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Tab 1 Yelow card’ s trap effect on B. tabad adults 1 (200206 08)
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Fig 2 Parasitism in yellow card area and contwol area
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Yellow Card Traps and its Effects on Population of Bemisia tabaci

SHEN Bin-bin, REN Shunrxiang
(College of Resources and Enviromment South China Agric. Univ., Guangzhou 510642, China)

Abstract; The best method to trap Bemisia tabaci adults using yellow card and the wnirol effect of yellow card’ s trap on
the B. tabaci population in the cucumber field were studied, the results showed that B. fabaci has strong taxis to the
yellow card. When the yellow card to trap the adults of Bemisia tabaci was used on cucumber; the best method is to hang
the yellow card vertically between the ows of the cucumber plants, and the height of yellow card is almost kept the same
as the top of the cucumber plant. The yellow card can also trap other insects in the cucumber field such as springtails,
cucumber aphids, cucumber thrips, etc. Life tables constmcted by the affecting factors in the wntwol area and yellow
card-used area have been established. In control area, the B. tabaci population trend index ([-value) is 8.63, while in
the yellow card-used area, its [-value is only 3. 519 8; The interference index of population control (ZIPC) of yellow
card’ s trap and kill reaches 0.407 9. The exclusive index of population control (EIPC) in yellow card-used area is 6.
791 7, while in the contwl area, the EIPC is 6.161 7.
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