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General Status
It has been a few weeks since our last newsletter. Since that time, MOST summer crop

pests have put it to bed for the winter. Our cotton has fallen behind again during a cool early

September but has taken advantage of some expended heat unit accumulation through late October

to creep into a late harvest aid season sucking up all the heat and boll development it can. The
“weathermen’s” viewer ratings have taken their annual rise as everyone wants to know how far we
are from a killing freeze date. Corn, including our late planted corn, has and is finishing out well.
Most early planted sorghum has been harvested while the later planted fields are past economic
damage from our ‘usual’ sorghum pests. Unfortunately, the sugarcane aphid has made its
unwelcome appearance and is making its presence felt as these later planted sorghum fields dry

down for harvest.
Sugarcane Aphid Update / Alert

In early to mid-September we confirmed the presence of this aphid in Hale, Swisher, & Floyd
counties. Over the next few weeks, we watched and documented as the sugarcane aphid infested

field after field of our program’s late planted sorghum fields. This infestation was sub-economic
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ed to be isolated to small hot spots within fields.

in size of colonies was observed in infested fields yet
d infesting new fields from east to west across our
ained confident that they would not be an economic
itude of reasons, one of which being our cooler tem-
certainly worth keeping an eye on. For this reason
scouting late planted sorghum ficlds for the sugar-

ery good thing we have. This aphid could be grow-

Scanning old yellow sugarcane

oblem this season. Based upon this aphid’s history aphid damage for the invasive

sugarcane aphid, Floyd County,
could grow into that problem in just a matter of days.

two weeks I have seen some of our earliest sugarcane aphid infested field, in south-eastern S
ts with 20 to 40 aphids on the lower green leaves to 100% in-field plant infestation at that 20 t
mplete plant coverage from lower leaves to flag leaf coverage in those old hot spots. In those

ed plants and minor lodging.

ase does not look to be slowing, but rather growing exponentially. Of our program’s late sor
lds infested at some level today. A number of these fields (I now estimate 20 %) have aphids
e bottom half of all the plants with the old hot spots climbing higher. These fields, with this le
ious problem is left unattended while we wait for the fields to dry for harvest. Reports indicat
aphid can increase to cover the entire plant, head and panicles included, in a matter of days.

roblem and is very likely to cause harvest problems similar to what occurred in the Lower Ri

Il producers and consultants to take a few minutes and give sorghum and sorghum like hay cro
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rghum field is nearing the situation I described earlier

e aphids nearing flag leaf you now have three options.

ly have a few days to act while the crop is a few weeks

ry enough for harvest.

ction threshold of 40% plants infested with 100 aphids

caf (average top, middle, and lower) has been reached.

e the application of Transform (@ 1 ounce per acre.

is our only proven bullet to control this pest for this

n, if coverage is good enough (10 GPA ground, 5 GPA

It is fairly expensive and comes with a 14 day pre-
2013 sugarcane aphid damage in south Texas.

est interval. For those not wanting to make this kind

vestment this late with grain prices so low, there are

odging and gummy harvest’ issues and losses pushing 60% of yield potential.
st aid the infested sorghum field. Treatments of Aim or Roundup might help dry the plant faster

with nothing to feed upon. This was tried with limited success in the LRGV in 2013. Aim wo

T, option 2 might make the most economic sense.

ogram field in south-eastern Swisher, our producer chose option 2. This field was just days fro
rease in sugarcane aphid numbers was noted. This field was harvested without incident. In our

e fields nearing this level of infestation that are a few weeks away from being harvest ready. Iwi
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Cotton Harvest Aid Trial

een slow developing this fall and the added heat units of October has been much apprecia
ady but most area cotton fields are just now nearing readiness for harvest aids just as our
g lower, potentially for good. To aid in your harvest aid decisions, I am including result
al was conducted at Tulia, Texas and was utilized for the Swisher County Cotton Field D

de slightly before the field was truly harvest aid ready. Treatments used were:

A;NIS 0.25 % V/V
A;Aim 1 FL OZ/A;COC 1% V/V

A;Folex 8 FL OZ/A;NIS 0.25% V/V

A;Sharpen 1 FL OZ/A;MSO 1% V/V

A;Sharpen 1 FL OZ/A;Folex 8 OZ/A; MSO 1% V/V

A;Display 1 FL OZ/A;MSO 1% V/V

ts are listed in this order. This data was collected 17 days after treatment. The followin
, percent leaves defoliated, percent leaves desiccated and clinging to the plant, and perce

owth was collected but no differences were found in this trial.
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We’re on the air...

“Tuesday’s with Blayne”
from 6:00—7:00 AM

& from 12:30—1:00

PM on the 1090 Agri
-Plex Report on 1090

AM KVOP-
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From this trial and what we have seen in-field so far, there will likely be a
need for two harvest aid treatments to prepare this crop for harvest (killing freeze

can count as a 2nd treatment).

Good Luck,

Blﬁuﬁw Reed



