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Field Trial of 2.5% Rotenone EC for Controlling Cabbage Aphid
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Abstract: A field experiment was conducted to determine the efficiency of 2.5% Rotenone EC to control

cabbage aphid (Brevicoryne brassicae). The result showed that 2.5% Rotenone EC could control cabbage aphid in

a low incidence and had a better control efficiency than other pesticides without spray damage.
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