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Abstract The levels of resistance to six commonly used insecticides, chlorpyrifos, phoxim, beta-cypermethrin,
lambda-cyhalothrin, imidacloprid and thiamethoxam were determined in seven populations of Bradysia odoriphaga
collected from Shandong Province by stomach-contact combination toxicity method. The results showed that the
resistance of B. odoriphaga populations to chlorpyrifos and phoxim was very common in Shandong Province. The
resistance ratio of Shenxian population was more than 30-fold to chlorpyrifos, while moderate resistance to beta-
cypermethrin. Tai’an population had low level resistance to beta-cypermethrin and lambda-cyhalothrin. Howev-
er. all tested populations were relatively sensitive to imidacloprid and thiamethoxam.
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Table 1 History of insecticides against the tested Bradysia odoriphaga
% 2015 FAHARZFIE M FABR  The years of insecticides used for controlling B. odoriphaga by 2015

. 500 T PECGRIRN AR RO [T
Chlorpyrifos Phoxim beta-cypermethrin  lambda-cyhalothrin Imidacloprid Thiamethoxam
URd Ji'nan 2 4 2 4 14 — 14 -
#24:* Tai’an 4 4F 4 4 4 £ 3 4E 2 EE 14
3£ 0. * Shenxian 4 4E 4 4 4 4 3 4E 14 14
H-3F * Chiping 34 34 34 — 14 =
Vi * Yiyuan 3 4R 3 4F 3 4E 3 4E 2 4 =
796 * Shouguang 4 4 4 4 4 4F 3 4E 2 4 14E
vk Linshu 3 4R 3 4R 3 4E — 14 —

1)~ FORFHER B B LSRR DX R R A A R 2 4R

* indicates that B. odoriphaga collected from the area that people have planted Chinese chives for years.
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Table 2 Resistance of the field population of Bradysia odoriphaga to insecticides in different areas of Shandong Province

257 Rl #1% Slope LCs (95%CL) / R RE G N e e

Insecticide Population (Mean=+SE) mg e+ L1 Correlation coefficient Resistance ratio

FEHE M JN 1. 11040. 450 56. 315(8. 574~137. 538) 0. 972 3. 47

Chlorpyrifos TA 1. 23440. 461 493. 880(215. 782~1 656. 418) 0. 960 19. 67

SX 1. 23640. 456 558. 032(243. 870~2 697. 62) 0. 983 30. 47

CP 1. 50340. 475 263. 355(140. 027~642. 050) 0. 977 16. 24

YY 1. 12740. 448 414, 943(133. 940~1 422. 981) 0. 979 25. 60

SG 1. 6730. 491 258. 883(146. 325~547. 827) 0. 980 15. 97

LS 1. 60740. 482 118. 782(64. 514~251. 090) 0. 980 7.32

S 0. 99740. 441 16. 208(1. 556~55. 471) 0. 993 1. 00

SERE IN 1. 2434-0. 462 17. 663(8. 696~102. 433) 0. 984 2.28

Phoxim TA 1. 45340. 471 198. 712(93. 029~427. 750) 0. 951 25. 69

SX 1. 16040. 450 186. 064 (56. 061~519. 834) 0. 990 24. 05

CP 1. 37040. 463 49, 795(21. 884~114. 480) 0. 977 6. 43

YY 1. 58440. 484 123. 030(66. 579~269. 020) 0. 975 15. 90

SG 1. 44140. 473 137.699(71. 600~370. 866) 0. 979 17. 80

LS 1. 53340. 477 44, 133(20. 516~85. 749) 0. 989 5. 70

S 1. 2044-0. 454 7.734(2.040~17. 956) 0. 983 1. 00

A N 1. 1060, 449 14. 173(5. 809~95. 863) 0. 989 1. 59

beta-cypermethrin TA 1. 44740. 468 56. 938(27. 979~130. 932) 0. 978 6. 40

SX 1. 685+0. 489 101. 861(54. 991~194. 386) 0. 949 11. 45

CpP 1. 27240. 457 35.135(16. 770~128. 441) 0. 963 3895

YY 1. 885+0. 513 43.420(24. 024~74. 071) 0.978 4. 88

SG 1. 86240. 505 51. 269(29. 363~90. 964) 0. 990 5. 76

ILS 1. 328+0. 459 24.912(10. 464~59. 241) 0. 994 2.80

S 1. 1594-0. 449 8.891(2. 568~24. 143) 0. 966 1. 00

AR A T N 1. 092-£0. 446 5. 621(1. 849~24. 393) 0. 987 1. 34

lambda-cyhalothrin TA 1. 53740. 513 33. 818(19. 731~69. 755) 0. 974 8. 06

SX 1. 43640. 465 29.114(14. 468~69. 266) 0. 981 4. 19

Cp 1. 225+0. 451 15. 343(6. 649~52. 073) 0. 982 3.65

YY 1. 45040. 468 16. 426(8. 536~42. 23) 0. 977 3.91

SG 1. 70240. 492 19. 742(9. 702~34. 872) 0. 995 4.70

LS 1. 184+0. 447 13. 819(5. 335~44. 848) 0. 992 3.29

S 0. 96440. 439 4.194(0. 308~17. 466) 0. 979 1. 00

TIEE, HEL PR JN 1. 09240. 446 1. 917(0. 707~3. 850) 0. 987 1.13

Imidacloprid TA 1. 32340. 463 7.248(3.591~24. 701) 0. 997 4. 29

SX 1. 167=0. 455 5. 583(2. 631~438. 486) 0.973 3.31

Cp 1. 17340. 456 5. 800(2. 758~52. 589) 0. 993 3. 44
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473K 2 Table 2 (Continued)
sl Giiikiid % Slope LCs0(95%CL)/ AR FREL ) HUPEAE AL
Insecticide Population (Mean=+SE) mg- L} Correlation coefficient Resistance ratio
It H YY 1. 13140. 448 6. 516(2. 624~32. 366) 0. 985 3. 86
Imidacloprid SG 1. 71320. 495 6. 236(3. 554~12. 716) 0. 962 3.69
LS 1. 13140. 448 3.258(1. 312~16. 183) 0. 985 1.93
S 1. 41840. 474 1. 686 (0. 573~3. 238) 0. 967 1. 00
IGE I 152 JN 1. 44840. 470 4, 547(2. 009~9. 347) 0. 996 1. 10
Thiamethoxam TA 1. 3040. 470 18. 617(9. 510~97. 565) 0. 984 4.53
SX 1. 39040. 467 13. 231(7. 542~28. 439) 0. 993 & 22
CP 1. 216£0. 455 12. 991(5. 721~49. 121) 0. 970 3.16
YY 1. 2920. 462 15.111(7. 428~58. 421) 0.991 3.68
SG 1. 5350. 477 8.290(3. 746~15. 806) 0. 988 2.01
LS 1. 2884-0. 461 7.313(3. 553~27. 207) 0. 990 1.78
S 1. 8330. 504 4.106(2. 187~17. 022) 0.991 1. 00

D) S AU EE IN: BERaRiae; TA: Z2MEE; SX: SR CP: TEFFEE: YY. UIEMEE: SG: FHUREE; LS, IMRRHE STt fi—

FH B FPHE LCso /UM &R Lo,

S: Susceptible population; JN: Ji’nan population; TA : Tai ’an population; SX: Shenxian population; CP: Chiping population; YY: Yiyuan popula-

tion; SG: Shouguang population; I.S: Linshu population; Resistance ratio=1.Csy value of field population/I1.Csy value of susceptible strain.
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