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Pesticide toxicity and selection for the pine wood nematode
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Abstract: To determine highly toxic and fast-acting pesticides to combat the pine wood nematode
(Bursaphelenchus xylophilus), a toxicity test of 22 kinds of pesticide used against the pine wood nematode
(PWN) was conducted using a PWN suspension liquid plus pesticide with a processing time of 1 h to
determine a median lethal concentration (LCs) for each pesticide. Results showed that the LCs, after a 1 h
treatment was best with emamectin (0.3 mg-L™) and worst with cartap (21.053 g-L™). In addition, four kinds
of pesticide revealed acute activity toward the pine wood nematode with an LCs, after 1 h treatment of: matrin
(1.2 mg-L™"), chlorfluazuron (2.5 mg-L™"), deltamethrin (4.2 mg:L™"), and abamectin (4.5 mg-L™). This
meant that emamectin and abamectin could quickly and efficiently kill PWN, and the selected pesticides with
acute activity to PWN could be used to develop a trunk injection against pine wilt disease. [Ch, 1 fig. 3 tab.
25 ref. ]
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1.2 f#ik&H

PRk U2 B8 R 5028 4 Ll B SR IBOR ARG BB (1 SR K Pinus thunbergii A o K008 SEA A 101 5 A
RV & 2k vk B AR B 2 e, 13RI ML A B R B A R U, PRIBOHE RS AL 10 % HERE 4 5%,
BT KA AR Botrytis cinerea W) 58 AT A B BN K5 772 55 (PDA) Al L, 25 CHEIRA P IGF .
LHILARBRHLNG, FiE—BP KRR Ja IO B 37 78 K R 45 /A A 4R ey ™, e 1 A
W HE M 5000 ~ 6 000 45 -mL" LR U, HRE &,
1.3 MEFHE

2 5500 5 SR I BB VR T+ A 25 BRI M R T R A5 b e 2 T ) B — S B PR VR, R Y ) i
A1 mL— 8 B B AR 25 R 1 mL 2R ORI, ARG R CE — 2 i), 76 B G R A A 2k il
MRS, Gt mBeT R, BAks 3 A ER . O & R 24 He i 5 R 8986 B i 100, 500, 1 000,
5000, 10 000 1 50 000 f5¥#, FHIX — 50 o 2 e BE AR BRI AR FRZE HL 1 b, SE 4R & Fp A 25 10 TR LR FE T
e JEE (B IEFET 2 20% LA A o4 vk 5 ) AN 48 SE T W (100948 T~ B9 BB v ) 5 QLA 2 A ot vk J3E
M FEE, HAIFEBE 3 ~ 4 AT AR, AbERLR R A L U S LR E R RSB TR, AR
FET- QB AR 25 i W B 2R A IESE TR 2Z (R B [ 5 R ARG I 5 2, B R IESE TR
FE 509 ()4 24 Ab B o B e (P A 24T R B i i), BRI 24 X R b 2k U 2 E BB (LCso) o

2 RS

HEHY 22 B 2 2RV AR B JE XTAS M 2 B e T BOEAE T (3R 2) . S5 SRFRWT, T 1E 1Y 245 4 %t
AT LR AT TR 2 R, RmA R4S, 1 h EESCPRRE N 03 mg-L7, F/NEE RIS},
1 h BEEFEHEE R 21 053.0 mg- L,

F2 22 WRAIM & BB K ENE

Table 2 LCsy determination of 22 kinds of liquid pesticides against Bursaphelenchus xylophilus

