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Biology of t h e  Budworm Mode 1 

Dixon D .  Jones  

Th i s  paper  d e s c r i b e s  t h e  n a t u r a l  h i s t o r y  o f  a  s i m u l a t i o n  

model. The model was cons t ruc ted  t o  i l l u m i n a t e  t h e  de termi -  

n a n t s  o f  t h e  dynamic behav io r  f o r  a  p e s t / f o r e s t  system wi th  

p a r t i c u l a r  r e f e r e n c e  t o  t h e  New Brunswick Budworm exper ience.  

It cannot  reproduce t h e  r e a l  system i n  a l l  i t s  r i c h n e s s .  

Rather ,  i t  i s  meant t o  be an  ana log  o f  t h e  impor tan t  l i n k s  

between t h e  budworm and i t s  p r i n c i p a l  h o s t ,  ba lsam f i r .  

P a r e n t a l  foundat ions  o f  t h e  p r e s e n t  work a r e  c r e d i t e d  t o  

a mode l l ing  workshop conducted by members of  t h e  I n s t i t u t e  

o f  Resource Ecology, Vancouver, and t h e  Canadian F o r e s t  

S e r v i c e .  The o r i g i n a l  model i s  desc r i bed  i n  a manuscr ip t  by 

S tande r  [4]  . The b a s i c  s u p e r s t r u c t u r e  of  t h e  p r e s e n t  model 

remains much t h e  same as  t h e  o r i g i n a l .  The f lowchar t  i n  

F igu re  1 shows t h e  b a s i c  f e a t u r e s .  

The o r i g i n a l  model has  been reworked t o  e l i m i n a t e  some 

minor e r r o r s  and i n c o r p o r a t e  r e c e n t  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  of  d a t a .  

The p r i n c i p a l  aim of  t h i s  r e v i s i o n  i s  t o  e l u c i d a t e  t h e  i n t e r -  

p lay  between t h e  pr imary s t a t e  variables--budworm and f i r .  

With in-year  feedbacks between f o l i a g e  and f e e d i n g  l a r v a e  

a r e  emphasized. 

The enormi ty  o f  t h e  budworm sys tem r e q u i r e d  a long-term 



h e r o i c  e f f o r t  j u s t  t o  observe  and unders tand  t h e  n a t u r a l  course  

of e v e n t s .  Much - f  t h i s  expe r i ence  i s  con ta ined  i n  a  mono- 

graph by R.F. Morr is  [ 3 ] - -he rea f te r  r e f e r r e d  t o  a s  " t h e  

monograph" o r  MG. A consequence o f  b e i n g  l i m i t e d  t o  observa-  

t i o n s  o f  a  r e l a t i v e l y  unper tu rbed system i s  t h a t  we a r e  r e -  

s t r i c t e d  t o  a  l i m i t e d  s u b s e t  of  phase space .  We can expec t  

t h a t  p e r t u r b a t i o n s  t o  t h e  r e a l  system a s  w e l l  a s  t o  o u r  model 

w i l l  move t h e  s t a t e  v a r i a b l e s  i n t o  combinat ions t h a t  have no t  

y e t  been exper ienced.  Such d i s t o r t i o n s  o f  t h e  system i n t o  

"uncomfor tab le"  c o n f i g u r a t i o n s  y i e l d  impo r tan t  and necessary  

i n fo rma t i on  about  t h e  n a t u r e  o f  t h e  i n t e r n a l  machinery.  It 

i s  not  a lways p r a c t i c a l ,  r easonab le  o r  p rudent  t o  c a r r y  o u t  a  

f u l l  s c a l e  p e r t u r b a t i o n  exper iment  on t h e  r e a l  wor ld .  The 

s p r a y i n g  s t u d i e s  f a l l  i n t o  t h i s  c l a s s  o f  exper iment  b u t  i t  

was imposs ib le  t o  c o n t r o l  a l l  t h e  v a r i a b l e s  t h a t  we would 

have l i k e d .  

S ince  t h e  pr imary v a r i a b l e s  (budworm and f i r )  were ob- 

s e r v e d  a s  t hey  rode t o g e t h e r  th rough t h e i r  n a t u r a l  p rogres-  

s i o n s ,  t h e  complete n a t u r e  o f  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  t h a t  l i n k  

t h e s e  v a r i a b l e s  cannot  always be e x t r a c t e d .  We want t o  use 

our  model t o  sugges t  o r  t e s t  p e s t  manageaent p o l i c i e s - - o r  a t  

l e a s t  o u r  i d e a s  about  such p o l i c i e s .  I f  t h e  p o l i c i e s  a f f e c t  

t h e  s t a t e  v a r i a b l e s  i n  "unna tu ra l "  ways (which,  a lmost  by 

d e f i n i t i o n ,  they  w i l l )  t h e n  we must e x p l i c i t l y  i n c l u d e  a l l  o f  

t h e  impo r tan t  l i n k s  between t h e  v a r i a b l e s .  

The r e l a t i o n s h i p s  used i n  t h e  o r i g i n a l  model were no t  

n e c e s s a r i l y  "wrong." T h e o r e t i c a l l y  t hey  shou ld  reproduce t h e  



n a t u r a l  sequence o f  t h e  e v e n t s  a s  w e l l  a s  t h e  model proposed 

h e r e .  We have exp ressed  t h e  i n t e r a c t i o n s  a s  e x p l i c i t  c a u s a l  

l i n k s  r a t h e r  t h a n  a s  i m p l i c i t  f i n a l  e f f e c t s .  Th i s  more ex- 

p l i c i t  model shou ld  be  a p p l i c a b l e  t o  a  w ide r  range  o f  e v e n t s ,  

p e r t u r b a t i o n s  and man ipu la t i ons  o f  t h e  sys tem t h a n  t h e  o r i g i -  

n a l  v e r s i o n  would a l l o w .  I m p l i c i t  r e l a t i o n s  a r e  a l l  r i g h t  a s  

l o n g  a s  we s t a y  w i t h i n  t h e  range  o f  e x p e r i e n c e  t h a t  l e a d  t o  

t h e  f o r m u l a t i o n  o f  t h e s e  r e l a t i o n s h i p s ,  b u t  we wish t o  go 

beyond t h i s  range  w i t h  t h e  model. 

A s imp le  example w i l l  hope fu l l y  i l l u s t r a t e  t h e  g o a l  and 

advan tages  o f  t h i s  e x p l i c i t  f o rmu la t i on .  Suppose t h e  fo l low-  

i n g  e q u a t i o n s  a r e  an e x a c t  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f  some r e a l  wor ld  

sys tem.  

F u r t h e r ,  suppose t h a t  an  e x t e n s i v e  f i e l d  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  i n d i c a -  

t e d  t h a t  t h i s  system cou ld  be r e p r e s e n t e d  by t h e  f o l l o w i n g  

"model" 

Now, under  "normal" c o n d i t i o n s  t h i s  model w i l l  e x a c t l y  simu- 

l a t e  t h e  r e a l  system. ( T h i s  i s  s o  because e q u a t i o n s  ( 1 )  and 



( 2 )  a r e  mathemat ica l l y  e q u i v a l e n t .  ) However, i f  we p e r t u r b  

T  on ou r  model, ( 2 ) ,  i t  w i l l  have no e f f e c t  on B because we 

have f a i l e d  t o  e x p l i c i t l y  i n c o r p o r a t e  t h e  c a u s a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p  

between T  and B. 

