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Abstract: Green leaf volatiles (GLV) play an important role in the chemical information network among plants,
pest insects and natural enemies. That the release disciplines, metabolic pathways and the ecological functions
on different biological communities of GLV was systematacially introduced in the paper. Defense-related genes
and secondary metabolites can be induced and generated by GLV in plants defense response. GLV itself and
HIPVs and extrafloral nectar induced by GLV can both be spreaded as the warning signals between plants, to
attract and repel herbivorous insects, to play the role of synergistic and inhibitive effects with insect
pheromones, to attract parasitic wasps and also to affect the growth of pathogenic micro—organisms. Although
many natural enemies can be apparently allured by GLV in the laboratory conditions, their parasitic and
predatory behaviors are easily influenced by background odors, meteorological conditions, population
distribution and quantity of insect pests, and many other factors in the field conditions. It is too complicated
and difficult to achieve the ideal biological control efficiency. Before indirect defensive functions of
herbivore—induced plant volatiles are used as the regulatory measures with the chemical ecology for
phytophagous insect populations in fields, many unknown aspects such as chemical genetics and ecology of

insect pests, the interaction mechanism among plants, pest insects and natural enemies, the interactions
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between the control efficiency and different population densities of herbivorous insects in fields, are still

needed to do in—depth research in order to determine multiple ecological functions of the key substances of

HIPVs and develop application technology in fields.

Key words: Green leaf volatiles; Emission disciplines; Metabolic pathway; Ecological functions; Phytophagous

insects; Pararsitic wasps
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TEE K P A A R D M R R T — B oe %,
FARK (1) 77 180 28 Ge AR AR & vk B iR e fEX —
Bt R Gerh, M e R BAT A et , BL A8 2 il
PR O SR A S i R i 2 A
HETTI. MY T HR S R 7 S
B HR I ) T A R ) — R Bt HUR P, 5 BT
PERIAIEESTIE M 7 10 . B S Fa i e R
U RO O B, AR S T AR R A IR
A=A S AN A i B TR e A R A T
SER RO PN 52 e 2 U B v, BRI A2 i e vk
B Jo R TRURE S VR R ) 5 | S R B B R R
N T2 2] 9] 2 87 AR B M S L H ™. SRR )
(green leaf volatiles, GLV) »t H 5 i 5 18 %) ¥ &K W)
(herbivore-induced plant volatiles, HIPVs) Fll 15 5t <, Ik
(background odors) [ 5 41 il 73, a5 KW HAT
Z I EATIRE, LB 5 S T A B UH S
P2 R W) FIAE A % 8 BE S A5 2 N8 TR R AL (5
AU, B L S R W R | A AR R
R, H AR 2 HF I8 AL A5 S5 3 55 T 8 i), x
455 |75 R ) R RAR B 2, AT — 2 ()X
BT IR IE , AEAT () S5 1 52 21 22 PR 3R (R 52 i), AR
HEFF R TIU A AR o S R e — 3 R — R =
BRI AE B A E AR, (e B 5 B
A1 5 R T EL A T 4 0 R ) 42 7 0 4 22 B AR AR
Iy get, BRI, AR —H — R =B TR R R
W2 Bk AL AWTTUR R/ 41
T SRR ) R TEON AR A R 840 B O AN [F] A= 4
HEVR I AR A AR D BE, 38X Sk k45 ) 1) [R) B 5 B0
ARFIAEAE 0] AT T 3 A1, REBRE 1 St 44 A ) A i 1
A AR TP I N (A S5, BTN S S R AABIE ST
BEE BRI A
1 FIHIELZMNRRERAE
L1 Zeet R e

GLV & it £7 A5 TRt by, 26 K85 i A vl
PRSI GLV, Jt RAAR A R by 33 Ak 7™, B Co 3% K
W), FEIETR 6 AR IR | I S FLIESS , W L IR A 2R A

n-hexanal. n-hexanol. (E)-2-hexenal. (E)-2-hexenol.

(2)-3-hexenal\(2)-3-hexenol.( E)-3-hexenal.( £)-3-hexenol
F(2)-3-hexenyl acetate 5"+,

