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Field Control Efficacy of 10% Flonicamid WDG Against Myzus persicae
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Abstract: The experiment was conducted to evaluate the control effects of flonicamid against Myzus persicae, select the

best dosage, and provide scientific basis for demonstration promotion of the pesticide in field. The field efficacy test of

10% flonicamid water dispersible granule (WDG) spraying with different dilute concentration against Myzus persicae on

peach was carried out. The results showed that the control effect of fluidinamide 10% flonicamid WDG was not ideal on

the firsd day after spraying, but control effects of 20, 40 and 60 mg/L treatments reached 78.9%, 86.8% and 91.8% on the

3rd d, respectively. The control effects were over 93% on the 7th d after spraying. 14 d later, control effects of 20, 40 and

60 mg/L treatments remained 94.2%, 98.4% and 99.2%, respectively. Flonicamid had long-last efficacy, which can be used

for the control of Myzus persicae by means of mixing insecticide with good quick availability.
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