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Abstract: Insect pheromone is a chemical language of insects for information communication and sig-
nal transmission, which can regulate and control entomic behavioral and physiological changes. In es-
sence, insect pheromones are chemical substances that have different structures and proportions of com-
ponents among various insects. Insect pheromones are diverse, and can be classified into releaser phero-
mones and primer pheromones based on functional mechanisms, or divided into sex pheromone, aggre-
gation pheromone, alarm pheromone, marking pheromone and so on based on their biological functions.
These pheromones are received and recognized by the sophisticated chemosensory system of receivers.
Up to now, insect pheromones are widely used in pest control, biological monitoring and protection, and
promoting insect pollination. In order to further improve research and use of insect pheromones, this re-
view summarized the structure and evolution, classification and function, modes of communication and
perception, and practical application of insect pheromones, and also looked into the future research.
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1986) . A[EFH A Ak 274 B R ARG AE PR 5 3 n)
DL RS, AR T RECE 1 — R 2 &R AR
T W — R N A E (Mustaparta, 1990) . J&
K, W R IBLVE 24027 W) 5 B n] LAAE [R] ) A ]
FEVER A AT LAFEAS R i ) & #2455 AT e Xy
T R AR IS H A R . IAE X phero-
mone Fl semiochemical i X 53 A8 4% , [ A 35 Bl
FAFELR.

BUE B R R R A TE B A E SR
“BEFIE T, ARSI T A ] R A AT o A AR AR
A&, QRS A= O | B AR AN I A A R A
174 (Slessor et al.,2005) . & TF B & b1
X R AR T E R, O RN, B
TR AT oz A Jre 3z B BR |, BB AREE Ak i Ak
2230 TR 78 #b (Symonds & Elgar,2008) . %5 14~
HU {5 B & /& Butenandt et al. (1959) £ X 4t Bombyx
mori RPN & B, Wedim 44 R A i i, 2450 F 60 4%
. HAET, i@ e B3 E RS H AGH H
FREEN LM T3 000 Fiiba (5 B R YR
(Symonds & Elgar, 2008 ) , A5 5 ig v] 765 B R 4L
% £ Pherobase H1 2% [ (http://www.pherobase.com) ,
Bl BRSO IE A, B S B R AR 4
WK TE . A SO VAR B UE B R 45 22 5/
AR XSS RE ALHRE RN )7 X LA S A A
S H R N FHAE ) TR T S A N EER U R R

F R PRI T AR 2SSl

1 ERERREHERMELILIE

BAE B R MR TR EY I, ATy iz
BRI A . ARG B R T LU B G
Y AREAN T N DAL S — RGP, B 2 Fhk 2
2R L AR e IR G Y R EEH . RRGE
F N AL RAR T Eb 1 5 AT B B R
RIEAE SR RE VIR Z 8] A5 B R i 4
Al REAFEE K225 (Adams & Tsutsui, 2020) .

1.1 BREEEMENMENSH

6 2 1Y R RAE B R AT A, BT
F BT B EE Y e (B B (R B PRI 5SS
e FRE GGG BATAEY) , 13X S JoT S sl e
W —E LB AR G Yok R R . (BB RS
BAELL T I AR 25 5

B e E AR g, RHRE R R Dk
IREER RS, AR B R G RO 5~301,
LN 28 VY B 4% LM Anastrepha ludens TE R HUAE B &

