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It is important to understand whether SRI may have Time (hrs) Development (Fig. 2)
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Figure 2: Development rate of An. arabiensis and An. gambiae s.s.
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Methods

* An. arabiensis and An. gambiae s.s. exposed to cow
dung and chicken dung in water.
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 Randomized complete block design laboratory
assays consisting of 10 larvae and measured
fertiliser dose.

* Each fertiliser tested at 0.25, 0.5, 0.75, and 1.0 s o
g/100 ml, and a control, with 10 replicates.
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* Larvae fed fish flakes at 0.3 mg/larva; experiment
conditions representing natural climate (light: dark
12:12hr; 25°C, 75% RH).
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Figure 3: Adult production of An. arabiensis and An. gambiae s.s.
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