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Research progress and prospect of minute pirate bug Orius sauteri

Zhu Zhengyang” Di Ning"” Zhang Fan' Xu Zhigang’ Wang Su'

(1. Institute of Plant Protection, Beijing Academy of Agriculture and Forestry Sciences, Beijing 100097, China;
2. College of Agriculture, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095, Jiangsu Province, China)

Abstract: The minute pirate bug Orius sauteri is a predatory natural enemy with a high application val-
ue. For its wide distribution and strong predatory ability, it plays an increasingly important role in the bi-
ological control of agricultural and forest pests. In this review, the research advances in O. sauferi in
China and abroad in recent decades were comprehensively discussed. The morphological characteris-
tics, life history, environmental adaptability, predatory ability, artificial rearing and application of O.
sauteri were summarized. In order to provide a reference and theoretical basis for the mass rearing, re-
lease and application of O. sauteri, the prospects for application and further research of O. sauteri were
predicted.

Key words: natural enemy; Orius sauteri; biological control; environmental suitability; mass rearing;

DOI: 10.13802/j.cnki.zwbhxb.2022.2021015

release application

IRV/INESE Orius sauteri, S J& T3 B LG}
INAESE & Orius , AT 43 A i Bl Gl N A il
NN AL e e S K ER = UE IR PN
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i 0 = S s AN TV ey R i | AN D
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(Wang et al., 2003 ; 47 3E ,2008) . % KEHH EE
FEL, BRGHURI O T ) 5 Ry L
- A g H RS H Y B9 R AIGS &)y B 4% (Zhao et al.,
2017; Wang et al.,2019; Lin et al.,2020) . HHi, %
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2014;Oginoet al.,2016;Ge et al.,2020), {HJ&HAT,1%
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N TR B ARG i o8 R, FH e A T 2
IR A MBS A — 2D R R, RIS

BT H « AL atARMRN B AR ARG (QNJJ201917) , K [ AARL R G AR 42 (31901945 ) , T BCAR ANl A 348 [ S AR Al
TR Z (CARS-30-3-04) , I AT AR5 H (2201100008020014)
* A {E1E4 (Authors for correspondence ), E-mail: dining@ipepbaafs.cn, wangsu@ipepbaafs.cn

Wik H ). 2021-01-07



1552 iR/ AN S 4943

1 A4S

AR NEIE AR IN R Z DY A 65, Ik
K 2N 1.9~2.6 mm, 7E/NEWE & TP ARRI TR & S
W, kTR A IS T, 5 Y I, iR, 7y
PAHR A1 —RE50 B fl A2l 47 A AN — 2, H M
TSR T 1l R S Ff 2 L O B A R, SHE A S
2 B O I A A 1 2 S R G, 5 3 4T
BB, B3, — MK R AT R . AT
M SBAg o, HL20 0, S50 BIRIX B, St s DU A 6 L
SEA T A AT R AR o R 2% L, ARtk
BI43BTR3NS
L2085 TR R iR €, 407 R 40 AR sl SR iy
R, B B3 &Nk, B asB e, BIREW
o, BT M3 %, Je e 67 AH AT, A R
SRR NI /NG o T BRI — AT o R AR
I B R R A bt 1, 7 D B I 5 Al U
A it S AN KRR, BH JE 0 2 IBE 784, ) ZE5E ( D SC
RS IRAR ,2001) o 7R /NESE AR SE 2SR
B PPEA B, ARG S 2 DT B A R 3 A B
HE2BAE R PR, SR BU N 5 B AT
M, 4TI AT S s e R —2F ] DL 2 UAE I,
PLEE 1 R S e s E) d5c 1, HLAR A T ok 22 70 55 5 A
FiATe —MASHL2 dJa nl =0, A SE B I Ao i
BA=INRE J7 (5K 4iExk , 1980) . /NEWE)E B By #5
HCEIHZE H B ARG B AR T 2R ER , )
IR S IR v 0, LA B, B A B AR (0 2 T A8 R iR
WO, A REZ RS, WA DO 48 (R T,
1994) o FEA47 HU& B AR S AR IEASTE 1, 0
HPE g IR sk, B 28] UG e i (% 5 S
1980) . 1 T/NMESE)E B UL FEIEART , T LA H |]
FTR A R FRIME o 22 BSOS R 8 R i A8 A 1Y
DT 43 28 5 (F SO, 19995 5K 5246, 2015) L 3T
AL A I DNA SIS E AR HEA T 50 S5 0 1 4
(BAEEEAE,2017)

TR/ NG 5 FL A /NG 8 B U] R B
7 TR IR AR BRZH SRR Y L AR T
PO AR U0 5, T R , rP ] 1916 T3 ok 3L
W A AL | 7F B I RT3 P 56 10 2% i 2 RN R
WTEAR L= HEFN AL . B2 Ko e , R ™
RIS, WS 78 B A, 1K 0.5~0.6 mm, % G Ak 24
0.2 mm /- 47, B0 35 EAR 2 0.1 mm , 4] P2 i S L €2
T L S A R € I T IR fb e mT AR 3] —
T HR A (7 5, 19805 5K ZEBR , 1980) . /NE %

