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Abstract

[ Method] The control effect of 5% chromafenozide suspension concentrate on Cnaphalocrocis medinalis was studied through field trials in nansha

(1. Agricultural Technical Service Centre of Dongchong Town, Nansha Dis-

[ Objective | The aim was to understand the control effect of 5% chromafenozide suspension concentrate on Cnaphalocrocis medinalis.

district and chaoyang district, guangdong, P. R. China, respectively, from 2013 to 2014. [ Result] 5% chromafenozide suspension concentrate
had better effect on Cnaphalocrocis medinalis. The control efficiency of 5% chromafenozide suspension concentrate was 86.46% —96.43% at the
active ingredient dosage of 70.00 g/hm” against the larve of Cnaphalocrocis medinalis in field. In nansha district, the leave protecting effects of
5% chromafenozide were 82. 12% —89.25% at the dosages of 53.75 —70.00 g/hm’ for one spraying, which at the dose of 37.50 g/hm” was less
than 80% . In chaoyang district, the leave protecting effects of 5% chromafenozide were more than 90% at the dosages of 37.50 —70.00 g/hm’
for spraying twice. [ Conclusion] The results provide theoretical basis for futher popularization and application of 5% chromafenozide suspension

concentrate.
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