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EYXAPIZTIEZ

Euxapiotw Bepud tnv kaBnyntpia Ap. Avactacia Toaykapdkou
yla Tnv avabeon Tou BEPATOG KAl TNV ETMIOTAPOVIKA KaBodrynor tng,
KB’ OAn Tnv dIApKeIa EKTTOVNONG TNG MEAETNG QUTAG.

Euxapiotw 1a péEAN TNG €CETAOTIKNAG EMITPOTTAG KABNYNTEG Ap.
Mapia Matraddkn, Ap. EppavoulA Poditdkn kar Ap. AvooTtaoia
Toaykapdkou, yia TNV €€ETA0N TNG TITUXIOKNG EPYATiag.

Euxapiotw Beppd Ttov epeuvnt) Ap. N. Poditdkn TTpoioTapevo
Tou ¢gpyaocTtnpiou EvropoAoyiag kal [ewpylkng ZwoAoyiag TOU
IvoTitoutou [Mpootaciag Putwv HpakAciou (EO.LLAT.E.), oto otroio
TTPAYMOATOTTOINONKE TO TTEIPAUATIKO JEPOG TNG MEAETNG.

[DlaiTepa euxaploTw TIG CUPQOITATPIEG Jou Mapia [pioTrou Kal
EipAivn Aéton yia 1 BonRBeid Toug KATA TO TTEIPAUATIKO MEPOG TNG
TITUXIOKNG.

Euxapiotw Bepud tnv Ap. Kupiakry Bapikou Kai T0 TTPOOWTTIKO
TOU €pyacTnpiou evtouoAoyiag Tou IvoTiTouTou YTTOTPOTTIKWY Kal EAIGG
Xaviwv yia TI¢ CUPBOUAES Kal TV OTAPIEN TOUG.

TéNog, Ba nBeAa va euxopioTHOW TOUG YOVEIC Pou yia Tnv
OTAPIEN TOUG KAl TNV UTTOYOVI) TOUG O€ AUTHV TNV TTPOCTIABEIA hou.



NEPIAHWH

E¢etdoTnke n UTTaPEN avOekTIKOTNTOG TTANBUCPWwy Tou Tetranychus
urticae Koch atré uttd KGAuwn KAAAIEPYEIEG TPIAVTAQUAAIGG Kal Yapu@AaAAIGG
TTOU OUAAEXBNkav atrd 1 ATTIK kKai T lMeAotrdvvnoo avTioToixa, OTIG
OpacTikéG ouaieg pirimiphos-methyl, bifenthrin, fenbutatin oxide, abamectin,
pyridaben, fenazaquin kai spirodiclofen.

Me TI¢ atrapaitnTeG BIOBOKIYES TTPOEKUYE OTI Kal 01 duo TTANBUC oI gival
avOekTIKOi o€ OAa Ta dokiyalopeva okeudopara. Me RR (Resistance Ratio)
oto LCsp 1TOU Kupaivovtav amd 10,38 — 5660 yia tov TTANBuUopo atmd Tnv
ATTIKA Kal 12,83 — 196 yia Tov TTANBuopd atd tnv lNeAdotrévvnoo. E¢aipeon
atroteAei T0 pirimiphos-methyl 61Tou kai o1 duo TTAnBuouoi cival guaioBnTol,
eQOooV Ta Opla eutmioToouvng Tou RR tepIAduBavay tnv povéada. Ouoiwg oTo
abamectin pévo yia Tov TANBuopd amd Tnv [lledommdvvnoo. levikd, o
TTANBUCOPOGS atrd Tnv ATTIKA TTapouciace uwnAoTepa etimeda atmd Tov AAAo
TTANBUCO.

AkOpa oTa TTAQioI0 TNG TITUXIAKAG €yIvE €vapgén TnNG MEAETNG TwvV
MNXOVIOPWY avBekTIKOTNTAG OTNV dpacTik) oucia bifenthrin pe emAoyég o€
O1a00XIKEG YeEVEEG O€ TTANBUCHO attd TV KpNtn. MeAETN TTOU aTTOTEAECE PHEPOG
TITUXIOKNAG GAAOU QOITNTH.

TENOG TTPAYPATOTTOINBNKAV TTPOKATAPKTIKA TTEIPAPATA SIACTAUPWOEWV
OITTAAG KaTeuBuvong, avBekTikoU pe euaioBntou TTANBUCHOU, Kal aVADPOMES
dlaotaupwoelg  (backcrosses). O1 dlaoTtaupwoelg €deigav TNV  UTTapEn
avatrapaywyikol acupfifactou PETALU Twv TTANBUCHWY  YEYOVOS TTOU
ATTETPEWE TNV PEAETN TNG YEVETIKNG BAONG TNG AVOEKTIKOTNTOG.
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EIZAIC'QrH

1. Tetranychus urticae Koch

O T. urticae Koch avikel o1o @UAo Arthropoda, otnv kKAdon Arachnida,
otnv 1agn Acari ka1 otnv oikoyéveia Tetranychidae. Eival éva KoouOTTOAITIKO,
TToAuQAyo akapl. 2tnv O1ebvry BIBAIoypagia artravraTal PE  TTOIKIAN  Kal
OIaQOPETIKA KOIVIy ovouacia, MPE ETTIKPATEOTEPN WG OUOTNKTO dkapl (two
spotted spider mite). ZTn xWpa pag cuvavTtaTal o€ OTTWPOPOPA, EOTTEPIDOEIDN,
QUTTEAWVEG,  Blognxavikd@  @utd, Aaxavikd, aypooTwdn,  yuxaven,
KAAAWTTIOTIKA Kal avBokopIKa @uTd (Matrdiwdvou — ZouAiwTtn 1994).

O TteTpdvuxog yia TNV oAoKApwaon Tou BioAoyikoU Tou KUKAou diavuel 3
otadia (Eikova 1). Apxika a1rd 10 afyd Ba trpokUwyel n TTpovUuu®n. AKoAouBEi
N TTPWTOVUPQN, DEUTEPOVUP®N Kal TEAOG TO aKPaio (ZTapotToulog 1999). 21a
KivNTa oT1adia trapeuBaAlovTal Kal oTadia npepiag (xpuoalida), kabEva atrd
Ta oTroia diapkei 1-1,5 nuépa. MNa tnv petdpacn atrd 10 €va oTddIo 0TO AANO
Ta akdpea ugiotavral ekduoelg (Mammaddkn 2002). >uykekpiyéva To AKApI
ovopadZetal  vup@oxpuodaAlida amd Tnv  ékduon TNG  TTPOVUPONG Of€
TTPWTOVUUO®N. AguTtepOoXPUcaAAida atrd Tnv PETABAON TNG TTPWTOVUU@NG OF
deuTepovuuen Kal TeEAeioxpucarAiida o€ akpaio atouo (Bonnemaison 1964).

Seurepovuppn

Eikéva 1. Z1adia avarrugng Tou T. urticae



To aByd eival o@aipikd, Agio, XwpPIG PioX0o, ME XPWHO UTTOKITPIVO £WG
utTéPuBpOo Kai didueTpo TTepiTTou 0.14 mm (Eikdva 2). H Tpoviuuen @épel Tpia
{euyn TTOdIWV Kal £XEI AVOIXTO KiTPIVO, TTPACIVO R €pubpd xpwa, avaloya Tov
¢evioTn, TNV nAIkia kai Tnv eToxA. Ta utréAoitTra oTddia £xouv Téooepa Celyn
TTOdIWV Kal éviovo TIPAcIvOo 1 €puBpd xpwua. 2Ta TTAEUPIKA PEPN TOu
ID1I00WUATOG PEPEI OUO XOPAKTNPIOTIKEG OKOTEIVOXPWHEG KNAideG. To cwpa
TWV BNAUKWV €ival oQaIpIKO 1} WOEIBEG Kal To PEYEBOG eival TTepitTTou 0,5 mm
(Eikéva 2). Evw 10 apoevikO €xel OXAPO aTTIOEIOEG Kal PEYEBOG EPPAVIG
MIKPOTEPO aTTd TO BNAUKO.

Eikéva 2. Akuaio BnAukdé dtopo kal afyo.

Ta apoevikd TTpooeAkUovTal AtTd Ta ONAUKA PE QEPOPOVES RAdN aTTO TO
o1dadio TnG deutepovuuens. Mia ouleuén apkei yia Tnv yoviyotroinon 6Awv
TWV aBywv Kal 36 WPESG META Ta evaTTOBETOUV, OUVABWGS OTNV KATW ETTIPAVEIQ
TWV QUAAWV KOVTA OTIG VEUPWOEIG. Ta BnAukd yevvouv 7 Trepitrou afyd
nuePNoiwg oe Beppokpaacia 20°C kal ouvoAikd yUpw oTa 60-150 afyd kot
TNV didpkeia TG Cwn¢ Tous. H avaloyia BnAuKwy TTPog apoevIKA dTtoua eival
3:1. Ta BnAukd tTpoépxovtal atrd yovigotroinuéva OItTAoeldr afyd, evw Ta
apoevikKd atmo ayoviyoTrointa atrAo€ldr apyd (appevoTtoko TTapBevoyévveon).
H Sidpkeia ekkdAayng TroikiMel ammd 3 nuépeg otoug 32°C éwg 28 nuépeg
otoug 10°C (Malais and Ravensberg 1992, Mamaiwdvvou — ZouNiwyTn 1994,
21apétoulog 1999, MNMatraddkn 2002).

O BioAoyIKO KUKAOG OAOKANPWVETAlI O€ MIKPO XPOVIKO dIdoTnua KaTd
TOUG Bepivoug PAVEG TTOU Ol BEPUOKPATIEG €ival QPKETA UWNAEG Kal N
pwrTotrepiodog  peydAn  (Mammaiwdvvou 1994,  Zraupdmoulog  1999).
AlaTmIoTWONKE OTI OTOUG 30-32°C Siapkei 6-8 NUEPES KAl OTOUG 20-25°C 11-21
NUéPeS. Tevikd kKaB@ OAn Tnv didpkela Tou €£T0UG €xouv 7-10 yeveeg
(Matrdiwdvvou — ZouAhiwTn 1994, Matraddkn 2002).

To @BIVOTTWPO TO yoviyoTToiNuévo BNAUKO dlaxeluddlel oe diGTTauch o€
TTPOQUAQYUEVESG BEDEIC, OTTWG KATW aTTO TO pUTidwa Tou @Aoiou, og QiICavia
Kal o1o £€da@og. O1 mmapdayovTeg TTou odnyouv o€ dIATTauon €ival T0 HIKPO
MAKOG TNG nNUEPAG, XAUNAEG Beppokpacieg kar @Twxn dlatpo®ry (TTaAid
Mapapéva @UAAQ). £’ auth TN @Aon TTapaTtnpeital n aAAayr} Tou XpWHATOG O€



OKOUPOTEPO, OTAPATOUV VO TPEPOVTAI KAl YiVOVTAl QWTOTPOTTIKWGS apvNTIKA Kal
YEWTAKTIKWG BeTIKA (Matraddkn 2002). Me tnv dvodo Tng Beppokpaciag Tnv
davoign, Ta BnAukd woTokoUv oTn véa BAdoTtnon. AvtiBeta, oTta BepuoKkATTIa
TTOU Ol OUVONAKEG €ival €uVOIKEG, oI TTPOCPBOAEC €ival €VTOVEG Kal KATA TNV
didpkela Tou xeipwva (Matraiwdvou — XouhiwTn 1994).

Ta okdpea ouvBwg Couv OTNV KATW EMQAVEIQ TwV  QUAAWY,
dnuioupywvTtag aTtroikieg. O1 TETPAVUXOI u@aivouv 10TO, KUPIiwg otV KATW
EMQPAVEIQ TWV QUAAWYV, PETPO TTPOCTACIAG YIa OAa Ta OTAdIO ATTO TOV AVEUO,
TNV Bpoxn, Ta aptrakTikd (Bonnemaison 1964). AtropuloUv xupoug atmd To
OPUPPOKTOEIBEG TTAPEYXUMA TNG QUAAIKNG €mmipAvelag he Tnv Bonbeia Twv
OTUAETWY TTOU OlaBETouV, WE atroTEAEOoua TNV Peiwon TG dladikaoiag Tng
QwTooUVBEONG Kal TNG BIATTVONG, TTPOKAAWVTAG QPXIKA UTTOAEUKO OTiyhaTa
OTa QUAAA. ZTn OUVEXEIQ TO GUAAA TTAPOUCIACOUV XAWPWOEIG, CUCTPEPOVTA,
¢npaivovrar kal oxifovral (Ztapdtroulog 1999). Xe €vioveg TTIPOOPOAEG
TTapaTnpEEital - QUAAOTITWON, avBoppola, TPOwWPN WEINavon  KApTTWwV,
aAAoiwon oxriuatog @UAAwv kal kapTrwyv (Matraiwdavou 1994) kabwg Kal
oAoKANpwTIKA ¢Apavon Twv uTtwv (Bonnemaison 1964). O T. urticae diavuel
MIKPEG QTTOOTACEIG TTEPTTATWVTAG 1) METAPEPETAI TTAONTIKG pe TNV BorBeia Tou
avéPou o€ PEYAAES aTTOOTACEIG, TTPOKAAWVTAG VEEG TTIPOOROAEG (ZTAUOTTOUAOG
1999).

O1 TPOTTOI AVTIYUETWTTIONG €ival JE APTTAKTIKA AKAPEQA ) HE AKAPEOKTOVA
okeudaoparta. Guaikoi exBpoi Tou T. urticae €ival KUPIWG APTTAKTIKA OKAPED TNG
olkoyévelag Phytoseiidae aAAG kal Eviopa Twv olkoyeveiwv Miridae, Syrphidae
kar  Coccinelidae. TloAA@  ammé  autd  TTapdyovtal  €UTTOPIKG KAl
XpNolJoTtroloUvTal OTnV BIOAOYIK] QVTIMETWTTION TwV TETPAVUXWYV. TETOIO
EMTTOPIKG  TTpoidvTa  eival Ta  Spidend (Feltiella acarisuga), Spidex
(Phytoseiulus persimilis), Spidex hot-spot (Phytoseiulus persimilis) kai Mirical-
N (Macrolophus caliginosus) (http://www.koppert.com/). Map’ 6Ao TOU n
BioAoyikA katatroAéunon Kepdilel A0 Kal o TTOAU £€0a@og, N XPRoN XNMIKWY
OKEUAOUATWY TTAPAMEVEI O KUPIOG TPOTTOG AVTIMETWTTIONG Tou T. urticae.

2. AKapeokTéva okeuaopara

Ta akapeokTéva okeudopaTa dlakpivovTal avaloya PeE TIG PIOAOYIKEG
KAl QUOIKOXNMIKEG 1810TNTES TToU @Epouv. O1 BIOAOYIKEG aQOPOUV KUPIWG TNV
ATTOTEAEOMATIKOTNTA KAl TIG TUXOV QUOUEVEIG TTAPEVEPYEIEG TTOU dUvavTal va
TTPOKUWOUV aTTd TNV £@apuoyr Tous. Ooov agopd TIG UOIKOXNMIKES 1010TNTEG,
TA OKAPEOKTOVA XwpiCovTal O€ TTOANEG OPAdEG OTTWG OPYAVOBEIOUXES EVWOEIG,
OPYOVOKAOOITEPOUXEG, OPYOVOXAWPIWMEVEG, TETPACiVEG, OOUAQIdIq,
POPMODIVEG KOl AKAPEOKTOVEG OUCIEC VEQG YEVIAG N VEOTEPEG OUCTIEC I
TTOAUBUVAUA  OKAPEOKTOVA  (TTAPEUTTODIOTEG METAPOPAG NAEKTPOVIWV OTa
MITOXOVOPIQ).
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Opwg uttdpxouv Kal €VTOUOKTOVO HE AKAPEOKTOVO Opdon OTTwg
OPUKTEAQI, OPYAVOPWOPOPIKEG  EVWOEIG, KAPPAUIBIKEG,  XAWPIWUEVOI
udpoyovavopakeg, TTUpeOpiveg, aBepuikTiveg, Neems Kal EVTOPOKTOVA VEQG
YEVIAG. EKTOC a1Td T EVIOPOKTOVA, AKAPEOKTOVO OpACn €£XOuv Kal dIdpopa
MUKNTOKTOVA, OTTWG B¢io, BelaoBEoTio, Belouxeg evwoelg, d1BglokapBapIdIKa
Kal KIVOgaAiveg (ZouhiwTtn 2001).

O1 0opyavoKOOOITEPOUXEG EVWOEIG Eival OKOPEOKTOVA ETTAPAG Kl
OTOUAXOU €VAVTIOV OAWV TWV KIVNTWV OTAdIWV TWV AKAPEWV Kal OPOUV WG
TTAPEUTTOBIOTEG TNG OLEIDWTIKAG uOo@opuAiwong (ZouAiwTn 2001).

O1 mapeptmodioTéG  peTa@opds nAekTpoviwv (METI, mitochondrial
electron transport inhibitor) ota pitoxévdpia, avikouv oTn véa Yevid Twv
XNMIKWYV OIKOYEVEIWV € ETTAPNG KOI OTOPAXOU Kal ®pouv EKAUOVTAG TNV TOEIKN)
oudia Qwo@ivn. ATTOTEAOUV €EKAEKTIKA AKAPEOKTOVA TTOU Opouv o€ OAa Ta
BioAoyIka oTddIa TwV OKAPEWY, ME MEYAAN UTTOAEINPATIKY OIAPKEIQ, TTEPITTOU
50 nuépeg (MavvoTtroAitng 2005).

O1  opyavopwo@opikEG  evwOoeElG  TTEPIANAUPBAVOUV  PEYAAN  TTOIKIAIQ
OPYQVIKWYV  EVWOEWV,  TIOPAYWYWY TOU  QWOQPOPIKOU  0&Eog  Kal
XPNOIMOTTOIOUVTAI CUXVA YIO TV KATATTOAEUNON TWV aKAPEWV. Apouv dia TNG
ETTAPNAG KAl TOU OTOPAXOU, ME QTTOTEAEOMATIKOTNTA KUPIWG OTIG KIVNTEG
Moppéc. O evwoelg auTtéc Trapeufaivouv  otn dpdon Tou  ev{Uuou
OKETUAOXOANVEOTEPAON TIOU PPIiOKETAI OTIG XOAIVEPYIKEG OUVAWEIG TOU
KEVTPIKOU VEUPIKOU OUOTAPOTOG. H  aKeETUAOXOANVEOTEPAON KATOAUEI TN
METATPOTTA TNG AKETUAOXOAIVNG O€ XOAivn TTPOKOAWVTAG TOV TEPPATIONO TOU
VEUPIKOU €PpEBiOPATOC, UETA TO TTEPACHA TOU aTTd TO €va veUpo OTO GAAo. Ta
oKeudoparta TTou eUTTOdiCouv TN dpAcn TNG TTPOKAAOUV CUVEXT DIEyEPON TWV
VEUPWYV HE ATTOTEAEOUA OTTAOMOUG, aduvauia eAEyXOUu Twv KIVACEWV Kal
B8avaro (MavvotoAitng 2005).

O1 TrupeBpiveg diakpivovTal 0€ QUOIKES Kal ouvBeTIKES. O1 QUOIKEG gival
TOCIKEG OUCIEC TTOU OTTOPOVWVOVTAl KUPiwG aTtd Ta QUTA TOU YEVOUG
Chrysanthemum, yia Tnv TTapaywyn Tou TTUpeBpou. Evw o1 cuvBETIKES €ival
XNUIKEG EVWOEIG TIOPOMOIEG ME EKEIVEG TWV QUOIKWVY TTUPEBPWY  Kal
atroTeAEOUATIKOTEPES (Z0oUAIWTN 2001). O1 evwoelg autég TTapePTTodifouv Ta
KavaAia vaTtpiou, TTpwTEIVEG TTOU BpioKovTal KATd PAKOG Twv veupwyv. Mg 10
dvolypya Kal KAgiolué Toug puBuiCeTal n €évapgn Kal O TEPMUATIONO TNG
META®OONG VEUPIKWY £PEBIOCUATWY PECW TNG POAG IGVTWYV VATPIOU Kal KaAiou.
O1 mrupeBpiveg Tou Opouv oTn Béon auth eutrodifouv TO KAEIOINO TwV
KAVOAIWYV, TTPOKOAWVTOG OUVEXH METAdOON €peBICPATWY, UTTEPDIEYEPN TOU
VEUPIKOU CUOTANATOG, OTTa0OOUG Kal BavaTto ([MavvotroAitng 2005).

O1  oPBepuikTiveg  €ival  €va  PEIYMA  QUOIKWV  TOEIKWVY  OUCIWV
(MOKPOKUKAIKEG AOKTOVEG) TTOU TTapdayovTal pe Tnv diadikacia g (UPwonNng
ammdé Tov OKTIvopuknta €ddgoug Streptomyces avermitilis. Ol oucieg AUTEG
eEvepyoTroloUv TNV pon 1OVTwV XAwpiou OTO VEUPIKO CUCTNUA. ZUYKEKPIMEVA
UTTOKOBIOTOUV TO Y-apivoBouTtupikd oty (GABA, gamma aminobutyric acid)

11



OTOUG  UTTODOXEIG, TTPOKOAWVTAG aVEEEAEYKTN poR  10VIWYV  XAwpiou,
uttePdIEyepan, TTapdAuon kal BavaTto (MavvotroAitng 2005).

