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Abstract: Arceuthobium sichuanense causes severe damages to Picea crassifolia in Qinghai Province. Four

kinds of herbicides were tested to treat the A. sichuanense in natural P. crassifolia forest. The results

showed that 100-fold dilution Litku and 200-fold dilution Yipujing were best in controlling the disease. Ba-

icaoku of 100-,200-and 400-fold dilutions were able to control A. sichuanense ,but also do harm to the host

P. crassifolia. The rest herbicide and dilution also had some control effect,but obviously lower than 100-

fold dilution Liitku and 200-fold dilution Yipujing.
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Table 1 Herbicides used in this study

27 44 5 il 7 3t PR
25 %4 53 T Y il T 5 47 i 2 A R
185 T Y il 5 T T 54 2 A L 7
ALY4 R I Kl PR 5 B R A5 B 7

20 % — 4L F H A Kl fl R

1.3 KEHE

T2 56 A F AR MR 3 2 A2 B M A A R A X
Hu B BE Y, B2 30°, 1M HL 25 42 SRR M 28 4 B A
TE 25 K2 50 149 8 A T3 o A e JES 8 40 A 4 X A 20>
AT ) 5% A T 1 1A T 4 RRARS 155 25 Bl ¥ 1t 00 R 040 R
. SR B GRS MR 56 i R 4R B A2 R A R
Z RS 78 55 N T 3 2 45 8 47 XA 4% 43 i) 15T
Jiti JF 5 KRR B RS (1 = 100) Y 4 Fh R B30, 45 Fp B
TR RE 4 DR TEREZS S 7 d AR B IR R L AR
Jei AE BR] AT AS TR EL 3] A B A 3 6

R A] 4 2014 4F 7 H Lk 8 24 ¥R E 6~
13 m MifE 10~25 cm MHF W =42, IR I = K258
WarEENRRGE " B2 m IR A A e E
FHN 3~4 BRI W A L a2
B A MR B 0 T R RE g, 2
ORI ZE w55 . T4 20 45 W5 A % B o I A
2547 N W FH 3 K AR B ST (12 1000 . (L = 2000,
IR (1 = 40003 ANASTA] B 1Y) 5 [ 04 L S Aty O Ry |
T 5 DA e — K A L 3R 12 AN AE R 5 A
Tt KA A%t B, AN b B 2 R, SRR A AE
P 5eE ) R B REMLGE £E 3 A SR PE N R L A A B

6 IWHEE il sk BAHK L s 2B Bk =
FZEE B . it 2 A O A A A 1 Y RS R A A A
B s e 5 7 d A 1 RSB
A LE RBURILEE 2= A2 5 I 1 3068 A8 b B 75 77 A 2
FLELEAE 4R, 28 RIAE = 2B 2 4 B bk
G 1Y A A AN Y 1
1.4 FMHFZE

[P oD e e S Y Rala 2T I B U i< 4
M RS BAF B . S I B A2 525 3 S5 )
PRt (R 2)

K2 ZHHMHESS

Table 2 Spruce needle phytotoxicity rating
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Fig. 1 Effects on spruce needles of falling number after 4 weeks by four herbicides
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