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Table 1 Effects of seed dressing with different chemicals and dosages on stem boring rate of

Rhinoncus sibiricus Faust

i 25 B 3%
fb 38 e JiE Stem boring rate/ % Control effect/ % #&.f:ﬁ
Treatments Concentration iz Wi AR S 14 i Wi AR S 1y Sample y:ld/
Flowering Harvest Average Flowering Harvest Average (g
AlIC1 100 1% % 0 3.33 1.67 e 100. 00 80.78 90.39 a 286. 64 a
A1C2 200 f%5 % 3.33 10. 53 6.93 cde 80.78 59. 99 70. 39 ab 266. 80 ab
A1C3 300 f5 i 3.33 10. 53 6.92 cde 80.78 59. 99 70. 39 ab 242.53 abc
A2C1 1200 5% 3.33 21.05 12.19 bed 80.78 20. 02 50. 40 be 225. 37 bed
A2C2 1600 15 W 0 5.26 2.63 de 100. 00 80. 02 90.01 a 229. 16 bed
A2C3 1800 5 0 10. 53 5.26 cde 100. 00 59.99 80. 00 ab 242. 26 abc
A3C1 200 5% 6.67 15.79 11. 23 bede 61.51 40.01 50. 76 be 221.29 bed
A3C2 300 10. 00 31.58 20.79 ab 42.30 —19.98 11.16 de 236. 93 abed
A3C3 400 1% W 10. 00 5.26 7.63 cde 42. 30 80. 02 61. 16 abc 220. 85 bed
A4Cl1 200 1 W 13.33 15.79 14.56 abe 23.08 40.01 31.54 cd 195.11 ed
A4C2 300 fi5 0 10. 53 5.26 cde 100. 00 59.99 80.00 ab 222.00 bed
A4C3 400 6.67 15.79 11. 23 bede 61.51 40.01 50. 76 be 240. 90 abed
CK1 K 17.33 26. 32 21.82 a 0 0 0e 183.96 d

T FABIRF NG - RRE 0. 05 K FERBE. TR,
Note: Different lowercase letters in the same column indicate significant difference at 0. 05 level. The same below.
2.2 AEBIHEAZ 5 B2y iE 4 32 X A E F I Wt 245 40 B (B2T 1) (¥ By 6 RCR SR 45 35 8 100 %6 11
ARMIAENRE M Bi A RIOCR 7 it Fi vy 5 A I i P 24 Ak 397 4R
FIH 3 2 300 76 AS 6] i) 18] (% I 7 A &0 TE 710 LATR I HLEAR 1R 177 25 156 265 W5t it s 1] £ S
W VHE R 10 em WP FEAT WO B iG  W, th 3% 2 ) J T B U B it ) 3 L By 9 OR B
HU A AN [R) I T) R A7 W, T A - E PR R S
F 2 ANEWIHE RS 2R ) A B XY PR A f &R i R
Table 2 Effects of different spraying drugs and spraying time on stem boring rate of

Rhinoncus sibiricus Faust

i 2% Stem boring rate/ % B %k Control effect/ %
Ak ¥ B R
Treatments 2 Wk T M k] R Sample yield/(gem?)
Flowering Harvest Average Flowering Harvest Average
BIT1 3.33 15.79 9.56 bc 75.02 50. 00 62.51 be 223.09 ab
B1T2 6.67 21.05 13. 86 ab 49. 96 33. 34 41. 65 bed 185.47 b
B1T3 16.67 10. 53 13. 60 ab —25.06 66. 66 20. 80 de 188.90 b
B2T1 0 0 0c 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00 a 263.61 a
B2T2 3.33 10. 53 6.93 bc 75.02 66. 66 70. 84 ab 230.01 ab
B2T3 6.67 10. 53 8. 60 be 49. 96 66. 66 58.31 be 234.47 ab
B3T1 3.33 10. 53 6.93 be 75.02 66. 66 70. 84 ab 224.32 ab
B3T2 6.67 10. 53 8. 60 be 49.96 66. 66 58.31 be 229.00 ab
B3T3 3.33 21.05 12.19 ab 75.02 33. 34 54.18 be 208. 74 ab
CK2 13. 33 31.58 22.46 a 0 0 0e 183.96 b
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Table 3 Effects of seed dressing and spraying on stem boring rate of Rhinoncus sibiricus Faust

