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Research advances in evaluation methods of predator’s control of insect pests

Duan Xueying Wang Yidan Zhang Naizhao Gao Feng' Zhao Zihua
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Abstract: Biological control plays an increasingly prominent role in pest control. The predation of pred-
atory natural enemies on insect preys is an important part of biological control, and the evaluation of
predation effect is indispensable for successful biological control of pests. How to evaluate the control
effect of predatory natural enemies qualitatively or quantitatively is an important topic in biological con-
trol research. Most traditional methods are confined to indoor hunting, which is different from the hunt-
ing of predators in the field. With the rise of insect molecular biology, more technical methods can be
applied to the quantitative evaluation of insects. This review comprehensively summarized the common-
ly used quantitative evaluation methods for predatory insects in agricultural production, elaborated the
principles and methods of evaluation and application examples, and further put forward to foster
strengths and circumvent weaknesses according to the test objects of biological behavior, the influenc-
ing factors of test conditions and test purpose, and combine the advantages of different methods to make
the quantitative evaluation result closer to the actual situations in the field. These methods will help to
better exert the control effect of natural enemies, effectively carry out ecological control of pests, and
further promote the innovation and application of related biological control methods.
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Bl N TN, R e B H 25N 8, R
THRERE RS, AR 2 AR I B
o KBTI T A BRI S R A IR
MRG0 K T PRI — RS, AR
HEBRGT, T IR ESRG ML 4, FI A
SRIC A SR AEY S Z R R Gl A
YA 7 R A B TR T B R B A2 B DG T
(BR2eBaE,2013) . HARKELE AR AT R G
HEEML G, eI iA T A AR (X
WE RN FH 5 ,2014) o Pl gk Kl THA S
Z B0 R T E R, X UG R AR HIE AR
HIMERES ARG A ARERMER , — Bk
HBZ BIRLFZA TR T AL, 2 A Y B 6 A E B 4L AR
T4y, kA AR ZS R G0 0 A W4 5 DA T e sl A
ATk TR K )4

TRPRIR] R SO A SO R A S PR i 5
filt, T P AA 4 £ P R BEOG) 3 AR A i T B R
BTN BRI AE i m AR (B 15 55, 2020) .
WAl Bl AP B PR KL A R 7, — ELLIORAR
e R BT VA BT P DG I T S S S (SR AL AR,
2009) . X KEHEAVEH BIPEN 7 ki o8 & Jrduk
MAEGE )3T HE MR R R R SN
TiIfie S A A AN L e AR S RE A VAN O ik, BRI A4
Tk R R 4G R ORI T i, BB T R Ay
TV FHAR KRN — RV Ik, X ey E
WO e — e 0 N A R, AR S — 2
JRIBRPE (IR 255, 2014) o ARSCATRLRSS T 40k A
FERREIE ST R R R R B o N
B2, VR AR T X BP0y s 0 S B i Sy FH 5
B, 47 B PR A a4 A AR RS FE R A R0T
J A SR 2 S A W B IR O 1 B A
SR

1 RBUREIFNIERTIE

1.1 BHREGRE
11,1 kAR e)REE 5%

PEM A I R F B ) AR e i Ty 2
AR HAEMR, ARl E R R RS T
i ST FET AR (IR S8 BRI i3, LA
5 53 A2 R B R A 3 o sk A b g | A AR AR B A
o B A R B0 F R AR S S 0 R K
KB R, 2561000 I /5 0 58 il o %0
LB IR AR A EEE Al I B, 10 s8R
RGNS, AT LA B S B ST X R AR A T

S R A8 Ak, I BLAE e A ke OGS E T Y
SE L RR AR B AL AN i . AR AT
WA &, B A 2 T LA A 0 SR g [ i A ) 3t
TR SRR, L st R i P RS 2 %0, A
M T PE P R S 2 3 e

A AR A 2 0 Gt o 1 SE AR I S X S Rk
> PR A A TAERY SERR IS IS e . AT
A B G HE) I A A BB T8 S RS T I A DGR
SRR LA S A AR A R OB
FIRETEIZ AR N ARG TH 238 | P B G R 3R 5] FR 4
R AREFPIRES AL, IR AR T AR A R 4 2 A, T
DI i e sl A () S 2 DR - RO R -,
AR RERS AR B P R BT AE T A5l T LA —
AR AT TR I B B AR RS ST
Ve TE AR | P B R R ] PR KRR R S 0T
ARG B P A H (8] B B I I, AT A —
A PE U H 1 PR RO I TRDAE W T A A AR
(Chi & Liu, 1985) . 44K, % TR T Z4E[R]— s
FUF BN G AR A %, AT LA A JHA - 24 4
fir g% , BRIV 25 4703 [l A A i 2 rh 4 R B s 20471
By, SR T4 NI A AR AR a2 B i A
¥yo A R0 gm0 T3 RS A AT
A K5 A 25 e R % 5 RS e A A FH AR T
MEAEENSEE L,
112 kA E ey 5

