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Cashew (Anacardium occidentale L) 1s grown mostly
in ‘the driest axeas of Sri lanke. Cashew production
in the Northern. and Eastern twxacts suffers econamic:
losses due to insect damage. Inflorescence hlight or
Blossom Blight is 'a major problem in cashew cultiva
tion both in - Sri ILanka and India. Loss of vields due
to this disease can occur upto 30%, (Anon,19266) .Studies
in India bave shown that this disease is caused by Tea
mosquito (Helopeltis antonii) in  assoclation . with
fungi Cloesporium mangiferae and Phcmopsis anacardias
{Bnon 1960, and Anon 1965). In Sri Lanka althcuah Tea
mosauitoAand, certain Lungi are thought to be associa
ted with this blight, their exact role in causation of

. this disease bhas nct been ¢learly understood. There
fore studies e undertaken at Kondacheohi cashew plan
tation to £ill this lacuna and work out effective plant
pmotecticn qchedules to contxcl this disease.

Resuits of thase studles showed that Tea mosqulpo
Helopeltis antonili (Heteroptera:Miridae) is the primary
casual organism while fungal -organisms Glaesporium
mangiferae, Pestaliopsis spp, Botrydiplodia spp were
also isclated from old scabby leisions. The scabby
leisions and quick dryLng inflorescences indicated the
possible involvement of some toxic substance in the
saliva of the insect. Further investivations clearly
indicated that Tea mosquito(Helopeltis antonii) 1sthe
primary casual agent of the blight and spraying with
suitable insecticides (BBEC Fenitrathion ete) - - at
the appropriate time helped to control. this disease.
Spraying a suitable insecticide is reccmmended at the
flushing season beginning with Maha rains. If the pest
population increases spray a fungicide. Copper  ¢yn
gicides and wettable sulpher) to control the fungi
Fungicides need not be included ' in the initial spray
ings as it was observed that fungi could only be igola
ted from old scabby leisions and not fram ~young inflo

resences. 16 R
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