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A = 2 2 = N S 9 3%
R, ﬁ‘i%f <HAA F B RXF? OKKES B X
CL G SCBE SR AR RO TE I, WAL ZERH 441053 2. = A ELR R H R B S Fikt, W= 572019;

3.t EALNE BB B SRAE SR S, AERT 100081

WE: L E X Maruca testulalis et AR VEE R, TR RAE., HHLEEMEGERM, SRR
B, ZhFEUE) =, BUBRMEYNE, RIS Vigna unguiculata. AN CLERTL G JEME L ASRHE. Hu
BHUE . WA S REGENENG A ZHE, AN REEGERERARNTESNE, NEAE
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Research progress on bioecology characteristics and green control of

Maruca testulalis

HU Jing-Rong', SHI Cai-Hua', WU Ming-Yue?, LI Jin?, WU Sheng-Yong?, ZHANG You-Jun?, XIE Wen*>"
(1. Institute of Advanced Agricultural Science, Hubei University of Arts and Science, Xiangyang 441054,
Hubei Province, China; 2. Sanya National Academy of Southern Propagation, Chinese Academy of
Agricultural Science, Sanya 572019, Hainan Province, China; 3. Insitute of Vegetables and Flowers,
Chinese Academy of Agricultural Science, Beijing 100081, China)

Abstract: Maruca testulalis is a globally distributed pest that poses serious harm in subtropical regions
throughout the year. Because of its harmful characteristics, it presents significant challenges for control
measures. While this insect has a wide range of hosts, leguminous crops, particularly cowpea, serve as its
primary host. This review article comprehensively examines the morphological characteristics,
geographical genetic differentiation, bioecology traits, occurrence patterns and progress in prevention and
control strategies for M. testulalis. Furthermore, we anticipate future research and development efforts
towards green prevention and control technologies while laying the groundwork for exploring limiting
factors associated with M. testulalis infestation and developing novel eco-friendly preventive strategies.
Key words: Maruca testulalis; damage regularity; genetic differentiation; ecological regulation; synthesize
prevention and control

9L 5. YW Maruca testulalis Geyer J& fi% 3 H HERSfGEILE Vigna unguiculata. 355534 K,
Lepidoptera I} Crambidae, X AFLTIR, T¥f LG AT 30%~70%. 32 3 5 560k, AR,
W, UG A ESE (Srinivasan et al., 2021). %M BEWHHELE, MEPWEELZEM S (Aruntejaand
aER, HARESZ™E, FEGHE)T, FEHREY Tayde, 2022).
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B 2R 25 I 01 B SRR (R S ( FoR o« idi /D EL
WK B fEEAOR I BEST IR, SRR
DAL G AL 2T i 0 32, A0 e 24 5L F AL 22k
2y, XFEARAIE N T UL SR 2, B RIE T
M RERE, FEOLEFMEEE AL (ndiati ef
al., 2021) . AHFRLHREL G S 1) FEASFFE . 3
BAE . EVER R R KA FENRMZES
Bk g, [R]A E E At e B 45 H R I R S N
F s NERN 238 F 1 20 BB 7 001 ROB B 4R e B 5
R B He Al

1 HESEESMBIRESUTH

1.1 FASHHE

ST 57 3% M A AN R KN AR IE, K
13 mm, GRERMEE. 1550, B S5
JRE o MEE R Ak A T RORI K B LA S, K 10~
12 mm, {HiEkfhf ERBREREELZ THKT
Ml ZHATE RS, PE g, J Al R g
SRR 1A EEERHRNES. 1 KIRE G %
gUks JE Moy B FEAF W, RIEAb 13 2
i, HREoZ2O6rEs, BNE 3 &%l
NS eI RO, HERERA 1 A
IR EBAEE, F 5 IR LR 1 X [ AR g8
ME e B AR K, Ry 2 B A (RTALIESE, 1985;
Rajendra et al., 2023).

