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The Control Effect of Three Different Pesticides with Different Application Methods on Peanut White Grub
CHEN Hao-liang, SU Wei-hua et al
Anhui 230031)

Abstract
study ,we investigated three different pesticides ( phoxim 30CS, chlorpyrifos 30CS and imidacloprid 10SC) with three different application methods

(Institute of Plant Protection and Agro-products Safety, Anhui Academy of Agricutural Sciences, Hefei,

[ Objective ] The study tried to find the suitable reagents and method for the prevention and control of white grub. [ Method ] In this
) y g p rl

(seed — dressing, root — irrigation and acupoint injection) on peanut grubs control. [ Result] The white grubs controlling effect was the best which

can reach 87.5% with chlorpyrifos 30CS by acupoint injection. Acupoint injection was the best treatment for peanut fruit protecting. The peanut
weigh of 15 holes was the highest with phoxim 30CS by root — irrigation which can reach 931.9 g. [ Conclusion ] All three pesticides could protect

peanut from white grub damage ,moreover,acupoint injection was the best treatment for white grubs controlling and fruit protecting.
Key words Pesticide ; Application method ; Peanut; White grub; Control efficiency
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