7N et 2020, 29(2) : 82-89
JOURNAL OF BIOSAFETY http ; / www.jbsen.org

DOI: 10.3969/j.issn.2095-1787.2020.02.002

4 i v Bl e o] 0 57 4 kT BOVE 1 A

R, TR WA, BOKER, R, £ @
Ve g R R FRE, A T 5106425 T d R K FHM RS L, d K 410128

FEE. [ BT R B B 2k i 5 ST Rk A R R e iR [ 7R )RS A TR A AR TR 56
2, ME T /NG G B AT KR Bt X-7 M7 (LR e SN ORIE 14 5 /NFFR L HO6 45 4 B
T J L R X M TR 2 WA S IR A BRI, [ 45 R /N (G LR e A 1T 5 50 it 5 7 i Bl
F2A 50 = 1 6,36 h J5 B SR 2 A 5 B4 U BET 25 5 92% F1 100% , K BHTIRE R X-7 5
B SRR LA 50 ¢ 1 BE,36 h S B SR 2 W4 I BET R K 80% s 4ERCHE He 30 ¢ 1 HiE,36 h S *’i“:ﬁ?ﬁﬂ
T T 5 WA IAET R N 100% , BTG ZR i SN 5 B it ST IR S o 400 ¢ 1 B, 36 h S

TR 2 W 5 W4 B TS24 B R 88% F 85% . WETE F/INFT-4E I HO6 5 B b £ 7 B FE 400 : 1 B, 36 h J5 B b 37 1k
2 W 5 W4l RUEBET- AT BN 32% 1 67.5% ., | 4518 ) /NG T RRZE i A 1T ELA 3000 1Y R S 7k A= W B ¥ T I, L
KEM L& H X7,

KR R AUREIFE N TSRk BOUER; EYIBA

Virulence of four entomopathogenic nematodes on fall armyworm,
Spodoptera frugiperda (J. E. Smith) ( Lepidoptera: Noctuidae)
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Abstract; [ Aim] This study aimed to examine the infection effect of entomopathogenic nematode on the 2™ and 5" instar larvae of
Spodoptera frugiperda (J.E. Smith). [ Method] We used a bioassay to test the virulence of four entomopathogenic nematodes : Stein-
ernema carpocapsae A Il , S. longicaudum X-7, S. feltiae SN and Heterorhabditis bacteriophora H06, under laboratory conditions.
[ Result] After exposing one S. frugiperda larva to 50 S. carpocapsae A Il for 36 hours, the mortality rates were 92% for 2™ and
100% for 5™ instar S. frugiperda larvae. When exposed to 50 S. longicaudum X-7, the mortality of 2™ instar S. frugiperda larvae was
80% and 100% for 5" instar S. frugiperda larvae in the presence of only 30 S. longicaudum X-7. After exposing one S. frugiperda
larva face to 400 S. feltiae SN for 36 hours, the mortalily rates of 2" and 5" instar S. frugiperda larvae were 88% and 85%and 32%
and 67.5% in the presence of 400 H. bacteriophora H06. [ Conclusion] The results showed that S. carpocapsae A1l and S. longicau-
dum X-7 had great potential on biological control of 2™ and 5" instar S. frugiperda larvae.

Key words: entomopathogenic nematode ; Spodopiera frugiperda; lethal effect; biological control.
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persicum  HEEE Solanum tuberosum L.V X HFRAE Gos-
sypium spp. 5§ 80 ZFEY) . A HUE I 41 7Ky
R 8 Rl 5 | R/ 1 R S 12
PURBL FOKB” (9 fE T (5K, 2019) , HEHLER
LI T 3t 18 T R KRS S5 A 7 T ™ 45 3, A
EUPE E K 7= 5 45 25 38 19% ~ 100% ( Dal et al.
2012) . # % 2019 4F 7 AW, R A O AL
222 A X 1128 NELIX KA Ao T AR T 55
J7 hm? (A4, 2019) , 554 5740 89 A AR 0] 3 [
A SR A 77 2 A i 1 E R

