N B H 274k Chinese Journal of Applied Entomology 2022, 59(4): 773-784. DOI: 10.7679/j.issn.2095-1353.2022.080

) \_, #kok

FEZELEEE I F/INGEIH T A2
[}

27 ZHEI Fx4g Rka EEAZ

(REB AL B 2E AT, @I 350012)

e

B E (B8] #530E Artemisia argyi R PFTE/NRM W Empoasca onukii BYIR#BESS EVER, LA
W2 /NG R SR i R SRR [ AR ] SR Y BUMLSEA, I S AR & W)
TR/NGENTIE 3 W AT R, A AR A BB FH B AR S ORI A 3 AR e Al e, SR
WYERRIEATH ALY . [ER ] FEEWN, SCEWEER YT & W% 45/ Nk v 0 HL A7 1 8 25 ) 9K 36 A
(P<0.01); RBOF%E M CE YL EY 72 0, o, sadiob p-a 1k . D-Fali . K4 LIS D
FZETE-o- TR LA P AT & R, Al B 27.81%. 10.94%. 7.19%F1 4.23%; &N 1 pL/mL
A 0.01 uL/mL WHERYIEM B-JRME XA/ INGRIT I 3 i s B B 0 2 i 9KaREE T ( P<0.01); YREE N
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Effects of Artemisia argyi volatiles on the behavior of thetea green
leafhopper (Empoasca onukii) in tea plantations

ZHANG Hui~~ LI Hui-Ling WANG Ding-Feng WU Guang-Yuan'~ WANG Qing-Sen" "

(Tea Research Institute, Fujian Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Fuzhou, 350012, China)

Abstract [Objectives] To study the effect of mugwort Artemisia argyi volatiles on Empoasca onukii in order to identify
compounds suitable for developing a “push-pull” strategy to control this pest in tea plantations. [Methods] Mugwort
volatiles were collected and identified with SPME-GC-MS and the behavioral responses of E. onukii to 10 of these compounds
were then tested in a Y-tube olfactometer. Behaviorally-active compounds were also tested in a tea plantation. [Results]
Third instar nymphs had a significantl negative taxis response to A. argyi odors (P<0.01). Seventy-two volatile compounds
were identified from A. argyi shoots with fresh leaves. Among these, B-caryophyllene, D-camphre, Germacrene D and
1S-alpha -Pinene were the most abundant, accounting for 27.81%, 10.94%, 7.19% and 4.23% of the total content, respectively.
Compared to the control, B-pinene at concentrations of 1 uL/mL and 0.01 uL/mL, B-caryophyllene at the concentration of 1 pL
/mL and cis-carveol at the concentration of 100 pL/mL, significantly repelled 3rd instar nymphs (P<0.01 or P<0.05), whereas
piperitone, at the concentration of 1 pL/mL, significantly attracted these (P<0.05). Field experiments show that B-pinene,
B-caryophyllene and cis-carvol repel adult green leathoppers, thereby reducing the number captured on yellow board traps.
[Conclusion] Three bioactive compounds of 4. argyi volatiles (B-pinene, B-caryophyllene and cis-carvol) are repellent to E.
onukii and the degree of repellence increases with dosage.
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KNER I WE Empoasca onukii J& T -3 H
Hemiptera M8} Cicadellidae, FHUK/N, Ry
R, HAAMNRZ, HAESHLE, Cl
B R B X R DR i) 32 L (R DU A
TEHEAT, 2004 )0 g H R H 3 A o0 IR A0 BAOA
TR, B2 FH 22240, 2P AR AT, ik
ARLT, MRS A, ™ E R A i Y
AT R, 1999), HET, XFFizmm
Bt EZELARAABA A 3 B A2 2 B A Al
FFBURZGER A | Btk SRR a4 m) 8 ( 4k
BAE, 2015), (I, SoREEAREERIZRmA
TSP BG5BT e . M
R SN S LR B S A
B, pefg bz pis th By — R 90 R (B
SR, 2013), FHPY M7 KBS H Pyke 5§
(1987) £, I FHKEER Or 4 H AR P 2l i
SIS H AR E ) —FhFE RS IR PR
HRS RO R R S, AR 24 i D Bl ]
K2y, HHRZEhlE m (Cook et al., 2007 ).
R CAER M F L, iR L Helicoverpa
armigera ( Pyke et al., 1987 ), L& EH iy
Leptinotarsa decemlineata ( Martel et al., 2005 )
Figt B ( Pickett and Glinwood, 2007 ) A% 4
Bi TG U B AR