1.2 2kt 38R 4 0935 A%

1.2.1 B E S0 REA e IR R AR TR0 R Tk
IR D 5 GLV, H 2452 2 4b FH I8 IS AT 75 A6 I [1] 9 R T8
K& GLV. 15 % 2 (Solanum tuberosum) Fl 7% 7.
(Vicia faba) % ML B #1 £ 5 min N 3t 68 B T
(2)-3-hexenal. (E)-2-hexenal fll(2)-3-hexenol 25", i
W T (Arabidopsis sp.) # 52 1 5 5 20 s BI n) B ik
(E)-3-hexenal"”; 5 [ Camellia sinensis (L.) O. Kuntze]
oM 2 g L JE fE oL Z B R (2)-3-hexenal.
(2)-3-hexenol. (Z)-3-hexenyl acetate. (FE)-2-hexenal.
2-ethyl-1-hexanol F1(2)-3-hexenyl butyrate % ; # 4% I
4L % W (Myllocerinus aurolineatus). 4% JU W (Ectropis
oblique) X & J5 , L 7 Z| B i (2)-3-hexenal.
(2)-3-hexenol. (2)-3-hexenyl acetate 1 (E)-2-hexenal
S5 WA 2k W (Empoasca vitis) U 1 h & v B¢ i
(2)-3-hexenyl acetate 25", 1 H. B it 12 326 i g B A
P HLAR 15 b BR 480G T+ 7 5 min P (2)-3-hexenol
YRR TR F o R B TEC 1) 30 £

122 B £ GLV PR JB0H 4 DA 4 A £ 7 B
HURRSEMT S o o RO D T2 28 hJE 2 GLV 1Y
i : (2)-3-hexenol 24 0.40 pg/h. (E)-2-hexenal £
4 1.04 ug/h. (Z2)-3-hexenyl acetate 2 4 0.07 pg/hs; A% 0
QM NH KR 28 hJ5 T % GLV [ B MR
(2)-3-hexenal 2y 4 0.03 pg/h. (E)-2-hexenal £ 24 0.11
ug/h. (2)-3-hexenyl acetate 24 0.02 pug/h"” . 1 K52 H
L IRKR A6 Gossypium herbaceum) () A1 THLC Ab = B2
15 K YR U : a-pinene £ 4 0.07 ng/(g - h). f-pinene %]
1 17.67 ng/(g - h), 25 R 53 51 4 20.45 ng/(g - h)-
12.21 ng/(g-h)"¥,

1.2.3 4§ e R ey e B0 AR A
B GLV!", {{ (2)-3-hexenyl acetate & FE bR BE i), HE
flA S P8 AR EA B Y. GLV AR A2
2% 05+ - OH NO A » (2)-3-hexenal 752 I AEAT
JAIA AT 2 W0 A8 R i) ARG E E 2R, AR
AR HH R MR 5, ORI AN W b FERAIG, T Jl AT <
R A B B TR AR S5 ™0 S T30 R - R AR 1)
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R, T I B A )9 B2 3 [ gk 2 ¥ P % 7] (active
space)™, RIS P 2 1] (1’ R /N R R TR 2 il R
MR ARAT 5 231 (R LA S w15 A 40 1) 977 4
BN, A2 S RIS A 22 A R IR R S5 344, DA
AN (1R 2 R S AR A B s il B e RAT RN 37
REATh o DAME Z 0 B MRS = A R el 8 5 <
R HOR A, AR D9 e LS SR K 9
HOAEE
124 B BHEFFHEDFE RSN S PG
AT IR R AR B Y], BB A HE R AT 1 R TR
0, P TRDRE TS Yk /S, A AT TR 4 R A AR ) IA B ey
UG =291 1 K 5 4 U (Heliothis virescens) A AR HU(H.
zea) U )i 5 ( Nicotiana tabacum)™” 4% N  Z5 I 2L %
FFORITARR IR /) & i O B 25 B U0, A 9% Wi [ Liriomy za
huidobrenisis (Blanchard)] Y & #| 5 5 (Phaseolus
Tunatus) P FIHRE 2 H A 46155 SR IR0 1R 45 R ) 45
FA W R
125 MW EL DR AL ER EfoF A ERITA
NS YRR B U
AT RN AT AR AT B AR, AR —F — K
HOX 3ANE FRPILRIE T W2 B AT e
Y 1 2 - 4 J (Petunia) )5 S W) RV RE TS 0] 5 HeAE
0 K ik 77 PRS2 VR TADEG 30 >0 1k — 300 i JLE
2% NN S5 AU IR /s ¢ re i 465 O 565 5 9 S22 gl
AR GLV, T A% B HIPVs 2L Al 41 53 th 7] 76 2 5 1)
24 h WORE A, 29X 3 A dufss b0 55 15 h s 7
HIPVs KD B By 55z DR W e 3 5, ¥ K9
TR TR0 Vit T DR D W 24 3 hs B ARG A
fe IAPIAK, % 2 5 S 47 5 (2)-3-hexenol IR K &
W AR I, 55 HUCT R B SRR R A A R AT ARG — 3
PEo R )RR TR R RE S A7 R0 1 2 A i 4k 5
TR ZGE IR R B AT XA P
77 ] B AR A T BT R RO A A
e T A ARG RS SR, R I A5 D' B S 0
W o — 5 75 AR R I 20 562 S AT N, BRREAEAN A
()R A5 ) HIPV s A 5 € A7 77 3 R ™,
126 BwEE

