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Abstract

Effective early detection, monitoring and management methods are critical for reducing the
impacts of insect pests in agriculture and forestry. Combining host plant volatiles with sex
pheromones could enhance trapping methodologies, whilst the use of non-host volatiles could
improve the effectiveness of pest management through repellency effects. In this
meta-analysis approach, we analysed 51 studies that used electroantennograms (EAG), wind
tunnels, and/or field traps, to evaluate the antennal and behavioural responses of Lepidoptera
to sex pheromones combined with attractant or repellent plant volatiles. Proposed attractant
plant volatiles had a positive association with female Lepidoptera responses to sex
pheromone, but effects on males were highly variable, with unexpected repellency reported in
some studies. Repellent plant volatiles were significantly or near-significantly negatively
associated with male attraction to sex pheromones but were scarcely studied. Sub-group
analysis identified that male responses to sex pheromone were reduced when the dose of
attractant plant volatile relative to sex pheromone was increased. Green-leaf volatiles were
associated with the strongest positive effects for males in field traps. Multiple-compound
attractant plant volatile blends were less effective than single compounds in field studies. Our
analysis demonstrates, i) the potential value of combining host plant volatiles with sex
pheromones to capture females rather than only males, ii) the importance of identifying
appropriate host plant volatiles and optimal relative doses, and iii) the potential for non-host

plant volatile use in pest management strategies.

Running head: Plant volatiles and Lepidopteran pests

Keywords: electroantennogram, insects, kairomone, semiochemical, trapping, wind tunnel
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Introduction

Insect pests have major economic and environmental impacts within both forestry and
agricultural systems worldwide (Culliney, 2014; van Lierop et al., 2015), which is predicted to
be exacerbated because of projected climate change scenarios and increased risk of the
establishment of non-native invasive species through global trade (Deutsch et al., 2018;
Lehmann et al., 2020). The identification of pheromones and plant volatile chemicals which
may attract or repel insect pests is a critical research area that could facilitate the development
of more effective early detection and monitoring tools and improved or alternative
management approaches (Larson et al., 2020; Mafra-Neto et al., 2022). In the Coleoptera for
example, successful applications of plant volatiles in insect pest management include the
combination of a host plant volatile with a sex pheromone to attract emerald ash borer Agrilus
planipennis Fairmaire to traps (Ryall et al., 2012; Wittman et al., 2021), and anti-aggregation
pheromones combined with non-host volatiles to repel mountain pine beetle Dendroctonus

ponderosae Hopkins from forestry crops (Fettig & Munson, 2020).

Lepidoptera (butterflies and moths) include many of the most serious pests of plants and have
been reported to make up eight of the top 20 most studied arthropod pests, which includes
diamondback moth Plutella xylostella L., cotton bollworm Helicoverpa armigera Hibner, and
codling moth Cydia pomonella L. (Willis, 2017). Plant volatile lures, typically derived from the
insect’s favoured host plant species, have previously been shown to be effective in attracting
adult Lepidoptera, especially females (Szendrei & Rodriguez-Saona, 2010). Furthermore, the
identification of sex pheromones for many Lepidopteran pest species in recent years has led
to the development of effective species-specific traps, although these typically only catch
males (Witzgall et al., 2010; Rizvi et al., 2021). The combination of host plant volatile lures
with sex pheromones therefore has potential to improve capture rates of males whilst also
attracting females, on the premise that females are attracted to volatiles associated with
favoured host plants, and males are attracted to females located on optimal hosts (Reddy &

Guerrero, 2004; Szendrei & Rodriguez-Saona, 2010; Bruce & Pickett, 2011; Xu & Turlings,
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2018). In addition, the identification of non-host plant volatiles which repel pests could lead to
more effective management options, such as ‘push-pull’ strategies which aim to ‘push’ pests
away from high priority areas using repellent plant volatiles or appropriate non-host plants,
whilst simultaneously using attractant volatiles to ‘pull’ the target pest into traps or to lower-

risk areas (Cook et al., 2007; Eigenbrode et al., 2016).

Early studies in the 1980s and 1990s found that combining host plant volatiles with sex
pheromone lures did improve capture rates of male moths compared with pheromone-only
lures (reviewed in Landolt & Phillips, 1997). A number of subsequent studies, however, have
found that proposed attractant plant volatiles unexpectedly reduce male capture rates (e.g.
Meagher, 2001; Hu et al., 2013; Barros-Parada et al., 2018) or fail to catch females (Tang et
al., 2012). Several possible explanations have been suggested to explain the variable
effectiveness of candidate attractant plant volatiles. The choice of host plant volatile used
within combined lures is an important factor which depends on target species (e.g. Tang et
al., 2012; Hu et al., 2013; Mujica et al., 2018), and in some cases effects have been classified
according to the type of compound such as green leaf volatiles, floral aromatics or terpenes
(Fang et al., 2018). In addition, the dosage of host plant volatiles and their ratio to the sex
pheromone has been shown to be an important factor in some cases, with several studies
demonstrating that that the dosage of plant volatile can determine whether there is an
attractant or repellency effect of a certain plant volatile on male response of a target species
to its sex pheromone (e.g. Hu et al., 2013; Yu et al., 2015; Xiang et al., 2019). In the field, trap
design can also influence the effectiveness of combined lures (Gregg et al., 2018), because
trapping area (i.e. the trap’s behaviourally effective plume reach) could depend on trap type,
and a plant volatile which is attractive at distance could act as a repellent at close proximity to
the insect (Kvedaras et al., 2007). Other factors which might conceivably influence the effects
of plant volatiles combined with sex pheromones include; (i) host specialism of the target
species, since host-specialists might be more attracted to or repelled by particular volatiles;

(ii) blend complexity, given that blends of host volatiles are often more attractive than a single
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component (Gregg et al., 2018); and (iii) habitat, given that background odour influences the
interaction between plant volatiles and pheromones (Cai et al., 2017). However, these factors
have yet to be systematically investigated in the context of combining plant volatiles with sex

pheromone lures.

The current lack of systematic evidence to explain why host plant volatiles can unexpectedly
reduce the attraction of male Lepidoptera to sex pheromones and/or fail to attract females,
and whether non-host volatiles can repel male Lepidoptera from sex pheromones, is a
constraint to ongoing research of pest management strategies for some Lepidoptera species.
As such, the aim of this study was to evaluate the effect of proposed attractant or repellent
plant volatiles on the antennal and behavioural responses of adult Lepidoptera to sex
pheromone in laboratory and field studies. In addition, we considered which factors might be
most important in designing effective combined pheromone-plant volatile lures, by evaluating
the influence of plant volatile category, plant volatile blend complexity, ratio of the plant volatile
to sex pheromone, host specialism of the target insect, habitat type, and trap type, on the
attraction of male Lepidoptera to plant volatiles. We also investigated spatial patterns of
attraction of males and females to combined pheromone-plant volatile lures in wind tunnels.
We then discuss how our findings relate to previous studies which have investigated the

effects of plant volatiles alone (e.g., Szendrei & Rodriguez-Saona, 2010).

