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B E [B&)] MExTEKE Sitophilus zeamais F1455% Rhyzopertha dominica BA B HUG )£
KA B sy, [ FiE ] i KRR I &M, SR AR A0 R B 28 70 R ol w0 12 O 4 A i o) ok
SRNAT 28 I BEZE M A TE M .l A - TR (GC-MS) MEM LMY [ &R Flkiteds &
T FE KRG 24 h (EEZEIE MRS, LCso N 15.49 mg/L, KIMHAHE K IMNT FE KSR 48 h fYFEZZTE ML, LCs
49 9.45 mg/L. = AEACHERIMXS A 8 24 T 48 h MIEZRTEPESAS, LCso 43124 21.86 Fl 17.30 mg/L. —4Ek%
RIS EARGFNA ) 24 F1 48 h il RIEVER LT, 24 h #9 LDso 23314 33.33 F1 6.60 pg/3k, 48 h Y LDs,
53k 29.67 A1 4.13 pg/sk o GC-MS 43#T , BEMRAZE & 32 B A3 AR MR 52.17% ). (H)-0-JKH5( 9.15% )
- a-FATMEE (8.50% )o R KM A T2 I> R (H)-a-3-40 (39.91% ). a-/KiT4e (9.69% ). (R)-(H)-%
175 (7.68% ). B-TEMS (6.94% ) Fl 4- SR 2K (5.84% ), = AEKEHF KM FZ NS B (H)-0-TEKS (18.31% ).
FEHIMEE (9.26% ). 4-SENFEHR (8.85% ) Fl a-#ATHIEE (5.39% ) KIMHEAE K 4-FATHEEXT oK G2

T, 24 F1 48 h IFAY LCso 439114 32.87 1 33.03 mg/L, = AEHHE LI a-tA xS £ K 4 il 25 0% P i 0
24 1148 h i LDso 20518 153.97 1 94.06 pg/sk o = AL RN oK 00t 28 2 0 il R 06 g, 24
148 h B} LDso 435118 192.61 #1 62.70 ng/sk o [ &ig ] A&JmAH Y4 & 1 S FLi6ME Loy rT AR S 0 fif e 7
HRFEE IR TE R, X AR YIRS BB R AT B9 & B A 5

Insecticidal activity of eight Eucalyptus essential oils and their
components against Sitophilus zeamais and Rhyzopertha dominica
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Abstract [Aim] To screen essential oils for insecticidal activity against Sitophilus zeamais and Rhyzopertha dominica .
[Methods] Essential oils were extracted by the steam distillation method, and their fumigant and contact toxicities evaluated
using the filter paper fumigation, and topical application, methods, respectively. The chemical composition of essential oils
was analyzed using gas chromatography-mass spectrometry (GC-MS). [Results] FEucalyptus camphora had the highest
fumigant toxicity against S. zeamais after 24 h, with an LCs, of 15.49 mg/L. E. robusta essential oil had the strongest fumigant
activity against S. zeamais after 48 h, with an LCsy of 9.45 mg/L. E. triflora essential oil had the highest fumigant toxicity
against R. dominica at both 24 and 48 h, with LCs, values of 21.86 and 17.30 mg/L, respectively. E. trifloral essential oil had
the strongest contact toxicity against both S. zeamais and R. dominica , with LDs, values of 33.33 and 6.60 pg/adult after 24 h,
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and 29.67 and 4.13pg/adult after 48 h, respectively. GC-MS analysis revealed that the major components of E. camphora
essential oil were eucalyptol (52.17%), (+)-a-pinene (9.15%), and a-terpineol (8.50%). E. robusta essential oil of was mainly
comprised of a-pinene (39.91%), a-phellandrene (9.69%), (R)-(+)-limonene (7.68%), B-pinene (6.94%) and 4-isopropyltoluene
(5.84%). The principal constituents of E. triflora essential oil were a-pinene (18.31%), eucalyptol (9.26%), 4-isopropyltoluene
(8.85%) and o-terpineol (5.39%). Among the individual compounds, 4-carvomenthenol from E. robusta essential oil had the
highest fumigant toxicity against S. zeamais, with LCs, values of 58.65 and 47.37 mg/L at 24 and 48 h, respectively. In E.
triflora essential oil, a-terpineol had the highest fumigant toxicity against R. dominica, with LCsy values of 32.87 and
33.03 mg/L at 24 and 48 h, respectively. Moreover, o-terpineol in E. triflora essential oil had the highest contact toxicity
against S. zeamais, with LDs, values of 153.97 and 94.06 pg/adult after 24 and 48 h, respectively. In addition, a-phellandrene
in E. triflora essential oil had the highest contact toxicity against R. dominica, with LDs, values of 192.61 and 62.70 pg/adult
after 24 and 48 h, respectively. [Conclusion]

These findings suggest that Eucalyptus essential oils and their bioactive

components have potential as environmentally friendly grain storage pest control agents. Plant-derived insecticides from

Eucalyptus species have promising potential for sustainable pest management applications.

Key words Eucalyptus essential oil; Sitophilus zeamais; Rhyzopertha dominica; fumigant activity; contact toxicity
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L, WAL, %4, IRIETRLT IR 7k
YRR . EoKGE Sitophilus zeamais &3 F k5
AR AL, T fEE SRS N T, e
FERLE IS 5E SRR, ™ 5 M MR 2 4 R Jo
(Ukeh et al., 2012; MW, 2023) . &4
Rhyzopertha dominica F57E 3K 1E R 77 16 F
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IH, 2013) .

