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Table 1. Efficiency of Pirimor, Methomyl and Phosalone against Myzus persicae (Sulz).
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Table 2. Bio-residual effect of Pirimor against Myzus persicae (Sulz) under green-house conditions.
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Table 3. Bio-residual effect of Methomy!l against Myzus persicae (Sulz.) under green-house conditions.
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Abstract

El-Zemaity; M.S. and H. El-Shaer. 1991. Efficiency of certain insecticides against Myzus persicae (Sulz.) under green-house

conditions. Arab J. Pl. Prot. 9 (1):57 - 60.

The present work was carried out to evaluate the efficiency
of Methomyl; Pirimor and Phosalone against Myzus persicae
(Sulz.). Data of bioessay experiments indicated that Pirimor
was the most effective insecticide followed by Methomyl then
Phosalone. Whereas, data of the bioresidual efficiency of
Pirimor and Methomyl indicated a slight difference in the
toxic effect of the two insecticides under green-house condi-

tions. The maximun efficiency was recorded after one day
from spraying. However, a considerable degradation occur-
red after 7 days from treatment. Data also, showed small
increase in the percentage mortality on the upper surface than
on lower surface of treated leaves. This was pronounced in the
two insecticides at different periods from application.

Key words: Efficiency; Insecticides; Green-house.
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