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What is sharka?

Sharka, caused by the plum pox virus (PPV), is a disease affecting Prunus trees. It Is transmitted in
a hon-persistent manner by aphids, and long-distance dispersal iIs mainly due to human transport
of infected plant material. The symptoms include distorted leaves, yellow rings on fruit stones,
alteration of fruit shape and chemical content, as well as premature fruit drop In some cases. The
costs associated with sharka management have been estimated at 10 billion euros between 1975 b i
and 2005. 1 Symptoms of sharka on

apricot (top) and plum tree
Recent changes in surveillance: eaf (bottorn

* |In 2019 PPV has changed status from Quarantine Pest to Regulated Non-Quarantine Pest. 2
* The state aims to transfer the responsibility and cost of surveillance to growers.
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How are these changes going to impact the efficiency of disease management?
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This work should provide 1) insight into the efficiency of the different surveillance strategies, and
1) tools for detecting possible limits of the target strategy.

the model, and the
efficiency of the
target system will
be estimated.

* CROPSAV = Conseils Régionaux d’Orientation de la Politique Sanitaire Animale et Végétale
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