2- - =B R Bl GRS B K il I 55k 301
(Bosa et al.,2018) . bW it i #4 & R 52 5 2,
RBECRN A EER R, it KRG 304
i) 5t /N (T SAS IR IE T ) AR T EAN T A
FEDIRE , B A K 248008 i 25 AR G B = 1+
HEHARTE 80~300 D 2 [a]. FEANF AP, BT fEAH
WA B2, oA B 204K B oA D), o P i S g
Drosophila melanogaster 145 B R W~ 7-—+ =
I, AU D. simulans PEAG B Z AR 7-—+H
Mo, 7- b S T- A B AIAE 2 2 AR R T
(Ferveur et al., 1996) . Bl B 2R 4549 28 T 1& 4
AT IE R 2 (5 B 2= sy, & LB eG4 A 4k
T RCIeE (R R RN R A5 , I S AT i 2, A e
S FEIR Y 1 FE RN 55, R R FNBE K 46 &
He R TE 2R B 3R SE AL A W) 55 (Howard & Blomaquist,
2005) . XEBMHRKEE THEBERIMAE,
B AN EE RSV . M A e ke S
T A= WA AR RN VR R AT DAUAE AR RN AL &
Y. BHEGEE RN B 1~4 4, S
WASIE o 2%k i 4 Wk Planotortrix excessana ) H
(2)-5-+ PUMs-1-B3 S RRIE AN (2)-7-+ DUBR I - 1-1
CIRERAE RS B2 AT, e B b ik Ak gk k&
1 Planotortrix octouses W (Z)-8-- VUi hs-1-BE L,
R TG A1 (Z)-10--F DU -1-BE SRR R VE R 15 B R AR
53, BRI s, (XU () 4 AN [] (Albre et al.,
2012) o ABRICHS 53 b X (4 R R W5 B R FEL
Gy R(Z,2)-7, 11-Z ALl 0 AB AR AN
DR R Y (5 B R Uy BN (Z,2)-5,9- =1L
B s , R B B S A8 [R] (Ferveur et al., 1996) .
TR N B R 2 S R T A R R el A A
FIGAT G, WU 22 S e A2 5 5 R 19 D RE (Sem-
melmann et al.,2019)
5 TR SO B e . R R EE RE
i {7 S 25 B35 P (Munro et al., 2019) . A& B o
I F B R T AR AR e AR, T - T
T S LA 0 R T - 5 I 40 A0 P T e e 4 ) A i
AR ALK B 2 HE %% 8 Euglossina i 2 ~Fh E. at-
leticana M E. niveofasciate fi i %} [ 3 -5 j7- i %81k
Py o 7 L - T S A i, 47T AT RS T
PR 25560 AN [R) A 4 19 4% B 5102 (Brandt et al., 2019) .
o R X A SAEERIE B3R AR Rt
FEHE RN o WNTCHIYE Melipona solani {5 E 2 H &
AT -2- B T A S 2-2- B, (HL B L fll £ H A7
2% T 3¢ W LA AR ) ot X -2 P et A g -2 B s el 94
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4 [ i (Alavez-Rosas et al.,2019) . Iah, ANEfE
BE 0 b 252 mfE SR YI6e. 1R E L
WS BRI T —Fh/INE B Gnathotrichus sulcatus , X}
- 6- FF - 5- P -2- Bt i S 3 -6- FP - 5- B M- 2- B
() 40 5t 34 T O, (BRI 25T B W0 A B (Borden
etal., 1976) , WL A [R5 S A L 4], FLE g n] fE
ANAl.
1.2 BREERNELTRE

RAEERNZ SR AYFEAFL . AR
B g e[ e AR R, B e TS B R ikt
Z A A —E A PEBER FR o X 2 R0 R
ME B R AT LI, K28R BAE B R 2 ik
GYREACTR , FUEFERUr M s kA28, B
HIIA A5 B R AL A7 7E 2 Fp 5 2 (Stokl & Steiger,
2017), BARATE

55 1R BRI 3R A s el s 1 i A2
Aot A, M5 S R Ll 3 skt b , sl 45 ik
Gy Z IR LU At — e AR Ak AN [R] @ A [l i R A
FERHADTESTH FAIEEROR , 2 2 75 4 A
[, HE BT, an i3k i Pogonomyrmex 1
4 AWy Fh 21 AR WL Po. barbatus . 5 HLRR A 251 M
Po. maricopa Vi J7 WAL Po. occidentalis F1% £
WL Po. rugosus P4 3 AR i/ A B IR
IFRICTE S, F2& 3N 78 4 P b i) Lo (AN )
(Holldobler et al., 2001) ; [A] J& 4 1 48 % 1 Apis
cerana cerana & KR % ¥ Ap. mellifera ligustica
BORTEAT M AR B 34 22 5 (2 2441 i +X-9-
AL -2-2R 5 18 (9-0x0-2-decenoic, 9-ODA) . 2 7.-9-
FEFE-2-ZEIRIR N -9- 52 HL-2- SRR AN R FEAR
i F TG 4 b S0 S AEp e e AR e . B SRS
8% (queen mandibular pheromone,QMP) , H 25X 44
YA 2 AR 5 L5 AS [R] (Dong et al., 2017) .
YR — e 0 R, AR BEH AN R R
45 B = AL R, WA AT e AT e T SR & omn ik
WRR, AN R Gk B3R —FloE ik

