DOI:10.6660/TESFE.1987011 &&E&Formosan Entomol. 7: 87-94 (1987) IS Research report

JFormosan Entomologist

Journal Homepage: entsocjournal.yabee.com.tw

[Research report]
ZAMERSFRRZFRUR (HRHES]

FHE
MBAEEE-mail :
Received:  Accepted: 1987/02/20  Available online: 1987/09/01
Abstract

EE=S

ERRTSHAERRRNZZAMEREFRE R RANFEE  E1ARSE MIBEHRARB ZFRUR - #I17
BRABZFRERRN L 228 - BEERMER X ZFRBAIRRAZ 25E - ®REBERIARSET  =RLZAH
Bk RERAPRE/ Pl UTEBEEZE  LAFSKSBRERERE I0EZURESE - RESERLI0SELSARB AR
g -

Key words:
Eafi EER
Full Text: TIPDF( 8.5 MB)

TEIEBSHEIE X Browse all articles in archive: http://entsocjournal.yabee.com.tw



thEERS  7: 87-94 (1987)
Chinese J. Entomol. 7: 87-94 (1987)

EAREBRBEAFTASZ2THAR

F H #

R R KT R

(®ZHEMY : RAT6F2 A208 )

1 L3

ERRABHAARBNNCERAN BB RFARR —ERAFBE £ 1 ARBET
HEANMNARZEAHR > RABREZHIBRERZ 2215 BEBNMEN » &
AZFEBBOURRBRZ 2545 - EFRFABREN | ARBET » ZERXFABR—EER
FRECHAE DREEER -LAFARELAHERE 10 BARRE  RESERIL
05 % 15 ARMBRET

1
# L

RE LR~ ERZEEHARAFLEERRRARFY » BB - AEKILRETH AN
EE S 48.3%~97.7% R 88.7%; ( EBBEER 1986) o #t ERTEFYEFLEE IR
BARE (BERICS 1976~1984) » WEEMMEBREER 2040 L - RETAZHREAESE
FAFEHREZE 3000 JT o RREETHRARBEGT Y BERZERABRR/E—ITHEK - ERAKX
EFERE (BEX% » 1980) -~ LEEELE (Miyashita et al,, 1976) ~ B4 AR (Nakasuji B
Kiritani, 1978) BUSRILMBIEKEE S ZkzADE (/MUS » 1978) » BEBWSEE o RBZEKH
ERARSRGERERIFATRZRESR » FIEARERE » BTHY 1~2 REERY » WA
HAE=02— ERBRERA » WEX SRR TR (3 1982, 1983, 1985) o

RAARRERFRE  FRANHEHBETBRVEEE - TR0 BisH—EREFSA
BLERBITRERES | LEBERRARE » 25REEREE  STRYGR » 4EREHA
iR AHBIR—EERF LA BREEREE - ANERAZMBRAAEHS BRE (L
» 1976; Hirano, 1976; Sato et al., 1978 ; N8 » 1982 ; ¥ » 1984) o TIAL BRiEA 2 BA AL
HATIIRE | LE3~SKRLAMARSA » MAHRTRRIEE » BKTH » UHKBoKTE » PEH
BAER o 2.LARBBESIR » TMEFIRA HIRIERGE o 3.5/ B H8 Kk 8 rh o 2.8 BA 14 G0
ERR - RILTool BRiks B —MERAZHA%  ZUARBREERE  LERAES% -

MERYE
FRBERBCHUERRIFAT « LTREN 0 HRERRAS - RREFES - RIS

7 o BRZ BB R R B A R LR YR RITIE o 84 R 50358 50RO B U B
HREHEH D& EHARSIASERR (H—~=) o




PERBELEE I

3R % By i k2% 2. BRI B LEREPEFRS
i
W& __4*1$
HEEE L. ] MBS
BH Hets oy B A
e e EIR |
EBIEE
e Al ®\Amg
B FTEA
N A
EHES
AR
R FTBE

B— ZAHBRREEARR
Fig. 1. Types of dry sex pheromone traps.
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Fig. 2. Structure of Takeda trap made in Japan.
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Fig. 3. Structure of wet trap.
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Table 1. Comparison of the number of adults attracted by the dry and wet
traps baited with sex pheromone (Ping-tung)

