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How greedy are the fall armyworm?
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China Agricultural University, Beijing 100193, China)

Abstract: Fall armyworm is considered to be one of the most destructive pests in the world. Its great de-
structiveness is mainly due to its being gluttonous, greed, wide adaptability, pesticide resistance and oth-
er characteristics. To control fall armyworm is to use its greed to develop a series of control measures
and technologies, which make it difficult to achieve its greed, control its population density below the
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level of economic damage, and ensure crop production and ecological security.

Key words: greedy; fall armyworm (Spodoptera frugiperda); integrated pest management (IPM)

T TR SR 1T 81 Arthropoda B AL 49
Insecta ¥ H Lepidoptera % I F}+ Noctuidae JKIHR 1
J& Spodoptera, HFTINR] #1444 Spodoptera frugiperda
(Smith, 1797) , FE R4 H Phalaena frugiperda Smith
1797 .Laphygma macra Guenée, 1852, Laphygma fru-
giperda Guenée, 1852 Laphygma inepta Walker, 1856,
Prodenia signifera Walker, 1856, Prodenia plagiata
Walker, 1856, Prodenia plagiata Walker, 1856, Prode-
nia autumnalis Riley, 1871 Laphygma frugiperda var.
fulvosa Riley, 1876 Laphygma frugiperda var. obscu-
ra Riley, 1876 ; iy FHIL LA FR A fall armyworm , H:
i3 SC 4% FRA southern grass worm , southern grass-
worm , alfalfa worm , buckworm , budworm , corn bud-
worm , corn leafworm cotton leaf worm, grass cater-
pillar. grass worm . maize budworm . overflow worm,

rice caterpillar, southern armyworm , wheat cutworm
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whorlworm %5 30 £ 4~ ; 4§ 5 &y FAW; EPPO 15 iy
LAPHFR ( Abrahams et al.,2017) .

B ST e R BT SR UN AR IR LB A R
FURE T 24 200 Z24F 52016 4F B YR AE AR 3 A
PUERHE L L, 2017 A AR 2 [E L, 2018 4F 8 H B &
AR AR 21 2 ) 4 BR K R ST RO AR S 5 T
20194 1 H A M2 (Ganiger et al.,2018;FA0,2019),,
PARGSE I LA AT TR R 3 U Z e AR
LA B #HIF A INRA T e, T35 Z M
X A A B | AR (BRI EE T Tl
T AR R B AR SORHZ i “ 50 " R AT T HE
FEFI AT, LA F— 20 T Jo 2 1l 5 4 0k () A 9
EEE e

1 2R
B SR R S B L, JL T T DR T
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FEYIERE AR FA A AARSE  (H R X RAES
YA 2 WS- (Casmuz et al.,2010) . L ET7K
I A E L SR AR 2 A R A BN TR W AR
WEK KRG 5 H SR, feln el Hon] LU
3S3FMEY, R AT 76 B, EEAFEARAE (106 F) |
2R (31 Fp) L &R (31 ) £ (Montezano et al.,
2018) . 13K HUHb XA ] ARG IR — 3 bk oK,
S HAT IR S I E S A E
HIERAT R, Qe i AR AE o LIRS AR R
AR AT AR K, I R RIZE B 5 A ZE SR
FEARSE  TEAE ] R E AR 22 AEEE AR 7E SR mT DA
AT O e A SRS N S A REE AR, 2
T TR T K B A E AR R IK 26.49%~55.9% B,
H = B 98 /0 11.57% (Baudron et al., 2019) ; W1 B A4
25%~50% [%) E K Fr A8 22 Ff sz 3, H = o f s
/1> 589% (Chimweta et al., 2020) ; 41 576 F K A0 i
I = R IAA 55%~100% FE RS2 F B3 15%~
73% ()P 45 2 (Hruska & Gould, 1997) ; ZEIEY h
TRRTPGER , H ok A SR ERE SIS AL, B S Ik 4 1
X K Ay B ™ H (11TA, 2016) .
2 ZEM

