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#7 (Myzus persicae Sulzer) 6 % {6 & 5 88.13% 5~ F > LT50 » 4 % ;% * 3t - i
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% 4] 8 (Thrips palmi Karny) 5 % {55 = & % 85% ; ** ** - #£ K Jr 8 X {55+ =
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Organic nontoxic sustainable agroecosystem is the goal of perspective agriculture
management. To fulfill this purpose, integrated pest management (IPM) is compulsory.
Previously, Isaria javanica isolated from caterpillar (Lepidoptera), after host range and
enzymatic study showed a potential to control small insect pests, particularly in
greenhouse. To further test its biocontrol efficacy, experiments on pathogenicity,
physiological, characteristics and formulation were conducted. Pathogenicity tests in
laboratory, 1. javanica led to a mortality 88.15% and medium lethal time (LTsp) in four
days toward green peach aphid (Myzus persicae Sulzer); 85% mortality in 5 day against
southern yellow thrips (Thrips palmi Karny); and 79.62% in 8 days toward tea bug
(Andraca theae Matsumura). Of the nine cultural media tested, I. javanica grew and

sporulated best on Czapek’s yeast autolysate agar (CYA) at 25°C in the dark, capable of

producing 3.29 x 10° conidia/plate. However, I. javanica showed slow growth and
lower germination rate under 95.9% RH. In carbon and nitrogen source test of I.
javanica, sorbital was the best for colony growth, by contrast, maltose for sporulation.
For growth and sporulation, potassium nitrate was better than other nitrogen source. On
the other hand, I. javanica was somewhat more tolerant and compatible toward
Acetamiprid, Abamectin and Pyriproxyfen insecticides, thus perhaps can be integrated
use for pest control. On polish rice alone I. javanica produced 2.94 x 10*° conidia g™,
better than brown rice or amended with rice bran or soybean meal. The emulsified
conidia formulation exhibited a 98% mortality rate toward aphids on cabbage in 8 days

at 25°C compared with 22% mortality rate at 30°C in greenhouse. Overall, 1. javanica

was characterized with high conidia production capacity and moderate to high virulence
toward many notorious greenhouse micro-insect pests, hence posed a high potential for
commercialization as mycoinsecticides. However, the low tolerances to stressed
environments, such as desiccation, UV-radiation etc., need to be overcome by

protectants or via genetic engineering approach.

Keyword: entomopathogenic fungi, Isaria javanica (= Paecilomyces javanicus), aphid,

thrips, biological control



ot aU PO PPPPOUUTPPTRUPRURRPRRN. . B S A i
PR g B e iii
B AR R iv
B T iR e e v
S SRS iX
IS X
(@3 0T o] (- ol R 1 OSSPSR 1
ChapLer 2 0 A T F s 2
21 RAFADFNLEER 2
211  He F B P (MICTOSPOridia) .ouvcvevveeeieecicieecieeeee e 2

212 PFHree F 55 E #)(Z00Sporic fungi) ..., 2

213 & &2 342 FH(Zygosporic fungi) ..., 2

204 F B oo 3

205 JEF I e 3

22 EAF2ZFABELEF LR 3

2.3 B B BHTTY et e et 5
24 BBEHEAF A AT 5
241 B R et re et e nres 5

D2 TBE oottt 5

2.4.3 T AL ettt be e 6



2.5

2.6

2.7

2.8

2.9
Chapter 3

3.1

3.2

3.2.1

3.2.2

3.2.3

3.3

3.3.3

3.34

3.35

3.3.6

3.3.7

Isaria javanica

ER Y RS =1

Rt G 10 1. s OO 8
S - - SRR 9
EERA AT EIITE B F s 10

A% R EA e E

T3 B RFE R

F7E >~ B B RLE
BRHAEL At BB

? ok BT FE

Vi

%Fi%%ikﬁ%ﬁfgi—ixépéggfgg
%kw&%fﬁﬁiﬁ%iﬁxéw%;%@
pr'gﬁf&ﬁf%ﬁgi%\é_ng_g;%@



3.4

3.5

3.6

3.7

3.8

B N e sy 16
T R g T A = A 16

O/W FUBI L TT 2 3% e b 16

ChaPTEr 4 B Tk o 18

4.1

4.2

4.3

4.4

4.5

A TB A B B L tiiii i ittt e ——— e e e —— e e e ——t e e et eenaa——rrera——as 18
421 l.javanica #& %24 o 4 2 3 A B AT, 18
422 GEBHAEE B B e, 18
423 FRKBERTEHTAE A s 19
424 FRRFAMETEE AL 19
425 F R EREETLE A E I s 19
426 2R F ZAHEFAFLIE AR 19
427 REHEIFT CRAEALEDREE 19

AL B E M FRA AT A E B e 19



(O T 1] T R - OO APPSR 21

5L F A fE I R ? o e 21

IV A A b [ P PP 21
521 BRHAE AR B A 21

522 KEMHFEEZE ~ A B i, 21

523 FRREFATAE AR ED i, 22

524 R EHEFET AL DB s 22

53 AFEEAL LI T 23
5.4 FUBIEIAN LT oo 23

0D R E B AR e 24
Chapter 6 . 25
Chapter 7 %% 2 )fle .................................................................................................. 47

M s B R AR T 58

e 2 FT e R RS IRAAEE 60

viii



*

2,

*

%

%

%

It

=g

% P&

CEE AT RoREEZ Ljavanica FEESE AZEE s
“EBEATEBEAAZ Ljavanica 2 £ DFELLEAEE
‘i%%’é_ijtﬁ? PR E R 3 & 2 | javanica shFE 2122 A% £ ...
B %71'},9]:4\1% ¥ %2 | javanica SEEE A EE
CEE AT EEZR A A2 |Ljavanica FE ZSEF T I
CEEN RSN N2 | javanicald X (st A A e A e S E

SREANY L § Rz

I. javanica 10 =

PRy IR



¥ 5 H 2 H H ®H H HF H H H H =

WP &

1~ 74k L javanica F 2 eH B B Bl e 33
2~ Fe7 348 7 4 | javanica 10° ~ 10° 4 107 conidia/ml 2 7 = & i, 34
3~ BEEFRI oAk | javanica & 2 18 A A v 35
4~ 3% @[5 443 3 | javanica 10° ~ 10°f- 10 conidia/ml 2 7= Z ......... 36
S5 B ad a8 BARE A8 F B 37
6 FE AR JAVANICA 20 7 = F s 38
T~ 3 FArnFEEsljavanica F2 7= P F E2 B s 39
8~ 1 JAVANICA HEAE oo 40
9-~ljavanica &2 EATHEALREREAZ T (e, 41
10 ~ L. javanica 2. BB A e 42
11~ 3% — AFveidafd | javanica 7 FF X HcIR 7 5 e, 43
12 ~ 3z — Atesr 55 2 = 107 conidiaiml Eige 6 8 % 2 A oo, 44
13~ #B%k - B e ixfd | javanica 7 F % IR F o, 45
14 ~ 325 - e e fd | javanica 7 IF % BIR 7 5 e 46



m@%%iikﬁg%’%E%%iﬁiﬁﬁ’iéﬁiiiﬁ%’ﬁu&
7 foooifdE R ESE P p 2003 0 1092
203 2013 EF R A SRS e E 59203 20 (3 0 2014) 0 E T

%%%mﬁ*’@%ii&@ﬁ%%w;%@*égéﬁ%&xwm@ﬁf’%
A
P

HEFHHPEN S FRRIBIE IR Ly FIEY EE A KK AR VR A
frH s AT Ho BFipd > B F 26~ BREAEE T g2 it H @
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FAFALASVEFALRALY O RBEARALS O NE[LA2ZEFP W
+ R &3 1000 A0 P E FMET T IR L AA 0 297 10 ﬁzi&ﬂ’* k4 F
Bos & ARFY o LY LG 9 78 B4 (Beauveria) ~ 278 F B

(Metarhizium) ~ #+< #% (Lecanicllium) ~ ¢ E /% (Aschersonia)~ % £ F/%
(Hirsutella) fr#t + #& 7% (lsaria) (Hajek & Leger, 1994; Kabaluk et al., 2005; Gul
etal., 2014) -
AFAEREIp T REAE[AZFLIF BT TR L oY
TRAEALT AP
2.1.1 jere 3+ B (Microsporidia)
PRRBRAZTR CBBFLIIRN BHEwmRAr FRepFd o FA
BB Y X S BEHFIEFRE - A AR RIFF TN AR GOE
d o RBEBEGRA AT EAMBALLEN c FLEARERY KPS I I V88
B~ e VikfedikT A% > 2 ¢ Paranosema locustae ¢ A& H S E 0 *F ki
iebekE (Solteretal., 2012) -
2.1.2 53+ 3¢ E ) (Zoosporic fungi)
L5 BLL hE FRA TG £ FM Chytridiomycota » 1 % 3 £ wa 0 4
& i Blastocladiomycota {-#7 % L /* Neocallimastigomycota (Hibbett et al., 2007) -

e B4 5 FAET ik p Blastocladiales 7% i 4 - Coelomycidium spp.# & 4 &.°
A% A~ R p i do /i &4 5 Catenaria spp. 5 F 4 MR A o SIS T FE S AR