FH BT B v AR A e AR 2 LA T
S8 B2 B R R R AR B U | P S R T SR
AR | AR TR A T TR A A R L A
Wi RS R L £ T e | LG R TS | S AR
B KRS (4555 ,2019; EJPRAE,2019; @
Pel 25 ,2019) o AN BRG], A2 KR/ 0
KE BEARAAE D) 12 142 A, 3 7T RE {2 {75 4th 5%
R 7= A= 51 245 P ( Boaventura et al. ,2020; Yu & Mec-
Cord,2007; Yu et al. ,2003) . WF5T & B, 25 V5 5 Fl
2 22 B 10 S b B 1 MR R X R SE MR S TR L R
HORU e S HOR B K 2 R 2 A A
fi JREEEER 2 RWEE  LCEEZ R R F A
ARy A2 T ) A% B0 BT 24 1 ( Gutierrez-moreno et
al. ,2019)

SRl b 2 A 245 1) A LA B 8 AR A 7 2
TR BTGP BHIT TAE & TT e 1 A A= Wy IRk
2l AR AR T SRR A 5 A W B iR T Box A
M5 A gk B 4 3% 5 19 B 5T ( Dasilva et al. , 20095
Grijalba et al.,2018; Gutierrez-ramirez et al., 2015;
Molina-ochoa et al. ,2003; Prasanna et al. ,2018; Rios-
velasco et al. ,2011; Rivero-borja et al. ,2018; Shylesha
et al.,2018) . FFE7ERLH A A= VBT iR J7 T T
J& T —ZINHRE . M RAE (2019) BFFE A LK 4
Wk EE R JEARAT B Empedobacter brevis T3 25 4T
B Bacillus thuringiensis % & 53 70 Mk HA B4 758
ik u%(2019)7ifmﬁ%igﬂi%Telenomus spp.%ﬁ}':
IR IE Trichograma chilonis Tshi A A Wb 57 7% 1K
FUEE Beauveria sp. % 5 HL 0% 147 ik AR50 I 72 A
FRRIBTFEAGE (AR L4 ,2019)

. H R Ji 2k 1L ( entomopathogenic nematode
EPN) 2B WL A v 25 28 KW, 45 37 [ Ze U}
Steioertidae 155 /MNT4E H R} Heterorhabditidae ( 5 3C

145 ,2014; Kaya & Gaugler, 1993 ; San-blas,2013) ,
FE SR G375 P B 1 T 2kt B 448 s, 2 1
i 80T KA TAE (Cossentine et al. ,2010; Geor-
gis et al. ,2005; Vega et al. ,2000) , Rk HL Stein-
ernema riobravis Xof i iy B 1R Ik FHUA 1145 ) EIE Ay
ik 46.1% ( Raulston et al. ,1992) . AMFFTIELI =
AT T 4 R 2wl A A 7 iy B s e 2k
HOx e SRR R EEAE T, AT B A L s J 4k
HhXop by BRI A TSR O 3 S v Ak ) B M i
J 2 Hu it 2%, Sy )07 B2 H i S5 2 e B 16 el 5%
WIS |

1 #R5FE

11 HiEREERRKELZH

B BRI IR PR F M T AR X K T £
HORHAL S TR FRAE 4RI 7, Tl S0 kN T )
BT R (21 FE 45 ,2019)

At It 2 R /NG T [ 26 L Steinernema
carpocapsae A Il #h F | 1 )8 3 [R £ U Steinernema
longicaudum X-7 oh 2R IR MR B G £k L Steinernema
feltiae SN iy & FI1 WG TR 5 /N FT 28 B Heterorhabditis
bacteriophora HO6 i & , W4 F LU AR 4t 15 7 i £l B
BAMRAA,