T BEAR R/ T 3%

UIELEIES | 5 ; . w5 7 72 FIHZEZ 1 h LCy/(mg L)
IR 100/68.0 200/52.0 500/10.0 y=81.69-0.1440x r=-0.9996 1 818.0
3 1000/79.0 2 000/40.0 3.000/31.0 4000/0.0 y=99.00-0.0246x r=-0976 201.0
T P i 1 100/71.0 200/56.0 300/42.0 400/30.0 y =84.00 - 0.1370x r=-0.999 0 1210.0
[ E5s 1 000/80.0 2 000/60.0 5 000/0 y =100.00 - 0.0200x r=-1.0000 320.0
K=" 100/75.0 200/70.0 500/39.0 800/16.0 y =8493 -0.0870x r=-09970 625.0
PR AR 10 000/60.5 20 000/48.9 50 000/21.1 y=69.40 - 0.000 97 x r=-0.999 0 2.5
WIE 1% 100/26.0 500/38.0 1 000/55.0 1 500/61.9 y =2475+0.0264x r=10.986 09 956.0
T K 10/52.0 20/49.0 50/44.0 y=53462-0.1920x r=-09910 13 889.0
RIETE 5000/73.7 10 000/40.1 20 000/16.0 y=8575-00036x r=-0.9600 5.1
05 5000/74.1 10 000/54.4 20 000/41.0 y=280.80-20829x r=-09554 10.1
By 4t 1 2% 2 000/65.3 3 000/51.7 4 000/48.0 5000/46.8 y =73.67 - 0.0059x r=-0.900 0 4.5
Y3k 1 000/62.0 5 000/57.0 10 000/38.0 15 000/33.3 y = 6495 -0.002 24 x r=-0.969 5 0.3
=) 500/44.2 1 000/48.0 2 000/57.0 4 000/67.0 y =41.86 +0.0065x r=10.990 0 1 256.0
TLEUAE TR 4 000/57 5 000/54.0 6 000/52.0 7 000/443 y=73.88-0.0040x r=-09550 4.2
R 3 000/80 5 000/63.0 8 000/28.0 y=87.00-0.0105x r=-0.99 6 7.5
IR 44 g 2 000/59.7 3 000/49.0 4 000/41.0 5000/32.0 y=7731-0.009 1x r=-09980 16.7
A ME ST 10 000/45.0 20 000/51.0 50 000/60.0 y =4246 + 0.000 36 x r=0.9860 21 053.0
o K, 100/28.9 500/44.0 1 000/56.0 1 500/74.0 y =2648 +0.0313x r=0.99 6 752.0
A& HW 5/53 10/50.0 20/44.0 50/28.0 y =55497 -05530x r=-0999 6 1811.0
B 5/52.0 10/48.0 20/45.9 30/42.1 y=5291-03634x r=-09750 6 250.0
M He ok 1 000/60.3 2 000/46.0 3 000/40.1 4 000/39.8 y =6340-0.0074x r=-0.9060 25.2

20, 1 000/69.5 2 000/59.9 3 000/50.1 4 000/40.1 y =79.40 - 0.009 8 x r=-0.999 9 1.2
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F T 25 ) X AR R R 1 h R BRI LCy, FIHE 22 B 2545 5 9. (DX FA B4R HAT 1 3 5
FEVER (1 h LCs /N T 2.0 mg-L™) A 2 F . H4EER (0.3 mg-L7), #2068 (1.2 mg-L™); Qu&BUIEIEH
(1 hLCs M 20 ~60mg- LKA 4F, KM 2S mg-L), IRFEZHHE (4.2 mg-L), FI4ER X (4.5 mg-
L), R (5.1 mg-L7"); QBRI (1 h LCx M 6.0 ~ 26.0 mg-L") A 4 Fl, 58 E 418 (7.5 mg-
L), #5545 (10.1 mg-L™), BARHGES (16.7 mg-L7), MEHMk(25.2 mg-L™7); @ % FAEAE (1h LCs, N
26.0 ~ 1 000.0 mg-L')MH 5 F, EHiBE(201.0 mg- L), &HE (320.0 mg-L1), K&K =5 (625.0 mg-
L), WK E(752.0 mg- L), BEWRRER(956.0 mg-L™"); QBESLIEH (1 h LCs KT 1 000.0 mg-L™)H 7
P, SRAL(1 818.0 mg-L7), —MEB) (12560 mg-L7"), ZMEH s (1 2100 mg-LY), HizhHE(6 250.0 mg-17),
ARHA(1811 mg-L), HAH K (13 889.0 mg-L1), ARIESF(21 053.0 mg-L™).

O RN, TR ROR B, RS & BUR KGRI 22 e/, 1 h EBOEHRE
DXIE] 2y 4.2 ~ 16.7 mg-L™; BEPERIR, 1 h LCsx VN 9.5 mg- L', ZIEH RERE YRR 2=, X
Mk BUR TGEER I AW 225K, 1 h LCy XA R 752.0 ~ 21 053.0 mg- L3 8PS, 1 h LCs T4
10 902.5 mg-L™(% 3),