Xof 2% Bl s /e iR BT SRS BT Y
F 5 32 AR T S Bl A1 55 1) O A A R 2
Ay i 2 B A 51375 SO 1) 4 K PR AR 2 ) o
S FLH RN A (5KIERE, 2013; Zhang and Chen,
2015; Han et al., 2020), WF5ERH, XiA/hak
s B 5 R VE Y a-farnesene . Z-3-hexenyl
acetate Fll MeSA SEY) TR 4% el KB RO 48 A
W Apanteles sp. FVHUING 2/ NIE Schizophragma
parvula BAEFERNEH (B, 2009; i
g5, 2016 ), ABAEZ B N IS A Z/INa - WL 7 |
VERIA WX K EL =520 (Han et al., 2020 );
5 175 B IR SR (Y R D TR T2 Bl L ] e S IR 2 el
Jir AR 2P, O el U A AR T (X H A
2021 ), K, FEABEIR S e A AP A ) 2600 T
SE CHE-RLT SR IR 28 /N A AR Bl B
PR 18 75 | 5 SR S ) AEL ), T3S /DN P e 2

HETHRFRVNER (CZRUR=BEAL R, 1980 ),
L RE M el 2 R v 1 L 1 75 T IR a2 - L
T, FF5 0 OB RN A, T X 2% /)N ek
R B |75 SR SR ) A AT R IR ()
B AT USRI , 76 ORI AR AR T I B IR
FEHA MR RS AT REME: .
& Artemisia argyi &R VEH LAY —Fh 4R

L, HARRRIN DT SR, P RIS
KT XL R I Monolepta hieroglyphica 1§, H,
( B IEL, 2014 ), RKEPMH U Tetranychus
cinnabarinus YN ( Hpi#E4F, 2017 ), RE R
Callosobruchus chinensis i H( 3ZIFEESE, 2017 ).,
FW Musca domestica ricina ( FAEEE, 2005 ).
INFE Plutella xylostella %) % AL ( E 54 5%,
2018) AA Ml R BH . WORATE] R
FAERH, XA E RIRM R H Myllocerinus
aurolineatus FEILH — & B IKEEDE (30305,
2012 ), XFAABERE Acaphylla thea WA 5% LA I
R A RERCR (ZRLLFTSE, 2019 ). A
RS AR SRt 25 /N R AT Ry R 45 AR
HMANTERE ., Wik, RURAHE Y BIRSEE0
RE S WS AR MR A D) 25 /NG i W () 17 52
M), ISR P [T AR R A -0 00 P 5 AR 6 e S
FERWL Sy, 8L 5 N A DU e — 20 B A L
o7, R SEAR R R D A5/ Nk A A T
RN DA E R R
B I SR e 1) o7 FH AR B i

1 #MR5AHE

11 #RER

BER I 2 /D 5 TR (1 AR A A R
BEAIBEFEAT 2 55 LIRS, i A S/ Nk
WA SR IR 1, TR ( 148 30 cm,
540 cm) R, GRFRE 3L, SYUBRALEE 1 h
&, #& .

12 #hkikEw

P G WRIR R RIEAE B ILR 1. 7E%
TE AR RPN, R LB Y AR T 99.9%
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F1 #ikkEwEN
Tablel Summary of authentic used in the experiments

RN Authentic standards

4 (%) Purity (%)

IR Source

cis-F JT I cis-carveol >97

(E) -B-iJesfi (E)-B-farnesene >98
(-)-o-EEPERIM M (-)-a-cubebene >99
(H)-a-K M (+)-a-longipinene >96
B-JKJ# B-pinene >94
B-Z #))# B-ocimene >98
B-f1 11 )# B-caryophyllene >98
(8)-(+)-FE /i (+)-carvone >96
T &M Eugenol >96
HAHLER Piperitone >94

Pl 95/ F] Alfa Aesar

b E R ERHE A FRA F] J&K Scientific Lid.
JeaH R AL A BRA 7] J&K Scientific Ltd.
JeaH R A A BRA 7] J&K Scientific Ltd.

