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Investigation and Prevention of Endothia parasitica in Chinese Chestnut

DING Shi-sheng''*, WANG Xiang-kun’, ZHANG Zhong-liang'*, LU Zhou-min', LI Wen-hua'
(1. College of Forestry Northwest A&F University ,Yangling , Shaanxi 712100, China;
2. Shaanxi Zhenan o f Foresty Bureau ,Zhenan,Shaanxi 712100, China)

Abstract; Outbreak regularities of Endothia parasitica ocourred in Chinese chestnut, were studied from the
aspects of damage symptom, transmitting pattern,and occurrence conditions. Different pesticides were ex-
amined. The results showed that the peak season of outbreak was from mid-March to, mid-April. In late
March. curettage of diseased bark, application of 40% asomate, and spraying the whole tree could effec-
tively control E. parasitica with a rate of 84.3%.
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Table 1 Investigation on the E. parasitica in different controlling times
/ / /% / /% /%
187 57 30.5 16 80.7
3 159 53 33.0 37 69. 8
74.4
204 63 30.9 53 84.1
182 46 25.3 29 63.0
210 61 29.0 37 60. 6
4 184 55 29.9 29 52.7
56. 4
190 64 33.7 43 67.2
170 51 30. 0 23 45.1
193 60 31.0 19 31.7
5 160 55 34. 4 17 30. 9
31.9
220 62 28. 2 23 37.1
206 54 26. 2 15 27.8
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Table 2 Effect of different pesticides on controlling the E. parasitica
% % %
212 57 26.9 42 73.7
256 74 28.9 61 82.4 79.1
175 41 23.4 33 80. 5
234 72 30. 8 51 70. 8
223 74 33.2 54 73 70. 6
246 85 34.6 58 68. 2
196 56 28.6 48 85.7
211 62 29.4 52 83.9 84.3
203 54 26. 6 45 83.3
253 78 30. 8 50 64.1
244 82 33.6 55 67.1 65.6
192 61 31.8 40 65. 6
201 70 34. 8 58 82.8
CK
192 53 27.6 45 84.9
211 62 29.3 48 77.4
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