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Abstract: Psyllids (Hemiptera: Psylloidea) represent a significant group within Hemiptera, with over
4 000 described species. Among them, Diaphorina citri, Bactericera cockerelli, Cacopsylla chinensis,
Carsidara limbata, and Bactericera gobica are globally significant pests that pose serious threats to
food crops, economic plants, and medicinal plants. Psyllids cause direct damage by feeding on plant sap
and also act as vectors for various pathogens, including phytoplasmas, which induce diseases such as
huanglongbing (HLB), yellows, and decline syndromes. Most psyllid species exhibit a narrow host

range and maintain close relationships with their host plants. To locate suitable hosts for feeding and
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reproduction, they are capable of specifically perceiving and utilizing host-derived cues. Their olfactory,

gustatory, visual, and tactile senses play crucial roles in host plant selection, adaptation, and intra- and

interspecific communication. To clarify how psyllids select hosts and evade natural enemies through

chemical, physical and other signaling mechanisms and to identify potential green control strategies,

this review systematically summarizes current knowledge on olfactory, gustatory, visual, and tactile sig-

nals involved in plant-psyllid-natural enemy tri-trophic interactions and their applications in psyllid con-

trol. It further analyzed the functions and mechanisms of psyllids’ physicochemical and mechanosen-

sory systems in host adaptation and predator avoidance. This review aimed to provide new insights and

approaches for advancing research on plant-psyllid-natural enemy tri-trophic interactions and for pro-

moting the sustainable management of psyllids.

Key words: psyllid; tri-trophic interaction; host plant; pheromone; natural enemy; pest management;

chemical communication
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Fig. 1 Annual trends in the number of publications and citations in the field of psyllid environmental adaptability
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1.1 KEFMAREES
TEHRERRG S, AR R B AR Z 18] 5w L
A ME Il i XA A TE B R (G

BEERBF NIRRT G B RS R Fh
B B A A AR B R A T R SO, LA 2SI SR A
% 45 (Soroker et al., 2004 ; Vandermoten et al., 2012;
Foster & Anderson, 2022 ) , M\ 17 {4 [ 90 F (1) 22 5 S
i,
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AR E NS AR A NG BRI T
AHIEHFSY , C R E AR BT 4 000 ZF, {H H Fiif
WG B RIS AUAERL W R B\ Cacopsylla pyricola
(Soroker et al.,2004) . H1 [EFLE K E\ Cacopsylla chi-
nensis (J1 3 5155, 2013) MAEG AR E\ Diaphorina citri
(Zanardi et al.,2018) . Z44 2 K @\ Bactericera cock-
erelli(Horton et al., 2008) , FF.0» S B ik K B\ Agono-
scena pistaciae (Bazzaz et al.,2019)  #4¢ K El Bac-
tericera gobica A il . hAS AR EU AL I K
EAMARALE SE AT B AR 23 il ik 3 e A MRS 7R K
fH 2k R A E A PEAS A48 T EEAE H (Krysan,
1990; Lubanga et al.,2014) . A< 3O H A £ A E 19
AREFERYE BT T ag, CHEMARRSSE
HEFEONMEE B R ARTUHSE UM R B a1,
£ 4 I PR s Z AR R I E LG Y (R
221 B 37 AN S F Y IE R e LS e ) L
13-H 3t — +-E e (Guédot et al., 2009) ,2-F 3k —+
b (7 e 45, 2013) 13- 3 — £ ¢ (Ganassi
etal.,2018)5%, AL, FEMI G AR E 4 TR
PSR 195 B R H H: R (Mann et al., 2013) | 418
(Zanardi et al., 2018) 1 1-T- % (Luo et al., 2023) .
AREEA RELT R, MG AR B RS G
7l (Sétamou et al., 2008 ; Costa et al.,2010) , 4R 5%
K EAE L4 B Solanum tuberosum W 5 58 8 A
(Butler & Trumble,2012) . X AR EURE(F B R AT
FEANAHOE , 7 D AR B E I RIE TR H 2
M AR 5], MW T REAE R IEE REFE R
(Guédot et al.,2010) , JFU R FEIKA BRI K P
A RENEN EREE HHEYE > (Bazzaz et al.,
2019) . J35b, i AL R EUA HOo L R R L
e HBARTEPE BT AR IE (Al A1 R 45, 2015) o

