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Abstract: The phytosanitary identification standards for quarantine pests in import inspection are important reference for phytosanit-
ary identification work. Currently, there are a total of 446 species ( genera) of imported quarantine pests in China, and a total of 479
quarantine identification standards have been issued for them, covering 423 species ( genera) of quarantine pests in the catalogue. In
order to understand the current status of the standards, identify existing problems, and make timely improvements, this article con-
ducts a statistical analysis of the existing phytosanitary identification standards, summarizes their characteristics, and analyzes the
problems. At present, the establishment and revision of China’s phytosanitary identification standards are developing rapidly, show-
ing characteristics such as continuous updating, multi-party cooperation, diverse and comprehensive methods. However, the stand-
ards still have certain problems in terms of completeness, timeliness, standardization, innovation, and system planning. Therefore,
systematically improving phytosanitary identification standards, comprehensively developing advanced identification technologies,
and accelerating the construction of the standardized system will help promote the long-term development of plant quarantine work
and is of great significance for maintenance of economic trade and biosecurity in China.
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HERRREAL FRAR 1 3 Fh (#5415 ,2017) , Hirb A
Y TERRUESE DA IEBERG E E F AE o S e R R
Ji bR, DN 2000 FTF 46 K& AR, ARG RE 4 E TAE
PSR . 0T TR B TR AR 0 5 A A %
A FEA AR e T g o, A BT T
i 2 L RG92 os oE T 2 1)  FE BCAR, e B o ]
R B B et | A AR A 928 68 o bR v AR R I P Ak
P& TR TAE B BT, PR R TR IEY %
4, ATl EARER B A LIRS & R
22022 4F 11 A N R R S35 A8 A i P
BEAYL Y (2021 4EFH) (H A R E
K BB YR EE],2021) A E AW E 14
TR E S RE bR v, R 2 A v BRCDR B LR A, X H
FEAE B AR T 25 42 A OGS, DA Ry FR [
SR IR bR HE I E ST S

1 RE#AEEVEEEEELEYREETE
FRAEIIR
1.1 fREBEEEE

2007 45 A 29 H, KE KA R RN RIEE
PESSAH IR AR Y 44 5% ), HERE R A
YT 435 (&) G EZ UG AN 2 2021 4
4 19 H, FESEEREENEATFH AP I E] 446 Fp
(&) CRMBLAE,2021) , #(E 2022 4F 11 A, KIE
BEXFRERE A BENEAT Az W) KA A R 48 R bR AL
479 T, Forh | [E bR iE 154 0 A7l e 318 1T I
bR 7 300 95 I R L 168 T0 ARSI 9 T | BB
122 350 J5% R 60 T 2 L 24 T B 53 T K2k
B 43 T A SR A4 Sy 423 B (B AEAEY, B
FREL 145 T (&) BARZhY) 8 B (FLHE 115 Fh
TXLEW) 55 Bl 2Rt 20 B TR 39 B B AL BT 41 Fi
(&) o 7350 A 6 P EE VA F A Wy A2 S E bR
HEC SEIUHE 1 R A, b e HLUw 2 A AR 1
P OEE 2 PRI R 1 R, HATOSA 17 kR 1k
A A AT 7E AR I A R S Ao, R LR 3
Fir ARSI 1 Rl BB 9 B A% AW 4 B (R
1), Hi FURBIER Otala lactea (Miiller) F (i
BSITE Chalara fraxinea T. Kowalski L E YR
TEF I 224 DI AR Ay, 15D H i e 3R T8
A, ol /D M FORBIESE B S AR TSR, 2018)
AN AR S R B Leptosphaeria maculans
(Desm.) Ces. et De Not.  VEZE LR E Burkholde-

ria gladioli pv. alliicola ( Burkholder ) Urakami ez al.
SEA AR ) R JORH I A S S A e (T 4ROk
AN AR OGS E HOR IR S T e, i S 286 3R 5
fitF45% =X 2 V7 ( polymerase chain reaction, PCR) £ il
FUDBUH PCR A I 45, A K AT BETE b S ily | 347 AH
KA S E AR E Y 1 7E (B0 KA, 2018) AT,
Z s RN R S o B e A E A A
A A X R v, AR b A7 7 R A ) R
HERY T B
F1 KEERBELEERENE
EYKRBEEEEEY

