
 
 

 

 
Forests 2021, 12, 262. https://doi.org/10.3390/f12030262 www.mdpi.com/journal/forests 

Article 

Captures of Emerald Ash Borer (Agrilus planipennis) Adults  
in Post-Invasion White Ash Sites with Varying Amounts of 
Live Phloem 
Molly A. Robinett 1,†, Therese M. Poland 2 and Deborah G. McCullough 1,3,* 

1 Department of Forestry, Michigan State University, East Lansing, MI 48824, USA; robine83@gmail.com 
2 Northern Research Station, USDA Forest Service, 3101 Technology Blvd., Suite F, Lansing, MI 48910, USA; 

therese.poland@usda.gov 
3 Department of Entomology, Michigan State University, East Lansing, MI 48824, USA 
* Correspondence: mccullo6@msu.edu; Tel.: +517-355-7445; Fax: +517-432-7061 
† Current address: National Ecological Observatory Network, 484 N. Slope Lane, Fairbanks, AK 99709, USA. 

Abstract: Emerald ash borer (EAB), (Agrilus planipennis Fairmaire), first identified in 2002 in south-
east Michigan, has caused catastrophic ash (Fraxinus spp.) mortality in forests within the core of the 
invasion and has spread to 35 states and five Canadian provinces. Little is known about persistence 
and densities of EAB populations in post-invasion sites after most ash trees have died. We moni-
tored EAB populations from 2014 to 2016 using double decker (DD) traps set in the midst of white 
ash (F. americana) trees in 30 post-invasion sites in southeast and south-central Michigan. Two DD 
traps were deployed at each site. One trap had a dark green upper prism and light purple lower 
prism, both baited with cis-3-hexenol lures. The other had two dark purple prisms baited with cis-
3-hexenol on the upper prism and Manuka oil on the lower prism. In 2014 and 2016, size and con-
dition of ash trees were recorded and area of live white ash phloem was estimated in an 18-m-radius 
plot centered around each of the DD traps. Area of live white ash phloem per site ranged from 
approximately 24 to 421 m2 in 2014 and from 24 to 411 m2 in 2016. Canopy condition of live white 
ash trees generally improved; 65% and 89% of the trees had healthy canopies (<20% dieback) in 2014 
and 2016, respectively. Traps in 28, 29 and 30 of the sites captured a total of 580, 585, and 932 EAB 
adults in 2014–2016, respectively. Area of live ash phloem explained relatively little of the variation 
in total EAB captures in all three years. Low trap catches, along with relatively stable canopy con-
ditions and continued abundance of live white ash, indicate that EAB populations remain below the 
carrying capacity of the sites, and ash phloem availability is not a limiting factor for EAB abundance. 
Further monitoring to track both EAB dynamics and tree condition is needed to determine the long-
term outlook for white ash in these sites. 

Keywords: Emerald ash borer; Agrilus planipennis; post-invasion conditions; insect traps; prism trap; 
Fraxinus americana 
 

1. Introduction 
Emerald ash borer (EAB) (Agrilus planipennis Fairmaire) (Coleoptera: Buprestidae), a 

phloem-feeding beetle native to Asia, was first identified in 2002 in North America when 
adult beetles were collected from dying ash (Fraxinus spp.) landscape trees in the Detroit 
metropolitan area in southeast Michigan, USA [1,2]. An extensive dendrochronological 
study spanning 1.5 million ha showed that EAB had killed ash trees in southeast Michigan 
by 1998, indicating it likely became established in this area by the early 1990s [3]. Infesta-
tions expanded as EAB adults dispersed and as satellite populations, resulting from inad-
vertent transport of infested ash nursery trees, logs, firewood and related materials, coa-
lesced. By 2003, EAB-caused ash mortality extended across much of a five-county area in 
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southeastern Michigan [3]. As of February 2021, EAB populations had been found in at 
least 35 U.S. states and five Canadian provinces [4]. Hundreds of millions of ash in forests, 
rural and urban areas have been killed by EAB, which has become the most destructive 
and costly invasive forest insect in North America [5–7]. In plots established in the original 
core of the EAB invasion in southeast Michigan, 80 to 99% of green ash (F. pennsylvanica 
Marsh.), black ash (F. nigra Marsh.), and white ash (F. americana L.) trees in forest oversto-
ries had died by the early- to mid-2000s [8–10]. 

Adult beetles feed on ash leaves throughout their life span and mature females lay 
eggs under bark flakes or in bark crevices [1,11]. Larvae feed on phloem and cambium in 
serpentine galleries that typically score the outer sapwood, disrupting translocation of 
nutrients and water [1,6]. As larval densities build, injury to the vascular system increases, 
leading to canopy thinning, dieback, and eventual mortality of the tree [1,2,6]. 

Interspecific differences among North American ash species in EAB host preference 
and/or resistance can affect ash mortality rates, potentially influencing local EAB persis-
tence or dynamics, and eventual forest composition. Several studies have shown that 
green ash and black ash are consistently highly preferred and vulnerable EAB hosts, and 
blue ash (F. quadrangulata Michx.) is much less preferred and/or relatively resistant, while 
white ash appears to be an intermediate host for EAB [7,12,13]. Although nearly all white 
ash have died in some sites in southeast Michigan [9,10,14], a high proportion of white 
ash in other forested sites in the same region remains relatively healthy despite more than 
12 years of EAB presence. For example, in a recent survey of 28 forested areas in southeast 
and south-central Michigan, white ash mortality ranged from more than 90% to less than 
10% of the trees and basal area per site [15]. In a plantation with 21 randomized blocks 
consisting of five ash species, all green ash and black ash were heavily colonized, with 
more than 200 EAB larvae per m2 of phloem area, most of which died from intraspecific 
competition for phloem. Larval densities on blue ash and Manchurican ash (F. mands-
hurica), an Asian species, were ≤2.0 per m2, and most trees remained uninfested [13]. White 
ash trees averaged 41.0 ± 12 larvae per m2, and, while a few trees were heavily infested, 
seven of the 21 white ash had zero to ten larvae per m2 [13]. 

