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Abstract
The rice water weevil, Lissorhoptrus oryzophilus are major pests of aquatic rice

plant throughout the country. In field. we examined efficacy of Steinernema
carpocapsae and Xenorhabdus nematophilus against rice water weevil, Lissorhoptrus
oryzophilus. Steinernema carpocapsae showed 71-74.2% mortality after 15days in
the field. Also symbiotic bacteria Aenorhabdus nematophilus isolated from
Steinernema carpocapsae showed 33.3-58.3% mortality after 15days at vat against

rice water weevil, Lissorhoptrus oryzophilus.
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Table 1. Effect of S.carpocapsae against water weevil, Lissorhoptrus oryzophilus

in test field

Inoculation 15 days after Inoculation | 30 days after Inoculation

concentration Larva (live/plant) + SD Larva (live/plant) £+ SD
Control 31 110
1x10%/m’ 9 116
2x10"a}e)/m” 8 114
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Table 2. Effect of S.carpocapsae against water weevil, Lissorhoptrus oryzophilus

in test rice plant box

[noculation 15 days after Inoculation | 30 days after Inoculation

concentration Larva (live/plant) + SD Larva (live/plant) + SD
Control 58 98
1x10°/m® 12 108
2x10°e}2]/m* 9 94

Table 3. Effect of X. nematophilus against water weevil, Lissorhoptrus oryvzophilus

in test rice plant box

Inoculation S days after Inoculation {10 days after Inoculation |15 days after Inoculation
concentration | Larva (live/plant) + SD | Larva (live/plant) + SD | Larva (live/plant) *+ SD
Control 15 23 24
Xenorhabdus e 16 16
spp. 10mL
Xenorhabdus 1 ¥ 5
spp. 60mL 1
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