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Fig. 1 Dynamics of adult population of Grapholitha
Sfunebrana in Linzhou
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Table 1 Control efficiency of different pesticides and concentration on Grapholitha funebrana
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Pesticides Concentration Number of Number of Ratio of Control
investigated fruits infected fruits damaged fruits efficiency
20 26 5% B 3L 500 400 14 3.5 83.3
1000 400 25 6.2 70.5
1500 400 39 9.7 53.8
20 %5 11 87 HE W foke 28 B 7 771 500 400 5 1.4 93.3
1000 400 12 3.0 85. 7
1500 400 19 4.7 77.6
10 Y By BT 2 (53 o JOR 5L 3tk 500 400 0 0 100.0
1000 400 5 1.2 94.3
1500 400 11 2.7 87.1
CK 400 84 21.0
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Table 2 Net benefit analysis of 6 experimental treatments to Grapholitha funebrana
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Sex Attractant Monitoring and Pesticide Control Test
of Plum Fruit Moth (Grapholitha funebrana)

WANG Jing-shun' ., WANG Xiang-hong’ ., ZHANG Kun-peng'
(1. Anyang Institute of Technology, Anyang, Henan 455000; 2. Forest Diseases and Insect

Pests Control Station of Linzhou City, Linzhou, Henan 456550)

Abstract: In order to master the occurrence rules of plum fruit moth(Grapholitha funebrana Treitscheke)and

screen for efficient chemicals pesticides in fields, sex attractant monitoring and control experiment was carried

out. The results showed that G. funebrana had two generations per year in Linzhou city of Henan province.

The maximum occurrence of the overwintering adult of G. funebrana was in the early April and the first gener-

ation of adult peak in early June. Overwintering adults generates was large and the first generation less ac-

counting for 68.4% and 31. 6% respectively. The field efficacies of 3% avermectin-diflubenzuron EC diluted
500,1 000 and 1 500 times, 20% chlorpyrifos SC diluted 500,1 000 times and 20 % fenvalerate-malathion were

very good and the preventing effect all reached above 83 %. But from the economic considerations, the most ef-

fective and the most economic was 20% chlorpyrifos SC diluted 500 times and avermectin-diflubenzuron EC di-

luted 1 000 times.
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