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Callosobruchus maculatus (F.) (Col.: Bruchidae)
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Table 1- The calculated LCyo and LCsgin contact toxicity of the six plant extracts on the adults of cowpea weevil at different

exposure times

2 (cel) . e
LCsp LCy OLO) dﬁlﬁs 60)‘.\49
P Slope+SE % o G+
vale P ?Sf) @ c) % € Time (h) (Plant extract)
0.996 0.49+0.18 1?3'7?7 - (0.(%51?.)01) 24
12.61 . 0.84 ook S vl
1.000 0.76+0.16 . X 48
@n (2040-70.37) (0.03:3.15) (Ziziphora clinopodioides)
8.45 . 0.87
1.000 1.04+0.14 (37) (815-22.50) (0.15-2.25) 72
11.51 47.01 0.31
1.000 0.59+0.16 (37) (1068-103.42) (0.00-2.73) 24
18.66 8.95 0.29 orpdshl
0.995 0.86+0.19 (37) (181-18.63) (0.00-1.55) 48 (Lavandula officinalis)
17.42 9.72 1.00
0.997 1.30+0.27 37) (3.63-15.69) (0.08-2.92) 72
5.45
1.000 0.63%0.42 (29) - 32.06 24
7.93 1
1.000 0.51+0.33 (29 - 4.08 48 S
(Laurus nobilis)
18.38 32.30 1.60
0.936 0.9840.23 (29) (14.35-57.10) (0.06-5.30) 72
13.97 - 431
1.000 0.67+0.15 (37) (0.35-12.55) 24
1.000 . 9.08 48.91 0.54 18 &lojy
. 0.65+0.12 (37 (23.88-92.78) (0.03-2.19) (Rosmarinus officinalis)
11.03 19.20 0.72
1.000 0.04+0.03 (37 (10.86-29.48) (0.11-1.95) 72
22.93
0.780 0.51%+0.58 (29) - - 24
33.33 o
0.265 0.760.53 (29 - 15.33 48 e
(Satureja hortensis)
17.17 21.48 2.20
0.959 1.29+0.31 (29) (9.43-33.05) (0.14-6.06) 72
17.93 7.74
0.997 0.670.18 (37) - (0.83-17.64) 24
16.50 - 2.53 1
0.999 0.78+0.16 @) (034-6.30 48 Ko
(Salvia officinalis)
27.01 23.59 2.78
0.886 1.38+0.23 (37) (15.57-31.97) (0.71-5.61) 72

* 95% confidence interval
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Table 2- The corrected mortality percentage (mean+SE) of the adults of cowpea weevil in contact with the various
concentrations of the six plant extracts after 24, 48 and 72 h exposure times

(woyd) clalé ob;
Concentarion (%) (cesl) 8 )bas
100 50 20 10 5 1 05 0.1 - (Plant extract)
Time (h)

175+17 14.0+17 105%1.7 53+41 53+21 35t17 17+29 1.740.0 24 j
33.3+6.1 207403 171421 135+0.0 153+45 8.1+1.8 45+18 2.7+21 48 #Sn
7374101 495139 495+3.9 27.3%32 252469 111433 6.3+57 3.1+33 72 (Laurus nobilis)
136451 89+44  8.9+44 42432 55+28 55428  3.8+17 2.5+19 24 550
327+12.4 18.6+7.3 16.8+7.8 115446 9.7+44  97+44  62+18 42434 48 (Satureja
88.2451 66.7+7.4 431437 302437 27.4+49 196437 64432 2.9+23 72 hortensis)
265428 19.6+35 16.8+2.2 85+2.6 30+22 18+17 12+17 0.6+14 24 5 e
52.8+3.1 30.045.2 22827 143+22 86+l4  28+17  0.0+00 0.0+0.0 48 (Salvia
92.6+3.3 54.3+27 411447 322427 21.9+1.8 7.8+29  4.0+2.8 17433 72 officinalis)
332414 264425 105433 127414 100426 42425 18+17 0.0+0.0 24 lois
571422  44.3+27 329428 27114 228+27 114+17 14414 0.020.0 48 (Rosmarinus
778423 57.044.3 452430 31.8+36 289430 81+18 22+18 0.0%0.0 72 officinalis)
292414 236431 153+2.6 111426 97422 77435  11+17 0.0%L7 24 Soo Sy pdng)
62.3+1.4 522437 348423 261427 188+27 13023 2.3+37  0.0%0.0 48 (ziziphora
82.142.9 67.243.0 56.742.8 43318 267+2.8 89+28  7.4+18 12418 72 clinopodioides)
542428 52.8+1.4 417435 347+17 27.8+17 153+46 07422 6.4%27 24 osssghad
90.3+4.7 722431 507426 542417 375422 306422 25.0%l4 6.9+2.8 48 (Lavandula
94.1+3.6 86.8+3.6 61.642.7 57.3*15 36.8+1.8 250+15 20.6£1.5 5.0+2.3 72 officinalis)
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Table 3- The comparison LCs ratios of the six plant extracts on the adults of Callosobruchus maculatus after 72 h exposure