1.2 4 TR IR 2 B X E it Sy B B B FE 1B R E

FEFAE 90 mm H5 IR LA B — 5K EL AR 90 mm
AIURAR, 7EE TR ML A 10 Sk [A]— KAk 5 R/
ARABLAY 3 51 0k 2 B 4 L, SRS A 1 mL X
TR i A e Al 7K R IR, (A /N 465 i S0 o T 4 1
A TR T T J LR L X-7 5 it 5 i i 2 1440
WA 2:1.5:1,10:1.20: 1 F150: 1,
T 1 30 PG4 Hhg B2k rh SN 45 0 1l S0 1 ik 2 #4401
B 50 ¢ 1,100 ¢ 1,150 = 1,200 : 1 Al
400 : 1, PG S/ R R4 HO6 5 T Hb 571
I 2 W4l AR S 25 0 1,50 £+ 1,100 1 1,200 ¢ 1
400 = 1, o FHAEKAE g Xt IR - 15 37 ML
fi 22 11 b SR N T ARDRE SR S B B SR LS T
BESRA 0, 1 R IR (262 1) °C, 1 328 70% +
10% , 50 12 h WEEC SR AL IS o X RO i BE T2
0L, T2 HU7E 3 AR BRI v A7 355 I 1) 5 0, A
S TTWEE 36 h, LABR il gh HUAR SR T RO
AUHIE AET . LB 5 W,

4 Tt G R SR 5 I 40 s B T Byl
FEITES 2 1B AT K R HT R R X-7 5
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BT Bk 5 WA RUBRCEE HE O 10 5 1,20 ¢ 1
30 : 1,40 : 1,50 = 1, Bl FREk HL SN 5 5 5Y
B 5 I 4 R A RCEE LS 50 1 1,100 ¢ 1,200 1,
300 : 141400 = 1,/NEIHTERZ R A T IR 53/
Fr L HO6 55 o 5 i i 5 % 4 e i 8o e 5
2 WA AR LU TR AR B 4 9K
1.3 BRSNS

i FH One-Sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov test ot
PEHATIES ARG S . A58 RS AT ] Lev-
ene's test PEAT I 227 VERGER . X F Oy 2255 0ERY 1
FHELN 3 T7 22 9047, FF A LSD test HEAT 2 H L
B MTAFFEIES 0 M7 248551, el
Kruskal-Wallis test #F 17 #5536, @08 2ok P {H/NF
0.05, 8 F§ Mann-Whitney test #E1T I HLEE, AT A
Bl M Pz 47 T SPSS 20.0,,

2 HRESW
21 ARFIERELRHITEH S EIEK 2 b4 HE
HIEIEM

T 2RI, Sk H ) 30) B B, b 57 13 ik 2
440 U BB T 3R A R, LR A 1R Y B[R] A AE
HICT- R . BRVETE S/ MTZ L HO6 41, HiAth 2
TR UG 0T R0k 2 8 %)) U B B R
Horp NEIR I Rt AT % 55 1 5 1 ik 2 I 4
IEIE R foe i, N BAZH B3 9 0k 2 W4 4 ALK BE T
FERHO(E1-4)
2.1.1 AEAENEHR K &R AT & 2R3 EH
R 2 W4 B R R LA, NG
MG 2 e A T 5 R 5 5 Hb 0% 7% Mk B0 L oy
50:1.20:1,10:1.5:1F12: 1,k 12 h i}, 5
DTk 2 WA U FE TR 435 10% 8% 4% |
2910, LB E 25 (X =4.729,df=4,P=0.316) ;
MAEALBE 24 h B, FAE T3 5351 h 88% . 84% .
42% 42% M1 2% ;(EAL TR 36 h I, HAE TR0 5 N
92% 90% .66% 48% F 4% . TEXUH LK 50 © 1 FlI
20 : 1,403 24 F1 36 h B, /NG 3 [G 2k B A T X
R TR 2 WA B R T E 2R (24 h. U
=9.500,P=0.439;36 h: U=11.000,P=0.734) , i}
33K 2 A 1) 0l b B 130 K ) 77 3 A AP RIOR |
212 FEFMEKEH K& & X7 & FAFEH A
W2 B4 2 B RAER KETREG R X-7 &
R 5RO TR A o 50 ¢ 1, 40 F 24 36 h Al
B 20 ¢ 1, A0 B 36 h B B S A Ik 2 134

WAET-FN 62% .80% Fll 62% , Hodw FERL R I i &
ZH(U=6.500,P=0.202) , 155 H:Ath b B X} 5 4l 57
e ) BOEAE A 3 25 55 (X =25.190, df =5,
P<0.001) (£ 2), YLHZL MR R 50 ¢ 1
TFANEE 24 h K AEREHE R 20 0 1 R ALEE 36 h X
B 2 W4 R BOE R .

