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HEES T IR EFM 5L sttt

>k

BRI, sk H, 5KIRIy

CPEMAEREIF R BEARA SIS DRI = ZARL A SR AR RO T 52803, bRt 100091)

WE: [ T Agrilus planipennis Fairmaire & —Fh E PR B E R, HARSA TARIGIEEZR, 20 74
YR AE 32 B RN R GR I U™ E G . 20 4D 60 ARRFEFR B AR U Mt i IX & B/ /™8, TR FER
HL R, LT, WA EEINE , HAERE F A E WSS A RA, mSEELS (FEEE)

Fraxinus pennsylvanica Marsh. . HiEH (FEEM ) F. velutina Torr 53EE M F. americana Linn. 55, H §j HH

T T B AR E RPN SR AN A — o e B 7E B AR A i s T R L ROPE R, AR IR
SR BETE A T A2l0 . RS A R Ao AR R R TOCHERIPEI . ASCERIR TR A P TR Z R G
FUBZHUR DTS BUR, B4 T RS TS MUsE MR IBESE, S0l T RS TR ER 5% TEYIER
Wi e 4 2R LA S R A A sz B IS RE I O o (RIS 78 3 T LS R BE () 2555/ T BILER B
FEERN TS, BN SEE A R AL BTG AU T BB e iR AR

KA FUEAETE T MEGE; LaE; PRSEAHOCHEE T opsin
X E4RS:1001-1498(2021)04-0166-09

HHE 525 S763.38 SCERERAERD: A
%57 T Emerald Ash Borer (EAB ), Agrilus
planipennis Fairmaire, MAH/INE T | FERMIZE
JR¥# H ( Coleoptera) i T H #l ( Buprestidae )
EH TR (Agrilus), f&F AKBF (Oleaceae) M
)8 ( Fraxinus ) AR, H AR50 A0 TR I
X, FLARETE. wE. BHA S8 R
AFDER, JERERERIEEMMERD, LIRS
HrRRUNER 4 i X, 20 20 60 4FAQ G ZEFRE AR L
FAedb i X ™A, FEEFT [ HERYIESE S
B, EEZR (FEAY) (Fraxinus pennsylvanica
Marsh. ), HEEH (BT A ) (F velutina Torr )
5%EAM (F americana Linn. ) 25, /G 7EREL .
Jent, 7. HMRSEEE GG TINE, SlihE
Ly E PR T E R P i, e
THBHRZE] T 24 EZAl R H 22 R 0
L A B B O A A A RN S R
BN A GRS M), R AL AY . EAs . il

ks H: 2020-07-26  EEIHY . 2021-01-09

s Wt . WREATSE, X ERIRGE G E ROy R R
i O E Iy i VA P VR [SRA B b e Bu S
MR G BN, B UHAE O B R 2 R e
L NG o3 A 28 A G S P ) AR R R AT
N, AER BURAE A S A A BRI

B N TR0 i e B e RO 5/ A e (el
WS RGERA R TERUR B, AT LUz s
APCT BT RSB R, IFn] AERR IR
T RIS S S SRR, HETTRZ R B A HCR . S
FERSERT AT BN S 0 TSN T AR ST X R
A, HECARIPTTIRRY, e Uk
FEAF . FHREC ST G Bl A3 AN ] sk Y
PRI s TR R E A, 245
B A ARMERLRE T AR LR, BAERE INXE, T
MRBE AL G EAB 5 4 PRI 5 it ek A e T 22
APIEIEE R GE, ANMUAE EAB A HURE I 5 22 i
AR BOCHEAE R, [ A I 5E 2 e e PR

SAWH: BHRE SV EZITRIE B (2018YFC1200400 ) 5+ g 2% 2% 25 VE B BE T 3 A BLBIF L 55 2% 4 300 %% B ( CAFYBB2020QC001,

CAFYBB2018SZ006 ); [HZ HkFI#34: (31670657 )
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AL BRI LA . G, D T nsEXT EAB #Y
LRGWETTE, Bt 5 e AL e o A T B
ifi, AL T FEAS T RS RIS TS o

