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Toxicity and effectiveness of four acaricides both with, and without,
synergists for the control of Panonychus ulmi in the field
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Abstract [Aim] To identify the best acaricide treatment, and reduce the amount of pesticides used, to control the apple
spider-mite, Panonychus ulmi. [Methods] The toxicity of abamectin, pyridaben, bifenazate and etoxazole, with, and without,
the addition of the synergists green tangerine oil and agricultural organosilicon, was determined using the leaf dipping method.
The effectiveness of each treatment in the field was assessed using the stem leaf spray method. [Results] The LCs, values
(24 h) of abamectin, pyridaben, bifenazate and cyetpyrafen, were 2.711, 16.031, 4.534 and 1.768 mg/L, under laboratory

conditions after 24 h. Blending 30% dilutions of the above pesticides with either green tangerine oil or agricultural
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organosilicon had obvious synergistic effects after 24 h. In the field, a dose of 1.35-2.70 g a.i./hm?, abamectin was 67.35% to

82.31% effective one day after application. A dose of 2.70 g a.i./hm? cyetpyrafen achieved > 90% control after 3 and 7 d. 1, 3

and 7 d after administration, a mixture of 30% cyetpyrafen suspension 1.42 g a.i/hm’ + GPOO and 30% cyetpyrafen

suspension 1.42 g a.i./hm” + PEMSs, was the most effective treatment. [Conclusion] Both abamectin and cyetpyrafen can

prevent and control Panonychus ulmi, and can be used alternately to reduce the amount of pesticide applied. These results

provide a scientific basis for the prevention and control of apple spider-mites in orchards in Xinjiang.

Key words Panonychus ulmi; cyetpyrafen; citrus reticulatae pericarpium viride oil GPOO; polymeric emulsifiable silicones

PEMSs

SRR Panonychus ulmi J& T R IE 44
Arachnida , E Wi H Acariformes , M W B}
Tetranychidae, Jf&— 28 52 1 SR i (5K 21,
1974 ). 1911 4F F WAL S R BSR40 Tl ] L)
HENIRR, BESTERTARAE | ek, EREE. f
BRI H A 45 1 1 e IS SR 42 U %) % ( Van
Leeuwen ef al., 2015; Mahendiran and Ganie,
2018 ), R4 B /- A A, 23
b5 SR 37 X e R B F Iz — (A
45, 2007 ),

LA, Bl F SR L TR R R, TR
E M AR — RS R A 7 22— R
SER VPSS, 2023 AR5 R i A
iKF 72 200 hm®, BB ENKIER X Z
— T ER S R A AR P R AR A A
BEHBA o BT R R ) b RS AR A,
DA BT, JEHR R IR oo 0o
RATE TR S BEAR U o R AR
E A A EL T AR RS E BRI, X T4
RRBA . SRR HBE R TTRR, 280, i
SEAR IR X SR B G F H R, Rl B4R
-85 8 - BOE RO ATIA 10%-30% (25
85, 2021 ), PREHATIHIOITE KB, B sE iR
Pl == 25 g Sy S SR 4 TG, GO S SR R i
YT, T R T S B R B L R SRR
BYE, RO IR BT i 2 A R R

FMEREAE (2001) SR IR G R LAl 4l
ZUHEAF 1Y B 18 T X0 L DX SR 4 Tl s
TN e, G5 RRU]: F4ER R | e |
WA R . ORI | s T T — AR X S
R4 TR LCso fRHCU e Bl ok < DU g <
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FIRRINEE I3, H LCso EMRIK Ry B4
PR < WEIGTE < MRATE < mAME R < =) T
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JTHHE HEA T H (R) 25 8500, S5 R . = @R
FRrTmA el SR X3 SR A Ul AT B0 1) B A 3R, ot
25)5 15 d BARCRATIIE 97 % LA o SR 4 TUl
LT ¢ XRESRAY, HAMAIN L BB SN
PSR, Mg e AEBEs T, IR Z RN RIS ALY
ARG A T Hightk (BRSNS, 2024 ), Fln:
HATE T = RN By . =R RN
T R YRl Tl A5 22 i 24 301 7 A T AS TR R BE AR 24
P (8 -FRIZ%, 1990; Chapman and Penman,
2012 ), REGEIFEEBRAR A BT IS, A
BAREARAGEER Y6, (DRt siE A BT
P = s AR 2 7 AL PR BRI B — S el
ARG, HE R R Y Bl R i 2
it 3 000 (NS, 2014). HEIR DI EE
WA 25T BN N B WA s 2546 T IR G
5] 5 REfl s 2 FRALYE B i — R 25 B, 4%
HARRST T o A DLEESS | YIS . 00
25 RINEMERIZRU L AR, Bl Bl
FHARTR B AT LS5 A 24 pall i 38 25, A Bl T4
SRAEEEG IR, IR P21 = A i R (5K
AR, 2021 ),

