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Safety of different seed coating formulations to maize seeding and the
control effect against maize head smut and aphids
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Abstract In 2013, 600 g/L imidacloprid FSC, 44% imidacloprid « fipronil FSC. 300 g/L cypermethrin FSC,
60% tebuconazole FSC, 4.23% metalaxyl « ipconazole ME were used as seed coating agents to treat the seeds of
two maize varieties, ‘Xianyu 335”7 and ‘Jinqging’, to verify the safety to maize seedling, the influence on plant
growth, and the control efficacy against maize head smut and aphids. The results showed that all the treatments
were safe to maize seedling, promoted the seedling growth and increased the yield by 19.6% . The control effica-
cies of both the combination of imidacloprid (400,500,600,800 mL) with tebuconazole (150 mL)and metalaxyl «
ipconazole (100 mL), and the combinations of imidacloprid « fipronil (240,480 mL) with tebuconazole (150 mL)
and metalaxyl « ipconazole (100 mL) were over 84% against maize head smut. The control efficacies of both the
combinations of imidacloprid (800 mL) with tebuconazole (150 mL)and metalaxyl « ipconazole (100 mL), and
the combinations of imidacloprid ¢ fipronil (240,480 mL) with tebuconazole (150 mL)and metalaxyl ¢ ipconazole
(100 mL) were over 81.6% against corn aphids on ‘Xianyu 335’. The control efficacies of both the combination
of imidacloprid (500,600 mL) with tebuconazole (150 mL)and metalaxyl « ipconazole (100 mL), and the combi-

nation of imidacloprid « fipronil (480 mL) with tebuconazole (150 mL) and metalaxyl « ipconazole (100 mL) were
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over 81.1% against corn aphids on ‘Jinqing’.

Key words corn aphids; maize head smut;
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Table 1 Chemical pesticides in this study
Qb PR il 7 f &/ mL + (100 kg) ! ARG &/ g » (100 k) !
Treatment Dosage Active ingredient content

1

600 g/L ik bk FSC 20060 %6 ez FSC 150+4. 232 H 75 « FiEEme ME 100
600 g/L imidacloprid FSC 2004-60% tebuconazole FSC 150+4. 23% metalaxyl * ipconazole ME 100

600 g/L it g1k FSC 30060 % Mz FSC 150-+4. 23 % H 75 « FhpEmk ME 100

120+7. 50+4. 23

2 600 g/L imidacloprid 300+60% tebuconazole FSC 150+4. 23% metalaxyl « ipconazole ME 100 BRS04

5 600 g/L Mk FSC 40060 % [RMEEE FSC 150-+4. 23 % HI 75 « Ak ME 100 ST, e 98
600 g/L imidacloprid FSC 400+60% tebuconazole FSC 150-+4. 23% metalaxyl « ipconazole ME 100 0 :

A 600 g/L it H1 ik FSC 50060 % Mz FSC 150-+4. 23 % H 75 « FhpEme ME 100 0=, Foded 53
600 g/L imidacloprid FSC 500+60% tebuconazole FSC 150+4. 23% metalaxyl * ipconazole ME 100 0 ’

_ 600 g/L mtHpk FSC 60060 % [RMEEE FSC 150+4. 23 % HI 5 « FhEmw: ME 100 07, B, 98

7 600 g/L imidacloprid FSC 600+60% tebuconazole FSC 150+4-4. 23 % metalaxyl + ipconazole ME 100 0 ’

. 600 g/L i ik FSC 800460 % J&;mkfiz FSC 150-+4. 23 % H 75 « Fhime ME 100 AT, Faded 73

600 g/L imidacloprid FSC 800+60% tebuconazole FSC 150+4. 23% metalaxyl * ipconazole ME 100 0 T
. 300 g/L & 4R FSC 16760 % [ IAEE FSC 150-+4. 23 % 4R « FlEmk ME 100 BT B, 9
300 g/L cypermethrin FSC 167+60% tebuconazole FSC 150+4. 23% metalaxyl « ipconazole ME 100 0 ’

