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Evaluation of insecticides for curative, preventive, and 
rotational use on Scirtothrips dorsalis South Asia 1 
(Thysanoptera: Thripidae)
Vivek Kumar1,2,*, Garima Kakkar2,3, Dakshina R. Seal2, Cindy L. McKenzie4,  
and Lance S. Osborne1

Abstract

The chilli thrips, Scirtothrips dorsalis Hood (Thysanoptera: Thripidae), is a cryptic species complex of at least 9 distinct species, 2 (South Asia 1 and 
East Asia 1) of which exist in the USA. To integrate chemical insecticides and mycoinsecticides into the preventive and curative tactics used for S. 
dorsalis, we evaluated 10 older and newer chemical insecticides and 3 mycoinsecticides against S. dorsalis South Asia 1, a dominant member of 
the species complex in the USA. An insecticide was considered effective when it induced greater than 70% mortality of larvae or adults. The older 
insecticides (acetamiprid, clothianidin, thiamethoxam [foliar application], and imidacloprid [drench application]) were found to be efficacious in 
reducing S. dorsalis populations in both curative and preventive situations (≥7 d after treatment). Among insecticides with newer chemistries, 
foliar application of spinetoram, cyantraniliprole, tolfenpyrad, and formulations of chlorantraniliprole + thiamethoxam were effective for both 
preventive and curative control (≥10 d after treatment). Among mycoinsecticides, Isaria fumosorosea Wize (Cordycipitaceae) was effective in sup-
pressing thrips curatively (≥10 d after treatment). In the insecticide rotation field trial, effectiveness of a Chenopodium (Amaranthaceae) extract 
and 3 mycoinsecticides alternated with spinetoram was comparable to spinetoram treatment alone. Because S. dorsalis South Asia 1 is a serious 
pest of several economically important crops in many counties of Florida and Texas, and an emerging pest in California, this study is important 
in providing information to vegetable and ornamental plant growers regarding effective insecticides with different modes of action that can be 
rotated to suppress S. dorsalis, and delay the evolution of insecticide resistance. The results also suggest retention of effective products for an 
extended period in the marketplace.

Key Words: thrips; mycoinsecticide; biopesticide; chemical control; cryptic species; chilli thrips

Resumen

El thrips del chile, Scirtothrips dorsalis Hood (Thysanoptera: Thripidae), es un complejo de especies crípticas de por lo menos 9 especies distintas, 
2 de las cuales (Asia del Sur 1 y Asia Oriental 1) existen en los Estados Unidos. Para integrar insecticidas químicos y micoinsecticidas en las tácticas 
preventivas y curativas utilizadas para S. dorsalis, se evaluaron 10 insecticidas químicos conocidos y nuevos y 3 micoinsecticidas contra S. dorsalis 
(Asia del Sur 1), un tipo dominante del complejo de especies en los Estados Unidos. Se consideró un insecticida eficaz cuando indujo una mortalidad 
superior al 70% de larvas o adultos. Se encontró que los insecticidas conocidos (acetamiprid, clothianidin, thiamethoxam [aplicación foliar] e imida-
cloprid [aplicación remojada]) fueron eficaces para reducir las poblaciones de S. dorsalis en situaciones curativas y preventivas (≥7 dias después del 
tratamiento). Entre los insecticidas con nuevas sustancias químicas, la aplicación foliar de espinetoram, ciantraniliprole, tolfenpirad y formulaciones 
de clorantraniliprole + tiametoxam fueron eficaces tanto para el control preventivo como para el control curativo (≥10 días después del tratamiento). 
Entre los micoinsecticidas, Isaria fumosorosea Wize (Cordycipitaceae) fue eficaz en la supresión de trips con curación (≥10 dias después del tratamien-
to). En la prueba de campo con rotación de insecticidas, la eficacia de un extracto de Chenopodium (Amaranthaceae) y 3 mycoinsecticides alternados 
con espinetoram fue comparable al tratamiento con espinetoram solo. Debido a que S. dorsalis (Asia del Sur 1) es una plaga grave de varios cultivos 
económicamente importantes en muchos condados de Florida y Texas y una plaga emergente en California, este estudio es importante para proveer 
información a los productores de vegetales y ornamentales sobre insecticidas eficaces con diferentes modos de acción que se pueden rotar para 
suprimir S. dorsalis, y retrasar la evolución de la resistencia a los insecticidas. Los resultados también sugieren la retención de productos eficaces 
durante un período prolongado en el mercado.

Palabras Clave: thrips; micoinsecticida; biopesticida; control químico; especies crípticas; thrips de chili
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Chilli thrips, Scirtothrips dorsalis Hood (Thysanoptera: Thripidae), 
is a destructive invasive pest of vegetable, ornamental, and fruit crops 
worldwide (Seal & Kumar 2010; Kumar et al. 2014). Based on the avail-
able record in the Global Pest and Disease Database (GPDD 2011), S. 
dorsalis is extremely polyphagous, feeding on more than 200 plant 
taxa, and is 1 of only 14 species of Thysanoptera known to transmit 
plant-damaging tospoviruses (Riley et al. 2011). High reproductive po-
tential, multivoltine life history, ability to feed and reproduce on mul-
tiple hosts, and adaptation to a wide range of climatic conditions are 
features that make S. dorsalis a major concern for agriculture in many 
countries. Since this pest invaded the USA in 2005, established popu-
lations of S. dorsalis have been reported on numerous hosts from 30 
counties in Florida and 8 counties in Texas, with detections in Alabama, 
Louisiana, and Georgia (Seal et al. 2010; Diffie & Srinivasan 2010; Ku-
mar et al. 2011). During the early years of its invasion, climatological 
modeling to predict distribution in the USA ruled out its establishment 
in the northern part of the country, as S. dorsalis was thought not to 
overwinter in regions having a temperature below −4 °C for 5 d or more 
per year (Nietschke et al. 2008). However, recently S. dorsalis has been 
detected on roses (Rosa spp.; Rosaceae) in California and was overwin-
tering on hydrangeas (Hydrangea spp.; Hydrangeaceae) in New York 
(Dickey et al. 2015).

Recent work has demonstrated that S. dorsalis is a cryptic species 
complex composed of at least 9 members: South Asia 1 and 2; East Asia 
1, 2, 3, and 4; and Australia 1, 2, and 3 (Dickey et al. 2015). In the USA, 
2 of these species have been found so far. South Asia 1, which is native 
to the Indian subcontinent, is known from Florida and Texas. East Asia 
1, which is the second member of this complex in the USA, is native to 
northern Japan, and was initially detected in 2012 in New York (Dickey 
et al. 2015). Because New York was considered well outside the pro-
posed isothermal line of S. dorsalis, detection of this pest in cold re-
gions changes the Cooperative Agricultural Pest Survey (United States 
Department of Agriculture [USDA] Animal and Plant Health Inspection 
Services [APHIS]) prediction model and indicates that establishment 
depends on the origin of the particular cryptic species of S. dorsalis. Be-
cause thrips differ in many life history traits, misidentification can have 
serious ecological, biological, management, and epidemiological con-
sequences. Furthermore, concerns exist about a geographical range 
expansion and potential of this opportunistic pest to cause damage to 
economically important crops in newly invaded regions. For example, 
in New York, East Asia 1 has been found on hydrangeas and azaleas 
(Rhododendron spp; Ericaceae) but not on nearby roses, which are 
considered to be preferred hosts of South Asia 1 in Florida and Texas 
(Dickey et al. 2015). If any of the S. dorsalis species emerges as a major 
pest of the multiple hosts available in the USA, it would add a huge 
economic burden on growers by increasing production costs, attenuate 
our competitiveness in foreign import–export markets, and serve as a 
trade barrier. In the wake of the economic importance of this pest to 
the American horticultural industry, of which California and Florida are 
major contributors, it is essential to take effective steps to safeguard 
our production units and to minimize economic damage.