R3 RAXEWMMERFBERES EHY
Table 3 Pesticide influence on LCsy and mean LCs of Bursaphelenchus xylophilus
255 1 h LG/ “FH9%% 1h LCs/

k7PN PR R0 & 25 4 PR

(mg-L7) (mg-L7)
A WL 4 SR, ETRBE, Z BT MR, BoscE 201.0 ~ 1 818.0 887.3
[ H R S 8 5 5 3 KEWE = SRR, WEZET 2.5 ~ 956.0 527.8
085 51 6 PR, RAEE, MG, PIETER, WYL, S 0.3 ~ 13 889.0 25275
BT 3 AN, SRR, B4 42 ~16.7 9.5
S H R R S 2 TR, KR 752.0 ~ 21 053.0 10 902.5
Hoflb 4 AHOW, Bishky, Meduk, w20 1.2 ~ 6 250.0 20219

WAL o0 BT, SRR 1 h EBOEIRE LCs o Y 2 RIS N BRI P 2=, R 4 dh
VBT 24 B 25 R A DR 5 5 BOGT A H tho A R 3 1) 8 VR FH 5 2 TR 21 245 400 5 i b 42 st A AR 5 1) R 0%
PE, PR IRE 4G . SRS BR TR 25 1R 3 Fh 45 BRI XIS A 2k R B SR BB, 1 h LCy 233N
42, 7.5, 16.7 mg- L7y $p5pPER AR PATR], W RS . BRI | f 3T SO R R £k Ul
REdE, HESER, MERREGM RS 1 h LCs N 2.5 mg-L™, FRARIEM EILE 1h LCy N 5.1
mg- L7, AHFEEE LML AUk 1 h LCs, R 25.2 me- L7 AAHLBESS , WD # R E P RN S ol H A
2RI AS I LR HAT — 5 I BOEAE AR 302

T2 2550 0 6 L B SR AR, A I R X A b 2 e e B R SRR R KR, G R ER L BT 4R
£, R, HERe B SN, RARAIKRZ, WMSm2s . eI RS, B2 PSR 4
A EIEAE 5 A% 2 s R R B 2R ok 3 v B A0, e R R 2 e R0 e O B X R R 4R PR 1 h R B R
(LCs) M 752.0 mg-L™", AN KA HLBE R B =5 (201.0 mg- L), #EE (320.0 mg L), 45502 4 468 11
(21 053.0 mg-L7), RIH R AMAM LR TEN:, SO, XU H R R . R ERF | R
O3 JENH BB A S R S

25 JoT St VR RE X AU A 2 EE A ik A R BRI IR A S e SRR FORE 2 000 %, 5 000 f%
10 000 fi5 . 20 000 % F1 50 000 1%, 3 HIALFEAA BT | LA BF 2k o i b 2% S B2 RIBE T2 3% (B 1), W
B AT L, g () v BB R, R KA R 4 R I T PR, R ORI R s VR EEERAIG, RO AT R
S R ICRIRHAR . 2 000 f5E9 1, 2210 min, MR HRAYSET-RIKF] 68.2%, £ 1.5 h LT
FILF] 100%; 0.5 FAE S, 410 min, A% BRIET R HIK 20.8%, %4 2.0 h SET-F A 55
100%; 1.0 JTA5H 45, 2210 min, MM RMET R EA 14.3%, 4 1.0 h FET- R A K% 54.4%, 4
42.0 h, WAMZLHRIET- R AL 93.0%, WS 1.0h, 027, 0577, 1.0 75, 2.0 TA5H 5.0 %5
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Figure 1 Effect of Bursaphelenchus xylophilus mortality rate on different concentrations and different treatments of pyriduben
T BT X N AR B LR BB TR AN 90.5% , T4.1%, 54.4%, 44.0%F1 27.5% , o b6 B 45 o W I |
XHEAIANMLEBER . — SR EIRE S LR IET AR F] a0 0.2 J7 4% /Y 451 05 v kb 2
1.0 h, PAMZRIET 2 90.5% A 4 2.0 JTTFEIFFET 2 44.0%1 10 15 ; —RACFRIF ] 500 2k AL T2 A
BCH] W 0.5 T A6 b 3 1/3 h, MR BT 41.1%, AZEAIE 2/3 h BFSET 2 53.8%1
2 4% RN R E AL FRAFAE R HUORBE IS, W 10 000 % 19 1855 5 Ab BE 1.0 h A4 28 BB T 3R 34 |
54.4%, MiE 42.0 h WEE, WML BT RN 93.0%, EA LT 100%,

