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W H 7r R ¥ B} Trichogrammatidae 22 F . i /)N 15
#l Eulophidae 41 | #:#%&%} Braconidae 23 i, i
18} Ichneumonidae 9 Ff . 4 /N F} Pteromalidae
3Fp . /N ¥ Bl Chalcidoidea 4 Ff . W /N ¥ Bl
Aphelinidae 1 ', Bk/N&ERF Encyrtidae 5 Fh ., fif i
¥ Bl Bethylidae 2 Ff, DL K W # H 77 W £t
Tachinidae 3 # (5 1). EA MR Z HAYBE
T 1R B A A E R B R R AR IR R} | e
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H F Ja& /T EILT AN PAX(r] SCHRA R
JE# H Hymenoptera sRHR#EH} Trichogrammatidae Trichogramma bactrae By FATFREE | 45 F) [1]
Trichogramma achaeae B HEEH T EER [1,26-27]
Trichogramma exiguum 5 FHE L [1]
Trichogramma fasciatum 5 P AR AE [1]
Trichogramma bourarachae 5 5 Je [24]
Trichogramma cordubensis 5 T [28]
Trichogramma brassicae B - [29]
Trichogramma dendrolimi 5 gl [1]
Trichogramma evanescens 5 BN [30]
Trichogramma cacoeciae B [30-31]
Trichogramma euproctidis 5 B [32]
Trichogramma embryophagum 5 2] [33]

Trichogramma lopezandinensis 5 e [1]
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Trichogramma minutum i E NS S [1]
Trichogramma nerudai 5 FAIARAE | 35 H) [1,20]
Trichogrammatid oophagous T [34]
Trichogramma pintoi 5 oS [1]
Trichogramma pretiosum oM Kﬁgfi Pig”‘ i{%{ﬁﬂ; [1]
U ENES VN ETTEDA
Trichogramma rojasi 5y PR AE [1,20]
Trichogramma telengai 5y B [1]
Trichogramma urquijoi By [34]
Trichogramma sp. By R 25 v A L R [1]
ili/N¥ER} Eulophidae Neochrysocharis formosa 1,2, 314 H Bﬂ*ﬁﬁ%igﬁgﬂﬂﬂf%{iﬁl [1, 20, 24]
Neochrysocharis sp. - BRI 1% B M) IF. [24]
Dineulophus phtorimaeae 4H FATARAE | A [1,20]
Necremnus tutae 4H PUBEA S iR E K [35]
Necremnus sp. 4 FRH, WA [24]
Necremnus artynes 2, 314 & Wﬁ\igigﬁ% ;%‘ [1, 20, 24]
Necremnus near artynes 1,2, 3084l BRA BeEL Rel T (24, 27, 36-37]
Necremnus tidius g Sl SO [24]
Necremnus near tidius 1, 21%4) & BRA [24, 36-37]
Necremnus cosmopterix 4y +HH [38]
Necremnus metalarus 2, 3B 4l PEEEF [24, 39]
Stenomesius sp. 2, 3B 4l BT IR BT [24]
Stenomesius japonicus 4y - [40]
Stenomesius cf. japonicus 4y IR E R [41]
Sympiesis sp. 4 BHE LW, FR RANE., ZRH (1, 24, 37)
Sympiesis sp. near flavopicta - PLa 3] [24]
Elachertus pulcher 4y [42]
Elachertus inunctus L BARM. fr2z, [24, 37, 42]
Diglyphus sp. 2084 1 BT IR BT [24]
Diglyphus isaea 4 BT 7R KA . PHBESF [24, 41]
Diglyphus crassinervis L FUPEA . BORA [20, 24, 41]
Galeopsomya sp. 4y, i i) [43]
Baryscapus bruchophagi - +HI [24]
Chrysocharis sp. 4y ZEINFHL [1, 24, 37]
Chrysocharis pentheus 4y BRA [20]
Cirrospilus sp. 4 BRI 1 B M) IE. [24]
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Closterocerus clarus Rl +HH [24]
Closterocerus formosus I BAIARAE | B [1,20]
Elachertus sp. 4y I [24, 37]
Elasmus sp. 4, FHE L A [1, 24, 37]
Elasmus phthorimaeae PSS [24, 41]
Hemiptarsenus ornatus 4y DRl [24]
Hemiptarsenus zilahisebessi 288418 RiJ 7K T IS 55, P 9 L 5K [1,24]
Horismenus sp. 4, 1 i [1]
Pnigalio cristatus : %Zf_f Zji p= I INTLTE 57 N W E N [20, 24, 36-37, 41]
Pnigalio sp. soemius complex 1, 284111 RO [24, 36-37]
Pnigalio soemius BT BRI, PSR [20, 24, 41]
Pnigalio incompletus BAA, LHH [24, 37]
Retisympiesis phthorimaea IR B [1]
Tetrastichus sp. IR B [1]
Zagrammosoma sp. IR W Eihr [1]