S W A RS TR R ) 1 DXL R R AR A I R 2 AR
I 52 FHALSE, B A R E b B MO R
FEORAT A HUEEAT A FNRE S 1], 995 JU P AR G S AR A
T AR L SRR AR AR L S ARG
V) 5 SE AR A PR 1
2 GHHEZMARHERE

T 20 I 2 45 e R TR R IR T R AT ARk A+ )\

PE TR I AR 53 3, 2 G T IR/ 4 & I a4 12
WFFUR I T GLV B B FE AR 45 A 72 4t B S A A 432
P12, FEAE )20 23 BIRA JS 5 F-FUBE i Duad K g A=
KR [ a -3V BR R ( a -linolenic acid, ALA) V. jii /i3
(linoleic acid, LA), 2 F g Wj & 7 f§ A &
(lipoxygenase, LOX) Ml fIf & i % 16 ¥ & ##
(hydroperoxide lyase, HPL) %% — 5 41| il (1) i A0 AF H F
G GLV & T4l 845 Rk Wy, Bl A2 AE T 1 4 40w
vh LEAE A A0 38 52 B LB 1 5 75 52 a3 Ao 37 RVRE
TR 5T, A2 B G — LR R AEAE AN L A R s
T 5, W1(Z)-3-hexenal F1( E)-2-hexenal £ A 2 351457
Ja EOH AR Y, kA WA AR, W
(Z)-3-hexenyl acetate A& ME — 20 JIf 40 & i 4 42 508 &
8, FBE R G0 R 1) Sk R )P, (2)-3-hexenal
FEZE LOX M 4% 1 ALA S5 A 42 1 13- S0 6010 0 R 1R
(linolenic acid 13-hydroperoxide, 13HPOT) ) , £ 13-4
T 48 A0 R 7 1R 24 £ I (13-hydroperoxide lyase, 13HPL)
FIVE R T 2408 7= 51 o n-hexanal [ G995 T LA,
(E)-3-hexenal /& H1(2)-3-hexenal [¥) /A B 55 44 46 AF FH
7R, Co BE G Wl B B S0 B (alcohol
dehydrogenases) I¥] 1 FH 3F — 20 B 4k o CoBE 2K,
(2)-3-hexenal #1t, 2 (2)-3-hexenol, C, i 2514 n] 3 i iz
Wt F % % il (acyltransferase) ) 4F F A6 B8 25,
(2)-3-hexenol # 1t 4 (2)-3-hexenyl acetate™ (& 1),
3 FMIELZYRERINGE

FEHE W) R ) 5 SEAh AE AT T I S 2 1) R )
VBTN, KA S ) Re AR R ) 2 b s e R R P L
R HR T T AR AR FH G & 3X i EAT #3 i4E H
(bottom-up control) e B A7 250 A% = Z0E I3 A MG
BAZH . GLV BT T AHA A A D875 8 s DR [ 40
&Y, Hoa 5 &HAE S A B HIPVs Fl e 41 % i
(extrafloral nectar, EFN) &1 75 A bk [1] 4% 1 T 45 5
W5 | FRBKGRERR £ P B L b B HUE B R W ) 5
VEFR VR 51 3 A2 0%, S Re Se M S AE ) AR . AR
TR FURE R GLV ARSI REMESE 4 34N J7 1
3.1 2k AR A M Ak AR b ey

FW) 2 A7 AE % R T B0 15 B (MeJ A
MeSA . Ethylene) &3 , GLV th j&: — R 5 443 {5 L, il ik
YA 1A ) A A T R [ i sl e A 4 T A 38 £ S
e 175 FAE W) 2R IA 95 1 2 DRRT A e 5 Ak 54, A I 3
(IR0 4 T 7 A BB TR 25 (primed  state) , B TS R4
P PR KRB 5| 7 BRARAE Y 16 2 v . i LA
GLV {EAE AR 3 00 3L 7] 7 40 mh oy 355 45 o A €0, 7K
2 AE AR R Dy RER Y,
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Neutral fats "4 JIg /i
Phlspholipids /i

Lipolytic acyl hydrolase i 7l

WWCD OH

f}’F“k‘gﬂIﬂ'&E* a-Linolenic acid a- W

13-(8§)-Hydroperoxy linolenic acid

Hydroperoxide hvase

'

Lipoxygenase VL Linoleic acid Vil
QO0OH
S e e Sy T 0

13-(5)-Hydroperoxide lyase

Hydroperoxide lvase

WE:EOKCO] MD mCHO
3 —_— P CHO
) 7)-3-hexenal T
(Z)-3-hexenyl acetate (.£)-3-hexenol (Leaf alcohol ) + IF{ ? n-hexanal
Y oI OH
OH ADH . T
N = _/_\“—/( n-hexanaol
{£)-2-hexenol {£)-2-hexenal (Leaf aldehyde)

ADH: alcohol dehvdrogenase & 0¥ L SLAE. IF; isomerization factor 54 Tk (5 &

E: 2 WICHR[14].[45]

