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 ABSTRACT 
 

A diverse and globally prevalent disease, avian malaria (Plasmodium relictum Grassi and 

Feletti) is transmitted by the introduced southern house mosquito, Culex quinquefasciatus Say 

(Diptera: Culicidae) and is the primary driver of rapidly declining populations and extinctions of 

native Hawaiian forest birds. The urgency and severity of the threat to native Hawaiian forest 

birds has served as the impetus for studies to understand the dynamic context of the invasion and 

establishment of mosquito populations and disease transmission into increasingly higher 

elevations in the context of climate change. In recent years, the focus has shifted from 

documenting the invasion of mosquitoes and the decline of the bird populations, to implementing 

solutions that have the potential to safeguard the birds from further decline and extinction, such 

as landscape-level mosquito control. However, in order to effectively implement these solutions, 

robust and detailed mosquito surveillance data is needed, particularly in high elevation forests. 

My thesis research leveraged conventional mosquito monitoring methods alongside climate 

monitoring and innovative environmental DNA techniques to enhance mosquito monitoring in 

remote sites across the Hawaiian Islands. In my first chapter, I explored a three-tier, low-cost, 

continuous surveillance approach for monitoring adult mosquito populations, feral pig-created 

larval mosquito habitat, and climate suitability conditions for the invasion and establishment of 

the avian malaria vector, C. quinquefasciatus, in two high elevation forests on Hawaiᾶi Island. I 

found little evidence of invasion by C. quinquefasiatus at either site, despite suitable climate 

conditions for both vector and parasite development present over half of the year, alongside 

variable larval habitat between fenced and unfenced sites. In my second chapter, I developed an 

environmental DNA assay that targets the cytochrome oxidase subunit I (COI) gene for the 

detection of C. quinquefasciatus in aquatic larval habitat. I found the primer-probe set to be 
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highly efficient in the detection of known presence of C. quinquefasciatus from lab samples and 

performed the foundational steps for the assay to be tested in a field setting as a tool for 

detection. My work emphasizes the importance of continuous monitoring and contributes to the 

continued enhancement of reliable and rigorous methods for monitoring the spatial and temporal 

distribution and abundance of mosquito populations, along with environmental conditions for 

population establishment that are critical for vector and disease management. 
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ABSTRACT 
 

Warming temperatures associated with climate change are expanding the distribution of 

mosquitoes and the vector-borne diseases they transmit. Avian malaria (Plasmodium relictum 

Grassi and Feletti), a disease transmitted by the invasive southern house mosquito, Culex 

quinquefasciatus Say (Diptera: Culicidae), has devastated Hawaiᾶiôs native forest birds over the 

last century, with a sharp escalation in population declines in the last 20 years. As mosquitoes 

and disease encroach on the forest birdsô last mosquito-free high elevation refugia, robust 

surveillance of both mosquitoes and the conditions that drive their invasion is key to inform 

conservation action that can safeguard bird populations. However, the cost and labor-intensity of 

monitoring together with the difficulty of access to remote sites limit the frequency and efficacy 

of critical monitoring efforts. To address the challenges state resource managerôs face, I used a 

continuous, low-cost approach to monitor adult mosquito populations, feral pig-created larval 

habitat, and local climate conditions across a 300-meter elevational gradient at two high 

elevation forest reserves on the island of Hawaiᾶi: Hakalau Forest National Wildlife Refuge and 

LaupǕhoehoe Forest Reserve. Although passive Gravid Aedes Traps (GATs) had low mosquito 

capture efficacy compared to conventional active CO2 and gravid traps, I found little evidence of 

invasion by C. quinquefasiatus at either site, despite suitable climate conditions for both vector 

and parasite development present over half of the year. Across both larval surveys and adult 

mosquito captures, however, I frequently detected the cold-tolerant mosquito, Aedes japonicus 

Theobald (Diptera: Culicidae), an invasive mosquito species that could serve as a proxy for 

invasion of C. quinquefasciatus in a warmer future. Feral pig-created larval habitat availability 

was variable across sites, with significantly lower site-level density in fenced areas. My results 

demonstrate the interplay between landscape-level drivers of mosquito abundance and disease 
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transmission using diverse vector surveillance methods, and these methods could be used to 

inform improved mosquito monitoring techniques to promote early detection of mosquito 

invasion at remote high elevation sites. 
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INTRODUCTION 
 

The Hawaiian honeycreepers (Aves: Drepanidinae) are a diverse group of native forest 

birds that are experiencing rapid population declines due to climate change. These declines have 

coincided with increasingly warmer temperatures across the Hawaiian Islands over the last 100 

years (Giambelluca et al. 2008, McKenzie et al. 2019, Kagawa-Viviani & Giambelluca 2020). A 

primary driver of these declines is avian malaria, a disease caused by the parasite Plasmodium 

relictum Grassi and Feletti and transmitted by the invasive southern house mosquito, Culex 

quinquefasciatus Say (Diptera: Culicidae; Warner 1968, LaPointe et al. 2005, Atkinson & 

LaPointe 2009). Historically, the steep elevational gradients across Hawaiᾶi have created natural 

high elevation refugia where temperature-limited mosquitoes have not yet been established, 

avian disease transmission is low, and birds could escape the threat of disease (LaPointe et al. 

2012). As warming temperatures creep upslope, C. quinquefasciatus distribution and avian 

malaria disease transmission have moved into formerly disease-free upland habitats, shrinking 

key forest bird habitat, and further endangering an already highly imperiled avifauna (Benning et 

al. 2002, Ahumada et al. 2004). Catastrophic effects on the native bird populations across the 

Hawaiian Islands have occurred over the past 20 years, with increasing trends in population 

declines across nearly all the remaining 17 species of honeycreepers, and four species predicted 

to go extinct within the next 10 years (Paxton et al. 2018, Paxton et al. 2022).   

While suitable climate conditions determine broadly where vector and parasite 

development are possible, they are not the only environmental factors that influence vector 

abundance. The local establishment of mosquitoes also depends on the availability of larval 

habitat (Reiter & LaPointe 2009, McClure et al. 2018). Abundant larval habitat together with 

suitable climate conditions provide the ingredients necessary for mosquito invasion. In wet 
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forests on the Hawaiian Islands, the most important larval habitats for the avian malaria vector 

are rock pools along intermittent stream beds and cavities in native hapuᾶu tree ferns (Cibotium 

spp.) created by the foraging of feral pigs (Sus scrofa L.; Reiter & LaPointe 2009). In forests 

with pigs and hapuᾶu, hapuᾶu cavities fill with rainwater and leaf litter, leaving standing water 

that provide habitat for mosquito larvae (Goff & van Riper 1980, Stone & Loope 1987, LaPointe 

2000).  

Hakalau Forest National Wildlife Refuge (NWR) on Hawaiᾶi Island is representative of 

the key role that high elevation forests fill for native hawaiian bird preservation and 

conservation. Despite increasing avian malaria prevalence across the islands, Hakalau Forest 

NWR has remained a major stronghold for native forest birds until recent years where population 

studies have begun to show the decline of nearly all species, indicating that conditions at the 

refuge may be changing (Gorressen et al. 2009, Camp et al. 2010, Paxton et al. 2014, Kendall et 

al. 2022). Consequently, for the high elevation forest refugia that sustain the last remaining 

populations of Hawaiᾶiôs native forest birds, like Hakalau Forest NWR, monitoring the rapidly 

changing climate conditions, larval habitat, and mosquito populations is necessary for effective 

conservation management (Atkinson & LaPointe 2009, Samuel et al. 2011, Paxton et al. 2014, 

Liao et al. 2017). 

Recent climate models indicate that the conditions suitable for vector development are 

already present across Hawaiᾶiôs key high elevation refuges from 50-90% of the year, with a 

trend moving towards year-round temperature-driven suitability for localized avian malaria 

transmission across all refugia (Fortini et al. 2020). The managers of these areas are faced with 

the dynamic interaction between climate change and invasive species, and the subsequent 

detrimental impacts on native species. Monitoring across these systems is costly and labor-
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intensive, limiting the frequency and feasibility of tracking the fine-scale changes that could 

warn of an imminent mosquito invasion, and the heightened threat of disease for birds that such 

an invasion would entail. These obstacles result in infrequent monitoring, an approach that is 

particularly ineffective at capturing the characteristically transient dynamics of mosquito 

populations that occur at high elevations (LaPointe et al. 2016). Mosquito surveys are sporadic 

and largely determined by funding availability, occurring anywhere from several times per year 

to once every several years at a particular site. Although forest bird surveys occur annually, years 

of data collection are needed to robustly estimate population abundances and, particularly, 

population trends (Kendall et al. 2022), resulting in a significant lag between when surveys are 

conducted, and when the population trends are determined. Under current bird and mosquito 

monitoring protocols, mosquito invasion and disease transmission would go undetected until it is 

too late. 

To address the challenges state resource managers face, I explored and tested a 

comprehensive surveillance approach to monitor the conditions for the invasion and 

establishment of disease-carrying mosquitoes into two high elevation forest reserves on Hawaiᾶi 

Island. My study was manager-driven and specifically designed to respond to some of the sitesô 

most prevalent management concerns. Building upon studies conducted over the past 20 years, 

the three-tier surveillance approach was designed to: 1) monitor adult mosquito populations 

using a low-cost, continuous monitoring methodology; 2) determine the distribution of feral pig-

created larval habitat, patterns of larval occupancy, and its persistence on the landscape over 

time; and 3) assess the seasonal variation in temperature, allowing for modeling of vector and 

avian malaria suitability conditions using local data. In this study, I conducted critical monitoring 

efforts to inform a landscape-level understanding of the conditions for mosquito invasion at 
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transitional zones, while accounting for environmental and management differences between 

sites, and conducted experiments to support improved monitoring protocols for surveillance 

efforts that will be of increasing importance for the implementation of landscape-level mosquito 

control across the Hawaiian Islands for the benefit of native Hawaiian forest bird conservation 

(LaPointe et al. 2021).  

 

MATERIALS AND METHODS 
 

Study sites 

My two primary study sites were Hakalau Forest NWR and LaupǕhoehoe Forest Reserve 

(FR; Figure 1). Located on the eastern slope of Mauna Kea on Hawaiᾶi Island, both sites are 

considered tropical montane wet and mesic forest, dominated by old-growth óǾhióa 

(Metrosideros polymorpha) and koa (Acacia koa) trees (Hart 2010, Perroy et al. 2021). 

