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Table 2- Mean comparison of evaluated parameters (efficacy %, yield, fly number and Chrysopa sp. Number)
in experimental treatments

o oSl 36 2y Ojer 3 Skos oS Ko sl Sen Ly S 3w
treatment Efficacy % yield Mean of fly Mean of Chrysopa sp.
1 80.96+6.58b 966.7+340.34dc 4.40+1.07b 4.66+1.87ab
2 83.75+3.07 ab 800+132.28 edc 3.25+0.09b 6.08 £1.06 ab
3 86.25+9.82ab 833.3+2.2.07edc 2.33+1.58b 2.91+0.38b
4 85.28+7.19ab 1150+312.24 be 3.91+0/08 b 4.58+1.8 ab
5 84.89+7.91ab 983.3£256.58dc 2.33+£0.27 b 4.25+1.25 ab
6 92.28+2.45 ab 966.7+246.64 dc 2.05+1.14b 4.16+1.42 ab
7 89.59+3.56 ab 1500£264.5ab 2.50+0.66b 6.48+3.1 ab
8 90.89+2.68 ab 1250+86.60abc 3.16£1.66 b 5.16+2.91ab
9 95.13+5.57 a 1600+£86.60 a 2.16x1.37b 5.33+2.96ab
10 61.03+5.92 ¢ 650+35 de 4.05£1.5b 3.66x1.04ab
L 466.7£104.08¢ 8.66+1.04 a 6.83+1.87 a
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Abstract

In this study, the efficacy of three types of protein hydrolysate (Esmelfol, Bio-cebo and
Agrisence) and three different graed area baiting (50, 75 and 100 percent plot coverage of baiting )
were compared with control (without spraying) and malathion spraying treatments in Jahrom
region (Fars province) (Iran) in 2011. Parameters like infested fruits percent, precent efficacy, and
yield (Kg) in experimental plots were componed. The maximum and minimum percentage of
infested fruits were observed in control (28.5%) and 100% plot coverage of baithng with Agrisence
formulation, respectively. The maximum and minimum of perecent efficacy were observed in
100% plot coverage of baiting with Agrisence formulation (95.13%) and malathion spraying
(61.03%) respectively. The maximum and minimum yield in 100% plot coverage of spraying with
Agrisence formulation (1600 kg/plot) and control (466.7 kg/plot) respectively. Significance
differences were not observed among the various levels of plot coverage of bait spraying with all
protein hydrolysate formulations. It has been concluded that Baiting obtained of 50 percent of the
cultivated melon fields in spring with any type of mentioned protein hydrolysate formulations
(especially Agriscens company product) will be very effective and economic to control melon fly
in Jahrom region.
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