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Spodoptera frugiperda (J.E. Smith)
Maize varieties on infestation of fall armyworm,
Spodoptera frugiperda (J.E. Smith)
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Abstract

The fall armyworm, Spodoptera frugiperda (J.E. Smith) is the exotic pest species
that has severe outbreaks in Thailand. Objective to study corn variety on infestation of
fall armyworm, S. frugiperda in 3 varieties as tien waxy corn, sweet corn hybrid jumbo
sweet F1, and sweet glutinous corn hybrids sweet white 25 F1, that included 3
treatments, 12 replications per treatment with completely randomized design (CRD).
The results were that the fall armyworm, S. frugiperda infested on the tien waxy corn
and sweet glutinous corn hybrids sweet white 25 F1. The infestation of tien waxy corn
was found on 51 - 65 days of age (0.17%). Sweet glutinous corn hybrids sweet white 25
F1 found on 44 - 65 days of age (0.08%). The S. frugiperda infested on each variety and
all ages. The infestation affects the height of corn stalks in all varieties. The sweet comn
hybrid jumbo sweet F1 was the highest decreasing on the height of stalk. Infestation
caused a significantly reduced the width of leaf in all varieties and all ages of maize,

which is the most effected of leaf width found on tien waxy corn more than others.

Keywords: fall armyworm; corn; the exotic pest



174
MsEsmANendesvigFosidn: nermansuazmalulad Uil 6 atudl 3 wuwih 173-183
Journal of Roi Et Rajabhat University: Science and Technology 6(3), 173-183

unAnga

vuounseyd e (Spodoptera frugiperda (J.E.Smith) 1uusasingfiusinsiu
aeRugifinisszunsuusilulsemAlne mafnwiiingusrasdidiofnuaeiudivinase
nsivhangvesmueunsyyitlnaaeyn Tuiilne 3 areiug Ao drlweiiew d1ilwaninu
anuaudulUain F1 uagdilnatawmiemmmugnuanainliv 25 F1 1ageununivaaauwuy
duanysal (completely randomized design; CRD) 313 12 i WunweUNIEYI1lnAaeqn
Wvhangaduvesdnlnaiisuuastalnatrimilemvugnuaainlim 25 F1 usldvitanedn
Fudnlnavugnuasduly an F1 Tnednlnaiisuddugnihanedlony 51 - 65 Yu (0.17
%) dwdnlnadrvidewnugnaauainliv 25 F1 wueny 44 - 65 1 (0.08 %) wueunIey)
d1lneaeyn denuludnlnaynaigiugiasniieeny nsviagdransEnuseAINgves
Ssudmlnalunnaneiug $1ilwavugnranduly ain F1 danugeanawnniign mshane
fnavilvinuninwesluanasegrestniulunnaneiuguasniens lagdwansenudeuuia
anunhevedluinlnafisusnniigs