AR A 7 S i S Bz 20 (1 B A= i3
PR B e 35 . JElfE © 45 (19845 1992) i i Xt
B RE ST, B R 1 T DR A i ny A
R, £ T AN R, Chi & Liu(1985)
TUCR AR DL B W 2 8] 119 25 S5 TR 2
TAES - WM A R L T M
&, AT SRS o b o} B2 R AR 2l S R A7 2 T ik o
BUJG A AR 25T AE S0 28 4510 1 38 4o 4 il i e 47
W4 A A Bl B P R 45 R ) B AT T EAY, 40
IR /NAESE Orius sauteri XF VU AL 8] & Frankliniella
occidentalis ( T8k %, 2014) . 7 0 51 @ Harmonia
axyridis ¥ 5.5F Aphis craccivora(BEIE4% ,2015) | J5
BE/NBINH Scymnus (Pullus) posticalis X1 JE7THh
WF Pseudoregma bambusicola( 357255 ,2016 ) Y25 3%
BE IV o AR B4 (2019) LAY EE MAE A 5, il
FHAES — 1 0 W P A A R EE B IRAN T h Al s e
Chrysoperla sinica {4 KB HFHIHERE S, &
AR AR RGN BB D RRIE R B G
£ BF Sitobion avenae W) fx fEFT 1] . Dargazani &



240 S S REN PN i VR K WIRES I 277

Sahragard (2020 )iz FIAF % - W P4 A= i R PAN T
PEEITH 5B 57 €0 550 6 A 55 Aphis gossypii W15
FUERE AN S ORI 4 T RE Ty, HLME
(R4 AR T e TR, AT O S R R Ay e ) 2
i, — 7 THI RE B TH A 10 o R U RR A5t A2 B (R A
73— 7 T B A% B A 5 | e B A R A0 AR Bl 1 TR
A EVERBU R, PRI R A A R
SEREAS AR BV T 0 2 P R R 45 3 g

1.2 HEIhRER A

1.21 #HEHRREGREL 7k

H AR KB B D ae s AR ] B TP Al 4 B
K LB A A ) % R A AR 52 F BE JT o Holling
(1959) R HEAE 2% BE Rl B M R BN A W o 2 3 e
F153 0 A FP I e AR Y, Bl Holling 17 Holling 11
4  Holling 111 %! #1 Holling IV #! . Holling I %! J&$8
B M R S A RE ) B A R R T o, 2
PR S OGRS B — FUE i e —
i, P DR TR P A A 2 45 L3 o (585
24.,2014) . Holling 11 U F8 45 4% FE B o 4,
TP R B A ARG AR TR, 0 i 2 4 0 %
— BT A PR RV ARG, il 2 R R I
HR MR SR R A 2 R 20
Z (T4R%:,2016) ., Holling II1 248 Y5 4y % A
TR AR E SRR YD T G4 5
B, B REA A — 22 ) R AR
G )52 L =X PN GERESUE SIS
AR B BB A% B i — 2D HE A0 i P RS
FEREAR, f B R RN, H B n i B 5 1
H B S S AU 28 (£ EN4E,2016) . Holling TV
TR A 5% i 3R [) Holling 11 AY  {H 7S5 %%
FERE RIS, A SR AR, N S 20 &
PR R Wb R A, i D, AR A S 4t
W EA,1993).

Holling [R 4% J7 F£ & Holling (1959) #4558 9 A
AL e M4 0y F T4 34 Holling 11 A1)
B S AR () i SRS i K H 2 AT TE ) 2 g
AR Rz — B & 8% 5 X8 N=a'T/[1+
(a'NT)], = N B B s, a1
i BB BRI TR ), TR AL BRI R], N NS P 2%
B, T, WA E 1 S I A fa) . AR 6 2K
FEIE E B AR T 38 R TS R R AT L
AL FE , PR AR % BEAE ) 0 WL & rh kA Tl 5
SRS A B P R A 0 A 5 B 9T FH e ), FAR
F 150 28 R T A At R ) 1 5 R A

(B, AT X 2 41 1 1 R 0 458 A 217 1Ak o
Royama(1971)F1Rogers(1972)7E [R5 FEA LA |,
HE T RIS, B N=N{1-exp[-a'(1-N,T,)1},
FH T IZ A TR A e R R e T
A )R 2 TR 2 T RE MR A 4 R 2 B0 £
. A A NN, Holling T11 AL A5 1%
TEENHE— B 230 3l B R B &, T
Z I, W] LR IEAS W) R (1) %8 2 P (Beddington,
1975) . AUtk , Hassell (1978 ) 75 5] 4% 7 B 0 He i 1,
Fi HE A P RO D RE S W AR A Ry N=N{1-exp[-
(bN,P/1+cN,) (T-N,T,/P )1} , 2\, b il e Fy &5, N, Ky
Y TR B N B AE W% 5, P, ¢ s ) B PN 1) 4 B 2
ie MR TR BRI AR Y b A AT
PERFB 4 FAE R, R AN [5239O
AN FE R A TR IRl 4 G (R 20145, 2015548
4, 2020) , 85 2 Fh R E (A [R] R0 2 M
BTN R B BE2H G AR PR (Eh R 55, 2015) o
1.2.2 WHEHRER 8 R