T A 2 (1) A Tlk & A BR /A H] TCI Shangha
Fh A 2 (LI B Tl & A B2 B) TCI Shangha
e E REEH A A F) J&K Scientific Ltd.

s E RERHE A FRA F] J&K Scientific Lid.
JeaH R A A BRA 7] J&K Scientific Ltd.
JeaEH R AL A BRA 7] J&K Scientific Ltd.

gl AP e (I e AR R A R R AR
72 BRI N 1x107% pL/mL. 72 L5
W BRI /NG WA A PR T R, TR B
PR AR M A 0 () 2 4 Ak 24500 A BR 2 m) 4R
7R OREER, SRR BE A 100, 1 AN
0.01 pL/mL IV »

1.3 ZFPMGFHEE 3 HERN L EERMEEE
T

KA e A 3B RS AR TR A (55 105 mm,
EA2 120 mm ) 7, $EHE 6-8 M EREAR AR TR,
ZRAIPIREE (2014) M, Y BIBSEIY
DN E B /NG 3 i O S R W I e
S .Y BRI AY F K 12 em, PIIIVE K 12 cm,
BHAAR 25 eom, FHSWEIMA 75° , HM
T8 FH Teflon & 433 £ 30 A AR AU BRC 315
) EFERSIE . THRARER, WERETTHE
UL 100 mL/min (4 F-Fe 0 ok 38 2 457> A 5 2
ANY BUVE W . SR eHE AT PR e AR AL U8
FEE R I, et ASBRIR, IR E T
BN . HBRUEE R 1 Sk E Y B
FEER, A H e R N, Y7 AL TR
172 AbFFERTTET, YA e 172 kb H A5
i 1 min B, 12047 HUBGH BERE N ; 24 20 min
Je JCHA kPR, IC R IER N . IR 20 Sk
PP, B BN 1R, eI, K Y
RUE IR BT ), LATHBRO B BRI 2E . K

B UEE R 5. 10, 15, 20 Fl 25 g, R
M 3, FREINEE R, B Y IR
BRI . oF BRI ARSI VE, 100 CHER
HET JEVESCE T 100 CHERT A1 1k 4 h IR
T PR R, A

14 XEEZMAIRERI

K FH & AH % B ( Olid-phase  microext-
raction, SPME ) $ECCEMIE LY . B 637 ¢
YEAEYI IS 20 mL AYEERE R, KAk
5 min FEHGEL (ZEHGEL 50/30 pm DVB/CAR,
22 Supelco A Fl ) 77 T HER A fil 2] 38
253, #E 40 °CTF$2HL 45 min J5, TR
LIRS R, SRR GC-MS i
R, 250 CH#MT 3 min, PAZSFERERLE A%t
M, R EE 8, T 250 °CEHT 3 min, [FHY
Ja B AN AR R AR B

15 EZMASINWEEHMEESTH

FIH Agilent 6890N-5975B “AH (1,31 - T i
FAA A SCE BRI B3 - R i 5 R <
FA% 254 . DB-5SMS A BANEH (60 m x
250 um x 0.25 um ), HEi 60-325 °C. PEREITE
& 230 °C, #< He, i 1.5 mL/min, >R
PRI 50 °C R4 2 min, #R)5 3 °C/min
F+% 80 CHRAF 2 min, #A)5 5 °C/min F+% 180 °C
f#4% 1 min, 285 10 °C/min J}F&E 230 CHH
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5min, 20 °C/min 7+ & 250 °C, %% 4 min, A~
OIRIERE . B AT: BT URIEEE 230 °C, 1Y
PATIESE 150 °C, mipg sl W&l (ED),
HLFfigi 70 eV, FAHlRELH: 50-600 m/z,

T 6 LU AR AR R FE B TA] . NIST fha74%
Pt 26 o i B4 A% B8 5 44 ( Retention index, RI)
AT AT 5 AR AR S 2 43 I TR RO T R
g TET AR L A8 R4 7 A R 43T