Development of a knowledge-based integrated pest management 
program is essential for the sustainable management of any pest. 
However, development of an integrated pest management program is 
a multi-step process, and it often takes time to explore the various 
parameters affecting a pest’s population, such as behavior, life history, 
and interaction with other arthropods. To avoid the risk of a sudden 
outbreak of South Asia 1, which is the most widely reported member 
of the S. dorsalis complex in the world (Dickey et al. 2015), and to ad-
vise growers about the best management techniques for this pest, we 
conducted multiple greenhouse and field studies where we evaluated 
several older and newer insecticides. Previously, we conducted studies 

of insecticides available for control of S. dorsalis in St. Lucia (Seal et al. 
2006) and Florida (Seal & Kumar 2010), before it was known to be a 
thrips complex, and these studies were done in haste for the benefit 
of growers suddenly affected with this new pest. Both of these stud-
ies lacked the evaluation of some new classes of products that could 
potentially be used in the management of S. dorsalis. Although older 
chemicals are still commercially available, testing of new materials 
with different modes of action applied alone or in rotation with existing 
insecticides is useful in avoiding directional selection for resistance in S. 
dorsalis populations. Furthermore, reliance on selective classes of in-
secticides for this pest by growers can lead to increased pest tolerance 
to the insecticide (Reddy et al. 1992; Sridhar & Rani 2003; Vanisree et 
al. 2011), resulting in additional insecticide usage and high economic 
input to maintain profitability.

In the current study, we focused our efforts on the search of in-
secticides (chemical and mycoinsecticides) with different modes of ac-
tion to be used in both preventive and curative approaches, or when 
used in rotation. Because the different species of the species complex 
may differ in their characteristics, this study was conducted using only 
South Asia 1. To extend the implication of this study to regions affected 
with South Asia 1 in the USA, thrips samples were obtained from grow-
ers and extension agents from regions currently reported to have S. 
dorsalis infestations, and were identified with morphological and mo-
lecular techniques. The outcome of this study may inhibit the evolution 
of insecticide resistance and cross-resistance by promoting the rota-
tional use of insecticides with different modes of action.

Materials and Methods

INSECT CULTURE AND HOST PLANTS

The S. dorsalis population used in various studies was derived from 
a colony established in 2005 from an infestation on Knock-Out® rose, 
Rosa hybrid Radrazz in south Florida. The colony was maintained in a 
greenhouse at the Tropical Research and Education Center, University 
of Florida, Homestead, Florida (25.50°N, 80.49°W), for several genera-
tions on various hosts (i.e., cotton, Gossypium hirsutum L. [Malvaceae]; 
peanut, Arachis hypogea L. [Fabaceae]; capsicum pepper, Capsicum 
annum L. [Solanaceae]; and Knock-Out® rose). The pest population was 
maintained on all hosts during the study by periodically replacing the 
old plants with young host plants. The host plants for the current stud-
ies were grown from seed in seedling trays in Fafard® 2 Mix (Canadian 
Formula; Sun Gro Horticulture, Agawam, Massachusetts) and placed 
into a plexiglass screened cage (61 cm length × 91 cm width × 61 cm 
height) for about 7 wk. Plants in seedling trays were then transplanted 
into 3.78 L plastic pots. Potted plants were irrigated as needed (about 
3 times per wk) and fertilized once each wk with 5 g of nitrogen-phos-
phorus-potassium (N-P-K): 20-20-20 Multi-Purpose Plus (Diamond R 
Fertilizer, Fort Pierce, Florida).

THRIPS SPECIES DETERMINATION

The thrips specimens collected from Miami-Dade and Hillsborough 
counties, Florida; Los Angeles and Orange counties, California; Harris 
County, Texas; and Barnstable County, Massachusetts, were identi-
fied according to morphological characteristics described by Hoddle 
et al. (2009) using a dissecting microscope at 10× magnification. The 
detailed information on the thrips samples received is included in Table 
1. The identity of thrips specimens was reconfirmed by USDA-APHIS 
entomologist Thomas Skarlinsky (Thysanoptera specialist in the east-
ern USA, Miami, Florida). Molecular characterization of thrips samples 
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was done following protocols of Dickey et al. (2015) using the hTPG 
primer set (heat shock protein 83) at the United States Horticulture 
Research Laboratory, USDA-Agricultural Research Services, Fort Pierce, 
Florida (27.43°N, 80.40°W). Before sequencing, the amplified products 
were cleaned using Montage® PCR clean-up filters (Millipore, Billerica, 
Massachusetts). A quantity of 50 ng of total thrips nuclear DNA was 
used in BigDye® sequencing reactions. All sequencing was performed 
bidirectionally with the amplification primers and BigDye® Terminator 
v.3.1 cycle sequencing kits (Applied Biosystems, Foster City, California). 
Sequence reactions were analyzed on an Applied Biosystems 3730XL 
DNA sequence analyzer and were then compared and edited using 
Sequencher software (Gene Codes, Ann Arbor, Michigan). Species de-
termination was based on direct sequence comparisons using the web-
based National Center for Biotechnology Information BLAST sequence 
comparison application (http://blast.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Blast.cgi).

INSECTICIDE EFFICACY

All studies were conducted either in a greenhouse or in a research 
field at the Tropical Research and Education Center. Insecticide active 
ingredient, trade name, and formulations, Insecticide Resistance Action 
Committee classification, manufacturer, application rates, and applica-
tion methods used in the greenhouse and field trials are listed in Table 2.

Greenhouse Efficacy Trials

Greenhouse trials were conducted to find one or more alternative 
to standard products used for thrips control. The experimental trials 
served to evaluate the efficacy of 10 chemical insecticides and 3 my-
coinsecticides against S. dorsalis on pepper when 1) applied directly 
to the pest population as a curative management approach, and 2) 
used to cause residual or persistence impact on the incipient thrips 
population as a preventive management approach. In trial 1, chemical 
insecticides were evaluated when applied as foliar application; in trial 
2, chemical insecticides were evaluated when applied as drench appli-
cation; and in trial 3, the foliar-applied mycoinsecticides Metarhizium 
anisopliae (Metschnikoff) Sorokin (Clavicipitaceae), Isaria fumosoro-
sea Wize (Cordycipitaceae), and Beauveria bassiana (Bals.-Criv.) Vuill. 
(Cordycipitaceae) were evaluated against S. dorsalis. Spinetoram (Radi-
ant®) was used as a chemical standard in trial 3.

