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Abstract The rice striped stem borer, Chilo suppressalis, is one of the most destructive insect pests affecting rice production
in China. Achieving efficient and environmentally sustainable control of C. suppressalis is, therefore, critical for ensuring
national food security. This pest exhibits highly asynchronous development, leading to the simultaneous presence of multiple
larval instars and overlapping generations in the field. The consequent lack of distinct temporal windows for targeted
intervention complicates effective management. Moreover, efforts to develop rice varieties with high levels of resistance to C.
suppressalis have so far been unsuccessful. Consequently, periodic outbreaks of this pest continue to occur. This review
comprehensively summarizes advances in research, key findings and research perspectives on C. suppressalis in China since
the year 2000. Emphasis is placed on the impact of rice cultivars, cropping systems, the evolution of insecticide resistance, the
development and implementation of control technologies, and the population dynamics and damage caused by C. suppressalis.
This review provides valuable insights for developing sustainable management strategies for C. suppressalis in China.
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Phgh B o, ORI RO . =, 7ERL
R B 2 A R R , E 43 BE TR 1 A O
IR, TE AR A 3 UG 2 A AR, 7R
B O s B R bk (PRI JT, 20175 Luo
etal., 2021) . “ALME DI HUBAC ) BAC IS 2%
E7 5/ N (AR LN =131 £ 3 U B P S I R S 771 S A
bR TRINE . REELZAN, BFEZEH . HfE . B .
TRE | Ze R NS A . ARIRA AR A E
HAWHBMRPMARS ., 15k, F—SRopdurEit
AR, S AL I B A AR TR 1 D B AR 2440 22 25 d
PAEs H, ARl e it e, 5. 6. 7
W N DA R ar Al AR AR R R B R R
EHHRMAESHLIE W E LN Z —
(Luoetal., 2016; Zhangetal., 2024) , T~
KR UL, ToPH S Bsii ], RIS B 45
B R izs: ) 1) DE2TR Y S G = = 3 o gl 28 O 7121
PERPUIE B H s sy . Rk, FRIE ARy &
He R E IR AATAE H 2 BRI 2 A S A

21 Aok, FREVKAE AR 1 % R K3
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2019 4FERATJE ARSI 55 =B Be A 2020
TR RS L AR i % A kA8 T
FHOZS S, HF] 2024 4E5IHAT LS,
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PN AR A X = AN BT U Y A R
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Fig.1 Theoccurrence area of rice damaged by therice striped stem borer in China
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20w R E AR ) R A E AT T R
2 2005 IR B, %M BUSVR R AR T
SR o THN AR R R AR IR T B, RS AR
HE R R AR SR R R T 8T, 5385 i DA A 1 ol
JEE AR MR AR AP R R AL LIRSl T (5 SCRI
K&, 20015 2R IHAE, 2004 ; FR4LEE, 2019;
VYIS, 2024) o M 20 K E 21 tH4 WX
—BH, KV R R L LARS HL X, RO EERG IR
FEFREY K, FERRERECT, AL R
RIS (RRAAR ), AN [RJ s [) 5 P4k R 1Y)
TACME A e AR B A 0 FF KON, IR
HH ) A gk i AR s [FIR, SRR IR
A E I T AR A PR R AR AR
T+ T ZACIEREAR S A= R BEY R RCR (T 88T
45, 20015 EFFFSE, 20115 HLEESE, 2024;
WAL, 2025) .