LaupǕhoehoe FR includes non-native trees and shrubs, such as tropical ash (Fraxinus uhdei), the 

dominant canopy species in survey areas above 1500 m with little to no understory. Sites had 

similar temperature regimes with average monthly temperatures ranging from 11.3°C to 15.8°C 

across the study area, and an annual cumulative rainfall ranging from 3,040 to 6,350 mm 

(Giambelluca et al. 2013). Within Hakalau Forest NWR, I established two approximately parallel 

transects located 5 km apart in the Pua ᾶǔkala (Transect 1A) and Hakalau (Transect 8A) 

management units of the refuge, both extending from 1300-1550 m elevation. Existing bird 

survey transects extended from approximately 1650 m to the lower fence line of the refuge (1550 

m), and the newly established transects extended an additional 3 km below the lower fence line 

to access the lower reaches of the refuge. Hakalau Forest NWR is an isolated site with extensive 

management and fencing, distant from roads and urban development (LaPointe et al. 2016).  The 

lower reaches of the refuge cover mid-high elevations for the island of Hawaiᾶi (1200-1550 m) 
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that I will hereafter refer to as the transition zone, where the first signs of invasion might be 

detected. The difficulty of access to lower reaches of the refuge makes monitoring for 

mosquitoes at low elevations challenging and served as the primary impetus for the 

establishment of these transects, and the selection of a lightweight mosquito trapping technology. 

A third transect was established at my second site, LaupǕhoehoe FR, approximately 9.5 

km away from the closest Hakalau transect (Pua óǔkala). Presence of C. quinquefasciatus had 

been documented at LaupǕhoehoe FR, and therefore, was selected for comparison to Hakalau 

Forest NWR (Goff & van Riper 1980, Larish et al. 2005, Atkinson et al. 2016). LaupǕhoehoe FR 

is largely unfenced with a high population of feral pigs which may influence the larval habitat 

availability at the site (Hess et al. 2006, LaPointe 2006, Murphy et al. 2010, Perroy et al. 2021). 

In addition, a forestry road (Blair Rd.) passes through the site, and could serve as a corridor of 

invasion for mosquitoes into the forest at higher elevations (LaPointe 2008). The transect was 

located 50 m from the forestry road from 1100-1505 m elevation and spanned approximately the 

same elevational gradient as the transects within Hakalau Forest NWR. Due to easier access for 

the transect at LaupǕhoehoe FR, I extended the elevational gradient down an additional 200 m 

(1100 m) to allow for the inclusion of lower elevations where higher density mosquito 

populations are more likely to exist. Other study sites on Hawaiᾶi Island included for the 

comparative trap efficacy study were Keanakolu (1621-1645 m) and Puᾶu Waᾶawaᾶa (1222-1245 

m). 

 

Adult mosquito surveillance 

Overview of trapping methods and approach 

 
I monitored adult mosquitoes using passive Biogents Gravid Aedes Traps (GATs). Due to 

the remoteness of my study sites, GATs were selected as a low-cost, lightweight trapping 
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alternative since they are easy to haul into the field and do not require a power source (Cilek et 

al. 2017a, Cilek et al 2017b). In addition, GATs can be left out for weeks at a time, making them 

ideal for trapping in remote areas, and for conducting continuous mosquito monitoring. GATs 

employ the same visual and olfactory cues utilized by active gravid traps, such as the Center for 

Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) Gravid Trap, and rely on an infusion mixture as a lure for 

gravid female mosquitoes (Eiras et al. 2014).  

The infusion mixture used to attract gravid C. quinquefasciatus mosquitoes was 

developed to simulate the nutrient-rich, organic larval habitat preferred by C. quinquefasciatus 

mosquitoes (Day 2016, LaPointe et al. 2016). This infusion has been adapted and optimized to 

maximize captures in Hawaiᾶi (LaPointe 2000, Harwood et al. 2018) and has been 

standardardized for use in gravid traps across the islands (LaPointe et al. 2021). The mixture is 

made with Timothy hay and a 1:1 Yeast Lactalbumin/Hydrolysate Enzymatic (MP Biomedicals, 

Inc., Aurora, Ohio, USA) in water, and is typically prepared five days in advance of trapping to 

allow time for the infusion to mature and reach maximum attractiveness. Since it was not 

possible to use the standard pre-brew mixture (five-day matured) at remote field sites, a field-

brew mixture was adapted for the purposes of my study. This adapted field-brew used the same 

ingredients as the pre-brew; however, it was prepared in individual GATs in the field, as opposed 

to five days before the traps were launched and hauled into the field.  

Originally designed to attract Aedes albopictus mosquitoes, the passive GAT has 

documented success in capturing C. quinquefasciatus (Cilek et al. 2017a, Cilek et al. 2017b). On 

Hawaii Island, C. quinquefasciatus have been captured in GAT traps set in more developed low 

elevation areas (DA LaPointe, unpublished data). However, in studies conducted on the 

continental United States, GATs have been shown to collect significantly less C. 
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quinquefasciatus mosquitoes than CDC Gravid Traps (Cilek et al. 2017b) and BG-Sentinel 2 

CO2 traps (Biogents; BG CO2; Cilek et al. 2017a), which both utilize battery-powered electrical 

fans (i.e., ñactive trapsò). BG CO2 traps are considered the gold-standard for trapping Aedes spp. 

mosquitoes (Farajollahi et al. 2009) and are baited with a CO2 source and often a stinky lure. 

Since field validation and GAT efficacy had not been formally evaluated in Hawaiᾶi, I 

incorporated a field validation study of GATs at low elevation, high-density mosquito sites. I 

also conducted trap efficacy experiments to compare capture rates between active and passive 

traps at middle to high elevation sites around Hawaiᾶi Island, which complemented ongoing adult 

mosquito surveillance at each of my two sites. Each component of my GAT surveillance and 

monitoring approach is described below. 

 

GAT validation at low elevation, high-density mosquito sites 

From June-July 2021, I ran two separate low elevation GAT validation experiments at 

two high-density mosquito sites in Hilo, Hawaiᾶi to validate the capacity of traps to capture C. 

quinquefasciatus mosquitoes. In the first set of experiments at the University of Hawaiᾶi at Hilo 

(UH Hilo) Main Campus (44 m elevation), I compared capture rates among the standard pre-

brew (five-day old), the adapted field-brew, and a rainwater dilution treatment. The standard pre-

brew was brewed five days prior to the experiment in a five-gallon bucket using 120 g of 

Timothy Hay, 12 g of the 1:1 Yeast Lactalbumin/Hydrolysate Enzymatic mixture, and four 

gallons of water, and was strained prior to use to remove hay contents. I prepared the adapted 

field-brew on the day that experiments began by combining the same proportions of ingredients 

as the pre-brew directly in each GAT (15 g Timothy Hay, 1.5 g of the 1:1 Yeast 

Lactalbumin/Hydrolysate Enzymatic mixture, and 1890 mL (0.5 gallons) of water). The 

rainwater dilution was prepared in the same way as the adapted field-brew, and 50 mL of water 
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was added to the infusion each day to simulate dilution from rainfall. Nine GATs (3 replicates of 

each infusion mixture) were deployed simultaneously in a Latin square configuration for 13 trap-

nights, and a total sampling effort of 117 total trap-nights. óTrap-nightsô refer to the number of 

nights that a single or set of traps was left out, while ótotal trap-nightsô refer to the corrected 

effort of sampling based on the number of traps multiplied by the number of trap-nights. In total 

trap-night calculations, trap malfunctions were subtracted from the total count. 

The second validation experiment was conducted at the UH Hilo Experimental 

Agricultural Farm (77 m elevation) to compare capture rates of the adapted field-brew between 

the first and second week of trapping. I launched six sets each of the adapted field-brew on Week 

1 and Week 2, simultaneously (12 GATs total, six replicates of each treatment, nine trap-nights, 

108 total trap-nights). The Week 2 brew was the adapted field-brew prepared seven days prior to 

the experiment to simulate the infusion on the second week after being launched. All traps were 

left out for an additional seven trap-nights to evaluate specimen degradation over 16 trap-nights, 

simulating the maximum trapping period for monitoring at high elevation sites.  

For both validation experiments, mosquitoes were captured on adhesive sheets within 

GATs. The adhesive sheets were checked daily, and mosquito captures were counted, circled, 

and identified to species (Darsie 2005). The adhesive sheets were then reattached to the inside of 

the trap and redeployed in the field. If previously captured specimens went missing from the 

adhesive sheet, it was documented to inform occurrence of specimen degradation. At both sites I 

placed sets of traps atleast 150 m apart, with 15 m distance between each treatment, and rotated 

them daily to remove placement bias of the trap on the treatment following a Latin square design 

(Johnson et al. 2018b, LaPointe et al. 2021). 

 

Monitoring at Hakalau Forest NWR and LaupǕhoehoe FR 
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I set a total of 51 GATs for adult mosquito surveillance along the three elevational 

gradient transects at Hakalau Forest NWR and LaupǕhoehoe FR. I ran traps at Hakalau Forest 

NWR from September-December 2020, and June 2021-January 2022. From September-

December 2020, I placed 10 GATs (five stations, two GATs per station) on each of the transects 

from 1300-1550 m at approximately 60 m intervals. In June 2021, I added seven additional 

GATs for a total of 17 traps on each transect. The 17 GATS were relocated at 15 m elevational 

intervals from 1300-1550 m. The distance between each trap varied and placement was 

determined primarily by elevation. I conducted mosquito monitoring at LaupǕhoehoe FR from 

July 2021-January 2022. In July 2021, I placed 17 passive GATs at 25 m intervals along the 

elevational gradient from 1100-1500 m. At both sites, traps were placed in the shade of 

vegetation and covered with tarps ~1 m above the trap to reduce dilution of the infusion mixture 

by heavy rainfall and out of direct sunlight, while still allowing for the trap to be visible by 

mosquitoes. These methods were based on Standard Operating Procedures being implemented 

across the State of Hawaiᾶi and following manufacturerôs instructions (Biogents). I prepared the 

adapted field-brew infusion using water collected on site and checked traps every 14-21 days. 

