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Rhyzopertha do minica (Fabricius) (Coleoptera: Bostrichidae)
Efficiency of Essential Oil from Marigold for Controlling Rhyzopertha dominica (Fabricius)

(Coleoptera: Bostrichidae)

UINA LBUsTIaITA’
Nathapong Matintarangson'

UNARER

nsnmlssAVEn ey vEaInAales Iindudasnanuteulavinlunaifhiansla a1s
51 uazansduianasionandiaulasn Rhyzopertha dominica (Fabricius) 818 7 31 fiazsumnudndu o,
10, 20, 30, 40 UAZ 50 pL/L_ 219UNUNNINANBILULIGNANYIA] (CRD) mmfmmmwmﬂgummﬂmmm
m@mﬁnm@mwmmmw@mwmmmmqLimmﬂimmmwLﬂumﬂﬂ A998 LL@J&NN'&ﬁl’]ﬂ‘ll’ﬂ\m'ﬂﬂ‘ll’]’nﬂ@@ﬂ
mmmemqnu@mauuamﬂmmmwmfauu 95% Lumﬂ?ﬂunmmmurﬁmmmu@@ finoadiudu 50 buL
mJumwmww’lunmﬂumﬂ@mmmLﬂzmﬂ mmﬂmﬂmmummﬂ@ 92% uaz 100% ludalueit 12 uay 24
PN LaNANTANSMaNITIMEAN N AN T AL LT A 50 pUL  federianismeyes
wandnaulaenlunimeaesiianissiuasniedua Tnalrn Ao (LC,) wirriu 25.0 WL uaz38.45
HLL 9AINNINAEDT 24 dalus mudnd

v
o °

ANEATY: TTuuaNITve ANREes NendnqllAen Rhyzopertha dominica

Abstract

The efficiency of essential oil of marigold (Tagetes erecta L.) obtalned by hot steam distillation
method as repellent, fumigant and contact toxicant was tested on 7 days old of lesser grain borer,
Rhyzopertha dominica (Fabricius). The treatments at various concentrations of essential oils 0, 10, 20, 30,
40 and 50 pL/LaW were applied. The treatments were arranged in a completely randomized design (CRD).
The experiment was conducted in biological laboratory. The result found that the essential oil from marigold
as repellent, fumigant and contact toxiant on lesser grain borer was significantly effective high (P<0.05)
when compared with the control (ethanol). At concentration of 50 pL/Lair of marigold essential oil was
effective as repellent against lesser grain borer with percentage repellency of 92.0 and 100% at 12 and
24 hrs, respectively. Besides, at concentration of 50 pL/Lair of marigold essential oil was effective as

fumigant toxicity and contact toxicity with median lethal concentration (LCSO) values of 25.0 and 38.45 pL/

La” after 24 hrs, respectively.

Keywords: essential oil, marigold, lesser grain borer, Rhyzopertha dominica
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AN

unaedmnglulaaniL (stored pest insects) iluunasdnguEaiuuaaTsuiLAA ATUNNLATHENA
WAy LﬂummmmmmwwﬂmmmwLmvﬂ_l?mmmmm@mmmm Lufa\wmmeﬂm’lu‘immummmLﬁn
w-wfmmau 2EERUTE mimwmmaumuammmm‘lmmiumu Srivastava and Subramanian, 2016)
Tnaunasdng ulsafivanunsnainsanudamesanandannianisinees liuanagluuy wu nsinhuwén
inlsilugngu nanse Wugens afreleildudsnisiafudutewnaznistinaya dnaumdu daldis
ANHIREVNIADHANRS qtyt,?ﬁﬂ@mmwu@:ﬁmﬁﬂme@mﬁwwimmmi (Rees, 2007) unadAmg lulsain
mma‘mﬁ’hﬁ’wmm@mamLuﬁmﬁuﬁ:@?ﬂ\ﬂmwL?ﬁwwﬁq@mmwm:ﬂ?mm VNl HaNARaRaIDNY 50%
(Stejskal et al, (2014) waz Sori and Ayana,. (2012)

