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Study on Biological Properties and Light Trap of Conogethes punctiferalis Damaging to
Camellia oleifera Seeds
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Abstract: In October 2016, investigations were carried out on damage of Conogethes punctiferalis to Camellia oleifera seeds at stands in Quzhou,
Lishui and Jinhua, Zhejiang province. Larvae of trapped C. punctiferalis were feed at lab for observation of biological properties. In April 2017,
sample plots were established for light trap. The results showed that C. punctiferalis had four generations a year, overwintered by mature larva in
Zhejiang province. It occurred seriously in aged C. oleifera stands in Lishui, with damage rate of seeds of 31.27%. Larvae of the 3™ generation and
overwintered generation damaged C. oleifera seeds in filed. The experiments demonstrated that light trap had good control effect of C. punctiferalis.
The damage rate dropped to 10.72% after two years experiment.
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punctiferalis i Bl AYA RV EEE R Y —, HAYE G MA@ Res A E H R L

PRiEIE S 8 T H Lepidoptera HLIEFR} Crambidae #EEFIE & Dichocrocis, AT E | Ay /047 i) B ZlE SR E |
a4y, W fEELE Castanea mollissima, Bk Amygdalus persica, 2= Prunus salicina 5z E #%j%% Zea mays 25 100 A3/
&, REFAHS . B B 60 AERLISK, EINAMFE S HkiRE & AR 3 R A . ARSI R
IGHATFRE T REMIITE, R T —RFRERT, Ak, SO AR RSk BT T, |
BEHE, XPEE A E W AFHE HGE R . S, RSO AWK . AR =AM AR 2= i
AP S FARIE . ZAEOHET 7RG A, HIFR TIEEREORIIPITE, DU A AP mY s
Iz B i s RS i

1 R Fi*E

11 HFMEHEEEREEIRE
L1 EERKBAL EEPTTIK (HFSERX ., MR, FHEAZEE 4 1) | 0 (REETX. %
IIEFZIFEEL 3 ) 14t (AR 1 #) SAWHTIMES T E 1A 12 SuREthdb i 7 bkidisE & A= T il a2
(1) o PrkEsEEY @I ERNIEX, EREES W, ARE TS, FIN 17CE . BIZEK
WZRMRPEE, CFEREAT , AR TR, SRR, RIFRI I ENR . Fk AR AR
5375, BHERE. BREACRE, RFTHERERIR.
112 FEHE T 2016 -2017 FFH4E 10 HIASRRICHE T, KB E AR/ 20 hm®, AHUHH 20
mx 20 m, VAEEHITERMERLNREALIESE 8 ~ 10 ARFERE, RIEATARR, FFhSERE I mAc R, K
PEBEIE G ERETRIN AR B2 E, it EER,
1.2 RZEHEHEE YRR

2016 —2017 4FE4H4E 10 H Ay, ERHTARM . ISR 2R X ORAE A% SR P APk L)) s o] v ]
MBI HGTFHOLAR T IR IS =, BT EHA R FE IS (30 cm x 30 cm x 50 cm ) HHFETERIAFE, DIISE
HIE . PUERANEE SRS HER I . KSR PRSI, K@ Je e 35 R B B A 45
RIBE EFEE, B LR RERIBES L BN RR E, B%8 5 Sk ilsRBkEIEL) RS, THE4)
. R ORI RS E BN SR BT, BRERIRACIRGS, IC SRR P kA Ta)
HEERE DI, ARG, BEEAHTEEAAT A AR ST (37 ) MUERHLTFE0N, SeitplidiBdr. WIS A pkie)
VAR, ARYESIELN L & S BRI 18] 8 i BRI A AR AR TR S o [, R B AT IR s JH A A Mk i
A ENGBURES TAE 2R SR
1.3 HFEHkETIRERRE

1E 2016 AFPkiiieEf EFE R PAE AR b, K iaa A S PR A T R A EE A W /KA BHAGE #R Pt
Horpr, TERN/KAARHIRE 2 Hekett, 2 HobEHIAHRE 2 100 m, PIREHBEIAATE 0.5 hm? 245, SEERIX 1 Hokii, T
125 0.4 hm®, ¥ b itbad 80 AERFMEA MM, Sl TEREFE o TESHEHA 2 AbRELIR 1.5 m 24 &
MR FES 2 HAKHAERRAT (PS-15VI2 B, WEELAE] ) 238, PIATHEER T 600 m. 2017 - 2018 4F4F
F4 H 10 H-10 H 30 HEY 18:00 WK H 7:00 FATIER R E . TRAFEIRTM AR (10 H Edd)) #1718
EREBUEAT, VERTIER] 1.1, RSN A T BT R
1.4 IS

