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A Study on the Control Measures of the Withering of Young Pinus sylverstris var. mongolica
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Abstract : Chemical control measures on the diseased young forest of Pinus sylvertris var. mangolica in Yulin sandy

area were established by the insecticide efficacy determination, field experiments ,

investigation of forest manage-

ment, and experiment of integrated control measures. The lightly diseased forest could be controlled by Mancozeb
(50% WP, diluted, 400times) or Thiophanate — methyl (70% WP, diluted, 400times) twice, the severely dis-
eased forests could be controlled twice by the chemical insecticide on the basis of cleaning up the deadwood in the
forest land. Mixed forest should be planted ,the density should be above 2 m x3 m to afforest . Afforestion of P.

sylverstris var. mongolica was unsuitable on lower and subsidiary dunes.
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Table 2 Effect of different insecticides on the growth of hypha
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Table 3  Effect of different insecticides on the buding of spore
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Table 4 The control effect of different insecticide against

withered Pinus sylverstris var. mongolica
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Table 5 Control effect of different time and times by spraying insecticide
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Table 6 Experi | effect of integrated control
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Table 7 Influence of afforested density on the withering
of Pinus sylverstris var. mongolica
B/ m 1x1 1x2 2x3 3 x4
B/ % 14.30 10.20 8.50 0.00
HTED 7.30 3.50 2.00 0.00
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