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Abstract

Volatile organic compounds (VOCs) released by host plants attract gravid European corn borer
(ECB) female moths for oviposition. Despite extensive studies, little is known about VOCs emitted
by maize under natural conditions or the odorscape of a maize field, particularly at the time of ECB
oviposition. Here, we characterized VOCs released by undamaged maize plants and VOCs in the
maize field odorscape. VOCs were collected throughout the diel cycle with solid-phase microex-
traction fibres. VOCs were identified by GC-MS and quantified with calibration curves. Four repli-
cates per time period were collected; i.e., dusk, night, dawn, and day. VOC patterns differed be-
tween the maize plants and the maize field odorscape throughout the diel cycle. At night, the pe-
riod of ECB oviposition, the VOC pattern was characterized by an increase in monoterpenes, a de-
crease in sesquiterpenes, and the presence of methyl salicylate, a-copaene, and Z-3-hexenyl ace-
tate. An apparent discrepancy between maize plant and field odorscape VOC compositions was
observed. Key compounds were identified as putative host-cues, including methyl salicylate,
a-pinene, 3-carene, p-cymene, limonene, and dimethyl nonatriene. This study showed that VOCs
were released by maize in a diel pattern, and host-characteristic cues were present for nocturnal
ECB oviposition.
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1. Introduction

Insect and plants through co-evolution forged close ties, often based on perception by insect of chemical signals
emitted by the plant [1] [2]. Although not being a native plant of Europe, the cultivated maize (Zea mays, L.) has
been colonized by a native herbivore Lepidoptera, the ECB. Being cultivated yearly over large areas, maize of-
fers an inexhaustible food resource, often leading to uncontrolled ECB population growth.
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ECB is a nocturnal behaving insect which mate in dense grassy area where they rest and hide during the day
[3] [4]. Host plant recognition is achieved by gravid ECB females seeking for oviposition sites shortly after
sunset [4]. Field observations clearly showed that the gravid ECB females reach maize fields by oriented flights
from the resting area (Frérot & Leppik, unpublished data), flying up the prevailing wind, which is likely carry-
ing maize filed odors.

Previous studies on volatile organic compounds (VOCs) released by maize were mostly conducted under
laboratory conditions using isolated and cut plants, to identify herbivore-damaged or wounded plant induced
VOCs that attract natural enemies [5]-[8]. Other studies focusing on identification of the maize VOCs were car-
ried out during the photophase under laboratory conditions [9]. Only two papers report on diel pattern of VOCs
collected on water stressed maize [10] and on herbivore attacked maize [11]: both studies were conducted
under laboratory conditions on small potted plants. All the other information on maize VOCs was dealing
with genetic variation [12], environmental conditions and growth stage [7]. They lead to identification of 40
maize VOCs and have shown that maize is rather poor in volatiles compared to other ECB host plants like
hop or mugwort [13].

Regardless of numerous studies on maize emitted VOCs, little is known about the maize VOCs released in
situ under field conditions. VOCs profiles obtained under the photophase are thus probably not relevant to noc-
turnal host seeking moth. The natural odorscape encountered by the nocturnal host seeking ECB remain un-
known. The aim of this study was to provide an ecologically relevant insight into the natural plant produced
VOC:s at the scales of the plant and the field during the period of ECB activity. VOCs were collected from maize
plant headspaces and from field atmosphere. The collected VOCs were identified and quantified. The differ-
ences between VOCs blend from maize plant headspace and field atmosphere are discussed based on the present
knowledge of the chemistry of emitted VOCs and their ecological significance.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Sampling Site

The experiments were conducted in a maize field situated in the lle-de-France region near Grignon (Yvelines)
(48°85' N, 1.9°68' E) in France. The plant was represented by the variety Troubadour, a commonly cultivated
maize cultivar in the northern part of France. The maize field consisted of approximately 15 ha of continuous
cropland with no industrial sources of VOC. The collections were conducted from 10 June to 16 June 2010,
from 22 June to 23 June 2010 and from 25 June to 26 June 2010. Maize plants were at the four-leaf phenological
stage [14]. Temperature from dusk till dawn varied from 9°C to 18°C and RH% from 74% to 100%. Throughout
the collection session, there was neither precipitation nor strong winds.

