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Research progress on the biological control of Tuta absoluta

(Lepidoptera: Gelechiidae) using entomopathogenic nematodes

TIAN Hai-Yan!?, LIU Gui-Qing?>, CAO Meng-Yu*, ZHANG lJing-Hang*, LIU Shuang-Qing',
ZHAMG Ya', ZHANG Yi-Bo?*, ZHANG Gui-Fen?, WAN Fang-Hao? (1. College of Plant
Protection, Hunan Agricultural University, Changsha 410128, China; 2. State Key Laboratory for
Biology of Plant Diseases and Insect Pests/ Institute of Plant Protection, Chinese Academy of
Agricultural Sciences, Beijing 100193, China; 3. Institute of Zoology, Guangdong Academy of
Sciences, Guangdong Public Laboratory of Wild Animal Conservation and Utilization,
Guangdong Key Laboratory of Animal Conservation and Resource Utilization, Guangzhou
510260, China; 4. Plant protection center of Inner Mongolia Autonomous Region, Hohhot 750306,
China)

Abstract: Tuta absoluta is a globally invasive pest originating from South America that primarily
damages Solanaceous crops. Currently, the main control method for 7. absoluta is chemical
control, but chemical control can lead to increased pest resistance, negative impacts on the
environment, non-target species, and even human health. Therefore, environmentally friendly
biological control techniques have become a research focus and have gradually replaced chemical
control in several countries and regions for managing 7. absoluta. Entomopathogenic nematodes
(EPNs) are commonly used biological control agents in pest management and are an important
part of Integrated Pest Management (IPM) strategies. At present, the research on biological control
of T. absoluta using EPNs is relatively scattered. This paper systematically reviews the research
progress of using EPNs to control 7 absoluta globally, and summarizes it from the following parts:
(1) classification and biological characteristics of insect pathogenic nematodes; (2) research
progress on using insect pathogenic nematodes to control 7. absoluta; (3) effects of environmental
factors on the efficacy of insect pathogenic nematodes; (4) combined use of insect pathogenic
nematodes with other control measures. It summarizes the methods for enhancing the efficacy of
EPNs in controlling 7. absoluta and provides prospects for future research on using EPNs for the
management of 7. absoluta.

Key words: Tuta absoluta, integrative pest management; entomopathogenic nematodes;

biocontrol



TNV Tuta absoluta, )& T W# H Lepidoptera I F} Gelechiidae, & —FfX}
AR SRS MR AR T o 1% RUR P T R SRR E, M\ 20 tHAD 50 AR U —H
&R SN A AR X IR 3 EFE B (Desneux et al., 2010a) , 2006 SEAE NPHHEF &5, B
e AR A 3t 1 P R IR R 5K, 4R 2R R E AN S B (Desneux er al., 2010b; Biondi et
al., 2018; Santana et al., 2019) . HEZHR OAEMF E 110 2AEZFMHX KA NFE (Biondi
etal, 2018; Chenetal, 2021) , FCOANINFIHFPERAEYH A, )™ 5B 2R
P A 7 (Biondi er al., 2018) , #EFRAFE M EH “HREHDHRE” o 2017 F8 H, #F
AT R R N AR TR [E 38 A (Zhang et al., 20200 , WK4E 3 A NEZBEIRIERI, 25
SN TP D). IR VEPE. EPRSEHAHAR R I (Zhang eral., 2021) . #ZE 2023
IR, T Oy BEIRE 20 KA (BEEETT . BVRIXD 7 EUb R E i
A RE A, B ASHIR (Wang eral., 2024) o 2023 4F 11 H, FRERARFEHE S
B HN “—RRAEYHR R FALF” , ARG .

F A e BV WA, % E R Y TIE 1R 50 KR, R E. B
. T EARHEY R B A (REESFSE, 2018, 2021) o FRATE I MHME dUERE O PR E
FERRNI IR Nt b BRIRAL S, BI7 4 OB AR, ek PRI ZY, A T A
PIB PR ESIE R, YA ER, R R F R PR R, &
e L A BRI RS, TR RGFLIR A Y, A IR AT SR B, TR . B
B BB, AT S B AR 80%~100% C(ikHEZF%E, 2019) .

W2EBT IR 2 24 5 5 1 2 A R ZEF B (Guedes eral., 2019) o {EHINRHLIX,
PR Ak 2 2 R DO K R TR A T ke AR, 7 A v i 4 e F) s B S S ATOA,
—EREE R 4R 2K R T g Ay R I SRR, BRAIK T A BB AR I RCE (Silva er al., 2011;
Bawin et al., 2016) o WtAb, Z H) 1 5 it FH A B 45 7 A v ek A AR HC A A=) (R R
EH) AR AR, BRI 2R . i G b 5B iR M Ui 8Os, BT ARG . e
Biia s 2R VA5 2 Fh SN 78 At I 45 S TR BB AR AR RSO T 4 Wi R T A

Bt J7 28 dt Entomopathogenic nematodes (EPNs) W H LMo rE. F1RHE) .
AHURER, AT 52 ROR A . AaHNE LB DA WIRE L BT R E A A
AV AL, A ETERE H T QORISR B F RAEIBA R 05 TS T RAFIRCR . A
FERGE, RO R R AT H E ST RAE 70%~100% (ZETM%5E, 20190 , fiifk
W H E HRIET R 70%LL b (Patil er al, 20215 ZEI9K, 2023) . HAT, AHFFCIEHEHR
o SRR ST T T A R, A AR B A SR 1) B G A, R TG N 4R



B3 i6 A o v v ) B BB RV A B U R R BRI O, (HIX L
WP KN IEA T T, RATRGCERNIREE 1 4k A A H B o R 4
Bi7i6 A o0 v M K SRR B, LS T RT R BT A T T P B RO SRR RS, A9 R
FUBERE, [FIRFREER T R 7 mI AR A B 5%, LK 3R E 2 A R 2i A e SRR 1R R 2t 2
*,
1 BHBREZHNDEREIZFS
1.1 BHFERERMAE

