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Lasioderma serricorne F. (Coleoptera- Anobiidae)
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Table 2. The rate of deterioration of some insecticides after

various periods of treatment.
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Least significant difference L.S.D. = 6.5
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Each value in the table represents a mean of (54) treatments each
with four repetitions.
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Table 1. Relative toxicity of some insecticdes on 2e

cigarette beetle.
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Relative toxicity Mortality percentage Insecticide
1.00 39.89 syl
Malathion
1.53 53.81 Ol y 32
Dursban
1.52 60.72 Optdyd
Folithion
1.50 59.89 Cpthad g
Sumicidin

Least significant difference (L.S.D) = 3.7
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Each value in the table represents a mean of 60 treatments each
with four repetitions.
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Abstract

Ismail, A.Y. and R. A. Kald. Bioessay of the relative toxicity of four insecticides on the cigarette beetle adults (Lasioderma serricorne

F.) (Coleoptera- Anobiidae). Arab J. P1. Prot. 7:46 - 51.

The toxicity of four insecticides (Malathion, Dursban,
Sumicidine, and Folithion) on the cigarette beetle (L. serri-
h&\ been studied. Sumicidine and Folithion were the
uve toxicants, where Malathion showed only a
None of these 3 insecticides showed a high
heless, they provided a certain toxicity dur-
.. It was found that Sumicidine was the most

stable insecticide compared to Folithion which was detterio-
rated rapidly. Our results indicated clearly, that Sumicidine
(20% E.C.) was the insecticide of choice, and could be re-
comended for use in such treatments.

Key words:bioessay, cigarette beetle, tobacco stores, insecti-
cides, Iraq.
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