AR E R E AN

fEER = ZEMITEB BN x 100%

FI A SPSS18.0 RFAN[FIAFA 4 535 28 A0 L 1 95 B A TR IR 32 07 2250 ( Tukey ) , - HW BB AE AT

BT RESE R4
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2 HIRER

2.1 HFHHEIRE R MR R EHHE

PR 2 AR RN R M e E, SEQSOTRETER . YIRS H 2 B RPN RN H
B, GRS, AR, 810 AR ZFH MR RANE, 504 AL AR B b
AN, BERAEFRRRINIE 1. ZFMACRENAAA Y R EIRE, KR dIEah dusr b iR BTGk TR,
HEEFE LR AT RN, AR, HsORI S O ERRA AR B = TG, e
JEMZRRZTE, RNFMEBRE L, U TR, Mz®iAi, FE IR PR dUiA KR 16 ~ 23
mm, LS, BIME IR, EEIRA A, SiRETT EAHRRIGEEDRE, BRI PRI, deE T3
B 22 E D PR S T AMIASRNE A 1~ 2 kel e, BRI &3 4 3k — MBI
SRR SR — MR AT R E NN B2 IR 2, (HZ) BUB R S sl R ki N, 2l BN e

MR A T R R Hrab R R
A1 g aFhmbR
Figure | Damage of C. punctiferalis to C. oleifera seeds
2.2 FEMXMEHITIREEFR
2016 —2017 4, BH7K. M Bz A He X Hk i fes i A G L AR 4 R L 1

F 1 AFHEHEREEERIPE
Table 1 Field investigation of C. punctiferalis damaging to C. oleifera seeds

A
VL v i 2016 4F _ E_z:g f -

GO bt mamson ekgee SIIEREC SEERIC fEEE
W K& HR FaFErr >28 1691 535 31.64 2329 876 37.61
TARH FaFERE >25 1817 646 35.55 1432 590 4120
#E TR >20 2063 549 26.61 1877 380 20.25
HH Kk 535 9 1219 169 13.86 1638 229 13.98
EHfEER 27.97 28.52
M YTl 1 TR >20 2564 449 17.51 2212 354 16.00
il 2 KR 10 1457 164 11.26 1068 149 13.95
RN FaFERF >20 1803 173 9.60 1575 184 11.68
Hil FaFErF >30 1229 116 9.44 989 101 10.21
Hil Kk 535 8 868 58 6.68 1115 63 5.65
Tk FEFER >25 1615 117 7.24 1026 81 7.89
TRIfEER 11.29 11.67
SERTAME 1 WS35 12 1672 43 2.57 1833 91 4.96
AT 24 HHTLLAE 10 212 7 330 326 1 337

e

VE: MU BB E LA o U E Rl
TERH /KXW AY T RS, PIAERY RIS E RIL 28.25%, Hob, MEMZAARAIfEE (32.14% ) BN
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R THIAARE( 13.92% )™ E ; TR MM BRI G 3 2R PP AR 11.48% , iR B AR T I /K HLIX ( F=15.836,
P<0.01) o 534b, i HATIN KX A A2 SRR, BRI B bR & FAT T X I AR . SR ek
Y 1 AR AP IR R D, HPRIE A AR (4.96% ) , BICHfEFERERARGRENE. 55,
VA I R S Ik £ W T 21 AE Il 4% Camellia chekiangoleosa.,

2.3 SHpEiEs

231 AWEE MZRPREEIEN T LA 4 R, DIERAG) MAEMAT B R AR . AR . AR N B SRt i
THESETA (£ 2) o AR T 4 H EADFAIIE, 6 H Eafbimgsd; kB 4 HhaE 6 Hiap
fb, BHAh 4 ATMa2 5 H A BARBREN . 22505 Fr=08, S—RYHFEEEN . FEKR, 6
—fRAH 6 H FAIHIL, WEFE 6 H T ). 55 R4h H F 2E = K 828 AL Pyrus sorotina S £ Punica granatum
S, Al 7 Arbapgraabife, EEHTE 8 H b4 SRR FEEEREMACR, Bl 8 ARk, ik
WiFE 9 H ).

*2 HHMHEEINTIREESE
Table 2 Life history of C. punctiferalis in Zhejiang province

R 13 4 4 4 5H 6 H ;| 8 A 9H 104 11-12 A

¥y v F B FE PF EHPF EHOF OEH OF OEH OF R HF
MOH A A A A A A
R + o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+
%00m e o o o o o o o
- & VY YVYVYY VVYVY
% %ok % k% k%

o+ o+ o+ o+
% 0m e o o o o o o
- vV Vv V. YyYvY vVYVvY VY
oo+ o+ o+ o+ o+
oW e o o o o o o °
= & VY YYVY VV V VY
% ® % % % % ® % % *
+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+

o e o o o o o o
® YY Y Y VY VY A oA &

TE: VIR AFORBRANN; FRoRIf; Rl @F R, L3R BAl; Rl TRORT .

