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Table 1. The effect of harvest method on the yield of honey*
Harvest Testing 1st harvest 2st harvest 3rd harvest 4th harves Total
method colonies (kg) (kg) (kg) (kg) (kg)
Queen removed®? 10 26.0 27.6 43.8 37.8 135.2
Gueen caged® 10 25.4 30.0 40.3 34.0 129.7
General® 10 23.6 24.6 31.0 30.0 109.2
Total 30 75.0 82.2 115.1 101.8 374.1

* The experimental period was from 4th to 27th April, 1986
a: Queen was removed in the beginning of nectar flow, at the same time the
eleven-day-old queen cell was introduced to each colonies.
b: Queen was caged in the beginning of the nectar flow for 2 weeks.
c: Queen was not restricted from laying eggs during nectar flow.

- REHEHERAERERZVE
Table 2. The effect of harvest method on the outbreak of honeybee
chalkbrood*

Befé)’ireAharlvest P(Iarngstirll)g Af(tgrj{lar\ll)est

. pril) 14 Apri 29 Apri
Harvest Testing  No. of infected No. of infected No. of infected

method colonies —————— "7 - - -
colonies larvae colonies larvae colonies larvae
Queen removed? 10 0 0 0 0 1 1(3)
Queen caged® 10 1 2(8) 0 0 1 1(2)
General harveste 10 1 3(8) 0 0 7 224(2)
C.K. 10 1 2(8) — — 1 27(9)

* c.: see table 1.

a.b.c.
C.K.: Queen was not restricted from laying eggs during nectar flow, but
excluding honey harvest.

R= RERHERERGRYBBEZVE
Tabal 3. The effect of harvest method on the population of larvae
and adults of honeybee*

Before harvest Harvesting After harvest

(7 Aprib): (14 April) (29 April)

Treatment No. of No. of No. of No. of No. of No. of

larvae adults adults larvae adults larvae

e (X2,500) (x6,600) (%2,500) (x6,600) (x2,500) (x6,600)
Queen removed? 9.3* 4.7* 8.9 2.0 6.8 2.9
Queen caged® 9.3 6.4 8.8 3.0 6.9 2.9
General harvestc 8.9 6.2 8.6 4.2 7.6 5.4
C.K.? 6.6 3.6 6.7 5.2

a.b.c.d.: see Tables 1 and 2.
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THE EFFECT OF HONEY HARVESTING METHODS TO THE
OUTBREAK OF CHALKBROOD AND YIELD OF HONEY.

Liang-Kuang Chu, Thomas Mei-en Liu and Kai-Kuang Ho

Department of Plant Pathology and Entomology,
National Taiwan University, Taipei, Taiwan, R.O.C.

Bee colonies were treated with four treatments, i.e. queen-removed, queen-
caged, general harvest and without harvest, during the nectar flow period in 1986.
The results showed that the chalkbrood were more serious and honey production
were less in general harvest colonies. Queens were not restricted from laying
eggs during the nectar flow, so the number of larvae were much more in general
harvest colonies than queen-removed and queen-caged treatments at the end of
the period. According to the results obtained the infection rates of chalkbrood
in bee colonies are related to the supply of food.