TSRO R T oE AR SRR, AT 4
FEOP 2l SRR 4 B BB AR B 2 e R T
THELA30 d, HEREMKETTEL 60 d, X FHEL
90 d, K B H IR N 10.9°C, s BRI 559 H < JiF;
A58 1) 15 T M 14.6°C , i P %) 1R (R 3 K
30°C o FEHHT HiL X B b SO AR A AT DL kA 4~6 1K,
eI 5 (L X B4R 2 F 1~2 48 (Luginbill, 1928) .
D DURIR S TE R ] EA T 6 S AN = B 0 g
AT LA 2RSS HL = B, 7% M M 7= R 125 32 F 3k A
I, AR 2 2, RS 2R ENIE, kK
/INA 0.3 mmx0.4 mm, FEHEAL T 100~300 4757, 1 3k 0E
S BRIk 1 500~2 000 %7, B R 2~10 d, 7E
B G 2~3 d, WIS Ak R i 2 o 1 5 Sk 3 i
-, i AR 22 2 1 sl { R i ik (Sparks, 1979) o i
TR IR L) H— 83 6 B, A I TE R 2R 14 d,
TERFKPIZE 0 30 d; 1~6 15 2h HUAY Sk 9870538 0.35
0.45.0.75.1.3.2.0 F1 2.6 mm, /KK 43510 1.7.3.5.
6.4.10.0.17.2 #134.2 mm, 25°C F 1°F3 & 5 i 9
AR 33.1.7.1.5.1.5.2.0 F1 3.7 d; B Hb 57 1 1 %
ALy H— et A 33 2~8 em Ab4E BUARAR , VDT AL
+ B D 438 A HALEERURAL , PR S R
JERAE H, 5 380 3 AR EL b S N % T
e AR N 14.6°C, r s BUR R 138 H - &, i

30°C# A BWIE , W7 2 2= 0 8~9 d, TEA- N
20~30 d 5 B 1l B A B HL 22 7 48 AT 14 7R 66
16, PSS BLIS 3~4 d FFIR 7700, AR AR RS AR KR S
Je M= R 7 B iR A T A 7 B A R 4~5 d, BT LA
FREr= 00 3 8, R Ak 7~21 d, P49 7705 12~14 d
(Ramirez-Garcia et al., 1987 ; Ashley et al. 1989)
3 M

B b B R TR P (R W T T, A SR AT
TR IR , R R H A S R 36 E e 0 E
A& K G A H X (Westbrook et al.,2016) , {2 0%
TERS L b Ab A R S0 kA T s SR rp ) — A
BLLH R, A A I M R A AR A B AR s
TR B G TE M HLIX P2 B0 . 76 AR B, G HUH
TR 8, LUEREAR L BET R, FEH T i ik 4h
U I BB KR B SRl A F AR ) P R K
MLl & M2 35 B (Seymour et al., 1985) . 2016 4
IR G , BN HEAG 58 K RATRE S
T HL, 2017 4F Xk PR AR 5 SiE 5] E
SN 2 A E R, 2019 08 K A 1 E 5
TGP BB SR E X . RS BIX WA TRER
JE DA b 5 1R o, 2 R Y A il B RSV, T R
B F B AR ) R R 4 A 21 B M X (Goergen et
al.,2016;Cock etal.,2017;EPPO,2019) ., #{% 20204F
6 1, FHb TR IR C AR AL RN 32 N EI K R UM
13ER AEI 47 A ESE T 18 N E K R 44
| % FIRK S 9% % B (EPPO, 2020) . [R5 Ml 577
Wk BRAE AAZ AT, i &l - BcRE 5 i LT
FE A6 i X PRI A g B Iy e | T AT ] b A
B2 TT R AN AR B il B AR TR ) T R HET 4
b 2 BAYA T PEAR IEBEAE J15E R A
AR S SR BT AL — 28 AR B XU
URAAETE . oMb DU AR S 3R 2 b i AR S R
Gt BB RGN E SR G E R A s
T Y O ES RGNS SRl &
O 2 AL G SR M E PR 5 5 0 R 46 IRIIL , VX
TN X6F B b 5 A 0k 1 ] o B s 0 AR By 4, BHL 1
vt —20 38R E (IPPC,2020) .
4 TTIEM