| B R R ARE ST
o 9 955 B

L1 BEHAR
L1 Rkafitey AR BUERE I RIF L3
—MERER, EAE R HAMAT AR, HlnS 4
PEESCEY . sCBLdE . AR, REFFAE
FURAS, ARAE AT U IR RRE 2% A1 1
AE ) rp L E A R, WL ) P e = i R 4
( Apion fulvipes Geoffroy Fl A. trifolii L. ) BE£EF 3
REEEENEN, BEAAE, JLTPRE TIRE
PR, BR T2 nds, B m] LR AE )
B G B R RIOIFR B EAT, MHEd 2Bk
( Hippodamia convergens Guérin-Méneville ) A] Ll
Tk PEL B ASE I B SR B B T R R B R, T & B
HO sy, 7ESHRRcid e, B2l LA
FHAR PR R sl e 1 2 () MRS {5 5ok RO, Akl
SR A L )3k SRR {5 Sl R R R RS (K
PR B R B R ) MR ((Phoracantha
semipunctata Fabricius ) 7E 22 BCiR it # i, bk
HA e 5 R R v S AR 2 5, Aol
HAZR SSE R MEEPE S B R A2k 1
EATARRERARRS, HORAERRIEE, HEPETEERE
HAEBEVESSEC . JF AR B R M0 i LA & 33X P i
U, A B A5 B AAE T HEPE M e (55
Hr, T HERIE R, 7R IR Z A s s,
ML ERAE A —Fh E B SRS S H, IR
HICHE
112 RRe9RERARIAE AN AL
RYALFE b AT SO AT, EAIRERTH
A T A A2 A MR JRAZ AR R HUACRE Ay
I3 B RHETE B — R RE R B R, R
s i, FLLRZ AR R BT AR IR Z AL,
RS TaE e L ik A Y AR B2 RE AL AR
HOPRPY, 38 R e 2 5 A LA A% 3k B
B, R JE 2k A B, FRB 2T R RS,
B SR R AR A T A B RN AR — SRR
ARy, B R T RZREE N
PR, FEA . KRS EHEM (odorant-binding
proteins, OBPs ) . k24832 % 1 ( chemosensory

proteins, CSPs ) . T WK 52 {& ( olfactory receptors,
ORs ). BF3K (ionotropic receptors, IRs ). &3z
M2 U8 1 ( sensory neuronmembrane proteins,
SNMPs ) FISBRR#f#EF ( odorant degradationenzyme,
ODEs ) 5P,

OBPs J2—RIKIFTEE H I, W] LA ko>
THEGE Lt —Ma S, Kb L84 6EER
ARES G AR E B RS 5 8HE 1 ( pheromone
binding proteins, PBP ) P'7?_ CSPs j&—2/3F
NERTE AT PR o F A, HERIAVERI%E OBPs T
5oz, ARTERGEEEERY, ORs &—JHEA 715
TSR G B IR SZ A, A T W5 JE 52 24 a4
R, ATDBONSNARR . IR RS SR o
&%, TER ML SO e 3 T rh gl e P,
IRs 25 B b B4 2 R 2 Fl B 3244 (ionotropic
glutamate receptor, iGluR ) ZKJ&EH i —Ff, FKik
IRs HYHZTCREXT AN R R IrF 7= A2 S 5 SNMPs
JE w5t A A R U A v ) — PP L T e
I, 534 SNMP1 F1 SNMP2 PR,

A T2 P AR R UK, G
Y BUE R AL AR 2R, SR E S
5 OBPs 3% CSPs 454, 2l /K PE Rk L v ™
RN ph 2o R R DY, BIEEAWST5
ORs 3 # IRs &5, 24K L 2R TRz
#r bk L N %) ODEs BUH & Z R g A, P 2k
G, 2 RSP, B A I Ak T 52 AR
AP, IRs 8¢ ORs ¥rfb2: G 5 AL i F 50, |
T NS 28 TC R Al 2% 2 TR I e A o,
FA TR E B SRS, SR A5 B i Ak ) 344N
MRTRG EMf, mEEshfgonk B s, TRERR
FEA RS A BRI T R RN
1.2 AREFETREMRHRE
121 ¥ %EETHARLETHHM XTI
EAB L1 i s i AR HE A 22 & 30T T IRADE
9¥ . Pureswaran 5P 17 T EAB 8408 135 L 50,
PR VR IA EAB RYfilif, WLEEMLSEXT EAB F4EHT
RN FL RS2 MR s & B, 5 Ml A AT AR R TR e
FAAL B e R ASBCAR LG, FH TR U R Al A7 1) 1
i 5 OR A0 B ME AR FE RN I UCER T /D, $R BT
AR IR SRS, FEASRC H 5= R B I R SR
H AL Z 5 255 T WRASEC R, 4523
XK. RN, W9TE EAB FHRALE A7
hORE T EEMEM . b T B2 W a BRXT
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EAB B 5|, McCullough 250 7 fift FEA A FN3Z
AR CBRFCFNESS . DU RISE ) L sk,
KBLAZ i E AR R T LS| 9 EAB 20 35 R
THRERIA, X2 A AR A SRR A1)
gk EAB fiE], A3 TG E M. AT0L, MR
7E EAB RN ZF A B rh i 3] 7 HEAEH
122 "RimXFaa%E  EAB MU IFUIAHC
HE MBS IR AL TR e BB, 7E—3i EAB 11
ML RS2 BE PR F 9T e, DABERE EAB 1 fish £ R
HRE T 16000 DNRIKFIINAE, %EH 5 Ff OBP
1 Ffb27EaZ 251 ( chemosensory protein ), i 7E
EAB SR A 383 PR 45 5 Ao b, X fl A e
SRR | DIRBIERESE, RAUES] 9 ARG
#HEH (OBPs), 2 MIRGESZ{R (ORs) Al 1 Mg
MAICHEE (SNMPs ) U i, Andersson!™
FET NI P2 S T BRI A, RS e R T 47
MILSEAZAR (ORs ), 12 MG A HE M (OBPs );
Heif, Shen S ZEW X EAB A5 fil i 19 Sk 0 64T
B, RILT 158 Ak 22 B A G
K, HA{UHE 6 4 OBPs, 9~ CSPs, #k—5¢s
T EAB MRU5 AH DG KL R S B ) e R B L ROR
KT X et S PR D) REMT 52 A B TT o