1.6 FNEHE 3 WEHNTBIELZYWERFR
EETA
AW IEPEXS BRI Myzus perscia ( ZBIIi
&%, 2017 ). MER W Lygocoris pabulinus ( H F|HE
4, 2004 ). #ZKFUEH Conopomorpha sinensis
( EAILAE, 2011) SE 250 R b BAA KRS |75
YERM B-a1Ti . (E) -B-iLJeM. (-)-o-BER i
M (D-o- KM B-IkME . B-F 8 . cis-F
B (s)-(H)-FFE . T HB AR 10 Fh5L
EERY), 10 M-S P se i ke 1.2 4t
LAY, W 100 pL e s i AL & iR
PENBRUE, 100 L A BEERTIR, e
S, XPAS /NG 3 i AT T I,
TR 1.3 ik

17 it L & FE 2 E XY 3R /NGR I 0 Y R
I IRie (£ A

VEREAE 2 PSS /NG i i EL AT KR4 FH 1Y
Vst , SR R R A B S B 100, 1 A
0.01 pL/mL AYIEPESIAR, IRIBCRARTR & 100 pL
F—MRH LM P, AR AR L
RO R RS0 o e Bl /INGR I W s 48, [
BEF O RS TAMWER 20 cm ),
I3 K 45 45 W BRI R I R RS S R T
O B AG  EER, DA R AR BRI i A A
ZRAFLNNE, B EE 6 K, B
B 10 m, FRABEHES 3 K, W4T
B H (7 AR 2% /N R

1.8 HELAEBESITSHT

K SPSS16.0 43 #1458 /NG == (N AT R il
MR I, R 7 K He s s /N i

WNAT AMER R 2R B &M, RAHPREE
Duncan’s 7 &% 25 7354 T H [ B s i) 2 8 e 32
K H Origin 2021 /£ .

2 HRESHMH

21 FNFEHEE 3 HFRINEEELZYWHIERE
T

ZNGE TR A Y ARG, A5/ haknt
WREGFT N RIONE Y BE AT, & Y B
B HLRTIE R A — 0 B Y TR
JiERE Bk [ 11T 3 F

ZO/NGRIF IR 3 B R 2
VRBRAT N RN 45 S LR 1, AN ) 30 4k 0 30T R vk
PR IR /NG R 3 A ELAT (3 A 9Kk
R (P<0.01), HPFf#EILEREAII 3 #2
BRI, CERIE N S g iF, mhbixd e
BRI RN 33.33%, W Rl 25 g I,
PERRIELN 23.68%

22 XBEEZMBSTHERE

il GC-MS %@ s R EY 72
P, L FE DS 5 A AL S RIIR W AL A (=
2), H, R E YN FE R, AR
FFPEATRERI L, 435000 24 FhoRT 20 B, S E i
AR YRBTUS R 89.92%; S EEILSY
IR | 4SNP R | KOS 6 Fiik s
Y, 205K AR 4.08%; HAERY NI
WAL S, 29 PR SR 6.70%., Ak
R B R B B-A T . D-REAR . R4 )L
D MIZTE- o - RIS, 430 b R W A
27.81%. 10.94%. 7.19%F1 4.23%.

2.3 FNGHEE 3 WE RN EERZ Y EMER
EFEITH

Wit Y BIMRSEAL, W T SE 10 B EHE
W RN 25 /NG 3 AT R SR (3
3), GXFIREE, e A 1 uL/mL( *=6.91,df=1,
P=0.008 6 JF10.01 uL/mL( *=9.66,df=1,P=0.001
9) I B-IRMXT AT/ INGRIF I 3 2 e HL A e 2
SREEVE 5 B-AATIGAEVREE A 1 pL/mL X 2%/
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Cs ST R Control Wl 30 Artemisia argyi
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Fig. 1 Behavioral responses of the 3rd instar nymphs Empoasca onukii to Artemisia argyi volatiles of different doses