e B H A B 2 M (AR N T 55 v B o
AR 2 G E 2, SR AL R A9 . — (X1
RF55%,2022)
2 &iFEE

T 25 6 /N T B A T s IS AR
T20 HZE R F) 21 404, X LERFTE RGEL4E T/ ME
W AL I T RN SR o /INAEA i R A LAHE A
TER R BERR S/ INAZ CETAE TSR B SR R R A 2
R AAEMI A AS T - rh A (BRZEBR , 19803 B2 2K 01T,
1994) . fEFRELLT  BRA AR/ eSS 3 H T R
GRAE T S 2 s b T L A A I e N R Bl O L
YU E TR R 54 A WIO0 S B IF a7 00 (T%%
=, 1999) ;4 A thAIaT G, B A g,
T4 Ay i A P o 5 5 T B B AT URER 2R AL
A RS R, U O 2 B e 140 8 A A
F 9 FRIE B Z 10 H P A A2 4 I i R AR
b MERS RS 2 INAR I TR R R AR A (SO,
1999) ., LENERFFEIEL , AW/ NERE AT B
¥R 11~13 d, BRI 8 15~18 do Sl ot 3R
B, LIS N T Ak A e 2 7] 780 P g IR s Ly -
coriella pleuroti F%h . Mythimna separata YP ) 7R E
ZINAE i W A ER 1) 42 B A 0 0l T LAGK B 36,36
F131 d(Wang et al.,2019; 583545 ,2020) . ZV/E
i BP0 R R 5E B LA TR DA (B 1), 7t
VAR AT A s~ A AT L A2 A AR
B (R IT,1994)
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R R E SR R A TR DB
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ARG, B A &R ) A SGRA A E A —
oM o AR/ AR KR B B IR R —
25°C /47 (Lee & Kim, 1992; Nagai & Yano, 1999) .
5T R IR/ IMERE I 27 5L BT A 2 AR Y
KE A RE S 11.8.9.1,.17.0 F113.0°C, B35
TR S350 54.1.229.1,55.8 #1309.8 H J& (T34,
2000) . Nakata(1995) Nagai & Yano(1999) 75 i1
THARIBFTEAE R . T304 (1998;52000) BF5E 4 L,
TE20~32°CIEEN , R/ NEE S KB B A T
s B A T ) L v T4 R, R R B R 1
THE . Lee & Kim (1992) WF5% & ., 7E 15,
20.25 F130°CHY , AR/ MBS DN A A R k&
T3 AN B 25 IR 32 0 s T 4 e, 7 B s 2 B 7R

D

2d

FERIFHETIG N . X5 TR 6 (1999) i 58 &
PRI AE— 2 U BV T PN 25 v T B T AR AR/
TEABR NS A= DT, 14 0 R ™ B9 Sk i 45
R—H R, 2R W NMESE A A0 N A
[F) k2% A2 T R g e ) A AR L A ol A K (Lee &
Kim, 1992 ; Nakata, 1995) . {H.isf & A9 5 3t 2 B#AIK
ZR /N AR s 118 A B W L B A, 41°C RN 43 °C Y
i v ek 2 3 AT R S /N 06 1) A7 305 R R A R T
LT U S T I 1 R e G W ] €
W7 B (R SCHE S, 2011) o IR EETE AR /N I 1Y
i A BRI AR S A AR Bl A IR T
Wk s BT 5 B4 IR T A R 4 (38 A g e
1998)
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A: B, BRANIRER LR AR LS B 147 H; C: 24847 HL; D: 3WRAYHL; B 41827 L Fr 54
H; G: WP R L ; He MERCH s 1. HERUH . A: Egg, the green area around the egg is plant tissue; B: 1st-
instar nymph; C: 2nd-instar nymph; D: 3rd-instar nymph; E: 4th-instar nymph; F: Sth-instar nymph; G: newly

emerged adult; H: female adult; I: male adult.
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Fig. 1 Life cycle of Orius sauteri

T 255 ) AR S/ INAR I X AR P R A B RE T -
TE—E W IR R Y, 28 37 /INAE i X A8 0 ) £ e
73 SC IR E T R RS A IR T IA R RO,
2 it A U B (R AR T s A B R 1 s . A1)
W, AR /NS AE 15,2025 F1 30°CF X 50T Aphis
craccivora WAR & D68 S0 4115 4 Holling 1T AL, H
B RE ) 5IRE W AH I 7E 25 °C T, X G 0F i 4l
BRE o, FUS KM B o 181.36 3k/d, I =
T 15.20 M1 30CHI i B & (Ge et al.,2018) . K%
BX 4 (2007a, b) BFSY T 2R /N 46 36 B L 7F 18,22,
26,30 1 34°C HANRE T X PG AL 8 & Frankliniella
occidentalis [ A7 B AR DI HE SN , & BEH X

2 R R U R K B TR 26 °C ik #
e e BRI 51.33k/d F1163.9Kk/d. 1E4
P/ NS AT U B PO AR ) R R AR, e
eI AR A IR R 26°C (5K 22645 12008) . LA 1
SR 45 I8 R WA/ N AC R 1 ) i YL 5 A
KRB Wil B AR . i AR )y FH B
IR L B o = B G YA R T AR /N R i 18 #
AN ERR
32 %