Potential density of EAB in a given tree or within an area of interest depends on the 
availability of live ash phloem to support larval development [16,17]. McCullough and 
Siegert [18] related ash tree diameter at breast height (DBH) to phloem area and EAB pro-
duction. Using measurements from 148 green ash and white ash trees ranging from 5.2 to 
65.0 cm DBH, they determined that on average, 89 ± 4.6 EAB adults could potentially de-
velop per m2 of phloem. Similarly, empirical data collected from debarked trees across 
multiple sites showed individual EAB larvae each require approximately 10 cm2 of 
phloem for development [16–18]. Hence, the number of EAB adults that could potentially 
be produced in a specific area depends on abundance and size of ash trees. 

The carrying capacity for EAB can be orders of magnitude lower in post-invasion 
areas, i.e., areas where peak EAB infestations occurred several years earlier and most over-
story ash have been killed, than in pre-invasion conditions [19–21]. Ash regeneration, in-
cluding recruits (e.g., young trees 2.5 to 10 cm DBH), saplings, or stump sprouts can be 
abundant in some, but not necessarily all, post-invasion stands [8,15,22–24]. Although 
trees as small as 2.5 cm in diameter are occasionally colonized and killed by EAB [1,2,25], 
they produce relatively few EAB adults [17,18,26], and EAB larvae developing in small 
trees may be more likely to be killed by parasitoids than larvae in larger trees with thicker 
bark [27,28]. Whether small ash trees in post-invasion sites provide adequate phloem to 
sustain an EAB population over time at densities capable of killing trees is not yet clear. 

We hypothesized that EAB population levels in a given site would vary with the 
availability of live ash phloem, which depends on the number and size of live white ash. 
Various trap designs and lures have been developed and evaluated for detecting and 
monitoring EAB populations (see reviews in Reference [29–32]). Green or purple double-
decker traps, consisting of upper and lower sticky prisms attached to a 3-m tall PVC pipe 
and baited with ash volatiles, consistently capture relatively high numbers of EAB and 
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have high detection rates at field sites with very low to high EAB infestation levels [31,33–
36]. In a previous study conducted in 24 green ash sites in 2010 and 2011, EAB populations 
were monitored with dark purple double-decker traps baited with cis-3-hexenol on the 
top prism and Manuka oil on the bottom prism and with sticky bands on girdled and 
ungirdled trap trees [19]. Adult EAB captures reflected the east-west temporal gradient of 
EAB invasion in southern Michigan and were significantly correlated with larval attack 
densities. In 2010, for example, 13% of EAB adults were captured in post-invasion Core 
sites in the southeast where most overstory ash were dead, while 12% of adults were cap-
tured in recently infested Cusp sites in the southwest. The remaining 75% of EAB adults 
were captured in south central Crest sites where EAB densities were near peak levels, and 
a mix of healthy, declining and dying ash were present [19]. Similarly, Poland and 
McCullough [36] captured more beetles (>100 per trap) on baited DD traps at heavily in-
fested sites with >35% dieback than at sites with moderate infestations and <35% dieback 
(60–100 beetles per trap), or sites with low EAB population densities and no visible signs 
of tree infestation (<25 beetles per trap). At a newly infested site with ultra-low EAB in-
festations levels, only 1–4 beetles were captured on baited green or purple DD traps [35]. 

We hypothesized that live white ash phloem should represent a critical but limited 
resource for EAB populations in post-invasion areas. Our objectives were to (1) determine 
the area of live white ash phloem available for EAB colonization across a range of post-
invasion sites that experienced high EAB infestation and overstory mortality at least 10 
years previously; (2) assess EAB persistence and relative abundance at the sites using 
baited DD traps; and (3) determine if EAB trap catches were correlated with white ash 
phloem availability. 

2. Methods 
2.1. Site Selection 

We used a Michigan county atlas in April 2014 to identify 70 large, forested areas on 
state, county, or municipal property in southeast and south central Lower Michigan where 
EAB infestations had peaked at least 8 to 10 years earlier, and nearly all overstory green 
ash had died. We queried managers of each area to assess white ash presence and abun-
dance. We visited 40 post-invasion sites where managers confirmed the presence of white 
ash trees and identified 30 areas where white ash trees, whether dead or alive, appeared 
to be relatively abundant (Figure 1). We established a center point and recorded GPS co-
ordinates in the midst of the white ash trees within each site. Stand conditions, including 
species composition of overstory trees and regeneration, are presented in detail in Robi-
nett and McCullough [15]. Briefly, white ash trees ranged from 10.0 to 44.0 cm DBH (di-
ameter at breast height), and survival varied substantially among sites, ranging from 0 to 
100%. Across all sites, however, 75% of white ash trees, and 66% of the white ash basal 
area, ranging from 0.3 to 3.5 m2·ha−1, were alive. Nearly all live white ash had signs of 
previous EAB colonization, but 83% of trees in 2016 had healthy canopies (≤10% canopy 
dieback). Green ash trees were recorded in 27 sites, but 92% had been killed by EAB in 
previous years. 

