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Evaluation of Insecticide Resistance in Thrips (Thrips palmi Karny) damaging Eggplants in
Major Planting Areas
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Abstract

Insecticide is the fastest method to thrips control. Farmer often use same group insecticide
non- rotation which can cause thrips insecticide resistance. In this study, evaluation of insecticide
resistance in thrips (Thrips palmi Karny) damaging eggplants in major planting areas. Thrips was
collected from Banphot Phisai district, Nakhon Sawan province, Bueng Narang district, Pichit
province, Tha Yang district, Petchaburi province, Pak Tho district, Ratchaburi province, Muang
Ratchaburi district, Ratchaburi province, Tha Maka district, Kanchanaburi province, Tha Muang
district, Kanchanaburi province. And test by leaf-dipping method with insecticides including
fipronil (fip), imidacloprid (imi), acetamiprid (ace), spinetoram (spi), abamectin (aba), emamectin
benzoate (ema), chlorfenapyr (chl), and cyantraniliprole (cya) at the recommended dose and
double doses. The result revealed that Thrips in several area have moderate resistance and high
resistance. Low resistance with more than 60% mortality in Banphot Phisai district including ema,
chl. Bueng Narang district including: fip, spi, ema, Tha Yang district including ema, Pak Tho district
including: ema, Muang Ratchaburi district including: spi, ema, Tha Maka district including: ema chl
Tha Muang district including: fip, spi, ema, chl and Lom sak district including: spi, ema. As a result,
Low resistance with more than 60% mortality can be selected for rotation in each area to reduce
thrips resistance.

Keyword: thrips resistance, insecticide resistance, thrips in eggplant, thrips
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msldanssuaniuiitostumdamdsnifinsssuinesnniiign inwnsnsiinldaisidn
wuadlaglddinamuiswhlfiAadymimdslidunudeaseuuas mamaaesiiinglszasdiiie
Usaidiumnuumusieanseuaaslumas niheiivharsusdeluiiuiisng q Tnevhnmsiiunaslnihed
srumiansuzdeluifufisinousinaiids Smtauasaissd snnedunsne Sminfians nevinens
JMIANETY3 BLneUINYe dNBL03313Y3 JMIATIVYS wae SunevinuenT 81nev1UIe Jandn
NQYIUYS vhndelwanmegeuaudiunuleeds Leaf-dipping lngldlugouuzidoguaigansaduias
Yaan 19 9 lawn fipronil (fip), imidacloprid (imi), acetamiprid (ace), spinetoram (spi), abamectin
(aba) emamectin benzoate (ema) chlorfenapyr (chl), wag cyantraniliprole (cya) LLaﬂmwaEﬂWm
Au ienududuiishsuunihuariinnududuaeninvesdnsuuziivesasunassila nan1svaaed
WU LwaEJIWVmwmamLsuaiwmawuwmmmmumumuﬂm@L.LazmumuqmamimLLmammmum
druansenuuasiiasviinud s lnenuiniinismennnndt 60% luituiisneusswedide Taun
ema, chl 81LnaT09U1579 laun fip, spi, ema 81LN8YI1818 LALA ema 8neUInYe laun ema 61108
W03319Y3 Lok spi, ema 8nevinugnl Lawn ema chl 8wnevindag Lawn fip, spi, ema, chl uay
guneviaudn laun spi, ema faussanunsadenlduinansimaslniniseneannnii 60% vy
myudeulunstasiufifioantamanuiumilumdsliiviiaeunde
fmdn : AugunuseasshusaslumEsly udumuseanssnuas masllunzde wasl



A1

wiaglwiine (cotton thrips) Thrips palmi Karny LﬂmmaqﬁszmmﬁwmamL%Eﬂ,uﬂqnszazms
asnivlalasgaruindesiilu aen uazkasou Snsuugiianssuuasareviadeldlunistostuy
Maona gllunzide duinisewmuinisensnuiity (2553) tduugieans imidacloprid, fiproni,
benfuracarb Wag fenpropathrin, uaﬂmﬂﬁqm’lmuazﬂmz (2564) I@seeuiiansiiivszaniainly
nstlastursmnaslniineluusdo Taun spinetoram, emamectin benzoate wag abamectin 34%1n
wnsnslfansshuasidaig q Auusilunduifidifuvesadiagrilruanfoaudumu dwal
anseuuasiiuszaninmanas