AdAey: vuaunsey); U1lne; wiasdngivesinediu
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nsugninlnavszaudgmuiieuasdngiivdniaty dwalinandntninnanas
Tnessnuanunsainisndsvesilnalulssmdalneanas ieswinnisdvhatsvemuey
ﬂisﬁﬁhqﬁuawﬂ’uﬁ:%’ﬂwmm8@;@1 (Spodoptera frugiperda (J. E. Smith)) §ai5unun1sszunn
T3l donpgasiunisuduseuvasgudfnnunavuiledymdefviniunisinens inuasns
Huantninavesusemealng lnsanzd1ilneeigUszann 30 Ju Widanuaniunisainis
szUInvamUBUNIEdIlNna1ega waziise s dnaulangniivvesmulesesiasiniane
desmnuainunsssuinesuounssydnlnaarsgaluiiuiivgninlnanats fmanis
AAwmianauae A1Ana1s kaznianuan lneanizludmindunanes inysysal 1303
Wwalan uATaITIA AN qluve ansang N1yIuy3 anssays Touin assus uwas
wszunsaiogsen (Hudu daududalusdousarAvundeulusiuing adeendemeetiis
N11992197 e vNaT13lnA (Goergen et al,, 2016) dn15unsszunlugania 40 Usginelu
wo3n" (Nagoshi et al,, 2018) § 2017 Angfivviindldund szunluiuiivgninlnaves
Useineodlolouseunm 2.6 a1uLenans (Assefa, 2018) LLazuaﬂQWﬂﬁﬁuﬁﬂqﬂsﬁnTwm 2.9
a1uENANS QnvueuU S. frugiperda denaligidenandnuinnidi 134,000 fu (Kassiet et al,
2020) S¥8EfNUBUIBY S. frugiperda YaneWse1ms 353 ¥llaan 76 294 laglanizt1alneg
112919 mﬁﬂwa%ﬁaﬁma“ﬂw (Hardke et al,, 2015; Montezano et al., 2018) nusuilanuay
lamzs Msiedeudned awnsaunsnszaelui wasddnenwlunisduiuggs Iuilrans
‘mmsﬂ,uwa,mmmmaﬂsumiuLLiﬂumamsw%mLLamammummwmmimmu WAEIvinli
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msfdavinlsiendnde (Prasanna et al, 2018) Fanusunszyidlnaatsan [Wuuuasdngi
ddyresinlng vhanednlnadusenguszann 7 $u aunseitieentln Tnsflideasndlivuly
d19lwn uoufifinosnanly axdniudedoluluvasfitmususadn uasilodmusulatuay
inlufnAumeludiuuasyinlidduresininadulnaanieugluadlunuian ansved e
Snwaziiuandifudusmuddiu msiivusuansdilulududmaliisinguniefidnume
uAsELNTY MTidevoognsgunsaninsoneld fafugeauagluinnavinliduseune duld
Wwiaaule dnlalaysal (Wrigth et al, 2012) minszuInsuusRzilinandadeniedia 73 %
Yoefiud Fednfuegabsiagdosiniunsmuny JesfunazidaneuAnnsssuinguuss
Aeunelifiinanuidomoundnlnaivgnauliannsaiuifsanandnld andeyauay
Anudddana1Itisiy wandliiiuin vueunszidlnnatsgaidunasdngied o
Audndyedisbaianisugninalng Feganmsinuuieiiuuasisialulssmalnelsifiuang
femnifianisszuinshlimsmasadunisdestuiinildonmngldideyaiiuguludes
nsvhanedinavesuuasiindiae fetudideielafnuiiiumeiugdrinadentadd
vhansveamusunsEyTneaegn et deyadildludsegndldnaunlunisdesiuddn
sl

25AuN1599Y

nadsmueunsfinalnanaegn

WMUBUN LY INAA18AAN AN NG TTUR wideslunaomana@inuun 30x15x9
a1, Wdudnlnaduomng dosaunseieivuaudndnug safusiususnuslalurinia
wanadn Wednudinduiide suhwndsdalunseilethAtidudnnlng e 100% u
013 Aquieinds el denuaunsz iy erdendld Safundulafildludedunan
anaannsold weliivsunanfisamedmiuldlunsvaassseold

n1sugnAudnalng

msinznandnilng 3 aneiug Ussneume dnlnadramileavugnuauainlam
25 F1 rilnannugnuanduliadn F1 uagdnlnadiou luaiaimig LLé‘Jimﬁﬂﬁﬂim oy
41lnadeony 10 ’Ju mmam‘daﬂiumm Tnaidondundrfifnnunduse sunuazsruauly
Tn&Aeetu aantusaituay 2 ase LmamﬂwmwumLLavumaﬂi‘u 30 Ju Fethlulgdmsu
NAaRINSIYaeveuauna U

