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The Control Effect of Different Insecticides to Glossy Privet Ceroplastes japonicus

ZHAO Cheng-zhi',CAO Zhi-qun® (1. Shanghai Haifeng Rice Co. Ltd. , Dafeng, Jiangsu 224153 ;2. Shanghai Haifeng Modern Agricul-
tural Co. Ltd. ,Dafeng, Jiangsu 224153)

Abstract [ Objective] The aim was to screen out the optimal insecticide to control glossy privet Ceroplastes japonicus. [ Method] By using
plot experiment, effects of nine kinds of insecticide on controlling Ceroplastes japonicus and glossy privet growth were studied. [ Result] 20%
Confidor 2 000 times dilution, 25% Pymetrozine 1 000 times dilution, 25% Jiesijing 500 times dilution had best control effect on Ceroplastes
Japonicus in Haifeng farm, the control effect was above 85% , the optimal control period was in egg incubation period. [ Conclusion] The re-

sults can provide theoretical basis for effective control of glossy privet Ceroplastes japonicus.
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Table 1 Control effect of different insecticides to Ceroplastes japonicus

24)5 3 d 3 d after administration

2457 d 7 d after administration

24J5 10 d 10 d after administration

Trament SRt Bk St i SR ik
Residual amount // 3k Control efficiency /% Residual amount//3k Control efficiency//% Residual amount//3  Control efficiency // %

T, 8.74 67.37b 8.18 75.61 b 16.86 53.95 a
T, 7.38 72.44 be 7.15 78.68 b 11.97 67.32 b
T, 11.03 58.83 a 9.61 71.34 ab 8.20 77.62 ¢
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Ty 8.62 67.58 b 9.57 71.47 a 9.00 75.41 be
T, 11.27 57.93 a 11.44 65.87 a 10.71 70.76 a
T, 26.78 33.53 36.62

TE : RIS G ARG TR AR AR BRI 0. 05 K225+ B2

Note : Date followed by different lowercases in the same column stand for significant difference at 0.05 level among treatments.

2.2.2 ZyJ5 7 d BRIARCR . AR 250 H A i 0 B G
SOREE 3 d BRIASUR A e, 6 e ot AR K AR bR I
o BRIARORAE 80% L) 1 AR FEA 3 A, 43 Bl Ab B T |
T, FIT, , Ho T, BB VAR A 87.98% , HAALBE T, BIA%L
A T0% LLT B BdE o4, & A B [ fE A B 3 22 5
AN T, (T, T, 225 A2 A8 T, FILbBE T, 5 A b3
Z 255 K RAZ )G T d, 2 Fh 25500 1 B 1R AR AT
A B Rl R — 2 B IR 2 B TR SR PR AL 2R T,
A EBLE T0% L I

2.2.3 )5 10 d PiiascR. 25)5 10 d 4525500 B B 1A AR
5255 7 d WIBTASCRM AL FE T, (T, T, HBLF [, 4
T T, BB ARCRA IR TG E 7E 85% LA L, HAh 4% 25 51 B i4
SRR A SRR | SRR [ A B2 (6] ph 8 FH 25500 A0 7 R A
TR, RO AR 25 5 il BE /T, 45 A B2 [0 25 AT
TEfE B2 5, RhFR T T, T, T, (T Ty Jir FH 8 25 550 LAY

FH 245300 14 77 36 2 T Wik 7ty ) s PRy TR 1 it ) 245 790 3 300 o o
Rtk
2.3 FEGHX Lo ERKEFN @i 2y)s F S 2550006
LOUER IS AP T, L AR R, £ BRI
TZ5I5 S d CL A A e, 55 10 REEAIR AL , FoAl 25 25700 %
LVUERIEARTCREN
3 HFit5itig

A RFRM], A7 i o b v 0 b A A
AR Z IBAFAE 2257, TSR DR PR 26 AR A B ) H A f
WY A KR B AR, I LA BB AR TR A AN T

IR T B AT A T R, DA AR AURYE B A fa b
SGYERAT A LA DL S A T A DI g e R BBCA K I DI

ANTRI 2457006 F At 5 g ) BT 16 CRAT A 22 5, 20% A
Z 2 000 ¥ BEWE 25 % MLISF i 1 000 AP B WL .25 % WAL
500 5 F BEBO0T L9 A4 37 H A f B ) B3 6 ROCR e
B RCRAE 85% LI Lo HABZG IR H A i A —E 1)
BRI, (AR Bl A ORAT AR B, 7 1981 A 0 > i
T AR R R A R OU T TSR ME L P i A 3

20 H A S B DA SOR B AR AR 28 5 (HANTR]
AR LG5I PR RO B 285 . i AR A TS PR
(1 2455 % A o S g ) SR 5 P ol T PR 5 P P 5 1
2155700 I RO DL R, X A e 5 g 4 4 o s )
H ARSI 1 BRI IS, ZE B i o e L ikt 2 FhE YA 24
FNR AT, BE A PR o (8] H A 55 i, SCREAE K 25500 % H
A FE I Y ) 2 I, A S8 v 240 A 1 R, SCRE(R 4P
LU IE R K SR s SRR . T A
B, 2550 TR B X A 5 g ) 77 4 B A 7 7 U A A o
THE.

H A e I R 73 L 2R PR S Bl AR B )y
1A AR TR B BRAT HUBO AT H i (AR B 5 3% 1 I A A
A D DB R DB 2 AF U R

H At bl b TAERL)S 1 d TH IR i 22,7 ~ 10 d JF
RIS 5 IR AR B TSI B B AT TR AT LA
JETE BTG T HUAE B AR, LA e 24 WA 26 TR RS i
P, e 2l il T AR IS

(F4:% 103 1)



44 % 30

B BF T AZEHRMS G RAPD 47 103

GEk7/ P E e L AR SR e R il ST N SN R S
A, RO ER 1 28 48 i A 28 52 Mok, JROM SR 2 260 24
BEHEAE 0. 133 7 ~0. 159 0 f, A RHEY Al 700 9 26,56
12N EM(A) 25 2 203l (B) , 25 3 ZE 085 BHICAZ MEAH
(G) 55 4 ZENFrB(H) 5 5 JEON LA KB4 (E) VR0 1Y
S (D) 50 6 N HTERERN (1) TR (L), 55 7 38
AEE(D) 5 8 BRI (1) FIA(K) 55 9 N A4h (C) .
AT AR IR (K3 DU S A ARG 5 R S R A 3 e B
BINNANREIX 7, BB R 500 R BT, T -5 HoAt 25 A AR )
PRERARBOE . o 5 8 IR RE LS HERA MPURG S
FHT BRI RIAE 0.061 5 B, A RER LK /3T

|

45 Materials No.
e e lepfant o ST col o o s [T

I

[N}
= = R T I W G D
e I VE RN = NS )

h o o W\ oo

FEAERE S Genetic distance

S T0€70
0 THr 0
€ €780

B3 ZBEREMREDN

Fig.3  Cluster analysis of Rutacea materials
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