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Abstract: In order to clarify the indoor toxicities of chemical insecticides commonly used in cotton
fields against the main pests of cotton and the dominant natural enemy, Hippodamia variegata, in Xinji-
ang cotton fields, 21 pesticides were tested against three major cotton pests in Xinjiang (adults of Aphis
gossypii, adults of Etranychus truncates, 3rd instar larvae of Helicoverpa armigera) and the 3rd instar
larvae and adults of H. variegata. The relative toxicity indexes and ratios of pesticides were compared
among different pests and pest-natural enemy combinations. The results showed that the toxicities

(LC,,) of ten pesticides against the cotton aphid from high to low were sulfoxaflor, acetamiprid, imida-
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cloprid, cycloxaprid, thiamethoxam, carbosulfan, nitenpyram, dinotefuran, spirotetramat, and pymetro-

zine after 24 h. Among them, sulfoxaflor and spirotetramat had higher toxicity ratios. The toxicities

(LC,) of five pesticides against E. truncatus from high to low were abamectin, pyridaben, clofentezine,

hexythiazox, propargite. The pesticides with higher toxicity ratios were clofentezine, hexythiazox and

abamectin. The LC;, values of six pesticides against H. armigera from high to low were emamectin ben-

zoate, chlorantraniliprole, indoxacarb, methomyl, chlorpyrifos, and beta-cypermethrin. Emamectin ben-

zoate and chlorantraniliprole had higher toxicity ratios. In conclusion, this study revealed the higher tox-

icity of sulfoxaflor, abamectin, emamectin benzoate and chlorantraniliprole, and their higher safety to

beneficial natural enemies.
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RN, 24 h 5 FARILEE T USRI SR T 1% Ol i
SEACT R, DL BB R il B RN R AT 38 L R At
T RGN RO IR 3R EL , A ER
W 30 S AR EF L8 . i FH SPSS 26.0 £ A Probit 43
IR BRI FE LCy s AR 8 1 38 8 L R TR
253 Z IRl 3 1 22 5 IR LC, e K2 AR X
FEHCH 1.00, HoAh 25500 A AT 5 5 50 TRR Y
LCy, 5HLC,, MLl (EE4E%,2019)

5 i 245 700K T I 5 100 5 0 DU A < B RO i
WIELT RS BE 2 S iR AR L 1RR 12 d R AR
085 FH i, B 2500 B Bt BB 3 IR A, A
A 30 3k it 88Tk (LCy, FIAHXTEE J1 46
BRI [ 25 700 X R I 1 5 A2

6 it 245 701X A A% HUI B I < BT R T ek
Ffb st A T 25700 O ARAENT 7 BY LA 6.3 om (5 B4l
T YRR N BRSO 55 AR 7 em, T
F25.8 em, 5 3.7 eme BEREMARK/IN—Z R
RS B3 IR 4 U A SRR AR A 1 3k A
2R B ROt B 3 WA, B A FE A 20k 4
B 8T LC, AR B 8 35 IR 2 57
XA %) 285 T A
1.2.2 214025 73t % I8k 4 kAo, R 09 e A

TR 2 5 B 3 04 4 HUAT 3 H S R S T A
TR o W ek g AR At AT AT 25500 AR AE T
BY % ELAR 6.3 om [B S AT T YRR N I BiE I, Sk
M EHAE 7 em, FICHAES.8 em, 3.7 cm, LI/Z)
EEPRBUL AR R 0 i b, R 2 5
I d 3 40 B A FR I 3 A 100~150 kA 0 il 0 | 45
F7 22 5 30 A AR R AR PR R A 200~250 Sk A EF
FREA 1SRYUER 4 h i 2 55 PR 2l d sl il
SRR A 2555 I 55 Ab B, 2550 Ab B 5 256
T3 1 (LCo BARRTEE 748 HRA0 1153 [7] 25 350 X A 05 114



540 PSR : 21 P =250 BN 1 2205 Mg ) SO 2 5 B 22 4k 1117

BME . BEALRIASE SO IR 3 IRE A, B B, 25000 22 5 IR Y 2 T R R HE =250 3 22 57 B
HAZ I 20 Sk gy AR P ERE A LA 103k 0 HUBY LC, /285 0 53 HUB LG, ( E/N R i,
KR FRVELLIT I AR R 2 R 2 efe 2002),

F1 AT RIRE

Table 1 Tested pesticides and concentrations

W JEFAE Concentration gradient/(mg/L)

