ORRREAESFAT/ EHRE - 5Ril% - MBS - EEX

H SRR/ & b e o
A T ] £ %3

S

=]l

[l

IMYE R VSRR (Rubiaceae)
 WNYERE (Coffea) THY) »
B4 Coffea spp.» =BT H
T AR ] 7 EE-R Ik (Arabica
coffee) » H A 2= = Wk
fHERECE 1,167 A8 IX
P 1,151 2N £
= 1018,520 AT+ 2EK
PR A RS - REE
PR ~ FEFeR ~ =l
PRRIER s BRBRY - &
i 100 AHIEME o T
2 R A A1 2 55 i i vk SR /s
% (Hypothenemus hampei) 1
UNCRB e it 3z
@A ERES - R HER
RREE R E 2 0 %
LR I A R B P T B
IRV 3= 2 B2 - 57
o KA AR 2E R

TR SRR R A A A
FER > 9 S A A i
e/ NEERT IR - T L E R
SUEE R E I B S
A AR - i B
T Rt B A R fi B2
R2% > EEmyERER
A DU A A R ZE AR
A E T B ETER N A A
oy 0 RS KA
EEM IR AAGE B H
RRIMWER NEEFISCR:

MR NE R RRIE

R NEE S B MR
MRS - AR REER
e BRI e+ HE R
((FEolinl e b R NEN
Ho BB R a0 5B
— R R an T 5 [ SR
AR o FREISNUER

BRI B Z PR A
R R N e B A K
R BRI Ry SRR
ARETYER N - B
ot e o F SRR RS A T R S
s 2 P (B e 7 PP AT R B
i3 1] DB AR 5 =
H o R N HE ARE R AR I
PSRNk P L [ B P ]
R LR s AR L E
TR o T R A O PR e
LA s Ry Ve R AL 5
R RSB -

S5 F

1. R (2000 mL)

2. AL MR BRI

.85 5%+ ZF (Ethyl
alcohol) ELHEE (Methyl

alcohol)

4. SEGRRBUE B

B R /2020,/068 /44280 59



1B BRARMGRNEFRBONETH

5. /NUYRIRE
6. £1.7]

7. LA

8. fiife

9. 577]

kR NE A 2
BRiBE

SR A Y PR R R DAL
AT L (B 2A
B) » SEAFIRFHE L A R
Wtk 0 R E RS — Y]
B (& 2C 1 D) - #/NUAEIE

LA AL TS AL - B
IR SRR RN (B 2E
1 F) » B B R A
Je BRI S5 F TR AR -
i A AR BRI/ N BRI R DL g
AR E % — Ui [ 58 PO T B
/NEUSE IR ] DATBUCE B
P (B 2G FTH) - A/
BT EEE &
BEEE ZBERY 5 8] - IO S
{1 R A /N D A
AT DLR R SR MR BRAR A
f -+ BIW] 56 R H Bk R
INEETRER o

BRFwBEALE

TR F R Y B B 5E R
WER/NEd A R sy o JoRHE
i A IR LR AR a5 5 R AC/ N
TR (& 3A) > 2B
PR A0 T DUBE a5 5 [ 1 36 258
e [UMWESR /NG > & R
HEARBERIIEEK (E
3B) » IEE/K T ERIARRIEH
SERRI AR Ve - S
RN P RE [N 2R - 58
FiiE R fIE A B R BT T DURY
I P 6 £ PR 278 Al SR/
ik (18 3C)

T E2. M eraRETERE R
WLE (8 A B) - HLEERN
B I ETHE (EC
FEEFRTEAE -ERO (B
D) Rl a3t/ VBB B |
#7 (B E) SEmRETUBAN
HBEBH+T (8 F) BREAR
HMEITH (B G) - /BB
LlsamigiziEnmn (8 H) > #
S B B O LA SRR B 3B A Bl BT
LU TR 3 OIRAR 1S

—[E3. REREEARFLASFESIE

MANBEBR S (B A) - Bl
B 5% SBBIREREAS

SMTHUREZEZESIBRS B

RISREVMIGER /NG (B B) © 5
TERBERET R B E N EE
ETER (8 O)

