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A Study on Chemical Control Test of Agrilus zanthoxylurni Hou and Feng
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Abstract : Different pesticides were used to control Agrilus zanthoxylumi Hou & Feng by trunk painting.
The results showed that 89. 58% control effect could be achieved with 35% endosulfan EC exhibited slight
phytotoxicity; 40% omethoate EC behaved longer residual duration;insecticide resistance of 2. 5% cy-

halothrin EC was reported,and 48% chlorpyrifos EC diluted by 10 times was recommended therefore,
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Table 1 Statistics of using different medicaments to control A, zanthozylumi

‘ %5 4d #iE8d #)5 124d
Fig ] 2T .
e i eyt R KERH Eal WiER  BRERM BE% HIER  HERH
/3% /% /% /% /% /% 13 % /%

i 9.50 5.0 47,37 47.37 4,00 67. 35 67.35 1.25 9. 58 9. 58
2 9.25 5.00 45. 95 45.95 375 8. 09 68.09 1.75 86. 00 86. 00ab
3 10.35 6, 30 36,59 36.59 3.25 63. 89 63. 89 3.00 77. 36 77. 36de
4 13.75 10. 75 21.82 21.82 8.50 38.18 8. 18 7.50 46. 43 46. 43f
5 11. 00 6.75 38. 64 38. 64 2,00 80. 95 80. 95 1.50 88. 00 82. 00a
6 13.75 8. 25 40. 00 40, 00 2.25 0. 00 80. 00 1.75 85. 11 85. Llabe
7 8.00 5. 50 31.25 31.25 2,75 72.50 72.50 2.25 80.43  80.43cde
8 17.25 14. 00 18.84 18.84 7.75 43. 64 43.64 8.25 48, 44 48, 44f
9 9,25 5.75 37.84 37.84 3,50 65. 85 65. 85 2,50 0. 39 0. 39cde
10 7.50 4.25 43,33 43.33 400 60. 98 60, 98 2,00 882 81.82hcd
11 9.50 6.75 28. 95 28. 95 3.50 57,58 57.58 3.2 75. 47 75. 47e
12 11. 50 9.50 17. 39 17.39 8. 00 34. 69 34, 69 7.25 45.28 45. 28f
13 13.75 8.75 36. 36 36, 36 5.25 53. 33 53.33 2.75 79. 25 79, 25de
14 18. 50 14.00 24.32 24.32 9. 00 34,55 34. 55 2.00 78.18 78. 18de
15 22. 00 18.50 15.91 15.91 7.25 54. 69 54, 69 2.50 80.39  “80.3%de
16 21,00 19.00 9.52 9,52 10.75 32,81 32.81 8.25 48. 44 48, 441
17 10. 5¢ 10. 50 0 0 8.25 ] 0 9.00 o Og

B 1 ZE 4 W9, ZETHE 10 158, 48% K lf
AR 35 TR ERHET 2. 5% KA 10%
HHR . FERRR 25 550, RIRE 4896 I HT 35%
TR AT . REFRE 50 %M 75 f2et, R
TR E TR 2 B4R, B 0%t TR TS
12 d BB S SRR .

FEZH5E 12 d B, 3T 17 25500 b 8 A R I B
HITZEERGE D, TUEY, S 5H L RHR T
B 58K MR ER R ER Y, SEME

B 75 EERERIERE. B8URHEHE 10/
Tk 25 MR ENRERTBE. R 5 5 5%
BSo AR ERRNERRE, 5UFHEHE 1015
5B 5 ERENKEERTDE. W8 25 5
I 50 R E R E 2R A B, (5 35 B
B 10 HSHE S0 I ER a2 R RE, 48% %K
B IBNFER. 2 5SUMRESFIFEMRE 10 £5.25
5. 50 ARG TRENGERFHRDE.



3 6 BRE EREETHERRNE 107

100

B IEBY RU/%

a0 ' ——
4 8 12
WX

WY e RFA Ak e RLER (R

1 4 HEHEE 10 BHEEEERKR
Fig.1 Revised control effect of four pesticides
diluted by 10 times
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Fig.3 Revise control effect compare of four medicament
diluting 50 multiple
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Fig. 2 Revised control effect of lour
diluted by 25 times
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Fig.4 Revise control effect compare of four medicament
diluting 75 multiple
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