(¥} Braconidae Pseudapanteles dignus ATl FAIARAE | A [1, 20, 44]

Bracon hebetor ZRHAC R BRI, LSRR, HH I [24, 36]
Bracon sp. near nigricans EA AL DRER I NiE2 [24, 41]
Bracon nigricans BRAGM BREEE. BN, AH. FOBE [24, 39, 45]
Bracon sp. BT ELPE . BHE L., ZEJe [1,20,24]
Bracon lucileae 4 BIARAE | TP | RHME HLAE [1]
Bracon lulensis %y FATAR 22 [1]
Bracon tutus I FATRAE [1,20]
Bracon didemie EA AL T HH [24]
Bracon osculator AL BERH [20, 24, 36-37]
Earinus sp. IR FTARAE , LG [1]
Orgilus sp. IR FTARAE , LG [1,43]
Agathis fuscipennis IR ry il [20, 24]
Agathis sp. A, I FIARAE  RACHI [1, 20, 24, 36]
Apanteles gelechiidivoris IR FHELLE., B F e [1]
Apanteles sp. BHE L [1, 24, 41]
Apanteles dignus IR BHE L [1]
Chelonus sp. AL BARLE . EUPY | PHEESF (1,24, 41]
Choeras semele IR [24, 41]
Cotesia sp. PP [24, 41]
Diolcoguster sp. PP [24, 41]
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Dolichogenidea litae - PUPEA [24, 41]
Dolichogenidea appellator 2, 384 iy [46]
i 4R Ichneumonidae  Campoplex haywardi AL BTHR AE [1,20]
Diadegma sp. R, i %}l‘?ﬁ[ﬁz %ﬁ;ﬁ” (1,20, 24, 37]
Diadegma ledicola R, i BRH [24, 36]
Diadegma pulchripes R, i BRH [20, 24, 37]
Hyposoter didymator - BT R S HIE [24]
Pristomerus sp. LN FHE LI [1]
Temelucha sp. LN FTARSE | BHE LG [1,20]
Temelucha anatolica - PUBEF [24, 41]
Zoophthorus macrops - [ %N [24, 41]
4z /NER} Pteromalidae  Halticoptera aenea AL BRI [24, 37]
Pteromalus intermedius #i ik +HH [24]
Pteromalus semotus - i [24, 41]
/NEERL Chalcidoidea  Brachymeria secundaria UL THH [24]
Hockeria unicolor I T HIH POBE [24, 41]
Conura sp. 41, i FTARAE ., [7G [1, 43]
Invreia sp. U HHE LI [1]
IgF/ R} Aphelinidae  Encarsia porteri 51 BTARAE [20]
B/ NEFRE Encyrtidae  Anastatus sp. 5H FHELE [1]
Arrhenophagus sp. T M) [1]
Copidosoma koehleri b Syl [1]
Copidosoma sp. T FTARAE , [LPg [1, 20, 43]
Copidosoma desantisi b Syl [1]
[l 3 Bethylidae  Goniozus nigrifemur AL ELPE ., BHE (1
Goniozus sp. - E1)5:3 [47]
XGH H Diptera  ZFU#} Tachinidae  Archytas sp. AL EL P [1]
Elfifia sp. FUL BHELE [1]
Tachinidae sp. L BT ZE [1]

*FORARAMKIC TR

I MR R 25 AR e by T i -k i B G SR IRIRYE Trichogramma pretiosum™ 247731
N2, B A (R D), —SeRiREE H, IBEAFIREE T. achaeae 2 b ' I 75 b fe
B RO 203 & W PR A AR, A RYE SR AR B AR A 0 5 AR O, Cabello 55> Y
B4 ERE 7, REAE T BRI M 3P e AR RS R B, 1 37 AR W A S0 2 A5 0 R X B b T
KABIRPVEY, g IR IR ¥ Trichogramma W I8 BP9 27 42 28 5 18 100%; % 254 Bk 27 d
achaeae ., 354,k 73R IR ¥ Trichogramma bactrae  J&i, P] 8 75 0 AE AR A9 I B L SR 52 301 95 R 20 ik
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91.74%, H iz 2%tk g B A IR B W 30 T 0 A
Mo FE H BN BE R IR %% T. achaeae 11, ] Ff
i PR I Ephestia kuehniella W) YR AE Jy 2% F
HEAT KPS 55 5 (AT FH 32 2 A= 06 B 45 3% i
T gk B, PTAR 4l AF A 10 1S E R, R R
JCZ B A B 25 T ~ 50 J7 3k -hm? BT A RK
72 ) 7t Vs ot o g P AR AR, DT Ok 2D A 2 A
R 1 32 38 335 568 T W R 25 FE AR A i A L, D) A
BT it s o gl o A o RS A S B R O B AR
WM AR M 5> R AR IR 8% T bactrae 5 5% AR IR
¥ T. pretiosum T il % 55 11T % H P A 27 2R %
IR FE RS R, 15 87% LA L, i i A AR 40 35 I I
P b B0 Rl B AR B, TR 97.5%7, i
Desneux 2 i 38 , 405 3 2Ly Fp 7R Y 1Y — LB R
HIR B8 0 3% ¥ 0% 7 52 1] 8 4 N\ 3 50 0 I 0 1) A= )
Bl 36 5 28 045 AR, an e 5 R A e R 3 o
g3 BT A R 0 T 4% T A AR IX S T A%
A RAE