This resulted in 9-16 active trap-nights for each monitoring interval. Monitoring intervals were 

consistent for the transects at Hakalau FNWR, while at LaupǕhoehoe FR they were often longer 

(~21 days) due to limited access to the site. I collected and analyzed adhesive cards for mosquito 

captures, and identified all mosquito captures to species. Five trap-nights were removed from 

each trapping session to account for the time for the infusion mixture to mature, representing the 

period that traps were functionally attractive, defined as óactive trap-nightsô.  

  

Comparative trap efficacy 
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The efficacy of passive GATs was a primary concern for my study, particularly given the 

low mosquito density at higher elevation survey sites. To compare capture rates of passive GATs 

against the conventional, industry-standard active traps, I ran comparative trap efficacy 

experiments from November 2021-November 2022 across 4 study sites around Hawaiᾶi Island, 

including Hakalau Forest NWR (1671-1945 m), LaupǕhoehoe FR (1133-1488 m), Keanakolu 

(1621-1645 m), and Puᾶu Waᾶawaᾶa (1222-1245 m). I paired passive GATs with the two main 

mosquito traps commonly employed in Hawaiᾶi by state and federal research and vector control 

entities: the CDC Gravid Trap and the BG-Sentinel 2 CO2 Trap (Figure 2). These traps are 

typically paired within sites and across elevational gradients to capture egg-laying and host-

seeking female mosquitoes, respectively (LaPointe et al. 2021). 

At each site, mosquito sampling stations were located 50-150 m apart. Within each 

station, I paired the active BG-Sentinel 2 CO2 and CDC Gravid Traps and placed passive GATs 

30-50 m away to reduce potential influence from paired active traps. Stations were placed within 

areas that may provide habitat for resting mosquitoes, and the standard pre-brew infusion 

mixture was prepared five days in advance for both CDC Gravid and GATs. At Hakalau Forest 

NWR, I was unable to set the traps alongside the 1300-1550 m elevational gradient on the two 

transects due to difficulty of access and the heavy weight of traps. Alternatively, I set eight 

mosquito sampling stations from 1671-1945 m in the Pua ᾶǔkala unit. At LaupǕhoehoe FR, I 

paired BG-Sentinel 2 CO2, CDC Gravid and GATs at stations located 50 m elevation from each 

other along an elevational gradient from 1133-1488 m, approximately 50 m distance from Blair 

Road. I ran additional trap experiments at Keanakolu and Puᾶu Waᾶawaᾶa and placed trap 

stations from 1621-1645 m and 1222-1245 m, respectively. All traps were set in the afternoon 

(~1400 hours) and checked in the morning (~0700 hours), with a total run time of approximately 
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15-18 hours, and a rate of 250 mL CO2 per minute delivered via CO2 cylinders. Captured 

mosquitoes were identified to species level, collected with an aspirator, transferred into a 500 mL 

wax paper container with a mesh covering, and later transferred into ethanol vials for specimen 

preservation. 

 

Hapuᾶu tree fern cavity surveys 

I conducted hapuᾶu tree fern cavity surveys along contiguous plots measuring 5 m wide x 

100 m long (500 m2) to 1) determine hapuᾶu tree fern cavity distribution and relative 

density within Hakalau Forest NWR, across management units, and between sites, 2) monitor 

larval occupancy trends within the cavities, and 3) evaluate hapuᾶu tree fern cavity characteristics 

and changes over time. For the distribution survey, I surveyed across fenced and unfenced 

portions of Hakalau Forest NWR in the management units of Pua óǔkala, Hakalau, Honohina, 

and Maulua, and unfenced areas of LaupǕhoehoe FR. In the unfenced portion of Hakalau Forest 

NWR along the long-term survey transects, I monitored the identified hapuᾶu cavities for larval 

occupancy at each site visit (every 2-4 weeks from May-December 2021). Due to the abundance 

of hapuᾶu tree fern cavities present at LaupǕhoehoe FR, I also monitored a subset of 36 cavities 

between 1185-1360 m elevation over 11 months to track patterns in larval occupancy, cavity 

characteristics, and cavity lifespan. The monitoring of these natural cavities served as a 

complementary method to survey for the presence of adult mosquito populations within the 

refuge, in addition to surveillance conducted using GATs. 

I surveyed hapuᾶu tree fern cavities using modified standard protocols for identifying and 

characterizing the age of the cavities (Anderson & Stone 1993, LaPointe et al. 2016). I assessed 

each cavity larger than 4-inches in diameter for presence of water (wet/dry) and larvae 



 15 

(presence/absence) and attributed a subjective age grade. The age grade was based on a 

standardized set of criteria, including ófreshô, óintermediateô, and óoldô categories according to 

the level of decomposition of plant material. I measured the dimensions of each cavity (length x 

width x height, in cm) and tested the total water-holding capacity of a subset of 30 cavities by 

filling the cavity with water (McClure et al. 2018). Since pH and electrical conductivity (uS/cm) 

are characterstics of the water that may influence larval development, survival, and/or occupancy 

(Burke et al. 2010, Kwasi et al. 2012, Ukubuiwe et al. 2020), for cavities holding water I 

measured these values using a pH and Total Dissolved Solids meter (Vivosun) because. Cavities 

with water were inspected for larvae by extracting the full water contents with a turkey baster 

and placing it into a 250 mL larval dip cup for inspection. I inspected water 50 mL at a time to 

identify larvae. If larvae were present, they were identified based on morphology in the field, 

collected and reared to adulthood to confirm species identification using Darsie (2005). After 

collecting larvae, water was returned to the cavity. If the cavity was dry, it was inspected for 

evidence of decomposition in the form of rotting or cracking. During long-term monitoring at 

LaupǕhoehoe FR, water was poured into dry cavities to determine if they were still capable of 

holding water (LaPointe et al. 2016). I took a GPS coordinate and photo for all identified 

cavities. A map of hapuᾶu tree fern cavity distribution across Hakalau Forest NWR was made in 

ArcGIS Pro (Version 2.9.1) and provided to the Hakalau Forest NWR management staff to assist 

decision-making regarding the manual removal of cavities to reduce mosquito breeding habitat 

(see Appendix C).   
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Climate monitoring 

Many studies have modeled the population dynamics and organismal responses to 

changing climate conditions within the avian malaria transmission cycle; however, due to local 

data limitations, most studies have created projections for mosquito habitat suitability and avian 

disease transmission by relying on digital elevation models, coarse interpolation, standard lapse 

rates, and/or distant climate stations to evaluate temperatures across the islands (Benning et al. 

2002, Ahumada et al. 2004, LaPointe et al. 2010, Liao et al. 2017, Fortini et al. 2020). To fill this 

gap, I collected local climate data along an elevational gradient to assess site-level and seasonal 

variability in temperature and relative humidity relative to the thermal requirements necessary 

for local mosquito vector and avian malaria parasite development. I placed climate sensors 

(Onset HOBO Data Logger MX2301) along each of the transects at both sites at three 100 m 

elevation intervals in transitional middle to high elevations (1305 m, 1405 m and 1505 m ± 5 m) 

and measured temperature and relative humidity at 10-minute intervals from August 2021-

December 2022. In addition, climate sensors were installed with solar radiation shields (Onset 

RS1) 1 m above the ground in shaded areas with similar vegetation to the degree that was 

possible, although there was some variation in canopy cover and vegetation among sites.  

 

Statistical analysis 

 
Adult mosquito surveillance 

For GAT validation experiments, I used a Kruskal-Wallis test to evaluate differences in 

C. quinquefasciatus captures among brew types. I then used a Tukeyôs Honest Significant 

Differences (HSD) post-hoc test for multiple pair-wise comparisons to determine if there were 

differences among groups. I used a Mann-Whitney-Wilcoxon test to test for differences in C. 

quinquefasciatus captures between field-brew trap weeks. I fit a generalized linear model of C. 
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quinquefasciatus captures with a negative binomial distribution (function glm.nb in package 

MASS) to determine trends in capture rates between treatments over a 9-night trapping period, 

using trap-night, treatment, and the interaction between the two variables as predictors. For 

monitoring at Hakalau Forest NWR and LaupǕhoehoe FR, I calculated the total number of 

mosquito captures over the total trap-nights for each site. Due to the high number of zero 

captures, I used a negative binomial generalized linear mixed model to account for 

overdispersion and to compare efficacy and detection efficiency among trap types (function 

glmer.nb in package lme4), with the number of C. quinquefasciatus captured per trap-night as a 

response, trap type as a fixed effect, and site as a random effect. I used an alpha level of .05 for 

all statistical tests.  

 

Hapuᾶu tree fern cavity surveys 

I summarized the distribution of hapuᾶu tree fern cavities by mean cavity count per plot 

and site-level cavity density per hectare. I used a Mann-Whitney-Wilcoxon test to compare 

hapuᾶu cavity counts between fenced and unfenced areas at Hakalau Forest NWR and between 

unfenced areas of Hakalau Forest NWR and LaupǕhoehoe FR. I used a Kruskal-Wallis test to 

compare hapuᾶu tree fern cavity counts among management units across the refuge. Trends in 

larval occupancy of hapuᾶu cavities were separated by species and calculated as a percentage of 

occupied cavities of total available (wet) cavities by month in relation to mean monthly ambient 

temperatures (ęC). The relative abundance of wet/dry cavities relative to mean monthly 

precipitation (mm), and cavity age distribution were summarized by month. Spearmanôs 

correlation test was used to test for correlation between percentage of wet cavities and monthly 

precipitation (mm). I also summarized the range and median of hapuᾶu tree fern cavity 

dimensions and potential water holding capacity, as well as the means of pH and electrical 
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conductivity (uS/cm) values for hapuᾶu cavity water. I fit a series of generalized linear mixed 

models to evaluate influential variables for cavity pH (Gaussian distribution; function lmer in 

package lme4) and electrical conductivity (negative binomial distribution; function glmmTMB in 

package glmmTMB), with time and cavity age as fixed effects and cavity ID as a random effect. 

A series of binomial generalized logistic regression models were fit to test for influential 

variables in predicting occupancy (presence/absence) of Ae. japonicus in hapuᾶu tree fern 

cavities (function glm in package lme4). Fixed effects included mean ambient monthly 

temperature (ęC), mean monthly rainfall (mm), water volume capacity, pH, and conductivity. 