SR A IO T i S SR X B A AR
Yz —, HESCTHEE E . 255700856 &btz
PEAF 58 A5 88 B b o A OBk BT 4 R OR

( Abamectin ), BA%§E R ( Pyridaben ), BXASHERE
( Bifenazate ), ZMHIE ( Cyetpyrafen ) 7E M4t
25/, A% ( Citrus reticulatae pericarpium
viride oil, GPOO ), KA HLEERH] ( Polymeric
emulsifiable silicones, PEMSs ) YE IR, 43



13 B TS5 DURR R 7] B H 5 BRI TR RO X 30 58 A TOMG F) 3 P9 25 0 I ) 2457 <171 -

BIR BRI R ik 25 25 0P 5E 4 Ffe2h
BSR4 M 242 R AGRITR PO A & xS SR 42
JTCRg 1) =5 A2 0 R TH TR 25 28, LAY 1 BT i
SR A T A B U AL, Aol S 2R el 4 24 0
it 18 255 AR T 3 SR 4 TG P ¢ € By s B ) 2%
s o

1 #FR5HZE

1.1 B

HERE AT T 2024 4F 6-7 J % H HiE
Bo] 7 75 1 DX o] o 55 T 25 YR B T B AR, ol
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S5mx6 mo KRB, 42206 & iy SE R
i o 78 RXZ-500 BURRFRMA TR, PSR
R o PRSE A8 s« B BRHEE 3R LIS H T FL ik
NAE BTG RIS 5 35 5 L/ N e R A o ik
TR, SR AR SR R T I R A A R A
b ¥ BAEAREY A 5 mm 55 R K SR
%, Bkt

1.2 B

BEIRZGF] ;. 1.8%P AL s 2 FLuh, FEAREE R A
A RRA ] 15% ki R FLI, L2 Bty A B
N A3%EE IR IR IR, AR A Rk PR
N 30% MG B VR, TLBARHRIAL A
FRA T 98%PTAETR R 24 . 97%Mki R 5 2Y |
95% L MR NG IR 2y , RIS 15 AR AL L A PR 2>
A5 O8%IK A IRIEZY, J AR BRAE AP IR
AR

). 5 Rk (Coerce ), i rhEifLaE
ABRAFE; AHAPLEEBIF (20% A FEMPER
—REELE ), EEBEEHARER; AT
P ( Dimethyl sulfoxide , DMSO ), Kt #umik
SERFIABRAE rhIR-80 (fh2kal), MR (K
H) sl PR A E

1.3 Ak {LaE

HERANES . RXZ-500 BUBEF46, TR miRHE
bl DTV R A A5 A BR A 7] 5 LE204E/02 T K
(1/10 000 ), HEFFEHFCHI 24 ( i) AR

Al Q/320 500 B iiAt, FEER QR (FRM) 41X
AR,

1.4 REFHE

1.41 ERFANE 5 W&k HEA
(2019) IRALMBENRIR L, FREL 0.5 g BfR
¥, BHC500 mL K, il 0. 1% BRI . #F
Bilek 5K ASR T, FEE, 754 2 min.