/NI R A A W ) — AR R T I B I
)iz N H A AEE R B, 2 o E 4R
A (R 1), Hrh SEH /N Neochrysocharis
Sormos , £ MR ARME /N Necremnus artynes J 7
WRACUE /N Necremnus tutae ELHIN R &1 3 HUAE
Bi7 Y R s iS4 27327 g JUpp Ay AR T
G3 AT T b R A [ R R R B i U
H AR KRB, JUHOETE 545 1 Y5 A o0 A 1 5580 i
/N N. formost™ 1227580 1 I SIAR K . WFoR 4
B, EATBR A AR SN AT B EE A 4 L, AT
ZHRPBOLRE R | EERR SR, XTI E R
I 1y By v B A B B AR S (B . 10 Guleria 5557
KB, FEHUE /N N, formos T] T A BUEIZ R
1~ 34 de, i &F 2 % 4l by, xf HE e 2 gk

61%; FLMfEd% L&)y U 27 S I3 4 5 77 B 14
K, RIDBGRAYIE S o Crisol-Martinez 555 7
Tk B S5 AT RS i Afe B /N B N tutae TSR 45
IR, EAE T AR I R R T
MR, A H AR A RIR 73%, BB
K 92%; A KW SARLE /N N. tutae 1 1RIFE AT |
FH, RT3E R PR B S e 3 B T ) BRI, b e
I+ Z% Fagopyrum esculentum, 7 %5 ¥K Lobularia
maritima N 4 3%%) Calendula officinalis %5 % J5 Ad
PR HA SR E TR &), DU ARG i
AR, g, DR, TG R,

Br iRt NS, HUlE Pseudapanteles dignus
F1 Bracon nigricans X 2 a7 Az 4 [l RE &2 i v i
W Ay B B A AR R, RN T AR W B
RIS HIE P dignus |20 A TN, AT AR T
S B IR S v i e kA 2= A R A
PERO AR BTAR A, HH A 5% 2 B e X% E R A
SRR 0 52 6] F5) [B] AT S5 VR P Fh AR 22795 1Y 60%, 7
VEY) b 2 B XoF 3 a0 75 - gk 1 2R B oz, ol HE e
FERCELE 9-12 F )3 2D 33% ~ 49%, 1-6 ] [H]sk
DIk 64%P 2 11 ) 52 16 T B RE o E Y L, P
dignus X% E WU P54 28 0] 38 46%°, T i B.
nigricans | 325048 T v AL X, WAEE A, 29 B A
VUYL 25 [ 9 HAEVEY) b 25 AR 25 v i ik 1y
FRIED™ ), HAZ A A S0 3 25 T i R
FHHE S0, bR A AR SN IE nDR RO B IR
K, BB E.
12 HEMXE il a2 K
97 F, BL AW KELZ 6 H 20 FE 81 Fh (5 2), K
HlE HE SR % Nesidiocoris tenuis, i
INKFIE ¥ Macrolophus pygmaeus HIWE ST FT I (7]
BB Z.

*2 BB REMRE

H B Ja

HUBR S oA

SCHRATR

98 H Hemiptera 5 ¥ £l Miridae  Nesidiocoris tenuis

Macrolophus pygmaeus bi, 41

Macrolophus basicornis B, 4j

Macrolophus fuliginosus

Macrolophus caliginosus

ERA . B R BRI FETH AT

R, gk K YR 8 L LAESIL (1, 20, 24, 27, 63-65]