H AT, 71 B D BE KW AR SRS PPN Jl M R oot
T R RE 1 KN BEA Ty i 2z — B %O
B, REL A A PR 2R SRS AT Pason # 2% K
TR B RE 1 P AR AR S ), A [] — 28 1) KL
ANl T A RE A IF] i HUr H
R EROR, BT UL B, KL
M E AR R E R T R E 5 %
WP 214 (2018 ARSI A 26 1F R IESE T AR )
1Y % 5 Picromerus lewisi %} &5 2t Mythimna separata
OB RE T, 20 AT ) 2 A ) 1 S0 ke R ok e o)
Ha 3 840 B AR B )i N #R A4S A Holling 117 [3]
RO, HAR WS 5087 ) H A& sl K S HACR
o SRR B R B R X A
AT IR — B AT R RO, TSR AR Y R/
HHaiEEEEAE S A SRR IA K. 1
EAF(2019)7E s NIREE T, 1l i BIF T 22 53 K R
Hippodamia variegata X ¥ I (1% E8F Chaitopho-
rus populialbae () HAf & & , K2 57 4O H B
(1) AR A B () 85 BE R M AR . 2R T
PR TR B H R —E S |N, T3 AR REL
Al P R 22 R Ao B o A s 3G, 5 ) J] L g
FRYHL, S BOREON A 1 TSR R B
S AR EEZ A TI/EH . e #E s
(2019) 5T T #E7S s UG I8 Eotetranychus sexmacu-
latus % &[5 5 W AAE T SE I o8 /N2 il
Neoseiulus californicus H 2% & J5 W ERE N, &
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PG B BE R 0, B BRI, 1
TN/ NS A BN AR AR AP N S R 3R T A
Mo oM, 75— &M K B 0l 2 Al
SIS %Y S o= Y VAR N I RS BT LB 1N EN PN
() 5E P B RE T (X3, 2006 TR =55, 2011) , Bl
(] Ao AL (RIS [RI A P e P e AT T
WFFE (ZE, 2017 s 7445, 2017 KBB4, 2019) L 3X
Tl 22 £ e 1)1 B 3 I ) [ SR O, i — 20 =F
& I YIRE N kN R T
— R,

1.3 BHESEES

131 RRASHRETFOREL G X

RHA SRR R BRI B Rl s Rt
X RE I 1Y F A ALRCR DL K R AR AN RS R 240
HE WS Z 18] B S B AV AR AR, — I e S
B AB I/ (Wiegert, 1976; I FNKEH 57, 2014)
H 7K 273 Hiratsuka (1920) W % | 5 % Bombyx mori
FhEE e Sh A&, ] T B AR 68 & sh S n bt
7o Mhe, B R AESREAR WIS 5k HE
B AR M RS R R B A () T
RERE 2, HAR A BE AR Y T e S e &
A DR, S RN T AR (1996a) R AGHE H LABE &M 5T
— LA R R M RS AR R B AR Y S
M A R & Re i 2 B T — R, et i ST A
BV RECF eSS, 2 T e £ 1 K Eo
F VR R AR SRR T

et LI Wiie ik A s A, Horp—38 43
DL AR e AR AR 08 SCHE AR AN, — 3 AR
I R b AR IE XU AR A At e T2
RN, HRPERE ISP E 2, Petrusewicz (1967) #2 i
T A T 3R R TE S YA R A A B AR A
AU, AT HULT BRI T R RR ( [=P+RAF+
U, X 1P .R.FH UG HICEREEERE AR i 0T
WFERE ZEMEREAIRGE. W T B R AR 0k 4
TF, I RE S Oy Rl A6  [=PHRAFU, R
PR RE A I Jr vk A e i SR AR
A 2R AR R TR AR 7 R A (RN T A 4K,
1998),

MR BUREER &F R fe i, g
RETE RIEIE A Trli 2 i3 d, AR B Rl
FE R EIEFERE . P, T e e R R
BRI ()45 2 R 2 S VAl 6 3 U B AE o
JET LAk — D85 6 B UM AR a8 25 280 RV
B PERES B T — R A FAEH

(Gao et al.,2007),
132 RRASHEFHEA

Edwards (1953) 8 iz I FCARAR I He 7 X5 74 15 11
IR S SR AT %2 . Wiegert & Petersen(1983) k4%
TSR R R L R T e R R A
HEME R . L AE S22 %K Odum (1988) 7EA= A g
HEE ISR L B B E O I TR AR
RYRen s fGiB 5. IS o A RE
55 B ST AR A D 3R e AP D Bk ] e 4 A
W ERE T AR A R T . TR, SRR 45
(1986) A il T & THi4#% K Helicoverpa armig-
era IEEAAETG LRI . JGIEATT AR (1996b)
UAE L R K 4B Gl 1 A% Rl e £
A I LACAL SR A% UM BRI G o SIS
(2002) 75 R G IR IR |, 7E—20 DIRE & O 3
A PR BRI RE e Bh A B AT
B R FO 3 B HIE R . 7RI kR T,
Gao et al. (2007) 7E L0 % 2 F 5T T AR %
Chrysoperla nipponensis TE /N [F] 1% 1 X 4 Wf (14 428 3
877 I DARLEE VR R R -, 38 4 S A i 5 fa 80
1 Propylea japonica A fig f WS 7 # SR HEKF-
RE %18 &R, #E— DR 1 iz A S RE a2 2
SE B R 45 RE 1 — A %071 (Gao et al.,
2010). LEAh, Gao et al.(2008) ZE A Ak 24 Bl vA Al
Tt 25 7k Al 1O TR AR S R e b 3 - K
PR () RE 12 sh SRR AE , BOULPEA T 4 B P R A
H ARG BER S AL, XA H R B R
FrEE R R A TR LS . IEFIRR RS (2014)
SETHAEE T AR A e i S R R YR R
M AR SRR T R A B R R RE T A AR
TR SRR R
14 BEBMNERIEHZE
141 A RMEZ AR R0 R 5 ik

