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BE ARG ERAEETT T, AN ERD 6FAFAF AN LN ZEFTAN ., BE @R RRB, 0H kR AK
FE BA BAFABKAGLHR, SR AW 200 g LA kK VB A A 2T BB e TR k0B R
REAF. BB 1~T7 d, FH AL 88.20% ~93. 718%; k2 25%EkaKko#ban, FHH AL
83.50%~88.46% ;4. 5% H A AR H AL b 100wk Kok TR Mo 7 T3 B2 A 72.46%~78.95% ;1. 8%
BT 4 8 % 5Lk .32 000 IU mg ' &2 B TEEHH (B RBERE T T RKEERAL, FH BT 20%,

KGRI A F T T 5 A R AR R 5w A B A

WBEsE M B Monolepta hieroglyphica (Mots
chulsky) J& #5 # H (Coleoptera), M i B} (Chrys
omelidae) , & M B IV B} (Galerucinae) , ¥ FR 3 I
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Dy B D T A G S R R L ™ B e K Y
AR Sk BB R A HOR G BB A i
B B IR SR - 2019 4R 7R BB VT 55 5T VA R
WE PR EEX A AR 2 1 oK B E By 6 Fh
IR BE A SRR 8 R R R 7 R A
JHR Sy R G e R /N DGR O LR
A 1 R R RO 1 B 3R 24 500, S A R TR AL
B v R AR
1 MRSk
L1 50t R

T M T R e VA 5 S R KT LR B IX
R ERAN IR E R 4, R
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Ay SRR 19, % IE it R oK &2 IR I (N14-P22-
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YFD0300504-04) ,
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2O D5 VAE R R BFSY . E-mail: zxm0452@126. com,
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K14)450 kgehm?,5 4 7 H E k&M .5 A 23 H
T . B TR O K B R e AR AR
T 6 300 18] A Tl FH] 0F A 12X 6 A7 52 w4 A AR K Ak
H5,

1.2 ##

IR 27 200 g« L G R HY It i B 7 51 B
LA IE KA W AR A A BR S | A 5 25 06 WE LR K
I3 WORLA  Ji - Se B IR AE W PR3P AT FRA W A 77 5 4.
5 0 e U R AE TR FL I SR A W A A BR A W AR
75 10 20 Nk o kom0 L Ll AR A A R
HIAE 75 18 Vo Bl A 1 2 FL o U e R AL A R
P T A 332 000 TU » mg! I3 25 4 FF 3 AT A
R BO S BB A PR B A BR 2 7 A7
1.3 FHik
L3, 1 Xt 6 Ffoak HR e LR i O ik
THAR BRI g 3 7 M CGR D

F 1 Bhi6 B E M B A B2 0 18 i 00 4b 38
Table 1
against Monolepta hieroglyphica adult

Treatments of pesticides screening test

pis:! 5 2 5 it 70 1
Treatments Pesticides Dosage

1 200 ge LT GE MU e e B0 150 mLe hm®

2 25 /6 W 1 R 7K 43 HORL ) 300 g+ hm*

3 4500 R AE R FL I 600 mL+ hm

4 10 %% i st ok 7] 34 3 551 300 g+ hm?

5 1. 8 4 by 24k T 25 3L 3ih 600 mLe+ hm™®

6 32000 IU-mg ' 55 = & b 1500 g+ hm

AR ) (BO

7 T K X IR (CKD -

IR O DR /N KB AL X RS . 3
Wi 7 AR 3 R E R L IR 21 A /BIX
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BN 130 m? (10 282X 20 m K X 0. 65 m
&)