; . - Z
Pawe  df 7 HO5 el dloté LCq Ratio o2l go)las
(95% confidence interval) (Plant extract)
5 [1So,b By gl
1.000 76  26.96 1.50-4.48 241 g slanl 1Sk Sy (g
( ) (Z. clinopodioides: L. officinalis)
S Syl Sy sl
1.000 68 3340 0.39-1.23 0.72 FTR TR DR O
( ) (Z. clinopodioides: L. nobilis)
Loy 1Syl S palagl
1000 76 2031 0.35-0.94 0.60 OB TS S 0
( ) (Z. clinopodioides: R. officinalis)
0550 1Syl Sy gl
1.000 68 29.05 0.69-1.84 1.14 o Sl Sy odag
( ) (Z. clinopodioides: S. hortensis)
WS e S5k S ]
1.000 76 34.47 0.41-0.98 0.65
( ) (Z. clinopodioides: S. officinalis)
0.999 68  37.67 (0.12-0.56) 0.30 At
( L. officinalis: L. nobilis)
1.000 76 30.96 (0.10-0.42) 0.23 Sleiy sl
( L. officinalis: R. officinalis)
1.000 68  34.80 (0.23-0.78) 0.48 i romgitshel
( L. officinalis: S. hortensis)
0.995 76  47.85 (0.13-0.47) 0.28 ot ggdshad
( L. officinalis: S. officinalis)
Lojy g
0.997 68  40.04 0.41-1.29 0.72 0 HO 2
( ) (L. nobilis: R. officinalis)
0530 105
0993 60 3641 0.91-3.24 1.57 A
( ) ( L. nobilis: S. hortensis)
083 68  56.61 0.56-1.49 0.89 s
( ) (L. nobilis: S. officinalis)
1.000 68  34.62 (1.24-3.93) 2.06 ek
( R. officinalis: S. hortensis)
PN S0
1.000 76 40.51 0.66-1.57 1.02
( ) ( R. officinalis: S. officinalis)
0941 68  50.77 (0.36-0.93) 0.60 B 0ire

(S. hortensis: S. officinalis)

30 cobale > a8 gygb 4 g Clge (sl )lr S 59,
29> sl plalejl g9 1 sl sl (oo 2 ydg)Se
wodia sl Bl cpl a8 Wi adllas 550 Glds Mo jd do A
0338590 Jole plaie 4 odlil sl Syl (YL Jeiliy
cilisen sLacdale > il e Sl (glaladylys Sowgs (5l
SS90 Canols oy cuddS b il 3590 aLS (claolac

B e 9 Sl Sy gl LS golas Bl il
Slage stz Swgw 9y 2Vb (S5 )95 )18 i
el (oo 0 il Son 30) e VL 5 39 3 s
S o olalS oo)liac . us Slpits jlasyd 80 as e
Cel iy 4 pialefl 0,50 CAlE (VL )3 35 0500 5 (5L,
agi b.5as Lilel )90 lpiis 5l ao > 52 9 64 55 s e