S 2 R R G B R U A BRI AE, X
FPAL B2 A (5 B R Z AR R 22 5l
SR, fERXLFEE L, XL R LM D. santomea T
P EU SR D, yakuba S Wb AR, SR A (385 - 5T
T T AR el S A G ) 3 A B, HE 32 o
JE(2)-7-ZA = d (A HAD RS H RN R] X 58K
2P 8 e o b SIS i AR X T ) e O A
5 b 25 (Mas & Jallon, 2005) . 1% J& Yponomeuta
B ACER SR Y. padellus FIFAE 08 Y. evenymellus

RGO FR WHOE (HRENE R R 22 7R K X
fe 18 E A8 F A [\ /) J5 0] i7F 4k (Liénard et al.,
2010) . kA2 5 A RE R th A R B B AR A7 SRR
B . TERAFR RS BGRR M HER - R AU
io — S T ALY Ak 2% SO S RE A B — ORI B 184, B
PME R R A B RAE 58 4 T LASE I
H T AL 155 BRI IR e Al A A2 40U
WF5E 0 B LR, X5 2R A AT 24 A iy B ik
AGEE . EWWA AT ZE S B S eeH It
SR AN 777 S L e e 3a EPAN PN [ St ) EA
7 B R L E 23 J] (Symonds & Elgar, 2008) .
£l , Bottinger & Stokl(2020) 78 & B B K ik
HEMA BT R ZEAEAFTIOCER , InkEE iR
FFHE W Leptopilina heterotoma W il B FE W 5 | 1k R A
A S}, 3T P SRR I T LA S T A L 5 |
W , 10 IR 5 I D) 5 A e M A I I Tk S AL
Yo FTLL, R T A A A7 AT AT, B L R REAS BT
THBWELRR, — iR T 5 HMY R TIX
Ve Byl 1F s MR T R & s F A (R 788

2 BHIERESEMIIEE

BT, RAFER RS X FEA 20, —FiE
FRARAE L, 23 R s B R AUE 5 B R (B
FIURAERER) AT Al LAY a5 B s A7y, o iy e
(i) Jot T S I ke, = 2 AT DA 4 R e A AR A VR
JE B 4 T 52 i R A (Slessor et al., 2005 ; Okosun et
al.,2019) ; 7 — PR R4 R E R TI6E , 53 W PEE B
R RESENE LR IWEFELRMRCFE R RS
(Miiller & Buchbauer,2011).

2.1 RIBIEAMNEIHZE
211 BHAZEE

RS B R T LAY s AT oy
KIEBEYRRZEEE TR E R, 2k
Solenopsis invicta B LAY 2- £, F6-3, 6- — H L g
(Li et al., 2018) | & K| 2 e 1 A2 58 06 43 DA 1) 2
12 5+ % Bk (Gong et al.,2017; Rossi et al., 2018) DA}
KA 45 5 WF Rhopalosiphum padi F1IENT Bk 8 Aphis
nerri FE L BY E-B-45 & W i (Verheggen et al., 2008 ;
Bhatia et al., 2014) #8205 B R W) i, 7EE 1R
15 OL T BE R 5 | e LA A A 4 o RN AT Ry, R
X H A B Y B A A % H (Du et al., 2019) .
VLIRS Schistocerca gregaria B LA FERAS B 20K
CNEJE T REE B2 AR B Ak FL AT LA e it
U SRAE e Vi B I T DA e it o 3 (Rono et
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al.,2008) . 7 [ IEWTIH ) I Ancistrotermes pakis-
tanicus B (Z, Z)-dodeca-3 , 6-dien-1-ol 18 T- ¢
EBER R LAG I TR A T(5 5, e m R
R REAE A HER )15 1515 5 (Robert et al.,2004)
MRORUE B R 5 B AP R I A AT
U ERBRES R E R B SURE JEATT R .
212 BIHFEE