¥eJ& Eucalyptus B SR ARSGEAR , B
FEFHEAFI, ERA 900 ZHh ., K[ 5 Fhe b
300 43 Fh, AN TARRBURHAS =, CHih =K
MR Z — (IR, 2012) . MEMRYE &
PR, W55 3% I 22 iRt 472 R T v i 35 1L
AR E H RO BRI R | AR | BKRESE

ZMEYNETE (Danna et al., 2024) . HCANIRFE
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( Negahban and Moharramipour , 2007 ;
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hemipterus ( Abir et al., 2020 ), K% ( Abir et al.,
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Table 1 Plant samples
RAR I 1] I
T R gy R
. . ; . Collection
Plant name Collection location Collection time art
(year. month) P
Uinis = BRI PR Aol R 2023.7 L
Eucalyptus camaldulensis  Southwest Forestry University, Kunming, Yunnan Province Leaves
TS A R LY 2023.8 Lh
Eucalyptus camphora Haikou Forest Farm, Kunming, Yunnan Province Leaves
W A R P R ARl R 2023.7 Lh
Eucalyptus globulus Southwest Forestry University, Kunming, Yunnan Province Leaves
IERAREL S B BRI P R AL 2023.7 LI i
Eucalyptus maidenii Southwest Forestry University, Kunming, Yunnan Province Leaves
PR R R A BRI AR 2023.8 LR
Eucalyptus neglecta Haikou Forest Farm, Kunming, Yunnan Province Leaves
/NI A RV Db 2023.8 L
Eucalyptus tereticornis Haikou Forest Farm, Kunming, Yunnan Province Leaves
NS A I P R bl R 2023.7 L
Eucalyptus robusta Southwest Forestry University, Kunming, Yunnan Province Leaves
= Ak wHE BT DAY 2023.8 Linh
Eucalyptus triflora Haikou Forest Farm, Kunming, Yunnan Province Leaves

1.1.2 i HiE
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1.1.3 LR E R FIRF  HP7890A-5975C
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JRINE]); 100.0 pL BWiAe (LI RIBEIF &
ABRAF ) F 1.0 uL AR ( LSS TR
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ARRAF ), IECHE CREEN RS2,
AR El ) (+) -o-TRM ( =98% ). a-/K A M
( =85%). FeMfilEE ( =99.5% ). - i i
(=98%), B-TRM ( =98% ), 4-FNILH I
(=299.5% ). (R) - (+) -2 (=95% ), 2-
REE (98% ). 4-FAiHEE ( =98% ). y-#Ah M
( =95% ) FMRAANE (>80% ) HWIGT it
HuMBHEAARAR . FBE (=95%) Fl B-
F I ( =95% ) I FRIUTARRHE A FRAF .
MG EE ( =95% ) WT 2=/ v 1 AE B AR e 4y
HRRAF . HESER (&Eh 20%, 717 FLi)
g FAb s R A YRR AR A F .

1.2 REFH*

121 EBEHBAYIERE 8 Fhie)wE iYHetnt 1
BT B, #& hAHEIcS b E 25 8L 5% XD
R (ERA-Z G 2, 2020 ), 3 L AEE
B POMA SR &, I AEE K, BB AET,
T B A B IR A BEAE AR
5-6 h, ZE N PR NI Lk A WA TR
BURTHE, 4 CABAE.

122 SHE-BERENEEE HEE-K
T . HP7 890A-5 975C, HP-5MS f1#FE
EAE (30.00 mx0.25 mmx0.25 um ), iR : 50
°CA£F5 5 min, LA 5 °C/min & 250 °C, {f4F
25 min, #EFEE 2 uL, Uikl 20 1, 2 (He ),
IS B TR EL O FRER 70 eV, AT
FHREE 280 °C, BFIRIEIE 230 °C; DUBATIR
JE 150 °C, LA E: 1894V,

123 EHFMENE WE 8 FiiIE#H kb &
WGP E KRGS 20 R ZE TG, 8 i T e
iy 0 o e vk B L FH IE e B4 & i S Ak
G 5 AN T BE AR B IR .
10 LUK R B A EHAL 2.5 em, 7 5.5 cm, &
R 25 mL BRI, B EAR 2.0 em BYUELRH
BRSO b, A MAR I 10 pL AS[F] 5T
R SO SRR AR L, R 208 )5,
T P B A5 2 B % A 25 6] (Chu et al.,
2010 ), IECKE MEAMEXTIE, A ANPHES 5 IR,
IS BTG FRF R 24 F1 48 h 5 ke 45 4

HPET-AAFE RO, RO A0 (1) A (2) 35
FET- AL IESE T 5

e SETIHEL
Hases P TITTE S o
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WAFRAITED K — RHRATET R 0 (o)

1- XA T
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KRG RIA 3 O HTIE A b, B o vk A B
10 kil i, 1A 5 WG AR # R B H A% 2.5 om,
5.5 om MBEESIE T, A FRAREESE (Chu
et al., 2010 ), IECKEREITEXTR, HE5EHE M
FHPEXTHR . 24 F1 48 h B /3Bl R 2 45 il L st T
GG L. ARAEAZE (1) F1 (2) HHEIET-R
MR IESET -,

1.3 HBESH

I B4 K F Microsoft Excel 2024 if17%
H, SPSS 20.0 #fFHEAT T, R I ARG
BIFET R | KIFFET R | PEEBEHK A LCs.
PRHBEH B LDso 95% B A5 X A 5 Fbni
1%, Duncan PGB 253046 Sor i A 7 10 35 P47

2 HREHH

2.1 SHRBEABNEXASHWERETN
8 P 5 K X TR G B ZE TG T W3 2.

LCso M 15.49 mg/L, KMk, ok, Wikk . EFF
WA AR I = AER R TR T K G2 1) B 2536 AR IR
55, BROK [BIAR RN /N e BE ZE G PR 55 o KA
FERIXT KGR 48 h B ZETEPER LS, LCso N
9.45 mg/L. filiitE . Atk . WkE . —AEAR
FFHEREN T oK G 1Y BB 250 PR U 55 , BOK Bil%
F/INI g B 2R TG PR R 55 . WURI 26 T 25 i e
FE R K AL BRYR F ( F=56.49, P<0.001) X}
TR IFET-HA BE N, AR (F=1.39,
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®2 SHMEEERMMEXRKHEREN

Table 2 Fumigant activity of eight Fucalyptus essential oils against Sitophilus zeamais

AbBRIFE] (ho)

FEEOUKE  95% 5 (51X H] (mg/L)

Tr.eatment ;ﬁﬁii\e (mg/L) ?5% Confidence ijrlozptji;% f{? Piﬁl;le
time (h) LCso (mg/L) interval (mg/L)

24 Tk E. camaldulensis 20.51 8.48-51.27 1.194+0.28 1.90 0.594
FEiFE E. camphora 15.49 7.19-33.94 1.47+0.34 198  0.578
Wit E. globulus 30.11 15.79-59.73 1.99+0.47 133  0.723
EHATH#EKE E. maidenii 37.60 19.97-73.76 2.10£0.51 4.15  0.245
HRAIKE E. neglecta >800.00 - — _ _
N E. tereticornis >800.00 - - _ _
KM#¢ E. robusta 19.73 8.90-46.53 1.34£0.31  3.83  0.280
=4ib¥z E. triflora 50.04 17.31-260.84 0.87+0.25  0.57  0.903

