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Control Effects of Ten Kinds of Pesticides on Prodenia litura in Soybean Field
GONG Wei-liang', ZHANG Fang”, YIN Yin', LU Yan'

(1. Plant Protection and Quarantine Station of Zhangjiagang, Jiangsu Zhangjiagang 215600, China; 2. Plant Protection and
Quarantine Station of Jiangsu Province, Nanjing 210036, China)

Abstract: To screen out effective insecticides aganist Prodenia litura in soybean field, field trials were carried out with
four kinds of biological insecticides and six kinds of chemical insecticides. The results showed that spinetoram 60 g/L SC
could control Prodenia litura effectively, the control effects on the third day and the 10th day after spraying were 89.05%
and 93.77%. The control effects of chlorfenapyr 240 g/L SC, indoxacarb 30% WG, methoxyfenozide 24% SC were more
than 90% on the third day and the 10th day after spraying.
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