FEISHE, PR L H

IR . E. =
PUSKINE I AR

PHHEA S5 i 5K
- [66-67]
BARA [20]
A [20]
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Macrolophus sp. B, %) i i) [68]
Tupiocoris cucurbitaceus - P AR A [20]
Engytatus sp. B, it [68]
Engytatus varians G, 418 - [67]
Campyloneuropsis sp. Bl, 41 e (i) [68]
Campyloneuropsis infumatus 98, #1H - [67]
Dicyphus maroccanus B, b E K [24]
Dicyphus tamaninii G, 418 FATJR S FIAIE. [24]
Dicyphus sp. by, A B B (24, 27]
Dicyphus errans N, 1S A BRI BREFNE 120, 24]
Deraeocoris serenus - +HH [69]
1E4EF} Anthocoridae  Amphiareus constrictus By i) [70]
Blaptostethus pallescens 0 it [70]
Orius tristicolor i (i) [70]
Orius albidipennis - e IEN [24]
Orius sp. oI, &l WY E] [1,20,24]
Orius insidiosus oM, 41 e ZENEBL [1]
Xylocoris sp. B, %1 (i) [1,71]
G R Nabidae Nabis pseudoferus - PPEA SRR (1, 24)
Nabissp. G, 418 (NN =S N A3 [1,24]
Nabis punctatus punctatus - THH [69]
5 uEF} Reduviidae Debilia sp. AL L P [
Zelus obscuridorsis A, FAT AR A2 [72]
%7} Pentatomidae Podisus nigrispinus FAIR i) (1]
Ki%F} Lygaeidae Geocoris punctipes B, 41 i} [68]
Geocoris megacephalus - +HIH [69]
Geocoris sp. B, it [1]
JEd4# B} Phymatidae Phymata sp. 4y L [1]
#59 H Coleoptera £ HF} Cicindellidae Cicindela sp. - THH [69]
Stethorus gilvifrons - +HH [69]
Scymnus levaillanti - +HH [69]
Adonia variegata - T HI [69]
o Rl Coccinellidae Harmonia axyridis 4, i [73]
Propylea japonica AL T [73]
Coccinella septempunctata - +HH [69]
Coccinella undecimpunctata - +HH [69]
Coleomegilla maculata B, it [1]
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Cycloneda sanguinea i ] [1,71]
Eriopsis conexa i i) [1]
Oenopia conglobata . +HH [69]
BB Carabidae Carabidae sp. L JEJRZIR [1]
Calosoma sp. 4k i (1]
Calosoma granulatum 4y, W, B Ly [1]
Lebia sp. Ay, o, Bl i (1]
Lebia concina i, 0, A i) [1]
Selenophorus sp. Ay, o, Bl ] (1]
Wi i} Staphylinidae Staphylinidae sp. - () [1,71]
WO HEL Anthicidae Anthicus sp. - i) [1,71]
Ji%3# H Hymenoptera %R Vespidae Brachygastra lecheguana ym i} [1,74]
Polistes sp. 4y EvE., & (1]
Polistes carnifex 4l Ly [1]
Polistes melanosoma 4y ] (1]
Polistes versicolor L Ly [1]
Protonectarina sylveirae 4y ] [1, 74]
Protopolybia exigua L i) [1, 74]
Polybia sp. 4y ] (1]
Polybia scutellaris L i) [1, 74]
Polybia ignobilis 4y ] [1, 74]
Polybia fastidiosuscula L - [74]
Synoeca cyanea 4y ] [1, 74
Vespidae sp. L iR E K [74]
Je# R} Sphecidae Sphecidae sp. L PEPET [24]
B} Formicidae Diacamma rugosum i EBE [75]
Pheidole sp. HIH, R JERER [1,71]
Solenopsis saevissima 4y, W, B Ly [1,71]
Solenopsis geminata HIH, R JERER [1,71]
Tapinoma nigerrimum 4l R 7R B AT [24]
fik## H Neuroptera FEH} Chrysopidae Chrysoperla carnea . BX [24]
Chrysoperla externa 4l - [1]
Chrysoperla sp. L i) [1]
Chrysopa sp. 4l Ly [1]
#HM H Thysanoptera  Z(#i{hF} Acolothripidac  Franklinothrips vespiformis i BN [1]
28] TR} Thripidae Scolothrips sexmaculatus i i) [1]
8] TR} Phlaeothripidae Phlacothripidae sp. T Y] [1]
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i3 H Dermaptera 1R} Labiduridae Doru lineare op it} [1]
Labidura riparia L JEJRZ/R [1]
T30 TH Mesostigmata  FHZZ4F} Phytoseiidae  Cydnoseius negevi B3, 4y He [76-77]
Amblyseius largoensis B, 41 & [76-77]

Amblyseius swirskii

Amblyseius cucumeris

B, LSS B SRR EZR (1, 24, 71]
UE, Wdgh A PEPEA M HEER (1, 24, 71]