£ > Coelomomyces spp. R % & 2 F#F £ 34 3 ol L L& 4 + (Gleason et al.,
2010) -
213 ¥ &7+ # 2 F (Zygosporic fungi)

PR AR S FF O A A 5 Glomeromycota F* o fow i 7 F® (Hibbett
et al, 2007) - % 5 ¥ 2 F i & & Entomophthoromycotina & F p
Entomophthoraceae #* > &]4c : Strongwellsea spp. % 2 ** g2 p & & -~ Massospora

spp. R4+ >t Esg (Benny, 2009) - Anyclistaceae #1¢ 75 > #ich fize 2 FH ¢
2



Conidiobolus spp. - Neozygitaceae #¢ Neozygitesspp. ¥ % 4 @& p ~L2p &
AR L L S RHEFLEG RF B - (o
214 =+ ﬁ;ﬁﬁ“

Hypocreales t & 3 2> E B P AEE § DA 2 LR >0 p B¢ ERET
AR RDT R 2F RS TR A FIENG PR A AR S R
FP BRI NABY RF LA PRI HE SBRY S B
fae gt p & F & FF (Clavicipitaceae) ~ fi % # (Cordycipitaceae) frit 2] f &
(Ophiocordycipitaceae) - # % f?]gic’ £ 2 e 3K Aschersonia spp.® #F 2 3T
Mi: 4 &4 (Wangetal, 2013); 278 /6 ¢ Metarhizium anisopliae # # 2 % i 2
P& f ~ %7 B Nomuraea rileyi R+ f7is@iiep & § (Ignoffo et al., 1976;
Quintela & Mccoy, 1997) - ¥ ¢t Pochonia 4= Rotiferophthora 4 %] g % 5 & & % A
(Zareetal., 2001) - & ¥ 425 Torrubiella 5+ % # &/ # & ~ be#k + (Johnson et al.,
2009) ; Cordyceps 1 Bl F # = A % (Fukatsu & Nikoh, 2003) ; & ¥ fL e 48 &
v 7 7] Beauveria bassiana ¥ 7 ¢ % #8% # (Ugine et al., 2005; Castrillo et al,
2010) ~ 7 % % ¢ Isaria fumosorosea % " #4  # % ¢ Lecanicillium lecanii, L.
muscarium A * Kk fxi5E %0 AT & (Goettel et al., 2008; Hamdi et al., 2011) - #t 4|
& % 4% Ophiocordyceps sinensis & ¥ #en? E@ 5 F 4 Mgk [ T AT A
+ % Hirsutellaspp. 7 25k ~ ds3g % % 2 > @ Hirsutellasinensis &_¢ #& ¥ ¢
e S
215 ¥+ ’f;f]F"’

BFRAZE ARG #> > % & Septobasidiales #* p - Septobasidium,

N

Auriculoscypha, Uredinella, Coccidiodictyon 4= Ordonia i1 B/ > 3% 230 4 &

el °i%£5§ﬁ'4#ﬁ;€&:%é?ﬁ%$ IflEA BB AEADRELE ALY £

NE %3 A (R E]/é])fﬁ # & (Humber, 2008; Vega et al., 2012) -
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dOTRREEL B A F AR ERRAMASSL R
FROdF g o Bl > THNWALGFE GFFARLF R0 bR &
AR BmE AR Y A k- o BiES RS RS RRERS
FaeETE R L ks X HHMF L (Hajek & Leger, 1994) -
ReF Bl AFRERRAAALETS O VARNFHEL R FR
FomE T RERFADERS ERA G LEEL A BRI
WHRE Z By 4 A F2~NHa @ (Pedrini et al., 2007) -

EREARERAIIPEEE > b R0 A fREE BT g@ﬁ;gﬁ; RER
fRpE kgt R A B 9 FARROMPFSEFLFAE 24N AR
AT ERE S R A AR R S 45 2 4 ¢ 42 (St Leger et al., 1986) - M.
anisopliae 4 i3 > 14 f F-0 T 4 fiapet Lop & At (St Leger etal., 1987) - 12
subtilisin (Prl) # 7 & % # i Prl & M. anisopliae 2 -k #4239 F s A ¥l 5 Prl
z%ﬂ?‘r}ii“a'ﬁé%dm% ca KR SR T RY o AEFLSNAATHY o B F QRS

T pAphem P R FIAE P ESF D = F K oBR AR & | fumosorosea

Aty

3
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W

3‘/

FFRAEA ) FBE o g REBRG et didugd o A 2 FRERPIN 7T
v FokfEiE Prl{cPr2 ~ 8~ Hpsgig Frps (Alietal., 2010) o

FrIER > FIAZIAMRO - ZIAHFLILATF o FREAY 4 A
7 o 4 Metarhezium spp. ¢ 2 2 A2 28 27 F 13 % destruxine # e £ destruxin
HERBAHELF 2 Pk o @ Beauveria spp. » € 4~ x4 % » & : oosporein,
beauvericin, bassianolide - ¥ *t i 3 Tolypocladium spp. 4 iz efrapeptins ~ Hirsutella
thomposnii 4 ;& hirsutellin + @ Isaria fumosorosea ~ ¢ 4 x4 % > | : beauvericin,
beauverolides, dipicolinic acid, 2,6-pyridindicarboxylic acid (Asaff et al., 2005) -

B

3?&_:_,/__‘ “_‘;‘_EJ {gz\ S ll\lgy ’ 1@_)‘,?@1'575‘} 56% ’ ’*Lr/n\,:é.r‘r]ﬁj,% L"’i ’%’I%T e

).
P

FF LA E A ErF AR ER LS e #8532 (blastospore) o
BRI feF LA o FFLES RREET L EEET- B ERT

BARERA IR R AU ED AMEFT T A2 42 e
(aerial conidia) > Sd “tH2 b ~R-REBF > A H e FaidraRRf o 77 - IR

2 (Meyling & Eilenberg, 2007) -



2.3 R B enp RN

AR e G2 P AL AR B A F TG A Rt B ES S
Pf R A B R R R Bk TIRIEAMP kA RcA S R E
PRk IV RBIAFHP S RET CWMTE TS ETE P T R
480 &S R9 BB EY o LR WRIT D BY K §HAEMP AL
B F ol Fat o 2 AR mA S AABP AL B R ARG R

% F-v > F U aEER (Quinone) $E A B A P R E G OEE GR E e o

AN D S R AR 0 B AR A A R R I e i
@ﬁﬂgﬁim}—?’m:@w\ﬁﬁ%oﬂ@ﬁiiﬁ%%@ﬁagamg
3d 3 RAMRY 75T R il ad g o

B e J5TR KSR > 7 F 3ERIR (granular CE”SHV;]T%:EW’?? (plasmatocytes) > ¢
fFrewgiv® & @ WOIE*  (encapsulation) #-» ikiwmfe FR3E o AR » B le e F5 4 4 o
FWenimie g A SR THEA S A XA E RS FORIEG ~ RF N BHES g
7= (Vilcinskas & Gotz, 1999) -

WX ADE{H WP PEF 2 - ER AWM ERARE > BARES 130
A2 E Rt £ o 1A 5 % Metarhizium anisopliae var. acridum iz 4 > § 348
PEAEEAR O RUMP DT RN BE PR RERFAE RS  F
(Ouedraogo et al., 2003) -

24 BAHEAFEFLP

241 R R
PFea

%&ﬁﬁ%’@%ﬁgﬂﬁéiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%?’%iﬁﬁﬁm‘
HERK SRR E S NN T2 e 25 (John & Naresh, 1999) - 3% 5
447 5 e N 7} 3B o polyol v trehalose g € o Hatd  wlic & a8 o
it # % (Fernandez et al., 2010; Hallsworth & Magan, 1996; Benoit, 2011) - & & ¥
it R TR T IR G b o Tt A AT R kPR AR
4 *mt g f s 4 %2+ (Rangel etal., 2012; Kim et al., 2010) »
242 RRE

FHTR KA BT rud Hi e I FIFRAL LT R AR R

5



BT o X gRATip iR AR 97-99% R/ - 4e : Beauveria bassiana f- lIsaria
fumosoroseus o Flpt EMRRIEET o R A FA ATV RERAFL S ARG
fIr FAig R 29 FRFNAHRERARFE FER > 2 {1 FAEE =
@ 3% (Borisade & Magan, 2014) -

243 %@

RS a2 p Y o A- R REIIDER 7 A RERE T AL
= UV-A~UV-B ¥ UB-C- H & & & %] 5 320-400 nm ~ 280-320 nm ¥ 100-280 nm -
Boebae 95 95% 5 UV-Ae— 407 5 29 S g d JIFNE Bt ol i ot Sk
b G F k%SRBI P S A2 > Tseng et al. (2014) E* A FlgE s 2 50 B2 4
% A Fl7e ~ 27 Flanre b5 Shang et al. (2012) #-pg ek dv prdg 7 » 9 7F R0
P eI 4 BRI AR B 4 o - fumosorosea £t BE [ A 4 e S i
e fFRFCREWE AW RS 0 BRI e RAATE 12 /) B UV-B o
7 572 % F% (Loongetal., 2013) -

