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The Toxicological Test on the Effect of Isoprocarb,

Buprofezin and Their Mixtures against Rice Plan-

thopper Nympha

Bai Lianwang et ol

{The Department of Plant Protection, Hu' nan Agricuftueal University,

Changsha 410124)

Abstract: A test to determine che twxicalogieal effect of ssoprocarb,

buprofezin and their muxtures on four — instar tice planthopper nympha

wes performad by using the method of etherhalf — enesthesia topical ap-

plication in the condition of constant temperature. The result showed

that all mix — proportions at the dosage of 1.Cg; had remarkable synergis-

tic effecc on four ~ instar rice planthopper nympha except the mix ~ pro-

porivoms of 574 end 1:1, and 1!9 was the most Temarkable. ks index of

relative toxicity and CTC were 2.0B and 246. 86 respectively.

Key words:isoprocarh, buprofezin, rice - planthopper nympha, toxicolog-

1eal test.
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Study on the Degradation and Residuval of Endosul-
fan in Tea

Chen Huarai et af.

(Tea Research Institute of CAAS, Hangzhou 310008)

Abstract: The results of determinativn showed that the residue and
degradation of endosulfan were medial, The half loose time( HLg }of en-
dosulfan i fresh rea shoots . made tea and tee garden s were 3.16 =
0 31d,3.2£0.42d and 15 32 £ 0, 12d respectively During the prepa-
ration. the endosulfan im tea was lost for 47,53 %, caly 11.7% of endo-
sulfan 1 tea was extracrer into ten dnnks. It is suggested that the safery
period of endosulfan is 7 days after spraying.

Key words: endosulfan, residusals, tea.