FEAR BN B Z A B AZ LT T AT 3 2 i
ST= I el 11 B s o s O SN S R RO 2 vp S W/
S WG {5 () EE LA FREE AL fil FR AR NS AT A
1) 25 S 2 Ml A UK o R 5 155 A J sz B Uil g
J1o REilfh REIE 5 HAWE SR EE , AR B R
R4 LAy 5 il A b AR Gl %88 /0 (Zhang et
al.,2020) . fEPEAEAR R A U T B
a5 DR S R RS IR B R NI AR
SRS (R4 2023) . MG A AU A ELEE
N Z AL BICEELS (11D TCfLBIZIEAR (111 10D)
WSS IS BB RS W (K ) B R I
RS2 1 AL 2% (Onagbola et al., 2008) , Ff i H:
SRS EEY AR SN SR INIOL T8 s 1 ey | N i )

RAEEAES  BEAARIE s th A 3 A IL0E 32 AR b
£ JC (Coutinho-Abreu et al., 2014) , A 4% A B AT
B NSKE Trioza apicalis W RFE S [A] A6 RS AP 2K
B Mooy A 4 6 ] B 2 7 (Kristoffersen et al.,
2006 ) , {ERH AR A U H A £ TH0S 1% 266 X B 2 g ] A
TR, Jff v e 0 oK %% BE (Onagbola et al., 2008) . #
Fe A mHE A A fish f b A 7 AR AR 25 A
JEREF A INBAT 22 5, MR B 22 T JB%vE L S R AR
TR 2258 fih s ke & B A 5 R HETE 45 S
AR ] BE AT MUSE 2 I AE (Ge et al., 2022) .
ICAA & BRAAC A EUfih F L (8 8% oA B
BRI 25 2 f K5 A7 A A R A B A 7YY
A fit £ S PP P 2 5 fih B I W 22 T e, HL 2>
IS P TR e A5 22 T R, 0 A e T g
o BRI IMEE R R (Ge et al.,2022) , LT AR
R R AH G ) P 28 G5 A S AT R FEAHAG
AT 5 28 A R B A i — L L R R
B P25 #:) (Zhang et al.,2020) .

H e XA A% AR BRI AL AR BURRAZ TR SIS
BRI FHURIET TO5E . EMRE AR B 5t rh
U5 9 SRR 45 45 8 H (odorant-binding pro-
tein, OBP) | 12 MMk 22 J8% 32 % [1 (chemosensory pro-
tein, CSP) .46 1~ ¥k % 1A (olfactory receptor, OR) .
4 > vt #4850 I B H (sensory neuron membrane
protein, SNMP) Fl 4 S M [ A 5 (Wu et al., 2016;
Zhang et al., 2020) . Wu et al. (2016) & 3§ K &5 7>
CSP 7EM A A E\ il Ffy FIUE EBLH S ) Sk I e e 3
%5 {0 Zhang et al.(2020) % 45 4 4~ CSP 4m fith %
DcitCSPI . DcitCSP8 ., DcitCSP10 1 DcitCSP12
61~ OBP 4ty &K DcitOBP2 . DcitOBP3 .DcitOBP6 .
DcitOBP7 , DcitOBPS8 F DeitOBP9 % EL7E fi i1 vh 2
ik MHGEA BN [F] % 7 B Be i) o AH DG PR k7K
A 2 AR AL, H b R R Y] DeitOBP7 I
DcitOBP12 5 A )33k 1 i 3 T, iX T 68 S A
AREETHA K SETE P 25515 R W] DeitOBP3
SR EEE B R A RS S a1 ¥R T
HAbY T (55 R F245,2020) . H I, OBP 235 51 Jf:
SEAREFERMEZSEM ., Liu et al.(2025) A1)
O A T AE R fh £y B e R B SR 2 R 2 E 310 102K
SR Z AR 1, 145 154 OBP. 18 4~ CSP.26 4
OR . 8 I~k 3i& 5Z /K ( gustatory receptor, GR) .32 &
F i 18 & 3% 1K (ionotropic receptor, IR) £l 3 />
SNMP, i 3xf 73 A7 HAE fl Sk BN B AN [] 3B 57 1)
FikZESF, KRIT 4 OBP 9/~ CSP 1 M HA2 1A
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F: 27 fK (odorant receptor co-receptor, Orco) .3 4~ IR
FEIFE fish £ vhs 208 DX LU 3L P AT E S 5 M Al
AREX A E B U fE . 28 BTk, Hag
TEAR BRI A S BFE b 480 TS PR LA
FEE B R WAV HGE AR EREFER,
EIEPE R AIA R — 20 . ST AR U Fift P
VAT T W RAZ AL T AT AR 2 B A T
fih £71 SRR PN IR S AR I 5 B WL A DG BT A S
HAFRIE S GF G B RSN &7 T, AR
E IR EUE BRI ORE .
1.2 KEMAFEES

