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Abstract
Chlorantraniliprole SC), Fuqi (14% Chlorantraniliprole -

In this study, we compared the toxicity of four different pesticides ( Meichu (5% Lufenuron EC), Liangtai (6% Avermectin *
Permethrin SC), Kangkuan (20% Chlorantraniliprole SC) individually or com-

pouned one with another pesticide to the larvae of Plutella xylostella (Linnaeus) through laboratory virulence testing and field efficacy testing

in Yangling, Shaanxi. The results showed that the combination of Fuqi and Meichu had the best control effect on the larvae of Plutella xylostella

(Linnaeus) compared to other pesticides.
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Table 1 Field experiment design
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Table 2 Control effects of different treatments on diamondback moth
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Table 3 Decrease rate of diamondback moth after different treatments
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Table 4 Laboratory bioassay of diamondback moth under several
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Note : Different lowercase letters in the same column indicated significant
difference between different treatments( P<0.05)
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