JEXT R AR K R B FIRER E SR E T, Ot
A O REGE BE RO () AR 2% 2R W/ NI 1)
AR KRB RAT RN A B, AT R A
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T, Bt GRS ] ) A AR /N AR A L kB DT
WA gk, FLIR B RRAIG, B34 Bl &8 7 7] —
JEITT 2R 0/ N A s e 1l L1 2 8 T 3 i DR 0 g
B, TR AR AT 13 h A8 B8 B ] o B I (4
1998) o [FJHsF, St B ASF [ oy 388 i T L S 2 188 i 2R 0/
ACIE 0 7 B i T B R M A, T O R (]
BT I S B R B I AR (T
BORNE, 1999) . A/INMERS A B 5 S AIEFE
JAMALE 14 L: 10 D 1 14.5 L:9.5 D Z [f] (Ito & Naka-
ta,1998) . i Kohno(1998)fF5¢ HI & BUAE A/ N
(R & BRI AR, 26°C R 10 L: 14 DAHEL T 14 L
10 D 96 JE] A 25 S0 /)N 4 0 M L1 7™ B 46 I 2
TR (R BT IA AN 4G T 14 L2 10 D B 77 B
AT, 22 BHAE 26 C R 9 6 A A - A 28 K AR/
AEWER) = INETH] . Wang et al. (2013) i 5% & BLA IR
(1K) B R 6 2 G K 2R W/ NAE I 1~3 1% R A R
() & D3 = BRI TR A= B it (H A
GRS P A T A R 5 1T, 25 S0/ N 37 B 1l
(A% B30 P A, 2 R SRy Y R A AR T s 1 o
RT3 R AR /NI 14 % 7 DI 3 A = B
HIH, A B s AN O (R Ak (R B Angot
WA GE KA (Wang et al., 2013) . HAETHENA
FI NGB 45 % 3 U 223, SRz AR AT b
TR B A REilE— PR REGIE . Jhi%
XA /INAE s J R SRR TR R AR A, FLAE
AN 2 B 22 5 0 2 o R /N 05 A g o 7
H BEYGAT A SN AR A AR, # X S A R
LT 1L e A I ot 0T o R B (2 B A AN ) 1 i 5 VA
7 2R3 KT M B (3845, 2015) o Ogino et al.
(201652020) FfF 57 A& B AN AT LLRE AR /N AL 355 1
SIRH EAVEY) L, SRR VR b i3 R g .
TS )RR 237 S R AR S/ NI 1 & B R A
BHERE S SR AN T B E SR, R
[f6] 502 s B 82 11 110, 2 e X e | o R
JEE M A B 7 e m B E AR A BT
i — A A T MESR N T BB H AR
3.3 FHF

HuTAEALO A =i A2 B i e 5 B
FEEFE., ARARFAES R RN R, B 5
i AR ARE R R B, i ik A S RGN EYN
(B ) R AT, BEAROR R P TR . BATH A A &
TSR 23 6 AR W /N A 0 3 i — 7 1 35 R (3
D)o Bilan, B =4 (2018)WF5T 10 Friditig =% A
U 2R/ N AR 1) 5 i B & B, e P P () e v

JE 1) R R TR S T W HR R R 4 1 Ah B AR S/ N
i% 24 h 5 HEGERFIA 100%. BT BN &R E
FH 28 ORI 23 5200 2R E/INAE 356 (1) 40 £ B T A 250
AEJ] o UNZR /N UE X R ELF Aphis glycines H 4R
TR RN T80 B e 300 R TR A T v B R 3 m i
R (RB-HESE,2020) . Lin et al.(2020) #7582 W ,
R /INESETE LC o \LC,, A1 LC,, = I AL 16 JE 119
W LRI ok S B85 24 h)E , HLETHAE I BE R
R, ELIE HRBK A 52 ) 2 I oM 5 (] B 3 2 o % HLR)
23 B AR AR N/ INAR 35 19 77 B 3 0 R PR 4, 384
F A BRBET R, BAHFIT 20, HA i iof ) | 428
Ha 2L IR g A e I A5 D B LR R HRD AR
W/NAEIE RTINS AR 4 R 2 4 (] 145, 2018 5
FINUL L4 2018; Lin et al.,2021) . L, ZE B AR
/AR B4 T U, R e PG e 4 AREEI R IR
I, UM R AE I BR FAL BT iR o AR/ RS S
g H DK SR Ik g R EER £5 P T B 4 k& B P
A8 ], AR 0 T Bl 3 2 g 245 B 1Y
R AR TR FHZR /NS5 B 4 B3GR, HS51Y
i Ak 27 B i AH L IR EE KU A1, T 1 Sy —Fh 22
GERI AT TS AL & T Bii6 7k (Lin et al., 2021) . HA
WEAIES S, A A ATREIRE] 1+ 1>27 R ERUR .

4 NI

H AT, KBS S BB 0n; HIAE Sy o € B 455 1)
BT AL AR 7 v R A O B S PR .
T R BB 0 HH ) SRR LB ZEF T LUAR /N
U S/ MBI T RN TARIFR BRI & 5818 — 1
JEE NAMIFFE IR S EMERE) T K5
A A ME RO LG IR LA, B AT IR B 1
(AR B PE R S5 2 L B Harmonia axy-
ridis .-£ B Coccinella septempunctata F16,40 5L
1 Propylea japonica 5 , i F T 5 ./ NMESEEAEY)
ZHLUN AR O ) P U T 3 v BR o
BT MR B, BT K ™ B
F AR I SE — B E NSNS BB Y
4.1 FFHRESR

BN LB AR MBI N TSR o i) — OG5
(BT, B A S e o o ) 7 B i B A IREA L 32, A

SEM AR MR ) BHHRCR . T/ MBS 8 R
U0 ARE A S, DR ) & B L R AR 4
NERTE B, T ARG ZEAHN AR E M ZH A ST . H i
PP T 7 B BT () i 53 22 B 8 v TAEL A 7 B9
JoT, WA /b e N 7 DI o 4
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Table 1 The acute toxicity of common insecticides to Orius sauteri