Sladads jlga Swugw 9y Lo las ( Saiis 99 Jil
Gligaa
dy9-0 (slaoylac den a5 3l L5 Gislejl ol 5l Jols s
s Slges (lalas oy Swgw JolS” Sl ¢, (yinlojl
glate calises (glroylac j3 Sl cpl ol (Jg g (SaiS g0
SIS 593 @08 il Cwdas gl wlolp (6 Jgis) 34
F=) 20 (slaclale )5 ()l gina 5o 2 gasshanl LS (g0 lae
F= 18.68; df= 524; ) 25.(24.02; df= 5,24; P=0.00
(F=13.36; df=5,24; P=0.00) ,2J , ,uJg,5% 30 4 (P=0.00
3 oS ol (soylas gyt Lilejl 3)90 (lao)las plu ;|
SIS 95 Cuold i s ioles] 3)90 (slacdale ples



505 i Swgw (59 (2910 oL AigS b g0 lac (LiSo i Ol I

2l jlewd 50 .8l iolidl 30 (g5,p50 (S0 sy wlale
o355 dae B8/T8E2/T6 |1,S5 1 1> Lawgio yob 4 wcle 24 b
5506 40 o)luas 1l cou cbajlas 0 Glie ol & cly 3439
ot eclale (0 5VG )5 bojlas plos 5 <l oS gpSpin
oialS 1) Slase (sl og Suges (5525055 oo 20,0 90
Olpts 20055 lie 32 286 Sy b laolas (saen L0l
Oty 00 ialST gy Gxe yeb 1y (g50y050 5 Ldgy JolS
sl comlefl 350 bl (YL 5> (6525055 (SH,05L i
99/2020/37) _yo9as ghawsl 5 (30 1> 20) (5o}, oS (50 lac
oS soyluas sly ypdS (SU,B3L Glie 58 5 (1)

(7 Jgas) i oanliie (o) 91/60+4/56) o;

Y oo (35wl i (5o GaioS ol jl Jol> @l 4
oS (gojluas ojug 4 g addlas 590 (BLS (slao)lac L (o)L
Jol Sl (53,5 )93 )3 (et B WSl (g sla
FerSsde b pials aoes o 5 Sluge (glabai)lgy Sges
31 ooliul ¢ wgadghawol 3 s Al 4l 8l ol (e
Sl (53,5 593 S 050 9 Soyb Sy pabugl (Bl (g0 lac

33)5 oo dnogs il JolS

S ges (59 LA fiae (5 5pa3 (S a3k cald
Sbiga glabds Hlea
Sk sy e a8 o LS sk 1SSl (gdulio
M o )3 iy s ) Gule] 3,90 GlaLS (o)l (5325055
oiali3l b (F=1.56 5 df =5, 245 P =0.20) 5% 3¢9 b e

Sl s Swow Jol5 Ol pis 59y RUS A8 i ylas cmdid Coonw (5157 80w duslxo LCsp g LCyg y33lie -4 Jgus
Gliseo syl 4> Olges
Table 4- The calculated LC;o and LCsin fumigant toxicity of the six plant extracts on the adults of cowpea weevil at
different exposure times

