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The Field Control Efficiency of Five Types of
Insecticides Against Grassland Locust

YANG Zhi-qiang, YANG Su-ning, WEI Jin-hui.XU Wei-dong.JIN Yong-ling
(Heilongjiang Bayi Agricultural University,Daqing, Heilongjiang 163319)

Abstract: In order to screen out the better insecticide against grassland locust in Daqing, the efficiency of Avi Su
Yunjun, Azadirachtin, Butene fipronil EC, Fenvalerate and Avermectin against locust were compared by hanging
method in Daging. The results showed that 3 days after medieation, the control efficiencies of Avi Su Yunjun
and Azadirachtin were 56. 0% and 60. 0% ,and other insecticides were above 76. 0%. After 12 days for medica-
tion, the efficiency of Avi Su Yunjun reached 82. 9% ,other four insecticides attained 100. 0%. It illustrated that
the efficiency of chemical insecticides was quick, the efficiency of biological insecticides was slow,suitable insec-
ticides should be selected on the basis of situation to control grassland locusts.

Key words: insecticide; grassland locust; control efficiency
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Effect of Different Planting Densities on Rice
Sheath Rot Disease in Cold Area

LI Hong-lin,SONG Wei, WU Ya-jing

(Laboratory of Plant Protection, Jiansanjiang Institute of Agricultural Sciences,Jiansanjiang,

Heilognjiang 156300)

Abstract: In order to effectively reduce the harm of rice sheath rot disease.taking Kongyu 131 as experimental

material, the incidence and disease index of rice sheath rot disease were investigated with different planting den-

sity. The results showed that the disease index of sheath rot increased with increasing planting density in the

29.7 em X 13. 2 cm planting specifications. Disease index was 6. 9 in 4 plants per hole,disease index was 10. 5 in

6 plants per hole,10.9 in 8 plants per hole,13. 2 in 10 plants per hole. In production,it was suggested to select

the density of 6~8 plants per hole for transplant.

Key words: rice; sheath rot disease;field test
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