PR ASBUREIA 500 mL Bebrrb, FEHEE 2
MPHhBOR ST 10 mL, AR EAN 10 cm
BRI, Y 2NBERE S o 1 = T
TR 98% BT AE TR 2R I 24 . 97%kiih R 2 . 98%
TG DR 2 . 95 % 2 Wk gl I D 2 1 T )
1 000 mg/L BRE , 7EUR IR SELAN b SF PR H
0. 1% 75 -80 R T, AT 24 o) 28 A 3500
} 10.00, 5.00, 2.50. 1.00 #10.10 mg/L, ki
RABL &K 100.00, 50.00, 25.00, 12.50
1 6.25 mg/L, BRAPHEEA RN &K 10.00,
7.50, 5.00, 2.50 F1 0.10 mg/L, Z MesiliEA 50k
4y EH 10.00, 5.00, 2.50, 1.00 F10.10 mg/L,
DL 0.1% M- IR A AT R 28 0 B S SR D8 30%+
WRR) . F 0.50 mL/L BE85570+0. 1% IR /K 7%
WO BC B AT BT AR TR 22 . mall 2 . ORIEER . &
MEIGENG 1 000 mg/L REEHEITHRE, P4 R A
AT M 7.00,3.50,1.75.0.70 F10.07 mg/L,
Wik gk A U4 o 70.00,35.00, 17.50., 8.75
14375 mg/L, BARMHERA RS & 524 7.00,
525, 3.5, 1.75 F110.70 mg/L, ZMhifiEAa %o,
Sy &N 7.00, 3.50, 1.75, 0.70 #10.07 mg/L,
25 FINTEECR 0.50 mL/L BARGA1+0. 1% iR K 7
Wo HHER 2.5 cm WITALARRRIEE | .
VI ETREE R W A AN R T I P o €
B o FEMPRER FREM 25 P, 10 s JFBGH BT =
SEIRI SR O BK , ZJE R BT R
] LS4 TR HILER RS L, B4R AR I 4
[F]— MR BE Y 4 7 Bt , Fev B2 I3 s 1) It
LR . S BAEPKIUEBRR S — 80 fa
JREE LI 25-30 Sk TR |, RIEEE HAER
WA/ INFL ) 5 T (ol A I K 28 A 25 6 R R
FFRsE+ b, fFE s R, AL
PR, FTLATERE T LFL T A /NL ). B
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BEIRBE (25€1) °C. WBJE 75%+5%. J6J&1
16 L : 8 D () RXZ-500 BUEE 3246 (7 i B4 bl
X BV AR A BRA ) R FERIEL . 45 24 h
JoE TE AR 30 A (AR Tl A PR A W] )
TR AL SR M R T AT, B R
i A, X 1 R R TR Shal E E e AN E)
HHRBET o AN E J5 R R SRR e BE LI
Al LAE S ARIACIR /Y B 8 65 B Lk i k3, Gy
AR ) 39 B 245500 % ] s, DU T 4R ( Wang
etal., 2022 ),

142 HEZHAYRE HHE GB/T17980.11-2000
CAR IR Bl 331 SR - g P ) 245 0006 v ) ) #6757
M E 25508056, 5T 2024 4 7 H e pamdE &
IR A ¥ DX B 5 75 b DX BT o o T 3 A L U R A —
JINBA (41°09'56"N, 80°09'57"E ) #4T, X5
T MO, B, FESER SN LLE A,
WS 15 45, BRATEESN 5m x 6 m, 354U %

A HIA AEERRSAEREE B, £4%
S5, SR TUE R 4.969 Sk /M EA it 25 1%,
5. 5T 7 H 28 H R4 5:00-7:00 M52, Jiti2h
MRIG, 23-37 °C, ToFEK, PEILMR 2 9. 5
g 23 MALER, WER 1 PR, BAAHENEE 3 A
HEEIE, 369 A/NX, BEAV/NXIE 3 B
BA/NX Z AR 6 m ( —HESERR ) 1A
17, 2GR EAA T /N BELLHE . B
667 m’* Jiti 25 F 7K & 30 L&A it a4~/ X BEHLIE
i1 RRSEIRBHE A 4, 7E R B AR P L
44T, BT RSN L L R 32
FEERE S, AR 12 N, BT REALERE— S
AF 20 em IR 5%, BEMLIERE 5 it Jiti 25T
1 d A A A B R A TR, ) T
)5 1. 3 R0 7 d VA A7 ME R R gk, TR
GYMTAS AL BRLE 25 5 B BRI, TSR 24 751 X S R
e E

x1 MEHAE
Table 1 Spray treatment

X257 Insecticide

Jifi 25571 Dose of application

1.8% 00T 24 o K L 7l
Abamectine 1.8% emulsifiable
concentrate

15% Mk i R FLh
Pyridaben 15% emulsifiable
concentrate

43 %15 A I = 7 71
Bifenazate 43% suspension
concentrate

1.35 g a.i/hm® (HfRHEF & ) 1.35 g a.i/hm® (Lowest recommended dose)
2.03 ga.i/hm® ( PEEHEFFFH ) 2.03 g a.i/hm® (Medium recommended dose)
2.70 g a.i./hm® (FEHERFE ) 2.70 g a.i/hm* (Maximum recommended dose)

1.42 g ai/hm® ( AR 30% ) + 225.00 mL/hm? 5 J2 %
1.42 g a.i./hm* (Medium recommended dose reduced by 30%) + 225.00 mL/hm? GPOO

1.42 g a.i/hm? ( PEEERERIBIEE 30% ) +225.00 mL/hm?® 4% FAG HLEE I
1.42 g a.i./hm* (Medium recommended dose reduced by 30%) + 225.00 mL/hm? PEMSs

