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Entomopathogenic nematodes for biocontrol of fall armyworm Spodoptera
frugiperda and their indoor/field control efficiency and influencing factors

Liu Qizhi" Cai Jiayi Zhang Xiaohan
(Department of Entomology, College of Plant Protection, China Agricultural University, Beijing 100193, China)

Abstract: The Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations announced in 2018 that fall ar-
myworm Spodoptera frugiperda was an important early warning pest. It was reported that, up to 2019,
26 provinces (regions and cities) in China have suffered from this pest. The larvae of S. frugiperda have
developed resistance to some chemical pesticides. For alleviating the resistance, entomopathogenic nem-
atode (EPN) featured with actively searching host pests have the potential for biocontrol of S. frugiper-
da. This review aimed to summarize the highly infective EPN species (strains) and their concentrations,
the susceptible instars of S. frugiperda larvae, EPN symbiotic bacteria and highly efficient infection,
EPN Ilethality to the larvae in fields and factors affecting the pest control efficiency. The hope is that it
can provide useful information for EPN utilization in the field as an effective biological control agent
against S. frugiperda.
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WA ,2019; 2 EJ5%:,2019a,b) . Wi FEE, A
1= ) () Fp RE SR K AU B M 9R R ik (K A A
2019) . FHO BT EAT T KA TR P RO R
BTTA Y K8 iy NI i = R X 2/ KN =/ N T N 0
FTE K Ry H ARG R, — & 0] AT 100 km,
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A NEE FE U bS8 PP b D R B HE Y s An
PO, RN 2 E R CAIENS,2020) , 1 SLHEE AT 7~
11000 2K, BeXd F oK A CHE AL KR
15 55 80 Z P VE W il . K 28 35 #6512 (Montezano et
al.,2018; T#:%,2019).

A R UG TERSS A ML R H iR £h 2
S 2P AR 2 2% J R R B il 300 55 2 9k FH e 4 il
B DT , AR A A BT IR R  H T R 5T
TR Y FE TS RE , TR 1Y 2 AE N 2 &7 AR
TS IR AR BE 0 25 1 5% b 25 1 (Al-Sarar et al.,
2006; B IS5, 2019; AT REMY ,2020) . Flis% Bt ZE A
Pr AL FOK (RTFR Bt 2K ) & — P48 1] 5 Hb 57 30y
TR . 7E S [, B TR — B EOKR AN
MAESEEY R T e, 20 22 90 4R LISk, 36 [H
T o AP AE Bt R SEIE TR M BT R gk Y T R 4 ol
(5RFLET,2020) . LB (2020)AF58 LB, R 00K
XS Bt KR EA =AW g pe i B E 5 Bt &
KK Bl B R P T TN 45 SR A Bl s |, B R OR KT
b BRI B AR i (BT AT IR PHPRRT LT,
2019; AL ,2020) . AW (2020) A ILE 753 F]
FHI 2B 45 B B T g S A1 (%) 3~5 4 1 1130, Pt
VT30 LA Bt KA R B B AR SR 0 9 5 b 5 3 0
ATRELR RN . (HESME 5T R, Bl % 5% Bt gt
PRI VE 4 O R S P L, o b SRR M X 5 ey TF ey 14D
Flcry24b2 FSEHTRFE R A Tk B 2774 T AN EFERE
M P (Siebert et al., 2008 ; Martinelli et al.,2017) .
FH AT DL , 76 5 b 57 02 i ) P R i B FOA 3 A
il v, DAt FH AL 224 25 FIRhAE Bt oK b 215K
WK T I 2 DR R R SR TR A TR ] 19 0 e B 1A 0
HEXT Bt £k A = A ST (= FLI,2020) , R Bh
SRR AW B 45 i B 5 S FH A AR5
IETEHT.