. b .
2 [Shob] Z
LC LC LS lac
Puatue Slope+SE ?Sn (95% o) (95% G (celw) P80
. (Plant extract)
Time (h)
0.981 0.7040.18 21.38 - 3.97 24
(37 (0.26-10.55) e .7
0.964 23.06 47.07 1.78 Sl oy
. 0.9040.22 . . . i ; P
i (24.62.90.22) (007-571) 48 (Ziziphora clinopodioides)
1.000 0.85+0.16 14.45 15.74 0.49 24
(37) (6.43-27.74) (0.02-1.83) udjbjlﬂw‘
0.992 0.81%0.23 19.62 4.91 0.13 (Lavandula officinalis)
(37) (0.10-15.85) (0.00-1.44) 48
1.000 0.66+0.20 12.20 - 4.28
(37) (0.09-13.01) 24 255
1.000 0.66%0.23 14.20 61.77 0.78 (Laurus nobilis)
(37) (13.05-177.25) (0.00-5.94) 48
0.879 0.82+0.24 27.26 - 4.00
(37) (0.12-11.26) 24 iy
0.998 0.73+0.17 16.75 11.07 0.18 (Rosmarinus officinalis)
(37) (1.42-26.97) (0.00-1.45) 48
0.995 0.7240.25 18.01 59.78 0.99
(37) (15.82-149.17) 24 e
0.999 0.79+0.18 15.80 6.01 0.14 (Satureja hortensis)
(37) (0.76-14.74) (0.00-1.02) 48
0.974 0.9740.27 21.40 41.47 2.03
@7) (19.25-76.44) (0.03-6.92) 24 S e
0.926 1.49+0.34 22.44 20.42 2.73 (Salvia officinalis)
@37) (9.88-30.45) (0.28-6.63) 48
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Table 5- The comparison LCs, ratios related fumigant toxicity of the six plant extracts on the adults of
Callosobruchus maculatus after 48 h exposure

%95 ¢lueb! alold

. LS las
Puatue df e (95% confidence LCs Ratio W S0y
interval) (Plant extract)
0999 76 4276 (4.599-68.848) 13.12 orpbshaal Sl Sn sl
(Z. clinopodioides: L. officinalis)
S 1Syl Sy sl
0.999 76 42.32 0.61-2.95 1.31 FOR R TR 0
( ) (Z. clinopodioides: L. nobilis)
Loy 1Syl Sy patagl
1.000 76 40.27 1.58-10.25 3.30 oLy Sl S eig
. clinopodioides: R. officinalis
( ) (Z.cli dioides: R. officinalis)
1.000 76 40.01 (2.66-21.62) 6.10 oSl Sp ol
(Z. clinopodioides: S. hortensis)
0993 76  49.04 (1.83-10.96) 3.62 e Sk Sy ol
(Z. clinopodioides: S. officinalis)
Sl g shaud
1.000 76 36.23 0.01-0.27 0.08 RO
( ) ( L. officinalis: L. nobilis)
Lojy s sla
1.000 76 36.32 0.06-0.58 0.25 S0 009
( ) ( L. officinalis: R. officinalis)
1.000 76 37.20 (0.21-0.96) 0.51 i el
( L. officinalis: S. hortensis)
099 76  47.63 (0.14-0.69) 0.36 B ool
( L. officinalis: S. officinalis)
1000 76 3640 (1.21-10.98) 2.75 Slojy 95z
(L. nobilis: R. officinalis)
1.000 76 36.10 (2.16-24.88) 5.44 o Sy )
( L. nobilis: S. hortensis)
5 pS
0.999 76 43.17 1.55-13.74 3.37 B 55y
( ) (L. nobilis: S. officinalis)
050 1 ¢ )lo;
1.000 76 33.89 1.02-4.80 1.91 5y S0))
( ) ( R. officinalis: S. hortensis)
5 &b
0.999 76 43.80 0.71-2.55 1.25 B sl
( ) ( R. officinalis: S. officinalis)
0999 76 4338 (0.34-1.14) 0.66 B 0ire

(S. hortensis: S. officinalis)

(A5 w55 B1 > (5 mye 9 0)50 S e g shand (Sl S
Ll Cawd 4 0o y> 22/04 4 87/83 9/23 [17/30 18/43 5y &
cdale o YL 5l it (65l oS g0 las (gl LCso e Lol
&y LCoy i g8ly 55 g 13 duwloes (103 100) ialesl 5,90
Al ed B 385 (3 «55lejy sojlas (S35 e3T S
SLALS (so)las 311 Jols (sness ol ly 455 (8 Jp2)
3b lis Slge sl )z Swogu 055 F 58 59y dlllae 390
S b pxe M| ooyl pl ol sboul wlaly Jlas 5l &S

