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A first interception at Shanxi port of the scale insect
Neopinnaspis harperi Mckenzie
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Abstract: [ Aim] Neopinnaspis harperi Mckenzie is a scale insect in the family of Diaspididae. The insect feeds on various fruits,
nursery stocks and flowers. N. harperi is mainly distributed in America, Japan and the island of Taiwan, China, while has never
been detected in mainland China. N. harperi was intercepted for the first time in May 2016 at Shanxi port, on fruits of cherimoya,
Annona squamosa originating from Taipei. [ Method] We identified the species by observing and checking the micro-morphological
characteristics. [ Result] A risk assessment indicates that N. harperi consitutes a high risk of invasion for Chinese subtropical areas.
[ Conclusion] Once established, N. harperi can easily spread, due to the presence of several host plant species. The phytosanitary

control of imported host plants should be strengthened.
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Fig.2 Female adult of N. harperi (Miller & Davidson,1990)
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Table 1 The main known host plants of N. harperi

Al Family

JEDF Genus or species

PRl Altingiaceae
Rl Anacardiaceae

JeTHERE Apocynaceae
A5 B Aquifoliaceae
T El Celastraceae
1IZEBEE} Cornaceae
HliEl Ebenaceae
FHASF} Ericaceae
FUIEL Escalloniaceae
KEF} Euphorbiaceae

HF} Fabaceae

I EREEL Fagaceae

SRRl Hamamelidaceae
IR} Juglandaceae

}5R} Lauraceae

TJE3EF} Lythraceae
AR 2ZEL Magnoliaceae
Hi 2R Malvaceae

Z&F} Moraceae
ABEEL Oleaceae

THAEL Pittosporaceae
BHAF} Platanaceae
1 JEHRE} Proteaceae

FZ=Fl Rhamnaceae

5Bl Rosaceae

PEH AL Rubiaceae
AL Salicaceae

TRl Santalaceae

JoH TPl Sapindaceae
TEFFl Schisandraceae
L EFF Styracaceae
Z5F} Theaceae

LEWF Liquidambar styraciflua
LEHFLE Schinus molle
ELFEHIBUAR Schinus terebinthifolius
JeATBE Nerium oleander

LW Hex opaca

K845 Evonymus japonicus

112K BT Cornus

TiB Diospyros kaki

TR Arbutus unedo

g & BRI Escallonia rubra

WA Vernicia fordii

&AW Acacia

MR 4GB Acacia melanoxylon
- yia Cytisus scoparius

RIT#% Castanopsis cuspidata
f1KF Lithocarpus edulis

FE MR Quercus laurifolia

TRLIKE Quercus nigra

W JEWAE Quercus virginiana
AL 26 Hamamelis virginiana
11##k Carya

BEHEAR Juglans nigra

#2EL Persea americana

I A A Umbellularia californica
f1#4 Punica granatum

IR Magnolia soulangeana
$kZ% Hibiscus rosa-sinensis

AR AW AE Lagunaria patersonii
W Sparrmannia

ToAEHR Ficus carica

IKIER Ligustrum obtusifolium
YRz v1 Ligustrum ovalifolium
JHEE Olea europaca

YA ZHN IR Pittosporum undulatum
Feti Platanus occidentalis

M TEAMITT 52838 Hakea salicifolia
BRFNW IR Macadamia
HIFRE* Ceanothus spinosus
PUZ=T F Cotoneaster microphylla
IR LA Crataegus opaca

MM Eriobotrya japonica

f1ff Photinia serratifolia

0% MR Prunus caroliniana
%95 Rosa

BT I8 Rubus

KAFRE Cephalanthus occidentalis
&5 Dovyalis caffra

BRI Salix discolor

W2 2E Viscum

X5 TN Acer palmatum

6% B3k )\ Hlicium floridanum
INETRF Styrax

HAE Camellia japonica
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