2555 Ly SRR HICAEL B 30Hk
Insecticide (mg (a.i.)/L) Toxicity fesression Correl.a tion Reference
equation coefficient
e B b Acetamiprid 4.49 y=-1.03+1.53x 0.968  fa[)}4%,2018 He et al., 2018
2.87 y==0.78+0.67x 0.998  FhDIDI%,2018 Sunetal., 2018
12.75 y=4.09+0.82x 0.971  Linetal., 2021
P[44k B 2= Avermectin 2.86 y=4.07+2.01x 0.982 B 1545 ,2014 Xiao et al., 2014
36.57 y==2.11+1.35x 0.959  fa[S}4%,2018 He et al., 2018
R JJHER Bifenazate 111.79 y=-2.38+0.99x 0.888 PNDLDIAE 2018 Sun et al., 2018
IR 4415 Bifenthrin 0.08 y=1.45+1.33x 0.957  falF}4,2018 He et al., 2018
BEWE Buprofezin 3528 y=2.12+1.81x 0.980  Fik%E,2014 Xiao et al., 2014
1B H1Jl#% Clothianidin 1.40 y=4.90+0.67x 0.982  Linetal, 2021
k4% Dinotefuran 0.97 y=0.01+1.60x 0.976  fi[J}4:,2018 He et al., 2018
3.72 y=4.35+1.13x 0.961  Linetal., 2021
PP G B 24 R 3 T i B 15.80 y=-2.38+1.99x 0.937  fa[J}4%,2018 Heetal, 2018
Emamectin benzoate
SRk IR Flupyradifurone 9.24 y=4.01+1.03x 0.955  Linetal., 2021
nit H Mk Imidacloprid 10.13 y=3.47+1.48x 0.978  Fik%%,2014 Xiao et al., 2014
4.99 y=—1.14+1.65x 0.985  fa[f}4%,2018 He et al., 2018
44.32 y=3.71+0.78x 0.997  Linetal., 2021
R A S B A I Lambda-cyhalothrin 1.84 y=—2.48+1.58x 0.989  XB--H4F,2020 Deng et al., 2020
JE B Nitenpyram 2.11 y=4.30+2.15x 0.995 Lin et al., 2021
% H1 %5 2% Pyrethrins 2.22 y=—1.64+0.76x 0.961 FIULDI%E 2018 Sun et al., 2018
£ [ B Rotenone 38.31 y=—1.62+0.56x 0.911  #MDIDI%E 2018 Sun et al., 2018
L HZ A H# Spinetoram 1.36 y=-2.03+1.50x 0.963  FhIIDI1%:,2018 Sun et al., 2018
Y2 L 2,15 Spirotetramat 10 844.23 y=—1.56+0.32x 0.977  FhDIDI%,2018 Sunetal., 2018
1€ 10k Thiacloprid 0.30 y=5.49+0.95x 0.951  Linetal, 2021
1 1 %% Thiamethoxam 12.96 y=-2.09+1.22x 0.932  FhDIDI%E 2018 Sun et al., 2018
0.002 y=3.67+1.32x 0.966  falS}4%,2018 He et al., 2018
1.45 y=4.83+1.07x 0.982  Linetal., 2021

4.1.1  HMpHE R R

A 7 B 35 J3 G ] AR Ay 7= B 9 2, ST
DMERZKIE B ) Tl o S e R 24 5% B 25tk
JLLSENR) T ARSI/ INAE 5 M S H 1 77 B RN B ) B4, 3
TS M) Jolg AL AR RS (T I8 45 ,2005) o T LAEHES)
FRAT Ty WA S F T G F 1 7= BN L 5, AT P = B Ak
JoFAIF 9 A

WFFE 2 IH | R S/ INAE U %) 7™ B9 326 4360 21 A2 A
Py 3R ()52 e, L B T B e B R L
e ALK B AR A A AE R R 7 B0 2
FEERTREE B IR REDAE o T H AR/ INE i85 0 B
AT DL 3 PEAG R A 2 T B 2354 o S e B 2
FVERSE 1977 R FR A7 (Zhang L et al.,2021) . HET &

/NG () 7= BB R AR AL 400 =, B G B
G2F R RO EME B, HAEE
(1991)WFFE 7R i/ INAE IR A 35 5 2F 1 I A
JE 3 Pl BN EL T b ) 7 BR BB & B, AR /N AR i
FEBE G ZE 110 7= O 07 i T AE i S I S 1 2
77 R EE | DR 5 RN B AR AR R A A v HLAT DAY
Mo THE(1997) HuiE T AR W/ NEIE TR el Py L
T Z B AN SR A0 A R T RS 1 7 B ik
P, BBUAR I/ NMESE B F =g B ST
HAbME Y . A B 55 & BUAR W/ INAE 35 7E 75 22 AL Il
25 TR R RN EE AR 3 R A R O e
Tl HP=BRae it Jo2s 5  (HJE A 4 AL IS |-
(1) IR Ak %6 5 L ) v ek, R G ATF o 3 ) 7 L A Bk =
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S — NI B 7 O ST (S e R T 5 i, 2001) o
UEAh, & 2R SR AR AR /NG I 1) 7= B B
[, FLBR AL R AT 3K 97.1% , 47 B Y & 2F 7 SR T-1E
2.5~12.5°CTHRAE 1 R RE ORFF S 5 i AL % (Mu-
raietal.,2011), Tan et al.(2014) W1 FWARSE E 4 .
B 2F AR 0 SRR G R Ry 2R W/ N B )38 B
OIS A & B, AR /NI 7E 0 5 2 L 1 O i i
Z It H =R ATI T A, IR L A N S5
(2014) & AR /INESE BTS00 25 50 R B
1, ELOPEAL 35 91.76% , 5 THE 125 O EE &k
ZRN A R R R RCE R BRI LR A
ZEEL RS AR N AR /N N TR 35 Y 7= B
Jio A, AR R AR /NGRS AR ) b ) 7= B
A EEE N PN R AR , R38N 2R /N AR 1
Bl i6 R0 A H (8] S REAR 9, W GT 45 R R 4 &
F2R 522 B G RME ) HAT A1 7 B A B, W A
7 H ] 4E S T Be A4S 40 32 &5 2R 2 /N 46 55 19 B 3R
(Zhang RF et al.,2021; X2 7545 ,2022) . HATHTHiR
T 5T 45 5 22 0 S0 % 451 N AR/ NAR I A
1~2 AR 7= B i BRIRE AL SRR A S HR b, T v
AT PSR  F T 5 15 26
HE, T — PPt O S R SRR T T
oA I S A
4.1.2  AEHM AT IR R