TéNOG o1 puBUIOTEG avdATITUENG TTAPEUPAIVOUV O€ TTIO €CEIOIKEUPEVES
AeIToupyieg 6TTwWG TO veO akapeokTovo spirodiclofen TTou eival TTapepTTodIOTG
NG ouvBeong Amdiwv (TETR, tetronic acid derivatives) ka1 dpa ¢’ 6Aa Ta
o1adia Tou TeTpdvuyxou (Rauch and Nauen 2002).

3. AVOeKTIKOTNTA, TTAPAYOVTEG TTOU ETTNPEACOUV TNV AVATITUEA TNG KAl TPOTIOI
QAVTIMETWTTIONG

2TNV EQAPUOCHEVN evTOPOAoyia opileTal WG avBekTIKOTATA (resistance)
TWV EVTIOUWV OTA EVTOMOKTOVA, N METEEEAIEN TOU TTANBUCPOU aTTd €uTTaBn O¢
AVOEKTIKO MPE TNV TTAPOOO TWV VEVEWYV, ME ETTIAOYH TWV QAVOEKTIKWV OTO
EVTOMOKTOVO YovIQiwv TTou O TTANBuopog ndn éxel. Mapdyovrag €mmAoyig
BewpEiTal TO EVTOUOKTOVO, TTOU HE TNV €QAPUOYH TOU ETTIAEYOVTAI TA AVOEKTIKG
yovidia, evw Ta €uaioBnta daropa Bavatwvovtal. H avOekTIKOTNTA €VOG
EVIOUOU O €va €VTOUOKTOVO, OTTWG Kal KABe opyaviopou o€ pia Togikn yr
auTtdv ouaia, TToIKiAAEl atTd dtopo o€ dTopo evog TTANBuopou (Tlavakdakng
1995).

2’ évav euttadn TTANBuouod, Ta ATONA TTOU £XOUV yovidia avOeKTIKOTNTAG
O€ EVTOPOKTOVO gival oTravia, TNG TéEewg Tou 10 pe 10 (Georgiou 1987). H
OUVEXNG E€QOPMOY TOU @QAPHAKOU O€ OIAdOXIKEG YEVEEG TOU TTOPACITOU
TTPOKAAEI ouvexr €TAoyr, PE ouvéttela Tnv dnuioupyia TTANBUCUWY OTOUG
OTTOIOUG Ta TTEPICOOTEPA I TEAIKA Kal OAa T PEAN €ival avOekTIKG ¢’ auTd. H
OIOKOTI TNG EQAPPOYAG MTTOPEI va TTPOKAAECEl 1] OXI TTaAivopounon Tng
ouvBeong Tou TTANBUOHOU TTPOG PEYAAUTEPA TTOOOOTA [N AVOEKTIKWV PEAWV
(Katretavakng 2003).

H avBekTikdTNTa XapakTnpileTal wg diaoTaupoupevn (cross resistance)
N TTOAAQTTAR avOekTIKOTNTA (Multiresistance). H diaoTtaupouuevn ava@EpeTail
oTnVv IKavoTnTa €vOG MNXaviopou va Oivel avOekTIKOTNTA O€ pia oeIpd
EVTOMOKTOVWY, OUVNBWG TNG idlag XNMIKNG opadag. AvtiBeta wg TTOAAATTAN
opieTal n TTapouacia 0To EVIOPO OUO 1] TTEPICOOBTEPWY UNXAVIOUWY, O KOBEvag
ME OUYKEKPINEVO TUTTO OlaoTaupoupevng avBOekTikOTNTaG (Denholm and
Jespersen 1999).

H avdamruén avOekTIKOTNTOG OTA EVTOMOKTOVA OTTOTEAEI ONUAVTIKO
YEYOVOG OTNV KATATTOAEUNGN TwV EXOPWV TwV KAANIEPYEIWV, OPOU avOEKTIKOI
TTANBucoi €xouv avagepBEi yia TOug TTEPICOOTEPOUG £XOPOUG OIKOVOMIKAG
onuaciag (Georgiou 1994). 'ETol Ta TeAeuTaia xpovia €xouv dnuioupynoei
QVOEKTIKOI O€ EVTOPOKTOVA KAl AKAPEOKTOVA TTANBUC oI apBpoTTodwy, CaITiag
TNG EVTATIKAG XPNONG XNUIKWY OUCIWV YId TNV KOTATTOAEUNOT TOUG
(TCavakdkng 1995). O1 TpwTeg €VvOEICEIC TNG AVATITUENG QVOEKTIKOTATOG
utrohoyiCovtal yupw ot1o 1910. Méxpr To B” MNMaykdopio TTOAEPO 01 OUTiEG TTOU
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XPNOIYOTTOIOUVTAV VIO TNV KATATTOAEUNON TWV apBPOTTOdWYV OTN Yewpyia ATav
Aiyeg Kal TTOAAEG aTTO auUTEG ATAV QUOIKAG TTPoEAEUoNG (TTUPEBPO, PETEVOVN,
Beio, UBPOKUAVIO yia KOTTVIOMOUG, @BopIoTTupITIKG VATPIoO K.a.). Ouwg n
MEYAAN augnon Twv avOeKTIKWYV €IdWV £XEl TTapaTnENBEi HETG TNV avakGAuwn
Kal UTTEPBOAIKY) XPriON TwV OUVOETIKWY OPYAVIKWY EVTOUOKTOVWY, UE TTPWTO
10 DDT (Katretavdakng 2003). Méxpr o 1988 utmpxav mavw atrd 500 €idn
apBpOTTOdWV OTA OTToId AVAPEPONKE AVOEKTIKOTNTA OE HIO | TTEPICOOTEPES
KATNYyopieg ToSIKWV ouoiwv (Brattsten 1989). AT’ autd, Ta 246 cival yewpyikou
evlla@épovtog, Ta 171 €idn uyelovopikoU evOIo@EPOVTOS Kal Ta 12 egival
woeENpa évtoua. Mepitrou 10 88% civanl évioua (Insecta) kal 1o 12% akdpea
kal apayvidia (Arachnida) (Georgiou 1986).

O1  Trapdyovreg  Tou  emmnpedlouv T dladikagia  avaTITuéng
AVvOEKTIKOTNTAG TWV apBpOTTOdWV dIAKPIVOVTAlI Of YEVETIKOUG, [BloAoyikoug,
AEITOUpYIKOUG Kal oIKoAoyikoUg. Or yeveTIkoi KaBwg kal o1 BloAoyikoi €ival
KANPOVOUNCIUA XOPAKTNPIOTIKA TWV EI0WV XWPIG va YTTOPOUUE VA ETTEUPROULE.
O1  BioAoyikoi  TTapAyovTeG a@opouv Tov TPOTTO  AVATTOPAYWYNRG, TO
avatrapaywylkd duvapikd Kai Tn dldpkeia Tou PioAoyikoU KUKAou. AT Tnv
GAAN TTAeUpd o1 A€ITOUPYIKOI TTAPAYOVTEG E€ival AUECO €AEYXOMEVOI Kal
oupTtrepIAapBdavouv Tov TUTTO TOU XNMIKOU OKEUAOUATOG, TIC OUYKEVTPWOEIG
TTOU eQappolovTal, TN ouxvoeTnTa TNG ETEPRAOTNGS Kal Tov Xwpo. O1 0iKoAoyIKoi
TTAPAYOVTEG APOPOUV TNV PHETAVACTEUON, TO ETTOXIKO DUVAUIKO TOU TTANBUCHOU
TWV AKAPEWV Kal TIG EVOAAAYEG TWV OPACTIKWY OUCIWV.

H avTigeTwImion TNG avOeKTIKOTATAG €0TIAETAI OTOV TTEPIOPIOUO TNG
ETTIAEKTIKNAG TTIEONG TWV EVTOUOKTOVWY. AUTO €TTITUYXAVETAI UE TR PUBMION TNG
O00NG EVTOUOKTOVOU-APIOUOU eTTEURACEWY yia TNV dIATHPNON TWV EuaicOnNTwv
aAANAouGPOWY, TN XPNON EVTOPOKTOVWY XAWNANG UTTOAEIMUATIKAG OIAPKEIAG,
TN XPNON OUVEPYIOTIKWVY (EVCUMIKOI TTAPEUTTIOOIOTEG TTOU QTTEVEPYOTTOIOUV
OMAdEC TNG BIOXNMIKAG AUUVAG), TNV €QAPUOYI TOTTIKWVY ETTEPPRACEWY Kal TN
dlIaTAPNON KATAQPUYIiWV YIA Ta EVTOUA OTOXO KAl TN CWOTH KAl JE ETTIOTAPOVIKN
Baon evaAlayry €VTOUOKTOVWV. 2€ OTIAVIOTEPEG TTEPITITWOEIG, OTAV QUTO
EMPRAANAETAI, YTTOPET va AKOAOUBEITAI N OTPATNYIKN TNG ECAAEIYPNG AVOEKTIKWV
TTANBUC WYV — GAANAOPOPPWYV AVOEKTIKOTNTAG, TTOU ETTITUYXAVETAI PE TN XPAON
TTOAU ugwnAwv dOCEWV EVTOUOKTOVWYV Il MIYMATWY EVTOPOKTOVWY, PE OKOTTO
TNV TTAPAKAPYN TwV OUVABWG €CEIBIKEUPEVWV PUNXAVIOPWY avOeKTIKOTNTOS. H
oTpatnyikl aut TG €eEAAEIYng TTPOUTTOBETEI TTPOCEKTIKN) avAAuon Twv
TTEPIBAANOVTIKWY  TTAPAPETPWY, £XEI TTAVIWG XPENOIMOTIOINBEI PE  OXETIKN
emruxia (aAA& kair TePIBAAAOVTIKO KOOTOG) OTO TTAPEABOV OTOV €AEYXO
EVIOUWY UYEIOVOUIKAG onpaoiag (eCAAeiyn avw@eAOUG KOUVOUTTIOU PE Xpron
DDT), 4 exBpwv KaAAigpyelwv (OTTWG O€ TTEPITITWOEIG £EAPONG AVOEKTIKWY
TTANBucpwv Tou Nilaparvata lugens oe KaAAIEpyeleg puliou oTnv Acia) (Vontas
et al. 2007).
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4. AvBekTikOTNTO TOU T. Urticae Koch

O1 TteTpdvuxol €xouv TTAPOUCIACEl AvOEeKTIKOTNTA O PEYAAO apIOuo
OKOPEOKTOVWY ouolwv. H avBekTikdtnTa uwnAou emmmédou o€ TTOAANG
QUTOPAPUAKA PTTOPEI va avaTiTuxBei o€ éva Ewg TEooepa Xpovia £QAPPOYNS
TOUG, EVW OUXVA TTApOTNPEITAl KAl OIOOTAUPWHEVN QVOEKTIKOTNTA UuyWnAou
BaBuou (Granham and Helle 1985). >tov T. urticae Koch utmdpyxouv 331
ONUOOCIEUCEIC YIa AVOEKTIKOTNTA TTAYKOOMIWG o€ 86 dIaPOpETIKA OKEUATHATA
(http://www.pesticideresistance.org/).

'Hon atrd tnv dekaeTia Tou 1930 €£xel avagepBbei avOekTIKOTNTA OTOV T.
urticae Koch otnv dlacuoTnuartikr) oucia ammonium potassium selenosulfide
(Selecide®) (Compton and Kearns 1937). Eviy 10 1949-50 3npooieUTnKe N
TTPWTN  OTTOTUXNMEVN  XNMIKN  KATATTOAéUNon  AOyw  avBekTIKOTNTAG O€E
OPYOVOPWOPOPIKA o€ KAANIEPYEIEG BepUOKNTTiOU, Ot TTOAAEG EUupwITaiKEG
Xxwpeg kai otmig HIIA. Emiong otn dekaegria tou 1950 Ttrapartnpndnke
avBekTIKOTNTA O0TO parathion kal og GAAa OpyavOPWOPOPIKA OE OTTWPOPOPA
Kal e0TTEPIOOEIDN. KaTd TNV deKAETIA AUTH avaTrTuxonkav 1a dIvITPo@aIVOAIKA
TTapdywya (dinocap, binapacryl, dinobuton) w¢ puknTtokTOVA OAAG €ixav
QATTOTEAEOHATIKOTNTA OTNV OUYKPATNON TwV TTANBUCHWY TwV TETPAVUXWYV. Tnv
emouevn Oekaetia (1960) avamTuxBnke avOeKTIKOTNTA OTIC OUCIEC QUTEG
(Katretavdkng 1999).

O T. urticae Koch TTapouciace avBekTIKOTATA KATG TNV dekaeTia 1960
oto dicofol kal To chlorobenzilate (Cranham and Helle 1985). 210 1€A0G TOU
1970 ava@épbnke avOekTIKOTNTA OTA OpyavokaoaoliTepouxa (Hoyt et al. 1985,
Croft et al. 1987) ka1 To 1974 oto pirimiphos — methyl (Lakocy 1974). Evw
otnv AuoTtpaAia oto fenbutatin oxide, oto clofentezine kai diacTaupouluevn
avBekTikéTNTa 0TO hexythiazox (Edge et al. 1987). MNpdéogarteg dnUOCIEVOEIG
TTEPIYPAPOUV avOeKTIKOTATA 0TO abamectin (Campos et al. 1996, Marcic and
Seculic 1998) oto tebufenpyrad pe OlaoTaUPOUMEVN QVOEKTIKOTNTG OTA
pyridaben, fenpyroximate kai chlorfenapyr (Herron and Rophail 1998), ota
fenazaquin kai fenpyroximate (Devine et al. 2001), ota acequinocyl Kai
chlorfenapyr oto BéAyio (Leeuwen et al. 2006) kai etoxazol otn Kopéa (Kisu
et al. 2004). Tnv emduevn XpPOvIA TIOPOUCIACTNKE QVOEKTIKOTATA OTA
okeudaoparta chlorpyrifos kai deltamethrin otnv Auepikry kai Meppavia (Nauen
et al. 2001). Kata 1o é1o¢ 2002 otig HIMA trapatnpibnke oTo bifenthrin (Yang
et al. 2002). To 2004 otmnv Kopéa Tapoucidotnke oTa acrinathrin,
benzoximate kai fenpropathrin (Kim et al. 2004). TéAog, To 2005 ava@épBnke
avBekTikéTNTa OTa bifenazate kai flucycloxuron oto BéAyio (Leeuwen et al.
2005) (http://www.pesticideresistance.org/).

21nv EAANGDa €xel peAeTnBei N avBekTIkKOTNTA TTANBUCPWY Tou T. urticae
TTOU TTPoEp)ovTav aTrd TNV ATTIKA Kal To Aiyio 0Ta opyavopwao@opikd methyl
parathion kai methidathion, kair oto kapBauidiké methomyl (Tsagkarakou et al.
1996). Ta ammoteAéopaTa £D€IEav TNV TTAPOUCia yovIdiwV avOEKTIKOTATAG TwvV
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TTANBUCUWYV OTA TTAPATTAVW OKEUAOPATA Kal TNV UTTapén PIag JeTaAAayuévng
akETUAOXOAIVEOTEPAONG oav MNXaviouo avOeKTIKOTNTAG oTa
opYavoPWOoPwpPIKG eviouokTova (Tsagkarakou et al. 2002). MNpdéogareg
MEAETEC ava@épouv avOekTIKOTNTO OTIC OPaOTIKEG ouoieg spirodiclofen,
fenbutatin oxide, fenazaquin, bifenthrin ka1 pyridaben o€ TAnBuopouUg atoé Tnv
KpAtn kai v [lehommovvnoo (Mmpoupdkn k.a. 2007, Toaykapdkou K.q.
2007).

5. ACoveg yia TNV PJEAETN TNG AVOEKTIKOTNTAG

O1 a&&oveg yia v MEAETN TNG aAVOEKTIKOTNTAG TrEPIAGUBAvVOUV: Q)
agloAdynon Twv emTTEdWY AVOEKTIKOTNTAG ME PIOOOKINEC PB) MEAETN Twv
MNXOVIOPWY avOEeKTIKOTNTAG, YE TTEIPAUATA in Vitro Kal in vivo Kal y) HEAETN TNG
YEVETIKAG BAONG TNG avBekTIKOTNTAG. ATTOPAiTNTA OTOIXEIA yIa TNV AVATITUEN
EVOG TTPOYPAMUMPATOG BIaXEipIoNG TNG AVOEKTIKOTNTAG GUAAEYOVTaI KAl OTTO TNV
agloAoynon Ttou fitness cost dnAadr Twv EMTITWOEWY TWV YOVISIWV TNG
avBekTIKOTNTAG OTn PIOAOyid TwWV QVOEKTIKWY OTOPWV Kal TN MEAETN TNG
KATOVOMNG TOU TTOAUMOPPIOHOU OUBETEPWY ETTIAEKTIKA YEVETIKWV TOTTWV,
onAadry Tn yvwon Tou MeYEBOUC TNG YEVETIKAG dlapopoTroinong Twv
TTANBUCUWYV €voG €idOUG.

5.1. Emitreda avOekTIKOTNTAC

H diatmmiotwon kai p€Tpnon TNG QVOEKTIKOTATOG YiveTal ApPXIKA ME
BIOBOKIYEG, TTOU OUWG aTTAITOUV TTOAU XPOVO Kal Ouxvd atroTuyXdavouv va
TTpoodiopicouv Pe aoc@AAeia TO TIPOBANPA. 2ZTIC TTEPITITWOEIG TTOU Ol
MNXOVIOPOI QVOEKTIKOTATAG €XOUV XOPAKTNPEIoOEi o€ BlOXNMIKO A Poplakd
emimedo, avamTtuooovtal aTmAéG  TeEXVIKEG (O1IayvwOTIKA TeOoT €VCUMIKAG
opacTikdéTNTag 1 dlayvwoTikd PCR), 1Tou avayvwpiouv pe Taxutnta Kai
ao@AAcIa TIG PETAAAAYEG QVOEKTIKOTATAG, OKOWN KI AV AUTEG €ival O€ TTOAU
MIKPEG OUXVOTNTEG, YE OTTOTEAEOUA TN duvATOTNTA EQAPHUOYNRS dIOPBWTIKWY
KIVA)OEWV OTNV OTPATNYIKI QuTOTTpooTaciag (Bovrag k.a. 2007). Otav woTtdco
Ol UNXAVIOUOi avBeKTIKOTNTAG OEV Eival YVWOTOI, PE TIG KOTAANNAESG BIODOKIUEG,
pTTOpEl va e€akpIBwBei kal va TTpoodiopioTei 0 BABUOS TNG avOEKTIKOTNTAG
€vOG TTANBucpoU, dnAadn N BvnoiudTNTa VOGS TTANBUCUOU O€ GUYKPION PE TNV
BvnoiuotnTa evog euaioBntou TTANBuopoU avagopds. Or TTAnBuouoi TToUu
XPNOIUOTTOIOUVTAI €ival ATTO EPYACTNPIAKN EKTPOPA TOU AKAPEOS UE ATOPA TNG
idlog nAIkiag. Q¢ PETPO OUYKpIoNg TOEIKOTNTAG Aaupaveral n Tipn LCso TTOU
€ival N ouykEVTpwON TNG TOGIKAG ouaiag TTou okoTwvel To 50% Tou TTANBucuoU
Kal ovouddetal Bavarneopog ouykévipwon (lethal concentration), A n TiPA
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LDsp mou ¢€ival n &6on T1ou okotwvel 10 50% TOUu TTANBUCPOU Kal
XapakTtnpifetar péon Bavarngeopo doon (dosis letalis). O1 Tiuég autég eival
01EBVWG BEKTEC WG BACN CUYKPIONG TNG OXETIKAG TOEIKOTNTAG OUCIWV.

lMNa tnv €0peon Twv Bavatn@OpwyV OCUYKEVTPWOEWV KOTAOKEUALETAI
KAMTTUAN OUYKEVTPWONG-vNoIudTNTag, OTTOU OI CUYKEVTPWOEIG TOTTOBETOUVTAI
oTov agova Twv X Kal n avrtiotoixn dlopBwuévn BvnoiudtnTa oTov agova Twv
Y. H kaptuAn auth €ival Katd Kavova acUUPETPN Kal OQEiAeTal OTO OTI TO
€UPOG TNG TTAPAANAKTIKOTNTAG €ival TTOAU JEYAAUTEPO OTA AVOEKTIKA dTopa aTr
o1l oTO EuaicOnTa.

H aoUpueTpn KOUTTUAN UTTOPEI va yiveEl CUMMPETPIKN av N KAiJaka Twv
OUYKEVTPWOEWV Yivel AoyapiBuiky. Autd oupaivel d16TI n augnon Tng
BvnoipuoTnTag civar avadAoyn PeE To AoydpiBuo TNG CUYKEVTPWONG TNG TOSEIKAG
ouciag. H kKautruAn ptropei va yivel euBeia av n kAigaka BvnoiudétnTag atro
aApIOUNTIKA METOTPATTEI 0€ KAipaka povadwyv probits kal kaBe povada probit
QVTIOTOIXEI O€ pIa TUTTIKA attokAion (T¢avakdakng 1995).

