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Research on the Toxicity of Neonicotinoid Insecticides to Folsomia candida
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Abstract Neonicotinoid insecticides have become the most widely used type of insecticides in the world. Folsomia candida is one of the most
commonly used species in the assessment of soil ecological safety at home and abroad for many years. No research on the toxicity of neonicotin-
oid insecticides to F. candida had been reported in China. Some studies had been reported on the toxicity of neonicotinoid insecticides to F.
candida. The acute toxicity, chronic toxicity and reproductive toxicity of neonicotinoids insecticides on population dynamics on F. candida

were reviewed in this paper, which provided a theoretical basis for the evaluation of ecological risk of neonicotinoid insecticides.
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