(F=7.75 ; df =5, 24¢ P =0.00) s,Is

R S g a0 T 83 5 (ALS e las Cuaw
Gligea lakads
Scgw 655 (59) (LS (45 b go)las (iS5 635 ]
&S G5 ylod .ol 0ad 03> L5 8 Jgus 1> b (clabadilos
0y 9 S po doyd dojliae clale (1581 L 2ed o odalie
100) clale op VL 53 (S w50 51 o iy g &bl i3l
Gt A (S 055 B S g e 38l oo 3l (103
9 S yo 1o y> BB/BBE3/SL L ugus ghausl oLS (g0,las 4 by
gl slmoylac (cly o0 dpwlxe LCsp i el o 4
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Table 6- Repellency percentage (mean+SE) of the six plant extracts on the adults of cowpea weevil at the different
concentrations and exposure times

(ke il Ses) e (Crsls) ool loj o P 55
30 (ConcentrZaSt ion pl/ml) 20 (Exposure time h) (Plant extract)

40.0£8.9 36.0+4.0 24.0+75 1

60.048.9 48.0+4.9 36.0+4.0 2 Sosb Sy iyl
75.0£10.2 48.0+4.9 40.046.3 3 (Ziziphora
68.0+£12.0 52.0+8.0 40.0+0.0 4 clinopodioides)
80.0+8.9 46.0+7.5 44.0¢75 5

96.0+4.0 88.048.0 72.0412.0 1

92.0+4.9 84.0+7.5 72.0412.0 2 .
96.0+4.0 88.0+8.0 84.044.0 3 gl
100.0+0.0 92.0+4.9 88.04.9 4 (Lavandula officinalis)
100.0+0.0 96.0+4.0 92.0+4.9 5

52.0+13.6 32.0+16.2 24.0+9.8 1

44.0+75 36.0+17.2 28.0+4.9 2 .
44.0+11.7 36.0£17.2 24.0+7.5 3 FER
48.042.3 44.0+13.3 40.046.3 4 (Laurus nobilis)
55.0+23.1 48.0+18.5 32.0+14.9 5

28.0+12.0 28.0+4.9 12.048.9 1

440475 36.0+9.8 32.0+4.9 2 ,
44.0+4.0 44.0+4.0 32.0+4.9 3 ki
52.044.9 48.0+10.2 21.0+10.19 4 (Rosmarinus officinalis)
64.0+11.7 48.0+10.2 48.0+6.32 5
48.0+15.0 24.0+9.8 12.0+10.2 1

48.0+4.9 44.0+16.0 32.0+4.9 2 ,
52.0+13.6 36.0+13.3 36.0+7.5 3 e
48.0+20.4 44.0+17.2 36.049.8 4 (Satureja hortensis)
52.048.9 52.0+16.2 32.0+4.9 5

40.046.3 28.0+4.9 2.046.3 1

56.047.5 48.0+8.0 28.0+4.9 2 5 e
80.0+6.3 68.0+4.9 40.0+6.3 3 (Salvia officinalis)
76.047.5 60.0+6.3 48.0+4.9 4

80.0+8.9 60.0+6.3 44.0¢75 5

oldd 395 3xi50 1 305 (2) o)) Ked g oblS o 5,5 bl e
98« wgsgla il il j) g See 185/2 clale a8 wiols
S (oo bl Ol (sl )lex Swgwr 59y jro 9 Spe ho)d
& solas (gudls g koS Cupous (11) Lol BB 5 Lgiono
o Clges sl )iy Swgw JolS Clpis (55, 1) oS 455
JSCb ol e Ll sled Caos lie 45 2008
Eucalyptus sp > Syzygium aromaticum (L) > >4

