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Abstract

Eucalyptus gall wasp Ophelimus maskelli belongs to the family Eulophidae, who was a new invasive
pest which damaged eucalyptus plantations discovered in Guangxi in 2023. It mainly damages some
clones of eucalyptus, such as Rut45-33, LH-11, DH299-5, DH201-2. It forms galls on the leaf surface
and serious impact on photosynthesis. 1~2 years old young forests are more severely affected. The
insect was discovered in 20 counties in Guangxi in 2024. In order to assess the potential disasters
that this pest may cause, it is necessary to conduct a biological disaster risk assessment. According
to the pest risk analysis method, qualitative and quantitative risk analysis was made which was
based on the pest distribution, spread and diffusion capability, potential danger, importance of vic-
timized plants, difficulty in control. The result shows that the comprehensive risk assessment value
R =1.47. It was classified as a low-risk or rear middle-risk species.
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1. 5|8

R IR ER A1 U0 /N4 (Ophelimus maskelli)J& T 1533 B @i /N FH Eulophidae), /& —Fhar A0, FFA7ER
W b, TR JUBE, BRIRRE AR RN, BRICAIER, sEmiRE AR IR R A K. AR T8
PE2%. 2023 4F 6 A PH RS EAREAZAET 78 B X AL 1T A1 B SR 2~4 AR R LH-11 S pkHh
TE AR R BUX PSR E f 1] 2024 FiHEKIZEFERE LH-11. DH299-5. Rut45-33. DH201-
2 SR A, fEERIE AN 4 By 6 A9 A, —ERDRE 3R AEET 2025 4 LR Z R
fa A N TARTT R RO, Z B OTE) 76 20 2ANE00 . ORI KA fLE, faFESRRE NEE,
TR SZ 5 1%~T%, M HUBEAE 1%~10% (W35 1), RAIMBREIET IR . 76 75 E A 4R 14637, Rutds-
33, DH299-5 {5 bk R B A Fr HUBRER R 5y, N AIRE R 2 AR B IA B b FE B FE s & FH A i Al LH-
11. DH299-5. Rut45-33. DH201-2. EC144, -, A falqiimtiz s s fhsz g™ ®E, Hoe
DH32-26. DH32-28. DH32-29. DH33-27 % - Fi% A %% . HATRKIZEfEFH EC150. EC315. DH32-
43, DH32-13. GL9 S5, RRAE, % ar ik 5 oh—Lepp R ar A 25 248, Amifs ] 1 FOppe s pus
K. VB BRI A RN, W P IR R R AR RSO % B e A E A . 1%
GSRNAZ R, BB IE R KRR, BRI B 2 R 3R 2 X Mol S5 AR B i T
PETHIG—/NHRE . AT AR IR E HOATRE S A M0, A W B HIF R KU PP A o

2. P BEEMRR 75 %
2.1. RS HrisiRER

AR 4 ] SR A i JRy A S Bt 1 €4 AR A F AR R R TR (2015~2016 4F) 56T 4= EH ol
B FE AW RS AT 71 2] A S B X T &5 BARMHGE[3], MR IR A 5 /N AE T 78 [ 96 X R 29 A
Y HRe 1. WEfEIGE. SEMYEEN. GHEEMERESE 5 AN 15 TUFE AR 2 S R A 10 /)
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e A PP B AT AR AR AR R (R 2).