123 G®ELF T8 E AT T HMBE L iR
SRR 5B R AR R — 0 R T

3, KT HEAES THEARWIIRUA T —Erit
J&. Bartelt fEMEPE EAB By b %5 8] T —Fh {5
HE— (32) -+ —f#-12-Mlg ((3Z) -dodecen-
12-olide ), X7 P4 I 76 fE b AR e b R A7 A, (H
FEMEME ) B R AR 10 f5 A, e R M
() fil F S i Lelito M T BEME FMEYE EAB &
KSR A, S8 T — RS E R il E S
E—3-HIE=REE (3-methyltricosane ) ", 7EHF
Shszgerh R, SRS VS 9 P AU ke, e
TERGRA 3 W YR 3-F =Rt
WL 3-H = RBEAETE T LA MEPE EAB (10~
12d) WFARIZ, T 7E AR R A P Fp A
PORMEAFES . FE—Ttse, bbb 173
ARSNGB S e 0 3R fe ik S AR B, &
BT —FhEPE R SRS ) ——9-F BRI ke (9-
methyl-pentacosane ), {XAFAETPERMZARBENE (10~
14d) ™, [EEE, fEEFAMEYIE T, SHIEC
BEUR U AR 23R KRR BT oA 1, B A i sl 5ok
VR A e U RN 22 XSS IE Y I (R E 2245 225 TR