48 ¥ E. camaldulensis 10.18 3.53-25.39 1.11£0.28  4.02  0.260
FERRiA% E. camphora 9.50 4.14-20.49 1.46£0.35 245  0.485
WK% E. globulus 10.55 4.64-22.96 1.44+034 1.53  0.675
B WAL E. maidenii 19.98 10.27-40.69 1.83£0.42  2.66  0.448
BOK B E. neglecta >800.00 - - - -
INUEHE E. tereticornis 504.19 89.20-4.85x10° 0.60£0.26  0.19  0.980
KMHE E. robusta 9.45 3.23-23.20 1.1240.29 287  0.412
ZAEHE E. triflora 18.92 3.93-89.12 071023 1.10  0.776

RNTLHEZEIE M, - indicates no fumigation activity.

P=0.245) X EAKRGIT-RAZEMALE . Kt
P J AL TR YR B ( F=62.44, P<0.001) Flit
HEfE] ( F=5.79, P=0.021) X% £ k409581
FREC ) P 3, Ab PRV PR L L A 3L [A] 7 R )
e

22 SHEEEZMMAENERENE

8 PR A M A7 B BB 2RI MR UL R 3,
S AEMHE R I AT 2 24 A1 48 h A SEZE TGRS i
U, LCso 0510 21.86 F1 17.30 mg/L, F&ffiits .
INRE BT AR . R A AR ELOK
[BIA%AE K I 24 h XA & 1 BB ZE TG PRAR U5 o
(AT o N i NIVAIN U - NIE o SN NI £ NI
Fie FLEK [ M5 i 48 h X 45 32 1Y BE 28 TR 4K
YRS o XK 2R 2253 R W, —AEAdE K im Ak
VR ( F=30.88, P<0.001) XA MET 35
Wi, ACFEERE] ( F=0.91, P=0.345) MW 4& %
FIFET - HFE AN B3

2.3 SHIRBEABMNEASHMRENY

8 ol e 45 2 I X T oK 4 A ok R 0 AL
F 4, ZAEREFE R IRXT EOKGE 24 F 48 h A9 fil R
T PER, LDso 205108 33.33 F129.67 png/sk . A
KRG . Ak /NR . ELFF ARG . ke . AN
Fie TR e 45 2 3k 24 F1 48 h X T K 42 1 fid % 0%
PRI o —AEAHE KT xS £k 4 24 h filik
TG PEDL T BHAHE ) R 5048 T 1 R v 1 o WU 2
FEANT R, = AE M R A Bk B

( F=16.64, P<0.001) F14bFHHEFE ( F=0.18,

P=0.672 ) PIXF E ARG A TEE R IETRA — &
FIREIR , AL B B e A B AST [F] F)5 h  d 3

24 S MERBEZBENAERMRENE

8 FihieJR ¥4 AT A & MR T M LR 5.
SAERRYE RN A5 24 F 48 h 1Ml R IE M AR
U, LDso 4354 6.60 F11 4.13 pg/k . /NHHE | 5
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Table 3 Fumigant activity of eight Eucalyptus essential oils against Rhyzopertha dominica
MRS ] (B PHEICRE  95%B(EXIA] (mg/L) - .

Al%ritjllelt(tim)e &7 (mg/L) /;gﬁ‘;/jnc[in'gd(enci ) TR —E? P
(h) Plant name LCy (mg/L) interval (mg/L) Slope+SE X P-value

24 ¥ E. camaldulensis 62.19 35.06-162.24 1.58+0.49 1.90  0.594

R E. camphora 42.95 24.46-67.06 2.2240.57  0.76  0.859

e E. globulus 93.93 58.02-185.43 1.95£0.53  3.10  0.377

BTN E. maidenii 49.40 31.93-75.39 2.53£0.59  0.69  0.876

WK G E. neglecta 384.85 125.32- 6.48x10''®  1.3240.67  0.04  0.998

INMKE E. tereticornis 43.89 28.61-93.03 2.39+0.67 244  0.487

KI#E E. robusta 58.60 37.78-102.21 2.25+0.58 1.58  0.663

=AE¥E E. triflora 21.86 14.48-39.43 2.44+0.62 1.88  0.598

438 I5HE E. camaldulensis 41.53 21.59-85.53 1.58+0.48 3.03  0.387

FEMiHE E. camphora 22.81 13.72-31.80 4.04+1.30 1.06  0.787

WKz E. globulus 26.38 15.92-37.06 3.55+1.01 1.85  0.603

K E. maidenii 30.64 22.61-42.12 4.80+1.24 120  0.753

BKBIRE E. neglecta 176.61 87.39-5 194.95 1.63+0.61 135 0717

N E. tereticornis 26.68 16.62-50.10 2.02+0.53 1.87 0.601

K% E. robusta 39.55 26.56-58.63 2.8420.66 1.01  0.800

=16z E. triflora 17.30 11.79-27.60 2.74£0.65 412 0.248

R4 STMBREBEXR M EXRSFHMIEENE
Table 4 Contact toxicity of eight Eucalyptus essential oils against Sitophilus zeamais
bEERE] (h PREOEH & % B E X i S . .

