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HE . B F 5 & Conopomorpha sinensis 7 B d 3o X (A dy b F7 L Fe B R — T2 5 A
FERME R L RAY) REFEIA B B LR G R 5K AN FEAR BRI 5%, 15 76 W A e LB
BRARL FRBEGER T RBBRAXBHERLRGREREF R, ATERE 30
BRI RGP RIRE A R T A PR ik A R R BCR EAUR] A T SRR AR TR
TR & 7 B FH MIFMANBT B FERGA TR RBELRFERGART T A LG —
2o P AL, AT A e WA L @ AT T R
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Research progress in the litchi fruit borer, Conopomorpha sinensis
( Lepidoptera . Gracillariidae)

LI Wen-Jing, DONG Yi-Zhi, YAO Qiong, CHEN Bing-Xu" ( Guangdong Provincial Key Laboratory of
High Technology for Plant Protection, Plant Protection Research Institute, Guangdong Academy of
Agricultural Sciences, Guangzhou 510640, China)

Abstract; The litchi fruit borer, Conopomorpha sinensis, is an important pest of fruit trees widely
distributed in the Lingnan area of China, Southeast Asia, India and Nepal. It feeds on fruits, shoots and
flowers of the host plants litchi and longan as a borer pest, and has become a major and destructive insect
pest to litchi and longan industry due to its boring habit, difficulty for its control, inappropriate control
measures and abuse of chemical pesticides. In this article we reviewed the research progress in C.

sinensis in recent 30 years, mainly focusing on the taxonomy, biological characteristics, antennal sensilla
and olfactory mechanisms, artificial rearing techniques, and forecast and control methods. In addition,
the controversial problems in the research of C. sinensis were proposed, and the prospects for the future
studies were also provided.
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H ] T 2R — 8 R AR 7 T, Aok v R
G332 o5 L 80% FT 59% , 2 i [ [ Prfif S v
Y iAW B se S R D BOKR I 2 — AR K
Pz (R, 20085 PRIEHAE, 2013) 0 B
ISR A 9 K e i, — ol [ 4l

PRI —37 K 0 B Conopomorpha sinensis 1% Wi
BEABAATRIAET , I BT BE 18R 735 B he BR el
WIS —REFR (A HCMEE 2, 1989) . HAGH
I ARy R Al Sy B 7 R T MR AR SRS AR RO
AR, JEHA 2 A T RS (SRR A, 1995 Schulte

F BT« PR P NE A 25 18t 1 28 15 AR FE B 5 78 W —— 5 A AN AC 2 Wt 1 280 45 AR S A (2017 YFD0202106 ) 5 [E R B (F5 AT
MR 77l B AR R —— MU E B2 5 i (CARS-32-12) 5 J7 7R SRR L™ M BEAR (A AT A1 BA (2016 LM2149)
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et al., 2007) ,— ARy # B0 JEIR HUR A 10% ~
20% , T EAFIE 60% ~90% , i 75 B Rl 5¢ 52
FUORBIR (ZERE, 20025 BRANIEAE, 2011) o %My
F R, A WX, 2247k — B B e 28,
A K R A0 T0 2 T AH AL e IR b JE WRHLA , i
X ARSI P HE A R B BEIR , 5 | K U 2 1 47 A
(BRI, 2007)

7o R W KA DAy g A HR 7 Ml v A G B
H PR R B T AR SCRRARAE , SR 1 H A T A il
PEA AT A R A =5 1, S B0 RO I HL AT ST
PE—EE NG BT — R ek
B TS A HE , X 75 B i RUBE ST T AR T
JEA AR, ARSCEEIR T T 30 4 75 B I HU A AF
FEEOL, BAERS B ORI T AR & 4100 T A 70 A 7
ik 1 H AT AT B , RS A SCHRBERE, ks
KBRS T 1] 2 L S, LAY 755 B i Hie 4 7 4
BORITREFridie o

1 SEHhE

Fh A i A8 T AR ( Gracilariidae ) 32 S04
I J& Conopomorpha , H W% J& 4t FCA1 13 F, H
4 e rp EA 234 (Hu et al., 2011)