The advantages o f  e x p l i c i t n e s s  a r e ,  of c o u r s e ,  counter -  

ba lanced  by o u r  l a c k  of  s u p p o r t i n g  d a t a .  I n  many c a s e s ,  

however, we can draw on e c o l o g i c a l  expe r i ence  t o  sugges t  t h e  

f u n c t i o n a l  form of  t h e  components of  i n t e r a c t i o n .  Given t h e  

form of  a r e l a t i o n s h i p ,  t h e  a p p r o p r i a t e  parameters  can u s u a l l y  

be  e s t i m a t e d  w i th  accep tab le  accuracy .  

The nex t  s e c t i o n  summarizes t h e  g e n e r a l  form of  t h e  model. 

A s  mentioned above t h e  s u p e r s t r u c t u r a l  i s  very l i k e  t h e  o r i g i -  

n a l  d e s c r i b e d  by S tande r  [ 4 ] .  The c o n t r o l  model remains 

a s  t h e  o r i g i n a l  and i s  not  d e s c r i b e d  aga in  h e r e .  The budworm, 

f o r e s t  response and d i s p e r s a l  models r e c e i v e d  t h e  most r e f i n e -  

ment. The f o r e s t  response and budworm models a r e  computed i n  

p a r a l l e l  r a t h e r  t han  i n  sequence bu t  we d e s c r i b e  t h e  f o r e s t  

response model f i r s t  t o  i n t r o d u c e  some d e f i n i t i o n s  t h a t  a r e  

needed i n  o t h e r  models. 

The model has  no t  been programmed a t  t h i s  t ime s o  t h e  

obv ious s e c t i o n  on i t s  performance i s  miss ing- - to  be added. 

when a v a i l a b l e .  

O v e r a l l  Model S t r u c t u r e  

A b a s i c  f low diagram of t h e  model i s  shown i n  F igure  1. 

S p a t i a l  h e t e r o g e n e i t y  i s  accomodated w i t h  a system o f  6 x 9 

mi le  g r i d s .  These g r i d s  cor respond t o  map survey  a r e a s  and 



p rov ide  a common base f o r  comparison w i t h  t h e  r e a l  wor ld .  

I n  t h e  o r i g i n a l  model 265 g r i d s  ou t  o f  a t o t a l  456 i n  New 

Brunswick were used. We a r e ,  of  cou rse ,  no t  r e s t r i c t e d  t o  

t h i s  number. 

Wi th in  each gr id - -o r  " s i t e M - - c o n d i t i o n s  a r e  assumed 

homogeneous. T rees  o f  d i f f e r e n t  age and s p e c i e s  a r e  assumed 

un i fo rmi ly  d i s t r i b u t e d .  Even though i t  i s  known t h e  budworm 

i s  d i f f e r e n t i a l l y  a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  d i f f e r e n t  t ypes  o f  h o s t  

t r e e s  we w i l l  assume t h a t  they  a r e  d i s t r i b u t e d  acco rd ing  t o  

t h e i r  average.  

The sequence o f  o p e r a t i o n s  w i t h i n  t h e  budworm, f o l i a g e  

response and d i s p e r s a l  models is  p r e s e n t e d  s c h e m a t i c a l l y  i n  

F igu re  2 .  I'he s t a r t  o f  a  y e a r ' s  i t e r a t i o n  beg ins  w i t h  t h e  

budworm i n  t h e  egg s t a g e .  The t r e e s  a t  t h i s  p o i n t  a r e  i n  t h e  

s t a t e  o f  d e f o l i a t i o n  caused by t h e  p rev ious  g e n e r a t i o n .  The 

y e a r l y  t r e e  m o r t a l i t y ,  a l though n o t  y e t  f u l l y  r e a l i z e d  i n  

n a t u r e ,  i s  a n t i c i p a t e d  and t h o s e  t r e e s  removed from each s i t e .  

The i n d i v i d u a l  e lements  and o p e r a t i o n s  o f  F i g u r e  2  a r e  d e s c r i b e d  

i n  t h e  f o l l ow ing  s e c t i o n s .  

F o l i a g e  Response Model 

We c o n s i d e r  two components o f  f o l i a g e :  f i r s t ,  f o l i a g e  

a r e a  as a p i e c e  o f  r e a l  e s t a t e  upon which t h e  budworm l i v e ,  

measured i n  u n i t s  o f  1 0  squa re  f e e t ;  second,  f o l i a g e  a s  a 

q u a n t i t y  o f  need les  (and s t a m i n a t e  f l o w e r s )  t h a t  is  a sou rce  

o f  food  and o v i p o s i t i o n  s i t e s .  Th i s  component cou ld  be  ex- 

p r e s s e d  i n  u n i t s  o f  mass, b u t  f o r  o u r  purposes  we d e f i n e  a 



a r e l a t i v e  measure--the f o l i a g e  u n i t  ( f . ~ . ) .  A f o l i a g e  u n i t  

i s  t h a t  amount o f  new-growth need les  on t e n  square  f e e t  o f  

branch i n  t h e  absence o f  budworm exposure .  

Fo l i age  a r e a  (FA) i s  assumed a  f u n c t i o n  o f  a  s t a n d ' s  

mean age of  t r e e s  on a  s i t e  and t h e i r  d e f o l i a t i o n  h i s t o r y .  

The normal (w i thou t  d e f o l i a t i o n )  r e l a t i o n  between mean age 

(A) and f o l i a g e  a r e a  was o r i g i n a l l y  g i ven  a s  ( S t a n d e r ,  

F igu re  9 )  

FA = FMAX * A 
KF + A 

Th is  a r e a  i s  reduced below i t s  p o t e n t i a l  due t o  accumulated 

d e f o l i a t i o n .  We assume t h i s  t o  be a  l i n e a r  f u n c t i o n  o f  a  

d e f o l i a t i o n  i ndex ,  I D ,  ( de f i ned  below).  Thus, 

FMAX A I D  
FA = KF + A ( 1 - -  IDMAX) 

Hencefor th ,  we s h a l l  c a l l  t h e  second component-- fol iage 

a s  a  q u a n t i t y  o f  needles--s imply  " f o l i age . "  Th i s  i s  f u r t h e r  

d i s t i n g u i s h e d  a s  "new" and "o ld"  f o l i a g c .  A s  s t a t e d  above, 

one f o l i a g e  u n i t  i s  equ i va len t  t o  t h e  amount o f  new f o l i a g e  

on t e n  s q u a r e  f e e t  o f  unmolested f i r  b ranch .  Under t h e s e  

c o n d i t i o n s  new f o l i a g e  averages  25% o f  t h e  t o t a l ;  t h u s  t o t a l  

f o l i a g e  e q u a l s  4 f .u .  New f o l i a g e  j o i n s  t h e  o l d  f o l i a g e  a t  

t h e  end of each season.  And at e q u i l i b r i u m  t h e  o l d  f o l i a g e  

l o o s e s  1 f . u .  each  y e a r .  When a l l  new f o l i a g e  i s  removed t h e  

t r e e  responds  by l o s i n g  l e s s  t h a n  one f o l i a g e  u n i t .  Let F1 

and F2 be  t h e  q u a n t i t y  of new and o l d  f o l i a g e  r e s p e c t i v e l y ,  

on each  1 0  squa re  f e e t .  Then t h e  



Old f o l i a g e  l o s t  = I ( 1  + 2*F1) . 
3 -  

The r a t i o n a l e  f o r  t h i s  r e l a t i o n s h i p  i s  t h a t  n i n e  y e a r s  o f  

t o t a l  new f o l i a g e  removal a r e  . r equ i red  t o  e l i m i n a t e  a l l  o l d  

f o l i a g e .  