A;ritilelt (tim)e L B (pg3k) zz‘z%zzf;'ejnci Filr%t/j:vil FALIRIR ‘EZT P
() Plant name LDy (ug/ind.) (ug/ind.) Slope+SE X P-value

24 F5H E. camaldulensis 38.74 24.48-57.99 2.59£0.62 0.76  0.860

WEfiki#e E. camphora 84.48 57.23-128.67 2.76+0.63  1.99  0.574

Witk E. globulus 76.19 40.76-142.58 1.70£0.50  2.69  0.442

HITWEAE E. maidenii 63.73 32.28-124.44 1.59£0.48 0.73  0.866

HUR[AHE E. neglecta 38.26 23.49-61.28 2.23+0.56  3.66  0.301

INWFE E. tereticornis 3991 22.93-67.89 1.94+0.52 2.59 0.458

KW4% E. robusta 103.77 67.53-161.35 2.50£0.61 2.95  0.400

=AE¥E E. triflora 33.33 18.05-79.90 1.54+0.48 0.80  0.849

HH 45 %4 1E Fenpropathrin 40.64 21.53-139.40 1.41£0.47 124 0.744

438 WK E. camaldulensis 30.51 17.59-45.93 246+0.62 1.86  0.601

W% E. camphora 66.53 43.45-100.62 2.63£0.63 1.76  0.624

Wik E. globulus 56.57 31.65-91.00 2.07£0.55 1.63  0.652

EITF WM E. maidenii 32.99 10.33-58.33 1.58+0.51 1.68  0.642

B FIRE E. neglecta 29.88 18.01-45.77 2.41£0.61 293  0.403

/N E. tereticornis 30.92 15.83-51.23 1.89+0.52 1.58  0.665

K4 E. robusta 70.62 42.69-107.56 2424060 094 0815

=16 E. triflora 29.67 14.15-79.12 1.36£0.47 1.40  0.705

F 4504918 Fenpropathrin 8.97 0.75-17.53 1.34£0.50 0.71  0.871
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Table S Contact toxicity of eight Eucalyptus essential oils against Rhyzopertha dominica

(h) Plant name LDy (ug/ind.) interval (ug/ind.) Slope+SE X P-value

24 TKe E. camaldulensis 37.79 21.70-60.59 2.114+0.54 1.18 0.758
KRt E. camphora 29.54 2.29-58.44 1.04£0.47 5.63  0.131
e E. globulus 115.39 64.69-211.39 1.79+0.50  0.40  0.941
WA E. maidenii 61.64 28.23-127.37 1.46+0.47 0.63  0.889
HKF#E E. neglecta 31.67 17.11-52.08 1.97+0.53 3.46  0.326
INRE E. tereticornis 17.88 11.48-26.98 2.59+0.62 096  0.811
K4 E. robusta 39.46 20.23-68.71 1.76£0.50  0.89  0.828
= AEHE E. triflora 6.60 3.95-16.84 1.79+0.53 238 0.498
%5451k Fenpropathrin 1.65 1.05-2.70 2.24+0.54 261 0457

48 kg E. camaldulensis 24.84 12.52-38.48 2.254+0.62 1.71 0.635
TRk E. camphora 12.17 0.00-25.56 1.86£0.83  0.14  0.986
Wk E. globulus 14.64 0.00-36.91 1.44+0.65 029  0.962
HATWAR E. maidenii 26.72 15.78-37.74 2.11£0.60 540  0.145
PR BUKE E. neglecta 17.41 6.24-28.09 2.05+0.62 0.60  0.897
/NWFE E. tereticornis 10.48 5.06-16.27 2.24+0.62 1.23 0.746
KItH% E. robusta 26.27 13.31-41.08 2.17+0.59 175 0.626
=4k E. triflora 4.13 2.34-8.38 1.70£0.49 2,55  0.467
FH =3 liE Fenpropathrin 1.06 0.68-1.56 2.75+0.66 0.48  0.922

ik . BOKRBIRE | ARk, RIHE . EFT B A RIS ®6 WRELBHLFERS

M 00 24 h X BRI Rl R TEPEAR YIS o /)N
WA RREIGRE . AR . BRI ARk KA
FUEFFIERE 48 h WA R A0 Al 5 05 PR U st 55
SR R 20 MW, = FERe 35 & i ab Bk 2
( F=18.49, P<0.001) FI4bFEEFE ( F=3.09,
P=0.086 ) ¥XI R EPIIET R4 —E W, ik
e B L L b 3 ST ) ) S S

25 ENERERMEIHERS

R ARG 2 T B A2 3 L 6. R A 14
KR ERKT 1% 6 e Hrpanm
B (52.17% ). (+) -a-JRKs (9.15% ) F1 a-Fiih
i (8.50% ) NEZEMAY.

2.6 KMEELZBMBLERD

R S A2 i W3R 70 R f

nf

Table 6 Chemical constituents of the essential
oil from Eucalyptus camphora

1 5 B e Dﬁioﬁﬁ

FE (min) LA i)
No.  Retention Compound Mass

time (min) percentag
e(%)
1 7433  (+) -0-JEf (+)-0-Pinene  9.15
2 9.842  o-/KFHH o-Phellandrene 2.36
3 11.067  #&iHifiEE Eucalyptol 52.17
4 16.720  a-#MliEE o-Terpineol 8.50
5 24.885 FHEJM Aromandendrene 1.45
6 31.168  B-#ZiiHEE B-Eudesmol 2.58

KM EERT 1% 0 EYIE 8 f, Hi
(+) -0-JRHM (39.91% ). a-7KAE (9.69% ).
(R) - (+) =™ (7.68%), P-IEMs (6.94%)
I 4-SFHNEFIE (5.84% ) HEERS
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RT AMRERBALFR ST
Table 7 Chemical constituents of the essential
oil from Eucalyptus robusta

*8 Z=REABMBLERS
Table 8 Chemical constituents of the essential
oil from Eucalyptus triflora

=y
58 ] BT
. 0,
K% (min) 2’ b (%)
No. Retention Compound Mass
time (min) percentag
e (%)
1 7.565 (+) -0-JEMf (+)-0-Pinene  39.91
2 8.864 PB-JikMi PB-Pinene 6.94
3 9.865 a-/KfEHs a-Phellandrene 9.69
4 10.580 4-FPHRLH2E 5.84
4-Isopropyltoluene
5 10.741 (R) - (+) 5 7.68
(R)-(+)-Limonene
6 15.673 2-7%E# Borneol 1.37
7 16.114  4-FA7fE 4-Carvomenthenol — 1.45
8 16.646 o-FATHEE o-Terpineol 4.51

B
BRI PRy
F5  (min) fetty e (%)
No.  Retention Compound Mass
time (min) percentag
e (%)
1 7.548  (+) -o-JEM (+)-a-Pinene 18.31
2 9.831 o-’K/iMfi a-Phellandrene 1.27
3 10.666  4- 5 7R H HI % 8.85
4-Isopropyltoluene
4 10.901  #MifiEE Eucalyptol 9.26
5 11.874  y-#AIl%% y-Terpinene 4.48
6 15.707 2-X[#% Borneol 2.00
7 16.714  o-#A7HEE o-Terpineol 5.39
8 24290 A 2.27
B-Caryophyllene
9 29.120 HELEE Spathulenol 2.32