BRSCUIN(1941) B WK 8 T 7% B 3 i e iy o 3
TR0, S B SO R RS, 2R 44 4 D
elb FR = 1= A % S, AN S Acrocercops
cramerella Snellen , 3X ™Rl 76 75 5 W b Xl ZE A AT,
PR I Y .k R Ry ] BT A (k5 4, 1988)
WG 40 A3 4F, 7 kA ok A — TP 4 A A
cramerella AT IE 2% AW 5 W00 B4R e B i6 T
AT BIBFSY (RBEE £, 1955; XIFHEE, 1964 ; fif
L4, 1986) o 1 F Bradley (1986) 7EAFSY 1 Al ]
o1 ik 1 B AR AR S, 1T IE BT R A0 ik 0 2 4

Acrocercops > Conopomorpha

cramerella (Snellen) , Jf & IAE AL IR _E M EH
200 il HL S AN S T AT A 7T TR A R ) A,
R HEEE ST T WA B FR Conopomorpha litchiella
Bradley #1 Conopomorpha sinensis Bradley, C.
litchiella W SC44 M3 W9 4R gk, C. sinensis B “ 754
FIE L 1 44 S Wk R R RN X 55 3 (1990) AR 3% 1
X5 7B R 7 A 44 0, BT SO RHIE T AE
5 S BRAR = N Fe ) R A7 R B e v i T S
HAET C. sinensis LA W ES , — HAFES
WA BN C. sinensis B F SC 44 N 4k 2 3

cramerella  Snellen

H G e sz A maETECLEH T 40
ZAE (AL, 1987; KM, 1989; =R %,
1995; B, 1997) . TERTEHLIX C. sinensis N
— BN Zh B (FE S B A, 1994 LI
4, 2002) , AR EVFZHLIX AL A 21 22 f51))
UL T A 88 I T A A AT AT A A R T R A L ) B UG AR
(Menzel, 2002) ,

IR AR I B A T AR JE A R S ED
J& 25 3 H AT E 55 R e HR (kR s R X 75 B
1990; 5:# R4 1995; Thanh et al., 2006) .

2 £

2.1 £FE

7o A5 85 I R AN (] 3t DX R 1) AR A —
BUAET AR BRAE R A 10 ~ 12 AR (& A, 19905
DU APRANNE, 20015 = 25, 20025 2 BE,
2002) , )7 PE A 10 ~ 11 ARCRENH , 2007 ) , it
P X A A 9 ~ 10 AR CHRINAR 55, 19965 R4,
2004 ) ,iERa At 10 ~ 11 AU(ZE/hz, 2005) , HEACE
B (R MREMX 2 -6 Ay EE HER, FH
TEFH B JE IR AL =R W0 H LR 4 -5 RS
RSN A R (BRINAR, 20045 Ak
DU FHE 7K, 20095 47 5%, 20115 J] A8 IR,
2016) o —JBELART SR A 24 A w3 i b A BT T S
il P B 2 (32 ST AN I B, 20035 RN B 4F,
2017) AB AT HFFEIN S 2 A i RO oA R
A A AR PR 2 (B iR, 19885 TR A,
1994) o ZE AR A% (20082 ) £F 223 4] 73 7% A 4 i Ay
AR 50 A B, 73 A A i U R AR SR 1 AU R DM LA
T , B i Fh 22 5 51, S fee W e 0] (A 45 T A A 2R
1) 4 DR R A5 e 7 R e o ) T BB, AN [ Y
SURIREE , 75 B0 i R AT A AR TR
TE]HIET S F16 A, 55 B ik Bl — AU 22
2920 ~25 d (BRI FIERZ Y8, 2001 ) s ife 2 1 3
FLET G i IXC, 555 A0 A i ol 58 Jl— A AR 7 22
44 dZe Ay (XBEZRAE, 1998)
2.2 EEIH