60 EEMRMIE,2020,/068 /44248

EEittAm= /2020,/068 /44248



HEEAZRNR

ARERES A FH R AR B3R
Fhesdt 3 fEpE BARHIER B
FH P B nim vl SR/ N A 5 3
Fy e Rk S AN Y7
B H SRR ER S g 1
DIAR ] Ee By B Z P
T i o [FIRF DL BUAIHL
TR A SR AL B 2R IR AF Foifs
5 | B fF 2 I - A
PBHAEE L B EE
#J 120 2273 (& 3B) » 51
JRIEHEST 3 EEAE 0 R
F A 58 255 h I 40 A e 34
ik SR v T T — AR R
B o BRI R 2 (E
Fodfs 5 | B0 E A R ALt H B
i A o P AT S K S A I
RN TG A
o 116 K 73 EomukR/NEE
(& 4A B B) » DUKTERsES |
HliNISE T RER SR S 2l
1 0.3 EnwER/NE (B
4C) » TIRERIMLESR NEEER A
e A 0 RS SR EUR AL
Firit 2 KL 6 5 B A 25 AT LA
BB HH 5 F 275 A i 2%
/INa (& 4D) -

T E4. LARELLGIRRER N CBEERFRBINER R E A RARBNBEFFS
MR/ NE (B A 08 B) » BERKERFSIBREIEBRFARR B C)
REEFRRRFENNESR - BB RMGERNE - EFLBREMBER
g2 (KLERE) (B 4 D)

#haa
ARG B S nmE R
7Nk A s IS FH ] B0 R
R AER N - Frh DL
NSRS SR N SVE S
e - AR L A E
R/ N AR - FRACR]
DURVAS 3t 38 bR ST
AIRIIEAE - HEIRIMYRER N
B s i 7 ) P] AR SR 2]
R N R - (HIE AR
HF R AR VIR R 2 B,
LEATS TR 5 | A AR TR

11 SR RO e e s P
KNI EAKERTE - 55
BN CE % A i ) B e
i HIRREAR ~ TR
RV AR E Z IR -
REEEEIPTEES - 8
DUREHR R 2ICaA Al AR
NEE IR IR HY H
1 MEEERREEES
FEAVIEIRNE - 4 REH AR
R FH T 36K 2 e SR/ N

e -

ZZHYH: https://www.ctahr.hawaii.edu/Site/
CBBTrap.aspx.

S M H: http://agritech.tnau.ac.in/crop_
protection/coffeepest/coffee_2.html.

Aristizabal, L. F., M. Jiménez, A. E. Bustillo,
H. I. Trujillo, and S. P. Arthurs, S. P. 2015.
Monitoring coffee berry borer, Hypothenemus
hampei (Coleoptera: Curculionidae),
populations with alcohol-baited funnel traps
in coffee farms in Colombia. Fla. Entomol.
98: 381-383.

Dufour, B. P and B. Frérot. 2008. Optimization
of coffee berry borer, Hypothenemus hampei
Ferrari (Col., Scolytidae), mass trapping with
an attractant mixture. J. Appl. Entomol. 132:
591-600.

Fernandes, F. L., M. C. Picanco, S. O. Campos,
C. S. Bastos, M. Chediak, R. N. C. Guedes,
and R. S. Da Silva, 2011. Economic injury
level for the coffee berry borer (Coleoptera:
Curculionidae: Scolytinae) using attractive
traps in Brazilian coffee fields. J. Econ.
Entomol. 104: 1909-1917.

Fernandes, F. L., M. C. Picanco, M. E. S.
Fernandes, R. A. C. Dangelo, F. F. Souza,
and R. N. C. Guedes. 2015. A new and highly
effective sampling plan using attractant-
baited traps for the coffee berry borer
(Hypothenemus hampei). J. Pest Sci. 88: 289-
299.

Mathieu, F., L. O. Brun, C. Marchillaud, and
B. Frérot. 1997. Trapping of the coffee
berry borer Hypothenemus hampei Ferr.
(Col., Scolytidae) within a mesh enclosed
environment: interaction of olfactory and
visual stimuli. J. Appl. Entomol. 121: 181-
186.

Mathieu, F., L. O. Brun, B Frerot, D. M.
Suckling, and C. Frampton. 1999. Progression
in field infestation is linked with trapping of
coffee berry borer, Hypothenemus hampei
(Col., Scolytidae). J. Appl. Entomol. 123:
535-540.

Messing, R. H. 2012. The coffee berry borer
(Hypothenemus hampei) invades Hawaii:
Preliminary investigations on trap response
and alternate hosts. Insects. 3: 640-652.

Vega, F. E., F. Infante, and A. J. Johnson. 2015.
The genus Hypothenemus, with emphasis
on H. hampei, the coffee berry borer. p.427-
494. in Bark Beetles: Biology and Ecology
of Native and Invasive Species.[Vega, F. E.
and R. W. Hofstetter, eds] Academic Press.
London, UK. 620 pp.

Silva, F. C. D., M. U. Ventura, and L. Morales,
L 2006. Capture of Hypothenemus hampei
Ferrari (Coleoptera, Scolytidae) in response

to trap characteristics. Sci. agric. 63: 567-571.

62 EEMRMIE,2020,/068 /44248

BRI /2020068 /44288 63

a