Hapuᾶu cavity ID was removed as a random effect in the mixed model due to non-singularity 

produced by nearly zero variance. In this case, I fit the most complex model for the experimental 

design, removing only terms required to allow a non-singular fit (Barr et al. 2013). Best fitting 

models were chosen using Akaikeôs information criterion (AIC) for model selection, and all 

statistical analyses were performed using R software v.2022.07.2 

 

Climate monitoring  

I used local climate data to calculate mean daily and monthly ambient temperatures along 

the transition zone elevational gradient at each site (i.e.,1305 m, 1405 m, 1505 m). I summarized 

relative humidity by site and seasonal temperature variation by mean monthly temperatures and 

evaluated those means in the context of the developmental thresholds necessary for local vector 

and parasite development of C. quinquefasciatus (9.9ęC) and P. relictum (12.97ęC; Ahumada et 

al. 2004, LaPointe 2010, Fortini et al. 2020). I compared temperatures across sites at the same 

elevation and between elevations along the elevational gradient using a one-way ANOVA test. I 

used a post-hoc Tukey HSD test for multiple pairwise comparison to determine differences 

among group means. 
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The climate suitability analysis was performed by applying the avian malaria suitability 

model developed by Fortini et al. 2020 to my locally collected temperature data. The model 

defined suitability conditions based on thermal requirements from field and laboratory studies 

using 9.9ęC as the minimum threshold temperature and 179 degree-days for the complete 

development of C. quinquefasciatus, and 12.97ęC as the minimum threshold temperature and 

86.2 degree-days for the complete development of the avian malaria parasite P. relictum 

(Ahumada et al. 2004, LaPointe et al. 2010, Fortini et al. 2020). Degree-days, also known as 

physiological age, are used to model developmental stages in the context of changing 

temperature conditions and are defined by the total number of days required for development at 

1ęC above the minimum temperature for development (Baskerville & Emin 1969, Andrewartha 

& Birch 1973). Based on thermal requirements, for each day that the mean daily temperature 

surpassed the temperature threshold for vector and/or parasite development, the difference 

between the local daily mean temperature and the temperature threshold was calculated and 

summed over consecutive days to determine when the cumulative degree-day requirement was 

met for vector and/or parasite development. Once the degree-day requirement was met, a 

condition of ñNot suitable for vector or parasite developmentò, ñSuitable for Culex vector 

development onlyò, or ñSuitable for both vector and parasite developmentò was attributed to 

each subsequent day. To capture the effect of cold temperatures on stalled larval development, 

suboptimal temperatures below the temperature threshold for 30 days or longer, or temperatures 

at 0ęC would reset the degree-day count back to zero (Chao & Ball 1962, Fortini et al. 2020), 

resulting in shifting suitability conditions throughout the year.  

Suitability calculations were performed to find the percentage of days per season and per 

year, that suitability conditions were met. Seasons were defined as Summer (May-October 2022) 
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and Winter (January-April  2022, November-December 2022) and calculations were done using 

temperature data from 2022 exclusively to determine suitability trends in a single year. Because 

of the degree-day calculation, the model required a ñburn-inò time to provide an accurate 

assessment of suitability conditions, and therefore, I started the model counter in April 2021. 

Since climate data was not collected from the stations at LaupǕhoehoe FR until August 2021, 

daily temperature data was used from April-August 2022 and retrofitted to 2021 to use as data to 

allow the model counter to begin at the same time across all stations.   

 

RESULTS 
 

Adult mosquito surveillance 

 

GAT validation at low elevation, high mosquito density sites 

 

I captured 72 C. quinquefasciatus during 225 total trap-nights using GATs baited with the 

stinky water infusions at the low elevation, high-density mosquito sites. Other mosquito species 

captured across treatments included Ae. japonicus (n = 4 individuals) and Ae. albopictus (n = 117 

individuals). After 16 trap-nights, there were some instances of previously captured specimens 

missing from the sticky cards likely due to predation from ants or other predators present at low 

elevation sites. Rain and humidity did not appear to reduce the adhesive power of the sticky 

cards, and if cards were exposed to the rain, they recovered the adhesion in subsequent days.   

Brew type had a significant effect on C. quinquefasciatus captures (X2 = 8.67, df = 2, p-

value = 0.013). The standard pre-brew and the adapted field-brew caught significantly more C. 

quinquefasciatus relative to the rainwater dilution (p-value = 0.049, 0.003), but there was no 

significant difference between the standard pre-brew and the adapted field-brew (p-value = 

0.212; Figure 3). Since medians across all treatments were zero due to high zero captures, mean 

nightly capture rate and total capture were used to visualize the differences among treatments. 
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The adapted field-brew had the highest mean capture rate of 0.67 C. quinquefasciatus per trap-

night, compared to 0.17 C. quinquefasciatus for the standard pre-brew and 0.02 C. 

quinquefasciatus for the rainwater dilution. The adapted field-brew also had the highest total 

captures (28 individuals).  

The best fitting negative binomial model was the full model (AIC = 102.28), including 

trap-night, trap week, and the interaction between trap-night and trap week, with trap-night and 

the interaction term as significant covariates for predicting trap captures (p-value = 0.028, 0.044, 

R2 = 0.343), performing only slightly better than the model including only trap-week (AIC = 

103.74). The model demonstrated that trap week significantly influenced capture rates, with the 

Week 2 brew demonstrating a higher mean nightly capture rate for C. quinquefasciatus 

mosquitoes compared to Week 1. The Week 1 field-brew showed a weak but positive increase in 

C. quinquefasciatus capture rates after trap-night 5, while the Week 2 field-brew had a higher 

mean capture rate, but demonstrated decreasing captures over the trapping period (Figure 4). For 

both treatments, maximum capture rates occurred between trap-nights 6-9. Although capture 

rates were reduced, the Week 2 field-brew continued to capture C. quinquefasciatus mosquitoes 

through trap-night 15. Additionally, the Week 2 brew had an outlier of 20 captures in a single 

trap-night; however, the analyses was performed with and without the outlier and the trends for 

capture rates did not change. 

 

 

Monitoring at Hakalau Forest NWR and LaupǕhoehoe FR 

At Hakalau Forest NWR, no mosquitoes were captured in GATs in 5,721 trap-nights 

(Figure 5). Ae. japonicus were observed flying in the vicinity of traps and along the transects but 

were not captured. At LaupǕhoehoe FR in 1,929 trap-nights 23 mosquitoes were captured in 

GATs (1 C. quinquefasciatus, 22 Ae. japonicus). No mosquitoes were captured above 1335 m, 
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and a single C. quinquefasciatus was captured at 1235 m. All mosquito captures at LaupǕhoehoe 

FR occurred approximately in the portion of the transect that was lower in elevation than the 

transects at Hakalau Forest NWR extended (1100-1300 m). No other mosquito species were 

captured at either site. 

 

Comparative trap efficacy 

During the comparative trap efficacy experiment, across all traps over 1,026 total trap-

nights, I captured a total of 38 C. quinquefasciatus, and 69 Ae. japonicus. Active BG CO2 traps 

(316 total trap-nights) outperformed both the active CDC Gravid Trap (326 total trap-nights) and 

passive GAT (384 total trap-nights), capturing 37 C. quinquefasciatus (97.4% of all C. 

quinquefasciatus captures; Figure 6). One C. quinquefasciatus capture was made in the CDC 

Gravid Traps, and zero captures were made in the GATs. Trap type was a significant predictor of 

C. quinquefasciatus captures in the best fitting negative binomial model, including site as a 

random factor (p-value < 0.001, R2 Conditional = 0.941). For every C. quinquefasciatus captured in a 

BG CO2 trap, only 0.03 were captured with CDC Gravid Traps. For Ae. japonicus, the CDC 

Gravid Trap had the highest total captures (n = 57 individuals), outperforming both of the other 

traps. During trap efficacy experiments, only one C. quinquefasciatus mosquito was captured at 

Hakalau Forest NWR at 1671 m in an active BG CO2 trap. At LaupǕhoehoe, six C. 

quinquefasciatus were captured in BG CO2 traps below 1215 m, with one capture at 1371 m. 

Seven Ae. japonicus were captured across all trap types at LaupǕhoehoe under 1200 m. 30 of the 

total C. quinquefasciatus captures were made at Keanakolu, which was not one of my long-term 

study sites. 
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Hapuᾶu tree fern cavities 

 

Hapuᾶu cavity distribution  

At Hakalau Forest NWR, I surveyed a total of 17.95 hectares (ha; 359 plots) across the 

refuge. 13.6 hectares (272 plots) were in the fenced portion of the refuge and 4.35 hectares were 

in the unfenced portion of the refuge (87 plots). In the total survey area, I found 84 total cavities 

(4.68 cavities/ha ± 0.19 SE) providing potential larval habitat. When separated by area, 21 

cavities (1.54 cavities/ha ± 0.11 SE) were in the fenced area of the refuge and 63 cavities (14.48 

cavities/ha ± 0.64 SE; Figure 7) were in the unfenced area. The fenced portion of the refuge had 

a lower hapuᾶu cavity count compared to the unfenced areas (W = 8152.5, p < 0.001). From June 

2021- January 2023, eight additional hapuᾶu cavities were identified along the transects in the 

unfenced portion of the refuge, indicating the creation of new larval habitat from feral pigs.  

At LaupǕhoehoe FR, I surveyed a total of 0.8 hectares (16 plots) and identified 69 hapuᾶu 

tree fern cavities (86.25 cavities/ha ± 4.11 SE). The abundance and density of hapuᾶu cavities at 

this site was significantly higher than the unfenced area surveyed at Hakalau Forest NWR (W = 

287, p-value < 0.01). 

Additionally, hapuᾶu tree fern cavity surveys across the four management units of the 

fenced portion of Hakalau Forest NWR (Pua óǔkala, Hakalau, Honohina, Maulua) showed a 

significant difference among units, with the Honohina unit having the highest mean hapuᾶu 

cavity density per hectare (5.81) and the greatest number of cavities (18 total) when compared to 

the Hakalau, Maulua, and Pua ᾶǔkala units (X2 = 37.724, df = 3, p-value < 0.001). No hapuᾶu 

cavities were identified in the fenced portion of the Pua ᾶǔkala or Hakalau units (Figure 8).  
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Of the 84 cavities identified in the distribution survey, 76.2% were classified as old 

(64/84), 16.7% as intermediate (14/84), and 7.14% as fresh (6/84).  All (100%) fresh cavities and 

64.3% of the intermediate cavities occurred within the fenced portion of the refuge, indicating a 

potential recent infiltration by feral pigs. Across all cavities at both sites (n = 152), cavity size 

was highly variable, with the most variability in the length of the cavity. Cavities ranged from 

10-220 cm in length and had a median length of 32.5 cm. The width was less variable, ranging 

from 5-22 cm and a median width of 9.0 cm. Depth ranged from 1-13 cm with a median of 2.5 

cm.   

