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Table 1- The mean No. of leaf miner flies captured by yellow and blue sticky traps in experimental treatments

bl slasles 5l 5555 S, b oid Ll o oK slaw Kol =V g

Treatment Mean No. of leaf miner fly Mean No. of leaf miner
on yellow trap fly on blue trap

B (1) 8.5 4.6
B (2) 2.9 3.5
B (3) 5.1 4.2
C1) 16.3 7.9
C(2) 12.5 6

C@3) 17.7 4.3
D) 324 23.3
D (2) 23.2 13.5
D(@3) 17.8 11.1
E@) 34.08 18.5
E (2) 31.9 19.3
E(3) 32.9 11.7
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Fig. 1- The comparison of the total effect of trap color on leaf miner catching
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Table 2- The mean groups of effect of variables by Duncan test

Variables
Treatment Yellow trap Blue trap Yellow and Blue trap
1 yellow- 1 blue (B) 55d 41 b 48 b
2 yellow- 2 blue (C) 155 ¢ 6.09 b 10.8 b
4 yellow- 4 blue (D) 244 b 16.0 a 20.2 a
8 yellow- 8 blue (E) 33.00 a 183 a 25.6 a

L3k e (Ao @) ol Ose3l oolel ols e Dt Bl LBl S nie O S (glyls 45 (g3luel

Means followed by same letters are not significantly different by duncan test (5%)
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Abstract

The chickpea plant is one of the important hosts of leaf miner Agromyza sp. (Dip; Agromyzidae) in
Iran. An experiment was carried out to compare yellow and blue sticky cards in chickpea field from
last decade of May until the end of July 2010 in Khomeyn, Iran. Experimental design was based on
randomized complete block design (RCBD) with four treatments of sticky traps and a non sticky trap
in 3 replications. Treatments were with installing “1 yellow -1 blue” (B), “2 yellow -2 blue” (C), “4
yellow -4 blue” (D) and “8 yellow -8 blue” cards (E). There was a significantly different among
treatments at 1% level. The treatments were named into 2 groups (a) and (b). Treatment (B) and (C)
were in group (a) and treatments (D) and (E) in group (a). Also increasing the number of blue cards
had no effectiveness on trapping leaf miners compare to yellow cards in chickpea field.
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