b e O ERREY
48 A IreC /) RIF ALY

ﬁ.ﬁ
2

=)

ISPM 25 285
Mt 44

i

P X

i =

%

(Z
TErErTIE 28

32

o RN L
. r, L=
= B

ERRAE

FifF44:

FHX =SR2

(Cydia pomonella) F0Fd)\
18 (Grapholita molesta)
BIESR (Malus pumila)
Ak (Prunus persica)
ZRIRRSETE

.
=4
e
H
VR
|

ElFRAEYIMRIF 2 297 P AL 4R




&
i

BETCZ



AHERLAEFETT 5T 2022 4 AR LA IR R 35 o8 il .
B2 57 28 5 [ B REAS 1 e s A P 158 BT 2

55 28 SEFERIaEIRE
[REFEEMEYNELIE

58 44 STENLIEGX:
FIXIFEREW (Cydia pomonella) FIFVNROHR
(Grapholita molesta) BIFEER (Malus pumila)
FI#E (Prunus persica) FHSHRSFLE

2022 £Ei@I; 2023 SER A

SIESEE

KRR TFIEANE T SIS FAER (Malus pumila) Ak (Prunus persica)
ST 2RV EE, e A 1 R ECE R &k (Cydia pomonella) FIZL/N &
O H (Grapholita molesta) BEFI4h BT,

R85 A

REIBEAFR Bt % 3 B 2 i ( Cydia pomonella) 1%L/ 0 ft ( Grapholita
molesta) IR (Malus pumila) Fi#k (Prunus persica) 7&K
AR AL B

BYRTD ANTE

QIR WIEL (ZEIRHAO AR AP

BirE=E4Y) FHREME (Cydia pomonella) (Linnaeus, 1758) (ff#H:. /%
ik &L FZL /N0 Bt (Grapholita molesta)  (Busck, 1916)
(R H . NGk

BiriEEYD S (Malus pumila) « BEATHBE (Prunus persica) #sk

LR RS P A H T VS B NS S R 25 ﬂjif’ﬂ?éﬁﬁa‘tt/ﬁkiiﬁ/%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁlV\]%j‘i*ﬁﬁéﬁ’]lﬂr@ T P ASE J28 455 T
7% 51 2280 (Y AL B 5 VR T AN SR AT SO N AR B B S A BRI (S S, sk s i R A 4 4 O Hh A b 2
F 2 AE I N R TR . A, f”flFf?l%ﬁﬁi@ﬁ{izﬁﬁﬁﬁuﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁnu#%fﬁ%E‘JTﬁE% i,
7kffﬁ TEVEA — T Ak B 77 V560 T o R B AT AT 52 e B, TTRERR Bt — D W il SR A USSR LB
L BUR 1% 2 A 3 7

EFMEPRIP AL PT 44-1



PT 44 IR & A 55 A W AR A 2 A 7L

RIS 2
¥ FL S B TR AL AR VR IV AL T 3 o

- IR FRAE A5°CHUHE &

- BIEEZEAHES (0 WEREE 1%L, “HMAHK (CO) WHEREE
15% £ 1%, fh & (N2> DAERF1-

- 2.5 /0BT Y AE R ST AV R E IR B 44.5°CECE 5

- RIS 30 e ER ST QIR B YERFE 44.5°CEE 5, AHRHE B 4ERFTE 90%
B
SRS PR IR R 2 /0 Sy 3 AN/

KAARKRHTT R, £ 95% M EFE/KF T, EREE (Cydia pomonella) F15L/)
0 H (Grapholita molesta) BN A1%) UL E AL T 99.9884% .

HbfAXER

TR AL PR R /NHFEHE Neven, Rehfield-Ray #1 Obenland (2006) (6 574K 15
G 5E 7 0] 39 58 & A0 B /s £ 0 e kA o Bk 28 VRV AR BRI 2L 0D B K
Neven #1 Rehfield-Ray (2006) HI#f7Edlk s CGllE 1 LA 12°CI/N s 2 nFA, B0 51
T EL IR AN AL/ O U SE SRR AR IR 20D KA A B 7 v AT VRS . AR
WP AR /NHIE S % T Neven F1 Hansen (2010) , Neven. Lehrman 1 Hansen
(2014) , Yokoyama A1 Miller (1987) , Ll Yokoyama. Miller #1 Dowell (1991)
S5 BAIE 7T AT A O T Z8 VR TR A B XS S SR B 0k Ak B AR ) B N 2

AT EBIIW TG, 2T 25882 3k UUHY Al 1w 3¢ L 2L ik 4h B0 i 1 Ab 22,
GERT—AENE . MHBATEE RN 89.6%.

TEAE HEAT b B A 2 R BLBUIR, DABT SR SER T K AR R IR, DR B 2R S
Jii. ffi ] # B2 2% Neven F1 Rehfield-Ray (2006) 5 Neven. Rehfield-Ray I
Obenland (2006) “5&HIBEFT AR, R A A3 5 V5505 7 b it o ) 5 M) o 22 AR IR

SE R
AR PR A TT 2 2% ] o A 0 e o2 i A A o bR SR oA TN [ B A A % 1] Y
visREX: www.ippc.int/core-activities/standards-setting/ispms.