®1 FRFBNSHITKER AL

X Bt 2 i 2 8 4h A B TEAE B

Table 1 Lethal effect of different dosages of Steinernema
carpocapsae A 1l against S. frugiperda 2™ instar larvae

Kokt T TIR I 2 4 AT TR
= Mortality of S. frugiperda/%
Ratio
12 h 24 h 36 h
50:1 10.00£7.75Aa 88.00+2.00Ab 92.00+2.00Ab
20: 1 8.00+3.74Aa 84.00+4.00Ab 90.00+£4.47Ab
10:1 4.00+2.45Aa 42.00+5.83Bb 66.00+£6.00Bc
5:1 2.00+2.00Aa 42.00+5.83BCb 48.00+3.74Cb
1 0.00+0.00Aa 2.00+2.00Da 4.00+2.45Da
1 0.00+0.00Aa 0.00+0.00DEa 0.00+0.00DEa

i o F R E bR iR 22 | [R5 H 5 AR IR RS SRR R0R 22 57
AR | AT R ARG R R R 28 RN 35 (P>0.05)

The data are mean+SE; same capital letters within a column indi-
cate no significant difference, same lowercase letters within a row indi-

cate no significant difference (P>0.05).

x2 AEFELETKEHKRER X-7
I E R R 2 44 B BISE/E A
Table 2 Lethal effect of different dosages of Steinernema

longicaudum X-7 against S. frugiperda 2™ instar larvae

i AR 2 B L TE T
- Mortality of S. frugiperda/%
Ratio
12 h 24 h 36 h
50:1 32.00+£3.74Aa 62.00+4.90Ab 80.00+6.32Ab
20:1 12.00£4.90Ba 36.00+£6.78Bb 62.00+£10.12Ab
10 : 1 2.00+2.00BCa 4.00+4.00Ca 10.00+3.16Ba
5:1 0.00+0.00CDa 4.00+2.45CDab 6.00+2.45BCb
1 0.00+0.00CEa 0.00+0.00CEa 0.00+0.00Da
1

0.00+0.00CFa 0.00+0.00CFa 0.00+0.00DEa

B NP RE AR ERR 22 | R I B S AR IR RS P R R 22 52
R PR IS 0 2 SR 3 (P>0.05) .

The data are mean+SE; same capital letters within a column indi-
cate no significant difference, same lowercase letters within a row indi-

cate no significant difference( P>0.05).

2.1.3 FEFABREIT K& & SN & A EHAK
M2 g R I BORE R HIER 3 T, B
50 : 1 A, 77 Bk 307 PG 4R HU SN iy 25 %o e it 23 730 0k 11
AL T /NG T IS LR L A T AN R 7 G £k
HOX-7, Y HARCE R 400 5 1,200 2 1,150 ¢ 1,
100 = 1A, Zb 3 24 h ()5 ST ACIRAE T R0 i 2 22
S (X*=5.104,df=3,P=0.164) 403 36 h LG W
ZF(X*=0.966,df=3,P=0.809), ZZk HEEE
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SRR L 4 L SR ST U 9 R BT . 85 -

FEoA 100 = 1 B X0 B b 57 7 0k 2 % 4y | ) B0 R
AIRF 82% , /NG ICLk B A T1 15 5 1b 33 13 ik
B b oh 20 ¢ 1 BFEBER AT A 90%

*3 AEFERHEITRE R SN
Ry A i 2 6 4h M BIZEE A
Table 3 Lethal effect of different dosages of Steinernema
feltiae SN against S. frugiperda 2™ instar larvae

e A SR 2 I T
Rgi_ Mortality of S. frugiperda/%

atio

12 h 24 h 36 h

400 : 1 70.00+£3.16Aa  74.00+4.00Aab 88.00+5.83Ab
200 : 1 20.00+3.16Ba 54.00+7.48Ab 80.00+7.07ABc
150 :1 16.00£4.0BCa  60.00+8.37Ab 78.00+8.60ABb
100 : 1 26.00+6.78BDa  66.00+4.00Ab 82.00+£9.70ABb
50:1 8.00+2.00Ea 28.00+3.74Ba 56.00+11.66Bb

0:1  0.00£0.00Fa 0.00+0.00Ca 0.00+0.00Ca

B AP HE AR ERR 22 | [R5 RO 5 AR R R 3 i 3RoR 22 5
AN, FATEE R AR RN RO 22 5 A B3 (P>0.05)

The data are mean+SE; same capital letters within a column indi-

cate no significant difference, same lowercase letters within a row indi-

cate no significant difference( P>0.05).

