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Abstract

damge of aphid on honeysuckle and sift the high efficiency pesticides. Results showed that the control effect of avermectin was lower than other

The control effect of two biopesticides and four chemical pesticids on aphid was tested in the field of honeysuckle to control the

pesticides significantly. The control effect between vera with other four chemical pestsides was no difference ,but was lower than chemical pesti-
cides. The control effect of omethoate was fastest and highest and the time of duration was longer. The control effect of acetaniprid and
bifenthrin were highest at seven days after spraying pesticides, subsequently began to decline. In plot of spraying imidocloprid and bifenthrin,
the content of chlorogenic acid were lower than other treatment plots. Omethoate might be as the recommend pestisides to control aphid of hon-
eysuckle based on its control effect and impact on medicine quality. But,we need to cimbine other agricultural practice to scientific and reason-

able applying omethoatebased on its higher toxicity.
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Table 1 Control effects of different pesticide varieties on honeysuckle aphids
Zhjg2d 2y 4d Zifa7d 2513 d
IE 24 i 2 d after spraying 4 d after spraying 7 d after spraying 13 d after spraying
s LNE. 814 . .. . . S . S ..
R kg AL WK REPK M BERPK AU RRERK IO BRI
No. Pesticide bef . Number of Correction Number of Correction Number of Correction Number of  Correction
efore spraying . A A A
N live insects control live insects control live insects control live insects control
Sk effect//% sk effect//% 3k effect//% 3k effect//%
1 AT & T 2% 148. 62 309. 66 9.42 b 419. 40 -2.98 b 473.26 -3.06 ¢ 472.73 -116.55 b
2 E-aysa 153.24 168.79 66.22 a 243.93 64.93 a 272. 80 63.96 b 310.43 45.02 a
3 AN 147.82 105. 74 76.07 a 71.42 85.24 a 49.74 89.47 ab 28.96 92.30 a
4 I H1 Pk 85.90 37.02 73.02 a 21.32 86.20 a 16.41 87.25 ab 25.52 63.03 a
5 BRI A i 173.13 107. 30 71.17 a 120. 65 74.74 a 112.33 80.37 ab 174.04 60. 50 a
6 EIR R 110.28 14.23 93.56 a 2.08 99.33 a 2.46 99.11 a 8.46 98.19 a
7 CK 150. 42 319.77 — 449. 89 — 504. 25 — 433.85 —

T : RPN TR R R R AR 25 [0] 22 5 3% (P<0. 05)

Note ; Different lowercase letters in the same column mean significant differences between different pesticides( P<0. 05)
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AR RVINE FREFRIR AN R A 2] 25 5 1 3 (P<0. 05)

Note : Different lowercase letters mean significant differences between
different pesticides( P<0. 05)
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Fig.1 Effects of different pesticide varieties on the content of

chlorogenic acid in honeysuckle
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Table 1 Density of emerging Phelipanche aegyptiaca Pers. in trap dem-

onstration plot

25 _ _ _ B 4y 06-15—
Group 03-20 06-15 06-30 07-15 07-30 07-30
Ab P Treatment 31.2a 0.8 b 1.3 a 1.2b 1.5b 4.8b
CK 29.7 a I.1a I.5a 2.5a 2.8 a 7.9 a

TE : [AFAN AN SRR AN [RI Ak B ) 22 5 i 35 (P<0. 05)
Note: Different lowercase letters in the same column indicate significant
differences between different treatments at 0. 05 level
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Table 2 Tomato leaf disease index and yield per plant in trapping

demonstration plot and control plot

RIETEEY Leaf disease index 08-05
2151 BAR T
Group 07-10 07-20 07-30 Yield per
plant//kg

AP Treatment 3.3a 9.9b 19.1b 4.06 a

CK 2.9a 16.7 a 29.4 a 2.52b

TE : [AFANF]/ING - REFR R AN [RI Ak 2] 22 5 i 3 (P<0. 05)
Note ; Different lowercase letters in the same column indicate significant
differences between different treatments at 0. 05 level
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