FEAR B FP N AE T, a5 ot R
{5 773 (Lubanga et al.,2014) . A AUk g1 2338 1o
THMRHAT AT AR IR AT i e e R
S5 1R Y G0 SR TR BC A [N S T A
AR, MR — A2 S R S &S, M H
SRR BN AF S 5 A2 I TEA D EUE L T
B I R S A SN B i A DL T &R
5 (Lubanga et al.,2014; Liao et al.,2022) . d 5
J H R S R A o W | R T T R S
BC 2 [l I P B 5 . REUY A R 53R
PR R S RV T AP 2 an it , 7e e
UL HAT 322405 B (Percy et al., 2006; Liao &
Yang, 2015; Liao et al., 2016) , B {8 JE 25 A0 L1 B4 4
B AT DL 7S B R S B RRER X 4 filin, ws oA
TUJ& Cacopsylla 1) 3 AT AT LA id 1 A% 0y % gy
(i) oy o P ML 5 252 B[] 45 AR AIE K X 43 (Liao & Yang,
2015) o WA AKEE Trioza B RAEN AR T acu-
minatissima FH AR ZE TP ARE T neolitseacola 1EIE
A LJUTARIE, SR 35 A0S I FR 252 i) 8] HIAFAE
% 725 (Liao et al., 201632022) . BRI J2 [7] —Fl A
A\, AR (B (5500 R A A 25 5, A AU
ALK U B AF 5 0 B R A 3 25 5 (Liao et
al.,2022;Jocson et al.,2023) . KT AREMIRSI &
HILTRT , 5 Fhy Ay S 0 O 0 8 22 ] %) 458 7 £ ) JRE 452
B AR LA [A] (Ouvrard et al., 2008) , Polajnar et al.
(2024) FI IO GRS e o s AR S X H FH A 3
A BRI BLE AR L C. pyrisuga 3547 Wi, K BRLE HL 3=
B A AR AR B 7 A B AR S N A A
T EE 1 B 2y 5 E B 7R (S AR AT (Rl
RSN i R 7S S S T A 2 B AR Y
ALFE B, M U B S I SRR 4 0 R 131.4 Hz
11483 Hzo ARERIRSNA &5 5 L TEmAT
R, AT LASE 2 [RURCR S5 ok S B AR mUR 5 75 5%

Xt HAZ Be 69 48 (Polajnar et al.,2014) . BH0F A 52
R TR T Reg ™ A A0 SRS n e & i
I TC A1 1) R A7 A LA H T A H: 22 i (Mankin et
al.,2013;2015; Lujo et al., 2016; Fernandez, 2020) ;
(R, [R5 4 S R M HR P 75 {55 AT A 7 | e
o, DA S 2 R ARG G 22 TR A ) 2% (Avosani et al.,
2020a,b). P, ALFERUAR B ARG A BTN 24
AR BRI S R 2 A i (S R LR PR
HEAE5 A, TR R 55 ok R |
HBFFEUE ] Tl S S TR ESERLA To A AT
BB, AH OG5 I TP ke B FH R %) B PR A 7
iE—PHRT