7o B8 i HL A R U R R BT 3l R — T
FRTER T, i BRI R B, 2 B AR R )
T 5 WD 2 A AR R B A L, AR A G R (i 2 P4
1986; {TiEZE Mt K e, 2006) o X — T PEAE % N
QAT RS AR ST AR A BIE ST A B RS (2R AR
45, 2009a) o HRIT, A WFFE A AT R GEXT A A
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7 0 HUHE U RATRE S HEATHRIN , 2 BZ L 24 h N
() RATIE BT AT ] P 38 B R e K E 43
13 926 m, 29 365 s, 0.42 m/s F11.01 m/s(Zhang et
al., 2016) . RUEZHKHE BAE AR A SIS0, (HiX
T 5% 2% IR AE AR W 1% 2 0 1), i R 24— 8 I 1 K
HE T o
2.2.1 3P 4 A A i O A LT ) 32 A vh A
191,23 H W& BT i A2 I Y A8 B s, SE BE HG
— 8k 20 ~90 min, HAZELHTA — R I AR IT N
(VLM ZE A K e, 20065 B4, 2009; 5K %4,
2014) . HH, 75 4% 3 i 58 e o (8] K 32 i vy 0 3
JIA IBF RS AR — B, AW HGE , 75 B i
e I 22 R I [R) & A 7R 3 02:00 - 06: 00 I,
04:00 — 06 : 00} 35 =yl (LG4, 20025 Bk W 5
2009) ; A AF 5 K& BLHAS R A #E 22:00 E Kk H
7:30, 3 R E 5k 4.00 - 6,00 (1EF] 4, 2004) ;8
A SR 3 35 B i S e s ] & A= 7 18:30 — ¥k H
02:00 Hf B,20:00 - 2200 ik % 52 Bt &5 i () 4 18
(VL7245 2006 5K S5, 2014) ol T 75 k45 b
TR HLG B R B PRI kg R, 4 A ST
Bk, BN _E A SIS E AR A2, Bk IR
PIANTR], g7 A T2 5, i i T 45 AN TR
2.2.2 JRBR R I B — R R) 7 B 2 A R
IR PR AR BRSOk, ZEA I
— AR N AR S B AR Z 8] AR A e R L
PRt r= A 3 5 v 2% T ) R I Ak (VA 2 R A
Je, 2006; B FIGEIC, 2007) , BRI
1 ~2 %0, 210 3 ~4 i, BRZ = e R, 5 71.4%
HYGRIEEB, 7 23. 8% , i IMFAL S 4. 8% (82T
S5, 1997) o HETH A (2001) 7E A e IR el 8 A A
PR, A AT A0 2 307, 4 Al A% e A7 RO A R O R
10. 47 % , WA JE 38 sl v R B0t o 22, 1% , o2
(R JK T Bt B 5 67 429% 5 45 53, B R
B R F 68.26% , FESL I = B4 31. 74% ;%5 [A]
2t W R VAR IR AN NI (VA 2 e

AT RIFGE S 0 7 A 557 0 H Al e 7 R SR 5 1
R A SR R 5 SRS, JEARTE G, TS5 51 K 15 R
KRB (WRETE, 2007) o B BFGE AR 258 5
P R IR o3 e B, 70 B R AL RN B i AEAS
[F) % B o T ] — o 2 RS A [R) 2HL 2 ) 22 S J
(SRHEMESE, 2013) , P22 00 fh b an 2Rt 748
) I 2 R - A2 KO M 5 B A e, X e ) Jo AT
REFENRL 5 | 7 A3 A8 ek 7™ B ok B vh R 48 T S ZEAE
(P& 2558, 2010) o SXEBAFSE AR 2 EAEYE K

