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ABSTRACT

Fall armyworm (FAW), Spodoptera frugiperda (J.E. Smith, 1797) is a serious pest of
global importance. First outbreak in Thailand was reported at the end of 2018. The information
from host plant preference study can be used in FAW control measure. Results of survey
on the outbreaks of FAW in Thailand during December 2018 - December 2019 showed that
their outbreaks occurred in all maize plantation areas. Testing on plant preference of 28 food
crops in the laboratory of Plant Quarantine Research Group during May 2019 to October
2020 found that maize, sorghum, sunn hemp, ginger, peanut and culantro were host plants
that FAW could complete 2 rounds of its life cycle. Study on the preference for oviposition of
FAW found that they could lay their eggs on ginger, napier grass, rice, sorghum, sugarcane,
bitter gourd, cassava, chili, cucumber, culantro, peanuts, sunn hemp and maize. The highest
number of egg clusters were found on Maize. All of the above mentioned economic crops

are at risk of being attacked by FAW.
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Y ginAdeaunnsensnaniis nsndAsimsinens 50 wialsdu awnen 09N NFINW 10900
Y Plant Protection Research and Development office, Department of Agriculture, 50 Phahonyothin Rd. Lat Yao Chatuchak
Bangkok 10900

" Corresponding Author: musixnoi@hotmail.com

72 38193 BIMSNEAT TN 40 AN 1 NNTIAN - WBIEU 2565



UNARED

wuaunszﬁﬁwﬂwmmﬂ'«gm [Spodoptera
frugiperda (J.E. Smith, 1797), Fall Armyworm
(FAW)] Lﬂuﬁi’mgﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬁmwﬁﬁﬁmszﬁﬂan
fpeumsszuaadousnlulssmalnede
daned wa. 2561 uddesnadayanisuns
sr110 Pl numans anasi eI
FUAGAN ﬁagﬂi‘[uﬁ’m%ﬁmmﬁmmuﬂuﬁm
\wsegiavianzoalny alssifiuanuidesly
mii:mmaoLmeﬁmﬁ’[uﬁmﬂwgﬁ%m q
pavlng Livhnsshsanueunssiiimlnaaiuge
Tugaviious.a. 2561 - 5.A. 2562 WUT1
ﬁmﬁzmmmLmaa‘ﬁﬁﬂﬁuuﬂmﬂgﬂﬁwﬂwm
nngfinezestszimalng wadaldnwunisd
vhaneluiiedu uazmanasauiiseyng 28 uiln
saenusunszfdrlnaaisyaluaninias
UfiAns Aingaidenisinduiis nswdznnis
NBAT TENINLADUN.A. 2562 - M.A. 2563
w1 $1lwe 4129 Yaifios B9 drass uaz
wnddse Wudsivusunszidnalwaaiege
SaNTaRAN9EARLE 2 Sau uananil
nafnseuzaulunIlivesiiiievuay
naefidnlnaaisge wod smnsadnelgléivu
39, nawudes, 41, 41, Sow, weee,
Sudwensa, win, uaen, Wndse, AdAas,
Yaifies uazdnalwe wsezfinsneldgege
vugiudalug 1nwan1massuagulan
ﬁmﬂﬁ:}gﬁammﬁﬁmmLﬁiﬂoﬁiamﬁzmmaa
nusunsziiinilneaiuyn

AIAL: 13§59, AT, MuBunsEY
Flwaaien, fisfigeulunisaale

unin
wuauﬂitﬁﬁ’]’ﬂwmmﬂﬂgm (fall armyworm)
FoAneneans Ao Spodoptera frugiperda
(J.E. Smith, 1797) duUAU Lepidoptera 29&

