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Risk analysis of Aceria ( Eriophyes) guerreronis
on coconut industry in China

LU Chaojun, ZHONG Baozhu ™, HAN Chaowen, LI Chaoxu
Coconut Research Institute, Chinese Academy of Tropical Agricultural/

Hainan Key Laboratory of Tropical Oil Crops Biology, Wenchang, Hainan 571339, China

Abstract: [ Aim] The objective was to clarify the risk of Aceria ( Eriophyes) guerreronis on coconut industry in China, and provide
the reference for its quarantine and emergency prevention and control. [ Method] The qualitative and quantitative assessment of
A. guerreronisto coconut industry of our country was discussed through current outbreak situation, potential economic damage, host
economic importance, the possibility of colonization and diffusion and the difficulty of risk management. [ Result] Invasive analysis
results indicated that A. guerreronis is small pest with diversity transmission methods, and difficult for quarantine and eradication.
Based on risk assessment system of harmful organisms and multi-index comprehensive evaluation method, R value of A. guerreronis
invasive risk is 1.80. According to the risk classification standard of alien species in China, A. guerreronis belongs to the moderately
dangerous pests. [ Conclusion] Due to its risk to the coconut industry in China, it is necessary to develop risk management measures
against it, in terms of quarantine management, detection, prevention and control technology introduction and research and
development.

Key words: Aceria ( Eriophyes) guerreronis; coconut industry; risk analysis; risk management

BB Cocos nucifera L. EMAIIHGEFARMEY,  (FAAEE,2009) . 314K, B & i R4 081 A E
FEOAATRENERM QW R o & ARSI, R e S 0 i e g
WEEE X, UG A WM BN R K, 7E W Brontispa longissima ( Gestro) (B X1 55,
MR R BUE FAES R R A EEAEH 2003) LR Z W Rhynchophorus ferrugineus ( Olivier)

7% B A ( Received ) ;: 2020-09-16 33 H#A ( Accepted) : 2020-10-26

ELWB. & EHRAH KA i AR F I 4 % % 5 (1630152017010) 5 “ — 47 — 27 #4 75 B (No.BARTP-06)
EEEN: BHZE, B, oA i, B+, FETE: BMAELENESHEFE, E-mail: 1cj5783@ 126.com
* 3 15 1E# ( Author for correspondence) , E-mail; baozhz@ 163.com



- 62 - VR Journal of Biosafety

9530 %

(FRARAAE,2002; (HA A 55,1998) MBT2U Opi-
sina arenosella Walker ( ZEt 45 ,2015) 25 T8 % 1 -
IR R A A 3 R 1 R R PRI, 7 IR A
AR & AT IR T, B4E SR AT AL i ARt
BRI RSN

B 7115 Aceria ( Eriophyes) guerreronis (K.) 32
DA S € S a1 b e e N S TRy W B T T
F RS E 1 2 — (Denise er al. ,2013) , AU 3
L AR 2 AR 7 i i 1 3 e o s
PR AN B 7 B 2 R A [ KA BB 7l (Fer-
nando et al. 2002; Sathiamma et al. 1998) , B0}
A 108 o B RIR SRR B T R Sk B RTIE S
JEE A5 T A PERE AR (PREE4, 2001 ) , ™ HE A AT 3 e
BBCR A MR i i MR RN, R
i, HATTE R P38 AR WL & AR A6 B AR Gl (H B
HEPNIMIBT AR SRRz H A, % d)
F R B9 AR XS R, I JR AR5~ i i of
T BB 7 M 8 IXURS: P 23 Bl A AR AT AL 2
1 HRTE

HR GBI 14 & 1B 5 3 BUIR 32 FH 1
WK % 15 i b5 ME (international standards for phyt-
osanitary measures, ISPM ) "1 A3 3 A= 1) XU 14 43 At
(pest risk analysis, PRA) 1Y Z 48R L8 & VPAN 7 ik
(FETFAF,1995; ZELLIZEEE5E,2018) , iz LAY
EINAN ARG e F P 2 HEF WA E
B GEFE SRS SE R T RETE LA R AR TS S K
PEAE B B 25 7 T, X AR T ] 1) JXURS: M R A 7 1
FsERIEA (% 1) .

