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Abstract

Nowadays, in order to reduce the consumption of pesticides and their side effects,
the use of biological control method for pest has gained significant importance
worldwide. Considering the importance of the adverse effects of insecticides on
biological agents, this research evaluated the lethal and sub lethal effects of two
pesticides, hexaflumuron (Consult®) and imidacloprid (Confidor®), on different
parameters by dipping parasitized eggs and exposing adult Trichogramma to the
residues of the pesticides. The LCsq values after 24 hours were determined as 71.25
ppm for imidacloprid and 123.05 ppm for hexaflumuron, which resulted in the
highest mortalities at this time. The lowest parasitic potential of the insecticide was
related to the concentration of 41.78 ppm for imidacloprid at LCs. The lowest
survival rate of the wasp exposed to the pesticide residues was associated with a
concentration of 2000 ppm, which was zero on the first day and increased to 50%
and 66.33% by the end of the sixth day for imidacloprid and hexaflumuron,
respectively. The results indicated that the residual effect of the pesticides was less
pronounced on the dipped eggs, and both pesticides exhibited lethal effects. Based
on the obtained survival rate and parasitism potential, imidacloprid showed higher
toxicity compared to hexaflumuron, although the difference was not statistically
significant. It is recommended to consider a minimum time interval of 72 hours
between insecticide spraying and the release of Trichogramma wasps.

Keywords: Biological control, Imidacloprid, Hexaflumuron, Dipping method,
Residual effect

(95 (ole Ao
4l J‘..dijb 4.1>u
() (] 9 SCE] (qwige
> ISSN 2588-5073
9 I ISSN 2588-5081 online

18 ¥ bl g sler ) 03led V¥ 0398
F1-£) dxio

Research Article
Genetic Engineering and Biosafety
Journal 2024
Volume 13, Number 1, Pages: 31-41

http://gebsj.ir/

https://ecc.isc.ac/showJournal/23064

10.61186/gebsj.13.1.10

Citation dlis -pl ps il 3,

Sharifi M, Rafighi Z, Rafiei B, Javar S.
(2024). Study of lethal and sublethal effects of
pesticides Hexaflumuron and Imidacloprid on
Trichogramma brassicae. Genetic Engineering
and Biosafety Journal 2024; 13 (1) : 31-41.
Doi: 10.61186/gebsj.13.1.10.

URL.: http://gebsj.ir/article-1-473-en.html

Ql;\w)ﬂ.(\f'r).J:)jlq-cgﬁ)g)'dz.})g(&fi
9 d)}»)hbik 6Lk"r‘;§e}fl.> ;M J._r‘) K ‘;-\d
. Trichogramma brassicae (s, i, Taa!

TPV (DWW el 9 S5 wilige


http://gebsj.ir/
https://ecc.isc.ac/showJournal/23064
http://dx.doi.org/10.61186/gebsj.13.1.10
http://gebsj.ir/article-1-473-en.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.61186/gebsj.13.1.10
https://gebsj.ir/article-1-473-fa.html

[ Downloaded from gebs.ir on 2025-08-20 ]

[ DOI: 10.61186/gebs.13.1.10]

S S e i SES 5 s SaiS Sl e OLen 5 A

Genetic Engineering and Biosafety Journal
Volume 13, Number 1, 2024

ads>
03,5 1y (glogrs oSGl (bl S5 gm J2S o) 680 4 Ol ilr A 5 e ISl G pme 2alS ot 4y US> 53 035 50l
A5l gy SAS 5 5 SHS SIA Glasy al 03 S Jelse n iSe i p e Collaal b Casl b a5 Lt
O3ls 13 5 e an 3Ll slapss 3lussab s Go s 4 s e sla el (eS) L sl 5 (CILS) O s 5l31 S
Sl ool YE 51 LCso palas .3 S 515 Lol 5558 u.Sg,bel solile 3L 5 2s 5 Trichogramma brassicae S ol i
Cod Olas ol 3 o U SV oS T s g VYY/00 PPM O 50 50188 (Se 1 (sl 5 VYO PPM cy  lSTasl 25 0
G2 resd sy Sledis doss p FeS 2 b dSIael LCa0 (8V/VA ppm) ks« b Sl bl ol S s S
S Se i gl e 5 S e doss i 5, ShL U s es s i ol 55 3 45 3 T PPM Sl by e b jiSe i goile L
Sostb st 5 ST Gekile BL U sls OLiS s 3l B dos TVYT 500 4 i 5 4 0,50 5B058a 5 oy STl sla
DS s okl sty a3 Ol 5 Sleedi Ao @ 4z 5 LBl eSS 3 Glls S35 8 3 508 oSS

