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Table 1.Mean mortality% (+SE) of movable stages of Eotetranychus hirsti in different treatments and
different times after spraying in Markazi province.

Mean+SE
Treatment (mi/L) 3 days 7 days 14 days 21 days
Bromopropylate (1.5)  52.76+4.11b 81.75+1.80a 66.97+2.12a 27.24+1.17b
Hexythiazox (0.5) 86.09+1.62 a 82.25+1.25a 65.98+3.02a 55.86+2.30ab
Envidorspeed (0.4) 70.74+2.79 ab 83.48+0.93a 79.37+1.15a 74.27¥1.99 a
Envidorspeed (0.5) 83.84+1.12 a 87.87+0.88 a 66.25+1.82a 63.15+1.02a

(S5 05m3Dtin ol ne 3l B8 40 g2 o 53 65 e O3 o &5 it L sl o S0Le
The means of each column with at least one common letter are not significantly different. (Tukey’s test).
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Table 2. Mean mortality% (+SE) of movable stages of Eotetranychus hirsti in different treatments and different
times after spraying in Fars province.

Mean+SE
Treatment (mi/L) 3days 7days 14days 21days
Bromopropylate(1.5) 83.40+1.74a 84.47+1.73a 78.13+2.12ab 54.48+1.59a
Hexythiazox (0.5) 86.19+1.49a 87.37+0.40a 68.95+3.02ab 48.72+1.36a
Envidorspeed (0.4) 87.82+0.60a 83.09+0.91a 67.10+1.15b 59.49+0.64a
Envidorspeed (0.5) 87.47+0.96a 81.59+2.17 a 78.68+1.82a 67.60+0.98a

LS 5 003N n I3 gmn Sl B3 O st p 45 &S e U8 S Jilo L sla Sl
The means of each column with at least one common letter are not significantly different. (Tukey’s test).
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Table 3. Mean mortality %(+SE) of movable stages of Eotetranychus hirsti in different treatments and
different times after spraying in Kermanshah province.

Mean+SE
Treatment (ml/L) 14 days 21 days
Bromopropylate (1.5) 98.63+0.44a 86.92+1.38a
Hexythiazox (0.5) 97.26+0.65a 83.38+3.05a
Envidorspeed (0.4) 99.09+0.32a 98.20+0.34a
Envidorspeed (0.5) 99.84+0.05a 99.27+0.13a

S 5 Ogo 3Dz Jfs e Sl 86 (O gt p 53 S 2k U0 0S5 il L sl S0l
The means of each column are not significantly different. (Tukey’s test).
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Abstract:

Eotetranychus hirsti is one of the most important pests of rainfed and irrigated fig trees. It
is essential to study the effect of new acaricides in the control of this pest. Therefore this
experiment was performed in Fars, Markazi, and Kermanshah provinces in randomized
complete block design with 4 replications during the summer of the year 2016. Treatments
were Envidorspeed (SC 24%) with two concentrations (0.04 and 0.05%), Hexythiazox (EC
10% Nissoron®) (0.05%), Bromopropylate (EC 25% Neoron) (0.15%) and control (water
spraying). Results in Fars province show the efficiency percentages on the 3rd day after
spraying were 87.82+0.60, 87.47+0.96, 86.19+1.49 and 83.40+1.74 for Envidorspeed
(0.04%), Envidorspeed (0.05%), Hexythiazox (0.05%) and Bromopropylate (0.15%),
respectively. In Markazi province the results show that the efficiency percentages on the 7th
day after spraying were 87.87+0.88, 83.48+0.93, 82.25+1.25 and 81.75+1.80 for
Envidorspeed (0.05%), Envidorspeed (0.04%), Hexythiazox (0.05%) and Bromopropylate
(0.15%), respectively. In Kermanshah province, on the 14th day after spraying, the
efficiency percentages were 99.84+0.05, 99.09+0.32, 98.63+0.44 and 97.26+0.65 for
Envidorspeed (0.05%), Envidorspeed (0.04%), bromopropylate (0.15%) and Hexythiazox
(0.05%), respectively. Considering the results envidorspeed (0.04%) could be recommended.
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