AF A T A e RTEI H A ORR ER H ELA
M BT M AP BRI K A D RE . AR TR | SR AR TR
Metarhizium anisopliae Fl Bt %104 W4 25 HA (47
AT RO A5, 38 T IR 28 B ARl W AR A
(RALHT,2020) . FHE BT M4 AT AN 5 32 1
R H Y (Wraight et al.,2010) . {HHRTE A AR
9T 3 B 18 B P AR G W s DT 7R Bk , 4N Garcia et al.
(2011 ) DA Hl SRR I 4y HOAAS A 3 38 ) R A6 A
Beauveria bassiana Bb42 TE &R X 2 # 4h B B &R
T 3K 96.6% ; FEBESE(2019) % 1 BRBRTE 118 B bk
1428 PR BIFY 48 SR 3R I HOT sl 5 73 ik 2 i 40 e 350K

RN 30%; B 7k 4 (2019) 1 Cruz-Avalos et al.
(2019) fiz 38 , BR 46 A {5 & 7 bk Bb39. Bb23 . Bb9.,
Bb40 . Bb19 1 Bb2 1 X B i1 5% 7% & B (1) B0 KA T
38% 1 929% Z [8], i G HUEBET R AF 19%~74% 2.
B o SRR AR YL R DU 0 F 2 L . A
1k ICIPE 78 Fl1 ICIPE 41 XHMEE#E 4l dt i EE %45
S A 87.0% F1 96.5% (Akutse et al., 2019) ; [ Kk
Ma22 , Ma41 F1 Mr8 Xt B 1 47] % 41 H 1) B K 38 38
100% (Cruz-Avalos et al., 2019) ; 3¢ [& &t B
Metarhizium rileyi W] {7 4% 3~6 I% 5 b 577 Ik 4l HL , Je%
Ay R R AL B 1 2278 5% J5 B SR Ik
SR X 3 4 R R YL R L, N 0.96%
(Ruiz-N4jera et al., 2013 ; 70k 55 ,2019) . LRAETR
7 3 T 1 B 7 K ) EEL T 4 6 B 5542 30T 70% (BBk il
4 2021).,

B Hudi S 2 A Sy A= W BT 1R Y — RS
BAAEZ008, ey st , F A FEET, 5
TR B, AR s A A, S AR N e A AR A
AV T8 A5 3 o, B PR A BU% PE (Griffin et
al.,2005) , Hid 2 2 32 19 A Ak AR S A T
2 AR E L FR N T, BA Fah T4k
Wi 7% T2 B9 FEE L REAE 48 h N 3 d g5 s pE T
(Gaugler & Kaya, 1990; Poinar, 1990; Andalé et al.,
2010) . H 20122 804EMR LR E 442k A 50 24
| RAESS SR AT K B B R VR R AR R
I FERRIN B2 b S0 [ 5 KR . H A Fn [l 2
2249 B Ak 7= i (Ehlers, 19963 Kaya et al., 2006) 1
Ry isci®  AEWH Bradysia odoriphaga (Ehlers, 1996 X1|
ZF R, 2002; A, 2019) /INHL# B Agrotis ypsi-
lon (7 34255, 2000 X 25 75 55, 2002 ) Fil S 42 1
Spodoptera exigua (Kaya, 1985) 25 + i ol B & &5 Fir
B 4 U A= Py B i6 57 (Ehlers, 1996 ; X1 75 i
4%,2002; Kaya et al.,2006) . H [ F A B HL 528
HBFIA R ST R RIS O A e T R 2 AR R
J& , B AE (2019) ISR R Hus Ik AR 28 S & |
B R TR BT | o A AP A A5 24 7] R it
FHE AR Je 28 -3 B —fE Wy o) i B OC R LA T T
AT T WFSE dE R 2538 s MR ik 55 (2019) FT Guo et al.
(2020) X B2 i 4 R 2IE K S5 AR A7 ) )
TAE YRR G AT TR LRI . A
SCKsAE R H IR R U = AR R E0BE T (B
ROR S K2R 3 A5 AT A 408 , LA A R
B U [ A RS I S RO AR S
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1 ENRNEFEMFT RIS RHER
mRERTMEERR

