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Comparison of the efficacy of the rodenticide Difethialone with

Bromadiolone against Nesokia indica
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Table 3- % Food preference in N. indica

é‘j\.’ﬁ bl?;?) M)J

% Food prefe J‘JSJ
o Food preference Replicate
& los
ol & 4 3 2 1 T
Mean Total Treatment
16.33 65.33 16.95 15.7 16.68 16.0 BARAKI-PELLET
25.65 102.63 25.25 26.47 26.9 24.0 BARAKI -WAX BLOCK
25.92 99.7 23.29 26.36 23.8 26.25 LANIRAT
33.05 132.17 34.48 31.44 32.58 33.66 CARROT- Control
e Ol ulls w52 =8 J i
Table 4- Analysis of variance of food preference test
Jlez| &yﬂ Sl 4 J:KDL:‘ Sl e € 3151 am s O s &b
Probability Test MS TS DF Sources of Variation
0.0001 117.36 186.93 560.80 3 St
Treatment
Uas-
1.59 19.11 12
Error
579.91 15 &
Total

/) ezl mla 53 LSD Osa5T il ba e sues S =0 Jgdr
Table 5- Ranking of the treatments based on the LSD test at 0.01

7Y ezl o 55 d s (G138 Olwr ) Ao s o ) (il Sle Slasein lew o)led

Comparison at 1% Prob. Mean Treatment No.
A 33.04 Carrot- Control 4
B 25.65 Baraki-wax block 2
B 24.92 Lanirat 3
C 16.33 Baraki-pellet 1
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Table 6- % Mortality of N. indica in the rodenticides field trials

u,i.lbji Cou sla e 53 O Ao s

% Mortality of imal A
0 Mortality of test animals Replicate
_ B

Ll
ok g 4 3 2 1 Treatment
Mean Total
97.25 389 99 98 95 97 Baraki-Pellet
97.75 391 98 97 98 98 Baraki-wax block
94.75 379 95 97 94 93 Lanirat

1.25 5 1 1 2 1 Carrot-Control

(o) p o a3l cralys Jose DU Ao ys il 4y =V J g
Table 7- Analysis of variance of the mortality observed in different

treatments in the field trials

Jlo! 0l Slup ofKle Oluppgems @bl e Ol S e
Probability Test MS TS DF Sources of Variation
0.5245 0.80™ 1.33 4.00 3 Replicate | S5
0.0001 5457.20 9095.33 27286.00 3 Treatment Lo

1.66 15.00 9 Error s
27305 15 Total Js
n.s = non-significant Jls sas & =nis
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Table 8- Ranking of the treatments in the field trials of the rodenticides

on N. indica based on the LSD test at 0.01

1Y dls] o 55 anslis (A3 o ) SSLs Sles Clasis Sl ojled
Comparison at 1% Prob. Mean % Treatment No.
A 97.75 Baraki-wax block 2
AB 97.25 Baraki-Pellet 1
B 94.75 Lanirat 3
C 1.25 Carrot-Control 4

el s s o3 e el LSS gy 05,8 8 g

+/+) Jlaz| o ;3 LSD RISl

Table 9- Ranking of the replicates in the field trials of the rodenticides

on N. indica based on the LSD test at 0.01

I ozl a3 4yl W ) S5 Slasete o) S5 oyl
Comparison at 1% Prob. Mean Replicates No.

A 73.25 1 3

A 73.25 2 4

A 72.25 3 1

A 72.25 4 2
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