Larval occupancy trends 

During the hapuᾶu distribution survey across Hakalau Forest NWR, there were no larval 

detections of any mosquito species. In the unfenced portion of Hakalau Forest NWR along my 

long-term survey transects, I monitored 63 cavities once every 2-4 weeks from May-December 

2021. No larval C. quinquefasciatus detections were made during this time. Detections of Ae. 

japonicus were consistently made in a single intermediate aged hapuᾶu cavity (1408 m, Hakalau 

unit). Ae. japonicus larvae were first detected in June 2021 and the cavity was occupied 

periodically through December 2021 (4 detections in 11 surveys) with absence during heavy 

rains in October and November. Larval detections of Ae. japonicus were also made periodically 

in rock pools in the intermittent stream beds of Hakalau and ᾶǔwehi streams from July-

September 2021.  

In LaupǕhoehoe FR, I visited the same 36 cavities eight times over the duration of 11 

months. All cavities fell within areas having mean ambient temperatures that satisfied the 

developmental requirements for each species, and were therefore assumed to be available larval 

habitat to both Ae. japonicus and C. quinquefasciatus when holding water. I observed seasonality 
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and variation in occupancy of primarily Ae. japonicus, with occurrence of C. quinquefasciatus 

during the peak season of the year (August-November), but across few cavities (n = 2). At each 

of the surveys, Ae. japonicus were consistently detected in over 50 % of the hapuᾶu cavities 

holding water with peak occupancy in November (Figure 9). Larval C. quinquefasciatus 

detections were made during the months of August, September and November in a total of two 

hapuᾶu cavities and were found co-inhabiting the cavity with Ae. japonicus. 

Wet cavities (cavities holding rainwater) were classified as available larval mosquito 

habitat and fluctuated between wet and dry conditions over the year. Throughout the survey 

period, the total percentage of wet cavities ranged from 0 - 90 % (Figure 10) and there was a 

significant correlation between precipitation and percentage of wet cavities (S = 10, p-value = 

0.007), indicating that the availability of larval habitat and the persistence of wet cavities is 

correlated with rainfall. The measured maximum potential water volume capacity of cavities 

ranged from 25-2200 mL, with a median capacity of 390 mL; however, cavities were often 

observed with a water volume well below their maximum holding capacity. Cavities in open 

canopy areas exposed to direct sunlight or with growth of hapuᾶu fronds above the cavity 

opening were often found dry, despite still being able to hold water.  

 

Hapuᾶu tree fern cavity lifespan 

I identified three fresh, eight intermediate and 10 old cavities (n = 21) during my initial 

hapuᾶu surveys at the LaupǕhoehoe study site in February 2022. I monitored these original 21 

cavities over 11 months for evidence of decomposition and changes in age state to inform 

lifespan of each cavity over time (Figure 11). An additional 15 fresh and intermediate-age 

cavities were added over the survey period for a total of 36 cavities. On average, cavities 

identified as fresh lasted 1-2 months (n = 7) and the intermediate stage lasted 2-5 months (n = 
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19). Of the 10 cavities identified as old at the beginning of the surveys, 8/10 (80%) were still 

capable of holding water at the end of the study, demonstrating a lifespan of greater than 11 

months. Over the monitoring period, 31% (11/36) hapuᾶu cavities were destroyed and could no 

longer hold water, either from rotting, cracking, or accumulating soil and leaf litter. I observed 

the full lifespan of only one cavity, which transitioned from fresh to rotten over the course of 10 

months. 

In addition to age, the physicochemical parameters of the water within the cavities varied 

over the study period. The pH range of hapuᾶu tree fern cavities across all ages was acidic (pH 4-

6), with slightly increasing mean pH values as cavities aged. The mean pH for fresh, 

intermediate, and old cavities was 4.45 (± 0.839), 4.59 (± 0.647), and 5.06 (± 0.839), respectively 

(Figure 12A). AIC values supported three of the candidate models equally (delta AIC < 1.6) 

including time, cavity age, and both variables together. The model with the lowest AIC (303.4) 

included only time as a significant predictor, performing only slightly better than the model 

including cavity age (AIC = 304.0), and both time and cavity age (304.9). The null model and 

the model with the interactive effect of time and age were not supported (AIC = 311.7, 311.8, 

respectively), suggesting no differential seasonal effect dependent on cavity age. The pH 

increased weakly over time (Figure 12B), but there was considerable variance among the pH 

values.  

The electrical conductivity (uS/cm) within cavities decreased both over time and as 

cavities aged. The median conductivity of cavities was 978 (± 593), 412 (± 338), and 179 (±175) 

uS/cm for fresh, intermediate, and old cavities, respectively (Figure 13A).  The best fitting model 

for conductivity (uS/cm) included time and cavity age as predictor variables with an AIC of 

1684.5. The null model was included, and all other candidate models had a delta AIC > 2. 
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Incident Rate Ratios demonstrated decreasing trends of conductivity over time and with age, 

decreasing by 5% each month, with conductivity values of intermediate and old cavities 71% and 

84% lower than fresh cavities, respectively (Figure 13B). I note that the predictive line for fresh 

cavities is based on a small sample size from February-March. 

The best fitting model for predicting Ae. japonicus occupancy in hapuᾶu cavities was the 

full model, including mean ambient monthly temperature (ęC), mean monthly rainfall (mm), 

water volume capacity, pH, and conductivity. This model was selected as the most complex 

model, removing only the hapuᾶu cavity ID as a random effect to allow a non-singular fit (Barr et 

al. 2013). The chances of Ae. japonicus occurrence within hapuᾶu cavities increased with 

decreasing conductivity (p < 0.001), yet were not found to be affected by pH, water volume 

capacity, mean monthly temperature, or rainfall. 

 
 

Climate monitoring 

Climate conditions revealed variability in local temperatures throughout the year and 

along the elevational gradient. Temperatures decreased by an average of 0.63ęC (Ñ 0.2ęC) per 

every 100 m gain in elevation, and decreased by a total of 1.26ęC (Ñ 0.2ęC) across the 300 m 

elevational gradient (1305 m-1505 m; F2,800569 = 12524, p-value < 0.001). These differences were 

significant between each pair of elevations (p-value < 0.001). I found a significant difference 

among mean temperatures across sites at the same elevation (F 2,269475 = 1171, p-value <0.001 for 

1305 m; F 2,273019 = 632.4, p-value < 0.001 for 1405 m; F 2,258069 = 571.1, p-value <0.001 for 

1505 m). Tukeyôs HSD test for multiple comparisons showed that the mean temperature was 

significantly different between each pair of sites at each elevation (p-value < 0.001). Based 

solely on the temperature thresholds, I found the mean ambient temperatures necessary for C. 
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quinquefasciatus development were present year-round across all elevations (1305-1505 m), 

with conditions for P. relictum development present greater than 46.3% of the year across all 

elevations (Figure 14). Drops in temperature below the threshold occurred from November-

February at the lowest elevation (1305 m) and October-April at the highest elevation (1505 m). 

Annual relative humidity across all sites ranged from 90 to 96 %. The transects at Hakalau Forest 

NWR had higher annual relative humidity (Pua óǔkala = 95.6 % ± 0.21 SE, Hakalau = 95.3 % ± 

0.31 SE) compared to LaupǕhoehoe FR (90.7 % ± 0.48 SE). 

When analyzed individually against developmental thresholds and cumulative degree-

days necessary for vector and parasite development, the differences in temperatures across sites 

at the same elevation show variation in suitability conditions among sites at the same elevation 

(Figure 15). Across all sites at the lowest elevation on the gradient, 1305 m, mean ambient 

temperatures were at or above the minimum thermal requirement for P. relictum development 

year-round, translating to 100% annual suitability for both vector and parasite development 

across the landscape at these elevations. While the lowest temperatures occurred in the winter 

months from November-March, mean ambient temperatures rarely dipped below the 12.97ęC 

threshold. At the middle elevation on the gradient, 1405 m, I observed seasonality in thermal 

conditions suitable for avian malaria parasite development across the landscape. At Pua óǔkala 

and Hakalau within Hakalau Forest NWR, vector development only was possible from February-

late June (4 months/year), while thermal conditions that support both vector and parasite 

development occurred from late June-February (8 months/year). In contrast, at LaupǕhoehoe FR 

at the same elevation, both vector and parasite development were possible year-round, resulting 

in an additional 4 months of suitability for avian malaria parasite development compared to the 

same elevations at Hakalau Forest NWR. Similar evidence of LaupǕhoehoeôs tendency towards 
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warmer temperatures was evident at the highest elevation on the gradient (1505 m). At Pua 

óǔkala and Hakalau sites, vector only development was supported from February-late August 

(5.5 months/year), with both vector and parasite development possible from late August-

February (6.5 months/year). At the same elevation at LaupǕhoehoe FR, the season for both 

vector and parasite development was extended by approximately 2 months, beginning in July and 

extending through mid-February (8.5 months/year). Similar but less pronounced differences in 

temperature and resulting avian malaria suitability conditions also occurred between sites within 

Hakalau Forest NWR, indicating the local variation in temperature across both the elevation 

gradient and microclimates present across the landscape.  

Suitability calculations demonstrated that the lowest elevations on the gradient (1305 m) 

supported both vector and parasite development year-round (100 % of the year).  Mid elevations 

(1405 m) supported both vector and parasite development 61.92 %, 63.29 %, and 100 % of the 

year at Pua ᾶǔkala, Hakalau, and LaupǕhoehoe, respectively. Temperatures from high elevation 

sites (1505 m) demonstrate suitability for both vector and parasite development 46.3 % and 

61.64 % of the year for Hakalau and LaupǕhoehoe, respectively. Curiously, LaupǕhoehoe 

demonstrates a significantly greater percentage of annual suitability (+ 24-38 %) than the 

transects at Hakalau for mid (1405 m) and high (1505 m) elevations. Given the proximity of 

mean temperatures to the developmental threshold temperatures, even slight temperature 

variations can result in daily suitability changes across sites and among climate stations. For 

mid-high elevations, there was a reduction in suitability for disease development of 10-20 % 

from the summer (May-October) to winter (November-April) months. 
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DISCUSSION 
 

 Despite the presence of suitable climate conditions for vector development year-round at 

both sites, I found minimal evidence of the establishment of the avian malaria vector, C. 

quinquefasciatus. Although the efficacy of the GATs were relatively low compared to active 

traps, the low numbers of mosquito captures together with larval surveys are a good indication 

that C. quinquefasciatus exist at low densities at these sites, and appear to have not yet 

established resident populations. I also found limited feral pig-created larval habitat in fenced 

areas, suggesting that fencing is an effective management measure to mitigate the creation of 

larval habitat, but the persistence of hapuᾶu tree fern cavities created by feral pigs may delay the 

time it takes for the positive effects from larval habitat reduction to occur. 

