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INTRODUCTION

Areawide Il (AWII) is a demonstration project
evaluating codling moth mating disruption (CMMD)
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damaged if the cumulative
area of psylla-caused

Overwintering PP densities were low following prebloom at all orchards, with little or no difference among treatment
programs. Psylla densities were uniformly low during the first summer generation with no differences among programs.

russet exceeded the area
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of a nickel. On average,
psylla damage was

moderate across all AWII
orchards. No significant

While the effects of adulticides are important for PP management, it is the honeydew from summer nymphs that ultimately
cause fruit damage. Therefore, nymph samples taken during June and July can be the best predictor of PP damage.
Although PP pressure was higher than in 2002, no significant differences in PP nymph densities were noted between SOFT
and CONV programs.

The overall cost of the SOFT treatment regime was higher on average than
the CONV, and appeared to be driven by a combination of high CM and high
PP pressure in a number of the orchards (Table 10). However, it can be noted
that in orchards P4 and P8, the cost of the SOFT treatment regime was
substantially less than the CONV and the cost range of the treatment regimes
over the entire AWII project was similar.
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OBLR) pheromone lures, with one trap in each treatment-block. All
traps were checked weekly and the number of moths recorded.

Field monitoring for the amount and location of fruit damage by
each of the lepidopteran pests was done at key times in the season
(LR—late May and early August, CM—early to mid July, again prior
to harvest). Further, fruit were inspected in bins during harvest for
damage from lepidopteran pests and other insects.

Every two weeks, the orchards were monitored for pests and
natural enemies by limb-tap and foliage sampling—spur
(prebloom) and leaf samples (mid-May through August). Leaf
samples were brushed using a standard mite-brushing machine
and counted at WSU-TFREC. All key pest and beneficial
arthropods were counted during the limb-tap and leaf-brush
sampling.

All Wenatchee area orchards had some GMB infestation at harvest. In orchard P4 a troublesome infestation was observed in the
SOFT block, and in P6 elevated infestation was noted in the CONV block. On average, no difference was noted between programs.

PRM damage was generally very low across the AWII project with a couple of notable exceptions. The SOFT blocks of orchards P1
and P3 each had troublesome levels of damage.
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Again, no significant increases in biocontrol.

biological control agents for PP increase in response to a
SOFT program.

One further important lii of the SOFT
regime is a notable lack of suitable insecticides for pear
rust mite control.

While there are limitations to the SOFT program that may
limit industry-wide implementation, and the SOFT program
is arbitrarily limited to specific products, the potential for
alternative ies in pear pest is being

ated. Contil hopes to determine the
effects of the programs on biological control, and
determine how important biological control can be.

Contact: dunleyj@wsu.edu
http://entomology.tirec.wsu.edulpearent