Pepper plants at the incipient stage of thrips infestation but with 
no thrips damage were selected for the preventive studies, whereas 
plants with established populations of thrips larvae and adults were 
used for the curative experiments. The treatments in each of the 3 
trials (chemical: foliar and drench; mycoinsecticide: foliar) were ar-
ranged in a randomized complete block design wherein treated pots 
were spaced 0.45 m apart. In various trials, depending upon the avail-
ability of pepper plants, treatments were replicated 4, 5, or 12 times 
for each experiment; each replicate consisted of 3 plants. Treatments 
were applied at the recommended rate using a small hand-held spray-
er delivering 65.5 mL/m2 at 211 kPa for foliar insecticides, whereas in 
the soil drench each pot received about 100 mL solution of each tested 
material per 3.78 L pot. The leaf turn method (Tomson et al. 2017) 
was used for adult and larval population estimates, and no leave was 
removed from the plant. A population estimate per replicate was made 
by counting the number of larvae and adult thrips on 5 top leaves se-
lected randomly per plant. Treatment assessments in curative experi-
ments (foliar and drench) were made 3, 5, 7, 10, and 15 d after applica-
tion of treatments, and in preventive experiments (foliar and drench) 
assessments were made 3, 7, 10, 15, and 20 d after treatment. Because 
fungal pathogens take time to germinate and show effect, in trial 3 the 
treatment assessments were done 5, 10, 15, and 20 d after treatment 
in both curative and preventive experiments.Ta
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Field Rotational Program

To integrate mycoinsecticide products into management pro-
grams for S. dorsalis, a field study on Jalapeno pepper was conducted 
wherein 3 mycoinsecticides were evaluated alone and in rotation with 
spinetoram, a grower standard for thrips management. In addition to 
the 3 mycoinsecticides, efficacy of a new botanical insecticide (Cheno-
podium ambrosioides L. extract [Amaranthaceae]) was also assessed 
in the field. Treatments evaluated in the study were: 1) Chenopodium 
extract (Requiem® 25EC); 2) M. anisopliae (Met52®); 3) I. fumosorosea 
(NoFly™); 4) I. fumosorosea Apopka Strain 97 (PFR-97™); 5) B. bassiana 
(BotaniGard®); 6) spinetoram (Radiant®); 7) Chenopodium extract in 
rotation with spinetoram; 8) M. anisopliae in rotation with spinetoram; 
9) I. fumosorosea (NoFly™) in rotation with spinetoram; 10) I. fumoso-
rosea (PFR-97™) in rotation with spinetoram; 11) B. bassiana in rota-
tion with spinetoram; and 12) an untreated control.

The study was conducted on a 0.4 ha research plot at the Tropical 
Research and Education Center. The soil type was Krome gravelly loam 
(loamy-skeletal, carbonatic, hypothermic, lithic, udorthents), with a 
pH of 7.4 to 8.4, was 34 to 76% limestone pebbles (>2 mm diameter), 
and had a low organic matter content of <2% (Noble et al. 1996; Li 
2001). Jalapeno pepper seedlings (about 7 wk old) were planted into 
5.0-cm-deep holes on 15-cm-high and 0.91-m-wide beds covered with 
1.5-mil-thick black on black polyethylene mulch (Grower’s Solution 
Co., Cookeville, Tennessee). Experimental plots were randomly select-
ed 9.14 m segments of 3 adjacent beds with 1.83 m separation from 
center to center. The beds were fumigated 2 wk before setting trans-
plants with a mixture containing 67% methyl bromide and 33% chlo-
ropicrin at 246 kg/ha. Seedlings were placed 0.45 m apart within rows 
and drip irrigated with the equivalent of 2.5 cm of precipitation twice 
daily using 2 parallel drip-tube lines (T-systems, DripWorks Inc., Willits, 
California). Granular fertilizer (N-P-K: 6-12-12) was applied at 1,345 kg/
ha in a 10-cm-wide band on each side of the bed center and incorpo-
rated before placement of plastic mulch. Liquid fertilizer (N-P-K: 4-0-8) 
was applied bi-weekly at 0.56 kg of N/ha/d through the drip system.

Plots were arranged in a randomized complete block design with 4 
replications per treatment. A 1.5-m-long untreated planted area sepa-
rated each replicate. Treatments were applied at weekly intervals for 6 
wk using a CO2 backpack sprayer with 2 nozzles per row delivering 665 
L/ha at 211 kPa. Treatments were evaluated by randomly collecting 10 
fully expanded young leaves, 1 leaf per plant, from 10 randomly select-
ed plants per replicate bi-weekly, so that the individual or combined 
effect of both insecticides could be evaluated simultaneously. Leaves 
from each plot were placed into a labeled re-sealable plastic bag (17 × 
22 cm) and transported to the laboratory for further processing. Differ-
ent life stages of thrips in each sample were separated by washing the 
leaves with 75% ethanol and pouring the content through a sieve with 
a 25 µm grating (Seal & Baranowski 1992). The residue in the sieve was 
washed off with 70% alcohol onto a Petri dish and checked under a dis-
secting microscope at 12× magnification to record various life stages of 
thrips in each sample. Scirtothrips dorsalis feeding damage on pepper 
foliage with various treatments was recorded at the end of the study 
(wk 6) by collecting 10 leaves per plot and rating leaves for damage on 
a scale from 0 (no damage) to 5 (severely damaged). Furthermore, the 
treatment effect was also evaluated based on the number of pepper 
flowers and fruits present in each plot where flower numbers were 
recorded 2 wk after initiation of flowering, and fruit numbers at the 
end of the study season.

STATISTICAL ANALYSES

Scirtothrips dorsalis data from the greenhouse trials and insecti-
cides rotation field experiments were analyzed independently using 
a generalized linear mixed model with the SAS® (SAS Institute 2009) 
procedure GLIMMIX. The model was used to determine the effect of 
insecticide treatments, sampling period (time), and their interaction 
on S. dorsalis larval and adult counts, separately (Table 3). Because the 
response variable was count data with no upper bound, in the model 
statement distribution was specified as Poisson. The autoregressive 
correlation structure was applied to account for the correlation in data 

Table 2. Commercially formulated insecticides evaluated against Scirtothrips dorsalis on Jalapeno pepper in greenhouse and field trials.

Insecticide
active ingredient Trade name IRAC classificationa Manufacturer Application rate Application methodb

Thiamethoxam Actara® 4A Syngenta 280.2 g/ha F
Thiamethoxam + chlorantraniliprole Voliam Flexi® 4A/28 Syngenta 420.3 g/ha F
Thiamethoxam + chlorantraniliprole Durivo® 4A/28 Syngenta 876.0 mL/ha D
Thiamethoxam Platinum® 4A Syngenta 730.0 mL/ha D
Acetamiprid Assail® 30SG 4A United Phosphorous 245.1 g/ha F, D
Clothianidin Belay® 4A Valent 210.1 g/ha F
Clothianidin Belay® 50WDG 4A Valent 420.3 g/ha D
Chlorantraniliprole Coragen® 28 Dupont 350.2 g/ha F, D
Cyantraniliprole Cyazypyr™ 28 Dupont 365.0 mL/ha F, D
Tolfenpyrad Hachi-Hachi® 21A SePro   1,533.0 mL/ha F, D
Imidacloprid Provado® 1.6F 4A Bayer Cropscience 273.5 mL/ha F
Imidacloprid Admire® Pro 4A Bayer Cropscience 292.0 mL/ha D
Flupyradifurone Sivanto™ 200SL 4D Bayer Cropscience 730.0 mL/ha F, D
Spinetoram Radiant® SC 5 Dow AgroSciences 584.0 mL/ha F, D
Extract of Chenopodium ambrosioides Requiem® N/A Bayer   4,672.0 mL/ha F
Isaria fumosorosea NoFly™ N/A Natural Industries   1,120.8 g/ha F
Isaria fumosorosea PFR-97™ 20%WDG N/A Certis USA   1,120.8 g/ha F
Metarhizium anisopliae Met 52® EC N/A Novozymes   2,117.0 mL/ha F
Beauveria bassiana strain GHA BotaniGard® ES N/A BioWorks   4,672.0 mL/ha F

aInsecticide Resistance Action Committee (IRAC) classification. N/A, not applicable.
bF = foliar, D = drench; Foliar treatments in greenhouse trials were applied as a full coverage foliar spray using a small hand-held sprayer and in field trial CO2 backpack sprayer 665 L/

ha at 211 kPa. Mycoinsecticides were mixed 30 min before application with regular agitation to make sure the solution is thoroughly dissolved. Drenches were applied by pouring 100 mL 
of the solution evenly over the surface of each pot.
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generated by re-sampling the same experimental unit over time. Dif-
ferences among treatment means were separated using Fisher’s LSD 
test (α = 0.05) in the repeated measures model. One-way ANOVA 
(PROC GLM) was used to compare S. dorsalis feeding damage in differ-
ent treatment plots and to assess the effect of insecticides on number 
of pepper flowers and fruits. The Abbott formula (Abbott 1925) and the 
Henderson–Tilton formula (Henderson & Tilton 1955) were used for 
estimation of thrips mortality in preventive and curative experiments, 
respectively.