Materials and Methods

Literature search

A search of the literature was undertaken using Scopus in early 2022. The following search
term was used within article title, abstract and keywords: pheromone AND (volatie OR
kairomone OR allomone OR semiochemical) AND (“wind tunnel” OR olfactometer OR EAG
OR electroantennogram OR trap*). Studies were initially screened by reviewing their titles,

abstracts, and main text as appropriate, and included in the meta-analysis if they met all of
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the following criteria: (i) results presented for a species of Lepidoptera; (ii) the study compared
the effects of plant volatile(s) combined with a conspecific sex pheromone simultaneously at
the same source, versus a sex pheromone-only control, on the response of the target species.
The two treatments otherwise comprised exactly the same specifications (e.g. trap type) and
the same sex pheromone constituents; (iii) for field trapping, sites which were not under mating
disruption or sterile moth release treatments; (iv) sufficient text in English to decipher the
results, and (v) adequate and clearly presented statistical information (e.g. means, standard
errors, and sample sizes) for inclusion in the meta-analysis models. Studies which failed the
final criterion were included in the Discussion. A non-systematic supplemental search of
Google Scholar was also undertaken to identify any additional references including grey
literature. Upon completion of the systematic search, references cited in the most recent

publications were screened to obtain any additional relevant studies.

Volatiles which were tested as both attractants (e.g. host volatiles) and repellents (e.g. non-
host volatiles) were included but were evaluated separately. Both male and female adult
Lepidoptera were included. The literature search was global with no geographic restrictions.
We aimed to include behavioural laboratory studies such as electroantennogram (EAG)
responses, choice experiments such as olfactometers, and wind tunnels, in addition to field
trapping studies. However, only three choice experiment publications were identified (Xiao et
al., 2002; Ma et al., 2016; McCormick et al., 2017), therefore, this method was not included in

the meta-analysis.

A total of 1699 publications were returned by the search term. The majority of these did not
report data for Lepidoptera. Therefore, after screening according to the above criteria, 51
studies were selected for inclusion in the meta-analysis (listed in Supplementary Material 1),
comprising 9 EAG studies, 23 wind tunnel studies, and 35 field-trapping studies (note that

some of the 51 studies included more than one method).
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Calculation of effect sizes

Data was extracted from each publication and compiled into separate databases for EAG,
wind tunnel, and field-trapping studies. Where necessary, data was extracted from figures
using WebPlotDigitizer Version 4.5 (Rohatgi, 2021). The response of Lepidoptera to combined
plant volatile-sex pheromone lures versus pheromone-only lures was measured as follows
according to each experimental method: for EAG studies, response was measured as
electrical antennal signal (which could equally represent an attractant or repellent response);
for wind tunnel studies, response was measured as the number of individuals achieving a
certain stage in the tunnel (e.g. take-off, half-way, approach to lure; recorded in separate
rows); and for field trapping studies, the response was defined as the number of individuals
captured in traps. Sex of the target insect was recorded, where stated. Where no female
captures were reported, the entire paper was reviewed for any reference to female captures;
if the paper stated that no females were captured, this was added into the effect size database

for each experiment.

All analysis was undertaken using the ‘metafor’ package (Viechtbauer, 2010) in R version
4.0.2 (R Core Team, 2020). Effect sizes were calculated using standardized mean difference
(Hedges, 1981) for EAG and field studies, or log odds ratio for wind tunnel studies because of
the proportion data. The ‘treatment’ was insect response to the combined plant volatile and

pheromone lure, and the ‘control’ was response to the pheromone-only lure.

Meta-analysis models

Meta-analysis models were built using the ‘rma.mv’ function in the ‘metafor’ package. To
account for the non-independence of experiments and studies, a hierarchical random effects
structure was specified comprising each effect size nested within experiment number (where
specified), nested within study ID. In addition, for wind tunnel data, stage of the wind tunnel

(e.g. take-off, halfway, approach to lure) was nested within experiment number. Confidence
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intervals and significance tests were calculated using the t-distribution, which is more

conservative than the Z-distribution with less risk of Type | error.

Initially, overall meta-analysis models were built to test the effect of attractant or repellent plant
volatiles on adult Lepidoptera responses to sex pheromone according to each of the three
methods (EAG, wind tunnel, and field-trapping). Subgroup analysis was then used to
investigate causes of inconsistent effects among studies (i.e. heterogeneity) for attractant

volatiles.

Subgroup analysis

Subgroup analysis was performed to identify any differences in responses to combined versus
pheromone-only lures according to sex, host specialism, trap type, habitat, complexity of the
volatile blend, ratio of plant volatile to pheromone, and type of volatile chemical. These
subgroups were selected based on their expected influence on effect sizes, either
hypothetically or from previous evidence (as explained in the Introduction). A separate model
was built for each subgroup and method (EAG, wind tunnel, field-trapping), because different
data subsets were needed for each subgroup (Table 1). In each model, the subgroup was

specified as a moderator in the model.

In each subgroup model, the intercept term was removed to provide effect sizes for each level.
Data was filtered to only include males (apart from the sex subgroup), because males and
females responded differently, and males were much better represented in the data than
females. The significance of levels within each subgroup was tested using the omnibus
moderator test in the metafor package for models with the intercept term included, to test the

null hypothesis that the subgroup has no influence on effect sizes.

In addition, sex-specific differences in responses to combined attractant lures versus
pheromone-only lures at varying stages in wind tunnels was analysed by including the

interaction between sex and wind tunnel stage as a moderator, with the intercept removed.
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Subgroup data was extracted from each publication where provided. Specialism was classified
according to the main host range of the study species according to CABI’s Invasive Species
Compendium (CABI, 2022), with other sources used where necessary (Supplementary
Material 2). Specialists were defined as having main host plants within one taxonomic family,
while generalists had main hosts within more than one taxonomic family. Plant volatile types
were classified into seven categories (Table 1) based on their chemical composition. Values
for ratio of plant volatile to sex pheromone were quantified by standardising the amount of
plant volatile per one equivalent unit of sex pheromone. This quantity varied enormously
among studies, therefore, the amount of plant volatile relative to sex pheromone was further

standardised within each study using the ‘scale’ function in R.

Sex ratios

Ratios of female to male Lepidoptera were calculated for each field trapping study which
reported data for both sexes. The effect of combined attractant lures versus pheromone-only
lures on sex ratio was tested using a mixed model in the ‘lme4’ package (Bates et al., 2015),
where the sex ratio was log(x+1) transformed to account for positive skew. Random effects
comprised experiment number nested within study ID. Marginal means were calculated using

the ‘emmeans’ package (Lenth, 2021) and back-transformed.

