988) mslddailuvszsinAdonuin (Bink, 2000) MIldFIINAWNA (Sex pheromone)
TuuszmAdiju (Yasuda et al, 1992 , Yasuda, 1995 WAz Moriya, 1997) mslfanAfidannuns
inuwaTnaITalwlssinAanigeisdnt (Sheman and Tamashiro, 1854) uAzAIAMENEIafiezldnITLIMAS
AngRy (PM) MuuszinAAIun (Cisneros et al, 2000) '

Wlsznalnanfinsnanfisnsiwnafgniaelaoden wseiidunsilunsilosiudda
spw laeldmnaail  (noefiguasdmainen, 2543) #nmadinanuihluwdunasinsldsnafidauuas 10
¥ia lunmAna ua: 3 #lalumeaziusenidsanila (Attajarusit, 2000)
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gunIniuazins
Mansasainfl u. @ 8. vilsiu S wizuAtAegon sewhaRaunnaniug - Aonien 2543
INURUAIINARBILUY CRD # 3 n1swid Aa wlasgnidnmsufiRasundzennwasns (daraing)
(P1), uUas 1PM (P2) waz wuas Control (Po) As UjURmsunAzannwains Aa Ugn, ﬁﬁi’ﬁﬁﬁ'ﬁdﬂu
usi'lzﬂz'f iPM uazlildmsaidann & 4 4 amrauﬂaamaaanﬁmaw 1,600 Ay (1 19) #nd
nAsasMNA 19,200 Anw. (12 14) Meanfemsaenimaasafise
1. wdasiEmidgnundvaninuains Taniimadaviuaaai (P1)
1.1 inuaInsdasaaiudanuasdrsaaniatannulaniauiuatnng
1.2 wisnduvgn Taslawsaw 2 A%t enda vinedu 1.3 . Uanlaedszazsznitedn
10 - 15 ou. 1@ 10, 000 saa/ld winasrwnawmfludsm 3% 8 12 nn/ld undusas
wioale 16-20-0 a1 20 nn/li uasvuainadeaeflwinea 40w GC. dAaT 90 cc1 20
fny . _
1.3 saiudaugnini 9 W 1 e waziw Ouamdasedudszine 3 - 5 T
uazliddeninituduaiazads niadaduwis
1.4 Wiandougn 5 A Ao g#3 15-15-15 81 1.25 n/ld fleeng 1.5 daw gwe

" 25-25-35 #a11 1.25 nn i uleeny 2 few waslidudesny 25 uwa: 3 fen ludRTudmadu

unzAfigaiefe ge1 0-0-60 dan 1.25 nn./li fley 3 e 1 dua

1.5 maldanadisiunas  dhaolwivea 60 cordn 20 Aat wiaunaldielude 1.4
sazdudaere 10 Fwed nudunlimseinmea 7 A% )
1.6 maddateRy afwsndesy 1.5 den Tasviusamiaimenlanrslid 27% dwn 1 §as/ld
urzAfefl 2 ldRauazvey idaany 2.5 1den |

2. wlasiEmunignueanuninilasis 1M (p2)
2.1 maniengoanudiazain
(1) TagnsmedudnanatnAuuy Miyatake et al, 1995 nuﬂmﬂ'mamvuu‘ﬁu

dhoomandenny 1.5 dow TednsoadaTIniu 500 eaa/da

(2) ddald Msen uasiduiunasunaedngianluiuseawud (nalduealu
o (1) .
- (3) fuluarsacmenseilnines 40% Go A11 50 co/wr 20 AaT udli
. - - - & - o «
mudewn 10 Wi udendunetaanluids 24 #ilw
2.2 muaisnudasignuaznisign
(DladmisudagndBwaar 2-3 fu vield sew uazARTNwNAD1AeaY

C Wwduats wd e lilWAunsa

(2) wnissuazigninfewidufifeannwadluda 1.3, 1.4, uaz 1.6 uaaldnu
FNAINAMNAIIIAT 17.00-18.00 w. iufURMaAT. 8.00-9.00 . 2asiudiin efudndusiviaz
1 % sudeiwfiudn 1w 16 A%/ 1 qaUgn '
a. u.tlaatlgnuaamsmmﬂsiviumsmiuaz‘lu"lﬁ iPM (Po)
Amaadsaulangnuasiimaufiadneundawiinele P yadizns
aninlaifimsldanaaidanu uazidnyy 1PM

@) s >

ﬂe\.) - o - . - o -
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wammaaey uarasINanuUammaang

d a I SR & o -
1. fudsmandalaeimin () Tasduifivbuilel 2x2 msn 5 99 Aovn 4 g e

2. Uwfinamin (nn.) wazdmawmiAuaziuds masusasulainaaas
o~ 'Iﬂ“ . 'Iv a ol Tua ' d . .
3. duiinAldisuazelannudsnaimelininantesusazudas tRedmwanuanils

HaNITNARBILASIT Il

nandaTingsiunAluuamassniafiuieiaplil Table 1 wanimingesiad (non-intested
- . v o &
tuber) wazWidy (infested tuber) laaquliln Table 2 soil