Table 1. Survey statistics table of damage caused by gall wasp Ophelimus maskelli to eucalyptus plantations (2025)

1. MBSk AR R ERM A IHIFES TR (2025)

ZFEMEEKE RFEMHTER

o . e b . o
i A AL B A damaged plants Affected leaf rate

No. unit sites Affected species

JEHFHR PEXIETE . X)

Hazard level Location (county)

rate (%) (%)
. T2 X, M
1 =L N 2 LH-11, Rut45-33 10.0 55 BE SX. BEKX
BETmIIEX, £
2 b¥ikg 1 Rut45-33 0.5 1.0 iR -
3 MTHORE 1 ECl44, Rut45-33 22 3.3 B T, s
N LH-11, Rut45-33, " -
4 RIMS 2 Dioedss BClae 45.0 35.0 i S TRZRE
5 JRPHIL#KYm 1 Rut45-33, DH32-29 0.0 0.0 B FEETTHE
. LH-11, Rut45-33, MR X Rl
6 BT 3 ECius DH299S o1 >0 e CNRL Bl
7 HAMI 1 LH-39, Rut45-33 8.5 1.5 B EMmEEE
o LH-11, Rut45-33, EARATRE)NE . JER
8 AT 3 bigg.s, pH3228 28 10 B i
9 KEEIL#kIH 2 ECl44, DH299-5 0.1 0.05 L3553 BT\ B IX
10 HEKG 1 ECl44 0.1 0.03 B PN T i 28 B
N LH-11, Rut45-33,
I =IO 1 Sioog.s 15 8.5 e S A T fEE 2 B
) LH-11, Rut45-33, g
12 ##ME 1 Gioogs 8.3 3.0 L) REEMNFEIX
LH-11, Rut45-33, - .
13 BT 1 BH299.5 12 L5 HE F T TR T
14 it )11 & 2 LH-11, Rut45-33, 3.0 2.5 B FARTTRE 1
15 degi L g RS, 1.5 0.3 i FARTTILF
16 TR 1 LH-11, Rut45-33, 5.5 1.5 L3553 T R
17 FERliif= 2 LH-11, Rut45-33, 1.3 2.0 L3553 Aeig T A
18 WX 1 LH-11, Rut45-33, 1.0 0.5 B At iR X
19 ZulBX 1 LH-11, Rut45-33, 1.0 1.3 B Jeifg Tk LA
SEH4 6.1 3.9 -

Table 2. Risk analysis indicator system of eucalyptus gall wasp Ophelimus maskelli

2. MHETk AR NERE S ER AR

€T T | 2% = N B | | 2 = N o M3 X 1] N E

PFFI¥8H5 Evaluation indicator

Indicator I  indicator I  indicator I1I Dividing interval weight
AFEEW ARG LT EIRBESE <5%  2.01~3.00
A EEYAR: PG X N7 PRGN 70 A sy
L STINME R AETENL Py B Py S%<S BEEYS AT S A EMARNE R 1.01~2.00 o
<20% ' '

DOI: 10.12677/wijf.2026.151002 15 MRl 7


https://doi.org/10.12677/wjf.2026.151002

Wi 2

20% < A FHAEM AR L A R A 2 A

= s0% 0.01~1.00
HEAY AW S LEF EMBRNESE >50% 0
AEMY. PRSI RIS EAEMK 5.01-3.00
CIN LR PN | |
HEADE FEEY. PR, EHE EEMK
SRATTREME ATREME/NER EAEY . PRSI REEDN, A 1.01~2.00
P HEEYIRATREME K
FEMEY. PR S ] REME AT A AT 0.01~1.00
RebEAR N R
IR >40% 2.01~3.00
B E % N -
% Py 10% < fHEFR <40% 1.01~2.00
BN, EMH HEEMAIER <10% 0~1.00
*”Zﬁmﬂ LI RE S NP R 2.01~3.00 L
He l‘i P2 ﬁ%dﬁ%ﬁ,‘]ﬁ
HPE Pas SR SR, PUISTEIIEEERE 155, PSSR 1.01~2.00
Y- GEARIE R E D] 0.01~1.00
s I A A= = €1 ST WAk 2.01~3.00
EW’;&W B A A B 1B B R — 1.01~2.00
BEAAHERT Y BLRE TS 8 S BRE 158 0.01~1.00
> 50% I HLIX REfE & A 2.01~3.00
VS AEAE o e ‘ )
T Pas 25% < REMEEAERIHLIX < 50% 1.01~2.00
<25%HIHLIX e IE A 0.01~1.00
UiAe N AT BRI AR FET R B B R > 20% 2.01~3.00
20% > WA NALIE R B AR IE T R el Bk > 1.01~2.00
T E L83 fi 2k 5% 0.40
PP so0> Wb AT RIGAORSET R RAR > oo
1% : :
WHE N A& IR ARTE T R Bk <1% 0
b 7 . SR .01~3.
W b ARV WIS, AER. K 2.01~3.00
Ps B fEEN BERE., A5, hamhs 1.01~2.00 0.40
L e AT I 0.01~1.00
MR AN E A S E A R 2.01~3.00
) M FINE (X TFh MR E A 4 1.01-2.00
BT EMARE p O~z 0.20
B ol 5 N R MO S [ P S AR 4 B 0.01~1.00
MARFINLL L4 0
10 ALk 2.01~3.00
REFTL ZEFTNM .
GEEM P 2% Pa 5~9 Ff 1.01~2.00 LA
1~4 Fp 0.01~1.00
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AN A=Y ~
g%zﬁim%ﬂﬁﬁfﬂr‘j}“‘iﬁ 2.01~3.00
A T AR B B A3 A T AR S B B 4 1.01~2.00