Add i t i ona l l y  t h e  amount o f  new f o l i a g e  produced each 

s p r i n g  depends upon t h e  e x t e n t  o f  p a s t  d e f o l i a t i o n .  The new 

f o l i a g e  i n p u t  f u n c t i o n ,  Fo, i s  a f u n c t i o n  o f  t o t a l  f o l i a g e ,  

F  + F2 and i s  shown i n  F igu re  3. Th i s  f u n c t i o n  i m p l i e s  a  1 

25% compensatory response t o  one u n i t  o f  d e f o l i a t i o n  

(F1 + F2 = 3 ) .  A f t e r  f o u r  y e a r s  o f  complete removal o f  new 

f o l i a g e  F2 i s  reduced t o  5 / 3 ;  no new s h o o t s  a r e  produced and 

t h e  t r e e  p u t s  a l l  of  i t s  e f f o r t s  i n t o  maintenance.  

Fo l i age  i s  r e p r e s e n t e d  schemat i ca l l y  i n  F igu re  4 .  The 

s t a n d i n g  s t o c k s  a r e  F1 and F2. Large l a r v a e  d e f o l i a t i o n  i s  

removed from t h e s e  s t o c k s  as DEFl and DEF2. The new f o l i a g e  

t h a t  remains ( F i  = F1 - DEF ) j o i n s  t h e  o l d  and a q u a n t i t y  1 

o f  o l d  f o l i a g e ,  e q u a t i o n  ( 5 ) ,  i s  l o s t .  The n e t  amount o f  o l d  

f o l i a g e  remain ing i s  

T o t a l  d e f o l i a t i o n  (DEF) depends on l a r g e  l a r v a l  d e n s i t y  

and t h e  t o t a l  f o l i a g e  a v a i l a b l e .  Th i s  f u n c t i o n  i s  d e s c r i b e d  

below when we d i s c u s s  l a r g e  l a r v a l  s u r v i v a l .  S ince  t h e  bud- 

worm p r e f e r s  new f o l i a g e  we a p p o r t i o n  i t  a s  fo l l ows :  

DEF1 = DEF 
i f  DEF 5 F1 s 

DEF2 = 0 



DEF1 = F1 
i f  DEF > F1 

DEF2 = DEF - F1 

If we remove a l l  t h e  new f o l i a g e  b u t  none of t h e  o l d  F2 

w i l l  have t h e  f o l l ow ing  sequence : 

Year:  1 2  3 4 5 6 7 8 9  

Th i s  s u g g e s t s  an accumulated d e f o l i a t i o n  index  d e f i n e d  a s  

I n  t h e  above s c e n a r i o  I D  would t a k e  t h e  sequence (1, 2 ,  3 , .  . . . 9 ) .  

A f t e r  an  ex tended p e r i o d  o f  s e v e r e  d e f o l i a t i o n  t h e  o l d e r ,  more 

s u s c e p t i b l e  t r e e s  beg in  t o  expe r i ence  i n c r e a s e d  m o r t a l i t y .  

The d e f o l i a t i o n  m o r t a l i t y  i s  t aken  from M i l l e r  [2] and i s  

shown i n  F igu re  5. 

Th is  conc ludes  t h e  major r e s t r u c t u r i n g  of t h e  f o l i a g e  

response  model. P o i n t s  not  covered h e r e  remain a s  they  were 

d e s c r i b e d  i n  S tande r  [4]. 

Budworm Model 

A m u l t i t u d e  o f  f a c t o r s  a f f e c t  t h e  s u r v i v a l  o f  t h e  budworm. 

I f  we a r e  t o  ma in ta in  a  manageable l e v e l  o f  complex i ty ,  we 

must r e s t r i c t  o u r s e l v e s  t o  t h o s e  f a c t o r s  t h a t  i l l u m i n a t e  p a r t i -  

c u l a r  q u e s t i o n s .  To h i g h l i g h t  t h e  dynamic i n t e r a c t i o n s  between 

t h e  budworm and i t s  h o s t ,  ba lsam f i r ,  p r o c e s s e s  t h a t  d i r e c t l y  

l i n k  t h e s e  two s t a t e  v a r i a b l e s  have been emphasized a s  e x p l i c i t l y  



a s  p o s s i b l e .  Suppor t ing  f i e l d  d a t a  a r e  n o t  always a v a i l a b l e ,  

l e a v i n g  t h e  weak c r i t e r i a  of  no c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  w i t h  e s t a b l i s h e d  

r e l a t i o n s h i p s .  I n  some c a s e s  t h e  f u n c t i o n a l  form of a  

p rocess  i s  w e l l  e s t a b l i s h e d  by independent  e c o l o g i c a l  e x p e r i -  

ence and only  t h e  parameters  need b e  e s t i m a t e d ;  i n  o t h e r  c a s e s  

we can only  hypo thes i ze  t h e  g e n e r a l  form o f  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p .  

Weather, a s  i t  a f f e c t s  l a r g e  l a r v a l  s u r v i v a l ,  i s  t h e  on ly  

e x t e r n a l  f a c t o r  t h a t  i s  e x p l i c i t l y  i nc luded  i n  t h e  budworm 

s u r v i v a l  f u n c t i o n s .  A l l  o t h e r  f u n c t i o n s  ( e  .g.  p a r a s i t i s m  

and p r e d a t i o n )  a r e  on ly  i m p l i c i t l y  i nc luded .  

I n  o r d e r  t o  model t h e  g e n e r a t i o n  s u r v i v a l  o f  t h e  budworm, 

i t  i s  most convenient  t o  examine each  l i f e  s t a g e  s e p a r a t e l y .  

We can l a t e r  agg rega te  some o f  t h e s e  s t a g e s  f o r  computa t iona l  

convenience.  By examining t h e  s t a g e s  i n d i v i d u a l l y  we can  

compare o u r  r e s u l t s  w i t h  f i e l d  d a t a  and we can  more a c c u r a t e l y  

i d e n t i f y  t h e  assumpt ions t h a t  we must make. 

I n  many r e s p e c t s  t h e  n a t u r a l  p o i n t  t o  beg in  a  budworm 

g e n e r a t i o n  i s  w i th  t h e  t h i r d  i n s t a r  l a r v a e .  The emergence o f  

t h i s  s t a g e  c l o s e l y  c o i n c i d e s  w i t h  t h e  emergence of new f o l i a g e .  

Timing makes t h i s  a  l o g i c a l  p o i n t  w i th  which t o  beg in  a  model 

i t e r a t i o n .  However, much o f  t h e  f i e l d  work h a s  been o r i e n t e d  

toward t h e  egg s t a g e  a s  t h e  i n i t i a l  r e f e r e n c e  o f  each genera-  

t i o n .  We w i l l  con t i nue  w i t h  t h a t  l e a d  and d e s c r i b e  t h e  bud- 

worm p r o c e s s e s  beg inn ing  w i t h  t h e  eggs .  

Egg t o  Smal l  Larvae 

The egg s t a g e  beg ins  a f t e r  t h e  eggs have been d e p o s i t e d .  



Any f a c t o r  a f f e c t i n g  egg  d i s p o s i t i o n  i s  a t t r i b u t e d  t o  t h e  

p rev ious  g e n e r a t i o n .  Eggs a r e  l a i d  i n  l a t e  J u l y  o r  e a r l y  

August and t h e  f i r s t  i n s t a r  l a r v a e  emerge 8 t o  12 days l a t e r .  

A t  t h i s  t ime  d e f o l i a t i o n  by t h e  p rev ious  g e n e r a t i o n  has  occured  

b u t  no new f o l i a g e  has  been gene ra ted .  