8.44 g ai/hm® (FAKIELEHHE ) 8.44 g a.i/hm? (Lowest recommended dose)
9.84 g a.i/hm* ( PEEHEFFH 4 ) 9.84 g a.i/hm® (Medium recommended dose)
11.25 g ai/hm? (FEHEEFIE ) 11.25 g a.i/hm* (Maximum recommended dose)

6.89 g a.i./hm® ( FEEHEFEHE IR & 30% ) + 225.00 mL/hm? 75 2 A% I
6.89 g a.i./hm* (Medium recommended dose reduced by 30%) + 225.00 mL/hm? GPOO

6.89 g a.i/hm® ( HEEHER I 30% ) + 225.00 mL/hm? 4% FIAG HLEE B )
6.89 g a.i./hm* (Medium recommended dose reduced by 30%) + 225.00 mL/hm” PEMSs

64.50 g a.i./hm? ( BARIEAFFIHE ) 64.50 g a.i/hm® (Lowest recommended dose)
129.00 g a.i./hm® ( AR
193.50 g a.i./hm?* ( fizrs e &
90.30 g a.i./hm® ( H 447 L 30% ) + 225.00 mL/hm® 5 B2 A i

90.30 g a.i./hm? (Medium recommended dose reduced by 30%) + 225.00 mL/hm* GPOO

90.30 g a.i./hm? ( HEHEFEFRI R 30% ) + 225.00 mL/hm? 4 A Lk Bh 3
90.30 g a.i./hm? (Medium recommended dose reduced by 30%) + 225.00 mL/hm* PEMSs

) 129.00 g a.i./hm* (Medium recommended dose)
)

193.50 g a.i./hm? (Maximum recommended dose)
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££3k 1 (Table 1 continued)

257 Insecticide JifiZ 7)1 Dose of application

30% 2. M i I L T ) 1.35 g a.i/hm® (FefRHEF & ) 1.35 g a.i/hm® (Lowest recommended dose)
Cyetpyrafen 30% suspension . 2 St e S 3] L : 2 :
concentrate 2.03 ga.i/hm® ( FEEHEF I ) 2.03 g a.i./hm® (Medium recommended dose)

2.70 g a.i/hm?® ( FEHEAFIE ) 2.70 g a.i/hm? (Maximum recommended dose)

1.42 g ai/hm® ( AR 30% ) + 225.00 mL/hm? 5 H2 %
1.42 g a.i./hm* (Medium recommended dose reduced by 30%) + 225.00 mL/hm? GPOO

1.42 g ai/hm? ( A I 30% ) + 225.00 mL/hm? 4¢ FHA LA R 7
1.42 g a.i./hm* (Medium recommended dose reduced by 30%) + 225.00 mL/hm? PEMSs

H s GPOO 225.00 mL/hm>
A JHA HLEEBY37) PEMSs

1B 7K X} BE Water-only control

225.00 mL/hm?
450.00 L/hm?

GPOO: Citrus reticulatae pericarpium viride oil ; PEMSs: Polymeric emulsifiable silicones. 3% 3 13 5[], The same for

Table 3 and Table 5.

1.5 HRSH

151 ERNFAME s SPSS 20.0 Hffik
s BT REE S A T R A OC R B LCso
TE& 95% A7 X [ SEAHOCE . H3% L ( Synergy
Ratio, SR) H=L (1) # William (1977) Fik
T
SR=M/m (1)
K (1) o, SRFTRIBEL, M R AR5
XSS AT LCso, m 2R A5 5 8 55057
TRBCE XT3 2 TV ) LCso.
1.5.2 HEZHILE L (2), L (3) 1
A D GR 2 . PRk, R Duncan [T R 2
0T 4 S g A K 2 AR TR G 8] B %
AT E T (P < 0.05),

IR =(N-n)/ N x100% (2)
Bigh=(R-r)/(1-r) x100%  (3)

R N FORMZERTE 0 5, 0 TRtz
FRAFIHE . R Femab PR X i R 2, r Femxt
Xl 11 i R

2 EHREHH

21 ERNFEAHNE

2.1.1 4AMRWFIAFNERETUENENE S
TUTE 4P A6 A0 3 SR 4 T Y 3 PR g ) DU
RN 2 P, BaTAE TR 2R | ki R | R RS |
SR IE S X SESR 4 NS 24 h J5 LCso 235N
2,711, 16.031, 4.534 F1 1.768 mg/L, X3R4
I 053 10U Ry £ Wi G > BT 4 TR 2R > BN
JHFRE > wAlE R

