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H E [B8] BEOBNSFNBEEFEZLSRAEEYPEERBEENLEY  EHEREEREHSE
WEYHEEERAPEEEENER, ANEENWR TEEBE Liriomyza huidobrensis (Blanchard) § E X &
Rt EABODETEERHEER B SENEW , SURBREXMERSHF T EYHEEERMIE
ERAFAESRMRHEENERNANEEESENEM, [Fi2] HaXXEZNSREESEL , 25
MNETEEWERHRNEFENMH P EARDHTEENEER B SENTL. [ER] EREHE
WBHRANEHRE (1~9d ), BEAHFPREABOIFINREABABONSTEERFESEZB SESREN
RELEELA BLEABEHFTENERBENNERENEE—  HPXNREABNFIFIEEREES
B, MABERABEBIETNNHER B NREAFSERTHE. [Fi8] BEMEBERYPBIEAMES
HXEYMANEARIHTELENEER B 2ELA , EEEOBRNHNRFFREESRZFTINEN
mI T R R IEFIEEIB B N EN T WER,

XKEIR FEERIUEE  BREABNGN  FRAEABENGT  HEREB, FSER

Effects of Liriomyza huidobrensis (Blanchard) larval infestation on
trypsin and chymotrypsin activity and cucurbitacin B content in cucumber

leaves

. . Lk . .
SUN Xing-Hua ZHOU Xiao-Rong PANG Bao-Ping  MENG Qing-Jiu
(College of Agriculture, Inner Mongolia Agricultural University, Hohhot 010019, China)

Abstract [Objectives] Protease inhibitors and cucurbitacins are two kinds of insect-resistant compounds in plants that are
important in the interactions between herbivorous insects and their host plants. We studied the effects of Liriomyza
huidobrensis (Blanchard) larval infestation on the activities of protease inhibitors and cucurbitacin B content in cucumber
leaves in order to investigate the mechanisms of interaction between the leaf miner and its host plants, and to build a necessary
foundation for use of inducible resistance to control the leaf miner. [Methods] Spectrophotometry was used to determine the
changes of the activities of protease inhibitors and High-Performance Liquid Chromatography (HPLC) to determine the
cucurbitacin B content in cucumber leaves. [Results] The activities of trypsin and chymotrypsin inhibitors, and the

cucurbitacin B content in cucumber leaves increased during larval infestation (1-9 d), compared to control plants, but the
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magnitudes of these increases were not consistent with the infestation levels and durations. Induction of the trypsin inhibitor

was systemic while induction of the chymotrypsin inhibitor and cucurbitacin B were not. [Conclusion] Larval infestation

can induce an increase in protease inhibitor activity and cucurbitacin B, and the breeding of cucumber varieties with inducible

protease inhibitor and/or cucurbitacin B may be an effective approach for controlling the leaf miner.

Key words Liriomyza huidobrensis, trypsin inhibitor, chymotrypsin inhibitor, cucurbitacin B, induction

E BB HI5T ( Protease inhibitors , PlIs ) &
—REFZEYFEERBFENILEY( Ryan,
1990 )y HTFERERTEERAENTER , 1]
PAKEEOARNEYEARREEREE
( Zavala et al., 2008 ), PIs R—E 9 FER/IH
ZHBAEAR ESERHCENNERHELE
MEER , EREBHNFTIEEY |, 4 55kE
LB B PN EE RN KEEER FRIE
BORUHILBHNEE D , FRAFERBER R,
Hit , EEBEOFFRAEREIYRRNEAR
EURRNRE TMERERES YN ERT
£ FSNHENEENRE ( Thaler, 1999 ) ERS
KK FREA |, Pls AEHNHIENE B B A $hRIVH

ItERBEREEKAESE (Johnson et al., 1989;
Broadway, 1995; McManus and Burgess, 1995;
Heath eral., 1997 ) #if5,. ERIME. BREAR
ZMNAEYHEE (XA, RERRZE)
R OED HYITEEE S 7= 4 Pls ( Green and
Ryan, 1972; Penia-Cortes et al., 1988; Geoffroy

et al., 1990; Farmer et al., 1992; Jongsma et al.,
1994; van Dam et al., 2001; Casaretto et al.,

2004) . BAEI, EMEYPRIANEEBHT
B4aBEABRIHN., ¥REREQBENG
. XKL EREOBIHTNSEEABITH
T3 ( EREMKEBE, 1997 ) £2ERELH
WEFNERBRXRENEY , HHAHARESH
N RE B B0 57 (Trypsin inhibitors, TT)F %k
%, & B8 B #0 &l 7 (Chymotrypsin inhibitors, CI)
(Bhattacharyya et al., 2007 ; ZH% | 2008 ; E it