AT FRI R R R A (0 R ) SRR 25 &
55 1B AN, B R BOE W B A W] (Kaya &
Hara, 1981). it , —SEbft 5524 E H e T E N &
1RG0 B U S e R B it 3R 28 LA S BRE Ik
JERIRE , Lhte S H )3 i o A 2800 it FH ik 2 Fn
FlE
11 BHRELZASHUELM(MR)RERE

ANTR) ) B H g S e o (i 2R ) B R %o e
TRIR A R R A BOLREA . 55 (2020) 7E
ENIAE T 4P E U [ 2 OG5l 53 7% ik () BOE
1, e sN 3 bk 3 (G 2k R, Steinernema carpocapsae
AL i 325 B0l 5 R LU 50 1, fR 2% 36 h
Ji B M TR 2 4 A U BE TR R 92% ;5 1 R T IR
WS, longicaudum X-7 i Z 5 F M 50 kA0 LL
50: 1IN A2 Y% 36 h 5 R BT M 2 1 4 U FE T
R 80% ; Fo 75 R FCEL 1 S. feltiae SN it R 5 HE
b TR I A A 400 1R, 423 36 h 5 FEHL BT
1% 2 4 BB TR Ky 88% ; FE T /M 2k R Herer-
orhabditis bacteriophora H06 fi 2 5 5l 0% 7% 1 %%
R 400 1B, 1244 36 h 5 REHb ST 2 i 40 Ui
FET- %K 32%., iR g5 KW WG TR S /MT Ll
HOG6 ¢t F2 06T B b 5 78 9% 1) 350 A B AT T R A, 3
HICE . (A AR I L 2R | de Souza et al.
(2012) WF 5% & B S /NFIF4k U Heterorhabditis 145
P T G2k BB Steinernema 119 4% HL X 55 b 33 727 1k

O YL =

Leyva-Hernandez et al. (2018) 7£ 3£ 56 % 254
M %E T Steinernema riobrave %t 5.1 27 72k 3 154 HL
29 T3, 4351 2L 100,250 1500 12 3 12k /40
(infective juveniles/larva, IJs/larva) 3 /¥ & #1712
Ye FEFZ YL 96~168 h 5 , He & R 500 1Js/larva i 2 4E
R TR 90% , B T HALMR 3082 . Sanchez et
al. (2019) 7R S50 % 25 MINE 1T S/ MR HL 200,
300.500F1750 1s/larva /> ¥ 2 X% B0 53 006 3 1%
AR YL Sy, 25 0 BRI SR 750 Ls/larva B, &
KA R 32 F 5N 53.33% , B HB DTk 3 5 41 HL A K
T2 84.44% ORI U T HAB 3 M . LA EEE
AR, Bl R e I e sk A O, 2 32 3 R
B R B 2 % & (Leyva-Herndndez et al., 2018;
Sanchez et al.,2019) . {H Andal6 et al.(2010) 7 SZ 46
A FIE T 150,200,250, 300 F1 350 1s/larva
FLAURE W S. arenarium Fl 5 /NFLEHL RSCO2 & 7
Xof Bl S e 4 AR 7, B 200 1s/larva e J3E
THYS. arenarium F5/NT2R L RSCO2 /iy 22 X0 H
TR Mk 4y U B0 1 B4 fehi , B SR R AE TR
B2h 1009 F177.5% , FeEUw F1 A FEREE e BE R34 Tin
MG . 2 R HU S 2 i Z2 1, g A% L )
SxEAT A P A LGRS B B R,
KHET- (Zenner et al.,2014) , L E H , B Huk Rk
BB R AAEERERZ ., BREENXETR
Hug i 2 HRR a3 NV B R AR G DA
HHRPMRIEC AR Z (£ 1),