KRG i Pl Xt — AR 1 e A o R B R R
HAFEEW , fiGAERN, R3S hIRE T
() A B I R RS, b i RIS b
1 KA SR Im S ( AF K, 2001; Ju et al.,
2024; WEAESE, 2025) o HAREREL, n— Ak
e A b AR A T B T 1 R 0 T AR
5 23R I A M 0 %) 7 B9 e B I R R
FERG 5 175 BT A3 A0 — AR ik 5 24 5 s o A T
TR LB R S IEAR G ( EARAAE, 19975 =3¢
k&, 2001) o #E— L RYBESRIEIR, 225K
FEAH EL 8 HUREAS , ZSFPHDH: . 8 Ems . FEATaE
JE A B dEE AR | i REAN M 2 1 ik
A TEM R . TTRERE A, SERRIE A
F AR & A CIEBIRI, 1987; BELAERIRZE
MR, 1997; FEICHIEKE, 2001) o BBk, AL
RERE N 5, ZEFPH R BORERS - AR ) & A F
GRS S o | = b NI U i I (I W e
B 75 G 422,86 1 8 A HFFRERE AR
FH [i] — 4 AR B 325 1 P Aty B SR R B TR (667
m® ) T B s T AR RS FHL, HE
AR Y K A R R R R R R Y
R TET R B RA S TE ARG (AR ASE, 20015 Ju
etal., 2024) .

2 24 71 2 AR 4 1) e A T, 24571

(14 7 35 AR A X6 — AR R 1 A R R A L LA
FERLM , IZ BB 2R R AR AR R S
AW (RHA . REIEE ), A YIRS H )
(=il . FEREMRAE ) A5 5 PN AR I I )
BiRGR s BoR , B HIX Y AL EE R X 2 o
2= AN FRRE DU, BB 8 TR (2
FEAE, 2001 5 B ASE, 2002; ZERUESE, 2002;
He et al., 2007) o T FREZ5% AL 1) By
BB, RIS Ak 2 24700 i AR T R iy, I
PLBR Ak 25 25700 Z AN BT Bl A F AR A AR 2R o
WEEIE AR (e Bt JEH ) FEMRAESAEY)
Dini G, W ALK RS L JF R T %% Bt 3
P& FAFFY ( NI%, 2001; Wangetal.,
2002; Hanetal., 2006) . ZBRF Ym}HF5E K
- PR B AR A ER R, 21 )
T 1] 7 35 DX B O K R A 0 5T I Ak T R 3 % R
BB .

1.2 FHH: HARRTBEEVHRMLE (2010-
2019 4 )

X BB, BFFEEOF 18] AR BT 2 AL
ST ST B R B AR A 55, S AR A R AR B 4
PRAL I BRI

XU e 25 245 70 S 2R F Ik 2008 4F- 75 [
MIERESIE TR AR, i FH S R
BEPE . KRR . IR SRR, RS AR IX
R AR i R AR X2 . X 2-3 AR,
WOV VLV | IS — AR RE R R R = P
LB (BUEERTEC 5-10 £%5); 2013-2015 4F
[E], WiV, YIVG . 159 5 AR A G R
H B LR B B KT o s, —ARiE X H
2G5, =k . B ZEER L R BRBEERY PR K
Kb it—A R (Suetal., 2014a, 2014b; Huang
etal., 2017) o NIRAMNT ALIE X 2 245 5707
A R ACERUEIAILEL, T RSN 5 AN [ 4
FERERESGE . — 5 T, AkSRERER W — AL SR AN [ M
B EEXT AH O 25550 BT E K-, A AR R b X B
BRI RIS 5 iy — Oy T, SL TG SR dl 2
R R B AR TR R
AR RNy B i b — AR IR X 45 25 F BT i
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A BRAAR S Ay AL A, DT i 25 4R T+ — AR Y
PR HUK (Changetal., 2014; Weietal.,
2019; Xuetal., 2019) .

SERUER , BRAAREE Ak 25 25 R B A To vk 5L
X ZARIE () AT RELE B4R, AR A A B s R
FERLEA BT . B, i —ALIE R ¥ H AR an B
et | ALY B IR SR X — I S IR A A 5
HA S Z . it G B RiBEmEA . FR
FOEEEOR | AN HERSE (RTARAE,
2011; 5KUMEE, 20115 FhkH%, 2013; wIJRME
50 2014; BHOMELE, 2017) o SiREIR, fE3k
RHTIE B A S e & e, [lSe%e Bt SEA
PUIE SRR AN L AERRAR AR RS | A
TN ETT R TIRAMSY (253535, 2012; Wang
etal., 2014; HHEESE, 2017; Jiao et al., 2018 ),
X —BT T, FRE AR T KA L R & fh
T, R AU ) R A A T A
HA,
1.3 FE=HE: SRERESFREHEE ( 2020-
24

