B 244 Chinese Journal of Applied Entomology 2023, 60(4): 1125-1132.  DOI: 10.7679/j.issn.2095-1353.2023.105

A R A TS R
AMERL RT3

iz b . PET N \ N N
FooE B BER g wKREE XNE A
(O E PR LA B BT SRR ITIT, Al AR RS YA AL AR I E SR =,
TR A s AV A T AR ) W) S s o E S SEER L W 571101 )

B E [BN) U ARBZHE7 M Spodoptera frugiperda B RS fif £ B K RHAE M FMa A K 1Y
SEMR SRy ) AR A X Rl S A B AR R AR ARG o [ iR ] SR IR B4 A gy =, I b 7Y
ka5 AN IE I K 5 B R R R AMEE A K B, [ GER ] b STRORAD U K, RS R
4 BE R A R IR RG I, oK 2 3 R B S IR e 3 s B N B <4 /10 BRI, 2-3 4l v fif 4
T A7 FE RS NI 10%; TORET (4-6 H-301) AUNImUE ) (7-9 mH), B apigk 2-3 i
) BB R 4 3k/10 BRE IBCE FORX A AR AT SN, 7 R R B0 -3.32% 1-4.00% ; KB WU E HAC 10-12
M) AR (13-15 BH), ZEEESH 6 3K/10 BRAT 4-6 IS4 N E S EUARR B E m T 2-3 B4l
(P<0.05) . [&ik] FRMAE—EMZERE NEEAMEAR, Bl 57RO IR R B O N
B EARRARENZRE T, X2 HA FMESCR .

KSR AR MR EK; R AMEAK

Compensatory growth by corn plantsinduced by the feeding of
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Abstract [Objectives] To determine the compensatory growth of corn at different growth stages induced by the feeding of
the fall armyworm (Spodoptera frugiperda). [Method] The effects of feeding by 5 different larval instars at 5 different
densities on the compensatory growth of corn were determined in enclosures in corn fields. [Result] Plant damage generally
increased with larval density and instar. At a larval density < 4 larvae per 10 stems, 2nd-3rd instar larvae did not do more
than 10% damage. The same larval density and instars had no effect on the yield of corn plants at the seedling (V4-V6) and
small bell stages (V7-V9), the effect on yield being 3.32% and 4.00%, respectively. However, a density of 4™ to 6™ instar
larvae of 6 larvae per 10 stems, significantly affected yield during the large bell (V10-V12) and the tasseling stages (V13-V15)
(P<0.05). [Conclusion] Corn can compensate for damage by S. frugiperda larvae to a certain degree by compensatory
growth and can consequently withstand attack by low densities of younger larval instars of this pest.
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Tablel Injury degree (%) of Spodoptera frugiperda larvae of different instars under different densities

40y i HO%E (3K/10 8% ) Density (ind./10 plants )
Larval instar 2 4 6 8 10
2 # 2nd instar 2.36+1.28 a 5.48£1.39b 11.83+3.45 ¢ 14.97+2.35 b 19.76+3.86 b
3 #% 3rd instar 297+1.72 a 6.31£2.05 b 16.54+4.62 be 17.28+2.81b 22.89+4.75 b
4 1% 4th instar 3.23+2.38 a 10.64+3.14 a 18.34+3.71 ab 24.31+£5.47 a 34.89+5.08 a
5#% Sthinstar 3.95£2.64 a 13.50+4.37 a 21.07+4.73 a 27.78+4.69 a 38.56+£7.13 a
6 % 6th instar 4.5342.51 a 15.31+3.43 a 25.156+3.08 a 31.47+3.62 a 42.93+6.26 a

R R R . FAT B S AR A AR NG PR R B A 2SR (P>0.05, Tukey K250 ).

Data in the table are mean + SE, and those in the same column with the same lowercase letters indicate no significant

differences (P >0.05, Tukey test).
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Fig. 1 Effectsof different instar larvae of Spodoptera frugiperda on yield at seedling stage (A),
small bell stage (B), big bell stage (C) and anthesis stage (D)

B BB N (E+FRMETR . Data in the figure are mean +SE.
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Fig. 2 Effectsof different instar larvae of Spodoptera frugiperda on rate of yield change at
seedling stage (A), small bell stage (B), big bell stage (C) and anthesis stage (D)
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Histograms with different lowercase letters indicate significantly different between different stage of the
same larva of Spodoptera frugiperda at 0.05 level by Tukey test.
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