Table 1 Imported plant quarantine pests without
quarantine identification standards

eS| i
Classification Species
B Insect ZR Wy Lepidosaphes tokionis ( Kuwana)

I H U4 Sahlbergella singularis Haglund
R Phenacoccus solenopsis Tinsley

EUNTILY] FURBIERR Otala lactea ( Miiller)
Mollusk
HEE Fungus 7 WA 0 T Apiosporina morbosa ( Schweinitz )
von Arx

FIEHS OB Chalara fraxinea T. Kowalski

BRI B4 45 9% 1 Gymnosporangium  fuscum R.
Hedw.

B N8R Leptosphaeria libanotis ( Fuck-
el) Sacc.

FFAER B R RIZIRE Leptosphaeria maculans
(Desm.) Ces. et De Not.

FN R S MR E WG B Monosporascus cannonballus
Pollack et Uecker

JR B FEBE IR B8 Peronospora hyoscyami de Bary f.
sp. tabacina (Adam) Skalicky

JE OB i ME S 5 R B Uromyces  transversalis
(' Thiimen) Winter

IR A B T Mycosphaerella linicola Naumov
VRS IERR B Burkholderia gladioli pv. alliicola
( Burkholder) Urakami et al.

ARTFEMESEA A Xylella fastidiosa Wells et al.
HEANH ORISR Pyrenochaeta terrestris ( Hansen )
Gorenz, Walker et Larson (Sackett) Young et al.
Wi YN R EE Pseudomonas syringae pv. pisi

IR L)
Prokaryotes

1.2 FREMBHEST

PR ST b v A 0 £ B AT AR AT RE g ke
YIS D T BRI O 5 45 B R ) I8 #A aE
WIS ER K AT BRI (255 5, 2021)
i 1 AT FEE LAY 479 A MIRG PE VA E A
Y E bR ET | 19.83% (95/479) IIFRMERRIE /N T 5
a (2017—2022 4 11 H), S M B 4, 49.90%
(239/479) IR HEFRIE R 5~ 10 a (2012—2016
) 104 30.27% (145/479) BIAREFRIBTE 10 a LA
(2011 4 S VAT ) , IR 2 38 O o B B o
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Fig.1 The number of published phytosanitary

identification standards of quarantine pests
1.3 tREEETTERR

TR PSR EMEAT T A W R 22 T 1k B A
Y ST e AR e A A AT
2. TEHRIE KA 479 WA ERED B 4EE
di s AL, I 304 TR HER BB S BE Tk
BRIEAS S, 43 50 170 F 53 bR X 4+
ARG 2 A T 8 S T vk, Ho 4 AR
FUGE T T EALSRE M PCR PG E i PCR
X PCR \DNA FIEASAE  Sope = e Ty ik 2 2
BX A 2 W I 72 75 ( enzyme-linked immunosorbent as-
say, ELISA) | X3 A4 Je . Tilg B A 95 W2 B 00 7
(double antibody sandwich enzyme-linked immunosor-
bent assay, DAS-ELISA) DA} = EEHUIARIE U Bk e %
W BFH (triple antibody sandwich enzyme-linked immu-
nosorbent assay, TAS-ELISA) . 4k, 84 26 TipriE
W5 KA SRR AR S T R DL R 1 TR A0 2 3
Tk, XSCMEbRIE A 338 TARUE(U AL T 1 A
R S5 Ik, Hor 298 THUR HITE 2527 M8 0E 71, 36
TR 3 ¥ AWy S e Ok 3 WUk P e e 4 e 7
T, 1 TR T A AR A 358 T ik s HOAR Y 139 TR ifE
21 bR AL 2 Fh K2 DL 107 B E AT AR E 1 A
PEATHEE , 118 THUAR 1R F 22 07 04 2L [R] 2 72, 4
GBT36815—2018( 45 I i B A5 e 42 7E 7 15
& I3 TR S A R BT S AR UER &, A
Y AR BN A Diaporthe vaccinii Shear

