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Introduction: Objectives:

The objective is to evaluate the impact of (Z)-3-HP on T. parvispinus in lab trials. The
associated hypothesis is that (Z)-3-HP has a significant deterrence effect on the thrips
host plant selection behaviours.

Thrips parvispinus (Karny) (Thysanoptera: Thripidae)
is a new and invasive pest of Canadian greenhouse
crops. The pest is not established in Canada but can be
intercepted or detected on imported plant materials (1).
Most direct damage is from pest feeding, while indirect

damage is through the spread of plant diseases (2). Methods: f(l:i::rﬁ; Treatment: (Z)-3-HP
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Figure 4. Visual representation of the control, treatment, and dosage.
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Relevance & Future Directions:
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Volatile cues like (Z)-3-HP could support novel IPM tools
(repellents, push—pull systems, and lure-and-trap).
Results show no significant deterrence at tested doses but
highlight the need for:

« Whole plant assays & greenhouse validation

e Optimizing delivery (e.g., slow-release dispensers)

e Integration and compatibility with biological control B s Hid L

strategies Wi s e e
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