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Progress in chloronicotinyl insecticide acetamiprid
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(1. Shanxi Key Laboratory of Pesticide Sciences ,Shanxi Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Taiyuan 030031,
China; 2. Key Laboratory of Microbiological Engineering of Agricultural Environment , Ministry of

Agriculture; College of Life Sciences, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095, China)

Abstract The authors summarized progress in domestic and international studies on new chloronicotinyl insecticide
acetamiprid. The main contents consist of its physical-chemical properties, insecticidal mechanisms, and its activity
to some pest insects as well as residue analysis, environmental effects, etc. Based on what discussed above, the

problems and rational use of acetamiprid were put forward.

Key words acetamiprid; chloronicotinyl insecticide;
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