5.2. Mnxaviouoi avOeKTIKOTNTAG

O1 onPavTIKOTEPOI UNXQVIOWOI QaVvOEKTIKOTATAG OxeTiCOVTal HE TNV
IKavOTNTA TWV EVTOPWY VA aTTOIKOOOPOUV I va JEIWVOUV TNV eualocbnaoia Tou
OTOXOU dpdong Twv okeuaopdatwy (Soderlund and Bloomquist 1990, Field et
al. 1997). ‘'Exouv ava@epBei kal KATTOIO! TTIBAVOI UNXAVIOUOi TTOU agOopouV TNV
MeElWpPEVN digioduon TwWV QUTOPOPUAKWY HECW TNG €mMOEPPIdAg Kal Tnv
IBIAITEPOTNTA CUUTTEPIPOPAG TTOU KABIOTOUV IKAVOUG TOUG £XOpoUGg, WOTE va
MEIWVOUV 1} va atro@euyouv Tnv ékBeon oe Toiveg (Denholm and Jespersen
1999).

Ta opyavopwo@opikd Kal Ta KapBapIdiKd EVTOUOKTOVO OeoueUOVTal
OTO evepyd KEVTPO TnG akeTuAoxoAiveaTtepdons (AChE) avaoTtéAAovTtag Tnv
Aeiroupyia TnG. H AChE eival éva Baoiké éviuuo Tou KEVTPIKOU VEUPIKOU
OUCTAMATOG TwV apBpOTTodwyv  eviOpwyv Kal akdpewv. H peiwon 1NG
evaioBnoiag ogeileTal otnv aAhayn TG otepeodopng TG AChE kai atroteAei
KUPIO MNXaviopud avBekTikOTNTag Tou T. urticae OTA OPYyavOQWOPOPIKA
(Tsagkarakou et al. 2002). ETTiong n TpoTTOTTOINON TOU OTOXOU TTPOKAAEITAI KAl
otnv  Aeyouevn Kdr avBekTikotnTa  (Knockdown resistance). [MpokaAei
avBekTikéTNTa oTo DDT Kal OTIC TTUPEBPIVEG, YIaTi €xel ox€on PE TO OTOXO
OTTOU BPOUV TA EVTOUOKTOVA AUTA. ZUYKEKPIMEVA OTA PEPN TOU VEUPIKOU Agova
TToU Yivetal n aviaAAayn Twv 10viwv K kai Na (sodium channels). H peAérn
TOU UNXAVIOPOU auTou Ogv £xel HEAETNOEI OTA QUTOPAYQ AKAPEQ.

Mia GAAn katnyopia pnxaviopwyv avOEKTIKOTNTAG €ival O EVCUMPOTIKOI
Mnxaviopoi. Ta éviopa @épouv KATTOIO £vCupa TTOU €XOUV TNV IKAVOTNTA va
METABOAICOUV Ta EVTOUOKTOVA O€ AIYOTEPO TOEIKA TTAPAYWYA I VA ETTITAXUVOUV
TNV atroikoddunon, TPIV TTPOAdAPBEl TO €VIOPOKTOVO va @TACEl OTO OTOXO
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opdong, A Ta €viupa QuTd JTTOPEl va QTTOPMOVWOOUV TNV TOEIKA ouaia
(sequestration). ZuvnBwg Ta £€viupa UTTAPXOUV KOl OTA €uaioBnTa dTtoua aAAd
0€ MIKPOTEPEG TTOOOTNTEG. Ta €vUUA TTOU CUMMPETEXOUV OTNV QTTOIKOOOUNON
gival ol udpoAdoeg, oeIdAoeS Kal N yAoutaBeidvn S-TpavoPepdoed.

Otav 0 016X0G TNG OPOACTIKNG OUCIAG €ival YVWOTOG, ATTONOVWON TOU
yovidiou Kal oUYKPION METALU QVOEKTIKWV Kal €uaiodnTwyv KabBwg Kal o
XOPAKTNPIOUOG TUXOV JETAAAQYWYV ETTITPETTEI TNV AVATITUEN MOPIOKWY SOKIUWV
yla Tnv €ykaipn d1dyvwon TG avOeKTIKOTNTAG.

5.3. [eVETIKA TNG AVOEKTIKOTNTAG

O1 yeveTIKoi TTAPAYOVTEG TTOU ETTNPEACOUV TNV ETTIAOYI AVOEKTIKOTNTAG
O€ EVTOMOKTOVA Eival KANPOVOMNOIYA XOPAKTNPIOTIKA Kal TTepIAauBavouv TV
ouxvoTnTa Twv avBekTikwyv (R) aAAnAduopewy, Tov apiBud Kal TV Kuplapyia
Twv R aAAnASpop@wyv. AANNOI YEVETIKOI TTAPAYOVTEG APOPOUV TNV EKPPACT Kal
TNV aAAnAeTTidpacn Twv R aAAnAduopewy, TNV TTponyoupevn 1mIAoyr o€ AAAQ
EVTOMOKTOVA, KOBWGS Kal TNV evowpdtwon Twv R yovidiwv Kal TTpocapuoyn
Toug (Georgiou et al. 1986).

Ma Tnv HEANETN TNG  YEVETIKAG AVOEKTIKOTNTAG TTPAYUATOTTOIEITAI
dlaocTaupwaon OITTANG KaTeUBuvong OPOJUYWTWY  QVOEKTIKWY OTOPWY  ME
opoluywTo euaiobnto TTANBuouo, yia Tov Kabopioud Tou BaBuou Kuplapyiag
TNG avOekTIKOTATAS. H opoluywTtia Twv avBekTIKWY TTANBuouwy  Egival
QATTOTEAEOUA TWV CUVEXWV ETTIAOYWV PETA TNV EQAPUOYI WEKACUWY HE TOGIKEG
oucieg. AkoloubBei diacTaupwaon OITTANG kaTteuBuvong TNG F1 yeviag pe TO
€UQIoBNTO OTEAEXOG AV TO YOVidIO TNG AVOEKTIKOTNTAG Eival KUPiapxXo A UE TO
avOeKTIKO av TO yovidIo €ival UTTOAEITTOEVO. Me TIG avAdpopEG dIOOTAUPWOEIG
(backcrosses) eivar duvatdév va kaBopioBbei av n  avOekTIKOTATA E€ival
MOVOTTOPAYOVTIKH) i} TTOAUTTOPAYOVTIKI], avaAoya Pe Tov apiBud Twv yovidiwv
TTOU EUTTAEKOVTAI.

To diIdypaupa CUYKEVTPWONG-BvnNoIudTNTAG TTOU OKOAOUBEi eival €va
Tuxaio TTapddeiyua (Eikéva 3). H euBeia SS avAkel o€ opoluywTo euaiocbnTo
TTANBuopo Kail n euBeia RR oe opoluywto avOekTikd TTANBUoPO. MeTd Tnv
dlaoTaUupwon Twv TANBUOPWY, TIPOKUTITOUV €TEPOCUYWTA ATOMA. 2TNV
TTEPITITWON TTou N €uBeia TG F1 yevidg PpiokeTal kovtd oTnv SS eubeia TOTE
TO yoVvidlo TnNG avOekTIKOTATAG €ival uttoAsrmopevo (SR), evw av n euBeia
BpiokeTtal kovtd otnv RR euBcia 161€ €ival Kupiapxo (SR). H kaptuAn B
avTioToIxei o€ TTANBucpO peTd atrd backcross OTO evOEXOMEVO TIOU
avOekTIKOTNTA €ival povoTtapayovTikA Je €va plateau o1o 50%. Av n KauTTUAn
AtroKAiVEl  ammd TNV AVAUEVOUEVN YIO  POVOTTAPAyOVvTIK  TOTE  Eival
TToAutrapayovTikr) (Granham and Helle 1985).
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Eikéva 3. Aldypappa ouykEVTPwOonG-8vnoipdtnTag opolUywTtwy guaioBnrou (SS) kai
avBekTikoU (RR) TTAnBuopwy, eTepollywTtng F1 yevidg (SR, SR) kal TTANBucoU ueTd
até avadpopn diactaupwaon (B) o€ TTEPITITWON HOVOTTAPAYOVTIKAG AVOEKTIKOTNTAG.

6. ZT16X0G TNG TITUXIOKNG £pYATiag

O 0T6x0G TNG TITUXIOKAG aUuTAG NATav va MPeAETNBoUv Ta ETTiTTEdA
avBekTikdéTNTAG Tou T. urticae Koch o€ TANBuopoug amd KaANEPYEIES
TPIAVTAQUAAIGG Kal YOPUQPOAAIAG TTou CUAAEXBNKav atrd TIG TTEPIOXEG ATTIKN
Kal [MeAotrévvnoo avrtioToixa, o€ dPACTIKEG OUCIEC PE OKAPEOKTOVO dpdon.
2UYKEKPIPEVA QOKINAOTNKAV £EI EUTTOPIKG OKEUdoUATa VIO TNV PEAETN TNG
Opdong TOUG WG AKUAIOKTOVA, PE OPAOTIKEG ouadieg TIG pirimiphos-methyl,
bifenthrin, fenbutatin oxide, abamectin, pyridaben, fenazaquin. H dpaoTiki
spirodiclofen xpnoipotroinénke yia mn dpdon Tou wg TTPOVUUPOKTOVO.

AkOpa €yive €vapgn TNG MEAETNG TWV PNXAVIOUWY AVOEKTIKOTNTAG OTNV
OpacTikr oucia bifenthrin pe emAoyég oe dladoxIkES yeveéG o€ TTANBUOUS aTTO
TNV KpnAtn.

TEéNOG TTpAyUATOTTOINONKAYV TTPOKATOPKTIKA TTEIPAUATA YIa TNV HEAETN
TNG VEVETIKAG TNG QAVOEKTIKOTNTAG TTOU Q@opoucav dIacTAUPWOEIG BITTANG
KaTeubuvaong, evog avBekTIKOU e Eva guaioBnTtou TTANBucPoU, Kal avadpOouES
OlI00TAUPWOEIG.
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YAIKA KAl MEQOAOI

1. MAnBucooi T. urticae

XpnoigotroBnkav duo TTAnBuopoi Tou €idoug T. urticae o1 oTTOIOI
OUAAEXONKav a1TO avBoKOUIKEG KaANIEpyeleg atto Tnv ATTIKR (TU7) kai attd TV
MeAotrévvnoo (TU11) yia Tnv agloAdynon Twv eTTiTTedwv avOeKTIKOTATAG. H
BvnoiuoTNTd TOUG OUYKPIBNKE ME TNV BvnoigotnTta  evég  euaioBnrtou
TTANBuouou avagopds (GSS). Emiong xpnoiyotromnbnke €vag avOekTIKOG
TTANBuopog amd tnv lepdmerpa (TUS) yia Tnv diactalpwor Tou WE TOV
euaioBnto (GSS) kai évag TTANBUOUOG TTOU TTPOEKUWE META TNV AVAUEIEN
TTANBuopwyv atmd didgopes TrepIoxéS TNG Kpntng (TUmix) yia Tnv PHEAETN Twv
MNXaviopwy aveekTikOTNTag oTo bifenthrin (Eikéva 4). H empBeBaiwon ToU
€id0UG £yIVE PUE PIKPOOKOTTIKA TTAPOACKEUAOUATA KAl BACIOTNKE OTO OXNUA TOU
a1dolayoU apOEVIKWY ATOPWV.
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Eikéva 4. TéT0G GUANOYAG Kal QUTA EeVIOTEG TWV TTANBuopwy T. urticae.

O mAnBuopog TU7 ouMlAéxBnke Tov Defpoudpio Ttou 2007 armmd
BepuokNTTIa KAANEPYEIQG TPIAVTAQUAANIGG. ZUP@WVA PE TOUG IBIOKTATEG, N
KaAAiEpyela wekaldTav KABe 15 nuépeg pe TTUPEBPOEIDN, OPYaVOPWOPOPIKA,
tamaron pe lanate, measurol kai confidor. MNa Tnv KaTaAmmOAéuNOn TwWV
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AKAPEWV YIVOTAV Yekaoudg e vertimec kal ventex. Ta okeudoparta nexter kai
pride cixav e@apuooTei TTAAAIOTEPA, €vw TO spiromesifen O EKTAKTEG
TTEPITITWOEIG.

O 1AnBuopu6g TU11 cuAAéxBnke Tov Atrpidio Tou 2007 oTtnv TTEPIOXN
NG Kumrapiooiag o1n  MapaBouttoAn o€ BepuoknTmo  KAAAIEpyEIag
yopu@aAAiag. KaBe 3 - 4 nuépeg n KaAAIEpyela wekaloTav pe vertimec atro Tov
Oktwpplo Tou 2006, evw eTTiong epappooTnkav nexter, tamaron, ventex,
pride, lanate, rogor, talstar kai TTaAaiétepa T0 private.

O mANBuoudg TUS oulAéxBnke attd Tnv lepdmmeTpa o€ BEPUOKATTIO
KAAAIEPYEIQG TOPATAG TO KaAoKaipl Tou 2006 Kal TTAPEPEIVE OE EPYOOTNPIOKES
EYKOTAOTAOCEIC €1 UAVEG TIEPITTOU  HEXPI VO XPNOIYOTToINGEi  OTIg
OlI00TAUPWOEIG.

O mANBuopub6g TUmix gival atroTéAeopa TNG avapeigns 5 mmAnbuopwy
TTOU OUAAEXBNKav oTo Tuptrdkl og BepuokATa KAAANIEpYEIQG TTETTOVIOU Kal
TouATAGg, otV ApPn o¢ utraiBpia KaAAIEpyeld QACOAIOU Kal atmd OTnv
lepdTTeTpa o€ BeppoknTTIa Pe ayyoupl Kal Toudta. O1 TAnBucpoi cuAAEXBNKav
TO0 KaAokaipl Tou 2006 Kal TTAPEPEIVOV OE €PYAOTNPIOKEG EYKATAOTAOEIG £E
MIVEG TTEPITTOU PEXPI KAl TNV QVAPEIEA TOUG.

O euaioBnTog TTANBUCPOG avagopds GSS (German Susceptible Strain)
Kartayetal ammd tnv [eppavia Kal EKTPEPETAI ATTOUCIA OKAPEOKTOVWY aTTd TO
1965.

2. MNe1papaTikEG EYKATAOTACEIG

O1 ekTpo®ég Twv TTANBUOUWYV Kal oI BIOBOKIYEG TTPAYHATOTTOINONKAV
oto EOviké ’16pupa Aypotikns ‘Epeuvag (EG.ILATME.) oto epyaoTipio
Evropoloyiag kal MNewpyikng ZwoAoyiag Tou IvoTitoutou MpooTtaciag Putwyv
HpakAgiou.

3. EKTpo®EC TTANBUO WY

@UAAa @acoAioU TnG TTOIKIAIOG aoTTPOKOAIa XpnoipoTtroinénkav 1600 yia
TIG EKTPOPEG TWV TTANBUCUWY OCO Kal yia Ta TTEIPAPATA. ZTTOPOI PUTEUOVTAV
o€ PpeyMEVN TUPPN 0 YAQOTPAKIO KAl TTAPEPEIVAV OE DWHATIO BEPUOKPOTIiag
25°C péxpl 10 PUTPpWHEG Toug (Eikéva 5). Me Tnv egpdvion Tou BAacTiSiou Ta
QUTA peTagépovTav o€ BAAQUO HE eANEyXOPEVEG OUVOAKEG Bepuokpaaiag
(25°C) (Eikéva 6). Ta TpwTa @UAAA TwV KOTUANSOVWY XPNOIUOTTOIRBNKav aTIg
EKTPOPEG Kal BlodokIyES. AttautouvTav TrepiTTou 10 NUEPES aTTd TNV QUTEUON
MEXPI KaI TNV EHOAVION TWV TTPWTWV KOTUANDOVWV.
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Eikéva 5. Z1mopia ¢acoAiou. Eikéva 6. ®dutd @acoAiou og 6dAauo
ME EAEYXOMEVEG OUVONKEG.

H ektpo@n Tou TTANBuopuou TU7 Eekivnoe oTig 28/02/07 pe 900 Trepitrou
evihika BnAuka kai Tou TU11 o1ig 02/04/07 pe 500 Trepitrou dtoua.

Méoa o€ peTOAIKG Keoeddkia pe O1ATPNTO TTUBUEVA TOTTOBETABNKE
Bpeyuévo PBauPdkl kar TTAVW O autd TO QUANO QOCOAIOU HE TNV KATW
EMQPAVEIQ TTPOG TA KATW. O HioXog KOAUTITOTAV YE TO BABAKI yia KAAUTEPN
evudaTwon Tou @QUAAou. Ta @UANa kd&Be TTANBucouou TOTTOBETOUVTAV OF
OIaQOPETIKA Aekdvn e vepd. To vepd Asitoupyei wg PEoo evuddTwong Twv
QUAAWV oAAG Kal yia TNV ammo@uyh €mudAuvong Twyv TAnBuouwv. Kdabe
ekTpo@r) TrepINGUBave 15 Trepittou @UAANa. Or1 AekAveg Trapéueivav  O€
BaAduoug pe eAeyxOueveS ouvOnKeg Bepuokpaaiag (25°C) (Eikéva 7).

Eikéva 7. Ektpo@ég T. urticae og BdAapo.

MNa tnv ouviApnon Twv €KTPOPWV Ol AeKAVEG KAl Ta KeOeDAKIA
TAévovTav KABe 5 pépeg TrepiTTou, KOBWG €Tmiong aAAdfovrav 1o TTaAIO
BapPBdki pe véo. Ta mTaAid @UAAa avTikaBioTouvtav ammd véa. Ta veéa QUAAa
EAEYXOVTAV TTPOCEKTIKA OTO OTEPEOOCKOTTIO VIO TNV OTTOQUYIR €VOEXONEVWV
TTPooRBoAwyv atrd €éviopa Kal akdpea. Mavw ota véa @UAAa agrvovtav
KOMMATI TTAAILOV QUAAWYV, HPE TETOIO TPOTTO WOTE VA Yivel 600 TO duvaTov
opolouop®n n avaueign Toug (Eikdva 8).
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Eikova 8. Ektpo@n T. urticae ueté atrd aAAayn.

4. Aokiyaloueva okeuaouaTa

271G BIOBOKIPEG XpNOIhOTTOINONKAV €€ EUTTOPIKA OKEUAOMPOTA Yia TNV
MEAETN TNG dPAONG TOUG WG OKPAIOKTOVA, PE DPAOCTIKEG OUTIES TIG pirimiphos-
methyl (actellic 50EC), bifenthrin (talstar 10EC), fenbutatin oxide (TNT 55SC),
abamectin (vertimec 1.8EC), pyridaben (nexter 20EC) kai fenazaquin (pride
20EC). H dpaoTikn spirodiclofen (Texvikr) Katnyopia) xenOIMOTIOINBNKE yia TN
dpdon TNG WG TTPOVUUPOKTOVO. To stock didAupa atroteAeito ammd 100mg
OpaOoTIKNAG ouciag, TTou diaAuBnkav oe 1ml piypa pe avaloyia 3:1 (v/v) atmod
N,N-dimethylformamide kai alkylarylpolyglycolether (Rauch and Nauen 2002).

To pirimiphos-methyl avriikel oTnv opada Twv OpyavoPpwoPopIKWY, TO
bifenthrin ota TTupeBpoEIdr], To fenbutatin oxide gival éva opyavokaooITEPOUXO
OKOPEOKTOVO, TO abamectin avrkel OTIC ABEPMIKTIVES, evwd Ta pyridaben kai
fenazaquin dpouv WG TTOPEUTTODIOTEG TNG MITOXOVOPIOKAG METAPOPAS
nAekTpoviwv (avatrvon)). TéNog To spirodiclofen dpa w¢ TTaPeUTTOdIOTAG TNG
ouvBeong Twv Amdiwv (Rauch and Nauen 2002).

5. BIodOKINES

Ta TTapatTdvw OKPAIOKTOVO OKEUAOHATA OOKINAOTNKAV O€ TOUAAXIOTOV
4 JIAQOPETIKEG CUYKEVTPWOEIG, €TTi 4 €TavaANWEIG N KABE CUYKEVTPWON Kal
évag HApTUPAG yia KABe eTTavaAnywn. Evw 1O TTPOVUUQOKTOVO OOKINAOTNKE O
5 ouyKevTpwOoEIg, TTi 3 ETTAVAAAWEIG KAl £€vag JAPTUPAG YIa KABE eTTavaAnyn
(Mivakeg1 kai 2). O1 ydpTUpeG WPEKALOVTAV HE QTTIOVIOPEVO VEPO.
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Mivakag 1. ZUyKeEVTPWOEIS TTOU €QapUOOTNKAY OTov TTAnBuopo TU7 yia kdbe
OpaaTIKN ouaoia.

APAZITIKEZ ZYITKENTPQZEIZ (ppm*)
1 2 3 4 5 6
Pirimiphos- 700 1000 3000 7000
methyl
Bifenthrin 3000 10000 30000 50000
Fenbutatin 1000 3000 10000 30000 100000
oxide

Abamectin 10 100 300 1000

Pyridaben 30 100 300 1000 3000
Fenazaquin 10 30 100 300 1000 3000

Spirodiclofen 1 3 10 30 100

* parts per million, yépn 010 €KKATOUUPIO.

Mivakag 2. ZUYKEVIPWOEIG TTOU €@appooTnkav otov TAnBuopd TU11 yia kdbe
OpaaTIKN ouaia.