2 RASEFEEYHIXF

ARECRHE ISR, P 75 A R Y
TEREMERLE NP . AL RE B A E AR B 2 H
ZAEFPHEY) R EAGE Citrus FEY) , R0 &
(& —PE(Silva et al.,2023) o HAGE AR BT A 2 3
B M G M N PR R TR, R LB Murraya
paniculata T ¥ 7 Clausena lansium J2& 5 16 A 19 7%
=, Ho R B #F 8 Citrusxlimon , i X} A1 5% Citrusx
aurantium FYHCE BEBL CERESF, 2011) o MAEA
A AT 748 H#EAS Carmona microphylla b4 A7 5
(FWREEE,2011) . BRSO TN A EAL4E R O
AR R 2R B P R BEHL I & 2% (Prager et al.,
2014) . FLKRFEZFU Pyrus communis L ETEE
L S B T TR LS Pyrus ),
BAETE b s 4 12D £ 3 2% 2F 3 (Civolani et al.,
20235 X e K45 ,2024) o MIAL KR BURMIAC Y 32 2R
WREWERZ —, FERFETEMI Lycium bar-
barum X HAEMIAC Lycium chinense , 8 /1 b E Myt
W RS A B gl 2R (EhH , 2017 XU3845,2020) o

AR T AR HAL 22 Bz R GRS 3, Ho
WRLDE 7 e A A e, AN AT AL A fish v L AR
AT A FRES S5AREE F G RE . AR
R PR ST 25 F2 S B RS B
21 BEESEARERFEEMHTHIER

ARSON ELAGE P RS A BV T R SN Y 2 AR
W% ) S A AR D AT T 84, R A
TR H S 1 ) Joe 0 R B\ Y 3 2 o7 Hhole 45 DGR A
o BACIHE L 8 o-T- K KR R JI-3-
O -1 -3- O A 2 SRR TR 19 A BUR & W ie i 2
W 5| 2408 K T\ Cacopsylla pyri M 5, 125 #5370 A1 A
FER Bz 7 ] 9K EE LIS K mL (Czarnobai De Jorge et al.,
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2024) . AHECEFAE SRR il Solanum lycopersicum
I i A Floradade PR Bl 5 3 BE (B AR 4 L p-Hi
T SF B 2 I, AR S S | A R EUR AL
B3 (Mayo-Hernandez et al.,2019) . FH42 A mUMEHE RE,
W Rew G B A LR & Murraya LB R
KW WG (B e R Citrus sinensis 5 5 %)
A i B T O RO L B A 0 4 R R
(Patt & Sétamou, 2010) . RE5|E AR BAT K S M 1Y
34FP A EAEYIE R Y F RIS B RATEY R
D B S IR S A5 TLR 2 o AN IR BN 27 3540 0 15
RN R I I B A, i A L
SRR A S A e R BV A T T
e, W B-IM s A R s LA K -
1o ST 2 ik 4 (Yuvaraj et.al.,2013) . S-A 1T K
TN B K B\ Crenarytaina eucalypti (Yuvaraj et.al.,
2013) A7 AR T (Patt & Sétamou,2010;Beloti et al.,
2017; Zhang et al., 2020) . & % % K &l (Mayo-
Hernéandez et al.,2019) AEBEVE K&\ Cacopsylla picta
(Mayer et al.,2011) 1427 FAEYHE KLY 0 F 20575
T AT 152 445 BE 4 T 00 SR B Jik K &L (Homayoonzadeh et
al., 2022) . M 4% K E\ (Zhong et al., 2019; Zhang et
al.,2020; Liu et al.,2021) 351 . KA H g m] $5
B NNSAREL(Gross et al., 2022) A7 A EL(Zhong et
al.,2019; Zhang et al., 2020; Liu et al.,2021) FIF W
AR (Czarnobai De Jorge et al., 2024 ) Ft @) B, H
A R RIEA S NN AR B P S D Daucus
carota FVET B4 ) ) i A PR S I S B e
4 7 B M AR IS YRR B WA AE T 2R 8 iy b
(Kristoffersen et al.,2008) . N[E KB AF EAEYIHE
R S 45 5, (H — S SCEA R ) U PR 4 2K
RS BEAL S YRl ReVE AT 155 S S TEAR A
A N R R R AR AR BN A
YL R

