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Efficacy of the entomopathogenic nematodes against whiteflies,
Bemisia tabaci (Homoptera: Aleyrodidae), in chili peppers under
laboratory and field conditions
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ABSTRACT: The efficiency of entomopathogenic nematodes against whiteflies, Bemisia tabaci, was studied with the
following objectives: 1) to test which life stage of whitefly is most susceptible to entomopathogenic nematodes; 2) to
obtain the best entomopathogenic nematode species and surfactants which provide the greatest control of whiteflies.
The first results showed that the stage of whitefly most susceptible to nematodes were the third and second instar
larval stages with mortality rates of 96.66 and 90%, respectively. The results from using different species of nematode
revealed that Steinernema carpocapsae was better at controlling whiteflies than S. feltiae and S. siamkayai with
LD50 and LD90 values at 33.4 and 56.5, respectively. After comparing different surfactants which help to promote
the use of nematodes on whiteflies, the results showed that the most suitable surfactant was “Super”, causing the
highest mortality rate at 86.48+5.78%. The field trial was carried out at Ban Hong Duer, Khon Kaen province. The
results from the nematode-treated plot exhibited dramatically decreased number of whiteflies whereas the farmer’s
practice plot showed an increasing trend.

Keywords: entomopathogenic nematode, whitefly, surfactant

A1NGINET NPATINTANFATUAZNINGININITINERT ALZINEATANART HINANFRVRURAY

Sub division of Entomology, Division of Plant Science and Agricultural resources, Faculty of Agriculture,
Khon Kaen University

AueRAsAIUANARINT AL TIUVEIULINTIR NARTTuaeNIREMHERELLIL NUNINENFETauL Y

National Biological Control Research Center, Northeastern Regional Center, Khon Kaen University
Corresponding author: npraka@kku.ac.th



256
unun

. o o . -
winiuadnneaInIauauNInteNlgn
wazidunginAsgiandAgydwiuldusing
wnelulszmAnazdaiududeenldselszne
Tnes wiael wazmnaz (2553) euinlutlszmealng
g o . . o
Angwsnnnutaeviall ldun leane wuasudang
5 5 3 .
wanlW wansau inasuil nueunsey wueuns
van uauanzanaine wazuuasiunald Lanil
‘lmmmﬁmmﬁﬂﬁﬁuiﬁdﬁLﬂuﬁmmzﬁﬁﬁtysluma‘

ﬂ@ﬂ‘Wi‘ﬂ A WNAINIUNY (Ta5mil wazAnL , 2542)

Y o

SAERULAZANANILUA LLNZN'MQ%IWQ@"’@’] Aellay

a

9
@mﬂuﬁﬁmm@fﬂmuwm NINANEUDIAINDUAL
inliinaduaedmassuuluivg doudoinduay
o EX = a ] Y o U
A IUNTUINGD IR THANFULATZLNTULAL
HANRAAARY WANANNITTUAN LAY (Honey
dew) AANH1IBILNAIIUN LERAT A LWL
udatiuusanaaduiuwmetdmnlsrnadnung
U = vl v o s |
sruialfiandag tnelsantendeiniznnedeazsinge
4RILNAINIU LA UIUDG 7 TN, (Yukselbaba,
2011) Nnsdlunnvizinlsaluyn (TYLCV) 289uNa9
agntiusaanunonn linanananadlAnaiasay
80-100 (Yry#inn WATATANT, 2546) N1INUNAIIT
= [~3 v o " 3 £%
aianadnuazidvinasat 15l inlinemnsns
Tugnunsadansiulsasinedmian wazdnwunng
wnsrzalundasinfinssiuiassgnaluds nex
ATIN17N AT LARNTLUL NN ERINT LA ANLANT
azipdAna Insazlanes ANFUFALNY LHawy
LNAIRT19 TUsseLFnaauuInndn 1 fasa 2 fu
wisangulannNngn 1 ngusie 2 fi Gan1sWuan Al
anatlaafunndnlAanIzF R NS awings Tunneh
F08aUNEINTINTAAALATNITOWMUILAZAF
£ % 1 a d’f o £ 4
ANAIUNIUARATIARN NI AT Ui W

LNASUATLNTIZUNA LA BEN939A59 NaULNEITH

WATATUE (2540) SENNUINEATNIALATIEE
gnaes AamdnguaTontl sesldaisdiuua
Tuffunnugelaenuii 19 alamaanngign denali

WNUNERAT 42 (2) : 255-264 (2557).