1 FHHERYHRISIRE

310 B R AEAREfG LAY GLV Rl S S
IFAC LA NN B NONITAN, 70 v ek /L NIV PR IR 2 B
(LOX. AOS %) (AR A RN IE 29, b B8 15 7 i Je
A A P S0 O REL AR 2R 8 RS2 3 3 7 1) SR AR RS
T A Az AR R [E) e A MR B — RS i R
W A IR T SIS B R G R B S b T SR A ke
P J {5 B Bk (Acer saccharum) VA< P4 TR 1 28 150 7 1)
w2 A P, (E)-2-hexenal Fll (2)-3-hexenyl
acetate 40 BR IR FE A7) 7152 35 I RS RO 22 1Rt ™.
MeJA 43 7 55 MeSA. cis-hexenal. trans-hexenal /I
benzothiazole i 17 Jri HE 75 4, I F mp 3 i s A £ 11
It B A I 22 Ty 4T TR A A 2 R e U i) 1) v
B2 TF s IF HL R G4 R Y1035 5 808 T
— PR ARAS R — P R 3 R R,
WIGLV Z 515 1 g Bt 16 95 48 B o

3.1.2 ¥ § HIPVs GLV R8T A HEAE MRS 15 5 195 £
FHOCIE HIP Vs, Agt BRI IX AT 5 10 s S AT P Ff, —
R HRE R B N, 8 e B B Ab T 97 A AR
A, Y32 2 TS A N PR AL BT B AR g
B¢ oK B8 W i (2)-3-henxenol AL A Ethylene Fll
(2)-3-henxenol [V & W, K BEWC P 1) Ce- 1
FN Co-WERR W 2 A A IR $h 28 J5 R i 55 HIPVs
FHABL B 45 W ok W 5l R B ™. A Ethylene A

(2)-3-hexenal 1] ¥ & #) fig 2 & & dF & 4 B A
(2)-3-henxenol ¥ B Ji , Ui W] Ethylene 7& 45
(2)-3-hexenal 75 5 S AE MK IR 45 345 7 A2 B R
H W [FAE H 5 {5 (E)-3-hexenal X 515 M 15 kW) 5 H 75
SHE 1, Ul WS 1R A A PR e % U0 AN [R) R 2B 1) Ce-
Y, I ] fi e b TR A A B TS ) R ) ) R
S G E AR R . H(2)-3-hexenyl acetate &b
PE IR A7 4 B 5 750k Lymantria dispanBU& 2 FE 5,
HR TAFTALA [R5 52 3% T Y. GLV AR (1)
T ARAEHUb AR 15 IS RO s S IR R s L
X HEURE B PRI R A S B TA DL AT OG5 R, i
5 3 I 3T 1P R R oK AR PN JA 2 B R 8 i e #5055 3
Bt Lhfe, B E ), FOKMMRAE A B B FL IR
R B P B HUBUM A5 5 B, GLV 5 3 7= A= 1 B A v %
HARIEAER ™, 3t — 0 ISR I, 1X 48 GLV il it
R A RS IR AR 38 4% (octadecanoids pathway) 1 ]
ZmOPR1/2, ZmOPRS5 F| ZmOPRS X 3 /> % [K >k 4 Jin
JA TR Y,

3.1.3 % 3 EFN GLV Ml dUE & B w i S MY - 4
EFN. fesh& i A5 L TN — kA2
AR IR 3 B, AE 51 2 I REf% 73 W EFN, 15 H AR L, HHA)
PLEFN {8 (R4 0 fke 1k R R F Btz —, EFN &5
HIPVs BA MU AT 8, k5 1l e PE BRI N
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IR} Formicidae) S8 4R 71 % M I A~y 1, BT LAAE A1 2 1
4% Bk 195 181 % Bt 7 (defense nectaries) ™, 1 Ht 5
w5 M 5 H R M (2)-3-hexenyl acetate Al
(E)-3-hexenyl acetate 55 0] 5| 2 F) &y & 43 Wik 51 2 1)
EFNC W o5 || 2 2 0 Sk RNl £ i 5 b |3 1
()R, Sk 5 kD TR £ 1 B ) S 0, b
H1(Agriotes lineatus) U Hi A6 AE 75 T 4 A0 21 4= 5
% (") EFN, $2& s )5 25 A MRS e 5™, EFN A
Yy & 5% 75 Mk (Lymantria dispar) /)% 25 £ 2 B 2w T E
EFN #{4)7
3.2 ket ERhakiAIE R KT A

M R B R R RE 8 A B R )RS T GLV
FHE AWM, TERU A HCR S O AR B, X A
AT 3 RE S W R )45 R ) ) A R RORE TR, A B A
AT g BObs B HUBEVR P HE S
32,1 WG| IR EEAE A MR B GLV 2R 2 MY il
RE B PR F 4, R B A ) AT LA
YUEEAT K 2 R A A A b5 e, I LA GLV &)
VFZ R R B S RREE FEH (R Do Ay