2 HR5H5H
21 SRR (P,)

F 1960 475 85 V5 F 4% T5 27 N B vk & B 1
i fe AR J , 6 0 EGE A 5 AR YA S
T S UMY 8 43 Ml IX A Bl 2 e R AE 3 72 U 1Y
B BERE RIS K R G A5 b 1 T IR i o sk
o MR (BESE%,2001) . H RTZETR A A & %
A HAE T WA SCHRIRIE . P, WRE R 3,
22 BEREMN(P,)

RSP 3 B A A, b DUOR 52 ol
P H A TR AR A Ak ) Al R A i
WAL, W REEE S, 4R
HH B o B e (] B i o A0 - SR S 1) 3 T R, 4

EIEHTTIh Ak, ™ H o 7E SR A R IR A, 3L
SRS SE WL RRATG , [R] 52 35 SR SRR X T 1E 2R 52
AR RN AL ] A0 R T i R K S
F L H R R B P, WR{E R 2,

BB g AN AN AR AR SR (B
BHAMA K 200~250 wm, % 35~50 pm (Murali &
Alka,2001) B0 €, [BJE . H A AR A H 8 5
MR VAT A W ARGE , Py, WRAE R O [R] I 1 A
A GRS AR REXS G, Py AEH 0,

23 ZEFIMEFEEMN(P,)

RBP4 2 3 SO (] P A T B AR
Borassus flabellifer L. ( Ramaraju & Rabindra,2002) |
4 1l %% Syagrus romanzoffiana ( Cham.) Glassm.
(Ansaloni & Perring, 2004 ) . RUE M F Lytocaryum
weddellianum ( Flechtmann ,1989) , P, WR{E M 1,

BB AR i Y 222 A7 3 o v A A TR D
T FE X T T 2 99% R E AR, 5T,
2018 4F i RIAE TP BUN 3.36 77 hm® (FFHERIfR
&1z ,2020) o P, JAE N 1,

H TR 6 L A T R TR S i — B
TE TR [ 58 R, AN T i Bt 2 e i 3 48 7 2R
Sy KO P R R R . H i TR TR
[ ik J@ T/NARVEYD, HETARX P IR B, Pay K
02,

2.4 TEESH HHIRRELE(P,)

F 3~ - B S R N, — RS A6 e R AR
GEBNHAMA, R 32 e AT Bt 7E 2 52 3 7 1) SE B
28 FR RS I T ARG . H RTE 3R [ I
RABZ DRI R AGE . Py IR 1,

T FZHAS DN, T BE KU | e 3 R A 45 it
FrRiE By A% A , A w] e A B R | AR A Y 0 e A
PEATIEIE R A1 . WZRBT P RoR  EiE Rl i b
FFHRELR o P WAE N 3, P UE N 3.

F8—~ - 1 Ty = A 7 A BB 5 X, R
PR AR R AR SEW, PRI 1, FE
FE 7 LB A0 TR R )T S AR,
Hor 90% L FAEHERT . Py, IEDY 1,

2.5 EEMHEEREE(P;)

3~ - 0 28 T e AR AU T
HROXE DL B s X H S b 5 B —E Ll
FRER N B AT IR UE TR, 06 B R 75 AR B o3 1
Wy BRI A 255 T B, Py RMEH 2,



- 63 -

BV 5 . BT Aceria ( Eriophyes) guerreronis X3 EHE 7 M JRUSS: P 43t

€

[107= mm& ¢ om0 Y} ueamlag @NWE@M”—H/@»OH mm&.uswmcw\éco pue 1800 MO[ [IM Emowﬂcwmm

ST 199]J0 [011U0D A, Wﬁhmm, Kvmwuwwﬁ, Wﬁﬁﬁm@\m@ e f¢ =g ‘Qoiyp 1ea1d pue 1500 ysiy yim aood st 109JJ0 [01U0d By ], uﬁm@&\m, W_M_Nwﬁ, 2N UL a1
0="d " %001 st @11 [oru0d Sy, %00T Kok FYl* 1= "“d " %001~