A1ITANITAIIUATUNUADEITULUAS (Insecticide Resistance Management, IRM) '3'5‘171'5%"1’51,;
AansldansenuuaILuUnLuiEY (insecticide rotation) (Bielza, 2008; Zhao et al., 2010) fiayau
fusuinisldasuuumuisuiiussansnmivislunlasuarluiasu foRn1s (Georghiou, 1983) way
mﬂ%’miqumuﬁaummaaLLf’f‘szgmLw?;jalWﬁwmwfamsszhLmaaaaﬁﬂﬁwa (Immaraju et al.,
1990a; Gao et al,, 2012) 35 n1sfisnududadldarsidauuamans 4 nqunalnniseangns 74
UszAninmseuuasdatu 9 uuvnuisuduluwdazdasian nielurasiaimisihenyde
(generation) wasuaaswiintu q (Bielza, 2008; Gao et al., 2012) uazluniswuasuvuvnuisudes
vandsansldansiusmatinusiuniugs

msldfanseuuasnvumyuidsulunisuidgmeanudumudndudemsvdoyannusiiuniu
yosanslunuaifing iletaelumadenviinanssiuuasiifiuszavsnmanldlunisadiesuuuumsldansan
wasiuuvusulfesnsgniounngan fiiuinguszasduesnimeaesiiiiossduanusuniuse
miezhLLmaﬂungavLWEJ'mﬁvTﬂmsmL%Iuﬁuﬁﬂqﬂﬁwﬁzy%wizmﬁlm %’ayjaﬁlﬁﬁﬂﬁmuﬁmﬁaﬂ%ﬁm
ansshusasiivangaslumsaissuuuunsldansuuunuisuiionnzauluusasiud Woudtymeniu
srunusteassusadlumisiniviaienide uaglifoyaloudufouriinarseuuasiiondelniia
dhumugauinasnsbingainnisldmaitelaliaatgmaruiumuiiumndulusunan

/Aniunisg

gunsaluagdsnig
N1SLATEULUAINAGDY

wagldunuasiidouiaiidn desroutsenn madsandgllutesufifnaiieldlunis
neaesivordlfinds It vuganevauesteassusawsiumaslnluanimuuas nsldindelni
Auanulashnimasesazldnalndidssiuaninluudaminni (Shelton, et al, 2003) Fauds
annsaldmdglufiAvanudasneasnsunviinismaassld (Martin and Workman, 1994) ¥iin1sifiu
LW§81V\IE]’18wajumzmsﬁ’aLLﬂaquzL%duLmdwqﬂmL%GUENLﬂwmﬂﬂu‘ﬁuﬁa"ﬁmamiwmﬁé’s 39
UATAITIA 81100 TIUNITN FMTANTAT B1L8YIN819 FIMTANYTYS BuneUInie SnLlees1vys
MINTIVYT hag SNNBVINENT BNDYNIN FMTANIYIUYT ReUNARBWINNIINTIaeUHA (species)
waglW wdvihnsueneundslnsile Thips palmi dussutemadouasinuudusdaedans
Nnvund g ndne waginsfuiinagiedaniieldlunismaass
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ansg Nl duumnungueing 9 ¥ed IRAC (Insecticide Resistance Action Committee)
Inga1svtingg o donsuuztnandlu Table 1

Table 1. Insecticides used for resistance evaluation and their recommended field rate.

Common name of insecticide IRAC Group ¥ Recommended field rate
(/ 20 L of water)
fipronil 5 % SC 2B 50 ml
imidacloprid 70 % WG aA 15¢
acetamiprid 20 % SP aA 20 g
spinetoram 12 % SC 5 10 mtl
abamectin 1.8 % EC 6 50 ml
emamectin benzoate 1.92 % EC 6 30 ml
chlorfenapyr 10 % SC 13 30 ml
cyantraniliprole 10 % OD 28 40 ml

Y ywww.irac-online.ore

Hsannliitoyamanududuresasauaviinang o iwngauieldlunisusninaslniie
o e o & , S y = A . a 1 PN
aneNugI U ILLazaeLgeauLe (discriminating dose %38 diagnostic dose) sz unalunaslnie
° & v o S v Y v Ao o .
Mansusalulsewmalng aadulunisneasslddsainnuutunsonswug (recommended field
rate) ¥a%ansalLUaAaZIRAlUNSANWINAYRIEN S LLaduAarTiaRan1sANevas N gl iause iy
ANETUYIU FIUUIAATONATANAITEAFN 9] NPT UL LazNdnTIdovnvesenIkuzi Tngly
Yninaungduly (Triton X-100) 99151 0.05 1a./aRT éﬁﬁ