Publication bias

Publication bias was assessed by visual inspection of funnel plots, and via a multilevel
meta-regression model with the square-root of the inverse effective sample size as a
moderator. This model tests whether larger effect sizes are associated with larger standard
errors, which would indicate publication bias (Nakagawa et al., 2022). Evidence of publication
bias was found for the EAG models according to both funnel plots and the standard error
moderator models, although given that only nine studies were available for this method, the
apparent publication bias could be a chance effect. Therefore, the findings for the EAG models

are presented as preliminary results, which require further research.
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Influential cases

The influence of individual effect sizes on the model outputs was tested by calculating
DFBETAS values in the ‘metafor’ package. In accordance with the guidance for this function,
DFBETAS values greater than 1 were considered to be influential effect sizes. This was
detected in one model, the sex subgroup model for EAG studies. Omitting the five influential
effect sizes from this model did not substantially alter the results; the moderator and each sex
was still significant and the contrast between the sexes was greater. Therefore, the full model

is presented.

Results

A total of 1561 effect sizes were extracted from 51 studies, comprising 126 from 9
electroantennogram (EAG) studies, 993 from 23 wind-tunnel studies, and 442 from 35 field-
trapping studies (note that some papers fell into more than one category). The majority of
these studies reported effects for plant volatiles tested as attractants, while only 3 wind tunnel
studies and 4 field trapping studies tested proposed repellents. The number of publications
rose sharply after 2010 (Figure 1). The publications reported data from a total of 27
Lepidopteran species, comprising 6 in EAG studies, 15 in wind tunnel studies, and 21 in field-
trapping studies. The most frequently studied species were oriental fruit moth Grapholita
molesta Busck (included in 11 of 57 studies) and codling moth Cydia pomonella L. (10 of 57
studies). The field-trapping data originated from 11 countries across Asia (14 studies), North
America (14 studies), Europe (4 studies), Australia/New Zealand (2 studies), and South

America (1 study).

Attractant plant volatiles had a significant positive association with Lepidoptera responses
(both sexes) to sex pheromones in field-trapping studies (0.210 £ 0.069 SE, t = 3.028, p-value
= 0.003) and in the more limited number of EAG studies (effect size 1.347 + 0.395 SE, t =

3.413, p-value < 0.001), but the effect was not significant in wind tunnel studies (0.241 + 0.149
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SE, t = 1.619, p-value = 0.106). Repellents had a significant negative association with male
Lepidoptera responses to sex pheromone lures in wind tunnels (effect size -1.120 + 0.177 SE,
t = -6.338, p-value < 0.001), and a near-significant negative association with male capture
rates in pheromone traps in the field (-1.243 £ 0.646 SE, t = -1.924, p-value = 0.062). No data

on combining repellents with sex pheromones was available for EAG studies or for females.

There was significant heterogeneity in the effect of combined attractant lures (i.e. plant volatile
and pheromone) versus pheromone-only lures on adult Lepidoptera responses, for all three
methods (EAG: Q = 609 (df = 125), p-value < 0.001; wind tunnel: Q = 3702 (df = 935), p-value
<0.001; field-trapping: Q = 669 (df = 352), p-value < 0.001), indicating that variation in effect
sizes was greater than expected based on sampling error alone. Subgroup analysis explained
some of this variability, demonstrated by the significant moderator tests for five of the seven
subgroups, according to at least one method (Figure 2). The five significant effects comprised;
(1) females responded more strongly than males to the combined lures compared with sex
pheromone lures alone, which was consistent across all three methods (EAG, wind tunnel,
and field trapping) but only significant for field trapping; (2) significant differences among plant
volatile categories on male responses to sex pheromone in wind tunnels, where fruit volatiles
were associated with the strongest attraction effects. In field traps, effect sizes were
significantly higher for green leaf volatiles, although plant volatile category was not significant
overall; (3) significantly stronger effects of male responses to combined host plant volatiles
with pheromone lures versus pheromone-only lures in agricultural rather than orchard
habitats; (4) significant effects of blend complexity on male responses to combined lures in
the field, with stronger attractant effects associated with single-component plant volatile
blends; and (5) significantly stronger associations of male responses to sex pheromone when
combined with lower doses of plant volatiles across all three methods (EAG, wind tunnel, and
field trapping). Trap type and host specialism were not significant sub-groups for any method,
although consistently stronger associations of male responses to combined lures were

observed in specialist rather than generalist species across methods.
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Captures in field traps were dominated by males in both the pheromone-only and combined
lures, although the latter captured significantly higher proportions of females (t = 3.767 (df =
205.7), p-value < 0.001). Estimated marginal mean sex ratios were 0.051 females per male in

pheromone-only traps, increasing to 0.100 females per male in the combined lure traps.

A comparison of sex-specific responses within wind tunnels revealed a strong differentiation
in female responses to combined plant volatile and sex pheromone versus pheromone-only
sources at the activation and take-off stages (Figure 3). By contrast, significant differences in
male responses to combined versus pheromone-only lures were only seen at the final

approach stage (Figure 3).

Discussion

The indications from our meta-analysis study highlighted that proposed attractant plant
volatiles had a significant positive association with adult Lepidoptera responses to sex
pheromones in EAG and field-trapping studies. Similarly, proposed repellents, such as non-
host volatiles, had a significant negative association with male responses to sex pheromones
in wind-tunnel trials, and a near-significant negative association in field trapping studies,

although only 3 and 4 studies were available, respectively.

A number of sub-group factors significantly influenced the effect of combined plant volatile-
sex pheromone versus pheromone-only lures across EAG, wind tunnel and field-trapping
studies (Figure 2): (i) responses of females to the combined versus pheromone-only lures
were consistently stronger than males (but only significantly so in field-trapping studies), (ii)
lower ratios of plant volatile to sex pheromone were associated with a stronger response to
combined lures in males, and (iii) there was an indication that host-specialist male Lepidoptera
responded more strongly to the combined lures than generalists. The properties of the plant
volatile, in terms of blend complexity and chemical category, were significant factors for certain

methods. Attractant volatiles had a stronger effect on male responses to sex pheromones in
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agricultural than in orchard habitats. Analysis of wind tunnel studies revealed that the
combination of plant volatiles with sex pheromones increased female attraction at an early

stage, but aided male attraction at the final approach stage (Figure 3).

Interactions between attractant plant volatiles and sex pheromones

A previous meta-analysis reported that attractant plant volatiles alone have a significant effect
on insect herbivore captures, particularly in Lepidoptera, with stronger effects on females than
males (Szendrei & Rodriguez-Saona, 2010). This is supported by a more recent study
included in our meta-analysis (Judd et al., 2017a), albeit other studies reported similar
responses of both sexes to attractant plant volatiles alone (Li et al., 2018; Kong et al., 2020).
In contrast, sex pheromone lures are designed to be highly effective for males, but are typically
ineffective for females. Our meta-analysis indicates that combined sex pheromone-plant
volatile lures are more effective than pheromone-only lures at attracting both sexes, although
captures continue to be dominated by males due to the potency of sex pheromones. However,
our findings support those of individual studies which reported highly variable success in
combining proposed attractant plant volatiles with sex pheromones to attract males (e.g.

Meagher, 2001; Hu et al., 2013; Barros-Parada et al., 2018).