. 44 YN - RS FSC 24060 % K mEEE FSC 150-+4. 23 % H 7 « Fgmk ME 100 LT S
44% imidacloprid * fipronil FSC 240+60% tebuconazole FSC 150-+4. 23% metalaxyl * ipconazole ME 100 0 :

o 44 - fEHLE FSC 480460 % Mt FSC 150+4. 23% 76 « Rl Emk ME 100 TG ol 78
44 % imidacloprid « fipronil FSC 480+4-60% tebuconazole FSC 150+4-4. 23 % metalaxyl « ipconazole ME 100 0 ’
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2013 4F 9 H 6 HiFATMAr . dE 1 Al L, ANTH
AL SE K 3357 T KA X K 22 PR 1 Bl
TERCERATE 57. 7% ~86. 3% , L HLmk 500,600,800 mL
+ IR MR 150 mL+ G « R e 100 mL 414 ik
i e UG 240,480 mL A+ MR 150 mL+ FH 7 -
FIEmE 100 mL 214 Bl ACAR R IR 4T 35 85. 89%%
LI b, & 2608 167 mL~+ MR EE 150 mL+H 5 -
FERIE 100 mL 4145 PO BEAR, A 57. 7% i
B2 0] WL SR 25 A ¢ 4 R FORFP 7 X £ oKk 22
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Table 2 Effect of different pesticide formulations on the growth and yield of maize variety ‘Xianyu 335’
317 3t = 317 3t = 5% /0
pm MR mmm e T T
Treatment Emergence Plant height Root above-ground under-ground ke« (bmd) l increasing
rate number Yield
part part rate
1 91. 0 ab 25. 3 ab 13.8 a 48.0 a 52.4 a 13 528.0 5.0d
2 83.3b 25.0 ab 12.9 a 29.0 cd 29. 3 de 13 746.0 6.7 c
3 83.0b 24.1 ab 12.7 a 25.7 de 28.3 de 13 112. 0 1.8 1
4 91. 3 ab 25. 6 ab 13.0 a 34.8 b 44.8 b 13 206. 0 2.51
5 95.0 a 24. 8 ab 12.7 a 20.5 g 29.0 de 14 469. 0 6.8 ¢
6 85.7 ab 24. 8 ab 12.8 a 25, % @ 27.7 e 15 299. 0 8.7b
7 89. 3 ab 24. 3 ab 13.4 a 22.8 ef 29.0 de 13 374.0 3.8e
8 95.7 a 25.9 a 13.6 a 32.6 b 33.8 ¢ 13 759.0 12.3 a
9 90. 3 ab 25.4 ab 13.7 a 32.2 be 31.5 cd 14 059. 0 9.1b
CK 82.7b 22.8b 11.3 b 18.0 g 21.7 1 12 886. 0 —

D) AbFE 1. nfp sk 200 mL+SomefEE 150 mL+H 75 « FPFE M 100 mL 5 A0 2. gk 300 mL+SGmefE 150 mL-+H 5 « FhpEme 100 mL; 4k
3. A A sk 400 mLA- G MEEE 150 mL+H FF o FHEEME 100 mL; ZbFHE 4. Atk AL bk 500 mL A+ MeEE 150 mL+ B FF « FREEME 100 mL; ZbHHE 5.
Nk H1mbk 600 mLA4- S MREE 150 mL-+ 7 « FhE M 100 mL; 40 FH 6. Ak HUBk SO0 mL 4 MR EE 150 mL-+FI 7 « FiiEme 100 mL; Ab3H 7. S5
Z1g 167 mL+ [ MAEE 150 mL-+HFE « FREEME 100 mL; ZbFH 8. mihdt « FR g 240 mL+ gmefEE 150 mL+H 7 « FhEmE 100 mL; 4bFH 9.
M« FEHUR 480 mL A+ MeEE 150 mLA+HIFE « FPEEME 100 mL; CK: PR [8] 91 8BS A R)/NE F 8RR 4 Duncan”s B 0 26 15 76
P<0. 05 RFZERRE . T
Treatment 1: imidacloprid 200 mL+tebuconazole 150 mL+metalaxyl * ipconazole 100 mL; Treatment 2: imidacloprid 300 mL+tebucon-
azole 150 mL+metalaxyl « ipconazole 100 mL; Treatment 3: imidacloprid 400 mL+tebuconazole 150 mL+metalaxyl « ipconazole 100 mL;
Treatment 4; imidacloprid 500 ml.+ tebuconazole 150 ml.+metalaxyl * ipconazole 100 mL; Treatment 5: imidacloprid 600 ml.+tebucon-
azole 150 mL+metalaxyl « ipconazole 100 mL; Treatment 6. imidacloprid 800 mL—+tebuconazole 150 mL.+metalaxyl * ipconazole 100 mL;
Treatment 7: cypermethrin 167 mL+tebuconazole 150 ml.+metalaxyl « ipconazole 100 mL; Treatment 8: imidacloprid « fipronil 240 mL
~+tebuconazole 150 ml.+metalaxyl « ipconazole 100 mL; Treatment 9; imidacloprid * fipronil 480 ml.+ tebuconazole 150 ml.+metalaxyl
« ipconazole 100 mL; CK: Without seed-coating; Values in the same column with different small letters are significantly different at P<<

0. 05 by DMRT. The same below.
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Table 3 Effect of different pesticide formulations on the growth and yield of maize variety ‘Jinging’

