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Abstract

Objective: In order to clarify the resistance status of wheat aphid to three common insecticides in
Xinxiang distrct and guide prevention practice of the field aphid in this district. Methods: Apply the
drug film method to determine the resistance of wheat aphid to three common insecticides imidac-
loprid, Omethoate and beta cypermethrin in Xinxiang 3 districts and carry out the field efficacy test
of wheat aphid resistance in Huixian. Results: Laboratory tests show that the resistance of wheat
long tube aphid to Omethoate in three contries is sensitive, the resistance of wheat long tube aphid
to imidacloprid in Huixian and Yuanyang is obvious, and it reaches a medium level in Yuanyang. The
resistance of wheat long tube aphid to beta cypermethrin in Yuanyang is low, and it is sensitive in
another two places. The field experiment shows that it is necessary to apply at least 2.59 times, 1.10
times and 1.57 times of the recommended dosage of imidacloprid, beta cypermethrin and Ome-
thoate so as to achieve the ideal control effect (90%). Conclusion: The resistance of wheat aphid to
imidacloprid, beta cypermethrin and Omethoate varies greatly in Huixian, Weihui and Yuanyang
wheat fields, but there is no population with high resistance. The application of imidacloprid should
be restricted in Yuanyang for the sake of slowing down the development of resistance.
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1. 5|8

FW R IR E N A R E R — o HOR AR RS T R DRI SR ) 22 T AN R . —FRORUF,
4 [E Y [ Y BRI R A KB Y (Macrosiphium avenae) 22— X WF(Schizaphis graminum). K45 E 17
(Rhopalosiphum padi)~ ToWKE WF (Acyrthosiphon dirhodum) [1]. ZZWF NI O, F0F. B AT &
A EAEPRI . ZEAANRERL, s A, AR, FPRIANEN, T E N I A e A S OB A
BE[2] [3]. ZZWForub i E R0 v ARSI /N E DGR, BRI E . Ak, Z2MF TR 2 Tl i B A 25
MFERR IS, W51/ N S SR (4], TR N e B A . EAROE, TR E N2
WF 9 HARLE 1500 J3 AT « R4, ERECRIIHR[5]. HEl, JRELE™SLbrd, BREZ MG
JEHE, BG4 ) FHA6] [7]. BIE I EZ ARG LR LR B4 IR AR AR R
SERNZE . M UMb — b VA B SRR A, R T B R R R 2 R R R S AR, AT B i
FREREOE, JRAR. BHE. AWREZMIER 8], MRS MR PR B 4GB % R g SRR, &
PER T REMAR TS FIBE, SECZIEESTIFR R, WS E(E 565, &4 T80T,
DAl 9, TTAIRAER[9]. %8R R /2 AchR IR FIEIE T H TR, fiph VLN gk Ach &,
R AF BT, A AR fid 25 A RAE F 107 38 K TR B RR 2L B — FH 24 2o 0 i HUE il EOR B #8177
I BT R, KA, REREZ, MEHEKR, T 8E2 0 A B ) P 5 2R 2GR
BB RRAR, 72 7RO BRG] B BRI 5 I B A E, AR 1k
TERRZZ W 1 WA R AR AN R R L e, B0 Bl EL A B 1A E AKCEBUIE[12] [13] [14] [15]. ¥ 2
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X R Ty A E E BN A X FE AR 25 T AW, S5 187.5 TMi[16]. FEWF 2 AH X
BT, FRKELERRAFRE . 3280 A X KA R DU AT E Bon, K
UF %o} R A A B 139.64 £ (1 =i APV [S] o ARG s P s R HH [A) a8 A 5 45 1 5 3 D00 e 5 BH A b
2 X F KA WL 3 R8I BURME AT EBUIR,  DUIE 5 (R dU IR sk, AR R T
FH 24 LA B 2 0eF (0 T R 875 45 DA S Pt T B AR (A5 S 8%

2. MN57E
2.1. KR

B2 AN X A FIF AL, 3 52 P SR O R 2 A A 1R 25,
2.2. R

95.0%Mt BB 25, TLH KT RULB A IR A IR 80.1%F R RUREY), ZIH/RITHBHARA
A 95. 7% E A BR(R LY, WIS WAL RS A R A AR A BRG] ihiE-80.