R B #ABAB RABBE A:B
; . (&) ()
10 17~21 82 402 1:4.9
10 28~11/1 99 149 1:1.5
11 7~11 197 295 1:1.5
11 17~21 159 351 1:2.2
11 27~12/1 95 177 1:1.9
N 2t 632 1374 1:2.2
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Table 2. Comparison of the number of adults attracted by the dry and wet
traps baited with sex pheromone (Ping-tung)

# ®» B # L BApas
(MEH 1 & (EBREE A:B

A H Rs+A) ~ e B)
10 22~27 137 116 1:0.9
1 2~ 6 191 64 1:0.4
11 12~16 205 106 1:0.5
1 22~26 276 62 1:0.2
N & 809 348 1:0.4

A EBBUELBES 25 £ o EFSREARBREZTHFAK (R£5D) /! ERMAFESRE
262.4£253 £ » HREDFHRE 20541137 & 0 REEAFHR 35841390 & » BAFAE
2419+37.8 & £RMERETEE (BN) » ALUFURBHEREHRELE ERABRF SRR
AAEALE  HBECTERBRAFRE
2. ERFZASRRTENMNTERRGRLER

EABARSAEZE 2051051 fEfy 4 MEE 0 18 20 RORFBHIFIZ 508 &~ 580
#1385 £R 9 % UEAEHZE 10 @R 20 ERE (BR) °
3. EXAEARNEEEHAREREHRILE

HREARGERE 0511523345 ARM T EEE  ERK 50 Ky FERES 7
B 1065 £ 962 4 486 242 %163 £ 151 £R 60 & o SHTREREBEBEEE INE=
B 05 ARE 1 ARBEEM (X=) HAKFE trap BETER (B~ ) © Fiif ( BY) BBzE
BEE > 12 35 RAURBANS 1176 % 1958 #2457 £ 21970 £~ 1108 £ ~243 HE 423 %
o SR EEMBIEEE AR L 15 ARBERF (R= HL) °

¥ ]

FUHEAFABNRAKE  TERRTZRAFSE > HAREEEL 05 ARBPELS 2



BEARBRRERERS BENE 91

o€
35001 ABRMEHFHYE - i
B AR 0 A5 % 7
CHMRHEBHS s
3 p- 25 p-. ‘
o] DBABEE s
s
I'I . A.
2500 L
i o’ /’A D
N "’, . /Ill
# o’ /
2000 o A 4B
o," oA
m 5 A
oy . ‘ ’l” /A" /
#1500 o &7 &
~ J/ / /
o WA
2 &7
1000 S A
AT
P
/2/‘/
500 /
A/ ’
b

145 20 25 30 125 10 15 20 2 31
H M
Bm TR FRRERRI B

Fig. 4. Comparison of the accumulation of adults by the different types of
trap baited with sex pheromone. i
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Fig. 5. Comparison of the accumlation of adults attracted by the distances
of dry traps baited with sex pheromone.
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Table 3. Difference of number of males trapped at different trap heights
[F® (Ping-tung)
w E (m) 1.5 2 1 0.5 3 5 4
%38 (No./trap)®’ 351.0 281.4 279.7 168.0 158.3 60.4 33.4
; Fris (Hsin-pei)
B E (m) 0.5 1 1.5 2 3 4 5

Fag (No./trap)®) 266.3 240.5 121.5 60.5 40.8 37.8 15.0

&) ) Duncans £ 8i5g:o04 (p=0.05) o
») Data analyzed by Duncan’s multiple range test (p=0.05).

(e ) s

o
L=
<

05 1 15 2- 8 -4 -5

m O E(ARD

=7 ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ‘ﬁ&ﬁ&ﬁz#ﬁ%‘fﬁkb& (BE)
Fig. 6. Comparison of the accumulation of adults by the different height of
traps baited with sex pheromone (Ping-tung).
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Fig. 7. 'Comparison of the accumulation of adults by the dlfferent height of
trap baited with sex pheromone (Hsin-pei).
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CAPTURE EFFICIENCY OF VARIOUS SEX PHEROMONE
TRAPS FOR SPODOPTERA LITURA

S.C. Lee

Kaohsiung District Agricultural Improvement Station

The capture efficiency of plastic sidar vessel, glassy vial and Takeda pherorhone tfap
were compared. Dry type trap was as good as wet one if it was installed at a height of
0.5 up to 1.5m above growed. Ten traps per hectare was recommended for field moni-
toring. o



