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NAYBIEIANANISY (Tagetes erecta L.) Tuauguvuauiidanulunzui

Papilio demoleus Linnaeus (Lepidoptera: Papilionidae)
agned WEusSeEssA andiau Inusng'

UNANED

nvRdUNaTetEnsaiaaInaSesiiatafsenuea lunsiduasdiudinisiu ansen
wavansdudsnisiasyivlavesueuiideiuluurunnty 4 lngdsdulufia fierudadu o, 0.3125,
0.625, 0.125, 0.25 waz 5% (w/v) wuinansataenaSesiiusyavsamluninduasdudinishu anssh
wazasdudansasaiivinvemusuiidenulunyun fauuansetuegaditeddiisesuan
ity 95% lalisuiisutugnaiuny fnudud 5% fusyansnnlunmsdudinmsiu mssiuas
nsdfudanisiaiyiiulngagn Tnen1sdudanisiu (AF) vesvueugegaitiy 51.89 uag 66.50%
Tudalusil 24 wae 48 Falus auddu Tunsiduanssnnuensindu 86.60 uag 100% A1 LCs fifn
Wiy 2.27 wa 1.14% ludalueil 24 uag 48 $alus muddu venanimnududu 0.3125% szey
Fnudiivefidudnisnie 43.30% Woidsuifisufugamuauszesdnudiiuedidudnisnie 3.33%
svgznaTtunstausyiulndussessnudwasduduieldnanade 7.33 + 0.47 uay 13.33 + 0.47
Fu mwddu lusasigemuauszeznatlunsiaunaiyivlnduszesdnuduasdidufoldioan
|8 3.66 + 0.47 WAz 6.66 + 0.47 62 MUAIRU
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EFFECT OF MARIGOLD EXTRACT (Tagetes erecta L.) IN CONTROLLING THE PAPILIO
DEMOLEUS LINNAEUS (Lepidoptera: Papilionidae)

Nathapong Matintarangsanl* Duangduan Wattanuruk’

Abstract

The anti-feedant, insecticidal and inhibiting growth activity of ethanol extracts from
marigold extract were tested on the 4" instar larvae of Papilio demoleus Linnaeus. The leaf
dipping method at various concentrations of marigold extract 0, 0.3125, 0.625, 0.125, 0.25 and
5% (w/v) were applied. The results found that the marigold extract at the concentration of 5%
(w/v) was highly effective in the anti-feedant, insecticidal and inhibiting growth activity. The anti-
feedant showed the value 51.89 and 66.50% at 24 and 48 hours, respectively. The insecticidal
showed the value 86.6 and 100% and showed the LCsoof 2.27 and 1.14% at 24 and 48 hours,
respectively. Besides, at the concentration of 0.3125% of marigold extract was 43.30% of
mortality of pupa stage when compared with control was 3.33%. The time of development of
pupa stage and adult stage were 7.33 + 0.47 and 13.33 + 0.47 days, respectively when compared
with control were 3.66 + 0.47 and 6.66 + 0.47 days, respectively.
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1zu17 (Lime) Lﬁuﬁ%ﬁuLﬁaﬂiuﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂLaL%am SueanidusléfideInenenans Citrus
aurantifolia Swingle aaﬂmﬁﬂ Rutaceae mamamsmwaﬂuaﬂaau (Citrus) Lﬁaaﬂam siudivdes
wWaenung maiumuaumﬂam faithann uuLﬂuwaluwmmmmﬂmmmiu,a FNNATUUNG LU
mmuuﬂuﬂammmjamnLLauumuwamum&m‘luﬂauammwmwmmuﬂiwﬂawaamw‘[mmaaa
(Citronellal) lnsiuada axdmn (Citronellyl Acetate) laluiiu (Limonene) lawnga (Linalool) tnas
fiflena (Terpeneol) sautaiinsada3n (Citric Acid) n3aundn (Malic Acid) kaznsnuaansson
(Ascorbic Acid) Ssfiardunsanalsl (AHA: Alpha Hydroxy Acids) wazlésuniseensuintaeslsfamin
\douanmvanasneenlunieugfutisnsedunisairawadlvig saelisesredmiesesunaiiuans
asld (53, 2558)