Noctuidae L'flumeﬁmgﬁﬁﬁnﬁ’uﬁﬁhﬁ’@mm
N3aveaNATLAENANAATY LasianIzat1is
Uszinalunguanniwgley a38enn andy
2 WSULONLIAF (u9siul w.A.2559 H91eu
myszunansousnlumanan waznanzfuen
209nTUuaninn IFunsnszatanazszun
Tunansdszmaimdduandnn nIvieides
'i'mmumﬁzmm%y“oLLiﬂTuﬁuﬁﬂgnﬂ”wﬂwm
W7 Chikkaballapur, Karnataka 2a39U52ine
duldy (FAO, 2018a) wuaumzm:?l”']ﬂwmmmm
fifimemnaNnnin 80 Bl Feuanaindilne
wdafifTeNd Ay U 417 S Frang
F1yand fhe munsTu danies nah wasiin
’Jaaiﬁf‘;mmaowuaumzﬁ’ﬁﬂﬂwmawwwﬁﬁau
T#a1Uszunes 30 — 40 Ju (Passoa, 1991)
FufnTuannsaduldade 100 nu/Au (FAO,
2018a) unaszilail asvhanefialusyasiidush
AupUWNTL MuausTNaansd i lnadous
ozl 7 U qunsziseaniln &1N190
a3 anuRameldiunandniizuinds 73 %
99Ul (CABI, 2019; OEPP/EPPO, 2015)
N13815292DULDANITUNT TELIADD
LLNaamﬁmﬁluﬁaﬁgﬁ’uﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁ’uﬁnm{[uu g
Wusnsafifaasnsiidsunuuniuinazas
v’hLﬁu"’a’mwmﬁﬂumiﬁa@ﬂmejm'hmwau
Wugpasunaslunansaila Tofudndilsluud
gnﬁm'mi::qn@ﬂ%’lumif\fﬁwﬁ%Lﬁﬂuu;uu
maveupasiilslaupesilidoweads 4o
waglidudnanlufudnifinamieoegig
Tu lavanarsilsluufinnusimizianzas
Aounaslundatdy o g9 Snaredlefiveuian
%’ﬂﬁlumiﬁo@m\lﬁmamquﬁuﬁLflu'.mﬂ*'i'm
saust 3-12 19 stansleruiugn 1 du (FAO,
2018b) uananil Ausnilslaudeaansam
Folsine Fevluruenilsluuiuedasiiof
T lunsdsaunsifitszinsnmgeisnis
Tudszindlnssounwsssunasiadaadu

Thai Agricultural Research Journal Vol. 40 No. 1 January - April 2022 73



ﬁ'm‘gﬁﬁﬁ’nﬁ’uﬁd’ﬁﬁm Sﬂﬁ”’aﬁuﬁuﬁ’mgﬁ“ﬁ
gURImsifvisnudanszualudszindlne
Adael w.a. 2561 LLazﬂ’a\lNﬁﬁagami
sTUPTasuNaTatannew fai Seeufiu
HO9EN529TDULDANITIZLNN TINRIANHRaY
DIMNIBUAGAN Lﬁaﬁw”agaﬁ\lﬁ\lﬂﬂiztﬁu
AMALAETUNTUNSIEUR LREILUINS Y
m‘smuvguLLa::u%mﬁﬂn'ﬁm'mLﬁﬂaﬁmgﬁﬁﬁ

Wnnnuaunsziidalnaseyesely

gunsaluasisng

1. msa"ﬁmwuaunszﬁﬁqﬂwﬁmﬂ'ogﬂ'[u
wilasgnivy

1.1 Lﬁumsﬁﬂmwuaum:ﬁﬁ'}'ﬂww
mﬂf\;ﬂ’ﬁmmmﬂgnﬁﬁﬁLﬂuﬂ*ﬁmmi LRI
Wow 5.A. 2561 - 5.A. 2562 AINNINTIIU
TerIlIsnAI BRI TEU TN Y
atiufl 6 (MatihszTedngive) (FAO, 2018c)
A 835n138199ARIABULUIANI L1129
(specific survey) JUuuuMILAUs1TIaluRY
nnmﬁ@%’[ﬁmmﬂﬁuﬁLﬂul,ﬂm*’m"lumiai"ﬁ'm
Tapdufisrsadouelaiviu 1 14 TH0uuy
nSULUDIUMY (V) AU DaIud
frsiu 1 15 MsUuuumaiudisauuy
Furule iiesdsamfmusunszidnalne
a3 TavIesnTvhaezssviusuluwslgn
Ltazu%mmsauLLﬂaaﬂgnﬁ’mﬂmﬂmm
Uszinalng wazifivssgrerusulunldas
Ugﬂlﬁfﬁa%’nuﬁﬂaﬂutﬁuuﬂLgﬂﬂundamﬁm
WNAYTUIA 18 X 27 x 10 B, Tudesufins
qm‘wgﬁl,aﬁﬂ 2542 9. AN UR NG
Uszanm 48 — 62% aulddatiinte aniu
ymssuunsiavesiiasfoiuiusdavo
Angiiy Hudnededlilugifiudsgne
wiay tieldidudlatnedede w¥antudin

a o

doyautasdgniisinusesiasyinais Adn
naniAans Jussuiiiufistn ety

©

74

RLIIAN ﬁﬁmﬁ’ﬂﬁuﬁagﬁwﬁm

1.2 §1579MTUNINTLINLVDIVIUDU
naeffimlneaeqadeiviniilslan defudu
amuzmiﬂmngmmﬁLﬁvawuaumzﬁﬂﬁwﬂwm
mﬂf«m‘luﬁuﬁuﬂmﬂgn%ﬂwm WAL
wswgiane q laldiudniilaluu (W3dn

U

Pherocon, USA.) ﬁ’]ﬂ%ﬂﬁLé’ﬂﬁuﬂuﬂ‘itﬁ
Frilwaseyaludng 4 fusn/ls Taau i
diu 4 shuldvidy Mefudnusnuienans
poauiigIuay 1 fudn Tufinswuiiaei
Judhanfatudnlunsaziu Andatustnetioy
1 §Uai (Figure 1)