Although t r e e  q u a l i t y ,  e .  g. age ,  a s p e c t ,  d e f o l i a t i o n  

h i s t o r y ,  e t c . ,  cou ld  a f f e c t  egg success ,  t h e r e  i s  n o t  s u f f i -  

c i e n t  ev idence  t o  sugges t  what form t h i s  would t a k e .  L ikewise,  

egg  s u r v i v a l  very  l i k e l y  depends on egg d e n s i t y  th rough such 

p r o c e s s e s  a s  p r e d a t i o n ,  p a r a s i t i s m ,  and d i s e a s e .  Here a g a i n  

t h e r e  i s  n o t  s u f f i c i e n t  ev idence t o  sugges t  t h e  form o f  t h i s  

d e n s i t y  r e l a t i o n .  Its e f f e c t  would be most pronounced a t  low 

egg d e n s i t y  where d a t a  a r e  most l a c k i n g .  

The egg s u r v i v a l ,  SE, used i n  t h i s  model i s  t a k e n  a s  a 

c o n s t a n t  f r a c t i o n  independent  o f  f o r e s t  c o n d i t i o n  and egg 

d e n s i t y .  The average s u r v i v a l  i n  unsprayed s tudy  p l o t s ,  was 

(MG,  S e c t i o n  8 ) .  We s h a l l  adopt  t h i s  va lue .  

Smal l  Larvae t o  Large Larvae 

T h i s  p e r i o d  i s  from emergence a s  f i r s t  i n s t a r s  i n  mid- 

August through t h e  moult t o  t h i r d  i n s t a r s  t h e  f o l l ow ing  May. 

Sampl ing d i f f i c u l t i e s  p revent  p r e c i s e  d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n  o f  t h e  

f i r s t  two i n s t a r  s t a g e s .  

Dominant e v e n t s  f o r  small l a r v a e  a r e  t h e  autumn and s p r i n g  

d i s p e r s a l s .  These d i s p e r s a l s  though p a s s i v e ,  occu r  ove r  l a r g e  



d i s t a n c e s  ( M G ,  pg. 1 8 7 )  and a r e  a f f e c t e d  by f o r e s t  c o n d i t i o n s  

th roughout  a  s i t e .  During each d i s p e r s a l  l a r v a l  s u r v i v a l  de- 

pends upon t h e  p r o b a b i l i t y  o f  s u c c e s s f u l  d i s p e r s a l  t o  a  sus-  

c e p t i b l e  hos t - - i . e .  f i r  o l d e r  than  n i n e  y e a r s .  The f r a c t i o n  

of  a  s i t e  c o n t a i n i n g  s ~ s c e p t i b l e  h o s t s  i s  

SUSCEP = PFIR * ( 1  - T ( 1 )  - T ( 2 )  - T ( 3 ) )  , ( 9 )  

where PFIR i s  t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  o f  f i r  and T ( i )  i s  t h e  f r a c t i o n  

o f  f i r  i n  age group i. 

A c r i t i c a l ,  b u t  unknown, f a c t o r  i s  t h e  f r a c t i o n  o f  l a r v a e  

a c t u a l l y  d i s p e r s e d  from t h e i r  n a t i v e  t r e e .  It i s  known t h a t  

wea the r  a f f e c t s  t h e  p r o b a b i l i t y  o f  d i s p e r s a l  and i t  i s  l i k e l y  

t h a t  l a r v a l  d e n s i t y  does a l s o .  Lack ing a  b e t t e r  e s t i m a t e  we 

s h a l l  assume t h a t  50% o f  t h e  sma l l  l a r v a e  a r e  s u b j e c t  t o  

d i s p e r s a l .  That i s ,  s u r v i v a l  o f  f i r s t  i n s t a r s  i s  p r o p o r t i o n a l  

t o  

S1 
~ 0 . 5  + 0 . 5  SUSCEP = 0 . 5 * ( 1  + SUSCEP) . 

I f  t h e  same assumpt ions app ly  t o  t h e  second i n s t a r  t h e n  

S2 = 0 . 5  S1 + 0 .5  S1 SUSCEP 

2  = 0.5 S1* ( l  + SUSCEP) = 0 . 2 5 = ( 1  + SUSCEP) . 

The second i n s t a r  l a r v a e  mine t h e  one- and two-year-old 

n e e d l e s ,  and t h e i r  s u r v i v a l  depends on t h e i r  success  i n  l o c a t -  

i n g  t h e s e  need les .  The h o s t  t r e e s  a t  t h i s  t ime a r e  i n  t h e  

d e f o l i a t i o n  c o n d i t i o n  l e f t  by t h e  p rev ious  g e n e r a t i o n  o f  l a r g e  



l a r v a e ,  t h e r e f o r e  s u r v i v a l  shou ld  dec rease  a s  F2 dec reases .  

The sma l l  l a r v a l  s e a r c h  success  (SLSS) (F igu re  6 )  a t t e m p t s  t o  

p o r t r a y  t h i s  f a c t o r .  

When t h e r e  i s  a  f u l l  complement o f  o l d  f o l i a g e ,  F2 = 3 ,  

SLSS = 1. Even when h a l f  o f  t h e  o l d  f o l i a g e  i s  removed t h e  

l a r v a e  can  s e a r c h  ove r  t h e  s h o r t  d i s t a n c e s  necessary  t o  f i n d  

n e e d l e s .  However, when d e f o l i a t i o n  goes beyond t h i s  po in t  

SLSS drops  o f f .  It does not  r each  ze ro  because of  a l t e r n a t e  

mining s i t e s  ( e . g .  b lack-spruce  need les  o r  balsam s tam ina te  

f l owers  ). 

The SLSS f u n c t i o n  b e a r s  q u a l i t a t i v e  agreement w i th  f i e l d  

expe r i ence  (MG, S e c t i o n s  9  and 21 ) .  P r e c i s e  comparison i s  

not p o s s i b l e  w i thou t  e s t a b l i s h i n g  t h e  va lue  o f  SUSCEP f o r  t h e  

t e s t  p l o t s .  

Thus f a r  we have only  cons ide red  sma l l  l a r v a l  l o s s e s  

due t o  d i s p e r s a l .  Escape from o t h e r  sou rces  o f  m o r t a l i t y  

must b e  cons ide red .  The unsprayed check p l o t s  (MG, S e c t i o n  

21)  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h e  maximum s u r v i v a l  exper ienced was about  

0.75. I n  t h e  unsprayed a r e a  t h e  maximum observed s u r v i v a l  was 

about  0.67 (MG, F igure  9.4  ).  The only a v a i l a b l e  ev idence f o r  

d e n s i t y  dependence i s  d i s p l a y e d  i n  F igu re  9.2 o f  t h e  monograph. 

The curve  f i t t e d  t o  t h e s e  p o i n t s  i s  j u s t i f i e d  by c e r t a i n  

assumpt ions about  d i s p e r s a l ,  bu t  s i n c e  we have a l r e a d y  e x t r a c t -  

ed  t h e  d i s p e r s a l  p rocess  we would be amiss t o  use t h i s  func- 

t i o n  f o r  ou r  p r e s e n t  requ i rements .  A very rough e y e b a l l  pro- 

j e c t i o n  would p l a c e  Ss = 0.2  when Ns is  about  1000. The 

a p p r o p r i a t e n e s s  o f  t h i s  can be checked w i t h  o t h e r  d a t a  and i t s  



s e n s i t i v i t y  i n  t h e  model. 