1 a3 fipronil 5% SC (N 2) 718m51 50 waz 100 A, /m 20 dns
2. @13 imidacloprid 70% WG (ngy 4A) 8791 15 way 30ﬂ3m/m 20 @ns
3. @19 acetamiprid 20% SP (ngy 4A) 8791 20 way 40ﬂsm/m 20 dns
4. @13 spinetoram 12% SC (ngu 5) fi8m51 10 wae 20 wa /‘m 20 8n3
5. @13 abamectin 1.8% EC (nau 6) 8w 50 uaz 100 1@/ 20 Ans
6. @15 emamectin benzoate 1.92 % EC (ngy 6) 18751 30 WAy 60 ua /ﬁﬁ 20 an3
7. @3 chlorfenapyr 10% SC (ngu 13) 78m51 30 uag 60uA /m 20 8n3
8. @19 cyatraniliprole 10% OD (ngy 28) ‘ﬁ S5 40 o 80A./1 20 A

9. a159ulu (Triton X-100) (control) 71§51 0.05 wa./Ans
nMsnAsaUNavasEsEuIasiansaevauwag lnwinludnieUssidivanuduni
nn1snnasslaeldls leaf-dipping method (Immaraju et al., 1990b; Fahmy et al., 1991;
Guillen et al,, 2014) ynsanslugeuuzidefilafinsnuansauuadiazenn faliuis 159ty
wzdeatlvluansiuuawilafig o fishswusiiuasiisnsanududuy 2 wihwesdnsuuzd wiu 10
it daugamunu (control) Julugeuusidelutiinauansiulu tiiuludeunsdofiyuaseiuuas
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wazitsauntudnldludrenanainla anduldmasiwluusazde 9 av 10 § Varhdaelvainddes
Tindslgaiuluszidefisuarsluies fiinmsadunm a8 $alus wdwhmstufindefidusinismeves
wiglnlnsnmauesiuwiuvens wisliilinevaussioniadevesuasyifuazgniinisaniine
nsUuiinNauas A

Sufinefidudinisneveanisln uazidonuiuuaslugaauau (control) ane 5-20% 2w
nsusuanUesidudnismelagld Abbott’s formula (Abbott, 1925) wag1m1eLiy 20% ¥inIsnAas
gl
gn3 Abbott’s formula :

% Corrected Mortality = % test mortality - % control mortality x 100

100 - % control mortality
idoyalesidudnismeveundelnluumasiuiinimaiade uazal standard deviation (SD) N3
neaastusziiuanudunuraands lwiheluuzielaonuadu 3 seeusail

¢ < & X o
LUQSL‘IJUWﬂ’]SW’IEJ‘UENLwaEﬂWVIﬂ’J’]&I
L‘i’fﬁJ%’ua’l’iﬂj’]LLSJaﬂﬁé'ﬁli’]LLuzﬁ’] LLa ﬂ’]iLLi.isﬁ%ﬁUﬂ’J’méf’]quu

NAMUTUTY 2 NVDIDATIHUZUN

1) WUNSANY 60-100 % 1) danduansninasionismereudiega-ga

$390ANUAIUNIUN (low resistance)

2) WUNISM18ATULNEINUTUY 2) daduansniinananisnieuIunad-AsuY1 eI
0-40 %, 40-60 % %38 60-100 % ysadiAuAunIuUIUNaNe (moderate resistance)
3) WuN15918 0-40 % 3) AU UATNINARBN1TAEAN-AIUN

A A ¥/ . .
MIDNANUAIUNIUEN (high resistance)

NALAZASUNANITNAADY

¥nsdmandasusdovennunsnsluiiuiisnnoussnaiids Samiauasalsss snedwna
JIANINT BNNOYIILI FWIANYIUT Snau1nvie SunaiilodnIvys JMINTIVYT way SLNavinuzn
BLN0Y1339 FMTANYIUYS INHANITNAGDIATHMUAIUTAGS 9 Fenududunusnsuuzi wag
Feududu 2 wihwessaswuziinui wasliihefiaisuzdelundasiuiifiaudumiuseaisai
LUAILANAINAY

