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Abstract: Investigations were made on insect pests damaging tree trunks of Zanthoxylum bungeanum
plantation in Aba Zang-Qiang Autonomous Prefecture. The results indicated that the average proportion of
Z. bungeanum damaged by insect pests was 85.2% and current expectation of life of the trees was not
more than 8 years in the prefecture. Dominated insect pests damaging tree trunks were Linda nigroscatata
Clytus validus Stenhomalus taiwanus Alcidodes sauteri. Linda nigroscatata and Alcidodes sauteri mainly
damaged the trees in the region with lower elevation and Clytus validus and Stenhomalus taiwanus dam-
aged the trees in the region with higher elevation. Moreover the preventive treatments for the insect pests
were put forward in the paper.
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Table 1 Damaged traits of Zanthoxylum bungeanum plan—
tation by insect pests damaging tree trunk in 9
counties of Aba Zang-Qiang Autonomous Prefec—

ture

(%) ()
18 914 914 100.0 319 0 7.8
16 729 536 73.5 428 0 5.9
11 1046 919 87.9 614 0 8.1
7 528 396 75.0 203 0 4.8
6 326 318 97.5 106 0 5.9
8 464 404 87.1 278 0 7.4
5 361 287 79.5 203 0 3.2
6 223 96 43.0 31 0 2.9
13 647 594 91.8 253 0 5.8
90 5238 4464 85.2 2435 0 51.8
2.2
2a~3a 0.1%
7 a 94. 1%
7 o« .18 o Y 2).
2
Table 2 The relationships between damaged traits and a—
ges of Zanthoxylum bungeanum plantation
(a) () () (%) ()
2~3 3 2021 0.1 1
3~5 117 1572 7.4 1~2
5~17 360 991 36.3 2~5
7 a 1638 1741 9.1 7~18
2.3
2.4
2.5 N
2.5.1 #%
( Clytus
validus) . ( Linda nigroscatata) .

( Stenhomalus taiwanus) .
( Alcidodes sauteri) o
2.5.2 REARIAL

20 cm ~50 cm
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30 cm ~40 cm; 4 ( )o 5 3 -5
5 o 6
40 cm ~60 cm 0 2.6.2 kR ZB &
2.5.3 WMETERSH
90% o
( 3), S 18 mm ~22 mm 2.5 mm~3.2
mm 10 mm ~21 mm 1 a o

o

2.6.3 &EKRRAF

o N 5.1 mm ~8.3 mm 1.6 mm ~2.4 mm
N N 5.8 mm~9.5 mm

o 2.0 mm ~2.6 mm o 1a

Table 3 Types of insect pests damaging tree trunks of
Zanthoxylum Bungeanum plantation and their N

natural enem

2.6.4 A KF
/
52 1 3 1 3 2009.6 6.3mm~10.6 mm 1.8 mm~2.8 mm
5 1 8 2 4 2009. 6
4 6 1 2 4 2009. 6 °
5 2 6 5 2009. 6 8 cm
4 1 7 5 2009. 6 1 a 4 5 1 a
6 1 1 2 4 2 2010.6
7 9 2010.6
7 11 2010.6
6 3 2 2010.6
6 1 5 3 2010.6 40 cm ~60 cm
2.6 2.7
2.6.1 EmXF 2.7.1 AF%
3 ao (
. 5 1:10)
16°C o . R
o 6 o
o 7 AY o
4d~5d 2.7.2 AW
1m o 7 10 d
o 20 ~30
20 d 8 o
10 N . 10 10°C
3 o 4 30 a
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