(IR NS RN U N RN U R N .
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| | |
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HRINZEFRBE (P<0.01, RITKLK ). ** indicates significant differences at 0.01 level by the Chi-square test.
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Table2 Main componentsand the relative contents of volatiles from Artemisia argy

re) %%’Hﬂ‘lﬁ] (rpin) (R H R i *EXG“TW%E‘J% (%)
Peak no. Retentlgn time Retention index 215} Compouds R.elatlve content against
(min) internal standard (%)
1 12.94 901.85 K H =) Santolina triene 1.07
2 14.26 928.04 a-fM A1/ alpha-thujene 0.62
3 14.71 937.11 /e ji€-a-JE M 1S-alpha-pinene 4.23
4 15.60 954.74 M Camphene 3.77
5 16.19 966.39 K H [ Benzaldehyde 0.06
6 16.69 976.39 )% Sabinene 1.36
7 16.97 982.06 B-JE /i beta-pinene 3.02
8 18.76 1020.45 2-¥ M 2-carene 1.32
9 19.30 1 032.97 4-FNHH K 4-cymene 2.83
10 20.00 1 049.34 B-# )4 beta-ocimene 1.29
11 21.06 1073.89 SEPE 1-octanol 0.02
12 21.23 1077.86 Jm-B-ﬁEcﬁ'ﬂ? cis-beta-terpineol 2.48
13 21.74 1 089.65 il i 4 Terpinolene 0.39
14 21.93 1093.98 1:rlfe%l;j:é(:;Tm%ei}ife)rtl)-benzene 0.12
15 22.16 1.099.40 112412 2. Bk 2,4-Hexadienoic acid, ethyl ester 0.05
16 22.27 1102.28 J5BEEE Linalool 0.71
17 22.90 1119.51 7K Z. I Phenylethyl alcohol 0.34

18 23.04 1123.50 FA2EE Sabinol 0.07
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4% 2 (Table 2 continued)

i 5 ﬁ%ﬁﬂ‘lﬁj (ryin) R i *HX#?W%E’JE (%)

Peak no. Retentlgn time Retention index 4151 Compouds R_elatwe content against

(min) internal standard (%)
19 24.41 1160.97 D-##fixi D-camphre 10.94
20 24.50 1163.39 ZEJiE i faf B L-menthone 0.28
21 24.77 1170.94 PAFF i Pinocarvone 0.47
22 24.84 1172.79  5JeliK Isoborneol 0.05
23 25.18 1182.05 Je i Borneol 1.81
24 25.42 1188.74 4-F5 I (-)-4-terpineol 1.20
25 25.76 1198.14  /Ki%M: H FE Methyl salicylate 0.10
26 25.92 1202.93 ¥l B (-)-alpha-terpineol 2.82
27 25.98 1204.57  BE4&WIEEE Myrtenol 0.17
28 26.33 1215.66 L B 5 5 (-)-verbenone 0.19
20 26.52 1 221.69 1,3,3-= H 3-2- 5 Z8 WUFR [ 2.2.2] 7 Jo-6- T 0.03

2-Oxabicyclo[2.2.2]octan-6-one, 1,3,3-trimethyl-
30 26.66 1226.10 - FE B cis-carveol 1.22
1,3,3- = HIAE-2- S A WU 2.2. 2] bg-6- 1%

31 26.93 1234.58 2-oxabicyclo[2.2.2]octan-6-ol, 1,3,3-trimethyl- 0.03
32 27.30 124632 KA Pulegone 0.08
33 27.48 1251.71 €A B (+)-carvone 0.48
34 27.80 1261.99 AR Piperitone 0.04
3-F5E-6-(1-F 3k £, 3%)-7-HE X IR [4.1.0]-2- BE R
35 27.90 1264.92 7-oxabicyclo[4.1.0]heptan-2-one, 0.03
3-methyl-6-(1-methylethyl)-
36 28.07 1270.47 FrEEIE Geranial 0.04
37 28.44 1282.05 LR EE A B[R (+/-.)-1avandulol, acetate 0.06
38 28.52 1284.66 %I (-)-Perillaldehyde 0.59
39 2871 1 290,37 (1,7,7-3%%5%@0%’%-2-YL)5@§ Acetic acid, 0.57
1,7,7-trimethyl-bicyclo[2.2.1]hept-2-yl ester
40 28.91 1296.73  F{EE Safrole 0.32
41 29.19 130635  L-%£358(-)-perillyl alcohol 0.26
42 30.01 1335.02  ZFERAEJTHA cis-carvyl acetate 0.23
43 30.16 134029  H# /i Elixene 0.33
44 30.51 1352.26 3-ZK AR £l Benzenepropanoic acid, ethyl ester 0.06
45 30.69 135862 T 7MW Eugenol 0.81
46 31.30 1380.22 <24 Ylangene 0.08
47 31.49 1 386.75 (-)-a-BEVE il 45 (-)-alpha.-cubebene 1.26
48 31.77 1396.55 B-1 5247 beta-bourbonene 2.18
49 33.07 1 445.29 B-£1 774 B-caryophyllene 27.81