2.2. Fixed Radius Plots 
We centered a circular plot with an 18 m radius around each of the two DD traps in 

each site and recorded DBH of live and dead white ash trees (≥6 cm DBH) during the 
summer in 2014 and again in 2016. We visually estimated canopy dieback in increments 
of 10%, where <10% indicated a full, healthy canopy, and ≥80% indicated severe decline 
[37]. Ash trees were grouped by dieback class (0–20%, 21–40%, 41–60%, 61–80%, 81–100%) 
for some analyses. Each ash tree was examined for signs of EAB infestation, including 
holes left by woodpeckers preying on EAB larvae, D-shaped adult EAB emergence holes, 
and bark cracks over old larval galleries. Trees were re-surveyed from early July to mid-
August in 2016. 
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Density of white ash stems and white ash basal area (m2·ha−1) were calculated for each 
plot and summed for each site in 2014 and 2016. White ash trees were assigned to four 
DBH classes (6.0–13.0, 13.1–25.0, 25.1–42.0, and 42.1 to 60.0 cm). Area of phloem (m2) in 
live and dead white ash trees was calculated using DBH (cm) from trees recorded in 2014 
and 2016, following methods of McCullough and Siegert [18]. We also adjusted area of 
live phloem in individual trees to account for dead portions of the canopy. When dieback 
estimates were >10%, the estimated live phloem area was reduced by the proportion of 
the canopy that was dead. Previous studies have shown correlations between canopy de-
cline and larval densities or the portion of phloem covered by larval galleries [12,13,38,39]. 
We also estimated live phloem area by DBH and canopy dieback classes. 

 
Figure 1. Distribution of 30 white ash sites in southeast and south central Lower Michigan. 

2.3. Trapping 
Presence and relative abundance of EAB was assessed at each of the 30 sites over a 

period of 3 years based on trap captures. We set up two double decker (DD) traps, 36 to 
50 m apart, between 24 May and 12 June 2014 in each site. We recorded GPS coordinates 
at each trap, allowing us to install traps in the same locations between mid-May and mid-
June in 2015 and 2016. Traps remained in place through mid-September each year. Each 
trap was placed in full sunlight, 5–10 m from the edge of wooded areas, or in open areas 
among scattered ash trees. A DD trap consisted of two coroplast prisms (36 × 60 cm on 
each side; Great Lakes IPM, Vestaburg, MI, USA) fastened to a 3-m-tall PVC pipe (10 cm 
diam at 3.0 m and 1.8 m above-ground and coated with clear Pestick™ (Hummert Inter-
national, Earth City, MO, USA). The PVC pipe was supported by sliding it over a T-post 
embedded in the ground (34). One DD trap was comprised of a dark green upper prism 
(Sabic green, λ = 530 nm, 48% relative reflectance) and a light purple lower prism (Sabic 
purple, λ = 420 nm 21.7% reflectance; 670 nm 13.6% reflectance [40,41]. Two cis-3-hexenol 
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bubble caps (release rate of 3.7 mg/day per bubble cap for a combined release rate of 7.4 
mg/day; Contech Enterprises Inc., Delta, BC, Canada) were attached to the lower edge of 
both prisms. The second DD trap was comprised of two dark purple prisms (λ = 430 nm 
20% reflectance, 600 nm 6% reflectance; 670 nm 13.5% reflectance (56). The top prism was 
baited with two cis-3-hexenol bubble caps, while the lower prism was baited with a Ma-
nuka oil pouch (release rate of 50 mg/day, Synergy Semiochemicals, Corp., Delta, BC, 
Canada). Lures were replaced after 6 weeks to ensure consistent volatile release, at which 
time Pestick™ was also re-applied. The same trap designs were placed in the same loca-
tions in all three years. 

Captured EAB adult beetles were collected at two- to three-week intervals beginning 
on 10 June and continuing through mid-September each year. Beetles were typically col-
lected from multiple sites on a given day, but it required approximately a week to check 
traps at all 30 sites. For each collection period, sites were visited in the same order as when 
they were set up to ensure uniform time between collection periods. Beetles on each prism 
of the two traps were bagged separately and returned to the Michigan State University 
(MSU) Forest Entomology Laboratory, East Lansing, MI USA. Beetles were soaked in His-
toclear II (National Diagnostics, Atlanta, GA, USA) to remove Pestick™ and then exam-
ined under a microscope to confirm species and sex. We acquired cumulative growing 
degree days (GDD) (base 10 °C; beginning 1 January annually) corresponding to each col-
lection period from the nearest MSU Enviro-weather station (Enviroweather.msu.edu) at 
each site. Euclidean distances between each site and the nearest weather station were de-
termined using ArcMap 10.3 and ranged from 5 to 43 km. 

2.4. Statistical Analysis 
Adult male and female beetles captured per trap (total on both prisms) and per prism 

were tallied for each collection period and summed by year. Differences in EAB captures 
were compared among years and between the two trap designs, and among prism colors 
or lures within trap types, using generalized linear mixed models (PROC GLIMMIX). 
Main effects of trap type, year, prism color, position (upper or lower), and lure were tested 
as fixed effects in separate models. Site was a random effect in all models. To account for 
collinearity among years, an autoregressive order one covariance structure was used for 
all models, with the Kenward-Rogers modification of the denominator degrees of freedom 
[42]. Because the response variable was count data, a negative binomial distribution was 
used with the log link function [43]. Differences among years, trap types, prism color 
within trap types, and lure within trap types for the separate models were tested with the 
Tukey-Kramer means comparison procedure. Residuals were tested for homogeneity of 
variance assumption using Levene’s test, and models were adjusted if needed. 