Ja 25 B R BIVE FHAEX & 2%, 8 52 4 i s
FEPR TR AN B A A5 S BORCE A A FAE A AN
1707840, 1 B AR B A S S U R i T
YEH] (Hefetz,2019) o w1 73X K65 B R M A K
MRFFERIXE, BT LA b e B n 24t 2
P R U T 45 4 WA 15 B 2R (Slessor et al.,
2005;Korb, 2018, H A% i & A 2 e A A
QMP 2 357 A 25 1) () B2, A v A T M 4220k
QMP J5 , — 5y I H P LU & Z B, & L Ew 1Y
FEERAT R o — O AR A SR Y ER T A T
Wi & 17 A AN 55 843 T. (Peters et al., 2010; Traynor
etal.,2014). JH3h{E R MR A AL /R A
W LL A, T ELIXRR Ry — A T3, {5 BRI R
Ja B R EAIE ) — e iR A 25 R
213 RHAESHEREEEBHEEE

fER A A ey ] LR BE RS B R
R SIE B R A HEVE ], Q0 R e 4y Rk )
7R R G4 f R (5 B Z (Slessor et al., 2005) Al
B2 T (B-% 80 AN 2 80 ) (Wu et al.,
2019) ,3X 2 W B nT VR R RS R R AUE 35 2
E K4 1E H (Le Conte et al., 2006; Maisonnasse et
al.,2010) ; i} f 25 % Ap. mellifera capensis T %75 H
SPILRIIEZEMR B R —Jr AR RS B2 R T
MIBEATAT R, 53— TR R A 205 B A O 520%
£ (Okosun et al.,2019) . 48K , X F [A] B E 0 B ik
FREMENE BRI E A A iR
k.
22 RIBIEED K
22,1 HAEEE

PEAF B F2 B MR AR o WA Je 9 e MR O
SIEMEAT R RN A i, 2 e R AR B
o RS R R ZEH EE A W 2R
e VAL AT 3 0, G0 R SR 0 | v 2 RE 0% Bombus
terrestris 2§ (Billeter & Wolfner, 2018; Valterova et
al.,2019) o AHXSIT L MEME ARSI 1R B R
UM i, — SR AR S B 3R T LLS 3 o
G, kA R T 5| B 2 A4S 14 (Larsson et al.,

2003) . PEAF BRI B A SR A 5, Bt LABIE
FEEX T HRPARAEEE L, BEHE R Rk
Aoll 3= 2EF dy, i OB 5 PR E B R i pr e
Z (FEMRET,2014) . B ARPEG B RIEE5H 55
N TRL TR TR O B, T RLA 10~18 /1Mt 1Y 1.
HE LRI (Tl , 70 O Y R YRR B R 75%
J& T 1% (Bastin-Héline et al.,2019) ; 11 5§}y 17~23 4>
B i 1) B 220 28 S A S AT 2 W) ( Zhang et al.,
2016) ; I AY Sk 17~23 A St 1 1 5 HY R SR 1 e
K, 0 B A BE 0 B B AL 51, R (R B R
i b, FEAEEH H R b (5%5%,2019) .
222 REKEHEEZL

RAL SRS D 22 M AR 5 | TR P b HoAth
AN BN KRR E AL E R —ZRAL ) B, REAE SRR P A
MR BB T, REGRRAMGELR
(0 DX AT 2 55— R R R HRE R PR i
(IR O A 7 A 1), 7 B L A 53 DA A AR X
B2, MERAEAR DR TEMERE R 2 RN %) e 25 AN ]
Wy BCARRE 7 AE , HLMETE A= A= 8 2 (22 B 4F
2002) ; 55— PR B R RS S AT, TR AR
SR AT RN TR S, B 1SS BCAMA RE B D
i AE S8 O BRI SR AT O, i R BN
Pityogenes bidentatus VU A B Yt/ Ni Pi. quadridens
SR IR P A A G300 ) SR AR AT IR R ANIUAT LA sk
S AR TR AT, 1 HLE 5 | R SR Ak 5 4
YIRS R PR (Byers et al.,2013) .