2.2.VOC Collections

The non-destructive static headspace-sampling mode was chosen for collecting maize VOCs. Plants were cho-
sen so as to have approximately equal leaf surfaces; they were enclosed into individual Teflon bags (50 x 25 cm).
A small hole was pierced to the Teflon bag to introduce a Solid Phase Micro Extraction (SPME) fiber. Control
samples, one per time periods, constituted of an empty closed Teflon bag with a SPME fiber introduced under
the same condition as the plants. Headspace VOCs were collected during two hours at four distinct time periods:
dusk (22:00 - 00:00), night (01:00 - 03:00), dawn (05:00 - 07:00) and day (13:00 - 15:00). After VOCs collec-
tion, SPME fibers were packed individually into aluminum foils and stored at —20°C until gas chromatography
(GC) and mass spectrometry (MS) analyses. For every collection a new plant was chosen. Two replicates for
each time period were collected on two different days and nights implying that VOCs profiles from 16 plants
were recorded altogether.

Maize field atmosphere VOCs were collected by placing SPME fibers in open-air condition, in the middle of
the maize field. The fiber was attached at the top part of a maize stem and VOCs were collected under the same
conditions as described above for the static headspace. Maize field atmosphere VOCs were collected during two
hours at four distinct time periods: dusk (22:00 - 00:00), night (01:00 - 03:00), dawn (05:00 - 07:00) and day
(13:00 - 15:00) from the same field where the headspace VOCs collections took place.

2.3. SPME Fiber
SPME fibers DVB/CARBOXEN/PDMS 50/30 pm (Supelco) were used. Prior to each sampling, fibers were
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cleaned by heating in the GC injector at 250°C for 5-min with helium as gas flow. Cleaned fibers were wrapped
into aluminum foil and stored in screw-capped individual Pyrex glass tubes until they were used.

2.4. Chemical Analyses

To identify the maize headspace and field atmosphere VOCs the SPME fibers were desorbed in the Varian 3400
GC injector held at 250°C. The GC was linked to a MS detector Varian QIMS. Compound separation was car-
ried out using Rxi-5ms column (Restek, France) 30 m x 0.32 mm i.d., film thickness 1.0 um). The column was
programmed to hold at 50°C for 3 minutes and to increase at 8°C/min to 300°C. Helium was used as carrier gas.
Mass spectra were obtained in electron impact mode (70 eV) with the ion source at 230°C in a full scan mode
(30 - 400 uma).

VOCs eluted from SPME collections were identified according to their mass spectra and retention indexes
(RI). The RIs were computed using n-alkanes from C10 to C24, eluted under the same conditions as the samples.
Every compound spectra and Rl were compared with the RI and spectra of laboratory and NIST 1998 libraries
using deconvolution software AMDIS32.

The calibration curves of GLV, MT and sesquiterpenes (SQT) were obtained by injection of the following
synthetic samples: linalool, a-pinene, a-humulene, a-copaene, MeSA, cis-3-hexenol (Z3-6:0H), (Sigma-Al-
drich), p-farnesene (Chemtech), ocimene (Fluka) and cis-3-hexenyl acetate (Z3-6:Ac) (Lancaster). Each com-
pound was injected at least in three replicates at the concentrations of 5, 10, 25 and 50 ng/ul. Linear calibration
curves were created for each compound to estimate the GC-MS ion trap detector response. The GC-MS detector
response for linalool, ocimene and myrcene were used to quantify the acyclic MT, a-pinene for cyclic MT,
a-humulene and a-copaene for cyclic SQT, p-farnesene for acyclic sesquiterpenes, MeSA, Z3-6:0H and Z3-
6:Ac responses were used to quantify the different GLV.

2.5. Data Analyses

All the raw GC data of VOCs areas were transformed in nanograms (ng) using respective authentic calibration
curves. Relative amount of compounds was calculated by dividing the compound amount (ng) by the total
amount of detected compounds in the same analysis and expressed as a percentage.

When studying the diel cycle of emitted volatile compounds, we had four replicates of VOCs profiles for each
of the time periods and two replicates for air collections from the maize fields.

To study if there was a difference between the time periods in the composition of the volatile compounds, a
straightforward MANOVA approach, i.e. treating the amount of each compound as a dependent variable was not
feasible due to insufficient number of degrees of freedom. To reduce dimensionality, we conducted a principal
component (PCA) with total spectrum of the volatile compounds. A MANOVA was then performed on the val-
ues of respective PC scores. Taken separately, the first three PC were tested with two-way ANOVAs to access if
there is a significant difference between time periods. Analogous analyses were performed separately for SQT,
and all compounds other than SQT. For all ANOVAs, distributions of residuals were checked and no substantial
deviations from normality were found. The analysis of among-period differences of individual compounds were
compared among the three periods using non-parametric Kruskal-Wallis test as clear deviations from normality
precluding a parametric ANOVA approach was evidenced among-period differences of individual compounds.
An analogous MANOVA PC analysis and Kruskal-Wallis test were conducted on field air VOCs data.