APAZITIKEZ ZYITKENTPQZEIZ (ppm)
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Pirimiphos- 10 100 1000 3000
methyl
Bifenthrin 30 100 300 1000 3000
Fenbutatin 30 100 300 1000 3000 10000
oxide
Abamectin 0.03 0.1 0.3 0.7 1
Pyridaben 3 10 30 100 300 1000 3000
Fenazaquin 30 100 300 1000 3000
Spirodiclofen 0.3 1 3 10 100

lMNna Ttnv mpocToiyacia Twv dIaAupdTwy Xpnoihotroindnke o TUTTOG
C1xV41=C,xV; kaiI akoAoubnonke n diadikacia Twv dIadOXIKWY apAIWCEWV.

2TO OKMAIOKTOVO OKEUAOHATA akoAoubnonke n TTapakdTw diadikaaoia.
Koupéva @UAAa pacoAiol TottoBeThBNKav o€ TpIRAia ue Bpeypévo BauBaki. O
Mioxog kaAuTrTovtav pe 1o BapBdaki yia Tnv KaAuTepn evuddaTwaon Tou QUAAOU.
2€ KABe QUANO OoxnNUATIOTNKE KUKAOG aKTivag 3 — 4 cm e EVTOUOAOYIKR KOAAQ
(Eixéva 9). Méoa o’ autov a@ébnkav 25 akpaia BnAukd. Etropévwg, yia KGOe

MeTaxeipion amaithénkav TouAdxiotov 20 @UAAa kai 500 akpaia OnAukd
droua.
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Eikéva 9. Tlpoetoiyacia @UAAWV @acoAioU e BnAukd akuadia akdpea yia Tov
WEKAOWO.

Ooov agopd TO TTPOVUMQOKTOVO OKeUOOUA TTPAYMATOTTOINONKAV Ta
akOAouBa. 2e AKOTTa QUAANQ @ACOAIOU OXNPATIOTNKE KUKAOG akKTivag 3-4 cm JE
eVTOUOAOYIK KOAAa. Méoa 0’ auTtdv apednkav 15 akuaia BnAukd atopa yia 24
WPEG WOTe va yevvrioouv apyd. MNa kébe petaxeipion xpeidotnkav 18 @UAAa
kal 270 akpaio BnAukd. Ta QUTE TTapépeivay og SwudaTio Beppokpaaiac 25°C,
PwTOoTTEPIOdOU 16:8 Kal TToTiCovTav OTTOTE ATAV avaykaio. MeTd Tnv ekkOAayn
Twv afywv (3-4 nuépeg), Ta QUAAO ATav £TOIMA VIO WEKQOWO. Ta @UAAa
KOBovTav kal TotroBeTouvTav o€ TpIRAIa pe Bpeyuévo Baupaki, OTTWG KAl OTNV
TTEPITITWON TWV OKPAIOKTOVWV.

2TN OUVEXEIQ YIVOTAV O WEKOAOWOG TwV QUAAWV oTo potter tower atrd
TNV MIKPOTEPN OTn MEYAAUTEPN OUYKEVIPpWON ME 1ml diaAlpatog yia Ta
OKMaIOKTOVO okeudouarta kal 2ml yia 1o spirodiclofen (Eikéva 10). To potter
tower gival pJiIa CUOKEUR WEKOOWOU AKPIREIAG TTOU OUVTEAE OTNV OPOIGUOPYN
KOATOVOWI) TOU WEKAOTIKOU UYpOoU UE TNV HOPPN HIKpoaTayovidlwy Kai trieon 15
Ib/in®>. Mia Wpa PETE TOV WeKAOPO aKOAOUBOUCE N PETPNON BVNOINOTNTOC
XEIPIOYOU, yia TNV Karaypa@r g Ovnoiudtntag Kal Twv oTOPwWV TTou
KOANoav oTtnv  eviogoAoyikrp  kKOANa. H  pétpnon  XeIipiIopgou  dev
ouvuttoAoyiCeTal oTnVv TEAIKN) HETPNON.

Eikéva 10. Zuokeur Potter tower.
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H teAikn pétpnon yivetal 48 wpeg PETA yia TIG OPACTIKEG, pirimiphos-
methyl, bifenthrin, fenbutatin oxide kair abamectin. Evw yia 1i¢ pyridaben kai
fenazaquin 1TOU €xOouv TaXU TPOTTO dpdAonG, 24 wpeg PETA. AvTiBeTa yia TO
spirodiclofen 5-6 nuépeg META, 000 XpeIAZeTal yia TNV MPETARAON Twv
TTPOVUMPWY O€ aKMaia aToua. ZTNV TEAIKN METPNON KATAYPAPETAl TO TTOOOOTO
BvnoIuoTNTag XWpic va ouutrepIAauBavovtal Ta KOAAnuéva drtopa. Nekpd
BewpouvTtal Ta dropa TTou aduvaTouv va dlavuoouv ammdéoTacn ion PE TPEIG
POPEG TO PAKOG TOUG.

KaB@’ 6An 1n didpkeia Tou TTEIPAPATOS O BiIoKOI EUTTEPIEIXaV VEPO yIa TV
ATTOPUY HAPACHOU TWV QUAAWV Kal TTAPEPEIVAV O DWHATIO BEPUOKPATIiag
25°C pe eEAEYXOHEVO QWTIOHO.

6. EmAoyEg

MNMa Tnv MEAETN TOU  PNXQVIOWOU QVOEKTIKOTATOG aTTAITEITAI  évag
OMOIOUOPPOG  avBEKTIKOG TTANBuouOG. TMa Tnv  dnuioupyia evdg TETOIOU
TTANBucouoU TTpaypatotToIiNdnkav €mmAoyéG otov TTANBuoud TUmix pe TNV
opacoTikr oucia bifenthrin (Mivakag 3). O TAnBuoudg TUmix eival atmoTéAeoua
NG avapeigng 5 kpnTikwv TTANBuouwyv Twv oTroiwv To Resistance ratio oTo
LCso kupaivovrav atmo 3 €wg 230 yia 1o bifenthrin. Z1a mAdiola NG TITUXIOKAG
TTPAYMATOTTOINONKAV 5 ETTIAOYEG, Ol OTTOIEG CUVEXIOTNKAV PETA TO TTEPAG AUTAG.
2€ KABe peTaxeipion xpnolpotroinénkav 6o To duvaTév TTEPICOOTEPA aKUaAia
dtopa o€ QUAAG @acOAIOU OTTWG TNV TTEPITITWON TwV PIOBOKIPWY, XWPEIS TV
XPron eviopoAoyikng KOANAG kal wekdoTtnkav oto potter tower. Metd ammoé 48
WPES KATAPETPAONKE N BvnoiudTnTa Kal Ta {wvTava AToua TOTToBeTBNnKav o€
QUAAO @acoAiou yia Tnv dnuioupyia véag yevidg. Auo eBOOuGdeS apyoTeEPa N
F1 vyevid XpnolgoTroiROnKe vyia Tnv  €TOPEVN  €TTIAOYA  ME  MEYAAUTEPN
ouykévTpwaorn. H idia diadikaoia akoAouBrnonke yia TiIg UTTOAOITTEG ETTIAOYEG.

Mivakag 3. ZuyKevipwoelg, apiBudg akuaiwv aropwv Kar Bvnoiuétnta Twv
O1adoxIKWYV eTIAoywv Tou TUmix pe bifenthrin.

ENIAOIEZ 2YTKENTPQZEIX n ONHZIMOTHTA %
Ap1Bu6g yevewv (ppm)
1 4000 547 44%
2 5000 455 38%
3 6000 635 11%
4 10000 1259 30%
5 20000 378 63%

n: ApiBudg akpaiwv BnAuKwvV
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7. ETTidpaon ouvepyioTwy OTA ETTITTEDA AVOEKTIKOTNTAG

MNa TNV PEAETN Twv BIOXNMIKWY PNXAVIOUWY AVvBEKTIKOTNTAG YiveTal
xpron ouvepyioTwv. OI CUVEPYIOTEG Eival OUTIEG TTOU ATTEVEPYOTTOIOUV OUABES
eVCUUWV TTOU eUTTAEKOVTAl OTNV QVOEKTIKOTATA. OI CUVEPYIOTIKEG OUCIEG TTOU
XPNOIMOTIOINONKAV yia TNV HEAETN TWV MPNXOVIOPWY AVOEKTIKOTNTAG OTO
bifenthrin Atav 1o DEF kai To PB. To DEF (S,S,S-tributyl phosphorotrithioate)
A&IToupyEl WG TTAPEPTTOBIOTAG OTAV OUAda ev{UUWVY KOPPBOLUAECTEPATES Kal
MeTa@opdaoes TNG YAouTtabeidvng. To PB (piperonyl butoxide) dpa oTIG MIKTAG
Aeitoupyiag P450 oeiddoeg kal oTIC KapPoiuleotepdoes. H xpron Twv
OUVEPYIOTWYV OTNV MEAETN TWV PNXOVIOPWY AVOEKTIKOTNTAG EYKEITAI OTO OTI €Gv
Ta €miTeEda AVOEKTIKOTNTAG OE Mia OPAOTIKN MEIWBOUV OTNV TTEPITITWON TTOU
EXEl TTpoNynOcei eTTa@r Pe Tov €va ] Tov AAAO CUVEPYIOTH TOTE QUTO ONUAIVEI
OTI Ta €VCUPA TTOU QUTOG TTAPEPTTOdICEI EYUTTAEKOVTAI OTNV AVOEKTIKOTNTA.

MponynRBbnkav TTPoKATAPKTIKES BIOBOKIUES PE TOUG ouvepyIoTéEG DEF kai
PB yia tnv e€upeon TNG KATAAANANG OUYKEVTPWONG YIO WEKACKO TOU
TTANBucpou TUmix petd amd emAoyy kai tou GSS. H KatdAAnAn
OUYKEVTPWOTN €ival N PEYOAUTEPN OUYKEVTPWON TIOU TTPOKOAEI PNOEVIKN
BvnoiuoTnTa. H TTpoETOINaCia TWV TTPOKATAPTIKWY TTEIPAUATWY ATaV idia ME
QUTH TWV OKMOIOKTOVWY OKEUQOUATWY. O Wwekaouog Twv QUAAWV PE TIG
OUVEPYIOTIKEG ouoieg TrpaydaTotroindnke oto potter tower. O pdpTupag
WEKAOTNKE PE ATTIOVIOPEVO VEPD. TEOTEPIG WPES APYOTEPA WEKATTNKAV HUE TO
bifenthrin. Evwy pia wpa PETA TTpaypartotroindnke n pérpnon Bvnoiuotntag
XEIpIopoU. H TeNIKA pETpnon £yive HETA aTTO 48 WpPeS. MeTA TIG TTPOKATOAPKTIKES
BI0BOKIUEG O KATAAANAEG OUYKEVTPWOEIG TWV CUVEPYIOTIKWY ouciwv ATav 100
ppm yia o DEF kai 30 ppm yia 10 PB yia TIG OTT0iE¢ n BvnoIuotnTa TWV
TTANBucpwyv dev diEpepe atmd Tov PdpTupa.

8. AlaoTAUPWOEIG

MNa Ttnv  peNéTn  TNG  yeveTikng  Bdong TG avBekTIKOTNTAG
TTPAYMOTOTTOINONKAY  dlaoTAUPWOEIG  OITTANG  KATeuBuvong BnAukwyv  Kal
APOEVIKWY ATOPWYV PETALU Twv TTANBuouwy TUS kal GSS. O TANBUoPOS atrd
TNV lepaterpa (TUS) Atav avBekTikdg oe didpopeg dpaoTikéG (fenazaquin,
pyridaben, fenbutatin oxide) kal n PHeAETN Twv €MTTEdWY AVOEKTIKOTNTAG TOU
ATAV TO AVTIKEIPEVO TITUXIOKAG MEAETNG GAAOU QOITNTH.

Mavw oe UAAa @acoAiou apédnkav 12 BnAUuKEG TEAEIOXPUTAANIBES TOU
TTANBuopou TUS kal 5 akpaia apoevikd Tou GSS e11i duo eTavaARYEIS yia 3
NUEPEG 0 BAANQUO pE eAeyXOpeveG ouvlnkeg. Ta BnAukaG petapEépOnkav OTO
oTadlo TNG TeAEIOXPUOOAAIdAG vyia va eEao@alioTei 1o OTI dev  gixav
yovigoTtroinBei amdé apoevik@ Tou idlou TTANBuopou. Opoiwg Kai yia Tnv
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dlaoTtaupwon BnAukwv GSS pe apoevikd TU5. O1 ammdéyovoi toug (F1 yevid)
dlaocTtaupwBnkav pe daropa Twv TANBuopwv TU5 kai GSS (avadpopeg
dlaocTaupwaoelg). Metd tnv woTtokia kataueTpribnkav Tta afyd, o apiBudg
aBywV TTOU EKKOAG@TNKAV Kal TO QUAO TWV aKAPEWV.

9. AvaAuon aTTOTEAECPATWY

Ta atmoteAéopara Twv  eMTEdWYV  AVOEKTIKOTNTAG  «OlopOwBNKav»
AauBdavovtag uttéywn TN Bvnoiyotnta TTou Oev o@eiAeTal oTn dpdon Twv
okeuaopdtwy (Bvnoiudétnta pdptupa), XPNOILOTTOIWVTAS Tov TUTTO Tou Abbot.
AO© = 100 * (1-OE/OM) omou AO® = diopbwuévn Bvnoiyotnta, OE =
Ovnodétnta eméupfaong, kai OM = OvnoiudémTa udptupa. Mia Probit
avaluon katd Finney (Probit analysis, 1971 Cambridge Univ. Press)
TTPAYMATOTTOINONKE yIa TNV avAAuon TG % BvnoiudTnTag XPNOIUOTIOIWVTAG TO
Aoyiopikd Probit 3.3 (Praxeme Version 3.3, Licence 193019) (Raymond et al.
1993). To AoyIiouIKG auTd divel TNV duvatoTNTA VA SOKIJACOUUE KATA TTOCOV N
KQUTTUAN  atmokpiong BvnoiuoTNTOG-OUYKEVTPWOEIS QVTIOTOIXEI O€  euBcia
ypauun (dokiunp x2), TNV KAion Tng euBciag (slope), TIC Bavarn@opeg
ouykevTpwoelg (lethal concentrations LC), Ta 6pia eutriotoolvng KABE piag kai
Tov ouvTeAeoTr) avBekTIKOTNTAS RR (Resistance Ratio).
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AMNOTEAEZMATA

1. EmiTreda avOekTIKOTNTAC

Ta atroteAéoparta Twv Blodokipwy Pe Toug TTAnBuopuoug TU7 kar TU11
ota dokipyagdéueva okeudoparta (pirimiphos-methyl, bifenthrin, fenazaquin,
pyridaben, fenbutatin oxide, abamectin, spirodiclofen) avaAubnkav oto Probit
analysis yia Tnv €0peon TwWV EMTTEOWY AVOEKTIKOTNTAG OUYKPITIKA HE TOV
euaioBnTto TANBuo oG avagopds GSS.

Mivakag 4. AtroteAéopaTta avaAuong BvnoiydtnTag Kal eTTITTEdA AVOEKTIKOTNTAG TWV
TTANBuCoPWY oTa dokipaloueva okeudouaTa.

MAnBuopoi n Slope * SE LCs LCs xX? RR RR 95%
Range

Pirimiphos-methyl

TU7 395 4,3+0,1 1332 907,72-1959 21,39*** 4,02 0,16-98,03

TU11 658 1,5+0,5 417,03 157,66-1104 25,46*** 1,26 0,05-30,31

GSS 415 8,1+17 330,88 118,06-803,85 155%** - -

Bifenthrin

TU7 485 3,940,1 75093,68 15144-390580 19*** 5659,79 841,39-38071

TU11 313 2,540,3 168,11 130,33-219,83 0,18 12,83 3,562-46,70

GSS 257 1,7+0,9 13,26 4,37-40,73 18*** - -

Fenazaquin

TU7 581 1,940,1 179,22 145,96-218,88 5,51 10,38 7,69-14,01

TU11 478 1,940,2 447,60 323,83-619,56 8,45* 25,93 17,05-39,42

GSS 281 4,41+0,6 17,26 14,41-21,59 1,35 - -

Pyridaben

TU7 395 2,540,2 220,58 176,94-268,91 7,59 49,45 39,08-62,58

TU11 829 1£0,07 247,84 192,69-320,82 1,81 55,56 45,96-67,17

GSS 376 3,110,3 4,46 3,73-5,25 3,48 - -

Fenbutatin oxide

TU7 565 0,940,1 35784 25332-54932 2,62 1997 1610-2477

TU11 566 0,740,1 3511 2118-7327 8,19 196 155-247

GSS 356 2,740,3 17,91 14,45-22,28 3,36 - -

Abamectin

TU7 394 2,140,3 94,66 66,23-121,95 0,39 252 75,19-846

TU11 558 4,2+0,4 0,20 0,18-0,23 3,97 1,05 0,31-3,51

GSS 542 3,7+1,4 0,18 0,11-0,31 107*** - -

Spirodiclofen

TU7 931 3,240,6 27,20 19,05-38,85 47,98*** 164,90 21,66-1254,87

TU11 1519 2,240,1 8,68 7,68-9,93 3,23 59,44 7,53-469,23

GSS 851 4,6+3,8 0,16 0,05-0,48 107*** - -

n: apiBuég akapewv, LCsy (Lethal concentration for 50% mortality): ouykévipwaon TToU
okoTwvel T0 50% Tou TTANBucopoU, RR (Resistance Ratio): ouvteAeaTrg avBekTikdTNTAG, Slope
Kal SE: kAion uBgiag kai atrokAion, X2 QOKIUNAG KAAAG avTITTPOoWTTEUONG atrod eubeia *P<0.03,
**P<0.01, ***P<0.001.
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O Tmivakag 4 TTapoucidlel T OUYKEVIPWTIKA OTTOTEAEOPATA TG
avaAuong TnG OvnoiuotnTag Kol Twv  ETTTEOWV  QAVOEKTIKOTATAS TWwV
TTANBuopwyv TU7 kai TU11 ouykpitik& pe Tov euaioBnto TAnBuoud avagopds
GSS oT1a dokipaléueva okeudopara. Me eCaipeon 1o pirimiphos-methyl o TU7
TTOPOUCIAcE AVvOEKTIKOTNTA Ot OAD T OKEUAOHUATO HE OUVTEAEOTH)
avBekTikdTNTaG RR 110U KUpaivovTav atrd 10,38 oTo fenazaquin £éwg 5660 oTO
bifenthrin. O TU11 Trapouciaoce avBekTIKOTATA 0 OAa Ta okeudopata pe RR
12,83 o1o bifenthrin £éwg 196 oTo fenbutatin oxide, ekT6¢ Ao Ta OKEUAOPATO
pirimiphos-methyl kal abamectin yia Ta otroia 6TTwg @aivetal oTov TTivaka 4 1a
Opla eutmioToouvng Tou RR 1repIAapBdvouy tnv povada.

1.1. AvBekTIKOTNTA OTO pirimiphos-methyl

210 didypappa 1 mTapouaciadetal n BvnoiuoTNTA aKudiwv BnAukwyv T.
urticae yia Toug TTAnBuououg TU7, TU11 kai GSS oe oxéon pe Tnv
epapuoléuevn OUYKEVTPWON TNG OPACTIKAG ouciag pirimiphos-methyl. Ta
LCs0 Twv TANBuouwyv TU7 kai TU11 €ival peyaAutepa attd Tou guaiocbntou
TTANBUCOU ava@opds. Ouwg dev dIOPEPOUV OTATIOTIKA ONUAVTIKA, EQOCOV TO
eupog Tou RR trepiAaupaverl Tnv povada (Trivakag 4).
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Aildypapua 1. Ovnopdtnta okpaiwv OnAukwv T. urticae o€ oxéon HE TNV
EQPAPPOLOUEVN CUYKEVTPWON TNG dPACTIKNG pirimiphos-methyl.
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1.2. AvBekTIKOTNTO OTO bifenthrin

210 d1dypappa 2 mrapouacialetal n BvnoiyodTnTa akuaiwv BnAukwyv T.
urticae yia Toug TTAnBuououg TU7, TU11 kai GSS oe¢ oxéon pe Tnv
epapuoloéuevn ouykévTpwaon TnG dpacTIKAG ouaiag bifenthrin. O TU11 éxel RR
12,83 pe eupog 3,52 - 46,70. O TU7 mrapouciace uwnAdTEPN AVOEKTIKOTATA
a6 Tov TU11 pe RR 5659,79 ue eupog 841,39 - 38071 (trivakag 4).
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Aldypauua 2. Ovnoiyotnta okpaiwv OnAukwv T. urticae o€ oxéon HeE TNV
epapuolouevn ouykévipwaon TG dpaoTIKAG bifenthrin.

1.3. AvBekTIKOTNTO OTO fenazaquin

2710 diIdypappa 3 TTapouciadeTal n BvnoiuoTnTa akudiwv BnAukwyv T.
urticae yia Toug TTAnBuououg TU7, TU11 kai GSS oe oxéon pe Tnv
epapuoloéuevn ouykévipwon Tng dpacTIKAG ouciag fenazaquin. Ta LCsy Twv
TTANBucpwyv TU7 kai TU11 givar upnAdTepa atrd Tou euaiodBnTou TTANBuouoU
avagopds. O TU11 tmrapouaciace peyaAutepa etTitreda avOekTikOTNTag e RR
25,93 og oxéon pe Tov TU7 pe RR 10,38 (trivakag 4).
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Aldypauupa 3. Ovnoiyotnta akpaiwv OnAukwv T. urticae o€ oxéon HeE TNV
epapuolouevn ouykévipwaon TnG dpacTIkrG fenazaquin.