2.7 ZREERMBNFERS

AR R P A2 B W3 8, — B
R EERT 1% Ita o f, Hi
(+) -o-TRMs (18.31% ). FmFimEE (9.26% ).
4-5EPI IR (18.85% ) Fl a-#ATHIEE (5.39% ) Ny
FERS

2.8 EREMAMZREZBPHLSIIHERR
EXEENRERTE

5 A e AR A I A2 2 P AR B R R OR S
IR PE R IESET - R L3R 9. FRMKHAE & il p
o-FATHEEXT B K G 780G PR A Af, 24 Fi1 48 h IE
ZRIE TR IESET %5318 34.00%F1 50.00%

R ERRMAMZERBMPUSYIRERD 40 mg/L BN ERKBERFEHRERTE
Table 9 Compounds corrected mortality of fumigant activity from Eucalyptus camphora and
Eucalyptus robusta essential oil against Sitophilus zeamais at 40 mg/L

M4 R e e KEIEAET- % (% ) Corrected mortality (%)
Plant name No. Compound 24 h 48 h
VTS 1 (+) -a-JRM (+)-a-Pinene 4.00+2.45 cd 8.00£2.00 cd
E. camphora 2 a-7K 4 o-Phellandrene 8.00£2.00 ¢ 10.00£0.00 ¢
3 ¥ A% Eucalyptol 16.00+2.45 b 24.00+2.45 b
4 o-PAJHEE a-Terpineol 34.00+£2.45 a 50.00+0.00 a
5 P84 Aromandendrene 4.00+2.45 cd 6.00+2.45 cd
6 B-FI- i B-Eudesmol 4.00+£2.45 cd 12.00+2.00 ¢
LIRS 1 (+) -0-JEM (+)-0-Pinene 4.00+2.45 cd 8.00+2.00 cd
E. robusta 2 B-JEM& B-Pinene 2.00+2.00 cd 2.00+2.00 d
3 o-7Kfr¥f  a-Phellandrene 8.00+2.00 ¢ 10.00+0.00 ¢
4 4-SFNFEHIE 4-Isopropyltoluene 4.0042.45 cd 6.00+2.45 cd
5 (R) - (+) ™4 (R)-(+)-Limonene 0.00+0.00 d 2.00+£2.00 d




+ 466 - R B 244k Chinese Journal of Applied Entomology 63 1

££3R 9 (Table 9 continued)

M4 R e e FEIESET-2 (% ) Corrected mortality (%)
Plant name No Compound 24 h 48 h
K F 6 2-7%I% Borneol 2.00+2.00 cd 8.00+2.00 cd
E. robusta 7 A-FAIHIE 4-Carvomenthenol 40.00+0.00 a 52.00+2.00 a
8 o-FATMEE a-Terpineol 34.00£2.45 a 50.00+£0.00 a

FPEAE P B DR . R85 A R R RR 2253 W3 (P<0.05, Duncan [RHTE MR 226K ), KR,
Data in the table are presented as mean+SE, and followed by the different letters within the same column indicate significant
difference (P<0.05, Duncan’s multiple range test). The same below.

KRMFHE S A-PMMEEFD o-FATHIEEERT R oK S
ARG TR R o 4-FATHEE 24 F1 48 h TEZR A
FIALIEFET 3R 53 51 40.00%F1 52.00%. a-FA7H
2 24 F1 48 h HEZEIHPEMIALIEIET R 0 5k
34.00%7F1 50.00%. XJ a-FHEERT 4-FA T s 15 B
BB, 115 LCso, ULER 12,

29 ZHBEZHPUSUEEERRTEN
BRIEFRT#E

S ACHEATE R i A A Y A B SR RS Y
KAEFET- R ILER 10, =BT oA

R0 ZTRELMPULESWIRER 40 mg/L Bt
MEBREREENRERTER
Table 10 Compounds corrected mortality of

fumigation activity from Eucalyptus triflora essential oil
against Rhyzopertha dominica at 40 mg/L

BEIEFET -3 (%)
Corrected mortality (%)

FE o kA

No. Compound
24 h 48 h

1 (+) -a-JER 8.00+2.00 ¢ 12.00+2.00 de
(+)-a-Pinene

2 a- KT
a-Phellandrene

3 4R
4-Isopropyltoluene

¥eMifEE Eucalyptol 20.00+£0.00 b 38.00+2.00 b

6.00+£2.45c 24.00+2.45c

6.00£2.45¢c 6.00£245¢

y-FATMJ y-Terpinene  8.00+£2.00 ¢ 10.00+0.00 de

2-7%I% Borneol 4.00£2.45 ¢ 12.00+2.00 de

o-#AIHEE a-Terpineol 70.00+0.00 a 70.00+0.00 a

[N e Y, B N

e WaRKE 4.00+2.45¢c 14.00+2.45d
B-Caryophyllene
9 HriipEE Spathulenol 6.00£2.45¢c  6.00+2.45¢

X 2 B 28 TG TE RS, 24 F1 48 h BEZRIGPEAIRL
EFET- S50 70.00%F01 70.00%, RIXT o-#3
VT B v AL, ﬁ“%: LCs, FE 12,

210 ZHBEZHFPULSUNEXRKNESE
R R EERRIEETE

SACREAE S TR A S WX B R RN A R i
RIEHERRIESET R I 11, i 11 A, =
AEHEAE I S PR - Rl BT K 4
B fioh R 0 M B 4, 24 h BPRGIEZETT R4 5 h
56.00%7F1 52.00%, 48 h i} a-FATMEEA R IESET
FH 70.00%, XA EMMATEE, 24 h B a-7K
Pk A-SENEERZE | oA R 2 TR AL
EFET-HR 5 R 16.00% . 16.00% . 12.00% Fil
18.00%. 48 h B a-7K o AR TG MR, K
IEFET R 50.00% PHIEXT a-#ATHEEFT o-7K 7
BB IR AR, TR ER R A E
LDsy, W3 13,