Ll S5 5 Hess 3 6,880 s 34 o Ao s ..,\;:.il,\}(._mlgdjlz&u Ol Lol el 5 A Q)}»}Lé\jf.agw L S|

o.,\JdeaL:‘):\ gd)}&}} k):'j) ‘Q)}*‘j—lﬁb—{“ g.,\{ﬁ}lfl.,\:a.i\ “—g—,{j}j‘j—:’ d)l\s ‘5»\:.15 ‘SLﬁBj“’

Introduction

O3 Hymenoptera olsleedl awaly 55 ol i glans o500
ol sesl gl 5l S Trichogrammatidae (el gl 45 s
2> sladle s (Alimirzanijad et al. 2013) Wil o awal,
Trichogramma brassicae Ll S 5 5505 gilula, 5 g
30U Gose L (O3 m gl 2 (Bezdenko)
Er Sl oS O ege BT U5 Gy

suppressalis  (Walker)

Lo 65))& (’JS «Chilo
< Llpradle e Helicoverpa armigera (Hubner)
(Zeller) Ul 8,8 » s Ostrinia nubilalis  (Hbner)
Cydia  (Linnaeus) —.. oS , Ectomyelois ceratoniae
Cool azils b 5528 53 (glae>dl LB 5 2.8 pomonella
L iSedl sl ol il gadlas os,00! 51 .(Jafari et al. 2012)
G303 1) 250 b bl Ll e WSS 5 055 65

s byl e Sl i ol bis 5 SLT ads oo e

(b Oleds s ST gy, eaSel S5 ol i oL

6;1“5“’.'j5j°~uj5ﬁ5~“;:‘}§ﬁJJJTﬁJJB'WLSJ)

PPRYY
oslital 03 28 ik w2l gladle 3 bl plend J xS
CM)’L.AJJ uL:SJ.. UJ»‘ oJul.Aij' L;ql} U\Jj‘f o})&& oS Q}JJ&
Malekzadeh et al. 2023, Bastan and ) > ,ls <yl b acl
“ &w uL.;SJ.v )‘ Luge 65)[.4.2..:\ ‘})Oﬁ‘ )‘ .(Rafiei. 2020
bt UL T e 5 3T U RS 3w e oS st
o ks (BT 1 (ol LML 5 380 Slen ol S 45 ol 03l
slhord OS5 5 Sidee JaS Jele ads 68,80
2 ebewd OlS 5 O ,2e (Jafari et al. 2015) ail .
3 b Ol oS ol (San Sy 5 DB il o e
f 55 Bl 4 gzl s g ol b iSesl s 08
Slaptr ST ok o SUT Slee Ul 5 035 paasS
33 5 Sl e e Ol i ol aes el lhls el
Olab 5l das e EalS 1y ol I b ohles 4w

Ao s VO 554> (Soltaninejad et al. 2017) wuS o (5,8 5>

VP Ll g jleg /) 0 Lol /(000 Jumw 0590 [ (St § (S| 9 Sl ) (oo


http://dx.doi.org/10.61186/gebsj.13.1.10
https://gebsj.ir/article-1-473-fa.html

[ Downloaded from gebs.ir on 2025-08-20 ]

[ DOI: 10.61186/gebs.13.1.10]

