Y (YA A o o) o5led) (S50l poke 53 ba 28 23T

Trichogramma «ygui3 () SByelsl 893 cuf y Nz 5o yks I dwlio
brassicae
T A W 9T oo A1 Db &) 5 il Ao

(S olE 05 5 OISl 655U s 5 s 5T el Olejle 655 0 Ol (b mlie 5 (53)5UST b5 5aT 5 Dliiond S 0 ¢ Kb 3ol Dlidind Si5u )
Dl S olg ;@‘;ch,\swuﬁ.&m

WY/ PN Ly b WWOANYNY 12l 5 b

U Cow (K e £ 5 gm0 g omb Olads 5 Trichogramma brassicae | 5.5 BLU 1 o aslllas 5l s
5 Ll (Dlyg oSl (ESLUT 1Sk Sl eddas g Gl Caal y glas e skl s Ll
Sitotroga cerealella (e wss Slaess 6955 u_hli.&i\ﬁj‘- Ll 5 3 a4 3L sk 8 515 el do o
b oslizal w355k ol (S i 5 (S s i «s00Y) FUG Jorl e slas sl oadbse ras 53l s p
S sls Ol s (38 IF e dupe e S 3 oo Jsb il Ol peb 03 Al Lo
dslle 5315 95 (o S Lol Sl ) s oddians  CBLE o5 54 5 anlllan 5 ) 50 Sla 2STe i 51 S e sla lale
o e 3 0 uids i 9,Y (G ol ym 53 bkl g (glas ) s oddians 5 CLE 5 )8 L sls )1 E LSE Lo dali
VXY £ XIVA) 5 jho s 53 5seb deoyd (VANORY/Y 5 AVEVEYND SYBAEN/ V) sl i 5ar 5505
olideo g bl 3 uSGlT .23 8 515 058 53 5 a5 s 03y seb Loy (M/FOE Y780 5 AL /YD £ Y/0V
(Fo/o vt ¥/0X 5 FA/OAE VN FF/OAL VIYF) L 5 5 a4 yai) o g0l s ()Y gy Jol e 55 Slas,5e
G033 Y 03 8 556K Jud 3 5565 Lo ys (FAIVEE Y/AY 5 FY/FO £ V/YA CFFIVYE V/AY) 5 s s 55 5 5¢b Aoy
Lo y3 oy S 503 Gy ol o im 53 9) 035 53 Gy ol e odm 53 55 Ll sl 5 Sl SGalel L
55 4 ST e 56 o a8 5 ot 5 U el L 35 m 53 S (a3, ¥ an 8 53 ¢ sek 55 Sl
Sl p oS oo 3 sl o 51 )5S e SLS 5 Ols 51 487 5l 0L gl L3 sl g 5 Sl T 4 b sy
3 305 030l Ol 5 oo 011388 5, b SBT Adl Sy e S b s

s DT bl S5 5§ sl el dla 35T 2SSl (SO SIg

aroya95@gmail.com (s il 4 i 1 Lo J ghusn *


mailto:aroya95@gmail.com

Q\)K,..»;ng:il

Sl ST 4 (Vb Sl WSS 5 sla s
Cmla oL 51 (Sidi et al., 2013) w,ls b o)
e Db bl 5SS ST 4 b Ol
ST T Sl o ph o0 e BT (Al J 2575
6 gy psbieas b 1S ST sliiS (slajs Y sane
5 b 53,8 ol adlas 5y b Olads T
A8 Slllas (DS 5 oal 0dinS 5 slass ol 4
Desneux et ) dwy oo b a5 (659 o 0 diiS 55 (slass
Sl s b 25 EST oiiS 5 g ble @l .,2007
St Lol &S S e sl ()1, 5 (S5
5 e b (o Sl (e 3L G 56b Ol e S35
5555 (Costa et al, 2014) 555 . 305 s
LSS5 sba S o jees 5l S T brassicae
415 0T Ul 5 2550 opmome SBT J 257 Cogr
.(Madhusudhan, 2014) 5 S gjlula, 5 255 2>,
Sde S e o 1330S (sl jiSTe i 3l eslinal
GOl iz ab Dlads b e 53 (5587 0l
Wil e BT il Jas Olal o o Cge
.(Hussain et al., 2012; Madhusudhan, 2014)
&G 0T slace 5o a5l 05 8 51 88T aSGLT
(Burg) (Streptomycetales: CU 4 S S
Streptomyces avermitilis Streptomycetaceae)

d5har i S5 g G A5 IST e 5
e el 5035 6 1) IS oS Sl T
53 ST oyl (Fisher and Mrozik, 1989) 5 4i e

