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This Weeks Planting Report

National Agricultures Statistics Services (MississippiCrop Progress for Week Ending 8/3@9

Crop This Week Last Week Last Year 5- Year Average

Corn Dent 100 99 100 99

Corn Mature 96 83 91 93
Corn Harvested 44 15 32 55
Cotton Setting Bolls 100 100 100 100
Cotton Open Bolls 22 8 23 48
Rice Headed 98 95 94 99

Rice Mature 42 14 38 55

Rice Harvested 3 0 2 9
Sorghum Coloring 98 94 94 98
Sorghum Mature 72 45 56 85
Sorghum Harvested 4 0 20 50
Soybeans Setting Pods 100 99 99 100
Soybeans Turning Color 47 35 56 74
Soybeans Dropping Leaves 22 15 27 56
Soybeans Harvested 4 0 5 32

Angus Catchot

Redbanded Stink Bugs: Over the

last few yeas we have seen redbande

stink bugs making their way further

north into MS each year. Last year

had a few isolated areas where we

to target our program aroun

Redbanded stink bugs. This year,

appears that they have established he

particulaty south of Hwy. 82. One off =

the things we heard so much abo

from our friends in LA is how quicklyg

they move in and reinfest fields aftel

treatments. This is exactly what 2 PR

have seen this yean the south delta as well. It also appears to me thabdRel@d stink bugs

will colonize a field later than our greens and southern greens. This is purely just an observatio
on my part but | do not remember greens and southern greens moving into beans in big numbegs



http://www.msucares.com/newsletters/pests/cis/index.html

that areR7. | have observed this severamhdés with Redbanded this year and heard it from
several consultants also. Usually our R7 stink bug populations are carrying over from R6
infestations. It also appears they are extremely good flyers. This is likely part of the reason the
infest so rapity in large numbers. In the two recent test below that we sprayed, it is the only
time we ever put out stink bug test where they were flying out in front of the sprayer in big
numbers. We have not observed this with greens, southern greens, or browenpast. The

two testsbelow were sprayed with a ground rig with 10 GPA. The graphs show 3 and 6 DAT
(DAYS AFTER TREATEMENT) ratings for each test. We also plan to take-a21DAT

rating. You will see from the data below, most products provided tddepcontrol 3 DA but

were not able to holdchigrating adults back into the field at 6 DAT. There are several products
in the test that are looking good and these seem to line up with recommendations we have usg
from LSU in the past. The concern | hdoethe south delta is the possibility of having to get on
7-10 day spray interval for late beans in the south delta where Redbanded are continuing tq
migrate back into fields. As soybeans continue to dry down we need to watch the late planted
beans exemely close. They are basically the only game in town and will draw in migrating
populations of stink bugs from all over. Also, we are recommending treating Redbanded
populations a 6/25 sweeps rather than 9/25 sweeps to Heheé afcreasing populatisnD o n 6 t
hesitate to call with any questions.
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Dr. Tom Allen and Dr. Darrin Dodds

Foliar cotton disease situation:

Similar to last seson we have begun to encounter
numerous cotton fields with foliar disease
symptoms. There are several foliar diseases of
cotton that all produce symptoms that are very
similar in appearance. The causal agents are all
di fferent fungi . compHieskx 0
caused most notably in response to a nutrient stress
placed on the plant. Once the cotton plant begins
to set bolls, leaves go from serving as a potassium
sink to a source of potassium for developing bolls.
In response to this situation the toot plant
becomes more susceptible to infection from the
normally saprophytic fungi. In general there are
several different symptoms that can occur in
response to this situation. First, there is the
normal, nutrient stressed appearance of the leaf as
it develops and this is most often observed as
interveinal chlorosis, or a crinkling of the leaves at




the leaf tip or edges (see attached photo, Fig. 1).
This can also have the appearance of a purple to
red color along the veins. In some cases this will
appear in large areas throughout a single field.
Over the past few weeks | have seen these
- symptoms develop at the edges of fields, in large
¢ areas within a field, or in lines throughout a field
in response to a pi@ant tillage practice (see
attached photog$-ig. 2 & 3). Moreover, this is not
caused as a response to poor soil fertility, this is a
physiological response in the plant as a result of
the nutrient shift between leaf sink to source.
Second, foliar leaf spot symptoms can develop on
~ t he péaaen &nd B alinost all cases will be
- observed throughout the entire field (Fig. 4). The
| leaf spot disease can range from a few small spots
on a single leaf to a large number of spots that
cover what seems to be the entire leaf. In
- | addition, bolls and facts can have the same foliar
leaf spot symptoms as leaves. Third, in severe
cases affected leaves and bolls can be shed by the
cotton plant. Typically, this appears to be in
isolated areas throughout a field where the foliar
nutrient symptoms are mosobticeable and appear
to be the worst.

It is very difficult to distinguish the different

fungal leaf spots from one another and determine

the causal agent in the field. Of the several

different foliar fungal diseases that we encounter

on cotton in Mssissippi only one of them is easy

to diagnose at the field level. Alternaria leaf spot
will form concentric rings within the lesion, and the lesions can normally found on leaves in the
lower canopy (see Fig. 5). There are several other fungi thatatee deaf spots including
Cercospora Helminthosporiumand Stemphyllium All of these fungi cause a leaf spot with a
similar appearance that typically includes a maroon to purple halo and a grey center that in som
cases will fall out of the leaf. Norriyg when viewed under a microscope in the laboratory
fungal fruiting bodies (conidia) can be detected in the oldest lesions and the causal agent can It
determined. However, this cannot be conducted at the field level.