X RAEE BRI RZ YR H R 5
JEMOL FE HUNEE L, R R 235 17 8 65
Symonds & Gitau-Clarke (2016 ) i} 5% & 21L& A1 5
A B R A RS AAZ A P RO A, B — S
SITERP AR CRSY | 0 — 26 i 73 B A 2 f b 22 4k
WART . AR B R 5 — R s Y B
RV e AT e A T R, 2 5 [ B VAL /N & Den-
droctonus frontalis W) IE B ;= A —Fp N T/ NG B
TEAR VA 2 I RE A HE [F] R MA R AR e vk JE I AT
RE[E] Fh A 3R 4E (Sullivan et al., 2007) . £ 264 fifp
TERFAR R B A B — B JR b e AR DU R AR
2, LU HERR A A 2 SH0R 27 B e, el Fh
N3E 5 (Liu et al.,2016) o AR 1] 98 5 HIL ] AT L
AR R B SR 45 e Ak
223 ®RERLEE

REE B R E R A EE W BEE S AT L
SR [R) M SR BREE P B fE I, o T LA R 2R A
RFEVATICGE . HRD 3 H A i 0 i
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H 895 K A5 B Acyrthosiphon pisum 25 5 U HUE
5 B EA I E R (Mizunami et al.,2010; Wang &
Tan,2019) . M HAWG R RN  IWEFLREA
AR 2 B — OB B R 1T — PR HoA
FRE . WMEEE AR 1R 5 %1 (isopen-
tyl acetate, IPA) | LR F TR I L2 W R G E(R B
RN e B R R E b rhip%ne KW Ap. dorsata
F/NEE W Ap. florea T ARAF 1 (Wang & Tan,2019) ;
TEERIF SRR Z YA, (B)-p-ik e i e A3t
[) ) A B 3R A, ZEAE ISR O T AT A4 e [
AR IEICE 1] DU AR BT (Beale et al., 2006) . 25
TR B R A G ORECR A, B R R REE
HZRES RIFSMARD R, 7T RS 5| B 2 R EH
o 0 T 2 e B 1) 6 65 ISP RS T TPAL i il e
Fiar iR R W Aethina tumida R FH , 75 BRI FIAT 1605 5
(B B B4 A /DN B SR R W S 1% 37 i (Torto et
al.,2007) . fERHH, HEEE B R B2 ESUR T
I BRFNRE BN 3 A WRAR™ A2 F0 03 U, LD B e A )
HH SRR s Yot AR 0 [RI o3 A4 (5 20T
A TR, s 8 2 RS | S A B AR
224 HiLfEEE

PRic(s SR WAR A I EkE D R, SR A
77 B HASAS 15 DA BT R At AR ™ B Ak 27
)i (Rosi et al.,2001) . WHERMEAS BRI R R
BCA=BRAT R, IR Abric (s B3R Bt B & 51X
OkEE N1 95 2w B B | P 428 2 o SR 11 i R
RO FRCE B R MR ) HAEEE T 2R [w]
—AF BRI TE e 1 CREF AT A 2R [, 2007) o
AR s B R T 2 KRR EH L eiTn
RN IHADZEAT B R, HCH — M 2Em a1 i
Az 2], G, BB IR B R AL E
24, =B H RIS AE IR I, W25 A % Dinar-
mus basalis 7 9P J& 2= $E4k 5 W) o bR 10 7 B 19 2 THI
(Gauthier & Monge, 1999) ; 55— AR TE B F4H
Wy b, WA 56 528 Rhagoletis mendax 7= Y 5 23 1F
7K I 2R T ASORR 1 A B[] Al Al A A 7 & Bl O
(Stelinski et al., 2009 ; Faraone et al.,2016) . AHXf T
TEON_FARi], 76255 A EAbRiC s e 4, ORIl
FEOY B RTRER R . BT, HAESCigRL R du
I3 B RN S8 B — 245105 5 & (Silva et al., 2012)
FEXF T HARE B R CThRcF R R0 TR,
{HRILAEACR AP S A BRI T .
225 AL kZEE

B T LR AEAS [F] R A b A7 78 115 B R 4h,

A — 2 LA DI Sr Uyl R B DI ReRUE B &R .
IR IR SCIR A M Mastotermes darwiniensis 23 1E £ )
FH - WL AE X R B AR N B, B AT RE K
() ol JEL A A E AR R 7 P B L X ) L PR 15
115 B % (Reinhard et al.,2002) . {HAE, W B fE
EVEZL AW Formosan subterranean 25 HA 3 1 3
BAEBEEEM, B T B i i % —1E (Raina et
al.,2005) ; W ds bt B BT, SRS Bl A AR 2 1 T
N, SRR LR L i A R A,
X A ) 5T B R A B B fF B & (Chalissery et al.,
2019).