3. Results
3.1. Maize Headspace VOCs

From maize headspace VOCs collections, 21 components were detected and identified according to the retention
index and comparison of the mass spectra with authentic samples or respective data bases (Table 1). 19 compo-
nents out of 21 were already identified at least once in different studies dealing with maize VOCs. Two VOCs
were newly identified as maize VOCs: p-cymene, and a compound tentatively identified as selina-3,7 (11) diene
(SQT).

Maize odour was found to be a mixture of three GLVS, six MT, two HT and 12 SQT (Table 1) the amount of
which varies considerably throughout the 24-hour cycle. The relative ratios of MT and SQT changed between
day and night (Figure 1). The peak of SQT emission occurred during the day. In contrast, the peak of MT emis-
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Table 1. Mean relative ratios of VOCs identified from maize headspace volatile collections. Values are expressed as percen-
tage relative to total VOCs.

RI

860

1007

1209

942
993
1017
1032
1038
1098

1117

1128

1395
1415

1450

1452

1464

1516
1527
1535
1544
1549

VOCs
Green leaf volatiles
Cis-3-hexenol [8] [9] [13] [20]

Cis-3-hexenyl acetate
[8] [9] [13] [28] [29]"

MeSA [9] [13] [20] [29]"
Monoterpenes
a-pinene [13] [29]"
B-myrcene [8] [13] [20]"
3-carene”
p-cymene”
Limonene”
a-linalool [8] [9] [13] [28] [29]"
Homoterpenes
DMNT [8] [13] [20]"
TMTT [8] [28]
Sesquiterpenes
a-copaene [9] [13]
Ylangene [9] [28]

Trans-a-bergamotene
[8] [20] [28] [30]

p-caryophyllene
[81[9] [13] [20] [28]-[30]"

p-farnesene
[8] [9] [13] [20] [28] [30]"

GermacreneD [9] [28] [30]"
y-cadinene [13] [30]
8-cadinene [13] [30]
Selina-3,7 (11) diene

a-cadinene [13] [30]

1592 Trans-nerolidol [8] [13] [20] [28]

rt/MS

rt/MS

rt/MS

rt/Ms
rt/MS
rt/MS
rt/MS
rt/MS
rt/Ms

rt/MS
t/MS

rt/MS
NIST

NIST

rt/MS

rt/Ms

rt/MS
rt/MS
rt/MS
NIST
rt/MS
rt/MS

Day (n =4)

Mean+SE O Mean = SE

6.82+£535 2 20.58+331
- 1.15+0.48

27.92+11.21 4 12.30+0.77

420+304 2 408%1.76

0.25 1 -
6.92+52 3 7.05%+275
454+294 3 496323
2.29 1 177011
0.77+0.77 2 -
22.01+9.47 3 33.65+6.18
0.46 1 -
230+£176 2 5.27%0.09
1.37 1 -
0.10 1 0.02
0.46 1 -
- 1.25
0.47 1 257+1.48
0.42 1
0.43 1 528+0.17
18.20£11.48 2 3.27

Dusk (n = 4)

Individual maize VOCs
Night (n = 4)

Relative amount (%)

Dawn (n=4) Kruskal-Wallis

O Mean+SE O Mean+SE O Chi® p-value
4 6.86 1 9.11 1 3.366 0.339
3 328+261 3 - 8.454 0.038
4 18.13+3.14 4 3415+422 4 6.199 0.102
3 812+321 3 1291+476 3 3.295 0.348
- - 3.000 0.392
285+167 2 171 1 3.845 0.279
2 11.09+£286 4 1255+195 4 4993 0.172
2 18.02+96 3 13.22+568 3 2.568 0.463
4 092+05 3 0.02 1 6.058 0.109
- - 6.400 0.094
4 307+9.68 4 16.29+7.02 3 3.474 0.324
- - 3.000 0.392
4 - - 10.252 0.017
- - 3.000 0.392
1 - - 2.150 0.542
- - 3.000 0.392
1 - - 3.000 0.392
2 - - 4.604 0.203
- - 3.000 0.392
4 - - 12.913 0.005
1 - - 4.604 0.203

