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Abstract

To identify highly effective and low-toxic insecticides for controlling cigar whitefly and to clarify the
safety of various insecticides on cigars, field efficacy trials were conducted to evaluate the control
effectiveness of 60% imidacloprid and fipronil, 25% spiromethoxam and propiconazole, alternat-
ing spraying of 60% imidacloprid and fipronil with 25% spiromethoxam and propiconazole, and
10% bromocyanamide on cigar whitefly, as well as their potential harm to cigars. The results indi-
cated that, at the designed dosages, none of the treatments exhibited phytotoxicity to cigar tobacco
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leaves. Specifically, after alternating spraying of 60% imidacloprid and fipronil with 25% spiro-
methoxam and propiconazole, and applying 10% bromocyanamide at a dilution of 750 times, the
control efficacy was 81.77% and 57.24% on day 1, 87.49% and 85.96% on day 3, 95.17% and 90.87%
on day 7, and 59.90% and 58.01% on day 14, respectively. This approach demonstrated both rapid
and sustained efficacy against cigar whitefly, indicating promising application prospects.
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JH ¥ B(Bemisia tabaci)s)J& T -3 H (Hemiptera)# A FH(Aleyrodidae) /M BlJE (Bemisia), #&— Kt 5
PfOFE R, Har FEWCOA 2, FENFEB AR, RS E ST ED ). B ETE = E X B
REJIMOR, FEAERT e 11~15 AARHACE &, HOEW A%, HAESIGREE . Mk s 2
AT T AN T ORI RV, BRI, O BEAMY B R 2R, T A% 5k 2 Rl 28
LA B8l 7 Ak i R e F B B AR ) IR 3R (2]

TESER BB H R R R e, RALLA NI IS 2 hE F R IR AU R A iR 2R 5% 4t
A BANE3][4]. SR, FEE IR EAT A ALBESE . MRBRSE AL th 4G 1 28 454k 7 2% dap), 00k mnt
RPN PN ACERREEZE T3], FEME SN, fiikm . IKF . (RFR B T AL ), o P
MESEE . IREEEY) B oS as . BRI 2 Cd AT 7 Puliss BRI IR & - G HE M
R RAAHPREEIE RTINS . 8 - EORA G IRER AR, DL A3 A M RS 55 [5]-[10]
EMPIETFBIIRE . HBETAFE XS EDFES M R E R IR EREER,
Ky BT 2% HRI BT 7K Pt 2 300 H B P MR AL

N, REHTAE B FA 5 TS EOR T S Al X e H R 2528058, @i 2 48 Ak A 7] 5% Hf)
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2. RS EZE
2.1. X755

60% 7 e HUR (Bl LLi T A E IR A TR A ED),  10% 1R 5 S B IE(GE B & LS A ), 25%IR 3L LR
ABRAE LR AT IR A D).

2.2. BIANREAEMET
B e GOk al, AEE MRS AR S S 15,
2.3. ik

IS L FAE 5y [T B EOR T St X AT, s/ XTI AR 2000 m?. EFEab T HEAR I3 —
B E AT 8 . IR R AR B T R, SR R O S 20.42 S/, R AR
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2.4. AL

RICR BN RS, i 5 AMAEE, BAMEEE 3 IRER, it 15 MR AFESS 58 60%5 e
HUIEZ 2000 F5U(T1)s 25%UE L ZUE 2000 f5(T2)s 60%JA0E HUIE 2000 57K + 25%U2 H 2. B8 2000 57K
(T3); 10%ERFHIENZ 750 59 (T4)s LAFKAE AR IR(CK) . BB B AR 25 IR FEI DL S HEE IR L ik
ATHCH - A H 250 CNL-8 B 7 SN B Wi 55 48, TAFE 77 0.2 MPa~0.6 MPa, T~ 2024 4 5 H 25 H 16:00
TR S AR AR ZE BT S AR, 2GR RSN B, 25 24 h EREN .
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HFEWMAE: M2 EEENEIHCFA N T FRH L

Bra ORI E: 2 TiZa 1. 3. 7. 14 RIS B b fcRE . BN BE 5 PRH
BEATOLIN, RERRAHE By FRy TR 3 R IREEAT RN, FH 2 H R AR U HU R, R T )E 1 ds 3
dv 7d. 14d HER/DNXEREERE, TSR FONIE B R

U RIR (%) = (Bt 24 AT HA — fti2h e HR /it 26 AT IR A < 100

FIERTR (%) = (JRBEIX R IR A — 23 O DX AR R)/(1 — 28 D R X e 1R ) < 100

2.6. BUIESHT

K Excel 2010 #£FE40dE, F SPSS 19.00 4l 7 T H AR 04T i Ab 2125 57 5 R 40 7
3. ZRE5 5
3.1. HEAFINEMGE

