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The relationship between the population density of
Evergestis extimalis rape yield loss and control index
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Abstract Rape yield loss increased with the number of Evergestis extimalis Scopoli eggs experimentally placed on plants
in a net room. Egg numbers of 216, 399, 858, 1 665 and 3 279 per plant, resulted in loss rates of 3. 13% , 2. 08% ,
12.5% , 25.10% and 43.33% , respectively, compared to the control. The relationship between egg number and rape

yield was y = —0.0007x +4.8129, which indicates a negative relationship. E. extimalis should be controlled when the

density of larvae or eggs reaches 10 individuals/m’ in Qinghai planting fields.
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Table 1 Population density of Evergestis extimalis and rape yeild loss
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Fig.1 Relationship between populatin density of

Evergestis extimalis and rape yield
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