1E O BE PR s %) i H ST - PR BRI e b B, M
U5 L A RN 235 A K 0 B 1) -5 A 1 4% 1) fE e TG RH
B2EFW, DR T A R R R,
5 EAB WP VEYIARDG, AT T & .
TR H HGE A REN A EEE, RE
M 2 A Y ) 27 At AT TiE N, i
AT 23 32 B 31X S AH P 19 1) BRORN Ak 2 R 1) 52
M1, Rodriguez-Saona il i ] EAB HUE Fl i
Fi 1R B g VA FR =S AR B K D ( F. mandshurica
Rupr. ), W& HAEY 5 &P B, S X IR
FHLE, AR PRy 8 0 T AR K D R,
i, B SR E 2, EERAEEY
B ER 2557 MLl &30, EAB HUE Al
FHRF R F g A B () 7K IR TR A, %) i
ARACHC L e s Y B 51 Ty, e O HS A W
BN, X FEHME R R B SR AT L AR T
MRS LYY, e &I T 2 16 Fick B
TR G ) 4 2 ot e LRI A kA L
P EAB X515 ( linalool ) /i Y He ik dy B 58 51
Y fh /5 B ( electroantennogram, EAG ) [, M
BT (hexanal), (E) -2-CLilE ((E) -2-
hexenal ), (Z) -3-C.4lE ((Z) -3-hexen-1-0l),
3-H BT L5 ( 3-methyl-butylaldoxime ), 2-H
FET RS (2-methyl-butylaldoxime ) #1212 C. B
(‘hexyl acetate ) [ i BE K™, Groot™ M| 7E 3 ]
SRS E 28 S e 3] 8 Rkt ¥ 4% ( Green
leaf volatiles, GLVs ) X 1 A A1 HUAR A fik /1 15
PE, X 8RBl (2)-3-C Ml ((Z) -3-
hexenal ) . ( E) -2-C 4 ( ( E) -2-hexenal ) .
(Z) -3-C B ((Z) -3-hexenol) . (E) -2-C
iliE ((E) -2-hexenol ), CU¥ (hexanol ), (Z) -3-
O ZRMR ((Z) -3-hexenyl acetate ) . £ iR C
fig ( hexyl acetate ) 1 % ( hexanal )., 5 [ i&
RodriguezSaona %5 A AOBFFT L5 SR 2M0L, T H X pr g
M A A ~ORH (5 -l f AL ( gas chromatography-
electroantennogramdetection, GC-EAD ) [z FrfE-
RO, HRUREDGT I R O TR 1) S 7 b H AR
Crook FH 3 [ 1 85 R K 458 & W0t 1 i 78 55 T 38047
THUEBITE PRSI, GC-EAD 431 T 0 h fil 24 h J5
PR E AR R LU S TS $E ), 4523k
WIS B At s & e, S BN 6 P W)
g 1 ORI e SRR kR R, A3 N o-BE
il (o-cubebene ) . a-JE#i ( a-copaene ), — Ff
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55 2 Wk ( 7-epi-sesquithujene ) . 2 X -B-4 17 4
(trans-B-caryophyllene ), FEM§#A4 (eremophilene )
Nl o-f 774 (o-caryophyllene ) %, JGit % & 5|
(MEYE EAB BT 095 B3R 02 H AT A Skt
ERY), #Re A% S| EAB, 754 55 h
URSLIRRAT B R AR LA E 52 m, R EA TR
FNPpRIE SR ROR , Al BB A R =i AR
fanHs MEVE EAB B (3Z) -+ RRIR-12- A i
Mgk kY (Z) -3-CRBEIL FREET, 234

AR A A I A M AR B

2 MARZNHRKLEOEEST
o e BT 5T R

2.1 BHBERE
211 RRAAEAAN AR RSE, AR
B A A A O S O BE /D, BRI L 7
B EEN . AR I EEE A M TP ERA
Fr B BRI AR AR RN B A R AR A AN
ATECERPER . AR, IR EER AR
FIFHALSE X 432 AP e 10, Bl anAT — i it
) AT fl 3 — BRAE A A R B A R, SR
PRI b 25 8508, MRk R ik bRAE ) -
ETARZE I, IR 2sm TR ™ Op
M55 AP AT =000, PRk 2 AN, EFERET E
B}, Reeves KA —FGH ( Euhrychiopsis lecontei
Dietz ) 1] D3 1 15 51 25 3248 9 10 T2 R ok itk 17 B
B B U] DIAREE LD 56 B 27 = AE P 1
BRG], EATTE AT LABE S FE YA R G2
FEPEIFHON I P UM 22 R0 5580, 7E SR
HEAT B IR 2 T, R A SR AR 5 ok e
FEMECAS . FEIRFE B N, HEYEWHBEI A K4
( Glenea cantor Fabricius ) Z5& LM (E 5 5L
X BC A A TR R 62
2.12 R REGAE RABAE RIS R A
R GBI B 253~700 nm, LS A B
IRAFEIR ; SR TR AN, 7E45t -, B
R IR S A R IRAE BB AR, B
P2 2 /MR DL RS e gl oy, BAY
e . MR A S R = R B INIRAE S
BIRMZER N, 22T, mEERELIMN
ROCAR RS ASZ G R 1L 1 77 A ph 48 b 3l Y SO 2%
2 WAL R A s R R R B, B Y
LG8 B X IR B AR . Ko Bl EA o B he

71, MRS BDCRSE , HEes 4 i A= ] L

X 253~700 nm BGIE AE SR, ShVERLALHT
BSOS E M RGBT MR R G, TR
ey ppg bz, sEms R R s s,
M (opsin) JE—Fh7E R d | IZ A7 1Y) 3 B JE%

W, RS e &R e i B R
TP et A 5 LR Y BRSSO

ROV AR FA A R AR SO R [R] 500 ke
FE T RGOS B RS AR 2
B 5 SUR T LIS ARSI AR
WA ARYEILE RSO GBI AN R,

AR R 32 KGR (long-wavelength-
sensitive opsin, LWS-opsin ), &Y ( short-
wavelength-sensitive opsin, SWS-opsin ) FI£57NEAR
11 ( ultraviolet sensitive opsin, UVS-opsin ), X
TAR G s E D, HET F 2 h S
KE BT, BERMER FEAEEIRT R,

