25(6):740~744,2010

. —_— —_ — [~
Fujian Journal of Agricultural Sciences : 10080384 (2010) 0674005

( , 350018)

; 10g- L', 10 mL « L™ 10ge- L'

° ’ °

: S 436. 1 : A
Feeding behavior of Bactrocera dorsalis (Hendel)
YAN Zheng
(Fuzhou Institute of Agricultural Sciences, Fuzhou, Fujian 350018, China)

Abstract: Efficiency of controlling Bactrocera dorsalis adults by lures was studied. Trapping methods and different
moisture content and sweetness of trapping agent were compared in a small-scale field test. The results indicated
that the poisoned mango paste could trap and kill a large number of B. dorsalis adults. By replacing with fresh
mango paste daily the number of trapped fruit flies increased significantly. The addition of 10 g « L™ brown sugar,
10 ml « L' honey and 10 g « L' maltose to the mango paste could significantly increase the trapping effect even
further. It seemed apparent that this method of using mango paste for trapping could considerably minimize the pest
infestation in the field
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Table 3 Trapping effectiveness by different water treatments
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