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Field Evaluation of Control Efficacy of Imidacloprid. Abamectin and
Ladybirds Control Woltberry Aphids sp
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Abstract: With the treatment of Imidaclopridas control, the control efficiency of Abamectin and natural enemy ladybirds
on aphids sp were compared in Ningxia Province. It showed that after the chemical spray, the control efficacy of 1.8%§
Abamectin EC 2.5 mg/ kg was 54.0% on the 5th day and 23.0% on the 10th day. respectively.2.5% Imidaclopridas WP
25 mg/ kg was 71.0% on the 5th day and 35.0% on the 10th day, respectively. While after the release of ladybirds, the
control efficacy was —321.0% on the 5th day and —422.0% on the 10th day, respectively. The imperfect control effi-
ciency of ladybirds as cribed to propagation slower than Aphids sp.So, Poor control effect, the release of natural enemies

ladybirds alone can not effectively control aphids harm.
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