A A BT Y A A ) ) WL SRSz AL 1
fRIER A R B EIERAZ T HLH O BFSE B AR
HAEATH AR AR B A AC AR L (S 42 555 , 2021 5 Shuai et
al.,2025) b, R WE T ARE OR WIRERYE . A
A E G 25 A B [ DeitOBP7 J& iR 77 £ & W)
B oy F , RSN 56HIE SE DeitOBP7 5 7K 45 i H
fi 5 R A R- (+) -FP i 45 5 19 (Liu et al.,
2021) . S H R AR E, AR B fil A R IR
AHOCIE B D . AR EGE AT 5 R A R 5 37 14
22 7C (olfactory receptor neuron, ORN ) A6l 4% 4 44
KWy, B4 ORN IE AR IE — P32 R 1, AR B

ORN # i AHE T HA R i o andf s h A AR EL
234 501 ORN, J& T 4 Fi R [A] 2584, H AN [A] ORN A
A R A LT 2 X 3 PR TR B AR
Y5 & WVE 5O (Kristoffersen et al., 2008) ., 8L
KA E il fA S1REES H 1) B At 28 T X 5 S PR 5 1
I A R 0 AR S P i 7 17 A R A A 28T
JLFASmm b HAB AL &) (Yuvaraj et al.,2013) . &
AR EL ) ORN i A 2, {HHA AT LL3E 35 X 22 ORN
SE AT ST FAEYIIE R R . SR MR EL
SUBER A PR U XA 3 N e S PR 2 il At it
R AT P T 75 -4 - S X5 A W 07, 3o o 2 S o) o G
REFER 27 I N AIACZF 5T IR TRTI6  AAR T
ZENT HEIREE AR A3 N 4 (Kristoffersen et al., 2008)
AR, AR EORN FETE—E I TUAREE , B3 A AR EL
HR LT AFPATBERY ORN JEAY  Hod—Fh ORN 287!
TEAET 3PS P, 7 —Fp ORN AU FE T T A 4 Fh
J&AS T (Kristoffersen et al., 2008) , f#H £2 SL 1 TUAT
Al REA HA A O A5 5 DRI P2 R
22 MEMMEESERRSTEEEFHEAR
Pt R flvs AE AR BLAF ERE P B T —EfE
o Y BYRLGE A 7 2 B, A0 0e 2 2% Bk 2 S i
TR LR R AR B G 7, AR (5 S AT
AAE L AR BUANARTC VL FR I R A7 R 5 1 S A0
LR GG ZR R A G, e HURIRE BRI 5 B
[y I Ve, R TR A R AE Bk = UGG (55 I okl
S AR EGE A T (BRI S T fE B A
UM (Wenninger et al., 2009) . i 13 PO & £ 14 56
BRI, % CEPAGHE R Y oK R 1 s R R )
(et ) S | 0 o i) 2 B 5, B A ) Jo
TSR R AR, N2 v 2 0 €2 8 T 55 1) 4R
P LR AR BURY B R AT o, B AE A A0 5 IR 14 XL
5 5 MBI MG A B (Zhong et al.,2019) . 7E D4
BB A EEBA T, G S PP I R
PES A 2E A5 T R BE B DA i, i b 78 L™ B e 4
R T EEAME . WA 2 R R ] A AR EL
HFE S {8 ] T S B Sy 7 B, T g R A 4
FEH ZyooR2E g DR AR AL AR R v B
RH 7 44 K 17 4% A48 ( Thinakaran et al., 2015) . fE5C
593 551 T AR SE R mUME U7 P B R 2 T 1 AR
PRAT Sy, 38 3k M 0 5 il o 6 G 0 O i o 13 P
(Buchman et al.,2011) , X A5 K filoi i) SR 56 F
ML S T2 I ReR . TG AR BT
MR HFEH G, ARG SR/ St Ao
TR X T HESE e T AL (Li
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etal.,2020).
23 BRRESEARRAEESTEPHIER