2.3. REFER BRI

2.3.1. EREMRIE

1) i HCRAE

TEZ W B R (2021 4F 4 A 28 H~2021 45 5 A 2 H):RERB, A il dor B KA E X /N2
Mo EREEL T TOMETT . 5 PH B %I L 1 ez AT HUR AR, R AT R 2 RAETC bt , HEA /DT 2000
I, HAhFE R — R RIS E o YR LT E NE . SR SIS BTN a) Bre iR
=/NEAR T 2 RO R B B N IR S T (N35°27'42", E113°45'45"), b) PHERNT G4 EA(N35°2426",
E114°820"), c) #r 2 iiJEBHEME £ FHEIN35°420", E113°4021").

2) I T H

5.6 cm BEESHE, BE, A6, K.

3) 2

W AR 2595 T IO B AC B RRCRER, AR -6 25 77) F R HERE A kA7 06, T 0.1%Mt3R-80 7K
TR — RIVRFERLEE, 43 SNC SRR F 2570 B0 22 i (R M O B, LB RO B R ¥E 7 ANk
FEBEEE, 1RUCIEAMEEOE R, CLETARRE 0.1%M35-80 AKVABCAXT IR . =Fh257) 3 BRI R

M bk 0.025 g/L. 0.050 g/L. 0.100 g/L. 0.200 g/L. 0.400 g/L. 0.800 g/L. 1.600 g/L.

A E H g 0.0216 g/L. 0.0259 g/L. 0.0311 g/L. 0.0373 g/L. 0.0448 g/L. 0.0538 g/L. 0.0645 g/L.

FALRE: 0.0512 /L. 0.0666 g/L. 0.0865 g/L. 0.113 g/L. 0.146 g/L. 0.190 g/L. 0.247 g/L.

4) AbFE TV

K 22T 2 A 1 o BB R I 1) % R B2 (R 24 70 40 il NN AR 1.6 em, 151 5.6 om 3¢
BN RITRZ 30 em®) A, LIRS RIRS, (#5200 51 i B Py BE, R IR R e b7 85
FI5E o T ZE BRI /I 5 2 — 50 g B T30 e 20 Sk 70 45 B T Ab B AT (0 25 0 N, FH 20 At Ty 1k ke
R E R 4 k. EIEFH BN MR, EFRFAM: WE 18°C~25C, IR 50%~70%, JE)H
1 16 h/8 h (L/D)s,

5) g

3 h et & A HAE T A, WA R ks ik, W HE A IR SET, A5 AR i 2
X HRAE T R <10% A 0 52
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6) HEgiit Kot
ZROMAQ) U A ST RAMIESET AR, AXAIRHE 2S5 NYT 2726-2015 (/Z2iF i
A AREE) .
P =< x100 (1)
N

A
P\ ——ETR, AN 7 (%)
K——ROn B B L A0 Y, BN ks
N——FRR R BRI B AL, ANk
(Pt—PO)

zzﬁ&Cﬁﬁ“m @)

H{rf:

P,——RIEFETIZ, FALNEH 733 (%)s

Pt——ACEAE TS, BALNE 7 H(%):

PO——XTEAET 2, AN E 7 2(%).

KH DPS Guit i hiter, 18 FMEZRAE /0 A idi sk A 25500 1) LCso (A 20 95% B AF IR« A0 1H) X
HARER

7) BT E S

T ORI OB v 2 o Mok EEmbk L 305 SRR e 2880 S 02 TR x 22 KB U I FE 4R 1Y) LCso 2330l N
0.057 pg/em®, 0.15 pg/em®, 0.080 pg/em’s Fitk £ H(RR) R I 2 FHRE ) LCso 5 SR 25 I BUBFIRER) LCso
(7 EO AR o AR HTIE A B0 E B 45 5L, B P B e e U R BRI L 2 M 7K o UK 20 4 9. RR < 5.0
NEBUE, 5.0 <RR < 10.0 AKACFHIME, 10.0 <RR <100.0 AF2EKFHilE, RR > 100.0 MK Pk,
2.3.2. KEEYNE

1) AR5 A

I BETEI B 2 M 2 T8 2 RBHGEME BRIl /N 22 A = AT . AP, ERE DT (8, JEJ)h B5E,
TIEAE L, HHLUR AR 1.5%, PH{H 7.0; RIEHUETHR 32 B, E#HEMT K. NERFONTE 26
5, 2020 4F 10 H 20 HAEF, AW 17.5 J/667 m*, EHELFKH

2) 5wt

W 5 B R 24 DA RV R B il — s IR BE B, 275 =5 AR DI B K % U HE 9 F 21 e i
FIE, F 0.1%M 0 80 KIS REBRMRERL 7 MR EEVEW, LLE TAERI 0.1%Mi-80 /KIS .
BRI IR B e HE T

ik bk : 20.000 ai.g/ha. 30.000 ai.g/ha. 45.000 ai.g/ha 67.500 ai.g/ha 101.250 ai.g/ha. 157.875 ai.g/has
227.813 ai.g/ha.