Cinnamomum aromaticum Nees. > Elettaria
.cardamomum (L.) > Azadirachta indica Juss

o

i

e sojlas b bekle )3 (5:dos (ol lbs olol

el ol 1o, 50 51 i e 9 Spe canlllas )50 lalS
L @B 035 odalie (il 5 (cwled Comm 325k Sl adlllan 3,90
hls wgasglawl oS (go)liac &S cul )] 5l (S ol o
3550 OLS ylo (go)las 4 Cons (5 VL (S g owled Cupons
e Gl (il )3 e g Spe pline &5 5k 4 Cunl Al
3 9 3oy JA/07T£3/63 &y wles Coows yd sl 12 iS5
Ay 10 ITT2H202T 4y el 48 oS ) dmy (i Cpons
248 (5y9b 4 it alia (556 5 (IS ye olS (go)lac
3 930y 92/6543/28 el T2 s Gy b —led Capomn
9 Sy 3oy 90/85£5/59 cacles 48 e B )b w5 Copons
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Table 7- Oviposition deterrence (mean+SE) of the six plant extracts on the adults of cowpea weevil at the
different concentrations

(Concentration pl/ml)

1 0.9 0.8 0.7 0.6 05 (Plant extract)

Syl Sy ol
92.8+3.89 91.60+3.77 85.00+2.25 76.20+2.70  63.40%3.02  57.00%5.56 L TRRE RO
(Ziziphora clinopodioides)

AP
99.20+0.37  0.99+0.77 93.40+1.88 85.80+1.20 80.40+2.20  69.80+2.87 u“’9"\>9]a_w_ .
(Lavandula officinalis)

S
97.20+1.82 92.00+1.22 88.00+7.40 66.80+8.63 58.00+3.80 50.00+11.23 zoR
(Laurus nobilis)

Lﬂ.
100.00+£0.00 98.80+0.96 97.00+1.18 86.60+2.90 65.60+1.98  46.20+5.72 G
(Rosmarinus officinalis)

91.60+4.56 92.60+4.06 81.80+4.48 74.6016.94  65.60%3.66 51.6%8.00 .oj)a .
(Satureja hortensis)

95.80+2.08 93.20+3.02 85.60+2.01 72.00+2.73  54.4+1.86 41.00%2.21 ‘_;lsp,)p .
(Salvia officinalis)

Swgw o595 5 385 (59, (AT dig8 i 50,las Cuom (5153 00w duwlno LCsp g LCyp p1dl0 -8 Joua

Slge glahaii; b
Table 8- The calculated LCy, and LCs of the six plant extracts on the egg hatch rate of the cowpea weevil
2 LC LC LS 455
Slope+SE Pvatue ()gf) (95% (95% iy it d
(Plant extract)
31.30 18.43 1.50 Kb B uindl
1.17%0.20 0.691 (37) (10.78-27.43) (0.29-2.62) o i .)'f U“"’? )
(Ziziphora clinopodioides)
15.70 17.30 2.12 oo
1.40%0.30 0.999 (37) (822-26.49) (024-526) oigishd
(Lavandula officinalis)
11.38 9.23 0.032 oSy
0.52+0.22 1.000 (37) (0.00-60.68) (0.00-2.39) A
(Laurus nobilis)
26.53 . 3.27 Lo
0.80%+0.18 0.875 (37) (0.35-8.15) .L5) J) o
(Rosmarinus officinalis)
22.74 87.83 2.89 ol
0.8610.19 0.968 (37) (50.09-231.85) (030-733) A
(Satureja hortensis)
35.35 22.04 1.43 g
1.08+0.21 0.499 (@) (317-4313) (015-392) e
(Salvia officinalis)
95% yliselol aluols
* 95% Confidence interval
Syl Slgsen (13) hlen § S5 cladss jl onel cows 4 uls S. aromaticum > iy 4 GluS i opl it Cuomw Lol
oylas (Sa iS50 13l Ly il odel Cawd 4 @l & an g L C. aromaticum > E. cardamomum > A. indica > E. spp.
siine «liges slibailon Sugus JolS Syt (g9 ol i asude o yinlejl 35 (slaojlac il Caew Giolojl 40 09

lmoylas U ol slayll ciliseo g 3,8 asié] cus L dS 2y 00 YU o lals duopd ( adojlac yloj iuljel b oS
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(o 09 b bsye Bl e Coslin 0glis (22) WS 5
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