 

Adult mosquito surveillance 
 

Extensive trapping effort from continuous monitoring over a two-year period using low-

cost passive traps revealed little evidence of the establishment of C. quinquefasciatus mosquitoes 

within the two forest refugia. Although the efficacy of the traps used were relatively low 

compared to active traps, the low numbers of mosquito captures are a good indication that 

mosquitoes exist at low densities at these sites. The establishment of Ae. japonicus, a cold-

tolerant mosquito, was evident at both Hakalau Forest NWR and LaupǕhoehoe FR, with more 

evidence at LaupǕhoehoe FR from larval surveys and adult mosquito captures. The first detection 

of Ae. japonicus on Hawaiᾶi Island was in 2003 and it has since rapidly established throughout 

the islands and across elevational gradients (Larish & Savage 2005, Kaufman & Fonseca 2014, 

Harwood et al. 2018). Ae. japonicus movement upslope, known co-occurrence with Culex spp. in 

larval habitat, and local evidence of co-habitation with C. quinquefasciatus suggest that it could 

serve as a proxy for C. quinquefasciatus invasion at these sites (Hardstone & Andreadis 2012, 
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Kaufman & Fonseca 2014). The higher number of Ae japonicus and C. quinquefasciatus 

captures at LaupǕhoehoe FR may have been influenced by the proximity of LaupǕhoehoe to 

development and roads (LaPointe 2008, McClure et al. 2018), as well as the higher density of 

occupied feral pig-created larval habitat. 

This study, like other intermittent sampling efforts conducted at Hakalau Forest NWR 

since the 1990ôs, yielded few mosquito detections. However, the single C. quinquefasciatus 

captured at Hakalau in a BG CO2 trap during the comparative trap efficacy experiment at 1671 m 

in November 2021, well above the elevational limits of the long-term monitoring transects, was 

notable. To my knowledge, this was the first capture in the upper Pua óǔkala portion of the 

refuge in recent years, with the only other capture in this management unit occurring at 1313 m 

in lower Pua ᾶǔkala during August/September 2012 (LaPointe 2016), and one C. 

quinquefasciatus egg raft identified in an oviposition trap at Pua ᾶǔkala at 1900 m in 2001, 

following prevailing winds (Freed et al. 2005). Past mosquito surveys detected few C. 

quinquefasciatus mosquitoes across the refuge, with most captures associated with man-made 

larval habitat from ranching activities in the Maulua management unit that were removed in the 

1990ôs (LaPointe 2000, LaPointe 2016, DA LaPointe personal communication). Since 2012, no 

mosquito surveillance had been conducted at Hakalau Forest NWR. The passive mosquito 

surveillance that I began in 2020 was the first active mosquito monitoring to occur at the refuge 

in eight years. Wind dispersal, as opposed to an indication that resident mosquito populations 

have become established, is a viable hypothesis for the single C. quinquefasciatus capture (Freed 

2005, Freed and Cann 2013, LaPointe 2016); however, it is difficult to draw conclusions from a 

single capture, emphasizing the importance of continuous monitoring. Although monitoring at 

low-density sites was previously not a priority, the increasing threat of mosquito invasion and 
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disease, along with the potential application of landscape-level mosquito control has increased 

the need for extensive trapping at high elevation sites. 

Results from the trap efficacy experiment suggest that active traps are more efficacious 

than passive traps, with interesting species-level distinctions. Across both species, active traps 

had signficantly higher capture rates than passive traps. For C. quinquefasciatus, the active BG 

CO2 trap outperformed both the CDC Gravid Trap and GAT, with the only high elevation C. 

quinquefasciatus capture at Hakalau Forest NWR made in an active BG CO2 trap. The fact that 

the only C. quinquefasciatus capture occurred in the highest efficacy trap type makes it difficult 

to contextualize alongside results from GATs. Although the high elevation capture in the active 

trap does not invalidate the possibility of true zero captures from GATs at lower elevations, 

comparative trap efficacy experiments cast doubt on whether the zeros from GATs represent 

absence of mosquitoes on the landscape or are a reflection of low trapping efficacy. These 

comparative efficacy results are consistent with those found in other comparative trap efficacy 

studies conducted on the continental United States, showing the higher efficacy of active traps 

compared to GATs for capturing C. quinquefasciatus (Cilek et al. 2017a, Cilek et al. 2017b). 

Although GATs are more convenient and less costly, the efficacy of the passive trapping system 

is likely too low to effectively serve as an early warning system for mosquito surveillance at 

remote sites in Hawaiᾶi. Additional challenges encountered with GATs included reduced 

adhesion from humidity and high amounts of bycatch that may have reduced their overall 

efficacy, making them less ideal for trapping at sites with heavy rainfall and high humidity. 

Interestingly, for Ae. japonicus the CDC Gravid Traps had the highest capture rates of all trap 

types ï a result that supports other studies that have documented the success of gravid traps for 

capturing Ae. japonicus (Andreadis et al. 2001, Scott et al. 2001, Falco et al. 2002, Larish et al. 
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2010). The differences in efficacy among trap types could be a reflection of habitat variation 

between sites, larval habitat availability, and the physiological stage of each species at the time 

of trapping (i.e., gravid vs. host-seeking). These results are consistent with other trap efficacy 

studies performed across the Hawaiian Islands and have key implications for management and 

surveillance. Despite the BG CO2 traps being the most efficacious among trap types, the pairing 

of gravid and CO2-baited traps in monitoring programs is considered to be the most effective due 

to site-to-site variability (LaPointe et al. 2021). Understanding the limitations of each trap type is 

essential for generating the reliable population estimates necessary for vector control. 

While active traps present a more reliable option to ensure detection, particularly in low-

density mosquito areas, these systems will incur significant costs to implement continuous 

monitoring (Dhanique et al. 2017). Further research could seek to improve the efficacy of low-

cost, passive trapping techniques for use at remote sites across Hawaiᾶi. For example, sound has 

long been recognized as an important component of mosquito sensory ecology (Belton 1994, 

Robert 2009, Andrés et al. 2020) and traps that utilize sound, such as the Sound-Gravid Aedes 

Trap (SGAT) and the Male Aedes Sound Trap (MAST), have increased the efficacy of passive 

traps to be equivalent to those of the BG CO2 traps, and increased male capture numbers 

important for vector control programs for Aedes spp. (Johnson et al. 2018a, Rohde et al. 2019, 

Staunton et al. 2021b). The augmentation of the passive GAT with sound lures could potentially 

enhance mosquito surveillance across the Hawaiian Islands in these remote sites by improving 

capture rates, particularly for male mosquitoes, and significantly reducing bycatch of non-target 

insects (Staunton et al. 2021). Further studies to improve our understanding of comparative trap 

efficacy across the Hawaiian Islands will be critical for the effective application and evaluation 

of landscape-level mosquito control efforts (Atkinson 2016, LaPointe 2021). Additionally, 
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monitoring of avian malaria disease prevalence would be a valuable addition to the surveillance 

efforts not included within this study (Samuel et al. 2011, LaPointe et al. 2016). 

 

Hapuᾶu tree fern cavities 
 

Available larval habitat is one of the main drivers of mosquito abundance (Reiter & 

LaPointe 2009, McClure et al. 2018) and hapuᾶu tree fern cavities have long been considered one 

of the most important breeding sites of C. quinquefasciatus in Hawaiᾶi where hapuᾶu tree ferns 

are dominant in the understory (Goff & van Riper 1980, LaPointe 2000, Reiter & LaPointe 2007, 

LaPointe et al. 2012). I found that feral pig-created larval habitat in the form of hapuᾶu tree fern 

cavities was not abundant across Hakalau Forest NWR and comparisons in hapuᾶu cavity 

distribution showed both within-site and between site differences between fenced and unfenced 

areas. At both Hakalau Forest NWR and LaupǕhoehoe FR, unfenced areas had a greater 

abundance and site-level density of hapuᾶu tree fern cavities than fenced areas, suggesting that 

fences continue to be effective at reducing larval habitat within the refuge (Hess et al. 2010, 

LaPointe et al. 2016). The density of hapuᾶu tree ferns within each site relative to hapuᾶu cavities 

was not accounted for and may be a confounding factor; however, vegetation among survey sites 

was comparable and I do not expect would change the outcome.  

Despite the effectiveness of fencing, the long lifespan of cavities (greater than 11 months) 

suggests that feral pig activity has a legacy that may delay the time it takes for positive effects in 

larval habitat reduction from fencing to occur. Hapuᾶu cavities were found to age rapidly, but 

persist over time, and are likely able to support viable larval habitat for several months to 

potentially years after being created. Although full decomposition of newly created cavities was 

seen in under one year, most cavities outlasted the duration of the study. The interaction between 
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precipitation and the aging of the cavities over time demonstrates the dynamic and ephemeral 

characteristics of these habitats on the landscape. Hapuᾶu cavities are sensitive to drought and 

desiccation, and the increasing intensity and frequency of drought across the state associated 

with climate change will likely influence cavity aging and persistence (Ahumada et al. 2004, 

Frazier et al. 2022). Furthermore, the episodic fluctuation of water within these cavities may 

negatively impact reproduction of C. quinquefasciatus. The eggs of C. quinquefasciatus are not 

drought-tolerant, like those of Aedes spp., including Aedes japonicus, and can dry out within 

hours of larval habitat going dry, making them more vulnerable to the desiccation of hapuᾶu 

cavities (Versteirt et al. 2009, Farnesi et al. 2015, Krupa et al. 2021). In the context of fluctuating 

water levels of cavities as larval habitat, dry months at a site with a high density of feral pig-

created larval habitat may significantly reduce C. quinquefasciatus abundance but not Ae. 

japonicus abundance. 