A7 22 A AH R AT R -, S R B
FRIHL - 3 F 53 AR, %o B AH R A BT A AN
[ A Rl — oo =R RIA R . R PRI R
TORC M PR RS e , Dh—E LU BIAAE T AR A
H XA B TEE (BERER],2013) . B U T EUCESR TR
ANFEREY), 2 BRI B 1A N [l 28 20 i 25
S, PRLH AT DA RGE RS 2R B AR A3 B AN [R]85 3
i sl AR b B SR o3 A S B I 5 e A (B
F54,2014)

T (Al o7 28 77 1A T AR A I 5% X 52 () B R A f
ARV Tl EORE | B 75 20 R B TR R AN
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R YR ] 36 sl I B, LA KOS R E AR B [ e e R
E [N A N2 I fE B sk Rk . H R E
AR A D."C."NMO %, E#HiESHFENMEREE
RHEL N 6CCAERFE FRIUA] = AR 0.5%0~1.0%0 1)
Ak, 6N BEE R 9 b AT 3%0 B 3S M (Ostrom et
al., 1997) , 1fii 6*S JL-F- AN Fiti % 37 4 i 22 /& (Hobson,,
1999) , ZF R (37 22 A5G- fift FH U AT A 80 D i i
2o (R, [ 2R S AT R A o f YA AR
TE A5 A5E 28 F 1 FH D S 35 9 A DG A 285 I 1) o 20
BR o DRIUCAERG E B ) I Sl 5 5 DG R, R 5
PRAE R AL i A s 8] RN 2 8] b i —Z0rE | i i s
M J 22 5 BT HE R R

TEHIE B AR E RN R 5 — e A i R
HATERIC, IR I 3 i 38 ) 5 E R RAE S0 AT ,
TEAN A F -3 - R B RET 9T £ 46, =T
[F) % J3E A B85 ) 3 TR b3 A7 RAE L RSORN 23 AT
iz FHA 0 3% - B 1% 56 FH (gas chromatography-mass
spectrometry , GC-MS ) ot & FH 4313 — 5 i 1 FH (liquid
chromatography-MS, LC-MS ) J5 3% 1] UG ] H K 8%
o PRI 22 A ARG LUAEL , DA T Aff e i 1 1 R
B 0 PP 2R 32 DA U L] iR 3 o
PR H Y.
142 REFUZFARTH &6 2 A

iR A R R e S AR TR Th A 3
[RI37 25 20 WA — 2, I ELif g S e — B i) [a] P 22 L
FrR & BT A B YR 2R A8 LR A FRE, Y R
WG I A A AL GRS B — N AR B v e
2R [)A5; 2R A B S 2 1) PR 1 [R5 R R 72
I, S H 2R 5 25 40 B e L S S Be— B P 5
YR YIRIE LRI Ak Ja MHAE R TG 355
FE o H 1960 4R F0E [ R HE ARG A B A A%
G, LN BN YRS Y BB R S
IR IE 5 AE 5 TH 5T (Odum & Golley,
1963 ; Hubbell et al., 1966) . Fifi % F i VL[R]3 3%
A H B, etk 1R RS 2R AR AN Y BIESE , B
FE R — 3 XN R VR h A A TR 7 28 % o Hh R 22
5, FEON RIS SRR E R R & A [F] (KK
FHOFS5,2014) o 3d [R5 28 0 1R 000 43 B A 4 — e
Yy - KBRS SR PO A R W & i, T
B Bh/Ae i B S LA B o 40 Ouyang et al.
(2012) B FHIFE 2R CARIC T a1 HifE S oK
P R ECN L A B R TR, 25 SR R B B A FOK Hrh
(RO Al o O — e IR . AR AR
e N IVAE R i s S NVAA B AN v SN G NG

TR IR AR " AT ST, S e e R PR R P
RE, RAFIEPE R T H ] [ R F DR defit 1
) T B (Menozzi et al., 2007; Sally &
Christian,2018) . SEEEF] (2013) 5T 1 A% HI A 25 2
G5l B T RS A Y 2 [A) C N FRE [ 3= 1 B
{6, 53 M7 2% B B AR 8 25 ' W Cyrtorhinus lividipennis
FOGE X148 K E Nilaparvata lugens J% 22 & 1H- 1 Ne-
photettix cincticeps A —E M EEH . KMz H
HR Ak, AR A SE TR 2 R AR g BRI 584
EERGETERKR BRSNS K= H ke
FE VAL II R ODEAZ . S I e R
FRHORAT LE i 1A S0 2 I FIRE 7 v B Ak
VB FRRALE , N B PEREC SR OC R,
R ARF G PPN R FY L AN [ I 32 24 T 0
ST L (BB 45,2014)

2 HRURBEZETFNHIERY F&E
WMERE

2.1 K S IR B i Kz

211 BEER S JR R R 6 R 5 Oy ik

i K B 28 W [ 52 7 (enzyme linked immunosor-
bent assay, ELISA) J5 i &l b b i S hif z [m) i
P38 S 7 [ it %) v S AL AR 45 6, AR B8 17 PR A B4
B A I8 B B v R R A R e 1R i
%, B 5. HH Engvall & Perlmann(1971)4#2 . ELISA
T3 1% 0 B3 o A A R S RO B il
i AR AR AR S 6, 75 AR A B B A T B
PR AR ER THUR A B G ihi i s SR E I B B R
FEL A B 1 N S A T R A, 5 [ AE A A
A TE R -k - = E AW, J5 A S
SN JECH) B0 €2 S5 I, 36 4ok 0 A R ohe T
B H KB FR ) (AR, 1998; & 15 5 5,
2008) . AT AL , e AN 5 vk A T S Al 2
I SE A AT R — e R 5 AR &
A SO P e AR S P BT S e A T
HOES S A X EF R EA, Nt EEE 2
HHEIZFER,

