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Abstract
perda.[ Method ] The influences of different sex lures, trap types of Spodoptera frugiperda were studied in Changtai Region, Fujian Province ,and

[ Objective ]In order to provide a useful trapping system of synthetic sex pheromone to better monitor and control Spodoptera frugi-

the population monitoring of sex attractants on Spodoptera frugiperda were also carried out in a whole year.[ Result ] The sex lure A was best sig-
nificant efficiency compared to the sex lure B and lure C,the duration of sex lure C was best among three different sex lures.Ship trap possessed
its significant efficiency compared to the other trap types.Spodoptera frugiperda occured in a whole year in Changtai Region,and there were six
peaks on the adults of Spodoptera frugiperda in the whole year.The corn crop were damaged by Spodoptera frugiperda from May to November,
reaching to the peak from the later October to the mid and later November. [ Conclusion] The sex pheromone can be used by monitoring Spo-

doptera frugiperda ,the peaks were significant.
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Fig.4 The occurrence dynamic on adults of Spodoptera frugiperda in corn field of Changtai region from 2020 to 2021
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