nsnagauaeRugdlnadensiivinatevamiuaunsei S. frugiperda

nsgesudnineetgasu 30 Tu ldlunseiled 9uiu 1 du/ns ndumuey
ﬂizﬁwLaaﬂumwgummimﬂaawuaummﬁmﬂwmmsw mmmﬂwmmLmau"hmammﬁ
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e Sauau 2 f/du andu Ysediueademed e 3 aneug ﬂauLLa waUans
wuounseyiv1lnaateyaludilnneny 37, 44, 51, 58, wag 65 Tu auﬂiymauqmum
L3 LAUTAN AR UTDIT 1IN
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ghesuinilnnengasu 30 u Tdlunsaleds $1uau 1 du/nse nduthmuounssy
fidsdluesufiRmaunddosasiudnlnafinioly s1umu 2 f/du nnduinmaaialaves
Futlnaia 3 aneiug neulavndsasevusunseytilnaaeatudilneeny 37, 44, 51,
58, way 65 Ju auﬂisﬁﬂguqmszazLﬁ]’%zyLau‘lmmaﬁwﬁwaaﬂﬁﬂﬂwm Tngmaiudeyaruning
Tu Awge nsevi wazduuluildsuanudemennnisidvhaisvemusunszygnians
TngAmmudeme il

ANUFEMEYRIRUTIlNg = Fuusutalnafignitaty X 100
IUIUAUTILNATIIVUA

Anudemevedluinlng = S1uuluigniatey X 100
uulumun

nsRssideyanieata

ihdeyananisnaassiilsindinszinnuuususiuvesteya muLNLNTNAABILUY
completely randomized design (CRD) lngldTusunsudniiagzy SAS waziUSouiisuaade
fe75 least significant difference test (LSD) fisviuanudotu 95%

NaN15IBUATAUTIENA
nsnagausenusinlwadenisdinatedduvemusunsziintlnaaieyn
NNsAnaeRugiIlnade nsivihatgvemueun s 1ilnea1eyn nunuey