TE AT 2 - HY R e 35 % 0 L 4 45 4k 3 i 24
g, 25 5] 55 WY O 600 Lehm™,
2 2R BT hn 3 A e RA A BR 2 W AR 7 B R R
HD400 75 £ 20§ 25 4 i, Jad JE 5 Sk, E 245 B >R ]
TR FR R RIS B i — P R R S R
K IE H )45 2
1.3.2 AERB Auk HEWHHE ARG
1.3.7 d WL 2GR XHE A L2573 il % 25 H 1Y
KAVFIAR B, T i B 25 5 Ay Gy il sk 2 F A
.=+ .+ttt -+ ++ERR, —H
THEAEMERKIER: - hRELFE YRR
BRI E R IEE AR+ P E
WG ENIRE A i+ O E A
VEW) 253 ™5 L 52 1 5 AR A, X ™ R T B s
R BRI+ e E A E, EE N
TEY A P M ik Y, RS R OK
WSO T 55 A5 i 6 Ak B A I R R, B
T — B, IFxF 2% Ab B IXCHE A7 7 a0 O B
FEE

B v AR I A it 24 A SR A e R OK
AR b BUSRE 72 I T e R 0, /)N X2 o Sk 321
ZE5E 3 DA R B A 20 BRL BN IXOE A
60 Fk. mT % AR BR . A2 B I 4 TRE H B A AR
b R UE TR A g SRR MERG L A A R 5 MR IR A

®2 BANBEMBRRZER

TREMY, WE2h)E 1.3.7 d A ERERE. 5
TH A B HL R L TR AL IE B RL

Bii iR R (V) =

@7ﬁ%§%ﬁﬂﬁxﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬂﬁ)

Ab 38 X2 f B < Ak 3R X 24 i e AR

1.3.3 ##EHH  WEEHE R H DPS 41t 55t
AFETT 22 5 W2 M, 2 & L, Duncan
SWmED.
2 RS nh
2.1 =&

200 g+ L G5 H 2R ik e 2 77 7 150 mLehm” |
25 Yo WE HUE K A3 HORE 7] 300 g+hm™ (4. 520 = 25
F AR FL I 600 mL e hm™ 10 %6 nfk A ok A] 15 1 Ay
71 300 gehm® 1. 8% Fr 4 1% 2% Ll 600 mL+hm* |
32 000 TU * mg" 75 == 4 ¥F B n] 32 P k3 7] (Bo)
1 500 g=hm™* %25 77 &b # i 25 J5 . X B ok AE K
To25E KM 45 25 AL B K B A — B0, L ek
ARGF 5 B KR WORFTI 7™, 2% 245 577) b 3 35 7 15 43 i)
8 057.5.8 031. 8.8 018. 5.8 034. 3.7 827. 6.
7 845.2 kgehm? , B =K 3 5K 6. 8% .6. 5%
6.3%.6.5%.3.7%.4.0%;200 g« L' & H %
o Jiie 2 77 500 L 25 06 WE MR K 43 HICKE ) (4. 5 06 i Ak
SUUAE TR L L 10 26 nit ok R VR A ) 4 24 5
AbBR B R 22 RN B L 5 1. 806 BT 4k B 2 FL
32 000 TU-mg" #i = 4 T 18 7] 92 P 45 7] (Bo) b 2
=g 2EREEGE D,
FIARKELEERTFERNE

Table 2 Safety and yield survey of pesticides screening test against Monolepta hieroglyphica adult

N 25 EITAN AL/ CH-H) 7E By
R i AL B o _ . )
Evaluation of Maturity/ Yield/ Increase
No. Treatments o )
phytotoxicity (Month-day) (kgehm?) rate/ %
1 200 go L 40 HU3E Bk e 272 %) 150 mLehm - 09-25 8057.5 a 6.8
2 25 % 18E 1 7K 430k K 300 gehm? - 09-25 8031.8 a 6.5
3 4.5 % Ea A S 3 g FL N 600 mLehm? - 09-25 8018.5 a 6.3
4 10 Yo it Ha wbk 7] 324 43 5] 300 g+ hm? - 09-25 8034.3 a 6.5
5 1. 8 %6 bl 4 1 % FLih 600 mLe+hm™ - 09-25 7827.6 b 3.7
6 32000 TU-mg ' 75 = & T B AT W 43 71 1500 g=hm® - 09-25 7845.2 b 4.0
7 7K X B (CK) - 09-25 7545.0 ¢ -

TE R EE N 3 WP A FRNG TR KR b R 22 5 12 3 (Duncan B & 227k . P<<0. 05) . F .,

Note: The data in table is the average of three times reapeated survey,different lowercase letters indicate significant differences be-

tween treatments (P<Z0. 05) ,the same below.