VIASUATIERATNNIANAINTBIAN TN DL AR
Hu3lna CRIPTY-20 WAZWNAYANIETINTR
1370UN1 LATERTIEYN (2546) P1enudnaqiiung
avaanwindsraulyuiarsNeanA 19
uasgruuazgnifiasnasindadagliningy
40-50 A5 %qzﬁ'qu’lvmaiLLz?QLﬂum?ﬁﬁmﬁmgﬁm i
ansiadinguanfntuneams uazngulninsess
fefutloymiidn Ay fianaslésunisuilaesnass
Aaw Aia Naaang e lunistlesiunindndng
faluszivlsun el ¥aenadesiuaiudenis
109 U3 lnanazdszimag Aruaziduldmis
NIATFIUANG Fafdaeannisldanssinuuasie
nsflasiuindalagddmgsemmand esmanuuasi
iafhuusanain Safuielfndssansam
gegnlunsilesfurdniedaausuiuetnedaly
muﬁ@nl*ﬁﬁmgﬁﬁmwﬁﬁmmmmmzﬁmw
anzanzags ldineudesdngivariuladndudng
srTnT VAN AL TUANaulaaninEasnsvialan
fajaiiunsuanuunduwid fervesldineuda sl
Weawagmnsniinn ldilasiuindnuuasdngie
sannvangfisluuLaunERamntil (Grewal etal.

2005) Lme?fmmmamemameﬂmwﬂm
ptemaiauaniufinsiuduanden wenainil
Reudesdfeannsnifiudiinnildiedlusssuan
qum@‘l,ﬁmiﬂqmuﬂ?mmmmLﬂuvl,ﬂmjwﬁifmﬁm
LL@JENFLI‘LL ﬂ@”l.nmﬂmmmﬂmemmvl,mmwl@ﬂ
Guanageuszavidninanounasiedl 3 (Daver
Juvenile 3: DJ 3) gaulnidnggilasssuanfves
meﬁmgﬁmLmzmﬁlfau‘ﬁ'r:hul,%zjﬁ'am'wﬂma
i ndeanntildiBendesasantdesnuaiice
fau8"A" (symbiotic bacteria) aanu1@INAlTuaS
Bedannelu 24-48 Falus anniazden i
(septicemia) (Simoes and Rosa, 1996)15@@1&“@8
@:LﬁuiﬁmML@:L@?mLﬁu‘ﬂmﬂgﬂw‘lw,l,mqmﬁﬂ
AUNILTIUMEIB M TIUARZENENDBNANNEN
LLNmLmemﬁI@TmJ (Poinar, 1990) AaMN918811
naldldFeudananeiugsine lusszmaiiie



KHON KAEN AGR. J. 42 (2) : 255-264 (2014).

tlaeiuindnLNaIia1e wuddss@nsninlunisg
flaaiunindntiuavegiuaiaaieiug dnaau
U U a o Q‘I 2 = 1
Wndu wazainaasasdulun lduananni (Helyer
etal.,, 1995; Chyzik et al., 1996; Ebssa et al., 2001,
2004: Qiu et al., 2008) DL e N9 1E LA LRaL
detlutlszinalnadiainisamunuuuasdnging
naNUaNLTin LAwn uueuiuliRoaanasened
UAUNTEY AN AnTAln way A9999edune
(513 wazALE, 2529, 25340, 2534, 2537) LA
TN UIBIUNITATLAN LN AR N AU
o o e o - =
patiunmasestiAadnglszasdine Wrsunay
1sz@Ansninnisdnrinansaasldinautlasly 40w
24T NAIUITNERULAAAN TN ANEIUA
1&peutlas alinvadldineudasnilsc@nann
gegn THnresa1s U lundaeEENgnelunnstlesiu
Anamnaldiuiuldinautlas LaznialFaLne L
1sr@AnSn1nn19tl e uindALNAIIU199E 199
da o wya 4,
wilaanemsiin1wuld e ulasnazidasinu
#17.AN

28N15NARDY

1. peafuBunausasiauasldireurdas
11 unpevdang
‘flﬂLLN@W%M?{WMNLLﬂmﬂQﬂw?ﬂMLgm

Lﬁuﬂ?mmuuﬁuw?ﬂmﬂ 1 thaundetnalgn

Tugnmneandng satnduRTasinane LAz Aen

Fuftnndansd wuasvitanadilfazgninld1dly

nunnassrall
1.2 l&\heudes
Fansiifuns@eaiu Bl dieudesy

Fauuad (in vivo) Tetildineudeaainsine 1

viudhgfavenudaeas sand assay taeduuni

AN LB AT YN 20U T aaHEY

P15 & Aanaduit 10 wWesifus armmeaitldldly

Petri dish 211AEUENAUEINATS 10 LIUALNAT LAY

naufvLauunadllunmeantimilddeusles

257

adlNdmen 100 FasauNaIn A UAIAINITY
1 Um19f el Anna19UKN AN 789989
ANuaRNE g IUIRINANAANTIN I AR Y (white
- A @ \
trap) 1€iAeuelesNudansauazivunsdusanis
NARDIAZLAADUTIAINNITATENIBIAIGUINAE
grurroiuldltlunmaaadls 1 dudmnsf
NQUNYH 8-12 BIATALTLA

