Wild tomatoes exhibit natural resistance to insect herbivory
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Introduction Results : CPB performance on no-choice assays Results : CPB preference on two-choice assays
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Conclusion

* Choice assays suggest plant defenses as potential drivers of resistance:
* S. habrochaites accessions have resistance mechanisms that negatively impact insect herbivory by reducing weight and survival
chances of CPB larvae.
* Resistant accessions show less damage when provided at the same time as cultivated tomato.
* S. habrochaites is more resistant to CPB compared to cultivated S. /ycopersicum and could be used to develop more

resistant tomatoes.

5 cups/accession

17 accessions Future Directions: Understand what mechanisms or metabolites make CPB more attracted or repelled to tomatoes, via
isolating and identifying the predominate terpenes from each accession.
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