2.1.2 4 FREHS 2 FIEHEFIREIER LN
WHERNFANE 4 FOREES 2 FERCTR
FC XS 37 SR A IO Y % N 25 D IDE S5 R sk 3 B

R2 ATRBANERLTHEENSN

Table 2 Toxicity of four acaricides on Panonychus ulmi

ek 25 HAER RO ARRE 9S%E TR mgL) BUETIRIE

e Virulence Chi-square  Correlation ~ 95% Confidence (mg/L)

Insecticide . . . . P-value

regression equation value coefficient interval (mg/L) LCs (mg/L)

FI4EBS 2 Abamectine  y=- 0.38+0.89x 0.732 0.938 1.945-3.888 2.711 0.866
k5 R PPyridaben y=-2.50+2.05x 4.486 0.969 13.709-18.553 16.031 0.214
RS Bifenazate  y=- 0.95+1.45x 0.376 0.990 3.688-5.624 4.534 0.945
G Cyetpyrafen  y=- 0.22+0.89x 1.230 0.901 1.240-2.489 1.768 0.746
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R3 ATRBHRL 2 MERFIMERETBEANSTH

Table 3 Toxicity of four kinds of acaricides mixed with two synergists on Panonychus ulmi

RS A5 HR

95% {5 X 1]

. FHE MR BOCHHE st
255 Virulence . f . (mg/L) N
. . Chi-square Correlation (mg/L) Synergistic
Insecticide regression . 95% Confidence - P-value
i value coefficient ~. LCsy (mg/L)  ratio
equation interval (mg/L)
A TH R+ AT
iﬁﬁl% i%ino{i y=-0.20+0.92x 1.934 0.915 1.213-2.351 1.675 1.619 0.586
amectine
AR+ £
f{)ﬁ@% ﬁFEfMH;Ei%;‘J y=-020+0.86x  1.375 0.938 1.239-2.476 1.732 1.565  0.711
amectine s
. +"l +E|3 4
;’ﬂ?zib E’fﬁ;gg y=-233+2.17x  4.229 0.968  10.369-14.511  12.351 1.298  0.238
yridaben
R+ : 7
?ﬂﬁdib Kiﬁ\iﬁwj“] y=-2.14+1.94x 1.051 0.933 10.640-15.089 12.759 1.256 0.789
yridaben ]
Ve kb b == e Y/
iﬂ?;&ﬂ#@?ﬁliﬁ({)ﬁ y=-0.70+1.40x 0.756 0.983 2.553-3.980 3.169 1.431 0.860
ifenazate
% JF A + F
iﬁ?gﬂﬁgi' f?iﬁ?ﬁiﬁbn] y=-0.73+1.46x 0.733 0.979 2.561-3.924 3.156 1.437 0.865
ifenazate s
A 5+ 1 A
? %mﬁﬂﬁf ﬁfgﬁo{lﬂo y=-0.03+0.83x 1.705 0.973 0.754-1.594 1.107 1.597 0.636
yetpyrafen
e it i+ Bl
? fﬂmﬁf ﬁﬁifhiﬁiﬁbﬂ y= - 0.02+0.84x 1.791 0.969 0.732-1.523 1.066 1.659 0.617
yetpyrafen s

N, BTAE D T B AT L BT TR 2R R FH A ML
B, mkih 72+ R AT L b R Ak A AR B
F R R T A DR R A A PLEE
BRI IG5 Kot . PR+ FH A L
Tk B 390 % 32 SR 4 TUlE 24 h Y LCso 209N
1.675. 1.732, 12351, 12.759. 3.169. 3.156.
1.107 i1 1.066 mg/L , 3455 L4350 1.619.1.565 .
1.298, 1256, 1.431, 1.437. 1.597 F11.659,
AT U 2 Fh IS0 X TR 25 . mkih R L IR
B | MR IHE I B 1 S SR 4 U 4145 — 2 I B 354
L Horb w4 FHA HLEE BRI 25 BT IR
T4 TR 35 T e I I

22 HEHFRAR

2.2.1 4 FhRuEHF B 7 3 3 R 4 IO G 1) 24 3
TR 4 AR AR IR PR X3 R 4 TOIHS F FE ) 24K
REERWNE 4 i, 1.8%P4EE K FLh 1.35-
2.70 g a.i./hm” FETHE 1 d, BiskH
67.35%-82.31%, Z§)5 3 d BiRGASI R, BiRch
69.46%-85.56%. 15%Mkik R FLil 8.44-11.25 ¢
a.i/hm’ FHR T 2505 1d, Bigih 44.68%-67.24%,