G T g PR EZ UL U
Target pest Pesticide o Y Manufacturer HbRE Larvae of Adults of
¢ Target pest  Hippodamia  Hippodamia
variegata variegata
F o MRS 95  VLIRERIMRACA R v 100, 50, 10, 100, 50, 10, 100, 50, 10,
Aphis Imidacloprid Jiangsu Liiye Agrochemicals Co., Ltd. 5,1 5,1 5,1
gossypii gk 97 HEEHALTHRAF 100, 50, 10, 200, 50,20, 200, 50, 20,
Acetamiprid Jiangsu Weier Chemical Co., Ltd. 5,1 5,1 5,1
TR 5 L 90 ILIREREAAA FRAF] 100, 50, 10, 200, 50,20, 200, 50, 10,
Carbosulfan Jiangsu Changlong Agrochemical Co., Ltd. 5,1 5,1 5,1
g g 98 HERUERA AR 100, 50,10, 100, 50, 10, 100, 50, 10,
Thiamethoxam Lianyungang Essen Chemical Co., Ltd. 5,1 5,1 5,1
M A0F ) 95  TLIRNEARAWIIIA R 200, 100, 50, 400, 200, 100, 400, 200, 100,
Pymetrozine Jiangsu Pesticide Research Institute Co., Ltd. 20, 5 50, 10 50, 10
Ik H i 98  ILZARMEEFRIL T AR 100, 50, 10, 100, 50, 10, 100, 50, 10,
Dinotefuran Shandong Hailier Chemical Co., Ltd. 5,1 5,1 5,1
I3 E HL g 97 ERWNAVEYRHARA 100, 50, 10, 100, 50, 10, 100, 50, 10,
Nitenpyram Lianyungang Liben Crop Technology Co., Ltd. 5,1 5,1 5,1
FEUE N 95  EEPMICLEAAF] 20,10,5,1, 16,8,4,2,1 20,10,5,1,
Sulfoxaflor Dow Agrochemical Co. 0.5 0.5
124 £ g 96 1EEFEH A 400, 200, 400, 200, 600, 400, 200,
Spirotetramat Bayer Crop Joint-stock Co. 100, 50, 5 100, 50, 10 50, 10
IR g 97 LT ARMEAEYRHETARRAF 100, 50, 10, 100, 50, 10, 100, 50, 10,
Cycloxaprid Liaoning Zhonghui Biological Technology 5,1 5,1 5,1
Co., Ltd.
HOE G BUMERE R 85 i LAGIEIAEM IR A BRA ] 2,1,0.5,0.1, 100,50,10, 100, 50, 10,
Etranychus Abamectin Syngenta Crop Protection Co., Ltd. 0.05 5,1 5,1
truncatus s 90 W ARHATARAH 600, 400, 200, 800, 600, 400, 800, 600, 400,
Propargite Zhejiang Hetian Chemical Co., Ltd. 100, 50 200, 100 200, 100
iRl R 95 HE R AVEVEHCABRAF 40,20, 10,5, 200, 50,20, 200, 50, 20,
Pyridaben Lianyungang Liben Crop Technology Co., Ltd. 1 5,1 5,1
WL Bl R 97 ILIARALEAA RAF 200, 50,20, 800, 600, 400, 800, 600, 400,
Hexythiazox Jiangsu Heben Biochemical Co., Ltd. 5,1 200, 50 200, 50
DY 96 VLI RSl E AL TABRA 200, 50,20, 600, 400, 200, 800, 600, 400,
Clofentezine Jiangsu Nantong Baoye Chemical Co., Ltd. 5,1 100, 50 200, 50
FRgs SHCEHmEE 95 RIHIERIEBRA A 100,20, 10, 200, 50,20, 400, 200, 100,
Helicoverpa Chlorantranilip- Shanghai Dupont Agrochemical Co., Ltd. 5,1 5,1 50, 10
armigera  role
Eff UL 94 SEEEFRLAH 100, 50,20, 200, 50,20, 200, 50, 20,
Indoxacarb FMC Corporation 10, 1 5,1 5,1
4 90 VLI FERAEY TRARAF 10,5,2,1,  100,50,10, 100, 50, 10,
Emamectin Jiangsu Fengyuan Biological Engineering Co., 0.2 5,1 5,1
benzoate Ltd.
R 95 VLAVE BEARALA B FH] 3000, 1000, 3000,1000, 30001000,
[-cypermethrin Jiangsu Changlong Agrochemical Co., Ltd. 200, 100,20 200, 100,20 200, 100, 20
PES 98  JE[EFEFRL 200, 50,20, 200, 50,20, 200, 50, 20,
Methomyl DuPont Co. 5,1 5,1 5,1
BEFEI 97  WIVLHIAAL TR PR 200, 50,20, 200, 50,20, 200, 50, 20,

