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Abstract: Myzus persicae is one of the main pests that harms tobacco. In order to search for
high efficiency and low toxicity agents for the control of M. persicae, the toxicity of veratrine,
imidacloprid, acetamiprid, thiamethoxam, pymetrozine, pyrethrin and dipropyl cycloester
against M. persicae was compared by leaf-dip and immersion methods. The results showed that
thiamethoxam and imidacloprid had relatively high toxicity to M. persicae with 1.Cy, values of
2.220 mg/L and 2.619 mg/L, respectively, in leaf-dip treatment. In immersion treatment, the toxicity
of imidacloprid and veratrol to M. persicae was relatively high with LC;, values of 1.203 mg/L and
2.554 mg/L, respectively. Imidacloprid showed high toxicity to M. persicae in two different
treatments, which could be used as a recommended agent for the control of M. persicae in the
field. The results can provide scientific reference for the effective control of aphid.
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