AR 218.478 ai.g/ha<284.024 ai.g/ha.369.231 ai.g/ha.480.000 ai.g/ha-624.00 ai.g/ha.811.200 ai.g/ha
1054.56 ai.g/ha.

A ESE: 10.417 ai.g/ha. 12.500 ai.g/ha. 15.000 ai.g/ha. 18.000 ai.g/ha. 21.600 ai.g/ha. 25.920
ai.g/ha. 31.110 ai.g/ha.

ANXTEAR 23 m? (5 m x 4.6 m). BENLIXHHES], B=E 4 K.

3) i 24 ]

TuF BRI A 3 HE ) iZ —K.
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4) i 2 A T

FlAc HD-400 B F5) 15 11 A BEF 28 ¥25IWE%E, AR 30 Kg/667m’.

5) VAL A] J ik

FEZRTAEZG )5 1ds 3d. 7d 0Bl E B, LR 4 k. B 7ESRIER/NX 5 SR, A 5
SE S MRAWERE, AT E MR AR SR

6) HHEaLH

R 22 20(3) R (4) T8 b 8 22 0 1) e BB R AR R, R AT

_ B2 TG R - 2 e v

\E“<% %)=
IR () WA @
B Z - % IR

100 — X} FE Xt [ E %

LA Duncan #r & 2500 &% A B HEAT 22 573 W VE BT, IFTHES AN ZG50IK LDooo 275 K HERE &
PROT KRRy 30N 5 B BTG, K A B F Dy DPST7.05.

3. ERE5 9
3.1. EARHTMRENE
WS 3 HERE S AR KT 2 1.

Table 1. The resistance levels of Macrosiphium avenae to the tested chemicals in three counties of Xinxiang

# 1. #12 3 BEEKEYN SR ATIR K E

KM 2571 RE + FRifEiR LCs pg/em? (95% B 15 [X a]) ENE e
iR 0.581 + 0.040 0.341 (0.270~0.431) 5.98
WEELTH =/ANEA o A A B 2.147 £0.163 0.385 (0.350~0.423) 4.81
SRR 4.119 +0.489 0.179 (0.164~0.195) 1.19
iAEEL 0.523 £ 0.0500 0.127 (0.080~0.203) 2.23
PrEHE B [ € ] 2.285+0.385 0.377 (0.303~0.468) 471
AURR 3.216 £0.232 0.163 (0.154~0.172) 1.09
iR 0.734 +0.077 0.843 (0.631~1.123) 14.77
JRBAEL N o A A B 2.883 +0.350 0.561 (0.4809~0.656) 7.02
ARR 2.592+0.419 0.249 (0.215~0.288) 1.66

FEWNRIERKH: B2 3 B RAEREF RO 3 FhoOCH A ORIk, S EUR R
ARG VERRBE & A A o FCrptk ik, S RS TR . UK R B T = /NVE N Z2 KA R 1K) LCso 430
& 0.341 pg/lem’. 0.385 pglem’ 0.179 pglem’s KA UF A I HTHERT K02 10 5.98 i 4.81 f%. 1.19
%, 43 DRI UK UK o 3 TR T SR B & B 22 I 9 22 KA IF IR LCso 2350172 0.127
ug/em®s 0.377 pglem’s 0.163 pg/em’s FKAG WA HERT S A0 2.23 1%, 4.71 £, 1.09 1%, ¥4
TRUBK T o S5 TR BH L FEART P 22 KA 0 1) LCso 43 B2 0.843 pg/em®, 0.561 pg/em®. 0.249 pg/em’s K4
WF P AR TR U R 14.77 % 7.02 iy 1.66 i 43 Ak B R SR/t RACEBUIE . BUROKF .