Neoseiulus californicus I8 - [76]
Neoseiulus barkeri B, % i [76-77]
Euseius scutalis I8 - [76]
Phytoseius finitimus i - [76]
Proprioseiopsis badri B - [76]
T} Pyemotidae Pyemotes sp. &y, i, R EL g (]
Wk H Araneae iRl Oxyopidae Oxyopes lineatus L ) [78]
FJE W% EL Gnaphosidae Gnaphosidae sp. - ) [1]
TRKA} Lycosidae Lycosidae sp. 4o, 0, e JLRZ /R (1]
Bk A} Salticidae Salticidae sp. - (] [1]
kRl Thomisidae Thomisidae sp. - ey [1]
Pl kAl Araneidae Araneidae sp. - (1] [1,71]

*FRARARRIC T

YR N. tenuis &2 i mHwik 1 WA Il &Ik
R, T2 1l A HAE F R i R 22 491,
Wiz FE BRI G, JHE ¥ N. tenuis [EARPRIG
IO A AR Ry 4l B R B0 2 P R Mollagg: )
BB 5T 8, % N. tenuis MRl HBCEIZE LAY
1 40, 38 i A e B2 KRR, 1R L 2R
S TR RN T 2 97%. 100%. HFHIHE
W& N. tenuis £ FH [RVRE A 0 ot iz 35 s e oL
R A2, H TS A& X% E HU A= P B
TR WG TFAS Bz W 81 R T, AR R
THB EHCAHMWEYE N. tenuis 7= 50 1) T AL RS
FEF 8], FEAE ATV 78 Rk AR AR Bk 0.5 3k
TNE Y N. tenuis, VNI KUE E. kuehniella VE R
AR W M, X — 3R R AT I N
tenuis PR AE FH () T8 8 58 1) 42 1) 25 Ak v - gk BT
s AR . ANTEVSBESF B R, 2010-2012 4F AREK
HHE W N. tenuis WAE R J7 % 278 3 500 hm?® L |
PR T b 7 ki ek = L P A, S A
RUBFHER SR, MHE WG N. tenuis 239025 IR

I AR TR AR B R T S, AT RE SRR
BRI SR T =, 38 T AT ) JE] 3 A
B R R 2 T A, MO i I
HEATBI IR B A R A A R e 2

KN HUE ¥ M. pygmaeus 57 T RCGH 764,
Xof T 3 v I 0 1Y 3 W ) 5, B0 Biondi S5 07 7RV
B R 2 i 5 A AL A R AR, R TN T
I Y R B R R EL. BRI R, IR KON
v I SR R A AR, AN Molla®F ™) 7R i % 4%
PRI IR, /N BTE ¥ M. pygmaeus R 7]
B Kz R R, AR R | SRS
& FE R HNA 76%., 56%. AmoZEET iE i T
EXZEREARIFMEER S, E2RENT
RHEFNRER . AN, /NKTTE ¥ M. pygmaeus
S R M A LB AR, TR P Rh
— P BB S B R ), NI I RE AT AR
T EATREECRE™, XA RO B TR R A
A BRAE R . B, R E A SR
FAEY), 1 e gl
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PR R4 1 B 25 28R, T iR AR/ N R SR
WK 2 PR BT AR HOR i T8 i A A= By
677 B H AN AT o AR A4 1 77 10
(], AT AP A R A 0, LA B i 2 B ] i
IR,

2 fREMEYEINA

21 WEEE RHUSEEEREATIEEN, 7
H AR T A5 R B BUm AT, AXT Tk 2eqk 24
B WL PR ] ZH 9 By pr e, B xR
P LB FE PRI, TTREAR B ™ A Pk i KU AR,
JE— IO IR A A A 2R AR 2 AR 5 A L
HAWE IR E B, FE Beauveria bassiana (Vuill),
LRAB T Metarhizium anisopliae (Sorokin) 1E 2 il T
- a AR B B IA Th R BF R AR 2, IR ERCR AT, A
I FHHIT S, (H A EEX 125 AR S 500
Rodriguez %55~V ifF 5% & L, 1= 1 B. bassiana
Qu-B912 TEBRM R AT, 1% % BN AFET S h
5 80%, 3 1 4l HUEH AL AR 3k 68%; T4 ETH M.
anisopliae Qu-M558 FFRINFLT - K 60%. Klieber
1 Reineke®™ i BF 5 [7] #£ UL B 1 B 18 & B.
bassiana T %)) M55 W BOAEAE ] (BIEFET- %
90% ~ 100%); IHLA, 2 B i 1] A Sy PA A B A g
] 5 FH TAE AR 2 b, VR FH AR A HAS 259 A bk
4K . Contreras % & B, L8 B M. anisopliae
variety anisopliae (Metschnikoff) Sorokin if ] X 7
FvE IR 7 A AR A KAE T (LCop=3%10° L)
22 WEWEE s FMFFE Bacillus thurin-
giensis Berliner(Bt) i H B 7E4 b A2 7 F I A
7z Y B U AR T R R B R SR
R R 2R E B BA HEEN . AR
TG AT EE 280 2, BHEr, BN
SREA T Bt H T BRI i i 4, 2
i WMk B ¥k B. thuringiensis var. kurstaki 1 B.
thuringiensis var. aizawaii'>*> ", Gonzalez-Cabrera
GOV R, FEL I EAMT BEAHZFER 1~ 31
o) W AR AL R G, T 4Ty R gk e R R S
() Fsf 38 2 92 12 OO B 2 A 1S 35 T = AR b,
WTA 25 MR B Bt Y DXy A7 0 L R R
B EAR T X B fE BN, kR 2R S5 PR Bt
GO33A 2 1] 3 il v - () S8R A7 A, 2 N 5
KRR, KW E Bt GO33A X454 14 i B A