[

Jaymdrdglunisinigdgnuzunifenisseuiauazn1sidiinatevesuaedngusun’

a

Tnatannzwusufiidefuluuzun (Papilio demoleus Linnaeus) datfunsasdnguzunififianudfy
[ <

maasegia dafutoduiiidonarstu down 8-9 wulwns Unguindgedmdssvunlngnszaty
mumaﬂuaqmuﬂﬂﬂwaqmmamwmmumm (Tennant et al., 2009) lnaszeysuauazil 5 o svey

q
<

vuaUToR 1-3 sziivunadn Aimas Udosit 8-9 agiidvnuasiisdmiulaesnsngintunisdeiu
BNIYIINANT szemuauedl 4-5 flnue 3-4 WwuRmes aET) SnvaENsInsEUen MnUaUaY
ﬂmﬂuaamaauLLaviumanmuu wrlilasuamudens Tnessoznueued 4-5 ﬁ]vﬂmﬂuiuwmﬂﬁimu
mwmawwmmma@ wrlwliannsodanszsiuaddunmsasayiulald (Sarada et al., 2014) wenanil
fadmaliinaasayivlanenvein nandnanas 18-85% (Pena et al., 2000)

nstesdundarusuiuluuzundiuluginwasnstdenldarsialidaunsizi (synthetic
chemical) iwszazain g useaniangslunisidauuas agslsfinunansznuiinuuivane
Usznis wu arsaiinndnslunandnuazdsindon dniuasddiTdaiifivsslovinng anuwainvaiy
YosdsiTinlussuuinmanas (Isenring, 2010; Dey, et al., 2013) TnelaNy08 19D uuAsEINTaNAILN
as1amnuiunIuAeansiall (Sarwar and Salman, 2015) n1sldaisainainite (plant extract) 1u
LLm‘wmﬁaﬂﬁﬁaﬁlsﬂumsmuamLmaaﬁ’mgﬁ%wmwﬁaﬁ’mmﬂﬁﬁlﬂﬁﬁwiaﬂuuazﬁmi \esan
AnautAMIMEnmLasaaivesaseangrsfiaiaanidlinmuuazaaeiine Sailildddym
Tudeansavauvesansivuazlifinasoduinday (sman 2000; Prakash et al., 2008) 9MnA3ANEA
U84 Shareef et al., (2016) wuAnantivesaisainniivinasadnsinisiuvemueusouluroIny
senady lnavilivueumeuazannsnannsinanevesUssrInueuseululd

ANIF09 (Marigold) HT0Inermaniin Tagetes erecta L. ogflured Asteraceae n1ai3os
Juldeoniasugia uaﬂmquﬂLﬁaLﬁulﬁﬁmmaﬂué’aE‘J'ammammsgﬂLfJuﬁzma%mqﬁumw Fnane1mng
wasd1ens Adouduarlfduaunauvetonmsdnd asUssnaumaniivesmiadesansatiunld
Uselomflududinsaiaivlavendunid [luasthdauuas srintufvwersaduundsdndyues
miﬁﬁﬂmamﬁatﬂummaﬁ’maum%aiu (Priyanka et al., 2013) mfmmmmﬁfﬁawudﬂmiﬂiuﬂau
‘LumqLﬁaammﬁ‘l.umimumﬂa (repellent) ansain (insecticidal) n138USan1sfiu (anti-feedant) uay
miawamsmizyLmuimsuamzuaq (inhibiting growth) (Ray et al., 2008; Phoofolo et al., 1013) muu
Tumsideasiizs@nuussansnmuesansadinanades lunisiluansdudnisiu anseuazansduds
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mssgyiulavesusuilidenuluuzun Weduiumsumsmuaunmueuiidedulutzuniuaziign
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Uszgndldvauwnuansiadmidnuuasdngiivnely
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IngUszasAvaINIIdeY

