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l.l Rainfoll (Tobles In and lb, f-igure I)
Rainfirll rccorded in.luly 2016 over the sugar cane areas was above normal with an island
averagc of 190 mm, representing 145% of the long-term mean (LTM) of 131 mm. Rainfall for
the nronth of .luly exceeded the LTM by 92% in the East (252 mm), 38% in the South (245 mm)
and.5l'fir in tlie Ccntre (299 mnr). In the other sectors, it was belowthe LTM with 70 mm (88%
o1'L.l'M) in tlrc Norlh and 6 rnm (l9o/o o1' 1.'fM) in the West.

l'hc cLrrnulative rairrlall {br the period October 2015 to July 2016 amounted to l9l0 mm, which
is highcr (by l%) tl-ran the island LTM of 1781 mm for this period. During the same period
10811 nrrrr wcrc recorded in the North, 2271 mm in the E,ast,2283 mm in the South, 755 mm in
thc \\'cst ttnd 2123 mnr in llie Centre. fhese ligures represented 92o , 120o/o, 1060/0, 87o/o and
1l l%, ol'thc rcspcctive long-term mean.

'l'alrlc la. Rainfall (mm) for the month of July for crops 2015,20l6and the long term mean
(r,TM)
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Tablc I b. Cumulative rainfall (mm) from October 2015 to July 2016 for crop 2016 compared
{o that of crop 2015 and the long term mean (LTM)
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1.2 Temperature (Table 2)

Data trn air tcnrperatures recorded during the month of July 2016 on MSIRI agro-meteorological
statious alc givcn bclow.

Tablc 2. Maximum and minimum air temperatures recorded on MSIRI agro-
meteorological stations in July 2016

Stations

Maximum ("C) Minimum ("c) Amplitude ('C)

fulv 2016 | DevN* .f uly 2016 DevN* July 2016 DevN*

25.1 -0.4 la aI t --) +l.l 7.8 1.5

22.3 0.0 r5.8 +0.5 6.5 -0.5

20.9 -t.l 15. I +l.l 5.8 aa

2t.1 F0.3 16. I r0.7 5.6 -0.4

* I)cviation fi'orn the Normal ( l98l-2010)

Mcan tnaxirnum tcmperature during July 2016 was similar to the normal at Reduit, above
nortratl at lJnion Park whereas at the other two stations, it was below normal by 0.4"C at
Pantplctttousscs and Ll"C at Belle Rive. Mean minimum temperature was above normal by at
least 0.,i' at all fbr,rr stations. 'fhe resulting mean amplitude was below normal at all stations.
Belou norntal tcmpcrature amplitude is not conducive to sucrose accumulation.

1.3 Sunshine (Table 3)

Data fionr the lbur MSIRI agro-meteorological stations showed that sunshine hours during July
2016 u,crc bclow normal at all stations except at Pamplemousses. Recorded bright sunshine as a
perccntasc of the normal amounted to 102 at Pamplemousses, 90 at Reduit,79 at Belle Rive and
96 at Ijniorr [)ark.

'l'ahlc 3. Sunshine duration (h) recorded on MSIRI agro-meteorological stations in July
2016
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2. SUCROSE ACCUMULATION (Tables 4a and 4b)

Canc sitill.rlcs rvcrc analysed lbr sucrose content dr"rring the last week of July 2016 from miller-
plantcrs' land in all lactory areas and representing the main cultivated varieties. The average Pol
0% cittic (t'ic'has:'e) was computed on the basis of area under cultivation for each variety in the
dit'lcrcnt thctory arcas of eaclr sector. T'he results were compared with those of the last two
yeafs.
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I'ablc -lh. Comparison of Pol "h cane (richesse) at the end of June and July 2014,2015
and 2016.

JUN E JULY

20r5 | 20r6 20r4 2015 2016

r0.8 | 13.7 15.0 t2.2 t4.l

| 1.5 | 12,6 4.4 12.2 r3.5

|il.S Ir3.lT I' '-

| il.8 I il.s- 
f 
"ii z-l ii""-f 
I i.i- l- izs'

4.5 12.7 14.2

2.1 t3.4 12.9

J.4 r3.0 13.4

l4.3 12.5 l3.8

Avcrage Pol "l, cane (richesse) at end-July 2016.

l,o€
F-
6

i

l.l

V)r-
ttl

tT^
loo 16l\ 1-l..lio
l,a lFri> i>il
I rss T rs.ri1

l.s. I I 1.4

-- 
t-_-lo,
lh

r-l::
1(t

d, l>-lr).b 
I

T

t
r.l.e I r.1.

ii t l-
L

t2.6

Tlrc lit'hcr,rc at encl-.luly 2016 amounted to 14.1o/oin the North, 135% in the East,14.2Yo in the
South. 1)..()9/o in thc Wcst and 13.4% in thc Centre. These figures were higher than those
obtairrccl ul thc currcspondirig period last year in all sectors except in the West where it was
lagging lrchinci by 0.5". (lonrpared to the corresponding period in 2014, sucrose content at end of
.lul1'201(r was conrparable in sectors Centre and West but lagged behind in the other three
seclofs br' 0.i" in the South and 0.9' in both the North and East sectors.