2.2 BB R
a3, iizh)5 1 d,200 g- LG K H

Pk iz 2 7 57 150 mle hm® | 25 %6 ME Ht 158 7K 43 550k 71
300 gehm”® 4. 5% m A T4 ER FL ik 600 mlehm?” |

33



HHRY

Z &

R % A %

3

10 2% itk B b v ¥R B 1 300 gehm™ (1. 8 U6 Bl £ B
ZZL 600 mL-hm?.32 000 IUmg "' # = 4 FF &
ALREPE RS R (B 1 500 g« hm™ b 36 X & it
(5 29 B 36 3% S 4 3k 88. 20% . 83. 50% .
72.46% . 75.80% . 18. 09%. 12. 68%, H
200 gL "G 2R Y [ g Ak 17 706 BB & i R i
S5 B 3 05 SR i o HLUK O 25 06 E H I K 43 HOKE
B KT 80% . 3 22 5 1 35 HL 5 HoAth4 Fip
2l 7 A B S B Bl R 25 S 4 B 5 4L 5 0 R AU
2 T L HT L 10 /0 nik R mbk m] 3 g 70 ket B s 1
FES B G R R TF 70%, —H LR KRR ZE,;
1. 8% B4t 1 Z FLih .32 000 TU«mg ' 75 = 4 4T B
A A 3R (B X XUBE 2 0 F 3R AR JE R, F ¥4 B
BN 20%

T2 )5 3 d, 5 Y 6 Fifr 24 7] b B XUBE 3 i
IR 7 2 1 3 203 4 il ok 930 0494, 86. 67 %,
76.57%.78.95% .15. 64 % ,13. 92% , H:¥p 200 g+ L'
SRR VG g 7 R X UBRE i I P A S 2 B A AL
R T 90% , LWk 2 25 %0 e a8 K 4> Bk R, —
H2ES W H S H A 4 Fh 250 4b B F 2 B a2
SRR 45 00 v R S EUAE TR 2L L 10 06 ik b ok

AR A ) R X 5 ) P B B I ROR R T
5%, B ERN W 1. 8% B 4k B K ALl .
32 000 TU<mg" 75 2= 4 AT T v 18 M 4 77 (Bt ) X 3L
BE Az v B AR TER L BRI 2026 (6 3D

fa 2y e 7 d,iCE Y 6 F 2 5 b B XU B
) 7 2 7 3R 03 4 i) Sk 93, 7894, 88. 464,
73.38%.78. 52%. 12. 52% . 10. 73%, H .,
200 g LG o PR R iz A8k 7 3R % LB 3 i TR Y
SRR B AE AR T 90 %0, k2 25 0 B
BRI A BORL R B K F 8506, —H £ R
0 HO5 A 4 2l ) b B 7 B B sk 2E R 3
A5 00 = BTSSR FL A L 10 Yo mik Hy wbkon] 3
o 3R B i v B S B B IR O R T 70%, =
HESFRE; L 8 M 4 K FLih. 32 000 TU -
mg ' 9z A AT B AT R R (Bt ) X BB L i
FEARTCR BN T 152% (% 3).

G IR BRSO R B R e A
RO AR 2,200 o LG8 UK gk i A2 7 500 O
B v BURE % - R 108 24 R0 L B RCAT L RE MR, OF
HFpsOK .