5 S s 5 S 0 LG5 &8 IS 6l Ol
ol (Noorbakhsh, 2018) Coul oli 4oy awo
Lopn Yo b s 0oy 1368 paem o ST i
oLl Bl S o LIS 5 lassi) e s S e
slowl 2SEST 5 )8 5 ey 555010 o (S ST
Ol 208 555500 Sl ey 015 r Bl s 1) s
Ashtari ) 3 a5 gilela, 1) LTS 5 5505 1S ST
by o SebT alis 55 &g Sl (etal., 2018

A

oo
BT J S S b iSTs i Sl ol eslizul
ST cpslie Slacs g5 ) seb Lol OllaeS L
358 g0 Y game 3 T odilbe 3L sl 5 Lass
S WES 5 slayss; (Siqueira et al.,2001)
VAL 05 g it s s A5 5050 sla S o 55550
b b Olass Olge 4 bysss ol 5l 65
5 i 5o b K 5 65558 ST Sl (sles 28
303728 Hsba 65N Bl 5 gy e bbb
Lsd g oaliel S5 g0 IS glaasl 3 (ol
RS Jelse ak 4 o LSS5 oy
0095 s 5 bl o g BB ety 55 5
456 Lol 35 sl clwl oS T fos
Slaps .(Consoli et al., 2010) wib o 5y, J1
Lol Lo puaben St sl o35 sl 53 15 55
S s S5 4 5 0eST s aoind (s a3
5331 Fui35,55 6K posdhe Sl i ol LBl oo
53 s K i 31w 695 55 JlS oo dl e
oY Sl g s A e Sl 5 es gy Dl i e o5
(Pupae) o,2% 5 (Prepupae) o,.i io (Larva)
S e Jolse s ol (Pinto, 2006) Al
Ll e gl 5 DL 3 ST S am J S
L3 sl 4 laysss ol 8 (Hussain et al.,2012)
Lol b mSEET alie gl Lk gilulay
s,y Cawlu> (Parsaeyan et al., 2018)
S8 s 4 ST 4 o S0t 4 LIS S 5
Sl e Soml gl s peS 6 f e
035 gesle Js 459 opl b Js .(Bhargavi, 2017)
OF 5SS dm IS8 o gliond 587508
3 lin Sloged 4 gl J S B 55 e o3lind
250 S5 JAS Jalss 50 553 plasil @ see
s (Parsaeyan et al., 2018) b o 55 oslesl
S Lsls Ol glasyze s ARElT Sl


https://lpsn.dsmz.de/order/streptomycetales
https://lpsn.dsmz.de/family/streptomycetaceae

¥4

S35 e OT 6 5 sl K5 par £ S5m0 g
ol .(Noorbakhsh, 2018) cul (5,¥ 4>,
o do )3T O se35 plsdg pyme o S i
bl Bl 6 o WSS 5 lessss e s
AS T 35508 Sl e 55 0 51 S s (1S EST
3208 315550 5) gy 015 (o Bl oLy 10 A2 sl
30 ilelay 1 LSS5 a8 ST ol
IOBC  Jesdl)sws b (Ashtari et al., 2018)
o S 5 seb 53 Al Ao s il s ST
S deoy3 ¥ 3l S yugb s pals asys S1lsas
At o eOL5pS Aosa Ve B o O e 25T
28T0L3 o388 51 i 5 b ge 0L Ao )3 98 L
Sterk et al., 1999; Costa et al.,) 138 obj)l

(2014
L L I L T R B
Aabdiosh g b elil (Dlg Salal (oSGl T
WSS s S
ol L b s, Trichogramma  brassicae «,8
5 b Ol ol YL ks el &S iSTe te
JAS Jole cal Lol en OT 5101 3,13 G S Lo
LT i Copde gl &S5