25)5 7 d BiRGR B, BRI 44.35%-71.04%
43% IR TS BT H] 64.50-193.50 g a.i./hm” F &
245 1d, BisiCh 68.98%-81.26%, #4)5 3 d B
ORI E, BiRCh 69.59%-87.44%., £ Mkl
7E 1.35-2.70 g a.i/hm® FHE R, 24)5 1d, Biskh
63.65%-82.40%; ZjJ5 7 d BigGARIEE, N
70.64%-93.93%,
15% Mk s 52 L B 350 E AR FH 3 P2l

(P<0.05), 1.8%FAETR R ZLIM . 43% I fHFIH
EIERNF 30% £ me i il B R R R B 2
(P>0.05),

222 4FREHHE 2 MEHFIEEMER ST
R EEZARORIE 4 FOREET S 2 R ROhR
JC T3 SR 4 JTClIG 1) FH [RI B VAR ANk 5 i .
15% WAt R ZLih (P EFHEER R E 30% ) +7
FRSHZE)E 1 d B m T 15%mkms R 2Lk
( FPAEHERERE ) Bk (P <0.05), HAY 3 AR
g 5] v SR E R R R 30% I SIGR 1) 7 3% 4
SRR b EREN RS LREZSR (P >
0.05 ), 2 MIRARGR AT LAIK B A 24 98t 1 1



- 175 -

‘Mo[eq
owres oy [, (3593 oSuer oydnynuwr s, ueoun(g ‘60’0 > J) SOUAIYJIP JULOYTUSIS SJLOIPUI UWIN[OD SWES Y} UMM SINI] JUSILJIP oy} AQ PIMO[[OJ PUe ‘FSFULaW I8 d[qe) Ay} Ul eje

‘S C(REWELENE X S00>d) FTWETEFLME Y SR HYTFR) oA B 2

X 37 2R 2 Tl 14 2 PR 75 3 R L ) 2455

=1
24

Ljz}llj

i

#ﬁﬂijz% wﬁ%ﬁ%u[]&/\ﬁi

11

(1D) 1078M
3 8T°0TFLIE - 368 pT88’l Y LY EFSS0 -
B fOfC &L
® 0T’ 1FE6°€6 ® €9°0F6°€6 ® G6'0FL'E6 e €' 1F08°€6 ® 8/ 1F0V'C8 ®ZS'TFI6V8 0L'T
) ) . . . . ) ) . ) ) . ) 9781)U90U0D
POQe [#°SFES08 99 8 EF08°08 q 0L €F8S €S q S8 TF6I T8 q.88°TF69 VL oq LS IFETLL €0°C uorsuodsns 040¢ S[0ZEXO]
JOPO IS HFF9'0L  9PO 1T°LF99°89 PO 9L TFST VL PO 1L EFOV YL P 29°TFS9°€9 2 88°CFITSY SE'1 I LB B T 2 %0€
qe 0T’ TF61'LS Qe 7€ €F65°98 qe 8 TP’ LS Qe 98°1F95°L8 ® $0'1F9Z'18 qe €L°7FS9°€8 0S°€61
91BIIUIOU0D
9poq 86°'VFIP'8L P9 99°TFS9'SL 99 66°1F61°6L 9q 61 TFSL'6L 9q 94 IF61°TL PO ¥8°ZFS0°EL 00°621 uorsuadsns o, ¢} S1ezRUS)IE
39079790 +9 3 $9°7F96°€9 P 0T'TF65°69 3P 9T°EFLOOL POq 11° 18689 P L' 0FIL 69 0S'+9 I L B B e % €
JPOOYEFHO'IL 9P 1T IFS9'0L 3P 0" vFHT'89 9P §S'€F60°69 PO LS EFHTLY 3P 99°7F98°89 STI1
) . ) . . . . . . ) ) ) ) 9781)U30U0D
7 88'7¥89°8S 9 L0 TFF1'8S QYITFLI'TY 209°0FC129 9 0€TFSLTS J60'IFE0HS ¥8°6 S[QELIIS[AWO 045 | UOqEPLIA]
8 $S'9FSE VY J8STFSSEY JOLTFEOEY JOLTFLL VY 1 68°TF89 v 3 18°0F€9°SP A HIATE R M %S T
9q® SO YFLL'ES q® ¥1°7F66°€S q ¥b €F95°S8 qe §L°7FE1°98 ® QT IFIETS q® L6 1FCETS 0Lt
. . . . . . . . . . . . . 9Je1juaduU0d
9pOq OS IFEY'SL P9 €8°0FV6'LL 99 S1°€F20°08 99 68°TFSS 08 0q ZL'1¥81°CL 3pd 9L°0F90°TL €0C SqEISIIWS 048] SURsSITEqY
3P 18°SFTH 99 9P TT'TFIE 99 P 01 ZF9¥'69 3p IS 1F81°0L PO STIFSELY P L6'1FCT'LY SE'l HA s 3 B 7 [ % 8"
(%) Koeoygze (%) oyex (%) Aoeongo (%) orex (CARS e (%) orex (uy/ e 9)
[onuo) uononpay [onuo) uononpay [onuo) uononpay amzoeo. 15ur
(%) ¥ (%) s (%) ¥l (%) AW (%) ¥ (%) SER  oanoejo ofusoq !
JudWIILAI} YR P L JUSWIBAI} IR P € JuSURA} JYPR P | (/e 3) ez
PL Y7 R PI Ytz HHGWRY