50 33.12 1447.25 B-ZEVE i il beta-cubebene 0.64
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43R 2 (Table 2 continued)

e PREITE (min)
ET . .
Retention time

(Z3EER

Peak no. Retention index

AXEF AREI R (%)

2[4y Compouds Relative content against

(min) internal standard (%)
51 33.20 1 450.19 S 45 Tsolongifolene 0.05
52 33.36 1456.47 (E)-B-1% JEJ# (E)-beta-farnesene 2.71
53 33.48 1 460.78 K -# Longifolene 0.05
54 33.55 1 463.53 HEHM 5 Cedrene 0.10
55 33.63 1 466.67 y-fR >4 y-muurolene 0.17
56 33.82 1473.53 a-f177#% alpha-caryophyllene 3.88
57 34.04 1 481.96 (+)-FRE 15 15 (+)-cyclosativene 0.04
58 34.31 1 492.35 1-Pentadecenel-1 H /& 0.15
59 34.49 1 499.02 K4 JLK: D Germacrene D 7.19
60 34.59 1503.13 B-£1 ¥ 244 beta-bisabolene 0.48
61 34.71 1507.93 a-J1 4 alpha-selinene 3.11
62 3521 1527.76 gigiﬁﬁ;(ﬁi“w—m H1(-HELE) 0.55
63 35.27 1530.48 d-FEFAJE delta-cadinene 0.76
64 3541 153591 B % Calamenene 0.10
65 35.70 1 547.59 1’2’3’4’4A’77%\§_1’6_:Eﬁ%_4_(1_}%W%)_§ 0.12
1,4-Cadinadiene
66 35.79 1551.36 a-FE A alpha-cadinene 0.14
67 36.17 1 566.38 J 18 AL AU trans-nerolidol 0.06
68 36.87 1.594.57 (-)-F il 5 (-)-Spathulenol 0.11
69 37.04 1 602.10 b7 # Caryophyllene oxide 1.22
70 42.62 1916.98 LT EIREE Sclareol oxide 0.02
71 43.60 1 969.04 9-+ 75 R £ Tig Ethyl 9-hexadecenoate 0.02
72 44.00 1 989.86 FERE AR 2. Hexadecanoic acid, ethyl ester 0.06

SRR 3 A il B B R GREVE ] (=
4.69, df=1, P=0.043); cis-F/TEEEWRIE N 100
pL/mL BFXEA/NGRIF 3 i o B i 2
YR ( /=481, df=1, P=0.028 ); HIHUEITE VR
4 0.01 pL/mL ¥ BEREXF AT/ NSR I I 3 i e B
HREIREER (/=4.97, df=1, P=0.026),

2.4 TEE B35 B X0 3 /N GR  hE R Y OK B
{ER

FH )R 25 SRR ([ 2), SXTREAH L, B-
TRMs . B-A T AI cis-F I 3 Fhgy o 7E H [R] 2y
] DAREAR BEAR A4S/ A B, o
B-JEMAE 100, 1 F10.01 pL/mL 3 kR, &

AR T B LA /NS A H ) B (F=
8.18, df=3, P=0.0006); B-f17THs, SXHIAMILL,
W ERRAR T B Eas/ Nkt i R R (F=
9.84, df=3, P=0.000 1), M bAs/Nagnt gy
I Ak VAR B ) B I RGO 5 cis- T EEAE
100 pL/mL Al 1 pL/mL 2 ¥ FERT, 5% IR EL,
0 BEAR T AR b ) g i Y B

(F=17.23, df<3, P=0.0012), #&H A/ hagnt
WL P 5 Ak B B PR B T ek 2L o B A 0 B
B L A/ NGk IR E 3 MR D, 2
X 45 N i e GREVE P B R o, o, B-
ATIEAE 0.01 pL/mL WREERS, X%/ INag i i g
wEVEFHEGR, SRR, MR RS T 48.23%,
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£ 3 FNEMEE IR ERR 10 MY EELEWESBNTARN
Table3 Behavioral responses of the 3rd instar nymphs Empoasca onukii to 10
compoundsin volatile from Artemisia argyi