HRARGETH b, A 200 AR e A AR Y

Y SE BRI R 10 58 58 R AN AR ] A g3 M e
BESSERRME R 1 ThR Y ROE AR5, o
i SR FH DA BRI G 2e W B o = 4K LA I % 5 PCR
BSER 2 RE fiE PCR (IR F AR XL ) 38 7 94 Tk
P BE RS FELTK I 2 ) P25 5 T . BRAEBE T B2 A1,
HRRREEA FAEW R EMER LS 2T
A, HAR Y I s a R R S (B R S
Jrh  RE 20N A F AR YA M, AR 1
B RGP PR 2 R RGBT 2 1 S A i rh 4 T
HEWF TR 2 R L Do A ) 2 S e
Fo I E A F (AR TE 2021 ) K BE T 41 B BR 2L
St | A PR R W A A AT B T Ik A (R
2007) , 2 RER P I7 ik

S | /e S8 e | R (Y W N2
SR IR TR 22 0K 13 M A 5 A ) A S A o
T, o AR AR S O TR O RS,
A B B R S TR B R 2 — U
P RBRE RSB v SRR A DA B L R AT Y R R
RUSCHRE T BRI S P i R B A4
AN, CARZ RS E bR R T 280 5 gk
B, RIEATR S I R m A e g5 1
(AR 1 5 ] S R AR R 2 s e X ) & e
Bz —,

2 REHEBEEYREREEEEVRESTE
RENEERS
21 EEMAHEMASEERFEEGMBER
MIEL T AT AR AR & A B0 M 2003 AF A
HH S8 392 PR A 8 A A A RE B HE A 2003 4F T
TR X Z L I i AT (R AR )RS S b AR A T T 447
1 2011—2013 4F-[8] , 7 [ K28 55 5 b v A7 & A 450
IRETE 40 2012 AEARHER A AT 89 T, X2
FRE N 2008 4247 E A T 2 B bk & R I B, T
JEXTANTR ) I AR, S A A 85 57 ) A i v Ak
FARGIRE PR A A ) A Bl 2 St G Sl 38 o ) 34 (K
H¥55,2020) , 5 G A I, 3% = T 2007 42 &40 T
(AN RS SR A R e M E A 4458
TR AAGEIRE S 2 At DR 3 A PR 8 A ol R o
R MR B3 A PTG I (E] 249 3, BRITAT 2011—
2013 AFARE R ATPRMERE W B3 2 (T3 5E,2021)
IEAR,2015—2018 4[], T [ 6 15 4 i R AT & A i
A /INERE T i — e FE B & T 2012—2013 4F
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WEEREAR TRZEA FEAY LIk 81 (o,
EL o 51 R 12 Fh R 5 R L 4 B R AR
Y6 F L 2 F BRI 1 Fl) | BR T AH R AR E
Y TE AR E AT S (TR EREKAE, 2015) , Qg X 22 A
Y148 Cacoecimorpha pronubana ( Hiibner) %2 ¥ 4%
ﬂ‘]‘ﬁi%(Sowbane mosaic virus, SoMV) S IR
(IRIEER EAEYIAE 2015—2018 4R KA T IR K
FRifE,

25 1, N 2000 4E 24 BE 5 by s AW 0, 3K
X THAREAS TR ST, TR A AR,
PR TG A 2 68 A v B AN BT B, e S T B
TRGE YRR HE R R AR AHES B AL
22 BHEEHITIRESIE

TR A0 A 92 4 A vl 32 B2 o E R g
Ko J B 27 W 92 B RN OC R Ge 42 K, 45 Hb 7 K E AL
¥ R R BRI B i AR 2 5 3L R 58 ., N GB/T
31792-2015¢ [n] H 25 15t 975 ik oA Ko 38 45 5 7 1) v
R S A BRI B | A% P [ 2k ]
oA N B R L BT S5 A S A g A S A
[FIHEHE GB/T 36852 —2018 ¢ V. YN AL K S22 55 T4 K6 925
W TE T %) PR R ARG 0 G P A A B AT B L B AR
Ko SR e N BRI E g ARG 50 R ) |
RN Y 1) RRC YN AR I ES PR S NN R L 503
RE R FE 2, LA K SN/T1144-2020( 51 24 J& ¥ 2
Y TE TR B AR N RN R S NI A
SRR e B AL Rl R H AT UL e R R
BREWFFEBE S R 505 M O R AL BHIF LAY 2 [A]
FEREF= 27 WA, T Bk 55 AR 4G 90 K 2
G T BT ARXS AT R T A ) S A U
2% (T ESE 2013 FKERIHESE 2013)
23 EEFESHN . ZEL