wandawlaen (lesser grain borer) TReAnsnmaniin Rhyzopertha dominica (Fabricius) 8¢/l
Bostrichidae @A Coleoptera Lﬂw,mmﬁmgﬁéﬁﬁﬂﬂm%Lﬂﬁ@mmz%qma‘ Favuaunianuagnluuan
410 Mlimandafdnsoidugngu nans dowidndaunsiduman Widusesviaiflug uazduireveds
panu e msinaumdy mwmwLmﬂ‘l,uﬂmmmwmmmmwLl,mﬂ?mm (Nga" uazAnLE, 2548)
rmmeﬂmﬂmqm‘qm‘“mﬂau’]m’mLwﬂuum 1AYINENY 2.5-3.0 HAALNAST mumamqum@uﬂﬂ‘lm@ﬂ
Ueaun falenndldls 300- 500 s naaaidungumasasumnuimda liasinidusuen Seflfnwn
Arnguazidndnusinia e udrdsanzimdneanududafind scaviuen 21-28 34 AN 6-8 J1 9989
TR i9a 1 Byl FolANdEHTIAagUIUNINNGN 5 LRy (Edde, 2012) AINN1931291UT4 Nopsa et al.
(2015) vandnaRenteiniuasrasivueuain e wE st a3 M uandnanagode
ADINWLATUTHNDL NAKARNARANAITN 72%

ﬂwﬁuﬁmwmﬂiLL@:L'%’w'mﬁ@ma‘mﬁﬁﬂﬂmﬁuﬁﬁmLLumﬁmgMTNLﬁuimﬂﬁdﬁmamé’qam?mﬁ
(fumigant) \HunWegay Lfim@ﬁﬂmmmﬁﬁﬁummﬁuﬁqm%wLL@”Lmiﬂ%umuLiﬂﬂf’kﬂmLuﬁmﬁuﬁ’ LaTH
dsz@nsnmanunsanndnunasdng ulsaiulinnszazansnaasydvls (Liv and Liy, 2014) usin3ldans
aulumspauauindaunasdnglulsnfu dniluansenusiedniuazAauandenuasiid Aoy ileldRase iy
sztznauin unaaiapa i uReansARIY (Pimentel, 2007) fsnaeunisa¥ienanaiunuse
g3sunegy e wendawlaen Tne Song et al. (2011) Fnmafufaetnaueadnadanannuantidian
NARDUANNEIMIURadssNaaiy wudnaadalaanatnsnaisauiuusaassuaalu AN
windn 0.017 019 4.272 mg/L uazArp Ui (LC, ) geningaAruAn Schiipalius et al. (2008) 1184714
YT AT . AR P e e O AT AR (gene) paLANANNsntnevnan lgiugniunatusialild

nsltinstunesszve (essential oils) anftnunadenuiilumsenugausasdnglulsafumens
Hanulaansiouye dad uazliinndedanandan (Koul et al., 2008) ANakaq (marigold) fReanenaans
1 Tagetes erecta L. 2/l Asteraceae ﬁ’]ﬁw'amxmmqﬂmqﬁmLﬂumg'mmmmﬁﬂqﬁ (secondary
metabolites) 3£1eidNsl ﬁmmLﬂuﬁwqq&i@LLumﬁﬁw‘hmmuﬁmﬁ”mﬁfﬁ wrd AR asNnsednsiaen
gu ﬁﬁlqﬁ@mmﬁmumnﬂumﬂ@i A991uATAN AN AR AauNasARg s (Karwani and Sisodia, 2015)
miﬂi:ﬂ@‘umqmﬁmmmqﬁmmmmi’nuﬂ%ﬂsz‘imﬂé’u&amﬂﬁmlﬁ‘u‘llmmﬁgﬁum?ﬂ%lﬂumﬁﬁmLLmN
ﬁﬁm“fﬁﬁmmzﬂ“qLﬂmmmg%ﬁﬁtyﬁnmma‘ﬁﬁ@mmﬁﬁLﬂuma‘ﬁi@ﬁm@%@%mz (Priyanka et al., 2013) a0
$1819113981984 Krishna et al. (2005) WL4141387ARNNANLFRINNARaN1TIE N199H ﬂ’]iﬂi’]LL@zﬂ’lﬁ‘?ﬂ/‘ngT\m’]?
neldvesunasdnglulsaiy uananiiansanunsAsaTes Mmbone et al. (2014) WudhansatAaINAY
lﬁ‘faqﬁqw%rvl,dbl,sl,lmLm:méﬂ@'@u TneirAlefidusinngla (PR) winfiu 55% Foiulunnsiseaananingaud
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A P o v A o %’ o dl =S 3| a %7/ o A
wiae Line lulazatALaedAEesan At duraNszme e AN AN NI UN e UMaNIZIUEAINANEaY
Tunnsdluansla (repellent) @1331 (fumigant) waz@nsREENETARN (contact toxicant) Aaxaad1LLAaNuwAY
Uszgnaldnaunuansiainidnuuasdmgisiali]