FE , 2011)0

# 7 £ (Cucurbitacins) @ —EK S EELH
HR=EEYMRENR , RHFM 30 28 100
SHPHEY RS EL S Y ( Metcalf, 1986 ), BRR
FPEREEBEENRHEFEER B ( Metcalf e al,
1982 ) MEERTMNRKMEE, KEE , mMAX
REZBHER M R REH(Deheer and Tallamy,
1991), HEERASNZHEMENPHERMER
EREEEEN A MERSHERNEEN
MWER (FKE 2010 ) FEEYWFHPEH
F&EES5MHHF ( Diabroticina beetles ) WELE A
EREBZEYHIRR ( Ferguson et al., 1983 ) #
B & B WEHERE Spodoptera exigua | B RE
ERER , NRBRFNENHER (EHZ2F,
2005 ); X BARTE &R Popillia japonica BB, &
BERY Leptinotarsa decemlineata 4 W& ¥ B E
BHE Tenebrio molitor 5 B ERRBIERE
R, XXBRIMNEXRE Ostrinia nubilalis FIFHRRE
BREAFINEBIER ( Douglas et al., 1997 ) o 3K
EHME (2004 ) FARKA , HEE B RMWEM
BEEYE Liriomyza sativae BERBFMNEER R
Z—o EIKFE (2006 ) EXIHFE R B WEMNBEH
WA R MR ENNEERANHERRM , X
A—ERENHEE B EAR , X EMBTER
RN RIIEES —ENIEIER.

B X W & 8 Liriomyza
(Blanchard) @ — M B EZHEX MM T ENH
¥ 9% 1 F H (Scheffer, 2000), B 1993 £ AKE

huidobrensis
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Bk BEERERERERILS&HXELEE
WA T ENAERRAAB T ARERLEF-
ERERWRK (BREMES , 2002 ) BAIHF
REP , FEHEYHAREE, BERY. EFY
RMREYREEBLWREER GBS LR
( BREE , 2006 ; @BRFEZF , 2006, 2007 ; F
MZEE | 2008 ; FRIEZRSE |, 2009 ), EARIEELR
YWRNEFSHTZHEYH A ANEFYREET
BETREMREE LA (NEF , 2012) A
L EEBERG BN ERESIRFEEYEN
PIsSEMRFELEBSENTL? BRERLE
SIRE. Rt , AXHZE T EEBUEIRHRERE
FEREMMHAHRTINCIEERFHFRBER
ML UERA T BEEMEIREHETEY
MEEANIE HNEYESHEAERRR
EEROHEREE AT HNEREEHA
RHRE-ENEILKE.
1 M55 %*
1.1 #ikEd
XREARELSF K BEEANT EHHEN
BENRmAEE 45, BAMBENG T  fHFESF
BERTFESS , S840 | Bl 7, SEKRKE—
FEME  EfETFRAEAP  BFREHES &
K3 7~8 FEMHE EZRTHUBEEK & M.

1.2 iR

REEREBMNKABMNFEREFENEETR
BETHEBRENLTLERRE B NN THE
Kt BHRAFRTEZREINFRENRN ,F
BHREAFRTEESHENEKE 70%WERRN
WO L RENEAT DREF AT SRR
FEREF (XAEH 16L: 8D, BE 25C , XS

E 70%~80% ) EE2HXE LEIE 1 K5 , F%E
2@ BLARTRED , EO0AERIK
B, UBREPERR, FiAE R TR
BERADENTENEER RBRET LRRH
MAIEREEREFRAEP , BEREPL , &/,
1.3 FRZEEREELRHRBRS

R3ZREERN | ARAFRIE( 40 cmx40
emx50 cm ) N, FEERTELREZH -
MAIBEXBERER. ERESENEEY
ENENERPIERMNLELETERE—FHER
REZEXNR , AGABBRNEEHS |, UL
REBN, IRESENEESELENFR
EF D REA 20 M 30X E— KPR EBIHE
BELR , NHIUBEME | RFKRER , 25T
B1.3.5.7 M9 RIKE 5 FARE 6 AL
BENENSEE #HOTEABMHTEENSEE
£ B EENNE. ATERENENIELE

BEZEHFHARZSEHHDBIERREN
BAMREXNR, SLEES 3K,
1.4 BEEBBRAEEENYS

REHEHBANERE (% ) -REER(cm’)
H A BER(em®)x100 .