Shor t  o f  more complete knowledge we t a k e  t h e  non-d isper-  

s a l  l o s s e s  t o  be 

F i n a l l y ,  sma l l  l a r v a l  s u r v i v a l  i s  

Large Larvae t o  Pupae 

Large l a r v a e  i n c l u d e  t h e  t h i r d  th rough t h e  s i x t h  i n s t a r  

s t a g e s .  The normal p e r i o d  i s  from e a r l y  June t o  e a r l y  J u l y .  

Large l a r v a l  s u r v i v a l  i s  t h e  most impor tan t  i n  e x p l a i n i n g  

v a r i a t i o n s  i n  o v e r a l l  g e n e r a t i o n a l  s u r v i v a l .  It i s  a l s o  

d u r i n g  t h i s  s t a g e  t h a t  weather  has  i t s  most pronounced e f f e c t - -  

warm dry weather  promoting s u r v i v a l  and c o o l  wet weather  r e -  

duc ing  i t .  

Weather e f f e c t s  a r e  impor tan t  t o  a l l  t h e  l a r g e  i n s t a r s  

s t a g e s .  The pr imary f e e d i n g  occu rs ,  however, on ly  i n  t h e  

f i f t h  and mainly t h e  s i x t h  s t a g e s .  S ince  i t  i s  very  d i f f i c u l t  

t o  s e p a r a t e  t h e  e f f e c t s  o f  each  s t a g e ,  l a r g e  l a r v a e  a r e  t r e a t -  

e d  a s  one group and f a c t o r s  a f f e c t i n g  s u r v i v a l  a r e  assumed t o  

a c t  c o n c u r r e n t l y .  

A model f o r  n e t  l a r g e  l a r v a l  s u r v i v a l  i s  shown i n  F igu re  

7 ( M i l l e r ,  Pe rsona l  Communication). The weather  c l a s s e s  

cor respond t o  t h e  number o f  warm-dry days d u r i n g  t h i s  phase 

o f  budworm development.  The p r e c i s e  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  t h i s  i ndex  

i s  d e s c r i b e d  e l sewhere .  



The common wisdom b e h i n d  t h e  shape  of  t h e s e  c u r v e s  i s  as 

f o l l o w s .  A t  low d e n s i t i e s  t h e  s u r v i v a l  i s  c o n t r o l l e d  by t h e  

a c t i o n  o f  p r e d a t o r s ,  p a r a s i t e s ,  e t c .  A t  v e r y  low d e n s i t i e s  

(be low a b o u t  0 . 0 5  l a r v a e  p e r  1 0  s q .  f t .  o f  f o l i a g e - - t o o  low 

t o  be s e e n  on t h e  above g r a p h )  t h e  l a r v a e  e s c a p e  

e f f i c i e n t  p r e d a t i o n  and t h e  p o p u l a t i o n  a v o i d s  e x t i n c t i o n .  

A s  t h e  p o p u l a t i o n  i n c r e a s e s  above 0 . 0 5 / t s f  s u r v i v a l  i s  a g a i n  

enhanced  b e c a u s e  o f  t h e  l i m i t e d  r e s p o n s e  o f  t h e  p r e d a t o r s .  

The e x p l a n a t i o n  f o r  t h e  d r o p  i n  s u r v i v a l  a t  h i g h  d e n s i t i e s  i s  

s t a r v a t i o n  due t o  l i m i t e d  f o l i a g e .  The f i n a l  l e v e l i n g  o f  t h e  

s u r v i v a l  c u r v e s  r e p r e s e n t s  t h e  e f f e c t  o f  a l t e r n a t e  food  s o u r c e s  

The e f f e c t  o f  a v a i l a b l e  f o l i a g e  on s t a r v a t i o n  and s u r v i -  

v a l  i s  o n l y  i m p l i c i t l y  i n c l u d e d  i n  F i g u r e  7 .  I n  o r d e r  t o  make 

t h i s  e x p l i c i t  w e  must know how much f o l i a g e  t h e  l a r v a e  con- 

sume and  how t h i s  consumpt ion a f f e c t s  l a r v a e  s u r v i v a l .  

The amount o f  f o l i a g e  consumed as a f u n c t i o n  l a r v a l  

d e n s i t y  we c a l l  a  f e e d i n g  c u r v e .  A d i r e c t  e v a l u a t i o n  o f  t h i s  

c u r v e  h a s  n o t  b e e n  found s o  we must r e l y  on  i n d i r e c t  e v a l u a -  

t i o n s .  Recen t  s u r v e y  d a t a  f rom a wide r a n g e  o f  l o c a t i o n s  were 

c o n v e r t e d  and p l o t t e d  i n  F i g u r e  8.  Here D i s  t h e  t o t a l  de-  

f o l i a t i o n  ( c a l l e d  DEF i n  t h e  p r e v i o u s  s e c t i o n )  e x p r e s s e d  as a 

p e r  c e n t  o f  c u r r e n t  fo l i age - -100% c o r r e s p o n d e s  t o  remova l  o f  

one f o l i a g e  u n i t .  These p o i n t s  are s o  s c a t t e r e d  t h a t  t h e  o n l y  

s a f e  c o n c l u s i o n  w e  c a n  draw i s  t h a t  t o t a l  d e f o l i a t i o n  i n c r e a s e s  

w i t h  l a r v a l  numbers. The c o r r e s p o n d i n g  f o l i a g e  consumed p e r  

l a r v a e  ( d  = D / N  ) i s  p l o t t e d  i n  F i g u r e  9 .  D e s p i t e  t h e  s c a t t e r  L 



o f  t h e s e  p o i n t s  t h e r e  i s  a  downward t r e n d .  Although t h e s e  

p l o t s  do no t  p rov ide  much guidance they  do no t  p rec lude  t h e  

adop t i on  o f  a  s t a n d a r d  f e e d i n g  r e l a t i o n s h i p .  We t h e r e f o r e  

assume t h a t  t h e  l a r g e  l a r v a l  d e f o l i a t i o n  f o l l ows  a  Michae l i s -  

Menten r e l a t i o n  o f  t h e  form 

where V and K a r e  parameters t o  be determined.  M i l l e r  [2] 

g i v e s  t h e  f o l l ow ing  va lues  a s  t y p i c a l .  

Budworms p e r  t r e e  D e f o l i a t i o n  o f  
Cur ren t  Shoots ( % )  

1,400 2 0 

5,600 6  5  

16,800 100 + o l d  f o l i a g e  

The f i r s t  two p o p u l a t i o n  l e v e l s  t o g e t h e r  w i t h  t h e  c o n d i t i o n  

t h a t  t h e  curve  f o r  d  passes  through t h e  c e n t r o i d  o f  t h e  p o i n t s  

i n  F igu re  9 g i v e s  

These parameter  v a l u e s  imply t h a t  l a r v a e  respond t o  t h e  

f o l i a g e  as i f  t h e r e  were on l y  2.6 f .u .  p r e s e n t  r a t h e r  t h a n  



t h e  4.0 f . u .  o f  u n s t r e s s e d  t r e e s .  I f  t h i s  i s  caused by a  

lower  p ropens i t y  t o  consume o l d  f o l i a g e  we can exp ress  V a s  

where a i s  a  we igh t i ng  f a c t o r  f o r  o l d  f o l i a g e .  

Uns t ressed  c o n d i t i o n s  g ive  

When V changes due t o  changes i n  F1 and F2 t h e n  we must 

change K t o  p r e s e r v e  do = d(NL = 0) , a  p h y s i o l o g i c a l  " cons tan t  ." 

Thus 

The e q u a t i o n s  we use a r e  

D and d  a r e  p l o t t e d  a s  dashed l i n e s  th rough t h e  e m p i r i c a l  



p o i n t s  o f  F i g u r e s  8 and 9 ,  wi th  F1 = 1 and F2 = 3 .  