Attractant vs repellent plant volatiles

Repellent plant volatiles were far less studied than attractants, with only 4 field-trapping
studies included in our meta-analysis, compared with 27 studies on proposed attractants.
Despite the limited research in this area, plant volatiles tested as repellents relatively
consistently deterred males from sex pheromones, particularly in wind tunnel studies, in
contrast to proposed attractants which had highly variable outcomes. A similar pattern has
been reported for studies of the effects of plant volatiles alone on herbivorous insects
(Szendrei & Rodriguez-Saona, 2010). Non-host plant volatiles can interfere with male
attraction to females, and suppress female egg-laying (McNair et al., 2000; Jactel et al., 2011),

demonstrating their potential application in push-pull strategies (McNair et al., 2000; Cook et
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al., 2007) or mating disruption (Wang et al., 2016). However, more field studies are needed,

given the lack of overall significant effect (p-value = 0.062) in our meta-analysis.

Sex-specific differences

Females consistently responded more strongly than males to combined lures compared with
sex pheromone-only lures, especially in field studies. This is perhaps unsurprising given the
low effectiveness of sex pheromone lures on female attraction; the addition of plant volatiles
to sex pheromone traps increased the proportion of females from ca. 5% to 10% relative to
male captures. As such, a key advantage of combined plant volatile and sex pheromone lures
is the potential to attract both female and male Lepidoptera, albeit males typically remain
dominant. This could have applications in mass trapping or monitoring programmes where
detecting females is advantageous. However, the number of field studies reporting data for
female captures was limited (16, compared to 27 for males), and only 4 of these 16 specified
that no females were captured. As such, the significant positive effect of combined attractant
lures on female capture rates could be affected by reporting bias. Where combined lures do
not capture females, this could be explained by the limited mobility of females in some species
(Li et al., 2012a; Miluch et al., 2014) and the repellent effect of conspecific sex pheromone
(Barnes et al., 1992; Weissling & Knight, 1996; Judd et al., 2017b), although this appears to

vary among species (Jésvai et al., 2016; Judd et al., 2017a).

Relative dosage: less is more?

Our findings strongly corroborate previous reports from individual studies that higher
concentrations of host plant volatile relative to sex pheromone can inhibit male Lepidopteran
responses to sex pheromones (e.g. Hu et al., 2013; Yu et al., 2015; Xiang et al., 2019). This
effect was significant even for the limited number of EAG studies, suggesting that the addition
of host plant volatiles at high relative doses do not repel males, given that EAG responses do
not differentiate between attractant and repellent effects, but instead interfere with the

attraction effect of sex pheromones (Deisig et al., 2014). This response could potentially help
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males avoid heavily defoliated host plants. If the relative concentration of plant volatile is too
low however, it might not have any observable effect (Varela et al., 2011; Barros-Parada et
al., 2018). As such, there is likely to be an optimal ratio of plant volatile to sex pheromone,
which will depend on the component chemicals and target species. Although ratio of repellent
plant volatile to sex pheromone was not included in this meta-analysis due to limited previous
research, some evidence suggests that the effect could be simpler, with stronger repellent
effects at higher relative doses of plant volatile (Jactel et al., 2011; Wang et al., 2016).
Similarly, the effect of relative plant volatile dose on female attraction could be simpler, for
example, higher doses of pear ester can increase female capture rates (Knight et al., 2005;

Mitchell et al., 2008).

Blend complexity: keep it simple?

Unexpectedly, the use of single plant volatiles with sex pheromones outperformed more
complex plant volatile blends in terms of male capture rates in the field. Although a previous
meta-analysis of plant volatile effects without sex pheromones found that blend complexity
increased effectiveness (Szendrei & Rodriguez-Saona, 2010), our findings suggest that using
complex blends with sex pheromones could increase the risk of plant volatiles interfering with
male responses to sex pheromones, as discussed above. For instance, in the case of
Grapholita molesta, the lowest doses of (Z)-3-hexenyl acetate and 1-undecanol increased
male capture rates by approximately 4.8 and 3.1 times, respectively, compared with
pheromone-only traps (Yu et al., 2015). However, when these two plant volatiles were
combined, capture rates were only 2.4 times higher than the pheromone-only controls. The
authors hypothesise that this decrease in effectiveness was due to interference among the

plant volatile compounds.

Plant volatile categories

There were no consistent differences in the effect of plant volatile compound type on male

responses to pheromones across laboratory and field studies. Our findings indicated that
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green leaf volatiles were associated with the strongest responses of males to sex pheromones
in the field, and were the most commonly studied chemical category. In contrast, fruit volatiles
(limited to pear ester) were associated with the strongest attractant effects in wind tunnel

studies.

A wide variety of plant volatiles were reported in the literature. For example, 37 individual
compounds were included in our meta-analysis of field trapping studies, in addition to blends
of multiple compounds. These were typically selected based on their identified presence in
host plants or previous success in attracting the same or similar species. (Z2)-3-hexenyl acetate
was the most frequently studied plant volatile, appearing in 9 of the 35 field trapping studies,
while pear ester and phenylacetaldehyde were tested in 7 and 6 field studies, respectively.
Other alcohols and aldehydes were also frequently studied, such as (Z)-3-hexen-1-ol and (E)-
2-hexenal which were each tested as unblended volatiles in three field studies. The
relationship between plant volatile and growth stage or condition of the host plant (defoliated
or undefoliated) could also be relevant in determining their interactive effects with sex

pheromones on Lepidoptera (Tang et al., 2012).

The variable effects of plant volatile categories are unsurprising given the diversity of
compounds within each category, while their effects also depend on target species and
background odour. For example, linalool enhanced the attraction of codling moth Cydia
pomonella, but inhibited the attraction of tobacco cutworm Spodoptera litura Fabricius, to their
respective sex pheromones (Yang et al., 2004; Fang et al., 2018). In addition, the effects of
herbivore-induced plant volatiles on phytophagous insect behaviour may depend on their
survival strategy, e.g. gregarious versus solitary species (Guo & Wang, 2019). Therefore,
understanding the host plant volatile profiles of the target insect species, and their attraction
to damaged versus healthy plants, may be important to assemble informed hypotheses for

potential future lure development.
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Influence of habitat and host specialism

The positive effects (either synergistic or additive) of adding plant volatiles to pheromone traps
on male capture rates were higher in herbaceous-crop agriculture than in orchard habitats,
despite a similar number of studies in the meta-analysis. This could be because in herbaceous
crops, combined traps are often used to increase male captures (e.g. Li et al., 2012b; Miluch
et al,, 2014; Fang et al., 2018), while in orchard pest management, the aim is often to attract
both sexes (e.g. Light, 2016; Knight et al., 2017; Mujica et al., 2018). Only 4 studies were
available in forestry contexts, and whilst results were generally positive overall, but non-
significant, only one of the studies reported female capture rates (Josvai et al.,, 2016).
Pheromone traps positioned within host plant tree species have been shown to capture
significantly more males of a specialist Lepidoptera than those in suboptimal congeneric hosts
(Williams & Jonusas, 2019), while single-species forest stands tend to be more susceptible to
specialist pests than generalists (Jactel et al., 2021), indicating potential applications for

attractant and repellent plant volatiles for host-specialist Lepidopteran tree pests.