UIKZ) 0.6 mm, METE, 2m-FHEHAEIR. Y]
PR, RN A, PHLET RSO M. 5T
A 4~6 LTLACLL CFIALIESE, 1985),

sy 5w, KEEEDN 1~15mm. HAr, 1#
4y R HT IR R K A, J5 SR Ul N BUER
2 WG ) A7 BUER I RAL, PSR PR 3
&) PR T T AR PR e 2, T B AR R 4
o1 PRI I TS AR P R0 — 2R 4/ NN s S ISR,
{140 I B AR A 7T WA 20 BB e CRTALIE S, 19855 F
B, 2011,

WK 213 mm, {EHALEG, SRR 2480, X
AR AR, PMLRET R B . BIRBEE0E
WA R A AR . fili AR R IR SR LT
FHEE, EE RIS WA TR A
— 5 NIE; MARGE TN, ARSI b L3
B IET I BT . W R 8 M A

[t R (RTALIESE, 1985).
1.2 HESHSBEES I

ARG, UL MR i FAEEN R 25 1 1 B I AR i 5
faHFUL G AL T, B)J5 AP 2324 (Leonard and
Mills, 1931). V5 (FIALIESE, 1985). HBELH
( Holdaway and Look , 1942 ). 3 73 % Hr M
(Williamon, 1943) &5t HIL. 60-70 FAX, ¥LE
MR I 6 T WA AE I R A B1 2 (Taylor, 1969),
ARTIT ARG . 7 BB [X e A CRTALIE %%,
1985). HET, ZHAERKI . M. FEPAT T BRI
WEZERWARE, BOyEFPEE SR (FER S,
2007; Srinivasan ef al., 2021).

RE X UL G M R LA T 20 tHad 70 AR
e FESE, 2012). ZAAERE ML HESE K
A, RHAERRE. TR TS (D) AR EX
SR AR PR, R IS AR IS S (F
Fa RS, 2023).

20 T2 90 FEAR LA,  SZ A A 25 KA 1 5
PHEM A A SRS R R M, E
MR R AL E, AMUEFE R K, mH S
A 90 R T (Meghaetal., 2022). SRT, EF%F
Z BN [ B AR AR A s R 1k,
TP 7 ARIE (Mahalle et al., 2022), {EARFEAS[EH
R R TSI B 2R AL A RO LR BAS ], i L
AN F Hb I UL SR R S B R A B (Moit
PBP1. Moit PBP2 1 Mvit PBP3) b eBtfr A I
FEWR 5 AF A E] (Malini efal., 2019; Ai etal., 2021),
AT DAHEI I AZ7E — IR A (38 2R 55, 2023),
B ELARMSEZ O R AL AR 5 Rtk — B 90

2 HEMESFEFME

2.1 HEH=TESHE

S1 T SRR R A RE K, A I B IRIE L
ERLECAR HE T 28 L3 () 0 A R . (B, R HUE 7
RAEFE IR AL I B A b, ] DLIE S B9 1)
) 3 A AN RS R ) B CHBTEAE, 1996).
YR B AT AT E R i 2, HARSR B3, T
A a) B A bR RS, B g o8 B2 5
F g, AR, AEUG VRN E LS ST R%
ATLE CEMEE, 2003).

LG FEME L) AR R R -5 5 50 A, Z 7%
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RIS & %) EURE GRFTFAE, 1995). B1H KR
g B G E, RS E A FRRALA A R E 1
Bz B, LR 1R EE LT 3~5 %
ghi; ey 13 BB E T 45 e T
5 R [RIRE B R 2 B 22 e AN B s JEE R &) g
HREZTHAMT R (25, 2023), #HK
(1999) WHERKIL, HHEHLRHESTIE %
W B RAEARDG, X B AN L SR R
BB T TR R T B AR . &) o Bk 0
Ji, REFUREMEILN ERIGELZE, DEE
FEME EEL RN (RTALTESSE, 1985).
22 MERTFEIEFIEL BHIFN

LG EE R AE SRR FAEEFETRR. X
fiie GRLFE MBS GRS @b, BHERIEE, B
K REEL R AR RRNEERT
(Karnataka, 2009) . {540, 7£48 75 B 25~30°C.
MR 50%~80% BRI R IIEHL T, SLE IR K A4
FEE RPN K, 2009) . 1% g6 B 138 B
T, 7~31°CHREIE R K& (Bl €&, 2007).
P UL 57 MR S W sl R e S, R R ZE W S
KA E (CRZESE, 20065 18 £ HEE, 2008) .