Rl A — Ty T B R R R R AT
5K , 55— 7 T X 45 Fh R B RN A A5 R LA B R 114 3
IV A6 7o b B P K B IS I 26 35° 8L 4 540z
V) B4 45 2 S8 M, F ok TR bR R A
VHEL WO R E AT RS AR T UM
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X BE i RBIX IR S A R IR R R AR
Yy T RE A AN 5 XS [T A
8.2°C H 4 X e IR TR L 17°C A9 A1 (30°CHY
A S R R T C YRS H R R R IR Y
U EE S5 A S 3~7 4~ R 52 2= ([ T 2 <40 mm
(RS2 H %) L 0~400 mm ()3 244 [ TR 1t (4 [ K 2%
4 (Sparks, 1979; Ashley et al., 1989) , & Hli 77 7 i
FE T/ TR P IR 18°C LA L, A F
17 1 500 mm) s TR (H FE & 60 mm) 41
2R R A TR R A B TR R R R
fi TR T AR R R AR DA R
T S TR BRI R AT TR A R
A RN AT R I Rty A A 45 PS4 2% 14 T B e
TEFPEE A R A& A2 FUK J (Jacobs et al., 2018) o

5 mzhE

M2 A 25— FF IR R R B b 7 Ik & ik
(R (H BRSAR GRS , fh =gk 25 AN A B Lk Hek
— YR R I AE | SR TE TR M STk 11
b, (AR HGB R A, X Fh Ak 2E A2 i 24
HATE A% 25 AAYHEE . Young & McMillian(1979)
T URARIE T 36 ETTA WA 15K H A B b 53 7 i Xof 2
FH R A AR G Pa 4 N 7= A2 T 562 fif B 5
Z 5, Yu(1991;1992) 238 T 9 & HL ik N AL 1% 5
Mo TR T Z2 S S H R R A LB PR g
Fig 28357 = A T AR BT , 6] SeUNE A TR BT
PRI RN 216 £, X HEEXT Gl OB ok 271 %, X 74
HE PR HT T 192 5 9B 2 BL IR N R AR Y
M BT SR T R BT 24, ) R T 4 e
IPTPEIR R 264 A5 6 X BB BT EIR B 517 4%,
PR (T 507 % . PEfaE , 2001 4, &=
T 7 P e, 5 1R T SR R A T N K 22 BB 4y
)3 E] 40 475 F1 2 45 LA b (Morillo & Notz, 2001) ;
2003 45, 5 [ 91 5 FL K M 10 5 1t 5 780 S T Y RE X6 3
AP F] 354 4% (Yu et al.,2003) ;2013 4F, (L7
FH ] (1% 580 1, 53 7 M o) 2 AT MR A B PR TR 3] 18 4%, X4
FoE 2 T 1 PU ik 3A 3] 28 4% (Carvalho et al., 2013) ;
2020 4, 3 [ 95 2 BTN N 10 75 1l 5 80 X B AR A4 iR
FIBTPEILE] 4361 (Rabelo et al.,2020) . FH 7077 ik
XAl A 257 B I S R E R 5 T A P 2 i
BRI, B e FL AR ORI R T, I ke
H K S #% #4 1i# ( glutathione S-transferase, GST) | 4 i
{6, % P450 % fL i (cytochrome P450, P450) 2 B2 fik
fif (carboxylesterase , CE ) %5, [A] i fk 24 25 /E FH () #EE
BT i R AR GRAR  BEAIR T HEFRAST s XA 2] Ry s

TN 2 T 28 AR 24 1Y B bR o7 v T 1] 455 4 o T
(voltage gated sodium channel, VGSC) F1 4 L85 4&
24 (R BB FR AL 55 £ Tk I B 755 756 (acetylcholinesterase,
AChE )% (Carvalho et al.,2013), 2001 4F, %} 5 5%
I AT AR IR I B Cry TF 5T LR oKk
AR , KR TR 25 A . 112003 4F
W Z2 BTG R ARED AR S Cry L FHT L BE A
FooK ABIEF] 2006 4FE 5 A B AT b 503 0T H A T
FEEPUE, PIPERTEGEE] 1000 A% DL, T LB A1
hn, feJe HRefs 1k (Storer et al.,2010) .