A e 27 e PR A v RO Rt RGN
SREY)E TR AT . T AREGR A HIIREM)
i fErh ERE AR B AR S TP S E R T
2> GR(Xu et al.,2019) , TEMIACAREH Z B T 84
GR, M B MG ARE A T 201> GR(Wu et
al.,2016) o AR BRI F G038 L6 ) KT s 57
Wy 5z SR A AR () DR RS SR A6 2 AR Y
W WAE . BRI AR EUR AR B AR R E
FVETH 1) S, FHA% AR L (George et al., 2022) 1L,
2K (Olaniyan et al., 2020 ) 7636 H 2 £ _F LG
JEI B AT 1) B BRI R AR T AR I B
P Rz ERECE AT Ry S 3 9D BT e B, A PR )
AR 2 57 A9 42 0 IR Z (Mustafa et al., 2021 ; George
etal.,2022) . BIEAR A RO AR SRR TR P 1
I R B\ R B ORI EGE B & W oK (5 R FEAE,
2020) o AR A TSGR ) A B 2F A O A 2R
B IXCUOERA B O U B A R WA E SR I, R
AP an B 7 B S B IR T
TP A2 T AL, AR B i GRBVAX
e [5G 0 2 ok R e 28 XS AT O A O
(Yasuda et al.,2005) . A EUAY PR 58 22 590 38 3 /%
HIAp AR S AN A HLER W R | LR R AR EH B A T
R R TR ER G 22 G806 R A 55 R B ATIL
il & AL U AT R 1) 5% 48 (George et al., 2016;
Lapointe et al.,2016) . Jiti &5 540 4y i Hhub 75 2 5k
15 Je AR W5 Z B IR O 1 N, 3 Al b [ A R
AURCEE 8l S AR E B, 4 & T AR s EAEY) -
) 3% W 1 (Qin et al., 2024) . Fotiri¢ AkSi¢ et al.
(2015) Wk 5% K BV AL Pyrus pyrifolia W R & & %)
FREORH R BIZRIR LKA W R R T A I 2
A, IR IR 5 L it KA P B R AR SR mT T4t
AT AR M A R 0 AT ) GR il R R R
B o G380, A B e de vk e (9 e e PR R
A 38 2o PR T 5 e R mUX A R B AT R
(Sharma & Raman, 2017) , 1L B0 BEAE R ) Bz 3 32
BB 4TI 1 GR A2 HE R I8 WP, 3R R EUE A R
B FRGEN A FACEY 7 A 5 Ve B (Gallinger,
2020; Gallinger & Gross,2020) . JH4b, I AR A EL
FEE OB CH W = ERAAA R BT R E
A Sl 25,38 o e AR A B 28 0 R H I 1 T 5 )
HAF E P PF 1T M MadE P (Sharma & Raman.,
2017; X IGERR4E,2018)