Chlorpyrifos Zhejiang Xinnong Chemical Co., Ltd. 5,1 5,1 5,1
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2.1 21FMAFIFMIERERNE S
2.1.1 10725 7 xTAR 3F s 3T 09 & A

10 Fofr 245 5510 X A5 458 G 0F 14 LC, phr 5 BRAK K
FUME HUREE | E DK (I IR PSR RE E LR T
T v R M WE H ek e R | SR T 2 T R A
FEUE XA IT BSCIF (4) BE R , LCso o 1.72 mg/L;
bE 7 )Xo} i A S 05F £14) 75 ) $5e I, LC0 o4 60.29 mg/L;
WE UK IHE PR bR PR L R R T v R

WE HE 0T R I 1 B ) AH 25 N, LCy T 8.37~
11.72 mg/L 22 [] 5 WK H e AR He 2, 56 X Al B 1l F fr)
BESTHARTEAG , LC, 43514 19.51 mg/L F126.31 mg/L
(F22) o FRUNE H I T A0 J A7 1) A X B 48 B
151, M 3511, 3l b DK N bk | B S H E |E Hl
W TR S R E UK ok U BB 2 R A
T X A A o5 AF 1) KT 5 07 48 B0 4.88 % L 5.40 %
5.96 1% .5.97 % .6.55 1% .6.82 4% . 11.36 45 . 15.33 % Fll
35.114%(5K2).

2 10 MZFI BT B TR 51

Table 2 Toxicities of ten pesticides against adults of Aphis gossypii

255 B[ AR LC,,(95% CL)/ AR ) @(
Pesticide Toxicity regression equation x (mg/L) Index Of r‘elatlve
toxicity

e HUHNE Sulfoxaflor ¥=0.98x-0.23 10.11 1.72 (1.20-2.32) 35.11
I BBk Acetamiprid y=1.07x-0.99 13.31 8.37(6.12-11.17) 7.20
i, d1 ok Imidacloprid y=1.43x-1.38 11.23 9.27(7.37-11.61) 6.50
FRERIE Cycloxaprid y=1.19x-1.21 1.42 10.24(7.82-13.27) 5.89
W 1 %% Thiamethoxam y=1.37x-1.38 14.79 10.26(8.12-12.92) 5.88
T #iv¢ & g Carbosulfan y=1.61x-1.69 15.44 11.24(7.27-12.50) 5.36
I 1 Nitenpyram y=1.11x-1.18 6.43 11.72(8.77-15.63) 5.15
ik dUi¥% Dinotefuran y=0.91x-1.17 8.25 19.51(14.21-27.48) 3.09
12 1 2,1 Spirotetramat y=0.96x-1.37 21.82 26.31(13.47-41.86) 2.29
ML AR Pymetrozine y=1.64x-2.93 9.31 60.29(50.21-72.70) 1.00

x: RGN AU ; v FET- R MEARAE . x: Log of a drug dose; y: mortality rate is converted into the probability value.

2.1.2  SHF 2 A xF AT w55 Ak % 64 A A

5 A 30 X6 AR - s s 1 L.C P R B YR
Shy AT Ak TR 2R | WG R | DU | WS G T B R BT
LR F AT BT RO ) RE 15, LCy o 0.42 mg/L;
Wk I3 52 YK 22, LCy M 9.93 mg/L ; bl 435 o 5 -
G () 75 1 B ik, LCy, oM 128.41 mg/L 5 U i 192 A1 igg

56 T P X AR Il S 96 1) B AH 25 A K, LC 0 53 1)
}27.56 mg/L F133.72 mg/L(F3) . B4k & %4
TR -t b s PR ARG 25 0 48 B0 = L M 310,93, 431l 2
Wikl 3 VU6 1 O g R e T I ol il )
A X 35 J7 38 B 24.03 £ L 66.72 £i5 L 81.61 £i5 I
310.93f%(£3).