RI-retention index; rt/MS-identification by retention time and mass spectra, NIST-tentative identification by NIST11;

SE-standard error; O-occur-

rence (i.e. the number of analyses in which the compounds was detected), “compounds active on the antennae of EAG according to literature [10] [31].
The numbers in superscript after the VOC refers to the paper where it is identified as maize VOC.

sion was observed during night and dawn. HT was always present in low quantity and did not change substan-
tially in time. GLV diel composition was characterized by the absence of Z3-6:Ac during day and at dawn,
whereas the relative amount of Z3-6:0H increased during dusk.
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MeSA and a-copaene, were the two main compounds in maize headspace collections and accounted for half
of the relative amount of all the VOCs detected. The ratio of relative amounts of MeSA and a-copaene varied in
time (Table 1).

The three PC calculated from the measured amounts of VOC explained 35%, 21% and 14% of variance re-
spectively. A MANOVA performed on the values of the three PC revealed a significant difference in the ratio of
maize VOCs between the four time periods (Wilk’s lambda = 0.071, p = 0.0015). When the three PC’s were
analysed separately, only the scores of PC2 differed significantly between the time periods (two-way ANOVA
with date as an additional factor: F 3, 11 = 15.7, p = 0.0002) and captured the time-related variance of VOC ra-
tio (Figure 2). Pairwise comparisons of PC2 scores among the four periods showed that there is no significant
difference between maize VOCs ratios of day and dusk, and night and dawn, respectively. All other comparisons
returned a significant difference (Tukey test: p < 0.02).

70
day sduskmnightedawn

60+

50
40+
30
20— ‘
10— 1
0 I e .
GLV HT MT

Figure 1. The diel changes in relative amounts of GLV, HT, MT and SQT from maize headspace samples

(n=4).
2 +
1 {
e day dusk
O 0
~

night dawn

Relative amount (%) and SE

SQT

-4

Figure 2. Principal component bi-plot of maize head-
space VOCs. The variations in VOC composition and
relative amounts distinguish day and dusk from night

and dawn.
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Analogous analyses were performed on the headspace VOC data separately by classes of compounds (Table
2). We found that the profiles of SQT differed between the time periods (Wilk’s lambda = 0.060, p = 0.006),
with again, the profiles of night and dawn, as well as day and dusk, being similar to each other, and most pair-
wise contrasts among the time points attaining significance. In contrast, no among-period differences could be
shown for the rest of the compounds (Wilk’s lambda = 0.27, p = 0.15) i.e. GLV, HT, MT.

The analysis of among-period differences of individual VOCs was performed using Kruskal-Wallis test
(Table 1). In the individual maize static headspace collections, the diel relative amount of 3 VOCs out of 21
changed significantly (Z3-6:Ac (df = 3, N = 16, Z = 8.45, p = 0.038), trans-a-bergamotene (df =3, N =16, Z =
10.25, p = 0.017), a-cadinene (df =3, N =16, Z = 12.91, p = 0.005). Pairwise comparison for the GLV Z3-6:Ac
showed that the relative ratio did not change significantly in time (p > 0.05). Additionally, Z3-6:Ac was detected
only at dusk and night in maize VOCs collections.

Trans-a-bergamotene and a-cadinene were not detected during night and dawn and were found present only
during the photophase with a significantly higher amount during dusk (p = 0.038, Z = 8; p = 0.013, Z = 8.500
respectively).

3.2. Field Odorscape VOCs

In the maize field atmosphere a total of 13 VOCs were detected and identified (Table 3). The VOCs profile was
dominated by MeSA and a complex of p-cymene with limonene and constant low levels of DMNT. The ratio of
MeSA to the complex of p-cymene-limonene did not change with the diel period; a-pinene, 3-carene, linalool
and a-copaene, S-farnesene, trans-nerolidol were detected in a random manner in the atmosphere without no
clear diel pattern.

The relative amounts of the 13 VOCs detected in the maize field analyze did not changed significantly in time.
Also when these 13 VOCs were grouped in chemical classes, no significant diel variation was observed in rela-
tive amounts (Kruskal Wallis test, p > 0.05 for all cases) (Table 3).