Results

THRIPS SPECIES DETERMINATION

The thrips samples collected from different locations in Florida, 
Texas, and California were S. dorsalis South Asia 1, whereas specimens 
collected from Massachusetts were East Asia 1 (Table 1). This is the 
first report of S. dorsalis detected in Massachusetts and the second re-
ported state in the USA (after New York) that has East Asia 1. Sequenc-
es obtained from S. dorsalis samples collected from different parts of 
the USA were deposited in GenBank, and their accession numbers are 
available in Table 1. Apart from S. dorsalis, the other thrips species that 
were detected on roses were Frankliniella tritici Fitch and Frankliniella 
occidentalis Pergande (Thysanoptera: Thripidae).

THRIPS ABUNDANCE IN GREENHOUSE TRIALS

In the greenhouse efficacy trials with chemical insecticides applied 
to foliage or as a soil drench, both of the main effects (treatment and 
time) had significant effects on S. dorsalis (larval and adult) densities 
(Table 3). In the trial with mycoinsecticides, there was a significant ef-
fect of treatment on S. dorsalis population, but no significant effect 
of sampling period was detected, except for larval abundance in the 
preventive experiment. No significant effect of the treatment*time 
interaction was observed on thrips populations in any of the experi-
ments (Table 3). Scirtothrips dorsalis population sizes varied greatly; 
however, significant reductions in thrips numbers were observed in 
all treatments as compared with the untreated control. For making 
recommendations to growers, an insecticide was considered effective 
when mortality exceeded 70% of the thrips life stages during a sam-
pling period.

Chemical Insecticides (Foliar Application)

A significant reduction in the thrips population as compared with 
the untreated control was found in all the treatments except chloran-
traniliprole (Table 4). Among various insecticides applied curatively, 
tolfenpyrad, cyantraniliprole, and clothianidin were effective (mor-
tality >70%) in controlling S. dorsalis (larval and adult) populations 
throughout the study period, whereas thiamethoxam, acetamiprid, 
spinetoram, flupyradifurone, and the formulated combination of 
thiamethoxam + chlorantraniliprole were effective in suppressing S. 
dorsalis (larval and adult) populations until 10 d after application of 
treatments. When treatments were applied preventively, spinetoram, 
clothianidin, and thiamethoxam + chlorantraniliprole were effective 
against S. dorsalis populations until 15 d after treatment (Table 4). 
Spinetoram was the most effective insecticide for foliar treatment.

Chemical Insecticides (Drench Application)

Among various insecticides tested as drench treatments in the cu-
rative strategy, imidacloprid, thiamethoxam, and cyantraniliprole were 
effective in suppressing larval populations of S. dorsalis throughout the 

study period (Table 5). Imidacloprid was the only insecticide that ef-
fectively suppressed adults until 7 d after treatment. In the preventive 
approach, the 2 effective products for keeping the larval population 
under control until the end of the study were imidacloprid and thia-
methoxam + chlorantraniliprole. Other treatments that provided ef-
fective suppression of the larval population for 10 d after treatment or 
longer were flupyradifurone, thiamethoxam, clothianidin, chlorantra-
niliprole, and cyantraniliprole (Table 5). Adults remained suppressed 
for 10 d using imidacloprid and thiamethoxam.

Mycoinsecticides

Curative application of spinetoram (used as the chemical standard 
in the positive control treatment) consistently suppressed S. dorsalis 
populations (mean larval mortality = 98.5%; adult mortality = 93.5%) 
and provided >89% reduction on all the sampling dates (Table 6). 
Among the mycoinsecticides, I. fumosorosea and M. anisopliae were 
effective only in suppressing adults of S. dorsalis throughout the study 
period (adult mortality >75%). Beauveria bassiana was the least effec-
tive of the mycoinseticides, and the efficiency break occurred on the 
5th day post treatment for both the curative and preventive approach. 
Preventive application of spinetoram was the most effective in regu-
lating S. dorsalis populations (larvae and adults) for the entire study 
period, wherein thrips mortality was >81% on all the sampling dates 
(Table 6). Among the mycoinsecticides, I. fumosorosea and M. aniso-
pliae effectively suppressed S. dorsalis larvae for 10 d.

Field Rotational Program

Overlapping generations of S. dorsalis existed on pepper through-
out the study, which explained the significant effects of treatment and 
sampling period. There was no effect of treatment*time interaction 
on the abundance of either S. dorsalis larvae or adults (Table 3). My-
coinsecticides and the Chenopodium extract applied alone did not sig-
nificantly reduce S. dorsalis larval abundance on any of the sampling 
dates when compared with the untreated control (Fig. 1). However, 
when rotated with spinetoram, mycoinsecticides and the Chenopo-
dium extract provided a significant suppression of S. dorsalis larvae 
(compared with the untreated control) on all sampling dates (wk 2: 
F11,144 = 2.79, P = 0.0026; wk 4: F11,144 = 1.58, P = 0.0118; wk 6: F11,144 = 2.14, 
P = 0.0207), and the performance of rotational treatments did not dif-
fer from spinetoram applied alone (mortality >90%) (Table 7). Similar 
results for S. dorsalis adults were observed where the performance 
of mycoinsecticides and Chenopodium extract each applied alone was 
not pronounced (Fig. 2), and spinetoram alone or in rotation with my-
coinsecticides performed better and provided >85% mortality of thrips 
adults on all the sampling dates (Table 7). Significant suppression of S. 
dorsalis adults compared with the untreated control was observed in 
all the spinetoram-treated plots (applied alone or in rotation) in wk 2 
(F11,144 = 1.95, P = 0.0380) and wk 6 (F11,144 = 1.59, P = 0.0169).

All treatments applied alone or in rotation significantly reduced 
S. dorsalis feeding damage on pepper when compared with the un-
treated control (Table 7). Mean numbers of flowers were significantly 
higher in all treated plots (except I. fumosorosea [NoFly™]) than in the 
untreated plots (Table 7). Plants treated with the Chenopodium extract 
and mycoinsecticides in rotation with spinetoram showed more flow-
ers per treated plot than plants treated with a mycoinsecticide alone. 
As was the case with flowers, mean numbers of fruits before harvest 
(irrespective of size and age) were significantly greater on plants treat-
ed with Chenopodium extract and each of the mycoinsecticides in rota-
tion with spinetoram than on plants in treatments without spinetoram 
(Table 7). Plants treated with spinetoram alone had significantly more 
flowers and fruits than plants in any other treatments.
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Discussion

