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(d) () (mm) (mm) (mg)
1 6.5 19 0.55 0.38 - 1.45
2 6.0 19 0. 84 0.56 1.1309 1.50
3 5.0 20 1. 05 0.71 2.1204 1. 49
4 5.0 21 1.46 1.02 4.6157 1.43
5 11.0 21 2.37 1.53 17.163 9 1.55
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24 h ( m ) 14 16 28.9 1.000
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Studies on Determining Control Action Threshold
by Frass-drop Amount of Sucra j vyj uba

Liu Xiangian Jing Ying Wang Manqun Shi Guanglu Yao Yanming Li Lianchang

Abstract From 1992 to 1995, systematic studies had been made on the frass—drop
amount and leaf-eating amount of Sucra jujuba, the leaf—yield of jujube tree, and the influ-
ences of different leafdosing levels on fruit-output of jujube trees. T he mathematic model of
frass-rop amount and average temperature, the estimatic survey model of leaf-yield of jujube
tree, and the dynamic control action threshold model according to frass—drop amount in per
time and per areawere set up as: F'= 0. 5629+ 0.016 2T, (T otal leaf-yield area) = (total spur
of jujube) X (average jujube deciduous spur of per spur) X (average leaves of per jujube decid-
uous spur) X (average leaf area), Y= (226.194X3— 373. 754 6) Xs 2(0. 565 9+ 0. 016 2T )re—

spectively- T he results of field examinations showed that the accuracy of all these models was

over 90% .
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