MEERIL, BHRAFFEBCT I ERIREE T, TREARHIIEZS 1k, W2h)a S AR IES, X3
HIC B R FEME, AR AR TC 2

3.2. FEIFRRFI AR E A BERABR

3.2.1. FRFHFZLE 1d. 3 d FHEBHEBG AR

B 1 a5, JEZ05 1 d B SO & S A 60%ME U 2000 £5(81.75%), i 2 iy T~ HoAth 24577 1Y)
Bk, Hak N 10%IRE R BENE 750 £E53(57.20%), I Z2HIA 25%15 8 2000 59, BN 32.83%,
55 60%J0E HU% 2000 5 + 25%IR HLZ R 2000 (53%(34.23%) 2 R AR, HEFERT L ARR L7
MiZiJE 3 d, 60%HNE HlE 2000 5 + 25%WR L g 2000 5 BTG RO e, N 87.44%, FHIRN 10%
TR R Z 750 590, Bz 85.95%, —#H EFARE, HEEEE T HAS 87 HiZi)E 1d~3d, 60%
JmE % 2000 f59 + 25%02 H 2.5 2000 51 25%48 dL 2.1 750 B 16 ROy BN 7 53.23 AN E
IF R 29.91 ANE AL SR,

Table 1. Control efficacy of different insecticides on Bemisia tabaci after application

= 1. FRIFRHEFIED EXTERREBIBIERR

. MtiZi)E 1d ftiZ)e 3 d
gtz WA (Dfﬁ WS mIREE  RERIK WRkE RIRE R
(%) (%) %) () (%) (%)
T1 2000 19.60 4.2 78.06 81.75a 7.85 50.31 62.17b
T2 2000 15.80 12.71 19.25 32.83c 7.66 51.33 62.93b
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T3 2000 15.86 12.53 20.93 34.23c 3.20 83.56 87.44a
T4 750 20.87 10.70 48.54 57.20b 3.81 81.55 85.95a
CK - 19.82 24.74 - - 26.60

Ve BN RNG 5B A BERIZE 0.05 AT 5% & % (Duncan % BRI (P < 0.05). FIF.

3.2.2. FEFHFIEGRE 7d. 14 d FHEBBEFTARR

HHE 2 1, 2505 7 dv 14 d )5 60%0E HUI% 2000 570 + 25%M2 B 2.5 2000 135 7% 14 B 16 2500 i
= BTN 95.13%H01 59.90%, FLIR Y 10% IR R IBEIZ 750 5, BiRml o 90.73%41 58.03%, —
HRERARE, HYEESTHARE AR WEE 7d Bz A 60%miE 2Uik 2000 538, 0N
62.00%, JtiZh)5 14 d B8 ZE N 25%8 d1 2,16 2000 {57, 1NN 25.26%. HiZj)5 3 d~7d, 60%NE
Ji 2000 5T 25%0R L 2B 2000 59 2 FhZGHIE IERT RN B, Hofth 2 MR 2R ER; 35035 E 7t i
ZiJ5 7d~14d, B 257B5 IR SR A H I 2 T B

Table 2. Control efficacy of different insecticides on Bemisia tabaci after application

2. FRIFRHEFIEZ EXTEMRBIBIEBR

s 7d itiZ5)E 14d
Bz %] FRIEH MRS e . N . T e
PRI i k) WEHCERE  dOEERE KRIERR ERkE RORGERER KIERIXK
k) (%) (%) k) (%) (%)
Tl 2000 19.58 5.63 64.30 62.00b 13.46 15.15 25.29b
T2 2000 15.80 5.59 64.80 62.59b 13.41 15.13 25.26b
T3 2000 15.86 0.86 95.43 95.13a 8.90 54.49 59.90a
T4 750 20.83 1.80 91.32 90.73a 9.99 52.30 58.03a
CK - 19.79 24.79 - - 26.63

4. g

LM 2 R M R, R I EE LA . AR, TR — R
BRY, XFEMOFE RN, BEIREGEHEREOBIAZR, W . i ZE. R
ol P 6 R T B S R 2 111

o e B B LR 2 a3, © 2 BT S0 HE B v sk 5 sk L 1 25 AR T AR
R, GRS R BOSORR S . RS 1 2R FBE B TT R T 4 oAk s SR EL A 11 25 2805 -
GEPLRI, 0% K A AR B RS ) AT R A, 205 3 d, b R B 24 B ik
88.7%, X HUKBTRST B 83.2%, FHL T HAIIBI G RO . AMEFINLEESRT , e s e e Rk
26 RS IIREL 2 BEADRRZ A (AChR), AT PR 205 B fk i, 5 ML 2505 1~3 K
IR . S IRECA IR, BATET, BTG A U A s A B S AR R LA R
B, 0HiE BB RO R A TR A ER B R A T P A KRR AT R R R 12].