Our hypothesis that males of host-specialist Lepidoptera species would exhibit stronger
responses to plant volatiles than generalist species was tentatively supported across all three
methods but was not statistically significant. As such, the use of plant volatiles to increase

male capture rates in pheromone traps might be easier to achieve for host specialist species.

Other potential causes of heterogeneity

Although our analysis provides some insights into the lack of effect or unexpected repellent
effects of proposed attractant plant volatiles on male Lepidoptera responses to sex
pheromones, other potentially important variables could not be investigated due to insufficient
data. Mating experience is one such variable that can influence Lepidopteran responses to
sex pheromones and plant volatiles, because newly-mated males can stop responding to sex
pheromone and may also change their response to plant volatiles (Deisig et al., 2014). For

example, green leaf volatiles of host plants increased the response of unmated but not mated
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diamondback moth Plutella xylostella males to sex pheromone in a wind tunnel experiment
(Reddy & Guerrero, 2000). This factor could potentially confound field studies where mating

experience is uncontrolled.

Weather conditions such as temperature, humidity, and wind speed are also likely to affect
success of combining plant volatiles with sex pheromones, and could explain some of the
discrepancy between wind tunnel and field trapping results. For example, flight activity of
moths is dependent on suitable temperatures and wind speeds, while wind speed also affects

trapping area (Elkinton & Cardé, 1988; Schouest Jnr & Miller, 1994; Reardon et al., 2006).

The choice and dosage of sex pheromone can also be relevant, although studies have found
conflicting evidence of how these factors interact with plant volatiles. Stronger attractant
effects have been demonstrated for plant volatiles combined with less effective pheromones
(Knight et al., 2014; Miluch et al., 2014; Sans et al., 2016; Borrero-Echeverry et al., 2018), and
with pheromones at underdosed or overdosed concentrations (Schmidt-Busser et al., 2009).
However, other studies have found the reverse pattern, where host plant volatiles reduce male
attraction to incomplete synthetic pheromones, but increase attraction to optimal pheromones
(Sans et al., 2016; Borrero-Echeverry et al., 2018). It is likely that this interaction depends on
the combination of pheromone and plant volatile and whether the plant volatile stimulates
receptors for missing pheromone components or interferes with pheromone detection (Deisig
et al., 2014; Miluch et al., 2014). Clearly initial dosage and release rates of both sex

pheromones and plant volatiles are likely to be important factors influencing trap efficacy.

Finally, the effect of plant volatiles on Lepidopteran responses to sex pheromone appears to
depend on background odour, which can interfere with plant volatile lures when their
components overlap (Cai et al., 2017). This perhaps might explain the contrasting results from
field studies in different crop types, while findings from laboratory studies in controlled
environments are often not corroborated by field studies (Deng et al., 2004; Li et al., 2012b;

Tang et al., 2012; Miluch et al., 2014).
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Conclusion

This meta-analytic review provides evidence that the addition of attractant plant volatiles to
sex pheromone traps leads to higher captures rates of adult Lepidoptera. A key advantage of
combined plant volatile-sex pheromone lures is the potential to develop trapping approaches
that attract both sexes, which could improve early detection, monitoring, and mass trapping
programmes. Although research on proposed repellent plant volatiles is limited, we found
preliminary evidence of repellent effects on males towards sex pheromones, which presents
opportunities to develop natural pest management strategies such as push-pull and mating

disruption approaches.

However, effects of attractant plant volatiles on male responses to sex pheromones were
highly variable, and in some cases resulted in unexpected repellent effects. We found
evidence that this effect depends on factors such as relative concentrations of plant volatile to
sex pheromone, category of plant volatile tested, and blend complexity. Hence, our findings
demonstrate the potential applications of both attractant and repellent plant volatiles in
Lepidoptera pest management, but that careful consideration of attractant lures is critical to
minimise interference of plant volatiles on male attraction to sex pheromones. In addition,

further research, particularly field trials, is urgently needed to investigate repellent volatiles.

Acknowledgements

The funding for the Forest Research work reported in this paper came from a core programme
responding to the Science and Innovation Strategy for Great Britain. We are grateful for
statistical advice provided by Dr Toni Clarke (Forest Research), and for the comments

received from anonymous reviewers that helped to improve the manuscript.



475

476

477

478

479

480

481

482

483

484

485

486

487

488

489

490

491

492

493

494

495

496

497

20

Competing Interests

Competing interests: The authors declare none.

Supplementary Materials

Supplementary Material 1: List of studies included in the meta-analysis, according to the three

methodological categories: electroantennograms (EAG), wind tunnels, and field trapping.

Supplementary Material 2: List of Lepidoptera species included in the meta-analysis and their

host specialism.

References

Barnes, M. M., Millar, J. G., Kirsch, P. A. & Hawks, D. C. (1992) Codling Moth
(Lepidoptera: Tortricidae) Control by Dissemination of Synthetic Female Sex

Pheromone Journal of Economic Entomology, 85(4), 1274-1277.

Barros-Parada, W., Ammagarahalli, B., Basoalto, E., Fuentes-Contreras, E. & Gemeno,
C. (2018) Captures of oriental fruit moth, Grapholita molesta (Lepidoptera: Tortricidae),
in traps baited with host-plant volatiles in Chile Applied Entomology and Zoology, 53(2),

193-204.

Bates, D., Machler, M., Bolker, B. & Walker, S. (2015) Fitting Linear Mixed-Effects Models

Using Ime4 Journal of Statistical Software, 67(1), 1—48.

Borrero-Echeverry, F., Bengtsson, M., Nakamuta, K. & Witzgall, P. (2018) Plant odor and
sex pheromone are integral elements of specific mate recognition in an insect herbivore

Evolution, 72(10), 2225-2233.

Bruce, T. J. A. & Pickett, J. A. (2011) Perception of plant volatile blends by herbivorous



498

499

500

501

502

503

504

505

506

507

508

509

510

511

512

513

514

515

516

517

518

519

520

521

522

21

insects — Finding the right mix Phytochemistry, 72(13), 1605-1611.

CABI (2022) Invasive Species Compendium, https://www.cabi.org/isc/. Retrieved from

https://www.cabi.org/isc/

Cai, X., Bian, L., Xu, X,, Luo, Z., Li, Z. & Chen, Z. (2017) Field background odour should be
taken into account when formulating a pest attractant based on plant volatiles Scientific

Reports, 7(1), 1-10.

Cook, S. M., Khan, Z. R. & Pickett, J. A. (2007) The use of push-pull strategies in

integrated pest management Annual Review of Entomology, 52, 375-400.

Culliney, T. W. (2014) Crop losses to arthropods In D. Pimentel & P. Rajinder, eds.,
Integrated Pest Management: Pesticide Problems, Vol.3, Dordrecht: Springer, , pp.

201-225.