2.5 lsariajavanica

Isaria javanica ¥ ¢ % Paecilomyces javanicus - #t + #& 7% (Paecilomyces) &_
-RBSGRER S PRAS LA NI ESFEFT 85 0 V- ik
ﬁ:fﬁa& AT o s A PR L FS A8 &= 4 (Schinabeck & Ghannoum,
2003) - ** 1907 & &% %> 4 F P (Eurotiales) » 4~ 4~ fadlc 7 % > Ahin s AL
#¥ 21957 & Brown {- Smith #-& Isaria §* Spicaria Hp 75 Bk A
Bé mﬁﬁf'ﬁ“" Paecilomyces % # -Samon *t 1974 & #- Paecilomyces © #jc i v%’ B
B EsrE Al A 4 25 w5 Paecelomyces # (sect. Paecilomyces) » @ #-f 23t
Isaria, Spicaria % ® =< % Paecilomyces Isariaoidea ##(sect. Isariaoidea) - 2004
# Luangsa-ard % 4 :& * 18S rDNA #z 7_lsariacidea # ¥2 Paecilomyces # #L.% M %
i o H ¢ Paecilomyces ¥ #i%iTF A% 0 + #P Paecilomyces 7 3 H k¥ >
P f#n HE s - fhe ¢ Paecilomyces et f iz o 5 IDNA &
¥_% Byssochlamys - & Isaria 73 & B 5 Cordyceps f’rsﬁ I G
isariaoidea ¥ ® i~ fé (%22 % §_H % 3¥ (Luangsa-ard et al., 2004) -

Isaria javanica # % *% 1957 & d Friedrichs ¥ Bally 3z {'*t & B British

Mycological Society # ¥ (Brown & Smith, 1957) » 3 &+ = 5 18S IDNA * 1/ +
6



£ # ™ (Ascomycota) ¢ A F P (Hypocreales) #i % g4+ (Cordycipitaceae) ¢
Cordycepssp. - @siga v » WHFE S frd A jiddot A2 %I~ A 4 %
+ A5 RFFLFE o

vA-fAF LR LDH 2 E B (entomopathogenic fungi)> >t p AR ¢ A& g
P BHHIFER AT FANERp s Llep s B it o F A AL
%1é%é5édmﬁiﬁx’vﬁﬁ4w+ﬁ A4 R Sa d kAT
boeR B ALY T4t % (Tzeanetal., 1997) > 1990 # 4~ =t &~ 4L * ki 4L E
BoAd (F1% > 1990) o ikypm AF YL > ljavanica ¥ F 2 A A b h o~ G5 -
s~ ) Fert o A3 @ b rDNA ITS4, ITS5 £ 1. javanica § &% 4p 00 & 2
Isaria fumosorosea - H ¢ Ejtk Apopka 97 © 447 5-1v 5 Preferal™ px &3t F % &
Fo T NRRHECGFIAAEEE Y il 31F A (SePRO, 2012) >
26 2P pisEs

4P Biss v & 4 F s (classical biological control) ~ % 48 5% B 05
(inoculative control)£2 ;# ;2 ;% F# 7> (inundative control) » + &£ 4 H o2 & s b &
rERFE FipiliEr B F A RREFF IS o T EEER IR 0 ML K
AR EHIMIPFRFARR ISP 5T PR E Qe LB FE
A FRERET R BT H e oondcR 0 3R Ak A AR R iR BpE A
A bldetslite ENSEEFL BN F e AR (F 0 2009; Ellison
etal,2004) c AP IS AR IR I PERFY PEIRT TG E FIT R
TR RIS ALY X AR R Tt A A T S i o

® AN AN enp R4

o @ F L F @ PRI oo B RN LR D X
E 2 p ke ¢ o E P EaE s KT 5% R gk (Hajek et al., 2007) -
Bt 2 H@AHELENNEBE AL AREL > S PEERPL I ALY

3

LBEHL S o Fp St A5 E0MEY S = Ao kxt o

27 3 Ak £ WARIH A
~HREEFF2ASA LEER AR WP R G R - F e AR

FREEH AN ARCIRR Y o YRS ik BLE B 40~ B S Pk A

WiE A S A FUR] S LS HB E 4 B R L ER S B2 - WA A 4 (Behle



& Birthisel, 2014) -
A A ARE FLER SRR SR REBBE T E A EREEESET B0
B AL ) o GV R P REA FUCEH S F RS S AR

a@ﬁ%@%%@ﬂw*&ﬁﬂiﬁﬁ%$o

271 FF(Rs)HA
i 4§ (oil dispersion, OD) * — f& — 801+ FIREAL B0 13 #Y
B R AR FIR AT ke S R AL o T N RF AR F

FEF 5 T oA pE S X 7»#@&7]4‘}?")&-']vf_ﬁ’ﬁfﬂé}Féfj—%?FfﬁLﬁ’mi% o fe W@
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%» & ® & (ultra-low volume (ULV) application) » *% M & & * § -
K& 54 & (emulsion, oil in water (O/W), EW) : 7 "t?"m AR F B v
PR E WKA€A E *ﬁwﬂ»\,ps FARCT K o AR R
MARTARE > 2 S L ERRAARARIR B S HFENE LN AMA R P
W R IR G B A WA
7 £ 54 # (double emulsion) @ #-5 2= & & FAT-kAp e o hE B K F o @
R AR AR RIT AP F R KF AR B AW FY o R F B R
SFURB R R o B S SR REE P A R kAR e IR ELR -
%% (capsule suspension, CS )Hir: e R & e iiF R 2% 2 7 ¢ 53
CRBEF X ASMAPE G LA ﬂ%ﬁif’ri@ﬂm%«%f ZREERES cE 3 B
A A MR A B WP AR KRB ER o FE YRR
EHENA ARG AP URTIE N EW S 7 R A e
RIPEFEIRRES R Ao s AR ISR RIT o RS AR K

‘1‘)-7—‘57}

A\ /P

& 21+ (Vemmer & Patel, 2013) -
2.7.2 335 (F )&%

Fe AR 7y AR SAGERPBENE  HEIELRIFLEAR



‘KA (suspension concentrates, SC) : i #8350k 373 %R & » T - AP
o RAPEFIRLG P FEATES -

¥R A & p®] (wettable powder, WP) -2 R 88 (% F & Ak T )R 5
ot MR A G B A e A o R EPHT SR L P EL
FERERELAG FEH BRI FL AL 2P o 8 AW TiER
4 g e % o 45 E st (Skinner et al,, 2012)  FIH 2 i R a0 s g 0 A

ST S R I el o R VA

ko foike®] (water dispersible granules, WG) @ F]-k &2 fgidfe @l e K P i 2
o BEEARY P g AR R HAMBERT S IRBMEARTRBT A2 28
PR AR BN o Bt B brar SRR ke Bl o R RO R & o TR RS
WP Fhw) 0 {353 0 LAp¥H S A E o Hsiaetal (2014):#- M. anisopliae *
7y be edh 5 g A 2 g i gt &) > 2 ¢ sodium lingosulfonate, sodium acetate

+$/¢45C%;§30&\§’1915}3rﬁ’7‘§$ °
28 g%

AP FALERBER - SGREFEEL LAY A B AT Sl ERAF -

RS PP~ FEFE A+ 97 2 & (Sahayaraj & Namasivayam, 2008) o i £ &

B VAIHERAERERE c ALABE AT L0422 74 02 %3 5 AR
% 30 pMY 4 2y 4323 (blastospore) fejFsizk o F A A 2 e EER

B~ R B A B 0 ¥ R

ploo B om pie A e BRI R

HiF s L AR £ 2 A& & s (diphasic production system) > Tk i & KA A

7@1?’57 ’ ﬂ#&fﬁi SEOFHEAFTIEAE AL > PR BAKITH T~ E

MARES 42 Bfdre 5 s 4piTenig 2k (Machado et al., 2010) -
AFIAERAF RAFTFAFLERT > A REE AT LE ~kF

eI LR ?&fré‘tﬁ)ﬁ > Arzumanov et al. (2005) 1+ 500 g st iT 55 & AT

T B o w73 5 &4 A (Arzumanov et al., 2005) o

v ? g ];:]1)—57%*51’3!1;# oA I LAF LS BE

A wlp A & 2 k£ ¥ M. anisopliae var. acridum # £ & f2 cng 58 F I A 2 pE
FAFREMN U FEIHAR TG S SBE A AT 7 kE & 57-58%F > 5

SETET IS A LS MR F N p kR R g @mA 25 4 S o Yeetal
9



(2006) &¥ @Y Ry 22 A82 ZF R0 - ARY ~ H 2ol EE
B3NN T Y s RGN E AR A f o T BHL G

I
WHRR S ERE- R Z L ALK AR TEY CREATASFH R

@wzwg?agg%%éiﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁaa. FE R AR S D
4 i ] i i o Kim et al. (2010) #-2 56— & 1% ki 75 A ki % L.
fumosoroseus > F & fz to il fe AR E B 3 50C ¢ 2 pF o o 4 Fe 3 55 91.2% i
Foolb g v & F A F L is2 M oanisopliae > GREFTAC L ES > x d
®ESEEG

2.9 ;ﬁ&ﬁﬁmﬁ&mmﬁgz

PEIAPPRLRESA Sz AFF 85 FREERE - FELAT P ER
PREE A CERES Y H P EA Y EE G (3F 0 2007) - 2002 # 3 2011
EF 2R WLAGHLTI% AFEFEF AL o B 2009 £ - IR EREY
379 BE A AAPRLFETL PP H35% wiTE K FEHATOL E L F GHS
PER: 3 R8T 2 AR RE S MEREF o RHARE Y o EREF
TR F RS AL 0@ L it F R BER R 4 B o fpten
AP RES SLET B T R E - B RRBELL  RER S
FED P 93 A ELEEGT 10E  amFLF o BEAYL P
BEDOTRS Mo 35 PEF A H 2P @A F ks L F (Clareetal,
2012) -