Yy it an B ik iR AL T BB AR

7o B8k b HUA B0 ) BB RE T , (e AE RV 2
FEOR 133 ~ 157 i/, Z2 BIREIS 250 ki (BRZF
FIWERZYE , 2001 ) ; HfE L prey 7= B 152 40y H i Be O 9
BN EBR (2545, 1986) o ENRFR A B,
A7 BRI A R 3% B89 25 A A i B0 ) B i,
234. 8 i/ M, HUR Ry LA A IR 7 A, 7 B A A
) 167. 0 i/ M, TS 4R F U™ 19. 12 %L/, H
NI ) RS RSP 77 175 AR A 7 B 45 7 e
(HEIT4E, 2002) o dad i B i B B AR Rl
AL A RAT B [ AR RE A S8 KO 13,5, R T
— AR R D AR R R Y 13,5 4 (3R
SCAE, 2002) o EHERR KBTS 7RIS TR
SOVRIRS 3153 A5 3 ek HL S 36 o A o 94415 000 ok 3
43.68 1 25. 12, Fi AT 4 A 1 ¥ BE (B AXCHBA 55
2005 ) o 5K A BB RE T e 4 A A e H A ot AR R )
HENRZ—.
2.2.3 g rRUR - 7% B0 I B4 BB R E A A
JERR O Bl , HBE AN IR By BOA R RETE Y, B0f
FR I 1, WF TSR RAT —5E BRI , F R 4l HL Y
W HGEIE A Z . 2 AL 5 22 DA BT 5 IS ThT B i
AR ELAI R Rb Jf P 70 1 00K 40y sR A 2 A
1=, A N &R H OB S E , 4 BUT IR R Sl
RN FEEER (T2EF-25, 1986) o I MEBCR AR A%
WA, 2y sRANFHEAZ , BEAL i 1 AR B 2R R, B
BRI R TR (AR AT B, 1990) o AR
— BN (a], A A A i AR D A 4 AN 3 (fi]
PR, 19865 Bk, 1988) , HEIRITHE S Z 45
(2015b) AR4J Dyar 7 HEHER. HH 72 A i R 4 R A e
WINR 5 A g RERE , ENFESFRIEE T, — e
115 ~ 15 em fibfAEFT0 5 B P B3R Ba A i
P (ZERERHRAT, 2008b) , FARFREE 2 A HF R
PR , R U B, — B b 5 R A %
I HIAR ) L 45 S AL (BRANIEAE, 2017) .
2.2.4 P RZEBTEUESE, A i s Y P14
HRFE RS, 6 HE: 19000 —22:00 S 75 3% o 5 14 5]
P ey, EME L3 1 L (24, 1997; 31y
2R, 2002; AR, 2004 LI AR, 20065 i
452009 SRS, 20145 Liet al., 2014) . il H1 3P
PR A HE S S 4 T8 45 20T Y, M 2/3 B A
W, 1/3 G A (5545, 1986) .
2.3 SKZIFMEHIFZI

A% I I Al 2 7 B WO L3 AU L B 22 1Y
IR R BRI 211, — e i | AR | I 38 R ) 2R el
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AR (BRINARAE, 19965 ZRFE, 2002 ; kst RIbk
SCAT, 2002 ; A ARAE, 2003) o PRI SR AR AR Y 6 2%
TR X6} 75 5 e ) A e AR R R BRI A K
PR, (B F 5 s el A B %85 P4 35 A el A o 1) 3 XL
JERCR , BB A U & A R, ELTE [ AR s A%
D7E] %o 75 A % i R A T By TR B AR AR (B 5 2 4F
2015a) .

ek S 5 W A A A b U KR B BB T,
XoF &y SRR %) 30 AR5 o o 7 B ™= B ) 5 i)
T4 & (Li et al., 2013), P58 FLAK SCA
(2002 ) TA Jy 74 B i W& B e i ol 24 ~28°C
15°C LAF 1 30°C LA b i 3 X A7 3% N 258 35 4 B
SAIIHIAE o X 7% A 3% 0 Uk B DT 3 B A oY R
B, #E20 ~ 32°C LB B , B, 45 1% &)y o LI ) &
B D7 A $8 I R T v 1 4 4, (ELTE 35°C I, Wi 2 AN
REPME 1T C R A ALEE R & &2 3 (9 2%,
2015b) ,

FN T ZE AR R R A SRR ERN LR E
W, A ik A R AR 2 H IR L b —
AR 11 - 12 AVt SO S 7 A i L) Sk R
BUIE FE 3 -4 P28 SR 5 7 B i HURy 3 %
BUR LG 5 A5 i Bk 3 3R B 2 A 2R H 2 i8S R
(ABIGEIRAE, 2009) o ARV W InbE 2 %S
B R A e B A Ay BT TR, H 1 3RO N, HL
h ERE R (RFAESE 2002) o ARHE I 2007 12008
A1 75 5 e H S 1 O & B, 2 TR A A
F R A e o R A, 22 T 0 ) 4 2 A i
P& ARAAR, H 5B i B e W B R B &) g i
FRSRIA & o /b, B R MR (2R3 4%, 2008c,
2009b, 2009d) . 't fE A 23 XF 75 A A% i e A 3 Bl
AT, 3 S PR |, 1 s sl R 2
L, T3 B R B AN R, i PR IR v B AR AR, 2L
AR EEM” (ZEE5 5, 2008¢, 2009¢) o