1T SR PR R RN 4 B R R s g e T
FER AP AIAS L, 1 LS AR 7~9 h J5 A 2AS L
U s 7 O R U I TE I T 4R S 1R 1 /e
(Shelkeetal., 2021). K, A CAHEN B IS
JE A ST 5 SR MR ) A B AR AE R R ) 3 B E

BRAAEE A, AR SRR LS SEE A KR
BB AR ER . XS (2008) BT
R, LG I R & Lablab purpureus~ 915 A1
VUZEI Phaseolus vulgaris, JLUPWFALE. 4 HUAFTE
BOWAAEER . WE ., AR A IR G R
Z5t, Hgh iR EFHURENEG A (9.9d),
5 W4l B DB UL 5 B o il A P ) [ B A7 A
R LG MPUZEG S 3 FhEF R0, ST SR —
AEFENET ., R, &4E% (2008) HFLRH,
UL G JEME AN E XKL Phaseolus vulgaris, 1% J
S, FUGRELS, 1 HA RS G SR A AR
EHEF. B, ~tmE. HE - 5. 8 HARE
3 AN b )52 E AR ) B EAR T AR R, RN
st PN B SRR T A R . AR, SRR PR
SN BT B R 22 7 B 5 o TE 20~25°CAKHF T, BL
TR NS G R K E PR E LT EL G M

s 1 30°CHAF T, FIFEREIX 3 FEk, (HE)
HEREMZESAEE, 10 H RS A
SRS AR B B AR 3G B (X B (AR IR
2009). [k, 7R85 E MIGEGUIE S, HEDEIR
BRHTFHNHAITEREE R,

HEAE ) B th £ S0 BL 5 I 1) & 42 . Karel
(1993) $&th, BLEIEEmATHEY, BT RAMEH -1
A KRB, AR B SR f6 T o [R]4F, Karel (1993)
3G 5 ToKIAE, BLESEIEMGE B ERE, )
WUESE T SRMEY) S m AT R A R R i PR AR BT &
FMRSEE . A, KEBUEETGRA . Bk,
e AR G RHEY), AR AEEL S SRR R K (Zhou
etal., 2015) . [K itk & A 1 8% & BHE ) 1 FEFITRIAN,,
SAE T RHEYIHHT & BACE S A, P A0AR a0
I A

RIS AN EL G I TR B K 72—, 1
HAR T, SLE SR KRB MR EIET £ E, R
PRI R T B il A MR R R, B
AR, By By, FAERg. FFAEIRLE 100 4%
Filt (CE 5 SR5, 2023), BEBSA 50N U1 5 JEUE 1) K
o BN, JNEESK & Apanteles taragamae %3 [H
GIEHE LU GEIEMN ARG EEEE 63%
(Huang et al., 2003); BEHE B Wik Trathala
flavoorbitalis TEKYY 7-8 H XU E IJEUE ) H AR 27 4E
RIEIE 40% (H25%5, 2009). A W, HLE MK E
A P R T AR W B 4 ATk B A T 1 S R
Bt AR, H AT % T 915 MR B I T HANTRN,
AR — RAE A
2.3 EIEEMNAEESNESEMETEES

9L E MR B A RS SRR AN, Rl
3, BABERME M, (H R B TR T
(1) “ 8" EARGTEN R (T FSE, 2012).
IR Z ARG 54 4 T UL SR R, R
DL R RIR D, iR DU e 5 .