TEREAE AR, B ETR A e e A iy
R PUARI O A WA (R85, 2014) : 1 R
U R S HAR  B 1 i A e 5 o IR e 4
PR ChUARRR e D TR AT J5 T 3 20/ BRUE I, 2o Bt
[i) e B/ N BB e - 5 A A1 5 5 %) B e 240
R IR A R CE T A =48 h b s o,
15 B 5LAT T Y 2% 225 20 B, 4 22 52 Je8 A R U 7
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Y S B /N SO s, — BRI E] S BT 345 K R
IR CRE R S EBTA) 5 SR 5 R U & P R,
B M R B A& e L, ] s B Lk — 2 B[] ) 1 [)
bl £ P DR SOV B A X6 B8 5 B 254 T ELISA kil
W AR YR DU S PR AR ES & T B MR E T
Ji 55 LR g, R L A e PE AR B BB R - Pk 2 A
Yy, IS Bl RO RS, R A SO 38 A
O GHER Wl B P R F 45 e
2.1.2 ELISA 7 %69 2 A

H Engvall & Perlmann (1971) # 37 ELISA /7
S AT RAE AR () i 5 T ek e, Hor, 3
TR e A D AE D 4 23 A 0 i VA
FE TR TR (B4R ,2001) . Lenz &
Greenstone (1988 ) LA 3¢ PN #4482 HL Helicoverpa zea 1
598 4 O R AR P, de R A T T R A
TSR B e REDTIR . FRIE 73 52845 (1992) K
iz FH ELISA J7 6 22 H 3 2 R N = vt 17
K , 2% R B & B SN Coccinella septempunctata
5 T & #)%: Pardosa T-insignita J2&: %% 4y d ) 32 22
WEMERE . g ELISA )7 AT DL P4
il £ M DR OO A A 1 4 Sk e O (5Kt 244, 19975
Zhang et al., 1999) , gt — i E B E B
T B X 95 45 , 2002 5 X 15 7 452 , 20055 1 15 5 552
2008) . Rendon et al.(2018){fi FH A REbRic i (A 23T
£ T B AMIR O AR A2 gl A B RE T, RN E
A S BREE ] G ARIC AR IR 728 N , TR D]
HAHIREE IRMK . {H Symondson(2002) 1Ak B
i PEBUAR G2 A2 v 25 IR B B 42, Hagller et
al. (2013 ) 5% JH HLGLARFA RN IR A5 B 5E S 0 (poly-
merase chain reaction, PCR) £ AR X #H 4 bel v 4 £ 1
R A 155 7 S K Homalodisca vitripennis 1Y
RESTHEA TN AE , 45 SR R W3 2 Fhor 2 iy BH M 35 —
JEZEST o
2.2 DNA %5
2.2.1 DNAFB#he RILL 7k

Bl & 531 2 i PR e, TR AR ) K
Tautz et al.(2002;2003) 4 i 4 DNA /751 il T-4:4)
SIRWESE, BEJE K23 Hebert et al.(2003a,b) 42
T DNA ZRIE M RIMEE , I B ALk /A DNA 41
fitd (0, 2% S AL 1 13V % (cytochrome oxidase subunit I,
COD) JF AR BEATHIFN /32 . DNA KIS A BTl 2
—BDNA T, J& T A SRIE Ak Tkt et
BAAY = ] A8 P9 (R 45 ,2013) o 751
G3 0T BRI AR B A BE R 2 [ 4 2

ST T, E SRR TR Tk
TR B0 53 M 7 3 AN TREAE B9 20 B 0775 (Zou et
al., 2011 ; 15154, 2012; Yu et al.,2015) . F: T A
NP IR s Y5 i s ML 7 OS2IV /3
F) B HIAL (Rosenberg, 2007) ; & T 55 (1) 43 A J7 1%
NPT YR NS5 Y ] DNA P8 28 SRR
I H38 w15 8 s AR DL 1 (E (3% 1Y Il 18 5k
“TLOxHLIN " (6 ) , an AR TIZ I E , AR MR AS D)
6 22 R RE A i P Fh 5lHT 0 B (Hebert et al., 2003a) ;
T T 5 TR A8 3B 7 3k W A A A Ao A= A
RSB S LT B Ry — R R R Ge itk b
R SAIEAS Tk o 207 ik Xt H bR DNA B
FE IR AZ R TP A A R R A . T SR e sy
(adenine, A) | i# Bif & ¢ (thymine, T) | fifd % IE (cyto-
sine, C) Fl1 1% IZ W (guanine,, G ) fE— )P b L &
TEAAETE AT VR 28 i R s Wy ik . i
53 AT 3 2k 1 224 35 DR 4 v 4 KT RS T B
(Rach et al.,2008) , 7E4 5@ Fl T (1922 FoKE0E, BT
FEDRIE B8/ A FH 3 T RRAE 9 0 A v T Dl AT A
(DeSalle et al.,2005;Rach et al.,2008) .
2.2.2 DNA &7 ¢5 5 B

