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Sugarcane insect pest management:

Use of natural enemies for biclogical comntrol of

sugarcane moth borers A
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The population dynamics of sugarcane moth borers, especially

Chilo infuscatellus, Chilo sacchariphagus and Sesamia inferens and their

parasites were determined under fleld condition at Nakhon Pathom,Thailand.
The investigations included various aspects on population of sugarcane
moth borers and their associated parasites. This investigation revealed
that population of sugarcane moth borers was present in the sugarcane

field throughout ths years. Trichogramma chilotraese and Apanteles

flavipes were the most important parasites and nlayed obvious role in

the regulation of the sugarcane moth borers populations.
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Table 1 MNatural enemies complexes of sugarcane moth borers.

Sugarcane

moth borers

Natural enemies

Barasites

Pradators

Egg parasifes

Trichogramma chilotraeae

B

Trichogramma confusum

Telenmus sp.

Larval parasites

Cotesia flavipes

Tetrastrichus sp.

fref
i

asmus zehntneri

Stencobracon deesas

nidentified tachinid

Pupal parasites

Xanthopimpla sp.

Tetrastichus ayyari

Tetrastichus sp.,

Anthicus ruficallis

Proreus similans

Paederus fuscipes

Spider

Mantid
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