Now t h a t  a  d e f o l i a t i o n  r e l a t i o n  has  been e s t a b l i s h e d  we 

r e t u r n  t o  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  t h e  s u r v i v a l  o f  l a r g e  l a r v a e .  For  

each weather  s i t u a t i o n  l e t  

The second f u n c t i o n ,  g ( d ) ,  accounts  f o r  s t a r v a t i o n .  I n  r e a l -  

i t y  t h e r e  would be a  d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  f o l i a g e  consumption--some 

l a r v a e  would g e t  a  l a r g e r  amount t han  o t h e r s  and t h e s e  would 

have a  h i g h e r  s u r v i v a l  p o t e n t i a l .  I n  p r a c t i c e ,  however, we 

s h a l l  assume t h a t  t h e  average consumption, d ,  de termines  t h e  

average s u r v i v a l .  

There i s  some l e v e l  o f  f eed ing ,  dmin, t h a t  would cause 

complete s t a r v a t i o n .  F u r t h e r ,  we normal ize g i d o )  = 1. That  

i s ,  g ( d )  measures t h e  reduc t i on  i n  s u r v i v a l  as NL i n c r e a s e s .  

There i s  no compel l ing reason t o  use  any th ing  o t h e r  t han  a 

l i n e a r  r e l a t i o n s h i p ,  i .e .  

If t h e  descend ing  branch o f  F igure  7 (w l  c a s e )  i s  extended it 

c r o s s e s  SL = 0  a t  NL = 400. Thus we d e f i n e  

The i n c r e a s i n g  f u n c t i o n ,  f  ( N L ) ,  is  a l s o  assumed l i n e a r :  



The parameters  a  and b  ( t h e r e  a r e  3  s e t s  f o r  t h e  t h r e e  

weather  c l a s s e s )  a r e  s e l e c t e d  s o  t h a t  SL p a s s e s  th rough t h e  

i n f l e c t i o n  p o i n t s  o f  F igu re  7 ( i . e .  where NL = 0 ,  150 and 

300) .  A p l o t  o f  f (NL)  i s  a t  F igu re  10a. Note t h a t  a l l  

weather  v a r i a t i o n  occurs  i n  t h i s  f u n c t i o n  and does no t  i n t e r -  

a c t  w i t h  t h e  f eed ing  l e v e l  d .  A p l o t  o f  SL = f ( N )  g ( d ) ,  when 

V = 260, i s  shown i n  F i g u r e  lob ;  i t  should be compared w i t h  

F i g u r e  7. 

Pupae t o  Adul ts  

The e x t e n s i v e  s tudy  o f  unsprayed p l o t s  r e v e a l e d  an  aver-  

age s u r v i v a l  o f  pupae o f  

Th i s  s u r v i v a l  was no t  found t o  be s t r o n g l y  a f f e c t e d  by e i t h e r  

pupal  d e n s i t y  o r  f o r e s t  cond i t i on  (MG, s e c t i o n  1 1 ) .  There 

was an e f f e c t  due t o  weather  (expressed a s  mean tempera tu re )  

b u t  t h i s  i s  no t  i nc luded  i n  t h e  p resen t  model. 

Unsprayed check p l o t s  i n  Area 2 (MG, s e c t i o n  23)  showed 

a  s t r o n g  dependence on l a r v a l  s u r v i v a l  (S  = 0.3495 + 0 . 8 2 8 1 ~ s ~ ) .  
P  

However no mechanism f o r  t h i s  connec t ion  was sugges ted .  We 

s h a l l  use S  = 0.66 i n  t h i s  model w i t h  t h e  unde rs tand ing  t h a t  
P  

we shou ld  t e s t  o u r  r e s u l t s  f o r  s e n s i t i v i t y  t o  a  dependence on 

S ~ '  

Fecund i ty  

Fecundi ty  i s  s t r o n g l y  determined by t h e  p h y s i o l o g i c a l  

s t a t e  o f  t h e  a d u l t  female.  The c h i e f  f a c t o r  a f f e c t i n g  t h i s  

w i t h i n  o u r  model i s  t h e  amount o f  food consumed d u r i n g  t h e  



l a r v a l  s t a g e s .  Turnbu l l  found t h a t  fecund i ty  is  a  l i n e a r  

f u n c t i o n  o f  food consumption f o r  s p i d e r s .  The e q u i v a l e n t  

measurements f o r  t h e  budworm were not  made b u t  i t  has  been 

shown ( M i l l e r  [I.]) t h a t  f ecund i t y  v a r i e s  l i n e a r l y  w i th  

pupa l  s i z e .  The r e l a t i o n s h i p  f o r  normal popu la t i ons  is (MG, 

Eq 13.4)  

where x  i s  pupa l  l eng th  (mm.). The average maximum fecund i t y  

under f i e l d  c o n d i t i o n s  i s  200 eggs p e r  female. According t o  

t h e  above equa t i on  t h i s  cor responds t o  xo = 3.2mm. 

The m iss ing  i n g r e d i e n t  i s  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between food 

consumption, d ,  and pupa l  s i z e ,  x .  We assume t h a t  mass 

3  ( a s  x  ) and d  a r e  r e l a t e d  a s  

If x  = xo when d  = do, r = d/do  and x = 0 when r = rl, t h e n  

To e s t a b l i s h  t h e  e x t r a p o l a t e d  p o i n t  where x  = 0 we s o l v e  

t h e  NL v s .  x equa t i on  (MG,  eq 1 3 . 5 )  f o r  zero  s i z e .  T h i s  

e q u a t i o n  i s  

o r  NL = 1706, which i s  e q u i v a l e n t  t o  d  = dl = 0.131 and 

rl = 0.139. 



Note t h a t  we can w r i t e  e q u a t i o n  ( 2 9 )  i n  terms o f  d  

r a t h e r  t han  NL as 

Th is  e q u a t i o n  and equa t i on  28 a r e  p l o t t e d  i n  F igu re  11. The 

c l o s e  agreement s u p p o r t s  t h e  use of  equa t i on  28. 

The r e l a t i o n s h i p  we use i n  t h i s  model f o r  f ecund i t y  i s  

When 

We have d i v i ded  by 2  s o  t h a t  f ecund i t y  becomes eggs a s  p e r  

a d u l t  . 
The f i e l d  su rveys  i n  h e a v i l y  d e f o l i a t e d  a r e a s  showed 

dec reased  pupa l  s i z e  and fecund i t y  w i th  e x t e n t  o f  d e f o l i a t i o n .  

Th i s  a s p e c t  shou ld  man i fes t  i t s e l f  through t h e  f o l i a g e  response 

and reduced food consumption. 

Egg Laying and D i s p e r s a l  

The e v a l u a t i o n  o f  i n t e r a c t i o n s  between egg l a y i n g  and 

d i s p e r s a l  a r e  e l u s i v e  i n  f i e l d  popu la t i ons .  A f ema le ' s  phys i -  

o l o g i c a l  s t a t e  and p r e v a i l i n g  wea the r  a f f e c t  h e r  m o b i l i t y  and 

thus  h e r  p ropens i t y  f o r  b e i n g  d i s p e r s e d .  These same f a c t o r s  



a l s o  a f f e c t  male mob i l i t y  and consequent ly  mat ing success .  