DNA FIEM7E R 2z =20 H TR e |
RIBAF S EHFAFET RA R T RLRE
T GRF245,2014) o [HEEE T EY BRI &
Ji& , DNA IS 7 B AR B9 b 4 ok
PR AT AT KB SR Z R G R
AT LLIE o A S e B AP A R AR G R . [RIA, 3%
JPEXT W EE R s At oA A, AT LR TR A
Yy -3 - KL R Y 2 C &R o 1 Wantuch et al.
(2019) F FHIE 2452 F1 DNA Z5TE A5 H S FA B Kz 1k o
Pineus strobi [T EPEREL , H- AL Bi] ELF7 3230 /g
ARG G| AR B REOT AMZPERMR J Bkt
T 5 4545 (2020) F) F DNA 2T AS I H o
HEFLWE Dryinus sinicus W BEARIEWE Lycorma delicatu-
la A 850 )7 A R 5 e AHLS 25 (2020) 76 PR AL A
I XS 2 T K HH SR 4R 1) R Hb 53 % 1 Spodoptera
frugiperda 2J] MU K B —FP 27 A 0 Gl TR S 2R S E
H1 DNA FIE B AR & Hoh H 4836 2F B Exorista
Jjaponica, JFITE Y H ASIE ZFE HH B R85 o 5
TR AN U F AR 2 AR R 11.90% , i — 0 F 5 T
LN Y PN A
2.3 PCREAR
23.1 PCR#EAR#§RHEL ik

PCR J& — &5} DNA #7344 K |, 3538 PCR J5
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538 2 SR BUR W i DNA R , LUK B DNA
YEAXTRE, DLEL HU DNA G FHASS [P cOT5 | A 7
PCR A" , i 356 tH A5 W0 e A ) BE 8 B, ok il
J& WA AE Y R T . DL A) R N Ab R
2R ECAH R R 2L, ISR BHMEXT B LU —
FE A TA] A8 R R B B, %o HL Rl P9 254 DNA it
TTHRH, 32 AR S S )T PCR Y™, 4 14 =
A 35 B M E UK R I R BIE AT, WA R bR L
B A, 2 S BRSSO e B, Rz
R BIPE (B5 45, 2020) .

ST P i PCR 2 —FP T o L4k fig i
AL L, 7E DNA B34 O o im Az 3L A, F
PENCAR 5 B R SLIF W 44~ PCR G IR I 7= 4 b it
MR AR o A SEPE PR BRGNSk i 5
SEAIANKIRR 82, M2t B 5 34 = i B0 =2 1E
FUoe 2R i PN 2 T LA R i P ()R 2 DNA T
GRS MR, R B DA B AR (SR AR RNk A
72 ,2016) . SERFHEEE i PCR J7 38 J2: S HR H
A5 DNA HFRUERE &, (1 RN O EE T X A5
DNA ¥ B AT AE , I L 10 4 15 5500 B L i vk i
BB, iz A5 ) DNA BB TR 4519 5 Tag-
Man FREF , 73 BIPHE T A0 B A v it R A T 2O 1
PCRAGI A5 211 C (5 5 W R EFE 1LY DNA $5
DUE il AR e 2 KOG R0, sk ZF 45 (2014)
iz A8 ) DNA B 3 T4 52 1 51 ) 5 TagMan 45
WIS KB P 254 DNA BEF T O A ¢
JE5E  PCR YA TR, K5 A5 21 C A AR A bR 26
SR PN E = w/sE /R ERrid
2.3.2 PCRILAG 5

FER B R BRI M G R gE b, =220 H
DL PCR # AR hy Fe il Y DNA FRic £ A, A H %
R S AR T30 B 7 4 (e $E . Agusti et al.
(2000) F1| FHBEHLY $#4 Z2 251 DNA Fric (random am-
plified polymorphic DNA, RAPD) 4% A 3k 15 4 ¥ 4
H i DNA F B, JR 28I G318 i RE S 18 5 [ 9, X4
& B R AE Y DNA #:4T 7 %58 . TN i 45
(2010) F|HHHAS HL COIFE P AN T T Hes HUpE S
P59, 8 3 X 455 ¥ Apolygus lucorum g B N 75
) DNA #6417 PCR Y34, i T 4 B U6 S HUEA
et (B SRS HUR B AR, i — 20
THEBERVASRGE T A 50068, =R
(2011) 3% JH TB-F/TB-R 94585 #¢ S ¥E5 4, #
G5 S P 4 IX 3k (sequence-characterized ampli-
fied region, SCAR)PCREZA LU T A FH A 2 KL

[ 1B N 454 DNA 3738 R B, i T 0k B\ Bemisia
tabaci B R EEF S . T FH 4 (2013) AR F5 AH 4 A &L
Diaphorina citri 1] COIFE N T 51511 T PCR R 574
19, IR 8 R 20 Ml B 1 K FUW 1 N ) o
it PCREZAR I 38 Al AR Bl COTHEA |, 1 e
XAHAE AR B A EER .