9% (S U9eMIa( ST 91RI [01U0D O], %001 ~ %0S W@MW&.N = le‘ 9%()S UBY] $SI ST 9JRI [01U0D Y], | 11 %0S WMMW& fe= le. () ST 91e1 [0XU0D AY], () RMW%\@
I 10 7 ='54‘1owiof 91 usemiag E,_NWE@MWQWO = EQ%EE pue ojdwis ‘s[qerfar £1eA SI poyew uoIEOIULPI pur dunuerenb ayJ, FO
WV‘GL.EW_ME%MWN\RW%M@.M = ¢ ¢ owm Suo[ speau pue S[(RI[I 10U ST POYIOW UOTIROIULSPI pue surjueienb oy, 30 [al f 3T NIV A o S T T
1= @Q,wohﬁ UOISSTWSURI} YBOM UM WNIPOW pue [I0s Lm:c.:t pe1

s, 5025 304 611 i) L 96707 5 F TV T = g wntpow oanov &q paunusuey, )4y G B0 YU € = g *swsad owioquy (47 5% ), YR
0=""q ‘euryy) U1 GAI] 9[qRINS 10U O(] KITHGH T 43l Bkt = " ‘9ATAINS UBD SBAIR OTSOWOp Yl Jo %67 —() F A X EH%ST~0 = Y

¢ OATAINS URD SBAIR ansaWop Y} Jo 906 —%GT mﬁWAW@mmN_ﬂEﬂ@m %0S~%ST ¢ = ﬁul‘ QATAINS UBD SBOIB DUSIWOP Y} JO 9, ()G UBY} QIO m@@%@mmm_ﬂﬂ@mq,ﬁg %0S
0= g prorqe wonmqrusIp oN ty &5 BOZ bH By {6 1= T " sorunod oy Jo 9567 —( ut pomqrusiq ty £y BOZIE| G %ST~0 T =T o

-unod oyl Jo 950G —9%STul PRSIty £ B2 [l [H%0S ~ %HST A €= £  s9Lquno oyl Jo 950G UBY) SI0W Ul pAMLISI(] &0 B2 [ LT YA%0S 4§13
0= %4 ‘Ieatams o) () mﬁ%w\%.ﬁ =W ¢ 90T —( UPIMIOq ST 1RT

[eAIAING 90T ~0 L g s i) F T= Td * %0y—%0T UeaMdqst o1eI TeAIMING [1] 2 %0 ~ %0T Frske itd) € = P * %0 UL} S0 ST 94t [BALAMG "] {1 %0F Tf sk i)

I = ' * pordonequr sown Moy A[uo 10 10AN M1 (X7 T YN NEYRN N f T = T pordeoteur A[reuorseoo() YN I/t ¢ € = T ¢ pordeoterur uey() Y 39 4
0= £y ¢ sSutures 110dxe 10 on[RA OU SBY 1507 AY], TS OCNEH)

@vm_mmmww. I = ¥4 ¢ Mo ST 1807 911 Jo dwN]oA 110dXa 10 aN[RA OTWOU0Id AY], NIV AN Eﬁﬁv@v@ﬁ%@\wmmww.m = €7 ¢ A[uowmod st 1s0y o1} jo ewmjoa 1od
-Xd 10 9NJBA DIWOU0II Y], Mm\ﬂ_§®ﬁ_ f%%l@v@vmww.m = mmnﬁamE ST1SOY] JO QWN[OA 110dxe 10 ON[RA DIWOU0II AY], Wv_ﬂ_;®_u_ Eﬁﬁ@v@v%%ﬂ%%%ﬁ%
0= ‘poSewrep sem 1soy

ON TF & HEWERIAE 20 3 1 = g * [y uo[[Iw ¢ ueqy ssof st 1soy paSewep jo vory wy [ OST o[/ I S E A 20 T = Cd " Y voriw ¢ g ¢ Tuoamaqg
ST 1s0y paSewrep Jo vory wy [ 0Ge~0ST MM TF L gL te= gt LW UOT[[TW G*¢ UBY] 5I0W ST 1S0Y PoSewep Jo voxy T 7 Wy [ 0GE kM F L iy 5 o
0= "¢q‘ ponfur suerd 150y oN ‘ TF LMK A 2000 ¢ [ = g ¢ pomfut syuepd 1s0y spury -]

“ibk v SRR T T = g panfut siueyd dsoq spuny 6-C* i 6~ S TS BBELH 2 € = ' “pomfut swed asoy sputy 01 < Iy 01 TSRO E
0= ¥4 ‘199lqo sunuerenb se 1s17 Anunoo o thﬁﬁmﬁ—_m%@mﬁ. I = ¥4 ¢ s10lqo ounueienb se 1s1] somunos g—| T2 6~1 WWNH € s109
-qo w:ﬁ:ﬁw:v SB ISI] SOLunod g1 —([ M.ﬁxwﬂhﬁ—@%_ﬂ/_\ 61 ~01 mumu mui.muowfo w:ﬂ:ﬁm:v SB ]SI SOLIUNOD ()7 URL} 91O\ %.ﬁxwﬂm\ —_%%W_M_)h\_/_\ 0C @