Pait, SRR EREL R 1000 28, AT 27 MR (EARSE, 2021 o Bk
B SL P 2 % 1) B Hs J5 4 B8 T 48 ) Nematod . 2 /& #% 2 Secernentea. /MF H
Rhabditida 3 [RZE 15} Steinernematidae 157 /NF25 HURL Heterorhabditidae (17534, 1998;
R, 2015, Hrf, RANKHR IUCE — )8, B/ MTE 8 Heterorhabditis (Poinar and
George, 1990) . HiIKLEHUJE Steinernema Rt/ NMTLE HUE Heterorhabditis W (W4 P 71 5t
NIz, WREMBTE T EE K (Yeetal, 2010; Torres-Barragan, 2011) .
12 BRHEBREHFENERRE

B U R 2k By — P LM B A MRk e, MR 0.5~1 mm, SAFIED], RAKIREE
T, WA BEERAE (1) B RS 7, (HATRERS BEER B0 & K11 9 £5 (Kenney and Eleftherianos,
2016) , WHEM AT, WEAME. H. FHE RS, HEEGIAN RS (Guo et al., 2013).
EL HUI i 28 B AR TS S BRI . 4 ERFNERCH 3 AN EL, S 4 NI, & 4 RE R AEK
AR, REEE UGS 3 ghd B, BT ISR E4 3L (Infective juveniles, 1s)
A BAE G (Dillman e al., 2012) o AT G010 2k Hu 2t i iz 8 40 o A7 o 35 2R 1
I HARIF O (A RLTIRIREI L) s B R N B R AT A A, DLE ST O AR
B, TR RN KRS, PR REER, 48 h AR UG T,
T4 R B RO B e e, 2 5 R e A B 1= 4L % Ui 38 (& 1) (Cook and Wedell,

1999; Malan and Ferreira, 2017) -



FRMERRE (), MEMmE EERAN, 7E

TR R SR % J . Non-feeding
infective juveniles(IJ) in search of an insect host.
either in the soll or undemeath the bark of a tree,
when applied above-ground.

YA dudid B AT O
NERERIRP, BB
AR FIE, LA DAL E R
RAHIINE, KA.

17 enter the codling moth pupa
through natural openingd and
release a symbiotiu bacteria.

The bacteria proliferate and
the nematodes feeding on the
converted insect
tissue,developed into adults.

= )

1F R B R
(33 LR 4D b G
B4R , FRIRL BB
#FE, FIRFMNFE. After
the food in the cadaver is
depleled ( + 14 days for
codling moth larvae), all
development stops at the
special third-stage 1J, which
then leave the cadaver en masse
in search of a new insect host.

+-—

5

BUe R G, MRHE R E AN R e
R K=K,
Dissected codling moth larva showing
the first generation females of a few mm
long.6 days after infectlon.

R

1 R U R 2k By g A AR v S P A# (Malan and Ferreira, 2017)

Fig. 1 Anillustration of the typical life cycle of entomopathogenic nematodes (Malan and
Ferreira, 2017)
2 NARARRELRPIAEMETEHARER

2.1 PBriadEhnan e B s R 2 i

B HU IR 2 AU — RS A ARG 71, BAE 2, wdtk, &),
Gy TR EE, AT s, SEAA PRI A R L R TR RS R, R A B0
FIRT, ORI RE T 2 ah v kA= By v 1 S o J 2 e 3=

EONHT ICE} Steinernematidae (137 K& Steinernema F15% /Mt %} Heterorhabditidae [ 5% /NMT &

P45 (Grewal et al., 2005a) .

Heterorhaditis . 71 W [R 2k B J& 1 G FE Steinernema affine S. carpocapsae- S. feltiae S.
Jeffieyense- S. karii~ S. monticolum Steinernema spp.~ Steinernema sp.~ S. yirgalemense “5F,
SN JE L 45 Heterorhabdilis amazonensis « H. bacteriophora~ H. baujardi~ H. indica -
Heterorhabdilis sp. %% (& 1) .

B HRRREE RN EHEH N E G ENIR

B USSR s TRV 2 s, LT X A

2.2
AR JE SR, RO
M FE R AT Morton 5\ (20090 7E % A H Y% IR MLEEAT 248 dUR 4l s ity, B IRAE VE
SFARE T B U R 2k RO TR v RN A ORI TS SRR T, 7R v PR 1 R 1 4 T



STkt S. feltiaes S. carpocapsae M. H. bacteriophora Y5 B A5 v [ HUZ M (Morton et al., 2009).
Batalla %5 A\ (2010) MG H 4 b 20 25t T S. feltiae Bpa. S. carpocapsae B14 Fl H.
bacteriophora DG46, | Fl 55 7% ML AW 52 7572 R INIX 3 izl e 35) it 8 o 7 4t 5 10k 1) 4
d WA, I B RERBER AR A I BN B4 . EARIX 3 Pk U4l I B
(R EBE AR, (E X il (197 B 2%CR 45 IR (Batalla-Carrera and Morton, 2010a; Garcia-del-Pino,
2010b)

ELHH, Gozel #l Kasap (2015b) M L3735 1 4 Fh R U L B (S, affine 46, S.
carpocapsae 1133 S. feltiae 879 1 H. bacteriophora 1144) , 7 FH [a] 2644 T B 50 i Vs i ik
A, FFERIBINES 7 R 5 14 KA 21 K, KX 4 Fhak s (e e afda vk b, & Hiige
FEMR I AR 5040 R A, DR 3 S T A 2 UKL o 5 L IO 24 FROo) 2 0T R 4l R L
— BB, H R L RS2 S feltiae 879, FET-3iX 90.7% (Gozel and Kasap,
2015b) . [A#f, Van Damme 58 A\ (2016) 7£ % Wil S A& 7 77154 S. feltiae. S. carpocapsae
M H. bacteriophora V£ 1T inie M &% W Il . S5 RN,  TX LR sOon) 28 i v g 5 A
WEIAERE BT R, A0 4 W4 st T 1 k%, H S. feltiae R S. carpocapsae %1818 1
{1075 A8 Ik BAT B R BRI /) (Van Damme et al., 2016) .

