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Abstract; fvela ochropoda is one of the main defoliator pest occurred in Uimus pumila ,and is very serious
in Wuqi County. The pest life-cycle,habits and characteristics ,occurrence ragurity were studied. The re-
sults showed that there were two generations in one year,and there were 6~ 8 instars in duration of
larvae’s development. Larvae over-winters under bark or in base of tree. Adult were phototaxis and active
on night. The eggs were oviposited at the back of leaves or tender breach in order, Damage of this pest to
elm tree was more serious at north of hill than at south of hill,and than in side of highway. Growth quality
of new tip after damaged is lower than healthy tree. Tap and kill this pest with moth-killing lamp and with

pesticide was suggested to control it.
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Table 1 Larvae number per tree and damaged level
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