GBS i (SIS 5 5 (SHES S s

Qb&.&.ﬂs)&ﬂ

by e ol s G [iSe i 3815l Ol s S es 5
2l 4 s s Sbb (olas 5B glees S 4
5 A el (sla iSe o 5 il S b a5, s
To s slapss 0 Al e b aaS b Sl 5 oSl
035 o301 .(Hussain et al. 2012) xxa ks, s chilonis
Se i 55 4 T. cacoeciae (Marchall) us s 500 5505 @55
SSerie oS o Ol SleSsnmih s A siSliel
Rl b dplSlinl fSe il IS SlenSy b
55U e 5 S e b (Saber. 2011) 5,05 6,5k A8 5L
o Sl 5l Cilisen 05 SV 5l [5Se i Yo 5 08 geiladly
sla 2856 i Al e,y Tonubilale 555 LS ol i gy,
B eS iy GlaediS ol 5 o F e SLLE 5 e jies
(Wang et al. 2012) Wsls Olis Wa,sis e 5 S, 5 |y
S pSe i Sl Ol ey s L Afshari et al. 2012
o5 T. brassicae .S gu5L0 5503 Ouusdd 5 o LS o0
Slas, bl Gb &S Ll Cos ogr pl 4 AKELLST Lyl 2
wiel glie 5l i oy o oS5 am J a8 Ml Olesle
30,208 S i 05 8 53 FSe i 53 nl (St
0oz 5 5 eSeph lrediladl Ll gl s, 5o
S 5 LB S I3 5 o e e 0,8 53 el anlL glaess
Sl b (5l S5 e J5S slaael s eslizul
e Sl Al sl 5 CuB0 Sy S i 9k e
Loalie 5o cdelSsy Ay T brassicae s
5215 SRR 5585 e 5 S e Olie o sl sls (35 0
oA esle b5 s o3 Oy 4 1 055 a3l Ol e
Copde 53 eolimal gl debdu s 1Se e a5 0l
3 Sembe Sl ODBSI AU atly 4 Gl SBT adl
&S aw JuSly ey, (Ghazagh. 2016) il s CabelSs
T. oleae (Voegele et Pointel) el 4 @55 Aissbl 555
> 4 T. bourarachae (Pintureau and Babaul) 5 T. cacoeciae
4S5l Ol b 5 4 S plnil sl gl 5 o elds 2S6 i
B Slim e Ay b iSe i getiladl 3G
3 e pyew 3y 3 1y o melds Se e sl

Blibech et ) sls Ll 3 jae oS b 15 0 pyoms 557 1y Sl s

013 S ST gy, (epe Coen) LeiSBl Sis s Sl @
ol e LS 515150 sla, 505 (Nikakhtar et al. 2022) c..
woazsl glis 5l LS ol i cads aile il glaol,
Sl b Ol s wubl laesy i ales (S 3
e 3 WS e (B85 L s il Ll
L5 15 bisedl gb cow iSeis lastiledl
0 b Ol s 2SSl Ul aadlas (Afshari et al. 2012)
o Oldlas ol VAV des I L 5,8 3L 1400 aas
las @nidS ans wr (b oS sk a8 Iy A e e
S ST iy ol sy Sl & aa) ol 3 Skiaiy)
b b JT DS 5 g e oslizad SUT U8 6l S g
350 ST Wl 1) and Oleds glacimex S dzen =
mo i 05 S iy oled Lo i &S Sl Ol cnl s S
S A ST
Ll 4y a5 was o )13 SGua |, ae W((_;.xdj,__,jidy
o 5 ol il b Oleds 5 SUT s plend e
Sl fiSe i Ole s |y pbdl Wl oS 5SS Ol S
Dee x5 5 Sl SLS 5 R e Sl S My e
s e OLLay edd an s lags s edtes OISl
Spe opl 5l slie U ode SVob el bl il azila
S Sl e Sl (Sawld bl S e
Jolo a5 s 380 i it S5l o8 40 (Ashtari. 2023) 5,108
£5ls el L i3S il e b Sl il e 5 S e
3 ke ials 5 Redd s g sl e ool 5 o
oliass b .(Fotouhi. 2013) S o sl 1) sl Oleis
Glalmdle Gopod Glapss 0op 54 LS el
T. (Riley) 4 su31,L 5555 0L s 45 Anagasta kuehniellas ,1
ol 5S4 il lackle s il L. pratiosum
Bt 5 Osuse5865 Dausds) slaiSe i o5 Ldw) w8
5 K2l 5555 e Ol 5 S e 53 L e 3 aes
Vianna et al. ) daes ol (S5 3ax S 050 5 oslizul sl
Il o S Vo B () e plnil (sla o (2010
Ol @355 .ol 43 S olawil T. chilonis (Ishii) S5 —ileses