FEREVS . Aimani 5N (2021) R A 2850 A0 IE 1 B HUs i 2k dUAe i A= il e
A Rk, FEAEEEFRE TR (Aimani, 2021) o 7EEE)HTH, Saleh (2023) KK
FEMLAE Yl g At | A9 0 5E VL I € T S, carpocapsae E-76 S. feltiae UTP-5 F1 H.
bacteriophora AVB-15 X & i ik 4l g B &k, G5 R B, HHalE Oy Resxs A [F] 6 11 %)
HPEAEFBERR (Saleh, 2023) . 7EfFEH, Habib Z5 A (2023) it #55% MAE ) & (07T
WA T AN ST T N I o TS 7 1 8 0 T R A . o Ji 28 R e B0 AN R B FR L
FEIIGE « BRI SRR R EOR ) SR, B RO 4 R ) et R A s R I —
SEREEHIER (R 1D
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Table 1 Pathogenicity of entomopathogenic nematodes (EPNs) to Tuta absoluta species
s 7 # R
& 2 R/ R bR A 5 N JE TETIE (%) SCHRKUR
Application
Genus Nematode species/Strains Target worm state Country Application method Mortality Reference Resources
number of 1Js
JH Adult +HI Turkey 50 IJs/cm? [H )35 Field trial 0~39.3 Gbzel and Kasap, 2015
Steinernema affine 46
K& %)) B Terminal larva L HH Turkey 30 UJs/worm AP E Soil bioassay 83.3 Gozel et al., 2020
Steinernema affine M.313 3 #¢.4 W4 H 31,4 instar larva AU Syria 50 1Js/L Ki R AP 5 Petri dish bioassay 79.2% 91.7 Mai et al., 2023
3 #8.4 W %)) Ht 31,4 instar larva PUBEF Spain 25 1Js/cm? R 9% MY LRI Petri dish filter paper method 85.7 Batalla-Carrera et al., 2010
NEIS L B B14
1 Pupa PE3EF Spain 25 1Js/cm? i 7% MIELRIE Petri dish filter paper method 6.7 Batalla-Carrera et al., 2010
S. carpocapsae B14
W2k Hum K& %)) B Terminal larva VUL Spain 50 1Js/cm? AP E Soil bioassay 100 Garcia-del-Pino et al., 2013
Steinernema AN G L 1133 AH Adult +HIH Turkey 50 s/cm? [H )35 Field trial 0~43.7 Gbzel and Kasap, 2015
S. carpocapsae 1133 K %)) H Terminal larva +HIH Turkey 30 IJs/worm LIEAPIIIE Soil bioassay 87.5 Gozel et al., 2020
NI IR R
RW14-G-R3a-2
3 #%hH 39 instar larva JSHEIA Rwanda 500 [Js/mL Br R AP 5E Petri dish bioassay 100 Ndereyimana et al., 2019
S. carpocapsae

RW14-G-R3a-2




AN G ZR L AlL

S. carpocapsae All

/N T Q2R L E-76

S. carpocapsae E-76

NIRRT R

S. carpocapsae

FE 75 AT G2

S. feltiae

FEHE U 2L L Bpa

S. feltiae Bpa

FEH MR IRZE R D114

S. feltiae D114

FEH BT IR 2 L 879

S. feltiae 879

3 44 M 39 instar larva

20, 4 kg, i

20, 4thingtar larva, Pupa

20, 4 legh A,

2nd, 4t instar larva, Pupa

3R ER 4 W4h

31, 4% instar larva

3 #%hHL 3 instar larva

A4 Terminal larva

3 W% H 3¢ arva

2 #%. I 2" instar larva. Pupa

3. 4% 39, 4" ]arva

1§ Pupa

A4 Terminal larva

et Adult

A& 4 H Terminal larva

FSHEiX Rwanda

1 [E China

*F [ China

E# 10 Palestine

+HIH Turkey

fFHE Iran

L HH Turkey

7B Tran

FEPEZF Spain

FEPEZF Spain

PEPEZF Spain

L HH Turkey

L HH Turkey

500 IJs/mL

10 IJs/worm

10 IJs/cm?

20 IJs/cm?

40 IJs/worm

50 Us/cm?

40 Js/worm

400 IJs/mL

25 Js/cm?

25 1Js/cm?

50 Us/cm?

50 1Js/cm?

