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Spatial distribution of the yellow peach moth Conogethes punctiferalis
eggs on corn plant
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Abstract The spatial distribution of yellow peach moth Conogethes punctiferalis eggs were investigated in corn
field. The results indicated that the pest eggs were mainly located in the base of leaf blade (top of the leaf sheaths
and leaf axils), followed by the leaf sheath and husk of kennels, the least positions were silk of young kennel and
the other positions of the leaf. The eggs were mainly distributed in the upper part of the corn plants, and the lar-
gest account of eggs were in the 6—7 sections from top of the corn plants, which were 1—2 sections up the section
of kennel.
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Fig. 1 Morphological character of Conogethes punctiferalis eggs in corn plants

HEBTFEE BT B ) 1R 0B T L O A 9 A ke
PR 55 [ Il it 24385 390 B B3 6 0 10 A 25 00 AR
DI AR i FH 8] 5 L4 L Xk KA [
(2 R 3 Af BEAT SR oA, W 1 Bk S A T ]
TEORAE AR 73 L Xk T FH TRI R 5 O 9 | ol A
ST AN E B G T HA E R R

551 551
Bl a #B 31958
50F  Ruitian 501" Zhengdan 958
45} 45r
40} 401 H
@ 35+ R 35:
=B 30F ﬁ & 30
g H 25t & " 251
20 20
15 b 15
10 10r ab
5 g 5 '[ : b
| i S S = R =
a: FORHMIER; b: I-BITISR: @ ARG, 15 K 745 A B s«’ﬁ» i& %Q@ & 4&’%‘ @‘%& ib%g;@‘% %o‘
a: Corn plant; b: Leaf sheath; c: Leaf axil, and the arrows point eggs of ;‘3& O ’%} é{,‘:o -\\‘y 5;0 ,$° ’% 050 -&y
Conogethes punctiferalis \}? \)Zys &,&0\ < F v QQ)&@\ ¢
2 REIEIRME T LR & X
" s BREYALE
Fig. 2 Eggs position in corn plant Position of eggs
3 g 3 BRBFEETE EORAERR LRI DR AR AL

Fig. 3 Position of Conogethes punctiferalis eggs in

A B S BRI P A A R S 8] 3 A B maize plants



- 180 - 9 45 15 2018
251
| a
20 2 r) I
Ruitian a
g 15F T
28 | :
& jop T
I ab o o a
5r ab b o ¥
tab b F 3 ab ﬁ =1 b b b
Bo =g ed 1 ¥ Lbdae & & = 5 &
R fE E2 @3 4 fs Ble 7 MERE I8 9 1o il @2 #13 HE
201
FFH958 a
151 Zhengdan 958 T
2, . & .
2 10 b _f x|
= | ab X ° a)tg
* be o be
Sé ” - y e X % be
1 o Z o z be
0_ 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 * 1 &il _é_ _%_ _%_ _%_
R o 2 @3 4 /s e 7 M @8 9 0 @ 12 B3 A

B4 HEREEPERERER ENEES S

Fig. 4 Vertical distribution of Conogethes punctiferalis eggs in maize plants in field
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