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Table 2 Prevention effects of each treatment in a closed environment

it 25 7 1 25 )5 1 d First day after spraying 24§J5 3 d Third day after spraying #jJii 7 d Seventh day after spraying
BEOk iR RO RESR RO AR R
BB Themumber gsc oms% U mosc Esmsu O gyse omyy o o0
) o B/% B/ % /%
Treatments of live insect  Number of Rate of Number of Rate of Number of Rate of
Control Control Control
before remnants insect remnants insect remnants insect
. efficiency efficiency efficiency
spraying insect decline insect decline insect decline
1 106 11 89.62 89.62 C 2 98. 11 98.11 C 0 100 100 A
I 96 7 92.71 92.71 B 1 98. 96 98.96 B 0 100 100 A
I 101 6 94. 06 94.06 A 0 100. 00 100.00 A 0 100 100 A
N 91 12 86. 81 86.81 D 2 97. 80 97.80 D 0 100 100 A
CK 94 94 0 - 94 0 - 94 0 -

17 91 KO o R ) 5 67 25 S (P<0. 0D, T,
The different letters in the same column indicate a significan
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t difference at 0. 01 level. The same below.
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Table 3 Prevention effects

of each treatment in greenhouse

Jite 24 [ 1% 25J5 1 d First day after spraying #4J5 3 d Third day after spraying #jJii 7 d Seventh day after spraying
LR T R R - S i £ 1 W= i S ) 0 G Nu b 5 - SR
DIRTERS IRTER S B 16 5%
fb# The number g/ R/% Bk B/Y% /% EB/Y
e e 7% R/% /%
Treatments of live insect  Number of Rate of Number of Rate of Number of Rate of
Control Control Control
before remnants insect remnants insect remnants insect
. efficiency efficiency efficiency
spraying insect decline insect decline insect decline
[ 148 7 95. 27 95.82 A 2 98. 65 99.10 A 7 95.27 98.87 A
11 114 17 85.09 86.83 D 10 91. 23 94.13 D 12 89. 47 97.48 B
I 181 14 92.27 93.17 C 9 95.03 96.67 B 54 70.17 92.85 D
v 143 7 95.10 95.67 B 9 93.71 95.79 C 27 81.12 95.48 C
CK 219 248 —13.24 - 327 —49. 32 - 914 —317. 35 -
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Introduced Test of Watermelon Varieties in
Plastic-tunnel of Shaanxi Province

MA Fei-ming' ,HAO Ping-qi' ,ZHU Xue-rong' , HAO Bin-zhi’
(1. Weinan Agricultural Science Research Institute, Weinan, Shaanxi 715501; 2. Kangtian
Huinong Agricultural Science and Technology Limited Company of Shaanxi Province, Wein-
an,Shaanxi 715501)

Abstract; In order to select new varieties of watermelon which are suitable for cultivation in plastic-tunnel in
Shaanxi province and its surrounding areas,taking main watermelon variety Lyubaotian LLongwang as control,
the fruit characters and yield of the 19 introduced watermelon varieties were analyzed. The results showed that,
six varieties with the good comprehensive traits serve as the main varieties in recent years in the local demon-

stration promotion were screened out, including NT-8,NT-9,NT-11, Qianding 2,An 17-11 and An 17-12.

Keywords: Shaanxi province; plastic-tunnel; watermelon; introduced varieties; cultivation experiment
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Efficacy Test of Four Kinds of Chemicals on
Thrips of Kidney Bean Field

WANG Lin
(Horticultural Branch of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Harbin, Hei-
longjiang 150069)

Abstract; In order to improve the control effect of thrips,the field control test was carry out by four chemicals
(imidacloprid, spinosad , avermectin, acetamiprid). The results showed that spraying 4 kinds of insecticides in
the closed environment, control effect reached 100% after 7 days. Spraying 4 insecticides in the greenhouse en-
vironment after 7 days,imidacloprid had the best control effect,for 98. 87 % ,followed by spinosad (97.48%),
acetamiprid (95.48%) ,and avermectin (92. 85%). The continuous application of single insecticide in produc-
tion is easy to cause resistance of thrips and it is recommended to replace the drug regularly.

Keywords: thrips; kidney bean;efficacy