Matgaduvestnlnavisuiazdlnadiniemnugnuanainla 25 F1 usldnunis

angvesmueunszydnilnaaientuddutlnaugnaauduly adn F1 lnednlnaiiou

Sdugnihaneiilonny 51 - 65 Ju ndansUdesvusunszfirilnaaiegn ddwugnyhareds

Ju 0.17 % dawdnlnadrandemniugnuauaivlan 25 F1 wueny 44 - 65 Ju ndsnisudes

wuounsEYinlnnategn fdugmitansiniu 0.08 % fisuinlnney 37 Tundsnsudos

vueunsEtlnaatsgn Tnlnennaeiuglinuanudemenisdiu udiiony 44 Yu

Frlwadrmdevugnuanaivlsi 25 F1 Bunuddulsumnudemennnsianeves

vuounsEYdInAa1egn 0.08 % wazeny 51 fu dmlnasunudduduldsuanudeme

PNMFaeremueunsEyiIlnea1eIn Wi 0.17% (Table 1) 1ams1edn dnilnaiey

fidnungmeduguinewesdidu Falddiuidouinadendn ddudn liuduss (Pomsuriya

et al, 2020) luvazidnlnamnugnaanduliadn F1 uazdlnadramiemugnuanain

T 25 F1 fdhdulnaindn Wienuenvesdduiinduasunndt Fsenariliudusafivmeiiay

FunuNsYinatevemuaun eyt Ilneaegals vueunseyitlnaaneanddlianansadn

vaeld eiinueunsgidnlnaaisenfuuuasdnsfivgnauituindusunsesofiona
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Frlwn FsaFruaundemeegisguussiesuininauazvilvinanananaseeiann fsgnudy
wuunsnsz1eluds 44 Yseinealuwensng Fspnnniselin nandadalnely 12 Ussinaves
Lonsn1azanatEe 8-20 1usfiy (Kumbhar et al, 2022) FsannnansAnwadedl aufiuin s
yhangvemuaunszininaaeauindiuulduiuiuios q wsnueiguestiined
ity mnUdesliidutl neunafufsmananilenadidnlnaagldsuanudemegeni
seRuiAswgiaiimmunliutueu Tnsszduirvgiavesuuanagdduininade sandilng
Wi 55-65% 31nNsdutuAuT1Ilng 50 Fu/iui 11 (Doungsa-ard, 2012) #nladinig
dosfufrdnfmunzauduininaldfuanudeneunsiuasnanaanassineg auLuey
Lﬁaﬂmnmaammsﬁaé‘hLﬁaﬁaLWﬂLﬁEmaaﬂL??awuaunizﬁﬂﬁ’]ﬂwmmagm 1sl9iads 1,500-2,000
W83 (Van Emden and Service, 2004) Iaga1slaidunqu 9 ag 20-350 Was (EPPO, 2015)
nsiasRulmesimusunsEilnaaega 1 6 svesdavuouiaud Tofl 1 Sefe 6 Aundh
AuunmdsUsyana 14,000 a5, Inednisiunisreszeznmsasydulaminbu 0.1, 0.6, 1.1,
4.7, 16.3 way 77.2 % suaisu (Luginbill, 1928) wuaude 1-3 aidlAout udntaz@adnis
91MLiBe 2% YaseMNSIMUATAY (Capinera, 2001; Sparks, 1979) %aLﬂuLmsLﬁwuawﬁﬂﬁ
finsiiusuantssrnisidesnasmss Wuatlunsunsssuinesrssng Usnausunst
fivorsiivarnuaneiaildiAnnisundnszaeiiluining asevaquituiiiousisussme
linistlesiumdavinlareudisdaiuin

Table 1 Damage caused by Spodoptera frugiperda larvae on the stems of three maize

cultivars at different ages.

Age of maize (days)/

Treatments Percentage of stem damage (%)

37 44 51 58 65
tien waxy corn (control) 0 Ob Ob Ob Ob
tien waxy corn (worm released) 0 Ob 0.17a 0.17a 0.17a
sweet corn hybrid jumbo sweet F1 (control) 0 0b 0 0Ob Ob
sweet corn hybrid jumbo sweet F1 (worm released) 0 Ob Ob Ob 0Ob
sweet glutinous corn hybrids sweet white 25 F1 0 0b 0b ob ob

(control)
sweet glutinous corn hybrids sweet white 25 F1 (worm

0 0.08a 0.08ab 0.08ab 0.08ab

released)
F-test - * * * *
CV. % - 11.95 20.64 20.64 20.64

'Range and mean from 20 replications.

2Mean within the column with different letters are significantly different at p < 0.05, LSD.
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Mnnmsdnwduilnaeg 30 Yu fignimusunszyidnlnnaisgasnvdesadhudisu
wunMsidwhangvemuaunsEyi1lnea1egn dawaviilinugevesddutlnanaeug
anas lazaugeuasdrutlnaudazaeiusanasaniesiunaiiegeildedAgy Inedu
Imlnnfiony 37 TundsnsUdesvusunseyiminaaisgn wuin msvihaisvemuounszy
drlwaategn ibiiugiinavugnranduldain F1 danugeesinduanas lneini1ugs
Wit 30.92 e vdaniufiony 44 fu ndsUdesuueu wunsinansvesusunseyinilne
ae9n vhlsiugeesdduininafisuanamnniian Taewudiaugs 36.61 @y, uazey 51
Fu ndsUdesvuou wui Wevueunseinilneategn Wvhanednlnadieu dewavilsiai
gevesdduanauieu 1w WelTeuiisuiauauiilifnueudiviiats Tasfinwgs
50.00 @3l. (Table 2) N1svangvewmusunIzydlnnangn demnudenevesludialnaus
avanetug wuileny 37 Ju ndanisudesnusunsziidnlneaisga Tudmlnemugnaay
Fuldain F1 le¥uanudenmes 1.76 % 7oy 44 uaz 51 Tu fanuidevny 248 uaz 2.47 %
MUA19U (Table 3)

Table 2 Damage caused by Spodoptera frugiperda larvae on the stem height of three

maize cultivars at different ages.

Age of maize (days)/ stem height (cm.)