As a general rule of thumb, theaf spot/foliar diseases of cotton have not previously been a
yield limiting situation in Mississippi. In addition, other cotton producing states are suggesting
the same thing. However, depending on the weather conditions at the time of disease
developnent it is possible that some yield loss can occur, albeit the fungal leaf spots themselveg
have a low yield loss potential. While the foliar diseases that are present in cotton can be a har
pill to swallow, since they are tied to a nutrient stress thidybe difficult to control. We say

this with one goal in mind. Unless you can rectify the nutrient stress, applying a labeled
fungicide will not benefit the situation based on observations we have made over the past twg
seasons. Other states in thetheastern U.S. have a larger set of data with regards to the use of
fungicides in response to foliar diseases of cotton. Georgia has conducted fungicide trials fo
several years with the available products to attempt to arrest the development of the folia




diseases as well as prevent both leaf and boll loss. | spoke with the pathologist in Georgia and
suggested that consistent results from a fungicide application have not been obtained during the |
years of research that he has conducted. One ofdhreissues regarding this situation has to do

with application timing. The products that are currently labeled for application to cotton
exhibiting leaf spot disease are preventative in nature. They would need to be present on th
plant prior to the disese developing to either prevent the disease or at the very least prevent
further disease from occurring. Moreover, the pathologist in GA also suggested that attempting
to foliar feed the plant, by adding liquid potash, has not rectified the problens medearch
studies.

The particular situation involved in the prevention and treatment of these specific diseases will

be the focus of several research projects in 2010. One thing is for certain this season, it appeajs
that almost all of the cotton vaties that we have planted in our production system are
susceptible to this particular disease comp|l e
the past two seasons it appears that this issue is getting worse. Our best suggestion at this pofnt
is to send in foliar plant tissues for nutrient analysis and also send in a soil sample to verify that
nematodes are not present and a part of the situation. Symptoms of nematode feeding cg
manifest themselves in many ways and one of those particular sysptn appear as nutrient

stress on leaf tissues.

Ryan Jackson USDA Trap line

September 2, 2009

This Week last This Week last
County Year Bollworm Bollworm Year Budworm Budworm

Washington 38 34 393 19
Sharkey 131 69 3 13
Humphreys 134 26 3
Yazoo 31 21

Holmes 27 4 17
Leflore 36 38 26
Tallahatchie 36 51 7
Coahoma 10 23
Bolivar 67 60 36
Sunflower 87 96 14

Fred Musser Trap line

September 2, 2009

This Week last This Week last
County Year Bollworm Bollworm Year Budworm Budworm

Grenada 6

Hinds

Madison 64
Rankin 26
Oktibbeha 61
Noxubee 18
Lowndes 58
Lee 63
Prentiss 85
Chickasaw 1

Calhoun 28
Webster 13



Announcements

There will be a Peanut field day September 10, at 9:00 a.m. at the George County Ext. Office
For more information contact Mike How&01 7951425 or Mike Steede 601 508872

You may subscribe o unsubscribe from this list at anytime.
To Subscribe send "subscribe” in te&t bodyof an email message mscrequest@lists.msstate.edith

nothing entered in the subject linad with no signaterfile attached.

To UnSubscribe send "unsubscribe" in tdvet bodyof an email message mscrequest@lists.msstate.ec
with nothing entered in the subject liapd with no signature file attached.

Extension Row Crop Contact List
State Specialist Contact Information

Darrin Dodds

Cotton Specialist

662 4181024 cell

dmd76@pss.msstate.edu

Erick Larson

Grain Crop Specialist

662 4187802 cell

elarson@pss.msstate.edu

Trey Koger

Soybean Specialist

662 2071604 cell

tkoger@drec.msstate.edu

Chris Daves

Corn Entomology Specialist

662 4181492 cell

cdaves@ext.msstate.edu

Angus Catchot

Entomology Specialist

662 4188163 cell

acatchot@ext.msstate.edu

Nathan Buehring

Rice Specialist

662 8227359 cell

nathanb@ext.msstate.edu

Mike Howell

Peanut Specialist

601 7951425 cell

mshowell@ext.msstate.edu

Larry Oldham

Soils Specialist

662 3129250 cell

loldham@pss.msstate.edu

Steve Martin

Extension EconomistCotton & Rice

662 5883080 cell

smartin@ext.msstate.edu

John Anderson

Extension Economist

662 3243672 cell

Anderson@agecon.msstate.edu

John M. Riley

Extension Economist

662 3257986 office

jriley@ext.msstate.edu

Area Specialist Contact Information

Tom Allen

Deltai Plant Pathology

662 4029995 cell

tallen@ext.msstate.edu

Gordon Andrews

Delta - Entomology

662 8208808 cell

gordona@ext.msstate.edu

Chris Daves

South MS - Entomology

662 418-1492 cell

cdaves@ext.msstate.edu

Area Agronomist Contact Information

Art Smith

North Delta

901 2393283 cell

arts@ext.msstate.edu

Jerry Singleton

Central South Delta

662 2997092 cell

jerrys@ext.msstate.edu

Ernie Flint

Central MS

662 5821211 cell

ernestf@ext.msstate.edu

Bill Maily

South West

601 5405582 cell

billm@ext.msstate.edu

Jay Phelps

North

662 4885500 cell

jayp@ext.mssate.edu

Bill Burdine

North Central

662 4560517 cell

bburdine @ext.msstate.edu

Charlie Stokes

North East

662 3867307 cell

charlies@ext.msstate.edu

Dennis Reginelli

East Central

662 4184480 cell

dennisr@ext.msstate.edu

Randy Smith

South Central

601 8137166 cell

hsmith@ext.msstate.edu

Mike Howell

South

601 7951425 cell

mshowell@ext.msstate.edu
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