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EEBEIT T 56%; [RIMEEAH L, i ik X B 210 & i
EAG JZ b —FEEe55, HARX R B AE#HE T 14%, XF
3- 3G TR 1) 2 0 0 4 T {EL(N=30).

2384

FATRBL, Br T I-3-C 0 CBRIR, 5% 15 1 i e 15k
TR e o T 0 1 ) JHL At P 24 0B 288 A & 0 Y S I
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DU A A % 7 TR A A5 0 1) S I 5 A I S Pk ) 22 5
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WEAETE 0 PE 25 57 (P<0.05); 55 ] 1 il e X 2 — i
KK BEAG RN 35, JLHX 4 R EN=
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2.7 SEIE e A LR AL £ Prih 3 R i

2t DA B AF G FRATT 0% T — e X 3 [ g
R EA R EAG I TERALG Y, e BRSO 58 B = %
BT 4 53] S Sz -2- O s £ TR g > T 1 > O i > S -2- 1
WS> O > TR S IS > I0-3- O 1 LR ES, R I 3R AT
VEFE T3 7 FEs i PR AL G W LAY 5 [ 1 ol e Xof
BT S

5 [E RIS 7 Fh AR A W R R R B A R
o S R s, T L A o R A Ak G ) R e R
1000 pg Y AHXT 5 o {8 #5517 b A 4 At 55 152 1) A
XN AE RN A BE RN 2SS, R-2-C RS | 1E
CL RIS -2-CU M i = E AE R 1, 10, 100 pg 1
BT, e X 3 = ) A S N A T R 25 5
TR 4 Fhofl i 2 (AR A AP 7 g e 25 5% &
P | TR 5 BRI -3- UM Z FR R A2 1 AT 10 pg &
TEA BEENZES, (HXPFFES 100 pg Hl&®
BAETE I E 22 (LR IR ERBR AN, HAERI& 10
F1 100 pg Z 122 7AW 3E) (£ 2).

3 iR

ARWFFEME T 55 Pk G W% 5 [ a9 0 a0 e
WY EAG [N, & B I N 4 i Ak & 0 43 )
(PR IRE s B R/ RS ). fe-2-Cdi CTRER . Tl C
B R-2-CE . OB, ZRRSIE. -3-2% 2
fRlg . OBECTR TR . & FE, (+)-F 0B, Mk s
B0 AL B 1 43 ) e (B B s g o B K/ NHES): &
B, O, KO, ORRSILEE . T, -2-C 0
| -3-CU CIRER . PR . I-3-CU-1-FE . -
2-C I EE.

Xif 3 [ P 0 B EL AT #5058 BEAG i PRIk A £
SRR RIAT A, JEIELL 6 ARk AT | BRI
R EMLRMRR. EE, TCIS A WA RE A
KEFM X 6 Mk B G 5, 7 1 8
AR Y LB TL B W AT T i Y fioh £ e A B g g Ao,
Hean, B i BEXT AR ES B (Heliothis armigera)ih % ik
BRI EAG TN, N A58 B KA A st
FEA AT, LA 1-C B S N5 B B K. Burguiere 55
NTISA Sy i 428 v O e o 1- 8 952 1949 5 7 200 ok 5 20 ) Je
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F 2 FEBEHEER N E R 7 MS R A R
A T8 7 i
flt £ S5 1 145 s o £ 43 0

& i )
/1 =] % JIJ:”E’_(Hg) Hﬁ}%‘ a) (MeanstSE)
1 4.06+1.31b
n 10 24.29+4.91b
K -2-C s LR g
100 28.82+2.98b
1000 103.84+21.64a
1 0.16+0.38d
10 4.72+1.28¢
T
100 24.09+1.35b
1000 100a
1 2.02+0.05b
10 10.42+0.25b
ECEE
100 19.12+1.01b
1000 96.52+22.77a
1 7.17+2.39b
10 18.93+5.25b
S -2-C W T
100 27.00+1.78b
1000 93.62+15.89a
1 3.95+1.20¢
L 10 9.42+0.54¢
EC A
100 27.88+0.46b
1000 79.3424.37a
1 6.53%1.64c
‘ 10 9.81+2.08bc
N E
100 20.57+5.54b
1000 62.44+5.78a
1 5.67+2.70c
10 9.39+3.82¢
JE-3- 2% 45 2. R ik
100 24.26+7.05b
1000 53.54%2.90a

a) PRELL A YN 1000 pg (A THE; BEAIEE Y 4 FIOR R Y7
w2 [T I 20, ANFEFEEER R Duncan’s K29 7E P =0.05
b SR TE AP

HAMUAET 1-CBE A B EN, B TME R
S G 1- L P At B D 25 Ak G W A B i ) R
P 52 [P 0 0 e AR Al gk 1 R X I O R 1) R 5k T
IETEE, IEBREE ., IEFEERIEZSEE, EDET R AXt 6
AR EEEL S IE L 5, TR 8 M ER Y ELEE L S WA
) EAG W X — LA

S ] 1 0 e T L R Rz - 2- i B ) S I
FUAH L B, BV OE O A 2 -2- 0 1) R, R
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M ST 45 S F W, A HME a6 /> 1) L 5% i) R e
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X B I AN AR R B W AR R AR AR B 4 s g
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0 B AL 25

5 i 0 B W e Ak A5 W AE L, 58 T g g gk
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2R EHAGYC 2 AER e mi M H R a5
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alcohol) TR & W X # SR Mk (Trichoplusia ni) A HE
B 5151E . Heath 25 A PPE 8 M S0 0 o4 2K £ 1
) e AR R AR B 56 R U L R R R (benzyl
acetate) FlI K 2, 8 — F 1 A W0 00 S 5 B AH Y. 84T
HeM BEN B EAG N 2R LB, WiFRENS H
ARG 753 1] 1 g e g 170 5

3 [ 11 e e A e X T 3K ) i 0 2R AL B IR
JoF A T B 555, JF v S e R A X (—)-o- IR S
(+)-o-TRM I RN AT R 22 5, R T R A
[F] P 1) B O Ab B 0 B AS [R) S5 4 (A AN [R) A e 3
AL, 2 SR B RSO A 5 0 1) B — ok e S A 4K
SR EAG R, A8 0 F A A Y B M IE TR mT Be
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AE AR )R R AT AL ) Y B — % i S
R, Prlk, 7ESCREIFRE R BEAG 3050, R}
At A — 22 AR A5 455 4 10 o e S A

— M, SEREHMARAE L, EREAGAR
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