DERFENT

REXNR  RERBES ;

RENB BERENEEZIEHANRT

EH
RESE  SaHERNTHERN 10% ;
EESE BAHERATHERN 40%.

1.5 FJEBEIMEIFITE RN E

151 EBREAZABMEFFEEONE XAK

% (2009 ) KA E#ATREVANE.
REUEHZ - B LB H 0.05 mol/L, pH 8.0
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M Tris-HC1 #HK , RIE2BIFREN 0.128 ¢ KE
Wik, 0.35gPVP, 0.036 g Vc # 1.11 g CaCl, ,
BT s00mL BEMEP ALREARHTESR
F 4CKFBEABRT.

#7357 (0.05 mol/L, pH 8.0 HYBEERZEH K
#l% . HEBFREL Na,HPO, 17.907 g F 500 mL &
Effid  RIEBKEREZE, EHEFRE 7.8005 ¢
NaH,PO, F 500 mL BEH , ARBKES.
2 Bl B EL B NaH,PO, & & 26.5 mL M Na,HPO,
BR43TSmLEFE—500mL BERP AR
BAKER., ELH 0.05mol/L, pH 8.0 HBIERE
R BA 0% REAREEFHNBERE TR
11 #TRE

[RY#I% - HEFFREL 0.04851 g BTEE F 300
mL BEREF , ARMBHNES. T 4CkFER
R

BREE . ERMBFERAELE (Sigma)
0.01851 g , EF 100 mL FEXEH , A 0.05 mol/L,
pH 8.0 Y Tris- HCIZHRER . T 4 CIKFEARARTEo

MEIF R : BIRELBEELNTS 1 5,
EWIRE 0.5 g, J% , BIWE | RS |
ADEREW , A 3 mL BEGE , 408 TiE
HE BMA 3mLREURER £ 4CT 12000
r/min B/ 10 min , EF&REN N EEE B B HD 17
MR R,

B HI DM E RS HEDMER SouL 5
MHIFREUE 80 uL #ATEE FE 25 CHERKE
AR B 20 mine EAXELLEBMAMA 100 pL
#E A RBIRA 2.9 mL MKY BTEE EBT§
& | min, T 253 nm KEKANERKERNE(L

B, 8 60siE—x , £iE3 X,

BSH0 &I D 1TE - #0%) D=E253/(0.964xVXEw) ,

XA E253:253 nm BE0HANRREST

L& ;

0.964 : 1 mmol BTEE fIR KR ;

V: REBAENEAER(mL) ;

Ew: FTABRPEBWE ().
152 REABNHFFEENNE XAKES
(2009 ) Ky &R ITREVANE

REUKRHIE : EBEFRE Tris 0.605 g F 100
mL ZERP , ARBAKERZEZIE. EE HCI
045mLET 100mL BERP ARBKER
2 B EREL #F B9 Tris BYE R 100 mL, HC1 AR 69
mL F CaCl,0.444 ¢ F 200 mL REM+ , B4
KER.

[RY#% AHEBFREL BAEE 0.06856 g F 200
mL ZEMAH , A 0.05 mol/L, pH 7.8 B Tris-HCl
BHBRERZZE , T 4CKhERERE

B % HEEMEURE B B (Amresco) 1.6
g T 200 mL BE#+ , A 0.05 mol/L, pH 7.8
M Tris-HCl EHREBREZE , T 4CkHE®B
AR

REQBWFAONE : WS HE DR
100 pL EMHIFIRECE 20 WL BS , £ 25C1E
BABRBRM 60 min, EAELLEMAIA
2.9 mL #9JE#¥ BAEE F 100 uL KBE R A& |
EBRTEE | mino T 256 nm FE KN ER K E
MEAELE , B8 60s E—IR , i3 K,

BREABONGHUTE: REABNG D
=E256/(0.01xV*Ew)

XA E256: 256 nm BOHARKERE
L& ;

0.01 : —NBENBIHBRAEENE ;

V: REREBARHEMAER(mL) ;

Ew : 100uL FTABEPEEE ().