Simple linear regression was used to assess whether the area of live white ash phloem 
(m2) in the 18 m radius around each trap significantly predicted EAB adult captures within 
sites (PROC REG). Captures of EAB in 2014, 2015, and 2016 were compared to total area 
of live phloem measured in 2014, and EAB captures in 2016 were regressed on live phloem 
area measured in 2016. All analyses were conducted using the SAS 9.4 for Windows sta-
tistical package [44] with an α-level of 0.05. 

3. Results 
3.1. Captures of EAB on Traps 

Overall, 580, 585, and 932 EAB adults were captured on the 60 DD traps in 2014, 2015, 
and 2016, respectively. In 2014, no EAB adults were captured in two sites, while one to 61 
beetles were captured in the other 28 sites, with an average of 19 ± 2.8 beetles captured 
per site (Figure 2). In 2015, EAB adults were captured in 29 sites; the site with no EAB 
captures was one of the sites with no EAB captures the previous year. Total beetles cap-
tured per site in 2015 ranged from one to 64, with an average of 19 ± 3.0 per site (Figure 
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2). Between 2014 and 2015, EAB captures increased by ≥50% in 12 sites, remained con-
sistent in four sites, and decreased by ≥50% in five sites. In 2016, EAB adults were captured 
in all 30 sites. Total captures ranged from one to 127 EAB adults per site and averaged 31 
± 5.3 beetles per site (Figure 2). Between 2014 and 2016, the number of captured beetles 
increased by approximately 60% in 14 of the 30 sites. 

 
Figure 2. Mean (+SE) number of emerald ash borer adults captured per trap in 2014, 2015, and 
2016 on green-purple (GP) double decker (DD) traps and purple-purple (PP) DD traps. Bars 
topped by the same letter are not significantly different; Tukey-Kramer means comparison proce-
dure, p > 0.05. 

Cumulative growing degree days (GDD) (base 10 °C/50 °F) associated with the first 
trap checks in June in each site ranged from a minimum of 347 to a maximum of 538 GDD10 

°C in 2014–2016. Peak EAB activity occurred in late June to early July each year, correspond-
ing to a minimum of 521 to a maximum of 789 GDD10 °C in 2014–2016, when 54%, 52%, and 
62% of the total EAB adults were captured, respectively. Following this peak, EAB cap-
tures decreased by 48% and 39% in 2014 and 2015, respectively, and by 85% in 2016. Traps 
captured ≤21 EAB total during our final checks, which occurred between 17 and 23 Sep-
tember each year. 

Cumulative number of EAB adults captured throughout the season differed between 
the two trap designs (F = 8.86; degrees of freedom [df] = 1.138; p < 0.003) and among years 
(F = 6.08; df = 2.42; p = 0.005), but the interaction was not significant (F = 0.46; df = 2.42; p = 
0.6). Overall, for all three years combined, traps with green upper and light purple lower 
prisms (GP) caught significantly more EAB adults (mean = 15.75 ± 3.0) than traps with two 
dark purple prisms (PP) (mean = 6.85 ± 1.4), accounting for 73%, 68%, and 67% of total 
captures in 2014, 2015, and 2016, respectively. Significantly more EAB adults were cap-
tured in 2016 for both trap types combined (mean = 14.54 ± 2.4) than in 2014 (mean = 8.5 ± 
1.4) or in 2015 (mean = 9.06 ± 1.5) (Figure 2). 

Prism color and lures contributed to differences in trap captures between the two DD 
trap designs; however, prism color, position, and lures were confounded, making it diffi-
cult to fully determine their relative importance for EAB attraction. Overall, green or light 
purple prisms baited with cis-3-hexenol lures captured more EAB adults than dark purple 
prisms baited with either cis-3-hexenol or Manuka oil (F = 15.50; df = 3.87; p < 0.001). Prism 
position (upper or lower) did not have a significant effect on trap captures (F = 3.34; df = 
1.87; p = 07). 
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Male beetles dominated captures on both trap designs in all three years. Overall, 70%, 
69%, and 77% of the EAB adults captured in 2014, 2015, and 2016, respectively, were 
males. Across all years, green prisms caught significantly more EAB males than either 
upper or lower dark purple prisms, while captures on light purple prisms were interme-
diate (F = 14.4; df = 3.48; p < 0.0001). Light purple prisms on the GP traps caught signifi-
cantly more EAB females than either of the dark purple prisms on the PP traps or the 
upper green prisms on the GP traps (F = 13.3; df = 3.348; p < 0.0001). Significantly more 
EAB males (F = 7.50; df = 2.348; p = 0.0006) and females (F = 6.06; df = 3.348; p = 0.003) were 
captured in 2016 than in 2015 or 2014 (Table 1). 

Table 1. Mean (± SE) number of emerald ash borer (EAB) adult males and females captured per prism on double-decker 
(DD) traps with green upper and light purple lower prisms (GP) or dark purple upper and lower prisms (PP) in 2014, 
2015, and 2016 in 30 sites located in southeast and south central Lower Michigan (N = 30). 