3 fRfRERKIRSEALE

H A% 7 ks A i Al R 25 A TR T
fiff , 30 A BB LS S IR, 7 B i o fih 2By
fii 5 FRSZ A, o3 R BIR BZ a% RDE IR 2 4% IR
HERREZ A IR RS2 s MBHE RGZ 8% , Hoh BRIz
A g R 2, HOMERE) fih £ AR AT AR 0 W
2R (2525, 20125 3RS, 2013b)

fiff H3 7 3% KR (electroantennography, EAG) 7F
EL U AW b ) iz A, 2 BRI B 4%

PEY BT AL 2 A5 5 SO 9 R A B 1%, R T ik B L f
X5 SR 2N T P R R Y i S R A RO K
25, 2004) o 5 b UG AF AT 45 R HE B
fih £ HL S RT3 Y, S TG IS 75 A o8 I ERUKE 755 A 4%
TSN B SR 1 ik £ PR AN B 22 S AN W 3, T AE R I
TR g DO Y L S IR VAT ES N2
MRS, 2006 ) , X0 DA TET 52 e 1 52 A5 e o i
TEFHARCRSE B IR pyRetE . MRS A LY
fih £ PN, 1 SIE 5 S B, OIS 6 X6F 7 A s e e 7 B9 K ki
VPSR 04 R DA E AT ik A Pl A7 2 o7 A, B i 2 (2%
A, 20105 FANNAE, 2010) o Z R b U 3E BC
MR RETEX I AR EA BUAR L, BoprbF s &M, 3
SRS 3 1 Ak o g 1 R 412 ) s £ Pl A2
SRR, o 22 :30 — 00 ;30 Hsf bt g 14 Ji fd) fH 42
Yy N R (BRMESE, 2014)

AT, G T 795 A 8 it ML AH OC 2R R AUR 43
T AU AT S AE B AT R, 30K R R ey
SR B HUE T S T R A B A B B S R AR
VERRBIZ IR AR T I, RS S
1 (odorant-binding proteins, OBPs) "1 f£ 1% T /8%
AR, BRI, RS 7 A 8 I o 3 58 R 2
&% 11 (CsGOBP1 I CsGOBP2) Bl % 5 & B, iX A
B = 4S50 KA [RIE I 2 b () 3Rk B 4
AR (Yao et al., 2015) , B35 X W58 AH G
FIEERI DI RE B AL 1 fifk , 75 A 8 I vhOx 27 i R 1
IHLEI 2 B PR 5 . A4 2 KA & ek
BB TE ) 25 S, 1T 4% s 2 2 1 1o ]
BRI T 7 A5 88 i e L5 R 58 Y I8 R, E T
L 28 DA B 5 ik L ) B S 2 B8 TR A2 40 T 100 A4S AR
ARG 3 A 70 B sr A, B 2R L R AK
HAZZ A B R Ba AR B R I, A T s
TR = HE 2 4 IG5 BRI T L 45 o 4 it
(F A5, 2016)

4 ANIMAZFEAR

828 N AR IR N, 755 0 et pgg e SR e 2 K
(R (EL I R K A e J3E X g A ™ B B O A I
Em(Li et al., 2013) , BEI5E(2002) 1 SE7E
2 IS 75 B I HUR IIER R I H R K 4 d 5
SR I T A TR MR L R R R
32007 ) 1 FH 555 A B A A S B 0 3 B 1 37 75 R
i SE R — AR, OF & BT T WO ROt
R, A AR (2008 ) F T 7 34 16 % N A
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IR T ESE 3 AN IR Bl ik e, 3 5 2 45
(2015b) 3 — 25 ek 1 30 A A ik SRR 3R 07 3%, d o
R AR RN RE SR A 4 B Bk e ™ BRI T 1
I EAHESR R RR S g . H AT, R B
BB A2 AR SR AR SRR A SR AR 32,
BT N TR i iE . AN ARk R
JE (R A5t 45 200 B e SR AR RO S A2 3 2
FR ) , ke DA HUE, AR ORI 1% A B ST 7