ZIKREFPREILE A AR (ARG . A R R
A7 EEHEIN s FROSCIR AR AR (7 L n )| AR AR
ARG S B 4 24 R A G R B e ()
IR — 2Tt i BB ELZE YK, TR AR Fp
HEVEA O E R R, N 2020 4EJFER, 4K
e T ACBE G & A T R S B AR 218 TR X
— BB, X AR A EE— 2 1 R A B
S0 BRI T AR o S T S AR A R
AL A ST . AR EAR R . m R
2RI R s 7 SO AR R, N
2020 AFHTIE AR, PR ERRSL IR SEVE Y
FEopta i E R (HEES, 2024, 2025) .
HOKRE S, R HRES O R M 2021 4
1) 49 %325 2 2024 4RI 61.1%. —ALIEAE KK
T2 A, g HoR N 558 W
eIt (R ESE, 2025)

B P B AR o (5 7 BRI, 1) F4
FH A= A R 2 B R N R Z= A 1 FH 3 A0 9 S A 42
) SERHFAERAERGN A ; 2) Ak

EHER S NN RZ (375 S0 P03 | LT R 7 R R 7 22N
AN 3) ARG . A e N T RER
GHEPTROR N FHE— i 4) @ Eabe
25500 % T T, BRE KO B E R T (L
WS, 2025) o ZHUIX AL X FH 2550
AR RIS = T, B B 5T B R A
BT BT . BRI A, Bl R 1 B
PETHIF I R4 AR N & 5R5%, B
T+ AR A R ROA P S S B K

2 ZEME

MG AR I FE R 22 9% L N R SEH AT
DA LA B TSR R BE TR, 21 22 kT
[ AR RE A T AR ER B

21 B—WEK: BEEENE

1999 4F 6 J1, ESBEAIT 75— ke EH
B TAESBOME O T IREE UOE 2 it
RIRAHEME ). NG, FREGFHE
AB R BB, MR AR IUBGZ AR , &
GHE W R Fem R A (7
AHSE, 2023) o 21 tEa2wi, MR Lk
FAAE USRI 55 A= 55 SR B LA AR K, IR EAR
MBI A& SETEA TR 8hAE (Z0R Rz A,
2001; ¥EE, 2005; B, 2013) o —fk
WA KRS E Ry ERE W, 7E 21 HaBIZE 4 m
0, T AR A R PR AR P AR IE A
FHIC N B IR AR I B 9% 4 S AE B A1 .
FEN ST GRIE 23] SRR RE AL T, IR KA
TACME A AE R A ARRAD R R B

22 FIHE: REEZRHR

Bl [ ZR A 25 HEA T Rk RHIFL 331( 2006
M), EILRAYRR MR BRBHEERE
(2010 4F) We)E)ash, E AR
AP B BB, EA i AT (ARl ) BHIE
LI FIN, Jela 2 D H EE DL
b5 Ay 2 B 5 X G i R R T R AT S
RN RS, RHA R KRR d B R
F5E (2008 4F ) F “Fd 7 2 6 P kAT 4R X s
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LRA P TEEARMTE SR (2013 4F )70 fE “H
SN AE T A AR R SR R TS it
JIPN, ZK R MR A BE DAL o B 1 9581 Dy i B
2 B S oY N S R R S < 55 2 £
PSR RS AT ST . B SEREDT ST | B84
AR B AT A SR ARAT P e

23 B=EHE: SRELXENME

TEZIIER TSR MANRTEHBAT , &
AR R R, AR ST A BUK T
WARAmHETE . SR 2020 4ERTETT IR, 22
KRR AR A e AR TR B A _E TS H . AR
—WEN, (G T BRI HFFER AR
AR o XK R AT, el fig Dk H s )
Freaa MU0 Hbr o BSERL0 Hir, JHRECR
WESE . etk . MLEEATSS, BT R o S PR
() R v AT S, T A ) Rt T I 1) S e
Jte R o AR — AR — AR WIS G Y K
PRI ARG 5 w2 B
PEEORBETE (2024 4F)”, BALTTH HARA%
FAR PRI SR B BT i K W A AL [
FAATALbRAEST | TE R i = S A R ZOR I R
PRUREL 7o e A SR 31, X — AR A A ST
FEHR T B R EOR