b Pk e O SR A 5T AR TE R 2 . [ Ak
4% Castaiié & Zalom (1994 ) BIF ] Hy — Ffr 47 15 4 52
SR AR SRR 1) A3 7= DR o T B/ /NG
O. insidiosus , 5% I N = N FE AR L, X Fp A
PP AE H = OP e BRIEAL R R DA AR
HURAG R RV S 1) B O A 3R Sy T X G B 3 2
5, BRI AT AR S SE /NI SR I A DR o . 17
H i N X R I/ INFE i 2 7 B9 L Jo A AT 9 A DL 4
W A NI IS BT AL K T E
HRE A 7 B 3R R A R U A ) B, R AR T
YEd, e S AR R0R . SR H BT EAR Y1 = B0 I
5 Rt — R 5098, ik — S AL AR /NG

FIMEL E TR A,
4.2 @R

TR A 25 S N 1) B SR IR AR5 L E 3 AR
A B0, 2 N TSR B SRR Y, H AT E N AMIF ST 3
PR AEA YRR SRR SN T R
3ATJT T
4.2.1 MM RAAH

AU Ak S A A R ) AR A AR5

T TR R (1989) WF5Y & B, B w7 I . H
ZE i S22 AR I AR /N8 1 R R A5 R ] I8
90% LA I {HAn S M H =408y , AN oK FiAE )
(RFE) , R/ MesE AN & T 2, 25 AU
2 d; MR E S U, WO RE A B B A AT A
5 do FRHAEM SFIRIFR AR /NS , ASBESE UL H
B4 K & B (Richards & Schmidt, 1996; Vacante et
al., 1997), F 555 (1996 ) FAEMS Bk AN R A KR
Fr AR/ NAEE | HER HURAT A0 S 409% F110% .
AR A 5% 2 W, ASCfuli AR ) 5 A ) B ) 5
TR/ RIS AN RRAT A & R R, BT R F 2 AL
HaH 7 O AT, R BHAT VR DR AS i 72 536 e
AR R E BT E IR oK PR R WM IE R 57 2
T B e A AR R Sl B B SR
422 SHHRAH

H AR T 2R/ NI T £ Y i) 5 R dL A e
DL i H R H DR A Y RTAE R s A kL . Ya-
no et al.(2002)HFXZRI], FHHIAEEME Ephestia kuehni-
ella SNRFRART/ MESE , FLOAME B 103,947, HE A
W54 R 27.9 d, 22 BH FH M v R 6 O AR Ay et
TR/ MESEEA T AT . S0 55 (2002) 58 &
B, N T8 35 R IR %% Trichogramma chilonis B 7]
TR/ NG BB A A B Re 1 4 5 A
SR BT Myzus persicae 173 ) 25 W/ NE S TC i
H e 5 RN B IR IR G W AR A 1) Rk RE 8 1l 2 AR
INMESEA R R B MBI 2. HIREESE(2009) i
5% %< B & B W& Tyrophagus putrescentiae W] VIAE R
IR /N AR s R ASE Ak A] 5 0 Tk | G R e AR AT R
70%~80% , 55 FMR A 1] 5 A 50 R T 2 2% 5 (0 Bk
F 5T RS 0856 Tetranychus cinnabarinus 17 3E )
R /N AR 8 B B AR AS % WIF SR i 1B K 8 Coreyra
cephalonica BB P LIAE R85 AU W) ok 1 2 7R /MK
g A A K R B I E TR oK, L O
70.5 %7, FRTEG TR KON 2218, ME R 4 F T
BEHCE K IK DN 183.8 47, 28 B LUK Mk B Ay ) 46} 1) 5 2=
/AR A AT VE (10 SC 45, 2014) . Wang et
al.(2014) BF5 A BT P 46 fui] 4153 0 25 7/ N I L
A I RS HU) R 0 2R/ N AR T R B
AT, ORI R, B, A
FRRGA (2020) A 5T R DI ONA] LIV N AT/ NME S
Ak e O AR R T, R R
77.5% , HLME 7= B 72.5 K%, 7R 0/ INAE i M A 4
A B TR 80.4 R L HL B, I HLAH FH 2 LRl
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DA S 10% W5 KA R ek, AT A 2542 i 2R
P/ INA i 18 AR A S L O L 430l R 76.27%
H1107.87 K7, 230 BLAR W /INESE HUBAL ZF L R
TR A (R4, 2021)

DA A5 3R W) FH b v by BB IS B el 7
A8 AR K B B A T 55 AR W N I Y 2 A T
T ARSEAS A Sl P J5 D A ) SR 0R A E M &)
FEEMAFAE R . R, R IZAR I AR A B F 54,
Rk 0 e B il B AR W /MBS A K A F
B, VLB B FE sl ek, (AR 02,
ERTIL7/N Ul Y SR UNT RN EPO T = = s/ B
Z IR, BRI T RS e HER AR T, BT LAY
SRR RN T ARDEEZE & T A/ INMESR 1Y
T35, 24 v B A SR AR N = O i, DA IR AR A
PR
423 ATA#