Alongside the external structural changes observed across cavities over time, shifting 

internal physicochemical characteristics of the water within the cavity also occurred. Properties 

of larval breeding habitat such as pH and electrical conductivity can influence larval survival, 

larval development, and habitat selection for oviposition by adult mosquitoes (Yee, Kneital & 

Juliano 2010, Emidi et al. 2017, Ukubuiwe et al. 2020). My results indicated that pH increased 

and conductivity decreased over time and with increasing cavity age. Although C. 

quinquefasciatus can develop in a wide range of pH conditions, low pH values below 4.0 slow 

larval development and decrease survivorship (Kwasi et al. 2012, Ukubuiwe et al. 2020). This 

would suggest that fresh cavities with more acidic pH levels may result in slowed development 

or mortality. Indeed, there were no larval detections made in fresh cavities, which could 

potentially reflect a preference for intermediate or old age cavities, and/or compromised larval 
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survival in fresh cavities; however, the sample size of fresh cavities was small and there was not 

enough data to support this idea. Given that differences in pH values among cavity ages were 

small (± 0.61) and mean pH values across all cavity ages were considered acidic (4.45-5.06), 

more detailed larval studies across fine scale gradients of acidic pH are needed to explore the 

effect of pH on survival and development of C. quinquefasciatus and Ae. japonicus.  

Other important water quality parameters for larval habitat include total dissolved solids 

(TDS) and electrical conductivity measures, which are correlated with and indicate the presence 

of organic matter and inorganic salts (Rusydi 2017). Higher TDS and conductivity levels are 

associated with polluted or nutrient-rich waters, preferred by C. quinquefasciatus (Burke et al. 

2010, Day 2016) and have been positively associated with C. quinquefasciatus presence (Burke 

et al. 2010). In hapuᾶu cavities, I found the highest conductivity levels in fresh cavities. Given 

the positive association between C. quinquefasciatus and high conductivity levels, this could 

suggest that C. quinquefasciatus may select for fresh or intermediate cavities with higher 

conductivity levels over old cavities; however, I did not have enough C. quinquefasciatus 

detections to support this hypothesis. Although Ae. japonicus are known to occupy diverse larval 

habitat, they are generally associated with cleaner water than C. quinquefasciatus (Kaufman & 

Fonseca 2014, Egizi et al. 2014), which may explain their occurrence across intermediate and old 

cavities with lower conductivity levels. A major limitation to my study was the small sample size 

of fresh cavities that were rare across the landscape, likely due to the rapid decomposition of the 

starchy interior once it has been exposed. A longer duration study in an area with high mosquito 

density and a larger sample size across all cavity ages would be necessary to elucidate more 

specific trends in the lifespan of these cavities and their ecological processes that may influence 

larval habitat use and selection of these breeding habitats. 
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While few C. quinquefasciatus detections were made, Ae. japonicus were consistently 

and frequently detected across monitored hapuᾶu cavities. Past studies have speculated about the 

possibility of displacement of C. quinquefasciatus by Ae. japonicus (LaPointe et al. 2016), 

however, evidence from larval competition studies between Culex spp. and Ae. japonicus in the 

continental United States are varied and have not found C. quinquefasciatus to be negatively 

impacted by Ae. japonicus presence (Hardstone & Andreadis 2012, Murrell & Juliano 2013, 

Egizi et al. 2014). Although my results cannot inform this hypothesis, I detected the occurrence 

of both Ae. japonicus and C. quinquefasciatus in the same larval habitat at LaupǕhoehoe FR. 

Larval habitat studies suggest the possibility of C. quinquefasciatus having facilitated the 

establishment of Ae. japonicus through microbe-mediated interactions associated with the filter 

feeding behavior of C. quinquefasciatus and Ae. japonicusô vulnerability to microbial conditions  

within larval habitat; however, further studies are needed to better understand these interactions 

at the local level (Egizi et al. 2014). At Hakalau Forest NWR, the absence of C. quinquefasciatus 

larval detections and limited detections of Ae. japonicus provide an optimistic view that although 

temperature conditions are present, C. quinquefasciatus mosquitoes have not yet established 

resident populations. These observations are almost identical to those made by LaPointe et al. 

2016 in 1998 and 2012, despite the change in climate conditions over the past 20 years. These 

results provide additional evidence that the isolation from development and management of 

Hakalau Forest NWR remain important factors in its role as a critical forest bird refuge 

(LaPointe et al. 2016). 

The reduction of hapuᾶu cavities as available larval breeding habitat appears in the 

Hawaiôi Forest Bird Recovery Plan (USFWS 2003) and has been cited as an important 

management action to reduce local mosquito populations, avian malaria transmission, and 
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postpone population declines (LaPointe et al. 2009, Samuel et al. 2011, Hobbelen et al. 2012, 

Liao et al. 2017). As part of this research, hapuᾶu tree fern cavity maps and coordinates were 

provided to Hakalau Forest NWR to support decision-making regarding larval habitat source 

reduction; however, hapuᾶu cavities represent only one type of available larval habitat in high 

elevation forests, and previous reduction of hapuᾶu tree fern cavities at other sites did not lower 

mosquito abundance (Atkinson 2000, Atkinson et al. 2016). Therefore, larval source reduction 

must be balanced with the costs, priorities and potential benefits that it can provide. At sites like 

Hakalau Forest NWR where larval habitat availability is already limited, source reduction is not 

likely to significantly reduce mosquito abundance, as compared to sites like LaupǕhoehoe FR 

where the density of feral pig-created larval habitat density is high (Hobbelen et al. 2012). In 

addition, alternative larval habitats such as rock pools in stream beds are understudied and may 

play an important role as corridors for invasion throughout the state (LaPointe et al. 2016). 

 

Climate monitoring 
 

Using locally collected fine-scale data across an elevational gradient at two forest refugia 

from 1305-1505 m, I found that the climate conditions were present year-round for the 

development of C. quinquefasciatus across all elevations, while the conditions for both vector 

and disease development occurred 6.5 months out of the year even at the highest elevations on 

the gradient, and are on the precipice of annual persistence. Furthermore, the shifting seasonality 

in avian malaria disease transmission has become more pronounced over the years and the 

increased warming and suitability trends that I observed are consistent with longer historical 

trends at Hakalau Forest NWR at similar or higher elevations (Fortini et al. 2020). These results 

support extensive landscape analyses using modeling approaches available to predict climate 

conditions across the islands that suggest increasing occurrence and abundance of C. 
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quinquefasciatus (Benning et al. 2002, Ahumada et al. 2004, Samuel et al. 2011, Liao et al. 2015, 

Fortini et al. 2020). My work additionally leverages detailed site-specific climate data generated 

from long-term monitoring transects without relying on the use of predictive modeling.  

The results of this study show the reality of climate conditions present in the mid-high 

elevation closed forest bird habitat at Hakalau Forest NWR and LaupǕhoehoe FR that represent 

core forest bird habitat and reveal transitional zones where we expect to see the first signs of 

disease transmission (Benning et al. 2002). Declining population trends in closed forest at the 

lower reaches of Hakalau Forest NWR (Kendall et al. 2022), together with suitability conditions 

for the avian malaria parasite indicate the likelihood of disease driving these declines. Within the 

300 m elevation gradient, the average difference in mean ambient temperature of 1.26ęC (Ñ 

0.2ęC) is near the 1.5ęC temperature projected ótipping pointô, defined by the International Panel 

on Climate Change (IPCC) as the ñcritical threshold that, when exceeded, can lead to significant 

change in the state of a system, often with an understanding that the change is irreversible,ò 

(IPCC 2018). From this vantage point, conditions at lower elevations continue to provide a 

glimpse into a warmer climate future that is near, with an ever-rising upper elevational limit for 

mosquitoes. The lowest reaches of Hakalau Forest NWR sit around 1200 m and for some species 

of native Hawaiian forest birds that make altitudinal migrations to lower elevations, such as the 

ᾶiᾶiwi (Drepanis coccinea), the encroaching proximity of disease is particularly threatening 

(Guillaumet et al. 2017).  

Beyond the elevational gradient, fine-scale variation in temperatures across the landscape 

at the same elevations were evident, suggesting that dynamic factors beyond elevation alone may 

influence site-specific vector and disease conditions. While all climate sensors were placed in 

similar shaded habitat with a covered canopy, there were some differences that could not be 
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avoided, such as slight changes in canopy cover, and variations in canopy or understory species 

dominance that may influence temperature; however, these variations are representative of the 

microclimates that occur across the landscape and have been shown to affect mosquito 

population dynamics and resting site selection (Murdock et al. 2017, Sauer et al. 2021).  

Due to the proximity of all mean monthly ambient temperatures within less than 3ęC 

above or below the minimum thermal requirement for parasite development, small changes in 

temperature both across the elevation gradient, as well as the landscape, resulted in shifts in 

avian malaria state. Although this may truly be representative of the dynamics of the landscape, 

it is also an inherent bias of a threshold based model. Threshold temperatures used in the model 

were derived from laboratory and field studies that were conducted over 10 years ago, and it is 

possible that physiological thermal adaptations and rapid evolution to changing, novel 

temperatures may influence threshold temperatures (Urbanski et al. 2012, Lahondère & 

Bonizzoni 2022), and therefore may not reflect the most accurate developmental limitations 

occurring across the landscape. In order to understand the complex dynamics of mosquito and 

parasite development in the context of a rapidly changing climate, robust surveillance of adult 

and larval mosquito populations alongside fine-scale climate monitoring will be necessary, 

accompanied by current laboratory studies on evolving species-specific developmental 

thresholds. 

In addition, it is important to note that the threshold temperatures of 9.9ęC and 12.97ęC 

used in the model represent the minimum temperature required for development, and not the 

optimal developmental temperatures (LaPointe 2010). This suggests that although the minimum 

conditions for development are present at these sites, they remain at or below the conditions 

deemed necessary for seasonal and/or annual persistence of C. quinquefasciatus (13.2ęC, 14.2ęC) 



 41 

at 1405-1505 m, and well below the conditions for peak transmission of P. relictum (17ęC) for 

most of the year (Benning et al. 2002). Sites with limited, episodic transmission considered 

transition zones for avian malaria transmission have temperatures between 17 and 13ęC, and the 

low-risk zone encompasses areas with temperatures at or above 13ęC (Benning et al. 2002, 

Samuel et al. 2011). Given these parameters, Hakalau Forest NWR and LaupǕhoehoe FR still 

remain between the low-risk to transition transmission zones. At low elevations average 

minimum temperatures were 7.5ęC, and at the higher elevations, reached average lows of 5ęC. 