1.6 #HEEBIEMNE
KAKBEHE (2004 ) WEBRERIEE
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(HPLC ) ME. BMELEBRMEEZEEEN
BAME 1R, PREREZRRET , ERPRE 1
g HEYIRERMA 20 mL 897 O , 40 10 mL FR
BE2a30hfE , ik, M. #RE#EIT HPLC A
ERIMEAT 4.5 pm IBIELLEE HPLC &4 2L 70%

2 GHRE5H

201 BAEMERAEXNELHAFPRALER
BT (CD EMRIE

HX1TH , ETRXEHA , 4 B TERE
ENZELESD Cl EHHEESTRENR

MEREER 30%KBEBFIARIME , RERZ 0.5
mL/min , 8N 228 nm , HFEE 10 uL,
MEVEHA & B AR | mg( Sigma , ZE>97% ),
A 10 mL BWERESAREE 100 pg/ml , BRAZESH
BiEo BB S 10, 5. 2.5, 1.25 & 0.625 pg/mL
MEEZ B FEAR , ANEMNGIEIENRE
rHEMEERY) , tE ¥y EHEE B REWZ
B ERAERE. AtEPARS BT EEREL
BEhNHELEB SE. BMLEEE IR, &X
BB B AR LC-20AT,
1.7 BRFEIHS I

AXBFAEHIEIGRA DPS BIEAERSE
BHITRIT2H AEAENEARFTRAZSELEZ
BHWEFRIEMERA Duncan KZELLR (ER
X, 2010 %

(P<0.05); BRERENBN K B—SEERELE
EFTEZENAAR Cl EHEERKLERRE
E (P<0.01) BEZELE C1FHEE 7 X
REEE HXRE3 XM X &xEAFE1 X
ME S R, RESERENRESL 9 RME 5
REgEE, HXA%E 7 X, RERE 1 XA
B3 R EEZTENE CITEHESE 7 REHEE
B=E, £ 3 XNHE , Bt 3 MENREZ
BERFTEE (P>0.05) EEZERENR CI
EMEES T RERSE F1 XM XFIK.
REZELE CIEMHESE3 X7 XM XE
ESTEESELNE (P<0.05), MESE 1 XM
FES RERTEE (P>0.05 ) REZERSEX
BMCIEMESR 7 REERTEEZERENR
(P<0.05), MEEI REESTEEZERS
1 EEFBBHRAERFERNH A CUEEATE (1)

Table 1 Changes of CI activity in cucumber leaves after Liriomyza huidobrensis larval infestation

PUg RERTE (d) Infestation time
Treatment 1 3 5 7 9
CK 3.38£0.09(bB)aA  3.43£031(cD)aA  3.244025(cC)aA  3.54£0.49(dC)aA  3.44%0.35(cC)aA

L 4.5040.23(aA)cC  6.38+0.18(aA)bB  4.8340.16(bB)cC  8.21+0.16(aA)aA
SL 438+0.30(aAB)cC  4.8240.15(bBC)cC  6.45+0.07(aA)aA  5.72+0.05(cB)bB  6.74+0.08(aA)aA
S 4.78+0.19(aA)bB  3.56+0.16(cCD)cC  4.70+0.13(bB)bB  7.1240.28(bA)aA  4.95+0.03(bB)bB

SS 4.40+0.23(aAB)dC  5.34x0.48(bAB)bcBC  6.06£0.20(aA)bAB  6.96+0.25(bAB)aA  5.02+0.02(bB)cdBC
& RPBFEHHNFHESER. BBEERSNFERFEAZEINTRAZIELNERANZREEY , BERES
AFBRFEEAZELEBEETAZEINEZEREES  BEBERFEREREFE NENKEFETEE DB
TEREE (P<0.05) MHFEE (P<0.01 )

6.66+0.11(aA)bB

The data in the table are mean + SE . The letters inside bracket indicate different significance among different treatments at

the same time and the letters outside bracket indicate different significance among different times in the same treatment.
According to Duncan’s multiple range test, different lowercase and capital letters indicate significant difference at P=0.05

and P=0.01, respectively .
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CK: REXNR ;L. BEXE ;S EEXE ;SL: BREZENREXK ; SS: EEZENREXNR, TRE.
CK: Intact control; L: Light damage; S: Severe damage; SL: Systematic control for light damage; SS: Systematic control for

severe damage. The same below.

