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Bibliometric Analysis of Neoseiulus california .

An Important Predatory Natural Enemy

ZHANG Zhihui, JIANG Chunxian, LI Qing

College of Agronomy ., Sichuan Agricultural University, Chengdu 611130, China

Abstract: In order to present the research status of Neoseiulus californicus at home and abroad,
analyze and summarize the current research focus and future development direction, the biblio-
metrics study of N. cali fornicus was carried out using CiteSpace software based on CNKI and
Web of Science database data. The results showed that studies on N. cali fornicus showed an in-
creasing trend at home and abroad. Although domestic studies on N. californicus started late,
but developed rapidly. The number of relatively stable research teams have been formed at home

and abroad. The research contents are similar at home and abroad, but the emphasis is different.
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The main research contents are the predation ability of N. cali fornicus, the effect of environ-
mental factors on N. cali fornicus, field application technology, artificial alternative food feed-
ing, insecticide safety evaluation, tritrophic interactions, etc. In terms of insecticide safety eval-
uation and field application technology, foreign studies are more in-depth. Further research on
N. cali fornicus in China could be carried out from the aspects of artificial diet, tritrophic inter-
actions. insecticide resistance and resistance mechanism.

Key words: Neoseiulus californicus; bibliometrics; CiteSpace; research status
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