1.4. AvBekTIKOTNTA OTO pyridaben

210 d1dypapua 4 Tapoucialetal n BvnoiudtnTa oKPaiwv BnNAuKwv
T.urticae yia Toug TAnBuopoug TU7, TU11 kai GSS oe oxéon e Tnv
epapuoloéuevn ouykévipwaon TG OpaoTIKAG ouaiag pyridaben. O1 TTAnBucuoi
TU7 kai TU11 gpgdvicav mTapattAfola LCso kal TTapouciacav avOekTIKOTNTA
Me RR 49,45 kai 55,56 yia tov TU7 kai tov TU11 avrioTtoixa (TTivakag 4).
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Aildypapua 4. Ovnopdtnta okpaiwv OnAukwv T. urticae o€ oxéon ME TNV
EQPAPPOLOUEVN CUYKEVTPWOTN TNG dPACTIKNG pyridaben.
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1.5. AvBekTIKOTNTAO oTO fenbutatin oxide

210 di1dypappa 5 mmapouacialeral n BvnoiwodTNTA aKuaiwv BnAukwyv T.
urticae yia Toug TTAnBuououg TU7, TU11 kai GSS oe¢ oxéon pe Tnv
epapuolopevn ouykEvTpwaon NG dpacTikhg ouciag fenbutatin oxide. O TU7
e RR 1997 kai eupog 1610 - 2477 eupadvioe peyoAutepn avBekTikOTNTA ATTO
Tov TU11 pe RR 196 kail eUpog 155 - 247 (trivakag 4).
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Aldypauyua 5. Ovnoiyotnta akpaiwv OnAukwv T. urticae o€ oxéon pe TNV
epapuolouevn ouykévipwon TG dpaoTIKAg fenbutatin oxide.

1.6. AvBekTIKOTNTA OTO abamectin

2710 dIdypappa 6 TTapouciadeTal n BvnoiuoTNTa akudiwv BnAukwyv T.
urticae yia Toug TTAnBuououg TU7, TU11 kai GSS oe oxéon pe Tnv
epapuolépevn OUyKEVTPWON TNG dpacTIKAG ouciag abamectin. To LCsy TOU
TU11 dev di€pepe oTamioTikG atmd autd Tou GSS (trivakag 4). Evw o TU7 gival
avBekTIKOG oTo abamectin pe RR 252 kai e0pog 75,19 - 846.
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Aldypauua 6. Ovnoiwotnta akpaiwv OnAukwv T. urticae o€ oxéon HeE TNV
eQapuolouevn oUYKEVTPWON TNG dPACTIKAG abamectin.

1.7. AvBekTIKOTNTA OTO spirodiclofen

2710 dIdypappa 7 TTapouciadeTal n BvnoiuoTnTa akudiwv BnAukwyv T.
urticae yia Toug TTAnBuououg TU7, TU11 kai GSS oe oxéon pe tnv
epapuoloéuevn ouykéEvipwaon NG dpacTIKAg ouoiag spirodiclofen. 210 LCsp 0
TU7 pe RR 164,90 kai eupog 21,66 - 1254,87 trapouciace uwnAoTtepn
avBekTikéTNTa a11d Tov TU11 pe RR 59,44 kai eupog 7,53 - 469,23 (mivakag
4).
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Aldypapua 7. Ovnoudtnta akpaiwv OnAukwv T. urticae o€ oxéon ME TNV
epapuolouevn oUYKEVTPWON TNG dPACTIKNG spirodiclofen.
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2. [eveTIKA BAoN TNG avOEKTIKOTATAG

H ueAétn  TNG  YeEVETIKAG TNG  avBekTIKOTNTAG  TrEPIAQUBAVEI
dlaoTaupwoelg  OITTANG  Kateubuvong  Kal  avAdpopeg  dIAOTAUPWOEIG
(backcrosses). O1 Tivakeg 4 kai S5 TTapoucidAlouv  Ta ATTOTEAEOUATA
TTPOKATAPKTIKWY SIA0TAUPWOEWY TTOU TTPAYUATOTTOINBNKav yia va digpeuvnOei
n duvatdTNTa PEAETNG TNG YEVETIKAG BAong Tng avBekTikdTnNTag. O Tivakag 4
TTapoucidlel Ta atmmoTeAéopata dIaoTAUPWOEWV OITTANG KaTeuBuvong PeTagU
Tou guaioBnTou TTANBuopou GSS kal Tou avBekTikou TUS kal o Tivakag 5 Ta
backcrosses e apoevikad droua Twv TANBuopwyv GSS kai TUS.

Mivakag 4. Alaotaupwoelg dITTAAG KaTteuBuvong Tou guaicbntou TTAnBuouou GSS e
Tov avBekTIKO TUS.

AlaoTaupwoeig ABya OnAukd Apoevikd Maparnpnoeig
(2x3)

1 TU5xGSS 138 17 83

2 TU5xGSS 104 19 71

3 GSSxTU5 160 21 92 Q10Kuaio xpwuaTog
KOKKIVOU

4 GSSxTU5S 189 20 98 Q10Kuaio XpwHaTOG
KOKKIVOU

Mivakag 5. Backcrosses ¢ F1 yevidg Twv dlaoTaupwoewy SITTARG KaTelBuvong pe
apoevikd droua Twv TAnBucopwyv GSS kai TUS.

Backcrosses ABya OnAukd Apoevikd MaparnpRoeig
(?x3)
1 TUSGSSxTUS 0 0 0
2 TU5GSSxGSS 0 0 0
3 GSSTU5xTU5S 75 24 8 91auya
4 GSSTU5SXxGSS 10 5 5 Q aKuaia XpWHOTOG KOKKIVOU,
0 auyd

O1 dlooTaupwoelg autég €0€iIEav TV UTTapEn  avattapaywylikou
acupBiBacTtou peTatu Twv TTANBuouwyv TUS kai GSS 10U eKPPAlETAI PJE TOV
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MIKPO apIiBud BNAUKWY €vavTl TWV APOEVIKWY ATOMWY, EVW OTn @UON TO Ssex
ratio eival 3:1. 'eyovog TTou ATTOdEIKVUETAI ATTO TO OTI TA TTEPIOCOTEPA WA eV
ATav yovigoTroinuéva (TTEPICCOTEPOI APTEVIKOI atrdyovol), KaBwg Kal atrd Tov
MIKPO apiBud wwv TTou Trpoékuyav amo Tnv F1 yevid. MNapatnpribnke etriong
KOKKIVOG XPWHATIOUOG MEPIKWY BNAUKWY akuaiwv atopwy TnG F1 yevidg, Tap’
OANO TTOU OI YOVEIG €ival TTPACIVOU XPpWHATOG. H OUuoxETIon TOU KOKKIVOU
XPWHATOG PE TNV OTEIPOTNTA TWV BNAUKWYV €XEl TTapaTnEnOEi Kal GAAEG QOpPES
(Helle 1962, Tsagkarakou 1997).

To @aivouevo Tou avaTtapaywyikoUu acuuBifacTou gival apkeTd ouxvo
avaueoa o€ TANBuopoUg T. urticae TTou PTTOPEI va xwpifovtal atrd peydaAn n
Kal MIKPR Yewypagikr améoTacn 1 Bpiokovral o€ SIAQOPETIKA €idn QUTWV
ceviotwv (Navajas et al. 2000). Kdmoia amm autd Ta avammapaywyikd
aoupBiBacTta ptopei va  o@eilovtal otnv UTTapén Tou E€VOOOUUBIWTIKOU
Baktnpiou Wolbachia (Vala et al. 2000). H uUmapén avamapaywyikou
acupBiBacTtou peTagu Tou GSS kal Tou KpNTIKOU TTANBuopou TUS amétpeye
TNV MEAETN TNG YEVETIKAG BAONG TNG AVOEKTIKOTNTAG.
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2YZHTHZH - ZYMIMEPAZMATA

H O&iamiotwon kal n PETPNON TNG QVOEKTIKOTNTAG TWV EAANVIKWVY
TTANBucpwyv T. urticae éyive Pe BIOBOKIPES Kal oUYKpIon TNG BvnoiudtnTag PE
autr) evog euaioBntou TTANBuopou avagopdg (GSS). O1 TAnBuopoi (TU7 kai
TU11) 10U peAeTABNKav, OUAAEXONKav atrd BePUOKATTIO  DIAPOPETIKWV
TTEPIOXWV Kal KAAAIEpYEIWV: 0 TU7 OUANEXONKE atrd Tnv ATTIKI) o€ KAAAIEpyEIQ
TPIAVTaQUAAIGG kal o TU11 ammd tnv [lehomdvvnoo o€  KaAAiEpyeia
YopUu@aAAIGG. O1 BIOBOKIPES TTPAYUATOTTOINONKAV OE EPYOOTNPIOKESG EKTPOPES
ME OnAukd oakpaia akdpea yia TNV UEAETN TNG Opdong £€1 EUTTOPIKWV
OKEUAOHATWY WG AKUAIOKTOVA Kal €VOG WG TTPOVUPQOKTOVO. EKTOC atmd T1o
pirimiphos-methyl, o TAnBuouég TU7 trapouciace avBekTiKOTNTA O OAa T
aAAa dokipaloueva okeudopata pe RR oto LCsp TTou kupaivoTtav armé 10,38
oT1o fenazaquin £éwg 5659,79 oto bifenthrin. O TTANBuUopo6g TU11 TTapouaciaoe
QAVOEKTIKOTNTO OTIG TIEPIOOOTEPEG OPOOTIKEG OUCIEG AAAG OE MPIKPOTEPQ
emimreda pe RR ot1o LCsp 12,83 o010 bifenthrin éwg 196 fenbutatin oxide. Aev
TTapouciace avlekTikOTNTA oTa pirimiphos-methyl kalr abamectin.

O TU7 dev mrapouciaoe avBekTikdOTNTA oTO pirimiphos-methyl, Tap’ 6An
TNV ouxvh xpnon (ava 15 nuépeg) opyavoQwOoPOPIKWY OKEUAOUATWY OTO
BepuoknTo. Atroucia avBOekTIKOTNTAG OTO pirimiphos-methyl TTaparnpriénke
kar otov TU11, yeyovog Trou pmmopei va amodoBei otn un  xprRon
OPYOVOPWOQPOPIKWY OTNV  KAANIEPYEIA  YAPUPAAAIGG aTT’ OTTOU  €YIVE )
ociyuaToAnyia Tou TTAnBucoU.

MeAéteg TTou Eyivav 10 2007 o€ gvvid TTAnBuououg atd tnv Kpntn Kai
TNV MeAoTTOVVNOO O€ UTTAIBPIEG 1] UTTO KAAUWN KAAANIEPYEIEG KOl QUTOQUH QUTA
(knTTeuTikG, Agpovid, malvaceae) €getdlouv Ta  ETTITTEdA  QAVOEKTIKOTNTAG
dla@opeTIkwWy TTANBuopwy (Mmpoupdkn k.a. 2007). 2to pirimiphos-methyl
Kavévag TTANBUo oS dev ep@avioe avBekTikOTNTa e RR oTo LCso 0,23 - 0,75,
OTTwG Kai ol TTAnBucopoi TU7 kar TU11. Autd Ta atroTeEAéouaTa £PXOVTal OE
avtibeon PE Ta eupruaTa TTAAQIOTEPWY MEAETWYV OTTOU €AANVIKOI TTANBuUCuOI
QavOeKTIKOI OTa Opyavopwopwplkd methidathion kai parathion methyl eixav
BpeBei kal otnv ATTIKN Kai oTnv MNeAotrévvnoo (Tsagkarakou et al. 1996). Amd
TNV 010V BIBAIoypagia avOekTIKOTNTA O0TO pirimiphos-methyl €xel avagepOei
otnv MNoAwvia 1o 1974 (Lakocy 1974). NMpdo@aTtn dieBvr BiBAIoypagia TTou va
ava@EpeTal oTnV avlekTIKOTNTA TTANBuouwyv T. urticae oTo pirimiphos-methyl
OV UTTAPXEI.

Ooov agopd 10 TTUPEBpPIVOEIdEC okelaoua bifenthrin o TU7 ekdiAwoe
TNV uWnAOGTEPN TIPN QvBEKTIKOTNTAG Ot oxéon PeE Ta GAAa dokipaloueva
okeuaopata pe RR oto LCsp 5660. H kaAAiEpyeia TpiavTa@uAANIGg wekalovtav
ME TTUPEBPOEId KABE 15 nuEPEG PEXPI TNV OEIYUHATOANWIO PE OUVETTEIQ TNV
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onuioupyia uwnAwv ETTITTEdWV AVOEKTIKOTNTAG. ZAQWS MIKPOTEPA ETTITTEdA
avBekTIKOTNTAG Ppavioe o TU11 (RR o1o LCsp 12,83).

210 bifenthrin evvid dAAor eAAnvikoi TTANBucpoi TTapouciacav didgopa
emiTeda avOekTIKOTNTAG: a1mO €AAEIwn avOekTIKOTNTOG MPéEXPI RR = 236
(Toaykapdkou k.a. 2007). O TAnBuopog TU7 (Trapouca TrTuxiakr) pe RR 010
LCsp ~5660 éxel Ocicel Ta uwnAdTEPa ETTITTEdA ATTO TOUG €VTEKA OUVOAIKA
eANVIKOUG TTANBUOPOUG Kal PANIoTA atmd Ta uwnAoTEPA TTou €xouv BpeBei
01ebvwg. Ztnv AucTpahia (Herron et al. 2001), otnv AyyAia (Devine et al.
2001), onig HIMA (Yang et al. 2002) kai oto BéAyio (Leeuwen et al. 2005)
dnuooieuoeig oTo bifenthrin édei§av 611 o T.urticae avETTTUEE AVOEKTIKOTNTA WE
RR 109, 6, 15 ka1 1851 avrioToixa.

O1 TTopeuTTOdIOTEG  UETAPOPAC nAekTpoviwv av  kal  Ogv  gixav
XpPnoigoTtroiNBei TNV TeAeuTaia TTEPIOdO O0TNV KOANIEPYEIQ TPIAVTAQUAANIGG OTT
O1ToU OUAAEXBNKE 0 TU7 Ta €Tmitreda avOEKTIKOTATAG TTAPANEVOUV UWNAA HE
RR oT1o LCsp 10,38 yia 10 fenazaquin kai 49,45 yia 10 pyridaben. ETriong o
TU11 gp@dvioe avBekTIKOTNTA Kal OTIG dUO BPACTIKEG TTOU €iXAV EQPAPUOOTEI
oT1o Bepuokno ue RR o1o LCsp 25,93 oT0 fenazaquin kai 55 oto pyridaben.

210 fenazaquin kai oTo pyridaben o1 TU7 kai TU11 gixav avBekTiIkOTNTA
Me emTiTreda TNG idlaG TAENG ME eKEiva TWV TTEPICOOTEPWY GAAWV EAANVIKWV
TTANBucpwyv o1 otroiol TTapouciacav RR o010 LCsg ~2 - 32 ka1 4 - 26 oOT0
fenazaquin kai oto pyridaben avriotoixa. EKTOG EAAGDOG, MIKpd eTTiTrEdQ
avBekTikOTNTaG OTO fenazaquin éxouv avagepBei otnv Kopéa pe RR = 7,8
(Choi et al. 2005) kai upnAd otnv AyyAia ye RR = 168 (Devine et al. 2001).
210 pyridaben avBekTiKoi TTANBUCOi éxouv avaeepBei oTnv Kopéa pe RR = 86
(Choi et al. 2005), kai RR = 240 (Kim et al. 2006), otnv latTrwvia pe RR 2000
(Nauen et al. 2001) kai otnv AyyAia pe RR = 346 (Devine et al. 2001). ETriong
UTTAPXOUV ava@opég yia avOekTIKOTATA atrd TNV [aAAia, Bpadidia, Mepuavia,
AuoTpalia pe RR 2000 — 4000 (Nauen et al. 2001). O1 mAnBuopoi TU7 (RR =
49,45) ka1 TU11 (RR = 55,56) civalr avBekTikoi aAAG pe xapnAdTepa eTmiTreda
QAVOEKTIKOTNTAG.

O1 Blodokiyég atTedeIcav augnuevn avlekTIKOTNTA Twv TTANBuopwy TU7
kal TU11 oTo fenbutatin oxide pye RR 010 LCs9 1997 ka1 196 avTioToixa €vavri
MOAIG RR ~2-9 10U BpEBnKaV OTOUG UTTOAOITTOUG €AANVIKOUG TTANBUCUOUG
(Mmpoupdkn k.a 2007). YwnA avOekTIKOTATO OTn OPAOCTIKA aQuTh €XEl
avaepBOei kal oTnv Kopéa pe RR < 40 (Kim et al. 2006) ka1 oto BéAyio pe RR
= 500 (Leeuwen et al. 2005).

To uwnA6 RR 10U TANBuouou TU7 oTtnv aBeppiktivn (abamectin) (RR
= 250) dikaioAoyei TNV atroTuxia eAEyxou Tou TTANBUCUOU Tou TETPAVUXOU OTO
BepuokATo pe TNV OpacTikl auth. O TU11 pe RR oto LCs 1,05,
XapakTnpifeTal euaicbnTog oTnv abamectin, av Kal TO CUYKEKPIPNEVO OKEUATUA
epapudloviav  kABe 3-4 nuépeg oTnv  KoAAIEpyela  yapu@aAlliag. To
ATTOTEAEOHUA QUTO €ival CUPQWVO HPE TNV PN avdaTmTugn avlekTikOTNTag OTnV
OpacTIK) aUTAH 0€ Kavévav atrd Toug AAAoUG evvid eAANVIKOUG TTANBUCHOUG
(Mmpoupdkn k.a. 2007).
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Mpdo@ateg dnuooieloelg TTapouaidlouv TTANBUOUOUG avBEKTIKOUG OTO
abamectin amé Tnv Bpadihia (Sato et al. 2005), Tnv KoAouBia kai Tnv
OAAavdia (Stumpf et al. 2002) ue RR oT10 LCs0 342, 26 ka1 54 avrioTtoixa. Evw
oTtn yerrovikr) Toupkia BpéBnkav TTANBucouoi euaiocbnTtol 0TV dPACTIKA AUTH
(Ay et al. 2004).

MapoAo 1mou n dpacTikr) oucia spirodiclofen dev gixe xpnolyoTroinOei
TToTé TIpIv otnv EAAGSa o1 TU7 kair TU11 mrapouciacav uywnAd etritreda
avBekTIKOTNTAG uE RR 010 LCs0 165 ka1 60 avrioToixa. Auto €ival o€ avTifeon
ME TOUG UTTOAOITTOUG €AANVIKOUG TTANBUCHOUG TTOU TTapousiacav HIKPOTEPA
emmimeda avOekTIKOTNTAG (OUO TTANBucouoi atrd Tnv lMeAotmévvnoo Bpédnkav
avBekTikoi e RR = 30 kai 33 avrioToixa), €éwg Kal KaBOAou avOekTIKOTNTA (OI
TTEPICCOTEPOI KPNTIKOI TTANBuCoi atrodeixOnkav euaiocbnrol, ekTOG atmmd évav
1Tou TTapouciace RR = 20). Ooov agopd 1n dpaacTikr) auTh dev UTTAPXEI DIEOVI)
BiBAIoypagia TTou va ava@épel TNV UTTapgn aveekTiKwy TTAnNBuopwy T. urticae
(http://www.pesticideresistance.org/).

2UMTTEPIOUATIKA, T ETTITTEDA AVOEKTIKOTNTAG Twv TTANBuouwyv TU7 Kal
TU11 BpiokovTal o€ akoAouBia Pe TO ICTOPIKO TwV ETTEURACEWYV TTOU dEXOVTAV
ota Bepuoknma. E¢aipeon atmoteAouv Ta pirimiphos-methyl, abamectin kai
spirodiclofen. To pirimiphos-methyl TapoAo Tou e@apuodloviav  oTnV
KaAAiEpyeia TPIavTaQUANIGS otnv ATTIKA 0 TTANBuopog (TU7) dev aveETTTuge
avOekTIKOTNTA, OTTWG dEIXVOUV Ta ATTOTEAEOPATA TNG TTApoUCag TITuXIokng. H
apepuIKTivi TTap’ OAO TTOU  XPNOIMOTTOIOUVTAV OuXvda oTnv  KAAANIEpyEla
YOPUQPAAAIGG, O TTANBUOPOG Oev eixe avatTugel avOekTikoTnTa. Kal or duo
TTANBucpoi TTap’ 6Ao TTou dev cixav £pBel o€ eTTagpn Pe TO spirodiclofen £deigav
OTI ATav avOeKTIKOi OTO OKevaopa. H Ummapén avOekTIKOTATAG €AANVIKWV
TTANBucpwyv oTo spirodiclofen TTou dev €xel XpNOIWOTTOINOET TTPONYOUNEVWG O€
Kapia kaAAiépyeia otnv EAAGOa pag odnyei va oke@Trouue OTI TTPOKEITAI YIA
OlaoTauPOUNEVN aVOEKTIKOTATA. ETTITTPOCOETWC £TTEI0r) dPACTIKA oudia Pe Tov
idlo TPOTTO dpdaong dev €ixe EQAPUOOTE Lavd, TO TBAVOTEPO €ival va UTTAPXEI
METABOAIKN avOekTIKOTNTA.

