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Risk analysis and control strategy of Oryctes rhinoceros
on Elaeis guineensis and Cocos nucifera

LU Chaojun, ZHONG Baozhu ™, QIN Weiquan~, YAN Wei

Coconut Research Institute, Chinese Academy of Tropical Agricultural Sciences, Wenchang, Hainan 571339, China

Abstract: Orycies rhinoceros is an important pest on Cocos nucifera, Elaeis guineensis Jacq. and other tropical woody oil crops. In
this paper, the morphology, biology, distribution and invasiveness of O. rhinoceros were described, and its risk was qualitatively e-
valuated. The results indicated that O. rhinoceros has high risk to C. nucifera and E. guineensis with the risk value 2.0. Meanwhile,

the control strategy was put forward combining with biological, physical, chemical, agricultural and plant quarantine methods, so as

to provide reference for the hazard assessment and prevention of O. rhinoceros.
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Fig.1 O. rhinoceros
A BW; B4 C G DU
A Eggs; B: 3rd instar larvae; C: Pre-pupa; D: Pupa.
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Fig.2 Adult of O. rhinoceros
A HfE; B HE
A: Male; B: Female.
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