Table 1 Comparison of sweet potato yield (kg) in the farmer's normal practice plot (P1)
IPM plot (P2) and control (Po) in Ayutthaya province, Feb-July, 2000
Treatment Sweet potato yield (kg)/ 4 m® F - test
Replication | | I I v Total X
Po . 4.2 8.2 10 1M 334 8.35 4.618*
P1 4.3 8.0 10 11 33.3 8.32
P2 9.5 12.2 12 12 45.7 11.42

* statistically significant different at 95% level

Table 2 Comparison of infested and non-infestel sweet potato tuber weight from Farmer's normal practic

plot (P1) . IPM plot (P2) and Control (Po) in Ayutthaya province, Feb-July, 2000

Treatment

Sweet potato yield (kg)/ 4 m®

Total yleld (t/rai')

v

Replication | il n X expected harvest
Po infested 3.2 5.1 5.1 6.5 497 - -
Non-infested 1.0 3.1 4.1 4.5 3.18 1.8 1.80
P1 infested 0.2 1.3 0.3 3.0 1.2 - -
Non-infested 4.1 _8.7 9.7 8.0 7.12 2.8 2.5
P2 infested 0.1 0.2 ‘0.4 2.1 0.7 - -
Non-infested 9.4 12.0 11.6 9.9 10.72 4.2 3.3
Total infested 6.87 - -
Non-infested 21.02 8.98 7.6
F-value infested 5.33*
Non-infested 4.80*

* statistically significent different at 95% level, ' 1ha = 6.25 ral
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Nnuamaaeilu Tadle 1 uandliifudinandafiuanduiunsdan s» laefudas P2 v
HANRAGIGAAE 45.7 NN UATINIANNIAE P1 Uaz Po Ag 33.3 uar 33.4 nn. mwdAUNANTIMARES
~ u Table 2 udmet Po Wimawiminiidiadusie 4 ALagem (1072 nn.) ua:ﬁ":tauﬁ'\qm (0.7
nn.s4 max.) Twonzfiudas P1owaz Po fdnwwimAdewndeda 4 mva. iy 7.12 de 1.2 nn. uaz
3.18 #E 4.97 NN, AWAIAU wAzIINuaRARGE AN WaviawnzWaR (non-infested) Lﬁ_aﬁ’m':mﬂm
rewnzndwiinegeaalalaedadueaudnsdali (1,6000 n1x.) AldAmaninsiaiaianda (expected
total tield, Table 2) 1 P2, P1 uaz Po WAy 4.2, 2.8 uaz 1.98 sw/ld mwddy wiiiladauandmnade
(harvest, Table 2) nnulamaassezldFnarzamandnedefidinimaniife wihfu 3.3, 2.8 uaz 1.9 dw/
14 swddu Inimandaselinnnandneds (Aaeld) wdwaclu Table 3 wianoAldinsuazdinlaes
nwasniluna 3 nnadd aqUlilu Tavle 3 |

10 Table 3 xtfinit Aldsezawtas Po szdigs inselifimauitRguadasunasdagiousa:
fwawiuds (Table 2) goga vlvuaninanaundesnga  Aa 1.8 dw/ld niawnuasniezlafunadils
3,681 um/ld wonzfludas P1 Anldseesgeqade 5,254 uwn/ld urlduandngeduln 2.5 dul3
flilails 5.996 um s duune P2 fAldiifsuriulse Po uAldnanBaiadwin 3.3 dw/
14 wbiladnls 10,201 un Banwaanslulrsenranelsetrenn

LAl v
was PM Wuandaderioiminedemitiy 3.3 duwld dminWad i gga fldinwasnsled
uadligegade 10,201 ym/ld Tuansfudac fuainvunauasilailaigntsruquuaasdaghaaeliia
ninadorolitanende 2.5 uaz 1.8 awld uazinwasnifineld 5,998 um waz 3,681 v/l
pwdey 33 M SadulEAdnge  wenzuansineclinarouunugigauds  diaasnsfuluiatuindn

&
Ay

Fosunm
woneuAn inwaTdinianasnATATagom uasnwasELnaUIeUAN Fuussinnuanigugniung
uazuivn el el iR Aowensiasasedlninesifanimases wazdwinnuAnznITHNTISEwY
wé wazsminsduneluladgmitatusyuiunuganyulasimide -

@ mnsspdnmreninmtuiend Al s - 175
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able 3 Cost, income and benefit of the farmer's normal practice plot (P1),

iPM plot (P2) and control (Po) in ayutthaya province, Feb-July, 2000

Cost / income / benefit Po- P1 P2
Cost
land preparation 370 370 370

(plough + bedding)

planting vines 1,000 1,000 1,000
(387100 vine)

labor (planting) 300 300 300
water + electricty 115 115 115
*weed control chemicals 152 152 152
slabor (weed control) 150 150 150
*fertilizer 982 082 982
labor : fertilizer) 150 150 150
labor : harvest) 1,200 1,200 1,200

_ |*Insecticide

carbofuran at planting - 530 -
chiorpyrifos - 165 -
iabor - (insecticide spray) - 200 -
vine dipping - 30
sex pheromone trap - 200
Total Income 4,419 5,254 4,649
Marketable yield (ton/rai) 1.8 | 2.5 3.3
income (4,500 8 / ton) 8,100 11,250 14,850
Profit

Benefit B / rai (plot) 3,681 5,996 10,201
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