2. NARAUTUBILNAIVNININNNZANFADNTIN
vinaneaesldineulasluiesfimnag
TNLNUNNINAADILULANANYID] (Completely
Randomized Design, CRD) 414314 5 N39133 3 1]
A% 10 9 AN ARDLTLNUNIZEANTBILN AR
1 ¥ o v A 1 ¥ A
sanianinansvedldinautlas Tnanuldinaudas
antWus Ine Steinernema siamkayai U3uNms
1 HARANT N9 100 Fv/n TaBRANAY 10%
Tween 80 IaNLszAnan nlunsdninansaes
14 peutes asuuluNTNTLNawRI1FeauTTe
- i e o ad o
1 (N370ATN 1) Fasauszash 2 (NT9NADN 2) A
! = Aalal o 4' aal
DRUTLLZN 3 (NTTNIRN 3) AIDDUTLLIZN 4 (NTTNIT
1 4) fnud (NeNdaasungneme, 1.1.41.) (n9933
71 5) nguALANABNLAIAUTY (Tween 80) a9
= ol Ay o & s
wien 9lingungivies Tunnidesidusinisaie
29IUNAIRTLAT N TaYaN I HNA 1A IzTAY N
113199 NADA LAz FHUREUANLANFANIYR
AadslunAarnIsNdadaallsunsn XLSTAT 2006
(XLSTAT, New York, NY, USA) Tn2i3% Tukey's HSD
test (P <0.05)

3. uRuuiflennlsAnBanns e LAeA
119104l dnenlassaiinluieimnag
TNUHUNNINARILLL CRD 31491 3 N9313D
WeuBenfietlsdvinwlddeudansia 3 1in
Aa Steinernemar siamkayai, S. feltiae WA
S. carpocapsae ﬁﬁmmmmﬁwﬁuﬁqﬁ 0, 10, 20,
40 uay 80 FNFBLNANRNAE ARTAY 3 ‘%’1“] Ay
10 f TpetiuuAR Iz s au RN



258

IFuluimanonsuniinen manfiftelfinonsiy
wilude lunaesginseanandulnguednan 5
“TURAT ANt d e a e 3 Tliauaniud
dmansananadnesiu Tunndeyadnuaunismeuay
§rurunnssandaniianatkiulil 24 dalug 1
%@H@ﬁiﬁuﬁmﬁzﬁmm LD50 waz LD Lagild
Tdsunsa Probit analysis wazilFauiiaumana
LAnANIesALeAtluLAAZNIIAd e T suns
XLSTAT 2006 (XLSTAT, New York, NY, USA)
1meAT Tukey's HSD test (P < 0.05)

4. negeusinvesansdulusniuldifeudesi
e luns S ALLAATN
IMTNUHUNIINAARILLY (Completely
Randomized Design, CRD) 11491 6 N79438 4 %’m
ar 1 B anssuluilHluusasnssdadaiaanann
NARATITTARA19S mnea3 Ut aanann Tae
N993337 1 Manssuludvie Super Whuenadely
sfiadindn ldszyanseengrdamn dasmiueg
71 10-20 37 sietin 20 Ams N37UAET 2 14 Take off
ﬁmm@nqw%f Blend of alkylaryl polyethoxylate
LAY sodium alkylsulfonated alkylate 60% 8R31NW1
fr]?;l"ﬁ 35 %3 sintin 20 Ams n953i3ad 3 14 Zigro ans
@@ﬂq%ﬁ Alkylaryl polyglycol ether 100% ARTINU
BN 15-30 @G st 20 Ans niimmn 4 Mixer
”Lmvummfaﬂqmmamm fammwu@w 8-10 @ sie
m 20 amg °TJQEIL‘WNﬂ?”ﬂ%ﬁﬂ’]wiﬁzﬁﬁﬂ‘ﬂ’mi‘uv\lﬂ]
ATy N993ART 5 Tween 80 WALNITART 6 NGy
(AILAN) ﬂﬂ&“lﬁ@utﬁl@ﬁmmﬁuﬁmﬁ’miumi
muauﬁﬁ'zﬂm (Wan1IMAaesta 3) NHaNTuan9eL
BT T e T T S s T R TIE
wirnn RelATiguumgiivies ndeaintiu 24 daluaiy
Tuwsnanuau 4 luges/su NnduaIuILAL881
LNAIVAINY TRFNERIINNIANe LL@:ﬁ’]ﬁ@uﬂ@‘ﬁiﬁ
WUATIZIAMNLUTUIMUANLEUN TN ARBSULLIL
CRD uazitReuiflenimnauansnsrerniadels
LAAENTINAaAReTL1 NI XLSTAT 2006 (XLSTAT,

WNUNERAT 42 (2) : 255-264 (2557).