30 IJs/worm

REFR LAY E Petri dish bioassay

FEFR LAY %€ Petri dish bioassay

I A=l E Leaf bioassay

I A=l 5 Leaf bioassay

R MPELRTE Petri dish filter paper method

LIEAEYIE Soil bioassay

i MIEALIX Petri dish filter paper method

i 7 MIEARIE Petri dish filter paper method

15 9% MLPE AR Petri dish filter paper method

15 9% MLPE AR Petri dish filter paper method

LIEAEYIE Soil bioassay

FH [E]4:05; Field trial

L EAEYIIE Soil bioassay

95+

100

100, 81.2

100, 95

62.5

99.4

89.3

100

100

33

52.3

0~90.7

Ndereyimana et al., 2019

LLFFE, 2024

LT, 2024

Saleh, 2023

Tiirkoz and Kagkavalci, 2016

Kamali et al., 2018

Tiirkoz and Kagkavalci, 2016

Habib et al., 2023

Batalla-Carrera et al., 2010

Batalla-Carrera et al., 2010

Garcia-del-Pino et al., 2013

Gozel and Kasap, 2015

Gozel et al., 2020




FE 75 BT IR 2

SF-MOR9

S. feltiae SF-MOR9

FE 75 BT IR 2

SF-MOR10

S. feltiae SF-MOR10

FE 75 BT IR

HB-MORS8

S. feltiae HB-MORS

Fo 5 BT R 2 1LOTP-5

S. feltiae UTP-5

FEHE B R 2k

UKK-1 8. feltiae UKK-1

FE 75 BT IR 2

MKB-2 S. feltiae MKB-2

FE 75 BT IR 2

KBC-4 . feltiae KBC-4

2 {EEL 3 W4l d 2, 3¢larva

2 WA B 3 W4l d 2, 39larva

2 #4ak 3 wah i 2md, 39 Jarva

3 #4EK 4 4l 319, 4% Jarva

3 #EK 4 gl 39, 4% larva

3 WEk 4 4h e 39, 4% ]arva

3 WAEE 4 4l e 39, 4% larva

3 #EK 4 4L 319, 4% Jarva

FE & Morocc

FE & Morocc

FE & Morocc

L HH Turkey

L 174 Palestin

+HIH Turkey

+HIH Turkey

L HH Turkey

50 Us/cm?

50 IJs/L

50 IJs/L

200 1Js/dish

20 IJs/cm?

200 IJs/dish

200 IJs/dish

200 1Js/dish

I F AEE Leaf bioassay

I F A E Leaf bioassay

I F A E Leaf bioassay

REFR AP0 5E Petri dish bioassay

I A=)l 5 Leaf bioassay

FEFR AP € Petri dish bioassay

FEFR LAY € Petri dish bioassay

REFR LAY € Petri dish bioassay

90.0

100

90.0

70.0

75.0

71.5

90.0

Aimani,

Aimani,

Aimani,

Yiksel,

Saleh,

Yiiksel,

Yiiksel,

Yiksel,

2021

2021

2021

2022

2023

2022

2022

2022




FE 75 BT IR 2

MCB-8 . feltiae MCB-8

FeHE BB R 2 e

DDKY-11

S. feltiae DDKY-11

FeHE BB R 2 e

MAY-12

S. feltiae MAY-12

FEHE BB R 2 e

ATB-13 S. feltiae ATB-13

F6 75 BT IR

DDKB-17

S. feltiae DDKB-17

FEHE AU Rk L SN

S. feltiae SN

Steinernema jeffreyense

3 #Ek 4 gl 39, 4% larva

3 #EK 4 gl 39, 4% Jarva

3 WEK 4 4l 39, 4% larva

3 W4EK 4 4l e 39, 4% larva

3 W4EE 4 4l de 39, 4% Jarva

2 . 4 WS H, B 2, 4™ arva,

Pupa

2 % 4184 2, 4% Jarva

) H Larva

L HH Turkey

L HH Turkey

L HH Turkey

+HIH Turkey

+HIH Turkey

1 [E China

*F [ China

#3E South Africa

200 1Js/dish

200 1Js/dish

200 1Js/dish

200 IJs/dish

200 IJs/dish

10 IJs/worm

10 IJs/cm?

150 IJs/mL

REFR LA € Petri dish bioassay

REFR LA P9 € Petri dish bioassay

REFR LAY 5E Petri dish bioassay

FEFR LAY € Petri dish bioassay

FEFR LAY € Petri dish bioassay

FEFR LAY € Petri dish bioassay

Al E Leaf bioassay

A=l E Leaf bioassay

95.

90.0

87.5

75.0

80.0

100+ 68.8

100, 95

62.5

Yiiksel, 2022

Yiiksel, 2022

Yiiksel, 2022

Yiiksel, 2022

Yiiksel, 2022

LLFFE, 2024

LT, 2024

Dlamini et al., 2020




Steinernema karii

KRHIRE R X-7 b &

S. longicaudum X-7

Steinernema sp.

RW14-M-C2a-3

Steinernema sp.

RW14-M-C2b-1

Steinernema spp.

KalroR52

Steinernema spp.

KalroS86

Steinernema spp. Kalro75

Steinernema spp. Kalro97

Steinernema yirgalemense

%, 4f Larva. Pupa

%1 H Larva

20, 4 kg a0

2, 4% ]arva, Pupa

25 4 #ghdL oM, 4 Jarva

3 b4 39 Jarva

3 W% 39 larva

#H Larva

%1 H Larva

) H Larva

%1 H Larva

%, 4f Larva. Pupa

) H Larva

#3E South Africa

HJE T Kenya

*F [ China

*F [ China

FSHEiX Rwanda

JEHEIE Rwanda

H e Kenya

HJE T Kenya

2 Kenya

HJE T Kenya

AR Syria

#3E South Africa

100 IJs/worm

500 IJs/mL

10 IJs/worm

10 IJs/cm?

500 IJs/mL

500 [Js/mL

150 1Js/mL

150 1Js/mL

150 1Js/mL

150 1Js/mL

50 1Js/L

60 IJs/worm

REFR LAY E Petri dish bioassay

i A P5 58 ¥ Petri dish bioassay

REFR LAY € Petri dish bioassay

I A=l E Leaf bioassay

REFR LAY 5E Petri dish bioassay

FEFR LAY %€ Petri dish bioassay

752 Toxicity test

# JJI5E Toxicity test

752 Toxicity test

# JJI5E Toxicity test

REFR LAY 5E Petri dish bioassay

A=l E Leaf bioassay

100, 23.3

100

95, 100+ 70.1

100, 95

100

100

76.0

72.0

64.0

36.0

100, 41.7

79.2

Coleman, 2020

Mutegi et al., 2017

LT, 2024

LT, 2024

Ndereyimana et al., 2019

Ndereyimana et al., 2019

Ngugi et al., 2021

Ngugi et al., 2021

Ngugi et al., 2021

Ngugi et al., 2021

Mai et al., 2023

Dlamini et al., 2020




ST R

Heterorhabditis 3 W% 39 Jarva

bacteriophora

3. 4 ESh 39, 4h Jarva
SN 3L DG46

1ifi Pupa
H. bacteriophora DG46

A4 Terminal larva

FNFTE L 1144 % Adult
H. bacteriophora 1144 K& %) H Terminal larva
T HUE
Fe/MFE . HBoj
Heterorhabditis A4 Terminal larva