R RINTEOCESZ D, A DRI B R
R IR . fRRE | KA S RIEPY,

22 HEBEFHTARHRER

221 GEFEFTAME AR ARSI

v AE B SR i B rp AR S, 6T
A TRUWAGIN, AIFFEERE, —HBREirsEs
P T3 EM L, MM EAB FEEF (S 5k E

DE[EfE, fEHFAN, HEME EAB FERT AR ®ATR -4k

BCH, Lelito 5K ALY MEVE FIEEYE EAB B L E

R E, IR ENTREDLIE & Sy 3 Fhig s, B

ML B ; Bk Tt 300, JEBKIT 45°; #H
A5 R TT 9005 SR JE ML AT R HEPE EAB
HENMZERAZR RO, & BLUHE S 239l 3 ]

A B EAB W], 3 10 RF P o
T TR, o T R R R

b TAT R A R HEE EAB WA RS G R BY SR
MR 1, R B AR EAB, 453K

FH 1 AR I ) B 7547 A R B AP B A R A A
THEH OISR TE R H T2 DX A A 1% 3
X, #AT IR EAB®), ixXi— 3R] EAB
TERAB TR TP D (55 O . [RIBT e Bt , A
1 EAB (R HE2E BEANAT, S5l A 0 T4

PR AL, R IRRI T Z N R
a2k EAB 19 535 A] LAFE TR 30 %A 7T B ]« S >
Aoz A WS EAB B AR, AN SRR AT
FMR YL I HRK 2 220 6 ) R T ™™
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222 AHETTARAMARGHAET KEZHE
FRAFGEI A, B L e R A el I B B
ARG HAE MR 6 T iUk, (HAg
RCHEGEUE B, B H — e S R AR AR AR
3~5 PMESEIERBUR S . Crook #ifr | ST T
PR PE BRI, 7E 300~700 nm 3 BBl N B A [ 38K
T X e O Y 3 7 A RN R N S e ]
( Electroretinogram, ERG ), & ¥ HAFAE £ Flt
TR0 S AR i £ S MR T A
A THE 340 nm ($EHMEERT ), 420~430 nm (%
J6) 460 nm (#56) AbYS SR R IE(E; 7F
A WG SR B Y, HEELT-7E 540~560 nm
Z AR RS, T MR I AE 540 nm &b &R IR AE
FELTA T WG RPN, RSB W 2 ) 00 10 A
MR 22 S, MEER YT 640, 650 A1 670 nm F)
FRURREE B (. = T OO, A IR A AT R
B, FISAS S T O Rk, EE Lord”
X} e S B AT R M, IR K SWS L
EH, HEEHT 28 UWS M5 [ 3 F LWS
MEE, JIAMEMEE 23 T b, e 215
43 LWS MR FRYEE = #5 DL,

223 REFERITHGRE F T G FMER E6

AL, RS FFER AR T 0, Rl
AR S A 2 T ECE A A, B E
ARSI . AEES . AR Ay T
PRI T RAFHERE, B AA R ik
g Iz R T, iR Ee R B, et
KR T HEAWS Ty, Hr s e 77,
TR, A (528 PRER (22%~
67% ) FIERIFET 78 A L B 52 A0 28 07 4l 2 X
EAB £ A W51 377, i #E Crook Y it — 4 5256
R ETER (K 13 m &) ES A
RO, OB SRR B
TR, B LER HE e A 2R T LA
FHT AN L) 82 TR, JCHUA S, Petrice
25 N\SH S IR A [ (0 R AR M e v 25 75
TR AR H R AR AARICE, RIRARR
PR AER e, (WE(ESURPR: 530~536nm, 57.6% )
I EAQY By U 7 R A S AN 25 G i I =Y ENi 1)
A7, Poland % ik T 4kt 56 )2 1754
. BOOEZIEA . SEDUZ BRI AE Az
AR IFACR . SACRUL, 7EXUZ S LA
AR MERE R ZF o ZIERAS TS ek

MERE R 2 TaR @i lia . 23 b, FATAMER
W, RO OGN H L T ANERCR
WA, bR BN IE EAB JEHl dv i i 2 2
0 ERE T 15 mAb, EEFHEaCER®
4, MAERGE R (R 13 m ), LREFH
VA ASCR AT

3 KZ

FEEZER TR —MEZENE R E R, H
THEER AT . AF W2 TR0 IE R T
MRS EEMEN S =, EAB MBSy —H A
APREEMERAE S, AR LS, ENIMR
RO T TR, AT HIESRHE, 2E
SR T —Em T, (B2 R = A 50 b
HTE.