Treatments

37 44 51 58 65
tien waxy corn (control) 47.50b 56.83bc 111.08ab 89.66b 102.83bc
tien waxy corn (worm released) 37.75¢cd 36.61d 50.00d 59.91c 95.50c
sweet corn hybrid jumbo sweet F1 (control) 41.41c 66.08b 113.92a 131.33a 139.00a
sweet corn hybrid jumbo sweet F1 34.92d 48.77c 80.00c 112.33ab 95.50c
(worm released)
sweet glutinous corn hybrids sweet white 25 F1 60.75a 95.26a 131.83a 127.00 a 135.00ab
(control )
sweet glutinous corn hybrids sweet white 25 F1 51.08b 55.53bc 84.83bc 96.750b 95.50c
(worm released)
F-test * * * * *
CV. % 11.93 22.87 34.92 34.39 17.54

'Range and mean from 20 replications.

2Mean within the column with different letters are significantly different at p < 0.05, LSD.

wuaunseyt1Ilnaaten dafuludilnannaieugwaznyiteny dwmalagnsase
yumeunidly shlmnunheveduvesinlnaynaneiusanasiiou 1 wini lnefieny 37
Tu ndséhedan Talnadrimleavugnnanainlig 25 F1 Tullanunisluanasviiowiiu
3.50 o uazdieny 44 fu dnlwevugnuaniuliain F1 mnuninduasaavdewindu 3.83
g, uazeny 51 Fu nulvinlwafiousianiunitg 3.17 v, (Table 4) F1lwaduiiviindaly
wnAunIANFBINsTuTiase mnludnlnegnvhaneluadmils vide 509 liviilinandaves
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F1lnaanas (Van Emden& Service, 2004) M5viangueviuaunseinlnaaiggn Hamenss
Wuvasutlng wuilletlnaeny 37 fu ndedheugn Tnlwamnugnaauduldain F1 A
niamssvisanasivdowindiy 42.25 vy, fleny 44 Ju ndsdedgn Tnlnaiisuiianuning
NSINUANAII WAL 39.42 wu. warluvniziieny 51 Fu wunueunszitnlnaateqa vils
ANUNTIMSILvItIlnaL s uanaudeLiius 44.33 g, (Table 5)

Table 3 Damage caused by Spodoptera frugiperda larvae on leave of three maize

cultivars at different ages.

Age of maize (days)/

Treatments Percentage of leave damage (%)

37 44 51 58 65
tien waxy corn (control) 2.30ab 4.0da 3.98a 5.21a 4.42c
tien waxy corn (worm released) 1.91bc 2.48c 2.47b 2.60b 2.12d
sweet corn hybrid jumbo sweet F1 (control) 2.50a 4.26a 4.433 5.85a 6.65a
sweet corn hybrid jumbo sweet F1 1.76c 3.11b 377a 5.09a 5.75ab
(worm released)
sweet glutinous corn hybrids sweet white 25 F1 2.61a 2.86a 4.17a 5.24a 4.98bc
(control)
sweet glutinous corn hybrids sweet white 25 F1 2.03bc  2.83bc 2.48b 2.83b 2.85d
(worm released)

F-test * * * * *
CV. % 21.57 21.97 28.63 24.33 24.87

'Range and mean from 20 replications.
2Mean within the column with different letters are significantly different at p < 0.05, LSD.

Hadedifinasensvhanefivvesnusunseyialnaatsgn dvareiads Usznausie
1) ANURLNZENVOINYDINNT s?fqmqﬁmmmiﬁa@mnﬂmmsamﬁmﬁ”umm%tg@uimLLasmﬁ
duniuguesusunssyinilnaatgyn ssern1ssayiuls dugiuinel wu laslag anuvin
VOINUITAE LazDIAUTTNOUNILANVOINVAINITOAINARDTZAUNITIZUIN VDINUDUNTLY]

Y
a

Tlnnanegald 2) N1sddngessuYId wag 3) mnumanganvesan nwIndeu laun gumall
AMu% U wazUS Uy (Mutyambeai et al., 2022) #4HARBN158Y 50A NITHAUINIT
WIiule wasnisduiuguemueunseydnilnaaieyn 16 4) nsujiimenisinuns egrau
msUgnitsuuusaunay msmdniviiy waznsdadeniusinlnadimunzay fadutaded
anusndsNaresERUNMITFUInTeILBUNTEYlABnde uenaniladinisAnuideuandliiiy
1 msszuevemuaunseimlnaaegn Jufussuanugevesiiud aterafnainau
uANAsYRIYHTRNA
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Table 4 Damage caused by Spodoptera frugiperda larvae on the leave width of three

maize cultivars at different ages.