R BUERAEMARHEHRHERFERERT(RR) RERE

Table 1 Highly efficient entomopathogenic nematode species (strains) and their concentrations against

the larvae of Spodoptera frugiperda

5 B U S R (2R

Efficient entomopathogenic nematode

ELOE o8 ke BF A~ o 3%
Hgﬁ/iaﬁ(i%& BT Tﬁf@zﬁlﬁt? Sy
Optimum nematode Mortality of
Reference

species (strain) concentration/(1Js/larva)  S. frugiperdal%
W& TR 5/ MTER H Heterorhabditis bacteriophora 40 65 Zamora & Markelyn, 2019
TR 5/ NI HU HPSS 1 & H. bacteriophora HP88 200 75 Calle, 2019
FETR /MR I H. bacteriophora 750 84 Sanchez et al., 2019
WE TR S/ N HLU H. bacteriophora 200 78 Garcia et al., 2008
St/ L RSCO2 i & Heterorhabditis sp. RSC02 200 98 Andal¢ et al., 2010
SR HURSCO2 i R Heterorhabditis sp. RSC02 170 65 Zamora & Markelyn, 2019
H. indica 400 75 Garcia et al., 2008
Steinernema diaprepesi SRC 100 100 Caccia et al., 2014
S. arenarium 200 100 Andalo et al., 2010
LR HUIBCB-n6 /it & Steinernema sp. IBCB-n6 280 100 Garcia et al., 2008
S. riobrave 500 90 Leyva-Hernandez et al., 2018
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1.2 BHRFERLEHSHELFE S 7L HARH
AF T RO R R TR & & B BO B HU
£k i (1) 5 JEtE AN [A] (Kaya & Hara, 1981) . 2 HiX B
Hugg Jir 2 Hh s ) Je, B s D T A R B e 8, 3R
530 H EL H TS5 R R B S S AT A A 40
2558 AR O 2 R UGS . EIE SR
FWT, Bt BRI 1 TE 7 M2 U SN R IR G 72 h
Ji HoXF 34 A LC,, o 110.58 Ts/mL, X 6 #54) Ht
Y LCs M 93.35 Is/mL (& 3R) ;4% 50 1 H%E LL bk
/N I BT TG R AL ALY R AR G 36 h )5, FE ML 571K
1% 2 I 5 W4 U BET -2 53 501 R 92% i1 1009% (22
BRoRAE,2020) 5 BV R S/ MTLE HUR YL 72 h 5 145
B TRMEER 2 W4 I TR 50% KT 3.
4 5L FET R S IR A U AET R e i, A
75% (Calle,2019) ; ¥ 400: 1 AR5 HERLE R S/ VT2
HHO6 Fh A ZYe36 hiT , H b 57 7% ik 2 4 A S % %)
(RIFET A3 5N 32% F1 67.5% (54545, 2020) ;
BARE S N Z L H. beicherriana 129472 hg , Hot
O TR 3 WA LAY LC,, oM 300.28 1Js/mL, X 6 i
X MUY LCy, oM 227.60 1Js/mL. Oscheius chongmin-
gensis H/NFFREME A (Liu et al.,2012) , HAR YL 5
IRk 3 A4 72 h ), LC,, 4 6 847.40 1Js/mL, %
Ye 6 W4 A LC, M 4 486.40 IUs/mL (1523 ) ., &
JI 3K o 2 5 — 5 T AT A8 H 1AK% 4 A R A
B T T RN R G Ui N R R G AL 5
— 7 18 W] R B TSR/ R AT R B A
Yy 5 11 2 AN CO, S5 75 J2 4 A /b, BRTIG s ol 17 46 1l
1R B g BEAIR (BRE )55, 2000) .
{EAAG WIS B, Bl R ST I8 B g 1
Xof [ MU Ji 26 i A U PE R . Fuxa et al. (1988)
I RE T R SRR G 1.3 .5 I I 40 o R o e
I% 307 FG 2k ML Mexican ity & 09 B0 | 9 £k 4R g
J5 184 B IFET %35 97.1%~100% , 3 {440 HL i Bt
T2 %N 38.09%~67.3%, T 5 % 4 B () 58 12 % N
10.09%~63.3%. TEif FHZk B B 2 1 1.3 .5 i 4l
T MR BE 250 SR B SE TR A TR L AU
7.0%~20.0%, 5 Kaya (1985) Fl Calle (2019) £ izt 1
SERAHI o AT U PH A S B SR 2 R B ¥ b B
W11 2 PRI rh, T AT MDA B 2R (5 RO
B HRUI Ji 4 H X 1l 5 7R 0 O o R, DA
FEAE A FH (] B YA 4R
1.3 BHRRERE RSt s RETR /1
4 B MU S OB E 1 A F2 6, o] DL a1