Tuflufisneusswaids Tu Figure 1 wudn ansivilindslniiarsuzideiiesidudnsene
ADUYN9E-g vioReudumus Tiun emamectin benzoate (66.7-80.0%) uag chlorfenapyr (63.3-
73.3%) waznuinansimaslniiesifudinsmelunans-Aeuine wielinrudumuliunans Tiun
fipronil (33.3-46.7%), imidacloprid (10.0-46.7%), spinetoram (50.0-83.3%) W& & cyantraniliprole



(26.7-43.3%) druansiindsliiiedidudnismenti-sunn viefanuduniugs Idun abamectin
(23.3-30.0%)

Tuituiisnetaunsne u Figure 2 nudn arsiivhldmaslnfiviarsuzdefidesiuinisme
Aout19g9-g9 nodAaud1unIus Taun fipronil (63.3-73.3%), spinetoram (73.3-76.7%), uaz
emamectin benzoate (96.7-%) waznuinansimaslnfiesidudnismeuiunans-Asudemn wiedl
audumulunans Miun chlorfenapyr (43.3-73.3%) dauansiinasiiiuesidudnisnien-suan
wsedlauduniuas lawn imidacloprid (13.3-30.0%), abamectin (20%) ka¢ cyantraniliprole (26.7-
30.0%)

Tuiluiisneviaens lu Fieure 3 nuin arsivnldma slifivateuzd oo idudnisane
ApuT1939-g9 viFafiausinuniust 18ud emamectin benzoate (60.0-93.3%) uagnudtansinas i
Wediduinismetiunans-aeudnadii wiafianudiuniuliunans léun spinetoram (43.3-56.7%) dau
as7inaglnifiesiudnsmesiisn w3adiaudunugs laun fipronil (6.7-30.0%), imidacloprid
(3.3-10.0%), acetamiprid (10.0%), abamectin (20.0-26.7%), chlorfenapyr (20.0-33.3%) i & ¢
cyantraniliprole (3.3-26.7%)

Tuilufisaouinvie Tu Figure 4 wuan arsiviliind slufiviarsuzidefided@udnisme
GRIVTNGREGR waafinnudumus 1w emamectin benzoate (70.0-100.0%) wagnuina1sinaeln
fiesidudnismeviunans-reudesi wiefinnnudiuviuliunans Waun fipronil (13.3-50.0%) way
spinetoram (56.7-63.3%) dauasiinaslndivesifusinisaesi-sunn viedmnuiumugs Teun
imidacloprid (13.3-30.0%), abamectin (3.3-6.7%), chlorfenapyr (16.7-33.3%) a8 g cyantraniliprole
(10.0-23.3%)

Tuluisunawiosswys T Figure 5 wui ansivilimdelniivihansusndefivesdusnisnie
RIVRNGAEGR vi3odnudiunium 1dun spinetoram (90.0-93.3%) wag emamectin benzoate (83.3-
93.3%) wagnuinansiwas lndiefifudnismeliunans-aeudnesh viedamnusumudiunans T
chlorfenapyr (36.7-53.3%) dauasiinaglufiiesidudinismesii-dunn uiefiaudiuniugs 1éun
fipronil (20.0-30.0%), imidacloprid (0.0-23.3%), abamectin (10.0-20.0%) a2 cyantraniliprole (23.3-
26.7%)

Tuufisunovinugm Tu Figure 6 wu3n ansivilhinaelnfiviateusdedivofidudnisne
Aoudaga-qs n3edanudumus 1w emamectin benzoate (86.7-100.0%) way chlorfenapyr
(86.7-93.3%) uaznuiasiwaslndiefidudmsmeliunans-deudredi dedaudumuiiunans
Ta'wn fipronil (36.7-43.3%), imidacloprid (40.0-53.3%), spinetoram (53.3-66.7%) wa g abamectin
(30.0-50.0%) dhuansnaswiofifuinismest-sunn sfedauiumugs 1w cyantranitiprole
(20.0-40.0%)

Tuiluiisnevinaae W Figure 7 wusn ansivilimaelifiviansusdefiesidudnisae
ADUYN9E-g vigaaudumus léun fipronil (63.3-66.7%), spinetoram (60.0-76.7%), emamectin
benzoate (73.3-93.3%) wa chlorfenapyr (63.3-83.3%) wavnuinansiiwaslniiesidudnisaeuiy



nans-Aeud1ee wiafianudiuniuliunans tdu imidacloprid (36.6-46.7%) was cyantraniliprole
(23.3-50.0%) druansiindsliiiedidudnismenti-sdunn viefanuduniugs Idun abamectin
(10.0-20.0%