New York, NY, USA) Inei 8 Tukey’s HSD test
(P <0.05)

5. nagaaulsranininldinaudasitiunig
nageuluan nwlagsnemang
J - - -

NNLRUNINAADLNBLL LN ANE AN
18 veudesluaninls a01ufi1n1nAana
TNudaA 2.1089 2.29ULNY TUIANLANARDY
4*4 wns Tasutlasnaaausnae wilasndnng
ATLIANLNANIAEAN AN AINATU R84

t:lld 1 a @ o o s =

inERsinsnuansailulszandlaniuacan
wilashe wilasildldineulaaanaWugna
Usz@ninniinngn (wan1smaassda 3) naniu
AUl LN a (mma‘wm@m 4) wu”l,mm@u
atidnunuTanin 4 AK TLSNUULLANRT1 T
mmiWusLuLLﬁi@zm%‘imﬂﬂfmmzﬁqé@u FNWA LAY
Fownde Taanieguiiy 3 A1umuds Ae Awmld
10 U1 N9 LAZAN ANLMLeAE 11U AUt Aa
Fuwan 1 dw 1 41 luwsaraisazinnisguiin
) £ o U dl U o a s
AU 20 Fiu indeyanlaazgninuniiassi
ANDENILIUNIATFIU (2SD)

NANISANHILATIANTOL

1. NAFALSEIBILNAIUIUNNAANIZANABNIEN
o A
nansvesldinaudas
& paudasanaiug naaiuisnidiviiany
4' Py o P
unasRInlFa lunsvazaasinseu taglidanu
LANANNNAD A BNBUFEaUIE 1 W1l LazTsey
nanunsndvinaelaangane fdoeeuds 3
A o o U = & @ &
SRNANNNAD 38 2, 4,1 LATANLE taeTiafigus
nNgNaeEasay 97, 90, 87, 27 LAY 7 ANNANAU
srezAnuARAMNNUNIWAaNIsd A egengn
Wagannileiiaansaindainldansanisdnrinans
we9ldinautlen wazievinnisBaunauiungy
pauanlunnssdanud e fiduinisanaetlu
STAUALAZHANNNLANANNNINATH (Table 1)



KHON KAEN AGR. J. 42 (2) : 255-264 (2014).

dl v é/ 1 3 1
NANLARNNNINARBIHAIUTNILANANSANNNA
984 Cuthbertson et al. (2005) $4918911479158%
. r D nea 4
fauLafigaresuuasnaseldinaulaafigase
svelzFnaansde 2 udannn1nuldipaulasnuiTe

71 Lecanicillium muscarium 7 3kaY 7 94 AN

259

Wuld A AAATUNIAINAITHSINI LA LA D
1A Paulas LAz IiAA A YR NAIUITIINIE
& heudasnldlunimaassiiilul{ineudeadng
o \ o o X
Arauansnsanldneuresdngimas

Table 1 Mortality rate on different life stages of White fly, Bemisia tabaci, treated with entomopathogenic

nematode, Steinernema siamkayai.

Mortality of white fly,Bemisia tabaci" (%)

Developmental stage
Treated with EPN

Treated without EPN

L1 26.66 B/a
L2 90.00 A/a
L3 96.66 A/a
L4 86.66 A/a
PP 6.66 B/a
C.V. (%) 15.18

6.66 AB/a
16.66 A/b
16.66 A/b

3.33 AB/b
0 B/A

59.7

L: larval stage, PP; pupal stage

N= sample size for analysis of variance

"Means in column and row followed by the upper case and lower case letter, respectively are not significantly

different by Tukey’s HSD test at P < 0.05.
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Table 2 Effect of different entomopathogenic nematode species on 3rd larval stage of whitefly, Bemisia tabaci,

at different doses.

Nematode Species 50” LDQO”
Steinernema siamkayai 69.1¢c 119.2b
Steinernema feltiae 53.8 b 109.6 b

Steinernema carpocapsae 334 a 56.5 a
C.V. (%) 9.65 10.59

" Means followed by the same letter in the same column are not significantly different by Tukey’s HSD test at

P <0.05.
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Table 3 Mortality rate of whitefly, Bemisia tabaci, treated with mixed entomopathogenic nematodes and

different surfactants.

Treatment
(Different manufacturers of surfactants)

Mortality (%)SD "

T1: Super 86.48+5.78a

T2: Take off 82.13+3.78a

T3: Zigro 71.00+£5.24a

T4: Mixer 28.13+8.18b

T5: Tween80 1.34+0.74c

T6: Water 0.01£0.01c
V. (%) 12.55

" Means followed by the same letter in the same column are not significantly different by Tukey’s HSD test at

P <0.05.
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