RIS RRECE (Sk)

X R (k)

#4153 Components PRI (uL/ml) Number of leafhopper Number of leafhoppers E%@
Dosage (uL/mL) to choose odors (ind.) to choose control (ind.) Significant
100 19 35 *
cis-& Frl¥ cis-carveol 1 18 25
0.01 28 30
100 20 24
B-& #Jés B-ocimene 1 21 24
0.01 18 23
100 29 20
(E)-B-12: JE 45 (E)-B-farnesene 1 24 18
0.01 29 24
T —— 100 15 16
o Bt
E-;-Z—abejlii;e ! 18 13
0.01 19 11
ik 100 10 17
EI;-Z-;L; ;ipinene ! 10 12
0.01 13 13
100 12 16
T &M Eugenol 1 10 14
0.01 18 12
100 16 20
B-JE /i B-pinene 1 13 30 ok
0.01 10 29 ok
100 16 22
B-F 414 B-caryophyllene 1 17 31 *
0.01 16 21
100 10 16
IR Piperitone 1 13 17
0.01 24 10 *
100 11 19
T AR (+)-carvone 1 11 15
0.01 18 16

FFRZEEFRE (P<0.05, RITKE ), **FmEFWEE (P<0.01, RITKK ).

* and ** indicates significant differences at 0.05 and 0.01 levels by the Chi-square test, respectively.

3 #Hit5iig

H R, AR EAEY SR AT RESS 5 R
W 5E M M43 4474 (Egigu et al., 2011; Zhang
et al., 2014 ), A5 E NI RIIGEHY) %
TR /Nt i o B IKGEE T (&L 1),
FHOCHFSE R, ST A5 L WX 25 S5 H A

W Myllocerinus aurolineatus FIEHKE PN Acaphylla
thea JATIE I EA IKGREVE - (30305, 20125
ZRLLFTAE, 2019 ), RUIIE R —Fhxh b 2 ff
B KGR E AR . R, SRR AT DA
VESMFEZ bE 3 H “push-pull” A58 R Y
“push” PHFILARHI
S A ) BB A% R TP AT Sy Bk



41 K REAE: 2 DE A RS R R 2R/ NG I WA (5 R - 781 -

r I 5 i Control
. 40 Aa B 0.01 pL/mL Aa
g9 F 1 pL/mL
~E 351 100 pL/mL
5 L ABab
- &
a 30
S Bb
3 i Bbc
ﬁ % 25 ]_?’rb Bc
] = [ T
% ?3 20
= "'6 r
B 15
]
2 10
z |
5
0
B-7E4% beta-pinene B-A 474 B-caryophyllene cis-F )+l cis-carveol
TEHEL& % Active compounds

B 2 3#iEMEN S WAL E XS /NG b Y e A
Fig. 2 Effects of three active compounds on adult tea leafhoppersin tea plantation
FE EARA A6 RS 51 RIR 4 Duncan’s B i 2505 W 22 ik B3 (P<0.01), bR AE/NFERE
F7n % Duncan’s BT E N 2515 LR 2E 57 W3 (P<0.05 ),

Histograms with different uppercase letters indicate extremely significant differences at 0.01 level by Duncan’s new
multiple range test, and with different lowercase letters indicate significant differences at 0.05
level by Duncan’s new multiple range test.