3 EEMRBE

31 ZHIEHRAMNHBR

X fie 24 24 7] Sl L o T I 2 i+ 22 4ok
B 45 — AR Y 2 ) 2 — 0T AR HAT
PR BT RAT ) R SO TR . 26— . AUl
PEBLHI AT 7T, —ACSRAAAE G R P4S0 B4R
fi ( Cytochrome P450 monooxygenases, P450s )
8 b 8 2 8 Y 3 B T 1 X G R R R T e ) 47
K, CYP6CVS, CYPYAGS, CYP32A12 5%
A P450s FKIRA R 4T 1 AR X S ok
LR AT (Xu et al., 2019; RS,
2023 ) 5 BRH W R BE 2R B B2 Mg ( Uridine
diphosphate glycosyltransferases, UGTs ) {FE~—
K2 et g, WHaEU 2 5 A IE X &

HIEH B AHTYE (Zhao et al., 2019) ;
= Wi R IR 77 45 & & ( Adenosine triphosphate
binding cassette, ABC) #izfiH, HEIHEZ
— NG AN TR TOHE S A0, A OGRS R
fL 4 ) CSABCC8, CsABCGIC., CsABCH1 %4t
K25 7 Ak i G2 Ha 2% TRk e i) 408 e e
(Mengetal., 2020b) . 55— . HERHTHEHLH]#
Brom, e T 524k ( Ryanodine receptor, RyR )
S SRR gt e ) FHAE AR o RyR 2R 1 Y DG B2
R T 3 AR XTI 25300 A BURRPERRAIG, 1
B2 B R B, AT 2B BH 8 BT 2454 Sun
etal., 2018; Huang et al., 2020; 154, 2023 ),
WER AVLVY R B B AL A e, L RyR A
£ Y4667D ., 14758M Al Y4891F 3t 3 Ay, %
AT B 13.90% . 69.40%F1 5.55%, 1%Fh
PR R e PP E ARG 3] 500 f5LL 1
% =K (Huang et al., 2020) . HAj, —
fLiE RyR M FE24 R A BEE 10 5K
H ERG DR AR A R R4 (TR FESS, 2023 )

At At 24 3] A B AL o B 5 R
B (EIEAY%, 2024) . 40 Wang 5§ (2025)
WF5E % B AL MEAK Py CYPBSN2 JE[K & k93,
T3 B CYPESN2VB i 42 T 1 — Ak
Xt 4 B O M OPL M . £ WEIE R fE A
( Acetylcholinesterase, AChE ) J&45 HLik Fll = Fk
H R ER IS 25570 VR AR, Jiang %5 (2009 ) &
AL 1 S O WENR G ER B AChEL Th i
A314S AR RS T B AR X = el e AR %K
ARERBUE, H AR iz s A8 iR St
PRI 5 3 IEAH G

32 R FEHSITR

TR AR A AL i oK 1
B RS, EA R s AR ALY
MO AR B EA P R R 4f, (A4 AR A A B
FIFARRRTE AT, BlMmiEE LT 582581 (Li
et al., 2025; Lu et al., 2025), Lu%% (2005)
W R BN, Ao . AN . o-SEANAE . R R A AR
5| e AR il A N Y B R AL S,
AT R T 6 — Ak M 0 1) 7™ B WG 51 4728 Li
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2 (2025) R RBL, FARE ALY
EINBEE N BIEL Y RN 12.15%, X bR
O S EL A B S A LR o A AR AR P i 28 5
W R Yk, b VZAACTL
VZFPPSL P35 R 7 A A m 2530 i 3Rk, DA 4
TG 2 A A 0 R vk e A 1 TR IR
( Farnesyl pyrophosphate, FPP) W& & ; i#F—
BT LB, BRI R VZIPSO 1508
FPP AL N E AL, LR T /R GRS — 1k
W 0 = B 114) T AL

