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Abstract
of 10 insecticides on the control of S. frugiperda in maize field were compared between the high hatching stage of eggs and the low larval stage.
The results showed that the control effects of 60 g/L spinetoram SC, 10% tetrachlorantraniliprole SC and 200 g/L chlorantraniliprole SC were
97.85% , 96.99% and 90.28% , respectively, after 3 days of application. The control effect of 5% lufenuron SC and 10% cyantraniliprole SC
was 89.23% and 87.2% , respectively. At 7 days after application, the control efficacy of 200 g/L chlorantraniliprole SC and 60 g/L spineto-
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In order to screen insecticides with high efficiency and low toxicity for the control of Spodoptera frugiperda in maize field, the effects

ram SC were 93. 16% and 83.51%, respectively. The control effects of other insecticides were low.
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Table 1 10 insecticides and their test dosage
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No. Commercial insecticide Producer Dosage//m]./hm2
1 5% ALk EC VLI R TR A R A H] 450

2 4. 5% = BURE S g EC VLI RGITFITIBAR A FR A ] 405

3 10%1R R R OD P e s /N 450

4 5% E IR SC TR T A BR ST A F 562.5

5 109% VU Mk SC R A PR A F 900

6 60 &/ L LHELRHE SC Pl /] 600

7 S5%BT AR EC AL EE R A PR H 1200

8 50 1 ME Y B T A ) 180
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Table 2 Field control effect of 10 insecticides on Spodoptera litura

25 3 d 3 days after treatment ZjJ5 7 d 7 days after treatment
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NIRRT 9 (20 #%) Control effect Control effect
Insecticides Dosage : Number of - Number of o
Population base i ) of insect pop- i i of insect pop-

ive worms ulation,/% ive worms ulation /%

5% MR EC 5% flumuride EC 450 ml/hm> 53 16 79.02 cde 41 62.77 abed

4. 5% R A S A g EC 405 mL/hm? 41 22 63.61 e 54 35.72 de

4.5% beta cypermethrin EC

10% LR itk OD 450 mL/hm? 48 10 87.20 bed 2 55. 11 bede

10% fenpropamide OD

5% AU SC 5% delphamide SC 562.5 mL/hm’ 30 5 89.23 abc 42 47.45 cde

10% P45 R Bl SC 900 ml./hm? 31 1 96.99 ab 14 76. 54 abe

10% tetrachloroamide SC

60 ¢/ ZHZRHE SC 600 mL/hm? 44 1 97.85 a 15 83.51 ab

60 ¢/L ethyl spinosad SC

5% 4 2 EC 5% abamectin EC 1 200 mL/hm? 37 19 70.51 de 68 34.35 de

5% W 4i£h ME 5% methotrexate ME 180 mL/hm?> 36 20 64.23 e 43 39. 67 cde

200 /L S A HIEE SC 225 ml/hm? 35 5 90.27 abc 5 93.4 a

200 g/L chlorantraniliprole SC

15 000 1U/mg 75 25 AAF 14 400. 05 g/hm? 33 47 14.09 f 56 22.53 e

WDG 15 000 1U/mg Bacillus

thuringiensis WDG

KT (CK) CK 37 58 80

T« [RPA [R)/NE SRR AN R 2570 18] 2. 3 22 57 (P<0. 05)

Note : Different lowercases in the same column indicated significant difference between different insecticides at 0. 05 level
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