L4 aa
aUnsaluazlsnng
N9RELAZINNAIUIUNEAT LR aN

a

< o 1 v A a da/ o & d‘ a’ o % a A dl
InuFatineNandlaLllaan mﬂ‘llimml,@mmmﬂwuql,wamemquumﬂuwmﬂgummm@munu

Y]
<

05-27 BaATALTES ANNTURLTNE 75-80 Wafidus Taeldinandeaiiuavnsdmiuiaeunas Tneldfdy
Faveanaadnaiwden 300 M acluanauiaiiussedinandeniunn 250 ni falsszanm 7-10 u v
Seaanani1olaanaan vaadiqlaaningld "Lm'ﬁgm’mL@"?‘tyLﬁuimﬁmumﬂuﬁmﬁmf?ﬂiuﬁ (F1) WEfadiy
JeengLlTann 7 3u de W lumemaassield

NIRRT UMENTTLNE

i luuazadutesanndesninaauazeadautiinay ﬁqiﬁﬁuﬁqﬁ@mmﬁﬁm wadlutudn
szt 1 - 1.5 LIUALNAS ’l*n’ﬁ%néfuﬁwvl@ﬁﬁ (steam distilation) W ldualidunausgluwaaaiunasnaniy
vndulugnsdau 1 3 dou Lmvmmmemnmmuw'ﬂumm (Clevenger type apparatus) Lﬂumm 8
dalua Falneadama (sodium sulphate) LWfamammmﬂumfau@faﬂmnmmummvma LenFLR9TNT
mmzmwn@uvl,mmmiummLmemmmqmuﬂmW@ﬂ@Lwaﬂ@\muum mmm:mmmm:u 4 R3ALIALTA
ielunnsmaaessialil
nManARaLREIaNTUaNsTingaInaEaslunsitluanslanandialaan

vhrnsfumenssmeananaGesiinuidadi 0, 10, 20, 30, 40 uag 50 pLL mmmmmuﬁmq@@ﬂ
Tuanuuia (Petri-dish choice bioassay) SLﬂJ'Jﬁ impregnated filter paper test Tmﬂmmﬂ?“’m‘ﬂﬂimmm 1
(Whatman t1a§ 1) LAUHIUAREINATG 9 LIURLNAT fafamﬂu 2 gouiin - i Anviae A LMeNIIMEANNANY
Gasluusiazanudidius o 1 iadans douandnuikmenfavnazanaAslenueadiuo 1 Saaans nely
Toiudia 14 2 dounntlsznuidnfaeiu ansluauiio e nuAutnane 9 lusung wazifAndarasNendn
wWaanang 7 4u ldasmsanansanuudo usiazaaududuinnimesas 5 1 9782 10 f2 MNLEUNIINAREI
Lmummumm (completely randomized design) mmuummﬂummmmmmw 25-27 a9ANTALTYEA
ALY 75-80 Wlefifud s uaunasda denfinuLuusasnreenszaensaaiionantnll 12 uas 24
T uwfamvﬂmmmuqmmmmmummﬂ@