W &1k &% Bt ( Zhang and Schlyter,
2004 ). A PR S ATL DR A8 /NG i LR sk A FH
MY CHEVERE R AL G, 38 2 R O B -
R IR AR SR O 1 3B L 72 B, iR
AW R FE WS, B EA SRR =
) 89.92%, FEWM I B-A AT M. D-FEfll. KA
JUI D M ie-o-hs, SOk s (En
S5, 2005; dEAIVFE, 2009 ) FIA WL S
vk CT™EERERTK TS 2=, 2008 ) $EHOCCEHRG 0 =
BT EARRL, EDE R T )RR O
PIATR], RAFSCE MR LY (BRI ) ) 3%
WA TE 2 —3

SEAHYE R s R A S Y S R
i AL G B Iz Al 0 — A
AR, AT AR, MR EREAEE
FEKEEEF ( Arimura ef al., 2005 ), ANWFFT0EHE
1 10 FhlE2AE R hA 3 P s/ Nkt i = A
IKHEVEF , 430002 B-F Tl . B-IRME I cis-F )T
s, X 3 R R R IREE A RIE, B-
JRIGTE 20 pL/mL ¥R N X ARUAREE Tribolium
castaneum J{H BAG B ZIKEAEH ( Wang et al.,
2009 ), JfHPHIER BUAN 24438 ( Pajaro-

Castro et al., 2017), B-JRM7E 0.31 nL/cm® Fl
0.06 nL/cm’ ¥ JEF 2 h B, XHHEH Lasioderma
serricorne YREFSIUR Lkt HE 5 ( Zhang et al.,
2014 ), B-TEMTE 100 pL/mL ¥ J¥ T X% B BIAHAY
M\ Bemisia tabaci H. A B35 IKEAEM] (Liet al.,
2022 ); cis-Fr STEEXNTX] LW IE B R HL Anopheles
gambiae WYRBEHHE N 1.1x10"* g/mL ( Omolo
etal., 2004 ); B-A 7T XL KWL T WL Solenopsis
invicta WYIKEEAEFH , 76— Ve B PO AP Bl v 1) 1
I T, 762 mL/iem® BF, KBRS 99%
( Lekhnath and Jen, 2013 ); B-f1 71/ 1E 7 mg/mL
VUL BE R X S B L Reticulitermes flaviceps
FCA AR 5 P 3KGREVE ] (FRAR N A%, 2017 ),
b, MW ENRE, B-fTk . B-URMEAI cis-
AT BEXT B H 52 ) R AR VR B A g A B4R
Mo AW, |EREMT, -k, B-A1TE
H cis-Fr 7 BEAL R AE— 8 W BT XS A/ gt iy
B EAIREER, B-IRMIKEE R R 1 pL/mL Al
0.01 pL/mL, B-ETRA cis-F Bt gk Rk B 4
W% 1 pL/mL 1100 pL/mL, HERES, p-fA
Vrids .« B-URMS AN cis-T Bt 45 /N g - i g o K
EVE PR BE O ST B e, Horh, - A I XS 2%
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JINge I 1) 3R 3k 1 D Bt Ak R R 1 4 o
SRR T cis- 77 BEXT A4S /N i o 1Y)
UK 3 B Ak BB 88 P 18 222 b T, A5/
S g R RN HOGE ) o KB VR S AN ], AT R
SR AL B WA 5 o —FhoRaEE) 5 [ Rk
FHIGI )T, Xof st s v skt £ FH B 58 ( Chakira
et al., 2017 ), iy KB BERAZ 2R PP 2 gk e —
JEEE A H 7 (Chapman, 1982 ), FIF AR HL AT
HOHE R YN ESZIEEIRTR ; BeAh, Bt A
PR E DR (RO, FE— B TR] PN, 3K ) o
I %) SR 3k VR P A i R () %) 38 T ini 3 58 ( Cai
etal., 2019 ), XULIE B-AFTHEFN B-TMXT 257N
ERUFIAT TN R T, ARBFITSE RS Zhang
S (2014) R RART, SHPRE (2014)
IR RAFE RN, B2, WEHELZYT p-
ETIE . B-IRM AN cis-F 7B A 7 A5 /NS I B
TR IR S SRR BT & N AERAE S 2R
HARIAES T, SR R DA & A AE Y, 3R
AF FAE IR R T R U A, AN RARSE AN
BT, Tl AN A W LR A, K
X7 B A IREETE M (Odalo et al., 2005; Nerio
et al., 2010 ), P, TEPEBIRAS /IR 1LY
e 5 0K 3k 1 FH ) BB R 1 — 2B WIS

ZE L, SCEAHYIE R Y A/ Nk i LA
FHUGEAER, b, B-IRIE . B-A AT cis-TF
AL 3 FL AW SRR & R4S NGk
WA Y, HOREERCR S5 &Y R A %,
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