H T IR AR A B B AR/ IMESE A K R H
FA B8 B SR T2, 1T S IR AR R R AR 7 Az
HoA i FR A BRI, DR T AR S 4R /N AR 5
B R A SR &2 B . S
il A1 E 4 (1989) F A 51 TIB Y\ T Al e} ( RV e
ERAN EONIERIS A P iy W N i A
fi2 ) FIRGLPG TR (RGP R A B AN K T 73 45
INAEEG R RN T B B 28 TG Ay i 3R A R
K 72.3%~82.3% , Tiij WALTPY PR Y e Rk 178) i R AR AT 28
LA 18.2% . T 755 (1996 ) AR WAy Al A= 3 2
TSR AR/ N | 30 L W k93 1) 55 () 2 S /N A
U B AR AR R 20% , 1117 FH AR XS BE A 37 1 2R I /INAE
W PIERTRARAET, IRBEISAE (2010) A 1 LAY 5
PR 40 RN 5C SR BE R ML 4 B, LIRS B FE AT An-
theraea pernyi S~13% | THERE IR T SRAEN FIIHBK
SRR AS AT RE LU A AR S/ INFE s T A e
PRV I RER N T AR REAS W fE 25 W /NS
(A & B AV B, (H 5 5 AR GRDREAR D i i ] 7 A
Fb, 2 N AR R A AR W /N UG 27 HUR B DT
B30N30 £ T e TN = Wl 1 o 1 e
A= I 225 BRAIG 5 Ak, O N TR e T b i AR
/N B R P 3 AR R RN e T
K (Tan et al.,2013) . EARA A T4 B 35 %2 59
E SR (ENES AP S o R AV o N i = S0 7
T FIAH 5% FAAR D, X} T 5 %8 7% o0 i e AL ATE
FLR T BLR AR IS AR R o B BN T bRl 55) AL A
o R AR A A ) I FH B S . ARSI/ INAEIE

AR BT AR E I, 2 B R AR AR
FEIAS , B2 i T SRR AR OUSAS | M i g H
FTRDRE O, FH B AR AR A2 JEE

5 FHRBEN KN

51 R

AR/ NGB BT, R HR A 3
SR AR B RE T, RS [RIA 40 LA SR RSS9 (R AN ]
S ERAEREEMIE, Q0175 TR
/NI X P 4GS S BRI RN B8 Tetranychus
urticae WIHH B HE J1 B LA B e 8k, 25 R B WAL
/AR XT PG AR B | B i AT A ) H A R Y
TR ST MY 3 3 A A Wy A7 B, R /N i 25
P 24 B PU AR A 5 LU BRI A B g 3X
5 Xu & Enkegaard (2009 ) & 314 7E VU AL 8] 5 2 (545
RN 30 0 9% B AR R AAS O T, AR /MR TR 5
A VU AEH] S 25 - —5 AR/ MBS F K EF
Rhopalosiphum maidis A% 8 Aphis gossypii Bk 1% Fil
TG 4 g A B e PR A 3 25 5 (Zhang
etal.,2022) . ZRF/INEIE AT S I8 BT PG A8 A
2 i 7 U e R 0 T X F A R
TR 308 P P 4 2 S BN 8 A i, DA 21T
WRUR Sy S it 5 05 L 416 (PRIDE 2355, 2009) o R TE
INAEIE XA [ ) A B e RV T RE S B A DY
PR EIFEAAT G , T AH [R5 90 0 AN [m] e 25 BOAH I )
P, TAT RE 5328 Py AR 7K 535 i FVE TR A
o3RS AR OC . R TR s VAR
FRAE/IN A X g By gk iy Oy dL | G S5 A B
(AR e ) AN F I hE , HA S D e R v KA AT &
Holling ITAR T | {H 2R I /N A4 856 15 HR X S5 D i) 5
Echinothrips americanus W) 4l & U1 68 )z I BE 77 &
Holling 11 £ 7 X £F 4 Holling I AR (£ 2) . &K
/N A6 B 1 AR BE 2 PR B AR AT AR AL, —
W AE 26°C A2 A I BA BRI 2 HE T, X AR
/N AR U 7 A R TR T AR (R
£ 2015;Ge et al.,2018) .
5.2 FEHRIA A

H i bifi 5 76 FE Al X et b P 1 R 75 K 0 H 25
HEhn AR/ NS TE R 45 AR b itgh S S A
(1) S A g e vh e H s AR B BRI T,
EL A SR AL FIAT AILAR M A= 7 ] By 4 /N S e
B IR R Z —