Po Sy AR N = A R 0.01~1.00

LGN E R, AR 01~3.
0 g A E T, tasmR 2.01~3.00
BRAFE ST ERI S5 mm AR — 1.01~2.00

P e, R 0.01~1.00

LGP ATSEEAR. e, mEFARERAIFE  2.01~3.00
ﬁgﬁiﬁ%ﬂﬁ’*ﬂﬁ fﬁliﬁiﬂﬂﬂﬂ%ﬁ*ﬁﬁ’ Etﬂééﬁ%r]i%UHEGTiﬁ)\

e py A REI 1.01~-2.00
YRR TR, W EGE, — RN S 0~1.00
AR
fe kPR L RN e R ] 201300 sy
P BE RO stk <so 101-2.00
o 50% < WAITERIBREBE < 100% 0~1.00
BORZE, BiAE, MEEER 2.01~3.00
IR o, gt s 0~1.00
? T Bk =F 2 0A 1.01~2.00

22. FEEYRBRERSITTERN

Py AWIRE
Py = (P21 X Py X Py3 X Pay x Pas)';
P3;=0.4P5; +0.4P3; + 0.2Ps3;
Py=Max(Pa1, Py, Ps3)
Ps=(Ps) + Psy + Ps3)/3

faR LR A TE VRO E R:
R=(P) X Py X Py X Pyx Ps)13

2.3. REMFR R ESRIER

GG AT FAEYRAE TGO, MOV F A RS 3 A SRR o AR a R R R
HH R fes B AR FE RS 4 9, LA R EIIX ]

250 <R<3.00: Gk,

200<R<2.50: =/%GEkK:;

1.50 <R <2.00: HRESERK:;

0<R<150: {KESERK.

3. RTETk AR/ i fE BN RO KB W
3.1. Bk
(1) VEAEX N ARG OL Pre AR HHBEIR A W /NIRRT T8 06 22, BLE MR IEM . A2 NFRIE . 2025 45
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AR, ZHAESTE 14 ANMGR 20 ZANE(T L X)E AR, KA 1.0 Ji, EEEE LH-11,
DH299-5. Rut45-33. DH201-2 %54 5, of B 25 E AR 20.0%. HETT FARE ik 4 s fl
AT EG R TER B, SRR 5 i, EEEHAE T HE R MO RN 2 = AT E A 1 Ak,
7 AR BRI AN E A N IR B AR E R E AR A K. P HUE 1,00,

() e SEFHAY B AT RENE Po:

© AR T RENE Poyo PR A U /N fes S RS AR I T B B, FEF T - R RE R, %,
BV TETATR SRR,y OB AR B R Eia it B P A S R I A B . Poy HUE 1.00,

@ g FHRNAAEE Pno SRR T RO T, Rl BB iR AC, . 4 AR RIS g AR R
HIAFIE R, 18 80%LA L. Py HUH 3.00.