Percentage repellency, PR (%) = [(Nc ~Nt)/(Nc-+Nt)]x100 {aeI N = ﬁﬂuqumﬂummﬁ@gﬂiuummm
mmmu‘wwmL@muﬂmuﬂmmmmu (control) Nt = mmwnfa\iLLumﬁfag’uuﬂimwmmmu‘ﬁ'wﬂﬁﬁﬁu
NANIZLUE
m‘a“wmaauﬁﬂm@aﬁﬁﬁuuﬂuswLuﬂQﬁnm’n@m"lun'lsl,?]umsiuuaMT’\'JLﬂﬁﬁm

vetnsTumensTMEaNnANaGesRiradiud 0, 10, 20, 30, 40 UAE 50 UL A9UUNIZANHNSDN
WusuAuenans 2 lwufiung nansyamnrasie 3 uifliung 5 1 mnuu‘lmmvmmmmﬂmﬂhmm
wiaaunALan (glass vial) Uaeassindaaesnendaiaanaiuau 10 o wdatadreanldaiin Tuindmainis
paidlenandly 24 dala (Fanimeaesaauiduduay 5 40) wazldieniueaiuganiuAN 99uNLANg
nonesutLguanyenl ddesadilfunAinszilasld ANOVA uaz Duncan's multiple rang test
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m'a‘*wmauﬁwmmﬁﬁﬁuuamvmamnmqﬁ’aﬂumslﬂumiﬁuﬁucTamﬂuamTﬂLﬂE'an

mjmmuw@mvmmqﬂmqL?@\mmmLﬂjmuO 10, 20, 30, 40 UAZ 50 pL/L_ AILUNIZANENTEN
whatman uas 1 N\‘iﬂ?vﬂﬂﬁﬂi‘@\‘i‘l’l'ﬂm%ﬂNM’ﬂ\iﬂﬁ‘wN’]m 5 U7 AUNTZANEN TR uﬂﬂfa’]m\ﬂummmfs
(Petri-dishes) 1aduRuAuTnats 9 tumiwes ladrandesasllluaiuufasaiuau 10 wdn/ 51 anesi
Fusreamandiailden s1uau 10 fa Tarh Tfindnmnnsmateautas Wenansnull 24 uas 48 4ol
(MnmaasspNdnduas 5 %ﬁ) MBHBNIAaesLULgNany sl uasldienueaiiugaraunn
AATIZUTRYA

1A=’ ANOVA e Duncan’s multiple range test LazalAT13A1 median lethal concentration

o) {238 probit analysis (Finney, 1971) wlefiFusnisaneiuiadelng1d Abbott' s formula (Abbott, 1925)

pugRT FRINNIAETLTasa = (A-B) x 100/ (100-B) A = 8RIINTTANBIBINGNNAADY B = 8ATINITANLUDS
NANAILAN

Namiwmamuaﬁmszﬁ

msnagaLfinraihtunanssaarnaadadumsifluanslanandralaan

nan1smageLAuizretiiumens et tesfinaudindu 0, 10, 20, 30, 40 uas 50
L unaflusnslasendliulaen wummmLﬂuwwmmuummvmmWﬂﬁmLimm@mmﬂ@mm
WLﬂmﬂﬂu”LmLu;mmqnu@mmuﬂmﬂmmvmummm@mu 95% LﬂJ’ﬂL‘Lﬁ‘EI‘LIW]EI‘LIﬂ‘LI‘ﬂﬁﬂ'J‘LIﬂN dlennada
mummmuumummmnmfaLa‘mmmuumm“mLﬂmmummﬂ@mmmqmmmwmu fiaasdindin 50 pLs
L vauifmenszmeanenBes ludalued 12 fuasenislaseadiadeniady 0.60 + 0.48 fa Aniy
Lﬂmlfﬁummﬂ@ 92% uazludaluedl 24 um@mmﬂ@mmmqLﬂ@faﬂmmLfazw 10.00 + 0.00 #n Antlulafidust
n1sla 100% LmLﬁﬂumamu‘ﬁ;mmmuiuummmi”l,@mmmm,ﬂ@@ﬂ (Table 1) AAAARAITLININARBIUDY
Mishra and Tripathi (2011) 1nsfumanssmeannivs Schyzygium aromaticum ﬁqm?iumﬂdmmﬂmmﬁw
129119 90 wAT 90% MINAIAL @BAAREIALNIANEIYEY Padin et al. (2013) WudNAMANITRY8IANIETDY
gunsaifluanslananuilsld Taailan Repellency WL 0.04 N ni Aref and Valizadegan (2015) 831l
d’]nﬁu@umﬁwmmmﬁmmnﬁmﬁ HABRNGANTINTBILNAY IEILFIIEIWI v uazszensAlnaslioad
Uszamiududananil (chemosensilla) Tunnsfunau ﬁﬂnz'ﬁlut,uﬁu@uu?@iﬂ WNNZAN sTULLsEandIunana
Fannsunsa Lemziﬂizmm*mﬁ"uﬁamqmﬁiﬁmmmimumummeﬂwﬁ@ﬂnm 1R8IFAUNNTOL LAz AT (2544)
meuinansszneuinmanylugu luuazaenaesnnnGesiatadag methanol dnulunjifluanswan isoprene
unit (carbon 5 AQ) 1T limonene, ocimene, caryophyllene, farnesene Las neophytadiene %x‘iﬂ@js\lmiﬁﬁﬂd’m
Huanislauaznissiunasdngiv
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Table 1 Effect of essential oil form marigold as repellent on lesser grain borer after 12 and 24 h.

