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'Ihe importance of pre.planting 4ontrol 1s ot utmost importanoe
in relation to WID Oontrol. The basio step •.should be taken not
at the time of uprooting but at least 4-, 7.a~8 betore. ,hi
would enable on~ Or more ot the several 8ubstitute orops with a
be~efit/oost ratio ot mOre than one to be planted as found suoo-
•••tul in this study. ~his will maximise land utilization and
bring an inoome whioh oan be further ohannelled to oontrol proce-
dures at the time of planting and thereafter. substitute cropp1nc
will increase the chance of inoculum detection and inooulum
degeneration with the frequent (Jultivation ot the oil. Several
fruit crop, grasses (oover orops) and even indioator orops were
found useful over this p riod of time when oompared to leaving the
land follow. ,ertilizer uaage with the.e 8ubstitute crops could
amend the 80il to a favourableN/e ratio whioh in turn haa a .eoon-
4ary etrect on WRD control.

hoper control pl'1ooedur•• adopted at the pJ1eplant1n eta,e
"ould l'1educethe inooulu leC1 behind to cau.e lnt.otleD, to a '
minimUm level. Uprooting hae to be .up.~v1sed .t»ict17 to ensure
that intected tre.oreota are not 1 1:tbehind in the soil.
Addition of the reooUlDlenc1eddoee or lulphur will be u.eful as a
precaution. Bowever, in this study no oorrelatiQn was established
between level of infection and increaae in funsal populations
aa 8. result or sulphur application. Addition or urea enhanced
inoculum deoay in a pot exp riment.'1'here was an initial decrea.8e
in the microflora with urea. applic tion. Suba quently the
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baot rial population illcr ased while the tungal population did
not ,how a marked inor aS8. An inor aaed /e ratio may brins
bout a favourable microbi 1 population for WRD oontrol. An

increased nitrogen oont nt ot th soil also enhanoed the growth
of nevea. POl' the above reasons the applioation of additional
doses of urea at planting may be beneficial in the long rQn.
Further experimentation is needed to verify this. In one experi.
ment the addition oC basal fertilizer alone oompared very well
with ulphur a.nd urea individually and with a oombination ot

these treatments.

10 t planting treatments depend on the sucoessea ot oontrol
at the arlier atages. water misoible £unsicides were useful as
.precaution on IU peote reas a. a regular monthly spray. Infeoted
hee have to be treated with Shell collar Proteotant (SCp) whioh
wal found to b the most effective water immi cible tungiOide~\

\

Oalixin oollar Protectant was tested out and al 0 found to be aa
efteative. treatment of pre••tappable and tappable trees wa.s ,found
to be economioally fea ible. UP to 90% of pre-tappable tree. can
be saved even if th Y how disea e symptoms as 1t was reveale~ in

\

this study.

So tar ohemioal methods and a few biolol1cal and oultural
••thod have be n used at different times ot the planting oy~l. \
'\0 oontrol" WRD. This study shows how they can be integrat ct to \\

\

the eoonomio and pre eoonomio lif ' apan of the orop by a di8e'as.
oontrol oal.n4ar whioh should be the quickest and the most .££.6-
Uve way to control it. It left unchecked now, this disea •• \oan

\
be a threat to rubber oultivation in Sri Lanka, when the p~osp.ot.
fo~ the industry are not bright.
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