3.3. Maize Headspace versus Field Atmosphere VOCs

The samples from maize field atmosphere and maize headspace shared 12 VOCs. Out of the 13 VOCs detected
in the maize field atmosphere, the repeatedly detected MT alcohol linalool was the only VOC, never found in
maize headspace. The VOC profiles from maize headspaces were considerably richer in VOCs than the air sam-
ples from the field. The individual maize VOCs blend was mainly composed of SQT, as for the maize field at-
mosphere was composed predominantly of MT. In general, the pattern of diel changes in VOCs composition of
individual maize and maize field atmosphere did not match. Solely MeSA (GLV) had the same diel pattern of
emission in field and headspace collections with the emission peak during the day time of the 24-hours cycle
and the decrease during dusk and night.

4. Discussion

Working in the field on healthy maize plants generates a new description of volatiles released by maize and for

Table 2. Mean relative ratios of VOCs grouped into chemical classes. Values are expressed as percentage relative to total
VOCs.

Relative amount (%)

VOCs Maize headspace Maize field atmosphere
classes Day (n=4) Dusk (n=4) Night(n=4) Dawn (n=4) Kruskal-Wallis Day (n=2) Dusk (n=3) Night (n=4) Dawn (n=3) Kruskal-Wallis
Mean+SE Mean+SE Mean+SE Mean+SE Chi® p-value Mean+SE Mean+SE Mean+SE Mean+SE Chi® p-value
GLV 3474918 34.04+236 28.28+8.66 43.27+7.52 1522 0.677 41.57+26.68 30.10+7.46 2533 +8.73 34.35%6.24 0.737 0.864
MT  1591+11.07 1257 +7.24 40.09 +13.94 40.40+9.06 5374 0.146 55.07 +23.80 62.78 +4.12 56.41+4.21 60.34+3.89 0.853 0.837
HT 3.06+215 117+012 092+050 0.01+0.02 5727 0126 334+288 0.81+068 187+100 1.77+116 1.768 0.622

SQT 46.27+18.20 5220+7.29 30.69+9.68 16.29+7.02 5749 0.124 0.00£0.00 6.29+6.29 16.37+10.11 3.51+£351 1942 0.584
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Table 3. Mean relative ratios of VOCs identified from maize field volatile collections. Values are expressed as percentage
relative to total VOCs.

RI

860

1007

1209

942
993
1017
1032
1038
1098

1117
1128

1395
1415

1450

1452

1464

1516
1527
1535
1544
1549

1592

VOCs
Green leaf volatiles

Cis-3-hexenol [8] [9] [13] [20]

Cis-3-hexenyl acetate
[81 [9] [13] [28] [29]"

MeSA [9] [13] [20] [29]"
Monoterpenes
a-pinene [13] [29]"
B-myrcene [8] [13] [20]"
3-carene”
p-cymene”
Limonene”
Linalool [8] [9] [13] [28] [29]
Homoterpenes
DMNT [8] [13] [20]
TMTT [8] [28]
Sesquiterpenes
a-copaene [9] [13]

Ylangene [9] [13]

Trans-a-bergamotene
[81 [20] [28] [30]

p-caryophyllene X
[8] [9] [13] [20] [28]-[30]

pS-farnesene
[8] [9] [13] [20] [28] [30]"

GermacreneD [9] [28] [30]"
y-cadinene [13] [30]
8-cadinene [13] [30]
Selina-3,7 (11) diene

a-cadinene [13] [30]

rt/MS

rt/MS

rt/MS

rt/MS
rt/MS
rt/MS
rt/MS
rt/MS
rt/MS

rt/MS
rt/MS

rt/MS
NIST

NIST

rt/MS

rt/Ms

rt/MS
rt/MS
rt/Ms
NIST
rt/MS

Trans-nerolidol [8] [13] [20] [28] rt/MS

Maize field ambient air VOCs

Day (n =2)

Mean+SE O Mean + SE

4157 £26.68 2 30.10 £7.46

13.05 £ 7.50

- 2.00

3.18 1 3.80
28.95+231 2 11.70+6.04
2.95 1 1990%225

19.97 1 12.32

334+288 2 0.81+0.68

- 3.42

Dusk (n = 3)

Night (n = 4)

Relative amount (%0)

0.11 1
2521+863 4
3.65+213 2
9.63+558 2
1.63+1.07 2
18.86 £9.37 4
9.99+420 3
12.62+8.33 2
1.87+1.00 3
021+012 2

16.16 +10.01 2

Dawn (n = 3)