Tuilufignonaudn lu Fieure 8 wudn asfivhldnaelniivhareusdefivesidudnisnie
Aoudnge-ga videdianusiumiusi 16un spinetoram (80-100%) Wag emamectin benzoate (100%)
waznuasiag lfivosiduinismeuiunans-rout e viaesirnugumudunans Teu fioronil
(21.43-58.33%) uaz chlorfenapyr (37.5-69.23%) @ruasnmaslilfiivesidusnismeni-sann wied
AINAIUNIUES bawn imidacloprid (9.1-33.33%) cyantraniliprole (12.5-27.27%) wag abamectin
(15.38-30%)

doyamnuiumudeassiuasian q luwdelniviiaeugdevliaunsadensinaailerunld
wwunyuisulunisaatiymanudunudessiusadlumdsindivinansnzdeluudasiiuil Ineidenld
anstiaslviinismennnin 60% lufufisneussnaiide 16w emamectin benzoate, chlorfenapyr
91Ln0UIU1519 lAKA fipronil, spinetoram, emamectin benzoate 811081819 LALLA emamectin
benzoate 8LnaUInYe oA emamectin benzoate é’wmmﬁaaiwq% laun spinetoram, emamectin
benzoate 81t 11EN1 LALA emamectin benzoate chlorfenapyr 8tavinL29 lawn fipronil,
spinetoram, emamectin benzoate, chlorfenapyr wazo1tnenaudn Lo spinetoram, emamectin

benzoate (Figure 1-8)
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413078 ansusagnguaunsaldAndeniulaliiiu 3 asslunilsirengdeveundslvdeUssua 15 Ju
(Broughton and Herron, 2007) M3tdenldeansainuuaslunaazayiinisinnsasnanusinnnsszuInes
& v & a £ o i | v o 55 & =
wdgln dndelniinisszuinuinmisldansiinasenisnegevsedanudiumiun uwidundelniinis

szurnUIunatao1alEsimas lWiaua uniIuUIuNand
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MnmsUszadunnudumuseanseuuasumdslniefiviaeusndonud assuiainge
i audumauslaenuiafiansaeannnda 60% luiufisnoussnaids Iaun emamectin
benzoate, chlorfenapyr 811000311914 laa fipronil, spinetoram, emamectin benzoate 81LA8YI1
819 oA emamectin benzoate 81LnaUnye lawn emamectin benzoate é’wmmﬁaaﬁwq% Taun
spinetoram, emamectin benzoate WAy 81LABYI1UEAY LA kA emamectin benzoate chlorfenapyr
gunevinaa I fipronil, spinetoram, emarnectin benzoate, chlorfenapyr 33aasidantdufinansd
waglninismeninnd 60% wiefaudumusanlduuunyudsulusdasiufifioand e
Frumiluwasivianeuside
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Insecticides and doses tested

Figure 1 Mortality percentage of Thrips palmi in eggplants from Banphot Phisai district, Nakhon
Sawan province, after feeding with eggplant leaves dipped with insecticides in year 2021.
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Insecticides and doses tested

Figure 2 Mortality percentage of Thrips palmi in eggplants from Bueng Narang district, Pichit
province, after feeding with eggplant leaves dipped with insecticides in year 2021.
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Insecticides and doses tested
Figure 3 Mortality percentage of Thrips palmi in eggplants from Tha Yang district, Petchaburi
province, after feeding with eggplant leaves dipped with insecticides in year 2021.
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Figure 4 Mortality percentage of Thrips palmi in eggplants from Pak Tho district, Ratchaburi
province, after feeding with eggplant leaves dipped with insecticides in year 2021.
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Insecticides and doses tested

Figure 5 Mortality percentage of Thrips palmi in eggplants from Muang Ratchaburi district,
Ratchaburi province, after feeding with eggplant leaves dipped with insecticides in year 2021.
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Figure 6 Mortality percentage of Thrips palmi in eggplants from Tha Maka district, Kanchanaburi
province, after feeding with eggplant leaves dipped with insecticides in year 2021.
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Figure 7 Mortality percentage of Thrips palmi in eggplants from Tha Muang district, Kanchanaburi
province, after feeding with eggplant leaves dipped with insecticides in year 2022.
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Figure 8 Mortality percentage of Thrips palmi in eggplants from Lom sak district, Phetchabun province, after

feeding with eggplant leaves dipped with insecticides in year 2022.