2.11 o-BREEM4-BEENEXRSMEENE
it

o-FATHEE AT 4-FA I BEXT T oK SR 73 2 B 7%
TEPEM) LCso L3R 12, HIER 12 AN 4-H T EEX)
T KRG 24 Fi1 48 h BZEIE AL T o-FATHBE 78
TEPE. 4-PATHEERT o-FATHIEE 24 FI1 48 h X E KRS
AT 5 B 2% 75 PR IR T [R] F0 18 i P 4 i 1 i WL
&R 220 Br £ W, 4- 0 o % 40 B vk

( F=256.33, P<0.001) Figb3eEtE] ( F=16.13,
P<0.001 ) ¥xFFKRGIET- =4 B g m), A4b
P P85 L AL FLE (R A9 S 0 J0 S oA T Ak 3
Wl (F=971.63, P<0.001 ) HIkb 3 b

( F=132.25, P<0.001) ¥X A& mT %4
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K1 ZHRELZHPOUEYITEKRSR (FKEH 100 pg/sk ) MEET (REH 25 pg/3k ) MRFENRERTE
Table 11 Compounds corrected mortality of contact toxicity from Eucalyptus triflora against
Sitophilus zeamais (at 100 pg/adult) and Rhyzopertha dominica (at 25 pg/adult)

FK4 S zeamais 2% R. dominica
Frs &) RESET-E (%) KIEFETH (%)
No. Compound S. zeamais corrected mortality (%) R. dominica corrected mortality (%)
24 h 48 h 24 h 48 h

1 (+) -a-JRH5 (+)-a-Pinene 4.00+2.45 d 4.00+2.45 f 4.004£2.45 ¢ 8.00+£2.00 e
2 a-7KfPHMs a-Phellandrene 2.00£2.00 d 4.00+2.45 £ 16.00+2.45 a 50.00+0.00 a
3 4-FHIEHFIK 4-Isopropyltoluene 6.00+2.45d 6.00+2.45 ef 16.00+2.45 a 26.00£2.49 ¢
4 FEUEE Bucalyptol 8.00+2.00 cd 32.00+2.00 ¢ 6.00+2.45 be 18.00+2.00 d
5  y-FAMJE y-Terpinene 24.00+2.45 b 54.00+2.45 b 8.00+2.00 be 40.00+0.00 b
6  2-XB¥ Borneol 16.00£2.45 be 16.00+2.45 d 6.00+2.45 be 34.00+2.45 b
7 oa-PajliEE a-Terpineol 52.00+2.00 a 70.00£0.00 a 12.00+2.00 ab 24.00+2.45 cd
8 A fr4E B-Caryophyllene 56.00+£2.45 a 56.00£2.45b 18.00+2.00 a 18.00+2.00 d
9  Hy[MEE Spathulenol 2.00+2.00 d 14.00+2.45 de 2.00£2.00 ¢ 10.000.00 e

R 12 4-RHEE o-HAHEEXN ERSMA RN BRFE G

Table 12 Fumigation activity of terpinen-4-ol and a-terpineol against Sitophilus zeamais and Rhyzopertha dominica

ALBEESE] (h)

FHEICERE 95% 85X ] (mg/L)

R L&) Bzl i ? P
Tr.eatrnent Tist;iliict C({m;oijnd (mg/L) 9.5% Confidence TSJrlozpeiTS]jEE izi P-Vﬁle
time (h) LCs (mg/L) interval (mg/L)
24 EX4 o= st 86.49 34.85-6.55 x 10° 1.66+0.78  0.77  0.857
S. zeamais  o-Terpineol
4-FN st 58.65 33.76-109 124.37 2.76+1.27 3.51 0.320
4-Carvomenthenol
niE o= st 32.87 24.41-54.70 5.17€1.78  0.99  0.805
R. dominica a-Terpineol
48 EX4 o= st 58.04 26.22-7 850.65 1.51£0.60 1.82  0.610
S. zeamais  o-Terpineol
4-FN I st 47.37 28.00-546.81 2.45+0.94 2.56  0.465
4-Carvomenthenol
N o= st 33.03 17.55-273.72 1.55+0.54 2.80 0.423
R. dominica o-Terpineol

R 13 o-MAHEEF o-KFHBIN ERKMEEAIMRES

Table 13 Contact toxicity of a-terpineol and a-phellandrene against Sitophilus zeamais and Rhyzopertha dominica

ALBREFE] (h)

FHEVEN R 95% B HIX M (pgk)

RISy a5 BERAPRIR i P
Tr.eatment Tlst;(l%aict Czﬁlgo?nd (u g/%.) 9 Yo Conﬁd§nce ;rofe iTSjE {;Zi P-Vzﬁle
time (h) LDs (pg/ind.) interval (ug/ind.)

24 X% o~y s 153.97 74.03-11 266.65 1.80+0.71 491 0.178
S. zeamais a-Terpineol
N a-/K I 192.61 78.87-1 504.94 1.08+0.77  0.21 0.977
R. dominica  o-Phellandrene

48 Fokg a- P 94.06 51.17-666.84 1.74+0.58  5.05  0.169
S. zeamais a-Terpineol
N a-/K I 62.70 30.56-300.81 0.54+0.44  0.93 0.819

R. dominica

o-Phellandrene
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SRR, AL P PR LY A B R] R
A-PATHBERT o~V EE A2~ g5 A WL 1 (A, B )s

A B C

HO
OH

B1 4-H5HEE (A) . o- BB (B) |
a-KEH (C) MLm=
Fig. 1 Structures of 4-carvomenthenol (A), a-terpineol
(B), and a-phellandrene (C)

212 o-fAHEEM o-KEBTEXRSFMAEED
i R TEME

o-FA TR o= 7K Xt 5 oK 52 AT 25 1 i
ARIEPEVLE 13, 24 A48 h, o-PAIHEEA a-7K
I X K G AR 2 04 ok 7% 105 A T T 7 A 4K 3
PEZ WG o SRR 2250 R, a-FATHEE )
Qe PR BE ( F=261.83, P<0.001 ) 714k 3 s} Ja]
(F=34.78, P<0.001 ) X FRZILTHR I 4E T
FROR b T L L A B E] A L a-
IKFEIE R AL BRI BE ( F=43.12, P<0.001) Flkb3H
W] ( F=382.24, P<0.001) X434 BT Ry
P R, A E A ()L HE A PR A )
o IR AL WL 1 (C ),