Ta upnAoTepa eTmiTTEda AVOEKTIKOTNTAG TTOU PBprKape otoug TU7 kai
TU11 o€ ouykpion Pe Toug AAAoug eAANVIKOUG TTANBucpoug (MTTipoupdkn K.q.
2007, Toaykapakou K.a. 2007) ogeihovTtal 0TV augnuévn TTiEon €TTIAOYNAG TTOU
OEXETAI O TETPAVUXOG OTA BepuoknTTIa OTTOU KAAAIEpYyoUVTal AvOn, o€ avTiBeon
ME TNV MIKPOTEPN CUXVOTNTA TWV ETTEUPRACEWY OTA KNTTEUTIKA.
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NAPAPTHMA

1.Probit avdAuon yia 1o pirimiphos methyl

Analyzed file : ACT_GSS.PLD
Date 272117
Insectide : actellic_ GSS_16/01/07 ka1 30/01/07
% control mortality : 1.40845 (2 / 142)
N Killed Total Dose Observed Corrected
mortality mortality
(1st estimation)

1 8 162 100 5 3.5
2 30 78 300 38.5 37.6
3 33 35 500 94.3 94.2

No convergence at 1000 iterations.lterations : 1001
Y =-15.5636 + 8.16127 * X. Natural mortality (last estimation) 4 %
p(X? = 155.216, df = 1) = 0.0000

Point # Observed Expected Xz
dead dead Contribution
1 8 5.02 153.8337
2 30 32.96 0.4675
3 33 31.22 0.9150
Heterogeneity = 155.216 with 1 degree of freedom.
n Dose Mortality probit Total Killed  Killed Xz
corr (%) treated expected contribution
1 100.0000 1.0 3.1855 162 8 5.02 153.8337
2 300.0000 35.9 46824 78 30 32.96 0.4675
3 500.0000 94.0 6.5721 35 33 31.22* 0.9150
LC Level Range
of conf.
01=171.62073 0.95 8.67584 < LC < 3391.47979
02 = 185.34097 0.95 12.79997 < LC < 2681.30334
03 =194.61178 0.95 16.34584 < LC < 2315.12945
04 =201.88789 0.95 19.61658 < LC < 2076.18370
05 =208.01095 0.95 22.73049 < LC < 1902.18056
10 = 230.47608 0.95 37.29292 < LC < 1423.57697
20 = 260.95376 0.95 65.41695 < LC < 1040.57717
30 = 285.40845 0.95 93.19898 < LC < 873.81403
40 = 308.09505 0.95 118.06927 < LC < 803.85819
50 = 330.88155 0.95 135.08341 <LC < 810.47011
60 = 355.35333 0.95 139.71620 < LC < 903.88861
70 = 383.59971 0.95 131.14464 < LC < 1122.26982
80 =419.54790 0.95 111.64886 < LC < 1577.09955
90 = 475.02805 0.95 82.36012 < LC < 2741.28156
95 = 526.33095 0.95 61.86331 < LC < 4481.09716
96 = 542.29405 0.95 56.71978 < LC < 5188.65121
97 = 562.56925 0.95 50.90399 < LC < 6222.19604
98 = 590.70912 0.95 43.98801 < LC < 7939.41911
99 = 637.93342 0.95 34.81054 < LC < 11702.16893

Regression line : Y = A + slope * (X - M)

A =5.03291 (SE : 0.12964) -Probit unit-

slope = 8.1613 (SE : 17.7630)

M = 2.5237 in log10(dose) unit and 333.9589 in dose unit
Variance of the LC50 : 0.000252825 in log10(dose) unit
Heterogeneity = 155.216 with 1 df
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Analyzed file : ACT_TU7.PLD
Date 2712117

Insectide : actellic_ TU7_28/03/07

% control mortality : 0.980392 (1 /102)

N Killed Total Dose Observed Corrected
mortality mortality

(1st estimation)

1 6 94 700 6.4 5.4

2 28 72 1000 38.9 38.3
3 63 66 3000 95.5 95.5
4 60 61 7000 984 98.4

Iterations : 13 Y =-8.46552 + 4.30945 * XNatural mortality (last estimation) 0.9 %

p(X? = 21.3972, df = 2) = 0.0000

Point # Observed Expected Xz
dead dead Contribution
1 6 11.40 3.0660
2 28 21.69 2.6576
3 63 61.78 0.3716
4~ 60 60.94 15.3020

A star (*) after the point number indicates that an eventual

high X2 contribution of the point may be due to a low or high expected dead value.

Heterogeneity = 10.6986 with 2 degree of freedom.
n Dose Mortality probit Total Killed Killed

corr (%) treated expected
1 700.0000 5.6 3.3889 94 6
2 1000.0000 38.4 47009 72 28
3 3000.0000 95.4 6.6859 66 63
4 7000.0000 98.3 7.1309 61 60
LC Level Range
of conf.
01 = 384.36481 0.95 172.98587 < LC < 847.02880
02 = 444.63122 0.95 218.07490 < LC < 900.14042
03 = 487.69050 0.95 252.16144 < LC < 937.21612
04 = 522.79781 0.95 280.93569 < LC < 967.22261
05 = 553.23247 0.95 306.49324 < LC < 993.23581
10 = 671.82657 0.95 409.90530 < LC < 1096.85225
20 = 849.97232 0.95 567.52510 < LC < 1270.39947

30 =1007.11736 0.95 696.65995 < LC < 1454.89302
40 = 1164.09479 0.95 808.33468 < LC < 1677.13868
50 = 1332.51875 0.95 907.72215 < LC < 1959.00695

60 = 1525.31069 0.95 1000.26278 < LC < 2331.86561
70 =1763.05790 0.95 1092.58896 < LC < 2855.41412
80 =2089.01651 0.95 1194.61070 < LC < 3671.35206
90 = 2642.95326 0.95 1331.29667 < LC < 5282.88683
95 = 3209.51194 0.95 1444.22619 < LC < 7192.32551
96 = 3396.35360 0.95 1477.54828 < LC < 7875.94678
97 = 3640.84648 0.95 1518.87110 < LC < 8809.24045
98 = 3993.43575 0.95 1574.60041 < LC < 10230.37396
99 = 4619.58578 0.95 1664.56497 < LC < 12964.87307

Regression line : Y = A + slope * (X - M)

A = 4.64604 (SE : 0.10563) -Probit unit-

slope = 4.3094 (SE : 1.4653)

M = 3.0425 in log10(dose) unit and 1102.8440 in dose unit
Variance of the LC50 : 0.000673726 in log10(dose) unit
Heterogeneity = 10.6986 with 2 df

XZ

contribution

11.40
21.69
61.78*
60.94*

3.0660
2.6576
0.3716
15.3020

44



Analyzed file : ACT_TU11.PLD
Date 2712177
Insectide : pirimiphos_tu11_30/05/07
% control mortality : 6.81818 (12 / 176)
N Killed Total Dose Observed Corrected
mortality mortality
(1st estimation)

1 25 176 10 14.3 7.9

2 45 177 100 255 19.9
3 71 97 1000 73.2 71.3
4 3 32 3000 96.9 96.7

Iterations : 23 'Y =0.902019 + 1.56405 * XNatural mortality (last estimation) 11 %
p(X2=25.4642, df = 2) = 0.0000

Point # Observed Expected Xz
dead dead Contribution
1 25 20.10 24.2821
2 45 45.51 0.0107
3 71 73.13 0.2349
4* 31 29.43 0.9365

A star (*) after the point number indicates that an eventual
high X2 contribution of the point may be due to a low or
high expected dead value.Heterogeneity = 12.7321 with 2 degree of freedom.

n Dose Mortality probit Total Killed  Killed X2
corr (%) treated expected contribution
1 10.0000 3.7 3.5831 176 25 20.10 24.2821
2 100.0000 16.3 4.1544 177 45 45.51
3 1000.0000 69.9 55591 97 71 73.13
4 3000.0000 96.5 6.8312 32 31 29.43*
LC Level Range
of conf.
01 =13.56740 0.95 0.97881 < LC < 183.90566
02 = 20.26693 0.95 1.92925 < LC < 208.77618
03 = 26.14558 0.95 2.95795 < LC < 227.01672
04 = 31.66502 0.95 4.07041 < LC < 242.29416
05 = 37.00740 0.95 5.26971 < LC < 255.90381
10 = 63.19723 0.95 12.59383 < LC < 313.41264
20 = 120.82225 0.95 34.33371 < LC < 422.06542
30=192.81713 0.95 66.26112 < LC < 558.76588
40 = 287.39401 0.95 108.03965 < LC < 763.40893
50 = 417.03580 0.95 157.66294 < LC < 1104.35795
60 = 605.15828 0.95 213.09809 < LC < 1724.88058
70 =901.98865 0.95 274.68975 < LC < 2980.90323

80 = 1439.46048 0.95 347.80938 < LC <6015.02175
90 = 2752.00118 0.95 453.12675 < LC < 16950.59022
95 = 4699.56998 0.95 547.10825 < LC <41090.60954
96 = 5492.46084 0.95 576.16053 < LC < 53352.39664
97 = 6651.94229 0.95 613.06602 < LC < 73641.58052
98 = 8581.41240 0.95 664.41818 < LC < 113283.65900
99 = 12818.87516 0.95 751.26442 < LC < 224177.67872
Regression line : Y = A + slope * (X - M)

A =4.88760 (SE : 0.09345) -Probit unit-slope = 1.5640 (SE : 0.5927)
M = 2.5482 in log10(dose) unit and 353.3821 in dose unit
Variance of the LC50 : 0.00362805 in log10(dose) unit
Heterogeneity = 12.7321 with 2 df

0.0107
0.2349
0.9365
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RESISTANCE RATIO FOR NON PARALLEL LINES

File 1 :

File 2 :
LC
50
10
90

File 1 :

File 2 :
LC
50
10
90

C:\PROBIT\TU\TU_VER~NACTELLIC\ACT_GSS.PA
C:\PROBIT\TU\TU_VER~NACTELLIC\ACT_TU7.PA

Res. Ratio 95% Range

4.02717 0.16543 - 98.03416
2.91495 0.00489 - 1738.64896
5.56378 0.01109 - 2792.35998

C:\PROBIT\TU\TU_VER~NACTELLIC\ACT_GSS.PA
C:\PROBIT\TU\TU_VER~NACTELLIC\ACT_TU11.PA

Res. Ratio 95% Range

1.26037 0.05241 - 30.31122
0.27420 0.00045 - 167.80112
5.79333 0.01168 - 2874.39136
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2. Probit avdAuon yia 1o bifenthrin

Analyzed file : TAL_GSS.PLD
Date 2712117

Insectide : bifenthrin_GSS_20/02/07
% control mortality : 0 (0 / 68)

N Killed Total Dose  Observed Corrected
mortality mortality

1 0 54 0.3 0 0

2 2 30 1 6.7 6.7

3 6 38 3 15.8 15.8

4 8 42 10 19.1 19.1

5 24 25 30 96 96

Iterations : 10 Y =2.99413 + 1.78656 * Xp(X? = 18.0897, df = 2) = 0.0001

Point # Observed Expected Xz

dead dead Contribution

1 0 0.00 -—-
2* 2 0.67 2.6762
3* 6 4.73 0.3924
4 8 17.35 8.5931
5 24 18.42 6.4280

A star (*) after the point number indicates that an eventual

high X2 contribution of the point may be due to a low or high expected dead value.

Heterogeneity = 9.04484 with 2 degree of freedom.

n Dose Mortality probit Total Killed Killed X2
corr (%) treated expected contribution
1 0.3000 0.0 54 0 0.00*
2 1.0000 6.7 3.4987 30 2 0.67* 2.6762
3 3.0000 15.8 3.997 38 6 4.73* 0.3924
4 10.0000 19.0 41241 42 8 17.35 8.5931
5 30.0000 96.0 6.7512 25 24 18.42 6.4280
LC Level Range

01=0.661330.95 0.03992 < LC < 10.27557
02 =0.939730.95 0.07951 < LC < 10.50924
03 =1.174460.95 0.12258 < LC < 10.70812
04 = 1.388860.95 0.16923 < LC < 10.89333
05 =1.591970.95 0.21950 < LC < 11.07309
10 = 2.543300.95 0.52347 < LC < 11.99299
20 =4.485320.95 1.37072 < LC < 14.45251
30 =6.753200.95 2.42797 <LC < 18.69014
40 =9.577530.95 3.48485 < LC < 26.42586

50 = 13.26816 0.95 4.37533 < LC < 40.73097

60 = 18.38093 0.95 5.06689 < LC < 68.06398

70 = 26.06824 0.95 5.59998 < LC < 124.97701
80 = 39.24890 0.95 6.02607 < LC < 266.03886
90 = 69.21860 0.95 6.39702 < LC <790.81447
95 = 110.58251 0.95 6.58833 < LC < 1983.31505
96 = 126.75420 0.95 6.63099 < LC < 2598.07596
97 = 149.89387 0.95 6.67706 < LC < 3623.63686
98 = 187.33461 0.95 6.72901 < LC < 5648.27360
99 = 266.19613 0.95 6.79325 < LC < 11398.49124

Regression line : Y = A + slope * (X - M)A = 4.62770 (SE : 0.13065) -Probit unit-
slope = 1.7866 (SE : 0.9235)M = 0.9144 in log10(dose) unit and 8.2105 in dose unit

Variance of the LC50 : 0.00663095 in log10(dose) unitHeterogeneity = 9.04484 with 2 df
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Analyzed file : TAL_TU7.PLD
Date 2712177
Insectide : bifenthrin_tu7_20/03/07 kaun 25/04/07
% control mortality : 2.5974 (2 /77)
N Killed Total Dose Observed Corrected
mortality mortality
(1st estimation)

1 13 150 3000 8.7 6.2
2 15 146 10000 10.3 7.8
3 7 55 30000 12.8 10.4
4 13 27 50000 48.2 46.8

Iterations : 10001 Y = -8.57615 + 2.78453 * X
Natural mortality (last estimation) 8.5 %
p(X? = 19.0574, df = 2) = 0.0001

Point # Observed Expected Xz
dead dead Contribution
1 13 12.09 12.9004
2 15 13.90 0.5224
3 7 11.89 3.4486
4 13 9.50 2.1860
Heterogeneity = 9.52869 with 2 degree of freedom.
n Dose Mortality probit Total Killed  Killed Xz
corr (%) treated expected contribution
1 3000.0000 0.3 3.4562 150 13 12.09
2 10000.0000 20 3.5803 146 15 13.90
3 30000.0000 47 3.7357 55 7 11.89
4 50000.0000 43.4 49178 27 13 9.50
LC Level Range

01 =10964.41932 0.95 1735.16996 < LC < 65569.22642

02 = 13736.74336 0.95 2983.26832 < LC < 60587.09635

03 = 15849.40040 0.95 4157.86357 < LC < 58315.23461

04 = 17649.61843 0.95 5287.57927 < LC < 57192.40180

05 =19264.90714 0.95 6378.25702 < LC < 56753.12122

10 = 26020.14758 0.95 11087.98340 < LC < 60520.74760
20 = 37445.33048 0.95 15847.86478 < LC < 89415.74870
30 = 48687.85479 0.95 16642.66467 < LC < 145983.59059
40 = 60922.83392 0.95 16110.17706 < LC < 238974.07203
50 = 75093.68806 0.95 15144.10278 < LC < 390580.04565
60 = 92560.73009 0.95 13995.74817 < LC < 649321.79953
70 =115820.71157 0.95 12716.63065 < LC < 1132421.84677
80 = 150594.53112 0.95 11262.78122 < LC < 2192182.86300
90 =216719.06240 0.95 9424.77917 < LC < 5531961.72229
95 =292711.61011 0.95 8092.42267 < LC < 11943644.69804
96 = 319500.50412 0.95 7736.10032 < LC < 14955119.27428
97 = 355790.24103 0.95 7317.46989 < LC < 19719413.51271
98 =410509.37904 0.95 6792.50596 < LC < 28497365.71776
99 = 514305.57551 0.95 6035.21053 < LC < 50953344.60869
Regression line : Y = A + slope * (X - M)

A =3.91957 (SE : 0.15890) -Probit unit-

slope = 2.7845 (SE : 2.1807)

M = 4.4876 in log10(dose) unit and 30729.5983 in dose unit
Variance of the LC50 : 0.0129487 in log10(dose) unit

Heterogeneity = 9.52869 with 2 df

12.9004
0.5224
3.4486
2.1860

48



Analyzed file : TAL_TU11.PLD

Dose

30
100
300
1000

: bifenthrin_tu11_08/05/07

Observed
mortality mortality

Corrected

(1st estimation)

Date : 513117

Insectide

% control mortality : 3.65854 (3 / 82)
N Killed Total

1 5 76

2 15 51

3 21 27

4 38 39

5 38 38

lterations : 7

Y =-0.779815 + 2.59704 * X

3000

6.6 3
29.5 26.7
77.8 77
97.5 97.4
100 100

Natural mortality (last estimation) 3.8 %
p(X? =0.186664, df = 2) = 0.9109
The data are well represented by a line

n Dose
corr (%)

30.0000 2.9

100.0000

300.0000

1000.0000

3000.0000

LC Level

of conf.

01=21.36176

02 = 27.20213

03 =31.71153

04 = 35.58876

05 =39.09220

10 = 53.95818

20 =79.71833

30 = 105.63625

40 =134.33872

50 = 168.10531

60 = 210.35928

70 = 267.51608

80 = 354.49053

90 = 523.72771

95 = 722.89097

96 = 794.05403

97 =891.13935

98 = 1038.86717

99 = 1322.89638

a b~ WON -

Mortality probit

26.6
76.9
97.3
100.0

0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95

Total  Killed Killed

treated expected

3.1086 76 5 477
4.3772 51 15
5.7357 27 21
6.9331 39 38
- 38 38

Range

9.49992 < LC < 34.63195
13.17600 < LC < 42.13963
16.20125 < LC < 47.77081
18.91471 < LC < 52.52679
21.44613 < LC < 56.77074
32.87326 < LC < 74.42091
54.41445 < LC < 104.67320
77.04628 < LC < 135.99105
102.01605 < LC < 172.83042
130.33195 < LC < 219.83175
163.73506 < LC < 284.34938
205.80936 < LC < 380.67604
264.99604 < LC < 543.86798
370.06145 < LC < 906.71548
483.54472 < LC < 1394.35206
522.25978 < LC < 1582.03282
573.84600 < LC < 1848.31584
650.01950 < LC < 2274.47960
790.18053 < LC < 3157.61678

Regression line : Y = A + slope * (X - M)
A =4.90614 (SE : 0.14366) -Probit unit-

slope = 2.5970 (SE : 0.3654)

M = 2.1894 in log10(dose) unit and 154.6690 in dose unit
Variance of the LC50 : 0.00308604 in log10(dose) unit

XZ
contribution

0.0283
15.62 0.0372
20.33 0.0874
38.17* 0.0338
37.98*
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RESISTANCE RATIO FOR NON PARALLEL LINES
File 1: C:\PROBIT\TU\TU_VER~NTALSTAR\TAL_GSS.PA
File 2 : C:\PROBIT\TU\TU_VER~NTALSTAR\TAL_TU7.PA

LC Res. Ratio 95% Range

50 5659.79993 841.39888 - 38071.52135
10 10230.99902 2463.35258 - 42492.22856
90 3131.00756 70.47682 - 139098.32768

Line of: TAL_GSS.PA TAL_TU11.PA Range Confidence

LC50 13.14918 168.79136
Resistance ratio 12.83664 (3.52843 - 46.70044) 0.95
or (inverse) 0.07790 (0.02141 - 0.28341) 0.95File 1 :
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3.Probit avaAuon yia 1o fenazaquin

Analyzed file : PRI_GSS.PLD

Date 2712177
Insectide : PRIDE GSS 5/2/07
% control mortality : 1.47059 (1 / 68)
N Killed  Total Dose  Observed Corrected
mortality mortality
(1st estimation)
1 2 94 3 2.2 0.6
2 11 68 10 16.2 14.9
3 50 51 50 98.1 98.1
Iterations : 8
Y =-0.49501 + 4.44197 * X
Natural mortality (last estimation) 1.9 %
p(X?=1.35027, df = 1) = 0.2455
The data are well represented by a line
n Dose  Mortality probit  Total Killed  Killed
corr (%) treated expected
1 3.0000 0.3 2.467 94 2 1.78*
2 10.0000 14.6 3.9567 68 11 11.02
3 50.0000 98.0 7.0559 51 50 49.99*
LC Level Range
of conf.
01=5.16733 0.95 3.33143 < LC < 6.75490
02 =5.95163 0.95 4.02944 < LC < 7.59702
03 =6.51002 0.95 4.54160 < LC < 8.19388
04 =6.96420 0.95 4.96577 < LC < 8.67944
05 =7.35719 0.95 5.33733 < LC < 9.10059
10 = 8.88270 0.95 6.80583 < LC < 10.75754
20=11.15951 0.95 9.00743 < LC < 13.35961
30=13.15595 0.95 10.87436 < LC < 15.83580
40 =15.14097 0.95 12.63441 < LC < 18.50936
50=17.26187 0.95 14.40704 < LC < 21.59492
60 =19.67986 0.95 16.31308 < LC < 25.37293
70 =22.64923 0.95 18.52542 < LC < 30.34177
80=26.70120 0.95 21.37971 < LC < 37.62326
90 = 33.54524 0.95 25.90828 < LC < 51.02941
95 =40.50083 0.95 30.25268 < LC < 65.87116
96 =42.78630 0.95 31.63676 < LC < 70.98766
97 =45.77133 0.95 33.41705 < LC < 77.83702
98 =50.06568 0.95 35.92923 < LC < 88.00692
99 =57.66460 0.95 40.25223 < LC < 106.85935