3 Bz, FEHERAE 2 R EE KA MR =R RR I P . DT & BRI
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FEEBL T = /INED RS AR BB T 2 A AT it SO A 8 A B T, AR SRR T Ik B A K

FHiE . = BE KRR R BUROK T . 2R WA R
FEAR K7L, 8 A 9 Ak T BURROK P AR FE S A AHIE

3.2. KM
3 g R /N 2200 R R RN 6 AR L 2.

Table 2. Field control effects of three insecticides on wheat aphids

= 2.3 MR BTN R R A E B ERR

AES TR 2

1d 3d 7d
g KE A P — o o
(aigha) H¥pck) BOE ROEGIE gz BOE ROEGR Pk RPEC BOE0R B
Gk %) () Ck) %) (W) Gk %) (W)
20.000 400 397 0.81  0.04F 384 407 10.75fF 377 570  15.25gE
30.000 513 477 6.07  1.22fF 472 8.14  14.54fF 449 1239 20.92fE
45.000 342 310 9.45  8.76eE 274 1940 25.01eE 250 26.54 32.84eD
67.500 374 315 1590 1524dD 199 4595 49.74dD 177 52,65 56.94dC
ek 101.250 453 308 3156 31.02cC 122 7252 7442cC 90 79.89  80.04cB
151.875 469 233 5038 49.92bB 36 92,56  93.09bB 20 96.23  95.13bA
227.813 487 206 57.78 57.55aA 4 98.92 9921aA 2 99.59  99.66aA
CK 405 405 0.68 / 435 -7.50 / 451  -12.27 405
10417 371 285 2313  24.52fF 239 35.62  4041fF 219 41.03  37.78fF
12.500 411 266 3534 36.57¢E 235 42.89 47.19¢E 220 46.56  43.61¢E
15.000 337 149 5539 56.19dD 132 60.70 65.06dD 119 64.69  62.79dD
EacE 18000 354 115 6748 68.03cC 87 75.59  78.09¢cC 73 7947  78.31cC
WABE 21600 325 44 86.13 86.41bB 24 9234 9327bB 20 93.80 93.48bB
25920 401 26 93.71  93.82aA 1 99.84 99.8laA 0 100.00 100.00aA
31.110 342 14 9595 96.03aA 0 100.00 100.00aA 0 100.00 100.00aA
CK 389 396 -1.95 / 413 —6.62 / 371 5.22 /
218478 456 330 27.60 32.48gE 323 2844 39.11gG 276 39.50  40.31gG
284.024 426 277 34.64 3697fE 243 43.09 47.08fF 208 5133 51.97fF
369.231 378 185 5121 5298D 151 60.13  62.86eE 132 65.30  65.72¢E
480.000 446 157 64.65 65.80dC 105 7639 78.10dD 71 84.16  84.45dD
T
624.000 426 87 79.86  80.55cB 59 86.17 87.12¢cC 38 90.93  91.03cC
811.200 532 76 85.63 86.14bAB 45 91.61 92.17bB 23 95.86  95.90bB
1054.560 425 37 91.53 91.84aA 0 100.00 100.00aA 0 100.00 100.00aA
CK 313 325 -3.79 / 336 ~7.74 / 317 -1.56 /
[ SR S5 NS T RERUR S AR AN s 4 AITE 0.05 F10.01 KT 2R R
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B TR BT, BRI A i, B A B i TR 3G N Ak v, B 7 RS IA B .

M H1 bk 20.000 ai.g/ha, 30.000 ai.g/ha F145.000 ai.g/ha =ANAEBELEZ )5 7 d BiVARURAT AR AES)IE 50%,
539 15.25% 20.92% 32.84%, eI AN B2 1] 77 R0 22 S AR ik i 35 7K F; Wk Hebk 151.875 ai.g/ha, 227.813
ai.g/ha PALEE 3 d J 7 d BERRATIA 90%LA 1, Jodt 7 d B2 5N 95.13%F1 99.66%, 1 4b#HL [H] 3k it 2
KPR ARIE B R 7K. IUF BB VA HE# 572 151.875 ai.g/ha.