H. bacteriophora HBoj

S/NFER B RW14-N-C4a

H. Bacteriophora 3 U84 d 3 larva

RW14-N-C4a

3 b4 39 larva

ST HLHO6 20k, 4 kg a0
H. bacteriophora H06 2, 4% ]arva, Pupa

2 % 4184 2, 4% Jarva

+HIH Turkey

VEHEZF Spain
VEHEZF Spain
FEPEZF Spain
L HH Turkey

+HIH Turkey

fFHE Iran

JEHEIE Rwanda

FSHEiX Rwanda

1 [E China

*F[E China

40 IJs/worm

25 1Js/cm?

25 1Js/cm?

50 Js/cm?

50 1Js/cm?

30 IJs/worm

50 Js/cm?

500 [Js/mL

500 IJs/mL

10 IJs/worm

10 IJs/cm?

K5 FR ILE AR Petri dish filter paper

i MIEARIE Petri dish filter paper method
i MIEARIE Petri dish filter paper method
HIEAEDIIE Soil bioassay
FH (]33 Field trial

LIEAEYIE Soil bioassay

I F AEE Leaf bioassay

FEFR LAY € Petri dish bioassay

REFR LAY 5E Petri dish bioassay

FEFR LAY € Petri dish bioassay

A=l E Leaf bioassay

74.2

10.0

96.7

0~81.0

87.5

100

100

88.3.100.62.5

100, 95.0

Tiirkéz and Kagkavalci, 2016

Batalla-Carrera et al., 2010

Batalla-Carrera et al., 2010

Garcia-del-Pino et al., 2013

Gozel and Kasap, 2015

Gozel et al., 2020

Kamali et al., 2018

Ndereyimana et al., 2019

Ndereyimana et al., 2019

LLFFE, 2024

LT, 2024




St/NTFLE HL HB-MOR 1

H. bacteriophora

HB-MOR1

St /FFE RUMK-7

H. bacteriophora UMK-7

S/ HL AVB-15

H. bacteriophora AVB-15

FMTELIRH

H. bacteriophora H

Heterorhabditis baujardi

EBE S /NPT 2R L F

H. indica Fn

B BE S /M2 R LN2

H. indica LN2

Heterorhabditis

noenieputensis

2 #4ak 3 whah i 2md, 3¢ Jarva

3 #EK 4 g 39, 4% larva

3 W4EK 4 4l e 39, 4% larva

3 W4Tk 4 4l 319, 4% Jarva

3. 4% d 39, 4% Jarva

%, 4f Larva. Pupa

3. 4% d 39, 4% Jarva

2 HL 4 EE L i

2, 4t Jarva, Pupa

2 W8, 4 gl 27, 4™ arva

%, 4f Larva. Pupa

JEEi#% B Morocco

L HH Turkey

+HIH Turkey

L1740 Palestine

BRI Syria

AR Syria

SR Syria

*F [ China

1 [E China

AR Syria

50 IJs/L

200 1Js/dish

200 IJs/dish

20 IJs/cm?

50 IJs/L

50 1Js/L

50 IJs/L

10 IJs/worm

10 [Js/cm?

50 1Js/L

I F AEE Leaf bioassay

REFR LAY 5E Petri dish bioassay

FEFR LAY € Petri dish bioassay

I A=l 5 Leaf bioassay

FEFR LAY %€ Petri dish bioassay

REFR AP0 5E Petri dish bioassay

FEFR LAY %€ Petri dish bioassay

REFR LAY € Petri dish bioassay

I A0 Leaf bioassay

REFR LAY € Petri dish bioassay

<40.0

52.5

45.8. 54.2

100, 16.7

70.8. 87.5

88.3.100.52.1

100+ 95.0

100, 28.3

Aimani, 2021

Yiiksel, 2022

Yiiksel, 2022

Saleh, 2023

Mai et al., 2023

Mai et al., 2023

Mai et al., 2023

LT, 2024

LLFFE, 2024

Mai et al., 2023




Heterorhabdities sp. %) Larva 15 JE 1 Kenya 500 IJs/mL REFR LAY E Petri dish bioassay 91.5 Mutegi et al., 2017




3 IMEREEX R REEZ R EA

FALE R 2 AT LS B2t ot 24t oot 78 i v e i ) () B 2 B8R - AR R 3R LA AR R A
AR R, HA YRR IRIMER IR 2, AR R bk . B 2k dR R Fn v i
WA DL R it S5 % B i (R R A O S s AR =R E MM AT R R, R EAFERE.
TR AN I T M S
3.1 EYE R R RREREL AR
311 ZRHUERE

FER HY B 0 S5 28 de 17 v 2 7 Vs gt AN [ B2 s JiR 2 HOK 286 70 7 gk P U AN
[F] - Ndereyimana % A\ (2019)7E /7 HESE DAL T 4 BRACHL 23 25 #k (Steinernema sp. RW14-M-C2a-3,
Steinernema sp. RW14-M-C2b-1 , 8. carpocapsae RW14-G-R3a-2 H H. bacteriophora
RW14-N-C4a) F1 2 #RAMESI 38R (S, carpocapsae All #1 H. bacteriophora HO6) %} 247 fi
Wi 3 WA AR B ROR 4 IR OR  TEEER 24 h 5, ARHB AR IR B 8 ROR (53.3%~96.7%)
BERETASKE MR (0~26.7%) (Ndereyimana ef al., 2019) . Aimani 5 A\ (2021) 7£ 24
FUBR HR VP4l 7 AR H. bacteriophora R S. feltiae 43 B A 2 it v ik 4 6840 I B0 PE,
RILH. bacteriophora 73 BERRINFET HAE 40%~60%2 8] . THLER—TWF 74, S. feltiae 53 &5
PRIOFET B, 1F 60%~80% 2 [F] (Aimani et al., 2021) . [}, Husin il Port (2021)
RIAEREEEE I SFAE N, S, feltiae XAk 4 SUH) 75 2 e i, 78 95% P L,
BEJG N S. carpocapsae (94%) N H. bacteriophora (83% /247 ) (Husin and Port,
2021) o B4k, Yiiksel (2022) 7E S50 = 46 1F T X 9 ¥k S. feltiae 43 B ¥kF 2 ¥k H. bacteriophora
I3 EAREAT BUR AN E o 25 R Bk S, feltiae KBC-4 (90%) « S. feltiae MCB-8