ISty HH=/ % MR /em HEE/ 2% Hh b A g R R g 7o/ kg . Ha5=aR /Y%
. Emergence Plant Root Fresh weight of Fresh weight of (hm?) ! Yield increasing
Treatment . .

rate height number above-ground part under-ground part Yield rate
1 87.0b 25. 8 be 12.3 a 41.0 a 34.0 cd 13 740. 0 9.8 e
2 87.7 ab 26. 8 abc 12.2 a 37. 4 ab 35.3 cd 14 234.0 13.8 ¢
3 91. 0 ab 27.8 ab 12.0 a 31.9 cd 43.0 ab 14 059. 0 12.4 d
4 87.0 b 26. 2 be 12.3 a 33.1 be 32.2d 14 000. 0 11.9d
5 88. 7 ab 27. 4 abc 12.0 a 28.1d 39. 0 be 14 389. 0 15.0 ¢
6 94.3 a 28.9 a 12.4 a 40.1 a 25.9 e 14 220. 0 13.7 ¢
7 87.0b 26. 1 be 11.8 a 37.6 ab 31.1d 13 371.0 6.9 f
8 92.7 ab 28.2 ab 12.5 a 39.7 a 46.4 a 14 965. 0 19.6 a
9 92.0 ab 29.0 a 12.1 a 40.2 a 44, 3 ab 14 665. 0 17.2 b
CK 86.7 b 25.1¢ 11.6 a 27.2 d 25.5 e 12 509. 0 —

2.3 AREHFIAEXEKY HHIBGERR

AR 25 AL B e 335 Rl F g . F 2013 4E 7
H 18 H W ik A W CE R 2 REWD 4725 1 WA
LSRR BRI AR BB 4 798 Sk, A&
A BEXF ORI BB IR AR TE 57. 0% ~90. 206, H
I B 200,300,400, 500,600,800 ml+ [ 1k
e 150 mL—+ FF g « FREGME 100 mL 214 0k i -
FHE 240,480 mL -+ gz 150 mL-+H 55 « f
PRI 100 mlL ZH A5 FOREF H i B I RO TE 72. 5%

DLl SEA6EE 167 mL—+ g MEEE 150 mL+-H1 55 -
FPEME 100 mL 414 19 B 36 8O- 84, R 57. 0%
(1 3),

2013 4F 7 J1 26 H #4755 2 WA £, ik H ok
300,400,500.600,800 mL~+ M 150 mL~+H 5 «
FhEEME 100 mL 204 b a « A 240,480 mL+ )%,
WRTEL 150 mL—+FF 75 « FhE M 100 mL 404 % F K i
HBFIARCRIFE 76. 0% LA L, ALK 200 mI+ i mg
f5 150 mL+H g « Fhpms 100 mL 446 ES 40
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Fig. 1 Control effects of different pesticide combinations as
seed coating agents against maize head smut

on the variety‘ Xianyu 335’
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Fig. 2 Control effects of different pesticide combinations as
seed coating agents against maize head smut

on the variety‘Jinqing’
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Fig. 3 Control effects of different pesticide combinations as
seed coating agents against corn aphids

on the variety ‘Xianyu 335’
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Fig. 4 Control effects of different pesticide combinations as
seed coating agents against corn aphids

on the variety ‘Jinqing’

20134F 7 H 26 H#FATHE 2 WA £, Mtk H ok
200,300.,400,500,600,800 mL~+ &Mz 150 mlL+
HAR « AP 100 mL 414 ik« G AL 480 mL
+ S MEEE 150 mL-+HFF « FREEme 100 mL 445%) &
DK AT 2 B AT A Bl YR R I TE 72040 L 1
SUEBEHE 167 mL+ MBEL 150 mL-+FFg o Ff ek
100 mL 414 i o Ji A 240 mL -+ Mk s 150
mL+ 55 « FHEEME 100 mL 214 1 B 18 SRR A .
435k 54. 3% 65. 3% (& 4)

3 Fit5itit

3.1 AEAFHEENERERLZER BRI
SNEPYEIIE V&R VIR L B I (O B B N S
4, JCEYE . 2GR AL R B0 R v AR AR



435 2 X G AT 2GR0 C 5 o AR oK 2 P B T R 2 SRR A L Y B R AR

e 229 -

ol b T F 3 i SR T RE AT L A A B
FARAERA B E RO LT RCR . & A BT P
Fo K S FPERAT AN [R) R BE A3 A R 4 B B
PR T K 3357, 0] UL A& &b B 24 1 6 A
(] K i o ) A AR A AR AE 25 5
3.2 ANAAFAERERLEFRRTHRIBE
R

ZEA PR B K A B A R I 5 A L itk HUk 400,
500,600,800 mL—+ ML 150 mL+ B 7 « Pl mk
100 mL 14 Ak HL « F HUIE 240,480 mlL - 5 s fis
150 mL-+H 5 « FhEgme 100 mL 414X £ ok 22 B
TR B IR RO YIREIR B 8420 L) b, S %8
fig 167 mL-+ ez 150 mL+FFF « FhEmk 100 mL
HAEWBRARIG, FTRE S B ARG ATF T H
Ja 2 AR .