B TERG T, DhAr 250t o3 eI 1 ~ 3 484))
11 96 h, HEA T AT U B 2H 0 RO AL IEFE T 383K 95%
PA b5 AR PR, SRS AL 5. 7 d )5,
1 4y HUR AL TE AL T 55350 O 89.1%. 100%, 1l
2 WA HU 535K 98%. 100%. £% I, Bt fE= N
FIEE A A A 4 2 B0 032 3 Ui i 2 A
N AT AR R . eAh, Bt i AT 5 A AR B
EIRG T, WR B d 55, DA i — 20 4 i By
R Wl Al 20 A RO

23 fwRZH  HEHFERPHE Ty HET R
HU I 26 d (EPNs) 22 i [GF} Steinernematidae
F5#/NTEF Heterorhabditidae™, 764 FH B HUjk [t
LW HEATHIA I, T R B R PR R4
RO E R 22— I 3 T Bl v 3 iy
Biiier, AR | RARFNERARAR Fob e B b 1 5 o B
— B A RS, SRASFLT A R O A RO
BiRe 4 AR it RSO S, HRRER T B
TG R0 3k e AN I B PR B PR R (an T 4R 56 A
L0, T Al HUR AR R IR PR R 2
o Ik HRR oK, PR D 2k PR I LU AR B
] BEEA BRI T 1 o A e R4 Hox)
Joni Y P g Y 7 A%t AT AH OC B AF 5T, 4N Batalla-
Carrera 557 J 1L, 3 Pl Jirt 2 /D46 0 S0y FR 4
Steinernema carpocapsae., TR W By EG 2% B Steiner-
nema feltiae F1 Wg B 5+ /N ¥T 2k U Heterorhabditis
bacteriophora % F i v 3 [ ANV 18 v 4y B4 1l
ROR R AE G, 2505 25 s em™ 15, 3 Fil
2k U 4 HU BUAE R ) B IR 85.7%. 100% Al
78.6%; 4 4l Hi B §E T4 MU 3 h, FE T F Gk
63% ~ 86%. [l F, B ATT7E L3 v A 5 R0 [ R
U, RELAN I R b4 2l Bk 2y 32, s hn 1
AT A B AE £ ) AT R 221, Garcfa-del-Pino
SECI TS I, bR 3 2k dOxs 4 b 4l U B
FEFEAI AT 1K 100%., 52.3%. 96.7%.

3 1EYIRREIRIFI A

I AT 4 A B 5l AT 4 i 2 LA 395 14 B 4
ol Fe TG P 25 44 A B A MUAL B S A A= 34 mT i
T AEYIRA 25157 . Cunha &5~ 19 BF5% A BRAH
RHESSAEIRAEY) Trichilia pallida Swartz (Meliaceae)
) 7K 35 4 B %o 2 it s o g LA e A LT
PE, 1 4 BE (DIC) #E B A HUs e A ML iR
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By e BE A LA DIC $2HR T pallida Swartz [
R 53R 52, K o3 B AL & WY A T N B R IR 4
g, R B R 4R U Py B R S O 2K 24-
methylenecycloarta-3 beta-ol, i i5#2S 24-methylene-
3,22-dihydroxycholesterol, Az 5 SZ 47 H ) o 43 125 1)
Fr5E T 22 28 limonoid gedunine X H:40 ¥ il i A
AT HE B IRGE . AATE PR, Moreira 1 JiE
HHZE B 8] Ageratum conyzoides W 1E O e $2 B %
A — & B BREEVE R, TEXHS A& W 1
A= D53 85 5 h R, S o 2 o A
Y7 5. & coumarin 52N, Kona 551 & B, E[I
B Azadirachta indica F—1%) £ T HE D) F0RR IR
Jatropha curcus P 1 £ i Bk 4 O X L BR FN 4
HOA G (%) 2% I P, EVBICRI RR IO 4 B4 4k 2
4 d I, BRI EIEARSM R 25%. 18%: X T4 1%
SEAR, AR BT d i3 R 33% ~ 46.7%. 23.5% ~
48.5%, AP 4 d I R Al ik 100%. LAk, WA
Piper amalago var. Medium, Piper glabratum. Piper
mikanianum F1 Piper mollicomum W) Z T UYL,
A B A T, JUHSE: P. amalago var. Medium,
ST Al 4y SO 30 2 AU T2 A e 1
Ocimum gratissimum L. Ocimum basilicum L.
(Lamiaceae) W I 38 3 428 7 ) 0 46 D, 4900 o B o 7
AR b HE R BLA P BRAT O X BRI SE R
5] 2 a7 v - A A 24 T SR R ik T
AMENZS%