U6 B BB A R A 2T AR BT GLV K IX 73 7 &
)5 AR 25 EHEA, 25 AP RO Le) i, LAE
G BE N AR T R W0 A B, 40 IR K /D &
(Dendroctomus ualens LeConte). 22 (11 ¥4 K /I & (D.
ponderosae Hopkins). 21 ¥ K /N &k (D. rufipennis). =42
J\ W /N &% (Ips typographus L)~ -+ — ¥ /v & (L
sexdentatus Borner). 5. 1A /Mg (1. duplicatus Sahalberg).
YY) RY 7N & (Tomicus piniperda Linnaeus)- f#3T PJ Y
/& (T, minor Hartig) F1 ¥ 9% /)N &k (Orthotomicus erosus
Woll), iX £& B Ht (1) filt ffi & /&% iR (E)-2-hexenal.
(2)-3-hexenol. (Z)-3-hexenyl acetate 55 4F %5 FAEYIE &
W, ARAEAT DRy 2 Dk rh 00 3 TR Ay e X 2 4 Jig 77
GLV FI Aldehyde §E FH T 4% 2> 11 Bl b /s 8 HOx 25
FAEWII [ PR

322 xR &RGEERNGWENHERN GLV X B HRE
REPGE WA FEPA 7, — 2 5 B s B R= YRR
H 5 B sl AR, 0 A0 AT A TIRAEAE I B
(AT TG 18 Ly 2R 35 vy T AT LA 28 D0 0 2004 37 RS
WKW A AR R A g D H AT I, W 2 R A

R1 FHERYPIEERERRITA

WRNLLE H Myllocerinus

XM Camellia sinensis ) (Z)-3-hexenyl acetate- (Z)-3-hexenal W 13| s [81]
aurolineatus
J\Mi3E Malus prunifoli SRR Eriosoma lanigerum (E)-3-hexenol 15,5 | i H [82]
g H Ambrostoma \
Mt Ulmus pumila - (2)-3-hexenol o8 Z 15 | O ol [83]
quadriimpressum Motschulsky
HeJF B R4 Anoplophora -3-hexenyl acetate (E)-2-hexenal .

MWk Acer negundo L. ) p. P @ Y B W5 e [84]

glabripennis (2)-3-hexenol

KA W Macrosiphum avenae

(E)-2-hexenal W 15 | A SR G 3 e

/NFZ Triticum aestivum (E)-3-hexenyl acetate W 5 | g [85]
ARG Rhopalosiphum
padi
(E)-2-hexenol W% 5 | TG 4 g
Y[ Vigna unguiculata 3-hexenol. 2-hexenol.2-hexenal . 3-hexenyl R
S e S NBEHEI Limyza sativac Y ks [86]
KN

Phaseolus vulgaris

i
acetate &5

‘H ¥ Brassica oleracea subsp.

(2)-3-hexenyl acetate- (E)-2-hexenal

W5 |l L L AS T AR o

/N, Plutella xylostella 87
capitata - . (2)-3-hexenol ! [87]
R4 2 L Leptinotarsa -3-hexenyl acetate . (£)-3-hexenol. \
Y44 % Solanum tuberosum N ] P @ Y @ R 5 e R [88,89]
decemlineata (Say) (E)-2-hexenal. (E)-2-hexenol
T KUF Rhopalosiphum maidis -2-hexenal. n-hexanol o
EK Zea mays pAtosip &) IR il = B [39]

(Fitch)

(2)-3-hexenyl acetate
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MY K E Sogatella furcifera

- ; 2-hexenal | i 90
JKF#. Oryza sativa (Rathu (Horvith) (E)-2-hexena L IDEN [90]
Heenati, IR64)
5 K E\ Nilaparvata lugens (E)-2-hexenal. (E)-2-hexenol DI R [91]
WH¥E Nicotiana tabacum-. W Kk Heliothis vi (B)-2-h 1 L i N e [27,92,93,94]
) eliothis virescens -2-hexenal 192,93,
Nicotiana attenuate b * [EgSiIiipT e

T i Lycopersicon esculentum

. . B U0 T\ Bemisia tabaci
Miller. H i Brassica oleracea

Gennadius
BHL Capsicum annuum Linn. ( )

(2)-3-hexenol IR I R [95]

