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Control Effects of Pesticides on Brachmia Macroscopic Megrick in Ipomoea Batatas Field
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Abstract: In order to screen effective pesticides for the control of Brachmia macroscopic Megrick, field trials were
carried out with three kinds of biological pesticides (spinetoram, bacillus thuringiensis, avermectins) and three kinds of
chemical pesticides (chlorantraniliprole, indoxair conditioningarb, emamectin benzoate). The results showed that spinetoram
60 g/L SC could control Brachmia macroscopic Megrick effectively, the control effects on the first, fourth and 10th day after
spraying were 90.92%, 91.99%, 93.05%, the leaf retention effects on the fourth and 10th day after spraying were 88.15% and
90.89%, respectively. The control effect of chlorantraniliprole 200 g/L SC was the best anong the chemical pesticides..
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