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Fig.1. Comparison of B. argentifolii adults trapped by different color and
suspend shape of sticky traps.
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Table 1. Effectiveness of different height of yellow sticky traps on the trapping of B. argentifolii

No. of adults (Mean+SD) '

Height - - -
Ist time 2nd time 3rd time
High (170 cm) 12.254+3.30 a 9.25+3.86 a 6.25+1.71 a
Middle (100 cm) 20.50+5.97 a 24.75+5.85a 28.00+4.32 b
Low (30cm) 51.50+21.25b 69.50+14.39b 41.00+5.48 ¢

! Means within a column followed by same letters are not significantly different with Duncan’s new multiple range
test at protection level (p=0.05).

AIHS RS T [l > SPEEBORS e BRI Y B AT AR > H I EE80.77~0.85(F )
PERED A X P s - ﬁ@%vf@oww ¢mﬁﬂwvwiﬁyﬁﬁ
SPRJE > IV R Y OB 0 R (SR L B IR < SR R R R S
T ?5rj]j;5r_§\[(10) o P T S A d/J/FL[F_ IXE .

o I P RS R
Table 2. Sex ratio of B. argentifolii trapped by different height of yellow sticky traps

Sex ratio (£/9+3) "

Height

1st time 2nd time 3rd time
High (170 cm) 0.85+0.04 a 0.79+0.04 a 0.85+0.05 a
Middle (100 cm) 0.81+0.07 a 0.77+0.01 a 0.80+0.06 a
Low (30cm) 0.84+0.04 a 0.80+0.05 a 0.79+0.10 a

!“Same as Table 1.
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Table 3. Effectlveness of B. argentifolii trapped by different density of yellow sticky traps

Distance between two trap I m 2m 3m 4m 6 m

Adults trapped ' 121.0£253a 103.0£20.8a 94.8+14.8a 107.8£25.0a 104.3£133 a

! Means within a row followed by same letters are not significantly different with Duncan’s new multiple range test
at protection level (p=0.05).
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Attractiveness of Yellow Sticky Traps for the
Silverleaf Whitefly Bemisia argentifolii
(Homoptera: Aleyrodidae) on Cucumber '

Kuei-Fang Pai, Ching-Chung Chen and Yu-Sha Wang *

ABSTRACT

Three color sticky traps (yellow, blue, and green) were used to evaluate the attractiveness
for B. argentifolii adults in a cucumber field. The yellow sticky traps caught more adults than
others, and the adults caught by three shape sticky traps (cylindrical, upward horizontal, and
downward horizontal) are not significantly different. The yellow sticky traps caught more adults
when placed 30cm above ground than when placed 100cm and 170cm, the number of adults were
54.0/trap, 24.4/trap and 9.3/trap, respectively. The yellow sticky traps with the highest
attractiveness were placed 1m than placed 2m, 4m, 8m, 16m, and 32m from B. argentifolii source.
We suggested that the yellow sticky traps did not show attractant effect on B. argentifolii from
20~30m away. The yellow sticky traps used cylindrical suspend on each cucumber planting row
at Im, 2m, 3m, 4m or 8m intervals, the number of adults trapped in each treatment are not
significantly different (92.8/trap~107.8/trap). The sex ratio (female/male+female) of B.
argentifolii female in cucumber field were 0.81. Attractiveness of sticky traps when different

color or height above ground were not different between males and females.

Key words: Bemisia argentifolii, yellow sticky, attractiveness, cucumber.
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