3 g o3lizul Ol 13eST 5 L

bl gy

1B w9y 9 310

S iSTe iem (gl O ge 3 5l i lT s
Al slil 5 (Vertimec® EC 1.8%) Sl
WK S oS a sl Mospilan®20%)
5 (ProclimFit® WG 50%) <l s 3o Salbel 5 (0l 1)
CS Lh Cole (Takumi® WG 20%) aelds 5o
A 03l g 558 et
e 5 S50l a5seT 5 Slids S e 53 e T

53 s Al plasil ST el (658 e Ol ack

(YA A o o) o5led) (S50l poke 53 ba 28 23T

S5 UL 20 e pl sl o b piSa sl 05 8
el 5 oks (slaoale (LB 51 sile e slad sl
Madhusudhan, ) 45" 8 s> g,¥ wis
Li Olejls odliaes 5 p s o S0 i ] .(2014
3l (S par 5 5 s 0 pd J RS g UL
Noorbakhsh, ) <l g5,V al> 0 (g5, i 0T L3506
5039 lwge el5ol pyow S u o1 (2018
Cos LIS S 5 sl 9s) e 5 S 0 Ao 3 ¥ O s
5508 3 e 530 VP e ( AST ST slile SL 3G
oLeSS 1 s 0155 oo bl o 1 s sl | 28 C8T
lalay 1 WSS 5 505 ASEST al 5,8 5
e 3 Ll sliwl (Ashtari et al., 2018) 5 5o
It b bl oo 5 555 et 5 ol (515 555 5855 55
S Ly oS il e slaedi, S s 3
ol osbe e S s Ol il s
- g dl ST J 28 (gl 00,28 5 b 4 25T 2
!y (Yamada et al., 1999) 45 oo eslawl Olyls
0 o 3T gladly s 5)¥ 5 by 5 bt J 8
35500 S 4 OLE Sl ool sl s, s S
pl33 s psom 2 ASTe i ol .(NoOrbakhsh, 2018)
Ll S S5 5 slassis 5 65 0 dops¥r D 503
o 3350 5 S 53 (ST eiladl 36 Lo
o Ol o blasl s 1l slow| 28 03T 5 5,
L WSS 5 a3 S E3T cul 5008 51 55,8 5

(Ashtari et al., 2018) 5 55 (s jlula
G Gl 5 I el 250 e oS el o
O Jslas 5 I 5 ol el SIS AaT (6505
ol b el Vol 0k S e L1 S
Sl SBT 8 g Jan oS 5 & (2570 2
5 S ek cpl(Dasetal., 2017) 5 45 oo gues
RS Cer DL Lis Ol ediaw s psem

! Ryanodine receptor
2 Syngenta



Q\)K,..»;ng:il

Sl ss3 Sde il 1 e 3 8 15 Celb FA S
wils & 5 g5 n AT b 5 o i Sl (g3l
O 235 aealousFo Jos o8 Jsb ol 53 5 3
B st 3l55eb B lagss pl 5 Ad o bass ety Sk
s zo S g 28 5 15 iy S 3 Fa s
A s F1 (S 4 05b) g Cod 9 F1y5gb O
Loseh 53 ol do )3 LR cran 05 8 ol S

FLLS acloes dslas ol 1 eslizal

R(%) = (1 - ’—;) X 100

(S ot slad 53 5 56b Ol o Sile =

Aal 5la 3 565 Ol ke =t
bosls Giludle gl ogiom ST o35 aly;
MalS” CJL» St i bsT ""\i)Jf oslaul (o s
S35 % 3SPSS I3 o L besls LG plonil solas
gl ez 0 ASST g S 6 o b oy sSTE
5 (bt gls 5 ] alowl (Sl 520 Sl ¢ 2SGLT)
5 Slas e odians 5 Chle (ald) b iS5 sl chle
L o g 4 o (Glas ) je oddas g CLE (il
Sgr Loy 0 obgme gl 55 LSD 04T

A oslizal b . Kle (svey S

F el

FO i 590t doyd (59 B s e dT §1-)
S9Y d>

A3l Ol o) S8 bty 4 s Sl ol s
5 (Fes0=65.51, P=0.0001) 55T ¢ 5,586 55
rl.xfjh (F(2,60=663.200, P=0.001) u.ifﬁ.,éT chle
93 bl 1oy Slosme Haeb dons o) oleSe
o Ao sy 0T e 5 2SCST 6y S
Olimn i S (Fie0=16.38, P=0.0001) 5 5 13 ins