AIAPRE S FHRRIEE R P ERE AR FRS F P RREEE e
PR AR Frli R4 § R EF P A 3% 000 2008 £ -0 7 ] AL Btk
BT 3RS 0 P 2 2009 £ -2 5F ] FO6L FjthH A # 3 A 4 o
FoAFTERAPREREY cMFI PN PNT G P ¥ BAEFN ALMKE
el 2 mp & (Mo 2005) o

— A FHNE IR AN AR BT FOREES T R BN
Boos N SRR B - 2 A SRA B E R 0 RGP i%w fe W 4R

R e ST A oA e EMETERY o B F TRl B AR o bl
El 7
2

79% ~ 76% 3% % 0 F enii 3 28% (Bhanu Prakash et al., 2008) -

She

‘Jrﬁ’i’f

A

p{:]’i’e—”r

b
e

?]ﬁf’:i{:‘.%‘ \»ﬁiflj‘_’i“]%@’if E’E?Eq; —‘:}’J— \-eraggrﬁai 3‘.’4711"1% ’7?}{%;
10



Wi

G oAV RELFEST O FR R EE S RDT S B VTR
w2 3% (3F > 2007) -
iﬁ&ﬁgm?ﬁﬂﬁﬁiﬁfﬁﬁ’%ﬁ@&ﬁ%iﬁiﬁﬁﬂ*’%i
A1t AMAEA S R FRE?  FTEA2RBR FFVEREY LR L
TRAEEAA T AR oA b G A FRART - 97%EK A HASY AP
a%»égwaﬁﬁi}héi%a?,ﬁ%ﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁwﬁw$opﬁﬁj%

gﬁ%Jﬁ:EﬁéﬁQE@%Ar%A mHDT S AHF FEFWEF

11



Chapter 3 R s&Hfler =2
31 Ffnd -~ Farfided 5B

AF B ® * lsaria javanica kiR F B 48
(1) RAxTehg b2 girep A4 34> PDA Ha Fg > Lol 5418
Fl4Ax B FEEAN2TCY » #H Eg>
(2 SHRABAKG > WHRP L BAWMEFARB LA T o
3.2 ﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁwﬁ
321 #iFRFRi#F

rw BRI G B A A SIS -2 B2 8 40 | javanica 1 x 107
conidia mIM fisie® R lgdd L3 e P > C 3T UERIIREL o B
RREAE AP ETBERADFRFERSE Y 7 e 10 ml 0.01% Tween 80
B IRSERE T o R 2% U BT T AT R EERG

% oo @ % 2 |sariajavanica % ¢ 2 AZEw Lo

322 ¥ 8
EREARUE d AREZ AEGTREIRTLS P AR H RS
%+ 20°C, 50% RH, L:D=12:12 z_ 37 | ¢ ¥+ o K EBFEN L 4270 » B2

25w R 2 0k A3 A& 2 (Basvan Buuren B.V.) > *+ 25°C > L:D 12:12 > & 7 % %
PREF 25,1000 BAER AL D28 AER T EE P
BBEFT A ZAEENITHEFTEE Y S FARATEA L TERIAES
ERIAE28FHLF Y -
BRI UL P 10 & 2 E A ERBER Y (e 2) 0 g s
B 500 pL g & 0.01% Tween 80 » # 1

%o T @A MP - WEL L2

AEBTRERTE S MR AP IR

FoRE2ZATHENFES L RIS omBE Y > 2BCHERHAE O F 213

roRr = FATVEWRER A 23R NTRARAS URERE 2

FiRik R A B 5 7 0.01% Tween 80 2 10° ~ 10° ~ 107 conidia mI™ » $p& o i 3
0.01% Tween 80 - & & d2 3 > 8 £4F o » F b= W il = o

R Ft

(1) & R le @ Hped 5= {5 £ 0 | javanica 2 A ic [ %73 Ao dkce
12



(2) el @ o= FepF /o7 Hv B o
323 &% &4

HRBEREUE ) AREIFERIRIET 2R A8 AR BRI 28
"C,70% RH, L:iD=12:12 2. #7# £ & } - o 2 f65 Mot B 557 3785 2 5 > 0.1%
T E PR A - SRR 2 K 25 R 2R R AL Y 325

LD12:12: 510 = £ 413 # 3 F TP % 5§ H 5 -
Ml e R RS AR NATEE L EH AR 42 S f Ay B

BEp2 B R % A B2 3B HE N o

BRI TS L P20 8 23 82 R MAAYE ¢ 0 v L 500
UL iz 2 0.01% Tween 80 » # #F 1 ~ 487 Fip i@ o » B2 [P 185 kg2
FETEEY > ENE A ecmERr Y 25 CHIHE 0 F 2 X BEEARS
Foom#rc MY EREEA 2L fﬁﬁlﬁi}é-’qb ° Bk kB A
w4 #3 0.01% Tween 80 2 10° ~ 10° ~ 107 conidia mI™ » $+p8 % % 0.01% Tween
80 % AJLE B 5 EAF o MRRBI A o RAFPE N BTk o
324 FE

AMe R J PE AT BB A REFE 4R 23T
LD12:12  RH70% £ 4% 47 » F pd o B EFITHEFE LT &S o

BAP P -SSR FIEAR Y, F 210 &4 0K 0.1%
Tween 80 7 10" conidia mI™ 22 30% ¥ 7e R & > B2 ul &t s B,

4% 23°C, LiD=12:12, T0% RH 33 % §4 ¢ » % p4e&d o B4R fendre g & > &
2 X ERSF o HRESAS S 0.1% Tween 80 v 30% % i o & amd® 3 £ 47 - R
FEFEI N AR o
33 223 BplE
331 B~ MAHEERR

Ed R ARSI S B AR % A (2% agar powder in ddH,0)
& U4 ER 5 & E RS P32 % 2 (1/4 Potato Dextrose Agar, 1/4 PDA, fei# :9.425¢g
PDA powder, 11.25 g agar powder, 1L ddH;0) 3 % » $4B~ 3 & 3R A chaj b6 Gl 17 = gL
B Bk B RMcs R TREOBLARI LT TS

13



332 HR¥EAE At BE

#|B~4 £+ 1/4 PDA 2 |. javanica f] 4% % ** 0.01% Tween 80 @ g » Sn I
P HCEAE L 1x10° conidiaml™ » B 5l jFt 1/4PDA ¥ & o #32 & A A B E
3+ 15°C ~20°C ~25°C ~28°C ~30°C » % g2t b= F4f o & T AR EHELEE
FoE 18X TERE AT 7 #v 10 ml 0.01% Tween 80 - SRTCER M
IR HEEFE LA RS E o
333 A RKEMTEEALLAE B3 F T RE

ﬁJ‘ ‘e 2 B A3 (M) polyethylene glycol 200 (PEG 200)*t ) ~ § & #3582 % A&
(Sabouraud dextrose agar, SDA, Sigma, USA)¥ > ¥ 1234 £ -k % 14 (water activity,
ay) o @k A ER AR M %S RH% =2, x 100 -

Al 4e 0~ 04~0.6~1.0 1.2 MPEG 200 > SDA 3 % £ ¢ » #-kiE {24 1|
&2 0.9980.987+0.975+0.964+0.959; @ & 41 4p ¥4:% A& (RH) 5 99.8% - 98.7% ~
97.5% ~ 96.4% ~ 95.9%2_ 32 % # > ;¥ 5ul 1x 10° conidiaml™ »+32 % & ¢ & » & fuw

IEA B8R EREALLE]

it % 16 X SIBEBR A s F 4 10ml
0.01% Tween 80 > F R T {siBip > Mo IR B H o 4 2 5
B~ 100 ul 1 x 10° conidiaml™ % 3t 2 B4 B ip SRR % A7 > 0iF 48 | B
it B I BT X > AR - F4F o
334 *REAAHFATLE AR
% rex 1 fe %l i¥ 1/4 PDA - PDA ~ 1/4 SDA ~ SDA ~ 1/4 OMA ~ OMA -

Ik

1/4YPD~YPD ~ 1/4 MEA~ MEA ~CMA ~CYA~WA ~SSM £ % & (Keller & Turner,
2012)’*7?3;},1%@;@3%]’5 121°C,30 ~ ga= s A 4r W » B/ Ocm s & A& * o

TOUL AL FARJII e £ o B T X PIRFAFLLEIL 3 H 18 =
TIPERREAT 7 4 10 ml 0.01% Tween 80 - ERTH BRI R R Y
A e
335 2 RERERHFEFLE - ARPE

g 4 3 (Czapeck dox agar, CZA) it 5 A#H A K » Hfe > 4o ¢
NaNQO; 3 g, sucrose 30 g, K;HPO,4+H,0 1.3 g, Czapek concentrate 10 mL, agar 15 g, 1L

ddH20

Czapek concentrate : KCI (5 g/100 mL), MgSQ,« 7H,0 (5 g/100 mL), FeSO,4+5H,0 (0.1
14

m
(e

o



9/100 mL), ZnSO,4 * 7H,0 (0.1 g/100 mL), CuSO,4 * 5H,0 (0.05 g/100 mL) in 100 mL
ddH,0.