diefnuUszansnmuesansatannades lumauansdudainishu (anti-feedant) anssin
(insecticidal) LLaxmié’UQy’ﬂmiLﬁ@Laﬂm (growth inhibition) slevusuRidenulutzu
WAtunIY

naRsauanifiususunueuiidanulunzun

AunueuilideAuluuzuy (Papilio demoleus Linnaeus) anudasdgnuzuniludiud
Fmtnunusnd wndssueeiusuanifinsinumeuiideduluusunlundemanafinvunadusu
Audnana 13 wudiuns g1 3 louiluns Taedindesanzguasindeainaitie luviesujiinisi
9

a

il 25-27 asrigaidea arwluduing 75-80 wWedidud sreruusuls 1-3 livonseuvioludeu
wrunidsaduemns Tuvaeiissovuous 4 Wluuzunidsaduems lunsmaassegldssozruau
Foit 4 Garirunisene iy 24 Falus tielimeaouusaninmvesasaalufesfifng

A1SLASENATTANANIATDY

Wrlunevdrduamides @wivdeld) Afuanudasneasnsunddiasendetinduidiuse
Tufidy thlunarddunnideiulfaviden wisantuiildatnge3s soxhlet extraction Tngld
95% ethanol iusivihazany UilunardusmiBesiiviesliussalu Thimble Tngldidogneiia 100 ndu
#o ethanol 800 fiaddns (1:8 wA) udriluadndasiadesadnans Soxhlet apparatus afnuay
8 Haluafunan 3 Ju ndwniuiahuinsesdionseaenses Whatman®ued 1 axldansafniiuay
ogludvinazans Suhlussimeiendvhazanseenlagldiados Rotary evaporator figauvdl 42 o
wadua fezlaansatanenu (crude extract) Saduansatnainududy 100% ilufiulnemsudus

Wialdnaaaudusaly

A 1 1p383 Soxhlet Extraction (n) 1A3es evaporator (¥)
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N1SNAFBUUILANSNINVDIEITANANIATDY

nsveaeunedaguluie (leaf dipping method) Ifﬂ8‘1jﬂumum7iﬂ§jrﬂ,uim%uwmaaa
udaLdusnauidusiiugudnas 3 wuwas guluaisadaainanieafinnududu 0 (10% veq
tween-20) 0.3125, 0.625, 1.25, 2.5 uaz 5% (w/v) w1y 1 widl felildusiduiisa 1naununisvaaes
WUU completely randomized design (CRD) 971U 3 §1 ldvuounageu 10 fredn Ysuiliums
NAFOU

= d ad a A g v
AINN 2 ﬂ’]'ﬁLV’]‘SE’JNVU@‘UNLﬁ@ﬂueLUnguq?LWEﬂ“UWﬂa@U

nmsageuUszansnwlunslusnstiudanisiu (anti-feedant test)

vnsvageuwuuldlivnadon (no choice test) Ingndlunruniiguansatnainanaiies
AuTugaquina1seInaemMAReUTLALELHUAUSNANT 13 leuRlums g4 5 lwuRluns Sesiundes
Fonszanehg guidielfmndy dusesindesanzguazladefemuiafiossuisennmadiuan
1 ludendes Uassnueuiideduluuzunied 4 asdludman 1 fadendes wiazanududuriing
yAaes 3 91 vmsiaiufinsAumeniesiaiuiily (L-3000A Portable Area Meter) Tne¥afiuiilunau
nInAdeULAEIEINTNAABUT 24 waw 48 Falus FunmansEudanisAu antifeedant index A1
3884 Escoubas et al., (1992) LU%EJULﬁauﬁ’uﬁuﬁ%Lﬁwwmﬂmmuqm (thndu) lnglyans AFl =
(C-T/C+T) x 100 (1o C = %msivlugmeuey, T = %nsiuluganaaes)