SO/ tals do s b Sl T Sl s oA

4 Recommended Dose

(rsmbo d s YOEY les) Ll L ods, ST
el V2 (6hs 095 5 oy PRVl Cugb,
SN Ly sl 55 (KU el A 5 ol

Al 5,5, Sitotroga cerealella Oliv
Ay slaess 05 T. brassicae .} épu J=1 5
oot iSe he dlew s 4 IOBC 5kl 5L oM
Caai 5 TGl e edbao g LIS 53 53 (g 5db sk
Salal €y p 8 ke VO 5100 ) ST TOT
O 0) il gabil () jrp 8 o drr 51 0e ) Sl
YOr 5 000) debngls s (2, 08 e YO
e OT51ais Jles SIS 2 s (A p S e
(Y ol e aSl sa i eslinal dals 5l (ol
Slasss b Oolan cdi bl S ki 5 5 sty
S 52en SO 3 5 ety S S g o 5 o 5
ol eSS A s O W s @3l o35 suae) P
23eb e b 550 i Jlous 53 adl N Dle o by,
o Do & OB o okl Lghr.&ﬁ )
bl lad sl 2a&ale3T Ll b Cos ol
Ols b 5 de Ll o b iy ¢SEUI 55 e 5 Ldd
S o3l sl bl Culg 5o Lds IS sk
Ji 03 e dsb s e SL sl Ol Jals 0
53 (87 4 03le) (i o 5 5B Olie 55 5 e
&L&})EU@&SQ&J.A..,UJ}{&J@
o9 o s 528 5 1558 e Gla Se i
Lis s geesas Sl 5y aalesT aelsl O YL
o DI S g s sy AU e
&L laosle jlsde ¥ codiloodi sl 3l (5, b jiSTs i
Ay ok ylas Slaess Sl oS 03,5 6,8 L 055,85
T eI OV e 5008 57 O lasled 5o O3
w5 681 5 Ol Hlas o Sl ol [ gba (s
OO Uy o3e e e sl 9 ,b 5 ool @l Oy s
oksd 287 Loyl o b by ST Loy, 53 okt a3

3 Half Recommended Dose



o)

FL s s9ab w033 (595 B s 3T F1-¥

G REESS

A8 513 0l oy 56 il sls 42 S ol s
5 (Fa29=16.37, P=0.0001) 25 <sT ¢ 55 ;5576 53
¢S (F(224=148.67, P=0.0001) AS el chle
35 Jlaze Jlog slagne Hseb e)s 6oy LS
sre o5eb oy ss) 0T Chle 15T e 5, S8
5 SGblT slales (Fs20=4.13, P=0.005) 34 i
LB (gl gme M SOUSS b Sl el
O 55 dabdn b 5 Wl sl glasles o
Sbd 53 e Ol S i edalie (oI5 sae
dals 4 o (FO/+) 5 01/54) L2alS ds 3 b Sl T
SR/ Ay g 5l SRS Ao 5o L OT o 2y
5 ey odidnp g Chle js dals 4 s (Y4/4F
(Y Jda) i sdalive OT Caves

(S POy > 50

(Fa.29=14.73, P=0.0001) i85 23T ¢ 55 ) 556 53
&35 (Feasy=53.39, P=0.0001) 3T cble
8T g5 6 5o e Fs s sl sme 5 seb Ao
3p lsgme ssgb Aoy gy, OT bl 28
e 5o by 55 s A Ol (Fe,24=3.71, P=0.009)
boolsgme et Slgn mSalel g aSlT
b Slss ooSalel 5 bl el il KouS
5 by el Bl gl Ml K uSK
T35 Olr n oS A2 (s gl 5 el 8
L e oSGLT Sl Sl oS clle 3 8 s
Cp s 3 MBS 4y Cad (FAIVY 5 00/V+) ialS Ao s
OY/00 518/ 8) LanlS Ao 55 b dual s 6 5l 55 0T
OV Jsde) di sdalin dald 4 S

i Ao 0

Feay=23.71,) 2Scsl gy gla,sS 36
Feo=4156,) _:Scsl chle 5 (P=0.0001
S5 Shiy Ao 5l 5> e e ¢S, (P=0.0001

g5 o556 5o bl 1oy e 5 b Ao

(YA A o o) o5led) (S50l poke 53 ba 28 23T

Al 5 5lad 53 OT (o s 5 dald & o (FY/YY
odalive Lali 4 S (Y0/9A SYO/FF) falS s s L
O i) i