¥ # Sucrose ZHBmEARUARE AR A > BlEawkhF - fructose ~ glucose ~
glycerol ~ lactose ~ maltose ~ mannose -~ soluble starch ~ sorbital ~ xylose

%_|. javanica 10° conidiaml™ 5 um *t35 % A& ¢ &4 > & 7 14 T BREE S & o
A A e RPN e LT R R R ST 10 ml0.1% Tween 80 P v tAR A R
FWRFT 5441 g™ g - ik 2 4000 rpm & 5 A4 > FlH L FiR o £
fe~ 4 ml 0.1% Tween 80 i3 f#£5 » PR G Rk o B RRAFE - Mk R EEFE
R
336 AFRFEFAHATLE AWY

#-b ik N8 % A2 sodium nitrate ¥ % 5 2 F %R0 Bl E0F kG - bacto

(s

o

E\fﬁ

peptone ~ cicada slough ~ corn steep powder ~ gelatin ~ histidine ~ potassium nitrate -
ammonium biphosphate -~ tryptone ~ yearst -

~ |. javanica 10° conidia mI* 5 um gt & A & > F 7 14 T RBFHFE S
EomF AT i RITARE  RTEREERT R -
337 REHELAE I E TR

fed PDARZA " E A4 TG B B ERR Fiel 5T B
BRERS > SHEIHIEE I Ocm 2% A ErE * o B | javanica 10° conidia
mIt5um FAE A7 & 0 § 12 T EBEHKLL

B~ 100 pl 1 x 10° conidiaml™ #% 5+ 2 B 2 AR SR AR A A Y > i 24 4r

6 [ EioEtRy R T ETF o Rl 4 -
BB A T T 2% A 1000 ppm ~ TR 3 20%-K A 45 A 500 ppm ~ B 354 25%
7% ;% 1333 ppm ~ F 214> 50%7 J& 14 A 1000 ppm ~ 7 14 3= 11%5 &) 1000 ppm -
B 3~ 50%:3 A& 2000 ppm -
BB ¢k B% 10%WS(% kA 7 R #E * 20485 ) 286 ppm ~ 23 A 20% ¥
B4 A 500 ppm ~ £ F % F % 11%5 & 500 ppm -
AL FIH AT 9 5097 (R AL#5 4] 1000 ppm ~ 542 25954 500 ppm ~ = § %
25%% ;& 145 ) 1000 ppm ~ ¥ 4 5 66.5%:% ;& 2500 ppm ~ G B-18 % 53% 7 R
) 833 ppm ~ U 50%F R4k &) 1000 ppm ~ 37 4= a7 23%- Kk & #) 1000 ppm o
15



2 R ER BN KE 2% B4 A 1000 ppm ~ ik % 10%;% ;& 1000 ppm -
34 K< ERRA LRI P

ATERATF 0 K~ FTARE - A fEFK o B 1509 9 o ~ TR -
A 1;& der 90 Ml FA KN AR T A0 FET A LS4 X
FZEAF 0 B > 125 mldaajsage s Hge B E o 5 1217C, 30 A &R 0 44T
6+ 4 10ml 10° conidiaml™ i - & 5% A Ak - S RHB ARF A
£ oo FAS X R FE R AR 0 40~ 100 ml 0.1% Tween 80 2 » 42
HBRF O 4 ¥ERERS > B> 50 ml g > g 4000 rpm g 5 4
g ARG Amlw o PIRAFY 23 st g oo
35 b R K R AL L eI RIEE

15099 F & AF A 125 ml 4aa)5g ¢ A Elite 109,29, 4g Wik 59+ 2
fade KR EEEE o FAor 30 ml - ok BT £4F 0 2B RFEE 121
'C, 30 A 4B 4 4ris o i e 10 mI 10° conidiaml™ i - F 5 X A4 gk - = o
RHSI AT AR F10 J‘Mé*:‘@ﬁﬁv%%ﬁﬁ@%%ﬂé » 4~ 100 ml 0.1%
Tween 80 % » AZH A BT 5~ 45> ¥pFirEiRis > B> 50 ml g g ¢ > kg
4000 rpm oo 5 &4k 0 FHF iR o Aml v o RIZATY F g che 2w
£ o
3.6 O/W v ] iT3 3\

#-10% ZF 1w ~2% * 2 PRy ~0.1% Tween80 M R F R & 10§51 > &
BB S BHZRFARFIWRYT 51048 R=Fr 25 R3340 -
£ 4c ~ 0.1% Tween 80 p % 1. javanica 108 conidia ml'lAv\i e R FIR o BOTIOF
# 12 1200 rpm, 90 #ji8 & = = o 5 * % 12 0.1% Tween 80 ;3 /% 105 -

3.7 EIEPR®

=k Y ELE L
(1) 107 conidia mI™ I. javanica -k % ;%7
(2) 10" conidia mI™ I. javanica 5 #|
() Az F A4 FRiFiR 58

(4) 0.1% Tween 80
16



HE- 1%l 30 G- PR EAMNA L 2L A FEFS w7 pAT
2 AR F RJILS A oW BR - AR R 5 24-26C, T i=if 25°C, 95-100% RH -
k- BE R S 27-34°C,60-85% RH - & § 3 sk peir#p L:D=12:12> & 4 p L%

LR

W A LT XN S BRI ER - 0fs 0 % 30 £z deped
AR RS > G R B R - X B A X egk - F o B R L 24-26

"C, * 2 25°C,95- 100% RH, ik L:D=12:12 ¢
3.8 ML dr

St A 47 088 Sigmaplot 12.5v i 77 B #icdy 4~ 17 0 ™4 Holm-Sidak method i
oy B2 e

17



Chapter4 %%
41 e T BARAERG
411 %4 gfv P38

AR RF G M AP S M5 FIEY VAL | javanica B % (B 1) -
4.12 F:e7

T AL RRAF  PWARTFAF 010 HAGEHRE - 10° §
B ¥ 4B o107 conidia/ml *t¢87 % B 6 % t5 2 4 88.1349.19%7 = % » LTg 5 4
Z(B 2) o +e8F AGR %% R % | . javanica &5 = 5 3 % sadp 4B 3 AT o
413 =% 48

%% 107 conidia mI" £ 4 24 ARk 0 8 F H S » A5 107 conidia
mit5 % &7~ & % 85+48.16%  LTso 5 3-4 % o * k& 4t 10" conidiaml™ B &
BMEL2(B 433 a8 ASR %% B4 |javanica {5+~ 53 % 7340 B 5 77
7’]: °
414 * E

% Fde i A2 108 conidiamlt s - @ FE L L4 PG B I &
5 79%(® 6)c A E# A ALK L2 B Z L javanicats s~ 53 X s fp4o@] 7 AT o
42 2323 BRE
4.2.1 |.javanica & %¢ 27 & 4 F2 3 | i i

| javanica Z*edc k4 Sk > & - 5 G 2-4 BAH AL BRFL L
Fla, 04 %3 04 g 4 L4abken w3 £ 5 4162085 um> % 5 1.76£0.31
um (& 8) -
422 FRHEAFE A a S BE

I javanica * 1-21 = ¢ Ffs 2 R~ g2 > 25-28CLaif 62 R
Boo B3 300C ~ M 200 4 & i< > 30 15°C ~35CRI 2 2 & - A2 £ Pl
%30 28°CPE 5 0 - %24 9.6x10° conidia - B 9 & 7% |. javanica & % BT

18



423 FFRBETREZE AT
l. javanica tAp¥figk 95.9% 11 b7 A £ A o WEARHRA LR > FE 4
L g A8 o ApEIRAR 96.5% 0 T P AETE A Pe i 4 < | javanica o 4p

$iER O55%2 A A B FEALBE YA MG - ) o

ERAARZAFARIAVAL AL FEALESTES S CYAR S &
TEoE /5 6.3cm s B 5 SSMBE A A 0 B /S5 358 cme A A 141 1
W A% A A CYAsA R BE S - 4 % 3.29x 10°conidia s WA 32 % & -
wing e B EY 0 - 4 5 3.38x10%conidiac @ 1/4 OMA 32 % HBe 5% 4 £ il -
1458 /% 363cm e A B4rs B¢ § 28 - 4 % 1.99x 10° conidia(% = )e
425 2 FRERERFREZE AT

K,éft xylose ~ lactose *F » & Bk ¥ & 4F PR 0§ pcdk & | javanica 2 & ~ &
fz o Xylose £ lactose ¢ " <2 & iF & o 33 & 7 UK lactose 2 | javanica 2 i
frenm 3 g% (& =)

426 7*Fk % 2RhHERELE A0S

= B

*“?3

fg&
7 2% A% L javanica ;’R"ﬁ LAF et £ ovnk o 14 X {5 14 p) L 49 (potassium
nitrate) = ¥ R F)iE 2 & Bobeo P ¥ (gelatin) & ¥ R B 0 AP A R P

rhldx g A R gnend B U RITpRT 2 EF LR (BF HILR

427 R EHwIHT S {EL L OPE

F ok AT BB FAT 4] | javanica A A e BT FE A K& A e h

ZafllE - EDRFEFNALRABIBH L R P77

A2 6 FFg B4 | javanica A2 335 DAL EE AR R T et

ABLRE D o AL F s BRbG Regdr A2 eI E T4 (R D)