5 TR

H 7 S ik R &)y R b B O B R, BT IR
PRIXEE, DRI, i s R P A o DA L2 I 3 s 2 A
G S, T VA i T i R i A B i 0 U R
BIFARCR A R4 (2 T8 45, 2005) o — Mok,
Bl A EEARI AR B A 4 SRR3R R 3% ~ 5% , 2R
AL 9% Fe At (R IEESS, 2005 ) o Fifi 5 X6 B 131
e TARRE AL, A2 ST 7 B T B2 i R

FFE A, SR I G T ik R % H A 0 P A
JETRIN A , 2 MR A 5 , o B 7 S e rR 5 IS
K DI, A5G TG GORE R TN A A e R
AS) R GBIk — SBEREAR AT 10 d 2 A,
28 H A U 2P A 1 B2 TIUI i AR 3 ~ 5 d KA
e (BRFHEAMICA, 20025 UEARARAE, 20045 BETE
AR, 2005) o FEA 1500 I e A I AR H KR ) A K
Jrids, — B DN R B g AR 1 ~ 2 Sk IR 5 20
7O I B 25 B iR (F5 555, 2005) o BRI 25
(2005 ) i ) 2 & B SR a1 R ARG i
TR Rl i B B ARG, F T [l 5 23 B & B
HRFEM R E IR T LM R ZT5FE T
551 R4l BUEHESY I (U0 Rt 4 iU K
T2 RIS SC A AR, %07 1
THE T A SR AR PR 4 ~6 d
KATHIEER o SR 70 bk HU K A DL
WUTARSG, MU N - W RE XS 7 B4 i L i) 2 2
PEAT PO 0 3 5 ST R P T 7 B i A
A B Z2 ST U 75 R A D FIUIM AR Y, R %ok 755 A a5 i b
1 R S AT TV (4R AL R 25, 2011)

6 FPhig
6.1 {L=xBhig

Pz A 254752 25 T BTy 1 5 B ek M e 2 A1
it TR — BRI B, A 2 (AR X

E BB AR, PRI Ak 27 B 16 DG 2 B R B i il
191, RS A P00 e A 4 i e B AT
S R A B SRR IG5 SR R R
2y UK BRSO (BRAE4E:, 20145 BRITIESE, 2017)
H i B4 88O R B 1 25 70047 52. 25% A b SR L
RN € R AR N ] R A I S
FH T i % 25 (R BN B R0 8 U, 1999 AR i,
2000; 4R4ELF, 20085 XRERFHAE, 2010; BRANIH S,
20105 Z2EBRIAR L, 20125 ZRMEME4, 2016)
A A Rt B W T B 3 o A i e, UG R
I Ho DK | 960 R 45 E HH [E) A B AR O T 75 %
(Srivastava et al., 2017)
6.2 RAEFGE

M 7 1A A S S5 B A B B R 7, TETC S E
R MR A A H b A4 B O B = AE . H AT,
AR RO B A FOR R BT 2 s (1) Sy
THERTE R T s T — R (2) RS
LB Y, 322 0T B Bk A0 55 R S8 SR W iR
Fs A, (AR e P X Y , ol 2R Bl XU O
(3) BEFETIONS , B IRt RO , 2 2 A, BB R,
N4 A R HU 5 (4) SRS I L, SR
TG A AR AR AL BRASAUAT DLy /7 25 UL, #2755
U SRR R RBAT R T (X 5, e, 3 SR S
AT, $5 55 7 B AR S I (A F2 4, 2001
BOURAE, 20015 #Rmak4E, 2003 BRAF-FIE S OF,
2006; EfEMRAE, 2007 ; PR#ess, 2014)
6.3 ¥IIEREE