@ F G Poyo AW I BEER A W /N 3 B A A SR A A AR R AR A DL R dn A
AR L ERDIRA 3, HARES. S E R, KA R, FEERER, ¥
M. ZHUERNRE ), KEGEEREEEE T, MR NFHIXE, B G E MR E R . H g
A TEAE B AR BN, AR SR AR, AN S B B R AR B, & B R
P AR LR . Pos XA 2.00

@ BERY AT P ERAERE: SPAERE. BUHUE C o AUfEsE: B BB R, FFIRA A%
FAM RS K iz PR B A o Pos HUH 2.00.

® AKX PIEAETE ] Poso 28 2025 4 FARAE, R HBEER ffy 8 /NG R IRAE T 7 10 AR A 70 A
A X 14 NHBZR T 70% A b, 2 B R pes - BE K A 40 /N e A% & AR YE AR K Pos HUH 100,

(3) WIEBFM Ps:

© BIERTSEFNE Paro MW R f U /N 5 B A R G R bk, bk, B/ 5 55
AR H 3 B F RO A LA (> G T ), AR BT R U, R I A 252 T T
SEOCAIERWES R FBE, SHRARMBUERA R, DL 1~2 FAEYSMRZ FRE, 3~5 FAF B,
A R . FEA B SR, T2 FH2E0TIL 100%, W52 23000k 30%. MEMRIET- 2 B ik
HiREEE. Py BUE 1.00.

@ FEAV TR SE T Poo MO 7 B A 2 RO A = 7= bRARBE B, R AR 2SR
BRI AR . 2022 £ PR N TARTHIRY 4551 J5R7, FEMAEP=EEEIT 6000 1270, Fehh N THRAS
A HERHAEFNE, 1 HEAEZERESASME. EA REEIIT, |08 N TARFRE R R K L
B R VD R FRAKIR . SR AR T TH A S AME RS 18,000 1270, Wi R4k e sy
B AE, B P A 7 M g O R T RN A A AR A A K — 52 B . Py BUE 1,00

@ BHEMEE Py. 2023 45, 1B PHALHE T A S B OCOR IR R f 4 . T ARl A
AVIBTERE T 2024 4F 4 BA XOEIR xR EFEED, KH T I 2024~2025 FERM . FE
L ET B S SREE NN BN ABMEEHEZE T 20 2B X)F 10 2ANHRX EEE
AMGIFREDURA, VRS JREMEBIRE . T E G 2R TIAR I S AL R R 4N A )
AR DL R BB HOAR S O R SLIUE FL . Pss HUE 2.00,

(4) ZEFEEVFEEME Py

O ZHEHTEMMIE Py o FA BRI /NELE) P8 F 2263 LH-11. DH299-5, % DH201-2. Rut45-
33 LM R EREfGE. X DH32-26. DH32-29. DH32-28 25 F ki f BAENHIHE S A GE, HEE
M. AR A LRI A, R G s K e HiliEANE#. Py BUE 2.00.

@ ZEFEMSAMIAR Poo [ PEHMN N THIERTTFUR, 2024 FIAF] 4750 i, BRiEdbmsEd
XAk, AX 111 NS X)F 150 24 E G MRIp4a R 2 B RN TARFIE . Py BUHE 3.00.
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@ ZEFEMIREFNE Pro HAAHEAEMENR. F/= MR, 2 78 BB # Tk JFUR AR Hh
B DL ROR R AR R T, T AR R s AT R —, BB AR
RERAE AN AT o A PR S — M 6~7 S RI AT RAFI A, KB E L G Fp S RS . AR ERZ,
FLARM A LR I A AR BIAEAR AN 1) s 4R 0 B 2L JF A k). RSt 2023 45 P i A A4 7= & 3500
JisiJik, (HAETTHAMEE 80%, 215 AEAMIEE 35%. Py HUE 2.00.

