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Risk warning of fall armyworm Spodoptera frugiperda invading soybean in China

BAI Yiwei' LI Xuanshuang' Labapuchi”? SUN Lianjun"

(1. College of Agronomy and Biotechnology, China Agricultural University, Beijing 100193, China; 2. Shigatse
Agricultural Extension and Service Center, Shigatse 857000, Tibet Autonomous Region, China)

Abstract: The fall armyworm Spodoptera frugiperda is a pest that can bring great hazard to the crops
all over the world. At the beginning of 2019, it invaded Yunnan Province and rapidly migrated to most
areas of China. It seriously influenced the output of maize and other crops with its wide spreading. Due
to the overlap of production regions, it is unclear whether S. frugiperda may bring significant damage to
soybean, although maize has been severely affected. In this review, the potential damage was assessed
in terms of its feeding habits, migration speed and new habitats in China. For preventing this pest, this

review put forward short-term and long-term strategies in order to provide a warning for the potential
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risk in soybean production in China.
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Fig. 1 Prospects for prevention of Spodoptera frugiperda invading soybean in China
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