3 RASEXRBHIXFR

H A AR B - REOCR T L PAER
K TR S R BN A R AR B FIRCR . AR
AU KRB RS, ORI 1A U & P R R 2
FEALFEI AR} e BE S H B DL R . A
BT T R R A R B, MEAR R EL R R B s A
15 %, Horf B UM R 9, R 0 K i 6 A, 3222
F B M KBTS 7S BEH SR Menochilus sexmacu-
lata . 6, 20 5K B Propylea japonica . X i 4% 5L H
Lemnia biplagiata M5 BLH Oenopia chinensis , 5
6,598 K. Harmonia axyridis 1 WP 438 5 %% Chrysop-
erla sinica %5 (1B 55 ,2022) . 75 7 /INAEY: Orius
strigicollis 1 1] JH F #f #% A B4 Bl #2 (Lin et al.,
2023) . MHE R H ¥ Engytatus nicotianae J2&: 8% %
AR B BT R E, X A R A R P
B W B G RS 13 i L, FEIRE R
T, BRSO R R I R A8 A SR T R AL AE R b
s B R LAY & (Veronesi et al., 2022) ., S EL
W8 Mallada signata B2 =8 SR B A FOH &K
B, H3 4 A 24 h N AT A 75 Sk SRR B
H1(Zhou et al.,2024) . TEIRZE T, B AL 8 Sk
IR Ak 1 SO S 1 08 4y o, B 4 SR mUASCE 7T ik
/b 64% (Zhou et al., 2024) . 2 5 Bl H Hippodamia
variegata j&= 8y AR B I — Pl ZEH TR EL
M2 R DL SR AR BT, HZ B R A
SRANUN VIR EF Myzus persicae J & WF R IL4T , (H AT
HE A R i AR mU A B (Sarkar et al., 2023) . 7E7R
BN Bl 2 S B0 A 4y R i S R EA
B I D 66% , 1 B /D 599% (Sarkar et al.,
2023) ., 555 JIVE ¥ Deraeocoris brevis F1 . 2 5 H
Adalia bipunctata 7E=HE BV AR B LA MR EL,
AT DL ] A v R R R TR AL AR K I kAR
(DuPont et al.,2020; Krndija et al.,2024) . B T
PERELAS , 27 A MR EARXT A U A 4% T H 22
FEHIE T, R B2 A e T 2 46 /N e L /) e
FFI5f /NP R 4/ INE R 2 A e (% 58 05 LA S
2021) . Ui AH A% A B B Ui /)N ¥ Tamarixia radiata
F1 BT B m\ Bk /N Diaphorencyrtus aligarhensis (-
PTE145 2019 USRS, 2022) S AR A U 3 2237
AEMEREL. AR BV IR /N Tamarixia triozae &
L % B OR ml Y 32 2237 4 M K B (Davidson et al.,
2023) . MRS AR EB/INE Psyllaephagus arenarius Fl
FIAC A BB W /N8 Tamarixia Iyciumi Y68 35 A 4]
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FOAR R B (ARSI ,2017) , AP SR EH
W ZH Gl IR 00 b S SR mUR P OR300
TR A —Fh K (Veronesi et al.,2022) .

A AR B R B IE DT A . i,
FEI A AR mUA U K R R & Eopiiss S s R
P46 %, 7 i OE S IARSRTET v R AP B8 /DR
/NEE O. sauteri BB (Ge et al., 2020)

4 FRENLERMERRNARLR

A0S BRI Y AT R A AR - AR E - KL
B FRXRMNEE S Y T T ags, & s
FE A E Cacopsylla bidens 17550027 FALWIIE L W)
XA R BN AE s |\ FEe A e 5 | /R (Valle et al.
2023) . AR ECHE T B R WA R A
b, B A S RY), E LRI (T
P ) (AR (AN B 11 i (B E)-a-12:Je M ) LA
K5 AR E W Can P LK AR IR R ) 4% , e rp HE 3K
WTRTR AN (E, E)-a-1 Je I 1 U oy, AR gAY
W AR B\ R 5 B S S G, IR AR s R s B
ARSI S VR, B AT RE S 50 R0 S FR A4
AL AT (Valle et al., 2023)

R ARG AR T ERL G 06 1) 2 S 8 28 BT AR M A AR
I, BB W B /N R B WL Linepithema humile Hij 3 B
B AE Ry T4, W e 3= 50 0o A AR T e g i/ N e
B SE R EUR L, TP N - IR B, TR
O 4T 4 (Hoddle et al.,2022) , AT\ 5 i #5 H1L fE
R VU -2- TR I SF 4 R ), X 5 Wrie
AT A R G0/ % fik A7 D0 32, B8 B A AR AR
TR Gl /I R B R B O B 7 A AR B
A ER AR R BT TAESET (Liu et al.,2024) .