P 1t PCR I J2: 7 ik fo {2 4t PCR 5 [ )
St b AR YE IR K - GEA 1 O AR v, X A fif
W Bl i R R B PEOUME 5 3 T IR | I e
AT CAE AR A 06 B 3 SRS &
TR BT H A I PR 46 TR B B % (Higuchi et al.,
1993; Livak et al., 1995; J L 4% , 2010) o o #f £k
(2010) i A TaqMan 5E i} ¢ 5 5 PCR AR, %31
0P AR B AR R B R SR ) SR B E TP
A B P A R A (] B R 0 2] 2R I/ N AR 3 %o P A
i) I (1) Ik (19 B8 ) Bk, HLUOh - ALRUR e sl
W R 8 B /NEYS Orius niger B4 )7 /NE R
Orius similis 5 [8)/NBBYE Evigonidium graminicolum
FIVAR A, T 5 (L H KT P A8 4 B D e 1K
24 FHEENFEAR
241 ZAEEN 500 RIEE T A

20 42 70 4EAR LISK , DNA U3 B 22 1l 40 1
AP EE AR T T R R H R FB 2 —. DNA
W $ AR A8 X E DNA F B B8 3% 3 91 i 4743
Mr, st 215 24 & DNA A9 A T .G F1 C B9 HES I
J¥ . DNA 55D I 7 H AR AT LAy i 3 4B B,
R A A . — A AT LA A ik
P AR FTORUNE SRR 13k o AR R P AR
SEATIF R BT A i 7 S, R[] o8
JCI AR M A5 R S B R R, S —
FRIFAR L, PR Ga T 7™ T 9B oK, Ok
I FR R e 38 P B R, 2225308 Roche 454 £E 7%
A2 I J¥ . Ilumina Solexa 15 i I J¥* #1 ABI SOLID 4
B F 3 # (Morozova & Marra, 2008 ; Miller et
al.,2010) o ST P EARA L, 55 = AP 4
P SoNGIEETEY v R el 1 RS SUN S5 WS L Y
PCRY#, If HHE [ 0] LASLIX) 54— 45 DNA 73 F
W JC PRAS BE AL R Y41, F2 28 0T LA 4y Ry B o3 51
0 RUIU Y5 252 NI 5 e R 15 - NS £ o e M
WP B AR H (3K 8 DNA R4 BHi 5 A
[FZE AR ANTP 38 o3 A7 132 S BEALHE A X
3Ot 5 DNA REBEE G, TR R A B[R]
A TS 9 457 BA RE ], AT AT RAGE T2 005 5 77
TERF ] AR, o DX 43 DE BC A2 5 0 s i 2 . ad ik
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EaE 8%

Gt o OLAE 5 HI ] OC &R B A] LU & DNA AR
J %1 (Eid et al.,2009) . 314K FLI P BRI
B TR RI IR A AR /N 22 5%, Y L DNA 43
F 2R WORALET , 5L N IR IRS 0 T R A e e
D7, 35 rE BH AR Ak 38 e A I 44 KL L G A AR AL
3 HFL PN DNA 437 B 08 L HEF % B ( Branton et al.
2008) .
242 ZHad =0 A4 R

P T 1 3 0 e B T R A B VAN
AR , RS A AN R I 25 250 7 F AR E
BRGHWIE BRI E BN S5 S
TR (EHH4%,2017), HET, mEEnFe
Iz AT eSS YA e S - Y E
Wik LA LA B M Y BFSE (Toju, 2015) , FE— 2
PAEARSE AL A W R RRI R 2 A R A2
ST R AR, Pinol et al. (2014) 5% v i - ¢
S5 % g [ e A A L Oedothorax fuscus W54
HATHESE 158 T 6 1 Z A 308 , BHEEH |
3 B OO0 H ety e R A Ak ) 81 Tk
TR B RE, E55 A7 (2018) ) H &
DT R SR ARG & SRS 1 s 5 #h
RBAKFEERA b R B KA R
WA R S B 1 TS W E Sogatella furcifera 1
Hy RE, BLAh, I 8 A A A R
FHEPEM J7 1 (Tang et al., 201445505 ,2018) .

3 RE

EYER BT AR TGz 6 3 U R
FHAREEEAPEEE- . Wl IERR AN B 1 R
¥ FEe ST, — B BB AR b i E S S A
o ARSCHIL BZE TR R B R OE S H AL
SRV Ty i, 3K 2y e S b fil T B v A A B
B AW OEE T ELA 7 TR AN T
HAEIR B MK, 2R v 2 /K SF 7 1 H s A
A i FRAR A 73, B2 RPN S PR kB T AR
7K

W Z g B U ar sk, AT L
RGN 1 57 B AR R A 3 0 v ) Al
b, AT I RS S R R, DI 433 5
FREE SIS 1Y 8 22 K SOCHE N 7 (P fE K45, 1984
AR R AE €, 1992) (HiZ AR A EE Sy A8 il 5
PIRES S5 , 5 A PR AR — o 25 575 b
3230 X G2 B A 1 2T PR TR ), Ak e 3 LAY
AFF 5 DRH AR 3 PR AR BB AR A A w22

