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REB%, 2% BEMEFT, 20% B}, 2.5% SRS ER A B iR T R B 55 O kAT /D K B AN
RHEBE G R0, W2 2 ~3 WL AR 1 I, S4EE 3ANR, MXE R 200 ~ 250m? 3
RHizh, ALFRATSRBABRRIALEL, 4 10 AERETRMMERBER.
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211 AEHEABABKXENEXE WEARR (Thymiatris sp ) RRNBEEERTER, N
BRAERHEFEAR BT HEBHHROBORE. %R W B RS kL E 3
ARRE . ERAETRG, RFEABERANTIERRZ. AR ARE.6~8ANER
R, SEERHEE RITJLER—ME. I THERARSHEHHFHEEXER, 1991 F
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9 11.92 0.13
67 7.68 0.06
10 9.55 0.12
60 7.24 0.08
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pogi] 56.00 -
RPHE REWD 10g+ BERE 8g/ &% 39.00 31.87
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STUDY OF OCCURRENCE AND CONTROL OF
CINNAMON DIE BACK

Cen Bingzhan' Gan Wenyou? Deng Ruiliang?
(1 Forestry College, South China Agr.Univ., Guangzhou,510642; 2 Gau Yao

Forestry Bureau Guangdong Province)
Abstract

Botryodiplodia theobromae has been identified as a cause of dei back of
Cinnamom in Guang Dong.The occurreuce of the disease was closely related to in-
jury caused by Thymiatris sp.and the defficiency of boron in the soil. Preci-
pitation and high humidity were crucial for sporogensis and dispersal when the
temperature was appropriate.The application of cartap,chlorothalonil boron and
cupric sulfate around the root,and spraying fenvalerate and chlorothalonil
simultaneously proved to be effective in controlling the disease.
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