0= %y ‘s1sod ounuerenb Aue Lreo jou o 7T 4 HOR BT u) Ty HL ) ¢ 1 = T ‘sised eunuerenb | Aueo Kely (74T 8 B 3Ty |

%uﬁEwN = &g “s1sad sunuexenb g Lueo Ley [ 2 Tk T %uﬁﬁum = &g ‘s180d sunuerenb ¢ uey orow A1red Lepy (4 B R TS G T Y e € S 2 [
0= "¢q ¢ Qrrenb jonpoxd uo 19950 ou pur 94, URY] SSA SSO[ UOTIAONPOLJ il 25 0L M [ H % 1 W,—\Wmmﬁmuﬂ: =12 “ Lupenb 1onpoxd ur uononpax ssay 10 96—

%1 UIMIA( SSO] UOIONPOI X F o Mi(\[/ 3% B XG%S ~ %1 W/_vwmw_r@muﬂ?m =% Apeaid posearoap Lienb 1onpoid 10 9,07 —9 ¢ UseMIa SSO[ UOLIONPOI ] X 1k
N HYE%OT~ %S LA M ¢ ="%q ‘peonper L[snouos st Lrpenb jonpoxd 10 94,7 weyy axow st sso] uononpor g H (B (Y} sl H ol XE ] 1 %0T N MFE ol
0="d " %0¢ 2roqe vore uonnquIsIq %0S LYWW Y4711 = 'd * %0S

—95() 10J SJUN0DOR BoIR UONN|LUSI(] %0S ~ %0T M Mk m WF,@”N = _ﬁﬁ %07 —( 10f SIUNOOOE BAIR UOINGLUSIT %07 ~( MW\%E W_N@. C= _mﬁ uornqLusIp oN m&@mﬁ

(*d)

1800 UOTJUQALJ w@ &\m m.m_ m*
(%d) 100

uonueAdId il HXLH i Ty 2
("*d) SLmompp
ouniuwen) 3y 6 34 3 S 50
(°"d)

b:mﬁmmmimgﬁh h.ﬁ m__,m %% nﬁ
("q) oSue1 Suiar] oINS
onsoutoqt (5] 7 =y T 6 bl ]
(d)

peoiqe uonnqrusi(y mw@/_%ﬂ_
(¥g) Suntodsuen uo ayex
AINNS she 11k J) G s 8 Y
(g ) 1od o1y 18 1deoToqur

o1 Auprqrssod 4 HeYE W H 1
(*d)

1S07] JO oN[eRA OTWOU0dD [R1dadg

HU sz Mt & 2 %

(%q) ®ote 180y

pofeueql 1 Il 6 T £ 2 %

('tg) somads

WOH Sy GHE B ¥ &

(¥q ) uwonenits ourue

-tenb udtoro | F(E I H 4 [

(%d ) 1ou

10 sisod ounuerenb ioyio 10§

winpow g1 g 3 4 3 b
T B WU H LY

('%q ) wIey otwouoo

-0 [RnueI0d L T
('d) wonnq

-S1p ousowoql gty fl ]

21058 L4 /H}44 ¥

BLIQJLID UOLBN[BAT] @N Wm+ —_% NWA

Xopur uoTjenyeAr] WR_RW%:%%A

sto4a.41on3 (sakydorrsy ) pLI2IY JO SISA[BUR YSLI J0J e} I100S Xopul uonenfeAy [ d[qe],

LMY B ALY R T Wy T ¥



- 64 - YRR Journal of Biosafety

%530 %

SCHRRGE T, BREHE P £ B ( Badge & Pa-
shte ,2016) CEBRTE Fusarium semitectum Berk. et
Rav. ( Gunasingham & Manjunatha 2009 ) X} 45—~ i
HABIFHIBHARCR . P, AE N 1,

B 7B 5 R A G T — Ay A HOR) )
RORATR , AT BROE T 2R % i SE B, X XA i
BT —E MBS . % HU7E FH (B AR ™ B B
G S BN AT G R, P RAEN 2.