F u r t h e r ,  a  f ema le ' s  mob i l i t y  i n c r e a s e s  a f t e r  she  beg ins  t o  

l a y  eggs .  She w i l l  u s u a l l y  no t  l eave  t h e  neighborhood o f  h e r  

n a t i v e  t r e e  u n t i l  she has  depos i t ed  a t  l e a s t  one egg mass o f  

15-20 eggs .  Females caught  i n  t r a p s ,  and t h e r e f o r e  mobi le ,  

had a l r e a d y  l a i d  an  average of 25% ( o r  about  50 )  o f  t h e i r  

eggs 

F i e l d  s t u d i e s  found the  n e t  e f f e c t i v e  s u r v i v a l  o f  a d u l t s  

t o  be 51% du r ing  t h e  i n i t i a l  s t a g e s  of  an ou tbreak .  It was 

no t  p o s s i b l e  t o  s e p a r a t e  d i s p e r s a l  l o s s e s  ( f a i l u r e  t o  l o c a t e  

o v i p o s i t i o n  s i t e s ,  e t c . )  from o t h e r  l o s s e s  ( p r e d a t i o n ,  weather  

r e l a t e d  m o r t a l i t y ,  e t c .  ) .  However, t o  model t h i s  system, we 

must a t tempt  t h i s  .>epa ra t i on .  F i r s t ,  we would l i k e  t o  know 

t h e  s u r v i v a l  r a t e  f o r  a d u l t s  from t h e  t ime of pupal  emergence 

t o  complet ion o f  egg l a y i n g .  Second, we would l i k e  t o  know 

how s t a n d  c o n d i t i o n  o v e r  space a f f e c t s  egg l a y i n g  success .  We 

l a c k  t h i s  in fo rmat ion  and t h e r e f o r e  must r e s o r t  t o  some reason-  

a b l e  hypotheses .  

We s h a l l  assume d i s p e r s a l  occurs  on t h r e e  s p a t i a l  s c a l e s .  

The r e a d e r  shou ld  r e f e r  t o  t h e  d iagram i n  F igu re  1 4  whi le  

working th rough t h e  fo l l ow ing  s e c t i o n s  on d i s p e r s a l .  F i r s t ,  

we assume t h e  f i r s t  eggs l a i d  a r e  on o r  n e a r  t h e  t r e e  from 

which t h e  female emerged. The consequence o f  t h i s  assump- 

t i o n  i s  t h a t  t h e  female has  a  very h igh p r o b a b i l i t y  o f  

l o c a t i n g  a s u s c e p t i b l e  hos t .  However, heavy d e f o l i a t i o n  r e -  

duces  h e r  chances of l o c a t i n g  an o v i p o s i t i o n  s i t e .  We p o r t r a y  

t h i s  by an  o v i p o s i t i o n  s e a r c h  success  (OSS) f u n c t i o n  ( F i g u r e  

1 2 ) .  We assume t h a t  2 0 %  o f  t h e  p o t e n t i a l  eggs on any s i t e  a r e  



i n  t h i s  i n i t i a l  ca tego ry .  Eggs from t h i s  i n i t i a l  group which 

a r e  n o t  l a i d  because o f  heavy d e f o l i a t i o n  a r e  l o s t  r a t h e r  

t h a n  d i s p e r s e d  f u r t h e r .  The c o n t r i b u t i o n  t o  t h e  egg s t o c k  

from sho r t - range  d i s p e r s a l  is  

0.2 * OSS . ( 3 3  

Fol lowing t h e  d e p o s i t i o n  o f  t h e s e  f i r s t  eggs ,  t h e  female 

i n c r e a s e s  h e r  a c t i v i t y .  The degree  o f  a c t i v i t y  i s  r e l a t e d  t o  

t h e  weight  o f  h e r  remain ing eggs .  I f  she  was a  w e l l  f e d  l a r v a  

and has  many eggs she  w i l l  be l e s s  prone t o  f l y  u n t i l  she has  

d e p o s i t e d  some o f  t h e  weight .  One e f f o r t  o f  t h i s  mechanism 

i s  t o  encourage d i s p e r s a l  away from poor  f e e d i n g  a r e a s  and t o  

promote r e s i d e n c e  on good ones .  Eggs l a i d  t o  reduce weight  

a r e  s u b j e c t  t o  mid-range d ispersal - -away from t h e  n a t i v e  t r e e  

b u t  w i t h i n  t h e  n a t i v e  s i t e .  

Mid-range d i s p e r s a l  a p p l i e s  t o  t h e  eggs f o l l ow ing  t h e  

f i r s t  20%. The f r a c t i o n  o f  eggs  d e s i r e d  (FED) t o  be l a i d  by 

t h e  female i s  a  f u n c t i o n  o f  t h e  l e v e l  o f  f e e d i n g  expe r i enced  

by t h e  l a r g e  l a r v a .  The l i n e a r  r e l a t i o n  used i s  shown i n  

F igu re  13. A t  t h e  maximum f e e d i n g  r a t e  (d  = do ) ,  t h e  female 

w i l l  be very heavy and a t t emp t  t o  l a y  a l l  o f  h e r  eggs i n  t h e  

n a t i v e  s i t e .  A t  o r  below a l e v e l  o f  s t a r v a t i o n  which pro- 

duces z e r o  f e c u n d i t y  FED = 0. We de te rmine  t h i s  p o i n t  from 

e q u a t i o n  ( 3 2 ) ;  r '  = ,344 and dl = .325. 

A p r o p o r t i o n  0 .8  * FED o f  t h e  eggs a r e  s u b j e c t  t o  t h i s  

m id-sca le ,  w i t h i n  s i t e  d i s p e r s a l .  The o v i p o s i t i o n  success  of  

t h i s  group i s  a d d i t i o n a l l y  p r o p o r t i o n a l  t o  t h e  amount o f  sus -  

c e p t i b l e  f i r  (SUSCEP) and t h e  o v i p o s i t i o n  s e a r c h  success  (OSS). 



The t o t a l  p r o p o r t i o n  o f  a v a i l a b l e  eggs l a i d  on s i t e  is 

p . ~ .  = ( 0 . 2 )  OSS + ( 0 .8 )  FED OSS SUSCEP . ( 3 4 )  

Eggs s u b j e c t  t o  mid-range d i s p e r s a l  which were no t  l a i d  

l o c a l l y  a r e  " c a s t  t o  t h e  winds" and c a r r i e d  t o  o t h e r  s i t e s .  

From a  p o t e n t i a l  f r a c t i o n  o f  0 .8,  FED OSS SUSCEP have 

been l a i d  i n  mid-range d i s p e r s a l .  The remainder ,  

( 0 . 8 )  (1.0-FED OSS SUSCEP) a r e  s u b j e c t  t o  long-range 

d i s p e r s a l  t o  o t h e r  s i t e s .  The essence  o f  t h e  d i s p e r s a l  

a l g o r i t h m  f o r  a l l o c a t i n g  t h e s e  eggs t o  s p e c i f i c  ( s i n k )  s i t e s  

i s  a  ma t r i x  o f  t r a n s f e r  p r o b a b i l i t i e s  from any p a r t i c u l a r  

sou rce  s i t e  t o  a l l  p o s s i b l e  s i n k  s i t e s .  The f r a c t i o n  o f  eggs 

l a n d i n g  on a new s i t e  which a r e  s u c c e s s f u l l y  l a i d  i s  a g a i n  

p r o p o r t i o n a l  t o  

OSS . SUSCEP , (35  

where t h e s e  f a c t o r s  apply  t o  c o n d i t i o n s  on t h e  s i n k  s i t e s .  

