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Table 1 Control effect of cyantraniliprole 10% OD on Diaphania indica Saunders
Bii 6 3% 5 Control effect/ %
P25 7 7l
Testing Dosage/ ZijR1d Zif3d ZjR7d 4jm10d ZjjR 11 d
insecticide (gehm?) 1 day after 3 days after 7 days after 10 days after 14 days after
treatment treatment treatment treatment treatment
10 %6 W5 Uk OD 30.0 62.36 a 90.26 a 91.05 a 90.12 a 83.77 a
22.5 58.28 a 86.98 ab 88.34 ab 86. 74 ab 80. 65 ab
15.0 45.62 b 66.54 ¢ 72.90 ¢ 70.13 ¢ 66.82 b
5 %658 d 2 F R e SC(CKD) 22.5 53.83 b 83.21 b 85.43 b 82.13 b 70.51 b
FIIR NG 7R 0.05 KFERBE. FH.
Different lowercase letters in the same column indicate significant difference in 0. 05 level. The same below.
2.2 10%EE RAERR OD A E 7 2 Xf @ # 5 A . 10,14 d BiiA RO i 2 5 T B 2530 25 00w th g
HHEBAERR WG, 10% 7 & R Bt OD = A~ 403 1,3,7

a2 LLE H .10 % RE R B OD A 5L
Ay 60.0,50.0 F1 40. 0 g« hm™® &b 3 X 4H ¥y
AR B R IA SR . RIR gy A 1,3,7,
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Table 2 Control effect of cyantraniliprole 10% OD on adult of Bemisia tabaci Gennadius

B 16 % J Control effect/ %

eI 2557 Fiilh==s
Testing Dosage/ Zija1d ZiJE 3d ZijjE 7 d ZjJ5 10 d 2y 14 d
. .. ., 1 day after 3 days after 7 days after 10 days after 14 days after
insecticide (gehm?)
treatment treatment treatment treatment treatment
10 % 4R d Bk e OD 60. 0 84.52 a 88.79 a 90. 63 a 82.67 a 78.98 a
50.0 81.05 a 87.32 a 88.57 a 80.91 a 75. 34 ab
40.0 80.62 a 82.13 a 86.03 a 76.16 a 70.21 b
25 % B B R WG(CK) 37.5 57.37b 60.02 b 59.94 b 42.37 b 18.23 ¢

x3 107 REHREE OD 3TEAMEZ HABENE
Table 3 Control effect of cyantraniliprole 10% OD on nymph of Bemisia tabaci Gennadius

Bl 36 3 4 Control effect/ %

HE 25 7 7l — - — — —

Testing Dosage/ Zijs1d g 3 d 25 7d 5 10 d 25 14 d
insecticide (g+hm?) 1 day after 3 days after 7 days after 10 days after 14 days after

treatment treatment treatment treatment treatment

10 % P& R B e OD 60.0 89.72 a 90. 06 a 93.58 a 84.53 a 81.72 a

50. 0 82.80 b 89.43 a 90.07 a 82.02 a 74.08 ab

40.0 81.56 b 85.64 a 82.52 b 78.43 a 70.45 b

25 Y0 BE ik WG(CK) 37.5 57.82 ¢ 68.98 b 64.73 ¢ 40.67 b 32.17 ¢

x4 10YREHERR OD X EH B EBAOBELRE

Table 4 Control effect of cyantraniliprole 10% OD on Liriomyza sativae Blanchard

Bii 6 %% 5 Control effect/ %

HE3 245 7 7
Testing Dosage/ Zifg 1d 2y 3 d 25 7d ZjJ5 10 d ZjjE 14 d
. .. N 1 day after 3 days after 7 days after 10 days after 14 days after
insecticide (gehm?)
treatment treatment treatment treatment treatment
10 %6 4R 2 Bk e OD 27.0 38.97 a 85.41 a 91.76 a 89.03 a 80.64 a
21.0 36.71 a 81.96 a 90.05 a 87.94 a 72.86 ab
15.0 29.34 a 79.09 ab 84.12 b 80.91 ab 63.19 b
75 %% K g fig WP(CK) 90.0 33.78 a 71.24 b 81.65 b 72.73 b 60.97 b
3 RS SRS T 5 % 4 B 25 M
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Field Control Efficacy of Cyantraniliprole 10% OD on
Pests of Tangshan Autumn Cucumber in Greenhouse

ZHANG Shang-qing' , PAN Yang’ , HAN Xiao-qing' , WU Zhi-hui' , ZHAO Feng-ying’
(1. Tangshan Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Hebei 063001, Chinaj; 2. College of Plant Protection, Hebei
Agricultural University, Baoding 071001, China;3. Tangshan Agricultural Technology Extension Stations, Tan-
gshan 063000, China)

Abstract : In order to comprehensive control pests of Tangshan autumn cumber and the promotion of the insecti-
cidecyantraniliprole 10 % OD, by field plot experiment method, using different dose of cyantraniliprole 10 % OD
at the initial stage of insect pests, the field efficacy of 10% cyantraniliprole OD on three main pests of Tangshan
autumn cumber in greenhouse was studied. The results showed that 10% cyantraniliprole OD had good control
effect on the three pests of cucumber. The control effect of the dose of active ingredients 22. 5 and 30.0 g+hm™
were the highest on Dia phania indica 7 days after spraying,and all higher than 80% on the 14th day. The con-
trol effect ofthe dose of active ingredients 50. 0 and 60. 0 gehm? were the highest on adult and nymph of Bemi-
sia tabaci 7 d after spraying,and all above 88%. The control effect of the dose of active ingredientsl5. 0,21. 0
and 27.0 g+hm? were all higher than 80% on Liriomyza sativae 10 days after spraying. Cyantraniliprole 10 %
OD could be used to control Diaphania indica , Bemisia tabaci and Liriomyza sativaeat the same time,and it is
worth popularizing on Tangshan autumn cucumber.

Keywords: cyantraniliprole; Tangshan autumn cucumber; Dia phania indica ; Bemisia tabaci ; Liriomyza sativae