(90%) F1 H. bacteriophora AVB-15 (80%) %I 7 AhiiE ik 3 W4 ok, 4 W& 4l o 1) S0 1t RR B
I (Yiiksel, 2022) .

7 7V i 4y Hh B T S ) 2 e T - T G e R SN AT AR U 1 s T A5 22 SRR
BUFTAL AT 55 (Grewal et al., 2005) o AN[F] B HUP J5 28 HURh 8 1T 6 A5 AN 7] ()46 £ S0,
A (975 R 2k b R e 2 B (R AR SR, T A (975 R 2k chu b U2 v i 3 o CR
FH AR o A0 3% A 08 £ S I% ) (Campbell and Gaugler, 1997) o & i & g2k dh 48 AR LA
WG A d, RIS R AT REME R B B M AR B 1E 1 (B, fidsh oD
11 PR 7 5 £ S 2 U S TR R SRS Bl i S 1 T DA BGE IR R, R B S A m A s M

HP M (Lewis efal., 2006; Mahmoud, 2016) .



3.1.2 2 A

2k e FH ) R S S M R A SR TR ARG . fEH BT, Mutegi %A (2017)
EbAe 7 REIME (100 Ds/mL+ 300 1Js/mL+ 500 Is/mL) A AMLL i (Heterorhabditis sp.
HS. karii) X A kgl sR BT 352k 00 o 4 R LR 5 e A RE (38 m 7 A v ik &)
BT RGN, 2 S, karii WREETA B e (500 1s/mL) I AT AL S 1 s
(100%) , T Heterorhabditis sp.1F = E (500 Is/mL) R 4h HAET- R MWIEH] T 90.8%
(Mutegi et al., 2017) - AR, 7ERSIE, Dlamini 25 A\ (2020) tELE T ANEIRE ST
PR LR (S, yirgalemense F1 S. jeffreyense) it Hlivks M ik B AR #2200, R4 %
N 20 s/ S 4 AR T Z 0 508 39.1%, T 249K BETH R 21 60 s/ Juf, 4l RAE T A e ik £
79.2% (Dlamini et al., 2020) o JXLEHFFLIUES O I 22 Ok B2 5 7 5l ik g s pE T
R IEADG . X]RERE OB iR BE N T 25 ERE AR AR, [FIE 2R i 2 | s s
(B FF) 25 FE 3G 0, 67 W) R TS 2 SR AR A B T AN 27 SRR T SR, A TR I AR IR iR
FERI PR T, 5 FAETI RGN, (HBEE A R A, il EE RV S 4 R I B
MZEIFAK (Kasietal, 2022) . XARERIEREEEL T, KRN TFEEEN, 3
R R EGAEREC . T H, X e Al SRR RS KRB MBI, R A
BiZ)) (Keymer, 1982) o 534b, A AT REZ &P R BB E A 5 S 42 dUn 1 E M B0w 4,
AR Gl ZRGNANE] L EFRYIREIE . BRIV B FRARY D A A A B P AR I R
(Shaurub ez al., 2015; Shaurub ez al., 2020) .
3.1.3  FEHIR RS

75 7 e ) e A AT R R R ) B RO S5 U R B RO SR T R T TR R R
R ik ) U, FRARCIRAS TR AT AT AE RRIE 79%~100%, 5] Bl S5 i 301 14 4 — 2 4% 1l 3 ) (B
2K T 10%) (Batalla-Carrera e al., 2010a) o SHHAHEL, ZA0 7 Mgk 4h B S Bk T
ATRE R B T e IREshiE A CO. MR E 5 (Shapiro-Tlan et al., 2017) , MM GENL
Sl thAh, 4 A BRI FBOR N B AT 1, T8 (AR R B RN B AR TF
4 U 5y kG2 AL Yiiksel (2022) WA DA A I 3 WA 4 Beh dLbl 1 BeAn 2
W4 T Gk S. feltiae 73 BSHk KBC-4 A1 MCB-8 J&%¢ (Yiiksel, 2022) , " REPNKIE4Y
PR, BEAG T 48 U IR R gR e (R STTEALTD HEN, BiEkidghh
AR A RIEIET, W1 COr BRI e 3, M T FEM A EEhife )y, X
{7325 s T XEE T TE N 4R B 'S A1 (Husin and Port, 2021) o 428 ik N4 AR 5, ZRdin]
5 Bh &)y Bk o (¥ 8 FR ) BEAT B BRI B — MEFOE AR . AN TR 4 HUk e A



s WA Z 4 JUR/NEH], T4h RN SO B FRIR B e aT R R . BRI, AR DS 3t
FEAR G TR A DA T FES) SUA NREBUR B 32245500 (Godjo et al., 2018) .
3.1.4  Jiti I ) RIAT 6