M IoE A B AT A AL, Bl
S HAR SV A R Z W S I 2ERE B ATAAT A B
A AL T DA R S B 3R i B i A 1k H A &
FR X BB 5, — 7 T A 26 B AT S B ) T id
VAR B, A e ot 2 REAE HoAh ) BT R Im] A
REAAENEIT s 3 — 7 TR A 26 2 2 5508 B ) i ik
WA S N D BE . L, T B — 20 X B A A
BRI E S MR TIR AN

3 BHEEZEHEBMEBEMAR

B HUKHE B R BRI B MR o B B
NIEAZ RGAEWUE A REMUT RN . XF T AR A A
BE, HUBE I A 42 fi 5 47 /241 (Maisonnasse et al.
2010), Jf HEAEE LG SR T A e k#5056
(Yietal.,2014) . KPR B R MG RN R
W AT 5% MU S B AN S AT A
B EZ ZRE M ZMEN S, BRI BRI R
R AREE B R 0T B AR R (il 255
RS 25 FEIRZ R e 45 G B L R T
SELL LI AL 38 22 A JE] P 2 A 58 20 LB | P WL 27
K AGT 0 5 ZARER A5 S A AR
SIS Gy s R M L HLAF 5 IR 28 i
AbFRAL 5 B A A28 (Leal , 20135 2L, 2021) o

7B R TN ) S AR AN S MR B AZ 1 28 5T (ol -
factory sensory neuron, OSN) [ i 5 i 37 & . 4N 5%
e I 3 i A7 TR S 3R08 5Z K BmOR- 1 REJERHIHE R
WP B A 1 (Sakurai et al., 2004 ) ; 225 SL g
RAEAF B E W43 11-cis-vaccenyl acetate # Or67d 4
SRS (Kurtovic et al., 2007 ) ; 7 5 A 28 i i e
= H £ 9-ODA 5244 & Or11 (Wanner et al.,2007) ;
/NI Plutella xylostella fil 51 5 2238 1 Ord 1 FE [ XT
FHEFE Z79-14: ACF1Z9-14: OH 245 /2 )i (Liu et al.,
2018) . FERMEH  HEMEAMAHEILIE B T —SEHERR
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()52 R B ME R (5 B R X2 IR b L R %%
Fe R ART , WK 1 Spodoptera littoralis T R¥, HL
SZAA SItORS fEFRF S UM B3R (Z,E)-9, 11-+11
e )i~ 1-T £ TR 6 ( Bastin-Héline et al.,2019)

HERMEZ NG A SR N E S TR
B Mns R 48 ARG . XA S AR, i
FEAEZ AP N AT PASE A (Szyszka et al., 2014) , BAK
SRS : OSN M HLE 55 23 B A% 1 3] B s vt 11
W ——fi ff (W) f 22 i fih ffy o 28 i vl B
KA AR /NER (Berg et al., 2014) , —NIE/NBR 1 AY
P2 TORR T A2 RS — it H R GE —Fh IR 58 52 14, 31X
FEI AT LAXT ] — 15 = #EA T AL B ( Galizia et al., 1999;
Chu,2020) , 41 2 5 Mg R 20 rh oy 57 Ao 32 14
FEP, Horh 32 MR Al vh 3Rk R T 432K Or83b
TEFTA th e rh kb, HAZ K HAE SR AP 24800
H1 3215 (Vosshall et al., 2000) . £ fil /#4125 - 4 7
PGS BB B TP 2 R 58 FE AR RN A
LA £ DA T TR AT 2R Y IX 38K (Jefferis et
al.,2007) , R HURICEME B R G st tutiAT A AnzE
FHIA L o

DL ¥R B R R B B R W BRI R R Ak
TEA55 AL AHXT LU 7S 2 S8, (B2, A AR IR
oA 4, B R R A1 4 A SR A E B R
FER Zm A B R G U & — {5 B R g
Szyszka (2014) TA by PR 3 5h ) 27 3 o] LA Sl R
B A B ORGSR [A] {5 4 . Egea-Weiss et al.
(2018) 7r R SR gt 5% b A B, ph 20032 IR RS2 Ak
=20 ST e B FEIAR K, AELA [R) A2 44 i ) T2
WSO P o A IR, SOk b s PR AT AR E] 0.1 ms, iX A
AT AR FHAS [R] 52 A S B PR 52 BRSO [R) MR
Fo BIRFHCHITNA LD R A e (H
A DA R ] B A6 B R 5 S P UIR R A,
5 AL T AR (Szyszka et al.,2014)