O MeantSE O Mean+SE O

3435 6.24

9.68 + 4.85

2.59

13.84 £4.19
19.35+6.94
14.87

1.77+1.16

351

Kruskal-Wallis

Chi?

p-value

2.000 0.572

0.737 0.864

3.389 0.335
1.942 0.584
1.838 0.607
3.013 0.390
6.550 0.088
0.295 0.961

1.768 0.622

2.212 0.530

4364 0.225

3.000 0.392

4.364 0.225

Rl-retention index; rt/MS-identification by retention time and mass spectra, NIST-tentative identification by NIST11; SE-standard error; O-occurren-
ce (i.e. the number of analyses in which the compounds was detected), compounds active on the antennae of EAG according to literature [10] [31].
The numbers in superscript after the VOC refers to the paper where it is identified as maize VOC.

the first time produce an insight of what might encounter a flying insect reaching a maize field. Our hypothesis
that pests, such as ECB moths, are likely to be fairly tuned to the maize plant VOCs and probably use the spe-
cific volatile cues released by plant at the beginning of the night to reach oviposition site is supported by the diel
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variation evidenced in the results.

At the plant level, the relevant changes concerned the Z3-6:Ac that occurred only during dark period as well
as the increase of limonene and p-cymene, newly identified in maize headspace. SQT were missing during the
dark period and only detectable during daytime, in contrast of MT emission. The diel variations in MT and SQT
emission is influenced by abiotic factors and are related to photosynthese activity as shown on other plants
[15]-[19]. Another interesting information concern the MeSA identified as one of the main component in the
headspace of healthy maize plants. The quantities fluctuate with the diel periodicity in the opposite way of the
second main component the a-copaene. MeSA in our results is not restricted as an herbivory induced component
but appeared to be a constituent of the maize headspace. This result is reinforced with the results on maize field
atmosphere in which this component is identified in large amount. MeSA can be considered as a key compound
for maize plant recognition by ECB as it elicited high responses on female antennae [9] [13] and is active on
female attraction behavior [10]. The most recurrent VOCs in maize headspace analyzes were MeSA, a-pinene,
p-cymene with limonene and a-copene. The volatile pattern described here differed of the water stressed plant
signal [10] and of the herbivore damaged plants [11]. The global change of VOCs in time may serve as different
signals to host-seeking moths.

The maize field atmosphere VOCs analyzes showed that the natural chemical environment of host-seeking
insect is poor in volatiles and is composed mainly of MeSA and MT. SQT were detected scarcely and without
any apparent pattern. The most consistently detected VOCs in maize field atmosphere were MeSA, linalool and
S-myrcene that were already reported as VOCs from maize but after herbivore damage, [8] [20] [21]. Addition-
ally, limonene, a-pinene, 3-carene were also repeatedly detected, but no information about their biological activ-
ity on ECB pests is known.

Linalool a previously identified compound from stressed or damaged maize plant was not detected in our
VOC collection condition from healthy plant in the field. The emission of this compound by maize seemed to be
a part of plant stress chemical signal. Linalool is generally released in large amounts from deciduous in forest
[22] [23] and is likely coming from wooden hedges.

The apparent discrepancy between maize headspace and field atmosphere VOCs profiles concerned the pat-
terns of MT and SQT. In the atmosphere VOCs collections the SQT were rarely detected and the distorted vision
of SQT and MT ratio in atmosphere and plant were already described [22] [24]. The SQT are highly reactive
with atmospheric O3 and are often completely destroyed in the atmosphere before they can be detected in an
analysis [25] [26]. The average lifetime of a MT molecule in the air is about one hour and just 2 - 4 minutes for
SQT [27]. The experimental design can also account for the differences. For the headspace VOCs collection we
created a limited space, where the volatiles were concentrated, as for the atmosphere VOCs collections, the
SPME fibers were exposed to field air with extremely low concentration of VOCs. Indeed, similar results were
obtained by comparing the maize field and deciduous forest atmosphere VOCs compositions (Leppik & Frérot,
in-press).

As expected the chemical signal released by the maize plants differed with the diel periodicity. The pattern of
the chemical signal encounter by nocturnal flying insect is specific to the dark period. The VOCs blends from
maize headspace were mainly composed of MeSA and a-copaene and Z3-6:Ac, MeSA, a-pinene, 3-carene,
p-cymene, limonene and DMNT were found in both maize headspace and atmosphere. They can be considered
as candidate key compounds for host plant recognition and will deserve further studies on their insect behavioral
relevance.
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