 
Double Decker (GP) Trap Double Decker (PP) Trap 

F; df; p 
Green Upper Light Purple LowerDark Purple UpperDark Purple Lower

2014 
Males 7.1 ± 1.2a 1 4.5 ± 0.9ab 2.2 ± 0.5b 1.6 ± 0.6b 6.21; 3.116; 0.0006 

Females 0.7 ± 0.2ab 1.9 ± 0.4a 0.6 ± 0.2b 0.7 ± 0.3b 8.73; 3.116; <0.0001 
Total  7.8 ± 1.3a 6.4 ± 1.1a 2.9 ± 0.7b 2.3 ± 0.9b 8.76; 3.116; < 0.0001 

2015 
Males 5.5 ± 1.1a 4.1 ± 0.8a 2.3 ± 0.6ab 1.3 ± 0.4b 4.72; 3.116; 0.004 

Females 1.4 ± 0.3ab 2.3 ±o.4a 1.4 ±0.3ab 1.1 ± 0.3b 2.56; 3.116; 0.05 
Total  6.9 ± 1.3a 6.4 ± 1.1ab 3.8 ± 0.9ab 2.4 ± 0.6b 4.40; 3.116; 0.006 

2016 
Males 8.7 ± 2.0a 7.9 ± 1.6a 4.6 ± 0.9ab 2.8 ± 0.8b 4.11; 3.116; 0.008 

Females 1.0 ± 0.2b 3.3 ±0.7a 3.9 ± 0.8ab 1.0 ± 0.3b 5.81; 3.116; 0.001 
Total  9.8 ± 2.1a 11.2 ± 2.2a 6.3 ± 1.2ab 3.9 ± 0.9b 4.49; 3.116; 0.005 

All years 
Males 7.1 ± 0.8a 5.5 ± 0.7ab 3.1 ± 0.4b 1.9 ± 0.3b 14.4; 3.348; <0.0001 

Females 1.0 ± 0.1b 2.5 ± 0.3a 1.2 ± 0.2b 0.9 ± 0.3b 13.3; 3.348; <0.0001 
Total 8.1 ± 0.9a 7.8 ± 0.9a 4.3 ± 0.6b 2.9 ± 0.5b 16.3; 3.348; < 0.0001 

1 Means within the same year and sex followed by the same letter are not statistically different; Tukey-Kramer means 
comparison procedure (p > 0.05). 

3.2. White Ash Phloem 
In 2014, we recorded a total of 1109 white ash trees (≥6 cm DBH) across the 30 sites, 

including 736 live and 373 dead trees. Most (87%) of the live white ash had <50% canopy 
dieback and 477 trees had <20% dieback (Table 2). Conversely, 44 trees were severely de-
clining with ≥80% dieback (Table 2). External signs of EAB infestation were apparent on 
58% of the live white ash, including 78% of trees with <50% dieback and 43 of the 44 trees 
with ≥80% dieback. Nearly all (98%) of the dead trees had clearly been killed by EAB, as 
evidenced by abundant galleries and sloughing bark. 

Overall, white ash trees across the 30 sites represented an estimated 3627 m2 of 
phloem area, which included 1794 m2 (49.5% of the total) in the live trees tallied in 2014. 
Within sites, phloem area in live white ash trees averaged (± SE) 120.9 ± 17.51 m2 and 
ranged from 24.4 to 421.0 m2. Small ash (6.0 to 13.0 cm DBH) contributed approximately 
685 m2 of phloem. Live trees in the two largest size classes (25.1 to 42.0 and 42.1 to 60.0 cm 
DBH) contributed 279 m2 of phloem, while pole-sized trees (13.1 to 25.0 cm DBH) contrib-
uted the remainder. On average, an estimated 10,761 ± 1558 EAB adult beetles per site 
could have potentially developed if all the phloem available in 2014 was colonized, rang-
ing from a minimum of 1673 beetles at the site with the least phloem to a maximum of 
37,466 beetles at the site with the highest amount of white ash phloem. When we adjusted 
phloem area to account for dead portions of the canopy, total live phloem decreased to 
1427 m2. This included 557 m2 of live phloem within trees in the smallest DBH class (6.0 
to 13.0 cm), 675 m2in pole-sized trees (13.1 to 25.0 cm), and 195 m2 of live phloem in trees 
in the two largest DBH classes (25.1 to 42.0 and 42.1 to 60.0 cm). 
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In 2016, we again established plots (18 m radius) and measured DBH of white ash 
trees surrounding the traps. A total of 1187 white ash trees were tallied across the 30 sites, 
including 743 live and 430 dead trees (Table 2). The slight increase in number of trees 
between 2014 and 2016 reflected growth of young trees that were > 6 cm DBH in 2016 but 
not in 2014, as well as minor differences in plot boundaries between the two years. Over-
all, 96% of the live trees had < 50% canopy dieback and 662 trees, including most of the 
small trees, had ≤ 10% dieback (Table 2). Fourteen trees were heavily infested and severely 
declining with ≥ 80% canopy dieback (Table 2). External signs of previous EAB infestation 
were apparent on 71% of the live white ash and 99% of the dead trees. All of the severely 
declining trees were or had been heavily infested and 94% of the 118 trees with 10 to 50% 
dieback had external signs of past EAB infestation. 

Table 2. Number of live and dead white ash (F. americana) trees and estimated area of phloem (m2) 
recorded for trees in fixed radius plots (18-m radius) in 30 sites in Michigan in 2014 and 2016. 
Phloem area was calculated following methods of McCullough and Siegert [18] and adjusted to 
account for the proportion of the canopy that was dead. 