& e 4 0

Fe 0=120.78,) i3l gy L5856 55
Fe 60=487.85,) S'csT cble 5 (P=0.0001
Sasine sseh d s G35 S\ % oIS 8 (P=0.001
50T Chle 5 2S8T 655 5 26 55 fline 1.5y
Fes0=30.23,) 55 Llsime 35 ,sb  do)s
5 oSSebT e s by ss) g7 Ol (P=0.0001
A3l SuSS b gl e Ol Sl iSalel
Sl S e SBIE 55 5o s 5 Ol o S
(FY/¥8 5 FVPE) ialldoys b cuy o el
bbb les 5o OT op ey 5 s 4 S
s odalive dals 4 s (VAP 5 \Y/YY) 2alS s s
() i)

i Ao

Fe 60=128.66,) Scil g5 la,pSh 36
Fe 60=527.35,) _:S'<sT chle 45 (P=0.0001
S35 Gy A e 5l 53 S p1S a (P=0.0001
3T 6555556 5o Jlite Sl g olasme 5 s6b o)
Fio.) 55 sla gme o0 5 5b o y3 5, 0T Bl 5 287
S 53z Olje (2 2aS (60)=32.29, P=0.0001
G S (OF/AD 5 04/FQ) 2alS do)s b ST
SR Lo 55 b el sl e )3 0T (o 2l 5 Sals
) i) s sctalive dals 4 Cos (VF/TF 5 Y4/Y0)
@) Olg o wSalel 5 SGLTIOBC 5 Ikl olul
aon 3 (Glas ) Chle Caal 53 0 id > 0 clizal
ks 8 bl Ob5eS Bl g3 a 55 s Jel e
do o 55 5 CBle 55 a5 ga,Y Al e 3 Wl bl
3l ads 53 5 OL5eS Slas,je Chle o S ks
A3 5 Jle aen 5 dalidn gl s SL5)0L5 e
A5 ol 0L 558 e Zhle s



Q\)K,..»;ng:il

bodebanh boles 5o 0T opie 5 dald w
A edalie dald 4 Cuns (Y/VY 5 VVA) alSus s

(Y Jsus)
P eshh s ki Gy (oY e e o 5 SALT
O35 03 A Oljs 4 a5 b ) 8 ChIE 5o
ol den 53 50 Olg s iSalel s b5 ObjeS
22 S5 o OL5eS HsS e ChE s a5
A5 8 i 0L e Slls s a3 (S ih e e
oo 55 ol g CLIE limul 4 5 bl bl
Lol sl 5 g OL5 e ol m 4k 53 5 OL5eST 65,9

A3 8 L5 0L Sl aea o

oY

Sg s sna s seb doys 3, 5 OT Chle 5 S EsT
3 db 3l 31 4 Ol s (Fs24=5.99, P=0.001)
b oSl T sdbiians 5 Clle b oy log (S s al e
WLl (gl pme DMl daldh Hjlad 5 bjles dea
Vet RS b 5 Sl oSGl 5 il el
Ol dald Hlag b by s a2l (g5l Sme
b 28 s (glas e Clale Caal )5 . Cobl (615 sime
sdalive SGlT 5 o jled dod o (615 gome 3Dt 55
Golsime Nl bl ol 5 Sl Salel L
Aald 5l b g ea b 5 el o 5 )y polil 2Bl
3 g Ol S ARBIL (gl e D
S (FY/Fr 5 FAAY) 2alS doyn b oSGl T Hles

oY) @ e Sl T. brassicae ;s F1 Jus sFO Jus oIS Ol i 5 sgb 55 2alS do s 5 (1) [ sgb Olae =) s
(Sl sla 1257 i HRD (glas o sdiiao 5 Chile (ol 5 RD (glas )50 skbians 5 (el lale L oulijlos 5 0 i oy

(ol Aol s gl 5 o1y ol (il 5 Salal
Table 1. Emergence rate (%) and reduction in emergence percentage T. brassicae adult of FO and F1 from

immature stages. (larva, prepupa and pupa) treated to RD (Recommended Dose) and HRD (Half Recommended
Dose) of abamectin, emamectin benzoate, acetamiprid and flubendiamide.