R 3 STHEFIRTE HIE R H R = 5

Table 3 Toxicities of five pesticides against adults of Etranychus truncatus

== bk
255 57 [0 )7 LC,,(95% CL)/ AR 1A
.- . . . X Index of relative
Pesticide Toxicity regression equation (mg/L) ..
toxicity
B2 4 3¢ Abamectin y=1.29x+0.49 14.01 0.42(0.28-0.64) 310.93
Ik % Pyridaben y=1.46x-1.45 13.83 9.93(6.87-14.46) 12.94
DU Clofentezine y=0.78x-1.12 6.27 27.56(14.44-59.37) 4.66
BEHE TR Hexythiazox y=0.74x-1.13 13.64 33.72(17.23-80.36) 3.81
Kl Propargite y=1.23x-2.59 2.69 128.41(73.19-190.90) 1.00

x: 2RI AU ; 2 FET R IMEARAE . x: Log of a drug dose; y: mortality rate is converted into the probability value.

2.1.3 674725 A 3T AR K34 kb9 & A
6 Pl 24 77 KR A% L 3 i 40 BB L, i R 2R
YR F AR G 2 F R | B U K 2 B R pr

MR EUT AT . W 4EEh e AR 4% B 3 W4l r 3 )
He i, LCyy M 1.60 mg/L; =i 550 A FR X AR 4% L 3 %
2 U S, LCy, o 111.03 mg/L; G 2K i
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JHe Bl HUBCRN K 22 0 RS R 3 i 4l U B A 25
AR, LC, AT 10.33~12.06 mg/L Z [a] ; B SE M A4
B 3 4 i RE D BAIR, LG, 17.39 mg/L (£
4) o TP YEER T AR AL 3 4 4 R G R S B

150,08 69.39, 43 il 58 H R IR (B UL K 2
BEALIRN 2 R0 S A TR RS He 3 W4 40 UM X R )
SHHY 6.46 15 . 6.88 1% . 7.53 1% . 10.86 15 F11 69.39 1
(£4),

FT4 oTHAFIFIIRE IR HMNES

Table 4 Toxicities of six pesticides against the 3rd instar larvae of Helicoverpa armigera

== | =] A== =3
255 AR LC,, (95% CL)/ MR iR
- Toxicity regression xX Index of relative
Pesticide : (mg/L) ..
equation toxicity

FH 43 Emamectin benzoate 1=1.26x-0.26 6.96 1.60(1.18-2.13) 69.39
S0 2 F B Chlorantraniliprole y=1.32x-1.34 13.59 10.33(7.77-13.78) 10.74
i gl Indoxacarb y=1.48x-1.55 20.08 11.00(7.24-15.77) 10.09
K Z 1 Methomyl y=1.36x-1.47 6.47 12.06(8.89-16.14) 9.21
FEALIE Chlorpyrifos y=1.30x-1.61 8.24 17.39(12.81-23.52) 6.39
1R RS 44 T Beta-cypermethrin y=1.03x-2.11 9.06 111.03(73.34-159.09) 1.00

x: 2SR X EUE sy BT RELH MR, x: Log of a drug dose; y: mortality rate is converted into the probability value.

2.2 17T & FEHSHE
2.2.1 204 R S FI k4 Ry

21 AR H w2550 340 2 S R 4h ol — 5
(IFE ST o TEBTIARRIFIY 10 Fh2 3 v | b agf R ot 22 55
R 4l A A R AR, LG, A 72.27 mg/L s Hivk g2
H 2T 5 FUE HORE G X 22 S B Al U ) B
LCy, 0 4.07 mg/L(F£S) . TERTIAEIE M) 5 Fh 2y
F b R 22 S B 4 R EE ) BRI, LGy, oA
323.10 mg/L; F YK Sy DU i 152 ] 448 7] 2R 0 22 5 B
A EE S R B, LCy, N 2.47 mg/L(3£5) ., 1EFfIA
FRES LB 6 R 2y 50 o | R U R A TG X 22 52 B 4h
HUit 7 Sy iR, LCy, 4 109.61 mg/L; HCh S A
FH Wk fie 5 2 LT 22 S5 0 e 4y A 25 ) e, LC o
10.56 mg/L(£5) . MAHXI T S48 50nT LUE i, fE B
TARRAEE () 10 Fh 245500 b, M A %o 22 5 SR 40 A f A
R SR BURAR , S 4.47 , 0 Uk »f 22 S8 4
AR R D) B L R 79.39 5 7E B IR #UE I i
(4 S A2 35 v el e ot 22 5 S s &y e 1 A 6 B
FEEE AR, R 1.00, BT 4E T 2R %) 22 S BIR &) HU A AR X
B IRBUR R, M 130.81; ZEBRIARRAS LAY 6 Fh 27
R R A R 6 22 S S 4 R AR G D R 2
A%, 0 2,95, RS 22 5 R Ay U AR X B D4R
Bk, M 30.60(5)
222 204 Rt % Ik R kg Ak