4  RNAI FEYRARBINA

RNA T4 (RNAD S H 24 AR 1A
i 3 HUT VA BT E AN (B e I, 7 A
B v AT TR R L R, R AR, A
RNAi ] T 7 Al 78 i ik A= 4 Bl v 00T 52 19 4 G 41
il 4N Camargo 4¢!" ' K5 1ok AR LI E A
Wi Kz (5 2SR W6 BGR AR SRR, 1R RGEDTERAY
TETERE LI, U 3 HH i L 1 8 4y HUB B B 3Rk
1) 5 Mg R EE D, PRSI s dsRNA WA i
T A RE 1 R4 e DT IR AR, {4
R R TR, R T REFBIAE T 25,
AT 33 Ao i AR O dsSRNA 5 3 TR
5 % et 3 R TR (PITGS ) K dsRNA 5 A i
B, B A B B gl JURy H bk
(Vacuolar ATPase-A Fl Arginine kinase) i) ¥% 5% =

PIARR FID 60%, 4l BT 38 fin, I 2 it AT
PRAYSZ W] R0, IET T RNAL VR B3
AR AT AT . AL, TP A
Xof B i v - ) K A 5 A B R RS AR
FHM, BTk SRR B BIF9E 22 8 AR T i it A
i 5 R EEE, WRE 2-+ = e 2-
tridecanone, 2= ¥ J& zingiberene A1 Bt & i acyl
sugars 554 BT A% F 4 R 5 R AR AR
K& F BA RSB SIER, 300 A4 B AE & I
A, B R A EEY . Hn, AL —
SRV BB A AR, WA B 5 O RS R e
PEE AR SR S VR0 26 0 v v i e
PEV] RESE I AR Y R bR e A,
A= ANTRT TR ) 2 BTRONE , PRI I 2y THT P 25 0 i
FEREH Z I 5E

5 R E

e i s P g DA i 2 WA 4= B BRI , S 4F 2 7E
QA | NI B LBE A QA e = T |
o I HiEFz R e AR, =/ HRaF
Ml DU 221, 3R ] 9 7t 25 7 oMb T i 2 R
FURT, [ A AT B B 6 5 AE R AL~ 24
Yy, (7% Byt BTG Y AN EY) 22 25 1] H
a7, I HR TR R AR AR e
G FIERT IR T CXE DL R B A RO o L
4, AT AL BTIR DT, B ROMIZ I ER SR
AU E BT T 0] o AR R B A Sl A 1) 25 B
PEZE MR ABG TBoh T RASRE | Lk
DE R B BT A [ 9 A% H R 255 16 BRI
(IPM), IEAEAAF HEAR IR 50, (R, O 1 K[
AR AL A PR RAIE | B2 R RS A R,
s PR3 FH 2 A v i A B 5 0 BSR4
DA

PN 4= DRI P Se s 7/ Urpi=de SE U Pk S E A ERIVA
PR )2 (975, T 3 0 e i i 5™ 1 R 52
WO B AR XY ORI R 3, R 2 i KL
oA T, M IXAR A LR SR R AT B A O
WAs T R AR, BN R EOS IR B R G
P AP o M R AR D 3 — FORT AR
R, R F TR A e = R A [ PR BT HCh B
AN Z 1 [Hik, 51K B T AP
EprE el vipEy e i IR I K S ER N Tl
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77 Hb K B R D ) AR A ) A A S R B AR
FIRESE, 5B ST sig B 55 2 07 k17 AL
5, ARSI A KBRS0, noRE s F R py 2= ek
KRB RFELE, 76 HbrVEY) b 34853 dOF gy
FEAIBE ), RRAEY) . SR A B R4 A TTA
IS0 5 b A 7 ) BUAR 3K 4 L A BT FIICA T 56 ]
L, N A R AR A ),

