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Advances in integrated management of cotton mirids

Lu Yanhui, Liang Gemei, Wu Kongming

(State Key Laboratory for Biology of Plant Diseases and Insect Pests ,
Institute of Plant Protection, CAAS, Beijing 100094, China)

Abstract The mirids (Heteroptera: Miridae) have become one of the most important insect pests in Chinese cotton
production due to the commercialization of Bt cotton. For promoting the management of this kind of pests in China,
the progresses in its control strategy, economic threshold and forecasting methods of population dynamics, and con-
trol measures in the world were reviewed in this paper.

Key words transgenic Bt cotton; mirid; integrated management
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