Suclosc contcrlt ll'onr end-.lune 2016 r.rp to end-.luly 2016 has irnproved in all sectors. The
highcst incrcnrcrrt o1'1.4" was observed in the West followed by l.ln in the South,0.9'in the
East"0.7'irrtlrc(lcntrcand0.4ointl-re North. Onaveragefortheisland,theincreaseinrichesse
was 0.()" in l0l(r which was lower than that obtained in2015 and in 2014.

fsland u'isc. thc rit'hc.s.;c 01'13.8% recordcd at the end of July 2016 was higher than that of the
corrcsl.rorrdinu pcriod in 201 5 (12.5%) but laggcd behind that of 201 4 (14.3%).
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3. CROP 2015

Asirt l0.lrrly 2016.7374 lrarepresentingahout2lo/oof miller-planters'landhadbeenharvested
conrl.ralcri to 7494 ha (22%) at the same period last year. Sector-wise and for miller-planters
onlr. hat'r'cstccl arca reachcd l6oh in thc North, 32oh in the East, l9o/o in the South, 5% in the
Wcst ln(l l-1'2, in thc Centrc. An analysis o1'cane productivity based on the harvest statistics for
millcr' plarrtcls in all scctors lbllows. Orr account o1'the centralization of milling activities and
sincc lll tltc cancs llonr thc (lentre arc crushed at tactories in the ltast, harvest statistics relative
to cxtluctiou riitLr errrcl sugar productivity havc bcen combined fbr these two sectors.

3.1 Cane productivity (Table 5a)

Cane pnrdLrctirit-v lor thc island as at 30.lLrly 2016 amounted to 79.8 TCII and was lower than
that lccoltlerd in l0l5 (86.3 l'CII) by 6..5'l'(lll (8%). Sector-wise, the best cane productivity to-
datc utrs lccordccl in thc West with l0l.4I'CLI, fbllowed by the South (82.1 TCH), the North
(78.6 | ('l l). thc lrast (78.5'ICII) and the Centre (74.3 I'CFI).

Conrpalccl to thc sanrc pcriod last year and in 2014, cane productivity recorded to-date was
lagginu lrchincl in all sectors exccpt in thc West.

f'alrlc Sa.(lanc productivity (TCII) as at end July for the2014,20l5 and 2016 crops
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3.2 Extraction (Table 5b, Figure 2)

Thc i'ccolclcci island extraction rate of 9.16% was higl-rer than that of the corresponding period in
201-i ttt.l.r%,) hl' 0.81". Scctor-wise. the extraction rate recorded was 9.54o/o in the North,
8.64'),, in thc l:ast-('crltrc.9.92o in thc South and9.02o/o in tlie West. These figures were higher
tharr llrosc o1'thc corrcsponding pcriocl in 2015 in all sectors, although in the 2015 season the
extriiction fatc \\as thc lowest cver recordcd since 1947.Ilowever, compared to the same period
in 201 -1. cxtractit)rr ratc to-date was higher in the Sor-rth by 0.49" but lagged behind by 0.26o in
thc Nolth" 0.6l" in thc lrast-Centre and 0.99" in the West.

'l'ablc 5b. I|xtraction rate ('7u) as at cnd July for the2014,,2015 and 2016 crops
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F-igure 2. tlvolution of extraction rate ('h\ for the 2014,2015 and 2016 crops
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3.3 Sugar productivity (Table 5c)

f slanc'l-ri'isc. tlrc rccordcd sr"rgar productivity of 7.31 1-SFI was slightly higher than that of the
corrcsponcling pcliocl in 2015 (7.21 'fSIi) by 0.10 tonne (l%) but lower than that of the same
pcrioci in 2014 (7.()4 T'SII) by 0.63 tonnc (8%). Sector-wise sugarproductivity was 7.50 TSH in
the North. 6.73'lStl irr thc l',ast-Centre. 8.141'SIl in tl-re South and 9.15 TSH in the West. Sugar
prodr-rctivity at cncl-.f uly 2016 was higher than at the corresponding period in 2015 by 0.57 TSH
in thc Nolth ancl 0.95 'l'St{ in the South br"rt lagged behind by 0.58 TSH in the East-Centre.
Conrpalccl to thc corresponding period in2014. sugar productivity to-date was higher in sectors
Sor"rth rnci Wcsl but lowcr in thc other scclors.

'f'rrlrlt'5c. Sugar productivity ('I'SII) as at end July for the2014,2015 and 2016 crops
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4. 2016 CROP PRODUCTIVITY

Wqatlrcr conditions during the rnonth of .luly 2016 were characterized by above normal rainfall
in ttiosl scctors couplcd with below normal temperature amplitude and sunshine duration which
wcrc rrot JitvoLu'ablc to optinlLlm ripening. As a result, the recorded richesse at end-July 2016
rcac lrctl I -l . 8%r co nt parcd to 1 4.3o/o in 20 1 4.

Ilarvcst has t'to1 covcrcd cxtensive areas yet, with only about 21oh of miller planters' land. Cane
procluctii itr at island level in.luly 2016 was lower than that recorded during the same period in
201,: np.:1 ?014. (iane productivity fbr the island as at 30 July 2016 amounted to 79.8 TCH and
was lovicr tharr that rccordcd in 2014 (84.0 T'C[{) and in 2015 (36.3 TCH). Extraction rate in
.luly 1t)l(r laggccl bchincl that recorded in.Tuly 2014 but was higher than that in 2015. Hence,
rccot'clccl sttgar pt'odLrctivity o1'7.31 1'SLl at end.luly 2016 was slightly higher than that of 2015
but ir'as bchind that of 2014 ar the same period by 8%.lf normal winter conditions prevail in the
contit-u. nronths tlrcrc is still room fbr further improvemenl in sucrose accumulation and sugar
proclLrctir it1.