SCIRTOTHRIPS DORSALIS SPECIES COMPLEX IN THE INFESTED 
REGIONS

The small size (<1.5 mm), thigmotactic behavior, and adaptability 
of this thrips to a wide range of climatic conditions help explain its high 
invasiveness and on exotic pest lists of many countries. Results of our 
previous study (Dickey et al. 2015) confirmed that S. dorsalis South 
Asia 1 has invaded at least 2 agriculturally important states of the USA, 
namely Florida and Texas, and the current study confirmed its presence 
in California. The existence of established populations of South Asia 1 
on multiple hosts in S. dorsalis infested regions within the USA suggests 
that this species is more prevalent compared with another member of 
the S. dorsalis species complex, S. dorsalis East Asia 1, which has only 
been reported twice in the past 5 yr on the same host (hydrangea) 
in 2 neighboring eastern states (New York and Massachusetts). Based 
on the invasion history of members of this thrips complex around the 
globe, it appears that South Asia 1 is a thrips with great invasion po-
tential, unlike East Asia 1, which apparently displays a much smaller 
invasion potential (Dickey et al. 2015). To this date, S. dorsalis South 
Asia 1 occurs in India, Pakistan, Bangladesh, Myanmar, Japan, Vietnam, 
Thailand, Israel, and the USA. Within a few years of its introduction in 
Florida, S. dorsalis (later characterized to be South Asia 1) was estab-
lished from the southern to the central region of Florida (Kumar et al. 
2013), and Osborne (2008) reported damage on >50 plant taxa that 
included bedding plants, cut flowers, foliage plants, and perennials 
(mostly ornamental hosts). In south Florida, South Asia 1 was found 
on 11 fruit hosts, some of which had never been reported before as 
reproductive host, suggesting that the host range of this insidious pest 
is continuing to expand as it invades new regions (Kumar et al. 2012).

INSECTICIDE PERFORMANCE

Synthetic insecticide applications have always been the primary 
mode of pest management amongst ornamental growers because of 
the low damage threshold of ornamental plants and zero tolerance for 
export items. Because S. dorsalis is a serious pest of ornamental plants 
in many counties of Florida and Texas, and an emerging pest in Califor-
nia, determination of materials that can be integrated in the current 
management practices for this pest is of paramount importance. The 
current study was initiated when local nurseries in south and central 
Florida had severe infestations of S. dorsalis on multiple ornamental 
and tropical fruit crops. To reduce impacts on various hosts, we empha-
sized the evaluation of potentially suitable insecticides with different 
modes of action that could be used as curative and preventive mea-
sures for the suppression of S. dorsalis South Asia 1, and some of these 
materials were assessed for rotational use.

In the greenhouse trials, we evaluated 10 chemical insecticides (14 
formulations) representing 5 modes of action as defined by the Insec-
ticide Resistance Action Committee (IRAC), and 3 mycoinsecticides. We 
found a range of products that were effective in regulating S. dorsalis 
South Asia 1 populations. To make recommendations to growers, in-
secticides resulting in >70% thrips mortality were considered effective, 
and their properties are summarized in Table 8. Based on the results, 
insecticides belonging to IRAC groups 4A: acetamiprid (Assail®), clo-
thianidin (Belay®), and thiamethoxam (Actara®); 4D: flupyradifurone 
(Sivanto™); 21A: tolfenpyrad (Hachi-Hachi®); 28: cyantraniliprole 
(Cyazypyr™); and a premix formulation of 4A and 28: thiamethoxam + 
chlorantraniliprole (Voliam Flexi®) can be recommended to growers for 
use as foliar sprays in suppressing adult and larval S. dorsalis popula-
tions for >7 d. Among these insecticides, similar efficacy during drench Ta
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application was observed only for imidacloprid (Admire® Pro), whereas 
other products were effective only in controlling thrips larvae. For the 
purpose of preventing populations from developing (prophylactic mea-
sures), foliar applications of insecticides belonging to IRAC groups 4A: 
thiamethoxam, clothianidin; 4D: flupyradifurone; 21A: tolfenpyrad; 
28: cyantraniliprole; and a premix formulation of 4A and 28: thiameth-
oxam + chlorantraniliprole, and drench application of flupyradifurone 
and imidacloprid, can be recommended.

Foliar applications of spinetoram (Radiant®) (IRAC group 5) can 
be used in both curative and preventive management programs for 

S. dorsalis, because it was effective for more than 10 d and was one 
of the few insecticides that eliminated the S. dorsalis population from 
treated plants during the study period. Similar results on the efficacy of 
spinetoram for S. dorsalis management were reported by Seal & Kumar 
(2010), indicating it is still one of the most effective tools growers have 
for management of S. dorsalis.

Thrips mortality due to mycoinsecticides was lower than that 
caused by the chemical standard (spinetoram), but mycoinsecticides 
provided suppressive control ranging from 47 to 70%, 55 to 83%, and 
68 to 86% when used as a curative measure in 3 treatments involving 

Fig. 1. Mean numbers of Scirtothrips dorsalis larvae per 10 leaf samples of Jalapeno pepper treated with different insecticides. Solid lines represent treatments 
where 1 insecticide was applied alone, and dashed lines show treatments of 2 insecticides applied in rotation. Same color solid and dashed lines represent same 
insecticide applied alone or in rotation with spinetoram.

Table 7. Mortality of Scirtothrips dorsalis larvae and adults on Jalapeno pepper treated with various regimes of insecticides.

Treatment

Mean mortality (%)

Damage ratinga Mean no. of flowersb Mean no. of fruitsbLarvae Adults

Beauveria bassiana 40.3 5.3 1.87b 16.25de 14.25e
Chenopodium extract 64.3 10.6 1.87b 18.75cd 16.0de
Isaria fumosorosea (NoFly™) 55.6 20.3 2.08b 15.0ef 15.75de
Isaria fumosorosea (PFR-97™) 42.0 20.3 1.87b 17.50d 16.50d
Metarhizium anisopliae 69.6 30.3 1.87b 17.25de 16.0de
Spinetoram 100.0 97.3 0.0c 25.25a 26.0a
Beauveria bassiana + spinetoram 98.3 91.6 1.16b 20.50bc 21.50b
Chenopodium extract + spinetoram 100.0 96.6 1.25b 21.50b 20.25bc
Isaria fumosorosea (NoFly™) + spinetoram 100.0 94.3 1.45b 21.0bc 20.75bc
Isaria fumosorosea (PFR-97™) + spinetoram 93.3 94.6 1.45b 20.50bc 18.75bc
Metarhizium anisopliae + spinetoram 100.0 89.0 1.25b 22.0b 20.25bc
Untreated control N/A N/A 3.75a 13.50f 11.0f

Means values followed by different letters in a column are significantly different (Fisher’s LSD test, P < 0.05). N/A, not applicable.
aValues represent mean damage observed on pepper plants on the last sampling day.
bValues represent numbers observed on pepper plants on the last sampling day.
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B. bassiana (mean larval mortality: 54.7%; adult mortality: 67.7%), M. 
anisopliae (larval mortality: 60.7%; adult mortality: 78.7%), or I. fumos-
orosea (larval mortality: 72.7%; adult mortality: 84.0%), respectively. 
Greater thrips mortalities in curative applications than in preventive 
applications could be due to the active spores on the upper leaf surface 
(adaxial side) and their spread (via conidia or blastospores) from affect-
ed individuals to the unaffected individuals on both abaxial and adaxial 
leaf surfaces. However, in preventive applications, the mortality occurs 
only due to the residual spores present on the leaf surfaces, which can 
dehydrate or become inviable before the insects occur, resulting in low 
rates of infection in arriving thrips.

Greater mortality among larvae than adults may be explained by 
adults being able to escape mycoinsecticide treatments, unlike thrips 
larvae, which roam around the spore-treated plant surface and have 
a higher probability of becoming exposed to the spores than adults. 
Our results indicate that mycoinsecticides are better suited for curative 
than preventive applications. Among the 3 mycoinsecticides tested, I. 
fumosorosea was the most effective against S. dorsalis, suggesting that 
in the greenhouse and nursery environments, I. fumosorosea can be 
efficiently integrated into management of this pest, and can serve as 
an important tool for organic growers.