1558 N7/ B VTl O 49%
F2 RI/NEEN — LB R I8 R R
Table 2 The predation models for functional response of Orius sauteri to some preys
. J MBS A TR Tﬁ’%ﬁ]ﬁ%fiﬂﬁ%iﬂ Iii@%jﬂﬁéi S it
J&W) Prey . Test tempera- Type of functional Theoretical maximum
Stage of O. sauteri . Reference
ture/°C response predation per day
TR A Adult 25 Holling II 181.4 Geetal., 2018
Aphis craccivora adult
PN AL HfE 26 Holling 11 18.2 ABL-FE4 2020
A. glycines adult Female adult Deng et al., 2020
4~5 P57 26 Holling 1T 8.2 U AT, 2015
4th—5th-instar nymph Han et al., 2015
AR EU M R 22.5 Holling IT 8.0 K TiHA,2010
Bemisia tabaci adult Female adult Wu et al., 2010
S T LA % Adult 24 Holling II 17.4 TS 2013
Be. tabaci pseudopupae Wang et al., 2013
A A OHE A 22.5 Holling I 8.8 KTIH4,2010
Brevicoryne brassicae adult Female adult Wuet al., 2010
LIAEHR B R AR Adult 25 Holling IT 5.7 RS, 2019
Cyrtopeltis tenuis adult Renetal., 2019
AR A g AL Adult 25 Holling 1T 30.5 Zhang QP et al.,
Dendrothrips minowai adult 2021
2 W 25 Holling I1 9.5 Zhang QP et al.,
2nd-instar nymph 2021
A 25 Holling II 17.0 Zhang QP et al.,
4th-instar nymph 2021
4~5 5 25 Holling 1T 26.3 AN ,2019
4th-5th-instar nymph Lietal., 2019
ST i HEJi 25 Holling IT 58.5 eFEd 2015
Echinothrips americanus adult Female adult Zhu et al., 2015
g 25 Holling 111 41.8 AR5E5F,2015
Female adult Zhu et al., 2015
Ze /NG 4~5 i 25 Holling II 223 A, 2019
Empoasca onukii egg 4th—5th-instar nymph Lietal., 2019
5/ NG 45 25 Holling II 19.7 ZEERIANE 2019
Em. onukii nymph 4th-5th-instar nymph Lietal., 2019
P48 H pl L Y Adult 26 Holling IT 51.3 KRR 20072
Frankliniella occidentalis adult Zhang et al., 2007a
2 W I 26 Holling IT 9.2 SRR, 2007¢
2nd-instar nymph Zhang et al., 2007¢c
AP I 26 Holling 11 23.0 KL%, 2007¢
4th-instar nymph Zhang et al., 2007c
PHAES] Hoy il A HL Adult 26 Holling II 163.9 SRZEREATF,2007b
Frankliniella occidental nymph Zhangetal.,2007b
PUAE ] T 2 B4 2 AT 26 Holling II 18.2 TR RS 2008
F occidentalis 2nd-instar nymph Zhang et al., 2008
2nd-instar nymph
PHAEH] T 4 %4 4t il 26 Holling 1T 38.2 KL, 2008
F occidentalis 4th-instar nymph Zhang et al., 2008
4th-instar nymph
-2 [ R A s Y HfE A A 25 Holling II 295.4 Wang et al., 2019
Lycoriella pleuroti egg Male adult




Te. urticae adult Sth-instar nymph
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432 Continued
S AR I R TEe ﬂﬁ;ﬂiiﬂ BN PN St
J&W) Prey Test tempera- Type of functional Theoretical maximum
Stage of O. sauteri . Reference
ture/C response predation per day
HE 25 Holling 11 287.5 Wang et al., 2019
Female adult
-2 g HS S s 4y o o 25 Holling 1I 249.6 Wang et al., 2019
L. pleuroti larvae Male adult
W g 25 Holling II 236.8 Wang et al., 2019
Female adult
BRI R AR 4L Adult 25 Holling I1 107.9 JRF A, 2010
Mpyzus pericae adult Xing et al., 2010
1l BT e Y KJcaty 25 Holling 11 15.19 Di et al., 2021
Spodoptera frugiperda egg 3rd-instar nymph
B BRI 1 I 40 B Adult 25 Holling II 11.2 FhDLDLAE 2020
S. frugiperda Sun et al., 2020
Ist-instar larvae ST 25 Holling 11 20.8 AL, 2020
Sth-instar nymph Sun et al., 2020
T i e L Adult 26 Holling II 84.8 FHEALAE, 2019
Th. hawaiiensis adult Fuetal., 2019
3T H 26 Holling 11 25.1 £ 4L5 2019
3rd-instar nymph Fuetal., 2019
5 26 Holling IT 61.0 {544 ,2019
Sth-instar nymph Fuetal, 2019
HE R ) 2 W B Adult 26 Holling II 76.3 1405 ,2019
Th. hawaiiensis Fuetal., 2019
2nd-instar nymph 3T H 26 Holling 11 101.0 25404, 2019
3rd-instar nymph Fuetal, 2019
SEb T 26 Holling II 149.3 FAALAE 2019
Sth-instar nymph Fuetal, 2019
i) ol W 225 Holling IT 12.8 K TIH5,2010
Th. tabaci adult Female adult Wu et al., 2010
SR il 22.5 Holling II 19.0 K TiH4,2010
Tetranychus cinnabarinus adult ~ Female adult Wu et al., 2010
B S 26 Holling II 197.1 Bl F45, 2021

Chen et al., 2021

FH WA (2011)WF7E &3, R L1 Sk/m? 1Y
B RRA N /INAE % 7 JR] KSR AR 8
I B8 Bl IR R 3 AT Ak E] 99.30% .98.41% Al
94.13%. FH{@4F (2013) W58 & ILAE Jih 1 1 1 i 2
A S A B LA 2 Sk /o 118 288 B R SR S/ INAE s i, 7
1] I AR A B IR R 0] LAk B 94.46% ; T FE i
TIFAE I TRIRE LA 2 Sk /m? () 5 5 B AR IV /N AE 1 i
A HISCRAL R 66.62%., 32 BRI A K1 ]
FETIAR N/ NAE I X T80 5 (R IR CR EAd . #E H O
T2 5 % AT, LA 2 Sk ) B E SRR
ANAESE 3 VR, RO AR 18], 14 d 5 X 2 P it
BTN 5 1 B IR ROR 430 95.82% . 88.58%
155.94% , H 3 FEYRIMBHAGRCR B B35 2557,