AR 10.417 ai.g/ha A 12.500 ai.g/ha PIALEE 7 d J5 IR 1A BRI ARIE 50%, ROREZE, Bisk
I3 37.78%F1 43.61%, HIALER (] B7 3% 2 R IA K B K. i AUEEUE S 21.600 ai.g/hay 25.920 ai.g/ha
A131.110 ai.g/ha, Z3AITE 3 dv 1ds 1dBiROE 90%LA L, Ja AN AL 3 [a) Aok 2 3 /K, (B HAthdb 3
[A) 1535 B A 2 K10 IR BB v 45 751 & 21.600 ai.g/ha

UK 218.478 ai.g/ha TEFEALIE 7 d JEATIARIE 50% BT 1A RCR , RO, B 40.31%: UK R 624.000
ai.g/ha.811.200 ai.g/ha 1054.560 ai.g/ha 4375 7E 7 d-3 d- 1 d IEFIB I ZCR T 90%, 7 KB R4 7318 91.03%-
95.90%- 100.00%, 7 K& 4bFEANT R I5 B2 2 Ko BB BB ia 64 75 & 624.000~811.200 ai.g/ha.

Table 3. Field test results of wheat aphid resistance to three pesticides

3. WX 3 MAFINMMEARRREER

271 ?kiﬁﬁfi LA T R’ o Bz
1 y=-2.115 + 3.242x 0.9724 388.874 259.094~583.661
N 2k 45.000 3 y=-1.214 +3.520x 0.9803 134.648 111.555~162.521
7 y=-1.0104 + 3.520x 0.9773 116.654 96.837~140.525
1 y=-1.259 + 5.442x 0.9953 24306 23.343~25.307
g%i 15.000 3 y=-6.450+10.291x 0.9287 17.264 15.188~19.625
7 y=-8.809 + 12.388x 0.91048 16.525 14.302~19.095
1 y=-2274+2875x 0.9945 946.383 874.003~1024.756
AARR 300.000 3 y=-10.296 + 6.1474 0.8452 497.464 371.668~665.836
7 y=-10.522 + 6.285x 0.8760 471.723 366.135~607.761

FWFRE 3 LI BUE K BRI S R LA 3. fERHRIG KA T, MEHRIKIE 1 dv 3d. 7 d X2 Hif
B LCop 43 7N 388.874 ai.g/ha. 134.648 ai.g/ha. 116.654 ai.g/ha, 45RFEM: MXTHERH R, AZHIE
K B GTEFCR ) 90%, 43 7 75 I3 1EH FHE 1 8.64 £, 2.99 f% M1 2.59 f%. i ESEETE 1 d. 3 d.
7 d XF 7 I B LCoo 235124 24.306 ai.g/ha. 17.264 ai.g/ha A1 16.525 ai.g/ha, 258K X HEREHE,
ARUGHAT EIE B PR RORI 90%, 437l 5 F 2 IE S FHE K 1.62 £5. 1.15 f5A1 1.10 fif. =R E SRR E 1
d. 3d. 7d X HEFBU LCy 7 BN 946.383 ai.g/ha. 497.464 ai.g/ha. 471.723 ai.g/ha, 455K AHXT
e &, A2 ZIA BB VA ORI 90%, F3 i) 45/ 75 F 2 1E % &= 1) 3.15 %, 1.66 551 1.57 fi5.
DO R SR, TR F T e 2 S 3 R AT S SR SRR T b
4. &g

RER T =/INER . TR & LA RH B HEAY 22 A 22 RS IR 240 0T e bk s R U B A AR
R RPN 2 R BOR . Hh S T =/ NVE R AR P B AR 2 AR it dumk, R B
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e K I R R A T B, A AR . R P LU 2 2 K g bt e
PR T RSP A B O R (2019 4EAE AR NAT EA M MR ) R K
gt bt S BB PE A5 OA 1.4~8.5 1%, X B0 AR MBS B2 M A BIUB KT o A R0l 7 45 SR 5 LR 5 AL L,
JE B — Hb X P 2 R BV A AR e, HEA 4 R AR
5. Wig

SHFAZRE . SRS RN LR, RSP EACE A — R ERE . KR TR X
S 5 2 A L S KA U SR SR R B SR 25 57 K FH R 4 SR S % ) B AR T 2(90%) » WL H ik
R TE. EUR R E SRR R R 2.59 5. 1.10 {580 1.57 4%, 9% E KPS HRR)
{9 5.98 fi5. 4.81 fi5. 1.19 {5 — 255 . FoJE B AT AR IR PRI A L 08 BB (1 22 S OK F ik i o
X 53 FEUF RN GURAD X R AR U 7 LA K 257001 F RO A s I AR ) Sk, (A48 LR Zm], i
BRI SRR — U AR, (RS bR A 2 R, BT R B A AR AR R, B A
B o SRR = A3 AN KA R AT SO0 R, FAHT 2 X S K R ()
BEARBLLHEART AR — TR PR

SE
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