& g JE 2 T 7 s P e T 0 it P AR i R o) 1 B4 0. — RN - A &E, F
BB AT, BEER RN, A dunsET eI N, fE/THEIL, Ndereyimana 55 A
(2019) 457 IRZL HUE 1 3 BRAHL 43 SR FERNE T AR IR i 4 . BEAT 2 0, TEHFD
24h WEIEE T 53.3%~96.7%MFET-%, 1MTE 72 h J&, JET- R IIE 96.3%~100% (Ndereyimana
etal, 2019) . BEA WG, 2HRIET-HRB AN, Husin M Port (2021) &
PUE LR R S, feltiae o BV FA AR M 4 U, b 48, 385, 2 A0 1 B4h ¥
BIREIEAET 3 N 92.0% 91.0%- 74.0%F1 50.0%, L8V FHIT (B 40%) FIRCR
U o 38400 P A T LA A5 o R R 1 o T S A4 T (¥ 7 AR TE I R IR L, AT A PRV I
A2 Aok Fi B PR 14 5 A7 B8 3 HEL 1) 4 L, T S AR T ) 25 A2 7E 4 HL L (Husin and Port, 2021),
(e o 38 4 1S R BRI fE T
32 IEEMETF R RHEL R

5P AT DA 3 AR R ES iR 4 T (A e AN 2 A T R o IR IR P X R K R
Ben Husin (2017) fEAFIREFAETRE 7 HIRE R (S. feltiae 1 S. carpocapsae) X3 i
Tk B, KIAS R PR %A TR RN ITA T 25 . S. feltiae #F 15°C 20°CH
25°CIS 5l gh iAo GBI 95%) 5 TAE 30°CH, HAEHRMKK (80%) , TME 35°C
I FIESE AN 13%. S. carpocapsae £ 20°C. 25°C. 30°CH1 35°CH} 51 4h HAET- T i i
GBI 91%) , TMAE 15°CRFET 3R IE (K (86%) - 4L, Husin Al Port (2021) KI5
TIE R B R R 2 B 3. 7 25°CZ&AF ', S. feltiae F1 S. carpocapsae i35 7t -k 4 Hi 1)
FIEAARL, H IR FEAR T 20°CHY, S. feltiae I RE /7 5 58, TG 5 T 30°CHY, S. carpocapsae
)8 /7858 (Husin Al Port, 2021) o fEARNRE FIXPIFIZ dG itk 7 5, mIReJE A 2
TEFR &, S. carpocapsae GRARTE &) BN EAE BRI ML, DMREEEME X,
N R, T B m R, TS, feliae CPIAIR &) T @R & T EiGsikF
FEIRAE R, SIS IRIGER (Belaireral, 2003) o Rk, 7 A -H3EE B DRI IE
S 4 HURE PR R B 1) B2 0 ) R B T4 i FH 0] 1S FH 1 A 14
322 BFE

FRERT B dU JR 2k RS B RE T SRR o IR R PRI, 2 sRAR R F AR R



o PEMK (Husin and Port, 2021) . 7ESLE0 % 25/F T, Ben Husin (2017) ¥ S. feltiae. S.
carpocapsae M H. bacteriophora 3 P2k 1153 5| B TR EE KT 95% 75%H1/N T 45% ¥R
Sarh,  DUR G W R A5 S N 3 e Ha ok 7 A s M - W B4 IR IR B R R . B REOR, 3
T H 25700 7 0 7 I 40y HoAT AN RIRR FE R B e VR, BB ARG 2 ) PR AR o AEAH X
FERT 95%HKT, S. feltiae % % W4l I BAL R B (10%~100%) , FAKSE S. carpocapsae
(3.5%~97%) , Tfi H. bacteriophora [WEILMABART R E (1%~83%) o SAHXNRE /N
T 45% N, BR3Pk E GRS R BET., HIETIH (4.3%~32.1%) #@ E KT AHXHE
FE KT 95%H ({346 (Ben Husin, 2017) . AU, Husin Al Port (2021) & ILAEAXT
MBRER T 95%KT, X T AR AT =2 T3 (2 70%~100%) I AERR BE /N T 45%HF,
=AU AR T I 4 HOE AR BB T (£ 3%~35%)  (Husin and Port, 2021) . A
SRR A LR, R — R K A R A A B B A, LA A RIEE N v
Wl ARV T TE o AR AT, XK IR RE A R R E S . KL, 2 i
F % 2h 5 15 5 it )5 AR XHZE %5 D)F1 5% (Broadbent and Olthof, 1995; Lacey and Kaya,
2007) o F4bh, fEHEIREG Y, IR E KA RRAC T AR B IR IR S 7 2 g s v, mix
IR rE LT AR, R EEAKCE T IR AL Rt T R S5 LR TRk Z KA 0%, 1 Hae
BRA#ILE BURFESNRE ST (Gaugler, 2002) o HhAh, TEBARMIMEE/KT R, LRbmnl ety 54
AT RIERL, e TR IR HIHRRE, HEAAKIRAS (Zhang et al., 2023) o HBKAR
ARSI R, SER B AAE REIIRE (Gaugler, 2002)
3.2.3  hHEFH

38 T 2 6 P B B 5 482 U K A 1 s 7 A v TR A 0 7 9 SR G B 5 R 1 D[R]
B TEAFN LIRS s X T ik bR AN, R (89%) 5T
T (93%) HiEpEET R, MEDEE (7%) FIHFEAERKFEIAT R (Kamali et al.,
2018) o 45T Hh -3 b EPN %5 ) BEAR AT B 5 3 R0RE 18] L B 2% 18] 9 2D 50 25 7K a2 3 in %
(Barbercheck and Kaya, 1991; Barbercheck, 1992) . Mt4b, fEiXARMFEMET, &l
AREA Rt R A AE B i R KA &9 (& R KBRS ORIED |, 2 S BUEE SRS
WP DR, 3T s A73 B5E R v BEANIR], AT 5200 2 IR S e 1tk