Age of maize (days)/ leave width (cm.)

Treatments

37 44 51 58 65
tien waxy comn (control) 7.00a 7.75a 8.50a 9.25a 10.67a
tien waxy corn (worm released) 3.83c 4.25bc 3.17b 3.50b 2.00bc
sweet corn hybrid jumbo sweet F1 (control) 7.50a 8.17a 8.83a 9.50a 11.00a
sweet corn hybrid jumbo sweet F1 4.92b 3.83¢c 3.75b 2.25b 0.83c
(worm released)
sweet glutinous corn hybrids sweet white 25 F1 7.7a 8.42a 9.08a 9.83a 11.00a
(control)
sweet glutinous corn hybrids sweet white 25 F1 3.50c 5.08b 9.08a 291b 2.67b
(worm released)
F-test * * * * *
CV. % 20.63 21.54 20.09 23.34 23.23

'Range and mean from 20 replications.

“Mean within the column with different letters are significantly different at p < 0.05, LSD.

Table 5 Damage caused by Spodoptera frugiperda \arvae on canopy of three maize

cultivars at different ages.

Age of maize (days)/ canopy (cm.)

Treatments

37 a4 51 58 65
tien waxy corn (control) 49.58b 71.34a 78.83b 76.00b 57.00bc
tien waxy corn (worm released) 53.17ab 39.42c 44.33c 43.66¢ 52.33c
sweet corn hybrid jumbo sweet F1 (control) 52.83ab 74.75a 97.68a 109.25a 66.00b
sweet corn hybrid jumbo sweet F1 42.25¢ 54.42b 73.50b 89.41ab 52.33c
(worm released)
sweet glutinous corn hybrids sweet white 25 51.83ab 77.50a 87.50ab  82.50ab 93.00a
F1 (control)
sweet glutinous corn hybrids sweet white 25 57.75a 47.75bc 69.17b 89.41ab 52.33c
F1 (worm released)
F-test * * * * *
CV. % 15.72 26.31 30.23 34.32 18.30

'Range and mean from 20 replications.

“Mean within the column with different letters are significantly different at p < 0.05, LSD.
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vuounsEydnlnaaneyn Wulaingfieiddnmesinilna wumsThanedusidalne
918 37 - 65 1u nagguan lngdmuauiniungluduwazludiilne nmsiviatedma
nsgnusiomaSAvlafumgeesEiiy muniisedy wasnsmuvestlnaia 3 a1
wug uidralnwavugnaandultaiv F1 fanuganaminiign anuniisesluanasosis
Faauluynaneiuguaznyiteny lnvdwmansenussvuinauniteedludilnadisuuin
fign Frunsejuvesdriuininafisuiaudenogeiign denduin mefugininadinade
nMadwiagvesmusunszidiineaege diduienanidewioananuidedunsidvihae
yowuauviadl n1smuau vounsziinnaeye egredsdusniudosodenistnagns
n13daNsARg YL UUNaNNauan Y miﬁwﬁ%ﬁﬁmméfmmumﬂqﬂLﬂuaqﬁﬂisﬂauﬁﬁw
Usgmswilsilmsianiinsandudusiuusn iwedesiuanudsannnsidvhargveamueyly
Boawu ddumstgninnedemsfionsundenaeiusvosininafifimuudussiuniuse
nsiivhanevemueu uazsnduazdeainss fasiudisaaniunisainsszuislundasuan
Frlnnvesnueamasnggniatgnegisasinane weazldnauaulunsdesiudinldviuviae
fiutundr mavhaseadmanszmuseszfunnudememaasugiald
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