U,:Sof.:&- w“&-d}mél.ﬁg:ﬁuﬁj.ﬁ )}“J) w‘ L.wj: [ Q)‘)Lv

VP Ll g jleg /) 0 Lol /(000 Jumw 0590 [ (St § (S| 9 Sl ) (oo


http://dx.doi.org/10.61186/gebsj.13.1.10
https://gebsj.ir/article-1-473-fa.html

[ Downloaded from gebs.ir on 2025-08-20 ]

[ DOI: 10.61186/gebs.13.1.10]

GBS i (SIS 5 5 (SHES S s

Qb&.&.ﬂs)&ﬂ

55 SV s opl BTG5 50 J =S (4l «S brassicae

23,8 S8 bl sy s e ilala,

Materials and Methods
SO T oS a5y 8 s A ol o Sl sl
g 4 atel o Ol @25 0 (55 Ve sade g semme 53)
odd ol Slay sy syl ess fes s cl bdse L
w30k 45 Olgee o35 gladS 5 555 OLL Lo b esls 13 55
Looses ol 5o gt GaS 5 edis S ol oy ol
S sl bl 1SS S onl bay s Ol 0les b 5 b S 13
dlows ol an 3Ll Slapss dos Ol slapss SOy ks

L

Skl Bl ome > WIS JolS Slpte Dsls 15
S5 glackle 3 jsasS 5 IS 35S i gs i iS S
b S B 5 5SS e dasles Sl el e gl s S g el
ssabss iSe i g 53 Glesl slady) el s i
)JC,&LNY'C;.,\A@.LAJ}JW.MC)BQTeJJUL;EQJJ\iJ;
SIS 355 o oty hidd St SLlS oM sk Ok S me
55 5l 5y Oles o8 LIS S5 5555 JolS Slim Sl sas Ve
e s Al el I3 bdg 1SS s g L 2
Sde w8l 5 s S poled Sl slas ccsl YE XS
oxlizal Al las Olge 4 5 ke Of 1S iy aslsl 35,1

.(Hassan et al. 1998) .

“ (_;’li‘;‘ﬁb aesls J&J st.: UL&T BE :d)ui J?l.’d 3 4.:1}?53
030zl b ool s 4y laosls Coms 5 L 550 T
L od g L> E) objs b)‘_} b (aosls pOIO—pC LS)L"T )\J_‘)l rj.: Bl
sl Al jsba s Sl ess o gl ccilize glackls
L LCs0 Ompr Jlisspe slagms o L iSe a5l elis
Clad BE) om).i)' 6‘.&@1@)& J’:” 5 Loy q0 dWl S gl
A3l s baasls OF 51 g 3,5 aelos LCao 5 LCao
» 5 (SAS Institute 2003) Ks wbls 40 SAS (g Ll

o) Y pame S 53 S H5deeS 5 LIl gl iSe i
T )j"") S ‘,bj:fL;a)\Je oalaul )40 dw ol L;GL’}

LS, 93l
sl 5 Slii S p Sl S LSS S sl 5
Sl LS ag 088 Ohjgd b mle 5 s5lS
M A Glaess S oS A3k e Olge @ SW L s
oslizul -3 Obsw Olse 4 (Sitotroga cerealella Oliv.)
SLdsls (g5, ol (gl Dose 4 SN Uy lapss S
e ok e (s ol axisl g)lps B o L oS Ay
B s esls S5 La 5o bt s Aol o 0s Ko
(ajfi GY ssd= oS 50 8 gy, s rL?L}l B 6)‘-;@;"'5 ESPRY

A o.J\.:.fleT QL:J.:« v.>§

T. brassicae daw g Ol gobds i,k 6‘-’;'-‘*7 94k 58
sl sl sladd 1S e e gl hle O
03 5 35 4338 Lol oas auhl 0l 3l sy i oS 1) Ol
szba\sd_):,a&:jb\ Slabad 4y iy 13 S a5 iy al> s
Vo Do 4y e e g e g @35 ke Ve (gl
dre 00 X e ) iSe e et eslel glad e 055 asl
slo,ls s S b e (pligs Trovs Veve 0ve (Yoo
o b bl Glaa 3 iSe e Jskee 3 sl sabye
Lol 31 plIS o e 5 A5 K25 B o3l 13 Do 3L O >
Vot w bl Jalesl gbad ) 0 al8lux e w0
S sl b Of salas 5 ax3liS e gl Yo plis) 5 e Sl
A Gl A ekl g Sals sp S S Q)Ju.jr.?'uéuﬁ) olews
Olse a3 haie Ol 5l 5 ad 8 1o s 1SS an dajle Sl plas
23 G ol e a5 Al Cose 4 eslanad dals jles
sdalio Olige o35 Sl e ol (slay g slal asiie ol
S eslaal b dss a5 (Saber et al. 2004) A& 5 oled
LCs 5 LCx Cla../)b Iy sdiisS 55 slackle polo-pc Bty
slackle ag b 2l JLepl 5 (LeOra. 1987) o351 s 4

