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Application of Pesticides in Typical Sugar Orange Region in Guangdong Province

REN Lu-lu,ZHANG Yan-lin, WANG Gu-ning ( Guangdong Vocational College of Environmental Protection Engineering, Foshan , Guangdong
528216)

Abstract Taking a typical sugar orange planting area in northern Guangdong as the object, through the field survey,114 valid questionnaires
were obtained. The results showed that sugar orange planting has become the main economic source of farmers in the producing areas. Pesticide is
the most widely used kind of pesticide and the main toxicity is medium and high toxicity. The application intensity was 16.52 kg/(hm’-a) aver-
agely , ranging was 1.58 —33.26 kg/(hm’-a). Although 94.1% farmers used highly safe and efficiency equipment,88.7% of which were never

or seldom trained ,leading to the incomprehension of the toxicity and toxicology of pesticides. These results were beneficial to the reduction of agri-

cultural non-point source pollution in the citrus region.
Key words Sugar orange ; Pesticide ; Food safety ; Proposal

PRI A A X R A e i gk
VEAE , B 7 250 9 DB R A B B g 1, ok 7
S FSRARTEAE LT, PR B 25 AL AR 454 FI A% (it
FHR ) O R o 243 A Al AR P T R R R
ORI RO v L R, B Ve A2 2 5 k. &
T BB R FEE /K 2R 05 S PR SR 200 3 B AR 1L X
P T 2R AL 2 s L, DR 1 380 o7 5 Ak
P ST AR B B B AG 377 X

WG A — I KR ARG E R R K2
A B — E WA 25T b b LT TSR ek
o 3 , 12K P PR X B 2 A TS L, K BRI B
WA R e DX B A IR 224, 28 30 3 S b Ve BT R A A7
FlvREL A P i A 25 B R0 28 G ARV R P i 255 6, 20T
KR A 2508 PR, R0 7K PR HE X B B8 (R P i, 5 75
SRR AT 7 DX AR T 505 Y B AR S 4
1 FERNBEHE

JEAE TAET 2015 4F 8 J IF &, LA S AL 3L A7 b 1
DX R PR AT G, X 125 P 4 P AT ] 35 8 2, 52 5 % Rl D
BEGH E7E 10 4R DL b 80458 1o 5 4 P 17 6 18 B4 37
MB35 ADAE A AT I . 2012—2014 4E FRBENCA
K R DA A 3 R R 24 B S 0 % 4 245 e P R
SV A 45 3 o R, S TE R AR, JE AT A 2K
HESSITR/A
2 HREHH
2.1 EBEXMKENRER  diE A H, 2 R L

E&UH

AR
KiSHAE 2017 -04 - 15

JTRRBERY TR L FREK AL B (KY201302006)
EEEN EEK(1983—), %, i1 bR A, TAIF, b, AFKLE

R 2R Y 96. 5% ;40 ~ 60 2 B4R L %,
K T73.7% . TEZHEREE L, /INER) b SO 5 2 51
45.6% 1 42. 1% , 75 K LL E2E LS 12.3%

£1 AEHEERER

Table 1 Basic information of the surveyed objects

EESOE S 25 Bk Hrtk
Survey objects Classification Number /4~ Percentage // %
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Fig.1 The income of the surveyed farmers during 2012 -2014
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Table 2 The intensity of pesticide application of sugar orange planting

in the surveyed region
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1 TN IR 0~11.64 5.13 40.3
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Table 3 Statistics of pesticide application patterns in sugar orange planting
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No. Survey question Problem classification Sample size // |~ Percentage // %

1 AL THmi% 4 7 5.9
F M4, e sh s Hgeat 112 94.1

2 il FHAZG i AR i P A 7 ik Ay 20 16.0
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Table 4 The realization of pesticides of the surveyed farmers in sugar orange planting
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