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Investigation of Pest Species and Their Occurrence
Characters on Aceraceae in Dalian

HU Hui-fang
(GardenManagement Department in zhongshan District of Dalian City, Dalian, Liaoning
116015)

Abstract: The main varieties of Aceraceae in Dalian city are Acer mono Maxim, Acer rubrum 1. , Acer palmatum atro-
purpureum and Acer negundo Linn, In order to strengthen comprehensive control to the pest, the pest species and oc-
currence characters on Aceraceae were investigated. The results showed that pest species on Acer mono Maxim and A-
cer rubrum L. were Anoplophora glabripennis and Tetranychus viennensis Zacher;on Acer palmatum atropurpureum
was a kind of Coccoidea;on Acer negundo Linn was Didesmococcus koreanus Borchsenius.
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Table 1 Emergence situation
of different treatments
A4 i [R] Eigib ] i )
H e 52 /0
ik 3 /A-H /A-H /A-H E“mﬂﬁfjﬁ
Treatment Coating Sowing Emergence erence
. rate
time date stage
(@8] 04-08 04-17 04-23 96
(2) 04-08 04-17 04-23 96
(3) 04-08 04-17 04-23 96
4) 04-08 04-17 04-23 95
(5) 04-08 04-17 04-23 96
(6) 04-08 04-17 04-23 96
(7)(CK) 04-08 04-17 04-23 96
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Table 2 Comparison on seedling quality of different treatments

iR R/ em R/ %% AL /em AR E /g

Treatment Plant height Root number Root length One hundred plant fresh weight
(D 15.5 14.3 4.8 19.5
(2) 15.7 14.0 4.6 19.2
(3) 15.2 14.2 4.5 19.0
4) 15.8 13.8 4.2 18.7
(5) 15.3 14.0 4.3 19.0
(6) 15.5 14.2 4.5 19.2

(7) (CK) 14.6 12.5 3.7 16.3

2.2 MKFEEERFHIBIER YIp iR BOR 22 5 e A i A B (2) 5 A B (3D ] 2%
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W R 2 B IE RCH 4 A 95, 88X BIBi v R 25 5 B 3 i 5 AL (4) K AR B (5)
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Table 3 Comparison on yield components and yield

b 3 OB/ e m? REE/RE - ST R/ kL - R JERLEE/ Y THRLH /g H#/kgehm? B/ Y%
Treatment Cave number Panicle number  Grain number Emptygrain rate  1000-grain weight Yield Increase rate
(D 25.0 20.0 89. 4 10.0 25.0 10062. 0 24.2
(2 25.0 20.3 88.7 10.2 24.8 10030. 5 23.8
3 25.0 20.1 88.5 10.0 24.7 9891.0 22.1
4 25.0 18.5 88.3 10.5 24.6 8995. 5 11.0
(5) 25.0 18.8 88.7 10. 6 24.7 9210.0 13.7
(6) 25.0 20.0 89.2 10. 3 24.8 9927.0 22.5

(7) (CK) 25.0 17.8 86.5 11. 6 23.8 8103.0 —
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Table 4 The control effect of different treatments on rice bakanae disease

TR Y TR %
b 7 Average incidence Average control effect
Treatment i A H L A<
Rice seeding bed Field Rice seeding bed Field
D 0.35 0.18 95.8843.53 aA 96.4741.55 aA
(2) 0. 65 0.33 92.29+1.98 bAB 93.10+2.17 abAB
(3) 0. 80 0.53 90.5342.06 bB 88.7041.98 bBC
4) 2.60 1. 26 70.364+1.79 dC 74.54+3.18 ¢cD
(5) 1. 85 0. 95 78.9941.08 cC 80.9841.71 cCD
(6) 0.75 0. 36 91.1441.63 bB 92.30=+1.25 bAB
(7)(CK) 8.75 4.83 — —

W R 4 R A AR UE R AR EE R KNS FEER IR 0.01 0. 05 25 55 B
Note: The data for 4 times repetitive average+ standard error;the capital and lowercase letters indicate significant differences at 0. 01

and 0. 05.
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The Field Efficacy Trial of 11% Carbendazim-+Prochloraz+Thiram
FSC to Prevent Rice Bakanae Disease

CHI LI

(Qigihar Branch of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Qiqgihar, Heilongjiang

161006)

Abstract; In order to explore the security and control effect of seed coating on rice bakanae disease, the effect of

11% Carbendazime+Prochlorazs Thiram FSC and seeds mixed with proportion of 1:40,1:50,1:60 on controlling

bakanae disease and rice security were studied. The results showed that they had no adverse effect on rice seed-

ling emergence, seedling growth and maturity, they were safe to rice and could make the yield increasing re-

markable. The average effects to prevent rice bakanae disease before transplanting in seedling were 90. 53 % ~

95. 88% ,the average effects before heading in field were 88. 70% ~ 96. 47 %. Appropriate application period

and dosage: Before seed soaking,11% Carbendazim+Prochloraze Thiram FSC and seeds mixed with proportion

of 1: (50~60).

Key words: Carbendazime« Prochlorazes Thiram; prevent;rice; bakanae disease
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