2.1.4 FEFEBW R/ L E HO6 & £ 3t H 3
T2 B B ER  EEF/IMTLR
HO6 (it 72 £ Ab FHGF R0 Hby 53 7 1 2 1% %)) L A OB R
PR (R 4) o HEE HONRR (400 © 1) B, Ab 3
12 £ 24 h X} 5 70K 2 4l BRI 0,
AR B 36 h B, BOEAA IR B2 4 AR T ) B
fH(32%) o

*4 AEFIEFEER/NFLLHE HO6
R A 2 i 4h A BITE1E
Table 4 Lethal effect of different dosages of Heterorhabditis
bacteriophora H06 against S. frugiperda 2™ instar larvae

KO T TR 2 4 BT TR
RE' Mortality of S. frugiperda/%

atio

12 h 24 h 36 h

400 : 1 0.00+0.00Aa 0.00+0.00Aa 32.00+£7.35Ab
200:1  0.00+0.00Aa 2.00+2.00Aa 16.00+10.30ABCDa
100 : 1 0.00+0.00Aa 2.00+2.00Aab 14.00+5.10ABb
50:1 0.00£0.00Aa 0.00+0.00Aa 6.00+4.00BCDa
25:1  0.00£0.00Aa 0.00+0.00Aa 0.00+0.00CDa

0:1 0.00£0.00Aa 0.00+0.00Aa 0.00+0.00Da

B AR E AR e 22 | [R5 B 5 AR R) QS 5 R 3R R 22 5
AR, FATEAE R AR RN TR R 22 3 A B3 (P>0.05)

The data are mean+SE; same capital letters within a column indi-
cate no significant difference, same lowercase letters within a row indi-

cate no significant difference( P>0.05).

22 AEFERFRERINEM IR S R4 AP
HILERA

HSAA L ) iA B ) B R i 4 Rl 2

TRZR O B ST R 5 14 4 RO B R I BOE R
Hr/hNEr R AT MK EIFR&d X7 5
LM BTN 5 WA AR A 5 0 1 A0 ¢ ]
iF, Ab3H 36 h 5, FEHL BT A 5 4 R FE T R ]
ik 50% DL SR BT 6 R ZH b ST MK 5 R 4
HBET R 0(F£ 5-8) .

221 AREAMENEHRTKEZE ALS RS EH
RS W4 BB R  hE S AT, AR 12
h B BRECEE EE R 50 0 1 AF 45 57 i A 28 AU R b £
IR BOPE R T e 3 25 7 (X2 =8.742, df = 5,
P=0.120) , BRI AR ; A0 24 h, Ko o
501,20 5 1,10 = 1 B, /NI HT [RZR L A TT X
BT 5 4 I BOEEH B3 2 57 (X° =
2.816,df=2,P=0.245) , 3L T- R4 5N 62.5% .
45% 40% ; JA0 B 36 h B LR 50 ¢ 1 B, N
IR A T 0 5 b 5 7% Mk ) B 38 18 3 s T
AL EE  BOE IR 100%

x5 AEFENEHHTKER AL
IR S WA HBBRIER

Table 5 Lethal effect of different dosages of Steinernema
carpocapsae A 1l against S. frugiperda 5™ instar larvae

i M SO S 14 T TR
- Mortality of S. frugiperda/%
Ratio
12 h 24 h 36 h
50:1 15.00£6.45Aa 62.50+17.97ABab 100.00+0.00Ac
20: 1 2.50+2.50ABa 45.00+2.89ACb 87.50+6.29Bc
10 : 1 7.50+4.79ABa 40.00+0.00Ab 67.50+2.50CDc
5:1 0.00£0.00Ba  27.50+4.79Bb 62.50+6.29Dc
1 0.00+0.00Ba 0.00+0.00Da 0.00+0.00EFa
1 0.00+0.00Ba 0.00+0.00Da 0.00+0.00Fa

Bl AP BE AR R 22 RIFVER S AR R RS FRERR 22 57
A AT R R A R/NG FREROR 22 A B (P>0.05)

The data are mean+SE; same capital letters within a column indi-
cate no significant difference, same lowercase letters within a row indi-

cate no significant difference( P>0.05).