x3 BHEWNBMEMNBKRAFGFEREFIHARE
Table 3 Control effect survey of pesticides screening test against Monolepta hieroglyphica adult
) MiZijE 1 d M5 3 d MiZhjE 7 d
T2 1 d after spraying 3 days after spraying 7 days after spraying
SEH
1= T m; ) [ SO oy S
FE At Base e RREC o R -
No. Treatments bef Number of Number of Number of
elore Control Control Control
abplication remnant remnant ) remnant

pp ) effect/ % ) effect/ % ) effect/ %

msects msects insects
1 200 ge L V40 F BE = 77 %) 150 mLehm?  85.67 10. 33 88.20 a 6.33 93.04 a 6.00 93.78 a
2 25 Y4 g B R K 23 Bk 300 g+ hm? 87.00 14. 67 83.50 b 12.33 86.67 b 11.33 88.46 b
3 4.5V A A AR FL M 600 mL«hm™® 83.33 23.33 72.46 ¢ 20. 67 76.57 ¢ 25. 00 73.38 d
4 10 %4 itk s wbk AT 38 1 45 51 300 g+ hm? 88. 00 21.67 75.80 ¢ 19. 67 78.95 ¢ 21.33 78.52 ¢
5 1. 8% Bl 4 1 2 7.3 600 mL+hm? 86. 33 72.00 18.09 d 77.33 15.64 d 85. 33 12.52 ¢
6 32000 TU~mg ! # 2z 4 FT 1 1] 16 14 81.67 72.67 12.68 e 74. 67 13.92 d 82.33 10.73 ¢

¥y 1500 gehm™
7 I 7K X B (CKO 87.33 89. 00 92. 67 98.33

3 HikHitie

M ]3R5 25 5 0T DL 200 g LA HUR
FEY Mgk iz Ak 77 790 X XA 2 - PP EL 6% B 9 AR e
Ui 255 1~ 7 d, P ¥ B 8AE 88, 2000 ~
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93.78% ,IF H % 4 A . MR M aF FR R K.
FH [] 197 ] 200 g« L 4 Hu 2 Y I Mg % 72 5+ ol 57 i
150~225 mLehm™ ., 7 SUBE# - FE A oR & 4 ol 3
WIS G MR A E RO ZY 1~2 )k, [H bR
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TSR] 5 St A I8 i 245 700 B S AN G — O R R

25 /0 W 1158 7K 43 TBORE 77 Xk XUBE 5 i FE g e £y
Bive S R b 2 s 1~ 7 d, ¥ By &k A
83.50%6~88. 46 0% , W AK T 2= AR 55 E MR AE HI
(0 T 6 45 5 5 1. 8 D B 2 T 2% L 9ok X XCBRE 2 o Y g
HEEAR TR, 5 Fomt W R 8 g5 R M2 R
AU 0 B R OR — B0 A R —
XUIRE 2 P ol H o 55 I )4, O H A RESEME LI
L PR I R RIS SR LR R E A
JiL 2 PRUEBT IR AR . Ak W A2 A SR B IR
USRE i I FT ol E P 2 2% JE O RSO M R s . Bl
B AT RREE AR R R SO AR 7 i AR S B
358 0 v BE AL AR W R U B RO T AR F
Foft 50 4, A B 2 RUAE 5 - R 4y e S 0T 50 AR AR A
S XK
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Field Control Effect Determimation on Six Pesticides

Against Monolepta hieroglyphica Adult

ZHAO Xiu-mei, WANG Li-da, ZHENG Xu, WANG Lian-xia, LIU Yang, LI Qing-chao,

WU Lin-lin

(Qiqgihar Branch of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Qigihar 161006 ,China)

Abstract: In order to prevent and control Monolepta hieroglyphica adult, we selected 6 common single agent

pesticides in cornfield, were set regular dose, by the field experiment, screened out low-toxic, safe, efficient and

long-lasting pesticides. The results showed that 200 g+L."! Chlorantraniliprole SC had the best control effect on

Monolepta hieroglyphica adult,on 1-7 days after spraying, the control effect was 88. 20%-93. 78 % , followed

by Thiamethoxam WG, the average control effect was 83. 50%-88. 46 % , The average control effect of Beta-
cypermethrin EC and Imidacloprid WP was 72. 46 %5-78. 95% ,1. 8% Abamectin EC and 32 000 IU*mg" Bacil-

lus thuringiensis WP had no effect on Monolepta hieroglyphica adult, the average control effect was less

than 20%.

Keywords : Monole pta hieroglyphica ; adult; pesticides; field efficacy
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