91 FEME RS RGBT AL, 1 H iR
WAZBCAT N, 2~4 HISIERIACH g, DL 12Tk
59, FE| 6~7 HE LA WA (T8 345, 2012).
MEE — A=A HE 1~2 IR (B s FISCHLE, 2007)0 &2
Bers, MEME LA —RER “—” T,
ZHECETAIZ) 75 mine WG 22°C. MEMERCEL 1:1, =&
WE I RS R SR AR R B R 2% s A5 REAESRAR AT 78 10%
(e B K, K e 2 R AR GRATAE, 2009;
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Dhanyakumar et al., 2020) . WAL G A2 B =
90, KZHLEM=INETHA 3~4 d, DEAMMEN
1do R ENCG = EEE -, DaEPaEfel L,
FoAREAL COAs . AR b (B, 2008). Bl
BT, AN 2~3 KESE—L, ARG
HEEON, BT 8 d [P E L S IR 55%,
FAE 7 O B 85~412 K (FTALIESE, 1985). HLE 3K
WECON &)y ORI ) % A RS iR BE 4 il A 8.35°C
15.25°CH1 7.69°C, AR5 7K 41.7 H-FE.
81.1 H-FEEM 141.8 H-FE (WA, 2003). &
19~24°CHRELME T, ST IIEOIIA 3~4d, %)
10~13 d, TEHA 2~3 d, dfHH 9~11 dCF PRPAEE, 2003) 6

B 4l HUAR B AR G2 B EG NTE TP, B fEAE
CGE) kgl —AN /N LA (B 1-A~D), FacilE

S N8
K1 55 3kiE)

G FAEIR

AT EIN AN 0~14 Skghdn, HREds el 21
FHo OEEHN, 1~2 BEREREEL, LHET
G s FRMESS TEL2 R e CICE S, 2012),
2~3 a4t nr U I ik 2245 82 SE AR B S IR
REHHE (B 1-B), BEBIIEEE FHLiE
5, 1985) (B 1-F). 4l HUE &3 N = 0 Shii
FhF AN BER (P RIS, 2003). fE/KAENL
2 WG BRI LI NTEN, 3 W e B4 B
HAE R G, (HRAY RS R TR
fad, HAE—mBEYR (E1-B). WA, $
k13 WHIS BTG E 1 4548 8k 4 W4l fE
F1~2 Hedt; 3k SR AT M 3~4 Sk (B2
&, 2023).

Fig. 1 Manifestation of Maruca testulalis larvae infestation

A, B, #HEEAER ERIAER: C, D, #HBEELE FRIWAER: E, 2hREHEIL T 3ERER;
F, ZhHaF#%fE%E .. Note: A, B, Symptomsof M. testulalis larvae infestation on the petals; C, D, Symptoms of

M. testulalis larval damage on flower buds; E, Symptoms of M. testulalis larvae harming bean pod; F, Shows the transfer

hazard of M. testulalis larvae at night.

S1 G RS B BRI M. R, [F—2EEL
SACEEL S AR AE R L E) 2 3k 4 88 K& DL R4
o BAAMEREEN 2~3 NSl HEARZHRA
1 Sk i (FEHEEE, 2015). % H B W0k 35 ( HE e
IEFLA . Z2EE, K2 H4) R E R )
bR RS A, DEAE R R BT BT AL
W CEHREE, 2003). ULEIJGIEAIL T ARERA, H
7L R &AL B fEE (FTALIESE, 1985).

3 RERBENE

31 BEFE

HAT, CAELE G HFR T A TR, 70K
Bl AR FRZERISE S FL 20 J8 73 Fh, JUHE XK
faEYLE . 8¢5 Vigna radiata. WZE5., Bi5. Pisum

sativum~ K. Cajanus cajan 1 &5 Tephrosia
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candida EGFHEY) (H355%, 2009; F 355,
2023).,
3.2 AEMEMBEERK
FINSES A C N S GRS R < 7/ R e

(Bharathietal., 2020). fE&REMILEFEFELKE
2~10 A& (HRZEHZE, 20000, [ M. HEEGEEHL AT DL
HAERE, A IG . UL JEIEEIRE K it
X B &5 B2 6-10 A (ARZRAESE, 20000, {HHLAF

fE—EZER, NHEEEmENZESRR, HikL
* 1,

FINGE . CH Y g oy o W P e St o SO
A AH (R b DXCAS [F) 447 R UM 22 S K, 2 52
X LS IR ) KA 56T (Pandit and Dwivedi,
2021). 4, SLEIEUE 1) R AR5 G RMEY) 17 #A ¢
RRE, QSR I b T S SR Rl )
mEH, KR E S CEREE, 2003).

