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Table 1 The toxicity statistic and analysis of phoxim to Ostrinia furnacalis (5 larva) (n,=120)

A xi il % ¥i xf ¢
6.522 0.814 4 7.6 3.567 5 0.663 2 12.727 1
8. 696 0.939 3 27.1 4.390 2 0.882 3 19.273 9
13.043 1.115 4 51.7 5.042 6 1.2441 25.427 8
17. 381 1.240 3 81. 4 5.892 7 1.538 3 34.723 9
26. 087 1.416 4 93. 2 6.490 9 2.006 2 42.131 8
l 5.525 8 25.383 9 6.334 1 134.284 5
Ziyi nw naw,xi niw, xt nwiye nowiyt
2.905 4 39.12 31.859 3 25.946 2 139.560 6 497.882 4
4.123 7 62.76 58.950 5 55.372 2 275.529 0 1 209.627 2
5.624 5 75. 84 84.591 9 94.353 8 382.430 8 1928.445 5
7.308 7 62.76 77.841 2 96. 546 5 369.825 9 2179.272 8
9.193 7 28.92 40. 962 3 58.019 0 187.716 8 1 218.4512
SY 59156 0 269. 4 294. 205 2 330. 237 7 1 355.063 1 7 033. 679 1

D (z—7)2=0.227 2, D1 (y—3)?=5. 416 0,

2 (=D (y—3)=1.102 7,
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i = (5 — bo) /b = 1.089 3,5, = 0.012 6,6 = 0.206 0,
FLRET EMAHTER.
m=z+a(5—7y)=1.0895,
S.=0.012 4,6 = 0.203 6.

SRUELER, FILSHE.

)Y r~1 8, FHJAFEREm 86T LEE
B—EM,

—MBFAHRRE 5 MEHE, AATBREERS

F WP r>0.959, Er~1 WEAT, HFEMMETN
m=22 2 RN A=a(5— ) +7,

l
BT P =t/ L1 B Lo/l B oy BT

M A R |
2)Y r~1 84,525 Si#4Ek FR—FHM,

BT a~% sl =1, 81/l T
== (z—m)*/e* 3 =1%/1%, 8] oL, ~1.., B)
(@E—m)2 /.~ (5~F)/1,,,Si=~=S},

DIBFEESHER » O E, EGIHFELR
AEEM  ANERz=m By L. HFHEHRS
HEK SERBEET#FEEN BHIERY y=5
Bz MEE.

(5% 3Tik]

0] %6 BR®mPEIM) bR FFHRRM, 1959, 695—705,

(2] X EWLEERPHRFEM]. L5, RRRLH R, 1997. 3945

New opinion of the probit analysis method for toxicity

LU En-shuang',GUO Man-cai',LI Gang?,XIE Xiao-1li, YUAN Zhi-fa’

(1 College of Life Science, 2 Research and Development Center of Biorational pesticide, Northwest Sci-Tech University of
Agriculture and Forestry,Yangling ,Shaanxi 712100,China)

Abstract: The probit analysis method for toxicity has been studied. The result show that using probit

value y about dosage z's weight regression to estimate half dead dosage (LDso) and it’s variance is not in

accordance with the statistical priciple. The x to y's weight linear regression method should be adopted.
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