2014 
Percent Canopy Dieback Class No. TreesTotal Phloem (m2)Adjusted Live Phloem (m2) 

<10.0% 353 829 829 
10.0 to 19.9% 124 248 233 
20.0 to 39.9% 131 307 232 
40.0 to 59.9% 49 151 80 
60.0 to 79.9% 35 106 37 
80.0 to 99.0% 44 154 20 

Dead 373 1833 0 
2016 

<10.0% 608 1300 1300 
10.1 to 19.9% 54 138 124 
20.0 to 39.9% 50 119 90 
40.0 to 59.9% 14 72 39 
60.0 to 79.9% 17 48 16 
80.0 to 99.9% 14 58 8 

Dead 430 1837 0 

In 2016, white ash trees (live and dead) represented a total of 3596 m2 of phloem area, 
including 1759 m2 (48.5%) of phloem in the live trees. Phloem area of live white ash within 
sites averaged (±SE) 119.0 ± 16.44 m2 and ranged from 24.4 to 410.9 m2. Live trees in the 
smallest DBH class (6.0 to 13.0 cm) accounted for 729 m2 of the phloem recorded, and trees 
in the two largest DBH classes (25.1 to 60.0 cm) accounted for 259 m2 of phloem, while 
pole-sized trees (13.1 to 25.0 cm DBH) provided the remainder. Live phloem area de-
creased between 2014 and 2016 in 13 sites, increased in 11 sites, and differed by < 1.5 m2 
in six sites. On average, an estimated 10,881 ± 1434.9 EAB adults could have developed if 
all phloem available in 2016 were fully colonized, ranging from a minimum of 2095 at the 
site with the lowest amount of white ash phloem to a maximum of 36,567 beetles at the 
site with the most phloem available. After adjusting phloem to account for dead portions 
of the canopy, total live phloem decreased to 1457 m2. Trees in the smallest DBH class (6.0 
to 13.0 cm) provided 636 m2 of live phloem, and pole-sized trees (13.1 to 25.0 cm) contrib-
uted another 620 m2 of live phloem, while trees in the two largest DBH classes (25.1 to 42.0 
and 42.1 to 60.0 cm) contributed 201 m2 of live phloem. 

Levels of EAB infestation and tree condition ranged from sites in which nearly all 
trees were alive and appeared relatively healthy to sites where ≥90% of the white ash were 
dead [15]. Linear regressions between live phloem area, adjusted for dieback, and num-
bers of EAB captured on traps were run after excluding one site with an unusually high 
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amount of live phloem. Linear relationships between area of live white ash phloem de-
rived from the 2014 surveys and the number of EAB adults captured on traps were signif-
icant in 2014 (F = 4.86; p = 0.0361) and 2015 (F = 5.83; p = 0.0229) but explained less than 
20% of the variation in EAB captures (Figure 3). Captures of EAB adults increased sub-
stantially in 2016 but were not significantly related to live phloem area measured in 2014 
(F = 4.10; p = 0.0529) nor measured in 2016 (F = 2.90; p = 0.1001) (Figure 3). 

 
Figure 3. Linear relationship between emerald ash borer (EAB) adult captures in (A) 2014, (B) 2015, and (C) 2016 and 
adjusted area of live white ash phloem (m2) surrounding traps (18 m radius) measured in 2014 and between EAB adult 
captures in 2016 (D) and adjusted area of live white ash phloem (m2) measured in 2016. Phloem area (m2) of tallied trees 
was estimated following methods of McCullough and Siegert [18]; then, it was reduced by the proportion of the canopy 
that was dead. 

4. Discussion 
Populations of both EAB and white ash trees continue to co-exist in southeast and 

south central Lower Michigan more than a decade after these forests were invaded. Across 
the 30 sites, the level of EAB infestation and condition of white ash trees varied from lo-
cations where nearly all trees were alive and in relatively good condition, to areas where 
≥90% of the white ash were dead [19]. Even in areas where ash mortality was high, how-
ever, a substantial amount of live phloem remained available for EAB colonization; esti-
mated area of live phloem per site ranged from 24.4 to 421.0 m2 in 2014 and from 24.4 to 
410.9 m2 in 2016. Between 2014 and 2016, 57 trees that were seriously declining in 2014 
had died, but, overall, live phloem area was only 3.5% lower in 2016 than in 2014. Moreo-
ver, across sites, canopy condition of live trees generally improved. For example, 65% and 
89% of the live trees had healthy canopies with <20% dieback in 2014 and 2016, respec-
tively. 

We originally hypothesized that if availability of live phloem was a limiting resource 
for larval development, fewer EAB adults would be captured on traps in sites where ash 
mortality was high than in sites where live ash phloem was abundant. Relationships be-
tween EAB captures and live phloem area, adjusted to account for canopy dieback, were 
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significant, but live phloem area explained less than 20% of the variation in captures in 
any year. Overall, results indicate that phloem availability was not a limiting factor driv-
ing EAB population levels and trap captures at our sites. Similarly, McCullough et al. [35] 
found that abundance of ash phloem near traps had no discernable effect on EAB captured 
on traps at sites with low population densities. They reported that position of traps and 
sun exposure had only weak effects, while trap type had a significant effect on the number 
of EAB captured. Additionally, Mercader et al. [45] found little relationship between EAB 
captures on baited purple prism traps suspended from branches of ash trees and local 
EAB densities across a large, recently infested area with low EAB populations. 

While availability of live phloem was nearly the same in our sites in 2014 and 2016, 
captures of EAB adults increased significantly in 2016 compared to the previous two 
years. More dead trees were tallied in 2016 than in 2014, reflecting mortality of the 57 trees 
that were seriously declining in 2014. However, canopy condition of live trees generally 
improved; the number of trees tallied in each dieback class (>10% to >80% dieback) de-
creased between 2014 and 2016. Therefore, increased trap catches in 2016 did not appear 
to be related to live phloem available or increased levels of canopy dieback within the 
sites. It is possible that some portion of the EAB adults captured on our traps developed 
on trees beyond our plots and immigrated into our sites. While most EAB colonize ash 
trees within 100 to 200 m of their point of emergence when phloem is abundant [46,47], 
mature adult females are physiologically capable of dispersing several kilometers [48,49]. 
Ash trees up to 800 m from the emergence point of adults have been colonized [46–48,50], 
and adults have been captured on traps at least 300 m away from the nearest ash trees 
[33]. 