TEXRR EDTE T, 24%D02 th Z BRI PR IFE I BRI I R 2, FLFR I 38 e th o XL 40%ME
SRR BORIFRIHEZ T 3 KBIR0E 78.83%, HAMERE), 24%2 h Z B8 B Ry 2, BAEMZY
JG 7 RAEENRAEDTAG 5 40%0eE dUpkF5 B0, TE20)5 14 KA, 1 24%08 th 2B B V757
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2000 i VAL B FIRFROH T KIE 28 R UL F[13]. 1E R Y 2R R S % R R, W8 el Z B8 (/R LB 2 40
AL B IR A R R, SECERAKKREER . eE R, &, ZfEniEsgE, H
TERBAARTEM:. FIR, AR AL S o2 ZR 0 IR 28 25 70 M SRR, 3 e 2R mT AR W i A T
VIR AAT, O S ACEE A7 I S AR A LS, BRRA a2 M, RA&PHEET[14],
X REE I I oAb 10 e HURORT B ARG IS 2 R B4 X . R FUR A, 0 e E ke 1) 0 T 7 e 245 013
3 R PR AR e B R, e B e T AT 2 B ] P S s AR 2 T PR A S D A i e 2 R
B, 4R84ERr 20 RUA LMk, RUERER]. RHITE . KIS R, B K
— 2R, WAAEE R, 10 KGR AR WHBRHR AR, #17 RBRORFSEGEE. L —4RR2
B 2 Mg, GIRED RASE 12 AUEROER[15][16]; 17 T3 AFEAT L4 AR K, RGN
TR JE T G B SE R RE, B RRa e PRI s — 2555, IR, S A i, s2ualkig i 2.8 5 idne
BB ECAE Rk 260 Bl s A L RF SRR B B . AR ARG RS FIREF SRR AL, [FRE R
AE BT 60% A ME HUI% S 25% Rt 218, R S AR HL S B HLRR S B TR AR

10% IR F Bz OD A& 3 EIALFA JIE R I35 AR T 2R il )28 2% ), BoA T 1% HURe i,
AT TRAEEEH . XURH . F#H . 850 H S 2005 R B2 004 R TR, 10%058 5 R
[z OD %t Z A itk S I a RIFIIA AR, ARk, 6. Ramol. TR, Erbm, ik
BEH . BV, B 5 . ZKEE[17]-[25]. RN, AHOCHEFER i — 0 uE se T 2ok mL B iR 8 s F i
WRAE[26] MW TR A, IR I ot IR mUOR A A ), H R A NRI Nk SR TRER
[27] FEKEE[28] MM T IFE o VR e fre o R R AN R A B 8T 80%, HLFFRURIR K, X
—EEWE AR AR AR ER, WG 7 K. 14K, 10%IRFRBE 750 0000
PR B 20 A 90.73%F1 58.03%,  HE— R SE T IR A kA By VA JORAS LI e et S R R . AR
M, REHBEERAE— R, LMV gER e T 24, FEIERH TR d; 5o
A KM G770 RS B ORIRUSC,  AEL B ARV 2 55, 2470 0T BN AR 1) 285 SR 2 I A . o T PR ik 55
Wiz 14 K, VEDNAFIIREREZAL, FALRE ROGERA ZO0E, RO g Pud o, HiRE &R
Wi BB AR, BRI N S R R O R N TC R, 14 RIG A BORE SRR EBUERIE, X
REN KB BURAME, T B 90.73% 3R F %2 58.03%

MR ZE ok, e JURAE T35 I 25 S AL, JE TR MOl 8 2 70— B 2R g sz
hghG, M S RIZIHNT, & iR, mRECRMEE E R ARSI ENRAR. 466
TR, BB TR WIS BRI 57 AR TS 2 0 R, B R AR LA A 7 AR R
3~7 RAREEBIBICRME, PSR S 151 [16]. MIRRENLRIRE, §2 1 Z B8 30 ) (1418 5T & ik
R, MR AN, B R R A A b T AR I S BRI IR ST R e, AL R
BRI A FIMALT., PR E S 1.5~2 MR HUE i 2l AR SO A7 T 40 R A
RS, RESRISREAL, BIMEM H 3R 257K R KR . SERRBE AR, AR 2RI nT RS R AR,
G T R TH 24 773 2R BT 2R 330 1) R

gi b, T3 ARPR(AENE B SR CFRA AR R AR, R AN, S A A A R 4 E
FSE S, SeBl ViR E . KPS i S AW 1T T4 AEE(10%RFURBHZ OD)E A&
TGP AN B B R, RS2 BRI FOTLBE (0 e S i 5 1 2 2 7R I, T KOS Bl R S K R
EME EIFGT T3 403, SLBRA A b R AR H R df 5 45 7 ok G BRI

5. &hig
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