In its native region, S. dorsalis populations have been found to 
be resistant to a range of chemical classes including organochlorine 
(dichlorodiphenyltrichloroethane, benzene hexachloride, and endo-
sulfan), organophosphate (acephate, dimethoate, phosalone, methyl-
o-demeton, and triazophos), and carbamate insecticides (carbaryl) 
(Reddy et al. 1992; Sridhar & Rani 2003; Vanisree et al. 2011). Thus, 
it is imperative to evaluate newer classes of insecticides and integrate 
them in a management program to minimize the risk of the progressive 
assembly of genes for resistance through selection.

Thiamethoxam is a neonicotinoid precursor that is converted to 
clothianidin in insects and plants (Nauen et al. 2003). It is a second 
generation neonicotinoid compound that disrupts the binding of the 
insect neurotransmitter acetylcholine at its nicotinic acetylcholine re-
ceptors present at the post-synaptic cell junctures. Thiamethoxam is a 
broad-spectrum insecticide known for its activity against many pests, 
including thrips (Teague et al. 1999; Jacobson & Hara 2003; Aslam et 
al. 2004; Larral & Ripa 2007; Seal & Kumar 2010; McKenzie et al. 2015). 
Chlorantraniliprole and cyantraniliprole are novel anthranilic diamide 
insecticides that selectively bind to the ryanodine receptors in muscle 
cells, resulting in the uncontrolled release of calcium stores (Lahm et 
al. 2005). They cause depletion of calcium, feeding cessation, lethargy, 
muscle paralysis, and ultimately death of target organisms (Cordova et 
al. 2006; Lahm et al. 2007). Flupyradifurone is the first member of the 
newly created IRAC subgroup 4D (Nauen et al. 2015), which belongs 
to the butenolide chemical class. It contains a novel bioactive scaffold 
isolated from the medicinal plant Stemona japonica (Blume) Miq. (Ste-
monaceae). Tolfenpyrad is a broad-spectrum contact insecticide with 
a pyrazole carboxamide structure. It acts as a mitochondrial electron 
transport inhibitor and affects respiration of the target pests resulting 
in rapid insecticidal responses such as cessation of feeding, cessation 
of movement, and lack of fecundity. From the current study, it was 
apparent that the S. dorsalis South Asia 1 population was susceptible 
to several groups of insecticides, among which the older insecticides 
acetamiprid, clothianidin, and imidacloprid had a long residual impact. 
So, to keep these chemicals in the marketplace, it is important to use 
them in rotation programs. The premix insecticide chlorantraniliprole 
+ thiamethoxam showed promising results against larval and adult 
stages, but such insecticides should be used with care, as the non-judi-
cious use of such premixes can result in the selection of resistance to 2 

Fig. 2. Mean numbers of Scirtothrips dorsalis adults per 10 leaf samples of Jalapeno pepper treated with different insecticides. Solid lines represent treatments 
where 1 insecticide was applied alone, and dashed lines show treatments of 2 insecticides applied in rotation. Same color solid and dashed lines represent same 
insecticide applied alone or in rotation with spinetoram.

Downloaded From: https://bioone.org/journals/Florida-Entomologist on 24 Apr 2024
Terms of Use: https://bioone.org/terms-of-use



Kumar et al.: Management of Scirtothrips dorsalis South Asia 1 645

mode of action classes. In the experiments where foliar-applied (non-
systemic) insecticides such as spinetoram and tolfenpyrad were used 
as drench applications, effective suppression of the thrips population 
was observed for the next few days. We speculate that such thrips sup-
pression could be due to the movement of thrips to the soil in search 
of food and in preparation for pupation, leading to direct and indirect 
contact with the product, causing death.

In the insecticide rotation field trial, we found that the Cheno-
podium extract and the 3 mycoinsecticides when used alone did not 
provide effective suppression of S. dorsalis South Asia 1 populations; 
consequently, flower and fruit numbers in these plots were sparse, rel-
ative to the chemical standard (spinetoram). But when alternated with 
spinetoram, the effectiveness of these treatments was comparable to 
the spinetoram treatment. This finding suggests that the use of such 
effective chemistries can be reduced by half or even more by incorpo-
rating mycoinsecticides in the thrips management program, provided 
weather conditions are conducive to mycoinsecticides spore germina-
tion and growth. The use of chemical applications for thrips manage-
ment can also be reduced by integrating biological control agents such 
as Amblyseius swirskii Athias-Henriot (Mesostigmata: Phytoseiidae) 
and Orius insidiosus (Say) (Hemiptera: Anthocoridae), which have been 
found effective in regulating several thrips species in both protected 
and open field conditions in Florida agroecosystems (Arthurs et al. 
2009; Srivastava et al. 2014; Kakkar et al. 2016). The older chemistries 
tested in this study (acetamiprid, imidacloprid) have been reported to 
have moderate to harmful impact on aforementioned 2 thrips preda-
tors (Studebaker & Kring 2003; Cloyd & Bethke 2011; Srivastava et al. 
2014; Roubos et al. 2014; Biobest 2017), which further encourages the 
integration of novel groups with low toxicity to natural enemies in the 
thrips management program. Further research needs to be conducted 
to develop the best management program to reduce the application 
frequency of spinetoram, including its integration with the use of my-
coinsecticides.

In conclusion, our limited survey records from the S. dorsalis in-
fested regions confirmed that in the USA, South Asia 1 has a wider 
distribution than East Asia 1. At present, multiple insecticides are 
available from different chemical classes for regulating their popula-
tions. However, to maintain their efficacy for a long period, growers 
should consider rotating insecticides with different modes of action. 
We believe that this study can serve as a springboard for implementing 
management strategies for S. dorsalis South Asia 1 and help growers 
to integrate insecticides in the preventive and curative tactics used for 
thrips management in the affected regions.

Acknowledgments

We thank the members of the Vegetable IPM Laboratory at the 
Tropical Research and Education Center, University of Florida, including 
Cathie Sabines and Charles Carter for their technical assistance. Also, we 
thank Dr. Lucky Mehra for assisting in the statistical analysis and 2 anony-
mous reviewers for their constructive criticism and helpful suggestions. 
This study was funded by a USDA Cooperative State Research, Education, 
and Extension Service special grant for the project “Distribution of Scirto-
thrips dorsalis in the Caribbean Region and the development of chemical 
and biological methods to manage this pest.” In addition, financial sup-
port was provided by the Florida Agricultural Experiment Station and 
the Center for Tropical Agriculture of the University of Florida. Mention 
of a trademark or proprietary product does not constitute a guarantee 
or warranty of the product by the University of Florida or United States 
Department of Agriculture and does not imply its approval to the exclu-
sion of other products that may also be suitable.Ta

bl
e 

8.
 C

ho
ic

es
 o

f i
ns

ec
tic

id
es

 fo
r 

ro
ta

tio
na

l u
se

 a
ga

in
st

 S
ci

rt
ot

hr
ip

s 
do

rs
al

is
 S

ou
th

 A
si

a 
1.

 A
n 

in
se

cti
ci

de
 w

as
 c

on
si

de
re

d 
eff

ec
tiv

e 
w

he
n 

m
or

ta
lit

y 
ex

ce
ed

ed
 7

0%
 fo

r 
th

ri
ps

 li
fe

 s
ta

ge
s.