nsnagaulseansanlunisduaisainlaenisiu (oral toxicity test)

vnsnaaeulaenndunruniiquarsatnanaifesadundeadsuuasuuiadusi
AuUENaNs 13 Lwufuns ge 5 lwufuns sestundesienseatwihsguinifielieniutu dusindes
e guaslindefunuiaiiessuisennia Udesvusufideiluuzunded 4 S1uau 10 dasiondes
uiazaudutuwinimeans 3 91 wWisuidisufugaauau (dindu) dilunsiidudsuuas
gunnfivis 2527 ssriwaidoa arwiuduivg 75-80 wedidud dufinruruvuoudioned 24 uas
48 $1las vdamaveaey Mnuhmailainfmuume Lo viinsmadeuuaziosidusimanises
nuoUAINEAT Abbott’s formula (Abbott, 1925)
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%MINLAIN = % NsevamUauilATuasaria - % n1saeveuauluynAIUAL x 100
100 x % MImevasmueuluyanIUAY

miwmaauﬂisﬁw%mwiun15Lﬂf]umi€fuganWiLa%@LaUTﬂ (inhibiting growth test)

n1snadsuuULAgafuiun1snageulssansnmlunisifuansanlnenisiu lnedilu
uzum 10 Tu fusheansatinainaniBesiissiuandudumgaiiinadenueuiuluszunie 0.3125%
ﬁqlﬁﬁuﬁnﬁ@mmﬁﬁm Mé’qmmf’uﬁwmmﬂuﬂdmt,gw,l,uawu’mLﬁuﬁﬂu@uéﬂaﬂd 13 LgURLLAT
39 5 Wwufluns sesfundesdienszmuiesuinifiel ity UdesnusufidoRulussunnied 4
$1uu 10 dsendes luvasgamuauudetndy dilundiidudsmsasigunifes 25-27 asm
walua AmnuAudusing 75-80 Wedidud Tuiindnsinismeuarsvevnanvemusuiuluszuslunis
Waunasguladusserdnuiuazdudule

NFAATILARNENEDR

mavpaouUsrAvsamlumssudamsiu wndeyeildumiefifuinisiiudsnsiuromuoy
nsveaeuUszdnanlunisiduansen thieyaildumesidudnismediuiasalagld Abbott’s
formula (Abbott, 1925) n1elu 24 way 48 §2lus ua zidayan1iAs1eMA1 Median lethal
concentration (LCso) laglalusunsu SPSS probit analysis (Finney, 1971)

NaN15IBUaZBAUITIUNE
msnadeudsyansawlunisiduanstiudenisiy (anti-feedant test)
MnmsvnasUsEavEnmussansatanadedlunsiliuanssudinsiuve smusuiideily
wzuM nsnaaeuLuuldlFiiniadon (no choice test) fisydumuduty 0, 0.3125, 0.625, 1.25, 2.5
wag 5% wuinaisadnnaidesdinasenisdudinisvemusuiuluuzundannuuanisiuegied
toddyfiszfuanudoriu 95% WewFsuiisufugnaiuau Wonranummy maqmsaﬁ’ﬂmaﬁadqﬁu

¥ '
N

fuilufigniiranevidedidnadensiulugannassduualusasauienisudsuiiuilulugnauau
finnadudu 50 Auilufignyitanevideddnadenisiutesanvinfu 8.25 + 0.08 uag 5.18 + 0.24
Tudhlueil 24 uay 48 F2lus mudrdu iflers3suliisuiugnniunu 26.05 + 1.36 wag 25.75 + 057 Tu
Hluaft 24 waw 48 Falas muddty Turmediannsdiudanisfiu (AF) vesueuasfivtuilorududy
getu fadudu 5% dArnsduinisiuveanuougegavinfu 51.89 uay 66.50% ludalus
7l 24 uay 48 Flus mudy Fansei 1
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A1519% 1 westdudnisfudanisivveausuiidsiuluuzunidy 4 Weldsuaisataninsesn 24
waz 48 Tlus medsguluiiy (leaf dipping method)