3 #FHigt5ifig

FORG RGBT WA OAEF dL, X/
MEKE R EEE, SEEBER . ER0E
FVEL Tt BT R o ASIFFE I 5 AR ke 4 it 0
FKG 24 h BN LCso A 1549 mg/L

(16.14 uL/L, FMNFLE &I p=0.96 g/mL ), K
R ST oK G 48 h BEZETETER) LCso H
9.45 mg/L (1027 uL/L, KM¥#E %M p=
0.92 g/mL ). Rosa %5 (2020 )M T i % Anethum
graveolens . IR JT Cuminum cyminum . Ta] FF
Foeniculum vulgare FIRK T~ Petroselinum crispum
FERAMXT EARR 7 d BFRYSEZRTE T, LCso 2091 H
157.1, 229.4, 442.8 H1 535.8 mg/L., Kang Fil Lee

(2018) ME T WK Cinnamomum cassia 57 I

B (2022) W 1T HN A PN TR &
T 24 F1 48 h X EORG A EZETENE, LCso 43000
27.29 #1 16.69 mg/L. Wanna #1 Khaengkhan
(2023 ) WIRE T 2% E &5/ NE FFFHE & 24 F
48 h X F KRG R IEZR I, LCso 20010 16.43 i
10.42 pL/L. Kim Fl Lee (2014 ) % T % ik
FRE Kol 24 h X FORZ R EEZRIE T, LCso 439
} 14.0 F1 106.0 mg/L, Wang %5 (2011 ) i T
HALMW Zanthoxylum schinifolium B R | B
H-FHIE AR T4 K4 24 h BERYSEZETEM:
LCso 4394 13.19, 24.04 F1 117.63 mg/L. i/l
M%) £ oK 24 h (BB 26 M DL B KK
PR oK 48 h PEEZETE MR THT S . &
ST BT BT, WA, NEIEA . B F
AERUR i I~ F1SE 1) SR T4 L M B 2R 16 1, 59
T % § AT AERURT 2 4 R T TR 2R TR
i ( Estragole ). #i& 1 ( Cuminaldehyde ).
(+) -FFMA[ (+) -Fenchone] Ml (S) - (+) -7

4390 501.20, 484.80, 424.80 il 51.80 mg/L
(Rosaetal., 2020), 5 2 ( Coumarin) FlA
FERE ( Cinnamaldehyde ) XF £ oK% 48 h ELZ% 151
() LCso 439N 74.64 1 36.48 mg/L ( Kang and
Lee, 2018 ), B-H#:¥ ( B-Myrcene ). o-JR
( a-Pinene ). ¥r#& 4 ( Limonene ) 177 i s
( Linalool )%t K4 24 h FEZETEVER) LCso 351
4 274.0,264.0.,122.0 i1 16.0 mg/L( Kim and Lee,
2014 ), ASBFFEIRE IR H5 K P ) 4-F i e
XFEKS 24 Fl 48 h BEZEIEVEM LCso 43514
58.65 Fl 47.37 mg/L, Uf TRIE M. AR,
(+) -FFH, FEER . B-HEM . a- IR AT
WIEZIGE, 55T (S) - (+) -FAE. Ak
TS R 5 A e 1) B 2 0

ARG AE 1 = AR X 45 % 24 F 48
h By EZE G PEdf, LCso 439120 21.86 mg/L
(22.77 pL/L, —AEREHEARIM p=0.96 g/mL ) Fl
17.30 mg/L ( 18.02 puL/L ), Arab %% (2022 ) {ill5E

THFEMNREZE Pelargonium graveolens | 4% &k
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24 h FHAYZEZEIE T, LCso M 590.7 mg/L, Souza
S5 (2016) WE T IRIE Citrus aurantium . KEK
BE S RAY Croton pulegiodorus . B %3
Mentha spicata F1%' #] Ocimum basilicum X 4% %,
48 h (Y ZEIE M, LCso 73914 69.36.,48.66.27.51
F117.67 pL/L, Jayakumar % (2021 ) J%E T #f
W Anethum graveolens F [ T )2 Melaleuca
cajuputi YE R IMXT 554 24 h EEZRIEPE, LCso M
13.71 1 25.60 pL/L. Aref %5 (2016) 5% 11
% W iKk¥E Eucalyptus floribundi ¥ 23 24 h X4
&L IVHEZENE, LCso A 34.39 ul/L. #1355
(2021 )M T LIRTFHb_L 355345 iRt 4 1)
HEZETEME, 24 h 19 LCso i 1.07 mg/L, = AEAZHE
RS A7 e W BE 221G VAL Tl R A2 5%  IRIE .
KA Z R . 828 . ARZAEY Bk
PR EBEZEIE T, AN ) R IR R
MR ZENG M . SRR . A I R A O B A B
24 h FZIEPER) LCso 73904 410.3, 441.0 Fl
527.3 mg/L ( Arab et al., 2022 ). E i
( Calamusenone ) X4+ %% 120 h EEZEH M) LCso
}3 93.64 pL/L (Huang et al., 2011), T 17
( Eugenol ) 1 B-Z#Ja[B- (Z ) -Ocimene] X 4%
& 24 h EZEIEMEN LCso 47120 0.02 A1 10.90
uL/L (Ogendo et al., 2008 ), AWF5EH, o-FAiH
WS 43 % 24 F11 48 h 1) LCso 43512 32.87 F133.03
mg/L, PRI o-Fa T BT 25 ek 1Y) BB 28 05 1 24 T
DR AR FPEAEEI, ST T
T B-2 I
ABEFEIE 1) 8 FPHE A, —AEAEXT FoK
2 24 1 48 h YA SRR AF , LCso 23510 33.33
12967 pg/k. Rosa %5 (2020) ME T RKT .
SR FIEF B R EoKRE 7 d BFRICR T
P, LCso 4330 128.2, 120.4 fl 111.3 pg/ik.
Liu 5% (2010 ) 5% 1 K MR Artemisia capillaris
S AT#E Artemisia mongolica Y30 7 d BEXT &
KE A A5, LDso 2059109 105.95 H187.92 pg/
3k o Chu 55( 2010 )Ml T EIEE Artemisia vestita
FERM 24 h X ERZ WM, LDso N
50.62 pg/k o BRER (2022) WE T/NHIFFHE &
il 24 F1 48 h X F KGR0 fil A5 1, LDso 732