R ANMUA REIER 22 R b U e (5 B R
BGY, EE AR YR — Lo A2 ) B A B A R R R
AR A EEM A, F—, B RO
YRR S | AR A R E B R EUE BT
KW, QNSETN B AT Ik Utetheisa ornatrix 4 VLA
FHY) KICH ¥4 PR 5. Crotalaria spectabilis £, &
AR B R a1 R —— kg B P o AR e, Rl R
S B ol 3 o A e L e FEL P E A= )
338 25 E B U BE AR O b SXREAE B R AR T B
it AE A B K Bz $51 (Eisner & Meinwald, 1995) . 4
= FE R R — Sk 2 ) o R A U R A AR

E B E U FIE SR B 5 B R ThRE. WnAREL
JRHH Acalymma vittatum HE R LG B R PR ALK
J2 P 7 Cucurbita pepo pepe W5 W) Jii 75 i i
Joi , FERE I SR AR 1Y 2R 4247 4 (Brzozowski et al.,
2020) ; ZL/NE L B Grapholita molesta 3 5 h %
TRHEY , 5 B R IER PG I, 35 AR &)
(E)-p-Z 8 f1(E)-p-1k Je M i e i E 5 B R
(5 1FERUR (Xiang et al.,2019) . 45 = PR IK—
Sefk2E Wy T Re A i B A0 E B IR R R . 4
H AR AR EE 67 25 N W Thanasimus dubius fronta-
lis X VA B Z A9 5135 (Munro et al., 2020) . 76K 3]
ARSI T, B ARG B RIE
BT e RN, i HIE AR T e s A AL

4 ERERZHNATR

XHE BRI — TR T TR AT AR
A BREE I HLE], O — TSR T TR R
R, E RPA MY RS . R sk A IR
Sk A A A i i AR ME B R AR AR 5k
B R OCTE O B . B 2016 4R, R FKRET Sk
MR HAE B R E 2 16001 RRSE R 230
BRI R R AN 588 HXHE R
REBIC TR R Z M R EUR . AT S, FRETE
ELHE B RN T A, R #2019 48 A L3k
ECEIL T 16/MF B R AR Z ™. REXHE LR
PN TR H A2 A2 — B, XX A P Al ok
VERAE =, BRI IC B A & AN A T R A
BRI RN H (F245,2019)
4.1 EHBEE

B ARG B R AR & —Mm A
I A M SR 22 4 SR L, BT 2 T BA T
T, Bl 7k FEA A JBREFIEWTAS IS . 754
SRR M B E O | 2048 b, I
285 7 RRIE X A O A E B R &
FAVES B R RER B R (Weber et al., 2017).
KA KM Ectropis grisescens J= 25 I EH &
- 0B R 2 M M R AR B R (Z,2)-3,9-6,
7-epoxyoctadecadiene f1(Z, Z, Z)-3, 6, 9-octadecatri-
ene & MR 4: 1 i LIRS J5 B HEEAS W T 40 cm 4b
XF IR 2 R ARG 75 R OR (Wang et al., 2018) o
A RESE A G B R E f K HAR X, A A &
BORFIER B R SR RESRMFE R
T skt . WNEUE B Culex quinquefasciatus J&—
FRAERRRG T B I, N N- 2 HE-3- 56 FR R I e o
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EA R IR S OR (Syed & Leal ,2008) o H
I, HE5 25 R BRI 5 SR Y 1 M —hr SR 2
JO7 ] #5e 22 19 3% BB iR 77 30 (Cook et al., 2007; Al-
kema et al.,2019) . U075 48 Fl#4 e 2 4% 5l 10 55 L
Bl i 71 I8 A5 B A S A BEIBT 32 e U2 B 1 4%
Y3 HUIA HE T B (Benelli et al., 2019) , X Fi 5 i 7E
Bl IR 2 U TR BN . NS AL /NG
1% Lobesia botrana 2 WX 45 L 1E B, N TH K
(A 2 A28/ N MM R PR AR B R L E7, 2912
Ac ] DAL e il s Sg E , R T4 i LR AR
SR i (Harari et al.,2015) o {HJ2 , iKEE—Fh 5k
Biii6 s 2w M DLk B HUNACR W 2 M kg A
R R AR e R A P T = E
bro BRAGEZRSM, TFR MR B R7EFH BPHG Tl
ARIFRIR . T RMEE R A SRR
25 NI RV AN BOBUAR i S50 22 0] 8E, BF 9 5 4k
BT — (5 BRI, X LA L1 3L
P EE R OB EE S5, 2018) , AR K AV AE R
A E. A A5 BRI ZER AT 2%
SR AL RE R R 5 B R AR PR TH AR
4.2 £ ZEFERENFREP