VP Ll g jleg /) 0 Lol /(000 Jumw 0590 [ (St § (S| 9 Sl ) (oo


http://dx.doi.org/10.61186/gebsj.13.1.10
https://gebsj.ir/article-1-473-fa.html

[ Downloaded from gebs.ir on 2025-08-20 ]

[ DOI: 10.61186/gebs.13.1.10]

OLen 5 gabl s

w318 5 s sly1 53 DADL 05 2l s

Results and Discussion

ol Y8 308 51 e S bl 55 ol uslie ediiS 5 ol
Olee 5 A3 Jlesl eddian 0L slapss (655 5 odd apuls
u;no\};wu.uJMj\)g%ﬂju)M@mx;,-@,ﬂ:
53 edd Sles lassds Lsgb Aoy E bl (SAES
sdo A K5 LG clale Ly ue8 5 CIlis (256 i
Ot Aals gl g b aS s Aoy 1 Ka 5 LGy e L
0 SNl 53 BlAs = bl Clle b 5 il ls sme

M‘J.v LS)‘.)L;M tJ)A.:?‘ QM))

Slaysis e Jsb 555 e cdalie VK8 s &S b0k
OSe i 5l 5ok CIS (S im b ks sled LIS S 5
FSepim oS 5Sepim Sl pybse nl 5 Sl kS
Cogo oy 03 el adS ISe il 4 G DILS
S Sl 5o 4 oSty S5 4 4 dald jas b S

A as S s Sleediy Aoy Vet Olge o

100

J

60 -

Survival rate
Survival rate

0 -
Imidacloprid LC40

Hexaflumuron
LC40

Concentration (ppm)

100

J

1

1

1

g‘;a.g}@l:}
5> b T brassicae ,ss; 55 sss4bsk JRICRPIW
@fu" bl}:.oﬁJ‘g.'\,‘.éJdew ui'Seff&?

Geios ) 55 eslizad 3550 gla iSe i LCs0 Olge \ s s
bl gbpss a8 Sl Wbl glaysdy Sl @ ar s L
S L3S aulbee Lds yab e il claclle s el
Cdd a el ol Ol GlBl LS el a5 ) S
anils JhalS Las s sas WOT s S35 038 Ty il 58l
e > Lgj.'{(.S s S SIS (Se i 3k 5 5 e

el o33 OLAS 552 51 s glSToesl A8 i 4 s a0l

b Gosebss pay o) el b (SuiiS p5 IS )
LCux »LCo slachls Jls!

Loawlss 5o SIS SSepi= 35 LCa 5 LCxo clle
Q)ﬁ Jb-(’S)\ QL»:A‘\SC,\M‘ L.SJ:&)J" She )}J..:ils d’:SoJ.JZ;-

o Sl el S s byl Sl S Sl

Imidacloprid LC20  Hexaflumuron
LC20

Concentration (ppm)

S alSToesl g ¢yy505080350 j2Se i LCap g LCo0 e b onis Jlews T. Brassicae  slooss; s ,o -V Jsis
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Figure 3. Survival percentage of T. brassicae after 24(A), 48(B), 72(C) and 96(D) hours that treated with concentration of
LC20 and LC40 of the Hexaflumuron and Imidacloprid insecticides.
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Table 2. Comparison of the percentage of T. brassicae wasps based on sex ratio
LCa0 (95%) (ppm) LC20 (95%) (ppm)
Treatment Ccontrol Hexaflumuron Imidacloprid Hexaflumuron Imidacloprid
Female 65.75 66.24 65.29 65.41 66.15
Male 34.25 33.76 34.71 34.59 33.85
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