48.97 1 42.39 pg/k, Kim Hl Lee (2014 ) W&
TR B30 24 h X KRG Al T, LDso
350N 130.0 F1 74.0 ug/Sk o ZEMUTEE (2021)
E T IR+ 1 KT Tk 5 24 h A f R e
LDso K 16.80 pg/ko —AEAGFE AKX T K S fil
AR TROT . BRI B8 R . 55l
L OBEE . DNHEIE . P BRI, AKX
FIRNTFIE LM R TG . AR BT EoRER 7 d
il AVETERY LDso & 96.5 pg/sk (Rosa et al.,
2020 ), B-HHM . o-URM . KPR . o R
(o-Humulene ), 5 & X FIZ5REEEXT £ K4 24 h
fil R IEERY LDso 435124 372.0. 347.0. 187.0,
40.0, 39.0 f1 34.0 pg/2k (Kim and Lee, 2014 ),
% ( Limonene ). &M EE ( Geranoil ). L-FF
FrEA ( L-Carvone ). #ATHIEE ( Terpineol ). J5 4%
fZ ( Linalool ). #r & & ( Citral ). 3- %
(3-Carene ). &% ( Citronellol ) Fl B-F 114
( B-Caryophyllene ) X} £ K% 24 h fil A &Y
LDso 73520 25.96, 38.89. 42.06. 34.41, 27.33.
39.36.30.35.57.28 i1 56.76 ng/3<( Oyedeji et al.,
2020 ), AMFFTME R a-FATHET B KL 24
48 h il R IEPERY LDso 23514 153.97 F11 94.06 pg/
Sk, ATRAE Y a-fA BT TR A il S TR T
i . B-H M, o-URM . Fr8e . o2l
L R R BRI M AN ST A
LA . PATHIEE . DFRERE . FTRERE . 3-E .
B B B2 P i il A TR 4

ABIE ST E 1) = AR X A aE 24 A
48 h fil A IE R LDso 4351124 6.60 1 4.13 pg/3k .
B ¥ 5 (2021 ) W2 T HHITFHE L0 4 24 1)
fab R 9G 1, 24 h (19 LDso 4 16.09 pg/sk ., 25 fE
4 (2011) Mg T KEE Tephrosia purpurea B}
Bz . Bl R B & S B Al T, 24 h
i) LDso {43514 25.00, 27.90 il 27.80 mg/3k .
ARG A B I AR IS RO HIRITHE & L K
BT BRI R R I R TR . AT
FEMNE I = AEAEHE P o-/K Xt 45 8 24 F1
48 h il A TE PR LDso 4351124 192.61 F1 62.70 pg/
3, H AT AL P i 0 5 A B x4 i i
AIEVERIRGE .
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ABFFEIRBE) 4-F TP | o-FATHBEAT a-7K 7
JxT EOK G AT 8 0 78 5 MO 6 1 4 55 TH%
RN ZE 5 AR S P B R B TR A AT
S WA Z R EAPRERT, 88 & R L&
Y BA RAF 08 BE . AB 5 A s R
55 WA S EEINALE Y &AL Y Z 1]
SRR TP R R A AH AR, BUH% i 2 PP R A
Mo Wu &8 (2017) WA, BRAE Thymus
mongolicus % K& M X 4 #0 0F W Tetranychus
cinnabarinus WA RGNS A BEE ., A5
¥ % h FE B A B X R D i il ik R T 4 Y
LCso 2094 762.1 F11 183.9 mg/L, [ HFHEK
ARG HEZN T E BE. A BEFHhS5HFEL
TH P PRSP SRR | WA L RS R RN
FrEy LA S5 A TEER o-TR M R F IR AL & T
MR CERIREC, IRA PR IESET R K, HE5EHH
TR IERT R/ R EFEE2ZR . Chen %
(2021) W KRB, ZZER R HE Salvia hispanica
7 RAMNTEI SRRk Spodoptera exigua 7% AU
B R o-MAETER | oA R 5 5 P 65 583 ) A
NS AL TNV SR B N e T NG Y SR
e Ml A AR B LA e S T B . KA
WEAEEE . B-URM . - AN p-A PTETR AT, TR
PR IESET- R K, H S o-MIFIERE IEFET- R A7
TE 2R . Miresmailli % (2006 ) A58 %
A K 326 7 1 I T B R AR A6 P X <
fBrE (0.9% ), a-FAIMEE (1.1%) LIRS
(22%) Ja, XFZFETESRT Phaseolus vulgaris
B Tetranychus urticae iR G TERISET
FA W E R, PO BRI S WX R T
(AR O M AT — 2 DR FIVE R o TR AR
R M YIS SR e I &
AR A SR EAER , HEFERm R
WA FRIAT S o AEHE A Ak oy S
WAL ZHE, W HALE Y Z 18] AR B AR F )
FHWECS MR TETE, FEA Y BE G A A &
EE X,

ABEFEE L XT 8 Flbk w4 A X KRR AN
A ek FEZE A R TG PR T , ¢ PR A AT
XFEAKG 24 h WEEZRIETERAS, KA A

XFEKRG 48 h WEEZEIG R —AEMds &I
XA &L 24 FI 48 h B TR MU . —AEMHE &
TR R S 24 F1 48 h il 806 M fc -,
SACME RN KSR 24 h B TS PEOL T RH
PR R S5UA4 R o AR R R 4 2 T Y S LA Mk
HHMEE (52.17% ). (+) -a-JE (9.15% ) Fil a-
PATHEE (8.50% )o KM HEHE J2 i Y 2 4R
(+) -0-JRHM (39.91% ). a-7KFE (9.69% ).
(R) - (+) -4 (7.68% ). B-TEM (6.94% )
I A- SRR (5.84% ), = ACHME K T
AT A+ )-0-TR I 18.31% ) R 9.26% ).
4-SENFEHR (8.85% ) Al a-FATHEE (5.39% )s
R FEFE M 4-Fis ik BEXT 5 K 52 28 78 0 P e

U, a-FATHBERS RGN, oK 0
XA &k B R PR A o 28 LTI, R likibe sk
LN -2 2 I 5 5 (i N VAN
AR AE A 07K s AT AR R T e R IR Ak R 5 1
75 422 7 P9 P A A B 42 A RS A 1l o
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