26 REEESH

HRAEA 3 A 0 XU DA iR R K 248 bR 2 51T
i T3 S BT I XU PEAG AR &R, 45 G BT
WG 2 R P | AR A A B AR R B o S )
WS, 1. P =3,P, =2,P,=0,P,,=0,P,
=1,P,=1,P;=2,P,=1,P,=3,P,=1,P,=1,
P,s=3,P,=2,P,=1,P,=2,

I 2482 G VERI BT 5 i THE — AT

BhR, M5 R NIRRT 2] .

P =3

P,=0.6xP, +0.2xP,,+0.2xP,,=1.20

P,=max(P,,,P,,,P,;)=2.00

P,=.JP XP XP xP, %P, =1.55

Py=(Ps, P, ,Py)/3=1.67

R=./P,xP,xPxP,xP5 =1.80

S5 TR E AR RS S5 R A b o AR R
HXI 7R 4 A BS54 . R {8 3.00 ~2.50 45 fE
W, R A 2.40~2.00 S BEfE R, R {H 1.90~1.50 24
RS GRS R H 1.40 ~ 1.00 MK E GRS . MBI
() R AN 1.80, R4 L34 XU 434 , 461 i 5 & T
TR A EAEY

3 WP XURG B B HE

FH i AT L 20 % D R A5 b ) 6 o B T
—ERZ , FEFRE LA A WAH SCAE F (s, [H R
B A3 M B A B DR TR, 3% O TR RS 7 7l LA
AR, — ELAL A & e K X 3% [ A AR 77 b 32 A
JEE R DRI ) A ) AU A R i, X T B
ZHMARGCERAREER X, T Lo
il 52 LA XU A SR
3.1 RIS RS T

< 965 RV A IR A I s o 110 2 — 3 O
R AUE LA PR TP S 2 R R N E, TE
R 4G 2 1 R Hp B A G AR SR S 4

REERRS A [F) B T2 AR /N 5 T RS, XF
BG4 LA IS TR A S AT AT AN
K, By A8 i s R B Tz e T B AR
Xof A Iz R 5, ST BV A T I AV AR B
3.2 EREPUTEARS| AT

FERSIZHCBEB R AN B R L R DX
AORRTFhee bR AR R, T BRI 2= D 1 4R D
e SR TCEE S S AR Dy T HEAT R Y B R
R I2 H A AR KU B AR 3 e/
3.3 mESEMEIENEESTR

B~ -l I 7 ik R B, Sy B % A
R TCEREB FEHAR , AU 8 5 1% 2L A E R
MR D1 S e HILAS () 36 38, 7R 1% I 28 5 A
B U S5 T SR AR AS T
3.4 FERPEEBELNBRA

I iy FEl A A 8 S0 02t ) bR A T AR
J T TEVZ A S0 A i N By A | M0 4 Dy T
ToEMEBE R, Witk & WEESS T4
2455 T R 2 R DR B G T i 5, A 3R
A8 HH RS 1 AR AR R A A A
3.5 NMAMEEAME

G el L0, BRFHE B ( Bagde & Pashte,
2016) . 2} # 4 f9 78 ( Gunasingham & Manjunatha,
2009 ) S5 HA 0048 - - gl BAT B0 W B IR ROR | R
e ARSI R N B P 2 50) B S 300 A5, LU T A6
R S H TRI B0

5% Uk

MRESZE, 2001, BB ny & A K e . s o R kA5 &
(9): 20-21.

W, Aok, ET5, WCE, 1995, F F A WG R HEIT
W B E R TR, A 9E, 9(4) ; 208-211.

Zeitk, Xm, [, 2015, BT AR EE HUME 2R 09 A A % B
VA, P E &K R, 34(4): 10-13.

ZARAL, FE R, 2018, A E AR 4T 8 PP AL LAY K
HL#. MR, 44(5) : 134-145.

JEEL, EIRIE, 2020. W R A IR Tk o AT 5 R R AR T
5. F AR LA FE, 47(6): 145-151.

B, BRAE, gL, EILE, DF e, 2IERR, 2009.
rPEE T ER, e AR xR, 18(2): 130-138.

FEARAL, MM, SEEESC, 2002, LRES WAEHER R AL N EM
R HBER. =d#AER, 25(4) . 29-30, 33.

(THFET1IR)



FHIRIPE ST« BE T AR5 AR 4 T Ml 5T AR 14 9 2 A Tt

<71 -

chemical Cycles, 22. GB1022.

