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Research Progress in Biological Control of Potato Aphids
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Abstract: Potato pests are one of the important factors affecting potato yield and quality. Presently, the control of
pests is mainly based on chemical control and physical control, while biological control is a hot spot in the field of various

plant diseases prevention and pest control. Taking potato aphid as an example, the main hazards (direct injury and

indirect injury) of potato aphid were mainly introduced. The problems of over-reliance on chemical pesticides, lack of

integrated control strategies, imperfect monitoring and early warning system of potato aphid control were analyzed. The

application of biological control technology in potato aphid control was summarized, which may provide a reference for

the development and promotion of new biological control technologies to achieve more efficient and environmentally

friendly pest control.
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