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ABSTRACT

The importance of perplanting control is of utmost importance
in relation to WRD controel. The basic steps should be taken not
at the time of uprooting but at least 4~5 years before. This
would enable one or more of the several substitute orops with a
benefit/cost ratio of more than one to be planted as found succ-
essful in this study. This will maximise land utilization and
bring an income whigh can be further channelled to control proce=
dures at the time of planting and thereafter. Substitute cropping
will inerosae the chances of inoculum detection and inoculum
degeneration with the frequent cultivation of the soil., Several
fruit crops, grasses (cover crops) and even indicator crops were
found useful over this periocd of time when compared to leaving the
land follow. Pertilizer usage with these substitute crops could
smend the soil to a favourable N/C ratio whieh in turn has a secone

dary effect on WRD control.

Proper control procedures adopted at the preplanting stage
would reduce the inoculum left behind to cause infection to a -
minimam level, Uprooting has to be supervised strictly to ensure
that infected tree: roots are not left behind in the soil,

Addition of the recommended dose of sulphur will be useful as a
wﬁh‘é&ution. However, in this study no correlation was established

between levels of infection and 1&&&0&!0 in fungal populations

a8 a result of sulphur application. Addition of urea enhanced

inoanlnn‘doaay in a pot experiment. There was an initial decrease

in fhe mioroflor& with urea application. 8Subsegquently the
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bagterial population inecreased while the fungal population did
not show a marked increase. An increased N/C ratio may bring
1wahout a favourable microbial population for WRD control, An
fbtnnrculod nitrogen oohtont of the soil also enhanced the growth
;;'f‘!g!gg. For the above reasons the application of additional
Lg$40lol of uvea at planting may be beneficial in the long run.
E;p)nrther'exporimantstion is needed to verify this, In one experie
igpnnt‘the addition of basal fertilizer alone compared very well
;;vith sulphur snd urea individually and with a combination of
?5!&0.0 treatments.

é;- Post planting treatments depend on the successes of control
ﬁit the earlier stages, Water miscible fungicides were useful as
lﬁ,s'- ution on suspected areas as a regular monthly spray. Infeoted
ﬂi@u‘o. have to be treated with Shell Collar Protectant (SCP) which
Qi‘nﬂ found to be the most effective water immiscible fungioidci\\
{@illixin collar Protectant was tested out and also found to be as
{g,gt.ﬂtiv.. Treatment of pre~tappable and tappable trees was gonnd
?}QO be economically feasible. Up to 90% of pre-tappable itrees can
ﬁit. saved even if they show di-eauo.-ynptonn a8 it was rovealcg in

“@.319 study.

5‘1"10 fay chemical methods and & few biological and cultural

fl thods have been used at different times of the planting cyele
gontrol. WRD. This study shows how they can be integrate&~to :
: economic and pre economic 11foaupan of the crop by a disease
gontrol calendyr which should be the quickest and the most effec~
:?fvt way to control it. If left unchecked now, this disease can

b a threat to rubber cultivation in 8r»i Lanka, when the pzou£octt

t‘hl the industxy are not bright.
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