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Optimization of emergency prevention technology for fall armyworm Spodoptera frugiperda
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HEZH ) AR  5.7% W SE BT 44 1 2828 H iR
£ (enaectin benzoate ) ME, B 5t 3 A= W) Bl 45 A R
N 5 5% FUIFEIK (lufenuron) EC, JE1E 35 () $%%¢
AN A 57% W2 5 BT 4k 5 = 8 R AR
(enaectin benzoate) WG, 2 M 7 #8 & B} 5% I 15 A1
FR 2y 7] 5 150 g/L Efi B &% (indoxacarb ) EC, 75 M & &
SAHPI R FRA BRZ 7] 5200 /L 5 Pk g 1 Mg
(chlorantraniliprole) SC ., 10% 7% & # it f% (cyantra-
niliprole) OD #j/H & & SLAEY) AP 1A BRA F 560 g/L
L HEZ A % (spinetoram) SC, 3 [El B [T #5424 A 5
10% ik N ik (pyripropoxyfen) EC, FifEA= fe A= Ak il
JBe Ay A BR 2\ 7 5 10% VU LU B HZ (silvehongxianan )
SE, VL BHERM A2 it A RS B 5 5.7% W 2 BE BT 4 o
ZIR R LR (enaectin benzoate ) EC, ) PR =EAEY B}
224 BRN F 5 5% 2K A% (chlorantraniliprole )
ULV, )" 74 H e A= Ak e f A1 FRA 7 5 80 /4/mL 4x f
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ZRAE I Metarhizium anisopliae OD, H PRSI AG AW
TREABRZ ] 532 000 1U/g 92 45 28 UAT I Bacil-
lus thuringiensis WP , i IUBRHA £ VI RHE A A PR 2
F 5 1042 PIB/g H Wi 752 Mk 12 8 &2 £ IR 35 Mamestra
brassicae nuclear polyhedrosis virus SE, 7LV H bk
PR A A FR A . 5 7= WS-12D UL 3 %5
v, AR L EABPRALAAT FR 23 7] 5 P30 2019 FKAE AR TG
N RHIL, AR CRHE A FRAF]
1.2 7k

T 2019 4 10 A 761§ 48 25 J7 T 608 £ oK 3
AT B RO  , FOK A 4 KB 16 5, #REE
2420 em, FTHZ) 50 em, & 2 P 5~6 A 5t i 1t
WA . AKNEAE I — 3, iR FOK 5 At FH A B
R FBR R S 2y, RO+ | b o7
TH 0 i 12 X e L 2% K B ST Rk

AR Z5FNL A R BRI A < 338 10428 HURI2H
A, (1) F S SER 4 P R F R E: 225 mL/hm?+ U IR
675 mL/hm’; (2) 2B 4E R 2 28 R $h 225 g/hm*+
40 T LB 675 mL/hm?*; (3) Bfi A 450 mL/hm’+
SR P P Wz 225 mL/hm’; (4) ZEEZ AT
# 675 mL/hm™+ ML 7 i 675 mL/hm?; (5) Bfi 5L
450 mL/hm* I =4 2 M0FTE 1 125 g/hm?s (6) PUSE R
JHe450 mL/hm™HH 2 JERTAE R 2R I RER 225 mL/hm'’;
(7) B HUJgk 450 mL/hm’+ 5 3 5L BE % 900 mL/hm’;
(8) HH = J AT 4k 147 22 7R H R 6 225 mL/hm’+ it P4 ik
675 mL/hm’; (9) P AE R 28 H R 225 mL/hm™+
H R A% T 22 A A% B 675 mL/hm’; (10) H 23
B 4k B 2% 2K 1R 28 225 mL/hm’+ 58 58 Rk B
450 mL/hm’; ATE K VEXT IR . AN b B4R E R,
A/NXTAIF 667 ho', BEHLHES]. 2019410 18 H
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K H Duncan G & W 2274001 722 57 B 8 PR BG
2 ERSHH
2.1 R 2 ) 4o A B R AR A K 8 B A

255 3 d, 1025500 2 A 0 B b S i Mk A B 385 A
73.74%~93.72% , FFAE B E 25, Hh O Z R
FHIL N L A B SR AT o 2505 7 d, AR 254
B IBRCH 26.87%~98.87% , H:rh DU &8 H 1ok e+ FH 4
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Table 1 Control efficacy of different pesticide combinations for Spodoptera frugiperda after 3 d and 7 d

Kb PH Treatment

3d 7d

FH S B BT 44 B 25 28 T R LR+ U IR Emamectin benzoate+lufenuron
FH S P A4 B 258 H iR £+ 4 L T2 /] Emamectin benzoate+Metarhizium anisopliae

7 H B 5 R R H BERZE R Indoxacarb+chlorantraniliprole
CLIEZ R H FE ML Spinetoram+pyripropoxyfen
Bl U+ 2 4 ZEMUAT I Indoxacarb+Bacillus thuringiensis

P05, H P e+ HH 2 R ] 4 7 25K FH R EL, Silvehongxianan+emamectin benzoate

B A+ S U R Indoxacarb+cyantraniliprole

FH G L BT 24k 1 25 2K Y R R+ 0k P ik Emamectin benzoate+pyripropoxyfen

P R T A T 2% PP R+ H U R TR 2 F A

89.23+1.06 ab 26.87+13.27 ¢
85.59+1.70 ab 43.62+9.96 b
78.39+2.69 be  87.67+2.76 a
93.72+2.85a 98.10+1.17 a
79.97+4.03 bc  87.73+£5.53 a
82.81+4.76 abc 98.87+0.75 a
87.34+2.04 ab 95.35+2.69 a
73.74+4.87 ¢ 94.40+1.40 a
84.89+6.99 ab 92.98+1.52 a

Emamectin benzoate+Mamestra brassicae nuclear polyhedrosis virus

FH R BT 24 P 255 H iR £k + 5 R 2K H kA% Emamectin benzoate+chlorantraniliprole

XHE CK

87.7247.26 ab 95.71+1.68 a

RPEAE R PR ER . RIS ING B3R 28 Duncan [ORT A 255K 3075 P<0.05 /K722 57+ .3 . Data are meant+

SE. Different letters in the same column indicate significant difference at P<0.05 level by Duncan’s new multiple range method.
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B o3 B R 18.97 A 4 s 1 22.37 AN E 49 a5
3 itig

T TR Mgk X U i 2 % HU 3R (Bolzan et al.,
2019) .2 A Wi % (Lira et al., 2020 ) 2535 5 4 24 1 7
AT —RE BT, A1 AR e 22 Fh 3% R 7] D) SE 2%
F b BRI A AR A P . AR
H T P 248 245 30) 5 BT 4 A1 3R 28 52 T 0T b, 5 73 1k 17
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