A
cti

ve
 In

gr
ed

ie
nt

Tr
ad

e 
N

am
e

M
od

e 
of

 a
cti

on

Re
si

du
al

 e
ffi

ca
cy

 (d
)

Cu
ra

tiv
e

Re
si

du
al

 e
ffi

ca
cy

 (d
)

Pr
ev

en
tiv

e

Fo
lia

r
So

il
Fo

lia
r

So
il

A
du

lts
La

rv
ae

A
du

lts
La

rv
ae

A
du

lts
La

rv
ae

A
du

lts
La

rv
ae

A
ce

ta
m

ip
ri

d
A

ss
ai

l®
N

ic
oti

ni
c 

ac
et

yl
ch

ol
in

e 
re

ce
pt

or
 d

is
ru

pt
or

15
10

0
10

10
15

0
7

Cl
ot

hi
an

id
in

Be
la

y®
, B

el
ay

® 
50

W
D

G
N

ic
oti

ni
c 

ac
et

yl
ch

ol
in

e 
re

ce
pt

or
 d

is
ru

pt
or

15
15

0
5

15
15

0
10

Ch
lo

ra
nt

ra
ni

lip
ro

le
Co

ra
ge

n®
Ry

an
od

in
e 

re
ce

pt
or

 m
od

ul
at

or
15

3
0

5
3

15
3

10
Cy

an
tr

an
ili

pr
ol

e
Cy

az
yp

yr
™

Ry
an

od
in

e 
re

ce
pt

or
 m

od
ul

at
or

15
15

0
15

10
15

3
10

Fl
up

yr
ad

ifu
ro

ne
Si

va
nt

o™
N

ic
oti

ni
c 

ac
et

yl
ch

ol
in

e 
re

ce
pt

or
 c

om
pe

titi
ve

 m
od

ul
at

or
10

15
0

10
7

15
7

15
Im

id
ac

lo
pr

id
Pr

ov
ad

o®
, A

dm
ire

® 
Pr

o
N

ic
oti

ni
c 

ac
et

yl
ch

ol
in

e 
re

ce
pt

or
 d

is
ru

pt
or

10
7

7
15

0
10

10
20

Sp
in

et
or

am
Ra

di
an

t®
N

ic
oti

ni
c 

ac
et

yl
ch

ol
in

e 
re

ce
pt

or
 a

llo
st

er
ic

 m
od

ul
at

or
15

10
5

3
15

20
0

7
To

lfe
np

yr
ad

H
ac

hi
-H

ac
hi

®
M

ito
ch

on
dr

ia
l e

le
ct

ro
n 

tr
an

sp
or

t i
nh

ib
ito

rs
15

15
0

5
10

15
15

0
Th

ia
m

et
ho

xa
m

A
ct

ar
a®

, P
la

tin
um

®
N

ic
oti

ni
c 

ac
et

yl
ch

ol
in

e 
re

ce
pt

or
 d

is
ru

pt
or

10
10

0
15

15
10

10
15

Th
ia

m
et

ho
xa

m
 +

 C
hl

or
an

tr
an

ili
pr

ol
e

Vo
lia

m
 F

le
xi

®,
 D

ur
iv

o®
M

ul
tip

le
 m

od
es

10
10

3
10

15
15

0
20

Be
au

ve
ria

 b
as

si
an

a
Bo

ta
ni

G
ar

d®
N

/A
0

0
—

—
0

0
—

—
M

et
ar

hi
zi

um
 a

ni
so

pl
ia

e
M

et
52

®
N

/A
20

0
—

—
0

10
—

—
Is

ar
ia

 fu
m

os
or

os
eu

s
PF

R-
97

™
N

/A
20

10
—

—
0

10
—

—

N
/A

, n
ot

 a
pp

lic
ab

le
.

Downloaded From: https://bioone.org/journals/Florida-Entomologist on 24 Apr 2024
Terms of Use: https://bioone.org/terms-of-use



646 2017 — Florida Entomologist — Volume 100, No. 3

References Cited

Abbott WS. 1925. A method of computing the effectiveness of an insecticide. 
Journal of Economic Entomology 18: 265–267.

Arthurs S, McKenzie CL, Chen J, Doğramaci M, Brennan M, Houben K, Osborne 
L. 2009. Evaluation of Neoseiulus cucumeris and Amblyseius swirskii (Acari: 
Phytoseiidae) as biological control agents of chilli thrips, Scirtothrips dorsalis 
(Thysanoptera: Thripidae) on pepper. Biological Control 49: 91–96.

Aslam M, Razaq M, Shah SA, Ahmad F. 2004. Comparative efficacy of different 
insecticides against sucking pests of cotton. Journal of Research (Science) 
15: 53–58.

Biobest. 2017. Side Effect Manual. Available online: http://www.biobestgroup.
com/en/side-effect-manual (last accessed 03 Feb 2017).

Cloyd RA, Bethke JA. 2011. Impact of neonicotinoid insecticides on natural en-
emies in greenhouse and interiorscape environments. Pest Management 
Science 67: 3–9.

Cordova D, Benner EA, Sacher MD, Rauh JJ, Sopa JS, Lahm GP, Selby TP, Steven-
son TM, Flexner L, Gutteridge S. 2006. Anthranilic diamides: a new class 
of insecticides with a novel mode of action, ryanodine receptor activation. 
Pesticide Biochemistry and Physiology 84: 196–214.

Dickey AM, Kumar V, Hoddle MS, Funderburk JE, Morgan JK, Jara-Cavieres A, 
Shatters RG Jr, McKenzie CL, Osborne LS. 2015. The Scirtothrips dorsalis 
species complex: endemism and invasion in a global pest. PLoS ONE 10: 
e0123747.

Diffie S, Srinivasan R. 2010. Occurrence of Leucothrips furcatus, Scirtothrips dor-
salis and Tenothrips frici (Thysanoptera: Thripidae) previously unreported 
from Georgia. Journal of Entomological Science 45: 394–396.

GPDD (Global Pest and Disease Database). 2011. Report on GPDD Pest ID 1276 
Scirtothrips dorsalis . United States Department of Agriculture, Animal and 
Plant Health Inspection Services.

Henderson CF, Tilton EW. 1955. Tests with acaricides against the brown wheat 
mite. Journal of Economic Entomology 48: 157–161.

Hoddle MS, Mound LA, Paris DL. 2009. Scirtothrips dorsalis, Thrips of California. 
University of California, California, USA. Available at: http://keys.lucidcen-
tral.org/keys/v3/thrips_of_california/data/key/thysanoptera/Media/Html/
browse_species/Scirtothrips_dorsalis.htm (last accessed 14 Mar 2016).

Jacobson CM, Hara AH. 2003. Control of coconut mealybug infesting fishtail 
palms with acetamiprid, chlorpyrifos, and thiamethoxam. Arthropod Man-
agement Tests 28: G29.

Kakkar G, Kumar V, Seal DR, Liburd OE, Stansly P. 2016. Predation by Neoseiulus 
cucumeris and Amblyseius swirskii on Thrips palmi and Frankliniella schul-
tzei on cucumber. Biological Control 92: 85–91.

Kumar V, Seal DR, Schuster DJ, McKenzie CL, Osborne LS, Maruniak J, Zhang S. 
2011. Scirtothrips dorsalis (Thysanoptera: Thripidae): Scanning electron mi-
crographs of key taxonomic traits and a preliminary morphometric analysis 
of the general morphology of populations of different continents. Florida 
Entomologist 94: 941–955.

Kumar V, Seal DR, Kakkar G, McKenzie CL, Osborne LS. 2012. New tropical fruit 
hosts of Scirtothrips dorsalis (Thysanoptera: Thripidae) and its relative abun-
dance on them in south Florida. Florida Entomologist 95: 205–207.