TCTE IR 5 e P e sh 25 ) S R 7 5 S A
F (R i AiAg s, 2015) o DI RE SN AR AT
XF—FPl & 5P Z A T RS,
2 NIFSE AN RE 52 A0 I [ 3R R 9 38 A R 45 <
15 95 KRB PE S GT A N R A, N RE R
) B RS RE R AR TE TR HIET
KI5 25K TP i 55— R P e 3
BHE, LIBEE A AL AN RS R Rk,
(DR E  (EE VS O N GOE NN - N (EN P9
BTSSR, HAz 3w A B s m (RVEEl &8 X o
N Ser i IR (SRSl S 110§ W N & b
Yy 4RI A, B el A A T Rt s A 22 o
R A 28 7 9 vl AR IS (R0 28 A Re L A8 B B
Bl 58 SRR, I xR R e it A7 e &
M. (AfERAES R G, O i 2 = A [
R, JCHAEZFh (3 R0 K L) VR4 I 5ol A:
BRET, T EEREE R HEZEY ErFE
B AN [ e B ke RS — W 2R [l
17 RIRARIC AN 5 [RIE A2 Rl 20
Wi , e SR 2 B2 R
A>T AR  ELISA 5 B REUE R |
R SEPETE S T AR Al BBt i A R A2
s SO0 A TR BV E R S T — A
Xof R H AN SR 4 X R ) iR (R4, 2014) .
A S A £ % R] S5 G 0  a] Y (] B TS 1245
I, I HAR A2 RS 520 5 1H A1 FE ] A4 2 R AN
) A7 Y B A 0 — 2 (R e e | DR I e A S A L 2
B ARG H A5 R ST 7 T 45k R
17 H ELISA J7 7 Hhifil 28 B vt B BT AAR TG ZEA I i [a]
FeAR B R 2R A, M R (iR vy 2255, 1996 ;
Zhang et al., 1999; X fi % ,2001) ., DNA ZIEAS )
e AE T AR e A ] o A T b 20, T
FLMERR M, — kT DA R FEA , HA R
DNA 586t 4 7 20 2 2 T 42 45 14 (Toffoli et
al.,2008) : —J&F N3 15 25 53 i /N TRl 25 5%
H AR SIS A B s — RAFE X AR R G K
A PRI EO R R (A4 ,2011) . 2 DNA %%
TEA 43 BT AR b B 2k I, 48 2 Hh BB 25 b PR
SRR, 1 RPN 22 5 B R TR Rl 22 5, i AR
e /i A5 B B & 32 X (Boyer et al., 2007
Shearer & Coffroth,2008) , ST AS[EIFRIE 2, M5
WA IREES ., Rl X T DNA SIS 70 2 6 % 15
{EARMERS 2 — 48 — 45 I (Dasmahapatra & Mal-
let, 2006) , 3% 23 {15 AT %50 B w4 e 115 2
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B, PCR J7 vk s il B A, R g Pkt &3,
P4 RN A A AR R 5 E PR h s
Hl 5 7E T S REAS I 100 (%) A S e, o T ASE R VA
IR LA b (A [R] 4 & B Be i) 22 S ok e, 2
W TR, B s R K. %t E
PCR [ hif H 2R g 1Y) SEEHR A 2, 9O
4 R AT BV b ok B It T Y, R
B H 3 R AT, 3B B T A ) 45 (
A, 2009; 7% K, 20145 47485 ,2017) , Hest i A2 T
SYBR Green %¢ Yt Y4 B RE 5 T A 1) DNA XUsE A 45
A, % DNA B BEEA WP, T LLRE S-S 4 Tag-
Man ¥R 4£F 543 FFric , (H & T TagMan ¥4 o 431
FRic B FA 7 TR s 1Y STt T8 2,
TR I R 3k 5 6 A W' R A8 ST Y 5 (R e
2010; d AF4K,2010) . & T DNA T J5 1, — 4Rl
B PR A T P =, AT DA e LR AR
R T H A 4T PCRY 1S5, A Re ik
FF, H HBEZET T2 600~800 bp 3 K F- B Ayl
J¥ i LB RGP R bRl , ok A shifkiz
15, BCRME, Jorki L IR R & Rk . AR AY
P 7E Tl i R A T A ShkiE AT SRR
DA AR AR 45 (e 3 2 B A 1 0 e e 4] K B A G
A B, 7E 100~400 bp Z [1] , IR T Z AT PCR Y4
(van Dijk et al.,2014; Toju,2015) . = AL FSZEL T
AT, AR R E kG T PCR &4 51 8 i 48
B, M P A B, T LIS PR AR, 1548 Y
FERITFEERT ], HIZ AR 4040 DNA R4 B 7
PR, AR TRl T B0 P R 3 vy, e
SN DL 38 T A A1 I AR (Branton et
al.,2008)

SRS F 5 NG W S N[ 0 e W = Y e 2
R D eI BB 5 | e 2 AT T 248
AT T AW 2238 7ER e TE o A E R K
W, AR X G A ) 20 A A AR 1 5
R B A AR R R ke Al ok 2454 A
Mo I I B A 0 R VT 4 SR R R A
FE B 2 A B SEPR I 0 o X7 vk ) A B o
UMb R ¥ A SR KB AR A RO R A S
PAE , HE— 2D e 3 AR W B U6 AH OC T VR BT 5
o AEASREE 2R DL RE B P SRl T ok
(VTN R 2 58 11 BRIS (A A PEAN 5 %, PCR B R
RSB DO AT S & H A AR X 2 H T
Al , 7 H ] B HURP R S S A A Lt T K3 2 Fh oy
PGS AR AT LURS E E B PN S R EO A

FEERE S (5K T5%1],2019) . PCR A 5 fu g Bedi ik
FHES G HPEI IR R BESRAN T PCR B AR Jo ik 4 5 ]
VIR IR & B B B2 S i s [RIR S v il T ELI-
SA J5 IR AE P ELA T A A 18] K R 45 R R R
TATFRARIE , PR 2 R LURR AR B, 38 T LSS & H TR R
BIAVAAD MR A TN ARSI il B
KB4 ERE I (JREES,2014) . g R
EX Nty ey I DL, R I A .7/ N
e LAYt Mo FEhsid, 7 — el LS
B AR AR i 2 P A A R AT A G SR
ZAEYIA SO S R G R - - K E B
I K 7 5 W) I 2 R B 1L BT 1 T 1) (Woollf et al.,
2009)
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