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The network covers a wide range of crops.




Farmers’ awareness on IPM IP

CHANGES IN MOTIVATION CAUSES OF CHANGES IN PERCEPTION

Other sources of information that have been driving
changes in farmers' perception of IPM and pesticides:

A

During the last 4 years, farmers' motivation to decrease I
pesticide use has:

During the last 4 years, farmers' motivation to adopt IPM I _

has:
as m |[PM Resource Toolbox

B Decreased Slightly decreased Not change M Slightly increased B Increased Contracts for my prod uctions

Changes in regulation

CONTRIBUTION FROM HUB COACHES AND OTHER FARMS

m Advisory services

The IPMWORKS hub coach and other farmers of the m Societal pressure

IPMWORKS group played a role in the change in farmers’ . _

perception of IPM and pesticides: m Others

W Not at all true Not really true Intermediate MW Rathertrue M Fully true

Farmer’'s motivation increase to reduce pesticide use and adopt IPM.
Interest of hub coach and other farms in changing the farmers’ perception of IPM and pesticide use.

Importance of changes in regulation and advisory services in changing the farmers’ perception of IPM and
pesticide use.




Cultural practices:farmlevel [p)

CHANGES IN CULTURAL PRACTICES AT THEFARM LEVEL works

N

During the last years, farmer changed their soil tillage to
better manage weeds/diseases/pests:

During the last years, farmers changed their spraying
equipment so as to reduce drifts and possible impacts of
treatments:

During the last years, farmers changed their spraying
equipment so as to reduce doses or amount of pesticides
applied:

During the last years, farmers adapted the landscape
around their fields to favour biodiversity and attract
beneficial organisms:

During the last years, farmers introduced new crops to
diversify their crop rotation:

Hm Not at all true  ®m Not reallytrue  ® Intermediate W Rathertrue W Fully true

Half of farmers change their cultural practices at the farm level to adopt integrated pest management.




Cultural practices:croplevel [p|

CHANGES IN CULTURAL PRACTICES AT THE CROP LEVEL works~

During the last years, farmers tolerated more diseases in their crop :

During the last years, farmers tolerated more pests in their crop:

During the last years, farmers tolerated more weeds in their crop:

During the last years, farmers developed further Biocontrol solutions:
During the last years, farmers developed further the use of DSS in their crop:

During the last years, farmers changed fertilization to improve pest/disease/weed management:

During the last years, farmers changed sowing dates to prevent/minimize pest/disease/weed
problems:

During the last years, farmers developed further mechanical weeding:

During the last years, farmers developed further false seed bed to manage weeds:

During the last years, farmers introduced companion crops to improve resistance to
pests/diseases/weeds:
During the last years, farmers started to mix cultivars to improve resistance to
pests/diseases/weeds:

During the last years, farmers changed cultivars to improve resistance to pests/diseases/weeds:

B Not at alltrue  ® Not really true  ®Intermediate B Rather true B Fully true

More changes in fertilisation and sowing dates, and changes in cultivars.

No further use of biocontrol solution, DSS, mechanical weeding, false seed bed, introduction of companion crops
or mix cultivars.




Self-evaluation i’PM

PESTICIDE USE DEPENDING ON THE COUNTRY works

N

During the last years chemical PPP use (frequency, dose)

United Kingdom

Spain

Slovenia

Poland

Ireland

Germany

Denmark

M Increased M Slightly increased ™ Notchange MSlightly decreased M Decreased

Less use of pesticides (herbicide, fungicide and insecticide) during the study, although there is some variation
between countries.
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Ig’; WEED PROBLEMS

Increased
Slightly increased
Did not change

Slightly decreased

Weed problems

Decreased

Decreased Did notchange Increased
Chemical PPP use (frequency, dose)

No further weed problems when
pesticide use is reduced.

Self-evaluation

@
) DISEASE PROBLEMS

Increased
Slightly increased
Did not change

Slightly decreased

Disease problems

Decreased

Decreased Did notchange Increased
Chemical PPP use (frequency, dose)

No further disease problems when
pesticide use is reduced.
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E Decreased

Decreased Did notchange Increased

Chemical PPP use (frequency, dose)

Slightly less pest problems when
pesticide use is reduced.
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»| PPP COSTS

Increased
Slightlyincreased

Did not change

PPP costs

Slightly decreased

Decreased

Decreased Did notchange Increased
Chemical PPP use (frequency, dose)

Slightly less PPP costs when
pesticide use is reduced.

Self-evaluation

Equipment costs

ﬁ EQUIPMENT COSTS

Increased

Slightly increased
Did not change
Slightly decreased

Decreased

Decreased Did notchange Increased
Chemical PPP use (frequency, dose)

Tendency for equipment costs to
rise, whatever the level of
pesticide use.
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# {IL, SALARY COSTS

Increased ‘ ‘ +
2 Slightlyincreased ‘
(7]
o
S Did notchange ®
o
& Slightly decreased ®

Decreased ‘

Decreased Did notchange Increased
Chemical PPP use (frequency, dose)

No change in salary costs when
pesticide use is reduced.



Self-evaluation

% ¢& YIELDS

Increased
Slightly increased

Did not change

Yields

Slightly decreased

Decreased

Decreased Did notchange Increased
Chemical PPP use (frequency, dose)

No change in yields when
pesticide useis reduced.
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@ WORKLOAD

Increased

Slightly increased
Did not change
Slightly decreased

Decreased

Decreased Did notchange Increased
Chemical PPP use (frequency, dose)

No change in work load when
pesticide useis reduced.

Farm profitability

1 PROFITABILITY

Increased ’ ’
Slightly increased . ‘ ‘
Did not change . ‘
Slightly decreased ‘ .
Decreased ‘
Decreased Did notchange Increased

Chemical PPP use (frequency, dose)

No change in profitability when
pesticide useis reduced.
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