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Risk Analysis of Monochamus alternatus in Xinjiang
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Abstract: Qualitative and quantitative analyses were carried out on the risk of the invasion of Monochamus

alternatus to Xinjiang from the following aspects: distribution of the pest,potential harmfulness,economic

importance of host plants, possibility of the pest transmission,and the difficulty of management. Compre-

hensive evaluation was conducted on the risk of the invasion of the pest to Xinjiang. The results showed

that M. alternatus was a highly dangerous forest pest in Xinjiang. Its host plants were widely distributed

in the region. In order to prevent the diffusion and extension of the pest,measures should be taken from the

strengthening of quarantine to prevent the invasion of the pest via the transportation channels of nursery

stocks, branches, logs, boards. Onnce it was imported, the situation should be monitored immediately and

relative control measures would be taken.
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