Treatment Generation Larvae RD Larvae HRD  Prepupae RD Prepupae HrD Pupae RD Pupae HRD
Abamectin 0 44.58+1.34a 49.1742.24a 49.58+1.19a 53.33+2.26a 40.00£3.02a 44.58+1.98a
52.23 2 4732 2 47.34 2 43.36 2 59.49 2 54.85 2
Emamectin 50.00£1.35b 54.17+2.26b 51.67+1.29a 56.67+1.43a 61.25+1.57b 67.08+1.15b
46.43 2 41.96 2 4513 2 39.81 2 37.97 2 29.07 1
Acetamiprid 60.42+0.87c 65.00+1.89c¢ 65.42+1.36b 69.58+1.42b 70.42+1.88¢ 73.75+2.02¢c
35.27 2 30.35 2 30.52 2 26.10 1 28.69 1 22.02 1
Flubendiamid 69.58+1.07d 73.75+2.07d 81.67+2.15¢c 86.67+2.64c 78.75+2.20d 84.58+1.87d
25.44 1 20.98 1 13.27 1 7.96 1 20.25 1 1434 1
Control 93.33+1.26e 93.33+1.26 e 94.17+0.99d 94.,17+0.99d 98.75+ 0.72e 98.75+ 0.72e
Abamectin L 44.72+1.97a 50.9045.07a 42.35%7.28a 49.02+7.00a 48.72 48.76+2.87a 48.83 54.8915.42a
51.69 2 45,01 2 55.70 2 2 2 42.40 2
Emamectin 46.66+4.14a 53.05+4.6a 56.78+3.26ab 62.82+5.11ab 71.00£2.21b 25.50 79.83+7.07b
4959 2 42.69 2 40.61 2 34.29 2 1 16.231
Acetamiprid 60.72+3.03b 65.21+1.63b 72.20+6.50bc 76.19+6.36hc 76.60+4.45b 19.62 82.85+2.58hc
3441 2 29.56 1 24.48 1 20.301 1 13.061
Flubendiamid 70.33+£2.78b 74.11+1.83b 80.25+3.57cd 83.60+4.45cd 88.45+3.60c  7.19 92.72+2.39bc
24.02 1 1994 1 16.06 1 12551 1 2711
Control 92.57+3.1c 92.57+3.1c 95.60+2.49d 95.60+2.49d 95.30+3.26¢ 95.30+3.26¢

35 Lloss 8 asnde Sglite (og o b 45 e S0l dl o 5 yllil (slas 1SS o Sila bl (agh Lo )3) O st o (51 oaT s 4 sltels
15 Sls gme Dl LSD & 5037700 b

0L oseb oo el Ao s ¥ 50 U)f..\.‘:.l{djlﬁ:L;J;,,a,)f”ﬂﬁ);ﬁlfwﬁgjpr@bq%w;l%;;@(,j;;;ai;);t.x.ola:sa:e

3TOLS Ao ,5 44 51 iy -h,ﬁbﬂobw,w\m--m,,fog;rs.w,:vwv- om-Yos 8

* The number obtained for each column is equal mean+SE. means in a columns followed by different letters are significantly different
in %5 LSD test.

**The numbers in the second row, respectively, from left to right, are related to the percentage of decrease in emergence and grouping
of treatment. classl — harmless (E<30%), class 2 — slightly harmful (30 < E < 79%), class 3 — moderately harmful (80 < E <99%) and
class 4 — harmful (E>99%).
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Table 2. Mean of number of parasitized eggs after 48 hours for per female of T. brassicae F1 from immature

stages (larva, prepupa and pupa) treated to to RD (Recommended Dose) and HRD (Half Recommended Dose) of
abamectin, emamectin benzoate, acetamiprid and flubendiamide.