3 it

IR, RGP 2 B R R A AE T . R IR N TR S BT A2 300 FABE 42 A B 5 110 i % 0
PR, JCIJE H P AE R R (e dh ) A RGP i, BB SR R 2 B KB 2 506 1 FE IS
BT P b 2k LA R B Al AR TP 1 h EBUEREE (LCs) R 1.2 mg- L7 GliER 5 A 254, W 4edh |
W Bh ., MR, IRFAGE AP 4 E S8 1 h LCs /N T 4.5 mg-L7, AR KIAM & duym MR . NS
EYE, 1 m® ERBHA R AXEZEY) 03, 1.2, 2.5, 42 W45 g, SAERBIRKMMLRYHEY, &
JUAE, [ T RS AT R 25 W T i iF 58 TAEIZ IR A, BEH— AR5, L H ERMIR 25, R
R B A HEYE A0 S0 120 h LCs 35 F] 26.3 mg- L™ 19 BXIE K 48 h LCy Al ik 86.2 mg-L" -2
0 R P 5 24 h LCs 4 2.8 mg- L7, T AR ETEH] 24 h LCs 4 0.38 mg- L, Bk ILE AT L. X
sz, R e, AR DAl R BT A A 2R, T R R B A TR R O A K B TR, AR
Rk —2B K,

PR He 1) P 28 2R G0 02 2 Fh 2 W U SR AR . AR AR A R IR IR R GRS UK O 16 1) P R |
BTAEPR 2 | o S0 AR U IR 55 AR AL AR TR i ph 2 AR BTG Sh i 254 . W 4EER | BT i <
I A PR R RS TS, B P AL MY T GABA (v-2 L TR ), S35 GABA ¥l i) 55
T (CI )l 38 P HER TF I, it CIV A i A 28 58 Hi A7 B £ BEL IR Ao 22 4% 52 058 BB 710200 35 S 0L
P A, WMARMIRY T, EEZEEEMEE, FETHEROPRME, 23 GABA A 2R (Gly)
B, RO ER BEAE BRI P2 EE R, T b2 20 M Y 0 25 - (Na®) S 55 (Ca® ) B 1
W, AR BUBRIRAE T2, AR L TR B R 28 FR G IR e RO A 2 R AR, el 2 BE R XS A B
AR A KEE . EH T CBERRBE TR (AchE) i M 2 B R XA A L A E R, (HARXS 8055 . A b
R4 d 0, WIS, IR SRR A, S A SRR AT LT 0 2 B R S A
L, SRR R R B, (AP

B AA 206 Ht B 7 VRN 24 i A% 15 Lo 77 S 5 24 B b 2k Ik SRR R 2 I RIOR o FARE 4 RV VR N 24 ik R
DAL T AR Lk UTE A R GE M A TG ARG, (R ZGREFE I . WS M AN L A i, S e Y 2t 3R
FUATE N AER | PO RS A 2 A A g, BEHURAWEINAE L T ~ 10 d BEFRA KA AR E 2 I
PRLER LG U AET %, 2L SE R TE oy . WA MRz o, OB £ OB T e LA, T ELRE R 2
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Uy, kAR AT 208, FARA R R B IF BN 25 il R4k 1 h LCs N 1.2 mg- L7, 1 FH 8% 77 FL 0 24 33 Fh 2%
Hk, 100.0 mg- L7 S04 5 d, PABLR BB HEIHIRA K] 36.3%>; BIAEE R, ML R BRI
INZjfi A5 1 h LCy R 4.5 mg- L7, M 3 IR EEmE 25 H2 Fh 4k k) 800.0 mg- L7 FIZER R 24 5 d, ML
HAETRA AR 41.29%%, Fox A B, FUE B 4 R 2% 48 20 ol Al R R AR, B8 1 T
AR B 35 1) 19 B AL A 4 R H Y

T I T AR, MM R B AHRE", AR FA2E, B8EAHEA, 1hp
IO (LCsp) LA 752.0 mg- L5 1 H, AR 4k e N R A E AL FF 25 199 5205 (2008) , T K =
ARTEG S B et sy BRI BRI 25, WA R RN E . AL A BB IR AR .
R LBEH MeBE R, BARORHEAE L, B R R R A Y A, R MM EEAR
o 5 B AR L G IR R A 2, NS ERA RN EN YRR g w5
B AR RIBT AR R A Hoh B 4e SR B 4R T R 25w, B AL, WIARCIT R
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