6 SL4a”
"\

TR PR ST MO RE T E T AR Ak 2
JEHIE 38 = BRI A2 AR 2 BRAR B i 5% 1) B oK
E I Y 20% 1 RO B AR B e A
R 1~2 3k 4, A W18 R AL A 245 )5
16 P % 22 22 U 5 FH 24 23 A1 1 R b, B 10 Mo 32
B2 AR 2 A s PRS0 RN 5 i A 28
P61 R B% (King & Saunders, 1984 ; Pitre, 1985) .
ARSI T A3 b B0 Mk R SR VA AR

R IEAR ] - 32 B I AR R P R RS B
RESECNi TS AT Y T NS S U e 2/ N (1173
) R I 1 B A P il /D e A R A B e

AR 2R T RREE Y A0 T A B
FEAR Rl A HLAR A Rt ; — 2 AR
MIFEA A s — SRl e 2 T RO AL (CF)
H AR S 1, i 4 37 38 5% 2 4k (Harrison et al.,
2019) o “HEhr” Bl ifs SR mg s 2 A1 1 Rl B 0 5
YRR, — 7 A A FE BFAE ) , Q8 B B R R 2R
S AR SRS A AR BE 5 ) — T T A R ik
= BRr A, 3R 7 A 58 FUBURRSE , AT LR
KB ARAEY) b e b 57 08 e 1 50 o AR 85 3 5 A r”
Z 50 IR A AT DAY/ 55 1 53 0 0 T K (Mlide-
gaetal.,2018) ; £ 3 Tk py B e, £k 5 & H
AR AR PN R b 5713 8 Ry B AR AR 30%
53R G IE R H R AR R 21%, 5464
B VE T Ry R R AIK 31% (Hailu et al., 2018) .

WG G AP TG et T B A A (B B 1 i
AR OUT , 2 A P R B RS 0T Bl 53 7 k4 HL A
AR IR 20%~70% , H T & BLRBIE A R EF A= F
TR Ay H sk P AR A R E S 1 R, o 4 R A AR
R S RN FH (19 A7 A= 4 Bk ) 10 FH (Shylesha et
al.,2018) . N-(17-FRIL Gy R I ) -L-A 22 Mo i A2 1
W H 4 5 43 W) volicitin, How £ E K M
I RS S BRI AE B TR 5 |
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by B i &hy 1Y) AR 0 B Y I Cotesia margini-
ventris, A] L i 258 15 VR 5 HURI R Bz (8] 1 OG
R EY %32 R E (Alborn et al., 1997) o 4 i
B e A 2 R b ST P M R 19 A,
VR N, RO 9 SRR A R A 10%~15%
F14) b, 5 A gk ) s D A A ) 5 A2 BOE (Kenis
etal.,2019) . i T 4 B % R b 53 10 kAT Bom 1
FHA e I TR 19 A, Horb 4 Bl 02, B LR e
Beauveria bassiana . 2% % % Metarhizium lepidiotae
S RHF R Nomuraea rileyi \ MUPEFE Erynia sp. ; B H
99 B ATV IR g e 5 1 M 45 1 A L L 3
BURFPARIG TR, WAz 2 A (A 1 2 s HL IV TV
JIHRE, R S R AT B R A 5 A
Y JC# (Haase et al., 2015) ; [ 15 B M B 1 27~
X T b 51 M9 1 B N 2 1% &l A I Y B I RICR:
(Akutse et al.,2019)

FE AR 2501 - EVBR 22 % B b 27 10 M A 25011, 4R
A SN S 0 B W] LI AT 8587 3 b BY
1, bR R ER S IC T B A R Sk, (H =X
BT AR A IRV, 5 M sippey e AT | < R R 2P0 e T
R HR EBCH 0 e 5 1A e 4y Kb AR R AT BH S )4 A%
S (Reed & Majumdar, 1998 ; Duarte et al.,2020)

R FM SRR B R EA (2)-9-1
Btk LR (Z-9-14:0Aca) , 75 H 8] 5 W R mT L)
T 0 E M T A O SE C , A0 ] H R K
(Klun et al., 1996) .

LA B LR PR SR A A A, T LA i
TR 4 b e P AR S5 i L 465 i RO H it AR 4
FFFH RS 15 8 B s it R sl g R 0 e i i [
YEM , 18l 2% R )it P et Rt AT, A SIE B R
MR ZE AR L

B b TR AE St PR R L, SR
FEEAACGR AR BT A J70R A=sE
i P BOER G T T, A FRINAE L IREE S R A
XA 2 R HUPE Sy T, AN SR AR B A AT T b
TR MRAT CHUE SR VB AR BT T

TR, AT LA B A B A DG SR
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