Ji LT PRI AL B 2 B A 2 A A
I RO A Bty AR AN B e A A P A 2
FIRNEADIF RO Z B I R
IR S R FBUR A SIE G E48 h
N AE R HL 25 3 (Forst et al., 1997) . 5 2 Hus gk
e R HAG AR B SC I G 45 R o , AR TR e/
Sk Plutella xylostella M 1. Helicoverpa armigera
FIEI SR e S AN R) 27 33 B, B AT AR S A B0 )
(Abdel-Razek, 2003 ;2006) , 7 B & Hu i Lk dufA iy
AR AR F PG A A R ETS.
2 5 AT 0 A AR 2 (R B T R R
PRI LA (R AZR55E,2008) 3l & i SOE R 3L A
PRXT IV e SOOGS0 2 i T HL A TR %) 00 g
5 AT EATRY R U R AR B IF HAN R4 R
Pty Y e A= TR B b SR 9 1 B0 ) AN [] (de Mar-
co Salvadori et al.,2012) . de Marco Salvadori et al.
(2012) W % T 5 /NFT 26 L NETEP12, NETEP15,
NETEP30 .NETEP32 /iy £ LA M 37 [G 28 HU NETEPOS
NETEP06 .NETEP07 .NETEP33 i}y £ K HH /B Xf
b DT 5 05 A A B O L 25 R R VTR
41 NEPET12 .NEPET15 NEPET30 # NEPET32 /il &
R Bl TR Y BOE 530 R 77 % . 69% .56%
H155% , 1 HAEAs (1) 3642 B 12H-A (15H-S \30H-B FI
32H-E X & b 5% 15 % 14 B8 8 4 5 96% . 95%
89% F 75% , ¥4 e T HA HUA B X 4y U B
I Howmr ok A B G4k B 4 4> 5 & NETEPOS . NE-
TEPO6 . NETEPO7 #i1 NETEP33 9 3t 4 B 5S-L .
6S-J.,7S-U Fll 33S-C Xif 5 1l 57 77 ik 4y AL 59 BOIE K
P UG U R B FRUG D 2k Ay A TR0 B B i 4 T
HRKMIGTIRE ST KL, PE— A o7 26 d 3t
A BN R BT YR SR O R

2 ERHRIRZ R B AR R S AU

FL U JRLZE L 76 B b S ik I 9 H R
BLL T P FEEN A B B, H ()RS A 5 B 1 FAF
FEIRAEN D o DAL T J2 ) H )R B 25 S
FEN A AU S OL T, R RIFR (b 2R 1 B Ui
JE 24 HR A T (] 6 0 b B PR M P BT VA SR AN . JE
TR iy FG2k it SN 2R 7E 3.7x10° 10s/hm FJ 5 X #E
A B AR T R %6 0h 65.80% , W TR /)N
FF£& 1 HO6 5 2 7E 1.6x10° Ws/hm? F) & F % #1547 4l
A ()R E S 3R 50k 28.04% (R R R ) .
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3 BHIFRZE BB EE & &8 HEIE
MRWZImEZ=

FH 71 5 i) B2, P it 2k 1 445 e, B 3 e AR 1Y
PRIZ R T e UFP (i R ) SOHGRI i S A IR 2R 5, i
A 5t HHARA R FEA PR 3R, Qi A Sk
KN it ] ARt FH 407 2
31 EYREE