H Hi0 2 3 T s R b T
WLGEAT ey, WS E B LAl LIG ] EAB fil
G VR Al E D R A F LY, EAB )T
AT F2 B0 A AEA T R LR S 06 DA K I H el i
MR A BB, DB ER] T EABMEN
BARXT EAB MU R A58 © 26 T AR Ky it
A, ABRAE R Z ARG E R AT R R R 1l
ISR G DI RETSTIE Tz, M
SRS FALRIT T LR, Sz s
TR A AR 2 TSR 7
(TS A /N 105 I e S e S g A B = =
b S PR ) 2 RN R B AR SR A R R T . BRI DA
Fh, R EALE BRI SR, Al
AR R A Z R EAERT, sessilA 5+
T-BBHWr 8 1 & Bk IR B TR AS e iy H Y o
P EAB B {E B 2 Fggint ¥ & Wi %@
THIVES IR, (HEX P B3k MR 5 1555 e
AN T R R P RIS R E IR A 1 Ttk — 201
W5, AR R KR B2 i3 R B ATTIR & /5 4 EAB
PG, P S R A e S, X
B IR IIE I B RCR

P o il 2 52 e 3% B it W ( Homalodisca
coagulata ) YEFFFERELHE, MAFENRKE
BRI GEASI i 45 F Ak 2 4 Bh 3G sm g TY . il
BHERBESRFE. BE . MRS R P
WELE . BRI Al 5 AR G AN IR AE TP B H A
It B e A R AE AnE S R o i 2, &
TRk b 22 G0 22 (B34 P REAH BOCIR ME, FRhbFor
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—RREGE B R L SR ISR R A B
SN B —E B R BRIE, DR BT A5 2 [7)
AR AR LRI o B2 Bilanfed S ey id e
e, RIEARIE LS (5 S s P Bl AR, HREZ A d
SRR A S R IERR A R T 18], IS8 U0k
AT DU A SR E 1) ) ORI, L AT 3
J1, BUBE AR SEAE 5 B DR E HIOR R I T SR
DAY RERR AR B A B AR
HAAT G S SE, #EZ BRI Z
ZER . ST IR ML oE R GEAE 78 7 T Sl
INANFY EE AL AR TP A E AR, RS RS,
FATA] DL — P R g FIALSEAE EAB #% T/ i
EEh P EAR . A E TR Y e, EAB
Xt WRBEAIALSE A A R A W, SO A H
B — A e T RE T 5 I AT L S5 At
fish Ffy P SIE B (9 45 R BIE EAB XS LSE AR T 5 X
SERTTE AT RE oA B T3 T W R M Bl A ey
SEQHLE, JEIE— I RIRHE R FREMR )
BRI o
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A Review of Study on Olfaction and Vision of
Agrilus planipennis Fairmaire

FAN Zhi-zhi, ZHANG Zhen, ZHANG Su-fang

(Key Laboratory of Forest Protection of National Forestry and Grassland Administration, Research Institute of Forest Ecology,

Environment and Protection, Chinese Academy of Forestry, Beijing 100091, China)

Abstract: Agrilus planipennis Fairmaire is an international quarantine pest. Its natural distribution area is in North-
east Asian countries, and it was discovered and caused serious damages in the United States and Canada in the early
20th century. In the 1960s, it occurred most seriously in northeast and North China, and then worsened in Tianjin,
Beijing, Liaoning, Jilin and other places. It mainly damages the Fraxinus species introduced from North America,
such as F. pennsylvanica Marsh, F. velutina Torr, F. americana Linn., etc. At present, the prevention and control of
A. planipennis is one of the key points of forest pest control research. The sensory systems are indispensable for in-
sect life, especially the olfaction and vision, which play a key role in the mating, oviposition, and host location of A.
planipennis. This paper reviews the current research on visual and olfactory sensory mechanism, summarizes the util-
ization research on the vision and olfactory of 4. planipennis, and lists the identification of the pheromones, plant
volatiles, olfactory receptors and visual receptors of A. planipennis. This can provides a prospect for further study on
the integrated mechanism of vision and olfaction of A. planipennis, in order to provide a basis for better prevention of
this pest based on olfactory and visual systems.

Keywords: Agrilus planipennis Fairmaire; olfaction; vision; olfactory related proteins; opsin
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