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Abstract: Effect of celangulim on population dynamics of the diamond back moth (DBM) , Plutella xylostells

" L., was investigated in both laboratory and field, and evaluation was carried out with life-table technology.

The results showed that celangulim strongly deterred the adult from laying eggs and significantly inhibited larval

' feeding on the plant with it. The fine effect was received when 10. OOmULofoelanguhmwasapphed At this
" concentration, 73.2% of the adults of P. xylostella was kept away from the host plant, and the selective and

non-selective . antifeeding rate were 94.7% and 93.5% respectively. The index of population trend of P.

xylostella decreased to 0. 668 4 from 21.614 0 in the control . ’lhe mterference mdex of population control was

0.030 8.
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