[ Antheraea polyphemus(Cramer) ik ) sk 48 47 4 J& 52
21 (Quercus sp.) M i 7 ¥ (E)-2-hexenal H| 3 1 1=
AP, (E)-2-hexenol. (2)-3-hexenol %5 1] B i, s 34 5
B2 XS MRS B R 1 R NP 4 (2)-3-hexenyl
acetate \ (2)-3-hexenol 73 7| 5 filf 5 0 ik 1A% B R &
Jo o, BE W B 0 A S B0 R TR 5 R 1
(E)-2-hexenal n] 42 /& 55 7§ & i % % (Anthonomus
grandis) FE AT BB IIFEBCR Y A2 H TR R
g5 TRV FE RN BT B R AIMEAS B 3R A AL
PR B FEHLHI . o i) B A B R AR,
(E)-2-hexenol . (2)-2-hexenol F1(2)-3-hexenol &5 X 25 4%
JUiAr 7N g« SR RS K /N 8 S 20 H 17 /)N 8 (Conophthorus
resinosae)~ 1 7R YU /N &k (Pityogenes chalcographus)~
B (5 B 3 R R 2 T R R 8 ek
D R

323 THRBHEA EHAEIATH GLV Al 0
e A5 B R R AT O PO i R GLV A 5 B

AR, /TR R EIEAT AN GLV G W] TR
HURE AT b, T 1 B L4l IR fr 3K S (Pisum
sativum) I B Ji) 111 (2)-3-hexenyl acetate g %I i &
) HOM G ) 2, FEL T 4l LR 6AT A, T[]
Fe M5 e 7 HCAh 4y HO B ) E AR R i
IR PRI A ) R G Al — 42 PRI 3% ] 3 ] e b AR 0 A4
(Cnaphalocrocis medialis Guenee)[] 1 5 %)) HU Y6 4 1)
T CRISRE G O™, AT 27 W\ A A R A B
AR I AR S SN A 1 (1175 7 T

3.2.4 AB5| g A RESCERR Y], & A0 ) Tk
PRI F MR (R2) . GLV 2 EY— KK
(R H 20 3R, A A AR IR SR A 25 T, T
P A5 RN TF LRI SR ), WA AR REAE) TR
7 52 R P A 58 v 4k S B 70 A3 2 2, AT S 30 ) %
7 AEN TS A R ) S R A 2 ) TR AR G 7 (ery
wolf) ) SR, RIVKE 40 1 52 3 B 3ei 7 It e e s %
[ HIPVs, 754 £ 1 Bt SRR D 37 22 A st R o B e

R2 FMHERMBS|FEE

) A URHK % Apanteles sp.

n-hexanal. (Z)-3-hexenol. (E)-2-hexenal [119]

o ZR L Ectropis obliqua
Camellia sinensis

78 JUESR I % Apanteles sp.

(2)-3-hexenyl acetate . (E)-2-hexenal [120]

ZW Morus alba 2 R2F Apripona germari FREK R /NE Aprostocetus fukutai (2)-3-hexenyl acetate [121]
=R -
. o Wi Sy /NG Diglyphus isaea (2)-3-hexenol % [122]
IESE) Liriomyza trifolii
Phaseolus vulgaris i %K) T\ Trialeurodes T AEF /| (Z)-hexen-3-ol.3-octanone 14, [116]
vaporariorum Encarsia Formosa 8-dimethyl-1,3,7-nonatriene [F¥2 54
HiE 3 L Pieris rapac FVNEI  SERYIRAE 9% AU Cotesia glomerata FISE AT )
. . . (2)-3-hexenyl acetate . a-pinene %5 [118]
Brassica oleracea Plutella xylostella YRILIE C. vestalis

FaWf Aphis craccivora Koch,

K7 Glycine max £ Macrosiphum avenae

e e HWE Aphidius picipes Nees il

(2)-3-hexenol. (2)-hexen-3-yl acetate

(L.) Merr. (Fabricius)Fl1 oK 505 Aphis

glycines Matsumura

2 98 Cotesia marginiventris

123
AR U B Lysiphlebus fabarum Marshall (E)-2-hexenal #l indole [ 955 [123]
L5 If W Aphidius rhopalosiphi Fll (2)-3-hexenyl acetate+ (2)-3-hexenol [124]

(E)-2-hexenal
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$rd ¥ Arabidopsis sp. I Pieridae sp. SEAELR I Cotesia glomerata (E)-2-hexenal. (2)-3-hexenyl acetate [125]
. (E)-2-hexenyl acetate- (2)-3-hexenyl

EP N FYNHRE H — ) » .

o . 212 N34 H 1% Microplitis croceipes acetate. (E)-2-hexenol. (Z2)-3-hexenol. [126]
Zea mays Heliothis zea (Boddie)
n-hexanal. (E)-2-hexenal

HH K44 i Helicoverpa armigera P 4LMITA Il Micropliti mediator (Haliday) n-hexanal. (2)-3-hexenyl acetate [127]
Nicotiana tabacum (Hiibner) K% du ik JE Wi g Campoletis chlorideae (E)-2-hexenol. (E)-2-hexenal [128]