These low temperatures are likely important in stalling development of mosquito larvae and the 

avian malaria parasite (LaPointe 2010). Although P. relictum can endure low temperatures of 

4ęC for a short duration (Chao & Ball 1962), exposure to 12ęC  for a prolonged period can cause 

mortality (Garnham 1966). However, as climates warm, minimum nightly temperatures are 

increasing most rapidly at higher elevations, which will likely have consequences for disease 

transmission (Kagawa-Viviani & Giambelluca 2020). 

The accessibility of low-cost temperature data loggers and the creation of long-term 

transects, like those established at Hakalau Forest NWR and LaupǕhoehoe FR, can support the 

collection of robust local data that can enhance real-time models by refining forecasts and 

suitability projections that are site-specific, accurate, and near real-time for the most critical 

forest bird habitat at mid-high elevation refuges. Data on temperature suitability at these 

elevations can also be used to determine when local vector abundance may be highest for timing 

of landscape-level mosquito control, larvicide, and monitoring efforts when the risk of malaria 

infection is greatest (Fortini et al. 2020). As climate and malaria disease modeling continues to 

advance, continuous climate monitoring in at-risk forest bird habitat could be an important, low-

cost component of avian malaria surveillance and early warning systems across the state. 
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CONCLUSION 
 

The different sources of monitoring data provided by the three-tier surveillance approach 

in this study present a comprehensive view of the landscape-scale dynamics occurring among 

mosquito abundance, suitable climate conditions, larval habitat availability and site-specific 

characteristics at two critical high elevation forest refugia on Hawaiᾶi Island.  These sources of 

information are diverse and each offer valuable relative contributions for management. Given the 

temperature conditions, larval and adult mosquitoes were expected to be more abundant; 

however, the low capture numbers suggest that several factors beyond temperature are driving 

mosquito abundance. While temperature conditions present obvious reason for concern, evidence 

indicates that we have not yet reached the tipping point for C. quinquefasciatus invasion and 

establishment at these sites. Continued robust monitoring and management efforts to collect 

climate data, prevent ungulate ingress, and monitor adult mosquitoes can help to ensure the first 

signs of invasion are detected, in support of the conservation and preservation of native 

Hawaiian forest birds in one of their last remaining strongholds in Hawaiᾶi.  
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APPENDIX A: Tables 
 
Table 1.1. Avian malaria suitability conditions for Hakalau Forest National Wildlife Refuge and 

LaupǕhoehoe Forest Reserve along the elevational gradient for the summer (May-October) and 

winter (November-April) months, and total during 2022. 

 

Elevation Site 

Seasonal 

Suitability  

Not suitable for 

vector or disease 

development 

Suitable for 

Culex vector 

development 

only 

Suitable for 

both disease 

and vector 

development 

1505 

Hakalau, 

Hakalau 

(CS4) 

SUMMER 0% 58.15% 41.85% 

WINTER 0% 49.17% 50.83% 

TOTAL 0% 53.70% 46.30% 

LaupǕhoehoe 

(CS9) 

SUMMER 0% 33.15% 66.85% 

WINTER 0% 43.65% 56.35% 

TOTAL 0% 38.36% 61.64% 

1405 

Hakalau, 

Pua ᾶǔkala 

(CS2) 

SUMMER 0% 27.17% 72.83% 

WINTER 0% 46.41% 53.59% 

TOTAL 0% 36.71% 63.29% 

Hakalau, 

Hakalau 

(CS5) 

SUMMER 0% 29.89% 70.11% 

WINTER 0% 46.41% 53.59% 

TOTAL 0% 38.08% 61.92% 

LaupǕhoehoe 

(CS8) 

SUMMER 0% 0% 100% 

WINTER 0% 0% 100% 

TOTAL 0% 0% 100% 

1305 

Hakalau, 

Pua 'ǔkala 

(CS3) 

SUMMER 0% 0% 100% 

WINTER 0% 0% 100% 

TOTAL 0% 0% 100% 

Hakalau, 

Hakalau 

(CS6) 

SUMMER 0% 0% 100% 

WINTER 0% 0% 100% 

TOTAL 0% 0% 100% 

LaupǕhoehoe 

(CS 7) 

SUMMER 0% 0% 100% 

WINTER 0% 0% 100% 

TOTAL 0% 0% 100% 

ϝIŀƪŀƭŀǳ tǳŀ ϥ'ƪŀƭŀ мрлр Ƴ ŎƭƛƳŀǘŜ ǎŜƴǎƻǊ ǿŀǎ ŜȄŎƭǳŘŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ŘǳŜ ǘƻ ƳƛǎǎƛƴƎ Řŀǘŀ ŦǊƻƳ an 
equipment malfunction from February-April 2022 
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APPENDIX B: Figures 

 

 
Figure 1. Location of study sites on Hawaiᾶi Island, Hawaiᾶi. (Left) Map of Hakalau Forest 

National Wildlife Refuge and LaupǕhoehoe Forest Reserve. (Right) Long-term survey transects 

along an elevational gradient in Hakalau Forest NWR (1300-1550 m) and LaupǕhoehoe Forest 

Reserve (1100-1500 m). 

 
 

 
Figure 2. Mosquito traps tested in the comparative trap efficacy study: A) Biogents-Sentinel 2 

CO2 Trap (BG CO2), B) Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) Gravid Trap (CDC 

Gravid), and C) Biogents Gravid Aedes Trap (GAT). 

  

B) CDC Gravid Trap (CDC-Gravid) C) BG Gravid AedesTrap (GAT)A) BG-Sentinel 2 CO2 Trap (BG)
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Figure 3. The Gravid Aedes Trap (GAT) validation experiment at University of Hawaiᾶi at Hilo, 

Hawaiᾶi demonstrated differences in Culex quinquefasciatus captures among treatment types (X2 

= 8.67, df = 2, p-value = 0.013), including p-values for post-hoc Tukey HSD test; A) Mean 

Culex quinquefasciatus captures per trap-night by treatment. Bars represent ± SE; B) Total 

mosquito captures by treatment (n = 117 trap-nights). 

 

 
 

Figure 4. Mean Culex quinquefasciatus captures per trap-night plotted against trap-night for 

field-brew treatments on Week 1 and Week 2 of trapping. The fitted lines (mean nightly C. 

quinquefasciatus captures) = -6.83 + 0.64 trap-night + 7.53 field-brew Week 2 - 0.99 trap-

night*trap week, slope SE = 3.5, p-value = 0.019, n = 108 total trap-nights) and the 95% CI of 

the lines are shown for each field-brew. 
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Figure 5. Total mosquito captures across the elevational gradient transects at Hakalau Forest 

NWR (1300-1550 m) and LaupahǾehǾe FR (1100-1500 m) from September 2020-January 2022. 

Total GAT Mosquito 

Captures

Site Year Trap Per iod Traps

Active trap-

nights per trap*

Total trap-

nights**

C. 

quinquefasciatus

Ae. 

japonicus

Hakalau, Pua óǔkala 2020 September-December 10 57 554 0 0

Hakalau, Hakalau 2020 September-December 8 58 441 0 0

995

Hakalau, Pua ᾶǔkala 2021 June-January 2022 17 156 2596 0 0

Hakalau, Hakalau 2021 June-January 2022 16 136 2130 0 0

4726

LaupǕhoehoe 2021 August-January 2022 17 110 1929 1 22

*5 trap-nights were removed from each trapping session to account for the time for the 

infusion to become attractive, defined as active trap-nights

**Total trap-nights = Traps x trap-nights per trap ïtrap malfunctions
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Figure 6. Comparative trap efficacy experiment results for three trap types: BG-Sentinel 2 CO2 

trap (BG), CDC Gravid Trap (CDC Gravid), and Gravid Aedes Trap (GAT) with mean (± SE) 

mosquito captures per trap-night for Culex quinquefasciatus and Aedes japonicus by trap type. 

Numbers above bars are total C. quinquefasciatus captures by trap type (Top). Total captures by 

site for C. quinquefasciatus and Ae. japonicus in the comparative trap efficacy experiment on 

Total Mosquito Captures

Site / Elevation Trap Type Trap Style Trap-Nights

C. 

quinquefasciatus

Ae. 

japonicus

Hakalau Forest 

NWR 

(1671-1945 m)

BG-Sentinel 2 CO2 Active 89 1 0

CDC Gravid Active 83 0 0

Gravid Aedes Trap (GAT) Passive 92 0 0

LaupǕhoehoe FR 

(1133-1488 m)

BG-Sentinel 2 CO2 Active 57 6 2

CDC Gravid Active 47 0 1

Gravid Aedes Trap (GAT) Passive 84 0 4

Keanakolu     

(1621-1645 m)

BG-Sentinel 2 CO2 Active 66 30 0

CDC Gravid Active 74 1 3

Gravid Aedes Trap (GAT) Passive 83 0 0

Puᾶu Waᾶawaᾶa 

(1222-1245 m)

BG-Sentinel 2 CO2 Active 104 0 5

CDC Gravid Active 122 0 53

Gravid Aedes Trap (GAT) Passive 125 0 1

* Trap-nights with trap malfunctions were not included. If there was a malfunction with a certain trap type, data 

from other trap types were maintained in the analysis
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Hawaiᾶi Island for BG-Sentinel 2 CO2 traps, CDC Gravid Traps, and GATs between November 

2021-November 2022 (Bottom). 

 

Figure 7. Mean hapuᾶu cavity density per hectare across sites (± SE), including summary data 

from total plots and area surveyed in hectares (ha), total hapuᾶu cavity count, mean hapuᾶu cavity 

count per plot, and hapuᾶu cavity density per ha. Numbers above bars represent mean counts by 

site, and p-values are included from post-hoc Tukey HSD test. 
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Figure 8. Hapuᾶu cavity distribution across fenced and unfenced areas at Hakalau Forest 

National Wildlife Refuge, including management units (Pua óǔkala, Hakalau, Honohina, 

Maulua). 

 




































































