21 P2 501 50 22 S5 0 Rl O EL A AN [R) R B 1
FATER . FEBTIAFRIFAY 10 Fh 2G50, 02 0y 2, Bt
2 5 R Y 3 ) B IR, LG, A 185.88 mg/L; 3R
WE el Xt 22 SEp R R Y TRy, LCy 4,45 mg/L

(F6). TEPFAHIEITIEY 5 FP2700 DUk Xt £
S S B M B B BRI, LCy, o 381.39 mg/L; Bl 4
T FON 22 S Rl A 5 D B e, LG, R 2.81 mg/L
(%6). TEBTIAMRES LAY 6 P2y m R S 5 46T
XF 22 S S A B ) B IK, LG, o 164.47 mg/L;
Eff HUBONT 22 SR ) 8 ) e, LCs oM 13.35 mg/L
(F6) . MAHXTEE I HEECRT LI 1, 7E 57 16 4 9 1Y
10 Fp 2 v, 18 e, 2 i oot 22 5 S0 B o ) AL 25
TR, R 2.05 , FUNE H i X 22 57 S0 i A e AR
X AR B, A 85,715 1 B 1A AT I Y 5 Fb
253, D g ot 22 S S ek e A AR R T S i
15, 49 1,00, By 24 7 22 %5 22 5 SR s A AR X B 0 4R
B , 0 135,73 TEBHIA RS HUiy 6 Rl ep
RS A A TR k) 22 5 IR L A X B ) 48 BRI
Sk 2.32, Bfi BB 22 S SR R R ARG D R
5, oh28.57(3K6).
2.3 21FZFIT & F I M3 4 RAEX 2L
TEBHIG AR 1) 10 Bl b, X 22 5 R 3 9% 4))
Hu ez AW s e 1 25 700 e SRR | 5 AR NE LA
237 MR ARM 2GR ok B, 45 FH AL R
0.59 ; HoAth 25751 25 5 75 1 b A s BRI O IR s 2,
Fiis M HRObk (1 RO LIS | W b PR AR HRORE 7
AR R v E (B 1-A) o LEBFIARRIAAY 10 Fh2l
Frb, X 22 5 B0 2 A P dp i I 25 A R L 2,
fis, 2 & BEPE LR 7.06 5 48 A P AR I ) S A WE LR
i B PE LR 1,02 FLA 2 70 25 5 2514 Lo A = 2K
WU T 5 1 FRUE HL T | HCASF I | bt s bk ok
Hu e e R R PR AR R I A ER DK, W L 2 TR T
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Table 5 Toxicities of 21 pesticides against the 3rd instar larvae of Hippodamia variegata
HbR 255 ﬁjj Ewﬂﬁ& LC,,(95% CL)/ X1 *'Eﬁ'?&
Target pest Pesticide Toxicity regression X (mg/L) Index o.f r.elatlve
equation toxicity
kg U SN Sulfoxaflor y=2.32x-1.41 7.23 4.07(3.44-4.82) 79.39
Aphis IE H K Acetamiprid y=1.25x-1.18 13.04 8.90(6.36-12.15) 36.30
gossypii T B 5% ET B Carbosulfan y=1.39x-1.29 10.61 8.39(6.14-11.19) 38.51
FRAE HLUBE Cycloxaprid y=1.40x-1.44 12.50 10.65(8.01-14.06) 30.34
I B Nitenpyram y=1.14x-1.17 9.02 10.68(7.64-14.79) 30.25
Ik HB% Dinotefuran y=1.20x-1.28 11.81 11.49(8.36-15.69) 28.12
158 HUIE Thiamethoxam y=1.26x-1.42 14.98 13.23(9.78-17.94) 24.42
it b Imidacloprid y=1.03x-1.21 6.83 14.74 10.36-21.21) 21.92
12 i1 2, 1§ Spirotetramat y=1.43x-2.46 6.21 51.94(38.57-67.26) 6.22
M1 i Pymetrozine y=1.40x-2.61 24.75 72.27(46.35-107.90) 4.47
BB BU4ER Z Abamectin y=1.33x-0.52 18.36 2.47(0.97-4.44) 130.81
Etranychus Wik R Pyridaben y=1.20x-1.28 14.37 11.77(7.29-18.62) 27.45
truncatus g Hexythiazox y=1.83x-3.87 1033 130.84(84.73-178.64) 2.47
D% Clofentezine y=1.39x-3.20 562  202.25(138.99-299.41) 1.60
Helh: Propargite y=1.60x-1.02 1723 323.10(229.64-447.77) 1.00
Fas i AL Chlorpyrifos y=1.14x-1.17 14.23 10.56(7.45-14.68) 30.60