SPARKS A N, 1979. A review of the biology of the fall army-
worm. Florida Entomologist, 62 82-87.

THIBAUD E, PETITPIERRE B, BROENNIMANN O, DAVI-
SON A C, GUISAN A, 2014. Measuring the relative effect
of factors affecting species distribution model predictions.
Methods in Ecology and Evolution, 5. 947-955.

THUILLER W, LAFOURCADE B, ENGLE R, ARAUJO M B,
2009. BIOMOD — A platform for ensemble forecasting of
species distributions. Ecography, 32: 369-373.

WANG R L, JIANG C X, GUO X, CHEN D D, YOU C,
ZHANG Y, WANG M T, LI Q, 2020. Potential distribution
of Spodoptera frugiperda (J.E. Smith) in China and the ma-

jor factors influencing distribution. Global Ecology and Con-

servation, 21 e00865.

ZHAO J, YANG X, SUN S, 2018. Constraints on maize yield
and yield stability in the main cropping regions in China.
European Journal of Agronomy, 99. 106-115.

ZHU G P, BUW ], GAOY B, LIU G Q, 2017. Potential geo-
graphic distribution of brown marmorated stink bug invasion
(Halyomorpha halys). PLoS ONE, 7. e31246.

ZHU G P, PETERSON A T, 2017. Do consensus models out-
perform individual models? Transferability evaluations of di-

verse modeling approaches for an invasive moth. Biological

Invasions, 19: 2519-2532.

(ARG 3R E)

(E#% 64 W)

AR, SEALbR, XIARWT, SREE, 0, 1998, Aiffl
PILIAZRE I A A A IR, - A B, 20(1) : 38.

BpOSCHE, X2, SZIETR, 2003, HB.O B ———FHT 1Y 5 1
T AR RRAE, 23(4); 67-72.

ANSALONI T, PERRING T M, 2004. Biology of Aceria guerre-
ronis ( Acari; Eriophyidae) on queen palm, Syagrus ro-
manzoffiana ( Arecaceae). International Journal of Acarolo-
gy, 30(1): 63-70.

BAGDE A S, PASHTE V V, 2016. Efficacy of neem bio-pesti-
cides against eggs of coconut eriophyid mite, (Aceria guerre-
ronis Keifer). Advances in Life Sciences, 5(4) : 1436—1441.

DENISE N, MANOEL G, NAYANIE A, GILBERTO M, 2013.
A review of the status of the coconut mite, Aceria guerreronis
(‘Acari; Eriophyidae), a major tropical mite pest. Experi-
mental and Applied Acarology, 59(1/2) : 67-94.

FERNANDO L C P, WICKRAMANADA I R, ARATCHIGE N
S, 2002. Status of coconut mite, Aceria guerreronis in
SriLanka// FERNANDO L C P, DE MORAES G J, WICK-
RAMANADA I R. International workshop on coconut mite
(Aceria guerreronis) proceedings. Lunuwila: Coconut Re-

search Institute: 1-8.

FLECHTMANN C H W, 1989. Cocos weddelliana H. Wendl.
(Palmae: Arecaceae), a new host plant for Eriophyes guer-
reronis (Keifer, 1965) ( Acari: Eriophyidae) in Brazil. In-
ternational Journal of Acarology, 15(4) ; 241.

GUNASINGHAM M, MANJUNATHA M, 2011. Fusarium spe-
cies: acaropathogenic fungi as potential control agents a-
gainst coconut mite, Aceria guerreronis. Berlin: Springer
Netherlands.

MURALI G, ALKA G, 2001. Has Hirsutella thompsonii the
wherewithal to counter coconut eriophyid mite scourge? Cur-
rent Science, 80(7) : 831-836.

RAMARAJU K, RABINDRA R J, 2002. Palmyra, Borassus
Sflabellifer Linn. (Palmae) : a host of the coconut eriophyid
mite Aceria guerreronis Keifer. Pest Management in Horticul-
tural Ecosystems, 7(2) : 149-151.

SATHIAMMA B, NAIR C P R, KOSHY P K, 1998. Outbreak
of a nut infesting eriophyid mite Eriophyes guerreronis (K.)

in coconut plantations in India. Indian Coconut Journal, 29

(2):1-3.

(TTAE G 45 - F5 408401 )