(5) K5 5 b3 HMERE Ps:

O K50 % ML Psyo R BEER A /N BRI/ N (A KLY 1.5 mm, #EZ) 2.0 mm), BIRAS
Fif, (HHEERFE LN ERERE, ZiR5, BI%EEE AN Py BUE 1.00,

@ BREMIFEMIHMERE Psyo BREAFMEEAR K. X 1~2 FEA4 2 HM I T4 5%, RE 2 HEM
R SR ey 5 AFAE DL B2 R S S AR FH R I B S O s SRR B P R
£, 7 by R A A N R HH ], TR HURTR Bl AR 6F LH11. DH299-5 %5 5 52 ek 1 i /)s
WA AR T (R KGR ot 3 B A5 LR DR T AR, AT P e ORGSR  Fl, G0 DH32-13. DH32-43 5. Ps; HUE
1.30.

@ MRERIMERE Ps;o 1B CAE TE 2 HE R AT, EMRRGR O Ret o0 Z . H ards hil ke it
JBRER A /1N 0 T SR R FRORSCLE s e 2P s vy e PR 7% JF Rl R BP0y s B it Py PR 12 2% R RT R AR 43 S0y e
AT R R S i O B, R RO R, HTEIEMRARER E . Ps; BUE 1.30,

3.2, itEER

P1Z 1.00:

Py =(Py1 X Py X Pyy X Pag X Pas)S=(1 x3x2x2x1)5=1.6
P3=04P3;; +04P3+02P;3=04x1+04%x1+02x2=12

P4 = Max(P41, P42, P43) = Max(Z.O, 3.0, 2.0) =3.0

Ps=(PsitPs;+ Ps3)/3=(1+13+1.3)=1.2

R=(Pi x Pyx Pyx Pyx Ps)S=(1x 1.6 x 1.2 %3 x1.2)/5=6915=147

4. it 51he
4.1. &ip

IR ER A Q06 /)N 15 T R 1) FE B R 2R B VPANE R = 1.47, BRI TR B B /N (Leptocybe invasa) f&
BRI SR (P fER S, R=1.98) [2], JRIREGK, (HEGLH Gk EHAFRMET, XiER
S LR N AR KA 9 35 1 KBS LA

4.2. g

1) PHJBER A G /N AT i) LAAT AR 7 SAE NP8 2 % 0T 2023 45 6 Aok de) vadbig i K. 2024 4F
FHARFERRM . B, RIS o MM HRIL, FIBTE 20 ZAEG. XU A ANEE IR, #%
R B, X R N T RREAN B 1 SRR () LT A i B AN e . X R B R 2022 4 DART AL PR P e
f&, RAEERAHRIMND . RAHEXMEHE REERE T XS s, AR R H Y577,

2) MHEEER A U0 /NG R R AT R 2 [ T ARG Ah, AR RR R B . 41 B SO A 6 HHBEER £
WA AR 2 R RFI R E DT 2 XA FFRANFF AT

3) MHBERAUE NS A FIEEA 2 FEEE SFA L ? R R s R T R R R
MRS B RS0 2 AR Rk RS VPA R B A A 2 5 A . B ATIRYE 2023 48 2025 4 F 0 £
BEATAE IS H B S5 10 AT BRIS A AT, [l ) [R) PR HEE RS AR A N AR I AN BT R 8, ARV 4 Jig o i
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R A0 0/ IR 2 7 G T AT ATV A
B

SIAMEIHE N R AR g, FEFI5. FAot. DIRE. P, HT. HBRE. KRE. i
WS JTIEA N AR RTT IRFHLAKY . BT RO, 4E8ibkg . %M. X
R AR IZ 5 AL A F A BG u R g T 1B, fE— IR B

EE U H
J7VE H B2 SO BT H (MBI (2022Z0) 5 32 5).

&E 3k
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