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Effects of Different Pesticides on Control Effect and Yield of Grubs in Peanut Field
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Abstract

periment method was used to determine the effect of 6 kinds of seed dressing agents on the emergence rate of peanut and the control effect on

(The Agriculture and Rural Affairs Bureau of Tongshan District, Xuzhou,
In order to study the preventive effect of seed dressing on field grub and effectively control the harm of peanut grubs, the field ex-

field grubs, so as to screen the safe, reliable and efficient seed dressing agents. The results showed that all the six pesticides were safe to crops
and had control effects on grubs, with the control effects ranging from 46. 30% to 74. 07%. Among them, 25% thiamethoxilomedil nitrile had

the best control effect and the highest increase rate.
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Treatment Pesticide Seedling emergence
rate//%

@ 25%M9E 1 IS T IR 4 17 v 95.32 a

@ 4891 Hh eI PR R A 93.67 a

® 600 g/ L. i B Ah A< 51 90.85 b

@ 18%FUG - F3ACILEL IR FNACH] 93.51 a

® 30% R R 89.24 b

® 350 15 L WS T AL B AL P51 92.18 ab

@ d=RopiE 91.50 ab

1 IR NG FREFRIRAS R AL BEE]7E 0. 05 7K 22 57 i %
Note ; Different lowercase letters in the same column indicated significant

difference at 0. 05 level
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Table 2 Control effects of different pesticide treatments on grubs in peanut field
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@ 25% V3E M I TR A H A L B TR 5 3.50 ¢ 0.44 82.62 74.07
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® 30% E R B % B 775 7.25b 1.01 60. 02 46.30

© 35% g H R R Kb B R TR 7 7.00 b 0.79 68.75 66. 67

@ 25 P IR 13.50 a 2.53 — —

T [JFUA NG T RER R R R AL BRI 7E 0. 05 /K22 57 35

Note ; Different lowercase letters in the same column indicated significant difference at 0. 05 level
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Table 3 Effect of different pesticide treatments on peanut yield
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