Regression line : Y = A + slope * (X - M)

A =4.53114 (SE : 0.17678) -Probit unit-

slope = 4.4420 (SE : 0.6461)

M =1.1315 in log10(dose) unit and 13.5367 in dose unit
Variance of the LC50 : 0.00181962 in log10(dose) unit

XZ

contribution
1.3502
0.0000
0.0000
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Analyzed file : PRI_TU7.PLD
: 4/18/7
: fenazaquin_tu7_12/04/07

Date
Insectide

% control mortality : 1.07527 (1 /93)
Observed

N Killed

5

6

28
50
72

6 86
Iterations : 29

a b~ WON -

Y =0.62081 + 1.94342 * X

Total

93
76
77
80
75
87

Dose

10
30
100
300
1000
3000

mortality mortality

5.4
7.9
36.4
62.5
96
98.9

Natural mortality (last estimation) 3.3 %
p(X? = 5.51299, df = 4) = 0.2387
The data are well represented by a line

n Dose

o g WN -

LC

01 =11.37950
02 =15.71778
03 = 19.29344
04 = 22.50886
05 =25.51791
10 = 39.25424
20 =66.12939
30 =96.33106
40 = 132.81977
50 = 179.22318
60 = 241.83860
70 = 333.44330
80 = 485.72877
90 = 818.27972

95 = 1258.76087
96 = 1427.03562
97 = 1664.86364
98 =2043.60529
99 = 2822.70334

Variance of the LC50 : 0.00195476 in log10(dose) unit

Mortality probit
corr (%)
10.0000 2.2
30.0000 4.8
100.0000
300.0000
1000.0000
3000.0000

Level
of conf.
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95

343
61.3
95.9
98.8

6.28477 < LC < 17.66017

9.19680 < LC < 23.42918

11.70359 < LC < 28.04901
14.02433 < LC < 32.12599
16.24470 < LC < 35.88824
26.83726 < LC < 52.61467
48.90499 < LC < 84.28242

Total

treated
3.2774
3.5089

Range

Killed

93

76
4.6316
5.3066
6.7457
7.2696

Corrected

(1st estimation)
43

6.8
35.7
62.1
96
98.9
Killed
expected
5 3.66*
6 7.28
77 28
80 50
75 72
87 86

74.70663 < LC < 119.47997
106.24078 < LC < 162.51264
145.96904 < LC < 218.88012
198.15479 < LC < 298.36727
271.44607 < LC <421.30476
387.09063 < LC <639.78101
623.07882 < LC < 1160.23532
915.52260 < LC < 1912.49912
1023.22031 < LC < 2214.24828
1172.53067 < LC < 2651.99844
1404.50535 < LC < 3373.00409
1864.56199 < LC < 4932.56648
Regression line : Y = A + slope * (X - M)
A =5.08366 (SE : 0.08565) -Probit unit-
slope = 1.9434 (SE : 0.1605)
M = 2.2964 in log10(dose) unit and 197.8739 in dose unit

XZ
contribution
2.6322
0.3484
25.67 0.3292
54.31 1.0459
69.67 1.0616
86.27* 0.0956
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Analyzed file : PRI_TU11.PLD
Date 2712117

Insectide : fenazaquin_tu11_10/05/07
% control mortality : 0 (0 / 88)

N Killed
1 3

2 5

3 29

4 65

5 61

lterations : 7

Point #

w N -

4
5*

Total

80
77
82
89
62

Dose  Observed Corrected
mortality mortality

30 3.8 3.8

100 6.5 6.5

300 354 354

1000 73.1 73.1

3000 984 98.4

Y =-0.191258 + 1.95834 * X
p(X? = 8.4582, df = 3) = 0.0375

Observed Expected Xz
dead dead Contribution
3 0.86 5.3694
5 7.79 1.1148
29 30.08 0.0614
65 67.01 0.2444
61 58.73 1.6682

A star (*) after the point number indicates that an eventual

high X2 contribution of the point may be due to a low or

Heterogeneity = 2.8194 with 3 degree of freedom.
Mortality probit ~ Total Killed Killed

n Dose

a b~ ON -

LC

01 =29.02340
02 = 39.98967
03 =49.01036
04 =57.11126
05 = 64.68420
10 =99.17783
20 = 166.41669
30 = 241.72637
40 = 332.47396
50 = 447.60780
60 = 602.61184
70 = 828.84108
80 = 1203.92217
90 =2020.13631
95 = 3097.39867
96 = 3508.11266
97 = 4087.96683
98 = 5010.11285
99 = 6903.14612

Regression line : Y = A + slope * (X - M)
slope = 1.9583 (SE : 0.2775)
Variance of the LC50 : 0.00180852 in log10(dose) unit

corr (%)
30.0000 3.7
100.0000
300.0000
1000.0000
3000.0000

Level
of conf.
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95

treated expected
3.2192 80 3 0.86*
6.5 3.4852 77 5
354 46251 82 29
73.0 5.6136 89 65
98.4 71417 62 61
Range
12.51027 < LC < 63.89677

18.76513 < LC < 81.38248
24.24548 < LC < 94.98819
29.37731 <LC < 106.77333
34.32844 < LC < 117.49979
58.31222 < LC < 163.98923
109.03996 < LC < 249.44509
168.08610 < LC < 343.93151
238.52765 < LC < 461.37606
323.83628 < LC < 619.56709
430.47775 < LC < 849.73438
572.29399 < LC < 1216.75949
783.31045 < LC < 1889.44015
1184.57853 < LC < 3553.76679
1648.90793 < LC < 6052.57373
1813.55893 < LC < 7076.54524
2037.38419 < LC < 8579.34956
2376.48019 < LC < 11092.02725
3024.47055 < LC < 16650.71044

high expected dead value.

XZ

contribution
5.3694

7.79 1.1148

30.08 0.0614

67.01 0.2444

58.73* 1.6682

A =4.93851 (SE : 0.08312) -Probit unit-
M = 2.6194 in log10(dose) unit and 416.3411 in dose unit
Heterogeneity = 2.8194 with 3 df
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RESISTANCE RATIO FOR NON PARALLEL LINES

File 1 :

File 2 :
LC
50
10
90
File 1 :

File 2 :
LC
50
10
90

C:\PROBIT\TU\TU_VER~1\PRIDE\PRI_GSS.PA
C:\PROBIT\TU\TU_VER~1\PRIDE\PRI_TU7.PA

Res. Ratio 95% Range

10.38250 7.69304 - 14.01219
4.41914 3.05808 - 6.38596
24.39306 15.02046 - 39.61407

C:\PROBIT\TU\TU_VER~1\PRIDE\PRI_GSS.PA
C:\PROBIT\TU\TU_VER~1\PRIDE\PRI_TU11.PA

Res. Ratio 95% Range

25.93028 17.05580 - 39.42233
11.16523 6.46018 - 19.29703
60.22081 30.11097 - 120.43936
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4.Probit avdAuon yia 1o pyridaben

Analyzed file : NEX_GSS.PLD

:nex_GSS 6/12/06

Dose Observed

mortality mortality

1 2.6

3 20.6
7 78.2
10 89.3
30 98.8

Date : 21917
Insectide

% control mortality : 0 (0 /91)
N Killed Total

1 2 77

2 7 34

3 25 32

4 58 65

5 76 77
lterations : 7

Y =2.93887 + 3.17424 * X

p(X? = 3.48518, df = 3) = 0.3229
The data are well represented by a line

n Dose  Mortality probit  Total Killed
corr (%) treated

1 1.0000 2.6 3.0561 77

2 3.0000 20.6 41795 34

3 7.0000 78.1 57763 32

4 10.0000 89.2 6.2391 65

5 30.0000 98.7 72271 77
LC Level Range

of conf.

01=0.82478 0.95 0.50360 < LC < 1.16139
02 =1.00512 0.95 0.64188 < LC < 1.37510
03 =1.13951 0.95 0.74841 <LC < 1.53134
04 =1.25229 0.95 0.83979 < LC < 1.66087
05 =1.35228 0.95 0.92217 < LC < 1.77470
10 = 1.76028 0.95 1.26933 < LC < 2.23191
20 =2.42248 0.95 1.85934 < LC <2.96139
30 = 3.04989 0.95 2.43462 < LC < 3.65243
40 =3.71271 0.95 3.04672 < LC < 4.39458
50 =4.46030 0.95 3.73075 < LC < 5.25725
60 = 5.35842 0.95 4.53268 < LC < 6.33878
70 =6.52293 0.95 5.53313 < LC < 7.81857
80 =8.21234 0.95 6.91208 < LC < 10.10758
90 =11.30176  0.95 9.27416 < LC < 14.64145
95=14.71167 0.95 11.72684 < LC < 20.04445
96 = 15.88635 0.95 12.54512 < LC < 21.98519
97 =17.45864 0.95 13.62308 < LC < 24.63912
98 =19.79301 0.95 15.19190 < LC < 28.68865
99 =24.12074 0.95 18.01794 < LC < 36.50380

Regression line : Y = A + slope * (X - M)

A =5.24176 (SE : 0.11542) -Probit unit-

slope = 3.1742 (SE : 0.3191)

M = 0.7255 in log10(dose) unit and 5.3149 in dose unit

Variance of the LC50 : 0.00138079 in log10(dose) unit

Corrected
2.6
20.6
78.2
89.3
98.8
Killed
expected
2 1.51*
7 9.94
25 23.45
58 56.37
76 76.67*

XZ

contribution
0.1601
1.2278
0.3831
0.3566
1.3575
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Analyzed file : NEX_TU7.PLD

Date . 4/20/7
Insectide : pyridaben_tu7_03/04/07
% control mortality : 4.34783 (2 / 46)
N Kiled Total Dose Observed Corrected
mortality mortality
(1st estimation)
1 2 67 30 3 3
2 11 63 100 17.5 13.7
3 47 66 300 71.3 69.9
4 79 83 1000 952 95
5 69 70 3000 98.6 98.6
Iterations : 19
Y =-0.866041 + 2.50306 * X
Natural mortality (last estimation) 3 %
p(X? = 7.59649, df = 3) = 0.0552
The data are well represented by a line
n Dose  Mortality probit  Total Killed  Killed
corr (%) treated expected

1 30.0000 0.0 3.1167 67 2 2.95*

2 100.0000 15.0 3.9024 63 11
0.7788

3 300.0000 70.3 5.5204 66 47
1.4008

4 1000.0000 95.0 6.6411 83 79
0.0004

5 3000.0000 98.5 71719 70 69
4.5011
LC Level Range

of conf.

01 =25.94202 0.95 13.12719 < LC < 40.88285
02 =33.33576 0.95 17.98169 < LC < 50.47464
03 =39.08640 0.95 21.94589 < LC < 57.72542
04 =44.05568 0.95 25.48536 < LC < 63.87559
05 =48.56351 0.95 28.77749 <LC < 69.37782
10 =67.84724 0.95 43.58221 < LC < 92.30957
20=101.71773 0.95 71.59874 <LC < 131.26163
30 =136.22011 0.95 101.68543 <LC < 170.43574
40 = 174.80285 0.95 136.11143 < LC < 214.71382
50 = 220.58943 0.95 176.94746 < LC < 268.91216
60 = 278.36902 0.95 227.29747 < LC < 340.84767
70 =357.21376 0.95 292.98768 < LC <445.90340
80 =478.37971 0.95 387.75970 < LC < 621.30332
90 =717.19499 0.95 559.95001 < LC < 1005.08847

95 =1001.98056 0.95
96 = 1104.50441 0.95
97 = 1244.92665 0.95
98 = 1459.68475 0.95
99 = 1875.70969 0.95
Regression line : Y = A + slope * (X - M)

A =5.25528 (SE : 0.10959) -Probit unit-

slope = 2.5031 (SE : 0.2719)

M = 2.4455 in log10(dose) unit and 278.9539 in dose unit
Variance of the LC50 : 0.00203962 in log10(dose) unit

750.27180 < LC < 1511.53183
816.09105 < LC < 1704.29661
904.42899 < LC < 1976.12667

1036.10329 < LC < 2407.70262
1281.81682 < LC < 3291.32507

X2

contribution

13.77

42.36

78.96*

69.85*

0.9154
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Analyzed file : NEX_TU11.PLD
Date : 513117

Insectide : pyridaben_tu11_23/05/07
% control mortality : 1.33333 (2 / 150)

N Killed

4

16
32
67
89
7 72
Iterations : 14

OO WN -

Y =2.49352 + 1.04695 * X

Total

72
96
86
97
128
120
80

Dose  Observed Corrected
mortality mortality
(1st estimation)

3 5.6 4.2

10 9.4 8.1

30 18.7 17.5
100 33 321
300 52.4 51.7
1000 74.2 73.8
3000 90 89.9

Natural mortality (last estimation) 1.8 %
p(X?=1.81672, df = 5) = 0.8739
The data are well represented by a line

n Dose  Mortality probit  Total Killed Killed X2
corr (%) treated expected contribution

1 3.0000 3.9 3.2698 72 4 2.82* 0.8866
2 10.0000 7.8 3.5986 96 9 8.46 0.0454
3 30.0000 17.2 4.0625 86 16 15.72 0.0065
4 100.0000 31.8 45333 97 32 34.07 0.1975
5 300.0000 51.5 5.0414 128 67 69.46 0.1893
6 1000.0000 73.7 5.6367 120 89 88.99 0.0000
7 3000.0000 89.8 6.2736 80 72 69.90 0.4914

LC Level Range

of conf.

01 =1.48499 0.95 0.60691 < LC < 2.92253

02 =2.70457 0.95 1.21843 < LC < 4.95720

03 =3.95677 0.95 1.89478 < LC < 6.93741

04 =5.26753 0.95 2.63969 < LC < 8.93673

05 =6.64903 0.95 3.45617 < LC < 10.98672

10=14.78966 0.95 8.68539 < LC < 22.40164

20 =38.94206 0.95 26.17404 < LC < 53.76911

30=78.28555 0.95 56.99854 < LC < 102.88364

40 =142.11012 0.95 108.45190 < LC < 182.89408

50 =247.84748 0.95 192.69260 < LC < 320.82598

60 =432.25897 0.95 333.48072 < LC < 577.77878

70 =784.67064 0.95 586.40269 < LC < 1111.38151

80 =1577.43010 0.95
90 = 4153.46690 0.95
95 = 9238.69760 0.95
96 = 11661.70372

97 = 15524.87395

98 =22712.78802

99 = 41366.28953
Regression line : Y = A + slope * (X - M)

A =4.93399 (SE : 0.05819) -Probit unit- slope = 1.0469 (SE : 0.0781)
M =2.3310 in log10(dose) unit and 214.3063 in dose unit

Variance of the LC50 : 0.00311085 in log10(dose) unit

1113.50073 < LC < 2438.79337
2658.73560 < LC < 7387.96917
5409.59897 < LC < 18605.45358

0.95 6647.67944 < LC < 24370.67376
0.95 8559.73075 < LC < 33966.57117

0.95
0.95

11973.29462 < LC < 52846.88803
20297.63147 < LC < 106155.56133
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RESISTANCE RATIO FOR NON PARALLEL LINES

File 1 :

File 2 :
LC
50
10
90

File 1 :

File 2 :
LC
50
10
90

C:\PROBIT\TU\TU_VER~T\NEXTER\NEX_GSS.PA
C:\PROBIT\TU\TU_VER~1\NEXTER\NEX_TU7.PA

Res. Ratio 95% Range

49.45677 39.08248 - 62.58489
38.54410 25.86333 - 57.44226
63.45906 46.17292 - 87.21675

C:\PROBIT\TU\TU_VER~T\NEXTER\NEX_GSS.PA
C:\PROBIT\TU\TU_VER~N\NEXTER\WNEX_TU11.PA

Res. Ratio 95% Range

55.56748 45.96777 - 67.17195
8.40189 6.11963 - 11.53529
367.50617 277.77100 - 486.23070
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5.Probit avdAuon yia 1o fenbutatin oxide

Analyzed file : TNT_GS.PLD

Date : 211017
Insectide : tnt 23/01/07 gss
% control mortality : 1.47059 (1 / 68)
N Kiled Total Dose Observed Corrected
mortality mortality
(1st estimation)
1 0 63 1 0 0
2 69 8.7 7.3
3 14 60 10 234 22.2
4 30 39 30 77 76.6
5 56 57 100 98.3 98.3
Iterations : 99
Y =1.59047 + 2.72072 * X
Natural mortality (last estimation) 4.6 %
p(X? = 3.36637, df = 2) = 0.1861
The data are well represented by a line
n Dose  Mortality probit ~ Total Killed  Killed
corr (%) treated expected
1 1.0000 0.0 63 0 0.00*
2 3.0000 4.3 3.5416 69 6 4.29*
3 10.0000 19.7 42318 60 14 16.79
4 30.0000 75.8 5.7241 39 30 28.91
5 100.0000 98.2 7.1015 57 56
LC Level Range
of conf.
01 =2.50031 0.95 1.30882 < LC < 3.79449
02 = 3.14910 0.95 1.76083 < LC < 4.59825
03 = 3.64563 0.95 2.12409 < LC < 5.19823
04 = 4.06997 0.95 2.44473 < LC < 5.70307
05=4.45158 0.95 2.74020 < LC < 6.15210
10 = 6.05506 0.95 4.04132 < LC < 8.00470
20 =8.78848 0.95 6.40511 < LC < 11.12068
30=11.49769 0.95 8.82540 < LC < 14.26152
40 =14.46282 0.95 11.46592 < LC < 17.84846
50 =17.91457 0.95 14.45238 < LC < 22.28472
60 =22.19011 0.95 17.97987 < LC < 28.19011
70=27.91271 0.95 2242952 < LC < 36.74286
80=236.51732 0.95 28.68739 < LC < 50.76259
90 = 53.00221 0.95 39.76768 < LC < 80.62964
95=72.09383 0.95 51.69094 < LC < 119.03464
96 = 78.85360 0.95 55.74906 < LC < 133.44924
97 =88.03182 0.95 61.14959 < LC < 153.62816

98 =101.91208 0.95
99 = 128.35700 0.95
Regression line : Y = A + slope * (X - M)
A =4.96493 (SE : 0.12654) -Probit unit-
slope = 2.7207 (SE : 0.3280)

M = 1.2403 in log10(dose) unit and 17.3892 in dose unit

69.11124 <LC < 185.36739
83.72546 < LC < 249.46067

Variance of the LC50 : 0.00216544 in log10(dose) unit

XZ

contribution
2.4922
0.7007
0.1551

55.85* 0.0183
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Analyzed file : TNT_TU7.PLD

Date
Insectide

: 511117
: fenbutatin_tu7_02/05/07

% control mortality : 3.84615 (4 / 104)

N Killed Total

1 12 96
2 13 94
3 32 90
4 46 92
5 63 94

Dose  Observed Corrected
mortality mortality
(1st estimation)
1000 12.5 9
3000 13.9 10.3
10000 35.6 33
30000 50 48
100000 67.1 65.7

Iterations : 7Y =0.627997 + 0.960122 * X
Natural mortality (last estimation) 4 %
p(X2=2.62184, df = 3) = 0.4538

The data are well represented by a line

n Dose
corr (%)
1000.0000
3000.0000
10000.0000
30000.0000
100000.0000
LC Level
01=134.97519
02 = 259.52329
03 = 392.97222
04 = 536.86554
05 =692.09236
10 = 1654.86262
20 = 4756.04058
30 =10184.33886
40 =19511.60149
50 = 35784.67360
60 = 65629.81854
70 = 125736.47462
80 = 269245.57146
90 = 773806.14501
95 = 1850248.50905
96 = 2385220.83902
97 = 3258609.11882
98 =4934211.75512
99 = 9487245.99893

abr WON -

Mortality probit

8.9

10.3
32.9
47.9
65.7

0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95

Total Killed Killed X2
treated expected
3.6533 96 12 10.08
3.7347 94 13 17.34
45581 90 32 29.29
49487 92 46 45.25
5.403 94 63 63.84

Range

30.66772 < LC < 348.37038

71.07199 < LC < 597.38692

121.01128 < LC < 842.20590

180.41714 < LC < 1091.32264
249.56116 < LC < 1348.47899
754.89043 < LC < 2806.63413
2803.77365 < LC < 7014.19536
6891.02589 < LC < 14235.34215
13951.21895 < LC < 27731.52664
25332.96729 < LC < 54932.15411
44052.13622 < LC < 113624.62884
77617.57813 < LC < 254339.31952
148037.18343 < LC < 665171.69964
356950.04182 < LC < 2560638.22632
733487.51645 < LC < 7845334.75581
904120.39068 < LC < 10878478.32774
1168643.98904 < LC < 16259194.38899
1643227.28948 < LC < 27757066.63416
2809146.62787 < LC < 64525035.39029

Regression line : Y = A + slope * (X - M)
A = 4.68640 (SE : 0.07065) -Probit unit-
slope = 0.9601 (SE : 0.1119)
M =4.2270 in log10(dose) unit and 16864.3808 in dose unit
Variance of the LC50 : 0.00686457 in log10(dose) unit

contribution

0.6075
1.5661
0.3894
0.0249
0.0340
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Analyzed file : TNT_TU11.PLD

Date : 712077

Insectide : fenbutatin_tu11_15/05/07

% control mortality : 16.6667 (7 / 42)

N Killed Total Dose Observed
mortality mortality

Corrected

(1st estimation)

1 12 71 30 17 0.2
2 21 111 100 19 26
3 29 102 300 28.5 141
4 52 98 1000 531 43.7
5 45 86 3000 524 42.8
6 36 56 10000 64.3 57.1

Iterations : 33

Y =2.17682 + 0.796305 * X

Natural mortality (last estimation) 13.5 %
p(X? = 8.19859, df = 4) = 0.0847

The data are well represented by a line

n Dose Mortality probit Total Killed  Killed Xz
corr (%) treated expected contribution
1 30.0000 4.0 2.0556 71 12 12.62 0.1149
2 100.0000 6.3 3.0542 111 21 25.44 1.8272
3 300.0000 17.3 3.9204 102 29 31.17 0.2908
4 1000.0000 45.8 48395 98 52 41.36 5.2114
5 3000.0000 44.9 4.817 86 45 47.18 0.2213
6 10000.0000 58.7 5.1784 56 36 38.62 0.5329
LC Level Range
of conf.

