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suzukil with semiochemicals and
enfomopathogenic fungi
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9 Invasive specie 2 Short generation time
% 14 - 21 days
2 Laying their eggs in ripe fruits 2 Large number of potential hosts

Asplen et al, 2015 ; Calabria et al, 2012 I ‘ ' & é
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Side effect on non-target insects ¢
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Thank for your attention

C LIEGE université )
. B UCLouvain
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Fanny Ruhland
Solene Travaillard

Stéphane Declerck
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. Altier]