JER (P<0.05), EHA 3 ANZELERNERT
EF (P>005) LRLERKE  AEHZIRY
BREAFSFENTHP CIEELHA  MAR
BREMFSIEA BFSBRESSEREAT
TE—Ho
2.2 FEEBBBEAENEINH R PREELED
#HF (TD FHEREE

HER2 A, EFRIZEHN  BEZEN
EEZELEF TI THEESTRENR
(P<0.05), M2 MNREXNBTIEEEARAS TR
BEXTR , (BRZXFNEEKTE (P>0.05); REE
FERGNRA IS ERELBEETRAZE
HATIEMHEBALEREE ( P<0.05 )% #E
XEREE 5 Ret, TI FHEES THMALERE
(P<0.05), MEAM 4 NMEERE THUEEERT
EF(P>005) BEZELAETIEMHEE 7 X

AR EE BREE I REFEE( P<0.05),

&1 X, 3 XRS5 RERFEE (P>0.05)
RESERENEB TI SEMHESE 5 ReEHKX
B B5%7 RERKAKBEZEKFE(P>0.05)
EESELE TIERHESE 5 REFHEAE, B
%1 RERTEE (P0.05) REZESE

EZSELE TI EHEREEE 7 RERLE
(P<0.05), Hfpa B BN ZEREGRAEFNEEHF
KFE(P>0.05); 2 MNERGEZENBEFTANZ
ENEA TI EHOERENBERTEE
(P>0.05) LERERKE K EEEEHRN
EUFSEMHST TIESE LA  BESFE
BRGH A MAFSBRESZIEREXT -3
23 FAEBBRYBAESNEINHRAPHEAER
B (CuB) 2EH¥N

HRITH RTBREZSEREXNRA B
—SERELNBETRAZENHNHESEEZE B &
BEEREE (P<005) EZEHE 1 Rat, 4 %
SELAEHFR B EEHEESTRENR
( F414=57.92 ,P<0.0001 ), L EEZ ERGEX
REESREZAE , FEENRH 2.51 5. 83
Rt , RESENEHEE B 2ELESTH
BRI R HA 3 NEELE (P<005) S5 X
N EESEAEHSFEBEELES THEEN
BRHEM I NZTELE (P<0.05) £7 Xit,5
NEELBEEEZERTERE (P>0.05 ) £ 9 XA,

7

R2 BMERIBWBHENFTRELMFP TIEEMEL (U

Table 2 Changes of TI activity in cucumber leaves after Liriomyza huidobrensis larval infestation

s HERTE (d) Infestation time

Treatment 1 3

5 7 9

CK 23.39+0.61(bC)bB  24.1040.39(cC)bAB  26.51+1.10(cC)aA  24.56+0.50(cC)abAB
L 32.83:2.41(aAB)abA 34.26+0.30(aA)abA 33.71+2.29(bAB)abA  38.50+0.84(aA)aA
SL 24.7541.49(bC)bA  23.65+1.18(cC)bA  28.22+0.11(cBC)aA  26.50+1.05(cC)abA
S 35.92+1.13(aA)abA 32.39+2.27(aAB)bA  39.03+1.30(aA)aA

22.54+0.34(cB)bB
29.86+4.37(abAB)bA
23.43+0.73(bcB)bA

32.49+0.77(bB)bA  33.90+1.37(aA)bA

SS  26.94+135(bBC)aA 28.44+0.72(bBC)aA 30.44+1.27(beBC)aA  26.35+1.50(cC)aA  27.28+1.25(abcAB)aA
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R3 BMEMBBYRAERENMHAPHAZB AIENENL (mg/g)

Table 3 Changes of CuB content in cucumber leaves after Liriomyza huidobrensis larval infestation

RNERTE (d) Infestation time

LUSE:
Treatment 1 3 5 7 9
CK 0.10+0.01(dC)bA 0.15+0.01(bB)aA 0.12+0.01(bB)abA  0.12+0.02(aA)abA  0.10+0.01(abA)bA
L 0.15£0.01(cC)bB 0.31+0.02(aA)aA 0.15+0.03(bB)bB 0.14+0.03(aA)bB 0.11+0.01(abA)bB

SL 0.13+0.02(cdC)aA
S 0.36+0.02(aA)aA
SS  0.2620.01(bB)abAB

0.15+0.02(bB)aA
0.13+0.03(bB)cB
0.10+0.02(bB)cB

0.10£0.01(bB)aA  0.1420.02(aA)aA  0.09+0.01(bA)aA

0.36+0.07(aA)aA  0.18+0.01(aA)bcB  0.14+0.01(aA)cB

0.16+0.02(bB)bB  0.12+0.01(aA)bcB  0.12+0.02(abA)bcB

EEYELNEHFR B SESESTRES
REXNER (P<0.05), E5HM 3 M ZELE
FTEFE (P005) EEZENEHFZEBE
BEE | XNE S ANEESTREZELE
(P<005), MESE 3 XEERTRELE
(P<0.05), EHE 7 RME 9 REFRTEHE
(P>0.05) EESERGNBHFEBEER
EZEE | REESTREZERENR
(P<005), Hff 4 NEENBERTEE
(P>0.05) LERERKE K EEEELHRN
ERAESENHAPHEEZE B E2LH , B
REFSEATHE,