1upn snyoduound ysurege S)UIUWILIL) I[SUIS SB SIPIILIBIE AN0J JO ADBIYJI PPY YL, ¥ dIqeL

REEHEWSEEXERHEEE Y v



- 176 - R B 244k Chinese Journal of Applied Entomology 63 %




B T4 DU R 4 ) e 5 RSSO TR TRC X 3 58 A T F) 35 P 25 1 70 T i) 24

177 -




- 178 - R B 244k Chinese Journal of Applied Entomology 63 %

15%mkih RFLIM 1.42 g a.i/hm®+75 K A5
15%mkid RFLM 1.42 g a.i/hm> & A DLEE .
43%IER TS BT ) 6.89 g a.i/hm®+5 KAk Al
A3%IPER IR BT 7] 6.89 g a.i/hm®+4& T4 HLAE
2h)5 1 d B9l 63.08% . 47.86%. 68.52%
1 67.32% 15%MEM5 R FLiH 1.42 g ai/hm™7 1
Hh . 15%mEE R FLIh 1.42 g ai/hm* R A HL
REZG)E 7 d BB 59.83%F1 63.27%, W&
KT 43%BEHE PR B E ) 6.89 g ai/hm’+75 Kt
M A3%IBEAE PR VR 6.89 g ai/hm™ 4K A
PLEE . 30%Z el it BT ) 1.42 g ai/hm™55 ¢
1T 30% 2 W6 i L 77 79 1.42 @ ai/hm*+4
AL (P <0.05),

30%Z MBI ) 1.42 g a.i/hm’ 5
T 30% 2,k dgh I 7 5 1.42 g ai/hm™ R A
MUEETEZY S 1. 3 A1 7 d BB RCR B T H e At
M, 245 1 d Fisrnlh 81.74%F 83.52%,
25)5 3 d B9l 86.94%7F1 88.01%, 24)5 7 d
B3 1 85.19%F0 85.16%, 5 30% . Wi i
BIFEH] 2.03 g ai/hm? BSR4 .

3 HFHit5ihig

A 2R 4 TUG 1) 7 36 J7 AR AR LR~ Bl
BRE, HEHTRGAGHMEH, SR
i %) 22 i AN [] 286 0 1) 2% 6 700 7 2 T P
( Chapman and Penman, 2012 ), A 3C4051%
TENRIR M BRI 2R S VAT 4 FhARZGHRR] L 4
TR 2+2 P RGRTR FC 20 A % 37 2R 4 TG 179 2
NEE I FI TR 2Yy , DU B 36 5P 2R 4 TUl Y
G, B sk P | fheesk
2t S BRI AR

B0 5E AT LAY B IEAG A% HO5R00r 5 AR 3 B
AIFETERON, DL HEREAR A RS, S22y
T K AT it 380 A 7 7 A 5 13 #2 2 — ( Fang
etal., 2001 ), FMFISE (2022 ) SR HIRLLLHE]H]
RS EEIE T 4 B A i 0] X /0 B el 2
Proprioseiopsis asetu F _BEM 4 Tetranychus
urticae WESSUI AOFE ST, 4 T oA S 700 Xk TR -
JSCHHG 15 ) R/ IR Ry Wk g R > Bl 4E T8 2R > 38,
IR > IR IR L 2 SR IR R 0 35 0 70 SR