232 AEWFAE

(1) R

TASHRIE I Bl HOPIE SZ PRI RN B A 50, R ZEAEHRAE 20:00 — 23:00 2PIfk, BEBSRIELPIfE R ZY) Y
H2HPHEER 85.29% (n=34) , 24:00 J5/> WPk, B RS RR M= NI TERR B 3E T, AR ZAEM 1 RIERL
KPS ALER R, I REE e, X AT S BRI TAR R, th3 3 T, IR AR R M i
Tk, H_FhZEREZE (P<0.05) ; MEMCFHHEGRHA 7.90 d, kR 12d, R0 5 d; HEHCE-Y56Gh 6.68
d, KA 10d, EH3d(£3) .,

F3 MSRPEIEE, RS

Table 3 Life span of overwintering female and male C. punctiferalis

P et sk K Fbi/d A bi/d F¥Fbi/d R

f 31
%EQ 12 3 7:90£0.35 F=0.019, P=0.013<0.05
TS 37 10 3 6.68+ 0.33

(2) %hd

BERABIFAFEAEMAR . PR RSB =ERESEA, ARSI 2 MeERE, F 14
gL ETE 8 HTA), 268 2 BELE 10 H bA), sr&2 AE R EE, FE IS =Ry BEE . AR
RICE , BRIEIE L) AR SRR L T o St 5 I, FE—MMAS RPN RELSGEE 2 ~ 3 M. BRVETE
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Pl BRI B ik 2225 A IR, A B REE SR L.
2.4 FEBRAERESITABERFEAR

RN, EERR R EMARLAE A EOUTIAER, B FREAC R ZER, G 1 Fa, MRRTH
22 2 R 28.78% % 2 20.48% , 18 5 B F(1,4)=19.785,P=0.011], BiiA 2 4E)5 , HF— S 10.72%,
B VAFIAR TGS S ) 25 Stk ‘B [F(1,4) = 93.379, P =0.001], MWE¥H O BESRE, BiiG 1 4G, RO
SR EY 8.32 Sk-BET FE R 5.76 kK, HoFMERIHAREFE[F(1,4) =2.260, P=0.207]; Biif 2 4E)q,
IR S 3.93 kbR (F£4) , BHIARIRBIIGIMAT R 02555 B8 [F(1,4)-8.886, P=0.041]. BJ UL, E@idiE
FHAE SR SIT AR TR, GES RIS RN EER, Hedemdh, BAE,

R4 ATHFRPTIEHETIRIER
Table 4 Effect of light trap on C. punctiferalis

A6 Biie | 4EJG (2017 4F) BiiG 2 4EJG (2018 4F)
it RS feERt mowgE O AR eER wOwE  WeRl eER OB
A % 1Ck B B % 1Ck-BED O % 1CkHRD
FARH 1 1 604 31.98 6.83 2118 21.29 412 917 11.01 3.17
FARH 2 1 666 25.75 6.97 1103 20.13 5.79 2143 10.08 434
SEHD 2255 28.60 11.17 1419 20.01 737 2771 11.08 428
A 28.78 8.32 20.48 5.76 10.72 3.93

T a R GHREHBEEE 30 PRIBZSHITAIASK, ARHR THOFRS b Fm i B EELL R B2l RB0R/30 HRitE.
3 ZEitw

PRl R AR . MRE L, SRR, WTEE 100 REPVRIEY . AOARFISRA, 434514 Pinus spp, 42
Cunninghamia lanceolata Z&% #4175 Solanum melongena Z5 53! 7 /MA A BUE F. 32 Gleditsia japonica,
A Quercus robur HGE! ' FEWNL, CAMENMEEEAEESE, Sk, P2, A1, SCH. Citrus maxima

‘Wentan” . ZhJ2#4 P. massoniana Sz P. elliottii FEARACHIRA 1), AREHIT LI, HhifiE DL Lh duic &l
FOR, WRREER, TEMKHX AR G E RIRFNE 30%, BE—HEse TR v ae, nIFEARIE
FAEYE H UMk, AR T MR KSR

RUWAEKEL T 55, . BELOLRETIAESE, F—FhE BRI XA £ E & AR
FHE, WK AR LT X 1 4R & 2 ~ 3 4%, PHALHLIX 3 ~ S 4R, fErpithiX 4 ~ 5 4R, MiEAERHIIX 5 ~ 6
RPN, AR, BEMARAOBRIEIEANT. | %4 4 1R, £, ZREF™EH, X5 FHSEHTL
=2 TR =RABAAARL) B, X PRI BRI ) i Bt 7 5% .

N AMEZH R TR IR T R BIFR TAE, M TREARNG (ARG ER | Bl
Wi kA . VPEERHERSK. PMEhTE R R R EREERE ) | TR CRBITIER . BEERRRS R IS
BRBERS) | WG (it H 187 Beauveria bassiana 57 =44 Bacillus thuringiensis %5 ) kA b2#BiiAa%s
BRI e, Hob, ASERIRTEREIE R ZE A BTG T A B S AT Tk IE 2 A
P AR R A B i R R B ERRRE , F F HUE SE B XTI AR SE L T P AR R A R A 10% 7245,
LA HAMIERE, W)

AR PER AT EAEY KR PR R, R —FP R A R ERRREE, B TR . 3 ok
Bt AR ARG, ST IER R A e AN, TR A A T — e R R
ok, HETHIX R FA 7 X P, S 2otk i RE B S FE B S 4 B R SR A R R I b 1, 1S
H5REEER. AREFBELAE TREME, TEH P00 T e

it ARSEMKTAOLR EH . E445, BB 7SS, BTl REIER . SAYTE R E I RED TS
e TRIFED), TEGERISITL.
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