222 FRAEKEH KL & X7 & A HH R
TR S W4 B W BOLIE R AEARFE 12 h B KBS
[CER I X-7 5 REHh BT MR L 50 £ 1,40 ¢ 1
0 : 1, X B S 8k 5 02 4 B i EE R 0 N

25% .1.5% 5% , 0B %5 (X? =2.695,df=2,P=
0.260) , i 4% & b 20 1,10 = 1 B, HUFEFRY
H O FEARLPR 24 h B L 50 0 1,40 ¢ 1 B KR

i [QZk L X-7 X L b 577 ik 5 14 U B T
i 2 kB & K (U=3.500,P=0.155) , 4%
WA 95% .82.5% ; FEALBE 36 h, B LA 50 ¢ 1

40 0 1,30 = 1 B, 1< 8 i FQ 4k Y X-7 5% i 57 78 ik
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5 W4 B BEER A S 100% , MBEE R 20 < 1
i, KRR Bt X-7 X ik 5 3 4 A &L
FEF A A] 5] 80% L K (£ 6)
£6 FAEFIERETKEHKLEHR X7
X E b A R 5 #04) B BISE1E

Table 6 Lethal effect of different dosages of Steinernema
longicaudum X-7 against S. frugiperda 5" instar larvae

s M B RO S 14 BT

- Mortality of S. frugiperda/%

Ratio

12 h 24 h 36 h

50:1 25.00+10.41Aa  95.00+5.00Ab 100.00+0.00Ab
40:1  7.50+7.50ABCDa 82.50+6.29ABb 100.00+0.00Ac
30: 1 5.00+2.89ABCDa 72.50+6.29Bb 100.00+0.00Ac
20:1 0.00+0.00BCDa  35.00+2.89CDb 80.00+4.08Bc
10:1  0.00£0.00CDa  25.00+5.00Db 52.50+7.50Cc
0:1  0.00£0.00Da 0.00+0.00Ea 0.00+0.00Da

Bl PR E AR e 22 | R BB 5 AR IR RS TR RR 22 5
A AR R R NS FREROR 2R AR (P>0.05) .

The data are mean+SE; same capital letters within a column indi-
cate no significant difference, same lowercase letters within a row indi-

cate no significant difference( P>0.05).

2.2.3 AR A ER KL = SN & R A EH R

RS Gh  BORE R YRR IRE SN H
i B I K& 3k 300 < 1 1400 ¢ 1, AbFE 36 h
11 0 B g (o R GV ES @ S i =T
IR WH T5% F 85% (% 7)., TERR LN
50 : 1,403 36 h B, BOAERIUN 15% , KT EHT
FRZR L X-7 /NG M B0 FR 4 ol A T NG 7 5 /N &
4L HO6 [ 100% 100% 1 45% (£ 5.3 6 % 8) .

x7 AEFERHEITRE R SN
I E M SR 5 B4 REESEER
Table 7 Lethal effect of different dosages of Steinernema
feltiae SN against S. frugiperda 5™ instar larvae

i LT 5 R4 e T

= Mortality of S. frugiperda/%
Ratio

12h 24 h 36 h

400 : 1 15.00+6.45Aa 57.50+7.50Ab 85.00+6.45Ac¢
300 : 1 10.00+7.07ABa  50.00+8.16ABb 75.00+2.89Ac¢
200 : 1 10.00£7.07ABa  30.00+5.77BCh 42.50+4.79Bbc
100 : 1 0.00+0.00Ba 15.00+2.89CDb 20.00+5.77CDbe
50:1  0.00+0.00Ba 12.50+2.50Db 15.00+2.89Dbe

0:1  0.00+0.00Ba 0.00+0.00Ea 0.00+0.00Ea

B E bR R 22 | [R5 B 5 AR IR RS S 3RR 22 7
AN AT ERE RN FREROR 22 5 A B3 (P>0.05) .

