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Table 1- The mean comparison of mortality and consumption rate of the termite M. diversus at various concentrations of
NHA aqueous formulation in no-choice test

chlé  pogSw+SE  adxi+SE WL & Comd ddiS yials £ SE
Treat Mortality Feeding Feeding reduction compared to control
(%) (%) (%) (%)
control  0.007+0.004° 2.6 +0.18 (---)

0.5 20+0.001° 2.5+0.16 63.7+0.6°
1 31£0.002°  1.004+0.03 73.2+0.26 2
2 43+0.005" 0.25+0.11° 86.6+0.86 *

4 63+0.002* 0.12+0.02° 89.76+ 0.89

5,5l e GBI S pas 5 LSD gl 5l oskizul b aslite Ggy> b (slacySibio

Whithin columns, means followed by the same letter are not significantly different according to LSD (0.05)
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Table 2- The mean comparison of mortality and consumption rate of the termite M. diversus at various concentrations of
NHA aqueous formulation in choice test

chle 9SS ISE low 3l adas SE JS adx £SE
Treat Mortality Feeding Treatment Total Feeding

(%) (%) (%) (%)
control  0.001+0.005e (---) 1.64+0.45b
0.5 10+0.003d 2.80+0.86a 2.44+0.53ab
1 31+0.005b 3.90+0.83a 2.76+0.50ab
2 37+0.004b 5.82+0.12a 4.29+0.09b
4 48+0.018a 7.12+0.30a 5.76+2.32a

)5 sine B U5 o ;3 LSD 9051 51 alisnl b alie Gg s b (sloySile
Whithin columns, means followed by the same letter are not significantly different according to LSD (0.05)
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Table 3- Lethal time response at lethal concentrations of NHA aqueous formulation against M. diversus in no-choice and

choice trials
o)l & Treat LTe (95% lueblagas) o b o + 3, bl gl
Test (%) (Day) Line Slope + Standard Error

No-choice control 105.13-38.50 (60.96) 3.09 0.15+ 0.52
No-choice 0.5 7.28(2.45-9.48) 1.81 0.42+0.31
No-choice 1 4.95(2.64 - 61.0) 0.73 0.33+0.39
No-choice 2 4.13(1.64-7.63) 0.67 0.34+0.41
No-choice 4 3.98(0.12-6.12) 0/27 0.20+0.39

Chioce control 130.23-49.42 (98.31) 2.17 0.70+0.45

Chioce 0.5 10.24(4.65 - 32.11) 1.76 0.24+0.18

Chioce 1 6.86(2.31 - 9.45) 0.56 0.29+0.39

Chioce 2 4.86(1.23 - 19.02) 0.02 0.05+0.45

Chioce 4 4.80(-15.2 - 54.3) 2.68 0.44+0.26

A oo ol 1y Hleg o 0 L)l SO s gl (ke 3 il glad gt
Standard error column indicates the mean difference among replications per each treatment

Jolomo (ygmt 90,8 g1 g B s 99031 33 Cugy gy 4 M. diversus il ,ee dade NHA S 5 (SiuiS clilé o y5— 4 Jgun
Table 4: Toxicity of NHA aqueous formulations against M. diversus in no-choice and choice trials.

. 0 0 Line Slope * Standard
Test (%) (%)
Error
No-choice 0.06 (0.03 -0.16) 0.77 (0.59 - 1.07) 8.52 1.8+0.25
Chioce 1.04 (0.56 — 6.56) 3.41 (1.65-8.94) 0.93 0.54 £0.55

ey i 1) e 2 3 bgliSS e ol (Slee 3l (gllas 5
Standard error column indicates the mean difference among replications per each treatment

( P<115/54, f=6 ,df=0/0001) c—ul o —se 2982 092w 9o S
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Table 5- The mean comparison of mortality and consumption rate of the termite M. diversus at various concentrations of
NHA powder formulation in no-choice test
Al ) Connd 4y das yials + SE