We assume t h a t  a d u l t s  make only  one long-range d i s p e r s a l  

and those  t h a t  a r e  unsuccess fu l  i n  f i n d i n g  s u i t a b l e  ov ipos i -  

t i o n  s i t e s  a f t e r  t h i s  f l i g h t  a r e  l o s t .  It i s  p o s s i b l e  t h a t  

more t h a n  one f l i g h t  is  made, bu t  s u p p o r t i n g  d a t a  do no t  

wa r ran t  mode l l ing  t h i s  p o s s i b i l i t y .  

We n o t e  i n  p a s s i n g  t h a t  i f  a l l  t h e  s t a n d s  a r e  i n  t h e  

same f o l i a g e  c o n d i t i o n ,  t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  o f  eggs l a i d  f o r  a l l  

s i t e s  would b e  

P.E. = ( 0 . 2 )  OSS + ( 0 . 8 )  OSS SUSCEP 
(36 )  

* [ l . 0  +FED ( 1 . 0  - OSS SUSCEP)] . 



A s  a numer ica l  example, a  moderate i n f e s t a t i o n  c o u l d  have 

OSS = 1, FED = 0 .6 ,  SUSCEP = 0 . 5  and 

P.E. = 0.72 

T h i s  development is meant t o  p o r t r a y  t h e  e f f e c t  o f  spa-  

t i a l  v a r i a t i o n  i n  f o r e s t  c o n d i t i o n  on d i s p e r s a l  and egg  l a y -  

i n g .  A s  ment ioned above, f i e l d  d a t a  do n o t  a l l ow  s e p a r a t e  

e v a l u a t i o n  o f  n o n - d i s p e r s a l  r e l a t e d  l o s s e s .  We s h a l l  s e t  t h e  

a d u l t  s u r v i v a l  from a l l  o t h e r  f a c t o r s  e q u a l  t o  u n i t y  ( i . e .  

SA = 1 . 0 ) .  L a t e r ,  we may wish t o  a d j u s t  t h i s  va lue  by simu- 

l a t i n g  t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  o f  t h e  f i e l d  t e s t .  p l o t s  and a d j u s t i n g  

SA SO t h a t  t h e  n e t  e f f e c t  o f  m o r t a l i t y  and d i s p e r s a l  p roduces  

a  s u r v i v a l  o f  0 .51.  Tha t  i s  

S, ( P . E . )  = 0 .51  . 

Conclus ion 

Any model i s  h y p o t h e s i s .  A t  t h i s  s t a g e  we have a 

h y p o t h e s i s  f o r  a  model. We conc lude now w i t h  some g e n e r a l  

comments conce rn ing  t h e  s t e p s  we shou ld  t a k e  t o  e s t a b l i s h  a  

l e v e l  o f  con f i dence  f o r  what we have done. T r a d i t i o n a l  pro-  

c e d u r e s  a r e  a v a i l a b l e  t o  u s - - q u a l i t a t i v e  assessment  o f  t h e  

mode l ' s  behav io r  and v a r i o u s  t e s t s  a g a i n s t  r e a l  wor ld  

h i s t o r i c a l  d a t a .  



' The i n i t i a l  s t a g e  o f  most e c o l o g i c a l  mode l l ing  " v a l i d a t i o n "  

i s  u s u a l l y  an  a e s t h e t i c  a p p r a i s a l  o f  t h e  model i n  vacuo .  Do 

t h e  dynamics look  and f e e l  r i g h t ?  The s t a n d a r d  f o r  judgment i s  

u s u a l l y  a  very  q u a l i t a t i v e  p i c t u r e  of t h e  r e a l  world.  A h a r d e r  

t e s t  i s  a  one-to-one comparison a g a i n s t  h i s t o r i c a l  r e c o r d s .  

Necessary d a t a  e x i s t  from 1949 t o  1972--a Deriod cove r i ng  a n  

ou tb reak  and d e c l i n e .  It i s  an open q u e s t i o n  a t  t h i s  p o i n t  what 

t echn iques  and c r i t e r i a  we shou ld  use  t o  e s t a b l i s h  goodness-of-  

- f i t .  

Q u a n t i t a t i v e  measures wtiich c a p t u r e  t h e  q u a l i t a t i v e  a s p e c t s  

o f  an  ou tb reak  may have t o  be i nven ted .  We w i l l  want t o  i n -  

v e s t i g a t e  v a r i o u s  i n d i c e s  which p o r t r a y  t h e  e s s e n t i a l  development 

i n  space  and t ime of  a  budworm ep i sode - - t h resho lds ,  r a t e s  of  

growth, sp read  and d e c l i n e ,  e t c .  

Other  o p p o r t u n i t i e s  a r i s e  f o r  d i a g n o s i s  of  t h e  budworm model. 

None i s  d e f i n i t i v e  i n  i t s e l f  bu t  i n  t o t o  t hey  can be cons ide red  

w i t h  a l l  o t h e r  ev idence.  F i r s t ,  we can  r e l a t e  t h e  components 

of  t h i s  v e r s i o n  t o  t h e  forms used i n  t h e  o r i g i n a l  (S tande r  [Q] ) .  

The o r i g i n a l  was t h e  s y n t h e s i s  o f  c o n s i d e r a b l e  f i e l d  expe r i ence  

and i f  ou r  p r e s e n t  v e r s i o n  i s  no t  congruent  w i t h  i t ,  we must 

l ook  f u r t h e r  t o  f i n d  t h e  r e a s o n s .  S p e c i f i c a l l y ,  we shou ld  I 

compare t h e  two v e r s i o n s  of  f o l i a g e  response .  A d d i t i o n a l l y ,  t h e  

l i f e  s t a g e  s u r v i v a l s  can be r e l a t e d  d i r e c t l y  t o  t h e i r  cor respond-  

i n g  d e n s i t i e s ,  and f e c u n d i t y  r e l a t e d  t o  a d u l t  d e n s i t y .  

~ 
The n e x t  s t e p  i s  t o  a g g r e g a t e  t h e  s u r v i v a l  and f e c u n d i t y  

I 
r e l a t i o n s  i n t o  a  g e n e r a t i o n a l  s u r v i v a l  and a  r e p r o d u c t i o n  cu rve .  

These a g g r e g a t i o n s  must a t  l e a s t  appear  reasonab le .  Var ious  



o t h e r  a n a l y t i c a l  p robes  o f  s e c t i o n s  of t h e  model can  be made 

t o  s e e  i f  t h e  impor tan t  c o n t r o l l i n g  f a c t o r s  appea r  reasonab le .  

F i n a l l y ,  t h e r e  i s  cons ide rab le  f i e l d  expe r i ence  a v a i l a b l e  

f o r  comparison. P a r t i c u l a r l y ,  t h e  s t u d i e s  o f  t h e  sprayed p l o t s  

should correspond t o  t h e  e s s e n t i a l  f e a t u r e s  o f  o u r  model. 

There a r e  many o t h e r  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  i n  t h e  monograph and 

a s s o c i a t e d  l i t e r a t u r e  which should be brought  i n t o  t h e  

p i c t u r e .  With t h e  model a s  o u r  r e a l  wor ld ,  we can per form 

some o f  t h e  same "exper iments"  and d e r i v e  comparable 

s t a t i s t i c s .  
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FIGURE 10a. FOLIAGE- INDEPENDENT SURVIVAL 
FACTOR LARGE LARVAE 



FIGURE 10 b .  COMPOSITE LARGE LARVAL SURVIVAL 
( V= F, +dFZ HELD AT 260 ) 



FIGURE 11. ALTERNATIVE MODELS FOR PUPAL 
S IZE  VS. FOOD CONSUMPTION 



F I G U R E  12 .  O V I P O S I T I O N  SEARCH S U C C E S S  ( O S S  1 A S  A  
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