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Bioassay technique for Plutella xylostella. Leaf-dip method
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Abstract

The diamondback moth, Plutella xylostella ( L.), is a notorious pest insect of cruciferous vegetables.

Bioassays are an important technique for insecticide resistance monitoring and for screening the effectiveness of

insecticides. This paper describes in detail the extensively used leaf dipping method in the DBM bioassay so as to provide

a standard bioassay method for DBM and other lepidopterous pest insects.
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Fig.1 Various instar larvae of Plutella xylostella
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Insecticide field efficacy trials
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Abstract Field efficacy trials are important to evaluate the effectiveness of insecticides. Here we review the methods of

insecticide field efficacy trials, including trial design, experimental plot design, insecticide application, sample selection

and analysis of results. We provide a reference for standardization of procedures for such trials.

Key words insecticide, field efficacy trial, insect
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