Bt 7 B ) K e B th s i3 22, gy
A e SR 2 ARG AR IR Pk K, 3 m
TIRHE B HR RS (Hu et al., 1995) . F1) AR
Ty AR FRAL R 0 K RS 9 b PR A it b
—F A T 3 B4 B 7 1 ( McLauchlan et al., 1992)
WFERWT v S 2% 7 B i i B B4 0 KR AE
JH, B A AL AR B 25 Co -y S5 28 J R0 &5 4% 384 o i
WAV, A ] %) i B 7] S 00 00 A B oPI A  mole
4 -5 HIEH I £ RE PE, (BB E (Hu et al.,
1997 ; 25 4E, 1998) , H&ET57H S~ 200, 250 Fi
300 Gy (1 ~y et 7 A g ik v iyl Al e 1) L
G T AT B 0 T S0 (Fu e al., 2016)
R TR AT A B 36 7 B i iy O 2%, 5258k W 7E
1.39 +0.39°C IR FALHE 8, 10 F1 13 d, Al 524 &%
FER P 1 7 B i AL gl i (B2 )4, 2004) o AR
I8 75 R e B O E RC IR, 2R A R AR
(2009¢, 2009d ) 4 i 1 | HI 4 18] ' B K HE R O fy
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Hb TR A ) BT U B HL E T I T S % B
IGTEME AR OCHRIE o (PS4 T B2y ia
I T-BE, 28 A & IR XA HUAT Be B b b By
16 70 A I AR (X TR, 2007) o S6Af e it
— PR BEAY R FHAE K du g (4% FWS-DBL-1) , HJ5
PRIE AR B MG AT AR ) DG I ARt
YR, 4 HUFNAT I I 1) 2 48 52 A K 2 s A8, A
WK H % BE AT AR5 A4 2 B i R e (g
2011) , {HAFHIE U AR B b R s, 5
ZEAR IR A (2009¢) & B B i HUI0 G L A
FHIP o HRTOC T 20 B0 ik BB R 5T 5 S
DR TAEATEITIE,
6.4 EHBEAE

I, 75 B i A= Wy By P R WT 5 22 4 h A
RECH LR AP R 2R W 8 A 25 T A 5 3R A L
(Breds, 2014)
6.4.1  RECHIR . 8 o FH i) 9] e 2 30, 7 A5 e
FRAH B M R = 2 h AR TR s Campylomma
chinensis I AL EL WS Chrysoperla sinica ( =35 55 %5,
1999 VLI At K e, 2006) o A B FEAR 5 75 A%
5 2 it R AL 1(COL) AR P 911t T
PCR HE 55 14, IF 07 DNA FRic 75 1246000 5 A% el
PR B S EONT 7 ol A i R PR R R AR 4%
KISHEH B Menochilus sexmaculata, 4R I8
Leucauge magnifica , Fa8L8 1 Propylea japonica F%}
LUK Oxyopes sertatus Sy %5 fei A% B4 £ P2 K, FH
PERS H 2R 5K 5] 39.29% , 36.36% , 27.27%
27.21% X715 R 0 e 2 A i R A 3 K B A
JB TR RS (Meng et al., 2014) o F5A30 ik HURY
TR H AT A B A, % Phanerotoma sp.,
Apanteles sp., W g &5 ¥ Chelonus sp., 43 Ji 20 4
Ceraphron sp., Wi /N Tetrastichus sp., Ji B /NI
Elasmus sp., Fli/NW Tetrastichus sp., & W iR R 4
%7 O IR
ANOROBE Sy RO IR B
Trichogrammatoidea hypsipylae F15E #5453 2 7% HR 1
Trichogrammatoidea hypsipylae 2% ( X\ {5 ) Fi sk 18 75,
1998 ; (5 MEST, 20035 1] 4, 2004 ; WA,
2007a, 2007b; AL 2011, 2012) ., {H 4 5idR
TE P A AR B X0 7 o8 I BB ) AR A AR R i IR
AT § i 5 A R A TR — B EY
6.4.2  AWIEARZHTT R A H TR B i R
AR IRAR 25 00 I e A S TR IR AN R
YIRS T5 18]

Thichogramma  embryophagum ,

Thichogramma  oleae ,

IR A 25 07 1T, W8 A v AT 7 B K st
YEFH AR ) B2 5B 1) 0 1 55 4254 1, G o K 50CR
B AL B Tephrosia vogelli, "KHLEL
Eupatorium odoratum F1 KW ¥Z Eucalyptus robusta 1)
O BE Uy, W T A A | B BIK 3k Ak SR Gk #
80% ~90% ( L4k %45, 2002a, 2002b) ;0. 3%
FFLIMAS AU B e AR TG e 2 B4 1 fil R ROR
(E4RZRAE, 20065 WEHEZ2HIZE) 3C, 20085 FN N
Z:02011) ., MAMLIAEZERE W Bauhinia blaakeana ,
VUZ= 4% Citrus mitis Fl 3 75 BL Lysimachia foenum-
graecum CFEFRIY) , 18% KHLEZLIM , 570 A
T A5 25 T AR 0 R T 2 A e R AT R4
(877 BRAKGEEVE ] (A K e 5%, 2007a, 2007h; B L4
8, 2007 ; PRIGEEESE, 2008 ; VLIRSS, 20095 Fi4#
T, 2012)