FEHTTC & AT MR S e bR i, 29.02% bR
HEA R BT 1 Fh e 7 i, Hoh 3o bR ifE vl LI 2
Pl 2 A DL_E A5 T i T R, 2R S
T AN ARG R PR 85 v n] DAL R % 32 A, 402 SN/T
2666-2010¢ 5 15 4 T 1 22 75 s T K2 88 e 7 vk ) mf
PEHIE A5 e 22 800 F AW 27 2858 Tk, SN/T
1362-201 14 e e B 92 S o J7 1) vl ik IR 282 |
IR B L AR S T W R ER £
Ty 3 ) 68 e DA it v e % 46 7 5 R ) v i e
s GB/T35271-2017( T KA L7 5% 45 i 75 K6 158 48 0E
774 RBUMLYE 277 75 ( DAS-ELISA) #1474 W) 2F

J7 ¥ (RT-PCR) J [] 48 5 H A5 2, SN/T 3162 -
2021 RIEEELURY W R e 48 E T57 1% ) R BUE 255405
RS F A2 5 (SRR 206 PCR) kW %58 K
FERESUR Y Planococcus minor ( Maskell ) ,

3 REHEEVYKREHEAEEEYRESRE
TR A BT (0] /0 R B I8
3.1 WEERMENKREEHRER

TR A A 1 A B A B MR A 5 A W R 92 S
WERE T 423 Fh (@) R tE T E 4, A 6 Wikt
B EAEY R bR EL T B S8 K K A ol 52t A
BB, A 17 Pk e A A A R N Y A 5
YTERRUE, AR, 2 s Ay AR R A R JT i
FI A LA Ay B A i e 32 5 o e, U8 Hh g A
SRR AR B AR U, W44 5% b SE S b g (R R
) R SRS Rhagoletis pomonella ( Walsh ) i
X L ARG 58 5 E b vfE SN/T 1383 —2004 ( 351
MR M E TV ) o MR PRI FE T R A 17 Ak
PEA AW R S e AR, % 44 S b L Ol H
DL ZSTEIEA T8 4 0 b U R D 78, b B R 28 25
I ICARAE TR, PRUE R A T AR BRI e
3.2 EotRERBMEEE

S IR G 92 S b HEAE AN T & A1 T8, {ELATS
A 30.27% IR EFR I C#Eid 10 a, W1 SN/T 1106-
2002 #2158 i 3 22 o TR R 928 7k ) L SN/T 1132 -
2002 #AMF 2 UK 92 25 58 J5 7 ) (SN/T 1385 -2004
(LT B MR RESE o k) B R 20 a /2
Ao IXEERRIE T SR 9 RG22 5 O vk IR 2 R
7% 45 5, S BRI T8 75 PR IE 45 i 45 55 10 E
P, AT RGP 5 5 T AR s i), 7 2 etk
TSR,
33 A—WREHEEEEVESTMEEIRELE

o5 S e ARt D FETE R — R R e A F AR )
B 2T E AR fE I L, A b SR Ceratitis
capitata ( Wiedemann) [RIEFH#H44 GB/T 28065-2011
(CH it S B AR ) 0s AN 7 k) L GB/T 18084 —
2000¢ FEYIRGFE i Hp it ST MR KG E 48 78 5 1k ) il SN/
T 2039-2007 { Hth H Vi S e 4G 38 56 5 T i) 3 Wikg
U 3 FEIRANZ AR JE 9% 1 Monilinia fructicola ( Win-
ter) Honey [RIIFH0A SN/T 3581-2013( & IRAIARL R
e J 95 TR S 26 PCR ORI 732 ) F1 SN/T 1871 -
2007 ¢ Fe A% AR JE I TR A 8 45 0 Ty k) 2 TR
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e, EAR 22 IR I ] AL 5 A A i S B rh R
EHEH B AT IChR EE A48 RS, Ak AT
[F]— A BEPE A A 1) 2 bR M R A T30 R B
I, DUME 5 SRR 58 TAEMIT R,
34 MERAEEFECFHERE

