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Table 1 The effect of different treatments on seedling emergence rate of corn

e PR MR B/ PR Hﬁi%/% Lo Xt HE 3 Jin / % R
Number of Seedling Increased .
Treatments ) ) Phytotoxicity
seedling protection emergence rate than CK
A 81.7 90.78 1.56 i A
B 87.0 96. 67 7.45 i
C 87.3 97.00 7.78 i
D 86. 7 96. 33 7.11 ¥
E(CK) 80. 3 89. 22 — P
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Table 2 Control effect of different treatments on underground pest
b 3 VR 73 RS R bR WER/ % B %/ %%
Treatments Total number Infestation number Infestation rate Control effect
A 30 0.7 2.33 86. 81 Bb
B 30 0.3 1. 00 94. 34 Aa
C 30 1.3 4,33 75.50 Cd
D 30 1.0 3.33 81.15 Be
E(CK) 30 5.3 17.67

TE R BAS R KNG b8 43 5 378 25 5548 0. 01 F1 0. 05 KR, TR,

Note: The different capital letters and lowercases mean significant difference at 0. 01 and 0. 05 level respectively. The same below.
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Table 3 The effect of different treatments on yield of corn

Ak AN kg i /kgehm® L X R 7=/ % Lo XS BB 2455003 7/ %
Treatments Yield Yield per unit area Increased than CK Increased than imidacloprid

A 4.57 9140 Ce 3.63 —4.59
B 5.08 10160 Aa 15.19 6.05
C 4.93 9860 Ab 11.79 2.92
D 4.79 9580 Bb 8.62 —

E(CK) 4.41 8820 Dd — —
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Study on the Control Effect of 18% Chlorpyrifos-fipronil
CS Against Underground Corn Pests

LIU Yang
(Qigihar Branch of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Qigihar, Heilongjiang 161041)

Abstract: In order to determine the optimal dosage of 18% Chlorpyrifos « fipronil CS to control underground
pests, the control effect of 18% Chlorpyrifos«fipronil CS was studied. The results showed that except the treat-
ment with 1:50 proportion of seed and coating agent,other treatments had no effect on corn growth. When the
proportion of seed and coating agent was 1:100,the control effect was 94. 34 % which was the best,and it was
significantly higher than other treatments. Its yield was also the highest, increased 15. 19% than CK and
6.05% than 60% imidacloprid. Therefore,the optimal proportion of seed and coating agent was 1:100 for 18 %
Chlorpyrifos«fipronil CS.
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