.T::::t % dil::e—diinSgE Feeding reduction compared to
) ) ) control
(%)
control 0£0.01e 11.8+3.01c (---)
0.5 25+0.05d 11.45+1.39b 72.5+0.27¢c
1 32+0.3d 12.51+1.85b 76.73+ 0.26ab
2 39+0.02cd 12.59+1.1ab 79.16+0.27a
4 42+0.08¢c 13.07+0.7ab 81.82+0.28a
6 51+0.10b 13.67+1.02¢c 83.83+0.32a
8 67+0.04a 15.3740.39¢c 86.5+ 0.1a

)5 sine BMS U5 o ;3 LSD 9051 51 alisil b alie Gg s b (sloySils
Whithin columns, means followed by the same letter are not significantly different according to LSD (0.05)
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Table 6- The mean comparison of mortality and consumption rate of the termite M. diversus at various concentrations of
NHA powder formulation in choice test

Chle g S ISE  low 5l 4ydai £SE JS 4 dxs £SE
Treat Mortality Feeding Treatment Total Feeding
(%) (%) (%) (%)
control 1+0.02¢ (---) 21.24+6.21a
0.5 10+0.08b 15.43+7.54a 15.03+3.48ab
1 16+0.13b 10.3240.49b 12.63+3.57b
2 27+0.07b 8.04+1.72b 11.99+4.31a
4 3740.01b 7.25+0.41b 8.02+2.71ab
6 4140.07a 4.26+1.18b 7.02+3.06b
8 5340.08a 3.43+0.57b 6.72+0.84b

)5 sine B U5 o ;3 LSD 9051 51 elisinl b alie Gg s b (sloySils
Whithin columns, means followed by the same letter are not significantly different according to LSD (0.05)
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Table 7- Lethal time response at lethal concentrations of NHA powder formulation against M. diversus in no-choice and
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choice trials.
] - Lls .
ol g9 Treat LTg (95% (ylaob! 3qus) X2 g eevoch. - ) Kt VW) {12
Test %) (Day) Line Slope *+ Standard Error

No-choice control 70.96(52.38 -150.90) 9.27 0.15+ 0.63
No-choice 0.5 7.09 (3.86 - 22.30) 6.86 0.34+0.13
No-choice 1 6.84 (2.14-7.74) 3.43 0.36+0.19
No-choice 2 5.36 (1.56 — 32.0) 2.57 0.29+0.18
No-choice 4 4.91(2.32-7.32) 2.1 0.08+0.25
No-choice 6 4.32(1.45-36.0) 1.53 0.37+0.30
No-choice 8 3.67(0/32-8.32) 112 0.41+0.39

Chioce control 92.65(73.14 -183.90) 5.14 0.35t 0.16

Chioce 0.5 21.74 (7.03 - 23.80) 4.05 0.23+0.11

Chioce 1 16.22 (5.10 - 26.23) 7.67 0.31+0.11

Chioce 2 13.03 (9.36 — 19.0) 3.73 0.29+0.15

Chioce 4 10.13 (7.36 — 35.01) 4.98 0.27+0.12

Chioce 6 8.34(4.05-9.04) 0.37 0.10+0.17

Chioce 8 8.08 (1.78 — 15.60) 2.17 0.13+0.09

A oo ol 1y Hleg o 0 o)l S5 s gl (ke 3 il gllas gt

Standard error column indicates the mean difference among replications per each treatment

29 Oemi¥e0 8 Bl g ] e u,o)l 20 Cudgp 039) & M. diversus il y90 ade NHA oS5 Saiis clils aopd— 8 Jeas
Table 8- Toxicity of NHA powder formulations against M. diversus in no-choice and choice trials

oseil £ LCo0 (95% lnebo! 3995) LCoo (95% (Jlisebo! 39:) 2 b s 3, 05bu] gl
Test (%) (%) Line Slope * Standard Error
LS BV | 0.73 (0.56-1.04) 1.69 (1.30 - 2.66) 23.28 1.35+0.27
5] i 13.60 (3.21- 25.0) 23.34 (12.32 - 68.2) 0.73 0.130.15

A oo ol 1y Hleg o 3 ba )l S5 s gl (1Skee 3 il glas gt

Standard error column indicates the mean difference among replications per each treatment
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