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Fig. 1 Effect comparison of the attractivness of
two color traps in different direction to aphide
Note: Histograms with different small letters indicate significant

difference at 0. 05 level. The same below.
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Fig. 2 Effect comparison of the attractivness of

two color traps in different direction to thripidae
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Fig. 3 Effect comparison of the attractivness of

two color traps in different direction to leaf miner
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Fig. 4 Effect comparison of the attractivness of

yellow traps to aphide at different height
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Fig. 5 Effect comparison of the attractivness of

yellow traps to thripidae at different height
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Fig. 6 Effect comparison of the attractivness of yellow traps to

leaf miner at different height
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Study on Application Methods of Color Traps for Pests in Oil Flax

WAN Hai-xia, LU Jun-wu, YANG Chong-qing
(Guyuan Agricultural Research Institute, Guyuan, Ningxia 756000)

Abstract: Taking three important pests in oil flax of aphide,thripidae,leaf miner as investigation objects,the attractivness

of color traps at different height and in different direction to three oil flax pests according to their activity characteristic

were compared and studied. The results showed that when controling aphide color trap should hang up the top of plant,

facing in keeping with wind direction; when controling thripidae color trap should hang in upper-middle part of the plant,

facing the north-south direction; when controling leafminers color trap should hang at the top of plant level, facing the

north-south direction.
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