An alternative explanation is that larvae from eggs laid by beetles in 2014 required 
two years to complete development on the relatively healthy trees in our plots and were 
captured as adults in 2016. Previous studies have shown that, on recently infested, healthy 
trees where larval densities remain low, a high proportion of larvae overwinter as early 
instars the first year, feed and overwinter as prepupae the second winter, and then emerge 
as adults the following summer [1,48,51]. If most beetles captured in 2016 developed on 
trees within the plots, EAB densities may have been building, although signs of infestation 
and canopy decline did not increase between 2014 and 2016. 

Despite the increase in EAB adult captures in 2016, the number of beetles captured 
per trap was still relatively low and indicative of very low population levels. For example, 
McCullough et al. [35] captured an average of approximately 1 to 4 EAB on baited green 
or purple DD traps in a newly infested forest where the EAB population was ultra-low, 
trees had no visible signs of EAB infestation, and mean larval densities were approxi-
mately 2 larvae per m2 and 12 larvae per m2 in non-girdled and girdled trees, respectively. 
Similarly, <25 beetles were captured on baited DD traps at sites with low EAB population 
densities and no visible signs of tree infestation, while approximately 60–100 beetles were 
captured at sites with moderate infestations and <35% canopy dieback, and >100 EAB 
were captured at heavily infested sites with >35% dieback [36]. In heavily infested sites 
where canopy dieback ranged from 35–50%, green or purple prism traps hung 1.5 m or 13 
m above ground captured >60 and >100 beetles per trap, respectively [52,53]. In our sites, 
trap catches averaging <20 beetles per trap indicate population levels were very low, and 
few visible signs of infestation and little canopy decline would be expected. 

Estimating the area of phloem available for EAB development provides a means to 
estimate potential EAB production for a specific location and to assess pre- and post-in-
vasion dynamics of a local EAB population. McCullough and Siegert [18] found that, on 
average, roughly 89 EAB could successfully develop and emerge per m2 of phloem surface 
area, and that EAB production averaged 68.8 ± 5.9 beetles per m2 on small trees (2.5–13 cm 
DBH) and 105.3 ± 5.7 beetles per m2 on larger trees (DBH > 13 cm). We estimated that 
approximately 10,761 ± 1558.4 and 10,881 ± 1434.9 EAB adults could have potentially 
emerged across the sites based on the trees recorded and phloem area calculated in 2014 
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and 2016, respectively. However, low trap catches even in 2016, along with relatively sta-
ble canopy conditions and continued abundance of live white ash, indicate that EAB pop-
ulations have not come close to achieving projected levels in most of the sites. 

Persistence of both EAB populations and live white ash in the post-invasion sites we 
monitored may reflect multiple factors, including host preference and oviposition behav-
ior of adult females. Previous research with ash trees in common gardens or plantations, 
landscapes, and forests has consistently shown that, when green ash and white ash tree 
co-occur, EAB females will preferentially oviposit on green ash trees [7,12,13,38]. In the 
large forested parks and game areas where our study was conducted, most overstory 
green ash were killed by EAB several years ago, but green ash regeneration, including 
recruits, saplings, and stump sprouts, remains abundant in many areas [8,10,22–24]. Some 
portion of female beetles that developed on white ash trees in our plots may have dis-
persed and oviposited on young green ash. Additionally, while DBH of live white ash 
trees in our sites ranged from 6.0 to 40.6 cm, many trees were small, with a DBH of ≤ 13 
cm, and some were likely too small to have been colonized when local EAB populations 
were peaking in the early and mid-2000s [3,8,10,19]. When young white ash trees are col-
onized by EAB, females typically lay most eggs on the trunk or around branch junctions 
where rough-textured bark is present, avoiding the relatively smooth bark on branches 
and upper portions of the trunk [54]. If larvae feed predominantly on the trunk of small 
trees, mortality typically occurs rapidly compared to the gradual decline and dieback 
characteristic of larger trees where feeding begins on canopy branches. However, with the 
exception of 57 severely declining trees that died, most white ash trees tallied in our sites 
appeared healthy in 2014 and remained healthy in 2016 [15]. Further, more than half of 
the white ash trees we tallied, including many small trees, had holes left by woodpeckers 
preying on late instar EAB larvae, exit holes left by EAB adults, or old larval galleries, 
indicating these trees were suitable hosts. 

Natural enemies of EAB larvae, including woodpeckers [55–57], native parasitoids 
[54,57], and introduced parasitoids native to Asia [58,59], could be playing a role in keep-
ing EAB populations below carrying capacity within these sites. In study sites in southern 
Michigan where two introduced parasitoids, T. planipennisi and O. agrili, have been estab-
lished since 2008, healthy ash saplings (400–1600 per ha) and young trees (200–900 per ha) 
are persisting despite formerly high EAB populations that killed most overstory ash [28]. 
Life table analyses of EAB population dynamics at these sites indicate T. planipennisi killed 
36%–85% of the late instar larvae in saplings, contributing to net population growth rate 
of EAB that was near or below replacement levels. Another study in southeast Michigan 
indicated ash mortality was lower, while ash regeneration and diameter growth were gen-
erally higher in post-invasion sites with parasitoid releases compared to control sites [60]. 
Based on the increasing trend in EAB trap catches between 2014/2015 and 2016, it is diffi-
cult to predict whether populations will continue to build in our study sites. Additional 
years of monitoring to track both EAB dynamics and tree condition in these sites would 
be helpful to project the long term outlook for white ash in these sites. 