*1 REBRSHBXIIERIENLERBSLESIED

Table 1 The number of generations of Maruca testulalis and the occurrence peak in China (Parts)
X RAERE (O KR (Months) &R (Months) PN
Districts Generations Occurrence period Occurrence peak References
WL Zhejiang 6~8 5-11 6-8 VHAFESE, 2005
_I-¥§ Shanghai 4~5 5-11 7-8 BXEEZRSE, 2009
Y175 Jiangsu 4~5 5-10 7-8 fIEFES, 2012
11t Hubei 5~8 sAMRE1A 6-8 HHEFE, 2015
M Guizhou 4~8 5-11 7THEAZES A LA MM, 2006
YA B9 7 It Shangqiu, Henan 4~5 5-10 6-8 RS, 2012
L ZR3€FH Laiyang, Shangdong 4 5-9 7-8 R, 2004
1% T Shouning, Fujian 6 - L PESE, 2012
93971 Heilongjiang 2-3 - 6-8 FIALIESE, 1985
Bkt Shaanxi 4~5 5-9 7-8 LE VRS, 2012
1915 Hunan 6~7 5-11 6-8 B 2546, 2009
J” %% Guangdong 6~9 B4R 6 A e A A THEE, 2003
Y Anhui 3~6 5-11 7-8 LB VESE, 2012
5B Hainan >10 B4R 12 AFHEE 1 H LA X145, 2007
"7 Guangxi 6~9 3-12 5-6 5 9-11 L PESE, 2012
8 Xinjiang 2~3 6-10 6-7 FIALIESE, 1985
YL.V5 74 & Nanchang, Jiangxi 5~6 - 9-11 eSS, 2012

VE: “ORIRAR N ICHERARIEM {5 2 . Note: “-” indicated the absence of literature reports.

o~
4 ZE5

TRt Rt R

U P o T 8 56 B s o

SL G SEME BT va 7] 4 ARG . BRAGIEE
VPR EERT G 4 KK (Kumareral., 2024).
B EUATFBERE, HFEANL. B,
AE EIREE CYRTEANIRIE. FTTIAFTIR” B,
TR DAL Z i iR N E .

4.1 RABEIA
ANV 7 v & TR E SRR, sk

KA, 2024). BN, TG EATEE. ARE
S22 H R B UL MUK RE MK R R, B
AR EL T JE Y fa 5 O e 3ESE, 2012). AR,
FE B BT O BT 57 B 1] 5 T N SR R PR P B
R, TE A EREE SATEE, RSB ILCRIE R
KB —F, I R 78 b P R R AV e AT 4 5
54k, ORI LR AL 37 BT 25 2 B XX
WARILSEE . FAh, PUrE SR RE D U1 5 SR A,
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BN, AR AR, EAKHE, PR
AMERN, 1B R AR B BE /718445 (Bhuva and Patel,
2024). HETA NP SR EA H— K H
JENM ARl , B I SRR AL I R, 16
i, SLER/N R ERFE (Wolley, 1976). 28
M, IXEAFAES B a0 A7 BRI 3R A7
TEF G R, FEYEM RN IL T Ao 915 3%
R ) — AN B R bR, AR E AT/ B4R
T (1) 5 P B — € 9P (Bhuva and Patel, 2024).
B OL G PUEL G SR I S R A Rt — D E S
i%

BN VE TIEA I EA, A5 G55,
A E R AEGAE, E2HIR. 5 TR R RS
BRI 5 e tess, 2024), B, BRI
(G BIE . Bilan, AT AR BT & SR S0 s 35 &
FHEY) H AR LA R A, R R,
5 UL G JEUE AN B 5 (1 AE B RME P e 1E sl Rl 1
(Bhuva and Patel, 2024). 7E/KIEFE A0, W]
DU IS KA ZERE K IR e R, BAE R FE AR
PRIGHEKIKH, AT, DURK FEED
S-S
4.2 BHIFE