Helicoverpa i )& Indoxacarb y=0.77x-0.79 7.12 10.64(6.41-16.80) 30.37
armigera K Z )i Methomyl y=1.19x-1.28 6.12 11.70(8.37-16.09) 27.62
FH 4R Emamectin benzoate 1=0.77x-1.22 17.01 38.00(23.70-72.27) 8.50
S0 2 F I Chlorantraniliprole y=0.82x-1.41 20.34 53.33(28.74-129.94) 6.06
1o R A 44 1 Beta-cypermethrin y=1.08x-2.20 7.57  109.61(73.33-155.28) 2.95
x: 2RISR AT s v FET SRR RIE ., x: Log of a drug dose; y: mortality rate is converted into the probability value.
F6 21 MAFIX S RIA A M HAFE
Table 6 Toxicities of 21 pesticides against adults of Hippodamia variegata
bR R 251 e LCy (050 Ly M IIRE
Target pest Pesticide Toxicity regression X (mg/L) Index o.f r.elatlve
equation toxicity
FiieF Aphis FUE KNI Sulfoxaflor y=2.20x-1.43 7.97 4.45(3.63-5.42) 85.71
gossypii I 5P Acetamiprid y=1.14x-1.09 10.47 9.06(6.32-12.61) 42.10
e B Nitenpyram y=1.06x-1.15 3.05 11.96(8.43-16.90) 31.89
FRERIE Cycloxaprid y=1.14x-1.25 9.29 12.51(9.01-17.37) 30.49
15 111 1% Thiamethoxam y=1.30x-1.54 6.46 15.46(11.53-20.89) 24.67
i Lok Imidacloprid y=1.51x-1.95 13.48 19.73(15.16-26.03) 19.33
Wk 41 % Dinotefuran y=0.86x-1.31 2.59 33.16(21.77-56.66) 11.50
T8 5% 4 Carbosulfan =0.97x-1.59 5.49 44.03(29.69-70.95) 8.66
ML i Pymetrozine y=2.10x-4.59 17.78  153.53(127.08-188.01) 2.48
12 1 2,1 Spirotetramat y=1.79x-4.06 13.86  185.88(147.62-302.11) 2.05
I B[ 2474 25 Abamectin y=1.05x-0.47 9.96 2.81(1.26-4.82) 135.73
Etranychus Ik 5 Pyridaben y=0.86x-0.94 14.00 12.51(6.59-22.90) 30.49
truncatus IBE 05 Hexythiazox y=1.72x-4.23 1032 285.37(205.42-385.42) 1.34
Helii ks Propargite y=1.26x-3.23 21.54  362.68(181.41-880.15) 1.05
DU 2 Clofentezine y=1.51x-3.91 7.02  381.39(271.99-557.81) 1.00
T i 11l Indoxacarb y=1.30x-1.47 21.06 13.35(8.50-20.40) 28.57
Helicoverpa K Z i Methomyl y=1.19x-1.37 10.49 14.18(10.18-19.56) 26.90
armigera AL Chlorpyrifos y=1.06x-1.25 17.96 15.35(10.75-21.91) 24.85
FH 43 Emamectin benzoate »=1.09x-1.98 17.33 64.99(43.85-111.68) 5.87
S HUK F B Chlorantraniliprole y=1.68x-3.60 2540  140.98(99.50-211.96) 2.71
RS U4 T Beta-cypermethrin y=1.58x-3.51 1070  164.47(125.81-213.48) 2.32

x: 25 X EUE s y: BT REEHMER{E. x: Log of a drug dose; y: mortality rate is converted into the probability value.
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Fig. 1 Toxicity ratios of 21 pesticides to the 3rd instar larvae and adults of Hippodamia variegata
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[ 52 ( Desneux et al., 200732013 ; Cloyd & Bethke,
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(He et al.,2018;Jiang et al.,2019) .
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