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Activity of adult Apolygus lucorum in cotton fields
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Abstract We studied the activity of adult Apolygus lucorum (Meyer-Diir) ( Heteroptera;Miridae) in cotton fields using
sticky traps. A. lucorum adults hover near the top part of cotton plants; significantly more were trapped 20 cm above the
top of plants than at 50 ¢cm and 80 em (P <0.05). The number of trapped insects did not differ significantly with trap
orientation (i. e. east, south, west and north) (P >0.05), which indicates that this pest does not have a particular

orientation preference in cotton fields. A. lucorum adults were mainly active from the evening to early morning; more

specially, 100% of female and 92. 6% of male A. lucorum were trapped from 16:00 pm to 4:00 am.
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