W | B ke AR Y,
3.3 B MRS mm R AN A K
SRR AT R SR T AR 3R 5 0 SR R
Yy A K. W A 2B (Arachis hypogaea) B¢ i I
(E)-2-hexenal REFIH M 75 1 A2 A0, U 3K RERE
JB [ (E)-2-hexenal . (2)-3-hexenol. (E)-2-hexenol 1 $114H]
T 95 998 11 (Pyricularia grisea Sacc.) Al 7K F& S A 93 B
(Rhizoctonia solani Kuhn.) (1) 42K, e Ah, 2 B 40 1
(plant growth-promoting rhizobacteria) B¢ i 4 & ¥ HE 5 |
KU FE I+ (Arabidopsis thaliana) 7 4t L B A Jse i 100,
(E)-2-hexenal. (Z2)-3-hexenal F1 (Z2)-3-hexenol

Ocimene REFE =48 B 715 JK 55 Wi Bl (Botrytis cinerea)|t']
HRPLHE "™ 5 R [ Uromyces fabae (Pers.) Schroet.]fiE
P A R TSR W) s He v Hexenyl acetate 5547 i g
PR WA 1) A A
4 HEFRIRK

YA A IRAT HTR] J8e D185 26 2 R B I SR I8 5
THEE TR BRI RS EY) IR 3D . N LA
W EFI I R HIPVSs 4143 (40 MeSA) fEWL 51 £
Tl £ 1 L R /50 P A 0 i — M A B GLV AT
ARG I 5O, 25 5 1A v iR FE 1) < AT e AR
AR RS, J AR S LY 2 1A 2058 i E 25 A A2

R3 EHEFHAALERIIEF MG IERHRER

Bt Coccinella septempunctata

Y] Erigonidium graminicolum

Lkt

(2)-3-hexenyl acetate

(2)-3-hexenyl acetate 25

) 1€ Orius similis (2)-3-hexenyl acetate- (2)-3-hexen-1-o0l 2% [133,134]
Gossypium sp.
1YW Paragus quadrifasciatus (2)-3-hexen-1-ol 5
2R/NE Anaphes iole (Z)-3-hexenyl acetate 25

K Zea mays -2-hexenal. (2)-3-hexenol. (2)-3-hexenyl

}‘/ KIELE SR Cotesia sesamiae (&) @ N @ Y [135,142]

%) 2% Sorghum bicolor acetate 55
SR P REES Chrysopa nigricorniss Chrysopa

) < HAsepa g 0P (Z)-3-hexenyl acetate- (Z)-3-hexen-1-0l & [136]

Malus pumila oculata. Chrysoperla plorabunda

10 cm, A4 W 5 | IR AT 208 25 22 KT 10 em™, £
O: B A J ¥ GLV FH— L8155 S8 0 Sk £ 4% 1 (Cotesia
vestalis)’K 251 FEE ™. BT LA GLV B 0] B8 A& 25 A2
FH 320 0 20 78 A7 27 ERBE A 2505 5, 2 /D BEFR R 77
FATBEAEAE AR B, GLV REWL D1 1 1tk 27 22 0, T
X A A U A A U, BB A e 1 B Y 2
B B TT BE S P AR e AT b, B PR R AR T R AR
WIECET G B E D T B MRy e ) T A AR A T
TRk, I LG AE A v B A5 A5 R . 27 ARt Re R
% GLV LLAMERE St A oK e A7 25, GLV FIE A
YT A JE AT L GLV 41 43 56 25 AR i e 5| 4
S5, G 2% 5 GLV 515 53X 43, 4 A

Bl AR B8 v I AR ) BT AT, e R e vk, s ] ) 550
XA eSS A GLV a2 # R PE BRI R 4, ORI B
IR A AR PR 3 O, Ty K 2R A ) R R T
T2 M R R A O, X — T R IR
FFE RIS T2 HE e RS ff e o 1] e S A A AR
EH WA GLY 2 5 URMEEA . WA
Mo R ER T B8R4 78 UK (resource-indicating odor)
AN R T R AR TS TR 2 R
(background noise), — A A B 5 2 52 0 2 AR g
XF AT AR T RN, TR EMAT A GLV 21 &
AR B Gy, T SR S A BB ] Re A
TE R EYDUR, 1 S BT AEY) 75 = R R