R AK 5 45 A ) A b St R S 5 0 R 1) e
STHSRA T HAAT N, A B R H
(RARSE, 2024). M5 B R BEW 5] & [F A B A
FVEREAR AR AR SOV, B2 RO T R AR
W, TR SRR HAr, %@ Mo e sens v
ERERA 3IMAS, sl O, RO -10, 12-H78
Bk J&EE (EE10, 12-16: Ald) (), &) -10, 12-+
NBR HEEE (EE10, 12-16: OH) 1 /2-10-+ /5 5
il (E10-16: Ald) (Luetal., 2013; Schligeretal.,
2015). AR, AS[F)4H 43 i B AE AN [R) b g0t BT 57 S
PIEEERBCRA R . fln, 78 D ingel EE10, 12-
16: Ald+ EE10,12-16: OH 1 E10-16: Ald #% 100 : 5:
5 ILLBIRS, Retsa 0BT T JeiE () ifeidk; 78
i dEgiEZR B ] EE10, 12-16: Ald fESECR
B fE (Downham et al., 2003); #R1, 7EZEME.
FASEH, X PR LA 6 EL N S ) ek 24 TG 15 S AR
. FIRILSEE RA R AR (BT KELE
FIEVEE B RIBINARRAAMEET. B, EHEH
PEAS B R BT 1A S I BT G SRR, A5 06 B4 24 Hh
B B RA T % .

BHFIFPEE B R —FE, X EL O SE a2
FEEEINfE (Osei-Owusu et al., 2020) . Wang %5(2014)
MEL GG S8 7R R 5] D 51 S R H ik £
FEAETRE EAG RIIERYEAL G, MRt TS
JEMENT FF EAEYAE GED) W= eF . Zhou %5
(2015) M7 FLE)ZKPESIE T MoitGOBP1 Al
MvitGOBP2 f¢t5 17 MHELGALE RV R AR FIFESE
MehE. B, BLE SRS B3 M e E %
RAEACEV AT 5 3577 (B RGRD, FH AR
S SRR A TR A F AV G NN IR AT N, N
AW SR AR 1) LR
7 FL DOt 2 B ST G SR e FR T S vk .
AT TR 30~40 HE ML B R, fE
% PRI TL & IR 1 f5 5 K 90% LA b, e iidE B AR
KEHYGIR =M. A4h, RIEEL T IR R
P, DLEOO BEOGKT B IR 35 1 RAT 55 R A, 6-10 1
BRI, AR AR A B 4~5 S AR AU
HATERE AT, WA 05 A B SR
4.3 HHIREA
AW v 2 A FH — M AR )R R B K 5 —
AHFEEMNTTE CLREE, 2024). gt B
SOV O G e Py AR R R IR R
(Srinivasan et al., 2021). 40, & i @ G i
Phanerotoma syleptae~ Z.BTWE R 5 #i Therophilus
marucae~ KNEB/INE Brachymeria ovata FEUR &
J: Wi W& Metopius rufus~ ¥ HE S 2 Wi ¥ Trathala
flavoorbitalis #R¥5 &7 Aplomya metallica %5 (T
S R, 2023), IX LIS AN BT SR 1) L FF AR
B, BT HA T A RE R A oA
JIHE 28 i 2 BT & SR R L 34 27 AR i, IR T
ERRE-EhoRPU P IX , (EFRIE MR . Wil 5384 45
A (RIRAESE, 1989 XIZESE, 2007). ZFA:mS, M
R O PR AE BT IR 1~2 § 4 (2~3 Hild) ki,
2 NG BT T SR (1) 3 4y HRUR P Bl H R 22 45
JRE 2] 3~4 d J5 P84 (Dannon et al., 2010) .
KHEGEHX, HE LTIES AR 5 RTFAEER S
i% 63% (Huangetal., 2003), %24 #44E 51 & 35 H
AV ia S EA T RN RS SR, H AT E
P A0f TR 28 RO IR 20 A PR . R R Bl A AE
B IR SR Gy, oo HOR AL Bhas i AT 1 Z4E
UZESE, 2007, ARAE—2REHIT.
FINGAE S CHOE (i N L SN | S She ]|
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an, B IH Coccinella repanda~ 75 %% H Bl H
Menochilus sexmaculatus AF IS Spodromantis
lineola T /NEWE Orius tantillus. 45575
Camponotus sericeus ~ % [ 1 ¥ Ropalidia
flavobrunnea %5 (T3 K%, 2023). 28T, HTEL
MR ) B BRI R, 28 REUNI RN T M
B B et RS RZHEZ B, R
BRI G IR, e m A B R (E 5% R4,
2023)0 BRI, S £ R BB 28 5L 5 SRR A AE B
TR

