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Development of biological alternatives
to insecticides to control Drosophila
suzukii with semiochemicals and
entomopathogenic fungi

Galland C., Capelle J., Lalaymia I., Declerck S. et Verneggen F.
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Why isthe number of
commercial products low ?
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9 Invasive specie 2 Short generation time
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l:SeIecting an effective EPF against D. suzukii

K EPF tested \
Species Strains
Beauvaria bassiana MUCL 1555
Metarhizium anisopliae MUCL 6859
Metarhizium brunneum MUCL 9645
Lecaniccillium lecanii MUCL 8115
MUCL 15122

\ Paecilomyces fumosoroseus
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Evaluating mortality for 10 days
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Q-) About shorter contact times?
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3 Select semiochemicals

Q-) How to attract D. suzukii ?
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Attractant Control (water)
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Thank for your attention
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Ismahen Lalaymia

Virginie Moreau

“Insects become pests because of the monoculture structure of agricultural systems, and such
structure responds to a capitalist economic model that destroys nature and displaces small farmers”

M. Altieri