- 18 - TR SRR S LA A Dh e ST

. \%,
WWWw.caaj.org Lgriens

SVBER AR SR, BB R B AR AT RN T S
AR B SRS BRI R 7 2 O™ A AR
ANFE RN, B RS2 B SR — B 2 R A 4y 51k
(1), 78 FAR S 50K S TR R B AU AT 3 MG R
(D SRS TR 7= SR B, PEA B T
WELDE 2R AN R RO RIS SR AL 7y, Bl 4858
AIEN T ECUN X PRGOSO B R
TN IRBA s (2078 5 UMO BRI R 7 B UK )
FEAE Y . 7T FHD AR FE RIS —
AL, 25 W ( Drino bohemica)%)) B3] 2 - A 4 (1)< R Hf)
ANFAWG] I3, X, FER N T (E)-3-hexenol iX #1243
Jo s ARB 1)E E R RN R N AT I S
304, X i BH (E)-3-hexenol A 8L HIPVs 2H 43 1 LE %
(3 5T BEIGHR 7R B R ) G ALY o A% P
& (-)-germacrene HEFE i A 454 1 PR B 0] A 0 430 gk 1
W5 7, 75 5o AR TR HRE AR, il mT
=1 B AR % B (Rhynchophorus palmarum) 3§ JE 4215 B &
CRRUEHR 7S B0 R W Y. 8 7, 3 5 508 7] g 2%
i B dLE A 97 A BE 5 AR 45 BN M (Sharpen the
view)!" o X FUUR A 5T 22 A TP A AR )R R
BRI 2 27 EAEY S AR R 5 1 AT KA AR
WG 7T T2 AN 7 THT PRI UL D o T RS I e = B 455 52 1)
FAR HIP Vs 20 53 v & 7 1R 5 LE 481 ¥ (E)- B-farnesene, fE
g W 51— Fh O 3 25 A2 18 ( Chrysonotomyia ruforum)"*,
{H(E)-p-farnesene HL41 73 HIAW 511 %5 A0, LA 5K
W5 T IR B AOATR B I8 A e | RS AR e 1) DE
Pt LA, (E)-p-farnesene ()08 A ] 15 4 o B BE %
A AR WG S T I ) W] SE M, el W] A, D) e TR
HIPVs 51 5t A BRIP4 LE 2k & (contrast cues)7E 77 A2 1
()7 F o AL R A AR, %5 AR AR T SR
T e AR IEFE

M, AR T mRE X B A7 (olfactory
contrast hypothesis) K fift B A A= 1 Qi1 i 71 52 % BR 855 vh
HERARE At e A7 75 17 AT SR E R 50,
21 53 2 T BEAH FL5 0, BRLAH 23 FE (1) 8 4k v] e AR
N B AR T 5 e 2 A e T I i H AL A 4, AT 9 e
AR T (5 5 e RIXTtePE . — et Rk 4l oy By
RAS P, v P2 20 43 B A A T, A — i S
WA A 53 5 AR A 43 BT B PR R W] g B E L, Bt
PL, B R 78 2R 5 15 50K A B W e ek
N, RS I 2 e 1R W0 4 7 2R O AT AR AT A
PR, RS AT iR B 1 (5 15 S SR L AN I 2
(1) S S G P mT AR AR 27 AR A 21 o N BV e
()75 E MR E MW 2 0 J5 )L T #B g B

(2)-3-hexenol, T H. 77 25 W X i 4 i 26 I HH £ 4 B 2
&P , Ut B (2)-3-hexenol %) 77 A= & 4] 30 e 47 7 3
BT OCEAEM ., N A GG A GLY A
SOURMIER, A5 m R AR R R B AEH
FT LA, Ty 75 550 A0 P > s D B 5 4 s 2 AR AT A
g R R R IE TR —.

WAL, 28 RN 27 3 6] 3 AR AT O B S I %
TN 5175 %5 A g ) DhRetE HIP Vs 20 [A] i R
2 TR IR ] SEME R A SRR T AR S e R L B
FA R MBI FE 7= B R B HON 27 AL TR R
Bk, N 77 AR . A a7 AR AT ik
Hah B R E e 1) 27 £ K, ) dUHE [ v] 5200
AT U, By LAAEI AT 6E 72 4 HUR A 2 2 i 1l i
SO 3 30 js ., I RE M) R O A 22 ) IR SO, 3K — 4
1 Bl “Hopkins 75 32 26 $f JR 70900, J5 SRAIE 3K, 4l
WG5S 1A 27 A5 B STk BR Al o N b B ORI S
2 BRIV fid X 2 oy ) SRR B2 35t B (R A0 2 A 5, IX M R
(128 et FLBt I BAT R = AR 5 i, R %)) S 1 2 ) 5
B b2 i e B4 (1) 2% 3] (early adult learning)"*. Bk
I, ZF AR A 5 R SRR AT GE ()R & YR A7
F R BMIE SR g B R, X LE R R H 2 5
A AR R 2 B = R & I I 75 AR O IRAT
5 RE

2RI TR A S0 5T N S8, SRR )
G5 R AR S, 5 F TR SN 25 AR AT %2
BT SR AREA T P2 A AR S5 A %2 A
F e, PR S, R IR B AR () AW T V6
Ho A5 HIRAH HIPVSs B[R] 97 48 D B e i 6 1 B
TR PR A 27 AR A TR AT, AT e R B M B e R
(AL 2 AR A R —HE B B R — R
—EE IR AR R R, DLRAN RIS & P B e %
JEE R FH [) 977 2880 1) s e 6 1 22 7 T AT IR A IE ST, LA
T HIPVs B D) i i) 2 B AR A D RE, IR € HIPVs
(1) TA) S 2 A
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