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Figure 1. Number of the insect adults of Capnodis tenebrionis during 2018 (A) and 2019 (B).
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Table 1. Efficiency of the active substances used against the insect adults of Capnodis tendebrionis in 2018.
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Values followed by the same letters in the same column are not significantly different at P=0.05
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Figure 2. Efficiency of the active substances used against the insect adults of Capnodis tendebrionis in 2019.
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Abstract

Bufaur, M., S. Al-Gkhami, R. Bohamdan, W. Ghanem and M. Dawara. 2021. Determination of the Maximum
Appearance Period of Capnodis tendebrionis in Al-Sweida-Syria Governorate and Testing the Efficacy of Some Pesticides
on the Pest Adults. Arab Journal of Plant Protection, 39(4): 268-272. https://doi.org/10.22268/AJPP-39.4.268272

A weekly adults collection of Capnodis tendebrionis L. (Buprestidae; Coleoptera) was conducted for two seasons (2018, 2019) to
determine the maximum insect adults appearance period. Early adult appearance was recorded in the first year in warm-dry months as
compared to the second year in cold-wet months. Maximum insect adults appearance was recorded at the end of April during the first season
and at the end of May in the second season. A field experiment was carried out to test the efficacy of some pesticides on controlling pest
adults: Deltamethrin, 100g/1, Chlorpyriphos-ethyl 48% and Acetamiprid 20% as a foliar spray, and Deltamethrin 0.25% as dusting powder
around the stem, in addition to the control. Results obtained showed that Chlorpyriphos-ethyl and the two Deltamethrin treatments were the
best on adults and with significant differences compared with Acetamiprid treatment following the first and the second week after spraying
in 2018, and the Deltamethrin as dusting powder and Chlorpyriphos-ethyl treatments were the best and with significant differences compared
to other treatments were observed. Using Deltamethrin as dusting powder around the stem was highly efficient during three weeks after
spraying as compared with other treatments in the two years.
Keywords: Capnodis tendebrionis L., Maximum adult appearance period, Deltamethrin, Chlorpyriphos- ethyl and Acetamiprid.
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