BEAh, ST AR B R SR T AR b2 —
Al FR A4 H AR A 2R 1 T B BT 0 o IF S S
N, TE R B AP AT, At AR
WS E MG B R, LA Sl R AL T
31%, FEURERUR/D T 45.5%, Shl TR A
A B A HUSCR , v S AR LR A B s i
R Z B E ( Zhang et al., 2025) .

3.3 ZHIEREFEAHR

Jh 74 AT ( Bacillus thuringiensis, Bt)
STIARY Cry 1 Vip3 dhiRER X 20 d B A5
SR HGEYE, w0 T AN R Be PR AE
YA Bt A2y, Hr, Cryl REFARIKN
CrylAb, CrylAc %l 5 w3 H 5 i SOt T
PEES T, FE Bt SRS KRS 2508 FH )2 Cryl
KEH (RNI%, 2001; Hanetal., 2006; &5
F4E 0 2017; Wangetal., 2014, 2023) . fERE
i Bt IEHBUREY) (§% Cry 2%) MFELLfhiE
Ml Bt 5K R, A F R Cry REH
B A T, HET, FAX) Vipd KEAR
Btk AR A HGE, H Vip3 KEAM Cry KEH
TAZHYME (Wang etal., 2023) . #F5EEH,
Cry9A F1 Vip3A T HBCA M EA PRI 1
H (Wangetal., 2018) . 7£ AL fig o pd o
R, SHMAABEAL, BCAALFE Cry9A A
Vip3A FE ISP S E M A
TEBH PRI X IS Bt 2 2 8 LA A
RAEROR (Wang etal., 2018, 2023) .

TR, RNA T4 RNA interference , RNAi )
YRR —FP AT 17 1) 38 A B R B 32 B3RO

Hrp, M SR RNA TR —FP B Lk
PRI, 0 UGS AR Y DL R IR X bR e B
Y5 T P0AE H W X4 RNA ( double-stranded
RNA, dsRNA ), MT7E H bR 3 BN fili 2 RNAI
B DL Ik B B 4 B H B9 ( Gordon  and
Waterhouse, 2007; Mezzetti et al., 2020 ) . Mao
S5 (2022) WEFEA B, B AR R/ NRIEE F AR
( CssHsp ) 1) dsCssHsp 5 A Zl| /K bk,
F R 7 3k dsCssHsp HOHE LR RE bk . F F 5
FER IR A TR A, AP 3 /KA R
% (DS10, DS35, DS36) X —fhiEi i HAT i
FR MR FRE 8 d)E, BEX 3 KRR
FEH R ARSI T Rt 60%;  E AU
B, FET-RIKH] 90% LA E, HAUA ARG R A A
Pk,

34 “HEEKXBEEHR

AR R KRR B 5 A KRS B Y B A
N, FFER ( Jasmonic acid, JA ) YENEZEH)
MBI 2 — , FERO AR i R &
HEEIMEM, X—dfT, JA WEARLGES
e EARZ KRN S5 H T (Yaoetal.,
2023; Danso Ofori et al., 2025) . 522 %7,
AR AR B K R AR R, S T RIKERE H B
B S, [FIRE R Ak B B e it . il A
T, AR O R h S IR Y S S
XoF 7K A Y S B AEAE FH ( Xue et al., 2023; Yu et al.,
2024) o Yu 45 (2025) M AU O h
WER| T —FER RS E A CsFerl (HA Ferr 44
G RE R AL BEE T ), R e T R Ak
RS LR AR o IRAWFSE R, CsFerl
A BT AR Y T e RpK R A s, I
H,0, ISR S, W 55 K FE ot AL i
Pitk. MR, —{LIE CsFerl /EA—Fsi
T, S 5KRE- AL AR AR T R RS S AR
1 A S HE B 5 8 ) R o