ANFIZR A AR F K SRR S E 3357 af iy
Bl %7 < ik Habpk 800 mL—+ Mk 150 mL—+ I 5
o FHEME 100 mL 414 ML« FHLE 240,480 mL
+ G EE 150 mL+FFg « FhE M 100 mL & EHA
TRAF I B IR AR - P B TR SR 3478 81. 6 %0 LU
Lo ANIRIZHA X K ol 4 P b i BB A R
N H bk 500,600 mL—+JCMEEE 150 mL-+F 5§ «
W 100 mL 2 A ik o F L 480 mll - i mk i
150 mL~+F 75 « AP 100 mL 204X A F i)
BRI R 5 e WU A Bl VA R ¥ 7E 81, 1%
DL b X EKEF BT A 2 YA A, BE B B OKFD
THARTH 79 d, LAk 600,800 mI+ 5wk fis
150 mL-+H 5 « FhEms 100 mL 414 0k A«
F 480 mL + e 150 mL -+ H 5 « Fh e 100
mL 21 A XF ORI A B AT RE A E 80. 0% LA I,
Tl 3K 2 20 35142 T o RS e . [l — Ly ik
PHASTR] K Sty o B o= = K 22 JR s i K I H
(1) B TR R B AT AN 7] U B K i P[] %o g H 58 1Y)
P22 X PR RO A o

P25 FIBC T5 b, B 100 kg B~k F ak H ok
(200~800 mL) , [} e (150 mL) FIH Fg « b i e

(100 mL) 4 A, 3R ML L« 50U (240, 480
mL) |\ SCMEEE (150 mL) AT FE « FpE e (100 mL) 4
BT K 22 R g B ot K B AR A 1 B v ROR
HARGF R CH SR 8 S 7E S R &
KA PR i — 2P

% 3k

(1] Beal). XRFREFRA K RAENEEL] EREE,
2003(S2); 24 - 25.

(2] MEPC, RS, R, & FoR 2 B IS0 & 3
FIIELT ] KRB, 2009, 17(3): 120 - 123.

[3] 8RPE3C, T, i TR ARG I AR IR IR S 25 G B i
[J]. FTAER, 2011, 31(5).: 44.

(4] Wrmeis, e TR RPRAX R FHefal, 2004(5); 18,

(5] &Mest, (R, BoeE, 45 OR[RZ5 R A B TR Tk iof Hs
B[] FFiEA, 2009(7): 26 - 27.

(6] JBUELR, drEd:. WAk PR B N I ORI RL ] B
MO BH . 200004) ; 33 - 34,

(7] E&NI E&Fr, BFHR. RIRFARLMRE ST 20509 K 5
mEPED] R 58K, 2012, 32(12): 88.

[8] SoYS, Ji HC, Brewbaker J L.. Resistance to corn leaf aphid
(Rhopalosi phum maidis Fitch) in tropical corn (Zea mays 1. )
[J]. Euphytica, 2010, 172(3): 373 - 381.

(9] &, Behi, fa )y, 2 TR SR T K AP 5
(). B K= (A SRBED » 2013, 28(4): 598 - 601.

[10] =)y, akte, TIRE, 55, AAUHHO TR I3 & 1 4
WFIELT ], AR, 2012, 38(3): 40— 43.

[11] FFHF =, WHE, HARY, & JUR RO T KB 1 B
AR ], RigRb 2R, 2009, 25(2): 49 - 51.

[12] AARRE, BEEE, Fik, & SR FRTIBI IR oKk 22 B ERR
2iege )], MR, 2006, 24(1): 40 - 42,

[13] mhfot, FAEDE, PRIEAE. JURN FRFARI 5ok 22 BAEP iR
RORGH IR OITE )], ZAPEY, 2010, 30(2): 136 -137.

[14] FARE, AP, JRm. RIS Wik
B FR (AR - 2003, 31(S1): 25 - 28,

[15 1 ok fh. WIRE 4 R & A SBa xR0 ] w4k,
2011(7): 26.

[16] X, ZE2E %, k)28 S RO B HEE 5 Z0EAT 0 ik
L. BT AR, 2005(5): 30 - 32,

(FAE% . AW