KEMFKE, B &% Beauveria bassiana
& 01 28 R Metarhizium anisopliae 15 % P X 51
IR B A B I EE /) (Mehinto ef al., 2014;
Srinivasan et al., 2014; Tumuhaise et al., 2015; Ahmed
etal., 2020), {HEMIFIBRIFAEAE, EHI I G
RS ERE (1~2) x10' conidiasha WJ Jik /b
45%~68%[1IE L3 (Rachappa et al., 2005); 7E3K
IR AT A SR AR R ) R AT 8> 48%~T7%
I3 (Srinivasan ef al., 2019); {HIEENE) R
A AR, A5 A SR R AN R I 50%

(Soundararajan and Chitra, 2011). MR4EIA I
fiE, SRR HIA BTG RO = T AR . 74,
9% AU TE Bacillus thuringiensis (Bt) WEFE2F
A & Bacillus cereus. #EBEEKTE Streptococcus
faecalis FUKG VD8 1 Serratia marcescens S35 712
YUl 5 JEUE (Haripriya et al., 2021). 515 JEIE 2%
Ke 2 ARTIEE MaviMNPV il 771 06T HAK 5 4 B
MR PR AR I (Joelleetal., 20200, FITE4)H
R B TS FATAT A AW, Rk 5
EARK. 2 MaviMNPV JitiHIEEA) 2 2x10" OBs/ha
i, S1E I L) I AET % 51k 88% (Srinivasan
etal., 2009), i HJRSRZE b N EL G S i) 75 4
PERE, W LA MaviMNPV 347 3 #5285 4% #%
(Kindozandji et al., 2022). [Kith, #7GE¥ JTVEE 25

%5 MaviMNPV &0 F, 50K RESR iR B = S
VBT ROR .

SL G IR BT I S N H B2 REZ . H
I £ 28 X O T BT 57 906 MR A % s ) s
HIHER T, FAhd XOR WARIE, fEG1Z JELE
FEME R FL A2 5 B o
4.4 LERA

AR, BEA 0 L R T S A

T, SLE MR G T BORBRE . B0 R Bia A
SRR 25 3 o T 515 2 i M 5 ok, L
B2 B i AR R TR KRG (Sodedji ef al.,
20200, I, FER7VE B EAAE GBS, ARE 5L
IR 7 4 R B R A, fEAE S BR
H “I61efR3IE” MBS, &S K5, K
TR B AR BTG BN, SR 5%t 2R TR
R 1000 A58 B 10% SIS 3 75 600 £i5 7,
i 24% FHEERBERE 2 500 8 B 1% T A kR 4
R R HR Eh 7L 3 000 57, BR 10% IR HRE& 7%
7 1200 8 5% 15%E RUBGEF S 1200 55,
R A% 44 BT, S SR 9 K 7E 2 0§ 3 i 1) MR Re 4 e By
Bt (Arunteja and Tayde, 2022).
TEPIRAR 25T AR, Haeis A 3]
BORKEEARAEY), T HA G P PP . Kumar 45
(2014) BFERE, EIRREXTEL S S 4 s HAG#L
G RTE PR T HAESL G A, KRS
MaviMNPV it & F 6 5L 7 3208 10 B v 2500 58
(Sokame et al., 2015), JEHLE JEMEETELRIE 1]
KPR RIS 2 —. BRILZ AN, CHLE Eupatorium
o 4 Lantana camara « % 1 25
Sphagneticola calendulacea 1) BEHEHY)X U1 5 3%
W R SR &l B W B E A (R A
2001); #AM Piper guineense F1Kiz Allium sativum
FEHUYI e 02 PN & M B () 24k #8 (Ekesi,
2000); FRIB Jatropha curcas (Pillaietal., 2013).
/K [ Pongamia pinnata (Sambathkumar et al.,
2015) A2 Manihot esculenta. THELH: Artocarpus
altilis (Oparaeke, 2006) ST Y5E A RE % /D 81
TMER B R A . AR, S SR IR AR
iR AR =, I TR RHARAT T A P B AR AR
Y BUHAT IR R G B 7T
A, T2t B PR A G B A IS SR T