The two double-decker (DD) trap designs we used to assess EAB presence and rela-
tive infestation levels in our sites also provided useful information on beetle attraction to 
the green and purple prisms. Overall, the GP (green-light purple) DD traps baited with 
cis-3-hexenol on both prisms captured significantly more EAB beetles than the PP (dark 
purple-dark purple) traps baited with cis-3-hexenol on the upper prism and Manuka oil 
on the lower prism. Males were captured in significantly higher numbers on the upper 
green panels, while the lower light purple panels captured significantly more females. In 
another study with DD traps, Poland et al. [31] similarly reported that GP traps captured 
significantly more females, males, and total EAB than did PP traps, but differences were 
minimal between traps with cis-3-hexenol lures on both prisms compared to traps with 
cis-3-hexenol on the upper prism and Manuka oil on the lower prism. Previous studies 
have shown that males were more attracted than females to green prisms, while females 
were more attracted than males to purple prisms [31,41,53,61–64]. Males, which tend to 
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hover around the canopies of ash trees and then land on leaves or approach females feed-
ing in the canopy [65,66], are presumably attracted to colors and volatiles associated with 
ash leaves. In contrast, purple wavelengths, which are similar to the spectra associated 
with tree bark, attract females who likely use visual cues to locate suitable oviposition 
sites on branches and trunks of ash trees [66]. 

Multiple studies across dozens of sites have shown detection rates (e.g., capture of ≥ 
one EAB adult) or total EAB adult captures (standardized by trapping surface area) are 
higher on DD traps baited with cis-3-hexenol or a combination of cis-3-hexenol and Ma-
nuka oil than on baited purple or green prisms or multiple funnel traps hung from ash 
branches [33–36,40,67]. Furthermore, DD traps tend to have lower variation in trap catches 
within sites and among sites with different levels of EAB infestation [31,40]. In contrast, 
the number of EAB captured in traps hung in the canopy of ash trees is substantially more 
variable and may reflect the infestation level of the individual trap-bearing trees or nearby 
trees [31,36,45]. 

Emergence of EAB adults typically begins in mid-May in southern Michigan when 
accumulated growing degree days (GDD) (base 10 °C) reach approximately 25010 °C [68]. 
As in previous studies, EAB adult captures peaked in late June to early July in all three 
years [33,68,69], but, in 2016, the proportion of EAB adults (approximately 29%) captured 
during our first trap check beginning June 10 was twice as high as in the previous two 
years (approximately 13%). We suspect this pattern was driven by early spring weather. 
For example, on 1 June, a total of 215, 254, and 248 growing degree days (base 10 °C) had 
accumulated in Commerce Township in southeast Michigan in 2014, 2015, and 2016, re-
spectively. On 1 April, however, at this same location, a total of 1.9 and 4.6 growing degree 
days (base 10 °C) had accumulated in 2014 and 2015, respectively, compared to 29.7 de-
gree days in 2016. A period of unusually warm weather in March 2016 likely enabled 
many larvae to begin pupating, complete development, and emerge as adults relatively 
early in the summer. 

Our results highlight the need for long-term monitoring to track persistence and dy-
namics of native ash species and EAB populations in post-invasion sites in North America. 
While nearly complete mortality of overstory white ash trees has certainly been docu-
mented in areas of southeast Michigan [9,10,70], in many sites we evaluated, EAB popu-
lations appear to be persisting at densities below carrying capacity, and white ash are 
growing and presumably reproducing. Whether this will continue over time remains to 
be seen, especially if trees become stressed by severe drought or other unfavorable condi-
tions that would increase their attractiveness and vulnerability to EAB [2,68–71]. 

If EAB populations build and white ash dieback and mortality begin to increase, re-
leasing parasitoids for EAB biological control could perhaps help protect remaining trees 
and regeneration. Research on individual “lingering” green ash trees that survived longer 
than surrounding trees or resistance mechanisms of Asian ash species is ongoing [72], but 
there has been comparatively little effort to address white ash resistance to EAB. Further-
more, practical aspects of establishing resistant ash in forested settings, such as the need 
for herbicide applications to reduce competing vegetation, protection from deer browse, 
and probably irrigation, may limit the viability of this approach in many areas. A compre-
hensive, area-wide integrated strategy that could include periodically treating a portion 
of trees with a highly effective systemic insecticide, biological control releases, and per-
haps use of girdled ash “trap trees” would reduce EAB density, population growth, and 
ash mortality [73], preserving white ash as a functional component in these forests [7]. 

5. Conclusions 
Our results demonstrate that white ash trees are persisting in several forested sites in 

the core of the EAB invasion in southeast and south central Michigan more than a decade 
after invasion. Approximately 60% to 70% of the live white ash had evidence of past EAB 
attacks and some trees with severe canopy dieback in 2014 were dead by 2016. Neverthe-
less, most trees had relatively healthy canopies (<20% dieback), and canopy condition 
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across the 30 sites generally improved between 2014 and 2016. Low EAB trap catches 
along with the abundance of live white ash and relatively stable canopy conditions indi-
cate that EAB populations remain below the carrying capacity of the sites, and ash phloem 
availability is not a limiting factor for EAB abundance. Further monitoring to track both 
EAB dynamics and tree condition is needed to determine the long-term outlook for white 
ash in these sites. 
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