3 it

3.0 #ERMEHRAFNFEEMECEH S
Epk: A )

EYEEKIRS AFTH —LERM
ERHWE MEEKBHFHILLIES EYL
FHMEREFNBIAR UIREEEES
4 K #Y B 1 SR BE (Karban and Myers, 1989), Z<3
MRRE EEMHBROIBENEFEZFEHAA
EQARMEF (C1 M T1) EHEZEH |, BF
SRESZEREHTTEE —H. HARES
REBTERELUNLER, flm , EHWER

i

I}

=
Rtk

Dendrolimus superans NE R BIM Al S NEZH
HWF=EREEPHER N, LEEH 1~ 20 d,
EAREH RN TIA CIF R IR ER~EEET
t, FSFEN TIN CINELERHGREELE
EMERM (EZHE | 2008) . EHEFESF (2011)
e 5% B 2UAX B Bemisia tabaci BRERESHIMH
BN RREE Prodenia litura £ K KB FMEIEH
EmEHHNER  BREABAANSHEES , R
i, REMHMRSEAKT S TI 8 28ANX
REEFEAS,
EEMERNEFSHEYHHRNER
BRGAESH BB EIENRBHH LR
B, BEERZRENLETREHAFPRE
( Karban and Myers,1989 ), filg0 , JHE X%
Manduca sexta REREfG , 858 7T RHEN FE
BENREXRENE BHEREHNREENR
SHYRLERBEREXRBEHBRNERKES
(Kessler and Baldwin, 2004), S & A E D H
FINFEBEEERSGM. BRRAMANERE
HNTIEERZFSER (EHREFESF 2011 ) B
REFRNETEFSIRENEMNEMERE
BHEMEFHERNRE NMIER TREYERNE
BEBMEFINESEXEERSEM ( Green and
Ryan, 1972 ) R , A RFHEE B BHIHIFH
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FSREMEBRSMH, fl, X=X
Schizaphis graminum NRAEREZEH G ,EH
FRESRVMARERLPEST ClIELRE
bn B RERGRENEE K KEZH SR N F
T TI ( Casaretto et al., 2004 ) Jongsma Z(1994)
AR , BYVBMBRALERENENZ
o, EMEEAERMA TI EMME  mERG
HOSH A TI RS TAE R, RXHED
R EEWMEBYRANEX CITEEEFRS
ESER, X TI REEFSERATHE, 5—
FE BEXNEFMIERGE S ERE R B
T, SREEFME KN ERMENRE , %
FAEYVEABNFIFNRRETSREIEESHE
IR E £ B HIA X ( Alarcon and Malone, 1995;
Botella et al., 1996; van Dam et al., 2001 % BN ,
ERMERNERIMRAXN E B B I 8%
SREEARGH , TEEABMGIF MR,
NEFXNFEEYE X,
32 EAMRHAEMEFIEVHERSEN
10

AHRRE EERMERYENEREFSE
KA EHER B EELHA , XEHMHRSE
MNERMR. i, BERMEYER TREER
Epilachna borealis N &G HHAHPHHER B M
D B8RS , NMEEXN ZIMEBEHEEHRIK
(Tallamy, 1985) ;B B & <F I Aulcophora femorali
schinensis W E® IR Cucurbita moschata Jg ,HF
HhEEER BEEARAS (XNEF | 2007 )

MR AH EEERBRYENENESE
1 Ret  BRERE, EEZEM 2 MREX R
HFEZ B 2ENEESTRENR MAEE
TERERGNBREZHS TREZERHE
REXNR, XUERRNEYERRNRART

TR R E BT ESHE , U/ DHRNEE
BRHPHEBR ( XEZE ,2009 ) BRI ET
Bl EEREROREENZFSENTEH
BEZBEEBERTEENE BHE£EBE
EATTLHESENENERMEM , TELE
87 RNE 9 REMNBENBLEEER &
BX—RAKWERBEFTSE#H—FSME.

GEFMR  MEWERBRYEMABANEET
FSEMHAAZEARMHTEENHER B
EELFA , MABAHRKA QBN HIF A
FRETHNHERERRNEKEBENFE.
At , EEEABAHIIBEEFRESESDS
FESNEBENRMAUREREHEERERANETN
BRER,
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