AR (1995) WHFERM, SLG~EMAE S HIE
hERIEMAHEK. HELREN 5.22 ki, SITHEA
HRAMERE ), HAR/N: HEEREER 10.6 3k
W, SLG =R SR AT b 22 5 2 . B SR
iFIBa Kfebr A AR E 6~8 3k (Patel ef al.,
20200, 1M H., MIGTEHIITAG5 1 kmizly, DAELGAE
TR s 2 U R e i, DAJE BB 5~8 d Wit 1 7K,
LY BACIAIEAE W, SRR ARIB i
BF, 36 FH SRR EE 2GR O, RS 24 2 A,

odoratum -
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B EZL, DIRGEERPIAERE, RER
PrmaE A (FEFRAELE, 2018).

5 NESRE

b ERHEY R A A R . AR AR R,
PASME T AR AT REF R 2, SLE IR Ol —
FhEFLEfEEME R HAT, S09 I DL %
NE, B BT B R R A S OB 4
ARo B, ATRLERBE . RS, BEEE
SRR FIFER, BRAT “WBh . WS, WAL
1 FEA B B K BOK B AR AR DLk d e, IR
FHE L DU IR BT S S 1 A3z s B2 AR A2 32t
BLE R AR K, B U515 M Bk LT
& B R AT BELRG s AE ) S R T R B
FIERRAT s A AT DT B 28 ] DLES & i d i
PAERER. HHh, EnT7EH P R o E SR IR
TR 5| R E . M UL G MR SRR, I NAE 4
st NS R FH AL 24 70 i it

WEE A2 R R, B EAGEA
7y, SHHMAEHRERY, T2 ATNAMEK,
F A=K (Sodedji et al., 2020). Kk, R4
BERPEE IR W EL G I B KT, RS SER G
25 iz, $EH g At R R R 4
o 34N, KM AE B AL ZR, A A
FRE, B 58 RO LG S R ) AR A
(Kaur ef al., 2024). [Fitk, ARATAT AR AR H [H
5L MR RN AT B R AR O, B 2 AR,
IR BRI AT S AN, DR B R
JERRE, IR R

W R HEMpE RS A sk B R, —E
S ALIEX H A A S FRERN T AR
Fo B, SLEAETHRUE, 82 RiGRICER R
TR IR I, K24 1~3 W I HL R 4
WEALEHN, BEFHERET KH 5 5EE R
(Shejulpati et al., 2020), #7REFR —FKHREE
M AE LR B, T e KK Ia/b H ) B 6 S0
B T A o R, X A R AR R B Ak
oA B e B s R 25 . BRI, BHEER
F KA TR FCEL G JEME I LE WA 2, DA

515 FEME0 G RME Y PR BN, F2IEA F R
SR BT SRR AR A B AL 2 2 I BTN LEE, A

PUHURT AP B IE B RIS RYE . RIS, ZERAH
FAEASERS PR X BIL S SR g R, B4 o e
R SRR 1, (5 3 ORI R et B AN
PR, L& S ILE SIE R MR R S8, KR
I LD ) O AR AR B T 7T R P A DA iR g 7
MR R Z

Thk, BEEEMEES (. RR4. A
AN A SE) BORI WA RE, Bl b E
MR EL & IR (A A S AR 5 RN, R
AN Gl R S22 T R N 230 1) 240 HL o e 8 ) % B X
T IFRTACH SR EBE RO, BRI 2 Tl
GZEMEEORE R, NEREERHEY) e g iRt
PR R .
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