2 R R A 2020(1):78-79

& Heilongjiang Agricultural Sciences

http://hljnykx. haasep. cn
DOI: 10. 11942/j. issnl1002-2767. 2020. 01. 0078

B R AR AR ES Y. R [ 24 500 % K T RS R W Y B A SO PEA [T ). B T Ak Bl 2% . 2020(1) 1 78-79, 80.
— 3 N MY /f/\
AN TR] 25 350 % 7K FE e B 08 1) 7 V68 R3O PE A
A, Z g

(R EREAFR 25T, AT 464 152052)

T h 3R FH A5 0 T 6 AR AL IR 25 3, A AR 18 AR I M. L 200 10 CFUg' ke g i
ORB7) 20% F 2 X P Bk &5 A RE) 34U T %« F R & (B Fid) A F F A 45K 25 7, BF 2 R B
A K EAGIEIS B A AR, BRAWET AAAE S R T &R L 360 mLehm® A7 535 A 45 A R B
FAGIR M E RS T 3.86%, FIBT At AUl A R AR ARG GRS P B s AR

Fo R AG AL AL o 2 A2 ),
KGR AGIE S S B AE R 3

TAREE 7 1998 AR AR IRTLA L BLE B K
Fid = ER R EE Rz —" W JLAE . B E R
fige A5 A A A 7 A ) B AR L e B S A £ AR AR
BB LTS Yand e b K 2 R Ak
A 25 5%t ZARHE HEAT B B0 T X A M 0] 37 G F
REL( [ s S s

AW R AL F AR A E TS e B 0 R
AR Gy e AR PU2 b i HHE Y AR K S
A KRB A AR KBRS . e A AT B R B
TE 3G 8 R T 22 3 B i il SR A K 38 il el
A7 e A Ak 2E A 25 B A B 1) AR W Ak 2 R AR
W4 AR A B A2 SR VSRR Y il b R

Huaik =i i 2 s apis FREEA
FIH Bt g ERE L (ot i ) B R 2
EN: 0| R VNG N7 i e S (B M 3 7 S
ARG E . PR K RES R A OO K
Z AHH T2 AP R S 2, T80 A 7= S B
AN .

AHIF 5 X6 7K T A M 0 i 24 50 0 AN
7] B W07 s 6 H bk 35 B B R ROCR DU O 4R
A7 U G PR AR A
1 MetS )itk
1.1 ##l

HEVEY) - 24 18,

HEi 25 7). 200 12 CFU « o' B Fy Bk 181 11 18
DA CER 38 T B A 0 B 2 A PR A | KA O
20 %0 G H A H It Al B VR R (KRB, B 58D L 34 % &
2« WA L (B IR 25 4% 3 S i) AR IR PR 375 550 (O

W B H#:2019-08-08

BEEW B R AR A FHRHE LR PO RICIEHF E R E R
IR 0 T F 7 8 8O0 B 4L R B gE 5 R Uk (2017
YFD300505-4)

F—1EE AP A (1980-) . 5, B+, By BB 5T 6L, N FE KRR
B AL B UF9E . E-mail ; weizhonghua_1980@163. com,

78

SEPUTT AR R A IR A FD

1.2 Ak
1.2.1 XE&#&  RET 2018 4EAE RV 42

73 Be A SR b XK AR I AT . R 3k 5 4
Ab PR CE XTI L3 CE A, 24 57 b B R KT B )
X 30 m” s PR R b B4 /N X 667 m®

®1 BHKATRAE

Table 1 Different tested medicines and
treatments
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Treatments Reagent for testing Test dosage
Cl AR B 250 g+667 m?
C2 B 10 mL+667 m2
C3 W i 24 mL+667 m?
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Table 2 Analysis of variance of control effect
in green control experiment of Naranga
aenescens Moore.

Qb B %k Control effect/ %
Treatments 1 2 3 PI{H Mean
C1 100 80 86 88.67 abA
C2 100 100 100 100. 00 aA
C3 100 90 100 96. 67 aA
C4 90 60 86 78.67 bA

CK 0 0 cB

0 0
T AN R/NG F 85 R IR 25 573K 0. 01 5 0. 05 B3 KT,
T
Note: Different capital and lowercase letters indicate signifi-

cant difference at 0. 01 and 0. 05 level. The same below.
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Table 3 Variance analysis of yield in green
control experiment of Naranga aenescens Moore,

4b B 177 2 Increased yield/ %
Treatments 1 2 3 Y1 Mean
C1 3.23 5. 88 2. 86 3.99 aA
C2 0 2.94 11. 43 4.79 aA
C3 0 5. 88 5.71 3.86 aA
C4 6.45 2.94 0 3.13 aA
CK 0 0 0 0 aA
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Evaluation of Control Effect of Different Pesticides
on Naranga aenescens Moore

WEI Zhong-hua , L1 He-peng
(Suihua Branch of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences,Suihua 152052, China)

Abstract; In order to improve the control effect of Naranga aenescens Moore,and reduce pesticide ,increase in-
come,Suijing 18 was used as the experimental material,and 20 billion CFU+g"' of Beauveria bassiana (Shuigux-
in),20% Chlorantraniliprole SC(Coragen) , spinetoram + methoxyfenozide 34 % SC and sex attractant of Chilo
suppressalis were used as the experimental agents to study the control effect of different agents on Naranga
aenescens Moore. The results showed that spraying 360 mL * hm* spinetoram-+ methoxyfenozide on the leaves
at Late tillering stage in early July could effectively prevent and control the damage of Naranga aenescens
Moore,and the average yield of rice increased by 3. 86%. At the same time, it has good control effect on the
Chilo sup pressalis ,and was an ideal agent for controlling the Naranga aenescens Moore and Chilo sup pressalis
in the green rice production.

Keywords: Naranga aenescens Moore; green agriculture; reduce pesticide and increase income
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