WIHTETA, —ACIEAEANAS ok 3 SR E T
KifE ( BAE2%, 1997; AFEKSE, 2001; E3C
gk, 2001; Ju et al., 2024; S, 2025 ),
ST s AR s 5B DL A e A



+ 1234 -

o B 3244 Chinese Journal of Applied Entomology 62 %

R SRR e ORI AR X — Ak B 1% 975 480 2 1 A7 7E BH B
Z5. TAEIRE R, BRSSO R R R
( methyl jasmonate , MeJA )FI4E4: & B1( vitamin
B1, VB1) MR EHEX SHIFEU R AR, MeJA
F VB S [a] 8 i 5 i A ORI Z KTk 1
S T ACIRR R E IS, MeJA FIVBI 4 ik
TR YA BIEE (435120 OsIMT Al
OsTHL ) TEAHFE VRIS HAETEA R A st A5 28 5,
WA B FIERE . flFEx F A it
TERIFT Y, AR B Pkt MeJA BifiiEte, It
FIH VB tHXCEZEDMEN A B KT . W54
RfmrR TRE RS Z [R)N6) —AUE R 3 1 22 AL
#il (Juetal., 2024) .

35 “HIEAZBFRENHHR

WA K KT 252005 R R4
R RE R R, X AR AR K R B
P A5 A T AR TP AE X S R % - ((Sun
etal., 2017; Tang et al., 2020; Kuang et al.,
2023; Chen et al., 2024; Gong et al., 2025 ),
WHTFTR, AR R B AR W) 5201k,
SO HXELUA R 15, AT AR R DA 45
BILTR], R AIE ) e 4B 45 2 A 82858 2 Luo
et al., 2016; Zhang et al., 2024 ), TG
FWH, mRE R ki broad-complex ( BrC)
SR, HAMAR R Al 1 25 1 5 HA RUR B D)
Wi AR, IR BrC JERX AR R
B LB HA EE ( Zhang et al., 2024 ),
AN, AR Z2 255 i 7 B A0 7 B X AR 1 A K &
BEA SR, I Ak 24 50 04458 R X H )
AR R DAL R B IR A WA N ( Huang
etal.,2016; Xuetal.,2017; Meng et al., 2020a ),

4 FRRE

X T AR ME (8 55 I L il A R AT RS B
Fe ARG I B A BN HE AR S5 19 58 SRl & W 18
AR R TT 1) o REAEIHR, Ay A
B S RHE LR R TR, AT G
( Artificial intelligence, Al) BYTRIE K FE, HBUEF
REfS X — [ 8, I AL RAEAE YIS B2,

T B o 280 1) 58 JICRSCA0E 7 A Rk A s 5 A
TANSRE ., Hean, DS Fin — Al ST 24 P2 [N 5%
AR HEIN ARG 2 M A LR

E Ml 18 A W A T A A T A B
8 AR B L Rk i T 4 245 50 i 52 1 4 LA
SR o R, AR A5 5 A P Y 58 S
R, X AR A Sy B SRR AT
ean, 7eftT AR E A M R A L, E s
TR, R EOUENA dsSRNA
RIERGEFATRERE T, HBEE RN,
SRR AL ) L —PER 4

TACIE R AL, A 2GR T
e SO PR R L E B R RR Y . il S e 5
SURl, BEACHE R 25 R0 R, SR B Bl
PERCR, X TR 2RI R o A B AR L
e, IR A B A G R T 245 50 el VAR B R
ity SIEA HE [ 245 790 75 80 i 4l S0

R I U X T AR A B i el A
HARZEM . Ak, MEPIEKME S (B HER
TIN5 ) TN (O FE Rk
RSO ARk . TRER () BEER N
FWEI ) RS A I, S BRI R] R 2 AR
AP JEORN - R TT T R e B 4

BEXEAS R KR AR, 20 DX S A — A Aol
FEAA: T P B AERILR , DR ) AT
EEXPERI BB , T GE A AN R DX AR
R UE RO, el sh e AR A (g
BT RFEEIA B
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