Neven, L.G. & Hansen, L.D. 2010. Effects of temperature and controlled atmospheres on
codling moth metabolism. Annals of the Entomological Society of America, 103: 418-423.

Neven, L.G., Lehrman, N.J. & Hansen, L.D. 2014. Effects of temperature and modified
atmospheres on diapausing 5th instar codling moth metabolism. Journal of Thermal
Biology, 42: 9-14.

PT 44-2 EFMEYRIP AL


https://www.ippc.int/core-activities/standards-setting/ispms

PR € A ALV A M AS AL B PT 44

Neven, L.G. & Rehfield-Ray, L. 2006. Confirmation and efficacy tests against codling moth
and oriental fruit moth in apples using combination heat and controlled atmosphere
treatments. Journal of Economic Entomology, 99: 1620-1627.

Neven, L.G., Rehfield-Ray, L.M. & Obenland, D. 2006. Confirmation and efficacy tests
against codling moth and oriental fruit moth in peaches and nectarines using combination
heat and controlled atmosphere treatments. Journal of Economic Entomology, 99: 1610-
1619.

Yokoyama, V.Y. & Miller, G.T. 1987. High temperature for control of oriental fruit moth
(Lepidoptera: Tortricidae) in stone fruits. Journal of Economic Entomology, 80: 641-645.

Yokoyama, V.Y., Miller, G.T. & Dowell, R.V. 1991. Response of codling moth (Lepidoptera:
Tortricidae) to high temperature, a potential quarantine treatment for exported
commodities. Journal of Economic Entomology, 84: 528-531.

=

WEBDTE F At/ T IETL A

LRAMISZESRAE. HEESNTERBS N AIRENTE SR,

2017 4F 12 A 7 2017 4F 2 H AL AR SR @ AN 2R, #2752 2021 4F 3 H, mrifEZR@E AT T A
THIENREATE RS (CAATS) £ 43R #H (2021_eSC_May_11) HtAEHEN S 4R .
# (Cydia pomonella) FI7H &4k (Rhagoletis 2021 4E 7 A, 2 MRER.
indifferens) Mk AL B 5% (2017-037) , LA K& . e o
X S¢ B & % ( Cydia pomonella) F1ZL /N & 0 B 2021jﬁ 1(;5]\,};3@;&/}@&;;4\éﬂl&ﬁﬂ%}ﬂﬂ(, e
( Grapholita molesta ) 1 ¥ R 4 ¥ J % biile 2t e de s Méj‘k‘:
(2017-038) . 2021 ¢ 12 A, MM ZERAHHE F KX

(2022_eSC_May_05) HfLEHEACHE 2l

2018 4 6 [, AR AT N $R A2 A b T v 2
FPEEE, FREESRIRAS RIS A 2022 4F 4 J1, MRS TN OB AR AL ETT %

2018 4E 11 3, kiR R4 (W) fERR AT E AR D
Y TAE TR R B4 4 32

20194F 7 H, A AL BRI R /NH NG 32 5 2017-037 A0 3
2017-038 #EAT & I CEHEBR 7 75 &5 4% Bk S i
(Rhagoletis indifferens)) , B %, FHHEiErdE
Z b N TE R B B

2020 £ 2 A, ArdEZd s R
(2020_eSC_May_10) HL#EREN S — 5 HER .

20204 7 H, H—iwER .

2020 4F 10 A, FHEKAFEEAR/NAF AR, fExRE
PR DLV R, AR BRI N B R .

¥ 28 SHEWERWERIRE, W 44, HF0FRER
( Cydia pomonella) A /) & 4 4 (Grapholita
molesta) 47 & (Malus pumila) #/#k (Prunus
persica) #/TATHLFE (2022) . B, (EHFR
HIRALY) FASAL, MRARHL,

2023 1 A, POCEFERANHE T XK, Er
T ORI 2 L0015 b4 B 4 7 AR AB TR

2023 £ 3 A, MYKEHEHE RS 17 BadEd
Vi EFEANMICEEE T I

RATE St HiB 20234 1 A

PRERIP ALY

PT 44-3



ElFRER 2]

CHEEED RS A2 ((EBRRER AL ) IS AE
TRA BRI DS B 22 A 50 (Nl bk A B
HESUR, PrTH ST B St il — Ui, Bk
A H DI NFERE, Frs K R A7 5 AR
BLA W LPPRKAIASER R .

HAER

¢ (P kR AL HAT180ANEHEL 5.

& BEANGEATHAT A E SRR A (I Bt
TRAZY) B ITHRES Kl

¢ CROLIOF BRI, T AE TR DX i
AR LA I T AR

¢ (HEFHERAZ) AR5 R E PR LR FFI
&, PRI XA E K BETT .

* R AL IR R B A SR A

(EFFERAL) ML

ippc@fao.org | www.ippc.int

BREERRRRIHER
BAHZ