43 FEAEBREHFRLLEIRAEVR

LA E AT BT AR AR R 1gA AL 294x10%

% 7.63x 10° conidia > @ W #EE ok 0 BOFRAEG  SF L Fu 22 E

™

W& 4 1.24x 10 conidiaml™(# =)o sh4c § RIBIR A X S His s 0 AR HF

19



Foomrid K AR ER (R -
4.4 OIW &3

A TR A R G EHAEESR > B FSFA o RPERE A B
M 2T 5-30Um> T 35E E 10um M b ER 0 F € BT A A S -3
B E o SEHFE 0 A4 e g UK AR R ATV(E 10) -
45 EEY P BIsER

- AP o N 24-26°C o Ap R &R 95-100% R R o FUmE F MR 4
X fSfeR7 = 55 1018.63% o ok R 5 1314.80% ; 8 % & 7 v & 5 81.94%
10.34% - -k f & 2B 5 76.0419.63% > ¥R ke ve7 = 5 % 18.97+3.63%(K 11)(H
12) o ¥v3gzk— B ¥ 27-34CAp¥Hi% & 5 60-85%2 (8 % - V322 -k R |25 * 3t jviy
o % 4% 5= KL 3048.32% 0 | e~ F 4 8.3617.33%(F] 13) - 2 FE A
WWE AR PET A -

W - BHES 24-26C > APYHR A 95-100% E F 0 FUB|TELF P 0tk 0 4
R fs5v= 55 43+11.9% o AR R HI P 5 44+147% o £ ek BRGS0 % 8 X - X
U B g2 5 95.37+9.26% o R A e B 3R 5 5 5 95.48+45.75% o R4 PR B3R
& % 9.1615.96% ~ -k A ¥R 3 K L 0.7711.54%(F 14) -

20



Chapter5 3t#%
51 FigFWaxp

|. javanica 13454 4 dge 0T B A B R ] Fik s FF Fik (Shimazu &
Takatsuka, 2010) ; L= p v - RE L L BT P A -t s FIE S A &R
(Zimmermann, 2008) - *t A Hm HTy F ¥ 0 ARFAT TR LB L TH S )
FHE T TTHS R E(E 2011) AR HF RIS WS TS 5 F A
R % Cordyceps sp.> @ Cordyceps & ® 7 7§ # A 3t ifikenfd (Tzean et
1,1997) c 2B AF L FFR L CRIFHFih2 Liep s B2 BP0
JRP AR LA FRES AR S HE SR - o
52 233 GRlE
521 EFER¥EAE ~Aat B
PREAFLFN A FURPRETHIAD G R4 FH AT L H
R E_2 & ¢hro Vidal et al. (1997) *t £ B W & 7 37 $& |. fumosoroseus » 14 32 % B3
ARER CFREARGALER & 20-30CH - £35Ct ~8CHTRAT
AR AP AT LRV ERFERFDOERTLEZ FRE G AR AR
Bt 2030 CT A 2 A% 3 35C A 2K ISC T A2 2 Ko gk
FARZ 2 RERAG > AR AACHEMARLBREE > A RE ARG
25°C » grripl 2 KR RS (BE 0 2010) i ET AR B ER L EEK O T A
F e < cnazk B ¢ BB RT 18 € JE 1 (Rangel et al., 2005; Meyling & Eilenberg,

@yu

2007) « H s FE 7 EE A B DA LS o 4ot B M. robertsii A 2 %7+ 33
AR R RAR R B R SRS TIRB Y o Hat R {oa i P RB SR 4 B YR
BB A RAA A s 4 e S pE 4o B0 1 (Rangel et al., 2006) 5 A 3 & 7 T
Rk ALY o 912 A A 4 e 3§ a4k (Rangel etal., 2012) -
522 KEMHFELE S AERPE

ETRB Y RAEE M P A 4 e 3 & B4 % A o Smith and Edgington (2011)

k"\E&

\5

7 > Metarherium spp. ¥ »t 944% RH & 4 £ &8 5 » & 374 chs 4 %2 3 A abf
LA AV E T FRF o AF %D javanica Ftk 2 955% RH 2 £ A ¥ K 0 &

M. anisopliae & » Z & { BER A 5 24 NELn ? - AF % * PEG 200
21



KAEBRRTRFEE > TEAN A @ApERAR > @ | javanica 2 2 £ 75

¥ A ry,] bvil 5 PEG 200 #5% % BRiE® 0 &a e | javanica # £ 2 5 o
523 FARHRAZALL - A RPE

P ATRIY AERAQE I ES USSR H R T S MR % 0 T
PRRIEFECORAACRRLILEARE c KRFENCYARRARE ALY
A % §&§°E$%%m%%%’—iﬁyi£§§%’§4mb4w+ﬁﬁ@

R P EE R

21

i WA AA DI L NER [ E ARSI R ARAT AT UH A
PR TERER iﬂgﬁ%nﬁ:ﬁﬁ’! (Pedrinietal., 2007)- 48 % A p 2 5 £ F 0k
4apd & 48 > Crespo et al. (2002) 12 & + = = % B % Rz % B.bassiana » ‘G fa i
P BENFERIAROBREAOHERE > RAFF 1 B o B AT
¢ | javanica Bk F RenA e E A E o AJIRRFEL I A ERR o

| javanica 72 K b ik B R R AL HAERE 2 KA MR 0 ied F B A
R AR AR RAF R Z RS TR H W 0 BT | javanica 4 £ &
A I SR FRIARR o RO F R FoREOR B o R 7 Y
A 2z a4 e ety Fer3 £ 3 > Rangel etal. (2006) e e i dE e &
A 414 2 e M. anisopliae 4~ 2 *¢ 3 £ 3 plE 0 F at UV-B R ETEFR > 4p 430312
EARBE AL AP AT 5a B > TR AL F LR F R R
oA R S fEeniE R FAPN F LT AR S Rt o a Ming etal. (2014)
& M. acridum © % 3 MaSnfl 2L %18 & 7472 3 % v A fF 0t LT p ARE P
éifw’§%@%%~%“@ﬁwﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%, LMD A fEPERRE R 2
damfigpme et g e AFHRY LR ERTE SRR oA 14
WAL RS A EF > PRRAEE > FIH AR EL > AAREAPITE 5

f?ie&:_%g; 0

AR BB FRISY | javanica § P B T pik o SRR AR 0 BB
BEET 4 E > (L cendrh) 3 £ o B 20 BA R o RIS Ao ¢ B B~ F 1

G 0 PG ORGSR Yok o Bk kehbr s Hk Y I FH T L
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javanica B * o @ FR4 B G AT LB FEE | javanica fel SR S M A BT A

Al Mazradwi (2007) % 34 B. bassiana £ F /iR &5 % >2 L 4[5 + » 2 5 jps

* o5 I%‘F]_e FRERAPRO R EEF B i s AR RS E o
PR EEH R AF 2 ARSI RN T RE s TR L
AW A SRR R A AT F KT G R EpuE P - James (2003)

R LB & 27 | fumosorosea ko ER L A HEAEE Y A F- BFRR L%

I~

-~

A BEH S - AP SRR B IR SO 4 20%00 1 e
53 AFnAtL i

ARET e F A | javanica &3 B AR o MBI AT -;f]séc
RS HRERB B FHL PR EERRAERA A e P ;‘fltéciﬁ-iﬁ: .
EREH T ER ERATYAES A ET % A EHERE > RIARF
BVLDAFTATF ARV NAS BRAARAFEN LA TR LY -
%3 % DRRBE AR 7 %49 F > Mascarin et al. (2010) #- 1. fumosorosea 3
EWF SIS E B HEL O SEREREANAAT A EEF 0 A
Sahayaraj and Namasivayam (2008) & ~ /] & ~ 3 % ~ 2 F ~ <= # % |
fumosorosea » B B L AR AT EER o

vV ANBESAES R R AMERER W iFe ~ AF 0
LG RRFEAFEREIRR SR K e BT s R L S 2R
F e U R R M A FRE AR
54 A HE
d 3t | javanica A 2 fe 3 &g TanoRiE o R BA 2 e S dufAr @ e 5 193 4t
Ry o MF R R G AR G TR R AR SRR AT LR
(Santos et al., 2012; Jinetal., 2009)  Jk & iE P~ 2 e+ 2473 32 kR E R € 4r
A eI T N u s T F G ¢ judr A 4 ¥ T o J5 Mascarin et al. (2013)
3o A m s A Silwet L-77 % 100-1000 ppm # € e A 2 fe 3 5 o 304 b H|
BN G ERA T R TR ARRE P E KR vti},ia’i’m:,\zt" (Irish et al., 2002;
Regnault-Roger etal., 2012) » e JE R B 3 L ¢ 3 TP we T REG § T > &4
FOCEA R BopA G RS K blde B F P s Tween
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20 ¢ B 44T E A K o 3THF L g H 4L+ 7 £ 2 (Singh & Orsenigo, 1984; Knoche
etal., 1992) -