BT, 2 THEE S AR A CTEARRL
AR PR R TRORFEVE R, FIF R B L2538 5 o
K it 1 22 B AR5 SE I Rk BiG o AER
P57, AR 4R A0SR &0 PR mUA
9 (Yan et al., 2015) , B HAL ROH5 % il L, i ml 5
1o 3 5 TP UL (Echegaray et al., 2017)
3 3k 7K AR I ok % R 2 i DR 2D 27 B 2R 4 (DuPont et
al.,2021) o TEAEBEIPEAIE 7 T, v R R 9Kk
FEL W) QAR5 — 2 A1 A8 Psidium guajava [B1E #a ke A T,
R B AT I 55 K EUE K BE JT (Yan et al., 2015;
Czarnobai De Jorge et al.,2024) . £ =916 )7,
o B PR RS | ANk /N 55 25 A 04 (Z3 55 5 1
ATREMG,2021) o ELPE R “HE-hi -7 RGEAE R
1 FORRE A AR AR B RT AR L AR B Wi )

o A U R A AR AR AR A LR R RS e D
95% , . 3 BEL T ¥ e 1% 4k 4% (Eduardo et al., 2023 ) ;
I [ A AN B B AR LR A SR e B 25+
PRI BRI AW, A6 HT i AE e Bt
25500, A5 ORI A IR A 2, SR FH TS R T B
&, I [R5 St R AR 4 R ik ke > b AL d g A mL 1Y)
Pt 245 1 R 2 74 i 1) 87 45 X A (DuPont et al., 2021) o
FRE TR AL DOR AP TR Al i B FEal A=)
PRI A2EB A7 SR, (8 A U ¢
R s IEE AR B R MRS S,
SR Bk /N Trechnites insidiosus FEAD A Bl
Bk /N4 DRI SIS B A el 5 v [ AU R LA Y 25
A6 FE (Gao et al.,2023) . Z¢ I, T ARE M fLE
B Sl (5 5 K BERHRE k25 B S 4
BIIAAHILEE A, AR DX AR o5 2 1 St , 76 PR UE B
TR [ B RaAPR T~ A 25 18, A AR Tl B 4 4 1
TR T
5 RE

AR EVRHR BVF 2t e o A
WG Sk i HLARZFp2n] LIAEHR FE BRI, 4 By
WA TR I Ok A A O T S R A TS, AR
BRRW KAEY) AR [ 5 T K 8] 95 24m {5 HL
il o ST T (5 PR A SR A B R T B
AND L, — 7 FRAE Y PR AL, B ORI
GRS 55 BEFBER AR, 18 fh 7 245550 %
RELTRIZ I 5 55— 5 A 54215 Tt ]
Bt — TS 4 TR R R ), BT AR mU™ D 5 & 2
T el et FE ™ 42 LR DA A B T, AR A1 PR TR %
o B2 Y- A B - Rl A E SN
Bl , AL KBRS il R B 1) s . Han A
A TR N R AT 9T B TR B R e A
FER A PR B = A1 B e ORI 5 16
T UK ZE L, 22 A 77 i R PR B R A A i A sl
B TP IR A, R R A R R A T LA 5|
PR B REER , T R ARTRE I E A
IR e BB A7 B R SRR 1T AR BRIV 25 B AT LASR
PR TP AR , 2N 7 T FSY

TR TG 2 (8] 5C R T 5E E 2R P e AE
W5 R R AN TR A0 R B ) R ) TR
IO B AR LA 4 S LR o EEE, n LAy
A SV AR B BEECE SR AT U . (HJR A Y
PO NI o e 94 b8y R B e S B
SR 3 T RIS, 33 % R RBP4 R B T AR L
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HAFRE XL . REERECZ A8 RAURRT
RO A T AT w35 A2 RE T, 3 T KBy g
BT AR AP B HLRI BT TEA 2, 53X J7 18 )
WFFEN TR R B AR BRI BARCR T HE . K
A5 R AURERUEM Z MR R KRR S YN E
PRI 2 8] ) 5% 28 5507 THT BT TR AR AL TG s , A5
BIF5E R AR AR B 2% 10 B PR 1l 52 (4 75 vk A
TR TIoh, EIMaE AR TR RLE RGE AL T
SRS THLH BIWTFE , AT B2 g AR L 4
R BT S BB RO
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