Treatment Larvae RD Larvae HRD Prepupae RD Prepupae HRD Pupae RD Pupae HRD
Abamectin 10.53+0.33a 13.10+1.00a 11.83+1.44a 14.33+1.96a 8.87+1.02a 10.87+0.92a
Emamectin 15.07+1.21b 17.23+1.18b 16.80+0.61b 19.67+1.56a 14.30+0.55b 16.00+1.70b
Acetamiprid 25.7+1.18c 27.73+0.52¢ 24.47+2.03c 26.47+2.09b 26.93+1.52¢ 28.5+0.96¢

Flubendiamid ~ 32.2+1.48d 33.27+0.55d 29.83+1.04d 31.03+2.00b 28.23+1.01c 29.60+0.95¢
Control 37.00+1.37e 37.00+1.37e 37.70+1.55e 37.70+1.55¢C 36.47+1.64d 36.47+1.64d

03n5T 70 o 53 Wlodys 8 aseia Sgliza g b4 la o Sole il o 3,16kl (sllast 51 ST 80U by O gty 51z otaT sy sldshe
Ayl Hls sxe M| LSD

* The number obtained for each column is equal mean+SE. means in a columns followed by different letters are significantly different
in in %5 LSD test.

FO b yoe Jobo (59 B s 8T $1-¢

S9Y A

Fean=17.93,) ST g5 bS5t
F29=398.35,) :Scsl b , (P=0.0001

SS9 Shdy > e cpl ) oleSa ¢|.\§JA (P=0.0001
Jifg;éTC}J)}:flé):JiLE:.»;\.sﬁ)b@mﬂJ}b
Sy )‘JU’JM s J}L Q‘):A S QT cble 9
5 Sly e Salbel slsles (Fs24=4.56, P=0.003)



Q\)M;sz:il

ali Hled g bjled aen o Glasy e Chle Caa
o8 Jsb Ol o eS s sdaline (6515 sre D]
bt gl Jlad 53 OT (it 5 oSl e o
(¥ J ) i sdalie

& i Ao o

F24=30.15,)  as'csl SRR
Fe0=387.8,) _:iSesT <Ll , (P=0.0001
S35 Sy o o opl 5> g5 ST » (P=0.0001
g5 o563 i Sy Jls pae e Jsb Ol
5513 gxe jee Jsb Ol g9, 0T Clale 5 25 03T
313l e Job Ol 53 (Fie24=7.68, P=0.0001)
Slae s pn olbiars 5 CBE Lot sl (5 il il o |
5 ST Gl o lasyne Chle Ceal
Aerloiy gl 5 ol el (e 5 D5 Sl
i b bles des a5 Jb- s aid sdalie SO
35 o8 Jgb Olpr o e kizils (6l oan 3Bk
ocaliin ool g 5las 3 0T o i 5 SabT les

F Jsde) i

) g

Chle Ca s AmEI (g ls gme (oDl aliu
Golsgme Ol Wl bl 5 Slgrn Sl
g5 el 5 bl bl Slasles o ARAIL
o Jsb Ol o eSS el (613 sime 3Dt
Ll g ol 55 0T ot 5 ST Ll s

AV Jods) A odaline

& 2D g A 0
Fe24=20.76,) _iS'o3T g5 clayssb 36
Feas=351.17,) _:ScsT chle 5 (P=0.0001
S35 Gk o a gl 53 lga IS 8 (P=0.0001
AS LT 655556 53 Jlize Jls s ol sme sae J b
3p agme e dsb Ole s 0T Chle
31U L3 jes sb Ol 55 (Fe29=5.2, P=0.001)
sliaoy Chle b oekijls (S s de e
Slojs Sebel 5 SGlT lajles o (slas e
5 Dlsju oiSelel A sdaline ()15 sme
Opeer A edalie (GO s Ll el
Ol 53 bl (S 55 el gl 5 bl 5 ool

booddles (S ks i d e 51 AL SR ee b

(aﬁ.é_."h E) aj.:é..;hfi:g: Lj)‘Y) &b\: J"‘J” )\T brassicae )‘,.u)FO qu osle J.clf cjfl;- » (j})) o d}b u:ial:ﬁ -y g_]}-b-
ol salianl oy 5 piSalal ¢Sl (gl j2STs i HRD (glas ) 5o Clale Canai sRD (slas ) o 0 dditns 55 (Sl Lale b okl jlas

haely 6

Table 3. Mean of longevity(day) of per adult of T. brassicae F1 from immature stages (larva, prepupa and
pupa) treated to RD (Recommended Dose) and HRD (Half Recommended Dose) of abamectin, emamectin

benzoate, acetamiprid and flubendiamide.