55 EIE#HZ%K

AFHRENAAEI PHLLGE A RE CBAFRTRAR T 2P R
- BBRBEIECB IAFEIVATHE - F- A I F NI EELE AL A

javanica BV R 4 o R REFIRAE S B 0 "E MBI TE o % - ALy 4P

AR AR 5% 52 R 4 %0 4 REFORATE o B

ZRIEAEH A MG R GRRT > % 4 X 5 40%7 - 5o KL AR

F A8 F G 17 100%7 = 5 ook FURI B RREA 4 R (ST 3%%‘15&&.& )

sk FURIET R FHCE LB E T o e A KRR R AXWME T EAER
i

S A B A

‘E

CBEAGEWRI A F R A HBEIR B E L FE L

¢
oo kA FHTFERATIRALEFFPRLILT > DFRGEL LY D

K R

=

\
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Chapter6 %%

FiE- k7P E 0 A4k | javanica AL iEp ~ @iEp - giiEp o~ Ziep oo
BAEE R ALY RpRS CHEZTANY e R AS LT BRET 2R
% % 7 [ | javanica Ftk (strain) fo% % % 5 F 2 F Beauveria bassiana -
Metarhrium anisopliae Ap# > A% £ Z R 3 S &g 5 > v @* T A BF2 9 3} 2 A4

frd Tridgadandes e Ft A gid  LARKAT

e
B REALR* KA FOFERER oA MR PR BFBEE > AL
REELR B PAT o blde: AL ERERDP o #A L
s B F P o ) R ’/,,\isé—lmgmﬂiéi@grs,{@?;iwcﬁgg;;m,

HaBRFad > 3 FF o S WRMIZ P PFioz s FigFidas i F

b

BT A A 2 e S

BRI AP F U RTAF AN ER s L PR EHT
R A AMB ARy e A Fr g nr RESLERTF AL

ZTRBETF P AR o M F AT ST BT UAHT 2R
W EER ML E B FR AR FERAR LML XV LS R
TH PR A PR ERRS LT SR AR R FRA S
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A a2

% - B AL FoREREZ L javanica FiFE/LE A% E o | javanica 2 £ 3

VA e R KA T A I

Rela_tn_/e 48 hours germination Colony diameter (cm) Sporulation (10°)
humidity (%) 8 da 16d conidia/plate
(%) ys ays p

99.8 100+0.0 a 2.71+0.02a 5.1+0.14a  10.34+2.62a
98.7 95.67+0.58 b 2.15+0.06 b 3.96+0.21b 7.85+4.25ab
97.5 76.00+6.08 ¢ 1.55+0.05¢ 2.95+0.06 c 4.11+1.58 bc
96.4 43.33£17.16 d 0.8£0.0d 1.27+0.14d 0.28+0.10c

95.9 3.67+2.08 e 0*e 0.5+0e Oc

(Holm-Sidak method, p<0.05)

FONFRCERRT AL IFEY

T AR - B EE
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l. javanica # & )

B A& A& 4L ljavanica 2 £ &A% o

T 2 ol =l
EABARE AR R

Medium

Colony diameter (cm)

Sporulation conidia/plate

7 days 14 days

1/4PDA 2.3520.10 ef 3.93+0.10 ef 4.53+1.34 x 10° de
PDA 2.48+0.05 de 4.18+0.05 e 2.79+0.77 x 10°b
1/4SDA 2.33+0.05 ef 4.53+0.05 d 7.33+1.89 x 10° cde
SDA 2.56+0.05 cd 5.23+0.05 ¢ 1.52+0.43x 10° ¢
1/40MA 2.0+0 g 3.63+0.55 fg 1.99+0.27 x 10° be
OMA 2.70+0.08 bc 5.40+0.08 ¢ 5.17+1.34 x 10°a
1/4YPD 2.62+0.04 cd 5.46+0.05 ¢ 8.13+1.30 x 10°cd
YPD 2.83+0.05 b 5.88+0.04 b 1.17+0.46 x 10° cd
1/AMEA 2.40%0 ef 3.80%0 fg 1.95+1.73 x 10° de
MEA 2.2620.13 f 3.68+0.23 fg 7.93+2.25 x 10° cde
CYA 3.0£0a 6.30x0 a 3.29+1.15x 10°b
CMA 2.60+0 cd 5.23+0.19 ¢ 1.94+1.55 x 10" e
SSM 2.24+0.09 f 3.58+0.13 g 3.83+2.73x 10%¢
WA 2.2620.09 f 4.60+0.07 d 4.38+4.57 x 10°%e

(Holm-Sidak method, p<0.05)
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2 = rB% R/ PRt & 2 3 & 52 | javanica ejF;

VR AR 2L AR S B R EE £ 2

™

R TS W AR RS A o

VSR L A R

Colony diameter (cm) Sporulation
Carbon source 8 S
7 days 14 days (10%) conidia/plate

Fructose 1.6+0.72 d 5.1+0.10 c 11.27+1.27 be
Glucose 1.93+0.97 cd 5.375+0.05 ¢ 17.13+£2.03 abc
Glycerol 2.47+0.18 b 5.97+0.12 b 26.4+4.73 a
Lactose 2.15+0.11 bc 2.95+0.13d Oe
Maltose 2.41+0.09 bc 5.32+0.25 ¢ 28.67+2.56 a
Mannose 2.49+0.03 b 5.58+0.17 bc 18.27+6.22 abc
Soluble starch 2.49+0.13 b 6.08+0.20 ab 6.50+3.67 ¢
Sorbital 2.92+0.06 a 6.14+0.18 ab 10.48+6.88 c
Xylose 0.84+0.11e 1.6+0.0e 0.23+0.02 d
Sucrose 2.61+0.07 b 5.29+0.75 ¢ 22.20+3.12 ab

(Holm-Sidak method, p< 0.05)
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ow s BRE At RF AR L javanica FFE AR o NHEE S F R

BAAETA RS AR AR FORPATE RS -

_ Colony diameter (cm) Sporulation
Nitrogen source 9 )
7 days 14 days (10%) conidia/plate
Bacto peptone 3.33+0.04 bc 6.15+0.07 b 4.98+0.19 b
Cicada slough 2.76x0.05d 5.30£0.0 cd 3.57+1.18¢
Corn steep powder 2.50£0.13d 4.83£0.10 e 1.00+0.16 ¢
Gelatin 4.84+0.05 a 5.52+0.03 cd 3.67+0.77 ¢
Histidine 2.79+0.10 cd 5.744£0.19 bc 1.86+0.75 ¢
Potassium nitrate 3.09+0.07 c 7.03x0.05 a 10.02+0.81 a
Ammonium biphosphate 2.54+0.08 d 5.07+0.06 d 11.67+3.26 a
Tryptone 2.89+0.11 cd 5.30+0.07 cd ND*
Yearst 2.93+0.04 bcd  5.13+0.10d 3.00£0.33 ¢
Sodium nitrate 2.61+0.07d 5.29+0.75d 5.55+0.78 b

(Student-Newman-Keuls Method, p< 0.05)
*ND : No tested.
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I - BALTFRFELRAAZ Ljavanica HEELEF T F o TR SR T
TP AE SR £ FSE B L javanica FiE A K foF TG B -
Pesticide name Germination rate (%) IRAC &
Colony FRAC
In Chinese In English diameter (cm) 24 hours 36 hours =
¥R e PDA plate 3.97£0.32a 96*2a 100 a -
BB A pesticide
F Bri Chlorpyrifos 3.05£0.09 bc 97.67x2.1a 100 a [IRAC] 1B
LR A O Malathion 2+0d 0d 57.33t6.8 b [IRAC] 1B
A i 1 Tau-fluvalinate 1.96+0.5 d 0d Oc [IRAC] 3A
I8 Acetamiprid 3.67+0.12a 97.33t1.2a 100a [IRAC] 4A
Ry TR Spinosad 2.7+0.2 ¢ 83.33x1.5b 100a [IRAC] 5
fes T Abamectin 3.78t0.08a  97.33x1.5a 100a [IRAC] 6
B J1% %  Pyriproxyfen  3.97x0.06a 99tla 100 a [IRAC] 7C
B | acricide
ik A% Etoxazole 1.57+£0.37d 0d Oc [IRAC] 10B
2%+ Pyridaben 2.48+0.03cd 58.33t7.1c 100a [IRAC] 21A
. Hexythiazox & [IRAC] 10A
EFETEw ) 3.82+0.06a 99+la 100 a
Fenpropathrin [IRAC] 3A
. E F#  fungicide
E Triadimefon of od Oc [FRAC] 3
< R Dicloran of 0d Oc [FRAC] 14
Propamocarb
LEEES hydrochloride ~ Of 0d Oc [FRAC] 28
v if ¥ Benomyl 0f 0d Oc [FRAC] 1
#Far Prochloraz of Od Oc [FRAC] 3
I3 a7 Azoxystrobin  1.02+0.29e 0d Oc [FRAC] 11
P Thiab-endazole 0f 0d 0c [FRAC] 1
& Oxine-copper [FRAC] M1
2%  Validamycin A 3+0bc 89.33+3.2b 100 a [FRAC] 26
Kasugamycin
£P # 2%  hydrochloride 3.05+0.18 bc 875D 100 a [FRAC] 24

hydrate

(Holm-Sidak method, p=0.05)
*FRAC code cited from Fungicide Resistance Action Committee; IRAC code cited from Insecticide
Resistanc Action Committee
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javanica e F A e E R o