Kumar V, Kakkar G, McKenzie CL, Seal RD, Osborne LS. 2013. An overview of 
chilli thrips, Scirtothrips dorsalis (Thysanoptera: Thripidae) biology, distri-
bution and management, pp. 53–77 In Soloneski S, Larramendy M [eds.], 
Weed and Pest Control: Conventional and New Challenges. InTech, Croatia, 
open access publisher. DOI: 10.5772/55045.

Kumar V, Kakkar G, Seal DR, McKenzie CL, Colee J, Osborne LS. 2014. Tempo-
ral and spatial distribution of an invasive thrips species Scirtothrips dorsalis 
(Thysanoptera: Thripidae). Crop Protection 55: 80–90.

Lahm GP, Selby TP, Freudenberger JH, Stevenson TN, Myers BJ, Seburyamo 
G, Smith BK, Flexner L, Clark CE, Cordova D. 2005. Insecticidal anthranilic 
diamides: a new class of potent ryanodine receptor activators. Medicinal 
Chemistry Letters 15: 4898–4906.

Lahm GP, Stevenson TM, Selby TP, Freudenberger JH, Dubas CM, Smith BK, Cor-
dova D, Flexner L, Clark CE, Bellin CA, Hollingshaus JG. 2007. Rynaxypyr®: a 
new anthranilic diamide insecticide acting at the rynanodine receptor, pp. 
111–120 In Ohkawa H, Miyagawa H, Lee PW [eds.], Pesticide Chemistry, 
Crop Protection, Public Health, and Environmental Safety. Wiley-VCH Verlag 
GmbH & Co. KGaA, Weinheim, Germany.

Larral P, Ripa R. 2007. Evaluation of pesticide effectiveness on the control of 
Heliothrips haemorrhoidalis (Thysanoptera: Thripidae) on avocado trees 

(Persea americana Mill.). Proceedings of the VI World Avocado Congress, 
Chile, 12–16 Nov 2007. ISBN No 978–956–17–0413–8.

Li Y. 2001. Calcareous soils in Miami-Dade County. A publication of the Soil and 
Water Science Department, Florida Cooperative Extension Service, Institute 
of Food and Agricultural Sciences, University of Florida, Fact Sheet SL no. 
183.

McKenzie CL, Kumar V, Palmer CL, Oetting RD, Osborne LS. 2015. Chemical class 
rotations for control of Bemisia tabaci (Hemiptera: Aleyrodidae) on poinset-
tia and their effect on cryptic species population composition. Pest Manage-
ment Science 70: 1573–1587.

Nauen N, Ebbinghaus-Kintscher U, Salgado VL, Kaussmann M. 2003. Thiameth-
oxam is a neonicotinoid precursor converted to clothianidin in insects and 
plants. Pesticide Biochemistry and Physiology 76: 55–69.

Nauen R, Jeschke P, Velten R, Beck ME, Ebbinghaus-Kintscher U, Thielert W, Wol-
fel K, Haas M, Kunz K, Raupach G. 2015. Flupyradifurone: a brief profile of a 
new butenolide insecticide. Pest Management Science 71: 850–62.

Nietschke BS, Borchert DM, Magarey RD, Ciomperlik MA. 2008. Climatological 
potential for Scirtothrips dorsalis (Thysanoptera: Thripidae) establishment 
in the United States. Florida Entomologist. 91: 79–86.

Noble CVR, Drew RW, Slabaugh V. 1996. Soil survey of Dade County area, Flori-
da. USDA, Natural Resource Conservation Service, Washington, D.C.

Osborne LS. 2008. Chilli thrips, Scirtothrips dorsalis Hood. http://mrec.ifas.ufl.
edu/lso/thripslinks.htm (last accessed 23 Sep 2015).

Reddy GPV, Prasad VD, Rao RS. 1992. Relative resistance in chilli thrips, Scirto-
thrips dorsalis Hood populations in Andhra Pradesh to some conventional 
insecticides. Indian Journal of Plant Protection 20: 218–222.

Riley DG, Joseph SV, Srinivasan R, Diffie S. 2011. Thrips vectors of tospoviruses. 
Journal of Integrated Pest Management 1: 1–10.

Roubos CR, Rodriguez-Saona C, Holdcraft R, Mason KS, Isaacs R. 2014. Relative 
toxicity and residual activity of insecticides used in blueberry pest manage-
ment: mortality of natural enemies. Journal of Economic Entomology 107: 
277–285.

SAS Institute. 2009. SAS® User Guide Version 8.0.1. SAS Institute, Cary, North 
Carolina.

Seal DR, Baranowski RM. 1992. Effectiveness of different insecticides for the 
control of melon thrips, Thrips palmi Karny (Thysanoptera: Thripidae). Pro-
ceedings of Florida Horticultural Society 105: 315–319.

Seal DR, Kumar V. 2010. Biological responses of chilli thrips, Scirtothrips dorsalis 
Hood (Thysanoptera: Thripidae), to various regimes of chemical and biora-
tional insecticides. Crop Protection 29: 1241–1247.

Seal DR, Ciomperlik MA, Richards ML, Klassen W. 2006. Comparative effective-
ness of chemical insecticides against the chilli thrips, Scirtothrips dorsalis 
Hood (Thysanoptera: Thripidae), on pepper and their compatibility with 
natural enemies. Crop Protection 25: 949–955.

Seal DR, Klassen W, Kumar V. 2010. Biological parameters of Scirtothrips dorsalis 
(Thysanoptera: Thripidae) on selected hosts. Environmental Entomology 39: 
1389–1398.

Sridhar V, Rani BJ. 2003. Relative resistance in open and greenhouse popula-
tions of Scirtothrips dorsalis Hood (Thysanoptera: Thripidae) on rose to di-
methoate and acephate. Resistant Pest Management Newsletter 12: 62–64.

Srivastava M, Funderburk J, Olson S, Demirozer O, Reitz S. 2014. Impacts on 
natural enemies and competitor thrips of insecticides against the western 
flower thrips (Thysanoptera: Thripidae) in fruiting vegetables. Florida Ento-
mologist 97: 337–347.

Studebaker GE, Kring TJ. 2003. Effects of insecticides on Orius insidiosus (Hemip-
tera: Anthocoridae), measured by field, greenhouse, and Petri dish bioas-
says. Florida Entomologist 86: 178–185.

Teague TG, Tugwell NP, Lorenz GM, Kirkpatrick TL. 1999. Mortality of boll weevil, 
Anthonomus grandis Boheman, on seedling cotton treated with in-furrow 
insecticides and nematicides, pp. 255–258 In Oosterhuis DM [ed.]. Proceed-
ings of the Cotton Research Meeting, Arkansas Agricultural. Experiment 
Station, Special Report 193. University of Arkansas, Fayetteville, Arkansas.

Tomson M, Sahayaraj K, Kumar V, Avery P, McKenzie CL, Osborne LS. 2017. Mass 
rearing and augmentative biological control evaluation of Rhynocoris fusci-
pes (Hemiptera: Reduviidae) against multiple pests of cotton. Pest Manage-
ment Science (in press). DOI: 10.1002/ps.4532.

Vanisree PR, Upendhar S, Ramachandra Rao G, Srinivasa Rao V. 2011. Insecticide 
resistance in chilli thrips, Scirtothrips dorsalis (Hood) in Andhra Pradesh, pp, 
22–25 In Harrison B [ed.], Resistant Pest Management Newsletter no. 2. 
Center for Integrated Plant Systems (CIPS), Michigan State University, East 
Lansing, Michigan.

Downloaded From: https://bioone.org/journals/Florida-Entomologist on 24 Apr 2024
Terms of Use: https://bioone.org/terms-of-use