Concentration Number insects and percentage repellency after exposure for
(L) 12h repellency (%) 24 h repellency (%)
0 0.00 +0.00* 0.0 0.00 +0.00 * 0.0
10 510 +0.74° 2.0 5.80 +0.40° 16.0
20 5.80+0.40° 16.0 7.60+0.48° 52.0
30 6.60 +0.48° 32.0 8.80+0.40° 76.0
40 7.60+0.48° 52.0 9.60+0.40° 92.0
50 9.60+0.48° 92.0 10.00 + 0.00° 100.0

Mean values in the same column with the same letter do not differ signficantly (P < 0.05 according to DMRT).

Aurasisunanszinganaaisaslumaiiuanssuuazasduiameansnandialaan
LannmagaUANNITuRisIeieN T IEaNA BesTinnudad 0, 10, 20, 30, 40 uaz 50
uLL IunwnﬁumﬁuLL@”mmummwmmmmmﬂ@@n wud AL iesnufuRErea ey
ivmmfmmqLimmmu@vmﬂmﬂmuﬁummammmmmmqLﬂ@aﬂmmu LN@LLG‘HULWEUHU“H@W]QUWN Tunng
Tugnssufinonadind 50 bLL mﬂqmuummq,mmmmf;LafmuLﬂ@mummimmmmmmrﬂﬂ@ﬂmmm
AnLTl 96.0% ArANTI NS (LC ) Wi 25.0 pLL w 24 dTua Tuanefiaanadiudiu 10, 20, 30 uaz 40
pLA Hulefdudnismnawindy 34.0, 46.0, 66.0 LA 80 0% LufaLll?éﬂumﬂmmmmuﬂuimum@memmw
m@qmm‘mmﬂmn (Table 2) A0AARBNFLINIINARBITEY Jahanshir (2013) WLANENTINANNT NS UaN e
NNTHAFRaNanLLN Tribolium castaneum (Herbst) Wag Tribolium confusum (Du Val.) TnefAANLIY
e (LC_) wirfiu 2.32 and 2.94 pLL_ Awa"sU Radha and Susheela (2014) aBunadnansvpani (Sec-
ondary metabolites) ngunanlauass (flavonoids) anataFasinudngasounasinanisguiela dasaan
Ae Ha1n Falnaseniavnglassiumaduauuas tnelufudadadnaanenisinauaediaeyls’ NADH-co-
enzyme ubiquinon reductase (complex |) LAaZNIZUIUNNTINENAABLAARTAY (electron transport system) i
Tuneaunsy %‘\m'\ﬂm@ﬁﬂ%mmmmﬁ%ﬁ@@ﬂ%L@uLmeﬂu‘ﬁ'qmIummLﬂuﬁmmﬁﬁﬁuﬁﬂmzmmqﬂmf;
Feaflnarensuiudndanuremesdnden denrudidursnitmenssinuainaaiesgeduiiua
vinlslefifusnnsnaaesuendnanldenifindy Arsnuidiudy 50 uUL JasTnsaNTEaINAT9 el
LﬂmlfnummimmmmmmLﬂ@@ﬂmmm Andwdefidusinismng 92. o% mmqmﬂuww (Lc,) Winfiu 38.45
uLL 7 24 dalus Tuanefinaadiudi 10, 20, 30 uaz 40 uLL efidusin1smnawiniu 10.0, 18.0, 36.0
LAy 52 0% Lufau_l??ﬂuwm‘unmmmumﬂuum@mmammmmmmuﬂmﬂ (Table 2) @INNTTANETD
Nikkon et al. (2009) AnE1AuuAIeIg1sdiRAINA1REeIRaNeALTle NIRRT RS (LC,) Tu
FETPUAWIY 1,2, 3,4, 5 WAL 6 WAL 11.64, 14.23,19.26, 29.02, 36.66 Laz 59.51 pg/Cm Tunan 72 °TJ’J<I:3N
e Tid i 65.93 uglom? Ailaan 72 $aTua wanannis Santos et al. (2016) ety AnBnwAay
Wl (Lc,) 289A191504 T, erecta L. fiu T. patula L. fen1sanaae9ia9999d1qine WL 2 1TiA @9
216299998 e 18 TasAnAa N R (LC,) AL 11.23 uaz 11.43 (mg/mL) ANANGL
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Table 2 Effect of essential oil from marigold as fumigant and contract toxicant on lesser grain borer after 24 h.