TEWME IR 250, 95 = 4 2 f AT 1 Bacillus

thuringiensis FIFT4ETE 25 ( Avermectin ) %] 35 A% i ot
A B EERIE D (RIS, 2011) , 4 fo T4 fE
e — 2 HE Y B U I L T, X 7 A i L A
2 i W EA —E B iR g ), ) 25 00 25 R 3R
W, 22T 10° A3 25 10 ) 6 B V7 WO 75 B
i AU R AF A3 AR (SR ARSE, 2007 fif fiT 5%
45, 2007) o AT RIS R B R 8 x10° ~ 10 x 10°
PIB/mL BARES HUZ B 22 £ 1A B X 75 A8 i i A
RAFRBT R, = N RE e os K5 B e s 1
AR 2 1. 8% Bl 4 T 22 FL it By S50HH 24 ( B 3%
&2 2013),
6.4.3 VA EALSWRIRIT ARG R RN A H
B HEAT BTG , 2 R4 PR A 8 i T i m] A7 R
Bz —(F A, 2006) , B K I 75 A3 5 i O ik
F R SRR TR AR A S £ 8 .9 T [ [ T
(5K, 2013a) , H A& TS 0N Fl 20 A5 i s v
FRRMATHOCH VA A IR IE IR 2, 15 F 4
(2004 ) e AN I A 1800 7 8 i U 75 500 7
7 el FR AT A B R L AE S R AR, il R B
— b B I B AR B RS (L OAR K ) F Rk
AR5 # , 75 FH ) X 75 B 4 i e i) B 36 ROR 1K 2]
66.9% (FREF-, 2014) o A BF5E K B, 76 7] A 4
W% C. cramerella 4201 5 FiPEAE B2 85T & A
VAR5 B0 i U R R RS 7 E R 5 A RN
K3 AH (ERAAE, 1996) o BRYE, HE R R
TE 75 B IE BB R E 0 R IR AL T w0 253 B, HE
5 175 1 K TR H ARATy e i — B BF T 3 i
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T A b A R 75 R R g R R R R 4
SR TR IR P s B R A 2 5 0 o T an i
TR RR 7=l = B3 A7 7 o [ AR R X, AR R A B2
Tl 0k URIF 9 450388 %) o 28 A A IX Bl o 1
TRE A A 305 20 X AR IR AR R 2 1 i R ST
HEJR A5 G818 o T4 25 A Ak 1R 5 7 R A A i
ARl AP X R, A5 3 W0 1) A 2 e
TRVERYE , WX A5 3% ek ol JE8 TP IR A (R R 5% LA % Bl
BT AR BRI 7= A T BRI BEAE R, X 7 A
S U AR SRR ST U TR R A H—
So 3 ] P ANSE T 72 O (gl BB S AT R AT AR A
WA R 4R 5T o BiiiA TAE L TE MU 75 B
el RO SRR Y T HE R, AT T SRR LA AR Ay i
Bl A IR IR A% IARAE B IR AL TR 6 R
B3y 1 it , 4P FR R, Il R 250 RS &R
SR

I, 75 B35 i s B9 TAE EZE R e
SR KB IREAR I RE RGBSR LA D BFSE
JIT T R 3 B ATt b A 2 BRI XoF 4 A 8 e H A
PUAE B TERI HUZ . SR, Bl T (R 22 55 1 6
R, AT R T i R 0 H 25 3, 254
G SV SUNE R N L Wb a s SR 5 ) 4| T
b Y T B, Xt USRI T AR 3 X 7 A
L1 B A TWNL L e 2 N v ) OO S T s . o
B FBER (L5, 0 P EAL R B LE 5
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N THa R I & S S SR AR R 505 i 7
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