b if 2558 Stem boring rate/ % Bii %k Control effect/ % Ke
T e wCE ¥ i e b Sample
Flowering Harvest Average Flowering Harvest Average yield/(g-m™*)
A1B1 3.33 10. 53 6.93 cdefl 83.35 62.49 72.92 bed 240. 86 ab
A1B2 0 5.26 2.63 def 100. 00 81. 26 90. 63 abc 236.55 abce
A1B3 3.33 10. 53 6.93 cdef 83. 35 62.49 72.92 bed 254.71 a
A2B1 3.33 10.53 6.93 cdef 83.35 62.49 72.92 bed 226. 20 abc
A2B2 0 3.33 1. 67 ef 100. 00 83.35 91. 68 ab 260. 65 a
A2B3 6.67 10. 53 8. 60 cdef 66. 65 62.49 64.57 cde 202.03 cd
A3BI 6.67 15.79 11. 23 bed 66. 65 43.75 55. 20 de 235. 46 abce
A3B2 6.67 0 3. 33 def 66. 65 100. 00 83.33 abc 227.19 abc
A3B3 3.33 10.53 6.93 cdef 83.35 62.49 72.92 bed 229.02 abc
A4BI 6.67 21.05 13. 86 be 66. 65 25.01 45.83 ef 237.91 abce
A4B2 3.33 10. 53 6.93 cdef 83. 35 62.49 72.92 bed 206. 65 bed
A4B3 3.33 21.05 12.19 be 83.35 25.01 54.18 de 240. 15 ab
CK3 20. 00 28.07 24,04 a 0 0 0g 183.96 d
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Study on the Characteristics of Plant Community
in Huqiu Wetland Park

SHEN Nian-hua, YANG Chen,SHEN Yue

(Suzhou Tourism and Financelnstitute, Suzhou 215104 ,China)

Abstract: In order to promote the protection and sustainable utilization of plant resources, the plant species and
plant communities in Huqiu Wetland Park were analyzed. The results showed that there were 108 species of
vascular plants belonging to 96 genera and 59 families in Huqiu Wetland Park. Among them,1 family,1 genus
and 1 species of pteridophytes and 107 species of seed plants belonging to 95 genera and 58 families were ferns.
Dicotyledons in angiosperms constituted the main body of plant community. The terrestrial plant community
can be divided into tree layer,shrub layer and herb layer. Cinnamomum camphora is an excellent greening tree
species, which has become the building species of the plant community,and its regeneration seedlings are also
found under the forest. There were less aquatic plant communities, mainly including Phragmites australis ,
Eichhornia crassipes, Sophorae apple, Phyllostachys heterophylla and Alternanthera philoxeroides, among
which Eichhornia crassipes and Alternanthera philoxeroides are invasive species and should be maintained reg-
ularly.

Keywords: plant species; plant community; important value; wetland park
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Screening and Field Application of Pesticides for Controlling
Rhinoncus sibiricus Faust in Buckwheat Field

WANG Xin-xin, LU Geng-xin, TANG Chao, LI Bing-hai
(Chifeng Academy of Agriculture and Animal Husbandry,Chifeng 024005, China)

Abstract; In order to screen out the insecticides with good control effect on Rhinoncus sibiricus Faust in buck-
wheat field.seven different pesticides were screened from the aspects of insecticide type.concentration,medica-
tion time and pesticide combination,and the control measures were summarized according to the control effect.
The results showed that 70 % thiamethoxam seed treatment dispersant could be directly used to control the dis-
ease. When serious damage occurred 4-5 days after sowing to the time when Rhinoncus sibiricus Faust was
damaged, 8% acetamiprid EC could be sprayed evenly on the ground with 450-600 mL+hm?® water and 450-
675 kgehm™ ,or treated with 60% imidacloprid seed before sowing. The results showed that the control effect
could reach more than 90% when the seeds were treated with 600 times of liquid,and then the seedlings and
ground were evenly sprayed with the mixture of 450-600 mL+«hm? of buprofezin EC and 450-675 kge+hm?®
of water.

Keywords: Siberian tortoise weevil; buckwheat; pesticide screening; control effect
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