4 SHEAMPEERERK S AR
AR5 24 70 JR A S5 3 45 R A 00 50 R A 09734 2 24 0 0 B 4210
BRB. UGB IR R TR, R Rk S 502 R R R B R



¥

FHAVE R B, R, WA R O R 2 e 5 4 2 24 7 s A 77 R ) o ) 3 25 4 R A
HEE L.
41 BRHAREREZHRSHFHTIHKEEA

BEA IPM SRS B SR, (50 FH A 2% HR )55 AR W il 00K 977 46 2 ot v T o e LY . A
b, B B HRO SR A e AL 2 R R ) R e 1 R AT B S S A RIF S R Bt AR
SRS B U IR 2 AR ek L R AR A BRI, O HL R SO S 2k s AT LR it
R BRI S AR B, B P LARR A — & (Garcia-del-Pino et al., 2013) , fE575%
BRI E R JE T A SR 14.3%~100% (¥ 56 T2 % (Amizadeh ef al., 2019; Sabino et al.,

4

{

2019) . fE Sabino 55 N (2019) HIWFFEHIER T H. bacteriophora JPM4 57 7] Actara®.
Warrant®Fll Premio®HH %5, ka8 FH Jm ot 26 78 ik 4 sORI A (528 AR B RO, 9 FLIAE
TR B E T RSN 0 (Sabino et al., 2019) o AHX[f), Amizadeh 25N (2019) #]
L 5 381 AT £ M1 O] 44 A 200 B RS i 2 ER R A ol s R BB T (83%~100%) » BN T3R
ST &R BIET:, BEAR T MM IR T R T AR AR 45 B 3, (H 22 R ) R e 30 A1 P
T o 2 B B SRR dURI R R RIS R T i) AR T R, B AT AT e A d R B0 e AR SR
SO, AR s RAVERRAR, (B2 VA IR0 . ANId 2R AR 24 R0 2 HU S 22 18] F 8] B 4
INECAR 55 Sk DB, XA 2 298> (Amizadeh et al., 2019) , PR F) 52 0 it FH
[ T F6 2 5 7% R R 2 e FrR BBt R PR 3
42 BRARFEZHSEHRBHKEHTEH

FE U J5 2 x93 AR W AT B S I EIAE A . Adly AT Nouh (2019) FRIH 70 K B H
EPNs FIGR 25 A2 e, 16 74 7 9 785 ik 90 O 255 1) AR AR 0 0 R A PR EF20RE (Adlly and
Nouh, 2019) , ilFBIZkth b5 00 2 AR i a) BAT BUF AP X Tl B M REUIREIG A
FE— R LR E AR FH RECE, IEREN A AR —E RS . CHPRRY, KR
U S5 2 BRI £ 1 B I (AT DA R 4% 2 s i (Desneux et al., 2010) o 1E
FARGAE T, XA B R ARG R R ST AR R A7, RIS RO, e AR AT e S
b JEAH EAEH (Montes, 2013) o Guevara 55 A (2020) 7ESEE0 2 o [m] IR R 2 R 4%
SR B 2 5 I SRR 7 1 250 75 AV i RV P R P 3 2 T IR DR R, 45 R R B 4R R 51 ke
HWE 1T RAET:, (HN 2 B OBl Rl 2 dU s (Guevara et al., 20200 , XAPFHL
TR B T2 S ol 1 0 e, BB T I Y s AR AR AR Y, T
FEAT HUR I B ik BRIT A8, §om 1 2 duilad o H e N B RN (Eidt and Thurston,
1995) o ASAEH B AT, MiE# R E I B IBREI BN, — R S EE 24 1



JEEAF T, /D 5 2 U i R 58 A il B (Sanchez et al., 2012) o 55256 % A AHLL,
Y AN RAE P& H BT K & P2 (Dillon et al, 2007) o Kk, —Mr YL U2 4%
Ve i ) HR R PO A B B R RO AR VA SIS (Guevara er al., 2020) o
5 RE

ARSLEFIR TR B H IR 2 ST R 7 v ek AR P e B0 R B, R aRE T R U IR
2 ] B AU ARG R B o B O B 2 U A HLAOE AR 25 1 B A, BB AEAR Z
TS 245 4 R P53, [ R R 1) 2% A 8 A6 FH -6 AR 25 ) 732 2 — TR N AR 00 1 7 T s R 2 1)
A5 o SR EATRIR ) 52 2 VF 2 AR AR YA A DA B3 R R 52, 11 1) B3 28 B 3R R AR it 2 H
I AR 2B ) R, DLSRIA 352 X £e 4= W 7V SRS B AR R RE . SRR U, Il B Ju R
2 ORI 25 B TR R AT — 28 UK o B S TR SO UR K 208 e T 9000 5 2 1R R4S 1Y
g5k, M N RGRIEA AR, 37 ZH AR R R BEAT BG4 R4 H a] 554
BEAT BER AN IWTIT,  BARTT BLAGN R JUAN 5 Tt

1 HHE A AR E S 5, SRR RS AF . A& R pian, L
HUZNFF EANRIRE R R B BRG], BVASCR AR . K, SR 2R S AR F B
B Tt ) 0 2 B A R TT 1) o 24T, 9% T R 2 5 AL B 42 T B B A5 FH BRIt 7 ik
B, FHEBE BRI, LA BRI PR BOR .

2. FEREME T ] 2 U s R e 15 1. B AE K SRR R s AHEE, e
Fo AR A I s £E L3 rp R AT AT RS B ) S AR AN RR A PE(Del Valle et al., 2008;
Shapiro et al., 2008) , X VAP T M1 3 HHEH 28 BRI R $F7E KB VR (1 28 e 2 Ta) 1) A=
FRRI4T N 225 (Shapiro et al., 2008) .

3. AE H )R AT fie R F B A 18 S 10 B2 HOs R 2 o 2384 BAMN g SE PRI AR = e
T R IR AR G 7 A0 I R AT 2 e DRI, 123 B R iR 2k e B T A R ) e T P A
BUET B i v iy e, 3 T A AT Py 8 9 838 o o 2 A I R 0 ) A i

4. LA Hi B R S e HUTR AR R 9 76 A TR T BE EE AN SR R AR E A R, AR PR C
TR IR AT, AR E R B EE .
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