wF @ ¥ 2013013):157~158

- YR -

22. 4% B R Z EE BRI

B & I,

SERBIHEZEMAR

TXE, AR E AL

QLR AR 2B Y SR SRS AR B FE BT, LT 100097)

B E. A8 aXBmMELARMART 22. 4% 8 &k LEs

8] B % o

BF A HEM EERF G @

REP 22 ANB R CBEEFH 2 000 4 ER A EAEFTHOGRER;BE

10.20.30 d 4 B % %3 34 99. 97%.100%.100% ; B 3& % B 4 T 3+ B8 25 7] 50%0 % #% & 5L b Fo

2. 5% RA ML TR,
KR MR A 2R SE SR B 5 H 8] BRR
hE 43S .S 436.611. 27 3

SE SR EF (Aphis citricola Van der Goot) J§ 233 H
IR, NG KRBT Z 006, FEEEER,
M AL G S S B S Y, 2 3R E b 7 SR
FEEFRZ —, ZH PR R R E RN,
Gt RS T , 52 0 R R AR AR B AL, 10 T
M gn, BN R Z R, B SS 5 . HHE %
B e T SR, 5 AR AR TS, TR E R G A AE
R, R BRI AL & P AE R R .
UTEBAESR , T ] B — i P k2 R R S SR o
FIBLZG AN T A , B B 20 I Bl VA SR B 220 S Rk
ERTERHEFHRE, hIEREHARE A K
BRI % USRI A A S SR B 6 U R AR
PR AT R e

2 B 2 WK 2 H Bayer A R & A 7 B R R 28 AR
3, B —Fh SRR B B A 5 8 o o B R A
BB, R EAE T . 2G5 AT DL TR A A K S5 R )
BEERHEATRU N R T A EWIAN T, E
R AE R G AEZER M RMBR) . N T X
FI XS SR BT R B TR BOR , T 10k H BT 36 3 SR 5 W A 3L

FE—EEBN R ETA956), B, A REITF AEERNFEF X
A% T4, E-mail:kangzongjiang @126, com.

E®WHE b T W R F R F A AT 5 B (QNIJ201214)
Jb R AR R F B B (Z0906050060009017)

s B #3:2013—03—07

XERFRIEAE A XE4E:1001—0009(2013)13—0157—02

255, FH 22. 4 %08 20T A8 VR 5 oF S SR B WA A T ) 24
RO, A1 24 4 B 480 L TE AR TR

1 #REFE

L1 E5ephel

HEHA AT B A 8 a A T T 1 3 (Malus micromalus
Makino) , J& F4x AL A Y, 4 BK P v 4, SE SR i R A
JEE,

RGN 22. A% 88t 2 FR B IF I GEEAE YR
CREDA R FD X 255 g 50 Y0 F = 2L CRE Ak
2 PR FD A 2. 5 Y0 IR B AL il CRIEE T Ry
2,

L2 sk

RIS TEAL B i RARBLF B b A AT, I 3 A
AbFE,22. 4 0 H8 L Z R TR 2 000 A5 H BLZG ) K =5
HXFHR, MEZ RIS T R O E PO E, FE R ERHE.
Pa b R R 7 A 4 AbRiE 1 ASBT A 4%, B4R I
AR08 T JAZ 20 cm, A2 58 B F“BAR R 1 0T
BT 2% , X VU G SE AN HEAT B BRI 5 S 55, B8 24 W &=
9 2 250 kg/hm? , 2§ J5 10.20.30 d 43547 B8 JH 2 .
HH T R 24 50 A 3 X B 80 22, e 0 IR AT 2 K
25,55 1 IKMaZ5 R 50 Yo BF - FLIl 1 000 5L 785 1 K
BRI A IS, F 50 %0 BUR B 3Ll +-2. 5 %0 IRFUAE IR 3.
1000 FEM (& Ll 1+ DFFATE 2 jizh, iK%k
SEA.

0. 1901 mg/L,then the next were tebuconazole (EC;, 1. 8723 mg/L) and carbendazim (EC;, 1. 8847 mg/L). The control

efficacies of carbendazim and diniconazole to watermelon Fusarium wilt were 72. 07% and 89. 52% in the pot experiments

in greenhouse, respectively. However,it found that diniconazole significantly inhibited the growth of watermelon seedling.

In conclusion, carbendazim was recommended to be used for controlling watermelon Fusarium wilt in commercial

fieldapplying into soil.
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Field Control Efficacy of 22. 4% Spirotetramat SC on Aphis citricola

KANG Zong-jiang, GONG Ya-jun,SHI Bao-cai
(Institute of Plant Protection and Environmental Protection,Beijing Academy of Agricultural and Forestry Sciences,Beijing 100097)

Abstract; Taking 8-year-old Malus micromalus Makino as material, 22. 4% spirotetramat SC was used to control the
Aphis citricola. The results showed that 22.4% spirotetramat SC had very good control efficacy with a number of
99.97%,100% and 100% after spraying 10,20 and 30 days, respectively, the efficacy was better that the control
pesticides of 50% dichlorvos EC and 2. 5% deltamethrin EC.
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