Bl A ERA Y A N R, AR 2R
AR RSB A . S, A E AR 1k
AW ZREE T DT AR T R AR BRI A
o PR —FIETFE R RS RGN TR PifE
Pywh RN e I R R — A R A Uy X T EAR
%45 AR & (Larsson, 2016) o 2 1 N H TR B B
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BN & B (R) -y-25 N TR, B AT LA SR W 5 |
BT SE L, A AT LR R W 7 | i s A T b A
4011 (Larsson et al.,2003) . 477, e AR 7
TS0 i 2 BRI G B R . MR a2 i
1Ky, & 2R SR T sh Y SR, FE4E R
BT T A FE 0, B TR AR R AL S
S, I HC R ZUR R B (Bates et al.,2014) | 2 5Y
M) T A SISl . MEPEIR SIS B R ARV P
A 2 KB Graellsia isabellae(Millar et al.,2010) .
2P TN K A Wk Callosamia promethea (Gago et al.,
2013) il i H K %t W Rhodinia fugax (Yan et al.,
2015) &5 W) Fh 43 A1 8 A FOR 3P 5 TR #R AT AR 4 1Y 1
Mo AXFT3F duBiia , (5 B R A M A Ok 407
T DGR BE AN Ry, 3 E 2R R R A A PR,
(BRAG BRENFERIE R A M X2 AR
Tl TR0 R R 2 A 20 B S e v ] R £

LA RABR T .
43 Rt EHRIFH

ERELRS—IE RN EE TR E
4 WA IR ) . 7E AR, 80% HAEAE
Yy B R Ry R R i R R A
(Klein et al.,2007) . {HJE , FRsg TR L AN it A
A FHET 4 AE T R A S R AR G i B i
s, Wk YiE o o — e B A fE B E RS B
W2y (Wang & Tan, 2019) ; 246 IR R 2 MW 10 2
by B AR L — AR AR A R PR B T R
75 B U HILR 5 548 K OBE 22 Epipactis veratrifolia il
1 BB S48 B F Megoura viciae W5 B 2 W43
o- RN B- T AR SR W | S SRAE R i oy LA K
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IR ok W 51 43 W ¥ 0% Sl 82 K (Bohman et al.,
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&S B W51 (Z)-11-eicosen-1-ol 2 W 5 | 4 15 Y
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#3 (Brodmann et al., 2009) ; 2 E M & £ Pachysan-
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HEky i 2 R A &Y h SRR g LA
1, SRR rh AR B IR B R B, WAk
Hh A 55 i B2 4E (Wang & Tan, 2019) . 5E T 31X Lo pff
58, Al AR EGEN T4 iR A A5 B 3 ok i B ey
AT R, DO G A AR AR B ARV EY) SRR
P S B TR T2 R RIS
4.4 E A

R AE R RIBEZH R E T eI )
P ARZ 5 AR S UG, O BAR B3 .
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AN AB SR 5 AT LA T3 ML 37 A 422 i A
FRE, I AR N\ A5 B G iy P A B R [ A1
W 1) I 5 P (Visscher et al., 1995) ; 5 84 Cinnamo-
mum camphora &2 F BRI, AR 28 BRIt
HP R I ORGS0, X S 0% B A
YERT, N TR A AR A i HH T B % %5 H
A 1% 1 (Guo et al., 2016) 5 B[ AR 4E B Linepithema
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YEY) , P72 el v it FHAT B 3R AT ARG )5 31,
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b T AR 2, R AR B3R 5 1 5RR ot &
LY B 3 (Querner et al.,2013) . FrLATE, B2 HL
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