The data are mean+SE; same capital letters within a column indi-
cate no significant difference, same lowercase letters within a row indi-

cate no significant difference( P>0.05).

224 AEFEEFBER/NTL £ HO6 & R At HEH
RIS W4 W BOLE R 3R 8 AT, M ETA
S/ L HO6 5 e 1l B3 13 Mk B i b Ry 400 < 1

200 : 1,100 : 1 F150 : 1, Zb3RFE] 5 36 h i, B
T Mk 5 WA AL TR E &, 4yl 67.5%,
52.5% .52.5% 1 45% , T i % 2% 57 (X = 4.864 , df =
3,P=0.182), [H7EECE N 50 : 1, BEH /ML
Ht HO6 X B 57 2k 5 W4l A BOERAL, MK 2
Wi FRZR U X-7 NE IR INT Rk e A T X B3t 57 0k S
W4 B BOEZEAT IR 100%

RS AEFIEWEEF/MMTEL R HO6
T E M B R 5 4 R EISEE A
Table 8 Lethal effect of different dosages of Heterorhabditis
bacteriophora H06 against S. frugiperda 5™ instar larvae

i AR 5 B4 TE TR
AR Mortality of S. frugiperda/%

Ratio

12 h 24 h 36 h

400 : 1 7.50+4.79Aa 20.00£9.13Aa 67.50+4.79Ab
200 : 1 0.00+0.00Aa 20.00£12.25Aab  52.50+4.79ABb
100 : 1 0.00+0.00Aa 17.50+11.81Aa 52.50+2.50ABb
50 :1  0.00+0.00Aa 15.00+8.66Aab 45.00+£13.23ABCb
25:1  0.00£0.00Aa 0.00+.00Ba 27.50+4.78Cb

0:1 0.00£0.00Aa 0.00+0.00Aa 0.00+0.00Da

Bl P E bR iR 22 | [R5 B 5 AR IR R 'S SRR R0R 22 57
AN, R RN TR 2R AL (P>0.05)

The data are mean+SE; same capital letters within a column indi-
cate no significant difference, same lowercase letters within a row indi-

cate no significant difference ( P>0.05).
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WFFE KB, A 4 Fb 2 oo B 5% 7 ik 41 1R
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PR AL A T i 28 06) B0 i 9 13 08k 114 B 48 R 5 -
1636 h Zb3 Kkl 50 < 1 K ERTGZ h X-
7 2R UK 2 WIS I A B b £ A Ik 4 H A B s R
39K 80% F1 100% ; £ 36 h AbFE Hrhr bl 20 : 1
B, ZNE I TGk e A TR T 2 8 0 S % B4 B
TR A B 45O 53 0 R 90% 1 87.5% . TR
It (G2 He SN FIIE T /P4 L HO6 Xof 5 b %
PR PR 22, FERCE R 50+ 1 (AR EE TR, X
FH ST 2 BN 5 4l BB TR BT 60% .
Ho N B I R LR A TL S 2R 0 B b 5 R ik BB
VE I, 78 24 F1 36 h 2 /> &b B A] % 5 b 55 1%
I 2 W84l R YR O T LM 3 R R R
T B b S A 5 A4l e K R ITER AR L X7 i &R
RYBRI A . AHFSE KB, KR Rk AL X-7 1
WE TR 57 /INFF 2 B HO6 X 5 i &)y Ha B8 F6 % 1 T 4
RIS L R EIE A, o  4) HXT i Jit 4 e 1Y) Uk
JE R KA 4 R B e 2 B O Gl (E e
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SRR L 4 L SR ST U 9 R BRI .87 -

A4 L1994 Park et al., 2001) , 4, 47K ¥ F
H 5 (2009) FBIFFE A B, /NG T Ik de A I 4k
F/NEI, Plutella xylostella .4 % 48 h J5 , /N 3
B4 MBI 75% 295 T 1 B R 40% 1 2 B Y
65% ., I M [C £k O IGA = 4 I & i 1000
% - SR, AL B 48 b S, BEFE K Lymantria dispar
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50 : 14030 120 h J5, " BRI 5 WA HUR 3
Y BET R B 91.67% 1 78.18% , KJBHTIT
2y G {300 Z% - kT, 7E 20 R 47 h
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