Conc No of 4 Mean + SD Percent Mean + SD Percent
(%) instar after 24 h anti-feedant after 48 h anti-feedant

larvae after 24 h after 48 h
0 1 26.05 + 1.36e 0.00 2575 + 0.57e 0.00
0.3125 1 20.71 + 0.38d 11.61 17.25 + 0.08d 19.76
0.625 1 19.75 + 0.29cd 13.75 15.15 + 0.08cd 2591
1.25 1 15.61 + 0.44bc 25.06 12.85 + 0.50bc 33.41
25 1 12.61 + 0.5%9ab 34.76 9.58 + 0.40ab 45.76
5 1 8.25 + 0.08a 51.89 518 + 0.24a 66.50

aad

* fnwsudsutulutuwissiansinbifinnuuanarsiusgrefidedAgnisadffissauanuidonu 95% lngds
Duncan’s New Multiple Range Test.

nsnagaulseansamlunisiuarsainlaenisiy (insecticidal test)

NnRansNeaesUsEanSAMUesansanan1useslunsiluansenlnenisiuvvesusuiuly
WU DsERuAMLEIeY 0, 0.3125, 0.625, 1.25, 2.5 uay 5% wuinaisataaniisesdinasenisanves
vuouAulunrunfienuuandafuegsddoddyssduanudoriu 95% endsuifisuiuynmunu
deanududuresansataniaesgeiu Suavilisnmnisnevesnusuiidefuluuzuriindy
fiszduamundudu 5% vosasatnaufesiiuszansningeaalunisshuueufidofulugumiiiy
86.6 wA 100% A" LCso SlANyiy 2.27 way 1.14% 7 24 uaw 48 talus audsu WelSeuiieuiu
qummuiaiﬁmsmaﬁuawuaumgaﬁﬂumun Turagiisesuanuidudu 03125, 0.625, 1.25 uay
2.5% :ﬁLU@%L%uﬁﬂﬁmwawuauﬂL?{yaﬁuiumunasﬂuixﬁuﬁwﬁmwhﬁ’u (16.6, 33.3), (30.0, 40.0),
(36.6, 53.3) wa (53.3, 73.3) 71 24 uay 48 F3lus muadu famnseil 2

AN9199 2 Wasiusnisanevesuauiideiuluuzue 4 Wslssuaisadnn1isesi 24
waz 48 Hilue Mmedsguluii (leaf dipping method)

Conc No of 4-5 Mean + SD Percent Mean + SD Percent
(%) instar after 24 h mortality after after 48 h mortality after
larvae 24 h 48 h
0 10 0.00 + 0.00c 0.00 0.00 + 0.00d 0.00
0.3125 10 1.66 + 0.47b 16.6 3.33 +£0.47c 333
0.625 10 3.00 £+ 0.00b 30.0 4.00 + 0.81c 40.0
1.25 10 3.66 + 0.47b 36.6 533 +0.47c 533
25 10 533 +0.47b 533 7.33+£0.47b 73.3
5 10 8.66 + 0.47a 86.6 10.0 + 0.00a 100.0

* fonwsiudeunulunuwinuansinlifinuunnarsiuegrsfidedrfgisadffissauanutiodu 95% laeis
Duncan’s New Multiple Range Test.
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miwmaauﬂisﬁw%mwiun15Lﬂf]umi€fuganWiLa%@LaUTﬂ (inhibiting growth test)