WA, [ BR b A 3 0 v P g A b ) AR -
R i HOOF LR A B 45 R iR A7 31 56 1 . SR
NGRS A 1 KR AT AR 0 2 A sl
Bz B, I Hask SR ECTE A vt R R
Lo U G N iy N = & I TR ) IV S 15 o 1 32 X
KT /NE N, formosa., ¥ & A ilE /N N.
artynes ., TEWF MR ARRIE /NE N. tutae 5515038591981 D)
NARETEWE Y% N. tenuis ME /N K T H % M.
pygmaeus' ™, PRI, FEA - K E R R
TF 5 0 R AR % A Y B iR i S5
MZ—. AR R, —LA 0 KELER d5t
e v i w4l A A VR, B R
JI0 T HE R B iG, a3 Harmonia
axyridis T 28CE K Propylea japonica™; 1 3% 8t
/N N. formosa FVHE U N. tenuis 55 [ Fr_L0F
GERLZ R o R R A IR A 82 1
A, I HaxX 28 R EAE H (8] AT /R Sk 22 d 2R
AP IAREL -0 JeAk, FEFR EW A S5
e 3 KRR AR B S A, )N g R
Y e Wi /)N ¥ Necremnus spp.. % Wi /N4 Pnigalio
spp.. Pl /N Sympiesis spp. 250, {HAS N HHZ
P2 B B Rl . R, ]
FEMNIZ FE BT SR R ECE T, anla) ok &2 iRt
B H A2 Wk Brachmia macroscopa F1 5555 S He 28
& Phthorimaea operculella %5 i) KELF S . SR 1M
KL Bz FH T3 1 3 0t v P i ) R ] B 9 T g
FFJE T 22 BT, 80 VA B A% 3 A Bl
AR AN B A A TR, DA A R &
X R EL BAS B (520, anR 25 EIVEHT . XS
Tl A=A R G HADA Y ) BAEC R SR EE
X B IR AR B R I A b, BT R A
FE () R Tl B AR S P A T AT A e it — P 5

T
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Advances in biological control of tomato leafminer, Tuta absoluta
(Meyrick) (Lepidoptera: Gelechiidae)

LIANG Yongxuan'?, GUO Jianyang', WANG Qijing', ZHANG Yibo', ZHANG Guifen',
YANG Nianwan'?, ZHOU Qiong’, LIU Wanxue'

(1. State Key Laboratory for Biology of Plant Diseases and Insect Pests, Institute of Plant Protection, Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences,
Beijing 100193, China; 2. Department of Life Sciences, Hunan Normal University, Changsha, Hunan 410081, China;
3. Western Agricultural Research Center, Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Changji, Xinjiang 831100, China)

Abstract: Tuta absoluta (Meyrick) is a quarantine pest in the world, which has been widely spread in major
tomato producing areas in the world and has become an important factor affecting the development of tomato
industry. At present, this pest has spread to Xinjiang, Yunnan, Gansu and other regions in China, causing great
losses to local tomato production, and posing a great threat to other tomato producing areas and related
industries. Biological control methods based on natural enemy insects, entomopathogenic microorganism,
botanical extracts, etc. have shown good effects in control of 7. absoluta in the world and have good
application prospects. A review was hence made of the research and application of biological control of T.
absoluta to provide reference for efficient and sustainable control of this pest in China. The natural enemies of
T. absoluta are rich in insect resources, among which the parasitic wasps of Trichogrammatidae, Eulophidae
and Braconidae, and the predatory bugs of Miridae have a strong ability to control this pest. In recent years
relevant studies have reported technologies for large-scale rearing and release of some natural enemies, which
provide good conditions for their field application. For example, Trichogramma achaeae, Nesidiocoris tenuis,
etc. have been widely used in the field control of 7. absoluta in the world, and have achieved good results. In
addition, entomopathogenic microorganism, such as Metarhizium anisopliae, Bacillus thuringiensis, etc., and
plant extracts, such as Azadirachta indica and Jatropha curcus seed extracts, have strong insecticidal activity
against this pest, and are safer than chemical pesticides in the world. Moreover, RNAi and other emerging
biotechnologies also have been gradually carried out in the control of 7. absoluta.

Keywords: Tuta absoluta invasive insect; biological control; natural enemy; entomopathogenic

microorganism; botanical extracts

(RfEHRE:MH #%)


https://doi.org/10.1186/s12864-015-1841-5
https://doi.org/10.1673/031.012.15301
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.2095-039X.2012.04.020
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1006-6500.2015.10.028
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0102-05362009000100016

	1 天敌昆虫的种类及其应用
	1.1 寄生性天敌
	1.2 捕食性天敌

	2 病原微生物的应用
	2.1 病原真菌
	2.2 病原细菌
	2.3 病原线虫

	3 植物源提取物的利用
	4 RNAi等生物技术的应用
	5 展　望
	参考文献