WEARENE e, THI%% (2024) RH
Munger cell I 7 BRI R T8 ZIU435 5358 ik
Fisi . CMRIGE A X — BERT A = N T, A5
HNEE S K/NHERE S R i > BE R PR > BR
6 R I ZJU435,LCso 2051 2.68.9.31 F1129.37
mg/L, Khajehali %5 (2010 ) % B AR Y — 5%
P 6 o B X 5 FE AU 2R R B B M A A3 S s )
586 Fl1 743 i ; Bt J5 2014 4F % 31 FL AT Y MR-VP
R Pl A AR T WL 96 7 R T SBU R AR T RS
Ty, FIFia%E (2002) LA A HIX —
R - L 0T kg R 7 A T AL S
WIWFSE 4 0, T ) B P o B 8 R S
nit 45 1 4 0 B R R BT B Bt K ( Zhang
et al., 2022 ), ABFFERHIBNRR ML E R T B
SEBTAER 2 . mAMER | IORPEER . 2 i 4 Fh
AR BT S B A L A A PLEE B 2
o 184 255050 Y 2645 0T 5 B T e 7 b DX 3 SR 4 IR
WM EE S, SG5AERM 24 h JEHGRCLL 0
1.619. 1.565. 1.298., 1.256. 1.431. 1.437. 1.597
F11.659, 2 PG A B 0 A S VR o

FH 1) 25 %0058 T DA PPAG A% 30 78 52 B 1y
YRR, Al A - R R 2= i A 25 0 4
T WFFTAE R, 30% 2 M i B 7 500 % M A
8 4 JK B Panonychus citri . Uf o
Eotetranychus kankitus . $55ER\, i3k [ IAAD
medl, DLARAE . SRR FE R B A
BIFRIBIAROR (Z25)4%, 2016; XD RAE,
2018 )o IR I A1 2, i s P Ay 1 o 5 2R 2 i )
AEEHEILR (Wang ef al., 2015; EW45E,
2017 ). SRR IESE (2023 ) KW EIEAT 2 me
056 116 5 98U E Mg R T X A ARG 42 )N Panonychus
caglei PIBHIARCR HRAES, 255 ¢ B £ kil I
FGRUNE M AE R TH Y 7 T 52 I AT LA 800 B i
FAT 4 TClG , 254 2516 00, HER £ el
75-100 mg/L 5 FEUERE 200 mg/L 4 i - e FE AR 1R
BT R A 4 TCIHG o ASBIF9E SR FH 25 I 25 3k 1 IR A
FETPTHER R . WAER | BCOORBEER . MBI 4
ot 2 700 55 B 5 7 Kb L R AT AL Bl 5
2 P HERIGRTE P 2H 45 X6F 5 i ] 5 3 i, X S 2R 42 TG
6 118y T[] 2457850, 235 SR 2 I ] 4 14 2R 1 2 I i s 22
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RIS IE R A T, b G + 75 K A
TR LA B8P E et

AR 245 B ) = EEALHE L B AR L 55 B R
2, TEAR 24 it FH i 5 A 2453 TR &0 R 9 Bl 3] —
FEFRARTE Bhn somiss Bt , HErii s b sew I
PSS . M ROR, DR TR AR
2 BT I A IR | B Y R e SR TR A BL
REBIFISE (REBEE, 2021 ), AHLEEZEEIFH]A]
YR 6B B FH FAE R TC AML ( Spraying drone )
RAEmmIEAE, MR AT G, BERED
B, WU TC ML AR 2545 R R AR ), AL
REMRTR BhFA A B 38 HA AW VE T, B iR 8GR
BRI T BT & o T 25 5 ((Cowles
etal., 2000 ), Chen % (2022 ) i izt H AR5 BT
FEFEIH , BRI 1 000 mg/L 119 Silwet 408 — VX,
FE 14 d PR ZEE G 04 B 96 AR AR Y Tt
100 mg/L ZWebiG . ABFFE R IR 4 ok i oy
B 2 R RGRTR B , %R IA SR 4 T A
BERVE R, Hedr 30% MR i i B TR0+ B A T
30% & M I G A T R+ A4 A HLRE 1.42
gai/hm’, 1.8%H 2 T 2 FLIH-+75 KRS A 1.8%
BT 24k T Ll A P 1.42 g ai/hm? B
Ja B T I E AL A, BT TR 2 L IR R R
R i AT R A AR I S SR A T, AT SR
/D AR 2Tt FH e, SRy e SR el € Bl P BR
BERF AR . 2T (2021) FIFH Potter Bi %515
DUZE 12 Fh 25005 L BT /NGl (1) 55 1 KNy
FRUEEE < ORISR < KT8 < =B < RIERE <
RO G < RIS TE < TREIR < mEIE R < nik g <
B4R < W 4EER o Jo 2200 AR 75 1 R/Mif
FHAH B 05 5 A2z Ak 2 D RIS SR s, i —20
I 2R Ul 7R St 145 L)

25 LA, AR 1R B v O bl X SR 42
W RIFFE XS G2, TR T % PN EE ) I A (] 24575
BIGRCRITAN o JEZENifE 2 HIX | 2Rkt
AH RS VE A S0k, Ay i S SR el Pl 2 €2 ) 4
PRHERL AR AE
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