Concentration percentage mortality after exposure for 24 h
() fumigant contract toxicant
(%) mortality (%) mortality
0 0.0 0.0
10 34.0 10.0
20 46.0 18.0
30 66.0 36.0
40 80.0 52.0
50 96.0 72.0
a1

rm‘wm'&@uﬁiv'&mﬁﬂwwmmmuuu@m”mmmmfaLi@\ﬂ,umﬁémumummwfﬂ@@ﬂ Wumumuuﬂu
:r”mm'mmqLa‘mmﬂivmﬁmw‘luﬂ’mﬂumﬂ@ anssnuardndanasanandnnnlaengegn 7 mmmmmu 50
WL mmmuummymmqﬂmqLimuﬂimmmwmzﬁm sunanlauandrauldentd 100% fiaan 24 dalug
uﬂﬂmnumuumm”mmmmqLimmmmmmuwmmmmu50 uLL mmmmsmmmu@mmtﬂ@fan
TunsnAaedeIaNILazn ke TaadlAnaanuTuie (Lc,) wmﬂu 25 0 pL/L_ uAz 38.45 pL/L Wav
MInAaad 24 Falue Auddw muumuumm”mmmmf;L@muﬂivmmmwlumsuﬂumﬂ,@ mﬁmm”
nsduianaseneninalaen sdlwniddenisellammagenluiuiian ity radinuazazinindumen
i:mm*mmqLdammﬁwmlugﬂLL‘1_|'1_|N?ﬁmﬁmeﬁ‘ﬁ'mmmmﬁummwﬁaﬁiﬂiﬂ

naAnssulsznA
mu?ﬁﬁﬁm@%uquamW1'a‘fﬁmzummmﬁmﬂﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬁwm AUANENAansiazimalulat
wuanendesainalaseansal lunwszusnangddusg f%pauewneildTangunsnluaziriasiiante
InenAnanflunemaaespisi

LANA15D19DY

AN waadmil, Waing Jasmuw, yuen dunfufond, ”Lﬁwﬂ"q”lﬁu, §9Bn0 wrian1awatia, nesdinag aAw

uazasnInl Nesus. 2548, unasdnginaaenuaznisilesiunindn. lainguunannsainisnemsuwislszmelng ans,
NFUNN. 160 Ui,

Saunnan wivneina, dunun e uazensund uawnild. 2544, nsAnsesAlsznaunaaliaasniaFes, w. 406-409. lu
$IENUNITLILTNNITTINTVRINVN TN LR HATANA T p¥ail 39, NIUNWAL.
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