2. nARaUNEa IR 7 YB9rUBUNTEN
12 lwaaegn

21 WIUNNTDINT TIUIU 28 BilA
Ao ReluReadion 9w 9 oila 1dud $halwe
S 4 thiistu ndhwdles nssdiow 39
néne uazdoy ﬁ“ﬁI‘ULgﬂ\i@; 1 19 #ile lewn
Yooy dafas ANTWSe daiinen nevanya
ANt dudzvas nan uaenan NLse qraty
SUNSY 819w Nedama munziu B
munl 1z wazie Taglddalwaduds
WIsuiey

22 LﬁﬂlﬁimaaﬁLﬁyawuaum:m:ﬁn‘[ww
auqeitn azusnruawibwsn (F) Wl lunaee
Beounasfiifisemailasne 4 o 28 wila
(@18 1 1hw) fespnlingasas 1 67 Wasu
Tufganisiialndnnandoninisisudas
GRISI Wanuaudnagnud vinistinednug
TalunasswaafniaBousas alkELANTy
naNuguaz9lglunaes o lganity
ooty q 3118 poselugudaly (F)

2.3 LATENAIDYIINTDINITUARL
#fla Iassmoanzlufoilisaunsaunau
Auly TenAagREIUNAsTUIN 2 X 2 X 2 T,
swiuvueauivgau uaszunaLuiUAUENaNY

38193 BIMSNEAT TN 40 AN 1 NNTIAN - WBIEU 2565



Figure 1 Survey of Fall armyworm (Spodoptera frugiperda (J.E. Smith, 1797)) by Pheromone Traps

a. Pheromones traps in a maize plantation area

b. Adult male of FAW on pheromones traps
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Table 1 Percentages of survival of larval and pupal stage, incomplete adult and longevity of larval and

adult stage of fall armyworm after feed on different host plants in laboratory*

Tested in F1 Tested in F2
larval adult
Plants % Survival % Survival % Incom- % Survival % Survival % Incomplete Stage Stage
of larvae of pupae plete adult of larvae of pupae adult (days) (days)
Monocotyledon
Maize 100 100 8.3 100 93.3 8.3 12-14 8-18
Sorghum 100 100 133 100 96.7 11.7 13-17 6-14
Ginger 78.3 70.2 182 85.0 784 225 17-22 9-14
Napier grass 35.0 85.7 333 45.0 60.6 35.0 14-18 6-12
Garlic 250 26.7 50.0 35.0 476 400 17-20 8-12
Sugar cane 217 76.9 30.0 21.7 76.9 10.0 18-20 5-10
Banana 18.3 727 375 317 36.8 143 19-23 8-12
Rice 0 - - - - - - -
Oil palms 0 - - - - = - -
Dicotyledons
Sunn hemp 100 81.7 245 91.7 81.8 155 12-16 6-12
Peanuts 95.0 68.3 31.7 70.0 95.2 20.0 13-16 5-13
Culantro 80.0 68.7 424 75.0 755 294 16-19 7-13
Yard long bean 53.3 54.4 14.8 48.3 58.6 235 15-20 7-13
Cabbage 45.0 481 385 40.0 333 250 18-22 6-10
Water spinach 35.0 36.8 428 36.7 63.6 428 18-20 7-12
Cassava 317 579 182 183 545 16.7 18-22 5-11
Chili 8.3 0 0.0 - - - 18-19 -
Cucumber 0.0 - - - - - - -
Bitter gourd 0.0 - - - - - - -
Rose 0.0 - - - - - - -
Potato 0.0 - - - - - - -
Para rubber 0.0 - - - - - - -
Tomato 0.0 - - - - - - -
Sunower 0.0 - - - - - - -
Tobacco 0.0 - - - - - - -
Coffee 0.0 - - - - - - -
Mango 0.0 - - - - - - -
Cotton 0.0 - - - - - - -

*Temperature 25 + 2°C ; Relative humidity 48 - 62%)
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Table 2 Average number egg cluster of fall armyworm on different host plants and when host plant

confined with maize

Host plant No. Egg cluster No. Egg cluster combined with maize
Maize 128 a
Peanuts 045 a 013 b
Napier grass 0.40 ab 0.08 b
Cassava 0.38 ab 003 b
Culantro 0.35 abc 005 b
Ginger 0.25 abcd 005 b
Rice 0.25 abcd 0.08 b
Sorghum 0.23 abcd 0.03 b
Cucumber 0.23 abcd 003 b
Bitter gourd 0.15 cd 0.00 b
Sugar cane 0.15 cd 0.00 b
Sunn hemp 0.10 d 0.03 b
Chili 0.08d 0.00 b
CV (%) 59.09 69.29
LSD 0.05 0.21 0.13

Means in the same column followed by a common letter are not significantly different at 5 % level by LSD
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