2 O [ O (it 2R ) B HCAE T T 4t FH 7)o
JESL M B 5 R RO SCR N AR Z — . TeH
I LR Bt SN iy 2R FIE TR 57 /M2 L HO6 i R AR S
M S Mk 3 R 4B 72 h AR IEFE TR N
100.00% , 2Bk S/ INFF 2 HUAR 2% 3 #2401 11 72 h s A%
EBET 30 70.00% (FRF 3R o Fo75 KR 43 5]
1E2.5%10° 1Js/hm? F12.5x10° TIs/hm> 7 F X 5l 57
TR gk 2y H ) RS IE HLETURR R 43 5 R 30.3%
(Richter & Fuxa, 1990)f146.0% (5% %) .
32 EEYEE
32,1 BE

IR B R IR R VB R T
FBEFEH AR Z 2] KR HE N ER . 45
22 ZFF (1998 WFSE T IRLBE X TE 7 A ikt th & 7 250
FISEI , 25 SRR 00, 78 10°C A F R 30°C L £k dR
ek T B A, LE 12°CH130°C F Al & F 2 M, H
K EHHAE ST AE 1528 CYU IR N, B 25 6 THA
2R R U IR, s B AR KR 25°C, [
— W Fh AN [F) i R B AN R T R I R
il HE T a2 B S ek s I R E M
B IR XTR U A AT S R Y A B
M. Gouge et al.(1999) BF5¥ & B i T 35~37C I
FE 2 i W2 B A i ST, SR AR A R TR A TR R
24°C., S. riobrave {3 YL Hit SR i ) fe AL /2 25°C
Shapiro-Ilan et al.(1999) 7E 5245 % Z54F T, M 1 i
JEEXT B HURS R LR Y H IR -2 B Diaprepes ab-
breviatus = 578 ST W52, FLEE T S. riobrave Vg TH
SENFF 2R 5L Heterorhabditis indica = Fh 2k i 1 75
I3, 65 R 3 Fh Lk dirE 21 CHF A7 TR T 24 °C B
27°CH B FE J7 . Hazir et al. (2001) #1595 45 5 o~ ,
5 AN FG 2R 3R 2R AE 25 °C 1 28 CCHHMZ YL 27 T8 T 1Y
B AR P, I AE 8 CHF 25 EFET- RIS (R fe i . DAk
F 5 2R TR BE e 2 B U [ 2 T 97 3 2 2 130
FAVREAS R, 35 B A I 2 B R I R T 4
322 BE

VERA W10 A PR iGHI ), B s 2k s mT

TERR ATy 1 BE AR X 548 (1) R 58 rh 38t
T YRR X R U A RN B AR LA S
M, H7 P2k ORISR /AR HUAE AR RN 2514 B A7
R 2ZFI K, Liu et al. (2003) BF 55 22 B , 7EAH X
JREE R 97% 45 F T ALRE 72 h, 2 Fp il R4 1l 3 Fp 2
INFTE L A7 3 2R 38 [, 3 5 ik i PR AE AR X
JiF 85% £AF T YR SEAL B 24 h, 37 FR 4R S AGAE IS 2R %
A 25 B T /TS R A T R 2R B3
309%~50%. [FIFhZk BAEAS R BE 45 14 B A2 TS %
FEH AR AR . Glazer (1992) #1 Glazer et al.
(1992) LA T 45% . 60% F1 80% HFH X B 2544 T /1N
BB G2k e S e LA 3, S5 R R HE
AR BE R 60% FIAS AT TR0 9 2544, Ze i ff
5 R FNEIE 134G P ; i B T 4 8 B XT
KT IGZ I NCI i R 675 R M4k 1L Biosys 369
i 2R NEIRIT G HUNY 001 5 &R RGN R
L Oswego /il & 1 Tuscarora /it 2 5 7] B2, 45
FW T A Bk e R ) 35 0 4 B 11 Sk s
K TEARIR L ST B U 2 Ay B 77 AT LLIE
i RIEROKRIRAE . AR 13 bl 2k U 4Ly
FHRBET R — A, (B K G F B AT I
PAE- LY S o

