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SCMARIATE A
Investigation on Pests and Characteristics of Main Diseases of Chestnut in Shaanxi

WANG Yi', ZHANG Yao-ning’, SONG Xiao-bin', ZHANG Xue-wu', ZOU Yuan-fen’
(1. Northwest A&F University, Yangling, Shaansi 712100, China; 2. Shansi Station of Forest Pest Management, Xian,
Shaanxi 710082, China; 3. ArdcangSmwnafFomt PmMaMgemem Ankaag Shaanxi 728500, Chma) L

Abstract; Category and distribution of pests on Chinese chesmut in Shaagxl were, amdied The msults showed that
there were 18 kinds of diseases and 35 kinds of pests damaging C.- cham szhamm porasitica has developed
the disaster disease in Shannxi. The spreading of the C.. parasitica is rapld and there were close relationships among
occurrence and cultivars, ages of tree, site type, management level, etc, Based on the msult.sabove countermeas-

ures are given in this paper.
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Table 1 Standard on classification of infected grade
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Tshle 2 - Line of diseases on C. mollissima and their distribution .
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Table 3 Line of pest on C. llissima and their distributi
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Table'4 Distribution of C. mollissima and
occurrence situation of C. parasitica
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Fig.1 Compare on infe

ituation among different cultivar
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Fig.2 Compare on infeced situation among different position
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