22 BAW2 RAES KL L javanica 15 X AT A L a4 e S

|

Substrate

conidia/ g

un-husked rice
rice bran
polished rice
brown rice

3.91+0.5 x 10%b

1.24+0.16 x 10" b
2.94+2.22 x 10"%a
7.63+3.49 x 10°b

(Holm-Sidak method, p< 0.05)
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Zo05 VR A f b 4cd A2 LjavanicalO X et A 4 A 2 e 3§ oy o

SRV REE 5 N

Substrate conidia/ g
polished rice 2.03+1.27 x 10°a
polished rice with 1 g cicada slough 1.93+0.46 x 10°a
polished rice with 2 g cicada slough 7.17+2.02 x 10%ab
polished rice with 4 g cicada slough 2.62+1.73 x 10°b
polished rice with 5 g soybean meal 1.60+0.44 x 10%ab

(Student-Newman-Keuls Method, p< 0.05)
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Bl 1-~+ 4 | javanica & 2 chH i & fy o (A)i2 B v g B)WE %5 (C)it & 4 #&
£ DR B)EEaERLE (FWE % 5 (GH)E %18 4% ik I8
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100
90 - a
80 L b

70 - —o— 0.01% Tween 80

—m— 103 conidia/ml
106 conidia/ml

¢ == 107 conidia/ml

60
50
40 - T
30

Mortality (%)

20 -
10 - , d

2 4 6 dpi
Bl 2~ = 447 A u|448 5 4 | javanica 10° ~ 10° 4= 107 conidia/ml 2. 7~ = & o #&

10’ conidia/ml T #¢27 é1LTsy % 4 % o (Holm-Sidak method p< 0.05)
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Bl 3~ B pee7{odt | javanica g #8318 o (AC)per=* = & a5 (D-F)L

javanica »t A B E SR 4 FveF 3 X {55 F o bar=0.5mm
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100 -

90 - .

80 -
s 70 - —o— 0.01% Tween 80
2 007 —=— 105 conidia/ml
g 50 T 106 conidia/ml
s 17 T b —— 107 conidia/ml

30 - |

20 T | be

o M

0 T T ‘ ¢ 1 .

2 4 5 dpi

B 4~- &3 F 4[5 A 5487 7 | javanica 10° ~ 10° - 107 conidia/ml 2 7 = & o

% 107 conidia/ml = & % &3 1 LTso # 3-4 % A o (Holm-Sidak method p< 0.05)

36



Bl 5B e % 48 SHE %03 %1 (A-B)f 4w ihe ;5 (C)= #% 45 (D-E)
* 8 (F-G) L javanica g > -2 £ 2 % 4[5 3 % &3] & - bar=0.2
mm o
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Mortality (%)

100
90
80
70
60
50
40
30
20
10

a
—m— Control
—o— 108 conidia/ml
b
0 2 4 6 g dpi

Bl 6= & F 5% A8 | javanica » 4 % 5 10° conidiaml™ 5|52 » = &

548 | javanica & % 8 * 5+ F 5 79.63% o (Holm-Sidak method p< 0.05)
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(A)

B 7-(A)A#FL A2 EFOFE- &% 8 (B-C)it | javanica F 2 7= 152 =

R 2 f o bar=4mm o
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M 8- I javanica #if o (A)A 2 % 3 9 % £ #FF) 0 A 34 4 o £ 4.1620.85 um ~
% 1.76£0.31 um ; (B)fi jh A 4 % 3 ehg e 4L 5 (C)A % 1L » & 2 5Lk 5 (D)
UAPDA t 2% 21 2 (32 WA > FHUE4d o FE R0 46 # &A% 4

k4 %2 3 o bar=4 pum
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4 4 mEmDay6 M Dayl5 -——Day 18 conidiayield [ 12
3.5 +
- 10
3 -
= L o]
S 25 - ° B
5 =
5]
9 2 6 3
€ =
.© o
T 15 + ©
> -4 &
5 2
o 1-
o
-2
0.5 A
0 - - 0

15C 20°C 25C 28°C 30°C 35C
Bl 9~ javanica = 1/APDA } » 2R ART FiE2 LE AL A% £ - | javanica &
WAELEBAWERL28C - 245 2530Cm7 A E A% » 1243 2004w 8
AT E R 3BCHT 2L EL 2 A% o
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100 - a

~ oo O
o o O
| | |

Emulsion control

N
<o
|

107 conidia/ml
Water suspension

b 107 conidia/ml
I 5 Emulsion
=l
4

8 dpi

Mortality (%)
[ T 'S T Y
o o o o
[ |

—
==
|

B 11325 - A 487 348 | javanica # = B3 > 5 o 3T 45 25°C, 95-100% RH,
kg LiD=12:12 8 % #4897 5 o JE 10 conidia/ml i » % 4 X 15 - KB A
A5 = K5 19.74% ; FRA A S 183.02% - St F 4 X RS L e B0 $ 8 X

Fepg v = F L ORREAA 5 76.03% ; FUE|A A 5 81.94% - (Holm-Sidak method p< 0.05)
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F0F 5 1 javanica F4 7= £ A 24 Fikahd

[ o (A)FH K RAE %

=y

e

l. javanica g 43t EE * b 2 Fved A o
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40 - a a

35 -
230 Emulsion control
g 25 . 107 conidia/ml
E 20 b Water suspension
§ 107 conidia/ml

15 - Emulsion

10 -

5 _

4 dpi
B 13~3#% - B #74&4a |. javanica 7 = % #cik 7 5 o 2t 27-34°C, 60-85% RH, £
PRiEH LD=12:12 8 2 &/ 27 5 L i L 10" conidia/ml A4 X fe s ok
RoA| 4 AL T g 7= 31.0% ;SRR AN AT 447 = 5 30.49% o B ke

v

o= & % 8.36% o (Holm-Sidak method p< 0.05)
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100
90
80
70
60
50
40
30
20
10

Mortality (%)

4

i

8

dpi

m Water suspension
control

Emulsion control

m10’ conidia/ml
Water suspension

10’ conidia/ml
Emulsion

B 14~ F2% - Fe7 4248 | javanica 7 b % #cik & 5 oo 20T 35 257C, 95-100% RH £

R ird L:D=12:12

& 5 44.62% ; 53 A A

83

F L ef IR 107 conidia/ml Fik 15 £ 2 AE 8T o KR A A 5 -

Fe= &5 4326% % 4 X {SE K FH “];']‘({‘i; » H 8 X v &

KA 5 95.48% 5 5 A A 5 95.37% - (Holm-Sidak method p< 0.05)
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B AEze ~ 2009 ) TR FEW T L A S o FLEHE D 444,34-40 -

HEe 20140 %% p2RE A IR A ARG SR EFE R A7 o
Lm0 ) 1 37,42-8

PIBfE ~ B2 S FHE 21990 A4 F FP iR EEALRER i REL ¢
¢ 7 1 32,49-58 -
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BAACH

e (in 1L ddH,0)

Potato dextrose agar (PDA)

1/4 Potato dextrose agar (1/4 PDA)
Sabouraud dextrose agar (SDA)

1/4 Sabouraud dextrose agar (1/4 SDA)
Oatmeal agar (OMA)

1/4 Oatmeal agar (OMA)

Yearst potato dextrose agar (YPD)

1/4 Yearst potato dextrose agar (1/4 YPD)

Malt extract agar (MEA)
1/4 Malt extract agar (1/4 MEA)
Czapek yeast autolysate Agar (CYA)

Corn Meal Agar with Polysorbate 80
(CMA)

PDA powder (Difco™ & BBL™)39 g, included potato starch (from infusion) 4.0 g, dextrose
20.0g ,agar 15.0 ¢

9.75 g PDA powder (Difco™ & BBL™), 11.25 g agar powder

Mycological peptone 10 g, dextrose 40 g, agar 15 g (Sigma-Aldrich)

SDA powder 16.25 g (Sigma-Aldrich), agar 11.25 g

Oatmeal 60 g, agar 12.5 g (Difco™ & BBL™)

18.1 g oatmeal agar powder (Difco™ & BBL™), 9.4 g agar

10 g Yeast extract, 20 g peptone, 20 g dextrose (glucose), 15 g agar

2.5 g Yeast extract, 5 g peptone, 5 g dextrose (glucose), 15 g agar

Maltose, technical 12.75 g, dextrin 2.75 g, glycerol 2.35 g, peptone 0.78 g, agar 15.0 g
(Difco™ & BBL™)

8.4 g malt extract agar (Difco™ & BBL™), 11.25 g agar

NaNO 3 3 g, yeast extract 5 g, sucrose 30 g, K,HPO4+H,0 1.3 g, Czapek concentrate* 10 mL,
agar 15 ¢

Corn meal, infusion from (solids) 2 g, agar 15 g, polysorbate 80 10.0 mL (Difco™ & BBL™)
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Spore suspension medium (SSM) Tween 80 0.5 g, agar 20 g
Water agar (WA) Agar 15 ¢

* Czapek concentrate: KCI (5 g/100 mL), MgSO4+7H .0 (5 9/100 mL), FeSO4*5H 20 (0.1 g/100 mL), ZnSO4*7H,0 (0.1 g/100 mL),
CuS0O4*5H,0 (0.05 g/100 mL) in 100 mL ddH,0.
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