FRE X AR op 5 e Dy ik M ge it oAl &k B, I8
BEF U E X BG4 T B R E AL T 5
P, AR A HAE R RRIE W] 0 L34 (B 78
TR P U | R A R I T L R
T2 EE . H— AR S T R I R R 3
2 TEXTIE AR e Ve B L TR S AT IR AR 2 S E I
T HAE ROE B R i I B TR SRR R
WA AR R AE AR AR LB B, T A T 5
SRR ARl R S ) B Bl 4l L, T AR R 10~ 20
d FFHEE T U B T 508 SRR R, To ik
T P S T oK, T T A S T
WA AT, 2E S PRI R 5 e T AR 5 %5
XTSI A R AEAEAE T8 m 93 M st 4% v] AR 1, 4
B BRI A E AR R MR R T AR
BERER A BIE SRR ] RE 2 & A B WA 1T g
T IR R A ASEE JE 08 45 2R (G A 2R3, 2017 )
H= AR RS I 855 %8 BER I B S
AT T BRI Tl R B S A0 S bR
ARG — 1Y BN TAEA R NG Lk Al
T AR B A 7 T ] BE AR 2500, 45 5 15 L S
R 2E (ZRTTAT A S 32 ,2009)

BRRE = M e AR AR TR o928 2 e A R
IR Z | SRR e VE T AZ AR ) s B R P 4 5 TR
VG Oy TR TN AN 2 I 2 N R/ D TR I M= W )
XN E AR A2, 5 7 A PR RS 2R 3
e REPTIAR BT B ] S R S (R AR AR R T
R AW Mg B SRR ZAL, a4 Y
SPUSE EAIR T IC A5 S S i A Ho
R, & LAY FPERE (1) DNA FRic 531 o JL A,
AP A5 3 5 A BH A 1 4 0 25 2R (Asokan et al.,
2007) , HErkzE % e w0 A 50 7
PR H L PCR HR  SERE 9O & PCR HiAR |
DNA SIB AR S J7 ik B EA s K R B5E
S, AN 32 B S8 W AR R F RS M A
KGR R AR, A7 624 PR w oK, B
T ARTE BRI AT A7 AE — 5 1 TR) 8, 4
DNA IR FAR T JEAG 92 45 58 ), 75 1 AN R S A

AT IR 1 S 5 A5 0Pk S 1 B A1 B v 2
[ AT AWk e, 5 AR AR L, B T
FESPES 190/ BRET 9 PCR 2 AR HAT A X 4 () 4 7
P B BEDR R G R A7 AE 7 AR R PR 2SR,
FEAR R RS o R SR ANEE

LE LR A2 R AR 5 P AT A R
AR R S T T R AT PR LA, 4y
TFAW RS 8 vk AR 2 AR, (A7 SR v
HEELEAE . BRI, oA R A 88 25 o AR 1 & e T
VSRS HE DUl B EE) o TR R S R
Fo% e & 5000 L, ink e BAT 20051 228
P AR R 38815 1k 45 R i, B A AL IX 3 G F Y
DNA F88EIEH A (5K 45 ,2022) , DA SGE FFMA
INJERZ Rl 5 1 AR AR A W B BB DNA
(environmental DNA, eDNA ) £ A (AR PH 5 X 0t |
2021; Rees et al.,2014) , X} & 28 K A A4 P44
BRI T , 510 ] SN P 6928 S o2 F AR B 4 | [+
YN S I R SeE s N i S B L
3.5 RREGFRIKIERSS

TR R S e PR R R B B AP T, (R AR A
FRRIPERLSS . AEFRUER B bR 7 I, 30 R 7 4 78 b
YHE P ) S SRt R E R 2w, e PR Y E
S50 R R A 5 A A VA X g A RE
SEFRUE, AT BE 2> tH BLTC 4 e AR I 1T LA 225 B 15
TERRUE RS 7T, BT A Kk et FH Y
[i) R XoF 197 221 B G b v RN AT b v, S EL 1 A 775 B
FHRE RO S o B AT 73X — 3 h BE B AR fEAE N S
AR s FEARE B PN 25 5 T, 43 bR o 22 Tl A% =k
FEAEZESE  WR i v BRI ARG ™ 45 5 T R R Al A 2
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O, B S 7 [ R AT A S B Tt AR 1 26 27 S AR i
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AR AR |G BRI A (R AR
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