Treatment Larvae RD Larvae HRD Prepupae RD Prepupae HRD  Pupae RD Pupae HRD
Abamectin 2.07+0.18a 2.27+0.23a 2.03+0.29a 2.17+0.12a 2.00+0.23a 2.13+0.18a
Emamectin 2.8+0.15b 3.00+0.17b 2.7+0.4ab 2.93+0.14b 2.53+0.14a 2.6+0.26a
Acetamiprid 3.03+0.14b 3.43+0.24bc 3.4+0.17bc 3.6+0.11c 3.23+0.14b 3.57+0.20b
Flubendiamid ~ 3.67+0.18c 3.80+0.21c 3.9+0.11c 4.13+0.11d 3.73+0.20b 4.03+0.14b
Control 6.1+0.15d 6.1+0.15d 6.5+0.21d 6.5+0.21e 5.9+0.11c 5.9+0.11c
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* The number obtained for each column is equal mean+SE. means in a columns followed by different letters are significantly different

in %5 LSD test.
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Table 4. Mean = SE of sex ratio [}, female/ ),  (female and male)] of adult T. brassicae F1 from immature
stages (larva, prepupa and pupa) treated to RD (Recommended Dose) and HRD (Half Recommended Dose) of
abamectin, emamectin benzoate, acetamiprid and flubendiamide.

Treatment Larvae RD Larvae HRD Prepupae RD Prepupae HRD Pupae RD Pupae HRD
Abamectin 0.37+0.03a 0.39+0.05a 0.36+0.02a 0.37+0.01a 0.42+0.02a 0.44+0.04a
Emamectin 0.42+0.01a 0.44+0.05ab 0.40+0.03ab 0.43+0.03ab 0.46+0.03ab 0.48+0.02ab
Acetamiprid 0.50+0.03b 0.52+0.04abc 0.48+0.02bc 0.50+0.04bc 0.51+0.01bc 0.52+0.01ab
Flubendiamid 0.52+0.02b 0.53+0.02bc 0.54+0.02c 0.56+0.02¢c 0.53+0.02bc 0.53+0.03ab
Control 0.60+0.01c 0.60+0.01c 0.59+0.06¢ 0.59+0.06¢ 0.57+0.03c 0.57+0.03b

03n5T 0 o 5 o> 5 abie Sslite (o b o7 (ol Sk il gn 3515kl sllas E ST o Sa bl Ot p (51 oeT sy sldehie

Iy Hls sae 3D LSD

* The number obtained for each column is equal mean+SE. means in a columns followed by different letters are significantly different

in %5 LSD test.
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Abstract

In this study, the immature stages of T. brassicae (Hym.: Trichogrammatidae) were exposed to the
recommended field concentration and half of the recommended field concentration of four insecticides
abamectin, emamectin benzoate, acetamipride, and flubendiamide. The dipping method was carried out
for the treatment of immature stages. The percentage decrease in emergence, rate of parasitism, longevity
and sex ratio were determined. The results show that these concentrations of abamectin, emamectin
benzoate, acetamipride and flubendiamide, especially the recommended field concentrations, affected the
biological parameters of the wasp compared with the control. In the flubendiamide treatment with the
recommended field concentration the percentage emergence of FO and F1 larval, prepupal and pupal stages
were (69.58+1.07, 81.67+2.15 and 78.75+2.20) (70.33+2.78, 80.25+3.57 and 88.45+3.60) and were classified
in class 1 respectively and abamectin with percentage emergence of FO and F1 (44.58+1.34, 49.58+1.19
and 40.00+3.02) (44.72+1.97, 42.35+7.28 and 48.76+2.87) were classified in class 2 in all the stages.
Emamectin benzoate and acetamipride were also classified in some stages as class 1 and in the other stages
as class 2. Furthermore, the most and the least side effects of other parameters of the pesticides were related
to abamectin and flubendiamide, respectively. The results reveal that flubendiamide could be recommended
for the control of butterfly pests in IPM programs due to lower toxicity to natural enemies.
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