01 =4.202220.95
02 =9.242940.95

0.29530 < LC < 17.33509
0.92223 < LC < 31.89522

03 = 15.24277 0.95 1.89662 < LC < 47.04441

04 = 22.20462 0.95 3.25802 < LC < 63.08867

05 =30.16009 0.95 5.05594 < LC < 80.18764

10 = 86.28117 0.95 22.62010 < LC < 184.50675

20 =308.11960 0.95 132.54693 < LC < 530.14704

30 =771.67764 0.95 433.94613 < LC < 1241.03971

40 = 1689.98703 0.95 1048.27969 < LC < 2923.77503

50 = 3511.35925 0.95 2118.29340 < LC < 7327.15102

60 = 7295.70319 0.95 3992.48642 < LC < 19686.92747

70 =15977.71297 0.95 7591.86826 < LC < 58921.30461

80 =40015.77257 0.95 15757.56812 < LC < 217564.13763

90 = 142900.74476  0.95 42582.76442 < LC < 1355507.35587
95 =408806.59789 0.95 96015.05862 < LC <6188614.73359
96 = 555273.75468 0.95 121580.44326 < LC < 9639916.75405
97 = 808884.96679 0.95 162426.31996 < LC < 16622579.69508
98 = 1333952.03430 0.95 238615.81492 < LC < 34322536.90095
99 = 2934076.08676 0.95 437008.69256 < LC < 107687845.46015

Regression line : Y = A + slope * (X - M)

A =4.63536 (SE : 0.08369) -Probit unit-

slope = 0.7963 (SE : 0.1272)

M = 3.0874 in log10(dose) unit and 1223.0154 in dose unit
Variance of the LC50 : 0.0164017 in log10(dose) unit
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RESISTANCE RATIO FOR NON PARALLEL LINES
File 1: C:\PROBIT\TU\TU_VER~NTNT_GS.PA
File 2 : C:\PROBIT\TU\TU_VER~NTNT_TU7.PA

LC
50
10
90

Res. Ratio 95% Range

1997.53011 1610.34211 - 2477.81296
273.30390 194.14838 - 384.73164
14599.59581 9693.04112 - 21989.81675

RESISTANCE RATIO FOR NON PARALLEL LINES
File 1: C:\PROBIT\TU\TU_VER~NTNT\TNT_GS.PA
File 2 : C:\PROBIT\TU\TU_VER~NTNT\TNT_TU11.PA

LC
50
10
90

Res. Ratio 95% Range

196.00345 155.06820 - 247.74489
14.24922 9.81140 - 20.69434
2696.10149 1645.49165 - 4417.50238
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6. Probit avdAuon yia To abamectin

Analyzed file : VER_GS.PLD
Date 511717

Insectide : vertimec 31/1/07 gss
% control mortality : 1.35135 (1/74)
N Killed Total Dose  Observed Corrected
mortality mortality
(1st estimation)

1 1 77 0.007 1.3 1.3
2 3 76 0.01 4 26
3 4 78 0.03 5.2 3.8
4 7 76 0.1 9.3 7.9
5 13 62 0.2 21 19.9
6 98 99 0.3 99 99

Iterations : 6001 Y =7.70338 + 3.72865 * X Natural mortality (last estimation) 4 %
p(X2 =107.743, df = 4) = 0.0000

Point # Observed Expected Xz
dead dead Contribution
1* 1 1.93 16.9217
2* 3 2.02 5.8433
3* 4 4.87 0.2584
4 7 22.94 16.4328
5 13 34.58 30.3186
6 98 69.86 37.9686

A star (*) after the point number indicates that an eventual
high X2 contribution of the point may be due to alow or  high expected dead value.
Heterogeneity = 26.9359 with 4 degree of freedom.

n Dose  Mortality probit  Total Killed  Killed Xz
corr (%) treated expected contribution

1 0.0070 0.0 27731 77 1 1.93* 16.9217
2 0.0100 0.0 3.0453 76 3 2.02* 5.8433
3 0.0300 1.2 3.2169 78 4 487 0.2584
4 0.1000 5.5 3.5862 76 7 22.94 16.4328
5 0.2000 17.7 41516 62 13 34.58 30.3186
6 0.3000 98.9 7.3176 99 98 69.86 37.9686

LC Level Range

01 =0.04477 0.95 0.01424 < LC < 0.14047

02 = 0.05298 0.95 0.01890 < LC < 0.14820

03 =0.05895 0.95 0.02258 < LC< 0.15366

04 =0.06388 0.95 0.02577 < LC< 0.15810

05 =0.06820 0.95 0.02867 < LC<0.16199

10 = 0.08536 0.95 0.04096 < LC <0.17771

20 =0.11202 0.95 0.06124 <LC <0.20478

30 =0.13629 0.95 0.07922 < LC < 0.23438

40=0.16113 0.95 0.09573 <LC <0.27119

50 = 0.18836 0.95 0.11097 < LC < 0.31981

60 = 0.22020 0.95 0.12525 < LC < 0.38733

70 =0.26033 0.95 0.13916 < LC < 0.48737

80 =0.31673 0.95 0.15380 < LC < 0.65295

90 = 0.41566 0.95 0.17203 < LC < 1.00589

95 = 0.52027 0.95 0.18606 < LC < 1.45758

96 = 0.55543 0.95 0.19006 < LC < 1.62650

97 = 0.60190 0.95 0.19493 < LC < 1.86248

98 = 0.66976 0.95 0.20139 < LC < 2.23264

99 = 0.79256 0.95 0.21155 < LC < 2.97707

Regression line : Y = A + slope * (X-M) A=4.79617 (SE : 0.08262) -Probit unit-
slope = 3.7287 (SE : 1.4759) M =-0.7797 in log10(dose) unit and 0.1661 in dose unit
Variance of the LC50 : 0.000508396 in log10(dose) unit Heterogeneity = 26.9359 with 4 df



Analyzed file : ABAM_TU7.PLD

412117
: abamectin_tu7_19/04/07

% control mortality : 7.69231 (5 / 65)

Date

Insectide

N Killed Total
1 10 92

2 42 76

3 67 76

4 84 85

Iterations : 12

Dose

10
100
300
1000

Y =0.6711 + 2.19059 * X
Natural mortality (last estimation) 8.7 %
p(X? =0.392804, df = 2) = 0.8217

The data are well represented by a line

n Dose

10.0000 2.5
100.0000
300.0000
1000.0000

A WN -

LC Level
of conf.
01 =8.203490.95

02 = 10.92546
03 = 13.10430
04 = 15.02464
05=16.79373
10 = 24.60843
20 =39.08715
30 = 54.57225
40 = 72.56517
50 = 94.66215
60 = 123.48792
70 = 164.20292
80 = 229.25495
90 = 364.14033
95 = 533.58733
96 = 596.41501
97 = 683.81535
98 = 820.18696

99 = 1092.33033

slope = 2.1906 (SE : 0.3133)

Mortality probit
corr (%)

51.0
87.0
98.7

Observed
mortality mortality

10.9
556.3
88.2
98.9

Total Killed

treated

3.1663 92
5.0372
6.134
7.234

Range

2.41895 < LC <16.51100
3.59170 < LC < 20.71533
4.61426 < LC < 23.93105
5.56968 < LC < 26.67985
6.49065 < LC < 29.15342
10.95989 < LC < 39.57850
20.57951 < LC < 57.56260
32.24919 < LC < 75.81424
47.03159 < LC < 96.51264
66.28929 < LC < 121.95386
92.13888 < LC < 156.26477
128.09462 < LC < 208.67831
181.39943 < LC < 304.13508
278.16084 < LC < 541.64697
385.59990 < LC < 895.70105
423.06278 < LC < 1039.58337
473.62224 < LC < 1249.63258
549.57763 < LC < 1598.29357
693.10796 < LC < 2360.88972
Regression line : Y = A + slope * (X - M)
A =5.57212 (SE : 0.11326) -Probit unit-

0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95

Corrected

(1st estimation)
3.4

51.5

87.2

98.8

Killed
expected
10 9.29
76 42
76 67
85 84

M =2.2373 in log10(dose) unit and 172.7035 in dose unit
Variance of the LC50 : 0.0040683 in log10(dose) unit

X2

contribution

42.72
66.54
84.03*

0.3406

0.0275
0.0237
0.0010
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Analyzed file : ABM_TU11.PLD

Date
Insectide

51717
: abamectin_tu11_07/05/07

% control mortality : 3.44828 (3 / 87)

N Killed Total

1 3 97
2 9 92
3 72 92
4 90 91
5 98 99

Iterations : 14

Dose  Observed
mortality mortality

0.03 3.1
0.1 9.8
0.3 78.3
0.7 99
1 99

Y =7.86893 + 4.22339 * X

Natural mortality (last estimation) 3.1 %
p(X? = 3.97841, df = 3) = 0.2639

The data are well represented by a line

n Dose Mortality probit Total Killed
corr (%) treated
1 0.0300 0.0 3.1324 97
2 0.1000 6.9 3.4828 92
3 0.3000 77.6 5.754 92
4 0.7000 98.9 7.2775 91
5 1.0000 99.0 7.3095 99
LC Level Range
of conf.

01 =0.058860.95
02 = 0.068290.95
03 =0.075040.95
04 = 0.080560.95
05 =0.085350.95
10 = 0.104050.95
20=0.132280.95
30 =0.157270.95
40 =0.182330.95
50 = 0.209280.95
60 = 0.240220.95
70 =0.278480.95
80 =0.331110.95
90 = 0.420930.95
95=0.513180.95
96 = 0.543690.95
97 = 0.583650.95
98 = 0.641380.95
99 =0.744150.95

0.04065 < LC < 0.07626
0.04873 < LC < 0.08661
0.05466 < LC < 0.09393
0.05958 < LC < 0.09985
0.06389 < LC < 0.10496
0.08115 < LC < 0.12470
0.10804 < LC < 0.15418
0.13232 < LC < 0.18034
0.15672 < LC < 0.20696
0.18272 < LC < 0.23635
0.21190 < LC < 0.27137
0.24672 < LC < 0.31680
0.29236 < LC < 0.38297
0.36566 < LC < 0.50401
0.43691 < LC < 0.63656
0.45983 < LC < 0.68188
0.48945 < LC < 0.74226
0.53155 < LC < 0.83135
0.60478 < LC < 0.99484

Regression line : Y = A + slope * (X - M)
A =5.33715 (SE : 0.11310) -Probit unit-
slope = 4.2234 (SE : 0.4128)

M = -0.5995 in log10(dose) unit and 0.2515 in dose unit
Variance of the LC50 : 0.000777999 in log10(dose) unit

Corrected

(1st estimation)
3.1

6.5
77.5
98.9
99
Killed
expected
3 2.99*
9 10.65
72 69.31
90 89.82*
98 98.80*

XZ

contribution
0.0015
0.3710
0.4144
0.0273
3.1643
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RESISTANCE RATIO FOR NON PARALLEL LINES

Line of: VER_GS.PA VER TU7.PA Range
Confidence
LC50 0.19429 49.00283
Resistance ratio 252.21575 (75.19012 - 846.02578)  0.95
or (inverse) 0.00396 (0.00118 - 0.01330) 0.95
Line of: VER_GS.PA VER_TU11.PA Range
Confidence
LC50 0.19910 0.21049
Resistance ratio 1.05721 (0.31759 - 3.51928) 0.95
or (inverse) 0.94589 (0.28415 - 3.14871) 0.95
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7. Probit avdAuon yia 10 spirodiclofen

Analyzed file : SPIR_GSS.PLD

Date - 1/15/7

Insectide : Spirodiclofen 17/12/06

% control mortality : 1.82927 (3 / 164)

N Killed  Total Dose  Observed Corrected

mortality mortality
(1st estimation)

1 5 167 0.07 3 1.1
2 217 236 0.3 92 91.8
3 282 284 1 99.3 99.3

Iterations : 32

Y = 8.64806 + 4.6614 * X

Natural mortality (last estimation) 1.4 %
p(X2=107.401, df = 1) = 0.0000

Point # Observed Expected Xz
dead dead Contribution
1 5 9.03 2.4535
2 217 209.69 2.2617
3* 282 283.96 102.6856
Heterogeneity = 107.401 with 1 degree of freedom.
n Dose  Mortality probit  Total Killed  Killed Xz
corr (%) treated expected contribution
1 0.0700 1.7 2.7043 167 5 9.03 2.4535
2 0.3000 91.8 6.3915 236 217 209.69 2.2617
3 1.0000 99.3 7.4486 284 282 283.96* 102.6856
LC Level Range
of conf.

01 =0.05227 0.95 0.00422 < LC < 0.64633
02 = 0.05980 0.95 0.00589 < LC < 0.60670
03 =0.06514 0.95 0.00726 < LC < 0.58386
04 = 0.06946 0.95 0.00849 < LC < 0.56786
05=0.07319 0.95 0.00964 < LC < 0.55560
10 = 0.08759 0.95 0.01478 < LC < 0.51892
20 =0.10886 0.95 0.02432 < LC < 0.48708
30 =0.12735 0.95 0.03414 < LC < 0.47491
40 = 0.14560 0.95 0.04469 < LC < 0.47432
50 = 0.16497 0.95 0.05610 < LC < 0.48507
60 = 0.18692 0.95 0.06835<LC <0.51114
70 =0.21371 0.95 0.08109 < LC < 0.56319
80 = 0.25000 0.95 0.09333 < LC < 0.66967
90 =0.31072 0.95 0.10276 < LC < 0.93970
95 =0.37184 0.95 0.10424 < LC < 1.32664
96 = 0.39181 0.95 0.10386 < LC < 1.47850
97 =0.41781 0.95 0.10299 < LC < 1.69552
98 = 0.45509 0.95 0.10128 < LC < 2.04549
99 = 0.52068 0.95 0.09765 < LC < 2.77732
Regression line : Y = A + slope * (X - M)

A =5.60293 (SE : 0.09620) -Probit unit-

slope = 4.6614 (SE : 3.8087)

M =-0.6533 in log10(dose) unit and 0.2222 in dose unit
Variance of the LC50 : 0.000529893 in log10(dose) unit
Heterogeneity = 107.401 with 1 df



Analyzed file : SPIR_TU7.PLD

: spirodiclofen_TU7_27/03/07

Date : 5/18/7

Insectide

% control mortality : 0.793651 (1 / 126)
N Killed Total

1 19 152

2 20 140

3 23 188

4 121 190

5 134 135

Iterations : 10001

Dose  Observed
mortality mortality
1 12.5
14.3
10 12.3
30 63.7
100 99.3

Natural mortality (last estimation) 13 %
p(X2 =47.9845, df = 3) = 0.0000

Corrected

(1st estimation)
11.8
13.6
11.5
63.4
99.3

Y =0.361021 + 3.23363 * X

Point # Observed Expected Xz
dead dead Contribution
1 19 18.05 8.8278
2 20 18.65 0.7746
3 23 51.67 29.9290
4 121 117.25 0.3017
5 134 124.66 8.1514
Heterogeneity = 15.9948 with 3 degree of freedom.
n Dose  Mortality probit  Total Killed  Killed
corr (%) treated expected
1 1.0000 0.0 3.8104 152 19 18.05
2 3.0000 1.5 3.8976 140 20 18.65
3 10.0000 0.0 3.7967 188 23 51.67
4 30.0000 58.3 5.341 190 121 117.25
5 100.0000 99.1 7.4342 135 134
LC Level Range
01=5.18886 0.95 2.60248 < LC < 10.32666
02 = 6.30047 0.95 3.37195 < LC < 11.75364
03 =7.12645 0.95 3.96846 < LC < 12.77900
04 =7.81820 0.95 448135 <LC < 13.62154
05 = 8.43056 0.95 4.94392 < LC < 14.35831
10=10.92115 0.95 6.88404 < LC < 17.30982
20=14.94171 0.95 10.09133 < LC <22.11145
30=18.73212 0.95 13.05050 < LC < 26.88017
40=22.72085 0.95 15.99347 < LC < 32.27704
50 =27.20406 0.95 19.05091 < LC < 38.85390
60 =32.57190 0.95 22.38468 < LC < 47.41473
70 =39.50760 0.95 26.26519 < LC < 59.46498
80 =49.52990 0.95 31.25825 < LC < 78.55439
90 = 67.76402 0.95 39.15390 < LC < 117.43288
95=87.78320 0.95 46.73171 < LC < 165.16374
96 = 94.65879 0.95 49.15101 < LC < 182.61356
97 = 103.84709 0.95 52.26776 < LC < 206.70329
98 =117.46123 0.95 56.67643 < LC < 243.91836
99 = 142.62511 0.95 64.29465 < LC < 317.08666

Regression line : Y = A + slope * (X - M)
slope = 3.2336 (SE : 0.6505)
Variance of the LC50 : 0.000388241 in log10(dose) unit

X2

contribution
8.8278
0.7746
29.9290
0.3017

124.66 8.1514

A =4.78077 (SE : 0.06275) -Probit unit-
M = 1.3668 in log10(dose) unit and 23.2705 in dose unit
Heterogeneity = 15.9948 with 3 df
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Analyzed file : SPR_TU11.PLD

Corrected

(1st estimation)
0.3

Date : 511177
Insectide : spirodiclofen_tu11_30/04/07
% control mortality : 0.350877 (1 / 285)
N Killed Total Dose  Observed
mortality mortality
1 2 272 0.3 0.8
2 5 260 1 2
3 47 283 3 16.7
4 112 211 10 53.1
5 252 253 100 99.7

Iterations : 10

Y =2.86723 +2.27142* X

Natural mortality (last estimation) 0.6 %
p(X? = 3.23905, df = 3) = 0.3563

The data are well represented by a line

n Dose Mortality probit Total Killed
corr (%) treated
1 0.3000 0.2 2236 272
2 1.0000 1.4 2.824 260
3 3.0000 16.2 4.0151 283
4 10.0000 52.8 5.0719 211
5 100.0000 99.6 7.6551
LC Level Range
of conf.

01=0.821530.95
02 = 1.083020.95
03 = 1.290620.95
04 = 1.472570.95
05 =1.639450.95
10 = 2.369910.95
20 =23.702810.95
30 =5.108720.95
40 = 6.724570.95
50 = 8.689700.95
60 = 11.22910
70 = 14.78080
80 =20.39288
90 = 31.86239
95 = 46.05858
96 = 51.27828
97 = 58.50736
98 = 69.72273
99 = 91.91526

0.61498 < LC < 1.03849
0.83790 < LC < 1.33505
1.01900 < LC < 1.56673
1.18008 < LC < 1.76780
1.32941 < LC < 1.95098
1.99538 < LC < 2.74460
3.23166 < LC < 4.18952
4.52652 < LC < 5.74570
5.97867 < LC < 7.59603
7.68976 < LC < 9.93369
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95
0.95

Regression line : Y = A + slope * (X - M)
A =4.59779 (SE : 0.05904) -Probit unit-
slope = 2.2714 (SE : 0.1367)

M = 0.7619 in log10(dose) unit and 5.7794 in dose unit
Variance of the LC50 : 0.000789193 in log10(dose) unit

1.5
16.3
52.9
99.7
Killed
expected
2 1.56*
5 5.64
47 42.90
112 117.63
253 252

9.82875 < LC < 13.07245
12.72217 < LC < 17.63510
17.13536 < LC < 25.15148
25.77237 < LC < 41.34161
36.01393 < LC < 62.46913
39.69049 < LC <70.47172
44.71897 < LC < 81.73064
52.39562 < LC < 99.55552
67.22792 < LC < 135.90455

XZ
contribution

1.5545
0.0969
0.4725
0.6086

250.99*

0.5066
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RESISTANCE RATIO FOR NON PARALLEL LINES
File 1: C:\PROBIT\TU\TU_VER~1\SPIROD~1\SPIR_GSS.PA
File 2 : C:\PROBIT\TU\TU_VER~N\SPIROD~1\SPIR_TU7.PA

LC Res. Ratio 95% Range

50 164.90147 21.66948 - 1254.87498

10 124.68662 4.52848 - 3433.10853

90 218.08671 25.49593 - 1865.46668

Line of: SPIR_GSS.PA SPR_TU11.PA

Confidence

LC50 0.15943 9.47706

Resistance ratio 59.44346 (7.53039 - 469.23504)
or (inverse) 0.01682 (0.00213 - 0.13280) 0.95

Range

0.95
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