Deisig, N., Dupuy, F., Anton, S. & Renou, M. (2014) Responses to pheromones in a

complex odor world: sensory processing and behavior Insects, 5(2), 399-422.

Deng, J. Y., Wei, H. Y., Huang, Y. P. & Du, J. W. (2004) Enhancement of attraction to sex
pheromones of Spodoptera exigua by volatile compounds produced by host plants

Journal of Chemical Ecology, 30(10), 2037—-2045.

Deutsch, C. A., Tewksbury, J. J., Tigchelaar, M., Battisti, D. S., Merrill, S. C., Huey, R.
B. & Naylor, R. L. (2018) Increase in crop losses to insect pests in a warming climate

Science, 361(6405), 916-919.

Eigenbrode, S. D., Birch, A. N. E., Lindzey, S., Meadow, R. & Snyder, W. E. (2016) A
mechanistic framework to improve understanding and applications of push-pull systems

in pest management Journal of Applied Ecology, 53(1), 202—-212.

Elkinton, J. S. & Cardé, R. T. (1988) Effects of Intertrap Distance and Wind Direction on the
Interaction of Gypsy Moth (Lepidoptera: Lymantriidae) Pheromone- Baited Traps

Environmental Entomology, 17(5), 764—769.



523

524

525

526

527

528

529

530

531

532

533

534

535

536

537

538

539

540

541

542

543

544

545

546

547

22

Fang, Y., Zeng, R., Lu, S., Dai, L. & Wan, X. (2018) The synergistic attractiveness effect of
plant volatiles to sex pheromones in a moth Journal of Asia-Pacific Entomology, 21(1),

380-387.

Fettig, C. J. & Munson, A. S. (2020) Efficacy of verbenone and a blend of verbenone and
nonhost volatiles for protecting lodgepole pine from mountain pine beetle (Coleoptera:

Curculionidae) Agricultural and Forest Entomology, 22(4), 373-378.

Gregg, P. C., Socorro, A. P. Del & Landolt, P. J. (2018) Advances in attract-and-kill for

agricultural pests: beyond pheromones Annual Review of Entomology, 63, 453—470.

Guo, H. & Wang, C. Z. (2019) The ethological significance and olfactory detection of
herbivore-induced plant volatiles in interactions of plants, herbivorous insects, and

parasitoids Arthropod-Plant Interactions 2019 13:2, 13(2), 161-179.

Hedges, L. V. (1981) Distribution theory for Glass’s estimator of effect size and related

estimators Journal of Educational and Behavioral Statistics, 6(2), 107—128.

Hu, D., Feng, J., Wang, Z., Wu, H. & Zhang, X. (2013) Effect of nine plant volatiles in the
field on the sex pheromones of Leguminivora glycinivorella Natural Product

Communications, 8(3), 393-396.

Jactel, H., Birgersson, G., Andersson, S. & Schlyter, F. (2011) Non-host volatiles mediate

associational resistance to the pine processionary moth Oecologia, 166, 703—711.

Jactel, H., Moreira, X. & Castagneyrol, B. (2021) Tree diversity and forest resistance to
insect pests: patterns, mechanisms, and prospects Annual Review of Entomology, 66,

277-296.

Josvai, J. K., Koczor, S. & Toth, M. (2016) Traps baited with pear ester and acetic acid
attract both sexes of Hedya nubiferana (Lepidoptera: Tortricidae) Journal of Applied

Entomology, 140(1-2), 81-90.

Judd, G. J. R,, Knight, A. L. & El-Sayed, A. M. (2017a) Development of kairomone-based



548

549

550

551

552

553

554

555

556

557

558

559

560

561

562

563

564

565

566

567

568

569

570

571

572

23

lures and traps targeting Spilonota ocellana (Lepidoptera: Tortricidae) in apple orchards

treated with sex pheromones The Canadian Entomologist, 149(5), 662—676.

Judd, G. J. R, Knight, A. L. & El-Sayed, A. M. (2017b) Trapping Pandemis limitata
(Lepidoptera: Tortricidae) moths with mixtures of acetic acid, caterpillar-induced apple-

leaf volatiles, and sex pheromone The Canadian Entomologist, 149(6), 813-822.

Knight, A., Cichon, L., Lago, J., Fuentes-Contreras, E., Barros-Parada, W., Hull, L.,
Krawczyk, G., Zoller, B., Hansen, R., Hilton, R. & Basoalto, E. (2014) Monitoring
oriental fruit moth and codling moth (Lepidoptera: Tortricidae) with combinations of

pheromones and kairomones Journal of Applied Entomology, 138(10), 783—794.

Knight, A. L., EI-Sayed, A. M., Judd, G. J. R. & Basoalto, E. (2017) Development of 2-
phenylethanol plus acetic acid lures to monitor obliquebanded leafroller (Lepidoptera:

Tortricidae) under mating disruption Journal of Applied Entomology, 141(9), 729-739.

Knight, A. L., Hilton, R. & Light, D. M. (2005) Monitoring Codling Moth (Lepidoptera:
Tortricidae) in apple with blends of ethyl (E, Z)-2,4-decadienoate and codlemone

Environmental Entomology, 34(3), 598-603.

Kong, W. N., Wang, Y., Guo, Y. F., Chai, X. H., Li, J. & Ma, R. Y. (2020) Behavioral effects
of different attractants on adult male and female oriental fruit moths, Grapholita molesta

Pest Management Science, 76(9), 3225-3235.

Kvedaras, O. L., Del Socorro, A. P. & Gregg, P. C. (2007) Effects of phenylacetaldehyde
and (Z)-3-hexenyl acetate on male response to synthetic sex pheromone in Helicoverpa
armigera (Hubner) (Lepidoptera: Noctuidae) Australian Journal of Entomology, 46(3),

224-230.

Landolt, P. J. & Phillips, T. W. (1997) Host plant influences on sex pheromone behavior of

phytophagous insects Annual Review of Entomology, 42, 371-391.

Larson, E. R., Graham, B. M., Achury, R., Coon, J. J., Daniels, M. K., Gambrell, D. K.,



573

574

575

576

577

578

579

580

581

582

583

584

585

586

587

588

589

590

591

592

593

594

595

596

597

24

Jonasen, K. L., King, G. D., LaRacuente, N., Perrin-Stowe, T. I. N., Reed, E. M.,
Rice, C. J., Ruzi, S. A., Thairu, M. W., Wilson, J. C. & Suarez, A. V. (2020) From
eDNA to citizen science: emerging tools for the early detection of invasive species

Frontiers in Ecology and the Environment, 18(4), 194—-202.

Lehmann, P., Ammunét, T., Barton, M., Battisti, A., Eigenbrode, S. D., Jepsen, J. U.,
Kalinkat, G., Neuvonen, S., Niemel3, P., Terblanche, J. S., @kland, B. & Bjorkman,
C. (2020) Complex responses of global insect pests to climate warming Frontiers in

Ecology and the Environment, 18(3), 141-150.

Lenth, R. V. (2021) emmeans: Estimated Marginal Means, aka Least-Squares Means. R

package version 1.5.5-1., https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=emmeans.