X PR 0] BV R B TR R N A5CR
(frUAgess, 2018) . HAAE ], ZR 7/ MBS T 224
A B iR 8 D28 3 L H X 9 m A TR 4 B TR
R BN, RTINS DL 1~2 Sk /m® 1) %85 8 g J)
B LR, SR 3 A X # i AR B\ Bemis-
ia tabaci { BRI U B IR SR AT 43 51156 83.009% FlI
92.00% PA_I- (AR ZE#F %, 2020) . FE A 7=, AL 0]
DL BB JHAR /N U B 425 3 T 8 AT DR 5 9
APERFIR SR Tl el 25 (2018 ) 3 4o i 40F /) Ve
Encarsia formosa F A /N A6 5 XA (o FH 428 il 85 I
A BURIEY B, IF 4 DL BE 4% Bombus terrestris ¥
K, K3 2 B HL i B 4 8O A3 ) 3K B 98.17% i
76.20% .
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TE FE AMB AR /DA X A /N A6 5 R il o7 FH 1 41
18 (HUR R 2 PRI 2 R/ N i 8 R
BIUNTEE/NMEY O. laevigatus JE B/NMEYE O. niger
B /NEYE O. strigicollis FIIR M /INIEYE O. albidi-
pennis /Ljr SoR Uﬁ’ﬂlj’g’:ﬁﬂ;ﬁwfﬂ N \ﬁméﬁgf/ﬁ%
b By FE U RR B L B (Kim et al., 2004; Kegeci &
Giirkan,2013;El Arnaouty et al.,2018), il 2 J/m* 5
6 e/m’ T B/ MEIE A AT AL VU AL 8 Y & AR
B[R] A I 2 B v ORI 7 1 L T (Weintraub
etal.,2011),

DL B8 1 3R I AR/ AR X AN R E ) L 1 g
R VA R R AP R BRIARIOCR AR
PRIV R TR sy 30 ) 2 S 7 A AN [] I ROCR,  (BAE TR
A LA 7 1 S e b BAT Tl 25 I A SRR A AL
RS2 MO E T bR . H AT, BN /N e
B2 VRV R SR M RIS R EY) X 2
SRR TR AR AR B R e AR AR T L AR T
Y ARG, T LA G A2 AR A LU ZE . BT
N H TR RO AN RS B
SRR A SE IR R A4 INMEIE A TR 32 2]
— B ML e R R e AT RS
6 RE

Bt 5 [ 2 o AR R LA M A 7 RRASE A AN B
PR AR INMEIE S RE N TS+ 2. B
SR N AMIF 5838 X0 2R/ NAR I ) A A e e (PR
T M N T AR SR A R ) Sy A5y g 1K
HRIFGY (0 2B R 48 vh T 77 Bl i L Rk 3
F HOGR R TR R o 7S SIS A1 5 T
IS A FRRA, AR KRR BT . TERLEE
B AR Z [ BT AL T IR ARG, 49110
REAS ] (0 1m) FR IR 4 e I SR R M LS A A
S as B A& DL R AR 3 AR rh AR N AN [
B 5 AN [m) ek s I 2B LR o A FH R g
D7 T, O Qi far 4 vey A A [R) PR A5 B RE T A
MR S B OSCR A IESE BT8O0 IS BE e B %
R B EEH AR TSR A DT AR FH B
ARBBLEF A L S RIS IR . TERR
T8 T T B AR R R R R
ZRE /NS AE N R B OB EREE A A2 24570 i
T IR 0 AR ) AR AR AR OO I 1 A R AR A AL
W B2 SRR A BT T g ey
30 o i R R AT I 0T i S PR PR - g A, DA
M — 2R MBI N T E T R R .

RO AR K e A EER B S A &
HAESE T T ST AL T BR4SE (7 E (Huang et al.,
2021) , fHEEZBRA: = rh A= Wy i i L FH R A AR K &
JEZs A, 3R E Y EON T OREA &, 45 TR
AR, k= 47 Ml e AR B (BR80T, 2010 5 5K IR
4,2015) o FEBE R IR B F SR N B3 Al Xt
FAIH AR A TIBOC , B AN 58 2R /N AR 1 7 B
R 0T B ) IR BE SRR X AR I g D
22 TR B B2 P R S i AL s
S R THIONE FH RN [T SR 45 22 R 40 EA TR AR I 4
o RMXBTFERE AT A, B LA &
PR (] RIS Al o) AT 387 38 Y A B VERL , s 7w
3 BORECA A . e S E AR, ST KL
A o A i ARSI AR R D  FE— e R il 24
TR AR T, O S T R AR A
HAT, A/ NS 07 Ak & S A2 7E DL /Y
R, He BB B A 7 2 B[R] — , i)
TR PR RS AT Dm0 N Tk
F DR BEEST 3 B SR AR B o JF Hol T AR
A 7 Az BRI A 2R S0 /N AR 0 1) FE T) 8 s 1, FH A
3 YRR, S RN S . R,
A Ja BB GREL A AL 2R /MBS B R AL SR/
B, RN EE A A PR SR A TR ST, B
TBTNERiOE 9V GRIEIIG 291 €A SR IECE %V € SR i i3
— PR T AR E AR R R . [R]sH,
AR 2 A R E R A (F BB AR AR 2 I
FAARAE W A AT N T B s L, DA B
2L FeuE M ERCR
Bt ALt T ARME A= BEAE Y ORI 5 T [ BRI 5 5% AR
S/ NESEHEAT T 43S S | R |
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