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Abstract In 2010 a test of mating disruption as a means of controlling the coding moth Cydia pomonella (1.) was

carried out in Gansu, Ningxia and Heilongjiang Provences using a 0. 16 g/strip dispenser. Densities of 660 strip/ hm’ |

990 strip/ hm® 1320 strip/ hm’

s

all achieved good control results in different districts. Codling moths could be kept at

very low levels over the entire growing season anging dispensers on the tops of trees before in the appearance of the
y low level th tire g g by hanging disp the tops of t bef the app f th

overwintering generation. In newly invaded orchards, small populations of codling moth could be eliminated by using

dispensers for 1 ~2 years. A dispenser density of 660strip/ hm® would be most cost-effective.
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Table 1

Catches of male Cydia pomonellain by traps in different sex pheromone treatment

(catching number per trap) (2010)

A 22

Lanzhou, Gansu

HR RS

Mingin, Gansu

[EREFSE S
HHE(R/ hm?)

TR ik THEPI BRILART

Qingtongxia, Ningxia Zhongwei, Ningxia Dongning, Heilongjiang

The densities of

AL i 4R

LRV

il A AR

sex.phelomone 1-2 4t 1 -2 4t 12 ¢ AR 1 -2 ¢ 12 4%
dispensers Over N ) Over “ ) ver N ) ver N ) Over . )
2 ) . 1% _on . ) 1% _on ‘ ) IR . ‘ 1% _on . ) 1% o
(bars/ hm®) wintering wintering wintering wintering wintering
660 — — 0 0 — — 0 0 0 5
990 0.5 0.33 0 0 0 0 0 1 6 11
1320 — — 0 0 — — 0 0 0 16
0 16. 67 17.33 3.5 10 2 0 17 6 13 30
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Hia] 2% B 990 AR/ hm® Ab BE X B B Rk & K, A
90.91% ,3 MAbIEI PR W EH 27 (% 2),

R2 TRAZEEFERERNXEALERMERERPERE(2010)

Table 2 The damaged rates of fruits and control effects in different sex pheromone treatments(2010)

Ve B2 4 HoR =20 Tl R T BT A ik THETI BRI T
s AR Gansu, Lanzhou Gansu, Minqin  Ningxia, Qingtongxia Ningxia, Zhongwei Heilongjiang, Dongning
I (R/ hm?)
The densities of M HHR 7k i SR R 7k I LR 7k i SRR 7k i S Bk
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dispensers re; ¢ ? effect re; e.: effect ra; ¢ : effect r? ¢ ? effect r;; ¢ : effect
(bars/ hm?) rui % rui a rui % rui % rui %
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
660 — — 0 — — — 0 100 0.075 93. 18a
990 0 100 0 — 0 — 0 100 0.1 90.91a
1320 — — 0 — — — 0 100 0. 05 95.45a
0 1.39 — 0 — 0 — 0.1 — 1.1 —

TE < [R50 B 5 A A AR ) /N5 5 b 3R (XS 15 BB S AR 22 W R AE 0. 05 K- B R R %57

The data followed by the same letters in the same column indicate no significant difference at 0. 05 level by Duncan’ s new multiple

range test.
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Table 3 Catching number of overwintering larvae of Cydia pomonellain by trap-bands in

different sex pheromones treatments(2010)

Pl B2 A il iR L FEp D TR
(H/ hm?) Lanzhou, Mingin, Qingtongxia, Zhongwei, Dongning,
The densities of Gansu Gansu Ningxia Ningxia Heilongjiang
dph‘“ VR I 118 VB I 118 VB4 HL I % VB I L8 VB I 118
1spenser;s Catching Catching Catching Catching Catching
(bars/ hm™) )
number number number number number
660 — 0 — 0.05 0
990 0.05 0 0 0.15 0.25
1320 — 0 — 0.1 0.5
0 0.55 0 0 0 5.75
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