Li, J., Valimaki, S., Shi, J., Zong, S., Luo, Y. & Heliovaara, K. (2012a) Attraction of the
gypsy moth to volatile organic compounds (VOCs) of damaged Dahurian larch

Zeitschrift Fur Naturforschung - Section C Journal of Biosciences, 67 C(7-8), 437—444.

Li, P., Zhu, J. & Qin, Y. (2012b) Enhanced attraction of Plutella xylostella (Lepidoptera:
Plutellidae) to pheromone-baited traps with the addition of green leaf volatiles Journal

of Economic Entomology, 105(4), 1149-1156.

Li, X., Liu, Y., Duan, M., Yu, Z. & Axmacher, J. C. (2018) Different response patterns of
epigaeic spiders and carabid beetles to varying environmental conditions in fields and
semi-natural habitats of an intensively cultivated agricultural landscape Agriculture,

Ecosystems and Environment, 264, 54—62.

Light, D. M. (2016) Control and monitoring of codling moth (Lepidoptera: Tortricidae) in
walnut orchards treated with novel high-load, low-density “meso” dispensers of sex

pheromone and pear ester Environmental Entomology, 45(3), 700-707.

Ma, M., Chang, M. M., Lei, C. L. & Yang, F. L. (2016) A garlic substance disrupts odorant-

binding protein recognition of insect pheromones released from adults of the



598

599

600

601

602

603

604

605

606

607

608

609

610

611

612

613

614

615

616

617

618

619

620

621

622

25

angoumois grain moth, Sitotroga cerealella (Lepidoptera: Gelechiidae) Insect Molecular

Biology, 25(5), 530-540.

Mafra-Neto, A., Wright, M., Fettig, C., Progar, R., Munson, S., Blackford, D., Moan, J.,
Graham, E., Foote, G., Borges, R., Silva, R., Lake, R., Bernardi, C., Saroli, J.,
Clarke, S., Meeker, J., Nowak, J., Agnello, A., Martini, X., Rivera, M. J. & Stelinski,
L. L. (2022) Repellent semiochemical solutions to mitigate the impacts of global climate
change on arthropod pests In J. Coats, C. Corona, & M. Debboun, eds., Advances in

Arthropod Repellents, London: Academic Press, , pp. 279-322.

McCormick, A. C., Heyer, J., Sims, J. W., Mescher, M. C. & De Moraes, C. M. (2017)
Exploring the effects of plant odors, from tree species of differing host quality, on the
response of Lymantria dispar males to female sex pheromones Journal of Chemical

Ecology, 43, 243-253.

McNair, C._, Gries, G. & Gries, R. (2000) Cherry bark tortrix, Enarmonia formosana:
olfactory recognition of and behavioral difference by nonhost angio- and gymnosperm

volatiles Journal of Chemical Ecology, 26(4), 809-821.

Meagher, J. (2001) Trapping fall armyworm (Lepidoptera: Noctuidae) adults in traps baited
with pheromone and a synthetic floral volatile compound Florida Entomologist, 84(2),

288-292.

Miluch, C. E., Dosdall, L. M. & Evenden, M. L. (2014) Factors influencing male Plutella
xylostella (Lepidoptera: Plutellidae) capture rates in sex pheromone-baited traps on

canola in western Canada Journal of Economic Entomology, 107(6), 2067—2076.

Mitchell, V. J., Manning, L.-A., Cole, L., Suckling, D. M. & El-Sayed, A. M. (2008) Efficacy
of the pear ester as a monitoring tool for codling moth Cydia pomonella (Lepidoptera:

Tortricidae) in New Zealand apple orchards Pest Management Science, 64, 209-214.

Mujica, V., Preti, M., Basoalto, E., Cichon, L., Fuentes-Contreras, E., Barros-Parada,



623

624

625

626

627

628

629

630

631

632

633

634

635

636

637

638

639

640

641

642

643

644

645

646

647

26

W., Krawczyk, G., Nunes, M. Z_, Walgenbach, J. F., Hansen, R. & Knight, A. L.
(2018) Improved monitoring of oriental fruit moth (Lepidoptera: Tortricidae) with terpinyl
acetate plus acetic acid membrane lures Journal of Applied Entomology, 142(8), 731—

744.

Nakagawa, S., Lagisz, M., Jennions, M. D., Koricheva, J., Noble, D. W. A., Parker, T. H.,
Sanchez-Téjar, A., Yang, Y. & O’Dea, R. E. (2022) Methods for testing publication
bias in ecological and evolutionary meta-analyses Methods in Ecology and Evolution,

13(1), 4-21.

R Core Team (2020) R: A language and environment for statistical computing., Vienna: R

Foundation for Statistical Computing. Retrieved from https://www.r-project.org/

Reardon, B. J., Sumerford, D. V. & Sappington, T. W. (2006) Impact of Trap Design,
Windbreaks, and Weather on Captures of European Corn Borer (Lepidoptera:
Crambidae) in Pheromone-Baited Traps Journal of Economic Entomology, 99(6),

2002-20009.

Reddy, G. V. P. & Guerrero, A. (2000) Behavioral responses of the diamondback moth,
Plutella xylostella, to green leaf volatiles of Brassica oleracea subsp. capitata Journal of

Agricultural and Food Chemistry, 48(12), 6025-6029.

Reddy, G. V. P. & Guerrero, A. (2004) Interactions of insect pheromones and plant

semiochemicals Trends in Plant Science, 9(5), 253—261.

Rizvi, S. A. H., George, J., Reddy, G. V. P., Zeng, X. & Guerrero, A. (2021) Latest
developments in insect sex pheromone research and its application in agricultural pest

management Insects, 12(484), 1-26.

Rohatgi, A. (2021) WebPlotDigitizer, Pacifica, California, USA:

https://automeris.io/WebPlotDigitizer.

Ryall, K. L., Silk, P. J., Mayo, P., Crook, D., Khrimian, A., Coss, A. A, Sweeney, J. &



648

649

650

651

652

653

654

655

656

657

658

659

660

661

662

663

664

665

666

667

668

669

670

671

672

27

Scarr, T. (2012) Attraction of Agrilus planipennis (Coleoptera: Buprestidae) to a volatile
pheromone: effects of release rate, host volatile, and trap placement Environmental

Entomology, 41(3), 648—656.

Sans, A., Moran, M., Riba, M., Guerrero, A., Roig, J. & Gemeno, C. (2016) Plant volatiles
challenge inhibition by structural analogs of the sex pheromone in Lobesia botrana

(Lepidoptera: Tortricidae) European Journal of Entomology, 113, 579-586.

Schmidt-Biisser, D., Von Arx, M. & Guerin, P. M. (2009) Host plant volatiles serve to
increase the response of male European grape berry moths, Eupoecilia ambiguella, to

their sex pheromone J Comp Physiol A, 195, 853-864.

Schouest Jnr, L. P. & Miller, T. A. (1994) Automated Pheromone Traps Show Male Pink
Bollworm (Lepidoptera: Gelechiidae) Mating Response Is Dependent on Weather

Conditions Journal of Economic Entomology, 87(4), 965-974.

