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What is the situation?

« New Zealand exports > 12M m? of logs
* Predominantly Pinus radiata
« Largely to China, India, Korea and Japan
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What is the problem?
« Four key high risk phytosanitary pests in NZ.
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Sirex noctilio is considered a low risk pest,
however it is of concern to trading partners.
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How do we currently mitigate the risk?

« Our trading partners require us to treat logs prior to
export:

— Methyl bromide is an accepted treatment

— Debarking and heat are accepted in some markets,
but current methods are not cost effective.

— Phosphine is allowed for the Chinese market under
an experimental use permit.
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How to reverse the trend in MeBr use?
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Our proposed new paradigm

Only treat commodities when a phytosanitary risk is present

Ecological Risk Based
Fumigant Free Period

o ernative Treatments
Required

Shoulder periods

Integrated Phytosanitary Pest Management
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Mean catch per 100 trap days
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Integrated Phytosanitary Pest Management (IPPM)
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Deadwood simulation and dispersal to characterise
pest abundance
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Mumber of captured individuals

How will we define dispersal kernals

40 m, 80 m, 160 and 320 mytrap rings
640 m and 960 m trap clusters
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The Future
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The future
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