Pnuan1InaelsEAnsamuasansatanidesfiseiuanududy 0.3125% lunsifu
misj"u5@mm%@yLﬁ‘uimawuauﬁL?:aﬁuiumun ‘wudﬁmsaﬁ”ﬂ@mﬁaqﬁmasiamsé’ué‘jy’nmm'%aﬁuim
vowmuauiulunzulfegeiuseaniamvemusuiuluzunidanuuanmaiuegefiduddai
syiuAMadesiy 95% WelFsuiflsuduyaruay fisesuanududu 0.3125% duaviilinueuilsng
mssendinfioddnuduaziasyeenifudifiutetosas Insluszasdnuafivofdudnnsme 43.3%
deiSsuifisuduyamunusyazdnusiiesiduinisnie 3.33% szovnailunisianneiaiulndu
svezdnuduazfuduieldnaniade 7.33 + 047 uar 13.33 + 047 $u awddu luvasfignniuau
svavnalumstauesyiulndussesdnuduasiuduieldnaiade 3.66 + 047 way 6.66 + 0.47 f
AUy Faensnadi 3

A15197 3 Wesiudnisme ssezamsasyAulavesnusuas fufnTevesiidenueuiulunzun
HONAEDUMILATTANANIIDINAUTNTY 0.3125%

Conc Pupal mortality (%) Pupal duration (days)  Adult duration (days)
(%)
Mean + SD (%) Mean + SD Mean + SD
0.3125 4.33 +0.47a 43.3 733+ 0.47a 13.33 + 0.47a
control 0.33 + 0.47b 3.33 3.66 + 0.47b 6.66 + 0.47b

°o o 1y

* faonwimdsutulunwinsuansinbifinuuanarsduedreiidedAgnisadfinseauanutodu 95% lneis
Duncan’s New Multiple Range Test.

d3UNanN15AY

mnnaeuUsranEnimuesatsainaiios (Tagetes erecta L) lumsmuauvuoufideiu
Tunzgun Papitio demoleus Linnaeus wuinansafanidesiiuszansamwlumsiudainisiu nnsen
LLazmssT‘usjzamsLﬁzy@uimaqﬂL?:aLLawuauﬁu‘szun NNSANEIVDITAUINTA LazAny (2544)
Ihssnuiasussneviinsianulusu Tu wavaenvesnidesiiaingie methanol dnilngifuans
W3IA isoprene unit (carbon 5 §1) L¥U limonene, ocimene, caryophyllene, faresene Lag
neophytadiene %"dﬂ?jumiéﬁ’qna"nﬁwamié’uéy’amsﬁwuamuauﬂLgaﬁulumm’; NATANIVBS
Arivoli and Tennyson (2013) a3uneinusnadiniinvemueuiidessiiwadussamiududanand
(chemosensilla) Fsaemavaussearsinudily drommstulueimsitlififvuueufivzeousy
wazAuludenq wigenstulilmanzauviefiansfiv svuuUsramaiunansasdenisundausad
Uizmﬂn%’ué’mﬁamqmﬁiﬁwqmﬂwsmauauaaLLazéTugﬂmiﬁwamuau WAZIINNIIANBIVOL Mishra et
al., (2015) e¥ureinflonueuiufivermsiifiarsfiudily arsfivesiinadesyuugesormsaiunand
(midgut) vauxag (digestive system) miﬂmsﬁwawvﬁaét,l,azLi”:aﬁaqﬁaeuaaﬂmwmwmi wadiBoyin
fi5UsaiinUnd Jeaeiinadensgaduanse s Faazdsmasionsimuinsaiagdvlnandivuouiig
fnuaAkaziiute uag Rizwan-ul-hag et al., (2010) pFUNINa s nfivariinalunisdudinis
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aungsivlew oa nsnumelsa (slutathione S-transferases) Fuduouledigaglunisidnansie
YDIHAY

Jorauauuz

Tunsnwadsdelunisasdansnisgnurunilulsuiounazudamenns waznaass
UsrAnsamuesansainananiSewieRidenusunruniuasinudadesneg fnadedsyansninues
ansadnananedluwlasugnusuniluaninasasiely
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