Szendrei, Z. & Rodriguez-Saona, C. (2010) A meta-analysis of insect pest behavioral
manipulation with plant volatiles Entomologia Experimentalis et Applicata, 134(3), 201—

210.

Tang, R., Zhang, J. P. & Zhang, Z. N. (2012) Electrophysiological and behavioral
responses of male fall webworm moths (Hyphantria cunea) to herbivory-induced

mulberry (Morus alba) leaf volatiles PLoS ONE, 7(11), 1-7.

van Lierop, P., Lindquist, E., Sathyapala, S. & Franceschini, G. (2015) Global forest area
disturbance from fire, insect pests, diseases and severe weather events Forest Ecology

and Management, 352, 78-88.

Varela, N., Avilla, J., Anton, S. & Gemeno, C. (2011) Synergism of pheromone and host-
plant volatile blends in the attraction of Grapholita molesta males Entomologia

Experimentalis et Applicata, 141(2), 114-122.

Viechtbauer, W. (2010) Conducting meta-analyses in R with the metafor package Journal of



28

673 Statistical Software, 36(3), 1-48.

674 Wang, F., Deng, J., Schal, C., Lou, Y., Zhou, G., Ye, B., Yin, X,, Xu, Z. & Shen, L. (2016)
675 Non-host plant volatiles disrupt sex pheromone communication in a specialist herbivore

676 Scientific Reports, 6(1), 1-8.

677  Weissling, T. J. & Knight, A. L. (1996) Oviposition and Calling Behavior of Codling Moth
678 (Lepidoptera: Tortricidae) in the Presence of Codlemone Annals of the Entomological

679 Society of America, 89(1), 142—-147.

680 Williams, D. T. & Jonusas, G. (2019) The influence of tree species and edge effects on
681 pheromone trap catches of oak processionary moth Thaumetopoea processionea (L.)

682 in the U.K. Agricultural and Forest Entomology, 21(1), 28-37.

683  Willis, K. J. (Ed.) (2017) State of the World’s Plants 2017, Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew.

684  Wittman, J. T., Silk, P., Parker, K. & Aukema, B. H. (2021) Optimizing early detection
685 strategies: defining the effective attraction radius of attractants for emerald ash borer

686 Agrilus planipennis Fairmaire Agricultural and Forest Entomology, 23(4), 527-535.

687  Witzgall, P., Kirsch, P. & Cork, A. (2010) Sex pheromones and their impact on pest

688 management Journal of Chemical Ecology, 36(1), 80—100.

689 Xiang, H. M., Chen, Z., Li, X. W., Guo, Y. Q., Li, X. C. & Ma, R. Y. (2019) Two terpenoids
690 activates close mating behavior and enhances trap efficiency of sex pheromone of

691 Grapholita molesta Journal of Asia-Pacific Entomology, 22(4), 1109-1114.

692  Xiao, C., Gregg, P. C., Hu, W., Yang, Z. & Zhang, Z. (2002) Attraction of the cotton

693 bollworm, Helicoverpa armigera (Htbner) (Lepidoptera: Noctuidae), to volatiles from
694 wilted leaves of a non-host plant, Pterocarya stenoptera Applied Entomology and
695 Zoology, 37(1), 1-6.

696  Xu, H. & Turlings, T. C. J. (2018) Plant volatiles as mate-finding cues for insects Trends in

697 Plant Science, 23(2), 100—-111.



698

699

700

701

702

703

704

705

29

Yang, Z., Bengtsson, M. & Witzgall, P. (2004) Host plant volatiles synergize response to
sex pheromone in codling moth, Cydia pomonella Journal of Chemical Ecology, 30(3),

619-629.

Yu, H., Feng, J., Zhang, Q. & Xu, H. (2015) (Z)-3-hexenyl acetate and 1-undecanol
increase male attraction to sex pheromone trap in Grapholita molesta (Busck)

(Lepidoptera: Tortricidae) International Journal of Pest Management, 61(1), 30-35.



706

707

708

709

710

711

Tables

30

Table 1 Subgroup analysis for attractant plant volatiles, showing the subsets of data applied to each

subgroup and level of replication.

volatile (PV)
per unit of sex
pheromone

(SP))

ratio tested

Subgroup Levels Data subset | Number of data points (and studies)
EAG Wind Field
tunnel trapping
Sex Male Excludes 87 (9) 807 (21) 213 (27)
Female unsexed data | 39 (2) 129 (3) 134 (20)
Plant volatile Single Males 78 (8) 572 (17) 143 (23)
blend Multiple 9(4) 235 (13) 70 (15)
Habitat Agriculture N/A N/A 108 (12)
(herbaceous crops)
Forest 19 (4)
Orchard 86 (13)
Specialism Generalist 30 (4) 352 (10) 86 (14)
Specialist 57 (5) 455 (11) 127 (13)
Trap type Delta N/A N/A 73 (14)
Inverted cone 10 (2)
Panel 2(1)
Unitrap 22 (3)
Water trap 100 (6)
Plant volatile Fruit volatile Males, 0 13 (2) 18 (5)
category GLV excludes 34 (5) 256 (14) 83 (12)
Homoterpene blends of>1 | 0 14 (3) 1(1)
Monoterpene/oid type 16 (5) 100 (11) 18 (6)
Organosulfur 0 0 3(1)
Phenylpropanoid 22 (4) 125 (9) 28 (7)
Sesquiterpene 7(2) 68 (7) 7(2)
Ratio PV:SP > mean* Males, 18 (2) 123 (10) 50 (13)
(standardised PV:SP < mean* experiments | 56 (2) 370 (10) 73 (13)
amount of plant where >1

* mean ratio calculated separately for each study
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Figure Captions

Figure 1. Cumulative number of studies included in the meta-analysis by publication date, for the three
different methods (electroantennogram, wind tunnel, and field trapping). Each study reported the effects
of combined sex pheromone and plant volatile lures versus pheromone-only lures on antennal or

behavioural responses of Lepidopteran pests.

Fig. 2 Effect (with 95% confidence intervals) of combined plant volatile and sex pheromone lures,
versus pheromone only, on the responses of adult Lepidoptera according to six subgroups (rows) and
three methods (columns). Positive effects represent higher responses to the combined lures compared
with pheromone-only lures. One subgroup, trap type in field-trapping studies, is not shown because
none of the levels were significant and the results were not informative. Data was filtered according to
each subgroup, as shown in Table 1. Asterisks denote where there was a significant difference between
levels of the subgroup (F test, with intercepts), where *** = p<0.001, ** = p<0.01, and * = p<0.05.

Abbreviations: PV = plant volatile, SP = sex pheromone.

Fig. 3 Effect (with 95% confidence intervals) of combined attractant plant volatile and sex pheromone
lures, versus pheromone-only lures, on male and female Lepidoptera according to wind tunnel stage.

Positive values are associated with stronger effects of the combined lure versus the pheromone.
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