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Analysis of the Occurrence Characteristics and Causes of Rice Pests in Yongzhou City
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Abstract
control of rice pests. [ Method | Dynamic status of rice planthopper, rice leaf folder and rice stem borer in Yongzhou Area in recent three years

[ Objective | To grasp the occurrence situation of common rice pests in Yongzhou City, and to provide references for the further

was summarized. Their occurrence characteristics and causations were analyzed. [ Result] Rice planthopper, rice leaf folder and rice stem
borer occurred slightly frequent in general in 2012-2014, but the degree reduced compared with that before 2010. Control measures were put
forward for the control of rice pests. [ Conclusion] This research provides references for the forecasting of rice pests in Yongzhou City in future
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and offered guidance for preventing rice pests.
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Fig.1 The number of rice planthopper larvae at different times in Yongzhou
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Table 1 The damaged field area by rice planthopper in recent three

years in Yongzhou
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Fig.2 The damaged grain by rice planthopper in recent three

years in Yongzhou
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Table 2 The damaged field area by rice leaf folder in recent three

years in Yongzhou
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Fig.3 The damaged grain by rice leaf folder in recent three

years in Yongzhou
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Table 3 The damaged field area by rice stem borer in recent three

years in Yongzhou

A KA B v T AR PR TR
Yes Occurrence area Control area Disaster area
o TIAR UALUS 7 i’
2012 29.728 35.530 0.047 9
2013 26.728 33.600 0.007 0
2014 25.990 32.960 0.0112

WP ISR Average rate of plant with dead sheath

B AP kA% Average insect injury rate of the second generation
ZARPIAEBE Average dead sheath rate of the third generation

O v Py k455 Average insect injury rate of the fourth generation
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Fig.4 Comparison of damage degrees of rice stem borer in recent four years in Yongzhou
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Fig.5 The damaged grain by rice stem borer in recent three

years in Yongzhou
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