T By i it 10 SR A S 1 T v e AR 4 U
RIBUR 1k Spodoptera litura FEARIE B AR R Lo %
B, S AT 28 B o [ s i v AN
FET- 5 (85%~95% ) fm T X R FE T3 (22% ) , i J
Y i1 2R B i B AIG (Glazer, 1992; Glazer et al.,
1992) o AR HUG0 2 IR FN R SN R S I , 32
e B2 U [ 4 HRUTE ) A8 1 FH AR, , — S8 851
PRI I B 2 AR RO T 2R C 2 AT R B
Bt (Glazer et al., 1992; BREEHES,2016) .
3.2.3 FsLEesat

AHXF S, H F R e B 2 oot B v 35 iy
B I BTz okt i 3 R B R A
J PR FH (8] Bl 1A 350 R AN BRAR 28 AR UV-B 55 5 &
HEMAEK A Z—. NIRIIESMR S R A
JRZk B PE R, B F5 1R 55 (2019) LU HR & 7 2515
B Y B e SR O BIF SR RL T T 2220 WA
40 W 2 A BRI e 1 [ 2k U (SE 35 7ROk U S,
kraussei) F155 /N6 B & ( Heterorhabditis brevicau-
dis F1 H. megidis )4 P B HUpe 4 L9 i R IR IR
PG, FEIIE 73X 94 i RE N KIS IR Galleria
mellonella WIEUHL T , 45 R E RN AR ST 5 A5
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(49 > il Rk U T ok & AR 3584k, 20 W R4
2R 5T 30 min J5 , I RISk L 0639C F10663TD
i F 0 R I (R 3OO 4 e, Herh 0639C it £ I EL
T W E T, FETE IIRER B 0661YM i Z: Y35
1 BEEREAR, A5 i R BB 13 B &R
324 WHEALERREREL

P 1] it P S ER SR R, I 25 2200 vl Bl
5 B R 7 WSS 1ok 908 o N 11 3 U I A 9 FL A/
H T BE S B HUI R 2 U T LR R A T
AP AiFF 57 2 0H | FHAE A R FH FEL sl 58 25 7 Mo it [+
I (1.6x10°Ws/hm?) [AI B (i 52 ) e L (FE 75 Rk 2
HOSN b R ), HB IR RCR AN R, 5T 19 5 b 07 3 I
4y HURE IE U GE FR R 26.5%, J5 & B9 T ik 39.3%
(P R%).

— MR FL BN 25 A U S EAS K T 1.2 mm
IKETI/NT 0.5 MPafi L T, 26 H iy e Hh 55 A
T TR AN SZ 5200 . Garcia et al. (2008 ) BIFST & 8 L 5l
5 %% %% (200kPa . D8 W Al DC4AS I a% ) Mt s i) it
UE M FLAE 0.30 mm DAF A2 H. indica FHT R4k
H IBCB-n6 i R M5 i, B L/ 22 0.15 mm B, 26
o1 A s S R 0 24 309%~50% ., Garcia et al. (2008)
T 7GR [0 5 11 PTH % 25 2 3k T 5 55 1 ) J
W 86 3o 308 P 5 L IR /N o) B FRLU T A 0 SR (1) 5%
Wi, 45 5 7R, 76 200 kPa JE /1 F , AT1110015VS £S5
Ry 5 s ot 30 PG 28 e IBCB-n6 i 2 FUTETE 2R (75% ) s
5, %) H. indica BIAFIE % (90% ) JC i 520 ,
Ji PR = 2 5 0 g ) L /D (0.15 mm) A ¢, Ho Al
5 75 B IE 25 % AI11003VS . D3-DC25 . D8-DC45 it
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