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Fen—R 1 Y=3.2552+1.169% X 31.0293 3166.3
3 Y=2.9461+1.4839 X 24.2138 2470.8
7 Y=3.8734+1.3218 X 7.1175 726.3
14 Y=5.2467+1.1184 X 0.6017 61.4
2 902 1 Y=5.0486+0.8131 X 0.8713 81.1
2 Y=5.4619+1.0850 X 0.3752 8.3
5 Y=5.4832+0.8203 X 0.2020 2.6
6 Y=6.035+1.2270 X 0.1432 14.6
7 Y=6.3379+1.214 X 0.0791 8.1
8 Y=6.7330+1.6578 X 0.0900 9.2
9 ¥=6.5639+1.4074 X 0.0774 7.9
4 912 1 Y=5.2775+0.602 X 0.3973 40.5
0 Y=6.7469+1.470 X 0.0743 7.6
R 924 1 Y=4.1919+1.1688 X 49132 501.4
4 Y=4.2726414129 X 3.2721 3339
5 Y=5.0289+1.0692 X 0.9397 95.9
6 Y=5.1554+1.0803 X 0.7181 7.3
R F Y=10.1250+2.5515 X 0.0098 1
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6 Y=9.7804+1.9882 X 0.0039 5.7
LG TRES Y=11.4066+2.0243 X 0.00068 1
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18 Y=9.7151+1.7548 X 0.0021 2.4
e 924 i Y=81291+1.6958 X 0.0143 16.4
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BB E Y=11.1541+2.0093 X 0.00087 1
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STABILITY OF PYRETHROIDS RESISTANCE IN
HELICOVERPA ARMIGERA (HUBNER)

Wu Yidong  Shen Jinliang  Tan Fujie You Ziping
(Department of Plant Protection, Nanjing Agricultural University Nanjing 210095

Abstract Regression of pyrethroids resistance in Helicoverpa armigera (Hubner)
following several generations of insecticide —free laboratory rearing was evaluated.
Although laboratory selected Fen—R strain had extremely high level resistance to
fenvalerate (3 166.3 fold), the resistance was unstable and decreased to 61.4 fold after
14 generations when selection was suspended. Studies on several field —collected cotton
bollworms resistant to pyrethroids (fenvalerate, deltamethrin & cyhalothrin) showed
that their resistance was also unstable; it declined rapidly without contact with the
pyrethroids at first and then stablized at a 2~ 9 fold level. It seemed very difficult
to recover susceptibility completely to the three pyrethroids.
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