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Comparison of several methods for attracting
Monochamus alternatus

TANG Wei-qiang, WU Cang-song, WU Yin-hai
(Forest Disease and Pests Control and Quarantine Station of Xinchang County, Xinchang 312500, Zhejiang China)

Abstract: This study was made in Xinchang County of Zhejiang Povince during 1998 and 1999. Four methods
were used for attracting Monochamus altematus. The results indicated that improved atiractant was of a good
attracting method, with 111 adults catched in each trap. There was a significant difference between improved
atiractent and the other methods on attracting effect. The order of attracting effect was improved attractant, M-
attractant, pne log bait and trapping light. Attractants could be conveniently used for trapping Monochamus

alternatus in large area.

Key words: Monochamus alternatus; attracting methods; trapping effect; pest contol methods



